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GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESEARCH

Relevance of the topic and the degree of elaboration. The end of
the 20th century went down in history with great geopolitical changes
and the emergence of new independent states. The South Caucasus re-
gion has always attracted the attention of regional and global players
due to its favorable geopolitical position and access to hydrocarbon re-
sources of the Caspian Sea. At the beginning of the century, in the years
of the First World War and in the first years after the war, the South
Caucasus, which was fought mercilessly by the great powers due to its
favorable geographical and strategic position and rich hydrocarbon
resources, has again become the battlefield of global and regional
powers.A struggle has begun between Russia, which is trying to keep
the region under its sphere of influence based on security factors, and
the United States, which considers the Caucasus and Central Asia im-
portant for its global leadership. This, in turn, became one of the main
factors influencing the foreign policy of the states of the South Cauca-
sus, which had just restored their independence. In this regard it is rel-
evant to study the place and role of the South Caucasus region in US-
Russian relations.

It should be noted that this topic has been studied by many re-
searchers from Azerbaijan and foreign countries. However, the geopo-
litical struggle between the two great powers is still ongoing, and the
topic remains relevant in conditions where neither of these centers of
power can completely subjugate the South Caucasus under its sphere of
influence. There are enough problems that require study regarding the
place and role of the South Caucasus in relations between the United
States and Russia. Along with the United States and Russia fighting for
the region, other global geopolitical and regional players that are active
in the region forces us to analyze the issue from a different point of
view. Conflicts in the region can be interpreted as an indirect struggle
between regional and world powers for dominance in the Caucasus.

The Soviet legacy, armed conflicts, tensions between different
peoples of the region, large Caspian resources without access to the
world market, Moscow's post-imperial policy in the region and US



interests - all this led to the Caucasus becoming the center of confron-
tation. The United States began a struggle for influence in the South
Caucasus and became Russia's main rival. It is also important to note
that today the strategic importance of the South Caucasus is beyond
doubt, and the growing international influence of the region requires
deeper monitoring of complex socio-political processes.

It should be considered that over the past period since the end
of the 20th century, especially in the first years of the 21st century, there
have been changes in the foreign policy of the states of the South Cau-
casus - Azerbaijan, Georgia and Armenia. If after the collapse of the
USSR there were discussions of the potential to turn the South Cauca-
sus into a global crossroads, now this potential has become a reality. If
in the 90s of the twentieth century, methods of transporting large re-
serves of oil and gas in the Caspian Basin, which did not have access to
world markets, were discussed, now there are pipelines that bring these
resources to world markets. Pipelines play an important role in global
energy security. The US plans to gain access to the hydrocarbon re-
sources of the Caspian Basin bypassing Russian territory have been im-
plemented. But the South Caucasus did not unilaterally come under US
sphere of influence. With the participation of such regional players as
Turkey and Iran, a completely different geopolitical configuration has
been formed here. The European Union, an ally of the United States in
military and security matters, but a competitor in economic and finan-
cial matters, has its own approach to regional processes.

Studying the topic is of particular importance for Azerbaijan. In
this regard, during the analysis carried out in the research work, special
attention was paid to the place and role of the Republic of Azerbaijan
in these processes. It is known that in close partnership with neighbor-
ing Georgia, Azerbaijan has become the main driving force for the de-
velopment of the region. Among the three countries of the South Cau-
casus, Azerbaijan is the only country that has hydrocarbon reserves and
access to the Caspian Sea and Central Asia. These factors played an
important role in strengthening the influence and prestige of Azerbai-
jan. Today it is impossible to name any large-scale project in the region
without the participation of Azerbaijan. Taking this factor into account,



the dissertation examines in detail the importance of oil and gas pro-
jects, the struggle for control over them, as well as the impact of this
struggle on the political and economic situation of the states of the
South Caucasus.

It is known that the most important problem in the region is its un-
resolved conflicts. The dissertation study examines the role of the
United States and Russia in the conflicts in the South Caucasus and the
reasons for the ineffectiveness of their policies in the direction of polit-
ical and diplomatic means of settlement.

Regarding to the ongoing political processes and worsening
conflicts, instability in the region, analysis of the policies pursued by
each of the world states in the region remains a particularly relevant
topic of our time.

The relevance of the topic is justified by a number of other
factors:

- the study of this topic allows us to understand the strategies

of national interests and strategic bills of the United States and
Russia, and also to identify any changes in tactics and in the
foreign policy course of these states;

- evaluation of activities of the United States and Russia on
conflicts in the South Caucasus through political and diplo-
matic efforts are important to resolve these conflicts in the re-
gion;

- for the purpose of a comprehensive and systematic study of
the topic, taking into account the processes occurring in the
international relations.

As already mentioned, the relevance of the topic has led to nu-
merous studies in this direction both in our country and in foreign coun-
tries. In the process of studying, the works of political scientists and
researchers on this topic were collected, systematized, and studied.

The multi-volume work of National Leader Heydar Aliyev! has
become a fundamental source in the study of Azerbaijan’s bilateral
relations with the USA and Russia, as well as with the states of the
South Caucasus. These books outlined the fundamental principles of

1 Bliyev, H.O. Miistoqilliyimiz obadidir: [46 cildds] / H.D.Oliyev.—Baki: Azornasr, —
c.1.-1997. 612 s.; —c. 12. —2004. 432 s.; —c. 25. -2008. -520 s.
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the formation of relationships and foreign policy of the Republic of
Azerbaijan, the basic principles of the state’s energy policy, oil
contracts, agreements, their significance, cooperation with foreign
corporations.

