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ABSTRACT 
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The South Caucasus is one of the most conflict-ridden regions in the 

world. This thesis aims to analyze regional conflicts and security dynamics in 

the South Caucasus and possible peace settlement processes. Particularly, it 

focuses on the unsettled conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh, in light of the 

Regional Security Complex Theory. The RSCT has been developed by Buzan 

and Waever, and had been applied to all the regions in the world. The South 

Caucasus has been identified as a regional sub-complex in the post-Soviet arena. 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is considered one of the bloodiest conflicts that 

happened in the post-Soviet zone after the end of the Cold-War. The South 

Caucasus region has caught the attention of foreign scholars from various 

aspects: regional security, conflict resolution and peacebuilding, energy politics, 

diplomacy, and so on.  Conducting an articulate analysis of the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict, the thesis intends to arrange a theoretical correlation with 

RSCT. Since the beginning of the conflict until today, the volatile character of 

the conflict had an overwhelming impact on shaping the regional security 

dynamics in the South Caucasus. The structure of the research has articulately 

displayed the entitled conflict in the three main columns, as warfare; no war 

and no peace situation; the involvement of the external actors in the resolution 

process. In addition, the research elaborates on how interstate conflict shapes 

the policies of Azerbaijan and Armenia. The effectiveness of the unresolved 
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has also become an incentive for potential terror attacks in the region. As a 

result, the thesis makes a conclusion in two parameters: whether Nagorno-

Karabakh as a regional conflict in the South Caucasus matchup with the 

characteristics of the Regional Security Complexes; in regards to security 

implication, the role of the external actors to fulfill the expectations of 

Azerbaijan and Armenia on the basis of peaceful resolution. 

 

Keywords: South Caucasus, Region

policy, Armenia Nagorno-Karabakh. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

The South Caucasus region shares boundaries with Turkey, Russia, Iran, and 

is positioned in the crossway of Asia and Europe. The South Caucasus geopolitically 

has gained prominence by being the vying center of the Post-Cold War period. 

Geopolitical and geostrategic importance of the region was not only understood or 

gained attention since the 1990s but in every part of the history, the region was at the 

center of skirmishes. 

The South Caucasus region is a fascinating study area with its regional, 

political, cultural and energy perspectives. The region predominantly caught the 

 a particular place in the international politics 

literature with its political and security issues per se. Furthermore, the South 

Caucasus has attracted international attention through regional dynamics, which 

specifically escalated after the end of the Soviet Union.  

The failure of the Soviet Union brought advantages for the Caucasian states 

to realize their dreams of regaining independence. However, the road to 

independence paved with adversaries. The South Caucasus region got into the 

threshold of a new era. Some interethnic conflicts began in the region after the 1980s 

and c  conflicts began 

during the 1990s and passed through very complex phases. Interethnic conflicts had 

been served in variegated forms. Some conflicts were extended to become an 

interstate war such as the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Some conflicts are in 

preserved condition. Moreover, in those states from time to time by depending on the 

current regime, conflicts were sometimes igniting, and sometimes inflaming, which 

has been observed in the cases of  Georgia-Abkhazia, and Georgia-South Ossetia. 

Nowadays, various forms of solutions have been proposed. Regarding the Nagorno-

decision. In some conflicts, government agencies prefer to make consensus in the 

conflict zones. This sometimes appeared with hard and sometimes with soft forms of 

reaction as in the case of Georgia.  

All entitled conflicts are a big threat to regional security from various 

perspectives. All the attempts to achieve the peaceful settlement proved futile, 
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because of the volatile interstate interactions and border clashes, which triggered the 

sides to go into a new bloody war such as in Nagorno-Karabakh.  

a) Scope and objective of the thesis:  

The thesis predominantly focuses on the South Caucasus region and security 

relations within, since the end of the Cold War. The detailed security relations are 

examined focusing on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict.  

This conflict started as an interethnic conflict in the territory of the Soviet 

Union, whereas, after the dissolution of the Soviet Union the status of the conflict 

became an interstate one. Today the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict between Azerbaijan 

and Armenia is considered as the most problematic regional issue in the South 

Caucasus. Since the ceasefire agreement held in 1994, both sides have run into a 

consistent peace negotiation process. However, demands of two countries are quite 

diverse. The Republic of Azerbaijan prioritizes the territorial integrity and put this 

issue at the top of the foreign policy agenda. While negotiating with the Armenia, 

Azerbaijan demonstrates an irrevocable demand on the withdrawal of the Armenian 

armies from the occupied territories with no condition. However, the Republic of 

Armenia stands on justifying the occupation by stating the historic desire of the 

ethnic Armenians in the Nagorno-Karabakh to be part of Armenia. In the early 1987, 

the rise of the Armenian minorities in the Karabakh region had escalated the 

spreading of the ethnic skirmishes. Armenia still relies on the self-determination 

initiative and the Armenian political elites are constantly announcing this during the 

negotiations.  

Presently, the status of the conflict is complying on the status quo and 

ceasefire agreement. However, the formation of the conflict signaled the future 

potential border clashes and ceasefire violations. The worst one happened between 2-

amount of the munitions were destroyed. The April War has also destroyed the hope 

for a peaceful resolution, and since then war is on the threshold of the border. The 

April War had alerted other states, but the Russian command let everyone put the 

weapons down. Similar to the other international conflicts, the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict necessitated the support of the external actors in the implementation of the 
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resolution. The external actors have been Russia, Turkey, the EU (OSCE-Minsk 

Group) and the USA. 

In this thesis, the security dynamics of the South Caucasus region is 

considered as a crucial aspect to be analyzed. Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Georgia are 

the three states in the South Caucasus region. In this region, security dynamics 

became unpredictable with unstable regional conflicts, sometimes staying silent and 

other times triggering sides to go into a real war. There are three conflicts in the 

region: Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, Georgian-South Ossetian conflict and Georgian-

Abkhazian conflict.   

 The thesis examines the security dynamics in the South Caucasus in the light 

of the Regional Security Complex Theory. This thesis focuses on the regional 

security dynamics, specifically by concentrating on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

The main objective is to find whether the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict might 

restructure the Regional Security Complex.  

b) Research methodology:  

The thesis tries to answer several questions as below: 

1. What are the conditions that might lead to the regional destabilization in the 

South Caucasus?  

2. How does the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict affect the regional security 

relations? 

3. Does the South Caucasus obtain the characteristics of the RSCs? 

4. How do the South Caucasus security dynamics respond to the RSCT? 

The thesis offers two main hypotheses as below:  

1. Interethnic and interstate conflicts in the South Caucasus introduce more 

competitive interaction among the regional actors, which also influences the regional 

security dynamics. The continuation of the border clashes triggers the potential for a 

 

2. The unsettled Nagorno-Karabakh conflict with its unpredictable nature leads 

the South Caucasus into a regional security complex.  

The OSCE, EPNK, agreements (Bishkek Protocol and Basic Principles), 

official statements, interviews, and declarations are some of the primary sources used 

for analyses. Secondary sources have been collected from the annual and quarterly 
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journals, articles, books, newspapers (mostly online), relevant websites, and 

manuscripts. An empirical research is done to analyze Azerbaijan and Armenian 

foreign policy through looking over the mainstream media in Azerbaijan and 

Armenia. English and Russian sources are analyzed. Track II Diplomacy is held with 

the unofficial representatives of the conflicted sides. The main aim is articulately 

searching out the possible and better method to establish peace.  

c) Theoretical conception:  

In order to analyze the security relations in the region, the Regional Security 

Complex Theory is adopted. According to the RSCT, the regional actor cannot 

attempt to have a separate security concern apart from other actors. The regional 

actors have security interdependence and common concerns on securitization. The 

RSCT has been proposed and developed by Buzan and Waever in their book titled 

the significant aspects of territoriality and security dynamics within. They examined 

the worldwide Regional Security Complexes, including the South Caucasus region 

under the roof of the post-Soviet arena. Certainly for being one Regional Security 

Complex, there are various factors, however, this thesis examines only from the 

ongoing conflict perspective.   

d) Structure of the thesis:  

This thesis consists of four chapters. Chapter I explains the theoretical and 

conceptual framework of the thesis including definition of region as well as regional 

security. The thesis evaluates the case study on regional basis and in regional 

security dynamics. Chapter I also introduces characteristics of securitization. The 

thesis is based on the Regional Security Complex Theory. The first version of this 

theory as well as modified one has been presented. The geographical proximity is the 

important point for security complex, where inter-subjective issues among the states 

has to be handled together. Buzan also elaborates the distinction of various forms of 

security complexes, which are coherently devising the security co

Chapter I provides an empirical application of the RSCT over the South Caucasus 

region. The South Caucasus has been examined under the umbrella of the Post-

Soviet zone. In this sense, Buzan defined the South Caucasus as a sub-complex. In 

addition, within the chapter the plausible interconnectedness between the RSCT and 
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the South Caucasus has been rendered, by taking into account all the features of the 

RSCT. At the last section, it is explained whether analysis of the thesis over the case 

study was objectively approached or with subjective partiality. Usually, the different 

sides blame each other on giving fake information related to the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict. Impartiality has been sometimes observed in the research works of the 

foreign scholars. Not all the foreign scholars are able to access primary sources and 

even if they do, primary sources may not be objective. The sensitivity of the case 

study for Azerbaijan and Armenia has influenced the research process, but it did not 

have been bounded to cross the border, and in this circumstance to conduct Track II 

diplomacy research has been impossible. However, to fill the gap, the related media 

sources have been analyzed thoroughly to measure the tensions and attitudes of the 

political elites, scholars, and public.  

Chapter II consists of two sections. In general, it highlights the historical 

backgrounds of the South Caucasus conflicts. Even though the thesis evaluates the 

application of the RSCT over the unsettled Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, because of 

its geographical location in the South Caucasus, other regional conflicts (Georgian-

Abkhazia, Georgian-South Ossetia) have to be briefly presented in order to 

understand regional security complexes. Therefore, the historical dynamics and 

development of the Georgian ethnic conflicts have been presented. First section 

encompasses the starting reasons of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Although the 

interethnic skirmishes began in the late 1980s, states have been in a bloody war since 

 territorial claim over the Nagorno-Karabakh had eroded interstate 

relations, and plenty of rallies had been observed in both states. Russia had tempted 

Armenia to continue redundant and subversive attitudes over Nagorno-Karabakh 

region. Evolution of the interstate war ended up with 20 percent territorial loss of 

Azerbaijan. The ceasefire agreement in 1994 became a solvent action, which made 

countries to give a little break. In the second section, because of the regional 

significance the Georgian-Abkhazian and Georgian-South Ossetian conflicts are 

explained. The starting reasons, escalations, and outcomes of the conflicts are 

elaborated. The latest Russo-Georgian war was held in 2008, which was an important 
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moment for the region when Russia solely proclaimed the republics of Abkhazia and 

South Ossetia.  

The Chapter III examines interstate relations of Azerbaijan and Armenia 

since the ceasefire agreement in 1994. In the first section, the reasons for the 

ceasefire agreement and consistent peace negotiations under the supervision of the 

Minsk Group are widely elaborated. In addition, the evaluation of the consecutive 

border clashes and ceasefire violations are summarized. The volatility in the border 

has been examined through several examples. The most hazardous skirmishes 

occurred in 2-6 April 2016, which was lately named as the 

the  

in both sides. The societal mindset was structured believing on a renewed Karabakh 

war, because the operational spectrum was considerably large unlike previous border 

clashes. Both sides used heavy artilleries. Hundreds of soldiers died. After the 

international warnings, countries stopped fighting. Unfortunately, this war had 

negative effects over the peace negotiation process. Once again, the interstate and 

inter-societal distrustfulness emerged. 

Chapter IV evaluates the security implication and conflict resolution process 

between Azerbaijan and Armenia. The interstate relational development led the 

current Azerbaijan and Armenian relations to seem as security dilemma. 

Consequently, the current relation between Azerbaijan and Armenia has been quite 

tense and distrustful particularly after the April 2016. This might be one of the 

reasons that motivate each side on increasing its military capabilities as much as 

possible, though they do not demonstrate a clear intention of attack. Even for the 

defensive matter, they do invest giant amounts of money for the betterment of the 

defense capacity. Interestingly, they run for peaceful negotiations but at the same 

time, they focus on the development of military powers. These distrustful state 

behaviors shape their foreign policy that is predicting an unresolvable Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict in near soon. The chaotic atmosphere and insecurity in the region 

attracts the terror groups to realize their blasts around or inside the region, in order to 

destroy interstate relations, politically and economically. The South Caucasus is an 

energy hub, which needs high security to precede energy projects. The second 

section mainly explains the both countries conflict resolution 
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and establishing a peace. The result is quite diverse and uncompromised. Thus, the 

newly proposed initiative on preparing the people for peace has been analyzed 

through media interviews. Political-military dynamics may reformulate the flow of 

negotiation. The regional energy projects also cannot be underestimated with respect 

to the conflict resolution process.  

Azerbaijan in the region is known as an oil rich country and its natural gas 

resources put the country on the prior list of the international economic powers. On 

the other hand, Armenia became an isolated country in the region and cannot get the 

benefit from the regional projects, yet Georgia does. The regional economic 

development became a challenge for Armenia, and presumably, this development 

may be an incentive for political elite to get compromise concerning the Nagorno-

Karabakh issue. Thus, the external actors are assumed as a particular influencer in 

terms of conflict resolution process. In this regard, Turkey, Russia, the EU, NATO, 

and the United Nations role in conflict resolution have been analyzed. 

Predominantly, Russia has never left the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict alone, either 

being as one of the co-chairs of the Minsk Group or alone. From time to time Russia 

behaves paternalistically, since Russia does not want any other external power to be 

influenced in the region. Turkey continues its irrevocable support for Azerbaijan, and 

maintains closed border relations with Armenia. Turkey serves as an energy route. 

The EU tends to apply a peacebuilding policy through the Minsk Group in the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. However, since the ceasefire agreement the Minsk 

Group did not demonstrate any positive result and in mission proved 

futile. Nevertheless, the EU is interested due to the rich energy resources. The 

Caspian oil and natural gas resources are targeted to pass through the EU to reach to 

the world market. Comparatively, the EU has more interest on the Georgian ethnic 

conflicts rather than the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. The case for NATO and the 

United Nations are same. They neither pursue direct involvement nor prefer to 

become outer, want to be simply neutral about the conflicts. Yet, NATO is concerned 

on the regional security issues and builds up a constant cooperation with the South 

Caucasus states for military training in order to help them to restructure the security 

relations in the region. There are also the UN Security Council Resolutions on the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Nevertheless, all the resolutions ask for an unconditional 
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withdrawal of the Armenian deployed military forces from the occupied territories. 

Yet, until now, Armenia did not comply.  
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CHAPTER I: 

CONCEPTUAL and THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: REGIONAL 

SECURITY ENVIRONMENT 

 

1.1. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 

1.1.1. National versus International Security      

 

(1)

 Besides the political and military security, he mentioned 

societal, environmental, and economic security. 

compatibility between national and international security is an important 

consideration, thinking that whether international system on behalf of the state is 

willing to build cooperation between international and global security. Some others 

argue that globalized world integration process is more important which is associated 

with the societal security.

 (2)

 

In the classical approach, the state is the main referent. In this sense, the 

sclassical deals with national territorial security-territorial waters and air-space and 

national sovereignty. Whereas Buzan offers as broader framework of security, the 

traditional approaches have given narrowly defined definition.

(3)

  

National security is the main issue considered by realists classical realism 

describes the world with mutual fear, constant suspicion, and possibility of conflict, 

which puts pressure over states to search for constant survival. Furthermore, system 

realism underlines the fact that states are living in an anarchical world order, in 

which there is no control above the states. Therefore, the problem for national 

security occurs by viewing this anarchical world order, where, states independently 

are capable of being armed and any time get ready to defeat or harm one another. 

Considerably, establishing and maintaining sustainable armed forces for deterrence 

and defense are particular aims of national security policies. National security policy 

                                                           

1

 Barry Buzan, People, States and Fear: The National Security Problem in International 
Relations,  A Member of the Harvester Press Group, 1983. 

2

 Globalization and 
Environmental Challenges, Hexagon Series on Human and Environmental Security and Peace, 

Vol. 3, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2008, pp. 496,497. 

3

 Anton Grizol International 
Journal on World Peace, Vol. 11, No. 3, September, 1994, p. 41. 
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takes calculated measures for international threats such as; terrorists, criminals, 

demonstration, rebels and etc.

(4)

 

achieves prominence, they should be examined with certain care. The term should 

recommend a political track, which others can differentiate and bring alternatives. It 

highlights that the policy is designed particularly to promote demands for nations, 

rather than individuals, groups and so forth, meaning the policy regards as of lesser 

importance to others interests to those of the nation.

(5)

  

International security has historical background; however, it has obtained 

new forms in the 21

st

 century. Today, the international security as a security concept 

among the states belongs to the 21

st

 century. Because external threats are not only 

coming from states, but from ethnic groups with the hyper-nationalized mindset, 

mafias towards government, criminal gangs, poverty, Acquired Immune Deficiency 

Syndrome (AIDS) and other epidemics, terrorism, Genetically Modified Organism 

(GMO) foods, economic inflation and mismanagement, refugee flows, over-

population, failed states, additionally and most importantly environmental threats 

such as pollution effects on destruction of nature, irrigation problems and 

diversification of nature. Individuals are the primary victims of a new threats to 

human security, societal security, and in general global security.

(6)

    

Pluralists view the world as a mixture of conflict and cooperation. Pluralists 

highlight that in the international system states are not the only actors to provide 

security. However, the belief is that states obtain an extensive responsibility to 

provide a security in international level. Therefore, international security has 

different paradigmatic consideration compared to national security.

(7) 

International security today does not necessarily associate with military 

power. Indeed, during the Cold War in order to maintain security, power was equated 

with military capability. 

                                                           

4

 Jennifer Jackson-Preece, Security in International Relations, The London School of Economics 
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not by the only traditionally known military issues, but also with issues that are 

originated by humans. Most importantly, no matter if, a state is taking precautionary 

measures in the face of climate change with its fully prepared military power; they 

cannot run away from the influence of climate change. In short, security cannot be 

provided only by balance of power, but it is more than that.

(8)

  

The emergence of International Security studies (ISS) occurred in the period 

of the Second World War, where the debates have increased in terms of focusing on 

how to protect the states from both external and internal threats. Unfortunately, the 

ISS is not able to give a straightforward explanation and exercise as it was wished to 

be. The reason is at the beginning the concept of international security did not get 

prominent adoption, but progressively it was accepted. It is also true that there is no 

universally accepted definition over what actually the ISS consists of. The 

description of the ISS is quite intricate and its progressive volatile perspectives 

predict what falls in and what does not.

(9) 

International Security Studies has faced with the major criticism for its 

reliance on the significance of use of military power and state security. This 

approach was observed during the Cold War, where international security described 

international system with the bipolar nature. At the first state, it was exampled with 

an ideological fight between the United States and Soviet Union. Lately, between 

them the security dilemma has turned out to become a deterrent method with the 

improved nuclear capability.

(10)

 

The idea of an interdependence emerged by changing the concept of the 

international security. The interdependence period has evolved and enlarged the 

international security studies framework. The situation has become complicated by 

the applied oil embargo over the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries 

(OPEC). Thus, the oil producers, particularly the Middle Eastern countries, have 

decided to increase their power by limiting the energy resources, which was highly 

demanded and needed by other countries. Therefore, the researchers in the 
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international security studies have emphasized that considering all these factors the 

recognition of the economic importance in the international security cannot be 

ignored.

(11)

  

                

                        

1.1.2. Region, Regional Security and Level of Analysis    

     

The regionalist perspectives have two historical waves, the first was between 

1950 and 1970, and the second one started in the mid-1980s. Many IR and IPE 

scholars lately have labeled the following 

(12)

 This 

approaches have emerged with the evolvement of the new regionalism. Those views 

have lasted for 

the most of the literature reviews. Moreover, the scholars extensively 

interested in working on regionalism in order to demonstrate the widely accepted 

conceptual definition. The conceptual understanding of the region seemed blurring in 

the framework of relative subjects. Considerably, the regional studies took place in 

geography, particularly in the framework of the empirical research. Thus, the new 

regionalism became crucially a central subject of the constant debates. However, 

geographers have described the region as a sub-state entity. The core contradiction is 

of the world politics, the term resembled the Westphalian system. In the borderless 

world the term was linked to the prominent research realms within the IR.

(13)

   

The notion of region, particularly in the framework of the modern 

geopolitical discourse has been widely endorsed and accepted. Moreover, it has 

gained an important role during the post-Cold War period. Moreover, there is 

consistent interaction between different societal sectors such as local, national, 

metropolitan, international, and global.

(14)
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John Agnew has stated that the researchers in International Relations have 

usually er with nations that 

are seemingly similar, which simplifies a 

-regional/sub-

(15)

 that is considerably 

bigger than the national, and apparently smaller than international. The emergence of 

region has been observed as undeniable level, such as special location or an object, 

which can be easily differentiated from the domestic, international, and global levels. 

Although it has frequently been in danger of reproducing the same notion in regard 

to an objectionable interaction, it has rarely been across but mostly between and 

among these levels or scales.

(16) 

 

The notion of the region goes against the idea of the nation-state as a 

fundamentally geographical unit of delineation, which has obviously been at the 

center of the social sciences and humanities in an entire period of the late nineteenth 

century. Indeed, the region keeps its articulate and exact social and geographical 

parameters.  However, it is also undeniable fact that the term is increasingly 

becoming an important issue in the other field of studies, though the definition 

(17) 

The term a region is regularly described as a number of states are situated in 

the same geographical location. However, a  

. Moreover, scholars commonly 

agree on the idea that a region is envisaged more than only physical proximity. Yet, 

despite of an alternative formula, which needs to be used, has also proved 

disputes.

(18)

 

 

Regional schematic terms have never been neither political nor simply 

intellectual. It is very unpredictable to pin its location or working area. Taking into 

account of the certain facts about the world that they tend to play, additionally it is 

relevant to their originators also in order to reflect the biases.

(19) 
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 Regional security may be examined in the framework of international 

security, which categorically creates two formulas: One is an expected concern of the 

external aspects for national security, relatedly is aiming to establish and maintain 

either in two or multilateral relationships with other interested parties. These are 

relatively the neighboring countries, military alliances, regional institutions, and 

organizations for economic and political interaction and so forth. Another one is 

considered an international system as a whole. As a last resort is to evaluate the state 

in the regional context specifically from an international security perspective.

(20)

 

Accordingly, an analytical approach to the conce

concept of regional security has a long tradition in IR and was understood as an 

effective protection, which was implemented in the system, where the interstate 

relations are consistent in the regional scale. This happens basically against the 

threats of instability, crises, ar . Most regularly, the 

essence of security concept at the regional level is usually built up on the ground of 

the particular system or via regional alliance, which is going to conduct an action 

within the certain region. T

always, established on the basis of geographical boundaries of the region, and at the 

interface of function

(21) 

The levels of analysis emerges with its five most regularly used forms in the 

international relations studies. These are; 1. International system-is highest level of 

analysis. 2. International Subsystem: Within the international system, certain 

distinction among the units happens in two ways: certain patterns of relationship, and 

occurrence of mutual interdependence. Coherently subsystems are regional 3. Units: 

which means an untitled actors are determined by different organizations, 

communities, subgroups, plenty of individuals are initiated cohesively get their 

independence to have a distinction comparing to others. This initiative is aimed to 

upgrade the levels. 4. Subunits: means that within the units there are some organized 

groups of individuals, which may be able to influence the behavior of the unit such 
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as - bureaucracies, and lobbies. 5. Individuals: are considered the basement of other 

level of analysis.

 (22) 

Besides all these, two levels of analysis have been introduced by David 

Singer, as national sub-system and international system. Singer considers 

international system as the most complete one. Reasonably, it circumscribes 

communication of the system next to the constituent parts of the system. He argues 

that international levels of analysis give an awareness of the structure and interaction. 

Moreover, it supports the idea of generalizations and predictions. Systematically the 

levels of analysis arrange an atmosphere for studying entire international relations. 

He adds that lack of details is the core weakness of the systematic level of analysis. 

However, the strengthening characteristic of the system is its ability of prediction, 

a systematic 

arena.

(23) 

In the study of international politics, the comprehensive starting point is 

contributed for us by the levels of analysis. It is adaptable methodological tool kit 

that provides us to evaluate the different components, which influences the policy 

making process. It provides an awareness 

foreign policy. Moreover, the occurrence of the international conflicts may be 

explained by relative questions. Thus, an intensive interaction creates an available 

understanding of the development among the levels.  The proponents of the level of 

analysis usually have preferences, which levels should be prioritized in the view of 

International Relations.

(24)

   

Regional security dynamics have usually been observed as a security 

dilemma. In international relations such as other theoretical ideas, security dilemma 

has its important place in the literature. In the international politics, security dilemma 

plays a conceptual role on labeling particular situations. However, theoretical 

approach towards the security dilemma has very much endorsed by the 
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understanding of causes, regulations, and implications of the security dilemma. 

Conceptually, security dilemma took a particular and extended place within the 

security policy and IR theory per se, to clarify relevant questions.

(25)

 The conceptual 

approach to security dilemma in the framework of defensive realism is very crucial, 

cooperation between states possibly to confront with the common enemy.

(26)  

Security 

dilemma prepares an interaction between war and peace. Security dilemma had 

explained particular events in the world politics, and outbreak of ethnic conflicts in 

the post-Soviet Union regions. Furthermore, security dilemma has been used to 

analyze military races,

(27)

 ethnic conflicts,

(28)

 and preventing potential conflicts in 

certain areas.

 

  There complexity also emerges between the security dilemma and conflict of 

interest. The structural differences between defensive and offensive realism remain a 

particular reason to come out. According to the defensive realist, approach within the 

conflict of interests the occurrence of objective and subjective sides are crucial 

outcomes, which may lead to the irreconcilable and reconcilable consequences. 

These actual and factual points create another complexity within the conflict of 

interests. However, the actual violent conflict does not happen by conflict of 

interests. There are some divergences between interests of two states in order to 

explain conflict of interests. Obviously, both states will not perceive the same things 

at the same time, maybe because they want different things. Accordingly, if two 

states get involved in full-scale war or demonstrate measurable threat that may lead 

to real war, defines an actual violent conflict. Presumably, complexity remains 

between conflict of interests and security dilemma because of these unpredictable 

dynamics.

(29)

 However, for general observation several key points can be 

summarized. Indeed, there is certain competition between conflict of interest and 
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security dilemma. However, security dilemma does not necessarily give prominence 

to be placed between states, where conflict of interest has already been emerged. In 

addition, theoretical approach based on security dilemma explains that two states can 

possibly end up in actual conflict, though there is no objective conflict of interest in 

between, or there is only irresponsible subjective conflict of interest between them, 

on the other hand reconciling conflict of interest become genuinely objective. 

Another general observation is an emergence of possible danger in international 

politics may happen by the provocation of misperceptions and security dilemma led 

states to get into real conflict. Thus, predators might trigger the escalation of the 

conflict in the international politics as an offensive realist defines that, and defensive 

realists approve this claim.

(30)

  

 A security dilemma is a particular situation that the certain actions driven by 

the state in order to increase its own military capability because of the unknown 

reactions might be understood from the other states, which possibly not stop but 

decrease the security of state. In the realm of IR, some scholars state that security 

dilemma can be an important source to analyze the international conflicts. They 

intensify their argument by stating that the legitimate monopoly of violence does not 

exist in the realm of international relations. Additionally, inexistence of central 

anarchy or world government led military and political chaos emerges in the world, 

as a result, there is no action to rescue. Therefore, states understand their urgent 

survival responsibility to manage their constructive security individually. It can be a 

reason for state to maximize its own security. Even though this course of action has 

aimed only for its own security reasons, but not to harm or threaten other state 

intentionally, but this movement will unintentionally decrease the security of other 

states, though one state increase military capabilities for its own security with no 

other intention. The dilemma does not happen when one state decreases the security 

of other state, but if one state is going to arm in because of the anarchic structure. 

Obviously, they cannot figure out the arming state has an intention to conduct any 

military action with its developed military arms for a future attack. Thus, 
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reestablishing the balance of power, this option shows up that the military attack will 

be imminent.

(31)

           

 

      

1.1.3. The characteristics of Securitization 

Securitization has conceptually evolved by the Copenhagen School. 

Proponent researches including Buzan and Weaver have produced comprehensive 

works to develop this school.

(32)

  

The Copenhagen School analyzed the significance of the speech act, which was 

used by John L. Austin. That was slanted a reference to John R.Searle. The speech 

act in security is considered as the fundamental argument of the securitization theory. 

The idea is simply to complete the security action. Thing becomes a security concern 

only if the process has been labeled as such. It explains that object stands for a 

particular reason and gets threatened in its existence. Therefore, the object expects a 

particular support from the securitizing actor in order to guarantee its survival. The 

notion of security has literally been accepted as an intersubjective and social 

constructed.

(33) 

The treatment towards security within the securitization theory is not on the 

basis of detached condition, but the result of paradigmatic social developments: the 

construction of security on social understanding elaborates the uncertainty on whom 

or where security should be applied and from what security should be guaranteed. 

The speech act examines this process by clarifying the potential threats. Thing first 

becomes securitized, and only then have been treated as a security issue.

(34) 

The securitization theory has also brought intense critics, which may be 

because the understanding of the securitization concept is narrow. First, the 
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framework in identifying security is quite narrow, mainly focuses on the dominant 

usually political actors, that influence the clarification 

process which the securitization might be observed by the institutionally legitimate 

political community, which is ideally state.

(35) 

 

 

1.2. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

1.2.1. Significance of the Regional Security Complex Theory 

 

 in the book 

named  published in 1983. By this he aimed to label the 

relevant structures based on level of analysis.

(36) 

In international relations theory, traditionally the global system consisted of 

individual units that they achieve almost the same power in regards to the same 

influence on the systematic dynamics. Therefore, anarchy predicts an inevitability of 

the war, considering intense relations among the individual units. However, by the 

end of the Second World War, this scenario lost its popularity by the emergence of 

the multilateral institutions which rejects Clausewitzian

(37)

 understanding of war 

practically is the political continuation. The regional level of security 

interdependence maintains its popularity in comparison to the global level. This 

assumption is credited by almost all w

demonstration happens in regional scale. Therefore, the regional level of analysis, 

particularly after the Post-Cold War period, significantly has become an epicenter of 

the security studies. Buzan has developed the RSCT by thoroughly analyzing the 

subsystems in the regional level. He did this separately and independently from the 

global and international level.

(38) 
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The Regional Security Complex Theory builds up a bridge linking various 

historical dimensions with the current developments. The particular impact of the 

Cold War period in the international system might be an example. The RSCT 

supplies more refinement view than dynamically clarifying ideas, kind of center-

periphery or unipolarity. It maintains harmonization in between, and constructs the 

theoretical attachment per se. The theory also includes the constructivist ideas, since, 

the RSCT attaches on the structure of amity and enmity. This makes the regional 

system hinge on an and certain actions. The RSCT 

is applicable for the entire international system and putting lens on studying 

particular regions per se. 

(39) 

The RSC provides a clear understanding of the trepidation and inclination of 

the separate units. In this context, the security concern either in separate units or 

global scale of intervention may be understood through the regional security 

dynamics. The security complex has been scrutinized in the framework of region and 

security. However, in other word, the security complexes have not necessarily been 

referred to the regions. Yet, they were originated from or depend on the other 

impression regional paradigm. Articulately, the RSCs characteristically focus only on 

the security terms and its open relationship for the clear examination. The first time 

the classical version of the of the security complex was defined by  Buzan, which 

a group of states whose primary security concerns link together 

sufficiently closely that their national securities cannot reasonably be considered 

 Lately he had presented an updated version of the definition 

as, or processes of the securitization, desecuritization, or 

both are so interlinked that their security problems cannot reasonably be analyzed or 

.

(40)

 

Significantly, the security complexes specifically tend to be applied in the 

medium level of analysis by being merged with the two others: micro and macro 

levels of analysis. The crucial combination between them may supply a full-reaching 

and applicable analytical understanding and investigation for the target regions. 

These regions consist of countries, which locate in the same geographical zone and 
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covered up with the certain historical experience. Thus, between the levels, there is a 

constant interaction, which means the local security dynamics may be possibly 

transformed into the international one or contrary. The RSCs authorize interest 

groups to concentrate on the collection of the states that their behaviors and actions 

influence the security concern of the other member states. Thus, RSCT can be 

articulately understood if it looks at the states from their heterogeneous perspective. 

This act may comprises the group of states and creates an interplay dynamics 

between them and other potential states, which is going to be emerged.

(41) 

Furthermore, the RSCT must be significantly useful due to three reasons. 1. 

The theory produces an awareness of the suitable level of analysis for the security 

studies. 2. Provides empirical studies arrangement. 3. Alternatives to the Regional 

Security Complexes may be set up based on the known and attainable forms of the 

theory. The RSCs have been identified based on the sustainable figures of an amity 

and enmity. This action links the process to the sub-system, which are geographically 

unified figures of the security interdependence. History shows that the specific nature 

of the local RSC, quite often  have been influential with their past factors alike- 

Turkey and Greece, Persians and Arabs, Azerbaijan and Armenia, or an acceptance 

of the shared cultural civilization area-Europeans, South Americans, and Central 

Asians. The Security interaction in the context of geographical proximity does not 

happen in all the sectors, but mostly in political, military, environmental, and 

societal. The certain interaction in the same proximity for an 

go ahead successfully.

(42) 

The RSC may not be perspective in order to be accordingly applicable to any 

constellation of states. It is discussable that the right exposition of the frontiers has 

been shaped by the figures of the corresponding security linkage and lack of interest 

about. However, the theoretical framework does not privilege the one determine a 

random group of states based on the RSC for any group of states. The Nuclear Non-

Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Members, Warsaw Pact, and Norden can be relevant 

example in this regard. To be qualified as a Regional Security Complex, it requires 

originating the security interdependence as a precondition among the group of states 
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and other entities. The purpose to that is to set up a sufficient correlation and 

distinguish them from other security regions. The Regional Security Complexes 

determine themselves as a substructure of the international system within the RSCT. 

It has been operated by the aggregative initiatives by the constellation of units in 

order to serve for the multilateral security interdependence. Yet, an important queries 

need to be answered here. Firstly, the Regional Security Complex does not literally 

locate in ideas of the digressive construction of the regions. The reason is the RSC 

has conceptually been defined as an analytical and have become an applicable 

theoretical framework by Buzan and Waever. More importantly, the nature of the 

regions in terms of RSC are socially constructed, therefore, they are unable to give 

Presumably it is unclear that from whom and what the regional actors will be 

securitize  around the 

security. On behalf of the RSCT, a security has actually been understood as what 

actors operate.

(43) 

 

1.2.2. Classical Regional Security Complex Theory 

 

The application of the theory had been addressed to the different parts of the 

world in various periods. The basic logic of regional security symbolizes an 

understanding of the interactional affairs based on international security. The 

principle behind the classical security complex emphasized that actors in the unit 

level had mostly political-military security concerns. The classical security complex 

demonstrates the regional subsystems as security objects. The traditionalist scholars 

describe a state as a key unit in the military and political sectors. This conceptual 

approach aimed to design and underline the correlative autonomy of the regional 

security relations. Certainly, supplying relevant area specialists, which are fully 

prepared with language and theoretical concepts in order to implement comparative 

studies throughout the regions, is one of the purposes of theory. Besides these, the 

theory aims to balance the inclination of the theoretical approach in the realm of the 

international security; it has been prominently valued at the regional level. 
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Inherently, the most of the military and political threats can be transmitted in a short 

range comparing to the long one, thus, insecurity is frequently equated with an 

adjacency. Accordingly, the neighbor states frighten each other rather than other 

states locate in far distance. Practically, the security interdependence has usually 

been observed as complex among the states, which are in the neighborhood rather 

than with states outside of the zone.

 (44)

  

Classically a security complex is defined 

security perceptions and concerns are so interlinked that their national security 

problems cannot reasonably be analyzed or r

Escalations of the structural dynamics within the security complexes have been 

derived by the units that are usually states with their mutual security attitudes and 

communications. The theory postulates that in geographical variations, the security 

complex and international anarchic system are normally accepted factors. If these do 

not exist, one wanders to know the reason. Therefore, identically those factors are 

characterized by the local states of aggregation. Thus, practically the classical 

security complexes do not exert its interrelated impacts only among their members; 

whereas they have anxious concern for the region is about the potential penetration 

may be realized by the stronger external powers. As a result, there are two crucial 

conditions to clarify the uncertain future of a security complex. 1. In some regions, 

not all the states out there are literally prepared fully with their power projects, which 

enables them to operate an action out of their own frontiers. These types of states 

generally focus on the domestic security concerns, which bound them to have a 

sufficient security interaction with others in order to originate a local security 

complex. 2. The condition happens when the stronger external powers have direct 

penetration into the region. The condition vanquishes an expected security 

performance among the local units, which is called overlay.

(45)

  

The necessary structure in classical security complex defines three the crucial 

constituents:  positioning of the units and distinction among them; a motif of amity 

and enmity; power dissemination among the leading units. Besides these, there are 

four additional structural options which examine the influential change over the 

security complex. They are: 1. Preservation of the status quo, which explains a 
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structural importance of the local level security complexes which have been engaged 

with the power dissemination and motifs of animosity; 2. internal transformation- 

that explains the emergence of the local complexes which happen by the 

transformation of its necessary structure within the context of its available exterior 

boundary; 3. External transformation- usually happens when the current structure of 

the complex is adjusted. This action has been realized in two ways: enlargement and 

discrepancy of their available outer frontier; 4. Overlay that explains the direct 

penetration has been realized by the group of external powers targeted to the regional 

complex. As a result, they destroy the domestic security. Lastly, an analysis of the 

classical regional security looks for elements of the security interdependence. Those 

elements are considerably powerful to separate the group of units from the outers. 

