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THE ARMENIAN GENOCIDE:
NEW SOURCES AND RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

u G u r  U M iT  On g O r

I. IN TR O D U C T IO N
The Arm enian genocide is w idely docum ented in o ffic ia l and unofficial 

docum entary collections, private archives, parliam entary proceedings, 
m em oirs, party protocols, consular correspondence, m anuscripts, d iaries, 
m aps, photo collections, oral histories, and m any other sou rces in Turkey. The 
bulk o f  these prim ary sou rces exists in the cap ita ls  o f  the states that 
chronologically  ‘ surrounded’ the genocide, m ost notably the Ottoman im perial 
arch ives in Istanbul and the Turkish Republican arch ives in Ankara. T h is 
corresponds to  an enorm ous corpus o f  source m aterial that is m ostly  stored in 
the o ffic ia l state archives in these cities. Sign ifican t section s o f  these archival 
co llections have been published, and both o f  them are  open for research, albeit 
under slightly  differing conditions. Several libraries, too, bear im portance for 
the study o f  this ep isode and need to be used as well.

The O ttom an archival material (kept in Istanbul) is overw helm ing and 
encom passes material up to  and including the end o f  the F irst W orld W ar. 
Intra-state correspondence between various bureaucratic stations generated a 
large am ount o f  m aterial such a s  reports, m em oranda, and telegram s. It 
includes both top-down orders and bottom -up reporting. In 1994 a  relatively 
arbitrary selection o f  these docum ents w as published .1 Sp ec ifica lly , the 
collections ‘ Internal C iphers' (D ah iliye $ ifre ) and ‘ G eneral Security ’ 
( Em niyel-i Um um iye) deserve particular attention, provided they are  handled 
with the necessary care and source criticism . The Turkish R epublican  A rchives 
in Ankara are a lso  volum inous and relevant for this study. The proclam ation o f  
the Republic in 1923 saw  the transfer o f  O ttom an state institutions to  the new 
A natolian capital and the further bureaucratization o f  the state. The research 
conducted in these arch ives o ffers an  intimate v iew  into the ftm ctioning o f  a 
one-party dictatorship.

A  wealth o f  other sources can b e  tapped when studying Y oung Turk 
population po licies.2 T h ese  include, for exam ple , new spapers, the o n es o f  the
arm istice era (1918-1923 ) being particularly usefu l. In these y ears, the 
atm osphere o f  freedom  brought veritable torrents o f  articles on the violence o f  
the regim e. The wartim e new spapers that w ere tolerated by  the Y o u n g  Turk 
regim e are useftil insofar a s they o ffe r  a g lim pse  o f  how the regim e propagated 
its ideology to the m asses. M em oirs o f  contem poraries are a  relatively 
unreliable but nonetheless indispensible source o f  p laces, tim es, persons, and 
stories that can show  how subjective perceptions o f  the w orld by  political
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elites shaped  their attitudes and  p o lic ie s . T h ese  m em o irs o ften  contain  
inform ation lost or cen sored  in the etiquette o f  o ff ic ia l  co rresp on den ce , but 
m ost are a lso  ridden with ap o lo g ia . T here is a  la rg e  bo d y  o f  m em o ir literature 
o f  Y o u n g  T u rk s, variou s E uropean  d ip lo m ats involved  in T urkey , A rm enian  
surv ivors o f  the gen o cid e , and v ario u s n ation alist a c tiv ists . Furtherm ore, sin ce  
in this period  E astern  T urkey  w a s a  peasan t so c ie ty  co n sistin g  m o stly  o f  
illiterate v illagers, there are  few  m em o irs that d e scr ib e  the liv e s  o f  th ese  lo ca ls.

T h is article attem pts to ach ieve  tw o m ain  o b je c tiv e s . F irst, it w ill c a n v a ss  a  
se lection  o f  the extant T urk ish  R epublican  so u rce s  on  the A rm enian  gen o cid e . 
T h is  w ill co n sist o f  a  b r ie f  overv iew  o f  the m ateria l, including e x a m p le s  o f  
typical docum en ts relevant to  the destruction  o f  O ttom an A rm en ian s. S e co n d , 
it w ill indicate som e research  d irectio n s, with a  p articu lar focu s on  e x is t in g  
prob lem s in the current co m parativ e  gen o cid e  research . T hat part w ill co n sist 
o f  five  sec tio n s: rank-and-file  so u rce s , oral h isto ry , pro v in cia l arch iv es, 
property records, and the Interior M in istry  arch ives.

II. T H E  R E P U B L IC A N  A R C H IV E S  IN  A N K A R A
T h e R ep ub lican  A rch iv es in A n k ara  (B a$ b ak an l։k  C u m h uriyet A r$iv i) are  

by far the m ost pertinent co llectio n  o f  h isto rica l docum en tation  fo r m o dem  
T urkey. T h e appropriate  co llec tio n s are  that o f  the Interior M in istry , a s  w ell a s  
the O ffice  o f  the Prim e M inister, in particu lar, the ‘ C a ta lo g u e  o f  C ab in et 
D ec isio n s' (B a k a n la r  K u ru lu  K a r a r /a r i K a ta lo g u ), ‘ C a ta lo g u e  o f  the Prim e 
M in ister 's  G en eral D irectorate  o f  P ro ce e d in gs’ (B a^ b ak an lik  M u alem at G en et 
M iid iirliigu  K a ta lo g u ), ‘ C a ta lo g u e  o f  the G en era l D irectorate  o f  L an d  and 
Settlem ent՝ (T o p rak  isk a n  G en el M u d iirliigu  K a ta lo g u ), ‘ C a ta lo g u e  o f  the 
D ocum ents o f  the R ep ub lican  P e o p le 's  Party* ( C u m h uriyet H alk  P a r t is  i  E v rak i 
K a ta !o g u )% and  others. In th is section  I w ill m a p  the extent o f  potentially  
relevant m aterial and  provide e x am p le s  o f  f i le s  germ an e  to (a sp ects  o f )  the 
gen ocid e.3

B efore  d isc u ssin g  so m e  o f  the so u rces, a  ftm dam ental problem  n eed s to  be 
add ressed . H istorian s have argu ed  that sign ifican t am ou n ts o f  so u rce  m aterial 
in d ictatorsh ip s are  often d estroy ed , cen so red , cu lled , pu rified , o r  separated  
into sea led  d ep ots. T h is  is gen erally  a s  m uch  a  p ro cess  o f  ac tiv e ly  d estroy in g  
incrim inating evidence a s  it is o f  latent silen c in g  in the m ak in g  o f  so u rc e s , the 
creation  o f  arch iv es, and the narrating b y  co n tem p o raries.4 T here is  no reason  
to  a ssu m e  that the Y o u n g  T urk  regim e w a s an  e x cep tio n , in fact there is 
com pellin g  evidence that a  se r ie s  o f  se rio u s d estru ctio n s o f  sou rce  m ateria ls  
occurred. N o t only w a s the sc a le  o f  these p ro c e sse s  o f  s ile n c in g  and 
destruction con siderab le , but the period  and type o f  d ocu m en ts that w ere 
destroyed  pertain to  key m om ents in the crucial period  19 1 5 -1 9 3 8 .5 T h at the 
A rm enian  gen ocid e  w as constitu tive to  the estab lish m en t o f  the T urk ish  nation 
state w as airbrushed from  h istory . T h e construction  o f  a  h egem on ic  n ation alist 
h istoriography after 1923 com pounded  this p ro cess . B u t even though the 
R epublic  a s  a  cultural sy stem  h as been built on  the ab sen ce  o f  A rm en ian s in
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public m em ory and historical texts, traces o f  the genocide can be found in the 
p o st-1923 period.

Why w ould the Republican arch ives even be relevant for the 1915 
gen o cid e? A fter a ll, the genocide ended som ew here between 1916 and 1918, 
and A nkara only holds m aterial after 1919. There are several w ays o f  tackling 
this problem . First and forem ost, soc ieties that have experienced  an ep iso d e  o f  
gen ocid e  bear the sca rs  o f  the violence long after the im m ediate end o f  the 
violence. Few post-genocide soc ieties m anage to p a ss  through a  p ro cess  o f  
transition and reasonable closure. M ost, how ever, struggle with its 
consequences fo r m any years after the end o f  the k illin g and often carry  the 
risk  o f  recidivism . Serb ia , A lgeria , Iraq, R u ssia . C o n go , and perhaps the 
triangle T urkey-A zerbaijan-A rm enia are exam ples o f  the latter kind. For this 
reason , various societal consequences o f  the genocide can be asse ssed : the 
lives o f  genocide orphans, converts, survivors, o r  the afterlife  o f  the 
perpetrators, or the soc ial m obility  that the genocide offered  to  ordinary 
M uslim s. In this section I w ill u se  R epublican archival m aterial to  shed light 
on three neglected a sp ects  o f  the post-genocide era : survivors, perpetrators, 
and the po litics o f  censorship.

S u rv iv o rs
Arm enian survivors o f  the genocide can be roughly grouped into converts 

and non-converts. During W orld W ar I. the C U P  organized the forced 
conversion  to Islam  o f  countless num bers o f  A rm enians and Sy riacs. T hese 
conversions have been characterized a s : ‘ voluntary ' conversions o f  individuals 
in the initial s tag e s  o f  the 1915 persecutions; selection  o f  individual A rm enians 
by individual M uslim  hosts for absorption  into M uslim  households; 
distribution o f  A rm enians to  M uslim  fam ilies by governm ent agen cies; and the 
use o f  governm ent-sponsored orphanages a s  a direct m eans o f  assim ilatin g 
Arm enian children. A s  a  consequence o f  this quadripartite po licy , m any 
A rm enians w ere m ore or le ss  forcibly converted to  Islam .6 Another asp ect o f  
this strategy w as launched when, in the early  w inter o f  1915, T alaat initiated a 
po licy  o f  forcibly m arrying Arm enian g irls  to  M uslim  men. T hese strategies 
denote the absence o f  b io log istic-racialist defin itions o f  the target group and 
show  that the indelibility o f  O tlom an-A rm enian group identity could  be 
tam pered with. A  cultural explanation for this porousn ess would be that: 
“ Traditional society  in the M iddle E ast still looked upon w om en and children 
a s  chattel, persons lacking political personality  and o f  transm utable ethnic 
identity. T h e cultural v a lu es o f  children and fem ales could  be erased  or 
reprogram m ed. G en etic continuity w as a  m ale proposition .*’

The Arm enian response to  the governm ent’ s  conversion  po lic ies w as 
am bivalent. It ranged from  fearful acqu iescen ce  to adam ant resistance. M any 
A rm enians converted, som e individually , and  som e fam ilies o r  v illages 
collectively. C onverts w ho survived  the genocidal persecution  often m anaged  
to  live in T urkey  for several d ecad es, som e m igrating to  Istanbul or W estern
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Europe. The fam ous story  o f  Fcthiye Q ctin 's grandm other m ust stan d  fo r tens 
o f  thousands o f  others.8 The liv es o f  these peop le  m erit attention not o n ly  for 
the study o f  the genocide itself. The ex isten ce  o f  these peop le  h as a lso  been 
important fo r the post-w ar history o f  Eastern T urkey : so m e  converts lived  in 
their v illages and repressed  their A rm enian identities, w h ereas others lived a s 
crypto-Christians. O penly living a s  an A rm enian C hristian  w a s fu ll o f  
hardship, for, in later years, practisin g  Christianity in the eastern  provinces w as 
m ade virtually im possib le  by  the authorities.

