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In this essay a discussion of the Armenian genocide in the Ottoman Empire and how the CUP saw gender under their control. In order to come to a conclusion on the gendered aspects of the Armenian genocide, and if the gendered discrimination was intentional or not, an assessment must be made on the ways gender discrimination influenced the treatment of women and men. To understand the differences such as; sexual violence against women, the forced marriages and assimilation of younger women and girls, and the neglect of women's needs (Derederian, 2005) – not only the gendered discrimination of women but also of men and boys (de Jong, 2023). As men would undergo sexual mutilation by Turkish soldiers (Bjørnlund, 2009), and massacres because of the ideologies of the general Turkish population and the CUP (Bjørnlund, 2009). There must be an in-depth analysis into the actions that were carried out by the Ottoman Turks and the procedures the CUP created to these struggles for the Armenian communities – and how the these effected the population of the communities, and how numerous these gendered acts of discrimination were. This essay will investigate why the Ottoman Turks committed the acts of gender discrimination and if it was effective in helping the genocides' purpose. As well as a brief summary to understand the historical context of the Armenian genocide. This will allow the reader to understand where and when these aspects of genocide took place – to help create a conclusion for this essay. 
Firstly, to give context to this essay. A brief history of the Armenian genocide is needed to allow a wider understanding of the gendered discrimination during the atrocities that were committed towards the Armenian populations. Therefore, the beginning of the Armenian genocide began on the 24th of April 1915 (Bloxham, 2003, pp. 141). Where the members of the Armenian communities were imprisoned in Constantinople (Modern day Istanbul), and from March to May there were many arrests and deportations from the Armenian communities (Bloxham, 2003, pp. 141) However, the date of when the genocide began is contested by Taner Akcam. Akcam suggests the genocide began between 15th of February and the 3rd of March (Akcam, 2019, pp. 457). Subsequently, the Ottoman Turk government and Itthad ve Terakki Gemiyeti led a programme of deportation and mass murder onto the Armenian communities in Anatolia (Bloxham, 2003, pp. 141). The name of the government under the Pasha rule was called the CUP (Committe of Union and Progress) (Bloxham, 2003, pp. 141). The reason why the Committe of Union and Progress decided to carry out these beginning acts of genocide was due to the rise of Armenian nationalism in the Empire, religion, and ideas of ethnic purity (Suny, 2015, pp. 349) in the Ottoman Empire (Akcam, 2019). Suny also mentions in “They Can Live in a Desert but Nowhere Else” that there was Xenophobia in both Armenian and Turkish perspectives generally (Suny, 2015, pp. 121), of course this is just a generalised view of the populations – however, it does seem to be a popular view from the two communities. Because of the popularity of this outlook, it creates a fear, anger and hatred amongst the populations, as seen in a modern context of the Israel Palestine conflict (Al Jazeera, 2018). The Armenian communities also did attempt to resist the oncoming genocide, such as the defence of Van and other minor cases of resistance (Der Matossian, 2018, pp, 137). However, these would be unsuccessful, and the survivors would be massacred or deported to the concentration camps set up in the region (Der Matossian, 2018, pp. 138). Over the genocide an estimate of 600,000 to 2 million people were killed during the genocide, although there are debates as to whether this is an adequate estimate (Hovannisian, 1999, pp. 15). 
Much of the gendered discrimination towards the Armenian women was not carried out through massacre. There were other systematic measures in place to lower the number of the Armenian communities. Such as forced marriages (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 66). These forced marriages would force the young Armenian women to leave their heritage and identity behind in said marriages. Not only that their religion, as most cases prohibited them to continue following Christianity and to convert to Islam (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 65). To carry out these forced marriages the Turks would have the young Women which were often children to be kidnapped from the caravans (Derederian, 2005, pp. 9). The conversions and forced marriages would have a slow effect of reducing the Armenian population, and to force their identity into secrecy due to fear of prosecution by the CUP. The overall result the CUP were expecting from this act genocide was to reduce the Armenian ethnicity as low as possible without outright killing them (Derederian, 2005, pp. 2) – this aspect of gendered discrimination against Armenian women, was the assimilation of younger Armenian women. There were older Armenian women that would have been or were already pregnant from 1915 – 1920. Because of this, the CUP would have aggression towards to biological reproduction of the older Armenian women (Derederian, 2005, pp. 3). In order for the Turkish soldiers carry out this aggression towards the biological reproduction of Armenian women they would; use cudgels (which are short and thick stick-like weapons) on late term women in pregnancy, or stab and slit their bellies open (Derederian, 2005, pp. 9). However, another way the CUP reduced the biological reproduction of Armenian women was to neglect their needs. The CUP would allow the pregnant Armenian women to succumb to exhaustion during the deportations, which created high mortality amongst infants – due to this they forced the Armenian women to abandon their children, give them to other families, or neglect their newborns on the marches causing their newborn children to die (Derederian, 2005, pp. 9). Not only that the Turkish soldiers would force the Armenian women that were giving birth to continue with the convoy, without rest shortly after giving birth (Derederian, 2005, pp. 9). Therefore, this had lowered the number of Armenians in the Empire. Despite this being systematically done. It was not necessarily done out of spite of women, but over the general Armenian population – and unfortunately, the CUP recognised the importance of reproduction to continue the population, causing them to have a focus on the female population of the Armenians.
