POLITICAL TRANSITION AND ETHNIC
REVIVAL IN ARMENIA AND AZERBAIJAN:
THE NAGORNO-KARABAKH CONFLICT

(1987-1994)
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communities came into viclent confliet as the Union of Soviel Soclalist
WHM}MMWMMMMH#IM f

The artichs s divided into. two “sections. - Section |  ethnic
Mlhmmaﬁhmmdhmmmmh
Soviet Armenin and among the Armenian majordty o the Nagomo-
mmhAmmwmmmfnmwm:m“
1991, The impact of the democratization policies of Mikhail G hav, the:
1mﬂh6mmﬂhuufhmnnm[cm-mhm
revival® in Mag ,.uiﬂ.h. ‘smm!ﬂfﬂnﬁmm
conflict, the ongs of the Azerbaijani nati and the

il of the A i i confiict from 1989 10 1991 are also
discussed in this section.

Section [l examines the open warfare and escalation of hastilities in
Nagorno-Karmbakh., [t analyses key military and diplomatic developments
from 1991 to 1994 and offérs & historical exarination of how various peace
initiatives were  introduced a3 the conflict threateocd regional and
imternational pesce. This section akso discusses the intentions of the
neighboring states of Turkey, Iran and the newly emorgent Russian
denfamemnmmﬁmemw!mxm three

tried 1o intervens in the Transcavcasion region to prevent the
mmdmmqm:wmmmm Moreover,
mﬂhﬁmhuﬂ;mmmﬁﬁmh
Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) and the United Nations (LN}
&uml;«(humnqudmhmmhkmhﬂtymwmlh

warring parties to the negotintion table. The article ends with the analysis of
mmmmmuwlmmmmmmmud
writing.




mumnummnﬂm AND ETHNIC REVIVAL
issue, Lo, the desire of the oblasi's Armenian-

sympathetic towards  improving  the nhdhn of the mn-!.unhn
nﬂmﬁﬂumﬂuhﬁm&ﬂnm’mwdhmhﬁhﬁ
by idering that “the nationalities question
iwﬂmﬂnmwbwnmfmvwhdmuwm"‘,
Gorbachev  introduced  the  policies of  perestroiis {mﬁg
mmwwtmwmmm long-
cultural, temitorial and even secessionist demande, Following the
mmﬂmmmmmmmw
mnmmmwmnmww
from the dominsnt thuler nationality in Soviet In the
“Transcaucasus end  elsewhere, Gorbachew's ;‘utu-mh: pn}idu were
tranaformed into the ethnic politics of “national self-determination and
democratization.™ This provided oppartunities for nationalist mobilEzation
mmongst the already antagonistic Armenian and Azerbaijani communities,
ﬂnmhmﬂmuﬁmhﬂ wumnﬁpﬁmﬁ

torritory
At the early stages of the avolution of the Kirabakh eonflict, the gradual
MMEﬂthmm&hm{n the cantext of
Giorbachev's reformist policies and InpoutluF rehabilitation of previous
Armenian sthno-cultum! demands. Agitation for the reconsideration of the
Nagorno-Karmbakh

.ﬁmmmmmcmmmm petiticns ar sent
m«wmmmmmc@mmmmph

ns



the republic. For example. Suren Afvazisn, an Armenian Communist Party
member. MnWwMoﬂstﬁalaﬂmlm&rm
attachiment of Karabakh and Makhichevan to Armenin.
M lnNmMmm-mhmmmwumm
mmmmhtwmﬂkmmﬁm-ﬁm
Workers" veg passed. calling for  unification with
hmahmmdmhmwhmmhmﬂhmwm
'mmmmmmumwwm“ummg
in Moscow.” The pace of agitition « after forty of the
NKAD soviet (the nblast's legisiature) added their signufures in 1987 10 a
.pmm mmmm:wwmmmwmnm
from Nagomo-K i m»mﬂn
ﬂhnwﬂummhawﬁimmhm
mmmﬂmdldwtﬂﬂldﬂnhm
mobilization of the Karsbakh Armenisns. Armenian nationalists in Armenis
ﬂdhmwno-wmhuﬂycumfwlpmnﬁﬂmmhm
w.llmhwmmwhmmrﬁulhm
thousands of people to support them,

In Septemaber 1987 Zori Balayan, the Kambakh-bom Armenia
comespondent of the prestigious Literoturnaye Gazeln, the official
mauthpiece of the Soviet Writers' Union, also raised the gquestion of
nmu,mu"uunmmmam?*mhm
1987, Abel Aghanbeglan, the p dvisor to Gorbachey,
dwm:mkmhh.dulnml_

1 would like to hear that Karabakh has been returned to Armenin. As
an ecenomist, 1 think there sre grester links with Armenia than with
Azerbaijan. 1 have mads o proposal along thess lincs, and | hope that the
m“ﬂhmhmmﬁMhuﬂ
democreoy.'”

Whmﬁmmwm;ﬂmm
'mmmmmwmmmam.mmmm
reason that Gorbachey was thetic to their d s,
mmmﬁ:ﬁﬂmhmﬂyﬁmwﬂdmﬁﬁﬁhm
Politburo, was removed from office in 1987. Alicv had beea o sirong
opponent to Armenian territorisl claims in Azerbaijan, and Armenizns
hence interpreted hig removal as o signal thut the Karabakh dispute eould
now be resalved in their faver,




pmmmmrmwwimmmm
from M visited

J.mur_rim nwnmmmmw..mm
of the Palitburo, and retumed to Karnbakh with relative optimism."™

Hence, it can ba nssumed that the mobilization for the reconsideration of
the Magome-Kasmbakh quéstion had, in addition to its character,

mmummwhhmmm
-WdMMMmuhmwmuMmm
hehavior, Hence, thnic identification can be utilized s & basis of group
wmiwmwmmmmmmhuwﬂ;r

such jdenification brings strategic advantages.” The primordial character of
the movement fo unify Karsbakh with Armeniz wes evident in the shared
belicf among the Armenlans in both Karabakh and Sovict Armenia that they
both belonged to the same nation and, hence, the conviction that joining
Kambakh and Soviet Armenis under o single government was natural. The
instrymental character of the movement was mosily due to the changing
pmﬁminmussmmnmm
Soviet A i d nttwch mmmwwm-
Mmhmﬂmn%hmcmmmﬂmm

L the instramental nature of the group

MnmﬁmﬁMNmﬂmwwmmm
- on mutual trast, because without v unified position it would be difficult for
them 1o achieve social and political goals, True, the Nagomno-Karabakh
conflict had been there since 1923, when NKAOS sufonomous status
mlnmmmmmwmwwm
mww'whhmmmmm
‘sotial change infroduced by Gorbach owever, became “the matar” and
mmmumm'mﬂmmm*ﬂm
Amhﬁ.'ﬁﬂ-ﬂmﬂlﬁﬂwwwuﬂwmmh
pedﬁmmlmbm

branch of the Swmmwﬂm. the KGE, was closely monitoring not
only the local unification campaign but elso what was being planned abroad.
In & secret report duted 26 Jenuary, 1988 Marius A. Yuzhashian, the chief of
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Ihc.ﬂ.ﬁrununl(ﬂﬂ\.ﬁwﬂuwf ittee of the A
Communist Party that an  organization called Council ‘of Armenian
MIrmmmmhmwhsmumﬂ,Lmn
planned o suppart the reunification of Karsbakh and
mm‘mmMmmamwwnmm
and disperse the local pescefi] di ons in order to. prevent the
mwm ﬂ-mmmmmmmww
-] arism,

A mwwimnmmummw
mwmmwmwmmmm
inteligentsia. In response mm:hﬁswb,hpuww
‘-falubmdowlho&m IMFHWH'OPHW
in' the periodical of the Writer's Union of Azert . refuting A
wm”xummmdmwmmmwam
Axechaijani fervitory,” " and its peaple were the “sncestors of Azerbaijani
Turks.” Vahabzade and Aliyarov criticieed Anmeninn stiempts- to alter the
border ar of 1923 becaude that could mean creating = republic
wﬂha'pnmnlﬂumlmmm”midummmmayﬂm
-mlﬂnpnnuphs ‘Karsbakh Armenians were aleo criticized for their
perception of rule by some other nationality as “oppression.”’® Vahabzade
and Aliyaroy concluded their “Open Lettor” stating:

mlha\mmimmliy thered acce -to our desines? Let
wmmumwwmnuwmmwm
themselves ot their destination. But let them not coved that which others:
hmmﬂehﬂawwuwfmwhmmdmhmw
dm‘hnrn;w

hrmmmmmmummummw
MWWMMMAWMMMMWnWMOF
Hy with nationalistic inciinations. Rallies Mg on the
environmental issue in Soviet Armenia were still deemied mare significant.
The Anmenian environmental movement that emerged in the mid-1980s-
initially foreshadowed the political activism of the Karabakh movement. In
reality, hawever, many of the activists wers often the same; the movement
wuvimnmul mmmmmwmm
consequences of industrial pallution, the activists criticized govenment
policy. In September and October 1987 they organized demonstrations. in
?MMKmmewlmmehnnw
le. in- an envi ity the raised  owverhead




mbmhﬂhhumﬂlﬁ&drwwwmw’dlt
piierings. They fearcd that environmental rallies could be . -All:r

At this stage of the Ammeainn environmental movement, the nationali
intelbectuals interested in the Magome-Karshakh problem often restricted
iheir public demands to izswes related to the "euttural self determination” of -
Karabakh Armenians. The ultimats aim of these infelleceunls was, however,

the readjustment of borders and the annexation of Karabakh to Soviet
mwmﬂﬂmﬁmmhmhmm
the environmental movement also aimed o achieve Karabakh's secession
and independence from Azerbaijan, Initially. ihmnbr!iﬂm,dlmlnul’
the nationalist sctivists did not smount to o political opposition directed
against the Commimist suthorities in Armenia, despite the fisct that the
Communists did net fraternizs with the nationalists in. support of their

mmﬂmmkmmwmhndht* , the same 1
now prganized mmnwwﬁmummnng'
Communist Party.
mmlmmmwwmmmw
Armeninn nationalists. (o create public organ that indended 1o
the people and formulate public epinion supporting Karsbakh's
unification with Armenia; The government nlso considered the already
existing Soviet-era organiztions, such as the Writer's Union, as well as the
Yerevan State University, “dangerous” public institutions, because thoy had
become fara for free discussion, Thess bodics invited political meetings in
“which the Karabakh question became the common theme of discussion
m;muﬂitmhh. mmmmﬁqmm
~and ordinary
mvmmmmmu-ﬂnhmhnw
wwbmhmﬁwﬂmmnmmm
emaoticnal ties and solidarity b the Karahakh Armenians and Soviet.
Armenis played a decisive rofe in quickening the mobilization. led
by the intellectuals, According o the ethno-national theory of’ ism,
“n disaffocted infelligentsia has been ai the ccnter of any nationalist
mavement™; il intends to awaken the othnic consciousness of the members
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 octagion for the Armesian intelligentsia 1o lead

movement of ethaic conscicusness to reunite the nation, This

been the sim of the *ethnic revival® of nations, which is bound
el v

s

sgsf
il

nationalist_ideology that tries to achicve :

autenomy.™ In 1987 Armenian nationalists adoptd n
{albeit with an unclear political progrm) to accomplish the
unification of Karabakh with Armenia, Linguistic and cubturs]

i
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and Nagome-Karabakhi were mabilizing sround the. political agenda. of
unifying Karabukh with Armenfa. VR : Wy :

: afion ahoa & !
Lenin Squsre” On 14 February Karabakh’s Communist Party First
Sewretary, Boris Kevorkov, a protégt of the Baku leadership disliked by
Iocal nationalists, sttempted but failed o break up the rallies in the Lenin
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cultivating support among 'miLQI_mHi Anmenians in Moscow, and

mectings with Soviet officiale.” He even conducted with

¥ hian. His limited dige of Armenian did not p it ien From
becaming a popular nationalist leader™

mm“{ 0 !" o ._l.i (= lr|- M

an appeal to be distributed in Armenia and Kerabakh, urging the Karsbakh
Armenians nol o it “provocstive acts” guch as shouting anti-
that “the Armenian demonsirations must be peaceful and moral,
without threstening the.neighborly relations botween the Ammenians and the
W&ﬂu-&o.mﬂpmmmmw”
demonstrations. and establish & network of secret committess in the villsges
fo mobilize additicnal poople. The village committees would remain in
touch with the coordination centers in n
In Karabakh, Kevorkov's publicized statement “that 100,000 Azcel
fanatics” eould enter the oblast in response o the Armenian demonstrations

i



duuMﬂﬂmwhﬂIMam Kevorkov's “decision io
dm mmwmmmvllmum“
Karsbakh Armenians to condemn the did not d in
siopping the ' Even Azerhaijani poli sent from Baku were
Mwmdmmmmhm‘uwumm
M«mmummwmmiwm{hummumm
wﬂumd" ieniad h" had slready issued an
mmﬂuﬂm m on. ls mm Neﬂh‘nlm. the KEasrabakh
t would meet his pledge snd
Mdamuwmmﬁanymhumdmhw.in
probilem in'the Soviet Union.”
mmwmudwﬁwhmmm
WMWMEWWMMhmm“
Azerbiijan’s territorial inbegrity. The Azcrbaijanis demonstrated too,
although in much smaller numbers, in response to the Ammenian mass
rallies. Emations were running high on both sides, espesiatly in the absence
#nnmhummlmmmm -

