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o R - Ozdinence |
statlng null and void the wholesalev715ff
by the Agrlcultural Bank of 1mmovable

property of Armenien deportees of Clllclé.“

Colonel Brémond, an. Commander‘oi the Tegion G.M.Ga“
-High Administrator of enemy territories in North Gilicia.

Whereas, the Agricultural Bank, having violaﬁed the »
. Otboman law, pursued and realized the wholesale of 1mmovable‘
'property‘of Armenian deporteeg hJQOthqutiD% them by mean
| of mortgages ‘ | | ‘ »

Whereas, there are reasons o pﬁt an end‘to’the con—

sequences of this illegalitys

C)MA4J}}/' Hav1ng an eye uponﬁthe Decree of January 19, 1919,

- of the High General Commander, who organized emporar11§ﬁ

the Admlnlstration of enemyaoccupled territories 1n the
North of Ciliciay = = 2

V /
laving an eye upon the sixth ammex of the Instruction

of February 19, 1919, of tho High General Commander,

DECIDES :;

Article 1 v :
‘GEE;&Stated null and vééES)As a violation of the Ottoman

to ~fha
law, +the wholesales of all immovable property &z detrlment

of Armenian deportees, carried out by the Bank of Agr1cul~

g

5 ture on the basis of mortgages handed over the Armenians

- prior to the declaration of fff;ff;?ffﬁfZl«’;“




o8t

property as soon as bthey establish their former ownership
S >

Article 2 /4
origined W*M’e‘ ") neD |
The former owners shall ggb a right to\po sess their

to thége properiys J
Lot

If the 1ands¢-the former owners shall red&@vg,sane

beeaw &

planted, the former ovmers have to pay)durlng harvest)the
Cen Ceat™

value of labor}to the planters; this vglug will be esbi~

nated, in the event of discrepancy, by arbitration .of the

Commission of the Province;

Apticle 3
The responsiblility of the Agrlcaltural Bank is estab-~
lished by the Ottoman law in forceg

Article 4
All transgressions of aforesaid provisions shall be
feravna et
subject to one day to six month(ﬁmprisonment and a fine

of 50-100 Turkish Pounds.

Article 5
Civil and mllltary authorit1es£y§$; the aurlsdldiggﬁb
each in itsazzgivggent, o carry oub the present Decrees
Adana, April 3, 1919. .

Administratioak?f Enemys.Occupied Territories
in Norbthern Zone of Cilicias

Siggedz Cpl. Brénonde

S&es.fb&gadamarﬁ\' Arpenian daily, published in Constan-
tinople, Wednesday,\ipril 165 1919. o

L



Paris, Kéust 20, 1925 |

: A -

Mr., President: _ ' ,
We have the honor to submitQ;izgour kind con31deration

Wi
thenmemoﬂéndum here—below, whitch exposes the treatment 1mposed
o\N
ﬁb—the Armenians of Turkey by the Government of Ankaraﬁgané’
22, "\J '63"- ’
M@ request you to schedule zﬁ'the agenda. of the neézést mee-

ting of the Coun01l of the League of Natlons the question

)
which will be 1ts object, and which, partly, has already been
the object of dellberatlons.

AmaX L
We are conv1nced theut our(}awfu%}protestation will ﬁlnd
a favg%rable receptlon at your Honorable ribunal, and that

- an equitable and quick solution will be glven to these grie-
vancéi as §£§§uj; e have the honor to present you the homage
of our highest consideration. |

| For the Central Committee of the Armenian
Refugees:

Signed/ Leon Pashalian.

To His Excellency Mr. Quinones de Leon

President of the Council of the League of Nations.

The' Treaty of Lau;aéé and the Armenians
of Turkey.
‘ About a year haé elapsed since the coming into force of
the Treaty of Lau?ane! and_weigpé—s;;fy%to-seemshet Lhe sape
uhiéi,ggz's1ﬁg over the vital rights of Armenlans,
~0L hjﬂ at least envisdged in _he stlpulations concernlng Mino-

fuw trmd ke W
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rities and General Amnesty, a.certain amelloratlon of thelr
o éﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁ}LLar Lo oo
future destlnyyﬂhas not been observed. Really, their(\;gna-_
2.

Not to speak about the Armenlans of Turkey residing in
CovnkrieS wus«
foreign conntry, wekgeve—td\p01nt out that the Government of

Qfeversed

: 0 teworeli i s
Ankara exexreed an ine#xorable hardnssé a&k%ﬂmrtrfrespect,
K%
In spite of the statements of the Turkish Delegates at
1Y 2othor (Zed-
the Conference of Lau;hgg, (the Government) have not au sorized

Vi
any one of=them to return'*hto Turkey,'andjﬁgth thé'succe831am

Pov M?ﬂz/mw/'if )l-(l
sz’measures and regulanions,5¥E3§£§é£§:2i§2§§§:$0 seize all.

their possessions.

Ia—the beginning, it was said that there was no question

an(’u{
of "Abandoned Goods" of "Fugltlves"(gg%?;aaéigiey stated ‘that

Th- contgmmt - S3%%
they were directed ea&a;by4anx1ety of saweguarding these pos-

fo

sessions, waltingA#he rightful o%?ere:;eturn,aems;
asf-
But a "Law" laatiy promulgatedLApril 15,1923, changed th;rﬂ
o
feature and edieted that the seizure must be extended = to
Adecnee A

. o)t\‘\% ’
. all qxex property of absent persons, whatever mag-be the date,

reasons and cireﬁmstances of their departurekyva7 fo.

| Moreover, the right to be presented by a procurator was
Aens

1:5353§§§]E§55355i}? and all procuratlons were declared in ad-
vance nulland void.’

Very recently, at Smyrna and elsewhere, they proceeded

Tﬁ;} auction salee) to sell the property they séizéE}Z»
Extending the stipulations of the "Law", the Government
ngxe}confiscated as—well the deposits of Armenians in the'

an Wl
Banks and Agencies of Foreign Banks, and issued a writ of

A
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- atbtachment against the deposits transferred to Europe by

A FQV
the same Agenc:.es, that, .;;n consequenél, eved iao_-be-——‘

"o Wes on obliged pot to restore them to their lawful owners.

Fothor Ty e S

We may point out Wy)that the Turkish guteorities-

have promised to grant a prem:Lum to all those persons who
Futliee

Aol borcled tepon
would denounce the absent beople, _ané-/(they Qﬂns:.de:ced_and_
Wceakened

i, | & (treatened SG&BJ individuals who bawe never left Turkey,
\‘—_——

frelel
but who;e property were in the localities other

than their actua d’zge51dence. )

BHE Armen:l.ans of Turkey, before and durlng waaz-—é—t—he——

world War I), Weft the country for Qommeeea;ai—-affaa:rs-rt—*
Bobliow ’au-‘hor\za.'ﬂ"cm,t
for reasons of health or to achiewe their studies, by abuo-
 2ithen valid sowplile
rization 4 with regular passports dela.vered to them by the

Turkish authorities, or, later prf, during the occupation

(by the Allied forces) with a éeg&i§£=§a£e-eeaéuet delivered

fother freS
by the Allied autorities. Others bawe left the count@#y after

//« .
the Smyrna affair: the Commandgaent’ of the Turkish Army, the
Socoeu

Pxvisk®r Division General Nureddine Pasha, as egndy as he

entered imb® the city, invited the Greekg and Armen:.an,ﬁ

\\/

1hhab1’cants,‘cunder:the>—'brea#ment ‘o deport tbem-by forc
to the interior and detain g in concentration camps, ,t'bo
leave immediately [the coun ry/wi'bh)dout being subject to

passport formalities. ‘/, : g

The Armenians, Turkish subje ts, who long O

Iua

@ res:.w countz d others who left
O'\s )

Turkey. f@s— 1¥rsy during or after wa:r.', .gt‘é"g alld’z(iiéprlved

6 k’ LG 2SS
of their furinture, buildings, Adeposn.ts :.-n—é&nk—s—-and so-on.

'{-\,‘-“1*‘07'@

st esd



4 thm\ M ;u/Q/

Wt Must yeremember also the morel torture 1nf11cted,§a/many

ﬁwmvgzw -

famllies, some members of which are re81dent5£§3fore1gn
st eel
countrles,Aare not xiged to join their relatives at home.
Moreover, the Turkish Consular auﬁ%rltles refuse to re-

cous "b\—crwuai“-*—g‘g/
cognlze the organ&e—statut of Armenians in foreign countries

[apead Tt
and deliver them identifylng doeaments, so that all their

@ququ; . . )
afrairs- of heritage w1ll, guardenshlp, emancipation ete, z&”“~

are- suspended. Bavt booy akLuuH%

The Armenians wefq«yaltlng until now in=pedingec hoplng
that this situation will be ended, but fzggzéoétdlmlnlshlng,
rigouraus measures Gu“%nforced da§2g5 day.the<21a1ms
arg“"gde from 2§é§§f§§§t and protestations are accumulateét'

Neither human right9 nor constltutlonal laws of Turkey,
neither tractatiens-at Lag%ane, nor t%? Franco-Turklsh ag-
reement at Ankara, an&:nalther the Treaty of Kars/concluded
on October 51, 1921, ée:aet justify these acts. Any lawful
principle d&ﬁhot admit seizure of property. General Amnesty
had been proclalmed by the Treaty of Laufane. Even the 1560—
Moslems)sentenced to death by the Turkish Courts and excluded
Rm from amnesty gratigication, have not been deprived of their
property; they have been glven(? delaz)to llquldJ%helr pos-

sessions through procurators. The same right was recognized

#0 Greeks of Constantinople, who were subjecte®to be exchan-

-P‘*r'——a(' Qoash equ R
ged. The most elementary Jjustice urges for;ﬁrmeﬁaanSSaAtreat—
The drmon gt b~
ment 5 gg_%ﬁfas prescribed by the stipulations

of the Lauzhne Treaty.
In addltlon, the Turkish au%brities find Raxdk fault

|
|



2 , ; Gt ,
o . .
with thgse Armenians who, during foreign occupation of Turkish
A,
territories, have-been granted, by decision of the Allied
aAdtori Tres
autorities, passports and special protection to travel to
wi
- A Europe, and would not recognize them as their ¥ subaects,

o . Turkish subjects. Is it adm1551b1e that t#8 Allied protection,
. capehie ot
f 'bemporary character and which could nob bestOWmi/

c2uUd 2
ﬁz{“foreign nationality, may be used as a metif of perpetual
o ‘ ; ;
banishment and spoliation against those persons?
‘Qé‘o'w\a«u-\l

Turkey formelly limited in the Laupane Treaty the cases
and conditions of the change of nationality, granting this
right only to the inhabitants of the territories dm detached
o & : ‘ 2 -
from,Ottomen Empire, how caginow $hey refuse to recognize
Turkish nationality to their kxmswkamxs subjects of Armenian
descent, to whom the above-mentioned provisions cannot be ap-
lied. |

No principle autorizes to hinder voluntary return to home

\{oﬂéy // L P p 7 J ‘

- q&;a citizeﬁ)who has not been sentenced by a tribunal, and

oblige him to abandon his original citizenship, unless his

X ot Querendrere
<:§E§E; country,has been detached by a Treaty, even in such case
one must have the right of option and the liberty to dispose
L .
property. Many Moslems of Constantinople have traveled to
Europe, after Armistice, with the same passports delivered

QW)((‘\'!IS GuarCOV TS 2
by Allied autorities, and this, of eaurse, has never consti-

© tmosa ko forRek
tited a motif of forfeituzs frem»nationality and seizure of
property.
Yad
It is time to stop thgse flagrant denial of Jjustice and

inequality of treatment which has a tendency to perpetﬁate



6
only hatred and animosity, and that is antipddal to the basic

principles intended by the Treaty. Frahce, Great-Britain
C oA WA \}‘—V\l 2uX>

and Italy that made engagemenfs in regard to Armenians, and
- the League of Nations, charged by Lau#aqs Treaty to safeguard
“the rights of minorities, "which constitute obligations of

1nternatlonal interest" and ha?Lbeen guaranteed have the
vndefl

duty to take this situation into serious consideratlon, and
3

we nmust hope that the Government of Ankara, under better ins-
\ves k32 fecarry oo

off?iz; plratlons“ would not\\}ss to accompllsg)the duties of a modern
1\

and civilized State..

The points to be establlshed may be resumed as follows:

1. Restitution to Armenians of their property and4Z;2E£éF~
for those who would not return to Turkey, to administer their

property by procurators.
7 < 2. Eaequ& to return to Turkey for those Armenians who

to enjoy the same rights as other

Turkish citizens. |

skako ™

v 3 .Acknowledgement of the personal statute of Armenians of
Turkey who reside in forelgn country and w1sh to preserve
thelr Turkish cltizenshlp.

Paris, Agust 20, 1924.

BRI IRIRINIg:S
uanni
nun
e R

Geneva;‘September 5, 1925
Mr. Secretary General: 0%@55

. (G X RN
With reference to our letter dated last ﬁgusg/éo accompa~-

nied by a memorandum on the treatment inflicted by the Governme
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of Ankara to Armenians of Turkeyfresiding in foreign coun-
tries, we have the honor e: include herewith the list, which
appeared until to,day 1n#&urkish newspapers, of all property
belonglng to those Armenlans, whlch have been sold in public
auctions et several cities of Turkey. v

The silence kept until now by the League ef Nations in
such an affair, which, in conformity with the Treaty of
Lau%an%,(Zj:Eepending on itsrjurisdiction, serVes as an y

Q?fyencouragement to the Government of Ankara to continue its

pollcy of spollatlon in regard of us (Armenlans)‘gaaﬂgegze;e>

‘éy . e - . e
. R by flnal measures. e request instantly once more %o brlng

this question to the Councll of the League of Nations now
in ;ZZ¥i£g at Geneva. .

Please, Mr. Secretary General be sure to accept our
assurance of high conélderatlon.

The Secretary General:
Slgned/ Leon Pashalian.
To Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond
KeCeM.G.CuB. _

Secretary General of the Leegue of Nations,

Geneva,

Memorandum
of the Central Committee for the Armenian Refugees
despatched to the Secretary General of the League

of Nations on November 22, 1925

Paris, November 22, 1925

Mr. Secretary General:
\q?/"

In our request of 1ast Agust 20, we hade the honor to
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brlng to your kind attention (on)the situation created for

-~

the Turkish subaect>ﬁxmsnxanx of Armenian descent, whose pro-
W eg @
rerty are seized by the Government of Ankara under the pre-

w3 Ry &

text that they are absent from Turkey and that the property
are "Abandoned Goods",

S\ne 2 :
Sunee that date, no measures have been taken to put an

end to the flagrant injustice to which are submitted our

ara sodumdlel 4 oorikiles
unfortunate compatrlots. The Turkish aubtorities persist in
refusing to grant then passports and do not‘gﬁzg;:;e them
to go and‘ggtwéossess1on of their property; at the same time
they declare that the acts‘of procuration are not valid any
more, do.not'recognize the procurators designated by those
who have the right to do so, ahd they are zmmsidarimg conti-
nuing to sell seized property and appropriate the valuables .

\xooa-\'zk-
:Ln Constantinople as in Smyrna and in other cities

of Turkey.
The same fate is forfeited’ to the property of Armenian
communities such as churches, monasteries, schools, ete.
This state of things relain inexplacable and inexplicated,
in spite of reiterated recourses that .the interested persons
c2cogqnze d guthor 1ties
have never ceased to make to the competent autorities.

Let us come to the question posed(in)by our above-men-

tioned request[and expose, as complementary informatlgz))cer-

tain points W demo clearly all the illegality of
the acts committed against us and the conclusiveness of our
qomplaints. |

1. The so called "Law of "Abandoned Goods® that the

~yproclzmeld
Government of Ankara edicted April 1923, is formally 1ncon-
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sistant with the rights of Mlnorltles that (the Turkish

ool
Government) are in obl:.gatlon to respect. In fact,‘ in‘
Article 37 of the Lauzane Treaty, Turkey had recognized aé
fundamental laws the stipulations contained in Articles |
38 to 44 of the Treaty, concerning the protection of Minori-
ties and had admitted that "no law, regulation, nor official
action shall be in conflict or interfere with these stipu-
lations, nor shall any law, regulation, nor action prevaill

over them,"

2. The Article 39 and 40 of the Lauzane Treaty expli-

citely prescribe that the Turkish subjects belonging to

non-Moslem Minorities, enjby the same civil and political

'rlghts as Moslems. Now, the fact of living not in Turkey

and being in a forelgn country, cannot
<y %\:\‘\'S 2L

Armenians of their<gg§1ifi?6T’§§§§§3Turkish subjects, con-

sidering that the absence is a common right and does never
constitute a change of nationality. |
3. The Articles 30 and 36 of the Lauzane Treaty having
specified the persons who cease to be Turkish subjects,
Kﬁr”;;gzgzing the conditions of changing their nationality
(Syria, Palestine, Mesopotamia, etb.), therefore, Armenians
who do not enter in this category, remain as they were

Qubiect>
Turkish sgbﬁéﬁ&s, and the Government of Ankara is contesting

J¥§§i¥ to them this capac1§/)
4, Armenians whom# the Government of Ankara would deny\

2&”’E§ve never been subgett of condemnation by the Turklsh courts.

a2

o
Moreover, the amnesty proclalmed by in the Treaty of Lau?anf,
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recovers them, asiégzg;been*cevereé>all other Turkish sub-

Jjects, Moslem and nop-~Moslem, .
authocrires ' Ao¥horiktes
5. Nothing autorizes the Turkish autorities to consider
as "Abandoned Goods" the property of Armenians who claim

- : LA ,
them personally or byAprocurator. It is arbitrary to conceal

‘adminitratively their deeds (of prqperty), to refuse to re-

cognize the‘acts of procuration, to seize their deposits

 in Banks, to collect their rentals of kmidkdwim buildings,

to sell and appropriate the products, while these possessions'
have their owners and rightful clalmants.
vayosX
It is so strange to impose be\Armenlans such a treatment

that, in any case, is not even equal to the treatment impo-

sed to 150 Turkish'Moslems excluded from the stipulations

o o : § W .
of amnesty proclaimed by the Lau¢ane Treaty; the latter
sentenced to death by the . Courts-Martial and exiled from
ne Tl o

the country, have been granted(to enjoy an?)dispose'their
pnoperty in Turkey.

6. Finally, one must not disregard that the Treaty of
Lauzane use intentionally, follow1ng the case, the terms

of "subjetts" (ressortlssants) and "“inhabitants" to gﬁa—

rantee the special rights of évery~§ne. In fact, the "Subject"
ig a Turkish subject, may live not in Tufkey and have resi-

dence in foreign country, while "Inhabltant“ is considered
?uw:a-w ey
as(@ residing in Turkey in a more or less flxed manner and
“e ¥ : Qobyeet
may be not(:)Turklsh 31baect.

’“,,_—————-Reatering§)Mr. Secretary General, our request to take

into consideration our petition and provide all our recour-

)
PL\:@;GM
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ses?which the state of things above exposed may require
we have the hbnor to preseht 70u the homage of our high

consideration.

Ny
mernnwn
men

=

Paris, December 30, 1925
Mr. Secretary General:
‘oz% : .
We believe to draw attention to the following fact that

is connected with the question of "Abandoned Goods" and the

deposits in Banks ofvTurkish subjetts of A:menian descent, whic
is scheduled in the agenda of the day by the Council of the
League of Nations., |

At the beginning of December running, the Consul General
of Turkey at Paris, has affixed inside and outside of the
Consulate the followiﬁg notice:

"The Turkish subjects having left Turkey:

"1, Before the hostilities (1914),

"2. Without a passport,

“3; Provided with foreign ?assport and desiring to regu-
larize their situation, are informed that they must make
‘their statute through the services of this Consulate that
will deliver thep necessary applications.

"These requests will be received until December 31, 1925.,"

Many Armenians, who have interests in Tﬁrkey and who i
are desirous to regularize their JudxEiaxy ju&idical situa-
tion, went to the Turkish Consulate in order to fill the
necessary applications which could be given then. They were

r2Xl b | .
ﬁbstly surprised when the employees of the Consulate of Turkey
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made a formal statement thét the notice in question did not
concern Armenians.

Even those (Armenians) who were provided with regular
passports delivered by‘the TufkiSh autorities prior to the
war, had their requests rejected. Persoﬁs(ﬁgffgz_gf_fézfgl_;f
may produce their written testimonies if requeSted to affirm
this fact. | | E

Informing you of the proceedings and the facts, we be-
lieve that w®e must prevent all argumentation against which
the Turkish Government might prevail in the future,(reproa- '’
ching)to Armenians, Turkish subjects, residing in foreign
countries having nbt'regularized their situation between the
fixed delay. o

Please, Mr. Secretary General, be sure of the assurance
of my highest cdnsideration. |

| The Secretary General:

Signéd/ Leon Pashalian.,

o ——

‘To Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond,

K.C.M.G. C. B.
Secretary General of the Ieague of Nations,

Geneva.

Paris, January 25, 1926

-

. to the/ Syestgt
We have the duty to bring im/particular attention of the

Mr. Secretary General:

Council of the League of Nations the statements that Mr. Shukri
Bey Sarajoglu, member of the Turkish Delegation at Geneva, has

made when returning to Constahtinople~ahd which have been pub-



A

o .
2 ' 55° G0 AN
lished in the (No of\December X 26 of "Jumhuriet", officiousd

organ of the Turkish Government.

Interviewed by a correspandant of that newspaper, Mr.
Shukri‘E;g said among others:

"in the question of Arméniéns,our Delegation has felt
a just discontent. Before going to the meeting of the Coun-
cil, (the Delegation) was complaining that thié question
has Béen scheduled in the agenda of the day, unlawfully.
The Delegation said yhat the claimants are Armenians who
to=day are not 22;;13é22§ as Turkish subjects and if the
Leagge of Nations goes thoﬁroughly into the question of the
cfﬁiﬁﬁﬁis made by individuals who have 1eft'Turkey, this
would oﬁen the way again to w;fry the minorifies, who‘had
expressed their satisfaction about their state andQ;enoun—
cemené}to the provisions of the Article 42 of the Treaty
rof Lau%an%.‘So, the League of Nations would ha#e(éésconted'?
the people which they (League‘of Nationé) have to protect.”

At the same date (December 26, 1925) the Turkish news-
papers published a notice, following which "cohsidering that

the sale of “"Abandoned GGoods" belonging to Armenians is

| suffering prejudicial delays to the interests of the country,

?ahbrder had been given to the interested Deparﬁments to fixyf
the prices of buildings, fields and orchards abandoned be-
1ong£ing to Armenians and tb séll them immediately ig‘xnt by
auction".

o o . - ve?br’"’ ou
In the same order of facts, we must signal that\few

days ago, the Turkish Consul at Paris invited by an official
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Notice all Turkish subjects to present themselves in order
32X >
to regularlze their persenal statute, but when Armenians
\\n‘:«:‘t w2 '
answered to th:.s appeal he_m them .q@that the notice
AASw\t,$S2.6:,\QLQ_M
could not concern them and sent them avay heme—
Ax Skolls 60 WX

&> ¥t resnlts ‘of these statements, measures and proceedings

that the Government of Ankara is inexorably pursuing the
dectecd

application of the "Law" of April 15, 1923, which had edicted
the general seizure of the property of Armenians absent from
the country, whatever may be the date, ;;;??\and circumstan-
ces of their departure, and which stated thattyhe procura-
tions given by the absent persons are no ;ggglvalld.

The "Law" of the "Abandenmed Goods" is based an an ob-
vious equivoque, becaﬁse the prdperty;it proclaims "Aban~

doned" have their pnogrietors and their rightful owhers,
Liyony

who are aEkinmg = in and who are claiming their

rights. They would return home, or at least administrate
their property by procurators, but the¥ areﬁgept at hinde-
rance) by the Government.

It must be noticed that a great many ofbthese Armenians

S
were in foreign countries beforeAwar (World War I), and

that others have égg; during the hostilities (1914), all
provided with regular passports and having plausible rea-
sons as for commercial affairs, health, study, etc.

Also the inhabitants of Smyrna and thefy neighbouring
districts who had been forcibly ;;;:?iZd to move temporarily
from the country by the Commanders of the Turkish Armies,

those localites having been declared military zone.
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3 Finally, there are othersxgypo seized by comprehensive
) j - panic, have gone ,_)waiting to get home when the situation

¢ ii\\___Yill come into normal.

