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Caxerak: Hayka o mel)yHapoaHuM OfHOCHMa O] 3aMP3HYTHM KOH(JIUKTH-
Ma cMaTpa CHTyallje Yy KOjuMa, HAKOH OKOHYama PaTHUX CyKoOa, M HUje TTOCTHUT-
HYT 3aJI0BOJbaBajyhu MUPOBHU CIIOpPa3yM HIIH Cy CYKOOJhEHE CTpaHe OCTajie Ha COT-
CTBCHUM TOJIMTUYKHUM TMO3HIIMjaMa TUjaMeTPaHO CYIpOTHO Tymadehu mpaBHe akTe
KOjH Cy JOTIPHHENa MpecTaHKy 0opou. Pax Bpim xoMnapaTHBHY aHANIH3y ABa 3aMp-
3HyTa KoH(pIMKTa: KoH(MIMKTa 0ko HaropHo-Kapabaxa u KocoBa u Meroxwuje. [la-
jyhu mipecek Kpo3 MOJIUTHYKE UCTOPHje CYKoOa U CITOpeha OKO OBE JIBE TEPUTOPH]E,
pal aHanM3Mpa MUTamka Be3aHa 3a MPaBHU CTaTyC W TMOKyIIaje MelyHapoaHuX mpe-
TrOBOpa OKO CIIOPHHUX TEpUTOpHja Ja Ou ce, Ha y 3aBPIIHOM Jey paja, U3BENu 3aK-
JBYUITH Y BE3HW ca CIIMYHOCTHMA M pazlinkama m3Mel)y 1Ba ,,3aMp3HyTa KOHQIUKTA” U
MEPCIEKTHBaMa BUXOBOT TPajHOT pa3pelieka. Y oCHOBHE cianuHocTd u3mehy KuM
n Haropno-Kapabaxa crmajajy mocTonujaducTHUKe APYIITBEHE MPUIIMKE, TEOMOIH-
TUYKH TI0JI0KA] U 3Ha4aj o0e peruje, Bepcke TuMeH3uje Mel)yeTHHUKkux KoH(pIuKa-
Ta, OpOjHE UCTOPH]CKO MOIUTHIKE OKOJIHOCTH, TOK Mel)YHapOIHUX IpEeroBopa UTI.
VY riaBHe youeHe pas3liuKe cliajiajy BPeMEHCKO ofpelere cenecHje, MpaBHU aclekT
cerecHje, yJiore BeMKUX CHJla, CTENeH HBHUXOBE MOJIPIIKEe CYKOOJbEHUM CTpaHama,
MIPOMEHA TTO3UIHja HEKUX OJI BEJMKHX CHJIA, TTOCTOjalbe¢ OJHOCHO HEIOCTOjarhe T0-
Kylllaja BOjHE PEHHTETpalyje CEECHOHNCTHYKOT EHTUTETa Kao M pasjifKa y IpoMe-
HaMHM CHara HeTmoCPeJHO CYKOOJbEHUX CTpaHa.
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CaBpeMeHa Hayka 0 MelhyHapOIHHM OZHOCHUMA TOJ ,,3aMP3HYTHM KOH(QIIUK-
TUMa” cMaTpa OHE CHTYyalldje y KojuMa, HAKOH OKOHYamha paTHUX cyko0a, Wi HHje
MOCTUTHYT 3a/10BOJbaBajyhn MUPOBHH CIOPa3yM WM Cy CYKOOJbEHE CTpaHe OocTaie
Ha COIICTBEHHM IOJUTHYKUM ITO3HIMjaMa JI1jaMeTPaIHO CYyIPOTHO TyMadehu mpas-
HE aKTe KOjH Cy JONPHUHENIA IPECTaHKy 00pou U ycmocrabibamy npumupja (Ilpopo-
koBuh 2020). 300r Tora, He camo Ja paT Huje GopmanHo 3aBpiieH Beh opyxkaHu
CYKOO MOJKE JJaKO TIOHOBO Ja IUIaHe, IITO CTBapa jelHY CBEYKYIHY KIMMY HECHUT-
HYPHOCTH y PETHOHHMMA TJie Cy CE OJIBHjaJM OBAKBH CYKOOHW. TepMuH ,,3aMp3HYTH
KOHQIUKT” y CTPY4YHOj ynorpeOW mpBU IyT je OMO KOpHWIINEH 3a O NHUCHBAKE
Mel)yeTHHUKUX KOH(IIUKaTa Ha TIOCTCOBjETCKOM MPOCcTopy (cykoOu oko Jyxue Oce-
tuje u Aoxasuje y ['py3uju, Haropao-Kapabaxa y Azepoejuany, [IpuamectpoBiba y
Monnasuju, KacHHUje U pycke aHekcuje Kpuma u onBajama Jlyrancka n Jlomerka u3
cactaBa YKpajuHe) LITO C€ HACTaBWJIO A0 NAaHALIMBHX JaHa, Y3 MPEHOIICHE OBOT
TepMHHA M KOHIIENTA HKErOBOT TyMadyewa 1 Ha JApyre CHopHe, KOH(IMKTHE MPOCTO-
pe y Asuju (amp. criopa oko Kammvupa, ogaoca m3mehy ase Kopeje, Kune u Tajana
utn) u EBponn (ciyuajeBu nogene Kunpa rpuku u Typcku zeo, cenecuje Kocosa n
Metoxuje u3 cacraBa Cpouje) (Tisdall 2010).

Ha ,,3aMp3HYTH KOHQIUKTH JaKO MOTY Ja c€ OAMpP3HY IMTOKa3yje HeJaBHA CH-
Tyanmja y Haropno- Kapabaxy, HalnWK MpeTX0HO] OpPY’KaHO] €CKaNaldju Koja ce
omurpana 1. ampuna 2016 (Bugm: Tajuh 2016, 21-33). Bojuu cyko0 je 3amouer y
jyTpo 27. centemOpa 2020. ronuHe M3HEHAJAHUM KOTMHEHMM HaIaJoM asepOejiiaH-
CKUX OKJONHHMX (hopMmanyja MOTHOMOTHYTHM apTHJBEPHjOM M ApoHOBHMA. To je
HaTepaso jepMEHCKe TPYTIC Y TMOBJIAYeHhe YK MOJI0XKAaja Ha JyTOUCTOKY U CeBEepy y3
TpaHMIly pasiBajama CyKoOJbeHHX cTpana. [locie HaHOIIEWa 3HAYajHUX T'yOHTaKa
azepOejIaHCKUM OKJIOIIHAM CHarama H JeTUMHYHe cTadunu3anuje GppoHra, Jepmenu
cy (M y MaTH49HO] JIp>kaBu By camoM Kapabaxy (Tj. ,,permyonumnu Aprax’) mporiia-
CWJIM OMINTY MOOHMJIM3AIIMjU U YBEIIU BOjHY yIpaBy. A3epOejllaHCKe CHare Cy HacTa-
BUJIC ca HamaanuMa, Tpe CBera OHUM M3 Bas[yXa, y3 MOMOh JAPOHOBa, KOjUMa Cy yC-
MeNy 1a oHecroco0e 3HadajaH Opoj jepMeHCKe NMPOTUBBa3IyllIHE oA0paHe U y MpBa
TPU JaHAa CyKoOa OCTBape M3BECHE TEPUTOpHjalIHE NOOUTKE (HA jJy’)KHOM CEKTOPY
0ojumura). HakoH Tora cyko0 ce mpeTBopro y pazMeHy BaTpe u3Mmel)y 3amoceIHyTHX
No3MLMja, Aa OW, YeTBTPOT JaHa, ycJIeauo KOHTpaHamaj] jepMeHCKuXx Tpymna. OH je,
VIIPKOC TEMTKUM TYOHITIMA KOje€ Cy jepMEHCKO] TEXHHITM HAaHETH a3epCKU JIPOHOBH,
JoBeo o moBpahaja gena cTpaTellkd BayKHUX TMO3WIHMja 3a cHare ,,Apraxa” (Kof-
man, Nersisyan 2020) Hakon ceamor aaHa o ,,onMp3aBama’” U IpYyre, jeTHAKO Hey-
criemHe azepOejiiaHcke odaH3WBE Ja 3ay3Me 3HadajHHje MpocTope Koje apxke Jep-
MeHH Ha ceBepy Kapabaxa, KOHQIHKT ce Ha OBOM IPOCTOPY Mame-BHIIE IPETBOPUO
y cepujy Hau3MEHWYHOT OoMOapaoBama TNPOTHBHUYKE HHQPAKCTPYKType, VY3
rpueBUTY oAOpaHy 3alloCEeAHYTHX Mojoxaja. Ha jyxHoMm, Mame OpHOBHTOM AeTy
(dbpoHTa, A3epH Cy HAacTaBWJIM Hallaj, HaIpaBWJIA TEPUTOPHjaTHU TPOIOp na Owm,
HaKOH 030MJBHUX TyOWTaKa U 00OpEHHX JPOHOBA, CTANH ca 0(haH3UBOM. Y CIICAMIIO
je TpBO MpHUMHpje TMOCTUTHYTO Hamopuma nena MmelhyHapoaHe 3ajeqHuie. OHO je
npeknHyTOo 19. OKTOOpa Kaga cy A3epH Ha jy)KHOM ey GpoHTa HACTABUIN IIPOIOP
u 3ay3enu mecta [labpamn u @y3ynu, kao u oonmxkHy 6pany u moct. Cykobu cy ce,
MOTOM, TIPEHENH Ha ceBep Ka kopuaopy JlaumH koju cmaja Haropno-Kapabax ca
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CBOjOM MaTHYHOM JpKaBOM, JEpMEHHjOM, aJlK CY jepMEHCKE TPyIe Y CHa)KHO]j KOH-
TpaodaH3UBU oadanWie Hamaxave oj OBOT BUTAIHOT KOPHUAOpA W 3aloyelie CBOje
Haraje U Ha JpyTruM MpaBLMMa, IIpe CBera Ha JyrOMCTOKY. 3aTHM je HaCTYIHIIO ApY-
ro, KpaTKoTpajHO mpuMupje (26.0kT00pa), HAKOH Yera Cy a3epOejilaHCKe TpyIle Hac-
TaBuiIe Tponop y mpasmy lllyme u 1o kpaja Mecena JIomIIie Ha OKO 5 KM JI0 Hbera.
Jana 8. HoBeMOpa, 0Baj rpaj, Ipyru 1o Bennuuad y Kapabaxy, ce Halmao o oKpy-
xkewy. Cneneher nana, 9. HoBeMOpa, rpan je mao y pyke Asepa. ['youtrkom lymie
JjepMEHCKa CTpaHa c€ Halljia y TEIIKO] CHUTYalHjH, TaKo na je mpuxBaheH mpemior
MockBse Ja mocpeayje y nperopopuma o odycraBibamy paTHHX AejcTaBa. [Ipumupje
je 3akipydeHo 10. HoBeMOpa, ynMe je KOH(JIUKT OKOHYAH Npu3Hajyhu 3aredeHo
CTamke Ha PATHINTY Y3 pa3MelITambe PYCKUX MUPOBHAKa Ty)X HOBOYCHOCTABJHCHE
JMHUjE pa3rpaHuyucHha.

Ommta curyanuja Be3ana 3a Haropro-Kapabax, y3pomm oBor mMehyeTeTHHY-
KOT KOH(IMKTA ca TEHACHIM]jOM Jla Ce U3 CTama «3aMP3yTOCTHY» JIAKO MPETBOPH Y
«OIMP3HYTHY», TYTOTPAJHH PaT 3a TEPUTOPHje, OTBapa HU3 MMUTamba 0 00ja3HU KOJH-
KO je 0Baj II0 jyde «3aMp3HYTH KOH(MDIWUKT» CIMYaH CIIOPY KOjH TOCTOjH Y BE3W ca
KocoBom 1 MeToxujoM 1 TIepCIIEKTHBaMa H-ETOBOT peliaBama.

Kapa6ax u KuM — ucropujar cnopema u cykooda

Kondmuxt Be3an 3a HaropHo-Kapabax npencrasiba jenaH o caBpeMeHHX H3-
pa3 UCTOPUjCKUX M TEOMOJMTHYKUX puBasicTaBa Ha KaBkasy W 3akaBka3zjy Kao mpe-
rpaad, TPAaHUYHOM TIOJPYYjy €BPOA3HjCKOT XapTiIaHna W ONMCKOWCTOYHOT Jelia
Pumnanna. ,,3akaBkasje je mpocTop rlie Cy BEKOBHMa CyKOOJbaBall HHTEPECH BEJIH-
KHX cuia, a Mehy mHuMa Bol)eHe CIoKeHe TeOIOoIMTHYKE Urpe U UcpIubyjyhu pato-
BH. Y cTapoM Beky To cy Omie Pumcka mmmepuja u Craporepcujcko mapcTBo (ap-
KaBa AXaMeHHIIa), y cpelmbeM BeKy — Buzantuja u HoBomepeujcko mapcTBo (apika-
Ba Cacannpga), Cennryuka umMiepuja 1 ApabipaHcku kaiaudar, y HoBoM Beky — Typ-
cka u [lepcuja (npxasa Cadasuna), a ox 18. Bexa u Pycko mapctBo... Jlanac ce Tamo
cymapajy MHTepecH Beiecuiia — mpe cBera Pycke dbenepammje u CAJl, a ox mpBopas-
penHNX YMHHUIIana U3 muper peruona — Typcke u Mpana.” (Ilerposuh, Anhenkosuh,
Hukomnuh 2010, 47). 13 oBux pasiiora ayToXTOHE Ip:KaBHE TBOPEBUHE, Mel)y Kojuma
Cy OHE jepMEHCKE HajIpHUCyTHHje Beh TpW W MO0 MHUJICHHjyMa, PETKO yCIeBaje na
0uyBajy CBOjy CaMOCTaJIHOCT, U3y3€B y CllydajeBUMa paBHOTEKE cHara u3mely Be-
JMKHUX CHJIa MPUCYTHUX Ha OBUM mpocTopuma. CTBap ce BpJIO Majo M3MEHHIIA JI0-
CeJbaBABEM TYPCKHX OTYCKHX IIeMeHa (mpenaka naHanmmsux Asepa) y 11. Beky Ha
npocrope 3akaBka3ja, koju he erHnuku 6utn Ommku Typuuma anu Kyatypom (Iu-
uTcKa Bep3uja ucnama) Ilepcuju, Tako he ce u mpeko mUxoBuX Jneha ,,npenamaTn”
cykoOu u momepame rpanuia usmel)y Ocmanckor u Cadasujckor apetsa. Jepme-
oY he BuIe myTa AW3aTH OCIOOOMWIAYKE yCTaHKE (HAjTo3HATHjE IMOJ BOJICTBOM
Jaeuna beka nodyerkom 18. Beka), n1a Ou, Tek moyeTkoM 19. Beka, excran3ujom Pyc-
KOT [IapCTBa HAa OBOM MOJPYHYjy, [I€0 MPOCTOp OWO maruduKoBaH MU MHTETPUCAH Y
penatuBHO cTabuiaH ApkaBHH mopenak. Kapabax je om 1846. romuwHe TpHIIOjeH
npoBUHIMjU baky y k0joj je ocTao 10 Kpaja Pyckor mapcrtBa, ynpkoc MOBpEeMEHHM
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Mel)yeTHHYKUM KOH(IMKTUMA KOjH Cce jaBibajy u3Mel)y Azepa u JepmeHa ca HHUXO-
BUM HaimoHaiaHuM Oyhemem moderkoM 20. Beka. 3a Bpeme [IpBor cBerckor para,
Typuu (y3 monpuiky Kypaa u Azepa) U3BpIIMIN Cy TEHOLUUA HaJl jePMEHCKUM CTa-
HOBHHIITBOM IupoM Maie A3wmje, 300T dera je jepMeHcka monynanuja y Kapadaxy
(«Apmaxy») octana (GU3NYKHA H30JI0BaHA OJl APYTHX jePMEHCKHX IMpocTopa. Tokom
Oxkrobapcke PEeBOJIyIHje OBH IPOCTOPH CY MOKUBEIM BHILNE OKymamuja (TYpCKy,
CaBe3HMYKY) Ja Ou, Ha TOCIETKY, LEJIUM MPOCTOPOM OBAaiaid OOJBIIEBHLM U Ha
IBEMY OCHOBAJIM BWIIIE COBjeTCKUX (emepanHux jemaumna. Tama je Kapabax, Hacra-
weH ca 94% Jepmena, 6uo nonesbeH AzepOejuanckoj Cosjerckoj Pemyomutim.

TokoM coBjeTcke epe 0Baj CHPOMAIIIHU PErHOH MOYEO0 je J1a ce MOCTENEHO pa-
3MBHja, MOCEOHO MHAYCTPHja U YCIy>KHA JIenaTHOCTU. Mnak, ucno NOBpIIUHE CHO-
IUBUBOT CY>KMBOTA, CTBAPHOCT Mel)yeTHHUKHMX OIHOCA MMalla jeé W CBOje HaIudje.
OHo je moueno aa ce oO3Hamyje y rogmHama youn pacrmaga CCCP-a, kaga je Ha-
ropHo-Kapabax kao MmokpajuHa ca Tajga TpU YETBPTHHE jePMEHCKOT CTAaHOBHHIITBA,
3axTeBana ox Kpemsba na omoOpu BUXOBO of1Bajame o A3epOejiana (20. ¢pedpyapa
1988) m mpumajame Jepmenuju. To je mpencTaBibago TPBO 00EIOTAIHEHE
Mel)yeTHHUKHX cIopoBa y «IPBOj 3€MJbH COLMjaIM3Ma» M JIOBEJO O MAacOBHOT
Hacuiba y AsepOejuany (macakpu y Cymrauty u bakyy) nax Jepmenuma. Kana
Kpemsb HEje u3amao y cycper oBuM 3axteBuma (Beh je ¢popmmpao cnenmjanHy Ko-
MmucHjy 3a Kapabax ga pemm eTHHUKe criopoBe), nenyrtatu y Haroprno-Kapabaxy cy,
youu pacnana CCCP-a, mporiacuiy HE3aBUCHOCT y OJHOCY Ha baky.

ETHHuKo Hacuske mpepaco je y opykane cykooe Beh Tokom jecenu 1989. ro-
JIMHE KaJia Cy jepMEHCKe HaopysKaHe TpyIe KpeHyJIe y Hama/ie Ha a3epcke eHKIIaBe y
Kapabaxy (oxomuna Illymre), mok je denepanHa apMuja, Koja je 10 Tajga Oua dax-
TOp pa3lBajama M NaruQuKaiyje, ocrajga Mo CTpaHu. 3aTUM cy A3epu CIPOBEIU
TOTanHy OJOKangy cBHX caoOpahajHMX MmyTeBa Ka OTLEIJbEHO] MOKpajuHu U GopMu-
paym cBOjy T0OpOBOJBAYKY MILTHIM]Y Ca HAMEPOM Ja Mapupajy jepMEHCKOj TepHiTi
KOja je KpeHyJia fa npoduja tepuropujanau kopumop usmehy Kapabaxa u Jepmenu-
je. On mouetka 1990, 6opOe cy mpepaciie y HAaM3MEHHYHO TpaHATHPAE YK a3ep-
OejiaHcKo-jepMeHCKe Tpanue. HakoH Hecymnesnor aBrycToBCKor my4a y Mocksu 28.
aBrycta 1991, Azepbejiian je mporiiacuo CBOjy HE3aBHCHOCT y otHOCY Ha COBjeTCKH
Cages, nok je Caser gemyrara Haropao-Kapabaxa 2. cenremOpa mporiacuo cBojy
HE3aBUCHOCT y OJHOCY Ha AszepOejiaH. JepMeHCKe Tpylie 3ay3ene Cy a3epcke eH-
ki1aBe y oxonuun lllyme. Jo kxpaja ronune, coBjeTCcKe TpyIe Cy ce MOTIIYHO MOBY-
KJIe ca mpocTopa 3akaBKasja, IITO je OTBOPHIIO MPEAYCIIOBE 3a HAjIINPY PaTHY ecKa-
nauujy. JepMeHCKe cHare Cy y HOBHM CyKOOMMa HaHelle HU3 Mopasa a3epOelaHCKo)]
CTpaHH, TaKo JIa je mpeaceqHrK AsepoOejiiana MyTtannOoB Ouo mpuHylheH o1 cTpaHe
CBOj€ jaBHOCTH J1a TIomHece ocTaBKy. Ha meroBo Mecro momrao je AoOmyndas
EmunGej, muaep HaIMOHANMCTHYKOT MIOKPETa, KOjU je nHTe3uBHUpao pat. «Ilopasu cy
ce, MehyTum, HacTaBspaiH: mocie nana rpaga lllyme, asepckor ynopumra y Kapa-
baxy, JepMeHHU cy ycmenu ga mpooujy kopumop kox JlaunHa (kacHuje 1 kox Kemba-
yapa) ¥ TEPUTOPUjATTHO CIIOje KapaOalllKy MPoCTOp ca MATUYHOM pernyOaukoM. bua
je TO UCTa OHa TepUTOpHja Ha K0joj cy Jepmenu Tokom IIpBor cBerckor parta Ounn
(hM3UYKN YHHUIITESHU O CTpaHe TYPCKe BOjCKe M a3epCKuX Oammobo3yka. J[o okTodpa
1993. rogune Jepmenu cy 3ayzenu 20% ykymnHe Teputopuje A3epOejiiana (cBa moj-
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pydja rae cy *HUBEIH Y BehWHH Mpe TypcKO-a3epCKOr TeHOLUNAA) U MPOTTIaCHIIH CBO-
Jjy penyomuky.» (I"ajuhi 2009, 98) [Topa3s je Teriko oxjekHyo Mehy Azepuma U 10B€O
1o HoBe OopOe 3a Binact y bakyy, pesynutpajyhu y moBpaTtky Ha BJIACT HCKYCHOT
(¢yHKIIOHEpa U3 COBjeTCKe epe, ['ajaapa AnujeBa, KOjU je MHUIUPAO TOKPETAHE
HOBe KOHTpaodanzmBe. OHA je pe3ysIToBala BHCOKHMM pPAaTHUM TYOHITMIMa W IIpak-
TUYHO HUKaKBUM ycrexoM. U cBe moTome oazuse cy mporaie, y3 TOTaIHO ypylia-
Bame a3epOejilaHCKe BOjHE CTPYKTYpE, Tako 1a je mpumupje usmehy AsepOejiana u
Jepmenuje, y3 mocpemoBame Pycuje, 6mimo 3akibydeHo 1994, gmme je KOHQMIUKT
3aMp3HYT.

