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Abstract: This paper is a thorough, objective and factual review of Alfred de
Zayas’! pamphlet entitled “The Genocide against the Armenians 1915-1923 and
the Relevance of the 1948 Genocide Convention”. It constitutes a wake up call for
those who dwell on subjective historical grivences with a view to serve their
present distorted agendas, while at the same time accusing a whole nation without
any scientific grounds. This paper is also an answer to them based on solid
historical and legal facts while inviting them to truth and responsible dialogue.

Keywords: Alfred de Zayas, Armenians, Ottoman.

Main Aim of the Armenian Organizations is Obtaining Compensation

It is widely known that the primary aim of the Armenian diaspora activists, who
militate for the international recognition of the genocide, is to obtain compensation
for the properties Ottoman Armenians presumably left behind. The Armenian
National Revolutionary Federation has already in 2005 made public that they
planned a major shift in their decades-long campaign for international recognition
of the Armenian genocide. Giro Manoyan, the spokesman of the Federation’s

Governing Bureau said that “genocide recognition alone would not restore historic
Jjustice and the international community should now hold Turkey accountable”.?

1 Mr. Alfred de Zayas has been an international civil servant working for the United Nations. After retiring, he
started teaching international law at the Geneva School of Diplomacy. He seems to be a person devoted to the
political aims of the Armenian Diaspora and endeavors to build legal arguments supporting their claims. He has
written a pamphlet entitled; “The Genocide against the Armenians 1915-1923 and the Relevance of the 1948
Genocide Convention” which was published by the Armenian Hagazian University in Beirut. Alfred De Zayas
had already conveyed the same views and proposals in a Memorandum drafted for the “European Armenian
Federation for Justice and Democracy”. That document had been circulated during a Conference entitled
“Ultimate Crime, Ultimate Challenge” organized in Yerevan (2005) and had been posted on the website of the
Armenian Foreign Ministry.

2 http://acikgorus.blogspot.com/2005/06 /dasnak-partisi-ermeni-tehciri-iin.html.

“Manoyan indicated that this will be at the heart of a planned adjustment of the activities Dashnaksutyun’ (D)
lobbying structures in the United States, Europe and elsewhere in the world. The policy change is in tune with
one of the main tenets of D. which have never made secret to get Turkey to not only admit to the genocide but
also pay material compensation to Armenia and descendants of genocide victims. Earlier this year (D) accused
the U .S. of prodding Turkey to recognize the genocide ‘without consequences’.( D) leaders also want Yerevan
to keep the door open for future territorial and financial claims to Ankara”.
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The pamphlet under review and the views contained therein have been commanded
by the Armenian National Revolutionary Federation to Mr. Alfred de Zayas with
the aim of fabricating legal arguments to back their financial demands. This
political pamphlet by Mr. de Zayas contains also some advice to the Armenian
Government. Certain chapters of the document aim to distort the wording of the
1948 Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide.3
Furthermore, Mr. de Zayas has somehow chosen to ignore the existence of the 1923
Treaty of Lausanne which terminated the First World War for Turkey as well as of
the Treaties of Moscow and Kars which concluded the war between Armenia and
Turkey while preparing his work. Throughout, this paper will present, based on

objective historical and legal facts the intentions

behind all the views put forth in the pamphlet

They think that by written by Mr. De Zayas.

exercising international
pressure to Turkey, they
will be able to force the
great majority of Turks to
abide and to accept their
dogma.

The Armenians are not Willing to Learn the
Reasons of the Turkish Refusal to Recognize
the Accusation of Genocide

Mr. Alfred de Zayas and the Armenian militants
are aware that genocide allegations are rejected by the great majority of the Turks,
especially by those whose ancestors have been murdered by the Armenian
backstabbers aligning with the occupying powers in Anatolia during and after the
First World War.

However, they are not interested to learn the historical and legal reasons behind that
refusal. They think that by exercising international pressure to Turkey, they will be
able to force the great majority of Turks to abide and to accept their dogma. They
believe to retain an immutable historical truth, which will support their claims
leading to financial and other rewards.