How one could rlghtfully refuse to all these Armenians,
aalwt
good and peaceful citizens, their ca§§c1ty to be Turkish

Y ,

Jg?y subjects, that has not been ever expressed by an 1nterna—
/ Coaded

s - tional act, such as for inhabitants of countries detached

Irak

etec, and whose all

from Turkey: Syria, Palestine

FESTUEREX recoﬁrses effectuated to Ankara, remained unsuc-

cessful?/Have they proceeded in the same manner with other

Moslem or non-Moslem subjects of Turkey? Does the Article

39 of the Lauzane Treaty not‘guaréntee to Armenians to enjoy

as well as Moslems the same rights civil and polltlcal9
 NeRy v ®

Pretending that those, because Armenlans, must stay
at home and not travel %$der the penalty of 1oosing their
nationality, w1llvbeAaC§§£;§§£§;? ko—tike to dispossess them
of their property because they are absent from the country
tem§%rar¢1ywould have been inconceivable and inadmissible

rossness)in Law and justice.

By Article 37 of the Treaty of Lauzane m did not Turkey
sign an engagement nét to 3Exmit promulgate any law, ahy
regﬁlation or any official action in =& contradiction with
the stipulatidns concerning Minorities? How one may conciliate
such an engagement with the treatment scarcely co&ered‘in
the statements of Mr. Shukri Bey Sarajoglu relative to the
future féte of Armenians in Tﬁrkey,

In the Note dated 20 Ocﬁobe: 1925, the SeCretariatA

General:of the Goverhment of Ankara has written that ®“the
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actual situation of Armenians having left Turkish territory
- ted

before the signature of Lauzane Treaty has been regulapizgd

by the Declaration of ismet Pasha at the Conference of ILau-

- zane, Declaration consigned in the mm minutes No 13 of the

session on Thuésday July 17, 1923.%
Now the fact that he has been engaged to apply the -amnesty

J;¢? in a large spirit,) and has stated that only “troﬁble-makers“

would be excluded from returning in Turkey; he had never

spokeh sbout the seizures which would be practiced on the pro-

perty of Armenians absent from the country.

Such a measure seemed so injust and far from his thin-
-

king, that eveéleO Moslems of Turkey sentenced to death by
' bron rawte d

the Courts Martial and excluded from amnesty, have recognized
to-enjoy their rights of disposing fully their pnoéerty.

In the same order of thinking non-exchangeable Greeks

not d
who are/augprlzeﬂ to return to Turkey, have not deprived,
{ﬂ‘-‘cas e

rlghtfully, to exerce their rights on the property left by

them in the country (Turkey).
QR
It results of these con51deratlons that the treatment

¢il of the League of Nations has the charge to dissipate. It
W R w3
is not a question of Turkey's interior order, but of interna-

<\Tnfllcted to Armenians proceed from a confusion that the Coun

tional order, and settled under the guarantee of the League
of Nations., |

1t is under the compulsion of daily complaints that the
Central Committee is making this recourse; these complaints

are coming from Armenians temporarily residing in Greece,
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Bulgaria, Rumenia and‘waiting with anxiety the solution ‘
. LhkaXo> '
of the question of their personal statute, the safeguard
of khxxxxskimix what is remainihg from their property, and
thevépplication of rights contained in the stipulations.'
of the Lauzane Treaty cohcerning Minorities.
They cannot recognize the validity of sales made by
2 oMar X1 eS . o
‘Turkish autorities under the fiction of "Abandoned Goods"
and the amounf,of which, following the Turkish newspapers,
already reached one million Turkish Pounds. They consider
kkak these séles as null and void, and, trusting in their
~cause, are walting for,just;be as well ax from thg~League
“'of Nations as wx from the Turkish Government.
<I§:§§§:§§:} an uigent measure muét be taken to ask the
- Government of Ankara to postpone the sale of proérty seized,
S until the solution to be given to this affair by the Council
of the league of Nations.
| | Sincérely....
~ The Secretary Generalg
Signed/ Leon Péshaliah.
The‘Hon. Sir Jeames Eric Drummond
K.CeMeG.C.B.

Secretary of the League of Nations

Geneva.

Paris, June 1, 1926
Mr. Secretary General: |
We have the honor to include herewith a memorandum

- concerning the illegality and nullity of the measures of"-
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seizure and denationalization taken in regard of Armenians
| by the Turkish Government, composed by André randelstam,
member of the Institute of international Right, who has
agreed, as we have §§€522a to you in our letter dated Ireb-
ruary 4, 1926, to award his juridical concurrence.,
We‘believe we have to add that all conclusions of mr.
Mandelstam are fully adopted by our Committee.
2ce2 T
Please, Mr. Secreta:y General, be sure to agree the
- assurance of our high consideration.
The Secretary‘Géneral:
Signed/ Ieon Pashalian.
Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond
KeCeMeGsCuBo ’
Seéretary General of the League of Nations

- Geneva.

Memorandum
of Mr. André Mandelstam |
on the illegality and hullity of measures of seizure
'and,Denationalizafion taken against thé Armenians

By Turkish Government.

I , _
The Rights of Armenian%following The Treaty of Lauzane

The Article 39 of the Treaty of Lauzanne signed on July
24, 1923, carries: "The'Turkish,subjects belonging to non-
Moslem minorities shall énjoy the same rights civil and poli-

tical as the Moslems. All inhabitants of Turkey, without
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distinction of religion, ehall be equal before the law..."
And in the Article 44 of the same Treaty: "Turkey
undertakes that, in the measure where the preceedihg Ar-
ticles of the Section affect the non-Moslems of Turkey,
the stipulations constitute obligations of international
‘interest and placed under the guarantee of the League of
Nations". -

However, the Treaty of Lauzane is distinguished of
the Treaties called of Minoritieshzmnznix concluded by
the Principal Allied Powers with other States such as
' o an d olhers
Poland, Czechoslavskia, etc, by the absence of stipulations
regulating the acquisitionror loss of nationality in Tur-
key. The Section Ii of the Part I of the Treaty is entitled
"Nationality" concerning only Turkish subjectiis establlshed
on the territories dggﬁzztd from Turkey.

So a distressing problem is posed. The protection
of the Ieague of Nations not being assured by the Treaty
of Tauzane only to non-Moslem minorities, QE:EL are sub-
jects of Turkey. Must we conclude from this that (Turkey)
has the right to exclude, of 1ts own will, from suae;1on
- the members of the minorities and deprive them by thisv
indirect means, from the Protection ef_the Leegue of‘Na—
tions? |

The anslysis of the acts signed at TLauzane as well as
of the minutes of the Conference lead to a negative ans-
Mies e

wer to this questions, and this for the reasons exposed

hereunder.



PN

0*““§§p* .

XY

20

The statement relative to_the amnesty

The "Declaration relative to the amnesty and the pro-

" tocol" signed at Lauzane on July 24, 1923 by Great-Britain,

‘France, Italy, Japan, Greece, Rumania and Turkey contain

the chapter I and III, so wording:

I. "Any individual inhabitant or having inhsbited in
Turkey, and, reciprocally, any person inhabiting or having
inhabited Greece, must not be worried or molested in Turkey,
and reciprocally, in Greece, under any pretext, because of
his military or polifical conduct or becmuse of the assis-
tahce‘he could have given to a foreign Power Signatory of
the Peace Treaty to the date of this day or to its subjects
between Aguét‘l, 1914 and No&éﬁber 20;A19§O.

ITI. "Full and complete amnesty shgll be granted respeck-
tively by therTﬁrkish Government and by the Greek Government
for all crimes and deiicts'coﬁmitted during the period in
;&ident connection with'thé political events taken place
during this perlod"

&\aoo\lz‘a
These texts(gﬁgiiibe sufficient to assure to Armenlans

inhabiting or hav1ng inhabited Turkey the :éﬁé?ize of a com-
plete amnesty. However, the painful situation of Armenlans
‘drawn during Lauzane Confereny!ce, the particular atten-
tion of the Plenlpotentlarles of Allied Powers and was the
object of long talks with Turkish Delegation, as it is re-
giétered in the minutes of fhe,First Committee of the Confe-~

rence No 9, 11, and 13, of May 19, June 4 and July 17, 1923.

The exchange‘of views in this matter ended with the Decla-
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\Jﬁﬁ{ation of ismet Pasha on Juiy 17, 1923,

1T
Declaration of Ismet Pasha on July 17141923A'

The Declaration of Ismet Pasha must certainly Be
considered as the genuine interpretation of the Turkish
Delegation of the Declaration of -amnesty. Very recently

e (\—it already received, by the side of Turkey, a new conse-
' cnation,in fact, the letter of the Tﬁrkish Government to
the Secretary General of the League of Nations, dated Oc-
~tober 20, 1925, bea&ing the signature of Tewfik Kiamil Bey,
_ contains in its last paragraph, the following declaration:
"As to the actual situation of the Armenians having left
the Turkish territories before the signature of the Lau-
sanne Treaty, have been regulated by the Declaration of

Ismet Pasha at the Conference of Lausanne, declaration

\;;nyi  that is consigned in the sfaminutes No 13 of the session
1 7 ‘ :

j))e"& of Thiesday July 17, 1923".

The above-mentioned Declarstion of Ismet Pasha

is as follows:

"ISMET PASHA declares that the Turkish Government
desires to apply as soon as possible'the provisions of
the Declaration relativé to the amnesty sincerely and
punctually. The uovernment shall apply in a spirit as
extensive as the other'fbwers signatory of the Declaration.
it was natural indeed that the Turkig\authoritiés pursue

- the guilty until the moment where the peace would be signed,
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whatever it may be, the Turkish Government, incontestably,
have not stopped and will not Stop, in the course of these

§<s ou\\cg“‘/\
Zv.pursues but ony the worry of their (Government) security

N

0 impose, to proove the greatest generosity possible. 3 )
| “The Turkish Delegatlon has exposed during the §£2§§hé;
meetlngs thelr manner of seeing the matter of Armenian emig-
rants. They (Delegation) égﬁigfs that it would be needless
to repeat.

nPhe Government of the Great National Assembly 6f Tﬁrkey,
sincerely desirous to see the concord and good understanding
be dominant between all the elementévof the Nation, means
that they enjoy in perfect equality all the rights and liber-
ties that thg%aws recognlze to Turkish citizens.

"In order to contribute to the general pa01fication in
the country, the Turkish Delegation had first accepted to
grant cbmplete amnesty to the inhabitants of Turkey. Although,

24QT ,sclon

by the experssion "inhabitant" were de51gnated persons im="

\SYRu
habi%gng actually in Turkish territories, they (Delegation)

accepted at a later date, in order to enter in the views

Yvevio oS b
of Allied Delegations, that the persons having precedently
Wistta

inhabited in Turkey may equally enjoy this amnesty.

(7 - "Accepting to renounce all pursue, even against people

\‘**‘-——who~hadftaken arms agalnst their country, the Turkish Govern-
ment consider having prooved to the detrlment of the public
order a spirit of tolerance and conciliation that is not

CoonktieS Cooatrles

practiced in other States. If other States are right for

several motives, and particularflfor reasons of general
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secﬁrity, not to renounce to pufsue thgir subjects being
in the same situatidn, it would noﬁ be equitable to urge
Turkey, a part penal irresponsibility that they (Government)
aécept to open ggg\aoors of,the'country to trouble-makers.
> It would be to expose again the country to the bloodsheding
iizwgyﬁgf, events, that, 51nce[ the Treaty of Berlln, made the restab-
lishment of a per5151tant tranquillity in Turkey impossible.,
N A sSLubd
"Finally they decided to—meke the Turklsh people %o
enjoy the benefice of order and tranquillity, that every

independent country enjoys. The Turklsh deernment are in

62N, @ ’
9] the  imperative obllegtlon to prohibit the access of the
— N —
\ territory wf to all elements of disorder and revolubtion.
1 ~ ‘The exercice of this sovereign duty shall not hinder Turkey

to look after, in possible measures, that inhabitants and
good citieens do not suffer the measures in question.

nphe Turkish Delegation belive, mdreover, that they
must draw the attention of the Conference upon a capital
point that seems to be the prlnclpal reason of the actual
controversy. In his oplnlon, one must avoid %:;bstabllsh\“T
any correlation between two orders of questions essentially
diffeient- the Amnestz and thé Return of emigrants in Turkey.

"The consequences of the Amnesty in regard of persons

Wi
actually inhabitant in Turkey are clearly defined. It is >

evident, moreover, that there shall not be(észgi_gfgiggﬁ__

persons having formerly inhabited 1n Turkey, because of

the acts enumerated in the Declaratlon of amnesty. The re-

. Xallumg
turn to Turkey of persons entering in thls last category
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‘ [« 2N
. a2 is submitted to the ahtorization of the Turkish Government;
g\ )
3&9 this autvrrzatIUn shall be granted only to persons who had

not bad antecedents.

"As to the return home of hundreds of thousands of

. ‘ ersons emigrated 1n</evera1 éii3577 this is a question
, . x¢?////"’#Er—ﬂ_-—#ﬂﬂ——;_———‘\‘\h RO RATROSES %Aaes

‘ é}fy completely independent of the amnesty and which @o-not enter
into the limits of the problem that could be resolved by
¢%§>S; the Peace Geﬁferen¢ce. Q.
Cz;;;gngB "Censidering the deep changements that affected especial-
\\ 1y the political and economical situation of the Orient, |
[f\x Turkey could not take any engagement in this_regard and

declares clearly that in his opinion this question = is

completely strange to the Declaration of Amnesty.".

nunun
nan
1"

R w2~ StS
A juridical .analisys of the Declaration of Ismet Pasha

allows to establish the following points:

There is no correlation, in the opinion of the Turkish
Delegation, between ordyers of question,essentially‘diffe—
rent: the Amnesty and the return of emigrants into Turkey.

1. The Amnesty.

The Amnesty is extended not only to 1nhab1tants of Turkey

. Rravieoshy L gy _
but also to persons having precedently inhabited in Turkey.

Thls Amnesty is otherwise de51gnated as "penal irresponsibi-
lity" ’ admitted by Turkey. The Declaration p;;clzes that
there will not be pursues against persons having formerly
inhabited in Turkes, because of the acts enumerated in the

B%élaf;teon of amnesty. The amnesty is extended even to
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persons who had takenw%rms against their country.

2. Afie Return:

A

predlsll
Turkey intierdicts. the access on his territory to "trou-

ble-makers", to "all elements of disorger and revo%ytion".

t

Buf¥ Turkey should, “in possible measure", deal that

peaceful people and good citizens do not suffer the measures

in question. But even the return of indivﬂiduals having not

P

pEAL LA hov\?w?.—(-(ao

bad antecedents is submitted to the autorization of the Go-

vernment. And

<. attenuated by)

2 ofwesization
the hope to obtain this aubtorization is already

the elimination at least temporary of wholesale

- S WwoX
> <::::§§Eéfghhome. Turkey declares ol to take any engagement in

'éiﬁ; - this regard.

This distinckion between Amnesty and return home is,

'in all points

of view, artificial, a veritable amnesty com-~ *

ports the return home of emigrants. At the end of this memo-

rahdum, it will be enough to study the effects of the Ahnes-

"ty as it is defined in the Declaration of Ismet Pasha.

—

il
The Illegality of all Measure

of Seizure in the point of view of the

Declaration of ismet Pashe

U

Several measures taken by the Turklsh Government im—

regard of Armenian property were enumerated and described

N weavdss

in deteil in the precedent memorandum of the Central Commit-

tee. They are:

a) The seizure of property of absent people-

to the profit of the State,

' b) The seizure of deposits of Armenians

in Banks,
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¢) The refusal to the absent individuals
of the right to be represenﬁed by
procurators, all procuration being
-declared in advance non-valid.

All EPese measures are absolutely contrary to the
terms precise and clear of the Declaration of Ismet Pasha
on the Amnesty, | | |

Whatever it may be actually, in the eyes of the Tur-
kish Government, the nationality of the Armenians absent
from Turkey, the Government have, by the Declaration of

Jnly 17, been obliged vis—é-vis of Allied Powers to asbstain
» /\ G d

of all pursue agalnst persons having formerly inhabited in

Turkey because of the acts enumerated in the Declaration
of amnesty. These individuals are covered by "penal irres-
ponsibility", admitted by Turkey. Therefore, all measure
of seizure eoncerning fheir property is unlawful,

Iv

The unlawfulness of the exclusion by the

Turkish Government, from Turkish netionality

of Armenians enjoying amnesgz

Reewvipo>
As it has already been exposed in the precedent memo-

randum of the Central Committee, the Turkish Government
refuse to recognize the Turkish nationallty to the immense

c,ouw\w\oi
majority of Armenians living in forelgn country, such as:

S x 2
a) Armenlans who escaped &n—Europe durlng the
events of 1915,
b) Armenians who left Smyrna on the categorlcal

orders of the Commander of the Turkish Army,
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c) Armenlans who left Turkey with passports diti-
vered, dmring~ocoupation, by Allied authorities,

d) Certaln Armenians who left Turkey during or
NG
after;war, provided ®ith passports delivered

by the Turkish authorities, and even others
. WA U
established in foreign countries sxnce—long—
bt
months, before ) war.

But speoial Noticesﬂhave invited the Turkish subjects
to present themselves +to the Turkish Consulates in order to
éégalg;;ze their situation. But to Armenians (mnk who pre-
| sented themselves), the Turkish Consuls have invariably,'
~declared that these notices concerned only Greeks and Israelis,
| ‘The Turkish Consular authorities refuse to recognize

Turkish/ covuTrie s

the persanal/statute\of those Armenians in foreign country
x>\

and to deliver them legalized documents so that their affairs
Wwharikauee ,
of heritage, will$ guardianship, emancipation etc. are in
suspension.
. This denationalization of the Armenians of Turkish na-
tionality are in any way founded on their voluntary or per—
7, <ccoawmikon SXx2ik 2
sonal renonciation of their nationality. Needless to insist
the case of those Armenians who had escaped from Turkey during
X >
the tragreal events of which thelr race suffered durlng and
after World War I, or who have been evacuqted by the Turkish
~ . /'\.. [
~authorities. The Qquestion is posed not either for those among
them who left Turkey provided with passports delivered by the
Turkish authorities. Finally, one could not presume the in-
tention of renouncing their country among those who had left

Turkey provided ®ith passports delivered by the Allied autho-
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rities. The delivery of these passports was due to an
evident necessity, and the docﬁment delivered had tehporary
character; and, moreover, they did not grant the bearers

a foreign nationality.

General Pellé, FrepchrPleniPOtentiary, established
during the mée'bing held on March 19, 1923, of the First
Committee of the Conferencé'of Lausanne that the personé
who left Constantinople at the time of cﬁgggggzﬁt of%feglme
in 1922, with regular papers, have left 1n good falth with
the consent of the Turkish Police.

Acqmqmc\ & it
It is then evident that the skinning-ef Armenians frenm

their civic rights, that affected almost all Armenians,

llving in foreign countries, has penal character.

8<7%-_*;;’/’,—__gggggggggl_g_ggig_ﬂenatlona11zatlon is absoluteley
NS
v

contrary to the Declaration of Ismet Pasha, by which the

Turkish Government r;cognlzed Zn the penal irresponsibility"
- the/ .
including in even/amnesty "the people who took arms against

thelr country".

late in all 1ndependence in the matter of nationality,

, 1t is useless that the Turkish Government would prevail
of his sovereipgnity in order to assert the right to legis-

tistably, but only as fan as they (Turkish Government) did

not renounce it (the rlght of sovereignity) by an 1nterna-

%fif This right belongs to them (Turkish Government) incon-

tional act. This point had been- lastly confirmed by the

consultative judgement of the Permanent Court of Internatio-~
nal Justice, on February 7, 1925; in the controversy between

France and Great-Britain in the natter of Decrees promul-

Sﬁiﬁﬁx
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gated in Tunisia and Moryocco. 1)

"1t can be, said the Court, very well, that, in a
matter,';;yé;, as the one of nationality, regulated by
& international xigkk law, the liberty of the State to
dispose at‘their own will, be however, restricted by en-
gagehents that could be undertasken with ggg;i States. In
this case, the competence of the State, excluéiVe in prin-
ciple, is limited by rules of international law", |

Now, in the case of Armenians, the exclusive competence
of the Turkish Gmwmrmmmmk State to legislate in the matter
of nationality has been limited by the Declaration of Ismet
ngha on July 17, 1923, confirmed by the letter of Tewfik
Kiamil Bey dated October 20, 1925.

Recognizing the penal irrespdnsibility of Armenians,

on account of acts enumerated in the Declaration of Amnesty,
Turkey EZ?Z ihterdicted (to themselves) the faculty to ex-
clude them (Armenians) from Turkish nationality as a pu-
nishment. a

All shortcomings of Turkey to the Declaration of Amnesty
and to the Declaration of fsmet Pasha expose_ certainly, Tur-
key to the complaints of the signatory States of the Treaty

of Lausanne. And in case Turkey would not comply with the

complaints, could be assigned by the Allied Powers (to the

1) Publication de la Cour Permanente de Justice International

série B. Recueil des Avis Consultatifé, N0‘4,.p.24.
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Court) on the basis of %k the intended line 1 of the Article
15 before the Council of the League of.Nations the uni@ue
exisfence of twb_engagements sufficient to bring down the
reticence of the exclusive competenée contained in the in-
tended line 8 of the Article 15.

Here is how, in this matter, the Permameht Court of the
Hague delivered the judgement:'

"But as early as the law‘invoked are of a character
to allow the temporary conclusion that can have a juridical
importance'for the conflict submitted to the Council and
that the question to know whether a State is competenté to
take such or such measure is subordinated to the appreciation
g and interpretatlon of the rlghts, the provisions of the
Paragraph 8 of the Article 15 dlscontlnue from belng applica-
ble and one gets out from the exclusive domai of the State

to enter into the domain regulated by international law. 2)

)

The recourse to the Permanent Courﬁ

The Council of the League is not, howéger, in any way
obliged to suspend its action looking meanwh&le the issue
of a controversy between the Allied Powers and Turkey in
the matter of nationality of Armenian emigrants;
v 2SR Y
If any exception of incompetence is rised before (the
Council) by the “Turkish Government, the situation which will

result must be regulated in virtue of the intended line %

2) Avis Consultatif, No 4, l.c. p.26.
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of the Article 44 of the Treaty of ILausanne worded af follows:

"Turkey agrees, morebver, that in case of difference of
opinion on the questions of right or fact COnéerning these
articles between the Turkish Government and any of the signa-
tory other Powers or éll other Powerf Member of the Council
of the Ieague of Nations, such difference shall be considered
as af difference of international character in accordance
with the terms of the Article 14 of the Covenant of the
Leégué of Nations.

The Turkish'Government agrééﬁthat all controverSy of
this kind shall, if the other Party claims, be submitted
to the Permanent Court of Intérnational Justice.

The decision of the Permanent Court shall be non ap-
pealable and has the same force and-value as a degision
made in virtue of the Article 13 of the Covenant".

In conformiﬁy with this text, every Member of the
Council has then the faculty to degfer to the Permanent
Court of International Justice the question of know1ng
‘whether the éﬁﬁ?iifals or is not competent to assure in
conformity with the Articles 37 to 44 of the Treaty of Lsu~-
sanne, the protection of Armenian emigrants that the Tur-
kish Government pretend to exclude from Turkish natiohality.

