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 I would like to draw your attention to the recent statements made in the United 
Nations by the representatives of the Republic of Armenia, which contravene the 
declared commitment of this country’s Government to the constructive and 
international law-based solution of the conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan.     

 Thus, the Permanent Representative of the Republic of Armenia to the United 
Nations in his statement at the 6216th meeting of the Security Council, on 
11 November 2009, claimed that “Armenia’s involvement (read: aggression against 
Azerbaijan) prevented ethnic cleansing, which had been subtly conducted by 
Azerbaijan during the 70 year of Soviet rule and was aimed at wiping out Armenians 
from their ancestral homes”. Another example of similar distortion is found in the 
speech of the representative of Armenia in the meeting of the Third Committee of 
the General Assembly held on 2 November 2009 entailing the claim that “(i)n the 
Nagorno-Karabakh region, the people had sought their right to self-determination in 
a peaceful manner and through negotiation”. 

 Such cynical allegations are not an exception to the usual speculations by 
Armenian officials as to the origin, course and consequences of the war of 
aggression unleashed against Azerbaijan. We fully realize that attempts by Armenia 
to mislead the international community obviously carry the danger of causing a 
distorted perception of the essence of the problem, pose a serious threat to political 
settlement perspectives and purport to advocate the culture of impunity and 
therefore cannot be left unaddressed. 

 It is curious, to say the least, that while referring to the alleged ethnic 
cleansing policy towards Armenians during Soviet rule and their “peaceful” 
aspirations, the representatives of Armenia usually pass over in silence the facts 
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irrefutably testifying to the opposite, in particular that over the 70 years of Soviet 
rule, Armenia succeeded in expanding its territory, mostly at the expense of 
Azerbaijani lands, and using every possible means to expel the Azerbaijanis from 
their lands. Suffice it to say that during the Soviet period the territory of Armenia 
increased from 8,000-10,000 to 29,800 square kilometres.  

 In the 1920s the mountainous Garabakh (Nagorny Karabakh) was given the 
status of autonomy within the Soviet Socialist Republic of Azerbaijan and its 
administrative borders were defined in such a way as to ensure that the Armenian 
population constituted a majority. At the same time, the more than half-million-
strong Azerbaijani community compactly residing in Armenia at that time was 
refused the same privilege, and attempts to so much as mention this were promptly, 
roughly and savagely suppressed.  

 Instead of accusing Azerbaijan, it is for the Government of Armenia to realize 
that, unlike itself, which has purged its territory of all non-Armenians and become a 
uniquely mono-ethnic State, Azerbaijan has preserved its ethnic diversity to the 
present day. Indeed, unconcealed racial prejudices prevailing in the policy and 
practice of Armenia constitute illustrative evidence of the obvious lack of credibility 
of the official Yerevan assurances of good intentions.  

 Moreover, contrary to the declared noble purposes of its so-called 
involvement, Armenia makes at the same time a series of historical assertions, the 
objective of which is to substantiate the policy of territorial expansionism (see, for 
example, document A/63/781-S/2009/156, para. 21 and below). In other words, it is 
more than clear that Armenia’s military actions against Azerbaijan were aimed, from 
the very beginning, at seizing the territories by means of force and fundamental 
change of their demographic composition.  

 The Armenian side’s “forgetfulness” also frequently concerns the chronology 
of events pertaining to the beginning of the present-day stage of the conflict 
between Armenia and Azerbaijan. In reality, large-scale combat operations initiated 
by Armenia on the territory of Azerbaijan were preceded by the attacks at the end of 
1987 on the Azerbaijanis in Khankandi (during the Soviet period, Stepanakert) and 
Armenia, resulting in a flood of Azerbaijani refugees and internally displaced 
persons, as well as in a number of illegal declarations and decisions taken with a 
view to securing the unilateral secession of Nagorny Karabakh from Azerbaijan.  

 Shortly after the assertion of claims on Nagorny Karabakh at the end of the 
1980s, under instructions from and with the blessing of the Armenian authorities, 
the more than 200,000 Azerbaijanis remaining were forcibly deported from 
Armenia. This process was accompanied by killings, torture, enforced 
disappearances, destruction of property and pillaging, throughout Armenia. These 
acts were conducted on a widespread and systematic basis. During only three days, 
from 27 to 29 November 1988, in the course of pogroms in the Armenian towns of 
Gugark, Spitak and Stepanavan, 33 Azerbaijanis were killed. In all, 216 Azerbaijanis 
were killed in Armenia in 1987-1989, including children, women and elderly people. 

 At the end of 1991 and the beginning of 1992, the conflict entered into a 
military phase and Armenia initiated combat operations on the territory of 
Azerbaijan. That period was marked by the increase of the magnitude, intensity and 
consistency of the attacks. In February 1992, the town of Khojaly in Azerbaijan was 
notoriously overrun and its population was subjected to an unprecedented massacre. 
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On the night of 25 and 26 February 1992, 613 civilians were killed, including 
106 women, 63 children and 70 elderly persons. Another 1,000 people were 
wounded and 1,275 were taken hostage. To this day, 150 people from Khojaly 
remain missing. Facts confirm that the intentional slaughter of the Khojaly town 
civilians on 25 and 26 February 1992 was directed towards their mass extermination 
only because they were Azerbaijanis. 

 In sum, the ongoing armed conflict in and around the Nagorny Karabakh 
region of the Republic of Azerbaijan has resulted in the occupation of almost one 
fifth of the territory of Azerbaijan and has made approximately one out of every 
eight persons in the country an internally displaced person or refugee; 20,000 people 
have been killed, 50,000 people have been wounded or have become invalids and 
about 5,000 citizens of Azerbaijan are still missing. The aggression against 
Azerbaijan has severely damaged the socio-economic sphere of the country and has 
also had catastrophic consequences for its cultural heritage both in the occupied 
territories and in Armenia. 

 Armenia used military force to occupy the territory of Azerbaijan and to 
establish on it a subordinate separatist entity constructed on ethnic lines, which 
survives by virtue of Armenia’s military and other support and which the world has 
refused to recognize.  

 Taking into account the above, it is curious to hear that “(i)n the Nagorno-
Karabakh region, the people had sought their right to self-determination in a 
peaceful manner and through negotiation”. It should be particularly emphasized that 
the Azerbaijani refugees and internally displaced persons were forced to flee 
because Armenia and its military forces had the clear aim of ethnic cleansing and of 
creating a mono-ethnic culture in the captured territories. Indeed, what Armenia 
considers “involvement to prevent ethnic cleansing” should obviously be read as 
“involvement to conduct ethnic cleansing”. 

 Therefore, Armenia’s claims to the application of the principle of self-
determination are contrary to and unsustainable in the context of international law. 
Otherwise, this would be tantamount to accepting the results of a violation of 
fundamental norms of international law, including, in particular, what amounts to 
the most serious international crimes, as well as a rule prohibiting the use of force. 

 I should be grateful if you would have the present letter and the information 
contained herein circulated as a document of the General Assembly, under agenda 
items 14 and 18, and of the Security Council. 
 
 

(Signed) Agshin Mehdiyev 
Ambassador 

Permanent Representative 

 


