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THE RELATIONSHIP OF TURKEY WITH ARMENIA

Summary

Historical resources records the initial contacts between Turks and Arme-
nians at 10th century as Turkic tribes commenced to immigrate to the lands 
today called as Anatolia. In the course of the Battle of Manzikert (1071), which 
is appreciated to be the milestone for Turks entrance to Anatolia, Armenians 
supported Turks against Byzantium imperia. Aft ermaths, Turks and Armenians 
coexisted in this geography peacefully where Armenians were called by Ottomans 
as loyal nation to refer their loyalty towards the Ottoman authority. Till the 
period when the Ottoman Empire entered to its dissolution period, Christian 
Armenians and Muslim Turks lived together where Armenians along with other 
non-Muslim minorities of the Ottoman Empire enjoyed a religious and cultural 
freedom. Nevertheless toward the collapse of long standing the Ottoman Empire, 
Armenians who were looking for their dependency with the interference of 
imperial powers like Russian Empire, Great Britain and France, the Armenian 
problem gradually became an international question. Consequently, a confl ict 
between the loyal nations of the Empire ended with a dislocation process the end 
of which caused heavy casualties that emerged a debate profoundly infl uencing 
foreign policy of modern Turkey in all directions.
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Introduction

It is an undeniable reality that the normalisation of Turkish-Armenian 
relations is imperative for peace perspectives of the Southern Caucasus region 
as well as for the further enlargement prospects of the European Union; 
furthermore, the issue constitutes a vital agenda for the energy security issues 
for the United States of America. Th e settlement of mutual relations between 
Ankara and Erevan is a topical problem within the context of Turkey’s future 
EU membership as well as for the stability of the Southern Caucasus region. 
Under the shadow of 2015, where Armenian Diaspora prepares the recognition 
of the so-called genocide claims by the international arena including the United 
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States of America due to its 100th anniversary, Turkish-Armenian relations are 
far away from normalisation due to their common history which is commented 
through totally diff erent lenses. 

Presently, twenty states all around the world offi  cially recognise Armenian 
genocide claims; they are: Argentina, Armenia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, 
Cyprus, France, Greece, Italy, Lebanon, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Poland, 
Russia, Slovakia, Sweden, Switzerland, Uruguay, Vatican City, and Venezuela. 
Due to this very fact, the Republic of Turkey experiences a serious diplomatic 
crisis in the international arena where it deteriorates its mutual relations with 
the states that have recognised Armenian claims as genocide. Besides, every 24th 
of April turns out a diplomatic crisis between Washington and Ankara where 
US Presidents are pushed to pronounce the so-called genocide while they prefer 
to use big catastrophe. Eventually the Turkish-Armenian confl ict and claims of 
Diaspora and Erivan constitutes an offi  cial obstacle for Ankara for further EU 
negotiations and its future European Union membership. In addition to that it 
is assumed that the collapse of the Soviet Union paved a way to new geopolitical 
challenges for the region which has directly aff ected the political, economic and 
social processes in the South Caucasus, therefore, the unresolved confl icts among 
the Southern Caucasus countries and their neighbourhood pose serious risks. 

Th e aim of the paper is to study the Turkish-Armenian relations with 
a  history focus. Accordingly, within the frames of the paper, it will be 
endeavoured to determine the historical background of the problems, to 
consider the impact of the confl icts on the contemporary Turkish-Armenian 
relations, to compare the position of Turkey and Armenia on a number of 
problematic issues of their common agenda.

Overview and genesis 

Among scholars and historians it is generally thought that in the course 
of history Anatolian peninsula has been a melting pot for numerous peoples 
such as Hattians,1 Hurrians,2 Hittites,3 Luwians,4 Phrygians, Lydians, Persians, 
Greeks, Assyrians, Mitanni, Scythians, Urartians, Carians, Arameans, Kaskans, 
Mushki, Palaic, Corduene, Kurds, Lazs, Zazas, Hamshins, Jews, Karachays, 
Seljuks and Ottomans. Each of the above mentioned nations contributed their 

1 Hattians: the inhabitants of Hattusa, the capital city of the Hittite Empire, nowadays Boğazköy, Turkey. 
(Resource: Encyclopedia Britannica)

2 Hurrians: the ancient people living in Anatolia and Northern Mesopotamia during the Bronze Age. 
(Resource: Encyclopedia Britannica)

3 Hittites: the ancient Anatolian people, who established the Hittite Empire. (Resource: Encyclopedia 
Britannica)

4 Luwians, also called Luites: members of an extinct people of ancient Anatolia. The Luwians were related to 
the Hittites and were the dominant group in the Late Hittite culture. (Resource: Encyclopedia Britannica)
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part to the region’s culture by leaving behind unique artefacts which still wait 
for their discovery.