It is known that after 1993, llham Aliyev played a big role in the
implementation of energy diplomacy and oil strategy of Azerbaijan. In
the post-2003 period, President Ilham Aliyev shaped Azerbaijan's for-
eign policy, and was the preeminent political leader of the South Cau-
casus. Materials from the books “Caspian Oil of Azerbaijan? authored
by the President of Azerbaijan llham Aliyev, as well as a multi-volume
work?, which outlined the political concept and foreign policy of the
Azerbaijani state, were widely used in this research work. A detailed
analysis of the new period of formation of the oil industry was given,
the details of decision-making within the framework of multilateral ne-
gotiations with Western states, as well as with Russia, on the directions
of pipeline routes from oil and gas fields of the Caspian were studied.

After the restoration of state independence of Azerbaijan,
relations with both the United States and the Russian Federation
acquired a unique character. This policy was fundamentally different
and more balanced, in contrast to the policy of Armenia, which
unilaterally became an outpost of Russia until 2018, and Georgia, which
became a pillar of the United States and the EU in the region after 2003.
Analyzing the formation of international relations of Azerbaijan that
Professor Musa Gasimli studied* in his works, he specially emphasized
that despite the injustices committed in relation to Azerbaijan, the
leaders of Azerbaijan took a constructive position. The author studied
in detail the nature of diplomatic negotiations conducted by presidents
Heydar Aliyev and Ilham Aliyev with the aim of canceling the 907th
amendment, which vetoed the state-level assistance of the United States
to the government of Azerbaijan, and overshadowed the bilateral

2 Anues, NL.T. Kacnniickas Hedh Asep6aiimxana / U.I'. AnueB. —~Mocksa: U3se-
crusi, —2003.-712¢

3 Bliyev, 1.H. Inkisaf — mogsadimizdir: [111 cildda] / I.H.Oliyev. —Baki: Azarnasr, —
c. 73.-2018. -400 s.

4 Qasimh, M.C. Azorbaycan Respublikasinin xarici siyaseti (1991-2003): [2 cildds]
/ M.C.Qasiml. —Baki: Miitarcim, —h. 2. —2015. —640 s.

6



relations. The formation of the foreign policy of an independent state
since the acquisition of independence, described the difficulties that
arose due to the unfairly adopted Amendment 907, and long diplomatic
negotiations by the national leader of Azerbaijan in order to cancel the
amendment, which cast a shadow on bilateral relations.

In the books of the outstanding diplomat Hafiz Pashayev °, who
for a long time was the Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the Republic of Azerbaijan to the United States, the formation of
bilateral relations between the United States and Azerbaijan and the
political struggle for the repeal of the 907 amendment, and jointly
developed energy projects were described in detail. The developing
regional energy projects were widely studied, especially negotiations
with the United States on the Baku-Thilisi-Ceyhan project.

Elman Nasirov’s® book is devoted to a broad study of US interests
in the South Caucasus and the means of their implementation, which
clearly describes the relationship between the US and Azerbaijan, as
well as the US strategy, and further steps taken after the events of 2001,
its impact on the states of the South Caucasus as well as the government
support Azerbaijan anti-terrorist coalition.

When studying the conflicts in the region, the position of profes-
sor Elchin Akhmedov’, who exposed the aggressive policy of Armenia,
presented an analysis of the chronicle of events around Karabakh, and
the place and role of Russia in this conflict, received wide coverage.
The data reflected in these studies allows for a comparative analysis of
the position of the United States and Russia in relation to conflicts
before and after their resolution.

5 Pasayev, H.M. Bir sofirin manifesti / H.M. Pasayev. —Bak1: Sorq-Qorb, —2007. —
246 s.; Azerbaijan in Global Politics: Crafting Foreign Policy / H.M.Pashayev. —
Baku: ADA, —2009. -115p

® Nasirov E., ABS va diinya 11 Sentyabrdan sonra. / E. Nasirov, - Baki:Adiloglu, -
2003, -262s.

7 ©hmodov, E.I. Ermonistanin Azorbavcana tocaviizii: tohlili xronika (1987-2011) /
E.I.Bhmadov. —-Bakt:EIF, —2012. -912 s



Interesting, but at the same time controversial, were the opinions
of the former presidents of Armenia - Robert Kocharyan® and Levon
Ter-Petrosyan®, regarding the role and place of Armenia in the South
Caucasus, as well as their role in the negotiation process to resolve the
Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict.

After the collapse of the USSR, also among foreign authors, the
origins of conflicts in the South Caucasus and possible ways to resolve
them were widely considered and studied. In this context, attention was
drawn to the reports of independent experts - Thomas and Goltz°,
Thomas de Waal %, as well as Svante Cornell 12, John Maresca 3, and
others. Stroub Talbot's works are devoted to political, economic and
military relations between the United States and Russia after the end of
the Cold War®4,

Contemporary US interests in the South Caucasus were assessed
in comparison with the interests of countries such as Russia, Turkey and
Iran, and the approaches of such famous authors as Henry Kissinger®

8 Kouapsn P. C. XKusHb u cBo60os1a. ABTOOMOrpadus 3KC-Npe3uaeHTa ADMEHNH 1
Kapabaxa / P. C. Kouapsin -MockBa: AnbrninHa umkuran, -2019. -276 c.

