
INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE

APPLICATION INSTITUTING PROCEEDINGS

AND

REQUEST FOR PROVISIONAL MEASURES

REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA

v.

REPUBLIC OF AZERBAIJAN

Volume II

Annexes

16 September 2021





INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE

APPLICATION INSTITUTING PROCEEDINGS

AND

REQUEST FOR PROVISIONAL MEASURES

REPUBLIC OF ARMENIA

v.

REPUBLIC OF AZERBAIJAN

Volume II

Annexes

 
16 September 2021



 
 

 



CERTIFICATION 

The Agent of the Republic of Armenia certifies that the documents listed below and annexed to 
the Republic of Armenia’s Application and Request for Provisional Measures are true and accurate 
copies of the originals of these documents or excerpts thereof. 

LIST OF ANNEXES 

Annex 1 Svante E. Cornell, “The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict,” Report No. 46, Uppsala 
University, Department of East European Studies (1999) 

Annex 2 Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives, 110th Congress, 
Second Session, The Caucasus: Frozen Conflicts and Closed Borders, Serial No. 
110-200 (18 June 2008)

Annex 3 Tofik Veliyev et al., History of Azerbaijan, 10 (Casioglu 2009) (certified 
translation from Russian) 

Annex 4 “Azerbaijani authorities deny Richard Kirakosyan a visa, declaring him a persona 
non grata,” Panorama (19 March 2012) (certified translation from Russian) 

Annex 5 “Female passionarity and desire to participate in the ‘fight against the Armenians’ 
has risen dramatically in Azerbaijan,” Panorama (27 March 2014) (certified 
translation from Russian)  

Annex 6 Elvin Yusifli, “The Challenges of Grant and NGO Laws in Azerbaijan’s Civil 
Society: Prospects For A Viable Path Forward,” ISSICEU Policy Brief, Khazar 
University Baku (December 2016) 

Annex 7 “Moscow demands that Baku stop discriminating against Russians with 
Armenian last names,” Tass (5 July 2017) (certified translation from Russian) 

Annex 8 Kanal 1, Transcript of video “URGENT. Lots of enemies have been captured. 
Watch what they were forced to say. The latest news from the frontline,” YouTube 
(22 October 2020), available at 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ftHHS7gUSu0 (certified translation from 
Azerbaijani) 

Annex 9 Naira Bulghadaryan, “According to preliminary conclusions, the death of the 
elderly captive was caused by brain trauma: Investigative Committee,” Radio 
Liberty (5 November 2020) (certified translation from Armenian) 



Annex 10 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan (11 November 2020) 

Annex 11 Letter from Masis Mayilian, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of 
Artsakh, to Audrey Azoulay, Director-General of UNESCO, No. 04/1249/2020 
(19 November 2020) 

Annex 12 Azertac (25 
November 2020) (certified translation from Azerbaijani) 

Annex 13 The Human Rights Defender of Armenia & The Human Rights Ombudsman of 
Artsakh, Fourth Ad Hoc Report on Torture and Inhuman Treatment of Members 
of Artsakh Defense Army and Captured Armenians by Azerbaijani Armed Forces 
(from November 4-18, 2020) (November 2020) 

Annex 14 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia (8 December 2020) 

Annex 15 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan (22 December 2020) 

Annex 16 The Human Rights Defender of Armenia & The Human Rights Ombudsman of 
Artsakh, Sixth Ad Hoc Report on Torture and Inhuman Treatment of Members of 
Artsakh Defense Army and Captured Armenians by Azerbaijani Armed Forces 
(from December 2-16, 2020) (December 2020) 

Annex 17 zerbaijan starts calculating damage inflicted by Armenia in 
Karabakh Interfax (13 January 2021) (certified translation from 
Russian) 

Annex 18 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia (15 January 2021) 

Annex 19 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan (22 January 2021) 

Annex 20 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia (17 February 2021) 

Annex 21 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan (24 February 2021) 

Annex 22 Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Armenia (1 March 2021) 

Annex 23 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Negotiations between Armenia and 
Azerbaijan on the International Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of 
Racial Discrimination: Virtual Meeting, 2 March 2021 (3 March 2021) 



Annex 24 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Minutes of the Meeting between the 
Delegations of Armenia and Azerbaijan (3 March 2021) 

Annex 25 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Position of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Armenia Concerning the Issues Discussed during the Meetings of 2-
3 of March 2021 (3 March 2021) 

Annex 26 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan Concerning the Issues Discussed during the Meetings of 
2-3 March 2021 (23 March 2021)

Annex 27 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia Concerning the Issues Discussed during the Meetings of 2-3 March 
2021 (30 March 2021) 

Annex 28 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan Concerning the Issues Discussed during the Meetings of 
2-3 March 2021 (2 April 2021)

Annex 29 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Proposed Draft Agenda for 6-7 April 
2021 Meeting (2 April 2021) 

Annex 30 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia Concerning the 6-7 April Meeting and the Issues Discussed during 
the Meetings of 2-3 March 2021 (5 April 2021) 

Annex 31 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Proposed Draft Agenda for 6-7 April 
2021 Meeting (5 April 2021) 

Annex 32 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Draft Procedural Modalities (6 April 
2021) 

Annex 33 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of Armenia 
Concerning the Procedural Modalities and Upcoming Meetings (7 April 2021) 

Annex 34 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of Armenia 
Concerning the Procedural Modalities and Upcoming Meetings (9 April 2021) 

Annex 35 Photo of Mannequins from “President Aliyev inaugurates Military Trophy Park 
in Baku [UPDATE],” AzerNews (12 April 2021) 

Annex 36 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan Concerning the Procedural Modalities (15 April 2021) 

Annex 37 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia to the Republic of Azerbaijan’s Response Concerning Procedural 
Modalities (16 April 2021) 



Annex 38 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s 16 April 2021 Reply 
Concerning Procedural Modalities (19 April 2021) 

Annex 39 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia Concerning Azerbaijan’s Proposal on Procedural Modalities of 19 
April 2021 (20 April 2021) 

Annex 40 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s 20 April 2021 Reply 
Concerning Procedural Modalities (23 April 2021) 

Annex 41 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Republic of Armenia 
Concerning the Republic of Azerbaijan’s Proposal on Procedural Modalities of 
23 April 2021 (26 April 2021) 

Annex 42 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan Concerning the Republic of Armenia’s Reply of 26 April 
2021 (29 April 2021) 

Annex 43 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Republic of Armenia to the 
Republic of Azerbaijan’s Letter of 29 April 2021 (30 April 2021) 

Annex 44 Note Verbale from the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Armenia to the 
United Nations Office and other International Organizations in Geneva to the 
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the United Nations Office 
and other International Organizations in Geneva, No. 2203/0732/2020 (3 May 
2021) 

Annex 45 Note Verbale from the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the 
United Nations Office and other International Organizations in Geneva  to the 
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Armenia to the United Nations Office and 
other International Organizations in Geneva, No. 0181/27/21/25 (3 May 2021) 

Annex 46 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s Reply Dated 30 April 2021
(7 May 2021)  

Annex 47 Letter from Vahram Dumanyan, Acting Minister of the Republic of Armenia 
Ministry of Education, Science, Culture and Sport, to Audrey Azoulay, Director-
General of UNESCO, No. 01/15.2/9381-2021 (7 May 2021) 

Annex 48 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Republic of Armenia to the 
Republic of Azerbaijan’s Letter of 7 May 2021 (22 May 2021) 



Annex 49 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s Reply Dated 22 May 2021
(28 May 2021) 

Annex 50 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Presentation of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Armenia on the Scope of the Negotiations (31 May 2021) 

Annex 51 Letter from Ricardo Guilherme Filho, Director of Legal Affairs, Universal Postal 
Union, to Hakob Arshakyan, Minister of High-Tech Industry, Republic of 
Armenia, No. 4700(DL.PHIL)01.21 (1 June 2021) 

Annex 52 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of Armenia 
Concerning the General Observations of Deputy Minister E. Mammadov and the 
Parties’ Meetings of 31 May and 1 June 2021 (3 June 2021) 

Annex 53 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s Reply Dated 3 June 2021
(11 June 2021) 

Annex 54 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia to the Response of the Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan Dated 
11 June 2021 (22 June 2021) 

Annex 55 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s Reply Dated 22 June 2021
(2 July 2021) 

Annex 56 Olga Prosvirova, “‘They beat me, they humiliate me, but I’m fine.’ Reports from 
Armenian servicemen returning from Azerbaijani prisons,” BBC (7 July 2021) 
(certified translation from Russian) 

Annex 57 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia to the Response of the Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan Dated 
2 July 2021 (9 July 2021) 

