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Introduction

After the Cold War, the prevention of Genocide was stressed and not only its
punishment, which, a posteriori, was of moral importance alone since the crimes had
been committed and there had been victims'. As a result, although Genocide is a great
offence, the competent international organs and especially the Convention on
Genocide were obviously inactive.

The 20™ century and particularly the end of it, was marked by reappearance of
this scourge - a fact equally alarming with the impunity that had benefited the
responsible states or leaders (former Yugoslavia, Rwanda)’. The General Assembly
founded the position of High Commissioner for Human Rights in 1993, who: exer-
cises his duties in the Framework of the Map of the United Nations, the International
Declaration of Human Rights and other international organs for Human Rights.

The Security Council founded an international court in the same year:

with the purpose to put individuals, who are considered responsible for serious
violations of the international humanistic law committed at the grounds of former
Yugoslavia (the court came into operation in 1994) on trial. Additional it was
emphasized that rapes under specific circumstances could constitute a crime of
genocide. Furthermore, it was decided to found an International Criminal Court in
1994:

with the duty to trial individuals who are considered responsible for acts of
genocide or other serious violation of the international humanitarian law committed at
the grounds of Rwanda.

The United Nations has elaborated a framework of international organs and
constitutes a large part of the source of international law concerning human rights. Its
organs, and especially the Human Rights Committee, have at their disposal many
clauses and procedures of applying them, in order to prevent the violation of human
rights, to reveal them, to evaluate their importance to take measures to stop them and
finally, to put those responsible on trial. However many times, interests and state
priorities do not allow the truth to shine. As a result, since there was a Turkish reaction

' Totten S., Charny I., Parsons W., Century of Genocide. Eyewitness Accounts and Critical
Views, New York, 1997.
2 Horowitz 1., Taking Lives: Genocide and State Power Transaction Books, New Brunswick, 1980.
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against the interventions of the Armenians to the United Nations for the non-
governmental organization' International Union for the Rights of Freedom of Nations
(2002) for the issue of the Greek Genocide®.

Ethnic cleansing as Genocide

Additionally, the issue of ethnic cleansing was pointed out with the war in the
former Yugoslavia®. By ethnic cleansing means the isolation of a particular region by
a national group without leaving traces’. The United Nations’ accepted the abhorrent
policy of ethnic cleansing as a plan for Genocide.

The measures of applying ethnic cleansing are the following:

1. Government and bureaucracy (interventions to the legal, elected authorities,
discriminations of humanistic goods and rights).

2. Other non-violent measures (guided negative reports to the media, public
address of citizens by their national status, nameless threats against the life of the
members of the suffering group.

3. Terrorist measures (systematic isolated acts, rapes, robberies massive transfers
of members of the suffering group, which are carried out by security forces, go
unpunished or are punished symbolically)®.

4. Military Measures (assassinations of leaders of the suffering group, politicians,
officials, journalists teachers, grabbing of hostages and using them as shield).

The measures of ethnic cleansing do not have to be applied all at once in a
particular region but partly as this policy directs. The application of particular
decisions is either short-term or long term, according to the dominant national social
classes of the region, in order that the acts of ethnic cleansing not be detected by
external factors’. In some cases, ethnic cleansing evolves to be considered to be
genocide and there was a special court for the crimes in the former Yugoslavia to
punish those responsible.

G.H. Stanton: The eight phases of Genocide

Professor Gregory H. Stanton at Yale University, after the end of the Cold War,
presented and analyzed the eight phases of genocide as follows:
1) factionalism;

! Chiang H., Non Governmental Organizations at the United Nations, Identity, Role and Function,
New York, 1981.

2 M. Charalampidis The Pontian Question Today. The Pontian Question in the United Nations.
Athens, 2006, p. 127.

> ICTY. Carla Del Ponte releases Background Paper on Sexula Violence Investigation and
Prosecution, The Hague 8 December 1999.

* On 2 August 2001, the International Court of Crimes for Former Yugoslavia it Decided that the
Makes in the Semprenitsa of Bosnia - Herzegovina They Constituted Genocide.

S UN (47/121- 18/12/1992, 9).

