
 

64 
 

ARMEN MARUKYAN* 
Doctor of Sciences in History, 

Institute of History NAS RA 

mararmts@yahoo.com 

0009-0007-4926-0654  

DOI: 10.54503/1829-4073-2026.1.64-82 

CAUSES AND PREREQUISITES OF THE ARMENIAN 
GENOCIDE AND GENOCIDAL ACTS IN BOSNIA AND 

HERZEGOVINA 

(comparative analysis) 

Abstract  

The study of various examples of genocide is impossible without studying 

their causes and preconditions. Criminal regimes are guided by specific 

motives and narratives when implementing genocidal policies. The perpetrators 

of genocide attempt to justify their criminal actions against specific groups with 

ethnopolitical, religious, socioeconomic and other “justifications”. Modern 

genocide studies focuses on the comparative analysis of the causes and 

preconditions of various genocides, seeking to identify both their common 

features and specific characteristics. 

The purpose of this article is to conduct a comparative analysis of the 

causes and preconditions of the Armenian Genocide in the Ottoman Empire 

and the genocidal acts committed in Bosnia and Herzegovina. Based on this 

goal, the objectives are to examine the discriminatory policies against the 

Armenian population of the Ottoman Empire and the Christian population of 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, to explore the ideological preconditions for the crimes 

committed and to examine the preparatory processes that preceded them. 
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Introduction 

Over the course of centuries, a system of government developed in the 

Ottoman Empire in which the Christian population was deprived of equal rights 

with Muslims. While the punishment for killing a Muslim by a Muslim was death, 

killing a non-Muslim by a Muslim was not subject to any punishment. The 

testimony of non-Muslims in Ottoman courts did not have the same evidentiary 

value as that of Muslims. Armenians, like other Christians of the empire, did not 

serve in the Ottoman army and were generally forbidden to have weapons․1 
Thus, in the Ottoman Empire, a disenfranchised status was formed for the 

Armenian population, which was effectively placed outside the law.2 

Before the Ottoman conquest, Bosnia and Herzegovina was inhabited by 

two main groups: Serbs and Croats (Catholic Serbs), while the Muslim 

population was small. Although the Croats living in Bosnia were a minority, they 

nevertheless had their own state entities․3 After the establishment of Ottoman 

rule, the Christian peoples of Bosnia and Herzegovina also began to be 

subjected to religious discrimination. 

1. Discriminatory policies against the Armenian population of the 

Ottoman Empire and the Christian population of Bosnia and Herzegovina 

During the reign of Sultan Abdul Hamid II (1876–1909), along with mass 

pogroms, a policy of religious persecution and forced Islamization of the 

Armenian population of Western Armenia was carried out. As a result of this 

policy, some of the Armenian population was forcibly converted to Islam. In 

1895, 40 Armenian villages were destroyed in the Erzurum Valley, their 

population was exterminated and only the inhabitants of three villages survived, 

which were forcibly Islamized.4 The Armenians who renounced the apostolic 

faith hoped that at least religious persecution against them would cease and they 

would receive equal rights with Muslims.5 However, the goal of Islamization was 

                                                   
1 Gunter 2011, 2–3. 
2 Gunter 2011, 18. 
3 Slavic peoples of South-Eastern Europe and Russia in the 18th century 2003, 62. 
4 Nersisyan 1983, 83–84.  
5 Simonyan 1986, 245. 
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not to equalize the rights of former Christians, including Armenians, with 

Muslims, but to assimilate the latter. 

With the establishment of Turkish rule, the demographic picture in Bosnia 

and Herzegovina began to change significantly, as a policy of Islamization of the 

Serbian population was pursued. As a result of this policy, some Serbs were also 

forced to convert to Islam in order to avoid religious persecution, as well as to 

enjoy the rights, economic and political privileges granted to Muslims.6 

However, despite the conversion of some Serbs to Islam, Serbs continued to 

constitute a stable ethnic and religious majority in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

According to the 1879 census, 42.87% of the population of Bosnia were 

Orthodox Serbs, 38.73% were Muslims, and 18.08% were Catholic Croats.7 

Despite the Turkish authorities' policy of Islamization, Croats expressing 

separatist sentiments oriented themselves toward Zagreb, seeking to unite the 

Bosnian territories with the Croatian state, while Muslims were in the process of 

searching for their own identity. Most Muslims of Slavic descent, after adopting 

Islam, gradually began to identify themselves with the Turks, creating their own 

unique way of life and culture. Constantinople became a more familiar center 

for them than Belgrade or Zagreb.8 Thus, the so-called “Bosniaks” or “Bosnian 

Muslims” were not a separate ethnic group, but descendants of former Serbs 

and Croats who were Islamized during the Ottoman rule. 

