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PREFACE

In the current period, humanity has faced a new, more
painful evil along with the traditional problems. This evil is
named terrorism. Today, terrorism has become the most      dif-
ficult problem facing the entire world. The appalling acts of ter-
ror of recent years showed that this disaster is of the same deg-
ree of dangerousness for all the countries and peoples, even for
the major powers. Azerbaijan has a straightforward and res-
olute attitude towards this evil: we are against any kind of vio-
lent acts – terror, genocide, separatist extremism, ethnic con-
flicts and unfair bloodshed. The Azerbaijan Republic is one of
the first countries to join the anti-terrorist alliance.

Our people are well aware of the heart-breaking tragedies
caused by terror, genocide and separatist extremism. The
Azerbaijani people are one of the peoples having most suf-
fered terror, genocide and forced deportations. Our people
have been living a history full of tragedies for 200 years. This
bloody history began at the beginning of the XIX century with
the massive replacement by tsarist Russia of Armenians from
Iran and Turkey to our lands.

Our people, who created an ancient and rich culture for
centuries due to mutual impact of different civilizations,
nations, languages and religions at the juncture of North and
South, East and West, adhered to the traditions of its specific
tolerance, forbearance, humanism and mercy in regard other
peoples and cultures, and provided a place for the immigrant
Armenians also. Every condition was created for the socioeco-
nomic and cultural progress of the Armenians in our country.

However, soon the Armenian chauvinist-terrorist circles
poisoned with the illusion of "Great Armenia" wanted to cre-
ate their own state in the Azerbaijan lands, where they had
moved and lived, relying on their foreign supporters. Firstly,
the "Armenian district" was created for the removed Arme-
nians in Azerbaijan territories. This was followed by "clear-
ance" of the West Azerbaijan lands from the local residents of
these lands, Azerbaijanis, by the armed Armenian terrorist-
bandit groups provided with all kinds of support from abroad.
In 1905, a horrible genocide was committed against
Azerbaijani people. During the First World War (1914– 1918),
the Armenian–Dashnak armed groups receiving assistance
from bigger states again implemented terrible genocide against
the local Turkish–Moslem population throughout Azerbaijan
in accordance with a plan prepared in advance. Hundreds of
thousands of Azerbaijanis, including the children, women and
the old were killed. Our numerous settlements and historical
monuments were razed to the ground. Our compatriots having
survived the genocides scattered about the entire world.

Despite of all these, our merciful people made a new com-
promise. In order to achieve peace in the Southern Caucasus
and put an end to the bloody massacres committed by the
Armenian–Dashnak terrorist groups, the Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic in 29 May 1918 conceded the city of Iravan, which
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had been the capital of a former Azerbaijan state – the Iravan
khanate. Thus, in 1918, the Republic of Armenia was created
in Azerbaijan lands – in the territory of the former Iravan
khanate. This meant actually the creation of an Armenian
state in the Azerbaijan lands, which contained the territory of
Iravan city and its suburbs. 

Yet, the Armenian chauvinist-extremist circles were  not
satisfied with this either. They made use of their supporters in
the Soviet–Bolshevik regime and realized over again terrible
genocide and deportations against the entire Azerbaijani pop-
ulation of the West Azerbaijan. In 1988, the ethnic clearance
in West Azerbaijan was completed. Today, Azerbaijanis do
not live in the West Azerbaijan (presently, the Republic of
Armenia) that was once populated mostly by Azerbaijanis
and belonged to Azerbaijanis historically.

In the modern circumstances, when our world moves to-
ward mutual understanding, friendship, global stability and
tranquility in relation to globalization and integration, Arme-
nia and the Armenian separatist-terrorist circles supported by
it have created a new center of tension in the South Caucasus.
Armenia made use of the circumstances that emerged in the
period when the Soviet Union collapsed and began an unde-
clared war against Azerbaijan. Armenian armed forces attack-
ing our lands occupied more than 20 percent of the Azerbaijan
territory, including Daghlig Garabagh and the adjacent
regions. Over one million Azerbaijanis became displaced from
their own places in their own motherland thus becoming inter-
nally displaced persons and refugees. Armenia created a sepa-
ratist-terrorist regime in the occupied Azerbaijan lands named
as ''Daghlig Garabagh Republic", which is not recognized in
the world. The territory of this uncontrolled terrorist regime
has presently turned into an international den of criminality,
where narcotics are cultivated and transited to Europe, money
laundering and other illicit operations are realized.

Notwithstanding the international law on inviolability of
territorial integrity of the world community countries, the rel-
evant United Nations Organization's resolutions concerning
this conflict, European Council Parliamentary Assembly's, as
well as other international organizations' resolutions,
Armenia does not withdraw its military forces from the occu-
pied Azerbaijan territories. On the contrary, it spreads false
information about the occupied territories saying ostensibly
they are its historical lands. It does not even refrain from put-
ting new territorial claims against Azerbaijan. 

I think that this book introduced to the readers will create
a real picture about both the historical roots of this problem
and the real history of Garabagh in everybody who wants to
become acquainted with the Armenia–Azerbaijan, Daghlig
Garabagh conflict. The book, titled "Garabagh", which covers
the brief history of Garabagh from ancient times up to the
present, is a real history based on irrefutable archive documents
and other original sources. This history is not the history of
inventions, but of the truth. The archive documents, maps and
photo-materials added to the book increase the book's value
even more. Based on real facts, the book "Garabagh" draws
attention to how big a tragedy terror is for humanity in the
current world and calls all the people to unite and fight active-
ly against this common evil. I believe that this book is written
with good intentions and will increase the readers' hate to ter-
ror, genocide, separatist extremism, in general, acts of all
kinds of violence and savagery, as well as to those who com-
mit these evils. This book will strengthen in people the hope of
victory of humanism, charity and friendship ideals over evil.

Mrs. Mehriban ALIYEVA,
UNESCO Goodwill Ambassador 
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1. GARABAGH:  ETYMOLOGY,
TERRITORY AND FRONTIERS

Garabagh is one of the ancient historic provinces of
Azerbaijan. Being an integral part of Azerbaijan, the name
Garabagh is derived from the combination of two words in
the Azerbaijani language, "qara" (big) and " " (garden).
The combination of words "big" and "garden" has the
deepest historical background as it goes with the Azerbai-
jani people itself. It is incontestable that such a combina-
tion of words is linked to the description of the country of
Azerbaijan in every corner of the world. Having named
"Garabagh" as a part of its native lands by the Azerbaijani
people, this name has been used as a historical and geo-
graphical term beginning with initial sources 1300 years
ago (from the VII century!)1. Previously Garabagh denom-
inated a specific place, subsequently it encompassed a vast
geographical territory in Azerbaijan. This case is specific to
Azerbaijan: city of Nakhchivan – region of Nakhchivan, city
of Shaki – region of Shaki, city of Ganja – region of Ganja,
city of Lankaran – region of Lankaran etc.2

The historical formation of the word "Garabagh" as
the name of a specific Azerbaijani province or region
enables us to substantiate scientifically its etymology.
There is a reason for such a deduction because the word
"qara" (black) in the Azerbaijani language (as in other
Turkic languages also) means not only a color, but also
has other meanings such as "dense", "thick", "big",
"dark" etc.3 In this regard, the name of "Garabagh"
enjoys the following meanings: "black garden" i.e. "big
garden", "dense garden", "giant garden" or "scenic gar-
den" etc.4 So, the word "Garabagh" belongs to the
Azerbaijani people as it goes with Garabagh itself.

As we are trying to describe Garabagh, such a question
arises from the above: where is Garabagh located and
which Azerbaijani territories does it cover? An answer to
this question is very topical for the time being and has a
central importance to understanding "the Daghlig
Garabagh* problem". First, we have to address the very
first sources in order to get an answer. While describing
this issue in his "History of Garabagh" (1847), Mirza Jamal
Javanshir**, vezir of the Garabagh khanate – a part of the
Azerbaijani State, has written the following: "As it is writ-
ten in the ancient historical books, (It is italicized by us –
Y.M., K.Sh.) the frontiers of the Garabagh province are as
follows: the southern frontier begins from Khudafarin
bridge and goes till the Synyg bridge – the Araz (Araxes)
River. Currently, (the Synyg Bridge) is located between
the districts of Gazakh, Shamshaddil and Damirchi-
Hassanly, and the officials of the Russian State call it in
Russian the Krasny Most which means Red Bridge. The
eastern frontier lies across the Kur River and merges with
the Araz (Araxes) River near Javad village and then falls to
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* Daghlig Garabagh is an Azerbaijani word. In the international mass
media it is used as: Nagorno-Karabakh. The word Nagorno in Russian
means mountainous. Further we will use the term Daghlig Garabagh
** Mirza Jamal Javanshir (1775–1853) – famous Azerbaijani historian.
One of the authors of "the Garabaghnamer"



Àçÿðáàéúàíûí äöíéà ÿùÿìèééÿòëè òàðèõè àáèäÿñè îëàí Àçûõ
ìàüàðà-äöøÿðýÿñèíäÿí (ïàëåîëèò äþâðö) òàïûëàí Àçûõàíòðîïóí
(Àçûõ àäàìû) ÷ÿíÿ ñöìöéö âÿ ÿìÿê àëÿòëÿðè. Àçûõ ìàüàðàñû
ùàçûðäà åðìÿíèëÿð òÿðÿôèíäÿí èøüàë åäèëìèø Ôöçóëè ðàéîíó
ÿðàçèñèíäÿäèð.

The jaw bone of Azykhanthropus (Azykh man), as well as the

labour instruments found in the historical monument of world

importance, the Azykh cave-camp (Palaeolithic period) of

Azerbaijan. It is presently in the territory of the Fizuli region in

Azerbaijan occupied by Armenians.
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the Caspian Sea. On the northern frontier, the boundary of
Garabagh with Yelizavetpol (Ganja) is defined by the Go-
ran River as it crosses with the Kur River and then, the
Kur River bypasses many places and joins the Araz (Ara-
xes) River. The western frontier is formed by the high Ga-
rabagh Mountains called Kushbak, Salvarty and Arikly."5

This was written during the first days after the Russian
occupation and colonization, and such an exact description
of the Garabagh territory and frontiers can be explained by
the following reasons: 1) on the one hand, this fact is writ-
ten by a statesman who was dealing directly with the gover-
nance of Garabagh; in other words, this fact is an official
description based upon official documents; those are the
words told by a statesman serving the interests of Russia;
2) on the other hand, this fact is not only based upon the
reality and experience, but proved by the original sources.
It is not by accident that Mirza Jamal refers to the ancient
historical books in order to prove his just vision of the issue.
As it is seen, there was in history the whole notion of the
name "Garabagh", rather than "Daghlig (Mountainous)
Garabagh", the geographical entity of all times covering the
entire territory of Garabagh – its mountains and plains. In
other words, the notion of "Daghlig Garabagh" is a kind of
"byproduct" and a name applied to one part of Garabagh
in accordance with separatist dreams. Simple logic proves
it: if there is Daghlig (mountainous) Garabagh, so it derives to
say that there is also the plain Garabagh! The incontestable
reality is: today there is Daghlig (mountainous) Garabagh
and also Aran (plain) Garabagh in Azerbaijan! Either plain
Garabagh, or mountainous Garabagh, were in historical times
the motherland and cradle of the Azerbaijani people, which
definitely called this region "qara" (big) and "b gh" (garden)!
Hundreds of ancient and the most extraordinary folkloric
arts and pearls of music of the Azerbaijani people were espe-
cially created in Garabagh, they are linked to Garabagh.

2. GARABAGH FROM THE ANCIENT 
TIMES TO THE KHANATES
PERIOD

2.1. Up to the Arabian caliphate 

Garabagh is not only a region of Azerbaijan, it is one
of the regions of the world that has an ancient history. The
ancient settlements of homo sapiens were revealed in the
cave of Azykh, which is also located in these territories.
This settlement of human beings proves that Garabagh is
one of the cradles of civilization that emerged in the region
from the Mediterranean basin and Eastern Africa. The
Azerbaijani scientist M.Huseynov, who studied the Azykh
cave, has written: "The stony implements studied in the
Azykh cave and the cultural creations show its proximity
with the cultural complex Oldoway* in Eastern Africa. At

*  (Oldoway) – .
2 . .

* Oldoway – Canyon in Nothern Tanzania. The archaeologists found
here the remains of two million year old human being.

ÃÀÐÀÁÀÜ    GARABAGH 13
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Khojaly-Gadabay cultural monuments. The Last Bronze - Early Iron Ages (XIII-VII c. BC).
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the same time, there are different methods in manufactu-
ring these labor implements. This fact enables us to name
those implements as the cultural samples of the Guruchay
culture extracted from the inner layers of the Azykh cave
(It is italicized by us – Y.M., K.Sh.) … And the age of the
Guruchay culture can be very ancient, even dating back to
one million two hundred thousand years".6

The jaw-bone of a man named "the human being of
Azykh – Azykhanthropus" was discovered in the Ashol*
layer of the Azykh cave in 1968. The Azykh man is belie-
ved to have lived 350,000–400,000 years ago. The
Moustier Culture** is represented mainly by the Taghlar
cave.7 The archaeological studies carried out in Garabagh
can determine an ample development which had taken
place in the Mesolithe and Eneolithe stages of the Stone
Age. Wide scale changes had taken place in Garabagh
during the eneolithe (VI–IV millenniums B.C.), bronze
and early iron stages (end of IV millennium – beginning of
I millennium).8 The Khojaly-Gadabay culture was well
developed in the late bronze and early iron ages (XIII–
VII centuries B.C.). The agate bead of this epoch with the
cuneiform engraving linked to Adadnirarius, ruler of
Ashshur (Assyria)***, was discovered at the archaeologi-
cal monument located in a graveyard near Khojaly. Such
discoveries of artifacts prove the existence of economic
and cultural links of this region with the Near East.9

Parallel to the economic and social life and develop-
ment, the ethnic and political processes were also under
way. The powerful State of Manna (IX–VI centuries B.C.)
had emerged in the South of Azerbaijan. The State of
Manna had succeeded in maintaining its independence in
its wars with Assyria and Urartu****. The land of Nor-
thern Azerbaijan, including the territory of Garabagh itself,
did not fall under the control of Urartu. In this historical
period of time, the ethnos known as Armenians did not exist
in the South Caucasus (Transcaucasia) at all. Very renow-
ned researchers, authors of joint monographic writings, are
of the same opinion while describing the political history of
Transcaucasia: the main part of the State of Urartu was
located out of the Soviet frontiers. During the Antiquity and
the Medieval Age, the areas of dense population of Arme-
nians were located far away from the modern Armenia SSR
borders.10 The situation  changed  with the emergence of the
State of Midiya (672–550 B.C.), which ended the existence
of the State of Urartu. Midiya had conquered southern-
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*  (Saint-Acheul). 

**  (Le Moustier). 
***  ( ) . . .

 – . . .
605- .

. . 1307–1275- .
**** . . – . . . -

.

* Suburbs of Amyen city in France (Saint-Acheul). The first Paleolithis
stage in Europe and Asia 
** The name of the cave in France (Le Moustier). Middle Paleolithic stage
*** Assyria was an ancient state in Northern Mesopotamia. The sec-
ond  half  on  VIII,  the  first  half  on  VII  centuries  B.C.  became  very
powerful state. In 605 B.C. Midiya and Babil routed it. Adadnirarius
I reigned in 1307–1275 years B.C.
**** The ancient state exsisted in IX-VI centuries B.C.Midiya con-
quered it in VI century B.C.



Àçÿðáàéúàí Àëáàíèéà äþâëÿòèíäÿ çÿðá îëóíàí ïóëëàð
(á.å.ÿ. ÛÛÛ - á.å. Û ÿñðëÿðè): 

1,4,5,6 - Òåòðàäðàùìàëàð, ýöìöø; 2 - Äðàùìàëàð (èëêèí çÿðá),
ýöìöø; 3 - Äðàùìà (ñîí çÿðá), ýöìöø; 7 - Àóðåóñ, ãûçûë.

Coins minted in the Albanian state of Azerbaijan 
(III-I c. BC):

1,4,5,6 - Tetradrachmas, silver; 2 - Drachmas (first mint),
silver; 3 - Drachma (last mint), silver; 7 - Aureus, gold.
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eastern territory of Transcaucasia. This rule had persisted
during the period of the Achemenides (550–330 B.C.)

After Alexander the Great (336–323 B.C.) had con-
quered the State of the Achemenides, the political proces-
ses in the Northern Azerbaijan had entered into a new
phase. As a result of these processes and after the short
rule of Alexander the Great and his death, his Empire col-
lapsed into many parts. Subsequently, the State of Atropa-
tena and the State of  Albania were respectively formed in
the South and North of Azerbaijan. (Recently, historians
of Azerbaijan have given a great tribute to the studies of this
period by their own scientific research works which were
ostensibly falsified by the Armenian authors. The scientists
of Azerbaijan have enriched the studies on Atropatena and
the State of the Albania by their new research works. We do
not judge it necessary to name all their works in this book –
Y.M., K.Sh.). From the IV century B.C. and after, the State
of Atropatena had the lands in the North of Azerbaijan too
and in this period of time, a part of the territories of
Garabagh was subordinated to the State of Azerbaijan.
(Map 1). Having emerged parallel to the State of Atropa-
tena, the State of Albania, which existed approximately
from the IV century B.C. – till the VIII century AD played
a great role in the history of Azerbaijan during this 1200
year period. Albania has enlarged its borders which covered
the whole territory of Garabagh, and this State strived hard
to preserve Garabagh within its own borders and succeeded
in doing so, except in some cases. Six maps of F.Mamedova
concerning the State of Albania, including its integral part as
Garabagh, the territory of the historical provinces (Saka-
sena, Otena – Uti, Orkhistena – Arsakh*, Araxena etc.) and
the historical dynamics of its borders are incontestably testi-
fying to this idea. (One of those maps is given here – Map 2).

Garabagh belonged to the Azerbaijan State of
Albania : the ethnos that had lived in this area – uti, sov-
day, gargar and others were Alban tribes.

The first arrival of Armenians to the region of the South
Caucasus (Transcaucasia) refers to circa after II millennium
B.C. As they entered this region, their aggressive activities
were initiated against the regional states and peoples. In
this epoch the Armenians named the tiny Armenian King-
dom located at the eastern part of Small Asia "the Great
Armenia" and attempted to call all lands that were settled
by Armenian nomads as purely Armenian territories. As
the Roman Empire had routed Tigran the Second in

18 ÃÀÐÀÁÀÜ    GARABAGH

* ,  ( , -
,  // .) .

, , « » (« », « ») « »
,  « » – « »  « »,

« »  « » . ,
. . – –  – Àðöàã

 // . , 1983,
. 150; . –  // ,

. , 2002, . 41

*Arsakh, as other toponyms (Sakasena, Sakan, Saki//Shaki etc.)
belonging to Albanian period are closely connected with one of the
ancient Turkic tribes: saks. Arsakh, Arsak are derived from the combi-
nation of two words, "ar" and "sak"which in old Turkic languages
meant: "brave", "man", "a brave sak", or "sak man of courage" or
"a  sak  man".  See also  Seyidov M.A.  Notes  on  the  etymology  of
the  toponymy:  Garabagh–Arsag–Artsag// The problems of Azerbai-
jani philology. Baku 1983, p.150; Jafarov J. The etymology of the
word: Arsag.//Garabagh yesterday, today and tomorrow. Baku, 2002,
p. 41



1,2,3,4 - Ãàðàáàüûí ÿí ãÿäèì øÿùÿðëÿðèíäÿí áèðè, “Àððàíûí
àíàñû” àäëàíäûðûëàí Áÿðäÿ øÿùÿðèíÿ äàèð àðõåîëîæè ìàòåðèàëëàð;
5 - Ãàðàáàüûí ìÿøùóð îðòà ÿñð øÿùÿðè Áåéëÿãàíûí ýþðöíöøö
(ðÿñì).

1,2,3,4 - Archeological materials in one of the most ancient
cities of Garabagh, the city of Barda called “The mother of
Arran”; 5 - View of Beylagan, a famous Middle Ages city of
Garabagh (picture).
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66 B.C., this legend of "the Great Armenia" became fully
concocted because they became as the vassals of Rome.
This order lasted till the IV century A.D.. Armenians
claim that the historical lands of the State of Albania  are
an integral part of Armenia. This has neither scientific nor
historical grounds. In contradistinction to this the Azer-
baijan–Albanian State had continued to have an inde-
pendent policy, and the historical provinces of Garabagh
were a part of that State. Researcher has written: "The
study of sources and the realities of I–IV centuries ensure
us to  say that the Southern frontier of the State of Albania
lay alongside the Araz  (Araxes) River".11

The inclusion of Garabagh to Azerbaijan and the
existence of various Turkic ethnos in this territory from
very ancient times are also proved by the legendary epic
of Azerbaijan and all Turkic peoples "Kitabi-Dada
Gorgud", being an oral folkloric monument of literature.
The epic of Dada Gorgud was widely disseminated dur-
ing the VI–VII centuries in Garabagh, as well as in all
Azerbaijan territories, including the lake of Goycha. As
confirmed in this valuable heroic saga, some Oghuz
heroes, have visited and met even with the prophet Mo-
hammad himself. The famous Oghuznamer ("Kitabi-Di-
yarbekriyyer" written by Abu Bakr Tehrani in 1470) writ-
ten by the order of Uzun Hassan (1453–1478), ruler of the
Aghgoyunlu state mentions that summer pastures at the
Goycha Sea and Garabagh belonged to the  ancient Oghuz
turks and Oghuz Khagan, the founder of  Oghuz Turks,
was buried near the Goycha Sea. Bayandur  Khagan lived
in Garabagh and had summer houses on  the Goycha Sea
and was buried there, too.12

2.2. Garabagh during the Arabian caliphate.
On Grigorianization and Armenianization in Arsakh

The main changes in the history of Garabagh start
with the invasions by the Arabian caliphate and in the
result of this occupation the collapse of the State of
Albania. Until the Arabian occupation, the territory of
Garabagh was of one ethnic origin,  that  is  the
Azerbaijan–Alban origin. However, the tragic policy
administered in Azerbaijan by the Arabian  caliphate  at
that  time,  which  led  to  the  provision of religious do-
minance of Armenians in the mountainous part of the
region, gradually showed up as well in the ethnic field:
the process of Grigorianization, and later Armenianiza-
tion of the population of Arsakh – the historical region
of the State of Albania started. The academician Ziya
Bunyadov* has investigated particularly the reasons and
the course of the process of Grigorianization and
Armenianization of this region of Azerbaijan, the essence 
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*  (1923–1997) – , - * Ziya Bunyadov (1923-1997) – Orientalist, academician of the
Azerbaijan National Academy of Sciences



1 - Äöíéà ÿùÿìèééÿòëè Àçÿðáàéúàí Àëáàí Ýÿíúÿñÿð
ìîíàñòûðû. 1238-úè èë. Åðìÿíèëÿð òÿðÿôèíäÿí èøüàë îëóíìóø
Êÿëáÿúÿð ðàéîíóíóí Âÿíýëè êÿíäèíäÿäèð; 2 - Äöíéà
ÿùÿìèééÿòëè Àçÿðáàéúàí Àëáàí Õóäàâÿíý ìîíàñòûðû. ÕÛÛÛ-ÕÂÛÛ
ÿñðëÿð. Êÿëáÿúÿð ðàéîíóíäà, Òÿðòÿð ÷àéûíûí ñàùèëèíäÿäèð.

1 - The world-famous Azerbaijan Albanian Ganjasar
Monastery. 1238. Located in the Vangli village of the
Kalbajar region occupied by Armenians; 2 - The world-
famous Azerbaijan Albanian Khudavang Monastery. XIII-XVII
centuries. Located on the bank of the Tartar river, Kalbajar
region.
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of the Armenian-Caliphate cooperation and other issues,
as well as their reflection in the historical literature.13 Cer-
tainly, the process of Armenianization was to take more
time than that of Grigorianization and in fact it did.
Therefore, Z.Bunyadov protests against the following
words of the academician S.T.Yeremyan* – "The Alban
church was considered as a part of the Armenian church
since the VII century (resolutely since the beginning of the
VIII century) and at that time the districts of Sunik, Ar-
sakh, Uti and others in the Arran region were Armenia-
nized" – and writes: "It is noteworthy that two different
notions – Armenianization and Grigorianization are
mixed.  Here  one  can  speak  only  about  Grigorianiza-
tion  of  the  Arran  population  through  the  help  of  the
Armenian Church. S.T.Yeremyan's point of view regard-
ing this is not right. Since  the  districts  of  Sunik and most
of Arsakh in the Arran region were Armenianized only in
the early XII century".14

This idea (as well as S.T.Yeremyan's conclusion!)
confirms once again that the people living in this part of
Garabagh were not originally Armenians; on the contrary,
they were local Azerbaijan–Alban tribes which were later
Armenianized, or rather first Grigorianized and then
Armenianized.

