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There was no serious threat from that neighborhood and the tired fighters re-
turned to the “crossing”and Noragyugh (those that entered Khojalu on Noragyugh
side). At the same time, armed and unarmed people were entering Khojalu. The looting
of Khojalu started.

Roughly estimated, there were 20-30 people killed on the Khojalu side. On our
side, there were 5 casualties. The plan was well devised. We attacked at night, and to-
ward dawn Khojalu should have been cleared, since there was the danger of the heli-
copters. The artillery warning failed and because of that we were not able to destroy the
positions on the crossing. Our role was mostly the psychological effect on the Azerbai-
janis. Nevertheless, Armenians proved once again that they are good fighters.
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People in the village were in a very good mood. Twenty-eight people from Norag-
yugh entered Khojalu and none of them was either wounded or killed.

At around 14:30 we were told that Askeran is in danger. Twelve fighters from
Noragyugh left for Askeran, 10 of them were those that had been in Khojalu. Around
30 of <illegible word> fighters that had entered Khojalu also left for Askeran positions.
Four shots from Grad were fired when the Noragyugh group was in Askeran. They had
been moved forward from Aghdam, also to allow those fleeing their homes to reach
Aghdam. The threat to Askeran was not that big, it was getting dark and they were
unable to progress much. Several fleeing Khojalu residents were killed at Askeran,
around 60 of them were taken captive.
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At around 21:00 in the evening, the group that arrived from Seydshen replaced the
Noragyugh group at the 4th post on Askeran-Aghdam road. The Azerbaijanis still had
control over the Lachin Ghuy height on the right bank of Karkar (Nakhijevanik land).

At least one was killed in Askeran. Our guys had to leave one BTR there and flee

when they met the Azerbaijani tank.”

Thursday, February 27: “At midday, Askeran’s eastern positions were bombed
from Aghdam in three directions. Once more there were people killed in Askeran. But
once again, the situation was not that grave. One could assume <that> the taking of
Khojalu was successful and instead Azerbaijanis retaliated by hitting the Askeran-Na-

khijevanik positions and causing serious damage.”
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Arkadi Ter-Tadevossyan, the commander in charge of the taking of Khojalu,
wrote the following about the taking of Khojalu and the battle itself: “It was agreed
to start simultaneous attacks in four directions, i.e. Noragyugh, Mehtishen, Qyatuk
villages and from the airport side. Before the operation started all commanders of Kho-
jalu garrison and those of Armenian squads were notified about the corridor opened for
the civilians. The corridor ran on the east side of Khojalu, along Karkar River to Agh-
dam. Four hundred eighty seven (487) fighters were engaged in Khojalu operation on the
Armenian side. It was for the first time that the Armenian squads were using armored
vehicles including two units of BRDM (6poruposanHas pa3sedsisameabHo-0030pHAL
Mmawura, —an intelligence, patrol armored vehicle-H.Kh.), as well as one “Rapira”
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cannon used against tanks. According to intelligence data Khojalu was defended by 200
enemy soldiers. The attack started at 22:00 and the military operations lasted around a
day and a half. We encountered a stronger confrontation around the nine-story building
that had been turned into a resistance post. To repress the resistance, we used two mis-
siles of ‘Alazan’, one of which was taken as trophy in Khojalu itself, alongside with two
heavy diameter cannons that were placed on the nearby heights. We lost 8 people during
Khojalu operation, while the enemy had 23 casualties” [B-98, 569].

Samvel Babayan, who was the deputy head of Karabakh Defense Army’s head-
quarters during the taking of Khojalu, spoke about the imperative of taking Khojalu
while talking to us. He also presented some details about the operation. “When we
decided that Khojalu should be taken, we drew up a plan several times. The day was
also agreed on when we learnt that information had been leaked out, they knew the day
in Moscow. So, we changed the date of the attack, we delayed it, we re-worked the plan.
We did not have much gear, heavy equipment. Whatever we had was trophy taken from
the Azerbaijanis themselves. We were just planning to reform the self-defense groups
into an army, i.e. we had the structure, but it was difficult to bring those groups under
one general command. Still, we were unified during Khojalu. We knew that Khojalu
was well armed, that they had several fighters. Before launching the attack, we had
fired on Khojalu a few times from a BMP thus warning them to leave. We appealed to
the peaceful population several times, urging them to leave Khojalu, not to be caught in
fire.3? The Turks have published so many lies by now, alleging that we were armed to
the teeth, that we had taken 40 tanks to Khojalu,* that we had people from the Russian
Army.# A stark lie, we were on our own, only Armenians. Our weakness was the short-

39 Indeed, on March 7, Suleiman Abassov, a Khojalu resident, told the following to Mirzonin, an Aze-
rinfo reporter, “Before the tragedy, a few days before that, the Armenians warned us several times
on radio transmitter that they would be taking the town, they requested that we leave Khojalu.
Moreover, when it was still possible to move women, children and the elderly from the town, we
were made to believe the opposite. We were promised that Askeran would be soon seized and that
Khojalu’s de-blocking operation would start. It did not happen... Why did they lie to us? Why did
our children die? Who will answer for that?” [A-30, 28-29]

40 There really exist exaggerated stories about heavy equipment. To illustrate, “Closer to the night,
without stopping the bombing of the town, armed vehicles started moving in Khojalu direction. The
defenders of the town did everything possible to stop the enemy armed to the teeth, but the forces
were not equal.” (“Bakinskiy Rabochiy”, 28 February, 1992). Bayram Mamed oghli Kasumov, a Kho-
jalu resident allegedly told T. Nurin, a reporter, that “over 100 tanks, BTRs and BMPs entered Kho-
jalu from all sides” [A-30, 31].

41 Following the fall of Khojalu, the Azerbaijani media wrote extensively about the involvement of the
Russian 366th Motorized Rifle Regiment stationed in Stepanakert, that “had played an ominous role
in the taking of Khojalu,” but no evidence was provided other than the conflicting testimonies of
“eye witnesses” (Maitop K. JlutBunoB, Crapmmit nefiteHanT B. Jlenucos. «KpacHast 3Besga», 28
¢deBpains 1992r.; Pamus [lefiryH. «Xanr oparycy», 10 anpens 1992 r.; C. Mupsoes, kopp. Azepuadpopma.
OG6BUHSIOT CONIATbL. 366-11 IOJIK OKUIAeT XaHKeHIHU, Cllebl IpecTyIUIeHUs ocTatoTcs («XomxKay.
XpoHuKareHonuga». usjl.Asepaemp, baky—1993, pages 55-57); C. Mamenos. Ha riaBHbIil Bonpoc
reHepai Tak ¥ He OTBETHUIL.., («Xomxaiy. XpoHuKareHonuna», pages 58-59), Ilonkosuuk M. Cen-
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age of weapons, and I repeat, we had almost no armored vehicles. We did not know
whether the Turks would come to help from Aghdam side, so we had stationed a BTR
together with a group at Askeran fortress, at the section where the road turns to Qyatuk.
The intent was to ensure some resistance in case the Turks attacked from Aghdam,
before we could get help. For the same reason we had told the guys in the self-defense
groups of all Armenian villages on the road from Aghdam to Askeran-Khojalu that
they should be more careful in their posts in the night of February 25. It was possible
that they would come not directly toward Askeran from Aghdam, but might take the
rural roads, from the direction of Aghdam’s Turkish village of Shelli, from the Ughtasar
side through Nakhijevanik, through Qyatuk. However, the Turkish troops did not march
from Aghdam, we took Khojalu. The population left the village at three-four at night.
Everyone knew that they should go to Aghdam via Askeran. In Askeran, at the junction
to Qyatuk, shooting had started. Together with the refugees, the militant groups defend-
ing Khojalu had also left, taking their arms with them. In reality, all male population
of Khojalu was armed. They were armed when they left Khojalu and moved toward
Aghdam. For a moment, there had been such heavy fire from the side of the Turks
leaving along the river bank that one could not lift his head. If you did, you could die.
My brother was there too; he was badly wounded. One blast would be discharged, some
500-700 people firing their guns in our direction. On the same road, the corridor that
we gave them for leaving. What can you say to this? Why did they start firing, from
among the peaceful population? Sure enough, we retaliated. They are calling me, ask-
ing me what to do, since I had given the command not to shoot, but now they are shoot-
ing. So, both sides were shooting. They did not take aim, did not know who they were
firing at. Just a machine gun discharge. On our side we had only men. On their side
they had women, children, wounded people, elderly people. There were even men
dressed as women.*> Who would think that they could subject their people to such dan-
ger? Or did they think that the Armenians would not respond if they saw women and
children? Sure enough, those folks ran away, this way and that way. Some turned to the
forests near Qyatuk. When they saw we were also shooting, some went into the woods,
others carried on along the straight road. Several of them died in those woods, they froze
to death. They had wounded people with them. I would not put it past them to have
killed their wounded. We did not have people in the woods, we did not have armed
groups there. Our people were in their [Armenian] villages, at their [Armenian] posts.

IoB, XOJXKaJbl—-KXEepPTBa PYKOBOJIUTENEeN BCeX cTereHel.«Xanr opaycy», 14 ampens 1992 r.; W.
[lykiopos. «Kpachas 3Be3ga» npusHaia: 366-i# MCII yyacTBoBoa B Typme Xomxkaibl. «bakuHckuit
pabounit», 12 mapra 1992 r. and others.

42 There are several stories about men that left Khojalu dressed as women. This includes accounts by
the fighters of Armenian squads that were overseeing the secure exit of Khojalu residents via the
roads of Noragyugh, Pirjamal, Askeran-Aghdam. One of the insurgents leaving Khojalu dressed as a
woman used the gun concealed under the dress to kill an Armenian guy, his classmate.
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Some crossed the river on the bridge and took the Nakhijevanik direction. Since we had
given the passage across the river, toward Aghdam, we were keeping that wing. We all
knew and believed that they would be taking that road. We had not put controls over
Khojalu residents’ passage on other roads, we could not have predicted they would drift
off from their route. Later, they wrote in Azerbaijan that there were people among the
refugees that deliberately made them digress, told them the Turks had taken Nakhije-
vanik, you should go in that direction. I do not know, maybe something like that had
happened. But I personally believe that the drifters were the Meskhetian Turks that did
not know our roads, Karabakh roads. They were brought here in 1989, when clashes
were already happening here, OMON was here. The newcomers had not had contacts
with the Armenians, they did not know our roads. If they had wandered off, what can
I say? But I read somewhere that Alif Hajiyev, the head of the airport OMON was also
among those who took to the woods. A criminal, a ruthless person. Alif Hajiyev was not
one to lose his way. He was a local, from Jamillu village, an old militiaman, and final-
ly an OMON. He knew the locale very well, he knew that the humanitarian corridor
was on the road that went past Askeran to Aghdam, across the right bank of the river
parallel to the road. If he and the likes of him went through the woods, then I think they
might have had a special plan to take that route.”*

Despite the Armenian claims that only Armenians were engaged in the taking
of Khojalu, many Azerbaijanis write and speak about the involvement of the 366th
Motorized Rifle Regiment stationed in Stepanakert. Yuri Girchenko, Major of a Sap-
pers Battalion in Aghdam, also wrote that those officers and soldiers of the 366th
Motorized Rifle Regiment stationed in Stepanakert that were Armenians by nation-
ality, took part in the attack on Khojalu. The command of the regiment, though, was
not aware of this. According to Girchenko, they took part in the attack, but did not
enter the settlement.

43 The interview with Samvel Babayan was conducted by Hranush Kharatyan.
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The Taking of Khojalu and the Scattering of the Population

Khojalu surrendered quickly, there were no street fights. After two hours of
shelling, when it stopped, the population left the settlement. Levon Melik-Shahnaz-
aryan writes, “at around 01:15 on February 26 I returned to the headquarters. I put
on the earphones of technical intelligence to listen to the negotiations of Azerbaijani
transmitter operators. Within 10-15 minutes I managed to intercept the radio mes-
sage by Alif Hajiyev, the head of Khojalu defense. He was swearing, cursing Mutal-
libov, the Baku residents, those of Aghdam and Shushi. He said that they were
leaving Khojalu and following the civilians who were using the corridor provided by
the Armenians” [B-89].

The departure of the population was unorganized, entire families left using any
available transportation, any available route. The outflow lasted around two-three
hours, from 2 to 4-5 p.m. The defenders of Khojalu failed to organize the exit of the
population and their passage to Aghdam, though all leaders knew about the corridor
provided for leaving in the Aghdam direction. Girchenko writes that “before start-
ing the bombing, Armenians were announcing on the loudspeakers that a corridor
had been provided for the population to go to Aghdam and warning that only un-
armed people would be allowed to pass through the corridor” (highlighted by
me-H.Kh.) [B-84, 8]. However, Armenians themselves failed to organize and con-
trol the disarmament. Subsequently, there were a lot of armed people among those
leaving Khojalu.

First to leave the settlement were mainly its defenders, i.e. the OMON, the
militiamen, the fighters of the Popular Front-all with their families, their keen and
other groups of civilians that had joined them. Part of Khojalu’s peaceful population
was left to their own discretion. People leaving Khojalu had immediately dispersed
across all the roads leading out of the settlement, with the exception of the south
road that led to Stepanakert. The main flow was, indeed, in the north direction of
Askeran-Aghdam. Some people followed Alif Hajiyev, the leader of defense and El-
mar Mammadov, the mayor. In all likelihood this was the second largest group. De-
spite Alif Hajiyev’s radio message overheard by Levon Melik-Shahnazarov about
them taking the corridor provided by the Armenians, this group did not move to-
ward Askeran. They went east from Khojalu, crossed river Kar-Kar and entered the
woods. Judging from the stories of those who followed this group, people broke into
smaller groups, they got lost in the forest, in the dark and then they started to look
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This is the river that Khojalu residents crossed after leaving their settlement.

for the road to Aghdam through the woods. By dawn, many of them reached the
road leading to village Shelli, which, in those conditions, was the best exit to Agh-
dam. Others reached the Armenian villages Qyatuk, Pirjamal (Vardadzor), Aran-
zamin, Dahraz. There were people who lost their way in the woods and froze to
death. A lot of others dispersed west of Khojalu, reaching Armenian Noragyugh,
Mehtishen (currently Lusadzor), Dahrav, Sardarashen, Hovsepavan, Nerqgin Klch-
abad, Khanabad villages.

There were those who surrendered while leaving Khojalu (or were taken cap-
tive) to the Armenian armed squads that had seized Khojalu.

Those who dispersed west were mostly peaceful residents. The residents of
those Armenian villages where groups of 20-30 Khojalu residents arrived took
them to Askeran and handed over to the police. The latter was busy with an unex-
pected task, i.e. how to deal with the unintended hostages/captives, where to place
them. This course of events was unexpected for everyone, since they were confident
that Khojalu population would immediately move toward Askeran-Aghdam direc-
tion (see map 1 on page 193).

Understandably, the majority of people left their homes in panic, dressed as
they were, taking no warm clothes, sometimes barefoot, with small children, even
the newborns. The winning side was left confused and wondering what to do with-
frightened, hungry and freezing women, children and the elderly. This in the situa-



84 KHOJALU "GENOCIDE" AND ITS MISSION IN KARABAKH CONFLICT

sy

The Khojalu residents that had left the settlement and had crossed the river,
had also passed through these mountains before getting to the road.

tion when they themselves had no food to eat, no electricity, they lived in cold
houses that were often targets for bombing. Should they have immediately shown
the fleeing people the road to Aghdam as if saying go away, we do not need you and
you do not need us? But on February 26 the road to Aghdam was very unsafe.
Armed groups were arriving from Aghdam and as you will see below, during the
entire day big or small armed clashes happened there. Showing the road to Aghdam
to these people could make them a target of these fights.

While they were trying to understand in Askeran what should be done “with
those people”, the ones that had left in the east direction were either wandering off
or got involved in their own new fights.
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The Group Following Alif Hajiyev According to the Accounts of
the People that Left the Settlement

Alif Hajiyev’s intention was to immediately enter the woods after crossing the
river, or it was presented as such. Alif Hajiyev’s name is often mentioned in the ac-
counts of the people who left Khojalu. As it follows from the account of Sanoubar
Alekperova, a Khojalu resident, it was Hajiyev who had diverted part of the people
from going to Aghdam via Askeran. “When Khojalu mayor Elman Mammadov said
that we need to flee to survive, Alif Hajiyev, the head of the airport took us to Agh-
dam <from Khojalu> through the woods. Near the village Nakhijevanik we got
into a trap (the highlight is mine—H.Kh.). I would never forget what I saw there, a
pile of bodies grew there” [B-79].The article where this testimony was published
included an excerpt from an account told by Minesh Alina, another Khojalu resi-
dent, “.. we were wandering in the woods. From some hiding places they were
shooting at us. Alif lay down in the bushes and started firing at the armed people
shooting at us. For some time, the shooting in the woods stopped. On our way, he
fired from time to time and the armed people stopped shooting. When Alif was
recharging the <gun>, Armenians opened fire (highlighted by me-H.KH.), and
one of the bullets hit Alif’s forehead” [B-79].

Alina Malahat, a Khojalu resident also remembers Alif Hajiyev during their
escape: “We went to Gar-Gar river, we crossed it with children on our backs. We
walked through the snow that reached up to our knees. People were slipping, falling
down and then raising up to continue walking. No one knew what would happen to
us. Alif Hajiyev walked in front of our group. When shooting started people ran in
different directions, several of them were killed by bullets and others froze to death
in the snow. Those walking in the front saw the asphalt coated road, the road to
Nakhijevanik. A tank stood there, but then it turned and moved in Askeran direc-
tion. We thought that it had left and we exited the woods for the road. People had
nowhere to hide and then they started shooting at us from different sides
(highlighted by me-H.KH.). It was horrible. The tank turned back and started
shooting us from the cannon” [A-31, 176-177]. Unlike Sanoubar Alekperova, Alina
Malahat who has followed Alif Hajiyev does not mention the shots in the woods
from different sections of the road, though the same is mentioned by Alina Minesh
who has been with the same group. Both Alina Malahat and Sanoubar Alekperova
recount a specific case that had happened at the road leading to village Nakhijevan-
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ik. Malahat Alina has not seen “piles of bodies” near the village, about which Sanou-
bar Alekperova speaks, a woman that has been with that same group. Instead, she
speaks about people killed by shooting and about people fleeing in different direc-
tions. The same story is told also by Mirvari Khaliolva. “Near Nakhijevanik village
(the highlight is mine-H.Kh.) they once again started shooting at people. Some of
the people I was with were killed (highlighted by me-H.Kh.) by bullets. Those
who survived, once again ran deeper into the woods” [A-30, 27]. In this case there
were “a few people” killed, while the others, according to the narrator, dispersed in
the woods.

Suleiman Abbassov, a Khojalu resident, remembers both the shootings during
their passage as well as how they overcame that hurdle. “A short fight ensued, but
we were able to break through” («3aBs3ancg kopotkuii 60ii, B X0[ie KOTOPOro
HaM yAaJloCh IPOOUTH 3TOT 3aciioH»). According to Abbassov, after the fight they
re-accessed the road to Aghdam, but then they were caught in the trap of the “hid-
den BTRs’ cross-fire”, where he was wounded [B-33; B-46; A-30, 28]. It should be
noted though that there were no more Armenian villages on the road leading to
Aghdam in that direction, neither were there any Armenian positions there. It was
Aghdam territory and up until 1993 was controlled by Azerbaijani military.

According to the narrators there are a number of questions and different ver-
sions for answers about the “outcome of the clash.” For how long did those they
encounter continue shooting? Up until they were all exterminated? Up until all
survivors escaped? Were the fleeing chased? According to Mivrari Khalilova’s ac-
count, “around me a few people were killed by bullets, they fell down. Those who
survived rushed once again into the woods.” According to Suleiman Abbassov’s ac-
count, “a quick fight erupted, and thus we were able to break through.” The other
accounts stop at the shootings, saying nothing on how things ended.

Khojalu mayor Elman Mammadov was part of the same group. He does not
recall shootings in the woods, and instead of saying “near the Armenian village Na-
khijevanik” he says “in the fields of Nakhijevanik.” “The handful of Khojalu defend-
ers and the peaceful residents that had survived retreated into the woods, crossing
the frozen river. Throughout the night we were passing through the village together
with women, children, the elderly, the wounded. In the morning we entered an
opening, after which there were the fields of Nakhijevanik village (highlighted by
me-H.Kh.). Here we were met by fire from cannons and machine guns. The ex-
hausted live targets were being shot at mercilessly. Several of my compatriots, my
keen, my close ones died there. Armed with a gun, I together with my seven friends
tried to cover the others. But we failed. Cut off from all directions we lay in the gorge
for 12 hours and could not even raise our heads because of the shooting” [A-30, 26].



THE GROUP FOLLOWING ALIF HAJIYEV ACCORDING TO THE ACCOUNTS OF THE PEOPLE THAT LEFT THE SETTLEMENT 87

The mayor did not mention why he chose the forest route and took several
defenders and peaceful residents with him. He would have certainly known about
the provided corridor through Askeran. Let us also leave aside the fact that the
fleeing group could not have been fired at from the cannons in the fields of Nakhije-
vanik. Nakhijevanik residents did not have cannons, but they already had several
automatic guns, which they had taken from the Aghdam fighters who attacked
them in January 1991. Nakhijevanik defense groups patrolling the defense positions
used these guns. Let us focus on several other contradictions. Khojalu residents pass-
ing through Nakhijevanik mention about a brief clash or shooting. According to
Suleiman Abbasov, “overcoming the barrier with a short fight,” they had contin-
ued their way. Yet, the mayor Elman Mammadov and his seven friends, armed with
automatic guns, hid in a gorge for 12 hours unable to even raise their heads because
of the shooting.

The same mayor had also presented another version of the story: “After cross-
ing the icily cold river, we were going toward the Mount Qyatuk. Many died of
frostbite in the woods on the way. We walked till 7 a.m., and came out in the field
near the Armenian village of Nakhijevanik. Armenian gunmen, cannon shooters
and a BTR were waiting for us there. The mass extermination of unarmed people
started with heavy shooting. Many women and children were killed there. Some
people went to Gyulaplu village, where about 200 people were taken hostage by the
Armenians. We started to cover (npuxpbiBathb—here to resist the shooting by shoot-
ing back, to secure the retreat—H.Kh.) the survivors, and part of them reached
Aghdam. My seven friends and I were able to get out of the blockade. It was late,
but luckily, we found a hiding place. We stayed there from 9 a.m. to 8 p.m. And only
in the evening, when it started snowing, we got out and reached Aghdam in the
morning of February 27” [B-83]. In this version, a BTR is added to the “cannons and
automatic guns.” It was claimed that there was “heavy shooting,” which was practi-
cally impossible for the villagers with very limited weaponry. The mayor says, “the
mass extermination of unarmed people started” (Hauamocb MaccoBoe
uctpebienue 6e30pyxHbIX Jirozel), even though it is clear both from the previ-
ous and this story, that both he himself, and some other people with him were
armed. The mayor does not speak about his murdered relatives here. Also, he and
his seven friends armed with automatic guns did not hide in a gorge, but in a “hiding
place they found.” However, the memory of “impossibility to even raise a head due
to uninterrupted shooting” is missing from this account of a 12-hours hiding in the
gorge. Instead, he speaks about being cut away alongside with his friends. Finally, it
was very strange that the mayor with his armed group had left the hiding place at 8
p.m. on February 26 and reached Aghdam in the morning of February 27. The dis-
tance is only 6 -7 kilometers, and it would have taken maximum two-three hours to
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reach there on foot even for tired people. There were no Armenians on the road,
there was no need to hide, and there were no obstacles. There were no women, chil-
dren, and apparently no wounded people with them, they were eight armed men.

There is no single mention of Alif Hajiyev in both accounts: non-existent, not
seen, not remembered... He remembers the killing of women and children, but “does
not remember” either the shooting gunmen from among the women and children,
or the death of Alif Hajiyev. The main question here is what was this pair, the May-
or and Alif Hajiyev, doing on the road to Nakhijevanik? Why did they appear there,
when they knew for sure about another road to Aghdam announced by Armenians,
more convenient, shorter and safer one? Why did they involve the civilians in their
adventure? On March 2, Elman Mammadov stated in Aghdam (the statement was
published by the “Russian Thought” (‘Russkaya Mysl’) on March 3) that they knew
about the corridor to Aghdam. “We knew that a corridor was left for the peaceful
population.” They knew, but had led the civilians through a different road. Why? No
questions are asked about this.

Various groups from Khojalu had reached Aghdam through Nakhijevanik road
on February 26 and 27, with no incidents, and the self-defense forces of the village
had always been present at the Armenian positions. For example, a group of refu-
gees led by a Khojalu militia lieutenant Shahin Muradov had passed on the same
road in the morning of February 27. The Armenian self-defense forces had asked
them to lay down their weapons and continue on their way, but the request was
refused. “After that they went away from our way, and we continued to Aghdam
with civilians,”-this is what Shahin Muradov said [B-68]. Why the group that
persuaded people to take exactly that road after the defeat of Khojalu was also
the one to “get into an incident” with the Armenians? The oral histories pub-
lished in Azerbaijan did not include any other account of clashes near Nakhijevanik
village mentioned by any other group of Khojalu residents that had taken that road.

On February 28 or 29, Seidagha Movsumov, the newly appointed TV reporter
of Azerbaijan’s Defense Army and Allahverdi Baghirov, the commander of Agh-
dam’s Popular Front platoon appeared on the battlefield of “Nakhijevanik plain.”
This was the same Allahverdi Baghirov that was to seize the Armenian villages of
Pirjamal and Nakhijevanik with his platoon on February 25, the day of Khojalu
defense. With the permission of Vitaly Balasanyan, the commander of the Armenian
battalion in Askeran, this pair went to collect the bodies of the victims with a group
of Azerbaijani soldiers. Seidagha Movsumov saw Alif Hajiyev’s body among the
corpses: “..we saw many corpses of our soldiers. They had fought (the highlight
is mine—H.Kh.). We could see that these heroes fought till the end to save the civil-
ians. The body of Alif Hajiyev, the heroic son of Azerbaijan, was also there
(highlighted by me—-H.Kh.). Alif was very heroic in fighting the Armenians. Along-
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side with his brothers, he fought till the last moment in Khojalu and after defending
the city he did everything to protect those alive from the enemy. He attacked Ar-
menians even while retreating. He was the one to build and destroy Khojalu
airport (Alif Hajiyev was the head of OMON of Khojalu airport—H.Kh.). Back then
he was sending to hell many Armenians who had come to the airport... (the
highlight is mine—H.Kh.). Fortunately, Alif’s skirt was on his face, and the Armeni-
ans did not recognize him, otherwise they would not hand over his body to us” [B-
107],-tells Movsumov. This new account, in its turn, contradicts the Mayor’s story
about “the mass extermination of armless people,” and proves that the number of
gunmen among those who have reached Nakhijevanik plain was not that low. At
least Movsumov and Allahverdi Baghirov had seen “the bodies of many fighters,”
those that had fought. The phrase that Alif Hajiyev “attacked Armenians even
while retreating” showed that he was the one to attack, and Seidagha could have
learned about this in advance from a part of the same group that had crossed the
Nakhijevanik plain and reached Aghdam. Again, the question remained open as to
why these militants had led the retreating civilians through a completely different
path, and subjected them to suffering in the cold, snowy forest at night, why did
they bring them to the road to Nakhijevanik village, and provoked armed fights
with the people defending their settlement [Nakhijevanik] thus risking the lives of
civilians they were in charge for.

Thomas de Waal, referring to “they say,” wrote: “Hajiyev reportedly told the
civilians to escape and make for Aghdam, and that his OMON militiamen would
accompany them for their protection. In the middle of the night, a large crowd fled
through the woods, which were ankle-deep in snow, and started to descent the val-
ley of the small Gargar river. (Thomas de Waal either does not know or does not
want to say that most of Khojalu residents had taken the provided corridor through
Askeran to Aghdam—H. Kh.). In early morning, the crowd of Khojali civilians, inter-
spersed with a few militiamen, emerged onto open ground near the Armenian vil-
lage of Nakhijevanik. There they were hit by a wall of gunfire from Armenian fight-
ers on the hillside above. The militiamen returned fire, but were heavily outnum-
bered and killed” [A-37, 170]. Let’s not ask de Waal who were “they” that were
killed? Were those OMON men? The crowd of Khojalu civilians? All of them? Where
did he know from about “several OMON men”? What does “several” mean? Five,
ten, fifteen people? Where did he learn from about “wall of gunfire from Armeni-
an fighters on the hillside above,” or about “heavily outnumbered” forces? Does
he at all know where Nakhijevanik is? Hadn’t anybody “told” him how many “Ar-
menian fighters” there were? Were the villagers “fighters” at all? What kind of
weapons did these “fighters” have against the experienced OMON? [ personally
asked him these questions and heard answers like “don’t know” or “it is said so.”
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Probably he was also “told” that the “Armenian fighters on the hillside” outnum-
bered “several OMON men,” and that the Armenian fighters were better armed and
more experienced than OMON. Thomas de Waal neither knows where Nakhijevanik
is located, nor has any information about the inhabitants of the village. He also had
no idea what was that “hillside” near the village where the Armenian fighters were
“positioned,” and where did these fighters appear from. He was the one to write that
Khojalu residents “emerged onto open ground near the Armenian village of Nakhi-
jevanik.” So, where did the “hillside” appear from? It is strange that he did not ask
either himself or those who “told” him why the retreating people did not take the
road provided for them, but had taken Nakhijevanik direction instead? Why did
Hajiyev promise to help Khojalu residents with OMON if they chose Nakhijevanik
direction, and finally how did he help?

As a matter of fact, the phrase “near Nakhijevanik” diverts people from the
actual place of the clash. A clash indeed happened near a hill on the road from
Khojalu to Nakhijevanik. However, that hill is not near Nakhijevanik, it is on As-
keran-Nakhijevanik road, before reaching Nakhijevanik. We will get back to this
later. Unfortunately, de Waal was not interested in what the “Armenian fighters” or
the villagers living in Nakhijevanik could have “said”. They may also have things to
“say”, perhaps it was worth listening to them too? Thomas de Waal, who does not
know all this, is widely cited by other authors, thus circulating something that was
wrong at the very beginning.
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What do the people living in Nakhijevanik in February 1992,
and the participants of the February 26 fight on the plain tell?

Sadly, no one has ever been interested in locating Nakhijevanik village, the
name of which is so widely circulated in Azerbaijani narratives. Similarly, there has
been no interest in its residents, in what they saw or did. After all, the “accused
party”, also has the right to be heard, doesn’t it?

As mentioned, Nakhijevanik is an Armenian village located about 6 km south-
east from Khojalu, and 7 km south from Askeran, cut off from the main Asker-
an-Aghdam road. Nakhijevanik bordered with Azerbaijani villages of Aghdam dis-
trict from the north and east. Since 1988, the residents of Nakhijevanik had tense
relations with the population of Azerbaijani villages of Aghdam. After 1991, the road
to Aghdam was virtually closed to the residents of Nakhijevanik due to frequent
attacks, hostages taken from the village and other reasons. In 1990, Mekhak, the
village shepherd was killed, and in the Fall of the same year, 13 people working in
the village fields were kidnapped by those from the neighboring Azerbaijani village
Ghasimlu. On January 30, 1991, a group of people heading to Askeran for a funeral
was attacked. These events caused the men of Nakhijevanik to organize self-defense
groups and take turns in patrolling village roads. These self-defense groups are called
“Armenian bandit formations” in the Azerbaijani texts.

Most Azerbaijani texts state that “the majority of Khojalu residents moved
along the road leading to the other side of the shallow river, and by sunrise they
reached, through the mountains, the open field under the Armenian control near
Nakhijevanik.” Nobody was interested in knowing why they had gone in that un-
planned direction. What did “under the Armenian control” mean? It sounds as if
there was an Armenian military unit in the village. In fact, Nakhijevanik was not
under the Armenian control, it was simply an Armenian village, where the villagers
continued to live, and voluntarily formed groups of men patrolling the borders of
their village to protect the population in the event of attack. For example, such an
attack happened in January 1991, by the fighters of Aghdam Popular Front.

People in Nakhijevanik knew that the Armenians were going to try to take
Khojalu on the night of February 25-26. They had received an order to stand in
self-defense groups on the road to the village, as some military forces might be sent
for the defense of Khojalu from Aghdam through that road. Their task was to try to
stop that aid to Khojalu. As the Azerbaijani plan devised in Aghdam headquarters
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indicated, on February 23 an attack from Aghdam on the Armenian villages, includ-
ing Nakhijevanik, was really planned. According to the plan, the territorial defense
platoon led by Allahverdi Baghirov, the representative of the Azerbaijani Popular
Front, was to move in the direction of Aghdam-Ghasimli**-Nakhijevanik villages,
and was to seize the Armenian villages of Nakhijevanik and Pirjamal. People in Na-
khijevanik of course were not informed about this specific plan, but such possibility
always existed.

However, Nakhijevanik residents did not expect that part of the population of
captured Khojalu would pass through the road to their village. This was a surprise
for everybody. It was a difficult road, a really bad one. They also knew that the
regular road taking to Aghdam through Askeran had been assigned as a humanitar-
ian corridor for the residents leaving Khojalu. It was both short and convenient.
Below are accounts of Nakhijevanik residents about February 25 and the following
days.