Accordingly, Armenians are assumed to come to Anatolia in VIII century 
BC as a result of Th racian5 tribe’s migrations. Armenians spent about two 
centuries in nomadic life. Taking the advantage of the destruction of the State 
of Urartu, at the beginning of VI century BC, by accepting the domination of 
Persian King and under the conditions of paying taxes to Persia, Armenians 
settled in Van Lake and the surrounding lands. Th erefore, among historians it is 
strongly believed that the settlement of Armenians in Anatolian peninsula dates 
back to VI century BC. Aft er the collapse of the Persian Empire, Armenians 
lived under the rule of Alexander the Great, the Romans, the Byzantines, Seljuk 
Turks, and fi nally under the rule of the Ottoman Turks.

Battle of Manzikert

On the 26th of August 1071, the battle of Manzikert took place between 
the Byzantine Emperor Romanus IV Diogenes (1068-1071, AD) and the Seljuk 
Sultan Alp Arslan (1063-1072, AD) near Manzikert (in Turkish Malazgirt). 
Romanus IV Diogenes had 70,000-75,000 men (Haldon 2011, p. 180) when 
Alp Arslan’s army consisted of 30,000-40,000 men (Markham 2014). Despite 
the army of the Byzantines being superior in number, it lost the battle. Alp 
Arslan’s army almost destroyed Byzantine army and even Romanus himself 
was captured.    

Th ough it is a theme of discussion regarding the realm of history science, 
some historians have identifi ed the Battle of Manzikert as the mortal blow that 
led to the inevitable collapse of the Byzantine Empire (Norwich 1991).

Th e battle played a signifi cant role in the history of the region. It was 
not only the end of the Empire and the beginning of another one, but also 
a migration of new nations, changes in governance with the totally diff erent 
system, religion, and culture. Especially for the Turks, the importance of the 
battle was very high because they found a new homeland. Moreover, the base 
of modern Turkey was made, and also Armenians started to live under Turkish 
rule that they supported against Byzantium.

Armenians under the rule of Ottomans

The very first Ottoman ruler, Osman Bey (1300-1326), permitted the 
Armenians to establish their fi rst religious centre in western Anatolia, at 

5 Th racians: the ancient nomadic tribes in Middle East. (Resource: Encyclopedia Britannica)
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Kutahya,6 to protect them from Byzantine oppression (due to sectarian reasons). 
Th is centre subsequently was moved, along with the Ottoman capital, fi rst to 
Bursa7 in 1326 and then to Istanbul in 1461. Th e establishment and expansion of 
the Ottoman Empire, and in particular the destruction of Byzantium following 
Fatih Mehmet’s8 conquest of Istanbul in 1453 opened a new era of religious, 
political, social, economic and cultural prosperity for the Armenians as well as 
the other non-Muslim people. Sultan Fatih Mehmet issued a ferman9 defi nitively 
establishing the Armenian Patriarchate there under Patriarch Hovakim and his 
successors (Esat 1976, p. 149). As a result, thousands of Armenians immigrated 
to Istanbul from Iran, the Caucasus, eastern and central Anatolia, the Balkans, 
and the Crimea. Th e Armenian community and church thus expanded and 
prospered as parts of the expansion and prosperity of the Ottoman Empire.

Th e Armenian community expanded and prospered due to the freedom 
granted by the Sultans. At the same time, Armenians shared and contributed 
to the Turkish-Ottoman culture and way of life and governance to such an 
extent that they earned a particular trust and confi dence of the Sultans over the 
centuries, gaining the attribute of “the loyal millet” (Milleti Sadika). Ottoman 
Armenians became extremely wealthy bankers, merchants, and industrialists, 
while many at the same time rose to high positions in governmental service.

Below, there may be seen some examples of Armenians in the Ottoman 
Empire administration10.

