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Learning Objectives 
In this lesson, students will 

• learn what rehabilitation means within the context of justice for the Armenian 
Genocide. 

 
Materials 

• Professor Howard Eissenstat: “Article 301: End It, Don’t Amend It” 

• Turkish Human Rights Association’s 100th Year—Stop Denialism Initiative: “We 
Demand Recognition, Apology, Compensation” 

• Professor Taner Akçam: “Textbooks and the Armenian Genocide in Turkey: 
Heading Towards 2015” 

 
Background for Teachers 
Within the context of justice for genocide, rehabilitation means returning perpetrators and 
perpetrator societies to good health. This lesson focuses on the habilitation of Turkish 
society, where genocide denial and Armenophobia continue to exist today. 
 
The first article, written by Professor Howard Eissenstat for Amnesty International, is 
about a law that punishes people who “insult Turkishness”—for example, by writing about 
the Armenian Genocide. The second is an announcement by the Turkish Human Rights 
Association about the need to recognize and make amends for the genocide. They write, 
“The crime of genocide and denial was committed in the name of the religion and ethnic 
identity into which we were born. We carry on our shoulders its shame, its responsibility, 
and its moral burden.” Finally, the third article is Professor Taner Akçam’s explanation of 
how Armenians and the Armenian Genocide are taught in Turkish schools. 
 
Assessment Strategies 

• Observation 

• Question and answer 

• Group work 

• Writing prompt 
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Activity 1 
Students read the assigned materials and answer the following questions. 
 
Professor Howard Eissenstat: “Article 301: End It, Don’t Amend It” 

• What is the significance of the Turkish Article 301 and how does it interfere with 
the rehabilitation of the Turkish society? 

• How could the Turkish government be influenced to end this law? 
 
Turkish Human Rights Association’s 100th Year—Stop Denialism Initiative: “We Demand 
Recognition, Apology, Compensation” 

• What is the importance of a Turkish human rights group’s stance when it comes to 
Turkey’s progress towards rehabilitation? 

• What is this group condemning and demanding? 
 
Professor Taner Akçam: “Textbooks and the Armenian Genocide in Turkey: Heading 
Towards 2015” 

• What influence does education have on the future of a country? 

• Why does the Turkish government teach a denialist curriculum? 

• What has to change in Turkish schools for rehabilitation to occur? 
 
Ways to complete this activity 

• Individually: This activity can be done individually, where students read the texts 
and answer the questions on their own. Once completed, you can review the 
questions and ask for students to answer out loud. Students can also submit the 
activity for you to review for completion and understanding. 

• In groups: This activity can be done in groups, where each group is assigned one 
text its corresponding questions. They can jot their answers on chart paper and 
then present them to the entire class. 

 
Activity 2 
Ask students to imagine themselves as journalists writing about one of the three texts. 
Have each group come up with a headline and a lead paragraph. Each group can what it 
has written with the rest of the class. 
 



 

Article 301: End It, Don’t Amend It 

April 3, 2013 

Howard Eissenstat, St. Lawrence University 

Up until 2008, prosecutions under Article 301 were a regular event in Turkey.  A string of individuals, 
including activists, politicians, and artists were targeted under a law which made “denigrating 
Turkishness” a criminal act.  Among those targeted for prosecution were journalists like Hrant Dink, 
publishers like Ragip Zarakolu, and writers like Elif Shafak and Orhan Pamuk. 

Eventually, Turkish authorities, realizing that the cases were hurting Turkey’s international standing, 
reformed Article 301 to limit the number of cases that were prosecuted.  These reforms were enough to 
push 301 from the front pages of international news organizations, but they provide insufficient 
protection for freedom of expression in Turkey.  Prosecutions continue.  As Turkish authorities 
prepare for a new round of judicial reform, the time is ripe to, at long last, to repeal this antiquated 
and repressive law. 

 
Nobel Prize Laureate Orhan Pamuk was once tried under Article 301 

As Amnesty’s latest report on freedom of expression highlights, 

Article 301 of the Turkish Penal has long been one of the most problematic articles as far as 
freedom of expression is concerned. Up until 2008, the article criminalized “denigrating 
Turkishness”. Reforms replaced “denigrating Turkishness” with “denigration” of “the Turkish 
nation, the state of the Republic of Turkey, the Turkish Parliament (TBMM), the government of 
the Republic of Turkey and the legal institutions of the state” and added the additional 
requirement of the authorisation of the Minister of Justice before prosecutors could initiate 

http://www.freemedia.at/awards/hrant-dink.html
http://www.onthemedia.org/2006/nov/24/turkishness/transcript/
http://www.guardian.co.uk/books/2006/jul/24/fiction.voicesofprotest
http://www.nybooks.com/articles/archives/2005/dec/15/the-case-of-orhan-pamuk/?pagination=false
http://www.amnesty.org/fr/library/asset/EUR44/001/2013/en/2f995e94-75e3-4a73-b50c-28f7e84f46d8/eur440012013en.pdf


proceedings. Neither of these ostensible safeguards has been sufficient for the ECtHR to find the 
article compatible with the right to the freedom of expression as protected in the European 
Convention on Human Rights. 