Annex 58 Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Response of the Delegation of the 
Republic of Azerbaijan to the Republic of Armenia’s Reply Dated 9 July 2021 (13 
July 2021) 

Annex 59 Delegation of the Republic of Armenia, Reply of the Delegation of the Republic 
of Armenia to the Response of the Delegation of the Republic of Azerbaijan Dated 
13 July 2021 (14 July 2021) 



Annex 60 Note Verbale from the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the 
United Nations Office and other International Organizations in Geneva to the 
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Armenia to the United Nations Office and 
other International Organizations in Geneva, No. 0432/27/21/25 (2 September 
2021) 

Annex 61 Note Verbale from the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Armenia to the 
United Nations Office and other International Organizations in Geneva to the 
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the United Nations Office 
and other International Organizations in Geneva, No. 2203/1415/2021 (10 
September 2021) 

Annex 62 The State Statistical Committee of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Population of 
Azerbaijan (2021) (certified translation from Azerbaijani) 



Annex 1 

-
Uppsala University, Department of East European Studies (1999)





1 

The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict 

Svante E. Cornell 
Department of East European Studies

Report no. 46, Department of East European Studies, 
Uppsala University, 1999 

Contents 

 Introduction 1 
1  History and Roots of the Conflict 3 
2 Escalation: 1988-91 12 
3 War: 1992-94 29 
4 Russia: the Dishonest Broker? 43 
5 Turkey: Azerbaijan’s Only Ally 58 
6 Iran: In the Pitfalls of History 80 
7 The United States: From Neglect to Commitment 95 
8 Mediation and The Search for Solutions 115 
9 Nagorno-Karabakh in Eurasian Geopolitics 142 
10 Conclusions 149 
11 Bibliography (Abridged) 153

Annex 1



The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict 23

movement’s rise was the Karabakh issue, but unfortunately not in a more conciliatory way than in 
Armenia. In fact, among the population, an increasing anger and frustration was growing against 
the both the Karabakh Armenians, for their secessionism, but also against the republic’s 
government, which was considered too soft on the issue, and seen as subservient to Moscow and 
ready to sell out Karabakh.102 Although the APF originally was formed as a movement for the 
promotion of democratization, pluralism and human rights, it drew its popularity from an 
increasingly rigid stand on the Karabakh question.103 The historian Abülfez Elçibey was elected 
chairman of the APF in its founding session. Thus a scene began to be set where the 
overwhelming majority of political forces in both republics had adopted a non-conciliatory 
approach to the conflict—this being valid both for the respective governments and their 
oppositions. In the end of June, a strike paralyzed Stepanakert and tensions escalated throughout 
July.104

In another development that month, Armenia started an embargo against Nakhjivan, and the 
newly formed APF answered by setting up an embargo against the whole of Armenia, which was 
badly hit by this development as over two thirds of Armenia’s goods came through Azerbaijan.105

Thus Armenia’s decision to try to isolate Nakhjivan seems to have been, to say the least, less than 
carefully examined. 

Meanwhile the situation on the ground in Karabakh, was deteriorating. In August the 
Armenian members of the suspended Karabakh Soviet, led by representatives of the Dashnak 
party, set up a National Council, and reaffirmed their aim of unification with Armenia. From the 
second half of 1989 onwards, skirmishes and shoot-outs between armed bands became the rule 
rather than the exception, and the Soviet army’s attempts to calm the situation by setting up 
checkpoints and searching cars and villages for arms were largely futile. Moreover, the army 
outposts were frequently attacked by paramilitaries and thus large amounts of weapons gradually 
came into the hands of the militias on both sides. This aspect was very important for the 
unpredictability of the conflict: Arms were in overflow in the region, as in the entire Caucasus. 
This fact contributed to making the conflict uncontainable as the monopolization of the use of 
force was no longer possible. 

Then, on 28 November, the Soviet direct command was abolished, as if Moscow accepted its 
failure and left Nagorno Karabakh to its destiny.106 Thus the Oblast was returned to Azeri control, 
and a military rule was initiated. Answering to this development, the Armenian Supreme Soviet 
on 1 December, 1989, took the historical decision to promulgate the incorporation of Nagorno 
Karabakh into the Armenian republic. The declaration stated as follows: 

1. The Armenian Republic Supreme Soviet recognizes the fact of the self-determination of the 
Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Province, a fact established by the Feb. 20, 1988 and July 12, 1988 
decisions of sessions of the Nagorno-Karabakh Province Soviet, as well as by the Aug. 16, 1989 

102 See Audrey L. Altstadt, ”Azerbaijan’s Struggle Towards Democracy”, in Dawisha and Parrott, op. cit. 100 , 
pp. 120-122. 
103 See Elizabeth Fuller, “The Ongoing Political Power Struggle in Azerbaijan”, in Radio Free Europe/Radio 
Liberty Research Report, v. 1, no. 18,  1 May 1992. 
104  See Pravda and Izvestiya, 5 and 8 July 1989; Izvestiya, 14 July 1989, p. 6. 
105  See Pravda, September 22, 1989, and Saroyan, op. cit. 82 , p. 25. 
106 See Interview with Volsky in Current Digest of the Soviet Press, vol. 41, no. 49, 1989, pp. 19-20. 
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decision of the Congress of Authorized Representatives of the province’s population and the Oct. 19, 
1989 decision of a meeting of the National Council. (…) 
3. The Armenian Republic Supreme Soviet and the Nagorno-Karabakh Republic Council proclaim the 
reunification of the Armenian Republic and Nagorno-Karabakh. The rights of Armenian Republic 
citizenship extend to the population of Nagorno-Karabakh (…) 
6. The Presidium of the Armenian Republic Supreme Soviet, the Armenian Republic Council of 
Ministers and the Presidium of the Nagorno-Karabakh National Council are instructed to take all 
necessary measures arising out of this resolution to effect a real merging of the political, economic 
and cultural structures of the Armenian Republic and Nagorno-Karabakh into a unified state-political 
system.107

As a result a union of the two entities was a legal fact, and translated into practice as a joint 
budget for the two entities was decided in the beginning of January.  

In January 1990, the main scene of action moved to Azerbaijan. On the 11th, Armenian villages 
in the Khanlar and Geranboy/Shaumian districts were cleansed of Armenians.108 For the first time, 
heavy weaponry such as helicopters and armed personnel carriers were used here; Baku, however, 
was to be the scene of the world’s attention the next weeks. On the 11th, the APF organized a rally 
in protest of the government’s inactivity, and on the 13th and 14th, Azeri refugees from Armenia 
started a pogrom on Armenians, leading to the death of at least 88 people.109 The Soviet militia, 
present en masse as it was in Baku, repeated its actions in Sumgait and did what it would do in 
most cases of ethnic strife—nothing. The APF condemned the riots, denounced the republican 
leadership and Moscow for not intervening and argued it did so to justify an invasion of Baku, as 
it was afraid of the APF coming to power in Azerbaijan.110 These allegations were proven true 
less than a week later, as over 29’000 Soviet troops rolled into Baku on January 20.111 In the 
chaos that followed the intervention and in the brutal suppression of the resistance in the city, 
casualties rose first to 83, then to over a hundred according to official sources, and to over 500 
and even thousands according to the APF.112 Meanwhile a state of emergency was proclaimed in 
Karabakh, and thousands of troops dispatched there as well. On 26 January, soviet defence 
minister Dimitri Yazov conceded in a press conference that ‘the military occupation of 
Azerbaijan's capital was designed to prevent the Azerbaijan Popular Front from seizing power 
from the Communist Party’.113

In this chaotic condition, the leaders of the popular fronts of the Baltic republics succeeded in 
arranging a meeting between their Azerbaijani and Armenian counterparts, that is the APF and the 

107  See Kommunist, 3 December 1989, p. 1.  
108 Mouradian, ”The Mountainous Karabakh Question”, op. cit. 32 , p. 28; Mutafian, ”Karabagh in the 
Twentieth Century”, op. cit. 12 , p. 156.  
109 The Christian Science Monitor, 19 January 1990; Izvestiya, 16 January 1990 gives a figure of 56 dead. Over 
200 wounded were also reported; Arif Yusunov cites a figure of at least 88. Yunusov, Statistics of the Karabakh 
War, p. 6. 
110 Izvestiya and Pravda, 19 January 1990. Translations in Current Digest of the Soviet Press, vol. 42 no. 3, 
1990. 
111  See Michael Dobbs, ”Soviets Send Troops to Quell Nationalist Fighting in South”, in The Washington Post, 
16 January 1990, p. 1; The Washington Post, 17 January 1990, p. 1; David Remnick, ”Soviet Troops Attack 
Militants: Azerbaijanis Say Death Toll High”, in The Washington Post, 20 January 1990, p. 1. 
112 See Dan Oberdorfer, ”Azerbaijani Capital Demands Withdrawal of Soviet Troops: Scores Killed in Army 
Crackdown in Baku”, The Washington Post, 22 January 1990, p. 1. 
113 See Michael Dobbs, ”Soviets Say Troops Used to Avert Coup in Baku: Nationalists Said to Plan Seizure of 
Power”, in The Washington Post, 27 January 1990, p. A13. 
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ANM, in Riga on 3 February.114 Although neither of the movements were in possession of 
political power at the moment, they would be the main actors in the domestic sphere of their 
respective republics before long. Thus the meeting taking place was by itself a success; however 
its outcome was less successful. In fact it set a precedent, in a way, for the attitude of the parties 
towards the conflict: The Armenians invoked the principle of peoples’ right to self-determination, 
and the Azeris defended the principle of territorial integrity.115 The meeting ended there, with both 
parties only announcing their own point of view without leaving any room for compromise. 

