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srael’s political system serves as a unique example of  
a democratic pluralist society.  Recently, the extensive 

integration of  economies, societies, and cultures has resulted in 
substantive improvements in international relations. However, this 
globalization has considerably altered the sociopolitical landscape 
and has remained a continuing issue in Israel’s political system. 
With an increase in the immigration of  various minorities, cross-
cultural contacts have become more common and accepted. The 
major transfer of  large refugee populations over the decades 
KDV�DOVR�IDFLOLWDWHG�WKH�VSUHDG�DQG�DPSOLÀHG�WKH�LQÁXHQFH�RI �
multi-culturalism. As a result, Israel has had to manage these 
´LPSRUWHGµ�FXOWXUHV�LQ�DQ�DWWHPSW�WR�XQLI\�WKHLU�SRSXODWLRQV�DQG�
their political systems and to promote peace among their various 
ethnic groups.

The Armenians are a small minority population in Israel and 
their political role within Israeli society is of  particular interest. 
In total, there are an estimated 3,000 Armenians who are Israeli 
citizens and 4,000 more who have Jordanian citizenship (residing 
in Jerusalem or in the West Bank)1. Historically, there has been 
an Armenian presence in Israel for over two millennia. The 
Armenian Quarter in Jerusalem has served as the community 
base, forming “a homogeneous entity housing a self-sustained 
community with its churches, schools, public and social 
LQVWLWXWLRQV��UHVLGHQFHV�DQG�KLVWRULFDO�PRQXPHQWV�µ�2 At its peak, 
the Armenian population in Jerusalem numbered more than 
16,000. However, the 1948 Arab-Israeli civil war resulted in 
major population shifts and dispersal for all minorities, including 
Arabs, Druze, Bedouin, and Armenians. The overall chaos and 
SHULO�RI �ZDU��DV�ZHOO�DV�VSHFLÀF�IHDU�RI �SHUVHFXWLRQ��HYLGHQWO\�OHG�
to such an exodus. Nonetheless, the Armenian population, while 
VPDOO�LQ�VL]H��PDLQWDLQHG�DQ�LPSUHVVLYH�SUHVHQFH��:LWK�VLJQLÀFDQW�
historic and religious roots based in Jerusalem, donations and 
funding from pilgrims, the Armenian Catholic Archdiocese, and 
Diaspora benefactors have supported this base.3  The Armenians 
are just one example of  the various ethnic groups which have 
JUHDWO\�LQÁXHQFHG�WKH�VRFLR�SROLWLFDO�ODQGVFDSH��ZLWK�D�FOHDU�DQG�
unwavering presence despite decades of  war.

Although Israel is considered a developed nation with Western 
values and democratic political institutions, its political system 
DSSHDUV�WR�EH�LQFUHDVLQJO\�YRODWLOH�DQG�VLJQLÀFDQWO\�VWUHVVHG�E\�

WKH�FRQÁLFWLQJ�FXOWXUHV�LW�JRYHUQV��,VUDHO·V�DWWHPSW�WR�EDODQFH�LWV�
YDULRXV�HWKQLF��UHOLJLRXV��DQG�SROLWLFDO�LQÁXHQFHV�LOOXVWUDWHV�WKH�
GLIÀFXOW\�LQ�KDUPRQL]LQJ�YDULRXV�PLQRULWLHV�ZLWK�WKH�UDGLFDOO\�
different Jewish-Israeli culture. The treatment of  the Armenians is 
generally representative of  Israeli policies regarding all minorities. 
There are many social factors inhibiting the success of  a complete 
synthesis of  these various cultures. The Jewish-Israeli identity is 
FHQWUDO�WR�VRFLHW\��HYHQWXDOO\��LI �WKH�HWKQLF�FRQÁLFWV�ZHUH�UHVROYHG�
ZLWK�FRPSOHWHO\�LQWHJUDWHG�PLQRULWLHV�DQG�D�XQLÀHG�SROLWLFDO�
system, the minority populations could become the majority, thus 
GHVWUR\LQJ�,VUDHO·V�-XGHR�FHQWULF�LGHQWLW\��6WURQJ�LQÁXHQFH�IURP�
ultra-religious political parties renders Israeli policy intolerant of  
this possibility. Of  course, the small Armenian population would 
appear to pose no threat to this Jewish identity. Furthermore, the 
comparable histories of  persecution and genocide shared between 
the Jewish and Armenian people would suggest that a policy of  
tolerance and empathy should prevail.