Additionally, two other possible options explain the security complex theory by 

making it available to other sectors besides military-political and state related; 1. 

Homogeneous complex- preserves the classical belief that the security complexes 

have been intensified within the particular sectors. It produces particular types of 

communication for the better togetherness of an analogous structure of units; 2. 

Heterogeneous complexes-disregards the belief that security complexes are stuck 

into particular sectors. Presumably, the regional rationale can move forward on 

building up an active interaction with the other actors throughout the two or more 

sectors. For instance, socio-economic or socio-political sectors is convenient place 

for an achievable interaction to combine two or more interested groups such as; 

nations-states-alliance.

(46) 

The security complexes in their own angle are sub-systems and miniature 

anarchies, and similarly with the complete systems they have a separate formation 

for themselves. The current durable status of the RSCs with its elements on anarchy 

makes us possibly accept sub-systems with their unique formations and motifs of 

communication. This supplies an advantageous standard opposite to the testable 

developments in the motifs of regional security.

(47) 
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1.2.3.  Moving beyond the Regional Security Complex Theory: 

Constructivist method 

 

e view that the manner in which the 

material world shapes and is shaped by human action and interaction depends on 

(48) 

orld of 

Our Making-  

(49)

 

and made them rethink about it. 

-

 (50)

 which gained 

prominence in worldwide and endorsed by many scholars in the relative realm. The 

saluted.

(51)

 The third important contributor Kratochwil is known as prominent 

constructivist, that he started with John Ruggie defining the importance of central 

constructivist concept and intersubjectivity.

(52)

  

relations theories, but most importantly it helps constructing the international social 

system in the complex world.

(53) 

the scale of international system. While doing this, constructivist tend to investigate 

the general process of configuration of world politics by norms. Consequently much 

of the assignments finalized with the interstate conflict and state operates on the basis 

of normative concerns.

(54) 
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The constructive quality of security ideas depends on convey from a 

descriptive to a conductive scene of universally considered linguistic literature.  

Thus, universal definition of linguistic literature eyes at the ideas from their 

manufacturing angle. It replies the query of the sense of security not by seeking for 

an interpretation that con understanding of security.  

Actually the understanding of security has been determined as a collection of the 

regulations which interprets articulation as security utterance.

(55) 

Constructivism faces with the realist questions on constructing anarchy in 

international system, meaning that realists discuss the idea of anarchy and its 

uncertainty exerts states to be in a trap feeling insecure and continue on increasing 

maximum power in order keep balancing with other states for the sake of survival.

(56)

  

As it was mentioned above security studies does not only represent military-

political security. While security studies conceptually enlarge, its activity in other 

sectors maintains the central position. If states overvalue security for its 

security which is opposing with society, where society per se may be insecure. 

Therefore, Buzan and Waever moved on new optional referent object describing as 

an assemblage in societal sectors with any identity may need to manage its absolute 

survival. The differentiation between two sides; referent objects and securitizing 

actors, creates possibility to develop a conditional environment within the generic 

theoretical framework, where actors manage to securitize some potential threats in 

support of a particular referent object.

(57)

 According to Buzan and Waever, the 

securitizing actor delicately uses the condition of delayed defensible action on 

necessary survival for its own benefit claiming the right of using an outstanding 

means or abolishes normal rules by using security as a main reason. By this 

definition of security, the attitude has articulately portrayed constructivism in the 

meaning that, the necessity of wondering about the existence issue is considered as a 

threat by itself, whereas the essential curiosity should be on unknown conditions 
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makes us think of what issue will be securitized and by whom.

(58)

 Classical Regional 

Security Complexes were originated as chaotic processes, which the trepidation and 

perturbation installed in the framework of the region that constructs the Regional 

Security Complexes. By the new interpretation in international level the construction 

of the new form of RSCs may be possible, which astonishingly appreciated by the 

particular sectors. Regions might be constructed as motifs based on the operations 

specifically in the system level. Regionally, some groups of countries consider the 

responsive responsibility towards the local issue that they may be effected-can be 

environmental or something different. Regional Security Complexes still maintain its 

association with the regional actors, because emerged problems are interpreted and 

regional arrangement over the issues are settled by them. Consistent interactions 

among the regional units help to define the Regional Security Complexes. The main 

reasons behind their actions might be either internal to the region or external to 

global; however, these reasons have never been successful on clarifying the 

outcomes. Therefore, using visible outcomes might help such as-refugee flows, wars, 

military confrontations, mass expulsions and some other unexpected situations might 

be considered as securitization indicators. Successful securitization can be 

constructed if the outcomes of the actions become visible for international 

consideration.

 (59) 

 

 

1.2.4. Types of Security Complexes  

 

Buzan and Waever stated that in the world the security dynamics with its 

developments create several types of security complexes: 1. Standard: means that 

regional powers are determining polarity such as: Middle East, Southeast Asia, 

Southern Africa, South America. 2. Centered: consists of various powers in which: 

superpower-gets central place in unipolar system as such: North America. Great 

power gets central place in other unipolar systems as such: CIS, South Asia. 

                                                           

58

 Ieva Karpaviciute, Analysis of Regional Security Dynamics. Internal and External Factors and 
Their Interplay, Vytautas Magnus University, Social Science, Political Science (02 S), Kaunas, 

2010, p. 52.  

59

 Buzan and Waever, pp.70-73. 



28 

 

Institutional: via institutions regions obtains actor quality like the EU. 3. Great 

power: great powers as the regional poles in bi-or multipolar system, such as-East 

Asia, Pre-1945 Europe. 4. Supercomplexes: Great power influences the neighboring 

regions that effect the development of persistent interregional level security 

dynamics as such: East and South Asia. Their first differentiation held between 

standard and centered Regional Security Complexes. A Standard Regional Security 

Complexes symbolize the traditionalist version simply the Westphalian where 

security concern had been taken account on military-political scale among two or 

more powers. The characteristic interpretation of all standard RSCs has been 

determined as anarchic. Thus, entirely the regional powers determine the polarity in 

the framework of the RSCs. It is different from the unipolary and multipolarity.

(60)

 

Essence of unipolarity in the standard RSCs is about the certain region may obtain 

only one regional power where Southern Africa may be an articulate example. The 

reason of it is being standard but not centered, because the regional security 

dynamics are not controlled by the unipolar power, additionally it is standard because 

security complexes in the region do not obtain any global level power. On the other 

hand centered Regional Security Complexes consist of almost mainly three or 

sometimes four dimensions.

(61) 

Usually great power and superpower lie on the system level, by contrary 

regional powers lie on the regional level. Centered superpower-capabilities and 

exercising spectrum should be in international system level. It is required to 

demonstrate the highly evaluated military-political capacities, which may match with 

the measurement of standard RSCs, and it must obtain the same level of economic 

power to maintain it. Their capability on exercising military-political means must be 

in global scale. Another centered dimension great powers by contrary is not obliged 

to achieve the same amount of capabilities and means to behave.

(62)

 Great powers are 

not expected to cover up all sectors with its giant capabilities; therefore, the 

expectation is very low from it in the regard of maintaining securitization in entire 

sectors in international system. Great powers act like lonely wolf, which 
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differentiates them from regional powers in the system level where they have been 

treated by other powers in the calculation of the potential-military, political and 

economic capabilities. Third centered form regional powers determine the polarity in 

the framework of RSC such as; Southern Africa as unipolar, South Asia as bipolar, 

Southeast Asia, Middle East, and South America as multi-polar. Their influential 

capabilities are webbed in the regional level, but do not commit much of any 

initiatives to take part in the global level.

(63)

 They have been responded by the 

superior power (higher than their) if they tend to influence regional level 

securitization which is more or less relevant to the higher-level powers capabilities. 

They have been always in the concern of higher-level powers with the reason of their 

suspicious calculation whether regional powers desire to be on higher status. 

Regional powers always have been target of global powers.

 (64) 

The last centered form institutional RSC involves institutionally integrated 

regions rather than standing a single power. The European Union is a clear example 

with its structure maintaining regional level security for its communities, and acting 

as a great power on its own track obtaining prominent actors in global the level. 

According to the Institutional centered complex, the RSCT is challenged with a 

problems created by the members of the RSC. Repeating the interpretation of the 

RSC is based on security actions and security perturbations of actors, where 

securitization dynamics must be obtained by the RSC, which explains the 

securitization in regional level maintains by the regional actors. Thus, 

desecuritization escalated the development of the security community. Referring to 

the Kantian social structure on the view of Wendt, saying that; security problem and 

 What combines 

all these four centered RSC dimensions are apparently the notation of centrally 

positioned dominant region and its security dynamics.

(65)

 In the international system 

different from the centered forms, separately two other types of security complexes 

are created: great power regional security complexes, and suppercomplexes. The 

number of powers based on the great powers in the RSC has determined the 
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definition of regional polarity in the global level. They are not ordinary RSC; 

therefore, the treatment towards them should be different with two reasons. 1. 

Comparatively to standard RSC, great powers dynamics possess direct influence on 

global level stability estimation. 2. Great powers are actively involved in the 

interregional interactions by exerting their influence, which is higher than expected. 

Great power RSCs have been composed as a combination of the global and regional 

levels. Continuingly, the sustainability of the strong interregional levels are core 

characteristics of supercomplex RSC, however, the level or strength should be in 

control in order to refrain on trampling upon regional dynamics in the Regional 

Security Complex.

(66) 

  

 

1.2.5.  

 

Regional level of analysis is the best place for giving articulate understanding 

for the significan  

trapped in the regional level but also includes global and domestic actors in two 

opposite sides.  

certainly not been made up by the system level. However, the system level has 

originated the idea domestically in the region by the collections of the political 

history and of course material conditions.

(67)

 Thus, regional level is playing 

undeniable role in the security analysis. Regional level is acting as like flashlight for 

global power by lightening their spillover and their competitiveness into the entire 

system as a result. Considerably regional level signifies much for the regional states 

within, whereas global powers are not also out of this attention. Characteristic of the 

security in comparison to other levels, in long-term has been sustaining on the 

regional level.

(68) 

The idea of an amity and enmity are the concepts Buzan introduced in his 

analysis on regional security. According to him, these concepts describe a consistent 
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interaction among states that underlines a scene of friendship and enemies. 

(69) 

Therefore he 

security complexes are about the relative intensity of interstate security 

relations that lead to distinctive regional patterns shaped by both the distribution of 

(70)

  

The idea of the 

relationships of conducting use of violence. Enemies are associated by the 

delineation of 

violence.

(71) 

In order 

in their foreign policy. Firstly, states will contradict with the enemies with the 

intention of destroying and vanquishing of others. However, this behavior and action 

will not symbolize their interest as revisionist-by contrary they tend to maintain 

interests on status quo, however, when states feel the threats of enemies then behave 

as revisionist in the framework of either to be killed or kill first. Furthermore, 

balancing military capabil

intention is obvious, therefore, states take protective measurements and arrange their 

behaviors accordingly in order to win if war may happen. Relatively power matters a 

lot in the survival context, thus,  this belief consistently encourages status quo states 

to increase its military capabilities to be ready for any bad scenario with the formula 

condition for increasing capabilities not because of the anarchic atmosphere only but 

the structure of relationships made them to act as such.

(72) 

Amity (or Friendship), is developed in the Kantian culture links to the role 

structure of friendship. In the international politics, enmity is more problematic than 
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amity, and historically only few examples maintain their friendship. However, this 

scene gets critique by realists saying that believing friendship in an anarchic system 

is dangerous firstly and utopian also, because states always will act according to their 

interests. Wolfers and Schmitt from theoretical perspective also argue that enmity 

and amity is necessary concept in international relations. With these approach states 

will be seen as an enemies in the eyes of scholars, which loses the further interests on 

searching systematically the existence of the friendship in the international politics.

 

(73) 

 

 

1.3. THE EMPRICAL APPLICATION OF THE RSCT 

1.3.1. Empirical application of the Regional Security Complex Theory 

in the global system    

 

The Regional Security Complex Theory has enlarged its effective impact in 

the world. The RSCT and its application in the world regions individually the same 

results. Buzan and Weaver argued that the international security structures divided 

into three levels: neorealist, globalist, and regionalist. Globalization does not believe 

in power politics, rather contains variety of approaches such as transnational, 

intercultural, and International Political Economy (IPE). By this, presumably the 

fundamental guiding of it is pointing out the deterritorialisation of world politics.

(74)

 

Deterritorialization puts every state in the center arena of world politics and 

eliminates the state-centric system. Thus, structurally globalist perspective is 

removing the existence of the neorealist state centric approach. The motivation in 

this action is the escalation of the capitalism, necessity of global market and similar 

forms of world society endorse the values of system structure from globalist 

perspective.

(75) 

To study Asia in the RSCT framework is justified with few necessary 

key aspects need to know. Asia is a region where internal and external 
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transformation process might be observed. Additionally, the region witnessed the 

transition period from bipolarity to unipolarity. The region is transmitted from 

conflict origination to security regime. Thus, Asia is known as a region where the 

functioning of supercomplex sustained for a long time.

 (76) 

Continuing with the Africa and Middle East, trade was a traditionally 

conjunction instrument between these regions, which coincides to the spread of 

Islam. Regional level of security dynamics has done much in the Middle East for few 

decades; however, it was lately affected by the high degree penetration of 

globalization. The determination of the precise time of the RSC in the Middle East 

was difficult. The situation always has been quite volatile in the region; kind of 

colonial status was replicated by the independence.

(77)

 Therefore, the starting date of 

the RSC in the region may be taken after the transition period of decolonization 

between 1945 and 1948. It was originated the regional independent states as a result. 

After the Israeli independence, the region embraced new interstate conflict with the 

Palestinians. As a conclusion, more than twenty states included in the RSC in the 

region. In Africa, the development of the RSC reached on an essential level of 

security interdependence among group of states and other actors. This process in 

Africa has been observed either within regional states or with non-state actors 

outside of boundaries.

(78)

 Security interaction levels in Africa has been observed at 

the local scale and particularly they were seen very low which did not help to 

maintain the consistency of strong interstate regional RSCs, on the contrary after the 

decolonization it was performed outside the region.

 

The RSCT should put light to 

both the Middle East and Africa because of their interstate conflicts. Political break 

down privileged the theory to give further predictions accordingly.

(79)

 

Regarding Americas, it is not considered one RSC, though its hemispheric 

activities. Security dynamics in the North and South America are different and they 

do not have symmetric connection. The reason can be the escalation of security 

dynamics in the South America are mostly observed as regional rather than US-
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oriented. However, it is obvious that the North America is one RSC per se, and it is 

important how to describe the north, east, and west, whereas, it is quite uncertain 

where the line should be drawn for south.

(80)

 RSC in the North America popped out 

by the emergence of the decolonization and then was characterized as conflict. May 

be this was the reason during 20

th

 the North America was known as unusual RSC. In 

the global level the North America, extended geopolitical activities were confronted 

with the Soviet Union, which challenged its security and intention of holding world 

leadership.

 

As a result, the North America still is and will be as one RSC.

 (81)

  

Europe does not share the same story with other parts of the world where 

RSC popped out with decolonization. The reason is Europe has never been the 

source of colonization; by the contrary, it was the one to conduct that process

82

. The 

EU added some more security elements after 1989, such as terrorism, organized 

crimes, immigrants, environment, and ethnic conflict. Some elements most of the 

time were seen as security problems for the EU members and spread up to all 

Europe. As a model, predominantly the EU is recognized as a security community at 

the global scale and its maintenance always made the EU intriguing.

(83) 

 

 

1.3.2. South Caucasus as Regional Security Sub-Complex after the 

Soviet Union  

 

The South Caucasus is a former Soviet region, which has been examined 

within the content of Europe. It has mostly been focused in the security dynamics 

after the Soviet Union within establishment of the sup-complexes. The South 

Caucasus has been determined as one regional sub-complex. The South Caucasus in 

another words Transcaucasus region, has a historical background regarding the 

security dynamics. Regional interethnic and interstate conflicts have been the core 

concerns. In addition, the Russian forces had penetrated the region during the 
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Georgian conflicts. Moreover, receiving the Russian support Armenia has occupied 

some of the territories of Azerbaijan. All these regional dynamics had shaped the 

regional structure. Not only Russia got involved into the region, but Turkey, Iran, the 

EU, and the US also interfered in regional issues.

(84)

 All these ties merge all the 

actors on multi-literal benefits, specifically over the energy and pipeline projects. 

managed the closure of main Russian bases within the country, which happened with 

low intention of Russia, but with an agreement. However, the agreement did not end 

the Russian peacekeeping involvement. At the following year in 2002, Georgia 

received the US assistance on fighting the Islamic troops that were associated with 

the Al-Qaeda and Chechen rebels in the Pankisi George.

 

Besides all these, the 

formation of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was an interethnic conflict at the first 

stage. When both countries gained their independence, the status of the conflict 

became an interstate over the undisputed region. The entitled conflict started with 

interethnic skirmishes in 1987, and then ended up with the ceasefire in 1994. As a 

result, the twenty percent territory of Azerbaijan had been occupied by Armenia. 

Although the ceasefire agreement is still on power, the region witnesses an 

unaccountable border clashes. Since the ceasefire agreement, both countries were 

involved in a peaceful negotiation under the supervision of the Minsk Group. There 

are efforts for the peace settlement in the region. Obviously, the stability will create 

advantages for the regional cooperation including Nakhcivan enclave arrangement as 

a possible exchange corridor between Armenia and Azerbaijan. Conflict resolution 

initiatives are attempted by Turkey, Azerbaijan, Armenia, Georgia, he US, Russia 

and the EU consistently. Intrinsically, the entitled corridor exchanged would merge 

Azerbaijan with Turkey, whereas it would separate Armenia from Iran.

 (85) 

Within the conflict, the agreement between Armenia and Russia is also an 

important element of the negotiation process. They have traditional religious 

grounded kinship as Christians, which always motivates Russia to prefer Armenia 

against the Muslim neighbors. Regime changes or incumbent presidency always 
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influenced all these three states to rearrange their political orientation in the direction 

of surrounding powers. For example, the Armenian first president Levon Ter-

Petrosyan  to balance with Russia made him loose presidency. The, 

Azerbaijani second president Abulfaz Elchibay disregarded n the 

region; instead build up strong relationship with Turkey, which also led him to loose 

presidency, because Azerbaijan was the only Muslim republics rejecting the Russian 

military bases and frontier protection. Azerbaijan did not get a satisfactory support 

from the US, due the fact that Armenian diaspora settled so strongly in the US, which 

made the US not to support Azerbaijan and in worst case to be placed in the blacklist 

of America. Nevertheless, 09/11 terror attacks changed  positively 

towards Azerbaijan with the resultant military assistance. It has redressed the rising 

tension in the Caspian Sea and challenge from Iran. Although, Iran is sharing the 

same Muslim brotherhood as Shia with Azerbaijan; in various stages of the history 

Azerbaijan and Iran had a very complicated relationship. Iran always keeps the fear 

that hosting Azerbaijani Turkic population within its territory may end up with 

confrontation in fact, from time to time small nationalist movements have been 

observed.

(86) 

The case for Russia is different. Russia realized its role is not powerful after 

the dissolution of the Soviet Union. The only way to keep hands over the region is to 

secure its seat by the development of interstate relations, particularly over the natural 

resources. The policy aims to disperse external actors from the region in order not to 

share the advantage of holding the strategic position. Different from Russia, yet 

similar to the United States, the EU has focused on economic benefits. Considerable 

natural resources productions have been operating by Azerbaijan. The EU is seen as 

a potential important player if it continues its enlargement policy targeting the South 

Caucasus states. The United States did not expect to as maximize strategic relations 

with Azerbaijan, after cutting off its relationship with Russia and Iran. In geopolitical 

term, the Caucasus is valuable because of its rich natural resources. From the 

international perspective it is seen different, as for China it is just energy source, as 

for Turkey and Iran coordinating the energy companies as a regional actors, as for 

Russia, gaining strategic position economically and politically in order to prevent 
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other interested actors. This could be the reason that Russia. Considered protecting 

the Caspian Sea natural resources from others is part of its national security. The 

current struggle is to deliver these resources to the world market through Europe. 

There is tough political and economic competition, on the issue whether the pipelines 

should go through Russia and the Black Sea or through the Caucasus and Turkey. 

Security concern in the South Caucasus is not the new phenomena; on the contrary, 

the region historically lived within a security game, and now the regional actors 

handle conflicts predominantly. For some reasons the South Caucasus is involved in 

mini-security complexes and that is unfortunate history repeats itself with insulator 

functions. Considering the influence of Russian policy over the region and the CIS, 

which is, primarily an important political arena for Russia, the region in long run will 

be recognized as a sub-complex within the post-Soviet Regional Security Complex. 

The fundamental reasons, which made the South Caucasus a sub-complex, can be 

explained with four components. First, there is separation of Georgia. Second, there 

is an evolvement of an interstate conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia over the 

Nagorno-Karabakh. Third, there is effectiveness of small ethnic groups and their 

micro coalition motives between the North and South Caucasus. Fourth, one is about 

energy and pipelines.

 

A possible scenario is to isolate regional sub-complexes from 

the post-Soviet RSC, which would encourage external bipolarized elements to step 

into the region, which attracts regional states and external powers. Azerbaijan and 

Georgia receives full support from Turkey and the US, but Armenia different from 

them gets support from Russia and Iran including separatists sub-states within 

Georgia.

(87) 

                 

                                                           

1.3.3. Interconnectedness between the South Caucasus and the Regional 

Security Complex Theory    

 

As it was mentioned in the previous section the South Caucasus became one 

sub-complex after the end of the Soviet Union. The region preserves rich natural 

resources, and diverse ethno-cultural groups. Unstable political developments 
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including interethnic and interstate conflicts made the region an important case 

study. The South Caucasus countries have pursued different political relations with 

the external actors in terms of regional security concerns. For instance, Azerbaijan 

keeps its balanced policy with the neighboring countries - Turkey, Russia, and Iran 

as well as with the EU and the US. Besides all these, Azerbaijan is still struggling for 

the territorial integrity and political discussion continues for the Caspian S

On the contrary, Armenia in a high degree depends on Russia support and 

is somehow in the stage of chasing the western road such as NATO and the EU 

membership.

(88) 

According to the RSCT the emergence of the structural changes within the 

regional security, system does not affect the general structure of complex. From this 

understanding we may assume that the reconstruction of the RSC, with the 

fragmentation of the Soviet Union does not perfectly match with 

interpretation and evolvement of the regional security system.

(89) 

By the end of the Soviet Union, regional structure was ca -Soviet 

 (PSM), which consisted of four regional sub-complexes 

including Russia: and Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Georgia, which defined the South 

Caucasus sub-complex. Although the South Caucasus was considered as a sub-

complex in the territory of the PSM; it has been questioning an existence of the RSC 

separately in the South Caucasus.

(90) 

Some scholars tried to apply the RSCT to the South Caucasus. For example, 

Bruno Coppieters raised up his particular interpretation about the RSC in Caucasus 

of as parts of a larger security complex, comprising Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan 

and part of Russia.

(91)

 Also Svante Cornell, who told  

region; but more than being a region, it is a security complex: the national security of 
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one of the Caucasian states cannot realistically be considered apart from that of the 

other two. As far as the three regional powers (Russia, Turkey, and Iran) are 

concerned, the security of the Caucasus does have a direct bearing upon the national 

(92) 

Obviously, regional actors such as mentioned above have endless interests, 

which from time to time put regional states in a complex interdependence. For an 

example looking at Azerbaijani and Iranian complicated historical relationship, 

enormous number of Azerbaijani Turkic population are living in Iran.

(93)

 Moreover, 

after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, serious number of Azerbaijanis migrated to 

Russia to be employed. Today over three million Azerbaijanis are living in Russia. 

Yet, Russia has threatened publicly that migrants would be departed.

(94) 

Another 

regional actor Turkey is also in complex relationship with Armenia due to Armenian 

claim over the so-called genocide held in 1915 during the Ottoman Empire.

(95) 

The fragmentation of the Soviet Union had accelerated interstate frictions in 

the Caucasus. The region did not witness independent security dynamics because of 

not only internal but also regional and even beyond the border. The South Caucasus  

geopolitical and geostrategic position always became an advantage when the regional 

security talk had gone at the global level. However, the Western allies did not 

as realized in 

Georgia during 1993 and 1994. On the reciprocal manner, the US penetrated into 

Haiti with silent assent of Russian diplomacy in 1994. These actions gave a clue to 

think that Russia and the US are  Different from the 

US and Russia, the South Caucasus security issue has much concerned Europe, 

because of regions territorial linkage with Europe. There are also economic interests 

of EU in the region. Russia therefore, looks at the region from a global perspective 
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and would unwillingly not interfere to Azerbaijan in reserving Caspian Oil 

resources.

(96) 

Regaining the independence for the South Caucasian states the years during 

the 1991-1994 might be defined as an era of internal weakness. In those years, 

regional security issue was evaluated in a highest degree of its negative potency. The 

existence of internal weaknesses together with the regional security problems 

became beneficial for Russia, who was supporting the escalation of the ethnic 

conflicts. This has made situation even worse and bounded the regional integration 

process, economic developments, intercultural dialogues and so forth.

(97)

 All these 

actions resulted with the bloody wars. The interstate conflict between Azerbaijan and 

Armenia over the Nagorno-Karabakh is typical example, which happened during the 

years 1988-1994. Furthermore, Georgian interethnic conflicts happened during the 

years 1989-1993, while the central government confronted with the South Ossetian 

and Abkhazian minorities. In the later stages Georgian military frictions with these 

two in 2008 August, invited the Russian military intervention. Due to regional 

conflicts, regional states ambitiously and intentionally increased their military 

capabilities in the context of security dilemma. Interstate socio-political and socio-

economic relations were its worse. It finalized with an inexistence of the regional 

security regime. Regional situation slowly got into a deep security complex.

(98) 

In a broad context, the collapse of the Soviet Union had a benefit for Armenia 

comparing to Georgia and Azerbaijan. Although Armenia was part of the bloody 

war, but as a result achieved its historical goal by occupying Nagorno-Karabakh and 

seven other surrounding regions, in total 20% of Azerbaijani territory. Georgia in this 

regard, also lost its territorial integrity and political control over the ethnic 

minorities. Consequently, the reflection of social tensions against Russia became 

very aggressive particularly after the 2008 August incident.

(99) 

Currently, the South Caucasus region is seen as a region with high security 

risks. Because whatever is going to happen in the region, which challenges security, 
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will not stay only inside of the region but presumably and most neighboring actors 

will get involved that is Russia, Iran, and Turkey and the EU. This makes region 

more complex.

(100) 

The interrelations of the South Caucasus with the RSCT theoretically and 

geographically (including political, economic) proves the existence of the RSC in the 

region. As Buzan argues the reflection of security, interdependence is usually 

emerging between the states inside the RSC, rather than outside of it. Because the 

RSC is practically consistent; intense inter-state security relations differentiates the 

regional structure by two dynamics: first is an interaction between amity and enmity; 

second is the division of the capabilities. From this perspective the conflicted parties 

of the Nagorno-Karabakh have been composed as a single object because of the 

ongoing conflict, challenges both sides

constructivist method, saying th

desecuritization, or both, are so interlinked that their security problems cannot 

(101)

  

 

 

1.4. LIMITATIONS OF THE RESEARCH 

1.4.1. Objectivity of the case study 

 

Usually the failure emerges when the readers find out partiality or 

subjectivity within the research. Particularly, it happens if the analysis is mostly 

about an ethnic conflict and the researcher or scholar holds a national origin of once 

of the states in ethnic conflict. This scenario happened many times in the case of the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. It appears that the researchers are; from either Armenia 

or Azerbaijan, this brings doubt in regards to credibility of research. How can we 

resolve the credibility of research?  

Should we trust the credibility of the written works of Azerbaijani scholars, 

and academic researchers? The majority of them had been an eye-witness to the 
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conflict in two ways: being from the occupied territory and outside of area but had 

been involved indirectly. People who were not living in the occupied territory before 

the end of the Soviet Union but they used to live in capital cities or other parts of the 

country. They were living with Armenian neighbors under the Soviet supremacy. 

Even when the Sumgayit incident emerged, analysts knew the reason of the 

escalation of the friction. Additionally, when they try to prove that separatist the 

Armenian government intervened into the sovereign state and broke the territorial 

integrity by occupying the 20 percent of the Azerbaijan, we must look at the result of 

the conflict once again, asking that if the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was for 

ght of self-determination, and why it ended up adding 

seven surrounded cities to occupation map. According to Azerbaijan government, the 

intention was to enlarge the land of Armenia and to realize the historical plan of 

Armenia as  Azerbaijani researchers refer to the 

consequences of the conflict indicating the UN resolution. They try to use historical 

materials to analyze the subject.  

Both Azerbaijani and Armenian researchers cannot deny that their 

policies have created a bias approach. Nevertheless, Armenian 

researches try to convince international audience that this war escalated to realize the 

right of the self-determination of the Armenian minorities. In addition, they 

consistently emphasize that Azerbaijan was the first aggressor. The findings may be 

relevant if the context of the work discuss the certain part of the conflict: for instance 

the updated negotiation process etc. However, things change tremendously when the 

opinion are presented on reason and consequences of the conflict as well as the view 

on final resolution.

(102)

 They try to convince the readers that the area was a historical 

part of Armenia, before 1988 majority population of the Nagorno-Karabakh was 

Armenians. They asked to be part of Armenia, triggered Azerbaijan to confront 

politically.  
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The conflict from the foreign scholars demonstrated 

quite diverse. Most of the scholars do not know the region-that did not hold field 

studies most of the scholars do not know the organic language-no matter some of 

them are aware of Russian language and refer to the secondary sources written by the 

Armenian and Azerbaijani researchers.  

For the sake of objectivity in this research, the author has used sources from 

Armenian (only English and Russian), Azerbaijan, and foreign literature. Yet, 

impartiality was preliminary condition of the research.   

 

 

1.4.2. Sensitivity of the case study: Failure of Track Two Process 

 

Track Two research process was part of the thesis. In fact, that due the 

political reasons implementation of the field study could not be realized. Instead, it 

was planned to meet with the local people in Azerbaijan and international Non-

Governmental Organizations (NGOs), academicians, and researchers to learn the 

conducted analysis they had done so far particularly, the intention was to learn 

certain development in the regards to Nagorno-Karabakh conflict resolution. For this 

reason, during the thesis research several international conferences were attended.  

At the beginning the aim was preparing certain questions for every 

correspondent, however, it proved that that method took time and made 

correspondent quite boring, thus the method was changed from interview format to 

informal meeting. During the informal meeting, the researchers addressed some 

general questions, in terms of what they have already done as an analysis in regards 

to the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict and their relative security concerns in the region. 

The Track II process has not been completed, because of several important 

reasons. First, holding the nationality and citizenship of a conflicted country, makes 

it very sensitive. None of the citizens from each side can cross the border to conduct 

a research. A a third 

country would have been understood differently because of the sensitivity of the case 

study.  Considering all, no attempt has been done as Tomas de Waal emphasized, 

here have been occasions when contacts have been authorized, as when, around a decade 
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ago, several delegations of Armenian experts and journalists visited Baku. More recently, 

however, the Azerbaijani government has been much more negative about civil-society 

dialogue initiatives, and Azerbaijani activists who have met with Armenians have been 

(103)

  Second, no matter numerous initiatives had been taken to 

arrange some meetings with unofficial representatives, there were no responses, or 

short answers given.   

Nevertheless, even if a meeting would have been taken with the opposite side 

 does not guarantee objectivity. It is not hard to 

foresee it, by focusing on the websites.

(104)

 Yet,  it would have been better to hear the 

thoughts and approaches of the opposite sides in the regards to current situation of 

the conflict that challenges regional security, as well as the attitudes on peaceful 

settlement.  

Below Track II diplomacy process within the research, is given though it did 

not reach to a point what it has desired.  

The Caucasus Research Resource Center program (CRRC)
(105)

 was 

established in 2003 with the support of Eurasia Foundation and Carnegie 

Cooperation of New York. It is a Program of Eurasia Foundation in in regional 

countries, Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Georgia to build up a common understanding 

and the same goal on empowering the research spectrum relatively in the social 

sciences. The main scientific concentration was targeted to produce research works 

about the South Caucasus. The meeting held  with Mr. Murad Nasibov,

(106)

 he talked 

about the mission of the CRRC as a whole and what the main activities and roles are 

that Baku office is responsible in the context of conflict. Unfortunately, he 

mentioned that a new report for the years 2016-2017 is still on the process; where 

they will set out all the research activities they implemented. He mentioned in the 

center they do research per se about the region; security concern is one of the key 

issues they raise up within the research process. Additionally, on their quarterly or 
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annual meeting in Georgia with all other CRRC members such as Armenia and 

Georgia, they discuss current situation with partners and suggestions for the building 

up regional security in the South Caucasus.   

Mr. Zaur Shiriyev
(107)

. Since March 2017, Mr. Shiriyev is managing the 

program of the PEACE Project under the Caucasus Research and Resource Center of 

Georgia and its Azerbaijani counterpart the Eurasia Partnership Foundation, 

Caucasus Research Resource Center Georgia, and Eurasia Partnership Foundation. 

The project follows up the Track II peace process of the Azerbaijan and Armenia 

conflict over the Nagorno-Karabakh. On the meeting, Mr. Zaur Shiriyev talked about 

the PeaCE project that he manages. In PeaCE project, they engage with the civil 

society institutions, experts, politicians, or officials from the governments. The 

project is conducted both, Azerbaijan and Armenia. By this, there is a possibility to 

analyze the attitudes and thoughts of partner states for the conflict resolution. 

Furthermore, he mentioned that this project is funded by Eurasia Partnership 

Foundation, meaning that the third party actor plays a mediator role in a way.  

Sophia Pugsel is a Caucasus Regional Manager of International Alert 

organization is one of the members of EPNK. The Skype discussion started with the 

main roles of the International Alert. She stated that the International Alert deals with 

the Nagorno-Karabakh issue only and the organization is one the members of the 

EPNK project. Ms. Pugsel realized several business trips to Armenia, which was 

important to hear the attitude of the Armenian civil societies about the conflict. She 

said that the Armenian civil societies are taking part of the discussion process in 

order to break the communication barrier between both sides. They believe that will 

help to reach a peace settlement sooner. However, Armenian NGOs accept the 

security dilemma in the region, making hard the negotiation process. She added that 

International Alert as like other EPNK members takes the role of building the 

reconciliation and mediation bridge between parties.  

Mr. Cavid Aliyev is Deputy 

, they merge 

all social, political, economic, cultural events within one purpose. The discussion 

aimed to rethink the South Caucasus security problem 
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He informed how he and his association evaluate the role of Turkey-Russian 

relations under the framework of the South Caucasus regional security issue. He told 

that, the Turkish political elites had prioritized regional stability in the South 

Caucasus and Nagorno-Karabakh. Particularly, Khojali Genocide is very heart

breaking tragedy for the Turkish society and political elite a well, which is 

continuingly headlined on the certain news every year.   

TASAM - Turkish Asian Center for Strategic Studies,

(108)

  has been operating 

ne of the 

research areas for these institutions is the Black Sea - Caucasus that is- the security 

zone for Turkey. The meeting held Mr. Ihsan Toy, who is board member of the 

institution. He told that security issue is quite challenging now for not only the 

regional states, but also neighbors such as Iran, Turkey, and Russia. Because of this 

reason, Turkey takes very seriously regional conflict resolution and security 

establishment because insecurity limits the regional cooperation with the regional 

states.   

Mrs. Cindy Wittke is a leader of research group 

Cooperation: Politics of International Law in the Post-  

Southeast European Studies in Germany, 

Regensburg. The meeting realized in the Bucharest Security Conference in September 

2018. After her speech, the personal discussion was held over the current situation of 

the Nagorno-Karabakh in a security context.   
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CHAPTER II:  

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND:  CAUSUS AND EVOLVEMENT OF THE 

SOUTH CAUCASUS CONFLICTS 

 

2.1. NAGORNO-KARABAKH CONFLICT 

2.1.1. Evolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict 

 

The Republic of Azerbaijan right after the obtaining its independence, it 

started to use this opportunity to seek for its national and historical path. The truth 

always had been suppressed and publicly prohibited during the Soviet Union. The 

political and legal estimation of violence against Azerbaijani people was always left 

aside as unopened pages of the South Caucasus history.

(109) 

Azerbaijan was divided two times between Russia and Iran in 1813 and 1828 

with the Gulustan and Turkmenchay treaties. These historical divisions were not only 

territorial, but its population as well. These treaties could be considered starting 

stages of the territorial occupation of Azerbaijan and national tragedy. Right after the 

Turkmanchay treaty in 1828, the Russo-Ottoman war occurred and during 1829-

1830, around 90.000 Armenians transferred from Erzurum, Kars, and Eastern-

Bayazit to South Caucasus. Thus, increasing the number of Armenian population in 

the region would spoil the demographic structure of the muslim-turks in the region. 

