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On April 10, 2005, the Turkish Prime Minister Erdogan addressed the Armenian
President with an official letter suggesting to create a council of historians to study
the events of 1915. The Council, according to Erdogan, should examine the
relevant materials kept in the archives of Turkey, Armenia and other countries
and then present its conclusions to the international community. This letter, in
fact, is a starting point for the new activation of Armenian-Turkish relations,
preconditioned by the recognition of the Armenian Genocide.

In this letter Erdogan states that, “the painful memories of the past have left
traces in our nations’ consciousness, and today they continue to hinder the
improvement of friendly relations between the two countries”, moreover, Erdogan
emphasizes that “the primary duty of the leaders of the two countries is to leave a
peaceful and friendly environment for the future generations, where tolerance
and mutual respect will prevail”. Lastly, the Turkish Prime Minister expresses
hope that his “suggestion will receive a positive response from the Armenian
authorities”!.

Already on April 25, 2005, the President of the Republic of Armenia, R.
Kocharyan, in response to Erdogan’s letter, expressed the opinion that, “As
neighbors we should try to find ways to live in peace and harmony today and in
the future”, and that's why from the very beginning the RA offered Turkey “to
establish diplomatic relations between the two countries, open borders and start a
dialogue between the two countries and peoples”. In addition, the RA President
emphasized the fact that, “governments are responsible for the development of
bilateral relations and we are not eligible to leave it to historians”. Lastly, the RA
President again suggested Turkey “establishing normal relations” between the
two countries “without any preconditions”, as well as in this context creating “an

! See Uwdwpywu 1., Nujwiyw 4., Ubjphpjwt 4., Uwwpjuu W., LEnUwjhu Tw-
pwpwnh hhduwhwngp @nipphwih hwuwpwwlwu-pwnwpwywu nhuynipunid, 6., 2017,
p. 78-79.
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intergovernmental commission to discuss any issues or all the important issues
existing between the two countries, with the aim to solve them and achieve mutual
understanding”?. The US Ambassador to Armenia, John Evans, sent the response
letter of the President of Armenia, published on Wikileaks, to the US Department
of State, attaching his comments to it.

In his comments, the US Ambassador specifically noted that, “Erdogan's
proposal is not new, and such calls had also been made by each Turkish
administration in the past, aiming to counteract the Armenian Genocide
recognition process”. According to Evans’s observation, the news here was that
“such a suggestion was made in writing and at the highest level”, which,
according to Evans, “was a serious concern regarding the seriousness and
sincerity of Erdogan's letter”. Evans also expressed his concern over the fact that
“before reaching Yerevan, the letter had appeared in the Turkish press” and
“had spread in the US Congress” aiming to show the US Congressmen that “the
process of rapprochement and reconciliation was underway”, as well as that
“there was no need for Congress Resolution”3.

During his meeting with the journalists of the “Milliyet” newspaper, Erdogan
clarified his official statement addressed to the RA President. In this regard, the
Turkish Prime Minister noted that he did not say that “only historians should deal
with the Armenian issue”, in his opinion, “political scientists should join historians,
but the final decision should be made by the politicians”. Then the Turkish Prime
Minister expressed the conviction that he could not “accept those who
misunderstand the terms and take deportation as “genocide”. Finally, reacting to
R. Kocharian's response letter’'s offer to open the borders, Erdogan was
surprised, “why do you continue the struggle for the international recognition of
the genocide when you demand to open borders?”4.

Thus, if Turkey made specific preconditions for improving Armenia-Turkey
relations, then the RA President both in his response letter addressed to Erdogan,

2 Qwip-pnippwlywu hwpwpbpniegniuutip, hpduwfuunhpubp W hbnwulwpubp, fjunphpnw-
pwuwlwu junwdubn, 2007 p., 19-20 nbyntdptiph, <wjwunwuh <wupwwbtinnyeyuu Uggu-
Jpu dnnny, ., 2011, ko 414-415:

3 WIKILEAKS-p hpwwwpwyb) £ 2005 p. Nbetith Epnnnwupu Ninpbipn Lngwipjwup
gpwé  uwdwlp, http://2rd.am/hy/WikiLeaksy-hraparakel-e-2005-t-Rejep-Erdoghanin-Robert-
Kocharyani-grats-namaky

4 “Milliyet”, 29.04.05.
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and previously had repeatedly stated that Armenia was ready to establish
diplomatic relations with Turkey without any preconditions and discuss any issues
existing between the two countries at the highest level. Moreover, as the facts
show, the RA leadership was not against and even positively reacted to Turkey’s
membership to the European Union (hereinafter the EU).

