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Abstract 

This study provides a comprehensive legal analysis of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, with particular focus on 

documented violations of international humanitarian law (IHL) and international human rights law (IHRL) 

attributable primarily to Armenian forces across three critical phases of the conflict: the First Karabakh War 

(1988–1994), the Khojaly Massacre (1992), and the Second Karabakh War (2020). Drawing on established 

international legal frameworks—including the Geneva Conventions, the Convention on the Rights of the Child 

(CRC), and the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (ICC)—the study systematically identifies 

recurring patterns of forced displacement, indiscriminate attacks on civilians, deliberate destruction of cultural 

heritage, deployment of prohibited weapons, and recruitment of child soldiers. The research further evaluates 

the legal effectiveness of successive ceasefire and peace instruments, including the 1994 Bishkek Protocol, the 

November 2020 Trilateral Statement, the 2023 ceasefire agreement, and the 2024 peace accord, while 

foregrounding persistent obstacles to their implementation and enforcement. The findings underscore the 

imperative for stronger international accountability mechanisms, conflict-resolution processes that address root 

causes, and sustained humanitarian and reconstruction commitments. The study contributes to scholarship on 

protracted territorial disputes, international criminal accountability, and post-conflict justice, concluding with 

concrete policy recommendations directed at promoting durable peace and regional stability in the South 

Caucasus. 

 

Keywords: Nagorno-Karabakh conflict; international humanitarian law; international human rights law; war 

crimes; Khojaly Massacre; ceasefire agreements; transitional justice 

 

 

Introduction 

 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan constitutes one of the most protracted 

and violent territorial disputes of the post-Soviet era, shaped by intertwined historical, ethnic, and geopolitical 

dynamics. The conflict has unfolded across several distinct phases of armed confrontation, most notably the 

First Karabakh War (1988–1994), the Khojaly Massacre (1992), and the Second Karabakh War (2020), each 

characterised by significant civilian casualties, mass population displacement, and widespread destruction of 

cultural and civic infrastructure (Human Rights Watch, 1994; UNHCR, 1995). 

This study examines violations of international humanitarian law committed by Armenian forces during 

these periods of heightened hostilities. Documented violations include indiscriminate attacks on civilian 

populations, mass forced displacement, and targeted assaults on protected cultural and religious sites 

(MacFarlane & Minear, 1997; Vandenberghe, 2022). Particular analytical weight is accorded to the Khojaly 

Massacre of February 1992, during which hundreds of Azerbaijani civilians were killed in the course of a 

coordinated Armenian military operation (Human Rights Watch, 1994). 

Beyond the identification and analysis of legal violations, the study assesses the legal architecture and 
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practical effectiveness of successive peace instruments—including the 1994 Bishkek Protocol, the Russia-

brokered Trilateral Statement of November 2020, and the agreements of 2023 and 2024—in terms of their 

capacity to halt hostilities and lay the groundwork for post-conflict reconciliation (Shiriyev, 2016). It 

additionally examines the roles played by key regional and international actors, including Russia, Turkey, and 

the European Union, in shaping both the trajectory of the conflict and the prospects for its resolution. 

Methodologically, this article situates the identified violations within applicable international legal 

frameworks, including the 1949 Geneva Conventions and their Additional Protocols, the Convention on the 

Rights of the Child (CRC), and the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (ICC). Through a 

systematic assessment of ceasefire mechanisms and a broader analysis of the legal consequences of Armenia's 

conduct, the study contributes to scholarship on armed conflict, accountability, and post-conflict justice. The 

analysis is structured around six thematic sections: (1) Armenia's conduct during the First Karabakh War; (2) the 

Khojaly Massacre and associated forced displacement; (3) IHL violations during the Second Karabakh War; (4) 

a cross-cutting legal analysis of violations across all phases; (5) a comparative legal and political assessment of 

ceasefire and peace agreements; and (6) conclusions, policy implications, and recommendations. 

 

The First Karabakh War: A Critical Appraisal of Armenia's Role in Crimes Against Humanity 

 

The dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991 precipitated a series of territorial disputes across the former 

Soviet space, among which the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict proved to be one of the most enduring. The region—

internationally recognised as part of Azerbaijani territory—became the epicentre of armed confrontation 

between Armenia and Azerbaijan (de Waal, 2013). Under Soviet administration, Nagorno-Karabakh had been 

accorded autonomous status within the Azerbaijani Soviet Socialist Republic; as Soviet authority weakened in 

the late 1980s, calls for unification with Armenia intensified. 

In 1988, the Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast voted to secede from Azerbaijan and join Armenia, 

triggering violent intercommunal clashes and retaliatory attacks on both sides (Denber & Goldman, 1992). 

Following the collapse of the Soviet Union, these tensions escalated into full-scale armed conflict that persisted 

from 1988 to 1994. The war was characterised by intense military engagements, artillery bombardment, and 

siege operations, resulting in substantial civilian casualties, mass displacement, and the systematic destruction of 

towns and villages. Reports compiled by international human rights organisations documented widespread 

atrocities—including targeted killings, forced expulsion, and systematic ethnic cleansing—giving rise to serious 

allegations of crimes against humanity (Human Rights Watch, 1994). 

This section critically appraises Armenia's role in these violations. It begins by establishing the applicable 

legal framework for crimes against humanity, proceeds to analyse documented incidents occurring during the 

conflict, and concludes with an assessment of the obstacles to accountability and the limitations of the 

international community's response. 

 

The Legal Framework for Crimes Against Humanity 

Crimes against humanity occupy the highest tier of gravity within international criminal law. As defined in 

Article 7 of the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (1998), they encompass murder, torture, 

enforced deportation, persecution, rape, and other inhumane acts committed as part of a widespread or 

systematic attack directed against a civilian population (ICC, 1998; Robinson, 2014). They are distinguished 

from genocide, which requires specific intent to destroy a group, and from war crimes, which are confined to 

armed conflict; crimes against humanity may be perpetrated in times of both peace and war, and are defined by 

the scale and character of the attack rather than its nexus to hostilities (Cassese et al., 2020; Schabas, 2000). 

The critical legal threshold lies in demonstrating that the acts were either widespread—affecting a large 

number of victims—or systematic—reflecting an organised policy or plan. Victims must be civilians not 

actively participating in hostilities, with particular protection afforded to vulnerable groups including children, 

women, and the elderly (Bassiouni, 2011; Schabas, 2011). Individual criminal responsibility extends to political 

leaders, military commanders, and others who plan, order, or facilitate such acts, a principle affirmed by the 

International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) and the International Criminal Tribunal for 

Rwanda (ICTR). 

 

Documented Incidents 

Several incidents during the First Nagorno-Karabakh War involved direct attacks on civilians and ethnic 

cleansing that carry the hallmarks of crimes against humanity. 

The most extensively documented atrocity is the Khojaly Massacre of 26 February 1992. Armenian forces, 

supported by units of the 366th Independent Motor Rifle Regiment of the Commonwealth of Independent States 

(CIS), launched an assault on the Azerbaijani town of Khojaly. According to Human Rights Watch, at least 200 

Azerbaijani civilians were killed; Azerbaijani sources place the death toll at 613, including significant numbers 

of women and children (Human Rights Watch, 1993; de Waal, 2003). Witness testimonies and survivor 
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accounts document the deliberate targeting of civilians, the mutilation of corpses, and the conduct of summary 

executions, indicating an organised and systematic attack. These characteristics satisfy the legal criteria for 

crimes against humanity (Mooradian & Druckman, 1999). 

A less-publicised but similarly significant episode is the Maraga Massacre of 10 April 1992. Armenian 

forces are alleged to have attacked the village of Maraga, killing civilians and taking numerous inhabitants 

hostage (Travis, 2017). Survivors reported torture, public executions, and desecration of the dead. Despite 

receiving comparatively limited international attention, the available evidence indicates that these acts were 

systematic and deliberately targeted. 

More broadly, the conflict period witnessed mass forced displacement and ethnic cleansing: approximately 

750,000 Azerbaijanis were expelled from Nagorno-Karabakh and surrounding occupied territories (Human 

Rights Watch, 1994). This displacement was accompanied by the destruction of civilian homes, cultural sites, 

and infrastructure, with the evident purpose of altering the demographic character of the contested territory 

(Gasanov, 2017). Given their scale and systematic nature, these acts fall squarely within the category of crimes 

against humanity under international law. 

 

Obstacles to Accountability 

Efforts to secure accountability for crimes committed during the First Karabakh War have faced significant 

legal, political, and geopolitical impediments, compounded by Armenia's persistent refusal to acknowledge its 

role in the commission of these acts. 