The territorial occupation and national oppression of Azerbaijani Turks in the region 

started slightly. Nevertheless, the Armenian minorities mostly settled in the 

khanates. Although, Azerbaijanis were minorities in those territories but the danger 

administrative territorial division with high support behind the initiative. By this 

administrative division, the dislodging policy of Azerbaijani population from their 

plan with practical actions. Reinforcement of the Armenian population in the 

ied with the falsified and systematically 
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programmed history of Armenian people in the region. The history of South 

Caucasus, particularly the history of Azerbaijan was distorted by this programmed 

history.

(110) 

In 1905-1907, Azerbaijanis faced with the Armenian occupants where they 

committed bloody actions openly. Baku city was the first location occupants realized 

aggressive actions, and very soon, it spread out to villages of the Azerbaijan, where 

settlements were 

destroyed and plenty of Azerbaijanis were massacred. However, the history turned its 

back to the justice, and humanitarian crime organizers added one more claim was 

ruary 

Revolutions in Russia and October crush coincided to the same year when 

Armenians started to conduct their historic plan under the Bolshevik leading. Since 

March in 1918, the Baku Commune started to conduct its plan with the particular 

slogan was fighting against the anti-revolutionary essentials was particularly devoted 

to clean Baku province from the Azerbaijanis. Armenians crimes against 

Azerbaijanis remained as an irreplaceable tragic memory from the people of 

Azerbaijan. The Baku city turned into destruction with numerous elements; 

thousands of defenseless people were killed because of their devotion. In additions, 

houses left on fire, national architectures, symbols, as well as religion ornaments, 

hospitals and schools had been destroyed.

(111)

  

The humanitarian attacks against Azerbaijanis was not limited with Baku 

provinces, but also continued in Guba, Zangazur, Lankaran, Shamakhi, Nakhcivan, 

Karabakh and other regions. In these territories, the slaughtering of Azerbaijanis was 

in mass form. In addition, cultural monuments were destroyed, villages left on fire. 

prioritized as special history of Azerbaijan. In June 15, 1918, the Council of 

Ministers ratified a decision to establish a special commission to inspect the 

committed crime. First investigation was on Shaicakhi incident was a province of 

Erevan. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs established a group to transmit the truth of 

 Republic of Azerbaijan approved the 

first day of its national sadness of 31 March of 1919 and 1920. Actually, the 
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humanitarian crime against the Azerbaijanis brought a political estimation to 

understand the plan over the territorial occupation throughout the century. However, 

(112)

  

The main idea was to turn the Transcaucasia into the Sovietized region, 

therefore, Zangazur and some other lands of Azerbaijan were declared as territories 

of Armenia. The reason for this action was to deport Azerbaijani minorities from 

their lands in future. Therefore, in order to realize this action, the Council of 

Ministers of the Union Soviet Socialist Republics adopted a special resolution in 

order Armenians to realize their plan in life. The context of the resolution was 

deported the Azerbaijani population as well as collective farmers to the Soviet 

-Araz valley from the Soviet Socialist 

Republic of Armenia. The deportation conducted during 1948 and 1953. Since 1950 

Azerbaijani people has been suppressed aggressively by the Armenian nationalists. 

Yet, during the Soviet times, Armenian nationalists started to work deeply on 

proclaiming the national features, monuments, architectures and overall classical 

heritages of Azerbaijan actually belonged to them. However, all these struggles 

showed off the real faces of the Armenian strategy with the committed violence 

against Azerbaijanis at the 1990s, and this time the world became an eye-witnessed 

internationally destroyed by their own aggressive actions. At the beginning of the 

twentieth century the majority of Azerbaijanis were settled in Erevan particularly, 

and other parts of Soviet Socialist Republic of Armenia, however, they were 

oppressed in mass forms. Armenians immensely violated the rights of Azerbaijani 

minorities, and more importantly, the Azerbaijani minorities had obstacles to obtain 

their education in their native languages, as well as their repression became a big 

issue. Next step was to change the historical names of Azerbaijani villages; 

particularly it was focused to ancient toponyms.

(113) 

The Armenian implemented a policy in two levels through education: first, 

Armenian young generation should be raised up with strong nationalist mentality, 

which led to chauvinism. The libels directed against the national prides, and moral 

ideologies of Azerbaijan, which turned into political and military aggression. The 
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issue among Azerbaijani peoples. Because of the Soviet press used for the benefit of 

Armenia that created a confused public opinion by distorting a historical facts. 

Benefitting from Soviet regime, an anti-Azerbaijani propagation started to be in 

1988 before the starting of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, hundred thousands of 

Azerbaijanis were deported from their historical lands.

(114)

  

Armenians according their anti-constitutional decision to include the 

Nagorno-Karabakh province of Azerbaijan into the Soviet Socialist Republic of 

Azerbaijan that Azerbaijani people strongly stood against that decision and 

Azerbaijan forced the Special Administration Committee to take an important 

political actions. During the meetings in the republic, the straightforward plan to 

conduct a territorial occupation of Azerbaijani lands was strongly condemned, where 

the Azerbaijan acted very passive without any active response. Yet, in Azerbaijan, 

the national movement was increasingly growing and this movement disturbed the 

Soviet political elites, therefore, Soviet tanks carried its tanks through Caspian Sea to 

the Baku in 1990. As a result, thousands of civilians were killed, nullified, injured, 

and other physical damages subjected. Following, February 1992 Khojali massacre 

 culmination of the 

aggression against Azerbaijanis was unimaginable anti-human manner. This tragic 

night afterwards placed as a genocide and politically Azerbaijani government 

implemented local and international propaganda to have worldwide ratification.

(115)

 

By this event the escalation of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict continued by 

the separatist Armenians, consequently the escalated conflict left over one million 

internal displayed Azerbaijanis, and twenty percent territorial loss of Azerbaijan that 

occupied by Armenia.

(116) 
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The XIX-

Armenians. March 1918  massacre as one of the tragic events at some point 

brought a political initiative to approve the aggressive actions towards Azerbaijanis. 

Current political elites and thinkers accept the responsibility of raising the covered 

history in 1918 March, with endorsed political appreciation, to deliver the clarity of 

attempted logical and concrete decision to committee genocide that could not be 

completed till the end.

(117)

  

Nagorno-Karabakh is located in the territory of Azerbaijan and had been 

occupied by Armenia. The territory of the region is 4,400km

2

. In 1990, the 

population of the region reached up to the 192,000. It consisted of Armenians (70%), 

Azerbaijanis (25%), Kurds, Russians, and Jewes. The main city was Khankendi 

(Steppanakert), another big city was Shusha. In the past Nagorno-Karabakh was part 

of Albania (Caucasus Albania). B.C. 95 the place occupied by the Armenian sultan II 

Tigran.  At the beginning of 4

th

 century, Albanians got back the Artsag and in 387, it 

became part of the Albanian territory. Since the 8

th

 

decreasing and in Artsag it existed as Khachin principality. At the beginning of 17

th

 

century, in Iran, and in 18

th

 century, Karabakh khanate, the region Karabakh gained 

the status of autonomy. In 1813 with the Gulustan treaty Nagorno-Karabakh became 

part of Russia. In 1822, khanate rescinded in Karabakh and Russian government 

deported one million Armenians from Turkey and Iran. However, in 1923 the 

Nagorno-Karabakh province was established. Thus, in 1989 the Azerbaijani 

Parliament had rescinded the status of autonomy of Nagorno-Karabakh unanimously. 

In the late 1980s and the early 

obtaining the Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomy Republic pushed both countries into a 

bloody conflict. The war ended up with cease-fire signed in Bishkek by the so-called 

The local government in Nagorno-Karabakh announced its 

independence in 1991. However, since that time till 

recognized by any country in the world.

(118)
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Going back to the starting point of, Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, 1988-

Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Province has merged to Armenia. The main source 

of the conflict was the Armenian political colonization and territorial occupation 

targeted to obtain part of USSR officials 

supported the attempt. With the supportive acts of the USSR, the Nagorno-Karabakh 

Autonomous Province officials adopted anti-constitutional statements. Development 

of the national-liberty movement in Azerbaijan frightened Russia, and in January 19-

20, 1990, Russian tanks exerted through the Caspian Sea in the framework of 

the Islamic fundamentalism in the region. 

(119)

 

 Since the end of 1991, modernized and heavily armed forces of Armenia its 

military operations on the borderline and in Nagorno-Karabakh. The -366 Russian 

regiment facilitates the main military support to Armenia. By the help of that 

regiment Armenia occupied several residential properties, then continued with 

conduction of Khojaly genocide in 1992 April 26. At the same year, they occupied 

Shusha. From May 1992, till October 1993 Armenian armed forces occupied seven 

more regions in Azerbaijan: Lachin, Kalbachar, Agdam, Fuzuli, Gubadli, Chabrayil, 

and Zangilan, 161 km of Azerbaijan-Iran border stayed as uncontrolled.

(120)

 

In 1920-1921 the South Caucasus countries; Azerbaijan, Armenia, and 

Georgia were consolidated into the Soviet Union, however, their borders were not 

settled immediately. Presumably, it was because of the unlined border between 

Armenian and Azerbaijan over the entitled status of the Nagorno-Karabakh region 

and Nakhcivan. This duration was determined with the political struggle for 

Karabakh region between the two countries within the Soviet Union. Unless the 

Soviet political leadership was not involved to settle the issue within three year, the 

process would have been so long. Under the Soviet pressure in 1920, Soviet 

Azerbaijan released a statement of transferring Karabakh, Zangezur and Nakhcivan 

to be under the Armenian control. It was told by the Stalins public decision on 
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December 2, however, that the Azerbaijani political leadership, particularly 

Narimanov denied the relocation and by the insistent demand, after four month the 

steer turned back to Azerbaijan again.

(121)

 

More articulately, on March 16, 1921 mutual treaty between Turkey and the 

Soviet Union: Nakhcivan and Karabakh region were left to the control of the 

Azerbaijani Soviet Socialist Republic-but Zangazur stayed within Armenia. In 1924, 

autonomous republic status was given to Nakhcivan (NASSR), on the contrary 

Nagorno-Karabakh obtained the status of autonomous oblast only.

(122)

  

Nagorno-Karabakh is internationally known bloodiest conflict happened in 

the South Caucasus, and default to resolve in the near future. Obviously, during the 

war both sides suffered. Nevertheless, Azerbaijan lost 20% of its territory and over 

millions people became IDP. The, Karabakh Armenians also had faced material and 

moral damages. Although the conflict ended up with ceasefire, there is no hope for 

peaceful resolution. The final stage of Azerbaija

1987, accelerated the demands of the Karabakh Armenians to be part of the Armenia, 

which increased the tension between Armenian-Azerbaijan. In 1988, the consistent 

threatening of the Azerbaijani people in the Mountainous-Karabakh region 

challenged peace. Thus, the collapse of Soviet Union, 1991 Azerbaijan and 

 -Karabakh 

Republic have converted the conflict into an interstate war.

(123) 

The starting the date of conflict is considered as 1987, when Azerbaijanis 

were attacked in Khankandi (in the Soviet Union it was called Stepanakert) and the 

Azerbaijanis dispersed by the Armenians and became refugees and IDPs. At the 

agorno-Karabakh Autonomous 

(NKAO), the Armenian community representatives came up with a decision on 

February 20, 1988 to arrange a petition to send both Supreme Soviets of Azerbaijan 
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SSR. The aim was give the Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast to Armenia, 

while Azerbaijanis were protesting against the 

Deputies of the Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast, Armenians opened a gun-

fire and two Azerbaijani youths died.

 (124)

 

 On 26-28 February 1988 around the 26 Armenians and Azerbaijanis were 

killed in the Sumgayit upheaval. There was an active participation and coordination 

of a leading Armenian figure Edward Grigorian. 

(125)

 

One year later on December 1989, a resolution was adopted by the Supreme 

Soviet of the Armenian SSR for joining of the Nagorno-Karabakh to the Armenian 

SSR. However, a year later on January 10, an important resolution act was adopted 

by the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR stating that unification of 

Nagorno-Karabakh with the Armenian SSR is not legally binding and cannot happen 

without the agreement of the Azerbaijani SSR according to the USSR 

Constitution.

(126)

 

 The panakert 

cities was resulted with -Karabakh 

enclave to Armenia. However, the tension in the Azerbaijani side was rising which 

was later calmed down by Gorbachov fearing from the Azerbaijan 

demonstrators..

(127) 

 

In May 1990, the Armenian National Movement won the parliamentary 

election in Armenia. In essence, extreme nationalist and chauvinist forces have 

gained power, who propagandizes war in Armenia. This also accelerated the starting 

process of their aggressive war. Erevan was aiming to create unofficial military 

unions. Azerbaijan started to establish arm forces directly after the end of the Soviet 

Union. By the contrary Armenia had already obtained trained armed forces. At the 

beginning of conflict, militarized Armenia has an advantage, and intended to solve 
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the issue by using arm forces. Therefore, Armenia had never took peace negotiations 

seriously.

(128) 

 

 

2.1.1.1.   -1989 

 

Since January 1988, Armenian with the support of USSR supreme leadership, 

started deportation of the Azerbaijani peoples from their historical homeland. The 

first wave of deportation held in 1988 January 25 and Azerbaijanis reached to 

Azerbaijan.  Since February 9, 1988, Erevan was the center of mass protestors. 

s the only 

mosque (in the early 20

th

 century there were 8 mosques in the city) and materials of 

the Azerbaijani primary school, and the Azerbaijani Dram Theatre named of 

J.Jabbarli were burned.

(129)

 

A year before the inter-ethnic tensions escalated in Armenia. Close to the end 

of 1987 Azerbaijani people in Armenia challenged with the moral and psychological 

pressures. In January 1988, the hundreds of people from Kafan and Megri districts of 

Armenia being refugee settlement in the closest regions of Azerbaijan. By the 

February, the number tremendously increased. The Azerbaijani people forcefully 

triggered to leave the homes, when unofficial report popped out about the territorial 

claims and Armenians with anti-Azerbaijanis slogans announced within several 

events, which made civilians to leave home to escape from violent the attacks. Baku 

became the first place of refugees and later on they spread out to the western part of 

Azerbaijan, because of similar climate and geographical conditions.

(130) 

The emotional tension was rising up in Baku when reports were released 

from Stepanakert deputies in the context of joining to Armenia. However, the 

reaction of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union came out on 24 February 1988, 
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territorial claim was unlawful, and unreasonable, therefore, central government did 

ut the 

refugees deported from Armenia, as well as the political intervention of Armenia into 

the Nagorno-Karabakh events.

(131) 

People fled from Goycha district tells tha  take 

this warning seriously, and insisted not to leave homes, however, they were warned 

second time to leave homes within three days and, there was no reaction from the 

central government. At the beginning, they thought return will happen after political 

settlement and left homes with hopes of return. They have been settled in the lowland 

parts of Azerbaijan, where hot regions mostly assembled. However, people rejected 

this offer and asked for going to the western parts of Azerbaijan where upland is; the 

existence of the similar climate and geography might help them to adapt easily. 

Majority of the people settled in the school buildings. And some of them got place in 

(132)

 

This attempt was the starting point of cleaning all the Azerbaijani Turks from 

Armenia, including Nagorno-Karabakh and 7 surrounding regions. By the starting of 

the reconstruction novation in the  

the Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast, and realized the first wave of refugee 

flow.

(133) 

However, deportation plan was not so easy, 33 Azerbaijani villages in the 

Basarkecher (current Vardenis in Armenian) did not move until the last stage of the 

deportation process in 1988. In order to accelerate the deportation the USSR 

leadership was pressuring on the regional authority. At the first stage, the targeted 

villages were less Azerbaijani minorities and have good climate and productive 

lands.

(134)
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In 1988 February 26, Georgi Shahnazarov hosted M. Gorbochov, S. 

Kputikyani and Z.Balayan. G. Shahnazarov was an assistant of M. Gorbochov. They 

presented a map of Turkish world and insistently tried to convince him on 

impossibility of Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast (NKAO) as part of 

Azerbaijan. However, M. Gorbocov did not promise them that Nagorno-Karabakh 

would be given to Armenia, instead for the socio-economic development, Gorbachov 

promised to give 400 million rublei, which was a huge amount. Goybocov knew the 

existence of the 19 potential national conflict zones within the USSR. During the 

meeting Gorbochov told them to proclaim in Erevan, soon there will be a union 

conference and the decision would be made until that conference. After this, in 

Erevan and Khankendi (Stepanakert) rallies started.

(135)

 

Consequently, 250,000 Azerbaijani peoples moved out from Armenia 

forcefully in 1988. Currently, Armenia with its capital Erevan completely cleaned up 

involvement.

(136) 

 

 

2.1.1.2.   Sumgayit Incident  

 

The Sumgayit incident was the continuation of the Armenian great plan, 

which happened on February 27-28, 1988. Sumgayit as an industrial city is located in 

30km distance from Baku in which around fifteen various nationalities were living. 

The protestors in the city were threatening Armenian residents. The tension 

continued three days in the city with no intervention by the Soviet authorities. The 

city wrapped up approximately 258, 200 residents, and about 18,000 were ethnic 

Armenians.

(137),(138) 
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This incident was clearly committed under the control of the USSR 

leadership. An artificial condition was created in the city. For these collected 

alcoholic drinks, cigarettes were filled in with narcotics, and other psychotropic 

substances were distributed to the youth, particularly students of the technical 

vocational schools. They delicately tried to deploy saboteurs particularly chosen 

among ethnic minorities (Armenians mostly) who spoke in Azerbaijani fluently. 

Those saboteurs tried to convince people that, in the Nagorno-Karabakh, 

Azerbaijanis had been beaten up, tortured, killed, and rapes of underage girls etc. 

Supposedly, in Baku the railway station was full of dead bodies brought from 

Armenia. Additionally, a crashed bus filled out with dead bodies was demonstrated 

in the center of Sumgayit. Law-enforcements authorities banned to take action in the 

city. No one told anything to the extremist provocateurs. On February 28-29, military 

forces under the coordination of the general Krayev, entered into the city to surround 

party building. During that time the extremists groups killed 26 Armenians. On 29 

February afternoon military forces immediately intervened into the city and as a 

result 6 Azerbaijanis were killed, around 400 hundreds  people were wounded, 200 

hundreds apartments plundered, more than 40 cars were damaged and some of them 

fired.

(139)

 

O

began to investigate the incicents. The investiation group was coordinated by the 

figure in the office.

(140)

 

In the immediate aftermath, the Sumgayit events were grossly exaggerated by 

the Armenian diaspora all over the world and at the same time underestimated and 

dismissed as a simple act of hooliganism by the Soviet leadership. A more detailed 

look into the unrest reveals many loopholes that exist in both Armenian and Soviet 

accounts of the riots. The premeditated nature of the riots, active involvement of non-

resident agent provocateurs before and during the riots and the unfolding of carefully 

planned scenario are indications that its masterminds willfully misrepresented the 

Sumgayit unrest. The principle figure of the Sumgayit unrest was a man of Armenian 
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origin, namely Eduard Robertovich Grigoryan, who was born in Sumgayit and had 

been recruited to incite the Azerbaijani protesters and to assemble the group of 

criminals.

(141)

 Eduard Grigoryan was an important figure of the incident; he was 

Armenian origin but lived in Azerbaijan, Sumgayit. During the incident, he killed six 

Armenians, and arranged provocation against Azerbaijanis that they commit murder 

against Armenians. After the end of the Sumgayit incident, he was captured by 

chance by the recognition of Armenian family  two sisters Marina and Karina 

Mezhlumanyan and mother, Rosa Mezhlumanyan. His intention was not 

coincidence, but was planned criminal intention. He had a list of Armenian families 

where he started to kill their members.

(142)

  

On March 31, 2016 in Moscow,  Vladimir Kalinichenko a former member of 

the preliminary investigative group of the USSR Prosecutor's Office,  presented a 

book delivered by Saadat Gadirova  sources of Sumgayit 

 He stated that the Sumgait incidents were serving to the Armenian lobby 

uation and analysis of 

materials collected by the current investigation team confirm that the disorder in 

Sumgayit was a provocation against Armenia by the Armenian special services and 

the USSR State Security Committee.

(143) 

 

 

2.1.1.3.  -January 20, 1990 

 

The Azerbaijani people have been facing severe tragedies from time to time. 

One of the tragedies that happened was the bloody January 20 tragedy. On the night 

of January 19-20 in 1990, Russian tanks were deployed to Baku and several other 

regions of Azerbaijan without declaring a state of emergency. Hundreds of civilian 

people were killed, wounded, and disappeared. Occupation of Baku by the large 
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number of Soviet troops, and Special Forces was accompanied by special cruelty and 

unprecedented atrocities. Until the announcement of the state of emergency, already 

82 people were killed. After the announcement of the state of emergency, 21 people 

were killed in Baku. In the regions where the state of emergency was not declared- 

on January 25 in Neftchala and on January 26 in Lankaran 8 more people were 

killed.

(144) 

incident was given after the former president Haydar Aliyev returned to political 

power. The decision on giving a political as

event was made at the first session of the Nakhchivan Supreme Assembly. The 

that the political evaluation of the January 1990 was pointing out the tragedy 

networks were the Republican Party of the Soviet Union and its military personnel, 

which have not been found and brought to justice that caused consistent protest and 

resentment among people. The action was considered a policy and military 

aggression by the Supreme Assembly of the Autonomous Republic of Nakhchivan 

with a declaration of human rights violations:  

1. The January 20, 1990 event in Baku should be considered as an attempt on 

the sovereign rights and the democratic process of the Soviet Socialist Republic of 

Azerbaijan.  

2. Using modern weapons against the unarmed, defenseless, and innocent 

masses was an open attack towards the Azerbaijani people.  

3. Although it has been passed a year over that night, the Azerbaijan SSR was 

failed to bring the action into the political and legal evaluation with an unclear 

reasons, in order to prosecute the perpetrators of military aggression against 

Azerbaijani civilians.  

4. The prior requirement should be bringing this issue to the parliament in 

advance by the Supreme Soviet of the Azerbaijan SSR.  

Mourning in the Nakhcivan Autonomous Republic since the decision was adopted.  
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6. The Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Socialist Republic of Azerbaijan to mark 

 

Although, in the January 20 events, the innocent civilians were attacked when 

they were out with the sovereign rights of Azerbaijan, whereas, they were killed with 

no resistance, whereas it did not activate the political assessment instruments of the 

Azerbaijani leadership on that time. Nevertheless, the Supreme Soviet Commission 

of the Azerbaijan SSR, had to investigate the January events, strangely, they did not 

involve in the work.

(145)

 

 

 

2.1.2. Karabakh War: 1991-1994, Nagorno-Karabakh+7 

 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was not the starting point to observe the 

Armenian separatist actions against Azerbaijanis, whereas, appeared Armenian terror 

attacks were a signal for further actions that in future it ended up with the full-scale 

interstate war. The dissolution of the Soviet Union became an opportunity for union 

countries to announce their independence, as well as South Caucasus countries. With 

this opportunity, the terrorism became part of underground independent state policy. 

After the official independence, the political elites decided to reactivate the 

Armenian Secret Army for the Liberation of Armenia (ASALA), Dashnakustyan, the 

Armenian Liberation Front, Armenian Unity and some other terrorist organizations. 

Those organizations have been endorsed by the Armenian government and received 

financial and institutional support for their activities. The next step was releasing of 

Varojyan Garabedyan, who was guilty on organizing a terrorist action in July 1983, 

at the Orly Airport of Paris. In order to release him, Armenia started to have official 

signature collection. During the terrorist action in the airport, sixty people were 

wounded and eight people were killed. After the incident, he captured and sentenced 

to life imprisonment. However, 18 years later in 2001, the court in France decided to 

release him, and right after Armenia officially arranged a shelter for him.

(146)
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Moreover, another popular terrorist Monte Melkonyan, who was leading the 

well-known ASALA terrorist organization in the Western Europe. Because of his 

revolutionary movement, in November 28, 1985, French court arrested him for six 

years imprisonment; however, five years later he was released by the same court. The 

first thing he did, visited Armenia and in order to continue his terrorist mission was 

sent to the Nagorno-

Melkonyan was commanding the special terrorist division. However, in 1993, 

Azerbaijani military forces in Nagorno-Karabakh killed him and his dead body was 

buried in Yerevan. His funeral was not ordinary one, but involved many political 

officials as well as president of Armenia to take part in that day. Right after his 

funeral, Armenian government declared him as a national hero, and Ministry of 

Dashnakstuyan party The Nagorno-Karabakh, was also his destination to create his 

terrorist groups and conduct an active actions accordingly. His terrorist group was 

provided with military arms by the Armenia.

(147) 

In 1981, the Turkish embassy in 

Paris was victimized of terror attack, which was organized by the Vazgen Sislyan, 

lately he was given an award of Karabakh war hero that was presented by the Robert 

Kocharyan, the president of Armenia, highlighting his appreciative participation and 

involvement in the Karabakh war where he committed violence. The Armenian 

Intelligence Agencies were protecting all the potential Armenian terrorists from all 

around the world; particularly they endorsed and highly protected the Armenian 

terrorists; Abu Ali and Hilbert Minasyan from Middle East by origin. Obviously, 

there are plenty of chronologies about the conducted terror attacks realized by 

Armenian terrorist groups to threat the regional stability. Several of them would be 

essential to list them down, because those actions realized during the ongoing 

Nagorno-Karabakh war, and they were indirectly part of the Karabakh war.

(148)

  

In order to have articulate list of action, it is better to write them down 

according to their year of action.  

                                                           

147

  Mahmudov, pp.133, 135. 

148

  Mahmudov, pp.138, 140. 



63 

 

Table 1: Chronologies of the committed terrorist actions by the Armenian 

terrorist groups between 1991 and 1992.

(149),(150)
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DATE OF 

ACTION 

PLACE OF ACTION RESULT OF ACTION 

30.05.1991 Explosion of the Moscow-Baku 

passengers train in the territory of 

Dagistan, near the Khasavurd station 

-11 people died, 22 

people wounded.  

 

19.06.1991 Explosion of the car UAZ-469, at the 

Yevlakh-

th

 km 

distance.  

-2 people died, 2 heavily 

wounded 

31.07.1991 Explosion of the Moscow-Baku 

passenger train in the territory of 

Dagestan (Russian Federation), near the 

Temirtau station.  

-16 people died, 20 

wounded.  

02.08.1991 Explosion of the car Gaz-53, in the 

Dolanlar village located in the Hadrut 

district. 

-4 men died, 8 heavily 

wounded.  

21.08.1991 Explosion of the passenger bus no: 70-

30 AQO, near the Shadakht village was 

located in the Hadrut district. 

-2 men died, 10 injured. 

08.09.1991 -The bus was machine-gunned on the 

road to Agdam-Khojavend. The attack 

was committed by the Valodi 

Khachaturyan, Armo Arustamyan, Saro 

Yermenyan, Sasha Chalyan were ethnic 

Armenians.  

-The bus was machine-gunned on the 

road to Agdam-Garadagli by Armenian 

terrorist group.  

-6 people were killed, 34 

were injured in various 

degrees.  

 

 

 

-8 people were killed, 42 

received various degrees 

of injuries.  

26.09.1991 Explosion of the car VAZ-2106, on the -2 men died, 14 
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Yevlakh-Lachin road with the state 

number plate: D 72-07 AQ 

wounded.  

19.10.1991 Explosion of the car UAZ-469, near the 

Shiravend village of Agdere province.  

-3 men died, 2 heavily 

wounded.  

20.11.1991 MI-8 Helicopter was downed close to 

Garakent village of Khojavend 

province.  

-All passengers, 

including crew members 

were killed. 

Note: The passengers 

inside of the helicopter 

were observers from 

Kazakhstan and Russia, 

and rest of them were 

government officials of 

Azerbaijan. 

26.12.1991 -

130, on the 4

th

 km distance of Shusha 

and Lachin districts. 

-5 men died, 4 wounded.  

 

08.01.1992 Terrorist attack to ferry was sailing to 

Baku from Krasnovodsk 

-28 people were killed, 

88 wounded 

28.01.1992 MI-8 Civil Helicopter was downed by 

terrorists, on the route to Agdam-

Shusha. 

-44 people were killed 

(mostly women and 

children) 

Jan,1992 Terrorist attack to Kargigahan village -80 people were killed  

Feb,1992 Terrorist attack to Garadagli village was 

located within the Khojavend district 

-77 people were killed 

26.02.1992  -613 defenseless civilians 

were killed, 650 wounded 

22.03.1992 Explosion of the car UAZ-469 with 

state -plate: 60-25 AZU, in the 

Gazakh territory. 

-3 men died, 2 wounded 

 

20.05.1992 Armed attacks to the car UAZ-469, 

with state -plate: 80-33 AZU, near 

-2 men were killed, 2 

wounded. 
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Table 2: Chronologies of the committed terrorist actions by the Armenian 

terrorist groups between 1993 and 1994.(151),(152)

 

DATE OF 

ACTION 

PLACE OF ACTION RESULT OF ACTION 

02.06.1993 Explosion of in the railway station in 

Baku. The explosion was conducted by 

the Russian citizen Igor Khatkovsky, 

during the investigation he released the 

command behind the action was 

coordinated by Ministry of National 

Security of Armenia under the control 

of colonel Djaan Ohanesyan. Igor 

Khatkovsky was sent to Azerbaijan to 

delivery spying information to D. 

Ohanesyan and waits his command for 

any action. One of his tasks was to 

commit explosion to Russia-Baku 

passengers train.  

-Huge material damages 

and loses.  

22.07.1993 -Explosion in Tartar district.  

-Explosion in Gazakh districs 

-5 men died, 18 

wounded. 

-6 men died, 10 

wounded. 

30.08.1993 Explosion of car ZIL, in the Hardrut 

 

-2 men died.  

August,1993 Explosion of bus GAZ-66 near the 

territory of Hardrut. 

-4 people died, 8 heavily 

wounded.  

01.02.1993 Terrorist attack to Kislovodsk-Baku -3 people were killed, 20 
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passenger train, in the Baku railway 

station. 

wounded.  

18.03.1994 

Khankendi city, which belonged to Iran 

Air Force. 

-34 diplomats and their 

family members were 

died.  

19.03.1994 Explosion in the subway, at the 

on. The court 

investigation brought the truth on the 

table proving that, Armenian special 

services coordinate the action, and 

terrorist organization.  

Note: Lately it was proved that 

members of Sadval, visited to Yerevan 

quite frequently since 1992. And they 

have been financed and informed by the 

National Security Department of 

Armenia. At the same year during 

April-May seventeen Azerbaijani 

citizens with Lezgi origins, joined a 

special training, organized by the 

Armenia in Lusakert settlement of Nairi 

district. They confessed that their main 

task was to commit an explosion in two 

places: Nizami Cinema House in Baku, 

and Republican Palace. During the 

investigation 30 members of Sadval 

terrorist organization were charged 

because of the exploision happened in 

 

-14 people were killed, 

49 wounded.  

13.04.1994 Explosion of the passenger train routed 

Moscow to Baku, in the territory of 

-6 people died, 3 

wounded.  
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Republic of Dagestan, near the 

 

13.07.1994 Explosion in the subway between two 

 

Note: Azer Aslanov committed the 

terrorist action, who was Azerbaijani 

citizen. Armenians captivated him 

during the Nagorno-Karabakh war in 

1994. During the investigation, he 

confessed that in January 14, 1994, he 

met with Armenian ideologist and 

writer Zori Balayan. All the military 

captives were recruited, particularly 

Lezgis (minorities in northern 

Azerbaijan), to unit with Azer Aslanov 

to commit terrorist actions against 

Azerbaijan.  

-13 people died, 42 

injured.  

 

Armenians captivated many Azerbaijani soldiers during the Nagorno-

house was rang several times by Armenian special agents named mostly Arthur to 

inform his parents that Azer is alive and needs help for negotiations in Yerevan to be 

released. Therefore, his mother Tajibat Aslanova went to Yerevan for release his son 

on June 16, 1994. According to his words, everything started after that, meaning he 

was threatened with the life of his mother, therefore, he agreed on being recruited as 

-

entrance to Azerbaijan, he was provided with the fake documents, and they fixed the 

explosives into the chocolate, perfumery, and biscuit boxes. On July 3, 1994, 

Yerevan-Mineralnievodi-Baku route carried him to Baku, realized his terrorist action 

in the Baku subway between the metro stations, and 

immediately returned to Yerevan. During the investigation, court revealed his 
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counterparts were captain Seryan Sarkisyan and colonel Bagdasaryan during the 

terrorist action. His Armenian counterparts were members of special service agency 

of Armenia. The Supreme Court of the Republic of Azerbaijan proved during the 

investigation that the entitled terrorist actions particularly and directly financed, 

organized, and coordinated by the Armenians separatists from unrecognized 

Nagorno-Karabakh re

institutions.

(153)

  

In 1992, late winter, the conflict emerged within low-intensity, which was 

accelerated to demonstrate a full scale of fighting the between two sides. All the 

international attempts, including an involvement of the OSCE proved futile and did 

not change the destiny of conflict to a positive direction. The Armenian forces 

continued their attacks in 1993 spring, which resulted by capturing new regions 

outside its territory. Consequently, Armenians managed to take in total 20% of the 

territorial control of current Azerbaijan by the 1994.

(154)

 

The Armenian forces had gone ahead for capturing of the Azerbaijani 

settlements within the Nagorno-Karabakh territory. The occupation was consecutive, 

first in January 15, 1992, Karkidjahan village, and then Gushchular and Malybeyli 

while the local people were killed and injured. The situation around the Khojaly and 

Shusha became more complex. The collected Azerbaijani volunteer troops were 

unsuccessful at the Dashalty operation. In the mid-April, Garadaghly village was 

captured by the Soviet and the Armenian troops. Khojaly massacre was most the 

tragic incident that happened in February 26, 1992. Looking at the political situation 

in Azerbaijan, the Azerbaijani political elites were fighting for their chairs and 

of the Republic of Azerbaijan during 1992-1992; 1991-1992) government 

relinquished which additionally made the Republic of Azerbaijan powerless. This 

incident coincided with the development of Azerbaijan national liberation movement 
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and that gave another incentive for them to become powerful.

(155)

 Instability in the 

Azerbaijani government was great opportunity for the Armenian troops to continue 

their attacks. As a result, on May 8, 1992 Shusha was occupied; the Armenian troops 

almost managed to occupy the whole Nagorno-Karabakh. The Lachin region was 

also on the target, which held strategic position, between Armenia and Nagorno-

Karabakh. Political instability in the Azerbaijani government became inevitable 

opportunity for the Armenian troops to realize their attack which resulted with 

occupation. Chair-fight was still ongoing in Baku under the Popular Front regime 

during M

sluggish. The chaotic political situation made occupation very consistent, which 

announced another bad new with the occupation of Khelbedjer in 1993. The political 

crises continued until June that lately brought high demand of population to recall 

Haydar Aliyev to take control of this situation. However, the continuation of 

territorial occupation did not stop. Between July and October Aghdam, Fuzuli, 

Jabrayil and Zangilan were occupied. 

(156) 

On June 12, 1993, the president of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Abulfaz 

Elchibey was removed suddenly from his position. Armenian troops used this 

opportunity continuing offensive action towards east of Karabakh. Furthermore, 

Mardakert was captured on June 27. Agdam was taken only after long surrounding, 

which was followed with an attack to Fuzuli region. The Agdam attack was 

condemned by the US, stating that this attack cannot be justified even in the regard 

of legitimate self-defence. Armenian forces took the Fuzuli region on August 23, and 

then they moved towards the Jabrayil region where it is close to the south Iranian 

border. The region was surrounded until Azerbaijani habitants left houses faced with 

attacks. The next destination was Gubadly, which was easily captured because the 

region was abandoned. The same situation was observed in Zangelan and Goradiz. 

18, stating to stop the hostilities, the occupying forces must be withdrawn from the 
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was accused by Iran for its aggressive military action in the borderline of Iran, and 

proclaimed strong demand of abandonment of the forces from all the Azerbaijani 

territories, by declaring that nothing will happen alike. When Russian Foreign 

Ministry understood that Armenian troops would not face with any Azerbaijanis in 

the region, they asked for cease of military action. Around 100.000 Azerbaijani 

refugees were ready to settle in the arranged camp by Iran in Azerbaijan, in addition 

Iran strengthened the border security together with Revolutionary Guards. On 

October 24, Armenian forces attacked Zangelan and Goradiz. These attacks were a 

big threat for Azerbaijan. In the Iranian frontier, the alert came out with the news that 

Armenian troops reached the Aras River and took 40km land of Azerbaijan. It was a 

serious signal for Azerbaijan and Iran because of Armenian ultimatum for deporting 

around 30.000 Azerbaijanis to flee to Iran. However, most of them came back to 

settle in the Azerbaijani camps. At the end Zangelan was occupied by Armenia on 

October 29.

(157) 

When Azerbaijan welcomed its new president Haydar Aliyev in November, 

he started a military criticism while calling support from foreign countries for the 

Afghan veterans. With that, help Azerbaijani forces used maximum capacity to 

withdraw Armenian forces from the Fuzuli region. Unfortunately, their action proved 

futile, and they reached to the mountains close to Aghdam in December. Some other 

territories were  regained in the Mardakert region. Azerbaijan forces did not stop 

fighting back and during the heavy fight in the early 1994, the Goradiz region was 

regained by Azerbaijani forces, including the northern part of Kalbajar, and area 

along the border of Iran. However, the pay back was huge. Next battle emerged near 

Kalbajar, Aghdam, Martuni, and Mardakert. During the battle mercenaries were used 

actively which raised up another issue for both sides claiming who started first. 

