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Abstract: This article criticizes the subjective approaches adopted by the
historians in dealing with the events of 1915 and also the lack of consistency in the
interpretations of the conflict between the Muslims and the Armenians. The
author makes evaluations about the way the subject is handled in the light of
archival documents. The evaluations are based on the closing of the Armenian
Committees on 24 April 1915, the arrests of the leading political figures and how
these events are handled both by the Turkish and Armenian historians. In his
assessments of the arrests of April 24, 1915 the author argues that the state had
only aimed at taking the activities of the revolutionaries under control, and that the
claims concerning the arrests of these political figures was a preparation for the
process to exterminate the Armenians is groundless. It is also argued in this article
that the decision for relocation has been taken as a legal security measure and that
the Armenian uprisings were the principle reason behind the decision. Also
discussed in this article are the number of people relocated and the ratio of deaths
which took place during the marches of the convoys to the designated locations in
southern parts of the Ottoman Empire. The author emphasizing the importance of
studying the events of 1915 on the basis of the archival documents welcomes the
letter of the Turkish Prime Minister to the President of Armenia to the effect that
an historical commission consisting of historians and other experts from two
countries should be established to study the developments and events of 1915 not
only in the archives of Turkey and Armenia but also in the archives of all relevant
third countries.
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The subject of this paper is the Turkish-Armenian Question. According to the
Armenian historiography it all started on April 24, 1915, the date at which the
Ottoman security forces arrested 235 leading personality1 of the Armenian
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1 The debate over the number of arrests that took place on April 24, 1915 and immediately afterwards is now over
thanks to the newly found documents in the Ottoman Archives in Istanbul. See. Yusuf Sar›nay, “What Happened
on April 24, 1915” The Circular of April 24, 1915, and the Arrest of the Armenian Committee Members in
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Revolutionary Party (ARF), Dasnaksutyun. The Turkish historiography, however,
challenges this assertion and dates the origin of the Question to the Congress of
Berlin, in 1878, when the internal conflict between the Armenians and Muslims
became an international issue for the Great Powers of the period.2 Be that as it may,
the fact remains that the Turkish-Armenian Question should be the subject of history,
and different opinions should be elaborated by historians. From this standpoint, on 10
April 2005, Turkish Prime Minister sent an official letter to Robert Koçaryan, the
President of Armenia saying that: 

“The Turkish and Armenian peoples not only share a common history and
geography in a sensitive region of the world, but also lived together over a
long period of time. However, it is not a secret that we have diverging
interpretations of events that took place during a particular period of our
common history. These differences that have in the past left behind traces of
painful memories for our nations continue to hamper the development of
friendly relations between our two countries today. I believe that, as leaders
of our countries, our primary duty is to leave to our future generations a
peaceful and friendly environment in which tolerance and mutual respect shall
prevail… In this connection, we are extending an invitation to your country to
establish a joint group consisting of historians and other experts from our two
countries to study the developments and events of 1915 not only in the
archives of Turkey and Armenia but also in the archives of all relevant third
countries and to share their findings with the international public. I believe
that such an initiative would shed light on a disputed period of history and
also constitute a step towards contributing to the normalization of relations
between our countries”.3

I am of the opinion that this was a courageous and constructive proposal to address
to a conflict that has caused mistrust and enmity for years between the two nations.
Unfortunately, Armenian leadership rejected this proposal arguing that Ottoman’s
treatment of the Armenians within the Empire between 1915 and 1923 constituted
“genocide” and this fact cannot be called into question. In his official reply, President
Koçaryan replied that “Your proposal to address the past can not be productive unless
it addresses the present and the future as well,” and in a counter proposal he offered
to form an ‘intergovernmental commission’ that will tackle this and other problems
hampering their relations”. The most striking phrase in the letter of Koçaryan, in my
view, was this: 

2 Cevdet Küçük, Osmanl› Diplomasisinde Ermeni Meselesinin Ortaya Ç›k›fl› 1877-1897, Türk Dünyas› Araflt›rmalar›
Vakf›, ‹stanbul, 1986.