® Ter-Petrossian L. Armenia’s Future, Relations with Turkey, and the Karabagh
Conflict// Edited by Arman Grigoryan/ Armenian National Congress, US: Palgrave
Macmillan, -2018; -p.62

10 Qoltz T. Azorbaycanin giindoliyi: neftlo zongin, miiharibs dagmtilar1 yasamis
postsovet respublikasinda dsliqanli jurnalistin sargiizastlori /T. Qolts -Baki:
Casioglu, -2016. -535 s.

11 Baan ne T. YepHsli cax. Apmenns u AsepOaiimkan Mex Iy MEPOM U BolHo#. Ile-
pesox: Oner Amsikpunckuii / T. Baan - Heio-Mopk - 2005. -251 c.

2 Cornell S. E. Western strategy for the Caucasus / Cornell S., Starr F., Tsereteli M.
— Washington-Central Asia-Caucasus Institute & Silk Road Studies Program — A
Joint Transatlantic Research and Policy Center Johns Hopkins University-SAIS, Silk
Road Paper, -2015. - p.17

13 Maresca J. Special report: war in the Caucasus, a proposal for settlement of the
conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh / J. Maresca -Washington:USIP. -1994. -7 p.
¥Tan6orr C., Usmena B Kpemite. [TpoTokosl TaiiHbix cornamenuii ['opbauesa ¢
amepukannamu / C. Tanborr. — Mocksa:Amcropyc. -2012. -c. 181,

The Russia Hand, A Memoir of Presidential Diplomacy / S. Talbott -New York:
Random House, - 2002. — 531p.

5 Kuccunokep I., Hyxna mu Amepuke BHemnss nonutuka? / . Kuccunpkep. -
Mocksa: Usnarenscteo ACT. -2016. -391 c.



and Zbigniew Brzezinski'® were taken as a basis.

Books by Ali Hasanov®’, Sergei Zhiltsov® and other local and
foreign politicians were used as an important source when studying
energy policy in the region and choosing routes for transporting oil and
gas resources.

Doctrines, bills, presidential speeches, and national security
strategies adopted in this country were included when analyzing the
vector of the South Caucasus in the context of its relations with the
United States. Among the authors who studied Russian politics and
individual issues of the topic, the works of such °authors as
Kamaluddin Gadzhiev 2°, Noam Chomsky 2and Stroub Talbott were
mentioned. The book of Vladimir Kazimirov, who was the head of the
Russian mediation mission, as well as the co-chair of the OSCE Minsk
Group from Russia in 1992-1996, contained contradictory data??. The
book, dedicated to issues of conflict, war, and its peaceful resolution, is
distinguished by bias and obvious propaganda of a pro-Armenian
position. V. Kazimirov described the features of the Armenian-

16 Brkesunckuii 3. Benukas [laxmarHas gocka / 3. Bxkesunckuii. -Mocksa: Mexny-
HapoJHBIe OTHOMIeHus. -1998. -128 ¢

17 Hasonov ©. Xazar-Qara daniz hovzasi va Canubi Qafgazin geoigtisadiyyati:
Azorbaycanin enerji siyasati / ©. Hosonov -Baki:Zordabi LTD. -2016. -296 s.;
Hasanov, ©. Azarbaycanin geosiyasati: darslik /9. Hoasonov; elmi red. E.Nasirov;
red. V.Solimov; Azorb. Resp. Prezidenti yaninda Dovlot idaragilik Akademiyasi.-
Baki: Zordabi LTD MMC, -2015. -1055 s.

Zhiltsov. C. Caspian region: main directions of pipelines// Diplomatic Academy of
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Russia. -1992. -p. 10

18 YKunpuos C. TpybonpoBoiHas apxuTekTypa B Kacnuiickom pernoHe: UTOru u
nepcnekTuBbl // -Mocksa: XXypuan PolitBook. — 2015. Ne 2. -¢. 114-132.

Kumbnos. C. Kacnuiickuii pernoH: OCHOBHBIE HaIlpaBiieHus TpyoonpoBoos// J{u-
mioMatuieckas akagemus MUJ] Poccun. -1992. -c. 10

1 Tamkues K. T'eonommtuka Kaskaza / K. Tajxues —MockBa:MexnyHapoaHbIE OT-
Homenus. -2003. -464 ¢ .

20 Chomsky N. Who rules the World /N. Chomsky - London: Hamish Hamilton. —
2016. - 336 p.

2! Talbott S. A Russian “Reset Button” Based on Inclusion // -Washington: Brook-
ings Institution. -2009 February 23, -p. 22

22 Kasumupos B. Mup Kapabaxy. ITocpeiHuuecTso Poccuu B yperyiMpoBaHuu
HaropHo-kapabaxckoro koHumkra/ B. Kaznmupos -Mocksa: MexayHapoaHBIE OT-
Hourenwust. - 2009. -456 c.



Azerbaijani Karabakh conflict through biased judgments, accusing both
sides, in particular Azerbaijan, of gross violations of international
humanitarian norms and failure to comply with decrees of international
organizations.

Many official sources were studied and analyzed during the work
on this research. Among them are the doctrines and national security
strategies of the United States and the Russian Federation, adopted from
the early 90s to the present time, signed agreements, UN resolutions,
legislative acts, periodical press materials, archival documents.
Agreements, declarations, and bilateral treaties signed between the
governments of the United States, Russia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, and
Armenia separately were examined in order to analyze the bilateral
relations of the United States and Russia in relation to each of the
independent states. The materials studied in the preparation of this
work, once again confirm that the study of the current state and
prospects for developments in the South Caucasus allows us to
understand not only the regional context, but also the complexity of
interaction between the two great powers outside the region.