H.Aliyev managed to identify that Armenian troops were fighting against Azerbaijan 

together with Russian, Syrian, Lebanese, Baltics, and French mercenaries. However, 

on the other side Armenia claimed that the mercenaries of CIS nations such as 

Afghan and Turks had supported Azerbaijan. With accusation, both sides got into 

heavy fight again near Aghdam, Mardakert, and Fuzuli. On March 19, explosion in 
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the Baku subway made officials to blame Armenia. One month later on April, 

Armenians reported that over Stepanakert and along the border, Azerbaijan had air 

attacks. Nevertheless, the cease-fire initiative has been finalized on May 1994, but 

that action did not stop border clashes between Azerbaijan and Armenia.

(158)

  

Armenia finalized the ethnic cleansing policy (1988-1992) when 250, 000 

Azerbaijanis forcefully expelled from their historical hometowns and settled in the 

current Azerbaijan. In 1990, around 50.000 Akhiska Turks came from the Central 

Asia, and Azerbaijan became shelter for them. Since 1988, 126 Azerbaijani 

settlements of Nagorno-Karabakh were forcefully deported by Armenia. During the 

Khojaly incident, within one night 6000 Azerbaijani civilians were killed by 

Armenian forces with the support of 366

th

 regiment of the former Soviet army.  As a 

result, 106 women, 70 elderly people, 63 children, and 613 civilians were killed; in 

addition, 1000 people became disabled, and around 1275 people were captivated, 56 

people burned alive in different methods, 8 families were destroyed. The Nagorno-

Karabakh war left 20% of territorial loses for Azerbaijan: Nagorno-Karabakh plus 

seven surrounding provinces: May 18 1992- Lachin; April 2 1992-Kelbajar; 23 July 

1993-Aghdam; 23 August 1993-Jabrayil; 23 August 1993- Fizuli; 31 August 1993-

Gubadly; 29 October 1993-Zangilan, were occupied. In addition, 700 thousand 

people from Nagorno-Karabakh and surrounding regions were deported becoming 

IDPs (Internally Displaced Persons) settled in 62 districts and cities temporarily, 

thus, 1600 settlements were managed in high compactness.

(159) 

On May 12, 1994, between Azerbaijan and Armenia cease-fire was signed.  

Despite of passing 14 years over cease-fire, Armenia is still keeping 20% of 

Azerbaijan territory under its occupation. About one billion civilians have been 

exiled and scattered throughout Azerbaijan and continue to live in temporary refugee 

camps. Azerbaijan government implemented some socio-economic development 

programs, but nearly one billion displaced people are still living deprived of many 

rights. The Nagorno-Karabakh war and the post-war occupation had made many 
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negative effects on the region with political, legal, humanitarian and economic 

dimensions.

(160) 

The Nagorno-Karabakh region was a small isolated Caucasus mountainous 

autonomous status given by Stalin in 1921. Nevertheless, Nagorno-Karabakh 

Armenians requested in 1988 to be part of the Armenian Soviet Socialist, but the 

response was denial by the Soviet authorities. This political confrontation fueled the 

military friction between Azerbaijan and Armenia. The Soviet Union preserved the 

situation under control until 1991. When the Union collapsed and both countries 

gained their independence by the end of 1992, the violence in the region occurred 

again. Armenia used an opportunity to occupy Nagorno-Karabakh and surrounding 

provinces, when Nagorno-Karabakh demonstrated an initiative for declaring its 

independence in 1992.

(161)

 

The regional disaster became not only an internal threat but also challenged 

external actors; thus, both Azerbaijan and Armenia were called for an immediate 

peace agreement. As a result, the city of Bishkek the capital of Kyrgyzstan hosted all 

the parties to rely on Bishkek Protocol and to sign cease-fire agreement. From 

Azerbaijan-first deputy parliament speaker Afiyaddin Jalilov; from Armenia, 

parliament speaker Babken Ararkstian; from the unrecognized Nagorno-Karabakh 

Republic, Karen Baburian-chairman of parliament; from Russia the representative to 

the OSCE Minsk Group Vladimir Kazimirov attended. After the bloody war over the 

Nagorno-Karabakh, led Azerbaijan and Armenia sit for an agreement to settle cease-

fire in order to resolve the conflict peacefully. As a provisional ceasefire agreement, 

the Bishkek Protocol was signed by the first deputy parliament speaker Afiyaddin 

Jalilov (Azerbaijan),  the parliament speaker Babken Ararktsian (Armenia), the 

OSCE Minsk Group Vladimir Kazimirov (Russia), and  the chairman of Nagorno-

Karabakh Republic parliament Karen Baburian (the unrecognized Nagorno-

Karabakh Republic).

(162)
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Table 3: Cronology occupied territories of Azerbaijan by Armenian military 

forces between 1991 and 1993.(163) 

DATE AND TIME OCCUPIED TERRITORIES  

Regions within the territory of the Nagorno-Karabakh  

26 December 1991 Khankandi 

02 October 1992 Khojavend 

26 February 1992 Khojaly 

08 May 1992 Shusha 

17 June 1993 Agdere 

Seven surrounding regions outside of Nagorno-Karabakh 

18 May 1992 Lachin 

2 April 1992 Kalbajar 

23 July 1993 Agdam 

23 August 1993 Fuzuli 

23 August 1993 Jabrayil 

31 August 1993 Gubadli 

29 October 1993 Zangilan 

 

 

 

2.2. GEORGIAN ETHNIC CONFLICTS: ABKHAZIA AND SOUTH   

            OSSETIA 

2.2.1.    Escalation of the Georgian-Abkhazian Conflict 

 

After the official declaration of Georgia in 1991 following the collapse of the 

Soviet Union, the Abkhazia region became very complex. Abkhaz people were 

door by the 

central government for their culture, language, and national identity. Abkhaz people 

started to demonstrate high demands for gaining political power and regional 
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autonomy. At the same time, nationalism was spreading, and regional tension was 

fired up, which made the situation worse? 1992, a war broke out. Eventually, cease-

fire agreement was signed, but the result of war was very tragic. Around 12.000 

people were killed. Around quarter of million ethnic Georgians forcefully left their 

homes. In 1999 Abkhazia declared its independence, nevertheless, it is still 

unrecognized region. This political act was very much offensive for the Georgian 

government, because Georgia stated that its territorial integrity had been violated, 

and no matter Abkhazia declared its de facto independence,  but still that region is 

part of the Georgian state. Later on, very limited border exchange was managed 

where the conflict set a division. 

(164)

 

Without the Soviet Union control regional tension increased, which turned 

out to become interethnic conflict. People out of the that emperialistic ideology 

found an opportunity to gain their territorial soverignty. Georgia and Abkhazia 

conflict was one of the brutal confrontation, considering that Abkhazia is a resort 

area with potential agricultural industry has been serving as a border to Russia and 

Black Sea. Two sides got into conflict in August 1992 which lasted almost 14 

months with many loses from both sides. No matter cease-fire agreement obtained, 

still the issue is not resolved up to this day. 

(165)

  

 Abkhaz communities became more demanding by receiveing huge support 

from other ethnic miniorities in the region to continue having independence or at 

least autonomy. However, on the other side Georgian people in all over the country 

including ethnic Georgians in Abkhazia were highly motivated to stand for their 

territorial integrity and not to let this separation happen in their newly independent 

Republic. All in all, the war left 10.000 to 15.000 dead bodies

(166)

, and at around 

8,000 wounded people.

(167)

 More than 200.000 Abkhazian people were displaced, 

.

(168)
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The causes of the conflict could be defined in three points. First of all, 

political confrontation between Tbilisi and Sukhumi about getting sovereignty was 

1864.  Abkhazia gaind its independence within the USSR, right after the Russian 

Revolution in March 1921. However,  in 1931 Abkhazia became under the control 

of the Soviet Socialist Republic of Georgia. The tension continued for decades, and 

Abkhazia tried be separated from Georgia in 1978 but the attempt was unsuccessfull. 

The second is 1991 December civil war in Georgia, which lately resulted with 

Gamsakhurdia, who held him  authoritarian regim, and thus faced with public 

demonstration. The demonstration was highly supported by the national guard unit 

and parliamnetary forces. Gamsakhurdia was tumbled by a coup in January, 1992.  

After him Eduard Shevardnadze came to power after three months for taking the 

political control in Georgia, who was former the Soviet Foreign Minister. The 

maximum  and prior intiative was to take full territorial control of Georgia during 

1992. The political disruption in Tbilisi, was an advantage for other regions to 

declare their indepedence. Thus, the Supreme Soviet of Abkhazia in July, 1992 

restored its status of state, which was  obtained with 1925 constitution. It followed 

with the eruption of an armed conflict in Abkhazzia. The Georgian government tried 

to take the political control in Abkhazia at the begenning of the war, which was also 

an unexpected that loyal forces committed periodic attacks to Gamsakhurdia. The 

third reason was related to Russia. Despite of the neutral  involvement of Russia at 

the first stage of conflict, later became the guarantor of peace and stability.  

Meanwhile, it was still unclear whether Russia acted as  a regional security stabilizer 

or for the betterment of its regional primacy. In fact the full military contribution of 

Russian forces had been seen during the fight.

(169) 

The conflict between Georgia and Abkhazia entitled as an ethnic conflict 

between two ethnic groups in Abkhazia, which was partially recognized as de-facto 

independent republic. Thus, Georgian-Abkhazian conflict is placed in the literature 

as a geopolitical conflict in the South Caucasus region, which was accelerated at the 

end of 20

th

 century together with cessation of the Soviet Union. The unresolved 
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ethnic conflict is considered as one of the bloodiest interethnic conflict in the post-

Soviet Space. Nevertheless, Abkhazia had been offered to be an autonomous within 

Georgia by the Georgian government, however, the suggestions always were refused 

by the separatist government of Abkhazia together with the opposition powers in 

order not be unified with Georgia. Georgias still believe and support the historical 

fact that Abkhazia has always been part of Georgia, but on the other hand Abkhazia 

stands for their independence. In the pre-war period of Abkhazia, the largest ethnic 

group was formed by the Georgians which was considered as plurality in 1989 with 

45.7%. At the end of war, one might have been accused for the result, and Eduard 

and lack of political movement in order to control the war, and his post-war 

diplomacy.

(170)

 

1992-1993 war in Abkhazia could be addressed at the query of the political 

Georgia to deploy armed forces in Abkhazia on August 14, 1992. The first reason 

might have been just a military operation, but the armed forces started to stay longer. 

Many believed that, diplomatic means might have been helpful to prevent the 

spread out mostly by the Georgian side. Actually, the main intention to continue the 

invasion was very limited at the beginning, but it lost control during the fight. Thus, 

Shevardnadze said his own version in the report to the Georgian Parliament, stating 

that ensuring and maintaining security along the railroad that connected Georgia to 

Russia and Armenia that strategically passes via Abkhazia. Nevertheless, this 

statement was not plausible in all matter: firstly, in comparison to Abkhazian 

territory, armed train robberies emerged mainly in the western Georgia; secondly, 

there was a lack of initiative in regard attaining security in the line of collaboration 

and communication with the authorities in Shukhumi. The second version popped 

in order 
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to liberate Shevardnadze. There was a circulated claim that the restricted and limited 

operations to rescue of the Georgian officials had been abducted by pro-

Gamsakhurdian Zviadista. Yet, this was the intention of Shevardnadze particularly. 

Insurgents kept Georgian officials in the Gali district somewhere in the southern 

Abkhazia. Shevardnadze had supposedly called to Ardzinba to inform him in 

advance about the operation and to make him assure that his intention was limited. 

However, Ardzinba had not proved his alleged statement, on the contrary, he said 

that he did not receive any telephone call as such; in addition, it was not clear either 

that the Georgian officials were in the place inside of Abkhazia. In addition, Tengiz 

Kitovani who was Ministry of Defense of Georgia had put Shevardnadze in an 

awkward situation, that he rejected to all the articulate instructions given by 

Shevardnadze, instead, he went through to Sukhumi to defeat the insurgent regime 

with his patriotic ambitious. Thus, Shevardnadze was lacking to centralize his role in 

Tbilisi due to the limited time, which made him to be unable to control over his 

disorderly generals.

(171)

  

During the Soviet Union, Abkhazia was part of the Georgian Soviet Socialist 

Republic as an autonomous republic. The scenario had changed by the collapse of 

Soviet Union, when South Caucasus countries including Georgia gained its 

independence, which seemed an opportunity for the ethnic Abkhazians who were 

living in Abkhazia to proclaim their independence with two options; either to be 

independent apart from Georgia, or stay as part of the Soviet Union, but no way to 

be part of the Georgia. However, Georgian nationalist including the President Zviad 

Gamsakhurdia warmly welcomes these options; instead, he pursued unified policies 

by considering that, Abkhazia is historical and integral part Georgia. In Abkhazia, 

the majority of inhabitants were ethnic Georgians around 45, 7%, but ethnic Abkhaz 

were 17.8% that intensified the situation even worse.

(172) 

Thus, Abkhazia faced with 

the deployment of Georgian military troops on August 14, 1992. In a short of period 

time, with an intensive attack Georgian troops occupied the capital of Abkhazia, 

Sukhumi including large amount of territory in the region. To confront the Georgian 
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attacks, Abkhazians received significant support from Russia and North Caucasus. 

Ethnic Armenians and Russians in Abkhazia have supported, which brought a 

victory in Garga battle on September 26, 1992. After that, there had been several 

cease-fire violations in various occasions. In September 1993, Abkhaz managed to 

expel all the Georgian forces from Abkhazia right after the unexpected attack from 

the two fronts. That victory became a big incentive for Abkhaz to manage their de 

facto independence. Since that time, Georgia-Abkhazia conflict has been known as 

remains as a disputed region. However, the stability still is under danger, and 

spontaneous and periodic incidents are quite frequent which challenges both sides to 

get into warfare.

(173) 

In 1992-1993 War in Abkhazia, one side was the Abkhaz separatists who 

were demanding independence, on the other side the Georgian government forces 

were fighting for territorial integrity. Georgian government received internal support 

in Abkhazia from the ethnic Georgians. However, ethnic Russians and Armenians 

showed up their support for Abkhazians and even many of them fought. In addition, 

Abkhaz separatist received military support from the North Caucasus and Russian 

confrontation in Georgia between supporters of Zviad Gamsakhurdia and Eduard 

Shevardnadze who headed the post-coup government, made the ethnic conflict more 

complex. Beside this, Georgian-Ossetian conflict aggravated the situation even 

worse.

(174)

 

beyond the limit, the Georgian-Abkhaz disagreement had enormously been entrusted 

to the legislatures by July 1990. Abkhazia turned out to become an arena of war of 

laws until the armed animosity began in August 1992. Nonetheless, the Soviet 

Union was on the edge of collapse but still it offered a few preventive options to end 

up that interethnic conflict. The Supreme Soviet of Abkhazia held an election in 

1991, which was a big frustration, because national quotas were less than it was 
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(175) 

In 

Abkhazia the active warfare continued until the end of September 1993. Angry 

battles were for Tkvarcheli, Gagra, and Sukhumi and the neighborhood of 

Ochamchira. The both sides had violated international humanitarian norms in 

several times periodically and repeatedly. Specifically, the parties deposed 

population from the strategically important regions. The battle in Abkhazia spread 

out against the history of the civil war in Georgia, which began between Zviad 

Gamsakhurdia that his supporters realized the depose  in January 1992, and Eduard 

Shevardnadze whose forces aimed to subordinate to the State of Georgia.

(176) 

After the war, Georgia and Abkhazia got into a tense relation. Abkhazia has 

increasingly been isolated that sea blockade was culmination of the Georgian 

enforcement. In November 2009, when the Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili 

officially opened the Georgian embassy in Kiev, Ukraine,  and he delivered a 

statement announcing that the residents of Abkhazia and South Ossetia were also 

welcomed to use all the facilities were provided, because there was also their homes. 

In the late 1980s and the early 1990s, ethnic minorities in Georgia demonstrated 

their disagreement in several times, as well as their separatism, facing with the 

e control over the Abkhazia and 

and satisfactory control over Abkhazia and South Ossetia in many years, put both 

sides to get into conflict, argued by some observers. Before the Russo-Georgia war 

in August 2008, Russia had granted the most of the residents from South Ossetia and 

Abkhazia with the Russian citizenship. However, most of the residents still stood for 

being part of Russia or independent region.

(177) 

Georgian-Abkhazian crisis did not 

end up with the peaceful resolution at the end of the 1992-1993 war. Georgia 

struggled to sustain its territorial integrity that was national project of Georgia, and 

Abkhazian political elite stood for their independence. Both sides committed action 
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accordingly in framework of mutual mistrust, that parties pictured each other as an 

enemy, which triggered an unsuccessful and complicated negotiations in later stages. 

Regarding to Russia only got involved into conflict because of its territorial interest 

and post-imperial political vision. After the Soviet Union, Russia did not want to let 

those countries to perform independent political statement. Thus, Russia did not go 

there to end up conflict but promote the tension by being on the side of Abkhazia. 

Even though international political players including UN demonstrated their 

peacebuilding initiatives all the attempts were insufficient and proved futile at the 

end.

(178)  

Gali district in Abkhazia was the core area of the conflict at the first time of 

war in 1998, right after the Abkhazian anarchist government faced with the 

six-day war in Abkhazia only related to the offensive Abkhazians in May 20-26, 

1998 while aggressive invasion had already emerged before that date. Georgians 

inflamed the conflict by killing 20 police officers, on May 18, 1998. In spite of the 

oppositions were called by the Georgian government to deploy troops to help Gali to 

support Georgian insurgents, it was refused by Eduard Shevardnadze. All of a 

sudden, the Georgian insurgents were crowded finally by May 26.

(179)

 

In Eurasia and more precisely in South Caucasus, Abkhazia is placed as a de 

facto republic. Conflict lasted 14 months between two sides, and after all Abkhazia 

celebrates its independence day since September 30, 1993. At the same day, militias 

and Georgian troops defeated the Abkhaz Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic by 

the collective forces of volunteers from the Confederation of Mountain People of the 

Caucasus and Abkhazian troops. This historical moment was evaluated in Tbilisi as 

loss of jurisdiction over part of its territory, which belong to Georgia formally 

according to the de jure recognition. On the contrary, the capital of Abkhazia, 

Sukhumi put maximum effort complaining and securing its international recognition. 

The Abkhazian leaders pursued the precise objective in entire intervening period, 

which was very contradictive synergy with the external influences and mother state. 

The first recognition of the independence was attained in Abkhazia in August 2008. 
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transformation of the conflict; however, the recognition was not an essential issue 

for Kremlin. Abkhazian political elites had a concrete desire to separate the former 

Abkhaz Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic from the independent state of 

Georgia.

(180)

 

 

 

2.2.2.   Origins of the Georgian-South Ossetian Conflict 

 

In 1990s with the collapse of the Soviet Union, the post Soviet space stepped 

into a complex history, including the South Caucasian state Georgia. Alike other 

South Caucasian states, Georgia were also busy for its statebuilding process until 

August 2008. The ethnic relations in Georgia became very contradictive; the tension 

between Georgian-Ossetian ethnic groups periodically became relentless and calmed 

down. In very rare moments, both sides attempted for friendly cooperation. In 1990 

after the first active confrontation between Georgia and Ossetia, the international 

did not become a barrier for Georgia and Ossetia not to get into a new rivalry for 

restarting confrontation. Nevertheless, the tragic battle in 1991-1992 and including 

the 2004 short-term conflict, signaled the possibility of a new political disaster is on 

the edge between Georgia-Ossetia and Georgia-Russia, which proved right with the 

August 2008 war. This war intensified the animosity of the mutual political relations 

and gave no guarantee that the crisis is over.

(181) 

In 1920, there was the first battle between Georgian government and ethnic 

Ossetians. The ethnic Ossetian insurgents committed a number of initiatives for their 

independence. Not long ago, the Soviet Union took the control over Georgia and 

Socialist Republic. Later on, South Ossetians demanded to obtain the status of 
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the Georgian government. In 1989, Georgian Supreme Soviet received an official 

request sent by the South Ossetian leaders, to change the status of autonomy from 

as denied in Tbilisi, 

in addition, the Georgian government increased anger towards them. The Georgian 

government adopted a law before the parliamentary election in 1990, aimed to ban 

the political parties in the regions. As a response, Ossetians committed a protest 

accordingly and held their own elections by boycotting Georgian government. 

Although, these actions distracted Georgian government, but newly elected the 

Georgian government in December 1990, abolished the results of the election held in 

Ossetia. In addition the Georgian government confined the status of the South 

by this, but decisively deployed Georgian troops to the Tskhinvali, a capital of South 

Ossetia in January 1991. A war continued until June 1992, which ended as the 

Georgian authorities and Russia signed a ceasefire agreement.

(182) 

More precisely, the 

confrontation between Georgians and Ossetians coincides to 1918. Because of the 

Russian Revolution, Bolsheviks tool the control of Russia, however, Georgia stayed 

military confrontation by the Ossetian forces sponsored by Russia in June 1920. 

Georgia did not delay the active response and rebel groups had been defeated. 

Georgian forces burnt several Ossetian villages, and as a result, 20.000 ethnic 

Ossetians were expelled in the Soviet Union. In 1922, eight months later, the Red 

Army realized a successful invasion of Georgia. The invasion ended up by creation 

of the South Ossetian Autonomous Oblast. The pre-Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact-1993 

is recognized by the United States. Accordingly, the regained independence of the 

Baltic Soviet Socialist Republics received political support by the Georgia.H.W Bush 

administration. However, South Caucasus countries Azerbaijan, Armenia, and 

Georgia and their internal conflicts together with restored independences did not 

affect the invariability of the international border of the USSR since 1920s.

(183)

  

The ethnic conflict between Georgian and Ossesitan was part of the South 
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Ossetia War happened in 1991-1992. From one side ethnic Georgian forces and 

Georgian government forces, on the other side ethnic Ossetian forces together with 

South Ossetian forces, including the Russian troops demonstrated huge support for 

the Ossetian militia to declare their independence. In June 24, ceasefire has signed 

left South Ossetia to be separated between conflicted authorities, with a joint 

peacekeeping force. Right after the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, Georgia 

restored its independence under the power of Zviad Gamsakhurdia. His government 

highly prioritized the Soviet policies, and was ready to conduct an action in the 

expense of ethnic groups within Georgia. Contradictive response was immediate 

from the Supreme Soviet of South Ossetia to demonstrate Ossetians national 

aspiration concerning the change of status for Ossetia from autonomous oblast to 

republic, which was resisted as an illegal action by the Supreme Soviet of 

Georgia.

(184) 

Georgia became one of the South Caucasus countries to call for 

independence. The nationalist movement and euphoria and political anxiety was one 

of the main characteristics at the end of 1980s, which led Georgia to attain its 

independence in April 1991. Zviad Gamsakhurdia became the first president of 

Georgia. His policy was directed to build up Greater Georgian nationalism at the 

expense of minorities, having strong contradictive policy against the Soviet-Russian 

communist rule. Thus, South Ossetian Autonomous Oblast elites decided to declare 

their independence in September 20, 1990 as the South Ossetian Democratic Soviet 

Republic, which accordingly sent an appeal to Moscow to get full recognition for its 

independence. Accordingly, South Ossetians rejected the conducted election took 

place in the Georgian Supreme Council in October 1990. Consequently, nationalist 

Zviad Gamsakhurdia won a victory on the election by heading the coalition set out a 

Round Table Free Georgia.

(185)  

At the first part of the 1992,  there was an aggressive 

environment for an ambitious armed forces that were working outside of the 

identified leadership control. Nonetheless, ceasefire was active and created 

temporary stability; but later on, it was violated several times in different occasions 

such as captivations, killing civilians etc. In May 20, 1992 one of the serious and 
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tragic incident was committed, where 36 Ossetians were killed in the vehicles near 

the northwest road of Tskhinvali. This incident triggered Russia to pursue a direct 

involvement into the conflict, which was a main incentive for Ossetians. The 

Georgian government was accused for this incident in regard of committing genocide 

over the civilians intentionally. Retaliation was operated very immediately by 

Russia, in which Russian helicopters bombarded villages under the control of 

Georgia. Ceasefire once again was discussed in Sochi in between the Russian 

President Boris Yeltsin and Georgian President Eduard Shevardnadze to rise up the 

South Ossetia happened on June 24, 1992. One month later on July 14, 1992, the 

decision was made to involve the CIS (Commonwealth Independent States) 

peacekeeping operation into the region, that was combination of the Joint CIS 

Georgian-South Ossetian military patrols and Joint Control Commission.

(186)

 

    

 

2.2.3.   Russo-Georgian War: August 2008  

 

was elected as the President of Georgia in 2004. He brought democratic and 

economic reforms to the state institutions and defeated separatist from the 

government authority. South Ossetia was on the threshold of new era a with 

M.Saakashvili that started to strengthen the border controls to ban the ongoing 

organized crime and border corruption that involved Russia, and Georgian officials. 

With his command, South Ossetia was fulfilled with several hundred military and 

police including intelligence forces. Georgia proclaimed its intention to support its 

peacekeeping detachment rising up to the 500 troops, by relying on the cease-fire 

agreement. Purportedly, several hundred paramilitaries from Russia, Transnistria, 

and Abkhazia similarly were prepared to and got ready to enter. The incomplete 

confrontation made both sides backed off the military forces by late 2004. A new 

peace plan was proclaimed by President Saakishvility in July, 2005 to give a 

consequential autonomy to South Ossetia, with the three stages of conditionality; 

economic improvement, demilitarization, and political establishment. However, the 
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Eduard Kokoiti -

declared once again in October 2005, that South Ossetians are citizens of Russia. In 

plan. Thus, Eduard Kokoiti, together with huge international support, suggested a 

peace plan proposal for South Ossetia, which considered as benchmarks, whereas 

(187) 

South Ossetia held a referendum that restated its independence from Georgia 

in November 2006. Accordingly, at the first stage, the result of the referendum was 

95%, but then 55,000 registered voters yielded and at the end, referendum was 

approved with 99% result. However, Eduard Kokoiti was reelected with a separate 

vote with 96% approval. Surprisingly, these votes were refused and did not hold 

Georgians who were displaced from the region and other South Ossetians made up 

an alternative voting, which resulted with the election of the pro-Georgian Dmitriy 

integrity gained considerable support with an approved referendum. Another peace 

plan was proposed in March 2007, by President Mikhail Saakashvili, which added 

another point to create transnational administrative districts a full length of the 

he was supposed to be represented by an envoy at Joint Control Commission or any 

alternative peace communications. Thus, President Saakashvili announced in July 

2007, the creation of the commission deal with the status of South Ossetia as an 

integral part of independent Georgia. In October 2007, capital of Georgia, Tbilisi 

hosted an expected meeting was arranged by the Joint Control Commission, together 

with the envoys of Georgia as attendees. However, a surprising claim heard by the 

Russian Foreign Ministry stating that the result of meeting will be deliberately 

disrupted by the Georgian envoys in regards to their inadmissible demands. After 

that, no other meetings were arranged.

(188)

 

A few weeks later in latter half of July 2008, Georgia became a military 

ry exercise. Russia conducted its military 
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exercises near its border with Georgia by involving more than 8,000 troops in 2008. 

Thus, in the separated regions of South Ossetia and Abkhazia the attacks were 

operated by  unknown forces but a hypothetical scenario was pointing out they were 

Georgians. Russian forces from different angles did not delay counterattacks; to 

and to provide humanitarian aid. However, this scenario was condemned by the 

Georgian Foreign Ministry stating that the counterattack was a big threat of invasion. 

Russian military exercise was not the only one in the region, but 600 Georgian and 

1000 US troops, including additional collected forces from the Azerbaijan Armenia 

and Ukraine were there. It was coordinated as an Immediate Reponses in 2008, and 

By the end of the conflict in Georgia, most of these forces left the country.

(189) 

However, tensions have escalated in July 3, 2008. Both sides got into heavy 

international alter was announced from the European Union, Council of Europe and 

OSCE preceded an urgent warning to put guns down and continue peace 

negotiations.  On July 8, Russia got involved with its airplanes flying over the South 

Ossetian territory. Accordingly, Russian Foreign Ministry stated that the attack 

bolstered alarming Georgia from conducting an inevitable incursion on South 

Ossetia. On the contrary, the Georgian government claimed that the attack was 

committed an immediate diplomatic action by recalling the Georgian ambassador 

Georgian diplomats welcomed the discussion as a successful attempt on behalf of 

Security Council, because it had an influence over the Russian emissary Vitaliy 

Churkin that was accused by some of the Security Council members on 

demonstrating pro-Georgian partiality.

(190)(191) 

On July 30, a new battle emerged when both sides used heavy artillery fires 
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such as South Ossetians targeted road outside of capital that was on hill, on the 

contrary Georgians bombed two Ossetian villages. After the blast of the hill-road, 

two days later, the new blast committed at the same place where five Georgian police 

were injured. These repeated and exchangeable fights accelerated and triggered the 

confrontation between two sides to get into serous fight between 2

nd

 and 4

th

 of 

August, which was finalized with a dozen of death and wounded bodies. Georgian 

cities became a target for Kokoity that was threatened by the attacks.

(192) 

Georgia was accused on August 7, 2008 evening by the South Ossetia, on 

ng to line up a artillery barrage towards Tskhinvali,  Georgia refused 

this claim and stated that on the conflict zone some Georgian villages were being 

bombed.  An emergent action was taken by Saakashvili on the same evening, that a 

unilateral ceasefire was taken seriously.  He announced, also that he called for South 

Ossetia to rely on that. Furthermore, on behalf of Georgia, he announced the urgent 

need for resuming the peace talks and repeated that Georgia is ready to grant a 

maximum autonomy of the region as part of a peace settlement within Georgia. 

However, South Ossetia was accused by Georgia that Georgian villages intensively 

purposefully and forcefully served for a mission of Georgia violates its unilateral 

ceasefire and continues on sending ground forces as a response. Not long ago, much 

of South Ossetia including capital Tskhinvali got back into the control of the 

Georgian troops.

(193)

  Alexander Lomaia as representing the Georgian National 

Security Coundil, reported three days after on August 10, that a political request sent 

by the Georgian government to Secretary Rice to manage mediation in cooperation 

with Russia in the case of South Ossetia crisis. In addition, Georgia had passed on a 

diplomatic remark stating that the Georgian military forces were withdawn from 

almost all parts of the South Ossetia by declaring unilateral ceasefire. Nevertheless, 

Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov received a call from the Georgian Foreign 

Minister Eka Tkeshelashvili to be reportedly informed that all Georgian forces had 
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been withdrawn from South Ossetia, and ceasefire request had been highlighted 

again. However, Sergei Lavrov stated that in Tskhinvali city still was surrounded 

with the Georgian forces. One day later on August 11, Russia occupied several 

Georgian cities in the undisputed territory, by bombing the apartment buildings in the 

Gori city, Russia captured Zugdidi, Senaki, and Poti.

(194)

  

On August 23, international alarm had  been heard from the governments of 

US and German, with a concrete statement of an immediate withdrawal of the 

Russian troops from Georgia. Outside South Ossetia, OSCE observes will be there 

replace the Russian forces. On August 25-26, Russian President Medvedev received 

an appeal sent by the Russian upper house of Parliament, to ratify full recognition of 

South Ossetia and Abkhazia as independent states. Accordingly, in the following 

day, South Ossetia and Abkhazia gained recognition as independent states by 

President Medvedev.

(195)
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CHAPTER III: 

NAGORNO-KARABAKH ON THE THRESHOLD OF A NEW ERA:  

1994-PRESENT 

 

3.1. REASONS FOR A PEACE AGREEMENT  

3.1. Bishkek Protocol: Basic Principles 

 

The political confrontation over Nagorno-Karabakh between Azerbaijan and 

referendum to be part of the Armenian Soviet Socialist Republic. The Karabakh 

confrontation intensively.

(196)

 The Azerbaijani civilians were forcefully displaced 

from the Nagorno-Karabakh region plus seven surrounding districts. Khojaly lived a 

tragic massacre against defenseless civilians. Azerbaijan parliamentary investigation 

reportedly said after the Khojaly massacre that 485 civilians were killed. The 

Azerbaijani government demanded the Khojaly massacre to be recognized as 

internationaly.

(197)

 Stepanakert had extensively been bombed which left serious 

trauma amongst Armenians, and Armenia also faced a serious number of losses.

(198)

 

After all, both sides revealed the official number of deaths during 1991-1994. The 

Azerbaijani government officially delivered a death toll announcement stating that 

during those years, at least 11,557 Azerbaijani soldiers died, however, on the 

(199)

 

Many people died during the fights together and thousands of people were 

forced to leave their homelands. After the war, Azerbaijan hosted its Internally 

Displaced People (IDPs), a million of ethnic Azerbaijanis from the Nagorno-

Karabakh region and seven surrounding districts. Nagorno-Karabakh was a heart of 

the ethnic tension, which its historical version belonging to whom was a competing 
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issue between Azerbaijan and Armenia. The regions historical connection to the 

regional national identity made the process even worse and complicated to attain a 

resolution.

(200) 

Since the 1994 ceasefire agreement, the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is under 

 intensively involved both parties to sit 

which has a security function on maintaining territorial borderline control between 

Azerbaijan and Armenia. Besides these, the Armenian forces are controlling the 

Nagorno-Karabakh region including seven surrounding districts. Although, Armenia 

established a de-facto republic in Nagorno-Karabakh with its only recognition, no 

other single country in the world recognize it.

(201) 

The Bishkek Protocol is a conditional ceasefire agreement, signed on May 5, 

1994. The representatives of the ceasefire agreement were: Afiyaddin Jalilov, the 

First Deputy Parliament Speaker of the Republic of Azerbaijan; Babken Asarkstian, 

Parliament Speaker of the Republic of Armenia; Karen Baburian, the Chairman of 

Parliament of the Nagorno-Karabakh de-facto Republic, from the unrecognized 

Republic of Nagorno-Karabakh;  Vladimir Kazimirov, representative of Russia to 

the OSCE Minsk Group. The Bishkek Protocol discontinued the Nagorno-Karabakh 

war and put the situation as a frozen conflict.

(202)

 

Since that time, Azerbaijan and Armenia went through periodic peace 

negotiations under the supervision of the OSCE Minsk Group that consists of the 

representatives of the cochairmen from Russia, the United States, and France. 

Although, both parties went through a long process of negotiation together with the 

OSCE Minsk Group nothing had been achieved fundamentally. Current situation in 

Nagorno-Karabakh is determined in various forms 

                                                           

200

 Emma Klever, The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan: An overview 

of the current situation , European Movement International, Brussels, September 24, 2013, p. 4. 

201

  Klever, p.5.  

202

Peace Agreement Database-University of Edinburgh, Peaceagreements.org, 

https://www.peaceagreements.org/view/310/Bishkek%20Protocol, (2019.17.01) 



91 

 

for the situation. The peace process did not fulfill the expectations per se. The peace 

process is identified as a deadlock until June 2013.

(203)

  

This year marked as 25-year anniversary of the Bishkek protocol. This 

protocol demanded to removal of military troops. In addition, internally displaced 

peoples and refugees must be returned to their homelands. The Institute of Peace 

Initiatives  director Denis Denisov, and Conflict Studies in Moscow, says the legacy 

of the Bishkek protocol is that it marked and official end to the armed standoff 

between the two South Caucasus neighbors.

(204)

  

v says the first 

step to be taken under the ceasefire regime was creating a fertile ground for the 

establishment of regional peace by terminating the conflict. The Bishkek Protocol 

was intended to be implemented immediately, where the regional peace would be 

established only after the withdrawal of the military troops from the occupied 

territories. Kyrgyzstan hosted a ceasefire agreement between parties that was 

realized under the auspices of Commonwealth of Independent States and Russia. 

The Commonwealth of Independent States was a regional organization, which was 

created during the collapse of the Soviet Union but international community did not 

 adopted 

resolutions held in 1993.  All four resolutions were an immediate call for Armenia to 

withdraw military forces from the occupied territories by discontinuing of hostilities. 

Elkhan Shahinoglu, the director of the Atlas Research Center in Baku, said that the 

Azerbaijani government expressed its readiness and willingness to agree on giving a 

complete status of autonomy to the Nagorno-Karabakh region being part of 

Azerbaijan. This statement was an important issue on the peace settlement process, 

whereby the region can have its own government and parliament, with military and 

foreign policy issues controlled by Baku.

(205)
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In May 4-5, 1994, representative of the parties gathered in Bishkek to 

witness a historical moment under the initiative of the Parliament of Kyrgyz 

Republic, Inter-Parliamentary Assembly of the Commonwealth Independent States, 

main aim was to contribute a maximum assistance on discontinuing the war in 

Nagorno-Karabakh and seven surrounding districts, which not only Azerbaijan and 

Armenian people will be faced with irreplaceable losses, but certainly, other external 

short, the security complexes in the South Caucasus may seriously complicate 

international situation. In April 15, 1994, the head of states of the Commonwealth 

Independent States  the full support expressively, highlighting 

the immediate action had to be taken on stopping the armed conflicts, and managing 

a peace agreement as soon as possible. The Commonwealth and Inter-Parliamentary 

Assembly took responsibility and an active advocacy to in discontinuity of the 

armed conflict, in regard to consider the adopted goals, decisions and principles of 

853, 874, 884.