Account 1-Nakhijevanik resident

“During the capture of Khojalu we were at the so-called 5th Post on the road.
Frankly, we did not believe that our side would take Khojalu. We did not believe, as
we were seeing the number of civilian helicopters entering Khojalu. It was clear
what they were bringing to Khojalu: food, fuel, weapons, ammunition. They were
bringing people. There were many OMON forces in Khojalu, we even knew some of
them.

A person came from Stepanakert and told us that they were going to take Kho-
jalu that very night, on February 25. That was the day of our shift, we were standing
in the lower part of the village with five-six people. It appeared that they were firing
at night. The noise came from <Khojalu side>. In the morning we came back to the
village from our positions, and did not even manage to have breakfast when the vil-
lage bell called. It was a call to gather. We gathered to go to the Post, as Khojalu was
taken and people were walking towards our village. <We were informed> there were
militants with them and there was an order to offer the militants to hand over their
weapons when they would approach us. [The order was] to release the civilians. We
had a radio transmitter, and they told us from Askeran to let them go. It was already
26th of February. We went down to that 5th Post, there was a direct road to Aghdam
from there. We were standing in the trench and saw a row of people in civilian clothes
approaching. It looked like their militants formed a barricade from civilians. Well, it
was all out there to see: women, children, militants. The militants were in camouflage

44 Ghasimli was an Azerbaijani-populated village of Aghdam district of Azerbaijan. It was a small vil-
lage in 1893, and was called Kasim-begli, was one of the 6 villages of Shellu community, had a pop-
ulation of 126, all Shia Tatars [B-21, Ne1331].
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and had automatic guns with them. They started firing from among the other people.
They were firing from the row of civilians. Two of our guys were killed, Aram’s broth-
er and a neighbor of mine named Ashot. What should we do if they were firing? We
should answer with fire. We were in trenches. At times, we could not raise our heads.
We had a BTR, so some guys got seated in that BTR from back. We were also shooting
from BTR. They were shooting too. Some of the people were wounded, some were
dead. Among civilians as well. Yes. They came out using the civilians as a shield.
They went past us and were gone, and after a while there were the sound of automat-
ic and machine guns-drrr, drrr, drrr. We did not understand who was shooting
whom, there was no Armenian position after our position, there was no Armenian
village either, who was firing? Whom were they firing at? But the sounds were clear:
they were shooting with hand machine guns and the bigger ones. From Ughtasar side.
Their civilians were shot in the face. They were shooting from Shelli village, and peo-
ple had fled however they could, to the forests. Those forests were full of fleeing
people. It wasn’t even an observation point, we just watched a bit what was happen-
ing. Before that, we even did not know that they had positioned there.

Yes, we were told that a corridor was provided in Aghdam’s direction so they
could get out. Yet, it was not surprising that they <took our road too>. At that time
people took whatever road they could. For example, there were groups of civilians
met by our men, who brought them to Askeran and then let them go in Aghdam’s
direction. There were so many people lost in the forests of this neighboring village,
our men caught and brought them, gathered all of them and took to Askeran from
where they were set free. But why were they shooting at their own people? And
later, on February 27, they fired probably around 200 shells of Grad on our village.
One person died. Like in the movies when from a shell blast a person is thrown sev-
eral meters away. They discharged about 10, or probably 5 shells. Well, there were
almost no people in the village, the women and children of Nakhijevanik had all
gone to Prjamal, the village next to us, it is a bit aside from the road, a locked in
village. They stayed there for several days.”*

Account 2—Nakhijevanik resident

“I was the commander of the men in our village during the Khojalu events.
Vito (Vitaly Balasanyan-H.Kh.) was the commander of Askeran and he had told us
that the residents of Khojalu were leaving. He gave them a road to leave, but he told
us to protect our villages. Stand at night, so nothing happens. Then we saw that
many from Khojalu had come to our side, they were coming in groups. We allowed
them to go to Turks’ side, to Shelli. There was a group that had gunmen among
them. The civilians were scared and wanted to leave, but there were gunmen in the

45 The interview was conducted by Gohar Mkhitaryan.
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group and some were shooting at us. So, we fired too. When they fire at you, you
should fire too. But there were many groups that did not fire and we let them go.
They fired at our men near the 5th Post, and our men fired back. In our other posts,
near the Farm,*® where I was, nobody was killed at all, there was not a single victim.
We were near the Farm at the time, not a single Turk was killed there, they did not
fire at us and we did not fire too, they went past us and continued on. Our post near
the Farm was on this side of the mountain, they passed the post and were killed on
the other side of the mountain, on Shelli’s side. We allowed them to go, they went to
Shelli post, and the Turks slaughtered their own Turks. They killed their own Turks
with machine guns. In my opinion, they did not take these people for Armenians.
There was nothing to be confused about, we would not run like crazy to the Turkish
post and they knew it. The things they show on TV, it all happened near their post.
It is Turks], Aghdam land, not ours, it happened on the other side of the mountain.
Then they came by a helicopter to take the <bodies>. Then they show people killed
in the woods. Many either died or were killed in the woods on the other, the Turkish
side of the mountain. There were no Armenians there. Of course, some died in the
mountains on our side, but most remained in the woods, on mountain slopes on the
Turkish side. Whether they froze or were shot, whatever had happened, mostly
happened there, most groups passed through their woods. They fired knowingly,
for sure. I can’t say the reason, but I can express an opinion. They, <the refugees>,
were not the real Turks, they were Meskhetian Turks, probably they were no longer
needed. For example, an Armenian will not fire on a woman, on a child or on an
elderly, will not shoot civilians. Isn’t it something to think about? Why they
were taken through this road? They had been provided a corridor, why wer-
en’t they taken through that corridor? They had a reason, didn’t they?”#
(highlighted by me-H.Kh.)

Account 3—Nakhijevanik resident

“During the <capture> of Khojalu we were at our posts. We knew that if our
forces would take Khojalu, its residents should leave for Aghdam through Askeran.
We were told to protect the village. I was near the Farm. At night we saw them pass-
ing through the road to our village. There were no shootings near our post, people
just passed by and went.”

Account 4—a married couple from Nakhijevanik

“We did not participate in Khojalu [taking]|, as we were told to protect our
village. Nobody was taken from here to participate in the capture of Khojalu. We

46 The narrators refer to the buildings of a Soviet Cattle Farm.
47 Male, born in 1960 in Nakhijevanik, interviewed at his house by Arsen Hakobyan.
48 Male, born in 1963, interviewed by Zaruhi Hambardzumyan.
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learned the next day that part of them [Khojalu residents| came to these forests.
Those people should have left for Aghdam through Askeran, they got lost and were
passing by our village. There was snow, we saw people pass through the forest at
night. They also passed by our village in groups. There are Turkish villages around
5 km away, they passed through our village and were saved. Turks were provided a
corridor. They either deviated from the corridor or had otherwise wandered off the
road. In the morning, yes, there was a clash. Our defenders have noticed armed
OMON men dressed in women clothes, there were even ones in their <military>
uniforms, and they were coming towards our defense positions. They were accom-
panying their people. Shooting occurred. Sarukhanyan’s paternal uncle was our first
victim then. They had seen him in our posts and had fired. And then our guys had
fired back. Around 7 or 8 residents of our village were killed. The highest number
of casualties in our village was recorded on the next day after the taking of Khojalu,
when they fired all their artillery at us in revenge. They fired from all kinds of weap-
ons from Aghdam. Four young people died that day. Our freedom fighters had taken
some people captive. [ had heard about a mother and a son and an elderly man be-
ing taken captive. However, they were not killed, they were taken to Askeran and
then were exchanged with our captives. There were OMON men among the cap-
tives, with women, dressed as women so they could pass through the corridor.”#

Account 5—a male resident of Pirjamal, a village neighboring Nakhijevanik, par-

ticipant of Nakhijevanik defense on the night of February 25, 1992

“When our forces were to take Khojalu, I was ordered to patrol the road from
Askeran to here, so the enemy would not attack us from Aghdam. We had to protect
<our villages>, so they could not attack Askeran from our side, from Aghdam and
Shelli. We did not know that the Turks leaving Khojalu would pass next our villages.
They were provided a road to go to Aghdam through Askeran. I knew there was an
order to not touch civilians, leave the road open, accompany them. Let them go,
help them, let the civilians go. That night when we saw them passing through our
road, I was standing in the fifth post with a microphone [loudspeaker], I spoke to
them in Turkish, Russian, rather Russian, Armenian and asked them to leave, go
without interference. So, they came out. It took some two-three days. In February
27, 28, and 29 they were hiding in the woods. Some were scared to come out, some
were waiting, some got hungry and came out, some were cold. There was snow then.
They were coming. We brought women here, gave them some tea, food (his wife
intervenes: “at that time we were scared even at our homes, as there were armed
men among them”). Well, the armed ones, the OMON, the ones that had weapons
and resisted, we destroyed them... but the civilians, the women, we took them in,

49 The couple was interviewed by Shushan Saratikyan.
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gave them some tea and food. We kept them in the garages next to the village club
for several days. Those who wanted and were able, had walked to <Aghdam>, those
who were not able, we took them to Askeran and handed over. I have seen many
corpses lying on the road. Then the Turks came in a helicopter to collect and take
their bodies. However, the bodies were not in one place, they were in different plac-
es, some from the shelling, some from the Armenians’ shooting. In some cases, Turks
had thought that we were attacking and had fired. All different. I don’t know the
details, really don’t know.”>°

We had a long conversation with this person. We walked with him to see the
place where Khojalu residents had been “kept in garages for several days.” Accord-
ing to the narrator, about 80 people were kept there. To our question, “how many
people were allowed to independently go to Aghdam at a time,” he answered: “We
allowed the ones with special needs. I remember very well, a person came and told
that his daughter was pregnant and asked to be allowed to go to Aghdam before she
would go into labor. He was a good, kind person and spoke fluent Armenian. So, we
would not keep them. If they had a special need and were able to walk, we let them
go. At least six or seven people left like that. But we had already taken their weapons
from them.” To the question whether there were any incidents and clashes at that
time, he answered: “We had put guards, our villagers were not allowed to commu-
nicate with them. The food was also transferred through guards. One of the guards
came to me and told that a woman wanted to see me. She was a beautiful, young
woman, and I remember her name, Mammadova Saida Jalil Kizi. She came to tell
me that women were afraid of being raped, that they were feeling such danger. I
calmed her down, and told her that I would personally take care of that. Then I
warned our guys that they would be severely punished.”

Account 6-a woman from the Nakhijevanik village

“Our guys were standing in the posts. They [Azerbaijanis from Khojalu| were
passing by, but fired at our guys in the morning. Thus, a fight broke up and two of
our youth died. One was Ashot, Yura’s son. Yura died the next day. Turks were firing
at our village from a helicopter. Were we to blame that Khojalu was taken? They
took revenge on us. Our villagers fled to neighboring villages. I went to Vardadzor
(Pirjamal). There were Turkish women and children refugees in the club there. They
were not captives, just fleeing people, lost and scared. Then part of them went to-
wards Aghdam, the others were handed in, probably in Askeran or Stepanakert.
There weren’t any in our village, because our village was being bombed by Turks,
we weren’t staying at the village either. Armen and Hayk Sarukhanyan were killed
and were buried together. Armen was 86, Hayk 26. Since they were shooting from

50 The story of the man from Pirkjamal was recorded by Hranush Kharatyan and Hrayr Zohrabyan.
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the helicopter, we could not bury the people. Now they made a video and show
corpses, telling “near Nakhijevanik.” Well, that is not the territory of our village, it
is the territory of Aghdam, Turks’ territory. But they keep saying “near Nakhijevan-
ik, near Nakhijevanik.” It’s a lie. There were people killed in the territory of Nakhi-
jevanik as well, let them show these people too. But there weren’t many dead bodies
in the territory of Nakhijevanik, and no one had mutilated the corpses, so why
would they show? They show their own deeds and say “near Nakhijevanik.”!

Our research team has crossed the road from Askeran to Nakhijevanik several
times. The 5th Armenian position (Post), where the fighting has happened, is at 3
km distance from Askeran, in a field that belongs to Nakhijevanik village, on the
slope of a hill 4 km far from the village. A small road turns to Shelli-Aghdam from
this segment of Askeran-Nakhijevanik road where the hill is located. The clash hap-
pened exactly on that segment. The area is in a field that belongs to Nakhijevanik
village, near the road, but at 4 km distance from Nakhijevanik, and 2-2.5 km dis-
tance from the Azerbaijani Shelli village of Aghdam (see map 2 on page 194).

In reality, this was not the only group going past the 5th Armenian post on
Nakhijevanik road. The flow of refugees continued on the same road in groups, they
would turn to Shelli and reach Aghdam without any incidents both on February 26
and 27. And the village’s self-defenders had been always standing at the Armenian
position. On February 26, 1997, five years after the capture of Khojalu, Shahid Mu-
radov, lieutenant of Khojalu Militia, who had passed through the same road in the
morning of February 27, described the passage of the fleeing group led by him to
“Azerbaycan” newspaper. According to Muradov, in the afternoon of February 26,
he was positioned inside a five-story newly built building in the outskirts of Khojalu
with a group of people. They resisted the Armenian attacks for 12 hours, until the
dark. “The dark became our savior. We left the house in total darkness. Armenians
were not able to stop us. We left for Aghdam, taking with us the civilians. We reached
Nakhchavanik village and came across the Armenians (actually, they hadn’t reached
“Nakhchavanik village,” and none of the fleeing groups did, by “Nakhchavanik vil-
lage” they always mean the territory owned by the village—- H.Kh.). We were told
that if we put down our weapons and surrendered, they would let us go to
Aghdam alive. This was an Armenian trick. We knew very well that if we laid
down our arms they would destroy us. Therefore, we responded to that offer
with fire (highlighted by me-H.Kh.). After that they left, turned away from our
path. We went in the direction of Aghdam with the civilians” [B-68]. Maybe, this is
exactly what has happened. It should not be ruled out that the positioned Armenian

51 Galya Sarukhanyan was interviewed by Gohar Stepanyan at her house in Nakhijvenik.
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fighters preferred not to clash with a group that did not pose an obvious threat to
the village and to not also endanger the civilians going with them. Perhaps, Shahin
Muradov exaggerated saying that they had fired. It is also possible that the village
defenders did not even notice the weapons carried by those fleeing, had said nothing
and the group continued its way, and Shahin Muradov only slightly embellished
their passage in his story. Yet, if we consider this to be a completely true story, it
proves one thing: the Armenians protecting their positions on the road had not
stopped the refugees and had not caused additional complications on their difficult
path at least in those cases when they did not pose eminent danger.

Anyway, each side blames the other in initiating the clash on the road to Na-
khijevanik in the morning of February 26. However, there were civilians, women,
children, wounded, hungry and frostbitten people on the Azerbaijani side. Accord-
ing to the residents of Nakhijevanik, the shooters used these people as a shield, they
fired from among the civilians, used them as a barricade. Sometimes they wore
women clothes, it was difficult to understand who was a man and who was a woman.
“We offered them to move past us and go on, but they were firing, and we couldn’t
allow those OMON men enter our village, could we? We were there exactly for not
allowing that.” Armenians were not even aware that the infamous Alif Hajiyev, the
curse of Armenian women and girls was among them. In any case, none of the doz-
en accounts mentioned him. It is very likely he was also in women clothes, because
according to Seidagha Movsumov, his skirt had covered his face and the Armenians
did not recognize him. The Armenians continued firing until the other side [Azerbai-
janis| stopped firing, probably until Hajiyev was killed. If the Armenians aimed at
destroying the retreating people, they could have done so under the existing cir-
cumstances. There was no such an aim, and as soon as the Azerbaijanis stopped
shooting, the Armenians stopped as well.

People went by and continued their difficult path. The Armenian side said yes,
we responded to the shootings, however, most casualties did not happen at our site,
most losses happened after they passed us. This is usually overlooked. And here is
when the Azerbaijani journalist Chingiz Mustafayev “comes to help.” He was the first
to see and speak about the people killed near Azerbaijani positions of Aghdam, after
passing the Armenian post. Unfortunately, he was killed by the Azerbaijanis them-
selves three months later, during the capture of Nakhijevanik village. This needs to
be addressed separately.
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What happened to those who turned
to Shelli-Aghdam from the Nakhijevanik road

The story of Slavik Arushanyan from Askeran (with Mr. Arushanyan we went
out of Askeran followed the entire road taken by the refugees, we stopped at the
[former] 5th Armenian position (post in the interviews) and reached the [former]|
Azerbaijani position located on a slope near the Azerbaijani village of Shelli, 2-2,5
km away from the 5th Armenian position in the direction of Shelli village, on the
Shelli-Aghdam road. According to Mr. Arushanyan, Khojalu refugees were shot
from this position).

“Our squad was located right in front of this, in the positions on the hill between
Khnabad and Askeran” (he shows their positions, probably at a kilometer distance in
a straight line). Our position was called “Tchay post™. It was the 4th Armenian posi-
tion. We stood at our positions the whole night, so as to not allow advances along the
Askeran road in case of an attack from Aghdam. This entire area is perfectly visible
from our side. As you can now see our former positions from here, we could see their
positions from this place back then. However, at the time we did not know that they
had positioned here. It is an open space, close to the road, completely inconvenient
for a position. As we understood later, they came here that night, and probably po-
sitioned for a short time. We had a small position a bit higher from here, on a hill, it
was our 2nd position, there were a few people there. Our guys were watching from
there, so if an Azerbaijani squad were to attack our village from Aghdam, or even
Shelli, they could stop it, or inform Askeran and the Armenian villages. We call that
hill Lachinghuy, perhaps it derives from the word “Lachin ghaya-Lachin hill,” I
don’t know. Turks call it Gharaghaya. It is right on the border of our Nakhijevanik
fields and the fields of Turkish Shelli village, a kind of neutral zone. We learned later,
that on the night of February 26 the Turks had taken our Lachinghuy position. Two
of our guys were killed and two were wounded. The two injured died later at the
hospital. But back on the night of the 25th we still did not know about this.

In the morning of February 26, when it was already fully light, from our position
on the hill between Khnabad and Askeran, we saw a cannon firing. It was coming from
somewhere right near this road. It is not something I’ve heard, it is something I've seen
with my own eyes. Our entire squad saw it. They were shooting at people running to-
ward them. The guys of our squad are still alive, you can ask all of them (see map 3 on
page 195).
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The refugees started running once they passed our 5th position and turned to
their [Azerbaijani| side. And they [Azerbaijanis| fired on civilians, either unintention-
ally or intentionally. They had already crossed to their [Azerebaijani| side when the
cannon shooting happened. They went a bit further from the hill, and were shot from
rifles, carabines, and automatic guns. Still, I don’t get how it has happened. At least
they should have seen, should have understood from the clothes that those were flee-
ing Turks, their clothes were of a different color <Armenians and Azerbaijanis wear
different clothes>. They were shot on the eastern slope. It is not visible from any oth-
er place; it was not visible either from Askeran positions or from our Nakhijevanik
positions. Only our squad saw it. Only we could see it, because we too were on a hill,
in front of them, there was nothing to block our view. It was visible neither from the
side of Askeran nor from the side of Nakhijevanik. And if one watches from our 5th
position, the hill blocks it. [ am saying what I’ve seen with my own eyes: they opened
a cannon fire on their own people. The bodies with no hand or no foot are the ones hit
by a cannon, the cannon wounds are different. The cannon fired from here. In 2005,
[ also came here with the Azerbaijani journalist Eynulla Fatuliyeva. He visited Artsakh
in a group. He was asking questions and asked me to take him to the place of that
massacre. [ brought him here, and he saw the entire road with his own eyes. See the
shells? There might be others too. We were on that hill and they were here, in front of
us. You see, the cannon shells are still here, if we look better, we will find more.”>2

The cannon shells, the capsules, were right where we stood.

52 Slavik Arushanyan was interviewed in Askeran and Ughtasar by Hranush Kharatyan and Gohar
Mkhitaryan.
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Thus, according to the accounts of Armenians and Suleiman Abbasov from
Khojalu, after passing the 5th Armenian position on the Nakhijevanik road, Khojalu
refugees reached Shelli, where some of them were killed by gunfire. Who did the
Khojalu refugees clash with after wandering all night and finally reaching the out-
skirts of Aghdam? (see maps 3 and 4 on pages 195-196).
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The armed formations of Aghdam

helped the population of Khojalu

The Azerbaijani sources confirm the words of Mr. Arushanyan: on the night of
February 25-26, a group of Aghdam militants seized Lachinghuy (called Gharaghaya
by Azerbaijanis) height near Shelli village. Up until February 25, the 2nd Armenian
position with a small number of people was on this hill. According to Jabar Orujev,
one of the Azerbaijanis who captured the hill, “Khojalu was in a blockade. Kjojalu
residents did not go to Aghdam, but to the mountains and forests. The reason was
very simple: Armenians had taken Gharaghaya on the road to Aghdam. Ala Ya-
ghub’s soldiers in the same area were in Khramort>* (an Armenian village in Asker-
an district, north from Askeran, near the road to Aghdam-H.Kh.), and at the 19th
position. At the same time Ahmadavar’s route was through the 18th position. As it
was impossible to help Khojalu residents from Askeran’s side, a group of fighters
made a rescue plan and started actions from Gharaghaya. Those actions were not
coordinated with the leadership... We informed the people in Khramort to start fir-
ing in that direction (i.e. in the direction of Askeran Armenians—H.Kh.), and in-
formed the 19th position about the attack on Askeran (the highlight is mine—H.
Kh.). The goal was to divert the attention of Armenians from the place we wanted
to go (it was possible that either the group located in Khramort or the 19th position
had provoked the shootings near Askeran fortress, mentioned by Samvel Ba-
bayan—H. Kh.). We moved to Gharaghaya from our position. There were many
fighters in Shelli (the highlight is mine—H.Kh.). They also wanted to help Khojalu

53 The Armenian population around Aghdam remembers Ala Yaghub since 1990-91, as the leader of
a group kidnapping Armenians and mediating for hostage exchange. “He was called Ala Yaghub...
one side of his face was burned, there was a scar. He was also called Kh’rm’z. The group of Kh'rm’z
Yaghub was the Turks’ Popular Front in Aghdam. ... I did not know him during the Soviet time, but
many people knew him, they told he was a stone master or something like that, I don’t know,”-re-
calls Nakhijevanik resident G.M. about the period of “hostage war” in an interview with Arsen Ha-
kobyan.

54 At the end of January 1992, Azerbaijanis had taken the Armenian Khramort and Faroukh villages of
Askeran district, near the road to Aghdam. The villagers retreated to the mountains. Khramort was
completely looted. Soon the Armenians re-took Khramort, and at that time the retreating Azerbai-
jani armed group completely looted and burned down the village. After taking Khramort, the Arme-
nians found mutilated corpses of 6 elderly Khramort residents. According to the February 23 Kho-
jalu Defense Plan of Aghdam headquarters, the territorial defense platoon let by Yaghub Rzayev was
to move in the Aghdam-Khanabad direction, which passed through Khramort.
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residents, but could not move forward. ...They told me: Oruj, Armenians are taking
the people before our eyes (this is strange, as there were no Armenians going next
to or behind the refugees, where could have Armenians “taken” Khojalu residents
heading to Aghdam? In any case, if the Armenians had taken the residents of Kho-
jalu anywhere, it would undoubtedly be through Askeran to Aghdam’s border-H.
Kh.). I said, “we could go and capture Gharaghaya. If we succeed, we could take
people to Aghdam.” God gave us strength, and we did it. Yashar, Alexander from
Shelli, and another guy were injured, we also killed two Armenians, and took
Gharaghaya. The Armenians realized that we were on the top of Gharaghaya, above
their heads, and could fire from a cannon, and their BTRs and BMPs located behind
Gharaghaya left. Janpolad Rzayev chased them in a tank, they passed the hills and
disappeared from the sight. Then I learned that an Armenian BMP hit our tank, and
Janpolad Rzayev was killed” [B-108].

[t is noteworthy that at least Janpolad Rzayev, one of the fighters from among
those gathered in Shelli or near Shelli in the morning of February 26, was in a tank.
Janpolad Rzayev was the son of Yaghub Rzayev, the leader of one of the military
formations of Aghdam’s Popular Front. Yaghub Rzayev, also known as Gatir Mam-
mad, also known as Ala Yaghub, also known as Mammad Yaghub, was the Aghdam
representative of the Azerbaijani Popular Front, and led the Aghdam militants of
the Parliament Member Ghasim Qarimov (Azerbaijani Popular Front party). He was
the one who seized five of the T-72 tanks sent from Ganja/Kirovabad for de-blocking
Khojalu, and had handed over three of those to the head of the regional regiment,
Lieutenant Colonel Shirin Mirzoyev. The Khojalu Defense headquarters in Aghdam
did not succeed in getting back those tanks. Intigam Abdullayev, the person respon-
sible for the plan at the headquarters, tried to get the tanks back through Fahim
Hajiyev, the commander of the Karabakh military zone. However, the latter an-
swered that he “cannot give orders to or demand from a member of the Parliament
(Ghasim Qerimov-H.Kh.)”, and that the tanks had been paid for [B-70, 47]. Let us
remember that according to the plan made in Aghdam on February 23, Yaghub
Rzayev and his men were to move in Aghdam-Khanabad direction on February 25.
He was to seize the firing positions of the “Armenian bandit formations,” organize
the defense, and then move towards the Armenian village of Nerkin Kilchbagh. In-
stead, at least some of Rzayev’s men, including his son, appeared in a tank near
Shelli, on the slope of Ughtasar with Allahverdi Baghirov’s group, at night or in the
morning of February 26.

Orujev did not say that shootings were heard from the Nakhijevanik road. He
did not say how they had met refugees on Gharaghaya. However, he said that when
they met the refugees, they [the refugees| were scared. “We were yelling, saying
that we were from Aghdam, men of Ala Yaghub, Allahverdi Baghirov, Fred Asif, we
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came to help you. Back then everybody knew Ala Yaghub and Allahverdi Baghirov.
In Gharaghaya, we freed 200 people and 100 corpses from captivity and sent them
to Aghdam.” According to the narrator this happened on February 26. Let us reiter-
ate once again that according to the plan made in Aghdam on February 23, Asif
Maggeramov, also known as Fred Asif, was to go in Aghdam-Askeran-Qyatuk direc-
tion on February 25. However, on the night of February 26, his men, or at least
some of them, also appeared near Shelli, on Gharaghaya hill.

It is strange that Orujev did not speak about the shootings at Gharaghaya/
Lachinghuy, but mentioned about rescuing 200 captives and collecting 100 corpses
and sending them to Aghdam on February 26. He did not mention where exactly
they had collected 100 corpses while being in Lachinghuy/Gharaghaya, or what
kind of captives there could be near Shelli, which was under Azerbaijani control.
How could they collect corpses on February 26 in the Armenian-controlled zone?
One could only think that they collected the bodies right from the surroundings of
Shelli on the outskirts of Aghdam, from the Azerbaijani-controlled zone. But how
could the bodies of Khojalu residents appear in the Azerbaijani-controlled zone on
February 26?

It should be clear by now that there was an Azerbaijani military formation in
the vicinity of Ughtasar, near Shelli, at least in the morning of February 26. As a
minimum, there were “the people of Ala Yaghub, Allahverdi Baghirov and Fred
Asif)” including Ala/Yaghub Rzayev’s son Janpolad Rzayev, who arrived at night
with his comrades-in-arms. Allahverdi Baghirov himself was there. His son, Elshan
Baghirov, answering to a journalist’s question “where was your father Allahverdi
Baghirov during the Khojalu incident, and what was he doing?” said that “they
counter-attacked and as a result many people came out alive from Khojalu and fol-
lowed Nakhijevanik-Shelli direction” (Homin vaxt onlar oks hiicuma kegmisdilor,
noticads Naxgivanik-Selli istigamotindo Xocalidan xeyli insan sag-salamat golmisdi) [B-
105]. Where or against whom did these people counter attack in the section near
Shelli leading to Nakhijevanik road if there was no one attacking there? Weren’t
they the ones positioned on Shelli road across from Gharaghaya/Lachinghuy in the
morning of February 26 in Slavik Arushanyan’s account? Let us remember that ac-
cording to the February 23 plan of Aghdam headquarters “the territorial defense
platoon led by Allahverdi Baghirov” was to head to the Armenian village of Nakhi-
jevanik, passing near the Azerbaijani village Shelli on February 25. The platoon was
to seize and keep Nakhijevanik, then the Armenian village of Pirjamal. This was the
plan. Two days later, when the plan failed, quick changes were made in the plan and
at 2 a.m. on the night of February 25th, it was decided to consider Shelli-Khojalu the
main direction. But regardless the plan, Allahverdi Baghirov’s aim was to capture
Nakhijevanik. “I remembered Fahim Hajiyev telling me, that each of the groups
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had its own goal and did not want to unite. For example, Gatir Mammad wanted to
seize Khanabad, and as he put it “loot it.” Allahverdi Baghirov wanted to go against
Nakhijevanik, and so on. However, I was categorically against these separate groups
solving different issues related to the fate of Khojalu” [B-70, 50],-said Ingitam Ab-
dullayev during the investigation. There is also another version of the same events.
It was revealed during the questioning of Ingitam Abdullayev, the author of the
Khojalu Defense Plan at Aghdam headquarters, that the proposal of freeing “the
Armenian villages in Aghdam-Khojalu area from the gangs (in fact, the village resi-
dents- H. Kh.)” was a part of the pre-planned military operation. Those villages
were “Nakhijevanik, Pirjamal, Dahraz, Askeran, Khanabad. The copyj, i.e. the
draft of the proposal was made by Mehtiyev. Perhaps he would not be able to restore
it. However, the proposal and the calculation to ensure this action, addressed to the
Minister of Defense of the Republic, was handed to Hajiyev. I also know that he had
a telephone conversation on the matter with Shahin Musayev” [B-70,50]. All these
suggest that on the night of February 26 Allahverdi Baghirov, along with his men,
as well as the men of Asif Maggeramov (Fred) and Yaghub/Ala Rzayev, actually had
reached the desirable location, getting very close to Nakhijevanik.

Allahverdi Baghirov had probably acted on his own, but the people “above”
were informed about his intentions. According to Jabar Orujev, a participant of the
operation, those actions were simply “not agreed upon with the leadership.” Appar-
ently, these actions had to solve a local issue, the capture of Nakhijevanik and prob-
ably also of the neighboring Armenian villages. It was nothing new that Allahverdi
Baghirov wanted to seize Nakhijevanik, everyone knew about it. Baghirov’s biogra-
phers write that “in January of 1992, a regiment of 150 led by Allahverdi Baghirov
had overcome the enemy forces of Nakhijevanik village, and was even able to reach
Askeran and occupy the heights of Pirjamal village. For his heroic actions during
these operations Allahverdi was awarded “the General Muhammad Asagov Prize”
[B-106].

Nakhijevanik residents do not mention the name of Allahverdi Baghirov. How-
ever, they recall an attack by Azerbaijanis on January 30 of 1991, not 1992. Accord-
ing to Nakhijevanik residents “they [Azerbaijanis]| terrorized us by different means
before that as well, like kidnapping, taking hostage or stealing our cattle. There were
many cases like this. Andranik, the guard of the Collective Farm of nearby Pirjamal
village, was killed and his ear was cut off. A guy from our village was killed, his
name was Mekhak. He kept sheep and was killed in the field. By then such things
were already happening. But the first fight in our village took place on January 30,
1991. A guy from Askeran named Azat was killed near Khojalu. Our people went to
the funeral. There were two-three of them and they had a rifle to share. Five Turks
were killed, and we had no losses. We took their weapons. The next day they came



106 KHOJALU "GENOCIDE" AND ITS MISSION IN KARABAKH CONFLICT

to take the dead bodies. After that we started building the 5th post at the site of that
fight.”>> This was the “post” where the clash between Nakhijevanik defenders and
Khojalu fighters took place on the morning of February 26. A resident of Nakhije-
vanik, G.M., had the following about the 1991 clash: “Later the same day they
brought a cannon, a Grad cannon. They brought it to their village, to Shelli and fired
at Nakhijevanik from there. More precisely the shell fell on the lower side of the
village. The second shell fell on the upper side of the village. The third shell fell right
on my house. I had lived only a year in that house, it was newly built and it fell right
on it. My children and my neighbor’s children were in the house. But the children
were saved: my wife gathered them and went to the neighbor’s house. They hid in
the basement. I was not home then.”>¢

Allahverdi Baghirov did not succeed in capturing Nakhijevanik on January 30,
1991. However, he always looked for opportunities to do so. He could have used the
opportunity and the timing provided by the taking of Khojalu, being sure that the
Armenians busy with the Khojalu operation would have no forces to seriously resist
in Nakhijevanik. His actions were not coordinated with the leadership in Aghdam,
but most probably were coordinated with Khojalu-based Alif Hajiyev.

Allahverdi Baghirov did not have many men. At the time of planning the
breaking of Khojalu blockade, “Allahverdi Baghirov had six unarmed men with him,
two machine guns, one anti-infantry grenade launcher and one hunting rifle” [B-70,
51]. If the Nakhijevanik self-defense unit was indeed involved in Khojalu attack, it
would have been possible to take over Nakhijevanik even with a small force. There
would be no one to resist in the village, and it would be possible to put the villagers
on the run with two machine guns and one anti-infantry grenade launcher. Howev-
er, Nakhijevanik self-defense unit did not participate in the taking of Khojalu and
stood in the defense positions of the village at night. It was from Aghdam-Shelli di-
rection that they expected danger and their task was to prevent the Azerbaijani
group coming from that side from bringing aid to Khojalu.

