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AHHOTADIMUSA

B 90-pre . XX Beka yCIOBHAX HOBOTO Mupomopsnka, mocie kpaxa CCCP, oGpazoBaHHMs HOBBIX
HE3aBUCHMBIX TOCYJapCTB Ha ITOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE MOSBIIINCH KOH(IMKTHI (OCETHHO-HUHTYIICKHUIM
KoHmuKT, YedeHckas BoitHa, Haropro-Kapabaxckas BoiiHa # T.O.), KOTOpble HETaTHBHO OTPa3WINCh Ha
MOJIMTUYECKON U 3KOHOMUYECKOW CUTYaLlMU 3TUX CTPaH.

Cpenn 5THX KOH(IIMKTOB IO CBOUM MaciiTabaM apMsiHO-a3epOaiiKaHCKUH 3aHUMaeT 0c000€ MECTO, TaK Kak
3TOT KOH(IMKT HE TOJBKO PETHOHANBHBINA, OH B JIFOOOW MOMEHT MOXET NEePEpacTH B MHUPOBYIO M MO3TOMY

SIBJIICTCS. B3pPBIBOOIIACHOM.

ANNOTATION

In the 90th years XX century conditions of the new world order, after the collapse of the USSR, the formation
of new independent states in the post-Soviet space, conflicts appeared (the Ossetia-Ingush conflict, the Chechen
war, the Upper-Karabakh war, etc.), which negatively affected the political and economic situation of these

countries.

Among these conflicts, on its scale, the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict occupies a special place, is not only
regional; it can turn into a world conflict at any moment and therefore is explosive.
Key words: Upper-Karabakh, lobby, Armenia, Russia, USA, conflict, territorial integrity, foreign policy,

domestic policy, OSCE.

Introduction

After the restoration of state independence and the
coming to power of the national leader Heydar Aliyev,
Azerbaijan Republic began to pursue an accurate policy
aimed at building good-neighborly relations in the
region and around the world. Heydar Aliyev’s
visionary policy led to the signing of the Bishkek
Protocol (temporary ceasefire) in 1994.

In the era of globalization, Heydar Aliyev laid the
foundations of the foreign and domestic policy of
Azerbaijan, while taking into account national interests.

After Ilham Aliyev takes office, a new page begins
on the issue of resolving the Upper-Karabakh conflict,
Azerbaijan is entering a new phase of the struggle, and
the country is launching an information attack, which
was first launched by Armenia. The more success
Azerbaijan achieves, the more Armenia becomes
driven into a dead end and faces problems that create
an economic and political crisis in the country,
exacerbating the position of the aggressor state.

On May 8, 2008, the international campaign
“Justice for Khojaly” was launched in order to intensify
the agitation and propaganda activities of all state
structures of Azerbaijan.

Speaking at a solemn meeting dedicated to the
100th anniversary of the Azerbaijani parliament, llham
Aliyev noted that all infrastructure was destroyed in the
occupied territories, the national heritage was
plundered, and a war crime was committed against the
Azerbaijani people - the Khojaly genocide [6].

Literature review

The Upper -Karabakh problem is very relevant, as
it has not been studied objectively in foreign literature

enough. The war arose due to the claims of Armenians
on the historical territories of Azerbaijan. Armenian
historians, falsifying historical documents, tried to
prove the ownership of the territory of Upper-Karabakh
and many other historical territories of Azerbaijan to
Armenia. However, we, as scientists, are obliged to
show the world the truth, relying on facts, real events,
without inventing fables.

The purpose and objectives of the study

The aim of the work is to study the possibilities of
resolving the Armenian-Azerbaijani Upper-Karabakh
problem within the framework of the OSCE Minsk
Group, in the foreign policy of the co-chairing
countries, the prospects of the geostrategic partnership
of Azerbaijan with the USA, France, Russia (with the
countries co-chairing the OSCE Minsk Group), the
impact of the Upper-Karabakh problem on events in the
South Caucasus region.

