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Mr. Chairman,

Taking floor on the agenda item 116, entitled "Right of peoples to

self-determination", I would like to start by expressing my delegation's

appreciation to Mr. Ballesteros, Special Rapporteur of the Commission of

Human Rights on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human

rights and impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to

self-determination, for his report and introductory remarks to this

Committee.

Mr. Chairman,

The right of peoples to self-determination is a fundamental, universally

recognised principle of the international law, by which all peoples,

large and small, are entitled to "freely determine their political

status and freely pursue their economic, social and cultural

development". By the same token, it is a founding pillar of this very

organisation, enshrined both in the Charter at the United Nations'

inception in 1945, in numerous declarations and conventions which serve

as a basis of the contemporary international law, and in the Millennium

Declaration as we entered the new century. Accordingly, throughout these

years the UN membership has increased more than three-fold as a result

of the exercise by many peoples of their right to self-determination.

I would like to emphasize that since human rights are paramount,

indivisible and interdependent, the individual human rights cannot be

fully guaranteed unless peoples' right to self-determination is properly

applied.

At the same time we have witnessed, far too often, that despite its

general recognition and the large set of universal legal instruments

that provide for this principle, its practical implementation has never

been an easy process. Regretfully, in most of the cases, the realisation

of the right to self-determination has been and continues to be preceded

by its denial, thus leading to violent conflicts in many parts of the

world. During the last decade some have even gone as far as to claim

that the applicability of this right has been exhausted with the

collapse of the Soviet system, expressing their preoccupation with the

principle of territorial integrity and the risk of unlimited fragmentation.

However, it is the strong belief of my delegation that there is no moral

or legal foundation to dismiss legitimate needs of people and deny their

genuine right to self-determination. Rather, claims for

self-determination must be given a thorough consideration, based on

their own merits and against the individual historic, political and

legal background in each case.

Mr. Chairman,

It is not the intention of my delegation to diminish the importance of

the principle of territorial integrity, which is one of the major

principles of the international law. However, I would like to decline

the ill-advised attempts to juxtapose self-determination and territorial

integrity in such a way that would give one principle a priority over

another.

It is well-recognised that there is no hierarchy among the principles of

international law, rather they enjoy equal standing and must be viewed

on the same footing. But even if we leave the legal aspect aside, the

fact is that neither the world political map has been rigid, nor its

borders have been immune to transformations resulting from the exercise

of the right of peoples to self-determination. Timor Leste has provided

the most recent case in point, not to mention the large-scale

developments in the aftermath of WWII and the Cold War.

In light of the above-mentioned, Armenia believes that it is necessary

to define a balanced framework within which these two principles are not

considered on the %93either-or%94 basis, but can be reconciled. We are

convinced that human rights approach can be useful in this regard,

ensuring that the outcome is not detrimental to our ultimate values of

democracy and human freedoms.

Mr. Chairman,

The discussion under current agenda item is of vital importance for my

country. The realisation by the people of Nagorno Karabakh of their

inalienable right to self-determination and Azerbaijan's claims for its

so-called "territorial integrity" is a clear demonstration of those

ill-fated attempts to create a collision between the two fundamental

principles. In case of Nagorno Karabakh such an attempt is even more

invalid, since Azerbaijan's claims for territorial integrity are both

legally, politically and morally deficient.

The latter was given jurisdiction over this Armenian region illegally

and unjustly by the arbitrary decision of regional Communist Party

Bureau in 1921. Before the break-up of the Soviet Union, the people of

Nagorno Karabagh have peacefully exercised their right to

self-determination, through a popular vote, according to the existing

laws and the constitution of the former Soviet Union. In fact, it was

these same mechanisms that Azerbaijan later on used itself for its own

independence, and which it still denies to recognise with regard to the

people of Nagorno Karabakh.

The irony is in what I would call a "legal acrobatics' by Azerbaijan. At

its inception in 1991 the current Azerbaijani Republic declared null and

void the Soviet constitutional legacy and proclaimed itself the

successor of the first - Musavat - republic of 1918. However, Nagorno

Karabakh has never been a part of the first Azerbaijani republic, which

is officially documented, in particular by the League of Nations.

Thus, while Azerbaijan bases its legal, constitutional legitimacy on the

pre-soviet republic, its territorial content, its territorial

boundaries, its territorial extension is founded on the Soviet system -

something it has chosen to denounce.

Mr. Chairman,

We are fully aware that when it comes to such a complex and sensitive

issue as the peoples' right to self-determination, there are no ready

%93one size fit all" solutions easily available on surface. Instead, it

requires an intense search for solution that would be based on real

commitment to compromises taking into account individual specificities

of each case and current realities.

It is with this understanding that Armenia and Nagorno Karabakh have

constructively engaged into negotiations to find a peaceful and lasting

solution to the conflict, through mutual compromises based on the

realities on ground.

We regret that our negotiating partners have preferred the warmongering

and jingoistic that have become prevailing in Azeri propaganda since the

start of the presidential campaign in Azerbaijan to an in-depth analysis

and sober approach. The real danger of such position is that it turns

the authorities of Azerbaijan into the hostages of their own %93oratory

eloquence", ultimately impeding the resolution of conflict - the only

thing needed by both societies much more than sheer propaganda.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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