Yet, according to Jabar Orujev, that night Allahverdi Baghirov did not reach
Shelli only with his people. That night his unit, replenished with the men of Ala
Yaghub/Yaghub Rzayev and Fred Asif, went to Shelli. Part of his men together with
the fighters of Shelli village took Lachinghuy/Gharaghaya, while the others proba-
bly positioned in front of it, on the slope of Ughtasar. No doubt, he saw that the men
of Nakhijevanik did not participate in Khojalu attack and stood on his way, in the
Armenian 5th position. Probably he did not dare to move forward before getting

55 The interviews with Nakhijevanik residents were conducted by Gohar Mkhitaryan and Zaruhi Ham-
bardzumyan.

56 The interview was conducted by Arsen Hakobyan.
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news about the course of events in Khojalu. It was true they had heavy machinery
with them, at least Yaghub Rzayev’s son Janpolad Rzayev was in a tank. Of course,
they had noticed that the Armenians in the 5th position of Nakhijevanik did not
have a tank. However, they did not advance, probably fearing that the road was
mined. Just a day ago, on the night of February 24-25, a group of 15 Azerbaijanis
that had gone for scouting on ZIL-131 truck, exploded on Khanabad’s road, near the
headquarters of Gatir Mammad/Yaghub Rzayev, on the mine planted by Azerbaija-
nis themselves [B-70, 53]. A second such incident could become fatal.

The men positioned near Shelli, across Gharaghaya received a radio message at
night that Khojalu had fallen and that part of its population along with its armed
defenders was going to pass through the Nakhijevanik road. Or perhaps they [the
men positioned near Shelli] themselves had provoked the passage near Nakhijevan-
ik for “distracting Armenians’ attention” from their actions through provoking
clashes near Askeran and thus making that road dangerous, directly or indirectly
forcing retreating people to take the Nakhijevanik road. According to Orujev, a
fighter in Allahverdi Baghirov’s unit, “We sent a word to those in Khramort to start
firing in the <Askeran> direction, and also informed the 19th position about the
attack on Askeran. The aim was to distract Armenians from the place where we
wanted to go. We moved to Gharaghaya from our positions.” Thus, these people had
first organized an attack on Askeran on the night of February 25-26, actually pro-
voking a cross-shooting with the Armenians positioned near Askeran, and also en-
gaging armed men among the fleeing Khojalu residents heading to Aghdam. They
were the cause for victims among the retreating civilians. Secondly, they had
diverted another retreating group from the provided corridor and had in fact direct-
ed them towards the Nakhijevanik road. Thirdly, they had positioned in the out-
skirts of Aghdam, in 2-2.5 kilometers distance from the road to Nakhijevanik, and
waited. Waited for what?

Obviously, some people in Khojalu, most probably the mayor and Alif Hajiyev,
the head of the defense and OMON, knew for sure that while they were protecting
Khojalu from the attack of Armenians, a specific Azerbaijani unit should have seized
Nakhijevanik. That was exactly the reason they had chosen that very road to Agh-
dam, assuring those who went with them that the Armenian Nakhijevanik village
was taken by Azerbaijanis. The account of Suleiman Abbasov, a Khojalu resident,
confirms this: “Along with a group of residents we reached Nakhijevanik village,
hoping to find refuge there. We were told on radio that the village is taken from
the Armenian militants (the highlight is mine—H.Kh.). The first shots were fired...
A brief fight commenced, we managed to break through and get out to the Aghdam
road, but our path was blocked by a BTR... Bypassing it by a side road we appeared
on the road again to once more find ourselves in a cross-firing, this time from the
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BTRs hidden close by... My leg was injured. With great difficulty we managed to
escape with Aghdam residents who came on rescue” [B-29, 28; B-33; B-46]. Who
was the one to tell this group on radio that “the village is taken from the Arme-
nian militants”? Who was the person to take the village who was in touch with
someone in the refugee group? Finally, who was that “someone” in the group who
was aware of the plan to take Nakhijevanik, and was in touch with the person that
was responsible for the implementation of that plan? Almost certainly, that “some-
one” was Alif Hajiyev. His intention to leave Khojalu and pass with civilians through
the corridor provided by Armenians, expressed on a radio message at 1:30 a.m. and
heard by Levon Melik Shahnazaryan, had changed after talking to someone on ra-
dio. That “someone” must have been Allahverdi Baghirov. And almost certainly, the
mayor Elman Mammadov was informed about the plan. It was not a coincidence
that the mayor, who had given many interviews and delivered many speeches, nev-
er “recalled” that he and Hajiyev were together in the same group. He had never
mentioned why, along with armed OMON men, they had chosen the Nakhijevanik
road, taking unarmed civilians with them. He did not speak about this, being con-
stantly aware of their mistreatment of, if not the crime committed against the civil-
ians of Khojalu.

Nakhijevanik, however, was not seized. So, (a) either Khojalu refugees were
provided false information by radio, or (b) the person with radio connection among
the retreating people had lied to the members of his group. Both options were pos-
sible. In case of option (a), the group that was to seize the village, in this case Allah-
verdi Baghirov’s group, could have planned to join Azerbaijani OMON men and
fighters retreating from Khojalu with the civilian refugees, so to put them in a posi-
tion where they would have to join Baghirov’s unit for taking Nakhijevanik. Thus,
they (OMON and fighters retreating with Khojalu civilians) could have misinformed
the group that the village was already taken, so as the refugees would not change
the route. In case of option (b), perhaps, Baghirov had suggested the person radioing
from Khojalu to tell those with him that the village was not taken, that they should
approach the village and try to take it jointly. The first option seems more likely. A
hint in an article dated March 7, 1992 by Pravda’s correspondent Zaur Kadimbekov
is interesting in this respect: “..Those from Aghdam had simply misled Khojalu
residents, sending them in the direction of the Armenian Nakhijevanik vil-
lage and thus provoked a clash in the Armenian defense positions of the vil-
lage” [A-14].

Approaching the 5th Armenian Position on his way, and seeing that Armenians
were standing there instead of Azerbaijani armed men, Alif Hajiyev had attacked
(Seidagha Movsumov recounts “he attacked Armenians even when retreating”)
and entered into a fight with the Armenian self-defense squad, probably being sure
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that soon he would be joined by the squad of Allahverdi Baghirov. The plan had
failed, the squad did not join Alif Hajiyev, and he was killed, causing civilian casu-
alties by his recklessness. The brief fight ended, the surviving members of the group
continued their way to Aghdam after the clash with the Armenians of the 5th posi-
tion, and emerged near Shelli village, in front of the Allahverdi Baghirov’s Azerbai-
jani group. Men in the 5th Armenian position heard artillery and gun fire from
there, while according to Suleiman Abbasov, they were under cross-shooting. This
is what the men in the 4th Armenian position had seen from the slope across and
did not understand why Azerbaijanis were firing at their own people. Here as well,
part of the fleeing group was killed, while the others “managed to escape with the
people from Aghdam who came to help.” It was possible that the helpers from Agh-
dam were the men of Allahverdi Baghirov who had just captured/took hold of
Gharaghaya-Lachinghuy. It became clear who were the rescued refugees and what
were the bodies/corpses sent to Aghdam by the people on Lachinghuy hill on that
day. However, not all the corpses were sent. As described by Chingiz Mustafayev,
who had seen the corpses in the area on February 29, “most were shot at their heads
from a very close distance... there is no sign of resistance or escape. Some were
taken aside and killed, many were exterminated with families, all at once. There are
several wounds on some corpses, one of which is certainly on the head” [A-30, 55].
This very much looks like those cases when the victims did not expect animosity
from the shooters, did not resist, did not try to escape, and had probably taken the
shooters for their saviors in that particular situation.

Allahverdi Baghirov’s men near Shelli position had certainly heard the shoot-
ing at the 5th Armenian position. Perhaps, they were sure that Alif Hajiyev’s fighters
had quickly taken hold of the Armenian position, thought that the people running
towards them were Armenians, and started shooting at those running from artillery
and guns. If defeated, Armenians could have really run in that direction, as they did
not yet know that the 2nd Armenian position of Lachinghuy was taken by Azerbai-
janis. Then they (Baghirov’s men) had realized their mistake, approached the fleeing
people, understood that those were escaping Khojalu residents, panicked at what
they themselves had done, and had probably shot the wounded right there. That
was why there was no attempt of escape or resistance: people fleeing Khojalu simply
did not expect anything like that from Azerbaijanis. This is the incident described
by Suleiman Abbasov when telling that after Nakhijevanik “we were on the road
again and once more under cross-shooting, this time from hidden BTRs.”

It is unlikely that the perpetrators would confess that they had accidentally or
intentionally slaughtered refugees from Khojalu. Probably the survivors were told
that the ones firing from artillery or machine guns were Armenians, while they
[Baghirov’s people| came and rescued the rest. Perhaps they even told the truth: we
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got lost and were mistaken, took these people for Armenians, but it already hap-
pened as it happened, let’s close the topic and think about the others. They took
survivors to Aghdam, constantly thinking about how to conceal what they had
done.

Another fragment from Javad Orujev’s account also makes things clearer con-
firming that the refugees were scared when they came face to face with the mili-
tants: “we were yelling, saying that we were from Aghdam, men of Ala Yaghub,
Allahverdi Baghirov, Fred Asif, we came to help you.” What were the Azerbaijani
refugees afraid of near an Azerbaijani position? They were obviously scared of what
had happened to them, the fact that they were being fired at from an Azerbaijani
position.

It is known that Chingiz Mustafayev was the first to speak about the people
killed near Shelli, on the outskirts of Aghdam. Although many had already reached
Aghdam by the mentioned road, and in Aghdam they surely knew, but kept silent
about the tragedies on the way, the victims, and the ones who got lost in the woods.
It was impossible that the Mayor of Khojalu, who reached Aghdam in the morning
of Februrary 27, would not inform Aghdam headquarters about the people with him
that were killed on the road. Alif Hajiyev’s death would have been reported and it
could not have been done without speaking about other Khojalu residents who had
reached Aghdam by the same road. However, until February 29 this was not spoken
about, and international, even local reporters were not allowed going in this direc-
tion.

Naturally, numerous journalists showed up in Aghdam. They were provided as
much information as the local authorities or, to be more precise, the representatives
of the Azerbaijani Popular Front amongst the authorities, deemed appropriate. This
is what Chingiz Mustafayev had to say: “I went to Aghdam on February 28 and told
<them> that I wanted to film this tragedy. Everyone told me that the dead bodies
were in Khojalu only and that negotiations with the Armenians were taking place
alongside with the exchange of captives and corpses, etc... that the dead bodies were
being brought. When the people from Khojalu told me that near the Farm... but
they knew that there were people alive there, who came on foot from Khojalu and
had hidden there. When I was told this, I asked for a BTR, a car, on foot... But I was
told by everyone “it is not allowed to go there at all, there are fights over there, the
Armenians keep the place under fire” [B-80].

February 28 was the day when Armenians invited the Azerbaijanis to discuss
the handover of the remaining Khojalu residents to Aghdam. In December 2012,
Vitaly Balasanyan wrote on his Facebook page: “First time the need to contact mil-
itary leadership of Aghdam appeared after the liberation of Khojalu, when the Azer-
baijani population of the town ended up with us detained as internees. I got in touch
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with Azerbaijanis and invited the representatives of the Popular Front for a meeting
to discuss the handover of civilians. We had decided to hand all the interned over
without any preconditions or exchange... The first meeting with Allahverdi Baghi-
rov took place on February 28, 1992. The weather was very bad, and I demanded to
provide buses for transporting the Azerbaijani civilians to Aghdam. At 10 p.m. on
the same day, the first group of Khojalu Azerbaijanis, mostly women and children,
were sent to Aghdam.” He had even published a photo from that meeting [B-67].

L)

So then why was it told on February 28 that “the corpses were in Khojalu
only,” “there are no corpses there, maybe only one or two,” that there were difficul-
ties related to negotiations on transfer of corpses? And no one mentioned that start-
ing from February 27 the same Armenian village of Nakhijevanik was being shelled
from a helicopter. Instead they said “there are no corpses there”, “Armenians keep
the place under fire.” Did Armenians fire at the empty road? Did they [Aghdam
APF] fear that journalists would notice anything undesirable? Why couldn’t jour-
nalists go and inform the public about the tragedy? Wasn’t this “good enough mate-
rial” to show the world the atrocities of the Armenians?
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|
What was to hide or to “show”
in the massacre site near Aghdam

Above, we have covered the issue of killings by Azerbaijani armed formation
that took place at Gharaghaya near Shelli, on the outskirts of Aghdam. Probably
not allowing the leakage of information on the very fact of “Azerbaijanis killing
Khojalu civilians” was one of the things to hide. There could have been undesirable
information leakage from this unintended spot of Khojalu refugees’ passage as far as
it was not checked by the APF or the authorities and the area was not “put in order.”
Thus, it was necessary to prepare the area. On February 27-28, the area was quick-
ly checked and/or was searched for the traces of crime, or cleared of unpredictable
evidence. Young TV reporter Seidagha Movsumov, who was an APF supporter that
was in opposition to Ayaz Mutallibov’s rule at the time, had shared later how strict-
ly they were following the prevention of information leakage. “CNN and BBC re-
porters came to Aghdam to cover the events. They could transmit information and
pictures via satellite abroad. Their car ran out of fuel and their tires were blown, so
as they could not make any footage. Senior Lieutenant Elkhan Sadigov, responsible
for the press at the Ministry of Defense at the time, went to the regional Prosecutor’s
Office to help with the fuel purchase for international journalists. Believe me, in-
stead of helping, local authorities stole the video, audio and photography tapes and
ordered them [the reporters] to leave Aghdam together with the Red Cross and go
to Barda. They said that the order was from Baku” [B-107].

In parallel to the actions prohibiting journalists’ entry, just when Chingiz
Mustafayev was being told that there were no dead bodies in that direction, and that
“the Armenians keep the place under fire,” on the same day, February 27th, three
military helicopters MI-24 flew to Aghdam. They were accompanying four civilian
helicopters MI-8 that were collecting the corpses in Nakhijevanik direction until 5
p.m. [B-70, 49].

Pilot Khanlar Saftar-Oghlu Sattarov, the commander of MI-8 unit of MI-24
squadron told in his testimony to the commission investigating “Khojalu events”
that on February 27 he was sent with 10 other men to collect dead bodies at 2.5
kilometer distance from Askeran. “When I landed, there were 15-20 civilian corpses
in different places. There were children, women, elderly and young boys among
them. At the place of landing they were firing at the helicopter from all sides
(highlighted by me-H. Kh.) even though my helicopter was patrolled by military
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helicopters from above. People who came with me to take the dead or wounded,
were mostly looking for their relatives or acquaintances. Due to the lack of time
these people managed to bring eight corpses and one woman who was still alive.
During the second flight I had with me an investigator from the Aghdam Prosecu-
tor’s Office. I don’t remember his surname. That time we were taking out the
wounded fighters who got under fire near the Farm (the highlight is mine—H.
Kh.)” [B-70, 98]. The pilot transported the wounded fighters to Baku immediately
in that very evening (see the pilot’s testimony on pages 113-114).

“2.5 kilometers south from Askeran” is mentioned regarding the first flight,
which is exactly near the 5th Armenian position on the Nakhijevanik road. It was in
the Armenian-controlled zone. The source of the mentioned firings is not clear: who
was firing? From where were they firing? Nakhijevanik was shelled from Aghdam on
that day. The pilot himself did not say that the shooters were Armenians. However,
logically, it should have been the Armenians. When speaking about the second flight
made on the same day, this time with the investigator from Aghdam, the pilot men-
tioned that he was near the farm. He did not mention about a shooting and was not
asked about the number of corpses or the wounded. He himself did not say anything
about “corpses,” but he clearly said that they were taking out wounded fighters
who got under fire near the farm, (the highlight is mine-H. Kh.), and who were
taken to Baku (see the pilot’s landing place on map 5, page 198).

The Farm mentioned by the pilot probably is the pig farm on the road to Na-
khijevanik at approximately one kilometer distance from Askeran. Today there is a
plaster factory on its place. I think so, because there was a fight near this farm on
February 26, and there could really be wounded fighters caught up in shootings.
As T have not found anything in the Azerbaijani sources about this fight, I have to
present what happened based on the Armenian material only. Below is an account
of a man over 50, a participant of the mentioned fight:

“We had already taken Khojalu. On February 26, we were patrolling the Asker-
an- Aghdam road to prevent the militants coming from Aghdam. We got a message
that a group was coming in the direction of Nakhijevanik road from Shelli. We were
sent in a group of 7-8 people in that direction with a BTR. But they were many,
perhaps 50 men, with automatic guns. A BRDM approached our guys, very close to
us. There was a guy from Askeran among us who operated a grenade launcher. He
used to operate a grenade launcher during his army service. We had three grenades
and he launched them from a 50-meter distance, but did not hit. Theirs was a BRDM,
and we did not know what it was, it was the first time we saw it, were not familiar
with it at all. They fired at us from not a very far distance. We sent a message <on
radio> about the situation. They told us help was coming from Stepanakert, to hold
on until they got there. Well, we held on. But we were only a few. We ran and fired
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with automatic guns. A BRDM was also sent from Stepanakert, and its chains broke
apart on the way. We shot at them and they ran away in the direction of Shelli, and
we were chasing with fire. I remember, our BTR was driving after them and I was
sitting on its top. There was even one shot at our BTR but did not hit us. We chased
them for quite some time, probably about ten of them were killed.”>

The pilot really could have taken only fighters from “near the farm,” either
wounded or killed. There were no civilian casualties there. These fighters were not
from Khojalu, they were either from Aghdam or Shelli. Probably from Allahverdi
Baghirov’s group. The pilot did not speak about civilian casualties in this excerpt.
However, maybe his testimony was not about this farm. Perhaps, his account was
about the Farm where Chingiz Mustafayev had been on the 29th, which was 700
meters away from Aghdam’s Azerbaijani positions. This was the very place near
Shelli where people were killed. If the pilot meant this Farm, then it would be clear
why there was no shooting at the helicopter during his flight: this was an area under
Azerbaijani control. One should think about who the wounded fighters under the
fire were that were taken from that place? And what was the investigator from
Aghdam’s Prosecutor Office doing during that flight with the pilot?

The testimony about the next day, February 28, is also very interesting. “On
February 28, 1992, I flew a MI-24 to escort MI-8 helicopters from the village of
Umudlu to remove the bodies between Nakhijevanik and Askeran. When I got
there, we were being fired at with large-caliber cannons from the direction of the
Farm, from some 200-meter distance from our landing place” [B-70, 99]. This could
be the farm at a kilometer distance from Askeran, which was between Askeran and
Nakhijevanik and under the Armenian control.

Thus, they continued collecting dead bodies on the 28th. I emphasize this,
because the agreement on collecting the corpses from the Armenian-controlled zone
was negotiated on February 28, and the collection of bodies from the areas under
Armenian control started on February 29. So, before that mostly specially select-
ed corpses or the wounded, the militants, were rushed out from the Armeni-
an-controlled zone.

The story of Seyidagha Movsumov, the newly appointed TV reporter (appoint-
ed in 1992) of Azerbaijan’s Defense Army confirmed that the operation of “clearing
the area” of the bodies of the fighters continued on February 29, this time already
in agreement with Armenians. There were no shootings during the collection of
dead bodies. He saw “bodies of many fighters, they had fought” near the 5th
Armenian position, “they had attacked Armenians even when retreating”, “it
looked like those heroes fought till the end to save the civilian population”

57 The interview was conducted by Hranush Kharatyan.
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(the highlight is mine- H. Kh.). Who cares that these armed heroes endangered the
lives of unarmed civilians? He and Allahverdi Baghirov had removed the bodies of
the victims from there.

Chingiz Mustafayev managed to reach the “area” on the 29th (it is written over
and again that Chingiz Mustafayev had first visited the area on February 28, but
Chingiz himself said that he first got there on February 29 - H.Kh.). According to his
account, “When we were returning to Aghdam from Umudli village on military
helicopters, per my request and with great difficulty we flew there from the opposite
side. I saw and captured on video 50 corpses lying on the ground... where that Farm
is, 10 kilometers far from Khojalu, around 700 meters from our (Azerbaijani-H.Kh.)
post.” Mustafayev filmed directly from the helicopter, also noticing that “10 of our
men (Azerbaijani- H. Kh.) were walking among the corpses... They were from Agh-
dam, in military uniforms, they also noticed us... they were just walking among the
corpses... | was told before “there are no corpses there, maybe one or two... it is not
possible to go there, there are Armenians there, they are shooting,” etc. And when
our helicopter landed, unexpectedly three helicopters took for Aghdam from there,
and those 10 people walked away, the same way they came there. There were six of
us, we stayed there, and the helicopters returned to Aghdam. After landing, we
stayed 45 minutes among the corpses, 25 meters away from the road, we filmed...”
<During this time> cars full of Armenians passed by two times, they saw us, but did
not shoot a single bullet, and we walked in the direction of Aghdam.”

The Farm in the place described by Chingiz Mustafayev is located at 10 kilom-
eter distance from Khojalu. It was “about 700 meters” far from the Azerbaijani po-
sitions of Aghdam, and was in any case an Azerbaijani-controlled area. There were
10 men from Aghdam in military uniforms freely standing there on February 29. By
no measure it could be near Nakhijevanik or on Askeran-Nakhijevanik road. Chin-
giz was convinced that in Aghdam they were well aware about the killed “there,”
even helicopters and military were going “there.” What was the secret? On the foot-
age taken by Chingiz on the 29th there were bodies of killed civilians. There were
no bodies of militants and “wounded fighters” anymore.

Seidagha Movsumov, in his turn, said that “The late Chingiz Mustafayev was
filming around Nakhijevanik. Our men came here by helicopter. The Armenians
fired on the helicopter, the crew was killed, and Chingizkhan was left alone face to
face with the enemy. Luckily, an Azerbaijani pilot later remembered about Chingiz
and came back to take him. We were on a hill and saw it all: two men were going in
the direction of the Armenians. One of them was Shamil Sabiroghlu, Sahar’s corre-
spondent, the other one was a foreign journalist. I saw from distance that the Arme-
nians were setting a trap for them and were going to take them hostage. Shamilgil did
not know about it. I had to fire a gun in the direction of their heads. As long as
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Shamilgil laid on the ground, I kept a heavy fire. I could not speak because the Ar-
menians were with us. Fortunately, they did not stop me from shooting, probably
they did not understand why I was shooting. I reached my goal: Shamil and the
others were back. I am sure if Shamil and the rest did not figure things out, they
would be taken hostage” [B-107]. Thus, Seidagha had seen Chingiz Mustafayev on
the day of this unbelievable heroic episode (unbelievable, because it is hard to im-
agine that the Armenian fighters next to Movsumov quietly watched the young
journalist openly fire a machine gun at the Armenians “plotting something against
Shamilgil” for no apparent reason). So, it was 29th of February, as it was on February
29 that Chingiz was “around Nakhijevanik ” the first time. On the other hand, it was
strange that Seidagha mentioned about the firing and the crash of the helicopter
brought by Chingiz, while Chingiz seemed unaware of it, and then no new helicopter
was sent for Chingiz and he came back by foot. So, there are many inconsistencies.

In fact, Chingiz did not work near Nakhijevanik. In any case, Chingiz himself
did not mention about working there. He was working near Shelli, in the vicinity of
Aghdam, 700 meters away from the Azerbaijani positions of Aghdam. If Seidagha
himself had seen Chingiz, it meant that after collecting the corpses near the 5th
Armenian position with Allahverdi Baghirov he went to the place of the massacre
near Shelli, 2-2.5 kilometers away from the 5th Armenian position. Otherwise, he
wouldn’t see Chingiz. But most importantly, the APF militant Allahverdi Baghirov
who dreamed about capturing Nakhijevanik, was together with Seidagha. Seidagha
did not speak about the dead bodies in the area, or the deeds of Allahverdi Baghirov.
Most importantly and strangely, Seidagha and Allahverdi, who went to collect the
corpses, somehow did not collect those bodies that were filmed by Chingiz at that
very time. The question is why those corpses were left there at least till March 2,
when foreign journalists were taken there with official permission.

One thing seems obvious: until February 29 mostly “the bodies of fighters”
were removed. This can be considered the second proof of “preparing the area.” The
area was being cleared of dead bodies of the militants, leaving the civilian
victims on the ground, to show that “the Armenians massacred unarmed,
powerless civilians.”

One can only make a guess about the number of “fighters” among the civilians
heading to Aghdam from Khojalu. In fact, only Armenians mentioned about the
“fighters” among the civilian population. In the Azerbaijani texts they appear ran-
domly, often when speaking about side material. The Azerbaijani side has spoken
exclusively about “massacre of civilians.” There weren’t many killed in the town of
Khojalu itself (see the Chapter “How many people were “massacred” in Khojalu and
“in relation to Khojalu™”), and as known, there was no disarmament upon leaving
Khojalu. So, all the militants left the town with their weapons, and one could actually
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state that there were as many militants among the people heading to Aghdam from
Khojalu, as there were in Khojalu itself. Based on oral histories, some of those were
killed during the clashes on the road. Naturally, Armenians on duty targeted armed
men during cross-shootings. The exact places of shootings and the number of killed
fighters can be told by Azerbaijanis who had collected the corpses. However, some
fighters were certainly killed also near the 5th Armenian position and Azerbaijani
village of Shelli, on the outskirts of Aghdam. Alif Hajiyev’s body was found among
the corpses around the 5th Armenian position. No doubt, his OMON men from Kho-
jalu were with him. Goltz, who considered Hajiyev a friend, wrote that “Of the for-
ty-odd men under Alef Khadjiev’s command, only ten were left alive” [A-36, 123].
This is an impressive number. Yet, not only Hajiyev’s OMON accompanied civilians
on different routes. Seidagha Movsumov saw “many killed fighters” when collecting
the dead bodies. There were famous fighters in Khojalu, Alif Hajiyev was not the only
one. According to one Azerbaijani source, “The Armenians were looking for the body
of Aqil Quliyev, the national hero of Azerbaijan who sucked their [Armenian| blood.
Armenians showed Aqil Quliyev’s body to Seidagha and asked whether it was him.
Knowing that it was him [Quliyev], Movsumov told that it wasn’t” [B-108]. These
“famous fighters” were mostly known to Azerbaijanis for their cruelties against Ar-
menians. The followers of the Azerbaijani Popular Front were proud of them (“Alif
Hajiyev had sent to the hell many Armenians going to the airport,” “Aqil Quliyev was
sucking the Armenians’ blood,” etc.).” These were people who ought to “send to the
hell” the Armenians they met while retreating. Yet, during screenings of footage on
victims among peaceful population of Khojalu, no scenes of armed men are shown.

According to the above-mentioned Seidagha Movsumov, Chingiz Mustafayev
was not the only one filming. “You have probably seen only Chingiz’s footage. How-
ever, if you'd see other footages made there, the cruelty of Armenians would literal-
ly become clear. Allahverdi Baghirov and Freud Asif were filming every day back
then. Everything was clear there [in the footage|” [B-108]. Where is their footage?
On what day were those made? If they had filmed before March 2, what is the dif-
ference between their and Chingiz’s footages? The answers to these questions are
only assumptions so far. The fact is that no other footage of massacre sites or muti-
lated corpses in the area was circulated, apart from the footage from March 2. And
there were no defiled corpses in the footage made by Chingiz in the area on Febru-
ary 29. The third action of “preparing the area” before taking the journalists there
was desecration of the corpses.

One way or another, the area was clean by March 2, the bodies of the wounded
and the fighters were taken away, the traces of the crimes of Gharaghaya “heroes”
were removed, while the bodies of civilians and children proving the cruelty of Ar-
menians were present.
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Chingiz Mustafayev returned to the same place on March 2, this time together
with other journalists. Not only he was not prevented from going there anymore, was
not persuaded not to go, but a group of journalists was sent with him to find.... bar-
barically disfigured, defiled corpses. Everyone was shocked. Including the authori-
ties, even though they had already sent a helicopter there at least twice, and once with
an investigator from the Prosecutor’s Office on board, and at least once Allahverdi
Baghirov with Seidagha Movsumov went there on a truck to collect the bodies. The
authorities in Aghdam already knew what was in the “area,” and there was no shock-
ing news for them on March 2. The shocked journalists filmed the scene, Mustafaiev
himself filmed it for the second time, deeply moved to see that the number of corpses
was greater, and bodies he had filmed last time were changed beyond recognition,
were disfigured, some with their scalps stripped, the eyes gouged out... They returned
to Aghdam and showed their footages. Both footages of Chingiz were shown at the
Azerbaijani representation in Moscow... and the world was shocked from the images
testifying to the “the barbarity of Armenians.” Journalists taken from Aghdam on
March 2, 1992 saw “the site of Khojalu massacre.” They were told that it was
near the “Armenian village of Nakhijevanik.” People saw mutilated corpses of
children, girls, women, elderly: torn nails, heads stripped of skin and broken,
amputated body parts, eye sockets... There were no bodies of militants, fight-
ers among the corpses anymore. In fact, not only they were not taken to the vicin-
ity of Nakhijevanik, but also to the 5th Armenian Position. The corpses were already
collected from there. Chingiz was “loudly” silent about the differences between the
situations of February 29 and March 2 (see map 6 on page 199).

The American journalist Thomas Goltz was quick to state already on March 1
that “the Armenian soldiers massacred hundreds of refugee families” [A-34]. Seeing
the bodies of killed people taken to Aghdam before March 1, he might have made
such an exaggerated statement. However, he surely did not know what had hap-
pened to the population of Khojalu, where and under what circumstances part of
them was killed, and this statement “the Armenian soldiers massacred hundreds of
families” opened the door for unlimited, unproved and ungrounded statements that
the unarmed, peaceful population was massacred.

After the “show” of March 2 the doors were wide open. The authorities present-
ed the horrible scenes with respective commentary, the responsibility was on the
authorities. The word “massacre” became linked to Khojalu. On march 3, a “BBC
reporter was live on the air and he claimed that he saw more than 100 bodies
of Azeri men, women and children as well as babies who are shot dead at their
heads from a very short distance” [B-60]. “It was a very disturbing picture, more
than 100 of corpses of civilians, women, men and children killed by Armenians were
lifted from the mountain... From the photos one could see that around ten people,
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women and children, were shot on their heads from one-meter distance. Azerbaijan
stated that the Armenian forces had killed more than 1000 civilians” [B-61].

March was marked by horrific reports of Armenian atrocities against the resi-
dents of Khojalu. And it was said everywhere that “the incident took place near the
Armenian village of Nakhijevanik.” The name “Nakhijevanik” said nothing to jour-
nalists, they hadn’t even seen the village. Nakhijevanik was at least 3 kilometers far
from the place they [the journalists] had visited. What they had seen could be the
Azerbaijani village Shelli, visible from the area. However, they were told “this is near
Nakhijevanik,” so they would write “near Nakhijevanik.” The main standard was set
in the formulation provided by “Seher” agency: “As reported by ‘Seher’ referring to
various sources of information, most of Khojalu defenders fell on the battlefield>?
(the highlight is mine-H. Kh.), while the survivors made a desperate attempt to reach
Aghdam, overcoming the fire and traps. Unfortunately, many did not succeed. One
of the first to fall was Alif Hajiyev, a militia major and the former commandant of
Khojalu airport, who led the town’s defense. He was protecting the retreating women
and children, and as testified by a Khojalu resident Minesh Aliyeva, was shot by the
Armenian bandits. Those who moved forward were met with the revenge of
the Armenian machine guns, cannons, armored vehicles near the Armenian
village of Nakhijevanik (highlighted by me-H. Kh.). Elman Mammadov, head of
the town’s executive branch, told that this was exactly where the mass slaughter of
unarmed people took place, under a non-stop shelling” [A-30, 114].

It is noteworthy that the information does not mention about Alif Hajiyev
himself being killed near Nakhijevanik, during a cross-firing. It is said that he “was
shot by the Armenian bandits,” and only after that “those who moved forward
reached the Armenian village of Nakhijevanik.” Clearly there was no mention that
“the Armenian bandits” were the residents of the Armenian Nakhijevanik village
defending themselves from the same Hajiyev. But this is a separate topic. As for
now, let us repeat that the presenters of the massacre site stated that it was after
Alif’s shooting that “those who moved forward were met with the revenge of
the Armenian machine guns, cannons, armored vehicles near the Armenian
village of Nakhijevanik.” This information would be correct if it were worded as:
“Alif Hajiyev was killed along with others during the clash near the positions
of the Armenian Nakhijevanik village, while those who moved forward were
met with the revenge of the Armenian machine guns, cannons, armored ve-
hicles.” However, this information had a different purpose, i.e. to convince that “the
Armenians killed civilians, they were not satisfied and had tortured the corpses.”