Bargaining With Turkey in order to Obtain Compensation and Suing the
Turkish Republic in American Courts

Some of them are actually in pursuit of finding the ways to bargain with the Turkish
authorities in order to obtain financial compensation; as they openly declare that
over the years, Armenians have gradually shifted their attention from the
recognition of the genocide to the pursuit of legal financial remedies for their
alleged losses. This also became clear from a message they tried to transmit to the

3 Hereinafter, “Genocide Convention or 1948 Convention or Convention”, 78 U.N.T.S. 277, U.N.G.A. Res. 260, U.N.
GAGR, 3.Sess. 179 Plenary. Meeting. At 174, U.N. Doc. A/810 (1948).
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Turkish authorities through a Turkish journalist, Ms. Ece Temelkuran, who met
them in the U.S..4 Last but not least, a lawyer -Mr. Mark Geragos- from California,
who sued the Turkish State in Californian tribunals, declared to a reporter of the
Haber Tiirk Daily Newspaper, Ms. Daphne Barak on 22 December 2010 in Los
Angeles that “What they wanted from Turkey was money” and added that; “give us
money and as a nice down payment by handing us over the Ararat (Agrt) Mountain.
This will do the business”.

As in the case of Mr. Geragos, some Californian lawyers of Armenian origin sued
the Turkish State in Californian courts for alleged damages done to the Ottoman
Armenians during the World War 1.5 Their aim is to obtain from an American
district court a judgment in order to receive the compensation payment for the
Armenians they represent. Their claims have no validity according to international
law, and also due to the U.S. Foreign Sovereign Immunity Act, and many other
legal reasons, which will not be discussed in this paper at length, do not support
their action.

Furthermore, on this subject, one should not fail to add that the Turkish Republic
paid the totality of Ottoman depth. This includes the sum of §99.338,09 US dollars
paid to the United States in accordance with the American-Turkish Claims
Settlement under the Agreement of 24 December 1923 concluded between the
Turkish Republic and the United States with a view to cover and compensate the
losses of the American citizens. This agreement fully discharged Turkey from all
claims of the USA or its citizens for once and all. Further details of this Agreement
will be put forth throughout this paper where relevant, and readers are further
encouraged to see the full text of this legal documents as well.

It must, therefore, be clear that the real purpose of the lawyers representing
Armenians is not to obtain compensation for them, but to fill their own bank
accounts as they have done it until now. Additionally, they have the intent to
damage relations between Turkey and the U.S.A. through artificial tensions they
create. What benefit these actions would bring to the Armenians in the Diaspora or
to the Republic of Armenia does not concern them at all. They think that even if
Armenian militants fail to reach their goal by obtaining a favorable decision from

4 Ece Temelkuran, “Agri’min Derinligi” (Depth of Ararat) Everest Publications, May 2008, pp. 223-250: “(With a very
harsh tone). You will not write my name, you will not write anything I have said. Photos will not be taken. My
interlocutors do not go into any detail concerning the 1915 events. They do not even try to explain what they are
thinking. They say that they do not want territory, but money. This is the message we persistently try to convey, we
will agree on the price, if Turkey agrees, Europe and America will provide that money anyways. Turkey can buy
peace. You must convey this message to Turkey, we want a minimal amount for our endless pain. They speak of
millions of dollars, our people are calculating the profit and losses for Turkey. According to this calculation, the
money spent by Turkey to lobby its policy of denial in America is enough to pay the compensation we will request”.

5  Descendants of Armenian genocide victims seek 65 million dollars from Turkey for seized land, LA; Yegparian:
We'll sue: The Armenian Weekly, December 27th, 2010.
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US justice, they may continue to occupy the public opinion with the propaganda
they will create through these lawsuits.

The Trade of Genocide and Searching Political Support in Order to Pressure
Turkey

Actually, Turkey faces a kind of a “trade of genocide”; an attempt of extracting
compensation through blackmail.® This seemingly is a lucrative business for the
lawyers and some other legal advisers. If the income earned from the genocide
trade disappears, the funds flowing into their accounts will run dry. That is
precisely why those militants and their supporters try to prevent all kind of dialogue
between the Turks and Armenians; similarly they also try to block the attempts of
common historical research on disputed data and also on the law of genocide. On
the other hand, the Armenian militants try to gain political support in some foreign
parliaments and local councils for the political recognition of their genocide
allegations in order to pressure Turkey. They avoid the legal aspects of the problem
by all means; because they know very well that according the Genocide Convention
their claims can not provide their targeted results.

