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Introduction

The annexation! of Nagorno-Karabakh to Azerbaijan in 1921
marked the beginning of a prolonged phase in the Karabakh
conflict. The dispute escalated into a national movement in
1988, when an extraordinary session of the 20th Convocation of
the Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast (NKAO) Regional
Council decided to petition both the Supreme Soviet of the
Azerbaijan SSR and the Supreme Soviet of the Armenian SSR
for the transfer of Nagorno-Karabakh from Azerbaijan to
Armenia’>. While the Supreme Soviet of Azerbaijan and the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR rejected this request, the Supreme
Soviet of Armenia responded favorably.
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The Armenian struggle in Artsakh for justice through
democratic and legal means was met with state-organized
massacres in Azerbaijani cities, as well as in the Shahumyan
district, Getashen sub-district, and various villages of the
NKAO. As a result, thousands of Armenians were forced were
forced to flee. Faced with the imminent threat of physical
annihilation under Azerbaijani rule, the population of Artsakh
had no choice but to hold a referendum, in accordance to the
principles and norms of international law, to determine their
state-legal status. This step was crucial to ensure their security
and right to peaceful existence.

This article aims to analyze the historical significance of the
referendum held in Nagorno-Karabakh on 10 December 1991.

The main objectives are:

1. To identify the purpose and results of the referendum.

2. To examine the Azerbaijani falsifications regarding the

referendum.

The research was conducted through a comprehensive study
of relevant facts. As a result of this analysis, it was concluded
that the establishment of the Nagorno-Karabakh Republic
(NKR) was a decisive and practical step, which was followed by
legal, political, military, and diplomatic actions for self-
determination and self-assertion.

Referendum on Independence as a Way to Statehood

Under difficult conditions — opposition from the Soviet
authorities, pogroms, ongoing clashes in Artsakh, and the
deportation of the Armenian population from Azerbaijani towns
and Armenian villages in Northern Artsakh — significant steps
were taken. On 1 December 1989, the Supreme Soviet of the
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Armenian SSR made a historic decision to recognize the region
as part of Soviet Armenia’. However, on 1 March 1991, the
Supreme Council of Armenia decided to hold a referendum on
Armenia's independence from the USSR, notably without
mentioning Artsakh. These events significantly influenced the
further development in Artsakh.

Following the failure of the attempted coup d'état in Moscow
in August 1991, the independence movements of the Soviet
republics gained momentum. In this context, Azerbaijan
unilaterally declared its independence. On 30 August 1991, the
Supreme Council of Azerbaijan adopted a declaration on
“Restoration of State Independence of the Republic of
Azerbaijan™. However, this was done in violation of the USSR
law “On the Procedure for Resolving Issues Related to the
Secession of Union Republics from the USSR™.

According to Soviet law, Azerbaijan was required to hold a
referendum on its independence, allowing its autonomous
regions and districts with ethnically diverse populations the right
to vote separately. Azerbaijan failed to conduct this referendum.

In this situation, a joint session of the Nagorno-Karabakh
Regional and Shahumyan District Soviets of People's Deputies
adopted the Declaration® of the Independence of NKR in
accordance to the USSR law “On the Procedure for Resolving
Issues Related to the Secession of a Union Republic from the
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USSR, adopted on 3 April 1990. According to this law,
autonomous entities and national groups with compact
population had the right to decide independently whether to
remain within the republic leaving the USSR or to determine
their state-legal status by referendum. In line with these
provisions, it was decided to hold a referendum on NKR’s state
independence.

Thus, the law provided a legal foundation for both the
referendum and the declaration of independence, which was to
be confirmed democratically.

Notably, the highest authorities of the USSR tacitly accepted
the decision of the Armenians of Artsakh to proclaim the NKR,
whereas previous decisions concerning the NKAO, made by the
Supreme Soviets of Azerbaijan and Armenia, were often
considered unconstitutional and invalid. This acceptance was
not accidental, as the decision made on 2 September was legally
sound and constitutional’. In response, the Azerbaijani
leadership viewed this move by the citizens of Artsakh as a
betrayal, claiming that it was aimed ‘“‘against the sovereignty and
independence of Azerbaijan”.