So, on February 17, 2007, the RA President who was in Paris, in his
interview with the “Fiagaro” newspaper, touching upon the issue of Turkey's
membership to the EU stated, “The process of Turkey's membership to the EU
implies serious reforms aimed at the transformation of the Turkish society”, which
ultimately meant “progress towards a more predictable, more open Turkey, which
is more tolerant to minorities, more prone to re-evaluate their own history”.
Besides, according to R. Kocharian, in case of Turkey's membership to the EU,
“we will have a border with the EU, which would certainly be positive”>.

To present the position of Turkey's new leadership in relations with Armenia
more fully, we find it necessary to briefly refer to the article entitled “The great
Sin of the Turkish Press in the Armenian Question” published in the “Zaman”
newspaper’s April 16, 2007 Issue.

The author of the article, Selcuk Gultashly, touching upon the issue of the
recognition of the Armenian Genocide, notes that “the genocide is a great lie” and
that “Europe and the United States well know about it but ignore it for political
speculations”. According to the Turkish author, “European politicians” cling to
the “genocide lies” with the aim of getting the votes of the Armenians during the
elections. Then, the author touching upon the idea of “not counteracting the
Armenian Genocide, the world encouraged their repetition” published in the April
13 Issue of the “New York Times”, qualifies it as a “disgrace”®.

We consider that both Selguk Gultashly and other Turks were well aware that
even the closest allies of Turkey did not conceal the fact that “if they do not
describe the genocide of Armenians as a genocide, it is done not to lose Ankara's
alliance™”.

5 Mnpbpn Lnswpjwuh hwpgwapnygp «dhqupn» elipehu, 20.02.2007, http://2rd.
am/hy/Robert-Kocharyani-harcazruycy-Figaro-Tertin

6 See Uw$wpyuu Y., Gnipphwih hwuwpwywywu-punwpwlwu Ywpdhpp hwy-
pnippwlwt  hwpwpbpnyeniuubph  Yuwpgwynpdwt  hhduwfuunph  dwupu  (2001-2007
pR.%, «21-nn nwp», phy 1 (59), &., 2015, L9 129-130:

7 Ibid.
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This is clearly supported by the fact that Resolution 106 on the condemnation
of the Armenian Genocide adopted by The House Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the American Congress on October 11, 2007, despite the efforts of the Armenian
lobbying organizations in the United States and the active efforts of the Committee
on Armenian Issues of the House of Representatives, however, was not put to the
vote at the plenary session of the House of Representatives, as the Bush
Administration vetoed it into the US Senate agenda, explaining that the Turks
could take action to respond®.

Ultimately, according to the Turkish reporter, Europe and the US, without
believing the fact of the Armenian Genocide, were trying to put pressure on
Turkey, aiming to get the votes of Armenians in their countries in that way. The
fact that both the United States and the European countries have been trying to
solve their own problems with the demand for the recognition of the Armenian
genocide by Turkey is beyond doubt. However, the real desire of the reporter is
that he was trying to deny the fact of the Armenian Genocide in Turkey,
moreover, the reporter stated the wrong opinion that the United States and
European countries did not believe the fact of the Armenian Genocide, but at the
same time pursued certain political goals.

As we know, in 2007, early parliamentary elections were held in Turkey on
June 22, with the overwhelming majority of votes cast by the JDP. Moreover, one
month after the parliamentary elections the nominated candidate from the JDP, A.
Gyul, won the presidential elections becoming Turkey's 11th president®.