58 In fact, no information about the number of victims on the actual battlefield, i.e. the town of Kho-
jalu, was provided. On this, see below.
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Doubt grew in the heart of Chingiz Mustafayev. A very well-grounded doubt as
to what was staged for the group of journalist after February 29. What shoud they
not see? Who were 10 Azerbaijani men in military uniforms walking among the
corpses on February 29? Why did they leave in the direction of Shelli village leading
to Aghdam immediately after noticing them [Mustafayev]|? What were the three
airplanes which took off to Aghdam right after their [Mustafayev| landing? Why
were they told “there are no corpses there, it is dangerous there, Armenians are
shooting,” while there were corpses there, it was not dangerous and Armenians were
not shooting? Why were the corpses mutilated on March 2, while on February 29 in
the same place they weren’t mutilated? And that place was not near Nakhijevanik,
it was near the Azerbaijani positions of Aghdam. Chingiz did not speak loudly about
this, but had discussed with different people after March 3. The call for caution given
to him by the wise and experienced Azerbaijani president Ayaz Mutallibov was not
in vain: “Chingiz, do not tell anyone what you have seen, otherwise you will be
killed” [B-24, 255]. According to the Czech reporter Dana Mazalova, in mid-March
of 1992 the Azerbaijani journalist and cameraman Chingiz Mustafayev showed her
at his Baku apartment his footage taken at the same place on February 29 and March
2, as well as the difference between the two, and told her he was scared to walk in
Baku without a bulletproof jacket [B-86]. Marina Grigoryan, the journalist talking to
Dana Mazalova, asked her: “What do you think? Where the real footage of Musta-
fayev could now be?” “Probably in the TV station he used to work for. It should be
looked for.” It seems unlikely that the TV station would keep the incriminating foot-
age. However, those undoubtedly would be kept somewhere in Baku, at least for
using them against the masterminds of that horrific action. It would be interesting to
know where the footages made by Allahverdi Baghirov and Maggeramov Asif are.

After the issues raised by Chingiz Mustafayev were made public, commentaries
followed. For example, Ray Qerimoghlu, a war participant said that the people
standing among the corpses on February 29 who saw Chingiz’s helicopter and ran
away were Azerbaijani soldiers “who went to collect the corpses after an agreement
was reached with Armenians. Did the soldiers know where the helicopter was com-
ing from? It could be Armenians, <or> Russians, and they [the soldiers] could be
shot. The situation was very complicated then, therefore they were fleeing... This
did not mean that the <desecration> of the corpses in the <vicinity of Aghdam> was
the work of our soldiers... Even though we had taken Gharaghaya, Askeran was
under the Armenian control, and they could have come and defiled the corpses at
any time. On the other hand, some < desecration> could have been done at night by
wild animals. Why nobody thinks like this? The number of animals had grown in a
long period of time, as there were few humans in the area” [B-108]. This person
“forgot” that the defiled corpses were in front of Gharaghaya, that was controlled by
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the Azerbaijanis, on the outskirts of Aghdam, where it would be impossible for the
Armenians to go and engage in defiling. Looks like the narrator also did not know
that on February 29 Allahverdi Baghirov and Seidagha Movsumov had taken the
corpses from the vicinity of the 5th Armenian position on the Armenian-controlled
Nakhijevanik road to the Azerbaijani-controlled Shelli. They did not take the corps-
es from the nearby Aghdam, even though they had certainly been there. Those
corpses were defiled between February 29 and March 2, or, which is more likely,
either in the evening/night of February 29, or on March 1. The mutilation could
serve the following two purposes, either to both or to one of them: (a) minimize the
possibility of recognizing the real murderers to the extent possible; (b) attribute the
desecration to the Armenians and degrade the moral image of Armenians by accus-
ing them in the monstrous act of corpse mutilation.

A question could arise as to why they did not take the corpses from the Agh-
dam outskirts, but they took the ones from the vicinity of the 5th Armenian posi-
tion. They could leave the bodies in both sites, couldn’t they? There are many rea-
sons and all very simple:

(a) A clash really took place near the 5th Armenian position between the Ar-
menians and OMON men going with the refugees.

(b) This pair [Allahverdi Baghirov and Seidagha Movsumov| entered the Ar-
menian area with the permission of Vitaly Balasanyan and in the company
of two Armenian soldiers for the exact purpose of removing the corpses.
They couldn’t have taken the corpses from the area near the Armenian
position. However, they then went to the Azerbaijani area near Aghdam,
where the Armenian soldiers could not walk with them and they were free
to do whatever they wanted there.

(c) There were Armenians standing in the 5th position. If the corpses were left
there and demonstrated, the foreign journalists might have asked questions
to Armenians and hear answers that were undesirable for Azerbaijanis.

(d) There were many corpses of armed fighters among the ones killed near the
5th position. The very fact of their presence was problematic: it would
discredit the myth of “unarmed civilians massacred” by the Armenians.

(e) In the presence of Armenians, they could not take only the corpses of
OMON men and leave the bodies of civilians, i.e. women and children.

(f) They could not mutilate the corpses near the 5th position since the Armeni-
ans would see what happened and make it public. At the same time, if they
would not do it, questions would arise as to why and how it could happen
that the Armenians did not touch the corpses near their position, but they
were able to mutilate the ones in the Azerbaijani-controlled area, etc.
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(g) Shelli and the road bypassing it were controlled by Azerbaijanis, it was not
attached to a specific village and there would be no one to see and hinder
the process of mutilation of the corpses. It was easier to take the journalists
to the Azerbaijani-controlled area, from where the corpses of fighters
would have been removed earlier, and to state that “the corpses are near
the Armenian Nakhijevanik village.”

A crime was committed in the true sense of the word. First, the civilians passing
on the Askeran and Nakhijevanik road were put in danger. Then, they themselves
had massacred the people who had reached the vicinity of Aghdam through the
Nakhijevanik road. Finally, on one of the following days, they returned and mutilat-
ed the corpses. Having accomplished all these, they then spread the myth about the
“atrocities of Armenians.” Six days after the taking of Khojalu.

“Who had sent the people in the direction of Nakhijevanik protected by the
Karabakh Armenians? Who from Aghdam had provided obviously false informa-
tion? Who would benefit from the fighting in Nakhijevanik? Who would need to
attack the Armenian positions and direct the fire towards the civilians?” It appears
that these questions regularly raised by the Armenian journalist Marina Grigoryan
have now received their answers [B-87]. It is strange that these questions are not
asked in Azerbaijan, or Azerbaijan is not asked these questions.

Probably these questions are not being asked in Azerbaijan because the expected
answers are well known. The moral side of the issue isreally hard to explain. How could
Azerbaijanis kill Azerbaijanis and then mutilate the corpses? Yet, the answer is there
as soon as we shift the question from abstract Azerbaijanis, i.e. from the Azerbaijani
people, to the specific persons. Who were the specific actors of “Khojalu massacre”?

Neurophysiologist Kemal Ali who was prepared to fight for the motherland,
went to Aghdam in 1992. He later shared his observations with Thomas de Waal.
“When I was in Aghdam in 1992 there wasn’t a single army, there were six or seven
separate units fighting the Armenians. These units were organized by local crimi-
nals, bandits, who'd spent many years in Soviet jails for murder, for different crimes.
... But these units were in conflict with each other, as well as with the Armenians.
For example, they agreed to seize some kind of Russian weapons warehouse. They
captured it, one man got five tanks and another didn’t get a single one. That’s it!
They are now enemies! So, these six units could never carry out one attack togeth-
er. One attacked and the next one said, “No [ won’t, I don’t want to attack today...
Criminals are often very big patriots. War is a very good place for criminals. You can
do whatever you want. You can stab and kill...And at the time our army was com-
manded by criminals” [A-37, 165].

“One of the criminalized commanders was Yaqub Mamed,” continues Thomas
De Waal, “a man who had formerly made his living inscribing tombstones and who
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based his paramilitary group at the town cemetery; he was later arrested and charged
with drawing the pay of dead soldiers whom he kept frozen in cold storage tanks.
Another was Asif Makhamerov, who had recently been released from jail, where he
had served time for murder. He went by the sobriquet “Freud” because of his repu-
tation as an intellectual.”

In Aghdam, Thomas Goltz asked about the fate of the hostages, and was sent
to Yaghub Mammed. This person was involved in the trade of selling the Armenian
hostages and the bodies of dead Azerbaijani soldiers to their relatives. Goltz had
seen Yaghub Mammed’s “workplace,” located in the old cemetery of Aghdam. He
had seen dozens of bodies of dead Azerbaijani young men kept on ice, the process
of their conservation [A-36, 149-152].

These are familiar names, aren’t they? Yaghub Mammed in this story is one and
the same as Yaghub Rzayev or Ala Yaghub. The same person who misappropriated
two of the tanks that were sent for help to Khojalu. Add to this Girchenko’s descrip-
tion of Alif Hajiyev, or in general of OMON men recruited from semi-criminals. The
OMON men, who had been engaged in looting, torture and murder of civilians for
months. These were the perpetrators of Khojalu massacre. These were exactly the
same type of people who led not simple murderers, but the thugs enjoying killing to
the point of cruel torture in Sumgait and Baku. Such people were able to commit
things described by the USSR Minister of defense Dmitry Yazov himself to the
USSR Communist Party’s Central Committee Politburo members at the session on
February 29, 1988: “Two women had their breasts cut off, one’s head was cut off,
and a girl’s skin was stripped off. These were the types of atrocities committed. Some
cadets fainted seeing those” [B-37, 82-90].

Anybody can familiarize with these materials from a few publications available
[A-26; B-32]. Why only a few? Because “The Soviet press has no tradition of inflam-
ing sentiments with heart-freezing emotional stories of murders, rapes, humiliations
and massacres” [B-30]. What is more important, anybody can get acquainted with
the materials of the Sumgait trial. Despite the less than perfect trial conducted with-
out enthusiasm, the materials were still examined [A-25, 24,25...; B-25, 149-160,
B-58]. These materials certainly cannot be described as fabricated oral histories.
These materials are indeed very eloquent, but we will follow the Soviet tradition
here and will not describe them. Any researcher who can stomach the stress, will
notice similarities between the Sumgait violence and the atrocities committed to-
wards the Khojalu victims in the outskirts of Aghdam. The same style. No signs of
atrocities were recorded on the bodies of Khojalu residents killed as a result of var-
ious local fights in the Armenian-controlled zone. There are no mutilations either on
the bodies of the victims of the clashes on Askeran-Aghdam road, nor on the bodies
of those killed during the clash on the Askeran-Nakhijevanik road.
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Of course, one should also consider the factor of the time period. These were
the times of anarchy, fierce internal and external political struggle, and surfacing of
the scum of the society. Unfortunately, the protection of such sadistic criminals,
moreover, their glorification for political purposes, eventually makes the society a
“participant” of their deeds.

[ believe the materials allow reconstructing the following course of events:

1. On the night of February 25-26, when Armenians were attacking Khojalu,
the groups of Ala Yaghub/Yaghub Rzayev that had taken the Armenian
Khramort village, and the Azerbaijanis of the 19th Azerbaijani position
faked an attack on Askeran in coordination with Allahverdi Baghirov. The
intent was to divert Armenians’ attention from Allahverdi Baghirov’s initia-
tive to move from Aghdam towards Nakhijevanik. As a result, a cross-firing
broke out near Askeran fortress, and perhaps unwillingly the people who
had left the defeated Khojalu were drawn into the fight resulting in losses
not only among the armed fighters from both sides, but also among the ci-
vilians retreating from Khojalu. Some of the retreating people entered the
forests in panic and moved towards the Armenian village of Qyatuk in order
to get to Aghdam. The others continued their way to Aghdam.

2. Headed by Allahverdi Baghirov, the united squad composed of the Agh-
dam groups of the Popular Front went to the Azerbaijani Shelli village of
Aghdam district on the night of February 25-26. Together with the fighters
of Shelli, they seized the hill of Gharaghaya/Lachinghuy in the flat area of
the Armenian Nakhijevanik village bordering with Shelli. They were then
positioned near Shelli village with an aim to take Nakhijevanik that very
night in one way or another. To this end, Allahverdi Baghirov got in touch
with Alif Hajiyev in Khojalu and had either coordinated his plan with him,
or revised the preliminarily agreed actions.

3. Part of the retreating Khojalu residents were deceived by Alif Hajiyev, the
head of the town’s OMON and defense and mayor Elman Mammadov.
They were told that the Armenian Nakhijevanik village was taken by
Azerbaijanis, and were led through a dangerous forest path, with an aim to
seize Nakhijevanik jointly with Allahverdi Baghirov.

4. The first group fleeing from Khojalu faced the Armenian defenders of Na-
khijevanik in the morning of February 26. Alif Hajiyev and his fighters
attacked first, and during a brief fight, where Hajiyev and some of his
fighters fell, unarmed people were also killed and wounded, i.e. men, wom-
en, and children. There were killed and wounded people among the Arme-
nians too.
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5.

10.

11.

Khojalu residents continued their way to Aghdam after the fight. However,
some 2-2.5 kilometers later, after passing the hill and turning to Shelli, they
were fired at by the people of Allahverdi Baghirov positioned near Shelli.
Let’s suppose that they fired because the fleeing Khojalu residents were
mistakenly taken for those expected from the 5th Armenian position. Doz-
ens were killed by unilateral firing.

The authorities in Aghdam either hushed or hid this incident. On February
27, they sent a helicopter with an investigator from the Aghdam Prosecu-
tor’s Office on board, and according to the pilot’s witness statement, had
removed the “wounded fighters.” In other words, they had selected and
taken the wounded fighters and the bodies of armed men from among the
civilians. Supposedly, the investigator examined the area, looking for the
evidence or traces of crime.

On February 29, Allahverdi Baghirov and Seidagha Movsumov, with the
Armenians’ consent, brought soldiers to collect the bodies around the 5th
Armenian position. After this, they allegedly went to collect the corpses
near Shelli in the vicinity of Aghdam. However, they did not take the
corpses. One can assume, that they went to eliminate the traces of crime
noticed by the investigator.

Chingiz Mustafayev, a reporter and a cameraman, went to the same place
on the same day. He filmed the corpses. Probably his presence prevented
the intention to eliminate the traces of crime, as the Azerbaijanis walking
among the corpses left in the direction of Shelli after noticing the helicop-
ter with him on board.

Some people came to the same place either on the night of February 29, or
on March 1, apparently to remove the traces of the crime. The corpses that
could probably be used to identify the actual source of death, had been
smashed, their skull skin removed or otherwise mutilated.

On March 2, Chingiz Mustafayev again visited the same place with a group
of journalists. He saw the corpses that had already been mutilated. The
journalists were told that the defiled coprses they saw were near the Ar-
menian Nakhijevanik village, even though they were brought neither to
Nakhijevanik nor the 5th Armenian position. There were no corpses left
there anymore.

Continuous spreading of false information about genocidal acts committed
by the Armenians throughout the world.

If they wished so, the Azerbaijani authorities could have easily found out the
truth. What had happened? How had the people in the first group of Khojalu resi-
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dents passing by the 5th Armenian position been massacred near Shelli, in the Azer-
baijani-controlled area, where there was also an Azerbaijani military formation?
There were too many witnesses and people informed about the “incident.” Yet, they
kept silent or were silenced. Of course, the participants of the crime were also among
the witnesses, including the men of Allahverdi Baghirov, Yaghub/Ala Rzayev and
Maggeramov/Freud Asif, positioned in Gharaghaya near Shelli. One of them was Ala
Yabhub himself, who said that he could shed light on the massacre near Nakhijevan-
ik, as well as release important details about the crash of the helicopter in the skies
of Karabakh that carried statesmen on board. After these words, Alla Yaghub be-
came dangerous and subject to elimination for the Azerbaijani Popular Front. He
was arrested in summer of 1992, and died in prison under unknown circumstances
[A-24, 255]. Actually, Alla Yaghub can be considered a victim of Khojalu as well.
But perhaps before that, he should be considered as one of the perpetrators of Kho-
jalu victims. A perpetrator and a victim at the same time.

Vahram Atanesyan, an Armenian historian familiar with these Azerbaijani ma-
terials, asked a question in 2012: “Where are these people, the commanders of the
special forces of the Ministry of Interior Rovshan Javadov, Gatir Mammed, Allah-
verdi Baghirov, Shirin Mirzoyev, Khudi Khudiyev? Was it known where they were
on the night and the morning of February 26, during the day? What assignments
were they performing?” [A-1]. Allow me to remind that Allahverdi Baghirov’s son
had said the following “they counter-attacked and as a result many people came out
alive from Khojalu and followed Nakhijevanik-Shelli direction.” In fact, it should be
said: “they counter-attacked and as a result many people came out alive from Kho-
jalu and followed Nakhijevanik-Shelli direction and many did not reach the destina-
tion.”

If wanted, one could easily reveal the “mystery of Khojalu.” However, what is
the point of revealing something that is already well-known. Moreover, the revela-
tion could yield the following outcomes:

(a) Over-shadowing the Azerbaijani “self-defense” and the fighters of the Pop-
ular Front already discredited with the atrocities of the OMON.

(b) Additional discrediting the Azerbaijani Popular Front, which had “earned
a name” with the massacres of Baku Armenians.

(c) Reduced propaganda influence of the myths around Armenian “bandit
formations”

(d) Perhaps most importantly, it could be used and was widely utilized for
internal political purposes by the Azerbaijani Popular Front against the
Government of Ayaz Mutallibov. Many were convinced that the “defeat of
Khojalu” and the tragic incidents on the population retreat route were or-
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ganized to overthrow the Government. The following thought expressed
by the then president of Azerbaijan Ayaz Mutallibov in an interview to
“Nezavisimaya Gazeta” on April 2, 1992 is widely known: “According to
the survivors of Khojalu, it was all organized to create an occasion for my
resignation. Some force had worked to discredit the president. I don’t be-
lieve that the Armenians, who acted with great knowledge and precision in
such situations, would have allowed the Azerbaijanis to receive documents
exposing their [the Armenians’] fascist actions...One can assume that
someone was interested in showing this footage at the future SC session,
and turning everything against my personality. If I declare that it is Azer-
baijani opposition to blame for, they can say that I slander them. However,
common sense prompts that the Armenians have nonetheless left an es-
cape corridor for people. In this case, why should they have shot? Especial-
ly in the areas near Aghdam, where at the time there were sufficient <Azer-
baijani> forces to come out and help people.” As to the number of Azerbai-
jani forces in Aghdam at the time, it was presented by the Minster of De-
fence Rahim Ghazayev in response to a question by a reporter of “Realniy
Azerbaijan” newspaper: “on the night of February 25th, there were 12 S-72
tanks, 12 HMM-2s, 4 Grad stations, 44 armored vehicles, 40 artillery piec-
es, and 2,500 soldiers in Aghdam. All those forces could have rushed to the
rescue, but it did not happen... It could have been enough to fire from the
Grad. And we had a good sniper, Russian soldier Inchipirenko. He could
have hit any target from Grad. Can you imagine? Then it turned out that
the Grad had disappeared. It couldn’t be found...”[B-66].

Wide utilization by the Turkish-Azerbaijani tandem for extra-political pur-
poses, to present Armenians as perpetrators and Azerbaijanis as victims, to
overshadow Sumgait and Baku massacres.

Contribution to the consolidation and mobilization of the Azerbaijani ha-
tred against Armenians, which, in its turn, helped with further develop-
ment of the ongoing Azerbaijani identity construction.

Using the situation for neutralization of the Azerbaijani psychological com-
plex with respect to Sumgait and Baku massacres on the one hand and to
advance the thesis of the “Azerbaijani genocide” on the other.

Serving another purpose too, perhaps unplanned, but later adapted to the
situation, of breaking the existing and future sympathy of the Iranian and
Caucasian-speaking national minorities of Azerbaijan towards the Armeni-
ans, to intimidate them and neutralize their possible tendencies of national
liberation.
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Chingiz Mustafayev should have tried to find out the truth by talking to eye-
witnesses. Even the Mayor of Khojalu, Elman Mammadov, would say in one of the
video interviews with him: “We do not know who to blame for this tragedy, and
who will the history blame for it.”>

Two months later, in April of 1992, the outraged Chingiz Mustafayev would tell
the Commission investigating the Khojalu events: “I still don’t understand why these
corpses were lying in 600-700 meters from our post, where our soldiers were freely
roaming, and no one was collecting them. At the same time, they said supposedly
there were difficult negotiations over the exchange and removal of the bodies. As if
there was a trap, Armenians were sitting there, waiting for us [Azerbaijanis], it was
impossible to get there. ...If it is not uncovered... I have these facts, the filmed facts,
all are with me, I'll ask the Commission as long as they work... But it seems to me...
I am afraid that this Commission, like the Commission on January tragedy, the hel-
icopter tragedy, will say “let’s sit and discuss for 5-6 years, and during that time the
black forces that organize all this... they organize something again every day. No
known crime against the people was uncovered in Azerbaijan.” And Tamerlan
Karayev, the deputy speaker of the Popular Front’s Milli Mejlis chairing the session
of the Commission, would answer with a serious face “I do not know. This is also
unlikely to be revealed.”

One month later, on May 10, the next day after the taking of Shushi by Arme-
nians, Allahverdi Baghirov would make his third attempt to seize Nakhijevanik. He
would take part in the attack on Askeran. However, “Unable to take Askeran, they
drifted off from the Mughanlu village, broke through the Armenian defense line,
passed Mughanlar village and entered the villages of Aghbulagh, Dahraz, Aranzam-
in (Varazaboun) and Prjamal... Villagers had left, ten women remained in Varaza-
boun, including the nurse Nadia Baghdasaryan, a refugee from Baku... Armenians
re-took the village in a few hours, many houses were already on fire, including Na-
dia Baghadasaryan’s house. Those ten women had disappeared. One of the captured
women, Yeranik, had returned and brought a letter from Nadia Baghdasaryan,
where she was informing that the Turks would return ten women in exchange for a
tankist®... a family from Prjamal (currently Vardadzor) village, kin of Laura Mel-
kumyan had moved to Ryazan, and had met a Turkish woman who told them about
the destiny of those nine women. They dug a hole, threw the women in it, filled it

59 A 1992 video interview with Chingiz Mustafayev was under the following link:http://xocali.net/RU/
Mamedov-Mustafayev.htm. It does not work now. See https://www.fmgnews.info/70810-hodzha-

lu-azerbaydzhancy-ubivali-ih-po-prikazu-geydara-alieva.html (last visited on 28.12.2020).

60 A member of a tank crew.
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with gasoline and set on fire. The Turkish woman who told the story had left the
village in terror” [B-69].

One more month later, on June 12, 1992, Allahverdi Baghirov would repeat the
attempt of achieving his dream for the fourth time. The Popular Front’s regiment
under his command would once more participate in the attempted capture of the
Armenian villages Nakhijevanik, Pirjamal, Aranzamin (currently Varazaboun),
Dahraz, and Mirikend located in the areas of Askeran district neighboring with Agh-
dam district. The villages would be taken, set on fire, and the inhabitants would
become refugees. The capture of Aranzamin village is considered important among
the victories of the “Hero Allahverdi Baghirov.” He “had left 100 dead bodies of Ar-
menians and had taken 10 captives from the enemy” (100 ermoni meyiti va 10 diisman
osiri bahasina alindi Aranzominy) [B-109]. “The 100 dead bodies” was probably Baghi-
rov’s shattered crystal dream. Aranzamin residents told us that they had lost five of
their people during the capture of the village.

On June 12, Baghirov’s car would explode on an anti-tank mine on the way
back from checking the positions near Nakhijevanik, right on the outskirts of Aran-
zamin village. Out of five passengers, two would die, Baghirov and the driver. A
grave was prepared for his burial in the Alley of Martyrs in Baku, but he was buried
in the Aghdam Martyrs Cemetery at the request of his family. Baghirov’s son sus-
pected that his father was killed by his political rivals [B-105].

On the next day, June the 13th, Chingiz Mustafayev would be killed nearby Na-
khijevanik village (in another version would die from a shrapnel). Ayaz Mutallibov’s
advice “to remain silent or he will be killed” was not an idle one. He is buried in Baku
Alley of Heroes, ironically in the grave prepared for Allahverdi Baghirov [B-106]. Both
Allahverdi Baghirov and Chingiz Mustafayev are posthumously National Heros of
Azerbaijan. Chingiz’s murder is still a topic of discussion. Who wanted Chingiz dead?

Alif Hajiyev too is a National Hero of Azerbaijan. The head of the Khojalu de-
fense, the head of the OMON, the cause of many casualties among civilians of Kho-
jalu. Today his criminal past is presented as a myth of a victim who suffered because
of his ideas. However, all who were familiar with him knew for a fact and recalled
that with his cynicism and impudence he was the fear and horror of the Armenian
women and girls in the only airport of Karabakh, even in relatively peaceful circum-
stances. They even proudly write that “at the time many Armenians who went to
the airport were sent to hell...” [B-107], “at the time,” meaning in 1990-1991. This
criminal terrorist found his inglorious death on February 26, 1992, “taking” inno-
cent civilians of Khojalu with him. Without even realizing it, Alif Hajiyev served the
politics of Azerbaijan with the myth of “Khojalu genocide.”

Much later, 13 years after the events, journalist Eynulla Fatullayev has met and
talked with Khojalu refugees temporarily housed in Navtalan. He wrote after the
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meetings: “..they openly confessed... that days before the <Khojalu attack> the
Armenians were constantly warning about the planned operation with loudspeak-
ers. They offered civilians getting out of the blockade and leaving through the hu-
manitarian corridor provided along the Kar-Kar river. According to Khojalu resi-
dents, they used that corridor, and the Armenian soldiers outside the corridor did
not fire on them (this is about Khojalu-Askeran-Aghdam road-H.Kh.). For some
<reason>, some Popular Front soldiers took a part of the Khojalu residents in the
direction of Nakhijevanik village, which at the time was under the control of the
Armenian regiment of Askeran (actually, the residents of the Armenian village still
continued to live in their settlement, despite of many attacks. They left the village
and became refugees four months after the described events, after a large-scale at-
tack in June- H. Kh.). And the rest were caught in artillery fire in the outskirts of
Aghdam district” [A-27].

Eynulla Fatullayev would be persecuted and arrested for this summary. Years
later he will be found not guilty by the European Court of Human Rights. We read
in the court materials: “..crossing the Kar-Kar river, part of the refugees separated
and moved towards Nakhijevanik for some reason. The units of the Popular Front
apparently did not try to save the peaceful population of Khojalu as much as they
wanted to shed more blood on the way to overthrow Mutallibov [the first president
of Azerbaijan|...” “I was in that town [Navtalan], where I talked to hundreds (I re-
peat, hundreds) of refugees, who claimed that there was a corridor, and that they sur-
vived thanks to that corridor... do you understand? It was a war, a frontli ne... Of
course, Armenians were killing [the civilian population], yet, a part of Khojalu popu-
lation was shot by our [troops|... Whether it was intentional or not, should be found out
by investigators...[they were killed] not by [some] mysterious [shooters]|, but by provo-
cateurs of the APF military units... [the corpses| were mutilated by our own..” [B-99].
Indeed, the reality was so clear, simple and well-known that many were aware of it.
The Speaker of the Supreme Council of Azerbaijan Yagub Mammadov (not to be
confused with Aghdam criminal Yaghub Mammadov/Ala/Gatir/Mammed Rzayev),
who was the acting President of Azerbaijan after Mutallibov’s resignation, had said
instead of many that he knew well on whose conscience was the Khojalu tragedy
[B-36]. He knows, several others know. That is a non-beneficial, criminal and shame-
less reality, and at the same time very desirable for turning it upside down. It is also
dangerous for those who know.



133

|
What had happened in Askeran
and on the Askeran-Aghdam road?

As the example of OMON men, Khojalu self-defense fighters and the Mayor of
Khojalu leaving with the refugees by the road east of Khojalu showed, there were
many armed people along with Khojalu civilians. As the Armenians taking Khojalu
were not able to disarm the OMON men and the fighters leaving the town with the
population, there were also armed people among those going through the provided
corridor. It was about those who went that way that Yuri Girchenko wrote: “there
were Azerbaijani OMON men and just armed people from the city garrison among
some refugee groups. Seeing the Armenian positions, these armed jigits opened fire
on them... the Armenians answered, and the number of casualties grew (the
highlight is mine-H. Kh.)” [B-84, 8]. According to Samvel Babayan, there was such
a clash near the Askeran fortress, on the road segment where the road turned to
Qyatuk. According to him, “the armed groups defending Khojalu had left with the
refugees taking their weapons with them, <and> there was a moment of a gust of
firing from the Turks walking along that river.” Perhaps, the Major of the Russian
Army sappers’ battalion located in Aghdam referred to this incident when telling
that the Azerbaijanis tried to break through the corridor from Aghdam. “They had
several non-commissioned officers from sappers’ battalion in Aghdam, and senior
lieutenant Vagif Iskanderov, an <Aghdam> district militiaman with them. Two of
the non-commissioned officers and the district militiaman were killed... At the mo-
ment when the Armenian position guards were pushing back the attack, the first
groups of Khojalu refugees, including the OMON men, approached from behind.
The OMON opened fire on the positions of <Armenians>... One of the posts was
fully destroyed. However, there was a second post, and Azerbaijanis did not know
about its existence. The Armenians started firing from the machine guns at armed
and unarmed Azerbaijanis from a close distance from that post” [B-84, 9].

According to Girchenko’s story, Allahverdi Baghirov’s “coalition group” that
took the Lachinghuy hill near Shelli was not the only Azerbaijani armed formation
from Aghdam that appeared on the way of those who had left Khojalu on February
26. Other groups also appeared on Aghdam-Askeran road, including Janpolad
Rzayev’s group that had separated from Allahverdi Baghirov’s Gharaghaya group.

According to Jafar Orujev, after capturing the Lachinghuy/Gharaghaya height,
Janpolad Rzayev had chased the Armenian BTR and BMP on his tank from the Agh-
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dam’s Shelli village. Janpolad Rzayev’s friends presented his further actions on Febru-
ary 26. “Three brave men, the tank commander Janpolad Rzayev, driver-mechanic
Fikret Aliyev and shooter Bakhtiar Veliev rushed to help women, elderly and chil-
dren. Reaching the location of the enemy (not known where- H. Kh.), they destroyed
three firing points, and broke the defense (not known where and what defense- H.
Kh.).” The driver-mechanic Fikrit Aliev continued the story: “Enemy tanks, BTRs
and BMPs were moving on us from all sides. Maneuvering and destroying the enemy,
we managed to free 180 unarmed people who were cut off. (???-H. Kh., again there is
no mention of the place where the refugees were cut off- H. Kh.). Under our cover they
ran towards Gharadagh. The enemy started shooting at the back of the refugees (???-
H. Kh.). Janpolad couldn’t stand it, he opened the top hatch, jumped out and started
firing at the enemy’s BMPs and BTRs with a hand cannon. He was fatally wounded
right at that moment. He managed to tell me: “please, destroy the BMPs with caterpil-
lars,” and closed his eyes forever. Turning the tank over, I obeyed the commander’s
last request and attack the BMP. But the forces were uneven, and the enemy managed
to hit our tank. For thirty minutes, the two of us, Bakhtyar and me, were in cross-fir-
ing <against the Armenians>, until the regiment commander arrived with other fight-
ers (what regiment commander? Where did he come from?-H. Kh.). Under the fire
torrent of the enemy, we pulled out our tank, in 600 meters picked up Janpolad’s
body, handed it over to the ambulance, and came back to help people. The bandits
had managed to kill 60 people, and we saved 120” [A-30, 32-33]. Other question
marks could be added to this story, if at least one fragment would not be an obvious
lie. In fact, Janpolad Rzayev’s tank was not “pulled out from under the fire torrent,”
but was left as a military trophy with Armenians. They still remember that tank. It
was distinguished with “Janpolad” written in big letters on its main gun. The presence
of an ambulance suggests that the incident more likely took place near the Azerbaija-
ni Aghdam than the Armenian Askeran, but obviously on the Aghdam-Askeran road.
There were not 60 killed people from Khojalu near Aghdam on the Aghdam-Askeran
road. There were no bodies of the enemy, i.e. the Armenians either, which should have
been in case of “maneuvering and destroying the enemy.” As far as I was able to find
out, there was one victim from the Armenians. But let us consider that the story is
intended to glorify those involved and let’s not focus on the numbers.

The Armenian victim was Samvel, the son of Armen Avagimyan, a resident of
Gharaghshlagh district of Khojalu. Samvel was killed under the Lachinghuy height,
on the road to Aghdam, and it is possible that the story of his death is related to the
story of Janpolad’s friends. Let’s reflect on Armen Avagimyan’ story. “My son and
his friends were standing on the road to Aghdam near Lachinghuy to let women,
children and elderly go, and keep the men in the tail. Dressed as a woman, my son’s
classmate was among the people fleeing from Khojalu. He wanted to go ahead with
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women, but my son noticed it was a man and stopped him. This guy took out an
automatic gun from under his dress and fired at my son. My Samvel was seriously
injured. Our Armenians surrounded him, took the gun from his hands. The guy in
a woman’s dress said: “don’t kill me, take me to Tosul.” Tosul is me, it is my nick-
name. The guy said “Tosul is my relative, my mother is Armenian, hand me to To-
sul.” And his mother was standing next to him. Our guys told him: “you say you are
Armenian, your mother is Armenian, and Tosul is your relative, do you know that
you have killed Tosul’s son Samvel?” The guy was frozen. He did not know who he
was shooting at. So, you killed Samvel, we should kill you. This was how it hap-
pened. Then they allowed the rest of people to pass and go.”®! It is possible that the
“180 people” that were blocked in the story of Janpolad’s friends were the group of
people whose passage from Askeran to Aghdam the Armenians tried to regulate, so
as first the women and then the men could pass. The narrator did not mention it, but
it was highly likely that the men were required to hand over their weapons. Per-
haps, there were disputes during the process that could seem like a “blockade” from
the outside. If the story of Janpolad’s friend is really about this incident, then appar-
ently there was a shootout between the group from Aghdam and the Armenian
squad, which also affected Khojalu residents.