T h is is where the R epublican  m aterials enter the debate . It b eco m es clear 
from  Interior M inistry correspondence that the governm ent increasingly  
distrusted the converts. A t first, it targeted  individual con verts. For exam p le , in 
Septem ber 1936 the authorities tracked dow n an A rm enian  nam ed N a z if, who 
w as w orking a s  a  tailor in D iyarbek ir city . A cco rd in g  to  the governm ent, he 
had “ converted to  avo id  the d eportation " (teh cirden  kurtulm ak i f  in ih tid a  
ertig i), had sent his so n  M ehm et Re§ad to  M arseille  for h igher education , and 
his other son . A bdulhalim  K em al, had traveled to A lepp o  and Q am ish li. 
A pparently, transnational ties w ere con sidered  su sp ic io u s. N a z i f s  entire 
fam ily, including his four other so n s, his w ife, a  daugher. a  daughter-in-law , 
and his nurse w ere ordered deported to  C orum . a  town north o f  A nkara. The 
order w as sign ed  by  K em al AtaW rk.9 E x am p le s  such  a s  these, o f  individual 
and fam ily  deportations can  e a s ily  be m ultiplied. A  m ore radical solution 
follow ed on 8  Ju ly  1943, when the Y o u n g  T urk  governm ent ordered  all 
convert fam ilies deported from  the border pro v in ces, for “ order and 
security” .10 In th is sw eep in g  decree , the Y o u n g  T u rk s' anti-Arm enian 
sentim ents acquired an  essen tia list. racia lized  character: A rm enians w ere now 
seen  as unchanging and  unchangeable in their su p p osed  d isloyalty . In the 
Y oung Turk m ind, even sincere conversion  and  voluntary  assim ilation  into the 
T urkish  nation co u ld  not shake th is con viction . O nly  m ore research w ould  
elucidate how  the K em alist reg im e had intim ate know ledge o f  A rm enian 
converts. How can w e understand this apparent continuity? W as this 
inform ation based  on T a laa t’s  1915 o rd er to  keep detailed  records o f  all 
converts? A  thorough inquiry into the R epublican  m aterials m ight provide 
reliable answ ers to this qu estion .11

From  the A nkara m aterials one can  a lso  learn a  great deal about Y o u n g  
Turk attitudes tow ards A rm enian su rv ivors w ho had not converted but had 
sim ply  e scap ed  through the m urderous m esh es o f  the genocide. N e e d less  to 
say , the d ecad es o f  Y oung Turk rule w ere very d ifficu lt tim es, m ost o f  all for 
Anatolian A rm enians w ho had not converted  yet surv ived . For exam ple , 
internal correspondence rev eals that the c r is is  o f  H atay (A lexandretta) 
province w as partly induced by K em alist apprehension  o f  a  purported increase 
o f  Arm enian settlem ents in that area. T h e intelligence reports exp licitly  
m ention that these settlem ents are intended to “ reduce the density o f  Turkish  
M uslim s”  ( Turk m Uslum an yogu n lugu n u  a z a l t m a k T h ese  reports fueled 
ex istin g  fears o f  cthnoterritorial dem ographic dilution, for which A rm enians
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w ere often blam ed. The regim e leveled  even stronger and m ore categorical 
accu satio n s again st A rm enians when it cam e to  the K urdish resistance 
m ovem ents o f  1925 in D iyarbekir. 1930 in A rarat, and 1937 in D ersim . 
V arious reports indicate that the regim e believed  that (crypto-)A rm enians were 
the real organ izers o f  those m ovem ents, puppet m asters who operated 
clandestinely  behind the scen es to stir ‘ rebellion ’ in the east. T h is m indset 
reduced the com plexity  o f  the conflicts to  an  international Arm enian 
co n sp iracy .13

T h ese  exam ples m ay count a s typical for the tense political atm osphere o f  
interw ar Europe. But a  new developm ent w as the reappearance o f  ep isod ic  
state violence again st Arm enian civ ilians. On the night o f  10 A pril 1929, the 
A rm enian priest Y u su f  Em irkhanian w as murdered in h is house in D iyarbekir 
city. W hen British d iplom ats inquired about the hom icide, they characterized 
the T urkish  governm ent’ s  answ er as “ o ffic ia l hypocrisy” , because  the 
governm ent denied that the D iyarbekir po lice  had taken part in the murder. 
The local authorities in D iyarbekir then arrested and violently  m istreated 
E m irkh an ian 's w ife  out o f  revenge fo r having appealed  to  foreign o ffic ia ls . 
The m urderers were never foun d.14 The killing o f  a  prom inent com m unity 
leader and the ensu ing indifference and im punity sent sh ockw aves through the 
tiny rem aining and traum atized Arm enian com m unity o f  D iyarbekir. T hese 
arch ives can illum inate the ebb and flow  o f  the A rm enian com m unity in the 
early  Turkish R epublic. M oreover, a c lo ser look at this important hom icide 
dem onstrates that the m urderers had em erged  from  the network o f  the 
genocide perpetrators, e specia lly  the P ir in ^ iz a d e  and M iiftiizade dynasties. 
O nly  14 years earlier, dozen s o f  young and m iddle-aged  men o f  both these 
fam ilies o f  M uslim  notables had collaborated  in the destruction o f  their ow n 
Arm enian neighbors. T hus, the Republican arch ives m ay o ffe r  a  useftil insight 
into the lives o f  the perpetrators after the genocide.

P erp etrato rs
A  second relevant asp ect o f  the gen ocid e  one can encounter while 

conducting research in the R epublican  arch ives is the life  o f  the perpetrators 
afterw ards. In the bland bureaucratic correspondence o f  the 1920s and 3 0 s one 
often co m es acro ss  the nam es o f  men that struck terror into the hearts o f  
A rm enians in 1915. The m urderers have blended into soc iety  a s  local m ayors, 
school teachers, craftsm en, im am s, doctors, businessm en , and  governm ent 
o ffic ia ls , continuing their lives in apparent norm ality. R epublican  archival 
m aterial o ffe rs  an interesting i f  d isturbing w indow  into their liv es after 
genocide. It overcom es the historical break points o f  1918, 1923, and 1934, 
h elps knit the b iographies together, and renders the past a le ss  foreign  country.

H istorians have propounded the thesis that a c lear continuity can  be 
observed  betw een the first Y o u n g  Turk regim e o f  1913-18 (the C om m ittee o f  
U nion and P rogress) and the second o f  1919-50 (the R epublican  People ’ s 
Party). The R epublican  arch ives o ffe r  m aterial to  a s se s s  how the cadre o f  the
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secon d  regim e dealt w ith the cr im es o f  the first, in clud in g  the g e n o c id e . It 
beco m es c lear that the K e m alists  o ffe red  full im punity  to  the p erpetrato rs, 
rehabilitated their reputations, and w id ely  re im b u rsed  their fam ilie s , often 
sp ec ifica lly  w ith A rm enian “ aban don ed  p ro p erty " (em v al-i m etru k e). For 
exam ple , the fam ily  o f  d istrict govern or o f  M u$, S e rv e t B e y , w h o  in 1915 had 
annihilated the A rm enians o f  that c ity , w a s aw ard ed  a  co m p o site  p a ck a g e  o f  
Arm enian property . T h e fam ily  o f  C e m al A zm i, the m u rderou s go v e rn o r  o f  
Trabzon , w as a lso  a ssign ed  co n sid erab le  “ rep aratio n ", sp e c if ic a lly  from  
Arm enian p ro perties.15 H afiz  A bd u llah  A v n i, a  hotel o w n er w ho had 
co llaborated  in the gen o cid e  in E rzincan , w a s execu ted  fo r h is c r im e s  in 1920 
b y  the Istanbul tribunal. H is  w ife  H atice H am m  w a s co m p en sa ted  w ith a  house 
and a  fie ld  from  the A rm enian  v illa g e s  o f  $u h e  and  K a n i.16 T h e  fan atica l 
d istrict govern or o f  B o gaz liy an , M eh m ed K e m a l B e y , had le ft behind a  fam ily  
in Y o zgat. It received  an  apartm ent and  a  h ou se  fro m  the a v a ila b le  A rm en ian  
property in that a re a .1 D r. B ah aedd in  $ ak ir  B e y ’ s  fam ily  receiv ed  a  h ou se  in 
the up-m arket $i§li d istrict o f  Istan b u l.11' A n d  the list g o e s  on  and  on: the file s  
contain  d eta ils  on  the recip ien ts, a s  w ell a s  the nature, s iz e , an d  location  o f  the 
property.

A  strik ing e x am p le  o f  these ty p es o f  co m p en sation  e ffo rts  con cern s 
govern or Dr. M ehm ed R esh id  (1 8 7 3 -1 9 1 9 ) , p o ss ib ly  the m o st z e a lo u s  
execu tion er durin g the g e n o c id e . R esh id  w a s  g o v e rn o r  o f  D iy arb ek ir  an d  w a s 
responsib le  for a  veritab le  “ reign o f  te rro r" in 1915 and  the p illag e  o f  
enorm ous am ou n ts o f  property  o f  A rm en ian s. In S ep tem b er o f  that y ear , he 
w a s notably  rebuked b y  T a laa t fo r o v ersh o o tin g  the norm  an d  ta rg e ts  o f  the 
gen ocid e. R esh id  w a s arrested  a fte r  the w ar and  com m itted  su ic id e , tw o  d ay s 
before h is 47th  b irthday .19 H e le ft behind a  fam ily  that took  on  the surn am e 
§ah in giray , d erived  from  R esh id ’ s  nom  d e  g u e r re  in the C U P  (§ ah in  G ira y  -  
a fte r  the la st  K h an  o f  C rim ea).

In the sum m er o f  1928, the M in istry  o f  E co n o m y  a llo ca te d  the fo llo w in g  
property to  h is w ife  M azlum e H am m : two sh o p s , w ith a  total w orth o f  up  to 
15 ,000  T urk ish  L ira , located  on  the C ad d e-i K e b ir ,20 n u m bers 105 an d  187. 
T h e sh o p s had been co n fisca ted  from  the deported  A rm en ian s A n ton  and 
A braham  and their w iv e s S irp o o h i and  A stineh . R e sh id 's  fam ily  a ls o  received  
tw o h o u ses, w orth 6 0 0 0  T urk ish  L ira , on  R a s im  Pa$a Street, n um ber 7 0 /144  
and  7 0 /1 4 2 , located  in the O sm an  A g a  neighborh ood  o f  K a d ik 6 y . In addition , 
1000 T urkish  L ira  ca sh  w a s rem itted to  them . T h e o rd er w a s s ign ed  21 A u gu st 
1928 by  the M in ister o f  E con om y  and  the G overn or o f  Istanbul.21 A  y ea r  an d  a 
hall later, the Prim e M inistry  d ec id ed  to  issu e  the fo llo w in g  d ec re e :22
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Turkish Republic 
Prime Ministry 
Directorate of Transactions 
Number: 2855

D ECRE E
Supplement to order number 5394. dated 3 July 1927

In addition to the property worth 15.000 Lira, which was previously given to the 
fam ily of the dignitary Doctor Reshid Bey. who was martyred by Armenian 
komitadjis. they will also be assigned: the house on K ir Street number 12/143 in 
KadikOy, abandoned by Tahtaburunian. and the shop on Kurtulu? Road no. 115. 
abandoned by Vicken Hokachian. General Directorate o f Estates' proposal number 
71877/122. dated 12 December 1929 was accepted and approved at the Cabinet’s 
general meeting of 12 February 1930.

signed  PRESIDENT 
Gazi Mustafa Kemal

Prime Minister Justice Minister National Defence Minister
Ismet Mahmut Esat Mustafa AbdOlhalik

Interior Minister Foreign Minister Minister of Economy
$0krU Kaya Tevfik Rli$tu $ukru Sarago^lu

T h ese  docum ents on D r. R esh id 's  fam ily  su ggest a )  that the redistribution 
o f  Arm enian wealth w as a matter o f  top cabinet m eetings, not low er echelons;
b) that the original ow ners o f  the property w ere know n; and  m ost importantly:
c )  that the genocidaires* fam ilies w ere generously  com pensated  from  
A rm enian property. M oreover, this docum ent is  sign ed  by several veteran 
Y oung T urks w ho had been am on g the arch-perpetrators o f  the genocide. W as 
the allocation o f  property to  their co m rad es’ fam ilies a  form  o f  ‘ looking after 
their o w n ’?