Positions Number of Armenians
Finance Minister 1
PTT1 Minister 3
Minister of Public Works 5
Secretary of State 1
Secretary of the Treasury 3
Member of the Senate 4

First Constitutional Era (1876):
Deputy Chairman of Parliament 1
Member of Parliament 8

6 Kütahya: a city in western Turkey
7 Bursa: a city in northwest Turkey
8 Mehmet Fatih (Turkish: “Mehmet the Conqueror”), also known as Mehmet II (1432-1481), Ottoman 

sultan from 1444 to 1446 and from 1451 to 1481. A military leader who captured Istanbul and 
conquered the territories in Anatolia and the Balkans that comprised the Ottoman Empire’s heartland 
for the next four centuries. (Resource: Encyclopedia Britannica)

9 Ferman or Firman - a decree issued by a sultan (Resource: Encyclopedia Britannica)
10 This information has been retrieved from the book The Turkish-Armenian Relations from the Past 

until Now published by the Department of the General Staff Military History and Strategic Studies in 
1989, pp. 19-20.



94 Davut Han Aslan, Osman Kaan Celiktas

Second Constitutional Era (1908):
Clerk of the National Chairman and the Prime Minister’s 
Council 

1

Member of Parliament 11
Th e offi  cers in high position at Ministries:

Ministry of Internal Aff airs 16
Deputy Governor 4
Deputy Governor 31
Ministry of Public Aff airs 9
Ministry of Forestry and Agriculture 8
Ministry of PTT 17
Ministry of Education 
(civil servants and teachers) 

16

Ministry of Justice 20
Municipalities 10
Soldiers and the doctors 37

Besides more than 17 journalists and authors, approximately 11 architects, 
140 workers in the gunpowder factory and 20,000 people of Armenian origin 
worked at the Department of Customs. In the Ottoman Diplomatic service, there 
were a total of seven Armenian ambassadors and eleven Consul-Generals and 
Consuls; in the academic community, there were eleven Armenian university 
professors.11 Over the centuries, Armenians also made major contributions to 
Ottoman Turkish art, culture and music, producing many artists of fi rst rank 
who are objects of praise and sources of pride for Turks as well as Armenians 
in Turkey. Th e fi rst Armenian printing press was established in the Ottoman 
Empire in the 16th century (Izgi 2002, p. 12).

Th e Armenians were allowed to establish religious foundations (vakif) to 
provide fi nancial support for their religious, cultural, educational and charity 
activities, and when needed, the Ottoman state treasury gave additional fi nancial 
assistance to the Armenian institutions which carried out these activities as 
well as to the Armenian Patriarchate itself. Moreover, Armenians had some 
privileges in paying taxes. Armenians paid the same taxes as Muslims, with 
the exception of the Poll Tax (Harach or Jizye), which was imposed on them in 
place of the state taxes based particularly on Muslim religious law, the Alms 
Tax (Zakat), and the Tithe (Osur), from which non-Muslims were exempted. 
Th e Armenian millet religious leaders themselves assessed and collected the 

11 PTT: stands for Posts, Telegraph and Telephone.
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Poll Taxes from their followers and turned the collections over to the Treasury 
offi  cials of the state.12

The origins of confl icts

As it has been above mentioned, it is a bare reality that Turks and Armenians 
had been living in peace until XIX century. Yet Ottoman-Russian wars changed 
the nature of mutual relations dramatically. Tsarist Russia, in order to have 
control over the region, and to realise its long-standing dream to control Turkish 
Straits decided to crack down the Ottomans from the inside of the Empire. To 
realise its plan the Russian Empire chose Armenians: on the one hand, there was 
a religious closeness between them, and, on the other hand, Armenians could 
be easily manipulated by the idea of “being independent” as that region was 
their “homeland”. While Russia was working towards creating an Armenian 
principality on Ottoman land, France and Britain were watching closely this 
process and waiting for opportunities. France and Britain never accepted 
Russian penetration into Eastern Anatolia, and its control of the routes leading 
to Iskenderun13 and the Gulf of Basra. Th e Ottoman-Russian war offi  cially 
ended with the Treaty of Berlin (13 July 1878) and established a new political 
equilibrium in Europe as it is appreciated to be the second step, aft er the 1699 
Treaty of Carlowitz, limiting Ottoman infl uence in Europe.14

According to the Article 16 of the Treaty of Berlin, the Ottomans were 
to enact reforms for the Armenian minority in six of its eastern provinces: 
Sivas, Erzurum, Harput (modern day Elazığ), Diyarbakır, Bitlis and Van. Th ese 
provinces were, then, divided into sub-provinces, called sanjaks. Despite some 
other Muslim and non-Muslim groups, the majority of the population was 
primarily Turkish and Kurdish.

