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Rethinking the Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict: Identity, Politics, Scholarship

Phil Gamaghelyan

This paper builds on the author’s past research on the role of collective memory in identity-based conflicts, as well as his practical work as the co-director of the Imagine Center for Conflict Transformation and as a trainer and facilitator with various Azerbaijani-Armenian dialogue initiatives. This article is not a comprehensive study of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. It is a general overview of the Nagorno-Karabakh peace process, what contributes to its failure, and which areas require a major rethinking of conventional approaches. This overview is intended to provide recommendations for further critical research.  

Mountainous Karabakh: New Paradigms for Peace and Development in the 21st Century

Tabib Huseynov

This article analyzes the Karabakh conflict’s peace process and suggests a set of approaches to guide future progress. Proceeding from an interest-based framework, the research examines ways to reconcile the power, rights and interests of the conflicting parties. It is argued that a serious shift in the approaches and policies of both the conflicting parties and also the mediators is needed to achieve a breakthrough in the talks. In broader and long-term perspective, stable and sustainable conflict resolution requires the establishment of a power-sharing arrangement that would be based on equal and horizontal relationships between Armenians and Azeris at both sub-national (Mountainous Karabakh), and national (Azerbaijan) levels, and combines this power-sharing arrangement with regional integration.

Conflict Resolution: Empowering and Engaging Civil Society -- The Case of Nagorno-Karabakh

Irina Ghaplanyan
The human dimension has been sorely lacking in attempt to resolve the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. The people of Armenia, Azerbaijan and Nagorno-Karabakh, whose future is at stake have become alienated from the actual process of conflict resolution and need to be engaged in the political bargaining. This paper addresses the importance of engaging civil society more deeply in the conflict resolution process. It is argued that only by exerting the power of citizens, empowering them through greater awareness, and engaging civil society in the process of conflict resolution will the political elites on all sides of the conflict be forced to act more responsibly and engage in a more sincere and significant dialogue based on compromise. 

Nagorno-Karabakh Negotiations: Though the prism of a ‘Multi-issue Bargaining Model’

Taleh Ziyadov

The article examines various phases in the Nagorno-Karabakh negotiations between Armenia and Azerbaijan using a “Multi-issue Bargaining Model” – a modified version of the traditional bargaining model. It offers micro-level and phase-by-phase analysis of the negotiation and mediation efforts and proposed mechanisms for the settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Issues on the negotiation table and the evolution of the Azerbaijani and Armenian positions over time constitute a central focus of the article. It applies the Multi-issue Bargaining Model to each negotiation phase in the conflict from 1994 until 2009.  

The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict: Moving from Power-Brokerage to Relationship 
Restructuring
Ruben Harutunian

The conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh represents the failure of mediation efforts in the context of a prolonged and successful ceasefire that has created disincentives for compromise. Relative stability in the region over the past decade-and-a-half has emboldened both sides to hold out for an imagined point of outright victory. This article argues that the resolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict should not lie in the signing of a document outlining national borders; rather, the true resolution of the conflict depends on a holistic approach to fundamentally restructure the relationships between all parties involved in the dispute. 

Paradigms of the Political Mythologies and Perspectives of Reconciliation in the Case of 
Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict

Aytan Gahramanova
It is widely held that reconciliation follows conflict resolution. However, in the case of frozen conflicts, where the negotiation process is protracted and reconciliation is postponed for years, negative transformations take root. Attention to the past cannot be overestimated: how the conflict has been framed is an indicator of the potential for positive or negative transformation. This article analyzes the frames of this historical political mythology, focusing on ethnic identities and historically-based narratives of the rival Armenian and Azerbaijan parties to the conflict. The discussion concludes that that discourse transformation is a vital part of successful reconciliation processes, where the role of middle level leaders is crucial. While political mythology forces the events by creating a context for negative transformation of the conflict, peacebuilding can support a protracted pre-settlement phase (‘no peace, no war’) and can also facilitate the conflict settlement process through positive transformation. To cope with the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, the whole discourse infrastructure must be transformed, linking peacebuilding to reconciliation goals.