3 For the text of the letters exchanged between the Presidents of Turkey and Armenia, see Aybars Görgülü, “Turkey
Armenia Relations: A Vicious Circle”, Foreign Policy Analysis Series-8, TESEV Publications, Istanbul, 2008,
Appendixes 2, p. 43.
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“Responsibility for the development of bilateral relations is borne by the
governments and we have no right to delegate it to historians”.4

By this, President Koçaryan implied that the question between Turkey and Armenia
was a political one, and not historic. He is not alone in Armenia. Indeed many leading
political groups in Armenia regard Erdo¤an’s offer as a ploy designed to deflect
international attention from the ongoing commemorations of the 90th anniversary of
the start of the so-called genocide. Armenian historians have written their version of
their history and led their people to believe that their facts are so solid that they cannot
be challenged.5

In my visit to Armenia in 2005, unfortunately I
had the impression that the People of Armenia
share this official view and are not ready to define
the events of 1915 and 1916 any other term than
“genocide”. Under these circumstances, it may not
be an exaggeration to say that Armenians believe
their thesis as strong as a dogma. When they meet
a Turk by coincidence they ask the very stereotype
question: “Do you believe in Armenian
Genocide?” And when one does not give the straight answer, which is “Yes” for an
average Armenian, he/she is immediately called a “denier”.

Distortion of the UN Convention of 260-1948 on Genocide

Do the sources prove Armenian allegations beyond any shadow of a doubt? Is not
there any fact that can be challenged about the events of 1915-16? Why do the
Armenians not question their thesis? Was the treatment of Armenians by the
Ottoman regime in 1915-1916 equal to genocide as defined by the UN Convention
of 1948? According to the Armenian historiography everything is crystal clear and
what happened was “genocide”. Is that really so? Of course not, and there is a
saying “all that glitters is not gold”. First of all, we are dealing with a period of
history and therefore it is natural that day by day as new documents come into light
our knowledge of the period may be changed. There are many points and details
that are open to debate about the nature of the incidents that took place between
Armenians and Muslims in 1915 and onwards. The treatment of the Armenians by
the Ottoman government can not be seen within the concept of the UN Convention
of 1948 on Genocide. It is neither legal nor scholarly. From an international law
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4 Ibid., p. 44.

5 “Opposition’s case: Dashnak leader explains why Sargsyan should not go to Turkey” October, 14, 2009 Armenia
Now, http://www.armenianow.com/news/10654/opposition_s_case_dashnak_leader Last Access: March, 18, 2011
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6 See, William A. Schabas, Genocide in International Law, The Crime of Genocide, Cambridge University Press,
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7 See, Kemal Çiçek, Ermenilerin Zorunlu Göçü, Türk Tarih Kurumu Publications, Ankara, 2005, s. 7-33

8 For the role of Armenians in the World War I see, Dr. G. Pasdermadjian, Why Armenia Should be Free: Armenia’s
Role in the Present War, Hairenik Publishing Company, 1918.
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perspective, the Armenian Allegations regarding 1915 events is certainly disputed
simply because the allegations are not based on legal verdicts by a competent
international judicial institution. This is an important point and cannot be
overlooked, since recognition of “genocide” requires a legal decision delivered by
a competent international (or national) judicial institution in accordance with the
UN Convention of 1948.6

Even though this very fact is sufficient to demonstrate that accusations against
Turkey is unlawful, there are other reasons which cast doubts on the use of the word
genocide in describing the events of 1915-1916 within the framework of the UN

Convention. Firstly, according to the UN
Resolution 1948, genocide is described as “acts
committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in
part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious
group”. And the events of 1915-1916 should be
assessed in the light of this definition.

Relocation: “A Legitimate Security Measure” 

In the light of the newly found documents, we
have better understanding of the implementation
of the law of relocation during which one 1.5

million Armenians are claimed to have perished owing to various reasons. What is
more important is that archival documents reveal that the Ottoman government had
no intention to destroy its Armenian population and cannot be held accountable for
the Armenian losses. All studies dealing with the implementation of relocation have
so far indicated that with the relocation of the Armenians, the Ottomans tried to
prevent a full scale rebellion behind their army lines which had already started in
the centers such as Erzurum, Zeytun and Bitlis just before the entry of the Ottoman
Empire into WWI.7

It is known that when the Ottoman military declared mobilization in August 1914,
most members of ARF and other Armenian political parties fled and joined the
Russians, as was decided in the secret committee meetings. Even Karekin
Pastermadjian, an Armenian deputy in the Ottoman Parliament and also a member
of Dashnak party, had joined one of these units to lead the Armenian voluntary
forces.8 According to the Russian historians, there were 23 Ottoman-Armenian
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9 For the number of Armenian volunteers see, Pasdermadjian, Why Armenia Should be Free, s. 19-21. For Armenian
presence and activities in the Russian army, see, Mehmet Perinçek, “Taflnak ve Sovyet Ermenistan› Kaynaklar›nda
Taflnaksütyun Gerçe¤i”, Türk-Ermeni ‹liflkilerinin Geliflimi ve 1915 Olaylar› Uluslararas› Sempozyumu Bildirileri,
ed. Hale fi›vg›n, Gazi Üniversitesi, Ankara 2006, s. 501-502.