On the local level, the R epublican arch ives can provide penetrating 
insights into the later lives o f  perpetrators. H aving studied  the political elites o f  
D iyarbekir, I w as ab le  to  trace their political m aneuvers from  the 1890s well 
into the 1940s.:?  D eeply em bedded within D iyarbekir’ s  so c ia l structure were 
overlapping and com peting netw orks o f  influential fam ilies o f  M uslim  
notables w ho had h istorically  played the role o f  local pow er brokers. T hese 
w ere, for exam ple, the very pow erful C izrelizade, P ir in ^ iz ad e  and  MUftiizade, 
a s  w ell a s  the O cak. Ekinci. Z azazad e, Y asin zad e, Ensarizade, and 
C em ilpa§azade. The com petition between these fam ilies generated fierce 
com petition o ver local governm ent. T h is often resulted  in severe form s o f  
corruption and nepotism  in the local political culture."4

O f  these extended fam ilies, the P ir in ^ iz a d e  m erit particular attention for 
the genocide. M P A ziz  Feyzi (1 8 79-1933 ), the son  o f  P ir in ^ iz a d e  A rif, w a s  a 
Y o u n g  Turk hardliner known for his anti-Arm enian sentim ents. H e had often 
verbally  assau lted  V artkes Serengulian  (1 8 7 1 -1 9 1 5 ) in parliam ent, and 
reportedly had O hannes K azaz ian , a  C atholic A rm enian from  M ardin and  his 
political rival in the elections, a ssa ssin a ted  in 1913. D uring the genocide. A z iz  
Feyzi played a  crucial role in the organ ization  o f  the destruction process in
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D iyarbekir w ith his particu larly  fe ro c io u s  co u sin  P ir im ^ iz a d e  B e k ir  S id k i 
(1 8 8 8 -1 9 7 3 ). T h e co u sin s  recruited  the K u rd ish  tribesm en  w h o  m urdered  the 
A rm enian  e lite  o f  the c ity , exp an ded  the g e n o c id e  into the v ast co u n try sid e , 
and a m assed  a  fortune by  p lun d erin g  the D iy arb ek ir  A rm en ian s. F o llo w in g  the 
1918 O ttom an surrender, the P ir in ^ iz a d e  threw  their lot in w ith the K e m a lists . 
A z iz  Feyzi w a s prom oted  to  M in ister  o f  P u b lic  W o rk s and  w a s  a ss ig n e d  a 
sp a c io u s  h ou se  in K ad ik fly , “ on  the tram  ro ad , on  the left s id e  b e fo re  
A ltiyo l” .25 D urin g  the 1925 K u rd ish  co n flic t and  e n su in g  m a s sa c r e s  and 
d eportations o f  K u rd ish  c iv ilia n s , he p ro v id ed  lo g is t ic a l su p p ort an d  m an p o w er 
to  the governm ent. In M ay  1927, A z iz  F e y z i w a s  d eco ra te d  w ith the red 
Independence M ed al by  chairm an  o f  the T u rk ish  G ran d  N atio n al A sse m b ly , 
M u stafa  A bd u lh alik  R en da (1 8 8 1 -1 9 5 7 ) , fo r  h is “ d ev o ted  se rv ic e  to  the 
N ation al S tru g g le " .26

C o u sin  P irin ccizade B e k ir  S id k i had en rich ed  h im s e lf  fro m  A rm en ian  
property to  the extent that he co u ld  a ffo rd  to  se n d  h is so n  to  P aris  fo r  h igh er 
education , am id st the e co n o m ic  c r is is  o f  the 1 9 3 0 s. (T h e  y o u n g  m an  grew  up 
to  becom e C ah it S itk i T aran ci [1 9 1 0 -1 9 5 6 ], o n e  o f  the m o st ce le b ra te d  p o e ts  o f  
m o d em  T u rk ey .) A cco rd in g  to  frien d s o f  the fam ily , in the 1 9 3 0 s an d  4 0 s , 
S id k i T aran ci ow ned  apartm ents an d  sh o p s  in Ista n b u l’s  E m in 6n ii an d  B e y o g lu  
d istricts, w here a ll property  acco rd ed  to  “ the fash io n  o f  the d ay : se a ts , 
co m fo rtab le  and  h igh -backed  ch a irs ; from  the fork  in y o u r hand to the 
tab lecloth ; from  the ch an d elier  that c a tch e s  the e y e  to  the c ry sta l v a se , 
everyth in g  d isp layed  in d u lgen ce and  m o n e y ". T h e fam ily  w a s  liv in g  in 
“ g larin g  w ealth ’’ {g o z e  b a to n  zen g in lik ).:  T h ey  w ent on  to  p la y  a  v ita l ro le  in 
D iy arb ek ir ’s  po litica l life  an d  open  a  lu crativ e  travel bureau  in Istan bu l. A ll in 
a ll. the R ep ub lican  arch iv es con tain  a  w ealth  o f  m ateria l on  the la ter  life  o f  
low -level gen o c id e  perpetrators lik e  A z iz  F e y z i and  B e k ir  S id k i.

C e n so rsh ip

T h e Y o u n g  T u rk s m eted out a  new  identity  and  a  new  m e m o ry  to  T urk ish  
soc iety . D uring the 1 9 2 0 s and  e sp e c ia lly  1 9 3 0 s the Y o u n g  T u rk  treatm ent o f  
the p ast ranged from  the o rgan ization  o f  o b liv io n  reg ard in g  the trau m atic  p ast 
to  construction  o f  an  o ff ic ia l n arrative  that included  h eroic an d  etern alized  
im a g e s  o f  the nation . O rders w ere g iv en  to  w rite  new  h isto rie s  a ll o v e r  the 
country. T h ese  o ff ic ia l tex tb o ok s, n ation alist can o n s, an d  c ity  h isto rie s  not 
only im p osed  broad  s ile n ce s  on  critica l h isto rica l is su e s , they a l s o  b an ish ed  all 
ethnic m in orities fro m  (reg io n al) h isto rie s. In a  p e a san t so c ie ty  w h ere  illiteracy  
tigu res w ere a s  high a s  8 0 % , the o ff ic ia l  tex ts w ere  not o n ly  the first o n e s  the 
population  w ou ld  read , they w ere a ls o  the o n ly  o n e s  a v a ila b le  to  the 
popu lation . T h e  o rgan ization  o f  a  h egem on ic  can on  through e x c lu s io n  and  
inclusion  aim ed  at the form ation  o f  a  c lo se d  c irc u it o f  k n o w led ge. T h is  
in form ation  d am  precluded  the p o ss ib ilitie s  o f  a  partic ip a to ry  m em o ry  and  
identity form ation , e sp e c ia lly  in the eastern  pro v in ces. T h e  reg im e  w ard ed  o f!' 
both external penetration  and  internal critic ism  o f  their b e l ie f  sy ste m  by
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banning and  destroying texts on a  m assiv e  sca le . ‘ T u rk ish n ess’ w as m easured 
by the level o f  exposure to  that body o f  know ledge a s  subsequent stud ies o f  
c ities and reg ion s w ere to quote the “c la s s ic s”  o f  Y o u n g  Turk h istoriography in 
o rd er to  b e  “ scien tific”  enough for publication .28

In this vein , the R epublican  arch ives a lso  provide insights into the m em ory 
o f  the genocide in the young R epublic. E ver sin ce  its rise  to  pow er, the 
K em alist d ictatorship continued the C U P  policy  o f  su pp ressin g  all inform ation 
on the 1915 genocide. E xam p les are so  abundant a  few w ill su ffice . W hen the 
regim e caught w ind o f  the m em oirs o f  G arabed  T ap ik ian , subtitled  W hat We 
S a w  D u rin g  the D eportation  fro m  S iv a s  to  A leppo  (B osto n : H airenik, 1924) 
the book  w as prohibited from  entering T urkey  for “ contain ing very harm ful 
w ritin g s".29 M arie Sarrafian  Banker, a  graduate o f  the izm ir A m erican  C o llege , 
had written her m em oirs in 1936.30 H er book too  w as prohibited entry to the 
country. A ll ex istin g  co p ie s w ere ordered co n fiscated  and  destroyed for 
contain ing “ harm ful texts” .31 When A rm en A n o osh , an  Arm enian survivor 
liv in g  in A lepp o , w rote his m em oirs titled The H isto n ՝ o f  a  R uined  C ity : U rfa , 
the volum e w as prohibited from  entry and ex istin g  co p ie s that had found their 
w ay into the country w ere ordered co n fisca ted .32

A t tim es the po licy  extended beyond the prohibition o f  genocide m em oirs 
and included ‘ norm al’ history books. When T urkish  cu sto m s intercepted 
A rsh ak  A lb o y a jian ’s  c la ss ic , tw o-volum e “ H istory  o f  A rm enian  K a y se r i"  
(1 9 3 7 ), sen t from  Syria  to  Istanbul by  su rface  m ail, it w a s  ordered confiscated, 
destroyed, and  prohibited.3’ A n A rm enian-language book published  in C a iro  in 
1940 on the sm afl town o f  B ah secik  (B ard izag ) w as prohibited sim ply  for the 
fact that it Droduced a  history o f  a  region w hich fell under T urkish  national 
ju risd iction . W hat is striking about these prohibitions is  that they generally  
lim ited them selves to  the T urkish  R epublic. For the regim e it d id  not m atter 
m uch that A rm enians w rote and circulated m em oirs am o n g  them selves -  a s  
long a s  m em ory w as produced and consum ed within an A rm enian  m ilieu and 
d id  not trickle back  into T urkey. O ne o f  the exception s to  th is rule w a s the 
Septem ber 1935 incident betw een the U nited S ta te s  and  T urkey  over p lan s by 
M etro-G oldw yn-M ayer to  film  Franz W erfel’ s  novel The F o rty  D ays o f  M usa  
D agh . T h e Y o u n g  T urks o ffic ia lly  prohibited the book itse lf  a  year a fter the 
N az is, in Jan u ary  1935.35 The sam e fate befell Paul du  V eo u ’ s  less fictional 
book  on  the M usa D agh  A rm enians on the ev e  o f  the Y o u n g  T urk  annexation 
o f  H atay province.3'’ That book, too , w as b lack listed  and barred  from  entry to 
the country.3 B e s id e s  these b o o k s, all foreign  A rm enian  period icals and 
new spapers (e .g . H aratch  and B a i k a l )  w ere individually  identified and 
categorically  banned. The regim e probably  d id  not want to  run the risk o f  these 
narratives entering local history and m em ory, o ver w hich it claim ed 
hegem ony.

‘ T urkey  den ies the A rm enian gen ocide* g o e s  a  jin g le  in genocide studies. 
The Turkish  R ep u b lic 's  m em ory po licy  tow ards the A rm enian genocide w as/is
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destruction w rought b y  the F irst W orld W ar and  the w id e r  O ttom an  im perial 
ap o caly p se  o f  population  tran sfer and  m a ss  v io le n ce  a g a in st  c iv ilia n s  
(in clud ing the A rm enian  gen o cid e) w a s handled  in the o f f ic ia l  m em o ry  o f  
so c ie ty .30 T h e interw ar im position  o f  co lle c tiv e  am n e sia  on  T u rk ish  so c ie ty  has 
been understudied, and  the R ep ub lican  a rch iv e s m igh t o ffe r  so m e  fresh  
perspectives on this problem .