Security factors must also be considered. Domestic terrorism 
DQG�UHJLRQDO�WKUHDWV�SOD\�D�VLJQLÀFDQW�UROH�LQ�GHÀQLQJ�,VUDHO·V�
political system. Consequently, it appears that the treatment of  
minorities is substandard and unequal in order to maintain a 
Jewish majority and to diminish security threats. In particular, 
relations with Turkey prove to be essential in maintaining 
stability in the Middle East. As a result, Armenian civil rights 
are compromised in order to placate the Turkish government. 
However, Israel’s democratic principles and government 
institutions lead one to expect excellent treatment of  such 
minorities. At the same time, the continuing security threat 
suggests that individual rights are more likely to be suppressed by 
the political system.  
,VUDHO·V�GRPHVWLF�DJHQGD�DQG�IRUHLJQ�DIIDLUV��LQÁXHQFHG�E\�

such sociopolitical factors, are subject to both of  these theories, 
with the Armenian population serving as an instructive example. 
The question arises: What are the actual effects on Israeli policy 
and on Israel’s Armenian population, given the complexity and 
FRQWUDGLFWLRQV�RI �VSHFLÀF�GRPHVWLF�DQG�LQWHUQDWLRQDO�LQÁXHQFHV"
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From the very founding of  Israel in 1948, Jewish foreign policy 

was of  utmost importance, radically shaping the political system. 
The Holocaust was such a traumatic element in Jewish society and 
FXOWXUH�WKDW�LWV�LQÁXHQFH�KDV�QDWXUDOO\�EHHQ�SHUYDVLYH��,VUDHO�LQ�LWV�
early years established a number of  principles, including an open 
immigration policy, responsibility for the security and well-being 
of  Jewish communities worldwide, undertaking the rescue of  
distressed Jews from foreign countries, and attempting to capture 
Nazi war-criminals.  All of  these policies were designed to ensure 
a continuous struggle against anti-Semitism and to refute the 
Holocaust deniers. Overall, Israel as a Jewish state has emerged 
from the ruins of  the Holocaust, using this recent history (as 
well as the events and inspiration of  the preceding 3,000 years) 
to build a nation. As a result, a distinct Jewish-Israeli identity has 
been developed – an identity that attempts to achieve equilibrium 
within the constraints of  a democratic, yet non-secular, regime.

While the Jewish Holocaust is the most well-known genocide, 
the Armenian slaughter is considered by most historians to be 
RQH�RI �WKH�ÀUVW�PRGHUQ�JHQRFLGHV��:LWK�VXFK�D�FRPSDUDEOH�SDVW�
shared between the Jews and the Armenians, there should be a 
strong sense of  solidarity and kinship between the two groups of  
people. In fact, there is primarily one demand that the Armenian 
population has consistently made to the Israeli government – 
RIÀFLDO�UHFRJQLWLRQ�RI �WKH�$UPHQLDQ�*HQRFLGH��<HW�,VUDHO�KDV�
consistently refused to acknowledge the Armenian Genocide, 
claiming that “historians, not politicians, should discuss the 
LVVXH�µ4 The suggestion that genocide should be reserved strictly 
for historians is hypocritical relative to Israel’s intense response 
to the Jewish genocide – the Holocaust directly and pervasively 
LQÁXHQFHV�,VUDHOL�SROLFLHV�
7KH�HGXFDWLRQ�SROLF\�LQ�,VUDHO�PDQGDWHV�D�VSHFLÀF�FXUULFXOXP�

