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Abstract

After the 44-day Artsakh War in 2020 and especially the complete de-
Armenization of Artsakh as a result of the further aggression unleashed by
Azerbaijan in September 2023, the balance of power in the South Caucasus region
radically changed. In the new realities, negotiations began on a peace agreement
between Azerbaijan and Armenia, within the framework of which the agreements
reached were summarized in a document signed by the leaders of the two countries
in Washington on August 8, 2025, under the witness of the US President.

This article provides a detailed analysis of the joint statement signed by
Armenia and Azerbaijan, the initialed peace treaty, and the memorandum of
understanding on the dissolution of the OSCE Minsk Group. The negotiations
between Azerbaijan and Armenia on the provisions of the document initialed in
Washington, as well as the packages of proposals submitted to each other, are also
discussed.

The aim of the article is to demonstrate, through a substantive analysis of
the mentioned documents, the significance of both them and the TRIPP project in
establishing real peace between Armenia and Azerbaijan and ensuring stability and
development in the South Caucasus region.

Key words - Armenia, Azerbaijan, USA, Artsakh, negotiations, «peace»
agreement, Minsk Group, TRIPP project.



Updbku 8. Uwpnipyjut

AUBUWUSULh Gd, WHAERULE UPREY, 4 USPULESNLART
2025 (o, 0NUSNUP 8-bV USAMUGR I U PUUSUG ) (GMD
AU ELREVLELUYYEY 46 LARONNMI-8NNL

Udthnthnid

2020 p. 44-opjwu Upgwfwywu wuwubtpuquh b hwnljuwtiu 2023
R. utiynbdptiphu Unppbowuh Ynnuhg uwudwqbtindywéd htippujuu wg-
ptuhwih httmbwupny Upgwjuh wdpnnowljwu hwjwpwihnidhg hbwnn
Cwpwywht Ynyjuuh nmwpwowppowunid nidtiph hwywuwpwpnnie-
jniup wpdwunwytiu thnfuybig: ‘bnp hpnnnipjwu Wuwydwuutipnud Unppbi-
owuh b Lwjywuwmwuh vhol fuwnwnnipjuu hwdwdwjuwgnph Y tpwptipyuyg
uljuytight pwuwlgnipjniuutin, npnug opowuwlutipnid dtinp ppywo
yuwydwuwy npjwonipyniuutinut wdthnthy ight 2025 . ognuwnuh 8-hu
Jwohugunumd UWU'L-h twjuwgwhh Jjuynipjudp twjuwunnpugnpy wo
thwuwnuwen pniu:

Unyu hnnjwénmd hwuqudwunpbu Jbpnisymd Gu Luyuunw-
uh b Unpptowuh dholb unnpugpywsé hwdwwnbn hwjnmwpwpnipniup,
twfuwunnpugnpyws fuununnpjuu hwdwdwjuwghpp b GULY Uhuuyh
fundpp nuowplnt dwuhu thnfupdpnudwu hnpwghpp: Luunipjuu Gu
Gupwpynd twb Jwohugunnund twjuwumnpugpjwé thwuwmwpen ph
Jtpwpbpuw) Unppbowuh b Zwjwunwuh dhol pupwgwsd pwuwlgnip-
jniuutipnp, dhdjwug ubipuyugpws wnwewnplutiph thwpbputpn:

ZnnJwoh ayuwunwlu B updwsd thwunmwpen ptph pnyd wunwluwyhu
ytippnionpjuu dhongny gniyg wmwy npwug, husybiu vwb heP ww-
fuwgsh tpwuwnipiniup Lwjwunwuh b Unppliswiuh dholt hpuwu fuw-
nunnipjut hwunwwndwu nt Lwupwywhu Ynd juuh nmwupuwswypowunid
Juyniunipjniu b qupgqugnid wiywhny tjnt gnpoénid:

Pfwuwh puntip- Zuyjwunwiy, Unpptiswy, UU'L, Upgwfu, puuwly-
gnipyniuutp,  «uwnunnmpyuuy  hwdwdwjuwghp, Uhuulh  funudp,
(L hdP twfuwghd:
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III

Apmen L. Mapyksin

MOJIUTUKO-IIPABOBOM AHAJIN3 IOKYMEHTOB,
HNOJANMVCAHHBIX PECITYBJIUKON APMEHUS U
A3EPBAMJIZKAHOM 8 ABI'YCTA 2025 T'OJA B BAIIMHIT TOHE

Pe3rome

[Tocne 44-mueBHON Apuaxckoir BoHBI 2020 T. 1 0cOOEHHO TIOIHOM JeapMe-
HU3aIMK Apliaxa B pe3ysibTaTe OuepeqHOU arpeccuu AsepOaiipkaHa B CEHTIOpeE
2023 r., 6ananc cun B peruone FOxuoro KaBkasa pagukanbHO n3MeHuics. B Ho-
BBIX YCJIOBHSX HA4YalIHCh MEPETOBOPHI 10 MHUPHOMY COTJIAIICHHIO MEXITy A3ep-
OalipkaHOM ¥ APMEHHEH, B paMKaxX KOTOPBIX ObLIM JOCTUTHYTHI JOTOBOPEHHOCTH,
KOTOpbIe 3a)MKCUPOBAHBI B JOKYMEHTE, HNOANMCAHHOM JHIEpaMH IBYX CTpaH B
Bammunarrone 8 aBrycra 2025 r. B npucyTtctBun npesunenta CIIA.

B nmanHOi#l craThe MOOPOOHO aHAIM3UPYIOTCS COBMECTHOE 3asiBICHHE, MOJ-
MMACaHHOE MEXITy ApMEHHEH n A3epOaiikaHoM, IIPEIBAPUTEITHHO COTIIACOBAHHBIN
MUpPHBII JIOTOBOP, a TakXe MEMOpaHIyM O B3aMMOIOHMMAaHHH IO BOIPOCY
pocnycka Munckoit rpynnsel OBCE. PaccmatpuBaroTcsi TEKCTbI TOKYMEHTOB IIO
TIeperoBopaM Mexay ApMeHuer u AzepOaiimkaHoM, MPOXOAWBIINE BOKPYT TPE-
BApUTENIBHO COIVIACOBAaHHOM B BalIMHITOHE JOrOBOPEHHOCTH, a TaKXE IaKETb
B3aMMHBIX IPEAJIOKEHUH, [IPEICTABIEHHBIX 00CMMU CTOPOHAMH.

Lens cTaThu — ¢ MOMOIIBIO TPOBEACHN KOHTEHT-aHAJIN3a BBIIBUTH 3HAUCHHE
coryacoBaHHbBIX MokyMeHTOB u mpoekta TPUIIII B mene obecriedeHns pearbHOTO
Mupa Mexay Apmenuen u AzepOaiiykaHoM, CTAOMITFHOCTH W Pa3BUTHS B PErHOHE
IOxnoro Kaskaza.

KawueBbie cioBa: Apmenns, AzepOaiimkan, CILIA, Apuax, neperoBopsl,
«MHpHOE» coryaneHue, Munckas rpynna, npoekt TPUIIIL

Introduction

In 2020, after the 44-day Artsakh War, Azerbaijan tried to force the Armenian
side to sign a peace treaty on favorable terms with a show of military force and the
threat of a new war, something that Armenian diplomacy was unable to force on
Azerbaijan after the victory in the first Artsakh War. The first step taken in this
direction was that on March 11, 2022, Azerbaijan handed over to the Armenian



side the «5 Principles» for the normalization of relations, which were in fact not the
basis for the normalization of relations with Armenia and the signing of the so-
called «peace» treaty, but rather preconditions imposed on Armenia. They were
reminiscent of the demands put forward by official Ankara in the 1990s, before
diplomatic relations were established between Armenia and Turkey. A long-term
process of exchanging mutual proposals between the parties around these
«rinciples» sent by Azerbaijan to Armenia, which ultimately led to the initialing of
the agreed document under the witness of the US President at the White House on
August 8, 2025.