It seems, in fact, impossible to prétend that a @
difference of opinion on this question between a Member of
the Counqil and Turkey would not be one of the questioﬁs
~of "right or of fact", that envisages the Article 44 of the
Treaty of Lausanne. |

Referred to by Spain, Italy and Sweden, the Couneil .
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poceeded to the first inquiry in the session held on De-
cember 14, 1925,3) and accepted a report from Mr. de Mello
Franco. This report contained the following: |
"“I‘b comes out of the Note by which the representatives
of Spain, Ifaly and Sweden, héve pointed out the affair to
z‘the attention of the Council, that they made in the ab-
sénce of all observations on behalf of the Turkish Govern-—
: : scheduled ,
ment. Later on the question has been r¢gx¢#¢¢¢¢ in the agen-
da of the day of the Council, we received'thé Turkish Note
dated October 20, 1925. In these conditions, the Council
shall estimate perhaps preferable to postpone this affair .
to the Committee formed by the above-mentioned representa- ‘
tives to allow them +to submit it +to andther inquiry. It shall
depend of the result of the inquiry that this affair be again
referred to the Council,™ 4)
The representative of Turkey, Munir Bey, accepted the

- transfer to the Committee aﬁd' maintained'the right "to expose
the point of view of his Government before the Committee and,
in case of need, before the Council, if the latter is refer-
red to". 5) |

- It is then the Committee of the Council, composed of the
representatives of Spain, Italy and Sweden, that shall deli-

ver first on the question of the Competence of the Council

%) L.C. DP. 176.
4) and 5) L.C. p. 178.
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in this matter,‘whether its competence'isicontested by
the Turkish Government. 1t shall belong to the Committee
to décide_this question taking in account as well the Dec-
laration relative to the amnesty of July 24, 1923, as the
Declaration of Ismet Pasha of July 17, 1923, confirmed by
the letter of the Turkish Under-Secretary of State dated
 October 20, 1925 addressed to the Secretary General of the
League of Nations. | | |

In the case the difference of views in the matter of
this competence wou}g be produced between the three Ppwers
or one of them, or 6ﬂé hand, and Turkey, on the other,~’
every and each one of these Powersﬁ might refer on this
difference to the Permanent Court of the Hagué; And the
same right would belong'to>all other ?owers, Members of the

Council, ¥hat would refer to the Council in this matter.

e
i
1

Paris, September 2, 1926.

Mr. Secretary General:
h.<s o Q/H’(zv\+ 1o
LD it was brought to your knowledge, the Government
W s
of Ankara have already decreed a new regulation concerning

the éo called "Abandoned Goods" of Armenians of Turkey, the
French translation of which we'are enclosing heréwith
published in the newspapers of Constantinople.

/¥%2results of this docqunt that, although the terms
used are not sufficiently expiiicite, the Government of
Ankara, supposing to give a solution to this question,

impatiently/
looked to/by many people who are 1nterested in, have not



ES
desired or have not been able to complete are limited
to decide:

l. "To make a distinction beﬁween thé seizures
effectuated prior to August,G,vl924, date of coming into
force of the Peace Treaty of Lausanne, and the seizures
effectuated 1ater on since that date ( August'6, 1924),

2. "To restore property to rightful owners only
of the last category, and this, under major restrictions.

5. "not to effectuate hereafter any more seizures,
excepﬁrthose that are being seized actually."

igqthis distinction established by the date of the
Peace Treaty conform with the terms and‘épirit of that ak
act? v A

May it be Justified i£ right and may one consciously
#m find it juridically basic? — |

It belongs to the ILeague of Nations and eventually
to the Court of international Justice of the Hague to
clarify and determine some queétions therein, but let it
" be allowed to Armenians of Turkey whose property are in

Y M o=.2

question, make their voice listened by the present because
the access of their homes is not yet opened o them and
even permission is not granted to them to have procurators
on the spot in order to §§;§§; their claims and dggg;;ga'
their rights.

However, if there had been a contradictory delibe-
ration, how many conc}ysions would have been avoided and
misunderstandings disappeared?

The analysis of the new regulation clearly demonstrates
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-~ the Artlcle 4 1§7formal in this matter - that the unique
fact which is reproached to Armenlan owners in question,
is the fact to have escaped or disappeared or even simply
being absent. Must if be reminded thaéjiongtime before or
after the war (VWorld war I);this absence was not motivated
with plausible reasons: peréonal affairs, travel, study,
financial reasons or health, etc.?

Otherwise, the Turkish éuthorities had, because of the
war'0perations, forced ent%ge populations to mové, as in
‘Smyrna. In both case% not a ﬁotice they had been given
noﬁ'to be absent or to rebturn home as soon as possible.

No‘one suspected that the absence would be a motif of
dispossession. Do the right of the people‘and the Covenant

of the Hague, to which Turkey is one of the signatories,
not respect the property durlng wartlme as in peace? |

Do~ the Great NWational Assemb¥y since the first days
of neW‘%u;key, not admit and guarantee in a pact the right
of minorities? - |

Did they notAask¢ﬂ then a peace baSgd on th§7Wilsonian
ideas that had facilitated to forget the past indicible
horrors to which the Armenians had been the wholesale vic-
tims durlng War?

Does the Turco-Russ1an Treaty concluded at Kars not
recognize to all Armenians who would ;giyﬁﬂfgrki?gJPhe
right to liquidate their possessionk in all liberty?

Does the Accord bf‘Ankara not contain such stipulations?

The law of the "Abandoned Goods" was conceived in the
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~beginning in a spirit of safeguard of those propertj for
the benefit of rightful owners.

The new regulatlon seens to forget this p01nt and q
by the dlstlnctkon that is established, completely denatures
thls character. The negociators of the Treaty of Lausanne
did not suspect cértainly that this distinction would be
made in the future, they had stipulated a clause to safe-—
guard/gggéerty ofixég Moslems senﬁgnced to death by tribu-
nals, who were excluded of the benefit of general amnesty.

The new regulation affirms that it is based on the
rstipulations of tgs,Treaty of Lausanne concerning minorities.

The idea presiding the elaboration of laws for,minotif
ties and the aims pursued are 2F an order of justice highes
and universal andvsubmitted_tp dates. The diplomat105i_act
signed at Lausanné, was concyluded to establish peace and
austlce..

The idea of penalty and punlshment are excluded, and
| 1t is inadmissible that the unique reason that Armenians
are absent may prevall a punishment so heavy as to contain
the seizure of their property.

If we would enter now in a detailed analysis of the
new regulatiOn, we coﬁld say that the property of Armenians
absent from Turkey have been seized, in its majority, prior
to the date of August 6, 1924, and whét is seized immm since
(that date) do not present a great value. On the otfiﬁ hand,

~ 4

the Turkish Government are making a strange reserve/for the

property of this second category, that, in order to be res-
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tored to their owners, must not be officially reported to

he knowledge éf“ﬁye Government prior to the abgyeymentioned

date. This is to leave open the door to the arbitrary.

By what means the 1nterested people could establish
that their property were not 51gnaled to the Government
prior to the date of August 6, 192847

We have to relieve finally a capital lacunae: the new
regulation is silent on ‘an important question concernlng
the properé&ﬁof Armenian communities: churches,,monasterles,‘
‘schools, public institutions provided with buiidings or
~ lands actually renting, that are seizea‘in the provincess

mhnxxxkhﬂxxxxnmmnnxtxxx even in the localltles where these
communltles are still existent. v

oo 5 o pihy

Sucn are the considerations that an attentive study
of.the new regulation Suggests to us and being grateful
to the Turkish Government thaﬁqhave regulated this question;
we hope that, under better inspirations, it should not be
late to arrive to a geﬁeral and complete regulation»in
conforkity with the right and equity, and that the League
of NationS-would continue to give us, as they have to,
their powerful support. »

Please, Mr. Secretary General, be sure to accept
our highest consideration.

On behalf of the Central Committee of Armenian
Refugees: |
Signed/ TLeon ‘Pashalian.

 The Hon. Slr Eric Drummond

-Secretary General of the League of Nations,‘

Geneva,
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éeneva; Septenber 14, 1926.
Mr. Secretary General: )
The new regulation concerning the so called géb doned
Goods™ of Armenians, that the Turkish Government have al-
f,;e;d;‘promulgated and which thejCentrel Committee df the

4'Armenian Refugees have Calledhyour-attention to—In a letter

dated 2'current testify a newv tendgECy'in theiprovisions,‘

n,due, undoubtedly, to the high intervention of the League

\y 22X
of Nations. We wish first of all to express hertfelt thanks

to the League.

| The pricipal 1mportance of the new regulation for our
questlon resides in the acknowledgement by Turkey of the
1llega11ty of seizure. _

In the first Article, the Turkish Government recognize’

.1n fact, that in accordance w1th the stipulations of the
Treaty of Lausanne concerning the minorities, there is no
gg;ezto carry out seizures of the property of so called

"Abandened Goods" starting by the coming into force of the

Treaty zmrzimdsd on Augnst 6, 1924,

‘The -Turkish Government admit so, expressis verbis,
that all seizures of propert& X are contrary to the stipu-
lations of the Treaty of Lausanne, | | |

Unfortunately, the scope of this acknowledgement is
singularily diminished by the restriction that accompanies
and which is confirmed by the Article 2 of the Regulation,.

"if the seizure has been offic1ally reported to the )

knowledge of the Government prior to kkmx August 6, 1924,
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the formalities in question shall be completed.".

In Oth§£\33688’ the seizure is malntalned and relatlve‘
formalltles shal- be completed in respeot of all "Abandoned
Goods" officially signalized to the Government prior to the
coming into force of the Treaty of Lausanne.

Now, the proper%;?of the Armenians absent from Turkey
have been selzed, in major part pg&gg to the date of August
. B, 1924 and the property selzed since that date ( August 6,
1924) do not present a great value. '

On the other hand, the restltutlon of the property se1—
zed later on +the date { of Aygust 6 1924, supposes, follo-
wing the Article % of the law, that the ex1stence of the
"Abandoned Goods" has been offlclally reported to the know-
_ledge of the Government later on August 6, 1924, _

| This terminology opens the door to abuses. The Turkish
Eﬁgggiéiiq;may, in fact, pretend in all matters of property,
that they would not have seized prior to the date of August
6, 1924, that the existence has been signalized to them prior
'to this date. And ¥y what means the interested owners mmk

could dispose to demonstrate that the‘fﬁrkish Government
had not, prior to this ﬂxﬁxﬁxxx fatal date, an OfflClal

knowledge ‘of the existence of the "Abandoned Goods" in

questlonv &
In this way, the regulation of August 1926, very important
as acknowledgementuof/ggiéclples of the Treaty of Lausanne,
vhas a practical value very restrlcted.
It is, however, easy to demonstrate that the seizure

Which is maintained is contrary to the engagements assumed
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by Turkey at Lausanne,-as the seizure that the law carries
back. ‘ _ ,

A Indeed the distinction 1ntroduced in the new regulatlon
'between the seizure effectuated 22&22 and later on of the
‘wcomlng 1nto force of the Treaty of Lausanne cannot be main-
'tained, i ’

. We have'extensiveiy ekposed in our memorandum preaeﬁted
to the Secretariat General on June 1926, the extensioh fcr A.
our cause of the Declaration of Ismet Pasha on July 17, 1923,

- Turkish/ .

in which, follow1ng the letter of the/Government to the
'VLeague of Nations dated October 20, 1925, has regulated "
"the actual situation of Armenians‘having left Turkish ter-
ritories prior to the signature of the'Treatyvcf Lausanne".
By this Declaration, Ismet Pasha has guaranteed to the xaw
‘refﬁgees an‘amneaty.otherwise expresaed a "penal irrespon-
- sibility". | o

1t results that all seiaures of so called ®X "Abandoned -
Goods" bj the‘?urkish Government, seizures always having
the character of a "punishment", are contrary to the Decla-
ration of Ismet Pasha, and, therefore, unl aw f u 1,

The Purkish Governmeht have tried until tcday to elude
the interrention of the Ieague of Nations, concluding the
| Denationalizaticn of the Armenian refugees.
| We believe that we have demonstrated in our aforesaid
memorandum that the denafdonalization, carried out as a}
punishment, was also contrary to the Decladation of Ismet

Pasha and, therefore, mkx unlawful.
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| Today,‘the Turkish Government seem to abandong this
- the application of/
thesis, acknowledglng/the Treaty of Lausanne to the question:
of property selzed, without x%2§£§i£é10n the nationality
of their owners. ) |
We have to request that thelLeague of Nations continue
.their generous and effective intervention,in-this affair
and receive fron the Qurkish,Government the extension of
‘the benefice of the new regulation for all "Abandoned Goods"
: that, in accordance w1th the Declaratlon of Ismet Pasha,
1&&2&3 be restored to their rightful owners, 1ndependently
of the date of their seizure.
In the case, however, that, against all loglc, the
Turkish Government would r&ézgthe exception of competence
of the Council, we respectfully ask that the Committee of
Three decide on this question and that all difference in
this matter between a Power Member of‘the Council and the
Turkish Government be referred to the Permanent Court of
Internatlonal Justlce, in conformity with the 1ntended llne
3 of the Artlcle 44 of the Treaty of Lausanne. |
Please, Mr, Secretary General be sure of the assurance
of our highest consideration. _
Singed/ Leon Pashalian Signed/ A. Mandelstam.
To His Excellency Sir Eric Drummond

' Secretary General of the League of Nations,

.Geneva.
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j Geneva, March 8, 1927,
Mr. Secretary General: B v

We have the honor to call once more your kind attentionv
on the question of so‘cailed "Abandoned Goods" of the Arme-
nians of Turkey, - Question that remains in suspense at the
desk of the Council of the League of Nations s1nce Decemberr
1925, and the solution of which is looked forzinign;;agy by
the thousandstngthousands of unfortunate 1nterested people.

.You are aware that the Government of Ankara publlshed

last August 1926 a decnsmon to keep all the property selzed
prior to the coming into’force of the Treaty of Lausanne,
-i.e. August 6, 1924, and restore sRXy to rightful owners
- only property selzed 1ater on the date (August 6, 1924),
with the underst?andlng, however, that they (Government)
had not knowledge of the ex1stence (of the property).

As the Central Commlttee had the honor to expose in the
_memorandum dated September 14, 1926, such a distinction is
arbltrary. But, even since that date of August 6, 1924, the
restltutlon made, either in audlclary or administrative way,
are not so- many, whlle thousandsro;athousands of propertyapa‘ms
have to be restored to their owners.,

The Central Committee protests once more against the

S poilizXlo y '
act of spoiliatioen carried out in regard of a whole populatlon,
‘aimest afflicted by sufferings and victims of SO0 many cala—.
mities, and to declare that'all the aréuments that the Govern-—
ment of Ankara advance forth'to legaliZe, are faﬁfaCious.

| Indeed, there are no "Abandoned Goods" 1n Turkey by

Armenlans. With all their reﬁgources and means, the owners
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of these propert# claimed 51nce the first day and contlnue
to claim their rightful ownership.
The owners of the Goods are not'"fugiﬁives“.>Many of them

have gone from Turkéy prior to the war provided with Turkish

- passports for reasons of commerce, health, study and, contrary

to all expectations,'they were surprised to see the doors

: (\’J\FV\
of Turkey closed when they were trying tdige%'home, for this,

many Armenian families are living today in a tragf:§§oiﬁfi;s
ratlon. Many others evacuated by force by Turkish autorites
under the treatment of deportation, as during the events of
Smyrnsa. N |
The Government of Ankara indeed ar?'making a mistake .to
—
seek, under the fiction of "Abandoned]Goods" by "fugitives",

(-' -———‘z/‘
to juntify their scope which is only to get rlch with the

spoils of these unfortunate people. ,

In order to avoid the intervention of the League of Na-
tions in this painful affair, the Government of Ankara Xmms
conceived the idea to refuse the céggglty of ‘'urkish cit1zen9h7>
to the immense majority of Armenians in forelgn countries; -
the latter, following the Turkish Government, would be a part
of the Armenian minority in‘fﬁrkey, and, consequently, could
not enjoy the'protection of the League of Nations.

Ir the memorandum of June 1, 1926; the Central Cdmmittee
refuted the hypothesis of forced denationaliéation of Arme-
nians. They demonstrated that this thesis is contrary to the

Declaration made at Lausanne by Ismet Pasha on amnesty, that

entails a penal irrespdnsibility of Armenians and does not
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- allow the ‘urkieh Government to denatienalize them as a
punishment. iﬁ the same time we reminded that the Declaration
of Ismet Pasha had been explicitely confirmed by the letter

of Tewfik Kiamil Bey addressed to the Secretary General of the
League of Nations on October 20, 1925.

Finally, in the case that Turkey wouldpcontinue to con-
test the competence of the League of Nations in this affair,
so vital k@ for our compatriots, our Committee‘respectfully'
called the Council that every and each Member has, in virtue
of the intended line 3 of the‘Article 44 of the kmagux Treaty
of Laueanne a right tobrefer.to-the Permanent Court of inter-'
national.Justice of the Hague all difference "of opinion on
the questions of right or facﬁ" concerning the articles of
the Treaty of Lausanne relative to minorities.

v ‘Since then, our quxlcause had made nd progress. Referred
to by a Gommittee eomposed of Spain, Italy and Sweden, the
Council has postponed on December 14 1925, the question

scheduled by the same Committee for a new inquiry. This Com-
mittee, tr;nsformed because of the changes introduced in the
composition of the Council, has not made a final decision.

tn these conditions, our Central Committee 1nstantly
reque?ted the Council to ask the +urk1sh Government to res-
tore the injustice that they (Government) committed in regard
of Armenian owners of property seized in Turkey, restoring
them the same - property. And in case that the Turkish Govern-—

- ment would persist to invoke the incompetence of the League

of Nations,'the Central Committee beg each lMember of the

<
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Council to use the right given to him by the Article 44 of
~the.Treaty ef Lausanne and refer the question to the compe-
tence of the Permanent Court of International Justice of the
Hague. _
Please Mr. Secretary General, be sure to accept the
homage of our highest consideration and our proggpd feelings.
On behalf of the Central Committee of Armenian
Refugees:

Signed/ Leon Pashalian.
Sir Eric Drummond |
. Secretary General of the,League of Nations

Geneva,

nunny
mnun
n

Paris, December 5, 1927
Mr. Secretary Gemeral: v' o ‘ -
We have the honor to submlt to your attentlon some new

facts concerning the unfortunate question of so called "Aban-

- doned Goods" of Armenians of %urkey, question which scheduled
in the agenda_ef’the meeting held on December 1925 by the
Ieague of Nétions, is remaining always in‘suspengt'for the
great despair of thousands unfortunate people deprived of
their last res#ources. A |

1- The Decree in which the Governmentvof Ankara stated
that the propert§3that were not seized until August 6, 1924 ,8=
date of comlng into force of the Treaty of Lausanne, will no

more be seized, remained simply a dead letter. The seizures

are continuing. We would allege as a typical exemple the
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‘following case: o ,

The house situated at Bakir Keuy‘(formerly Makri Keuy),.
suburb of Constantinople, 69 Statien’Streeﬁ, beionging&to‘ |
Mrs; Melikshah, living in ?aris and in which house is li-
ving her sister Iucy Melikshah, a widow, with her children
(her husband was massacrediduring the deportations of 1915),
.has been selzed on last October 27, (1927). o |

2-Some Armenian owners have recourse to Trlbunals
and established incontestably their ownership, but the
Government of Ankara- promulgated a Decree stating that
these prepert{ﬁ;a cannot be restored to the owners if the
latter were not personally present and thelﬁ procuratlpns
are not valid. |

Now, every and_-each one knows 'bha'b the Turklsh Coﬁ:-

Saoc X ies
sular autorltles categorlcally nefuse to grant v1sa in
the passports of Armenians who would return to Turkey.

A more serlous fact is made pubilc 3:2;; recently.

A telegram from Ankara, despatced by the Official Tele-
grapic Agency, dated last November;22.end.published in
’the newspapers at Constantinople, is worded textually:
"The Government having been informed that ceftain tfibunals
=zt are delivering sentences favorable to Armenians who
are absent (from Turkey) have insured the consent of the
Ministry of Justiee sovthat the tribunals do not any more
deliver such sentences."

In submitting these facts to your appreciation, wzeJu
would hope, Mr. Secretary General, that you shall not miss

X0
to bring dows the attention of the Government of Ankara
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and at the same ti@e reconsider the queStion of the "Aban-
doned'Goodé“ in genera1§ L
We are convinced that if the Government of Ankara are
continuing inexorably the policy of seizure in regard of
Armenians and @re acting against,their own decrees, because
they are gzizg*that the lawful reveﬁdiqations of Afmenians
are not supported by those who have”thé'éiggz and the'dﬁfy
, to’éuppdrt them, . o | :
A »
Please, Mr. .Secretary General, accept the insurance
of mylhighest consideration. |
| On behalf of the Centrél Cdmmittee of Arﬁénian
) Refugees: | '

- Signed/ Leon Pashalian,

000000
oooooo

'iParis, August é, 1928.

Mr. Secretary—Géneral:v

We learned that the Turkish Government have answered
to the complain#ts fofmulétéa in our petition datedADecember
5, 1927, chcerning the propert¥ of Armenians so called
"Abandoned", situated in Turkey, and they (Government) pre-
tend that‘the fate of Arménian Refugees and their propert§e$
'éoﬁld not”entér iﬁ the framework‘of the engagements mR that'
TurkiSh‘deernment concluded at Lausanne, these refugees
- cannot be assimilated, in their bpinion,'znxt with the
minorities living in Tgrkish territoriy.

To support‘this allegation, the Turkiéh Government

invoke im the first place the Declamation of Ismet Pasha
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in the session held on July 17, 1923 at the Conference
of Lausanne, establishing a distinction between the.amnesty

granted to the Armenian Refugees and thelr return home in
\-Rgacs{(%‘i ’
Turkey, and preserving to the Turkish Government the rlght

Aoz 2
to autorize the return home only of those Armenian refugees

~whose life "in Turkish territory could‘nitfgiovoke inconve-

>

{.
The&l(Government) support that the Declaﬁatlon of the,

niences.

Delegate (Ismet Pasha) had understood that the individuals

depriye d
non-autorlzed to enter in Turkey would be fal;ea—éown from

y 3.3 Qurklsh nationality. K% f?
They 1nvoke in second place a 1aw that they promul-

eJvXMor lzun

gated on May 23, 1927, autoerizing the Executive Power to

T\

declare fal_gg_dnmn those nationals who during the war of

Independence had not participated to the national struggle,
from their Turkish nationality, would‘have stayed away from -
Turkey ;gﬁfae-net entered Turkish territory during the @e—
ried between Ju1y724, 1923 and the promulgation of the above-
mentioned "law" (May 2%, 1927). | -

Dr. Roushdy Bey, Commlssary for Foreign Affairs,
éggggEEESZhat this "law" is a legal confirmation of the
Declaration of the Turkish Delegation at the Qonference
of Lausanne, and deduces that the refugees incontestably‘
enter in the category of Turkish natlonals fa%ie;‘agnn
c?iom their natﬁonellty. He adds that the Turkish Govern-
ment could not fall in any controversy on thls interpretation

which he estimates as the only~just—one.
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Finally, the Government‘of Ankara allege'es a third
and last objection that the stipulations of the Treaty of

Lausanne, so far as they concern the Mlnoritles of 1urkey,
had come into execution only since the date of signature
‘and have not‘retroactiiive effeet. |
Reiying on these allegations,vDr. Rﬁoshdy Bey”consie
- . ders the question of the "AbandonedtGoods" as definitively
11qu1dated and asks the Committee of Three of the League
‘of Natlons to dlsmlss the aforesald petltlon as deprlved
of all Fudi q;¢dlcal basis and as unsupported by the pro—'
";) visions of the Treaty of Lausanne. o
"jC'f'___——__——ia;:;;—;;\;ZEu1re the obaections rlsed by the Turkish
- Government, our Commlttee 1nsistantly expresses the bitter
dlsappointment thatvthls answer has caused to the Armenlan
refugees. They were hoping rightfully that the Gevernment
of Ankara,vrecognizing the sufferings undeserved that'they
are undergoing since more than five years, should net
refuse to grant them a just,reparatien, taking in account
the fact that they had not been‘sentenced for delicts
commltted against the State, as 150 Moslems, whom, however,
they (Government) allowed to 11quid;zhe1r property in
Turkey. They were especially Imkkinmg looking for that
the actual Government, which are showing a tendency to

Ak <;\\\;?edernize in all domains, should receive formally their

legal claims and would not follow the cfiminal conduct
of the Q;QQZQQKE regimes seundly denounced by the civilized
world becsuse of the massacres and spoliations of Armenian
nationals, Greeks and Israelis and other Moslems, stu-

dying'the'eeries of laws and regulations promulgated
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in these 1ast years relatlve ‘o pegsons and property of the
; refugees, one would say that the actual Government have felt
a duty to create juridical s1tuatlons that should allow them
to approplate the property under the cover of legallty. -

1

To come to the obaectlons in questlon, we would allow
: ex -
to zﬂpose the follow1ng cons1derations-
As we have analysed enough Zx in our memorandum dated
-June 1, 1925, whether the Declaratlon of Ismet Pasha subor-
aotUefzatioy
v dlnate the return ‘home. of Armenlan refugees to the autoriza-
tton of the Turklsh Government Ismet Pasha himself has cha—

racterlzed the amnesty as a EpERX penal 1rrespon51b111ty,‘i.e.

