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One of the hotspots in the 
South Caucasus is Nagorno-
Karabakh (Armenian: Artsakh). 
The Armenian-Azerbaijani 
confrontation over Artsakh 
existed from 1918–1920. 
Following the 70-year break of 
the USSR, the Karabakh conflict 
flared up with new strength and 
qualitative features in 1988.
The outburst of Armenians 
in the Nagorno-Karabakh 
Autonomous Oblast (NKAO) was 
a response to a discriminatory 
policy adopted towards the 
autonomous region during the 
Soviet period. The essence of 
that policy was to destroy the 
Armenianness of the territory. 
The means to achieve that goal 
were different: From creating 
unfavorable socio-economic 
conditions to changing the 
administrative-geographical 
and demographic picture in 
favor of the Azerbaijani element.

From
 self-determ

ination 
to forced displacem

ent

One of the important features 
of the Artsakh movement, un-
like other conflicts, was that 
it began with actions aimed 
at determining the fate of Na-
gorno-Karabakh through 
peaceful, legal means. The 
right to self-determination un-
der both international and So-
viet laws allowed Artsakh Ar-
menians to control their own 
destiny. When talking about 
self-determination, it should 
be noted that Artsakh Arme-
nians exercised their right to 
self-determination.
Thus, on December 1, 1989, 
the National Council of Na-
gorno-Karabakh and the Su-
preme Council of the Armenian 
SSR decided on the unification 
of ASSR and NKAO, and on 
September 2, 1991, the Na-
gorno-Karabakh Republic was 
declared. The Declaration of In-
dependence was in accordance 
with the USSR legislation. On 
April 3, 1990, the Law on “The 
Procedures of the Resolution 
of Problems on the Secession 
of a Union Republic from the 
USSR” was adopted. This law 
regulated the mechanism of 
the referendum to withdraw 
from the USSR. Hence, from 

union republics to autono-
mous regions, they had the 
opportunity to leave the USSR 
by maintaining these legal con-
ditions. Thus, on December 10, 
1991, a referendum on inde-
pendence was held in Artsakh, 
and the majority voted for in-
dependence.
Let’s note, that Artsakh de-
clared its independence de jure 
in accordance with the USSR 
legislation. The other union 
republics declared their inde-
pendence via the same proce-
dures and became members of 
the United Nations and, as such, 
subjects to international law. 
The above-mentioned USSR 
law of April 3, 1990, referred to 
both Azerbaijan as a union re-
public and Artsakh as an auton-
omous region since the law did 
not impose any restrictions re-
garding administrative and po-
litical status. Therefore, since 
the end of 1991, Azerbaijan has 
unleashed large-scale military 
operations against Artsakh, 
another entity that had also 
declared independence from 
the USSR. Viewing the conflict 
from this perspective romanti-
cizes the perception of the sit-
uation a bit. However, it should 

be taken into account that sig-
nificant geopolitical transfor-
mations took place at the end 
of the 1980s with an impact on 
regional developments.
The South Caucasus is a chief 
strategic and logistic hub in 
the Eurasian region, and since 
the 1990s, all the extra-region-
al role-players including the 
West and the Russian Federa-
tion entered the region’s pro-
cesses with the sole concern of 
satisfying their own interests. 
Those interests are satisfied 
at the expense of the countries 
and peoples of the region. One 
of the classic examples of this 
is the Artsakh conflict. Russia’s 
interest in the Artsakh conflict 
was to maintain its presence in 
the region, and the West by tak-
ing part in the conflict settle-
ment process, aimed not to be 
left out of the game in the South 
Caucasus.
In the great noise of geopoliti-
cal transitions, the simple fact 
that Artsakh, having followed 
all the procedures for indepen-
dence from the USSR, entered 
into a brutal war under the co-
ercion of Azerbaijan to protect 
its self-determination, was 
ignored and perhaps silenced. 

The 1992–1994 war was an 
act of self-defense on the part 
of Artsakh against the attack 
of Azerbaijan. If Azerbaijan, 
taking into account the self-de-
termination of Artsakh, calls 
the latter “separatists”, then 
logically, it also admits its “sep-
aratism”. Nevertheless, more 
than two decades of Azerbai-
jan’s continuous propaganda 
and consistent policy as well 
as geopolitical shifts led to the 
2020 war. It was then followed 
by a one-day war on Septem-
ber 19, 2023, resulting in the 
forced deportation of Arme-
nians of Artsakh.
Azerbaijani aggression in the 
territory of Artsakh and the 
hostage-taking of the repre-
sentatives of the military-polit-
ical elite are part of the general 
policy of eliminating the Arme-
nianness of Artsakh. Consider-
ing that the Artsakh movement 
started due to the wave of de-
mocratization and reconstruc-
tion of the USSR, calling the 
officials of Artsakh who took 
the path of self-determination 
“terrorists” does not fit within 
the logic of any international 
legal regulation, neither does 
Azerbaijan’s hostage-taking.

The local production of 
electricity in Georgia has in-
creased by 42% in 2022. Up 
to 75% of its total produced 
electricity is produced by 
HPPs, 24% by thermal plants, 
and 1% by wind power plants. 
However, Georgia continues 
to import and export electric-
ity. In September 2023, the 
Deputy Minister of Economy 
of Georgia announced that 
the ongoing year was seeing 
“record figures” in the produc-
tion and exports of electricity. 
According to the official data 
of the Electricity Market Op-
erator of Georgia, Georgia 
exported a small amount of 
electricity to Russia, while the 
volumes of electricity exports 
to Armenia (78 million kW/h), 
Azerbaijan (86 million kW/h), 
and Turkey (1.1 billion kW/h) 
were significantly large.
For the first 8 months of 2023, 
Georgia did not import elec-
tricity from Armenia and 
Turkey. It is worth noting that 

from 2019 to 2021, Georgia 
did not buy electricity from 
Armenia. It purchased 8 mil-
lion kW/h from Armenia in 
2018 and 127 million kW/h 
in 2017. Deputy Minister of 
Territorial Administration of 
Armenia Hakob Vardanyan 
announced that in 2022, Ar-
menia exported 365 million 
kW/h of energy to Georgia, 
and from 2012 to 2021, ex-
ported 242 million kW/h. In 
2023, however, according 
to the Georgian official data, 
Georgia has not yet pur-
chased electricity from Ar-
menia.
It should be noted that Arme-
nia’s electricity production is 
distributed as follows: ther-
mal plants (43.5%), nuclear 
plants (32%), hydroelectric 
plants (21.8%), and solar 
plants (2.7%). According to 
the Armenian Hetq media, 
Armenia provides 20–30% of 
its energy demand with inter-
nal resources, and the rest is 
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