First, Armenia has not accepted responsibility for the conduct of its forces, framing the conflict as a 

legitimate exercise of the right to self-determination and a defensive response to Azerbaijani aggression (Human 

Rights Watch, 1994). This narrative has impeded accountability discourse and enabled the treatment of 

perpetrators as national heroes rather than criminal defendants (Akçam, 2012). 

Second, structural legal constraints have prevented formal prosecution. Neither Armenia nor Azerbaijan is 

a State Party to the Rome Statute; without a UN Security Council referral—effectively precluded by Russia's 

veto—ICC jurisdiction is unavailable (de Waal, 2013). Armenia has, moreover, declined to permit independent 

investigations into alleged war crimes. 

Third, geopolitical alignments have insulated Armenia from international pressure. Russia's strategic 

interest in maintaining influence in the South Caucasus, and its provision of military support to Armenia, 

effectively constrained international legal and diplomatic action (Cornell, 2001). Armenia also capitalised on 

historical narratives and diaspora influence to cultivate international sympathy, thereby diluting calls for 

accountability. 

Domestically in Armenia, political will for prosecution remains negligible. Senior officials and military 

officers implicated in war crimes have retained prominent positions or enjoyed effective immunity. The cultural 

veneration of war veterans as national defenders has entrenched a climate of impunity. 

 

The International Response: Challenges and Limitations 

The international community's response to the First Karabakh War and its humanitarian consequences was 

fragmented and largely ineffectual. 

The United Nations Security Council adopted several resolutions calling for an end to hostilities and 

respect for territorial integrity but authorised no peacekeeping operation and initiated no judicial mechanism. 

Russia's veto authority and political alignment with Armenia proved decisive in blocking more assertive action 

(Cornell, 2001; Akhavan, 2001). 

Major powers aligned along regional fault lines. Russia provided military support to Armenia; Turkey, as a 

close ally of Azerbaijan, condemned Armenian conduct but offered no concrete legal or humanitarian initiative; 

Iran attempted to maintain neutrality while avoiding direct confrontation of Armenian war crimes allegations 

(de Waal, 2003; Akhavan, 2001). 

Non-governmental organisations, most notably Human Rights Watch, fulfilled a critical documentation 

function (Human Rights Watch, 1994). However, restricted access and the absence of political follow-through 

by major powers prevented these reports from feeding into accountability mechanisms. 

The European Union and the OSCE Minsk Group engaged primarily in diplomatic mediation, focusing on 

conflict termination rather than accountability. Peace initiatives prioritised ceasefire arrangements and territorial 

negotiations over justice for civilian victims (Schabas, 2011). This approach critically undermined longer-term 

reconciliation and confidence-building efforts. 

In sum, the First Karabakh War involved extensive violations of human rights and humanitarian law, with 

multiple incidents satisfying the legal criteria for crimes against humanity. Armenia neither acknowledged its 

role in these atrocities nor took steps towards accountability. The international community's constrained and 

politically conditioned response reinforced a culture of impunity that created the conditions for similar 

violations to recur during the Second Karabakh War. 

 



J. Soci. Stud. Vol., 12 (3), 77-87, 2026 

80 

The Khojaly Massacre and Forced Displacement: A Critical Analysis of Armenia's Role 

The Khojaly Massacre, perpetrated on the night of 25–26 February 1992, stands as one of the most 

devastating episodes in the history of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Acting in coordination with forces of the 

self-declared Nagorno-Karabakh Republic (NKR), Armenian military units conducted a large-scale assault on 

the predominantly Azerbaijani town of Khojaly, resulting in the deaths of hundreds of civilians—including 

women, children, and the elderly (Human Rights Watch, 1994; de Waal, 2003). The attack was characterised by 

widespread inhumane acts: deliberate targeting of civilians seeking to flee, torture, and forced displacement 

(Akhavan, 2001). Survivors were abducted and held in conditions of severe deprivation, and the massacre came 

to symbolise the ethnic violence that pervaded the conflict. 

Despite extensive testimony and documentation by human rights organisations, Armenia has never 

formally acknowledged its role. Nevertheless, compelling evidence establishes the direct involvement of 

Armenian military forces in the planning and execution of the assault—constituting a grave violation of 

international humanitarian law through the deliberate withholding of protection from civilians in active conflict 

(Cornell, 2001; Schabas, 2011). 

 

Military and Tactical Dimensions 

The Khojaly Massacre was not an isolated act of violence but formed part of a broader strategic campaign 

to achieve territorial control and compel the displacement of Azerbaijani population centres. Research 

demonstrates the deliberate employment of tactics including the sealing of escape routes and the systematic 

targeting of civilian infrastructure, measures designed to induce terror and produce irreversible demographic 

change (Markarov, 2006; Gzoyan et al., 2023). The disproportionate use of force and systematic assault on 

civilian objectives underscores the planned and premeditated character of the operation (Kuburas, 2011). 

 

Ethnic Cleansing and Political Motivations 

The attack has also been analysed within the conceptual framework of ethnic cleansing. Human Rights 

Watch (1994) and other researchers have advanced the argument that the massacre was designed to forcibly 

remove Azerbaijanis from Nagorno-Karabakh and alter its demographic composition (Balayev, 2013). The 

combination of mass killings, forced expulsion, and subsequent resettlement by ethnic Armenians points to a 

strategic objective that extended well beyond any military necessity. 

 

Humanitarian Consequences and Failures of Evacuation 

Attempts to evacuate civilians were wholly inadequate; the surrounding of the town by Armenian forces 

meant that many were killed while attempting to flee. Virtually no humanitarian assistance was provided during 

or in the immediate aftermath of the attack (Human Rights Watch, 1994; Bagirov, 2023). The deliberate 

targeting of fleeing civilians and the absence of evacuation corridors constitute severe violations of international 

humanitarian law, including Article 3 common to the Geneva Conventions and Additional Protocol I. 

 

Accountability and the Persistence of Impunity 

To date, no independent tribunal has investigated the massacre, and both Armenia and the NKR have 

categorically denied responsibility. Azerbaijan has persistently sought international legal recognition of the 

events as a war crime (Cornell, 2001; Schabas, 2011). This impunity has deepened communal divisions, 

reinforced the politicisation of the historical record, and delayed the delivery of justice to victims and their 

families (Gzoyan et al., 2023; de Waal, 2003). 

In conclusion, the Khojaly Massacre was not a spontaneous outbreak of violence but a coordinated military 

and political operation involving grave violations of international law. Armenian forces, notwithstanding claims 

of providing safe passage, deliberately targeted civilians and obstructed their escape (Van Dijk, 2022; Tomek, 

2023). The enforced displacement and inhumane treatment of survivors must be understood as integral 

components of a broader strategy of ethnic cleansing (Palandjian, 2022). The absence of independent 

investigation and prosecution represents a systemic failure of global justice mechanisms and continues to 

obstruct reconciliation efforts. 

 

The Second Karabakh War: A Legal Analysis of International Humanitarian Law Violations 

 

The Second Karabakh War, initiated on 27 September 2020 following Armenian military provocations, 

concluded with Azerbaijan's successful counter-offensive and the re-establishment of its territorial integrity 

(Khachatryan & Voskanyan, 2021). Throughout the conflict, Armenian forces deliberately targeted civilian-

populated cities situated far from the front line—including Ganja, Barda, and Tartar—using ballistic missiles 

and internationally prohibited cluster munitions. These acts constitute serious violations of international 

humanitarian law and international human rights law (Amnesty International, 2020; ICRC, 2021; Human Rights 

Watch, 2020). Credible reports further document the use of child soldiers by Armenian forces, in breach of the 
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United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child and the Rome Statute (UNICEF, 2024; ICC, 2011). 

Under the 1949 Geneva Conventions and customary international humanitarian law, intentional attacks on 

civilians are classified as war crimes subject to prosecution under international law (Tamanini, 2012). Tribunal 

jurisprudence, including the ICTY's seminal judgment in Prosecutor v. Tadić, confirms the criminal character of 

such conduct. The international community, acting through mechanisms including the United Nations and the 

ICC, bears a responsibility to pursue the prosecution of Armenian political and military leaders implicated in 

these violations on the basis of the doctrine of command responsibility (Cassese, 2008). 