By adopting the “Declaration of Independence”, the
Armenians of Artsakh aimed at obtaining an internationally
invulnerable = and  unobjectionable = “Application  for
independence”, the main argument of which was that the
Nagorno-Karabakh Republic was proclaimed on a territory to
which Azerbaijan had no legal relation.

Despite the ongoing unlawful actions by the Republic of

6 3akon CCCP «O nops/iKe penieHnst BONpPOCOB, CBA3aHHBIX C BHIXOI0M
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Azerbaijan against Nagorno-Karabakh, the people of Artsakh
continued with their state-building efforts and the process of
restoring statehood. On 27 November 1991, the Council of
People's Deputies of the NKR adopted the “Temporary
Regulation on Holding a Referendum in the Nagorno-Karabakh
Republic™®, which outlined the procedures for preparing,
conducting, and summarizing the referendum. The session also
set 10 December as the referendum date, when the population of
the newly formed Nagorno-Karabakh Republic would vote on
independence. The preparation and holding of the referendum
were conducted in accordance with the established temporary
regulations, with 81 electoral districts formed across the
Republic. The addresses of the territorial election commissions
were published in the newspaper “Sovet Karabakh”. Voting
occurred in 70 electoral districts, while in 10 Azerbaijani
districts and one military/closed district, voting did not take
place’.

The referendum questionnaire posed a straightforward
question: “Do you agree that the Nagorno-Karabakh Republic
should be an independent state, independently determining the
form of its cooperation with other states and associations™!°.
Voters were required to answer “yes” or “no”. Residents of
Stepanakert, Hadrut, Martuni, Martakert, and Shahumian
districts participated in the referendum, while in Shushi district,
only Armenians from Karin Tak, Kirov, Metz Shen,
Yekhtsahogh, and Tsakhkadzor participated. Internally
displaced persons (IDPs) from Nagorno-Karabakh, as well as

& Ohwugwiywu. 1998, 4:
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students on business trips in Armenia, also voted, with polling
stations established in Armenia by the NKR Executive
Committee's decision on 4 December 1991'!. The referendum
ballots were printed in three languages: Armenian, Azerbaijani,
and Russian. However, Azerbaijanis, who made up more than
20% of the population in 1991, did not participate under
instructions from Baku. In addition to abstaining from the vote,
they engaged in provocative actions aimed at disrupting the
referendum.

Disregarding the Armenian population's right to self-
determination and the political and legal basis for its claims,
Azerbaijan opted for uncivilized methods to resolve the issue,
resorting to war crimes. Notably, Stepanakert was shelled for the
first time using an Alazan-type rocket launcher, a tactic that
would become commonplace in the future. The objective of
these actions was not only to obstruct the Artsakh people's
process of self-determination but also to instill fear and cause
harm. Significant destruction occurred both in the capital and in
the surrounding regions, resulting in ten fatalities and eleven
injuries due to Azerbaijani aggression. Nevertheless, this
violence did not prevent the organized conduct of the
referendum.

Out of the 132,328 eligible voters, 108,736 or 82.2 percent of
the total number of voters, took part in the referendum. The
“yes” vote was cast by 108,615 people, or 99.89 percent of the
electorate. Twenty-four people, or 0.02 percent of the electorate
voted “no”, and 95 ballots were declared invalid'?.

"Ln< My, $.1,g. 2, g. 331, p. 335:
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Despite the extremely tense situation and provocative actions
on the part of the enemy, the referendum was held in accordance
with the accepted international norms, with the participation of
the Moscow Soviet of People’s Deputies, representatives of
public organizations and 40 independent observers. The
referendum was also monitored by journalists from the
television channels of the USA, Bulgaria, Russia, Agence
France-Presse, Cotidien de Paris (France), Spanish news
agencies, British Photo Agency, Megapolis Express, Izvestia,
Moskovskie Novosti, Literaturnaya Gazeta, Radio Russia, Echo
of Moscow .