(206) 

All the conflicting sides were called to get gathered for a common 

agreement to stand for the ceasefire at the midnight of 8

th

 to 9

th

 of May. The main 

aim was to get around the table to sign an agreement, which legally envisages a 

reliable mechanism, to have full power on ensuring the discontinuity of the armed 

conflict and aggression as soon as possible. In addition, all the Armenian military 

forc

displaced refugees had to return, and possibly recovering the bilateral 

communication. V.Sumeyko, Chairman of Council of the Inter-Parliamentary 

Assembly, and M. Sherimkulov-Assemb -

Karabakh proposed an initiative to agree on creating a peacemaking force of the 

Common Independent State. Consecutive meeting for peaceful negotiations to 

resolve the warfare is an appropriate consideration. At the end Kyrgyzstan must be 

appreciated for an excellent leadership, and working conditions.

(207)
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Although the twenty-five years ceasefire managed certain stability in the 

region, no reasonable and positive steps had been achieved during the negotiations 

in order to resolve the conflict. The ceasefire agreement was aimed to attain a legally 

binding, agreement that will achieve a reliable resolution mechanism in order to 

have enforcement on discontinuity of the armed conflicts, and any other similar 

types of aggressions, including occupied territories must be free of military forces in 

order displaced refugees to return their homelands.

(208) 

In May 11-12, 1994, ceasefire agreement was signed by the by defense 

ministers of Azerbaijan and Armenia. Accordingly, the ceasefire agreement 

terminated the armed conflict; however, the Armenian forces and peacekeepers 

remained in the occupied territories, and return of the refugees to their homelands 

never happened. Thus, Kremlin was hopping to have a full domination over the 

Commonwealth of Independent State forces.

(209)

 

Since that time, the twenty percent territories of Azerbaijan are still under the 

Armenian occupation, which caused one million Azerbaijani Internally Displaced 

Peoples (IDPs), from the Nagorno-Karabakh region including seven surrounding 

provinces.

(210)

The result of the Nagorno-Karabakh war caused a violation of the UN 

military troops from the occupied territories.

(211) 

Since the ceasefire agreement between Azerbaijan and Armenia created an 

arena for conflicting parties including representatives of the observers to transform 

the ceasefire status into more comprehensive peace settlement, but nothing had been 

achieved positively on the status of Nagorno-Karabakh. Both sides have particular 

arguments. For instance, Armenia claims that the Nagorno-Karabakh region was 

separated from Azerbaijan with the organized referendum and de-facto 

independence held in December 1991, consequently, Azerbaijanis were forced to be 

out of the region since the 1992-1994 war. On the other side, the result of 

referendum was rejected by Azerbaijan, reasoning as an unconstitutional, 

considering the validity of the Soviet constitution on that time. Furthermore, 
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Azerbaijani population in Nagorno-Karabakh did not recognize the referendum, 

which makes it incomplete legal action. Azerbaijan stands on its unchangeable 

decision on stating that the Nagorno-Karabakh region was violently occupied as an 

integral part of Azerbaijan. Therefore, the Nagorno-Karabakh region may be 

peace settlement happened.

(212)

 

During the twenty-five years, very rare possibility occurred to attain a peace 

settlement. The most possible opportunity could have been emerged in the Key West 

(US) talks during the 1997 and 2001.

(213)

 Nonetheless, several attempts were taken 

by the conflicting sides, but they never get on the decision stage to have concrete 

plan on peace settlement that all the sides agreed on. In 2005, co-Chairs of the 

Minsk Group decided to shift from ordinary peace talks to an agreement that was 

significantly and comprehensively detailed discussion package of Basic Principles. 

It was aimed to terminate the deadlock and get out of the complication of Nagorno-

their common sobriquet.

(214) 

The main importance of the Basic Principles relied on three fundamental 

elements; right to self-determination, no military aggression, and territorial integrity. 

However, few issues were quite comprehensive for the foundation of agreement, as 

it follows: establishment of the Lachin corridor between Armenia and Nagorno-

Karabakh; a meantime status for Nagorno-Karabakh as an assurance of self-

governance and security; and returning Azerbaijan the occupied districts  

surrounding Nagorno-Karabakh; consequent affirmation of the status of the 

Nagorno-Karabakh by lawfully conclusive expression of will; refugees and 
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internally displace peoples (IDPs) right to get back their homelands; all these got 

included in peacekeeping operations which gets guarantee internationally.

(215) 

A real derive to let the Basic Principles mutually agreed and operated in 

autumn 2008. Right after the August, war with Georgia, an opportunity for Russia to 

look for its historical power and image in the region. The negotiations were under 

adership. Presidents of Azerbaijan and Armenia, 

Ilham Aliyev and Serj Sarkisian got into a meeting during the 18months under the 

mediation of the President Medvedev. Since 1994 ceasefire agreement, the positive 

outcome emerged with this initiative and became an incentive for the next meeting 

initiatives and consistent intentions for the establishment of regional peaceful.

(216)

 

Later on, in 2009-2013 G8 Summits, co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group delivered 

a statement inspiring the conflicting sides to attain a  few resolution on their final 

differences.

(217)

 In 2009 they managed intensive talks. Thus, considerably co-Chairs 

demonstrated their assurance that conflicting sides may agree on the Basic Principles 

in  Kazan meeting in June 2011, where the possibility is very high on achieving the 

initial drafting steps of peace process.

(218) 

However, this attempt also proved futile. The reason was that the Azerbaijani 

deployment, and they could not accept these conditions. However, there were 

problems. For instance, despite the agreement was reliable for parties on accepting 

the Lachin town as a corridor between Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh; they 

disagreed on the total inclusion of the Lachin town and width of the corridor, as well 

as capability of travelers through this corridor.

(219)

 

implementation was another divergent concept that parties concerned. The Armenian 
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side claimed that Nagorno-Karabakh should be considered as an independent 

country and in regard to determine the status of the conflict that issue need to be 

assured. However, this claim was contradicted by the Azerbaijani side stating that 

before the determination of that status, the return of the refugees and displaced 

people need to be resolved including other problems. Since that time, all the 

initiatives proved futile and further expectations, which were linked, to Basic 

Principles disappeared, but instead distrust and doubt took its place. Thus, during 

2012 and 2013, Azerbaijan and Armenia held elections have frozen the Nagorno-

Karabakh peace process on behalf of the OSCE Minsk Group.

(220)

 

Since 2008, ceasefire was sprained. Both sides welcomed a frequent border 

clashes, and more importantly, it witnessed usage of heavy weapons. However, the 

border was, filled with minefields and strategic underground tunnels, which caused 

both sides from time to time, appeared in closer confrontation during the years. The 

Line of Contact (LOC), witnessed many fights that happened 110-miles along the 

line around the occupied territory of Azerbaijan Nagorno-Karabakh. Besides these 

battles, consistent brawls continued far from the disputed territory of the Azerbaijan 

and Armenian border.

(221) 

Thus, one of the recommended peace settlements of the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict was specified in the Madrid Principles. In November 2007, Madrid hosted a 

Europe  OSCE ministerial conference. In the early summer of 2006, the co-chairing 

countries of the OSCE Minsk Group- the United States, Russia, and France 

disclosed the revised version of the peace settlement proposal.

 

In 2009, the Madrid 

Principles were given according to the advice of the co-chairmen of the OSCE 

Minsk Group. Some of the proposed principles were endorsed and agreed by the 

senior officials of Azerbaijan and Armenia. However, no progress was reportedly 

occupied territories. The future status of the Nagorno-Karabakh stayed 

unchangeable.

(222) 
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The Basic Principles were: Self-determination of peoples, and equal rights; 

non-use of force; and territorial integrity. Among other things, the Basic Principles 

called for particularly: the deactivation and removal of the military forces from the 

surrounding territories of Nagorno-Karabakh; an assurance of the security and self-

governance  of the status of Nagorno-Karabakh need to be prioritized; Lachin 

corridor links Nagorno-Karabakh and Armenia; an irrevocable utterance of will in 

regard to the future determination of the legitimate status of the Nagorno-Karabakh; 

all the refugees and internally displaced people attained a right of returning to their 

homelands; the peacekeeping operations should remain in the region with an 

intention of assuring the international security. Thus, the Basic Principles got 

endorsement by Azerbaijan and Armenia, which gave positive signals on obtaining 

the regional stability, welfare, and more comprehensively regional peace.

(223) 

Both conflicting sides, Azerbaijan and Armenia agreed on the common 

views that in order to achieve regional security, welfare, and stability, the peaceful 

resolution is inevitable option to take action. It was indicated in the arrangement of 

1975-Declaration on Principles Guiding Relations between OSCE Participating 

States of Final Act of the Helsinki Conference. Particularly, Article II is highlighted 

which refer to the abstaining of use of force and any related threat. Continuingly, 

-

determination and equal rights was mentioned in the Article VIII.

(224) 

As part of comprehensive and wider security package, the Madrid Principles 

being a valid and current peace proposal refers to the subject of the insecurity via the 

anticipated distribution of an international peacekeeping operation. This action 

should be conducted parallel to other prior issues indicated in the Madrid Principles. 

These were the removal of the military forces from the occupied territories; it 

follows by the returning of the refugees and internally displaced people to their 

homelands; establishment of the Lachin corridor between Nagorno-Karabakh and 

Armenia; assurance of the regional security and self-governance of the de-facto 

independent Nagorno- future status of Nagorno-
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Karabakh. However, besides these principles, the expectation Azerbaijan and 

Armenian people to live together needs long-lasting and challenging political 

arrangement concerning the transformation of regional security.

(225)

 

 

Although certain measures were envisaged in the Madrid Principles, the 

main concern for parties was insecurity in the region, which delays the peace 

settlement in the region. Therefore, even the peace assistance was securitized. 

Considerably, this factor is determined as a post-agreement security challenge. This 

challenge requires finding out a right mechanism and structure to cope with, which 

seems very hypothetical. In short, currently regional peace is more precarious than 

militarily activated and insecure status quo in the region. Furthermore, the 

underlying structure of the Madrid Principles permits a convinced number of like-

hoods to be formed about alternative elements in the total package.

(226)

 

 

 

3.1.2.   OSCE-Minsk Group Involvement  

 

The evolvement of the bloody war between Azerbaijan and Armenia gave a 

serious alert to the OSCE and the United Nations, to make a quick response in order 

to handle the conflict. After the dissolution of the Soviet Union, the OSCE started to 

get involved into the process and work over the peace settlement of the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict, right after the addition of Azerbaijan and Armenia to the 

Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE). Later on, in 1992 

Helsinki meeting of the OSCE Council of Ministries became an incentive to design 

an international conference about the conflict resolution and peace settlement as a 

main instrument, which was aimed to happen in Minsk. The conference happened 

with the eleven member states of the OSCE.

(227)

 It was authorized to distribute a 

continuous platform for the talks which serves for a peaceful settlement in the 

conflict zone on the basis of principles, relying on responsibilities and the charter of 

                                                           

225

 Co Securing an Armenian  Azerbaijan Agreement: the roles of 

international and local security providers (SAAA), Conciliation Resources Discussion Paper, June, 

2015, p.3.  

226

  Conciliation Resources, SAAA, p.6.  

227

 Besides Armenia and Azerbaijan, nine original members Belarus, Germany, Italy, Russian 

Federation, United States of America, Turkey, France, Czech and Slovak Federal Republic, and 

Sweden, made up Minsk Group.  



99 

 

CSCE.

(228)

 The initiatives have been endorsed by the four United Nations Security 

solutions on Nagorno-Karabakh, underling the highest support of peace 

settlement which was going to be implemented in the framework of the CSCE Minsk 

Group Conference.

(229) 

In 1992, the creation of the OSCE Minsk Group enabled the CSCE Minsk 

conference, to mediate the peace negotiations process between Azerbaijan and 

Armenia over the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Although the conference was the first 

and last one, it left the OSCE Minsk Group as a main instrument of conducting peace 

process between Azerbaijan and Armenia. The Minsk Group pursues its mission with 

three objectives. First was contributing a suitable groundwork for conflict resolution. 

Second was an intention of setting up a ceasefire agreement, as well as run for the 

Minsk conference. Third and last one was an intention of advocating the peace 

process by redistributing peacekeeping forces in the region.

(230) 

The OSCE Minsk Group since 1992 coordinated the conflict resolutions 

process and arranges peace negotiations as being main political body. It was 

endorsed by the Personal Representative and co-Chairmen of the OSCE Chair. The 

OSCE alongside the European Union got involved into the conflict with the Special 

Representative on the South Caucasus, in addition  CSO (Chief Security Officer) 

financial assistance.

(231) 

In 1992, Helsinki meeting an important request was proposed by the CSCE 

Council called for Chairman to assemble an immediate conference to involve 

Azerbaijan and Armenia for the Nagorno-Karabakh issue. The important meeting 

held in Minsk to contribute a peaceful negotiations platform for resolution. The 

Minsk Group was set up in 1994, OSCE Budapest Summit, in order to go ahead on 

formation of the conditions that conference may be organized. The co-Chairs of the 

Minsk Group consist of the Ambassadors of the United States of America-

Mr.Andrew Schofer; Russian Federation-Igor Popov; and France-Stephane Visconti. 
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Besides co-Chairs of the Minsk Group, there are permanent members are Turkey, 

Italy, Finland, Germany, Sweden, Belarus, and including Azerbaijan and Armenia. 

OSCE Troika becomes a permanent member based on rotation.

(232)

 

Nonetheless, to organize the further conference was not possible; however, 

the Minsk Group initiated the OSCE assistance to deal with the political solution 

over the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. The decision on creating the co-chairmanship 

to handle the process was accepted during the Budapest Summit in December 1994, 

by the heads of state or government. During the summit, the deployment of the 

multinational peacekeeping forces was highly endorsed by the participants as a 

crucial part of the total settlement of the conflict. In March 23, 1995, the Hungarian 

Chairman Marton Krasznai issued an authorization for the co-Chairmen of the Minsk 

Process in order to implement the Budapest decision.

(233)

 

 

The Minsk Process consists of key objectives: contribution of the suitable 

structure for conflict resolution in order to persuade the peace talk that was highly 

supported by the Minsk Group; Parties attained an agreed conclusion in regard to 

terminate an armed conflict in order to allow the assembling of the Minsk 

Conference; deployment of the multinational OSCE peacekeeping forces need to be 

advanced.

(234) 

The success of the Minsk Process might be considered if the listed objectives 

are fully concluded. The Minsk Group is directed by a co-chairmanship that 

involved the US, Russia, and France. Moreover, Turkey, Germany, Sweden, 

Portugal, Italy, Netherlands, and Belarus, together with Azerbaijan Armenia are 

participating states. These participant states appear at the Nagorno-

Minsk Conference. The co-Chairmen of the Minsk Conference will direct the 

conference. The only change happened in the co-chairmen of the Minsk Group, with 

(235)
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In 1994 with an open-ended authorization, the OSCE High-Level Planning 

Group was created and declared in March 23, 1995 with the high support of the 

directives of the OSCE Chairperson-in-office (CiO). It was authorized to make an 

endorsement to the multinational peacekeeping force of the OSCE, which was 

handled by the OSCE Minsk Conference in order to put an effect on conflict. 

However, Nagorno-Karabakh received a limited endorsement in comparison to other 

OSCE areas within the OSCE.  In total 31 officers were originally organized in 

regard to its capacity, which consists of five military officers those regularly stay 

three to four years. The representative of the CiO (current one is a Swiss national) 

controls the structure based in Vienna, however, the premise is different from the 

OSCE headquarters.  The HLPG stays in cooperation with the co-Chairs of the 

Minsk Group and participate in monitoring exercises together with the Personal 

Representative of the chairman-in-office, and CiO receives direct reports from 

HLPG. The HLPG, according to its authorization has advanced four planning 

choices that were renewed annually and the details forms were delivered to Parties. 

The involved parties demonstrate their consultation to the implementation of the 

planning. These parties also rely on a veto rights. Even though the OSCE has 

obtained a satisfactory experience in the realm of unarmed monitoring missions, its 

first mission was involving the soldiers according to the post-agreement deployment. 

In order to do this, the u

as well as the authorization of the UN was required. Before to realize the 

deployment of the peacekeeping forces, it was expected the readiness and common 

agreement of the OSCE states, meaning how and when they will contribute the 

troops particularly. The HPLG is a technical organ within the OSCE, therefore, it 

always updates itself following the Minsk Process and its developments.

(236) 

The Ambassador Andrzej Kasprzyk being as a Personal Representative 

locates in Tbilisi, Georgia in regards to the field presence of OSCE. The 

establishment of the Line of Contact was realized under the monitoring mission of 

article. He, together with his assistants visited the borderline to collect the relevant 
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presence within the OSCE Minsk Group in the Nagorno-Karabakh mission as well 

as in Azerbaijan and Armenia. The OSCE offices in Baku and Yerevan do not deal 

with the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

(237)

   

The co-Chairmen and the co-Chair states issued frequent declarations that 

related to the OSCE Minsk Group activities, which commonly happened during the 

G8 or other similar summits. Very rare visits had been observed. The further Minsk 

(238)

  

A meeting between the OSCE CiO, its Personal Representative, the co-

s happens unevenly. 

Recent development in the regulation of the OSCE Minsk Group can be seen in 

several statements from involved parties, a sudden high frequency of informal 

meetings and preparations for a meeting at the highest level this year, as well as the 

visit of OSCE Chair-in-Person Leonid Kozhara to both Azerbaijan and Armenia.

(239) 

The Minsk Group had an intention to organize a conference together with the eleven 

Participating States, which authorized  to contribute an assistance on negotiations of 

t

Nevertheless, it has not been organized yet, whereas the Minsk Group mission still 

valid. In order to support the Minsk Process, the UN Security Council has adopted 

four resolutions calling an immediate withdrawal of the military forces in 1993, 

which was a support for the Peace Process.

 

(240)  

In December 1994, the OSCE Budapest Summit created a co-chairmanship 

consisted of Sweden and Russia in order to the stop the competing mediation 

attempts and reinforces the negotiation process, by giving two necessary missions to 

the Minsk Group. To support the maintenance of the ceasefire status and implement 

peace negotiations for the conclusion of an obtained political agreement on 

                                                           

237

  Thomas De Waal, Remarking the Nagorno-  Carnegie Endowment for 
International Peace, 01.08 2010, https://carnegieendowment.org/2010/08/01/remaking-nagorno-

karabakh-peace-process/3ldh , (27.12.2018) 

238

 Hungarian OSCE Chairmanship, Mandate of the Co-Chairmen of the Conference on Nagorno-
Karabakh under the auspices of the OSCE, Minsk Conference, Doc.525/25, Vienna, March 23, 

1995.  

239

 Amanda Paul -Karabakh: It is time to bring peacekeeping and 

European Policy Center, Discussion Paper, September 

29, 2016, p. 5.  

240

 Highlights,  XII, 2004, 

Vn.Kazimirov.ru,  http://vn.kazimirov.ru/k100eng.htm, (21.12.2018)  



103 

 

termination of the military conflict.  This option was nothing to do with the status of 

Nagorno-Karabakh, which was expectedly remaining on the attention of the Minsk 

Conference. During the Budapest meeting, the deployment of the multinational 

OSCE peacekeeping forces also was declared expressively, whenever the agreement 

was ready to run for. For this reason, the High Level Planning Group (HLPG) was 

established to prepare for this mission.

(241) 

Besides these, in order to regulate its work, the OSCE set up principles. In 

1996, the Lisbon Summit was an opportunity for the Minsk Group to advise three 

main principles in regards to peace settlement: both countries-Azerbaijan and 

Armenian may have territorial integrity, the legal status of Nagorno-Karabakh need 

to be determined in the framework of mutual agreement which allows self-

determination, that should be realized within the high autonomy in Azerbaijan; and 

lastly, the security of the whole inhabitants in Nagorno-Karabakh must be 

guaranteed. Although these pri

Participating States, whereas Armenia raised hands for the resolution.

(242)

 In 

December 30, 1996, the French representative was assigned to prosper the Finnish 

co-chair by the OSCE Chairman-in-Office, however, the decision was confronted 

with the request from Azerbaijan to replace the representative with the United 

States. In order to resolve the confrontation, it was decided to assign US 

representative as an additional third co-chair. Since then these three representatives 

negotiations created a balance on the basis of their interest towards the region, in 

addition, their participation gives more credibility to the peace talks. On the other 

side, France ensures the parties with the full information of the EU about the issue 

accordingly, and the EU has considerable interest over the region as well to establish 

peace.

 (243) 

Azerbaijan and Armenia over the past decades have been represented at 

different levels. The French President Jacques Chirac facilitated the meeting of the 
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Azerbaijan and Armenian presidents in 2001. Both presidents relied on the decision 

Marc

gathering the foreign ministers, which were added to the presidential meetings that 

happened sporadically. The meetings involved the OSCE co-chairs from the 

presidential to the ambassadorial level.

(244) 

- -by-

order to facilitate the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict resolution. The Minsk Group 

mediated the first phase with an intention of terminating the military conflict in the 

region, and arranging the required conditions for the gathering of the Minsk 

Conference. Accordingly, the Minsk Conference handled the second phase, with an 

intention of achieving the significant settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh issue; in 

addition, the final and legal status of the Nagorno-Karabakh should be determined. 

The deployment of the multinational Peacekeeping forces was supplemented as a 

conditional Agreement in the Budapest Summit, would be implemented only after 

the possible consequences of the Agreement. During the Budapest Summit, the 

peace settlement over the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was elaborated with 

comprehensive methodologies, which consist of several successive steps: 

deployment of the Peacekeeping forces, finishing the Agreement, implementation of 

the Agreement, and gathering the Minsk Conference in order to conclude the 

determination of the Nagorno-

(245)

 

 

 

3.1.3.   Contagious Peace Negotiations 

 

After the ceasefire, the agreement between Azerbaijan and Armenia remains 

on some critical points. Regarding Azerbaijan, the territorial integrity is the main 

priority that cannot be compromised. Moreover, Azerbaijan does not agree that the 

final status of Nagorno-
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resolution; more specifically Armenia does not intent to remove military forces from 

the seven occupied districts around Nagorno-Karabakh, and it is to let the 

Azerbaijani refugees and IDPs get back to their homelands. It can be realized only if 

the independence of Nagorno-Karabakh is realized. Neither Azerbaijan not Armenia 

agreed on the details to clarify the voting procedure of who, when, and how it would 

happen. In addition, they did not agree about other conditions beside settlements to 

establish the context of such voting.

(246) 

Since 1992, the co-chairs from Russia, France, and the US had directed the 

mediation efforts by the OSCE Minsk Group. In 1996, the Lisbon Summit was an 

opportunity for the OSCE to call for a resolution on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict 

based on the certain principles as ensuring the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan; 

Nagorno-Karabakh might gain a high degree of self-government within the authority 

of Azerbaijan; and inhabitants, including the region itself should be fully secured. 

Beside Armenia, all the other OSCE members have accepted those principles.

(247) 

To reinforce the settlement process, the Minsk Group introduced two other 

proposals in May and Septem -

by-

achieve an agreement of the all disputed issues as well as Nagorno-

status that would stay as part of Azerbaijan, even though its internal sovereignty 

maintained. However, the Armenian authorities in Karabakh rejected the 

recommended proposal, and agreed on keeping the process, as a serious issue that 

needs to be negotiated between Azerbaijan and Armenia. In contrast, mediators 

-by-

recalling the withdrawal of the Armenian military forces from the seven occupied 

territories. The Lachin province was not included in the list because of its role of 

linking Nagorno-Karabakh and Armenia. Azerbaijani, displaced people would be 

returned to their homes. If all the principles, which were mentioned above, have 

been successfully implemented, then economic embargoes will be lifted, and the 

legal status of Nagorno-Karabakh will be progressed. Azerbaijan at the beginning 

hesitated to accept the principles, but at the end did, on other side Armenia accepted 
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the plan on basis of conditions. The Armenian authorities in Karabakh demanded 

their independence by rejecting the plan and stated that before any talks started their 

independence must be guaranteed. Moreover, Armenians in Yerevan were also 

against the plan and forcefully asked a resignation from the president Levon Ter-

Petrosyan, and instead recalled the previous Robert Kocharian as the de-facto 

president of Nagorno-Karabakh.

(248) 

In 1998, the Minsk Group, which underlined that the relations between the 

-hierarchical and de-

facto introduced the new common state proposal. The proposal did not include 

Nagorno- -jure independence, which will not provide a right of 

separation. The Armenian authorities in Karabakh as well as Armenia per se, 

conditionally accepted the plan. However, Azerbaijan rejected the plan considering 

it as a big loss. The former president of Azerbaijan, Haydar Aliyev, stated the 

unacceptability of the common state from the Azerbaijan side, because Nagorno-

Karabakh should a territorial entity in the territory of Azerbaijan.

(249) 

Further peace talks realized between Haydar Aliyev the president of 

Azerbaijan and his counterpart, Robert Kocharian the president of Armenia. There 

agreement. Unfortunately, the talk stopped with the assassination incident in the 

Armenian parliament that happened in October 1999. 

(250) 

2001 in Key West, Florida and Paris. Both sides introduced a controversial version 

of the talks. However, both sides were informed to start the discussion over based on 

the land swap that explains the Lachin and Meghri corridors. The Lachin corridor 

supposed to be a link between Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh, while Meghri 

supposed to be a corridor between Nakhcevan enclave and Azerbaijan. During the 

process, both Azerbaijan and Armenian presidents refused the claim that they had 

agreed on corridors exchanged which caused the strong domestic criticism. After the 

                                                           

248

 Tabib Huseynov, 

st

 

, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, International Negotiations, Vol.15, Issue.1, January 01, 

2010, p.14-15. 
249

  Huseynov, pp.15, 16. 

250

 

ArmeniaLiberty.org, 04.05. 2005, https://www.azatutyun.am/a/1576814.html, (17.11.2018) 



107 

 

Key West talks, the further negotiation process was paused because of its failure, 

and the process was prolonged until the power change happened in Azerbaijan in 

2003. During that negotiation, the corridor exchanged initiative was defined as an 

unreal and inadmissible for Azerbaijan and Armenia.

(251)

  

In April 2004, Prague was the place where the foreign ministers of 

Azerbaijan and Armenia, which was called as the Prague Process, held another 

meeting. In August 2005, the OSCE Minsk Group in the Commonwealth 

Independent 

the presidents of Azerbaijan and Armenia. Until 2006, the proposals remained as a 

secret file. When an extraordinary move was revealed by the co-chairmen of the 

Minsk Group, the aim revealed as the basic principles were reinforcing pressure over 

the parties to get on mutual agreement on principles and to organize a relevant 

public debate about the issue.

(252) 

In summary these principles stated: abandoning the use of force; periodic 

military removal from the occupied seven districts outside of Nagorno-Karabakh; 

after the withdrawal of the Armenian forces, peacekeeping forces should be 

deployed to the region; the communication between Azerbaijan and Armenia should 

be restored, and the Azerbaijani internally displaced people must be returned to their 

homelands; the status of  Nagorno-Karabakh should be finalized on the basis of the 

mutual voting, but after the return of internally displaced people; the status of 

Nagorno-Karabakh requires considerable international support and supreme 

guarantees before the voting process began.

(253) 

In order to intensify the peace settlement, in November 2007 in Madrid, 

Azerbaijan and Armenia received a document, which was called the Basic 

Principles, which reinforced a peace settlement over the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, 

which was introduced during the ministerial council of the OSCE. That document 

aimed to develop the process as an official proposal reserved by the Chairman-in-

office for the future OSCE Minsk Group negotiations.

(254) 
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The Basic Principles also known as Madrid Principles is considerable 

-by-

Madrid principles for both Azerbaijan and Armenia was making them agree on one 

issue that needs to be discussed, which was the determination of the final status of 

Nagorno-Karabakh. However, this principle would happen only if all other 

necessary measurers satisfied according to the systematic approach, which serves to 

the interests of Azerbaijan. In addition, these measures per se would be implemented 

only after the agreement over the final status of the region has been finalized, which 

serves to the interests of Armeni

the former foreign minister of Armenia, Vardan Oskanian, the parties would start to 

work on the settlement of the conflict only all the basic principles receive full 

agreement by both sides.

(255)

 

Nonentheless, both sides have various approachs towards these principles. 

The particular differences stay valid about the voting process, meaning certain 

questions arose about who, when, and how would vote. There is a common belief 

that the result of these questions might help to reach at conclusion on the peace talks. 

The demand was announced from the Armenian party on conducting election 

particularly in Nagorno-Karabakh and the majority vote should determine the 

decision. In addition, the determination of the final and legal status of  Nagorno-

Karabakh must happen before the Azerbaijani internally displaced people return 

their homelands, obviously their return remains as particular part of the  

negotiations. On the other hand, Azerbaijan demands the election must happen in 

Azerbaijanis should have an equal role on determining Nagorno-

status, but before that they should return to their homelands.

(256) 

principles in a certain way, however, in reality the initiative produced a failure that 

influences all the negotiation process in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Considering 
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the OSCE principles as an application, the political settlement presented confused 

signals, which triggered the confrontation and obstinacy within the parties and they 

legitimately justified their action, which would continue until their interests were 

secured. Between 1992 and 1996, the OSCE was not able to clarify its regime, 

demands and interests. The institutional curb afterward came to the force with the 

decision-making process of the OSCE, which was conducted with three OSCE 

on 

Summit.

(257) 

In December 1993, the meeting of the Rome Council was an opportunity for 

OSCE to present two issues: First is to accept the the application of the UN Security 

Council Resolution 822 considering the immediate measures of the modified 

timetable. Second, before sending the monitoring mission  it should be verfied and 

confusive for the parties, which they understood as an effort for guaranteeing their 

interests and demands. When the OSCE started detailing its first significant peace 

plan, which was contradicted for the first time with an impossoble barrier to 

accomodate the security status, adverses in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Because 

the situation was handled by the organization since it emerged. At this crossroad in 

October 1993, there was a huge hope of the delegation  two months before the Rome 

Council Meeting to make  a substantive progress for the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

Thus, the propose Timetable was convenient proposal for Armenia and Nagorno-

Karabakh, which made them to come up, and mutual agreement that followed 

certain steps: renewal of the bilateral communication, maintaining ceasefire, and 

withdrawal of the military troops. However, acceptance of these measures would be 

submission and total loss for Azerbaijan, therefore, Azerbaijan insisted on the 

withdrawal of the Armenian military troops from their occupied territories and only 

then the broken communication might be restored.

(258) 
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The delegation receved the first draft of the Rome Council document on 

November 16, 1993. The document was about two-pages decision to handle the 

negotiation over Nagorno-Karabakh, which was underling the preparation process of 

ion of the primary 

presence of the OSCE in the area. In the following drafts, the territorial integrity and 

sovereignty of Azerbaijan as well as all other regional states were cited directly by 

the delegations which was immediately rejected by Armenia.  Therefore, the OSCE 

faced with the strong demand of Azerbaijani delagation in order to consider the 

opposing veto of Armenia. However, it was unexpected reaction for delegations that 

made them to get stuck in a dilemma, therefore, the new attempt was to propose the 

new draft in order to cool-down the reaction. 

concern was highlighted on the maintenance of the conflict and it put a compulsion 

over parties to search for a reliable threshold for consensus. However, the Minsk 

 Chairman was unable to gather conflicting parties for this benign consensus 

over Nagorno-Karabakh, which was aimed to include in the final communiqué. 

Surprisingly, Azerbaijan announced its determined position after several hours of 

delay and confusion, w

and territorial integrity either in separate statement or in the final communiqué. The 

entire attempt in the Chairman meeting proved futile, because Azerbaijan refused the 

forwarded statement, and vetoed the entire decision on Nagorno-Karabakh, instead 

(259) 

Over the three years, the OSCE superioring the Lisbon Summit Meeting on 

Nagorno- tedly rotated on the issue of how the 

measures on the right to self-determination and territoral integrity should necessarily 

be applied and understood. Therefore, the issue became unanticipated careening 

block in the following negotiations process on Nagorno-Karabakh. Accordingly, 

their main interests were neglected with certain frustration, and this put the parties 

under the regular burden to make compromise, which was considerably an 

unimportant effort in the framework of the ongoing peace efforts. Between the 

conflicting parties, the ongoing distrust put the OSCE mediation efforts on trouble. 

                                                           

259

 Milanova, p.10. 



111 

 

about the OSCE, which is the only political organ, that is searching for a peace in 

Nagorno-Karabakh. However, in 1994, the OSCE increased its effort to cope with 

these difficulties and unexpected results of the Rome Council Meeting and actually 

take an action on realizing the deployment of the peacekeeping forces in the region 

in or

Minsk Group was to increase the regional confidence building measures by 

strengthening its humanitarian assistance in the influenced states and establishing the 

threshold for deploying its peacekeeping forces to maintain the regional security. 

but continuously it required parallel and consistent talks to achieve a common 

ground for a general agreement on the political settlement, and  even though the 

deployment of the peacekeeping forces was a prior issue on the agenda, it could be 

real deal only after such agreement.

(260) 

Different from Rome Council Meeting, the OSCE Chairman was ahead with 

its other participating states, other than Armenia, and presented a particular 

declaration as a last minute concession consisting of three certain principles aimed to 

be part of the Nagorno-

(261)

 Those principles are giving 

Nagorno-Kara -government, ensurring the territorial 

integrity of Azerbaijan and Armenia, and Nagorno-Karabakh and its population per 

se should be under security gurantee.

(262) 

Four years later in 1998, the conflicting parties received the Min

would presumably allow Azerbaijan and Armenia to build up a non-hierarchical 

relations and of course a de-facto independent Nagorno-Karabakh will be unable to 

puruse a right of one-sided separation.

(263)

  In the published peace proposal, Article 

1, guarantee the common state shall be formed by the mutual cooperation of 

guarantees that Azerbaijan and Nagorno-Karabakh, where the central government 

should be a joint commission, consisting of representatives from each entities. The 

purpose of this plan was triggering Azerbaijan and Nagorno-Karabakh to establish a 
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horizontal relations in between rather than vertical one, which was welcomed by 

Armenia and Stepanakert, but rejected by Baku.

(264)

  

Increasing diplomatic activities and resurgence of the Minsk process were 

o

significant aspect of settlement which included the creation of the horizontal 

relations between Azerbaijan and Nagorno-Karabakh that would eliminate the 

intention of the subordination. According to the proposed plan, there was not a 

possibility of making single change on the arrangements of the common state that 

was related to both sides. Thus, Nagorno-Karabakh would be able to organize its 

own legislative, executive, and juridical bodies, including police and guard system in 

the national level.

(265) 

Normally, the peace negotiations entirely depended on the borderline 

barometer that is the particular measurement for the further healthy peace talks. The 

main purpose was to intensify the negotiation process and maintain the security on 

the borderline, which was very successful in 2009; the time witnessed intensive and 

repeated talks. At the same year borderline was not as secure as expected and not so 

worse to disturb the negotiation process, where only 19 causalities were recorded. 

However, the casualties became intensive after the first half of 2010, which 

influenced the peace talks tremendously and made the negotiations as deadlocked. 

The most anxious issue was about the restoration of the full-scale war on the 

borderline, and both sides will upset the status quo using the heavier weapons to 

keep the balance of power, which consequently caused countable losses. 

Unfortunately, the OSCE is unable to control this kind of unexpected casualties on 

the Line of Contact that is very small, and if sides decide to violate the status quo 

within one night, it happens. Therefore, reinforcing the cease-fire statement is the 

highest priority to cope with these kinds of problems. Possibly, that movement 
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would get resistance from both parties because the monitors would set up their 

mandate in Azerbaijan and in occupied territories outside of Nagorno-Karabakh.

(266)

 

The presidents of Azerbaijan and Armenia realized their next meeting in 

Kazan under the Ru

-up for better deal will happen, but unfortunately, once again 

frustration was the result. The negotiation process was pretty challenging for 

Armenian armies from the occupied territories. Therefore, the Minsk Group 

mediators also welcomed to Kazan meeting in order to change the text within the 

and Azerbaijan showed its opposite position, rejecting the new changes and did not 

accept the document. Because Azerbaijan preannounced its demands stating that 

first five occupied districts should be liberated from the Armenian military forces, 

and next two districts would be following. However, Armenia refused the 

withdrawal of its troops from the Lachin and Kelbadjar districts.

(267) 

The new hope emerged after Nikol Pashinyan came to the power, and 

President of Azerbaijan, Ilham Aliyev and Prime Minister of Armenia Nikol 

Pashinyan met in December 2018, to discuss the reinforcement of the particular 

mechanism in order to maintain the ceasefire status, and prevent border violations. 

The positive side of this initiative was the consequence of the discussion ended up 

revious 

statement concerning the resolution method of Nagorno-Karabakh should be 

January 2019, to revive the suspended Nagorno-Karabakh peace process. Since that 

time the most recent and unplanned meeting between Ilham Aliyev and Nikol 

Pashinyan happened during the World Economic Forum in Davos.

(268)
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Although these superior meetings were behind the closed doors with no press 

involvement, there was no positive development towards the peace settlement 

process, reported by both sides. The main purpose of the meeting was not to form a 

discussion based on concrete decision, but rather sharing certain opinions on related 

issues. However, the series meetings were considered as positive outcome and 

sharing common ideas on certain issues were understood as promising development 

Azerbaijan on December 18, 2018 delivered a speech stating that Baku is willingly 

ready on obtaining Nagorno-

Azerbaijan and the possibility of the economic development certainly would happen 

several other superior government officials in Azerbaijan delivered a statement with 

a similar context, which was a big challenge for Armenian political elites causing an 

internal chaos. The consequence was pointing out Pashinyan as a guilty figure who 

might have had an agreement with Azerbaijan behind the closed doors.