Despite their disenfranchised position, Armenians played a significant role 

in the development of the Ottoman Empire’s economy, as they held leading 

positions in the country's crafts and trade.9 The German missionary and public 

figure J. Lepsius noted regarding the participation of Armenians in the trade of 

the Ottoman Empire that the bulk of import trade was controlled by the largest 

Armenian trading companies, which had their branches in the commercial and 

industrial centers of Europe. The bulk of the Ottoman gold imports through the 

empire's main ports, amounting to 15 million, was carried out by Armenian 

traders.10 Based on the fact that Muslims, and Turks in particular, who lacked 

certain knowledge and skills, considered crafts and trade to be unworthy 

                                                   
6 Guskova 2001, 220. 
7 Valev 1996, 9. 
8 Ralić 1992, 5. 
9 Sahakyan 1990, 12․ 
10 Lepsius 1965, 247–248․ 
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spheres of activity for themselves and preferred military or government service, 

until the end of the 19th century, the economy of the Ottoman Empire was 

predominantly developed by non-Muslim peoples. At the same time, Muslims, 

primarily Turks, abused their privileged position, used their positions and 

weapons for the purpose of plundering and appropriating the property of the 

non-Muslim population.11 However, from the end of the 19th century, the 

Ottoman authorities began to pursue a policy of ousting non-Turkish enterprises 

from the country’s economy and the formation of a Turkish national 

bourgeoisie, which was accompanied by anti-Armenian propaganda, the essence 

of which boiled down to the fact that the Armenians had unjustly enriched 

themselves at the expense of Muslims, therefore, it was necessary to severely 

punish and physically destroy them in order to return property from illegal 

possession to Muslims.12 It is characteristic that even after the mass pogroms 

and forced Islamization of the late 19th and early 20th centuries on the eve of the 

First World War, compared to the Turks, Kurds and Circassians, Armenians in 

Western Armenia continued to be a relative majority, making up 38.9% of the 

total population.13 

It is obvious that, unlike the Armenians, the Christian population of the 

Balkans did not play such a significant role in the socio-economic life of the 

Ottoman Empire, however, the uniform discriminatory tax system also extended 

to the Christian population of the Balkan Peninsula, in particular, the Serbs of 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, which first led to the latter’s exorbitant debts, and then 

to the loss of real estate and property, which passed to local Muslim officials.14 

The empire’s judicial system also allowed the local Muslim elite to legalize the 

seizure of Christian lands through false lawsuits.15 For Christians, the only way 

to preserve their ancestral lands and their status as property owners was often 

to convert to Islam. It’s no coincidence that the main cause of the 1875 uprising 

in Bosnia and Herzegovina was also exorbitant taxes.  

Another manifestation of discriminatory policies towards Christian peoples 

was the process of changes in the administrative-territorial units of Western 

11 Matosyan 2005, 7. 
12 Khudaverdyan, Saakyan 1995, 20. 
13 Sahakyan 1990, 12: 
14 Ekmečić 1973, 45–52. 
15 Ekmečić 1973, 54–55. 
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Armenia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, the purpose of which was the mixing of 

ethno-religious groups, some of which found themselves in different 

administrative units surrounded by another hostile group, which led to clashes 

between these groups   

From the mid-1870s, the Turkish authorities began more radical changes to 

the administrative borders of Western Armenia, which continued until the early 

1890s. The Ottoman Empire sought to create administrative units in which 

Armenians and Christians in general would not constitute a majority. In 1877, 

the Van district, separated from the Erzurum province, together with the Hakiari 

region, became a separate province, which was later joined by the Mush district. 

The Kharberd district, which separated from the Diyarbakir province, also 

received the status of an independent unit, to which the Malatya district was also 

transferred from the Diyarbakir province in 1882–1883. In 1880, the new 

province of Bitlis was formed from the separated neighboring counties of the 

Van and Diyarbakir provinces. The Shapin-Karahisar district, which had been 

part of the Trebizond province, was transferred to the Sebastia province in the 

early 1880s. Thus, by the end of the 19th century, the administrative system of 

Western Armenia consisted of the provinces of Van, Bitlis, Erzurum, Diyarbakir, 

Kharberd and Sebastia, which remained unchanged until the First World War.16 

The territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina within the Ottoman Empire was 

initially included in the province of Rumelia and divided into the counties of 

Bosnia, Herzegovina (Hersek) and Zvornik (Izvornik). In 1580, the Ottoman 

authorities created a separate Bosnian province, which was in turn divided into 

the districts of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Later, as part of subsequent 

administrative reforms throughout the empire, the region was divided into two 

provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina, including the district of Novi Pazar.17 Both 

when changing the administrative borders of Western Armenia and when 

dividing the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the imperial authorities sought 

to achieve a numerical superiority of Muslims in the provinces and districts, as 

well as to disperse the Serbian population across different administrative units. 

With the policy of Islamization of the Serbian population and artificial 

changes to the administrative borders of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Ottoman 

authorities planted deep roots of hatred between Orthodox and Islamized Serbs, 

                                                   
16 History of Armenia, vol. III, 2010, 448–450. 
17 Koller, Karpat 2004. 
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between whom, even after liberation from the Ottoman yoke, violent clashes 

continued based on historical hatred.  

After the Balkan Wars (1912–1913), the territories of Bosnia and 

Herzegovina were liberated from Ottoman rule, but the struggle for leadership 

in the region intensified between Serbs, Croats and Muslims under the 

patronage of one or another great power. The Balkan Peninsula became an 

arena for struggle between the German-Austrian alliance and Russia. The 

Balkans served as a link to the Asian provinces of the Ottoman Empire, where 

Germany was expanding, while Russia supported the Serbs, who sought to 

reunite Bosnia and Herzegovina with Serbia.18 At the end of the First World 

War, the Kingdom of Serbs, Slovenes and Croats emerged, which in 1929 

became known as Yugoslavia, where during the Second World War a brutal and 

bloody civil war was waged between the Croats and Muslims on one side and the 

Serbs on the other. Later, Yugoslavia, following the model of the Soviet Union, 

transformed into a federal state with a centralized government, which, similar to 

the Ottoman Empire’s policy towards the Armenian population, was guided by 

the principle that the administrative division of the territory of Bosnia and 

Herzegovina should be carried out in such a way that the Serb population 

should be dispersed among various administrative units, surrounded by Bosnian 

Muslims and Croats. The policy of discrimination against the Serbian population 

and artificial administrative divisions of the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina 

by the central authorities of Yugoslavia led to the fact that the Muslims, who 

already constituted the majority there, formed a coalition with the Croats against 

the Serbs.19 The Croats did not forget that some regions of Bosnia and 

Herzegovina had once been under the rule of the Croatian state and sought to 

restore their position in these territories, while the Muslims hoped to create 

their own state in which there would be no place for the Serbs.20 

According to the 1981 census, in the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, 