Observers were allowed to visit polling stations and observe
the voting process. The day after the referendum, once the
results were clear, the observers delivered concluding remarks
and issued an appeal to all parliaments and public organizations,
in which they documented the validity and legality of the act
that had taken place, urging support for the just demands of the
NKR population.

At the referendum held on 10 December 1991, the people of
Artsakh voted “yes” for the independence of Nagorno-
Karabakh. As a result, the NKR not only declared independence
not only from the USSR but also from Azerbaijan. It is worth
noting that the USSR officially ceased to exist on 15 December
of the same year.

After tallying the results of the referendum, the deputies of
the NKR Supreme Council issued an appeal to the UN, the
Commonwealth of Independent States, and several other
countries. In this communication, they highlighted the dictatorial
ambitions of neighboring Azerbaijan, the rationale behind

¥ Qulynpjwt. 2011, 23:
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organizing the referendum under the prevailing circumstances,
and the significance of establishing independent, democratic
governance over their territory. The statement emphasized: “In
addressing you, we request that you recognize the NKR as an
independent state, committed to upholding all internationally
recognized norms, human rights, and freedoms, irrespective of
nationality or religious beliefs. The NKR acknowledges the
community of independent states and expresses its readiness to
join as an equal member”!4.

In addition to reaching out to the international community, on
19 December, the NKR sent an appeal to the government of
Azerbaijan, informing it of the constitutional and democratic
referendum, while also advocating for a future built on good-
neighborly relations. The appeal explicitly stated: “We express
our willingness to discuss and resolve political, economic, and
other matters of mutual interest to our states through
negotiations and other means of interstate relations. This
statement should be seen solely as an effort to end the bloodshed
and restore peace and harmony between the two peoples”!®.
However, as subsequent events demonstrated, Azerbaijan's

response was to launch a full-scale war against the newly
established Republic of Artsakh.

Illegal Manifestations and False Arguments of Azerbaijan
Despite the fact that the Azerbaijani side has repeatedly made
unfounded provocations, considering the referendum of 10
December 1991 as illegal, the self-determination of the
Armenians of Artsakh, nevertheless, did not violate any

" Ohwugwtywu. 1998, 12:
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fundamental international principle.

In response to the unfounded claims from the Azerbaijani
side that the referendum was held in violation of several
legislative acts, it is essential to refer to the USSR Law “On the
Procedure for Resolving Issues Related to the Secession of
Union Republics from the USSR”, which served as the legal
basis for the referendum and was adopted on 3 April 1990. This
law outlines the process of independence of the Republic of
Azerbaijan and addresses the subsequent illegal decisions
regarding the NKR. Article 3 of the aforementioned law granted
the peoples and autonomous entities of autonomous republics
the right to decide independently whether to remain within the
USSR or the withdrawing Union Republic and to determine
their own state-legal status'®. Additionally, for national groups
residing compactly in specific areas of the Union Republics,
which represented the majority of the population, the voting
results from these areas were to be considered separately in the
final tally of the referendum. This law effectively enshrined the
principle of self-determination for nations in regions with
significant ethnic populations within the USSR, as well as in
administrative-territorial units established by the central
authorities.

Azerbaijan was particularly accused of human rights
violations. In particular, the rights of the Artsakh Armenians
were infringed upon by the law passed by the Supreme Council
of the Republic of Artsakh on 26 October 1991, which aimed at
the liquidation of the NKAO. This law contradicted Article 86
of the Constitution of the USSR, which stipulated that any
legislation concerning an autonomous region must be adopted

6 Aynipwpywi. 1994, 332:
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by the Supreme Council of the Union Republic upon the
proposal of the people's deputies from that autonomous region'”.
Furthermore, the decree did not adhere to the requirements
outlined in Article 73, Part 1, and Article 108, Part 2 of the
Constitution of the USSR, nor did it comply with Article 6, Part
2 of the Law of the USSR enacted on 26 April 1990, which
stated that any decision to alter the status of autonomous entities
would only gain legal validity if approved by the highest
authorities of the USSR. Lastly, this decision also violated the
law of the Azerbaijan SSR, enacted on 16 June 1981, which
prohibited any changes to the borders of the NKAO without its
consent'®. Additionally, the independence process of the
Azerbaijan SSR was carried out amidst numerous other
violations of the rights of the Armenian population.