Goals and objectives of the study. The main goal of the
dissertation is a comprehensive study of the policies of the United States
and Russia towards the states of this region. Considering the diversity
of the topic, the intensity of ongoing events and processes, the main
attention was focused on important points. To achieve the set goals, the
following tasks were accomplished:

- The scientific and theoretical foundations of the emergence of

US and Russian interests in the South Caucasus after the
collapse of the USSR were studied ;

- The adopted doctrines and strategies of both countries
towards the region were studied, and the geopolitical
influence of these countries on the South Caucasus was
assessed;

- Therole of the United States and Russia in establishing equal,
mutually beneficial relations with each independent state in
the region has been determined,;

- The importance of Caspian Sea energy projects for the United
States and Russia, the influence of the regional policies of the
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two states on Azerbaijan’s energy diplomacy and its balanced
policy were studied, the real situation in this area and
prospects for cooperation were assessed,;

Separately, the main directions of bilateral trade and
economic relations of the countries of the South Caucasus
with the USA and Russia were studied, as well as issues
related to humanitarian assistance provided by the USA to
Russia and all countries of the region after the collapse of the
USSR, problems in this area were identified and ways out
were proposed,;

The role of US diplomacy in resolving conflicts in the South
Caucasus has been studied, and Russia's influence on conflicts
in the region has been studied.

Research methods. The research methodology was formed in ac-
cordance with the objectives set above. First of all, in the process of
researching the work, an integrated approach was used - political anal-
ysis, synthesis, generalization, comparison, methods of deduction and
induction, without which, one way or another, it is impossible to con-
sider this issue, as well as methods of systemic and comparative analy-
sis and other methods.

The main provisions of the defense are:

In the first years after the collapse of the USSR, an
atmosphere of short-term cooperation was created between
the United States and Russia, but later this process weakened
amid mutual accusations. Currently, competition and struggle
for interests for supremacy in the South Caucasus continues;
Continued NATO expansion and plans to move closer to
Russia's borders increase the importance of the South
Caucasus states for both the United States and Russia, which
in turn creates opportunities for regional states to maneuver
between the two centers of power;

The US has for many years tried to oust Russia, which has
vital security interests, from this region by increasing its
economic presence in the South Caucasus, especially in the
energy sector, as well as by using elements of soft power, and
this direction in fact currently remains the main direction;
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The need for hydrocarbon resources in the South Caucasus
has increased after the sanctions imposed against Russia by
the USA and the EU, especially after the ban on the purchase
of natural gas from this country. The current significance of
the South Caucasus for Russia lies in the fact that this country
considers the countries of the region as the main trade and
economic partners in the context of Western sanctions and
tries to carry out import and export transactions both with
these countries and through them.

Scientific innovation of the research. This problem was
comprehensively studied for the first time. Considering the wide
relevance of the research topic, some theses can be formulated. So, for
the first time in the research work there were:

the theoretical foundations of cooperation were carefully
studied, the real practical situation of relations between the
United States and Russia in the political sphere was assessed
in relation to the states of the South Caucasus;

The essence of the economic problems of all three states of
the South Caucasus region is revealed,

the issues of laying energy pipelines and the struggle for
pipeline routes between the USA and Russia, their
geopolitical and geo-economic significance were studied;

A comprehensive analysis of the formation and dynamics of
trade and economic relations between the United States and
Russia with each of the independent states of the South
Caucasus was carried out, forecasts were put forward for the
future development of relations;

The United States and Russia proposed steps to resolve
conflicts and security problems in the region.

Theoretical and practical significance of research. The results
of research work can be used in further research in this area, in the
preparation of textbooks, scientific articles or dissertations. From a
practical point of view, this work is useful for researchers and diplomats
trying to study geopolitical interests in the South Caucasus, as well as
for those who want to study the foreign policies of the United States,
Russia, Azerbaijan, Georgia and Armenia.
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Approbation and application of the research. The main
provisions of the research work were reflected in seventeen scientific
articles and theses published both in Azerbaijan, in various issues of the
magazines “Geostrategiya”, “Sivilizasiya”, “Dévlot Idaragiliyi”, also in
Russia, in the journals “Questions of Political Science”, “Scientific
Aspect”.

The provisions put forward in the dissertation were discussed at
various scientific and practical conferences and international forums,
and were also presented at various international and republican
conferences.

The name of the institution where the dissertation work was
completed. The dissertation work was completed at the Department of
International Relations and Foreign Policy of the Academy of Public
Administration under the President of the Republic of Azerbaijan.

Structure and scope of work. The dissertation consists of an
introduction, three chapters, seven paragraphs, a conclusion and a list
of references. The volume of the dissertation is 160 pages (223.976
characters). Introductory part — 19.930, first chapter — 51.816, second
chapter — 70,739, third chapter — 75,764, final part — 6.416 characters.

THE CONTENT OF THE WORK

The introduction substantiates the relevance of the topic,
indicates the goals and objectives of the research, puts forward
proposals, and substantiates the scientific novelty and practical
significance of the results obtained.

The first chapter, entitled “Geopolitical interests of the United
States and Russia in the South Caucasus,” examined the theoretical
and practical foundations of the regional policies of both centers of
power.