Muslims already constituted a relative majority of the population – 39.5%, and 

Serbs – 32.2%21. It is noteworthy that the Muslims of Bosnia and Herzegovina 

were also recognized by the Yugoslav authorities as a separate ethnic group of 

                                                   
18 Leshchilovskaya 1994, 52. 
19 Valev 1996, 14–15. 
20 Ralić 1992, 6.   
21 Ralić 1992, 3. 
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“Bosniaks”. In the context of the anti-Serb discriminatory policy pursued by the 

central authorities, some of the Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina began to 

identify themselves as Yugoslavs, as a result of which an “ethnic” group of 

Yugoslavs appeared in the population census, which initially constituted only 

1.17% of the population, but then steadily increased in proportion to the 

decrease in the number of Serbs.22  

2. Ideological preconditions for the genocidal policy towards the 

Armenians of the Ottoman Empire and the ethno-religious groups of Bosnia 

and Herzegovina  

It is obvious that both during the Armenian Genocide in the Ottoman 

Empire and in the case of the genocidal acts committed in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, nationalist ideologies were used for the psychological and 

propaganda preparation of future crimes, with which radical masses were 

directed against specific ethno-religious groups. 

The policy of the Ottoman Empire authorities towards non-Turkish peoples, 

and primarily Armenians, was carried out on the basis of a racist ideology that 

went through the stages of transformation “Pan-Islamism” – “Pan-Osmanism” – 

“Pan-Turkism”.  

The implementation of policies based on the ideology of “Pan-Islamism” led 

to the forced Islamization of some disenfranchised non-Muslim peoples, 

including the Armenians of the Ottoman Empire, who were thus seeking to avoid 

brutal oppression and persecution.23 This ideology, however, did not lead to the 

expected result, so the Young Turk Party, which came to power in 1908, 

proposed uniting all the peoples of the Ottoman Empire into a great “Ottoman 

nation».24 The new ideology of “Pan-Osmanism” was in fact an attempt to turn 

the entire population of the empire into so-called Ottomans, based on the 

language, customs and traditions of the dominant Turks, regardless of religious 

and ethnic affiliation.25 However, not only non-Muslim peoples, who in addition 

to their faith had to renounce their identity, did not want to put up with this, but 

also Muslims, who were against the formerly disenfranchised Christians being 

                                                   
22 Leshchilovskaya 2003, 58.  
23 Gamelen, Bron 1995, 30. 
24 Zarevand 1993, 35. 
25 Safrastyan 2009, 85–90. 
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given equal rights with them and thereby depriving them of their superiority 

over them.26   

Taking these sentiments into account, at the 1911 congress of the Central 

Committee of the Young Turk Party, a decision was made to move to the 

ideology of “Pan-Turkism”, which, under the slogan “Turkey for the Turks”, 

implied the Turkification, and if impossible, the physical liquidation of the non-

Turkish peoples of the Ottoman Empire.27 Along with the implementation of the 

ideology of “Pan-Turkism”, another key component of the criminal policy of the 

Armenian Genocide was the desire of the Turkish authorities to finally 

appropriate the homeland of the indigenous Armenian people by physically 

eliminating them in Western Armenia.28  

In parallel with the mass extermination of Armenians, the Turkish 

authorities initiated the process of Turkification of toponyms in Western 

Armenia. According to the first article of the new government program of 

January 5, 1916, it was proposed to change all Armenian, Greek and Bulgarian 

names of provinces, villages, mountains, rivers and other geographical names in 

the empire to Turkish ones.29 This further confirmed that one of the main 

motivations of the Turkish authorities for carrying out the Armenian Genocide 

was the final appropriation of the Armenian homeland – Western Armenia. 

Similar ideological transformations are also observed in the policies of 

various regimes that controlled the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina in 

certain historical periods. The consequence of the policy of the Ottoman Empire 

authorities based on the ideology of “Pan-Islamism” was the Islamization of part 

of the Serbian population of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Already during the 

Second World War, under the regime of A. Pavelić in the puppet Croatian state 

created by Germany on the basis of Nazi ideology, the Croatian Ustaše and 

Bosnian Muslim forces in Bosnia and Herzegovina exterminated hundreds of 

thousands of not only Serbs, but also Jews and Roma, and about 200,000 

indigenous Serbs were forced to leave their homes.30 In the Jasenovac 

concentration camp alone, more than half a million Serbs were exterminated. In 

                                                   
26 Marukyan 2010, 21–22. 
27 Avagyan 2013, 21. 
28 Marukyan 2014, 271. 
29 Akcam 2015, 68. 
30 Valev 1996, 9. 
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addition to mass extermination, the Serb population was also driven into 

uninhabited areas of eastern Bosnia, Herzegovina and Krajina. As a result of the 

mass pogroms and ethnic cleansing of Serbs during the Second World War, 

their population declined significantly, and the balance among the various 

ethno-religious groups in the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina also 