Firstly, according to Article 3, the referendums in the
autonomous entities were required to be conducted separately.
However, the decision of the National Council of the Supreme
Body of the Republic of Azerbaijan on the referendum referred
to the NKAO as the “former NKAO” and treated it as a standard
administrative-territorial ~ unit ~ without  special  status.
Consequently, the results of the referendum were to be
calculated based on the overall vote count from the referendum
conducted throughout the republic, rather than separately as
mandated by the law. The focus of the referendum was not on
whether to remain in or leave the USSR, but rather on whether
the population supported the Constitutional Act “On the

Restoration of Independence of the Republic of Azerbaijan™!?,

17 Kouapsn. 2016, 16.
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which was adopted by the Supreme Council of Azerbaijan. This
Constitutional Act encompassed not only the issue of
Azerbaijan's independence but also included several other
provisions.

Azerbaijan, through a constitutional act, effectively rejected
the succession of the Azerbaijan SSR (Article 3), labeling it
illegal and characterizing the entry of the Soviet Red Army into
Azerbaijan on 27-28 April 1920 as an occupation and
annexation of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic (ADR).
Additionally, it recognized the succession of the existing
Azerbaijan Democratic Republic from 28 May 1918 to 28 April
1920. It is important to note that during this period neither
Nagorno-Karabakh nor Nakhchivan were part of Azerbaijan.
Nagorno-Karabakh was annexed to Azerbaijan on 5 July 1921
by a decision of the Caucasian Bureau of the Central Committee
of the RCP(B), while Nakhchivan was incorporated into
Azerbaijan as a result of the Russian-Turkish treaty signed in
Moscow on 16 March 19212%°,

Azerbaijan considers the referendum on the independence of
the NKR to be illegal, claiming that it did not adhere to the
timelines established by Article 2 of the USSR Law “On the
Procedure for Resolving Issues Related to the Secession of
Union Republics from the USSR”. However, it overlooks that
nearly all the Union Republics that declared independence and
conducted independence referendums prior to the collapse of the
USSR also failed to meet the requirements of this article, and
the central authority did not object to these actions. This
suggests that the independence referendum held in the NKR can
also be considered legal from a legal standpoint. Additionally, it

2 Uwtwuywi. 1998, 42-43:
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is important to note that the Republic of Azerbaijan, having
renounced the legal succession of the USSR, cannot base its
claims on the legislation of the USSR.

It should be noted that the NKAO was the only one among
the former Soviet autonomies that managed to circumvent all
legal deadlocks.

By choosing the path of self-determination, the population of
the NKR has not violated any fundamental principle of
international law. This is proved by the existence of
international legal documents. Among them is the OSCE
Charter for European Security, adopted in Istanbul in 1999, to
which Azerbaijan also joined?'. According to the mentioned
document, conflicts concerning national minorities can be
positively resolved in a democratic environment, and in the
undemocratic countries that Azerbaijan has joined, the principle
of self-determination takes precedence over the principle of
territorial integrity?>.

It is important to highlight that the legal conclusions drawn
from the state and legal acts enacted in the NKR, as well as in
Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan since 1991, indicate
that the NKR was established in territories that did not legally
belong to Azerbaijan prior to the international recognition of the
modern Republic of Azerbaijan, which was granted by the UN
in March 1992.

Conclusion
In summarizing the issue at hand, we have come to the
following conclusions:

2 [@npnuyw. 2008, 231:
2 (@npnuywu. 2008, 231:
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1. The referendum conducted on December 10, 1991,
represented a logical progression of the continuous efforts of the
Artsakh people to reframe the Karabakh issue within a political
and legal context, aiming to avert the looming war and foster
conditions for a peaceful resolution to the Azerbaijani-Karabakh
conflict, grounded in international law, principles of justice,
mutual respect, and the equal rights of peoples. Unfortunately,
the international community did not acknowledge the will and
democratic aspirations of the Artsakh population, which could
have potentially mitigated the wars initiated by Azerbaijan.