The furning point in the dynamics of the Armenian-A ljani conflict
occurred on 20 February, msm-wdm«rmummm
adnpudby-mofﬂnwﬂwlsmmnjamdmhnmu
the union of Karabakh with Soviet Armenia.” Kyamuran Bagirov, the First
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Azerbajjani Communist Party,
and Kevorke were unable to prevet a vote on the resolution. The MKAD.
siviet justified its aetion on the grounds that it constitutional right b seifs
determination was within the limits set by the Soviet Constitution,

The passing of this resclution was followed by massive demonstrations
in Yerevan, which brought together, according 1o some cstimates, op to one
million people, wha were mobilized to support the unification campaign.™
Similar demonstrations were organized i other Armenian towns and even
in Moseow. “One nalion-one republic”, “No. fratemity without justice”,
'Umﬂmnon and "Struggle, strugyle to the end™ became the slogans of the

ThdnnmmmnﬁnmﬂuumuMmmﬂmmuﬁnf
‘glosnose confirmed that mational consciousness had besn an ineradicable
fenture of Sovier society. Gorbachev's policy of perestroika had lasgaly
undermined the soclalist goals of natignal i integration and the eradication of
national differences. The major components ‘of the Soviet nationalities
polisy of the drawing together (sblizhenie) and merger (sitionie) of Soviel
nafionalitics were undermined, ‘tio. Soviet cultural policy was also




mmmmmw.wnmmm
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arabakh), from
vm)ad Hrair Ulubabinn (the san of a famaus unification activist fram
Harabakk).™® The membors of the Karbakh Commitice conceninted on the
unification theme as the sobe item an their agenda. Marndian wemed against
mﬂ.lmmsuﬂueﬂﬂdﬁn;hhﬂl&mi!amm
hieir corniption and cause that would detract
&mﬂnwﬂwmmlnhw "ﬁammramuwlabn
for cxpressing the commitment and discipline of the Armenian people,””
Muradian's pumposs was to liunch in Yorevan s committee similar to that of
mwwmwmmtmwmmwdwwm
not know the exact number of the members of the Karabakh Committoe at
MMWIMWwMHva‘mﬂm
who had taken the podium in Theatre Square ng the &
on the issie of unifigation. Within this context, Mmm:wlm
sounds convinsing:

The boldest, the mast enwﬂond speakers became the recognieed
leaders. It was whoever made the strongest impression on the crowd,
The danger, of course, is that actors use appenls to emotion, shifts in the
direction of their ideas, umplyhboeu.?mmn!hulcrhmwd
without app ing the.

Aihhmhhmhmhhmmhmﬁm
which inclsded  Victor Hambardzumian (President of the Armenisn
Academy of Sciences), Zor Balaysn (a writer), Silva Kaputikian (a
distinguished poct) and Bagrat Ulubabinn (a historian and & naficnalist.
mwﬁqﬁruim from the 1960s), It seers that this Council
sgreed to serve the Karabakh cause alongside the younger nafionalist
sctivists of the Karabakh Committes rnd provide its members with counse].
'mmtﬁmm&mwwm“
Wylmﬁhﬁmﬂhlﬁhhhﬂlmm-
thit Armenis's estnblished inielligentsia was supporting the nationalist
movement for Magomo-Karwbakh's unification with Armenia. Morcover,

i34



d the Karabakh
Paul the aim of cthnic actors in the process
of ethnic mabilization fude such

of local Communist
The Krunk Committes had boon formed to- lead the nationwlist

Thas, the popular movements in Ammenia and Nagomo-Karsbakh
developed in tate 1987 and carly 1988 from l:a_-iu,of-envhi:!'mul rallies

into an organized and coordinated nationalist with established
leaderships and & network of activists. Especially in Armenin this network
extended into factories, institutes and some
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: Mnmwb’urwﬁmnumﬁmmm
Azerbaijan also chose this strategy, which idery national gy
m#-ﬁmﬁiﬂ:,'mwmhummmmmﬂrm
within states.* Soviet Azerbaijan rejected the unification campaign of
wmmwmmwmmmwhrm
movement.

u_.“' e _L_IJ..i.‘ A -_: £ iﬂw alse mw
demaonsirations 1o express their rejection of any ‘fiture alteration of the:
status of NKAG." Aynz Mutalibov, the Deputy Chsjrman of Azerbaijan’s

e et

deportations™ were being im Jin Yerevan and

Zangerur. Westem reparts did not confirm such practices, however
mzz?mmﬁmmmmpmmﬁemafm

Amhﬁmuudhulpdmmmtumumnmnmm
ww:mmmwwmmm
_clashed with the of Askeran. Twenty-five people were.
hﬂwﬁmmmlﬂdmmnmﬁlw A detachment of the
Sowiel army parrisoned in o nearby station was called in o calm. the
mnmmwﬂviﬂmmﬂwmmﬁ

ﬁmmﬂﬂmmmwkmmmmﬂ

m%hmmw“hwwmen

¥ o nine in the following sub-scctions of this article

Moscow's managament of the conflict, cheracierized by mass mobiliztion

and politicization of ethnicity and nationalism, and how the Azerbaijani

authorities organized  themselves against the Armenian demand  for
unification,
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MOSCOW’S MANAGEMENT OF THE
(FEBRUARY 1988 - NOVEMBER 1989)

Ghal FmimmodwthNmDmpmudfum
mm&mmmminmmmmmw
to-incorporaie Nagomo-Karabakh within Sovist Armenia. The CPSU, after
m:nuuhummmmﬂhmﬁnhmwm
. directed at revising the existing national and territorial structure contradict
the interests of the working people in Soviet Azerbaijan and Armenia and
dimage inter ethnic relations.” read the docision.” This declaration showed
that the central authorities were not ready to re-sxamine the nationalities
issue inherited from the previous leaderships. Moscow's stance could be
viewed in the conitext of the strategy of "simple denial or simple aversion of
the gare’, which refuses to acknowledge that there are ‘real’ problems of
nﬂmﬂlclﬂmofmb.motﬂurmtowwpmm
integrity of the Sowiet multi-ethnic empire.”” Moreover, the Moscow
imuwpwmwmmhmmmcmmmmmm
restore discipline and lize the si Muoscow's officlal postion’
disappointed the A ianz in Karbakh and. Yerevan, who had put high
hopes. in Gorbachev's. reforms. The rejection was followsd by mome
demonstrations ‘and calls for fsbor strikes in Armonia and Magorio-

Ymmmﬂkmhﬂm.Mm'lmdewmm
Wevorkov of his post and assign Henrik Poghosian, & native Armenian, to
the position of party boss in Kambakh. Kevorkov was probably fired for his
failure to end the Kamsbakh movement and restore party dissipline in the
oblast. M; M probably hoped that Poghosian could fulfill the
ﬁmwmmmgmmmunrm,mm
mavement i Nagomo-Karabskh and the restoration of the party's
hegemony in the oblast. The measure could also be considered as &
concession made 1o calm the Armenians. However, demonstrations did, mot
stop, as political opportunities for nationsl mobilization continued 1o
Mhp“umw.w“mmchmmmofﬂp
Amm

To case inter-cthnic tensions in Moscow  dispatehed
pescckooping forces 1o Stepanakert. Furthermore, the Polithuro sent ity
ropresentatives (o Armenia und Axerbaijan to meet with Commimist leaders
in bath republics. Petr Domichev and Georgii Rarumovskli met with the
authorities in Baku, while Anatolii Lukianov and Viadimir Dolgikh met
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wmmwﬂpfn‘l’m dewhdmmm

ﬂwinmmmﬂmwmmhﬁ’ the
emissaries from w failed o i ything serious.” The

mmmmemimw._wm' il the
demonstrators to “retumn to normal life and work, and obsarve socinl order”
mmwwmﬂmmdwwm}-.mu

Ammmmwmmmlmnmo{mmm
Siales, Ligachey “played & key rale in formulating the Central Commitice’s
resolution (of 21 February — (LG.] that characterized Armenian claims a5
extremist.™ Given the lsck of consensus inside the Polithure, Gorbachev's
wmbmmmmMRMMﬂmmemm
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The Commission appointed to investigate the Karabakh issue must
delay 4z ong s possible any definite solution. The unification of
xnmmm-aumunmmmmm

with ions in the cultural-social domain and in the
mhﬂmmmﬁahwﬂhqﬁﬁwwh’

The decisions and the resolutions of the Soviet authorities revealed n
policy “skiltfully batanced between the two sides” 1o close the issue of
mwmmﬂm-ummuumﬂ

borders, which were at the core of the conflict. Moscow probably
u&immmldmmmmmhhnmmm
M-ﬂmﬁﬂﬂ-ﬂﬂlmkmlﬂnmmm:ﬁwmmmﬁ
“divide and rule."™
mmummmmmmm His

lead to further unrest. Moreover, mmwmwhn
ﬁiwmmmmnhmpmmumnamq

both perestroita und glasmast.
The first “anti-Armenian pogrom,” which broke out in the Azerbaijani
town of Sumgait on February 28-29, took, scconding to official the

Tives of 32 people, mostly Armenians, and wounded hundreds more” A
few days befors, & rally in Sumgait’s Lenin Square had attracted thousands
of Azerbaijanis, who had ‘to hear about Nagomo-Karabakh's
campaign for unification Armenia. The crowd had already become
furicus when qmmmmmhmmum
mﬂdﬂmhw fleeing Armenian aggression. Among the orators
who tried to calm the crowd was Bahtiyar Vahabzade, a historian and the




: mwmmmnmrmm;mu
Monesions " hese criiciems focked call for “death to the

mdaulupnmthkmﬁvm
mmupammmmsmum;mw
point in the history of the modem Azerbaifani nation, for it is the event that
Mw previously lesser known nation to warld attention.” Armenians
had lived in Sumgait under harsh social and envirenmental
mmmmwwlmcrmmdwummmww
the Soviet authorities, the city “resembled a labor camp and its population
ing prisoners in forced labor.” Dragadze adds: “many Azerbaijanis felt
abliged to ask the world not to conderin & whole nation, because of the
mmhﬁhmnmw-mnfmmmm
men.” The Azerbaijanis did not want to be associated with the “stereotypical
image of wild Turks® thet, Dmgndze says, the Armenlans have often
preferred to use when referring to Ottoman: Turkish responsibility for the

Armenian massacres of 1915.%

m_mwmummlmmwmﬁwm
h Committee as well. The Azerbaijsni government’s: fdm w0

ormmm‘mmqum Anmtnmhﬁm hnllyumlwld
choice but to share this land together*’
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M#Mmﬂmwmmmmmmlm
framewark for future Afmenian-Azerbaljant relations. Sumgait was neither

Turks. The violence led to provocations and mised questions about the
mmmndnfmwmmimmpn“
Tmymmﬂﬂubhm anmkmmnmwhlm

KOB of the USSR":-‘L!I&VM Wm-wmmm
weither the KOB nor Swlu military units stationed nearby interfered to stop
ﬂnbbuﬂndm&mm
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institutional

murapﬂiﬁﬂ!mmmﬂwnmﬂﬂminmw

wmmmwﬁwmwmnmm
timie cultural, social and & Bakh, According to
M&mmmmurmm@wwwhm
pmhqummmxmhqhm,mdhmm
should sccept their eventual compromise.”
' mﬂmmwwmdmmwmmwm
matter in acoordanco with Gorbachev's earficr promise to discuss the issus
gimtnh‘f bakh  Ar 1 ;1-_.1-11‘Mmm
unification with Armenis, but acknowledged that several economic and
cultural reformis had to be introduced to improve the conditions of Karabakh
Arment The Presidium’s decision also refe 10 “inadmissible
Mmm&mwwwuwmmm
the Presidium made- fts opposition clear fo “all nationalist extremist
mm'mwmmqmmm,mqmyyw
the *Gorbachey. Myth mm“mmmmm

naticonal
in Azerbaljan. Evidently, the Armenian nationalist movement was
becoming ethnic mmmuwdllh;wm-ctijm in
sccondance with MMMMMRH fication.