HUcxon uenor koHdmukTa oMoryhro je MOCKBU Aa 3aJip>KH CTPATElIKy JOMU-
Haluujy Ha nenoM mpoctopy: Jepmenuja je Beh y majy 1992. rogmna mpucTtymnuia
OJIKb-y (Ha ocHMBaYKOM CKYITy OBe, 0J] cTpaHe Pycuje BoheHe, opraHuzamuje 3a
KOJICKTHBHY 0€30eIHOCT Koja je onpkaHa y TalkeHTy) uyuMme je U JepMmenuja (1 o
e TMOpKaBaH, au MehyHapoaHo HenpusHaT Haropuo-Kapabax) mocrao crpater-
k1 3aBucad ox Mockse. Ca npyre cTpaHe, npeacennuk ['ajomap AnujeB (kacHuje u
IETOB HaclIeTHUK, Mirxam ArjeB), IPOIIEHHUO je a caMo Kpo3 IMOO0JbIIAke OJHOCA
ca MocKkBOM MOXe J]a JIOHECEe HEeOIMX0AaH MHp Ja O y 3eMJBH 3aBeo pan u 00e30e-
HO H-CH Pa3Boj, HAKOH 4era he, y TOBOJbHUjUM MPWIHKaMa, MOhHM MOKyIIaTy Aa MoB-
paTu KOHTPOJIy Haj OTLHENJLEHUM TepuTopujama. JepMeHuja, ca Ipyre cTpaHe (Hem-
pusHata PenyOnnka Kapabax Huje mperopapayka CTpaHa), j¢ jaBHO MPOKJIamMoBaja
CBOjy CIIPEMHOCT Ha JJaBam¢ U3BECHUX TEPUTOPHjaHUX yCTyHaka AsepOejiiany mox
YCIIOBOM [1a je3rpo ApyTre jepMEHCKE IpKaBe CTEKHE MyHY HE3aBHCHOCT.

IIpoctop KocoBa n Metoxuje mpencraBiba HpeaMeT Mel)yeTHHUKOr cropa
mmehy Cpba m Anmbanara HA3 reHepanwja. HacTameHo CIOBEHCKHM CTaHOBHHIII-
TBOM OJl BpeMeHa IponacTd PuMckor mapcTBa y paHoMm cpeqmeM Beky, Kocoso je
on 12. Beka MpeacTaB/balI0 CPENUINBM MPOCTOP CPIICKE CPEImHOBEKOBHE ApiKaBe
(JIyxosuh 2000, 28). Anbaniu, guju je Taga 6poj 6ro 3aHeMapspUB (Y jyro3amagHoM
neny Meroxuje), meljyTum, cebe cMarpajy moTOMIMMa MPEICIIOBEHCKOT, HIUPCKOT
CTaHOBHMIITBA KOje je HacTamMBalo bankaH y aHTHYKa BpeMeHa, Mpe PUMCKHUX
OCBajama, MaJla je Taj CTaB TEIIKO OJIP’KUB Y OJHOCY Ha mocTojeha aHTpoIoIoIKa,
apXeoJIOIKa 1 JIMHIBUCTUYKA Ca3Hama caBpeMeHe Hayke. HakoH pacnanga HeMamu-
hke npxaBe u Op3or mmpema Typaka Ha Bankan (mocebHO mocie ercke OUTKe Ha
KocoBy 1389), nmpeocraie cpricke KHeXEBHHE IOTIA1ajy MPBO MO Ba3allHU OJIHOC,
a mocye OWBajy MOTITYHO «IIpOTyTaHe» oa cTpane OCMaHCKOT apcTBa. Y OBOM IIe-
puony, Ha KocoBy xwuBu Hajpuiie 5% Anbanana. MeljyTuM, TOKOM BEKOBa TypcKe
BJaJaBHHE, CTHUYKU CacTaB OBOT POCTOpa MOYUELE ITOCTENEHO Ja C€ MEHa: PaTOBU
U MHUTpalyje yTudy Ha OIJIMBame CPIICKOr cTaHOoBHUIITBA ca KocoBa nu Meroxwuje, a
Ha BUXOBE MPOCTOpPE, ca INIaHWHA CeBepHe AbaHuje, JocejbaBa ce ajJbaHCKO CTa-
HOBHHILITBO KOje ce yOp3aHo ucnamusyje. OBO «0ocBajame MpocTopay ce OJBHja MoJ
MYHUM TOKPOBHTEJECTBOM OCMAaHCKUX BiacTd. Tek y apyroj moigoBuHH 19. Beka
(Hexu cMatpajy Tek modetkoM 20. Beka) Opoj Anbanarna je Haamammo 6poj Cpba Ha
npoctopy KuM (Camapruh 1990, 144).

Ocnobahamem Teputopuja Crape CpoOuje (KuM, Makenonuja) ox crpaHe
cpricke Bojcke y [IpBoMm GamkanckoM paty (1912), oBU mpocTopH ca pernaTUBHO HO-
BOM HECPIICKOM €THUYKOM BehMHOM MOHOBO MOCTAjy €0 CaMOCTAJIHE CPIICKE AprKa-
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Be. HakoH rymema HEKOJIMKO Opy>KaHMX HOOyHa, ycieawna je mauudukanyja an-
OaHCKOT cTaHOBHHINTBA Ha TipocTopy KocoBa m Meroxuje, ajqu ce Cy)KHBOT, TOKOM
MocTojama mpBe JyrociaBuje, oJBHja TEMKO. ANOAHIM Cy YeKald MPBU MOBOJHHU
TPEHYTaK Jja c€ OTPTHY OJl CPIICKE BJIACTH: JOYEKAIM Cy ra ca HanagoM XHUTIEPOBOT
Pajxa ma JyrocmaBujy W BCHHUM pacliapuaBameM. Tama je cTBOpeHa MapHOHETCKa
¢pammctuuka «Benmuka AnGanuja» mox MyconMHHjeBUM U XHISPOBHM MOKPOBU-
TEJLCTBOM, TAe cy TokoM 1941 u 1943/44 u3BpuIeHN TEMIKH MacakpH Hall CPIICKUM
CTaHOBHMIITBOM, Ka0 M HBUXOBO MAacoOBHO IporepuBame. «Kao pesynraTr norosopa
u3melly kocoBckor Anbanna [ladepa JleBe u Hemauke oOaBemntajHe ciyxoe (AO-
Bep), «/pyra nmpuspeHcka aura» je ycnoctaBibeHa y centemOpy 1943. Taga cy An-
OaHIM 3amoyenu mpaBHu Bepck paT npotuB CroBeHay (Savich 2013). AHTUCpIICKH
Tepop je Tpajao mo maprta 1944 kama je modeo na jemana, MTO je OO0 TTOBE3aHO ca
jayameM MapTH3aHCKUX aKTUBHOCTH moj komaniaoM Jocuma bpoza Tura (Ctpyrap
1962, 320-321). [TloGenoM KOMYHUCTHUYKHX TMapTH3aHCKUX cHara, KocoBo u Mero-
XHja T0CTajy ayTOHOMHA IOKpajHHa y CPIICKO] (heaepaHoj jeIMHUIA COITH]jaTrC-
tuuke Jyrocmasuje. Mup, MehyTiM, Ha OBHM TPOCTOPHMA CTHXKE TE€K HAKOH IITO
MapTU3aHCKE CHare caplia/ajy joll jeaaH anbaHcku ycraHak m3mely HoBemOpa 1944
u pebdpyapa 1945. rogune («moOyHa y [IpeHunm»).

Anbancka Behuna Ha mpocropy KuM mobwuna je cBa mpaBa Koja MOTY JAa MpH-
najajy HeKO] HAIMOHAHO] 3ajeJHULIM y JIpKaBU Koja joj HHMje MaTHYHA. YIIPKOC
ToMe, ANOaHIM Cy OPraHU30BaJM HEKOJIUKO CepHja MOJUTHYKUX MPOTECTa MPOTHB
nmocrojeher crama cTBapw, yriIaBHOM ca 3aXTeBHMa Ja JOOHjy CTaTyC pemyOinKe
yHyTap Tagammke Jyrocmasuje (1968, 1981, 1989). Jlemonctpammje 1981. rommne
JO0BeJIe cy 10 yBoljera BaHpEAHOT cTama U yrnyhuBama Tpyna Qenepaite Bojcke aa
yryme npotecte (Kola 2003, 333). 1 nopen nenumuyHe nauupukanmje, IpUTUCIN
3apajl McesbaBarba MPEOCTaIOr HEAI0AHCKOT CTAaHOBHUILNTBA CE€ HACTaBJbajy TOKOM
ocamjieceTx rojuHa. HezagoBosbcTBO cTaTycom mokpajiuna U Hemoryhnoctu Cpou-
je ma 'y ycraBHOM ypehemy u3 1974. roqune (mocebHo 300r mnporepuBama Cpba u
Lproropana ca KuM) nma 6uiio kaBe MHrepeHuje Haa mumMa (mro je CpOoujy uH-
JMACTIOHUPAJIO Y OAHOCY Ha OCTaje WIAHHUIIE JYyTOCIOBEHCKE (enepanmje), TOBOIN 0
«norahama Hapona» (1988-1989) u mereopckor ycnona Crnobonana Munomesuha
Ha Bract y CpOuju. MunomeBruh je HaMepaBao [la PEHMHTETPUIIIEe TIOKpPajuHe y je-
JMHCTBEHH TIPaBHU MOPEIAK, Cy3H HEKE OJ IhbUXOBHX MapaapKaBHUX HaJUIC)KHOCTH
U cIIpeyr JOMHUHAIMjy (decto U pemnpecHjy) anbancke Behunne Hag Cpobuma Ha Ko-
coBy. Kaga Cpbuja ycne na pemHTerpHIile MOKpajuHe YHYTap CONCTBEHOT MPAaBHOT U
nonuTHIKor mopeTka (1989), Anbanmnu he mokpeHyTH HOBe MpOTECTe HE MPU3HA]Y-
hu HOBOYCIOCTaBJ/LEHO CTame. Bpyio 0p30, OHU WAy KOpak Jabe: MPBO OOjKOTY)Y
uHcTuTyje apxase CpOwuje, a 3aTUM mpornamasajy wieranny «Pemyouky Koco-
BO», CIIOBOJIehM MONMTHKY MAacMBHOT OTIIOpA y roAMHaMa pacmana JyrociaBuje u
rpahaHCKHX paToBa KOjU CYy YCICOWIH y OKOJHHM jJYTOCIOBEHCKHM peEIyOiImKaMa
(1991-1995). HecniopHu anbGaHCKU IMAEp KOjU PYKOBOAW TOJIHTUKOM MACHBHOT
otmopa 6uo je Mopaxum Pyrosa.

TokoM oBux roamHa, Ha npocropy KuM mocroju ¢dakTuuku mapanenu3zam
BJIACTH: Ca jedHe cTpaHe Cy 3BaHn4IHe HHCTHTYIHje CpOuje koje AnOaHIn yriIaBHOM
00jKOTY]y, a Kpaj mHX, npehiyTHO TosieprcaHe, WIEeTaIHE ajl0aHCKe MapaeicHe UH-
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cruryiyje. [lokymaju ga ce crBapu HopManu3yjy, omyT Bpahama anbaHckux haka
y 3BaHMYaH IIKOJICKM CHCTEM, jeliBa Jla Cy MO4Yeau aa JoHoce mmionose (1996-97),
KaJa je rmouena HOBa KpW3a: MPBO CepHja CTyIEHTCKUX MPOTECTa, a 3aTHUM U pahame
MapaBoOjHUX, TEPOPUCTHUKUX TPYTIa ca CeMapaTUCTHYKUM HaMmepama Koje cejy CMpT
ITUPOM jyKHE cpricke mokpajune. O 28. dhedpyapa 1998 oBe rpyne dhopMaiHo mpe-
pactajy y OBK («Ocno6oaunauky Bojcky KocoBay) Koja 3amo4ume opyKaHH ycra-
Hak mpotuB cprckux Biactu (I'yckosa 2001, 660). Ho nera 1998 OBK ycnesa na
Mol KOHTpoiry ctaBu oko 40% TepuTopHje MOKpajuHe, YIIIaBHOM all0aHCKa ceja |
Mame rpajoBe, A0k Beha Hacesba AU MOJ NEIUMHUYHOM OJIOKAaJOM H TEpPOpHIIIe
OHE K0je Uy MyTHUM MPBIUMA.

Cprcka ap)kaBa MOKyIIaBa /a, CHaXHUM HPOTUBTEPOPHCTHUKHM Mepama,
YIyIIH OpyXaHy MMoOyHY, ald ce, mocie onepanydje v JpeHuru y Kojoj je JINKBUIU-
pan nokamau Boha OBK Anmem Jamapu, curyarija Ha KocoBy mpBO MeIHjCKH, a
3aTHUM W MOJUTUYKH WHTEepHAIMoHamu3yje. To mocTaje 0O4eBHIHO Y MPOMEHH CTaBa
CA/] npema (o Tama Ha 3amangy 3BaHHMYHO TepopHcTHYKoj opranm3anuju) OBK,
Koja moOuja TpeTMaH YCTaHWIKOT MOKpeTa M 3apaheHe cTpaHe, Kao U y TOjadaHuM
nputrciuma Ha beorpan. KoHTpaodaH3nBa cprickux OpyKaHUX cHara TOKOM HpO-
neha u nera 1998 cnama jenHo no jeano ox ynopuira OBK (ne6nokana Opaiuesia,
Jlanymanka, Manumesa, penune, Kimae utn). CAJl nokymaajy na npumoOujy
Behuny y Casety be3dennoctu YH 3a ycBajame pesosnynuje koja he oq00putu ymo-
TpeOy BojHe cuie npotuB CP Jyrocnauje, anmu Hamiaze Ha OLITPO HPOTHUBIHECHEC
Pycuje u Kune. 360r Tora je 23. centemOpa ycBojeHa Pezonymuja YH 1199 xoja
caMo T03WMBa CYKOOJheHE cTpaHe na OKoH4Yajy cykooOe (I'yckoma 2001, 661-665).
AMEpUKaHIIM HACTaBJbajy Cca YHWIATEPAIHUM MPHUTUIMMA, TIPETe Ba3IylIIHUM yJia-
pumMa, Tako Ada MwnomeBuh mpucTaje Ha crmopasym ca Xonbpykom (13.10.1998)
Koju npensuha o0ycTaBibame CpIicke oaH3UBE U MOBJIAYCHE JIeia OpyKaHuX (op-
manmja ca KuM, pacnopehuBame mucuje OEBC-a 1 HATO-a mmpom KuM koju he
HaJ3MpaTH YCIOCTAaBJbEHO NpUMHpHje. YcarjameHo je W OTHOYMI-ame Mpoleca
nperoBopa koju Tpeba ia JOBELYy 10 MHPHOT, IOJUTHYKOr peliema moctojehnx
MeheTHruknx TpoOmema. OBaj cropa3ym He camo na crmamaBa OBK ox BojHOT
yHHIITEHa (Koje joj je Omto cBe u3BecHHUje y pany jeceH 1998), Beh joj naje moryh-
HOCT J1a C€ OIIOPaBH, IPETPYINUILE U MOCTENCHO HACTABU Ca CBOJUM aKTHBHOCTUMA.
Kana ce To, mouerkom 1999, noune yyecrano jgemniaBatd, Cpcke CHare oHOBO IO-
KyIaBajy na cy36oujy nanaae OBK, anu mixoBa HHTEpPBEHIIMja CaMO ITOCTaje TIOBOJ
3a MEAWjCKy caTaHu3alujy («macakp y Pauky») kojoMm ce mpumnpema cTpaHa BOjHA
unTepBeHiyja. [lonyhenu nperoBopu y PamOyjey (06.02.-22.03.1999) uzmely cpn-
CKe U anbaHCKe Jeseraiyje OUIu Cy ocTaB/beHHU 0] CTpaHe 3amnajaa tako aa Cpouja
HE MOJKe Jla X MpuxBatu (HIp. npeBuhanu cy pacnopehusame HATO cHara y 11e70j
Cpbuju, He camo KuM), mro Tpeba ma nmociyxu kao anmuou 3a HATO arpecujy Ha
CP Jyrocnaswujy.

Hakon mpomactu miperoBopa, HATO 24. mMapTa 3anodnis-¢ Ba3ayITHE HAIae
Ha CPJ ouekyjyhu na he cprcka crpaHa MOMYyCTUTH HAKOH HEKOJIHMKO JaHa yCIeln
Hecpasmepe u3mely mennx u cHara HATO-a (y TexHunm ogHoc cHara je ouo 600:1,
a y ekonomckoj mohu 990:1 y kopuct HATO makra). Cyko6 he, meljytum, Tpajatu
nynux 78 nana. HATO apujanuja he 6anuru 12 munrona ¢yt 60MOM Ha TepHTO-
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pujy KuM u jomr mHOTO Boe Ha apyre nenose CPJ. Kako cy ce cprcke Tpymne n00po
yKoTiaie, MacKupasie U XUTpo BPIIUIIE MaHEeBapCKe MTOKpeTe, yunHaK OoMOapaoBama
je ouo mManu. Youjeno je ykymuo 270 Bojunka (174 va KocoBy) u oxo 2500 nuBmia.
YuaumreHo je 19 tenkosa, 10 meceT TpaHcmopTepa W MamH OpOj apTHUILEPUjCKOT
opyxja. 36or tora je HATO npommpuo criektap BOjHHX M IIUBIJIHUX MeTa (TIpeTe-
JKHO Ha MyTHY WHOPACTYKTYpy U MHIycTpujcke kKomiuiecke y CpoOmju) (Nardulli
2002, 45) nanocehu joj Benmuky mTeTy: YKynHo je moroheHo 1900 BojHux oOjekara,
25 000 xyha, 470 xunomerapa myTeBa, 590 kmomeTapa xene3nuie, 14 aepoapoma,
19 Gonnmua, 44 mocra, 3rpaje TeleBusuje, ABe paduHepuje HapTe UTHA. YKyIHA
NpoLekEeHa MTeTa U3HOCHIA je Tajammbux oko 100 Munujapau nonapa (Cvusbanuh
2009, 73-74). VcroBpeMeHo ca Ba3mymHUM patoM, Ha KuM ce Bommia KomHeHa
b6opba m3mehy cprickux cHara 1 OBK mormoMorayTa anbaHCKOM peryjapHOM BOj-
ckoM, HATO wuncTpykTOpuMa, miaheHniuma u MehyHapogHUM TepopHcTUMa. Y
cBuM OopbOama y nepuony 1998-1999 na KuM cpricke Tpyne (BOjHE W TIOJTHIIH]CKE)
uMaje cy 737 MOTHHYIUX, IOK Cy NMPOTHBHWYKE CHAre MMajie BHINECTPYKO Behe
ryoutke (mpouemyje ca aa je Ha KuM 1999 6uo 15 000 repunama OBK, 25 000
OBK y An6anuju, 8-10 xumsana y Maxkenonuju, 5-8 000 perynmapHux anOaHCKHX
BojHHKa U 0k0 5 000 mnahenuka, Mel)yHapoIHUX TepopHCcTa U 3aMagHUX CIICIHjaja-
na (rpyna «Coko»)), koje je soructuuku nomaraio 57 000 HATO BojHuka pacrio-
pehennx y okonHuM apkaBama — Anbanuju, Makenonuju u buX (Jdemuh 2011, 330-
331). KomOunanuja Ba3aymIHUX M KOMHEHHWX CyKoOa, Oe3pnamtha m oThMadmHe,
HarHaJIA Cy BEIHWKHU Aco momyiardje KuM, yrmaBHOM anOaHCKOT Topekia, y n3oe-
TIUIITBO Y OKoJHE 3eMibe. To je HATO nmponaranny mociyXuio Kao OCHOB 1A Jie-
THTUMHMIIE CBOj€ HAIlaJe XyMaHUTApHUM pa3jio3uMa - 3apaj CIpedaBarba eTHHYKOT
gumhema KOCOBCKUX Anbanama on crpane Cpba. Par je, y3 mocpemoBame Pycuje
(«mucuja UepHomupanH-AxTucapu»), okondan 10. jyna 1999. ronnHe nmornucusa-
BEM BOJHO-TEXHHUKOT cropasymMa y KymanoBy. CropasyMoM ce cpricka cTpaHa
o0aBe3ana /a TOByYe BOjCKY W MONHIHjy ca mpocropa KuM, mok je pesomymmja
1244 npensubana pacnopehuBame jenuauna YH (yriaBHOM NpHIIaJHUKA 3eMalba
HATO-a) na mpoctop jyXHE CpICKe MOKpajuHe Kao mporekropara YH. 12. jyna
pycke jenuauie u3 cactaBa COOP (y buX) xutpum MaHeBpoM Cy ce paropenia Ha
ceBep KuM wm, na m3nenaheme HATO-a, 3ay3ena aepoapom CriatnHa. HakoH HEKo-
JIMKO J]aHa TEH3Hja, MOCTUTHYT je CIopasyM 3amnaja ca pyckoM CTPaHOM JIa HbHXOBH
MUpoBHalM Oyay npuctyTHr Ha KuM mapanenno ca jenauunma KOOP-a, nogymre
0e3 comcTBeHOT cekTopa koHTpoie (Gaji¢ 2019, 285). Ymackom KDOOP-a gonasu no
MacoBHOT' TMoBpaTka AubaHana U3 W30erNMIITBA, Kao U yiacka jenuHuna OBK y
rpagoBe mupoM KuM. OHu Bpuie oaMasfy Haja CPICKHM LIMBHUJIHAM CTaHOBHHII-
TBOM WJIM r'a cabujajy y rera, y €HKIIaBe, u3y3eB Ha ceBepy KuM, cesepHo ox Ubpa,
rae ce yokamau Cpbu caMoopranm3yjy U ocyjehyjy ycmocraBibame al0aHCKe Biac-
TH Ha OBOM mpoctopy. CBe y cBeMy, MOTIIMCAHUM CIOpa3yMHMa M pe3oiyLujama
YH Cp6uja je usryouna ¢pakTudky BIacT Ha rpoctopy KuM, anwm je 3amprkana cBojy
MpaBHY TaIlMjy M HaJ MPOCTOpHUMA Koje Cy Ha ceBepy npkamu CpOu 1 Ha OCTaIoM,
Behem nemy KuM Ha xoMme cy A0aHIM yCIIOCTAaBHIIN CBOjY BJIACT.
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Haropno-Kapa0ax — npaBHHE cTaTyc M JHjaJ0r 32 H3HAJIAKEHE peliemha