.as a ren%901atmon¢ to all pursue by the Turklsh Government
‘“even agalnst those who ‘would have taken arms agalnst thelr
country". ' » _

~ Now, is‘itfnot needless to say that the deprivation of
,Arnenlans ‘of their c1v1l rights and the seizure of thelr
‘propertysconstltute the upmosb hardest penalty and, conse-
quently, are contrary to the spirit as we&l as to the 1etter
~of the aforesald Declaratlon. | _ | _
The Turkish Government could not'yalidly support today
- that the rlght of prohibltlng the return home of Armenlans
' Sbolag deprived ¢
contalns also their falling down from Turklsh natlonallty,

aothoci22

faiiing down which could autorize the seizure of their pro-
perty without possible recourse‘to the %gasures of guarantee
adopted at Lausanne in favor of the Minorities, because
the Declaration of Ismet Pashe, confirmed‘hy the letter of
Tewfik Kiamil Bey dated October 20, 1925, prohibiting them

to take penal sanctions against these refugees.
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such as the(%oss of nationality and the seizure of property
with%vt contestation.

(<\“Q$%-results then of these preceding consideratioms that
the law dated May 23, 1927, by which the Yurkish.Government

are prevailing in second place, is never a "legal confir-

S
mation® 6f’fﬁ€~D€EI§f§fIEH/EE/ismet Pasha but which, im the

contrary conceals theg effects:of the aforesaid Declaration.
It is never aAmatter "of course" as is pretending‘Dr. Roushdy
Bey, that Armenian Refugees fali under the provisions of the
law. The Declaration of Ismet Pasha, having them.ngfffffffiy\
againét all penal méasures,Ano Turkish law has either the
power %o i%ci&ég them of the Turkish nationality nor to -
‘deprive them of their propertj in Turkey.

~ Finally, és it concerns the 1ésf objection of the Tur-
| kish Goveornment, one must first of all have in mind‘an
important point. | _

Dr. Roushdy Béy declares that the-stipulations of the

Treaty of Lausanne have come into force since only the sig-
nature‘of the Treéty. One must then téke notice that fhe
Turkish Government renounce’to the pbsition taken in the
law dated August 1925, the first Article of which provides
that since August 6, 1924, date of coming into force of the
Treaty of Lauéanne5_that there is no more need to practice
seizures on the "Abandoned Goods". There is, moré;er, no
need to discuss é@‘the retroactive éfiect of fhe stipula~

tions of the Treaty of Lausanne relative to minorities.

The Declaration concerning the amnesty could not evidently



=, are engaged in the Paragraph IIT.

o1

put out the full and entire effect announced in the point
, -7
ITI, if it does not implicate '‘fthe 1lift.up of the seizures

/

carried out priorly on the property of persons benefieiary

i
of amnesty. An amnesty always includes the cancegllatgon

of all penal saﬁctions adopted against persons to whom they
are applied; and one cannot-ever find in the aforesaid Dec-—
laration provisions excluding the Armenian.Refugees nor
thelr propexrty out of measures of clemeneé,to which Turkey
,¥mtu\{
The Central Committee of Armenian Refugees,thank-that
the three objections of Dr. Roushdy Bey/gggéted, af& they

- have memonstrated that it 1s not-the Armenian thésis but

the Turklsh thesis that has no foundation.

The Central Committee received the serious facts signa-
1i2ed in the communication dated December 5, 1927, and'they
hope thaﬁ ‘the competent ergans of the Breaxkyxm League‘of
Nations, should finally estimate that the time has come to
protect the lawful re§:ﬁdications of thousands of unfortunate
Armenlans, who, after the unprecedented disaster of which * )
they are v1ct1ms, are seing themselves dEpUERERGm dlssétjzgm
of the remainder of their property, some of them because
they escaped the Turkish territory blood-stained by the
wholesale massacres, others evacuated by the Turkish mili-

gﬂ\or\*\ei
tary autorltles under treatment of deportatlon as at Smyrna

and nelghbourlng area% others have been contralned by the
circumstances to leave the country as in Cilicia, others
finally moved provided with Turkish regular passports for

reason of commerce, health, studies, etc. etc.
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Slgna11z1ng the precedent p01nts to the klnd attentlon

of the League of Nations for Justlce and equlty, the Central
“Commlttee of Refugees, that continually receive from every
part true complalnts of Armenlans deprived of their honme,
reséourceS‘and protection, would not loose hope for austice
from the Ieague of Nations charged by the Treaty ‘'of Lausanne.
to protect their 1nterests. vzucQY*-

Please, Mr. Secretary—Generalg agree the assurance
of our hlghest cons1deratlon.

-On behalf of the Central Comm1ttee~
1gned/ Leon Pashallan

The Hon. Sir Jamestric Drummond
X Secretary-General of the League of Nations

Geneva.

e
.
. .0

Paris, March 2, 1929,
‘Mr. Secretary—Gener&l-v l
We belleve that we have to call your attentlon on many
requests, that, since four years, we did not stop to submit
in the matter of so called "Abandoned Goods" of Armenians
of ?urkey and which remained without eny 5;;g$nse, 1eaving
so the interested people to the most cruel incertitude.
The Go#ernment of'Agyara, evidently encouraged by the
fact that our lawful revendications do not find in the Lea~-
gﬁe of Nations the protection we have a right to,. contiﬁue
'1nexorably the seizures and the auction gsales, they (Govern-I

- ey )
ment) do not even take into account of the own Decree pro-
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mulgated on August 1926 by which they decided o seize no
more the property whlch they had not confiscated 31nce the -
'comlng 1nfo force of the Ireaty of Lausanne., Moreover, as
you EQQSZto ‘know. through the extens1ve source of information
and dooumentatlon at the dlsposal of the League of Nations
‘and through the publications of the Turklsh press, the Go-
vernment of Ankara 1nten81£§12he measures of saizure of the
property of public utility which constltute the national
heritage of all Armenians - measures subatantially contrary
to the Constitutional Turkish laws and the stipulations ad hoc
of the Treaty of Lausanne. _ |

In the name of our unfortunate compatrlots thus deprived

27
of their property and_their-ultimate- ressources, we are com-

/m_..—-————-\._ e,
P L

pelled ¥4 all means of recourse to furkey being refused.to us—

,'to“““II"onoe more the League of Nations to schedule the
questlon of "Abandoned Goods" in the agenda of inquiry. We
have already broqght at several times all the elements to
your;disposal and espeoiallj'in our petition dated March 8,
1927, a copy of which is herewith annexed., .
Please, Mr. Secretary -General -be sure to ééige the

assurance of our hlﬁgh consideration.

| On behalf of the Central Commitbee of the Armenlan

Refugees-
Slgned/ Leon Pashallan.

Sir Eric Drummond '

Secretary-General of the League of Nations

Geneva.‘
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Observatibns of,ﬁhe(Tﬁrkish Gove?nment
Letter of the Foréigh Ministry to the
Secreﬁary-General of the Ieague of Nations.
No 32035/3 ‘ Ankara, Febiuary 25, 1928.
Mr. Secretary-General | u
I have the honor to confirm my telegram dated Jaﬁnuary
8, 1928, No 28968—2. In this telgram I accused reception
of your letter dated December 16, 1927,'No‘41463524—37912,:
which was transmitted to me'with an annex (request bearing
~the signature of L. Pashalian, relative to the condition
of Armenian Refugees of ?urkéy and to the question of "Abah—
doned Goods") through the good offices of the Turkish Te-
‘gation at Berne. I have been'atééntive to briné to your
knowledge that my Government was intending'to present, in
- due time, observations in this matter. | ‘ |
- In his respons1ve Note dated October 20 1925, the
a¥pcesSed
Mlnlster of Foregign Affairs had exposed to you the manner
vof thinking and acting of my Government in the questlon
of Minorities, Turkish nationals (reSsortissants) pointing
out that Turkey respectful of Xk her engagements, loyally
applied'tﬁe provisions of the Treaty in regard'ofvthe above-
mentioned Minorities. -
Now, in thec;§;;ogf the<f;rkish Government, the condi-
tion of Armenian Refugees ih QﬁeStion as well as the question
of so0 called "Abandoned Goodsé, cannot positively enter in

the outline of the.engagements concluded by Turkey,‘consi-

dering that the Armenian Refugees in questior cannot
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”equltably and in any way be as51m11ated w1th the Minorities
living actually in Turkey and fully enaoylng, consequently, ;
.the prov1s1ons of the Treaty relative to them.

Indeed, the fugltlves are in a speclal s1tuatlon, i. e.
'gUilty having not been exempted of the penalties that they -
. could incur if they had been integratedbinto the country,
because of their reprehehsible aetions, whieh thanks to the
Protocol relative to the general amnesty, is annexed to the
Treaty of Lausanne.,

In all other question,.to their concern, Tarkey has‘
reserved the liberty of action, as 1t*£legrly results from
the Declaration distinct and precise thet are consigned
in the minutes No 13 of the session dated July 17, 1923,

In these statements khowln to the Conference; it is
»lprecisely set : "that it will be appropriate to avoid to !
| establish any correlation between two substantially diffe-
rent questions: the amnesty and the returning home,of the
emigrants intotTurkey" ) |

ao¥ner iz lu

The Government reserved the right ou autor1z1ng the -
\70‘?\“0\)3(‘-\, .

return te-home only of those Ottioman subaects who had pr;orly,
left (the country), and whose return 1nto Turkish territoxry

was in any way inconvenient, The Delegate implied that those
would Wy o
persons whom the -Government/refused this concess1on of retur-
A

ﬁ:ng shall be deprived from Turklsh nationality. L
authoriz <

Moreover, the law dated May 23, 1927, that autorized
the Executive Power to state: "Ottoman subjects who, during
; the war of independence, had not partlclpated in the national

B2y Lrom
struggle and continued to stay eut—ef Turkey and returned
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not into Turklsh terrltory in the perlod of tlme extending

between July 24 1923 and +the promulgatlon of the present
: \\—\

1%3 (May 23, 1927), are deprived of their cap city of Turklsh
cLT\2renn

citezen", is a legal confirmation of the application of the

Declaration made at the Conference by the Turkish Delegation,

which deal with the forfeiture of the Turkish nationality

of a certain category of Ottoman subjects, and it is a matter

of cause that the Armenian fugltlves in question who had left
ot 60X Y odsiion

prev1ously the country enter indisputably into this category.

Turkish
Also, on the question that the/Government consider

.
definitively liquidated and on the interpretation that they
'(1< estimate to be only jus true, the'Turkish Governmenﬁ cannot

N

- fallxih’with any controversy.
(yé§r£ Considering what isC£fec§aihgvaboVe,>I would like to
ufgr’believe that the Committee would reserve an exé%tion to the
requést of Mr. Pashalian, which has no juridicai basis and
which does not stand on‘ﬁkg provisions‘of the Treaty of Lau-
. sanne the stipulations gﬁ'whiéh so far as they cbncern Mino-
rities in Turkey, had come into force Sincé the date of the
signature and have not retroactive effect. '
I take this opportunity.to express the hope that the
| League of Nations which, throughhits kind effeorts, is di-
rected to synthetize the most beautifful conception of Peace
(7 ‘ qgnd order based'oniJusﬁice.and equity, would admit and favor

bit in great reserve_and nd circonspection the complaints for-

e S

> mulated at all hasards and by any one agalnst the Turklsh
| o
éyﬁﬁg) Government, complaints mostly w1thuet any foundatlon and

-~
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derived from =a oategory of individuals who, having left
the country in the most difficult times'when the majority',

){g\ "((2\\

of the people were in struggle for own eXistence, have bro-
ken every rgi;zion with their former home, in respect of |
whom the Turkish Government have reserved every liberty of
action at‘the ﬁxxatxXEKXEanxxnna Peace Conferenece of Lau-
sanne and who, today are trying to take advantage wrongly
of the provisions of a Treaty that offers loyally to the
Minorities who remained Turkish cltizens the same right as
to the Turkish people.

 Mr. Secretary-General, please be sure to accept my

highest regards. ' )
, S
- _Signed/ Dr. Roubhdy,

2227277

ooooooo

New Regulation‘relative,to the'

Abandoned Goods

promulgated by the Government

of Ankara on August 1926.

Article 1
In accordance with the stipulations of the Treaty of
Lausanne concerning Minorlties, it is needless to practice
any more seizure on the abandoned goods starting August 6,

1924, date of the ‘coming into force of the Treaty.

Article 2
iIf the seizure had been effectuated, i.e. if the exis-

. ) _ ‘ .p""d ’l
tence of an abandoned property has been brough Ato the know-

ledge of the Government after August 6, 1924 the~£e}%ewnig

Coyt. 2/’ Qfl-&v
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Article 3
if the seizure had been effectuefed, i.e. if the _
existence of the abandoned propertgshas been brought of-
ficially to the knowledge of the Government after August 6,
1924, the following procedure shall be applied: |
. a) If the owner of these buildings is there where his
7L property is located, this property shall be restored to him;
if hé_is not there (where'hié property is located) and is
sepresented by a procurator, the property in question shall
be delivered to his procurator.(iﬁ”ﬂz?kwd%:2~not a pro-
curator, the State shall adminiétigté (the property) in
‘the account of the owner in conformity with'bhé/éommon right.
b) If such abandoned buildings have been reserved or

\*S
rented to (Moslem) 1mm1gnants, the price of these property

estlmated &f'the date ig;whlch_they_have-been—dlsposed, by
,the Administrative Council taking into account the pnae#&caif—’
price on the spot‘wheﬁe the property is located for sale

of buildings in cash, shall~be given to the owner.

.c) It these bulldings have been sold the owners can
reSQEVZ the prlce they hane_been.sold mf only‘;ﬂ the condi-
tions 1ﬁ£;hlch the sale hagff%en-effectnaféd. M+

1f the owner does not agree, he has the fééﬁ&%y to
have recourse to the tribunals to get & sentence in con-
formity with pie common-right.
Article 4‘
It has been considered as inadmissible that the laws

relative to the liquidation of the abandoned goods be
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applied to théAproperty of individuals who are in possession
o otee —~thart—11
of these buildings or lands elscwiere thanAthe locality where
'tha¥=are located and from where the owners are not absent.
If, consequently, there had been such cases because of
. 2
a wrong interpretation of the law, ifd%ﬁ'exemple, a beizure
has been effectusfed on the propert¥y located out of Constan-
tinople and belonging to a person born, living and registered
in the Civil State of Constantinople, and who is not absent
Savel o | ol
froee it is necessary and indispensable to proceed to the—

rectification of the error committed and to the restitution

of the property in Question.

LRIRIRIRIRIRIRi
ununun
nuunn

mnmun
n

Law of March 31, 1927 N
avth orl?—cd'
The Council of Commissaries is aubtorized to exclude

from Turkish nationality those among the Ottoman subjects
who, during the war of independence, had not taken part in
the national struggle, an@fggéggng iﬁf%oreign,country, did
not return’§5 Turkey ing July 24, 1924 until the day
of the ppomulgétion of the preéent law.

| Are—exceptedjgg;;e/who, in conformity with the treatiesv

coming into force) have made option for Turkish nationality.

e gnceflad”



<
(G
N
W
~~

varis, fgusp 20, 1925

‘ ! Progide "
JZE*‘(] l'r. President:

/ vie have the }honor
= E WW? L "
“het memorandun G

o N
uf Ghe Armm.ano o“ Turkey by thc uox;'cfnment of Anl;ara, 2

oubrlrb o your kind consideration

\vhéc‘i e:ﬁposnﬂ tho ‘trcatment imposed

‘ 1 13%
requeut you to schedule @‘bhe agenda of the nc_o;e,;b meeF
.711'1!"' of the Counecil of the Leag;ue of ha‘clonﬂ the question

vhich ".Lll be its object, and uh_lcln, pd:i'ly, has already been

the obaect of delibe raknéona. : ? _ :
tle are conv:nnced our lawZul protesteddon will find

a favqk%able reception at your Honorable ibunal, and thnt
an equitable end avvck solution w111 be given to these grie-
vanfézfﬁs expo«edgﬂ}n heve the hpnor to present you the‘hcmage
of our highest considera tloa. i
For the Central Ggmmittee of the Armenian
Refugees
Signed/iLeQn Paéhdlian.

To His Lxcellency Er. (uinones de Leon
President of the Council of the Ieasue of Nabtions.
— —
_ La uSdn'i'\e. _ '
7{3 st , The Treaty of(Lauzane)and the Armenians
/ of ‘.I.‘urkeyi.
—

About a yesr has elapsed since. $Fho-conin

-3¢ [\GI\‘ lausann e ///?5 Car/d rnTo EFFEcT,
a)d’@"'- @ the Treaty of 'yd' ﬁh—cmla—aﬁnﬁ,r——oe-«
ke.c,‘{’ Lé,_o@&?
s ' Wa@ passing over the va.t'al rights of Armenians,

e ..

. N o
haé at least env:.saged in g t ipulations concerning liino-

|

|
|
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rities and General Amnesty, a certain amelioration of *bhe:.r
' WE drse Lorss Thal i
future destlny, has not been obsexved. éoally, their signa-

yode Aosernud ;a. acla
ture becafe %{l:’ors% ] (o M‘)
(No‘% 'bo eak bout the Armenians of Turlrey residlng in
QOUA rie

:E.‘oren.gn (country) wve have"bo po:mt ou'b that the Government of
hardshis DdAbee Thogry
Ankara. exe:éd an ineffxorable (hardness) i KL ke @gez_:.;t.

% In spite -of thi statements of the Turkish Delega‘bes at
) aAuvsanng ]
the Conference of Tauzane) (the Governmnnt) not aut/brn.zed

any one of-them to return@bo Turkey, ﬁ-oth@e’successn.gﬁ
SaAw oo/

C )measures and regulatlons, 'bh y@_e_rejaleased)to seize all

. ve 3 t:.*-.’-u ?),()‘L mﬂsz:
their possessions. g FEreret ? ;

Suce esslve

ﬁ.ﬁbhe beg:.nm.ng, n.'b was said that there was no question
of "Abandoned Goods™ of “Fugitives" only axd'ﬁiey stated that
medivated the concern
___‘_;Z vere @@ only by(anxiety) of soVeguarding these pos-
| sessions, wan:b:.ng 'bhe rightful owners 7‘:‘cbe’cu.l:'nélome).

But a "Lau" lastl-y promuigat/ga+ﬁpr11 15,1923, changed ths-;
feature andthat the seizure mugt be extended m to
al)(@o_’\zéD;;Lroperty of absent persons, whateve the date,

' nreascns and circumstances of their departure‘.’ |
| I-lgreover, the right to be ?gr)esented by a procurator was
E&W and all procurations were declared in ad~-
vance null and void, - '
_Yery _Mly, at Smyrna and elsewhere, they proceeded 3

icd
@auct: on saleaﬁ to sell the property they se:.zed?’

A&t Extending the stipulations of the "Law", the Government
Ky ' ,

| confiscd’ced(was well) the deposits of Armenians in the

Banks and Agencies of Foreign Banks, and issued & writ of




;//" was "

C g

‘ 1” &wm@ss ;
‘\’loﬂd—u&rd]:), (h}/) left the country for c'émmercn.al i‘a:L

5 ,
attachment agan.nst the depo.;n.ts transferred to Europe by

ueh Consenuently At Government
the same Agenc:.es, ‘that, if_consequence} believed<fobed #m=

.,{.
obliged ne'b- 'bo restore them to their lawful owners.

Ve nmay pon.nt out,by the way, that the Turkish aut‘orltn.es

-have promised to grant a. premium to all those persons who

ThEAAS &‘.f jr}‘; ,.",:fz? Mf“’"’

would denounce the absen‘b’.ﬁ'é:;&e, w&i they consn.dered and

h .
treatened(so h individuals who hﬁé’ never 1eft Turkey,

‘but whoaei‘uéroperty@ si‘buated in@h”é)localltles other :

Ty, t"{d
than their actual res:.dence.

He (C&JQ

The, Armenians of Turkey, before and during war >
T <)

for :c;easons' of health oré:o gchme their studles) by z{ﬁg—
L gkard pPursue
rizatn.on?’ with regular passports delivered to them by the
Turkish author::bles, or, later o{ during the occupation
@Mﬁe—ﬂiie'd—fmeﬁ with a regglar.saﬂe_noniuszﬂdelivered
by the Allied autkorn.tles. Others (I\mfv/)lei‘t the count@y after
the Smyrna affair: the Commandgément) of the Turkish Army, the -
Pincksidn Division General Nuredd:me Pasha, as& as he
YY) Loe b
entered $abe the c:uby, Mthe Greekg and Armeniang
!O“

ihhabitants,: m&e@—the-:t;reatment to ﬁeporﬂ’fthem by force

“ %Ry rll Wtw or
to the :mter:.or and ain“them in concentration camps,  to

leave [immediatelyijbhe cou_ntxj;y\ withdout being subject to

vassport formalities.
. "\ad B-ce.n
The Armenians, Turkish subjects, who weme—durins-lons
Lo Many y-cars
¥ears residing in foreign countrle and others who left

e Qugl ne $S { he ave. Iy
Turkey for_ afiairs) during or gﬁ;er war, 2o all deprlved
} o

a
of their i‘urfgﬂbure, buildings, (d%?éa?slts in-Benkeg@ind so o




s of
i‘am:n.lies, some members of which are ref':.dent m i‘ore:.gn
and whe allowed

countrle"’ are no‘b @utoriged to join their rclatlves at home.
» 52 : ‘Moreover, the T\%I‘klsh gonsular aut]g;ltn.eo refuse to Tre-~
sTiTuBidaals
cognize 'the gg%anie ' tatute of Armenians in i‘orelgn coun‘brles

—athion crs ¢
'and deliver &hem identif@;tn ocﬁggn’ﬁs), so that all their

Auv:. é)c&n [)ﬂh&n//‘/)
The Armenians xéTeYwaiting fntil now i a&yhopin
b fa InSfead 7 Sp &
that this situation wibifl t;e ended, bu‘b far from diminishing,
rigo@rnus measures are(hgeni‘orced .ﬁ;y;:by day.@é’lalms

by enders N '\4}
, are/\made from every parsg and protestations are accumulated?