The methodological and theoretical basis of this
article was the work of domestic and foreign authors,
affecting the Armenian-Azerbaijani Upper-Karabakh
problem. In these studies, conceptual provisions of the
international problems of the current period are
developed, which allow a comprehensive approach to
the issue of resolving the Armenian-Azerbaijani Upper-
Karabakh conflict.

Study results and discussion

Today, the OSCE Minsk Group, co-chaired by
Russia, the United States and France, is engaged in the
resolution of the Upper-Karabakh Armenian-
Azerbaijani conflict.

At first, after the restoration of state independence,
the Azerbaijani government did not seek to establish
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relations with Russia, which very clearly affected both
the economy and foreign policy of the country.

Heydar Aliyev came to power, Azerbaijan began
to establish good relations with Russia, which led to the
development of the economy and increased state
revenues, as well as to the activation of the settlement
of the Upper-Karabakh problem by Russia. The key to
resolving the problem around Upper-Karabakh is in the
hands of the Russian Federation. Russia, as a natural
ally of Armenia, has more chances of any pressure on
Armenia, the country, all state institutions that are in
the hands of Russia.

Although there are still no advances in resolving
this problem, nevertheless a noticeable intensification
has occurred on the part of the Russian Federation after
the coming to power of Vladimir Putin.

The USA, as a superpower of the world, is also
making its contribution to the settlement of the
Armenian-Azerbaijani  Upper-Karabakh  conflict,
although the US government is not in a hurry to resolve
this conflict. With all this, it will be appropriate to note
that among the co-chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group,
the United States takes a relatively neutral position.

The activity of France, as a co-chairing country in
the OSCE Minsk Group, is of particular importance to
us (if we also take into account the peculiarity of
relations between France and Armenia). Constant
monitoring on the frontline and the participation of
France in this process proves the importance of this
conflict in the foreign policy of France, especially since
recently bilateral relations between Azerbaijan and
France have been developing in all areas (economy,
military-technical cooperation and culture).

The April events of 2016 in the political arena
once again show the importance of a speedy resolution
of this conflict, both for the region and for the whole
world, as these events caused a great resonance on the
world stage.

Today, the Armenian-Azerbaijani  Upper-
Karabakh conflict occupies the minds of prominent
representatives of countries around the world, it also
allegedly occupies an important position in the foreign
policy of the OSCE Minsk Group co-chairing
countries, but at the same time, these states are
primarily involved in implementing projects that are in
the interests of these countries, what is natural.

Despite all of the above, the close economic and
political relations of Azerbaijan with Russia, France
and the USA, the national leader of Azerbaijan Heydar
Aliyev expressed his dissatisfaction with the activities
of the OSCE Minsk Group back in 1998, when the co-
chairs (Russia, France, USA) put forward a third
settlement proposal Upper-Karabakh conflict is the
idea of creating a "common state" (before that, two
more - a "package" - in June 1997, and then a phased -
in September 1997). The third proposal was completely
contrary to international law, since today in no country
in the world there is such a thing as a “common state”
[1, p. 887].

Therefore, since 1999, a direct dialogue
established between Azerbaijan and Armenia on the
settlement of the conflict, although the Minsk Group

also remains the main figure on the addressing of the
Upper-Karabakh problem [4, p. 852].

In this regard, it will also be appropriate to quote
some foreign and Azerbaijani experts on the activities
of the Minsk Group.

For example, Vyacheslav Smirnov, director of the
Institute of Political Sociology, a Russian political
scientist, said about the activities of the Minsk Group:
“When we talk about an alternative to the OSCE Minsk
Group, we need to understand that creating any other
mechanism will take time and a lot of effort. The OSCE
Minsk Group is interested in freezing the conflict, and
its activities are ineffective and inconclusive, at least
for the entire duration of the conflict, the co-chairs have
not moved a single step. It is clear and justified that the
Azerbaijani side is not satisfied with such a long-term
freezing of the status quo. However, not the fact that
any other international mechanism will be able to
change the situation. ”

Associate Professor of the Department of
International Relations in the Post-Soviet Space of St.
Petersburg State University, professor, Russian
political scientist Niyazi Niyazov said in an interview:
“The OSCE Minsk Group, being the main negotiating
platform, is obliged to maximally effectively influence
the peace process in the whole and the aggressor
torpedoing him in particular.