301 cases, like that targeting journalist Temel Demirer, have continued despite the lack of press 
coverage. 

As the Amnesty report makes clear, “Article 301 continues to constitute a direct and impermissible 
limitation to the right to freedom of expression despite some cosmetic reforms. … [The only conclusion 
compatible with Turkey’s international obligations … [is] its repeal.” 

But we need your help to make this happen. 

Click here for information on the campaign in English! 

Click here for information on the campaign in Turkish! 

Get involved and change is possible! 

# # # 

source: https://humanrightsturkey.org/2013/04/03/article-301-end-it-dont-amend-it/ 

 

http://www.bianet.org/english/diger/145034-another-301-trial-for-journalist-demirer
http://blog.amnestyusa.org/europe/tweet-for-freedom-in-turkey-say-no-to-the-criminalization-of-dissent/
http://www.buyasaylaolmaz.org/
https://humanrightsturkey.org/2013/04/03/article-301-end-it-dont-amend-it/


  

We Demand Recognition, Apology, Compensation 

April 26, 2015 

Precisely 100 years ago today, the first arrests that came to symbolize the Armenian genocide began 
in Istanbul. The Assyrians and Greeks too were victims of the Armenian Genocide. What we speak of 
here is a crime of 100 years. A shame of 100 years. A denial of 100 years.  

We are the grandchildren of the perpetrators of genocide. Perhaps not each and every one of us comes 
from the lineage of the people who directly participated in the massacres and the plunders, but we were 
born into their ethnic and religious identity. We belong to a social group that has unquestioningly 
benefitted from the order and privileges created by the perpetrators of genocide. The crime of genocide 
and denial was committed in the name of the religion and ethnic identity into which we were born. We 
carry on our shoulders its shame, its responsibility, and its moral burden.  

That is the reason why we declare: A commemoration of the crime of genocide on these lands can 
have meaning only if it expresses the shame and the responsibility of the descendants of the 
perpetrators, that is, those who have had the opportunity for growth, development, and enrichment in 
the absence of––due to the absence of––the peoples who fell victim to genocide.  

While this understanding constitutes the ethical core of commemoration, our concrete demands are for 
Recognition, Apology, Compensation, and Restitution.  

The historical building before which we now stand, and which now functions as the Museum for Turkish 
and Islamic Art, is in fact the Ibrahim Pasha Palace. This palace was used for many years as a prison, 
including a jail for children. This is where the detainees of 24 April 1915 were incarcerated before they 
were sent from Haydarpasha to the depths of Anatolia, and then to their deaths. A great many of them 
were leaders of the Armenian community of Istanbul—poets, writers, members of parliament, scientists, 
doctors, representatives in the Armenian National Assembly. Among them was Gomidas, the 
monumental figure of Armenian culture who traveled from village to village, collecting and transcribing 
thousands of songs in Kurdish, Armenian, and Turkish for the very first time. 

Among them were also Armenians from all walks of life. Garabed Agha, the butcher, for example, was 
brought here before he even had a chance to take off his apron and steel knife-sharpener, or to take 
his earnings and close his shop. The detainees were first sent off from Sarayburnu to Haydarpasha, 
and then put on the train. After stopping overnight in Eskişehir, they continued further east. One group 
was deported to Ayaş, another to Çankırı.  Of the 70 people sent to Ayaş, 58 were killed, and of the 
150 sent to Çankırı, 81 were killed.   

The violence did not end there. Armenian existence in Anatolia, with all its historical, economic and 
social fabric, was brought to an end by way of the governing Committee for Union and Progress and 
its violent organization, Teşkilat-ı Mahsusa. It was not only Armenian lives, but their property, 
belongings, money, memories, and history that were usurped. The genocide was not only a destruction, 



but also a massive plunder. An entire civilization was annihilated, and erased from its homeland of 
thousands of years. 

But even so, they did not succeed in destroying the Armenian people and putting an end to Armenian 
existence altogether. All over the world, including in Armenia and in Turkey, Armenians have 
maintained and passed on their identity through their schools, churches, and publications, no matter 
how little their numbers. And yet denialism perpetuates the genocide for each and every one of them, 
and prolongs the crime. 

Other non-Muslim Anatolian peoples—Assyrians, Greeks, Ezidis—shared the same fate as Armenians 
in the period of the genocide. 300,000 Assyrians were killed in the deportations and massacres in the 
region of Tur Abdin, which incorporates Hakkari, Van, and Siirt, as well as in Urmiye in northwest Iran. 
Starting in 1914, the Greeks of Asia Minor were killed or driven out as a result of organized attacks by 
gangs under the orders of the CUP. This period lasted until 1923, the founding of the Republic. 1.5 
million Greeks, of whom about 750,000 were killed, were torn form their homeland. The lands on which 
we live today were first purged of its Christian peoples. After the founding of the Republic, the Kurds, 
some of whom had themselves perpetrated the genocide, were now targeted. This is when the 
Turkification of the country began, which included the assimilation of other Muslim ethnic groups as 
well. 