1. Negotiations on the provisions of the «peace» treaty between
Azerbaijan and Armenia

The first of the «principles» put forward by Azerbaijan was the absence of
territorial claims towards each other and the commitment not to make such claims
in the future, which implied that Armenia should refuse to raise the issues of the
right of self-determination of the Armenians of Artsakh and the sovereignty of the
Republic of Artsakh.

Baku proposed to refrain from threatening each other's security, threats
against political independence and territorial integrity, and the use of force in
interstate relations (MU]] Aszepbaifmkana oriacwi 5 MPUHITATIOB HOPMaTH3aIldH
cBsizeii ¢ Apmenueii, https://www.aa.com.tr/ru/2534649), in the event that it was he
who consistently carried out the aforementioned aggressive actions against the
republics of Artsakh and Armenia. In this way, the Azerbaijani side was trying to
play on the issue of forces with so-called «revanchist» aspirations in Armenia,
posing such conditions to the Armenian side that no attempt would be made to
restore the territorial integrity of the Republic of Artsakh or return the territories
occupied by Armenia and restore the previous features.

In one of the «principles» conveyed to the Armenian side, Azerbaijan
proposed to delimit and demarcate the Azerbaijani-Armenian state border without
making any commitment to withdraw its armed forces from the territories occupied
by Armenia before that. Through this «principle», Azerbaijan was trying to create a
«legal» basis for the strategically important territories occupied by Azerbaijan from
Armenia as a result of the May 2021 aggression.

The last «principle» of the Azerbaijani proposals concerned the opening of
transport and communication routes (MUJ] AzepOaiikaHa orjacui 5 MPUHIIMIIOB
HOpMAaJIM3alluU CBs3ell ¢ ApMmeHueH, https:/ www.aa.com.tr/ru/2534649), by which
Baku primarily meant the creation of a land connection through the so-called
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«Zangezur corridor» not only with the regions of Artsakh and Nakhichevan
occupied by Azerbaijan, but also with Turkey, which would be one of the first
serious steps towards the implementation of the pan-Turanian program.

On March 14, Armenia sent response proposals to Baku, stating that Armenia
has never had and does not have territorial claims against Azerbaijan, referring to the
Declaration on the Establishment of the CIS signed by Armenia in Alma-Ata on
December 21, 1991, jointly with the former republics of the USSR, including
Azerbaijan, whereby the newly proclaimed states mutually recognized each other's
territorial integrity and the inviolability of existing borders (Anma-ATHHCKas
Hexmapanms 21.12.1991). In this regard, it is important to note that the representatives
of the Armenian side involved in the negotiations for the adoption of the Alma-Ata
Declaration record that Armenia signed and ratified the declaration on the creation of
the CIS with certain reservations. The 10th of them actually envisaged the possibility
of Nagorno-Karabakh joining the CIS. The wording of the reservation clause made it
clear that it was referring to «Nagorno-Karabakhy, although it was not mentioned in
the text'. As is known, Nagorno-Karabakh had the status of an «autonomous
formation» - an autonomous region - within the USSR and declared its independence
through a referendum on December 10, 1991, 16 days before the declaration «On the
cessation of the existence of the USSR» adopted by the Supreme Soviet of the USSR
on December 26. Let us add that Azerbaijan ratified the Alma-Ata Declaration in 1993
and only since then has it joined the CIS, which is also of significant importance in
terms of clarifying Azerbaijan's borders. Without emphasizing these important
circumstances for the republics of Armenia and Artsakh, the mention of the Alma-Ata
Declaration solely in terms of having no claims to the territorial integrity of Azerbaijan
stems exclusively from Baku's interests.

In the third point, Armenia addressed the issues of guaranteeing the security
of the Armenians of Nagorno-Karabakh, respecting their rights and freedoms, as
well as determining the final status of Nagorno-Karabakh (<wyjuumwbdh hudwn
hpdtwpwp t 1A dtpebwlud Jupgqughtwlh hwpgp. hpuwuwpuygt) o
huyjuyub Ynnih tipjuyugnuo 6 Yambpn,

! According to the 10th reservation made by Armenia regarding the content of the declaration, in the
paragraph that states that the document is open for accession to all member states of the USSR,
after the words «open for accession to all states of the USSR», it was proposed to add the words
«including for the former autonomous formations of the USSR, which, before the adoption of the
Declaration of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR «On the Termination of the Existence of the USSR»,
held a national referendum on the declaration of independence, and on the basis of this, the
highest executive body of the autonomous formation will apply to the CIS with a request to be
admitted to its composition». (Snpyul,
https://www.pastinfo.am/hy/news/2022/10/19/6v5dy8lae/1478229)



https://armenpress.am/arm/news/1083187.html), but it was not made absolutely clear
what status Armenia had in mind for Nagorno-Karabakh or what mechanism it was
proposing for resolving the issue.

The fourth point implied that Azerbaijan continued to fail to fulfill its obligations
under the trilateral statement of November 9/10, 2020, regarding the return of all
prisoners of war and the opening of communication channels (<uywuwmwtth hunfwp
hpdtwpwp t 1A dbapetwjubt  Jupqujhtwijh hwpgp.  hpuowuwpuygl o
huyujuit Unnih tinluywugpuo 6 tantipp, https://armenpress.
am/arm/news/1083187.html). From the vague wording of this point, it can be
concluded that the Armenian side did not view it as a precondition for starting
negotiations, but simply as a statement of fact.

The fifth point expressed a willingness to begin negotiations with Azerbaijan on a
peace and normalization agreement based on the UN Charter, the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, and the Helsinki Final Act, which makes it
clear that, unlike Azerbaijan, Armenia did not set any preconditions for starting
negotiations.

Finally, the sixth point stated that Armenia would appeal to the OSCE Minsk
Group Co-Chairs to organize negotiations with Azerbaijan to conclude a peace treaty
(Kwyuunwth hwdwp hpdtwpup £ L Jipebwub jupgqughtwlh  hwpgp.
hpuwwpwyty G hwguub gnpdh - hpjuyugnud 6 Yhwnbpn,
https://armenpress.am/arm/news/1083187.html). With this point, the Armenian side
seemed to be trying to revive the Minsk Group, but in the conditions of the Russia-
West confrontation in Ukraine, the relaunch of this format was unrealistic, since, first
of all, the OSCE Minsk Group Presidency is not endowed with the mandate to
organize negotiations for the signing of a peace treaty between Armenia and
Azerbaijan and, without the consent and clear application of the parties, cannot assume
such powers. The problem was complicated by the fact that after the success achieved
in the Artsakh war in 2020 with the support of Turkey, Azerbaijan generally rejected
that format. It is no coincidence that the «3-+3» format was put forward as an
alternative to the Minsk Group, which, in addition to Russia, also included Turkey and
Iran as regional powers, excluding the participation of Western countries. Several
meetings were convened in this format, but Georgia's non-participation cast doubt on
its prospects.

After a three-month pause in the negotiation process and the de-Armenization of
the three Armenian settlements of the Berdzor (Lachin) corridor - Berdzor, Aghavno,
and Sus - as a result of the August attack by Azerbaijan, and the change in the only
route connecting the Republic of Artsakh to the Republic of Armenia, on August 31,
2022, a regular meeting of the leaders of Armenia and Azerbaijan was held in Brussels
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VII

under the mediation of the President of the European Council of the EU, Charles
Michel.