10 See Document No: 1

11 Arnold J. Toynbee, Acquaintances, Oxford University Press, New York – Toronto, 1967, s. 242.

12 Ermeniler Taraf›ndan Yap›lan Katliam Belgeleri 1914-1919, Cilt 1, Devlet Arflivleri Genel Müdürlü¤ü Yay›nlar›,
‹stanbul, 

13 Arnold J. Toynbee, Acquaintances, Oxford University Press, New York – Toronto, 1967, s. 242.
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units in the Russian army at the very beginning of the war, making roughly 11,500
soldiers.9 Plus there were 40,000 Armenian armed volunteers only in the
Caucasian region fighting for the Russians.10 (Document-1: A letter of Bogos
Nubar, President of Armenian National Delegation to the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of France) 

There were also Armenian volunteer units scattered all over Turkey. The number
of these fugitives and/or collaborators within the Ottoman Empire will never be
fully known. Bogos Nubar Pasha in one of his letters to the Foreign Ministry of
France stated that they were fighting on the side of the Allied forces against the
Ottoman Empire with almost 200,000 Armenian soldiers. In view of these
figures, it can be seen how correct Arnold Toynbee was when he wrote that
Ottoman Armenians became the ‘fifth column’ of the Russians in occupied
territories of the Ottoman Empire.11 This so-called “fifth column” was obviously
accountable for the massacres of 124,000 Muslims between August 1914 and
March 1916.12 This very fact also justifies the necessity of removing Armenians
behind army lines. Arthur Tremaine Chester in one of his article in The New York
Times, Current History had this to say to explain the law of relocation to the
American people: 

“The provinces in the rear of the army had a large Armenian population,
and these people, feeling that there was an excellent chance of the Russians
defeating the Turks, decided to make it a certainty by rising up in the rear
of the army and cutting it off from its base of supplies. Let me draw a
parallel imaginary case. Suppose that Mexico was a powerful and rival
country with which we were at war, and suppose that we sent an army to the
Mexican border to hold back the invading enemy; suppose further that not
only the negroes in our army deserted to the enemy but those left at home
organized and cut off our line of communication. What do you think we as a
people, especially the Southerners, would do to the Negroes? Our Negroes
have ten times the excuse for hating the whites than the Armenians have for
their attitude toward the Turks.13

Relocation of the Ottoman Armenians in 1915: A Reassessment
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The Limits of Transferring Armenians

When the term “war zone” is used, some may not have a full idea about the law and
its implementation to Armenians, but the word “war zone” is important for several
reasons. Firstly, the law of relocation was only limited to the areas of strategic
importance for the military, and secondly, the law also left out a reasonable amount
of the Armenian population from relocation.14 Indeed, Ottoman government of the
time had defined many exemption categories for the Armenians. According to the
documents released by the Directorate of Turkish Archives, the following groups
were not to be transferred:

- Protestant and Catholic Armenians, (At the beginning they were totally
exempted from relocation, but in time, due to changing circumstances
some groups of Catholics and Protestants had to be sent away. However
there were no mass transfers among them.)

- Armenians living in the cities of Istanbul, Edirne, Ayd›n, Bursa, ‹zmir,
Antalya, Kütahya, Kastamonu and many other western towns,

- Armenian soldiers and their families,

- Officers and those in the medical corps of the Ottoman army and their
families, 

- Officers employed in the branches of the Ottoman Bank at Istanbul and
the provinces,

- Employees in the Régie and Public Debt establishments, 

- Employees of the foreign consulates, 

- Officers of the post office, 

- Teachers of the Armenian and Missionary schools and their families,

- The sick, the blinds and other disabled people etc. 

Indeed, reports of the American diplomats and missionaries put the number of
exempted Armenians at between 300,000 and 350,000.15 Thus, one should ask here
the crucial question: If the intention of the Ottoman government was to annihilate
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16 The term “Death March” is often used in Holocost literature to describe the deportation of the Jews from various
countries to the Concentration camps, but although there is no parallel, Armenian historians have also started using
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Oganesian, The Armenian Genocide: Armenocide. Armenia: Institute of Oriental Studies, Yerevan, 2002: J. Slater,
J., Death March. London: Horowitz Publishers, 1966.