Bt {5 usunlly argued in ethnic conflict literature that the stralegy chosen
hhmu:uﬂlﬁnw:gmbﬁnmm be what is favored by the
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. in Nagomo-Karabakh, The Presidium's
Moscow’s hesitant will, and it antagonized both communitics, cach from a
difflerent perspective. The Armenians. were antigonized 85 the Presidium
dezided not to unify Kambakh with Armenia, whils the Azerbaijanis were
alienated besauise they had probably expected & harsher condemnation of the
Armenian ssparatist attempts and the adoption of certain punitive messures.
againat the Karabakh Armenian nationali

_ The Kremlin next allocated a 400 million-rouble sconomic and culiural
reform package to Magome-Karabakh, This sum would be used to increase
Armenian language education and build a new network of roads, especially
between Stepanalert and the Soviet Armonian region of Zangezur,
However, the Kambakh Amenians criticized this docision for two reasons:
{8} it was doubrful whether the Soviet budget would sctually allow the
money to be provided as the Soviet budget woes were hardly & seerct by
gmwm}uw.wmmmﬂummmmm
in Baku since Nagorno-Karsbakh would remain part of Azerbajjan.™

discontented antion.” Moscow was trying to maintain order and avoid
(e ; i; I.!

thmh‘meqﬂqﬁlmﬂﬂwﬂtl'wm
and tactics. In cur opinion, Moscow had lost an approprists opportunity to
resolve the Magorno-Kambakh conflict. Had Moscow responded to the
Armenian demands for uhification by upgrading the autonomous oblast’s
slatus 19 that of an autonemous republic within Azerbaijan, violent conflict
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television .  Nagorno-Karshakh
mmmdmmmmmwwd-ﬁuwu
mmﬂmmmmm ‘have been met &t a

agninst the Azerbaijani go but alse agnirest the Azerbaijani peaple
in genersl, despite the fact thet members of the K Terulunt seople
continied 1o express their belief that coexistence with the Arerbafjsnis was

Mwﬂmmmmammarmwm
Vazgen Manukinn, & prominent activist, now propased the farmation of a
broad-based Karbakh Commitice to lead the rationalist moverent in
Armenia. It seemed that a new leadership of the Armenian nationalist
owolhimmmdng, b

Indeed, a now eloven-membar Karsbakh Camimitice, comprising
nﬂiﬁllnunhlhmh.mﬁmndmlﬂﬂq It included  dissiclent

onalist sctivists, some of whom had had expericnco in anti-Sovier
sctivity and undergrolend crganizational work since the 1960s: Levon Ter

'"'"“”““mﬂmnﬁiw Vizgen Manukian
tp ), Ashot Manuchsrian (vice-principal at an
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experimental school), Rafayel Ghazarlan (professer of technical sciences),
Babken Ararkisian (professor of physics and mathematics), Davit Vardanian
(mﬂmmw mithematics), Samson Ghazarian {history
teacher), Hambardzum Gaistian (history teacher). Alexander Hakob
MMume(mlmmmvm
ﬁmﬂdjhﬁﬁhﬂ"ﬂﬂm@mnmmﬁmmma

Mwaﬂm'sdmimdﬂwndhhnﬁudufmmmm
mmmFunmm&hqmmmmmm
the First Secrotary of the A fan C; st Party, and Yuzbashian,
w.manmwmmmuummm
mmmwuqmmmmummhim
and his criticisms of those “who' saw the-d ctrtions 08 m vedhi :
democratization" :mﬁnmmrlﬁbmmhilmrﬁmmmpuq
and. the now, broader polifical outlook of the Karabskh Committes
Mhnm!bimdtﬁwmwpnlbdmwmﬂmhn}m
pursue his single-issue campaign.®
Hmﬂwmﬁmhd“mmmamm'
with' Demirchian, this was not acceplsble to the Karabakh
Commitiee. for & number of reasons. First, the various aftempts by local
&mmhluﬁshdhﬂhhﬁmﬁmmhhmm

ﬁﬂﬂmmﬂhﬁﬁhwﬂwiﬂnnhlwmﬂh
movement in Armenia was sssociated with the broader current of political
change that was sweeping the USSR, mermﬂquwm
&nﬂwﬂlnmmwﬂmﬂmnmﬂumumd Estonia) wers:
entouriging. despite their firm belicf that the fate of democratio reform in
the USSR ultimitely depended on Russia. They had concluded that the
Karabakh Movement had to play & crucial role in the demccratization
mhhﬂﬂkinwﬂmﬂa‘nmummhﬁqm
hence, convinced that decisions comceming sirategy and  future
mmum-ndmmmuumﬂmymrnm
Square,

On 21 May, mmmwmmvﬁwmmvw
Ligachev, amived from Moscow in Armenia and Azerbaijan respectively,
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mmwuﬁnhwmwhﬂhﬂmhﬁm
coanomie reform and encourage jrepestroika and glan in thess republics,
However, h-m-,m-.wwmm_wwmm
replucement of the First Seorctarics in Yerevan and Bake, Suoren
Harutiunian replaced Demirchin, while !ﬂ.bdui Rahman Vezirov succoeded
Bagirov. Vezicov swas bom in Nagomo-Karshakh snd knew somo
Aemenian ™ Moscow probably replsced the Communist lesders of the twa
mﬂhhﬂmﬂiﬂt‘-iu’ﬁﬁv to manage or resolve the. Rarmbakh
conflict, I was also a tactical mave by Gorbachey, wha probably p d
1o hive new leaders in both republics in arder to parsus 4 different spprosch
it dealing with the Karabakh Movement. L :
‘Some hoped that the new First Secretarios could become peacomakers.

Square in Yerovan & fow days later 1o sddress a huge rally and try and
convince the demonstrtors 19 sbandon an ongoing strike, the popular
response fo this concilistory strategy. was discouraging. ‘When Harutiunian
snidk: *1 am with you, but | canniot work under these conditions”, the crowd
* respanded by insistent chuts of “Gorfsadul! Gartsadul! [Strike! Strike!]"

e & A T H ISy Iﬂi‘h

4 new relationship emerg :
wcmnmimqnphﬂyu'!m&nmdhmmm
shiogethee different approsch to dealing with the Kambakh Movement. The
A jan television stared br ing ly taboo sub soch ns

“The print medis published analyses of the Sumpail massacres. other
instances of cthnie violence and discrimination against Armenians in
! : nmy.mmmmwmmmw
June that the Armenisn Supreme Soviet would discuss the Magomo-
Karsbakh conflict on 15 June™ This was en unprecsdented political
development since the  Armenian Communist leadership had seldom
disoheyed Moscow's will in the past. Some abservers hoped that the
Armenizn Communist Party leadership and the Armenian people wers
moving toward sgresing upon  common. goal, which was Karubakh's
ultimate unification with Armenia. )
* Morcover, Harutiuninn further defied Moscow's will am 11 June when
he informed the crowd in Theatre Square about a sscret meeting held in
Mascaw between Ligachev and the First Secrotaries of Armenia, Azsrbaijan
snd Magomo-Karsbakh, The only item on the agenda had been the

ELL



possibility of upgrading the status of Magomo-Karabakh to an autonomous
republic. Hurutiunian and Poghosisn had rejocted Moscow’s proposal after

populated largely by Azerbaijanis.”™ Herutiunian's candor restored partial
wmmwuuwmmmumndhnwmuhwm
the A Soviel session of 15 June: However, the impatient
and radicalized population went on with the genesl strike in both Armenia
and Magorno-Karabalkh.

On |smmnmm§wmnmmhum«
hundreds of thousands of demonstrators and endorsed the decision of the
NEAD soviet of 20 February, which had requested the transfer of the oblast
to Scviet Armenjan jurisdiction, The Armenian Supreme Sowiet based its
deeision on Article 70 of the USSR Constitution, which gunranteed the right
wmmhmawmmmmmwmm
S‘mngitmm’

i response to the Anmenian Supreme Soviet decision
mm!?]mnﬂmﬂmﬁmﬁlﬁmlhpﬂmﬂmﬂ.iﬂmwm
decision of the NKAD saviet of 20 February and labeled it “undesirable.™"
Suleiman B. Tatliyev, the Chairman of the Azerbaijani Supreme Soviet,
declared:

hmcmmuhﬁWmﬂnalﬁwhwESupumSwﬂ-
0.G.] presidium, the opinfon was expressed unanimously that the
guestion of Magomo-Karabakh has boen raised without justification.
contrary to the: preservation of the historically existing unity of the
whole of Karabakh, sn age-old Azerbaijani fand, without consideration
of the interests of citizens of all nationalities living in the and
contrary to the wishes of the majority of the republic’s population.

Mnswwnwbadlopluﬂnmh.uf'unﬂw.mmulrﬁwgw
by the legislatures of the two republics brought them into direct
confrontation. On 18 July the Presidium of the USSR Supremc Soviet,
citing Article 78 of the USSR Constitution, which prohibited territorial
changes without the consent of the republic concemed, rejected the transfier
of Nagomo-Karabakh to Soviet Armenis, Gorbachev smphasized that the
transfer of Karabakh would st a precedent for other territorial disputes
within the USSR.* His refusal to redraw republican boundaries was perhaps
a logical detizion from Moscow’s viewpoint, but it provided no solution to
the conflict as far &5 the Armenians were concerned.
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mmmmmm»ﬂmﬂ%uhﬂﬂmpﬁuh
Nagarnic-Karbakh a few days befors the sbove-described mieetin ql'?h
Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviat, mxmhmm‘s
Nagorno-Kambakh to pass a resolution on secession from wﬂ*
reached their climax on 12 Jully. The 101 deputies present at the session of
the NKAQ soviot voled unanimously to secede from Azerbeijan and
“remamed the Oblast the Artsskh Armenian Autonomoas Region™ This
Begislative move of the NKAQ soviet further cscalated the political tensions
WMWWNWWWMMT%M
Soviet immediately declured the rewslution “null and void,” mh‘“i
Nﬁmmmm mmwmwnm

-dm mﬂy by mm nmunﬂm movements, Miroslay
Hroch “smcession” s the third stage of a nationalist movement's
national paolitical program, the first two stages “sul " and

*participation.” During the *substitution” stage, it ix vsual for linguistic and
cultural demands to tempararily substitue for political demands because the
enisting political regime doss not permit political scts. In the
‘participation” stage, a national political program includes initial demands of
participation ol the municipal and parliasmentary levels of the state.
WIWh‘hmmmammmgmm
national movement prestige and further opportunity to present its demiands
more effectively. Finally, the stage of “secession® becomes an effective
mﬁrmimnlntledmmhmﬂumnf&emm“bﬂ
more space for independent decisions ™
mumomnhgwm;mlmmerluuly was
apparently formulating its pelitical goal of establishing a separate statchood,
Mow, it became evident that the previous “linguistic ‘selfdetermination”
(nnil‘mu‘nn) campaign. of the Kirabakh Committee served only as a
“substitute’ for the political demands of the Karabakh Armenisss at a time
when political circumstances did not permit open political acts. Indeed, the
initial unification campaign that included 'partinl clements of politics” was
mﬁuﬁdbﬁﬂ:ﬁ)ruww-ﬁmumwhdﬂbdﬂme&'
savercignty. An oxample of a *partial element of politics’ was the crossing
of the political border between Soviet Armenia and Arerbaljan (Magomo-
Kirabakh) by the Armenian nationalist movement and the adoption of the
image of a single fatherland, This psychological link between the members
of the nation in Soviet Armenin and Magomo-Karabakh was extremely
Wmmwmmmmm
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mmmmummuwmlmmmm:
in Armenia. Their only viable option-was to direct the politicized population
toward & broader set of political goals, perhaps enter the arena of domestic
politics and becoms the formal political oppasition. Indeed, to the politically
ndymd members of the Kambakh Committee, like Manukian, the

long-term
mwmwmmmmwﬂMMH st
the national revival in the republic had increasingly necessitmied the
mmd-pdmdmmmﬂumlhgmmm
i ationalist ent had thrown the Karabakh
mmmmmemormsmmmcumim.
has gradually won popular support, like the other nationalist movements in
the Baltic republics and in other parts of the USSR. The anti-Comemunist
mmmmmmc«mmmmuc
now . pr d the psychological ground for its members to act
MHBIMW“WMHMHH
republic’s political process, the Committee members had become the only
practical alternative to the Communist government.
With the popular suppert that it now enjoyed, the Kamabakh Committes
Mmmumb«&unﬂuﬂlmhm»\mnﬁl
program should be snalyzed within & broader perspective, rather than be
restricted only to the Karahakh unification campaign, Hroch argues that a
nationalist movement often prepares a national program that is not restricted
to the personal wishes and demands of the nationalist sctivists alone, but
tends to include certain objective conditions like the political system of the

£



Wm {Armenian Mational Movement} or HHSh {AMNM).
the gutloak of the Armenian d i 1

diaspors™ and demanded “officiel Armentan and Soviet support fr guining
Wﬂmﬁh.l#!imﬂeﬂh delﬁom,“' ) -