Odontologic research, which provides information
about the ethnogeny of the population, as well as its
mutual relationships, and based on modern scientific
achievements  also  proves  this.15 Not accidentally,  fol-
lowing  the  destruction  of  the  Arabian  caliphate,  the
principalities of Sunik and Arsakh–Khachin were estab-
lished in part of Albania. "In the late XII century, the
principality of Sunik fell and its reigning dynasty ended
with the death of prince Grigor and Smbat in 1166. The
Khachin principality created in the territory of Arsakh
in the late XII, early XIII centuries was "a part of
ancient Albania",16 citing I.A.Orbeli**. Thus, not acci-
dentally there was not a single Armenian state among
the surviving local states in the territory of the Arabian
caliphate, when the latter collapsed. This proves that
unlike Azerbaijan and Georgia, Armenians do not have
a history of statehood in the Southern Caucasus at all.

This period of time, i.e. IX – the beginning of XIII cen-
turies, particularly the period of the reign of Sajis-
Atabays-Shirvanshahs was a time when Azerbaijan was
becoming very mighty in the Southern Caucasus. The
states of Sajis and Atabays actually united the historical
lands of Azerbaijan politically.17 The Khachin principali-
ty created in the territory of former Albania reached its
highest rate of progress during the reign of Hasan Jalal
(1215–1261), who belonged to the Mehrani*** dynasty.
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* . . (1908) – , -
** . .  (1887–1961) – , - , -

- ,
.

***  (510–705- )

* Suren Tigranovich Yeremyan (1908) – Historian, academician of the
Armenian AS
** Iosif Abgafovich Orbeli (1887–1961) – Orientalist, academician of
the USSR AS, academician and the first president of the Armenian AS,
once director of the Hermitage.
*** Ruler dynasty in Azerbaijan Albania (510–705)
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Not accidentally the narrative and epigraphic monuments
of the time mention the title "the ruler of Albania" side by
side with the titles "the duke (prince) of Khachin coun-
tries", "the majestic duke (prince) of the Khachin and Ar-
sakh countries", etc. In other words, all the titles of Hasan
Jalal belong to the Azerbaijan-Alban history. One of the
most important examples of Alban architecture, the Gan-
jasar monastery, was built during his period of reign18.

2.3. Garabagh as one of the centers of political
life in Azerbaijan 

(13th -40's of 18th century)

After putting an end to the Atabays state that was
weakened due to the first attack of Mongolians (1220–
1222), Kharazmshah Jalaladdin reigned in Azerbaijan
(1225–1231), that included Garabagh.

Garabagh, as well as other Azerbaijan territories, fell
under the dominion of the Supreme Mongolian Khanate
(1239–1256), and further the Hulakus (Elkhanis) State
(1256–1357) after the second attack of Mongolians,
which completed the occupation of Azerbaijan
(1231–1239). There is much broader information and a
better investigation about the history of Garabagh dur-
ing this period.19 In that period the word-combination
"gara" and "bagh" – Garabagh – was already used to
describe a specific geographic territory. V.Piriyev writes:
"The name Arran Garabagh was first mentioned in rela-
tion with an explanation of the events of 1284 AD in the
book "Jameh at-tavarikh" by Rashidaddin"*. At that
time, Garabagh was a single territory within Arran and
consisted of mountainous, as well as foothill territories.20

Garabagh plays an important role in the political history
of the Hulakus state in the XIII–XIV centuries. V.Piriyev
remarks, "The fact that the Mongolian rulers constantly
spent the winter in Garabagh led to several governmen-
tal events which took place here. From this point of view,
it is worth noting that two Mongolian rulers (Gazan
khan** and Arpa khan***) came to the throne in
Garabagh and another two rulers (Argun khan**** and
Abu Said*****) died in Garabagh".21 In the XIII–XIV
centuries also, Garabagh was a territory of Azerbaijan
with a population consisting of Azerbaijanis (Map 3).

In the XV century, Garabagh was a part of the Azer-
baijan Garagoyunlu (1410–1467) and Aghgoyunlu (1468–
1501) states. However, during the reign of the Garago-
yunlu dynasty, an event happened that would be remar-
kable in the further history of Garabagh. In the XV century,
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* -  (1247–1318) – , 1298–1317-
.

**  (1295–1304)
***  (1335–1336)
****  (1284–1291)
*****  (1316–1335)

* Fazlullah Rashidaddin (1247–1318) – famous historian, vizier of the
Hulakus state in 1298–1317
** Gazan khan (1295–1304)
*** Arpa khan (1335–1336)
****Argun khan (1284–1291)
***** Abu Said (1316–1335)
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the ruler of the Garagoyunlu state, Jahan shah, provid-
ed the generation of the former Alban ruler, Hasan Jalal
(Jalalis), with the title of malik*. Later on, Jalalis were
divided into five Alban principalities-malikliks (Gulus-
tan, Jaraberd, Khachin, Varander and Dizag)…22

The creation of the Azerbaijan Safavi State (1501)
was the basis of the centralization process of all
Azerbaijan territories. In the mid 16th century, the cen-
tralization of Azerbaijan lands as a unified state was
completed. Thus, the Azerbaijan Safavi state became a
mighty state of the region, second only to the Ottoman
Empire. In such a case, it was impossible for Armenians
to have any ethnic-political advantages at that time. On
the contrary, in that period the ethnic and political bor-
ders of Azerbaijan became clearer. Safavis established 4
baylarbayliks in Azerbaijan, one of which was the
Garabagh or Ganja Baylarbaylik. Detailed notebooks**
written by ottomans in these territories create a clear
idea of the administrative-territorial division of that
baylarbaylik. In accordance with information from
1593, the Ganja-Garabagh province consisted of 7 san-
jags and 36 nahiyyas.23 1.3 thousand place-names in
these territories registered in the detailed notebooks
nearly all of them belonged to Azerbaijanis.24 None of
them ever belonged to Armenians. 

Following the weakening of the Safavi state (1736),
the territories of Azerbaijan became a field of wars
between Iran, Russia and the Ottoman states.

In that period, the lands of Ganja–Garabagh were
within the Ottoman Empire (Map 4). The Ottoman
notebooks compiled at that time prove as well that
Azerbaijanis were the main population of the region. In
compliance with calculations, in 1727, the Ganja-
Garabagh population totaled 122,000 people. Eighty
thousand three hundred of them (66%) were Azerbaijani
turks, thirty seven thousand eight hundred (31%) were –
Grigoryanized Albans, three thousand seven hundred
(3.1%) were – Kurds.25 In this period, grigorianized
Albans,  assisted by Russia, became more active politi-
cally26 (Document 1). On the other hand, Nadir shah
Afshar (1736–1747), who overthrew the last Safavi ruler
Abbas the Third, and came to power, took heavy meas-
ures of punishment against the Turkic-Moslem popula-
tion of the Ganja-Garabagh baylarbaylik, which refused
to  recognize  him  as  a  legitimate  ruler.  This  factor
strengthened the position of the Alban maliks of
Garabagh and stimulated their separatism. After
Nadir's death, his state fell into parts and local states-
khanates were created in Azerbaijan. In other words,
Azerbaijan restored its independence once again in the
form of its khanates. Two separate khanates, Ganja and

* « » – 
** , -

* Malik– in Azerbaijani it means owner of estate
** The registration notebook in Ottoman Empire where the income
and taxes are recorded



1. Ãàðàáàü õàíëûüûíûí áàíèñè Ïÿíàù õàí.
2. Ïÿíàù õàíûí ãÿáèð äàøû.

Ãàðàáàü õàíëûüûíûí äþâëÿò÷èëèê ðÿìçëÿðèíäÿí: 
3. Ýöìöø ïóë; 
4. Ïÿíàù õàíà ìÿõñóñ íåøòÿð;
5. Øóøà ãàëàñûíûí ýöìöø à÷àðëàðû.

1. The founder of Garabagh khanate Panah khan.
2. Panah khan’s tombstone.
State symbols of Garabagh khanate:
3. Silver coin.
4. Panah Khan’s scalper.
5. Silver keys of Shusha fortress.
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Garabagh,  were  established  in  the  territory  of  the
former Ganja–Garabagh district. Let us look  individu-
ally  at the Garabagh khanate, for the territorial claims
of Armenians against Azerbaijan are linked mainly with
it.27

3. GARABAGH KHANATE

3.1. Restoration of the Azerbaijan statehood
tradition in Garabagh

The founder of the Garabagh khanate, one of the
newly-independent Azerbaijan states following the
downfall of Nadir shah Afshar's empire, was Panahali
bay  Javanshir,  one  of  the  distinguished  statesmen  of
Azerbaijan. He was born in the village of Sarijali, Gara-
bagh. Vizier of the Garabagh  khanate  and  historian
Mirza Jamal writes:  "After  gaining  rule  over  Gara-
bagh, Ganja, Tiflis  and  Shirvan  districts,  the  deceased
Nadir  shah would  call  all  the  brave  and  laborious
people  he  had met and knew in the districts and vil-
lages, employ them to high positions and provide them
with salary, respect and career. Among them was Panah
khan, who was known as Panahali bay Sarijali Javan-
shir, who was distinguished in every field, for bravery in
wars and fights, particularly in the wars of the deceased
Nadir with the troops of Rome (means the wars against
the Ottoman Empire in 1730's – Y.M., K.Sh.)". Howe-
ver, after the Mughan congress*, Nadir began to punish
sternly the people of Garabagh who did not want to
accept his power and to exile the Turkish-Moslem pop-
ulation of this district to Afghanistan and Khorasan.
Panahali bay's brother, Fazlali khan was executed for
rejecting this measure. Seeing this, Panahali bay made
use of the fact that the Shah was in Khorasan, and he
ran to the Garabagh district with several of his relatives
and kindred in 1737—1738. When the shah received the
news about his escape, he sent heralds to catch him on
the way. However, they failed. Nadir sent resolute
decrees to the viceroy of Azerbaijan, rulers of Ganja,
Tiflis and Shirvan demanding to catch and bring to him
Panah khan wherever they might find him. Panah khan's
family and other relatives were punished and given a fine
by the shah's order, but it was in vain.28

Thus, even when Nadir was alive, Panahali bay
refused to obey him and tried to rule his native land
Garabagh independently. Consequently, following
Nadir shah's death, an independent Azerbaijan state –
Garabagh khanate, was created in the lands of
Garabagh (Map 5).
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* Mughan congress took place in March, 1736. Here Nadir conducted
"shah elections" in order to legalize his power. 
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Now, after the Garabagh khanate was announced as
an independent state, the main task was to achieve its
strengthening. One of the first steps taken by Panah
khan in this field was to bring back the Turkish-Moslem
population of Garabagh, whom Nadir had exiled. The
return of the internally displaced persons and their set-
tlement in their native lands strengthened the Garabagh
khanate. The future khan of Garabagh, 15-year old
Ibrahimkhalil, was also among those coming back first.

When the Garabagh khanate was created, the cities
of Tabriz, Ardabil, Ganja, Shamakhi, Baku, Nakh-
chivan, Shaki and Darband were not yet established
here, whereas the presence of such socioeconomic cen-
ters was of great importance for the further development
of the khanates. New defensive installations, as well as
the building of new cities, should be regarded as valu-
able military-political and construction achievements of
Panah khan. 

One of the first steps taken in this direction was the
building of the Bayat castle in 1748, the name of which
was linked with an ancient Azerbaijan–Turkish tribe –
Bayats. "Khan gathered his entire family, relatives and
all the family-members of the region's elders. The people
living nearby, even many men and artisans of Tabriz
and Ardabil districts hearing about Panah khan's
progress, his behavior and love, moved here with their
families and settled in the Bayat castle".29

Panah khan's activity in the field of independent state
building resulted in the state's official recognition. Mirza
Jamal writes: "In the Moslem year of 1161, Christian
year of 1745 (1748 in fact – Y.M., K.Sh.), the decree
signed by Adil shah on providing Panah khan with the
title of khan and his appointment to the position of the
ruler of Garabagh, as well as precious gifts, a horse with
golden saddle and a sword adorned with jewelry reached
the Bayat castle, where they were living at that time,
through a close relative of the Vicegerent Amir Aslan".30

Adil shah's decree was in fact a tardy document. The
true "power" had been gained before the shah's decree
and was regardless of him.31

The unsuccessful attack of the Shaki khanate on Ga-
rabagh played an important role in Panah khan's recog-
nition as the "Ruler of Garabagh". The khan of Shaki,
Haji Chalabi stated after his unsuccessful Bayat incur-
sion in 1748: "So far Panah khan was a silver without
coin, we came, minted this coin with his name and came
back" (in other words, "Panahali khan had declared him-
self khan, and I confirmed his position with my defeat").
These words of Haji Chalabi khan, which became a say-
ing among people, had in fact a much stronger effect
than Adil shah's decree. Ahmad bay Javanshir* writes:
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* Ahmad bay Javanshir (1828–1903) – historian, one of the authors of
"Garabaghname"
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"…After this victory (Bayat fight – Y.M., K.Sh.), the leg-
end about the bravery of Panah khan, which became
wide-spread everywhere, subjected all the Moslem tribes
living in Garabagh at that time to him without wars".32

At the same time, the Bayat fight exposed that this
castle was not going to stand future historical tests.
Therefore, a new castle had to be built. Mirza Adigirzal
bay* writes: "Panah khan built a castle in Tarnakut,
which was known as Shahbulag. He ordered to build
mosques, houses, charsu (square, bazaar square – Y.M.,
K.Sh.) and bathhouses with stone and lime. He finished
all of these in 1165 (1751 – Y.M., K.Sh.) and made that
place his abode".33

3.2. Kurakchay treaty

As Panah khan strengthened, the destructive activity
of feudals-maliks, who supported a scattered type of
state increased also. Preventing this became a vital job
from the military-political point of view. Otherwise, the
territorial-administrative unity of khanate could be lost.
Original sources confirm as well this historical truth.

Mir Mehdi Khazani** was very correct in writing:
"The five mahals (regions) in Garabagh were together
called the Region of Khamsa before, but now they all
have different names…"34 Mirza Adigirzal bay wrote
about the feudal malikliks: "One of these mahals is
Dizag. Their malik is Malik Yegan. He ran away from
Lori***, sat on the throne of malik during the reign of
Nadir shah at his order and gained respect. 

The second mahal is Varander. Their maliks were
maliks of the Shahnazarly dynasty. They belong to a
more ancient generation and enjoy greater trust. The
noblemen of Goycha**** were their ancestors. Later
they escaped from Goycha, came to Garabagh and
became drunk with power after drinking the bowl of the
position of malik in Varander mahal.

The third mahal is Khachin. Their malik is Hasan
Jalalyan's son. (They) made the bride of power beautiful
and (became rulers). After this family was deprived of the
rank of malik, this mahal had no independent malik.
Finally, the deceased Panah khan Javanshir's "Sun of
statehood" and "flag of majesty" raised on the horizon of
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* Mirza Adigirzal bay (1780–1848) – historian. He served first in the
law-court of the khan of Garabagh, then in the Russian army. One of
the authors of "Garabaghname"
** Mir Mehdi Khazani (1819–1894) historian. One of the authors of
"Garabaghnamer"
*** Lori –  one of the settlements in Azerbaijan. Destroyed in the XIV
century. Called also Tashir. It was officially annexed to the Armenian
SSR in 1921
**** Goycha – name of a place in Western Azerbaijan, believed to take
its name from that of Goycha lake mentioned firstly in relation with
events of the V century. Shah Ismayil's decree in 1510 mentions the
Goycha mahal. It was one of the mahals of the Iravan khanate, when
the latter was created. After the Russian invasion, it became a part of
the Yeni Bayazid area. During the Soviet period it was given to
Armenia which has been formed as a state in the historical Azerbaijani
lands. In 1930, the name of Azerbaijani word "Goycha" was changed
into "Sevan" by Armenians
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power and lighted all parts of the Garabagh district with
splendor and luxury. At the order of officials of this eter-
nal state Malik Mirza khan from Khinziristan (modern
name – Khindiristan – Y.M., K.Sh.)… minted the coin of
the rank of malik with his name. Further, his son
Allahverdi and grandson Malik Gahraman… raised the
flag of maliklik to the skies.

The fourth mahal is Chilerbird. Their malik is Malik
Allahgulu. They are originally from Maghaviz*. They
came and became maliks in Chilerbird and settled in a
really strong country in the middle of the Tartar River.
They made the Chermukh castle (short name of
Chilerbird – Y.M., K.Sh.), which had very difficult roads
their abode, shelter and habitation. They appropriated
Chilerbird independently and gained great fame…Nadir
shah…gave him the rank and robe of sultan…

The fifth mahal is Talish. Their malik is Malik Usub.
They sprang up from Shirvan. For some time they lived
in the village of Talish. Many of them became maliks
more than once. Further, Malik Usub occupied the
Gulustan castle and settled there"35 (Table 3.1).

Thus,  except  for  Khachin,  other  malikliks  and  the
generations they  belonged  to  were  not  originally   from
Garabagh and had come to this land from other places.
They were not Armenians, but  representatives  of the
former Alban generations. Therefore, the fact that
Armenian  nationalists  in order to justify the territorial
claims against Azerbaijan consider those malikliks as a
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* Maghaviz, Magovuz – settlement built by the people coming from the
"Maku" district of Iravan province in the XVII century. Its name was
created by adding the name of the "Uz" tribe to the word "Maku".
During the power of czarist Russia, it was a part of the Zangazur uezd,
Yelizavetpol (Ganja) gubernia. During the Soviet power, it was within
the Gafan region of Armenian SSR. Armenians have also changed this
historical name. Its name was changed into "Kakhnout" by the decree
of the Armenian SSR Supreme Soviet Presidium in June 29, 1949
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Garabagh malikliks

 3.1 Table 3.1

1603

1637  ( )

(
)

( )

Name
of the

maliklik When

Immigration to Garabagh

From where

Varander 1603 Goycha mahal

1637 Zangazur (Sunik)

Created in the 
XVIII century

Local

Early XVIII century Lori district

Early XVIII century
Shirvan (Nij village,
Gabala sultanate)

Chilerbird

Khachin

Dizag

Gulustan
(Talish)
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continuance of the "Armenian statehood" is radically
wrong, or rather scientific falsification. On the other
hand, the immigrant maliks failed to create even a small
state union after gaining power over the mahals in Gara-
bagh. They could not rise above the level of the heads  of
mahals, who lived in an isolated condition and  often
fought against each other. There is no root of theirs  in
Garabagh in the period before the XVII century. "Maliks
represented the forces which wanted strengthening of the
feudal disorderliness in  Garabagh".36 The separatist-cen-
trifugal activity of maliks hindered the centralization
work going on in the khanate and the entire country.
Their participation in the alien forces' attacks on
Garabagh struck a hard blow to the independence of the
Garabagh khanate. Therefore, the measures taken in
order to eliminate the separatist trends of malikliks were
not ethnic conflict, but a fight against the attempts upon
the independence of the Garabagh khanate.

The first among the Khamsa maliks to recognize the
independence of Panah khan's power was Malik
Shahnazar. This was achieved through marriage diplo-
macy. In other words Ibrahimkhalil khan married Malik
Shahnazar's daughter Hurzat.

The malik of Khachin Ulubab recognized Panah
khan's power after he was defeated in Balligaya.
Nevertheless, the hostile policy of Dizag, Chilerbird and
Talish maliks went on for several years. Ahmad bay
Javanshir writes: "After the fierce resistance of the malik
of Tugh or Dizag, Malik Yegan, together with his sons
and relatives, who kept the money of treasure, gathered
from neighboring provinces, where some of them were
killed, and some adopted Islam… Malik of Chilerbird,
Allahgulu Sultan first accepted his power, but later he
was killed on Panah khan's order after being accused of
treason. His brother, Malik Hatam went into alliance
with the fifth malik of Talish, Malik Usub and defended
their settlements from attacks by Panah khan's  forces
for a long time, but retreated to the impregnable
Jermukh castle after being defeated in the Mardakerd vil-
lage. After staying in the castle for about a year, he had
to look for a shelter in foreign countries. However, his
political activity did not end with this. That is, later on,
both he and his sons (son of the first – Malik Majnun)
were constantly attacking Garabagh…"37 The achieve-
ments of Panah khan in subordinating the maliks, was
continued by his son Ibrahim khan.

The Maliks of Garabagh, Yesay from Dizag, Majnun
from Chilerbird and Baylaryan from Gulustan refused to
subordinate themselves to Ibrahim khan. However,
Malik Shahnazar from Varander and Mirza khan from
Khachin accepted his power and joined the patriotic
alliance of forces he had created.

The allies encircled  the Tugh castle in 1781. Malik
Yesay  surrendered  and  Malik  Bahtam  came to power
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here.  However,  soon  he  also  appeared  to  be  treach-
erous.

From 1783 Russia began to intervene as well in the
struggle between separatist maliks and Ibrahim khan.
Intending to occupy the South Caucasus, Russia tried to
create a "Christian state" in the Azerbaijan territory, or
rather its supporter here with the help of those maliks.
Ibrahim khan managed to gather the hostile maliks in
Shusha with the help of his high diplomatic skill. Based
on documents, he proved that (Italicized by us – Y.M.,
K.Sh.) they betrayed the Garabagh khanate and arrested
them.

Malik Majnun and Abov were put into the Shusha
jail; Malik Bahtam was given to the khan of Ardabil for
his faults. The ally of the maliks, Catholicos of Ganjasar
Monastery Johannes and his brother were arrested and
put in jail as well.

However, the maliks managed to escape from the
Shusha jail. They came to Tiflis and began to prepare the
coup-d'etat against the Garabagh khanate with the help
of the Georgian tzar Irakli the Second (1744–1798) and
the Russian colonel Burnashov. The enemies, beginning a
"crusade" against the Garabagh khanate, approached
Ganja. However, this "crusade" failed due to the start of
the Russian–Turkish war in 1787–1791. Ibrahim khan
managed to preserve the integrity of the independent
Garabagh khanate.

Agha Mahammad Gajar (1742–1797), who came to
power in Iran in the summer of 1795, attacked Gara-
bagh. The 33-day siege of Shusha was unsuccessful. After
Shusha, he attacked Tiflis. Agha Mahammad Gajar had
to retreat after the attack of Russian troops commanded
by V.Zubov.38 When the Russian tzarina Catherine the
Second (1764–1796) died, V.Zubov was called back from
Azerbaijan. In 1797, Agha Mahammad Gajar attacked
Garabagh once again and captured Shusha, but then he
was killed there.

In late 18th and early 19th centuries, the invasive
activity of Russia in South Caucasus, including
Azerbaijan  increased.  In  1801,  Georgia  was  annexed
to  the   Russian  Empire.  The  Jar-Balakan  area  (1803)
and  Ganja  khanate  (1804)  of   Azerbaijan   were  occu-
pied.

Under such circumstances, Ibrahim khan concluded
an agreement with the commander of Russian troops
P.D.Sisianov in Kurakchay.39 Pursuant to the Kurakchay
treaty (Document 2), the Garabagh khanate was
annexed to Russia specially as a Moslem-Azerbaijan ter-
ritory. The Kurakchay treaty, which reflects a historical
reality, is at the same time a reliable document proving
that Garabagh, as well as its mountainous part, belongs
to the Azerbaijani people.
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4. GARABAGH UNDER THE
RUSSIAN EMPIRE

4.1. The czarist regime in Garabagh.
Massive resettlement of Armenians

to Garabagh

By the Kurakchay treaty of 1805 the Garabagh
khanate in fact was annexed to Russia ( p 6). Keeping
the Khan Dominion another 17 years conveyed a strate-
gic purpose. Ibrahim khan's execution in 1806 demon-
strated Russia's rejection of every law.40 Under this condi-
tion of dominion of Mehdigulu khan (1806–1822), the
son of Ibrahim khan was not stable.  Under this condi-
tion the czar strengthened the occupying regime and in
order to firmly establish the khanate territory tried to
weaken the economic condition of the ruling Moslem
strata, and vice versa to raise Grigorianized and
Armenianized Albans whom he considered supportive to
his superior position. After the abolition of the khanate,
curfew  administrative  rule  (as  in  the  other  territories
of North Azerbaijan) was established here as well  and it
included the Military-Moslem district* (Center Shusha)
(Map 7). At that time lieutenant-general V.G.Madatov
(1782–1829), who had taken part in  annexation opera-
tions of the Russian army and who was Armenian by
origin, established an Armenian-Russian annexation
regime  in the true sense of the word. As a result of the
influence  of  the  1830  uprisings**,  the  czar  carried out
administrative- military reform on April 10, 1840. In
accordance with this reform the Garabagh region had
been changed to the Shusha uezd and put under the
Caspian province's supervision (Center Shamakhi)
(Map 8). With that the Garabagh notion had lost its polit-
ical meaning and stayed only as a geographical notion.