The combination of the statement released by the Armenian side after the
negotiations and the texts of Michel's statement allows us to at least get a rough idea of
the content of the issues under discussion. In particular, Michel's statement emphasized
that an agreement had been reached to intensify work on advancing a peace treaty
regulating interstate relations between Armenia and Azerbaijan, and the foreign
ministers were instructed to organize a meeting within a month to work on draft
documents. Unlike Michel's May statement, the new text no longer uses the phrases
«Nagorno-Karabakh» and «Karabakh conflict» (Press statement by President Ch.
Michel following the trilateral meeting with President of Azerbaijan and Prime
Minister of Armenia, 31 August 2022, https://www.consilium.europa. eu/en/press/
press-releases/2022/08/31/).

It was noteworthy that in the statement released by the Armenian side, the issue of
normalizing Armenia-Azerbaijan relations and «issues related to the Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict» were already separated. This circumstance gave grounds to assume
that Armenia seemed to have retreated from the position it had adopted over the past
six months. The separation of the so-called «peace» treaty with Azerbaijan and the
Artsakh issue was exclusively in the interests of Azerbaijan and contained serious
dangers for the two Armenian states, since it was obvious that, having achieved its goal
and signed a corresponding document with Armenia, Azerbaijan would no longer have
any interest in negotiating with the latter on the Artsakh issue.

Michel's statement, which included the release of Armenian prisoners of war and
other forcibly detained persons held in Azerbaijan, as well as the lifting of the blockade
of transport links, among the points of the trilateral statement, indicated that the
European Union was trying to deprive Russia of the results of the agreements reached
on these issues through the latter's mediation in several trilateral documents, to which
official Moscow reacted quite harshly.

Contrary to the agreements reached, Azerbaijan launched another aggression
against the Republic of Armenia on September 13, 2022, as a result of which,
according to official data, another 10 km? of territory was seized from the sovereign
territory of the Republic of Armenia (Uwpnijuwmiywuiy, https:/hetq.am/hy/article/
148314). It was after this attack that, under the joint mediation of President of France
E. Macron and EU European Council President Ch. Michel, the next meeting of the
leaders of Armenia and Azerbaijan was organized in Prague on October 6, as a result
of which the parties confirmed their commitment to the UN Charter and the 1991
Alma-Ata Declaration, through which they allegedly mutually recognized each other's
territorial integrity (Statement following quadrilateral meeting between President
Aliyev, Prime Minister Pashinyan, President Macron and President Michel, 6 October



2022, https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2022/10/07/).  Once
again, the Armenian side referred to the Alma-Ata Declaration without mentioning the
10th reservation, which gave Azerbaijan the opportunity to interpret the declaration
exclusively based on its own interests, including the Republic of Artsakh within the
framework of its principle of territorial integrity.

The parties agreed that these documents would serve as the basis for the work of
the commission on border demarcation issues, the next session of which was to be held
in Brussels by the end of October (Statement following quadrilateral meeting between
President Aliyev, Prime Minister Pashinyan, President Macron and President Michel, 6
October 2022, https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2022/10/07/).
In this issue, there was a clear desire on the part of the EU, and in particular France, to
take charge of the process of delimitating the Azerbaijani-Armenian border, the
foundation of which was laid with the trilateral statement adopted on November 26,
2021, with the mediation of Russia.

Armenia agreed to host a EU civilian mission to monitor the border with
Azerbaijan, and Azerbaijan agreed to cooperate with the mission insofar as it is
relevant to it (Statement following quadrilateral meeting between President Aliyev,
Prime Minister Pashinyan, President Macron and President Michel, 6 October 2022,
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2022/10/07/). The sending of
this EU mission should also be viewed in the context of creating an alternative to the
CSTO observer group monitoring the Armenian-Azerbaijani border, which was also
perceived very negatively by Russia, which had made mediation efforts in this matter.

In the context of these EU initiatives to take the process of normalizing relations
between Azerbaijan and Armenia into its own hands, it was entirely expected that
Russia, which had made considerable efforts in that process, would try to reassert its
primary role. The last meeting of the leaders of the three countries - Russia, Azerbaijan
and Armenia - took place in Sochi on October 31, 2022, as a result of which, with the
fourth joint statement adopted, the parties reaffirmed the commitments of the previous
three joint statements adopted in the trilateral format (3asBnenune IIpe3mmenrta
AsepOaiikanckoit  PecmyOmuku, IIpembep-munuctpa PecnyOmuku — ApMeHus
u IlpesnnenTa Poccuiickoit denepanuu, http:/kremlin.ru/supplement/5860).

It was of fundamental importance for Russia that, in the fourth joint statement, the
parties once again emphasized the key contribution of the Russian peacekeeping
contingent to stabilizing the situation in the region and ensuring security. It is
noteworthy, however, that the area of activity of Russian peacekeepers is not
mentioned as Nagorno-Karabakh, as was stated in the text of the first trilateral
statement, but in a vague manner — «deployment zone» (3asBnenue [Ipe3umenra
Azepbarimkanckorr  Pecniyonmku, [lpembep-munnctpa PecryOmukm — Apmenus
u llpesnnenta Poccuiickoit ®@enmepartum, http://kremlin.ru/supplement/5860). Once

VIII

2U4EBL4 U0

dbf hwdwhuyluwlwt hwtnbu, dC (PY puph, phy 1(93), hntbwp-dwpy, 2026



IX

again, the Alma-Ata Declaration of 1991 was interpreted exclusively in a context
beneficial to Azerbaijan, and the parties agreed to refrain from the use of force or the
threat of its use, and expressed their willingness to discuss and resolve all problematic
issues exclusively on the basis of mutual recognition of sovereignty, territorial integrity
and inviolability of borders, in accordance with the UN Charter and the Alma-Ata
Declaration of 1991 (3assnenue Ilpesumenta AszepOaiimkanckodt PecrmyOmukw,
[Ipembep-munuctpa PecyOmuku Apmenus u [Ipesunenta Poccuiickoit ®enepanuy,
http://kremlin.ru/supplement/5860).

The document mentions the need to conclude a peace treaty between Azerbaijan
and Armenia and carry out preparatory work towards it, which was considered
important from the point of view of achieving stable and long-term peace in the region.
Russia, for its part, reaffirmed its commitment, made in the trilateral statement of
November 26, 2021, to provide advisory assistance to the parties on the delimitation
and demarcation of borders, taking into account the provision of maps stored at the
Russian General Staff. Official Moscow was probably addressing this point to the EU,
since the documents adopted during the meetings organized through the latter's
mediation also spoke about providing assistance in the issues of delimitation and
demarcation of the borders of Azerbaijan and Armenia (3asBienue I[Ipesmmenta
Asep0aiimkanckoit PecriyOnuku, Ilpembep-munmctpa PecnyOmukn ApmeHus U
[Ipesunenta Poccuiickoit @eneparyn, http://kremlin.ru/supplement/5860).

The main goal of the regular meeting of the leaders of the three countries in Sochi
was that Russia was trying to make it clear to the EU, and in particular France, as well
as to Azerbaijan and Armenia, that it had not given up its role in the settlement process.

Thus, in the conditions of Russia-West competition and confrontation,
Azerbaijan's periodic military aggressions and uncompromising stance on the one
hand, and the inconsistent, often concessionary position of the Armenian side on the
other, led to such transformations in the process of resolving the Artsakh issue that the
diplomatic documents adopted and published during the negotiations contained points
and formulations that were predominantly in the interests of Azerbaijan.