Probably the story of K., an Askeran resident and a soldier of Askeran self-de-
fense squad also refers to this same incident. “Our squad patrolled the Askeran-Agh-
dam road. Turks from Aghdam were coming that way in small groups in the after-
noon of February 26. In some places there were clashes and small local fights near
the Armenian positions. We were driving back and forth on that road all the time,
so as to protect it if needed. We saw a group of refugees coming back from Shelli. We
were surprised as to why the Turks were returning from the Turkish side. We wait-
ed. They reached us, women and children, scared. They said that they were attacked
from Lachinghuy, that mound, they were fired at, even from cannon. They got to
Lachinguy and fled back to Askeran from there. There were about twenty or thirty
people. We understood nothing, but brought them to Askeran. We were afraid to
leave them there, so nothing would happen to them. Well, there were fights here and
there along the road, anything could happen. There was a barefoot child in the
group, I brought him all the way to Askeran, carrying on my hands. We brought in
the entire group and handed them to Askeran militia. Then for several days we were
taking them in groups to the Armenian 4th Position and handing over to those who
came after them from Aghdam. Our meetings with those who came from Aghdam
for negotiations generally took place near the 4th Position.”®2

61 Except from the interview recorded by Hranush Kharatyan.

62 K.was interviewed by Hranush Kharatyan.
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“Lachinghuy, that mound,” was the same as Gharaghaya captured by Baghirov/
Orujev at night. It turns out that on that day they have obstructed, to put it mildly,
the Khojalu residents heading to Aghdam from both sides of the hill, both from Na-
khijevanik and Askeran roads. These “heroes” later presented their deeds as actions
aimed at saving fleeing Khojalu residents from captivity. It is too late asking why
they thought they [the refugees] would be taken captive, if a corridor to Aghdam
was provided. Taking captives from seized territories and exchanging them with the
hostages held by the enemy or simply selling was a common practice at the time in
Azerbaijan. It was considered a heroic action, and that logic might have worked.

The NPP armed formations infiltrating the territory of Askeran to help the
“Khojalu captives” were acting on their own, as did the Allahveri Baghirov’s “coali-
tion” men that appeared from Aghdam on Lachinghuy/Gharaghaya hill near Shelli
village. There was no visible centralized management of the process. As a result, the
fleeing residents of Khojalu sometimes found themselves between the Armenian
position-keepers and the Azerbaijani armed formations from Aghdam that had
reached the Armenian positions. In case of cross-shootings there were new casual-
ties among the refugees. The picture becomes complete if we add to this the firing at
Askeran by the Azerbaijani group located in Khramort, organized by Allahverdi
Baghirov’s group on the same night, as well as the adventurous attack imitation on
Askeran by the group of the 19th position. Indeed, the peaceful, unarmed, poor
fleeing residents of Khojalu had fallen victim to the adventurism of the Azerbaijani
Popular Front and OMON.

As mentioned, the Askeran platoon did not participate in the taking of Khojalu.
Their task was, if need be, not to allow the Azerbaijani troops expected from Aghdam
to reach Khojalu at night. There was no such attempt at night. From the early morn-
ing of February 26, they guarded the passage of Khojalu residents from Askeran to
Aghdam. They were ordered to disarm the militants accompanying the civilian pop-
ulation on the one hand, and to prevent the infiltrations of the Azerbaijanis from
Aghdam, on the other. According to A.H., the head of the squad guarding the road,
“we did not participate in the capture of Khojalu, we were patrolling the road. Our
fight happened exactly on February 26. Those who had broken through were coming
from Aghdam, our guys in the positions were resisting, but the Turkish positions
were across from ours, and the local fights were growing. On the other hand, the ref-
ugees on the road were caught in the middle of these fights. Or our positions were in
the middle of the fleeing people. Because the Turks were coming from Aghdam, and
the refugee Turks were going from this side, and our positions were caught in-be-
tween the Turks moving from both sides. We were ordered to stop the refugees and
take them to Askeran. Well, because there were women and children among them
caught between the fighters and they were also being killed. For example, [ saw in the



WHAT HAD HAPPENED IN ASKERAN AND ON THE ASKERAN-AGHDAM ROAD? 137

morning an armed group coming from Aghdam. At the same time, I also saw a con-
voy of refugees coming from Askeran. We stopped the refugees to take them to the
road and hand them over in Askeran, for them not to get into the area of military
actions. And I recall a barefoot woman in that convoy, with a child on her hands. I
took the child from her arms, we put both her and her child on the BTR, as she was
barefoot. We wanted to move then, this convoy, the men had already put down their
arms, but the woman immediately started saying “my husband, my husband, he is
scared, please bring him too.” Well, I said, “where is your husband?” And she said:
“he is in the bushes, he is scared to come out.” I said: “tell him to come, call him, or
he will stay here and we no longer know what his fate will be.” As soon as the husband
came out, such a short man, as soon as he approached us, this woman jumped out
from the BTR, hugged his legs, and asked him “what should we do?” She was afraid
that we would kill her. I told them “don’t be scared, look, everybody is here, all to-
gether.” We took them and handed to Askeran Militia. But they had already handed
over their weapons in full. They also knew that they should either fight and be killed,
or surrender their weapons and leave. They all knew that we were going to send them
to Aghdam, we were just rescuing them at that moment, so that they would not be
caught in fights. Then came the second group. There was a story with them too. It
turned out there was a married Armenian woman in that group, our Julia from As-
keran. She was the aunt of one of our guys either from his father’s or from mother’s
side. Yes, the mother’s side. Her husband was Rasul, an Azerbaijani from Khojalu. So,
that woman, Julia saw and recognized me. She approached me and said, well “Rasul
is there, he is scared, he is with the children.” Rasul also came over. Again we brought
that convoy. When we were climbing the bridge, Julia’s sister’s son was standing
there. I called him and told to take her aunt to their home. Julia left, and we again
took the rest to the Police. In the next days, we had taken all these people to the 4th
Armenian position, in groups. They came from Aghdam and took them.”63

Unfortunately, these “small” adventures of local significance costed the civilian
population of Khojalu dearly, and were later completely “hidden” under the cover
of silence. The APF supporters either did not speak about the recklessness of their
fighters or glorified them. The real victims who witnessed or participated in the
events, the Khojalu refugees, either were silent or perhaps were silenced. The public
text about the “Khojalu victims” was to be exclusively anti-Armenian.

Fortunately, there were no serious incidents/clashes involving Khojalu refugees
scattered in the Armenian villages in the west and north of Khojalu. No groups from
Aghdam “protecting refugees” could have appeared in that area (see map 7 on page
200).

63 The interview with A.H. was conducted by Hranush Kharatyan.
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The Publicizing of Khojalu Tragedy

As mentioned above, on March 2, 1992, Azerbaijanis took a group of journalists
from Aghdam to the “site of Khojalu massacre,” telling them that it was “near the
Armenian village of Nakhijevanik.” People saw mutilated corpses of children, girls,
women and elderly: torn nails, heads stripped of skin and broken, amputated body
parts, eye sockets. There were no bodies of militants, fighters among the corpses
anymore. Chingiz Musatafayev was also among the journalists and he saw that it was
exactly the same place, where he had seen the Azerbaijani soldiers walking among
the corpses on February 29. There were no mutilated corpses there on February 29.

The Azerbaijani-Turkish campaign publicizing the “Khojalu tragedy” com-
menced on March 2, packaging it as an “Armenian-organized genocide.” On March
3, it was announced that “Turkey strongly condemns the genocide.” On the same
day, the newspaper “Bakinskiy Rabochiy” published the article “Khojalu, who is
responsible for the genocide?” The main message for the internal audience was fo-
cused on “the massacre of thousands of unarmed Khojalu residents, women and
children,” as well as the sanctification of the image of “heroic defenders of Khojalu.”
Like the image of Alif Hajiyev, mentioned many times: “On the tragic night of the
treacherous attack, Alif bravely fought against dashnak bandits, trying to defend
and save the peaceful, unarmed population, and he fell heroically in an unequal
battle” [A-16, 62]. This pile of words has a clear semantic purpose. The expression
“treacherous attack” usually implies that a signed agreement/treaty is meanly bro-
ken. For public perception this should have meant that the Armenians had “unex-
pectedly attacked the unarmed peaceful population.” This was a simple but power-
ful lie. The words ‘dashnak bandits’ should have influenced local perceptions associ-
ating the historical past with the word “genocide” as a result of the usual Azerbaija-
ni propaganda. By writing that Alif Hajiyev had “bravely fought against dashnak
bandits, trying to defend and save the peaceful, unarmed population,” an impression
is made that the “hero” fought and died in Khojalu, while carefully bypassing or
distorting the facts that Hajiyev (a) had misled and put the civilian population in
danger; (b) had forced the self-defenders of an Armenian peaceful village into a
cross-shooting; and (c) was killed right there, during that cross-shooting.

Alif Hajiyev was an ordinary corrupt militiaman and a criminal, released from
the prison of Nizhny Tagil in 1990, at the request-mediation of Azerbaijani authori-
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ties. The Azerbaijani authorities used him for terrorizing on daily basis the Armeni-
an settlements around Khojalu and ensuring that the airport was not accessible for
Armenians. He served the purpose well and earned the title of the Hero of Azerbai-
jan. Now it was time to edit his criminal past. The myths that helped editing his
criminal past were to be created later, the political image of his “devotion to the
nation” was to be written. As they write in his biography, “Alif hunted down the
organization “Krunk,”®* which even back then (back then, meaning before Alif Ha-
jiyev’s arrest, in the 1985-86- H. Kh.) planned the great Karabakh war. He was jailed
for 10 years. ... Five years later, when the war broke out, it become clear that the
charges against Alif were false, and the verdict was changed” [B-71]. In fact, the
charges remained the same- bribery, but the term of imprisonment was reduced at
the request of the Azerbaijani authorities. The case was filed based on the com-
plaints of the Azerbaijanis of his native Jamillu village. But terrorists like Alif were
needed to wage a war against Armenians. The future “hero” returned to Karabakh
that was ablaze, where he continued his militia service starting from December
1990. He assumed the responsibilities of the military commandant of the only air-
port of the Oblast, and the most important object of <Khojalu>. In other words, he
was an infamous OMON member. On December 28, 1990, it was Alif Hajiyev who
had organized the abduction of the USSR people’s deputy Boris Dadamyan at Kara-
bakh airport. Today the arrest of that hero is presented as a “conspiracy of the Ar-
menian nationalists.” In retrospect his biography has turned into a dissident-political
one. “The Armenian nationalist center of Nagorno Karabakh tried to discredit Alif
Hajiyev. In 1987, the Armenian nationalists sentenced him to 10 years in prison by

64 The organization/committee “Krunk” was formed in 1988, during the February 20 demonstration
in Stepanakert. On March 1, it was officially registered as a public-political organization. Arkadi
Manucharov Senior (b. 1931) was its elected president. The name “Krunk” (Crane) was suggested by
the sculptor Armen Hakobyan, and united two symbols in one, (a) the Armenian song “Krunk,”
which was the symbol of longing; and (b) the abbreviation of the Russian expression for “Revolu-
tionary Administration Committee of the Nagorno Karabakh” («Komwuter peBomonuonHOrO
ynpasnenus HaropHoro Kapa6axa»). The “Krunk” Committee had functioned only until March 24,
when the Supreme Council of Azerbaijan made a decision to dissolve it on the ground of inciting
mass riots. On November 28 of the same year, Arkadi Manucharov was arrested, taken first to Agh-
dam, then to Shushi prison, later transferred to Moscow’s Butirka detention center, where he was
kept until May 29, 1990. While in Butirka, he was twice elected as a member of the Supreme Coun-
cil of the Armenian SSR, which was unprecedented in the world practice. In 1990, the European
Parliament passed a resolution demanding Manucharov’s release, and Amnesty International award-
ed him the title of the last political prisoner of the USSR. “Manucharov’s case,- writes Russian ana-
lyst Konstantin Voyevodsky,- will remain in the history because of its fantastic unlawfulness even
for the Soviet Justice. Manucharov was not released not only after he was elected a member of the
Supreme Council of Armenia, but also after a court decision to release him. They have even made
changes in the Soviet legislation in order to keep Manucharov in prison” [B-78]. I suppose, the biog-
raphers of Alif Hajiyev linked his non-existent political dissidence to the organization “Krunk”, be-
cause the criminal Alif Hajiyev was released from the Russian prison at the request of Azerbaijan
probably as a compensation for releasing the political prisoner Arkadi Manucharov.
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making false accusations against him. He was released... Returned and re-started his
fight against nationalists. As a result of Knight Alif Hajiyev’s determination, Khojalu
airport got completely out of control of the Armenian nationalists...In return, the
enemy launched a decisive operation against Khojalu...” [A-4, 54-55]. They go as far
as to claim that the Karabakh movement also started “against Alif Hajiyev.” Al-
though perhaps there was a big truth in this. After all, the decision of Karabakh
Armenians to break from Azerbaijan was also a desire to get rid of Azerbaijani ‘alif-
hajiyevizm’ Thus, criminal alifhajiyevs become the heroic symbol of Azerbaijani
self-assertion.

The publicizing of Khojalu tragedy was carried out and continues to be carried
out with the grossest, cheapest speculations. Invented/commissioned/taught texts
are published under the name of “oral history.” Photos from the tragedies of differ-
ent parts of the world and different periods of time are circulated as images of the
victims of Khojalu barbarity. Images of Kurdish victims of the 1983 earthquake in
Turkey, Alevis that fall victim to 1978 Turkish terrorist attacks, refugees from Af-
ghanistan, victims of Kosovo and other Balkan conflicts are presented as victims of
“Khojalu genocide” in different parts of the world [B-92]. After being exposed by
Armenians, these images usually disappear from websites, but are replaced with
new ones that serve for another short-term propaganda campaign, then disappear
again, and so on.

The participation of the 366th Russian Regiment in the taking of Khojalu is a
separate topic in the Azerbaijani propaganda of “Khojalu.” At first, when Azerbaijan
wanted to present the capture of Khojalu as the doing of the former Soviet 366th
Regiment still stationed in Stepanakert, a large number of “witnesses” were speak-
ing about Russians seen in Khojalu. Thus, according to the investigation materials,
“Ahmedov A.N., a resident of Khojalu town, being examined as a witness, explained
that at 23:00 on February 25, 1992, unexpectedly intensive shelling of Khojalu from
different weaponry started from all sides. He and his friends saw people running
away in panic in all directions, and the houses were on fire. 20-30 tanks were firing
long shots at the houses and people inside the town. In addition to tanks, there were
also BMPs and BTRs, from which they also fired. The infantry followed the military
vehicles and heavy equipment. In the light of the burning houses, he saw Russians
on armored vehicles and among the infantry. The orders were given in Russian.
There were also Armenians among the attackers (highlighted by me- H. Kh.).
The attackers chased the people fleeing in panic, and fired at them” [A-30, 45]. The
“20-30” tanks, plus “BTRs and BMPs” are a myth intended only to “prove” the in-
volvement of the 366th regiment. Everyone knew that the Armenians owned prac-
tically no heavy equipment at the time. This myth reached another level of exagger-
ation in the mouth of Khojalu resident Bayram Mammed Ogli Kasumov: “more than
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100 tanks, BTRs and BMPs entered Khojalu from all sides” [A-30, 31]. On the other
hand it is known that heavy equipment entered Khojalu only after its capture, and
when the population had already left. There were no shootings aimed at the fleeing
residents of the settlement of Khojalu, and this is confirmed by the number of casu-
alties within the settlement (see below). However, in this case the important thing is
that according to the witness testimony, the attackers were Russians, and “among
them there were also Armenians.” So, according to the testimony of this witness, the
Armenians only took part in the Russian operation. Of course, no neutral examina-
tion took such witness testimonies seriously, and Azerbaijanis themselves soon
stopped talking about this.

“Khojalu resident Jafarova, T.M. explained during the investigation that at the
time of the attack she watched the happenings from the fourth floor, and she saw
that there were Russian officers and soldiers in military uniforms of protective
colors, while the Armenians were dressed in different colors. They were all shooting.
She saw Armenian and Russian soldiers taking items out of the houses and loading
them into the cars” [A-30, 45]. No question from the investigator as to where the
witness’s house was? At what time did she follow the events from her fourth-floor
apartment? When did the witness herself leave the town? How come the “Armenian
and Russian” soldiers started looting before the town was taken? Etc, etc. The crux
of this “testimony” is to provide proof about the “participation of Russian officers
and soldiers” in the capture of the town.

“Witness A. Aliyev testified that during the attack he had hidden under an
excavator for self-defense purposes. He dismantled its carburetor, so they could not
run the engine. He sat there for three days, followed the events and saw how Arme-
nians, Russians and Negroes looted the town and burned the houses” [A-30,
45-46]. This is an excerpt from the investigation text compiled by Nazarov, the
Prosecutor General of Azerbaijan. This “testimony” is marred with the mention of
“negroes” in Karabakh in 1992. What Negroes in Karabakh in the February of 1992?
Where from?

Khojalu resident Jamil Mammadov: “Entering the town, tanks and armored
vehicles were destroying homes and smashing people” [B-79]. Again, no people
“smashed by tanks” were found in the town. This witness too presented the issue in
such a way that the attackers were mainly Russians, while “the Armenian militants
were walking after the Russian military.”

As mentioned above, according to the Armenian oral histories, exclusively Ar-
menians took part in the taking of Khojalu. “I did not see any soldiers of the 366th
motorized rifle regiment on the day of Khojalu attack,’- wrote Victoria Ivleva, who
as a journalist followed the military operation of the taking of Khojalu [A-13]. Ac-
cording to Yuri Girchenko, Major of Russian Sappers’ Battalion in Aghdam, a group
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of ethnically Armenian officers and soldiers of the 366th regiment had participated
in the actions of Khojalu capture, but they did not enter the town. Similarly, some
Azerbaijanis from the Russian sapper regiment of Aghdam had participated in the
attempt to defend Khojalu.

The Armenian officers in charge of military actions in Khojalu were speaking
and making orders in Russian, which was the military language of the time. Perhaps
Khojalu residents who heard them had perceived it as Russian involvement. In any
case, the participation of Soviet, or already CIS, but in reality, Russian 366th mo-
torized rifle regiment in the taking of Khojalu was a political, rather than practical
topic in Azerbaijan, and twisting and twirling it was soon over. It lost its significance
after Ayaz Mutallibov’s government, which was considered pro-Russian, lost power.
It was then quickly replaced by the “Armenian-perpetrated genocide,” which was
promoted by the Azerbaijani Popular Front and which became more and more pop-
ular every day. It was no longer expedient to make Russians the participants of the
“genocide committed by the Armenians.” The Azerbaijani Popular Front itself was
now appropriating former USSR military property on the territory of Azerbaijan,
including weapons, ammunition, warehouses. Already in the beginning of March
they had also seized the entire stockpile of Aghdam sappers, in fact forcing the of-
ficers and soldiers of the sapper battalion to flee to Ganja/Kirovabad. Finally, in the
beginning of March, the 366th motorized rifle regiment also moved from Stepa-
nakert to Kirovabad renamed to Ganja, and joined the weapon supply sources of the
Azerbaijani Popular Front. The manipulation of “participation” of the Russian regi-
ment in the taking of Khojalu was not advantageous anymore.

Themes of “the Armenian genocide against Azerbaijanis” and “the victims of
Khojalu massacre” were and remained on the forefront of the Khojalu public prop-
aganda. Extermination of unarmed people and corpse mutilations are the “proof of
the genocide.” We have already addressed the issues of “unarmed people” and
“corpse mutilation” above.
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|
How many people were “massacred”
in Khojalu and “in relation to Khojalu”

When saying “victims of Khojalu,” exclusively Azerbaijani victims were meant.
There was never any mention that there were also victims among the Armenians,
including the Armenian peaceful population in Noragyugh, Nakhijevanik, Askeran,
both during the actual fights, and during the shelling of those settlements from Agh-
dam in the following days. No one also ever mentioned the fact that the population
of three Armenian villages of Martakert district, Seysulan, Yarmja and Marghusha-
van, had to flee on February 26 as a result of a violent revenge by local OMON.
These villages were bordering with the Azerbaijani Mir Bashir district and were
surrounded by Azerbaijani-populated villages. They did not pose any threat to Kho-
jalu and were a convenient target for a quick revenge. The population of Seysulan
and Yarmja never returned back, the residents of Margushavan and its adjacent
villages did return for a short period but 45 days later they fell victim to the main
operation of “Khojalu revenge,” the massacres of Maragha and Margushavan [A-39;
Human Rights Watch. Bloodshed in the Caucasus; p.29].

“We were the retaliation for the February 26 Khojalu attack, they attacked us
in response. The shooting started at 6 a.m. in the morning, even at 5 a.m., and con-
tinued until 6 p.m. They finally attacked on the 26th. In the evening, after 6 p.m., it
became quiet, they stopped shooting. Then the men returned from their positions
and told us that we had to leave, leave for good. There was no electricity, they cut
off the electricity from Ghapan (an Azerbaijani village of Mir Bashir district- H. Kh.),
we lived under an oil lamp. There was a flash lamp, a metallic one. What should we
do, if it was already decided? We gathered few belongings... Everybody had already
left. We did not have weapons. We came to Karmirevan at night, had a little rest,
then headed to Martakert.”®

“When Khojalu happened, people left, that same night. When people left, there
was already smoke over our village, the houses were burning. If they did not leave
that night, nobody would stay alive, as we were cut off, with no weapons, there were
only 5-6 machine guns and one homemade grenade launcher and no other arms in
two villages (the narrator refers to the isolated Seysulan and Yarmja villages neigh-

65 Lyudvig Stepanyan from Seysulan was interviewed by Hranush Kharatyan.
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boring with each other—H. Kh.). Let’s say 75, 80 percent of the population stood up
with sticks, there was no way to resist. ... today Khojalu happened, the night of the
day after Khojalu the people left.”6°

“The displacement of Khojalu [population| took place in [19]92, I don’t remem-
ber, was it 25th or 26th of February, they started shelling us. When the displace-
ment of Khojlu started, they started bombing us from tanks, from cannon, from
grad. One can say that the eighty percent of the village was evacuated on February
26. On February 26, when they started, huge shells were coming, everybody had
left the village, all the villages, Gyulasaz, Maghavuz, Mets Shen, all that area, what
do I know who went where? Well, there were children, women, elderly; so we took
them all away for several days, two-three days, then when it calmed down, we came
back.”®”

Let us leave the topic of further wanderings, quests and losses of the people
that have abandoned their villages. Actually, the revenge for the capture of Khojalu
was exacted 45 days later, by a brutal massacre of the truly unarmed peaceful pop-
ulation of Maragha village. But let us leave the undiscussed topic of the Khojalu-re-
lated victims of the Armenian side, and touch upon the issue of widely “discussed”
victims of the Azerbaijani side.

The number of victims inside the town of Khojalu itself is usually not spoken
about. In Azerbaijan they prefer to limit themselves to the horrific descriptions of
the frightened residents. The mayor of Khojalu has said the following, “.....when the
Armenian infantry got to work, everything was destroyed in Khojalu, many of its in-
habitants were killed. We were on the defensive in the trenches till 2 a.m” [B-102].
What does “many inhabitants” mean in this case? Is it the greater part of those in
the town or is “many” a figurative emotional assessment in this case?

Yet, this mayor had probably mentioned some numbers. Rasim Aghayev, the
head of the Press Service of the President of Azerbaijan stated on March 2, that ac-
cording to Elman Mammadov, the mayor of Khojalu thousands of civilians were
killed (the highlight is mine- H. Kh.), several thousands were wounded, and 1,500
were missing in Khojalu as a result of the Armenian attack [B-49]. Even if we admit
that there were 4,000 inhabitants in Khojalu as of February 26, the number of killed,
wounded and missing far exceeds that of the total population. On the same date, i.e.
March 2, the Azerbaijani agency “Acca Upane” reported about “1,234 dead bodies
found.” This information was immediately spread by the Turkish media [B-63].

The international organization “For Democratic Reforms and Human Rights in
Azerbaijan” (3a nemokparudeckue pedopMbl U IIpaBa 4yelloBeka B Asepbaiixane)

66 Rudik Ayaryan from Yarmji was interviewed by Gohar Stepanyan.

67 Slavik Grigoryan from Margushavan was interviewed by Gohar Stepanyan.
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had issued a statement addressed to “The peoples of the world,” which was handed
to the foreign diplomatic missions in Moscow on March 4. The statement declared
that on the night of February 26, 1992, the town of Khojalu was wiped out from the
face of the earth by the Armenian national army with participation of the 366th CIS
regiment. 1,234 Azerbaijanis were Kkilled that night [B-50].

However, realizing that numbers were vulnerable, the Azerbaijani sources
more often preferred to use abstract expressions like “thousands of people,” “the
majority,” when speaking about the victims in Khojalu. The Azerbaijani official
press, such as “Seher” quoted by foreign journalists, wrote that “the majority of
Khojalu defenders fell in the battlefield” (the highlight is mine - H. Kh.), while
the survivors made a desperate attempt to reach Aghdam, overcoming the fire and
the trap.” The word “majority” is repeated in various statements to this day. Yet, no
specific number of the victims in the actual “battlefield,” i.e. the town of Khojalu, is
provided. In reality, what was the exact number of people killed in Khojalu?

On February 28, it was said to Chingiz Mustafayev in Aghdam that for the
filming of the tragedy it would be good to visit the “battlefield,” i.e. Khojalu. He
seems to be the first Azerbaijani to enter the town after its capture. Unfortunately,
he had not shown any footage from the settlement, but in April he told to already
former president of Azerbaijan Ayaz Mutallibov that he had not filmed any corpses
in Khojalu, since there were simply none [A-24, 253].

Russian journalist Victoria Ivleva is one of the few neutral journalists who ap-
peared on the “battlefield” on the actual day of the battle. On March 15, she spoke
about what she had seen: “I arrived in Stepanakert for filming on the 25th of the
month. As it turned out, right in time for the events. That night the Armenian squads
were attacking Khojalu village, from where the Azerbaijani forces kept Stepanakert
under fire and where the only airport of Nagorno Karabakh was located. Together with
the doctors I was in the second echelon of the attackers... I appeared in Khojalu in the
morning. The village was on fire. There were dead bodies in the streets. I counted seven
killed, one in militia uniform. Then we ourselves were caught in a machine gun shoot-
ing. Azerbaijani OMON men were shooting from one of the houses. The fight near that
house lasted until the evening and costed the Armenians two dead and several wound-
ed. What did happen to OMON men? Were they killed or did they manage to leave in
the dark? I don’t know” [A-10].

The February 26 entry in the diary of the young man from Noragyugh village
located at one or two kilometer distance from Khojalu, reported 15-20 Azerbaijanis
and 5 Armenians killed in the night of Khojalu attacks. Arkadi Ter-Tadevosyan who
led the capture of Khojalu, wrote that during the Khojalu operation “we had lost 8
people, the enemy- 23.” Levon Melik-Shahnazaryan, a member of the Supreme
Council of Karabakh in 1991-1992, wrote: “After taking Khojalu, our troops found 11
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bodies of civilians there, not counting the representatives of armed squads in mili-
tary uniforms...Judging by the type of the wounds, they were killed during the ini-
tial shelling” [B-89]. According to Armen Avagimyan, a resident of Gharaghshlagh
district of Khojalu, there were 19 victims among Armenians, including the victims
of the clashes on Askeran-Aghdam road.

Indeed, there were no street fights inside the town of Khojalu itself. The casu-
alties within the borders of Khojalu were mainly due to the shelling that took place
between 11 p.m. and 2 a.m. The aim of the shelling was to force the defenders and
the population to leave the town. Unfortunately, since the defenders of Khojalu had
placed their heavy equipment inside the town, next to the residential houses, and
not around the town, the Armenian shelling aimed at silencing the rocket launchers
had also destroyed residential houses. There were also human casualties. As men-
tioned above, according to the Moscow-based Human Rights Society “Memorial,”
“at the time of Khojalu taking, the Azerbaijani forces had two BM-21 Grad military
missile launchers, four modified Alazan missile launchers, one hundred-millimeter
cannon, and three armored vehicles. All the equipment was located in the residen-
tial districts of Khojalu, from where devastating shillings on the Armenian settle-
ments were carried out” [B-88].

According to the Armenian squads that had entered the town after silencing
the Khojalu shelling equipment, they fired at the roofs of the houses, trying to re-
duce the number of casualties, and at the same time forcing people to leave. Seeing
that people were not in a rush to leave, the Armenians had set fire on several build-
ings near the airport, with an aim to psychologically influence the residents to get
out of basements and leave the town. The accounts of Khojalu refugees also prove
this. Yet, these accounts are combined with emotional stories about the Armenians
chasing people on the streets with tanks and smashing them, shooting from machine
guns at women and children fleeing in panic. If this was the case, the number of
victims inside the town would be incomparably higher, and the killings would not
be from the shootings only. In fact, the Armenians had so little equipment, that
even if they wanted they could not use it for chasing and killing people. The heavy
military equipment used during the taking of Khojalu mentioned in the Armenian
sources (Samvel Babayan, Arkadi Ter-Tadevosyan, fighters in the squads participat-
ing in the operation), included two units of BRDM (reconnaissance-patrol armored
vehicle), two tanks, two Alazan missiles, one of which was captured in Khojalu, one
hundred-millimeter Rapira cannon, and two heavy-caliber cannons pre-installed in
nearby heights. Of course, the terrifying noise made by this equipment had fright-
ened the population, and probably people really thought that 20-30 tanks entered
the town, as some said. The eyes of horror are big but foggy. Panicked, unorganized
retreating civilians fled the settlement, often not even knowing where to go, as the
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defenders of the town did not inform them about the humanitarian corridor. Most
people had, of course, used the corridor, some followed the armed OMON men and
defense fighters via Nakhijevanik road, and the others, as mentioned above, went
west. People did what they could.

While the majority had left, some people had stayed in the basements of the
houses. According to the report of the “Memorial”, around 200-300 people were
hiding in the basements of the abandoned houses in Khojalu, after its population had
left the town on the night of February 25-26. The Armenians took these people to
Stepanakert on the next day, provided them with food and medication, and stated
about their readiness to exchange these people with the Armenian hostages [B-52;
B-53]. This information is presented slightly differently on the website of the Cauca-
sian Knot: “After the capture of the town by the Armenian armed formations, about
300 civilians remained in it, including 86 Meskhetian Turks. According to the testi-
monies of the residents, the participants of the attack, NKR official bodies, and mass
media, all the other residents were captured and taken to the temporary detention
center and a closed structure of the motor vehicle convoy in Stepanakert, to a pre-
trial cell in Karmirgyugh, and to the Askeran town jail. With the permission of NKR
leadership, some were taken to private houses of the Armenian families, who had
relatives imprisoned in the territory of Azerbaijan” [B-96].

It is noteworthy, that while continuously speaking about the “thousands of
residents killed in Khojalu,” the Khojalu refugees never mention about a specific
relative, friend, neighbor, an acquaintance killed in Khojalu. All specified victims
were those who died after leaving Khojalu, either in the forests or during the clashes
on the road. However, it did not prevent journalist Chingiz Sultansoy publishing (up
until 1993), and then further spreading (up until now) “information” that “in addi-
tion to a thousand of adults killed in Khojalu and its surrounding, also hundreds of
minors and children were killed.” [A-30, 21] It was because of these vague state-
ments, that, for example, The Washington Times’s article of March 2, 1992 entitled
“Armenian Raid Leaves Azeries Dead or Fleeing,” stated that “About 1,000 of Kho-
jalu’s 10,000 people were massacred by the Armenian Army in Tuesday’s attack.
Azerbaijani television showed truckloads of corpses being evacuated from the Kho-
jalu area” [B-59].°8 The same information is repeated by The New York Times on
Tuesday, March 3, 1992, as well as other media. The population of Khojalu, which
was 3-3.5 thousand at the time of the attack, became 10,000 in this articles, with the
death toll elevated to by then customary/prevailing number of a thousand or thou-

68 ARMENIAN RAID LEAVES AZERIS DEAD OR FLEEING About 1,000 of Khojaly’s 10,000 people
were massacred by the Armenian Army in Tuesday’s attack. Azerbaijani television showed truck-
loads of corpses being evacuated from the Khojaly area.
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sands of people. On June 12, 1992, British newspaper The Independent allowed itself
to write in the article “Painful Search,” that the death toll in the town of Khojalu
itself amounted to 470-500 people [B-62]. This constitutes more than 15 percent of
de facto population of Khojalu as of February 25, which according to some sources
was 2,500, and according to other sources 3,000 or 3,500. This was written 4 months
after the capture of Khojalu, and, of course, was one of the big lies, when the actual,
or at least the official numbers of victims were already known.

The Investigation by the Azerbaijani Parliament stated 485 as the total number
of Azerbaijani civilians and fighters killed during the Khojalu operation, including
the ones who died from freezing on the roads or in the forests. On November 12,
1992 The Investigative Committee of the members of the Azerbaijani Parliament,
the Milli Mejlis, stated that “there were around 4,000 residents in Khojalu at the
time of the tragedy. According to the data of the Committee, 450 were killed, 400
wounded, about 80 gone missing, and 20 were taken captive during the events” [B-
42]. Clearly, in November it was not yet decided to consider as captives those nu-
merous Khojalu residents that were kept in Askeran Militia Station, or in Stepa-
nakert for several days to ensure their safety, and were then immediately handed
over to the Azerbaijani side with no preconditions. Similarly, the population of the
Armenian villages had helped those who reached the villages to get to Aghdam. It
was later that the number of Khojalu “captives” was to be circulated, so as to present
the “Armenian barbarities” against the captives, and all the residents of Khojalu that
had stayed on the Armenian side for 5-6 days were to be presented as “hostages” or
“captives.”