" On 10 Seplember the Armenian KGB confided o the ‘Central
Clommittee of the Armenian c:uumunﬂnwmﬂl;mm plaiform

|
:
;
g
i
i
i
|

muﬂﬂm,nﬁuﬂihﬁ#hﬂﬁlngmmmmdum
between the peoples of the USSR. Furthermore, the ANM, following the
mm&_m'mMngluuﬁindewmﬁin
the republic. Thentfce, the KGE proposed: (1) to creats & group, from
geademics and historians to counterbalance the national activity of the

the arrival of large numbers of Armenia in
Shushi (Shusha, according. . the Azeraijanis), = lasgely Azorbaijan
populated ity in the oblast, would change the balance in



cvacuation of these refugees to Azerbajjen, H r, the Armenians wers
Fallawing & similar sirategy by inviting hi of Armeni fugs
from Azerbaijan into Stepanakest, the largely Armenian-populated capital of
“oblast, 5 urviphgnlum_ﬁlmuusuﬂqt
sutharifies imposed s curfew and banned demonstrations in the region,”
Anthony D Smith argues that the ethnic strtegies of “separatism® and

g
]
g
i

hmn'm.mwmwﬂu'mmu
mumcﬁlqnwmwjﬁﬁinw;'@h’wumkwhm.
In the previous few decades, the Anerbuijanis had tried to gradually alter the
demogmphic balance of Karabakh in their fuvor. This was done by
encouraging Azerbaijanis from other regions of the republic o migrate to
mmo-mm and by practicing cultural, economic and political
discrimination against the ethnic Armenian majority of K 1o force
‘the latier to leave the sutonomous oblast that had been created for them in
1993 et :

The events in Khojalu, like the Sumgait massacres, transformed the
Nisgamo-Karshakly conflict into ethnie enmity. Indeed, ethnic polartzution
mmwnmn’umwmswmsm
massacres six months before, After the Khojalu incidents, o sonse of
vulnerbility haunted the people once again in the ethnically mixed villages
i1t Nagarmo-Karabakh. The renewed ethnic violence offered a model of what
cthnic war would probably resemble in Magomo-Karsbakh, with both
Azerbaijanis and Armenians from nearby villages coming to the rescue of
their co-nationals. Under these ciroum it b doubtiul wheth
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{he ANM's Karabakh campaign eould gtill be frmed in solely constitutional

In early Desember 1988 the Soviet media hinted that popular beaders
would e d and “held reapanaible for provoking violence.” It ;
m'Mwmﬂwu_-'wamMthmw

arbaijin” and decapitste the. L Eventually, M J
arrested some of the activisss of the Krunk Committes in Nagomo-
mrabakh, including Arkadii Manucharov. In Yerovan the siuntion was not
m_wﬁmmmwmmmwmwmﬁm
mdice in order to noﬂwmnuﬂdhnmﬂthmmmm
troops that had mowed inio pasitions in Yersvan. In Baku, (0, Moscow
.mnm@‘mm'dntmlwwuuhgmm
characicr. There were already attacks on Comemnist Party hesdquarters in

foroes oblized demonstrators o evacuate Lénin Square in Baky in order to
prevent Turther anti-Sovict gathorings.™ h
] MWMWMMaMEMWMmmm
dynamics of ethaic clashes, Michasl Hechter argues that the siritegic use of
vialence by ethno-nationalists may attain pant.of their goals, bat that will
‘w:.mﬂi.mﬂhhwmm who usually
pay & wery high price. Bt was reported that Armenisn refugess who had
laft Azerbaijan amounted to 30,907, while the pumber of Azerbaijani
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Iﬁmo-ﬂur mmufuwnmmmnmmm
hminfﬂmfth'yl‘wmwd |wwdmbhdnhhudqmm
nfﬂuwuﬂlmlnmﬂ:y miodiately amested and later
transfered to Moscow to await trial, m&mhﬂsmw
breaking the Saviet Criminal Code by organizing gatherings that violated
mhmmeorﬂ»mmmmufmmm
s in jail, Moscow thought that the crackdown on the leadership of the
nationnlist movement would end the strikes and rallies: It could also provide
mwhhmwwﬁmhw
in the absence of its rival.

mwmmwwummwwwn
A liced, ended in & policy of “muddling
mmﬂ"mmwmmmm the zitustion, without

lities problem. It continued with affering

asbduofm&ﬂwbylmhdmmmmmmmdﬁﬂ
placing Nagomo-Karabakh under its direct rule on 12 January, 1989,
]!_;ﬁuﬂil'h’dlkhuﬂmun.mhﬁdlmw
Ad tration Commission, was to admini K.mhﬂiwmdm‘h
d ds of both Armeni and Azerbaijanis, This srmngement to
|wmmmmmwmwummm
emphasized that K formally remai pumf ui

Although Moscow's direct rule b 0 the
Kambekh Armenians, hﬂudmg“mmqnhitm ofnnm mﬂ:mh.h
. the g of

provision of access
hmhhuﬁwhﬂﬂwwmudtﬂmﬂhhmdwln
the Armenian language,” ethnic viclence did not stop."™ Aserbaijanis, who
carried out abtecks aguinst the Russian troops, escaped punishment at the
m#ﬂmwummmw Vaolskii, whose

fon in. Kirabukh was bound 1o come fo grief, eventually
declared: “for a great power . .o I s & less of face 1o exchangs penerals for
ligans. ™™ Ou 28 Movember, 1989, after having been unable to resiors

uﬂdﬁrm&ﬁudimn‘hﬂﬂymlphbh itical solution, Moscow abolished
mvammmmwmudmwwnw“
Gorbachev's decres of 28 November, 1989 urged the Azerbaijani Supreme
Soviet 1o solve the security problems of the Kerabakh Ammenians within a
legal and constitwtional framework. Furthermore, it emphasized that the
Azerbaijani govemment should implement the necessary measures to grant
the region & real astonomous status.”' It was difficult to anticipste what
Gorbachev would plan to do in the future, but such an administrative
withdrawnl from Karmbakh could grant him justification for fitare Soviet

353



military .mmﬂumadm of a-sentlement an bath parties to
ence, none of Garbachey's measures sfter 20 February, 1988 ended

the tensions in Nagomo-Karabakh o Armerio. He was biamed on both

impassible onea the first wave of ethnic violonce had taken plece in Sumgait.

THE AZERBAUANI MOVEMENT ORGANIZED (1989)

We now tum to the snalysis of Aszerbaijani atempts to. organize
themselves against Armeninn ethno-nationalism and its separatist ambitions
in Nagorno-Karabakh cemsined relatively calm through of
IM.Mﬂmwmwmmhmmhmmly
in Nm:'wu lfnm@i[mﬁnn-v!_ﬁmhﬁmi: under & fully-fledged

first had been totadly hostile™ to Azerbaijani nationalist demands; Therefo

the initiative was taken by the working class {laboring masses), *“which at
first distanced itself from the intelligentsia whose me it desmed to be
masinly corrupt in their pursuit of personal wealth” It seemed. that the
Party officials in the republic. The orsiors addressed Armeritan hastility and
the Mugomo-Karabakh problem, but soon grievances “were to center an
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i
5,

‘Panakhow's mumm campnign centered on’ democracy
and glavros, dospite hhmmﬂumhﬂwul‘thhmbﬁml
‘government’s management of the Karabakh conflict. The three issues that

had their inaction to stop the Armenian imedentist movement,
which they knew full well would be highly for the

USSR, was under Moscow's thumb, Mossow prabably
on- Haku to neglest the worken® mmm:Mwum
Magome-Karsbakh problem, since the oblast was already part of Azerbaijan
and further provocation could lead to disorder and instability in the republic.

‘Another incident that sggravated the Azerbaijani nationalist movement
in Movember 1938 was a skirmish fought over a hillside called Topkhana in
‘Wagomo-Karebakh, Tensions emerged when the Karsbakh Armenians
mwmlu;mmmwmfvmhmmm
factory without receiving p i ﬂnmﬂu# rbaijani suthoritics to
‘begin Baku i the site .4 “historical natural
monument” and argued that the Karabakh Armenians “would resort to
Wmmmws«mmm"”
This incident was a good indicator of the foss of mutual confidence; both
parties now viewed all incidents in light of inter-ethnic enmity.

‘Moreaver, MSMMWMmMnmme
month a death sentence against Akhmed Akhmedov for his invoh in

EEH



cauise.” The demonstrating crowd W’WT“ whils many raised
averhead banners and postors on which the wor 'W. was inseribed,
Other slogans on Azcrbaijan’s poliuted en the protection of
e Iangunge wthMhlﬁtm”'hw
muhmanmwm :
movement. The rallies they onganized were very similar o the Armenian
dmumuﬂmm,gphuh‘fmn#

their distinetive charcter, As the

_mmmwmwdhmobﬁhadmm*ﬂnmm
of lalam b ‘while poriralt of Iran’s Ayatollsh
Klmnmﬂ were Mdnﬂ “above the crowd. Chants of ‘death to the

inns’ and ‘R and Armenigns out of Azerbaifan’ were also
.M'Mﬂmhﬂlﬁnﬂdhm#mmmmmm
those who did not participate, the siory of the railies was transmitted 1o their

§
i

wdmmmm were snid to be
MWWMMMM‘WI#TM&
The relatively well-off Ammenians were
ommns M‘lﬂlmﬂlﬂlmhm_pd
Mﬂm'kﬁ.d the Karsbakh movement was part of a larger scheme
tomm:fm’" A




mwmmarhhﬂuﬁmﬂ#wwmwu
Azerbaljan Azecbaijanis felt that the Communists had

Erew
MImhMLMMMdMMEW
from January 1989 &s inferforence in its domestic affairs.'™ In July the
Azerbaijani Papalar Front (APF) d 8 & miss t, which drew
mwmmmmmmmﬂ'mmm
mMmthmwmﬂrﬁMMhhmiﬁmm

additionnl preasure on
Fm'“ﬁmmhmmmﬁtﬁ.lﬂe#mhﬂ.w
Mamedov, Leila Iwnusova, lu. Ssmedoglu and Isss Kambarov were
members of the intelligontsia. They ﬂwhdndﬁcrynufm
-Wuuwmmmhmhhwﬂ-ﬂm

“the restoration of the ethnic unity of Arerbaijanis living on both sides
the Seviet-franisn bordee™'™ The APF threatened to call for a national
mmzwﬁw:wWW
meet its d I heduled meeting of the Soviet
Azerbaijani .Snpmm Soviet In discuss  matters of soversigaty,
mormalization” in Nagome-Karabakh, the release of political prisoners, and
the formal recognition of the APF.'™ The Ancrhaijuni “democratic
national”"’ movement took a naticnalist stance on the Kambakh conflict,

3.

E

urmmwﬁm:mm demanding - direct



Azerbaijani control over Nagorno-Karsbakh mnd the abolishing of its

As part of its_political program, the APF srgued that if Karabakh's
autonomy was 1o remain, then Azerbaijanis living in Armenin must be
granted similar sutonomy. It also propased a niew faw on Azerbaijani
sovereignty, “asserting the republic’s full control of all its natiral

Tn-an effort 1o halt Armenian separatism, the APF organized & rail and’
land blockade of Nagomo-Karabakh and Armenia, which it called off only
on 5 October, 1989, after discussions with the members of the Communist-
controfled i Supreme Soviet.™ During these negotistions, the
APF justified the blockade as s retalistory action to Armenin’s blockade of
the exclave ofﬂ%hﬁvm.ﬂmpyh\mn)'-wmmm.m_

officials_endorsed the APF's stance on soversignty and the Nagome-
Karabakh dispute."”" Westem roporters opined that the APF had forced the
Azerbaijuni Communist Party into an “effective partnorship” and that, as &
“nationalist movement,” the APF was on its way. to capturing full political
powes.”™ It appeared that the APF's pofitical program, which espoused
soversignty, had become the comman ground on which the Communists

and the APF was probably achieved on the basis of mutual concessions, The
i recognized the APF as a legal organization snd
withdrew its for Moscow's direct in shakh. In

was matched by tho stubbom position of the Karabakh Armenisns on the
unification issuc. On 16 August, 1989 the Armenian Netional Council

isg



(ANC) was created in Nagomo-Karabakh. “The seventy-sight momber
! - Mountainous  Karahakh's

counc

-Armeriany until the Mm'afmm&»wmrﬂ-mm
dissalved by Moscow dn Janussy. mummmcm
Magomo-Karabakh's ion: from Azerbafjen and its unification with
Armenia, Bak and Moscow predictably condemned this declaration, Like
the APF. the ANC was challenging Moscow's steadfastness a5 regands the
wm.ummh&%n}mmwm“

THMMMWMHWMM
on § October, 1989, asserted that Azerbaijan should exert full controf over
all s terriiory, including Magomo-Karsbakh, Any territorial changes were
mumﬂham'"mmmﬂmmw
the APF did question not only the mutonomous: status of Kanbakh, but also
‘Moscow's handling of the Karabakh dispate, and even the "Soviel system of

as o whole,” In a further challenge to Moscow, APF leaders
minmlmmmmﬂhmwnmm
reconcilintion on the future status of Mountaineus Korbakh,” This meeting
MMMMIWWMMHMhm
to protect border areas™ with Azerbaijen, Mk‘gbudwhmimm
-mmhhmmmmwm

Moscow ended hwmhmﬂmﬁmﬂmw
oblaw to Azerbaijani sovercigniy on 28 November, 1989, %A republic-lovel
miﬂummnﬂumwwaﬁnh#ﬂkwww
facilitate the restoration of Azerbaijani soversignty and -t:mhﬁe
oblzst until “local Party organs would be revived.” Amﬂm
took the responsibility for security in Karabakh,™ Tnitially, the
mm.wum»mmummawm
hwever, that Armenian guerrillas in Magomno-Kambakh and from the
bwdgrmmhmhuuddmm'hdﬂ-ﬂbyﬁnu“m

w:\dummﬂﬁl" h d, and skirmis}
mnbﬂmdumndu.