2. The wars instigated by Azerbaijan in 2016 and 2020
were direct outcomes of a climate of impunity. Baku persisted in
its genocidal policies, culminating in the complete expulsion of
Armenians from Artsakh in 2023. A strategy of willful
ignorance regarding the issue was adopted, offering the prospect
of peace while one party maintained its overtly hostile stance
and continued to perpetrate crimes.

3. The people of Artsakh have exercised their right to self-
determination in line with international law, and Azerbaijan
cannot contest this on the basis of the principles of territorial
integrity. However, Azerbaijan's policy of anti-Armenian
sentiment negates any possibility of the Armenians of Artsakh
being under its jurisdiction. Currently, the situation is starkly
different, marked by the complete expulsion of Armenians from
Artsakh. In light of this, it is crucial to address the issue of the
collective return of the people of Artsakh, ensuring their
existence in their historical homeland under secure and
sovereign conditions, supported by international protection.

174



BIBLIOGRAPHY

L1< MU, $. 1, g. 2, g. 332, jo. 14-15:

L1< MY, $.1,g. 2, g. 331, p. 65:

Ujwqyuu ©. 2010, Lbnuwhu Qwpwpwn. hpwjwlwu
wuwbywubp, Gplwu, «Shgpwu ULd», 88 Ly:

Pwjwywu 4. 2022, Uquuwgpnigjwt b ybunwlwunipjwu
hwdwp wwjpwph ywwndwwu nt gunuihwpwlywu npub-
ynpnudubipt Upgwifunwd (XVII nwph Gpypnpn Yeu 2012 pqw-
Ywu), Gplwu, «Rwugwy», 384 Ly:

f@npnujwu S. 2008, Linuwjhtu Twpwpwnh hwlwdwpunni-
Rjwl  Ywpqwynpnup  dhowqquiyht  hpwyniph  2pgwitiwl-
ubipnud, Gplwt, «Shgpwu ULd», 340 Ly:

LEnuwihtu Qwpwpwnh <wupwwbunniein (1991 p. ognu-
nnu-1992 p. hnwujwp) thwunwpenptp (Yuqdnn' Uppwhwd-
jwu £.) 2011, Gplwl, «Fhwnnentu» hpww., 195 E9:

Cwlynpjwn S. 2011, LUK hngwynup b wbuwlwl
ohUwpwpnyejwu gnpdpupwgp (1991-1994 pR. ), Gpuwl «Enhp
Mphuw», 208 Ly:

VUwiwuywu U, ununywu W, LGnuwht wpwpwn.
huswbu £ nw tnb)... 2011, Gplwu, «lwupwphhu Yuwbph nt
wbntywwnynipwu Yaunpnu» MNUY, 120 ky:

Nynipwpyjw P. 1994, Upgwfuh wwuwdnigniup uligphg
dhusl dbip onpbipp, Gplwt, «U. Ywpwunbwu» nw., 378 L9:

Ohwtgwuywu U. 1998, Uujwjunipjwu pwjbpp. LL<-nd
wuglwgywsé hwupwpytit L puwpnigniutubpp (1991-1998
pR.), Unthwuwybpun, «Untw» ny., 64 Ly:

fFunphpnwiht Twpwpwn, 09.12.1991:

Pwpwywu 1. 2005, Mwpwpwnwt hwlwdwpwunnieginiu.

175



wwuwndwlwu, hpwlwlwu b w) wuwblunubp, «21-pn TN,
Gpuwu, N2 1 (7), b9 20-46:

dwwjwu <. 2014, Twpwpwnwu hhduwfuunph pwnw-
pwlwt thwunwplyubpp LU Ywgdwynpdwu b Unp. luUL
Ywqdhg nnipupbpdwt 2powuh  thwuwmwenrtipnud (1923-1989
Re.), «21-nn. HUM», Gpluwl, N2 4 (56), Lo 28-51:

Kovapsin III. 2016, IlouemMy A0 cux TOp HE YperyaupoBaH
HaropHo-kapabaxckuii koupaukt?, Epesan, m3a. «MHUA», 38 c.