® Cipolat U., The Punishment of Rape under International Humanitarian Law: How to Deal with
Perpetrators in the Yugoslav Contex, Yale Law School, 1996.

” Kuper L., Genocide: Its political Use in the Twentieth Century New York, 1981, Ternon Y.,
L’Etat criminel. Les génocides au XX° siécle, Paris, 1995.
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2) stigmatizing or symbolism;

3) dehumanization;

4) organization;

5) polarization;

6) preparation;

7) extermination;

8) disclaiming responsibility’.

Stanton claims that according to reports of United Nations and non-governmental
organizations, genocide could have been prevented until its fourth phase. He posed
another issue as well. It is important to put emphasis not only on who committed the
crime but also on whom organized it because it is considered to be genocide even if
the individuals who committed the crimes followed commands or had a relationship
with government functionaries, who have not expressed their views in public. The
accusation is extended if there is a para-state interference for the committing of the
crime.

During the preparation of the Genocide, victims are separated from the mass,
secret situations are prepared, would be victims become targets. Properties are
confiscated, movements are limited by creating blocked places, camps are created and
house arrest imposed. It is the phase when the foreign powers must intervene in order
to avoid outrages, to help organize self-defense and if the United Nations and foreign
powers cannot prevent the genocide, then the seventh, phase of the actual Genocide
begins.

Then, state and paramilitary powers are used, groups which will support the
genocide, whereas the last phase is of the great interest for the final outcome of the
genocide since the persecutor, creates mass graves, attempts to wipes out evidence and
terrifies witnesses, denies that there has been a crime committed, blocks research until
the final destruction of evidence. The persecutors and the masterminds are left
unpunished, they declare inability to find those guilty and arrest them, and point to the
victims as the main ones responsible for the genocide.

In the Armenian case, the eight phases of genocide developed as follows:

1) Factionalism.

The factionalism of the Armenians was intense by the middle of the 19™ century.
It had started quite earlier, when the Ottoman Empire factionalized non-Muslims, who
had a different confrontation. At the same time, the sub-group of the Armenians was
factionalized after several acts against other groups (the Armenians).

As soon as Kemalism dominated after 1919, the Armenians were factionalized
further, since the racist views of the new status quo spoke about one nation and
language. The Kemalists declared the Turkish nation to be in persecution and roused
the people to fight; whoever did not conform was considered to be an enemy.

2) Stigmatizing/Symbolism.

In the Ottoman Empire and during the reign of the Young Turks, anyone of
another religion constituted a different reality. Stigmatizing was the result of imposing

!'Stanton G. H., The Eight Stages of Genocide, Yale University, 1998. This article was originally
written in 1996 and was presented as the first Working Paper (GS 01) of the Yale Program in Genocide
Studies in 1998.



governmental and other measures against the Armenians since it was forbidden for
non-Muslims to be involved in a range of occupations. Those who were still able to
stand up, were led to forced labor and, there, exterminated.

3) Dehumanization.

Christians, infidels, (‘unbeliever’ or non-Muslim) meant their dehumanization'.
The propaganda of the Kemalist regime mentioned Christians as cunning individuals,
cruel beings, led by business demons that took advantage of the innocent Turks and
robbed their national property, which most of the times was transferred abroad.

Kemalism considered Armenians to be a foreign and dangerous element, both for
the natural continuity of the state and for its financial future. Genocide, at the times,
was the plundering of properties, since the urban, Moslem-Turkish class was created
only after the Armenian Genocide.

4) Organization.

The Young Turks decided to create a nation-state. This effort became more
intense with the Kemalists, who propagandized the homogenization of the state. These
two politically and martially dominant groups in the Ottoman Empire created a
striking unit, army corps and plans of exterminating the Armenians.

5) Polarization.

World War I, gave the state and para-state powers the ability to create the
appropriate the framework for the extermination of the Armenians. As a result, the
conditions of life in both cities and villages went worse and the first acts for the
deportation of the Armenians began.

6) Preparation.

The Ottoman, Young Turk and Kemalist regimes created a ghetto of the Arme-
nians, mobilizing them and using them as forced laborer after exhausting marches,
imposing exhausting taxes and deporting them. The creation of the Armenian ghetto
was carried out by the regime methodically, with organization and effectiveness.