During the administrative territorial division of 1846,
the Shusha uezd had been put under the newly  estab-
lished Shamakhi province's (since 1859 Baku) supervi-
sion (Map 9). In 1867 when the Yelizavetpol gubernia
had been established, the Shusha uezd was put under it's
supervision. The territory of Shusha uezd was divided
and three additional uezds: Zangazur, Javanshir and
Jabrail were created here (Map 10). By that the Shusha
uezd also lost its administrative-political ruling. Such
administrative territorial division had been carried out
for that specific purpose. These reforms gave a wide-
spread opportunity to Armenians to be represented in
the ruling system.41
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* A new district which has been named "Military–Moslem district"
once again confirms that Garabagh belongs to Azerbaijani people.
** After Turkmanchay treaty (1828) the czarist Russia an unbearable
military-colonial regime established in Azerbaijan. That's why  the
anticolonial uprising took place in 1830 in Jar–Balakan, in 1831 in
Lankaran, in 1837 in Guba, in 1838 in Shaki.
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Czarism occupying North Azerbaijan territories at
the same time carried out the Armenianization policy of
the territories. Since the Turkmanchay treaty of 1828
(Document 3) this event had become more regular and
purposeful. The resettlement of the Armenians from Iran
to North Azerbaijan was confirmed by the XV article of
this treaty. Due to this article the shah gives officials and
inhabitants a year to move from Iran province to Russia
with their families freely from that day, to carry posses-
sions and sell immovable property without fixing customs
and  tax  prices  to  their  properties  and  goods  for  sale
without laying obstacles of governmental and local author-
ities. As far as the immovable property concerned 5  year
period  is determined for  its  selling  or  for  decision to be
taken  on  it.42

This article has been purposefully included in the
Turkmanchay treaty ensuring that Armenians could
massively and freely move from Iran to North
Azerbaijan including Garabagh.  ''Legal-political'' guar-
antee and organizational  measures have been taken
related to the resettlement of Armenians.

By the Adirna treaty of 1829, resettlement of
Armenians from the Ottoman Empire to the recently
occupied  North  Azerbaijan  territories  began  to  be
carried  out43.  One  of  the principal  directions  in  the
resettlement of Armenians  was  Garabagh  lands  (Docu-
ment 4).

During the abolition of the Garabagh khanate the
ethnic composition of its population was reflected in a
"Description" which was compiled by instruction of the
commander-in-chief of the Russian army in Caucasus
A.P.Yermolov (1816–1827).44 If we compare statistics
(since 1593) we can see that despite the Armenianization
policy carried out in Garabagh the Azerbaijanis formed
a majority of the population again. According to the
"Description" from 20,095 families in Garabagh province
15,729 were Azerbaijanis (1.111 in the city, 14.618 in the
village), – 4366 were Armenians (421 in the city,  3.945  in

ÃÀÐÀÁÀÜ    GARABAGH 33

« , -

. ,

- ,
- .»

. .

«Your majesty, do not allow Armenians
to settle in the central lands of Russia by
any means. They are such a race, which
having lived there for several decades,
would start declaring all over the world, that
these places were their primordial lands.»

A.S.Qriboyedov
Abstract from the letter to Russian emperor
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the  village)45.   It  should  be noted that a majority of
these Armenians were Grigorianized and Armenianized
former  Albans.  As  a  result  of  mass  resettlement of
Armenians to Garabagh there appeared new Armenian
villages (Maraghaly, Janyatag, etc.).46 (Some time later
Armenians erected monuments in Garabagh "in honour"
of their resettlement, but in 80s of XX century during ter-
ritorial claims they falsified them. – Y.M., K.Sh.) During
only  two  (1828–30) years  40000  Armenians  from  Iran,
90000  Armenians  from  the Ottoman  Empire  were  reset-
tled to North Azerbaijan as well as in Garabagh.47 Official
information put their number at over 200000  together with
unofficial Armenian immigrants. After resettlement the
Armenians' number in the ethnic composition of
Garabagh started growing.

4.2. Completion of Grigorianization and
Armenianization of Azerbaijan-Alban

population of Garabagh

As was mentiond above the grigorianization and
armenianization of Alban population of Daghlig Gara-
bagh was a long process:

1. The aborigines of Garabagh as the population of
other North Azerbaijan lands (Albania) have been Alban
tribes;

2. At the beginning of the 4th century in some
places of Albania, including here, Christianity was
spread;

3. During the Arabian caliphate's occupation and
rule in VII–IX centuries the Islamic religion was spread
in the country, but Albans living in the mountainous part
of Garabagh remained Christians;

4. Armenian–Grigorian missionaries immigrated to
the South Caucasus and used favarable conditions estab-
lished as a result of the Arabian caliphate's occupation
and began to grigorianize and then armenianize
Christian–Alban population of the mountainous part of
Garabagh. The historical process of armenianization
lasted longer than grigorianization;

5. The Christian population in the mountainous part
of Garabagh called themselves Albans in the letter to
Peter the first. This proves that, they didn't yet consider
themselves Armenians at the beginning of XVIII century.

From the beginning of XVIII century during the
armenianization process of Albans a fundamental
change took place. 

Intervention by Russia in the region, resettlement of
Armenians from other countries to South Caucasus,
including Azerbaijan strengthened here the Armenian
factor. This policy was the turning point in the history of
grigorianized Albans living in the mountainous  part  of 
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1. Åðìÿíèëÿðèí Èðàíäàí Øèìàëè Àçÿðáàéúàí òîðïàãëàðûíà
(Íàõ÷ûâàí, Èðÿâàí, Ãàðàáàü) êþ÷öðöëìÿñè (Ðóñ ðÿññàìû
Â.Ìàøêîâóí ÷ÿêäèéè øÿêèë). 1828-úè èë.
2. Åðìÿíèëÿðèí Èðàíäàí Øèìàëè Àçÿðáàéúàíà êþ÷öðöëìÿëÿðèíèí
150 èëëèéè ìöíàñèáÿòè èëÿ ãîéäóãëàðû àáèäÿ. Àüäÿðÿ
(Ìàðäàêåðò), 1978-úè èë.
3. Ùÿìèí àáèäÿíèí åðìÿíèëÿðèí êþ÷öðöëìÿñè òàðèõèíè  ýþñòÿðÿí
(“150 èë”) ùèññÿñèíèí ñåïàðàò÷ûëàð  òÿðÿôèíäÿí ñþêöëäöêäÿí
ñîíðàêû ýþðöíöøö. Àüäÿðÿ (Ìàðäàêåðò),1988-úè èë.

1. Replacement of Armenians from Iran to the North
Azerbaijan territories (Nakhchivan, Iravan, Garabagh) (picture
by the Russian painter V.Mashkov). 1828. 
2. The monument laid by Armenians on the occasion of the
150th anniversary of their replacement from Iran to North
Azerbaijan. Aghdere (Mardakert), 1978. 
3. View of that monument after the part of it showing the date
of replacement (“150 years”) was pulled down by the
Armenian separatists. Aghdere (Mardakert), 1988. 
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Garabagh. Their armenianization process entered the
last stage.

During the Russia–Turkey wars (1804–1813, 1826–
1828) and Russian–Iran wars (1806–1812, 1828–1829),
especially after 1828 Turkmanchay and 1829 Adirna
treaties massive resettlement of Armenians from Iran
and Ottomon States to other regions of Azerbaijan
including Garabagh ended the armenianization process
of the grigorianized aborigines – Albans. In 1836 Alban
catholicism was annulled.* Only after this it is possible to
use the word "armenian" in connection with the Alban
population, and it can be used tentatively!

Despite  all  this,  Daghlig  Garabagh  Armenians
compared  to  other  Armenians  have  always   histori-
cally kept  their  specific  features  connected with their
Alban roots. 

4.3. Beginning of Armenian genoside
against Azerbaijanis in Azerbaijan

including Garabagh 

After the 1830's the Armenians' mass resettlement to
North Azerbaijan  lands,  as  well as to Garabagh con-
tinued. Russian  scholar  in  Caucasian Studies
N.Shavrov wrote that (1911) more than 1 million
Armenians out of 1,3 mln. in Caucasus were immigrants.48

Despite this since 1916, 51% of the population again
was Azerbaijani and 46% was Armenian (together with
local Alban origin Armenians – Y.M., K.Sh.) in
Garabagh   (within  the khanate borders).49 Settlement
of  Armenians  in  the  mountainous  part  of  Garabagh 

near the aborigines (grigorianized and armenianized
Albans) who practiced the same  religion   became   wide-
spread. This  was done in order  to  provide compact  liv-
ing of immigrant Armenians and carried a strategic aim. 

The strengthening of the administrative-management
system  of Armenians,  and  the  mechanical  increasing of 
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ïðåäñòîÿùàÿ ðàñïðîäàæà Ìóãàíè èíîðîäöàì.

Ñ.Ïåòåðáóðã. 1911, ñ. 64

«1 million out of 1.3 million
Armenians, living in Transcaucasia, are
immigrants. We have moved them to this
area.»

N.N.Shavrov
"New threat to Russian business in Transcaucasia:

forthcoming sale of Mugan to foreigners".

St. Petersburg. 1911, page 64 

* :
. 111 (159-160- ).

* For additional information about Alban and Grigorian churches see
page 111 (159-160 notes).



Ýþâùÿð àüà ìÿñúèäè. 1883-1884-úö èëëÿð. Ìåìàð Êÿðáÿëàéè
Ñÿôèõàí Ãàðàáàüè (1817-1910). Øóøà øÿùÿðè.

Girvhar Agha Mosque. 1883-1884. Architect Karbalayi
Safikhan Garabaghi (1817-1910). Shusha city. 
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Ãàðàáàüûí ýþðêÿìëè øàèð, éàçû÷û âÿ ÿäÿáèééàòøöíàñëàðûí-
äàí:
1.Ìîëëà Ïÿíàù Âàãèô (1717-1797); 2. Õóðøèäáàíó Íàòÿâàí
(1832-1897); 3. Ìèð Ìþùñöí Íÿââàá (1833-1918); 4. Ãàñûì
áÿé Çàêèð (1784-1857); 5.ßáäöððÿùèì áÿé Hàãâåðäèéåâ
(1870-1933); 6. Ôèðèäóí áÿé Êþ÷ÿðëè (1863-1920); 7. Ùÿìèäÿ
õàíûì Úàâàíøèð (1873-1955); 8. Íÿúÿô áÿé Âÿçèðîâ (1854-
1926); 9. Éóñèô Âÿçèð ×ÿìÿíçÿìèíëè (1887-1943). 
10. Ñöëåéìàí Ðÿùèìîâ (1900-1983); 11. ßëè Âÿëèéåâ (1901-
1983); 12. Èëéàñ ßôÿíäèéåâ (1914-1996).

Distinguished poets, writers and literary critics
from Garabagh: 
1. Mullah Panah Vagif (1717-1797); 2. Khurshudbanu
Natavan (1832-1897); 3. Mir Mirhsun Navvub (1833-1918); 4.
Gassim bay Zakir (1784-1857); 5. Abdurrahim bay
Hagverdiyev (1870-1933); 6. Firidun bay Kocharli (1863-
1920); 7. Hamida khanum Javanshir (1873-1955); 8. Najaf
bay Vazirov (1854-1926); 9. Yusif Vazir Chamanzaminli (1887-
1943); 10. Suleyman Rahimov (1900-1983); 11. Ali Valiyev
(1901-1983); 12 Ilyas Afandiyev (1914-1996)
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Ãàðàáàüûí äöíéà øþùðÿòëè áÿñòÿêàð âÿ ìöüÿííèëÿðèíäÿí:

1. Öçåéèð áÿé Ùàúûáÿéëè (1885-1948); 2. Çöëôöãàð áÿé Ùà-
úûáÿéëè (1884-1950);  3. Ôèêðÿò ßìèðîâ (1922-1984) ; 4. Ñîë-
òàí Ùàúûáÿéëè (1919-1974); 5. Íèéàçè (1912-1984); 6. Ñöëåé-
ìàí ßëÿñýÿðîâ (1924-2000); 7. Áöëáöë (1897-1961); 8. Ðÿøèä
Áåùáóäîâ (1915-1989);  9. Ñàäûãúàí (1846-1902); 10. Õàí
Øóøèíñêè (1901-1979); 11. Ñåéèä Øóøèíñêè (1889-1965); 12.
Àðèô Áàáàéåâ (1938).

The world-famous composers and singers from
Karabakh:

1. Uzeyir bay Hajibayli (1885-1948); 2. Zulfugar bay Hajibayli
(1884-1950); 3. Fikrat Amirov (1922-1984); 4. Soltan
Hajibayli (1919-1974); 5. Niyazi (1912-1984); 6. Suleyman
Alasgarov (1924-2000); 7. Bulbul (1897-1961);  8. Rashid
Behbudov (1915-1989); 9. Sadigjan (1846-1902); 10. Khan
Shushinski (1901-1979); 11. Seyid Shushinski (1889-1965);
12. Arif Babayev (1938).
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their  number   by  way  of  resettlement  was  followed
by the strengthening of their economic potential as well
as.50 As a result of comprehensive supporting and favorab-
le conditions established by czarism  Armenians became
stronger in the economic life of  Garabagh.

As a result of a supportive and purposeful policy of
the Russian empire enhanced economic potential had
been achieved by Armenians. In North Azerbaijan, the
discriminatory policy of czarism during the abolishment
of the commitment system upon oil-bearing lands in
1872, began to draw great attention in Baku. As a result
Azerbaijanis received only 5%, but Armenians received
more than 50% of land areas. 55 big and middle compa-
nies out of 167 operating in Baku belonged to
Armenians, etc. A comprehensive program for increas-
ing the cultural-educational level of Armenians was also
established at this time.51 Despite this Garabagh and its
center, Shusha city, still remained one of the administra-
tive-political and cultural centers of the Azerbaijani
people. Despite  all  these obstacles  and counteraction
of czarist ruling and its colonial policy servants,
Garabagh,  was  being  developed  as  an  Azerbaijan
land.

So, for a short time Armenians massively settled in
North Azerbaijan as well as in the Caucasus while
obtaining widespread opportunities provided by czarist
Russia for administrative- political, socio-administrative
and cultural development. Thus they began clearly fight-
ing for the realization of a "Great Armenia" idea in
Azerbaijan lands. One of the main parts of this idea was
to annihilate the local Azerbaijani population of
Garabagh, Iravan, Nakhchivan and other Azerbaijan
lands and capture the lands where the Azerbaijanis were
living. As Armenians' revolts rose against the Ottoman
state starting in 1890 had not been successful the center
of this fight became North Azerbaijan.52

Beginning  in 1905 Armenians  committed  mass
genocide  against  the  Azerbaijani  people.  The genocide
policy of Armenians against Azerbaijanis in Garabagh
was more tragic.53 Even the 1905–1906 annihilation car-
ried out by Armenians didn't satisfy them. They tried
their  best  to  use  the  historic  condition  caused  by  the
First World War to establish mythic a "Great Armenia"
state. Failing in new revolts against the Ottoman  state in
1915  Armenians  gathered  their forces  in  the  South
Caucasus and began  to  continue their  genocide  against
Azerbaijanis.  Because  of  anarchy in the Caucasus with
the overthrowing of czarist government (1917,
February), then the seizing of power by  Bolsheviks  in
Russia  (1917,  October)  –  during  this long-term  his-
toric  period  Armenian  armed  groups  serving   in  the
Russian  army  joined with Bolsheviks and began a new
period of more terrible annihilation against Azerbai-
janis. New mass genocides, beginning with the March
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Ñÿíÿòêàðëûã õöñóñèééÿòëÿðè âÿ ýþçÿëëèéè èëÿ äöíéàäà
øþùðÿò ãàçàíìûø Ãàðàáàü õàë÷àëàðû âÿ õàë÷à ìÿìóëàòû:

1. Ãàðàáàü  õàë÷àñû (ôðàãìåíò). ÕÂÛ ÿñð.
2. Ãàðàáàü õàë÷àñû. ÕÂÛÛ ÿñð.

Garabagh carpets and rugs famous in the world for their
artistic features and beauty: 

1. Garabagh carpet (fragment). XVI c. 
2. Garabagh carpet. XVII c. 

ÃÀÐÀÁÀÜ    GARABAGH 41

1

2



3. Ãàðàáàü õàë÷àñû. ÕÂÛÛ ÿñð.
4. Ãàðàáàü  õàë÷àñû (fraqment). ÕÂÛÛÛ ÿñð. 

3. Garabagh carpet. ÕÂÛÛ c.
4. Garabagh carpet (fragment). ÕÂÛÛI c.
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5. Ãàðàáàü “×ÿëÿáè” õàë÷àñû. ÕÛÕ ÿñð (1897-úè èë).
6. Ãàðàáàü “Ãàñûìóøàüû” õàë÷àñû. ÕÕ ÿñð (1912-úè èë).

5. Ýàðàáàýù “Chalaby” carpet. ÕÛÕ ú. (1897). 
6. Ýàðàáàýù “Gasimushaghi” carpet. ÕÕ ú. (1912). 
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5. Ãàðàáàü “×ÿëÿáè” õàë÷àñû. ÕÛÕ ÿñð (1897-úè èë).
6. Ãàðàáàü “Ãàñûìóøàüû” õàë÷àñû. ÕÕ ÿñð (1912-úè èë).

5. Ýàðàáàýù “Chalaby” carpet. ÕÛÕ ú. (1897). 
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genocide of 1918 in Baku dealt a heavy blow  to  the
Azerbaijani  people.54 By establishing  the Azerbaijan
Peoples Republic a new period began in Azerbaijan his-
tory. The Azerbaijan Peoples Republic averted complete
annihilation of the Azerbaijan people by  armed
Armenian band of robbers and dashnak-bolshevik
regime in North Azerbaijan.

5. GARABAGH IN THE PERIOD
OF THE AZERBAIJAN PEOPLES 
REPUBLIC  (1918–1920)

On May 28, 1918, after Russian bondage continuing
approximately 120 years, Azerbaijan established a new
independent state in North Azerbaijan. In its
Independence declaration the Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic (APR) declared its legal inheritance of North
Azerbaijan lands occupied by Russia according to the
Gulustan (1813) and Turkmanchay (1828) Treaties. The
first article of Independence declaration said: "Since
today peoples of Azerbaijan have sovereign rights,
Azerbaijan consisting of East and South Transcaucasus
is a full-rights independent state".55 The Azerbaijan
Peoples Republic  also  published  a  map  of  its  territo-
ry and well-founded  from  a  legal-political  aspect (Map
11).  It  goes  without  saying  Garabagh  as  an  integral
part of Azerbaijan together with other North Azerbaijan
lands belonged to the territory of Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic. But at that time the recently declared
Armenian (Ararat)  republic  was  also  laying  a  ground-
less claim to Garabagh. The Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic  rejected  this  claim.  Chairman  of  Parliament
of the Azerbaijan Peoples Republic A.M.Topchubashov
(1862–1934) announced at the negotiations held on
November 18, 1918 with the Minister of Foreign Affairs
of  the  Ottoman  State:  "The  Garabagh  issue  is  thrown
into  the  middle  is  not  an issue  of  5  or  10  villages,  the
dispute  is  on  the  whole 4  sanjags – Shusha,  Javanshir,
Jabrayil   and  Zangazur.  It  is  a  territory  of  such
khanate  where  the  number  of  Armenians  and Azerbai-
janis isn't equal, and there isn't any basis to speak about
the absolute majority of Armenians and also they are not
local inhabitants  of  this  territory.  They  are  resettled
here  after  war  with Russia from Turkey… Finally,
Armenians in Garabagh  do not live densely but alongside
Moslems. Despite this  we  are  supporters  of  a   peaceful
solution  of  this  issue".56

Armenians  continued  annihilations  that  had  taken
place before also during the Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic  period. Taking  into  consideration  the  situa-
tion  in  January, 1919  the  Azerbaijan government
established Garabagh   general   –   governorship which



Ãàðàáàü ýåéèìëÿðè:
1. Ãàäûí ýåéèìè. ÕÛÕ ÿñð; 2. Êèøè ýåéèìè. ÕÛÕ ÿñð; 3.
×ÿïêÿí. ÕÛÕ ÿñð; 4-5. Àðõàëûã. Ãàäûí öñò ýåéèìè. ÕÛÕ ÿñð.

Garabagh dresses:
1. Women's dress. XIX c.; 2. Men's dress. XIX c.; 3.
Chapkan. XIX c.; 4-5. Arkhalig. Women's outdoor-clothes.
XIX c. 
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1. Áàùàðû (ôðàãìåíò). ÕÛÕ ÿñð; 2. Ðöáÿíä. ÕÛÕ ÿñð; 3.
Úîðàá. ÕÛÕ ÿñð; 4. Áàøìàã. ÕÛÕ ÿñð.

1. Bahari (fragment). XIX c.; 2. Veil. XIX c.; 3. Socks. XIX c.;
4. Shoe. XIX c. 
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: «... Åùå äî ñîçäà-
íèÿ â Êàðàáàõå ìóñàâàòñêîé âëàñòè (ò.å. Àçåðáàéä-
æàíñêîé Äåìîêðàòè÷åñêîé Ðåñïóáëèêè –ß.Ì., Ê.Ø.)
òóäà áûë íàçíà÷åí ñî ñòîðîíû òóðåöêèõ âëàñòåé (ò.å.
Àçåðáàéäæàíñêîé Äåìîêðàòè÷åñêîé Ðåñïóáëèêîé –
ß.Ì., Ê.Ø.) ãåíåðàë-ãóáåðíàòîð Êàðàáàõà, è âîò â ýòî
âðåìÿ ïîÿâëÿåòñÿ íîâûé òåðìèí – Íàãîðíûé Êà-
ðàáàõ, ñîçäàííûé äàøíàêàìè. Íå äîâîëüñòâóÿñü
áåçãðàíè÷íûìè áîéíÿìè, âûçâàííûìè â Òóðåöêîé
Àðìåíèè, ïàðòèÿ «Äàøíàêöóòþí», ïîñëå ñäà÷è

contained  the Shusha, Javanshir, Jabrayil and Zangazur
uezds. Kh.Sultanov was  appointed to this post. Minister
of Foreign Affairs of Armenia (Ararat Republic) S.Tig-
ranyan protested against establishing Garabagh gover-
nor-general administration but in response the Azerbai-
jan Peoples Republic government called it groundless
and these territories were stated as an integral part of
Azerbaijan.57 Territorial claims of Armenians from  one
side,  worsening  the  relations  first  with English, then
with Americans on the other side, made the  Garabagh
governor-general  work  in  a  tense  situation. 

At the end of 1919 – in spring of 1920 Armenian-
dashnak armed band of robbers committed an attack
and massive massacre against the peaceful Azerbaijani
population in Zangazur.58

Armenians didn't act peacefully in Javanshir uezd
(district) as  well.  Their  attacks on the  foothill  villages
of the uezd (district) became an ordinary event.
Armenian bands of robbers committed violent acts
against the Azerbaijani population in the flat part  of
this district  in  the  spring-summer months of 1918.
"Armenians, blocking the  Tartar  River's  way,  turned
a jet of  water  in another  direction  and   thus   the  low-
lying  lands  of   the  uezd (district) were waterless and
they did great damage to them. There was even a short-
age of drinkable  water  in low-lying lands".59

Armenian bands of robbers  also attacked the  peace-
ful  population in other uezds (districts) of  Garabagh,  in
Jabrayil. In December, 1918 Armenians' attacks on
Azerbaijani villages of  Jabrayil  uezd (district)  became
wider and at the beginning of 1919 they had a more
ruinous character.