changed.31 In a later period, the communist authorities of Yugoslavia, 

supposedly guided by internationalism and the equality of all peoples, in fact 

harshly and irreconcilably fought against Serbian nationalism and encouraged 

Croats and Muslims.32 

During the disintegration of Yugoslavia and the formation of independent 

states, pan-Islamic ideas began to spread again among Bosnian Muslims. The 

newly-appointed leader of the Bosnian Muslims, Alia Izedbegović, presented his 

political program in the work “Muslim Declaration”, which stated that the 

independence of Bosnia was an intermediate goal, while the main goal was 

considered to be establishing cooperation with all Muslims of the world to create 

a common Muslim state in Europe.33 According to Izedbegovic's program, 

Bosnia and Herzegovina initially needed to be separated from Yugoslavia, after 

which, already in an independent state, Muslims would constitute the majority, 

ensuring a high birth rate and later unite with other Muslim states.34 It is 

obvious that Izedbegovic's ideas on creating a single Muslim state in Europe 

were directed against Christian peoples and, first and foremost, the Serbs, who, 

in his opinion, stood in the way of an independent Bosnia and Herzegovina and 

therefore were subject to destruction or expulsion from its territory.35 

Immediately before the onset of mass crimes both in the Ottoman Empire 

and during the disintegration of Yugoslavia, a process of “victimization” was 

observed in the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, when an image of an 

enemy was artificially created in the person of a specific ethno-religious group, 

which automatically became a victim of future crimes.36 The process of 

                                                   
31 Guskova 2001, 220. 
32 Simic 1993, 79. 
33 Gibbs 2009, 111. 
34 Yugoslavia in Flames: Documents, Facts, Comments (1990–1992). Modern History of 

Yugoslavia in Documents 1992, 24. 
35 Matveev 2001, 206–207. 
36 Harf 1995, 25. 
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victimization preceded the policy of extermination of the Armenian population of 

the Ottoman Empire in the preparatory stage of both the pogroms organized by 

Sultan Abdul Hamid in 1894–1896 and the genocidal policy of the Young Turks, 

when the Turkish authorities blamed the Armenians for all the troubles of the 

Ottoman Empire.37 Before the Armenian pogroms of 1894–1896, the “bloody 

sultan” Abdul Hamid II used Islam as a means of inciting Muslim Turks and 

Kurds against Christian Armenians. Propaganda against Armenians was 

conducted through sheikhs and mullahs, who in various settlements across the 

country incited Turks and Kurds against the infidel Armenians. The Armenians 

of the empire were portrayed as servants of the Christian world, hostile to the 

Ottoman Empire, who were to be exterminated.38 

In Bosnia and Herzegovina, there were also instances of victimization when 

anti-Serb propaganda began in Muslim media, which resulted in the Serb 

population becoming a target for Muslims. On September 26, 1991, the Muslim 

newspaper “Večernji Novosti” stated that Serbs would have to accept the fact 

that they would live in a Muslim country, deprived of the right to create public 

organizations and parties, would be able to appear in public places only with 

special passes and buy food only in places specially designated for them.39 

3. The preparatory stage of the Armenian genocide in the Ottoman 

Empire and genocidal acts in Bosnia and Herzegovina 

In parallel with the development of nationalist ideologies, the ruling Young 

Turk Party created paramilitary structures tasked with coordinating the actions 

of state bodies and security agencies during the Armenian Genocide. To this 

end, the Young Turk Party Central Committee established the “Special 

Organization” (“Teşkilat-i Mahsusa”), funded by the state treasury, quickly 

increasing its membership to 30,000. In order to increase the number of this 

structure, the Young Turks even resorted to the help of criminals.40 Criminals 

who had committed the most serious crimes were released from prisons and 

promised pardon if they rendered a service to the Turkish nation and empire.  

                                                   
37 Marukyan 2010, 43. 
38 Safrastyan 2009, 163–165. 
39 Guskova 2001, 228. 
40 Dadrian 1999, 65–80. 
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Behaeddin Shakir, a member of the Central Committee of the “Union and 

Progress” Party and head of the eastern branch of the “Special Organization”, 

was held responsible for organizing the deportation and extermination of the 

Armenian population of Western Armenia.41 Thus, the organizational 

preparation for the genocidal policy towards the Armenians by the beginning of 

the First World War was practically complete and only a signal was needed, 

which was the beginning of the First World War. 

The process of the disintegration of Yugoslavia and the declaration of 

independence of the former Soviet republics was accompanied by military 

actions between armed units of various ethno-religious groups. The largest and 

most brutal war was in Bosnia and Herzegovina (1992–1995), involving Bosnian 

Muslims, Serbs and Croats, which followed the independence referendum in 

that republic. This resulted in a shift in refugee flows and a change in the 

composition of the population of Bosnia and Herzegovina and Serbia. According 

to the 1991 census, 43.7% of the population of Bosnia and Herzegovina were 

Bosnian Muslims, 31.4% were Orthodox Serbs and 17.3% were Catholic Croats42 

and of the 36,600 inhabitants of Srebrenica, where the tragic events took place, 

75.1% were Muslims and 22.6% were Serbs43. As expected, the Muslim-Croat 

majority voted for the dissolution of Yugoslavia and the independence of Bosnia 

and Herzegovina, while the Serbs boycotted the referendum because they 

feared a repeat of the mass pogroms committed against them by Muslims and 

Croats during World War II in the territories of Bosnia and Herzegovina and 

Serbian Krajina44. Insisting on their right to self-determination, the Serb 

population of Bosnia and Herzegovina, with the support of Serbia and 

Montenegro, proclaimed the Republika Srpska, which was subsequently planned 

to be united with Serbia, which Muslims and Croats regarded as a violation of 

the territorial integrity of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

