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RESUME OF THE MEMORANDUM

The present memorandum refers to the Armenian Problem,
the solution of which is not only a question of justice, but also one
of the principal factors for a lasting peace in the Middle East.

The memorandum contains the following headings:

1) A HISTORICAL SKETCH OF THE ARMENIAN
QUESTION. — Armenia, one of the oldest countries of the Near-
East, has at all time been a center of culture and commerce, and
a cradle of civilization. All through its stormy political history,
the Armenian people was compelled to carry on an unrelenting
fight for the safeguard of its freedom and independence.

In the second half of the nineteenth century, while the Balkan
peoples were successfully waging a war for their liberation, the
larger part of Armenia was under Turkish dommation. The other
part, relatively smaller, was under Russian rule.

The successive Turkish governments of the sultans, the constitu-
tionalists and the Kemalists had all conceived one thing in common.
Indistinctly they adopted the same inhuman policy of genocide and
all the devilry it entailed as the only means to solve the Armenian
Question. The most horrible mass murders in history took place
fifty years ago when two and a half million Armenians were sys-
tematically deported from their ancestral lands and exterminated
in accordance with a plan minutely prepared by responsible Tur-
kish leaders and flawlessly carried out by the entire Turkish na-
tion under the supervision of all successive Turkish governments.
Of the two and a half million Armenians subjected to the horros
of deportation and massacres, nearly one and a half million died
in circumstances that defy description. Thus a very ancient civiliza-
tion received a death blow, if not destroyed, and the Armenian ter-
ritories were forcibly occupied and their legitimate owners wcre
driven out,




The first international recognition of the sufferings ani
rights of the Armenian people came at the close of the Russo-
Turkish war of 1878, by the treaty of San Stefano, Article 16 of
which treaty stipulated the implementation of reforms in the
Armenian provinces of the Ottoman Empire. In the same year, as
a result of article 61 of the Treaty of Berlin, the Armenian Ques-
tion was internationally recognized as an official problem.

It is needless to point out that the provisions of the above
said Articles were in no way implemented by successive Turkish
governments,

At the close of the Balkan Wars, the Great Powers com-
pelled Turkey to accept a new solution — the creation of two
autonomous regions under the authority of two European High-
Commissioners. This remained a dead letter as a result of the
outbreak of World War L.

2) The second heading pertains to the DESCRIPTION
OF THE GENOCIDE OF 1915.

3) The third part relates to the PARTICIPATION OF
THE ARMENIAN PEOPLE IN WORLD WAR I and to the role
it played in favour of the Allied cause. After the second Russian
Revolution and for eight endless months, the Armenians, abandon-
ed by all and decimated by the massacres of 1915, carried on the
struggle alone on the Caucasian front. They were forced to retreat
before an enemy far too superior in number and equipment, thus
gradually evacuating the Armenian territories. But they fought
with determination and heroism against the advancing Turkish
armies, and thanks to the victorious battles of May 1918, they
made the creation of the free and independent Republic of Ar-
menia a reality. Independent Armenia was recognized by the con-
cert of nations and its territorial claims were officially approved by
the Treaty of Sévres on August 10, 1920.

4) The fourth heading recalls the ARTICLES OF THE
TREATY OF SEVRES PERTAINING TO ARMENIA as well
as THE ARBITRAL VERDICT OF PRESIDENT WILSON
concerning the boundaries between Armenia and Turkey. It also
relates the circumstances in which Armenia lost its independence,
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as a result of intrigues and attacks by Kemalist Turkey in collu-
sion with Soviet Russia.

5) The fifth chapter sheds light on the ACTUAL NUME-
RICAL SITUATION OF THE ARMENIANS.

6) In conclusion, the sixth chapter indicates the necessity
for all to condemn the genocide and to right the wrong done to
the Armenian people. THE ARMENIAN PLATEAU MUST
RECOVER ITS FREEDOM, ITS INDEPENDENCE, AS WELL
AS ITS LEGITIMATE OWNER — THE ARMENIAN PEOPLE.
This is in the interest of a just international equilibrium.

7) Finally the seventh chapter shows by which means a
peaceful solution can be found to the Armenian Problem and a
lasting peace secured for the Armenian Plateau and the neigh-
bouring countries.