In Quest of an Equitable and Just Memory

Those who defend the view that the tragic events of 1915 should be qualified as
genocide do not find it necessary to possess “an equitable and just memory”. They
reject to discuss’ details and the conditions of the painful events suffered a hundred
years ago by the Ottoman population as a whole. What is expected in Turkey is the
restitution of a just memory. As the Turkish Minister of Foreign Affairs declared
recently, “We are ready to understand the sorrows of the Armenians; but we
request the same for our sorrows as well”. This is due to the fact that not only the
Armenians but also all the Muslim communities have been harmed by the tragedy
suffered in that period.8 Turkish people try to understand with empathy the mutual

6 Siikrii Server Aya, Soykirim Tacirleri ve Gergekler (The traders of genocide and the truth), Derin Yaymevi,
Istanbul, 2009; Siikrii Server Aya, The Genocide of Truth, Istanbul Commerce University Publication: No.23;
2008; Siikrii Server Aya, The Genocide of Truth Continues But Facts Tell the Real Story, Derin Publications,
2010, Istanbul.

7 Taner Akcam states that, “While talking about the 1915 events, we must get rid of the statement that everyone has
suffered in the past. Different types of violence exist. The Foreign Minister ready to undertone is at the forefront of
a new wording with his concept of ‘just memory’ in the context of the Armenian genocide”, Taraf Newspaper,
11.05.2010. Taner Ak¢am and other thinkers like him oversee the fact that what has triggered the decision for the
1915 relocation is the Van Armenian Rebellion in April 1915 and the Van massacre. For the Van rebellion of
Armenians and the massacres they have committed see: Justin McCarthy, Esat Arslan, Cemalettin Taskiran, Omer
Turan, The Armenian Rebellion at Van, University of Utah Press, 2006.

8 It was the Van massacres perpetrated towards the Muslim population — on grounds that they were Muslim Turks or
Muslim Kurds — by Russian and Armenian troops who occupied the province of Van, which triggered the
displacement of population.
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pain and losses of that tragic period and mourn together for the losses of the past.
This will be a more humane approach then accusing the “other” for all the plights.
If this is not achieved, the gap between the communities will become deeper and
seeds of hate will be infused upon the younger generations.

1. The Differences Between the Crime of Genocide and Other Crimes. Sine Qua
Non Conditions to Legally Establish the Existence of the Crime of Genocide

For Mr. de Zayas genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes are all the same.
As the title of the pamphlet under review reflects, Mr. Alfred de Zayas’ hypothesis
is a postulate according to which the crime of genocide was committed by the
Ottoman State to its citizens of Armenian origin. The righteousness of this
hypothesis is taken for granted by Mr. de Zayas. He has no judiciary backing, no
verdict from a competent court to support his allegations. Furthermore according to
him; “whether called exterminations, evacuations, mass atrocities, annihilation,
liquidations, massacres or ethnic cleansing”, all these acts are equal to the crime of
genocide.? In his conclusions, Mr. de Zayas writes the following lines to reflect his
mastering (!) of the law of genocide:

“In the ICJ judgment of 26 February 2007, the International Court of Justice
confirmed that genocide had been committed in Srebrenica. If a single
massacre satisfies the criterion of Article 3 of the Genocide Convention,
certainly many of the Ottoman massacres against the Armenian population
before and during the First World War would qualify as genocide”.

This statement does not concord with the decision of the International Court of
Justice as it is presented in detail below.

Definitions of International Crimes

Mr. de Zayas’ above mentioned reflections are biased and do not take into account
the law of genocide. He seems to ignore the wording of the 1948 Genocide
Convention and the Articles 5, 6, 7, and 8 of the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court which include definitions regarding the crimes of genocide; crimes
against the humanity and war crimes. These crimes are legally different type of
crimes.19 And those crimes were not existent at the beginning of the 20th century.

9  De Zayas idem, p.26.

10  Article 6. Genocide: a)Killing members of the group; b)Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the
group; c)Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in
whole or in part; d)Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group; e)Forcibly transferring children
of the group to another group. Article 7. Crimes against humanity: a)murder; b)Extermination; c)Enslavement; d)
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Every Act Can Not Be Qualified As Genocide

The term “genocide” is a legal term; it describes a crime specifically defined by the
1948 Genocide Convention and must be addressed accordingly. Genocide can be
legally determined only by the judges of a competent tribunal on the basis of the
prescribed legal criteria. The Genocide Convention does not allow for convictions
on genocide by legislatures, scholars or others.
Some historians, sociologists, politicians and
even political scientists who dealt with these
issues tend to describe - without knowledge
and/or experience in international law - as
genocide almost any incident, which involves an
important number of dead;!! they purposely
mislead those who are not familiar with the law.