As the 100th Year—Stop Denialism Initiative, we here call out to the state of the Republic of Turkey: 
Recognize the genocide. Apologize. Compensate and restitute justice. Only then will the dead be buried 
as they deserve, in dignity––the dead who flowed in rivers, who were piled up in valleys, thrown down 
cliffs, drowned in the sea. Only then will their soul find some peace. It is not possible to bring back a 
world that disappeared. But the recognition of the crime and the restitution of justice will begin to relieve 
the righteous anger, pain, and longing of the victims’ families who continue to live under the tyranny of 
denial. 

100th YEAR—STOP DENIALISM INITIATIVE  

# # # 

source: https://ihd.org.tr/en/100th-year-stop-denialism-we-demand-recognition-apology-
compensation/ 

https://ihd.org.tr/en/100th-year-stop-denialism-we-demand-recognition-apology-compensation/
https://ihd.org.tr/en/100th-year-stop-denialism-we-demand-recognition-apology-compensation/


 

Textbooks and the Armenian Genocide in Turkey: Heading Towards 2015 

Taner Akçam  |  December 4, 2014 

Taner Akçam is the Robert Aram, Marianne Kaloosdian and Stephen and Marion Mugar Chair 
in Armenian Genocide Studies at Clark University. 

Special for the Armenian Weekly 

Education is extremely centralized in Turkey. All issues, including setting policy, the 
administration, and content of education are decided and implemented by the national 
government. Textbooks that are to be taught in schools are either prepared by the Ministry of 
National Education (MEB) or must be approved by the Ministry’s Instruction and Education 
Board.1 For this reason, there’s a direct connection between the books taught in schools and the 
Turkish government’s policies. The content of history textbooks, in particular, reveals firsthand 
information about government policies and goals. 

The MEB made elementary and middle school textbooks available on the internet for the 2014–
2015 school year. Anyone can now download and read these books.2 I did a quick review of the 
history books that are to be taught this year, to see what is being taught to our children about 
the Armenian Genocide. I have to characterize what I found as both shocking and saddening. 

Firstly, the textbooks characterize Armenians as people “who are incited by foreigners, who aim 
to break apart the state and the country, and who murdered Turks and Muslims.” Meanwhile, 
the Armenian Genocide—referred to as the “Armenian matter” in textbooks—is described as a 
lie perpetrated in order to meet these goals, and is defined as the biggest threat to Turkish 
national security. Another threat to national security is missionaries and their activities. 

Secondly, the textbooks are written in a very slipshod and haphazard manner. Even the most 
perfunctory Google search would improve the content, it is so filled with blatant errors. At the 
risk of offending some people, it is as if the text was written with an arrogance marked by the 
sentiment, “Put out a bunch of crap; the yokels won’t know the difference.” In my opinion, these 
textbooks constitute a supreme act of disrespect towards the students of present-day Turkey. 

Third, these textbooks are required reading in Armenian schools, as well. The only Armenians 
schools in existence in Turkey are presently located in Istanbul. As of 2014, there are a total of 
16 schools, and of these 11 are K–8 schools and 2 are high school level. There are about 3,000 
students in total.3 In history classes, which are required, these students are taught that they are 
“traitors and societal elements that murdered Turks and are easily incited” and that their 
problems constitute “a threat to national society.” One can’t help but see that this is a purposely 
driven attempt at “identity destruction” by the Turkish government. It is also possible to detect a 
policy of elimination by examining these schools and the change in the number of students over 
the past 40 years: “There were 32 schools during the 1972–1973 school year, 7,336 
students…during the 1999–2000 school year the number of schools was 18 with students 



numbering 3,786. There has been a 50 percent decrease in the number of schools and a 60 
percent decrease in the number of students over the past 40 years.” Those who present this 
data consider it “a complete disaster,” and that is an accurate assessment.4 

One needs to evaluate what’s written in the books in light of another source of information. 
Leading up to the prime minister’s election of 2015, the AK Party,5 which has been the ruling 
party of Turkey for the past 13 years, and its leader Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, have initiated a new 
project called the New Turkey Project. A “vision statement,” which consists of chapters and titles 
under “Democratic Administration,” “Prosperity State,” and “Trailblazer Country,” was also 
prepared for this project. A free and democratic Turkey is promised by the New Turkey Project. 