Armenians' savageries were more extreme in the
Shusha uezd (district) and in  the political center of
Garabagh in Shusha city. On December 20, 1922
S.Shaduns,  the former responsible representative of the
Transcaucasian Country Committee (CCC) in Daghlig-
Garabagh despite forging some truths confessed that the
entire Garabagh was included in Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic's territory. He  wrote: «... Åùå äî ñîçäàíèÿ â
Êàðàáàõå Ìóñàâàòñêîé âëàñòè (ò.å. Àçåðáàéäæàíñêîé
Äåìîêðàòè÷åñêîé Ðåñïóáëèêè –ß.Ì., Ê.Ø.) òóäà áûë
íàçíà÷åí ñî ñòîðîíû òóðåöêèõ âëàñòåé (ò.å. Àçåðáàé-
äæàíñêîé Äåìîêðàòè÷åñêîé Ðåñïóáëèêîé – ß.Ì., Ê.Ø.)
ãåíåðàë-ãóáåðíàòîð Êàðàáàõà, è âîò â ýòî âðåìÿ
ïîÿâëÿåòñÿ íîâûé òåðìèí – Íàãîðíûé Êàðàáàõ,
ñîçäàííûé äàøíàêàìè. Íåäîâîëüñòâóÿñü áåçãðàíè÷-
íàìè áîéíÿìè, âûçâàííûìè â Òóðåöñêîé Àðìåíèè,
ïàðòèÿ «Äàøíàêöóòþí», ïîñëå ñäà÷è ãîð. Øóøè òóð-
êàì, ïîäûìàåòñÿ íà ãîðû, íàñåëåííûå èñêëþ÷èòåëüíî
àðìÿíàìè, è ïîñòàíîâëÿåò ñðàæàòüñÿ «äî ïîñëåäíåé
êàïëè êðîâè», íî íå ñäàâàòüñÿ òóðêàì. Âîò çäåñü â ýòî
âðåìÿ  âïåðâûå  âìåñòå  ñ  ñîöèàë-äåìîêðàòàìè, èìå-
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Ãàðàáàüûí áÿçÿê âÿ áÿäèè ñÿíÿòêàðëûã ìÿìóëàòû:

1. Àéíàëû êÿìÿð. Ýöìöø. ÕÛÕ ÿñðèí ñîíó; 2. Àéíàëû êÿìÿð.
Ýöìöø. ÕÕ ÿñðèí ÿââÿëè; 3-4. Êÿìÿð. Ýöìöø. ÕÕ ÿñðèí
ÿââÿëè; 5. Ãîëáàü. Ýöìöø. ÕÕ ÿñðèí ÿââÿëè. 

Jewelry and artistic craftsmanship item: 

1. Aynali (Mirror) belt. Silver. Late XIX c.; 2. Aynali belt.
Silver. Early XX c.; 3-4. Belt. Silver. Early XX c.; 5. Bracelet.
Silver. Early XX c. 

50 ÃÀÐÀÁÀÜ    GARABAGH

1 2

3

5

4



1. Ãóðàí ãàáû. Ãûçûë. ÕÕ ÿñðèí ÿââÿëè; 2. Òîããà. Ãûçûë. ÕÕ
ÿñðèí ÿââÿëè; 3. Òîããà. Ýöìöø. ÕÕ ÿñðèí ÿââÿëè; 
4-5. Õÿíúÿðëÿð. Ýöìöø. ÕÕ ÿñðèí ÿââÿëè.

1. Koran container. Gold. Early XX c.; 2. Thong. Gold. Early
XX c.; 3. Thong. Silver. Early XX c.; 4-5. Swords. Silver.
Early XX c. 
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ãîð. Øóøè òóðêàì, ïîäûìàåòñÿ íà ãîðû, íàñåëåííûå
èñêëþ÷èòåëüíî àðìÿíàìè, è ïîñòàíîâëÿåò ñðàæàòüñÿ
«äî ïîñëåäíåé êàïëè êðîâè», íî íå ñäàâàòüñÿ òóðêàì.
Âîò çäåñü â ýòî âðåìÿ âïåðâûå âìåñòå ñ ñîöèàë-äåìîê-
ðàòàìè, èìåíóþùèìè ñåáÿ èíòåðíàöèîíàëèñòàìè,
îðãàíèçóåòñÿ ïðàâèòåëüñòâî Íàãîðíîãî Êàðàáàõà.

Åñëè ïàðòèè «Äàøíàêöóòþí» óäàëîñü èçáåæàòü
âîéíû ñ òóðêàìè, òî âñêîðå, ïî íàñòîÿíèþ êðåñòüÿí
ýòîãî æå ñàìîãî Íàãîðíîãî Êàðàáàõà, ïðèøëîñü ñî-
åäèíèòü ýòó ÷àñòü ñ íèçìåííîé ÷àñòüþ è âåñü Êàðàáàõ
ïîä÷èíèòü âëàñòè ìóñàâàòñêîãî ïðàâèòåëüñòâà...*».60
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íóþùèìè ñåáÿ èíòåðíàöèîíàëèñòàìè, îðãàíèçóåòñÿ
ïðàâèòåëüñòâî Íàãîðíîãî Êàðàáàõà.

Åñëè ïàðòèè «Äàøíàêöóòþí» óäàëîñü èçáåæàòü âîé-
íû ñ òóðêàìè, òî âñêîðå, ïî íàñòîÿíèþ êðåñòüÿí ýòîãî
æå ñàìîãî Íàãîðíîãî Êàðàáàõà, ïðèøëîñü ñîåäèíèòü
ýòó ÷àñòü ñ íèçìåííîé ÷àñòüþ è âåñü Êàðàáàõ ïîä-
÷èíèòü âëàñòè ìóñàâàòñêîãî ïðàâèòåëüñòâà...*»60

During Azerbaijan Peoples Republic times one of the
most traitorous armed revolts of the Armenians hap-
pened  in  Shusha  on  March  22, 1920 on Novruz Holi-
day. This separate revolt rose by the order of bolshevicks
who were planning to occupy Azerbaijan. At that time
despite repulsing a revolt of Armenian separatists in most
places armenians were able to seize the Asgaran fortress.
Military-political measures taken by the Azerbaijan
Peoples Republic completely restored Azerbaijan's sov-
ereign rights in Garabagh. Seperatist revolts and atroci-
ties committed by Armenians against Azerbaijanis
in Garabagh was high treason against Azerbaijan. It was
a stab in the back and weakened the Nothern borders of
our country on the eve of the April 1920 occupation of
Bolsheviks and put the existence of independent Azer-
baijan  State  –  Azerbaijan  Peoples  Republic  under
danger.

6. GARABAGH IN 1920–1980

6.1. The distribution of the Garabagh territory
by the Soviet government

The borders of czarist Russia began to be restored as
Soviet power strengthened in Russia. Units of the
Eleventh Red Army strengthening on the northern bor-
ders of the Azerbaijan Peoples Republic were given the
appropriate orders and commands to complete the plan
of occupying Azerbaijan. The forces within the
Azerbaijan Parliament defending the soviet state, as well
as the March Rebellion of Armenian-Dashnak sepa-
ratists in Garabagh sped up the collapse of the Azerbai-
jan Peoples Republic. The Azerbaijan Peoples Republic
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* Traslation: … still  before  establishing Musavat Power (it has to be
Azerbaijan Peoples Republic – Y.M., K.Sh.) a Garabagh governor-gen-
eral was  appointed  by  the  Turkish  government  (it  has to be
Azerbaijan  Peoples  Republic – Y.M., K.Sh.)  and  at  that time dash-
naks created a new term – Daghlig-Garabagh. ...''Dashnaksutyun'' party
not being satisfied with the terrible slaughters in Turkish Armenia,
handed over Shusha to the Turks and went to the mountains where
only Armenians were settled. And that very time here socia-democrats
who called themselves during that period internationalists organized
the Daghlig-Garabagh government.

"Dashnaksutyun"  party  was  able  to  evade  fighting with  the
Turks  then  very  soon  at  the  insistence of these same villagers of
Daghlig Garabagh, this part, (i.e. mountainous  part  of  Garabagh –
Y.M.,  K.Sh.)  was  united  with  the  plain  part  and  all  Garabagh
came under the Musavat government. (It is italicized by us – Y.M.,
K.Sh.).



. 23 
-

, .
,
.

6.1.1. :
1920–1923-

:  « »
. -

 « » -
.

 ( ) -
. -

. , . . -
. . « »

: «
.

,
, ,

-
».61 ,

-
, , -

,
« » -

. -
 (1918–1920) « » -

. .
, -

.62

 « »
, .

-
, – -

-
.

. . .
, «...  1923-

».63

 ( ): -
,

.
-

, , -
-

 (
:  6.1).

that existed for 23 months was overthrown by the bayo-
nets of the Eleventh Red Army, and soviet power was
established in North Azerbaijan. Thus, a new stage of the
events relating to Garabagh began.

6.1.1. Granting autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh:
1920–1923

Daghlig Garabagh: geography and the notion of
"Daghlig Garabagh". Before explaining this problem, let
us first look at the geography of Daghlig Garabagh and
the notion of "Daghlig Garabagh".

According to its relief, Garabagh is divided into two
parts: lowlands (plain) and mountainous. This reality is
also confirmed in science. For example, A.M.Skibitski,
son of the famous researcher in Caucasian Studies
M.A.Skibitski writes in his article titled "Caucasian cri-
sis": "The entire mountainous part of the Garabagh
khanate was called Daghlig Garabagh at that time. The
range of Garabagh Mountains in the east and the lands
between the Zangazur Mountains in the west, as well as
the Garabagh plateau separating the Upper Garabagh
and the lowland Lower Garabagh, belonged to that ter-
ritory".61 As it is known, the notion of "Garabagh" had
lost its previous administrative-political meaning since
the territory of Garabagh, or rather the  lands  of  the
former Garabagh khanate suffered different administra-
tive divisions during the reign of czarist Russia.
However, in the period of Azerbaijan Peoples Republic
(1918–1920), the notion of "Garabagh" was again
restored to its previous meaning. As is seen from the
above-mentioned words of S.Shaduns, the term Daghlig
Garabagh had been created by Dashnaks at that very
time.62

From then on, the notion of "Daghlig Garabagh"
began to have not only geographic, but also political
importance. Following the Bolsheviks' coming to power
in Azerbaijan, this notion began to have an administra-
tive-political meaning and turned into one of the main
notions in relations between Azerbaijan and Armenia, as
well as in the political vocabulary of  Russia which  inter-
vened into these relations. Meanwhile, the geographic
range of Daghlig Garabagh changed as well. Again, as
A.M.Skibitski wrote "… The Garabagh plateau was
granted autonomy in 1923 and was named Autonomous
Daghlig Garabagh Oblast (Province) or simply Daghlig
Garabagh, within the new borders of Azerbaijan".63

Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast (DGAO): his-
tory of creation, chronology of its main events and conclu-
sions deriving from this. In order to define the principal
issues regarding the creation of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast, or rather to imagine this process
distinctly, let us look through the main events chrono-
logically in accordance with their geographic location
(See chronological table: Table 6.1)
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Table 6.1
THE SYNCHRONIC TABLE OF THE MAIN EVENTS IN THE PROCESS OF GRANTING THE STATUS

OF AUTONOMY TO DAGHLIG GARABAGH (1920–1924)

AZERBAIJAN

BAKU GARABAGH
CENTER

(Moscow)
Transcaucasian Bureau;

Caucasian State Committee

ARMENIA

Russian Communist (Bolshevik) Party

1920, April 28 – Establishment of
Soviet power

April 30 – Governmental note to
Armenia on the withdrawal of
Armenian troops from Garabagh
and Zangazur

November 30 – Telegram of
Azerbaijan Revolution Committee
to Armenia

December 1 – Statement of the
Revolutionary Committee

1921, June 27 – Meeting of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolshevik)
Party Central Committee Political
Bureau and Organization Bureau.
Discussion of the work of Tiflis
Committee on the Azerbaijan-
Armenian borders

July 19 – Meeting of the Azerbai-
jan Central Executive Committee
Presidium. Narimanov's report
regarding his visit to Tiflis. Confir-
ming that Daghlig Garabagh is an
integral part of Azerbaijan

July 20 – Meeting of the Azer-
baijan Communist (Bolshevik) Party
Central Committee Political Bureau
and Organization Bureau. Setting-
up of committee for preparing Cons-
titution of Daghlig Garabagh

1922, December 15 – Meeting of
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolshevik)
Party  Presidium  assumes  the
decision  of  the  Russian Commu-
nist Party Transcaucasia State
Committee as a basis

1923, July 1 – Meeting of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolshevik)
Party Presidium. Suggestion of
decreeing the creation of the Dagh-
lig Garabagh Autonomous District
to the Central Executive Committee.

July 4 – Meeting of the Central
Executive Committee presidium.
Decision on the creation of autono-
mous district in mountainous part of
Garabagh with Khankandy as a
center headed by the Executive
Committee

July 7 – Decree of the Central
Executive Committee on the
creation of Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous District. Creation of
the committees to define the borders
between the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous District and Kurdis-
tan. Creation of District Office (with
Aghdam its center) in the remaining
part of Garabagh

July 16 – Meeting of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolshevik)
Party Central Committee Presidium.
Annexation of Shusha to the Dagh-
lig Garabagh Autonomous District

July 21 – Meeting of the Presidium
of the Central Executive Committee
and Sovnarkom Creation of com-
mittee to prepare regulations on the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
District

July – Meeting of the Border Com-
mittee. Delimitation of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous District

1924, November 26 – Regulations
on the Daghlig Garabagh Autono-
mous District

1920, April 28 – Appointment
of A.N.Karakozov as Commis-
sar to Daghlig Garabagh

1st half of May – Proclaiming
the establishment of the Soviet
power in Shusha, Jabrayil and
Javanshir Districs

May 26 – Congress of Arme-
nians. Proclaiming of the estab-
lishment of the Soviet power

June 5 – Anti-soviet revolt in
Garabagh

June 15 – Occupation of
Shusha by Soviet troops

– Failure of Dashnak Tevan
Mauser units, to occupy the
Shusha district

1921, August 1 – Approval
of the Caucasian Bureau
Resolution in the Varander
district congress of soviets
(Kantkhurt)

1922, November – Conference
of the chairmen of district sovi-
ets and secretaries. Approval of
maintenance of Daghlig
Garabagh within Azerbaijan

1923, August – Referendum
of Daghlig Garabagh on main-
tenance of this district within
Azerbaijan

September 18 – Replacement
of the name of Khankendi to
Stepanakert by decision of the
District Party Committee

November – First Congress of
the Daghlig Garabagh Autono-
mous District's soviets. Elec-
tion of the District Executive
Committee and Presidium

1920, November 29 – Estab-
lishment of Soviet power

December 28 – Declaration
of Revolution Committee.
Expressing protest against
Armenians' claim for
Nakhchivan

1921, June 12 – Statement of
Sovnarkom on declaring
Daghlig Garabagh as a part of
Armenia

July 16 – Meeting of the
Armenian Communist Party
Central Committee on non-
agreement with the Resolu-
tion of the Caucasian Bureau
dated on July 5, 1921

1920, July 7 – Instruc-
tion of the Central Com-
mittee Political Bureau to
the Caucasian Front
Revolutionary Military
Council. Principles of deli-
mitation of borders

1923, April 23–24 – XII
Congress of the Russian
Communist (Bolshevik)
Party. Karl Radek's state-
ment concerning the pres-
sure of the Armenian mi-
nority over Azerbaijanis

1920, June 3 – Confirma-
tion of ostensible belong-
ing of Daghlig Garabagh
to Armenia by the decision
of the Caucasian Bureau

July 4 – decision of the
evening meeting of the
Caucasian Bureau plenum
on granting Daghlig
Garabagh to Armenia

July 5 – decision of the
Caucasian Bureau plenum
on maintaining Daghlig
Garabagh within Azerbai-
jan and granting autonomy
to it

November 4 – Caucasian
Bureau Appeal to realize
the status of autonomy
granted to Daghlig Gara-
bagh

1922, March 20 – Cauca-
sian State Committee's
new-appeal

September 30 – The
Appeal repeated

October 17 – Transcauca-
sian State Committee's rec-
ommendation on appoint-
ment of Karakozov to the
post of chairman of auto-
nomous district's executive
committee.  Dispatch of
S.Shaduns to Azerbaijan
for responsible work in
Daghlig Garabagh

December 14 – Adoption
of the special Resolution
by the Transcaucasian State
Committee plenum on the
realization of autonomy
for Daghlig Garabagh

1923, March 10 – De-
mand of the Transcauca-
sian State Committee
regarding the realization of
autonomy granted to
Daghlig Garabagh

June 27–28 – Meeting of
the Transcaucasian State
Committee Plenum. Giving
a Commission to the
Azerbaijan Communist
(Bolshevik) Party Central
Committee to separate
Daghlig Garabagh as an
autonomous district within
a month
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A careful look at the table shows that the course of
events was divided into two stages: 1) until the
Resolution of the Russian Communist (Bolsheviks)
Party Central Committee Caucasian Bureau* dated July
5, 1921; 2) After the Resolution till granting autonomy
to Daghlig Garabagh. The events related to granting
autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh took place mainly
between Azerbaijan (1st and 2nd columns) and
Caucasian Bureau and then the Transcaucasian State
Committee** (5th column), while Armenia actually
stood aside from these processes. These facts require re-
examination of the events concerning Daghlig Garabagh
and granting autonomy to it, as well as restoration of the
objective history of the creation of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast.

"Narimanov Declaration": December 1, 1920 – July
5, 1921. Following the establishment of Soviet power in
Azerbaijan, Sovnarkom was created, and extraordinary
commissars were appointed to the regions. And
A.N.Karakozov (1890–1938) was appointed the extraor-
dinary commissar of Daghlig Garabagh.64 The
Azerbaijan Soviet government delivered an ultimatum
to the Armenian Republic on April 30, 1920 demanding
the withdrawal of Armenian forces from Zangazur and
Garabagh.65 In May, the establishment of Soviet power
in Garabagh was declared.

At that  time,  Soviet  Russia  was  continuing  a  plan
of sovietization of the Caucasus region and trying to
control the activity of the existing and future states by
putting forward the principles of delineation of new
soviet states. The instruction of the Political Bureau of
the Russian Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee Caucasian Bureau to the Caucasian Front
Military-Revolutionary Council dated July 7 touched
upon this issue.66 Following the establishment of Soviet
power in Armenia (November 29, 1920), not only the
delimitation of external borders, but also divisions with-
in its borders deteriorated. The telegram of Azrevkom
(Azerbaijan Revolutionary Committee) dated November
30 to the Armenian Soviet Republic, as well as its
Declaration dated on December 1, dealt with Garabagh
and its mountainous part. The distortion of these docu-
ments in the Armenian historical science is proven by
facts.67 The Declaration in fact declared that laborious
villagers of Daghlig Garabagh were granted the right of
complete self-determination.

In a Statement dated December 28, 1920 the
Armenian Revolutionary Committee stated that
Armenia should take its hands off Nakhchivan.68 But,
Armenia did not want to "let Garabagh slip through
their fingers". Daghlig Garabagh was again made an
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*  – 1920-  – 1922-
.

**  1922- .

* Caucasian Bureau – existed from April 1920 till February 1922.
** Transcaucasian State Committee – established in February 1922.
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agenda issue regarding the delimitation between
Azerbaijan and Armenia. The Caucasian Bureau adopt-
ed a resolution wilfully and without the concurance of
Azerbaijan on the inclusion of the article on belonging
Daghlig Garabagh to Armenia in the Armenian Govern-
mental Statement on June 3, 1921. The Armenian
Sovnarkom (Council of Peoples Commissars) decreed
this on June 12.69 Such course of events did not satisfy
Azerbaijan. The meeting of the Azerbaijan Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee Political Bureau
and Organization Bureau, with the chairmanship of
G.Kaminski (1895–1938), secretary of the Azerbaijan
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee,
dated June 27 in Tiflis, discussed border issue between
Azerbaijan and Armenia as a part of the committee's
work. The meeting adopted a decision consisting of
5 articles. Azerbaijan's position on self-determination
granted to Daghlig Garabagh was expressed here for the
first time: "3. The only settlement of the issue (Daghlig
Garabagh issue – Y.M., K.Sh.) can be through involve-
ment of the Armenian and Moslem community to the
Soviet building work (as stated in comrade Narimanov's
Statement)". It was entrusted to Narimanov to deliver
the opinion of the Political Bureau and Organization
Bureau to Tiflis. Narimanov spoke to the chairman of
the Azerbaijan Executive Committee M.H.Hajiyev and
Minister of Foreign Affairs M.D.Husseinov by direct
line on that very day. "Narimanov: Say that this is the
conclusion of the Political and Organization Bureau. If
they refer to my statement, the statement says literally
the following: "Daghlig Garabagh is given the full right
for self-determination."

Husseinov: "All right, I will deliver everything.
Anyway,  I  should  say  that  our  decision  will  definite-
ly be received coldly". Again that day, Husseinov
informed the Caucasian Bureau of this. It was decided to
call the extraordinary plenum of the Caucasian Bureau
on this issue and invite Narimanov and Myasnikov to
Tiflis.70

How an integral part of Azerbaijan was granted
"autonomy": Resolutions of the Caucasian Bureau dated
on July 4 and 5, 1921. The meeting of the Caucasian
Bureau took place in Tiflis regarding this issue. Because
of its special importance, we submit the translation of
extracts from the minutes of the meeting of the
Caucasian Bureau dated on July 4 evening and July 5.71
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"FROM THE PROTOCOL OF THE RUSSIAN COMMUNIST (BOLSHEVIKS) PARTY CENTRAL
COMMITTEE CAUCASIAN BUREAU EVENING PLENUM 

July 4, 1921

Participants:* Member of the Russian Communist Party Central Committee Stalin, members of the Caucasian Bureau: 
Orjanikidzeh, Makharadzeh, Kirov, Myasnikov, Nazaretyan, Orakhelashvili and Figatner. Secretary of the Caucasian
Bureau of Komsomol Breytman, members of the Georgian Central Committee: Sinsadzeh, Mdivani and   Svanidzeh.

Heard: Decided:

It was decided:

Since the Garabagh issue causes serious contradictions, the
Caucasian Bureau of the Russian Communist Party Central
Committee regards it necessary to deliver the issue to the Russian
Communist Party Central Committee for its final settlement.

6. Expressing the special importance of Garabagh for Azerbaijan, com-
rade Narimanov suggested that it was a necessity to deliver the issue to
the Russian Communist Party Central Committee for making the final
decision.

Comrade Orakhelashvili did not take part in voting on the Garabagh issue.
Secretary of the Caucasian Bureau of the  Russian 

Communist Party Central Committee Figatner"

"FROM THE PROTOCOL OF THE PLENUM OF THE CAUCASIAN
BUREAU OF RUSSIAN COMMUNIST (BOLSHEVIKS) PARTY CENTRAL COMMITTEE MEETING

July 5, 1921
Participants: Member of the Russian Communist Party Central Committee Stalin, members of the Caucasian Bureau: Comrade 

Orjanikidzeh, Kirov,  Nazaretyan, Orakhelashvili, Figatner, Narimanov, Myasnikov, Commissar for Peoples Foreign 
Affairs of ASSR Husseinov.

Heard: It was decided:

5. Garabagh issue. The discussion of the issue discovered two views
and the following issues put  to a vote:
a) To keep Garabagh within the borders of Azerbaijan

b) To hold a public referendum on the entire Garabagh region with
the participation of the entire Armenian and Moslem population

c) To annex mountainous part of Garabagh to Armenia
d) To hold a referendum in Daghlig Garabagh, in other words among
Armenians

Voted in favour: Narimanov, Makharidzeh, Nazaretyan 
Against: Orjanikidzeh, Myasnikov, Kirov, Figatner

Voted in favour: Narimanov, Makharidzeh

Voted in favour: Orjanikidzeh, Myasnikov, Figatner, Kirov
Voted in favour: Orjanikidzeh, Myasnikov, Figatner, Kirov, Nazaretyan

To annex Daghlig Garabagh to Armenia SSR, to hold a referen-
dum only in Daghlig Garabagh.

