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Mr. Chairperson, 

Azerbaijan is adherent to the norms and principles of the international law, including the right of peoples to self-determination. These norms and principles constitute foundation of our policy and activities in the international arena. At the same time, we reiterate the inadmissibility of artificial attempts to demonstrate contradiction between these norms and principles, in particular the principle of the territorial integrity of States and that of the right of peoples to self-determination.

One should recall that international documents which consider the right of peoples to self-determination contain important restrictive provisions, according to which this right should not be exercised in violation of sovereignty and territorial integrity of States. 

Thus, the 1960 Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, while stating that “All peoples have the right to self-determination” contains restrictive provision, in accordance with which “any attempt aimed at the partial or total disruption of the national unity and the territorial integrity of a country is incompatible with the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations”.

Furthermore, the 1993 Vienna Declaration and Programme for Action, adopted at the World Conference on Human Rights, reaffirmed the right of all peoples to self-determination, while reiterating in paragraph 3 of Article 2 an important restrictive provision from the Declaration on the Principles of International Law, whereby the right to self-determination must not be construed as authorizing or encouraging any action which would dismember or impair, totally or in part, the territorial integrity or political unity of sovereign and independent States conducting themselves in compliance with the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples and thus possessed of a Government representing the whole people belonging to the territory without distinction of any kind. 

Thus, viewing the resolutions of the Security Council and the documents of OSCE on the conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan through the prism of the principles and norms of international law, it can be stated with certainty that there are no grounds whatsoever for citing, in this particular instance, the problem of the conflict that allegedly exists between the principles of territorial integrity and the right of peoples to self-determination. In any event, one forms the impression that, as we stated earlier, one of these principles is being artificially linked to the other.  

In this context, the reaffirmation by the Security Council in its 4 resolutions related to the conflict in and around Nagorny Karabakh region, of respect for the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Republic of Azerbaijan makes all the preceding and subsequent disputes over which State Nagorny Karabakh is part of and the false illusions concerning the right of its population to self-determination in the context of secession completely senseless.

The relevant decisions and position taken by OSCE provided the legal foundation for the settlement of the conflict in and around Nagorny Karabakh in conformity with the aforementioned resolutions of the United Nations Security Council. Thus, at the 1996 Lisbon summit the OSCE Chairman-in-Office suggested the following 3 principles for the settlement of the conflict: territorial integrity of the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan; legal status of Nagorny Karabakh defined in an agreement based on self-determination which confers on Nagorny Karabakh the highest degree of self-rule within Azerbaijan; guaranteed security for Nagorny Karabakh and its whole population, including mutual obligations to ensure compliance by all Parties with the provisions of the settlement. These principles were supported by all OSCE Member States except for one – Armenia. Thus, the Armenian side, as usual, demonstrated that the opinion of the international community did not coincide with its own understanding and interpretation of the principles and norms of international law. Unfortunately, the position stated by Armenia at the Lisbon Summit, which did not allow for the cessation of the conflict that has lasted for many years, is not the only example of its disregard for the opinion of the majority.

The issue of the conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan was the subject of consideration also by the Council of Europe. The Committee of Ministers of the CoE in its decision of 11 March 1992 stated that the settlement of the conflict should be based on the rule of law, democracy, respect for human rights and rights of minorities, as well as inviolability of frontiers. In its other decision of 15 April 1993 the Committee underlined that the long-term settlement of the conflict could be reached only by means of respect for international law and commitments and principles of the OSCE and the Council of Europe, in particular those of inviolability of frontiers, territorial integrity, protection of minorities and respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms. In 1997, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe adopted resolution 1119 (1997) “On conflicts in Transcaucasia”, in which it declared that the political settlement of the conflict in and around Nagorny Karabakh should be the subject of negotiations between the parties taking into account, in particular, the principles of the inviolability of frontiers and the broad status of self-rule for Nagorny Karabakh.

Most recently, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe (PACE) in its resolution 1416 (2005) reconfirmed the fact of continued occupation of the considerable parts of the territory of Azerbaijan. It further reiterated that (quote) “the occupation of foreign territory by a member state constitutes a grave violation of that state’s obligations as a member of the Council of Europe” (end of quote). The PACE urged parties of the conflict to comply with the resolutions of the Security Council, in particular by withdrawing military forces from the occupied territories.

Mr. Chairperson, 

The question should arise as to how, in the end, the conflict can be settled. In order to answer this question, it is essential, first of all, to recognize that the State should be the common home for its all resident population under conditions of equality, with separate group identities being preserved for those who want it under conditions making it possible to develop those identities. Neither majorities nor minorities should be entitled to assert their identity in ways which deny the possibility for others to do the same, or which lead to discrimination against others in the common domain. The settlement of the conflict should therefore be based primarily on the restoration and strict maintenance of the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan and the preservation and encouragement of the identity of the Armenian minority living in its territory.

International law does not include specific mandatory provisions recognizing the right of individuals belonging to minorities to self-determination or autonomy. Nevertheless, we believe that some forms of self-rule may in certain cases be a practical means of ensuring the preservation of a national identity or ethnic group. On the basis of that approach, my country has repeatedly and at the highest level expressed its willingness to confer on Nagorny Karabakh the highest degree of self-rule within Azerbaijan. 

But the settlement of the conflict will remain highly problematic and impossible to reach so long as the efforts by one party to the conflict, as well as the relevant decisions taken by the international organizations, first of all by the Security Council, are being ignored by another party, and the attempts are continued to be made by the latter to impose on international community its own interpretation of the norms and principles of international law, including the right of peoples to self-determination.
Thank you.