Heither human rlght; ner” constn.'butional 1aws of Turkey,
Au 2
nedther tracta‘t{ on@ at Lauz ' aor th& Franco-Turkish ag-
reement at Ankara, and.nea:i;beg? the Treaty of Kars) concluded

on Oct;ober 31, 1921, Ge=met au.atlry these acts. Any lawful

principle do / ot admit seizure of proiizf}.ay. ngeral Amne.ﬂiy

had been proclaimed by the Treaty of "Even the 1?0 ek
Moslems) sentenced to c‘l‘:e_eath by the Turkish Courts and excluded
)’iﬁ' from amnesty gratl@lcation, have not been depr?.ved of their

property; they have been given _ @ delay) to liquid(their pos-

seosn.ons through procurators. The same right was recognized

@ Greeks of Consta.nt:.nople, who were subaec(@dj{bo be exchan-
gj““‘*““ Baaaia S i

ged. The most element y iustlce urgegfim menaans a‘treat-

nent Jat east equal/@s it isg)prescribed by the s‘cn.pulatlons

(l(

of the @auz Treatys

In addition, the Turkish aut;grities find fskd: fault
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with thgée Armenians who, durihg foreign ocgupation of Turkish
territories, &‘{been granted, by decision of +the Allied | |
aug%rltles, paSﬁports and special protection to travel to
Europe, and Jézl not recognlze them as their J subaects,
‘Turkish subaects. Is it admissible that e Allied protzﬁz?
forclbmﬁb)of tcmporary character and wb:i?fgguid not bestowr 3.
p/korelgn nationality, may.be used as a(@otif)o&fm;rpetual
banishment and spoliation agalnst those persons?
e Y 2t
Turkey formglg,x_l;mn.ted}-in the @a_u,g@ Treaty the cases
and conditions of w8 change of nationality, granting this
right only to the inhabitants of the territories iz detached
fromﬁéttoman Emplre. Hov can ﬁ:ﬁ&ggngrefuge to recognize
Turklsh nationality ta their ArMomisnxs subaects of Armenian
descent, to vhom the above~mentioned provisions cannot be ap-
lied! | |
L He Mj"{*’
‘& S ) No principle autora.zes e hinder volunta.ry return w-heme
/,//////’ oé:a citizen who has not been sentenced by‘a tribunal, and
oblxgg him to abandon his original citizenship, unless his .
na.te:3 country has been detac];led by a Treatyy gven in such‘!;ase )
‘one must have the right of option and the llbertyyto dispose of
property. llany loslems of Cohstant;nople have traveled to
: Europ%"after+grmlstlce, %igh tha.same passports delivered
by{allled augprltles, an&-this, of cﬁuroe, has never consti—

t:ﬁted a motiﬂfgo% i‘orfeitm&l—&eom na:blonaln.ty and/ seizure of

- b/‘* property. . -
s
/}ﬂ it is time to stop these f]p_\agrant denia}/f jtl;..‘tice and
, y

ave
:Lnequaln.ty of treatmen‘b which @_ajs) a tendencym{rpetuate
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6
Oy hatred and animosity, sed ﬁa‘b is antipodal to the basic
principles intended by the Treaty. France, GreatffBri’tain

A t«%&tf’ ,,dm Ao
and 1ta1y) made e agements ix? ﬁgard to Armenians, ané=~

AUG Al
Fhe League of Natlons, charged by m Treaty to safeguard

the r:.ghts of mlnorn.tz.es, "uh:.ch constitute obligations of

Laad

- international J.nterest" and\%lad been mlaranteed, hespe the

du‘by to take this si‘buat:.on into serious consideration, aed™
( ust}hope that thcz(,uqve:emnent of Ankara, under bet‘ber Gl vens

ﬁE&l would not @issdto accomplish the duties of a modern

| .
and civilized State. RS o
The points to be establn.shed may be gmmed as follow -?/on 74'

l. Restitution to Armenians of their property and @-aeul%
ad
for 'bhose# L:Jho! Toul not return to Turkey, to administer their
,:bblg\ ' . . -
property by procurators.

/Aﬂ.‘( ALl ’ : |

2.@&0@? o _return to Turkey) for those Armenians who
: J 0 (058 OLlsertde .

would desire, recogniging to enjoy the same rights as other

Turkish citizens,. ‘ e f‘,nﬁ-‘/

_ 3.Aclmouledg%ment of the personal (%ti;t# of Armenians of
Turkey who res:n.de in foreign Q_.___’:’g; and u::.*'h to preserve.
the:.r Turkish citizenship.

Paris, Agust 20, 1924.
TR

wern
2]

Geneva, September 5, 1925

I-Ir.i Secretory-General: - o s -
V/ith reference to our letter dated last @%ﬁé 20 accompa-
&

nied by a memorandum on the treatment inflicted by the Governme



7
on '
of Ankara ¥ Armenians of Turkey residing in i‘ore:.gn coun-— -

tries, we have the honor to 1nc1ude herewith the list, which
appeared um.dg in 'l‘urkish newspapers, of all proper‘lz?

belonglng to these Armenians, which have been sold in public

| %’{‘(/ auctn.cnsﬁ several cities o{' Turkey.,

L oL o WeR NS ‘
The silence kept lgfaf_am; by the I.eague of Nations in

ﬁ-('?' 4 7’ such an affair, uh::.ch, in coni‘orm:ug; with the Treaty of
Ia,us g

auzane) :.s dependfizhlgn its jurisdiction, serves as an
/nc

© ncouragement)'bo the Governmert of Ankara to conbinue its

:m;*é;(m/rf/
7S and by f;m.al measures. Ve request ine%&&%&y once more to bring

rowe ht /10w
have this questionb%—%he Jouncil of the Ieague of Nations mow

32 meeting at Geneva.

Please, HMr, Secretary—General, be sure to accept our
assurance of h:Lgh condideration.
= The Sécretary-General::
Signed/ Leon Pashalian,
‘70 Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond

KeCuleGsCeBos

Secretary~General of the League of Nations,

ﬂ Geneva.
%Q i< g | | Memorandum

of the Central Committee for the Armenian Refugees
despatched to the Secretary-General of the League

of Nations on November 22, 1925,

,Paris, llovember 22, 1925
Mr. Secre"cary-General:‘

In our request of last A%ust 20, we had?’ the honor to
: A
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“~

8 .

: bring +to your kind fattention om the situation created for

S ,.
the Turkish subaect frmenians of Armenian descent, uhose pro-

1ed
perty are sen.zed by the Gcbvernmen“b of Ankara under the . pre-
N Bwners

text that (the@ are absent from Tu:r:key and that the property

are "Abandoned Goods"

S&nce that date, no measures have been taken to put an

end ,to the flagrant injustice to which ame-sutmitted eur.
(Lhave been subjected

unfortunate compatriots% The Turkish autkorlt.:.es persist in

refusing ‘b+o grant them passports and do not aut'})rize +them
alk

to go and(ge'b possession of their property; at the same time
they declare tha‘b the acts of procuration are not valid any-
more ,Mdo not recognize the procurators designabted by those

who have the right to do 50, m&@ey) are nmx&emmg conti~
Confiscale

nuing to sell@elzeg) propexrty anurap ropriate Hhe valuables

as—well—as- in Constantinople as(in Smyrna and i other cities

. PR #
of Turkey .

’ has befalle Cf
The same fate é.s forfeitedj j:é the property Q:ﬁ Armenian

conmunities such as churches, monastem.es, schools, etc.
aCCarir, 3
This state of Cbhlngs rekain /inexplgcable @m&—mexpi::rcated),
cecuverert (repeate 7;&,;, 1718 o8 )
in spite of @eﬂm&eﬁ)mrses %mt the interested persons
VT el ,
have never ceased to make to the competent aué‘orlties.

et

Let us @ome}‘bo the question posed & by our above-men-

tioned request and expose, as complemenbtary :.?nformat:.on, cer-
DT

tain points vhich demonstrate clearl;yéai:l; 'bhehillegaln:by of

the acts committed against us and the conclusiveness of our

complmnts.

1. The so-called "I.aw" ol "Abandoned Goods® that the
l$$u<’

Govermnen'b of Anl:ara(edlcted>Apr:|.l 1923-«; is i‘ormall;y incon-
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olutant with 't;hc r:.ghts of 111nor1'b1es that Ehe Turk:.sh

I
gat:.on)to respect. In fact, in 4
Lausanne

Article 37 of the Lauzane Treaty, EL‘urkey/haﬁ recognized ag

Government @n obl:.

fundamental laws the stipulations contained in Articles
‘58 to 44 of thé‘Treaty, concerning fhe'protection of Minori-
ties and baé/admitted that "no law, regulation, nor official
action shall be in confllct or 1nberfere wlth these stipu~
latzons, nor shall any law, regulation, nor action prevail
- over them." Lausanne :
2e The Articlg/;9 and 40 of the Laugzane Treaty expli-
01tdly prrescribe that:tkhe Turkish subdects belonglng to

oub-B
non-Moslem I 1n<>r1tles,s‘3n'boy the same civil and pol:.t:.cal

rights as Moslems. Now, the fact of living)not| in Turkey
~and being in a i‘breign country, . cann@alnlﬁ deprive

Armcnlans of their quality of being Turkish subdects, con-
e 6.8,
sidering that (the absence is & conmon right and &ecs never

const:.‘bu‘be a change of nationality. l
auSanne
5« he Articles 30 an(dl\ﬁcj of the Lauzane Treaty hav:mg
shall
laecn.i‘.v.ed the persons uho cease to be ﬂ‘urk:.sh subjects,
Strickly Sltate
prec:x.zn.ng) the conditions of changing tRe#t nationality

(Syria, Palestn.ne, Mesopotamia, etc.)y 'bherefore, Armen:x.ans _

fo 4
who do not e m;.?in) this category, remain _as they were
Turkish subje%cs aﬁ ﬁe Government of Ankara wcontestsg;ng

0%4@&@’

S
$fo—bhem t This
4. Armenians uhom/z( the 1,:Gove"'“nmen'l‘. of Ankara would deny,
b O .
have never been subaetxt -of condemnation by the furkish courts.

Sasrse.

Moreover, the amnesty proclalmecl vy~ in the Treaty of Lanzane,



3:,9 covers M@’W)
s;ae_emAthem, as(]

jects, Moslem and non-loslem.

ave been covered)all other Turkish sub-

/ A
5. Nothing autorizes the Turkish auﬁSrities to consider

as "Abandoned Goods" the property of Armenians who claim
g P23 (v deceorss, _
them personally or%\&‘oprocurators. it is arbitrary, o bo_goncedl>

T AR i

adm:.nl'brativelyﬁelrpdegds (oﬁ«pmpenty) s to refuse to re-
cognize the acts of procurat:a.on, t0 seize 'bhe:.r\’géposn:bs

b ol
in-Benks, to collect theiz rentals of mﬁm buildings,
£ o am dodise
to sell and app:r.'oprla te the products, while these posseosn.ons

have HweTr owners and righti‘ul claimants,
v rkass ‘e,

It is wstragnoe to impose @-Armenlanu such ptreatment

| that, in anaz—e»&se is 1;@6 even equal to the treatment impo-

sed e (150 Murkish lMoslens exgluded from the stipulations
QmLoane
of amnesty proclan.med by the Lauzare Treatyp phe latter,

sentenced to death by the Courts-lartial and exiled 1Cn‘.’rom
Crm'

the country, have been granbted bormugeoy-and. d:.spose their

,vloperty in Turkey.flmuv ﬁaffes, Ths A o’.’»n cesfo,
Foverlso k. Tlz. b
" 6, Finally, onc must not @s_zegaxd) that the Treaty of
ane. <Y
Lauzane 1ntent:.onall§; é‘e%}oummthevcase, the 'berms

= "subjebts" (ressortissants) and "inhabitants" to gua}’

rantee the spec:.al rights of every one.l In fact, the"ﬁgubg'ec'b"
CCCSSJJ\,I [ bu,
) I"Lifé“ ;’,cfa .Lurk:.sh subaect,")fnay live)not{in Turkey aré have resi-

: "
dence :Ln fore:.gn country, wvhile "Inhabitant" is considered re

o . a.PexscM
o, as ;a! residing in 'l‘url;ey in a more or less fixed menner and
' w
Oi =~ ‘may|be, not O_Iurl.:\.sh s:.bdec't;. gA~CLL

‘\ hr. Secre-bary—GenciE}f our request to take

. i,
into cons:.deratlon our petition and provide all our recour-
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ofbors . P2l
ses which the state of %hings \above) exposed (may require )

we have the honor to present you the homage of our high

consideration,.

Snnnrunan
tnuane
n :; mner

Paris, December 30, 1925
Mr. oecretar;y—General- |
bm to draw attentlon to the following fact that

is connectedbu:.th the quest:.on of “Abandoned Goods"™ and the

deposits in @b.nks q,f_“!._l‘urk:.oh subaeiﬁ;s oi‘ A:cmenlan descent, wvhic

rt Yr\' P-\/ ‘i
is scheduled .;n the*agen&agf -bhe ay, by 'bhe Council of the

League of Nations. :;;
‘ 27
At the begi. nn:Ln of December ﬁ:unnln the Consul General
° i

‘of Turkey at Parls, has affixed, inside and outside of the
| - Consulate @g folloving notice’s

“\sMac Turkish subjects having left Turkey:
/1. Before the hostilities (1914),

Y2, Without a passport,

1 67 /f’xg »
'3, Provided with foreign nassport$ and desiring to Go 2®
£ Stralines r
Zerize thelrhfﬂﬁz;‘blon, are informed that they must ma'kp ,
1G4 TFetbe QLo /s m
their stabube through the services of this Consulate tém‘."

=l
will del;ver them necessary appllcatlons. v Vs ﬂv‘

‘/These're'quests will be received until December 31, 1925.%

.. Hany Armcz:.ans 3 Who have interests in Turkey and who
ot CoxZiCH | {
are irous e regulariZptheir ymitkeimry judidical sibua-
AR
tion, w to the Turkish Consulate in order to £ill the

Sulorn i H
necessary appln.cat:.ons uhlch could| be (gn.ven) then/, They were
most## surprised when the employees of the Consulate of Turkey
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‘made a formal statement'that the notice in question did not

concern Armenians. ]
Even those [Efneniag;) who were provided with repgular
passports delivered by'jﬂéfaurklsh aué%rlties rior to the
var, had their requests reaected. ngﬁéigfﬁﬁgié§~oﬁuﬂa@@h,

may produce their wrltten testinonlies if requested to affirm
this fact. ‘ |

&&wmf%formigé'you of the procéédings'and the facts, we be=-
lieve that fe must prevent all argumentation against which“
the Turhlsh Government might prevail in the future, repron’
ching Armenlans, Turkish subjects, residing in Lorei%n
countr%gs aving}ﬁi%—}egularlacd their situation b efueen the
fixzed éﬁ%’“{’ R Oﬁiwﬁm be 7#(84:»\ Lwe)

Rloasge, lMr. Secretary—General{Qpewsure»ogjzgiézgsurance

of my highest cdnsideratlon.

The Secretary-General:
Signed/ Leon Pashalian.'
To Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond,

K.CQMUGQ CO Bn

 Secretary-Ceneral of the League of Nations,

Genevaes
T ———
—_— : o

Paris, January 25, 1926

Mr. Secretary-General:
: to the/
Wie have the duty to bring ir/particular attention of the
Council of the League of Hations the statements that lir. Shukei
Bey uaraaoglu, menber of the Turkish Delegation at Geneva, has

made wﬁ )returnlng to Constantinople qﬂd which have been pub—
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lished in the Ho—e#£ Decenber x 26 o:f.' "Jumhurle‘b" offietous

organ of the Turkish Government.

Interviewed by a correspandant of that newspaper, lr.

‘Shukri g—;ﬁ f'aig. anong othgz';;’%

;1)rtege question of Armenians,our Delegation has felt

I a Jjust discontent. }Sefore going to the meeting of the Coun-
011; Lhe Dnlagatlﬂ was complaining that this question
;hg.s beencschednled an the agenda of the day, (unlawi‘uf@.

y The Delegation said that the ciaimants are Armenians who
)to day are not conqa.dered@ﬁtrklsh subjects ,Eyrﬁ rf the

yefiqakis
chague of Nations goes fho](roughly }to ?the question of the

h,cla:x.m‘énts made by individuals who have left Turkey, this

7&/&%& 1
.,.would /;)pen the way agzain toém?ré the m:u;orlt:.es, who had
Pt srati Y

‘e\:presse:l their satisfaction about their (state/&Nd Tomoun-—

{}(?*ﬂum,mx\m‘ % the prov:Ls:Lons of ¥ Article 42 of the Trcaty
WL [N Faty VRO ens
rof Leauzane. & the league of Nations would have dmeonteg,

m”’i@ﬁé’c;;gg;% Hh—:*.k-%h they {Teague of Natlolg have to p&%‘%i‘d '
' ~A-t. the uameLate (Decenmber 26, 1525) the Turkish news-

papers published a rotice, feitewing-whieh "considering that
‘the sale of YAbandoned Goodsf belonging to Armeniens is

debvimentol
suffering kﬁ judieimdl delays|to the interests of the country,

& order, hyéi\i\‘ been given to the interested Departments to i‘:‘u}é

the prices of|buildings, fields and orchards ;bandoned?be—
1ong7(1ng to Armenians and He-sell them :mmedlately in auk by

auction". . - 5:0 ;G:f z:
/Y 'In the same order of facts, we must s:.@al 't:ha:b few

days ago, the Turk:.sh Consul at Parls invited )by official
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Notlce all Turkish anJeCtu bo p:r:e.,ent themselves in order

,(.Q,A f"f.ﬁ *«3 Q;g* 7 Zy g fadsk %
to » i ;iarb ube, bm?@hen Armenlans

ﬂ.:.af GRS “ut.f%

ansvered %e this appeal, “the notice

Hed
m ot concern them and}sent t away homes

1% results of these statements, measures and proceedings
ax¢
that the Government of Ankara is 1nexorably pursuing the

crdeved
appl:.ca‘blon of the "Law" of April 15, 1923, which h&d.ae(é-a,e#ed

the general s‘eizure of the property of Armenlansvabsent from

' e
| the country, whatever fi;he date, motiﬁ’ and circumstan-
ces of their deparbture; and which stated that the procura-

I ,
tions given-by ihe” absent persons are no mg;.g/:ralid.

g C? H ‘ The "Law" of t¥8 "pbandened Goods" is based an“ an ob-
: ' ied
L&) o v:.ous equ:.vorgﬁe-, because the propert(& 1t@rocla1ms) "Aban~-

doned" have 'b_he( proprietors and tgpﬁ' rightful owmners,
vho axe—amking-g-in- existeﬁee-/ and whe are claiming their
rights. They would return home, or at least admn.nn.stra'be
eant
their roperty b 4 rocurators, but the¥ are hinde-
property by procu ’ ¥ kept—et

T L T

aa-ee\’/by the Governmen‘b O o Aﬁg/
It must be no'b:tge;d. that a great many of these Armenians

vere in foreign countries before war @rld Viar ﬂ, and

5 Brffm
Lwthat othexrs Mé dur::.ng the hostilities (1914)35 all
ing- bee '
DI‘OVi ed with r gular passports and having plausible rea-
abrtﬂ Suelk ag e
sonsf as-for conmeved

i‘a:.rs heal'bh stu etc,
f/kt,fc MC %-—lo- m dy’
g’”ﬁ?:so "Lhe inhabitants of Smyrna and thEELFE nelghbowflng

distrlcts,who had been forcn_bly impelled to move temporarily
i‘rom the country by the Commanders of the Tu_rkish Armies,

. , a
those localites having been declared}\military Zone,.
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6£> Finally,bLherv are others,. who,seized by co&mmehe»e&ve

panisﬁ~have gone, waiting to(?&? oméﬁwhen the 51tuatlcn

\"t‘l"\'u('ns ‘J“Q
-l —gene—inbo normal..

How/GESK&oulg/rightfully refuse be all these Armenians,

good and neaccf%; cltlzens, their capacity ﬁo be Turkish
e cefv
subaectg, b has ol been Qsér expressed by an interna-

tional act> such as for inhabitants of countries detached

from Turkey: Syria, Palestine, ¢ra3 etc, and [whose allﬁ#
W havEe boeso
: PESDEECER recourses e:ﬁe¢%ue%c&~%s-Ankara, » @nsuc~

P m\&“ 3&‘&:‘3 ) )
ccvsiu9° Have the&fgioceeded ‘the same manner with other

Moslem or non-lioslem subjects of Turkey? Does tnz‘ﬁifiéﬁg
Il
-39 of the Lguzeﬁc Treaty not¥ guarantee be Armenians to enjoy
/' ‘1
BSe=-ri33 (23 li0slens theAsaLo‘rlghts}01v1l and politicalf ‘?
are
Pretending that thééf' because Arnenlans, nust stay

att home and not travel, under ghé/penaliy of leesé;&'thelh
Joul®? mﬁu(o

nationality, w;ll be/g’non sense %e—}ikeito dispossess then

Aty e

of thelr property because they grﬁ”absent Ifrom the country

tem?orarzl would have been inconceivable and 3 hnadmissxble
,fb’a};" J“"'
BTos sness ;n Lan and %r,tlce.

Ay et

S anma
BJ Axtlcle 7 of théfTreauy of Lauzame n did not Turkey
WW»
///////5 sent not to rermik promulgate any law, any

. 70 S
regulation or any official action in =& contradiction @fth"
fWLL

the stipulations concerning lMinorities? low|one |may |cenciliate
AGn st iy.rd™
such an eé%ageuent with the treatment scarcely covered in
the staterents of Kr. Shukri Bey Sarajoglu relative 4o the
future fate of Armenians in Turkey?
In the Wote dated 20 Ocltober 1925, the Secrctariabt-

General of the Government of Ankara has written that "the
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actual situation of Armenzans having left Turkish territory
¢ the Lansamne ted
before the signature of Fauvsmanc Treaby has been regulapiddd

by the Declar.—..tlon of 1smet Pasha at 'bhe Conference of Iza

me\,«w : Cow s..u"""*“{‘
-;;am, becleration @on51gned :Ln the rm m:.nuteé\o 13,.30i‘ the

session on T uesday) July 17, 1923. grede by MU&
ew o

Iveh—a-he-—ﬁae—'by\&:hau he has been Qe}z’agad to apply t’n& amnesty
'@ a large spirit) and has stabed that only "troublelhakers"

_ banx fo
would be e}e—]:ufrfe'vi‘\ from returning ixm Turkey; he bd’/never

A et PeX izt
spoke® about the seizures which would be 1;02'3%’:;.@9& ox the "pro-

perty of Armenians absent from the country.

/,;fnr,om
Such a measure seened so Unjust and far from his (thin-

l:ing) that ewen 1BW sentenced to death by
Wi ettt
the. Courts-Martial and excluded from amnost s DPeve vecormized

..te_/"") @on §1 draeat
renjoy their rights of [disposing .{.‘ully7the1r property.

in the/same order of 'bhlnklng)non—e}.changeable Greeks
no d
v@-‘ho-—afe/au,\rlzcﬁ to_return to Turkey, heve erd,
ot 1S
Tightfullyy #o exercg ni?heir rights on the property left by

then in the—eountry (Turkey).
Lfllows S
It “esal-t.a of these considerabtions that uhe trcatment
o On;DLICI
inflicted %o Armenians procecd from a Q;or.i:usa.on) that the Coun-

aw o
cil of the League of Nations has “ahe charge to&ssi atg) it

'n g W
is not a question cz Turk@yw@nterior order;, but ma-

tional order, ‘end )settled under the guarem‘;oe of the League

of Tations.

, %s—tméer—bho—mmpua:smf‘d ‘.ry‘compiamts-bhat f;he .
tondinlale s, e din. Fhtoacrn 27_[‘“’7

Central Committee is maling tHis-—reecobrse;(t ese compl an.n‘bs 'j'%’(

: (ar{ com:.ngg from Armenians temporarily residlnw in Greece, s
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Bulgaria, Rumenia an \M aiting with-enxiety the solution ;S
6//the question of their personal statute, the safeguardws
haa resnacned
of thﬁxxmskxnix what Is—rema&nlng_fro their property, and

the application of rights contained in the stipulations
Locoanme , , ‘

of the Lauzame Treétynconcerning Minorities.

A erreneeus [
Turkish autorltles under the Fictio "Abandoned Goods"

and the amount of which, £eliowgng the Turkish newspapers,

They cannot recognize the va11§%3? of sales made by
) of’

already reached one million Turkish Pounds. They consider

khak these sales ag null and void, and, truézgg in their
cause,/aré vaiting for austtce ag—veli—ax from the League
of Nations as ;::ggom'the Turkish Government.
in any%$§;t an urgent measure must be taken to ask the
Government of Ankara to postpone the sale of rgzrty eize
until the solut1onféggE%%%%%%§§l23§22i2=:££z§§f%y the Council
of the ILeague of Nations.
‘  Sincerelyeess
The Secretary-General:
Signed/ Leon Pashalian,
The Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond
KeCollaGuCaBea
Secretary of the League of Nations

Geneva,

o SR

Paris, June 1, 1926

Mre Secretary-General:'

Ve have the honor to include herewith a memorandum
/ﬂﬂ Awall 4 '
concerning the illegallty and (nullity)of the measures of
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seizure and denationalization taken in regard of Armenians
by the Turkish Govermnment, composed by André Mandelstam,

nember of the Institubte of international ngh‘b(,) who has -

apreed, as we have m /)Dg;’lf‘::/n our 1etter dated Eeb-—
ruary 4, 1926, to (gwarcﬂhis Juridical concurrence.
We believe we have to add that al Eénclusions of br.
I»Iandelstz_aﬂ%are fully?adop‘bed by our Committees kaﬁ
\ Please, Mr., Sccretary-General, be sure to agree the
assurance of our high consideration, |
The Secretary-General:
Signed/ Ieon Pashalién.
Hona. Sir James Erie Drummond |
K.C;I-i.G,C.B.
Secretarrc}eneral of the league of Nabtions

‘Geneva.