7) Extermination.

The murders of the Armenians in various ways was followed looting of property.
In the 60’s, Tatiana Gritsi-Millex wrote the following book, which, on grounds of
expediency of Hellenic-Turkish “friendship’, was not made available until after 1974°:

The martyrdom of the march of the people of Tripolis to the white death lasted 25
days. On 9th December, it was officially announced to the deported that the Armenian
village Birk, which had been deserted since the 500 families who lived there had been
slaughtered the previous year, would be the place of their permanent accommo-
dation...

The climate of the village did not seem to be good, because the water was
brackish and insipid and nobody could drink it, not even patients with burning fever.
Without water, in this constant dirt, we were all full of lice and we could not, even the
cleanest of us, deal with the problem. So, with the overcrowding of people, the dirt,
the lice we were ready to “welcome” the diseases which “knocked our door” soon
after. First, dysentery; then typhus; in the end, plague. The white death the Turks had
so carefully planned was Kkilling the Christians day after day. At the beginning of

! Erbil E., Niovi Cries for the Asia Minor, Athens, 2004.
2 Gritsi-Millex, Tripolis of Pontus, Athens, 1974.
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March, three months after we had reached Birk, only 800 out of 13,000 people were
left and those were weak and unable to do any job.

8) Disclaiming Responsibility.

Today, the Republic of Turkey denies having committed the genocide as well as
any interference in the massive crime. They try to hide the crime, accuse the
Armenians of assassinations since they co-operated with the foreign powers during
World War I and afterwards. For this reason, they turned to the familiar method of
forgery of historic, ethnological and political facts.

At the same time, the Kemalist regime created the conditions to wipe out
evidence, with the help of foreign Powers. The foreign Powers who stopped the work
of the “Fact finding committee of the East” for the slaughter of the Armenians and for
the allowance of any aggravating element.

The Armenian Genocide and the punishment

The events in the former Yugoslavia and in Rwanda in the early 1990s led to
temporary international criminal tribunals for war crimes committed in the former
Yugoslavia and Rwanda respectively, in 1994. The international committee for the
right prepared an outline for Crimes against Humanity.

The following year the General Assembly of the United Nations appointed a
committee to prepare a text of a treaty for the creation of an international criminal
Code. The committee incorporated the 1948 definition of genocide verbatim'.

The committee pointed out that genocide is a crime and therefore a historic or
sociological phenomenon and it considers the citizens and the government responsible
for reporting any of the crimes to the International Criminal Court.

In order not to sentence a country excessively the presuppositions in force are:

1) Conditional attacks which aim at hurting the members of the suffering group,
with the offences that are registered in the law.

2) The performance of the acts has been organized or, are about to be, organized
by command.

3) The suffering people have been chosen because they belong to a particular
group.

4) The suffering people are defenseless and are murdered despite the fact that they
have surrendered or they are defending themselves.

5) The destruction of a member of the group by murdering and the murder is
protected by the persecutors.

6) The ideology and the persecutors’ believers are supported by the policies that
are included in the offences of Genocide.

According to the Treaty, the crimes against humanity are defined as any of the
following acts when they are committed as part of a widespread or systematic attack
directed to the unarmed civilians:

a) assassination;

b) extermination;

¢) enslavement;

! United Nations PCNICC/1999/L.5/Rev.1/Add.2.
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d) deportation or transfer of a population;

e) imprisonment or other strict methods;

f) banishment against any group or community in political, racial, national,
cultural religious family as it is determined in paragraph 3 or any other reasons
universally recognized according to international law, in relation with any act that is
mentioned in this paragraph or any crime in the competence of the court.

g) Violent disappearance of people

h) the crime of Apartheid

i) other cruel acts of the same character which causes great problems or serious
physical or mental damage to the human body.

Until 3 May 2004, 94 countries had ratified the Treaty of Rome. Australia,
Turkey, Israel, the United States, China, Japan, Russia and Pakistan are among the
countries who have not either signed nor ratified the Treaty, limiting in a way the
effectiveness of the International Criminal Court to succeed in these missions.