in the teaching of  the Holocaust, promoting a “hegemonic 
version of  Holocaust memories, [becoming] the central educative 
DSSDUDWXV�µ5 A cohesive historical memory is vital in creating 
a Jewish-Israeli ethnocentric identity – a unifying factor in the 
Jewish majority. While the memory of  the Holocaust is central 
to this Israeli collective identity, “the formal curriculum is 
accompanied by stressing the linkage between the Holocaust, the 
H[LVWHQFH�DQG�WKH�PRUDO�MXVWLÀFDWLRQ�RI �=LRQLVP��DQG�WKH�6WDWH�RI �
,VUDHO�µ4 The recognition of  the Armenian Genocide is seen as a 
direct threat to this collective identity, with the fear that it could 
GLPLQLVK�WKH�VLJQLÀFDQFH�RI �WKH�-HZLVK�+RORFDXVW��7KH�XOWUD�
Orthodox community especially is a great denier of  the Armenian 
*HQRFLGH��DV�WKHUH�VHHPV�WR�EH�D�´FRPSHWLWLRQ�RI �YLFWLPV�µ4 
&RQVHTXHQWO\��VHYHUDO�YHU\�LQÁXHQWLDO�DQG�FRQVHUYDWLYH�-HZLVK�
Israeli groups lobby to actively oppose recognition.

Israel also claims that fear for the safety of  Turkish Jews 
as well as for Jews in other Arab nations motivates the evasive 
Israeli position regarding the Armenian genocide. The Turkish 
government adamantly denies any involvement in the carnage, 
claiming that any documented Armenian deaths were the 
UHVXOW�RI �ZDU��QRW�VSHFLÀF�HWKQLF�SHUVHFXWLRQ��,I �,VUDHO�ZHUH�WR�
anger Turkey by such recognition, there could be anti-Semitic 
repercussions throughout the Arab world. Protection of  Jews 
worldwide has been a central theme of  Israeli foreign policy since 
the foundation of  the state. This principle suggests that Israel 
is willing to compromise its democratic system to preserve this 
DVSHFW�RI �-HZLVK�IRUHLJQ�SROLF\�DQG�WR�SURWHFW�WKH�´XQLTXHQHVVµ�
RI �WKH�-HZLVK�+RORFDXVW�²�WZR�WKHPHV�FHQWUDO�LQ�GHÀQLQJ�,VUDHOL�
sociopolitical attitudes.

The blatant denial of  recognition for the Armenian victims 
is readily apparent in Israel’s domestic policy. The Knesset has 
consistently rejected bills that recognize the Armenian genocide. 
This issue has been introduced in the Knesset several times (with 
persistent opposition from some members of  parliament); all of  
the bills have subsequently failed to pass.  In response to the most 
recent Armenian genocide recognition bill of  2007, a Member 
of  Parliament (MP) of  the Meretz party strongly condemned 
denial of  the genocide not only for moral reasons, but also 
because of  strong Jewish empathy. The MP proclaimed that the 
Israeli government “[owes] this vote not only to the Armenian 
people, we owe it to ourselves, especially in a period where we 
DUH�VWUXJJOLQJ�WR�SURORQJ�WKH�PHPRU\µ�RI �WKH�1D]L�+RORFDXVW��5 
1HYHUWKHOHVV��WKH�VLJQLÀFDQFH�RI �WKH�-HZLVK�,VUDHOL�VRFLRSROLWLFDO�
attitude outweighed the immoral implications of  implicitly 
denying the Armenian Genocide.

Further, by disregarding memorial assemblies held every 
year on April 24th by Israeli-Armenians, the Israeli government 
V\VWHPDWLFDOO\�DYRLGV�WKLV�LVVXH��*RYHUQPHQW�RIÀFLDOV�KDYH�QHYHU�
participated in such assemblies, apart from two exceptions. Israel 
KDV�DOVR�FRQWUROOHG�DQG�SUHVVXUHG�LWV�RZQ�PHGLD��6SHFLÀFDOO\��LQ�
1978 Israeli authorities demanded that the Israeli Broadcasting 
$XWKRULW\��,%$��FDQFHO�SUHVHQWDWLRQ�RI �D�ÀOP�DERXW�WKH�
Armenian Quarter in Jerusalem, which had several references 
to the genocide.7 Again in 1990, the IBA canceled another 
PRYLH�VFUHHQLQJ��WKH�$PHULFDQ�ÀOP��´-RXUQH\�WR�$UPHQLDµ�DOVR�
referenced this genocide, and so it too was cancelled. The IBA 
managing director did not even attempt to discreetly specify the 
reasons for cancellation, admitting that “they had received request 
from the Chief  Rabbinate of  Turkish Jewry, from the Association 
of  Turkish Immigrants in Israel, and from other Turkish-Israeli 
LPPLJUDQW�JURXSV�µ6 This direct manipulation and interference of  
the media is an egregious violation of  a democratic system and 
principles. 