As mentioned above,
Armenians and some of
their supporters have
deliberately set aside the
legal aspects of the issue
apparently because that
would weaken their

genocide claims. . )
As mentioned above, Armenians and some of

their supporters have deliberately set aside the
legal aspects of the issue apparently because that would weaken their genocide
claims. Armenian writers and their supporters have chosen to adopt a dogmatic
historical approach to underline the tragic nature of the incidents so that they could
make genocide claims more easily acceptable by the public.!2

The Sine Qua Non Condition of Genocide is Dolus Specialis “The Special
Intent”

The most important characteristic of the Genocide Convention is that, - for the

Deportation or forcible transfer of population; e) Imprisonment or other severe deprivation of physical liberty in
violation of fundamental rules of international law; f)Torture; g) Rape, sexual slavery, enforced prostitution, forced
pregnancy, enforced sterilization, or any other form of sexual violences of compatible gravity; h) Persecution against
any identifiable group or collectivity open political, racial, national, ethnic cultural, religious, gender as defined in
paragraph. 3, or other grounds that are universally recognized as impermissible under international law, in connection
with any act referred to in this paragraph or any crime within the jurisdiction of the Court; i) Enforced disappearance
of persons; j) the crime of apartheid; k) Other inhumane acts of a similar character intentionally causing great
suffering or serious injury to body or to mental or physical health Article 8. War Crimes (Only the summary is given
below;) a) Grave breaches of the Geneva Convention of 12 August 1949, namely any of the following acts against
persons or property protected under the provisions of the relevant Geneva Convention; b) Other serious violations of
the laws and customs applicable in international armed conflict, within the established framework of international
law, namely, any of the following acts. c¢) In the case of an armed conflict not of an international character, serious
violations of Articles 3 common to the four Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, namely , any of the following
acts committed against persons taking no active part in the hostilities, including members of the armed forces who
have laid down their arms and those placed hoers de combat by sickness, wounds, detention or any other cause; d)
para.2c applies to armed conflicts not of an international character and thus does not apply to situations of internal
disturbances and tensions, such as riots, isolated and sporadic acts of violence or other acts of a similar nature ; e)
Other serious violating of the laws and customs applicable in armed conflicts not of an international character, within
the established framework of international law, namely, any of the following acts...etc.

11 William A. Shabas, Genocide in International Law, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2000. p.7.

12 Giindiiz Aktan,“The Armenian Problem and International Law”, www.mfa.gov.tr//data/dispolitika/Ermeni
iddialari/Document.pdf.
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crime of genocide to exist - acts must have been committed with the intent to
destroy the protected groups as such. The mental or subjective element (mens rea)
of the crime is the constituent which refers the intention. The concept of “general
intent” which is valid for ordinary crimes is inadequate in the identification of the
acts of genocide.

Sociologically and psychologically the intent “to destroy a group as such” (due to
the group character) emerges in racism, or in the most intensive stage of racism.
Racial hatred is quite different from the ordinary animosity laced with anger, which
parties engaged in a substantial dispute may feel towards one another. Racial hatred
is a deeply pathological feeling or a complicated fanaticism. Anti-Semitism is an
example in this context.!3

According the Genocide Convention, the intent to destroy a group must be in the
form of a “special intent” dolus specialis beyond any doubt. That is the most
important legal component of the crime of genocide which the Armenians and their
supporters deliberately ignore.

The Verdict of the International Court of Justice (ICJ)

This crucial aspect of the crime of genocide has been underlined by the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) in para.187 of the verdict on the Bosnia
Herzegovina v Serbia as follows:

“Article II (of the Convention) requires a further mental element. It requires
the establishment of the intent to destroy in whole or in part the protected
group as such. It is not enough to establish, for instance in terms of
paragraph. (a) that unlawful killings of members of the group have
occurred. The additional intent must also be established and is defined very
precisely. It is often referred to as the “specific intent” (dolus specialis). It
is not enough that the members of the group are targeted because they
belong to that group that is because the perpetrator has a discriminatory
intent. Something more is required. The acts listed in Article II, must be done
with the intent to destroy the group as such in whole or in part. The words
‘as such’ emphasize that intent to destroy the protected group”.