Azerbaijan, at the instigation of Turkey, was in a hurry to make the most of the
advantage it gained as a result of the 2020 Artsakh war, fully aware that if it missed the
favorable period for it and the situation changed, it might not have such an opportunity
again. The Armenian side tried in every way to delay the final resolution of the issue
and gain time, but in the process of regulating relations with Azerbaijan, as well as the
Artsakh issue, the steps to maneuver between the mediations and proposals of
Moscow, Washington, and Brussels were carried out with unprofessional, situational
solutions, which resulted in new territorial and human losses for both the Republic of
Artsakh and the Republic of Armenia.



The diplomatic mistakes and unilateral concessions of the Armenian side
created favorable conditions for Azerbaijan to make its policy towards Artsakh more
radical. Baku first kept the Armenian population under blockade for about 10 months
by closing the Berdzor (Lachin) corridor, the only «lifeline» connecting Artsakh with
Armenia, causing a humanitarian crisis, and on September 19, 2023, it launched
another military aggression against Artsakh, which was left alone, committing war
crimes and ethnic cleansing against the Armenian population, which ultimately led to
the complete de-Armenization of Artsakh.

Despite these disastrous consequences, negotiations on a «peace» agreement
between Armenia and Azerbaijan continued throughout 2024. From the statements of
the leaders of the two countries, it was understood that the draft document being
circulated consists of 17 articles, 15 of which were agreed upon. Initially, the Armenian
side tried to resist the inclusion of two articles proposed by Azerbaijan in the text of the
document that clearly contradicted its interests. These articles concerned the non-
deployment of armed forces of third countries on the Armenian-Azerbaijani border, as
well as the refusal of interstate claims filed against each other in international judicial
bodies and the non-filing of such claims in the future (AnueB cooOmimi, MO KakKuM
BompocaM ApMeHust 1 AzepOaiikaH HE JOCTUTIIH COTJIANICHUS B MTPOEKTE MUPHOTO
norosopa, https://armenpress.am/ru/article/1207738). The Armenian side proposed to
Azerbaijan to sign the document with the agreed 15 articles and leave the discussion of
the controversial provisions for the future, but Baku insisted that the agreement should
either be signed with all 17 articles or not be signed at all. Driven by the desire to
establish peace, the Armenian side gave in and agreed to meet Azerbaijan's demands
(Marukyan, 2025, 19).

Taking advantage of the Armenian side's constant concessionary stance, the
Baku regime was trying to gain maximum benefits and put forward new demands. The
next Azerbaijani demands put forward outside the agreed text of the «peace»
agreement concerned amendments to the Armenian Constitution, as it allegedly
contains provisions threatening its territorial integrity, as well as the provision of
extraterritorial land communication with Nakhichevan through the so-called «Zangezur
Corridor» through the territory of Armenia.

Due to the passive role of the EU and Russia in the process of establishing
«peace» between Azerbaijan and Armenia for various objective and subjective reasons,
the US took the initiative at this stage of the negotiations between Armenia and
Azerbaijan. As a result of the intervention of the US President, a meeting between the
leaders of Armenia and Azerbaijan was organized at the White House in Washington
on August 8, 2025, as a result of which a number of documents were signed. Both
Armenia and Azerbaijan signed bilateral cooperation agreements with the United
States in various fields. It is noteworthy that the USA signed an agreement with
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Azerbaijan that clearly contradicted Armenian interests, by which Washington finally
removed from its domestic legislation the resolution 907 of the «Freedom Act»
restriction prohibiting the provision of American military aid to Azerbaijan, the
operation of which had been suspended every year since 2001 (Balian,
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2025/08/18/more-diplomacy-not-minefields-needed-to-
secure-peace-in-the-south-caucasus/).

The following three documents were of the greatest importance in the context
of establishing peace between Armenia and Azerbaijan and ensuring stability in the
South Caucasus region: the joint statement of the leaders of Armenia and Azerbaijan,
as witnessed by the US President («Asbarez», 08.08.2025), the initialed peace
agreement (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations between
the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025) and the
Memorandum of Understanding terminating the activities of the OSCE Minsk Group.
In this regard, it is necessary to subject the mentioned documents to content analysis,
trying to determine to what extent the provisions enshrined in them truly ensure the
security, stability, and development of Armenia in particular.

2. Content analysis of the joint statement of the leaders of Armenia
and Azerbaijan, as witnessed by the US President

In the first article of the joint statement of the two states, the parties
undertake to make further efforts towards the signing and ratification of the
initialed agreement on peace and the establishment of interstate relations
(«Asbarez», 08.08.2025). This formulation perhaps hints at Azerbaijan's direct
demand to amend the Armenian Constitution, as it allegedly contains territorial
claims against the latter, and therefore it is considered a mandatory condition for
signing a peace agreement (baiipamoB, https://www.armiya.az/ru/news/230734).
Despite the fact that the Armenian side also stated that the Azerbaijani Constitution
contains territorial claims against Armenia, it nevertheless refused to make a
reciprocal claim (B Koncturymuun AzepOaiimkana comepxKaTcsl TEppUTOpHATLHBIC
NPETeH3UH K APMEHHHU, U Mbl MOXKEM IPEICTaBUTh MUCHMEHHYIO apryMEHTALUIO
[0 ATOMY IIOBOJIy BCEM MEXIYHapOIHBIM IMapTHepam, https://armenpress. am/ru/
article/1200874).

Under point 2 of the document, the parties announce a joint initiative to
dissolve the OSCE Minsk Group, established to resolve the Karabakh conflict, by
signing a corresponding memorandum of understanding on this matter. It should
not be considered a coincidence that the initiative came from the Azerbaijan to
dissolve the Minsk Group. Regardless of the de facto suspension of the activities of



that format, even its de jure existence was a certain lever in the hands of the
Armenian side to restrain Azerbaijan's aggressive posture, which could be used in
the process of restoring the violated rights of the Artsakh population. Baku believes
that it has managed to «solve» the Karabakh conflict by force, so it already
considers this international format unnecessary and needed to be eliminated. In this
regard, it is pertinent to recall that in 2020, after the 44-day war, when the OSCE
Minsk Group Co-Chairs traveled to Baku and tried to return the issue to the
framework of this format, the Azerbaijani President replied that he had not invited
them (AnueB 3asBun comnpeacenarensM Munckoii rpynmsl OBCE, uto B Baky nx
He mpuriamai, https:/armenpress.am/ru/article/1037651). The Armenian side
actually gave in to Azerbaijani pressure on this issue as well, and after presenting
two joint demands, there was no longer any chance of preserving the Minsk Group
format, at least de jure.

The next point of the statement concerns the unblocking of communication
channels for domestic, bilateral, and international traffic between the two countries,
which should take place on the basis of preserving the principles of sovereignty,
territorial integrity, and jurisdiction of states. These general formulations imply the
opening of a communication route, which is considered a priority for Azerbaijan,
which should ensure unhindered communication between its main part and
Nakhichevan through the territory of Armenia, on mutually beneficial terms for the
latter («Asbarezy, 08.08.2025).

The appearance of this point in the document is not at all accidental, as it
was previously included in Article 9 of the trilateral statement signed by the leaders
of Azerbaijan, Armenia and Russia on November 9/10, 2020, after the 44-day war,
which obliged Armenia to ensure secure communication routes between the main
part of Azerbaijan and Nakhichevan, which were to be controlled by the Border
Guard Service of the Russian Federal Security Service (3asBnenue mpesuneHTa
AzepbaiikaHa, mpeMbep-MHHACTpa ApMmeHuH | nipesuaenta Poccun 10.11.2020,
http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/64384). Let us recall that at the time of
signing this document, Artsakh was already deprived of the second Sotk-Karvachar
road connecting it with Armenia and the only connection was provided by the
Berdzor (Lachin) corridor, following which Azerbaijan wanted to obtain more than
one land communication route connecting it with Nakhichevan through the
territory of Armenia.