17 For relocation dates for different cities, see Kemal Çiçek, “Amerikan Kaynaklar›nda Tehcir”, Türk-Ermeni
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the Armenian people, in whole or in part, just because of their religious, ethnic or
national identities, why would they have so many Armenians exempted? Why
would they exclude the Armenian population of Istanbul from relocation? Before
we answer these questions one cannot accuse the Ottoman Empire of deporting
Armenians for their ethnic or religious identity.

The Legend of the So-Called “Death March”

Armenian historiography claims that the central cadres of Committee of Union and
Progress (CUP) initiated a program of extermination and with this aim they sent
the Armenian population of Anatolia to the deserts of Mesopotamia for a “death
march”.16 It is argued that the time given for the journey was too short, mass
transfers had been started without duly preparations and the authorities were aware
of the dangers ahead of the convoys. Documents in Turkish and American
archives, however, refute these claims. First of all, let us make clear that in certain
cities there were Armenians who were relocated in a limited time ranging from 24
hours to 48 hours, but according to the concrete documents those transferred in
two days were not peasants, but were Armenian committee members. They were
all male. They were arrested and transferred immediately for security reasons to
prisons in various cities. In other places people were given at least two weeks for
preparations. In many cities first convoys left in the first week of July, which is
roughly 35 days after the law was published in the Official Gazette. Therefore, it
is not true that Armenians were rushed into the journey, that they didn’t have
enough time to prepare and that they suffered numerous casualties during the
journey.17

Moreover, foreign observers of the relocation process reported that the Ottoman
government issued strict instructions for the safe conduct of the relocation.
Necessary orders were given to find ways to provide food for the people to be sent
away, the means of transportation to be used to transfer them to their destinations,
to determine which lands they were to be settled in, the amount of funds that would
be needed to provide them with food and their livelihood and providing them with
seeds and fertile lands to grow wheat. In a report that was sent to the American
Ambassador on September 3, 1915, Dr W. M. Post, an American physician at the
American Hospital in Konya, noted that the government “has been giving the

Relocation of the Ottoman Armenians in 1915: A Reassessment
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[Armenian] adults 1 piaster and the children 20 paras a day.18” The American
Committee for Armenian and Syrian Relief, Red Cross and other relief organization
were allowed to help Armenians on the road to Syria and also in the camps
established for the refugees. It is important to mention that not all Armenians were
located in the camps, but many were settled in houses in Damascus, Aleppo, Ma’an,
Ras-al-ayn, Raqqah, Deir-el-Zor as well. Orphans were sent to the orphanages
established by the government and missionaries. Some were also given under the
protection of families and the government paid their expenses. (Document 2: A
view of Dier-el-Zor)

Last but not the least; they were not deported, as was claimed, to the deserts of
Mesopotamia. As Rear Admiral Colby M. Chester wrote in The New York Times,
Current History in September 1922;

“The Armenians were moved from the inhospitable regions where they were
not welcome and could not actually prosper, to the most delightful and

fertile part of Syria. Those from the mountains
were taken into Mesopotamia, where the climate
is as benign as Florida and California, whither
New York millionaires journey every year for
health and recreation. All this was done at great
expense of money and effort, and the general
outside report was that all, or at least many, had
been murdered…In due course of time the
relocated entirely unmassacred and fat and
prosperous returned (if they wished so to do),
and an English prisoner of war who was in one

of the vacated towns after it had been repopulated
told me that he found it filled with these astonishing living ghosts”.19

(Document-3: The new York Times Current History, September 1922)

“Living Ghosts” or Fiddling with the Numbers

Indeed Chester was right in his observations. Unfortunately during the war, British
and American propaganda declared entire Ottoman-Armenian population as being
murdered and the people in the West were made to believe lamentable stories and
ordeals of their fellows. What is more striking, however, is that this war time
propaganda is still given credit and the loss of Armenians during the relocation is
claimed to be 1.5 million. Luckily we have Western sources to refute these
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exaggerated figures. American consular or missionaries were present in some cities
from which the Armenians started their journey and cities in which they were
resettled. They reported regularly the number of people left or arrived. Some
consuls, like Jesse J. Jackson who was the American consul at Aleppo, reported to
his embassy on a daily basis the number of arrivals by railway or on foot.20

Therefore his documents are as precious for historians as a pearl. For instance in
one of his reports dated February 8, 1916, he gives the total number of Armenians
arrived in camps: 