3a BpeMe Tpajama paTta 3a Haropao-Kapabax, xoju ce Bomuo omx 1988-1994
TOJIMHE W TOKOM Kojer je youjeHo oko 25,000 BOjHHMKA W IIUBWIIA & TIPEKO MUJIHOH
spyau pacesbeHo (HRW 1994), melhyHaponmna 3ajemnuria je yBuzaena morpedy 3a
pey3uMameM HHHIM]jaTHBE W aKIHje 3apajl pelnaBama CykoOa KOjH je TOIPHUMHO
030mbHE pa3mepe. Y Ty cBpxy, 1992. romune je Ha cactanky OEBC-a 3aTpaxkeHo 1a
ce cazoBe KoH(pepeHuuja y Muncky (benopycuja) noBonom xoH¢nukra y Haropao-
Kapabaxy, a koja he npezacraBmbatd GopyM 3a IPEroBope U MyT Ka MUPHOM pelia-
Bawy KoH(uukTa (OSCE Minsk Group). Ycneano je v HA3 pe3oiylidja JOHETHX O
ctpane Caera 6e36ennoctn YH. Tako cy, XpoHOJOIIKH, AOoHOIIeHe Pesomynuja
882 on 30. anpuna 1993. y kojoj Cb YH u3paxkaBa 030uJbHY OpuUTY TIOBOAOM YpPY-
maBama oxHoca m3Mely PemybOmuke Jepmenuje m PemyOnmuke AszepOejiaHa, ImTo
npezcTaBba MPETHY 0 MUP U 0e30€HOCT Y PEerroHy, Kao W TO Ja je AOIIIO J0
eckanaimje ynorpebe opyxaHe cuie, pacelbaBarma JIMIA U3 PErHOHa, MOTOTOBO Y
Kenrabap pernoHy, Kao W U3paxKeHy MOJPIIKY 3a W3HAJIA3aK MUPOBHOT peElICHA
Kpo3 capaamy ca Munck ['pynom y oksupy OEBC-a (UNSC, S/RES/822). Hakon Te
pesonyumje cy, y ucroj roguau (1993) ycneaune Pesomynwmja 853 om 29. jyna
(UNSC, S/RES/853), Pezommuja 874 ox 14. oktoopa (UNSC, S/RES/874) u Pe3o-
nynuja 884 on 12. nHopemOpa 1993 (UNSC, S/RES, 884), y kojuma cy norsphusanu
CTaBOBU M3PEUYCHU y MPETXOTHHM JOHETHM pe30iylujaMa M H3HOBA HariamieHa
notpeba cpoBolema capambe U H3HANAXKeha pelemha myteM Munck ['pyrme.

Kao rnaBuu nmsbeBu Munck ['pyrie HaBoje ce, Mpe cBera, CTBapame OJIroBa-
pajyhe mmardopMme 3a pemaBame KoH(IUKTa U3Mehy mBe cTpane, 3aTuM, H3HAIA-
JKEHe JI0T0BOpa Koju OM oMOryhro mpeKkun opykaHor cykoOa W, Ha Kpajy, IpoMo-
BUCAalkb¢ MHPOBHOT TMpoleca y3 pacnopehuBame MyNITHHALMOHAIHUX MHPOBHHUX
tpyna Ha npoctopy (OSCE Minsk Group). AzepOejuan u JepMeHuja cy ce, Ha OCHO-
By cropasyMa u3 burikeka on 5. maja 1994, noroBopuie oko mpekuaa KOH(IUKTa
(Ceasefire Agreement Signed in Bishkek 1994), anu Munck ['pymna, kao TakBa, ynp-
KOC CIopasyMy, HUje ycrena fa 00e30eiu npaBu U AyroTpajaHn Mup y peruony. Mc-
THHH 3a BOJbY, HE MOXKe ce pehu ma Huje OMio MoKyIaja — y TOM IEpUOAY Cy aKTH-
BrucTH MuHCk ['pynie gpopmynucany He Mame O TpH 3ace0Ha criopazyma 0 MUPY H
OpraHU30BaJIM BHUIIIC cacTaHaka u3Mel)y azepOejIaHCKOT ¥ jepPMEHCKOT TPEACEIHNKA
(Green 2002). CiopazyM o TIpekuay KOHGIMKTA je UMao jenHy (He)IaHupaHy Ioc-
JIeTUIY, a TO je APAaCTUYHO CMamUBamhe CTENICHa XUTHOCTH 32 CIIOPa3yMHHM pellia-
BameM nutama Haroprno-Kapabaxa jeanom 3a cBaraa. (Caspersen 2013, 930) Baxxna
byHKIMja MUPOBHOT Tporieca MuHck ['pyre jecte u 1a HaArIeAa MPEKUI BaTpe TIyK
nuHUje KOH(IWKTa, amu oBa (YHKIHja je M3y3eTHO JIMMHTHpAHA, IPEBACXOIHO
YUILEHHULIOM Ja TIPEICTaBHUIM KOjU BplIe Ty (YHKIM]y MOpajy HajaBUTH CBOj€ MPH-
CYCTBO HEKOJIMKO JIaHa YHATPe YKOJIHKO JKelle Jia MOCeTe HeKy JIMHUjY Ha (POHTY.
VYV cymtuHM, OBO 3Ha4M Ja MPUCYCTBO MNpejcTaBHUKa MuHck ['pyne Hema 3a mpu-
MapHy CBPXY OJp»KaBame MPEKHJa BaTpe KOJMKO UMa 3a CBpXy obe30ehuBame Ka-
Hajlla KOMyHHKauuje u3mel)y BOJHHMX NpeICTaBHHKA jepMEHCKe W a3epOejuaHcke
cTpaHe, ITO CBAKAaKO jecTe BakHA (QYHKITH]ja, aH je He Tpeba momcroBehmuBath ca
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NpaBUM MEXaHM3HOM MpeBeHIHMje cykoba. (de Waal 2010, 4) 3a Bpeme camura y
Jlucabony 1996. romune MuHck ['pyna npenioxuiia je Tpy MpUHIKIa Koja 0u Tpe-
0ano Ja YMHE OCHOBY 3a pellaBambe KOH(IUKTA: 1. MOITOBame TEPUTOPU)jATHOT
uHTerpurera Jepmenuje m A3sepOejuana, 2. ma he mpaBHm craryc Haropsor-
Kapabaxa 6utn 3acHOBaH Ha caMOONpee/belhy KOju OM 1a0 HAjBHINN CTEIICH CaMO-
ynpaBibatba Haropuom-Kapabaxy u 3. 3arapanroBaHy Oe30emHoct 3a Haropso-
Kapabax u nemoxkymHy mnomyjiauujy, ykJbydyjyhu oboctpane obaBe3e kako Ou ce
00e30enmo moTImyHO momToBame oBOT AoroBopa (OSCE — Azerbeijan relations).
OBe mpenopyke mojpxkane cy ox crpane 53 npxkase wianuiie OEBC-a. MelyyTum,
JepMeHmja je ynoxwuia BETO Ha OBakBY pe3onyuLujy, TBpaehu na mMaHmaT MuUHCK
I'pymie He MOKpHBa MPABO Ja OHA MperoBapa o caMoM KOoHGMIHMKTY u3Mmel)y nBe cTpa-
He, Beh ma camo mma ynory meamjaropa. (Zourabian 2006, 257) Ha oBo ce moxke
Ha/OBE3aTH U HM3jaBa HEKaJalllke ,,MUHUCTApKe CHOJbHUX mocioBa” y CrenaHakep-
Ty, Haupe MekiaymujaH, Kako je ,,AcTopuja JepMeHHju Jjana Maino TepuTopuje” Te,
Kako 300T ToTa ,,HUCY Yy IMO3HIIHjH J1a J1ajy KOHIIECHje Koje Ou yrpo3mie JepMeHHjy U
Haropno-Kapa6ax.” (Lynch 2007, 488)

Henyro motom nomuio je go u3meHe cactaBa MuHck ['pyrie Tako na je oHa ca-
na nobuna npexacrasarke u3 Cjenumennx Amepuukux [pxasa, Pycuje u @panimyc-
Ke; U3MEHa y TOrJiey KonpeacenaBama ydyrnHuia je Munck ['pymy nanexko yTuuaj-
HUjUM ¥ e(DEeKTHBHHUjUM MEIHMjaTOPOM, & Y MaHJAT je yKJby4eHa U MOTYhHOCT mpe-
roBapadkux enxemenara. MuHck I'pyna je 31. maja u 1. jyna 1997. y JepeBany, Cre-
nmaHakepTy W bakyy mpencraBwia ,akeTHW © ,IUIAHCKW X IUIAH HArouoe.
(Gasparyan 2019, 3) ,,ITakeTHr” TUIaH je Ka0 3aMHCAa0 UMAao PEIIaBamke IMEeTOKYITHOT
KOH()IMKTA Y OKBUPY jeliHe Haroa0e. 3aMucao je Ouia a ce OAp)KH TePUTOPUjaTHH
uHTerpuTera AsepOejiana tako aa ce Kapabaxy mpyku OIMpPOK CIIEKTap MOBIACTH-
1a Koje 0M e(eKTHUBHO TpYyXKaJle MOTIIYHH CYBEPEHUTET HAaJ CBOJUM YHYTPAITHUM
nuTambuMa. Ta uaeja Owia je mo3Hata no GopMmyiu ,de iure neo Asepbejiana, de
facto nezasucHoct”. Haropno-Kapabax 6u 6o apkaBa U TeputopHjaiHa Gpopmarm-
ja y oxBupy rpanuna AsepOejiaHa U uMao Ou CBOjy 3acTaBy, rp0, XMMHY, CBOjY
3aKOHOJIaBHY, M3BPIIHY M CYJICKY BJIACT, IIPaBO HA OAp’KaBamke TUPEKTHUX peraryja
ca IpyruM IpKaBamMa M MeyHapoZHHMM OpraHM3aldjama, COTIICTBEHY IOJIHIUjCKY
¢dopmanmjy u Tako nasee. Mcro tako, YcraB u 3akonu Haropuor-Kapabaxa O0u, Ha
teputopuju Kapabaxa, nManu cympemanujy Haj jJeruciaTuBoM A3zepOejuana. [[o-
Mmahe opyxane gopmaruje Ou uMalne NMpUMaT HaJ OpYKaHUM W TIOJNHUIM]CKHM CHa-
rama AsepOejiiaHa Koje He Ou cMene aa ynase Ha Teputopujy Haropnor-Kapabaxa
0e3 mperxogHOT omo0pema. (Zourabian 2006, 258) ,,Kopak-no-kopak™ MIaHCKH THIT
Haroa0e uMao je apyrauujy unejy. [lompasymeBao je momnaucewme cHara Harophor-
Kapabaxa u3 mect obmactu AszepOejiana usy3umajyhu cam Haropuu-Kapabax u
obnact JlaumH, moBe3yjyhu ux Tako ca JepMeHHjoM a 1Moja BOjHOM KOHTposom Ha-
ropHor-Kapat6axa. Jlajpu Kopak O Ioapa3yMeBao CTBapame TaMIIOH 30HE Tne Om
owme pacniopeljene meh)yHapoHe MupoBHE TpyTe ayk rpanuiia Haropaor-Kapabaxa
U CEeBEpHE U jy)KHE TpaHuie obnactu JlaunH, Kao U cTBapame 30HE pas/iBajama Koje
Ou Omite TpajHO MEMUIUTApHU30BaHE U TAe OM Oe30eaHOoCT Onia Haa3upaHa o1 CTpa-
He MehyHapomHMX MHUpPOBHUX Tpyma. [lutama KoHauHOr craryca HaropHor-
Kapabaxa, 7auMHCKOT KOpUAOpA, Ka0 M MUTamkE MOBPATKa pacesbeHUX JIMIa Ha Te-
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putopuje lllyme u lllaxymujana Omia Ou ocTaBibeHa 3a HEKE KacHH]jE IPETOBOPE.
(Zourabian 2006, 259)

,llakeTHr” 1U1aH cy onbmmm U Haropno-Kapabax n Azepbejian, a Jepmenuja
ce OoUTy4riIa 3a IJIaHCKH, ,,KOpak-To-kopak” tuiaH HaroxbOe. (Gasparyan 2019, 3)
Tamammu npeacennuk Jepmenuje Jleson Tep-Ilerpocjan 4. HoBemOpa 1997. 06ja-
BHO je wiaHak ,,Pat uimu mup? Bpeme je 3a mpomunibeHOCT” (1news.az 2018) y ko-
Me Ha3zHayaBa HEOIXOJHOCT M3HaJaKemha KOMIIPOMHCA, T€ KaKO OMO3WIUja He Ou
Tpebana Ja 3aBapaBa HapoJ MpHUYaMa Ja MOCTOje alTepHAaTHBA KOMIPOMHUCY, jep je
antepHatuBa Kommpomucy — pat. Tep-Ilerpocjan je ucrakao jomn u xako he Jepme-
Huja u HaroprHo-Kapabax okpenyTtn neny mehyHaponHy 3ajelHUILy MPOTHB cebe,
Kako HeMajy caBe3HHMKa IMMOBOJAOM MHUTama He3aBucHocTH Haropnor-Kapabaxa, te
KaKo MOTYy JOBECTH ce0e y IMO3WIHjy TMpeTepaHe 3aBUCHOCTH oJf moMohu Pycwuje
(The Jamestown Foundation 1997) Jlajbe, OH HMCTHYE KaKO je Of0Hjarme KOMIpPOMHCA M Boljeme CTpaTeruje
MakKcuMaju3sMa Haj6p>|<14 Ha4YWH 0 MOTIIYHOI' YHHIITCH:A Kapa6axa W ToropuiaBama cmyaunje y JepMCHI/le. (Gasparyan
2019, 3) Mehytum, Taj ,,Kopak-mio-Kopak” TN Haromde ondujeH je on cTpaHe Ha-
ropHor-Kapabaxa y3 HaBoheme HemoBOJEHHX 0Oe30eTHOCHHMX TapaHIidja, a Tep-
[MerpocjaHoBIbEBa MPUBPKEHOCT TOM ILIAHY JIOBEJA je 0 MOJIHUTHYKE Kpuse y Jep-
Menuju. To je 3a mocneauily umano octaBky Tep-Ilerpocjana y pebpyapy 1998, nok
je Ha vemo apxkase gomrao Pobept Kowapjan, 6uBmm muaep Haropaor-KapaGaxa.
Kouapjan je mpoMeHHO TPUCTYN KOjU je 3acTynao OWBIIM IpeiceqHHK Tep-
[Merpocjan (ma JepMeHHWja HeMa MHTEpEHLUja Y KOHQIMKTY, T€ J1a je TO KOHQIUKT
ucksbyunBo m3mel)y Haropuo-Kapabaxa m AzepOejiiaHa), TOCTaBUBIIM CE Tako Aa
3actymna uHTepece u Jepmennje u Haropror-Kapabaxa. Kao Tpu HeomxoaHa mpHH-
IMIa u3ABojuiIa ¢y ce: 1. 3a0paHa BepTUKAJIHOT MMOBe3MBama usMely AsepOejyana u
Haropnor-Kapa6axa, Tako na Haropno-Kapabax ne Mosxe na Oyne noTuaumeH Azep-
Ocjuany; 2. rapannuje 6e30emHocTH 3a Hapon Haropror-Kapabaxa; u 3. ouyBame
KOHTpOJIE HaJ| KOITHEHOM Be3oM ca JepmeHmjoM. (Zourabian 2006, 259) Hapennn
npeasor u3HeT o crpane Munck ['pymne 6uo je mpeasor u3 1998. roguHe Ha3BaH
TUTAHOM ,,3ajeTHIYKE Jp>KaBe”, a Heropa INaBHA OJUIHKa Owia je aeuHucame of-
Hoca Tako aa je Haropro-Kapabax npsxaBHa 1eiuHa y 00NMHKy penmyOinke, Koja Ou
YMHWIA 3ajelHUYKy IpxkaBy ca AsepOejiaHOM Yy OKBHPY MelyHapoIHO mpu3Harte
rpanurie. Mehytum, y oBom mnany Haropro-Kapabax He Ou nMao HU TPHOIHIKHO
MpaBa KOJMKO Y MPBOOUTHOM ,,TAaKETHOM TUTAHY Kao IITO Cy COTCTBeHe cHare. MH-
TEPECaHTHO je U TO IITO OBaj IUIaH He ypeljyje nurame odnactu Jlaunn (Minsk Gro-
up proposal ,,common state deal” 1998).

C 003upoM j1a HUjedaH Of JOTANAIIBUX NpEIJiora HUje OMO TUIOJOHOCAH,
2004. roguHe MOKpeHyT je T3B. [Ipamiku mporec Koju je, 3a CBOjy OCHOBY, ITOApa3y-
MeBao uerthe MUpeKTHE cacTaHKe 3BaHWYHUKA JepMmeHnuje u Azepbejiana. CymrTrHa
caMHX TperoBopa Ouma je TajHa, ajqM Cy WIAaK MOCTOjane HazHake o (uHecama.
AzepbejiiaH je cMaTpao 1a KOH(QIIMKT Tpeba OUTH pelieH Kopak Mo KOpak, Tako Ja
ce jepMeHCKe TpyIe MOBYKY ca Mmojpydja u3Ban camor Haropuor-Kapabaxa, mro 0u
omoryhuio noBpartak kyhu nzbernumama, a mro 6u, 3ay3BpaT, oMoryhmio ycrocra-
BJbahe OMJIaTEpaHUX OJHOCA ca JEPMEHHjOM W pall Ha €eKOHOMCKOM pa3BUTKy Ha-
ropHor-Kapab6axa. Kpajmu craryc peruje Tpedano 01 permiTH y YCIOBHMa MTOBEPE-
Ba ¥ Koomepaiyje, 0e3 ukakBor HempujaresbetBa. (Mehtiyev 2005, 15) Hneja je
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Oouna ma 6u Tpebano mohw 0 HEKAaKBOT JAOTOBOpPA, aKO HE JIO pelllaBamba KpajEer
craTyca, oHJa OapeM 10 MeXaHH3Ma IyTeM KOjer Om ce craTyc pemuo y OyayhHoc-
Ti. Kao kipyyHn MexaHu3aM 3a peraBame cTaTyca Ha MPUHLUIY ,,KOpaK-Mo-Kopak™
TUTaHa T0jaBHIIa ce Hujeja pedepeHmyma, Koja je oaropapaia obema cTpaHama yciesn
MOryhHOCTH TUTACHparha MPUHITUIA JIOTOBOPA HA JKEJHEeHU HAUYWH CBOJUM HApOJMMA.
JepMenuja je nHCHCTHpalia Ha TOME Ja OM TakaB pe)epeHIyM 3HAYHMO MPaBO HA ca-
Moomnpenesbehe MTo Ou npeTxoauno HezaBucHoctn Haropuor-Kapabaxa, ok je, ca
CynpoOTHE CTpaHe, A3zepOejiaH HHCHCTHPAO Ha TOME J1a He3aBUCHOCT He OM MorJia na
Oyne ucxon pedepeHaymMa U camoonpeie/bemna Beh 1a Ou Ouio KakBa mpoMeHa Tpa-
HUIlAa 3aBHCHUJIA OJ APXAaBHOT pedepeHayMma asepOejiianckor Hapoxaa. (Zourabian
2006, 262)

[Touerkom 2005. roxuue, 25. janyapa, [lapnamenrapra ckynmruHa CaBera
EBpomnie ycBojuna je Pesonymujy 1416 y okBUpPY KoOje ce HABOAM KaKo je 3HadajaH
neo Teputopuje AsepOejuaHa MoOJ jePMEHCKOM OKyIalMjoM, Kao U Jia cernapaTuc-
THYKe CHare KOHTpomiuiry peruoH Haropuo-Kapabaxa (PACE, Doc. 10364). [lame
ce HaBOIM Kako JepMmeHHja HapymaBa o0aBese Koje nMa kao wianuma Caseta EBpo-
e, ¢ 003UPOM J1a OKyIallfja CTpaHe TEPUTOPH]jE MPEACTaB/ba 030UJbHY MOBPEILY TUX
obaBesa. Caset EBporie je mo3Bao camonpokiamoBaHe Biactu y Haropno-Kapabaxy
Ha y3/pKaBarme O] paclucHBama n300pa, y3 MOACETHUK Ja je 30or pata 3a Harop-
Ho-Kapabax Buile o1 MHIHOH JiMla Omio nmpuHyheHo na HamyCTH CBOje JOMOBE
(JIasuh, Jenmucasan Tpommh, Jazuh 2011, 586), y3 no3uBame Ha CBOjy MPENoOpyKy
1570 u3 2002. roguHe y K0joj ce objammaBa curyanuja pacesbenux nmna (PACE,
Doc. 9480). Ycnen temko mocTikHOT KoMmpromuca, MuHck ['pyma OEBC-a no
2006. Huje ycmena Ja ce IOMaKHe ca MpTBE Tadyke y TperoopuMa m3mely JepmeHn-
je u Azep6Oejuiana. (I'ajuh 2006, 27)