———
[——
——

&Fo— Memorandum
of Mr. André Mandelstan _
on the illegality and null:x.tbyj of measures of seizure
and Gﬁena'b:.onallzatlon taken against the Armenians
ﬁy Turkn.sh Government.

I AMMM‘L
The R:.{;h't:s of Armem.an (follom.ng\ The Treaty of Lauzene-

Loita tpnt
e Article 39 of the Treaty of Dauganne signed on July

24, 1929, carries- ’".Bk@ .Lurkish subjects belonging to non-
Isoslem minorities shall enjoy the same[r:.ghtsﬁ civil and poli-
tical as /h'é lMoslems. All inhabitants of Turkey, withowt




;_moﬂ
has the right to excludef of its own %wixT, m 7

¥ - | \ |
@ﬁncbten-' inction of religidn, shall be equal‘ before the lawses"

And in e Article 44 of the same Treaty: "Turkey
( unW s/ that, in the measure uhere the prec/a/edn.ng Ape -
ticles of the Sect:.onéfWa non-Moslems of Turkey,
the stipulations constitute obligations of international
interest énd)placed under the guarantee of the Ieague of
'Nfations“. ' | Par Lrrm
However, the T_}rea‘by of Lauzame distinguished of
the Treaties w Minorities mmmeuis concluded by
the principal Allied ’g?owers with other &Gtates such as
Poland, Czechoslfivakia, etcy by the absence of stmpulations
regulating the acquisition or loss of nationall‘by in Tur-
key.‘ Fe- Section {}[ of bhe Parﬁ I of the Treaty == entitled
5Nationality" cgncern:'fg only/ Turkish subjectis established
on '92( territories detached from Turkey,

: - " .
I/l‘/é\f)a/a distressing problem is posed.ﬁﬁ%pﬂg/oﬁection
2 A, Rt

of the League of Nations
Aarcenre

by-the Treaty

~ .

of Laugene only (o non-»?loslem m:.norn.ties, v sub-
=22

Jects of ’I‘urkey. Hust we conclude from this that (Turkey)

-5
the members of the minori'bies and deprive them by this

indirect means, the ,Frotec‘cion’ of the League of Na-
tions? | , | / «

The analysis of the acts signed at Laamv:z) as well as
of the minutes of the Conference, le_ad to a negative ans-
ver to this questiong, and this for the reasons exposed

hereunder,
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ft'ié $tatement rolative o the amnesty
The "Declaration Relative to phé'émnesty and thé ﬁ;o—
tocol" signed atb Lauééﬁgibn July 24, 1923 by Great Britain,

France, Italy, Japan, Greece, Rumania and Turkey containS

tire Chapter"T and I11, fo wordigé: )4&7 ;0 1 _
I. "Any individual inhabiyggg'or having inhabited im

Turkey, and,vreCipibcally, any persgg %ﬁﬁfﬁiﬁiﬁ§>or having

inhabited Greece, must not be(forrggd or molested in Turkey, -

and reciprodally, in Greece, under any pretext, because of
his military or political conduct or because of the assis-
tance he (c,:n(; d) have (é; v’en)f%ga)foreign [l)Jower ésignatory of
The Peace Treaty 4o the date of-this-dey or to its subjects
between &%ust 1, 1914 and Wovember 20, 1930."

II. "Full and complete amnesty shall be granted respect-

tively by the Turkish Government and by the Greek Government

- 1S DEMIEA RS . ,
for all crimes and @@oﬂmﬁ.’bﬁed during -‘l\;hg period in
- a{Lvi

evident connection wi{:h the political even'bs;\taken place
during this period', '
sfolivenss gk

These fextd could be sufficient to assure to-Armenians
inhabiting or having inhabited Turkey the benefi;- of a com-
plete amnesty. Hovever, thé painful situation of Armenians

: Sanat.
had dravm) dufing Lauseme Conferengce, the particular atten-
tion of the Plenipoten‘biaz{;:}es of Allied Powers and was the
object of long talks with,\ﬂ.‘urkish Delegation, ag it is re-
Cox oL ‘ :
(gistereﬂ)in the minutes of the First Committee of the Confe-
' ‘ ’ Qrw_»pc:o(—ichJ,

rence lq.9, 11, and 13, of May 19, June 4 and July 17, T@B}
The exchange of views in this matbter ended with the Decla-
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ration of Ismet Pasha on July 17, 1923,

II
766’3 . Declaration of Ismet Pasha on July 17, 1923

The Declaration of Ismet Pasha nust cértainly be
considered & the genuine interpretation of the Turkish
Delegation of the Declaration of amnesty. Very recently

Mw A
it a;;gé&ﬁireceived (\3 the side of)ﬁhrkcy, a {nev/ conse-

cbﬁgkheaﬁkgaﬁg yin fact, the letter of the Turkish Government to
the Secretary-General of the League of Nations, dated Oc-
tober 20, 1925, beawing the signature of Tewfik Kiamil Bey,
containsjin itks 1ast'paragrqggjﬁthe following declaratioﬂ\:

_ o7 :
"As %o phe actual situation of the Armenians having left

<the Turkish territories before the'signature,of the Lau-
sanne Treaty, h%g% been regulated by the Declaration of
iIsmet Pasha at the‘Conrerence of Lausanne,ﬁgéélaration
%hat\is consigned in the smmminutes Wo 13 of the session
of Thuesday July 17, 1923",

: The above-mentioned Declaration of Ismet Pasha
\nggﬁ:’ : ‘ /uég;as fdllows:

. ' "ISMET.PASHA declares that the Turkish Governnment
desires to apply as Soon as possible the provisiong of
the Declaration relative to the amnesty/31ncere1y and
punctually The bovernmcnt shall apply in a—spamit.as

extensmve as[thékgégé;)gower3581gnat05§ of the Declaration.
to

It was natural Jindeed that the ”urkle/;uthorltles pursue

the guilty/until the noment wheg%yﬁhe peace .prould be 31gned,

(2

‘7uu—fﬁ9“*‘
n \;?’ £ e Aecherst

“fec
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Vhatevcr-i-‘l‘r—may—be, i:he Turkish Government, %E%M s@biy,
ha,{,é not .a'honped and uill not stop, in the course of these
pursues &Zu#—eﬁy—i}he“wo_;g&\oi.the%—x}—(government—) -security-

&nposé,

o ad W Mo :%l&
(o] profve the greatest generosity pos ...1ble. mj il
"The Turkish Delegation has exposed during 'bhe preced%’

Pount cf Vied Aews
neetings Zhelrgmanner of seen.ng #heTmtter—of Armenian emig-
ade.

rants. They»—(—gea.egaﬁlona—estlmwthat—lt would be needless
to re"pegﬁ. ZW&’W 7’9

"The Government of the Great National Assembly of Turkey,
jncerely desirous +o see nphe soncord and good understanding
W / M
be—dominant betweerl all the elemen‘bs of the I»atn.on, means

#‘(’Vy\ ‘/‘O 2 ;
that-they enjoy, in perlect equality all the rights and l:bﬂéxr
-~

G< ties—that—t laws—reeo”nize o /%urk:z.uh c:.'l::.zens.
"tn order to contribute to the general paea.ﬁ.ca

the country, the Turkish Delegat:s_on/a.é/fn.rst accepte:fztzﬂwu/
grant complete amnesty to the inhabi tants of Turkey. Athough,
A efe reed fo .
by the exygission "inhebitant”/t persons&m:_
habiting/ actually| 4 Turkish territories, they (Delegat:.onj]
| Lol

accoyward
W accepted at—e-Iater desbey, in order to ea%—er—:m—the viewus

Y&V'M‘A"’
of.p;],.ln.ed é{elega‘b:.ons, that @ee persons having pr&e&cm:iy J
1nhab1ted iz Turkey may equally enaoy this amnesty.

rect e

"Accep‘blz to renounce all pursue 7 even against pee’zﬁle
" who had taken \arms against their coun’cry, the Turkish Govern—
mcn‘b cons:Lder having proifveg/to the detriment of Hffe public

order, a spirit of tolerance and conclllatn.on that—3s not

% hohore e Correel~
practiced in other States. If other S‘ba‘aes are (r:.ght}i‘or

Lo
several ln‘o_’c_g.gg\s, and parb:.cular;q)/u* reasons of general
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su;’ their su'baects being |

@ b g Hel
securi‘ty, not &e renounce %¢ p

in the same situation, it gould not be cqul’bable to urge )

K i
Turl»ey,é—part—;genai Tesponsibl at_they/ (Goveranent)

e v G

%D.a.:z\ept— to open the doors of the country 't:o troublefmekers.
It would '§§fg{, m{h@ the country to the blooduhesg.-ac
esfen'bs that, since/ the Treaty of ﬁerlln,ft:ade the restab-
_ 1ishment of a—pe;;g;fsbs’;&# tranqu:.l/{:«.ty in Turkey impossiblec.
"Finally they decided to make-the Turkish peopleqp'he-

. enjoy the benefléa- of order and tranqua.l#rby, that every
:mo.ependeni: country enjoys. The Furkish Gdvernment are——:rxP

‘ the inmperative obll@@blon to prohibit ?‘é access of the
térritory nﬂ to all elements of disorder and revolution,

~ The exercuy!e of this sovereign duty shall not hinder Turkey

From seef view

#e—&oek—a&té?, in possible measures, that inhabitants and
good citieens do not suffer the measures :Ln question,

"The Turkish Delegation be:mve‘ moreover, that they( //)
mu.,‘c draw the attention of the Conference u{gn a capital (“U'Q
point that seems 130 ‘be the principal rcason of the actual
controversy. In hi_s opinion, one must avoid %e establishirgy
any correlation between two orders of[questa.ons/ essentially
d:z..fferent/l t?( Amnesty and 1;1( Return of emlgran'bs in Turkey.

WThe consequences of 1;116 Amnesty in regard éo persons

: actually :.nhabltm e Turkey are clee.rly defined. 1t is

evident, moreover, that there shall not be?”fnﬂrsug a§a§€ts’b
persons having formerly inhabited im Turkey, because of |
'f_‘:be acts enumerated in the Decla.ratlon of ane sty. The re-
turn to Turkey of persons Wﬁé‘-‘&n this last category
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is é%%?fgééd to the autérlzatlon of the Turkish Government;
"»twe-mz%

thlg augérlzatlon vhall be granted onl) to persons vwho—had

7 ~ A
"A° to the retuﬂ@j;gf of hundreds of thousands of

POrlOdu uhl% is a question it
- es
completely independent of(%hg)amnesty and which do not cnter
Shout
into the limits of the problem thet coé%a-be resolved by

the Teace Confercngce.

"Considering tho deep chanremeﬁ%s that affcctgg)e p001al-

ly/the political and economlcal s;tuatlon of the Orient,

Turkey could not take any engageme t‘ln this regard and
ks
declares clearly that in his oplnlon thLQ‘ques%:cn-n is

completely~strangg,to the Declaration of Amnesty.™.

AR RIRI R
trn
1

A Juridical £§22é2§s of -the Declaration of Ismebt Pasha
b be <
allows to-establish the following p01nt0‘

There is no correlation,)fn the opinion of the Turkish

Delegabiony between ordpers of(ggggﬁigé?ég;éntially diffe-

———]

reny/ thg Amnesty and the return of enigrants into Turkey.
@hQ,Amneoty.

Tﬁg\Amnesty,is extended not\onl* to inhabitants of Turkey
but also to persomns having ﬁ;gggg;ggiy inhabited dm Turkey.

This Amnesty is otherwise designated as "penal irresponsibi-

1ity", admitted by Turkey. The Declaration precxsﬁg that
there will not be purnuét'a_ig;s% persons having formerly

inhabited s Turkeyx, because of the acts enumerated in the

Declaratton of #dnnesty. BQg{anesty is extended even to
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persons who hed talken arms asgainst their country.
/\
2. ﬁh@ Return:

M—A.A/A—UQ
Turkey 1£ierdxcv0{bﬁg’acceus on - hﬁz;torrltorx/to "trou-
—_— T ’
blifhakers" We-tall elements of disorder and revolution". ]

j
t y o 2
Buy}y urkey should, ";zygﬁgélble measure", d%gi that

peaceful people and good citizens do nob suffer [the measures

in question. But even the return of 1nd1vﬁ1dualslha g)not?

(L bad ___ngannta is é%&é?é%ga o the- au#%glzatlon of the Go-

vernzent, And the hope to obtain this agykglaatlon is alrcady
Jebar
attenuated by the elimiretion |at least temporaﬁﬁrof ﬁ%gg%éale

return home., Turkey declares/wot o take any engagenent)in
its infedinn ant Ao skt v

this regaxd. fetinn ' ﬁwy’ ™

This distinciion between Amnesty and return home is,

2&%”211 points of view, artificiall a veritable ammesty cpm<

‘gggyg_ e return home of emigrants. At the end of this memo-
randum, it will be enough to study the effects of the APnes-

ty as if is defined in the Declaration of Ismet Pasha.

L |
The Illegality of all leasures

of Seizure iﬁ”%he‘point of view of the
v

Declaration of ismet Pashe

QL

Several measurcs taLen‘;y the Turkish Government I
e
regard gg Armeniean property wvere enunerated and described

in detail in the precedéé% memorandun of the Central Comnmit-

a)ﬁyﬁfiéélzure of property eFf aggzht pcogle

to the proflt of the Statey .
b) éﬁ@ seizure of dep031ts éﬁéﬁﬂéznlans
in.Banksy

tee. They are:
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c) Ti\e@\ei‘v.sal to the absent individuals
of the right to be represented by

prochratorsg;gii—;;;;hratlon being

declared in advance 3e£-va11d.

All these measures arc absolutely contrary to the

“terms/precise and gleaxr of the Declaration of lIsmet Pasha

on the Amnesty,

Whatever %0 ’aptua¢1y, in the eyes of the Tur-

T D)

¢ the nat ionality of the Armenlans absent

. eller <
fron Turkey, the Govéynmant have, by the Decluration of

July 17, oeen obliged <vis-2-vis af'Allied Povers to abstain
e =%
©of all pursué agas persons having formerly inhabited =
Turkey because of +he acts oanerated in the Dcclaratlon
of émnesty. These 1nd1v1duals are covered‘by penal irres-
ponsibility”, admitted by Turkey. Therefore, all neasures

‘ ant :
of seizure concerning their property‘iS'unlawful.
| Iv

Tne uhla, fuldess of the cxclusion by +he

Turkish Government, (from Turkish natlonaliti)

of Armenians enjoyineg amnesty

As ;é’has already been expose& in the precedbﬁ?»memo-

ranaum of the Central Committee, the Turkish Government

vaod
' reluse G0 geéﬁénlze.;k’ Turkish nationality to the imaesmse

/C
najority of Armenians living in foreizn countgy, such as;:

a) Armenians who escaped ian Turope during the
events of 1915,
b) Armenians who left Smyrna on the categorical

ordexrs of the Commander of the Turkish Army;
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- ¢) Armenions vho left Turkey with _passporfbs égli-_
vered, diring occupation, by Allied-éuthorities; ;
d) Cortaein Armenians \;Jho left Turkey during or
7 _ afterfwar, provided @#ith passports delivered
%é/ | o by the Turkish authorities, and even others
¢ | - mavdha
e in foreign counbtries »e—e.mgng
meatks, beforelvar. |

b ] whe beers — :
}Jhgksgecial Vﬂot:.ceg&t\suehlnm.ted the Turkish subjects/

to prés_ent themselves to the Turkish Consulates in order %o
fefulgrize their SituationQ Bul to Armenians ¢(mph \x‘*:ho pre—~
‘ s_enf’ed themselves); the Turkish /Conguls hgfe invariebly
declared that thede notices m only?la)reeks and Israelis.
The. Turkish Consular suthoritics refuse% to recognize

' Turkish/ ' S reg
the persenal/statute of those Armenions zz.suoreign cou.ntr;‘ _

/—D .
and - }?S delivex theé legalized documente; 76 that their affairs

of heritage, will, gsuardianship, emancipation etc. are in

‘suspension., | .
This denationalization of the Armenians of Turlkish W
tfmrai‘.i:t:,r sﬁ in a% way founded on their voluntary or per-
sonal ren‘éxtnciation of their nationality. t«Zéed/i.zss to M
MPUJ'L the case of those Armenians who };2&( escaped from Turkey during

< M;LM\/’“‘ the tragicset events /of which their race suffered during and
after [ilo®lq® Yar %, or who have been evacuated by the Turkish

aﬁthori’aies} The Qquestion is(poéeé not]either’for‘those anong

i;hen>who left Turkey prmfided with passports_delivered by the
- : : e

Turkish authorities. Finally, eune(could not presume/the in-

4 . Oneg
tention of renouncing %keiz country among those who had lefb

Turkey provided" ¥ith passports delivered by the Allied autho-
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rities. MThe xﬁ’elivery of these passports was due to an
evident necessity, and the document delivered Had telaporary

charactery exd, Moreoycr,'guhey did not grant the bearers

Mé forcign nationality_._] HE bearers °fj‘mb” L, e s i"' il

2 fored g

General Pellé, French Plenipotentiary,

during the meebing held on March 19, 1923, of the First |

Conmittee of the Confereancec of Lausanne*%hat the persons
vho left Constantinople at the time of ﬁl-f;.ngem:ﬂr of regine
in 1922, vith regular papers, hafe left in good faith, with
the consent of the Turkish Police. \ 0
it is 'chnn evident *ohau w@ﬂ%&’%uwmmg £rom
their c:LV}d Tights, that affecte%' almost all Armeniansg
living in foreign countries, has m@_ character. . /

ol i
Therefore, u this denatlonal.:.zatlon is abuoluuiliey

contrary to the Decla.ratlon of Ismet Pasha, by which the

Turkish Government recognized Z ¢ :bhe penal irregponsibilitz_,

the o
including in @ a.mne.,ty hg%eople who toolzfarms against

- their country*,

. 1/750 V‘:W
It is 1es<= that the IuI‘Ll::h Government uould prevail

o

of btz* soverciylgnfty in order to assert the right to legig-
late in—eid :v.ndependent#’ in 'bhe matter of nationality,

This right belongs ‘to %ﬁuﬂash (xovernmenﬁ incon-
19730 Zz
tfutably, but only %«-!—é:;‘ﬁas they Gll’kluh Governmenﬂ did

not renounce it (the right of soverelgnity) by an interna-

tional act. This point had been {ﬁs%ég coniirmed by the

consultative g'udg;iment of the Permanent Court of Internatiop-

Hal Justice, on Iebruary 7, 1923, in the controversy between
France and Great#Britain in the matbter of Decrees promul—- |

Eﬁﬁ?ﬁy
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gated in Tunisia and lMoxrpocco. l)

[(4
"It can be%géééé;;éé;ggzgg’ YE&Z;SiE}LJ%hat’ in a

matter, whi h,féq the one of nationality, egulated by
% internaticnal right law, the ( berty) of the State to
W

| : 7o
dispose at %hegé own will, be however, restricted by<§§2¢“&
‘ other
gagehents that(&ou d/be undertaken with thoir States, In
- seztsct Jrscesuet- 122
this case, the competence of the State,ﬂévclu sive ,n prln—

ciple3 is limited by rules of international law".

liow, in the case of Armenians, the exclusive competence
of the Turkish Goyvermment State to legislate in the matter
of nationality has been 1imited by the Declaration of Ismeb
Pasha on.July 17, 1923, confirmed by the letter of Tewfik
Kiamil Bey dated October 20, 1925, |

Recognizing the penal irrespdngibility of Armenians,
6%%?§3é3§§t82f/écto en?nerated in the Declaration of Amnesty,

&%3222_ murhey havé inter ed (Ho—the s). o—e3t—

clude_tﬁém (Armenlans) from Turkish natlonallty as a pu-

nishment.
‘ with res /‘5
Q A1l shortcomings of Turkey to the Declaration of Amnesty
— ‘ :
and to the Declaration of Ismet Pashs /expose/certainly Tur-
key to the complaints of the signatory States of the Treaty
of Lausanne. And,in ¢ Turkey would not com with the
0}{ * Mf oz@% J ply
w complaintsy” g%yld be assigned by the Allied Powers (to the
T
@aﬂwﬂmﬁy 1) Publication de la Cour Permaencnte de Justice International
w .
porede © série B. Recueil des Avis Consultatifs, Ho.4, p.24.
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Court) on the basis of % ghé/igpenﬁgd line 1yof/tha.krticle
15 before the Council of the Ieague of Nations.the unique

existence of two engagements sufficient to bring down the

reticence of the exclusive competence contained in the in-

tended line 8 of the Artlcle 15,

Heee—&s—hou,,in this matter, the Perma%bnt Court of the
Hague delivered the Jjudggment:

"But as early as the law invoked are of a character
0 allow the tenporary conclusion that can have a auridical
importance for the conflict submitted to the Gouﬁcil and
that the question to know vhether a State is competenté to
take such or such measure is subordinated to the appreciation
o2 and ihterpretation of the rights, the provisions of the
Paragraph 8 of the Article 15 dimeontints ivon being applica-
ble and one gets out from the exclusive domanﬁof the State
to enter into the domain regulated by 1nternatlonal lave 2)

v .
ﬁheﬁ%écourse to the Permanent Court

The Council of the League is not, houever, in any way
obllged o suspend its action'looklng meanwhlle %;; issue
of a controversy between the Allied Powers and Turkey in
the matber of nationality of Armenian emigrants, | |

If any exception of incompetence is rmsed before (the

COuncll) by the *urkish tGovernuent, the sltuatlon which will

- result must be regulated ié%virtue of hé (Rt 2568 line 3

2) Avis Consultatif, Ko 4, l.Cs D26s
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of ti:e—Artlcle 44 of the Ireaty of I.ausanne worded. aS follows:
"Turkey agrees, moreover, that in case of dli‘ferenc"es of
opinion on the questions of right or fact concerning these
 articles between the Turkish Government and any of the@gnﬁ-
W Powers or all other Powers, Membefc' of the COuncil
of the League of Nations, such differenc'g shall be considered
as ,a:f/a.ii‘ference of mternat:.onal character in accordance
with 'bhe terms of ddwe Arbicle 14 of the Covenant of the
League ofvﬂations. | o
The Turkish Government agreés that all conti:oversy of
this kind shall, if the other Party clai;:; , be submitted
to the Permanent Court of International Justice.
\105_'?___ | The decision oi‘ the ?ermahent Court shall becaea- ap-
pealable and has zhe same force and valv.e as a degision
nade ﬁ virtile/;of"“b Article 13 of the Covenant'.
-In_ conformity with this text, every Hember of the
Ol““'”)’/ Council has then the /ézzﬁlgy'to degfer to the Permanent
Court of ‘International Justice the question of knowing

whebher the Couzc:i.l is or is not competent to assﬁre/ in
conformity with the Articles 37 to 44 of the Treaty of Lau-~
sa.nne, the protection of Armenian emigran'bs ‘bhat the Tur-
kish Government m&:to exclude from Turkish nationality.
w impossible to péé% that a @ |
difference of opinion on this question between a Ilember of
the Council and Turkey would not be one of the questn.ons
of "right or of fa?lﬁ@%& Article 44 of the
179 , Treaty of Lausanneys . .
\j; ’ Rei‘erred to by Spaln, Italy and Sweden, the Council
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geceeded to‘the first inguiry in the session held on De-

cembexr 14, 1925 and accepted a Teport from Mr. de lello
Franco. This report gﬁﬁﬁgiggér%he—£eilowing: |

"1t comes out of the Hoﬁe by which the representatives
of Spain, Italy ond Sweden, have pointed out the affair to
z the attention of tﬁe Council; that they made in the ab-

sence of all observations on behalf of the Turkish Govern=—

: scheduled o
_egent{ZLater on, the question has been oot by d:5004 in the agen-

da of the day of the Councllﬁzﬁé recelved the Turkish Note

dated Octobexr 20, l92§;7£n these condltions, the Council
;(c/\, Do T

shall estimate perhaps preferable to postpohe thls(affaxd

to the Commitiee formed by the above-~mentioned representa-
tives to allow them to subnit it to another inquiry. It shall
. Ir- corhette ~ shatl
depend o2 the result of the inquiry that this affair|be)again)
: AN\
referred to the Council,® 4) - v
| The representative of Turkey, Vunir Bey, accepted the |,
transfer to the Committee and maintained the Tight "to Mie
the po;nt of view of his Government before the Commlttee and,

&b
in_case—ofzéeed, before the Council, if the > is refer-

red to"gqiL/éuﬁﬁz

It is then the Committee of the Council, composed of Lhe-
representatives of Spain, Italy and Sweden, that shall deli-

6£U&lﬂwji§er first on the question of the Competence of the Council

3) LsCo Pe 176.
ll') and 5) L.c:‘ Ps 1784
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#7

2§ , %ﬁM @937 fa :
. @n this matter, wh r its competence is contested by

o | o Fhe Copnmadlee’s re2pons
the Turkish Government.) It shall bﬁg-%—the—emm%tee&

J
to decide this question )'baking ir{m account as well -tﬁi{»ngc-
laration relative to the ammesty of July 24, 1925, as the
Declaration of Ismet Pasha of July 17, 1923, confirmed by
the letter of the Turkish Undér-Secretary of State dated
October 20,4 1925 addressed to the Secretary-General of +the

) Teague of Nations., '

In FThe case t‘{é difference of views in the matter of
this -cémpetence ' woulcl@e %ﬁ”&ﬁﬁe@ b‘eqtgégx;ithe three Povers

betureen

or one of them, on one hand, and Turkey, on the other,

evem one of '&hese Powersg might refer em this
difference to the Permanent Court of +the Hague.@m{ ﬁe
same right would belong to all other Pox-zers,‘*fr"%;bérs of the

C. Tt oA
Council, tz__h__a“’xﬁ_goum refer tio_the Council in this matber, )

gL ge
e
k]
Paris, September. 2, 1926,
lMr, Secretary-General:

At 3£ was brought to your knowledge, the Government
of Ankara have already decreed a new regulation concerning
the so-called "Abandoned Goods" of Armenians of Turkey, the
French translation of which,@ are enclosing he@

published in the newspapers of Constahtinople}l \
It resuito—of this document that, although the terms
used are not sufficiently expZlicité, the Government of

Y ) Su/)‘pa
_ » Ankara, supposingto a solution to this question,ﬂ-w(

A impatiently, e —— fmme
“looked to/by ma.ny,ﬁople ; M,
- . ; : v

Rt P,

Rttt ed Y L——(ttm e 7
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M"l /L(t-‘Q.. P -
declred _or-have not been able to complete-axe llm::.ted

/‘
1. "To make a distinction betueen the seizures
mede /ﬁxa
_cffectuated-prior to August 6, 1924, of—coming {fto
ijg_x:cc—oi‘/the Peace !I.‘reaty of Lausanne.jd th@d};::.zuros

efi‘ecmated@ater on sﬁv that date (August—65—3924).
2. "To res tore propexrty to rightful owners only

of the last category, and this, under major restrictions.