“Reliable sources in reference to the number of Armenian immigrants in this
vicinity, between here and Damascus and in that surrounding country, and
down the Euphrates River as far as Dier-el-Zor, showing a total of about
500,000 persons”.21 (Document-4: From J. B. Jackson to the Henry
Morgenthau, American Ambassador, February 8, 1916)

Juxtaposing these figures with that of Bogos Nubar Pasha makes sense. Bogos
Nubar Pasha told the Paris Peace Conference in 1919 that “the number of the
relocated was between 600,000 and 700,000”. The same person also wrote that
250,000 Ottoman Armenians left voluntarily for Russia following the Russian
withdrawal, and another 40,000 for Persia.22

There are sources like Near East Relief which gives the number of Armenian
refugees from Turkey as high as 350,000. If this refugee number added to the
number of relocated Armenians within the country we get very close to the figures
that appeared in the private papers of Talat Pasha, the then Interior Minister of the
Empire. As is known in one of the documents published by Murat Bardakç› the
number Armenian subjected to relocation is given as 924,158.23 Moreover post-
WWI population statistics prepared by the British Embassy in Istanbul and the
agents of the Near East Relief Society gives the number of Armenian refugees from
the Ottoman Empire as 817,873. The document further states that the total given
does not include 281,000 Armenians living in Turkey and some 95,000 who
became Muslim.24 (Document 5: Approximate number of Armenians in the World,
NARA 867.4016/816)

Thus, how can one talk about 1,000,000 deaths in the early days of displacement?
It is clear that the figures that have become “facts” vary and should not be treated

Relocation of the Ottoman Armenians in 1915: A Reassessment
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as the verses of the holy books. These figures clearly demonstrate that figures were
distorted and the numbers of Armenian victims were exaggerated. A method of
raising the death toll is unfortunately swelling up the population figures. 

Many independent researchers estimate the Armenian population in the Ottoman
Empire before 1914 between 1,400,000 and 1,700,000. Even such pro-Armenian
scholars as Dr. Johannes Lepsius do not accept the figures ascertained by the
Armenian Patriarchate at 2.1 million. Lepsius calculated the Armenian population
to be around 1,845,450, which was in fact made up by averaging Ottoman official
figures with that of the Patriarchate. There is not a single source that would indicate

the population of the Ottoman Armenians was as
high as 2.1 million.25

At this stage the origin of the figure 1,000,000
(that later become 1.5 million) calls for
investigation. Strikingly enough, this illogical
figure originated from the report of Leslie Davis,
the US consul at Harput. On July 24, 1915, he
wrote that “It is impossible to say how many
Armenians have been killed, but it is estimated
that the number is not far from a million”.26 One
must note here that the report was written only

54 days after the law of relocation was published by the Official Gazette. In brief
this figure was only guess-work just as that of Jackson, the consular at Aleppo, who
wrote on 19 August 1915 that “conservative persons well-informed on the question
place the total loss of life up to August 15 at over 500,000”.27 In conclusion these
figures does not mean anything for historians seeking the truth, but only indicate
that what Armenian historians regard as established fact can be debatable.

Government Responsibility: To What Extent?

Another important issue that should not be overlooked when assessing the events
of 1915 and 1916 in the light of the UN Convention of 1948 is the question of
genocidal intent. The UN Convention strongly stipulated that there must be a
specific intent to exterminate a group. There must be hatred toward a group because
of their national, ethnic, religious and racial identity. There is no evidence of any
prejudices against Armenians by the CUP cadres. Nor has anyone been able to
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demonstrate that there had been any plan to exterminate the Ottoman Armenians.
On the contrary, the CUP continued to employ Armenians in important and even
strategic positions. According to a memorandum dated 24 July 1917, there were
522 Armenians occupying strategic posts in the Ottoman bureaucracy. This shows
that Armenians that were loyal to the army who had nothing to do with the Dashnak
and Hunchak organizations or who were committed to the Ottoman government
were still working in the ranks of the army and the bureaucracy even in 1917. This
is a clear indication of absence of any kind of hatred towards the Armenians as an
ethnic group. More important, is the CUP’s response to the maltreatment of
Armenians en route by the bandits, mobs, and officials. 