(269) 

Between both parties the recent and last meeting realized in March 29,2019 

in Vienna, where the renewal of the territorial integrity was underlined and proposed 

as an esential issue.  The meeting attained on receiveing collective attention and 

interest from media and experts. During the meeting neither Azerbaijan nor Armenia 

could not enter the discussion on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict settlement. It 

presumably happened because of the recent political change in Armenia and attitute 

was quite unknown. Currently, the negotiation process is restored, and good news 

-Chairs in the meeting. At the 

end of the meeting all the parties including co-chairs demonstrated their positive 

opinions expressively. Accordingly, the outcome of the meeting influenced the co-

chairs adding a positive statement in their mandatory work. In addition, the 

Armenian Prime Minister endorsed the usefulness of the meeting and negotiations. 

same context. However, Azerbaijan unsurprisingly stand on their unchangeable 
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position, in regard to the withdrawal of the Armenian military troops from the 

cupied territories, and this action should be implemented 

resolutions 822, 853, 874, and 884.

(270) 

Table. Chronology of meetings between the Presidents of Azerbaijan and 

Armenia on the settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict:(271),(272) 

DATE AND 

TIME 

CITY VENUE| CONFLICTING PARTIES AND 

MEDIATORS 

1993 

-September 25 

 

-October 8 

 

-December 23 

-Moscow 

 

-Moscow 

 

-Ashgabat 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-State leaders of the Azerbaijan, Armenia and 

Georgia 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

1994 

-September 8 

 

-September 27 

-December 5 

-Moscow 

 

-New York 

-Moscow 

- Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-

th

 session 

- Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

1995 

-February 9 

 

-March 12 

-Almaty 

 

-Copenhagen  

- Commonwealth Independent States  

Leaders  

-United Nations Summit 
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 -Chairs of the 

OSCE Min OSCE-Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe, Vienna, 
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Az rbaycan v  Erm nistan Prezidentl -

[Azerbaijani and Armenian Leaders are expected to meet in Vienna on March 29], 
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-May 8 

-October 24 

-Paris 

-New York 

-50

th

 Anniversary of victory over Fascism  

-50

th

 Anniversary of United Nations 

1996 

-January  

 

-January 18 

 

-April 21 

 

 

-May 12 

 

-June 3 

 

 

-October 25 

 

-December 2 

-Paris 

 

-Moscow 

 

-Luxembourg  

 

 

-Mashad 

 

-Kislovodsk  

 

 

-Moscow 

 

-Lisbon 

-

president Fransua Mittera  

- Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-The ceremony of signing the treaty of 

cooperation and partnership between 

Azerbaijan and EU 

-Opening ceremony of the Mashad-Saraxs-

Tacan railway  

-State leaders of Azerbaijan, Armenia , 

Georgia and Russia in the concern of regional 

conflicts and problems 

-State leaders of the members of the Black 

Sea Economic Cooperation Organization 

-OSCE Lisbon Summit 

1997 

-Mart 28 

 

-April 28 

 

-October 10 

-October 22 

-Moscow 

 

-Istanbul 

 

-Strasbourg  

-Chisinau  

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit  

-Black Sea Economic Cooperation 

Organization/Business Conference 

-  

-  

1998 

-April 28 -Moscow -Commonwealth Independent States  Leaders

Summit 

1999 

-April 1 

 

-April 28 

-Moscow 

 

-Moscow 

-Commonwealth Independent  

Summit 

-Commonwealth Independent States  Leaders
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-July 16 

-August 22 

-September 10 

 

 

-November 18 

 

-Geneva  

-Geneva 

-Yalta 

 

 

-Istanbul 

Summit 

-Practical Meeting Between Parties 

-Practical Meeting Between Parties 

-

Economic Cooperation-21

st

 century towards 

 

-OSCE  Summit 

2000 

-January 24 

 

-January 28 

 

-June 20 

 

-August 18 

 

-September  

-November 30 

-Moscow 

 

-Davos/Yalta 

 

-Moscow 

 

-Yalta 

 

-New York 

-Moscow 

-Commonwealth Independent States  Leaders

Summit 

-World Economic Forum/Commonwealth 

 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-Commonwealth Independent States  Leaders

Summit 

-  

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

2001 

-January 25 

 

-January 26 

-March 4 

-April 3 

-May 31 

 

-August  1 

 

-November 30 

-Strasbourg  

 

-Paris 

-Paris 

-Key-West  

-Minsk 

 

-Sochi 

 

-Moscow 

-Ceremony of the Azer

admission to the Council of Europe 

-Mediation of the President of France 

-Mediation of the President of France 

-Mediation of the United States 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders  

Summit 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

2002 
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-October 6 

 

-November 21 

-Chisinau  

 

-Prague 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-  

2003 

-January 28 

 

-December 11 

-Kiev 

 

-Geneva  

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-World Summit on Information Society  

2004 

-April 28 

-September 15 

-Warsaw 

-Astana 

-European Economic Summit 

-Commonwealth Independent  States Leaders

Summit 

2005 

-May 15 

-August 27 

-Warsaw 

-Kazan 

-European Economic Summit 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit  

2006 

-February 10/11 

-June  4 

 

-November 28 

-Rambuy 

-Brussels  

 

-Minsk 

-Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group 

-Black Sea Forum for Dialogue and 

Partnership 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

2007 

-June 9 -Sank-

Petersburg  

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

2008 

-June 6 

 

-November 2 

-Sank-

Petersburg  

-Moscow 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-Mediation of the President of Russia in Mayn 

Dorf Residence 

2009 

-January 28 

-May 7 

-Zurich 

-Prague 

-Practical Meeting Between Parties 

-Southern Gas Corridor and Great Silk Way 
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-June 4 

 

-July 17-18 

-October 8 

 

-November 22 

 

-Sank-

Petersburg 

-Moscow 

-Chisinau  

 

-Munich 

Summit 

-Mediation of the President of Russia  

 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

-Commonwealth Independent States Leaders

Summit 

-Practical Meeting Between Parties 

2010 

-January 25 

-June 17 

 

-October 27 

-Sochi 

-Sank-

Petersburg 

-Astrakhan 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

2011 

-March  5 

-June 24 

-Sochi 

-Kazan 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

2012 

-January 23 -Sochi -Mediation of the President of Russia 

2013 

-November 19 -Vienna -Practical Meeting Between Parties 

2014 

-August 10 

-September 4 

-October 27 

-Sochi 

-Newport  

-Paris 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

-Mediation of the US  State Secretary  

-Mediation of the President of France 

2015 

-December 19 -Bern -Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group 

2016 

-May 16 

-June 20 

-Vienna 

-Sank-

Petersburg  

-Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group 

-Mediation of the President of Russia 

2017 

-October 16 -Geneva  -Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group  

2018 
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-September 28 

 

-December 5 

-December 6 

 

-Dushanbe 

 

-Milan 

-Sank-

Petersburg  

-

Summit 

-Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group 

-

Summit 

2019 

-January 16 

 

 

-January 22 

-March 29 

-Paris 

 

 

-Davos 

-Vienna  

-Foreign Ministers of Conflicting Parties 

under the supervision of the Co-Chairs of the 

OSCE Minsk Group  

-World Economic Forum 

-Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group 

 

 

3.2.   CONSTANT BORDER CLASHES AND NEW CHALLENGE FOR  

         REGIONAL SECURITY AND PEACE PROCESS 

3.2.1. Constant ceasefire violations: April War-2016 

 

The conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh since 1994 remains unresolved to this 

day, and outbreaks of fighting erupt periodically along the 160-mile so-

of Contact . Since 1994, there have been over 7,000 ceasefire violations. In April 

2016, the most serious outbreak of violence in over two decades erupted-the so-

, which caused the death of at least 200 people. The conflict 

saw Azerbaijan take control of two strategic heights in addition to other modest 

gains, since 1994 ceasefire agreement representing . 

These gains were seen in Baku as a major psychological and military victory. 

Yerevan, for its part, downplayed the loss of territory it described as limited and as 

having no tactical or strategic importance. The flare-up in fighting ended with 

another Russian-mediated ceasefire agreement, which has largely held. Broader 

implications of the war seem, in some ways, self-perpetuating. For example, because 

of the displacements related to the conf

Armenians and no Azerbaijanis living in Armenia. The border between two 

countries remains sealed and painful memories from the water continue to fuel 



121 

 

mutual mistrust. The unresolved conflict also translates into lost economic 

opportunities for the region, including hampering regional economic flows. For 

instance, it serves as a wedge between Armenia and Turkey (which is allied with 

Azerbaijan). Obviously, both sides condemn each other on violating the ceasefire, 

and attacking first on borderline. However, to find out the truth is better to look for 

neutral sources in to order to measure the objectivity.

(273) 

After the 1994 ceasefire agreement, the borderline casualties were quite rare, 

however, the serious ceasefire violation happened in 2008, and continuously evolved 

years.

(274) 

In March 4, 2008 right after the election protests in Armenia, the skirmishes 

erupted in Mardakert. In skirmishes, ethnic Azerbaijanis

 (275)

 and Armenians

 (276)

 got 

into a heaviest fighting, which was a serious confrontation after the bloodiest 

Nagorno-Karabakh war that ended up with a ceasefire in 1994.

 

(277) 

 Azerbaijan was 

strongly accused on the Armenian media sources as Azerbaijan struggle was on 

using the ongoing crisis in Armenia as an advantage. On the other side, Azerbaijan 

sources brought counter arguments stating that the Armenian government was trying 

to turn the attention from internal dynamic in different direction. Subsequently after 

adopted the  Resolution 62/243 voted 39 in favor, and 7 against, which was strongly 

ritories should be immediately cleaned 

from the Armenian forces, that was recorded in March 14, 2008.

(278) 
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 Meeting (AM), GA/10693, Un.org, 10.03. 2008, 
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The Nagorno-Karabakh skirmishes evolved in February 2010. The Line of 

Contact was observed with an exchange of gunfire on February 18, between the 

Karabakh Armenians and Azerbaijan soldiers. Right after the incident Azerbaijan 

claimed its accusation on the Armenian military forces of targeting several positions 

in Azerbaijan, and the Armenian force oba, Yusifcanli, 

Tap Qaraqoyunlu, Cavahirli, and Qapanli villages, in addition, snipers and small 

soldiers from Azerbaijan side.

(279),(280)

  

This incident accelerated the border clashes and intensive casualities 

increasingly. Even, increasing percentage of the border clashes and frequent 

casualities approved by the  Armenian authorities in Nagorno-Karabakh as 53% 

higher in 2010. At the same year during August and September, the Line of Contact 

welcomed from three to eight daily exchanges of gunfire, which lasted around ten 

minutes on its different parts. The exchange of gunfire occurred on the limited 

territory specifically not over the line of contact; however, later on the incidents 

emerged beyond the line of contact and even much broader landscape.

(281) 

Although the information on the ceasefire violations is controversial, the fact 

proves that the recent confrontation is organized.

 (282) 

During the Mardakert skirmishes in 2010, the Nagorno-Karabakh ceasefire 

was violated several times quite frequently. The skirmishes mostly took place in the 

line of contact where the Armenian military forces from the de-facto independent 
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In entire year of 2010, the number of death soldiers counted at least 25, which were nineteen in 2009. 

However, the number of killed soldiers was less than 30 in 2008, which preannounced their belief on 

the casualty figures in reality were much higher. In February 18, 2010, one sniper shot killed three 

and wounded one Azerbaijani soldier. In 2010, the most violently serious fighting erupted between 

June 18-19 in North-Eastern Nagorno-Karabakh area near the left Chayli village. The confrontation 

caused five dead soldiers, one Azerbaijani and four Armenian. Thus, experts from Azerbaijan 

claimed that number of killed Armenian soldiers were several dozen which happened overnight raid, 

where the attack was carried out by alone Mubariz Ibrahimov. 
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but unrecognized Nagorno-Karabakh region and the Azerbaijani military forces 

confronted. Reportedly, the accusation was always jumping from one site to another. 

However, since 1994 ceasefire, and since 2008 Mardakert skirmishes this one was 

considered the worst violation within two years and caused the Armenian forces to 

face up with heaviest calamities.

(283)

 

Between the conflicting parties, the eruption of the new border clashes 

coincided between 2011 and 2013.

(284)

 In next year at late April through early June, 

new border clashes erupted between Azerbaijan and Armenian military forces. At 

the beginning Azerbaijan disprove the accusation of arms fire on the line of contact 

or death of any Azerbaijani soldier, instead announced the result of the incident with 

three Armenian soldiers were killed between the internal confrontation within the 

Armenian army.

(285),(286)

 

The border violence between Azerbaijan and Armenia made Russia to have 

prompt warning statement to both sides to stop the confrontation.

(287),(288)
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Three Nagorno-Karabakh soldiers were killed in late April 2011 border clashes, interim fight left one 
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The official confirmation released by the Ministry of Defense of Azerbaijan, stating the death of five 

Azerbaijani soldiers during the skirmishes happened on June 5. During the confrontation, four of 

them died while fighting, and last one got a distance shot and died later. Azerbaijan reported the 

reason of the fighting happened because of the territorial violations by the Armenian subversive 

group through the Ashagi Askipara village. In 2014 by June 20, both sides occurred again for new 

border clashes and consequently the confrontation left 16 dead bodies to both sides. At the same year 

on August 2, eight soldiers were killed within the three days of confrontation, reported authorities in 

Azerbaijan. The Ministry Defense of Azerbaijan released with its statement on its official website 

showing the exact number of killed soldiers is eight. Moreover, the Defense Ministry explained the 

main reason of the escalation of the clashes was because of the several subversive Armenian 

al reported delivered further 

statistic of the four wounded soldiers. Accordingly, the Armenian military troops had big losses after 

the shooting that pushed them back, also placed on the official website of Ministry of Defense of 

Azerbaijan, on Friday. In the Gazakh province in Azerbaijan, another gunfire exchange erupted and 

left two dead soldiers to Azerbaijani troops. On July 31, on the border clashes two Armenian soldiers 

killed. Reportedly, The Ministry of Defense of Azerbaijan announced that the ceasefire had been 

violated 96 times within the 24 hours on July 31. 
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In spite of series international warning, new bloody war erupted between 

Azerbaijan and Armenia on April 2-5, 2016. No matter the interstate conflict was on 

the status of ceasefire and literally it was called as frozen conflict, international eyes 

turned out to the region and warned the parties of being in a new war.

(289) 

Since ceasefire agreement, the stability in the region was quite satisfactory 

but security was not guaranteed, because the frequent border clashes triggered both 

sides to violate the ceasefire. Border clashes continued parallel with other regional 

development and dynamics: Azerbaijan became regional economic power by 

intensifying its gas and oil production and gained political and economic confidence 

as an exporter; on the other side Armenia build up strong security relations with 

Russia and became good ally of Russia; reinforcement on fortifying of the 

jurisdiction in Nagorno-Karabakh continued; and the Minsk Group mediation 

process continued slowly, considering that the OSCE Minsk Group is the only 

political organ handling the peace negotiation process between Azerbaijan and 

Armenia since 1992. The interstate violence has concentrated mainly on 160-mile 

long de-facto borderline along between Azerbaijan and Armenia. Azerbaijan and 

Armenia obtained a different Line of Contact (LoC) in comparison to other de-facto 

boundaries between South Ossetia and Abkhazia (until 2008), Transnistria and their 

located states. The Line of Contacts is separated with the strong fortifications 

between two sides, bridled with 20,000 strong armies, and only within the rare 

diplomatic event, crossing the line very rarely happened. The Line of Contact is 
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international peacekeeping forces are not realized yet.

(290) 

The fighting reportedly erupted in the early hour of April 2, in Nagorno-

Karabakh and the unexpected violence popped out in the news. Until April 2016, the 

post-Soviet region South Caucasus purportedly had been forgotten by the world, 

nevertheless, in borderline frequent ceasefire violations occurred. By this incident 

the region regained its place in the international agenda, because of its eruption 

became a regional security threat where the nationalistic and more powerful players 

as neighbors winked to each other. The Line of Contact hosted a volatile fighting 

between sides, where the constant ceasefire violations erupted and all of a sudden 

fighting escalated when Azerbaijan realized carefully prepared major into effect 

offensively which surprised Armenia. Therefore, Armenian Ministry of Defense was 

in hardship, did not know to figure out the situation and deliver on its first report. 

Yet, authorities in Nagorno-Karabakh at the beginning disregarded the seriousness 

of this borderline friction.

(291) 

The fighting between 2-

According to the consequences of the short war in terms of military equipment and 

soldier loses, it is considered bloodiest fighting between two sides since 1994 

ceasefire. The particular disruption of the conflict established a condition that 

Azerbaijan and Armenia get closest confrontation. Once again, the border clashes 

and ceasefire violations quite frequently and intensively erupted and increased in the 

line of contact over the past two decades. On March 2016, Azerbaijan and Armenian 

presidents were coming back from the Nuclear Summit organized in Washington. 

Washington meeting handled several key issues, specifically their bilateral relations 

and certain area developments, however, the US also delivered its position as critical 

as expected over the democratic credentials. The Aze

was affirmed by US leadership.

(292)

 The discussion circled around about the start of 

the April War right after the summit linked to the criticism and disappointment that 
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Azerbaijan faces in the summit. However, if this probability were a true story, then 

the Armenian President would have materialized it, because he was in the same 

summit. Obviously, Baku did not overestimated the role of the US more specifically 

-Karabakh conflict settlement,  

situation was quite outgoing.

(293)

 In the summit it was expected that many unclear 

issues would be clarified, and US Assistant Secretary of State for European, Victoria 

Nuland demonstrated his role by blocking the resolution, that in January, 2016 the 

Parliamentary Assembly of Council of Europe rejected the resolution in Karabakh. 

However, the territorial integrity issue was highlighted by the resolution.

(294) 

mainly economic failure. This story would have been issue that is more sensible if 

the fighting coincided in January 2016, because regional protests occurred in 2015 

against the price hike

dollar. In that moment, an official initiative to impose the internal perplexity to 

have been a strong argument. On the contrary, devaluation over the national 

currency reinforced Baku leadership to empower the political stability, considering 

its international investments on mega gas projects required high and urgent security. 

Current insecurity in the region is deterring the potential investors to turn their heads 

toward the region, because as long as the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was and is 

signaling the possibility of war no matter the stability is validated under the 

ceasefire, the April war once again proved that their fears are credible. One the 

-Anatolian Natural 

requests of Baku were pending from the European Investment Bank (EIB), they 
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which Baku managed it by the early February 2016.

(295) 

Actually, the fundamental background of the April War had been already 

signaled in 2014 skirmishes in the Line of Contact, where the intensity of the border 

clashes were messaging the upcoming skirmishes would be worse. Both sides used 

heavy military equipment, which empowered and allowed commanders on both 

sides to deploy these heavy equipment on the Line of Contact.

(296) 

Since the early 

2016, Armenia moved to active deterrence strategy from a immobile defense mode. 

In the April War, this was his very aggressive and offensive response to the restarted 

conflict. However, there was internal claim in Armenia the by local experts, stating 

that manifesto actually comes from the 2014 August skirmishes and Armenia 

actually changed its strategy at that time.

(297) 

 This deterrence strategy intended to 

ll out of front line, which 

certainly would suspend the skirmishes as a result. However, Azerbaijan reported 

that its military forces on the borderline gave active response towards the increase 

fire from Armenia, which caused heavy losses for Armenia in March 2016.

(298)

 

became most likely an incentive for Azerbaijan to give unequal excessive response 

to Armenia in the April War. Once again Azerbaijan proved with the April War, that 

its territorial loss is not reconcilable, and will never reconcile and even compromise 

for it.

(299) 

According to Azerbaijan, the reason for the April War 2016 was the intensive 

military provocation from Armenia in the entire year. For this reason, Azerbaijan as 

a response developed a small-scale operations strategy in Karabakh, which means 
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Controlled Conflicted Strategy. The situation was convenient for Azerbaijan to go 

even beyond the small-scale operations, to conduct full-scale war in Karabakh. By 

this active operations several important and strategic locations around Karabakh, 

where recaptured by Azerbaijan military forces, which were Leletepe, Seysulan, and 

Talish.

 

Thus, Azerbaijan was acting impatiently towards the status quo regime, 

because of its tremendous oil and gas richness pushed country to invest huge 

amount of money on a military build-up. Azerbaijan in 2015, spent 3 billion 

dollars on its military, which was higher than entire national budget of 

Armenia.

(300),(301),(302)

 

  

 

The Ministry of Defense of Azerbaijan on April 5, announced that bilateral 

ceasefire was handled already, which was attained in Moscow. The reason for this 

sharp decision was that the Armenian forces used mortars with 60, 82, and 120mm 

which covered Tapgaraqoyunlu settlement belongs to Goychay region in 

Azerbaijan.

(303) 

 Azerbaijan authorities alleged accordingly the high caliber artillery 

was targeted by Armenian forces towards the mosque in Azerbaijan, particularly 

Ahmadagali settlement where  it killed one civilian.

(304)

 Russian press reportedly 

(305)
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Samvel Babayan as the former Minister of Defense of de-facto Nagorno-

Karabakh stated that Azerbaijan military forces recaptured territories, which were 

strategically important, and they recaptured within one hour.

(306)

  

The international reactions were quite diverse. Federica Mogherini, the High 

Representative of the European Union for Foreign Affairs urged the conflicting 

parties, to terminate the fighting immediately and resume the ceasefire.

(307)

 Ban Ki-

Moon the former Secretary General of United Nations demanded all the parties got 

involved into the conflict pursue an immediate stop of exchanging fires and rely on 

ceasefire agreement.

(308)

 Pedro Agramun as the Parliamentary Assembly of the 

Council of Europe-PACE sent an immediate call to the conflicting parties to stand 

for ceasefire and proceed the peace negotiations. In addition, he called Armenia to 

conduct an immediate withdrawal from the occupied territories of Azerbaijan in 

consent to the United Nations Security Resolutions.

(309) 

The co-Chairs of the Minsk 

Group on its side delivered its expression, stating the along the line of contact in 

Nagorno-Karabakh, the full-scale violence resulted bloodiest war, therefore, co-

Chairs strongly criticized the both sides that got into this full-scale of fighting, which 

regrettably caused many pointless loss of soldiers, including civilians.

(310)

 Therefore, 

uss the 

entitled incidents.

(311) 

-

conflict resolution process positively, instead the border clashes were escalated in 

following years. According to the Thomas De Waal, is an author of the 
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fighting, both parties went back to their corners and became a bit quite unlikely, 

because of any possible upcoming violence would be hard to accommodate in 

comparison to previous ones.

(312)

  

 

 

3.2.2. Obstacles for Peace 

 

Certainly, a common question asked since 1994, is what are the fundamental 

and updated obstacles for peace? The answers could be various. Perhaps, Azerbaijan 

does not want to compromise its territorial integrity and asks Armenia to withdraw 

its militants with no conditions. On the contrary, Armenia has no intention to rely on 

that demand, but is on the table for peace talks. Furthermore, the Minsk Group still 

handles the negotiation process with no positive hope. The Nagorno-Karabakh 

among the mediators postpones or slows down the negotiation process. For instance, 

the mediators in the OSCE Minsk Group did not demonstrate impartiality while 

mediating the peace talks, therefore, the peace settlement process remains 

ineffective.

(313) 

not bring positive change over the peace talks, considering the conflicting parties 

obtained a belief that that  mediators pursue a lack of impartiality. Considering that 

mediators are the only power to reconcile the conflict, the expectation is very high 

about their influence  on the meditation. The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict since the 

1994 involved three main international organizations to pursue the mediation and 

peace settlement process. These are, CSCE-Conference on Security and Cooperation 

in Europe, which later turned out to become the OSCE, UNSC-United Nations 

Security Council, and CIS-Commonwealth of Independent States. Individually each 

organization pursues its own vision, role, strategy and position in the mediation 
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process, by offering various solutions, however, until now none of them have 

achieved a positive result over the conflict. Whenever they acted actively the 

interests. All the organizational mediators were lacking on bring an effective 

measure to end the peace settlement. Presumably, it happens because of their power 

demonstration and competition, which has better instruments to conduct. The 

problem emerges when the mediators act not according to the organizational 

principles but out of these principles, quite often they contradict each other. In order 

role in that arena to increase their own role actively in order to achieve a better 

result. Although the competition on mediation is ongoing among the organizations 

there is no positive impact on conflict settlement, and this competition has preserved 

the conflict until now.

(314)  

Thus, the biggest obstacle in the Nagorno-Karabakh peace 

settlement has been observed as less impartial and dishonest mediation. Considering 

the imperfect role of the OSCE Minsk Group, as well as the impossibility of the 

conflicting parties to get along for a separate negotiation, attraction of the regional 

energy richness for international and regional actors over the trade routes, leads to 

rethink the role of the mediators over the peace process. Nevertheless, the OSCE 

Minsk Group is the only political organ involved in active mediation process yet in 

time it became inactive. The co-chairs lost their credibility and trustworthiness by 

pursuing lack of impartiality on peace settlement process, and they presumably lost 

their certain interest to bring peace settlement over the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, 

considering the geopolitical situation has been evolved in the South Caucasus and 

security dynamics became complex. The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict settlement 

requires a new progressive, politically credible, promising mediator to handle the 

peace process for achieving a result as earlier as possible.

(315)

 

 

As long as the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict remains unsettled, the regional 

security and stability will be under the threat and peace will be a utopic notion. It 

will threaten the potential regional cooperation in the South Caucasus and regional 

development will remain under question. The April War in 2016, once again proved 

that the status of the conflict is not frozen, but always ready to be changed 
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dangerously. Antonio Guterres as the United Nations Secretary General once again 

approved that the Nagorno-

term, because it was frequently related to the conflicts in Europe. He additionally 

rose a fact stating that as long as the peace agreement did not signed bilaterally and 

has gone into force, then the danger in the South Caucasus over the Nagorno-

Ka

(316) 

 

The governments also have to pay attention to the public support. Without 

public approval, the implementation of the peace process will prove futile. The 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict negotiations presumably considered one of the high 

ranked peace talks in the world with its most reticent and least inclusive peace 

talks.

(317)
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CHAPTER IV: 

SECURITY IMPLICATIONS AND RESOLUTION OF THE  

NAGORNO- KARABAKH CONFLICT 

 

4.1. SECURITY IMPLICATIONS   

            4.1.1.    Azerbaijan and Armenia Relations as a Security Dilemma 

 

The analysis of the security framework about the interstate conflict in the 

South Caucasus based on Security Dilemma is very crucial. The South Caucasus 

countries did not have a separate army during the Soviet Union period, and their 

men citizens have to complete a military service under the auspices of the Union. 

Moscow was applying a policy not allowing to have military of their own them.

(318) 

 

This lack of military training negatively influenced Azerbaijan during the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict. First of all, after the dissolution of the Soviet Union in December 

1991

(319)

, the South Caucasus states got independence. After having and with this 

independence Armenia and Azerbaijan involved in a regional ethnic conflict which 

turned out to be an interstate conflict during 1988-1994.

(320) 

Non-of the states had  

enough munitions to fight. While the Azerbaijani people were using hunting guns 

(321)

 numbered military battalion stood on the side of 

Armenia, particularly on conducting Khojaly genocide on 26 February 1992.

(322)

  

 After the 1994 cease-fire agreement

 (323) 

(324) 

and its oil industry boosted up tremendously. 

Besides other sectors, increasing its military capabilities with high level of 
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technologies and munitions became one of the state priorities as far as being on war 

(325)

 billion 

Azerbaijani manat, and it in 2019 it became around 2 billion was 4.6% higher than 

the previous year comparatively.

(326)

 On the other hand, Armenian military budget 

was 600 million dollar in 2018, and they intended to increase military expenditure in 

2019 in order not to be behind Azerbaijan considering they are in conflict.

(327) 

Through the lens of Security Dilemma, some important factors should be 

underlined in Armenian Azerbaijan relations despite that both countries are in the 

condition of cease-fire and protecting status quo.

(328)

 Both parties have been 

struggling on peaceful settlement after the bloody war, both sides have been 

publicizing military development by demonstrating their defensive readiness for any 

offensive action. Azerbaijan for the defensive purposes produced its several material 

rifles-snipers; famous one is Istiglal IST-14-5 Anti Material Rifle, which was 

recorded in 2008 and unveiled in 2009. The Jordanian, Pakistan, uses these Turkish 

armies beside Azerbaijan. These weapons have been particularly leading to a 

security dilemma.

(329)

  

 After the Nagorno-Karabakh war the UN Security Council has adopted 

several resolutions articles such as 822, 853, 874 and 884

(330)

 stating that Armenia 

must withdraw its military forces the occupied territories of Azerbaijan. Yet, the UN 

could not resolve the conflict. Thus, Azerbaijan felt that it has to maximize its 

offensive and defensive capabilities. For examples, Azerbaijan held an agreement 
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with Pakistan to buy 24 JF-17 war jets for 500 million dollars.

(331)

 Furthermore, 

Azerbaijan bought Hermes 900 type suicide drones from Israel in 2017 for 17 

million dollars. Nevertheless, these weapons are also leading to a security 

dilemma.

(332)

    

In 

2018, Armenia brought additional weapons and military equipment, from Russia for 

100 million dollars loan such as Kornet-E type laser-guided anti-tank missiles.

(333)

  

 Apparently, neither Armenia nor Azerbaijan has conflict of interest, and 

occasional border clashes or ceasefire violations were not actual-violent conflicts, 

because of the signed ceasefire agreement and compliance with the status quo. 

However, misperception and security dilemma in regards to defensive weapons 

sometimes has accelerated violence, which happened in the 

April 2016.

(334)

  

Azerbaijan with its boosted economic richness and giant investment on 

military sector, gives an offensive concern to Armenia by signaling that a new war is 

inevitable. This misperception and uncertainty of the real objective of Azerbaijan is 

hastening Armenia to increase its military capability.

(335) 

By this reality Azerbaijan 

stands on a defensive but mostly an offensive position, because of its intention to 

retain the lost territories. Azerbaijan holds peace negotiations or stays ready to 

defend any attack. This situation explains that security dilemma proves futile, 

meaning that maximizing its own military capability Azerbaijan has no intention to 
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start a new war by violating the ceasefire agreement and status quo, however, 

unintentionally causes fear in Armenia for an offensive attack.

(336)

 

Nonetheless, Azerbaijan and Armenian relations are quite tense now. The 

situation can go from calm into actual violent conflict. Yet, both sides believe that 

this conflict is reconcilable which was also stated by the newly elected prime-

minister of Armenia, Nikol Pashinyan on his interview to the Deutsche Welle 

service.

(337) 

Once again, it proves that security dilemma is evident. Lack of malign 

intention to operate is core requirement in security dilemma, meaning that between 

the two states, on the moment both sides are threatening each other unintentionally. 

Additionally, security dilemma is not either psychological or perceptual but very 

structural by origin, because security dilemma can be productive by only where the 

self-help is very competitive.

(338)

 In short, Azerbaijan and Armenian conflict was 

driven by the misperception and security dilemma.

(339)

 

The Security Dilemma emerges in Azerbaijan and Armenia relations as 

deterrence model rather than spiral model. Clear difference between these two 

models is the intention of the parties. Broadly, deterrence model emphasizes the 

malign intention of state-meaning one state may keep itself secure only by deterring 

other state. However, the state of intention in the spiral model is benign. None of the 

aggressive because of the misperceived atmosphere. Considering that, Azerbaijan is 

trying to make the situation better for itself by increasing its military procurement 

and weaponry technology to deter a real aggressor. But it has no intention to go 

attack.

(340)
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            4.1.2.   Challenges on Regional Security in the long-run 

 

In fact, more than 25 years has passed since the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

Yet still no positive result has been obtained.

(341)

 Considerably, conflict in and 

around Nagorno-Karabakh is a main threat for the regional security and peace in the 

South Caucasus. This does not only violate political integration, but being a potential 

transit zone to the region that links the Caucasus to Europe for trade.

(342)

 After the 

cease- -  

Nevertheless, situation-triggered sides go into an actual war sometimes. The 

Nagorno-Karabakh region including seven surrounding regions also got affected. 

Beside the negative impact on the Azerbaijan and Armenian humanitarian, 

geopolitical, and economic situation, the region got isolated completely. Yet this 

region is very rich with its natural resources and potentials of tourism. Because of 

the war, Azerbaijan citizens cannot go to the other side. Agricultural, economic and 

social infrastructure should be developed.

(343) 

Nagorno-Karabakh was known with its natural resources such as mineral 

water

 (344)

 and gold

 (345)

 and platinum. The region used to be agriculturally strategic 

zone for the Azerbaijani farmers in regards to easy irrigation. After the territorial 

ich caused food 

crises during the first stage of war. The irrigation system collapsed after the conflict, 

that made drastic damage in the and for the government it 

took almost a decade to build up a new one. Negative impact of the conflict did not 

limit itself with Azerbaijan only; Armenia could not 
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resources because of the destroyed infrastructure and poor economy, but instead 

focused on deploying its armies in the region.

(346) 

Another negative impact of the conflict resulted with the huge number of 

migration flow- around 1 million Internal Displaced Persons (IDPs) fled out of 

conflicted area and lived in tends more than decades and later on the Azerbaijani 

government reestablished new settlement for them.

(347)

  

April Four Day War in 2016 showed up once again the conflict in the 

Nagorno-Karabakh is a threat for the regional security in many terms. Four days 

perhaps do not seem long for an actual violence, however, its consequences have 

made actors to rethink, which influenced civilians, private border infrastructure, 

regional economy, and damaged interstate peace negotiations. The Azerbaijani 

Ministry of Defense reported that, during the short war, around 232 private houses, 

necessary parts of gas and water pipes, 3 electric substations, and 99 electric poles 

had been destroyed.

(348)

 The Four Day War proved that in the region as long as the 

situation is struggling among no peace and no war, then anxiety for future still 

remains.

(349)

 

The conflict affects not only the regional actors but also international actors. 

Strategically, Azerbaijan carries its two oil and gas pipelines via western part of 

Azerbaijan that passes near the conflicting areas. Any possible conflict could put the 

regional trade in danger, and the hopes of Europe of being independent from the 

Russian energy could fail.

(350)

 

 It is undeniable fact that neither conflicted parties Armenia and Azerbaijan 

nor none of the external actors wants any upcoming violent conflict in the region. 

However, no one guarantees that in the future single border clashes will not escalate 
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into a bloody war. The uncertainty in the borderline is very dangerous and it may 

happen within a night. Therefore, the situation in the region is kind of ready bomb to 

blast and to spill over internationally.

(351) 

The expectation from the international involvement is too high, that is also 

very paradoxical that, considering one of the co-Chairs of the Minsk Group is 

Russia. From time to time, it handles the mediation role separately, but at the same 

time supplying Armenia and Azerbaijan with military munitions, which influences 

the perception of each country. Broadly, Armenia is prioritizing its security; in order 

to prevent the possible violence that could emerge towards its community. By 

contrast, Azerbaijan is currently dominated by an unfavorable 

status quo, because of the territories of Azerbaijan are seen as under the foreign 

occupation. Azerbaijan rejects the policy on tightening security measures along the 

Line of Contact and wait the security arrangements and involvement of international 

powers which is seen stagnating the return of its territorial integrity.

(352)

   

 

           4.1.3.   Insecurity in the Region and Armenian Terror Attacks  

 

The region is very unsecure politically because of the unresolved conflict and 

inexistence of the regional peace settlement. The internal security for Azerbaijan 

became main priority. However, after the end of the bloody war, the Azerbaijani 

government was not fully capable to have a systematic security plan. Yet the 

ect any security threat beside the border clashes with 

Armenia.

(353) 

The Azerbaijani government underestimated the first terroristic attack that 

can come from Armenia. In 1994 March 19, Baku metro station a bomb was blasted 

by the Armenian Intelligence Service. According to the ANS PRESS, during the 

blast 14 people died, and 49 people wounded. Among the dead bodies national artist 
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of Azerbaijan, Rafiq Babayev

(354)

 was found. The court proved that the terror attack 

organized by the Armenian Intelligence service and operated by the separatist 

(355)

 lesgi

(356)

 organizational members. The truth released the separatist 

 had been several times in Armenia since 1992, and very 

closely participated on the formation, financing and arming of the Armenian 

National Security Department. In 1992, April and May, around 30 people with 

Lezgin nationality but citizens of Azerbaijan, took part in particular terror attacks 

preparation in the Lusakert district located in Nairi region of Armenia. During the 

investigation it was released that they also intended to bomb Nizami metro station, 

Republican Palace, and Baku Flash Light Factory.

(357)

 

 -

were known for the first time with the blast happened in Abu 

Bakir Mosque, Baku in 2008 August 17. According to the findings, the intention of 

the blast was part of the terror operation, and therefore, further investigation process 

was pursued by . In the same year, the 

Ministry of National Security of Azerbaijan conducted an operation capturing 26 

and plenty of weapons, hand bombs, schemes and 

tools for preparing bombs, special communication tools, various maps and so forth 

had taken off. During the investigation they claimed many other facts happened and 

stayed mysterious within the country.

(358)(359) 

ith an intention of creating 

using their guerrilla tactics. The radical group was active in Dagistan, Chechniya 

particularly. It is important to differentiate the Forest Brothers who resisted the 
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Soviet Union occupation after the World War II. According to the Azerbaijani and 

Russian media in 2008, Ilgar Mollachiyev established the Forest Brothers as a 

Dagestani branch in Azerbaijan, Sumgayit rayon, which was called jamaat 

connecting with the Quba, and Qusar jamaat the branch was comprised.