The party has also published a book called The Silenced Revolution, Turkey’s Democratic 
Change and Transformation Inventory 2002–2012,” which describes its achievements during the 
2002–2012 period and, more importantly, explains its philosophy. In order to better understand 
what’s written in the textbooks and to make a proper comparison, it’s helpful to present a few 
quotes from this book: “We have taken significant steps in the fields of democratization, law, and 
the fight against terrorism, each of which is deemed the ‘silent revolution.’ We have never made 
concessions with regard to democracy, security, or freedom. We have embraced a paradigm-
shifting approach as our foundation in order to restore peace in the society and developed a new 
‘security paradigm’… This revolution has introduced an understanding that recognizes 
differences as diversity and puts the emphasis on serving the citizens instead of a statist 
approach which sees its own citizens as a threat.”6 

Based on both the various claims that were voiced in this book and in the context of the New 
Turkey Project, a group of intellectuals and writers, known for their progressive-democratic 
views, announced that they supported the AKP and its project. Additionally, they invited all 
Christians and Jews, especially Armenians, to become the founding pillars of this New Turkey. 
Those who did not accept the invitation faced very harsh criticism.7 According to these 
intellectuals, the AKP under Erdoğan’s leadership rolled up its sleeves to establish a new and 
democratic Turkey, and the right position to take was to accept the invitation to become a 
founding member and support the AKP. 

Another major point made by those who believe the AKP is sincere in working towards a New 
Turkey is that Erdoğan, on April 24, 2014, extended his condolences for the Armenian losses of 
1915. This was truly a first! Both this public expression of condolence and the fact that Foreign 
Minister Ahmet Davutoglu continues to make statements about approaching history with a “just 
memory” in different settings (i.e., the idea that both Turks and Armenians have suffered equally) 
made it seem as though Turkey was ready to initiate a new phase on the lingering Armenian-
Turkish conflict. After Erdoğan’s condolences, Davutoglu made frequent statements to the effect 
that “we’ve done what we need to do on this issue; now it’s the Armenians’ turn.”8 It would be 
fair to say that this and similar arguments propelled those who take a deep interest in the subject, 
particularly in light of the upcoming 100th anniversary of the genocide, to begin feeling hopeful. 

For all of the above reasons, I decided it was time to take a look at Turkish textbooks. There’s 
so much you can learn about a country through what is taught to the young, the custodians of 
the future. It is there that we can see for ourselves what kind of New Turkey the AKP is planning 
on promoting, and to confirm claims that they have backed off from seeing and presenting their 
own citizens as enemies of the state. Specifically, we can see how they perceive Armenians. As 
we say in Turkish, textbooks truly are where “the clarinet toots its tune.” 



This is what I found: Turkish history textbooks are filled with the message that Armenians are 
incited by foreign sources, want to partition the country, and kill Turks and Muslims. They direct 
their own citizens to view a specific citizen group (Armenians) as the enemy. In addition, they 
define the “Armenian Problem” as the biggest threat to national security and urge Turkish youth 
to be vigilant against this threat. 

One should add that this information continues to be taught to Armenian children, without 
exception, just as had been done in the past. There’s nothing new about the New Turkey. 
Everything here is a repeat of what’s been going on for decades. The AKP continues to promote 
a national security concept that’s been the modus operandi of past authoritarian regimes under 
military tutelage and the “hit” team, which was formed by the military, the Ergenekon organization 
that AKP claims to have now suppressed. 

Without going on too much further let’s move on to the textbooks. 

Primary school education: Grade 8 

‘The Republic of Turkey: History of the Turkish Revolution and Principles of Ataturk’ 

This book was written for the 8th grade by Salim Ülker. In accordance with a decision dated May 
31, 2013, and numbered 29 by the MEB Board of Instruction and Education, it was approved as 
a textbook for a 5-year period. In actuality, there are two separate books. One is the textbook 
and the other is the student’s workbook.9 The Armenians and 1915 are covered in the seventh 
unit of both books. The heading of the unit is “Turkey after Ataturk: The Second World War and 
its Aftermath,” and the fifth topic deals with threats against Turkey. The heading states, “In this 
subject we are going to learn about internal and external threats to our country and that we must 
be vigilant against these threats.”10 

The goals of these threats are defined as “destroying the state’s order.” What then constitutes 
the first and primal threat? “Turkish-Armenian relations.” The question children are asked to 
debate is, “What should be done to promote our country’s justification against Armenian claims?” 
Stating that “we have duties in relation to the internal and external threats against our country,” 
students are invited to “be conscious of these threats.”11 

After teaching that the Armenian issue is a national threat, a homework exercise is presented in 
the student workbook. The title of the ninth activity is “The Powers that Threaten Turkey and 
National Security,” and the homework given to students is: “Next to the sources of threats against 
our country, which are written below, write on the dotted line what should be done both as a 
country and as a citizen.”12 

What did I say was the biggest threat? You didn’t read this wrong: It is the “Armenian matter,” 
“Armenian claims.” Students are additionally asked to research “the primary duties of the 
National Security Board, which was formed in furtherance of our national politics because of the 
threats against our country.”13 

I feel compelled to add one more note here. Ever since Hrant Dink’s murder by a young man, 
frequent soul-searching has led many to wonder, “Where do individuals who commit murders 
like that come from?” It seems apparent what the answer is now. They get trained in Turkish 
schools! 