 

Violations of International Humanitarian Law during the Second Karabakh War 

The renewed outbreak of full-scale hostilities in September 2020 represented a watershed moment in the 

prolonged Armenia-Azerbaijan conflict. Four binding UN Security Council resolutions adopted in 1993—

Resolutions 822, 853, 874, and 884—demanding the withdrawal of Armenian forces from occupied Azerbaijani 

territories had remained unimplemented for approximately three decades (UNSC, 1993a–d). Diplomatic efforts 

conducted through the OSCE Minsk Group produced no lasting settlement; Armenia persisted in its occupation 

and intensified provocations, most notably through the Tovuz incursion of July 2020 and sabotage operations 

along the line of contact (Aliyev, 2020; Vandenberghe, 2022). 

On 27 September 2020, Armenian armed forces launched large-scale attacks on Azerbaijani military and 

civilian targets, prompting Azerbaijan to invoke its right of self-defence under Article 51 of the UN Charter (UN 

Charter, 1945). Following forty-four days of intensive combat, during which Azerbaijan liberated several 

districts, the conflict was brought to an end by the Trilateral Statement signed on 10 November 2020 (Office of 

the President of Azerbaijan, 2020). 

 

War Crimes Against Civilians 

Throughout the conflict, Armenian forces struck cities including Ganja, Barda, and Mingachevir—all 

situated at considerable distance from the front line—with ballistic missiles and internationally prohibited 

cluster munitions, causing extensive civilian casualties and injuries (Human Rights Watch, 2020; Amnesty 

International, 2020). The 1949 Geneva Conventions and the 1998 Rome Statute expressly define such conduct 

as war crimes, prohibiting indiscriminate attacks directed against civilian populations and objects (ICRC, 1949; 

ICC, 2011). 

The attack on Ganja alone resulted in the deaths of 26 civilians. In Barda, a cluster munition strike killed 

21 people and wounded more than 80 others. Although Armenia is not a party to the Convention on Cluster 

Munitions (2008), customary international humanitarian law—as codified in the ICRC's Customary IHL 

Study—prohibits the use of such weapons by all parties to an armed conflict (Henckaerts & Doswald-Beck, 

2005). These attacks constitute grave breaches of international humanitarian law comparable to conduct 

prosecuted before the ICTY and ICTR in the aftermath of the Second World War (Cassese, 2003). 

 

Recruitment and Use of Child Soldiers 

Armenia further violated international norms through the use of child soldiers in military operations. Video 

evidence and contemporaneous reporting confirmed the deployment of minors in active combat (Child Soldiers 

Global Report, 2008). This conduct violates the Geneva Conventions and their Additional Protocols, the 

Convention on the Rights of the Child (UN, 1989), and its Optional Protocol on the Involvement of Children in 

Armed Conflict (UN, 2000), as well as ILO Convention No. 182 on the Worst Forms of Child Labour, ratified 

by Armenia in 2006. 

The International Criminal Court definitively established the criminalisation of the recruitment and use of 

children under fifteen years of age in armed conflict in its landmark judgment in Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga 

Dyilo (ICC, 2012). The Special Court for Sierra Leone similarly convicted senior figures—including former 

President Charles Taylor—for the use of child soldiers, demonstrating that neither political status nor command 

hierarchy provides immunity from prosecution (Special Court for Sierra Leone, 2012). 

In conclusion, Armenia's deliberate targeting of civilian settlements and its use of child soldiers during the 

Second Karabakh War constitute serious violations of international humanitarian law and human rights law. 

These acts are prohibited under the Geneva Conventions, the Rome Statute, and other foundational instruments 

of international law; they are subject to prosecution in accordance with the jurisprudential standards established 

by international criminal courts. The failure to ensure accountability not only perpetuates injustice for victims 

but erodes the normative foundations of international law and international peace. 

 

Specific Violations of International Law: A Consolidated Assessment 

 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict has been marked by a consistent pattern of IHL and IHRL violations 

attributable to Armenian forces across the First Karabakh War (1988–1994), the Khojaly Massacre (1992), and 

the Second Karabakh War (2020). These violations generated mass civilian casualties, large-scale population 
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displacement, and irreversible destruction of cultural heritage (ICRC, 2021; OHCHR, 2021). This section 

consolidates the legal analysis of Armenia's specific treaty and customary law obligations and underscores the 

centrality of accountability to lasting peace and justice (ICC, 2011). 

 

The First Karabakh War (1988–1994) 

During the First Karabakh War, Armenian forces committed grave IHL violations, most consequentially 

the forced displacement of approximately 750,000 Azerbaijanis from Nagorno-Karabakh and the surrounding 

occupied territories, in violation of the fundamental IHL principle of civilian protection (UNHCR, 1995; ICRC, 

2021). Indiscriminate artillery bombardment of civilian areas contravened the principles of distinction and 

proportionality that lie at the core of the law of armed conflict (ICRC, 2012). The systematic destruction of 

Azerbaijani cultural heritage sites constituted a further violation, specifically of the 1954 Hague Convention for 

the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict (UNESCO, 1954). 

 

The Khojaly Massacre (1992) 

The Khojaly Massacre represents the most severe concentration of IHL violations in the First Karabakh 

War. The assault of 25–26 February 1992 resulted in the deaths of at least 200 civilians, with Azerbaijani 

sources recording 613 fatalities (Human Rights Watch, 1993). The deliberate targeting of civilians constitutes a 

war crime and a potential crime against humanity under both the Geneva Conventions and customary 

international law. Forced displacement of survivors, hostage-taking, and the desecration of human remains are 

likewise prohibited under IHL (ICRC, 2021). The gravity of these violations underscores the urgent need for 

international accountability and for a reckoning with the human cost of the conflict. 

 

The Second Karabakh War (2020) 

Violations of IHL continued during the Second Karabakh War. Ballistic missile strikes and the deployment 

of prohibited cluster munitions against civilian-populated cities far from the front line—including Ganja, Barda, 

and Mingachevir—caused 94 civilian deaths and over 400 injuries, in direct contravention of the principles of 

distinction and proportionality (OHCHR, 2021; Amnesty International, 2020). The documented use of child 

soldiers violated the Optional Protocol to the CRC and Article 8 of the Rome Statute (UN, 2000; ICC, 2011). 

Evidence of torture and summary execution of Azerbaijani prisoners of war also emerged (ICRC, 2021), 

compounding the IHL violations of the conflict. 

 

Table 1. Summary of Armenia's Documented Violations of International Law 

Category of Violation Specific Incident(s) Applicable Legal Instrument(s) 

Forced displacement and 

ethnic cleansing 

Expulsion of c.750,000 Azerbaijanis 

(1988–1994) 

IHL civilian protection principles; 

Art. 49, GC IV 

Indiscriminate attacks on 

civilians 

Artillery bombardment of cities in both 

wars 

Principles of distinction and 

proportionality (AP I, Arts 48, 51) 

Destruction of cultural 

heritage 

Demolition of Azerbaijani cultural and 

religious sites 

1954 Hague Convention (Art. 4); 

AP I, Art. 53 

Mass killing of civilians 

(Khojaly) 

Khojaly Massacre (Feb. 1992): 200–613 

deaths 

Geneva Conventions; Rome 

Statute, Arts. 7–8 

Use of prohibited weapons Cluster munition strikes on civilian areas 

(2020) 

Customary IHL (ICRC Study, 

Rule 11); CCM (2008) 

Recruitment and use of 

child soldiers 

Deployment of minors in hostilities 

(2020) 

CRC Optional Protocol, Art. 1; 

Rome Statute, Art. 8(2)(b)(xxvi) 

Ill-treatment and killing of 

POWs 

Torture and summary execution of 

Azerbaijani POWs 

GC III, Arts. 13, 17; Rome 

Statute, Art. 8(2)(a)(ii) 

 

Ceasefire Agreements in the Karabakh Wars: Legal Analysis and Implications for Peace 

 

Ceasefire agreements have shaped the trajectory of the Karabakh conflict, yet inconsistent implementation 

and the absence of robust enforcement mechanisms have perpetuated cycles of instability and insecurity 

(Cornell, 2017; International Crisis Group, 2020). This section conducts a comparative legal analysis of four 

principal instruments: the 1994 Bishkek Protocol, the 2020 Trilateral Statement, the 2023 ceasefire agreement, 

and the 2024 Peace Accord. Each is examined in terms of its substantive provisions, structural limitations, and 

implications for regional peace. 
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The 1994 Bishkek Protocol 

The Bishkek Protocol succeeded in halting large-scale fighting in the First Karabakh War but failed to 

establish a durable peace. Its principal provisions included an immediate ceasefire, prisoner-of-war exchanges, 

partial troop withdrawals, and the creation of a negotiating framework under the auspices of the OSCE. The 

Protocol's structural weaknesses, however, were considerable: it lacked binding legal force; it made no provision 

for an international peacekeeping or monitoring presence; and it left fundamentally unresolved the question of 

Armenian military control over occupied Azerbaijani territories beyond Nagorno-Karabakh itself. The result 

was a 'frozen conflict' characterised by the continuation of military build-up, protracted displacement, and the 

entrenchment of Russian influence in the region (de Waal, 2003; Bláhová, 2019). The Bishkek Protocol's failure 

to address the root causes of the conflict—or to establish a pathway to a comprehensive settlement—thus 

became evident in subsequent years. 