Documents recently released by the General Directorate of the Ottoman Archives
reveal that the government had indeed mobilized its entire means for the security
of the convoys. Each convoy was assigned gendarmes. The routes were determined
and secured beforehand as much as possible. It was announced that military and
administrative officials would be held responsible for the unlawful incidents that
could be enacted on the convoys on their route. Unfortunately what was feared had
occurred from time to time mostly in Eastern Anatolia, because there were no
railroads and there was no way of moving people other than in ox-carts and on
foot.28

This is a very important point because the government was then fulfilling its
responsibility to enforce the law, and the maltreatment of the Armenians was
severely punished by the extra-ordinary court-martials commissioned for this
purpose. According to the documents 1,673 people had been arrested and tried by
the Ottoman military courts during 1915 and 1916 for crimes against Armenians.
67 people were executed and 524 were imprisoned for various crimes. There were
also 68 people who were sentenced to hard-labour. These trials and convictions
must be regarded as the willingness of the Ottoman government in protecting the
lives of the Armenians on their way to their destinations.29 (Document-6: A sample
page of the list of Muslims tried by the Military Courts in 1916) 

On the whole, the government was successful in preventing many of the attacks
even before they took place. Owing to these security measures, the number of
Armenians who suffered attacks by brigands was not as high as it was exaggerated.
However, it is also true that many Armenians succumbed to the hardships of the
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30 NARA 867.4016/200. From Edward I. Nathan to Henry Morgenthau, Mersina, 27 September 1915. 
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relocation process and lost their lives. The difficulty encountered in the
transportation of the Armenians was an important factor in the losses suffered by
the relocated. In a report, dated September 27, 1915, Edward Nathan, the American
Consul in Mersin, wrote that “the lack of proper transportation facilities is the most
important factor in causing the misery”.30 The spread of infectious diseases,
moreover, had worsened the conditions for the relocated Armenians. However,
these hardships and problems were not peculiar to the Armenian the relocated
alone. The Muslim refugees as well as Turkish soldiers had to suffer a similar fate.
The observations made by an American military historian shed further light to this
aspect of the problem: 

“Even had the Turks been inclined to treat the Armenians kindly, they simply
did not have the transportation and logistical means necessary with which
to conduct population transfers on such a grand scale. Military
transportation, which received top priority, illustrates this point, when first-
class infantry units typically would lose a quarter of their strength to
disease, inadequate rations, and poor hygiene while travelling through the
empire. This routinely happened to regiments and divisions that were well
equipped and composed of healthy young men, commanded by officers
concerned with their well-being”.31

Conclusion 

As is seen there are many points that need to be debated among historians.
Therefore Turkey has officially invited interested parties to set up an historical
commission to examine the events of 1915 and 1916. A similar offer was made in
1919 by the Ottoman Government to Holland, Spain and Sweden. None, then, had
given a positive response. Now there may be a second chance for reconciliation,
and some pressure on Armenia to bring her to the table may pave the way towards
peace and dialogue. Unfortunately the position of Armenia is far from being
conciliatory at this point. Seeking to obtain “Recognition, Reparations and the
Return of land,” the so-called three-R policy,32 Armenia refuses to engage in
dialogue over the incidents of 1915-1916. Furthermore, Armenian Diaspora
established terrorists groups like ASALA which killed 42 Turkish diplomats and
citizens around the World in a total of 110 terrorist attacks between 1973 and
1984.33 The same groups have still been putting pressure upon academicians who
dare to write anything against the Armenian claims. For instance, Bernard Lewis, a
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distinguished scholar of the history of Middle East was sued by the Armenians for
writing his research results in a correct manner from a scholarly perspective and
Prof. Stanford J. Shaw’s house was bombed by the Armenian terrorists. Despite all
these misconducts of Armenians, it is to be hoped that Turkey and Armenia will
one day seat around the table, and reassess the events of 1915 and 1916. Of course,
the realization of this process shall be dependent upon Armenia and her giving up
its historic claims on Turkey and building peaceful relations with its neighbors.

Relocation of the Ottoman Armenians in 1915: A Reassessment



112288

Prof. Dr. Kemal Ç‹ÇEK

Review of Armenian Studies
No. 22, 2010

ANNEXES

Doc. 1: A letter of Bogos Nubar, President of Armenian National Delegation to
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of France
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The Psychological Dimension of the Armenian Question

Doc 2: Foto, A view of Dier-el-Zor



113300

Prof. Dr. Kemal Ç‹ÇEK

Review of Armenian Studies
No. 22, 2010

Doc 3: The new York Times Current History, September 1922
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Doc 4: From J. B. Jackson to the Henry Morgenthau, American Ambassador,
February 8, 1916
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Doc 5: Approximate number of Armenians in the World, NARA 867.4016/816
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Doc 6: A sample page of the list of Muslims tried by the Military Courts in 1916
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