* Stalin (Jugashvili) Iosif Vissarionovich (1879–1953) – at that time, he was the peoples commissar for nationalities (1917–1922); Orjanikidzeh Grigori
Konstantinovich (Sergo) (1886–1937); Makharadzeh Philip Ieseyevich (1868–1941) – chairman of the Georgian Executive Committee; Narimanov
Nariman Karbalayi Najaf oglu (1870–1925) – chairman of Az.Sovnarkom (1920–1922); Kirov (Kostrikov) Sergey Mironovich (1886–1934);
Myasnikov (Myasnikyan) Alexander Fyodorovich (1886–1925) – chairman of the Armenian Executive Committee; Nazaretyan Amayak
Markarovich (1889–1937) – secretary of the Caucasian Bureau in 1920–1922, member of the Georgian Executive Committee and Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee; Orakhelashvili Ivan (Mamiya) Dmitriyevich (1881–1937) – member of the Georgian Executive Committee,
secretary of the Communist Party Central Committee and chairman of the Peoples Communist Party of Georgia since March 1921; Figatner Yuri
Petrovich (Yakov Isaakovich) (1889–1937) – secretary of the Caucasian Bureau since March 1921. See: Civil war and military intervention to USSR.
Encyclopedia, M., 1983

1. Comrades Orjanikidzeh and Nazaretyan raised the issue of
reconsideration of the decision of the previous plenum on Garabagh

a) Taking into account the urgency of national peace
between Moslems and Armenians and the rather extensive eco-
nomic relations of Upper and Lower Garabagh with Azerbaijan,
to maintain Daghlig Garabagh within the Azerbaijan Soviet
Socialist Republic, and to grant it with extensive district autono-
my Shusha city as an administrative center within the
autonomous oblast. Voting – in favour 4, abstained 3. b) To
charge the Azerbaijan Central Committee with the task of defin-
ing the autonomous oblast's borders with the condition of sub-
mitting it further to confirmation of the Russian Communist
Party's Central Committee Caucasian Bureau. c) To require the
presidium of the Russian Communist Party Central Committee
Caucasian Bureau to conduct negotiations with the Azerbaijan
and Armenian Central Committees regarding the nominee to the
Daghlig Garabagh Extraordinary Committee. d) Azerbaijan
Central Committee to define the scale of autonomy of Daghlig
Garabagh and submit it for confirmation by the Russian
Communist Party Central Committee Caucasian Bureau.

Secretary of the Caucasian Bureau of the Russian
Communist Party Central Committee: Figatner."

Source: Institute of Marxism and Leninism at Communist Party Central Committee of the Soviet Union (now ARDSPIHA), f.64,
list 2, file 1, v. 118; 122–122. On history of the creation of Dahglig Garabagh Autonomous District of Azerbaijan SSR, p. 90–91; 92.
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But in fact the meetings of the Russian Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee Caucasian
Bureau on July 4 and 5 do not confirm the existence of
facts regarding the pressure by Stalin on the decision
adopted. As if the realization of Lenin's idea of a social-
ist state of the federative system by Stalin, who acted
with his plan of "autonimization" in the struggle on the
eve of the establishment of the USSR (December 30,
1922) seems absurd. Therefore, the issue must be consid-
ered in a deeper and more global way:

1) The Center in the name of Caucasian Bureau,
acted  as the  plenipotentiary  side  in  settlement  of  bor-
der  issue even before  the  creation of the USSR and
before Armenia and Azerbaijan became the  members  of
the  USSR. The issue of Daghlig Garabagh became an
issue that needed to be discussed trilaterally. 

2) The Caucasian Bureau used this "right" and did
not give a chance to the natural and historical realization
of the article on self-determination declared by
Azerbaijan on Daghlig Garabagh and expressed it as
"extensive  district autonomy";

3) The Caucasian Bureau wanted to put pressure
upon Azerbaijan (that is, Daghlig Garabagh can be
given to Armenia!); the next day, by coming back to this
issue with  the  aim  of  pressing Armenia  (that is,  main-
tenance of Daghlig   Garabagh   within   Azerbaijan   can
be   confirmed!)  and  to  provide  a  favorable  position
for  the Center, (that is, granting autonomy to Daghlig
Garabagh) and achieved it. Thus, following the resolu-
tion of the Caucasian Bureau Plenum dated on July 5,
the events related to Daghlig  Garabagh  turned  in  a
new  direction:  the  Caucasian Bureau provided a  favor-
able  decision for  the  Center  and  began  to  apply  pres-
sure  for  its  realization.  Thus,  Azerbaijan  SSR  con-
fronted  a  new condition  due  to  the  forced  granting
of autonomy to its integral part (Daghlig Garabagh).
Armenia  tried  to deteriorate the relations between the
Caucasian Bureau and Azerbaijan in connection with
the Daghlig Garabagh issue and to realize its claims for
Daghlig Garabagh through its opportunities to inter-
vene in the affairs of Daghlig Garabagh as a result of
granting autonomy to it.

These  issues  should  be  considered  in  a  detailed
form.

Change in S.M.Kirov's position. Following the adop-
tion of the resolution dated on July 5, Azerbaijan leader-
ship had to start its implementation. In regard to this,
the meeting of the Azerbaijan Central Executive
Committee Presidium dated on July 19 approved the
results of Narimanov's Tiflis visit and the meeting of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee Political Bureau and Organization Bureau
dated on July 20 and  a committee was set up to prepare
a constitution for the autonomous oblast.72 Here there is
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Ãàðàáàüûí ýþðêÿìëè äþâëÿò, ùÿðáè  âÿ èúòèìàè-ñèéàñè õàäèìëÿ-
ðèndÿí :
1.Ýåíåðàë-ëåéòåíàíò Ôÿðÿú áÿé Àüàéåâ (1811-1891); 2. Àçÿðáàéúàí
Õàëã Úöìùóðèééÿòèíèí ìöäàôèÿ íàçèðè Ñÿìÿä áÿé Ìåùìàíäàðîâ
(1856-1931); 3. Àçÿðáàéúàí ìèëëè ìöáàðèçÿñèíèí èäåîëîãëàðûíäàí áèðè
ßùìÿä áÿé Àüàéåâ (1869-1939); 4. Ãàðàáàü ýåíåðàë-ãóáåðíàòîðó
Õîñðîâ áÿé Ñóëòàíîâ (1879-1941);  5.  Ýåíåðàë-ìàéîð Éàãóá Ãóëè-
éåâ (1900-1942); 6. Ñîâåò Èòòèôàãû Ãÿùðÿìàíû Àñëàí Âÿçèðîâ (1910-
1988); 7. Ñîâåò Èòòèôàãû Ãÿùðÿìàíû Õÿëèë Ìÿììÿäîâ (1916-1989); 8.
Ìÿøùóð íåôò÷è, Ñîñèàëèñò ßìÿéè Ãÿùðÿìàíû  Ñöëåéìàí Âÿçèðîâ
(1910-1973);
9. Ýåíåðàë-ìàéîð Ìóðòóç Ãóëèéåâ (1920-1979);

State, military and social-political figures from
Garabagh:
1. Lieutenant-general - Faraj bay Aghayev (1811-1891); 2. Defense
Minister of the Azerbaijan People's Republic Samad bay
Mehmandarov (1856-1931); 3. One of the Azerbaijan national strug-
gle ideologists Ahmad bay Aghayev (1869-1939); 4. Garabagh gen-
eral-governor Khosrov bay Sultanov (1879-941); 5. Major-general
Yagoub Guliyev (1900-1942); 6. Hero of the Soviet Union Aslan
Vazirov (1910-1988); 7. Hero of the Soviet Union Khalil Mammadov
(1916-1989); 8. Famous oilman,  Hero of the Socialist Labor
Suleiman Vazirov (1910-1973); 9. Major-general Ìóðòóç Ýóëèéåâ
(1920-1979).
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a need to clarify one issue. As is already known, the reso-
lution dated July 5 gave a decisive role to the Azerbaijan
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee in
granting autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh. Evidently, this
factor played an important role also in that S.M.Kirov was
brought to the leadership of the Azerbaijan Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee in July 1921.
Directly after Kirov's coming to power in Azerbaijan, the
official attitude towards granting autonomy to Daghlig
Garabagh changed and this process was delayed for about
two years. Therefore, Kirov's position around this issue
and the factors affecting it must be analyzed specifically.
If we look at the extract from the minutes of the meeting
on July 4, we will see that at that time, Kirov was against
the maintenance of the mountainous part of Garabagh
within Azerbaijan (5,a) and voted for its annexation to
Armenia (5,b). Kirov also took part in the meetings of
the Azerbaijan Central Executive Committee Presidium
on July 19 and the meeting of the Azerbaijan Commu-
nist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee Political
Bureau and Organization Bureau on July 20, as well as
in the adoption of the mentioned decisions. At the meet-
ing of the Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party
Central Committee Political Bureau and Organization
Bureau taking place with the direct chairmanship of Kirov,
we see that his position had changed completely. Seven out
of the 9 persons (Kirov, Narimanov, Akhundov,
Garayev, Afandiyev, Stukalov, Mirzoyan, Bunyadzadeh
and Husseinov) taking part in the meeting decided to ask
the Caucasian Bureau to reconsider the decision on the
separation of Daghlig Garabagh, only 2 of them –
Narimanov and Bunyadzadeh supported the realization
of the decision of the Caucasian Bureau in the shortest
time. A committee was established to gather materials
on this issue.73 Bunyadzadeh who was heading the con-
ference of responsible workers of Garabagh taking place
in October 21 and attended by members of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee Organization Bureau, also supported Kirov's
position. That is, separation of Daghlig Garabagh as an
autonomous oblast was not considered appropriate as
shown in a special note at that meeting.74

Thus, it appears that a new attitude towards the
autonomy of Daghlig Garabagh emerged through
Kirov's leadership. This was not accidental. Kirov had
become sure that not only his position, but also the deci-
sion of the Caucasian Bureau on granting forced autono-
my to Daghlig Garabagh instead of confirming it as an
integral part of Azerbaijan, as well as the necessity of the
realization of this decision quickly was wrong. 

Even 4 months after the decree granting autonomy
to Daghlig Garabagh, the meeting of the Azerbaijan
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee
Presidium which took place in October 8, 1923 with
Kirov's chairmanship, admitted that the propaganda of
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the decision on granting autonomy to Daghlig Gara-
bagh among the population, particularly among Turks
(Azerbaijanis – Y.M., K.Sh.) was not finished.75

How was Azerbaijan made to accept the decision of
granting autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh? This course of
events caused anxiety within the Caucasian Bureau and
there began pressures to make Azerbaijan accept the
decision, dated on July 5. This was carried out in two
ways. On the one hand, a requirement was put before the
Azerbaijan leadership; on the other hand, the leadership
of Daghlig Garabagh was ''strengthened'' with Armenian
cadres sent here especially, and efforts were made to
weaken Azerbaijan's influence in that region.

The autonomization of Daghlig Garabagh was tak-
ing place in parallel with the processes of the creation of
the Transcaucasian federation and the USSR. Despite
this, the problems concerning its realization were not
reconsidered in the way suggested by the Azerbaijan
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party. On the contrary, in
February 1922, at the 1st congress of the Transcaucasian
communist organizations, the Russian Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Transcaucasian State Committee
with Orjanikidzeh elected as the chairman, used the
administrative-power methods in implementation of the
decision dated on July 5, as it had done in its adoption.
The meeting of the Transcaucasian State Committee
dated on October 27, 1922 suggested to the Azerbaijan
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee to
implement the decision dated on July 5, and it decided to
appoint Karakozov as chairman of the Executive
Committee and to send Shaduns for an official visit to
the Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee for the purpose of appointing him to a
responsible position.76 The meeting of the Azerbaijan
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee on
December 15 adopted the decision of the
Transcaucasian State Committee for execution and the
Central Committee (Kirov, Mirzabekyan and
Karakozov) for Daghlig Garabagh affairs, as well as set-
ting up a Committee (December 15, 1922 – July 24,
1923) consisting of 7 persons at the Azerbaijan SSR
Sovnarkom. Despite all these actions, the pressure on
Azerbaijan went on.77 On December 22, the Union
Soviet of the Transcaucasian Federation adopted a spe-
cial decision on rapidly granting autonomy to Daghlig
Garabagh.78

Following the creation of the USSR, the require-
ments of the Transcaucasian State Committee became
even stricter. In May 1923, the report of the Garabagh
Committee was included in the agenda of the plenum of
the Transcaucasian State Committee.79 On June 1, the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee Presidium made a decision on decreeing of
autonomy to Garabagh and the submission of its draft
to the  Central  Committee   within   three   days.80 This
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decision satisfied the Caucasian State Committee. On
June 27,  based  on  Shadun's  and  Karakozov's  report,
the plenum of the Caucasian State Committee advised to
the Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee to provide the grant of autonomy to Daghlig
Garabagh  within a month.81 On  July 1, a meeting of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee Presidium headed by Kirov listened to the
issue on Garabagh and adopted a decision consisting of
6 provisions (a-f). It was suggested (by the Presidium) to
the Azerbaijan Central Executive Committee to grant
autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh and create the
"Autonomous Garabagh Oblast" with Khankandy as a
center. A committee (Garayev – chairman, members:
Karakozov, Sviridov, Ildirim and Bunyadzadeh) was set
up to determine issues connected with borders.82 On July
4, the Azerbaijan Central Executive Committee of the
Soviets also adopted a decision of the same content.

The Azerbaijan Central Executive Committee of the
Soviets issued a decree "On the creation of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast" with signature of
M.B.Gassimov (1879–1949) and A.M.Khanbudagov
(1893–1937) on July 7.83 The decree consists of a pream-
ble, four provisions and a conclusion on the establish-
ment of a joint committee. As can be seen,  there  is  a
difference between the decision of the Azerbaijan Com-
munist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee and the
name of the decree, because  instead of separating the
lowland and mountainous parts of Garabagh it was
decided to separate  only  Daghlig  Garabag.  The  fact
that  the decree was named Autonomous Daghlig
Garabagh Oblast attracts attention. However, after-
wards, it was named Daghlig Garabagh Autuonomous
Oblast (we have to follow this tradition as well in order
not to cause confusion, but we accept it in the meaning
marked in the first official documents – Y.M., K.Sh.).
The decree differs rather for its primitive content instead
of a serious legal document. Historical chronology is
broken in the preamble, facts are distorted and the
necessity of granting autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh is
not sufficiently grounded. There is a legal-political error
in the first provision of the decree ("1) To create an
autonomous oblast from the Armenian part (?) of Daghlig
Garabagh as a constituent part (?) of Azerbaijan Soviet
Socialist Republic with Khankandy area as the center").*
Instead of confirming that Daghlig Garabagh
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* Translation is as follows: "To create an autonomous oblast out of the
Armenian part (where Armenians live – Y.M., K.Sh.) Daghlig Garabagh as
an constituent part of Azerbaijan SSR with the place named Khankendy as
the center". It is evident from the document too that Armenians lived not
in the entire Daghlig Garabagh, but only in one part of it. On the other
hand, the name of the place chosen as the center of the newly-created
autonomous oblast was Khankandy, which belonged to Azerbaijanis.
But some time later the name of Khankandy was changed to Stepanakert
after the name of Stepan Shaumyan one of  the  organizers of the 1918
March massacres, bitter enemy of Azerbaijani people. Later justice was
restored and the historic name of the city returned to being called.
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Autonomous Oblast ( p 12) was created out of
Azerbaijan lands and is an integral part of Azerbaijan,
they used expressions that could be interpreted different-
ly. The third provision states the creation of a
Temporary Revolutionary Committee before the sum-
moning of the Soviets congress. This, undoubtedly, pro-
vided the Armenian leadership of the oblast with wider
rights etc. Shusha city was included to the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast by the decision of the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee  Presidium  dated  on  July  16  (10  days
after  the decree!).84 The  "Regulations  of  1923" on the
gubernia executive committees for Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast was adopted and applied.85 "The
Regulations on Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast"
was published on November 26, 1924.86

Thus, an  integral  part  of  Azerbaijan, Garabagh
was artificially divided into plain and mountainous
parts, and the Azerbaijan  leadership  was  forced  to
provide  the status  of  autonomy  to the  Armenians  that
settled  later in the mountainous part of  Garabagh. In
addition,  this  step  was made without  taking  into
account  the  opinion  of  Azerbaijanis  living  in  that ter-
ritory – (in Daghlig Garabagh) and thus evidently violated
their rights. 

Daghlig Garabagh "formula" of Armenia. Armenia's
position  in  the  maintenance  of  Daghlig  Garabagh
within Azerbaijan and its autonimization also causes
interest. First, Armenia did not want  to  agree  to  such
a  settlement of the issue;  on  July  16,  1921,  the Arme-
nian Communist Party Central Committee stated that
the  decision  of  the  Caucasian  Bureau  dated  on  July
5  did  not  meet  its  demands87 and  began  to continue
the claims for Daghlig Garabagh. However, later, it
began to coordinate its position with the granting of
autonomy to Daghlig Garabagh presented as a gift by
the Caucasian Bureau, and the struggle for Daghlig
Garabagh was given such a formula: First towards with-
drawing Daghlig Garabagh from under the leadership of
Azerbaijan following  the  grant  of  autonomy  to  it,
then towards annexation of Daghlig Garabagh to
Armenia! The  basis  of  this  formula  involved  strength-
ening  the  Armenian  chauvinism  in  Daghlig  Garabagh
and its surroundings. The process reached such
a   point  that  K.Radek spoke  about  Armenian chau-
vinism (on April 23)  in  Azerbaijan  at  the  XII  con-
gress  (April 17–25, 1923) of the Russian Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee. I.Stalin protest-
ed against his words.88 The  Armenian  author,  who  usu-
ally  fails to reconcile  with  Stalin  while  speaking  about
the  decision  of the Caucasian  Bureau  dated on July 5,
cites his words here  extensively.  This   is   the  same  party
congress   where   Lenin's    "Letter   to   the   Congress"89

was   read  and  it  contained  Stalin's  objective  charac-
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teristics.* The repression of the members of the Central
Committee elected at the XII Congress is also a known
fact. Therefore, the issues linked with K.Radek's speech
must be reanalyzed.

Armenians having strong support in the person of
Stalin  disclosed  their  real  intentions.  On  June  13,
Shaduns wrote to the Caucasian State Committee that
this autonomous oblast (Daghlig Garabagh – Y.M.,
K.Sh.) must be related directly to the Transcaucasian
State Committee.90 Saying, "Heads  of the Transcau-
casian  Federation  did  not accept such an  alternative  and
a wiser settlement of  the  problem"91,  he   confirmed  very
clearly  the  above-mentioned  words  about  the  main
formula of Armenia's further activity regarding  Daghlig
Garabagh.

The granting of autonomy to the integral part of
Azerbaijan, the mountainous part of Garabagh, and the
attitude  towards  the  issues  arising  around  it  was
concluded  at  the VI congress of Azerbaijan Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party by Kirov (May 5, 1924). His doubt
and uncertainty about granting autonomy to Daghlig
Garabagh is felt in every single sentence. He said at that
congress: We solved this issue finally (!) and certainly (!),
we did a very right thing. There is basically no doubt that
we will not come back to solve this issue again (?!).92 In
fact, as mentioned above, Kirov had doubt concerning
the correct settlement of the issue and this was a com-
pletely grounded doubt. 

6.1.2. Acquisition of the Zangazur region of
Azerbaijan by Armenia, separation of Nakhchivan

from other territories in Azerbaijan

As  is  clear  from  the  above-mentioned,  the  gov-
ernment   of  Azerbaijan  Peoples  Republic  adhered  to
the  traditions  of a historical-geographic  territorial  divi-
sion of Azerbaijan has united Shusha, Javanshir,
Jabrayil and Zangazur uezds to the Garabagh governor-
general administration  and  regarded this  region  as  an
indivisable administrative  territory. The government of
Azerbaijan SSR also demanded  that Armenia remove its
troops from Zangazur and Garabagh with the govern-
mental ultimatum dated April 30, 1920.  However,  later,
in the soviet  time, some purposes were taken as the basis
and they began to create the idea of a separation of
Zangazur from Garabagh. This was aimed  at increasing
pressure on Azerbaijan  in the settlement  of  those  lands'

* : «Ñòàëèí ñëèøêîì ãðóá, è ýòîò íåäîñòàòîê, âïîëíå
òåðïèìûé â ñðåäå è â îáùåíèÿõ ìåæäó íàìè, êîììóíèñòàìè, ñòàíî-
âèòñÿ íåòåðïèìûì â äîëæíîñòè ãåíñåêà... ß ïðåäëàãàþ òîâàðèùàì
îáäóìàòü ñïîñîá ïåðåìåùåíèÿ Ñòàëèíà ñ ýòîãî ìåñòà...» // Ëåíèí
Â.È. Ïîëí. ñîáð. ñî÷., ò. 45, ñ. 346

* Lenin wrote: ''Stalin is very rude, and this shortcoming is fully bear-
able among us, among communists but becomes unbearable for the
post of gensek (general secretary)... I propose to comrades to find the
way to remove Stalin from this post ...'' Lenin V.I. Complete collections
of works, volume 45, p. 346
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destiny.  A further course of events show that  the posi-
tion regarding Zangazur changed when soviet power was
established in Armenia in November 29, 1920. The
telegram of Azerbaijan Revolutionary Committee to the
Armenian Soviet Republic dated on November 30 and
the Statement dated on December 1 ("Narimanov
Statement") dealt as if with the annexation of Zangazur
to Armenia. But for some reasons, 3.637 sq verst territo-
ry of Zangazur uezd (district) had been given to
Armenia.*

In fact this itself was the heaviest blow, act of great
hostility to the Republic of Azerbaijan, because that part
of land has been annexed to the Republic of Armenia
which broke-off communications between Nakhchivan
and other territories of Azerbaijan SSR, Nakhchivan
separated from Azerbaijan.  On the other hand, this fore-
told much regarding the Armenians' further insidious
intentions toward Nakhchivan.

6.1.3. Changes in administrative division of other         
territories of Garabagh

Due to the purposeful processes attained in 1920–
1923, Azerbaijan territories included within the former
Garabagh khanate lost their traditional historical-geo-
graphic unity or integrity. The country's territory was
divided into 15 uezds (districts) in the list of settlements
published (based on the materials of Azerbaijan agricul-
tural censuses in 1917 and 1921). They indicate that
Jabrayil (Garyagin), Javanshir, Gubadly and Shusha
uezds (districts) were included in the Garabagh territo-
ry.96 As can be noted, the territories of other uezds
remained within their former borders for the time being.
As a result of the creation of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast, some settlements of Javanshir,
Shusha and Gubadly uezds (districts) were separated
from their traditional administrative division and
annexed to it. This caused the requirement of introducing
a new administrative division. This issue was discussed at
the meeting of the committee preparing the Regulations
of the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast. The fol-
lowing decision was made on the 3rd issue concerning the
form of governance over Lowland (plain) Garabagh and
its administrative division: To create Lowland Garabagh
Oblast Executive Committee consisting of the lowland part
of the Javanshir uezd, Shusha, Gubadly and Garyagin
(Jabrayil) uezds; to apply the Regulations of Russian
Soviet Federative Socialist Republic of 1923 on gubernia
executive committees; to charge the Special Committee at
the Azerbaijan Central Executive Committee with dividing
of the Lowland Garabagh district  into regions.97 As can be
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.
* See the works of A.M.Skibitski,93 N.Heydarov94 and I.Musayev95.
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seen from here, in the period when the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast was created, there was an idea of
uniting Lowland Garabagh as well in a special adminis-
trative-territorial unit. However, after some time, this
idea  changed.  In  accordance  with  the  order  of  the
Azerbaijan  Central  Executive  Committee  dated  on
August 6, 1923 and signed by chairman of the Azerbaijan
Central Executive Committee M.B.Gassimov, deputy
chairman of Sovnarkom M.Guliyev and Minister of
Internal Affairs I.Sviridov, following the creation of the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast, the Aghdam,
Jabrayil and Kurdistan uezds were created from the
remaining part of Garabagh (Map 13). Pursuant to that
document, even the structure, centers, chairmen of uezd
executive committees of Aghdam, Jabrayil and
Kurdistan uezd and other issues were determined and the
Gubadly uezd was annulled.98

Taking into account this and other administrative-
territorial divisions carried out in the Azerbaijan SSR,
the Azerbaijan Central Statistical Office conducted cal-
culations on the area, and national composition of the
population etc. of their territories based on the materials
of the 1921 agricultural census. In accordance with those
calculations, from the historical territory of Garabagh
(in accordance with khanate borders) within the Azerbai-
jan SSR remained totally 15.996,9 sq.km. territory,
including the territory99 of Daghlig Garabagh Autono-
mous Republic (4.160,5 sq.km.*). Some parts of the
historical territories of Garabagh were taken out of Azer-
baijan and given to Armenia. In the course of further
administrative-territorial divisions, Zangilan (0.7 thou-
sand sq km), Gubadly (0.8 thousand sq km) and Lachin
(1.8 thousand sq km) were created in the territory of the
Zangazur uezd remaining within Azerbaijan SSR. Agh-
dam (1.1 thousand sq km), Barda (1.0 thousand sq km),
Aghjabady (1.8 thousand sq km), Tartar (0.4 thousand
sq km) and Jabrayil (1.0 thousand sq km) regions were
created in the territory of Aghdam and Jabrayil uezds100.
Thus, a part of the territory of the Garabagh khanate,
having a specific place in the history of Azerbaijan state-
hood, was given to Armenia in the soviet period, and the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast was created
within a mountainous part remaining within Azerbaijan.