By April, Armenia’s protests against the military rule in Karabakh became more vocal, and the 
Armenian leadership blamed the Soviet military of enflaming the conflict, as they allegedly 
cooperated with Azeri OMON (Interior Ministry special forces) forces in setting up ‘checkpoints’ 
in Karabakh controlling passports and residence permits, and searching for arms. Hence shortly 
before the late May celebrations of Armenia’s declaration of independence in 1918, Armenian 
militants seeked to get hold of weapons from army depots in Yerevan, leading to 22 dead.116

These events occurred shortly after Armenian officials decided to include Nagorno-Karabakh in 
the upcoming Armenian elections.117 In this case, the Armenian leadership went against the soviet 
central government, rejecting a decree from Moscow ordering armed nationalist groups to 
surrender arms.118

Simultaneously paramilitary formations grew in number and strength on both sides, as the 
parties seemed to turn to build up for a military solution of the conflict. Again the Armenians 
were more active than the Azeris, who seemed to rely more upon the Soviet central government 
for a solution despite the Baku events of January, and a considerable, and according to HRW 
‘increasingly open’ flow of arms from mainland Armenia to Karabakh was reported.119 Observers 
have noted how planes loaded with military equipment, coming from Beirut, landed in Yerevan 
and how the materiel was subsequently transported to Karabakh.120 In this environment of heavily 
armed paramilitary forces, the escalation of the armed conflict became irreversible. 

In August, Armenian paramilitary forces attacked eight Azerbaijani villages in the Kazakh 
district in Northwestern Azerbaijan; Soviet military supported the Azerbaijani self-defence forces, 
leading to deaths of over a dozen people on each side. Meanwhile, in the Khanlar district, 
Azerbaijani OMON forces attempted to assert control over Armenian-populated villages, leading 
to clashed that left over a dozen dead.121

114 See Michael Dobbs, ”Warring Soviet Groups Set Agenda for Talks: Armenians, Azerbaijanis to Meet in 
Latvia” in The Washington Post, 30 January 1990, p. A15; also The Christian Science Monitor, 7 February 
1990. 
115 Yérasimos, “Caucase: Le Retour de la Russie”, op. cit. 58 , p. 69. 
116 See Michael Dobbs, ”Armenia in Mourning after Clashes Kill 22: Soviets Blame Nationalists’ Quest for 
Arms”, in The Washington Post, 29 May 1990, p. A18; International Herald Tribune, 29 May 1990. 
117 The Times, 28 May 1990. 
118 See Brian Freedman, ”Armenia Rejects Soviet Order for Militants to Turn in Arms”, in The Washington Post, 
31 July 1990, p. A17. 
119 Human Rights Watch/ Helsinki, Azerbaijan: Seven Years of Conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh, New York : 
Human rights Watch, 1994, p. 3. 
120 See Yérasimos, “Caucase: Le Retour de la Russie”, op. cit. 58 , p. 69, citing an article by Claude-Marie 
Vadrot in Le Journal du Dimanche, 21 January 1990. 
121 Yunusov, Statistics of the Karabakh War, p. 7. 
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 Sporadic clashes became frequent by the first months of 1991, with an ever-increasing 
organization of paramilitary forces on the Armenian side, whereas Azerbaijan still relied on the 
support of Moscow. Interestingly, the main area of these sporadic clashes was not the NKAO 
itself but the Khanlar and Geranboy/Shaumian raions between the NKAO’ northern border and 
Ganje. According to Azerbaijani interior ministry sources, there had been a notable increase of 
illegal Armenian migration to these districts in order to artificially alter the composition of the 
local population.  

In response to this development, a joint Soviet and Azerbaijani military and police operation 
directed from Moscow was initiated in these areas during the Spring and Summer of 1991. The 
purpose of the operation was ostensibly to carry out identity controls, but in reality led to the 
clearing of up to 24 Armenian-populated villages on the northern periphery of the NKAO: reports 
talked of ‘search-and-destroy’ operations, with the aim of eradicating paramilitary forces.122 . 
Interior ministry sources claimed to have confiscated substantial numbers of small arms from both 
Armenians and Azeris. The operation, entitled Operation Ring, was evidently carried out in a very 
harsh way, with systematic violations of Human Rights.123 After the conclusion of the operation, 
the Armenians that had been evicted took to arms to return to their villages leading to increasing 
clashes, and the number of casualties began to rise sharply. By June 1991, the casualties of the 
conflict were estimated at 816. 

On 2 September 1991, the resuscitated Karabakh Soviet, renamed the ‘Karabakh National 
Council’, proclaimed the independent republic of Nagorno Karabakh over the territory of the 
Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast and the Geranboy/Shaumian district of the Azerbaijani 
republic. This move took place following the declarations of independence of most Soviet union 
republics after the failed August coup against Gorbachev. Obviously, Nagorno-Karabakh, like 
Chechnia to the North, thought it could jump on the wagon of independence in this totally new 
atmosphere that was created by the specter of the Soviet Union’s de facto dissolution.124

During Autumn, Azerbaijani forces moved to counter Nagorno Karabakh’s declaration of 
independence, and Armenians respond by establishing armed control over key villages. This led 
to a flare-up of armed conflict in a situation when the Soviet army was in a state of confusion 
regarding its future.125 However, a temporary pause was due to the mediation attempts by Boris 
Yeltsin and Nursultan Nazarbayev on 20-23 September, which produced an agreement to further 
talks between the republican leaderships,126 and a cease-fire a few days later.127 However, this did 
not mean a stop to fighting, as the republican governments had very much lost control over the 
armed units which had been proliferating for over two years in both republics. Before the ink on 
the agreement’s paper had dried, in the words of Thomas Goltz, Azeri villages in Karabakh had 
been the target of renewed violence.128 As the Azerbaijani government realized the military force 

122 The Economist, 16 May 1991. 
123 Human Rights Watch/ Helsinki, Azerbaijan: Seven Years of Conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh, p. 4. 
124 See discussion in Vaserman and Ginat, ”National, Territorial or Religious Conflict?”, op. cit. 35 , p. 355. 
125  See The Washington Post, 15 September 1991, p. 1. 
126 See Fred Hiatt, ”Armenians, Azerbaijanis Agree to Talks on Disputed Enclave; Opposition Forces Clash 
With Government Troops in Soviet Georgia” in The Washington Post, 23 September 1991, p. A13. 
127 See Fred Hiatt, ”Armenia, Azerbaijan Agree to Cease-Fire: Yeltsin, Kazakhstan President Broker Initial 
Accord over Disputed Nagorno-Karabakh”, in The Washington Post, 25 September 1991, p. A20. 
128 See Thomas Goltz, ”On The Back Roads to a Civil War: Despite the Recent Agreement, the Azeri-Armenian 
Conflict Goes On”, in The Washington Post, 6 October 1991, p. C2. 
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behind the Karabakh Armenians, it proceeded to nationalize all military hardware in the republic 
and to recall all Azeri conscripts from the Soviet army. Furthermore, as a direct answer to the 
declaration of independence, the Azeri parliament on 26 November abolished the autonomous 
status of Nagorno Karabakh, dividing its territory among the surrounding districts. Naturally, this 
move has more of a theoretical political importance than a real value, since the military control of 
the region was rapidly slipping out of Baku’s hands. On 8 December, a referendum was organized 
in Karabakh to confirm the secession, and not surprisingly, 99% of the cast votes are in favour, 
especially since the Azeri population boycotted the referendum. Simultaneously the Soviet troops 
were withdrawn from the region, which left the parties in direct confrontation, without any buffer 
between them. 