In order to implement the provisions on unblocking communication routes,
on January 11, 2021, the leaders of Armenia, Azerbaijan and Russia signed the
second trilateral statement, accepting the proposal of the Russian President to
create a joint working group of the three countries, which was to submit for
approval a list and schedule of programs for the restoration or construction of
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railway and road facilities through the territories of Azerbaijan and Armenia
(BasBnenme  mpe3upeHta  AzepOaiipkaHa, TpeMbep-MHUHHCTpa  ApMEHUH
u ipe3ugenTa Poccnn 11.01.2021, http://www . kremlin.ru/supplement/5606). After
the signing of the second trilateral statement, the Azerbaijani president began to
call the land communication route with Nakhichevan the «Zangezur Corridor»,
following the example of the Lachin Corridor (be3 3anre3ypckoro kopumaopa
ApMeHHs HaBcerjga ocTaHeTcsl TynmukoM, https://www.aa.com.tr/ru/3105506). The
Azerbaijani president ignored the fact that Nakhichevan has a land border not only
with Iran, but also with Turkey, and after the territories of Artsakh came under
Azerbaijani control, it had turned into an enclave, and the Lachin corridor was the
only «lifeline» connecting it with Armenia (Mapyksin, 2021, 54).

From the text of the joint statement signed by the leaders of the two
countries in Washington, Armenia's unilateral concessions become even more
evident from the wording of the next paragraph of the document, which states that
Armenia undertakes to cooperate with the United States and third parties jointly
selected by it to implement the so-called «Trump Road to International Peace and
Prosperity» (TRIPP) project on its territory. Although the document speaks of the
reciprocity and mutual benefit of unblocking the routes, Azerbaijan has not
assumed any such obligation in return, and the Armenian side will not be able to
use the communication routes passing through Nakhichevan, and especially the
main part of Azerbaijan, under the same conditions.

In the last article of the joint statement, the parties undertake to exclude the
use of force in the future, once again referring to the UN Charter and the 1991
Alma-Ata Declaration. Surprisingly, this clause contains the obligation of the
parties to exclude any attempt at revenge, now and in the future. Considering the
fact that after the 44-day war in 2020, high-ranking Azerbaijani officials, including
the president, as well as official media outlets, have regularly accused the
Armenian side of possible revenge and revanchism, it is obvious that such
formulations were included in the document at the insistence of Baku itself.
Moreover, possible steps by Armenia to promote and protect the right of safe and
dignified return of the Armenian population of Artsakh can be viewed as a
manifestation of «revenge» or «revanchism» by the Baku regime.

3. The significance of the TRIPP project in establishing peace and
stability in the South Caucasus region

Since the joint statement signed between the leaders of the two countries in
Washington on August 8 contains a special article dedicated to the TRIPP project,
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which is perceived by both Armenia and Azerbaijan, as well as the USA, as an
important factor in establishing peace and ensuring stability in the South Caucasus
region, it is necessary to analyze this project separately.

Some experts believe that Aliyev initially opposed the TRIPP project, tried to
hinder or delay diplomatic discussions and negotiations around it, and was only forced
to agree to the American proposal under pressure from the US president (Kopalyan,
https://evnreport.com/evn-security-report/pax-americana-comes-to-the-south-
caucasus/), which aims to put an end to the maximalist aspirations of obtaining an
extraterritorial connection with Nakhichevan through Armenia's Syunik region, as well
as to Baku's threats to seize the so-called «Zangezur Corridor» by force (Balian,
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2025/08/18/more-diplomacy-not-minefields-needed-to-
secure-peace-in-the-south-caucasus/). One can agree with such judgments only with
certain reservations. If we are talking about the creation of an uncontrolled corridor
through Armenian territory to Nakhichevan by force, then, of course, the US
involvement in the TRIPP project can be a certain deterrent factor so that Azerbaijan
and Turkey do not try to obtain concessions from Armenia on this issue through
military force or the threat of it. On the other hand, however, the document talks about
providing an «unimpeded route», which somewhat satisfies Azerbaijan's interest, since
for Baku it is a secondary issue whether Russia or the United States will guarantee its
uninterrupted land connection with Nakhichevan through the territory of Armenia.

As for the motives for the US involvement in TRIPP, through this project,
Washington is primarily trying to create a new region of the South Caucasus with its
more tangible influence, the relations between the states of which should be built on
the basis of the exclusion of military force, the development of trade and
communication  routes,  stability @ and  interconnectedness  (Kopalyan,
https://evnreport.com/evn-security-report/pax-americana-comes-to-the-south-
caucasus/). From the point of view of geopolitical interests, Washington is trying to
turn TRIPP into an important infrastructural hub of the «Trans-Caspian International
Transport Route» or the «Middle Corridor» leading from China to Europe through
Kazakhstan, the Caspian Sea, Azerbaijan, Georgia and/or Armenia, Turkey, through
which it will establish control over trade flows along this international route, bypassing
Russia and Iran (D’Anieri, Epstein, https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/dispatches/how-
trumps-tripp-triumph-can-advance-us-interests-in-the-south-caucasus/#bluf3).

The geographical distance of the US from the South Caucasus forces it to
outsource some functions in the region to its NATO ally Turkey, so the new South
Caucasus concept also includes the prospect of opening the Armenian border with
Turkey. The US tends to view the agreements reached within the framework of the
Washington meeting as a three-year process, which is supposed to be completed by
2028 with the signing of a final peace document between Armenia and Azerbaijan
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(Kopalyan,  https://evnreport.com/evn-security-report/pax-americana-comes-to-the-
south-caucasus/).

Naturally, both Russia and China, as well as Iran, are well aware of the goals
the American side pursues through its involvement in the TRIPP project, as it clearly
contradicts their interests. Russia and Iran have already expressed their concerns
regarding this project and especially Armenia's involvement in it. Although the
Armenian side has stated that its participation in the TRIPP project does not mean that
Armenia is changing its foreign policy vector and that it continues to pursue a balanced
and balancing policy, it is obvious that by signing the Washington document and
inviting the US to the South Caucasus, it has actually changed the balance of power in
the region, on the one hand, at least increasing the influence of Washington's «soft
power» in the region at the expense of weakening Russia's positions. On the other
hand, by establishing an American presence on the Armenian-Iranian border, Armenia
has created artificial tension with friendly Iran. In this regard, it is important how the
Armenian-Iranian state border will be controlled under the conditions of the creation
and operation of the TRIPP, will Armenia maintain its border access with Iran, and
what fate awaits the «North-South» route, which has been implemented for many
years, which will intersect with the TRIPP.

The joint statement adopted as a result of negotiations between the US
Secretary of State and the Armenian Foreign Minister on TRIPP provides certain
clarifications regarding various issues related to the implementation of the project.

The joint statement circulated specifically states that TRIPP will be a
multimodal transit route, which means that in addition to the construction of a highway
and railway and the control of the transportation of goods and passengers, power
cables, oil and gas pipelines will be laid, which will ensure the transit of energy
resources. Within the framework of TRIPP, it is planned to create modern data and
information transmission systems using fiber optic networks («(¢-"h®® twumgdh’
<wjwunubt-UUT  hpuubiwugdwit ppwtiwjh  hpuwupupdwd  Jtpwptipuy
hudwnbin hwynwpupnieynih, https://www.mfa.am/hy/press-releases/2026/01/14/
TRIPP/13721).