(360)

 

The next terror attack happened in April 30, 2009, at the State Oil Academy 

of Azerbaijan. Qadirov Farda was a citizen of Georgia who was born in 1980, 

Oil Mine faculties were located, and shot everybody. Consequently, 13 people were 

wounded and 13 people were killed. At the end, he had committed suicide when he 

realized police surround the building. On his dead body, three cartridges and two 

pistols were found, with the capacity of 71 bullets. After the incident, the 

investigation asserted that the organizer of the terror attacks was Mardun 

Gumashyan from Georgia. The fact proved that Gumashyan 

(361)

 promised to pay 

50.000 dollars to the killer.

(362)

 

 

Obviously, the Azerbaijani government took the intensive security control, 

calculating all the risks. The government started to promote multiculturalism 

(363)

 

and tolerance, as a state policy with various reasons. Firstly, Azerbaijan is 

multiethnic and multi-religious country, which embraces all minorities. 9,4% of the 

population of the Azerbaijan holds different cultures, religions, and traditions, 

including Armenians after the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict.

(364)

 Second, according to 

the constitution religion is apart from state. Thirdly, legally all the citizens no matter 

from which ethnic and religious background have protection guaranteed under the 

national law.

(365)

 The French political scientist, Olivier Roy  
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Azerbaijan is probably the only country where there are still mixed mosques and 

(366)

 

In general, population of Azerbaijan is Shia Muslim, and country is known as 

a Muslim country. This put Azerbaijan on the attention of Iran, considering that Iran 

is a Shia Muslim country, and has high influence on the religious enlightenment.

(367) 

November 25. Nardaran is the engaged district to Baku with the 10 thousands 

habitation. The settlement is known with its strong Shia believers. During the 

incident, police faced with the civil militants used weapon and hand bomb. On the 

counter attack, four radical militants were killed and some were wounded. The 

belligerents killed two servicemen. After the disarmament operation by the 

government, Taleh Bagirzade-

15 others were arrested. The investigation proved that the incident was targeted to 

nd Iran had finger on that.

(368)

  

All these incidents give brief understanding that attacking to the internal 

security proved futile, but what if radical groups intend to bring chaos on multi-state 

regional energy project? Turkey is sharing borders with Armenia and Azerbaijan. In 

the last couple of years, Turkey has been targeted by the terror attacks in various 

cities. Syrian refugee flows used Turkey as a bridge and ISIS 

(369)

 terrorist groups 

used this chaotic moment to operate several blasts within the country. In 2015 June 

5, after the attack of ISIS, five people killed. 

explosion killed 33 people. October 10, Ankara was attacked by ISIS suicide bomb 

that killed 101 people. In 2016 October 12, ISIS suicide bomb killed 11 people in 

Istanbul Sultan Ahmet square that tourist group. In 2016 June 28 Istanbul Ataturk 
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International Airport was on the target of ISIS and suicide bomb killed 41 

people.

(370)

 

We do not know if all these signal that ISIS may attack the regional 

pipelines-TANAP 

(371)

, Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan 

(372)

, NABUCO Gas pipeline 

(373)

 and 

newly opened Baku-Tbilisi-Kars railway 

(374) 

and whether lines are secured. 

Certainly all shareholders states, Azerbaijan, Georgia, and Turkey, have been taking 

very tense control in the project. However, what if ISIS targets the pipelines to 

damage the global projects, which is not going to destroy the pilot energy project but 

at the same time may fade the interstate relations and regional chaos would increase 

further ethnic conflicts that are not solved yet. Out of these unwanted attacks, not 

ject 

would collapse. The EU values these energy projects because the Caspian energy 

resources go to Europe out of Caucasus, and the EU hopes to see more similar 

pipeline projects in the future as regional states. However, all these hopes may prove 

futile unless the ongoing Nagorno-Karabakh conflict remains unsettle.

(375) 

   

4.2.   POLICIES OF AZERBAIJAN AND ARMENIA  

 4.2.1.    Policy of Azerbaijan 

 

 Nagorno-Karabakh is a state sovereignty issue for Azerbaijan and stays on 

the first and prior place in the foreign policy of Azerbaijan. Nevertheless, over more 

than two decades the Azerbaijani government did not achieve any positive resolute, 

still territorial integrity is the main and core political challenge. Currently Azerbaijan 
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obtains over one million Internal Displaced Persons from Karabakh and seven 

solution is main condition to ensure the regional peace. Without the solution of this 

(376)

 

Azerbaijan has always stood on the side of a peaceful solution with Armenia. 

At the opening of the World Religion Lead

do so, every conflicts found solution. We must do so, people have pleasant, and 

friendly communication with each other. In this work politicians work may not be 

(377) 

 

Beside the positive approach, the Azerbaijani government holds some 

priorities. deployed armies 

from the occupied territories with no condition, considering  the UN Security 

Resolution articles 822, 853, 874, and 884.

(378)

 The Nagorno-Karabakh atus 

should be determined under the auspices of the Republic of Azerbaijan while people 

from both sides continue to live together in the region. Nonetheless, Azerbaijan is 

impatient with status quo, thus, Azerbaijan is persisting on peace settlement over the 

conflict. The Azerbaijani government also would increase its military capability to 

get ready for any bad circumstance. President Ilham Aliyev several times, mentioned 

on his speech- that Azerbaijani army is capable of returning its occupied territories if 

any time need emerges.

(379)

 The current policy of the Azerbaijani government may 

change from time to time. For instance, after the April War in 2016, the Azerbaijani 

government is ready to make an operation to get back the occupied territories.

(380)
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The Azerbaijani government arranges its foreign policy in regards to Nagorno-

Karabakh, by measuring the tension in the society. During the April War in 2016, 

social tension was too high and the government considered this as a support to get an 

intention to go further. But sometimes, social attitude towards the conflict stands on 

the side of a peaceful resolution, which the government considers to have 

negotiation.

(381)

 The policy of Azerbaijan depends on attitudes of Armenia also. If 

Armenia insists on holding the occupied territories, the Azerbaijani government 

deters it with its increased military capacity. However, at the end Azerbaijan pursues 

its policy on the side of peace settlement, still keeping unchanged position in the 

context of its territorial integrity. The negotiation process over the conflict is 

ongoing. In the regards of the conflict,  is 

constructive and relies on the international law. Azerbaijan is also loyal to the peace 

negotiations, but Armenia continues its manipulative acts on continuation of the 

status quo. 

(382)

  

 

 

            4.2.2.   Policy of Armenia 

 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict stays as one of the main issues in foreign 

policy of Armenian. Armenian foreign policy supports the conflict settlement based 

on several principles- -determination in Nagorno-Karabakh 

need to be recognized. Additionally, insecurity in the region bounds Armenia to 

pursue an independent communication under its jurisdiction of Armenia. Finally, 

Armenia demands an international guarantee for the security of Nagorno-Karabakh. 

Armenia is searching for a single solution package.

(383)

  rights 

of self-  is one of the International Covenant on Civil and Political 
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Rights (ICCPR) confirmed articles. However, the differences between peoples and 

minorities are a crucial issue to recall. The reason is Armenians in Azerbaijan cannot 

a motherland in Armenia. 

Legally they are classified as national minorities. Thus, Article of the same covenant 

gives the rights they accept, 

The term, self-determination allows the Armenian minorities in 

Nagorno-Karabakh to obtain an internal right of self-determination to take part the in 

political movement of Azerbaijan, by pursuing their economic, cultural and social 

developments. However, self-determination does not necessarily mean separation, 

which is approved by the United Nations Security Council :

(384)

 

foregoing paragraphs concerning the principle of equal rights and self-determination 

of peoples shall be construed as authorizing or encouraging any action which would 

(385)

 

The foreign policy of Armenia is specifically stated in the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs  peaceful negotiation on the status of 

Nagorno-Karabakh with Azerbaijan was not mentioned at all. Armenian Foreign 

Policy insists on keeping the occupied region under the Armenian jurisdiction. In 

other words, negotiation over the Nagorno-Karabakh with Azerbaijan was totally 

forgotten, thus it seems like Armenian foreign policy does not see necessity to 

discuss the Nagorno-  with Azerbaijan.

(386)

  

In fact, the foreign of policy of Armenia is underpinned in regards to 

building and keeping close relations with Russia. Perhaps, the reason is that Russia 

demonstrated partiality towards Armenia during the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

The official website of the de facto Nagorno-Karabakh Republic states that, 

Azerbaijan refuses to get in contact with the unrecognized Nagorno-Karabakh so 

called republic, in bilateral or trilateral negotiation process, thus neglects to have a 
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solution. 

Nagorno-Karabakh as a party to take a seat on negotiation process. According to 

Yerevan, Azerbaijan delays the ultimate way of resolution and makes long-run 

contribution on status quo.

(387) 

The core concern of Armenian foreign policy is the security hardship 

underpinned by its closed border situation with Turkey and the unresolved 

Azerbaijan and Armenian conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh, which isolated Armenia 

and bounded it getting benefit from the regional pipeline politics. Multiple attempts 

were carried for betterment of Turkey and Armenia relations; ho

strong position on the side of Azerbaijan made it unsuccessful. Therefore, Armenia 

prefers to get close to Russia for its security concerns and at the same time its 

economic concerns.

(388)

  

ght uncertainty, as well as high 

expectation about the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Prime Minister Niko

solidarity on Armenian unchanged policy over the Nagorno-Karabakh settlement 

persisted, however, he was benign on continuing peace negotiation. Nikol Pashinyan 

mentioned that the former two presidents of Armenians were born in Karabakh, and 

unlike them, he was not from the region. Therefore, he did not represent the region 

but he represents Armenia and he was willing to participate in a peace negotiation on 

behalf of Nagorno-Karabakh. Yet he has insisted that Azerbaijan should be involved 

in the negotiation process. But Azerbaijan refused this proposal.

(389) 

Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict in comparison to his predecessors. According to Pashinyan the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict should be settled peacefully and he is ready for that, 

however, the separated land should be an integral part of Armenia. He refused to 

answer the question during the first meeting of foreign ministers of Azerbaijan and 

Armenia with the co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group in July 11, 2018, regarding 
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the issue of Nagorno-

a whole, should make a decision in this regard.

(390)

   

Pas 2019 with Ilahm Aliyev the 

president of Azerbaijan and during the meeting, they managed to talk about the 

Nagorno-Karabakh issue. He repeated his previous thought-

refusal on not going to the negotiation process with the Karabakh will sustain the 

obstacles for peace. In fact, conflict has third party-Azerbaijan, Armenia and 

Nagorno-Karabakh. Thus, we consider the conflict should be resolved under 

(391)

 

 

 

             

 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict brought disaster for both sides, but mostly 

occupied was suffered. Since the ceasefire agreement, both sides sit several times on 

the negotiation table, by forgetting the society. They have forgotten what will be the 

reaction of the society if the conflict ends up. However, society should not be 

underestimated. Because the cost of conflict left many psychological traumas over 

the people and it has been transmitted from one generation to another, which means 

if peace is going to happen it will be only on the paper such as a 

Society and the state officials demonstrated their thoughts towards the negative. The 

two governments should consider this issue which can cause another type of 

conflict.

(392)

 

As long as troublemakers are increasing within the both societies, upcoming 

peace will be under threat, and new conflict will be inevitable. In this regard, both 
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Azerbaijan and Armenia should ask once again; what type of peace they can obtain? 

Azerbaijan works hard for its territorial integrity and for the government peace only 

happens, Armenians will appear in the Azerbaijani cities and the Azerbaijani people 

in Armenian cities. How real is that scenario? Obviously, political elite cannot 

expect the positive attitude or toleration towards the people who lost their parents, 

families, children and so forth during the conflict, and now they cannot live 

e moment!

(393)

  

 In each country, troublemakers and peacemakers exist and will exist in 

future. Broadly, who are they? Starting from the Azerbaijani society usually, 

troublemakers are considered stereotypically uneducated people with no emotional 

intelligence, who behaves aggressively if they were asked anytime in the regard of 

conflict, because of the tragedy they faced. By contrast, peacemakers are understood 

as people that have proper education and have glimpse of an idea about the conflict. 

However, it is -

people had an opportunity to go out of the country. How people would or should 

react if Armenians and Azerbaijanis appear at the same place? Are they ready to 

prevent potential provocation? The same things are applicable for Armenian society 

as well. The Azerbaijani lieutenant Ramil Safarov killed the Armenian officer 

Gurgen Markuryan, when he abused the Azerbaijani flag and threatened him, which 

happened in Hungary, Budapest under the supervision of the NATO/Partnership for 

Peace center where partner countries military officers were invited for a three years 

English course. Ramil Safarov was one of the citizens of Azerbaijan whose region is 

still under the occupation of Armenia, he was an eye-witnessed of the conflict.

(394)

 

 International organizations are gathering the Azerbaijani and Armenian 

partners in the same arena for starting communication. Sometimes, it has successful 
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impact, but sometimes with a futile because the issue is very sensitive.

(395)

 People, 

apart the permission of the each government are under the pressure to have in-depth 

 reason 

is fear of being labeled as a betrayer. Then, how should people behave if the certain 

condition emerges? The answer is very irrational, and conditional or unknown. 

Concerning Azerbaijan, the government does not have such a certain behavior 

package for the people getting in communication that would disperse conflict, and 

friendship. The government should consider that, particularly youth are potentially 

the highest category in the society that has an opportunity to go out of the country 

for education purposes, where they will share the same classrooms and seminars 

the country will get the political challenge in international media; that Azerbaijan is 

acting aggressively which were the reasons of starting conflict also.

(396)

  

In 2019 January, the BBC Azerbaijan had an interview in both cities Baku 

and Yerevan to measure the attitude of people towards the preparation of the people 

for the peace settlement and readiness of the people living together if peace emerges. 

The answers were very diverse in both sides. Regarding Yerevan, during the 

interview surprisingly most of the old generation appreciated the initiative, however, 

stating that it can happen if Azerbaijan stops demanding the return of the occupied 

territory- because  the cost of territory was too bloody for Armenia. By contrast the 

young interviewers took the friendship position, which was impossible between 

Armenia and Azerbaijan.

(397) 

 

The Baku interview respondents gave various answers also, meaning that 

some of them said that it could be a biggest mistake to trust once again Armenians. 

Few old people said, peace is inevitable because they do not want young people to 

die in a war. However, young men responded that peace is impossible.

(398)
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 The recent changes in Armenia have been arisen new hope for taking 

negotiations process to the prosperity. Actually, Saint Petersburg, Dushanbe, and 

Davos negotiations, unofficial meetings of the presidents, as well as negotiations of 

the foreign ministers in Paris have resulted with increasing of the confidence and 

mutual works. This was intended to establish a direct contact line between state 

officials and preparation of people for peace. However, because of the unknown 

content, and the lack of articulate explanation, this formula faced with hard reaction 

publicly. Although, leaders should take into consideration the frame of mind in 

attention of the deficiencies in up to now negotiation process and its influence. In the 

context of regulatory negotiation a new diplomatic competition is pursued by the 

two sides rather relying on compromise, they strengthen their certain position on 

negotiations. Broadly, Nikol Pashinyan, insists on acceptance of Nagorno-Karabakh 

as part of the negotiation. On the other side, the  president Ilham Aliyev intends to 

increase the role of the leader of Karabakh Azerbaijani community as a professional 

diplomat.

(399) 

In 2019 January 16, the Azerbaijani and Armenian Foreign Ministers Paris 

meeting announced positive outcomes. Foreign Ministry of Azerbaijan spokesperson 

Leyla Abdullayeva told to the BBC News Azerbaijani that the foreign 

mentioned in the statement and in all other relevant documents is always included 

- 

intended for both nations, and the resumption of contacts between the Azerbaijani 

and Armenian communities of the occupied Nagorno-Karabakh that will play a very 

significant  Chatham House Fellow 

nd he added, 
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Deputy of parliament Aydin Mirzazade attracted the attention to the fact that the 

come to power in the wave of Karabakh, and the intolerance of social problems of 

the population has led them to power, and Pashinyan does not have a clear vision of 

the conflict, but people can hope that we will try to pursue a different policy from 

(400) 

The Azerbaijani government and people had positive expectation from the 

new Armenian government concerning the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict: 

nevertheless, the attitude became 

tremendously strong; stating the  occupied territories outside of Nagorno-Karabakh 

are part of the de-

Nagorno-Karabakh will have to become fully-fledged part of the Armenian 

(401)

 

 

 

4.2.4. Impact of Regional Economic Development  

   

Economy was disastrous in Azerbaijan and Armenia during the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict. These economic calamities continued even after ceasefire. 

However, Azerbaijan was luckier comparing to Armenia that started to investigate 

that played the main role on becoming the foundation of the socio-economic 

development of Azerbaijan.

(402)

 Being the richest oil supplier country in the region 

opened new doors to Azerbaijan and for the  betterment of its life standards. Being 
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economically independent turned international eyes on Azerbaijan as an important 

regional actor and future partner. Several regional energy projects started under the 

, on the triangle of Azerbaijan-Georgia-Turkey.

(403)

 

However, Armenia stayed out of these energy projects by occupying the Nagorno-

Karabakh and surrounding regions. Armenia do

Armenia.

(404) 

 But Armenia is still asking Turkey to open the border but the AK party 

government has disregarded this. Because of the Armenian dias

Armenia shut all the communication channels with Turkey. Having hostile relations 

(405) 

 

trap to depend on Rus

in regional projects. At the Munich Security Conference in 2018, the Armenian 

president emphasized economic development of the country, but it seems people do 

not feel the economic growth. During that conference the Azerbaijani diplomat Sadi 

Armenia against Azerbaijan, and then probably today, Armenia could have 

 is hosting geo-economic and 

geopolitical projects one after another and international actors are willing to 

welcome new Caspian projects for the future. New Baku-Tbilisi-Kars rail line 

project is a clear example of regional friendship, and is a common benefit for the 

regional and internal development.  Armenia still remains isolated as such from the 

regional projects, which is a big loss.

(406) 

 

Armenia will be left as an island, and ever

only watches the celebration of the new released project from the border. Aram 
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government tells us our economy can flourish without opening the Turkish border 

and without Karabakh problem, and the government propaganda succeeds with the 

costly for Armenia, the director of the research group, Artashes Kazakhetsyan said 

(407) 

 Thus, de facto Nagorno-

Armenian and Armenian diaspora for infrastructure, goods and other developments, 

as well as personal income. The economy is considerably dependent on imports. 

According to the Nagorno- , in 2014, 31 

million dollars value products were imported to the region, whereas, the export rate 

was lower as 64 million dollars. Furthermore, the Nagorno-  imports from 

Armenia was approximately 93% of  total import volume in 2014, and 88% 

of the export volume were from Armenia. Thus, Nagorno-

of budget has consistent dependency on Armenia.

(408)

 

By all findings, the question emerges that, what will be the benefit of 

Azerbaijan and Armenia in the regards of the Nagorno-Karabakh  solution? The 

regional trade, including a potential 13% increase in trade with Turkey. The 

normalization of communication and relation with Azerbaijan, whose population is 

significantly decrease its military expenditures and permit fiscal savings on defense 

of  2% GDP per year. Regarding to Azerbaijan, the territorial integrity process will 

be completed and over 1 million IDPs will return their motherland, the ground road 

to Nakhcivan will be open to make transportation easier between Azerbaijan and 

Turkey rather than through  Georgia. Azerbaijan will invest in alternative economic 

sector by using oil income for the sustainable economy.

(409) 
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In the scenario of the full resolution, both countries will get benefit from the 

huge savings on conflict and military related expenditures. Furthermore, the benefit 

of peace could bring gains in the long run domain of energy and water sector. This 

would mainly benefit Armenia, deferring the need for investment into expensive 

new power plants as the country could import electricity during the dry season. 

Mutual agreement of shared water resources will also have impact, but mostly will 

be beneficial for Azerbaijan where water is scarce. A more efficient join usage of 

water resources would lead more and better quality water arriving to Azerbaijan 

from the Kur-Aras

 (410)

 basin, which is the main freshwater source. However, these 

are not easy gains, to get them all, in advance all both parties should resolve the 

conflict.

(411) 

 

 

4.3.   ROLES OF THE EXTERNAL ACTORS 

           4.3.1.   onflict Resolution 

 

In December 1994, in the Budapest summit the decision of deployment of the 

international peacekeeping forces to the Nagorno-Karabakh region was adopted by 

the OSCE 

(412) 

in order to preserve the ceasefire and continue the peace settlement 

negotiations. Unfortunately, year and half passed but no positive improvement 

observed in this regard; the OSCE became unable to deploy its peacekeeping forces 

into the entitled enclave, where was occupied forcefully by Armenia. The underlined 

Caucasus conflict resolution, as well as in every parts of the Commonwealth of 

ment with the CIS and 

particularly with the South Caucasus countries received an affirmation from 
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Moscow, because Russia demonstrated once again that it has a regional interest 

based on its near abroad policy in the South Caucasus. Although the dissolution of 

the Soviet Union, gave an opportunity to the South Caucasus countries to regain 

their independence, Russia did not stop pursuing its irrevocable interests over the 

region, which created a problem for the OSCE to implement its constructive 

measures in the region. One of the significant challenges for the OSCE is to 

demonstrate a comprehensive response to the conflict in the post-Soviet space. And 

most importantly these challenges are ongoing.

(413) 

Russia has pursued policies over Transcaucasia that underline the incongruity 

of its policy processes. Obviously, Russia had a prompt political and military 

occurrence in every regional crisis, which historically happened in 1992-1994 period 

with the Russian intervention in the framework of maintaining the regional peace. 

Russia uses this reason as sustaining its military bases in the conflicting zone in the 

South Caucasus.

(414) 

Currently among the South Caucasus countries Azerbaijan and Armenia, 

remain as the members of Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS), because 

after 2008 incident Georgia terminated its membership, furthermore, Georgia 

together with Azerbaijan left the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) in 

1999, however, Armenia remains as a member. Despite that, Azerbaijan and Georgia 

let those organizations; they could not left the regional tensions behind. In 

comparison to them, Armenia historically had political, social, cultural, religious, 

military, and economic ties. Considering the Armenian had large Christian 

population, is not deniable fact that Russia keeps its strategic partnership with 

Armenia. Russian troops since the Soviet era remain in Armenia and there always 

has been a high need from the Armenian side to maintain the Russian troops, which 

t could not guarantee its border securities 

with Turkey and Iran, therefore, Russia takes the responsibility of guarding and 

monitoring those borders. However, Azerbaijan and Russia build up relations based 

on energy benefits, and more importantly the emerged Nagorno-Karabakh conflict 
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underpinned the interstate relations became more intensive. Obviously, Azerbaijan 

has never been the strategic partner of Russia; however, both countries increased 

their interstate relations in the recent years. Finally, the third South Caucasian state 

Georgia, cut off its relations with Russia after 2008 incident, when Russia officially 

announced its recognition of Abkhazia and South Ossetia that Georgia always 

considered them as integral part of Georgia. As a result, Georgian-Russian relations 

have marginally changed.

(415)  

The conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia ended up with a ceasefire in 

nonetheless, peace negotiations failed to bring the resolution of the conflict. In fact, 

the border between Azerbaijan and Armenia faced bloodiest and dozens of killing 

annually, particularly the incidents happened with an infrequent sniper shots. 

Therefore, the borderline between two sides is most militarized border in the world. 

Nevertheless, the OSCE Minsk Group has direct involvement into the Nagorno-

Karabakh peace settlement negotiations, but Russia itself besides being one of the 

co-Chairs, act separately to organize roundtable for negotiations. The OSCE Minsk 

Group consists of the US, France, Russia, Germany, Sweden, Turkey, Italy, Finland, 

Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Belarus. In all peace negotiations, Armenia raises an issue 

of Nagorno-

which always gets rejection by Azerbaijan.

 (416) 

One of the three co-chairs countries of the Minsk Group, Russia has the 

longest history of direct involvement with the parties to the conflict and is the most 

geographically proximate. In both, 1994 and 2016, hostilities between the parties 

relationship with Armenia is particularly strong as it was mentioned before. Russia 

deployed around 5,000 military forces to maintain permanently in Armenia, because 

Armenia is a member of Collective Security Organization that was created by 

. Moscow and Yerevan have agreements that would facilitate the 

Russian military intervention in the fact of foreign aggression, as well as further 
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integration of their militaries; Yerevan also has access to heavily subsidized sales of 

the 

-making up 27 

percent o

Congressional Research Service.

(417)

  

Despite this strategic alignment with Yerevan, Russia is also the principal 

weapons supplier to Azerbaijan. Since 2013, reportedly Baku has around four billion 

dollars of Russian military equipment, which includes artillery system, tanks, and 

infantry fighting vehicles. 

as reported by the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPPI) in 2016.

 

(418)

 Accordingly, Russia remains as a main arms supplier for both countries, which 

 between 2007 

and 2011.

(419)

 

for Azerbaijan, considering Russian military attack and killing of unarmed civilians 

on January 20, 1990, which made that day written to the Azerbaijan

is not the only reason public opinion 

ve impact on peaceful settlement on entitled conflict, 

whereas, some other views also exist, that Russia is main actor, which accelerated 

the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, using Armenia as a bridge because of its regional 

primacy. However, from time to time, Ru replaced 

with its paternalistic mediating. Many experts in the realm of South Caucasus had a 

common agreement on the statement that Russia has everlasting interest on the 

continuation of Nagorno-Karabakh, via its co-chairs representation Russia has direct 

involvement into the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict settlement and mediation process, 

and by this involvement Russia maintain its role over the region. One of the main 

tools Russia uses is providing military munitions to both conflicting parties in order 
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to make dependent on Moscow. This could be a particular reason to realize the 

regional dynamics could not host any constructive changes in regards to Nagorno-

Therefore, Russia uses its maximum efforts to maintain the regional status-quo.

(420)

  

Significantly, Russia seems an ironic actor in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

From time to time, Russia was associated with shadow power as standing behind 

Armenia; on the other hand, in the screen Russia demonstrated its maximum 

willingness to settle the conflict peacefully. Thus, the ineffectiveness of the OSCE 

Mins -

mission in front to act as paternalistic and influential within the conflict resolution 

process. Since the beginning of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, Russia in every 

opportunity tries to highlight other mediators that it has unique position in the region 

and in the conflict settlement process, because conflicting parties were part of the 

Soviet Union. This ex-membership gives Russia right to be more active in the 

process. This claim could have been found in many searches, for instance, in 

(421)  

In the early 1993, the government in Russia decided to take a historic 

initiative, to end up the ongoing conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia by 

proposing its self-developed measurements and conduct its principles apart from the 

established uncertainty and political clashes between the OSCE and Russia. Thus, 

during the negotiation process, the former president of Armenia, Ter Petrosyan 

stated as such: 

international organizations are not interested so much in settling the conflict, as in 

sett

(422 
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4.3.2. -Karabakh Conflict 

 

Turkey, sharing one of the strategic and important borders with South 

Caucasus, has a potential role on influencing the establishment of an environment 

for peace settlement and maintaining regional stability. Obviously, within the last 

two decades the foreign policy of Turkey constructively oriented to conduct political 

implications in neighborhoods on regional issues. More precisely, the foreign policy 

prioritizes being an actor on the regional conflict resolution process, particularly in 

its neighborhood.

(423) 

The South Caucasus became one of the core concerns for Turkey since 

January 1990, when Baku suffered under the Soviet tanks killing unarmed civilians 

in the city. In addition, Azerbaijan districts in the Nagorno-Karabakh region 

defenseless civilians and killed dozens of people. In Turkey, the increasing social 

and political sympathy towards the Azerbaijani Turks became a hot issue. Despite of 

all these, the government projected a very tentative approach towards the incident 

happened in January 20

th

, persistently stated the incident was purely part of an 

internal affairs of the Soviet government which entered the city with its military 

1991, as well as at the same year on March he took a trip to Moscow, Ukraine, and 

Kazakhstan. It was a historic attempt when Volkan Vural a Turkish ambassador in 

Moscow realized a visit to Yerevan to conduct a discussion on betterment of the 

interstate relations that happened months later. The Turkish government presumably 

had concise political measurements towards the regional issues; therefore, it was 

estimated to adopt full recognition of the all-

in advance, before other western states, particularly the United States. Turkey 

recognized the independence of Azerbaijan on November 9, 1991. Turkey 
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.

(424) 

Turkey demonstrated high political and social support to Azerbaijan that 

ended up Turkey has decided to close its border with Armenia. Besides complaining, 

Armenia did the first diplomatic attempt in 2008, to reopen the closed border with 

Turkey and restore the bilateral relations. The diplomatic attempt proposed over 

Turkey-

president of Armenia, Serzh Sarkisian sent an official invitation to former president 

of Turkey, Abdullah Gül to attend interstate football match in the framework of 

world cup qualification. Regarding to new foreign policy line of Turkey, restoration 

of the bilateral relations with Armenia was also an appropriate attempt for an 

entitled foreign policy. The positive side of the renewal of the bilateral relations 

would allow Turkey to grab a particular role as an independent mediator between 

Azerbaijan and Armenia. Moreover, these political movements would be considered 

nal 

participation as a key actor.

(425)

  

Turkey, since the beginning of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict had a limited 

influence over the conflict settlement, and most importantly, Turkey could not play a 

major role in the South Caucasus. Turkey presumably desires to play active role 

being a real economic accelerator of the region; however, Turkey relies on its 

political unanimity with Azerbaijan that caused Turkey to maintain a closed border 

policy with Armenia. This situation keeps Turkey to stand out of the active 

economic involvement. Overall, the general foreign policy vision of Turkey 

particularly concentrated on improving its strategic role in neighborhood regions, 

and conducting zero problem policies with the regional countries.

(426)

  

ic gesture towards the Armenian aggression 

                                                           

424

 Economic 
Policy Research Foundation of Turkey-TEPAV, Evaluation Note, No: 201226, May, 2012, p.2.  

425

 Efe Chaman and Ali Akyurt, aucasus and Central Asia in Turkish Foreign Policy: The Time has 

come for Alternative Turkish Journals of International 
Relations,Vol.10,No:2/3,2011,http://alternatives.yalova.edu.tr/article/view/5000150670/5000136813, 

(21.11.2018), p.57. 

426

 Mustafa Aydin,  Turkish Foreign Policy-Old Problems, New 
Parameters, (Ed. Antonio Marquina), Research Unit on International Security and Cooperation 

(UNISCI), Discussion Paper, No: 23,  Spain, May,  2010, pp.186-189. 



162 

 

Armenian forces. Turkey immediately cut off the diplomatic relations with Armenia 

that was newly established after the dissolution of Soviet Union, as well as 

terminated the train route, which used to be active once a week in the direction from 

Kars and Gyumri during the Soviet time.

(427) 

This fact once again increased the social Armenian attitude over the 

Nagorno-Karabakh war, that Azerbaijanis and Turks are the same nations.

(428)

 

Presumably it was the predicament of Armenian minorities in Anatolia before the 

Soviet Union was created that had cultivated the Armenian faith that without Soviet 

 Azerbaijanis. It was kind of 

the 1915 historical dilemma that the Armenian minorities suffered in Anatolia, and 

Armenians in Nagorno-Karabakh used that vengeance against Azerbaijanis. They 

justified their aggressive attack and cleansing of Azerbaijanis by using the 1915 

historical dilemma. The picture in Nagorno-Karabakh against the Azerbaijani Turks 

created kind of a moral responsibility in Turkey by seeing the hardship of 

conception in Nagorno-Karabakh, but intrinsically that plan was not only intended to 

capture the land from Azerbaijan, but Turkey also was part of the plan. This political 

and nationalist intention alerted Turkey to have a political concern on irredentist 

policy of Armenia.

(429) 

It is important to state that, in spite of the cultural, national, and political ties 

of Azerbaijan and Turkey was strong and consistent, Azerbaijan has never officially 

asked for a military intervention of Turkey into the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

According to the Mehmet Novruzoglu Aliyev was a former ambassador of 

 

that time was from Turkey use its western alliance sufficiently to make them hear 
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true story of Azerbaijan in the region, and by this political network world would 

know about the regional dynamics with its real faces.

(430)

 

Nevertheless, Turkey tried to maintain its neutral mediation attempt. 

However, it did not last long. If that mediation would last long, in the eyes of 

Armenia, Turkey would have to make compromises. The Khojaly massacre in 

February 26, 1992 killed dozens of the Azerbaijani population in Karabakh, which 

created a huge public demonstration including anti-Armenian slogans in Turkey. 

Hundred thousands of people in the streets were demanding from the Turkish 

government to conduct a military intervention in the favor of Azerbaijan. Turkish 

Presid

and Armenia needs to be frightened. This statement shockingly distracted Armenia 

and the Armenian Diaspora, and led them to disprove Turkey. Right after the 

following days, Turkey increased its pro-Azerbaijani position, as long as the 

Azerbaijani territories were intensively attacked by the Armenian forces.

(431) 

The right-wing party increased the public anger toward the Armenian 

separatists who conducted a massacre against the Azerbaijani Turks civilians in 

Karabakh. In order to calm down the public tension the, former prime minister 

Suleyman Demirel  particularly emphasized that if Turkey realized a military 

intervention on the side of Azerbaijan, the outcome of this action will be beneficial 

for Armenia, gathering the whole world behind it.

(432)

 

Nevertheless, Turkey and Armenia recognized each other as an independent 

military attack towards the territories of Azerbaijan. However, when  AK Party 

(Justice and Development Partiy) came to power, its rulers developed certain 

conditions,  to reopen the borderline between Turkey and Armenia: firstly, Armenia 

should rely on the treaties of Moscow and Kars, which requires a definitive 

recognition of the current land border; Second, Armenia should terminate its 

consistent claim over 1915 historical dilemma as so-

and third, there should be an immediate withdrawal of the Armenian military forces 
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reopening of the borders without any preconditions.

(433) 

Turkey continues its close economic ties with Azerbaijan, meaning Turkey 

positions as the main passage point fo -

Tbilisi-Ceyhan (BTC) pipeline, Nabucco-West gas pipeline, and the Trans-Anatolian 

Natural Gas Pipeline (TANAP). Furthermore, right after Azerbaijan gained its 

independence in 1991, Baku and Ankara established their mutual military 

cooperation. They developed a defense pack, meaning in any event if a third party 

may attack either side then mutual military assistance should be operated, in 

addition, cooperative projects on weaponry production, and last but not least, 

cooperative military trainings and deepened logistical programs.

(434) 

Azerbaijan and Armenia pursue their independent and different expectations 

from Turkey, considering that Turkey holds a chair in the OSCE Minsk Group being 

as one of the permanent member.

(435)

 Turkey also understands that as long as the 

regional security in the South Caucasus is in danger, sharing its border with those 

countries would affect its own security and territorial stability.

(436) 

According to the former, Turkish Prime Minister Ahmet Davutoglu, due to 

maintaining regional security. Turkish new foreign policy agenda needs to endorse 

the reduction of the regional problems in neighborhoods, where the security is not 

fixed, and develop its relations with those regions for an immediate action to end up 

with zero regional problems result. This requires an implementation of balanced 

diplomacy and multi-geographical foreign policy, emphasizing Turkey as an 

important regional actor.

(437) 

If Turkey pursues a completely independent foreign policy in the context of 

Nagorno-Karabakh towards the South Caucasus region, certainly Turkey will need 

to curb several necessities. Considering that Turkey is a NATO member country, 
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Turkey is obliged to rely on decisions of organization by staying neutral.

(438)

 

Moreover, Turkey has political intention to be member of the European Union since 

1987, however, if Turkey gets involved into any regional war, that would negatively 

affect this process.

(439) 

 

considered an extra problem and Ankara politically would not like to endanger its 

stepped back diplomatic position from one side had a 

positive effect on restraining the intensification of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict to 

involve Turkey and Russia in a full-scale regional war. Most importantly, Russia 

nt to share the region, because Russia 

considered its existence in the region as one and only hegemonic power.

(440)

 Besides 

an external constraint over Turkey, there were internal policies Turkey was obliged 

to rely on. According to the Kemalism doctrine, Turkey was not allowed to realize 

an active involvement into internal issues of other countries.

(441)

 Turkey had very 

limited expertise to be one of the co-Chairs in the mediation process.

(442)

 Obviously, 

the recognition of 1915 Armenian so-

the Nagorno-Karabakh mediation process with no surprise.

(443)

 

 

 

4.3.3. -Karabakh Conflict 

 

  The EU is interested in the South Caucasus due to several reasons. First, 

agenda, because the South Caucasus could become a huge energy supplier for the 

EU. Over the two decades, the South Caucasus boosted up its experience on oil and 
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from the Caspian Sea is very important. In 2005, the construction of the Baku-

Tbilisi-Jeyhan oil pipeline is completed, and the oil project started to give its 

benefits to the European markets from its major Azeri-Chirag-Guneshli oil field in 

the Caspian Sea. In addition, there is another oil field in the Caspian Sea called 

ave 

been impatient to consume the Caspian energy resources and to cut off its strong 

energy dependency from Russia. The South Caucasus is an attractive region not only 

for its natural resources but also for its geographic and strategic location that the 

region places on the East-

and other terms of communication.

(444) 

 However, the European Union stay little bit away from the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict settlement, particularly after 2008. The EU increased its role in 

Georgia by appointing a special representative. The only effort the EU has done was 

to deliver its institutional assistance beyond the OSCE-led Minsk Group mediation 

process.

(445)

  

After the ceasefire agreement in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, the OSCE 

members obtained a particular measurement on deploying the international 

peacekeeping forces into the region to maintain the stability, which was not received 

a full endorsement from the Europeans. According to the decision adopted on June 

4, 1992 in Oslo, NATO would conduct a military intervention in order to terminate 

the regional crisis based on the OSCE mandate, which was called as CSCE at that 

time.