As the Soviet Union ceased to exist, all leverage or even calming effect that Moscow might 
have had on the belligerents was removed. Especially for the Azeris, this was an unexpected and 
unwanted development. Whereas the Armenians had prepared themselves to solve the problems 
by themselves and with arms, the Azeris had been expecting Moscow to solve the conflict on their 
terms. Thus the rapid dissolution of the Soviet Union was a catastrophe for Azerbaijan, whose 
military preparation was incomparable to that of the Armenians. With an unorganized and badly 
motivated army, the Armenians seemed poised to resolve the issue in their favour. However, the 
issue can be raised whether the declaration of independence of Karabakh implied a division 
between Stepanakert and Yerevan. The declaration apparently points at a divergence of 
policy whereas at an earlier stage the concurrent aim of Armenia and the Karabakh Armenians 
had bee union of the two entities, that is reunification under Yerevan’s authority, the Karabakh 
Armenians seem to have changed their mind and now advocated an independent state. 

However the picture of a division between Stepanakert and Yerevan doe not fully comply with 
reality. To a certain extent it may be a diplomatic trick to reduce Yerevan’s responsibility and 
accountability for the actions of the Karabakh Armenians: in peace negotiations during 1993-96, 
Armenia has constantly argued that it is not strictly speaking a party to the conflict although it 
supports the right to self-determination of their ethnic kin in Karabakh. consequently, the 
Armenian government is not responsible for the actions of the Karabakh Armenians and cannot 
speak for them, nor impose any policy on them, except by friendly advice. The exchange of 
government officials between the two capitals throughout the war culminating in Karabakh’s 
President becoming Armenia’s President in 1998 seems to lend credence to this point. 
Moreover, Karabakh can be said to control Armenia to a much higher extent than the opposite; 
this circumstance is noted by several Armenian observers.129

The Mirroring Nationalisms 
There is one point that strikes the observer of the Armenian-Azeri conflict. That is the lack of 
interaction and dialogue between the leaderships of the two republics even at a very early stage of 
the dispute. Indeed, there seems to have been no-one in a power position, in any of the republics, 
at any time, that was interested in a dialogue and a peaceful resolution of the conflict through 
compromise. This is particularly interesting for two reasons: The first is that this has been an 
effective solution to other comparable conflicts; the second is that the two republics were for all 

129 Personal communication to author from several sources; eg. Manvel Sargsian, senior analyst at the Armenian 
Center of National and International Studies and former representativ of Nagorno-Karabakh to Armenia, 
January 1999. 
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practical purposes part of the same country, a factor which should have worked against the 
escalation of the conflict. As Ted R. Gurr has noted,  

Negotiated regional autonomy has proved to be an effective antidote for ethnonational wars of 
succession in Western and Third World states ... In several of these instances, ... settlements were 
rejected by factions that continued to fight, but the intensity of the conflict nonetheless declined 
markedly.130

This clearly does not apply to the case of Nagorno Karabakh. The reason for this is simple: There 
was no readiness nor a will for compromise on either side. The events and the escalation of 
tensions, rather than bringing an insight that a peaceful solution must be found to avoid 
bloodshed, only served to antagonize the parties and lock them into their respective extreme 
positions. This is all the more remarkable as the Armenians and Azerbaijanis had a great 
advantage over parties to other conflicts: The institutions for commencing a dialogue and a 
discussion, and eventually negotiating a compromise, were present at all levels in the form of the 
Soviet Union. Leaders of the two republics met frequently at union-level meetings, which under 
all circumstances provided a framework for a dialogue; also most Azeris and Armenians could 
communicate through the Russian language. Nevertheless, the leaders of the communist times 
were unable to take advantage of the existing opportunities to reach a peaceful settlement to the 
conflict, something that seems to have been possible well into 1990, at the very least. 

The inability of the communist leaders to provide constructive thinking might be explained by 
their belonging to a petrified and stagnant institution, which coloured their mind and enhanced 
their narrow-mindedness. This would be a plausible explanation if the statement was valid only 
for  the Communists in the two republics. Unfortunately, this was not the case. 

For as the opposition movements grew starting from the late 1980s, they invariably and with 
few exceptions took a nationalist overtone. The first non-communist leaders of both Armenia and 
Azerbaijan, Levon Ter-Petrosyan and Abülfez Elçibey were products of the popular fronts of their 
respective republics, which both had nationalist orientations and were in fact strongly related to 
the Karabakh dispute. This was the case especially in Armenia, where the ANM actually grew out 
of the Karabakh committee: in Armenia, a government was formed whose political origin was 
nothing else than an organization founded for the very purpose of advancing the conflict in 
Karabakh. 

Thus it is truly amazing how the opposition movements grew strong without even once 
approaching to one another, trying to surpass their governments by mutually attempting to solve 
the conflict. Contrary to the developments in many other parts of the Soviet Union and 
particularly in the Baltic states, the Azeri Popular Front and the Armenian National Movement 
were as much responses to one another as parallel developments. The period from 1985 to the 
present has often been labeled as a period of nationalist revival in Eastern Europe and the Soviet 
Union. In Azerbaijan and Armenia, this argument can be drawn one step further: It indeed seems 
appropriate to say that the Azeri and Armenian nationalism are actually mirrors of each other—
they emerged as responses to one another and owe their whole existence to one another. As 
Yérasimos notes,  

130 Ted Robert Gurr, “Peoples Against States: Ethnopolitical Conflict and the Changing World System”, in 
International Studies Quarterly, September 1994, p. 366. 
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If the Georgian nationalism positions itself in the middle, between that of Russia and those of the 
smaller peoples within Georgia, thus creating a hierarchy, (which does not prevent—quite the 
opposite—the alliance of extremes), the Armenian and Azeri Nationalisms send back each other’s 
images like a deforming mirror, as if they can exist only by opposition to one another.131

The analogy of the deforming mirrors is indeed well found. For the popularity, and thus the 
existence, of the two movements was deeply related to the achievement of a victory in the 
Karabakh dispute. This is only proven by the fact that Ter-Petrosyan until recently had been 
sitting quite calmly in his chair, despite the economic crisis, embargoes and isolation of his 
country whereas Elçibey was ousted from power due to the debacle in Karabakh that he presided 
over. 

Mark Saroyan, in an interesting article coined the term ‘Karabakh Syndrome’. Although in his 
article from 1990 he exclusively uses the term for Azerbaijani politics, it seems that this term 
would also be useful to explain the general situation both in Azerbaijan and Armenia. By the word 
syndrome, we refer to something with medical connotations, something pathological. And indeed, 
the form in which the mirroring nationalisms developed, one could say, is nothing less than 
pathological, as are the atrocities committed during all stages of the conflict. Indeed, in the case of 
this conflict, one can claim that pogroms and localized ethnic unrest led to the escalation of 
political conflict which gives the conflict a mass-led character, as compared to the elite-led 
conflicts in Moldova and former Yugoslavia, as Stuart Kaufman has found in his research on the 
post-Communist conflicts.132 In the case of Azerbaijan, the pogroms of Sumgait and Baku 
especially, whether initiated by the Russian authorities or not, are pathological enough but 
become intelligible—although never justified—by the role of the Azeri refugees from Armenia, 
who themselves had recently suffered harassment, humiliation and atrocities. The fact that these 
refugees were the ones to initiate the pogroms follows the logic of ethnic conflicts. In the case of 
militants among the Armenians in Karabakh as well as in Armenia, however, the pathological 
strait is all the more present since the atrocities were carried out on a more systematic, although 
less explosive basis. In Azerbaijan, the pogroms were incidents of anger and frustration, which 
does not excuse them but shows them to be incidental occurrences rather than systematic policy. 
The Karabakh Armenians, on the other hand, seem to have taken the example of the notorious 
Bosnian Serbs in their systematic ethnic cleansing of the Azeris in Karabakh and later its 
surrounding regions, using all known practices ranging from mass murder to all forms of 
intimidation designed to create fear. This was especially clear during the first months of February 
1992 when the small Azeri town of Khojaly was overrun by Karabakh forces, supported by the 

131 Yérasimos, “Caucase: Le Retour de la Russie”, op. cit. 58 , p. 65. (Translation from French is my own). 
132  See Stuart J. Kaufman, ”An ‘International’ Theory of Inter-Ethnic War”, in Review of International Studies,
vol. 22 no. 2, 1996. For the case of Karabakh, see Kaufman, Ethnic Fears and Ethnic War in Karabakh, op. cit. 
50 ; also ”Spiraling to Ethnic War: Elites, Masses, and Moscow in Moldova's Civil War” in International 

Security, vol. 21 no. 2, 1996; ”An ‘International’ Theory of Inter-Ethnic War”, in Review of International 
Studies, vol. 22 no. 2, 1996. 