One of the most dehumanising aspects of the Armenian genocide was the rape, sexual violence and gang rapes of the Armenian women. During the deportations of Armenians, there were numerous night raids (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 66). As these night raids were happening many of the men and guards would abduct the women – and this would entail in the men raping them (Derederian, 2005, pp. 7). After these actions were done by the guards or the raiders, many of the women were either killed or returned to the caravans (Derederian, 2005, pp. 7). In one testimony from an Armenian man, he said: 
“the gendarmes would come among the people and snatch the young girls and women and after 	doing all sorts of bad things to them, they would return them bloody or dead to their mothers. 	Those things I can never forget” (38).
There are many accounts and testimonies that include these gruesome images, unlike the other actions committed by the CUP, can the rape of women and girls be systematic towards the genocide – or was this something that festered due to the genocide? To put it plainly it appears to be systematic. As one account mentions that the Ottoman official had 100 Armenian girls from a mission school divided into groups based on attractiveness (Derederian, 2005, pp. 7). The soldiers would be given the not as attractive girls, and the government would put the most attractive girls up for sale (Derederian, 2005, pp. 8). These acts would lead to sexual violence towards the Armenian girls, from rape to other acts of sexual violence (Derederian, 2005, pp. 8). Not only that the Armenian girls were put up by Turkish officials for prostitution and the police would encourage this behaviour (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 66). This would dehumanise the Armenian population, which was necessary for the prosecution, for a successful genocide as written by Derederian. In addition to the dehumanisation of Armenian women was furthered by the rape of the women being done in public arears, in front of family and friends (Derederian, 2005, pp. 8). This behaviour and lack of agency by the CUP made the threat of rape an easy way to control the Armenian population, as a way of control the intimidating factor of rape allowed the men of the caravans during the deportation to be more lenient towards the guards – as there was a fear of their women being raped by the gendarmes due to their rebellious actions (Derederian, 2005, pp. 8). Therefore, it is likely that the actions carried out by the gendarmes and raiders proved as a way of control the Armenian population through sexual violence and rape at the expense of the Armenian women and girls. 
After the deportations, many of the Armenian women and children were sold to the Mohammedans (Derederian, 2005, pp. 12). One account of this was marketed in Damascus – naked women and girls (an estimate of 300 to 400) would be sold off to the bidders (Derederian, 2005, pp. 12). Some of the Armenian women and girls were priced from two francs to four francs (Derederian, 2005, pp. 12). Thereafter, the Armenian women and girls would be forced for labour in Turkish households, or as servants and farmhands and would become completely dependent on the Turkish owners (Derederian, 2005, pp. 12). Others being forced into being traded in inns and other forms of prostitution (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 66). This was one of the last nails in the coffin for the Armenian populations thus creating the downfall of the last Armenians in the country. 
To create a wider discussion, discourse in regards to the treatment of men and boys must be had in order to create the conclusion effectively. Men are usually overlooked when gendered based violence is discussed, although the men of the Armenian genocide suffered from gendered based violence – similarly to the female victims of the genocide's atrocities. Firstly, of the deadly atrocities such as massacres males made up the higher population (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7). Although women had been apart of the massacres and other deadly atrocities, there were sex selective massacres that targeted the male populations of Armenians (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7). The reasonings as to why Armenian men were selected as the main target of massacres and such – was due to them being viewed by the Turkish soldiers as potential combatants (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7). The ideology that women were seen as property of men, due to the men being the household heads of families furthered their targeting (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7). To extend the argument men were regarded as the “carriers of ethnicity”, and not the Armenian women – which in turn put more focus on the extermination of Armenian men and boys (de Jong, 2023, pp, 7). As this is generally regarded as a normal ideology during the early 20th century it can be seen as discrimination of both genders. Violence does not need to be the main factor on gendered based discrimination, pushing a narrative that gender was a crucial aspect of the Armenian genocide and the CUP’s goal of exterminating the Armenian communities. Furthermore, the ideology of women being men's property created as said above – women to be targeted to demoralise men (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7). In order for the soldiers to demoralise the men sexual acts of violence were carried out on the Armenian men's female relatives (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7). The rape of female relatives of the Armenian men aids the conclusion of this essay, as it infers the use of rape and sexual violence of Armenian women to be a strategy of control and war by the CUP (de Jong, 2023, pp. 7).