Mamnacsan A. 1998, Kapababckuii koH(IUKT. Pakypchl MpoBoBOToO
noaxona, Epesan, «AMapacy, 124 c.

3axkon CCCP «O nopsiake perieHust BOIPOCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C

BBIX0/I0M coto3HOM pecyoirku u3 CCCP» 1990,
https://sevkrimrus.narod.ru/ZAKON/1990.htm

bulynthh L. Wwubuywt, << qUU wwipdnysjuti htupp-

i, w.q.e., Upgwiuh wulwhunyejuwu hwupwpybu npybu
dnnnypnuwywpnipejwi npubinpnud (1991 p. nkwnbtdptph 10)

Wdthnthnid

Swutwdjwyubp swpnitwy Unppbowtuwlwu UL Ynndhg
Upgwfunwd hwy puwysnypjwu hwunby Yhpwnwd hwjwmnjwg
pwnwpwlwunipiniup, dwpniuwiht b wggqujht  wpdwuw-
wwuwnynypjwl ninuwhwpnudp dwup hpwypbwy unbindtig, husu
£l unhwbg wpgwjuwhwnejwuu punpb] ubthwywu whnw-
Ywuniejwt Ywnnigdw ninpu:

1991 p. ubiwywbdptph 2-hu Unbthwuwybpnnd Yujwgwd
Ll dwpquwjht b Cwhndjwuh 2powuwihtu funphnipnubiph hw-

176


https://sevkrimrus.narod.ru/ZAKON/1990.htm

dwuwnbin tunwopowup punniubig <nswlwghp' dnnndpnh Yuwd-
ph wquw wpnwhwjundwu hphdwu Ypw LUPU L Swhnwdjwup
opowuh  uwhdwuubpnud Lenuwjht QMwpwpwnh <wupwwb-
wnniRntl hnswybint dwuht: Uuwjunipjwu hngwlwaghpu wuh-
pwdbion Ep wdpwapb] wulwiunigjwu dwuht hwupwpybing,
hush wuglwgdwu npnonwdu b punniutig L< dnnndpnwyw
wwwngwdwynpubiph funphnipnp:

Cwny £ vwuwnby, np hwupwpybu nupdwy wju hhduwpw-
no, npny ubgpwynpylig Upguwfuh’ npubiu wqun nt wulwfu
Gpyph whwnwlwu shuwpwpniejwu gnpdpupwgp: Lwnlwu-
owlhwu E, np wulwpunipjwt  hwupwpytt  hwunhuwgwy
Upgwfuh dnnnypnh pwnuwpwlwl hwuntunigjwu, pwnpdp gh-
wmwlgnipjwu nt ugdwybpwyywodnigjwu thwjintu npulinpnudu
nt upw hwjwpwywlu Yuwdwpunwhwjnnygniup® hp dwlwunw-
ghpu hupuntpnyt tntophubnt hwpgn:

Unppbowuh hbunwqw  gnpdnnniginiuubpp’  Jwjtwdwyw)
wwuwnbpwqdp, huswbu twl nhjwuwghunwlywu hwppwynid
hwupwpybu ns ophuwlwu ubipywjwgubip, dbYy twywwnwy kp
htnwwunnd' shpwdwnpdbp hp dSwywwwwon pwnupwlyw-
unipntuhg U ppwdwlwu  thwunwplyubph pwgwlwniejwu
wwjdwuubpnud jubnwejnipt] hpnnnieyniup:

Wuwhuny, Unppbgwuh Ynndhg pwnwpwlwt  whwpby-
snipjniup Upgwtup dnnnypnh, wnhwuwpwly hwinigjwu hwu-
nbw, sqwpnnuguwy 2tint] wulwiu whwwlwunieinu Ytpnbnt
nLnnLg:

Pwtuh pwnbp’ fuwpunywd hpwyniupubp, nupwpwnwu
hwlywdwpwnip)nit, whwnwwuwohunyeniu, wulwfuniejwu