According to the initial agreement, the territory of Armenia designated for
TRIPP will be put into operation by the company for an initial period of 49 years,
and if none of the parties has any objections after the expiration of this period, it
can be extended for another 50 years. Armenia offers the United States a 74% stake
in «TRIPP Development Company», keeping a 26% stake for itself. After the 49th
year of the agreement, Armenia's share will be increased to 49% over the next 50
years (D’Anieri, Epstein, https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/dispatches/how-trumps-
tripp-triumph-can-advance-us-interests-in-the-south-caucasus/#bluf3). Thus, the
American side will receive superprofits from the activities of the Armenian-



American joint company for 49 years, and only in the next period will Armenia's
expected profits be approximately equal to the American ones, but the controlling
stake in the company will continue to remain in the hands of the US.

Although the controlling stake in «TRIPP Development Company» will
belong to the United States, according to the agreement, decisions on crucial
issues, in particular, changes in the shareholders of the joint company (including
the sale, donation, merger, separation, reorganization or any other legal or factual action)
and changes in owners can be made only with the consent of the governments of
Armenia and the US («[¢h®D twhiwugoh' <uyuunmut-UUG hpujuigiwi
opowbiujh - hpuyupupdwt - Jbpuptpguy hudwnbn . hugmwpupnign b,
https://www.mfa.am/hy/press-releases/ 2026/01/14/ TRIPP/ 13721). The same applies to
cases when, when implementing highway and railway projects, «TRIPP Development
Company» establishes subsidiaries - special purpose organizations - to design and carry
out construction work on certain infrastructures, as well as to manage them in the future.

The enshrining of these provisions of theoretical equality between the US and
Armenia in the TRIPP draft cannot, however, exclude the possibility that, having in
practice a controlling stake in the joint company, the US, even without obtaining the
consent of the Armenian side, will try to make arbitrary decisions or will try to obtain
consent through certain pressures. It cannot be ruled out that the US may also use the
same approach when assigning/subcontracting certain works to companies from other
countries, for example, Turkey or Azerbaijan. It is difficult to imagine how Armenia will
navigate such situations, especially since the available sources say nothing about the
mechanisms regulating such cases. At this point, the only mechanism in place is for
Armenia and the US to each appoint a senior official as TRIPP implementation
coordinators, who will be responsible for inter-agency coordination and liaison with the
«TRIPP Development Company» («(¢h®® whmugoh' <wjuumnmuit-UUs
hpuubtmgdwlt  oppwtujh - hpuwuwpupiwbh - Jipuptpuy  hwdwntin - hug-
wnmwpupniynil, https:/www.mfa. am/hy/ press-releases/2026/01/14/TRIPP/ 13721).

It is planned to implement the «Front Office/Back Office» model as a border
control mechanism. The functions of initial collection of customer documents, provision
of information and guidance, collection of trade distribution fees, and payment
processing at the «Front Office» will be performed by employees of a third-party, private
operator company that has signed a contract with «TRIPP Development Company»
(D’Anieri, Epstein, https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/dispatches/how-trumps-tripp-
triumph-can-advance-us-interests-in-the-south-caucasus/#bluf3). The RA state bodies
located in the «Back Office» will carry out their assigned customs and border functions:
making and formulating final customs decisions, implementing security, migration
control, issuing permits and approvals, collecting taxes, customs duties, and other
mandatory payments to the RA state budget («[¢-"DO® twupuwuqoh’ <uyuunwud-BU S
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hpuuiugdwtt  ppwtijh  hpuyupujdwtt Ytpuptpuy  hwdwntin huyua-
nuinnieyniiy, https://www.mfa.am/hy/ press-releases/ 2026/01/14/ TRIPP/13721).

In fact, a third-party private operator company hired by «TRIPP Development
Company», to whose selection the Armenian side should theoretically consent, will work
in the «Front Office», directly inspecting incoming Azerbaijani cargo, while Armenian
officials and border control personnel will be in the «Back Office», exercising overall
control over the process (Kopalyan, https://evnreport.com/evn-security-report/pax-
americana-comes-to-the-south-caucasus/). In the case of implementing this model,
border and customs functions in the TRIPP zone will be carried out by the state bodies
of the Republic of Armenia based on preliminary information provided by a private
company working in an intermediary «Front Office» or information obtained from
modern information systems («(¢hO® twhiugoh’ <uwyuunmub-UUG hpw-
Jubwgdwb ppwtayh hpuuupupiwbd Ytpuptpuy hwdwnbn - hwyumupupne -
EnLl, https://www.mfa.am/hy/press-releases /2026/ 01/14/TRIPP/13721). It turns out
that claims about Armenia's full sovereignty or jurisdiction in the TRIPP zone are at
least questionable. Naturally, it will not be possible in all cases to effectively control
possible abuses committed by a private company performing a given function or to
timely neutralize the risks of entering in transaction with, for example, the Azerbaijani
side.

When discussing reciprocity in the operation of communication routes, it is
enough to mention the fact that, refuting this claim, a «Front Office/Back Office»
model will not be implemented in Azerbaijan, and Armenian passengers wishing to
travel through Nakhichevan or the main part of Azerbaijan will have to communicate
directly with Azerbaijani customs and security officers, and their luggage will be
checked by them.

The published statement of agreements reached between the parties on the
TRIPP does not contain any provisions on ensuring the security of the zone. It can
be assumed that as a result of negotiations on security issues, a separate agreement
may be adopted in the future, according to which, in order to prevent possible
provocations and artificial incidents by Azerbaijan in the route zone, this function
will also be delegated to the US or some other private security company, in
consultation with Armenia.
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4. Content analysis of the articles of the initialed Agreement «On the
Establishment of Peace and Interstate Relations)

The provisions of the first articles of the Agreement «On the Establishment
of Peace and Interstate Relations» initialed in Washington between Armenia and
Azerbaijan on August 8 are based on the fundamental norms and principles of
international law enshrined in the UN Charter, the 1975 Helsinki Final Act, and the
Alma-Ata Declaration of December 21, 1991.

According to Article 1, the contracting parties mutually recognize the
administrative borders of the former USSR republics as interstate borders between
them and undertake to respect each other's sovereignty, territorial integrity and
inviolability of borders (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State
Relations between the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan,
11.08.2025). With these formulations, which at first glance seem formal, Armenia
actually recognizes Artsakh as part of Azerbaijan. The Prime Minister of Armenia has
made similar statements in the past, even noting that he recognizes the territorial
integrity of Azerbaijan with an area of 86,600 km? (Prime Minister N. Pashinyan's
interview with «The Wall Street Journaly, https://www.primeminister. am/en/
interviews-and-press-conferences/item/2023/10/25/), and although the Azerbaijani side
has recognized the territorial integrity of Armenia, it has never indicated the area of the
territory in return. This is explained by the fact that more than 200 km? of Armenia's
sovereign territory is occupied by Azerbaijani forces, and the Armenian side has not
yet presented a clear demand for the withdrawal of Azerbaijani forces from these
territories.

Under Article 2 of the document, the parties acknowledge that they have no
territorial claims against each other and shall not plan, prepare, encourage, or
support actions aimed at dismembering or violating, in whole or in part, the
territorial integrity or political unity of the other party, and under Article 4, they
have undertaken not to interfere in each other's internal affairs (Agreement on
Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations between the Republic of Armenia
and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025).