There are various causal mechanisms which should protect 
minority rights in a democracy, regardless of  the sociopolitical 
factors. Across government, there is a strong positive correlation 
between economic prosperity and the degree of  democracy 
within a regime – economic development encourages citizens to 
be more active in politics through media, education, and various 
institutions. Consequently, mobilization and coordination of  
activities is strengthened, and thus higher levels of  participation 
are evident. The creation of  a strong civil society also derives 
from the diversity and density of  the population. These factors 
spawn more interest groups and policymaking, which serve 
to promote accountability and equality within society. All 
RI �WKHVH�LQÁXHQFHV�ZRUN�WR�SURWHFW�PLQRULW\�ULJKWV�DQG�FLYLO�
OLEHUWLHV��+RZHYHU��,VUDHO�LV�D�XQLTXH�V\VWHP�ZKLFK�GRHV�QRW�ÀW�
traditional models of  democracy. Lijphart’s consensus model of  
GHPRFUDF\�PRVW�FORVHO\�ÀWV�WKH�,VUDHOL�V\VWHP��7KH�PHWKRG�RI �
proportional election, with formation of  coalitions in a multi-
party system, maximizes the representation of  citizens.8 There are 
also organized corporatist interest groups which help promote 
the inclusion of  minorities. It would seem evident that these 
institutions would mitigate the effects of  a sociopolitical culture. 
However, there is no written constitution, and to date no minority 
party has served in any government coalition.9 An emphasis on 
consensus within a democratic system typically serves to promote 
inclusion. Yet, the Israeli government’s agenda maintains the 
VSHFLÀF�JRDOV�RI �FDWHULQJ�WR�WKH�-HZLVK�PDMRULW\�
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ISRAEL-TURkEy RELATIONS AND THE SECURITy 
IMPLICATIONS

The Armenian minority in Israel is extremely underrepresented 
in politics, yet this group poses no apparent security threat. 
7XUNH\�ÀUPO\�GHQLHV�WKH�$UPHQLDQ�*HQRFLGH��DQG�WKH�GLIIHUHQW�
Turkish governments have exerted a consistent pressure on other 
nations, including Israel, to do the same. The pressure on Israel 
began when the nation was founded and is a continuing aspect of  
Turkish foreign relations. At Turkey’s urging, Israel has altered its 
GRPHVWLF�DQG�IRUHLJQ�SROLFLHV��XVLQJ�LWV�RZQ�SROLWLFDO�LQÁXHQFH�WR�
perpetuate Turkish denial in the international realm. Nevertheless, 
there has been an outcry from the worldwide Jewish community, 
condemning the denial and the Israeli government’s submission to 
7XUNLVK�SUHVVXUH��'HVSLWH�WKLV�UHVLVWDQFH��DQG��DOWKRXJK�WKH�RIÀFLDO�
Israeli position concedes that what happened to the Armenians 
ZDV�D�´WUDJHG\�µ�,VUDHO�FRQWLQXHV�WR�DYRLG�WKH�WHUP�´JHQRFLGH�µ�
In order to placate the Turkish government, which is resolute 
in denying its involvement in the Armenian genocide, Israel 
is apparently willing to promulgate what is at best a historical 
misrepresentation.