6.2. Daghlig Garabagh in 1923–1980

So far, due attention has not been paid to the most
important events of the history of administrative-territo-
rial division of the Daghlig Garabagh territory while
speaking about its autonimization. Analyses show that
the territory of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast is
formed not on the basis of scientific-geographic principles
reflecting real history, but on the basis of a voluntary
approach   aimed   at   specific  purposes;  that  is,  it  was 
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*
 4,4 . . .- .

* Step by step the territory of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast
reached 4.4 thousand sq. kms. by annexing the neighboring regions
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organized through  uniting  the  local  territories,  where
Armenian  settlements  were  prevailing,  under  the  name
of autonomous units. (It is clear that based on this ''prin-
ciple'' Armenians  can  demand  ''autonomy''  in  the  ter-
ritories of other countries where they have large dense
population). The  events  reached  such  a  point  that  the
Aghdaban  village  of  Kalbajar  and  Yukhari  Veysally
village of Fuzuli remained within the borders of the
Daghlig  Garabagh  Autonomous  Oblast,  but  the admi-
nistrative  control  was  changed.  In  accordance  with
the decision  of  the  committee  preparing  the  Regula-
tions of Daghlig Garabagh autonomy, more than 170
settlements were included within the oblast.101 Infor-
mation of the Azerbaijan Central Statistical Office in
1924 indicates that the number of such settlements were
more than two hundred.102 An Armenian named
G.Kocharyan states that the number of these settlements
was 215 in his booklet published in 1925.103 These facts
prove that the territory of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast was extended contradicting official documents and
the number of its population, as well as its  ethnic composi-
tion, was changed to the benefit of Armenians due to new
settlements.

Following the creation of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast, the settlements included in it were
divided administratively based on the region-volost-vil-
lage steps as follows: 1. Dizag region. This region includ-
ed 5 volosts (Hadrut, Tugh, Khozabyurd, Arakul and
Edilli) and 48 villages; 2. Varander region. This region
consisted of 4 volosts (Taghavert, Sus, Chartaz,
Norashen) and 46 villages. 3. Shusha region. This region
consisted of Shusha city and Malibeyli volost (12 vil-
lages); 4. Khachin region. This region was comprised of
4 volosts (Dashbulag, Asgaran, Krasnoselsk and Gala
Darasi) and 53 villages; 5. Jeraberd Region. It consisted
of 4 volosts (Margushavan, Oratag, Dovshanly and
Aterk) and 53 villages.104. A change took place in Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast during the implementa-
tion of the new administrative-territorial division. In
August 1930 the territory of Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast was divided again into 5 regions:
1. Jeraberd, 2. Martuni, 3. Stepanakert, 4. Dizag and
5. Shusha. As can be seen, Varander is named Martuni,
the territory of Khachin is included in Stepanakert. In
August 17, 1939 Jeraberd was named Mardakert and
Dizag – Hadrut. But this was not the last change made in
the administrative-territorial division of Daghlig
Garabagh  Autonomous  Oblast  as  well.  In  the  early
1960s,   during  the implementation of the policy of expand-
ing regions, the main blow struck Shusha, where over-
whelming majority of popilation were Azerbaijanis.  On
January 4, 1963  the  region  of Shusha was annulled and
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its territory was given to that of the Stepanakert region.
However, following N.S.Khrusshov's105 removal from
power, a new change took place in the administrative  divi-
sion. On  January 6, 1965 the Shusha region was reorgan-
ized.106 In 1978, the Asgaran region was organized on the
basis of the Stepanakert region by the determination of
H.Aliyev. The administrative-territorial division of the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast was like this
until  the collapse of the USSR. 

Thus, the above-mentioned facts  clearly  indicate     the
trick  of  anatomy  of  the  scheme:  Armenians  having been
moved and settled in the Garabagh land of Azerbaijan and
created a state for themselves in  a strange country. Once
Armenians had done the same in Western Azerbaijan, in
the  territory  of  Iravan  khanate  where  they  moved  and
settled, now they intended to use the same trick in
Garabagh.

One of the most falsified issues in the history
of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast by Armenians
regards its population rate dynamics, as  well  as  ethnic
composition. Let  us  have  a  look  at  the   table present-
ed by  prof.  Y.Barsegov  in  order  to   show vividly the
position of  Armenian authors (Table 6.2).
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15.992 out of 18.766 population
in 1883, 23.626 out of 27.246 popu-
lation in 1886 in Iravan city were
Azerbaijanis, i.e. 85,2%.

Zaven Korkodyan,
Armenian scholar, Extract from the book

"The population of Soviet Armenia
in 1831–1931". 1932.
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Y.Barsegov submits absolute figures only in order to

confuse the reader, while there is need for relative figures

to make interpretation clearer. The addition of such cal-

culations to the table reveals its absolute absurdness.

What logic does it contain that while the actual growth of

Armenians is 3.7% between 1921–1939, it is raised up to

62.7% with estimations, and actual growth of Azerbaijanis

– 77.2% is lowered down to 24.1%? Such an approach is

directed  to  a  purposeful  distortion  of  the  truth  and

was  realized  so  rudely  that  it  is  nothing  but  an  insult

to the reader! We turn to the following estimation in

order to direct the problem into a scientific solution

(Table 6.3).
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1921 128 060 128 060 7 594 7 594

1939
132 800
(3,7%)*

208 317
(62,7%)

14 100
(77,2%)

9 875
(24,1%)

1959
110 100
(-17,1%)

375 677
(80,3%)

18 000
(27,6%)

15 803
(60%)

1970
121 100
(10%)

517 223
(37,7%)

27 200
(51,1%)

22 312
(41,2%)

1979
123 100
(1,6%)

620 238
(19,9%)

37 200
(36,7%)

27 176
(21,8%)

1989
731 959
(18%)

32 548
(19,7%)

: Áàðñåãîâ Þ.Ã. Ïðàâî íà ñàìîîïðåäåëåíèå-îñíîâà
äåìîêðàòè÷åñêîãî ðåøåíèÿ ìåæíàöèîíàëüíûõ ïðîáëåì. Ê ïðîá-
ëåìå Íàãîðíîãî Êàðàáàõà. Åðåâàí, 1989, ñ.101

* .

Table 6.2

The actual number of population
of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast

(due to population census) and Y.Barsegov's
comparison besed on ostensably the natural growth

of population ''calculations'' (the calculations 
percent on the growth comparatively with

the period before done by us – . ., .Sh.)

Years

Armenians Azerbaijanis

actual
number

estimated
number

actual
number

estimated
number

1921 128 060 128 060 7 594 7 594

1939
132 800
(3,7%)*

208 317
(62,7%)

14 100
(77,2%)

9 875
(24,1%)

1959
110 100
(-17,1%)

375 677
(80,3%)

18 000
(27,6%)

15 803
(60%)

1970
121 100
(10%)

517 223
(37,7%)

27 200
(51,1%)

22 312
(41,2%)

1979
123 100
(1,6%)

620 238
(19,9%)

37 200
(36,7%)

27 176
(21,8%)

1989
731 959
(18%)

32 548
(19,7%)

Source: Y.G.Barsegov. The right to self-determination is the
basis of democratic settlement of national problems. On the
Daghlig Garabagh problem. Yerevan, 1989, p.101.

*Growth comparatively with the period before. 
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The insincerity of Y.Barsegov's calculations reaches

such a point that astronomic figures are put forward

for the average density of Armenians in a territory

of 4.4 thousand sq km mountainous territory! Thus,

Armenian authors (more exactly, nationalists!) distort his-

tory to such an extent that finding out the truth becomes a

complicated task. In fact, the real state of Daghlig

Garabagh Autonomous Oblast population's rate dynam-

ics is as follows (Table 6.4).
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( )

( . )

1921 – 29,1 –

1926 25 – –

1937 33,8 – –

1939 35,6 47,3 +11,7

1959 52,1 85,4 +33,3

1970 74,1 117,5 +43,4

1979 91,4 141 +49,6

1989 103,4 166,4 +63

: Âñåñîþçíàÿ ïåðåïèñü íàñåëåíèÿ 1926ã.
Çàêàâêàçñêàÿ ÑÔÑÐ.ò.ÕIV. Ì., 1929, ñ.11–13; Âåñòíèê
ñòàòèñòèêè, 1990, ¹7, ñ.77; «Ïðàâäà» îò 2 èþíÿ 1939 ã; Èòîãè
Âñåñîþçíîé ïåðåïèñè íàñåëåíèÿ 1959 ã. Àðìÿíñêàÿ ÑÑÐ.
Ì., 1963, ñ.11, 102–103; ×èñëåííîñòü è ñîñòàâ íàñåëåíèÿ
ÑÑÑÐ. Ïî äàííûì Âñåñîþçíîé ïåðåïèñè íàñåëåíèÿ 1979 ã.
Ì.,  1984; Õîäæàáåêÿí Â.Å. Àðìÿíñêàÿ Ñîâåòñêàÿ Ñîöèàëèñ-
òè÷åñêàÿ Ðåñïóáëèêà. Íàñåëåíèå ñîþçíûõ ðåñïóáëèê. Ì.,
1977, ñ.278

Table 6.3

Average density of Armenians in Armenia and 
in Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast (according

to Y.Barsegov's calculations determined rate)
average density and their comparision 

(for every square kms.)

Years

Average density of Armenians

In Armenia
(actual)

In Daghlig Garabagh Autonomious District
(according to Y.Barsegov's calculation)

Total
Difference

compared to
Armenia

1921 – 29,1 –

1926 25 – –

1937 33,8 – –

1939 35,6 47,3 +11,7

1959 52,1 85,4 +33,3

1970 74,1 117,5 +43,4

1979 91,4 141 +49,6

1989 103,4 166,4 +63

Source: All-Union population census in 1926. Caucasian
Union of Federative Soviet Socialist Republics v. XIV. M., 1929,
p. 11–13; Statistical news, 1900,  7, p. 77; "Pravda" dated on
June 2, 1939; Results of the All-Union population census in
1959. Armenian SSR M., 1963, p. 11, 102–103; USSR popula-
tion rate and composition. In accordance with the data of All-
Union population census in 1979, M., 1984; V.E.Khojabekyan
Armenian Soviet Socialist Republic. Population of union
republics. M., 1977, p. 278.
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The above table is based on the results of the official
soviet  population  censuses  (with  exception  of  1989)
and  reflects  the  real  situation  much  more  truly, and
the fictitious figures exaggerated (rather invented) by
Armenian authors for special purposes cannot deny
them.

Now, about the ethnic composition of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast population (Table 6.5).
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1926–1988-

,
.

,

.

1926 125,3 – – –

1939 150,8 25,5 20,4 1,45

1959 130,4 -20,4 -13,5 -0,7

1970 150,3 19,9 15,3 1,3

1979 162,2 11,9 8,1 0,85

1988 182,4 20,2 12,5 1,3

Ãàéíàã: Ñàìåäçàäå Ç. Íàãîðíûé Êàðàáàõ: íåèçâåñòíàÿ ïðàâäà
(Î íåêîòîðûõ àñïåêòàõ ñîöèàëüíî-ýêîíîìè÷åñêîãî è äåìîãðà-
ôè÷åñêîãî ðàçâèòèÿ ðåãèîíà). Áàêó, 1995, ñ. 31

Table 6.4

Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous District
population's rate dynamics in 1926–1988

Years

Population
number,
thousand
persons

Growth compara-
tively with the
period before

Average annual
growth during

the period,
in percentagethousand

persons
in per-
centage

1926 125,3 – – –

1939 150,8 25,5 20,4 1,45

1959 130,4 -20,4 -13,5 -0,7

1970 150,3 19,9 15,3 1,3

1979 162,2 11,9 8,1 0,85

1988 182,4 20,2 12,5 1,3

Source: Z.Samedzadeh. Daghlig Garabagh: unknown truth
(On some aspects of the region's socioeconomic and demo-
graphic development). Baku, 1995, p.31

 6.5

 ( ;
)

Table 6.5

The ethnic composition of Daghlig Garabagh 
Autonomous Oblast (due to population census;

thousand persons)

: Äîñòèæåíèÿ Êàðàáàõà  â  äåâÿòîé  ïÿòèëåòêå. Ñòàò.
ñá. Ñòåïàíàêåðò, 1976, ñ. 8, Ñàìåäçàäå Ç. Óêàç. ñî÷., ñ.31

1939 1959 1970 1979

-
%

-
%

-
%

-
%

150,8 100 130,4 100 150,3 100 162,2 100

132,8 88,1 110,1 84,4 121,1 80,5 123,1 75,9

-
14,1 9,4 18,0 13,8 27,2 18,1 37,3 23,0

3,2 2,1 1,8 1,4 1,3 0,9 1,3 0,8

Source: Achievements of Daghlig Garabagh in the ninth five-
year plan. Article about Stepanakert, 1976, p.8, Z.Samedzadeh.
Above-mentioned book, p. 31

Ethnic
composi-

tion

1939 1959 1970 1979

abso-
lute

%
abso-
lute

%
abso-
lute

%
abso-
lute

%

Entire
population

150,8 100 130,4 100 150,3 100 162,2 100

Armenians 132,8 88,1 110,1 84,4 121,1 80,5 123,1 75,9

Azerbai-
janis

14,1 9,4 18,0 13,8 27,2 18,1 37,3 23,0

Russians 3,2 2,1 1,8 1,4 1,3 0,9 1,3 0,8
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Though the population census conducted in 1989, on
the  eve  of  the  collapse  of  USSR,  suffered  time's influ-
ence,107 the Azerbaijan Republic Foreign  Ministry pub-
lished an ethnic map of the Daghlig Garabagh Autono-
mous Oblast  based  on  the  materials of  that  census
(Map 14). As seen in the map, according to the
soviet population census of 1989, 145.4 thousand (77%)
out of the 187.8 thousand population of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast were Armenians and
40.3 thousand (21.5%) – Azerbaijanis.

It should be noted that, the number of Azerbaijanis
in the population of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast  increased  to  a  certain  degree  in  accordance
with  the  1939–1979  population  censuses. This was
linked to the devotion of Azerbaijanis to their native
lands and the prevelance of natural growth among them
despite the pursuits of Armenian separatists.108 Arme-
nians,  on  the  contrary,  inclined  to  migration  and
their  natural  growth  was  low.  On  the  eve  of  the
1989 population  census, due to  the  efforts  of Armenian
separatists, supported  by  Moscow, to  reduce  it artifi-
cially,  the   oblast's   ethnic   composition  led  to  lower-
ing  of  the relative rate of Azerbaijanis from 23% to
21.5%.

The maintenance of Daghlig Garabagh within
Azerbaijan as its historical land and thus the continuance
of its traditional attachment links with other Azerbaijan
territories on the one hand, and the special care shown by
Azerbaijan to the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast
on the other hand, created an exceptional condition for
sociopolitical as well as economic development of this
region in the years of soviet power. However, in late
1980s, Armenian "ideologists" and their  supporters  aim-
ing  at  separating  Daghlig  Garabagh from Azerbaijan
began to deny this. Nevertheless, facts are facts. The
achievements of the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast within Azerbaijan were reflected in the statistical
journals published by the Oblast Statistical Office in
Stepanakert109 (Document 5.1–5.3). Further, the very
Stepanakert tried to close its eyes to these  editions,  while
there is a great need for not closing one's eyes to them,
but approaching  them  more  attentively.  One  of  the
statistical  journals  wrote  about  the  situation in the cul-
tural, economic, public health and other fields during the
40 years after the creation of the autonomous oblast
(1923–1963): Before the Revolution (i.e. the October
Revolution of 1917 –Y.M., K.Sh.), there were no second-
ary industrial educational institutions, public libraries and
theatres in Daghlig Garabagh. There were only three spe-
cial cultural and educational institutions and one special
cinema in the  city  of  Shusha.  Presently,  there  are  five
special  secondary educational  institutions  in  the  Daghlig 
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Garabagh Autonomous Oblast with one thousand pupils.
One hundred sixty four libraries, having the book stock of
more than 930,000 copies, operate here. 150 of the public
libraries are in villages; their book fund reaches 630,000
copies. There is the Armenian State Dramatic Theatre
named after M.Gorki, State Song and Dance Ensemble in
the Stepanakert city. There are 176 club establishments in
the oblast… Daghlig Garabagh also has research institu-
tions… The newspaper "Sovetakan Garabagh" has been
published in native language (Armenian - Y.M., K.Sh.)
since the first day of the establishment of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast.110 While speaking about
agriculture, the fact that Daghlig Garabagh has changed
from the land of wooden ploughs into that of tractor and
combine is confirmed. It is pointed out that at the beginning
of 1963, there were 1.4 thousand tractors, 224 combines,
670 lorries and thousands of other modern agricultural
machines in the Daghlig Garabagh agriculture.111 Much
was done for the realization of the industrial potential of
the  Daghlig  Garabagh  Autonomous  Oblast  during  the
40  years. Gross product of the entire industry in 1962 grew
by 341%, electric power by 945% and so on compared to
1940.112 The oblast's socioeconomic life developed dynami-
cally as well after the mid 1960s.

Comparison of the economic and social development
rates generally of the Azerbaijan SSR, including
Nakhchivan Soviet Socialist Republic and Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast of it in 1965–1987 shows
very clearly the autonomous oblast's high progress rate at
that time.113 In 1987, the number of industrial workers in
every 10,000 persons was 686 in the republic and 387 – in
the Nakhchivan Soviet Socialist Republic, while this figure
equaled 657 in the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast.
Gross agricultural products per capita equalled accord-
ingly 588, 501 and 692 (!) etc. As to the social progress
rates, these figures were much higher than the figures not
only in Azerbaijan SSR, but even the Armenian SSR and
in general, in the USSR. While the hospital bed supply of
every 10,000 persons was 86.2 in the Armenian SSR, 97.7
in the Azerbaijan SSR, this figure was 101.7 in the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast etc.114 Even the
preamble of the resolution of the Soviet Union
Communist Party Central Committee and USSR
Council of Ministers dated on March 24, 1988 on socioe-
conomic development of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast, which was adopted due to the spe-
cial  efforts  of  Armenian  separatists'  Moscow  support-
ers  pointed  out  particularly  the  achievements gained
in the oblast's social and economic development fields.115

Even in the period when false information invented
by the separatists knew no limitations, Azerbaijan did not
fear to put the facts of the socioeconomic state of the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast, which is an inte-
gral part of it, to extensive public  discussion;  on  the  con-
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1920–30-
 1941–1945-

. 1945- -

trary, it was interested in even more elucidation of the cur-
rent situation. Therefore, in the strained March days of
1988, a "round table" on the theme of "Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast economy: problems and visions" was
organized at the Institute of Economic Management at
the  Azerbaijan  SSR  Council  of  Ministers  and  its
materials  were  published  and  delivered  to  the public.116

Therefore, we  do  not  think  there  is  a  need  to  cite
those facts here. We just want to draw attention to the
speech of the chairman of the academic council on the
problem of "Main assets, capital investment and eco-
nomic  efficiency  of  new  technique",  academician  of
the USSR  Academy  of  Sciences,  Armenian  by  nation-
ality T.Sh.Khachaturov at the end of the discussions dur-
ing that "round table". He confirmed the real situation
and said: It was very pleasant for me to conduct an
exchange of opinions with my colleagues on the issues con-
cerning even more development of the productive forces of
Daghlig  Garabagh.  I  should  confess  that  I  did  not have
sufficiently  full  information  on  this  issue  and  our  con-
versation  gave  me a chance to fill this gap to some extent
(It is  italicized by us – Y.M.,  K.Sh.).117 As  it  is  seen,
this  economist,  (!) academician T.Sh.Khachaturov con-
fesses that he "does not have" enough information about
such an important issue. In this case, is there a need to
speak about  the  others?!  In  fact,  Armenian   separatists
needed  not  the  information  reflecting  the  real  situation;
on the contrary, a lack of information was needed in the
fight for breaking Daghlig Garabagh off from
Azerbaijan.

Following the granting of autonomy to the integral
part of Azerbaijan, Daghlig Garabagh, Armenians in
Daghlig Garabagh, Armenia and abroad did not stop
their separatist activity. In the period of silence of
Armenian "politicians", Armenian writers, poets, as well
as men representing other classes became carriers of the
strategic goal, or rather, the "politicians" pushed them
ahead  (this  is  the  "historical"  tradition  of  Armenian
separatists!). Famous Armenian writer M.Shaginyan
(1888–1982) published a booklet titled "Daghlig
Garabagh" (1927) shortly after the granting of autonomy
to  Daghlig  Garabagh.118 This  "booklet"  distorted  the
historical  truth  openly;  it  gave  false  information  to
the All-Union reader ("Daghlig Garabagh is an
Armenian country…" (p.3); "Daghlig Garabagh is a feu-
dal district, noble piece (?) of Armenia" (p.5) etc.).

Failing to achieve what they wanted in the 1920-30s
Armenians reactivated again following the war of 1941-
1945. In November 1945, the secretary of the Armenian
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee
Gr.Arutinov turned to I.Stalin and raised the issue about
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annexing the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast of
Azerbaijan SSR to the Armenian SSR under the name of
Garabagh oblast.119 The secretary of the All-Union
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee
G.M.Malenkov sent the text of that appeal to the first
secretary of Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party
Central Committee M.J.Baghirov on November 28,
1945. Malenkov suggested that M.Baghirov express his
opinion concerning the issue raised by the Armenian
Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee.120 In
regard to this, Baghirov sent his reply to Moscow on
December 10, 1945. Baghirov was writing in reply:

"Top secret. To comrade Malenkov. In reply to Your
telegram concerning the suggestion of annexing the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast to Armenian SSR
made by the secretary of the Armenian Communist
(Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee comrade Arutinov,
I inform:

Territory of the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast had been within the Garabagh khanate since ancient
times, the center of which was the Panahabad city built in
1747 by the khan of Garabagh Panah khan.

In 1826, Garabagh was annexed to the czarist Russia.
Later, the territory of the current Daghlig Garabagh Auto-
nomous Oblast was within Shusha, Javanshir, Garyagin
and Gubadly uezds of Yelizavetpol gubernia.

In 1918–1920, in the period when musavatists were
reigning in Azerbaijan and dashnaks in Armenia, the musa-
vat government set up a governor-general administration
with Shusha (former Panahabad) its center.

Due to the national bloodshed organized by the musa-
vatists and dashnaks, Shusha was also destroyed and razed
to the ground as were many other cities of Azerbaijan and
Armenia.

In 1920, in the initial period after the Soviet power was
established in Azerbaijan, the common Oblast Revolu-
tionary Committee was heading the agricultural-political
life of entire Garabagh.

In 1923, the issue of annexing the mountainous part of
Garabagh settled mainly by Armenians to the Armenian
SSR, was raised. However, since this territory did not
share borders with the Armenian SSR and was separated
from Armenia with Gubadly, Lachin, Kalbajar and
Dastafur regions populated by Azerbaijanis only, the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast was created with
Khankandy, currently Stepanakert as its center by the
decree of the Azerbaijan Central Executive Committee
dated on July 7, 1923 based on instruction of the party
authorities. Thus, the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast has never been connected with Armenian SSR terri-
torially and is not as well presently.

Much has been done in the fields of agricultural-politi-
cal and cultural development of Daghlig Garabagh during
the years of Soviet power in Azerbaijan. One of the bright-
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est samples of this development is that the current center of
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast, Stepanakert city
has been transformed from a desolate and destroyed village
into one of the most beautiful, prosperous and cultural
cities of Azerbaijan. 

Armenians, mainly from Daghlig Garabagh Autono-
mous Oblast make up 20.5% of the students of all higher
education institutions and technical schools of Azerbaijan
SSR.