 

The 2020 Trilateral Statement (Ceasefire Agreement) 

The Trilateral Statement of 10 November 2020, brokered by Russia following Azerbaijan's military victory 

in the Second Karabakh War, fundamentally altered the conflict's dynamics and the regional geopolitical 

landscape. Its key provisions included the immediate cessation of hostilities, the withdrawal of Armenian forces 

from several districts surrounding Nagorno-Karabakh, the deployment of approximately 2,000 Russian 

peacekeepers in a monitoring capacity, the exchange of prisoners and the remains of the fallen, and the 

establishment of a joint Russian-Turkish monitoring centre. The agreement was celebrated in Azerbaijan as a 

historic victory; in Armenia, it precipitated a political crisis and widespread domestic discontent (Davtyan, 

2024; Jović-Lazić, 2021). While it resolved immediate territorial questions, the statement left open the long-

term status of Nagorno-Karabakh and set the stage for subsequent negotiations. 

 

The 2023 Ceasefire Agreement 

The 2023 ceasefire agreement followed Azerbaijan's rapid military operation, which resulted in the 

effective dissolution of the self-proclaimed 'Republic of Artsakh'. Its central provisions mandated the 

disbandment of all ethnic Armenian armed formations in Nagorno-Karabakh, the immediate withdrawal of 

remaining Armenian military units, and the surrender of weapons and equipment to Azerbaijani authorities 

(Krzysztan, 2024). The agreement effectively ended Armenian military presence in Nagorno-Karabakh and 

paved the way for the reintegration of the territory under Azerbaijani sovereignty, accompanied by the large-

scale departure of the ethnic Armenian population to Armenia. 

 

The 2024 Peace Accord 

The 2024 Peace Accord represents the most comprehensive attempt to date to formalise peace between 

Armenia and Azerbaijan following decades of intermittent conflict. Its key provisions include mechanisms for 

the exchange of prisoners and the remains of the fallen, the establishment of a joint boundary delimitation 

commission, the staged withdrawal of Russian border guards from strategically significant areas, and the 

creation of monitoring mechanisms to ensure compliance. The accord offers meaningful opportunities for 

regional stabilisation, expanded economic cooperation, and a reduction of Russia's historically dominant 

influence in the South Caucasus. 

However, significant obstacles persist. These include Armenia's resistance to the constitutional 

amendments necessary to extinguish any residual claims to Azerbaijani territory, unresolved humanitarian 

concerns relating to displaced persons and detainees, and ongoing disagreements regarding the future roles of 

external actors and peacekeeping forces. These challenges reflect the enduring complexity of achieving a 

comprehensive and durable settlement and underscore the continued need for diplomatic effort and mutual 

concessions (Ordukhanyan et al., 2025). The ultimate success of the 2024 Peace Accord will depend on the 

effective management of these outstanding political and humanitarian concerns and the parties' commitment to 

binding and enforceable obligations. 

In sum, the evolution of ceasefire instruments in the Karabakh context traces a trajectory from fragile 

ceasefires to more structurally elaborated peace-building efforts. Sustainable peace nonetheless remains 

contingent upon genuine political will on both sides, sustained international oversight, and a comprehensive 

resolution of territorial, humanitarian, and constitutional disputes. As implementation of the 2024 Peace Accord 

proceeds, the resolution of outstanding grievances and the securing of binding long-term commitments will be 

critical to its success. 

 

Conclusion 

 

The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict has generated significant and lasting consequences for regional stability 

and the integrity of the international legal order. This study has systematically documented Armenia's violations 

of international humanitarian law and human rights law during the First Karabakh War, the Khojaly Massacre, 
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and the Second Karabakh War—including forced displacement, indiscriminate attacks on civilians, cultural 

destruction, and the use of prohibited weapons. It has also provided a detailed analysis of the international legal 

frameworks breached—including the Geneva Conventions, the Convention on the Rights of the Child, and the 

Rome Statute—and of the applicable standards of accountability under international criminal law. 

The examination of the 1994 Bishkek Protocol, the 2020 Trilateral Statement, the 2023 ceasefire, and the 

2024 Peace Accord reveals persistent obstacles to implementation and compliance, and highlights the 

imperative for stronger monitoring and enforcement mechanisms as a precondition for durable peace. The 

analysis further underscores the complex roles played by external actors and the necessity of addressing root 

causes—including territorial grievances and historical injustices—as the foundation for a sustainable settlement. 

Lasting peace requires robust legal accountability, genuine reconciliation, and a comprehensive conflict-

resolution approach grounded in respect for human rights and international law. The failure to address past 

violations perpetuates cycles of mistrust and insecurity; meaningful accountability is thus not merely a matter of 

justice for victims but a prerequisite for breaking those cycles and building a stable future for the South 

Caucasus region. 

 

Policy Implications and Limitations 

This research calls on the international community to strengthen accountability mechanisms to ensure 

compliance with IHL and IHRL. Supporting independent investigations, facilitating dialogue, and promoting 

adherence to legal norms are indispensable steps towards justice and durable peace. Addressing the root causes 

of the conflict—including historical grievances and territorial disputes—is critical for any sustainable resolution. 

Continued international cooperation is essential to upholding legal norms and achieving a comprehensive peace 

agreement. 

The study acknowledges certain limitations. Reliance on secondary sources may constrain analytical depth, 

as first-hand accounts and primary documentation of specific incidents remain difficult to access. The complex 

geopolitical context, involving multiple actors with competing interests, complicates the legal assessment of 

specific violations and the evaluation of ceasefire compliance. Furthermore, the dynamic evolution of 

international law and the shifting geopolitical environment may require the periodic updating of conclusions and 

recommendations. Political and practical impediments to accountability continue to slow institutional processes, 

limiting the immediate applicability of certain findings. 

 

Recommendations 

In light of Armenia's documented violations of international law during the Karabakh conflict, the 

following recommendations merit priority attention: 

First, the international community should support independent and impartial investigations and establish 

international legal mechanisms to prosecute those responsible for war crimes—thereby reinforcing Armenia's 

obligations under the Geneva Conventions and relevant UN Security Council resolutions. 

Second, compliance with ceasefire and peace agreements should be strengthened through enhanced 

monitoring mechanisms, appropriately mandated peacekeeping deployments, and the effective use of sanctions 

and incentives to ensure performance. 

Third, humanitarian assistance and reconstruction programmes are essential to support displaced 

populations and promote conditions conducive to regional stability, and should be adequately resourced. 

Fourth, sustained diplomatic engagement and trust-building measures should be actively promoted to 

facilitate dialogue between Armenia and Azerbaijan. 

Fifth, historical reconciliation processes should be supported and equitable frameworks developed for 

addressing territorial disputes, ensuring that resolution is pursued in a manner consistent with international law 

and respectful of the rights of all affected communities. 

Sixth, the inclusion and empowerment of civil society actors and local stakeholders in peace-building 

processes is essential to securing inclusive and sustainable outcomes. 

Finally, specific violations—including the deliberate targeting of civilians, the use of prohibited weapons, 

and the recruitment of child soldiers—must be publicly condemned in unambiguous terms, and those 

responsible must be prosecuted under international law. The international community's firm commitment to 

justice and accountability is indispensable to breaking the cycle of violence and establishing the foundations for 

lasting peace in the South Caucasus. 

