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A SHORT ASSESSMENT OF THE '4-DAY WAR' IN KARABAKH
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Analyst

Starting in the early hours of Saturday, April 2, the latest clashes that took place in
Nagorno-Karabakh continued until a ceasefire agreement was signed in Moscow on
Tuesday, April 5 between the Chiefs of Staffs of Azerbaijan and Armenia.[1] This one of
the most important events to take place since the 1994 ceasefire and is already being
referred to as the Four Day War. Although many ceasefire violations and minor clashes
have occurred, the recent fighting, due to its size and outcomes, is unique and much
more significant than the previous ones.

The Four Day War was not only fought in the front line. From the moment the conflict
began, a great propaganda war was held in the press and on the social media. Indeed,
students of the American university of Armenia in Yerevan organized the translation in
different languages of statements of Armenian officials and spread them through social
media channels. As bad news came from the front, one could see the emergence of a
mobilization (levy en masse) in Armenia. According to some reports, Armenian veterans of
the 1988-1994 Nagorno Karabakh War, organized with their own initiative moved toward
the front. Some sources reported that Azerbaijan hit vehicles carrying Armenian
volunteers with Israeli-made weapons called Kamikaze UAV, causing them great losses.

During the "Four Day War", especially in the early stages, the Armenian media and social
media stated that 50-60 Azerbaijani ISIS militants moved toward the region in order to join
the Azerbaijani army. These allegations are an important observation in the context of the
propaganda war. Apparently, the Armenian side has adopted a way to instrumentalized
ISIS for its own propaganda, using its reputation in the worlds agenda to its advantage.
This can be understood as a kind of propaganda in wartime conditions which has the
potential to have negative consequences in the long term. The Armenian side did not
consider this possibility in any way. Another factor pointed out by the Armenian side
propaganda is the discourse centred on Azerbaijani President llham Aliyev. Armenian
media and social media, draw attention to human rights violations in Azerbaijan, which is
criticized by the West, showing Aliyev as a corrupt despot, in an attempt to find support
from the West. By doing so, firstly they have stated that Azerbaijan was the first one to
attack Armenia, in order to channel the growing social opposition due to economic
stagnation and political repression to another wider enemy. To substantiate this claim,
recently exposed information documents concerning Aliyev in the Panama papers were




brought to the fore. However, the Armenian side by acting so, has forgotten that the
conflict had begun in the early hours of April 2 and that the Panama Papers fell into the
world agenda on the April 3.

It can be stated that the military and political winner of the 4-Days War is Azerbaijan. We
do not have clear information about the casualties of the sides in the conflict. Both sides,
has made numerous propaganda activities on the casualties of the opposite side. In
addition, when evaluating the claims expressed in various sources, it is understood that
Azerbaijan lost 12-16 soldiers, a helicopter, a tank, and two drones. According to some
news coming out Azerbaijan also has missing soldiers. The Armenian Ministry of Defence
announced that on April 13, the Armenian side lost 87 soldiers and militia. 1 officer is
missing. In addition, 4 civilians were killed during the conflict[2]. It is also understood that
The Armenian side lost tanks and artilleries.

It is noted that Azerbaijan, as a result of this confrontation, has reclaimed control of three
strategic points in the North and South of Nagorno-Karabakh, translating into military
advantages for the Azerbaijani side. Aside from military and strategic gains, the changes
in favour of Azerbaijan in the frontline also have psychological implications. In this sense,
the fact that Azerbaijan regained control of certain areas in the Four Day War has boosted
the morale of Azerbaijani soldiers and in return demoralised the Armenian armed forces.
In parallel to this, the Armenian press and social media has either not mentioned anything
in relation to Azerbaijani gains or trivialised their extent.

With regards to the political consequences of the For Day War, firstly, the recent fighting,
along with the developments taking place in North Africa, the Middle East and the wider
Caucasus region has once again brought the frozen conflict to the attention of the
international community. The enduring status-quo and the fact that the Nagorno
Karabakh conflict remained mostly forgotten was a situation most favoured by
Armenians. The Four Day War put an end to this. This is a significant gain for Azerbaijan.

At present, the Minsk Group, under the auspices of the OSCE, co-chaired by France, the
Russian Federation, and the United States, is leading the efforts to find a solution to the
ongoing Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. This group has not only failed to come anywhere
close to a peaceful solution, but has instead served to maintain the current status-quo.
Moreover, the geopolitical interests and pre-existing biases of the Russian Federation and
France, which are amongst the co-chairs of the Minsk Group, complicate matters further
by becoming a part of the problem rather than the solution.