To avoid military clashes, the Serbs proposed transforming Bosnia and 

Herzegovina into a confederation, each of whose constituent entities would 

include territories populated by Muslims, Croats, and Serbs. Negotiations 

between representatives of the three groups began in Lisbon to discuss these 

                                                   
41 Avakyan 1999, 76. 
42 Annikova, Radusinovich 2015, 96. 
43 Postnikova 2020. 
44 Guskova 2001, 287. 
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proposals.45 However, the unexpected announcement by the EU and the US of 

recognition of the independence of Bosnia and Herzegovina on April 7, 1992, 

led to the failure of the Lisbon negotiations, and on the same day, A. 

Izedbegović ordered all Muslim armed units to prepare to defend the territory 

of Bosnia and Herzegovina.  

If the start of the Armenian Genocide was the outbreak of the First World 

War, then the spark that ignited the civil war was the act of recognition of the 

independence of Bosnia and Herzegovina by the EU and the US, which led to 

mutual genocidal acts and ethnic cleansing.   

Even before the start of the civil war, armed formations of Croats, Bosnian 

Muslims and Serbs had already been concentrated in certain areas of Bosnia 

and Herzegovina. Most of the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina – the eastern 

and central regions – was controlled by units of the Yugoslav army, consisting of 

local Serbs, about 30% of the country’s territory – mainly the western regions 

bordering Croatia – was under the control of Croatian forces.46 Only 20% of 

Bosnia and Herzegovina’s territory was controlled by Muslim forces numbering 

about 20,000 people, of whom only 10,000 came as volunteers from Turkey, 

and more than 2,000 from Malaysia, Pakistan, Algeria, Libya and other Muslim 

countries.47 After the intensification of military action, the Croats and Muslims 

began to coordinate their forces and then came out against the Serbs as a 

united front.48 

Conclusions  

Based on a comparative analysis of the causes and preconditions of the 

Armenian Genocide in the Ottoman Empire and the genocidal acts committed in 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, it can be concluded that the crimes committed share 

many similarities. Discriminatory policies of various regimes underpinned both the 

Armenian Genocide and the crimes committed in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The 

manifestation of this policy in the Ottoman Empire was not only the forced 

Islamization of the Christian population, in this case, Armenians and Serbs, but 

also the artificial fragmentation of the administrative units of Western Armenia 

                                                   
45 Gibbs 2009, 111. 
46 Ralić 1992, 5.   
47 Guskova 2001, 279. 
48 Sassoli, Bouvier 2008, 19. 
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and the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The administrative division of 

Bosnia and Herzegovina’s territory was reminiscent of the Ottoman Empire’s 

policy of reorganizing the provinces of Western Armenia, when neighboring 

territories with a Muslim population were artificially annexed to provinces and 

districts with a predominantly Christian population, or these areas began to be 

actively settled by Muslims from other regions. 

Similarities are also evident from an ideological perspective. While the 

policy of mass extermination of Armenians was initially based on the ideology of 

pan-Islamism, and later on pan-Turkism, in Bosnia and Herzegovina, the 

genocidal acts and ethnic cleansing committed by Muslims against Serbs were 

based on Izedbegović’s ideas for the creation of a unified Muslim state in 

Europe. The Serbs’ retaliatory criminal actions against Muslims were also 

carried out on the basis of nationalist ideas about the creation of a united 

Serbia, which would include the Republika Srpska of Bosnia and Herzegovina.  

In both cases, the intervention of external forces served as an additional 

trigger for genocidal acts and ethnic cleansing. The exploitation of the Armenian 

Question by the great powers, not so much for the purpose of resolving it but 

rather to pursue their own interests in the Ottoman Empire, further incited the 

Ottoman authorities to commit mass extermination of the Armenian population not 

only in their historical homeland, Western Armenia, but also in other Armenian-

populated regions of the empire.  The recognition of Bosnia and Herzegovina’s 

independence by the EU and the US inspired Muslims led by Izedbeković, as well 

as Croats, to take radical action against the Serbs, which led to harsh retaliatory 

actions by the latter, which included genocidal acts and ethnic cleansing.     

It is obvious that the ten-year time gap between the Armenian Genocide and 

the crimes committed in Bosnia and Herzegovina, as well as the civilizational 

aspect associated with the peculiarities and specific conditions of the historical 

development of the indigenous Armenian people in Western Armenia and the 

peoples of the Balkan Peninsula, undoubtedly left their mark on the causes, 

preconditions and preparatory stages of these crimes. Based on the above, in 

the causes, preconditions and preparatory stages of the Armenian Genocide and 

the crimes committed in Bosnia and Herzegovina can be identified the following 

main differences: 

1. If the Armenian Genocide was planned and carried out by the authorities 

of the Ottoman Empire, then on the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, at 
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certain stages of the confrontation between Bosnian Muslims and Croats on one 

side and Serbs on the other, mutual genocidal acts were carried out. Thus, 

during the Second World War, under the Nazi regime of A. Pavelić, the Croatian 

Ustaše and Bosnian Muslim forces exterminated hundreds of thousands of Serbs. 