2007. rodune je Munck I'pyma OEBC-a npeacraBuia obema cTpaHaMa mpe-
JUMUHApHY BEep3Wjy OCHOBHHX TWPHWHIMIA 3a peliaBamke Ccykoba y HaropHo-
Kapabaxy, mpuToM yka3aBIId Ha TO Jla OCHOBHHU MPUHIIUIIN MPEICTaBIbajy KOMIPO-
MHC 3aCHOBaH Ha oJpeadama XeJCHHIIKOT 3aBPIIHOT aKTa O HEKOpHUINhewy cuie,
TEPUTOPHjATTHOM HHTETPUTETY, jCAHAKAM MpPaBUMa M CAMOOIPEACIbEY Hapoaa
(JIazuh, Jemucasar Tpommh, Jazuh 2011, 588). IIpema T3B. ,,MaApHUICKUM TTPUHITH-
nmrMa” MIeCT eJeMeHaTa peliaBamba KOH(IMKTa Toapa3yMeBajy: 1. moBparak Tepu-
TopHja Koje ce Hamaze oko Haropror-Kapabaxa mon koHTpomy AsepOejiana; 2.
onpehuBame puBpeMeHor craryca Haropror-Kapabaxa y3 o06e30ehuBame 6e30em-
HOCHUX TapaHIlMja ¥ TapaHIlija caMOyIIpaBibamba; 3. KOPUI0p Koju Ou mose3ao Jep-
Mmennjy ca Haropao-Kapabaxom; 4. onpehuBame Oynayher kpajmer cratyca Harop-
Hor-Kapabaxa myTtem mpaBHOoOaBe3yjyhier m3pasza BOJbE, 5. MPAaBO CBUX HHTEPHO
paceJbeHUX JINIIA B U30ETIHIa Ha TToBpaTak; u 6. MeljyHapomHe 6e30eHOCHE rapaH-
nje Koje OM yKJby4mBaie omnepanujy ouyBama mupa. (Kocharyan 2016, 16) Wnak,
3a MpeTrnocTaBuTH je na Hehe mohm no TepuropujamHe mpoMmeHe AzepOejiiaHa WH
Mel)yHapomHOT TpHu3HaBama ,,Pemyonuke Haroprao-Kapabax™, ocum ykonuko A3zep-
Oejuian ouTyun Jaa ce oapekHe npasa Ha Haropuo-Kapa6ax. Mcto Tako, 6e3 063upa
Ha noapiiky Jepmenuje Hapoxy Haropaor-Kapabaxa, JepmeHuja ce oApekna mpu-
Mepa T3B. ,,Pemyommke KocoBo” kao mpecenana 3a mo0ujame He3aBUCHOCTH Harop-
Hor-Kapabaxa. (Fabry 2012, 670)

46



Kynrypa nonmca, roa. XVIII (2021), 6p. 45, ctp. 35-60

Pycuja je opranmsoBasia TpuiaTepasHe CaMHUTE y KOjUMa Cy y4YEeCTBOBAIIU
npeacraBHUIM AsepOejiyana u Jepmenuje. [IpBu TakaB caMUT OpraHu3oBaH je 2.
HoBeMOpa 2008. ronuHe y MocBku. ToM NpUIMKOM je MOTHHcaHa JeKIapamuja Ko-
joM cy obe ctpaHe moTBpamie Aa he nmpu pemaBamy nmurama Haropror-Kapabaxa
MIOIITOBATH OmIITa Hadena MelyHapomHor mnpasa. (Jlasmh, Jemucasan Tpommwh, Ja-
suh 2011, 589) ¥V camoj aekiapaiuju ce HaBOIU Kako hie cBe CTpaHe pajuTH Ha IH-
tay HaropHor-Kapabaxa kpo3 mupekran nujanor usmelhy Jepmenuje u Azepbejuia-
Ha TOJ MOKpoBHTEIbCTBOM MuHCk ['pyme, Tako na he Texxutn modospmamy cutya-
mje y Jysxxaom KaBka3y u ycrocraBibamy CTaOMIITHOCTH M 0€30€IHOCTH y PETHOHY
KpO3 MOJMTUYKO MOpaBHame KoHGuKTa. Jlajke ce y IeKiapaudju UCTHYE 3HAYaj
MEIMjaTOpCKuX Harmopa MuHck ['pyrne, kako OM MUPOBHHU criopasyM Tpebao OHTH
npahen mpaBHOOOaBe3yjyhuM rapanmmjama. IloTBphyje ce xako he mpemcemuuiin
Jepmenuje u AzepOejiiaHa HACTAaBUTH Ja paje HA U3HATAKEHY pellema U, Ha Kpajy,
UCTUYE Ce BaYKHOCT ITOJICTHIaka TIOBOJFHHUX YCIIOBA 32 CIIPOBOhEH-Ee Mepa 3a Urpaj-
By MOBEpEHa y KOHTEKCTY Hamopa 3a pemaame kKoHpiukTa (The President Of The
Republic Of Armenia 2008). ¥V cymtuny, ,,MOCKOBCKa JeKiapanuja’ HUje JOHeNa
HUILTA PEBOIYLHOHAPHO Y MOTJIeAy MUPOBHOT mpotieca. OHa je BUIlIe CUMOOTHYKOT
3Hayaja, OJJHOCHO, 32 Pycujy mpencrasiba nodap [1P moTes myrem kojer Moxe aa ce
MpEeACTaBH OCTATKy CBETa y YJI03W MHUPOTBOpIIA a HE arpecopa, Te 1a MockBa npe-
CTaBJba LICHTPAJHOT aKTepa y pelaBamy jyKHOKaBKackux KoHpmukara. (Ismailzade
2008, 3)

Hakon oxwuBipaBama koHGumKTa 27. cenrremOpa 2020. u paTa Koju je Tpajao
mecT Heaeska, 10. HoBemOpa 2020. rogwHe AOMUIO je A0 cropa3zyMma mnpeasoheHor
Pycujom, Tako na cy munepu Pycuje, Jepmenuje u AzepOejiiaHa NOTHHCANN 3aje-
HUYKY H3jaBy O mpekuay para y Haropno-Kapabaxy. Crmopazym Tpeba TymauuTu
Kao mobemy AsepOejiana, omHocHO mopa3 Jepmena y pary (BBC 2020). Kapaktepu-
CTHKE CIiopa3yma Cy TakBe fa fie 00e cTpaHe 0CTaTH Ha TPCHYTHHM IOJIOXKajUMa Y3
pasMeHy paTHHX 3apoO0JbeHHKa, a CBH TPAHCIIOPTHU YBOPOBH Ouhe nediokupanu. Y
Kapabaxy, ny>x KOHTaKkT JIMHHUje U Ty Kopuaopa, Ouhe pasmerirene pycke cHare —
ykymHO 1960 sbymu, koju he Outn pacmopehuBanm mapajieTHO ca TOBJIAYEHHEM jep-
MeHCKe Bojcke. Pycku kontunrent he ocraru y HaropHo-Kapabaxy HapemHux met
TOJIMHA, Ca AyTOMAaTCKUM OOHaBJbal-EM MHUCHjE aKO HUjeIHA CTPaHa y POKY OJ IIEeCT
MeCeIr TPeI UCTEK poKa HE 3aTpaKd FBbUXOBO MOBJIadeHke, a Onhe dhopMupan u pyc-
KO-TypCKHM 3ajeIHUYKH IIeHTap 3a KoHTpony mnpekuna Batpe (CmytHuk CpOuja
2020). Jepmennja he Bparutu permone Kenymabap u Jlaunn A3zepOejuany, ook he
JladMHCKH KOPUIOp OCTAaTH y pyKaMa JepMeHa, kako Ou ce o0e30emmina Be3a Jepme-
nuje u Haropuor-Kapa6axa. Jepmenuja mo 20. HoBemOpa 2020. roguHe Mopa aa
npena U ArgaMcku U eo ['a3aXxckor pernoHa Koju TpeHYTHO Ipku. buhe pasBujen
TUTaH 3a U3rpajilby HoBe caoOpahajuune y3 Jlaunacku kopumop, koja he o6e3dequTu
Be3y Cremanakepra u JepMeHHje U Ha H0j he OuTH pacnopeheH pyckn KOHTHHTEHT,
1ok he AzepOejiian rapanToBaTi 6€30€THOCT MPEBO3a Y JTAYMHCKOM KOPUIOPY CBHM
nuBmimMa. CBe eKOHOMCKe U caoOpahajHe Beze Ouhe nebnokupane. Jepmenuja he
obe30emutn caoOpahajue Beze wm3Mel)y 3amamHmx JenmoBa  A3sepOejuaHa U
HaxunBancke ayToHOMHE pemyOiuke, a KOHTposry he Bpmmtu pycke tpymne. [lopen
tora he, mo moroBopy, Outu u3rpalheHe HoBe caoOpahajuHuue u3mely 3anagHux ne-
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noBa AzepOejiiana n HaxunBaHcke ayToHOMHeE perryonuke. M30ernuie he ce Bparu-
TH y cBoje noMoBe y Haropno-Kapabaxy, mto he KOHTpoiHcaT# BUCOKH IIpeICTaB-
HUK YH 3a nzbermune (Crmytauk Cpbuja 2020). Ilpencennuk Pycuje Bnagumup
[lytun motmmcao je yka3 o (opMupamy XyMaHUTapHOT LeHTpa 3a Haropao-
Kapabax ca nmsbem oOHaBJbama MUBIIIHE HHPPACTPYKTYPE Y TOM PETHOHY, MpYKa-
By MoMOhHM CTaHOBHUIIMMA M MOBpaTKa M30Eriuia, y3 arnell Ha HacTaBaK capaimbe
ca Munck rpynom (CrnytHuk Cpouja 2020).

KocoBo 1 MeToxuja — mpaBHH CTAaTYC U IHjaJIOT 32 H3HAJIA)KEHe pelieha

Han nakon motmmca KymanoBckor crmopasyma 9. jyHa 1999. romune u 1mo
oxonuary HATO 6ombapmoBama CP Jyrocnasuje, Caer 6e36eqnHoctn YH je 10.
jyHa 1999. rogune ycBojuo Pezomyuujy 1244 (UNSC, S/RES/1244), a xao riaBHA
IUJBEBU HaBoze ce cMemTame KocoBa m Meroxuje moa npuBpemery yrpasy OVH
(YHMUK), 3atum dopmupame opnamtheHnx MHpOBHUX cHara mpensohene HATO
amjancoMm (K®OP), ouyBame mehyHapogHor mMupa, 6€30€THOCTH U OCHUTYpaBame
CI000JHOT TOBpaTKa M30erinila U paceJbeHUX JIMla y cBoje noMoBe; CpoOuju je
ocTaBJbeHa MOTYNHOCT A2 BpaTH CBOje MHCTHUTYLIMjE Kala ce 3a TO CTEKHY YCJIOBU
(Bnana PC 3a KuM, Pezonyiuja Cb YH 1244). V ochoBwu, Pe3zonynuja 1244 npen-
CTaBJba Mel)yHapoIHO MpaBHY OCHOBY 3a pelIaBame KOCOBCKOT muTama. CpOwuja,
Kao W MHoOre apyre apkaBe wianuine OYH, narmamasajy kako Peszomymmja 1244
ocraje paBHO 0OaBe3yjyha 3a cBe ctpane (PTB 2020).

Jonazak MehyHapo HHMX CHara m MHCTHUTYyIHja MehyHapoaHe ympase 10. jyna
1999. na Kocmer Huje perimo mpobiieM, Tako Aa Cy, oj Taia na cse 10 2004. roau-
He, mpeocTanu KocoBckr CpOu u Apyro craHOBHUINTBO Ha KocoBy n MeToxuju xoje
HUje TMOJPKABAO0 EKCTPEMHUCTUYKO-CETapaTUCTUUKE TEXHe OWIM MPUMOpPaHH Ha
UCEJbEHE U3 CBOJUX JOMOBA. YHHIITAaBaHA je KyJITypHa OallTHHA, MaJbeHEe LPKBE U
MaHACTHPH; jEIHOM pedjy, JeBAaCTUPAHO je CBE LITO je MPEACTaBIbaJ0 KYyITYPHO-
HCTOPH]CKY TEKOBHHY CPIICKOT ApYyINTBa Koja je rajeHa BekoBuMma (Bmama PC 3a
KuM, Maptoscku morpom 2004. roguae). Y TOM MEpHOMY YHUIITEHO je oko 117
CPIICKUX KYJTYPHHX J00apa, yriIaBHOM LPKBH M MaHACTHPA, LITO je MPOILIO TOTOBO
HE3aMaXCHO y CBETCKUM OKBHUpUMA, M3y3eB KpuTHKa on ctpaHe Cpouje, I'puke u
Pycuje. (barakoBuh 2008, 266) McTo Tako, CHCTEMAaTCKH Cy PYIICHH W YKIAmaHU
00jeKTH CPIICKE CBETOBHE apXHUTEKTYype, & HAPOUUTO BIACTEIUHCKH JBOPIH, TPaO-
BHU, yTBphema u TBphase u3 cpenmer Beka. (Crenuh 2005, 189) Kynmunanwmja tak-
BOT HACHJbA M CTHUYKOT YHUINNCHa O] CTpaHe al0aHCKUX SKCTPEMUCTA HACTYIHIA je
y T3B. ,,MapToBCcKOM Torpomy”, morahajy koju ce omurpao ox 17. no 19. mapta
2004. romuHe, 3a YMju MOBOJ KOCOBCKHM MEIUjU HaBOJE Hecpehy y K0joj cy ce yTo-
nmuta Tpu anmbaHcka fedaka y Mopy, y cemy Yabpa y Moapckom Komammny ([lanac
2020).

,,MapTOBCKH TIOTPOM’’ OJTHEO j& HEKOJUKO JECETHHA JKHUBOTA, PAFCHO j¢ BHIIS
CTOTHHA 0c00a, MpoTepaHo Bulle of deTupu xusbange Cpba u apyrux HeanbaHama,
3anasbeHo Bumie o 800 BHUXOBHX IOMOBAa M Pa3pyLICHO WJIM TEIIKO omreheHo 35
MpaBOCIIaBHUX XpaMoBa M croMmeHuka Kyntype (Bmama PC 3a KuM, MaptoBcku
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norpoM 2004. ronune). Hacuibe Koje ce Tama AOTOAMIIO IMOKa3ajo je Aa moctojehe
MOKpajUHCKE HHCTHUTYIIWjE, Ka0 HM MHCTUTYIHje MelyHapoiHe yrpaBe, HUCY HCITY-
HUIe cBOj 3agarak onpehen Pesomyuumjom 1244, ¢ o63upom na HHCY oMoryhuie
CTBapHO (D)YHKIHMOHHUCAHE U MTOCTOjabe MYITUKYJITYPAJIHOT IPYIUTBA Y jy>KHO] CPII-
ckoj mokpajuan. Hakon Hepema ox mapta 2004. rommae Konrtakt rpyma CBYH,
caunmeHa oJ] Benuke bpuranuje, ®@pannycke, Hemauke, Uranuje, Pycuje u CA/L,
noyese Cy Ja ce pasMHMOMJIa3e OKO MUTama LITa Jajbe YYMHUTH, cMaTpajyhu na
caMo 4dekame da KocoBo ucmyHm ,,cTanmapiae mpe craryca’” Hehe OMTH JOBOJHHO U
Jla Cy KOCOBCKH ANOaHIM OMIM CBE HECTPIJBMBHjH 300T OjJIarama y HalpeIoBamby
Ka HE3aBHCHOCTH Koje cy ouekuBaiu kao ucxox HATO untepBenuuje. Y ToM nepu-
ony je u I'enepannu cexperap YH 3amonuno Ousiuer ¢puHckor npeaceanuka MapTu-
ja AxTrcapuja 1a IpeIBOIU IPoIec ITyTeM Kojer Ou ce JOIUIO JO0 criopa3yMma O CTa-
tycy Kocosa. (Gallucci 2001, 4) ,,Pesynrtar” cBera Tora Ouo je miuan (GUHCKOT -
ioMaTe W cuenujamHor m3aciaHuka YH Mapruja Axtucapuja u3 2007. romune,
Koju je mpeasuaeo KocoBo ka0 MyJITHETHHIKO APYIITBO Y KOM O Ce BPIIICHE BIIac-
TH 3aCHHBAJIO Ha JeJHAKOCTH CBHX TpahaHa, y koM Ou Ouia npeasul)eHa IIMpPOKa
ayTOHOMHMja 3a cpIicke ommTuHe y3 myHy Biact [Ipumrune (HCIIM 2018). Hako je
Cager 0e306enHocTn YH, HakoH pycKor Bera, oi0aIuo miaH, ummak, Mapta Axtuca-
pH je CBOjUM MPEIUIOTOM jacHO allyJupao Ha JBEe CTBapu: NpBO - jaa 3a KuM Hema
noBpatka y CpOujy, u Apyro — 1a ce cTabWIHOCT jyroucToune EBporie Moxke mocTH-
hu camo ako 3a cBE MOCTOjU jacHa MEPCIEKTUBA y AEMOKPATCKUM OKBHpUMa, T€ 1a,
YKOJIMKO MeljyHapoaHa 3ajefHuIla OAIy4H Ja CJIEAM IUIaH, OHA Mopa HacTyHaTu
ayTOPUTATHBHO M OJUTYYHO, HE Npe3ajyhul o1 pearopama y cilydajy JHCKpUMUHALN]A
WIn HemoluToBawa npuHnuna aa KocoBo Oynme mynruetHmuko ApymTso (IImwut
2007). Iman je, usamehy ocramor, npensuhao GpopMupame MECT HOBUX HWITH MPOIIH-
pEeHUX CPICKHUX ommTHHA Ha KOCOBY, Kao M MpOoIIMpeHe ONMIITHHCKE HAJIS)KHOCTH,
3aTUM (popMuUpame YeTpAeceT MeT 3aIUTUTHUX 30HAa OKO Haj3Ha4YajHUjUX LpKaBa,
MaHACTHpa M MCTOPHjCKUX CIIOMEHHKA, Ka0 ¥ MehyHapOIHOT LUBHIHOI MPEICTaB-
HUKa ¥ MehjyHapoaHO BOjHO mpucycTBO. Tamammu med KoopauHammoHOT IeHTpa
3a KuM He06ojma Yosuh je Taj minaH oneHno xao ,,AUMHY 3aBecy”’, U3a Koje ce KpH-
1o de facto popmupame ycraBa T3B. Pemyonmke KocoBo, ogHOCHO, na je To Onia
npenurpa 3a HezaBucHocT (JbyOucasipeuh, bexuh 2020).

17. dhebpyapa 2008. roguae ckymmtrHa KocoBa ycBaja ,,Jlexmaparujy o He-
3apucHoctu”. [loprnapon CrejT aemaptmenta, lllon MakopMak, u3jaBuO je Ja Cy
CAJl ,,npumuie K 3Hawy”’ TakBY OIUIYKY, 0K je Pycuja omrpo ocyauna oBy oJuTyKy
(KocoBcka xpononoruja 1974-2017, 49). [la mocroje MHTEpPECH BEIWKHX CHJIA Y
ciy4dajy KocoBa Moxke ce 3akJbydUTH M TIO TOME IITO Ce HA HEMAaJoM Opojy KOCOB-
ckux kyha, mopen anbaHcke, Hala3u U amepuyka 3acraBa. HemocpeaHo mpen camo-
npornaniewe HesaBucHocTH Kocosa, Cjemumene Amepuuke JIpxkaBe (puHaHCUpane
Cy KOHKYpC 9HjU je UCX0oJ OMo mu3ajH KyTo-TiaBe 3actaBe Kocosa. (Taylor 2008,
278) 26. dhebpyapa je Ha BaHpenHoj cequuuy Bmage CpOuje moHera oiiyka na ce
MPOTHB jEJHOCTPAHOT MPOTJIAIICHkha He3aBUCHOCTH KocoBa YCHPOTHUBH CBHM IPaB-
HAM " quroioMatckuM cpenctBuMa (KocoBcka xporosoruja 1974-2017, 50). To je
pe3yntupaio ycajameM Pesonynmje ['enepanue ckymrune YH 63/3 o 8. okroOpa
2008. roauHe, KOjoM ce Tpaxku oJ MeljyHapoIgHOT cyaa mpaBle Ja Aa CBOj CTaB y
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BE3U Ca MPOIJALICHEM HE3aBUCHOCTH, OJHOCHO J1a JIM je OHO OWJIO y cKianmy ca
mehynaponnum npaBom (UNGA, A/RES/63/3). CaBeronasao munuseme MCII on
22. jyna 2010. oueHMyO je Aa Mporjamemhe HEe3aBUCHOCTH HHje OWIIO MPOTHUBHO
MelyHaponHoM mipaBy, Pezomyruju 1244, ka0 HU IPUBPEMEHOM YCTaBHOM OKBHPY
Ha KocoBy, mTo je, HapaBHO, OWJI0O y CYHpOTHOCTH ¢ OHMM ITO je beorpan
ouekuBao (Munomesuh 2010). Jlejan Muposuh y cBOM paay W3HOCH CTaB O HU3Y
ompasnaBajyhux teopuja (,,ipaBHUX akpoOaTHKa”, Kako UX HazuBa bpanko Pakuh)
KOj€ Cy TOCTyKHJIe Kao ,,lIpaBHU OCHOB™ 3a nmpu3Hame Kocosa. 3a mpumep oH y3nMa
uzjaBy cranHor cyauje MCII Ilejmca Kpodopaa, koju je 3acTymnao craB jaa je mpo-
rnameme KocoBa y ckimamy ca MehyHapogHWM TIpaBOM, a Koja Tiacu: ,,AKO
Mel)yHaponHO mpaBo He Aaje HUKaKBO MPaBO HA jEAHOCTPAHy CELECHjy W3BaH KOJO-
HHjaJTHOT KOHTEKCTa, a 0 MOM MHUIJBEEHY OHO TO HE YMHU — OHJA j€ jeMUHN HaYWH
Ha KOjU HeKa LeNIMHa MOKE jeTHOCTPAHO Ja Ce OTLENH MpUMEHa TPaJHuLUOHAIHOT
CpeACTBa KOje Ce cacTOju y moOeIu y paTy 3a He3aBHCHOCT — Kao mTo je banrnanem
yuauano 1970-71, y3 momoh Uummje...” (Muposuh 2014, 997) Hakon jemHocTpanor
MpOoTJIaliekha He3aBUCHOCTH YCIIEANO je TPOTOJUIILH TPEKU OWII0 KaKBOT JTHjalio-
ra uamehy Beorpana u Ilpumrune. 'enepanna ckynmruHa YH 9. cenrem6ap 2010.
yCBOjHJIa je Pe30ITyIHjy O Pa3BOjy AHjajora IBe CTpaHe IyTeM TUCKyCHje O OpOjHUM
nuTamkuMa, mTo he UMatu yTulaja Ha BUX0BO NpuapyxuBame EY (LBerkoBuh
2010).