The Holocaust resonates so deeply in the minds of  every 
Jew worldwide, that it would seem impossible that a Jewish state 
could actively choose to ignore the Armenian genocide, regardless 
of  the potentially negative impact on Israel’s relationship with 
Turkey. While Israel’s relationship with Turkey is clearly a 
very strategic partnership for security and economic reasons, 
perpetuating Armenian Genocide denial is inexcusable. Such 
recognition of  the genocide would be symbolic in nature, having 
no tangible effect on Turkey. As a democracy, Israel’s regime 
should be antithetical to such mistreatment of  a minority group 
for a seemingly symbolic cause. Consequently, the question arises:  
KRZ�FDQ�SRWHQWLDO�EHQHÀWV�ZLWK�7XUNH\�EH�VR�LQÁXHQWLDO�WKDW�WKH\�
can induce Israel’s political system, immorally and hypocritically, 
to ignore the demands of  its own Armenian citizens?

In 1948, Israel emerged from the War of  Independence as 
the victor, with an internationally recognized state and military 
success against the invading Arab neighbors. However, this 
VLJQLÀFDQW�VXFFHVV�ZDV�GLPLQLVKHG�E\�WKH�PDQ\�SUREOHPV�,VUDHO�
faced. With heavy military losses, almost no infrastructure, and 
a tenuous regional security, Israel was very vulnerable, and its 
main focus was survival. While military development became 
the highest priority for Israel, strong foreign relations were also 
essential – for without foreign support, Israel had no way of  
acquiring arms to expand its military.10 Since Israel’s establishment 
in 1948, Turkey has recognized the Jewish state, with diplomatic 
relations starting almost immediately. This partnership has proved 
to be strategically important because of  the diplomatic, economic, 
DQG�PLOLWDU\�WLHV��7XUNH\�LV�WKH�VWURQJHVW�DQG�PRVW�LQÁXHQWLDO�
Muslim nation in the Middle East, and Israel is not readily willing 
to compromise this friendship.

Diplomatically, Turkey has engaged with Israel since its 
declaration as a state in 1948. The establishment of  diplomatic 
relations sent a strong message to the other Arab nations. While 
these formal ties were mostly symbolic until the 1990s, they 
were pertinent to Israel’s position in the Middle East. As Israel 
developed and strengthened as a nation in its early years, Turkey’s 
support served to validate Israel’s existence and position in 
the international realm; such recognition from a Muslim state 

created the impression that Israel was a legitimate and viable 
nation that other Arab nations would have to accept. Throughout 
history, social, political, and economic volatility has been 
rampant in the Middle East, yet Turkey has remained “relatively 
stable, pro-Western, and prosperous over the entire span of  
,VUDHO
V�H[LVWHQFH�µ11 With security as a main goal for Israel, the 
constancy and character of  Turkish politics prove to be essential 
in maintaining a stable environment. In particular, Turkey’s 
commitment to secularism serves as an anchor of  stability, and 
Israel is more than willing to compromise the Armenian minority 
WR�VXVWDLQ�WKLV�EHQHÀFLDO�UHODWLRQVKLS�
'HVSLWH�WKH�KLVWRU\�RI �RIÀFLDO�GLSORPDWLF�WLHV��,VUDHO�7XUNH\�

relations had no tangible results until the 1990s, after which this 
UHODWLRQVKLS�SURYLGHG�DGGLWLRQDO�EHQHÀWV�WR�,VUDHO���6HFXULW\�LV�
a common goal for both nations; this “strategic partnership is 
partly grounded in similar perceptions of  regional threats, in 
SDUWLFXODU�WKH�WKUHDWV�RI �H[WUHPLVP�DQG�WHUURULVP�µ12  As a Muslim 
VWDWH��7XUNH\�LV�DEOH�WR�H[HUW�D�VXEVWDQWLYH�LQÁXHQFH�RQ�LWV�$UDE�
neighbors which threaten Israel and on the overall stability of  
the Middle Eastern region. In addition, Turkey’s secular nature 
provides the unique ability to be an objective contributor to 
the peace process.  From the onset, Israel recognized Turkey’s 
potential as a key mediator in negotiating peace, hoping that 
“ties with Turkey would dilute the religious element of  the 
$UDE�,VUDHOL�FRQÁLFW�µ10  This potential is realized even in the 
most current political situations – Turkey clearly demonstrated 
D�´FRQVWUXFWLYH�EULGJLQJ�UROHµ�ZKHQ�LW�PHGLDWHG�LQGLUHFW�WDONV�
EHWZHHQ�,VUDHO�DQG�6\ULD�LQ�������7KLV�UHJLRQDO�´DFWLYLVPµ�LV�D�
continuing characteristic of  Turkey’s foreign policy, which Israel 
fully appreciates.11 