177



hwupwpyti, nhunpnubp, hwjunwpwpnieniuutp, YeEndwpw-
nnLRjnLu, wwwinbipwaqd:

Hcexkyn H. ABawecsan, Uucmumym ucmopuu HAH PA, k.u.H.,
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Pe3iome

[Momutuka apmsiHOGOOMM W HapylIEHHsT YENOBEYECKOro U
HAIMOHAJILHOTO JIOCTOMHCTRA, MPOBOAMMBIE A3sepOaiimkanckori CCP B
OTHOILIECHHH apMSHCKOTO HaceNeHHs Aplaxa Ha MPOTSHKEHUH MHOTHX
JIET, PUBENM K KpaifHe TSDKENOM CHUTyallud, KOTOpasl 3acTaBia apMsiH
Apriaxa BbIOpaTh MyTh CO3aHUs COOCTBEHHOI IOCYIapCTBEHHOCTH.

CoBmectHast ceccusi oOmactHoro coBeta u  lllaymsHOBCKOTO
pationHoro coBera Haropnoro Kapabaxa, cocrosiBiiascs 2 ceHTSOps
1991 rona B Crenanakepre, npussia Jexnapanuuoo o IpoBO3MIALICHUH
Haropno-Kapabaxckori  PecriyOnuku B mpemenax  HKAO wu
[aymsiHCKOTO paifoHa, OCHOBBIBASCH Ha CBOOOIHOM BOJICM3BSIBICHHU
Hapozna. s opunmansHoro yTBepxkIeHus Jlekinapayy He3aBUCUMOCTH
TpeOOBaJIOCHh TMpOBelcHUE pedepeHayMa, PelIeHHe O KOTOPOM ObLIO
npuHATOo CoBeTOM HapoaHbIX AemyTatoB HKP.

Crenyer OTMETUTb, 4TO pedepeHIyM CTal KIIHOUYEBBIM COOBITHEM, C
KOTOpPOT0 HayaJicsi TpOIecC FOCYAapCTBEHHOTO CTPOUTENHCTBA Apliaxa
KaK CyBEpEeHHOIO M HE3aBUCHMOro rocynapcrBa. Pedepenoym o
HE3aBHCUMOCTH  TMPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBANl  IMOJUTHYECKYIO  3pENOCTb,
BBICOKMH YPOBEHb OCO3HAaHHOCTH M CIUIOYCHHOCTH Hapoia Apraxa, a
TaKKe HMX KOJUICKTUBHOE CTPEMIICHHE K  CaMOCTOSITEIILHOMY
OTIPEICIICHUIO COOCTBEHHOM CYIHOBI M YIIPABJICHHIO €1O.

HeiictBus AzepOaiipkana, BKIOYas IIUPOKOMACIITAOHYIO BOMHY M
NOMBITKA  TIPEJICTaBUTh  pedepeHayM  Kak  HE3aKOHHBIM  Ha
JUIUIOMAaTHYECKOM —apeHe, NpecsieloBalM  €AMHCTBEHHYIO LEelb —
COXPaHUTh SKCIIAHCHOHUCTCKYIO TOJUTHKY U UCKAXKaThb PEabHOCTH B
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OTCYTCTBHM IOPHIMYCCKUX OCHOBaHMA. TakuM o00pa3oM, MOMKHO
3aKJTFOUYHTh, YTO TIOJIMTHYCCKUI TEPPOPH3M CO CTOPOHBI A3epOaiimkaHa
B OTHOIIEHWH Hapoaa Aplaxa W apMSHCKOTO HacelleHWs B IEJIOM He
cMor OCTaHOBUTh Tnporecc MIOCTPOCHUS HE3aBUCUMOU
TOCYAapCTBEHHOCTH.

Knrouesvle cnosa: napymenue mnpas, KapaGaxckuii KOH(DIHUKT,

TOCYJIApPCTBEHHOE CTPOMTENLCTBO, pedepeHayM O HE3aBHCHMOCTH,
HaOrogaTeny, 3asBiieHus, (haabcudUKaIlis, BOWHA.
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