Unak, Tek je 8. mapta 2011. Ha uncuctupame EY (a y3 moapmky CAJl) ot-
MOYeo TUjallor 0 TEXHWYKUM NHTalkHUMa, YUjU je InUJb Tpebao OWTH MOoOOoJbIIame
craryca rpahana Ha KocoBy. [IpBe uetupu pyHzae HUCY pe3ynTupane KOHKPETHUM
noroBopuma, Beh cy Ha BUMa JoroBapalid Hadyella M NPUHIMIY Iujanora. Y TMeToj
PYHAM MOCTUTHYTH CY JAOTOBOPH O CJI000AM KpeTama U MAaTHYHUM KIbUTaMa, y IIec-
TOj PYHAU IPETOBOPA NOCTUTHYTH Cy JOTOBOPH O IIAPUHCKUM II€4aTUMa U KaTacTpy,
a y OKBUpY CeqMe pYHJE ycariiallleH je IOTOBOp O MPH3HABaky YHHBEP3UTETCKUX
IUmiioMa. Y HapeAHoO] PYHAM MOCTUTHYT je JOTOBOP O MHTETPHCAHOM YIIPaBIbakby
rpaHMLlaMa/aJMUHUCTPATUBHUM JIMHUjaMa, a Y PYHAM HAKOH e - JOroBop na he
KocoBo ydecTBOBaTH Yy CBUM BHAOBHMA PETHOHAJIHE capalme. TeXHWYKH aujanor
0mo je ox BelmHMKOr ycmexa, U y3 Menujauujy EY, nonpuHeo oTknamamy OpojHUX
aIMUHUCTPAaTUBHUX U NPOLEAYypajHUX IpolbiiemMa, Koju cy ontepehusanu rpahane
Ha JHEBHOM HHBOY ca o0e CTpaHe agMWHUCTpAaTHBHE JIMHUje. Jlujayor je ycmeo na
00e30eau MyHY €000y KpeTama Jiuila U po0a, ali U MOTyhHOCT 3a peanu3aiujy
OCHOBHHX TMpaBa BE3aHMX 3a JHYHH CTaTryc TpalaHa M IHHXOBY HMOBHUHY.
(byxanosuh 2013, 366-372) Hakon u3dopa y Cpbuju onpxkanu 2012. romune, 19.
OKTOOpa MCTE TOJWHE HACTaB/bajy CE MPErOBOPH O HOPMAJIM3alljUd MOCPEICTBOM
EVY y3 npenazak ca TeXHUYKUX Ha MOJMTHYKA MUTakba, Tako Ja je Beh y Apyroj pyH-
I TIOJINTHYKOT AMjajiora MOCTUTHYT AOTOBOP O MMEHOBamy M MocTaBbamby Odu-
Irpa 3a Be3y, YMju he OCHOBHM 3amaTak OMTH Ja pelraBajy oapeleHa oTBOpeHa IH-
Tama y TOKY CHpOBohema MoCTUTHYTHUX noroBopa uamely Beorpana u Ilpumriae
(KocoBcka xpoHonoruja 1974-2017, 57).

Kpajem 2012. u mouetkom 2013. ronune CpOuja je npeysena 3HaYajHy CIOJb-
HOTIOJTUTUYKY WHUITH]jaTHUBY BE3aHy 3a popMuparme 3ajeTHAIIC CPIICKUX OMIITHHA Ha
KocoBy. To je Ouio jeaHo o7 OCHOBHUX IMOJIA3UINTA 33 HacTaBak jaujajiora ca [Ipu-

50



Kynrypa nonmca, roa. XVIII (2021), 6p. 45, ctp. 35-60

LITUHOM, @ PE3YJITHPANIO je yCcBajameM ,,Pe3oiynrje 0 OCHOBHUM NpPUHLIMIIUMA 32
MOJIMTUYKE Pa3roBoOpe ca MmpeacTaBHIIuMa [I[puBpeMEeHNX HHCTUTYIM]a CaMOyIIpaBe
Ha KocoBy u Metoxuju” 13. janyapa 2013. rogune on crpane HaponHe ckyniutiae
Penybonuke Cp6uje (Pezomymnuja Hapogure ckymmrune 2013). Yenenuo je HU3 mpe-
roBopa. Pesynrar neBere pyHzae nperoBopa, oapkane 13. ampuna 2013. rogune y
Bpuceny, 6uno je moctuszame ,,[IpBor cnopasyma o MPUHIMIIAMA KOjH PETYJIHILY
HOpMaJIM3alujy OAHOCa” WK KOJIOKBHjallHO ,.bprcenckor crnopasyma’”, MOTIUCAHOT
¢ HaMepoM ,,HopManu3anuje” oxHoca usMel)y beorpana u [lpumrrne, koju je mpen-
Buhao Qopmupame 3ajennunie Behunckm cprnckux ommruHa. OBa 3ajennuua Ow,
MopeJ YeTUPH ONIITHHE CeBepa, YKIbYUHMBalIa U MOjeINHE OIMIITHHE HACEJbEHE CPII-
CKHM KHBJbeM Yy meHTpanHuM nenoBuma Kocosa. (bykanosuh 2013, 373) bpucen-
CKU AMJANIOT j€ MOCIYXKHO Ka0 KOPHUCTaH MHCTPYMEHT 3a NPEKHUIAme Status quo-a,
noceOHO Ha ceBepy KocoBa, n mpencTaBiba r1aBHU MOKpETad Mpoleca HopMain3a-
nyje, omoryhaBajyhu u npyre MexaHu3Mme MOMYT HEKOIWKO HeQOpMaTHUX OuiaTe-
paTHUX aKTUBHOCTH, YKJbyUyjyhu MehycoOHe mocere m3mel)y cprckux U KOCOBCKHUX
3BaHWUYHUKA, Ka0 W HepopMarHe aKTHBHOCTU M3Mely uimaHoBa mapiameHaTa W IH-
BUJIHOT JpYyIUTBA. [ TaBHU UJbEBU cliopa3yMa OMIIM Cy AEMOHTHpame HHCTUTYLH]a
cucrema CpOuje Ha KuM u uHTerprcame 3amociieHuX y HHCTUTyLuje cucrema Ko-
COBa, Kao M MoHyna oapeheHor HuBoa caMoyrpaBe KocoBckuM CpoOuma kpo3 ¢op-
MUpame 3ajeJHHLE 3a JEceT OMIITHHA ca BENMHCKUM CPIICKUM CTaHOBHHUIITBOM.
Criopa3yM je, mopel OCHUBama 3ajeJHHLE, KA0 KJbYYHE €JIEMEHTE NMPEABHICO U
WHTETPaInjy MpUNaJHAKA CPIICKUX 0€30€THOCHUX CTPYKTypa y KOCOBCKY IOJIAIIH]Y
W uHTerpanujy mpaBocyha y mpaBHu okBup KocoBa, opraHu3oBame u300pa y
YEeTUPU OIIITHHE HA CEBEpy, 3aTHM OJpende Be3aHe 3a TEICKOMYHHUKaLHjy (Io0H-
jame mo3uBHOT Opoja KocoBa) M eHepreTuky, Kao W jeAHy HPHINIHO allCTPaKTHY
o0aBe3y, koja rinacu na beorpan u [pumtuna Hehe OnokupaTH, HUTH OXpaOpUBATH
Ipyre na Onokupajy Hampegak Apyre cTpaHe Ha BuxoBoM nyTy ka EY. (I"amm, Ho-
BakoBuh 2017, 4-6) IIpaBra mpupona u caapxuna CropasyMa mokasaie cy ce Kao
CIIOpHE, a jeqHa o] MpUMEA0N W KpuTHKa Ha payyH Cropasyma OJHOCHJA C€ Ha
TyMadewe /1a JIM je HeroBuM nornucuBameM CpOuja mpusHana HezaBucHocT Koc-
Mmera. Ogmax Tpeba pehu kako Bpucencku cmopasym Huje Mel)yHapomHH yrosop,
Melh)yTuM, y Be3H HEroBe MpaBHEe Mpupoae Tpeda pehu ma ,,mpaBHA MPUPOAA jSTHOT
aKTa He CTOJU y NUPEKTHO] KOHOTAIM]H MPaBHUX MOCIEANIIA Koje pou3Boau. Cee u
na jecre ytBpheno ma je bBpucencku cmopasym Mo CBOjoj NpaBHOj NPUPOAX
Mel)yHapoIIHH YTOBOp, TO HE OM 3HAYMIIO ipso facto na je ’hUMe W3BPIIEHO MPU3HA-
we KocoBa u Meroxuje. Jep, meljyHapoJHH yroBOp MOTY 3aKJbYYUTH U MPHUBpPEME-
HU, KpBHU Cy0jeKTH MeljyHapoaHOT mpaBa, MPOTEKTOPATH, YCTaHUIM Kao 3apaheHe
CTpaHe — Y OHOM 00MMY CyOjeKTHBUTETa M Y MaTepHju Mel)yHapoHOT mpaBa cripam
KaranuTera cy0jektuBuTeTa Koju noceayjy.” (Illypman 2015, 301)

buno xako 6uso, npe Hero mWTO 00€ CTpaHe 3all0YHy HOBH MPOLEC IPErOBOpa,
MOpajy MCHOyHUTH oapenOe npeaBubeHe bpucenckum cropazymMoMm y HOTIIYHOCTH,
mro uMIudiupa aa [lpumrrHa Mopa ycrnocTaBUTH 3ajeJHULLY CPIICKHUX OIIITHHA, a
na beorpam mMopa mMIUIEeMEHTHpaTH eHepreTcku crmopasyM. (I"amm, Hoakoruh
2017, 8) Y morieny Tora, 3HayajHO je ycBajame ,Jlnana o uMrmiemMeHnrtanuju bpu-
CEJICKOT criopa3zyma’”, mornucanor 16. jyna 2013. rogune, koju npeasula mocTeneHo

51



Anexcanpap ['ajuh / Hukona Pajuh, Konnko cy cnudHm, a KONMUKO pa3NTUuUTH KOHMIUKTH OKO ...

crpoBoljeme cropasyma M Jaje pokoBe oOema cTpaHama Kako Ou mpemysene Of-
pehene, noroBopeHe Mepe U 3aKOHOJIABHE MPOIIEype, Paay clipoBolema criopazyma
y nmornynoctd (HCIIM 2013). MehyTum, npuiInkoM HMIUIEMEHTALHje CIopazyMma
Cy Ha MOBPIIMHY M3POHWIM HPoONEeMH KOju ce THUy craTycHor nurama Kocosa:
BiacTH y beorpany cy y ummiemenTauuju bpucenckor criopazyMa HHCHCTHpasle Ha
HBETOBOj ,,CTATYCHOj HEYTPATHOCTU , IOK ¢y y [IpHIITHHY Ha criopa3yM Tienali Kao
Ha MoryhHOCT 3a ycrocTaBJbame MOTIYHE BJIACTH U CyBepeHOCTH Ha ceBepy Koco-
Ba. (Bykanosuh 2013, 378) Ox 2015. ronuHe Majmo ToTa je YUYHE-EHO M JIHjajIor je
3acTao, NOTHOMOTHYT HH30M Joralaja u cykoOJbaBarma KOju Cy JONPUHENH ypylia-
Bamy OIHOCA, Kao LITO Cy BO3 ca MopyKoM ,,KocoBo je Cpbuja”, Koju je KpeHyo u3
Beorpana 3a KocoBcky MutpoBuiy 14. janyapa 2017, na je 3aycraBibeH y Parmikoj
300T OIMacHOCTH Jaa moBezAe a0 030mpHuX uHIuMAeHara (Mucajaep 2018). 3atum ce
necuio youctBo OnuBepa VMBanosuha 16. janyapa 2018. roanHe y ceBepHOM Aey
Kocoscke Murposune ([lanac 2020), kao u xamnmeme u npoTepuBame ca Kocosa
Mapxka bBypuha, nupekropa kanmenapuje 3a KocoBo m Meroxmjy 26. mapta 2018.
rogune ([Janac 2020). Kpajem aBrycra 2018. ronune y Annbaxy, y AycTpuju, cac-
Tanm cy ce Anekcannap Byuuh n Xamum Taum u y etap mycTHIN UAEjy O ,,KOPEK-
[IWjU TpaHUIa” Koja Ou Moria na Oyae Kopak yHampes Ka modospinamy ogHoca. Ma-
KO HUCY NMPEUU3UpPaI O KaKBOj OM ce KOPEKIHjU Pauiio, MOXKE ce MPETIIOCTAaBUTH
Jia cy IBOjUIla JIHJepa uMana Ha yMy npeaajy ceBepHor Kocosa ca cprckom Behu-
HoM beorpany, nox 6u KocoBo morno mobutu okpyre ca BehMHCKUM anOaHCKUM
*)uBJbeM y nonuHU [lpemeBa. O 030MJBHOCTH HaMepe TOBOPH W HM3jaBa XamrnMma
Tauuja na je Kocoro omnyuyHo ma nocturae obasesyjyhu npaBHu cropasym ca Cp-
OujoM U n1a je mpaBo Bpeme 3a T0. OTBOPEHOCT 3a WJejy HCTaKie cy U AycTpHuja u
Cjemumene Amepuuke JIpxaBe, kao W BUCOKH 3BaHNYHUK EY ®deneprka MorepuHu
(Gray and Heath 2018). 3HauajHy mnpemnpexy y AMjajory MpeACTaBballo j& U
yBoheme Takce o crpane Kocosa y Bucunam ox 100% Ha npoussoje u3 Cpouje, mro
je pesyntupano uzjaBoM Anekcannpa Byuwmha nma mehe Outm nmaseer amjanora Jok
rog KocoBo He ykune taj HameT. (Russell 2019, 3) Hakon Bumie ox 20 mecenu u
ykunama takcu o 100% nHa npoussojae u3 Cpouje, 16. 07. 2020. je y bpuceny Hac-
TaBJbCH IWjaJIor 0 HOpManu3anuju omgHoca. O cTpaHe mpenacraBHuKa EBporcke
VHH]E 3a CIIOJbHY TOJINTUKY W CUTYPHOCHA muTama, JKozed bopena (Ilanu 2020) 3a
MOCPEIHUKA y TUjaiory MMeHOBaH je MupocnaB Jlajuak,. Hapennu cacranak uz-
mehy Beorpana u [Ipumrune oapsxao ce 27. arycra 2020. rogune, a TeMe pa3roBo-
pa Ouie cy ImuTama HECTAIMX, PAaceJbeHUX M EKOHOMCKUX oaHoca. IIperoBopu cy
OLICHCHU Kao TEHIKH W HeKOHCTPYKTHUBHU. [leneranuja [IpumrnHe cMaTpana je na
Beorpan onmyroBnaum mpouec ynaszehu y TexHHWUKe JeTajbe M MHCHUCTHPa KaKo ce
Hehe Bpahatu Ha ,,Beh 7OroBopeHo”, OAHOCHO CHYIUTaTH Ha ,,TEXHUYKH HUBO”, Beh
Jla je b mocThu3ame MehycoOHor mpu3Hama. beorpax oarosapa ma cy TH JeTaJbh
ol ,,KUBOTHOT 3Hauaja 3a Jbyje Koju kuBe Ha KocMeTy” u Ja ce mpeko wHx ,,Hehe
npenasuTd Ha Op3uHy” 3apai ,JJaKHUX MOJUTHYKHX IeKiIapanuja’, 0JHOCHO, 3a
Beorpan je u camo moMumame MehycoOHOT TIpu3Hama ,,[TOIPHUBAE MpoIieca Trja-
yora” u ,,o0MamuBame jaBHOCTH o1 cTpaHe Ilpumtuae (Makcumosuh 2020).

VY BamuarTony je 4. centem6pa 2020. roguHe moTnrcan BalimHTTOHCKY CIIo-
pasym u3mely beorpama u [Ipumrune, y okBUpY KoTra cy pa3MaTpaHa OpojHa muTa-
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Hha MOMYT eKOHOMCKE HOpMaJH3alje, MaIuX M cpeamux npenyseha, jesepa ['asu-
Bozie, SI” Mpeske, penurujckux cinoboma, Hectanux auua, JI'BT npasa, nmutame obe-
JekaBama Xe3001axa Kao TEpOPUCTUYKE OpPraHU3aldje, Kao U BPJIO BaKHO MUTAHkE
MopaTopujyma rae ce [IpumTrHa cioxuia 1a MpUMEeHH jeTHOTOTUIIEBA MOPaTOpH-
JYM Ha Tpakeme YiIaHCTBa Y MehyHapoaHuM opraHu3aiyjaMa, 1ok ce beorpan cio-
JKHO O jeTHOTOAUIIEEEM MOPATOPUjyMy Ha KaMIlamy 3a MOBJIauehe NpU3Hamka He3a-
BUCHOCTH, Kao 1 J1a he ce y3ap:kaTa o GOpMatHOT WK HePOPMATHOT TPaXKema O]l
Omto Koje mpkaee WM MehyHapoaHe opranm3ayje 1a He nmpu3Ha KocoBo kao Hesa-
BUCHY JpxaBy. Beoma je nuckyrabuiHa oapenda criopazyma 1mo koM cy ce Kocoso
n M3paen ycarmacunu Ha Mel)ycoOHO NpH3Hame, MOTOTOBO KaJ ce y3Me Yy 003Hp
craBka o moparopujymy (Crnoboana Espoma 2020). Mcro Tako, MUIIJBEHE je TIPO-
(decopa @unmna Ejmyca ma je murame pa3sMeHEe TEPUTOpPHja CKHUHYTO Ca JTHEBHOT
pena, MPEeBacXOAHO yCIled HajaBe ONTY>KHHIE NPOTUB Xamuma Tauuja, OIXHOCHO
300r unmeHuIle Ja Ha KocoBy BuIlle He MOCTOjU jaKk CarOoBOPHHUK KOjU OW 3acCTyIao
takBy unejy (Kapaber 2020).

3akpy4yHa pa3MmaTpama

Koje cy, nakine, camuHocTH a koje paznuke m3mely kondiaukra oko Haropuor Kapa-
b6axa u KuM?

OcCHOBHA CITMYHOCT je Jia c€ pajau o JBa ,,3aMp3HyTa KOH(IMKTA” Ha IMOCTCO-
[UjaTICTUYKUM MPOCTOPUMA Y3POKOBAHUM ETHHYKHM CIIOPOBHMA OKO TEpUTOpHUja
Koje 00e cykoOJpeHe cTpaHe cMaTpajy cBojuM. OCHOBHA pasiidKa je y TOME IITO je
KOCOBCKHM KOH(IIMKT OCTao 3aMp3HYT HAKOH CyKo0a Ha Kpajy MpOLUIOT BeKa, HAaKOH
KOTa je oBaj mpocTop Aomrao noa Mehynapoauu nporekropat YH, nok je Haropho-
Kapabax, ¢akTruky caMOCTalaH ajiu HEelpU3HAT U MehyHapoaHO-TIpaBHO TpEeTHpaH
Kao 7eo AsepOejiiaHa, BHUIIC MyTa JIOKUBEO MPOIIEC ,,0IMP3aBamba KOHGIUKTA” O
KOjHX ce oHaj y jeceH 2020. roguHe MOXKE TPETHPATH Kao HOBH par.

Jlpyra BaxkxHa CIMYHOCT je OHA BE3aHA 3a I'COMOJUTHYKH T0JI0%Ka] KOH(IHKT-
Hux peruoHa. Oba ce Halase Ha TEOCTPATCIIKH BAKHHUM MECTHMA, OKO KOjUX Ce, Y3
CTpaHe y HENOCPEAHOM KOH(IIUKTY, Tpynuiy U HajaMmehy u Beiuke cuiie. KocoBo ce
HaJa3M y caMoM cpeammnTy bankana kao ,,Mocra”/“mperpaae” usmel)y 3amamgHor
(EBpoma) u cpenmer (brmucku HMctok) nema Pummanpma, nok je Haropro-Kapabax
cMemTeH Ha 3akaBKasjy, m3a ,aperpame” KaBkaza kao IUTAHWMHCKOT JIAaHIIA KOjU OJI-
Baja cpelmu jeo Pumitania oj eBpoasujckor Xaprianna. Ha Bankany ce, cxoaHO
ToMe, HaaMehy yTHIIaju 4eTUPH BENHKe CHiie (aTIaHTUCTHYKE, OPUjEeHTAITHE, CPe/l-
HBOEBPOIICKE U eBpoasmjcke), 10K Ha KaBkasy, Takolje, Hamase 4yeTUpH BEJHKA T€0-
MTOJINTHYKA TakMara (aTjaHTUCTH, aBe opujeHTanHe cuie (Typcka u Mpan) u eBpoa-
3ujuu (Pycn)).