.? 3« "not to effec‘bw hereafter mnore seizure;,

excopt those that_ave being%eized fctuallys"

»p A" this dn.stn.nc‘aion) established by the date of the

Peace Trea‘bs; conform with the terms and spirit of that =k

act? ‘ _
v -
May it be Jjustified 3 and may one consciously

fx find it auria:.c basic?
s fle rovproat atrmelsly
: It b _é_l_*gxgr_jb s_and G

/*bo ‘the Court of I.ntemational Justice of the Hague to
73 7/ -clarify and ﬂ,term:me some questions therein, but let &

. m gL Armenians of Turkey whose proPerty are in

questa.on, make their voice listened«‘g‘kbhe presen‘b because

ae Shth et pwmzzc/
the &(C}:

7‘7(&‘-—7 W
cess of the:.r hames is not yet opencd to them aaé.--

‘eve/n@ermission 18 nb{: granted ¢ them to have procurators

£
on the spot in—exrder to ‘ggﬁgg’sg their claims and defenss

their rights.

P),J" ‘]"l' However, {W been a contradictory delibe-
UM _V".,f'/ﬁ ration, how many/conclusn.ons vo ]?éxhave been avoided and
N
e nisunderstandings (dn.sapp ared?)

The analysis of the new regulation clearly demonstrates
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~ e Article 4 is £ in 'bh::.s matter -~ that the unique ‘
act fwhich :rs—reproavhe&—to#’f\‘rmenian {%rs in question,w
is the—fuCt tio hawe-escaped )qz’disapp ed or even simply
ba%absent, Must it be W;hatbt‘long#fg before and
aftgr the war (World War I) this absence was ek mo*bn.vated
W plausible reasons~ personal affairs, ‘t:ravel, study,
f::.nancial reasons )or health, eic=p : _
\,&.,ydu-' Othe_g.:x{ e’ Turkish authorlt:.es ha( because of jhe"

war operat:.ons, forced entire populatlons to move, as infpeee

) W,J-C""’ Smyrna.& bo};h/ caséj,/ no¥ @'notice {bes had been given

not to be absent or to return home as soon 8s '_poss:Lble.J
Ceitrpo Jf\\’

: P mt
Ho one suspec‘be{fl that 1}&( absence wo e a—motif pi‘"
dispossession, Do the right of the people and the Covenant

- of the Hague, to which Turkey is one of the signatories,
wetl ao Ao

Nﬂy Q rod respect tb(property during wartism as(in peace?

e Do 'che Grea‘b Ha 1ona.'>t Assembdy since the first da;ys
of new Iurke’;y, net admit and guarantee in a pact the right

of minorities? : L Whon# Hon wo el for
Did—they-not—askgdtion a peam the Wilsonian

1»
m deas that had facilitated t’g%:orget%st indicible
k /xorrors % vhich the Armenians had been the wholesale vie-
tims du:r.':.n% War? , ‘ .

\

Does t}le Turco~Russian Treaby concluded at Kars.-net—
recognize Yo all Armenians who would leave Turkey, the

right to liqu:.date their possessionh iﬁﬁﬁibezt:,r?
0]/(% ’

ok
Does the fxcgord of Ankara net con'ba:.n such stipulations?

f'ﬂl/ ~ The ,ﬁm of {k¢ "Abandoned Goods" was conceived frf the
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beginninglin a spiri‘b Q{'Q safeguard ef Gheose proper*l;z;‘ for

s rightful ovners. L
The new regulatn.on scens to MS g/}éﬁi/ and,

by the d:l.sm.nct&on that is established, completely denatbures

this character. |The neg,o iators of the Treaty of Lausanne

tyz{tms distlnct:.on would be

made 1%1 tl/le future, they ha{ stipulated a clause to safe=~
he

guard/property of 150 Moslems sentenced to death by tribu~

did not suspect

nels, who were _excluded:of the benefit of general .amnesty.
The new regulation affirms that it is based on the

stipulations of the Treaty of Lausanne concerning minorities.

Tthe elaboration of laws for ninori-
ties.and the aims pursuded are of an order of justice highep

and universal and gubmitbted to dates, The diplomaticeX act

signed at Tausanne / wag concyluded to establish peace and

Justice...

The idea of pernalty and punishment are excluded, amd”

M:u is inadmissible 'bha-b-%he—mm thataArmenians

unn.uhme*ﬂ: so l%?aﬁo contain

;é seizure of their property.
‘ Jo
If \é¢ would @w/ in/a detailed analysis of the
nev regulation, ¥e could say that e pTro %m;_gm ians
absent from Turkey haff been seized,
Lo beca
to the date of Augus‘b 6, 1924 and vhet i= seized Xmee since
(that date) doi/;mt present w value. On _17:he other hand,

o
the Turkish Government .are meking a strange reserve for the

najorityy’ prior

property of this second ca‘begor:;," that, in order to be res-
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tored to their owners, must not be officially reported to

the knowledge of the Government prior to the above«snentioned

date. This is to leave open the door to the arbitrary.

By what means &Pe interested peoplg could’eatablish

that their property_iégglnot s1gnaled to the Government
h‘_,—-—.

prlor to(%he date of August 6, 192247

Lo oS preresprd
We have to reﬁe? e a‘capltal 15;?;%: the new

regulation is silent on an important'question concerning

the property of Armenian communities: churches, monasteries,

schools, public institutions provided with bulldingu or

‘lands actually rénting, that are seized in the provincess

chk¥ex even in the localities vhere these
communities Exe still existumt,. .

Sucﬁ are the considerations that an,gttanﬂizgﬂétudy
of the nev regulation‘suggests ﬁg@:s anqpbeing grateful
to the Turkish Government that have reguleted this question,
we hope that, under bggygg;igfgifffzgfs, it should not be
late bto arrlve.gg;a general and complete regulatlon in
conforitity with & right and equity, and that the Ieague

of Nations would continue to give us, as they have to,

their powerful support,
Please, lire Secretary-General, be sure to accept

our highest consideratione | |

On behalf of the Central Committee of Armenian

Refugees: | | |
Signed/ ILeon Pashalian.

The Hone Sir Eric Drummond |
Secretary-General of the Ieague of Nations,

Geneva,
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. mone to carry oub seiZures of the property of so-called

58 , _
Geneva, September 14, 192G.

‘Hr. Secretary~General:

The new regulation concerning the so=called "ebandoned
Goods" of Armenians, that the Turkish Government hé:é al-
ready promulgated and which the Cenbral Committee of the

Armenian Refugees haée called/your attentlon to/in a 1etuer

deted 2 cunrent, testlf%(ﬁfngw tendancy 1n the prov151ons,

‘due, undoubtedly, to . the hlgh.lnterventlon of the League

of Hations. Ve umsh first of all o express hertfelt thanks
to the League.

The prlclpal importance of the new regulatlon for our
question rea&&é; in the acknowledgfnent by Turkey of the
11llegality of seizure, '

In the first Article, the Turkish Government recognlzes
in fncn, that,in accordance with the stipulations of +the

Treaty of Lausanne concerning the minorities, there is no

"Abandoned Goods" : 3 T E‘Tﬂ?1ﬂ¥ié
and l,r‘[_c, : / a/?, Ceqve 0
Tesoby—ronriuded sa-ﬁuguui; 6, 19244 e Ve Jrree .

The Turkish Government adnits so, expressis vorbls,

that all selzures of property x are contrary to the stipu-

latlons of the Treaty of Lausanne. B _
Unfortunately, the scope of this acknowledg%mcnt is

singularily dlm;nl hed by the restrlction that accompanies

&nd vhich is confirmed by e Article 2 of the Regulations:

- "If the seizure has been officially reported to the

knowledge of the Government prior tolthaﬁ Aupgust 6, 1924,



the formalities in’queétioh shall be completed.".

In other ferms; the selzure is maintained,and relative
formalities skhal be completed in réspecfcég;all "Abandoned
Goods™ off1c1ally,ul~naigzgé to the Government prior to the
coming into force of the Treaty of Lausanne.

Now, th° property of the Arnmenians absent from Turkey
have been seized, in major part, Egigg‘bo the date of Augusﬁ
Gy 1924, and the property seized since thab date ( Anguut 6,
1924) do not presenu a g%gﬁé value.

On the other hand, the restltutlon of the property sei-
zed 1ater-ea (ﬁge date f of August 6, 1924, Supposes, follo-

wing ﬁhe Article 3 of the law, that the existence of the

~ "Abandoned Goods" hag been officially reported to the know-

Hlars
1edne of the Govcrnment later em Aupust 6, 1924,
Th*" terﬁiro1ogy opens the door to abuses. The Turklsh |

auﬁ%rltles nay, in fact, pretend in all natters of property,

- that they- would not have seized Rr*o uo<§he date ?é>Au~ust

e A
-6y 1924, that tae ex1utence haﬁ;ﬁfcn sijgallzed to them prlor

to this, date. And Hj what meana/the interested ovners zui

hove o4 ther  al

s

—caa&& ‘disposg to &emonutrate that the *urkish Government
had not, prior +to this Pabidsen _fatal date, -em official
knowledre of the existence of the "Abandoned Goods“ in

questlon9

In this way, the regulatlon of Augugt 1926, very important
Ty ‘bhe/

- as acknowledg rent of/principles of the Treaty of Laugannc,

has a practlcal value)very restricteq/

It is, however, easy to demonstrate that the seizure

(which )malnta::.ned is contra:cy to the engagements ¢ ass umed

cherge
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/

by7Turkey at Lausenne, as the seizure that the law carries

&
i

indeéd, the distinction inbroduced in the new regulation
between the seizureveffeqtua¥ea‘griorkznd on—of the
coning into force of the'Treaty of L&usﬁnne cannot be mnain-
tained. |

e have extensively exposed in our nemorandun presented

to the Secretariet General on June 1926, the exbtension for

our cause of Lhe Declaratxon of Ismet Pasha on July 17, 1925,

el levia Turkish/
in whlch, followi L& the letter of the/Governmcnt to the

Ieague of UWations dated October 20, l925,*has repulated

"the actual situation of Armenians heving left Turkish ter-

ritories prior to the signature of the Treaty of Lausanne®,
By this Declaration; Ismet Pasha has guaranteed to the ram

, : ad
refugces an amnesty otherwise expresseqka "penal irrespon-

sibility".
Sothovrs
1t results that all seizures of soocalled HEX YAbandoned

- GeodsY by the lurklgh Government seizures alvays havin
? 8-

the charazcter of a "punishment", are contrary to the Decla-
ration of Ismet Pesha, and, thg;efore, unlawful,

The Turkish Governuent ha¢@ tried unt A1 today to elude
the iﬁterventidn of the Ieague of Nations, concluding the
é&natlonaﬁ. zaotion of the Armenian refugees. |

Ye believe that we have_demonstraté@vin our aforesaid
memorandum that the denationalization, carried out as a
punishment, was alsc contrary to the Declamation of Ismet
Pasha and, theréfore, X unlawuful,
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-

B fhe sbandened)

=
Today, the Turkish Government seem to abandong this.
the application_ of/
thesis, acknovwledging/the Treaty of uausanne to the question
of property seized, withoubt ins;leng on the natlonallty
of their owmers,

We have to request that.the League of Hations continue

v o’

- their generous ond effective intervention in this affair

andbreceive‘from ﬁhe Turkish'Governmen'b the extension of

‘tge'benefiée of the new regulation for all "Abandoned Goods"

3, in accordance with the Declaration of Tsnet Pasha,
sHYdld be restored to their rightful owmers, independentdF
of the date of their seizure.

IEZ z A
" In the case, hovever, Eﬂgt, against all lo%ég, the

\\M«.@.&L obaof
-Turklah Government would riggcyhe)excep jon_of competence

of the Council, we respectfully ask that the Committec of

Three decide on this question and that all‘differencé:in

this matter between a Pover Mémber of the Council and the

- Turkish Government., be referred to the Permanent Court of

International Justlce, in conformity with the 1ntendcd line

5 of 4he Article 44 of the Treaty of Lausanne.
o wensned of. kaving

Please, Mr, Secrctary—General, be/suro of the assurance

of)our highest con31derat10n.'_ ' 7
SiipRed/ Leon Pashalian Signed/ A. Mandelstam,
To His Excellency Sir Eric Drunmond |
Secretary-General of the ILeague of Nations,

Geneva. .
e



sYay

42
Geneva, llarch 8, 1927.

Fr. Secretary-General: : : . '
. ' an
.Lo t/le have the honor tp[call once Z@ee your kind attention

er the question of so-called "Abandoned Goods" of the Arme—

nians of Turkey, ¢~queutlon that remalog ighsuspe ige at the

desk of the Council of ‘the Leaou° of Hations since December

hﬁab44~.a~n~JﬁJ A xi
1925, and the solubtion of which is looked for in_anxiety by -

the thousands @f 'bhousands) of unfortunate interested pcoplee.

You are awarc that the Covernment of Ankera published
last August 1926 d decision to keep all the propérty seized
prior to the coming into force of the Treaby of Lausanne,
ilecs Au"ust 6, %24, and resto”e oy tgszlghtful owners

subse
only property scized 1ev3233§ thaﬁdaxe (August 6, 1924),

| uith the underutu¢ndlng, hOWﬂver, “that they (Government)
“had not ! xnowledgg\ci the existence (of the property).

As the Central Commitbee had the honor to expose in the

~menorandum dated Septembér‘14, 1926, such a distinction is

arbitrary. Bub, eve ce that date of Lugust 6, 1924, the

< haat boeqn &

regtitution(made, either in Judiciery or administrative uay,
hastosore

ﬂviluma
arc not 80 MANY, whlle theusands (of bhouoandg)of propcx%ﬁfo

l-

“have to be reshored Lo thelr OLMIeTS,

The Central Commlttec probests once more against the

o act?of speoliation carxried out in‘regar&-of a vhole population,

alnost afflicted by sufferings and vietims of so many cala-

mities, and to declare that ali the erguments that the Govern-—
. ' S ,
nent of Ankera advance #exghr to legalize, are %Aélacious.
 indeed, there are no "Abandcned Goods" in Turkey by

Armenians. Witk all their ressources and means, the owvners
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of these proPertf clg;m g since the first day and continue

to claim their rightful ownershlp. ,
A&A?he owners of the Goods are not “fugitives"; Many of them

have gone from Turkey prior to the war provided with Turkish
— ~ and.

passports for reasons of commerce, healtlr% study and, contrary.

%o all. expectat¢ous, ‘they were surprised to see the doors

FC{‘“‘W\ Ma.c(.cud
of Turkey closea vhen they vere trying to_get home; £ox(Enisy)

| many Armenian milles are living jboday|in a traglca! sepa-
: P’ml—f-u—rw

s

A
rations Many others ovacuated by force by Turkish autorites

under the treatment‘of deportatlon, as during the events of

e

Smyrna.

o
nhe Government of Ankara 1ndeed are maklng a mlstake to
F

‘:seek, under the ,gction of "Abandoneleoods" by "fuvltives"
= LCLLOR,

H717

-...-——"/
to au¢t1fy their scope which is only to get rich with the

lu901ls of these unfortunate people.

Pt

In order to.ane&é~the intervention of the Icague of Ha—
tions in this painful affalr, the Government of Ankara imas

con001ved the idea-%g refnséﬁ%he cagacity of Turkish citlzenﬂf

-

to the 1ﬁigﬁée mnajority of Armenians in foreign countrles,'
the 1atter,a£zl{;jing>the Turkish Governmcnt, would be a part
of the Armenian mlnorlty 1n'fhrkey, and, consequently, could
not enjoy the protection of the Iecague of Hatlonu‘

In the memorandum of June 1, 1926, the Central Committee
refuted the'hypothesis.of forced denationalization of Arme;

nians. mé§§ demonstrated that this thesis is contrary to the

Declaration made at Lausanne by Ismet Pasha on amnesty, St

entails a penal irrespdnsibility of Armenians and does not
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M .
allow the furklsh Government o denatlgﬁzilze them as a
punluhment._ﬁé'the same time we reminded that the Declaration
of Ismet Pasha had been expllcltgly confirned by the lebter ‘.
of Tewiik Kiamil Be& addressed-fb'thé Secretary-General of the
Ieague of Wabions on October 20, 1925.

Finally, in %#e case tEmt Turkey would continue to con-
test the. compstence of the Ieague of Nations in fhis affair,

.80 vital iwm for our compatrlots, our Commlt tee respectfully

SR L 4o an He shmwyﬂ\ ef He. Lt )

called the Council,®hat|every And each |Member has, éggvirtue
of the intended line 3 of ‘see Article 44 of the Ieapum Treéty
of}Lausanne)é right to refer to‘the Perméneit Court of interf :
national Justice of the Hague all difference "of opinion on
the questions of'right or fact" concerning the articles of

: the Treaty of Lausanne relative to minorities.

| Sane then, our ZHE cause had made nd progress. Referred

~to by a Conmittec composcd of Spaln, italy and Sweden, the

Councillhas postponed on December 14, 1925, the question

scheduled by'ggélgggg_cdmmittee for a new inquiny.'mhis.Com—
mittee, trensformed because of the changesvintrddhced in the

composition of the Council, has not nade a final decision.
Undon.
Ln'thcse conditions, our Central Committee instantly
reedCo. re-
reque ted the CounclL to ask the Yurkish Government to res-

- Shihetion u

Y;mﬁ

tore the 1ndustlce bnat thoy (Government) commltted &a~re ard
(B reslere,

of Avmenian owners of property seized in *urkey, restoring

them the same property. And in case thes the Turklsh Govern-

nent would pe. st ve *nvoléﬂthe 1ncompctence of the League

of Nations, the Central Commitbee beg each lember of the
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ot
Gounc11 to use the réght glven to kim by Wiee Artlcle 4 of

~the Treany of Iausannc ‘and refer the questlon to the compe-

‘tence of the Pernmanent Court of International Justice of the

Hague. .
Plcase, hr. Secretary-Gennral, be sure to accept ‘the
homa*e of our hlghest con81deratlon and our profond fcellngs.

On oehalf of the Ccntral Conmittee of Armenlan
Refugees:
- 8igned/ Leon Pashalian,
Sir Eric Drumnond
SecretaryaGenerai offthe Ieague of Hations
Geneva. |

N
nun
1

Paris, December 5, 1927'
Mr. Secretaery-Gencral: ' “
ie have the honor to submit to your attehtion some new
facts concerning the unfortunate question of so~called "Aban-

. _ L e
doned Goods"™ of Armenians of inrkey, ouestion'whiqh scheduled

R the anenda of the meetlng held on December 1925 by the
)

" League of matlong,,is remaining Jalways in susptns, fer the

greot despair of thousands unfortunate people deprlved of
their last ressources.
1- The Decree in which the Government of Ankara stated

wo
that the property that were nct seized until August 6, 1924,d=

Hgate of coming into force of the Treaty of Lausanne, will no

\ heo
é:ge be selzed, |remained simply a dead 1etter. The seizures

are continuing. Ve would allege as a typical ex¢mple the
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following case: ;

The house situated at Bakir Keuy (formerly Makri Ieuy),

suburb of Ccnqtant1n0p105 69 Stabtion Street, belonging o

w
Irs. Helilshah’,llvwng in Peris, ana in wh;ch houge ig—diw
va livi
yé&ry her ister Iucy Liglikshah, d widow, w1t her chlldren )

.(her husband was massacred dnr~ng the deportatlons of 1915),
has been seized on last October 27, (1927).
, 2-Some Arnenian owners have recourse to Tiiﬁunals
"and(ggﬁg@}éggséjihcontcstablyltheir owvnership, but the
| Goﬁernment of‘Anknraﬁpromulgated a Decree stating that

these property mz ceornot be resbored to the owners if “the

latter ”orc hot pergcnally present and theip procuratlons'
‘WW
(exe not valid. -

How,\szszzjgga'zgza one lmnows that the lurkiah Con-
atlacd o

_ h S .
sular auggrltleg categorlcally.nefuze to grant- visa 4n

the passports of Armenians who would return to Turkeye

3 - hm
: 79 77 : e ch; A more serlov.._. fact gx rmade public ver)é:/ rgcently.

~A tolegram from Anlkara, . dbspatced by the Official Tele-

graplc Agency, dated last November 22 and published in

M,'LW"-

the newspapers ataConstantinbple, is worded - :
"ThevGovernment'haviné been informed ﬁhat'certain tribunals
o@E are dcllverinﬁ ntences favorsble to Armenians who

are absent (from murLey) hége 1nuured the consent of the
wil ,

Vlnistry of Juptlce so that the tribunals de not(if_~;;E§D}

Jp—

L
deliver such sentences,”

In submitting these 1actg He your anpreclatlon, ve
’ﬁwould hopezfMriobecretary-qeneral, that you shall not; ﬁ-gs

- to bring des® the aﬁtcﬁtidﬁ of the Government of Ankara



&7
ana;at the seme time,reconsider the question of the "Aban-
doned Goods" in general. \ . o
ve are coavinced Lhut 1i the Government of Ankara a;%
oontlnvlng ineyorably the policy ox seigure in reﬂard et
vy Hews oA &
Armeniens and ame acting aga*nsu tha&r%%yn decrees, because
' they are Sclng tha ¢ the lawful revendlc tions of - Armenlano
are not sdgported by those who have the ggﬁgL.and the duty .
to support them. | .
Please, lr. Secretary-General, accept the EEQQQQEZE?L
of my highest consideration. | | ',
| " 0On behalf of the Central Coumitbee of Armenian
' | Refugeeé:

Sipgned/ Leon’Pashalian.

e 0000
L

?aris, August 8, 1928,
lir. Secretary-General: E '
hore ‘ - heo Pcapmd&44n
VWGK}earned that the ”uvk¢sh Government have(gpswered)

e the complaingts formilated in our retition dated December.