However, it is obvious that the OSCE Minsk
Group co-chairs are figures representing the interests of
the co-chairing countries, which are ready to conflict in
the international arena on many other issues of world
politics, but not in the case of the settlement of the
Karabakh conflict. Just in this case, they act from a
single position, making efforts so that the conflict
remains frozen for as long as possible. In my opinion,
this happens due to a huge number of reasons, including
theoretical approaches to the issues of war and peace
that prevail in the political field of these countries, and
the upholding of their interests, and the desire to have
in their arsenal of diplomacy an instrument of political
pressure on official Baku to receive, in turn, from him
concessions in the economic and political spheres.
Azerbaijan is not just not satisfied with the activities of
the OSCE Minsk Group to resolve the conflict, but is
ready to abandon its services and start looking for other
ways to resolve the Karabakh conflict, including the
use of force to resolve the issue” [7].

Former Presidential Plenipotentiary Envoy for
Upper-Karabakh, who led the mediation mission of
Russia in 1992-1996, co-chair of the OSCE Minsk
Group from the Russian Federation Vladimir
Kazimirov in an interview with the newspaper
“He3aBucumast razera” on August 25, 2003 said: “... a
new search for a solution to the conflict is needed a full-
fledged format for stable negotiations: teamwork at a
high level, regular rounds while respecting
confidentiality are not "pretentious”, sometimes
supported by meetings of top officials. Of course, it is
important to use the agreements worked out earlier: not
to start negotiations from scratch. The best would be the
level of special representatives in the rank of ministers
(say, “ministers without a portfolio™). ” In response to
the words of V. Kazimirov, the former Minister of
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Foreign Affairs of Azerbaijan T. Zulfugarov answered:
“Indeed, after 1997 there was no format for
negotiations, since meetings of the heads of state are
not negotiations in the full sense of the word. As arule,
they mean a discussion of general issues and concepts,
and not some basic documents that can become a full
agreement. As practice shows, the summits did not lead
to concrete results ...” [8].

Quite often, OSCE representatives carry out
monitoring on the front line, which do not make any
significant changes to the conflict settlement process,
therefore, the Minsk Group co-chairing countries
should put more and more pressure on aggressor
Armenia.

Usually, “monitoring is carried out by the personal
representative of the OSCE Chairman-in-Office and
two or three of his field assistants on both sides of the
front line. Monitoring is coordinated with both sides of
the time and place, and therefore, there is no shooting
at the time of observation by the OSCE
representatives,” said Azad Isazade, a military expert at
the Institute for Peace and Democracy [9].

The author of the book “Victory of Azerbaijan in
the Cold War with Armenia” Chapay Sultanov writes:
“At the end of October 1993, the Chairman of the
OSCE, Swedish Foreign Minister Margareta af Uglas
visited the region in order to stop military operations.
At a press conference, she stated that the Armenian side
assured her that she would not take offensive actions.
Before she left the region, when the Armenians
captured Zangelan. The OSCE did not make any harsh
statements to Armenia - everything became completely
clear - the OSCE is playing its game!” [5, p.291].

Thus, unfortunately, the Minsk Group does not
play the role of protecting and implementing the
principles and norms of international law, but only
slows down the process of resolving the Upper-
Karabakh conflict, thereby contributing to an even
greater escalation of tension in the region, which is
beneficial for Armenia, as to the aggressor and the co-
chairing countries that respect only their state interests,
at the same time, the co-chairs use the conflict as a lever
to put pressure on the most powerful country in the
South Caucasus - Azerbaijan, a country has long been
able to “do the weather” on the political front of the
region.