O n a  very  b a sic  level, the stud y  o f  the R ep u b lican  a rc h iv e s  m a y  a lso  
contribute to understandin g m o d em  T urk ish -A rm en ian  re latio n s in  g e n e ra l. T o  
m y know ledge, there e x is ts  no th orough  stu d y  o f  the A rm en ian  e x p e rie n ce  in 
the T urkish  R epublic, su ch  a s  R ifat B a li ’ s  hefty  stu d ie s  on  T u rk ish  J e w s .40 A s 
soon  a s  the M inistry  o f  E du cation  f ile s  are  d isc lo se d , w e w ill b e  a b le  to  stud y  
how  A rm enians w ere represented  in state  edu cation . T h e  F o re ig n  M in istry  
docum en ts can  e lu c id a te  with g re a te r  p re c isio n  the d ev e lo p m en t o f  T u rk e y ’ s 
international o ffic ia l p o sitio n  o n  the g e n o c id e . A n d  the go v ern m en t’ s 
c itizensh ip  and  n aturalization  p o lic ie s  m ay  d em on strate  how  the reg im e  
envisioned  the future o f  A rm en ian s in T u rk ish  soc iety .

III. R E S E A R C H  D IR E C T IO N S
C om p ared  to  other m o d em  g e n o c id e s , A rm en ian  g e n o c id e  stu d ie s  su f fe r  

from  at least five  sign ifican t lacu n ae , ch ie fly  related  to  the p ro b lem  o f  so u rce  
base . T h e R ep ub lican  arch iv al m ateria l c a n  g o  a  lo n g  w a y  to  f illin g  in so m e  o f  
the b lan ks. T h ese  lacu n ae  a re : ran k-an d-file  so u rc e s , o ra l h isto ry , pro v in cia l 
arch iv es, the land reg istration  an d  cad astre  a rch iv e s , and  the tw o  Interior 
M in istry  arch iv es. T h e fo llo w in g  o u tlin e  a ttem pts to  su rv e y  the know n, the 
unknow n, and  the d esirab le  w ithin these s ix  a reas.

R an k -a n d -file  S o u rc e s

In stu d ies o f  the A rm en ian  g e n o c id e  and  a cco u n ts  o f  the k illin g s , the 
perpetrators, from  the o rgan iz in g  e lite s to  the ran k -an d-file  e x e cu tio n e rs, have 
too  o ften  figured  a s  e v il fa c e le ss  k ille rs , u n d ifferen tiated  and  u n ex p la in ed . The 
gu errillas, tribesm en , and  v illa g e rs  a p p e a r  in the A n ato lian  k illin g  f ie ld s  ex  
n ih ilo  and  m urder p eo p le  fo r no apparen t reason  other than innate (T u rk ish  or 
Islam ic ) cru elty  and  m align an ce . T h is  e sse n tia lis t  con ven tion  n eed s to  be 
ch allen ged  by  prob lem atiz in g  the exp erien ce  o f  O ttom an  M u slim s an d  Y o u n g  
T urk  e lite s through b io grap h ical in vestigation  an d  so c io lo g ic a l 
con textualization . F o llo w in g  A le x an d e r  H inton, w e h ave  to  a sk  the qu estion : 
W hy did th ey  k ill?  M ore  research  on  rank-and-file  perp etrato rs c a n  a ls o  be 
exp ected  to  facilitate  further in tegration  o f  the A rm en ian  g e n o c id e  into 
co m parativ e  gen o cid e  stu d ies, in w hich  the A rm en ian  c a se  is  o ften  the 
stepchild.

C o m p arativ e  research  on  perpetrators o f  gen o c id e  is g rad u a lly  re flec tin g  
com m on  ground and  in creasin g  sop h istication . 1 O ne o f  the co rn ersto n es in the 
fie ld  w a s  undoubtedly  C h ristoph er B ro w n in g ’ s  b e stse lle r  O rdinary՝ M en. T h is  
pow erfu l study is  fam o u s tor ad o p tin g  a  so c ia l-p sy ch o lo g ica l m o d el o f
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obed ience to authority to  explain  the behavior o f  G erm an perpetrators. F o r  our 
pu rp oses, it m ight be relevant to highlight another asp ect o f  the book. 
B ro w n in g 's  research is based  on a  substan tial prim ary so u rce  b ase  o f  the 
C entral O ffic e  for State Ju stice  A dm inistrations (Z en tra le  S re lle  d er  
L an d esju stizverw altu n gen )  in L u dw igsbu rg  near Stuttgart. He benefited  from  
an exten sive  collection  o f  records that included later interrogations o f  the 
perpetrators w ho carried out the m assacres. B row ning w rites: “ N ever before 
had I encountered the issue o f  choice so  dram atically  fram ed by  the co u rse  o f  
events and so  openly  d iscu ssed  by at least so m e  o f  the perpetrators. N ev er 
before had I seen  the m onstrous d eed s o f  the H olocaust so  stark ly  ju xtap o sed  
with the hum an face s  o f  the k illers.”42 Another exam ple  o f  exem plary  
perpetrator research can b e  draw n from  the Y u g o slav  w ars. In a  chapter o f  her 
book They W ould N ot H urt A F ly , the C roatian author S lav en ka D rakulic u se s 
IC T Y  court transcriptions to  paint a  m ovin g picture o f  D ra2en Erdem ovid. 
Erdem ovid  is a  B osn ian  Serb  w ho, through trials and tribulations, ended  up 
shooting a lm ost 100 B osn iak  men in the Srebren ica m assacre  o f  13-22 Ju ly  
1995.43 What em erges from  B ro w n in g 's  and D raku lic ’ s  treatm ent o f  
perpetrators is  a  nuanced and com plex  d iscu ssio n  o f  d isposition al and 
situational factors. U nderstanding and exp lain ing the m ind o f  the perpetrator 
requ ires a  sou rce  b ase  that is nearly lack ing in the A rm enian case.

In 2003 , N orm an N aim ark w rote: “ A s far  a s  I know, w e have learned next 
to  nothing about the ‘ ord inary՝ Turk o r  Kurd w ho e n g a g e s  in this 
m urderousness and w hy.’*4՜1 Seven  y ears  later, w e are  still in the dark a s  to  the 
actual perpetration o f  the genocide. W hat d o  w e even know  about ordinary 
gendarm es, m ilitiam en, and so ld iers charged w ith deportation and  m assacre?  
In com parison  with other ca se s , w e im m ediately notice a  d ire  lack  o f  rank-and- 
file  sou rces on the Arm enian genocide perpetrators. I f  w e a ssu m e that O ttom an 
gendarm es w ere around 20  to  25 years o ld  during the deportations, they could  
have lived well into the 1960s or 7 0 s. H ow ever. I am  not aw are  o f  any useftil 
m aterial that can shed light on  the bottom -end o f  the gen ocid e. D esp ite  the 
risin g literacy levels, it w ould be naive to  expect m anuscripts o f  variou s kinds 
to  have su rfaced , especia lly  because  w e know  that perpetrators keep their 
silen ce about their v iolent p asts. With four d ecad es o f  subsequent Y o u n g  Turk 
cen sorsh ip  the m em ory o f  the gen ocid e  w as censored  and  silen ced . A rm enian 
and  S y riac  surv ivor m aterials m ight b e  m uch m ore usefu l in shedd ing light on 
the perpetration asp ect o f  the genocide. R esearch  into o ra l history m aterials 
and  m em oirs m ight be ab le  to  m ove the debate farther.

F o r  lack o f  sou rces, w e m ight have to  resort to  perpetrator accou n ts o f  
other ep iso d es o f  Y o u n g  T urk  m ass v io lence, o f  w hich  I w ill provide one 
exam ple. In the late 1980s. the K urdish  jou rn alist A hm et K ahram an traveled 
through A n atolia  in search  o f  T urkish  so ld iers w ho had served  durin g the 
interw ar anti-K urdish  cam paign s. In T rabzon  he found one o f  his respondents, 
D ursun C ak iroglu , a  retired sergeant liv in g  in A nkara. A fter initial

19

digitised by                        A.R.A.R.@



reservation s, Q ak iro g lu  b e g a n  to  trust K a h ram a n  an d  sp o k e  o f  an o p e ra tio n  in 
a  v a lley  in  w h ich  he partic ipated  in 1925:

W e b e sieg ed  the v a lle y  in  the m id d le  o f  the n igh t. M o v e m e n ts  w ere  
d etected  early  in the m orn in g  in the v a lle y . O n e  w a y  o r  the o th e r  they 

found o u t ab o u t u s. T h ey  sta rte d  to  fle e  w ith  c r ie s  o f  " th e  s o ld ie r s  a re  
c o m in g !”  O u r  co m m an d e r  D eli K e m a l P a sh a  o rd e re d  b re a k fa st  to  b e  

se rv ed . W e had b reak fa st. T h en  w e  th o ro u gh ly  su rro u n d ed  the v a l le y  and  
a d v an ced  s lo w ly . It w a s  v is ib le  that there w ere  v ery  few  m en a m o n g  them . 

T h ey  had  p ro b ab ly  fled . T h e re  w e re  w o m e n , ch ild re n , an d  e ld e r ly  aro u n d . 
S o m e  y o u n g  m en a m o n g  th em ... W hen they f in a lly  s a w  u s  in  fron t o f  
them , a  su d d en  o u tcry  b ro k e  ou t. W om en  an d  ch ild re n  w e re  run n in g 
aro u n d , c ry in g , gro an in g . D e li K e m a l P ash a  o rd e re d  the s o ld ie r s : “ T a k e  
p o s it io n !”  W e to o k  p o sitio n . T h en  he y e lle d : " F i r e  at w ill !**  W e let lo o se  at 
ran d om . T h e  v a lle y  turned in to  d o o m sd a y . S c r e a m s , m o a n s , c r ie s ,  fle e in g , 
fligh ts, y e llin g ... [ ...]  It w a s  v ery  b lo o d y . M an y  d ie d . A fte rw a rd s  they  sa id  
6 0 0  c a su a lt ie s . I think there w ere  m o re . T h e re  w e re  tin y  ch ild ren  a m o n g  
them . [ ...]  F o r  fo u r  h o u rs w e  co m b e d  the p la c e  w ith  r if le s  a n d  m ach in e  
g u n s. E x c e p t  fo r the 2 0  to  3 0  p e o p le  w e  cap tu re d , n o b o d y  go t o u t  a liv e . In 
the v o lle y  o f  f ir in g  e v e n  d o g s  an d  h o rse s  w e re  sh o t. I d o n ’ t  kn o w  w h at 
th ose  v a lle y  p e o p le  h ad  d o n e  w ro n g . T h e y  sa id  th ey  w ere  K u rd s . T h e y  
rebelled  a g a in st  the go v ern m en t. W hen the so u n d s  an d  tw itc h e s  d ied  
d o w n , w e en tered  the ten ts. C o r p s e s  e v e ry w h e re ... [ ...]  C h ild re n , w o m en  
and  e ld erly  had  c lu n g  o n  to  e ac h  o th er, d ro p p e d  ev ery w h ere  an d  d ied . 
S o m e  frien d s se a rch e d  the c lo th e s  o f  the d e a d  an d  to o k  th eir  g o ld  and  
m o n ey . [ ...]  W e se t  fire  to  the ten ts an d  le ft .45

C a k iro g lu  a ls o  n o ted  that p r iso n ers  w e re  tak en  a w a y  an d  e x e c u te d  at a  
n earb y  rav in e . A c c o rd in g  to  the in terv iew er, the o ld  m a n ’ s  b o d y  la n g u a g e  and  
fac ia l e x p re ss io n  ֊  not ca p tu re d  in the tex t ֊  r e v e a le d  fe e lin g s  o f  g u ilt  and  
sh am e. T h is  q u o te  s u g g e s t s  to p -d o w n  co e rc io n , an  a rg u m e n t that ta k e s  u s  to 
the o b ed ie n ce  to  au th ority  m o d e l. T h e  m a s s  k illin g  w a s  n o t gen d er-  
d iffe ren tia ted  bu t c a te g o r ic a l, in c lu d in g  ch ild re n ; a s  J a c q u e s  S e m c lin  h as 
a rg u e d , w h en ev er ch ild ren  a re  in d isc rim in ate ly  k ille d , w e  a re  a p p ro a c h in g  a 
g e n o c id a l p ro c e ss . 6 W e kn o w  little a b o u t the ch a in  o f  c o m m a n d : w a s  it the 
co m m an d e r  w h o  g a v e  the o rd e r  o n  h is  o w n  b e h a lf  o r  d id  h e  act u p on  cen tra l 
o rd e rs?  Furth er re se arch  o n  T u rk ish  p erp e tra to rs  n e e d s  to  a d d re s s  q u e st io n s  
su ch  a s  these.
O r a l H isto ry