WITH THIS MEMORANDUM, WE ASK, IN THE
NAME OF THE ARMENIAN PEOPLE, THAT ALL MEMBER
STATES OF THE UNITED NATIONS ORGANIZATION
INITIATE THE CREATION OF A FREE AND INDEPEN-
DENT STATE OF ARMENIA IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
PROVISIONS OF THE TREATY OF SEVRES AND THE
WILSON AWARD AND ITS ADMISSION TO U.N.O. AS
A MEMBER STATE WITH EQUAL RIGHTS.

THIS IS THE ONLY POSSIBLE SOLUTION OF THE
ARMENIAN QUESTION — A SOLUTION WHICH WILL
GREATLY CONTRIBUTE TO CONSOLIDATE PEACE AND
STABILITY IN THE ENTIRE MIDDLE EAST.




Note:

THE DELEGATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA

The delegation of the Republic of Armenia, which submits this
memorandum, was created by the Parliament of the Independent Republic
of Armenia in December 1918,

The first president of the Delegation was Avedis Aharonian. Dr. Hamo
Ohandjanian and Mr. Mikael Babadjanian were members.

The Delegation of the Republic of Armenia went to Paris in January
1919, It submitted the political claims of the Armenian people to the
Peace Conference at Versailles,

The Conference deferred the examination of the Armenian claims
until the date of peace talks with Turkey. These talks resulted in the
Treaty of Sévres.

After the sovietization of Armenia, the Delegation undertook the
task to carry on the defence of the Armenian cause in its integrity and to
endeavour to secure the creation of a free, independent and united Arme.
nia in accordance with the provisions of international treaties.

With the present memorandum, on the occasion of the fiftieth an-
niversary of the genocide of 1915, the Delegation of the Republic of Ar-
menia submits once again to the international conscience the rights and
legitimate claims of the Armenian people.
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MEMORANDUM ON THE ARMENIAN QUESTION

In 1965 the Armenians all over the world, including Armenia,
commemorated the 50th anniversary of the Armenian genocide,
with a united will and a mass support. It is with this same will and
determination that the Armenian people demand the liberation
of the lands of their ancestors, forcibly occupied by Turkey, and
the liberation and independence of Armenia as a single and united
entity.

The Armenian people demand that their right to own the
lands of their ancestors as their free and independent fatherland
be respected — a right secured by international conferences and
treaties — to enable them to assemble on their historic lands and
accomplish their mission of constructive and peaceful work.

The creation of a free, independent and united Republic of
Armenia comprising all the Armenian territories, which form part
of the Middle East and which have become the arena for the rival-
ries of competing powers for centuries, will constitute an impor-
tant factor contributing to the peace of the Middle East as a whole.

A. — HISTORICAL INTRODUCTION

Armenia is one of he oldest historic lands of the Middle
East, which extended from the shores of the Black Sea to those
of the Caspian and the Mediterranean and inhabited by the Arme-
nians since time immemorial. The Armenians belong to the Indo-
European group and represent one of the oldest peoples and
cultures of the Middle East. Their monuments of art, many of
which have survived the acts of old and modern vandalism, bear
cloquent testimony to their rich and distinct cultural past.

The history of Armenia is marked by prolonged periods of
national stability and independence with frequent intervals of fo-
reign domination and oppression. The successive waves of foreign
invasions, however, were not able to curb the creative spirit of
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the Armenians nor were they able to interrupt their contribution
to world civilization.

After the fall of the Armenian independent kingdom in 1375
and as a result of the various Turkish-Persian, Russian-Persian and
Russian-Turkish wars in the subsequent centuries, Armenia was
partitioned into what was known as Turkish Armenia and Russian
Armenia, the larger part going to Turkey.

While the Armenians lived a comparatively tolerable life
under the Rusian rule, the Armenians in Turkish Armenia strove
to secure bearable conditions of life and guaranteed reforms in
order to check oppression and prevalent injustice and to safeguard
their national culture and their dignity as human beings. These
aspirations formed the basis of what was later to be termed as
the Armenian Question.

With the emancipatory struggle of the Balkan peoples during
the first half of the nineteenth century and the consequent Euro-

intervention, the condition of the Armenians deteriorated.

The Balkan revolt resulted in the Russian-Turkish War ot
1877-78 ending with a Russian victory. The San Stefano Treaty pro-
viding for reforms in Armenia (article 16) was greatly reduced
in effectiveness by its substitute, the Treaty of Berlin, which pro-
vided under article 61:

"The Sublime Porte engages to realize without further delay,
the ameliorations and reforms demanded by local requirements
in the provinces inhabited by the Armenians and to guarantee
their security against the Kurds and the Circassians. She will perio-
dically render account of the measures taken with this intent to the
Powers who will supervise them.”