The total number of victims that was later officially recognized by Azerbaijan
has the following breakdown:

613 killed and dead, including 106 women, 63 children, 70 elderly;

487 wounded, including 76 children;

1,275 hostages;

150 missing [A-16, 20].

The number of killed and those who died on the road, in captivity or after
reaching Aghdam, based on the corrected and published list of names, was 509 [A-
16, 39-45]. This does not mean that the list includes the names of Khojalu residents
only. For example, this list also included the name of Janpolad Yaghoub Oghli
Rzayev, who as we saw above, was not a Khojalu residents. Along with Allahverdi
Baghirov, he went to Shelli village from Aghdam on a tank, with an aim to capture
the Armenian Nakhijevanik village. Based on the checks of passport data left in the
archives on the Armenian side, as well as according to the list of the places of service
and death of the conscripts published by Azerbaijan in 2014, it was revealed that 44
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people listed as Khojalu victims were actually drafted into the army and had died in
completely different locations of Karabakh at the time of Khojalu takeover. There
are even names of people who had died before the capture of Khojalu (names and
death-related data are listed) [A-55; A-72].

A more detailed analysis by people close to the sources will perhaps allow to
assess the actual death toll of Khojalu residents in three main locations of the clash-
es, i.e. near Askeran bridge, in the 5th Armenian position, and on the outskirts of
Aghdam, near Shelli.

Since only 509 names are published in the announced list of 613 killed and
dead, i.e. 104 names are not known, perhaps it can be assumed that the remaining
104 may also be among the “missing” 150. On the other hand, according to the pre-
sented figures, 613 were killed and dead, 487 were wounded, 1,275 were taken hos-
tage, and 150 were missing. Nowhere does it say that the numbers of wounded or
dead also represent the number of people killed or injured “during captivity/hos-
tage.”

However, if we believe “oral histories” (see below), unbelievable tortures and
murders, executions by shooting, beheadings or other types of killing were de-
scribed by released/returning “hostages” or “captives”. According to one of the sto-
ries, in just one day, on March 3, allegedly “60 of the hostages were shot” [B-51].
There are many such stories published, and if we believe them, the cumulative
death toll among the hostages/captives will reach hundreds of people. From the way
the numbers are presented it is not clear whether the number of hostages, i.e. 1,275
also includes the ones killed during the hostage situation, or does this number in-
clude only the hostages that were handed over by the Armenians to the Azerbaijani.
At the same time, if the total number of dead, i.e. 613, counts all deaths (including
the ones that were killed/died while in hostage), then the number of killed hostages
should be subtracted from the total number of hostages (1,275) to avoid double
count. The hostages are in quotation marks here because we will see below that the
vast majority of the “hostages”/ “captives”. were not actually hostages / captives.
The Armenian side kept most of them for several days in order to protect them from
the dangers on the road. By early March, though, they were quickly handed over to
the Azerbaijani side at the earliest convenience.

But let us also put aside this issue and consider the numbers presented. A
rough estimate shows that the number of women, children and elderly constitutes
239 people among the 613 killed. Consequently, the number of armed men, or those
able to carry weapons is 474. The calculation is based on the number of dead, as no
age and sex distribution for the other categories is provided. Apologizing for a rep-
etition, I suggest to agree that these people have mostly died during the three road
clash episodes: near the Askeran bridge, on the outskirts of Aghdam, and near the
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5th Armenian Position on the Nakhijevanik road. As the corpses from all three lo-
cations were collected by Azerbaijanis, it should be assumed that somewhere in
Azerbaijan the number of the victims from the sites of mass clashes was counted,
including the number of civilians, armed defense fighters, militiamen and OMON.
Such specific information was not available, perhaps also because the bodies of the
killed and wounded militants were collected beforehand, at least from among the
corpses on the outskirts of Aghdam, and mainly the bodies of civilians were show-
cased. The classification of the victims and their breakdown by category was consid-
ered undesirable as the civilian deaths, at least during the road clashes, resulted
from the cross-shootings with the Armenian guards of the road provoked by either
armed Khojalu residents or the groups of militants infiltrating from Aghdam. During
these clashes the Azerbaijani fighters either did not have time to evacuate the civil-
ians going with them, or according to the Armenian side, used civilians as a shield.
In other words, it was considered not desirable to present mass casualties along the
road as the result of clashes between two sides, so as to create an illusion that “Ar-
menians had massacred the unarmed peaceful population.” But even in this case the
fact that women, children and elderly constituted 239 people among the 613 killed
on the roads, and 474 were armed or capable of carrying weapons, was revealing.
This in itself suggests three hypotheses:

(@) The number of men among the population remaining in Khojalu on the
night of February 26 was twice as high as the number of women, elderly
and children (most of them were probably evacuated earlier).

(b) When leaving Khojalu on the night of February 26, part of the men hur-
ried to get out, leaving panicked women, elderly and children to find their
way out on their own. If they did not directly reach Aghdam on their own,
then due to the cold and hunger they entered Armenian villages. From
here, according to the available material, they were either sent to Aghdam
by a safer road, or were handed over to Askeran and Stepanakert head-
quarters.

(c) In all three locations of armed clashes on the road, in case of forced
cross-shootings, Armenians tried to target armed men or just men. In any
case, most of the victims near the 5th Armenian position on the Asker-
an-Nakhijevanik road were armed OMON men or the fighters of Khojalu
self-defence squad. The fact that there were no casualties among the civil-
ian population scattered in the direction of the Armenian settlements west
from Khojalu should also be added. There were almost no armed men
among those who went in this direction, and in any case, there were no
armed clashes on this side.
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Judging by non-official “information” of the Azerbaijani propaganda, and as-
suming we believe it, there were also casualties among the civilians of the Armenian
settlements during the road clashes. For example, according to an Azerbaijani Hav-
va Mammadova, “according to the story of Bekir Mammadov, an intellectual well-
known in Khojalu and Karabakh, his brother Oktay “defended his family and had
fought with a single-barreled rifle till the last bullet. He had destroyed several at-
tacking Armenians. But the enemies managed to capture him. An Armenian wom-
an, whose sons he had sent to the other world, fired at Oktay from a machine gun.
I (Oktay’s brother Bekir Mammadov- H. Kh.) was told this story in Khangendi
(Stepanakert- H. Kh.) by the captives from Khojalu™” [A-16, 85]. If we assume that
this story was not fabricated by Bekir Mammadov to glorify his brother who “killed
several Armenians, and sent the sons of an Armenian woman to the other world”
with a single-barreled rifle, but rather it had some objective ground, then some
questions arise. Where did the incident happen? What exactly was threatening Ok-
tay’s family? Who was the threat from? Did he save his family members? It was
unlikely that the incident took place in Khojalu, as there was not and simply could
not be an Armenian woman inside Khojalu firing from a machine gun in revenge for
her killed sons “sent to the other world” by Oktay. So, if this incident actually hap-
pened, then it happened on the road, where Oktay’s family faced danger near some
village, and Oktay managed to “destroy several Armenians,” and send the sons of an
Armenian woman “to the other world.” Therefore, the Armenians “destroyed” in
this way are also Khojalu victims. Yet, the correct attitude towards such stories is
simply doubting them. In addition to everything else, most of the oral histories pub-
lished on Khojalu are far from the minimum requirements of a “testimonial source,”
and are closer to pictures created by imagination. The ground beneath them slips, as
soon as one attempts to analyze.

To illustrate, here is Khojalu resident Jamil Mammadov’s “oral history”. “Enter-
ing the town, tanks and armored vehicles destroyed the houses and crushed people.
The Armenian militants were walking after the Russian soldiers. Taking my 5-year-
old grandson, and 14,000 Rubles, I ran to the woods. To protect the child from
freezing at night, I took off my clothes and wrapped him. But it did not help. I had
to bury myself and the child in the snow. In the morning, realizing that the child
would not stand it, I headed to the nearby Armenian village of Nakhijevanik, where
we were met by armed Armenians. [ was begging them to take money and allow us
to go to Aghdam for the sake of the child. In response, I was beaten, robbed and
taken to the village commandant. He ordered to lock us in a barn, where there were
already some Azerbaijani women and children. We were kept in the barn for 4 days,
without food and water. But evil knows no bounds. After four days, when my grand-
son and I were taken to Askeran district, what happened there made Nakhijevanik
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barn look like heaven. Foreign mercenaries (I know Armenian and distinguish local
Armenians from the newcomers) tore my toenails. And the Negroes among the Ar-
menians jumped high and hit me in the face. After several hours of torture, I was
exchanged for an Armenian detainee. And my grandson was taken away. I know
nothing about the fate of my wife and daughter” [B-79].

This fabrication of “oral history” or “testimony” causes sad confusion. Not to
mention the “armored vehicles that entered the town and crushed people.” There is
no such evidence. The “witness” telling the story seems to have escaped to the forest
unaware of the other Khojalu residents, alone with his 5-year-old grandson. He passed
the road to Nakhijevanik alone. Seems that he had not met anybody during that.
During that time, it seems he did not meet any other people from Khojalu, which
would be quite difficult, given the amount of people who had passed through that
road, and their uninterrupted flow at night. Reaching Nakhijevanik, he was “met by
armed Armenians,” while in the village of Nakhijevanik there were simply no armed
men, they all were in the 5th position, 3.5 kilometers far from the village. In Nakhije-
vanik, he was “robbed and jailed in a barn, where there were already women and
children from Khojalu.” In fact, there were no refugees from Khojalu in Nakhijevanik.
The village was being shelled from Aghdam, and the residents had fled to the neigh-
boring Armenian villages. However, the man allegedly stayed in a barn in Nakhijevan-
ik for four days along with other Khojalu residents and did not “hear” how the village
of Nakhijevanik itself was shelled for days, people were killed in the village, and the
women and children of the village fled in panic and noise. Well, let’s assume he did not
hear all that. But the end of the story is itself extraordinary: he was taken to Askeran,
where “foreign mercenaries tore off his toenails, and the Negroes among the Armeni-
ans jumped high and hit him in the face by their feet.” What mercenaries, what “ne-
groes” in Askeran, when the entire Karabakh was ruled by the Azerbaijani OMON
under the guise of “passport control regime.” Their base was in Stepanakert, and even
during the tensest period of January 1992, when Stepanakert was being shelled from
Shushi, the OMON men “were leaving the Armenian Stepanakert for the Armenian
villages, were shooting there, and were then returning to their base in Stepanakert to
get rest” [B-84, 5]. The Armenians were able to destroy the OMON base in Stepa-
nakert only on the night of January 21-22, and its men fled to Aghdam fighting on
their way. Yet, in the districts of Karabakh, especially in the unarmed villages and on
the inter-village roads, OMON continued to control the situation. They patrolled the
Armenians’ movements on the roads, continued passport checks, protected the Azer-
baijani population, and carried out their main well-known mission of helping the
Azerbaijani armed formations to displace the population of the Armenian villages.

But let us leave this aside too. My attempts to find the Armenians who had
tortured Jamil Mammadov in the barn were partially successful in Nakhijevanik’s
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neighboring village Pirjamal. Here I was not looking for information on him specif-
ically, but was having a conversation on the further fate of Khojalu refugees who
came to the village from the forests. To convince that they treated the 70-80 Khoja-
lu residents that found refuge in their village for 3-4 days well, F.B. from Pirjamal
said to me: “Can you find Jamil Mammadov? That poor man had reached our village
with his 5-year-old grandson. He told us that all members of his family were killed
in Khojalu, only he and his grandson had survived. We felt so sorry for that man
(speaks about their humane treatment- H. Kh.), that when we were taking him to
Askeran along with the others, he said he was grateful to the moon and back and
would never forget our treatment. Go find him, he will tell you.” I did not tell F.B.
that in this man’s account published in Azerbaijan nothing is said about his killed
family, but instead it is told that he had been in captivity in Nakhijevanik for four
days, where he was deprived of food and water, was beaten and robbed. I did not
tell him this, because I was almost sure that Jamil Mammadov’s controversial “oral
history” was told by someone who was not well aware of the events.

Such “testimonies” pose many questions. Obviously, this particular story is an
unsuccessful fabrication presented under the name of a “Khojaly resident” by some-
one, who was not well aware of the events. For those who fabricated “oral histories,”
it was very tempting to mention the name of “Nakhijevanik” village that had al-
ready been put out on the public radar. According to the residents of Nakhijevanik
themselves, even those who got lost did not enter their village, because it was being
shelled. The residents themselves were not in the village. Unlike the neighboring
Pirjamal village, where the residents gathered those who were lost in the woods and
arrived in the village unable to bear the cold and hunger. Pirjamal villagers provided
them with shelter and food in the village club and in nearby garages. Some were also
provided with warm clothes, some were allowed to continue the journey to Aghdam
on their own, and those who were not able to do so, were taken to Askeran head-
quarters. Of course, there is always a possibility that we are not told about violence.
On the other hand, for these unfortunate people who had already lost everything, a
3-4-day stay in cold, locked garages of the Armenians, who were considered an en-
emy, was violence in itself.

The above two oral history examples are typical for many published accounts.
On the one hand, the real and truly tragic accounts were diligently supplemented
and published by propagandists who did not know much about the realities and the
events, and thus weakened not only their objectivity, but also their influence for
propaganda purposes. On the other hand, they were simply fabricated. Such are
some of the stories about crossing the forests at night. As if passing with children
through cold, dark, and unfamiliar forest in the middle of winter, often in light
clothes, was not in itself a terrible, sometimes insurmountable experience for scared
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people who had lost their homes, there were also fabricated, sometimes contradict-
ing additions to these accounts about persecutions by “armed Armenians” For ex-
ample, “Khojalu resident Ahmadov, A.H., <said> during his interrogation as a wit-
ness that he joined the refugee crowd in the forest, but the Armenian militants
blocked their way and killed numerous women and children from automatic
guns, BTRs and BMPs. (the highlight is mine- H. Kh.), including my relatives” [A-
30, 45]. Not shedding light on how the non-existent Armenian BTRs and BMPs ap-
peared in the forest, the author of this story did not mention any specific location,
where the corpses of “numerous women and children” killed with firearm could be
found. The investigator was not even interested in this. No specific site with “numer-
ous killed women and children” was found in any forest or an area of a forest. The
corpses collected from the woods were scattered around, people got lost and died
either from freezing or had entered the woods being already wounded and could not
withstand the hardships caused by darkness, snow and the cold of the night forest.
From the story of Banovsha Mustafayeva: “.. we took the kids and ran to the
woods...we got mixed with the flow of people, crossed the Gargar river... we reached
the “Ketik” (Qyatuk- H. Kh.) clearing on the edge of the forest. The men were
moving forward and responding to the shooting (highlighted by me- H. Kh.)...
we walked a very long distance, only 250-300 of us were left. We were captured in
the forest. The Armenians separated the soldiers of the national army, took
them to a high mountain and shot in front of everybody (the highlight is mine-
H. Kh.). At that moment bullets were fired at the executioners. The avenger was
Araz Selimov. ... After that, the Armenians gathered the refugees in one place
and threw a grenade in their dense center... (the highlight is mine- H. Kh.)...”
[A-16, 84]. There is some information about the location in this story- “Ketik” clear-
ing, high mountain... While collecting the corpses someone must have noticed, or
with the help of Mrs. Banovsha, who had survived that hell, at least must have
found the place where the “soldiers of the national army” were executed on a high
mountain. That is, there should have been at least 10-15 bodies of shot men in one
place, as well as some dead or wounded from a grenade explosion not far from it,
since according to the narrator immediately after the execution of the men they had
gathered “the refugees,” i.e. at least 100-150 people out of 250-300, and threw a
grenade in their dense center. As far as I know, no such site has been found.
Probably the story of another woman, Kyubra Pashayeva, is about the same
incident. In any case, she too spoke about the shooting of soldiers which took place
in the “Ketik ” clearing on the edge of the forest. However, she remembered it slight-
ly differently: the soldiers were not shot, but beheaded. “Until now, the severed
heads of forty captured soldiers of our national army are in front of my eyes”
[A-16, 82] (highlighted by me- H. Kh.). Mrs. Pashayeva did not speak about the
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refugee group killed with a grenade. Needless to say, that no bodies of “forty be-
headed soldiers” were found anywhere, even though Mrs. Kyubra could have shown
the place to those looking for them. If such a place was found in one way or another,
naturally there would be a lot of noise right away.

According to Havva Mammadova, who prepared these materials for publica-
tion, the death toll was 613. She did not probably notice that the numbers of victims
provided in the accounts of people she compiled for publication, summed up to no
more than 300. Moreover, the casualties from the main places of mass incidents -
Khojalu, Askren and the 5th Position on the Nakhijevan road, are not included here.
And there are still other accounts that are not included in the book compiled by
Havva Mammadova, which in their turn “add up” to the numbers of those killed.
For example, Janpolad Rzayev’s men mentioned about a group of refugees that were
cut off on their way from Askeran to Aghdam. Allagedly, 60 of them were killed by
the Armenians, and 120 saved by the Rzayev’s men [A-30, 32-33]. Again, there is no
information on 60 people killed in a particular location on the mentioned road. Or
according to Jabar Orujev the group he was with had sent 100 dead bodies from
Lachinghuy to Aghdam on February 26. However, the bodies of those killed near
Lachinghuywere collected after March 2. So, were these different bodies? There is no
other information about it. Is it worthwhile to diminish the value of “witness ac-
counts” with distortions, interventions and falsifications? Is it worthwhile to publish
obviously dubious materials?

The stories about “forest chasings” are generally problematic. Some people said
they heard long and short range gunshots while passing through the woods at night,
yet, none of the stories mentioned about seeing the shooters in the woods.
They were nevertheless sure that the shooters were Armenians. For example, ac-
cording to Myushkyunaz Ahmadova, while fumbling about in the woods they “were
afraid to make a sound. But how to stop a breastfed baby’s cry? The Armenians
were immediately pouring bullets on that side as soon as they heard the cry
of a baby (the highlight is mine- H. Kh.). People were bleeding on the snow. There
were elderly people, children, fighters of the self-defense regiment with us. In the
darkness of night, in dense forest, we didn’t even know where we were going. Hear-
ing the heartbreaking cries of hungry babies, the Armenians were firing from
sniper rifles” [A-16, 85]. If the Armenians were really chasing people in the forest,
then how did they manage to fire and injure or kill people with such a precision in
the dark? And one more general question: if there were Armenians chasing the
groups of Khojalu residents in the forest aiming to destroy them, then why would
they need a sniper? Khojalu resident Susanna Jafarova: “We hid for a long time in
the snow-covered forest surrounded by Armenian militants from all sides (the
highlight is mine- H. Kh.). A woman was holding a 9-month baby in her arms. She
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was crying loudly. We could all be discovered because of that. The mother had
pressed her mouth in fear. The baby was almost not breathing when we reached
Aghdam” [B-79]. The story of Khojalu resident Minesh Aliyev: “...We were wander-
ing in the woods in deep snow. I was hit by a bullet on the road. I fell and could not
stand up. Shooting was <heard> from some hiding place in the woods (high-
lighted by me- H. Kh.). Alif took me to the edge of the road. Then he lay down in
the bushes and opened fire on the militants who were firing at us (the highlight
is mine- H.Kh.). The shootings from the forest ceased for a while... He was shooting
regularly, and every time the militants stopped <firing>” [B-79]. Passing through
the forest, Narkhanum Garayeva thought that the Armenians had trained special
dogs to find Khojalu residents: “we went to the forest along with other people. They
started shooting at us in the forest, near the place called Tendere. Armenians had a
captive, a man named Setter. They forced him to call us by names (the highlight is
mine- H.K h.). We understood that there were Armenians waiting for us there, and
fled in another direction. And they were firing after us. We stopped in an apple or-
chard. There was a Shepherd (a dog breed- H. Kh.) circling around us. From its
barking we understood that it was trained and was specifically directing the Ar-
menians to fire at us (highlighted by me- H. Kh.). ... I no longer know which
month, and the middle of which day’s night it was, we hid deep in the woods” [A-31,
178-179].

On the one hand it is understandable that the refugees were alarmed by the
chasings of Armenians and expected all kinds of danger from them. The eyes of fear
are so big, that even a dog barking at strangers might be perceived as a trained guid-
ance to kill them. They probably did not expect and did not imagine the Armenians
not chasing them. They would hardly know that the Armenians actually had neither
sufficient weaponry nor fighters to chase the fleeing people, but most importantly,
the Armenians were not intending to chase and did not chase them. The former
adviser of the Defense Minister of the Republic of Armenia, retired colonel Ghukas-
ov, I. Gh., wrote on February 24, 2014 that after taking Khojalu “some resistance
points remained, and we did not have detachments for carrying out operations out-
side the town. Our squads did not chase the civilians and fighters that had left the
town, since we did not have people for chasing, and it was not planned” [B-68].
Without questioning the authenticity of the shots heard by the misfortunate people
in the woods at night, one can suppose that the gunmen from among the refugees
passing through the forest in the dark of the night had fired in the direction of voic-
es that seemed suspicious, thus additionally alarming other refugee groups, which
were passing through the same forest, but did not see them. In any case, there were
no Armenians chasing them in the woods, they did not meet or see Armenians,



HOW MANY PEOPLE WERE “MASSACRED” IN KHOJALU AND "IN RELATION TO KHOJALU” 157

there was no such testimony in any of the accounts. They saw Armenian/Armenians
near the Armenian villages, after getting out from the woods.

Nevertheless, these stories prove what we have already seen in the descriptions
of clashes near the 5th Armenian Position on Nakhijevanik road and in Askeran:
there was a large number of armed fighters, soldiers, OMON men, militiamen, in
other words, fighting people, among the fleeing civilians. When hearing a suspicious
voice or seeing a suspicious person they had used guns, causing danger both for the
population of the Armenian villages on the road, and for the refugees. Khojalu mili-
tia captain Sedik Mammadov confirmed this in the 1997 February 26 issue of
«AZERBAYCAN» newspaper: “... We took the population in the direction of Nakh-
ijevanik, through the so-called “corridor” (in fact, the mentioned road was not the
designated corridor- H. Kh.). Forty-fifty people set off. Everyone in Khojalu who
had a gun, militiamen, servicemen, were going in the front lines, all were
fighting against the enemy to disrupt the attack (the highlight is mine- H.Kh.).”
Against whom were they fighting “to disrupt the attack”? It is clear, against the
Armenians on their way. They were “fighting” in advance, so as not to be attacked
suddenly. As a result, as soon as they “fought”, i.e. opened fire, there was retaliation.
And the civilians going with them were killed as well. This did not seem to be the
best way to protect civilian population.
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|
Khojalu Captives, “the Captives”, “the Hostages”

As reiteration of what was said earlier let us state once again that according to
the accounts of Slavik Arushanyan, an Askeran resident and the brothers from Nor-
agyugh, the population leaving Khojalu did not take the corridor assigned for their
exit as an only route, but also scattered around haphazardly in different directions.
“Let us look at how many directions the refugees took: one was the Sardarashen
direction, one was Noragyugh and Hovsepavan on the same line, others took Lusad-
zor direction, former Mehtishen, to the north, toward Khanabad. Some went in
Darehaz direction, some moved toward Nakhijevanik and Qyatuk, others went to
Aghdam via Askeran. They went in all directions, randomly.”®°

The residents of all the above listed villages, except Nakhijevanik, confirm that
the refugees passed through their villages. In addition, some of the fleeing people
had found shelter in the village Pirjamal, next to Nakhijevanik. None was seen in
Nakhijevanik, since the village was being bombed at that time and the villagers
themselves had moved to neighboring villages for shelter. However, they had met
some of the Khojalu residents who had lost their way. Here is what her father told
to the nurse of Nakhijevanik village, “My Dad said when walking through our fields
he saw a wounded woman. He said he tore his jacket, dressed the wound. It was a
guy, a small child on his shoulders, another one holding on to his hem.””°

According to the residents of some of the villages they fed those who had
reached their villages, gave them warm clothing, guided those who were able to
continue on their own to Aghdam, took them to the road to Aghdam and left there.
The rest were taken to the Askeran headquarters. In fact, it is this group of people
that wondered off, lost their way that is called “captives” or “hostages”. This group
was also replenished by those who remained inside the Khojalu settlement on Feb-
ruary 26 and those who were endangered due to the cross-fire on Askeran-Aghdam
road and whose outflow was stopped so as not to subject them to danger. Despite
the lack of explicit information, one can assume that the men that were disarmed
near Askeran also became “captives”/ “hostages”. According to Azerbaijani sources,
1,003 residents of Khojalu were handed over, without any preconditions, by Vitaly

69 Slavik Arushanyan and Petrosyan brothers were interviewed by Hranush Kharatyan and Gohar
Mkhitaryan.

70 Silva Khachatryan, born in Nakhijevanik village in 1971, was interviewed by Nelli Manucharyan.



KHOJALU CAPTIVES, “THE CAPTIVES", “THE HOSTAGES” 159

Balasanyan, the commander of Askeran regiment, to Allahverdi Baghirov, who went
from Aghdam to Askeran for that purpose [B-106]. Existing materials, however,
provide evidence to the fact that handing the Khojalu residents remaining on the
Armenian side to the Azerbaijani side was not a single act operation that happened
on the “second day”, but rather a lengthy process that lasted for weeks. According
to the expert opinion of the Russian Human Rights Society “Memorial”, “Based on
the statements of NKR officials, all women and children were handed over within a
week, without any conditions. According to information received from both parties,
up until March 28, 1992, 700 captives, i.e. Khojalu residents captured in the settle-
ment and on the roads, were handed over to the Azerbaijani side. The majority of
them were women and children” [B-88|. This may mean that after handing over
women and children to Aghdam during the first week, 700 Khojalu residents re-
mained on the Armenian side, and that they were then gradually taken to Aghdam
before March 28. Vitaly Balasanyan himself said in one of his interviews that “In
Khojalu we fired only to eliminate the Azerbaijani shooting spots and to save our
people. We also saved their folks. I personally handed over 1,250 people to them.
Before the handover we had given them water and food and ensured their safety”
[B-77]. He does not speak about the timeframe over which these 1,250 Khojalu res-
idents were handed over to Azerbaijan, i.e. immediately or part by part. However,
if in reality 1,250 Khojalu residents had remained at the Armenian side, one can
assume that 520 of them were women and children, who were handed over during
the first week, without any pre-conditions. The remaining 700 were turned in up to
March 28. These latter ones can likely be qualified as “hostages”, since their part-by-
part transfer was accompanied by exchange negotiations. The handover of Khojalu
residents remaining at the Armenian side to the Azerbaijani side was usually made
at the 4th Armenian position through negotiations between Vitaly Balasanyan and
Allahverdi Baghirov, who would come from Aghdam. Both went to these meetings
accompanied with their soldiers. I have had the chance to talk with three of the
soldiers who accompanied Vitaly Balasanyan during those negotiations. They were
also the same people whom Balasanyan sent to accompany the Azerbaijani groups
collecting the bodies. One of them, a 50-year old man living in Stepanakert, said he
had accompanied Balasanyan for around 9-10 times. “I do not remember the exact
number of people, but each time we would hand over 40-50 people. | saw only men,
I do not remember women, children. It was not always that we got back our own
(Armenians-H. Kh.) instead. We did not have many of our folks at their side at that
time. We gave 40-50 people and instead we got 3-4. There were cases that there was
no exchange, we just handed them over. We would take the Khojalu residents to our
4th post, they would come there from Aghdam, take the people we brought and
leave. In case they had brought Armenians, we would take our guys.” So, how to call
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these people who, after leaving Khojalu, remained at the Armenian side for 2-3-4
days, one week and then, at the first opportunity, were sent to Aghdam, to the
Azerbaijani side. Should they be called captives, hostages? They do not seem to be
one or the other. Their majority were children, the elderly, the wounded, those who
were lost and frightened, and of whom the Armenians wanted to be rid sooner than
later. They or the majority of them were not held by force. Keeping that many peo-
ple in Askeran or Stepanakert for months was merely impossible for the Armenians
given their own conditions, i.e. lack of electricity, food and reserve supplies, people
living in basements due to bombings, people waiting in lines for water to make some
tea... Probably this was also the reason why the Armenian side immediately “got
rid” of many of them, handing them over to Aghdam without any preconditions.
Only those of Khojalu residents can be considered “captives”/” hostages” that were
kept by force by the Armenians for a certain purpose, i.e. exchange. In some specif-
ic cases some of them may have been kept because they were considered criminals
but there is no certain information about this. In any case, out of Khojalu residents
that were at the Armenian side, there were “captives” or “hostages” only up until
April 1992. Perhaps, there were some individual cases when the captives were kept
longer, as according to Memorial's information, some of the Khojalu residents were
turned over, by NKR leadership permission, to those Armenian families whose keen
were jailed in Azerbaijan [B-88].

The stories of released captives published by the Azerbaijani side include only
accounts of horrible cruelties and atrocities. Memorial's observers have document-
ed issues related to the sites were the prisoners were kept, as well as some acts of
violence. Memorial's observers assess as highly unsatisfactory the conditions at
Stepanakert’s Temporary Detention Isolation Unit (hereinafter TDIU) where cap-
tured Khojalu residents and the members of Azerbaijani armed formations (they
were all called “hostages” in the conflict zone) were kept. Their appearance showed
that they were provided very meager food, there were apparent exhaustion signs.
According to word of mouth information the detained were beaten. It should be
noted though that the observers were allowed to visit only part of the detained.
According to the testimony provided by those Khojalu residents and Khojalu de-
fenders who were taken captive in Khojalu and then exchanged, the men were
beaten. According to majority of testimonies, unlike men, women and children
were not subjected to beatings. However, according to some evidence that was con-
firmed by doctors in Baku and Aghdam, there were cases of rape, including rape of
underage juniors.

Memorial, which conducted an observation mission concluded the following in
its report, “After the Armenian squads took Khojalu, the peaceful population re-
maining in the town was deported (highlighted by me-H. Kh.). It happened in an
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organized manner, several of the deported people were kept in Stepanakert, a clear
indication that it was done in accordance with the instruction of NKR authorities.”
“Memorial” provides this assessment only for the 300 people that remained in Kho-
jalu. There is a discrepancy in how Memorial presents the number of people remain-
ing in the town. To illustrate, in the section “The Attack in Progress” it is written
that “the majority of peaceful population had left Khojalu and around 200-300 peo-
ple (the highlight is mine- H. Kh.) had remained in Khojalu, hidden in their houses
and basements.” However, in the section “The Fate of the Residents Remaining in
the Town” there is reference to 300 remaining peaceful residents.

Memorial neither formulates nor provides responses to such questions as what
else authorities of Nagorno Kharabkh could have done for the population remaining
in Khojalu. Where should they have sent or taken them before establishing contact
with Aghdam’s Azerbaijani officials or waiting until those officials would have estab-
lished contact to coordinate actions. There is no mention about the challenges of
handing the “Khojalu hostages” or the “deportees” to the Azerbaijani side or even
about rejection to do so. Similarly, Memorial did not ask whether it was prudent to
let people go immediately after the taking of Khojalu given that the road to Aghdam
was not safe due to both Azerbaijani and Armenian actions and it was not clear what
would happen to those people on the way. Should it have been the Armenians to
accompany them to Aghdam with an armed convoy? If yes, what guarantees were
there that they would not have been attacked by the Azerbaijani armed formations
and encounter yet another unplanned cross-shooting that would threaten the lives
of Khojalu residents. Leaving out these questions and their answers unaddressed,
“Memorial” then qualifies the Armenian operation of transferring the 300 residents
remaining in Khojalu to Stepanakert as “deportation” despite writing in the same
paragraph that according to Karabakh officials “within a week all women and chil-
dren were handed over to the Azerbaijani side.” Since the Azerbaijanis have not
denied this information, it appears to be a very strange “deportation”. Memorial’s
assessment, given its experience in the analysis of deportation cases in the USSR, is,
to put it mildly, not clear.

There is no discussion about the food provided to the prisoners and the physi-
cal conditions they were kept in (in shelled Stepanakert and Askeran where they
were kept, for months the entire population lived in unheated, cold basements,
without electricity, half-frozen and exhausted). In addition, no one speaks or writes
about the fact that thousands of Armenians displaced from the Armenian villages
had moved to Stepanakert, including those in connection to “Khojalu revenge”
They were displaced from the villages of Martakert district and appeared in Stepa-
nakert together with the Khojalu “captives”. While they were not in isolation units,
they were put together in kindergarten and school buildings and they also needed
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food, warm clothing, other conditions for normal life that were missing in Stepa-
nakert. Not arguing that part of the Khojalu “captives” or “hostages” were subjected
to violence, [ think it is worthwhile to attempt understanding what the residents of
Stepanakert and Askeran knew about the prisoners/hostages. Very little is known
about this since no materials have been collected, discussed or analyzed. There exist
some random accounts such as the one by Victoria Ivleva, who wrote: “..Two days
later the Turks were released. They were taken to the frontline of Askeran district
and -here you are, go, get going...The soldiers guarding them treated them well.
Zhanna Galsytan, one of the leaders of Karabakh movement, brough things for the
children. Perhaps the Armenians of Karabakh sense how similar the fate of Meskhe-
tian Turks is to their own situation.””! Nineteen years later, in 2011, while attending
yet another anniversary of Khojalu defeat in Baku, she told what she had seen to
Rizvan Husseinov, an Azerbaijani reporter, “There, in Karabakh, there was this
lady, Zhanna Galstyan who was much disliked in Azerbaijan...When Mehriban and
others were already imprisoned, she brought some clothing, some blankets for the
children and boots for Mehriban. And I remember that. There were also soldiers
who carried Mehrabian’s children to the front line, when she was taken there for
exchanging. You may well understand that no one could force them doing that.
Rather it should have been the opposite” [B-76].