O ral h isto ry  is  an  in d isp e n sib le  too l fo r  sc h o la r s  in terested  in m a s s  
v io len ce . A  co n sid e ra b le  co lle c tio n  o f  A rm en ian  an d  S y r ia c  o ra l h isto ry  
m ateria l h a s  been  stu d ied  by  c o lle a g u e s .47 T h e  e x is t in g  b o d y  o f  o ra l h isto ry  
re se a rch  in T u rk e y , th ough  g ra d u a lly  d e v e lo p in g , h a s  h ard ly  a d d re s se d  the 
g e n o c id e . A  po ten tia l research  f ie ld  w a s  p o lit ic iz e d  b y  s u c c e s s iv e  g o v e rn m e n ts  
an d  the T u rk ish  H isto rica l S o c ie ty . S e v e ra l d o cu m en tar ie s  a b o u t the 
v ic tim izatio n  o f  O ttom an  M u s lim s  in the easte rn  b o rd er  r e g io n s  h a v e  in c lu d ed
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sh o ts o f  elderly  M u slim s sp eak in g  about their v ictim ization  at the hand ot 
A rm enians (an d  presum ably  C o ssa c k s)  in 1918. It seem s unm istakable  that the 
T urkish-nation alist cam p  fears that the local population o f  A natolian  tow ns 
and  v illa g e s  m igh t ‘ c o n fe s s ’ the gen o cid e ’ s  veracity  and d isc lo se  relevant 
d eta ils  about it. F o r  exam ple , the 2 0 0 6  P B S  docum entary  The A rm enian  
G en o cid e  by  A ndrew  G old b erg  includes rem arkable fo o tage  of e ld erly  Turks 
sp eak in g  can d id ly  about the gen ocid e. O ne o f  the m en rem em bers h is father 
to ld  him  that the g e n o c id a ire s  had m obilized  re lig iou s leaders to  convince the 
population  that k illin g A rm enians w ould  secure them  a  p lace  in heaven. 
A nother m iddle-aged  m an recounts a  recollection  o f  h is gran dfath er’ s  that 
n eigh borin g  A rm enian  v illagers  were locked in a  b am  and burnt a live .

In the p ast e igh t y ears. 1 have searched (and foun d) respondents w illin g  to 
relate their personal exp erien ces o r  their fam ily  narratives related  to  the w ar 
and the gen ocid e. In the sum m ers o f  2 0 0 2 , 2 0 0 4 , and 2 0 0 5 , 2006 . and  2 0 0 7 ,1 
conducted  severa l dozen s o f  interview s w ith (grand-)ch ildren  o f  
con tem poraries in Eastern T urkey , all sem i-structured  and  taped. O ral h istory 
has its  m eth odological p itfa lls, e sp ec ia lly  in a  soc iety  w here the m em ory o f  
m o dem  history is  o verla id  with m yth and id eo lo g ies. M any are  unw illing to 
reflect about their fam ily  h istories, b ecau se  they h ave  grow n accu stom ed  to 
ignoring inquisitive and critical question s, not least on their ow n m oral ch o ices 
in the face o f  their neighbours' destruction . O thers are  reluctant to adm it to 
a c ts  con sidered  sh am efu l.49 B ut w hile so m e  w ere outright unw illing to  speak  
on ce  1 broached the taboo  sub ject, o thers agreed  to  sp e ak  but w ished to rem ain 
an on ym ous, and ag a in  m any o thers w ere happy  to  speak  open ly , w ith som e 
even  provid ing m e a c c e ss  to  their private d ocum en ts. E ven  though direct 
eyew itn esses to  the crim e have m o st probably  p a ssed  aw ay , these in terview s 
proved  fru itfu l. E lderly  T u rk s and K u rd s o ften  rem em ber v iv id  an ecd o tes from  
fam ily  m em b ers o r  v illagers  w ho had w itn essed  o r  participated  in the 
m assacres. M y su b ject position  a s  a  ‘ local o u tsid er ’ (b e in g  b o m  in the region  
but ra ised  ab ro ad ), facilitated  the research a s  it g av e  m e the com m un icative  
ch an n els to  d e lve  d eep  and  recede at the appropriate  m om ents. It a lso  provided 
m e with a  se n se  o f  im m unity from  the d en se  m oral and  political fie ld  in  w hich

m o st o f  this research  is  em bedded.
H ere are  som e concrete exam p les. A .D ., a  K u rd ish  w riter from  V arto  

(M u $) recalled  a  ch ildhood m em ory when in 1966 an earthquake laid  bare  a 
m ass g rav e  near h is v illage . The v illagers  knew  the v ictim s w ere A rm enians 
from  a  neighboring v illage . A cco rd in g  to  A .D ., w hen the v illa g e  e lder 
requested  ad v ice  from  the lo ca l authorities w hat to  do . w ith in  a  d ay  m ilitary  
co m m an ders had  a ss ig n e d  a  group o f  so ld iers to re-bury the co rp ses. 
Interview s with elderly  lo ca ls  can  y ield  con siderab le  useftil d ata  about the 
gen ocid e  it s e lf  a s  w ell. For exam p le , a  K u rd ish  m an  (b o m  1942) from  
D iyarbek ir ’ s  northern Piran d istrict, related that his father to ld  h im  how  their 
fellow  v illagers  w ou ld  raid A rm enian  v illa g e s  and d ispatch  their v ic tim s by 
s la sh in g  their throats w id e open . A s  they operated  w ith d a g g e r s  and  a x e s , this
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often led to  d ecap itatio n s. A fter the k illin g  w a s  d on e , the p erp e tra to rs  co u ld  
see  how  the in sid es o f  the v ic t im s ’ w in d p ip e s  w ere b la c k  b e c a u se  o f  to b acco  
u se .51 M orbid  d eta ils  su ch  a s  these are  a ls o  record ed  b y  the fo llo w in g  accou n t 
o f  a  K u rd ish  m an from  the K h arean  reg ion :

M y  gran dfath er w a s the v illa g e  e ld e r  (m u h ta r) d u rin g  the w ar. H e to ld  
u s  when w e w ere  ch ildren  ab o u t the A rm en ian  m a ssa c re . T h ere  w a s  a  m an  
in our v illag e , he u sed  to  hunt p h easan ts . N o w  the h o n o rle ss  m an  
(b e fe re fo )  hunted A rm en ian s. G ran d p a  s a w  how  he hurled  a  th ro w in g  a x e  
right through a  ch ild  a  m o th er w a s  ca rry in g  on  h er b a ck . G ra n d p a  y e lle d  at 
h im : "H e y , d o  y ou  h ave  no h o n o r? G o d  w ill p u n ish  y o u  fo r  th is .’’ B u t  the 
m an threatened m y  g ran d fath er that i f  he d id  not sh u t u p , he w o u ld  be 
next. T h e  m an  w a s later e x p e lle d  fro m  the v illa g e .52 
H ere is  another accou n t fro m  a  T u rk ish  w o m an  (b o m  1 9 2 8 ) fro m  

E rzincan :
Q : Y o u  sa id  there w ere  A rm e n ian s in  y o u r v il la g e  to o . W hat h app en ed  

to  them ?
A : T h ey  w ere a ll k ille d  in  the first y e a r  o f  the w a r , y ou  d id n 't  k n o w ?  M y 
m other w a s stan d in g  o n  the h ill in fron t o f  o u r  v illa g e . S h e  sa w  how  at 
K em ah  th ey  threw  (d o k tiile r) a ll the A rm e n ian s  into the river. In to  the 
E uph rates. A la s , sc re a m s an d  c r ie s  (b a g ira n  $ a g ir a n ) . E v e ry o n e , ch ildren  
and  a ll (g o lu k  $ o cu k ), b r id e s, o ld  p e o p le , e v e ry o n e , ev ery o n e . T h e y  ro b b ed  
them  o f  their g o ld en  b race le ts , their sh a w ls  an d  s ilk  b e lts , and  threw  them  
into the river.
Q : W ho threw  them  into the riv er?
A : T h e  go vern m en t o f  co u rse .
Q : W hat d o  y o u  m ean  b y  ‘ the g o v e rn m e n t’ ?
A : G en d arm e s.53
T h e se  e x a m p le s  m a y  su g g e s t  that there s t ill  m ig h t b e  so m eth in g  

m ean in gfu l g a in e d  fro m  in terv iew s w ith  e ld erly  T u rk s  and  K u rd s . N e e d le s s  to 
sa y , had  a  sy ste m a tic  o ra l h isto ry  p ro jec t been  ca rr ie d  o u t in T u rk e y  m uch  
earlier , e .g . in the 1 9 6 0 s . u n d o u b ted ly  a  w ealth  o f  c ru c ia l in form ation  co u ld  
have  been  sa lv a g e d . In terv iew s b y  in d iv id u al re se a rch e rs  are  at b e st  a  d ro p  in 
the ocean .

T h ere  m igh t still b e  av e n u e s fo r o ra l h isto ry  re se arch . F a th e r  Patrick  
D e sb o is  is  a  Fren ch  C a th o lic  p rie st w h o  trav e ls  to  U k ra in e  in a  co n ce rte d  e ffo rt 
to  d ocum en t the Sh o ah  through  the u se  o f  o ra l h isto ry . H is  team  lo c a te s  m a ss  
g rav e s  an d  in terv iew s co n tem p o rary  w itn e sse s  ab o u t the m a s s  sh o o tin g s  o f  
Je w s , w hich  o ften  to o k  p lace  ju s t  o u tsid e  the U k ra in ian  v illa g e s  th ey  v isit . T h e  
e ld erly  resp on d en ts o ften  rem em ber the s la u g h te r  in v iv id  d eta il. 4 D e s b o is ’ 
w ork  on  the U krain e h a s  p ro ven  h elp fu l in  c o m p le tin g  the a lre ad y  
co m p reh en sive  p ictu re  h isto rian s h av e  o f  N a z i m a s s  m u rd er in that reg ion . 
D urin g  a  private  co n v ersatio n , D e sb o is  in tim ated  that he w o u ld  b e  in terested  in 
lau n ch in g  a  s im ila r  p ro jec t in T u rk e y , i f  a  v iab le  in itia tiv e  w a s  p r o p o s e d / 5 It
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m igh t be  worthw hile to g au ge  what place the Arm enian genocide o ccu p ies in 
the soc ial m em ory o f  T urks and K urds, even after nearly a  century.