Middle school education 

‘History of the Turkish Revolution and Principles of Ataturk’ 

This second book was prepared for middle school education; there’s no indication which year it 
is meant for specifically. The book was written by a commission and approved as a textbook by 
the MEB Board of Instruction and Education in a decision dated Dec. 8, 2011 and numbered 
261.14 It is a publication of the Ministry of National Education. 

In this book, the Massacre of Adana, which ended with the death of 20,000 Armenians in 1909, 
is identified as “The Rebellion of Armenians of Adana.”15 This is terminology that even the Union 
and Progress Party (CUP), which was in power at the time, didn’t use. In fact, the CUP and its 
ally, the Dashnaktsutyun (Armenian Revolutionary Federation) released a joint declaration in 
August 1909 criticizing the massacres as “enacted against the revolution, as a counter-
revolutionary action” and stating that they would continue to work together against attempts by 
counter-revolutionaries to oppose the constitution.16 In other words, the visionaries of today’s 
New Turkey are way behind the Unionists of 1909. 

There is a great deal of information in the book that can be considered outright falsehoods. 
Stating that the first Armenian socialist organization, known as the Hnchaks, was “established 
in 1877 by the Armenian Patriarch Zaven Effendi” is just one example of the many errors 
throughout. Neither the year of formation nor naming Patriarch Zaven as the founder is true. 
When the organization was formed in 1887, Zaven, who would later take on the role of Armenian 
patriarch of Istanbul, was a mere child of 9. This kind of information can be easily gleaned from 
the internet. 

The book addresses the genocide under the heading, “1915 Armenian Events.”17 It starts with 
the kind of banal statements that are low on facts and that we’ve heard hundreds of times over—
that is, that the Armenians sided with the Russians during the war. It goes from there to 
describing how the Hnchak and Dashnak organizations instituted rebellions in many parts of 
Anatolia. Not only that, but these organizations “didn’t hesitate to kill Armenians who would not 
join them” and even issued instructions that “if you want to survive you have to kill your neighbor 
first.” Based on this, Armenians murdered “many people living in villages, even children, by 
attacking Turkish villages, which had become defenseless because all the Turkish men were 
fighting on the war fronts.”18 

The Armenians didn’t stop there. “They stabbed the Ottoman forces in the back. They created 
obstacles for the operations of the Ottoman units by cutting off their supply routes and destroying 
bridges and roads.” Then, as if that wasn’t enough, “They spied for Russia and by rebelling in 
the cities where they were located, they eased the way for the Russian invasion.”19 

According to the book, it was inevitable that certain precautions had to be taken to prevent 
collaboration between the Russians and Armenians, especially when there was a life-and-death 
battle going on in Gallipoli. According to the book, the law, which authorized the deportation, 
arose as a product of necessity, but the deportation had another very important role—protecting 
and saving Armenians. From who, you ask? Other Armenians. This is not a joke; this is seriously 
what the book claims: “Since the Armenians who engaged in massacres in collaboration with 
the Russians created a dangerous situation, this law required the migration of [Armenian people] 
from the towns they were living in to Syria, a safe Ottoman territory.”20 



Not only did the Ottoman government try to protect Armenians from the Armenian gangs, during 
the deportations they did everything they could to ensure their safety: “Despite being in the midst 
of war, the Ottoman state took precautions and measures when it came to the Armenians who 
were migrating. Their tax payments were postponed, they were permitted to take any personal 
property they wished, government officials were assigned to ensure that they were protected 
from attacks during the journey and that their needs were met, police stations were established 
to ensure that their lives and properties were secure.”21 

There are also plenty of inaccuracies and outright lies in the book about the 1919–1923 period, 
what is known as the Turkish War for Independence, but I will let other historians write on that 
issue. 

Middle school education: Grade 10 

Another history book written for the 10th grade was “approved as a textbook by the MEB Board 
of Instruction and Education in a decision dated May 4, 2009, and numbered 67.22 The book 
covers the period from the establishment of the Ottoman Empire through the Republic, and so 
the Armenians appear throughout, from the early period of Ottoman administration until the end 
of the empire. According to the book, under the administration of the Ottomans, the Armenians 
lived a life that was pure heaven, plain and simple. Since the early Ottoman era isn’t one that I 
deal with in my research, I will skip what’s said about that period. 

However, there’s a piece about the Ottoman-Russo War of 1877–1878 that’s worth mentioning 
here. The book clearly states the reason the Ottomans lost the war with the Russians in 1877–
1878 was the Armenians. Incited by the Russians, the Armenians rebelled and surrounded the 
Ottoman Army from behind, leading to the Ottomans’ defeat. “For the first time in the Ottoman 
state, the Armenians, who had been incited by the Russians, had also rebelled. Working in 
conjunction with the Russian Army, Armenian bandit militia were able to place Turkish soldiers 
between two firing fronts. Based on this development the Ottoman state was forced to propose 
a ceasefire from Russia.”23 Needless to say, there is no historical account of an Armenian 
uprising, nor of separate Armenian bandits or militia units attacking the Ottoman Army from 
behind. This is a first-class fabrication. 

