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Statement by H.E. Mr. Armen MARTIROSYAN, Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Armenia to the United Nations

Mr. Chairperson, 

The membership of the United Nations, since its creation, has been continuously growing, including in the most recent years. New states have emerged and joined the international community as a result of progressively exercising the peoples’ right to self-determination, which is a fundamental, universally recognised principle, enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations and many other major instruments of international law. At the same time, despite its universal recognition, the practical realisation of this right, with very few exceptions, has usually been preceded by political tinkering, confrontation, even violence and bloodshed, thus only proving ineffectiveness of all other alternatives to self-determination. Many of today’s unresolved conflicts result from the denial and suppression of peoples’ aspirations for self-determination and their inalienable right to take charge of their own lives.  
Those who deny this universal principle attempt to question its essence and applicability by invoking principles of sovereignty, territorial integrity or inviolability of borders. What they conveniently tend to leave out is the central aspect of the issue – the collective human rights perspective, which is often crucial for security, well-being and development of the people concerned. 

Mr. Chairperson,
 

In today's world, new countries have emerged, new borders have been drawn and re-drawn and divided countries have become reunified. These changes, legitimised by their international recognition, have in effect superseded the rigid adherence to the principles of inviolability of borders and territorial integrity. 

Instances, when the will of peoples has been totally ignored, and arbitrary decisions have been taken based on political interests of great powers or personal likings of totalitarian rulers, are well-known. Thus, claims for territorial integrity have become increasingly questionable and even invalid in the case of those multiethnic states, which were built on the shaky basis of historical injustice and legal and political gerrymandering.  

The very notion of sovereignty has historically emerged from the responsibilities of states towards their citizens. Therefore, governments that discriminate against and persecute certain groups of their population cannot claim the right to govern those people. There should be no room for political expediency when lives, security and dignity of people are at stake. 

Mr. Chairperson,

Apparently, there are various forms of self-determination: from secession to full integration, and from autonomy to confederalism.

Armenia, therefore strongly believes that each claim for self-determination must be given a thorough consideration, based on its own merits and against its own historic, political and legal background. 

The defining element in all these cases is the level of trust and confidence between various constituencies, between the title nation and ethnic groups: the existence or absence of equal rights, confidence in the central authority and its willingness to ensure dignity and rights of all its citizens regardless of their race, religion, culture or beliefs. 

The international community cannot disregard those cases, when, because of serious historic, cultural or ethnic problems, secession would provide longer and lasting solution to the conflict rather than indefinite maintenance of its fragile status-quo. It is impossible to trust a government that has a history of record discriminating and persecuting its citizens, organising pogroms and ethnic cleansing, and waging full-scale war against them. Such governments, thus, completely lose their credibility and any moral right to govern the people they claim to represent. It is naïve to believe that the people who have had to defend their very lives and freedom against an abusive government, and have succeeded in establishing democratic society based on respect for human rights and rule of law, will agree to return under the rule of a government that considers democracy as a favour, rather than duty and genuine commitment. They cannot even entertain any promise of highest possible level of autonomy, which comes against the background of continuous hate propaganda, explicit belligerent rhetoric and ever increasing military budget. 

My delegation believes that referendum is one of the most effective means to define that level of trust, since it is the most democratic way of providing people an opportunity to express their will. As we have witnessed, referendum does not automatically result in secession. In fact, there have been many cases, where the people have chosen to stay, rather than leave. What is imperative, though, is to provide people that opportunity to make their own choice and to decide on their future.

Thank you, Mr. Chairperson. 
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