P ro v in c ia l A rch ives
A n im portant theme in recent genocide research  h as been  the 

im plem entation o f  m ass political v iolence at the local level, including the 
m icro-situation  o f  actual killing. In-depth research on  how  the genocidal 
p ro cess  ev o lv es at the provincial, district, c ity , or even v illage  level h as proven 
to be  a  fruitful endeavour. It can teach us a  great deal about how  the local 
sh ifts  in and dynam ics o f  pow er can influence the course  and intensity o f  
genocidal p ro cesses, o f  w hich w e know that som e are  m ore regionally  
d isparate  than others. L o ca l political or soc ial e lite s can precede, expedite , 
in tensify , or delay  and resist genocidal destruction steered from  above. A 
m icro-focu s can a lso  follow  the deterioration and ultim ate d isin tegration  o f  
inter-com m unal relations a s a  result o f  external pressu res, am idst a  drastically  
w orsen ing security  situation and life  condition for the v ictim s.56

In this su b fic ld  o f  gen ocid e  stud ies, again  the A rm enian gen ocid e  lags 
behind, with a  few notable exception s about Erzurum , U rfa , T rabzon , C ilic ia , 
Sm yrn a, and  the South  M arm ara area. T h ese  ca se  stud ies have used  different 
approach es, d eveloped  different interpretations, and have draw n different 
con clu sion s. N evertheless, their sum  has been m ore than p a tc h y / ' S till , w e 
need  m ore detailed stud ies on  sp ecific  areas: provin ces, c itie s, i f  p o ssib le  
v illag e s, u sin g  the full depth o f  A rm enian m aterials, O ttom an docum entation, 
and  European/A m erican  m aterials. A n interesting c a se  w ould  be B itlis 
province: M ustafa  AbdOlhalik R en da’ s  in  situ  m ass m urder o f  the densely  
popu lated  plain  o f  M u§ still aw aits thorough em pirical recreation  and 
interpretation. Another captivating case  w ould  be T rabzon , w here the interplay 
betw een G reeks, T urks, L az , and  A rm enians contributed to  a  co m plex  scen ario  
o f  param ilitarism . expu lsion , m ass m urder, occupation , revenge, and 
hegem ony. In the spirit o f  setting an exam ple , 1 hope to contribute to this 
burgeon ing and prom ising fie ld  with a  forthcom ing m onograph on  D iyarbekir 
under four d ecad es o f  Y o u n g  Turk rule.54

T h is  issu e  is c lo se ly  tied to  sou rces a s  w ell. It is  hard to  credit that m ajor 
O ttom an provincial cap ita ls  such  a s  S iv a s . D iyarbekir. Erzurum . V an . K o n y a, 
B itlis . and  T rabzon  hold no provincial arch ives on  the w ar. N either d o  certain 
im portant d istrict tow ns such  a s  D eveli (E v erek ), T atvan . S a so n , M idyat, 
S illey m an li (Z eytun). K ozan  (S is ) . In m y perhaps naive search es in variou s 
T urkish  c itie s  I have com e acro ss  no provincial arch ives. T im e  and again  1 w as 
referred to the O ttom an arch ives in Istanbul. A ga in . D iyarbak ir m ay  b e  the 
e x am p le  I am  m ost versed  in. The O ttom an adm in istrative center o f  D iyarbekir 
province w as in the fortified citadel in the north-eastern co m er o f  the city. 
S e v era l im portant structures still stand here, including the form er go v ern o r's  
o ff ic e  (v alilik ), variou s ju d ic ia l bureaus, p o lice  headquarters, and  m ost 
im portantly the in fam ous prison o f  Diyaгbekir.■՝,  D uring the gen ocid e. Dr.
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M ehm ed R esh id  had h is o ff ic e s  here (Y o u n g  T u rk  p ro p ag an d a  p h o to grap h s 
sh ow  captured A rm enian  ‘ r e b e ls ’ in front o f  the p r iso n ’ s  barred  w in d o w s), and 
in 1925 the sh ow  tria ls  fo r  Sh eik h  S a id ’ s  m en  w ere h e ld  in th is  co m p o u n d . 
Im portant provin cial d ec is io n s  and  c ity  c o u n c il d e b a te s  m u st h av e  been 
produced  at th is s ite . In the su m m e r o f  2 0 0 7 , the a re a  h ad  b een  c le a re d  o f  
security  fo rces and  w a s b e in g  con verted  by  the M in istry  o f  C u ltu re  and 
T o u rism  to an  o p en -a ir  “ A tatiirk  M u se u m ". In the ligh t o f  th ese  fa c ts , the non
ex isten ce  o f  pro v in cia l m ateria ls  m a y  be  co n sid e red  a s  p u z z lin g . W hat e x a c tly  
happened to the record s held  at th is im portan t s ite ?

A  sim ilar  in v estigatio n  in K o z an  in the north o f  A d an a  p ro v in c e  in  Ju ly  
2 0 0 7  gen erated  s im ila r  resu lts. A c c o rd in g  to  the m a y o r, there w ere  so m e  
record s o f  the late O ttom an and  e ar ly  R e p u b lica n  p e r io d , bu t the e x ten t and  
nature w a s unknow n to h im , p lu s  the re c o rd s  w ere  u n c a ta lo g u e d  and  
un d isclo sed . A c c e s s  fo r external re se arch e rs w a s  d en ied . T h e se  in q u irie s 
re in force  the im p ression  that lo cal a rch iv e s , i f  ex iste n t, are  p o o rly  k ep t an d  not 
o rd in arily  frequented  fo r research . O n e  c a n  o n ly  h o p e  that they  w ill be  m ad e  
a c c e ss ib le  fo r research  in the n ear future.

L a n d  R e g istra tio n  a n d  C a d a s tre  A rch iv e s

T h e  R ep u b lican  arch iv e s  in A n k ara  a re  v ita l fo r  s tu d y in g  the seq u estra tio n  
and  red istribu tion  o f  A rm en ian  p ro perty . T h e y  d e m o n stra te  that the 
d isp o sse ss io n  o f  A rm en ian s se rv e d  the in terests o f  the Y o u n g  T u rk  reg im e , 
w hich  a ss ig n e d  the m o v a b le  and  im m o v ab le  property  to  T u rk ish  re fu g e e s  and  
se ttle rs, and  u sed  it fo r  go vern m en t p u rp o se s . T h e  in terrelated  n atu re  o f  
property  co n fisca tio n  in itiated  b y  the Y o u n g  T urk  re g im e  an d  its  co o p era tin g  
local e lite s can  o ffe r  new  in sig h ts  into the fu n ctio n s and  b e n e fic ia r ie s  o f  state  
san ction ed  robbery .60

In Ju n e  1915, the Y o u n g  T u rk  go vern m en t e stab lish e d  the ‘ A b an d o n ed  
P rop ertie s C o m m iss io n ' (E m v a l-i M etru k e K o m isy o n u ), ch arg ed  w ith carry in g  
o u t the m an ag em en t and d istribu tion  o f  p ro p ertie s  an d  la n d s  b e lo n g in g  to 
d ep orted  A rm en ian s. T h e d ecree  s p e c if ic a lly  o rd ered  the co m m itte e s, se t  u p  in 
33  lo c a le s , to  k e e p  d eta iled  b o o k s  in c lu d in g  the n a m e s o f  the d ep o rted  ow n ers, 
the rem ain in g  ty p e s  o f  g o o d s , the q u an titie s  an d  v a lu e s . T h e  co m m itte e  
ch airm en  w ere  in structed  to  re g iste r  w h ich  g o o d s  w e re  so ld  o r  ren ted  to  w hom  
and  to r  w hat p n e e , and  a ll reco rd s w ere  to  b e  kept in  sp e c ia l n o te b o o k s. 
A cco rd in g  to  artic le  3 o f  the reg u la tio n , o n e  c o p y  o f  the b o o k  w 'ould be 
d elivered  to  the lo ca l go vern m en t and  o n e  to  the land c a d a stre  o ff ic e . T h is  
state  o f  a ffa ir s  su g g e s t s  that i f  w e in clu d e  the c o p ie s , ab o u t 100 n o teb o o k s 
sh ou ld  b e  currently  a v a ila b le . B u t s in c e  it is  u n c le ar  w h ere  th ese  re c o rd s  are  
kep t, th is r a ise s  se v e ra l im portan t q u estio n s. F irst o f  a ll , how  certa in  a re  w e 
that these reg iste rs  h av e  ac tu a lly  been  k ep t in an  a ss id u o u s  w a y ?  S e c o n d  and  
m o st im portantly , a ssu m in g  they h ave  b een  kept in  o n e  form  o r  an oth er, w h ere  
are  they sto red ?  W hy h a s  the a cad e m ic  co m m u n ity  not heard  m o re  o f  these 
co lle c tio n s so  fa r?
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I he property records have been a  sou rce  o f  contention in the T urkish  
press. In a  2007 new spaper article. Y u su f H ala^oglu  contended that “ becau se  
o t  the w ar situation , the records held in the provinces could  not be sen t to  the 
center. A s  for the provincial arch ives, due to  the N ation al S tru g g le  period  after 
the great w ar. they w ere destroyed  or perhaps have p a ssed  into the hands o f  the 
in v ad e rs ."  T h is  is a  h ighly d u b iou s c la im , unsubstantiated  by balanced  
argum entation  and reasonably  in form ed con jectu re . E ven  i f  all sp ec im en s o f  
the tw o c o p ie s  o f  the records subm itted  to  lo cal governm ents and  land cadastre  
w ere lo st, those forw arded to  Istanbul should  b e  at hand. M oreover, i f  the 
b o o k s had indeed p a ssed  into the hands o f  G reek . R u ssian , A rm enian , French, 
or B ritish  fo rces, they w ould have been revealed  by  now .

In Septem ber 2 0 0 6 , a  n ew s report provided  an even stronger indication 
that the records w ere not lost but are kept som ew h ere. T h e G en eral D irectorate 
o f  C ad astre  ( Тори K a d a stro  G en eI M udiirlHgU) announced that it w as 
d ev e lo p in g  a  pro ject to  d ig itize  their O ttom an deed  records in o rd er to 
u ltim ately  transfer them  to the state  arch iv es. T h e  D irectorate  had a sk e d  the 
N ation al Security  C oun cil (M illi GUvenlik K u n tlu , M G K ) fo r its  op in ion  in this 
m atter. T h e M G K ’ s  an sw er o f  2 6  A u gu st 2 0 0 5  w a s stam p ed  ‘ secret* and 
argu ed  that “ the inform ation  on  issu e s  such  a s  ow nersh ip  can  be exp lo ited  in 
ch am pion in g the unfounded a llegation s o f  gen ocid e” . It strongly  ad v ised  that 
the m aterials not b e  m ade public but retained by the G en eral D irectorate  o f  
C a d a stre .'՜  When th is com m unication leaked to the p re ss, the d irector o f  
C ad astre  hastened to announce that the M G K  w as not o p p o sed  to  their pro ject 
o f  m aking the records public, but the d am ag e  had been  done: the property 
record s w ere m ost probably  in their p o ssessio n  and  they w ere m o st probably  
h igh ly  relevant for the study o f  the gen o cid e .'"  P resum ably , the d igitization  
p ro ject is an o n go in g p ro cess, but con sid erin g  the M G K  intervention, its 
ou tcom e is uncertain. A  co lleagu e  in Istanbul w ho w rote to  the G en eral 
D irectorate o f  C ad astre  in Jan u ary  2 0 0 8 , a sk in g  w hether they stored  the 
A bandoned  Property C o m m issio n s ’ reports, received  the rep ly  that no such 
record s w ere kept at that archive.