If the special intent is not proved beyond any doubt, an act can not be qualified as
genocide. The International Court of Justice (ICJ) examined the facts alleged by
Bosnia and Herzegovina as:

13 Aktan, ibid, p. 270.
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“In order to decide (1) whether the alleged atrocities occurred and if
established (2) whether the facts establish the existence of an intent, on the
part of the perpetrators, to destroy in whole or in part the group of the
Bosnian Muslims as such. The court made long and detailed findings of fact
on the alleged atrocities which are grouped according to the categories of
prohibited acts described in Article Il of the Genocide Convention. With
regard to killing member of the protected group (Article la of the
Convention) the Court finds that it is established by overwhelming evidence
that massive killings throughout Bosnia and Herzegovina were perpetrated
during the conflict. However, the Court is not convinced that those killings
were accompanied by the specific intent on part of the perpetrators to
destroy in whole or in part, the group of Bosnian Muslims”.

The same conclusions have been reached by the ICJ with regard the alleged crimes
foreseen in Article II (b) (c) (d) and (e) of the Convention. The Court decided that
acts of genocide were committed by the VRS (The Army of Republika Sirpska)
only in or around Srebrenica from about 13 July 1995.14 These legal arguments
clearly demonstrate the reasons why the statement of Mr. De Zayas in comparison
with Srebrenica is wrong. The ICJ in its verdict does not take into account the
magnitude or frequency of the acts but the “special intent to destroy a group as
such” for qualifying an act as genocide.

Ethnic Cleansing

On the other hand, International Court of Justice put forth the difference between
genocide and ethnic cleansing and other acts as; “while ethnic cleansing can be
carried out by the displacement of a group of persons from a special area, genocide

is defined by the above mentioned specific intent to destroy the group or part of
ir’ 13

“Nulla Crimen Sine Lege”

The governing principle of criminal law is: “Nulla crimen sine lege” which means
no crime shall exist without law. The criminality associated with the tragic
experience of the Ottoman population, including the Ottoman Armenians during
the transfer of population from 1915 to 1918 was addressed by the Ottoman
judiciary. Members of the gangs who attacked the Armenian convoys and officials

14 International Court of Justice Press Release, 2007/8 pages 4,5,6.
15 International Court of Justice, Press Release, 2007/8 page 4 paragraph.2.
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who exploited the Armenian plight or neglected their duties or abused their powers
were court-martialled and punished. In 1916; 1397 persons received various kinds
of sentences in this context including death penalty.!0

The Competent Tribunal to Judge the Genocidal Acts

Atrticle IV of the Genocide Convention foresees the punishment of persons who are
suspect to commit the crime of genocide.!” This brings us to the notion of
“competent tribunal” to judge and decide if an act amounts to the crime of
genocide. Historians, journalists, political bodies or others have no authority to
judge persons charged to have committed the crime of genocide. Many of those
tend to describe as genocide any incident which involves an important number of
dead. However, genocide is an international crime which can be determined only
by judges of the competent tribunal on the basis of prescribed legal criteria. That is
the reason why those who drafted the Convention clearly established a competent
tribunal to judge the genocide accusations. Article VI of the 1948 Genocide
Convention reads as follows:

“Persons charged with genocide or any of the other acts enumerated in
article Il shall be tried by a competent tribunal of the State in the territory
of which the act was committed or by such international penal tribunal as
may have jurisdiction with respect to those Contracting Parties which shall
have accepted its jurisdiction”.

Universal Repression

The issue of the competent tribunal was debated extensively by the International
Preparatory Conference of the 1948 Genocide Convention. The question of
determining the competent tribunal was resolved!8 after lengthy discussion and the
above mentioned text was approved. During the discussions a proposal of
“universal repression” put forward by the delegation of Iran was rejected.l®

16  Aktan, ibid, p.294.

17  Article IV: “Persons committing genocide or any other acts enumerated in Article III shall be punished whether they
are constitutionally responsible rulers, public officials or private individuals”.

18  See: Travaux Preparatoires Doc. E/794 page 294 and 97, th meeting of the Conference pages 360 and following pages

19  With regard the “Power to Exercise Universal Repression” or “Universal Repression”; See: 05.04.1948. Doc .E/794.
pp-29-33; The Committee rejected a proposal in this respect (Ibid, p.32).