The book is filled with similar nonsense that cannot be taken seriously. For example, under the 
subheading “The Incitement of Armenians and Their Organization,” it propounds this claim to 
describe how the Armenians were incited by foreign powers: “The Armenians who were living 
under the Ottoman administration had not been influenced by the French revolution. This 
situation changed after the Russians got involved.”24 Another similar claim is that during the war 
of 1877–1878, Armenians committed atrocities against Muslims.25 

It is extremely upsetting to see that the youth of Turkey are being educated by way of this heap 
of garbage that can’t rightly be called scholarly information. 

The Massacres of 1894–1896 and 1909 

It is quite interesting what the book relates of the Abdülhamit period of 1894–1896, when 
between 80,000–300,000 Armenians were massacred. In actuality, nothing is said at all because 
according to the book there were no massacres during this period; no Armenians were killed. 
The only thing that happened was that the Armenians were incited and, as a result, had an 



uprising. This information is presented under the heading, “The Problems that Armenians 
Created.” 

To provide a few examples of the information that’s presented: “The Armenian committees 
instigated their first rebellions in 1890 in Erzurum and Adana. In 1893, they killed 25 soldiers 
after firing upon security forces in Merzifon.” The most violent of the Armenian uprisings occurred 
in Sason and “the Armenian community there was urged to stop paying taxes to the state and 
to kill Muslims.” Armenians also “engaged in uprisings in Kayseri, Yozgat, Çorum, Zeytun, and 
Kahramanmaraş.” The Armenian organizations spread their uprisings all over the place and 
“they even killed Armenians who wouldn’t take part in them.” At one point, a heading asks 
students, “What could be the reasons the Armenian terrorist organizations spread the uprisings 
throughout the country?”26 

The information given in the book about the 20,000 Armenians murdered between April 14–16, 
1909, during the Adana Massacre is not much different. According to the book, Armenians 
rebelled and murdered Muslims, and the Ottoman rulers had to suppress the rebellion. It states 
simply, “Armenians instigated a massacre in Adana and Dörtyol in 1909 by attacking Muslims.” 
The ringleader of the rebellion had been “Armenian Bishop Muşeğ” and “once the Ottoman state 
had suppressed the rebellion, he escaped to Egypt.”27 

This rather strange bit of information doesn’t stop there. After the events in Adana, “European 
public opinion again started to turn against Turkey. The Union and Progress administration of 
the Ottoman government signed a treaty that would encompass some reforms to be performed 
together with Russia (1909). According to the treaty, Russia would have the last say in any 
reforms that were to be agreed to regarding the Armenians.”28 There was neither a rebellion in 
Adana nor was there ever a Reform Treaty signed with Russia in 1909. These are all figments 
of the writer’s imagination. 

1915 and the subject of genocide 

When it comes to the subject of 1915, the writing gets even more bizarre. The information on 
the topic is presented under the heading, “The Armenian Problem During the World War I Years” 
and starts with this sentence: “The entry of the Ottoman state into World War I was viewed as a 
great opportunity by Armenians…by invading Erzurum, Erzincan, Muş, and Bitlis in Eastern 
Anatolia, Russia further incited the Armenians in these regions.”29 

The internal contradictions presented by this information alone are a serious problem. For 
example, the Russian units invaded the cities mentioned above in April 1916 and later. At that 
date, the deportations had all been concluded and the Armenians had been annihilated. So, for 
example, when the Russians entered Erzurum, there wasn’t a single Armenian around to incite. 

When you see what’s been written under the heading “Armenian Deportation,” you start to wish 
things had ended with the account about Russians invading. It goes: “The Armenians who were 
armed by the Russians, started to engage in massacres raiding Turkish villages. … While the 
Ottoman state was in the middle of a life and death struggle in Gallipoli, Armenians escalated 
their activities towards a complete rebellion. Ararat, the official newspaper of the Armenian 
organizations, published the declaration below describing the actions that Armenians were going 
to take (August 1914).”30 



The book publishes a declaration consisting of 15 articles, which it claims were taken from 
“Ararat” magazine. It’s helpful to quote some of the articles word for word here: “1 – Every 
Armenian, regardless of who they are, should sell some of their worldly goods and arm 
themselves. 2 – Armenians who are called to arms under the announcement of mobilization shall 
disobey the command; they shall forbid anyone around them, including Muslims, from joining 
the army. 3 – Armenians who have been conscripted into the armed forces, however this may 
come about, shall escape the army and join the Armenian gangs and volunteer militias. … 6 – 
All Muslims above age 2 who are seen behind army front lines shall be murdered at every 
opportunity… 7 – The food, goods, and property of Muslims shall be confiscated or burned and 
destroyed. 8 – They shall burn down the homes, grains, churches, and pious foundations that 
they abandon and spread the word that Muslims caused it. 9 – They shall set fire to official state 
buildings and murder Ottoman police and gendarmerie. 10 – They shall kill Ottoman soldiers 
who return from the front wounded. … 14 – The price of the rebellions, revolutions, and 
massacres performed by Armenians is to be paid by Muslims and this shall be broadcast to 
domestic and especially foreign public opinion. 15 – They shall perform spying and consulting 
to the Entente states.”31 