Economically, Israel and Turkey have a very strong mutual 
dependence. For Israel, water is a major source of  contention, and 
Turkey can provide relief  due to its abundance of  natural water 
resources. Water is scarce in the Middle East, and consequently 
it has become a tool of  political power – an instrument for 
cooperation, essential for promoting both Palestinian and Israeli 
agriculture.13 While various water and resource summits have 
occurred in the past, Turkey and Israel have only now started 
serious negotiations for the transportation of  not only water, 
but also electricity, natural gas, and oil by pipelines to Israel.14 In 
������D�ZDWHU�DJUHHPHQW�ZDV�ÀQDOO\�UHDFKHG��IRU�WKH�SXUFKDVH�RI �
50 million cubic meters of  water per year (over a ten-year period). 
Though Israel prefers not to rely on foreign sources for water, 
such dependence will only strengthen overall trust and relations 
with Turkey.

Throughout the past decades, Israel and Turkey have mutually 
transacted a very large volume of  business, promoting economic 
growth in both nations. With a bilateral Free Trade Agreement 
IXOO\�RSHUDWLRQDO�E\�WKH�\HDU�������ÀQDQFLDO�WLHV�FRQWLQXHG�WR�
VWUHQJWKHQ���6SHFLÀFDOO\��LQ�)HEUXDU\�RI �������,VUDHOL�FRPSDQLHV�
were contracted for work in Turkey for development projects (e.g., 
dams, hydro-electric plants, and irrigation systems) and the total 
value of  these contracts grossed $600m.15  In addition, the overall 
annual trade volume for Israel is $1.5 billion in exports and more 
than $1 billion in imports, to and from Turkey.16 It is obvious 
then, that a change in diplomatic relations could have serious 
implications for the economic well-being of  Israel. Nevertheless, 
this bilateral trade is only a fraction of  Israel’s and Turkey’s total 
foreign trade, with export to larger markets serving as the primary 

means of  economic growth. 
Military cooperation with Turkey functions as both an 

economic and defensive opportunity for Israel. The economic 
aspect is obvious. With liberal sharing of  military systems and 
technology, the resulting revenue has generated hundreds of  
PLOOLRQV�RI �GROODUV�IRU�,VUDHO��$�ÀQDQFLDO�DGYDQWDJH�RI �VLJQLÀFDQW�
military ties with Turkey is evident in arms sales alone. Israel has 
been successful in the direct sales of  arms to Turkey because 
of  the high quality and reliability of  Israeli armaments; a 
consequence of  this success is to further secure Israel’s share of  
WKH�PLOLWDU\�PDUNHW��2I �FRXUVH��VSHFLÀF�,VUDHOL�PLOLWDU\�FRQWUDFWV�
have also generated enormous revenue: $63 million for upgrading 
Turkish aircraft, $150 million for joint production of  air-to-
ground missiles, $200 million in the production of  Popeye II 
missiles, $900 million for modernizing battle tanks, etc.17 These 
examples are just a representative sample of  the various military 
FRQWUDFWV�,VUDHO�KDV�KDG�ZLWK�7XUNH\��7KH�DPRXQW�RI �SURÀW�JDLQHG�
is enormous, reaching into the billions of  dollars throughout the 
decades.  