It was practically impossible for the Ottoman administration to enact 
reforms for such a small and widely scattered minority in the region where 
the predominantly feudal populace lived in rural, and where signifi cant urban 
centres were few and far between. Th e clause was a move that would threaten 
Muslim-Armenian relations; and that was exactly what happened (Öztuna 
2002, p. 52).

12 “Armenian claims and historical facts: questions and answers”, retrieved from http://www.mfa.gov.tr/
data/DISPOLITIKA/ErmeniIddialari/Ermeni_ingilizce_Soru_CevapKitapcigi.pdf on 19 January 2014.

13  Iskenderun: A southern Turkish city
14 Armenian claims and historical facts: questions and answers”, retrieved on 19 February 2014 from 

<http://www.mfa.gov.tr/data/DISPOLITIKA/ErmeniIddialari/Ermeni_ingilizce_Soru_CevapKitapcigi.pdf
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Armenian revolts

Th e revolts of the Armenians started very early in the 17th century (Öztuna 
2002, p. 52). Aft er receiving support of Russia and its allies, committees were 
set up by Armenians from 1880 onwards. At the initial level, most committees 
were at the local level and failed to prosper because most of the Armenians 
were living under the Ottoman welfare. It is aft er Russian encouragement to 
form new committees which would be based outside of the Ottoman Empire. 
Th e Hinchak committee was found in 1887 in Geneva. It was associated with 
socialist ideas and is said to have some militant ideas correspondingly. Th e 
Tashnak committee was launched in Tbilisi, Georgia, in the same year. Both 
committees had terroristic, extremist and revolutionary assertiveness to reach 
their goal.15 Th ere were a  lot of eff orts from both Hinchak and Tashnak to 
provoke the Ottoman Armenians.16 Th eir aim was to turn them against the 
Empire so as to help in fi ghting for independence of Armenia.   

In 1890, in Erzurum, the fi rst revolt is reported to have taken place.17 Th is 
was followed by Kumkapi demonstration later in the same year. In 1892 and 
1893, more revolts appeared in Kayseri, Yozgat, Corum and other destinations 
where Armenians used to live in masses. During the World War I, with the 
same sense of revolt, the Armenians felt compelled to act against the Turks. It 
is important to note above all that some of Armenians also committed a series 
of massacres against Turks during the World War I supported by Russia due to 
authority gap in Eastern provinces of the Empire. 

The displacement issue (Tachir Law)

Among all issues regarding Armenian-Turkish relations, the displacement 
issue constitutes the backbone of mutual relations and situates at the very centre 
of discussions. As it has been mentioned previously, the very displacement issue 
and its current interpretation constitute the core of confl icts between Ankara 
and Erevan. For the Turkish side, it is appreciated to be an obligatory decision 
taken due to warfare conditions. while for Armenians it was an attempt to 
demolish a nation due to ethnic or religious reasons.     
 

15 Republic of Turkey, Ministry of Foreign Affairs: <http://www.mfa.gov.tr/the-armenian-allegation-
of-genocide-the-issue-and-the-facts.en.mfa> “Armenian Issue”. “Terrorism: The Tashnak terrorist 
Organization”, retrivied from http://www.ermenisorunu.gen.tr/english/terrorism/tashnak.html on 
20 February 2014

16 “McCarthy calls Western to Examine Ottoman Archives”, retrieved from <http://www.todayszaman.
com/newsDetail_getNewsById.action?load=detay&link=17834> on 20 February 2014

17 “Armenian Issue “Armenian Revolts and Massacres”, retrieved from http://www.ermenisorunu.gen.
tr/english/intro/revolts.html on 20 February 2014
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It is a bare fact that Armenian militants under the heavy conditions of 
First World War caused a serious security weakness for the Ottoman Empire, 
the advancement of Russian armies with the heading of Armenian militants 
caused a serious security weakness for Muslim population of the Empire. As it 
has been mentioned, Armenian terrorist groups supported by Russian armies 
in terms of logistics and arsenal at the very harsh moments of War attacked 
Muslim villages causing serious casualties in consequence of massacres.  

Thus, the Armenian population of the Ottoman Empire residing in 
vulnerable points was dislocated to diff erent parts of the Empire like Syria and 
Lebanon of today with a bill enforced in 1915 that ended in 1916. Nonetheless 
due to poor conditions of warfare, authority gap and feud of local Muslims 
(both of Kurds and Turks) Armenian population suff ered a lot, which is then 
commonly referred to as the so-called Armenian genocide. 