The R epublican  A rch ives a lso  o ffe r  a  w indow  into the re g im e 's  thinking 
on  A rm en ian  property. T h e late 1920s saw  a  heightened activ ity  and  heated 
correspon dence betw een A nkara, d iaspo ra  A rm enians, and  the L e a g u e  o f  
N ation s o v e r  sequestrated  p ro p e rty M There is  evidence that a fter these 
exch an g es, the K en ia list governm ent ordered A rm enian  property to  be  c lo se ly  
m onitored. The arch ives contain  file s  w ith m any  photos. W hy d id  the regim e 
begin  reg isterin g  the statu s qu o  o f  A rm enian properties? D id  it fear  that 
A rm enian  c la im s for restitution w ou ld  reson ate  in the international 
com m u n ity ? O nce these file s  are  in vestigated , w e m igh t obtain  a  c learer 
picture o f  th is problem .
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T h e  ‘In te r io r  M in is try 'A rc h iv e s  in  A n k a ra
In 2 0 0 6 . So n er C a g a p ta y  p u b lish e d  a n  in te restin g  b o o k  o n  T u rk ish  

nation alism  in the Y o u n g  T u rk  e r a /  '  T h e b o o k  c o v e r s  the p o lic ie s  o f  nation  
form ation  in the p o st-1 9 2 3  era  an d  a rg u e s  that the O tto m a n  m ille t  sy ste m  
functioned a s  a  m atrix  that d e fin ed  n atio n h o o d  in T u rk e y . It in c lu d e s  
d isc u ssio n s  o f  im m igration  an d  rese ttlem en t p o lic ie s ,  a s  w e ll a s  cu ltu ra l 
a ssim ila tio n  p ro jec ts  u n d er ‘ H igh  K e m a l i s m \  F ro m  the fo o tn o te s  a n d  the 
b ib lio grap h y  it is  u n d erstood  that the au th o r  b en e fited  fro m  an  u n u su a l a rch iv e  
in A n k ara  he qu o tes on  p a g e  2 2 3  a s  *‘ D V : D ah iliy e  V e k a le ti - lv*i$leri B a k a n lig i 
(M in istry  o f  In terio r)", a d d in g : " I  u se d  m an y  in d iv id u a l f i le s  fro m  th e  1 9 2 0 s 
and  the 1 930s in th is a rch iv e . H o w ev er, s in c e  the d o c u m e n ts  a t  th is  d e p o s ito ry  
w ere not ca ta lo g u e d , I d e v e lo p e d  m y  o w n  sy s te m  o f  re fe re n c e , g iv in g  a s  m u ch  
in form ation  ab o u t these d o cu m en ts  a s  p o s s ib le . (S e e  e x a m p le s  in the n o te s .) "  

From  the m any  re fe re n ce s  o n e  c a n  ga th e r  that the a rch iv e  h o ld s  re c o rd s  o n  the 
gen d arm erie , p o lice , an d  o th er se cu rity  fo rc e s  in g e n e ra l, c ite d  a s  ‘ D ire c to ra te  
fo r G en era l S e c u r ity ’ ( E m n iy et-i U m um iye M iid iir iv e ti)  o f  the R e p u b lic . T h e  
arch ive  in q u estio n  is  m o st p ro b ab ly  the m o d e m  'G e n e r a l  D ire c to ra te  o f  
S e cu rity ' (E m n iy et G e n e l M iid u rlu g ii) a rc h iv e , i.e . the p o lic e .

O ne can n ot e sc a p e  the co n c lu sio n  that th is s e e m s  to  b e  a  h ig h ly  re lev an t 
co llec tio n  fo r  stu d y in g  v io le n ce  in the Y o u n g  T u rk  e ra . F o r  e x a m p le , 
co rre sp o n d en ce  betw een  A n k ara  an d  the se c u r ity  fo rc e s  in the easte rn  
p ro v in ce s d u rin g  the a s sa u lt s  on  m in o ritie s  in the 1 9 2 0 s  a n d  1 9 3 0 s  is sto red  

here. T o  q u o te  fro m  the b o o k , p . 135 : “ In S e p te m b e r  1 9 3 8 , the In terio r 
M in istry  w rote  to  the F irst In sp ecto ra te-G en era l a b o u t an  A rm e n ian  g u e rrilla  
ban d it w ho h ad  been  cau gh t in N u sa y b in . T h is  m an  h ad  c o n fe s s e d  that the 
p rie st o f  the A rm en ian  D erik ira  ch u rch  in the B e§iri d istr ic t  h ad  c o lla b o ra te d  
w ith h im . B e c a u se  the p rie st h ad  su p p o rte d  b an d itry , h e  w a s  to  b e  se n t  to 
B e§iri, and  h is ch u rch  w a s  to  b e  v acated .** A n o th er e x a m p le  is the 6  M arch  
1932 go vern m en t report to  the F ir st  In sp e c to ra te -G e n e ra l a b o u t  th e  recen t 
e lectio n  o f  Ign a tiu s A fra m  I B a r so u m  a s  the S y r ia c  O rth o d o x  P atriarch . T h e 
ord er n o ted : “ the go vern m en t d o e s  n o t re c o g n iz e  a n  e n tity  u n d e r  the n a m e  o f  
the Patriarch  o f  the S y r ia c s ” , an d  the a ss ig n m e n t o f  that p o st  w a s  not 
a ck n o w le d g e d  (p . 130 ). T h is  c o m m u n ic a tio n  is  a  p ro fo u n d  c o m m e n ta ry  on  the 
Y o u n g  T u rk  r e g im e 's  a ttitu d e  to w ard s S y r ia c  C h r is t ia n s . H u n d red s o f  o th er 
t ile s  d e sc r ib e  the d a ily  p r o c e s s  o f  a rre sts , p e rse c u tio n s , an d  d e p o r ta t io n s  o f  
K u rd s , A rm e n ian s, C ir c a s s ia n s , S y r ia c s ,  and  o th ers. B u t  a c c e s s  to  the m a te r ia ls  
se e m s  to  b e  sh ro u d ed  in m y stery  and  se c re c y ; so  fa r  I h a v e  n ot b een  a b le  to 
c o m e  an y  c lo se r  to  th is 'd e p o s ito ry '. C o lle a g u e s  in A n k a ra  a d v is e d  m e that 
a c c e s s  to  it is  v irtu a lly  im p o ss ib le  to  o b ta in . T h e  re se a rch  f ie ld , h o w e v e r , d o e s  
need  m o re  sc ru tin y , tran sp aren ce , a cco u n tab ility , an d  fa ls if ia b ility .

W hile se a rch in g  fo r th is  a rch iv e  in N o v e m b e r  2 0 0 6 , I a c c id e n ta lly  c a m e  
a c ro s s  the arch iv e  o f  the In terior M in istry  (է զ կ Խ ո  B a k a n h g i) “  W hen I w a s  
fin a lly  gran ted  p e rm issio n  to  v ie w  o n e  f ile , I c h o se  that o f  $ iik rii K a y a  (1 8 8 3 -  
19 5 9 ). T h e  d o ss ie r  co n siste d  o f  v a r io u s  em p lo y m en t re c o rd s , an  id en tity  ca rd .

2 6
digitised by                        A.R.A.R.@



and  internal m in isterial co rresp on den ce . It referred  to  h is fam ily  backgrou n d  
and  edu cation , h is lead in g  ro le  in the deportation  p ro cess , and  his internm ent 
on  M a lta / ’ A cco rd in g  to  either m yth o r  in form ed sp ecu latio n , K ay a  w rote a 
v o lu m in o u s m em oir, but th is w a s su p p re ssed  by  h is ad v ersary  ism et inonii 
a fte r  the la t le r 's  a scen d an cy  to the p o st o f  president. I f  th is is true, it w ou ld  be 
a  m a jo r  lo s s  and  a  ch allen ge  fo r h istorian s, b e cau se  the em bodim ent o f  
continuity  in  Y o u n g  T urk  m a ss  v io len ce  m igh t w ell be §tikru K a y a . H is 
involvem ent w ith the Y o u n g  T urk  m ovem ent and  regim e ran ges from  sch ool 
teach er to  c iv il servan t to  w artim e d irector o f  the deportation  apparatu s, up  to 
M in ister o f  C u lture and  Interior M inister. D uring h is tenure, he w a s 
o peration ally  resp o n sib le  fo r a )  the destruction  o f  O ttom an A rm enians, durin g 
w hich  he travelled  into the fie ld  (i.e ., A le p p o ) and su p erv ised  the concentration 
o f  d ep o rtees in ca m p s a lo n g  the E u p h rates; and  b ) the persecu tion s and 
d ep ortation s o f  K u rd s in the 1 920s and  1930s, durin g w hich he travelled  into 
the fie ld  ag a in  fo r se v e ra l research  trips.61' I f  m ore d ocum en ts can be  found on 
th is pow erfu l bureaucrat, it w ou ld  potentially  o ffe r  a  so lid  contribution to  the 
field .

T h ese  s ix  research  d esid erata  co u ld  p o ssib ly  exp an d  both our know ledge 
and  un derstan din g o f  the A rm enian  gen o cid e . T h ey  are  by  no m ean s m ean t to 
be  an  e x h au stiv e  evaluation  o r  co m p reh en sive  p rogram , but m erely  a 
su g g e stio n  fo r p o ss ib le  future research  into certain  relevant d irections. A fter 
a ll , to  quote  D on ald  R u m sfe ld : w e d o n ’ t know w hat w e d o n ’ t know.

IV . D IS C U S S IO N
In th is article  1 exam in ed  a  se lection  o f  new  so u rce s  on  the A rm enian  

gen o cid e  and  d isc u sse d  potential research  aven u es. I argued  that the 
R ep ub lican  A rch iv es in A nkara can o ffe r  in sigh ts into at least three a sp e c ts  o f  
the g e n o c id e : su rv iv ors, perpetrators, and  the prob lem  o f  censorsh ip . The 
seco n d  part o f  the paper exp lo red  five  d irectio n s o f  research : the ab sen ce  o f  
ran k-an d-file  acco u n ts, the (im )p o ssib ilitie s  o f  o ra l h istory , the is su e  o f  
pro v in cia l a rch iv es, the relevance o f  the land reg istration  and  cadastre  
a rch iv es, and  the tw o m ysterious Interior M in istry  arch ives.

It is  hoped  that these ap p roach es w ill contribute to  the norm alization  o f  the 
study o f  m a s s  v io len ce  in O ttom an-T urk ish , A rm enian , K u rd ish  stu d ie s , a 
form idab le  ch a llen g e  still. T h e  top ic  rem ain s underresearched, both in M idd le  
E astern  stu d ie s  and  in gen o cid e  stu d ies in gen era l.69 T h e study  o f  v io len ce  in 
the (p ost-)O ttom an  era  is s lo w ly  w restin g  i t s e lf  from  the d en se  m oral fie ld  and 
reach in g  the se n se  o f  norm ality  that re ign s in sch o larly  d isc u ssio n s on  m ass 
v io len ce  under e .g . N a z ism  o r  S ta lin ism . T hat approach  w hich is  m ost 
con ven ien t o r  conventional m ay  not b e  the m ost productive , co m p arab le , 
represen tative , o r  an a ly tica lly  u se fu l. D ig g in g  d eep er  into unm apped territory 
m ay  help  us ga in  new  interpretations and  a  richer co n text o f  the A rm enian  

gen ocid e.
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University Press. 2005; Wendy Lower. N azi Em pire-Building an d  the H olocaust in 
Ukraine, Chapel Hill: University o f  North Carolina Press. 2005; Lee  Ann Fujii. K illing  
N eighbors: Webs o f  Violence in Rw anda. Ithaca: Cornell University Press. 2009; 
Francois-Xavier № rard , "The Levashovo Cemetery and the Great Terror in the 
Leningrad Region", Online Encyclopedia o f  M ass Violence (27 February 2009), at: 

7 < http://www.massviolence.org/The-Levashovo-cemetery-and-the-Great-Terror-in-the>.
H ilm a r  K a is e r ,  ' " A  S c e n e  fro m  th e  In fe rn o ’ :  T h e  A rm e n ia n s  o f  E rz e ru m  a n d  ih e

Genocide. 1915-1916” , Hans-Lukas K ieser &  Dominik J .  Schaller (eds.), Der 
Vdlkermord an  den Armemern und d ie Shoah, Zurich: Chronos, 2001. pp. 129-86; Kerem 
Oktem, "Incorporating the Time and Space o f  the Ethnic ‘Other’ : Nationalism and Space 
in Southeast Turkey in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries” , N ations and  
N ationalism , vol. 10. no. 4 , 2004, pp. 559-78; Kevork Yeghia Suakjian, G enocide in 
Trebizond: A C ase Study՝ o f  Armeno-Turkish Relations D uring the F irst W orld War, 
Lincoln: University o f  Nebraska Press, 1981; Raymond H. Kevorkian, L a  C ilicie (1909- 
1921): D es M assacres d՝A dana uu M andat F ran cois, Paris: RH AC III. 1999; Hcrv£ 
Georgelin. L a F in  de Sm ym e: Du Cosm opolitism e aux N ationalism es, Paris: C N R S. 
2005. The recent monograph by Ryan Gingeras on the South Marmara region is a major
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contribution to this field (Ryan Gmgeras, Sorrowful Shores: Violence, Ethnicity, and the
^  End o f  the Ottoman Empire. 1912-1923, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 2009).
's Ugur Umit UngGr, The Making o f Modern Turkey՝. Nation and State in Eastern Anatolia. 