Two main weaknesses of the Charter are that it cannot try cases for crimes that
have been committed before 1 July 2002 and that its competence is complementary to
the national courts of the countries that have ratified the Treaty of Rome'.

Conclusions

With the creation of the Young Turk nationalist movement in the Ottoman
Empire, an extreme ideology appeared and consolidated. With the assumption of
power in 1908, there was a desire for the Christian populations to become extinct, a
dream which came true during World War I, with the Armenians as a central target.
Massacres, atrocities, mass violence, arrests of women and children, forced
conversions to Islam, marches of death. These facts are confirmed by survivors of the
genocide as well as foreign eyewitnesses.

The Armenian Genocide continued even after the end of WW 1. Operations of
mass murder, deportation, destruction of cultural and religious places took place as
well as burning of villages and city quarters. These are confirmed by Turks’,
foreigners and allies of Kemal’s coup’.

More than 1.500.000 Armenians were lost due to massacre, deportation and death
marches. This premeditated destruction constitutes Genocide according to the criteria
of United Nations (Article 2 of the Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of
Genocide, Paragraphs a, b, ¢, d and e), constitutes Genocide according the eight
phases of G.H. Stanton.

The crime of Genocide opposes responsibilities not only on the state which
committed it, but also to the whole international community:

a) for not recognizing a situation created by global crime as legal;

! The Charter of Rome of the International Criminal Court 17/7/1998, no. 7(1) 2187, UNTS 90,
starting from 1 July 2002.

% Speeches by Mustafa Kemal in the second congress of Democratic Popular Party (15-20 October
1927) Kemal, M. (1980). Nutuk. Ankara: Kultur Bakanligi Yayinlari. See also Proceedings of the Secret
Meetings of the Grand National Assembly (1985) Trkiye Is Bankasi Kiiltiir Yayinlari, vol. 3, Ankara.

? See the opinions of Soviet envoy in Turkey. The presence of Frunze in Turkey, istanbul, 1978 (in
Turkish).



b) for not helping the performance of an international crime to maintain the illegal
situation; and

c) To help other countries with the application of the obligations above. That is, it
imposes on the international community the obligation not to recognize an illegal
situation as a result of Genocide'.

A global struggle to ask for, and point out, the truth will find many nations in
agreement. In order not to repeat the crimes, those responsible and the reasons that led
to them have to be found out. The truth must be sought and presented to international
public opinion, which knows how to judge and sentence without self-interest.
Nowadays, when other nations suffer genocides from prejudiced states, it is time for
the steps to be taken to recognize the Armenian Genocide.

On the other hand, the contemporary Turkish state has to answer for the
Genocides, when 1.500.000> were murdered, without making propaganda and pleads
inconsistency as a state in order to be exculpated from the charge. This state, as the
creation of Young Turks and Mustafa Kemal are responsible for the crime of
Genocide. Each nation has the right to intensely demand from the authorities of the
crimes and offences committed against it to recognize them. The greater the harm and
the longer the facts were hidden, the more intense the desire for such recognition
becomes.

Recognition, which is a substantial way to fight against genocide; Recognition
which constitutes the confirmation of a nation’s right to the respect of its existence
according to the international law and the historic truth.

PEndwihu Uuyhnhu - Zuyng gkpuuwywinipiniip uunp
wunnkpuwqihg hkwnin b Q. 2. Upwipnip niyp hnyEpp

Ouwdlwiywb juyupmipiniund nupbp swpnibml] wypwé huybpp winipuwbwgh
ubpypnud niubt wyn mwpwspnid wwypnn Uniu dnnpnymipnubph  dowlnipuyght,
puwnupwluwl, phtwbvwlul, unghw-ntnbtuwlwi b wy nppunubpoud: Uulugi
huytph ubpiuynipmnitp Yuyupnipniinid bwlb junspugnun kEp Ephupnipptph b
Untunwdw LEdwh Ynnduwlhgubph hwdwp ipwtg wqquybudnjuljui-nwuhutnw-
Jut dSpugpbpt ppujubugiubint fwtwwywnphht: Unwghtt wohiuphwdwpinh uljqphie
ujuyué hwjwswuputpp huybph tjuundwdp wybh updbghtt wju wwwnbkpuquh
pupwgpnid b owpnibmldbghtt bl 1919-1923 pywljwibpht nt npuhg htwn, tpp
Untunwdpw LEdwp unnwtidikg Epkpugnn Oudwiyut Jujupnipjut hpjuwtnipinip:
Zuyng ghnuuwwinipniup dwpplnipjut phd ninnus wdktwdbks hwigugqnpént-
pintulibnhg k npp ghnbu wiywnhd E duwgl;: Nstuswgyl) E twl Oudwiyu juyu-