Armenians in Sevres and Lausanne Treaties

Th e treaty of Sevres was signed soon aft er the defeat of the Ottoman Empire in 
WWI. It is said to have opened a new window of hope for the Armenians in search 
of gaining independence. It was during this treaty that Armenian would receive 
recognition as an independent state and free from the Ottoman rule. Former US 
president Wilson was given the task of determining the Armenian borders.

At the League of Nations, a decision was made to assign one state in the 
League in order to fi nd an immediate and long-lasting solution to the Armenian 
problem. Th e aim was to end the confl ict between the Armenians and the Turks 
once and for all. It was also suggested that a committee would be set up which 
would be responsible for preparation of reports on the progress of the issue. 
Correspondingly Turkish Armenians were consequently given the right to set 
up their home in East Anatolia. In September 1921, the league made a decision 
and clarified that this Armenian home had to be independent of Turkey. 
Th e representatives of Armenia stood fi rmly behind the idea of founding an 
independent and United Armenian state as was provided for in the treaty of 
Sevres. In March 1922, aft er a meeting by the foreign ministers of Britain, Italy 
and France in Paris, the scheme of founding a national Armenian land rather 
than an independent Armenia was adopted and the following decision was made:

 Th e position of Armenians should be taken into consideration due to the 
disasters they faced and the favours they had done to the allied states during the 
war. Th erefore, it is requested that the League of Nations help to fi nd a national 
home in order to protect Armenians and to fi nd a solution to their problem.18

18 “Armenian Issue Allegations - Facts, Turco-Armenian Relations, Armenians in the Sevres Treaty and 
the Lausanne Conference”, retrivied from <http://www.kultur.gov.tr/EN,32235/armenians-in-the-
sevres-treaty-and-the-lausanne-confere-.html>, on 20 February 2014. 
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However, as a consequence of Turkish Independence War the treaty of 
Lausanne was dated on 24 July 1923. In an interesting twist of events, where 
Turks gained consecutive success against Greeks and Armenians, there was no 
recognition of the Armenians in this treaty. Th is paved a way for the success of 
the Turkish Republic as it rendered the treaty of Sevres invalid.

Armenian Secret Army for the Liberation of Armenia 
(ASALA)

As it is known acts of terrorism have been common in history even since 
before World War I. Armenian committees committed various terroristic 
actions both against Muslim civilians and Ottoman offi  cials like the attack 
on Bank Ottoman or directly against the Sultan. Armenian Secret Army for 
the Liberation of Armenia (ASALA) was an organisation that used terroristic 
methods. It operated from 1975 to early 1990s (Roy 2004, p. 170). Its most 
prominent leader was Iraqi born Hagop Hagopian who ruled the organisation 
from its establishment in 1975 until his death in 1988. Th e United States 
offi  cially recognised ASALA as a terrorist organisation in the 1980s19. ASALA 
terrorist organisation is claimed to be responsible for over fi ft y attacks between 
1975 and 1985. One of their main goals was to force the Turkish government 
to acknowledge and publicise its role and full responsibility for the so-called 
Armenian genocide of 1915. Th e Organisation remained active in parts of 
Lebanon, Greece, Turkey, the United States, and Western Europe. ASALA 
carried out a series of assassinations of Turkish diplomats and their families in 
merciless attacks. 

Most of its recruits were trained in camps in Beirut belonging to the 
Palestinian Liberation Organisation. As any other terrorist organisation, 
ASALA received a lot of criticism from the international community for their 
acts. Most of the criticism came aft er the attack on Esenboga airport (Ankara). 
During the attack, the militants attacked and killed nine passengers who were 
waiting for their fl ight at a restaurant. 

Th e ASALA issue caused a lot of controversy as Turkey started to accuse 
other countries like Russia, Syria and Lebanon for harbouring, motivating and 
even funding ASALA. Th e former president of Turkey, Kenan Evren, ordered 
for the elimination of ASALA by the National Intelligence Organisation. On 28 
April 1988, the leader of ASALA, Hagop Hagopian was assassinated in Athens, 
Greece; along with a consecutive operation performed by Turkish secret forces 
both at home and abroad ASALA was dissolved. 

19 See: United States Department of State “Patterns of Global Terrorism Report” (1989)
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Turkish-Armenian relations after the Cold War

Regardless of the fact that the Republic of Turkey was one of the fi rst 
countries to recognise Armenia’s independence (16 December 1991),20 the 
diplomatic relations between countries have not been yet established offi  cially. 
Th e Turkish-Armenian land border was closed in 1993 on the initiative of 
Ankara as Turkey, in order to establish diplomatic relations with Armenia, has 
put forward three preconditions to Armenia, by which Yerevan should formally 
renounce:
– territorial claims against Turkey;
– accusations against the Ottoman Empire in the so-called genocide and the 

requirements of its international recognition;
– “aggressive policy” against Azerbaijan21.

The Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs has, however, indicated that 
“Favourable conditions to establish relations with Armenians have not been 
materialised”.22 It has also expressed that it is the wish of Turkey to bring the 
bilateral relations between the two countries to a normal environment for the 
purpose of advancement of peace.

In the course of time, the European Union, the Council of Europe, and 
the United States of America initialised various attempts to restore mutual 
relations that failed due to diff erent reasons. Th e main impediment to the 
Turkish-Armenian relationships in the 21st century is their common history and 
the Karabakh confl ict. Th e Armenian side continuously holds the stance that 
the genocide occurred and should be internationally recognised not excluding 
the Republic of Turkey. Th e Turkish side, on the other hand, consistently puts 
forward to open archives and create a common commission to study genocide 
claims while Armenian part holds the point that would degrade the genocide 
issue. 

Conclusion

Within the frames of the paper it is attempted to study the historical 
background of Turkish-Armenian relations. Following the analysis it is 
concluded that:
– Turks and Armenians, since they started to share the common land, from 

the ancient time had been living in peace by being infl uenced with the 
culture of both sides.

20 See: The offi cial website of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, <www.mfa.gov.tr>
21 Ibid. 
22 “Relations between Turkey and Armenia” in Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

http://www.mfa.gov.tr/relations-between-turkey-and-armenia.en.mfa
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– Strategic and political aims of external forces changed the situation 
dramatically.

– History plays a crucial role in the construction of common identities for 
both nations.

– Th e interpretation of the displacement issue and description of genocide 
constitutes a big obstacle for the future establishment of mutual relations.

– Th e role of external powers, geo-politic and geo-strategic structure of the 
Southern Caucasus as well play a crucial role in the resolution process of 
the confl ict.

– Modern Turkish-Armenian relations are complicated by a number of inter-
related issues. Th e most signifi cant of these relate to the historical perception 
of reality diff erently.

– Th e Armenian-Turkish reconciliation is still used by a number of states and 
organisations as an eff ective means of exerting political pressure on Turkey. 
Th is approach is particularly evident in the policy of the European Union.
Correspondingly, taking into account the above-mentioned factors in a close 

future a real resolution for the establishment of a permanent consensus seems 
too tough. Increasing nationalism, populist rhetoric are the additional factors 
deteriorating the situation.
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Stosunki Turcji z Armenią

Streszczenie

Źródła historyczne odnotowują pierwsze kontakty między Turkami i Or-
mianami w wieku X, kiedy to plemiona tureckie zaczęły napływać na tereny 
zwane dziś Anatolią. W trakcie Bitwy pod Manzikertem (1071 r.), która jest 
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oceniana jako kamień milowy wejścia Turków do Anatolii, Ormianie wspierali 
Turków przeciwko imperiom Bizancjum. W następstwie tego Turcy i Ormianie 
współistnieli na tych terenach w sposób pokojowy – Ormianie byli traktowani 
przez Turków osmańskich jako naród lojalny, okazujący swą lojalność wobec 
władz państwa osmańskiego. Aż do czasu, kiedy to Imperium Osmańskie 
wkroczyło w okres swego rozpadu, chrześcijańscy Ormianie i muzułmańscy 
Turcy mieszkali razem, gdy Ormianie i  inne niemuzułmańskie mniejszości 
Imperium Osmańskiego cieszyli się wolnością religijną i kulturową. Tym nie-
mniej w miarę jak wielowiekowe Imperium Osmańskie chyliło się ku upadkowi, 
problem ormiański stawał się stopniowo zagadnieniem międzynarodowym, 
jako że Ormianie rozwiązanie kwestii swej podległości wiązali z interwencją 
potęg imperialnych, takich jak Imperium Rosyjskie, Wielka Brytania i Francja. 
W konsekwencji konfl ikt między tym lojalnym narodem Imperium skończył 
się procesem wypędzeń, które spowodowały dużą liczbę ofi ar, co z kolei dało 
impuls debacie w dużej mierze wpływającej na politykę zagraniczną współcze-
snej Turcji we wszystkich jej kierunkach.

Słowa kluczowe: Armenia, Turcja, ludobójstwo, wypędzenia, Imperium 
Osmańskie, historia.
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