Moscow's  nesh nf',-_*" ty over Nag
Enihﬂrdﬂinmhﬂo!mm mmhmwum
Gorbachey ted to this cut of fr . After failing 1o
queﬂlmnﬂiﬂwdmmruhﬂuﬂljr i ive wis to_sbandon it
However, this political act was -Imhmihmgﬁrmm,mmm
suecumbed to. Azerbaijani natit T ire, more compelling

umwmumwmmmmﬂfuum
imposed setttement B0 the conflict. By placing the adminisirstive snd
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Am“HMWdMﬂumwmm
_mwuwmmmmmmﬁma
direct intervention and the enfor tarined settlement 1o
the conflict #t some luter sings, mmmmﬂmmm
:-mmwwmmnmwﬁmmmu
enablo Moscaw 1o retain its hegemony in the South Causcasus,

" Indeed, ethnic relations bety the Armeni ud-llmhﬁmisbd
deteriorated flrther by the end of 1989 as iregulars from hoth communities
continsed 1o attack fransportation routes that connected Karabakh o
Azechaijan and

memmmmmm
wwmmnmmmnmm'”lusmmm
mwdw. demographic displacement continued to take place in

85 the Azerbaijanis felt obliged to gather in the Shushi distrier.
mmmpﬁuanwwwmw
borders did not succeed " Gort g3 1o both parties did mot
steniate ethnic toasions. mnnmﬂmmwm-
and the ANC of Karabakh on | December, 1989 triggrered further esealation
mnmh{nmmﬂnﬁ-ﬁmbm.mm

ARMENIANS Mh'.D AZERBALIANIS FACING THE
ESCALATION OF CONFLICT (1989-1991)

The joint decision of the Armenian Supreme Soviet and the ANC. of
Karnhakh of | Decernber, 1989 could be considerod as an act of defiance in
m-nﬂn-hmmh!nnwudm Thomas D, Musgrave argues that
m.wrmmimwmwﬁw.m
Mnmamammmmﬂmm'“m
Baku  leadership dved the said decision ns & violation of
mm&mﬁmmm“mmm»mm”
mwﬂmwmﬂﬁmmumn
resolution was an “impermissible interference in sovereign  Aserbaijan
ﬁk’;ﬂmﬂ-mﬂmnmmmhwma
territorial integrity. "'+
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MWW&MWWMMMW
when it discussed on 9 Janusry, 1990 the preparstion of & budget for
Karabakh.'"* A erowd consisting of the radical wing of the APF responded
by commitling anti-Armenian violence in Bake, which bed to Soviet military
intervention o stop the pogroms.** Michael Keating argues that in case of
conflict between state nationalism and the right of national minorities to
 self-delermination “thers may be no resolution shor of viclence. ™" Viatent
acts were also commitied ‘along Makhichevan's borders with Iran and
Turkey, where the Azechaijani opposition dismantled border fortifications
nnd oocupied the Caspinn coastal town of Lenkoran, raising serious sscurity
fears in Iran."*

On 13 Janoary, 1990 a new assaull was launched against the Armenian
minmmmm'wmmmmwmﬂ.em
communitics in Nagomo-Karabakh and along the border between Armenia
“and Azcrbaifan,”™ Fearing further attacks, Armenians broke into Soviet
army installations in Armenial and Karsbikh and confiscated weapons in
order o protect themselves. This could reflect the degree of tolerance and
- support of the Soviet army of the Armeninns. Armenian officials justified
ﬁuﬁumumafpmrmymleMamﬁMMnfmﬁt
defensive purposes.'™ However, for some Armenians the tense situation
could hiave been an excuss for the formation of independent militias.

Michael P. Croissant argues that the anti-Armenian violence in Baku in
Jnnuary 1990 wad the result of “protractsd tensions” since 1988, it was
-mmﬂmwuwmimmmm
driven out of Kambekh in t wis.'™ The Presidium of the USSR

Sovict responded by imposing & state of emergency. Gorbachoy
m?wmilmmmhmulnurymdmwsmmg
in the city to prévent firther atrocities and bring order o Azerbai
Haowever, Mm#snﬂﬂhﬁmﬁmmmwmm
mmmwunwmmmmmmlfmﬂu
vialense o impose occupation by the central govemment.'”

On 19 January, 1990 the newly reinforced Soviel troaps started their
ssault on Baku. After hours of fighting and more than a hundred
Azerbaijanis dead, the Soviet troops occupied the city and imposed martial
Iww."™ However, it was difficult to control the situation in many Azerbaijani
towns outside Baky: Ethnic claghes continusd in the border regions between
Armenia and Azerbaijan, The aim of the Soviet military intervention was to
crush the Azerbaijani naticnalists, discredit the APF and consolidate the
existing pro-Moscow government.™ These “Black January” events created




new anti-Soviet hatreds mnd mﬁlmh&nﬂhﬁmﬂnm
which they have found difficult to forget over since. ™

“The Kremlin justified its interventionist policy in Arerbaijan by arguing
that the “Ascrbaijani nationalists had called for the forceful overthrow of
Soviet power and the scoession of Azerbaiian from the USSR Moscow
~changed the leadership of the Azerbaijani Communist Party and installed
Mutalibov as its now First Secretary. He would subsequently become the
first. President: of Soviet Azerbaijan. To win populsr support, Mutaliboy
nﬁwhﬂwmmmnmmmhw

© Moscow’s intervention in Baku was directed more at ing the
APP's organizational strug and ifs supporters rather than protecting the
local Armenians, The Iste intervention of Soviet troops to stop the anti-
Mﬂuﬁmﬂﬂuhﬂumpﬂbdnﬂﬁdhh{dﬁoﬁw

ible for the A ian deathis. The APF's nationalist political agenda
hdbmhhmuﬂuﬁhﬂwmhﬂuﬁnﬂ%k.mwmumdi
therefore, o take firm action against the APF 1o strengiten the Communist
mmhmmwmu&mmmlmm
developments in Azerbaijan and Armenia determined o some extent the
escalating pace of the Karabakh conflict,

In Armenia, on the other hand, anti-Soviet sentiment had been running
high ever since 1988, when Gorbachey first refused to sttach Karabakh to
Ammmdmmswmlwdﬂmmlummﬂmmm
massacres in Sumgait’ The Karabakh Committ werg
Mhmhmﬂﬂﬂmtmmmmmw
under the name of the ANM." The nationalist activists received a hero’s
welcome in Yerevan and were immedistely escorted to participate in a
midnight rally. The ANM now moved forward to estsblish itself as the
leading exponent of Ammenian  political demands, because the people




believed wuwmmwmpmm duhtﬂib;ﬂm
claims. The Armenian Communist govermment 1o be nssocinted with
the ANM and preferred t remain luﬁTlvaw ﬂnﬂwdhﬂ'hnd,ﬂn
srrested members of the Krunk Committes of Nagomo-Karabakh remained
jaited and were released later,

mmmwmmmmm lmmﬂlﬁmdosu-w

representatives i in R!ﬁ, the capital of Latvia, under the lusp&uu.nl’h
Baltic Council. “In an unusual display of solidarity.” the ANM “condemned
the Mnmﬁﬁmmmwmmmamwm

which they called for a cease-fire to be effective 15, and for the
ereation of a council tor resalve all outstanding disputos.”™ However, these
talks were soon infernupled a5 news was T d of further deterioration in

the situation in Nagormeo-Karabakh,

Power ‘was transferred from the Communists to the nationalists in
ﬁmm;amsr-dodsmvmafmhmmmmmiumh
Chmmnluhrqy lections 1o the republic’s _..' Soviet in July
1990, The: first mnf st gow a d power on 5 August,
1990 when Levon Ter-Petrosian, a founding member of the ‘Karabakh
Cmimmdihehaduqfﬂwaﬂm.wﬁemdﬂ-ﬁmﬂ
kmusWWﬁh%mﬂp&mmﬁumhmw
in -zccordance  with constitutional  procedures’™  Hroch argues that
suceessiul panticipation in the institutions of the state (one of the stages of u
national program) usunlly gives the nationalist movement “prestige” and
further opporunity to present its political demands “more effectivaly.”™
The oppesition nationalist. ANM's victory in the 1990 parlinmentary
elections was badly needed for Armenia’s internal stubility and transition to
independence. On 21 September, 1991 Armenia voted overwheimingly in
favor of secession from the USSR, and. on 16 October, 1991, mmun
humwmcmmysﬂmhuidmuhmdbr Wptﬂlrvm - The
T SN wl “-Jl.u A, m or 4 i oFial
ag.mcumwln.\mmm whmh,minauﬁl?uuq-mud.m

that “Armenia had chosen the comrect pathin deciding fo seceds. ™"
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Back in Azerbaijan, Mutaliboy’s Communist govemment committed &
“geyvere tactical um‘ﬁyw Mwﬂf‘mﬂlﬂiﬂl
ity, the n  oppasition

Despito Mutalibov's domestic unpop APF
failed to d him. B , his istenice in office and failure to

mbﬂjnummwﬁlm ‘Azerbaijan’s internal
mwwvuhnadfu unified stance against Armenia's

Wmﬁﬂmmﬂlﬂw
hmﬂhﬂqw"tmummm together with
mmtfﬁnmm‘smdwﬂm&wiummmwmm
1991 coup, pushed bath republics toward open warfare,

We can deduce that Moscow's manipulation of the Nagormo-Karabakh
conflict and its military support of both partics at wasious stages of the
[ ia and

under its eontrol. This had become clearer after the “Black January™
mwmm&mmuﬁommhm
However, i consequences on the
evolution of the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict. The months following this
ful coup wi d the of the Armenian  and

%
:
i
Irt
é

who used it instr Ity to seck domestic political sibccess,

The Negorno-Karabakh problem had distant roats, but it is undeniabie
that cthno-nationalists in Armenia, Nagomo-Karbakh and Azerbaijan used
ethnic identity for parposes of political mobilization to attain political goals.
Ethnic political mobilization.of this sort caused ethnic tensions and conflict
between the Armentans and Azerbaijaniz, After having reached & point of
no return, both partics began to advocate a military solution to the Karabakh
conflict. This expased them fo manipulation by the newly independent
Russian Federation, the major supplier of arms 1o both parties. This will be
discussed in Section 11 of this article,

. SECTION I ; '
FROM ESCALATION TO OPEN WARFARE (1991-1994)
. FROM ETHNIC! B-'IOBI]..-!EA‘[TDNTO WAR
(1991-1992)
ided fn this section has important implications for the
mhﬁmnﬁhhmmd eventunily the outbreak of open warfare between




the Anmenians and Azecbaijanis. mhummjuuwm
* detail, mnpmuot‘lhmﬂmumnhlhudum the escatatory

mmnmmnhu"' Demirel, congr tulsted Ter
Petrosian on his election as Presi d offered to ically
-wmmmwurpumalmmmmu-puuw
ofwmmmmmwthMMMh
Black Sea and promised to inciude A ia among the members of the
vams-mwcasmmmmuw
eventually created in 1992, Moreover, Turkey wanted to construct a gas and
oil pipeline connecting the oilfields of the Central Asian republics with the
Turkish port of Trabzon through Armenin. Hence, Trabzon could become &
mmwmwumwmw&emm
of the mil network along the Turkish-Armenian border. "™

Ter Petrosian was interesied in the Turkish initintive because it would
pmhakmthwiﬂmewpmpmofmommmm
ﬁnﬂimownhwﬂdmﬂmhhlﬂdmﬁhm

‘Cancasus. -
to drift gradually towards the West. Moreover, would M a
mmimmmmpmwhwrnh'w
abroad’?