Annex 1



Report no.  46, Dept. of East European Studies30 

366th CIS infantry regiment. The town was all but destroyed, thousands of people were killed and 
the rest of the population was forced to flee over the mountains to seek refuge. This event was the 
first instance of atrocities committed against Azeris to reach the headlines of the world media, 
whereas anti-Armenian events in Baku and other areas in Azerbaijan had done so in numerous 
instances. The ‘syndrome’ of mirroring nationalism was not to be stopped. And this was because 
no one was there, no one was strong enough to make sense prevail.  
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Panorama.am publishes excerpts from “Armenophobia in Azerbaijan,” a book by A. Adibekyan and 
A. Elibegova

“I would rather go to war than wait another 20 years,” said 34-year-old Shafag Ismailova, a sniper 
student and refugee. “War is bad for everyone. But sometimes the situation requires it.”

Eludzha Amaly. Explanations for little Fidan
Little Fidan asked out of the blue: 
… 
– Then why do we call them (Armenians) “mundar” (dirty, filthy)? 
Her age, 4 years, didn’t allow me to gather my thoughts and answer correctly. Given her age, I 
chose my words carefully and said: 
– You see, little one, when a person has a filthy and vile heart, it spreads to the entire body through 
the blood. And however much they wash their hands and face, they don’t get clean. For not all kinds 
of dirt can be washed off with water.

On holidays we would play our favorite game—Armenian massacre. Whipped up by 
racism, we would lose our head and sacrifice Tamara to our hostility and hatred handed down from  
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our ancestors. First we would accuse her for no good reason of killing Tatars and would happily 
shoot her multiple times. We would revel in the sight of her blood, and then, in order to kill her in the 
customary way, we would resurrect her, bind her hands and feet, throw her to the ground, cut off her 
tongue and head to start with to show our hatred for her Armenian body, and cut out her heart and 
internal organs and throw them to the dogs. After that, as our wild fury cooled down and there was 
not a shred of the poor girl left, we would begin to dance around her body like wild men, swinging 
our wooden swords. As soon as anyone walked by, we would immediately raise Tamara to her feet 
with her tongue dry from fear, grab her by the hand and whirl her around the garden, singing 
children’s songs. It never occurred to her to complain about us because then we would poke fun at 
her as a tattletale, traitor and dirty Armenian, and she would lose us. However much we insulted, 
humiliated and permanently killed her, she could no longer live without our friendship.

Sevindzh Parvana. Off-the-cuff (on the fly) interview
(Nursery rhyme in the form of a dialog. For children 5–12 years) 
– Don’t cry, dear daughter. Let Armenian infants cry 
– Mama, and where are they, the Armenian infants? 
– In the pit of hell 
– And why let them cry? Don’t you pity them? 
– No I don’t. Let a snake bite them if I’m lying 
– Infaaaants??? 
… 
– Mama, I want to play with Armenian children, eheheh… 
... 
– No, eh, no... I want to [play] with Armenian children 
– You can’t dear daughter. They are far away from us 
– How far? In hell? 
– Yes, in hell 
… 
– So where are the children themselves? Mama, may I play with them? 
– No, dear daughter. They are bad children. We can’t go to them. They will take away your toys and 
break them 
– What, don’t they have their own toys? 
– They do. But they will want your toys. That’s why they’re bad, yes 
– And I’ll give them [to them], let them play. Later they’ll return [them] 
– They won’t. They won’t want to. They don’t return what they take 
– Then I won’t give them [to them] 
Baku. 2009 
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G. Ibragimova. I will tell my son the whole truth, I’ll not hide anything. I’ll say “sonny, learn to 
distinguish good from bad. And remember that each nationality has good and bad; but Armenians 
are the only nationality in the world that has no good, or there are only a few of them. Speaking to a 
person that he did not like, A.S. Pushkin, the great poet loved by the whole world, would berate them 
with the words “You are an Armenian!” 
And the main, third admonition will be this: 
“My son, hear and remember, Armenians are our blood enemies. Don’t leave the enemy unavenged! 
If you meet an Armenian even in the most civilized country in the world, treat him like a creature that 
drank the blood of your people! Don’t ever forgive the enemy! If you do, may the bread of your 
Homeland, your father’s blood, and your mother’s milk be cursed for you!!!”

<…>you call me a chauvinist, accuse me of offending the whole Armenian people. A writer who 
accuses an entire people only diminishes herself. A concerned person will never allow herself to 
accuse an entire people. In my compositions I am only calling on the children of my people to be 
vigilant and stay away from Armenians.

Chinara Vyugar: <…>a mother once used to finance Armenians, and now she was marrying off her 
daughter, and fearfully crying her heart out, said—God forbid her fiancé should find out. <…>I was 
horrified and thought how many people do we have in Azerbaijan whose courageous blood has 
mixed with base blood ... <…> Ramil Safarov hacked an Armenian officer to death with an axe. The 
people supported him at first and then forgot. When Eynulla Fatullayev was in prison, those who 
were worried about him numbered much more than those who cared about Ramil Safarov, who 
murdered the Armenian lackey. <…> So, for example, all the property of ex-Baku mayor Rafael 
Allakhverdiev went to the Armenian woman and whatever is left will go to her surviving daughter? 
<…> in school, the subject of Azeri language and literature is taught by two female teachers of 
Armenian origin. They say that the principal of the above-mentioned school is also of Armenian 
origin, and although it has been written about in the newspapers and online, we can’t do anything 
about it. We only know that the school is indeed being destroyed because of the principal’s point of 
view. In the massage parlors near the “May 28” subway station, many hostesses are also of 
Armenian origin. These Armenian women are getting Azeri women involved in fornication.<…> We 
hear a lot about Armenian women. The daughter of an Armenian senator leads a dissolute life. The 
daughter of the Armenian singer Cher has had a sex change, and that’s not all. Armenians living in 
Azerbaijan have plastic surgery done on their noses. Plastic surgeons circumcise Armenian noses 
and turn [them] into Muslims. Nor does the Armenian constitution ban prostitution. Actually, the  
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women of that nationality are prostitutes, and the men are “glamour boys.” 
The MNB [Ministry of National Security] should set up a separate agency to investigate the 
population for the presence of Armenian blood. For example, parents who want to marry off their 
daughters or sons could contact that agency to find out whether there are blood ties with Armenians 
among the future relatives. And maybe then we will be able to cleanse our blood from mixing with 
foul Armenian blood.

“He (Ramil Safarov) is a hero not only of Azerbaijan, but of the whole world. Monuments should be 
erected to him. Not every man could have done what he did. There are two heroes: one is Mr. Ilham 
Aliyev and the other is Ramil Safarov. If I were in Ramil’s place, I would have done the same thing. 
He took the life of an Armenian and did the right thing.”

People’s Artist of Azerbaijan Nazperi Dosteliyeva: I can’t bring myself to call people who carry on 
friendly correspondence with enemies devoid of humanity Azeris. I don’t know who they are. But as 
a citizen of my homeland, as a mother, and, most importantly, as a People’s Artist of Azerbaijan, I 
will not forgive these people.”
Khalida Bayramova, Chair of the Sabail District Commission for the Protection of the Rights 
and Affairs of Minors: “Maybe steps should be taken for the sake of future peace, but I’m against 
friendship with the Armenians because someone who was once a betrayer will never become a 
friend, and should unequivocally be considered an enemy. What the Armenians did in Azerbaijan 
cannot be forgotten, plus they feel only enmity for us. There is a concept called “pathological hatred” 
and that’s the hatred I have for Armenians. For an Azeri or a Turk, there can be no such thing as a 
good Armenian. Maybe it’s not right, but that’s what I think!”
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captured. Watch what they were forced to say. The latest news from 
YouTube (22 October 2020), available at

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ftHHS7gUSu0 (certified 
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Annex 8



(Mark all inaudible or unintelligible conversation as “[inaudible]”) 

Title of Clip [file name/no.]: n a n
dedizdirdil r. C bh d n son x b rl r. [URGENT. Lots of enemies have been captured. Watch 
what they were forced to say. The latest news from the frontline.] 

Time Stamp 
[00:00] 

Speaker Transcription  
[Azerbaijani] 

Translation 
[English] 

[00:06] Narrator C bh d  g r 
gedir. 

Intense fighting is 
continuing in the 
frontline.

[00:08] Narrator Ordumuz h r keç n saat 
ir lil yir.

Our army moves 
forward every hour.

[00:11] Narrator 
mri il n 

m hv edilir.

The enemy is being 
annihilated.  

[00:15] Narrator Növb b r. Daha 
m bir 

görüntünü sizl r  t qdim 
edirik. 

Another good news. 
More accurately, we 
are presenting you a 
spectacular view. 

[00:21] Narrator n 
h rbçisini sir götürüb. 

Our army has taken a 
bunch enemy soldiers 
hostage.

[00:25] Narrator rin Look at these. Look at 
their faces.