 

References 

 

Afzali, R., & ASL, S. S. (2022). the Study of the Effects of Us Geopolitical Policies on the Divergence of the 

Islamic World Case Study: Southwest Asia. Przegląd Strategiczny, 15. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://doi.org/10.14746/ps.2022.1.16 

Akçam, T. (2012). The Young Turks' crime against humanity: The Armenian genocide and ethnic cleansing in 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Afzali%2C+R.%2C+%26+ASL%2C+S.+S.+%282022%29.+the+Study+of+the+Effects+of+Us+Geopolitical+Policies+on+the+Divergence+of+the+Islamic+World+Case+Study%3A+Southwest+Asia.+Przegl%C4%85d+Strategiczny%2C+15.+https%3A%2F%2Fdoi.org%2F10.14746%2Fps.2022.1.16&btnG=
https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=1099869
https://doi.org/10.14746/ps.2022.1.16


J. Soci. Stud. Vol., 12 (3), 77-87, 2026 

85 

the Ottoman Empire. Princeton University Press. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.23943/princeton/9780691153339.001.0001 

Akhavan, P. (2001). Beyond impunity: Can international criminal justice prevent future atrocities? American 

Journal of International Law, 95(1), 7–31. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.2307/2642034 

Aliyev, I. (2020, September 27). President of Azerbaijan: Armenia is preparing for war. Office of the President 

of the Republic of Azerbaijan. [Publisher]  

Amnesty International. (2020). Armenia/Azerbaijan: Civilians must be protected from use of banned cluster 

bombs. [Publisher]  

Asl, S. S., & Karaoğlu, O. (2023). Jeopolitik Açıdan Suudi Arabistan-Yemen Sınır Anlaşmazlığı ve Husiler 

Meselesi. Güvenlik Stratejileri Dergisi, 19(45), 363-392. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://doi.org/10.17752/guvenlikstrtj.1320084. 

Asl, S. S., Alamdari, S. Z., & Sadygzade, M. S. (2025). The position and role of Qatar in China’s Middle East 

policy. Вестник Российского университета дружбы народов. Серия: Всеобщая история, 17(4), 

566-583. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.22363/2312-8127-2025-17-4-566-583 

Azerbaijani Parliament. (1994). Resolution on the Khojaly Genocide. Baku. [Publisher]  

Bagirov, S. (2023). Analysis of the Khojaly Genocide from the perspective of substantive and procedural legal 

norms. Law Review: Kyiv University of Law, 239. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.36695/2219-5521.2.2023.51 

Balayev, B. (2013). The right to self-determination in the South Caucasus: Nagorno-Karabakh in context. 

Lexington Books. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.5860/choice.51-1111 

Bassiouni, M. C. (2011). Crimes against humanity: Historical evolution and contemporary application. 

Cambridge University Press. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511976537 

BBC. (2020, November 10). Armenia, Azerbaijan and Russia sign Nagorno-Karabakh peace deal. [Google 

Scholar] [Publisher]  

Bláhová, P. (2019). Nagorno-Karabakh: Obstacles to the resolution of the frozen conflict. Asia Europe Journal, 

17, 69–85. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1007/s10308-018-0527-4 

Cassese, A. (2008). The human dimension of international law: Selected papers of Antonio Cassese. Oxford 

University Press. [Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

Cassese, A., Gaeta, P., Viñuales, J. E., & Zappalà, S. (2020). Cassese's international law (4th ed.). Oxford 

University Press. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199232918.001.0001 

Child Soldiers Global Report. (2008). Coalition to Stop the Use of Child Soldiers. [Publisher]  

Convention on Cluster Munitions. (2008). [Publisher]  

Cornell, S. E. (1999). The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict (Report No. 46). Department of East European Studies, 

Uppsala University. [Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

Cornell, S. E. (2001). Small nations and great powers. Journal of Energy Literature, 7, 76-76. [Google Scholar] 

[Publisher] https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203988879 

Cornell, S. E. (2017). The Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict and European security. In S. E. Cornell (Ed.), The 

international politics of the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict (pp. 1–21). Palgrave Macmillan. [Google 

Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-137-60006-6_1 

Davtyan, E. (2024). Lessons that lead to war: Foreign policy learning and military escalation in the Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict. Problems of Post-Communism, 71(1), 26–36. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.1080/10758216.2023.2183410 

De Waal, T. (2003). Black garden: Armenia and Azerbaijan through peace and war. New York University Press. 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

De Waal, T. (2021). The Nagorny Karabakh conflict in its fourth decade (CEPS Working Document No. 2). 

Centre for European Policy Studies. [Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

Denber, R., & Goldman, R. K. (1992). Bloodshed in the Caucasus: Escalation of the armed conflict in Nagorno-

Karabakh. Human Rights Watch. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-

1245-0233 

Gasanov, A. [Гасанов, А.]. (2017). The Khojaly Genocide: Causes, consequences and international recognition. 

Nauka i Mir, 8, 123–129. [Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

Guliyev, F., & Gawrich, A. (2021). OSCE mediation strategies in Eastern Ukraine and Nagorno-Karabakh: A 

comparative analysis. European Security, 30(4), 569–588. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09662839.2021.1900121 

Gzoyan, E., Chakhmakhchyan, S., & Meyroyan, E. (2023). Ethnic cleansing in Artsakh (Nagorno-Karabakh): 

Issues of definition and criminal responsibility. International Journal of Armenian Genocide Studies, 

8(2), 56–85. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.51442/ijags.0045 

Henckaerts, J.-M., & Doswald-Beck, L. (2005). Customary international humanitarian law (Vol. I: Rules). 