The name of the actress Zhanna Galstyan, a resident of Stepanakert, was well
known in Azerbaijan, even symbolic from the movement for the self-determination of
Nagorno Karabakh Oblast. Thus, it is easy to make a reference to her actions. But
Zhanna Galstyan was not the only one in Karabakh concerned about the fate of Kho-
jalu captives. There were such people among the soldiers, and more specifically among
the common folk, especially women. Manvel Yeghiazaryan, the commander of “Ara-
bo” squad that was involved in the taking of Khojalu, said this in response to a report-
er’s question, “As to the peaceful population, only our squad captured 40 people,
mainly women and children. We moved them to Stepanakert, where they were placed
in the same building with us. Our soldiers lived on the first floor, while the captives
lived on the second and third floors. I even assigned a guard so as they were not both-
ered.” He remembered how seeing that a little Azerbaijani boy was coughing he gave
him the medication received from “Benevolence” charitable foundation. “First [ drank
asmall amount to convince the boy’s mother that it was safe and then handed it to her
so she could give it to the coughing child.” The “captives” of this particular group were
handed over to the Azerbaijani side after spending 4-5 days in Stepanakert [B-29].

71 Victoria Ivleva, Stepanakert-Khojalu, February 25-26, 1992 “Moskovskyi Komsomolets”, March 1992.
[Bukrtopust VBneBa, CrenaHakepr-Xomxkany, 25-26 ¢eBpans, 1992r., Mockosckuit Komcomorner,
MapTt, 1992].
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As recalled by Stepanakert residents, a group of civilians that had left Khojalu
lived for almost a month on the last floor of Stepanakert Pediatric Hospital. Because
of the continuing daily bombing from Shushi the patients were placed only on the
first floor, the remaining floors were vacant. The veteran employees of the hospital
remember, “Indeed it was cold, the hospital was not heated. We felt sorry for those
people. Some of them were wounded, there were children among them. The Grad
bombing would start from Shushi; we would find shelter in the basements but they
would stay in the building. There were many exasperated, revengeful people in
Stepanakert, those that had lost children during bombings, those whose sons were
killed during the fighting, and worst of all, those whose keen were taken captive and
were kept in Shushi prison. Horrible things were being told about the Shushi prison
by the people who were there. Some of them had escaped, others had been ex-
changed. Those who were released were already maimed (they would tell about the
atrocities that had happened at the Shushi prison -H. Kh.). These people wanted to
take their revenge from those kept in the hospital, but the militia and the soldiers
stood guard at the hospital and access to those floors by others was prohibited. We,
on our part, would sometimes take food, old clothing for them.” According to the
account of a hospital nurse, “I have told our neighbors about them. We gathered
wool, or woolen thread and took to them so as they knitted warm jackets for their
children. They were not to blame that Armenians and Azerbaijanis were fighting.
Someone brought a wool blanket, told me to give it to those people, said his brother
was in prison in Shushi and God may send him help as well through a kind person.”
These stories are about the “other face” of the war/wars that exists everywhere but
is only presented as material for fictional narratives. It is very unlikely that Khojalu
residents/captives/hostages that were sent to Aghdam or were exchanged would not
tell these stories, but the published Azerbaijani materials only include narratives
about extreme violence. Armenians, in their turn, speak only about the positive and
their caring attitude. Fach of the sides is trying to avoid those issues that, as per-
ceived by them, could be beneficial for the opponent.
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Summary of Khojalu Military Operation
and its Consequences

From 1988 onward the Azerbaijani authorities identified the Azerbaijani
settlements in NKAO that could be relied on as solid posts for the military
operations against Armenians. One of those settlements was Khojalu, a set-
tlement in Askeran district that was located 7-8 km from NKAO capital
Stepanakert, was close to Azerbaijani city of Aghdam and also to the only
airport in NKAO. During 1988-1991 Khojalu was militarized and became one
of the support positions for OMON and APF. Starting with 1991, Khojalu
turned into a nightmare for the Armenian population in the north of NKAO,
since it was involved in kidnapping of Armenians, terrorizing the residents
of nearby Armenian villages, plundering, control of Aghdam-Stepanakert
road, limiting access for air travel for Armenians. In summer 1991, the Ar-
menian settlements of Askeran district became fully cut off from Stepa-
nakert, and were forced to open a self-made, almost impassable road. From
the fall of 1991, Stepanakert was regularly bombed from Shushi and Khoja-
lu.

From the beginning of 1992, the taking of Khojalu became a survival issue
for the Armenian population of Nagorno Karabakh/Artsakh as well as a
military imperative. Armenians evacuated the population of nearby Azer-
baijani villages and the ammunition available there passed into their posses-
sion. Khojalu became isolated.

From January 1992, the peaceful residents of Khojalu started relocating.
According to different estimates, of 6,500 Khojalu residents only 2,500-
3,500 people remained there as of February.

In February 1992, the settlement of Khojalu was a militarized site, according
to the criteria of that period and that region. There were armed groups of
people for defending the settlement, OMON, militia, men’s self-defense
groups, around 200-500 people according to different estimates.

Khojalu’s heavy military gear and machinery was located inside the settle-
ment, next to residential dwellings.

The authorities of the Republic of Azerbaijan and the entire population of
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Khojalu were aware of the Armenian’s intention and plan to take Khojalu.
The Armenian side had recommended that the peaceful residents leave the
settlement before the military operation started.

= On February 23, two days before the start of the Armenian operation to
take Khojalu the Azerbaijani side, together with a specialist sent from Baku,
had met in the Aghdam HQ to plan first their entry into Khojalu and then
the support to Khojalu. According to that plan, the first step should have
been the taking of the Armenian settlements east and north to Khojalu. The
plan failed. The tanks sent to Aghdam in support of Khojalu were captured
by the local armed formations.

— When planning the military operations for taking of Khojalu, the Armenian
side had planned the defense actions for protecting Askeran district center,
as well as nearby villages located on Khojalu-Aghdam road from possible
attacks from the Aghdam side. More specifically, an armed group had been
stationed on the Askeran road not to allow the infiltration by armed groups
from Aghdam and their further movement toward Khojalu. The self-defense
groups of Armenian villages east to Khojalu and neighboring with Aghdam
had been instructed to keep guard on the roads at night to prevent the po-
tential attacks by the armed groups from Aghdam or to defend against
them. The residents of the Armenian villages on that direction did not take
part in the operations of taking of Khojalu since they stayed in their settle-
ments to defend against predictable attacks on their villages. The villages on
the west were not under a similar threat and their self-defense squads were
involved in the operations of Khojalu takeover.

— Before starting the operation in the evening of February 25 the Armenian
side had announced about providing a humanitarian corridor for the popu-
lation to leave and had informed of its direction, i.e. to the north, through
Askeran to Aghdam, along the banks of river Karkar.

— On February 25, the operation of taking the settlement started by shelling
the heavy military gear and machinery, which resulted in damaging resi-
dential dwellings and the residents being extremely scared.

— The military operation of Khojalu takeover lasted only two hours and ended
in minimum casualties for both sides.

— In the night of February 26, Khojalu residents left the settlement in a very
unorganized way. The outflow of the population lasted around 2-3 hours.
People had left in different directions, i.e. west, north and east, taking any
route they could, leaving any way they could. Only part of the population
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chose to use the provided corridor. The head of the Khojalu self-defense
together with the mayor and other armed people had proposed to the part
of peaceful residents to follow them and move in the eastern direction, say-
ing that the Armenian village of Nakhijevanik on that route was controlled
by the Azerbaijanis, a claim that did not match the reality.

The Armenian side had demanded that those leaving the settlement put
down their arms, but was unable to enforce the demand. All armed people
had left together with the peaceful residents and had moved in their pre-
ferred direction taking the arms with them. The civilians aligned with the
armed forces had passed through north and east routes. Mostly unarmed
people took the west direction, i.e. the elderly, women, children.

Those moving in the west direction in groups of 25-40 had reached the
Armenian villages nearby Khojalu, i.e. Noragyugh, Hovsepavan, Hasana-
bad, Mehtishen, Dahrav and to the north-Nerqin Klchbad, Khanabad villag-
es. The residents of these villages had taken them to Askeran police station
or to the office of administration so as to send them to Aghdam.

Some of those moving to the north, i.e. through the humanitarian corridor,
had encountered obstacles after passing Askeran. The Azerbaijani armed
formations that had penetrated the road from Aghdam, had incited small
local fights with the Armenian post-keepers. In some places the fleeing Kho-
jalu residents had been caught in those fights. Armed people that were
mixed with the peaceful Khojalu residents had also joined forces with the
Azerbaijani armed formations. As a result, there had been casualties, includ-
ing among civilians. To save the civilians, the Armenian side had been forced
to temporarily stop the flow of people leaving Khojalu for Aghdam and to
disarm those among them who were armed.

Khojalu residents that chose the east direction encountered both natural
and artificial obstacles. It had been difficult for them to overcome, by night,
the snow-covered forest paths. Some even froze to death. A part of popula-
tion found themselves around the Armenian villages in the east, where they
stayed for 2-3 days and were then taken to Askeran. The OMON, who were
together with those Khojalu residents that succeeded to pass through the
forest in the direction of Shelli village on their way to Aghdam, opened fire
against the self-defenders of Nakhijevanik village stationed at the starting
point of that road. Both armed people and peaceful residents were killed in
the cross-fire. The firing stopped only after Alif Hajiyev, the head of Khojalu
armed formation, was killed. Once the fire stopped, the others continued on
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the road, some 2-2.5km later reached the height of Shelli village at night,
and were caught in the fire of the APF that controlled the height. Those who
survived continued their way to Aghdam.

— According to the analysis, on the night of February 26, the height near
Shelli was captured by a number of armed formations of Aghdam’s APF
headed by Allahverdi Baghirov, one of the APF leaders. Their aim was to
seize the Armenian village of Nakhijevanik by night. It is highly likely that
this was the reason why part of the Khojalu residents were taken in this
direction and were assured that Nakhijevanik had been already taken.

- In the period between February 27 and March 2, the APF had prohibited
reporters’ access to the east and had limited it at all stakes. They collected
the wounded from along the road as well as the bodies of those killed. On
February 28-29, this operation continued in accordance with the arrange-
ments made with the Armenian side. First the wounded and the bodies of
armed fighters were removed, then those of civilians. The bodies taken to
Aghdam were presented as bodies brought from Khojalu. Up until March 2,
the bodies of peaceful residents were left at the outskirts of Aghdam, in the
slaughter site near Shelli.

= Only on March 2 the Azerbaijani side allowed the reporters to get to that
slaughter site and film it. The bodies appeared to be mutilated. The area was
presented as a site next to Armenian Nakhijevanik village and the slaughter
and body mutilation were attributed to Armenians.

— After March 2, statements were made about the “massacres of multi-thou-
sand population of Khojalu,” “about the genocide committed by Armeni-

»

alns.
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|
Khojalu “Packaging” as Genocide

We will not refer here to the fact that while speaking of victims from Azerbai-
jani and Meskhetian Turk population, the Azerbaijani propaganda does not distin-
guish OMON, militia, and the Khojalu self-defense squad from the peaceful popula-
tion. Khojalu that has been militarized for over four years is presented as an area of
armless, defenseless women and children. All victims, all those killed are presented
as civilians. No word is spoken about the infiltrations of Azerbaijani armed groups
from Aghdam following the taking of Khojalu and about the road clashes on Febru-
ary 26. Similarly, nothing is said about the armed formations that had left Khojalu
together with the peaceful population and their armed clashes with Armenian
post-keepers on the roads. No reference is made to the fact that in order to shelter
the peaceful residents from the threats posed by those clashes, the Armenian side
had stopped the flow of Khojalu residents on Askeran-Aghdam road. It was never
mentioned that Khojalu peaceful residents had appeared, unhindered, in several
Armenian settlements and that people helped them to continue on to Aghdam, or
took them to their gathering point in Askeran from where they would be sent to
Aghdam. No reference was ever made to violence and deportations against the
peaceful population of the Armenian settlements. Generally, there is no study, no
analysis as to why, after four years of being militarized, Khojalu was fully aban-
doned by the Azerbaijani external defense though it was clear for over a month that
the Armenian side was getting ready to take it.

We will not reflect here on a remarkable phenomenon that this fabricated “gen-
ocide” does not have a language of its own, apart from its name “Khojalu”. Both oral
histories and their commentaries systematically utilize the ready-to-use language of
the 1915 Armenian Genocide descriptors and texts. To represent its mass nature, no
facts, evidence or materials are quoted. Rather, formulations like “thousands of vic-
tims”, “Khojalu residents set to fire,” “forest chasings” and others are used. Some
other widely used formulations and words include “woman with cut breast”, “rape
of the underage” [A-2, 10], “pregnant women with slashed abdomen” [B-91]. Rather
than posing questions and finding their answers, groundless generalizations are used
such as “hundreds of people were killed violently. During that horrible night Arme-
nians did not spare either children, the elderly or the women. The town was fully
burnt down. Those who succeeded to survive the blockade had been brutally
exterminated on their way (highlighted by me). The rest died tragically, freezing
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to death on the roads” [A-2,10]. Among those who use this approach to writing
about the evets there are even candidates and doctors of history. Understandably,
there is no concept of the “source” of information of the material. Those who write
on the topic sometimes reach a level of absurdity by stating that “the last drop in
Karabakh’s four-year bloody whirlpool was the savage slaughter of the sleeping
population of Khojalu on February 25-26, 1992 (highlighted by me- H. Kh.). Any
comparison with Katyn and Son Théng is misplaced, since the perpetrators there did
not collect the skulls and ear shells of defenseless people, they were just killing then
and there” [B-93, 2]. One should hope that the author of these words has fallen vic-
tim to the one-sided Azerbaijani propaganda. Most probably he is not aware that
there were very few victims in the settlement of Khojalu itself. Words like “savage
killings” are either a product of sick imagination or are intentionally imported from
an entirely different reality.

We will only pose some questions here about the Khojalu defeat and the stan-
dard propaganda language used to present it as a “genocide” In most of the pub-
lished “works” words “Khojalu”, “genocide”, “massacres”, “blood” are included as a
must. “Khojalu massacres” [«XomxamuHckasi pesHsi»|, “The bloody whirlpool of
Karabakh” [«KpoBaBbiii omyt Kapabaxa» |, “Khojalu: Genocide Chronicles”
[«Xomxanbl. Xponuka reHonungar|, “Khojalu Genocide-the Tragedy of the Centu-
ry” [«Tparegusa Bexa- XomxanuHckuil reHonun» |, “Genocide of Azerbaijanis in
Khojalu as Seen From Inside and Outside” «I'eHoru azep6aiiixaHieB B X0mKaJlbl:
IJ1a3aMu cBoMX M uyxux»|, “Eyewitness Memories: The Khojalu Genocide- Grief
that Time Would not Heal” [«Bociomunanus oueBuIeB: X0 KaaIMHCKUN TeHOIN]L
- rope, koTopoe He neuut Bpemsi»|, “Karabakh Genocide: The Doomed Khojalu”
[«Kapabaxckuii reHouu: obpeyeHHbIN Xomxaibl»| and others.

Next to the word “Khojalu” the following words are also widely used- “armless
population”, “defenseless population”, “massacre”, “mass slaughter, “savage killings”,
“the biggest tragedy of the 20th century” Next to the word “Armenian” the fol-
lowing attributes are used- “armed to the teeth” “bandits” “raging bands” “band
formations”, “barbarians”, “killers”, “inhuman”, “cruel”, “cunning enemy” and oth-
ers.

On February 25, 1997, on the fifth anniversary of the taking of Khojalu, Heydar
Aliev, the president of Azerbaijan “packaged” “Khojalu” as a genocide doing this
without more or less serious analytical basis or research, without any evidence. “A
minute of silence will be observed in the territory of the Republic of Azerbaijan
every year, on February 27, at 17:00 to commemorate the victims of Khojalu geno-
cide.””? To illustrate, in 1998, Nizami Bakhmanov, one of these newly emerged “eye-

72 With respect to this Vladimir Stupishin, a diplomat that has worked with the Azerbaijani authorities
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witnesses”, declared that he had seen with his own eyes “the slashed abdomens of
pregnant women, the skulled elderly, the infants with eyes taken out” in Khojalu
[B-54]. It should be noted that either Mr. Bakhmanov or any other Azerbaijani, with
the exception of Chingiz Mustafayev, has not set foot into Khojalu after its taking.
Chingiz Mustafayev had not seen any bodies with his own eyes. The bodies from
Khojalu had been transferred to the Azerbaijani side in the presence of witnesses
and there had been no time to mutilate those.

The Azerbaijani Youth Organization of Russia, founded by Leila Alieva, Hey-
dar Aliev’s granddaughter, used this wordy but otherwise empty packaging during
several events organized for publicizing the “Khojalu genocide” and present “Khoja-
lu justice” (within five years, in 2008-2013, conferences, exhibitions, actions were
organized in 70 countries) [A-32, 386-387].

In 2001 the 9th Congress of “Friendship, Brotherhood and Cooperation” of
Turkic states and organizations was held in Istanbul. Following the suggestion of
Igbal Aghazade, a member of Azerbaijan’s Milli Mejlis, the president of the congress
signed a document that recognized the genocide of Khojalu Azerbaijanis [B-64].

In numerous publications Azerbaijani authors continue referring to “thou-
sands” or a “thousand” victims, even after the official numbers have been presented.
They have made a rule of citing western authors to back these falsehoods. For ex-
ample, Jannatkhan Eyvazov writes “the later history of relations did not leave less
negative marks on the psychology of the Azerbaijani population. The most signifi-
cant practical example of this is the tragic events of Khojalu of 1992 when over a
thousand peaceful residents-Azerbaijanis were killed as a result of the attack by
the Armenian armed forces (here all victims are only from “peaceful population”
and their number reaches “more than a thousand”-H. Kh.). According to what
Svante Cornell writes, “Khojalu was the victim of ethnic cleansing of the worst kind.
A significant part of the civilian population of the town, numbering 7,000 before the
attack, was mutilated and killed, and the remaining population was forced to flee
eastwards to Agdam to seek refuge.”” [A-33, 185]. Citing the unverified conclusions
of Svante Cornell, Jannatkhan Eyvazov frees himself from the need to provide evi-

59

dence, and under the protection of Cornell’s name freely draws his conclusions re-

”»

for years, writes in his article entitled “Historic Plunder”, “Unable to find something unique, he just
repeated that in February 1992 “the Armenians had committed unprecedented slaughter against
Khojalu population”, “Khojalu was wiped off from the Earth”, while “thousands Azerbaijanis were
either killed or taken captive. ...In reality, Khojalu was a town only in name, and it was done so as
to remove the airport from Stepanakert, for which purpose a number of houses were quickly built
close to the runway. Those houses are still standing and no one is planning to wipe them off from the
Earth. Those houses, by the way, could not accommodate “thousands” of people. Two hundred,
perhaps, a little less, a little more, but not “thousands”, a number that was devised to impress the
gullible foreigners” [B-31].
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garding the “psychological effect of the massacre in Khojalu.” Meanwhile, it is more
necessary to analyze the psychological effect of propaganda of false massacre.
Svante Cornell is the favored author for reference not only of this but other
Azerbaijani authors as well. One can say with certainty that it is Svante Cornell that
has “formulated” the “Khojalu genocide” though the official Azerbaijan made state-
ments about it back in 1997. Svante Cornell does not hesitate to misrepresent the
number of population in Khojalu at the moment of its taking writing about “7,000
residents” instead of 3,000-3,500 [A-38, 81]. In 2001 he still spoke about the possible
number of Khojalu victims reaching a thousand despite the fact that already back in
1992 Azerbaijan had made public the official numbers and published a name-by-
name list of 509 people. Cornell also appears to be guided not by numbers but by the
quality of occurrences [A-38, 68-69; A-39, 54]|. This is, indeed, understandable. The
unconcealed Armenian massacres of Sumgait and Baku were qualified by Cornell as
an “unrest” in Baku and Sumgait”, “hooliganism” [A-38, 68-69; A-39, 54|, he has
fully ignored OMON’s actions of deportation against the Armenian villages nearby
Khojalu during Polyanichko regime, i.e. the organized ethnic cleansing of Armenians
by the Azerbaijani authorities. Svante Cornell “is aware” only of the evacuation by
Armenians of the population of Azerbaijani villages Malibeyli, Karadagh and Agh-
daban, which he labels as actions to organize “ethnic cleansing of Azerbaijanis” [A-
38, 81]. One should hope that he, indeed, has no knowledge of attacks, plunder,
killings and deportation against the population of Armenian villages Getashen, Mar-
tunashen, Chaigend, Manashid, Buzlukh, Erkej, Kichan and many others that took
place in 1991. Similarly, he is unaware of the massacre, plundering and displacement
of Khramort village of Askeran district, of February 26 population displacement
from Seisulan, Yarmja, Margushavan villages of Martakert district, of population
massacres of Maragha and Margushavan villages in April, of population displace-
ment from Armenian villages in the north of Askeran, nearby Khojalu, namely Na-
khijevanik, Pirjamal, Aranzamin and others. His main sources are Azerbaijani ones
that present these incidents as liberation from bandits. For Cornell there is no role
that Azerbaijani authorities, and Khojalu in particular played in widespread violence
and terrorism against the Armenian population of Askeran and Martakert districts.
He goes as far as casting doubts about bombing of Stepeanakert from Khojalu writ-
ing that “The attack was ostensibly carried out as a response to artillery fire from the
town on the Karabakh Armenian capital of Stepanakert, only seven kilometers
away” [A-38, 81]. Cornell either does not know or does not want to refer to the fact
that shelling from Khojalu combined with that from Shushi had not only become a
lethal threat for the residents of Stepanakert, but from 1990 onward also turned into
a real menace for the population of Askeran’s and partially Martakert’s Armenian
villages since their comings and goings were fully suppressed and they were squeezed
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between Khojalu and Aghdam. Cornell also does not know or does not want to attach
any significance to the process of taking Khojalu and the operations that succeeded.
He sticks to the qualifications given by Thomas Goltz and the Azerbaijani propagan-
da by using remorselessly the term “Khojalu massacres” [A-38, 83, 96, 344, 345;
A-39, 63,71, 88, 310], accusing the Armenians of ethnic cleansing. This may be the
reason why Mr. Cornell refers to Stepanakert as the “Armenian capital” of Karabakh
giving his readers a chance to think that they could find another, non-Armenian
capital in Karabakh. Cornell’s approach can be understood to a certain extent. The
materials used in his book were mainly directed to providing evidence to his position
that the underlying cause of the 1980s conflicts in the Caucasus, in the former USSR
was not discrimination, but rather “the processes of politicizing the ethnicity”, the
trend to “define group identity” including integration of Muslim identity which was
repressed in the USSR [A-38, 18, 33, 39-41, 51]. Unfortunately, “disruptive” factual
details are often neglected for the sake of such theoretical generalizations. In reality,
the author uses details that suit him or are adjusted for him including from such
controversial reporter as Thomas Goltz, based on which the theoretical generaliza-
tions are constructed. Svante Cornell knows well enough that “Most civilians were
nevertheless not killed and mutilated during the attack but in its aftermath, as they
fled the town” [A-38, 345], but he also writes in that same book that “a significant
part of the civilian population of the town was mutilated and killed” [A-38, 81]. He
considers it normal that “Most observers, as well as Azerbaijani sources naturally
assumed that the Armenians had carried out the massacre” [A-38, 345]. He believes
that Armenians “distastefully” consider Khojalu victims a consequence of Azerbaija-
ni actions not knowing, probably, that Armenians had referred to only one incident,
i.e. the killings that happened in the outskirts of Azerbaijani controlled Aghdam. It
is this incident that is still seriously questioned by several independent experts, in-
cluding Azerbaijani ones.

Given all these, it does not seem strange that Svante Cornell also spreads fac-
tual lies. For example, when speaking about the “first refugees” of Karabakh con-
flict, he writes: “The first refugee waves, consisting of tens of thousands of people,
reached Baku and the surrounding towns and villages at the beginning of 1988. Two
more waves of refugees reached Baku before the end of February, and several thou-
sand were resettled in Sumgait, a run-down industrial city 30 kilometers from the
capital” [A-39, 67]. This is one of the big lies that the Azerbaijani propaganda start-
ed spreading after 1994, in an attempt to explain the 1988 Armenian massacres in
the Azerbaijani city of Sumgait by the emotional influence of Azerbaijanis who al-
legedly fled from Armenia. However, even Azerbaijani propaganda did not dare to
speak about “tens of thousands” Azerbaijanis fleeing from Armenia at the beginning
of 1988, particularly in February 1988. Svante Cornell probably needed this lie in
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order to present the Armenian massacres in Sumgait as an uncontrollable act of the
Azerbaijani mob. “Sumgait...dark industrial suburb where, on top of everything
else, huge numbers of furious and frustrated Azeri refugees had been resettled only
days or weeks earlier?” [A-38, 68]; “uncontrolled Azerbaijani mobs went on a ram-
page, looting and seeking out and killing ethnic Armenians” [A-39, 49].

In reality, the first refugees of the Karabakh conflict were Armenians. They
became refugee after the Armenian massacres in the Azerbaijani city of Sumgait in
February 27-29, 1988. There weren’t any Azerbaijani refugees from Armenia yet,
but the organizers of the Armenian massacre in Sumgait, including the representa-
tive of the city authorities, spoke from the tribune about Azerbaijanis that had fled
Armenia. It was this kind of lies by Svante Cornell that led American journalist
Joshua Kucera to mildly write: “Cornell is generally pretty pro-Azerbaijan, and his
framing of the situation as something inevitable seems to absolve Azerbaijan of any
responsibility for its actions, which I think one could quibble with.””® Richard D.
Kauzlarich’s opinion is based on almost the same logic: “Yet most of the attention to
Nagorno-Karabakh that follows the outbreak of ethnic violence is described primar-
ily in terms of Armenian atrocities against Azerbaijanis.””*

The “information” that allegedly “as the fleeing residents of Khojalu reached
the outskirts of a nearby village, Nakhjivanli (the actual name of the village is Na-
khijevanik- H. Kh.), they were met by — a gauntlet of lead and fire. More than 600
civilians were killed, and several hundred more went missing” [A-39, 62], is one
of Svante Cornell’s lies and fabrications about the Armenian atrocities related to
Khojalu operation specifically. As we saw above, on February 26, 1992 there was one
clash between the Armenians defending the village and the armed men from Khoja-
lu in the field 3 kilometers away from the village. Hundreds of armed and unarmed
Khojalu residents passed through that road on February 26-27 without obstacles. In
any case, it is not clear where the information in the above-quoted text on “more
than 600 killed civilians” comes from. Svante Cornell cites Thomas Goltz for this
information, and Goltz does not like providing references to his sources of informa-
tion (Thomas Goltz, Azerbaijan Diary (Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe), 1998, p. 122).
Wherever the information on “more than 600 Khojalu civilians killed near Nakhije-
vanik” comes from, it is either wrong or false In fact, the death toll of armed or
unarmed Khojalu residents that fell in the settlement of Khojalu and around it, on
different road segments, does not reach 600.

73 Josua Kucera, “Is War Over Karabakh Inevitable?” January 14, 2011; https://eurasianet.org/is-war-
over-karabakh-inevitable.

74 Richard D. Kauzlarich/Review: "Azerbaijan since Independence. By Svante Cornell"/The Historian.
Volume 75, Issue 2 Summer 2013, p. 369.
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In any case, publications by Svante Cornell and similar Western authors that
study Khojalu based on Azerbaijani propaganda materials become “uncontestable
truths” and sources for reference/citation for the Azerbaijani “scientific” propagan-
da literature. By referring to Svante Cornell and writing under the “protection” of
his name, Jannatkhan Eyvazov allows himself stating the following without any
additional arguments, “With no respect for any international norms Armenian na-
tionalists are trying to unite Nagorno Karabakh with Armenia. For their adventur-
ous cause Armenians are ready to commit any mean and evil deeds. This is how the
tragedy of the 20th century happened, i.e. Khojalu genocide was committed as a
result of Armenian aggressive and felonious policies...the town was left defenseless
against the merciless enemy armed to the teeth” [A-33, 76]. The only “justification”
supporting the words presenting these monstrous crimes is the reference to Svante
Cornell.

By large, Thomas Goltz and Svante Cornell are right on at least one account,
“whereas Azerbaijani public opinion was not mobilized to a full extent before the
massacre, it immediately became mobilized in the aftermath” [A-35, 100; A-38,
345]. Here I would suggest a small but substantial reformulation, “whereas Azerbai-
jani public opinion was not mobilized before the taking of Khojalu, the wide-scale
propaganda to present the taking of Khojalu as a massacre and genocide, succeeded
in mobilizing it.” From the very beginning Khojalu was presented not as an opera-
tion between the sides of the conflict that were getting close to a situation of war,
but as a one-sided monstrous manifestation of ethnic animosity. It is hard to say
whether such propaganda was preplanned as a strategic direction, but the nev-
er-ending comeback to the topic turned it into such. Simultaneously it played the
role of an important instrument that accompanies ethnic genocides, i.e. mobilized
the Azerbaijani ethnic identity “against the enemy” thus enhancing it and integrat-
ing the Muslim identity with the ethnic one. Another standpoint is related to the
new Turkic manifestations of Azerbaijani ethnic identity that were already being fed
by the Azerbaijani Popular Front and that reemerged with new vigor during the
presidency of Ilham Aliyev. That, however, is an entirely different issue.
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Genocide as a Factor for Azerbaijani Ethno-Civic Identity

In Azerbaijan “the events of Khojalu” are most often described as a genocide
committed by Armenians. Clearly, the issue is not discussed in documentary, legal
and political-practical texts and analysis on genocide. The term “genocide” and the
known material do not allow such a discussion. No matter how hard they tried in
Azerbaijan, they were not able to create appropriate material. It is really difficult if
not impossible to fabricate even a plausible hypothesis solely based on falsification.
Moreover, the issue is not even analyzed or discussed, it is just stated in different
ways and on different levels. It is more often mentioned in political statements, es-
pecially in texts that do not require evidence. Instead, in the internal Azerbaijani
context it is very vocal, emotional, does not require evidence, has no opposition,
and seems beneficial in every sense. The study of the “Khojalu genocide” has been
long forgotten, if any such research has been conducted at all. Main material of
“Khojalu genocide” is the “personal accounts” of Khojalu residents recorded in 1992
and often presented with lame interventions. It is noteworthy that there isn’t any
text, narration, memoir, a written account of what has happened to oneself, written
by Khojalu residents themselves. There is no any analysis of such texts. Khojalu
residents themselves do not have access to this “sacred topic™

In case of Armenian and Jewish genocides, such texts have always existed in
each generation and they do exist now. The survivors of those genocides, the eye-
witnesses, the carriers of the memories of those events have quietly recorded the
stories of their tragedy, their survival and their later life. They did this without any
scholarly ambition, without any underlying theory. In some cases, the survivors
wrote down their stories themselves, in other cases the stories were recorded by
someone else. Most of those were very specific and detailed accounts about what
happened to them, to their family members, to the people of their village/ethnic
community, how it happened, on what day, at what time of the day, who was killed,
where and how, who was exiled, robbed, raped, sold, who was taken to the gas
chamber. Sometimes they write about the perpetrator as well, about how they had
walked for months, hid, survived... they write about the humiliation, about wounds
and murder, thirst and hunger, exhausted people dropping dead before their eyes,
the dead bodies swollen under the sun, exploding because of the heat, the axing...
The notes of the surviving eyewitnesses of the first generation are just personal ac-
counts of what happened to them. They are in the form of diaries, memoirs, as well
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as narrations told to those who were willing to record their stories. This is the best
argument against the opinion of Maurice Halbwachs, French sociologist, who claims
that people usually do not write about the “event” while it is still part of the active
memory. The need to write arises when the course of certain events stops being part
of the active memory, becomes the past and its documentation in writing becomes
a necessity. Strangely enough there is not a word from those who have survived
Khojalu. They wouldn’t be forbidden to write about it in Azerbaijan, would they?
Instead, tens of others speak out, make statements, but the survivors themselves
have not written and do not write about their experiences and feelings, and what is
more important, they do not write about facts. There exist no such sources. Their
testimonies were collected, they were made to tell their stories, which were pub-
lished on their behalf. Second, third parties involved in publicizing the “Khojalu
genocide” have published their stories. This is really strange, especially nowadays
when visible revolutionary transformations are happening in the societies with re-
spect to processing the past, the forms and methods of passing on the legacy of the
past, when the monopoly of linear and even documentary evidence based narratives
of the political history is diminishing. And yet the “Khojalu genocide” has no phys-
ical conveyors. There exist no documents, no analyses proving it. Moreover, there
are no actual eyewitnesses. Instead, the “Khojalu Genocide” is presented by the
state apparatus and state-formulated political texts, thus shaping the intra-societal
collective “knowledge” and managing the construction of public memory. There is
also no analysis about the later life of the survivors of the “genocide”, their concerns,
their socialization, expectations. The interest toward Khojalu residents faded in1992-
1993. There is no interest since a fabricated text remains a fabricated text. Even the
most talented find it difficult to present falsifications as truth. There is none because
if anything to be written should describe a level of reality, it will end up denying the
Azerbaijani labeling of “Khojalu genocide” and the authorization to use the word
“genocide.”