[00:25] Narrator rin Look at their clothes.
[00:29] Narrator Bu gün onlar ordumuzun 

 acizdirl r. 
Today they are so 
helpless in front our 
army.

[00:34] Narrator Dizl ri sir. Their knees are 
shaking.

[00:35] Narrator V  onlara bir-
Az

And each of them is 
forced to say 
“Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan.”

[00:38] Narrator rbaycan ordusu! Long live the army of 
Azerbaijan!

[00:40] Narrator Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan!

[00:42] Narrator m k üçün 
kanala abun  olun. 

Subscribe to the 
channel to view the 
latest videos.

[00:45] Azerbaijani 
soldier 

[inaudible] demir. T z d n [inaudible] doesn’t 
say. Have you started 
again?

[00:49] Azerbaijani Everybody repeats 
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Time Stamp 
[00:00] 

Speaker Transcription  
[Azerbaijani] 

Translation 
[English] 

soldier one by one. 
Everybody loudly.

[00:51] Azerbaijani 
officer

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[00:53] Armenian 
soldier

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[00:55] Armenian 
soldier

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[00:56] Armenian 
soldier 

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan 

[00:57] Azerbaijani 
soldier

You too  

[00:58] Armenian 
soldier

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[00:59] Armenian 
soldier 

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan 

[01:01] Armenian 
soldier

Az rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[01:02] Armenian 
soldier

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[01:03] Armenian 
soldier

rbaycan Karabagh is 
Azerbaijan

[01:05] Azerbaijani 
officer

Söndür. Turn it off. 

[01:05] Azerbaijani 
soldier 

Komandir az rbaycan dilini 
q ng bilir. 

Commander, he 
speaks Azerbaijani 
very well.

[01:07] Azerbaijani 
officer

Bilirs n az rbaycan dilini? Do you know 
Azerbaijani?

[01:09] Armenian 
soldier

What? 

[01:10] Azerbaijani 
officer

Az rbaycan dilini bilirs n? Do you know 
Azerbaijani?

[01:11] Azerbaijani 
soldier 

Bilir. He knows. 

[01:12] Azerbaijani 
officer

Söndür onu. Turn it off. 
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Radio Liberty (5 November 2020) (certified translation 

from Armenian)





Annex 9



Radio 
Liberty

NEWS 

According to preliminary conclusions, the death of the elderly captive was caused 
by brain trauma: Investigative Committee 

November 5, 2020 

Naira Bulghadaryan 

According to preliminary conclusions, the death of 84-year-old Misha Melkumyan in 
Azerbaijani captivity was caused by brain trauma, Radio Liberty has learned from the 
Investigative Committee. Melkumyan s body was recently transferred to Armenia through the 
efforts of the International Committee of the Red Cross [ICRC]. 

A criminal case was filed with the Investigative Committee in connection with Misha 
Melkumyan s death, based on various clauses of Article 390 of the Criminal Code [of the 
Republic of Armenia], specifically the murder, torture and inhuman treatment of a person who is 
not directly involved in hostilities. 

Another 85-year-old prisoner, Evgenia Babayan, was recently returned to Armenia from Azeri 
captivity. Melkumyan could not be transferred to Armenia at that time. Zara Amatuni, the head 

medically disadvised at that time. Amatuni stated that an agreement was reached at the time that 
Melkumyan could be returned when his health condition permitted, but she added that the old 
man was later pronounced dead. 

Radio Free Europe/Liberty © 2021 
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Letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of 
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Letter from Masis Mayilian, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Artsakh, to Audrey Azoulay, Director-General of 

UNESCO, No. 04/1249/2020 (19 November 2020)
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Effects of the first strike 

Effects of the second strike 
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Destruction of Armenian historical and cultural heritage by Azerbaijan 

Arakel Village, Hadrut region, Artsakh. Surb Astvatzatzin (Holy Virgin) Church of 
early XX century. The church was destroyed by the Azerbaijani Army during the 
occupation of the village in 1991-93. 
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Baku, Azerbaijan. Surb 
Astvatzatzin (Holy Virgin) 
Church and caravanserai 
adjoining it from the west. In 
1990s on the decision of the 
municipal authorities of Baku 
the Church and the second and 
third floors of its belfry were 
destroyed. The first floor was 

a fire temple. 
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Gyulistan village, Shahumyan region, Artsakh. Surb Astvatzatzin (Holy Virgin). 
After occupation of the village by the Azerbaijani Army the church was blown up.  
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Nij village, Qabala (Kutkashe) region, Azerbaijan. St. Yeghishe (Elisha) Church 
and two inscriptions carved on its southern entrance tympanum in commemoration of 
its thorough restoration carried out by the efforts of Priest Astvatzatur Jodaniants in 
the 1840s (Photo of 1985). The inscriptions were completely scraped away during 
restoration work in the early 2000s.  
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Ganja (Gandzak) city. St. Hovhannes (St.John the Baptist) Church. Inscriptions of 
1633 and 1643 were deliberately scraped away in 2007. The Church was turned into a 
chamber music hall.   
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Azat (Suluk) village, Shahumyan region, Artsakh. Surb Hovhannes (John) Church. 
After occupation of the village by the Azerbaijani Army the church was blown up.  

Bridge of Lalazar, Kashatagh 
region, Artsakh. The double-
span bridge was built over the 
river Vorotan in 1867 by means of 
Simeon Lalazar. The building 
inscription of the bridge in 
Armenian was deliberately 
scraped.
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Tzar village, Shahumyan region, Artsakh. Fragments of St. Sargis Church and 
Mother Church of the village, destroyed in the 1950s, were used as building materials 
for the construction of a local Azerbaijani school.  
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Badamly (Otzop) village, Nakhijevan. The monastery of St. Astvatsatsin (Holy 
Virgin) with a dome church (photo: 1980s).  It was marked on the map of the USSR 
Armed Forces General Headquarter. The monastery was destroyed to its foundations, as 
evidenced by satellite image (Google Earth, 2016) of the site of the monastery.
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Nakhijevan city. St. Gevorg 
(George) Church marked on the 
map of the USSR Armed Forces 
General Headquarter (1976). 
According to the satellite image 
of Google Earth of 2008 the 
church does not exist anymore. 
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Agulis village, Nakhijevan. St. Tovma 
(Thomas the Apostle) Monastery (photo of 
1900-1910s) marked on the map of the USSR 
Armed Forces General Headquarter (1976). In 
the late 1990s, the monastery was completely 
destroyed, and in its place a mosque was built, 
as evidenced by satellite image Google Earth 
of 2011 and 2016. 
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Old Jugha, Nakhijevan. The historic cemetery with nearly 3,000 medieval khachkars 
(crosstones). 
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The destruction of 
the medieval 
khachkars 
(crosstones) of the 
Jugha cemetery 
started in the Soviet 
period. They were 
broken to pieces and 
used as building 
material. The 
destruction of 
khachkars 
(crosstones) 
continued in 1998 
with renewed vigor 
and was completed 
in 2005. In 2006 the 
territory of the 
cemetery was turned 
into a military 
shooting range.  

Source: http://www.raa-am.com/raa/pdf_files/174.pdf
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25.11.2020 [12:02] 

A+A

Baku, November 25, 

President of the Republic of Azerbaijan Ilham Aliyev has addressed the nation. 

presents the address. 

Address of President Ilham Aliyev to the nation

- Dear fellow countrymen. Kalbajar district has been liberated from occupation 
today. I heartily congratulate all the people of Azerbaijan on this occasion.  

Dear people of Kalbajar, my warmest congratulations! Your native district has 
been liberated from occupation. The people of Azerbaijan have been looking 
forward to this day for years. Kalbajar district was occupied on April 2, 1993. 
Innocent people were savagely expelled from their ancestral lands. The 
historical sites and nature of Kalbajar have been severely damaged. 

The occupation of Kalbajar district was a great tragedy. The occupation of each 
district was a great tragedy. After the occupation of Shusha and Lachin districts 
in May 1992, the occupation of Kalbajar also created a geographical link 
between Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh. Everyone knows that the former 
Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Region did not have a border with the 
Republic of Armenia. Armenia was separated from Nagorno-Karabakh by 
Lachin district and the Lachin corridor. The occupation of Lachin, Shusha and 
then Kalbajar districts created a geographical connection between Armenia and 
Nagorno-Karabakh over a large area, and this was the enemy s goal. After the 
occupation of Kalbajar, it is possible to say that communication was established 
between Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh in many ways. First of all, weapons, 
equipment and manpower were sent there from Armenia. At the same time, it 
provided great advantages for Armenia s subsequent policy of occupation. 