Cambridge University Press / ICRC. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Ak%C3%A7am%2C+T.+%282012%29.+The+Young+Turks%27+crime+against+humanity%3A+The+Armenian+genocide+and+ethnic+cleansing+in+the+Ottoman+Empire.+Princeton+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.degruyterbrill.com/document/doi/10.1515/9781400841844/html
https://doi.org/10.23943/princeton/9780691153339.001.0001
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Akhavan%2C+P.+%282001%29.+Beyond+impunity%3A+Can+international+criminal+justice+prevent+future+atrocities%3F+American+Journal+of+International+Law%2C+95%281%29%2C+7%E2%80%9331.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/american-journal-of-international-law/article/beyond-impunity-can-international-criminal-justice-prevent-future-atrocities/96FD7A3C6B0EFC76E50F71A8DDFAFAFF
https://doi.org/10.2307/2642034
https://president.az/en/pages/view/azerbaijan/karabakh2
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2020/10/armenia-azerbaijan-civilians-must-be-protected-from-use-of-banned-cluster-bombs/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Asl%2C+S.+S.%2C+%26+Karao%C4%9Flu%2C+O.+%282023%29.+Jeopolitik+A%C3%A7%C4%B1dan+Suudi+Arabistan-Yemen+S%C4%B1n%C4%B1r+Anla%C5%9Fmazl%C4%B1%C4%9F%C4%B1+ve+Husiler+Meselesi.+G%C3%BCvenlik+Stratejileri+Dergisi%2C+19%2845%29%2C+363-392.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D+https%3A%2F%2Fdoi.org%2F10.17752%2Fguvenlikstrtj.1320084.&btnG=
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/guvenlikstrtj/article/1320084
https://doi.org/10.17752/guvenlikstrtj.1320084
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Asl%2C+S.+S.%2C+Alamdari%2C+S.+Z.%2C+%26+Sadygzade%2C+M.+S.+%282025%29.+The+position+and+role+of+Qatar+in+China%E2%80%99s+Middle+East+policy.+%D0%92%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D0%BD%D0%B8%D0%BA+%D0%A0%D0%BE%D1%81%D1%81%D0%B8%D0%B9%D1%81%D0%BA%D0%BE%D0%B3%D0%BE+%D1%83%D0%BD%D0%B8%D0%B2%D0%B5%D1%80%D1%81%D0%B8%D1%82%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B0+%D0%B4%D1%80%D1%83%D0%B6%D0%B1%D1%8B+%D0%BD%D0%B0%D1%80%D0%BE%D0%B4%D0%BE%D0%B2.+%D0%A1%D0%B5%D1%80%D0%B8%D1%8F%3A+%D0%92%D1%81%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%B1%D1%89%D0%B0%D1%8F+%D0%B8%D1%81%D1%82%D0%BE%D1%80%D0%B8%D1%8F%2C+17%284%29%2C+566-583.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D+https%3A%2F%2Fdoi.org%2F10.22363%2F2312-8127-2025-17-4-566-583+&btnG=
https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/the-position-and-role-of-qatar-in-china-s-middle-east-policy
https://doi.org/10.22363/2312-8127-2025-17-4-566-583
https://mod.gov.az/en/khodjali-genocide-411/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Bagirov%2C+S.+%282023%29.+Analysis+of+the+Khojaly+Genocide+from+the+perspective+of+substantive+and+procedural+legal+norms.+Law+Review%3A+Kyiv+University+of+Law%2C+239.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://chasprava.com.ua/index.php/journal/article/view/899
https://doi.org/10.36695/2219-5521.2.2023.51
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Balayev%2C+B.+%282013%29.+The+right+to+self-determination+in+the+South+Caucasus%3A+Nagorno-Karabakh+in+context.+Lexington+Books.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.amazon.com/Right-Self-Determination-South-Caucasus-Karabakh/dp/073917827X
https://doi.org/10.5860/choice.51-1111
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Bassiouni%2C+M.+C.+%282011%29.+Crimes+against+humanity%3A+Historical+evolution+and+contemporary+application.+Cambridge+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=FEuYZ_6QyTsC&oi=fnd&pg=PR11&dq=Bassiouni,+M.+C.+(2011).+Crimes+against+humanity:+Historical+evolution+and+contemporary+application.+Cambridge+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=GItLK-bCm6&sig=9goESvWxuAiHLZsx6O-6SrfiOVQ
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511976537
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511976537
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=BBC.+%282020%2C+November+10%29.+Armenia%2C+Azerbaijan+and+Russia+sign+Nagorno-Karabakh+peace+deal.+&btnG=
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=BBC.+%282020%2C+November+10%29.+Armenia%2C+Azerbaijan+and+Russia+sign+Nagorno-Karabakh+peace+deal.+&btnG=
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-54882564
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Bl%C3%A1hov%C3%A1%2C+P.+%282019%29.+Nagorno-Karabakh%3A+Obstacles+to+the+resolution+of+the+frozen+conflict.+Asia+Europe+Journal%2C+17%2C+69%E2%80%9385.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10308-018-0527-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10308-018-0527-4
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Cassese%2C+A.+%282008%29.+The+human+dimension+of+international+law%3A+Selected+papers+of+Antonio+Cassese.+Oxford+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=bdHGklbI6AAC&oi=fnd&pg=PR9&dq=Cassese,+A.+(2008).+The+human+dimension+of+international+law:+Selected+papers+of+Antonio+Cassese.+Oxford+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=vhdUaoJb7y&sig=yPgkUd2K2c4ZAVEuyHp-D8XIEgw
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Cassese%2C+A.%2C+Gaeta%2C+P.%2C+Vi%C3%B1uales%2C+J.+E.%2C+%26+Zappal%C3%A0%2C+S.+%282020%29.+Cassese%27s+international+law+%284th+ed.%29.+Oxford+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=nJj5DwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=Cassese,+A.,+Gaeta,+P.,+Vi%C3%B1uales,+J.+E.,+%26+Zappal%C3%A0,+S.+(2020).+Cassese%27s+international+law+(4th+ed.).+Oxford+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=D9p8XkSp9w&sig=qCZVGAjXpDVvTE7nY0YKeM50X2o
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199232918.001.0001
https://www.hrw.org/legacy/pub/2008/children/Child_Soldiers_Global_Report_Summary.pdf
https://www.clusterconvention.org/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Cornell%2C+S.+E.+%281999%29.+The+Nagorno-Karabakh+conflict+%28Report+No.+46%29.+Department+of+East+European+Studies%2C+Uppsala+University.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://opendata.uni-halle.de/bitstream/1981185920/105775/329/595776787.pdf
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Small+nations+and+great+powers+SE+Cornell+-+Journal+of+Energy+Literature%2C+2001+-+qarabag.com&btnG=
https://qarabag.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/05/Small_Nations_and_Great_Powers.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203988879
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Cornell%2C+S.+E.+%282017%29.+The+Armenian-Azerbaijani+conflict+and+European+security.+In+S.+E.+Cornell+%28Ed.%29%2C+The+international+politics+of+the+Armenian-Azerbaijani+conflict+%28pp.+1%E2%80%9321%29.+Palgrave+Macmillan.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Cornell%2C+S.+E.+%282017%29.+The+Armenian-Azerbaijani+conflict+and+European+security.+In+S.+E.+Cornell+%28Ed.%29%2C+The+international+politics+of+the+Armenian-Azerbaijani+conflict+%28pp.+1%E2%80%9321%29.+Palgrave+Macmillan.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1057/978-1-137-60006-6_1
https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-137-60006-6_1
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Davtyan%2C+E.+%282024%29.+Lessons+that+lead+to+war%3A+Foreign+policy+learning+and+military+escalation+in+the+Nagorno-Karabakh+conflict.+Problems+of+Post-Communism%2C+71%281%29%2C+26%E2%80%9336.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10758216.2023.2183410
https://doi.org/10.1080/10758216.2023.2183410
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=De+Waal%2C+T.+%282003%29.+Black+garden%3A+Armenia+and+Azerbaijan+through+peace+and+war.+New+York+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=A8Z2zB-ceSsC&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=De+Waal,+T.+(2003).+Black+garden:+Armenia+and+Azerbaijan+through+peace+and+war.+New+York+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=spodi-pLyr&sig=tRpZqQkb2p_rEGe5w8F8CrFVloA
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=De+Waal%2C+T.+%282021%29.+The+Nagorny+Karabakh+conflict+in+its+fourth+decade+%28CEPS+Working+Document+No.+2%29.+Centre+for+European+Policy+Studies.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://cdn.ceps.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/WD2021-02_The-Nagorny-Karabakh-Conflict-in-its-Fourth-Decade.pdf
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Denber%2C+R.%2C+%26+Goldman%2C+R.+K.+%281992%29.+Bloodshed+in+the+Caucasus%3A+Escalation+of+the+armed+conflict+in+Nagorno-Karabakh.+Human+Rights+Watch.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=ywAU3VomIpkC&oi=fnd&pg=PP5&dq=Denber,+R.,+%26+Goldman,+R.+K.+(1992).+Bloodshed+in+the+Caucasus:+Escalation+of+the+armed+conflict+in+Nagorno-Karabakh.+Human+Rights+Watch.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=WZ2xg4hX9H&sig=zz66TKfMe_kmjQsKiT3vrFSc4GM
https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-1245-0233
https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-1245-0233
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Gasanov%2C+A.+%5B%D0%93%D0%B0%D1%81%D0%B0%D0%BD%D0%BE%D0%B2%2C+%D0%90.%5D.+%282017%29.+The+Khojaly+Genocide%3A+Causes%2C+consequences+and+international+recognition.+Nauka+i+Mir%2C+8%2C+123%E2%80%93129.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=43037102
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Guliyev%2C+F.%2C+%26+Gawrich%2C+A.+%282021%29.+OSCE+mediation+strategies+in+Eastern+Ukraine+and+Nagorno-Karabakh%3A+A+comparative+analysis.+European+Security%2C+30%284%29%2C+569%E2%80%93588.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09662839.2021.1900121
https://doi.org/10.1080/09662839.2021.1900121
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Gzoyan%2C+E.%2C+Chakhmakhchyan%2C+S.%2C+%26+Meyroyan%2C+E.+%282023%29.+Ethnic+cleansing+in+Artsakh+%28Nagorno-Karabakh%29%3A+Issues+of+definition+and+criminal+responsibility.+International+Journal+of+Armenian+Genocide+Studies%2C+8%282%29%2C+56%E2%80%9385.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://agmipublications.am/index.php/ijags/article/view/82
https://doi.org/10.51442/ijags.0045
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Henckaerts%2C+J.-M.%2C+%26+Doswald-Beck%2C+L.+%282005%29.+Customary+international+humanitarian+law+%28Vol.+I%3A+Rules%29.+Cambridge+University+Press+%2F+ICRC.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=ddvf4bwn7s0C&oi=fnd&pg=PR9&dq=Henckaerts,+J.-M.,+%26+Doswald-Beck,+L.+(2005).+Customary+international+humanitarian+law+(Vol.+I:+Rules).+Cambridge+University+Press+/+ICRC.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=iZ_-RvxFJh&sig=lq4DPqCHA9WCYvKeUToseMARFPw


J. Soci. Stud. Vol., 12 (3), 77-87, 2026 

86 

Human Rights Watch. (1993). Bloodshed in the Caucasus: Escalation of the armed conflict in Nagorno-

Karabakh. [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-1245-0257 

Human Rights Watch. (1994). Azerbaijan: Seven years of conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh. Human Rights Watch. 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Human Rights Watch. (2020a). Armenia: Unlawful rocket and missile strikes on Azerbaijan. [Publisher]  

Human Rights Watch. (2020b). Azerbaijan: Armenian cluster munitions hit populated areas. [Publisher]  

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (1977). Protocols Additional to the Geneva Conventions of 

12 August 1949 (Protocols I and II). [Publisher]  

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (2012). Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949. [Publisher]  

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (2021). Customary IHL Database. [Publisher]  

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). (2021). Explosive weapons in populated areas. [Publisher]  

International Criminal Court (ICC). (1998). Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (UN Treaty Series 

No. 2187). [Publisher]  

International Criminal Court (ICC). (2011). Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court. [Publisher]  

International Criminal Court (ICC). (2012). Prosecutor v. Thomas Lubanga Dyilo: Judgment pursuant to Article 

74 of the Statute [ICC-01/04-01/06]. [Publisher]  

International Crisis Group. (2020). Improving prospects for peace after the Nagorno-Karabakh war. [Publisher]  

International Labour Organization. (1999). ILO Convention No. 182 on the Worst Forms of Child Labour. 