The first paragraph is called “Theoretical issues of foreign
policy relations between the USA and Russia in the South
Caucasus” It is known that after the collapse of the Soviet Union, new
trends arose in the concept of US foreign policy, and the concept of
Russian foreign policy and security was reformed in accordance with the
conditions of geopolitical realities . After the formal end of the Cold War,
relations between the United States and Russia rose to a new level - the
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United States no longer considered Russia a threat to its interests, and a
weakened Russia was unable to resist the United States. Until the end of
the 90s of the 20th century, the United States and Russia took steps to
develop relations of partnership and cooperation, but since the first
years of the 21st century the situation has changed. Russia has begun to
take steps to prevent the United States from increasing its influence and
dominance in strategically important areas. It should be noted that this
process is not one-way. The strengthening of Russian resistance was
also due to gradually increasing US pressure.

There were significant differences in US national interest strategies
between 1994 and 1998 . So, if in the 1994 strategy*® mentioned only
“supporting democracy abroad,” then in the 1998 strategy this phrase was
replaced by “creating democracy in other countries 24, ” Thus, the United
States gave itself grounds to interfere in the internal politics of other
countries, violating the framework of international law.

After Vladimir Putin came to power in Russia, significant changes
occurred in foreign policy. As Russia became more active, the United States
made every effort to prevent the revival of its ambitions in the South
Caucasus. After the well-known events of September 2001, the United
States made a sharp transition from a policy of protecting its own
security to a policy of promoting democratic values through
intervention, which was reflected in its policy in the South Caucasus.

Currently, Russia plays a complex role in the South Caucasus; on
the one hand, it is trying by all means to protect its influence in the post-
Soviet territories, and on the other hand is trying to ensure the stability
of its southern borders.

“Practical issues of bilateral relations between the USA and
Russia in the South Caucasus™ practical issues of bilateral relations
between the United States and Russia in the South Caucasus were
analyzed in the second paragraph. The practical responsibilities of the
United States in the region include the following: protecting the
sovereignty of regional states, resolving regional conflicts.

23 Crparerus HauuonansHoii 6e3omacuoctu CLIA. Uions 1994 / —Bammnrton: Be-
aeii Jfom, —1994. 34 ¢

24 Crparerus HanuoHanbHo# 6e3omacnocty CIIA s HoBoro cronerus. Jexadpn
1999 / —Bammnrron: bensiii Jlom, —1999. 49 c.
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strengthening its influence in the region by promoting initiatives;
preventing complete Russian domination in the South Caucasus; as well
as expanding security relations; implementation of joint measures to
strengthen the military personnel of the countries of the region; fight
against terrorism.

The reasons of failure of US policy in the South Caucasus in the
late 2000s are the lack of proper attention to the region, ignoring the
realities and unique characteristics of each of its states, and the inability
to assess the conflicts the region is at the proper level, as well as the
financial crisis that hit the USA and Europe in 2008. At that time, the
US was completely focused on solving its internal problems in the
financial system.

Since 2001, Russia's relations with the states of the region have
been built on the basis of a more pragmatic military-geostrategic policy.
From a certain point of view, this can be seen as Russia's defensive
reaction to NATO expansion. According to experts, the “reset”
announced between the United States and Russia did not change the
tactics of their relations, but simply transferred them to a secret phase.
At the beginning of the 21st century, relations began to gradually return
to their previous conflict state. The United States did not want to put up
with the return of a new powerful player in world politics in the person
of Russia and continued to limit the expansion of its influence in the
post-Soviet space. Russia, in turn, refused to recognize the dominance
of any other power over its former spheres of influence and considered
it a threat to national interests. The events of August 2008, the
Ukrainian crisis of 2014, which ended with the annexation of Crimea,
and the Ukrainian war of 2022 proved that Russia is ready to take
radical steps to protect its national interests. The Russian authorities are
well aware that if the United States and NATO are able to gain a
foothold in regions vital to Russia, then Russian influence in the South
Caucasus and the Black Sea will be lost.

One can clearly observe the indecision in US policy in the South
Caucasus in comparison with such a tough and decisive policy of
Russia. For example, after the outbreak of the Russian-Georgian war in
2008, the United States sent only statements and criticism to Russia and
did not actually take any effective steps to prevent the aggressor, which
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seriously undermined its reputation in the region. This process created
the impression that the United States did not intend to fight with Russia
over the republics of the South Caucasus or even Georgia, which was
trying with all its might to get rid of Russian influence. It should also
be noted that the West’s desire to help the countries of the region
strengthen their political and economic independence is not due to the
desire to include them in the Western bloc, but rather to the weakening
of Russia’s position here.

US influence in the region was negatively affected by its approach
to conflicts in the South Caucasus, based on double standards. USA are
more interested not in resolving conflicts, but in freezing them. The
assistance provided by the United States to countries in the region in
strengthening their political and economic independence also stems
from their goal to weaken Russia’s position through third countries,
without entering into direct confrontation. Despite the presence of serious
problems in bilateral relations, the establishment of Russian-American
relations has always served as a guarantor of stability and a solution to
problems in international relations, such as disarmament problems,
conflict prevention, terrorism, and cooperation in the economic field.

This paragraph argues that the current situation in the South
Caucasus is the result of a number of strategic and tactical mistakes
made by the United States, as well as a lack of US strategic vision for
the region in recent years. The United States did not take into account
the realities and specifics of the region and each state separately. This
deeply undermines the West's position in the South Caucasus .