The remarks made by the President of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe (PACE), Pedro Agramunt, on April 3, calling the Armenian armed troops to
withdraw from the occupied territories of Azerbaijan and to comply with the UN Security
Council resolutions have great significance[3]. Agramunts statement is imperative as it
describes the current situation in Nagorno-Karabakh as an occupation by referring to the
UNSC Resolutions. This assessment of the situation, also espoused by the Azerbaijani side,
invalidates the self-determination argument put forth by Armenians. Similarly, Agramunts
statement is important for the Azerbaijani side as it encourages the discussion of the
Nagorno-Karabakh conflict within the framework of international law and international




documents rather than based on propaganda, as certain Armenian media outlets most
successfully do. Moreover, the fact that this statement was made by the President of an
institution that has weight in international affairs is significant on its own and also signifies
the growing concerns over the competence of the Minsk Group in finding a peaceful
solution to this conflict. Likewise, the argument favouring the involvement of the
European Union in the resolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, as voiced by various
experts, has taken further root.

In addition, it is essential to scrutinize the stances of Belarus and Kazakhstan during and
right after the Four Day War. On April 2, whilst the fighting continued, the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of Belarus published a statement on its website calling for a resolution of
the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict in line with international law, the principles of sovereignty
and territorial integrity, and the UNSC Resolutions and OSCE decision[4]. In this regard,
Belarus, similar to PACE, stresses Azerbaijans right to territorial integrity. Following this
statement, the Armenian Ministry of Foreign Affairs summoned the Ambassador of Belarus
in Erivan to a meeting to express their views on this statement[5].

On April 6, one day after the ceasefire was signhed, Kazakhstan, a member of the Eurasia
Economic Union, requested that the EEU meeting be held in Moscow, which had
previously been scheduled to take place in Erivan on April 8[6]. Despite Armenian
opposition, it was decided that the meeting would take place on April 13 in Moscow[Z].
This is clearly an indication of Kazakhstans support to Azerbaijan.

Both Belarus and Kazakhstan are members of the EEU and the Collective Security Treaty
Organization (CSTO) to which Armenia is also a part of. Belarus is also a member of the
OSCE Minsk Group. In this regard, the stances of these two countries within the above
organizations, to which Armenia joined in the face of its security threats, have caused
great disappointments and insecurity for Armenia.

In addition to these, it would not be wrong to argue that the most significant development
for Armenia was the statements made by Russia. Armenians perceive Russia as a big
brother. The Armenian government and the pro-Russian elite in Armenia responded to
the discontent towards the Russian hegemony in Armenia with the argument that Russia
is guarantees security. Russia has failed to display any sign of support to Armenia neither
during the Four Day War nor after it. On the contrary, Russia, with its statements and
attitude, has maintained a neutral position between Armenia and Azerbaijan.

The Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lavrov, flied to Baku on April 6, for the occasion of
the trilateral meeting between Azerbaijan, Iran and Russia scheduled for April 7[8].
Russian Prime Minister, Medvedev, who was in Erivan on April 7, flied to Baku the
following day. Although, Lavrovs visit to Baku was planned beforehand, it is understood
that Medvedevs visit was a last-minute development. This, of course, implies much more
in diplomacy, signalling a message to both sides.

Moreover, on April 7, Lavrov, in an interview, referred to Azerbaijan as a strategic partner
[9]. Despite opposition from the Armenian side, Russian authorities stated that Russia
would continue to sell arms both to Armenia and Azerbaijan[10].




To sum up, it is unfortunate that the latest fighting in Nagorno-Karabakh lasted long
enough to result in a large number of casualties on both the Armenian and Azerbaijani
side. It is apparent that steps must be taken to understand the reasons behind the
deadlock and the outbreak of violence and more importantly to find a peaceful solution to
the ongoing conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh. The continued indifference displayed by the
international community and the inefficacy of the OSCE Minsk Group in reaching a
solution will only give rise to clashes similar to the Four Day War. It is understood that
Azerbaijan has come out victorious in the latest confrontation. Azerbaijan, through this
short-lived war, has conveyed a strong message not only to Armenia but also to the
international community.
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