Therefore, during the disintegration of Yugoslavia and the declaration of 

independence of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Bosnian Serbs feared a possible 

repetition of these processes, and therefore insisted on their right to self-

determination. During the civil war in Bosnia and Herzegovina, these fears were 

fully confirmed, as both Bosnian Muslims and Croats committed genocidal acts 

and ethnic cleansing against Serbs, and Serbian units committed against 

Muslims, which led to significant human losses and refugee flows on both sides. 

Despite the fact that the International Court of Justice recognized only the mass 

murder of Bosnian Muslims in Srebrenica as genocide among all the crimes 

committed on the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and the International 

Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia convicted Bosnian Serb 

commanders for this crime, the actions of the latter can to some extent be seen 

as retaliatory measures to previous and/or ongoing crimes committed by 

Muslims against the Serb population. 

2. The Armenian Genocide in the Ottoman Empire was carried out in the 

context of the First World War, and mutual genocidal acts between Bosnian Mus-

lims and Croats on the one hand and Serbs on the other took place during the 

civil war in Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

3. If the start of the First World War was the signal for the Ottoman Empire 

to commit the Armenian Genocide, then the trigger for the start of the civil war, 

mutual genocidal acts and ethnic cleansing of both Croats and Muslims against 

Serbs, and Serbs against the Muslims of Srebrenica was the recognition of the 

independence of Bosnia and Herzegovina by the EU and the United States. 

4. Before the genocidal acts and ethnic cleansing, the Serbs and Bosnian 

Muslims had statehood, and the armed forces of these opposing sides were 

approximately equal in size on the territory of Bosnia and Herzegovina, which 

cannot be said about the Armenian population of the Ottoman Empire, which 

became victims of genocide. 



Marukyan A.   

78 
 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Ավագյան Ա. 2013, Պանթուրքական երազանք կամ «Գորշ գայլեր», Երևան, 

«Հանուն հայրենիքի», 154 էջ (Avagyan A. 2013, Pant'urqakan erazanq kam «Gorsh gayler», 

Yerevan, «Hanun hayreniqi» hrat., 154 e'j) Avagyan A. 2013, Pan-Turkish Dream or “Gray 

Wolves”, Yerevan, “For the Homeland” Publishing House, 154 p. (in Armenian). 

Աքչամ Թ. 2015, Երիտթուրքերի գործած ոճիրը մարդկության դեմ. Հայոց 

ցեղասպանությունը և էթնիկ զտումները Օսմանյան կայսրությունում, «Տիգրան Մեծ», 

Երևան, 583 էջ (Aqcham T'. 2015, Eritt'urqeri gorc'ac' othiry' mardkut'yan dem. Hayoc 

ceghaspanut'yuny' ev e't'nik ztumnery' O'smanyan kaysrut'yunum, «Tigran Mec'», Yerevan, 

583 e'j) Akcam T. 2015, The Crimes Committed by the Young Turks Against Humanity: The 

Armenian Genocide and Ethnic Cleansing in the Ottoman Empire, “Tigran the Great”, 

Yerevan, 583 p. (in Armenian). 

Զարեվանդ 1993, Միացյալ անկախ Թուրանիա, Երևան, «Հայաստան», 157 էջ 

(Zarevand 1993, Miacyal ankax T'urania, Erevan, «Hayastan», 157 e'j) Zarevand 1993, 

United Independent Turania, Yerevan, “Armenia”, 157 p. (in Armenian). 

Լեփսիուս Ե. 1965, «Տեղեկագիրը. Հայկական ջարդերը», Մատենաշար «Ազդակ»ի, 

Պէյրութ, 396 էջ (Lep'sius E. 1965, «Teghekagiry'. Haykakan Jardery'», Matenashar «Azdak»i, 

Pe'yrut', 396 e'j) Lepsius E. 1965, “The Bulletin: The Armenian Massacres”, Azdag Series, 

Beirut, 396 p. (in Armenian). 

Հայոց պատմություն, հ. III (ΧVII դարի երկրորդ կես – 1918 թ.), գիրք առաջին (ΧVII 

դարի երկրորդ կես – ΧIΧ դարի վերջ) 2010, Երևան, ՀՀ ԳԱԱ հրատ., 704 էջ (Hayoc 

patmut'yun, h. III (ΧVII dari erkrord kes – 1918 t'.), girq ar'ajin (ΧVII dari erkrord kes – ΧIΧ 

dari verj), Yerevan, 2010, 704 e'j) History of Armenia, vol. III (second half of the ΧVII century 

– 1918), book one (second half of the ΧVII century – end of the ΧIΧ century), Yerevan, 2010, 

704 p. (In Armenian). 

Մաթոսյան Տ. 2005, Հայոց ցեղասպանություն և Հրեական հոլոքոստ 

(համեմատական փորձ), Երևան, Հայոց ցեղասպանության թանգարան ինստիտուտի 

հրատ., 160 էջ: (Mat'osyan T. 2005, Hayoc ceghaspanut'yun ev Hreakan holoqost 

(hamematakan p'ordz'), Erevan, 160 e'j). Matosyan T. 2005, Armenian Genocide and Jewish 

Holocaust (comparative experience), Yerevan, 160 p. (in Armenian). 

Մարուքյան Ա. 2014, Հայոց ցեղասպանության հետևանքների հաղթահարման 

հիմնախնդիրներն ու պատմաիրավական հիմնավորումները, Երևան, ՀՀ ԳԱԱ պատմ. 

ինստ. հրատ., 332 էջ (Marukyan A. 2014, Hayoc ceghaspanut'yan hetevanqneri 

haght'aharman himnaxndirnern u patmairavakan himnavorumnery', Erevan, 332 e'j). 