The Upper-Karabakh problem, which is the focus
of the attention of leading world politicians, is one of
the key issues in the South Caucasian policy of the USA
and countries of Western Europe. The conflict dragged
on for so many years because of “double standards,”
thanks to which the co-chairs of the OSCE Minsk
Group (USA, France, and Russia) are introducing their
interests in the South Caucasus region. It is noteworthy
that at the same time each of the countries protects not
only its political, but also economic interests. The
Upper-Karabakh problem is a deterrent to the even
greater development of Azerbaijan, which is already
the state leader in the region.

After the declaration of independence of Kosovo,
the Armenian invaders tried to nullify the attempts of
Azerbaijan to restore the territorial integrity of the
country and use the secession of Kosovo for their own

purposes. However, a properly structured policy of the
Azerbaijani government nullified the hopes of the
occupation regime of Armenia.

For the settlement of the Upper-Karabakh
problem, not only direct dialogue (between the
presidents of Azerbaijan and Armenia), but also the
diplomatic activity of the Azerbaijan state as a whole is
of particular importance.

Over a long period of history, diplomacy has been
of particular importance to many states. If we take into
account the realities of modern international relations,
it will not be difficult to imagine how much the
significance of the diplomatic activity of any country is
growing. In general, the powers realized that the
presence of conflicts in the Caucasus gives them an
opportunity to introduce into the region and manipulate
its development. The preservation of conflicts in the
regime of “neither war, nor peace” attached urgency to
the peacekeeping efforts of the world community [10].

The statement of the British government after the
occupation of Agdam is important for Azerbaijan, since
this statement is another evidence of Armenian
aggression: “The UK government strongly condemns
these invasions of Azerbaijan, which pose a serious
threat to the prospects of the Minsk CSCE peace
process” [3].

Along with this, in 1998, a book entitled “Ethnic
Cleansing Continues. The war in Upper-Karabakh.
Upper-Karabakh and Azerbaijan «which openly sets
forth pro-Armenian crazy ideas in the House of Lords
of Great Britain. For example, Count Shannon says:
“The ancient Armenian kingdom extended from the
Mediterranean to the Caspian. This was the territory for
which the Assyrian, Persian, Roman, Byzantine and
Ottoman empires constantly fought. In recent history,
there was the 1915 genocide. This fact, quite
convincingly confirmed by the documents of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs on Whitehall, was
condemned by all the leaders of the Allied countries
that won the First World War. However, in 1918 they
did nothing, because Turkey said: "You need us in the
fight against Bolshevism." She repeated the same thing
in 1945: “You need us in the fight against communism.
By the way, could we join NATO? ”Turkey’s position
remained similar after the collapse of the USSR, when
it declared: “We provide an excellent export market”
[2, p. 95].

Findings

The position of the Armenian lobby, which resorts
to everything in order to prove its fictitious, lying
position, is obvious in this speech. History proves that
the policy of Armenians is not subject to change and is
far from objective. Does this mean that we are not safe
from the next brutal, aggressor attacks of the
Armenians, for the realization of manic claims on the
original Azerbaijani territories, for the appropriation of
our traditions, customs, and our cultural heritage?

Apparently  Armenian  storytellers, namely,
Armenian "scientists" are engaged in composing fairy
tales, forget that good and truth triumph in fairy tales,
because fairy tale is nothing but a reflection of real life.

At one of the speeches, Ilham Aliyev, referring to
the Upper-Karabakh problem, said: “We are being
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pressured behind closed doors to force an agreement to
recognize the independence of Upper-Karabakh. We do
not disclose many details, because there are rules of
diplomacy. Azerbaijan will never agree to this.
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COBBbITHUS B HOBOM Y3EHE B 1989 101Y U UX OTPA’KEHUE B CMHA

Anvacanosa Junapa Amanzenouesna
Cmyoenm,

Boneoepadckuii cocydapcmeennviil coyuanbHo-nedazoeudeckutl yHuepcumen

AHHOTAIUA

Boneoepao, Poccus

B crarse mpuBOANTCS XapaKTepUCTHKAa MEKHAIIMOHATIHHOTO KOH(IIMKTa, Bo3HUKIIero B Kazaxckoit CCP B
1989 ronmy, a Takxke aHATN3 OTpPaXKSHUS JaHHBIX coObITHi B CoBeTckux CMU.