During this period Turkey's ruling JDP initiated a new draft constitution of
Turkey. The discussions were not smooth, meeting the criticism of the Kemalist
nationalist opposition. Under such circumstances, Turkey was also facing the
necessity of making a step forward in the Armenian-Turkish relations'.

At the end of 2007, parliamentary hearings on Armenian-Turkish relations
were being held at the RA NA Standing Committee on Foreign Relations. One of
the issues discussed was the suggestion by Turkish Prime Minister Erdogan to set
up a commission to study the 1915 events.

8 The New York Times, 11.10.2007: The same in, Uwdjwu L., «<Lnpphug»-h npulnp-
dwu dubipp wdbphywhwynipjwu dby, «MNwwndnyenu b dpwynype» Lwjwghnwlwu hwu-
nbu, (ghnwlwu hnnjwdubiph dnnnjwont), 6., 2015, k9 199-200:

9 fenipphwih <wupwwbinniejwu wwwdniegniu, &., 2014, Ly 320-321:

10 See Uwdwpywu ¥, Nuwiywu 4., Ukhpjwu 9., UwPwpyuu U., op. cit., p. 88.
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During the hearings, in his speech RA Minister of Foreign Affairs, V.
Oskanyan categorically denied Erdogan's suggestion, pointing out, “how can
Erdogan's letter be taken seriously when there is article 301 in his country's
criminal code that criminally punishes those who dare not only pronounce the
word genocide, but even discuss the 1915 events?” According to Oskanyan,
Turkey's suggestion was in fact a goal to “show Europe that Turkey has a good
will, and wants to enter into dialogue and solve the most central issue with
Armenians”. Finally, the RA Minister of Foreign Affairs concludes that “the letter
cannot be taken seriously because ultimately there are no normal conditions,
there is no atmosphere to discuss such an important issue, and in such
circumstances suggesting that historians and scholars are involved in the
discussion of this issue is incomprehensible”!.

Shavarsh Kocharyan calls on the participants to understand the situation in
Turkey correctly, as according to him, “There have been deep changes in
Turkey”, so “we are the losing side in relations with Turkey, but we are ready to
start relations without any preconditions”'?.

The foreign policy efforts of the RA in the period under discussion continued
to have positive results in the international recognition and condemnation of the
Armenian Genocide, the testimony of which was the recognition and condemnation
of the fact of the Armenian Genocide by several countries. Certainly, the
contribution of the Armenian Diaspora should not be underestimated.

So, on April 19, 2005, the Polish Parliament (Sejm) officially recognized the
Armenian Genocide commited by the Ottoman Empire in 1915'.

On June 16, 2005, the German Bundestag unanimously adopted a resolution
on “Remember and condemn the deportation and massacres of Armenians.
Germany should support the reconciliation between Turkey and Armenia”. The
adoption of the resolution was undoubtedly a historical, political and legally
significant event in the process of the international recognition of the Armenian

" £ wpngnpduwfuwpwp dwpnwtu Ouywujwup Ginyep << Ud wi-pnippwlwt hw-
pwpbpnipniuutiph ybpwpbipjw junwdutiph dwdwuwy, 2007, 19 nbYywntdpbph, http://www.
mfa.am/hy/press-releases/item/2007/12/19/vo/

2 Pngwpywi ©., Ugquwjhtu dnnnypnwlwt Ynwwlgnipiniu, Ginye «Lwj-pnippuljwu
hwpwpbpnienwuutp. hhduwluunhpubp W hGnwulwpubp»:

3 Cwyng gbinwuwwuntpjwu dhowqgwihu Gwuwsnidp, Gpynpubiph gwuy, http://www.
genocide-museum.am/arm/states.php
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Genocide. However, in addition, the resolution also contained certain negative
aspects.

First, as seen in the title of the resolution, the term “genocide” was not used
here, instead the expression “deportation and massacres” was used.