The book goes on to claim that Armenians “immediately began to implement the declaration” 
and that “they inflicted the greatest harm to the Turkish people during the years of the First World 
War.”32 It is meaningless to even engage in a discussion over whether such a declaration from 
“Ararat” magazine really existed. It isn’t even worth saying, “Produce this document; otherwise, 
we’ll accuse you of lying.” Those who wrote and endorsed this book did it knowingly and 
shrewdly calculated the consequences. Their act brings to mind the Nazi Propaganda Ministry. 

The only reason to spend so much time discussing the aforementioned document is to show 
what’s being taught to the youth—in the form of hate-driven emotions against Armenians. Its 
effect on Armenian students in Turkey can only be imagined. 

The book goes on to describe the so-called massacres perpetrated by the Armenians against 
Muslims from 1915 onward. The governor of Van, Cevdet Bey, apparently “forced a migration of 
Turks, which was known by the Ministry of the Interior, in order to save them from the massacres 
of Armenians.” Turks left all of their belongings behind and started migrating, but “the migrating 
Turks were killed en route by Armenian gangs…without regard for women or children. While 
most of those who, for whatever reason, could not leave were killed by Armenians as well, 
women in particular were subjected to terrible treatment.”33 

The first step that the Ottoman state took was to close down “the Armenian terror…organizations 
in order to prevent collaboration between the Armenians and Russians and to stop the 
massacres.” Then they deported the Armenians to Syria—“temporarily.” On April 24, 1915, the 
government issued a directive “to close down the Armenian committee headquarters, to 
confiscate their records, and to arrest the committee leaders.” What’s been described as 
genocide, it claims, was this directive and the 2,345 individuals who were arrested as a result of 
it. 

However, when these actions proved to be inadequate, the law on deportations was enacted 
and “with this law, only those Armenians in the region who had been involved in the acts of 
rebellion were taken from the war zone and dispatched and settled into more secure areas of 
the country.” Meanwhile, the communities of “Assyrians, Chaldeans, Jews, and Greeks” in the 
same regions were supposedly left undisturbed. The authors of the book point to this as a piece 



of grand truth and state that “it’s quite noteworthy that these individuals were not subjected to 
deportation while Armenians who had joined in rebellion were.”34 

The idea that the deportations were limited to the provinces where rebellions had occurred—
and that even there only rebellious Armenians were deported, and other Armenians left alone—
was quite prevalent during the 1980’s and 1990’s. Later, it became clear from the official 
Ottoman documents published through the Prime Ministerial Ottoman Archives that not only 
were all Armenians, without exception, deported from the provinces where rebellions were 
claimed to have taken place, but that Armenians were deported from every province and town 
in Anatolia, and even cities in Thrace, like Tekirdağ and Edirne, located in the European region.35 
For this reason, these theories were abandoned, and the fact that the deportations had involved 
all Armenians was generally accepted. It appears that the AKP, which claims to be readying 
itself to establish a New Turkey and is supposedly conducting a “silent revolution,” prefers to roll 
back the clock to the 1980’s when it comes to denialist policies. 

Deportation as a means to save Armenians from Armenian gangs 

The book puts forth a big claim to justify the deportations. They were enacted, it says, in order 
to save Armenian lives! Yes! The deportations “secured the lives of the Armenian people.” But, 
“Who was threatening the lives of the Armenians?” The answer provided by the book is quite 
simple: other Armenians! The state made the decision to conduct a deportation in order to protect 
Armenians from other Armenians because “these [Armenian] gangs were killing Armenians who 
did not join in acts of terror and rebellion.”36 

Despite being in the middle of difficult wartime conditions, the Ottoman state took extraordinary 
precautions! “Through the publication of regulations, the Ministry of the Interior had planned how 
the deportation was going to be conducted down to the smallest detail.” For example, “The 
elderly, infirm, blind, widowed, and orphaned were not subject to the deportation. … Care was 
taken to ensure that the locations where migrated Armenians would be settled featured 
agricultural fields that were fertile and police stations were established at these locations to 
secure their safety…and the groundwork was laid for them to continue their professions and 
work in the places where they were settled.”37 

Reading this, one can easily conclude that the deported Armenians were quite fortunate. Not 
only was their safety secured, but they were provided with every kind of opportunity despite the 
difficult conditions! What more could a person want? 