Tpeha BaxHa CIMYHOCT je Ja Mel)yeTHUYKH KOH(MIUKT UMa U BEPCKO, OJTHOC-
HO KyJNTypHO-IIMBMIN3aIHjcko onpelheme. Cpou u JepMeHu cy XpuimhaHCKH HAPOAH
(Cpbu cy mpaBocnaBHH, a JepMEeHH MOHO(PHU3NUTH), TOK ¢y AnbaHmu u A3epu Myc-
nuMaHu (AJIOaHI CYHHUTH, a A3epH IIUNUTH).
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YeTBpTa CIMYHOCT je MCTOPHjCKO-TIONUTHYKA. Hapoanm Koju cy W3BpIIMIN
OpyKaHy CeleCHjy TPEICTaBIbaIH Cy MalbUHY Ha JIeNly TEPUTOPHje CyCeIHE ApKaBe
0 KO0jOj ce BOJM AYTOTOIWIIIGH CIOpP, HACTA0 MO pacnaay COLMjaTUCTHUYKE OpKaBe,
aJli KOjU MMa CBOje JIyTy, BUIIEBEKOBHY Ipenuctopujy. Mehytum, orpomua pasmu-
Ka MOXe ce HahW 1Mo MUTamky YCTaBHUX OKBHPA y OJHOCY Ha KOj€ je U3BpIICHA celle-
CHja TEpUTOpHja: COBjETCKH yCTaB JI03BOJbABAO j€ MOTYNHOCT MHPHOT W3/Bajama
ayTOHOMHE 00NacTu U3 QeaepaiHe jeIMHHLE y KOjoj ce Hanase (ajll TO y Mpakcu
HUje TOTBpIMO Kaaa cy To Jepmenn y Kapabaxy Tpaxwuim), mro Ycrap COPJ wuje
JI03BOJBABA0, OAHOCHO, TO3BOJHABAO j& CaMO MPABO Ha HM3jalllibehe KOHCTUTYTUBHUX
HapoJa, a y3eBIH y 003up ga Anbanuu Ha KocoBy n1 MeToxuju HECY MMalu CTaTyc
Hapojia Hero HapoOJHOCTH, OHM HUCY MMalM IpaBo Ha camoompenesbeme. CPJ je
npaBuu cienoeHnk CPPJ u Huko HUje ocmopaBao na je KocoBo m Meroxmja ayTo-
HoMHH 1eo CpoOuje. Takole, pa3nuyut je 1 BpeMEHCKH OKBUD cenecuje: y Kapaba-
Xy, OHa ce OJIUTpajia TOKOM pacraja caBe3He Ip)KaBe, JOK je celecHja TepUTOpHje
KuM wm3Bpmiena mehyHapomHOM BOJHOM arpecujoM, ocaM TOIWHE IO pachamy
COPIJ.

CAMYHOCTH M pa3ivKe ce MOTY TPaKUTU M Y BPCTH U CTEIIEHY MOJAPIIKE KOjy
yKUBajy IBe oTHembeHe Teputopuje. Hapon Haropaor-Kapabaxa Ha mpctiuMa pyke
MO’KE€ HaBECTH Opoj AprkaBa KOjH Cy OBY TEPUTOPH]jY MIPHU3HAIHN Kao He3aBUCHY. [lo-
npuika kojy Haropho-KapabGax ykuBa y MeljyHapoaHO] 3ajeTHHUIM jeé MHHOpPHA, a
VYH cy 3ay3ene craB 5a je 0oBaj MpocTop HecyMmmHBH Jeo AsepOejuana. Ca mpyre
ctpane, KocoBo, kao He3aBUCHY JIp)KaBy, Y OBOM TPEHYTKY MpPH3HAj€ OKO MTOJIOBHHE
Jp>)kaBa y cBeTy (OKO CTO ZIprkaBa), MaKO j¢é BAXKHO HAIIOMEHYTH Ja je HE MPHU3HA]Y
BeJIMKe cHIie KakBe cy Pycuja, Kuna, kao u apyre 3HauajHe apkaBe nonyTt bpasuia,
Wnnuje n Ulnanuje. Ca apyre crpane, mo pesonyuuju 1244 KuM cy HecyMBUBU
neo Permybnmke CpOuje koju ce Hajas3u mof npotekropatoM Y H.

Bpojre cnmmuHOCTH ce Mory mpoHahu U y Be3u ca MOAPIIKOM KOje Cy BEIUKe
CHIIE TIPY>KWJIe, OJTHOCHO YCKpaThie cernapaTHCTHUYKUM cHarama. Y citydajy Harop-
Ho-Kapabaxa, cerecrja oBe ayTOHOMHE 00JacTH oJurpaia ce y HMepHoAy pacmana
(denepanHe ApkaBe, y yCIOBHMa OIIIITEr JAPKABHOT pacyiia, Kaaa cy ¢enepanHe
(kacHHje - pyCKe BIIACTH) OJf HEYTpaTHE MTO3UIIHj€ TTOCTYITHO 3ay3elie YMEPEHO Tpo-
JePMEHCKY IO3UIH]Y, TOK Cy Ha cTpaHu Asepa Owie Typcka u, BpJIO Cl1ab0 U TEK
peTeponyky u3paxkeHo, Heke 3anaane cuie (rpe ceux CAJl). Y cnyuajy KuM, Typ-
cKa W cBe 3amnamHe 3eMibe Tpenoherne CAJl yuectBoBamu cy y arpecuju Ha CPJ Ha
CTpaHH anabaHCKHX CerapaTucTa, JoK ce Pycrja Tome AUTUIOMATCKH OITPO MPOTH-
Buna. Paznuke mo oBom nurtamy cy, mehyTuM, Takohe 3HauajHe. JJOK Cy MO NHUTamby
KuM cBe Benuke cuiie Mame-BHIIE 3aJipiKaie MO3HUINjy KOjy Cy UMaje KpajeM Ipo-
IIUTOT BeKa (ITa ¥ TOKOM HeJIETATHOT CaMOMpPOKJIaMOBamka HE3aBHUCHOCTH IPHUBpEMe-
HUX OpuinTHHCKKUX Biactu 2008), mo mutamy Kapabaxa curyaunuja je BpeMeHOM
€BOITyHpaa: 0] POjepPMEHCKOT, pyCcKa TO3UIIMja je eBOoIyupaja CBe BUIIE y HEYT-
paJTHOM TIpaBIy; TypcKa mojapinka bakyy je mocrana jorn u3paxkeHuja (BUAJHUBA U Y
MOCPEIHOj ¥ HETMOCPEIHOj BOjHO] TToMohin), TOK Cy ce, HAlPOTHUB, HEKE OJ1 3alaJHuX
cuia (MaxoM OHHMX €BPOIICKHMX) O] CTaBoBa Onmkux bakyy u HeyTpallHOj MO3ULHjH
CBE BUIIIC OKPECHYJIH MPOjePMEHCKOM (TayHHUj€ aHTUTYPCKOM M aHTHA3epPCKOM CTa-
By). HoBe okomHocTH je A3zepOejliaH yCIIEIIHO HCKOPHCTHO Ja ,,0IMp3HE KOH-
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¢UKT” ¥y BOjHOM cyKoOy TOBpaTH JIe0 TEPUTOPHja KOje je M3ryOruo mpe TOTOBO
TPH JICIICHH]C.

Bpojue cnmmyHocTH ce MoTy TIpoHahWl My JyruM O€3yCIIeTHHM TIPEeTroOBOpruMa
y oba ciydaja, morotoBo y ciydajy KocoBa m Meroxuje Koju je UMao 4YeTHPH
mehynaponue muchje (YH, HATO, OEBC u EVY) Ha cB0joj TepuTopuju, 1 ABajieceT
TroWHA KaCHHjE¢ HUje HAPOUUTO ONIKU EMIIOTY HEro ITO je OWo y MOoYeTKy (MaKo
Tpeba HalOMEeHyTH Ja BallMHTTOHCKH CTIOpa3yM IpeicTaBiba MOMEpame ca MPTBE
tauke). Curyanyja je Tek nenom apyrauuja y Haroprno-Kapabaxy: mana je 10. Ho-
BeMOpa 2020. roguHe mouwio o cropasyma nsmely AzepoOejiiaHa u JepMeHnje Koju
je 6uo nmornmomornyT yuemrhem Pycuje, oH y CylmITHHH, MpeAcTaB/ba HOBO 3aMp3a-
Bamke KOH(UIMKTA Y OKBHPHMAa HOBOT (DPaKTHUKOT CTama 0 JaJbEr, a He KOHaYHO
pememe. Temko je moBepoBatH na he jeaHa ox JBe CTpaHEe NPHCTATH HA TAaKBE
OKOJTHOCTH '"'3a BHjeK U BjekoBa", jep u AzepOejiian u JepMennja cmarpajy HaropHo-
Kapabax cBojoM TepHTOpHjOM, C THM INTO JepMEHH Ha CBOjOj CTpaHU HMajy
ynmeHUIly Aa je Kapabax HacesbeH BEhWHCKH jepMEHCKMM CTaHOBHHIITBOM. CeBep
Kocoga, ka0 u HeKke oImmTHHE BaH ceBepa ¢y BehuHckn HacesbeHe CpOuMa i MOTy ce
u3pyhu mapanene ca Haropuno-Kapabaxom. [IpoGiem je mTo, yak U ako y HEKOM
JOTJIEIHOM TIepuoAy Jaohe A0 HEeKOr cropa3yMa, Kpajie je YIUTHO KakBa he OuTh
merosa npuxBaheHoct mel)y Hapoanma ca "obe crpane" IMHUjE, jep je Y OBaKBUM
CITOPOBHMA BeoMa TeIIKo ohm 10 060cTpaHo 3a10BOJbaBajyher pememna.
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Contemporary science of international relations considers “frozen con-
flicts” as situations in which, after the end of the war, either a satisfactory peace
agreement is not reached or the conflicting parties remain in their previous po-
litical positions, diametrically opposed in interpreting legal acts that have con-
tributed to the cessation of fighting and armistice (Prorokovic 2020). Therefore,
not just that the war is not formally over, but the armed conflict can easily flare
up again, creating an overall climate of insecurity in the regions where such con-
flicts have taken place. The term “frozen conflict” was first used to describe in-
terethnic conflicts in the post-Soviet space (conflicts over South Ossetia and
Abkhazia in Georgia, Nagorno-Karabakh in Azerbaijan, Transnistria in
Moldova, later Russia's annexation of Crimea and the separation of Lugansk
from the Ukraine) which has continued to this day, with the transfer of this term
and the concept of its interpretation to other disputed, conflicting areas in Asia
(as the dispute over Kashmir, relations between the two Koreas, China and Tai-
wan, etc.) and Europe (cases of separation of Greek and Turkish parts of Cyprus,
secession of Kosovo and Metohija from Serbia) (Tisdall 2010).

Recent situation in Nagorno-Karabakh shows that the “frozen conflicts”
can easily be “thawed”, similar to the previous armed escalation that took place
on April 1, 2016 (Gaji¢ 2016, 21-33). The military conflict began on the morn-
ing of September 27, 2020 with a sudden ground attack of Azerbaijani armored
formations aided by artillery and drones. This forced Armenian troops to with-
draw along positions in the southeast and north of the border that was separating
the conflicting parties. After inflicting significant losses on the Azerbaijani ar-
mored forces and partial stabilization of the front, the Armenians declared gen-
eral mobilization and introduced military administration both in their home
country and in Karabakh (the “Republic of Atrsakh”) itself. Azerbaijani forces
continued to attack, primarily from the air with the help of drones, which man-
aged to disable a significant number of Armenian air defenses and achieve cer-
tain territorial gains in the first three days of the conflict (mostly in the southern
sector of the battlefield). After that, the conflict turned into an exchange of fire
between the occupied positions. On the fourth day, a counterattack by Armenian
troops followed. Despite the heavy losses inflicted on Armenian military tech-
nology by Azerbaijani drones, counterattack led to the return of parts of the stra-
tegically important positions for Artsakh forces (Kofman, Nersisyan 2020). After
the week since its “thawing” and another, equally unsuccessful Azerbaijani of-
fensive that tried to occupy more important areas held by the Armenians in the
north of Karabakh, the conflict in this area, more or less, turned into a series of
intermittently bombing of enemy infrastructure with convulsive defense of occu-
pied positions. On the southern, less hilly part of the front, the Azeri continued
the attack. They made a territorial breakthrough and, after serious losses and
downed drones, stopped the offensive. The first truce achieved by the efforts of
the international community followed. It was interrupted on October 19th, when
the Azeris continued to penetrate the southern part of the front and took the
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places of Jabrail and Fuzuli, as well as the nearby dam and bridge. The clashes
then spread north to the Lachin corridor, which connects Nagorno-Karabakh
with its home country, Armenia, but Armenian troops in a strong counter-
offensive repulsed the attackers from this vital corridor and began their penetra-
tion in other directions, primarily in the southeast. Then came the second, short-
lived truce (October 26), after which Azerbaijani troops continued to penetrate in
the direction of Shusha. By the end of the month they had reached about 5 km
near this city. On November 8, Susha, the second largest city in Karabakh, found
itself surrounded, and a day later, on November 9, it fell into the hands of Azeris.
With the loss of Shusha, the Armenian side found itself in a difficult situation, so
Moscow's proposal to mediate in the negotiations on the cessation of hostilities
was accepted. The armistice was concluded on November 10, which ended the
conflict by recognizing the current situation on the battlefield with the deploy-
ment of Russian peacekeepers along the newly established demarcation line.

The general situation regarding Nagorno-Karabakh, the causes of this in-
terethnic conflict with a tendency to easily turn from a state of “frozenness” into
a “thawed”, long-lasting war for territories, raises questions about the fear of
how similar this “frozen conflict” is to the dispute about Kosovo and Metohija
and the prospects for its solution.

Nagorno-Karabakh and Kosovo and Metohija - history of disputes and con-
flicts

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is one of the contemporary expressions of
historical and geopolitical rivalries in the Caucasus and Transcaucasia as a bar-
rier, the border area of the Eurasian Heartland and the Middle Eastern part of
Rimland. “The Caucasus is a space where the interests of great powers have
clashed for centuries and complex geopolitical games and exhausting wars have
been fought between them. In the ancient times — those great powers were the
Roman Empire and the Old Persian Empire (Achaemenid state), in the Middle
Ages - Byzantium and the New Persian Empire (Sassanid state), the Seljuk Em-
pire and the Arab Caliphate, in the modern age — Turkey, Persia (Safavid state)
and (from 18th century) the Russian Empire ... Today, the interests of the super-
powers clash there — primarily between the Russian Federation, the United States
and first-class factors from the wider region - Turkey and Iran.” (Petrovic, And-
jelkovic, Nikolic 2010, 47) For these reasons, autochthonous state creations,
among which the Armenian ones have been present for three and a half millen-
nia, have rarely managed to preserve their independence, except in cases of bal-
ance of power between the existing great powers in this area. The matter
changed very little with the immigration of Turkish Oguz tribes (ancestors of
today's Azeris) in the 11th century to the Caucasus, which will be ethnically
closer to the Turks but the culturally (Shiite version of Islam) to Persia, so con-
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flicts and movement of border between the Ottoman and Safavid empires will
“break” over both Armenian and Azeris backs. The Armenians will raise libera-
tion uprisings several times (one best known was under the leadership of David
Beck at the beginning of the 18th century). Only at the beginning of the 19th
century - with the expansion of the Russian Empire in this area - the whole area
was pacified and integrated into a relatively stable state order. Karabakh was
annexed to the province of Baku in 1846, where it remained until the end of the
Russian Empire, despite contemporary ethnic conflicts between the Azeris and
the Armenians that emerged with their national awakening in the early 20th cen-
tury. During World War I, the Turks (with the support of the Kurds and Azeris)
committed genocide against the Armenian population throughout Asia Minor,
which left the Armenian population in Karabakh (“Artsakh”) physically isolated
from other Armenian territories. During the October Revolution, these territories
experienced several occupations (Turkish, Allied) and, in the end, the Bolsheviks
conquered the entire area and founded several Soviet federal units on it. At that
time Karabakh, inhabited by 94% of Armenians, was assigned to the Azerbaijani
Soviet Republic.

During the Soviet era, this poor region began to develop gradually, espe-
cially in industry and service. Yet, beneath the surface of tolerable coexistence,
the reality of interethnic relations also had its flipside. It began to be obvious in
the years before the collapse of the USSR, when Nagorno-Karabakh, as a prov-
ince with three quarters of the Armenian population, demanded that the Kremlin
approve their separation from Azerbaijan (February 20, 1988) and annexation to
Armenia. This was the first announcement of interethnic disputes in the “first
country of socialism” and it led to mass violence in Azerbaijan (massacres in
Sumgait and Baku) against Armenians. When the Kremlin did not meet these
demands (it already formed a special commission for Karabakh to resolve ethnic
disputes), the deputies in Nagorno-Karabakh, on the eve of the collapse of the
USSR, declared their independence from Baku.

Ethnic violence escalated into armed conflict as early as the autumn of
1989, when Armenian armed groups launched attacks on Azerbaijani enclaves in
Karabakh (near Shusha), while the federal army, which had been a factor of
separation and pacification until then, remained on the sidelines. The Azeri then
carried out a total blockade of all traffic routes to the breakaway province and
formed their own volunteer militia with the intention of countering the Armenian
guerrillas who set out to break through the territorial corridor between Karabakh
and Armenia. Since the early 1990's, fighting has grown into intermittent shell-
ing along the Azerbaijani-Armenian border. After the unsuccessful coup in Mos-
cow on August 28, 1991, Azerbaijan declared its independence from the Soviet
Union while the Nagorno-Karabakh Council of Deputies declared its independ-
ence from Azerbaijan (on September 2). Armenian troops occupied the Azeri
enclaves in the area of Shusha. By the end of the year, Soviet troops had com-
pletely withdrawn from the Caucasus, which opened the preconditions for the
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escalation of the war. Armenian forces inflicted a series of defeats on the Azer-
baijani side in the new clashes, so that the President of Azerbaijan, Mutalibov,
was forced by his public to resign. He was replaced by Abdulfaz Elchibey, the
leader of the nationalist movement, who intensified the war. The defeats, how-
ever, continued: after the fall of the city of Shusha, an Azeri stronghold in Kara-
bakh, the Armenians managed to break through the corridor near Lachin (later
also near Kelbajar) and territorially connect the Karabakh area with the “mother
republic”. It was the same territory where the Armenians were physically de-
stroyed by the Turkish army and Azeri bashibozuks during the First World War.
By October 1993, Armenians had occupied 20% of the total territory of Azerbai-
jan (all areas where they lived in the majority before the Turkish-Azerbaijani
genocide) and proclaimed their republic.”’(Gaji¢ 2009, 98) The defeat resonated
heavily among the Azeris and led to a new power struggle in Baku, resulting in
the return to power of an experienced Soviet-era official, Heydar Aliyev, who
initiated a new counter-offensive. It resulted in high war losses and virtually no
success. All subsequent offensives failed with the total collapse of the Azerbai-
jani military structure, so that the truce between Azerbaijan and Armenia, with
the mediation of Russia, was concluded in 1994, which froze the conflict.

The outcome of the whole conflict enabled Moscow to maintain its strate-
gic domination in the entire area: Armenia joined the CSTO in May 1992 (at the
founding meeting of this Russian-led collective security organization in Tash-
kent). That is how Armenia (and Nagorno-Karabakh, which was supported by it,
but internationally unrecognized), became strategically dependent of Moscow.
On the other hand, President Heydar Aliyev (later his successor, [lham Aliyev),
estimated that only through the improvement of relations with Moscow he could
bring the necessary peace to start work in the country and ensure its develop-
ment, after which, on more favorable occasions, he will be able to try to regain
control of the breakaway territories. Armenia (the unrecognized Republic of
Karabakh is not a negotiating party) has publicly proclaimed its readiness to
make certain territorial concessions to Azerbaijan on the condition that the core
of another Armenian state gains full independence.

The area of Kosovo and Metohija is the object of an interethnic dispute be-
tween Serbs and Albanians for generations. Inhabited by the Slavic population
since the collapse of the Roman Empire in the early Middle Ages, Kosovo has
been the central area of the Serbian medieval state since the 12th century
(Lukovi¢ 2000, 28). Albanians, whose numbers were then negligible (placed
mostly in the southwestern part of Metohija), however, consider themselves de-
scendants of the pre-Slavic, Illyrian population that inhabited the Balkans in
ancient times, before the Roman conquests, although this opinion is difficult to
defend in relation to existing anthropological, archaeological and linguistic
knowledge of modern science.

After the disintegration of the Nemanji¢'s (Serbs most famous medieval
dynasty) state and the rapid expansion of the Turks into the Balkans (especially
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after the epic battle of Kosovo in 1389), the remaining Serbian principalities first
became vassals, and then were completely “swallowed” by the Ottoman Empire.
During this period, a maximum of 5% of Albanians lived in Kosovo. However,
during the centuries of Turkish rule, the ethnic composition of this area gradually
began to change: wars and migrations affected the departure of the Serb popula-
tion from Kosovo and Metohija, while the Albanian population, from the moun-
tains of northern Albania, immigrated to this area. This “conquest of space” took
place under the full auspices of the Ottoman authorities. Only in the second half
of the 19th century (some believe only at the beginning of the 20th century) the
number of Albanians exceeded the number of Serbs in Kosovo and Metohija.
(Samardzi¢ 1990, 144)

With the liberation of the territory of “Old Serbia” (Kosovo and Metohija
and Macedonia) by the Serbian army in the First Balkan War (1912), these areas
with a relatively new non-Serb ethnic majority again became part of the inde-
pendent Serbian state. After the suppression of several armed uprisings, the paci-
fication of the Albanian population in the area of Kosovo and Metohija followed,
but coexistence was difficult during the existence of the first Yugoslavia. The
Albanians were waiting for the first favorable moment to break away from the
Serbian government: they welcomed it with the attack of Hitler's Reich on
Yugoslavia and its destruction. Then, the puppet fascist “Greater Albania” was
created under Mussolini's and Hiller's patronage, where, during 1941 and
1943/44, severe massacres were carried out against the Serbian population as
well as their mass expulsion. “As a result of an agreement between the Kosovo
Albanian Xhafer Deva and the German intelligence service (Abwehr), the “Sec-
ond Prizren League” was established in September 1943. Then the Albanians
started a real religious war against the Slavs.” (Savich 2013) The anti-Serbian
terror lasted until March 1944, when it began to subside, which was connected
with the strengthening of partisan activities under the command of Josip Broz
Tito (Strugar 1962, 320-321). With the victory of the communist partisan forces,
Kosovo and Metohija became an autonomous province in the Serbian federal
unit of socialist Yugoslavia. However, peace came to this area only after the
partisan forces surpressed another Albanian uprising between November 1944
and February 1945 (the “Drenica uprising”).