The occupation of Kalbajar district is the direct responsibility of the then ruling 
Popular Front of Azerbaijan. In general, the main culprit in the occupation of our 
lands is the Popular Front of Azerbaijan. Because if they had not come to power  
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illegally in 1992, if they had not staged a coup, perhaps our lands would not 
have been occupied. Of course, it is very difficult to go back in history and say 
what could and could not have happened. But in any case, they have played a 
direct role in the occupation of our lands, and they bear this responsibility. 
Because in the spring of 1992, the struggle for power reached its peak. There 
were internal conflicts in Azerbaijan, chaos, crisis, a political crisis, and the 
struggle for power led to very serious consequences. Armenia continued to take 
advantage of this to occupy our lands. After the occupation of Shusha and 
Lachin, the situation reached a critical level. Taking advantage of this, the 
Popular Front of Azerbaijan came to power as a result of a coup. But what 
happened after that? After that, they focused all their efforts on strengthening 
the weakened government, organizing persecutions in our country, applying 
censorship and taking other anti-democratic steps. Our lands were under 
occupation, our civilian population was expelled from their ancestral lands, but 
the Popular Front of Azerbaijan and its leadership had only one goal to fill their 
pockets, appoint their relatives and prolong the life of their government. The 
occupation of Kalbajar was the result of these ugly steps. It could not have been 
otherwise. The younger generation may not remember this, but they should 
know who was leading Azerbaijan at that time, people of what knowledge and 
what skills were leading Azerbaijan. Those people had no experience. Those 
people the people who were represented in the government at the time, the 
people who held high positions had never led a single department, not a single 
small enterprise. How could they run the country, especially in a crisis? But their 
yearning for power, their greed, their appetite and avarice led to this situation in 
Azerbaijan. Look who governed Azerbaijan at the time?! The speaker of 
parliament was a junior researcher, in fact, a failed researcher. The secretary 
of state was a careerist from the Komsomol who had betrayed his leader at a 
later stage, set his eyes for his post, rejoiced in his death more than anyone 
else, and lived his entire life under the control of foreign circles. What kind of 
management would you expect from them? What kind of patriotism would you 
expected from them? What professionalism would you expect? The minister of 
foreign affairs was a random person who couldn t speak any foreign language, 
a physics teacher, someone who had no idea at all what foreign relations are, 
what international norms and principles are. He simply walked around like a 
tourist and said what he wanted to say. The minister of defense was a math 
teacher. Can a math teacher be a defense minister? It was this math teacher 
who handed Shusha over to the enemy. He said that if Shusha was lost, he 
would shoot himself in the head. It is still hanging around here and there. We 
have returned Shusha, we did! You sold it, traitors. The minister of internal 
affairs there were widespread robberies, journalists were getting arrested, 
beaten up and thrown into the trunks of cars during live broadcasts. Such were 
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the leaders of the Popular Front of Azerbaijan. The prime minister was a junior 
researcher on scientific communism. Look at these contrasts. The man 
responsible for advancing the country s economy on the principles of a market 
economy was a junior researcher on scientific communism. What kind of 
governance, what kind of reforms, what kind of defense could you expect? Our 
grief and tragedy is that random people came to power, usurped power and 
took our country into the abyss. 

If Heydar Aliyev had not come to power at the request of the people in 1993, 
Azerbaijan would not only have lost the remaining lands but also would have 
lost its statehood in general. They started a civil war to maintain their weakened 
government. They took our own soldiers prisoner. They bombed Ganja. Let no 
one forget that! Those unaware should know this, the younger generation 
should know who caused us this trouble. Who is to blame for this tragedy? Who 
is to blame for the plight of a million people? The government of the Popular 
Front of Azerbaijan at that time. In fact, if we were to draw comparisons now, 
their collective image is like that of Pashinyan incompetent, not 
knowledgeable, weak-willed, cowardly, deserter, inexperienced in 
management, influenced by foreign circles, ruled by them and destroying their 
own country. Look, they are all like Pashinyan. Those who do not know them 
should look at Pashinyan if they want to get an idea about them. Let them look 
at his steps and see the image of the then Popular Front of Azerbaijan and the 
country s leadership. 

Kalbajar is our ancient land. It is the land of ancient Azerbaijan. Kalbajar is one 
of our largest districts in terms of territory. The historical sites of Kalbajar are 
our great asset. Both mosques and churches are our historical treasures. The 
people of Azerbaijan know this well, and the whole world should know that 
churches in Kalbajar belong to the ancient state of Caucasian Albania. There 
are many historical documents confirming this. This is no secret. Armenian 
historians  and fraudsters have simply Armenianized ancient Albanian 

churches, added their own inscriptions on them and appropriated these 
churches. Suffice it to look at history and anyone can see that in the 1830s, 
Tsarist Russia abolished the Albanian Church, gave all the property of the 
Albanian Church to the Armenian Gregorian Church, and Armenian priests and 
their patrons began to appropriate these churches. Their main task was to erase 
the history of Caucasian Albania. But we did not allow that to happen. 
Azerbaijan has a broad scientific base on this issue. There are research works 
available. These works are and should be shared not only with the scientific 
community but also with the world community as a whole. Caucasian Albania 
was a great state. Gabala was its capital. Historical sites and churches 
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belonging to Caucasian Albania are our historical and cultural heritage. We are 
protecting these churches. I have visited these churches many times in the 
city of Shaki, in Gabala district, the Udi church. As you know, during the war, 
on the initiative of the Heydar Aliyev Foundation, the repairs of the ancient Udi 
Caucasian Albanian Church in Nij settlement was completed and this church 
was opened. We are protecting these churches as our cultural heritage. 
Therefore, no one should be worried. These churches will continue to be 
protected by the state. Azerbaijan s policy on multiculturalism and inter-religious 
relations is praised by the whole world and world leaders. Let certain Western 
circles who want to express their concern look at our destroyed mosques, the 
Aghdam, Shusha, Zangilan, Jabrayil, Fuzuli and other mosques. These 
mosques have either been destroyed or desecrated pigs were kept in them. 
Why isn t this causing concern? Why has no one raised this issue for 30 years 
except for us? I have repeatedly raised this issue from international forums and 
in contacts with my foreign colleagues. Why wasn t anyone worried about that? 
Why didn t anyone want to send an international delegation on this issue? The 
Azerbaijani people want answers to these questions. We know the answer. 
Therefore, I want to say again that those who want to interfere in our work or to 
accuse us of something should first of all look in the mirror. 

Kalbajar district has fascinating nature and diverse cultural heritage. Several of 
our large rivers originate in Kalbajar district. The largest of them is the Tartar 
River, which is 200 kilometers long. There are also the Bazarchay and 
Khachinchay. Their length is about 200 kilometers. These rivers feed a large 
area. But the hated enemy deprived us of these opportunities because the 
Tartar River flows into the Sarsang water reservoir built on the initiative of great 
leader Heydar Aliyev in the 1970s. The Sarsang water reservoir was built to 
provide irrigation to 6 7 districts of the Aran zone of Karabakh at the time. At 
that time, after the construction of the Sarsang water reservoir, 100,000 
hectares of land that had never been irrigated started receiving water. Aghdam, 
Goranboy, Yevlakh, Barda, Tartar and other districts were irrigated from there. 
The hated enemy cut off water supply. It cut off water supply in the summer and 
released it in the winter, thus flooding the lands. There was also environmental 
terror against us. Armenia is a terrorist state, and there are many signs of this 
terror. There are signs of the destruction of our historical sites, the genocide 
against our civilian population, deforestation, changing the course of our rivers 
and other signs. The water of the Tartar River, which originated from Kalbajar, 
was first collected in the Sarsang water reservoir and then in the Sugovushan 
water reservoir, thus serving the interests of the occupier, whereas we did not 
get water at all. After we took over the Sugovushan settlement, water supply 
was resumed and is now expected to provide water to 100,000 hectares. 
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There are large forest areas in Kalbajar district. There are 24,000 hectares of 
forest in Kalbajar district. This is our great asset. The hated enemy cut down, 
looted and sold these trees. Look at the ugly things they have been doing in 
recent days, burning forests to create an environmental catastrophe. These 
thieves cut down forests and take them to Armenia for sale. They burn down 
houses they did not build. They entered the houses of the people of Kalbajar, 
broke into them and lived there. They burn down schools and kill pets they can t 
take with them. See who we were facing, what savages we were facing! I 
repeat, and I will say this every time, that our victory is not only a victory over 
the Armenian state. We have also destroyed Armenian fascism. 