To further the discussion of men being targeted for gender-based violence by the CUP – the massacres deliberately targeted the Armenian men (de Jong, 2023, pp. 8). The CUP had disarmed the Armenian soldiers of the Ottoman Army, and the CUP had searched the Armenian villages for any weapons, in fear the men would revolt against the Turkish soldiers (Holslag, 2015). This was done to squash the resistance of the Armenian men all together, as the CUP feared of the Armenian men of revolting against them (de Jong, 2023, pp. 8). Making the deportations and massacres of men far more comfortable for the Turkish soldiers – this would also cause the raids by Kurdish militias on the Armenian caravans far more effective (de Jong, 2023, pp, 8). Leaving the Armenian men defenceless. The Armenian boys above the age of twelve that had survived the massacres, would get removed from the caravans and shot by the Turkish soldiers (Maksudyan, 2018). Other ways Armenian men would get subjected to gendered-based violence was through sexual mutilation – the Turkish soldiers would use “red-hot skewers” through the male genitals in order to kill them (Bjørnlund, 2009). Thereafter, the corpse of the Armenian men would get put on display as a form of humiliation (Holslag, 2015). Because the CUP had ordered these atrocities it is conclusive to say this was a way of demonstrating omnipotence over the Armenian male population – providing evidence of it being an intentional and institutional act of the CUP during the genocide.  
At present the evidence suggests that the Armenian genocide must be gendered-based in the way it was perpetrated by the CUP. Unfortunately, because the Armenian genocide had no specific legislation or other official communications on the gendered discrimination it is difficult to provide the evidence to argue it to be completely intentional and institutional. Despite this being a large factor on creating a narrative where gendered discrimination was not ordered by the CUP – the evidence suggests otherwise. The apparent gendered violence that was targeted towards Armenian women such as; the Turkish soldiers neglect of pregnant Armenian women, forcing them to abandon their newborn children or allowing the newborns to die of thirst or starvation (Derederian, 2005, pp. 9) - and how the Turkish soldiers would kill pregnant Armenian women by stabbing or slitting their stomachs open suggests this was allowed by the CUP (Derederian, 2005, pp. 9), rather than scourged by the CUP. Due to this overall neglect on the CUP’s part, it shows that them being aware of this aspect of the deportations was planned and allowed. The neglect of these atrocities by the CUP may not be written on legislation but was carefully thought out and done by them. Other factors of the genocide include the young Armenian women being forced into marriage with Turkish men – and forced to convert to Islam (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 66). The reasonings on this being gendered discrimination is due to how women in the Ottoman Empire were viewed. They were not seen as important in their ethnicities and regarded women more so as property rather than independent people (Tachjian, 2009, pp. 66). Despite this outlook on the discrimination of women predating the Armenian genocide – it was still used intentionally as a way to commit the erasure of the Armenian population of Anatolia. Furthering the conclusion of the gendered discrimination aspects of the Armenian genocide to be intentional. However, the Armenian women and girls were not the only ones to be subjected to this gendered discrimination and violence. The male population of the Armenian communities were also subjected to this (de Jong, 2023). Such as; the thought-out massacres of men and boys, and the mutilation of their genitals (Bjørnlund, 2009). Despite viewing men as “carriers of ethnicity” and it not being a generally accepted discriminatory outlook on men – the use of this ideology would create the ideology to fester into discrimination as a way to justify outright killing them and mutilating them (Bjørnlund, 2009). Therefore, inferring that this to be an aspect of gender-based discrimination and violence that was coined by the CUP in the Armenian genocide. To conclude this essay, it is uncomfortable however safe to suggests that the Armenian genocide intentionally included gendered based discrimination as a way to commit the act of genocide as a means to control and justify the massacres and erasure of the Western Armenians of the CUP’s Ottoman Empire. 
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