Thus, the Armenian Question entered officially the internatio-
nal arena.

Turkey did not implement the obligations it undertook at
international conferences and, taking advantage of the great power
rivalry, embarked upon the 1894+96 massacres in the Armenian
provinces, with the intention of solving the Armenian Question
by annihilating the Armenians. These massacres cost the lives of
more than 300,000 Armenians.

The Armenians, as a result of these massacres, resorted to
self-defence for the preservation of their national and human
rights.



Discontent spread not only among Armenians and the peoples
of the Balkans, but also among the Turks themselves, as a result
of which, a coup d'état was staged on July 10, 1908, and Turkey
adopted a constitution.

The Armenians thought that, under the comparatively freer
conditions of the constitution, reforms would be introduced in
the Armenian provinces. But the Eastern Question which had
occupied the minds of so many, especially the Balkan States, was
placed again on the conference table. The combined forces of Bul-
garia, Montenegro, Greece and Serbia attacked Turkey, defeated
her and reached Tchataldja, 25 kilometers from Constantinople.

Consequently, the ambassadors of European Powers met in
Constantinople and Bucarest to discuss peace terms between Tur-
key and the Balkan States, and the resulting peace settlement ra-
tified the loss of Turkish territory to Greece, Serbia and Bulgaria.

Constitutional Turkey continued the policy of the Sultan:
there was neither decentralization for the Armenian provinces nor
reforms. When the Balkan war ended, the Armenians demanded
through their various national organs, that together with the settle-
ment of the Balkan problems, the question of the internal auto-
nomy of the Armenian provinces and of the reforms which were
still pending since the Berlin Conference, be settled.

On July 3, 1918, upon the initiative of the Russian Embassy,
a meeting of ambassadors is organised in the summer residence
of the Austro-Hungarian Embassy in Constantinople where they
accept to divide the seven Armenian provinces into two parts —
the first including Trebizond, Sivas, Kharpert and Diarbekir, and
the second including Van, Erzerum and Bitlis.

On September 3 of the same year, a six-point decision is
reached by the Russian Ambassador, De Giers, and the German
Ambassador, Wengenheim, in Constantinople, as follows:

. — The Armenian provinces are divided into two administra-
tive units.

2. — Two general inspectors are to be appointed with the consent
of the Great Powers and by a decree of the Sultan.

3. — The two administrative units are to have each a general
assembly where Christians and Moslems are to be represented

equally.




4. — The power to appoint and discharge officials is vested in
the general inspectors.

5. — Administrative, judicial and police officers to be recruited
from among Christians and Moslems equally.

6. — The Great Powersreserve to themselves the right to control
the implementation of the reforms, through their ambassa-
dors and consuls.

On Fbruary 8, 1914, Russia and Turkey signed an agreement
in this connection and as a result two general inspectors — Wes.
tenenk, a Dutchman, and Hoff, a Norwegian, were appointed.

In July 1914 the said inspectors reached Constantinople. Hoff
even reached Van. They had hardly begun to execute their plans
when the First World War broke out as a result of the Sarajevo
incident and Turkey entered the war on October 12, 1914.

The Turkish government, taking advantage of the state of
war, sent Hoff and Westenenk back to their countries.

B. — THE MASSACRES

With the outbreak of the first World War, the Turkish
government taking advantage of the occasion, suspended the
question of Armenian reforms, taking instead even more dire
measures against the Armenians. The Turkish government was
resolved this time to take advantage of the war in realizing the
old policy of annihilating the Armenians. In the spring of 1915,
when European powers were involved in a struggle of life anl
death, the Turkish government embarked upon the execution of
the policy of mass extermination of the Armenians.

On April 24, 1915, mass arrests of prominent Armenian in-
tellectuals and national leaders were made in Constantinople and
in the provinces. They were exiled to the interior of Anatolia,
where they perished, either on the way or upon arrival at their
destinations.

The Armenian young men were drafted into the army but
were to be disarmed after a short while and transferred to labour
battalions. Later, they were to be massacred in groups. Thereupon.
the helpless Armenian population was subjected to systematic
deportations and massacres. Where it was difficult to deport, pee-
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