There are many comrades from Daghlig Garabagh
among the republic's party, soviet and agricultural leaders
- secretaries of Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party
Central Committee, their deputies, peoples commissars,
deputy peoples commissars etc. 

Nevertheless, we do not object to the annexation of the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast to the Armenian
SSR, but we do not agree that Shusha region populated
mainly by Azerbaijanis as well presently, though it is a part
of the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast, be given to
the Armenian SSR.

Since the day Shusha city was built, it has not only been
the administrative-political and cultural center of Gara-
bagh, but also played an exceptional role in the struggle of
Azerbaijani people against Iranian invaders for its inde-
pendence.

One of the most bloodthirsty conquerors, butcher of the
Caucasian peoples Agha Mahammad shah Gajar was
killed in Shusha.

The rich music culture of the Azerbaijani people has
been formed in this city. The names of Ibrahim khan,
Vagif, Natavan and other distinguished political and cul-
tural figures are linked with this city.

At the same time, we regard it urgent to take into the
consideration of All-Union Communist (Bolsheviks) Party
Central Committee that during the consideration of the
issue of annexing the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast to the Armenian SSR, the issue of annexing
Azizbayov, Vedi and Garabaghlar regions of Armenian
SSR adjoining the Azerbaijan republic and populated
mainly by Azerbaijanis into the Azerbaijan SSR.

Taking into account the very big cultural and econom-
ic lack of development of these regions, their annexation to
Azerbaijan would create an opportunity to improve the
financial welfare standards of the population and cultural-
political service to it.

We ask the All-Union Communist (Bolsheviks) Party
Central Committee to consider as well the following issues
in addition to the above-mentioned:

Georgian comrades raise the issue of giving Balakan,
Zagatala and Gakh regions of Azerbaijan SSR to
Georgian SSR.

Despite the fact that the total number of population in
the mentioned regions is 79,000 while Georgian-Ingiloys
make up only 9,000 of it, we do not protest against consid-
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Àçÿðáàéúàíûí äöíéàäà ìÿøùóð îëàí  Ãàðàáàü àòëàðû. World-famous Azerbaijan Garabagh horses.
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eration of this issue, but the issue of annexation of Borchali
region of Georgian SSR adjoining directly to Azerbaijan
SSR and populated exclusively by Azerbaijanis only to the
Azerbaijan SSR must be considered simultaneously with
this issue.

Finally, we ask you to consider the issue of annexing
Darband and Gasimkand regions of Daghistan SSR, which
were a part of the Baku gubernia within Azerbaijan in the
past and presently adjoin to the Azerbaijan SSR. These
regions are populated mainly by Azerbaijanis, in addition,
more than half of the population engaged in cattle-breeding
spend 9 months of the year in the territory of Azerbaijan.

We regard it expedient to establish a committee of the
All-Union Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central Committee
to include interested representatives from all the republics.

Secretary of the Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks)
Party Central Committee M.J.Baghirov

December 10, 1945
330, Baku city"121

This reply drew the attention of many researchers
and certain views were expressed concerning it.122

However, there is a need to come back to it once again.
What are the issues drawing attention in this document?!
First of all: 1) Such prompt answer to a very complex
issue as Malenkov's suggestion in the condition of the
then  party  bureaucracy  attracts  attention.  It  shows
that such a suggestion was not unexpected for the
Azerbaijan Communist (Bolsheviks) Party Central
Committee. 2) Political, scientific-historical, as well as
contextual analyses of the text are also a necessity. Let us
not stay too much on these and pay attention to one
important moment. It appears from here that despite
being sometimes claimed, Azerbaijan leadership never
evaded  such  a  problem;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  ready
to discuss it and put forward definite suggestions at the
highest level. Such a substantiated position made Moscow
avoid pressing Azerbaijan. Nevertheless, Armenian lead-
ership did not step back  from  its  intention  and  mana-
ged massive deportation of Azerbaijanis from the
Armenian SSR – their ancestral lands from 1948 to
1953.123

Further, Armenians did not stop their separatist
activity linked with Daghlig Garabagh even after that.
They raised this problem again in the condition of an
aggravated anti-Turkey campaign in the USSR in the
1960s. In 1965, the petition on the annexation of Daghlig
Garabagh  to Armenia signed by 45,000  persons  was
submitted  to  Moscow  and  based  on  this,  the secre-
tariat of the Soviet Union Communist Party Central
Committee charged Armenia and Azerbaijan with
preparing an issue regarding this. Armenian separatists
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Åðìÿíèëÿð Àçÿðáàéúàí õàëãûíûí òàðèõ âÿ ìÿäÿíèééÿòèíÿ
äàèð ôàêò âÿ ùÿãèãÿòëÿðè ñàõòàëàøäûðìàãëà áÿðàáÿð,
àáèäÿëÿðèí ýþðöíöø âÿ éàçûëàðûíû äà
“åðìÿíèëÿøäèðìèøëÿð”:
1. ßõè Òÿâÿêêöë çàâèéÿñè. ÕÛÛ-ÕÛÛÛ ÿñðëÿð. Åðìÿíèëÿð áó
àáèäÿéÿ ñöíè øÿêèëäÿ õà÷ ÿëàâÿ åòìèøëÿð; 2. Äàø ùåéêÿë.
Àüäàìûí Áîéÿùìÿäëè êÿíäè. Ùåéêÿëèí “åðìÿíèëÿøäèðèëìèø”
âàðèàíòû;
3. Äàø ùåéêÿë. Áÿðäÿ. Åðìÿíèëÿð áó ùåéêÿëè äÿ ñàõòàëàø-
äûðìûøëàð.

Falsifying the facts and the truths concerning the
history and culture of Azerbaijani people, Armenians
have “armenianized” the appearance and scripts of
the monuments as well :
1. Akhy Òavakkul çàâèéa. XII-XIII c. Armenians have  falsely
engraved the cross to this monument; 2. Stone monument.
Boyahmadly village, Aghdam. The “armenianized” option of
the monument; 3. Stone monument. Barda. Armenians have
falsefied this monument as well. 
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think that M.Suslov, secretary of the Soviet Union
Communist Party Central Committee prevented this.124

With  Heydar  Aliyev's  coming  to  Azerbaijan  leadership
in 1969,  and  due  to  his  courageous  and determined posi-
tion separatist initiatives of Armenians and  the "activity"
they ran in Moscow with this purpose did not yield any
result  for  a long  time. During  the  adoption of the
USSR Constitution in 1977, Armenians again tried to
raise this problem with the same persistency.125 However,
this  time  they  also  failed  to  achieve  anything.  During
the period H.Aliyev headed Azerbaijan (1969–1982) and
was one  of  the USSR  leaders  (1982–1987),  his  determi-
nation  and  strong  will  did  not  allow  Armenian  sepa-
ratists to achieve their intentions.

The publishing of Z.Balayan's "Ojag" book in Iravan
in  1984,  with  his  purposeful  distortions  concerning
history and modern time of Garabagh, nationalist-sepa-
ratist appeals incited passions again.126 This mood gained
great  support  in  the  soviet  leadership  (in  the person
of M.S.Gorbachov) by way of "glasnost and perestroika"
as declared by M.S.Gorbachov, surrounded by Armenian
nationalists, and it entered a new stage. Daghlig
Garabagh governed by the Armenian separatists and
terrorists supported by Moscow took the path of betray-
al against Azerbaijan, as done before during Azerbaijan
Peoples Republic in 1920.

6.3. General review of development
of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast and

lowland (plain) part of Garabagh

In  all  the  previous  historical  periods,  Garabagh
(its  plain and  mountainous  parts)  was  an indivisable
natural-geographic region of Azerbaijan, and it
supplemented Azerbaijan as a historical  district  with  its
economic  and political development,  similar  traditions,
life style and social conditions. However, autonimization
of Daghlig Garabagh caused radical changes in the situ-
ation.

The  Daghlig  Garabagh  Autonomous Oblast began
to  turn  into  an  agrarian-industrial  region  in  the
exceptional conditions created for it, with the plain, as
well as other regions of Garabagh populated by
Azerbaijanis, becoming its raw material base. The
regions around the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast  were  mainly  directed  to  engage  in  cotton
growing, and a processing industry began to decline. All
of  these  led  to  a  quick  improvement  in  the  living
conditions in the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast
compared with other regions of Garabagh. The location
of health resort centers in the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous  Oblast  also  caused  a  flow  of  lowland
population here in the summer, which developed the
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1. Õàíêÿíäèíèí Øóøà øÿùÿðèíäÿí ýþðöíöøö.
2. Õàíêÿíäè Øÿùÿð Èúðà Ùàêèìèééÿòèíèí áèíàñû.

1. View of Khankandy from Shusha city. 
2. Khankandy City Executive Power building. 
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1992-úè èë ôåâðàëûí ñîíóíäà áöòöí Àçÿðáàéúàíäà îëäóüó êèìè, Ãàðàáàüäà äà ìèëëè Íîâðóç áàéðàìûíà ùàçûðëûã ýþðöëöðäö. Åðìÿíè
õÿéàíÿòêàðëàðû èñÿ Õîúàëûäà ñîéãûðûìûíà ùàçûðëàøûðäûëàð.
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In late February 1992 while, Garabagh as well as entire Azerbaijan was preparing for the national holiday Novruz, the Armenian
betrayers were planning the Khojaly genocide. 
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economy of Daghlig Garabagh even more. This led to
the entry of huge amounts of income to the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast budget. The only higher
educational institution of the entire region, Teacher
Training Institute, was also situated in Khankandy
(Stepanakert), the center of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast.

The economic advantage gained by the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast unlike the other  historical
Garabagh regions was accompanied as well by an increase
of political advantage of the autonomous oblast status.
Lowland regions inhabited by Moslem–Azerbaijanis suf-
fered the pressure of the soviet regime and discrimination
more than the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast
inhabited mainly by Christian–Armenians.

All of these increased the ethnic selfishness of Daghlig
Garabagh Armenians supported by Moscow and Arme-
nian SSR and created an openly humiliating atmosphere
against Azerbaijanis. Thus, like in 1905–1906 and 1918–
1920, Armenians governed from special centers were
organized in a much better way. Armenians were secretly
and quickly armed. These factors, as well  as other condi-
tions, later became the decisive factors in the occupation
of other regions around the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast by the Armenian military forces, and
Daghlig Garabagh by the Armenian separatist-terrorists.

7. THE INVASIVE WAR BY
ARMENIAN SEPARATISTS FROM 
ARMENIA AND DAGHLIG 
GARABAGH TO BREAK OFF 
DAGHLIG GARABAGH FROM 
AZERBAIJAN.

7.1. Beginning: 1985–1991

The claims of Armenians for Azerbaijan lands, as
well as Daghlig Garabagh, are an integral part of their
strategic plan aimed at the creation of the "Greater
Armenia". Therefore, adhering to their "traditions",
Armenians began to struggle for the realization of this
plan as soon as favorable conditions emerge. In 1985, the
pro-Armenian M.S.Gorbachov, came to power in the
USSR127 and this caused the reactivation of Armenian
separatists.
This time, the support and protection of the armed
Armenian separatists-terrorists by the soviet leadership
quickly became evident. In order to implement the secret
plan linked  with  the Daghlig Garabagh  Autonomous
Oblast,   M.S.Gorbachov   first  removed  Heydar Aliyev,
the mightiest obstacle in his way, from the Political
Bureau. Shortly after that, in November 1987, an
Armenian academician included in Gorbachov's team
A.Aganbekyan stated  in  Paris  that  he  had  submitted
a suggestion  to  the soviet leadership concerning Daghlig
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Garabagh  and  hoped  for  a  settlement  of  this prob-
lem through perestroika and democracy.128 The
Armenian "Garabagh Committee" which operated
secretly before through  its  separatist-terrorist  organiza-
tion "Krounk" ("Crane") in the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous  Oblast  but now began to operate openly,
and the  "Miatsum" (Unification) movement was formed.
This movement relied on Armenia, the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast, Moscow leadership,
USSR and some Armenians all around the world. The
events acquired an even more aggressive character
beginning  in  February  1988.  In  February,  a  wave  of
meetings  of  the  separatists and  Armenian  nationalists 
began to agitate in Iravan and Khankandy (Stepana-

kert). On February 20, a session of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast Soviet addressed the
Azerbaijan SSR Supreme Soviet to consider the oblast's
status.129 This  fact  showed that  Armenians  had  changed
their  tactics  compared  to  November  1945.  They  man-
aged  to  create  a  false idea  in the  world  community
about  Daghlig Garabagh in  the  period  after  the  Second
World  War  due  to  the  intensive  propaganda  they  ran
and  with  the  help of the strong Armenian Diaspora in for-
eign countries. Therefore, this time they followed the tac-
tics of taking their claims from behind closed doors to pub-
lic squares. The then political leadership of Azerbaijan
and its vast community were unprepared for the new tac-
tics of the Armenian separatists and their protectors. The
murder of two Azerbaijani youths in the Asgaran region
by Armenian  separatists-terrorists  on  February  24 and
the  wounding  of  19  men  did  not  lead  to  the prepa-
ration  of  a  deliberate  political  response  to  the  plans
of the Armenians either. In late February, murders
planned  with  the  participation  of  special  Armenian
service bodies and USSR National Security (KGB)
authorities  were  committed in  Sumgayit,  a big indus-
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«The history of Garabagh is rooted in
antiquity. It is one of the historic
provinces of Azerbaijan. This region is
an important political, cultural, and spir-
itual center [of Azerbaijan]... So called
«Garabagh problem» is creation of the
false claims made by Armenians». 

Samuel A.Weems
Armenia

«Secrets of a «Christian» terrorist state».

The Armenian great deception series – volume 1.



Ôðàíñûç æóðíàëèñòè Æàí Èâ Éóíåò:

“Áèç Õîúàëû ôàúèÿñèíèí øàùèäèéèê. Áèç Õîúàëû ìöäàôèÿ÷èëÿðèíèí, éöçëÿðëÿ äèíú ñàêèíèíèí - ãàäûíëàðûí, óøàãëàðûí,
ãîúàëàðûí åéáÿúÿð ùàëà ñàëûíìûø úÿñÿäëÿðèíè ýþçëÿðèìèçëÿ ýþðäöê... Åðìÿíèëÿð  áèçèì âåðòîëéîòó äà àòÿøÿ òóòäóãëàðûíà
ýþðÿ, ÷ÿêèëèøè áàøà ÷àòäûðà áèëìÿäèê. Àììà åëÿ éöêñÿêëèêäÿí ýþðäöêëÿðèìèç äÿ òþðÿäèëÿí âÿùøèëèêëÿðè òÿñÿââöðÿ
ýÿòèðìÿê ö÷öí êèôàéÿò åäèðäè. Áó, òöêöðïÿräèúè ìÿíçÿðÿ èäè. 5-6 éàøëû óøàãëàðû, ãóíäàãäàêû êþðïÿëÿðè, ùàìèëÿ
ãàäûíëàðû âÿùøèëèêëÿ þëäöðÿí åðìÿíèëÿð úÿëëàäëûãäà ùå÷ êÿñëÿ ìöãàéèñÿéÿ ýÿëìÿçëÿð”.

Eyewitness of Khojaly tragedy, French journalist Jean Eves Unette.

We are the eyewitnesses of Khojaly tragedy. We saw the mutilated corpses of defenders, hundreds civil-
ians  women, children, old men of Khojaly... We could not finish filming because of bombardment of our hel-
icopter by Armenians. But even that picture seen from this height was enough to imagine the committed bru-
talities. It was horrifying show. The Armenians, brutally killing 5-6-year-old children, babies in cradles, preg-

Åðìÿíè ñåïàðàò÷û - òåððîð÷óëàðûíûí äèíú Õîúàëû ÿùàëèñèíÿ ãàðøû òþðÿòäèêëÿðè
ñîéãûðûìûíû
ÿêñ åòäèðÿí ôîòîñÿíÿäëÿð. 1992-úè èë 26 ôåâðàë.

Photo documents reflecting the genocide committed by the Armenian sepa-



Õîúàëû ñîéãûðûìûíûí åðìÿíèëÿðèí èíñàíëûüà ãàðøû
éþíÿëìèø áó úèíàéÿòëÿðèíè ìöàñèðëÿðèíÿ ÷àòäûðìàã
ö÷öí ìþúöçÿ íÿòèúÿñèíäÿ ãóðòóëìóø úàíëû øàùèäëÿðè.

Live witnesses of the Khojaly genocide, who
were miracously saved in order to describe  these
crimes of Armenians against humanity.

Õîúàëû ñîéãûðûìûíà äàèð ôîòîìàòåðèàëëàða daha
ýåíèø áàõûí: ñÿù. 269-280.

For more photo documents about Khojaly
genoside see page. 269-280.
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trial  city  in  Azerbaijan.130 Soon  thereafter,  the  pur-
pose of the Sumgayit events became clear. As was
planned beforehand, this event was  instantly used
against Azerbaijanis  living  in  Armenia  and  for   break-
ing  the  Daghlig  Garabagh  Autonomous  Oblast off
from Azerbaijan SSR. "On March 10,  4 residents of the
Mehmandar village of Azerbaijanis located to the south of
Iravan  were  murdered.  On  March  25,  more  than  100
houses in the Azerbaijani villages of the Ararat region
were  plundered  and  burnt,  and  the  population  was  driv-
en  out. In mid  May, a new attack was made on Azerbaijan
villages near Iravan…"131 The Armenian atrocities and
genocide committed repeatedly against Azerbaijanis dur-
ing  history started more fiercely again. 

In  this  period  when  atrocities  committed  by  the
separatist-terrorist Armenians  knew  no  restrictions, the
fact that the Soviet Union Communist Party Central
Committee  and  Soviet  government  were  not  interested
in  real  assessment  of  the  situation   became   evident.
The resolution "On measures for an acceleration of
socioeconomic development of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast of Azerbaijan SSR in 1988–1995"
dated on March 24, 1988 was intentionally directed to
covering-up the fact that the issue was in essence an act
of separatism. Such support encouraged Armenians
even more and increased their aggressiveness. The
Azerbaijan leadership headed by A.Vazirov demonstrat-
ed submission to Moscow and took the position of con-
cession to the aggressor. Finally, Moscow took one more
step in the direction of removing the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast from within Azerbaijan SSR:  The
USSR  Supreme  Soviet Presidium adopted  a  decision
"On   application of special  administration form in the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous  Oblast  of  Azerbaijan
SSR" on January 12, 1989.132 Everything was clear: the
Special Administration Committee created in the
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast was to provide
separation of the autonomous oblast from Azerbaijan
and its annexation to Armenia. However, due to the
democratic struggle of Azerbaijan people understanding
this, the Special Administration Committee, was
annulled on November 28. Nevertheless, a new
"Organization Committee" was established  in  its  place.
The  Armenian  SSR  made use  of  this  situation  and
adopted an unconstitutional  act  on  the annexation of
Daghlig Garabagh to Armenia on December 1. This was
an open legal intervention of Armenia to the territorial
integrity of the Azerbaijan SSR. Moscow, as was expect-
ed, closed its eyes to this intervention  as  well. Thus,  the
situation deteriorated even more. This time the USSR
leadership headed by Gorbachov committed an even
more terrible crime against Azerbaijan. Baku was chosen
as the main target. The  Soviet  state  broke  its  constitu-
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tional responsibility to its citizens and brought a large
troop contingent armed with the most modern techniques
and weapons into Baku, and committed a bloody slaughter
here on the night of January 19–20, 1990.133 Armenian sol-
diers and officers were widely used in the Baku blood-
shed. However, the bloodshed of January 20 failed to
break the will of the Azerbaijani people; on the contrary,
it agitated the struggle for the independence and territo-
rial integrity of the republic. The next day after the
tragedy of January 20, Heydar Aliyev came to the Azer-
baijan Representation in Moscow, resolutely denounced
the criminal actions of the soviet leadership, and ascended
to the front of this just struggle by the Azerbaijani people.
On August 30, 1991 Azerbaijan SSR Supreme Soviet
adopted a statement on the restoration  of its state inde-
pendence, and on October 18, the Constitutional Act on
state independence was adopted.134 Armenian separatists
of Daghlig Garabagh also used the  emerging situation
and continued to become politically organized. In
September 1991, they announced the  establishment of a
fictitious state named "Daghlig Garabagh Republic".
The Azerbaijan Republic refused to recognize that unit,
and on November 26, the status of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast was annulled.

In late 1991, the collapse of the USSR created a new
geopolitical condition in the post-soviet territories.
Armenia actually started an open and unjust war against
Azerbaijan. Armenian military units violated Azerbaijan
borders and penetrated into Garabagh joining armenian
separatist-terrorists, began the occupation of Azerbaijan
territories.

7.2. Act of betrayal upon the sovereignty
of Azerbaijan: Non-declared war of Armenia

against Azerbaijan Republic.
Occupation of Garabagh

Following the February events of 1988, the sepa-
ratist-terrorist groups of the Daghlig Garabagh
Autonomous Oblast and Armenian armed forces began
military operations for the capture of Daghlig Garabagh.
The  units   of  the  USSR   Armed  Forces  in  Armenia
and Daghlig  Garabagh Autonomous Oblast also joined
them. Clearly, Russian military forces could not take this
step without the agreement of Moscow! Thus, a condi-
tion emerged similar to the one due to the collapse of the
czar government in February 1917, and repeated once
again. Armenian officers serving in the soviet army and
former soviet military units united against Azerbaijanis
and began military operations on a common front (As it
was in the March genocide of 1918 against Azerbaijan
people!). First began the occupation of Daghlig
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Garabagh's Azerbaijani settlements.135 Karkijahan was
invaded on January 15; Malibayly and Gushchular vil-
lages on February 10, 1992; the peaceful and unarmed
people were ruthlessly tortured, and the siege press of
Khojaly and Shusha narrowed. The Dashalti operation
organized hurridly out of Azerbaijani volunteers failed.
Armenian and soviet military units captured Garabaghly
village in mid February.136 The  most  tragic  event  of
modern history took place on the night of February 25–26,
1992.  Armenian  military  units  committed a terrible
genocide  against  Azerbaijanis  in  Khojaly,  together  with
the soldiers of the 366th mounted infantry regiment.137

Other than the terrible bloodshed committed by fascism
in the Second World War, this is the most massive and
terrible genocide committed by the Armenian sepa-
ratists-terrorists and Armenian military forces against
humanity in modern time. The fact that the Azerbaijan
leadership backed the position of Moscow, instead of its
own nation in this war targeted against the territorial
integrity of Azerbaijan and its people, discredited it. Due
to the condition of an aggravated people's movement, on
March 1992, A.Mutallibov heading the republic,
resigned. The power gap that emerged weakened the pro-
tective ability of the Azerbaijan Republic even more.
Consequently, on May 1992, Armenian and soviet mili-
tary units captured Shusha as well. Thus, the Armenians
actually invaded the entire territory of Daghlig
Garabagh. The next step was the occupation of the
Lachin region. Armenians did not stop military opera-
tions after the occupation of the entire territory of
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast and Lachin
region. Making use of the aggravation of fights for power
in Baku, the Armenians invaded Lachin as well. The new
squables within the power during the rule of Azerbaijan
Popular Front (May 1992 – June 1993) struck a heavy
blow on the republic's defense. In April 1993, Kalbajar
was invaded. In June, a deep political crisis occurred in
Azerbaijan. Heydar Aliyev came to power by the
demand of the people. Armenia continued the war
against Azerbaijan and invaded Aghdam, Fuzuli,
Jabrayil, Gubadly and Zangilan regions within July-
October 1993 (Table 7.1; Map 16). Armenians razed the
land to the ground in the invaded territories. Twenty
thousand Azerbaijanis became martyrs in the war;
100,000 were wounded, 50,000 men became invalid. The
number of refugees and internally displaced persons
exceeded one million. In accordance with official infor-
mation, Armenian invaders took 4,861 Azerbaijanis,
including 314 women, 58 children and 255 old men, as
captives and hostages. Armenian fascists hide the true
number of captives and hostages from international
organizations, treat them in inhuman and ruthless ways,
make them work as slaves, humiliate and offend them.138
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The United Nations Organization (UN) confirmed
that an unfair war is run against Azerbaijan, its territori-
al integrity has been violated, and its territories have been
invaded by Armenians. United Nations  Security Council
adopted four  resolutions (  822, 853, 874 and 884)139 on
the withdrawal of Armenian armed forces from the terri-
tories of the Republic of Azerbaijan. However, the
Armenian invaders did not implement these resolutions
(Document 5).