. L
5, 1927, concerning the (oropert¥ (of Armenians)so~-called
3 ? e,

"Abanddned"ff;ituated in Turkey, and tﬁé% (Govc"nment)'nre-
tend’that the fate of Armenian Refugees and their property
(goulg)not enter in the framework of the’ engagenents nﬁ thet
“Turkish Government concludod at Luuuanne, these refugees
cannot be assinilated, in their opinion, fmxk with the
minorities living 2; Turkish territoriy.

To Suppoit this allegation, the'Turkish’Government

KA

invoke im the first place)the Declafation of Ismct Pasha
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:in the session hela o£ July 17, 1923 at thé Conference

of Lausanne, establishing a distinctidn between thé amﬁesty 
granted to the Armenian Refugees and their return home i;;
Turkeys andn#rescrv1n¢ to the iurkxnh Government the right

- to uﬁﬁ%le“ the return home only of those Armenlan refugees

N existerce deotunbareeq
wvhose life On Turkish terrltor} could not provoke(}nconve- E

L or Catee 4Auc¢nuCnuwwuuw .

.sfeleo

n1enceg> ,
‘.S‘
(Govcrnmcnt) gupg £ that the Decladation of the

Delegate (Ismet Fasha) had undcrstood that the individuals
no#fautorLzea to enter &= Turkey would be fal en do fron,

EAg Burkish nabtionality. - o }
ce s f’»/(‘. l//'
" Haey anoke)in second place 2 "Wau" that they promul- ;
. ef e
gated on May 23, 1927, aniéri21no the L cecutive Power to

AA”?jXLMdeclare iallen down those. na-blonalu mho during thelwbr of

Lndcpﬁndence had not parﬁlclﬂated ﬁg the nation11 struggle,

from thelr Turkish natlonallz?,'would have stayed away fron

Turkey andAdginot enterdi Turkish territory during the pe-
riod betwéén-July 24, 192% and the promulgation of the above~
mentioned *law® (anv2§, 1927). ' |

Dr. Roushdy Eey, Commissary for Foreign Affai:s,
pretends that this "law® is a legal confirmation of the
Decleration of the Turkish Deiegation at the Conference
of Lau;unné, znd deduces that the refugees. 1ncontestably

. belin
(enterjtr the category of Turkish nationals fallen down

from their nationality. ile adds that the Turkish Govern-
zent coul not f£211 in any centroversy on this interpretation

which he estimates as the only just-fone.



49 S

j ' , ¢ S
Finally, thg‘ Government of Ankara allege,as g third

and laSt ?bjection)that the stipulations Vof the Treaty of
Lausanne ,‘ffsq'_:far as they concern the Minorities of Yurkey,
had come ’intmutich_only‘since the date of signature
and have not retroactive effect. | -
.\Rel?:iifé on these allega‘hions, Dr. Ruoshdy Bey consi-
ders the question of the "Abandoned Goods® as definitively
liquidated %a.nd asks the Commitfiee of Three of the League
of Nations to dismiss the aforesaid peti‘i:ibn as d.e\ﬁéwMed

of all Fmti ‘j%udical basis and" as unsupported by the pro-

visions of the Treaty of Tausanne.

o am coretrnana o
Prior to inqu.irg//;bhe objections rﬁsed by the Tgrkish

Government, our Committee insistgﬁtly expresses the bitter

4 . evdercd MMY‘Q’
-disappoin‘bment that this ansver has msed to the Armenian

refugees. They vere hoping rightfully that the Government

of Ankara, recognizing the @fferingsygndeservecﬂ that they

are undergoing simnete more than five years, should not |
refuse to grant them j Just reporation, taking in account 7
the fact that they had nob been gentenced for delicts

_ ' L ,_Ctace & = :
committed against the State, as(150 qu%ems, ‘whom, hovever,
t«hcu-.yg (Government) alloved to liquid/Their property in

: /
Turkey. They were especilally Zmiking looﬁz;?/mr that

Lo ,
the actual Government, which a®e showing a tendency to

- modernize in all domains, should receive/formally) their

legal claims _a}nd wemis not follow the criminal conduct
of the precedasé regimes soundly denounced by the civilized
wvorld Pecause of the massacres and spoliations of Armeniap
nationals, Greeks and Israelis and other loslens ,S'bu-l

dying the series of laws and regulations promulgated
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A1t these last  (JORTS relatlve ’so persons and property of the
rouda oy
refugees, one would say that the actual Government -have i‘el‘b
a duty to create ;]urldical sn.'buatlons that should allow ‘bhem
'bo appropiate the property under the cover of legaln.'by. 7
.LQ come to "che obaect:.ons in questlon, ve would alloy:
-~ to- ;.’;dpo..,e the follouing cons:.deratlonsz . |
' suffieently
As ve have analy cd enough nﬁ:r: in our memorandum dated
June 1, 1925, vhether the Declaration of Ismet Pasha subor-
'd:z.nate the return home of Armeman refugees to the aut‘om.za-»
t:mn of the Purkish Government, Ismet Pasha hinself has cha-

: racterized the amnesty as a ;:mi penal irresponsibillty, l.e0

as a reanca.atmon;! to all pursué by the Turkish Government

"even against those who uoéld have takenufarms against the::.r

\ coun‘bry" ' | , .
; - J 8' /} - . Now, is it not needless %o say that the dépm.vationkof
- _— ’Armem.ans of their civil rights and the sen.zure of Their

severest
property constn.‘bute the u'gmost hardent penal‘by and, conse-

quently, are contrary to the spirit as wei!:l as to the letter
o " of the aforesaid Declarabiont | W con
R 2 o P
: The Turkish Government"could not validly support@
m the right of proh:.b::bmg the return home of Armenians
S"’N’ W@onta:.ns also the:l.r f&lllng down from Turkish natlonalz.t;a

V20

h
cherye £alling down which could auto:r::.ze the seizure of their pro-
M
perty without possible Trecourse to the &éasures of guaran‘bee.

adopted at Lausanne in favor of the Nin_orn.ties, because .

Teufik Kiamil Bey dated October 20, 1925, prohibiting them
~ to take penal sanctions against these refugecse o

the Declaration of Ismet Pashq, confirmed by the letter of -
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such as the loss of nationality and the seizure of property
withuot contestation;j . ~
: Crcre a verdeorid -
It rssultoothen of these pyeced;ng considerations that
the lav dated May 23, 1927, by uh:l.ck}id the Zurklsh Government
¥ ad o ;
aﬁg‘prevalling in second place, is never~a "legal confir-

mation" of the Decloration of Ismet Pasha but)wh&:hadhn the

_cpntrarmsconceals thed effects of the aforesaid Declaration.

1t is ne¥er a matber "of'cogfigi_ggjig pretending) Dr. Roushdy

g —

Bey, that Armenien Refugees fall under the provisions of the
law. The Declaration of Ismet Pasha, hav1ng‘them}guaranteeé)

against 21l penal measures, no Turkish law has either the

power to eggigag'them e Turklsh.nationallty nor ta
éegggva_thamzﬁf thelr property in Turkey.

'~ Pinally, as jt concerns. the 1ast objection of fhe Tur-

L . bear
. kish Govegrnment, one nust first of all kawve in mind an

important point.

wShis
Dr. Roushdy Bey declares that the stipulations of the

Treaty of Lausanne have come 1nto force|since Jonly the sig~-
nature of the Treaty. One must then take hotice that the
Turkish Government(genounce/to the pooltlon taken in the
law dated August 1925, the first Article of which provides
that since August 6, l92ﬂ-“gate of coming into force of the
Treaty of Lausanne, “thed there is noigézn need tz,practice

seigures on the "Abandoned Goods". There is, morever, no

"need to discuss em the retroactive effect of the stipula-

tions of the Treaty of_Lausanne relative to mino:ities.

The»Declaration concerning the smnesty could not evidently
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o ?

put out the full and entire ei‘i’ect ﬂazxvnounced in ddae point
III, if it does r\ofdz.mplicate ~t:he 1ift up of the(ielzwes M{)
. carried oub pz::.only dn the property of persons benef:é—c?:;é
‘ﬁ;ma?zmesty. An amnes‘cy alua,ys includes the cance,dllatp!on

of all penal sanctlons adopted against persons to whom they
are applied; amd one cannot ever flnd in the ai'oresaid Dec-
laratlon provisions exclud:mg the Armeman Refugees nor
'thelr pr_?perty out of measures of clemenc to which Turkey
-a.:ne engaged in the Paragraph ITI.

S —————

. ! S :
The Central Committee of Armenian Refugees thz#.nk 'bhat
bovt e Care uf
the three objectlons of Dr. Roushdy Bey/refuted, ard they
o

seve Bemonstrated that it is not the Armenian thésis but

the Turkish thesis that has no foundation, ”

_ . The Central Committee received the @ribus facts signa-
lized in the communication dated December 5, 1927, and bhey
hopes that the competént organs of the Preakyxof Ieague of
Nations/ should finally esi-:?imate that the time has come to

- protect the lawful revendications of thousands of unfortunate

- Armenians, who, after the unprecedented disaster of which

€
they are v:.ct:.ms, are seing themselves deg
A hood,
of th remalnder of 'bhen.:r.- propexrty Some of them besause.

'@-‘-SW et the Turk:x.sh territory blood-stained by the
wert
wholesale massacres, others evacuated by the Turlca.sh mili-

tary aut%m‘b:\.es unde:c treatment of deportat:.on as at Smyrna
s
and neighbour:.ng area, others have been contrained by e,

=

circumstances to leave the country as in Cilicia, others °

finally moved.) provided with Turkish)regular) passports for

Ky .
reason of commerce, health, studies, etc. wimm
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‘ Sign&amg the prece&ent points 'bo the kind attention
of uhe League of Ha‘bn.ons for Justice anc‘l equrby, the Central

"“"‘4/‘/\ a,LE.
Comnuttee of Rei‘ugees, that contlnually receive from overy

~ S—gé‘rb true compla:.nts of Armer‘lj..alxi'xg depr:.xzed of their home,
re#sou:cces ana protec‘blon, would not lofse hope .f.‘o:r.' austice
fron the Ieague of ﬂa-t;:v.ons charged by the T:r:eaty of Lausaxme
'tso protect their interests. "
Please, lr. Secre*ba:e;y—-General, Ztgree the assurance
of our highest cons.:.derat:.on.»
On behalf of the Central Committee:

, Signed/‘ Ieon Pashalian

g,?ﬂ" ‘.'L‘he Hon. Sir James Eric Drummond
\4 e Secrei;ary—Geneml of the League of Natz.ons

Geneva.

e
(1]
. ew
-
"

o ‘ Paris, March 2, 1929, )
Hr. Secretary-General: ' - ' J—u He
Ve believe that we have Yo call ur attention ea m
requestg, that, sinee four ;y‘ears, we é34 not stop te submithgr

guz the ma‘hter of so-called "Abandoned Goods" of Armenieans

At peeasereed Ao
oi‘ urkey and uhich reameé—sﬂ:%heut. any rﬁ,ponse, leaving
&0 the interested people -'Le the mn% incertitude.
, The Government of Ankara, evidently encouraned by +the
. faet that our lawful wn&catn.ons do not £ind(in. the.lve;;j
v

Cgue of Nat:t.ong\the protectlon e have -2 right to, con’blnue-f‘

: u
/ b/ g 1nexorab1y the se:.zures and the auctn.on ﬁéles, they (Govern-
~N

ment) do not even 'bake into account 22 the own Decree pro~



éf. e | oA e e
mulgated on August 1926 by which thoy decmded to seiza ne
BeEe the property whlch they ‘had not confl cated since +the
coming into force of the Ireaty of Lausanne. horeover, as

st

you heve—bo know through the extensive nource of lnformatlon
and documentation at the dlsposal of the League of Nations
and through the publlcatlons of the ¢urklsh press, the Go-
vernnent of Ankara 1ntensiPy e mvasures of saizure of wme .
proPerty of publlc utllity vhich constltute “the national
| heritage of all Armenians - measures sub stantially contrary

Turvkaol Emtibtion cad Lana~ - —
to the Constitutional Turkish laws and thetgpipulationglad hoc)

" of the Treaty of Lausanne.

in the name of our unfortunate compatraots thus deprived
of their property and their ultlmate regsources, ve are com-
"4pelled #ﬁ all means of recourse to murkey being refused<bo u31

) 2%
to callkonce ;g¥:?¥35—%eague of Nations to schedule the

. . . . m,d N ) -
question of "Abandoned Goods"™ in the agenda of inquiry.‘/le

have already brought utﬁzeveral times)all the elements o

your dlsposal and especially in our petition dated harch 8,

1927, a copy of ‘which is herewith annexed.
Please, Hr. Secretary -General,(EE e to aggge\thc
- assurance of our hiYgh consideration.
‘On behalf of the Central Committee of the Armenian ,
‘ Refugees: |

- Signed/ Leon Paghalian.

Sir Eric Drummond |

Secretary-General of the Ieague of Nations

Geneva,
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. ~ Observations of the Turkish Government
/)& ' Tetbor of the Foreign Ministry to the
i | | Secretaryhﬁeneral of the Ieague of Natlons.
Ho 32035/3 - . Ankara, February 25, 1928.
Mr.uecretaryaeeneral~; P
I have the honor to conflrm ny telegram dated Jaﬂhuary
acknpowle 3:4( f
8, 1928, No.28968-2. In this telgram I accused reception
~of your letter dated December 16, 1927, Ho,4a>63524—37912, ,
- whigh was transmitted‘to me with sn annex (request béaring
Pthe signature Qf L, Pashalian, relative to the condition
- of Armenian Refugeeskof‘?urkey and to the question of "Aban-
:doned Goods") through the good offices of the Turkish Le-
et
gatlon at Berne. I have been attentive to brlng to your
knowledge that my Government was intendlng t0 present, in
due time, observatlonsgz this natter,

nole o -
In his respons éve Mott dated October 20, 1925, the

HMinister of Forefign Affaiﬁs had exposcd to you the manner
of thinking and acting of my Government in the question
of Minorities, Purkish nationals (ressortissants) pointl
out that iurkey respectful of ik her engagements, loyallﬁgu%
‘applied the provisions of the Treaty in regard,oé-the above~
mentioned Minorities.

How,'in the eyes of the Iurkish‘Goﬁernment, the condi-
tion of Armenian Refupgees in question as well as the questio
of so—called *Abandoned Goods",(c oylp051t1vel§\enter in
the outline of the engagements concluded by Turkey, consi-—

dering that the Armenian Refugecg in question cannob



equitably and in any Way be assimilated wit§?;;e Minorities

living/actually/in Turkey and fully enjoying, consequently,

the provisions of the Treaty relaﬁlve to them.,

%?%:ed, the fugitives are in a special smtuatlon, i.et)
o

Py
guilty(ggggggfﬁgglbeen exempted of the penalties that they/)

could incur if they had been integrated into the country,
becanse of their reprehensible actions, which, thanks to the
Protocol relative to the general amnesty, is annexed to the
Treaty of Lausanne. : B . N

In all other question, to~themr cehceﬁg? %égge;?has
reserved the. llberty of action, as it clearly reé%rtu from
the Declaration distinct and precise th?% are'con81gned
in the minutes No.13 of the sessmon dated July 17, 1923.

in theueqitatements knoeh to the conference, it iz

Lipo

precisely/set /4 Ythat it will be approprlate to avoid o
establish‘any‘correlation between two substantially diffe-
rent questions: the amnesty and the returning home of the
emigrants into Turkey"

heo

The Government reserved the right o%Zauégrizingthe
Vld'ud
/

return o home only of thoae Ottioman - subjects who had pr&er}y

left Sthg country), and whose return S=to Turklsh territory
was in any way inconvenient. The Delegate implied that those
persons vhom the Governmentjg:%iseé;thls concession of retur-
ning, shall be deprived fgm' Turkish nationality. |

| )
‘lMoreover, the law . dated May 23, 1927, that auborized

- the Executive Power to state: "Ottoman subjects who, during

the war of independence, had not.participaﬁed in the national
_ . ’ didn' 1
struggle and continued to stay out of Lurkey anq\returnsé



wotsinto Turk.sh terrltory #n the period of tlme eﬁ%ea&aﬂw |
bet3$rwuduly 24, 1923 ;ggyéie prcmulgatlon of the present
law (May 25, 11927), are deprived of their c i g? iurxlsh
cltéaen“ is a legal conflrmatlon of the appllcatlon of . the
Declaration made at the Conference by the Lurkish Delegatlon,
which deqikhith the, forfeiture of #m Yurkish nationalibty
§¥?a ‘certain category of Ottoman subaects, and it is a matter
of cause that the Armenian furltlves in quesclon,who had/left
nggiggﬁgiisggg—;;;;;;waenter 1ndls£3tably into this category.
rkish .

Also, on the question thaii the/Government consider B
*deflnltlvely 11nu1datedmana_onﬁthemlntergnatatlonnthat—ﬁhey‘

o ,
estlmate _to be only jus true, the Jturkish Government cannot

fall 1n with any controversy. ,

Considering gygéélgjsrecedingabove, IiwouLg like to

believe that the Committee would reserve“an_exce%ionitd the
request of‘Mr. Pashaiian,rwhich has ‘no juridical basis and
which does not stand on tne provisions of the Treatj of Lau~
_‘sanne)the stipulations ."whicﬂm;difar as they concern HMino-
rities in Turkey, had come inbo force since the date of the
signature and haggéﬁot retroactive effert. o

I take thls opportunlty t0 express the hope that the

League of Hatlons Uhlch, througn its kand efﬁ%%rts, is di-
rected to synthe#;ze the most beautifful conception of Pe%Fe |
and order based on Justice and equity, would admit anq favor

lfgy in great reserve and ciré@gspection the complaints for-

mulated at all hasards and by any one against the Turkish
Government, complaints mostly with@@b any foundation and
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Aderived‘from a category of individuals who, having left

the country in the most diffieult times when the majority

- of the people were #ﬁ-strug01M%Zor own existence, have bro—

ken every relation with their former home, in respect of
vhom the murkish Governuent heVE‘reserved every liberty of
action at the inaatxynﬂxiansannﬁ Peace Conferen¢ce of Lau-—

- sanne and who, today.azéc%;;;;§>to take advanégfzggron;i;D

of the provmslans of a Treaty that offers loy 1y "to the

. Kinorities vho remained Turkish citizens the same r1ght as

to the *urkluh poople.

Hr. uecretary-General, please be sure to accept my
highest regards. | v - |
Signed/ Dr. Roe%hdy.

2977277

New Regulation relative to the
Abandoned Goods
promulgaued by the Covcrqment

of Ankara on August 1926,

Arﬁicle 1

~In accordance with the stipulations of the Treaty of

Lausanne concerning liinorities, it is neecdless to prackice
_ 12 ]

any more seizure on the gbandoned goods stafting August 6,

1924, date of the coming into force of the Treaty.

'Article 2
If the seizure had beenAeffectuaéaé,‘i.e;.;? the exis—
tence of an -abandoned property has been broughq:;gbxhe know—
ledge of the Government after August 6, 1924, the—fellewnig

The ,fu*uu—au’('x:v\ e ﬁmtg'oh.’}«%wu, L wﬂzﬁ"(——



]

existence of the abandoned property has been brought of-
ficially to the knowiedge of the Governmment after August 64
1924, the following procedure shall be applied:

a) If the owner of these buildings is there where his
property is located, this property shall be restored to himg
if he is not there (where his properbty is located) and is

Article 3
1f the seizure had been effectueted, i.c. if the

Y& presented by a procurator, the property in questic?n shall
be delivered to his j)rocurator' 1rf jeven he has:no'b .a pro-
curator, the State shall administ% (the property) in
the account of the owner in conformlty with @Qc:ommon right,
b) If such sbandoned buildings have been resérved or
rented to (Moslem) immignants,l.the price 6£ these propert;é‘o .
estimated g‘gxu'bhe dd‘be in ﬁich + e;y»h‘;%e been disposed, by

~ the A#ministrative Council taking into account ’hhé practical

price on the spot where the pr0pérty is located for sgale
of bﬁildings in cash, shell be given to the owner.

c) If these bu:.ldin h%been sold, the owners can
rec‘%,%ve the price hey have—-been sold only i?: +the condi-
tions muux/;hich the sale @_hgen ei‘fectuate&’ \,4

1f the owner does not agree, he has the f ¥ to
have recourse to the tribunals to get a sentence in con-

- formity with@:he}ommon mgh‘h.
' , Article &4
It has been considered as inadmissible that the laws

relative to the liquidation of the abandoned goods be
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applied to the property of 1ndiv1duals who are %2JPossession
of these buildings or lands e&sewhere than(%gg iocallty where
theywaré*lbcatcﬂ and from where the owners are not absent.
If, consequently, there had been such cases because of
a wrong iﬁterﬁretation of the law, igféévéxgﬁple, a beizure
has been effectué%éﬂ on the propert¥ located out of Constan-~
tinople and belonging to a. person born, living and registered
12@:2? Civil State of Constantinople, and who is not :ﬁf:?t
- fromy it is necessary and indispensable to proceed to tie
rectification of the error committed and to the restitution
of the property in question. |
gkt

MRIRIRIRI
1ty
1

Law of March 31, 19279

The Council of Commissaries is auq%;;éed to exclﬁde
from Turkish nationality those among the Ottoman subjects
vho, during’the war of independence, had not taken part in
~the national struggle’,and staz%gg in foreign countqy, did
not return éanurkey July 24, 1924 until the day
of the promulgation of the present law. '

Are-erceptedwghose whoy in conformity with the treaties

conming into force,ﬁhave made option for Turkish nationalitQ)
- Bre € fed.



Iaf of April 22, 1922
| relative’to the abandoned goods

of Armenians of Turkey

This law regarding the movable and inmovable property
“ belonging to absent persons in the areas liberated

of eneny invasion.

Arficle 1

The movable property of(absent/persong yﬁ the areas

liberated from enemy occupation, and which &re
Ja—‘*\" hore
vithout owners because of—the—faol—bthat the owwews escaped
or disappeared, shall be sold in public¢ auctlon by the Go-
\?ernmen‘b. S , >
The immovable property and farming chltures shall be

administrated by the Government,

The amounts resulbing from the sale of movable property,
the rents of immovable property and farming products, shall
be entrusted, after expenses deducted, to the Treasuries as
deposits. |

Only the above-mentioned persons who would return fmto
these arcas, shall redﬂ%ve their immovable property and the

amount deposited in their names in the Treasuries.

Article 2
A1l 1égal’acts'pe;£ormed with prdcuration prior to the
date of the coming into force of the present law, shall be
considered legals. All righﬁs and obligations‘resulting fron

such legal acts after the coming into force of the present
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Y

law, must be transferred to”the Government.
 Article 3
The persons who intervene in the administration of
the property, movable as well as farming products, remained
without oxmers, havg) Dto be handed over the Government
ngore a week of the 'promulgation of the present law, In
the case of refusal, they shall be prohiﬁ}é%ed by force

b vhat?

“and prosecuted by a court. " ’

Article &4

‘Every and/;;;;)personywho ulli reveal the place where

The abandoned goods are hmdden, shall rec@éve as reward
- 100/0 of their valuea.

y Article 5 :
The provisions of this law apply also to movdble and
1mmovab1e property, as well as to the farming cultures

of the persons who escaped or are absent because of the

wvar or for a political reason Jjuridically established,

4 ABticle 6
The present law comes into force immediately after

its promulgatbion.

} Article 7
The Commissaries of the Inbterior, Justice and Fi-
wws#nc:fs
nanc%J 'are*ch&rged to carry out the provisions of the
present lawe -
| | April 22, 1922,
- Note: The present law is a simple confiscation of Armenian

Ve
property by the National Great |Assembly pr951ded R4 Musta~
Grand

fa Kemal Pasha.
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