The content of this article included by Azerbaijan in the document is an
attempt to exclude the possibility of Armenia's future return of Artsakh Armenians
to their homeland in dignity and safety, and especially the possibility of Armenia's
demand for the legal status of Nagorno-Karabakh, as this would violate
Azerbaijan's «political unity» or would be interference in its «internal affairs». On
the other hand, however, the Armenian side does not officially raise the issue that
Azerbaijan is clearly violating its obligations under Articles 2 and 4 when it
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consistently promotes the idea of the so-called «Western Azerbaijan» and
periodically speaks about the «return» of Azerbaijanis to those territories.

Article 3 states that the parties undertake to refrain from the threat or use of
force against the territorial integrity or political independence of each other and
shall not allow any third party to use their territory for the use of force against the
other party (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations
between the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025).
Taking into account the deepening allied relations between Azerbaijan and Turkey,
primarily in the military and military-technical spheres, and the regular joint
military exercises, including in the territory of Nakhichevan, this article is
important from the point of view of excluding the use of force against Armenia and
restraining Azerbaijan's ambitions to seize part of its territory by force.

The provision on the establishment of diplomatic relations between the two
states contained in Article 5 of the document is rather vague, as the timing for
starting that process and the level of relations are not specified. And in Article 6,
the parties reaffirm their commitment to continue the work of the Armenian-
Azerbaijani border commissions in good faith in accordance with the agreed rules,
with the aim of achieving the conclusion of an agreement on the demarcation and
demarcation of the state border of the two countries (Agreement on Establishment
of Peace and Inter-State Relations between the Republic of Armenia and the
Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025). This article again does not specify the
deadline for this process, and there are no dispute resolution mechanisms, which
gives grounds to conclude that this process will be constantly delayed for an
indefinite period of time.

Article 7 of the document states that the parties will not deploy armed
forces of third countries along their common border. Considering the shift in the
balance of power in the region in favor of Azerbaijan as a result of the 44-day war
in 2020 and the difficulties of resisting the Baku regime's next aggression with its
own forces, it is natural that the Armenian side can imagine ensuring its security
with the help of a third party. In some ways, this can also be considered a
manifestation of the invitation of the EU monitoring mission, which, by conducting
constant monitoring on the Armenian-Azerbaijani border, contributes to the
prevention of border incidents. In this regard, it is quite expected that, regardless of
the fact that the EU monitoring mission is not armed, Azerbaijan will try to view it
as a «third party» and demand that Armenia terminate the mission. Based on the
above circumstances, the Armenian side initially refused to accept this demand of
Azerbaijan (AJiMeB COOOIIWI, 0 KaKUM BompocaM ApMeHus U AsepOaiikaH He
JOCTUIJIM  COIJallleHusi B  IPOEKTE  MHUPHOro  JaoroBopa, 18.12.2024,
https://armenpress.am/ru/article/1207738).
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Under Article 8, the parties agree to jointly combat intolerance, racial
hatred and discrimination, separatism, radicalism and terrorism. This point is
important for the Armenian side, as in 2020, during the 44-day Artsakh war,
Turkey transported terrorists to the area of combat operations by military aircraft
from the northern territories of Syria that had come under its control. After the de-
Armenization of Artsakh, the terrorists who moved from Idlib did not leave the
occupied territories of Artsakh and currently pose a threat to the border areas of
both Iran and Armenia. The content of this article is consistent with the provision
of the joint statement, which speaks of the obligation of the parties to exclude any
attempt at retaliation in the future. In this regard, the Azerbaijani side may consider
those fighting for the right of Artsakh Armenians to return with dignity and safety
as those who spread racial hatred and discrimination, separatists, and extremists,
demanding that Armenia take punitive measures against them. In this context,
however, it is difficult to expect that the Armenian side will demand from
Azerbaijan the suspension of the activities of the « Western Azerbaijan» community
or its members.

As a means of reconciliation and confidence-building, the parties also
undertake to investigate cases of missing persons and enforced disappearances that
occurred during the armed conflict, specifying the mechanisms for implementing
this process in a separate agreement (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and
Inter-State Relations between the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of
Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025). In this regard, it is worth noting that, as early as Article 8
of the trilateral statement of November 9/10, 2020, Armenia and Azerbaijan had
assumed a mutual obligation to exchange the bodies of those killed in the 44-day
war in 2020, as well as prisoners of war and hostages (3asBieHue npe3uaeHTa
AzepOaiimkana, mpeMbep-MUHACTpa ApMeHnn U npe3uaenta Poccun 10.11. 2020,
http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/64384).  Taking advantage of the
uncertainties in the implementation of the aforementioned obligations, in particular
the lack of deadlines and mechanisms, the Azerbaijani side subjected Armenian
prisoners of war, hostages, and forcibly detained persons to humiliation and torture,
as well as delayed their return. Moreover, the Azerbaijani side was exploiting this
issue, trying to extract additional concessions from the Armenian side that were not
provided for in the document (Mapyksan, 2021, 52). In particular, in exchange for
the return of Armenian prisoners and hostages, Baku demanded that the Armenian
side provide maps of minefields (EpeBan nepeman baky xapTy MUHHBIX HOJel B
Kapabaxe B oOmeH Ha 15 3akimodeHHBIX, https://www.bbc.com/russian/news-
57709190). The kidnapping and transfer of the military-political leadership of
Artsakh to Baku, their illegal sentencing to long-term imprisonment through
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trumped-up trials in violation of universal human rights norms, already provide
sufficient grounds to assert that Azerbaijan will not fulfill these obligations.

Article 10 provides for the signing of cooperation agreements between the
parties in the economic, transit and transport, environmental, humanitarian and
cultural spheres (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations
between the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025).
This article primarily conceals Baku's ambitions regarding the so-called «Zangezur
Corridor», aiming to obtain unhindered transit communication with Nakhichevan
through the territory of Armenia, which found its expression in the joint statement
in the form of agreements reached on the creation of TRIPP.

According to Article 11 of the initialed document, international obligations
with third parties shall not impair the obligations of the parties under this
agreement (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations
between the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025).
Based on the wording of this article, Armenia and Azerbaijan must subordinate
their contractual obligations with their allies and strategic partners if they conflict
with the obligations assumed under this agreement. In Armenia's case, these are
primarily its allied obligations with Russia within the framework of the CSTO, as
well as through bilateral agreements. In the case of Azerbaijan, we are talking
about the deep and comprehensive military-political alliance with Turkey, which is
also enshrined in the recently signed «Shushi Declaration» (Omy06aukoBaH MOTHBIN
tekcT LymuHCKON nexnapauuy, MOOANMUCAaHHOH Mexay AsepOaiiKaHoM H
Typuwmeii, https://ru.trend.az/azerbaijan/politics/3440708.html), in addition, Baku
also has close military-technical cooperation with Israel. In this regard, it should be
noted that the agreements within the framework of the CSTO and with Russia, in
fact, did not ensure Armenia's security either during the 44-day Artsakh war in
2020 or during the successive Azerbaijani aggressions that occurred thereafter. In
contrast, Azerbaijan's allied relations with Turkey and strategic partnership with
Israel were clearly put to use not only during the large-scale aggressive war
unleashed against Artsakh, but also during the attacks on the sovereign territory of
Armenia and the occupation of certain territories. Despite all this, Baku will
definitely demand from Armenia to subordinate the mentioned international legal
bases that are part of its security system to the provisions of this article, while it is
difficult to expect that the Armenian side will make such a demand towards
Azerbaijan.

