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My delegation would like to exercise its right of reply as the name of my country has been mentioned in the statement of the last speaker.

Before reflecting on specific points raised, I would like to state my delegation has no intention to offer any justification and simply would like to re-state its position, although it was clearly outlined in the joint statement delivered in this very Committee early this morning.

First and foremost, while declaring that Armenia has advocated development of regional cooperation, it would be advisable to add that these declarations have been accompanied by the policy of aggression against and occupation of territory of other sovereign State, namely Azerbaijan.

Secondly, I am pleased to stress tat Azerbaijan re-affirms its commitment towards implementation of the Almaty Programme of Action and fully respects its principles and goals, including those related to the respect for the principle of friendly relations among states, the latter obviously has been effaced from the institutional memory of Armenia.

Thirdly, with regard to the "Baku-Tbilisi-Akhalkalaki-Qars railway connection" I would like to highlight that Azerbaijan attaches a great importance to regional economic cooperation and actively participates in trans-regional infrastructure initiatives. Hence, we are committed to the implementation of this project.

This project has appeared as a response of the states of the region to the needs of the growing international trade, as a result of normal search for an operational transport network capable to absorb rising transport flows. Apart from safety, security and speed advantages considerable p art of this route is standard gauged. Economically viable the project perfectly compliments the

new geopolitical formation of the European continent by offering an alternative rail link to Asia. Crucially, the project is also environmentally sound due to its railroad nature and bypassing, subsequently discharges the Bosporus Strait.

Having said this, I would like to stress that this project is based on economic interest and by no means is directed against any other state. Thus, we are disappointed that Armenia views the efforts of neighboring States to promote regional development and growth as an ostensible attempt to isolate her.

However, if Armenian delegation, from her own perspective, complaints about the isolation of her country from development and cooperation processes taking place in the region, perhaps instead of hurling accusations against neighbour countries, it would be better to face the truth and realize that Armenia with its so-called "geo-strategic location" opted out from these development processes as it is preferred the position of the occupying power. Armenia sticks to this policy notwithstanding the detrimental impact of occupation policy on the development of its own population. Obviously, the welfare of the region was arid still is completely out of consideration.

Reality shows that for Azerbaijan despite its landlockedness, Armenia does not represent the only way out. If the latter is pressed by the development problems, it would be useful to reconsider its foreign policy and be a genuine partner for development by not violating the borders of other sovereign State and occupying some 20% of its territory for more than a decade.