We will restore Kalbajar, let no one have any doubts about that, and life will 
return there. Agriculture will develop in Kalbajar, especially livestock breeding. 
We have large pastures there. Kalbajar has ample natural resources. The 
enemy has brutally exploited these resources. In Soviet times, Istisu water, 
which was popular throughout the Soviet Union, was produced in Kalbajar. 
Istisu is under our control again now. It used to be a big resort. The hated enemy 
has destroyed everything. There are images of that and everyone can see 
them. We will restore all of that, we will rebuild Kalbajar, the villages, the city of 
Kalbajar. I have ordered to prepare a master plan for the reconstruction of the 
city not only in the city of Kalbajar but also in all other cities, and life will return 
there. 

In Kalbajar, the hated enemy committed another crime and conducted illegal 
settlement. People from Armenia and foreign countries have settled there 
illegally. This is a war crime, a war crime under the Geneva Convention. We will 
hold the enemy accountable. They will answer for all the war crimes, for all this 
destruction. When I was in Aghdam, I could not find a single safe building. The 
same applies to Fuzuli and Jabrayil. They have destroyed everything, as if a 
savage tribe had passed through. 

But, for our part, we will build and create. We will revive these cities and districts. 
We have major plans on the restoration of these lands. These plans are already 
being implemented, infrastructure projects are being implemented. The 
construction of a new road to Shusha has already begun. In Soviet times, there 
was one road to Shusha from Aghdam to Khankandi and from there to 
Shusha. We are now building a new road from Fuzuli district. This road will pass 
through a part of Khojavand district. I have ordered to do this as soon as 
possible. However, this is a huge task; there was no road there before and a 
new road is being built through forests. There are ravines, hills and the terrain 
is very difficult. But we will do it. We will restore the railways. In particular, 
preliminary instructions have already been given in connection with the 
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restoration of the railway to the Nakhchivan Autonomous Republic. Tangible 
steps have already been taken to restore the Barda-Aghdam railway. This road 
is a must for the restoration of Aghdam district and for the comfort of the people 
who will live there in the future. So all this work will be carried out in a planned 
manner and the people of Azerbaijan will be regularly updated about the work 
to be done. We must do all the work in a planned manner. I want to say again: 
first of all, all the damage will be calculated with the participation of international 
experts. Then lawsuits will be filed. Then comes the reconstruction of our cities 
and villages on the basis of master plans. The necessary measures related to 
agriculture, other infrastructure projects, water and electricity will be taken. 
Then come roads. When we drove the enemy out of Shusha, it destroyed the 
water line feeding the city. There is no water in Shusha now. This is what the 
enemy is like. 

When our soldiers saw that the Armenian population of one village of Aghdam 
district could not leave on time, they created conditions for them to leave. No 
one insulted them. But the hated enemy is burning our forests, burning our 
houses, destroying water lines. Do they think that this will stop us? We have 
drawn water lines everywhere to remote mountains, to mountain villages. We 
will restore them all, all of them. Relevant instructions have already been given, 
and I am confident that we will do it in time. 

The enemy gave Kalbajar another ugly name. They had made maps of the 
Nagorno-Karabakh Republic.  Where are those maps? They are all gone. 

Those maps are just pieces of paper. The whole territory of the Nagorno-
Karabakh Autonomous Region, Shusha, as well as seven surrounding districts, 
were included in the Nagorno-Karabakh Republic.  These maps were 
published, included in textbooks and displayed at exhibitions. They presented 
these maps as Nagorno-Karabakh Republic.  What is left of those maps now? 
Nothing! Azerbaijan has taken the necessary steps to restore its territorial 
integrity. 

I want to return to the period of negotiations. At that time, I was repeatedly told 
that the conflict should be resolved only peacefully. I can say that all 
international organizations, the leaders of all superpowers I was in contact with 
have repeatedly said that there is no military solution to the conflict. These 
statements are also available in the media. What was I saying? I said there was 
one! I said that if necessary we would liberate our lands by military means. I 
said that war is never ruled out. During the talks, it was repeatedly proposed at 
various stages that the Azerbaijani side renounce the path of war. I never 
agreed to that. Then they started accusing me, saying that Ilham Aliyev wanted 
to start a war. I said that I wanted to resolve the issue peacefully, but I want to 
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resolve it. What did Armenia want? To maintain the status quo and make it 
eternal. They believed that if they had achieved this in 26 27 years, then they 
would continue to do so. They believed that their patrons would always defend 
them, stand behind them and fight for them. They generally think that the whole 
world owes them something. They want to rule their country with this harmful 
and sick mentality that someone must come and help them. What are you 
capable of doing? If you always cling to someone s skirt and hope for some 
privileges, then what are you capable of doing? This mentality has led their 
society in the wrong direction. Today, they are dissatisfied with everyone. Even 
today, people are making claims about why no one is defending us. Who should 
anyone protect you? You are an independent country if it is possible to say so 
at all so live as an independent country. This is first. Second, you have 
invaded someone else s land. You have left a million people homeless. You 
have destroyed all buildings, houses and cities. You have acted like a savage. 
Justice is not on your side, international law is not on your side, historical truth 
is not on your side. But they thought that they would keep these lands under 
occupation forever. They believed that time would pass and generations would 
change, the Azerbaijani people would forget this and come to terms with this 
situation. They were wrong. We never intended to put up with this situation. As 
President, I have been doing my best over the years to ensure that the Nagorno-
Karabakh issue is always on the agenda, it is always at the center of the 
agenda. Let the feelings of patriotism, national pride and solidarity rise to a 
higher level within the country. And this issue should always be on the agenda 
at the international level. Let everyone know what the truth is, let everyone know 
who is the aggressor and who is the victim, and we have achieved this. 
Everyone in the world knows that now. If we pay attention to the foreign media 
during the Patriotic War, we will see that, of course, biased, Islamophobic, anti-
Azerbaijani, pro-Armenian articles and reports prevail. However, at the same 
time, unlike earlier times, many objective and truthful reports and articles were 
published. I can say that we have won the information war. We have won the 
war on the battlefield, we have won the war in the information space, we have 
won the war in the political arena. The results of the war were as I was saying. 
From the first days, I said that this issue must be resolved through military and 
political means. I said that we can stop the military solution at any time and we 
are ready to do that. But on one condition Pashinyan must personally say 
when he will leave our lands. He must make a commitment and provide a 
timetable. It must be stated when they will leave our lands. As soon as that 
happens, I will stop the offensive operation. He has already been punished. At 
that time, when he put forward seven conditions to us, I said: I have only one 
condition. I throw your seven conditions in the trash: get out of our land. Go out 
on your own. If he had listened to me, he would not have fallen into this 

Annex 12



disgraceful situation. The results of the war just as I said. We liberated Jabrayil, 
Fuzuli, Zangilan, Gubadli, Murovdag, Sugovushan, Hadrut, most of Khojavand 
district and Shusha by military means. We broke the enemy s back on the 
battlefield. One day after the liberation of Shusha, when we liberated more than 
70 villages, the enemy knelt down and signed an act of capitulation. I still do not 
know where he signed it. They are hiding it. They will probably tell us one day. 
Pashinyan, where did you sign this act of capitulation? He was forced to accept 
our conditions. 

The war showed again who is who. Armenia is a defeated country. Azerbaijan 
is a victorious country. Kalbajar is ours! Karabakh is Azerbaijan! 
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1.5. Population by ethnic groups1)

(by population census) 

Ethnic 
composition 

In thousands % of total
1979 1989 1999 2009 1979 1989 1999 2009

Total number 
of population 6026.5 7021.2 7953.4 8922.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

including: 

Azerbaijanians 4708.8 5805.0 7205.5 8172.8 78.1 82.7 90.6 91.6
Lezgins 158.1 171.4 178.0 180.3 2.6 2.4 2.2 2.0

Armenians 475.5 390.5 120.7 120.3 7.9 5.6 1.5 1.3
Russians 475.3 392.3 141.7 119.3 7.9 5.6 1.8 1.3
Talyshs 21.2 76.8 112.0 0.3 1.0 1.3
Avars 36.0 44.1 50.9 49.8 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6
Turks 7.9 17.7 43.4 38.0 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.4
Tatars 31.4 28.6 30.0 25.9 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3
Tats 8.9 10.2 10.9 25.2 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.3

Ukrainians 26.4 32.3 29.0 21.5 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.3
Sakhurs 8.5 13.3 15.9 12.3 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1

Georgians 11.4 14.2 14.9 9.9 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1
Jews 35.5 30.8 8.9 9.1 0.6 0.4 0.1 0.1

Kurds 5.7 12.2 13.1 6.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1
Kryzs ... ... .. 4.4 ... ... ... 0.04
Udins 5.8 6.1 4.1 3.8 0.1 0.1 0.05 0.04

Khynalygs .. ... ... 2.2 ... ... ... 0.02
Other 

nationalities 31.3 31.3 9.6 9.5 0.66 0.46 0.12 0.1 

1) In this and the following table all the participants determined their ethnicities and mother

parents.
2)
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