! Lauterpacht H., Recognition in International Law Cambridge University Press, 1947, Bassiouni
C., Crimes against Humanity in International Criminal Law Martinus Nijhof Dordrecht, 1992, Shelton D.
(ed.), Encyclopaedia of Genocide and Crimes against Humanity, MacMillan reference, 2004, Francillon
J., Aspects juridiques des crimes contre I’humanité // L actualité¢ du génocide des Arméniens, Paris, 1999.

% De Zayas A., The Genocide against the Armenians 1915-1923 and the Relevance of the 1948
Genocide Convention, Beirut, 2010.



poipjul mwpwdpnid  phwljus hnyubph wuwudnipyub upbnp dwup: Unygh
hnpJwédp Jpnusnid k Zuyng ghinuuuywinipjut wwwndnipmniop b ukpjughu wyi
npnyplbpp, npnip Ykpupkpmd kb dh owpp dhpwqquihlt whnbph hunljwuugbu gh-
nuuwwinipjui hwpghtt uvwep yuwnbpuquhg htnn b Q. 2. Upwipnuh nip thne-

lkpht:

Teopanuc Mankuouc — ApMAHCKUIL 2eHOUUO NOCTIE XOTOOHOU 6OIIHbL
u 6ocemwv cmaouii I'. X. Cmanmona

ApMsiHe, IPOXKMBAIOIINE HA MPOTSKEHUM BeKOB B OCMaHCKOW MMIIEpUH, BHECIN HEOLE-
HUMBIH BKJIQJl B KYJbTYpHYIO, HOJIUTHYECKYIO, (PMHAHCOBYIO, COLIMAIBHYIO U Jpyrue chepsl
JPYTUX HapoJAOB, MPOKUBABIIKX HA 3TOH Tepputopuu. OIHAKO MPUCYTCTBUE apMsH B MMIIE-
pUM TakKe ObUIO Cephe3HbIM MPEISITCTBUEM JUIsi TPOBEACHHS IIOBHMHUCTCKO-PACHCTCKUX
porpamMM MIIaJIOTypoK B cTopoHHMKOB Mycrada Kemans. ['oHeHus mpoTHB apMsiH, Hadas-
muecs B Havane [lepBoii MUpOBOIT BOWHBI, 00OCTPHIIMCH BO BPEMs 3TOI BOWHBI U NPOIOJDKHU-
muck Bo BpeMs u nociie 1919-1923 rr., korna Mycrada Kemans nosydmn Biacts HaJl Momiar-
HyBmeiics OcMaHCKOW mMmepueil. ['eHomn apMssH — OHO M3 CaMbIX JKECTOKHX IIPECTYII-
JICHUH, COBEPILCHHBIX MTPOTUB YEJIOBEUECTBA, IO CHX MOp OCTaBIIeecs Oe3Haka3aHHBIM. bbua
CTepTa M Ba)KHAs YaCTh HCTOPUH I'PEKOB, MPOXKMUBABIIHNX HA TeppuUTOpHH OCMaHCKOM UMIIEPUH.
JlaHHass CTaThs aHAIM3UpPyeT HUCTOpUI0 I'eHonMAa apMsAH W COBPEMEHHBIE IIOJIOKEHHS,
Kacaroluecs psja MeXIyHapOoJHbIX aKTOB, B YACTHOCTH, O Bolpoce I'eHonuma apMsH 1ocie
XO0JIOAHOHW BOWHEI 1 BochbMH cTanusax I'. X. CrantoHa.
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