The analysis of the escalation otmmmm;mh
the carly part of 1991 and the Soviet participation in some battles in the lnst
mmdmc«mwu-mmmmm
to the questions mised sbove, which became wery crucial from the first
months of 1992, )

On 30 April, 1991 the Soviet armed forces and Azerbaijani Interior
Ministry troops had launched & massive offensive to establish full control in

troops subordinated to the Soviet MVD {Interior Ministry) ... conducted
actions coordinated with Azerbaifani OMON (Azerbaijani mm:hry)
wuy»mmwmmwmmrm including

, children and elderly p '™ The troops undertook “systematic
! jons” of the A ’mpupuhﬁum&uuhnhmhmhu
them with Azesbaijani refugees, who had fled from Armenia.™ “Hundreds
of villagers were forced at gun point to leave all their belongings and sign
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s e e
soried at night and the aver at
igh w:;&:tr sions,”™ Moscow and Baku justified their military
peration by declaring that the atiack d Armenian villages were “harboring.
Armeninn militias™ which were refusing to Iy down thefr arms and wero
aftncking the Azerbaijni villages.”™ The operation, simed ot demornlizing
the Asmenisns and perading them to abandon their tesfarial demands,
continued wall into the summer.

The impact of wniw“mmmmm
Armenians and fed to the emérgence of o more: militamt  Armenian
mp&mmm%mwmwmmmm
Further attscks. Ter Petrosian also viewed the Soviet m actions: as
“undeclared war and “slate. terrorism” against Armenia’” Morcover,
“Operation Ring' Increased the security dilemma between the Armenians

against possible Azerbaijani attacks, the fears of the Azerbaijanis akso
,.lmphs,muﬁaynﬂmmwﬂumlmmmwm As the
Armenins fought to retnke “their villages”, Azerbaijanis al$o used force to
mupmmmmmmwmmurm
secessjonist gooup viokence becomes i mlymianl in order o
resist state reprossion in the name of the nation.™™ As & consequence, the -
mmammmmmumummmmw
mhmummmmmmmMnmm
of Agerbaijan b - almogt i ible. The Soviet policy of using the
traditional uﬂiuryoﬂimwmﬂnmfhdudm&:mm
ﬁ-bd’"mhnlrmdmwﬁmwmumm in
Kambakh. By late 1991 population shifts in Kambakh had become complete
mﬂbh%ﬂuﬁmﬂdhmmumwuh
could"™

However, if Moscow's intention in the short run was to send signals to
the  Armenians throigh “Openition Ring' thet their demands wers
wnmmwmum»mwwm
negotintions, then it did achieve & Hmited & 1 In this context,
*Operation Ring' muhwtwmmmm“
that Moscow did rot favor o military resolution of the
conflict. In addition, Moscow wanted to keep its levernge in the region and
nianipulate both sides of the conflict to the extent that they would recognize
Russia's role in any future pesceful settlement. However, the main signal
was probably aimed at Ter Potrosian. Moscow wanted him to abandon his
pro-Westermn orientation and follow the taditional pro-Russian orientation

=L



qd'l.lmﬂmnmﬂn‘&" 1991, i .nndﬁ rhaij
m-mmmmmmwhmumm
republics of Russia and Kamkhstan.'™

In the meantime, Mutalibiv was changing course in face of increasing
mhMMtﬁmmﬁmwNwwmmm
wwmumgmﬂomm iments i Acerbaijan, Azerbaijan

its independence from the USSR on 20  August, 1951, The
At&baﬂmlpﬂhmﬁthn!oﬁdiuﬂombu!ﬁlmmmhmm
autonomous status of Karshakh. Thhwuudmindhﬂonofuathaipn‘s
desire to exercise full sovensignty aver Karnbakh.

Om_the other hand, the ANC was now in control of large parts; of
Karabakh and was calling for a referendum on Karbakh's independence. It
mhmwﬂmﬂmwmﬂmwwwm
Azerhaipani decision.'™ Hechter argues that usually the sim of the
nmmhwhwmﬁuﬁumhimpomwmiuﬂmﬂhhi

In the avtumn of 1991, MMNuﬂmmm
Ilﬂ.mom‘mimuﬂtmhukhvwdmmm
The Azerbaijanis, who comprised shout 25 perc nfﬂww;ewhﬂmh
Magoeno-Karabakh, boyootted the referendum. The ANC wene finthier and
organized general elections for a new parliament, allocating seats on a
proportional basis for the Azerbuijanis, too.™ Despite the Azerbaijani

mmhh“hrehMbuanﬁmﬁmmomem
1923, The Nagomo-Kembakh leadership ruled out any peaceful mMm
that did not sceept the independence of the enclave, including Shahumian."™
This dmhrummﬁ:lhm:mnwﬁnm bjﬁglmug,m Ihuambqlm
Armenian and Azerhaijani militiamen.

The self-deciared Republic of Magomo-Karabakh was not granted
international recognition, even by Armenia Armenian diplomscy adopted
.mammmutummiummm“u,mm
avoid international eriticism for Armenia’ s supporting the war in Karahakh
and did net wish to slienate Russia and Turkey. As a consequence, however,
Armenia mmwmwwmmhﬁlw'wm
the [stter 1o ngree to its policy optians

mmm‘r«mmm- leadership
intensified after & January, lmmnmuhmhm,. member of the
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radical nationalist Armenian Revolutionary Federation (Dashnak) party, was
Mwuf!it?iwm Supreme Soviet. Ter Petrosizn

wai apparenily Robert Kocharian, Mirtchian's rival, Mirtchian's
alection fationship betw cal ch s in K
jind their supporters in Armenin. It also “gave the Dashnaks in Yersvin
added | i, allorwing them 1o cast doubts on his
patriotic i the struggle in Kacabakh." The Dashnak party, with
its headquarters in the Di considered Turkey as a threat to Armenis
mm.wu.mﬁu.mwﬁmqwm“
ire the Ameninn Genocide of 1915, 1t also pressured the Armenian

government 1o formatly recognize Nagorno-Kambakh's imdependence,
mmew'mﬁmh'ﬂedhm
political parties in Armenia and formed in Junc 1992 2 coallilon with the
um_&u%lmequw

icy.

hur::fumod‘f with the leadership in Nagomo-Kambakh,
Ter Petrosian declared that “Armenia gave up all territorial claims on
Nagorno-Karabakh, and that it had lost all influcnce sver decisions tmken by
the enclive.” However, the Ammeaian government continued 1o supply

The Karsbakh ip's policy pescefil diplomatic
approach of Ter mmmm.mwmm-mmum
“of Armenis, o profemed to achicve & political

committed on both sige and with thousands of refugees seeking refisge out
of the oblast™ : :



were
Amhﬂlmfwm"hlm ﬂwhdinlﬂﬂlymﬁmdmﬁrm-ﬁmua
national army, mfmﬁumwwwmﬁmnmw
18 or oider for sctive military service "™ Azerbaijan was preparing for s
full-scale war, Tbcmmnfﬁhm&mwldmhmmm
political developments in Kambakh between the yoars 1592 and 1994,

MILITARY AND WLM(IMIM)

In early 1992 the war in Nagormno-Kersbakh had already been
wmmammummdﬂumumu-wmw
between two indupwm sovereign - states, Armenia and

v mmmmmuﬂmwmmu
conflict.

THE FIRST PHASE OF THE WAR (JANUARY-MAY 1992)

The catalyst for the Azerbaijuni offensive i 1992 was the prociumation
by the Armeninn leadership of the independent Republic of Nagomo-
Karabakh. The aim of the Azerbafjani troops was to break the Armenian
resistance and capture Stepanikert. Mﬂdmﬂphmhgmi grotnd

assault, Mutalibov w readiness for negotiations. He insisted,
mmmmymmmmmmummﬂ

1y within A an. He stated thet Azerbaijan had become o
d , where ions of discrimination could be easily addressead by
mﬂmmmmﬂmw military offensive,

which ultimately failed, became an ndditional factor in the escalation of
hostilities in 1992,



. Helsinki
T,

mmwwumm-mnmmmmﬁwu
Azerbaijanit since it wat one of the remaining two Azerbaijani-inhabited
mmnmmmmmﬂmuwm
control over il of Karabakh. This military setback also had disastrous
repercussions in Baku, Hechter argues that nationalist viclence iz sdopted as
8 strategic instrument “to rise the Center's costs of controlling a restless
periphery.™"™ Indeed, in additicn to the approximately 200,000 Aszerbaijuni
nﬁummwhﬂﬂmhudmmlil&wwof

uwhﬁamwwmll-pmmmadmmmwm
APRF' hopes 10 capture power snd force a harder stance as regands the
conflict over Karabakh.
mmmmmmmuwmww
offenuate fensions between the waring parties. This offer would also

m



counter possible Turkish influence in the region™ Iranian
efforts, which also envisaged & role for the CSCE in the ki
mmmmﬁ&mmlmm
among Armenian, Azerbaijani and [ranian representatives in Tehran on 14-
16 March. A draft plan to resolve the Karsbakh conflict was discussed.
Although- the Armenian and Azerbafjani govemments welcomed Iranian
mediation, peace was not secured, and hostilities resumed at the end of
March. The Iranian foreign minister, Al Akbar Velayatl, “laid the blame for
mMM#WMMhCﬁmHm Iudmhdpinm

ﬁi

peace-making
Muaﬁpurdwmﬁm&hmh:fhmhmﬁ
the “solidaristic nationalist group™ challenging its suthority I+ strong, then
v@mnmlh&wm"mw political instability and
melheﬂ_!dm%ll Bakuy, the Armenians: pressed for

from Armenin. The ‘socalled ‘Lachin
WWMMMWWWHMWWM
Armenin. The A Ijml duced the p of supplying the

MMH@MKHMWMMMHhM
mwwhmhmmmﬁwumm
‘Russian military sssistance was lso seen 85 decisive in military
aid and cquipment to the Armenians. Third, the role of the Armenian
Dh&mwmudin finding the war in terms of economic and military
i’ m&mﬂmwmmmxmm

and
Nagarno=Kambakh Army underfines the political position of the Karabakh
Anneonian lewdership with respect to war and peace in the area:

i



m&-gmhnmmmmmmmmmm
Ankarn’s relations with its North Atlantic Treaty Organization allies.
Demiral statod: “We are not indifferent to the sufferings of the Azerbaijanis,
.« but .. wwmmwwmummmhmm
The officinl Turkish policy towsrds the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict
did not reflect the country’s intemnal public opfnion, which wis largely
eritical of Demirel's hesitant and cauticus steps. The Turkish government’s
failure to demonstrate its support for Azerbaijan could lesd the Central
Asian republics to fose confidence in the Turkish "political model’ and open
the way for Imnian influence in the region. When Demirel iried to respond
fo public demands in favor of intervention, A fa's Forelgn Mini
mm-mwwww»mmﬂnﬁnﬂnapw
the role of a “regiona! superpower.
mmdﬁemw;ﬂwmmw
mwmmmmmmmnmum”’
Demirel's pledges: to aid’ Nakhichevan to enable it to cope with the




nmmmumu@mwvm.mm
the Defense Minister of the Russisn Federation, castioned Turkey, in the
name of the CIS, W%Mﬂwhmmw
"ﬁm-.ﬂridwﬂrtdwﬂ ﬂmauﬂnmmmm“ﬂwm

ity
mbﬂadlmbmnfﬂﬂﬁ.hdﬂpdulﬂlmlm
“The Magomo-Kambakh war thus ined not only & domestic sue
central fo Armeninn and Azerbaijani politics; but it also created seripus
dilermmas for the regional powers. For Turkey, the Armenian advances were
not oaly at the expense of its ethnic kinsmen in Azerbaijan, but they akso
posed a challenge to Ankars's role nhﬂmhg‘lil'ﬁnldc“of

APF came to power in Baku, Moreover, i the war enfered illmundphﬂt.
mmmmwmmm hcscammmd.