Numbers and mass graves 

The figures presented in the book on deportees and deaths are very important. There’s been a 
bit of a “mark–up” in the figure propounded by the former president of the Turkish Historical 
Society, Yusuf Halaçoğlu, that 30,000 Armenian casualties resulted from the entire deportation. 
The book states that “based on figures from unbiased researchers, 300,000 Armenians lost their 
lives due to war and sickness.” Yet, the number of Muslims that were killed and/or forcibly 
deported by Armenians is way beyond this figure: Armenians killed 600,000 Turks. “According 
to official Russian records,” it reads, “Armenians killed around 600,000 Turks in just Erzurum, 
Erzincan, Trabzon, Bitlis, and Van and forced 500,000 and to migrate.”38 

The last claim on the subject of 1915 is like the last curtain of a comedy: “If the Ottoman state 
had indeed wished to annihilate the Armenians, would it have made sense to take so many 



precautions both during and after the deportation? Besides, where are the mass graves of all 
those people that were supposedly killed?”39 There really isn’t too much one can say after this 
statement. Maybe one should apply to the Turkish government for permission to engage in 
unrestricted excavations, using the claims in the book as an excuse? 

The nonsense doesn’t end here, unfortunately. The book claims that Armenians who were 
deported were then able to return to Turkey unscathed and reclaim their properties. We all know 
this to be untrue. 

ASALA and the diaspora 

The book also covers the assassination of Turkish diplomats by Armenian Secret Army for the 
Liberation of Armenia (ASALA), presenting a long list of these acts.40 There is considerable 
space given to activities by the Armenian Diaspora, whose members work “to gain recognition 
of a so-called genocide by creating the image of themselves as people who have been subjected 
to persecution and injustice.” It claims that the diaspora has been successful in doing so—“In 
some of the European states and in American schools, their claims of so-called genocide have 
begun to be taught in lessons”—and explains why: “because in the countries where Armenians 
are found, especially in the USA, they have formed a strong political unit by constituting a 
singular voting bloc. They have asserted and achieved their genocide related demands as a 
condition to any party to which they will give their votes.”41 

The book also makes some claims regarding the purpose behind both ASALA’s and the 
Armenian Diaspora’s actions. We should read these claims as reflecting the Turkish 
government’s official viewpoint on the subject. 

What are the ‘Four Ts’? 

According to the book, the actions of both ASALA and the Armenian Diaspora have been driven 
and continue to be driven by the framework of the “Four Ts” plan: Tanıtım, Tanınma, Tazminat 
and Toprak (Publicity, Recognition, Compensation, and Territory). There must be a struggle, it 
says, against these Armenian efforts and lists the Turkish government’s efforts: “To counter the 
Armenians’ claims about genocide, at the end of 2001 Turkey formed the Commission to 
Coordinate the Fight Against Baseless Genocide Claims. This commission started scholarly 
studies on the subject of the baselessness of Armenian claims. Additionally, by placing the 
Armenian problem into school curricular programs, a process of informing young people was 
initiated. Also, the Commission on Higher Education (YÖK) established the National Committee 
on Turkish-Armenian Relations.”42 

Whether or not the Commission to Coordinate the Fight Against Baseless Genocide Claims is 
still active has been a topic of curiosity in the public. Reading these current textbooks, one can 
conclude that the commission is still active—and that, in fact, these textbooks were prepared 
with the contribution of this commission. 

Armenians as the ‘Other’ in the New Turkey 

I have only mentioned what was written about 1915 in these three books. It would be valuable 
to conduct a similar review about other Christians (Assyrians and Greeks) and Jews in a way 
that covers the entire Ottoman period up to the Republican years. However, the picture that 
emerges when doing a limited review of just the events around 1915 is quite pathetic. 



In these textbooks taught in Turkish (and Armenian) schools, Armenians are defined as the 
enemy. The young minds that we will bequeath our country to are being educated on an image 
of Armenians as “those who are eager to be incited, who wish to divide our country and 
collaborate with our enemies.” Additionally, the historical problems that have been defined as 
the Armenian problem continue to be perceived as a threat against Turkish national security. 
Even if we set aside for a minute the diaspora and Armenians in Armenia, it is clear that the 
government perceives a segment of its own citizens and their problems to be a threat against 
national security, and educates all of its citizens to engender feelings of hatred and enmity 
towards this one segment. 

The situation is truly desperate. Based upon what’s been written, two questions come to mind: 
How do Armenians who continue to live in Turkey, and who are its citizens, manage to live in 
this country? What is it like to live as an Armenian in a country where innocent young minds are 
taught to be enemies of Armenians, and where Armenians are presented as a threat against 
national security? 

If I were asked to make a proposal, I would make one single request of every individual and 
organization reading this article. The 100th anniversary of the Armenian Genocide is approaching 
in 2015. The Turkish government is going to put up smokescreens, claiming to be interested in 
making amends, and claiming that Armenians are the ones who keep backing away, etc. It is 
going to try to create the impression that it is the side that is willing to compromise and to find 
solutions. Please place these textbooks directly in front of them at each and every opportunity, 
and make it clear to them that if they want to reclaim any kind of integrity on the subject they 
should first pull these books from circulation. 
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