Marukyan A. 2014, The problems and historical and legal justifications of overcoming the 

consequences of the Armenian Genocide, Yerevan, 332 p. (in Armenian). 

Սահակյան Ռ. 1990, Ցեղասպանության պատմությունից, Երևան, «Հայաստան», 

286 էջ (Sahakyan R'. 1990, Ceghaspanut'yan patmut'yownic, Erevan, 286 e'j) Sahakyan R. 

1990, From the History of the Genocide, Yerevan, 286 p. (in Armenian). 



 Causes and Prerequisites of the Armenian Genocide and Genocidal Acts... 

79 
 

Սաֆրաստյան Ռ. 2009, Օսմանյան կայսրություն. Ցեղասպանության ծրագրի 

ծագումնաբանությունը (1876–1920 թթ.), Երևան, «Լուսակն» հրատ., 248 էջ (Safrastyan 

R'. 2009, O'smanyan kaysrut'yun. Ceghaspanut'yan c'ragri c'agumnabanut'yuny' (1876–1920 

t't'.), Erevan, «Lusakn» hrat., 248 e'j) Safrastyan R. 2009, The Ottoman Empire: The Origins 

of the Genocide Program (1876–1920), Yerevan, “Lusakn” Publishing House, 248 p. (in 

Armenian). 

Սիմոնյան Հ. 1986, Թուրք ազգային բուրժուազիայի գաղափարաբանությունը և 

քաղաքականությունը, Երևան, «Հայաստան», 564 էջ (Simonyan H. 1986, T'urq azgayin 

burjhuaziayi gaghap'arabanut'yuny' ev qaghaqakanut'yuny', Erevan, «Hayastan», 564 e'j) 

Simonyan H. 1986, The Ideology and Politics of the Turkish National Bourgeoisie, Yerevan, 

“Hayastan”, 564 p. (in Armenian). 

Авакян А. 1999, Геноцид 1915 г. Механизмы принятия и исполнения решений, 

Ереван, “Гитутюн”, 110 с. (Avakyan A. 1999, Genocide of 1915. Mechanisms for making and 

implementing decisions, Yerevan, “Gitutyun”, 110 p. (in Russian). 

Анникова В., Радусинович М. 2015, Этнические конфликты на территории быв-

шей Югославии, «Вестник РУДН», серия Социология, т. 15, № 4, с. 94–102. (Annikova V., 

Radusinovich M. 2015, Ethnic conflicts in the territory of the former Yugoslavia, “RUDN 

Bulletin”, Sociology series, vol. 15, № 4, pp. 94–102. (in Russian). 

Валев Э. 1996, Югославский клубок, Москва, «География», 170 с. (Valev E. 1996, 

Yugoslav Tangle, Moscow, “Geography”, 170 p. (in Russian). 

Гамелен А., Брон Ж.-М. 1995, Восстановленная память, “Воскан Ереванци”, 

Ереван, 224 с. (Gamelen A., Bron J.-M. 1995, Restored Memory, “Voskan Yerevantsi”, 

Yerevan, 224 p. (in Russian). 

Геноцид армян в Oсманской империи: сборник документов и материалов, под ред. 

М.Г. Нерсисяна, 2-е, доп. изд. Ереван, “Айастан”, 1983, 704 с. (The Armenian Genocide 

in the Ottoman Empire: A Collection of Documents and Materials. Ed. by M.G. Nersisyan, 

2nd, supplemented ed. Yerevan, “Hayastan”, 1983, 704 p. (in Russian). 

Гуськова Е. 2001, История югославского кризиса (1990–2000), Москва, 714 с. 
(Guskova E. 2001, History of the Yugoslav crisis (1990–2000), Moscow, 714 p. (in Russian). 

История южных и западных славян, в 2 томах, т. 2, под ред. Г.Ф. Матвеева, М., 

изд-во МГУ, 2001, 224 с. (History of the Southern and Western Slavs. In 2 volumes, v. 2, 

edited by G.F. Matveev, Moscow, Moscow State University Press, 2001, 224 p. (in Russian). 

Лещиловская И. 1994, Исторические корни Югославского конфликта, «Вопросы 

истории», № 5, с. 40–56. (Leshchilovskaya I. 1994, Historical roots of the Yugoslav con-

flict, “Questions of History”, № 5, pp. 40–56. (in Russian). 

Марукян А. 2010, Проблема Геноцида армян в современной геноцидологии, Ереван, 

79 c. (Marukyan A. 2010, The Problem of the Armenian Genocide in Modern Genocide 

Studies, Yerevan, 79 p. (in Russian). 

Постникова Е. 2020, Сребреная дрожь: как резня в Боснии определила судьбу Бал-

кан. Спустя четверть века после этих событий мир так и не договорился об их интерпре-

тации, «Известия», 11 июля, (Postnikova E. 2020, "Silver Tremors: How the Bosnian Massa-



Marukyan A.   

80 
 

cre Determined the Fate of the Balkans. A Quarter Century After These Events, the World 

Still Hasn't Agreed on Their Interpretation,”Izvestia”, July 11, https://iz.ru/1033896/ekaterina-

postnikova/srebrenaia-drozh-kak-reznia-v-bosnii-opredelila-sudbu-balkan [10.04.2026] (in 

Russian). 