[Publisher]  

Jović-Lazić, A. (2021). The second armed conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh: Causes and implications. Institute of 

International Politics and Economics. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://doi.org/10.18485/iipe_conv_conf.2021.ch9 

Khachatryan, M., & Voskanyan, H. (2021). Nagorno-Karabakh War and humanitarian crisis: Legal and political 

implications for the international community. Drepturile Omului, 31, 18–35. [Google Scholar] 

[Publisher] 

Krzysztan, B. (2024). Representations of collective memory in Georgia, Armenia, Abkhazia and Nagorno-

Karabakh. Springer Nature. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-62289-2 

Kuburas, M. (2011). Ethnic conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh. Review of European and Russian Affairs, 6(1). 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.22215/cjers.v6i1.2464 

MacFarlane, S. N., & Minear, L. (1997). Humanitarian action and politics: The case of Nagorno-Karabakh. 

Thomas J. Watson Jr. Institute for International Studies. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Markarov, A. (2006). Macro-institutional political structures and their development in Armenia. 

Demokratizatsiya, 14(2), 219–238. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.3200/demo.14.2.159-

170 

Mirzayev, F. (2022). The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict: International law appraisal. In F. Mirzayev (Ed.), The 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict (pp. 168–202). Routledge. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003261209-11 

Mooradian, M., & Druckman, D. (1999). Hurting stalemate or mediation? The conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh, 

1990–95. Journal of Peace Research, 36(6), 709–727. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343399036006007 

Office of the President of Azerbaijan. (2020, November 10). Trilateral statement by the leaders of Azerbaijan, 

the Russian Federation, and Armenia. [Publisher]  

Ordukhanyan, E., Sukiasyan, H., Shirinyan, L., & Ananyan, G. (2025). A new balance of power in the South 

Caucasus: How can it lead to regional stability? PONARS Eurasia. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.53894/ijirss.v8i2.5138 

Palandjian, G. (2022). Rethinking borders and identities in Armenian education for peaceful and sustainable 

coexistence (Doctoral dissertation, Arizona State University). [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Prosecutor v. Tadić, Case No. IT-94-1-A, Judgement (International Criminal Tribunal for the Former 

Yugoslavia, 15 July 1999). [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1017/s0020782900019707 

Robinson, D. (2014). Crimes against humanity: A better policy on 'policy'. In C. Stahn (Ed.), The law and 

practice of the International Criminal Court. Oxford University Press. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 
https://doi.org/10.1093/law/9780198705161.003.0028 

Sahakyan, N. E. (2024). Framing the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict: An analysis of the narratives of the state 

leaders of Azerbaijan, Armenia and Turkey, 2002–2022. Central Asian Survey, 43(3), 383–399. [Google 

Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1080/02634937.2024.2308627 

Schabas, W. A. (2000). Genocide in international law: The crime of crimes. Cambridge University Press. 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Schabas, W. A. (2011). An introduction to the International Criminal Court (4th ed.). Cambridge University 

Press. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Shiriyev, Z. (2016). Azerbaijan's perspectives on the OSCE Minsk Group. Security and Human Rights, 27(3–4), 

https://www.hrw.org/report/1992/09/01/bloodshed-caucasus/escalation-armed-conflict-nagorno-karabakh
https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-1245-0257
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Human+Rights+Watch.+%281994%29.+Azerbaijan%3A+Seven+years+of+conflict+in+Nagorno-Karabakh.+Human+Rights+Watch&btnG=
https://cir.nii.ac.jp/crid/1970023484858707597
https://www.hrw.org/news/2020/12/11/armenia-unlawful-rocket-missile-strikes-azerbaijan
https://www.hrw.org/news/2020/12/15/armenia-cluster-munitions-used-multiple-attacks-azerbaijan
https://www.icrc.org/
https://www.icrc.org/
https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/customary-ihl
https://www.icrc.org/en/law-and-policy/explosive-weapons-populated-areas
https://www.icc-cpi.int/
https://www.icc-cpi.int/sites/default/files/2024-05/Rome-Statute-eng.pdf
https://www.icc-cpi.int/court-record/icc-01/04-01/06-2842
https://www.crisisgroup.org/
https://www.ilo.org/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Jovi%C4%87-Lazi%C4%87%2C+A.+%282021%29.+The+second+armed+conflict+in+Nagorno-Karabakh%3A+Causes+and+implications.+Institute+of+International+Politics+and+Economics.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
http://repozitorijum.diplomacy.bg.ac.rs/821/1/iipe_conv_conf-2021-ch9.pdf
https://doi.org/10.18485/iipe_conv_conf.2021.ch9
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Khachatryan%2C+M.%2C+%26+Voskanyan%2C+H.+%282021%29.+Nagorno-Karabakh+War+and+humanitarian+crisis%3A+Legal+and+political+implications+for+the+international+community.+Drepturile+Omului%2C+31%2C+18%E2%80%9335.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=962316
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Representations+of+collective+memory+in+Georgia%2C+Armenia%2C+Abkhazia+and+Nagorno-Karabakh.+Springer+Nature.+&btnG=
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/978-3-031-62289-2.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-62289-2
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Kuburas%2C+M.+%282011%29.+Ethnic+conflict+in+Nagorno-Karabakh.+Review+of+European+and+Russian+Affairs%2C+6%281%29.&btnG=
https://ojs.library.carleton.ca/index.php/rera/article/view/208
https://doi.org/10.22215/cjers.v6i1.2464
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=MacFarlane%2C+S.+N.%2C+%26+Minear%2C+L.+%281997%29.+Humanitarian+action+and+politics%3A+The+case+of+Nagorno-Karabakh.+Thomas+J.+Watson+Jr.+Institute+for+International+Studies.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://ciaotest.cc.columbia.edu/wps/wibu/0015217/f_0015217_12847.pdf
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Markarov%2C+A.+%282006%29.+Macro-institutional+political+structures+and+their+development+in+Armenia.+Demokratizatsiya%2C+14%282%29%2C+219%E2%80%93238.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.demokratizatsiya.pub/s/DEM-14-2-Markarov-jybf.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3200/demo.14.2.159-170
https://doi.org/10.3200/demo.14.2.159-170
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Mirzayev%2C+F.+%282022%29.+The+Nagorno-Karabakh+conflict%3A+International+law+appraisal.+In+F.+Mirzayev+%28Ed.%29%2C+The+Nagorno-Karabakh+conflict+%28pp.+168%E2%80%93202%29.+Routledge.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D+&btnG=
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9781003261209-11/nagorno-karabakh-conflict-farhad-mirzayev
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003261209-11
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Mooradian%2C+M.%2C+%26+Druckman%2C+D.+%281999%29.+Hurting+stalemate+or+mediation%3F+The+conflict+over+Nagorno-Karabakh%2C+1990%E2%80%9395.+Journal+of+Peace+Research%2C+36%286%29%2C+709%E2%80%93727.+&btnG=
https://academic.oup.com/jpr/article-abstract/36/6/709/8367039
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022343399036006007
https://www.mfa.gov.az/
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Ordukhanyan%2C+E.%2C+Sukiasyan%2C+H.%2C+Shirinyan%2C+L.%2C+%26+Ananyan%2C+G.+%282025%29.+A+new+balance+of+power+in+the+South+Caucasus%3A+How+can+it+lead+to+regional+stability%3F+PONARS+Eurasia.+&btnG=
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Emil-Ordukhanyan/publication/389653052_A_New_Balance_of_Power_in_the_South_Caucasus_How_Can_it_Lead_to_Regional_Stability/links/67cd8a3cd7597000650735ee/A-New-Balance-of-Power-in-the-South-Caucasus-How-Can-it-Lead-to-Regional-Stability.pdf
https://doi.org/10.53894/ijirss.v8i2.5138
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Palandjian%2C+G.+%282022%29.+Rethinking+borders+and+identities+in+Armenian+education+for+peaceful+and+sustainable+coexistence+%28Doctoral+dissertation%2C+Arizona+State+University%29.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://search.proquest.com/openview/47aaf6fafdfcaf6e2f7d4349963401b6/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750&diss=y
https://www.icty.org/en/sid/7749
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0020782900019707
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Crimes+against+humanity%3A+a+better+policy+on%27Policy%27+D+Robinson+-+2014+-+papers.ssrn.com&btnG=
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2364250
https://doi.org/10.1093/law/9780198705161.003.0028
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Sahakyan%2C+N.+E.+%282024%29.+Framing+the+Nagorno-Karabakh+conflict%3A+An+analysis+of+the+narratives+of+the+state+leaders+of+Azerbaijan%2C+Armenia+and+Turkey%2C+2002%E2%80%932022.+Central+Asian+Survey%2C+43%283%29%2C+383%E2%80%93399.+&btnG=
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Sahakyan%2C+N.+E.+%282024%29.+Framing+the+Nagorno-Karabakh+conflict%3A+An+analysis+of+the+narratives+of+the+state+leaders+of+Azerbaijan%2C+Armenia+and+Turkey%2C+2002%E2%80%932022.+Central+Asian+Survey%2C+43%283%29%2C+383%E2%80%93399.+&btnG=
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/02634937.2024.2308627
https://doi.org/10.1080/02634937.2024.2308627
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Schabas%2C+W.+A.+%282000%29.+Genocide+in+international+law%3A+The+crime+of+crimes.+Cambridge+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=pYptuRHDQPgC&oi=fnd&pg=PR9&dq=Schabas,+W.+A.+(2000).+Genocide+in+international+law:+The+crime+of+crimes.+Cambridge+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&ots=l6GJfMGUHJ&sig=Lz2QIvRtLUKqqbhRwicSz1dz9ew
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Schabas%2C+W.+A.+%282011%29.+An+introduction+to+the+International+Criminal+Court+%284th+ed.%29.+Cambridge+University+Press.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.academia.edu/download/30371606/00069751.pdf


