
Review of ‘An Armenian Village in Turkey’ from a Historian’s Perspective

(Third Critical Response to Elif Kanca’s “An Armenian Village in Turkey: An Identity 
Squeezed Between Inherited Memories and Future Prospects”)

The author’s investigation on Vakifli village, its history, identity, and the memories and 
prospects of the Armenian and other inhabitants involved, is certainly worthwhile—and 
merits follow-up research. Still, I have some comments and suggestions, which I make from 
the viewpoint of a historian. 

First, regarding your statement about the current “internal emigration” of Armenians from 
Vakıflı “due to financial and political pressures”, you should explain what kind of political 
pressures you are talking about—and let us know the sources on which you base this 
statement.

Second, regarding known facts, I must note that there were six rather than seven Armenian 
villages on Musa Mountain.1 

Third, originally among these Armenian villages there was not a village named Vakıflı. In 
1939, when the French left the Sanjak to Turkey, Armenians moved from İskenderun and the 
Hatay region to Syria—but mostly to Lebanon, and by their own volition. The remaining 
thirty families on Musa Mountain were gathered by the Turkish government and constituted 
a new village named Vakıflı.2 Moreover, there was no village named Zeytun in 1915; Zeytun 

was formed in 1928 by Armenians brought in by the French government from Syria.3

Fourth, regarding your statement on the Armenian fight and flight from Musa Mountain, 
while some of them lived at “Port Said harbour in Egypt” in “a refugee camp for four years 
and returned back to their original place in 1919”: what are your sources for this statement? 4  

Actually, in 1939, when Hatay became part of the Turkish republic, the Armenians decided to 
emigrate to Syria and Lebanon which were under the French mandate. According to the 
agreement between Turkey and France, the Christian minorities had the right to choose for 
either Turkish and Syrian citizenship. Most of them decided to take Syrian citizenship and to 
emigrate. But this was not because of the fear of the past. The main reason was the economic 
problems they were having in Hatay, and the consequent hope of having a more prosperous 
life in Syria and Lebanon. During those years, the League of Nations and the French Mandate 
had started a resettlement project for the Armenians, and constructed new homes for them 
in Lebanon and Syria.5

It would be advisable to incorporate these known facts and the sources I mentioned, at least 
in a new edition of the author’s article and/or in the author’s future research and 
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publications. These modifications will only help to improve her insightful and promising 
research, on a subject matter which is admittedly a sensitive one.

- Dr. Halil Özşavlı is Assistant Professor at Kilis 7 Aralık University, Turkey; see http://
egitim.kilis.edu.tr/CV/akademik_halilozsavli.htm 

Endnotes—References

1. See British Foreign Office Archives: FO 371/23302 / No:E5905/5132/44, Bedros Saradjian to Edward 
Frederick Lindley, 4 August 1939.

2. See FO371/23302 / No:E5905/5132/44, Bedros Saradjian to Edward Frederick Lindley, 4 August 1939.
3. See Başbakanlık Cumhuriyet Arşivi: BCA, (030.10.00.108). 710.17.
4. For archival documents, see: Genel Kurmay Askeri Tarih ve Stratejik Etüt Başkanlığı Askeri Tarih 

Belgeleri Dergisi, December 1982: pp.193-200.
5. See: Hask (An Armenian newspaper), July-August 1939. On the Armenian exodus, see: FO 371/21915 / 

No: E4533/1528/89, Lambeth Palace to R.A. Butler, 28 July 1938; FO 21915 / No:34  A.W. Davis to 
British Foreign Ministry, 15 August 1938. For the resettlement project of the League of Nations, see: 
League of Nations Archives: L.N. C699. M.264. 1926. IV, L.N. A.22. 1935.XIII, L.a. A.48. 1927. XIII, 
etcetera (there are many documents about this project).

Remarks on the paper ‘An Armenian Village in Turkey’

(Fourth Critical Response to Elif Kanca’s “An Armenian Village in Turkey: An Identity 
Squeezed Between Inherited Memories and Future Prospects”)

This paper deals with a very interesting subject. This study might have been more in-depth 
and could have touched on many more issues. However, these might be too sensitive and too 
political. This study as an anthropological ethnographic study of a small locality is 
interesting. There are a lot written observations about the Armenian history in the Ottoman 
Empire and about the relationship between Armenia and Turkey. However, unfortunately, 
the studies on the Armenian community in modern-day Turkey are scarce.  This article is an 
exception. It is one of the few which deals with the modern-day Armenian community living 
in Turkey.

- Anonymous 

NB: do you have any comments on Elif Kanca’s article and/or the critical responses? Please 
send these to info@ethnogeopolitics.org or post these on http://www.ethnogeopolitics.org.  

Some of these comments the Editorial Board may publish as Critical Responses (maximum 
3,000 words) in the next issue of the journal. Extensive critical responses with own source 
references may be published as full-fledged, separate articles. Please supply your name, 
contact details, academic and/or other professional titles and affiliations, as well as your 
research specialisms and any major publications.
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