In the second chapter - “Economic and humanitarian
cooperation of the USA and Russia with the states of the South
Caucasus and mechanisms for their implementation” information
about economic and humanitarian activities is provided both centers of
power in the South Caucasus and the mechanisms for its
implementation, from which the priorities of relations in the economic,
energy and humanitarian spheres emerge, the leading directions for the
development of these relations are determined, energy projects and ways
of their implementation are discussed.

An analysis of the first paragraph of the second chapter,
“Priorities of modern trade and economic relations between the
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United States and Russia in the South Caucasus,” shows that
political and security issues prevail in American-Russian relations,
while economic relations are less important. Poor economic interaction
between the United States and Russia limits the ability of policymakers
to use trade as a tool for geopolitical struggle. When the volume of trade
between two countries becomes very small, it does not matter whether
the country profits from this cooperation or not. But this also affects the
risk of confrontation, since both sides have little to lose.

This situation creates both opportunities and threats for the South
Caucasus, which is a strategically important trade crossroads between
Russia, Iran, Turkey, Europe and Central Asia. The clash of strategic
interests of leading global and regional players, on the one hand, can
create conditions for accelerated political and economic development
of the South Caucasus, on the other hand, this rivalry can significantly
increase the already extensive conflict potential of the region 2°.

The second paragraph of the second chapter is called “Energy
interests of the USA and Russia and the South Caucasus” Today,
the growing importance of energy resources is one of the most
important factors determining the policies of states, regions and world
powers in general.

After the collapse of the USSR and the loss of Russia's
monopoly on the rich hydrocarbon resources of the countries of the
South Caucasus and Central Asia, the question arose about ways to
transport these resources to the world market. However, Azerbaijan, the
main oil and gas producer in the South Caucasus, which had restored
its state independence, did not have sufficient financial resources. This
opened up new opportunities for the United States. Russia, which tried
to prevent the states of the region, including Azerbaijan, from
independently exporting their oil and gas resources to world markets,
did not offer an alternative. As a result, the leadership of Azerbaijan
was faced with a choice - either to submit to Russian pressure and

2 Kynpsimosa, I0. Tocynaperea IOxHoro Kaskasa B eBponelcKoii NOJIUTHKE COCEN-
ctBa / — Mocksa: Aranutnaeckue 3anucku HKCMU MI'MMO (YY) MU/JT Poccun,
—2008. -Ne 66, —.10.
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postpone oil and gas projects indefinitely, or to ignore the opinion of
the “big brother” and cooperate with Western corporations 28,

The US idea to transport oil and gas along a new route bypassing
Russia had primarily political motives. Azerbaijan has become the
center of a geopolitical conflict between the United States and Russia.
Azerbaijan rejected Russia's proposal to build a single oil pipeline to a
Russian port on the Black Sea and managed to build a major export
pipeline to Turkey, passing through Georgia ?’.

Pipelines have become the most pressing political problem in
Russian foreign policy and, at the same time, one of the main tools in
the struggle to maintain a dominant position in the region by the United
States, which sought to see post-Soviet states less dependent on Russia.
In the first years of independence, the growth of oil and gas production
was seen as one of the main means of overcoming the economic and
social problems facing the country. Under these conditions, limited fi-
nancial resources made attracting foreign investors to the country a stra-
tegically important decision 2.

With the signing of the “Contract of the Century” in 1994, the
entire Caspian region, including Azerbaijan and Georgia, became an
area of vital US interests. The main export pipeline Baku-Tbilisi-
Ceyhan was an ideal option for the United States, reducing Russian
influence in the region and not passing through Iranian territory.

One of the important moments in the energy policy of our
country was the decision to choose a route for transporting gas to
Europe after the discovery of the Shah Deniz gas field. The possibility
of unhindered delivery of natural gas along the Trans-Adriatic Pipeline
route and the strengthening of friendly relations with partner countries
have created great opportunities for the development of not only
Azerbaijan, but also the entire South Caucasus region, especially
Georgia, through whose territory oil and gas pipelines pass. The

2% Anues W. T. Kacnuiickas ne(ts Asepbaiimxana / U. T'. Annes -Mocksa: U3se-
crus, -2003. -712

%" bxesurckuit 36., Bemukas [laxmatras nocka / 36. baxesunckuit. -MockBa: Mex-
JyHapoaHbie oTHomeHus -1998. -128 c.

28 Azorbaycan nefti: [Elektron resurs] / Azerbaijan.az, -2020. URL.: https://azerbai-
jan.az/related-information/267
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construction of the Trans-Anatolian Pipeline (TANAP) is a strategically
important project in the energy strategy aimed at maximizing the
diversification of gas supplies to Europe.

The importance of Georgia, which has become the main transit
country in transporting energy resources from the Caspian Sea region to
world markets, has doubled for both the United States and Russia. The
offside hit forced Armenia to turn to Russia.

The third paragraph, called «“ Main directions of humanitarian
activities of the United States and Russia with the countries of the
South Caucasus,” analyzes that after the collapse of the USSR, the
United States began preparing a policy of humanitarian assistance to
the newly independent states. This policy meant that the United States
would provide them with various forms of assistance. However, after
some time, under the influence of the Armenian lobby in the United
States, a decision was made to ban humanitarian aid to Azerbaijan. As
a result, the Freedom Support Act, as amended by Congress on October
24, 1992, was signed into law. Azerbaijan, having just become
independent, faced difficulties, having lost US humanitarian assistance
as a result of the adoption of the unfair 907th Amendment. The
assistance that came to Azerbaijan from the United States in various
forms was carried out through non-governmental organizations. Of
course, it is impossible to compare it in volume with what neighboring
Armenia received. It should be noted that the powerful Armenian lobby
and its successful activities played a decisive role in the adoption by
Congress of the 907th Amendment to the Freedom Support Act. After
national leader Heydar Aliyev came to power in 1993 and the signing
of oil contracts with US oil companies in 1994, activity against the
907th Amendment intensified.