Atticle 12 of the preliminary agreement requires that neither party should
attempt to justify the application of its domestic legislation in order to justify its failure to
comply with the provisions of the agreement (Agreement on Establishment of Peace and
Inter-State Relations between the Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan,
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11.08.2025). It is noteworthy that the Armenian side tried to counter the precondition for
amending the Constitution put forward by Azerbaijan with this article of the pre-signed
document, stating that even if the wording in the Preamble of the Constitution is not
changed, they will not be used by Armenia to fail to fulfill the obligations assumed by the
given document. This provision is what the Armenian side is trying to explain by not
making a reciprocal demand to change the Azerbaijani Constitution, believing that this
issue is resolved by this article (Upfuwuphnid sijun npuk fuwn wnnipjwu wuydw-
uwghp, np  wwwunwupuwund LB pnpnp huwpwynp  hwpgbpht,
https://www.primeminister. am/hy/press-release/item/2024/09/18/). However, these
arguments do not satisfy the Azerbaijani side, and the Baku regime continues to insist on
the precondition of amending the Constitution of Armenia.

In the second paragraph of the same article, the parties refer to the norm of
Article 18 of the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, according to which,
until the document enters into force, the parties must refrain from actions that may affect
its subject matter and purpose (baaToBa, 1982, 75). Regardless of the fact that the
dates for the final signing and entry into force of the agreement are still uncertain,
Azerbaijan has already allowed itself certain actions that contradict the subject and
goals of the initialed document. In particular, contrary to their declared goals of
establishing peace and relations with Armenia, high-ranking Azerbaijani officials,
including the country's president, continue their anti-Armenian rhetoric, make
openly threatening statements against Armenia and the Armenian people, talk
about opening the so-called «Zangezur Corridor» by force, «returning Azerbaijanis
to Western Azerbaijan» and «keeping Armenians in constant fear» as enemies
(Bpar Bcerma momkeH OosThes Hac, https:/caliber. az/post/). Such actions by
Azerbaijan clearly affect the subject and goals of the peace agreement between the
two countries. Such gross violations of Article 18 of the 1969 Vienna Convention
on the Law of International Treaties give the Armenian side sufficient legal
grounds to demand explanations from Baku, as well as to appeal to the American
side, in particular the US President, so that the latter, as a mediator/witness to the
signing of the given document, exerts pressure on the Azerbaijani side to
completely exclude such actions. Otherwise, the Armenian side has the right to
suspend the signing of the document and the fulfillment of obligations until the
violations are eliminated and guarantees are provided to prevent their recurrence.

Article 13 of the document refers to certain mechanisms for the
implementation of the agreement, in particular, it mentions the establishment of a
bilateral commission based on the agreed terms, which will monitor the
implementation of the provisions of the agreement. It is natural that an equal
number of representatives from the contracting parties will be included in this
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committee, which will not allow the parties to overcome disputes related to the
interpretation, implementation and supervision of the provisions of the agreement,
which, according to the next Article 14, the parties will strive to resolve through
direct consultations, and if these do not lead to a result acceptable to both parties
within six months, other means of peaceful settlement of disputes should be sought
(Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations between the
Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025). It should be
noted that international treaty law provides for the right and possibility of resorting
to the UN International Court of Justice or to international arbitration by a
disinterested third party as a means of dispute resolution, which is enshrined in
Article 66 of the 1969 Vienna Convention (Baarosa, 1982, 91). In fact, in this
important article of the initialed agreement, the parties did not enshrine these
accepted regulations of international contract law.

The obvious concessions of the Armenian side are also noticeable in the
content of Article 15, according to which, within one month after the agreement
enters into force, the parties must withdraw interstate claims, complaints and
suspend existing disputes, undertake not to file new claims against each other and
not to be involved in international legal proceedings filed by any third country
against a party to the agreement. Moreover, in the second paragraph of the same
article, the parties undertake not to carry out, encourage or engage in any hostile
actions against each other in the diplomatic, informational or other spheres that
contradict this agreement and to hold regular consultations for this purpose
(Agreement on Establishment of Peace and Inter-State Relations between the
Republic of Armenia and the Republic of Azerbaijan, 11.08.2025). It is obvious
that this article was included in the text of the agreement at the request of Azerbaijan
and exclusively stems from its interests, since based on the claims submitted by
Armenia to interstate judicial bodies, the UN International Court of Justice and the
European Court of Human Rights, decisions on interim measures have already been
adopted by those bodies against the Baku regime, and the claims submitted by the
latter have not had serious consequences for Armenia due to insufficient
substantiation (Marukyan, 2025, 18).

Regardless of the fact that Armenia has already ratified the Rome Statute of
the International Criminal Court and has become a member state of that international
judicial body, based on its obligation under Article 15, it should not exercise its right
to submit applications to that body regarding crimes committed by Azerbaijan in
Artsakh and the border territories of Armenia. The same applies to arbitration courts,
and in this context it becomes clear why the parties did not mention arbitration as a
means of resolving disputes in Article 14 of the document.
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It is noteworthy that these obligations do not apply to domestic
proceedings, which allows Azerbaijan to continue to hold the military-political
leadership of Artsakh and other Armenian hostages convicted in trumped-up and
illegal trials in Baku prisons. The most serious omission of the Armenian side,
which made significant concessions to Azerbaijan on this issue, is that it did not
demand the extension of these obligations to domestic proceedings as well. In
addition, among the important omissions of the document, it should also be noted
that the rights of Armenians forcibly displaced from Artsakh as a result of
Azerbaijan's latest aggression in September 2023, including their right to return
and issues of protecting historical heritage, were completely ignored (Balian,
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2025/08/18/more-diplomacy-not-minefields-needed-
to-secure-peace-in-the-south-caucasus/).

Conclusion

Based on the above, we can conclude that the unique articles and
provisions of the initialed «peace» agreement between Armenia and Azerbaijan, on
which the Armenian side can rely to protect its interests and rights, are formulated
rather vaguely, and there are no deadlines or mechanisms for their implementation.
On the contrary, the articles that benefit the interests of the Azerbaijani side are
formulated quite specifically, in some cases even clear deadlines for their
implementation are set. In fact, during the negotiations over the text of the
agreement, the Armenian side did not make sufficient efforts to clarify the articles
that benefit its interests as much as possible, and it is natural that the Azerbaijani
side will interpret all the vague provisions of the preliminary agreement in its
favor.

In summary, let us note that with the document signed in Washington on
August 8, the US effectively linked the peace process between Armenia and
Azerbaijan to the TRIPP project and the normalization of Armenia's relations with
Turkey. Considering the fact that Azerbaijan has repeatedly raised the issue of the
so-called «Zangezur Corridor» as a precondition for establishing peace with
Armenia, it is quite expected that Baku will refuse to sign a peace treaty before the
full implementation of TRIPP. Turkey, in turn, also conditions the establishment of
relations with Armenia and the opening of the border with Azerbaijan on the
signing of a peace treaty and the opening of the so-called «Zangezur Corridor», in
this case, on the launch of the same TRIPP.

As for the United States, the mediator in the peace process between
Azerbaijan and Armenia, Washington views the TRIPP project exclusively in the
context of its geopolitical interests and goals, trying to turn it into a kind of barrier
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on the Armenia-Iran border and push not only Iran, but also Russia out of the South
Caucasus region, so it is difficult to expect that this project will bring real peace to
Armenia and stability and prosperity to the region. The latest attack against Iran by
the US and Israel tandem leads to the conclusion that the unpredictable
consequences of the dangerous developments taking place in the Middle East could
also turn the South Caucasus region into a hotbed of instability.

Updtu 8. Uwpnipyjwu - ghnwjwu hnnjwoéubiph, hwytipntiu, pniutiptu L
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