The military connection with Turkey also helps Israel 
to augment its security. In 1992, a document for military 
collaboration was signed, developing a “concrete protocol… 
GHVLJQDWLQJ�VSHFLÀF�DUHDV�RI �PLOLWDU\�FR�RSHUDWLRQ�µ16 Both the 
Israeli and Turkish Air Forces were then able to train together. 
With open airspace and exposure to new terrain, the Israeli 
PLOLWDU\�JDLQHG�VLJQLÀFDQW�H[SHULHQFH��WKXV�LQFUHDVLQJ�LWV�PLOLWDU\�
strength. Intelligence ties were also strengthened in the 1993 
Memorandum of  Understanding, providing Israel with additional 
military information regarding Syria, Iran, and Iraq.16 While this 
military cooperation is a fundamental part of  Turkish-Israeli 
relationships today, developing security ties with “the strong, 
stable, and pro-Western peripheral states surrounding the Arab 
ZRUOGµ2 has been an Israeli goal since the 1950s. Efforts to 
HVWDEOLVK�UHODWLRQV�VSHFLÀFDOO\�ZLWK�7XUNH\�ZHUH�QRW�D�QHZ�FRQFHSW�
– military development was the main focus of  policy from Israel’s 
inception, and regional security connections were the ultimate 
goal. For decades, Iran and Ethiopia also played a role in securing 
the Middle East, yet in the 1970s, with the Islamic Revolution 
in Iran and the Marxist takeover in Ethiopia, the mantle of  
OHDGHUVKLS�LQ�UHJLRQDO�VHFXULW\�ZDV�SODFHG�ÀUPO\�RQ�7XUNH\�

CONCLUSION
The various diplomatic, economic, and military ties between 

Israel and Turkey are based on mutual interest. Given the current 
potential for political and military volatility in the Middle East, it is 
exceedingly apparent that maintaining good relations with Turkey 
is imperative for Israel. Any change in diplomatic standing could 
have severe consequences, affecting all aspects of  Israeli life. 
However, while there have always been relations with Turkey since 
Israel’s creation, this partnership was not so advantageous or vital 
until the 1990s. A refusal to explicitly acknowledge the Armenian 
Genocide has been Israel’s consistent policy. Although Israel 
did not always have a strong partnership with Turkey, Israel has 
always been willing to defer to the Turkish view of  the Armenian 
Genocide. For many years, Turkey was the only Muslim nation 
willing to offer Israel formal recognition and mutual relations. To 
maintain the strength of  this relationship, Israel sought to placate 
the Turkish government. The security and economic relations 
SURYH�WR�EH�H[FHHGLQJO\�VLJQLÀFDQW�WR�,VUDHO·V�SROLWLFDO�V\VWHP��

The import of  the Turkish-Israeli relationship and the constant 
security threat that Israel faces certainly explain the mistreatment 
of  the Armenian minority, regardless of  the fact that Israel is a 
strong democratic society. Despite the prevailing political and 
cultural forces, the Armenian minority is able to maintain basic 
rights within this political system, even though they struggle to 
JDLQ�VLJQLÀFDQW�FRQWURO�DQG�SROLWLFDO�UHSUHVHQWDWLRQ�

Israel is a strong, democratic regime, so the question arises as 
WR�ZK\�VLJQLÀFDQW�LQHTXLWLHV�H[LVW�IRU�WKH�$UPHQLDQ�SRSXODWLRQ��
While the Armenians take a relatively passive stance in their role 
in government, Israel’s minority policies in many cases seem to 
EH�LOO�FRQFHLYHG��SURKLELWLQJ�DQ\�UHDO�LQÁXHQFH�RI �WKH�$UPHQLDQ�
population. Israel is in a constant state of  alert, and as a result, 
military considerations are a key element in Israeli policy; the 
relationship with Turkey is considered to be the cornerstone of  
regional stability. With such turmoil in the Middle East, it is to be 
expected that citizens may lose individual rights in a nation in a 
constant state of  alert. However, Armenians seem to consistently 
experience inequality, regardless of  the changing levels of  the 
security threat over the decades. While one theory expects 
minority populations to be well treated in a democratic regime, 
the other theory maintains that security threats can constrain the 
civil rights of  the population. Nonetheless, there seem to be other 
variables which serve as causal mechanisms for mistreatment of  
the Armenian population. The strong Jewish-Israeli identity can 
certainly explain Israel’s extreme reluctance to integrate other 
ethnic groups fully into society. This sociopolitical factor skews 
the results of  the anticipated theoretical outcome, while subjecting 
,VUDHO�WR�WKH�VWURQJ�HIIHFWV�RI �WKH�WZR�FRQÁLFWLQJ�WKHRULHV�
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