Those rejecting the principle of universal repression argued as follows: “Universal repression is against the
principles of traditional law; permitting the courts of one State to punish crimes committed in another state by
foreigners will be against the sovereignty of the State; as genocide generally implied the responsibility of the State
on the territory of which the crime was committed, the principle of universal repression would imply national courts
to judge the acts of foreign governments. The result will be dangerous international tensions”. The same issue has
been addressed during the discussion of article VII of the Convention in the Plenary Meeting of the Conference on

Review of Armenian Studies | 143
No. 22, 2010



Pulat TACAR

Universal repression foresees the judging of the suspects by any tribunal of any
State. Actually those who are not satisfied with the formulation agreed upon by the
Genocide Convention, adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations and
ratified by an overwhelming number of States member of the UN, are trying in vain
to reopen an academic debate on this subject.

3. Historical Introductions by Alfred De Zayas

According to De Zayas; “For centuries the Armenian population of the Turkish
Ottoman Empire was subjected to mistreatment
and despotism?0 Mr. de Zayas contradicts
himself by writing in the same page the
following:

For example, only a year
before the World War I -
and two years before the
relocation (or transfer of
population) decision - in
1913, the Minister of
Foreign Affairs of the
Ottoman Empire was an
Armenian.

“Especially in Ottoman capital, Istanbul, many
Armenians were elevated to the ranks of the
Empire’s privileged and were recognized and
rewarded for their talents in the government
administration and finance” 21

The Armenians of the Ottoman State were called
“the loyal nation” and they were active in the realm of public service. Many
Armenians served as Ministers of the Ottoman Government. For example, only a
year before the World War I - and two years before the relocation (or transfer of
population) decision - in 1913, the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Ottoman
Empire was an Armenian. The Secretary General of the same Ministry was also of
Armenian origin; which means the foreign policy of the Empire was left to their
judgment. Many Armenians served at the highest ranks of the central
administration and/or as governors, “pashas” or provincial governors; they
represented the Ottoman State as Ambassador in foreign countries. The Director of
the Bureau of Statistics has been Armenian. (These fact is especially important to
note, for those who do not trust the official statistics of the Empire regarding the
number of Ottoman citizens of Armenian origin). At the beginning of the 19th
century the Ottoman Armenians flourished and came to dominate the state’s
economy. Unlike the Jews in Europe, they were not banned from practicing certain
professions. They were not forced into ghettos or subjected to “pogroms”.

9, 10 and 11 November 1948. See the records of the Plenary Meeting pp. 361-407. The current text of article VII of
the Genocide Convention has been accepted by the Plenary meeting, after lengthy discussions, with 21 votes in favor,
10 against, and 15 abstentions.

20 De Zayas, idem, p.23.
21 De Zayas, idem, p.24.
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One should bluntly underline that Mr. Zayas’ accounts on the history are incorrect
and try to reflect the biased Armenian version of the history. A just solution to
avoid all sort of misunderstanding is that historians from Armenia, Turkey and all
other nations interested in serious historical research should come together and
discuss the historical data without discarding certain pages of it.

Ottoman Armenian Population Figures
Mr. de Zayas writes in his pamphlet that:

“In 1909 during the Ottoman period, 30.000 Armenians’ lives have been
claimed during the Adana massacre... 1.500.000 Armenians living in the
Ottoman state during the First World War, 800.000 Pontus and Izmir
Greeks and Chaldeans have been massacred by the Young Turk
Government. The Armenian genocide has lasted until 1923”.

Ottoman demographic figures prove that prior to World War I fewer than 1.5
million Armenians lived in the entire Ottoman state. Thus allegations that 1.5
million Armenians perished does not reflect the truth. The same must be said
regarding the population figures of other Christian populations of the Ottoman
State. Armenian population figures vary according the sources. The claims
concerning the number of the Ottoman Armenians and their losses are challenged
by numerous scholars which have expressed different data based on Ottoman or
Western sources. One of the studies on the subject has been made by Prof. Justin
McCarthy?22 who finally concluded that “the Armenian genocide” allegation does
not reflect the truth.

Selective Reading of the History by Discarding Certain Pages of It

Mr. De Zayas prefers to present the “Armenian version” of the history. He
reflects a selective and biased reading. For example, he avoids reporting on the
Armenian uprisings during the 19th and the 20th centuries. Armenians and their
supporters reject any dialogue about their interpretation of the available
information. History became a dogma for them; their immutable truth is
unquestionable for them; and they do not accept or hear views which contradict
their version of t