In the third chapter of the dissertation “Relations between the
USA and Russia and territorial conflicts in the South Caucasus” the
approach of the United States and Russia to territorial conflicts in the
South Caucasus was analyzed, the policies and each of the parties in the
direction of resolving the conflict were assessed. One of the important
means of influence of the United States and Russia on the politics of the
South Caucasus was participation as a mediator in the settlement of the
Karabakh, Abkhaz and Ossetian conflicts.
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In the first paragraph, “The position of the United States and
Russia in resolving the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict” it is
mentioned that Armenia's military aggression against Azerbaijan
marked the beginning of one of the bloodiest conflicts since the collapse
of the Soviet Union. The failure to resolve the conflict through political
and diplomatic means for almost 30 years has led to instability in the
South Caucasus region. As one of the three co-chairs of the Minsk
Group, which was not interested in resolving this conflict, Russia tried
to maintain the influence that it had during the Soviet era over the states
of the South Caucasus.

Although the United States, acting as one of the co-chairs of the
OSCE Minsk Group since 1997, tried to take targeted steps towards
resolving the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict, the Russian factor on the
one hand and Armenian lobbying in the United States did not allow
them to take an objective position. As a result, under the administrations
of Bill Clinton and George W. Bush, the United States did not put
forward a single initiative that had a strong resonance as one of the three
co-chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group for the settlement of the Karabakh
conflict. Ambassador John Maresca, who was the country's
representative in the OSCE Minsk Group, also mentioned in one of his
interviews that the US was not proactive in its approach to the conflict
and could not counter Russian efforts to control the process 2°.

It should also be noted that the position of the first President of
Armenia Levon Ter-Petrosyan regarding the resolution of the conflict
was completely objective. He argued that the Armenian authorities had
mocked the international community for many years and openly
declared that they were showing artificial interest in a quick solution to
the Karabakh problem, but in fact their goal was to slow down and
disrupt this process .

2 Blair B. Forging a Lasting Peace. The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict. An Interview
with John J. Maresca, Former US Ambassador to the OSCE // - Baku:Azerbaijan In-
ternational. -1996. -p.52

% Ter-Petrossian L. Armenia’s Future, Relations with Turkey, and the Karabagh
Conflict// Edited by Arman Grigoryan/ Armenian National Congress, USA Palgrave
Macmillan, -2018; -p.62
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Since 2000, trilateral meetings between the presidents of Russia,
Azerbaijan and Armenia to resolve the conflict have intensified. This
resulted in the signing of the Moscow Declaration on November 2, 2008
81 According to this statement, the parties stated that they would
support a political solution to the Karabakh conflict based on the
principles and norms of international law by continuing direct dialogue
between Azerbaijan and Armenia through the mediation of the OSCE
Minsk Group. However, like the United States, such Russian initiatives
have not borne fruit. This was influenced by both objective and
subjective factors arising from the interests of the parties in the region.

On September 27, 2020, after numerous provocations on the part
of the Armenian side, the conflict escalated into a full- scale war. The
44-day Second Karabakh War began. Since the United States was
preparing for the presidential election the day before, attempts by
official Washington to influence the processes were fruitless. Seeing
Azerbaijan's quick and significant victories in the region, Russia has
repeatedly tried to stop the war. The goal was also to maintain its
influence in the region. Finally, in November 2020, a tripartite
statement was signed with the participation of the Presidents of the
Russian Federation and the Republic of Azerbaijan, as well as the Prime
Minister of Armenia. The document became the first important step
towards ending the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict. The statement says
that Russian peacekeeping forces will be stationed in Karabakh for a
period of 5 years. By doing this, Moscow tried to maintain its influence
in the region.

Numerous high-level meetings were held in the following
months. However, Armenia did not fulfill the conditions for the
withdrawal of its armed units from the territories of Azerbaijan for a
complete resolution of the conflict. An important role in this was played
by the support that certain political forces in the USA and Russia tried
to provide to Armenia. After numerous high-level negotiations without
any progress, as well as flagrant violation by Armenia of the terms of
the 2020 declaration, Azerbaijan was forced to conduct a local anti-
terrorist operation in September 2023. Thus, Azerbaijan regained full

3! Bliyev I. Inkisaf — mogsadimizdir. [111 cildda] / 1. Bliyev -Baki: Azornosr. -23-cii
kitab -2016, -392 s.
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control over Karabakh.

It should also be noted that Armenia’s one-sided bias towards the
West, tension in Russian-Armenian relations, and Russia’s
participation in the war with Ukraine also had a positive impact on the
resolution of the conflict.

The second paragraph of the third chapter analyzes “The policies
of the United States and Russia in resolving the Abkhaz and South
Ossetian conflicts” It is known that the next bloody conflict in the
South Caucasus is taking place on the territory of Georgia - in Abkhazia
and in the Tskhinvali region, where Ossetians live. The conflict consists
of the first South Ossetian war of 1991-1992 and the wider Russo-
Georgian war of 2008. The White House administration has always
supported and defended the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
Georgia. Regarding Abkhazia and South Ossetia. Russia, which has its
own interests in Abkhazia and South Ossetia, acted as a mediator in
these conflicts in the 90s and sent its military units there under the guise
of peacekeepers. Thus, the Sochi Agreement, signed in 1992, led to the
deployment of Russian, Georgian and Ossetian armed forces in the
Tskhinvali region.