J. Soci. Stud. Vol., 12 (3), 77-87, 2026 

87 

442–466. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1163/18750230-02703016 

Special Court for Sierra Leone. (2012). The Prosecutor v. Charles Ghankay Taylor (Judgment Summary). 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

Tamanini, M. (2012). Health care in danger: Violent incidents affecting the delivery of health care. International 

Committee of the Red Cross. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-9930-

2014016 

Tomek, J. (2023). The material and immaterial connectivity underpinning Iran–Central Eurasia relations: Elite 

discourse in Baku and Tashkent (Doctoral dissertation, University of Oxford). [Google Scholar] 

[Publisher] 

Toropygin, A. V. (2019). Bishkek Protocol: How it was—Memories and comments. Eurasian Integration: 

Economics, Law, Politics, 1, 71–78. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Travis, H. (Ed.). (2017). The Assyrian genocide: Cultural and political legacies. Routledge. [Google Scholar] 

[Publisher] https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315269832 

UN Charter. (1945). Charter of the United Nations. [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511618680.015 

UNESCO. (1954). Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict (Hague 

Convention). [Publisher]  

UNICEF. (2024). UNICEF's change agenda for protecting children in armed conflict. [Publisher]  

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). (1995). Information for internally displaced 

persons (IDPs) in Azerbaijan. [Publisher]  

United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR). (2021). Report on violations of 

international humanitarian law in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. [Publisher]  

United Nations Security Council (UNSC). (1993a). Resolution 822 (S/RES/822). [Publisher]  

United Nations Security Council (UNSC). (1993b). Resolution 853 (S/RES/853). [Publisher]  

United Nations Security Council (UNSC). (1993c). Resolution 874 (S/RES/874). [Publisher]  

United Nations Security Council (UNSC). (1993d). Resolution 884 (S/RES/884). [Publisher]  

United Nations. (1989). Convention on the Rights of the Child. [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.18356/b588432f-

en 

United Nations. (2000). Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the involvement of 

children in armed conflict. [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.18356/27cd97fd-en 

Van Dijk, B. (2022). Preparing for war: The making of the 1949 Geneva Conventions. Oxford University Press. 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher] https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198868071.001.0001 

Vandenberghe, M. (2022). An international law analysis of the 2020 Nagorno-Karabakh War (Doctoral 

dissertation, Ghent University). [Google Scholar] [Publisher] 

Vartanyan, O. (2025). The window for an Armenia-Azerbaijan peace deal is closing. The Moscow Times. 

[Google Scholar] [Publisher]  

Yemelianova, G. M., & Broers, L. (Eds.). (2020). Routledge handbook of the Caucasus. Routledge. [Google 

Scholar] [Publisher] 

https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Shiriyev%2C+Z.+%282016%29.+Azerbaijan%27s+perspectives+on+the+OSCE+Minsk+Group.+Security+and+Human+Rights%2C+27%283%E2%80%934%29%2C+442%E2%80%93466.&btnG=
https://brill.com/view/journals/shrs/27/3-4/article-p442_442.xml
https://doi.org/10.1163/18750230-02703016
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Special+Court+for+Sierra+Leone.+%282012%29.+The+Prosecutor+v.+Charles+Ghankay+Taylor+%28Judgment+Summary%29.+&btnG=
https://www.rscsl.org/Documents/Decisions/Taylor/1283/Charles%20Taylor%20Summary%20Judgement.pdf
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Tamanini%2C+M.+%282012%29.+Health+care+in+danger%3A+Violent+incidents+affecting+the+delivery+of+health+care.+International+Committee+of+the+Red+Cross.+&btnG=
https://www.icrc.org/en/publication/4237-health-care-danger-violent-incidents-affecting-delivery-health-care-january-2012
https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-9930-2014016
https://doi.org/10.1163/2210-7975_hrd-9930-2014016
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Tomek%2C+J.+%282023%29.+The+material+and+immaterial+connectivity+underpinning+Iran%E2%80%93Central+Eurasia+relations%3A+Elite+discourse+in+Baku+and+Tashkent+%28Doctoral+dissertation%2C+University+of+Oxford%29.&btnG=
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:de33e9a1-850e-486f-b28e-ce7822fbd679/files/db2773w44q
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Toropygin%2C+A.+V.+%282019%29.+Bishkek+Protocol%3A+How+it+was%E2%80%94Memories+and+comments.+Eurasian+Integration%3A+Economics%2C+Law%2C+Politics%2C+1%2C+71%E2%80%9378.+%5BGoogle+Scholar%5D+%5BPublisher%5D&btnG=
https://www.eijournal.ru/jour/article/view/212?locale=en_US
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Travis%2C+H.+%28Ed.%29.+%282017%29.+The+Assyrian+genocide%3A+Cultural+and+political+legacies.+Routledge&btnG=
https://www.routledge.com/The-Assyrian-Genocide-Cultural-and-Political-Legacies/Travis/p/book/9780367348649
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315269832
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=UN+Charter.+%281945%29.+Charter+of+the+United+Nations&btnG=
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=UN+Charter.+%281945%29.+Charter+of+the+United+Nations&btnG=
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511618680.015
https://www.unesco.org/en/heritage-armed-conflicts/1954-convention
https://www.unicef.org/children-under-attack/change-agenda
https://help.unhcr.org/azerbaijan/idps-in-azerbaijan/
https://www.ohchr.org/
https://undocs.org/S/RES/822(1993)
https://undocs.org/S/RES/853(1993)
https://undocs.org/S/RES/874(1993)
https://undocs.org/S/RES/884(1993)
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/convention-rights-child
https://doi.org/10.18356/b588432f-en
https://doi.org/10.18356/b588432f-en
https://www.ohchr.org/en/instruments-mechanisms/instruments/optional-protocol-convention-rights-child-involvement-children
https://doi.org/10.18356/27cd97fd-en
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Van+Dijk%2C+B.+%282022%29.+Preparing+for+war&btnG=
https://ora.ox.ac.uk/objects/uuid:14bcba61-d64b-4e3e-87b3-85d0890835b5/files/r3x816n42k
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198868071.001.0001
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Vandenberghe%2C+M.+%282022%29.+An+international+law+analysis+of+the+2020+Nagorno-Karabakh+War+%28Doctoral+dissertation%2C+Ghent+University%29.+&btnG=
https://www.ugent.be/en
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Vartanyan%2C+O.+%282025%29.+The+window+for+an+Armenia-Azerbaijan+peace+deal+is+closing.+&btnG=
https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2025/04/03/the-window-for-an-armenia-azerbaijan-peace-deal-is-closing-a88565
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Yemelianova%2C+G.+M.%2C+%26+Broers%2C+L.+%28Eds.%29.+%282020%29.+Routledge+handbook+of+the+Caucasus.+Routledge&btnG=
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Yemelianova%2C+G.+M.%2C+%26+Broers%2C+L.+%28Eds.%29.+%282020%29.+Routledge+handbook+of+the+Caucasus.+Routledge&btnG=
https://api.taylorfrancis.com/content/books/mono/download?identifierName=doi&identifierValue=10.4324/9781351055628&type=googlepdf

