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Nagorno-Karabakh: Azerbaijan
Will Not Admit Maintaining Frozen

Conflict On

Long-boiling tensions between Armenia and Azerbaijan
flared again on April 2, 2016, with dozens of soldiers and
civilians from both sides killed in fighting. The theater
was centered in Nagorno-Karabakh, an Azerbaijani re-
gion occupied by Armenian forces. Nagorno-Karabakh,
plus several more districts beyond the region have been
controlled by ethnic Armenian separatists since a war
that ended in 1994. Although cross-border violence had
always been a usual phenomenon despite the 1994 truce,
annually claiming dozens of lives from both sides, the re-
cent clashes have been the most severe escalation which
almost transformed into a full-scale warfare over the two
decades.

The Armenian and pro-Armenian media ignited mass
hysteria regarding Azerbaijan's military operation and
labeled it Azerbaijan s attempt to break the peace in the
region. Simply checking the world map, one can notice
the conflict takes place inside the territory of Azerbai-
jan and the country s army actually strives to regain the
control over the region inside its internationally recog-
nized borders. The Nagorno-Karabakh region became
separated from the Azerbaijani mainland in the 1990s,
when the Armenian separatist movement backed by the
Republic of Armenia claimed independence. This con-
flict was accompanied by brutal warfare (when the Ar-
menian troops committed the Khojali massacre, one of
the most tragic events in contemporary world history)
and ethnic cleansing (the entire Azerbaijani population
of the occupied provinces, some one million people were
forced to leave their homes).

Similar scenarios were simultaneously or later played
in other post-Soviet countries such as Moldova (Trans-
nistria), Georgia (Abkhazia and South Ossetia), and
most recently Ukraine (Donbas). To make it more un-
derstandable for readers without deep knowledge on
those regions, the respective conflicts broke out when a
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bunch of people citing ethnic problems and receiving ex-
ternal aid separated some region from the control of the
central government. Independence proclaimed in those
breakaway states virtually made them black holes across
the post-Soviet space as they could never secure interna-
tional recognition. All these conflicts were directly and
indirectly orchestrated by the Kremlin.

The same situation has been lasting in Azerbaijan
even longer. For over 20 years the Armenian separat-
ists have been claiming to have an independent state
in Nagorno-Karabakh. Yet this independent state is
nothing but a laughable imitation of statehood since
Nagorno-Karabakh is so strongly dependening on the
Republic of Armenia politically, economically and mili-
tarily that it operates merely as a province of the latter.

Therefore, amid the Armenian hysteria about the mur-
dered Armenian soldiers in Nagorno-Karabakh, we
should reformulate more correct questions: Did the
Azerbaijani army cross the internationally recognized
border of another state? What do the Armenian soldiers
do in Nagorno-Karabakh — inside the internationally
recognized territory of Azerbaijan? Even official sourc-
es in Yerevan confirmed that the soldiers killed in Na-
gorno-Karabakh, Azerbaijani soil, were citizens of the
Republic of Armenia. The Azerbaijani President in his
turn warned that the Armenian soldiers should leave the
Azerbaijani lands unless they want to die there. Would
any country in the world, including the mediators in the
conflict, the United States, Russia or France, ever toler-
ate the occupation of their own territories? Would they
fight back the invaders or let international mediators
solve relevant conflicts?

The map and borders of Azerbaijan, like those of other
countries, were recognized and reconfirmed by the UN
upon Azerbaijan s admission into organization in 1992.
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The Republic of Armenia itself accepted the territorial
integrity of other countries, including Azerbaijan, when
getting admitted to the United Nations in 1992.

Even after so many years, Nagorno-Karabakh is still in-
ternationally accepted as part of Azerbaijan, while the
so-called Nagorno-Karabakh Republic has not been rec-
ognized by any UN member, including the Republic of
Armenia. Therefore, Armenia s military presence in the
territories of Azerbaijan is considered an occupation by
all legal norms.

Furthermore, four resolutions of the UN Security Coun-
cil (822, 853, 874, 884), as well as resolutions and doc-
uments adopted by many international organizations
have recognized the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan
and demanded immediate, complete and unconditional
withdrawal of Armenian forces from the occupied terri-
tories of Azerbaijan. The documents of respected orga-
nizations have always been ignored by Armenia and re-
mained unfulfilled up to day. Azerbaijan has repeatedly
brought to the attention of the international community
that the illegal presence of Armenian armed forces in the
occupied territories of Azerbaijan provokes further esca-
lation of situation, and poses a threat to regional peace
and stability. Therefore, it is not quite understandable
how Armenia, itself breaking international law and ig-
noring international documents, demand international
community prevent Azerbaijan from reinstating its ter-
ritorial integrity?

The goal of the Armenian side is clear: to preserve the
status-quo as soon as possible, to extend endless nego-
tiation processes, have the world community get used to
the situation that Nagorno-Karabakh is under Armenian
control.

To put everything into a more understandable language,
just imagine a neighbor of yours occupies one of three
rooms in your apartment. You cannot simply kick that
person out because other neighbors interfere and, as in-
termediates, demand you find some compromise with
the occupier (sic) and possibly give him that room.

In order to achieve some progress in the settlement of
this conflict, the Armenian armed forces must be with-
drawn from the occupied territories of Azerbaijan, and
the territorial integrity and sovereignty of Azerbaijan
within its internationally recognized borders must be
secured.

The military occupation of one territory by another
country is not acceptable in the 21st century. Nor accept-
able could be the tolerance of international community
to this situation. This status-quo prevents the develop-
ment processes in the South Caucasus and poses a great
threat to the entire security system in Eastern Europe.

The Azerbaijani side can easily use military way of the
conflict s solution. Simply by comparing the population,
overall GDP and national budgets of Azerbaijan on one
side and Armenia and the so-called Nagorno-Karabakh
Republic combined on the other side, one can realize the
latter cannot compete the former.

However, Azerbaijan does not exploit its superiority as
it is more inclined to negotiations, which have not yield-
ed any results for 20+ years, and peaceful settlement of
the conflict. Therefore, the Azerbaijani public expects
the international community to finally have its say, de-
mand Armenia stop the occupation of Azerbaijani terri-
tories and even consider sanctions against the former; it
already imposed sanctions on Russia when the Kremlin
broke the territorial integrity of Ukraine and kept sup-
porting the separatists in Eastern Ukraine.

The international mediators stepped up again, allegedly
to help. But there is little hope that they would ever be
interested in solving this problem. The patience of the
Azerbaijani side that had been negotiating with no prog-
ress for 20 years is over. The uncertain situation around
the Nagorno-Karabakh harms local population, regional
stability and important projects. Therefore, the further
attempt of Armenia and intermediates to maintain the
Nagorno-Karabakh situation frozen will fail.
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