Although negotiations for a peaceful settlement of the Abkhaz
conflict were entrusted to the UN, Russia acted as a mediator here too.
UN Security Council Resolution 896 of January 1994 clearly stated that
the status of Abkhazia should be determined with respect for the
“sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Republic of Georgia 32.”

Georgia's disappointment with Russia coincided with growing
Western interest in the South Caucasus since the mid-1990s and the
region's growing importance for independent supplies of oil and gas to
the world market. The West was convinced that the prospect of further
integration, up to full NATO membership, would prevent any Georgian
desire to use military force to resolve internal conflicts, as this could
harm Georgia's prospects for NATO membership.

By 2008, tensions between Georgia and Russia were growing.
Dmitry Rogozin, Russia's former ambassador to the Russia-NATO

32 Muccus Opranmsanyuu O6beuHeHHBIX Hanuil no mabmonenmo B I'pyzun MO-
OHHI'// 24 aBrycra 1993 —Hpto Hopk. -1993. — 23 c.
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Council, warned that Georgia's NATO membership would destabilize
the Caucasus region®. Other Russian officials have expressed the view
that inviting NATO to participate in Georgia's Membership Action Plan
(MAP) would lead to Russian recognition of Abkhazia and South
Ossetia, and the establishment of Russian troops in these regions **.

In August 2008, as the conflict between Russia and Georgia
escalated, Bush administration officials were adamant that they had
warned the government in Thilisi not to allow the conflict to escalate
into a full-scale war. After the five-day war, Dmitry Medvedev stated
that “the goal of Russia’s operation to forcing the Georgian side to
peace was achieved, and it was decided to complete the operation. The
aggressor is punished. " 3°Russia proved to the world and to Georgia
that Georgia was under the mistaken impression that in a one-on-one
fight with Russia, Georgia would not have more concrete American
support.

To sum up, Russia will always play a critical role in the Caucasus.
They have always been involved historically, and they play a strategic
role in the balance of power in the region. In order not to lose its former
influence in the region, the United States should make considerable
efforts to promote the process of signing a peace agreement, together
with the EU states.

CONCLUSION

The Conclusion reflects the main scientific results obtained
during the research work.
The South Caucasus is a region that has been subject to significant

$Nichol, J. “Georgia (Republic) and NATO Enlargement. Issues and Implications.”
/ICRS Report for Congress. - 7 March 2009, p. 4. URL: https://www.re-
searchgate.net/publication/306091790_Georgia_Republic_and NATO_Enlarge-
ment_Issues_and_Implications

#Nichol, J. “Georgia (Republic) and NATO Enlargement. Issues and Implications.”
//ICRS Report for Congress. - 7 March 2009, p. 5. URL: https://www.re-
searchgate.net/publication/306091790_ Georgia_Republic_and NATO_Enlarge-
ment_lssues_and_Implications

®Menpenes 3aBepun NpuHyskaeHHE I py3un K MUDY «Arpeccop Hakasan!»: [Diek-
TpoHHbIH pecypc] / Komcomonnckas mpasaa, —2008. URL:
www.kp.ru/daily/24145/362333/
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external influence from world powers for centuries. The region remains
in a complex geopolitical landscape, with multiple players vying for
influence and pursuing their own interests. It is important to note that
the geopolitical interests of Western countries and Russia in the South
Caucasus may overlap or conflict with each other. The vision of the
states of the region that the South Caucasus is a zone of strategic interest
of the West was erroneous. But because of Russia's war in Ukraine, the
West is increasing its influence in all regions where Russian policies
have dominated, especially in the South Caucasus and Central Asia. By
doing this, the West is trying to further weaken Russia and ensure its
energy independence. The United States should prioritize maintaining
ongoing reforms, preventing the escalation of conflicts in the Caucasus,
staying out of Russia's vital interests, and not encouraging regional
states to counter Russian influence. But at the same time, completely
abandoning the region would mean providing greater leverage to pursue
a more assertive policy.

The author concludes that if Russia is given control over the
post-Soviet space, in particular over the South Caucasus, it will most
likely refrain from seeking to have Eastern European countries in its
zone of influence. The United States should make concessions and not
penetrate into the sphere of Russia's vital interests, especially in relation
to Georgia and Ukraine. In this case, the escalation of the conflict could
be avoided.

Avery likely scenario in this case would be an increase in Russian
influence in the South Caucasus, accompanied by a decrease in US
interest. It should also be noted that supporting energy and transit
projects in the region for many years has been one of the main means
for the United States to reduce Russian influence in the region.

It is no exception that in the current conditions, the intensification
of the struggle between the United States and Russia for the South
Caucasus may create additional problems for Azerbaijan, Georgia and
Armenia. The stability of the states of the South Caucasus is closely
related to the stability of these great states. Taking this into account, the
states of the region should discuss and resolve a number of regional
problems, eliminate conflicts, strengthen economic ties, and reduce the
influence of foreign powers in the region. This region should become a
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place of peace, a free trade zone, and acute conflicts between peoples
and states should be avoided. In this case, the region will gain real
prospects. If all conflicts in the region are resolved, the three
independent states integrate more closely, the role and place of the
South Caucasus in the world will increase significantly, and the United
States and Russia will cooperate with a strong region that has restored
its role and has real prospects for the future.
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