1913-1950, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011.
w Not to be confused with the equally notorious Republican prison o f  the late 1970s and 

80s.
60 For an introduction to the plunder o f  Armenian property see: Ugur Omit ClngOr and 

Mehmet Polatel. Confiscation and Destruction: The Young Turk Seizure o f Armenian 
Property, London/New York: Continuum. 2011.

' ‘ Yusuf Hala^oglu, "Korkusuzca Tarti§mak Y ararlf, Radikal. 27 September 2007.
6: “Tapu Ar$ivlerini *Sinirli‘ Kullamn". Hurriyet. 19 September 2006.
63 "M GK Yazisi Tarti$ihyor*\ Radikal, 20 September 2006.
64 E.g.: Gilbert Gidel. Confiscation de Biens des Refugies Armemens p ar le Gou\erncment 

Turc, Paris: Massis. 1929, pp. 83-6.
65 Soncr (,'agaptay. Islam. Secularism and Nationalism in Modern Turkey: Who is a  Turk?. 

Abingdon: Routledge. 2006.
*  The Interior Ministry sits across the Turkish Grand National Assembly in central Ankara 

and does not have a regular research archive either. But as I (wrongly) insisted that their 
files had been quoted in Cagaptay’s book, they sent me to the basement to speak to the 
archive director. A cold, concrete staircase led into a huge underground hall with dozens 
o f  archive cabinets, stuffed with folders. When I smelled smoke, 1 suspected a fire and 
called security, but when we walked into the cellar, we saw three archive staff grilling a 
mackerel on a small barbeque; the fishbone was dumped on one o f  the shelves o f  the 
archive closet. (Skeletons in the closet?) After speaking to the uncooperative archive 
director, I learnt that this was the archive o f  personnel files o f  the Turkish Republic's 
Interior Ministry bureaucrats.

h Interior Minishy Archive (Ankara), Personnel file o f  $Qkril Kaya, document no. 1041, 
passim .

68 Hilmar Kaiser. “Shukru Kaya and the Extermination o f  the Ottoman Armenians" 
(unpublished paper, 2000).

64 Notable exceptions are. Erik-Jan ZQrcher (ed.), Tiirkiyede Etnik Qati^ma. Istanbul: 
lleti§im. 2005; Domimk J. Schaller &  JQrgen Zimmerer (eds ). Late Ottoman Genocides: 
The Dissolution o f  the Ottoman Empire and Young Turkish Population and 
Extermination Policies. London: Routledge, 2009. Hamit Bozarslan, Une Histoire de la  
Violence au Moyen-Orient: D e la  Fin de ГEmpire Ottoman a  Al-Qaida, Paris: Editions 
La D£couverte. 2008.
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Հ Ա 8 Ո 8  Ց Ե Ղ Ա Ա Պ Ա Ն Ո Ւ Թ Ւ Ւ Ն Ը  Ն Ո Ր  Ա Ղ Բ Ւ Ւ Ր Ն Ե Ր ,  
Ո Ւ Ս Ո Ւ Ս Ն Ա Ս Ւ Ր Ո Ւ Թ Ե Ա Ն  Ն Ո Ր  Ո Ւ Ղ Ղ Ո Ւ Թ Ի Ւ Ն Ն Ե Ր

{ Ա մ փ ո փ ո ւ մ )

Ո Ւ Ղ Ո Ւ Ր  Ո Ւ Մ Ւ Տ  Ւ Ւ Ն Կ Է Օ Ր

ի  պ ա տ ա ս խ ա ն  ա յ ն  Հ ա ւ ա ս տ ո ւ մ ն ե ր ո ւ ն  թ է  Ա ն ղ  ա ր ա յի  ա ր խ ի ւ ն ե ր ր  կ ր  վ ե ր ա ր ե ր ի Ն  

1919£Լ ե տ ք  պ ա տ ա Հ ա ծ  ղ է պ ք ե ր ո ւ ն ,  Հ ե ղ ի ն ա կ ր  կ ր  բ ա ց ա յ ա յ տ է  թ կ  ի ն շ պ է ս  կ ա ր ե / ի  կ 

օ ղ տ ո ւ ի յ  ա ն ո ն ց մ է  ե ւ  ն ո ր ո ւ թ ի ւ Ն Ն ե ր  բ ե ր ե ք  8  ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ թ ե ա ն  ո ւ ս ո ւ մ ն ա ս ի ր մ ա ն ։

Հ ե ղ ի Ն ա կ ր  կ ր  Հ ա ւ ա ս տ կ  ո ր  Տ ե ղ ա ս պ ա Ն ո ւ թ ե ա ն  ո ւ ս ո ւ մ ն ա ս ի ր մ ա ն  խ ն դ ր ո վ  Ա նւք ա ր ա 

յ ի  Հ ա ն ր ա պ ե տ ա կ ա ն  Ա ր խ ի ւ ր  կ ր ն ա յ  լ ո յ ս  ս փ ռ ե ք  ե ր ե ք  ո ւ ղ ղ ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ն ե ր ո վ '  ա - վ ե ր ա պ ր ո ղ -  

Ն ե ր ո ւ  (տա ւ ա տ ա փ ո խ  թ Հ  ա ղ ղ ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ր  պ ա հ պ ա ն ա ծ  Հ ա յե ր ) ,  ր - 8  ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ր  ձ ր ա ղ -  

ր ո ղ ն ե ր ո ւ  ե ւ  կ ա տ ա ր ո ղ ն ե ր  ո ւ  {ա ս ո ն ց մ է  շ ա տ ե ր  վ ա ր ձ ա տ ր ո ւ  ե զ ա ն  Հ ա յ ո ց  թ ո ղ օ ն ն ե ր ո վ ,  ե ւ  

շ ա ր ո ւ ն ա կ ե ց ի ն  ի ր ե ն ց  կ ե ա ն ք ր  ն ո ր  տ ո ւ ե ա ք ն ե ր ո վ ) ,  ղ  Գ ր ա ք ն ն ո ւ թ ե ա ն  խ ն ղ ի ր ն ե ր ո ւ ն  

{ թ ՚ո ւ ր ք ի ո յ  Հ ա ն ր ա պ ե տ ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ր  ա ր ղ ի /ե ց  8  ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ թ ե ա ն  վ ե ր ա ր ե ր ե ա ք  յ ո ւ շ ա գ ր ա կ ա ն  

Հ ա տ ո ր ն ե ր ո ւ  կ ա մ  ա յ յ  ն ի ւ թ ե ր ո ւ  մ ո ւ տ ք ր  Թ ՜ո ւ ր ք ի ա )*

8 օ  ղ ո ւ ա ծ ի ն  թ .  մ ա ս ո վ  Հ ե ղ ի ն  ա կ ր  կ ր  կ ա ր ե ւ ո ր է  Հ ա յ ո ց  8  ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ թ ե ա ն  յա ւ ե ք ե ա ք  5 

ո ք ո ր տ ն ե ր  1. 8 ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ր  կ ա տ ա ր ո ղ  շ ա ր ք ա յ ի ն ն ե ր ո լ  վ կ ա յ ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ն ե ր  { ա ս ո ն ց  

կ ե ն ս ա գ ր ա կ ա ն  տ ո ւ ե ա  ք ն ե ր  է ն ,  յ ո ւ շ ե ր է ն  կ ա ր ե / ի  է  տ ե ս ա կ ա ն  Հ ա մ ա պ ա տ ա ս խ ա ն  ե ղ ր ա -  

յ ա ն դ  ո ւ մ ն ե ր ո ւ  ե ր թ ա ք ) ,  2- թ ա ն ա  լ ո ր  պ ա տ մ ո ւ թ ե ա ն  { ա ն ) կ ա ր ե ք ի ո ւ թ ի ւ ն  { թ ո ւ ր ք  ե լ  ք ի լ ր տ  

ա կ ա ն ա տ ե ս ն ե ր ի , բ ն ա կ ա վ ա յր ե ր ի  ժ ա ո ա ն ղ ո ւ ա հ  ղ ր ո ւ ա դ ն ե ր ո ւ  - յի շ ո ղ ո ւ  թ ի ,  ն ն ե ր ո ւ  ո ւ 

ս ո ւ մ ն ա ս ի ր ո ւ մ ) ,  3- Գ ա ւ ա ո ա կ ա ն  ա ր խ ի ւ ն ե ր  (ի ն շ  ի ւ ր ա յ ա տ կ ո լ թ ի ւ ն ն ե ր ո վ  Յ ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ -  

թ ի ւ ն ր  կ ր  ղ ր ս ե ւ ո ր ո ւ ի  ղ ա ւ ա ո կ  ղ ա ւ ա ո ,  մ ա ն ա ւ ա ն ղ  ո ր  ա ն Հ ա մ ո ղ ի շ  կ ր  թ ո ւ ի  շ գ ո յ ո ւ թ ի ւ -  

ն ր  ղ ա ւ ա ո ա յի ն  ա ր ձ ա ն ա ղ ր ո ւ թ ե ա ն  տ ո մ ա ր ն ե ր ո ւ ) ,  4- կ ա / ո ւ ա ձ ա յի ն  ա ր ձ ա ն ա ղ  ր ո ւ թ ի ւ ն -  

ն ե ր ո ւ  ա ր խ ի ւ ն ե ր  (33  շ ր ջ ա ն ն ե ր  ո ւ ն կ ի ն  ք ք ե ա լ ղ  ո յ ք ե ր ո ւ  յ ա ն ձ ն ա խ ո ւ մ ր ե ր ,  ո ր ո ն ց  ա ր ձ ա -  

ն ա գ ր ո ւ թ ե ա ն ց  տ ո մ ա ր ն ե ր ր  պ ի տ ի  ո ւ ն ե ն ա յի ն  1 բ ն օ ր ի ն ա կ  ե ւ  2  օ ր ի ն ա կ ,  ր ն ղ Հ ա ն ո ւ ր ր  100 
կ ա ք ո ւ ա ծ ա  տ ո մ ա ր ն ե ր ) ,  5- Ն ե ր ք ի ն  Գ ո ր ծ ո ց  Ն ա խ ա  բ ա  ր ո ւ թ ե ա ն  խ ո ր Հ ր ղ ա ւ ո ր  ե ր կ ո ւ  ա ր ՝  

խ ի ւ ն ե ր  ( ո ր ո ն ց  ո չ - ր ո ք ո ր ր  Հ ր ա պ ա ր ա կ ո ւ ա ե  ե ն  կ ա մ  մ շ ա կ ո ւ ա հ ) ւ

Ը ս տ  Հ ե ղ ի ն ա կ ի ն , ա յս  ն ի ւ թ ե ր ր  ն ո ր  ե ւ  յա ւ ե ք ե ա ք  ր յ ս  կ ր  ս փ ո ե ն  օ ս մ ա ն ա դ ի տ ո ւ թ ե ա ն -  

թ ր ք ա ղ ի տ ո ւ թ ե ա ն ,  Հ ա յա գ ի տ ո ւ թ ե ա ն  ե ւ  ք ր տ ա գ ի տ ո լ թ ե ա ն ւ  Ա ն ո ն ք  կ ր  խ ո ր ա ց ն ե ն  ր ո ն ո լ -  

թ ե ա ն  ե ւ  բ ր տ ո լ թ ե ա ն  ո ւ ս ո ւ մ ն ա ս ի ր մ ա ն  մ ի ֆ ի ն  ա ր ե ւ ե ք ե ա ն  ե ի ր ր  ե ւ  ш п и ц  եք կ 'ա մ բ ո ղ ջ ա ց 

ն ե ն  Մ ի ֆ ի ն  Ա ր ե ւ ե ք ք ի  ե լ  8 ե ղ ա ս պ ա ն ո ւ թ ե ա ն  մ ա ս ի ն  ղ ի տ ո ւ թ ի ւ ն ր ւ
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