There was a great need for the mobilization of mili-
tary-economic, as well as human forces of Azerbaijan in
the struggle against the Armenian invaders. With this
purpose, Heydar Aliyev addressed the people by television
and radio on November 2, serious military-organizational
measures were taken. Due to this, it was possible to create
a turning point in the just struggle of the Azerbaijani
people against the invaders. In mid November, the
attack of Armenian armed forces against Beylagan was
stopped. On January 5, 1994 the Horadiz town (of strate-
gic importance) and 22 villages of the Fuzuli region were
cleared away from the enemy. After that, a part of the
Jabrayil region, Bozlu, Takagaya, Babashlar, Ganli-
kand, Chapli, Susuzlug, Gasimbinasi, Yanshagbiner,
Yanshag, Baghirsag, Gamishly and Baghirly settlements
of Kalbajar region were liberated as well. The enemy was
driven out from Chichakly Mountain and other strategic
hills, the part of  Kalbajar–Lachin  road  up to the tun-
nel was taken  under  control.140 The successes achieved
by  Azerbaijan  in  the  field,  by  creating  a  turning
point  in the war  and  releasing  the  occupied  native
lands,  seriously alarmed  not  only  Armenia,  but  also
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1988–1992 4 400 5,08 14,77

1992,8 289 0,33 0,97

1992, 18 1835 2,12 6,16

1993, 2 1936 2,24 6,50

1993, 23 1094 1,26 3,67

1993,23 1386 1,60 4,65

1993, 23 1050 1,21 3,52

1993, 31 802 0,93 2,69

1993, 29 707 0,81 2,37

Table 7.1

Azerbaijan territories occupied by Armenians in the
Garabagh war, their ratio of Azerbaijan and

Armenian territories

Occupied
territory

Date of
occupation

Area of the occupied territories

absolute
sq km

compared to
Azerbaijan,

in %

compared
to Arme-
nia, in %

Daghlig
Garabagh

1988–1992 4 400 5,08 14,77

As well as 

Shusha May 8, 1992 289 0,33 0,97

Lachin May 18, 1992 1835 2,12 6,16

Kalbajar April 2, 1993 1936 2,24 6,50

Aghdam July 23, 1993 1094 1,26 3,67

Fuzuli August 23, 1993 1386 1,60 4,65

Jabrayil August 23, 1993 1050 1,21 3,52

Gubadly August 31, 1993 802 0,93 2,69

Zangilan October 29, 1993 707 0,81 2,37
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the  forces  supporting it. The Armenian  supporters'
policy of  strengthening the Republic of Armenia militar-
ily, supplying it with modern weapons, and making it a
reactionary force in the region was aggravated even
more. In such a condition,  the  Azerbaijan  Republic
signed  the  Bishkak  protocol on May 8, 1994. Successful
military operations of Azerbaijani  army  over Armenian
military  forces  caused  a  cease-fire  in  the  front in
May 12.

In the period of this invasion and war against the
Republic of Azerbaijan, Armenia pushed into over 360
km areas from Azerbaijan borders, invaded 20% of  its
territories, and took  control  of  the  198-km Azerbaijan-
Iranian borders from Horadiz town in Fuzuli up to
Zangilan. Armenians  invaded  2  cities,  1  town and 53
villages populated by approximately 50,000 Azerbaijanis
in the  territory  of  Daghlig  Garabagh. Together  with
the invasions inside Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast, Armenians captured 890 cities, villages and
towns. The destroyed facilities, occupied planting and
forest areas were as follows:   houses – 102,000, public
buildings – 7000; secondary schools – 693; public health
facilities – 695; motor roads – 800 km; bridges – 160; water
pipeline – 2300 km; electric power lines – 15000 km;
forests – 250000 ha; arable lands – 200000 ha; historical
monuments and museums – 464. In accordance with initial
calculations, the Azerbaijan Republic suffered a loss
approximating 60 billion US dollars.141 In addition,
all of the mercury, obsidian and volcanic glass reserves
of the Republic of Azerbaijan; 35-60 percent of construc-
tion and upholstery materials; 23.8 percent of forests and
7.8 percent of water reserves etc. are in the invaded terri-
tories. Two preserves and 3  sanctuaries,  as  well  as
3  large water  storage  facilities are also located in these
regions.142

7.3. Armenian separatist-terrorist invasive
regime in Garabagh

Armenians  began  the  invasion of Garabagh  by tak-
ing possession of political power in the Daghlig Gara-
bagh Autonomous Oblast. With  this  purpose, they took
measures aimed at the appropriation of the legal bodies'
powers. Thus, they tried to put a so-called legal cover on
their activities. For this purpose, they held a gathering
called the "Congress of Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous
Oblast population representatives." This "congress" was
illegal. Its decision also could not be objective. Because,
representatives of the oblast's Azerbaijani population
were not invited to that "congress" and did not take part
in it. A National Council was created on August 16,
1989.143 This Council was directly heading the mission of
breaking Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast off
from the Republic of Azerbaijan and impeded the legal
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activity of the Organization Committee. In September
1991, the creation of the fictitious "Daghlig Garabagh
Republic" was announced. The annulment of the status of
the Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast of Azerbaijan
and the introduction of an all-republic governance style
proves once again the illegality of that organization.

During all of these processes, the slyness of Armenia's
position is striking as well. On the one hand, it was
adopting a decision on the annexation of the Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast to Armenia, on the other
hand trying to make the international community admit
the fictitious union named "Daghlig Garabagh
Republic"; hold "elections" in order to give a legitimate
character to the governmental bodies in the "Daghlig
Garabagh Republic", etc.

"Daghlig Garabagh Republic" is in essence a sepa-
ratist-terrorist invasive regime. This regime, like the other
regimes similar to it, relies on military forces created with
the help of Armenia, as well as other states supporting
and supplying with arms separatist-terrorist forces.
While this regime calls itself "Daghlig Garabagh
Republic", it actually keeps a big part of historical
Garabagh lands, that is, the territories not included in
Daghlig Garabagh. This fact alone expresses quite clear-
ly the current state of the lands aside the territory of
Daghlig Garabagh Autonomous Oblast.

When the fictitious regime called "Daghlig Garabagh
Republic" was created, Azerbaijan territories were invad-
ed, Azerbaijanis suffered bloody slaughters and geno-
cide. The local population was forcibly driven out of
their native lands and became refugees and internally dis-
placed persons; thus, ethnic cleansing, including deporta-
tion and killing was conducted in these lands. As a result
of this, the mono-ethnic power of the Armenians was estab-
lished in the occupied territories of Azerbaijan. Prior to
this, Armenians had implemented the same policy in the
current Armenian territory, that is the former Western
Azerbaijan lands.

The  region's  economic  state  also  reflects  the  mis-
erable  results  of  the  bloody  invasion regime. The eco-
nomic potential of Daghlig Garabagh has suffered a
heavy blow; it was distributed among the Armenian
mafia forces going as far back as during the soviet power,
and became a raw material base of Armenia. The econo-
my of other occupied Azerbaijani adjacent regions of the
Daghlig  Garabagh  Autonomous  Oblast  has  fallen
into a worse condition. The current economic potential
and all forcibly displaced Azerbaijani people's property
have been plundered and essentially destroyed. Non-cul-
tivation of arable lands has shown its effect. "Wild ani-
mals, … pests increase greatly, for there are a plenty of
wild plants in the unplanted and uncultivated lands.
They cause great damage to agriculture, spreading into
the surrounding  territories,  as  well  as  neighboring
regions".144
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Øÿùèäëÿð õèéàáàíûíû çèéàðÿò åäÿðêÿí.
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President I.H.Aliyev visits Alley of Martyr where were burried the heroes killed for the independence of Azerbaijan and in
Garabagh war.
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Historical monuments (Map 15) belonging to
Azerbaijanis in the occupied territories have been savage-
ly plundered and destroyed. Christian monuments belon-
ging to the Azerbaijan–Alban state are falsified and
named Armenian–Grigorian monuments. Modern
Armenian vandalism is doing its work in front of the
world community's eyes.

The military operations conducted in Garabagh on
the one hand, and the current invasion regime on the
other, have struck a heavy blow against the ecology.
Within these areas and beyond "presently Armenians
have fully destroyed the Shusha Cave, Shusha Castle
Walls, tomb of the famous Azerbaijan poet Mullah
Panah Vagif, Shah Abbas caravansarai in Fuzuli, cultur-
al-historical monuments in Kalbajar, Lachin, Gubadly,
Zangilan and other settlements, turned the ancient Alban
churches in Garabagh into weapon storages and
destroyed them. About 43 hydro-meteorological obser-
vation points have been destroyed, which contradicts the
principles of UNESCO and the Worldwide Meteoro-
logical Organization".145

The report of the Azerbaijan delegation to the
European Council Parliamentary Assembly provided
detailed information about the fact that the "Daghlig
Garabagh Republic" uses the occupied territories for
drug planting, production and transit. There are facts
proving as well that international and Armenian terrorist
organizations' bases are located in these territories.146 The
fact of financing the Daghlig Garabagh separatist-terror-
ist regime by international Armenian companies has been
revealed as well.

After the invasion of Garabagh, Armenia was giving
an incentive to settle the armenians in those lands and
began to use methods that were even more cunning. Due
to the negotiations conducted with the Kurdish Workers'
Party, they began to take measures for moving Kurds
from Irag to the invaded territories.147 In April 2003, on
the eve and during the US led war against Iraq the idea
emerged of placing in Garabagh the Armenians living in
Iraq. The United States State Department expressed a
serious protest against this. The changes in the Kurds'
position in Iraq broke the Armenian – Kurdish Workers'
Party's agreement regarding the movement of Kurds to
Garabagh. This in fact was one more confirmation of the
historical rights of Azerbaijanis, the legal owners of those
lands.

The separatist-terrorist Armenian regime causes
protests in the entire world as time goes on. Not acciden-
tally, the Armenians, having great force and ways of
influence in the international world, have not achieved
any progress in the field of the recognition of this ficti-
tious state, despite all efforts. On the contrary, several
authoritative international organizations have confirmed
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in their documents the fact of the invasion of Azerbaijan
territory, and called Armenia an invasive-aggressive
state, and fictitious ''Daghlig Garabagh Republic'' sepa-
ratist-terrorist regime. 

8. ON SETTLEMENT OF THE
ARMENIA-AZERBAIJAN,
DAGHLIG GARABAGH CONFLICT:
POSITION OF AZERBAIJAN 
REPUBLIC

The realization of the Russian Empire's policy of cre-
ating an Armenian state in the territory of Azerbaijan
began in the beginning of the XIX century. The history
of ungrounded territorial claims of Armenia against
Azerbaijan begins as well from that time. This policy was
implemented during the First World War. In 1918, the
first Armenian state was created in Western Azerbaijan
lands, in the South Caucasus. The Azerbaijan Peoples
Republic conceded Iravan city, one of the cultural cen-
ters of Azerbaijan, to the Armenians, with the special
order dated on May 29, 1918 for them to have a political
center (Document 7). This was a friendly step taken for
the creation of peace and welfare in the South Caucasus.
However, despite this, the Armenians continued impu-
dently their territorial claims against Azerbaijan during
the rule of the Azerbaijan Peoples Republic and the
years of Soviet power. Armenians, receiving all kind of
support from Moscow during this period, were constant-
ly expanding the territory of the Armenian state by
annexing Azerbaijan lands. They achieved the "clear-
ance" of Western Azerbaijan from Azerbaijanis, local
and absolute majority of the population from their
ancestral lands through genocide and forced deporta-
tions, and thus made Armenia a mono-ethnic country.
In the last period (1988–1991) of the Soviet power
(1920–1991), these claims acquired a military-political
and an openly aggressive character. This time the
Armenians took the path of creating a second Armenian
state in the South Caucasus (again in Azerbaijan territo-
ry!). The soviet state did not provide a fair assessment of
Armenia's territorial claims against Azerbaijan and the
separatist-terrorist activity of Armenians of Daghlig
Garabagh Autonomous Oblast, and they did not reveal
the criminal actions of Armenia separatists and terror-
ists. On the contrary, the decisions that were based on
double standards, contradicting the problem's essence
and not providing a fair settlement, were adopted
regarding this issue. The decisions of the Soviet Union
Communist Party Central Committee and USSR
Council of Ministers dated on March 24, 1988, of the
USSR Supreme Soviet Presidium dated on July 20 etc
were  just  such  decisions.148 Precisely because of this the 
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1. Úàááàð Ãàðéàüäû îüëóíóí áàø÷ûëûã åòäèéè  ìóüàì ö÷ëöéö.
1905-úè èë.

2. Øóøà ìóñèãè÷èëÿðè Âàðøàâàäà. 1912-úè èë.
3. Ìóüàì ö÷ëöéö: Àðèô Áàáàéåâ, Ùÿáèá Áàéðàìîâ, 

Ùàáèë ßëèéåâ.

1. Mugham trio headed by Jabbar Garyaghdy oghlu. 1905.
2. Shusha musicians in Warsaw. 1912.
3. Mugham trio: Arif Babayev, Habib Bayramov, 

Habil Aliyev
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�������-��� ���������� ������ ����� ��������
���������� ������-���� �������� ������������ �����-
��� ������������ ��������� �������� �����������
(2005-�� �� 8 �����) ����������:

“Ãàðàáàü xàíÿíäÿëÿðè” àëáîìó “Ìóüàì-Èðñ”
ëàéèùÿñèíèí èëê àëáîìóäóð... Ùå÷ äÿ òÿñàäöôè äåéèë êè,
áèçèì èëê ëàéèùÿìèç Ãàðàáàü õàíÿíäÿëÿðèíÿ ùÿñð
îëóíìóøäóð. Áèç Ãàðàáàü òîðïàüûíûí àúûñûíû, Àçÿð-
áàéúàíûí ùàãã ñÿñèíè ìóüàì âàñèòÿñè iëÿ áöòöí äöí-
éàéà ÷àòäûðûðûã... Ìóüàì àðòûã òÿêúÿ áèçèì –
Àçÿðáàéúàíûí éîõ, áöòöí äöíéàíûí ñÿðâÿòèäèð. Áèçèì
ìÿãñÿäèìèç ìóüàìû ãîðóìàã, èíêèøàô åòäèðìÿê,
ìóüàìûí ýþçÿëëèéèíè, îíóoí äÿðèí ôÿëñÿôÿñèíè ýÿëÿúÿê
íÿñèëëÿðÿ ÷àòäûðìàãäûð”. 

Extract from Mrs. Mehriban Aliyeva�s speech,
UNESCO goodwill ambassador at the presentation cer-
emony of  �Garabagh singers� album (April 8, 2005) in
the framework of the �Mugham - Irs� project.

“Garabagh singers” album is the first album of
“Mugham - Irs” project... It is not by chance our first
album is devoted to Garabagh singers. We bring the
bitterness of Garabagh land, the just voice of
Azerbaijan to world community’s notice via
Mugham... Mugham is already not only our
Azerbaijan’s treasures but the treasures of the entire
world culture. Our aim is to protect, develop and
deliver the beauty and philosophical intensity of
Mugham to future genrations”
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problem was not solved within the USSR. Daghlig
Garabagh, as well as the events taking place around  it
finally  became one of the factors leading to the collapse
of USSR. Thus, the settlement of that problem passed to
the independent Azerbaijan state that inherited it as a
heavy legacy of the soviet state. However, at that time, a
new geopolitical condition appeared in the world politics
after the collapse of the USSR. Azerbaijan and Armenia
began to become members of authoritative international
organizations. Both republics were accepted to the mem-
bership of the Conference for Security & Cooperation in
Europe (CSCE) (Organization for Security &
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) since January 1995) in
January 30–31, 1992 and to UN on March 2. Because of
this, the settlement of the problem of Daghlig Garabagh,
once a monopoly of the soviet state, began to acquire an
international character. On March 24, 1992 the extraor-
dinary meeting of CSCE Council of Ministers (in
Helsinki)  created  the  Minsk  Group  to  monitor  the
conflict.

Since March 1992, CSCE and UN have been operat-
ing together for the settlement of the problem. Armenian
armed forces invaded Lachin and Shusha in May 1992
thus complicating the Minsk Group's activity; the same
situation arose as well with the occupation of Kalbajar
on March 1993. After this, the UN adopted resolution
#822 (April 30, 1993). The Minsk Group failed to take
sufficient measures for the realization of that resolution.
Consequently, Aghdam was also invaded. CSCE's role
reduced even more, but UN adopted three resolutions
(853, 874, 884) one after another. This state of CSCE
kept on until the Budapest summit (late 1994).

It should be noted that the negotiations concerning
the settlement of the Armenia–Azerbaijan, Daghlig
Garabagh conflict were conducted behind closed doors
in accordance with international practice, and the press
sufficed with brief information.  Only some serious elu-
cidations at the meeting of the Azerbaijan Republic Milli
Majlis dedicated to the discussion of the peaceful settle-
ment process of Armenia–Azerbaijan, Daghlig Gara-
bagh conflict dated on February 23, 2001 cleared the
issue somewhat.149

Heydar Aliyev said in his speech at that meeting of
Azerbaijan  Parliament:  "the OSCE   Minsk  Group  was
created in 1992 and the United Nations Organization
charged the OSCE with this issue. OSCE created the
Minsk Group and the Minsk Conference. The Minsk
Group includes 12 states... Finally, in 1994, we changed
the situation  at  the  OSCE  Budapest  summit.  By  that
I mean, we made it fit a little into the law… In December
1994, in Budapest, we first determined the issue of the
chairmanship of the Minsk Group; and second, a decision
was adopted there for the first time to create peaceful
forces  of  OSCE;  and  if  an  agreement is reached, these 
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peaceful forces of OSCE enter here, to our region, instead
of any other country's. We intended that the peaceful
forces will be representatives of different states, not having
any interest in this region. It was a very important deci-
sion. We could achieve this".150

Due to Heydar Aliyev's diplomatic resolve signifi-
cant progress was achieved as well at the Lisbon summit
held in December 1996.151 As noted in the February
meeting of Milli Majlis in 2001, Azerbaijan's position
was acknowledged and supported by 53 states of the
world, with the exception of Armenia, during the Lisbon
summit. The creation of the Minsk Group on a new for-
mat following the Lisbon summit brought a certain
revival to its activity, though temporarily.152

This was reflected in the submission of suggestions
for the settlement of the Armenia-Azerbaijan, Daghlig
Garabagh conflict. The first document titled "All-round
agreement on the elimination of the Daghlig Garabagh
conflict" was presented to the sides on June 11, 1997.
"That document is mostly known as a packet solution
and consists of two agreements united in one packet.
The first agreement is dedicated to cessation of the
armed conflict, the second – to termination of the status
of Daghlig Garabagh".153 Since the Armenian side
protested against this document, the second document
titled "On cessation of the Daghlig Garabagh armed
conflict" was suggested  on  September  19,  1997.  This
document  intended a stage-by-stage settlement of the
conflict. "The stage-by-stage settlement plan was consid-
ered more admissible for Azerbaijan than the two other
suggestions".154 Cochairmen of the Minsk Group, based
on an objection by the Armenian side, made a change to
the stage-by-stage settlement plan on December 2 and
tried to  acknowledge  Daghlig  Garabagh  as  a  party
to  the  conflict.  In  regard  to  this,  "Azerbaijan  stated
that  it  does  not  accept  that version  and  the  negoti-
ations  can be started based on the project dated on
September 19 only".155

In November 1998, a third suggestion was put forward
concerning the settlement of the conflict. This suggestion
is known as "common state". That suggestion was not
accepted for in essence; it was aimed at turning Daghlig
Garabagh into an independent state, and therefore, con-
tradicted Azerbaijan's interests. After that, the cochair-
men of the OSCE Minsk Group did not submit any sug-
gestion. At the same time, since April 1999, direct dia-
logues of the presidents of both republics for the settle-
ment of the Armenia–Azerbaijan, Daghlig Garabagh
conflict began to be organized. Heydar Aliyev summed
up the issue concerning the Minsk Group's suggestions
and the direct dialogues saying: "Of all these negotia-
tions conducted and the suggestions made by the Minsk
Group it is clear to me that they want to solve the issue
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either by granting  to Garabagh  a  status  similar  to  inde-
pendence,  or granting full  independence.  This  is  what
appears from  all  the  suggestions  of  the  Minsk  Group,
nothing else. We have not  agreed  with  this  and  cannot
do  this".156 As to the position  of the Azerbaijan  President,
it was expressed as follows: "Azerbaijan  President  has
taken  a  constructive  position  in  all  the  negotiations
taking place  so  far  and  supported  a  peaceful settlement
of the  problem,  instead of  any  other  ways.  In  addition,
he stated that he agrees to provide the Armenians of
Daghlig  Garabagh  with the highest status  practiced and
existing  in the world  by mutual concessions  within the
framework of the territorial  integrity and sovereignty  of
Azerbaijan".157

It should be noted that the settlement of the Daghlig
Garabagh problem has been allocated an extensive place
in the scientific and sociopolitical view of Azerbaijan.

Ilham Aliyev, who decisively won the presidential
elections held in October 15, 2003 and was elected as the
new head of Azerbaijan Republic, by the will of
Azerbaijani people stated that he is going to continue
Heydar Aliyev's policy both in the settlement of the
Daghlig Garabagh conflict and in all the other fields. He
said at the inauguration ceremony taking place in
October 31, 2003: "The Armenia-Azerbaijan, Daghlig
Garabagh conflict is the hardest problem for our country.
We have been living in an armistice condition for many
years. Unfortunately, the activity of the OSCE Minsk
Group directly engaged in this issue does not yet yield any
results. We still do not lose our hopes. We still hope that
the cochairmen will deal with this issue in a more serious
and responsible way. This issue must be settled. This prob-
lem can be solved only based on several principles and
international law standards: Azerbaijan territories must be
released from invasion; one million refugees and internally
displaced persons must return to their native lands; territo-
rial integrity of our country must be restored. Azerbaijan
will never reconcile with this situation, with the invasion of
our lands. Everybody should know that we are supporters
of peace; that we do not want  war to break out again and
we do want this issue to be solved  peacefully;  but  despite
this  our  patience  is  not  endless. Azerbaijan will release
its own territories at whatever costs".158

After Ilham Aliyev began his activity as president, he
began to consecutively realize all the provisions of the
program of his power, including the settlement of the
Daghlig Garabagh problem. In addition to the continu-
ance of negotiations with Armenia, the activity in the
field of work with international organizations was
expanded even more. The Daghlig Garabagh issue was
put before the UN General Assembly. Ilham Aliyevs
efficient activity that started as head of the Azerbaijan
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parliament's delegation to the European Council suc-
cessfully continues as well during his presidency. The
speech of the Azerbaijan President on April 29,  2004  in 
Strasbourg was met with great interest and attention .
All of these played an important role in that the
European Council recognized Armenia as an invasive
state and Daghlig Garabagh as a separatist regime in
January 2005 (Document 8, 9, 10). On January  28,  the
beginning  of  activity  of  the OSCE  Fact Investigating
Mission aimed at studying the illegal  settlement of
Armenians  in the occupied territory of Azerbaijan, Dag-
hlig Garabagh, is also a significant success of Azerbaijan
diplomacy.  The  Daghlig  Garabagh  issue  takes an
important place as well in international relations and
interstate contacts by the Azerbaijan Republic. Not acci-
dentally, the USA has  repeatedly stated that it acknowl-
edges the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan. These and
other irrefutable facts, which are the results of  the
Azerbaijan President Ilham Aliyev's intense activity,  as
well as the  successes achieved, prove that a serious
change has taken place in the settlement of the
Armenia–Azerbaijan, Daghlig Garabagh conflict.
Azerbaijan's position is supported even more in the
international community, and the day when occupied
territories of Azerbaijan will be released is close. 

Daghlig Garabagh is an integral part of
Azerbaijan. Azerbaijan has been recognized
within its established borders. 

... The territorial integrity of Azerbaijan is
inviolable, in addition, the existence of one
more Armenian state is impossible. The ideas
put forward by Armenia express that ostensibly
the population of Daghlig Garabagh wants
self-determination. Whereas, Armenians have
already determined their destiny, they have an
independent state – the Republic of Armenia. A
second Armenian state cannot exist in the
world, so, the independence of Daghlig
Garabagh is inadmissible. Daghlig Garabagh is
a historical land of Azerbaijan and it may have
a higher degree of autonomy only. 

Ilham ALIYEV
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