The second negative aspect was that the resolution was calling for a commis-
sion of historians to study the Armenian Genocide, something that, in fact, repeat-
ed Erdogan's call to the RA leadership. In this regard, we want to emphasize that
it is senseless to study something that has long been explored and proven. In
addition, the suggestion to create such a committee, in some sense, discredited
the legislative bodies of the countries that recognized the Armenian Genocide as
an undeniable reality, recognized and condemned it. Of course, the resolution
also had positive aspects from which we would like to highlight the following:

1. Germany actually admitted its guilt in the deportation and massacres of

Armenians.

2. The resolution condemned the persecution of specialists engaged in the

disclosure of genocide in Turkey.

3. Resolution calls on Turkey to open borders and ensure economic

development of the South Caucasus countries, including Armenia'™.

On July 14, 2005, Venezuela's National Assembly adopted a resolution
condemning “the first consciously planned, organized and implemented genocide
of human history” against the Armenian people, and decided to apply to the EU
“to postpone Turkey’s membership to the EU until the recognition of the
Armenian Genocide by Turkey”™.

On December 15, 2005, the Seimasof the Republic of Lithuania adopted a
resolution condemning “the Armenian Genocide commited by the Turks of the
Ottoman Empire in 1915”, and called on the Republic of Turkey “to recognize this
historical fact”'6.

On January 15, 2006, Argentina adopted national law No. 26199, which
declared April 24 as ““Action Dayfor Tolerance and Respectbetween People” in
memory of the Genocide of the Armenian people, and with the spirit that its

4 Mwwnybpwynp ywwndnigniu. «lwjwuwnwu-fEnipphw: UGd pwuwybbp», Gypnuyw-
Ywu Yuyniunypjw bwfjuwdabnunypnwu (ESI) 2009 ognuwnnu, ko 121-124:

15 See Lngwnyuiu 4., <wjng ghnwuwwunieintup dhowqquihtu hpwywlwu thwuwnw-
pnrtpnw, 6., 2014, p. 43-44.

16 bid, p. 45.
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memory will always be a lesson for the present actions and future goals”. In
addition, the law authorized all Argentinean Armenian workers, public servants,
students in primary and secondary general education institutions “on every April
24 to have the opportunity to participate in the events commemorating the
tragedy caused to their community”?.

On June 5, 2007, the Senate of Chile adopted a resolution condemning the
genocide of more than 1.5 million Armenians “between the periods of 1915-1923”
in “their ancestral lands™®.

On November 19, 2007, at the plenary session of the MERCOSUR
Parliamentary Assembly in Montevideo, Uruguay, deputies representing
Argentinean, Brazilian, Paraguay and Uruguay legislatures by a majority vote
confirmed the decision on recognition of the Armenian Genocide unanimously
adopted by the Human Rights Commission. The decision specifically states,
“MERKOSUR's Parliament strongly condemns the 1915-1923 Armenian Genocide
committed by the Ottoman Empire, which took the lives of 1.5 million people,
expresses its support to the righteous Armenian nation”. At the same time, the
Parliament urges “governments and parliaments that had not yet recognized or
condemned the Armenian Genocide to make such a decision”'°.

It is clear that the discussions on the recognition of the Armenian Genocide
in different international courts and parliaments, as well as the adoption of
resolutions and laws should have been painfully accepted by Turkey and met
counteraction.

On October 12, 2006, for the first time, the lower chamber of the French
National Assembly adopted the Bill envisaging criminal responsibility for the denial
of the Armenian Genocide. The latter was put into circulation when Turkey
announced that it would not open its ports for the EU member, the Republic of
Cyprus, and would not trade with it. And so, in our opinion, the adoption of the
Bill became an additional measure of pressure on Turkey, and already in
December by the inducement of France and Germany the negotiations for

17 Qwijng gbinwuwwunyejwt dhowqquihtu Gwuwsnudp, Gpypubiph gwuy, http://genocide.
am/news2.html?armenian

18 Lngwipyu Jd., op. cit., p. 47.

19 UBPYUNUNRP-h funphpnwpwup Ynnidhg <wing gbnuuwwunypjwu dwuwsdwu Ybpw-
pbnw 2007 . untidptiph 20-h npnonup,  http://www.mfa.am/hy/press-releases/item/2007/
11/20/mercosur/
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Turkey’s membership to the EU which had been resumed by the European
Council’s decision in 2005 were stopped. The Bill was first introduced in the
parliamentary debate in 2007, but was not adopted either by the Senate or the
President?.