(446)(447)

 

The EU has a relationship with Azerbaijan and Armenia based on Eastern 

Partnership program and the European Neighborhood Policy. The fundamental and 
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structural objectives of the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) is reinforcing the 

politically puts the Nagorno-

However, according to the Deep and Comprehensive Trade Agreements and 

Association Agreements, the Eastern Partnership Program concentrates on 

improving the relationship with the South Caucasus and Eastern European 

countries.

(448) 

involvement of the EU in the regional conflict was outlined. The OSCE Minsk 

Group receives full endorsement and political support by the EU as one of the prior 

issue.

(449)

  France takes a sit as the OSCE Minsk Group co-Chairs, however, France 

represents itself rather than interests at the union. The EU contributes to the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict settlement process based on its funded civil society 

programme that runs by the European Partnership for Peace Settlement of the 

conflict over the Nagorno-Karabakh (EPNK) initiative. The EU provides a financial 

allowance for the EPNK via its Stability Instrument. Moreover, the EU provides 

other alternative funding for the regional Civil Society Organizations (CSO) through 

the European Neighborhood and Partnership Instrument (ENPI), as well as Non-

State Actors and Local Authorities (NSA-LA), and European Instrument for 

Democracy and Human Rights (EIDHR) mechanisms. Thus, the EU assigned a 

Philip Lefort as a European Union Special Representative to the South Caucasus. 

Philip Lefort started its mission in 2011 as EUSR in the region and served until June 

30, 2014 with an extension of his mandate.

(450)(451) 

Table. political contributions to the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict: 

INSTRUMENT YEAR AIM 
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OSCE Minsk Group was 

created by the Conference on 

Security and Cooperation in 

Europe.

(452)

 

1992 To encourage the peaceful, negotiated 

resolutions to the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict between Azerbaijan and 

Armenia. 

European Neighborhood 

Policy (ENP) was developed 

and implemented by the 

European Commission.

(453)

 

2004 The ENP with its limited deal to 

conduct its effective and useful in 

statements in Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict settlement process. However, 

the main commitment of ENP based on 

EU is to find out a consensus in the 

Action Plans that seeks a mutual 

agreement between partner countries in 

any specific (vis-a-vis) conflict 

resolution and prevention process. It 

aims to consult closely with the OSCE 

in order to strengthen its engagement in 

the conflict resolution process. In the 

Acton Plan the resolving, the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict is number 1 priority 

for Azerbaijan but number 7 for 

Armenia. In addition, it aims to 

increase the political support to OSCE 

Minsk Group.  

The EU Special 

Representative for the South 

Caucasus (EUSR).

(454)

 

2017 

to deal the regional issues in Georgia, 

however, the EU has broaden its 
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operation with the EUSR Border 

Support Team since 2005 which dealt 

the issue of Nagorno-Karabakh conflict 

by having another political advisor 

based on Baku. More importantly, 

EUSR gives priority to the issue of 

Georgia rather than the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict, though this scenario 

may be unfortunate from the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict resolution 

perspective.  

The Role of the 

Parliamentary Assembly of 

the Council of Europe 

(PACE).

(455)

 

2005 PACE adopted a resolution 1416 to 

provide an environment to exchange 

the issues of frozen conflicts. It offers a 

platform to experience the conflict 

settlement measures in broader 

spectrum because of its broad 

membership. The organized forum is 

also a follow up opportunity for PACE 

members to carry out the discussed 

information to their countries and 

continue on lobbying the peaceful 

conflict resolution process via 

supporting democratic consolidation of 

the countries and affected regions. 

Through its 1416, Resolution the 

Assembly recalls the parties for their 
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urgent compliance on the UN 

Resolutions 833, 852, 874, and 884.  

The Eastern Partnership 

Program (EaP).

(456)

 

2009 

political association and strengthen the 

economic integration between EU and 

Azerbaijan and Armenia. In this 

integration process, both countries 

should obey on European values, 

standards, and structures and its 

progress. The main of the EaP to 

promote the good governance, 

democracy, encourage sectoral reforms 

(including environmental protection), 

strengthen energy security, and 

encourage people-to-people contacts, in 

addition, offer extra funding via 

supporting economic and social 

development in order to reduce socio-

economic imbalances via increasing 
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stability. 

 

The EU has a particular interest over the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict 

zerbaijan and Armenian interstate conflict is 

a disturbing regional problem for the fundamental structure of the European Union 

security.

(457) 

Yet, the South Caucasus region is not significantly strategic region for 

the most member states of the EU. The South Caucasus countries always have to 

take a back seat in comparison to Balkan countries as well as other Eastern 

Partnership Countries-Ukraine, Moldova and even Belarus.

(458)  

The EU as a supranational organization is undoubtedly getting global 

endorsement with its growing influence in every sector. Therefore, for the South 

Caucasus countries there is no other alternative to replace the EU, considering its 

comprehensively structured political and economic ties with the regional countries. 

Yet, the current situation in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict correlates with the three 

significant interlinked features. Although since the ceasefire agreement the OSCE 

Minsk Group took the main role on leading an intensive peace negotiation process, 

until now, no positive outcome has been achieved. Negotiations are in deadlock, 

with no definite results. There is also an actual and factual point that both parties 

within the nine years have demonstrated full commitment on finding mutually 

beneficial political solutions, whereas unfortunately, no essential achievement has 

been recorded. That is also true that the situation between two sides is not anymore a 

sensitive deadlock. The frequent border escalation challenges the stability in the line 

of contact and predicts an inevitable fighting soon or later in the region, as long as 

mediators and including conflicting parties do not obtain a real progress on peace 

settlement.

(459) 

Particularly, there are other three key issues we need to focus on in the 

context of Azerbaijan and Armenia relations over the Nagorno-Karabakh territory, 

which politically requires a certain conflict management that may construct 
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successful conflict prevention. First, is a readiness and willingness of the ENP on the 

road to shoulder the political and financial costs of the Nagorno-

outcome that would be successfully resolved and potential powerful regional conflict 

might be prevented. Second, is asking a concrete and straightforward question to the 

EU, whether the EU is persistent on its relations with the South Caucasus. This 

question may lead to further political debate of finding out the maximum size of EU 

map, or how we do understand and estimate the starting and ending point of the 

 not achieve a regional 

peace over the entitled conflict settlement, the EU in this context is not obliged, and 

should not be any further relying on multilateral structure to find out other 

measurements for better progress. An important and final point is significant to 

underline; obviously, the EU obtains a practical experience and political instrument 

have a positive nature; certainly most of them could demonstrate complete failures 

and calamities.

(460) 

The EU, together using its institutional instruments for reaching out 

constructively better and peaceful achievements, it increasingly motivates the 

regional civil society developments and assist them to work cooperatively for  

reducing the longevity in conflict settlement. The EU refers it initiative for the 

regional civil society development through the European Partnership for Peaceful 

Settlement of the Conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh (EPNK). Its main goal is to 

accelerate of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict transformation via consistent 

peacebuilding exercises. In this regard, the EU prioritizes building up a sustainable 

cooperation with the local partners in the South Caucasus to implement a wide scope 

of projects and programmes. There are three working areas: providing a transparent 

arena for media initiatives, at the same time balancing media coverage that might 

will reduce barriers for conflict settlement; the conflict resolution process should 

create an incentive for involving the Conflict Affected Groups (CAG) to become 

part of the process by contributing a practical data; a public policy should be 

included in the negotiation process and facilitate an effective environment for this. 
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tiative program EPNK is collaborating 

with the five organizations since June 2010. They are International Alert, 

Conciliation Resources, Kvinna till Kvinna, Crisis Management Initiative, and 

London Information Network on Conflicts and State Building (LINKS).

(461) 

Considerably, the EU as an organization has frequently been classified as a 

normative power pursuer, which means, the EU does not use power in order to 

impose its goals, on the contrary, the EU increasingly uses and spreads out its 

normative power that seems influential.

(462)

 

approach to the conflict resolution is seen via low political initiatives. Presumably, 

the conflict resolution could have been ended up in a long-run by promoting the 

local and regional development projects and possibility by people-to-people 

cooperation. This might have been a credible view for EU. However, Azerbaijan 

have been refusing to collaborate with the Nagorno-

an another negotiation party, which certainly will give a certain legitimacy to the 

regional government, which is unacceptable for Azerbaijan.

(463)

 

participation in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict negotiations might lead to the 

perception that the EU does not build a strong and interrelated relationship with 

Azerbaijan and Armenia. The EU did not use its maximum efforts on the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict resolution; in Nagorno-Karabakh, it made limited assistance for 

the peace settlement. There is a regional expectation from the EU to increase its 

proactive role and develop a political and institutional visibility in regard to conflict 

resolution process.

(464) 
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4.3.4. Role of the United Nations 

 

The United Nations (UN) is not directly involved in the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict resolution. However, at the mid-stages of the conflict in 1993, the United 

Nations Security Council (UNSC) ratified four resolutions as the articles 822, 853, 

874, and 884. Thus, in March 14, 2008, the United Nations General Assembly 

approved a resolution numbered 62/243, in 

respect of territorial integrity. However, the resolution was confronted with the co-

process was disregarded. Unfortunately, the UN resolutions and demanded measures 

have not been conducted till now, and the UN could not demonstrate further 

initiative, but seems not present in the resolution process.

 (465) 

Although, beside Security Council resolutions the UN has never hold up a 

direct involvement in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, but still the UN continues and 

reinforces its independent relationships with Azerbaijan and Armenia. They build up 

being prepared for a peace settlement over the underlined conflict, and they continue 

various project-oriented collaboration. The Republic of Azerbaijan was admitted to 

th

 session in March 2, 1992.

(466)

 In the 

same year the UN also admitted Armenia.

(467) 

The United Nation Secretary General and the Security Council put the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict as a priority in their agenda. The Secretary General 

conducted a very personal initiative on sending the first fact-finding mission to 

Nagorno-Karabakh.

 (468) 

In March 1992, Nagorno-

fact-finding mission right 

provinces. For this, mission the former US Secretary of State, Cyrus Vance was 
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appointed because of his previous successful mission in former Yugoslavia. On his 

previous mission, he persistently convinced the fighting groups in Croatia, to 

terminate the war and respect and accept a peacekeeping operation of the UN by 

establishing ceasefire. The same things happened in his South Caucasus mission, 

where he demonstrated high support for Jiri Dienstbier who was a mediator of the 

CSCE (current OSCE). Besides these, the UN delivered other similar structured 

missions to the region in May and October 1992.

(469)

 

 

based on the fact-finding mission in July 1992. 

(470) 

The UN Secretary General 

started to act seriously after seeing the result of the Armenian assault in Fizuli and 

Kelbajar districts in April 1993. The Secretary General requested the Security 

Council to inform the Chief Representatives who were newly appointed to the UN 

offices in Azerbaijan and Armenia, to determine the seriousness of the situation on 

the ground. The situation in Nagorno-Karabakh derived the Secretary General to 

deliver a report.

(471) 

In May 1992, the Nagorno-Karabakh statement was issued by 

against the Armenia attack in the Lachin district.

(472)

 

 

The escalation of the fighting in Nagorno-Karabakh made the Security 

Council members to demonstrate their severe concern over the worsening of the 

situation in the region and breakaway of the ceasefire agreements. The members of 

the Security Council also have shown high concern about the CSCE (OSCE) 

conducted peace process. In January 1993, Azerbaijan established a barrier against 

Armenia, and consequently, the UN Security Council explicitly announced worries 

over the difficulties in carrying out the basic support of goods to Nakhchivan and 

Armenia. 

(473)

 the surrounding 

districts of Nagorno-Karabakh in April 1993, the UN Secretary General was 

requested by the Security Council to report the ongoing situation in the hostile 
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area.

(474)

 

intensification of fighting in and around Nagorno-Karabakh, especially the recent 

attacks against the Kelbajar and Fizuli districts of Azerbaijan a serious threat to the 

maintenance of international peace and security in the entire South Caucasus 

(475) 

The Security Council executed similar issue as general statements concerning 

-Karabakh war, craving from all the 

regional states out there to deviate from any kind of animosity and from any 

intervention and interference.

(476)

 However, in July 1993, the Security Council 

stimulated the Armenian government to endure and extend its authority to attain an 

agreement by Nagorno-

Azerbaijan with an approval according to the Sec

referred proposals of the CSCE (OSCE) Minsk Group.

(477)

 In November 1993, the 

request was repeated again by the Security Council, the Armenian government must 

guarantee that Armenian involved forces were not facilitated by particular means in 

(478) 

The Security Council sent a request 

to international community to restrain the contribution of munitions and arms that 

obviously might evolve the regional fighting intensively and accelerate the territorial 

occupation to further stages.

(479) 

The United Nations provided humanitarian support and adopted a resolution. 

The United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) delivered its help 

to 53.000 miserable people and continued this assistance during 1993. By the end of 

the 1994, the UNHCR decided to increase its humanitarian assistance to around 

target, only refugees crossed an international border. Azerbaijan had over one 

million internally displaced persons. Thus, UNHCR provided a financial assistance 

to Azerbaijan. This act could have been explained with two main factors: First is the 
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ntial 

attitudes during the policy-making process, which presumably evaluated Azerbaijan 

indifferently and even with hostile attitude. Second is media factor, TV channel was 

absent, yet it could have played an important role; if the ongoing situation was 

presented frequently, that would influence western governments towards taking 

immediate actions.

(480) 

th

 session, the President 

concern since its membership to the UN, has been to turn the international 

territories of Azerbaijan. In addition, the conflict still is unsettled, and Azerbaijan 

pursues its constant and persistent expectation from the UN to conduct an action on 

Armenian to withdraw its military forces from the occupied territories to let 

forcefully displaced people return their homes.

(481) 

 

 

4.3.5. Role of  NATO 

 

NATO has a growing interest for establishing security and maintaining 

regional stability in South Caucasus region. NATO has been involved in the South 

Caucasus aiming to promote regional security particularly for Azerbaijan, Armenia, 

and Georgia and to enhance cooperation. NATO and the South Caucasus countries 

built up cooperation in 1994 that started primarily with the Partnership for Peace 

(PfP) program an intensive military and 

political partnership with countries within the European continent that are not 

member of NATO. NATO aimed to increase the stability in the region and to reduce 

the threats for peace by this cooperation. Moreover, it is considered that institutional 
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and democratic development will increase with this cooperation, which will also 

strengthen the regional commitment.

(482)

  

The PfP was particularly designed to support the defense and structural 

security system adequately to stand prepared for an upcoming security threats, as 

well as taking democratic control for civilians over the military and enhancing 

transparency in budgeting and defense planning. Furthermore, the program intends 

establishing betterment on intensive dialogue and communication between PfP and 

NATO countries in order to conduct cooperative peacekeeping operations with other 

NATO countries.

(483) 

very crucial point that this engagement should not be associated with NATO 

membership or no-membership. The PfP program is comprehensively designed 

partnership program to reinforce political and military relationships between NATO 

members and non-members countries. Even it goes further to increase the political 

and military bridges between non-member countries. Through this program, regional 

countries are engaged to conduct military reform within the country and increase 

internal and regional security, which obviously adds additional positive effect and 

political development in the regional counties. Through the PfP program the South 

Caucasus has been engaged in various training programs in terms of peacekeeping 

mission, which led them to understand a new way of military thinking, which is 

different from the Soviet military understanding, and a new generation would bring 

diversity and structural change in the military system.

(484)

 

In the region, Georgia and Azerbaijan are actively cooperating with NATO 

Azerbaijan and Georgia even sent one infantry battalion to Kosovo, under the 

umbrella of Turkish team, which was part of 

operations. Azerbaijan also sent battalion to Afghanistan and Iraq for the 

peacekeeping mission. The reason for NATO of 
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its strategic militarily cooperation with Russia made Armenia to have a very limited 

a relation with Turkey.

(485) 

In addition, the regional countries cooperate with NATO based on Operation 

Capability Concept (OCC) Evaluation and Feedback (E&F) program in order to 

achieve a higher level of NATO forces

aimed to establish multidisciplinary and multipurpose military tool activities and 

trainings with member and non-member states, evaluating the preparation of the 

counterparts for any NATO related mission. The participation of Azerbaijan, 

Armenia, and Georgia started in 2008.

(486) 

NATO is not the only one organization has particular interest, but also the 

US; Russia, Iran, Turkey, as well as the CIS and the OSCE prioritize the South 

Caucasus region as a strategic location that needs sustainable stability and security. 

most constructive program promising changes in the region. In the South Caucasus 

region, the Peace for Partnership program is the only multilateral program that 

cooperate in regional countries with its security mechanisms.

(487)

 

Obviously, after the collapse of Soviet Union, NATO has been seen an 

inevitable military ally. Therefore, countries in the South Caucasus are willing to 

cooperate with NATO in every sense beside the PfP program, though NATO 

approaches to the region very carefully. It is important to note that, though Armenia 

is a strategic partner of Russia even after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, in the 

following years Armenia managed to soften its historical animosity towards NATO. 

Because, for Armenia, NATO was a military organization and its historical enemy 

Turkey has been member of NATO, whereas Armenia was following Russian policy 

towards NATO. However, currently Armenia considers NATO as an important 

political spectrum to spread out its foreign policy. Nevertheless, Armenia does not 

have an aspiration to pursue NATO membership scenario as Georgia does, whereas, 
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Yerevan has already ratified its Individual Partnership Action Plan (IPAP) on the 

road to NATO.

(488)

 

On the contrary, Azerbaijan follows up completely different foreign and 

security policy based on its territorial integrity, giving high priority to the conflict 

resolution over Nagorno-Karabakh. The main and irreplaceable dedication of state 

policy is always continuing its cooperation and partnership with any international 

security organizations, as well as the CIS and NATO, by attracting their attention 

and international support for the conflict resolution of Nagorno-Karabakh, therefore, 

Azerbaijan desires NATO to provide peacekeeping forces by pursuing a direct 

involvement into the conflict resolution process. Unfortunately, because of the 

Armenian and Russian pressures, NATO rejected the possibility of this initiative 

several times. Yet, Armenia by using Russian support might block the possible 

involvement of NATO in the conflict resolution process.

(489)

 

When Azerbaijan put embargo on Armenia over trade and transportation 

after the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, in response the US congress refused to provide 

military assistance to Azerbaijan. In the early 1992, Armenian lobby in the US 

congress managed the Freedom Support Act to impose 907a section. After the 

national anti-terrorism 

campaign, the US changed its policy. 

(490)

 

NATO representatives in general and the Secretary-General in particular, 

have always deferred to the UN and OSCE about the possible role for the alliance in 

the efforts to solve the unsettled Nagorno-Karabakh conflict between Azerbaijan and 

Armenia. Moreover, the same approach is observed for the South Ossetia and 

Abkhazia in Georgia. NATO has therefore not participated in the thus far 

unsuccessful negotiations in regional conflicts, which have been going on for many 

should not be underestimated and Russia 

exclusion is not realist either.

(491)
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CONCLUSION  

 

The outcomes of the thesis demonstrate wide range of understanding about 

the security dynamics in the South Caucasus region particularly about the on behalf 

of Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Analyzing the conflict within the Regional Security 

Complex Theory aimed to restructure the dynamics of the conflict and it is 

irrevocable impact over the entire region.  

 Over twenty-six year cease-fire status was an opportunity for Armenia and 

Azerbaijan to solve the conflict and to establish the interstate, indirectly regional 

peace. However, the solution was not and is not easy. Consequently, the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict made all the involved actors to be in a complex interdependence. 

Regional security issue is not only important for Armenia and Azerbaijan, but for 

Turkey, Russia, Iran, Georgia, and the EU and the US as well. The predictability on 

peaceful solution over the conflict seems very hard and not soon, which proved itself 

not theoretically but practically as well. The April War-2016 changed the dynamics 

of the peace process and lost the hope that unaggressive behavior would not happen 

again. Certainly, distrustfulness exists between two states and will not disappear 

soon, even though; both tend to sit on the table for peace talks. International actors 

got involved in the negotiation process, what they accomplished during twenty-six 

years are important. Yet, Azerbaijani public opinion towards the Minsk Group 

action is not trustworthy, and their expectation is very low.  

The present situation in the case of Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is no war, no 

peace. However, the recent development over the peace negotiation between 

Azerbaijan and Armenia structured the new initiative on preparation of the 

population for a peace. The visionary attempt is internationally accepted but locally 

either rejected or accepted. Azerbaijan agrees on a peace settlement only if Armenia 

returns occupied territories with no condition relying on the UN resolutions 822, 

853, 874, and 884, and the Nagorno-Karabakh region should be under the control of 

Azerbaijan. However, the Armenian public view and the state approach is relatively 

the same, stating that the Nagorno-Karabakh region is their territory and peace 

should be established without any territorial integrity claim by Azerbaijan. This 

situation creates security dilemma between two sides. Consequently, both sides 
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politically focus on increasing their military capabilities for defensive purposes, 

which indirectly offend the opposite side, since the intention of either Armenia or 

Azerbaijan is unknown. 

 Obviously, the role of external actors on delaying the peace establishment is 

undeniable, such as Russia particularly. In spite of the Soviet Union has collapsed 

the South Caucasus states regained their independence, political decision of Russia 

in the case of Nagorno-Karabakh conflict literally made both states to become 

dependent on  Kremlin.  

 Another unclear issue is that the three permanent members of the Minsk 

Group are also permanent members of the UN. If UN Security Resolutions legally 

territories, why the Minsk Group with the same members does not bring those 

articles into force? Still the issue is unclear. Because Azerbaijan is referent object 

here and the Minsk Group is a securitizing actor.  

 The UN and the EU do not find a negotiated solution on the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict, then neorealist and realist arguments win, and regional dynamics 

answers all the queries of the RSCT. In the region, there is a security complex and 

will exist by the existence of Nagorno-Karabakh unsettled conflict, together with 

other regional conflicts. Yet, accordingly, the security complex should have not been 

measured only over the military-political context; impact of military conflict will 

damage economic relations internally, and externally which makes situation more 

complex. Therefore, desecuritization of the regional economy, regional environment, 

and regional peace is very difficult.   

 Thesis brought together approaches, polices, and interests of the international 

organizations and independent states towards the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. The 

 

 Russia is a historical partner of Azerbaijan and Armenia during the Soviet 

Union and even it continued after the dissolution of Union. The South Caucasus 

countries were compelled mainly by their security concerns of statebuilding and 

nationbuilding ideology. This ideology was evolved after the Soviet Union 

particularly. Because, the regional states challenged by the state and regional 

security issues, considering those states were sort of weak states, in addition 
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territorial conflicts, made Russia to get involved in the region to conduct its support 

relatively pure peace-stabilizer, but the regional instability was inevitable 

opportunity for Russia to demonstrate its hegemonic status over the countries. The 

regional countries did not have an alternative not to accept the Russia support, 

because their condition was survival and their integration into the international 

system, which was delayed because of the regional instability. After gaining their 

independence, countries could not even manage to start the statebuilding process and 

develop their economies. There were three obstacles correlated with this objective. 

First, during the Soviet Union, the realist belief was very dominant for pursuing 

leadership. However, the process was implemented with two options: from one side 

open-minded and intellectual officials demonstrated democracy, whereas, on the 

other side people with strong communist ideology with no experience on 

management were the face of old tradition in the Soviet Union. The second 

generation was majority and forcefully replaced the first one, which brought 

hardship to solve the emerged security issues in the South Caucasus. Second 

obstacle was countries inability on maintaining the balance of power in the region. 

Although, considerable struggle of Azerbaijan and Georgia to catch the Western 

attention, but the attempts proved futile no matter their represented European 

identity at the early 90s. However, even though the regional states had been fully 

intervention into the region because of the lacking balance of power. One of the 

particular reasons for this was, Russian policy was traditionally structured in the 

attempts to reformulate the party doctrine of Russia supporting radical movements 

on the line of their reconciliation and maintenance of their independence, but 

nothing has changed the Russian concrete policy. Armenia, took a position next to 

ower on 

controlling the Nagorno-Karabakh region, because the region was mainly inhabited 

by Armenians, whereas the region was legally and officially under the control of 

Azerbaijan. This kind of separation improved the dedication and right track line of 

the integration process in the region. The third obstacle was the consequence of the 
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was implemented by Kremlin, Moscow, kind of from top to down, and after the 

dissolution of the Union, Russia stayed loyal to that political approach and 

continuingly demonstrated its power over the region to make them again depend on 

Moscow. For instance, Armenia even during the Soviet times was dependent from 

central government, and even after the collapse of Union, its independence did not 

change the scenario, but again received consistent financial support of Russia and 

other substantial aids from international communities in order survive in the 

regionally blockade location, which could not be normalized as long as Armenia 

could not attempt on betterment of its relations with Azerbaijan and Turkey.  

 

back to the South Caucasus was to retain its traditional influence over the 

economically, and strategically important territory, which has an access to Europe 

and Asia. In order to strengthen its policies with the forcible methods, for instance, 

being actively silent, but giving its full support on separatist conflicts, as well as 

bounding the interlinked energy transition within the closed border condition. The 

dissolution of the Soviet Union gave independence to the countries in the South 

Caucasus, but still people from the region stayed economically dependent on Russia 

and serious numbers of immigrants took the route of Russia. Those people were 

cheap labor for Russia, and not using this advantage would be inevitable opportunity 

for Russia. From time to time, Russia showed up its toughness within the 

bureaucracy, by toughening visa requirements, and labeling them as guest workers, 

by extending the time of holding Russian citizenship for those people. Economically 

being dependent from Russia was very beneficial for Russia, because people from 

the South Caucasus region were financing their families. Beside economic 

dependence, Russia was imposing its political pressure over those republics during 

the elections.  

From time to time, the political elites in Azerbaijan and Armenia had a desire 

to move forward towards the European and Western integration, which 

hypothetically could bring desirable conflict resolution and better social welfare. 

triggers the regional conflicts with political provocation that frighten countries. 
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Certainly, both Azerbaijan and Armenia do not have an intention to go into bloody 

war once again, considering the disastrous consequences, economically, socially, 

and politically. Therefore, Russia uses this fear as an advantage to maintain its 

hegemonic power over the region. Yet, the April War in 2016 was sort of testing for 

Russia to realize how far the countries could go and which country to take an 

advantage over another. During the Four-Day War, Azerbaijan recaptured several 

strategically important places, and both sides lost many soldiers. The duration was 

enough for Russia to watch the escalation of the conflict and warn them to stop the 

war. As a result Russia imposed its message to both countries that, particularly to 

Arm

message, Russia warns Armenia to continue its strategic partnership with Russia, 

was by Rus

Azerbaijan, the fear was if Azerbaijan goes into a full-scale war with Armenia, the 

Karabakh war scenario would happen again that Azerbaijan military forces could be 

confronted with Russian forces behind Armenia.  

Since the Nagorno-Karabakh ceasefire agreement in 1994, Russia got 

involved into the mediation process as one of the peacemaker. However, its role on 

the negotiation process between Azerbaijan and Armenia seemed very limited. 

Because, by its involvement Russia did not support the territorial integrity of its 

th 

-Karabakh is in the 

conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia, and for Georgia. Therefore, right after the 

dissolution of the Soviet Union, Armenia established a military alliance with Russia, 

reasoning the conflict over the Mountainous Karabakh with Azerbaijan, and on the 

other 

forward.  

After the Soviet Union, beside interstate relations, Russia was actively 

promoting the Commonwealth Independent States as an important regional 
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organization. The main intention to create the CIS to remodel the Soviet Union, but 

actually it aimed to serve the Russian hegemonic interest, maintaining its historical 

influence over the post-Soviet Space. The second option was motivating the post-

Soviet states with the newly formed political economic and social space that could 

have been better instrument for them to accelerate the reintegration process among 

them. The CIS seems very justifiable political instrument for Russia to continue its 

hegemonic status in the post-Soviet arena, particularly over the South Caucasus. By 

this Russia seemingly acts as a security provider, and the CIS will help countries to 

cooperate each other within the common market, and more importantly, they 

maintain the common cultural heritage through this cooperation. Azerbaijan and 

Georgia at the beginning did not join to the CIS. For Azerbaijan and Georgia, to join 

to the CIS was not particularly foreign policy and important issue, but in tactical 

manner, they pursued this political act after the failure of the first Post-Soviet 

leaders. By this joining actually, they managed to decrease the political pressure of 

Russia towards them. At the same time, this cooperation became an arena for them 

to raise their voices freely and build up partnership in which sector they desire. 

However, being the member of the CIS did not increase the security concern of 

Azerbaijan and Georgia. Yet, the integration process within the CIS, particularly 

between the South Caucasus states except Armenia for absolutely a natural process. 

It provided a facilitation an opportunity for them to raise their voice on the 

individually bases relating to their security concern, however, there was not any 

practical instrument to bring concrete resolution. Regarding to Armenia, its 

integration to CIS was an advantageous at the same time problematic, because it 

with Armenia is also another fundamental obstacle, because it decreases the 

institutional, political, and economic reform, which requires liberalization of the 

government and democratic changes in statebuilding process, which could finalize 

the Nagorno-

border completely militarized with Russian troops, which signals the Armenian 

Furthermore, there are two military bases located in the territory of Armenia, and 

during the 1992-1996 Russia transferred at least, one billion dollars cost military 
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munitions and equipment. Until 2003, Russia continued its military assistance to 

Armenia. The economic dependency of the South Caucasus states brought a social 

disaster into the countries by the dissolution of the Union. Because, before their 

independence they were serving for Moscow and had not been specialized fabric 

independently. Even in any country if there was factory for air-conditioner, or 

television, or cars, the parts of the product were coming from different countries 

within the Soviet Union. By this policy, Moscow managed to establish a complex 

interdependence. Therefore, after the Soviet Union those countries faced with 

economic crises, which led several problems, but more importantly ethnic conflicts. 

The emergence of the ethnic conflict in the region escalated and became full-scale 

bloody wars that caused humanitarian and political crisis. Certainly, the economic 

crisis had security implications over the region. Besides military and political 

influence, economic dependency of the South Caucasus states was also on the plan 

of Russia. Therefore, after the second half of the 90s Russia increased its policy 

towards the region concentrating mostly on economic dependency of the South 

Caucasus.  

Azerbaijan gained its economic inde

through the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline, as well as Georgia became part of the 

benefit. Only, Armenia became isolated from these regional projects, because of the 

Nagorno-

economic dependency on Russia was and is a political advantage for Russia, to 

maintain its primacy over the region and stay absent on conflict resolution. 

Caucasus, otherwise, Russia would lose the regional countries, particularly 

western alliance to realize political, institutional and economic occupation in the 

Caucasus region, particularly in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict produces a 

hypothetical question: Could the policy of Russia towards the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict change with the pro-western president? Would traditional Russian policy 
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case, Russian political elites would not make the same mistake. However, these 

questions give open door for following research in the case of the predications 

happen. Russia is one of the permanent members of the UN, which adopted four 

resolutions about the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict settlement. Moreover, Russia is 

one of the permanent co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Groups, which leads peace 

towards the Nagorno-Karabakh settlement. If we correlate all these three puzzles, 

t -Karabakh is in 

 

Besides Russia, Azerbaijan and Armenia pursue their aspiration to continue 

their strategic partnership with the EU, NATO, and the UN. However, both countries 

have separate expectations and political vision from these organizations, as well as 

they have the same towards these countries. The European Union cooperates with 

the regional countries based on several projects; however, the EU pursues its direct 

involvement and political penetration in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict resolution. 

Thus, the EU practically provides assistance for the regional capacity and confidence 

building in Azerbaijan and Armenia through the projects, presumably believing that 

whenever those countries become ready institutionally, socially, and politically then 

they would manage to settle conflict in between. Yet, the EU continues its support 

via the OSCE Minsk Group mission, which is lacking to impact positive result since 

the ceasefire. Nevertheless, the OSCE Minsk Group has difficulties to protect its 

trustworthy reputation, but the EU continues its partnership with Azerbaijan and 

Armenia, but mostly with Azerbaijan becomes a priority because of its Caspian oil 

richness that cou

comparison to conflicts in Georgia, the EU does not have much interest over the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. There are two reasons: First is Georgia willingly forgot 

its territorial issue and politically and publicly concentrated towards the EU 

integration, which was good for Russia and good for the EU. Russia received what it 

desired having South Ossetia and Abkhazia, and the EU relaxed to see Georgia 

without Russian pressure that the EU never wanted to have political confrontation 

with Russia. In short, Georgia become completely independent country in the South 

Caucasus with no Russian involvement its dedication towards the EU integration. As 
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a result, Georgia signed an Association Agreement together with Moldova and 

problem, but with its desire for institutional development and democratization, and 

obviously hope to be future EU membership. However, these scenarios do not work 

for Azerbaijan and Armenia. It would be better also explaining this option with two 

reasons: First is both countries have political dependency on Russia because of the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, which the EU does not desire to get into mediation 

conflict with Russia that may lead another conflict of interest over the region. 

Azerbaijan always stepping in the EU institutions with its territorial integrity and 

tries to build up all the cooperation based on this issue and expect from them to 

conduct a resolution. In addition, Armenia goes to the EU for the institutional 

assistance for the democratization political, economic, and social reforms in this 

regard. The EU sees Russian barrier in every sectors in Armenia. Overall, the EU 

sees both countries with full of problem and obviously steps back little bit, but only 

Azerbaijan would be economically as poor as Armenia. Would the EU be continuing 

its partnership with these countries? Obviously, there is a concrete complex 

interdependence between Azerbaijan and the EU. Azerbaijan will never forget its 

territorial integrity, and the EU will not probably desire to get into confrontation 

with Russia because of Azerbaijan. How will the EU solve the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict? What can the EU do in this regard, or what cannot the EU do? 

Nevertheless, there is lack of trust towards the Minsk Group mediation, but still 

Azerbaijan particularly without any choice hopes EU could and should do something 

instrumentally to bring the resolution in Nagorno-Karabakh.  

Although, NATO is a military organization both Azerbaijan and Armenia are 

still hopping that NATO should do more than it does in the establishment of regional 

stability. Obviously, both countries are in cooperation with NATO based on the PfP 

program but still NATO does not demonstrate full desire to interfere into the 

conflict. There is a d

NATO acts as security stabilizer in the region, on other hand NATO gives intensive 

military trainings for the Azerbaijan and Armenian soldiers. It seems NATO creates 
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an environment for offensive and defensive realism in the South Caucasus. From 

one side, helping each country to have full capability to defend itself, on the other 

intention.  

Regarding to the United Nations, only stands little away from the mediation 

resolutions could not get into force. The UN lost its credibility as an important 

political organ in the world. If the UN Security Council could not finalize its 

resolutions with an action, then what is the point of adopting them? Azerbaijan 

political elites, scholars, and even public opinion raise up the UN resolutions in 

every international opportunity facing with the Armenian representative, but still 

there is not a positive reaction. If Armenia is member of the UN, and accepts its 

institutional rules, then how it is possible that the UN cannot force Armenia to 

realize the adopted resolutions. There are several unanswered question in the regard 

-Karabakh conflict. Most probably, Armenian lobby 

uses its power over the political institutions in the United States. As a result, the 

 

 Besides all these, anoth

been increased after the collapse of Soviet Union. Nevertheless, Turkey started its 

foreign policy towards the region by recognizing the three regional countries, but 

after seeing the Armenian aggression over the territories of Azerbaijan, it cut off its 

border relationship with Armenia and remains it until now. Turkey has a very strong 

relationship with Azerbaijan in every sector, relying on the famous statement said by 

important role on being part of the energy projects, carrying out the Caspian oil to 

European markets. Presumably, there are two fundamental reasons for Turkey that 

continues its closed border relations with Armenia. First, Armenia did not stop on 

demanding the recognition of the 1915 Armenian so called genocide, 

political elite condemns Armenia and other countries that approved this claim. 

Second reason is the Nagorno-Karabakh issue, that Turkey demands Armenia to 
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return all the occupied territories of Azerbaijan. Nevertheless, Turkey has limited 

role on mediation process but continuous its full cooperation with Azerbaijan in the 

promotion of the Nagorno-

restoration of its communication and relationship with Turkey with no precondition. 

What if, Armenia stops its demanding on the recognition of the 1915 Armenian so 

called genocide, would Turkey open the doors for Armenia and continue its full 

support to Azerbaijan in the case of Nagorno-Karabakh? Yet, the first scenario 

presumably would not be never ever, and we will not have chance to see the 

South Caucasus because of the economic richness, and having a Turkic nation ally in 

the region is another political advantage for Turkey.  

 Azerbaijan will never stop demanding the Nagorno-Karabakh region as its 

integral part of the territory. In addition, asks for the international support for 

recogniz

addition, Azerbaijan always states its militarily readiness to return its territories from 

Armenia, but Azerbaijan prioritize peaceful resolution in advance and asks Armenia 

to rel  

 On contrary, Armenia stands on the similar demand, stating that Nagorno-

Karabakh was historical part of Armenia and the conflict emerged based on right of 

self-determination. In addition, without any condition expect to normalize the 

relationship with Azerbaijan. Still Armenia sees the resolution only based on peace.  

 Over the 26 years since the ceasefire agreement, no result has been achieved. 

In addition, in Azerbaijan, there is a social fear that one more 26 years will pass out 

and still Nagorno-Karabakh will be under the Armenian occupation. On the other 

hand, Armenian people do not believe the conflict could end up in favor of 

Azerbaijan and people could not live in a friendly environment since after.  
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