THE SECOND PHASE OF THE WAR (JUNE ~DECEMBER 1992)

period,
Euﬂwmuww«hamnw-ﬂ
pursued an enti-Russian, anti-lranian, and pro-Turkish policy, Azerbaijan
mow viewed Russia and lran &s two regional powers trying to interfere in fis-
internal affairs. This choice antmgonized not only Russis and lran, but
embarmssed Turkey as well” Despite Elchibey’s call for “political
unification”™ with Iranlan Azerbaijun and the creation of & “greater Azeri

Haneously attempted to
mh!rﬂafooﬁ:nld in the region by keeping its political and economic ties
with

i



Elchibey immedintely resorted to military operations in Karabakh, The
w.mﬁumaﬂmmmawummﬂ
Shahumian districts in northern and contral M halkh, Nosth
Karshakh fell into Azecbaijani hands for the first time since 1988. The
degroa of devaststion left an impression smong Armenians that 2 Karabakh
cmpty of its Armenign inhabitants was the ultimate aim of Azerbaijan, The:
Karabakh Armenians feared they would eventuslly suffer the fate of the
Makhichevan Armenians, who had in the end, been obliged to leave their
mmmwmmuwwmum
mmm

m.mwm«mmwu,m
addition to the 180,000 refugees who had alrendy left Azerbaijan si
1588, ahmumdhmmq,nfﬁhmwmw“ﬁmm-
mhdmmhsﬁ:mﬂhumm adm.ndﬂ'-t
dnshed the last hopes for & compromiss. A
ngreeing to these peace terms would be not less dangerous than fighting. ™'

Even if Elchibey’s expansionist sintements were tictical, designed to
mm#mhﬂfﬁchmhwmwmmmwu
a1 home, they d secirity ameng the regional powers. The
APF'apmﬂ‘midtfww&rnﬂﬂnm{Hurymufh

h generated fears in lran
wmww about s domestic stability snd its border with
%Ifhmﬁnmnfﬁmwjuh]hhi&ﬁlbhmm

wmw;mmmmwm

mn particular stage,”"" 4

ﬁrmﬁw imwﬂmmaummmlym\m
‘commitment. The now belioved that they had nothing to lose
since they had been to sbandon territory and their ethnic presence in
mﬂhwu\mmh%ﬂwmﬁmkmm
fighting for everything. The same argument could also be applied to the
Armenizns, who were not less determined and committed than the
Azerbaijanis.



Tlumilw in Karabakh p "iﬁl‘wwm
mmmwmmuuwtmm-uAWdhwmh
demands to resign. The go d that “stability was
thmfﬂﬁﬂmmmmmmm&'".
extemnally would be allowed fo theeaten the integrity of the state.” It coped
with the paycholopical and politieal pressure by emphasizing the need fora
Joint struggle by government and opposition in the Karabakh war. The fatter
mummmndanmﬂmwwwwmhmt
- Moreover, anather issue, which maintained an uncasy intermal stability, was
mmwmwmwwuammwh-mmm;
Turkish

In Sepiember 1992 the Azerbaijani forces continued thefe sdvarce and
captured stratogic areas in the Lachin and Shushi districts, which increased

Armenin o h‘mﬁ-}ﬁuhﬁh“' ; & Armenian
offensive sueceeded in stopping mmmmwwwm
mela:hhwnidbrwmlw “The military sHoation stebilized in the
following months.

1 mi ' proved than
fiplom 'm.mmAmmﬂmwsmw
adhere to Iranian and Russian calls to stop the fighting. This could be for
MmthmWﬂn:Mnmmﬁmmww

Mwuﬁ iy mﬂ'l_l;u- Taies Armmt Tmmoeed | Fighter |
Carviers | Vehicles
Wmmbeih | - 20,000 () 3 N 120 ; =
Arenia | 20000 (b T30 160 EH 00 i
Aze T R 0 360 [T |
) includes 8,000 volunteers from Armenia.

b) el the ammy.
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'wmmwﬂmam-m.mm.
CSCE meetings in | did not make any progress in reconciling the hasic
differences between the parties, Fadey 3
mmrmmmhmm-qruhwwmm
peacemaking efforts through a meeting held Moscow on 20 February,
19925 After intensive negotiations, with the participation of Payel
Grachev, the Russfan Defense Minister, an agreement was renched an 19
September, 1992, which called for & cease-fire and & phased withdmwal of
Armenian and Azerbaijani armed forces from the conflict zone.™ However,
the lack of implementation of this agresment sventually fed to the escalation
of confrontations mww:wwwﬁ.. the outbreak of
an internntional crisls. w
mﬁmmwm.w.mwmmh
f _ ethno-nationalists remained firm i their uncompromising.
positi The Kambakh A iang were fighting to pressrve thefr zolf-
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mmm»ﬁmwmmumu
over Nagomo-EKnrabakh. It pm'vnddlfﬁw

restore Azerbaljani
mmmm«mwm-mm

partics preforred to continue their military operations. The early hs of
rmmmhmﬂmmmmmm
border and beyond the borders of Nagomo-Karsbakh,

THE THIRD PHASE: MILITARY ESCALATION
THREATENING INTERNATIONAL FEACE (MARCH-OCTOBER 1993)

AMMMMmAmIImw
most of the Martakert district and seized tegritorics
s of Magomo-

added to the number of Azerbaijani refugees. Turkey, Irsn and the UN
Security Council condemned the offénsive. On 30 April, 1993 the UN
Security Council passed Resolution 822, which called for an immediab:

enshrined the principle of the inviolability of intemational borders aned
mﬁ'ﬂdhpﬂmmmhufhﬁﬂﬁ iuthnmmmurmnltnm
conflict.

Parallel to the passnge of Resolution 822, the USA, Turkey and Russia
presented & draft, tripartits peace plan to the warring parties, The three-stop.
plan called for (s) & timetable for the beginning of a 60-day cease-fire; (b)
the withdrawal of Armenian troops from Kefbajar; and (c) the resumption of
negotiations. ™' The plan was later modified and ultimately accepted by both
iy oS s oo\l o el e
rejec on the pretext that it did not provide the necessary security
puarsntees for Karmbakh Armenians. Robert Kocharian, the Chairman of the
Nagomo-Karnbakh State Defense Committee formed in 1992, stated: “A
peace ... 1o the region should take into sccount the essential interesis of the
Karabakh - people. ™ "Karabakh's position was " laicr modified under
Yerevan's pressure, but Resolution 822 was not i

The Karmbakh Armmenian forces took advantage of lhn continuing
wmﬁminmmﬁw:wmmﬂwmor
Wustnfmh,mﬁmhamm The Armenian aim was 1o
establish a security zone around Magomo-K arabakh. Agdam fall in late July.
Thest additional temritorial grins renowod intemational criticism against the
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military forces along its border with Armenia, delivering n political message
on its readiness [0 protect Azerbaljan’s territorial integrity. Despite the fact
that the Iranian incarsion into Azerbaijani territory alarmed Turkey, the'
Ingter tried to exercize self-restraint. Ankara siated diplomatically that

In bate July 1993, Russia also stepped in through Viadimic Kazimirow,
its ‘special negofintor for the Nagomo-Kambakh conflict, wha met with
Armenian, Azerbaijani snd MNagomo-Kambakh  represeniutives - and
sitempied o enforce a Russian peace plan for the conflict. The initial draft



“;m_. -;hn fuded: (a) " -Jmmﬂhm&ﬁ
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peace plan and also initisted direct talks with the

leadership. Karabakh's Foreign Minister, Arkadii Ghukasian, responded

pasitively, and, for the first time, direct Azerbaijani-Karabakh talks were

| the acgis of the Russinn Forcign Ministry in Moscow on |3

 September.™’ The talks resulted in a cease-fire sgreement, which Tasted il
Movember.

Hcm.p-no id nat last fn the region, and the new Amenian
affensive in October 1993 seined more Azerbaijani territory elang the Arax
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ud'lﬂunnmd withdrawal of Armenian forces
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Security Council sdopted Resalution 884 on 12 November, 1993, reilerting
its previous calls. [t also demanded that the. o seek
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progess, and the “sdjusted time table’ a3 amended by the CSCE Minsk
Group meeting in Vienrs of 2 to 8 November 1953
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issue during his 1993 election i dechired that re-taking
srabakh was his top priority. Aliev reversed his prior concilistory
jons towards the inn leadership (menifested in the

mustered. In an address before the nation, Aliey admitted past mistakes and
promised measures to. punish treachery and ‘instill ‘discipline in
military ranks.™ Finally, an 18 Decomber, 1993, the Azerbajjani army
ﬂmmcammmmwmmwms
large-seate offensive on all fronts.™

‘The Azecbaijani forces ach limited by capluring some
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and 10,000 demths. mwﬁ-ma&mhhm
fower, between S00 and 1000 desd.™ Foreign involvement in the f
was undeniable; Afghan mercenaries fought on the side of the
while regular army umits and volunteers from the io of Armenia

the Kamsbakh Armenizn fores. In February 1994, during a visit o

London, Ter-Petrosian that “ Armenin would intervene militarily if
genacide,™™ In addition 1o Kis endorsement of the CSCE peace proposals,
the Armenian President called upen the United Kingdom, which ia not s
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With the estsblishment of the 12 May, 1994 cessefire the
parties wers to enter inta negafistions that scemed more m“‘w'i"i




wmmm . the peace process was to involve not
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But alse external — Turkish, franian, CSCE and, particularly, Russian —
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The article p d n detsiled e Gos of Aativaal
conschols emerged i Armenia a5 a nesult of
Gorbachey's policies of peresiroika and glavnos after 1985, Crucinl in this
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“of the state. According 1o the ethno-national theery of nationalism, the
‘gthmic core’ is comsidered the root for national mobilization to attain
soverslignty for the nation ™ Thus, in i situstion of political transformation,
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with Armenia, ino a complete political p g with
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Armenis and Magomo-Kamsbakh was just an example of a ‘partial clement
of politics”, This psychalogical Hnk between the members of the Armenian
mmmmdﬂmmbrhmhm#hwﬁmam
but also in the nationsal of Karabakh Armenians to
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context of the sirategy of ‘opposition”, which id ional aspirsti
“as stavistic and tribalistic” and encourages nations (o remain in their places:
within the ing states. 1t d that M w's &im was o maintain
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omy. to the nity. Tho Karabakh Armenians
justified their sepasalict act as while the Azsrbaijani

occasions,  Like the imus of secesi i rioh is also
relevant fo the theoretical study of the concept of natioralism

Azerbaijani stale resorted 1o
i 0 confrg ionist Marabakh Armenians and
preserve the stafur quo. For the members of the seceasionist group, i.e, the
| Armenians, becomes Instrumentally in order 1o
resist siate repression in the name of the nation ™
A mptoyed violence strategleally to incroase Azerbaijan’s costs of
contro Magormo-Ki _‘,Miu_‘-j the conflict to their
-advartage, They lmplemented such a strategy () to prevent fisre inter-
eihinls cohabitation with the Azecbaijani inhabitants of

and, (b to prevent thess Azerbaijanis from reumning to their towns and
s, Horcs « lage mumber of Ao ofigos wnd i
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anmmwuamwmm
sinid .hmh.wn“h hmﬁmuéahtln;
consequence of

wawwh poumd into Armenia, mui socic-coonomic and




ﬂnltmhﬂmnmm'mld llmmﬁm mmmmorm

y s Revobeiion (15851590} (Loedon: Mucmiilan, 1
mmmmmwmmw Mationalities mp

Historic Perspactive: What Gorbechew Tnherived”, in Alexander J. MM].?MP:
Soviet Mﬂ\-mmnvnm-&m
mum;n«mmmm wwumw

, 1991), p. 358,

mmu.mmlzi T
T Mark k! Thi | of the Natiomal Democreaic Mevement in
z : Wayne Siate University Press, 199€),p. 19 j
m?ﬁmmm Foctor (New York: Onford Usitversity
2 ; “Karsbeli in the ,;hm Contary’, h.ldu:p‘__u 3
Nagorno-Karbabi (London and Now Jersey: Zed Books, 1554), p. 148,



%.E*

nl:.'mnihl'bl" crians in Gorbacher's whey

were A Wikolal Shakb: A.MM&M

12 hdjchact P, Croismnl, The Armenic-Aserbafion Confict; Couser and Implications

[Wessport, Connoeticut amd Mﬂmu.lmpm

*'W‘Mp\.mmw Tndabitases of Makhichevan wors Anerbaffaniz, but tha

mﬁmwaﬂwﬂﬁwm-
Mlnlic 0 Baku.