The Albanian majority in Kosovo and Metohija has received all the rights
that can belong to a national community in a country that is not its home coun-
try. Despite this, Albanians organized series of political protests against the cur-
rent state of affairs, mostly demanding the status of a republic within the former
Yugoslavia (1968, 1981, 1989). Demonstrations in 1981 led to the imposition of
a state of emergency and the deployment of federal troops to quell protests (Kola
2003, 333). Despite partial pacification, pressure to expell the remaining non-
Albanians continued during the 1980's. Dissatisfaction with the status of the
provinces and the impossibility of Serbia to have any authority over them in the
1974 constitutional system (especially due to the expulsion of Serbs and Monte-
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negrins from Kosovo and Metohija) which indisposed Serbia in relation to other
members of the Yugoslav federation, led to “event of the people” (1988-1989)
and the meteoric rise of Slobodan Milosevi¢ to power in Serbia. MiloSevi¢ in-
tended to reintegrate the provinces into a single legal order, narrow some of their
para-state competencies, and prevent the domination (often - repression) of the
Albanian majority over Serbs in Kosovo. When Serbia succeeds in reintegrating
the provinces within its own legal and political order (1989), Albanians launch
new protests without acknowledging the newly established situation. Very
quickly, they went a step further: first, they boycotted the institutions of the state
of Serbia and, then, declared the illegal “Republic of Kosovo™, pursuing a policy
of passive resistance in the years of disintegration of Yugoslavia and civil wars
that followed in the surrounding Yugoslav republics (1991-1995). The undis-
puted Albanian leader who led the policy of passive resistance was Ibrahim
Rugova.

During these years, there is a de facto parallelism of power in the area of
Kosovo and Metohija: on the one hand, there are official Serbian institutions that
Albanians mostly boycott, and next to them, tacitly tolerated, illegal Albanian
parallel institutions. Attempts to normalize things, such as returning Albanian
students to the official school system, barely began to bear fruit (1996-97), when
a new crisis began: first a series of student protests, and, then, the birth of para-
military terrorist groups with separatist intentions which spread death throughout
the southern Serbian province. On February 28, 1998, these groups formally
grew into the KLA (“Kosovo Liberation Army”’) which began an armed uprising
against the Serbian authorities (Guskova 2001, 660). By the summer of 1998 the
KLA had managed to bring about 40% of the province's territory under its con-
trol, mostly Albanian villages and smaller towns, while keeping larger settle-
ments under partial blockade and terrorizing those going by road.

The Serbian state is trying to quell the armed rebellion with strong anti-
terrorist measures: but, after the operation in Drenica in which the local KLA
leader Adem Jashari was eliminated, the situation in Kosovo is first internation-
alized in the media and, then, politically. This becomes obvious in the change of
the attitude of the USA towards the KLA (until then, it was officially percieved
in the West as a terrorist organization), which received the treatment of the in-
surgent movement and the warring party, as well as in the increased pressure on
Belgrade. During the spring and summer of 1998, the counter-offensive of the
Serbian armed forces broke down one by one on the KLA strongholds (unblock-
ing Orasevac, Lapusnik, MaliSevo, Drenica, Klina, etc). The United States is
trying to win a majority in the UN Security Council for the adoption of a resolu-
tion that will approve the use of military force against the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia, but it encounters strong opposition from both Russia and China.
Therefore, on September 23, UN Resolution 1199 was adopted, which only calls
on the conflicting parties to end the fighting (Guskova 2001, 661-665). The
Americans continue with unilateral pressures, threatening with air strikes, so
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Milosevi¢ accepts an agreement with Holbrooke (October 13, 1998) which en-
visages the cessation of the Serbian offensive, the withdrawal of armed forma-
tions from Kosovo and Metohija and the deployment of OSCE and NATO mis-
sions throughout Kosovo and Metohija who will monitor the established truce.
The start of the negotiation process, which should lead to a peaceful political
solution of the existing interethnic problems, has also been agreed. This agree-
ment not only saves the KLA from military defeat (which was increasingly cer-
tain in the early autumn of 1998), but also gives it the opportunity to recover,
regroup and, gradually, resume some of its activities. When this began to fre-
quently happen in early 1999, Serb forces again tried to suppress KLA attacks,
but their intervention only became an occasion for media satanization (the “Ra-
¢ak massacre”) which was pretext for a foreign military intervention. The of-
fered negotiations in Rambouillet (06.02.-22.03.1999) between the Serbs and
Albanians were set by the West so that Serbia cannot accept them (for instance,
anex of agreement provided deployment of NATO forces in the whole of Serbia,
not only Kosovo and Metohija), which should serve as an alibi for the NATO
aggression on FR Yugoslavia.

After the failure of the negotiations, NATO will launch airstrikes on the
FRY on March 24, expecting that the Serbian side will give in after a few days
due to the disparity between its and NATO forces (technically the power ratio
was 600: 1, and in economic power 990: 1 in benefit of the NATO pact). The
conflict, however, will last for a 78 days. NATO air force will drop 12 million
pounds of bombs on the territory of Kosovo and Metohija and many more on
other parts of the FR Yugoslavia. As Serbian troops dug well, disguised them-
selves and maneuvered cleverly, the effect of the bombing was minor. A total of
270 soldiers (174 in Kosovo) and about 2,500 civilians were killed, while 19
tanks, 10 transporters and a small number of artillery weapons were destroyed.
Because of that, NATO expanded the range of military and civilian targets
(mostly - road infrastructure and industrial complexes in Serbia) (Nardulli 2002,
45), causing great damage: 1,900 military facilities, 25,000 houses, 470 kilome-
ters of roads, 590 kilometers of railway, 14 airports, 19 hospitals, 44 bridges,
television buildings, two oil refineries were hit etc. The total estimated damage
was around 100 billion dollars at the time (Smiljani¢ 2009, 73-74). Simultane-
ously with the air war, a ground battle was fought in Kosovo and Metohija be-
tween Serbian forces and the KLA aided by the Albanian regular army, NATO
instructors, mercenaries and international terrorists. In all the clashes in the pe-
riod of 1998-1999 in Kosovo and Metohija, Serbian troops (military and police)
had 737 dead, while the opposing forces had many times greater losses (it is es-
timated that in Kosovo and Metohija in 1999 there were 15,000 KLA guerrillas,
25,000 KLA in Albania, 8-10 thousand KLA in Macedonia, 5-8 000 regular Al-
banian soldiers and about 5000 mercenaries, international terrorists and Western
special forces ( group “Hawk’), which were logistically assisted by 57 000
NATO soldiers deployed in the surrounding countries - Albania, Macedonia and
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BiH (Deli¢ 2011, 330-331). The combination of air and ground fightings, disor-
der and looting, forced a large part of the population of Kosovo and Metohija,
mostly of Albanian origin, into exile in the surrounding countries. This served as
a basis for NATO propaganda to legitimize its attacks for humanitarian reasons -
to prevent ethnic cleansing of Albanians from Kosovo and Metohija. The war,
mediated by Russia (the “Chernomyrdin-Ahtisaari mission”), ended on June 10,
1999, with the signing of a military-technical agreement in Kumanovo. The
agreement committed the Serbian side to withdraw all the army and police forces
from Kosovo and Metohija, while Resolution 1244 provided for the deployment
of UN units (mostly, members of NATO countries) to the area of the southern
Serbian province as a UN protectorate. On June 12, Russian units from SFOR (in
Bosnia and Hercegovina) quickly deployed to the north of Kosovo and Metohija
and, to NATO's surprise, captured Slatina Airport. After several days of tensions,
an agreement was reached between the West and the Russian side that their
peacekeepers can be depoloyed in Kosovo and Metohija in parallel with KFOR
units, albeit without their own control sector (Gaji¢ 2019, 285). With the entry of
KFOR, begins a mass return of Albanians from exile, as well as the entry of
KLA units into cities throughout Kosovo and Metohija. They were taking re-
venge on the Serb civilian population or pushing it into ghettos, enclaves, except
in the north of Kosovo and Metohija (north of the river Ibar) where local Serbs
are self-organizing and thwarting the establishment of Albanian rule in this area.
All in all, with the signed agreements and UN resolutions, Serbia de facto lost
control over Kosovo and Metohija, but retained its legal juristiction both over the
areas held by Serbs in the nort and in the rest of Kosovo and Metohija where
Albanians established their own rule.

Nagorno-Karabakh — the legal status and dialogue for conflict resolution

During the 1988-1994 war for Nagorno-Karabakh, in which about 25,000
soldiers and civilians were killed and more than a million people (HRW 1994)
were displaced, the international community saw the need to take initiative and
action to resolve a conflict of such serious proportions. For that purpose, at the
OSCE meeting in 1992, it was requested that a conference be convened in Minsk
(Belarus) on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, which would be a forum for nego-
tiations and a path to a peaceful settlement of the conflict (OSCE Minsk Group).
It was followed by resolutions passed by the UN Security Council, so, chrono-
logically, the Resolution 882 of April 30, 1993 was passed, in which the UNSC
expresses serious concern over the collapse of relations between the Republic of
Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, which poses a threat to peace and secu-
rity in the region, as well as the escalation of the use of armed force, the dis-
placement of persons from the region, especially in the Kalbajar District, as well
as the expressed support for finding a peace solution through cooperation with
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the Minsk Group within the OSCE (UNSC, S/RES/822). That resolution was
followed in the same year (1993) by Resolution 853 of 29 July (UNSC,
S/RES/853), Resolution 874 of 14 October (UNSC, S/RES/874) and Resolution
884 of 12 November 1993 (UNSC, S/RES,884), which reaffirmed the views
expressed in previous resolutions and reiterated the need to cooperate and find
solutions through the Minsk Group.

The main objectives of the Minsk Group were stated as, first of all, creat-
ing the right platform for conflict resolution between the two sides, finding an
agreement that would allow the termination of the armed conflict and, ulti-
mately, promoting the peace process with the deployment of international peace-
keepers in the area (OSCE Minsk Group). Azerbaijan and Armenia eventually
agreed to end the conflict on the basis of the Bishkek Agreement of May 5,
1994 (Ceasefire Agreement Signed in Bishkek 1994), but the Minsk Group, as
such, despite the agreement, failed to ensure a true and lasting peace in the re-
gion. Truth be told, it cannot be said that there were no attempts - during that
period, the Minsk Group activists formed no less than three separate peace
agreements and organized several meetings between the Azerbaijan and Arme-
nian presidents (Green 2002). The agreement on the cessation of the conflict had
one (un)planned consequence, and that is a drastic reduction of the degree of
urgency for an amicable settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh issue once and for
all (Caspersen 2013, 930). An important function of the Minsk Group peace
process is to monitor the ceasefire along the conflict line, but this function is
extremely limited, primarily by the fact that representatives who perform this
function must announce their presence a few days in advance if they wish to visit
that line. In essence, this means that the presence of Minsk Group representa-
tives is not primarily intended to maintain a ceasefire, but rather to provide a
channel of communication between the Armenian and Azerbaijan military repre-
sentatives, which certainly is an important function, but should not be equated
with a real conflict prevention mechanism (de Waal 2010, 4). During the Lisbon
Summit in 1996, the Minsk Group proposed three principles that should form the
basis for resolving the conflict: 1. respect for the territorial integrity of Armenia
and Azerbaijan, 2. that the legal status of Nagorno-Karabakh will be based on
self-determination that would give the highest degree of self-government to Na-
gorno-Karabakh and 3. guaranteed security for Nagorno-Karabakh and the entire
population, including mutual obligations to ensure full compliance with this
agreement (OSCE - Azerbaijan relations). These recommendations were sup-
ported by 53 OSCE participating states, but Armenia vetoed the resolution, argu-
ing that the mandate of the Minsk Group does not cover the right to negotiate the
conflict between the two sides, only to act as a mediator (Zourabian 2006,
257). This can be underpinned by the statement of the former “Minister of For-
eign Affairs” in Stepanakert, Naira Melkumian, that “history has given Armenia
little territory” and because of that “they are not in a position to give concessions
that would endanger Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh” (Lynch 2007, 488).
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Shortly afterwards, the composition of the Minsk Group transformed so
now it had representatives from the United States, Russia and France; change in
the co-chair made the Minsk Group a far more influential and effective mediator
and, also, the mandate now included the possibility of negotiating the deal. On
the May 31 and June 1, 1997, the Minsk Group presented a “package” and
“phased” settlement plans in Yerevan, Stepanakert and Baku (Gasparyan 2019,
3). The “package” plan had the idea of resolving the entire conflict within one
settlement. The idea was to maintain the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan, so
that Karabakh would be given a wide range of privileges that would effectively
provide full sovereignty over its internal affairs. This idea was known by the
formula “de iure part of Azerbaijan, de facto independence”. Nagorno-Karabakh
would be a state and a territorial formation within the borders of Azerbaijan and
would have its own flag, coat of arms, anthem, its own legislative, executive and
judicial government, the right to maintain direct relations with other states and
international organizations, its own police formation and so on. Likewise, the
Constitution and laws of Nagorno-Karabakh would, in the territory of Karabakh,
have supremacy over the legislation of Azerbaijan. Domestic armed formations
will have supremacy over the armed and police forces of Azerbaijan, which
should not enter the territory of Nagorno-Karabakh without prior approval
(Zourabian 2006, 258). The “step-by-step”, phased, planned type of settlement
had a different idea. It meant the withdrawal of Nagorno-Karabakh forces from
six areas of Azerbaijan, with the exception of Nagorno-Karabakh and the Lachin
region, thus connecting them with Armenia and under the military control of
Nagorno-Karabakh. A further step would be the creation of a buffer zone where
international peacekeepers would be deployed along the Nagorno-Karabakh bor-
der and the northern and southern borders of the Lachin region, as well as the
creation of a separation zone which would be permanently demilitarized and
where security would be monitored by international peacekeepers. The issues of
the final status of Nagorno-Karabakh, the Lachin corridor, as well as the issue of
the return of displaced persons to the territories of Shusha and Shahumyan
would be left for some later negotiations (Zourabian 2006, 259).

The “package” plan was rejected both by Nagorno-Karabakh and Azerbai-
jan, and Armenia decided on a phased, “step-by-step” settlement plan (Gas-
paryan 2019, 3). On November 4, 1997, then President of Armenia, Levon Ter-
Petrosyan, published the article “War or Peace? It is time for fore-
thought” (1news.az 2018) in which he indicates the necessity of finding a com-
promise, and how the opposition should not deceive the people with stories that
there is an alternative to compromise, because the alternative to compromise is,
in fact - war. Ter-Petrosyan also points out that Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh
will turn the entire international community against themselves, that they have
no allies regarding the independence of Nagorno-Karabakh, and that they can put
themselves in a position of excessive dependence on Russian aid (The James-
town Foundation 1997) . He further points out that refusing a compromise and
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pursuing a strategy of maximalism is the fastest way to the complete destruction
of Karabakh and the worsening of the situation in Armenia (Gasparyan 2019,
3). However, this “step-by-step”, phased, type of settlement was rejected by Na-
gorno-Karabakh, citing insufficient security guarantees, and Ter-Petrosyan’s
commitment to the plan led to a political crisis in Armenia, It resulted in Ter-
Petrosyan's resignation in February 1998, while Robert Kocharyan, the former
leader of Nagorno-Karabakh, became head of state. Kocharyan changed the ap-
proach advocated by former President Ter-Petrosyan (that Armenia has no juris-
diction in the conflict, and that it is a conflict exclusively between Nagorno-
Karabakh and Azerbaijan), posing to represent the interests of both Armenia and
Nagorno-Karabakh. The following were singled out as three necessary princi-
ples: 1. Prohibition of vertical connection between Azerbaijan and Nagorno-
Karabakh, so that Nagorno-Karabakh cannot be subordinated to Azerbaijan; 2.
security guarantees for the people of Nagorno-Karabakh; and 3. maintaining
control over the land connection with Armenia (Zourabian 2006, 259). The next
proposal made by the Minsk Group was the 1998 proposal called the “Common
State” plan, and the main feature was to define relations so that Nagorno-
Karabakh is a state entity in the form of a Republic, which would form a com-
mon state with Azerbaijan within an internationally recognized border. However,
in this plan, Nagorno-Karabakh would not have nearly the same rights as in the
original “package” plan, such as its own forces. It is also interesting that this
plan does not regulate the issue of the Lachin region (The Minsk Group proposal
“common state deal” 1998).

Considering that none of the previous proposals was fruitful, in 2004 the
so-called The Prague process was initiated, which, basically, served to provide a
line for more frequent and direct meetings between Armenian and Azerbaijani
officials. The essence of the negotiations themselves was secret, but there were
still indications of discussion about finesses. Azerbaijan believed that the con-
flict should be resolved step by step, so that Armenian troops withdraw from the
area outside Nagorno-Karabakh, that would allow for refugees to return home,
which would, in return, allow the establishment of bilateral relations with Arme-
nia and work on economic development of Nagorno-Karabakh. The final status
of the region should be resolved sometime in the future, in conditions of trust
and cooperation, without any mutual hostility (Mehtiyev 2005, 15). The idea was
that some kind of agreement should be reached, if not about the final status then
at least about the mechanism by which the status would be resolved in the fu-
ture. As a key mechanism for resolving the status on the principles of “step-by-
step” plan, the idea of a referendum appeared, which suited both sides due to the
possibility of framing the principles of agreement in the desired way to popula-
tion of both countries. Armenia insisted that such a referendum would mean the
right to self-determination that would precede the independence of Nagorno-
Karabakh, while Azerbaijan insisted that independence could not be the outcome
of a referendum and self-determination, but that any change of borders would
depend on the state referendum of the Azerbaijani people (Zourabian 2006, 262).
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At the beginning of 2005, on January 25, the Parliamentary Assembly of
the Council of Europe adopted Resolution 1416 which states that a significant
part of the territory of Azerbaijan is under Armenian occupation, as well as that
separatist forces control the Nagorno-Karabakh region (PACE, Doc. 10364). It is
further stated that Armenia is violating its obligations as a member of the Coun-
cil of Europe, considering that the occupation of a foreign territory represents a
serious violation of those obligations. The Council of Europe has called the self-
proclaimed authorities in Nagorno-Karabakh to refrain from calling the elec-
tions, with the reminder that because of the war in Nagorno-Karabakh more than
a million people have been forced to leave their homes (Lazi¢, Jelisavac
Trosi¢, Jazi¢ 2011, 586) with a reference on its recommendation 1570 from 2002
which explains the situation of displaced persons (PACE, Doc. 9480). Due to a
hard-to-reach compromise, the OSCE Minsk Group failed to break the deadlock
in negotiations between Armenia and Azerbaijan until 2006. (Gaji¢ 2006, 27)

In 2007, the OSCE Minsk Group presented to both sides a preliminary
version of the basic principles for the conflict resolution of Nagorno-Karabakh,
noting that the basic principles represent a compromise based on the provisions
of the Helsinki Final Act on non-use of force, territorial integrity, equal rights
and self-determination of the people (Lazi¢, Jelisavac Trosi¢, Jazi¢ 2011,
588). According to the so-called “Madrid principles” the six elements of conflict
resolution include: 1. the return of the territories around Nagorno-Karabakh un-
der Azerbaijani control; 2. determining the temporary status of Nagorno-
Karabakh while providing security and self-management guarantees; 3. a corri-
dor that would connect Armenia with Nagorno-Karabakh; 4. determining the
future final status of Nagorno-Karabakh through a legally binding expression of
will; 5. the right of all internally displaced persons (IDPs) and refugees to re-
turn; and 6. international security guarantees that would include a peacekeeping
operation (Kocharyan 2016, 16). However, it is to be assumed that there will be
no territorial change of Azerbaijan or international recognition of the “Republic
of Nagorno- Karabakh”, unless Azerbaijan decides to relinquish its rights to Na-
gorno-Karabakh. Also, regardless of Armenia's support for the people of Na-
gorno-Karabakh, Armenia has given up the example of the so-called “Republic
of Kosovo” as a precedent for gaining the independence of Nagorno-Karabakh
(Fabry 2012, 670).

Russia has also independently organized trilateral summits in which the
representatives of Azerbaijan and Armenia participated. The first such summit
was organized on November 2, 2008 in Moscow, and on that occasion, a decla-
ration was signed by which both sides confirmed that they would respect the
general principles of international law when resolving the Nagorno-Karabakh
issue (Lazié, Jelisavac Trosi¢, Jazi¢ 2011, 589). The declaration itself states that
all parties will work on the Nagorno-Karabakh issue through a direct dialogue
between Armenia and Azerbaijan under the auspices of the Minsk Group, so that
it will strive to improve the situation in the South Caucasus and establish stabil-
ity and security in the region through political conflict resolution. The declara-
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tion further emphasizes the importance of Minsk Group's mediation efforts, so
that the peace agreement should be accompanied by legally binding guarantees.
It confirms that the presidents of Armenia and Azerbaijan will continue to work
on finding a solution, and, finally, it emphasizes the importance of encouraging
favorable conditions for implementing measures and trust building in the context
of conflict resolution efforts (The President Of The Republic Of Armenia
2008). In essence, the “Moscow Declaration” did not bring anything revolution-
ary in terms of the peace process. It is more symbolic gesture, in a way that, for
Russia, it is a good PR move through which it can present itself to the rest of the
world as a peacemaker and not an aggressor that is trying to resolve the South
Caucasus conflicts (Ismailzade 2008, 3).

