





THE YEAR OF OUR LORD Nineteen Hundred and Sixty-five con-
stitutes the Fiftieth Anniversary of the 1915 general Turkish Massacre of the
Armenians, an event which cost that nation one million five hundred
thousand in dead, and an additional one-half million in displaced, diseased,
abducted, lost, maimed or multilated, loathe to mention untold wealth in
properties plundered or destroyed and the continued occupation by the
criminal nation of an ancient homeland as historically and juridically the
proprietorship of Armenians as France is the dominion of the French.

It comes therefore as an especially bitter irony to Armenians that at
this unpropitious moment, as a people bearing the scars of Turkish brutality,
scattered to the four winds through actions taken by Turkey, prepare to
remember its martyred folk, Turkish representatives to the United Nations

tion have chosen to speak out before that concert of nations
purporting that the Greeks, rather than Turks, are “genocidists,” that the
history of Greece, rather than that of Turkey, has been “stained by a long
career of mass murder.”

Armenians are saying, “Look who's talking, will you!”

It is as a matter of fact the history of Turkey that is “stained by a long
career of mass murder;” and as an effort to straighten out the record and

to the ill-advised and untimely attempt of the Turk to pin on
others the terrible burden of the authorship of genocide, we offer here the
record of the Turk from 1822 to 1922, confessing at the same time that we
have so wearied of the grim exercise of recreating scenes of Turkish horror
we have said nothing about the famous Turkish crimes preceding the Greek
War of Independence, which were legion.
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TURKEY: AUTHOR OF GENOCIDE
THE CENTENARY RECORD OF TURKEY 'y
18221922
®
A FOREWORD



THE MASSACRE AT CHIOS 1822

In 1821, satiated by years of brutal Turkish rule, its ancient pride
reasserting itself after centuries of suppression by an inferior and un-
cultured though warlike people, the nation of the Hellenes reared its head
in revolt under the driving genius of such national heroes as Archbishop
Germanos, Ypsilanti, Mavrocordato and Tombasis.

When it became evident to the harassed Sultan Mahmud that the fall
of the Peloponnesus to the insurrectionists would be followed by the spread
of the rebellion to other areas of the empire ethnically, historically and
traditionally Greek, barbarous reprisals were ordered.

The first of these was the summary execution of Gregorios, Patriarch of
Constantinople, April 22, 1821, and the loosing of the Turkish mobs on the
Greek inhabitants of the cities and towns of the Turkish mainland. Other

*...The Sultan wished to take new reprisals to terrify the reyas (Christian
subjects), and to cause the nations of Europe to reflect... Chios was an easy
prey, and suspected nothing, having always lived on good terms with the Porte,

even to take part in the insurrection of Hellas and th
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their youth and beauty saved them from massacre, to deliver them over at once
to outrageous assaults or to reserve them for the shameful fate of the harem.
They were led off in long troops; they were put on the market and sold in
the bazaars of Smyrna, Constantinople and Brusa. Whatever resisted was killed
without mercy. At Mesta, a young girl cried and struggled against an Arnaug
the madman seized her loosened hair, turned back the collar, and with a cut of
his sabre severed her pretty head. The person who described this scene to me
saw it with his own eyes.”

The number of Greeks murdered at Chios: 50,000.

ARMENIANS AND NESTORIANS IN KURDISTAN 1850

In 1850, the Turks, faced with increasing resistance among the Armenian
and Nestorian mountaineers of the Kurdistan area of Armenia to the
insistant efforts of corrupt Turkish officialdom to collect the usurious taxes
placed on them—outrageous imposts the village folk were called upon to
pay in addition to “protection” monies extorted from them by the Kurds,
the co-religionist tribesmen of the Turks, as the price of their safety—simply
pleaded the disloyalty of the indignant villagers, approached the Kurdish
leader Beder Khan Beg, and insinuated great booty for him if he were to
wipe out the “offending” giavour (that is, infidel) hill communities and
thus at the same time win the favor of the government as a loyal subject.

This the intrepid Kurdish leader proceeded to do at the head of a
motley Kurdish “irregular” force, armed with Turkish governmental-issue
rifles, and financed, blessed, bribed and supported by the government. The
toll in human lives: 12,000; in abject human misery, untold.

Whilst the fact of these atrocities were sufficiently terrible to brand
the crime unredeemable, their aftermath was equally as frightful.

The British archaeologist and diplomat, Sir Austen Henry Layard, who
journeyed through the general area of the carnage in Kurdistan only shortly
after the event (by the way, Sir Austen could never be accused of bias
in favor of the Armenians, for he was a loyal servant of prevailing British
policy at the moment which called for the mitigation of Turkish misdeeds
to substantiate Britain’s concern over Russia’s interest in Turkey) wrote in
his “Nineveh,” pp. 24-201:

*(During the massacres) 1000 men, women and children concealed them-
selves in a mountain fastness. Beder Khan Beg... unable to get at them, sur-
rounded the place, and waited until they should be compelled to yield by thirst
and hunger. Then he offered to spare their lives on the surrender of their arms
and property, terms ratified by an oath on the Koran. The Kurds were then
admitted to the platform. After they had disarmed their prisoners they commenced
an indiscriminate slaughter, untl weary of using their weapons, they hurled
the few survivors from the rocks into the river Zab below. Out of nearly 1000
only one escaped.”




















































































