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and the previously published artistic literature of the 
Armenian Genocide.  

These new manifestations of the truth reveal a conscious or 
subconscious affinity with postmodern history as it pertains to 
transgression of the boundary between history and fiction.17 In 
an interview, Michel Foucault said, “I am well aware that I 
have never written anything but fictions. I do not mean to say, 
however, that truth is therefore absent. It seems to me that the 
possibility exists for fiction to function in truth....”18 Foucault’s 
postmodernist approach to history, especially as reflected in 
the statement quoted above, has given rise to multiple 
interpretations aiming to understand the concept and 
parameters of postmodern history which differ greatly from 
traditional approaches and may even suggest rewriting the 
past for a purpose. Without entering into that discussion, I use 
Foucault’s approach to show the importance and the 
significance of genocide literature, the literature of atrocities, 
in constructing the historical narrative of the period with a 
focus on human relationships rather than documents and 
statistics. The purpose: writing history to expose the injustice 
and to emphasize the necessity and the obligation to redress 
and rectify. 
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