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COBET I1O ITPABAM YEJIOBEKA
Jecsitast ceccus
[TyHKT 2 MOBECTKHU JHS

EKETOJHbINA JOKJIAJ BEPXOBHOI'O KOMHUCCAPA OPTAHU3ALIMU
OBBLEJUHEHHBIX HALIA 1O IPABAM YEJTOBEKA U JIOKJIAJIbI
YIPABJIEHUSI BEPXOBHOI'O KOMUCCAPA U TEHEPAJILHOI'O CEKPETAPSI

CooOpaxenus, BbickazanHble [locTostHHBIM npeacTaBuTebCTBOM Typenkoii Pecnyoimku
B OTHOIIIEHMH MATEPHAJIOB, IPEACTABJIEHHbIX APMeHueil 115l BKIKYeHHS B JIOKJIA/
YBKIIY " Ilpeaynpe:xaenune renounaa (A/HRC/10/25)

Kenena, 25 maprta 2009 roga

[TocTostHHOE TIpeacTaBuTeILCTBO Typerkoi Pecyonuku pu Otaenennn OpraHu3aiuiu
O0benuHeHHbIX Hanuii B JKeHeBe u Ipyrux MexayHapoJaHbIX opranu3anusx B llIBefinapun
CBUJIETENLCTBYET CBOE YBaXKEHUE YTpaBieHHI0 BepxoBHoro koMuccapa Opranuzanuu
O6benunenHbIx Hanmii mo npaBam 4esoBeKka M UMEET YeCTh MPETNPOBOIUTH B MPUIIOKEHIUH CBOU
CO00paKeHUsI OTHOCUTETFHO OECTIOYBEHHBIX YTBEPKICHUH, COACpKAIINXCS B MaTepraliax,

MpeACTaBIeHHBIX ApMeHuel 1 BriatoueHus B qokian Y BKITY "[Ipenynpexnenue renonuaa”
(A/HRC/10/25).

[MocrostHHOE MIpencTaBuTenbeTBO Typenkoii Pecydnuku 066110 OB IPU3HATENBHO 32
pacrpocTpaHeHHe HACTOSIIEH 3aMCKH U TIPUIIOKEHHUS K Hel B KauecTBE O(UIIATBHOTO
JOKyMeHTa aecsaTor ceccun CoBeTa 1o IIpaBaM 4esloBeKa.

[TocTostnHOE npencTaBuTensecTBO Typerkoit PecryOnnku moiabp3yeTcs: HacTosIIIeH
BO3MOKHOCTBIO, JIJISl TOTO YTOOBI BHOBB 3aBEPUTH Y IIpaBiicHHEe BepXoBHOTO KOoMUCcapa 1o

ImpaBaM 4€JIOBCKAa B CBOEM CaAMOM BBICOKOM YBAKCHHU.

*

BOCHpOI/ISBOI[HTCH B IIPHUJIOKCHUHU B IMOJIYUYCHHOM BHUAC TOJIBKO HA TOM SA3BIKC, HA KOTOPOM
OHH OBUIH npeaAcCTaBJICHLI.
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Annex

- The views of Armenia, published in document A/HRC/10/25 of 9 March 2009, include
historically inaccurate or distorted information.

- Armenia has also presented interpretation of the events of 1915 which is based on her own
allegations. We all know that there are different opinions and theses on these events. Many
historians have voiced these different opinionsin their scientific work, including books, articles
and other documents.

- The statements by Armenia on past political, economic and socia conditions are taken out
of their context. Our current concept of citizenship can not be transposed and applied
retroactively to the end of the 19" century and early 20" century. History can not be interpreted
in thismanner. This country is still basing itself on afalse historiography.

- Beyond interpretation even basic realities are misapprehended. It isawell known fact that
many Armenians have occupied high posts within the Ottoman bureaucracy. There have been
many Armenian Ottoman Ministers, Governors and Ambassadors including in 1915. History has
witnessed the fact that intolerance, discrimination and racism have never been present in the
Ottoman state and society. Historians of Ottoman history have unanimously pointed out to the
traditional tolerance of the Ottoman Empire.

- It is also inaccurate to state that “Armenia’ existed at that time. There was not such a
political entity and it is only curious that one tries to portray such an image.

- It isonly regrettable that such unsubstantiated allegations have been forwarded to the
OHCHR for inclusion in a UN document. It is obvious that these allegations and propaganda
have no place in such official documents. They contravene historical facts, international law and
basic UN principles and practices.

- While we are embarking on an effort within the UN Human Rights system to elaborate

mechanisms under this particular heading of “prevention of genocide’, it is harmful that such
Inaccurate information was provided as a misguiding factor for our work.