"m
“WWﬁmmM H-‘Mh
Mr‘m Mmmnhw&mm |m|\;

#mwmmwwd wwwxum&
of Armenin theneefarvard, SCADPOTLAY, find |, st K7, file 11, p. 35, On the position of

ihe Armenian political pieties in the mmuwii
mnw.ﬂhlﬁ.mﬂ-ﬂﬂm m—ﬂ-ﬂn

W Audrey L Altsmdi, The Aserbogion! Turke: wmmmm
Mmmmmnmmmm

'MLM‘QIMNHWWMMW in W,
Rayvmond Dunesn and 5. Paud Holmas, .. Ethric Nattenatire and Regional Confficr: the
Forwar Savil Linton omd Yuaelavia (Boukder, San Francisco and. Onford:

 Malknsian, pp: 3-3,
. \udinely' Grigodisn, Armerila- | 905-[980 |mumw :YW imlm_

999
“mp:u&m.
Hmmmmmwmmmmmm
mumn-.mnmm
 Jpncs: Cloodsian, T Nerlonol Conglict b frelond and
s Ifmwgmmmmwaw

I ol

Serith, Ethnle Revival, p. 18,

"ummlmam

mm»ns«mwmpm

Malkasian, pp.
umhﬂl m::r.mn: (8
"mm: Higt 87, e 11, iy, 6570,

:Mﬂnp\

%’i

e




"morgn‘rﬁdl Iun.floﬂ.n-ﬁﬂ

*u.nu-.,u
L P38,

Ihid, and Camporison. (Mewbury,
4 m H' m mm 1951}, pp. 62-66 i

'mnu

- mm;mm-mm-mwlu
mmuwmmgmm-tmmmg
m@gﬂmmmMﬂmvaMt Bp
271 : o

'MﬁWﬂMnWi.mm-mmq'
Korabesh® I Dieniber (sde). The Siwied Mmﬁm' in
a msﬁh—ﬂ-‘:ﬁqmmlm;gm i

*m-omuh LS

¥ Malbasban, p. 52 2

. M. Herzly. Arsenin and tha Armenins’. in Crsham Smith The

1mwmmmvnmmm
N mﬁ and Democmey’. . 491,
”Ml(-mp:'ﬁklmmjam

nmo&m “tatervisw With Zori Badayan', Repoer on the LESH, Vol 2,
: (hﬂ'ﬁ‘.lmml&ﬂ o ‘on ‘\"ll.?hiﬁ
Gerand J. Litiaridian (od.), Phe Koraboagh e muhuuwmf
mmﬁmmmmmm Teatituie, 1988}, pp.

-
.

Archile firpwn, p, 267
LY “Winrest In the Cavenses mnd the Challoage of Nationstism’, POIA-CEA Diacamant (C1A-
SOV-EE- 100350, 1 mnmuuammmhm‘m-

“w A
Meursdine, pp. 17-10,
"lw..n. HR-1%,
* Human hhnwm Srvan Fears of Confliel tn Nogorno-Karebekh

H!Pﬂllw
* Tamara Dragaddec, mmhm h(u—mn.hm.

°m
4o Muikaslen, pp, 5132,
* Malknsian, p. 53 mmmmmmmmmmm
buslodcli of young Axcrbaljani men were recriited from from dhe: Chpan dlwrict in Armesis
ﬂhaﬂ;ﬂhmm#hum farmed rumors bt Armenian
masscres of Azsrbaijants drove e
mk—ﬂmﬂmﬂuhwmhmﬁzﬂﬁqﬁm

390



** Malkasian, p. 53,

:lmpm
bk e

'mmt.lhﬂ.hﬂ.p&

""mwh.n

"den mmww-i-mw 2 Musch

; online PSRN RLL

mmlmm mwnﬁlﬂ'ﬂhmhmﬂ
very similar b events i the Grugark diagrict n' novth-weaterm
in 1988, when, she sid, l1umm%&nﬂﬂmm
foe n Jong tima sbout the Gugark kitlings beyond nemoes, becauss of a cover up.” Siee also

Altstade, dzerbafioni plo
Pl Goble, ‘Mosoo's Nationality Problems in-1989", Raport on the USSR, Vol. 2. No. 2
"‘ﬁ"" 'm”'u-um!”" An Inaide Look of the Events {Dosbleday, 1556),
" o n-
: 82 <hrip:thvewen cilicie comharm 19 himb=, w

7 Py 333334,

"Mulmp.lﬂ mmummmm-mmumm
War (n Nogorno-Kershath (Derich, Loadon med

huwmnummtmmmn

"mc«-l-kuxmm. '

.Im Mh 0 consorship of the media s both Ammesds and

L
- ummkumnﬁmnu

PP 6368,
"mgmwmmhuwlmp&mm

nacnmmmm lilﬂ‘.lb!!.pa 15-18, 31-35, 179-184, 209-215, 220-223.
"rmm(m-mvux.musﬂﬂlmmu
“wm-im.w. _

** ihid., pp. 7374,

* Grigorien, p. l‘ﬂ-‘lh Mwmm»m1mnn May, he

reponiedly p the
[+] Mﬂmﬁmhm‘u'mnumm

the of Nationalism’. p.

"M;lﬁ.&h“d Cemnervamist leaders in Armenin and Azcrbaijun, oo
WuﬂlﬂuMthWlﬂ.mma’.-M'
oakine doct.asp?>,

-w—.plﬁ
1N, pp. 90-91. . A
m;.mm,. 144; Y, Kareiulh
Khroniia [Events in mmmm;mt:mmmw
{Yerevan: Armenkin SSR Academy of Sciences, 1990). p. 103, -
1 Asutionian, p. 105,
* Malkasian, p. 93,

391



b - 144,

MLk !

* Mivalay, Hroch, ‘National- Salf-Detormination from a isiorical Pengroctive®, In Suloomar
Ferlwal (o), Modions of Nationalism (Podepest, Leodon mnd Mew York Cenrsl
Furopenn Lin Pross, 1995). p. T8

™ Thid.. pp. 6387,

 pntiasion, pp. 127130 L

:mmm,l.“ Tl 15, p TOR 1131 1R F0- 022,

E i

Crolsant. po. 303
Nm&mw (I,
" hinfkasian, pp. 174176, _F

Press, 2000, pp. 128-130, KRS o el
™ Malkasian. - £76.

o e g O

" Girmham Sacith, *Soaie. Macnalism and the N Question’, p.

™ Richard Sakwa, Gorbockey ond Mls Reforss (10851990 [Londoa ind Mew York:

Pont-Savies Disovcder {Lonon ued New Jeneys Zed Hocks, 1904}, p. 188,
:mﬁ'ﬂ.lﬁhwﬂﬁﬂmhﬂ

i i
'™ Muarda McCaoley, Gorboches (London snd New Yor s
Chliant, p. 35wl ha i e o o i et  epubls Ko socmtons
_tommings siulfod ethaie Areris wax erebted 15 tako over the diy.
‘il loca) party organs coald b, Al

1 Grigerian, pp. 321-322. ;
m w-m. ¥

0 14T-138,

12 Matiaian, pp. ::‘r‘,;m.
gmwmtwm = ,

Vel 1, Mo, B (June 36, 1992), pp. 12 [T Reporr,
"’;}w-mpﬁa potitival peogram. sce Abteiadt, Azerbajjons Turdr. pp. 208-
[

Eifrabeth Faller, ‘Azertadjin’, in Réglons! of the World) Eatiers Eurape:
Commarvesits o ndpendn s, 1 ciion (UK. Ecoge obtesson 197 5.

™ Jonathan Aver, “The Evalution of Independent Poditical Movemeits after 1888, in
Geoffrey A. Hoaking, Jonathas Aves and Peter J. 5. Duncan (sdv), The Rood fe Fast-

392



bepivonm LHHI'HHM 15931 '4r-?w‘“\ uﬁ:ﬁuﬁu -
Maw York: ) PP At 5 i mas chat
-mﬂﬂhmhhmpﬂmtﬂuimm_qpu

196h panury Botween hoe whe iy ia nofthens (the prosent-day Reogubdic o)
ﬂimn;-m-rm;u_m._

" ; e
“* badia Diuk snd Adrian Karstayeky, New Nations Rising: The Fail ‘the Soviete g the
Mqrmwugmgqmmwgm v, L), p. 161,

¥ Thomae D, Self-Leiermination and Kotioeal Missritier {Oxford and New.

Mastiarade, Aspecs of tho Karsbekh Coflier’, ‘Asirbaiian
frsermsticmad, Mo, 1. (Winker 19931, avastable antine a1 <hip et o,
:Gnhlu.. mﬁm € fr paige mumiser.
Goldenberg. p. 163, 4 o
i g oo e e crilgpleye
LESR: Vol 1 (e 1L P96 wrii =
dﬁmumﬂﬁe 25,000 Armenians who remadsed

mh'%mmﬂm_w.mﬂ&mmhq ! e {
Mickaeh Keating. Nonions dgoinar y Politics of Nationali in (eber.

i baijant Turks, pp. 213214, 37 sy that it nights: of
et I o e
m&wawnhwuﬂm&'mmmw_

393



Magores-Karsbakh Canflict Revisiied: Wies the War inevisable?”,
Jrval of Colid Wor Shidier, Vol 3, Mo, 2, (Spring 2001 L pp. 4065

W wgoafien p. 195 weites: “The Kambakh Committer joired with other organizations —
P mmﬂ,.mﬂummummuh.

" phoreig p 13

i, p 71 S -

- o = Armeni: Paradise Begained or Lo, in Beommer and Tarss, M
Sade, New Pollticn, . 49 2 i

W picrabarh Fuller, " Armernia Crverwheimbegly for Secesalon’. Report on the USSR,
Wl 3, Ma: 39 (Sepuomber 37, 19491}, pp. 19-20.

" Elissboth Fuller, ar the Crasseosds: (Lovdon: The Russian wid CI5

Hamstelsnm |The Karshakt Conflict u_ﬁ_ugmgmmtw-w'
"'muu.. I;-m cnine Natiomal Academy of 19980, pp 1416
AW b, p 1T, e
W o and, Ebeser, pip, £5-50; Mg and Krikorian, pp. 32-33,
% G and Eibmer, p. 47, -
™ i, pu 43,
124 bid., o 46,

' Crolsand, pp 4142,

T8 Eoller, "Whit Lics Biehind the Cutrent Asmenkan-Arcibaijani Tenigas?, p. 13

TSt J; Kaufman, “Spiraling 1 Ethnlc War', in Mickael E. Brown, Owen R, Corie, fr..
Sean M. wmmm;ﬂn-lim ¢ Naticefizm and Ethnic Conflict

384



™ Bl . 147148, O Ahc i Berwin Ter Plarodian ind e Busbin s
Fuller, mmm&MuWUMMIM(;h

Vafs c The » 4 g

= Figller, * t mh?ﬁhﬁllﬂuﬁ:‘uﬂ m :
™ Elieabeth Fullor, 1 ; ! Beoeney Intornational’, AEERL,
”sz.vu b Mo 11 fhvbach 10 1902, . 1.2, :

-

* femathan Aves: Poat-Sonit Tramsemeais (Léedon: The Reyal instiéate of Internatiseal
Affaira. Chathnen Housa), p. 34. Sce alio Crofeny, p 79, '

- Smith. 665,
:MM | WHM P . .
Goidenborg., p. 168, 11y !
T Aves, Feat-Soviar Transeacasis, Sen also Geddenberg, po. Bi6-187.
- " Rty «;‘-'m General Benerolent Lnion (AGBL) News

Vaal, 7. Mo, 3 (Septemier 1957), p. 15,

398



m:_-. Vsl 1, M. 14 (ApA] 3. 19921 p 3T
B Cramannd, p AL

S gpplsamt P, n—wmﬁmﬂummd’mu" :

o Ragina Crwen Karp fed L Cenival o Eawsern Ewrope; mm:gr.m.-

tenvfond e e ok Chifiond Usiversity Press, 1990), pp. 290259 wiribis: “The CIS
yhat o creuod 5 Dhocemmber 1551 wmanmuM-ﬂmﬁ-'
) bansions boieen m&h;—wﬁm“ﬂwd Ammoeds
el Arerbaiijan; nnd ::ﬂﬂm'bl segardnd s irtemad cthnle conflict, fue exnmple, he

B Y gchar T, Ablye, UM Rioalfirms the Soverslgnty and Terrierial ;

: The Save - Integrity of Azcebazien '

“mﬂm .'h “. ‘- -
mmmnm



“;*mww:mumw“m:mmmm

W

Mm
"M;r;;&u mmwmwmummm-
e
orging & The Nagomo-Kendakh Confiler: An Interview
'qﬁ 1. Marcaca (Former munﬂﬂs‘r Averibaifon Interrationa,
oAl :mm-ﬂmnw
® Human Wich'Helpinki, p. 17,
"E&m;.ﬂ'
¥ Ulirabeth Puller, “The Madintion Process: Grachey Verms -:. CECEF,
RFE RS, Resvarch yﬂ&mnmm:mxpm
! Devid 0, Laltin -mﬂm
'W-a-oq of Kasabakh', Jwg‘ Pofiey, Vol, 3,
wmmwm:mm mm The Chrlstion Seipnce
oy Waminer, 31 m:mn Fuller, muMpm
m-l-iﬂwm#ulﬁu:wm ?I—mw M
1 3 ;
“m—mw&m&, e i
#mmhf-mmm of National Self- Detersnination”, In
Hmnﬂ‘;&mﬂﬁnﬂup
[
™ Watch/Meluingi
”’mmm, i
o bkl pp. 4748
2 Chorbajian, p. 41
i AG4R.

Afictalle Exer Brview o FRIERLA), Vol 4, No. 4 {Docerber
st online &t U merin bitao 1, 1
“Heport on the ct i Nag TIEY preseted i the
MWWW&M'GB@QHMIMM&U
~hoip:fiss IELbe,
% Fubler, ‘K unabah Process’, p. 15 :
"Mnmmf&w—mmwammu