ABSTRACT

The article describes the interethnic conflict that arose in the Kazakh SSR in 1989, as well as the analysis of

the reflection of these events in the Soviet media.

KiroueBble cioBa: MEXITHHUCCKUN KoHGIUKT, HoBbIi Y3eHb, cormaibHas HampsbkeHHOCTh, CMU,

IIOJIMTHKA.

Keywords: interethnic conflict, the Novy Uzen, social tension, mass media, politics.

B HbIHemIHEe BpeMs BO MHOTHX PETHOHAX OCTPO
CTOUT BONPOC MEXITHUYECKHX OTHOWICHHH. OTH
OTHOLICHUS HEPEIKO IepepacTaroT B
MEKHAITMOHAIbHbIE KOH(MIUKTHL. JaHHbIE KOH(IUKTEI
CHOCOOHBI BO3HHKHYTH TI0 OTPOMHOMY KOJHYECTBY

IpAUYUH, CPEAUu KOTOPBIX HW MECKHAIIUOHAJIBHBIC
IMPpOTUBOPECYNA, HW COLHUAJIBHBIC YCIOBUA JKHU3HU
obmectBa. OHH TPOHUCXOAWIM B IPOIIJIOM, OHHU

MPOMCXOIAT ceifyac. AKTyaJbHOCTh ITaHHOM TEMBI
3aKIJIF0YAETCS] HEOCPEICTBEHHO B TOM, YTO MOJOOHOTO
poaa KOH(IMKTHBIE CUTyallMM HE IOKMHYJIHM HaIle
0O0IIECTBO M M3yUYCHUE YK€ NMPOU3OMICALNINX COOBITHI
TAKOro poja, BO3MOXHO B KAaKOH-TO CTEHEHH,
TIO3BOJIUT YYECTh OIMOKU IPOLUIBIX JIET M MPABUILHO
cpearupoBaTh Ha KOH(IMKTHI, IPOUCXOISIINE B HAIIE
Bpems. Jlioboe kpymHOE COOBITHE OOBIYHO BCerna

HaxoguT oTpaxenne B CMU. CMMU coznator
WH(POPMAIMOHHOE T0JIE, B KOTOPOM JKHUBET OTPOMHOE
KOJIMYECTBO YEJIOBEK, B KaKOW-TO CTENEeHH Jaxe
BIIMSIIOT HA MUPOBO33peHue Jitojed. COOTBETCTBEHHO,
YTO OHHM PAaCCKa3bIBAIOT M KaK JTO MPETOTHOCAT
Heobxomumo paccmotpeTb. CMU, BO3MOXHO, TIOPOi
CyOBEKTHBHBI W AaKTYaJIbHOW NPOOIEeMON SBISETCS
BBIWICHEHUE W3 WX JaHHBIX OOBEKTHMBHOW HCTHHBI,
HACKOJIBKO 3TO BO3MOXHO.

Lenbio maHHOW pabOTHI SBISETCS PacCCMOTPEHHE
koH(umkTa B HoBOM VY3eHe uepe3 mpusMy CpeicTB
MaccoBO# HH()OPMAIIWH U BBISBICHUE TOTO, KaK ra3eThl
M TEJIEBUJEHUE OCBEILAIM JaHHOe coObITHE B 1989
rony.

3amadeii paOOTHl BBICTYIIACT M3YYCHUE Ta3eTHBIX
cTareii, TEJIEBU3MOHHBIX pOoTpaMM
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