After the revival of the conflict on September 27, 2020 and the war that
lasted for six weeks, on November 10, 2020, an agreement led by Russia was
reached, so that the leaders of Russia, Armenia and Azerbaijan signed a joint
statement on ending the war in Nagorno-Karabakh. The agreement should be
interpreted as the victory of Azerbaijan, better put, as the defeat of the Armeni-
ans (BBC 2020). The characteristics of the agreement are such that both sides
will remain in their current positions with the exchange of prisoners of war and
all transport nodes will be unblocked. In Karabakh, along the contact line and
along the corridor, Russian forces will be deployed - a total of 1960 people, who
will be deployed in parallel with the withdrawal of the Armenian army. The
Russian contingent will remain in Nagorno-Karabakh for the next five years with
automatic renewal of mission if neither side requests their withdrawal within six
months before the deadline, and a Russian-Turkish joint ceasefire control center
will be formed (Sputnik Serbia 2020). Armenia will return the districts of Kalba-
jar and Lachin to Azerbaijan, while the Lachin corridor will remain in the hands
of Armenians in order to ensure the connection between Armenia and Nagorno-
Karabakh. Armenia also must return Agdam and the part of the Qazakh district it
currently holds by November 20, 2020. A plan will be developed for the con-
struction of a new road along the Lachin corridor which will provide a connec-
tion between Stepanakert and Armenia, and a Russian contingent will be de-
ployed on it, while Azerbaijan will guarantee the safety of transportation in the
Lachin corridor to all civilians. All economic and traffic connections will be
unblocked. Armenia will provide traffic connections between the western parts
of Azerbaijan and the Nakhchivan Autonomous Republic, and the control will be
performed by Russian troops. By agreement, new roads will be built between the
western parts of Azerbaijan and the Nakhchivan Autonomous Republic. Refu-
gees will return to their homes in Nagorno-Karabakh, which will be controlled
by the UN High Representative for Refugees (Sputnik Serbia 2020). Russian
President Vladimir Putin signed a decree establishing a humanitarian center for
Nagorno-Karabakh to rebuild civilian infrastructure in the region, providing as-
sistance to residents and the return of refugees, with an appeal to continue coop-
eration with the Minsk Group (Sputnik Serbia 2020).
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Kosovo and Metohija — the legal status and dialogue for conflict resolution

The day after the signing of the Kumanovo Agreement on June 9, 1999
and after the end of the NATO bombing of FR Yugoslavia, the UN Security
Council adopted Resolution 1244 (UNSC, S/RES/1244) on June 10, 1999, in
which the main goals are the placement of Kosovo and Metohija under the pro-
visional administration of the UN (UNMIK); then, the formation of a NATO-led
authorized peacekeeping force (KFOR), preserving international peace, security
and ensuring the free return of refugees and displaced persons to their homes;
Serbia is given the opportunity to return its institutions when the conditions are
right (RS Government for Kosovo and Metohija, UN Security Council Resolu-
tion 1244). In essence, Resolution 1244 is the international legal basis for resolv-
ing the Kosovo issue. Serbia, like many other UN member states, emphasizes
that Resolution 1244 remains legally binding for all parties (RTV 2020).

The arrival of international forces and institutions of international admini-
stration on June 10, 1999 did not solve the problem in Kosmet, so, from then
until 2004, the remaining Kosovo Serbs and other people in Kosovo and Meto-
hija who did not support extremist-separatist aspirations were forcibly evicted
from their homes and their land. The cultural heritage was destroyed, churches
and monasteries were set on fire; in a word, everything that represented the cul-
tural and historical heritage of Serbian society that had been cultivated for centu-
ries, was devastated (RS Government for Kosovo and Metohija, March 2004
pogrom). In that period, about 117 Serbian cultural goods were destroyed,
mostly churches and monasteries, which went almost unnoticed in the world,
except for criticism from Serbia, Greece and Russia (Batakovi¢ 2008, 266).
Also, the buildings of Serbian secular architecture were systematically demol-
ished and removed, especially the manorial castles, towns, fortifications and
fortresses that date back to the Middle Ages (Stepi¢ 2005, 189). The culmination
of such violence and ethnic cleansing by Albanian extremists occurred in the so-
called “The March pogrom”, an event that took place from March 17 to March
19, 2004, for which the Kosovo media, as an justification, cite the accident in
which three Albanian boys drowned in the Ibar, in the village of Cabra in Ibarski
Kolasin (Danas 2020).

“The March pogrom” claimed dozens of lives, wounded hundreds, ex-
pelled more than 4,000 Serbs and other non-Albanians, set fire to more than 800
of their homes and destroyed or severely damaged 35 Orthodox churches and
cultural monuments (RS Government for Kosovo and Metohija, March 2004
pogrom). The violence that took place showed that the existing provincial insti-
tutions, as well as the institutions of international administration, did not fulfill
their task determined by Resolution 1244, since they did not enable the real
functioning and existence of a multicultural society in the southern Serbian prov-
ince. Following the riots of March 2004, the SC UN Contact Group, made up of
the United Kingdom, France, Germany, Italy, Russia and the United States, be-
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gan to disagree on what to do next, believing that just waiting for Kosovo to
meet “pre-status” standards would not be suffice because Kosovo Albanians
were increasingly impatient with the delays in progress towards independence
that they expected as a result of the NATO intervention. During that period, the
UN Secretary General also asked former Finnish President Martti Ahtisaari to
lead the process through which an agreement on the status of Kosovo would be
reached (Gallucci 2001, 4). The “result” of all this was the plan of the Finnish
diplomat and UN special envoy Martti Ahtisaari from 2007, which envisaged
Kosovo as a multiethnic society in which the exercise of power would be based
on equality of all citizens, in which broad autonomy is envisaged for Serbian
municipalities with full authority of Pristina (NSPM 2018). Although the UN
Security Council, after the Russian veto, rejected the plan, Martti Ahtisaari
clearly alluded to two things with his proposal: first - that there is no return to
Serbia for Kosovo, and second - that the stability of Southeast Europe can be
achieved only if there is a clear perspective in a democratic framework and that
if the international community decides to follow the plan, it must act authorita-
tively and decisively, not refraining from reacting in case of discrimination or
disrespecting the principle of Kosovo being a multiethnic society (Schmidt
2007). Among other things, the plan called for the formation of six new or ex-
panded Serb municipalities in Kosovo as well as expanded municipal competen-
cies, then the formation of forty-five protection zones around the most important
churches, monasteries and historical monuments, as well as an international ci-
vilian representative and an international military presence. Then head of the
Coordination Center for Kosovo and Metohija, Nebojsa Covi¢, assessed that
plan as a “smokescreen”, which hid the de facto formation of the constitution of
the so-called Republic of Kosovo, namely that was a prelude to independ-
ence (Ljubisavljevi¢, Beki¢ 2020).

On February 17, 2008, the Assembly of Kosovo adopted the Declaration
of Independence. State Department spokesman Sean McCormack said the
United States “took note” of the decision, while Russia strongly condemned the
decision (Kosovo Chronology 1974-2017, 49). That there are interests of the
great powers in the case of Kosovo can be concluded even from the fact that a
large number of Kosovo houses, in addition to the Albanian, have the American
flag. Just before the self-proclamation of Kosovo's independence, the United
States funded a competition that resulted in the design of the yellow and blue
flag of Kosovo (Taylor 2008, 278). On February 26, at an extraordinary session
of the Government of Serbia, a decision was made to oppose the unilateral decla-
ration of independence of Kosovo by all legal and diplomatic means (Kosovo
Chronology 1974-2017, 50). It resulted in the adoption of UN General Assembly
Resolution 63/3 of October 8, 2008, requesting the International Court of Justice
to give its position on the declaration of independence, i.e. whether it was in
accordance with international law (UNGA, A/RES/63/3). Advisory The ICJ
opinion of 22 July 2010. assessed that it was not contrary to international law,
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Resolution 1244, nor to the provisional constitutional framework in Kosovo,
which was, of course, contrary to what Belgrade expected (Milosevi¢ 2010). In
his paper, Dejan Mirovi¢ states his position on a number of justifying theories
(“legal acrobatics”, as Branko Raki¢ calls them) which served as the “legal ba-
sis” for the recognition of Kosovo. He takes as an example the statement of ICJ
Permanent Judge James Crawford, who argued that the proclamation of Kosovo
was in accordance with international law, which reads: “If international law does
not give any right to unilateral secession outside the colonial context, in my
opinion it does not - then the only way in which an entity can unilaterally secede
from the application of the traditional means of winning the war for independ-
ence - as Bangladesh did in 1970-71, with the help of India ... ”(Mirovi¢ 2014,
997). After the unilateral declaration of independence there was a three-year
break in the dialogue between Belgrade and PrisStina, and on September 9, 2010
the UN General Assembly adopted a resolution on the development of dialogue
between the two sides through discussion on a number of issues, which will af-
fect their EU accession (Cvetkovi¢ 2010).

However, it was not until March 8, 2011, at the insistence of the EU (and
with the support of the United States) that a dialogue on technical issues began,
whose goal was to improve the status of citizens in Kosovo. The first four rounds
did not result in concrete agreements, rather the principles of the dialogue. In the
fifth round, agreements on freedom of movement and registry books were
reached, in the sixth round of negotiations, agreements on customs stamps and
cadastre were reached, and in the seventh round, an agreement on the recognition
of university diplomas was agreed. In the next round, an agreement was reached
on integrated border management/administrative lines, and in the round after
that, an agreement was reached that Kosovo will participate in all forms of re-
gional cooperation. The technical dialogue was one of a great success, and with
the mediation of the EU, contributed to the elimination of numerous administra-
tive and procedural problems, which burdened the citizens on a daily basis on
both sides of the administrative line. The dialogue managed to provide full free-
dom of movement of persons and goods, and also the possibility for the realiza-
tion of basic rights related to the personal status of citizens and their prop-
erty (Pukanovi¢ 2013, 366-372). After the elections in Serbia that were held in
2012, on October 19 of the same year, negotiations on normalization through the
EU continued with the transition from technical to political issues, so that an
agreement on the appointment of a Liaison Officer, whose main task will be to
resolve certain outstanding issues during the implementation of the agreements
reached between Belgrade and Pristina (Kosovo Chronology 1974-2017, 57),
was reached in the second round of political dialogue.

In late 2012 and early 2013, Serbia took a significant foreign policy initia-
tive related to the formation of the Union of Serb Municipalities in Kosovo. It
was one of the main starting points for continuing the dialogue with Pristina and
which resulted in the adoption of the “Resolution on Basic Principles for Politi-
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cal Talks Provisional Institutions of Self-Government in Kosovo and Metohija”
on January 13, 2013 by the National Assembly of the Republic of Ser-
bia (National Assembly Resolution 2013). A series of negotiations followed. The
result of the ninth round of negotiations, held on April 13, 2013 in Brussels, was
the achievement of the “First Agreement on Principles Governing the Normali-
zation of Relations” or the “Brussels Agreement”, signed with the intention of
“normalizing” relations between Belgrade and PriStina which foresaw the forma-
tion of the Union of Serb-majority municipalities, This Union, in addition to the
four municipalities in the north, would include certain municipalities inhabited
by Serbs in the central parts of Kosovo (Pukanovi¢ 2013, 373). The Brussels
dialogue has served as a useful tool for breaking the status quo, especially in
northern Kosovo, and is a major driver of the normalization process, and it pro-
vides mechanisms such as several informal bilateral activities, including mutual
visits between Serbs and Kosovo officials, as well as informal activities between
members of parliament and civil society. The main goals of the agreement were
to dismantle the institutions of the Serbian system in Kosovo and Metohija and
to integrate employees into the institutions of the Kosovo system, as well as to
offer a certain level of self-government to Kosovo Serbs through the formation
of a Community for ten Serb-majority municipalities. In addition to the estab-
lishment of the Community, the agreement envisages the integration of members
of the Serbian security structures into the Kosovo Police and the integration of
the judiciary into the legal framework of Kosovo as well as the organization of
elections in four municipalities in the north; then, provisions related to telecom-
munications (providing the code number of Kosovo) and energetics, as well as a
rather abstract commitment which states that Belgrade and Pristina will not
block or encourage others to block the other side's progress on their path to the
EU (Gashi, Novakovi¢ 2017, 4-6). The legal nature and content of the Agree-
ment proved to be legally disputable, and one of the objections and criticisms
against the Agreement referred to the interpretation of whether Serbia recognized
the independence of Kosmet by signing it. It should be said immediately that the
Brussels Agreement is not an international agreement, however, regarding its
legal nature, it should be said that “the legal nature of an act does not stand in the
direct connotation of the legal consequences it produces.” Even if it was deter-
mined that the Brussels Agreement is an international agreement by its legal
nature, that would not mean the fact that it recognized Kosovo and Meto-
hija. Because, an international agreement can also be concluded by temporary,
fragmented subjects of international law, protectorates, insurgents as warring
parties - in the scope of subjectivity and in the matter of international law in rela-
tion to the capacity of subjectivity they possess” (Surlan 2015, 301).

In any case, before both sides can start a new negotiation process, they
must fully comply with the provisions of the Brussels agreement, which implies
that Pristina must establish the Union of Serbian Municipalities and that Bel-
grade must implement the energy agreement (Gashi, Novakovi¢ 2017, 8). The
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adoption of the Plan for the Implementation of the Brussels Agreement, signed
on June 16, 2013 is of a huge significance, which envisages the gradual imple-
mentation of the agreement and deadlines for both parties to take certain agreed
measures and legislative procedure required for the complete implementation of
the agreement (NSPM 2013). However, during the implementation of the
agreement, problems related to the status issue of Kosovo surfaced, i.e. the au-
thorities in Belgrade insisted on its “status neutrality” in the implementation of
the Brussels Agreement, while in PriStina saw the agreement as an opportunity to
establish full government and sovereignty in northern Kosovo (Pukanovi¢ 2013,
378). Little has been done since 2015 and the dialogue has largely stalled, aided
by a series of events and conflicts that have contributed to the collapse of rela-
tions, such as the train with the message “Kosovo is Serbia” which departed
from Belgrade for Kosovska Mitrovica on January 14, 2017, that was stopped in
Raska due to the danger of leading to serious incidents (Insider 2018); then, the
murder of Oliver Ivanovi¢ on January 16, 2018 in the northern part of Kosovska
Mitrovica (Danas 2020), as well as the arrest and expulsion of Marko Duri¢,
director of the Office for Kosovo and Metohija, from Kosovo on March 26,
2018 (Danas 2020). At the end of August 2018, in Alpbach, Austria, Aleksandar
Vuci¢ and Hashim Thag¢i met and broached the idea of “border correction”,
which could be a step forward towards improving relations. Although they did
not specify what the correction would be, it can be assumed that the two leaders
had in mind the surrender of northern Kosovo with a Serb majority to Belgrade,
while Kosovo could get districts with a majority Albanian population in the
Presevo Valley. Hashim Thagi’s statement that Kosovo is determined to reach a
binding legal agreement with Serbia and that the time is right for that, speaks
volumes about the seriousness of the intention. Austria and the United States, as
well as senior EU official Federica Mogherini showed openness towards the idea
(Gray and Heath 2018). A significant obstacle in the dialogue was the introduc-
tion of a 100% tax by Kosovo on products from Serbia, which resulted in a
statement by Aleksandar Vuci¢ that there will be no further dialogue until Kos-
ovo abolishes this levy (Russell 2019, 3). After more than 20 months and the
abolition of 100% tax on products from Serbia on July 16, 2020, the dialogue for
normalization of relations continued in Brussels. Miroslav Lajcak was appointed
as a mediator in the dialogue by European Union representative for Foreign Af-
fairs and Security Policy, Joseph Borella (Cani 2020). The next meeting between
Belgrade and PriStina was held on August 27, 2020, and the topics of conversa-
tion were the issues of missing and displaced persons and economic rela-
tions. The negotiations were assessed as difficult and unconstructive, where the
Pristina delegation assessed that Belgrade was delaying the process by going into
technical details and insisting that it would not return to the “already agreed” or
lower themselves to the “technical level” of the dialogue, but that the goal was
mutual recognition. Belgrade replies that these details are “vital for the people
living in Kosmet” and that “they will not be passed over quickly” for the sake of
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“false political declarations”, that is, for Belgrade, the mere mention of mutual
recognition “undermines the dialogue process”. and “public deception” by
Pristina (Maksimovi¢ 2020).

The Washington Agreement between Belgrade and Pristina was signed in
Washington on September 4, 2020, within which numerous issues such were
discussed: economic normalization, small and medium enterprises, Lake Ga-
zivoda, 5G network, religious freedoms, missing persons, LGBT rights, the issue
of marking Hezbollah as a terrorist organization, as well as a very important
issue of the moratorium (where PriStina agreed to apply a one-year moratorium
on membership in international organizations, while Belgrade agreed to a one-
year moratorium on the campaign to withdraw recognition of independence and
to refrain from formal or an informal request from any state or international or-
ganization not to recognize Kosovo as an independent state). The provision of
the agreement according to which Kosovo and Israel have agreed on mutual rec-
ognition is very debatable, especially when the item on the morato-
rium (Slobodna Evropa 2020) is taken into account. Also, the opinion of Profes-
sor Filip Ejdus is that the issue of exchange of territories was removed from the
agenda, primarily because of the announcement of the indictment against
Hashim Thagi, i.e. due to the fact that there is no strong interlocutor in Kosovo
to advocate such an idea (Karabeg 2020).

Concluding remarks

So, what are the similarities and what are the differences between the con-
flict over Nagorno Karabakh and Kosovo and Metohija?

The main similarity is that these are two “frozen conflicts” in post-socialist
space caused by ethnic disputes around territories that both conflicting parties
consider their own. The main difference is that the Kosovo conflict remained
frozen after the conflict at the end of the last century, after which the area came
under the UN international protectorate, while Nagorno-Karabakh, in fact inde-
pendent but unrecognized and internationally and legally treated as part of Azer-
baijan, has repeatedly experienced a process of “unfreezing” of conflict of which
the one in the fall of 2020 could be treated as a new war.

Another important similarity is the one related to the geopolitical position
of the conflict regions. Both are located in geostrategically important places,
around which, along with the parties in the immediate conflict, great powers
also group and compete. Kosovo is located in the center of Balkan as a
“bridge”/“barrier” between the Western (Europe) and Central (Middle East) part
of Rimland, while Nagorno Karabakh located in Transcaucasia, behind the “bar-
rier” as Caucasian mountain range that separates the central part of Rimland
from Eurasian Heartland. In the Balkans, accordingly, the influences of four
great powers (Atlantic, Oriental, Central European and Eurasian) compete, while
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in the Caucasus, there are also four great geopolitical rivals (Atlanticists,
two Oriental powers (Turkey and Iran) and Eurasians (Russians)).

The third important similarity is that the interethnic conflict has a reli-
gious, i.e. cultural-civilizational designation. Serbs and Armenians are Christian
nations (Serbs are Orthodox, the Armenians Monophysites), while Albani-
ans and Azeri are Muslims (Albanians are Sunnis, while Azeris are Shiites).

The fourth similarity is historical-political. The peoples who carried out
the armed secession represented a minority in the part of the territory of the
neighboring state which is the subject of a long-standing dispute that arose after
the disintegration of the socialist state, but which has its own long, centuries-old
prehistory. However, ahuge difference can be foundin the constitutional
framework in relation to the secession of the territory: the Soviet Constitution
allowed the possibility of peaceful separation of the autonomous region from
the federal unit in which they are located (but this was not confirmed in practice
when Armenians demanded that), which the Constitution of the SFR Yugoslavia
did not allow, that is, it only allowed the right to declare the constituent peoples,
and taking into account that Albanians in Kosovo and Metohija did not have the
status of peoples but nationalities, they did not have the right to self-
determination. The FR Yugoslavia is the legal successor of the SFRY and no one
disputed that Kosovo and Metohija is an autonomous part of Serbia. Also, the
time frame of the secession is different: in Karabakh, it took place during the
disintegration of the federal state, while the secession of the territory of Kosovo
and Metohija was carried out by international military aggression, eight
years after the disintegration of the SFRY .

Similarities and differences can be sought in the type and degree of sup-
port enjoyed by the two breakaway territories. The people of Nagorno-Karabakh
can specify the number of countries that have this territory recognized as an in-
dependent on the fingers of one hand. The support that Nagorno-Karabakh enjoys
in the international community is minor, and the UN has taken the stance that
this area is an indisputable part of Azerbaijan. On the other hand, Kosovo as an
independent state is at this point recognized by about half of the countries in the
world (around hundred states), although it is important to note that it is not rec-
ognized by great powers such as Russia, China and other big countries such as
Brazil, India and Spain. Also, according to Resolution 1244, Kosovo and Meto-
hija is an undoubted part of the Republic of Serbia, which is under the UN pro-
tectorate.

Numerous similarities can also be found in the support that the great pow-
ers provided or denied to the separatist forces. In the case of Nagorno-Karabakh,
the secession of this autonomous region took place during the disintegration of
the federal state, in conditions of general state disintegration, when the federal
(later - Russian authorities) gradually took a moderately pro-Armenian position
from a neutral one, while Turkey and, very weakly and only rhetorically, some
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Western powers (above all the United States) sided with Azeris. In the case of
Kosovo and Metohija, Turkey and all Western countries led by the United States
took part in the aggression against the FRY on the side of the Albanian separa-
tists, while Russia diplomatically strongly opposed it. The differences on this
issue, however, are also significant. While on the issue of Kosovo and Metohija
all the great powers more or less kept the position they had at the end of the last
century (even during the illegal self-proclamation of independence of the provi-
sional Pristina authorities in 2008), on the issue of Karabakh the situation
evolved: from pro-Armenian, the Russian position has evolved more and more in
a neutral direction; Turkish support for Baku has become even more pronounced
(visible in both direct and indirect military assistance), while, on the contrary,
some of the Western powers (mostly European ones) have increasingly turned to
pro-Armenian (more precisely anti-Turkish and anti-Azeri) positions. Azerbaijan
has successfully used the new circumstances to “unfreeze the conflict” and re-
gain part of the territory it lost in the previous military conflict almost three dec-
ades ago.

Numerous similarities can be found in the long unsuccessful negotiations
in both cases, especially in the case of Kosovo and Metohija which had four in-
ternational missions (UN, NATO, OSCE and EU) on its territory, and twenty
years later is not particularly closer to the epilogue than was in the beginning
(although it should be noted that the Washington agreement represents a shift
from the deadlock). The situation is only partly different in Nagorno-Karabakh:
although an agreement was reached between Azerbaijan and Armenia on No-
vember 10, 2020, which was supported by Russia's participation, it essentially
represents a new “freezing” of the conflict within the new factual situation until
further notice, and not final solution. It is hard to believe that one of the two
sides will agree to such circumstances “for ever and ever”, because both Azer-
baijan and Armenia consider Nagorno-Karabakh their territory, with the Arme-
nians on their side having the fact that Karabakh is inhabited by a majority Ar-
menian population. The north of Kosovo, as well as some municipalities outside
the north, are mostly inhabited by Serbs and parallels can be drawn with Na-
gorno-Karabakh. The problem is that, even if an agreement is reached in the
foreseeable future, it is extremely questionable what its acceptance will mean
among the nations on “both sides” of the line, because in such disputes it is very
difficult to reach a mutually satisfactory solution.
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