At first sight, the adoption of the Bill by the lower chamber of the French
Parliament (similar bills were also adopted in Switzerland, Slovakia, Greece, and
Cyprus) may seem to be an effective way for fight against the Armenian Genocide
denial by Turkey. However, the analyses of the facts show that the bills were
largely circulated in the parliament of this or that country when for solving any
political issue arising from the interests of any country an attempt was made to
manipulate the issue of the Armenian Genocide.

Summarizing the questions raised in the article, the following inferences can
be made:

1. The letter sent by the Turkish Prime Minister Erdogan to the RA
President on April 10, 2005 is the basis of the new activation of the Armenian-
Turkish relations.

2. Despite the RA President, R. Kocharyan’s calls to Turkey to establish
diplomatic relations between the two countries without preconditions and to open
the borders, Turkey still continued to make preconditions for the RA.

3. Erdogan again, questioning the fact of the Armenian Genocide,
diminished all the resolutions adopted by the parliaments of all countries in whcih
the Armenian Genocide was accepted as an undeniable reality and condemned.

4. During the period under discussion, the Turkish side published articles
on the pages of the press, which emphasized that both the US and Europe
seemed not to believe the fact of the Armenian Genocide, and by putting pressure
on Turkey in the recognition of the Armenian Genocide they only aimed to get the
votes of the Armenian community in the United States and Europe.

2 Uwpnipywt U., Gypndhnigjut nhppnpnonuip <wjng gbinwuwwuniygjwu hwpgntd,
Lpwpbp hwuwpwlwlwu ghunnugyniuubph, 6., 2016, ghy 1, b 14:
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gnigniuubn’ Juwwywsd <wjng gbnwuwwunyejwu htiwn: Pwyg hpwlwund pnip-
pwlwu Ynndp thnpénd Ep huwpwynphuu Ywupubp UUL-nd b Gypnuywyut
owwn Gpypubpnd pupwgnn <wjng ginwuwwuniyjwu wywonnuwwtiu dwuws-
dwu U nwunwwwpundwu gnpdpupwgp:

U3 UCTOPUN APMAHO-TYPELLKMX OTHOLLEHWIA

HALMKAPAH M.

Pe3rome

MNMucemo SpporaHa ot 04.10.2005, appecoBaHHoe pykosoactBy PA, MomHO
paccmaTpvBaTb Kak AMNIOMaTUYeCKUid Lar B apMAHO-TYPELLKUX OTHOLLEHUAX.
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OdpuumanbHoe nucbMo JpaoraHa OTANYAETCA OT MPeAbIAYLLMUX Tem, 4TO BNep-
Bble TypeLKaa CTOpOHa Ha Bbicllem ypoBHe obpaliaetca K pykosoacTsy PA c
NpeaioKeHnem co3gaTb rpynny UCTOPUKOB C LLENbIO U3YYEHWUA «TparnyecKmnx
cobbiTnii B OcmaHckoit umnepun 1915-1918 rr.». Bo Bpema cnywwaHuii no co-
AEPMaHNIo M1CbMa MOCTOAHHAA Komuccua napnameHta PA no BHeLWHWM OTHO-
LLEHWAM BbICKa3ana CBOKO YETKYO MO3WLMI0, COrMacHO KOTOPOW MOA06HbIM
3anABfleHneM DpforaH BCEro NuLlb Npecnefosan Lenb MpoLeMOHCTPUPOBaTh,
6ynto mexay Apmerueid n Typuueit Ha oduLManbHOM YpOBHE BeayTca nepe-
roBopbl Mo Bonpocy reHounpa apmad. OgHako Ha camMom fene Typelkasa CTo-
pOHa BCAYECKM MbiTanacb NPenATCTBOBaTb Npoueccy oduLManbHOro npusHa-
HUA W OCYM[JEHUA reHounpa apmaH pagom ctpaH Esponbl n CoeanHeHHbIMM
LLratamu Amepuku.

59