Pалич П. 1992, Мусульмане и хорваты Боснии и Герцеговины, Босния и Герцегови-

на и «Сербский вопрос». Кто воюет в БиГ и кому она принадлежит? Министерство ин-

формации Сербии, Белград. (Ralić P. 1992, Muslims and Croats in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, Bosnia and Herzegovina and the “Serbian Question.” Who is Fighting in BiH 

and Who Owns It? Ministry of Information of Serbia, Belgrade. (in Russian). 

Сассоли М., Бувье А. 2008, Правовая защита во время войны, т. 2, (МККК), 743 с. 
(Sassoli M., Bouvier A. 2008, Legal Protection in Time of War, Vol. 2, (ICRC), 743 p. (in 

Russian). 

Симич П. 1993, Гражданская война в Югославии. Причины и последствия, «Между-

народная жизнь», № 7, с. 74–83. (Simic P. 1993, The Civil War in Yugoslavia. Causes and 

Consequences, International Affairs, no. 7, pp. 74–83. (in Russian). 

Славянские народы Юго-Восточной Европы и Россия в XVIII в., отв. ред. И. Лещи-

ловская, Москва, “Наука”, 2003, 320 с. (Slavic peoples of South-Eastern Europe and Russia 

in the 18th century, ed. I. Leshchilovskaya, Moscow, Nauka, 2003, 320 p. (in Russian). 

Худавердян К., Саакян Р. 1995, Геноцид армян сквозь призму десятилетий, Ере-

ван, Гос. комиссия по мероприятиям в связи с 80-летием Геноцида армян, 56 с. 
(Khudaverdyan K., Saakyan R. 1995, The Armenian Genocide through the prism of dec-

ades, Yerevan, State Commission on events in connection with the 80th anniversary of the 

Armenian Genocide, p. 56), (in Russian). 

Югославия в огне: документы, факты, комментарии (1990–1992). Современная ис-

тория Югославии в документах, т. 1, отв. ред. Е. Гуськова, Москва, «Экспертинформ», 

1992, 372 с. (Yugoslavia in Flames: Documents, Facts, Comments (1990–1992). Modern 

History of Yugoslavia in Documents, Vol. 1, ed. E. Guskova, Moscow, Expertinform, 1992, 

372 p. (in Russian). 

Dadrian V. 1999, The determinants of the Armenian genocide, Journal of Genocide Re-

search, Volume 1, Issue 1, 32 p. 

Ekmečić, M. 1973, Ustanak u Bosni 1875–1878, Sarajevo, Veselin Masleša, 354 p. 

Gibbs D.  2009, First Do No Harm: Humanitarian Intervention and the Destruction of 

Yugoslavia – Softcover, Vanderbilt University Press, 327 p. 
Gunter M. 2011, Armenian History and the Question of Genocide, Palgrave Macmillan, 

195 p.  

Harf B. 1995, Rescuing Endangered Peoples: Missed Opportunities, Social Research. 

An International Quarterly of the Social Sciences, N.Y., Spring, pp. 25–41. 

Koller M., Karpat K. 2004, Ottoman Bosnia: A History in Peril, University of Wisconsin 

Press, 281 p. 

https://iz.ru/1033896/ekaterina-


 Causes and Prerequisites of the Armenian Genocide and Genocidal Acts... 

81 

ԱՐՄԵՆ ՄԱՐՈՒՔՅԱՆ 
Պատմական գիտությունների դոկտոր, 

ՀՀ ԳԱԱ պատմության ինստիտուտ 

mararmts@yahoo.com 

0009-0007-4926-0654  

ՀԱՅԵՐԻ ՑԵՂԱՍՊԱՆՈՒԹՅԱՆ ԵՎ ԲՈՍՆԻԱ-
ՀԵՐՑԵԳՈՎԻՆԱՅՈՒՄ ՑԵՂԱՍՊԱՆԱԿԱՆ 

ԳՈՐԾՈՂՈՒԹՅՈՒՆՆԵՐԻ ՊԱՏՃԱՌՆԵՐԸ ԵՎ 
ՆԱԽԱԴՐՅԱԼՆԵՐԸ  

(համեմատական վերլուծություն) 

Ամփոփում 

Ցեղասպանության տարբեր օրինակների ուսումնասիրությունը առանց 

դրանց պատճառների և նախապայմանների ուսումնասիրության պարզա-

պես անհնար է: Ցեղասպանական քաղաքականություն իրականացնող հան-

ցավոր վարչակարգերն առաջնորդվում են որոշակի պատճառներով ու շար-

ժառիթներով: Ցեղասպանության կազմակերպիչները որոշակի խմբերի 

նկատմամբ կայացված իրենց հանցավոր որոշումները փորձում են արդա-

րացնել էթնոքաղաքական, կրոնական, սոցիալ-տնտեսական և այլ  «հիմնա-

վորումներով»։  

Ժամանակակից ցեղասպանագիտական ուսումնասիրությունները 

կենտրոնանում են նաև ցեղասպանության տարբեր օրինակների պատճառ-

ների և նախապայմանների համեմատական վերլուծության վրա՝ ձգտելով 

վերհանել ինչպես դրանց ընդհանրությունները, այնպես էլ առանձնահատ-

կությունները։ 

Տվյալ նպատակից ելնելով անհրաժեշտություն է առաջանում ոսումնա-

սիրել Օսմանյան կայսրությունում հայերի և Բոսնիա-Հերցեգովինայում 

քրիստոնյա բնակչության նկատմամբ իրականացվող խտրական քաղաքա-

կանությունը, հետազոտել կատարված հանցագործությունների գաղափա-
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