The same claim can be made with respect to another Azerbaijani “genocide”,
which is also out there for the internal audience, but which is also almost exclusive-
ly the outcome of manipulating the political environment. Here we mean the “March
events” of 1918 to which some Azerbaijani historians attach significant importance.

In 1918, the entire Transcaucasia was caught in the fire of the Tatar/Turk-Ar-
menian inter-ethnic conflicts incited by the Bolshevik revolution at the end of 1917.
In fact, the fragile social order in Baku was maintained by the Russian, Muslim,
Armenian national councils, the multi-party Duma of Baku and the Baku Soviet, i.e.
the representatives of the Bolshevik rule. In October 1917, the Baku Soviet led by
Stepan Shahumyan self-proclaimed itself as a ruling body in Baku thus “turning”
Baku into the first Soviet city in the Caucasus for ten months. To ensure the unhin-
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dered passage of the Ottoman Turkish troops, the Baku-Tiflis and Yelizavetpol rail-
road was controlled by the Musavat party. “In the evening of March 24, I was at the
city Duma session”, wrote cadet B. Baykov. “At around seven we received news on
the telephone that at the waterfront, at Petrovsk, there were clashes between Bol-
shevik sailors and the “Wild Division” that had arrived from Lenkoran under the
command of Cornet Alis Atadulaev. The Duma session was thus interrupted and
following a short discussion between the Tatars, Armenians, and some Russians
present there, we went to the site of the clash. It seemed things had quieted down,
but while leaving the Duma building I saw Tatars armed to the teeth who were rush-
ing to the spot of the clash. Since a few days ago the Armenian National Council had
made an unambiguous statement that Armenians would remain neutral in case of
Tatar and Bolshevik clashes, there was hope that things would end well” [B-74|. But
things did not end well. The Musavat supporters were doing their best to put an end
to the Baku Soviet, i.e. the Bolshevik rule of Baku. Led by Stepan Shahumyan, the
Baku Soviet succeeded in gaining the support of the soldiers affiliated with the Ar-
menian Revolutionary Federation (the Dashnaks). Because of the closed roads these
soldiers had to stay longer in Baku on their way from the Front. On March 29, the
Baku Soviet attempted to disarm the Musavat group of the “Wild Division” that had
arrived in Baku on board of “Evelina” ship. During the operation there were clashes
and victims. On March 29-30 the Musavats demanded that weapons be returned to
them and they made an appeal to the Muslim formations to come out in their de-
fense. While negotiations were going on about the issue of returning the weapons, in
some streets of the city the Muslims opened fire against the Soviet troops of Baku.
That night, at the port, at Surakhani the Red Army was disarmed. The Baku Soviet
acted fast and established the Revolution Defense Committee, which launched a
bombing of the city from the sea. The Tatar armed reaction inside the city was in-
stantaneous. Armenian soldiers also took out to the streets and soon the civic unrest
turned into an ethnic one evolving into one of the hotspots of Tatar-Armenian clash-
es that were escalating in Baku and Yelizavetpol provinces. The Revolution Defense
Committee gave an ultimatum to the Musavatis with the following demands:(a) Ac-
ceptance of the authority/power of the Baku Soviet; (b) Withdrawal from Baku of
the “Wild Division” alongside with the Muslim and Armenian military formations or
their subordination to the Baku Soviet; (c) Immediate opening of the Baku-Tiflis and
Baku-Petrovsk railroads. In case the Musavat did not accept those demands by 15:00
of April 1, the Revolution Defense Committee would see it as a martial law launched
by the Musavatis with all the ensuing consequences [A-17, 137-157]. Fights went on
for four days in Baku. According to Baykov, “On March 29, I was informed on the
phone that military action will soon stop since the parties of the conflict have
reached an agreement. Indeed, at around 2 everything got quiet. Simultaneously, it
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became known that Bolshevik rule has been established in the city under the lead-
ership of Stepan Shahumyan. The latter was appointed by Moscow as the Chief
Commissar for the Caucasus” [B-74]. According to Baykov, a decisive factor in stop-
ping the military actions were the threats made by two Russian infantry detach-
ments that they would rebel against the Bolsheviks if the bloodshed was not prompt-
ly stopped.

The ethnic clashes were contained in Baku, but instead they unfolded in the
direction of Ghuba and Shamakhi. Both Tatars and Armenians had made attempts
to contain the ethnic clashes that were incited by the Bolsheviks in their fight for
power. Z. Taliev, a wealthy Tatar from Baku made a statement in March 29 issue of
“Znamya Truda” («3nams Tpyna») that “Baku events” were not of the nature of the
Armenian-Tatar clashes, the Muslims did not harm their neighboring Armenians,
while the Armenians saved 14,000 Muslims. In its turn, on April 11 and 12, the Ar-
menian National Council presented its “report” on actions to first prevent and then
stop the clashes in the same newspaper (negotiations are listed), as well as to help
and save the Muslims. “3,500 people were placed in Mayilov theater, of which 700
were Iranian subjects. The Cinema house “Record” accommodated 2,690 people,
579 were sheltered in “Ramzey” theater, 800 in Yefimov circus, 58 people were sent
to the house at the corner of Vakzalny and Telefonny streets, 306 people to the
Mironov bath, 263 to Moskovsky bath, 117 people to the 8th administrative building
of the militia, 72 people to the 7th administrative building of the militia, 95 people
to house Ne15 on Maliy Moskovsky street, 201 people to the 3rd Gymnasium, 18
people to the Armenian Cultural Society, 2,530 people in the Transport <division>
of the city, 200 people in the 9th administrative building of the militia, 79 people to
Haykavan. Altogether 11,726 people. In addition, around 1,500 Muslims found shel-
ter in the houses of Armenians. All these people, as much as possible, received
medical assistance and food.”

Later, Kadet Baykov wrote, “On occasions I have heard that during the “March
days” Armenians have mercilessly killed the Tatars. For the sake of fairness, I have
to say that this is not true at all. Armenians also were killed during the street fights,
among them the best of the best...Among the people saved by the Armenians were
a number of those from Tatar bourgeois, public figures including such well known
haters of Armenians as Bejbet Khan Jevanshir, the organizer and executor of the
Armenian massacres in September, after the Turks took Baku...” [B-74].

There are different estimates of the victims of 1918 “March events”, i.e. “300
Armenians and Russians, 700 Muslims,” “1,200 Armenians and Russians, 2,000
Muslims.” Six months later, in September 1918, the widely known Armenian massa-
cres took place in Baku. The number of victims exceeded 20,000.

During the USSR era both March and September events in Baku were present-
ed as crackdown of counter-revolutionary Musavat riots by the Bolsheviks. On Oc-
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tober 11, 1978, Heydar Aliyev qualified those events as a means of saving the revo-
lution in his speech made at the session dedicated to the 100th anniversary of Stepan
Shahumyan. This is what he said, “In March 1918, the Musavatis stirred up a Coun-
ter-Soviet rebellion in Baku aiming to stifle the Soviet rule. Due to decisive actions
taken by Bolsheviks the rebellion was suppressed” [B-97]. Twenty years later, after
the collapse of the USSR and Heydar Aliyev’s return to power, on March 26, 1998,
the same Aliyev officially declared March 31 a day of Azerbaijani Genocide. This
decision needed very fast validation. Thus, two years later a book on the “Genocide
of Transcaucasian Muslims” was published in Baku based on “promptly studied ma-
terials” [A-28]. Several other publications followed. In 2008, two doctors of science,
Mammadov Ilgar Mahagh oglu and Tofik Fuad Musa oglu wrote that “within a day,
on March 31, Armenians had killed more than 30,000 (! -H. Kh.) Azerbaijanis” [A-
18, 27]. It should be noted though that the only basis for this “conclusion” made by
these two doctors of science is... the political statement of the Azerbaijan’s present
Parliament. The authors refer to the statement of the Milli Mejlis of the Republic of
Azerbaijan published on April 4, 2001 in the “Bakinskiy Rabochiy” («bakunckuii
pabouuii»).

These publications should have explained why, in 1998, Aliyev had declared
March 31 a “Genocide Day” when 20 years ago he himself qualified the “March
events” as Bolshevik endeavor to suppress the Musavat rebellion and civil political
struggle to save the Soviet rule. For instance, Aydin Balayev, finding no viable solu-
tion, speaks about the “anti-Turkish”, “anti-Azerbaijani” Bolshevik-Dashnak alli-
ance. “..The events of March 1918 were conditioned by an antagonistic political ri-
valry between the alliance on the one side and the Musavat party, on the other.” Mr.
Balayev claims, on the one hand, that “unlike for “Musavat” the 1918 March events
were not unexpected for the Dashnaks and Bolsheviks since they were the perpetra-
tors and organizers” [A-8, 14]. On the other hand, he is aware of the fact that, in his
own words, “five days prior to the events the Armenian National Council of <Baku>
had submitted a motion to remove the armed Armenian forces from Baku.” He
writes himself that to this end, the Armenian side had appealed to all parties and
organizations, to Musavat in the first place, since the latter had control over the
railroad of Yelizavetpol province. They requested “to take most decisive measures”
to remove the obstacles on the way of soldiers that had returned from the front and
were kind of taken “hostage” in Baku” [A-8, 13-14]. This reality was so well known
that it was impossible to bypass it. The Armenians of Baku asked Musavat to allow
Armenian soldiers gathered in Baku to return to their homeland. Understandably, if
Armenians intended to stir up clashes in Baku, they would not want to remove Ar-
menian soldiers from Baku. Since the main goal here was to substantiate Heydar
Aliyev’s belated statement, for which there were not sufficient facts, Mr. Balayev
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complained that “only after the collapse of the USSR the Azerbaijani historians got
a chance to objectively research the causes, nature and consequences of the bloody
March of 1918 (page 9). Against the abundance of materials of non-political nature
from foreign sources proving the opposite, the alternative for a hypothesis based on
“other sources” is the scarce “evidence” gathered by the Special Investigation Com-
mittee established by the ADR (Azerbaijan Democratic Republic) in the summer of
1918 to investigate the “March events” To illustrate, this is what one of the members
of that Committee, A.E. Kluze, reports about the March events in November 1918,
“Before the attack, almost all Armenians were relocated from the Muslim parts to
the Armenian parts. Only Russians, Georgians and other Christians remained in the
Muslim part, and Armenians advised them too to relocate from the Muslim part.
There were cases when Armenians warned Muslims that unrest was expected and
advised them to go to their summer residencies.” It should be noted that these
“proofs” are anonymous and with no address, without mentioning who was moved,
how many people, etc. This “information” “uncovered” eight months after the events
make up the “facts” based on which the Bolshevik adventurousness would be de-
clared as a genocide planned by the Armenians [B-82].

Other authors writing about the March events usually repeat their predeces-
sors. For example, Zakhida Alizade, stubbornly calls the territory of Armenia “West-
ern Azerbaijan” The difference here is that in this case she repeats/follows the ex-
ample of Ilham Aliyev” [A-7].

More serious analysis does not exist, there seem to be no other comments. With
certain reservations, the theoretical analysis by the American author Michael Smith
can also be considered an “Azerbaijani” one [A-23]. This author is fully detached
from the real developments. In his work Musavat is not a party to the “March
events” but a mere observer.

Michael Smith theorizes the role of Baku tragedy in constructing the Tatar
identity, concluding that “they [the Baku events| became one of the important ele-
ments for the construction of the tragic national identity of the Azerbaijanis.” The
controversial arguments made by Michael Smith raise a number of questions, first
of all with respect to his judgements on the causes of the “tragic national identity.”
He writes that “to revenge the March incidents, the Turkish troops and the Azerbai-
jani squads in their turn killed 10,000 Armenians” (referring to September 1918
massacres of the Armenians in Baku — H. Kh.). One should think that a revenged
tragedy should not become “one of the important elements for constructing a tragic
national identity.” In any case, Michael Smith is familiar with the national symbol of
the Azerbaijan’s Democratic Republic, i.e. its national flag. “The state flag joins to-
gether the colors of Turkic national identity (blue), European social democratic one
(red), and that of Islamic civilization (green) with the star and half-moon in the



GENOCIDE AS A FACTOR FOR AZERBAIJANI ETHNO-CIVIC IDENTITY 181

center.” All of these are victorious and geopolitical symbols for the bearers of
Pan-Turkic and Pan-Islamic ideas, who also have ambitions for the European civili-
zation. There is no local ethno-national symbol that could point to a perceived
homeland, or to ethnic value or to a “commencing national identity™

During the two subsequent years (1918-1920) of their rule, Tatars together with
Ottoman Turks massacred so many Armenians in Transcaucasia, and appropriated
so much land from the Armenians after Sovietization that any imaginable retribu-
tion for the “March events” was exceeded tenfold. They must have been satisfied
and in reality, they were satisfied. In 2008, Azerbaijani Farid Aleqperli would “make
a confession” about something that was clear to everyone long ago, i.e. that the
Turkish-Russian agreement of 1920 was in no way a bad deal for Azerbaijan, due to
which “Nakhijevan remained within Azerbaijan thanks to Turkey’s pressure and
despite all objections from Armenians. <...> Russians returned to the Turks those
parts that Armenians call Western Armenia, i.e. Kars, Surmalu, Ardahan and Er-
zrum, while the fragmented and diminished Armenia of Dashnaks was left to the
mercy of the Turkish army. <...> In essence, it was Turkey and Azerbaijan that
benefited from the agreements reached between the Turks and Bolsheviks in the
first place. Those arrangements were less beneficial for Russia, and were not benefi-
cial at all for the Armenians” [A-6, 398-399]. So then, how and why should the
identity of victorious Azerbaijanis be a tragic one with the “March events” becom-
ing an element of the Azerbaijani tragic national identity? But Michael Smith is re-
ally persistent. He thinks that “among all the victims of the first World War the
Azerbaijani Turks found their own unique national sacrifice and created the narra-
tive of the beginning of their tragic national history, which allowed them convincing
the Entente countries gathered in Versailles that they had suffered enough for the
precious right of their self-determination.” There is an important idea in here, no
matter how abstract. It is an entirely different question whether the “national suffer-
ing” had been for the right of self-determination or for the construction of national
identity. Or, perhaps, for both of those. Michael Smith who is suspiciously zigzag-
ging around the massacre of Armenians in huge numbers, shifts the foundations for
Tatar/Turkic/Azerbaijani self-determination and the construction of “a tragic na-
tional identity” into a “culpable” starting point without being explicit about that.
Such point of view is cruel, yet noteworthy. Perhaps it also explains the current
aspiration to qualify the “March events” and “Khojalu events” as genocidal. The
process of national identity construction is not yet over. Perhaps the pre-pro-
grammed “national tragic identity” is still being infused by the tragic, and the pro-
cess will continue until that identity is finally established. “Own tragedies” distin-
guish, separate a unit from the common mass of those similar, in this particular case
from the common Muslim, common Shia, Common Turkic speaking, adding, incre-
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ment by increment, to the chain of the own identity. The length of that chain is also
determined by time. So, one should be flexible and respond to the situation. During
the ADR era, Armenians and Tatars were the parties of the conflict of the “March
events”. Revenge should have been exacted of Armenians, forces should have been
consolidated and the enemy destroyed. During the USSR era, Musavats and Bolshe-
viks were the parties of the “March events” since the Baku Bolshevik Soviet was
internationalist and included Azerbaijani Bolsheviks, thus providing an opportuni-
ty for gaining dividends in the Soviet country. “The national suffering” is delayed,
while the importance of having their own contribution to the victory of the Bolshe-
vik family becomes a priority. In the independent Republic of Azerbaijan, the Baku
Bolshevik Soviet is Armenian, while the interpretation of the “March events” is of
an Azerbaijani genocide. Identity construction requires sacrifices, while identity as-
sertion requires time. “Khojalu genocide” can become one of those increments al-
lowing to once again present the Azerbaijani tragic identity to the world, consolidat-
ing against the treacherous intentions of the enemy, eliminating the enemy. This is
an effective, even if not well understood mechanism of gaining the right to national/
ethnic self-assertion.
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Manucharyan, and Hrayr Zohrabyan. The audio recordings are stored in the Archive of the Institute of
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Map I: Directions Taken by the Population Leaving Khojalu in the Night of February
25-morning of February 26



194 KHOJALU "GENOCIDE" AND ITS MISSION IN KARABAKH CONFLICT

Map 2: The blue line on the map shows the corridor provided to Khojalu residents to leave
for Aghdam. The red line indicates the road taken by some Khojalu residents at the urging
of Alif Hajiyef. They crossed the river, climbed the mountains, and after wandering in the
woods, crossed the road from Askeran to Nakhijevanik village, i.e. the yellow line on the
map, which indicates the Askeran-Nakhijevanik road. Nakhijevanik’s 5th post was on the
intersection of yellow and red lines. The cross-shooting between Armenian post-keepers and
Khojalu fighters happened near this post. After passing this post the group from Khojalu
continued to Shelli village. The purple circle is the place where Khojalu residents were shot
in the face from the Azerbaijani position. Nakhijevanik village is marked yellow. As the
map illustrates, the village had nothing to do with the route of Khojalu residents.
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Map 3: The red line shows the 4" Armenian position. The yellow line shows the area where
Azerbaijanis had positioned during the night. In-between those is the Askeran-Aghdam
road in the gorge. Slavik Arushanyan and the other members of his squad observed the

shootings on the yellow-marked hill across their red-marked hill. The shootings were not
visible from any other place.
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Map 4: The green line indicates the corridor left for Khojalu residents, the road to Aghdam
through Askeran. The yellow line indicates the route of those who left Khojalu from the side
of the airport, crossed the river and headed in the direction of Shelli through mountains
and woods. The yellow ring is the place, which crosses Askeran-Nakhijevanik road. The 5th
Armenian position was here and the first road clash happened here. The other yellow line
crosses the same road slightly from the east. The Armenian position near Nakhijevanik’s
Farm was located here, and there were no clashes here. The two roads intersect near Shelli
village of Aghdam. The second ring indicates the place where the massacre of Khojalu
civilians took place.
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Lachinghuy hill near the 4th Armenian position, from where Mr. Arushanyan followed the
events. The Armenian 4th position was near the purple line on the left. The events happen-
ing near the Lachinghuy hill (circled red) in the morning of February 26 were visible from
that position. The green line dividing those two lines is the gorge where the Askeran-Agh-
dam road passes, and which divides the two hills from each other. The second parallel green
line is the road to Nakhijevanik village, which is connected to Lachinghuy height in 2.5 km
distance from Askeran, near Azerbaijani Shelli village of Aghdam. Below is the same photo
without any additional marks.
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Map 5: Three landing spots of the pilot on February 27 and 28. The blue line indicates As-
keran-Nakhijevanik road. On the first flight on February 27 for collecting the corpses he was
near the 5th Armenian position on Askeran-Nakhijevanik road, “2.5 kilometers south from
Askeran” (marked as a green dot). He saw “15-20 dead bodies” there. They had taken eight
corpses and a woman who was alive. During the second flight on the same day, together
with the investigator from Aghdam, they “were taking out wounded fighters that got under
fire near the Farm.” The Farm is one of the two purple dots on the map. In the morning of
February 28, he flew to “take the corpses between Nakhijevanik and Askeran,” and landed
in 200-meter distance from the Farm, the red dot on the map.
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Map 6: The site of Khojalu massacre near Shelli is marked yellow, Nakhijevanik village is
marked green. The reporters were taken to “the massacre site” on March 2 and were told
that it was near the Armenian village of Nakhijevanik.
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Map 7: The yellow circles indicate the sites of local clashes on the escape route of Khojalu
residents.
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Abbreviations

BMP BoeBas Mamuna [Texortsl, Infantry Fighting Vehicle

BRDM BPIM, BponnpoBaHHas pa3BelblBaTeIbHO-I030pHAs MallliHa, Armored reconnais-
sance and patrol vehicle

BTR BTP, BponupoBaHHas TpaHciopTHO—60eBasi MaiuHa. Armored Personnel Carrier

CIS Commonwealth of Independent States

DRA  Democratic Republic of Azerbaijan

IT Internal Troops

IVS VIBC, usonsTop BpeMeHHoOro copepxxanus, Temporary Detention Center

KGB Komutet [ocymapcTeenHolt Beomacroctr, Committee of National Security

KPZ KII3 - kamepa npenBapuTenbHOro 3akmodenus, Preliminary Detention Cell

MI Ministry of Interior

MVD  MBJ, MunucrtepctBo BuyTpennux Jlen, Ministry of Internal Affairs

NKAO Nagorno Karabakh Authonomous Oblast

NKR  Nagorno Karabakh Republic

OMON OMOH: Otpsig Munuuuu ocob6oro HasHaueHusi, Special Militia Detachment

PPS II1C MarpynbHO-nocToBast cinyxk6a, Patrol Service

SSR Soviet Socialist Republic

USSR Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
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Ahmadova Miushkiunaz; Khojalu resident 165

Ala Yaghub (also Rzayev, Yaghub; Mamed Ya-
ghub, Gatir Mamed) 102, 103, 104, 106, 110,
125, 126, 128

Alekperli, F. 183

Alekperova, Sanubar; Khojalu resident 85, 86
Aliyev, A.; Khojalu resident 141

Aliyev, Fikret 134

Aliyev, Heidar 14, 179, 180

Aliyev, Ilham 174, 180

Aliyev, Tahir 66, 68, 70

Aliyeva, Durdan; Khojalu resident 31
Aliyeva, Malahat; Khojalu resident 85
Aliyeva, Minesh; Khojalu resident 121, 156
Alizade, Z. 180, 183

Arshakyan, G. 20, 184

Arushanyan, Slavik 99, 100, 102, 104, 158, 195,
197

Arutinov, Grigor 10

Atanesyan, Vahram 128, 183
Ayaryan, Rudik; Yarmja resident 144
Ayvyan, Irina 49

Babayan, Samvel 79, 81, 102, 133, 146

Baghdasaryan, Nadia, a resident of Aranzamin
130

Baghdasaryan, Piruza 49

Baghirov, Allahverdi 68, 70, 88, 89, 92,103-110,
116-120, 122, 126, 126128, 130, 131, 133, 136,
148, 159, 167

Baghirov, Flshan 104
Baghirov, Mirjafar 10, 11, 14
Bakhmanov, Nizami 170

Balasanyan Vitali 88, 93, 110, 123, 159, 189
Balayev, Ayd’n 179, 180, 183
Barkhudaryan, Makar 16, 42, 69

Baykov, B. 177, 178, 189

Beglaryan, Ashot 189

Beglaryan, R. 20

Bunyatov, Ziya 16, 183

Cornell, Svante 170-174, 185

De Waal, Thomas 124, 185

Fataliyev, Razim 192

Fatuliyev, Eynulla 100

Fuad, Tofik Mousa-Oghli 179, 184

Gaibov, Ismet 48

Galstyan, Zh. 162

Garayeva, Narkhanum; a resident of Khojalu 156
Gasparyan, D. 20

Gatir Mamed (also Rzayev, Yaghub; Ala Yaghub;
Mammed Yaghub) 103, 105, 107, 128, 132

Ghazaryan, Valeri 11
Ghaziyev, Rahim 129
Ghukasov, I. Gh. 156, 188

Girchenko, Yu. 34, 43, 46, 58, 81, 82, 125, 133,
141, 190

Goltz, Thomas 37, 59, 119, 120, 125, 172-174,
185

Gorbachev, M. 26, 28, 32, 33, 38, 47, 48
Grigoryan, Marina 122, 124, 190

Grigoryan, Slavik; a resident of Margushavan
144

Hajiyev, Alif 42, 81, 82, 85, 88, 89, 98, 106-110,
119, 121, 125, 126, 131, 138-140, 156, 166, 189

Hajiyev, Fahim 103, 104

Hakobyan, Hamest 49, 94, 102, 106, 139, 188,
192

Hasanli, ]. 11, 186, 190

Hatamov, Telman 69

Huseyinov, Rizvan 162

Ivleva, V. 141, 145, 162, 183, 189

Jafarova, T.M.; a resident of Khojalu 141
Jafarova, Susanna; a resident of Khojalu 155
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Jevanshir, Beybut-Khan 9, 178
Kafurova, E. 32, 33, 38
Karayev, Tamerlan 130

Kasumov Bayram Mammed Oghli, a resident of
Khojalu 140

Kemal Ali 124

Khalilova, Mirvari; a resident of Khojalu 86
Khudiyev, Khudi 68, 128

Krivopuskov, V. 19, 40, 42, 43, 58
Kryuchkov, V. 47

Maggeramov, Asif/Fred Asif 104, 105, 122, 128

Mammadov, Ilgar Mahal Oghli 70, 82, 85-88,
108, 121, 126, 130, 132, 141, 144, 151-153, 157,
179, 184, 191

Mammed Yaghub (also Rzayev Yaghub, Ala Ya-
ghub, Gatir Mammed) 103, 125, 132

Mammadov, Bekir; a resident of Khojalu 151
Mammadov, Elman, Mayor of Khojalu 82,

85-88, 108, 121, 126, 130, 144, 191
Mammadov, Gatir 70, 132

Mammadov, Jamil, a resident of Khojalu 141,
151-153

Mammadov, Sedik, a resident of Khojalu 157
Mammadova, Havva 151, 155

Mammadova, Saidah Jalil K’zr, a resident of
Khojalu 96

Martirosyan, Alish, a resident of Noragyugh 64

Mazalova, Dana 122, 190

Melik-Shahnazaryan, Levon 82, 145, 190

Melkonyan, Nina 49

Melkumyan, Laura 130

Mirzoyan, Maxim 50, 187

Mirzoyev, Shirin 103, 128

Movsumov, Seidagha 88, 89, 98, 108, 112,

116-120, 123, 127,

Muradov, Shahin; a resident of Khojalu 88, 97,
98, 190

Musayev, Shahin 105
Mustafayev, Chingiz 154
Mustafayeva, Banovsha; a resident of Khojalu

Mutallibov, Ayaz 38, 47, 59, 61, 112, 122, 129,
131, 142, 145

Orujev, Jabar 102-107, 110, 133, 136, 155
Pashayeva, Kyubra; a resident of Khojalu 154
Petrosyan, Valera; a resident of Askeran 158
Polyanichko, V. 34, 37, 39, 40, 42, 171

203

Qerimov, Aza 55,103
Qerimov, Ghasim 55, 103
Quliyev, Agil 119

Ryzhkov, N. 26, 27, 37, 184

Rzayev Yaghob (also Ala Yaghub, Mammed Ya-
ghub, Gatir Mammed) 69, 102-107, 125,
126, 128, 148

Rzayev, Janpolad 103, 104, 107, 133, 134, 155

Sabiroghlu, Shamil (also Shamilgil) 117

Sadigov, Elkhan 112

Sahakyan, Ruben 21

Safonov, V. 31, 42

Sakharov, A. 49

Sargsyan, A. 20

Sarukhanyan, Galya; a resident of Nakhijevanik
village

Sarukhanyan, Hayk; a resident of Nakhijevanik
village

Sattarov, Khanlar Safar-Oghlu 112

Selimov, Araz; a resident of Khojalu 154

Shahnazaryan, N. 20, 47, 82, 108, 145, 184, 188,
190

Shahramanyan, H. 19, 20

Shahumyan, S. 9, 22, 46, 47, 50, 53-55,
176-179

Shamilgil (also Sabiroghlu Shamil) 117, 118

Shatalin, Yu.V. 32

Shirinov, B.; a resident of Khojalu 21

Smith, Mickle 180, 181, 184

Stalin 10, 11, 186

Stepanyan, Ashot, a resident of Noragyugh 64

Stepanyan, Lyudvig; a resident of Seysulan 143

Stupishin, Vladimir 169

Sukharev, L. Ya. 21, 22, 26-28

Svante, Cornell 170-174, 18

Taghiyev, Z. 178

Ter-Petrosyan, Levon 47

Ter-Tadevosyan, Arkadi 71, 145, 146, 191

Tonyan, V. 20

Veliev, Bakhtiar 134

Volsky, A. 20, 22, 25-28, 31-33, 41

Yazov, D. 38, 125

Yeghiazaryan, Manvel 162, 189

Zhirokhov, Mikhail 55, 193



204

KHOJALU "GENOCIDE" AND ITS MISSION IN KARABAKH CONFLICT

Place Names

Aghbulagh 130
Aghdaba 171

Aghdam 5, 15, 20, 32, 34, 37, 40, 42, 43, 45, 46,
49, 50, 54, 55, 58, 59, 6466, 68-72, 74,
76-78, 80-89, 91-99, 101-127, 129,
131-139, 141-143, 145, 146, 148-153, 155,
156, 158161, 163168, 172, 194-198

Aliaghali 68

Altay (Altai) Kray 14

Aranzamin (also Varazabun) 83, 130, 131, 171
Ardahan 181

Armenia 8-12, 17, 19, 23, 38, 43, 44, 47, 48, 73,
139, 156, 172-174, 180, 181, 185-187, 190,
192

Artsakh 22, 24, 30, 100, 164, 185, 186, 189, 191,
192

Askeran 4, 15-17, 22-25, 39, 40, 42, 44, 46,
48-50, 58, 59, 61, 64, 65, 68, 69, 72, 73, 76,
77, 79-85, 87-97, 99, 100, 102-105, 107,
112, 115-117, 122, 124-126, 130-137, 143,
146-153, 155, 157-162, 164-166, 168, 171,
185, 194-19

Avdal Gyullaplu 40

Azerbaijan 4, 5,712, 14, 15, 17, 19, 22, 23, 26,
32, 34,37, 38, 40— 42, 44, 45, 47, 48, 50, 53,
55, 58, 59, 61, 66, 68, 70, 73, 81, 88, 92, 116,
119, 121, 124, 129132, 136, 139142, 144, 145,
147,148, 150, 153, 159, 160, 162, 164, 169171,
173, 175, 176, 179186, 189192, 201

Baku 14, 20, 22, 37, 38-40, 46, 54, 57, 59, 60,
66, 67, 82, 112, 115, 122, 125, 128-131, 160,
162, 165, 171, 172, 176-180, 182-187, 190, 191

Baluja 62,73

Berkadzor 53

Buzlukh 46, 171

Chayqend 46, 48

Dahra 83, 166

Dahraz 83, 105, 130, 131

Dashbulagh (Astghashen) 11, 16, 17

Dashgesan 9

Erqej 46, 171

Erzrum 181

Fizuli 9

Ganja (also Yelizavetpol, Kirovabad) 47, 68, 103,
142

Gargar (also Karkar, Kar Kar) 16, 89, 154

Geranboy (Shahumyan) 53

Getabek 9

Getashen 47, 171, 188

Ghapan (Kapan) 143

Gharaghaya (also Lachinghuy) 99, 102-104,
106, 107, 109, 112, 119, 122, 126, 128, 133, 136

Gharaghshlagh 15, 134, 146

Ghshlagh 16, 62

Ghuba 178

Gyulaplu 87

Gyulasaz 144

Hasanabad 12, 16, 62, 166

Hilisa (Ilis) 62

Hovsepavan 16, 53, 83, 158, 166

Imamkulular 11

Ivanyan (Khojalu) 6

Jabrail 9

Jamillu 11, 16, 17, 58, 81, 139

Janhasan 73

Javadlar 11

Jevanshir 9, 178, 202

Krkzhan 11, 17, 50, 55, 58

Karabakh 4-9, 11-15, 17, 19-23, 25-27, 29,
31-34, 37, 38, 43, 44, 48, 49, 54, 57, 596,
66-68, 70,79, 81,103, 124, 128, 131, 139141,
145, 149, 151, 152, 161, 162, 164, 169, 171-174,
183-189, 191, 201

Karadaghli 46

Karkar, Kar-Kar (also Gargar, Gar-Gar) 77, 78,
52,132, 165

Karmirevan 143
Kars 181
Karyagin (also Kubatlu) 9

Khanabad 42, 69, 70, 83, 102, 103, 105, 107, 158,
166

Khangendi (also Stepanakert) 8, 9, 61, 69, 151
Khanlar 9, 112, 114

Khanlikpey 11

Khnatsakh 16, 25

Khndziristan 16, 40, 62, 72, 73

Khojalu 4-9, 11, 13-17, 19-27, 29, 31-35, 37,
39-43, 45, 47-51, 53-55, 57-59, 61, 63,
65-97, 99, 101-112, 115-121, 124-153,
155-176, 183185, 188194, 196, 199, 200,
202

Khramort 39, 58, 102, 107, 126, 136, 171
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Kichan 46, 171
Kelechbagh 46, 69

Kirovabad (also Yelizavetpol, Ganja) 47, 68, 103,
142

Kubatlu 9, 53, 68
Lachin 9, 17,77, 99

Lachinghuy (also Gharaghaya) 99, 102, 104, 106,
109, 126, 133-136, 155, 197

Lesnoye 11, 49

Maghavuz 144

Malibeyli 49, 171

Malibeylu 16, 58, 69

Manashid 46, 171

Maragha 143, 144, 171

Margushavan 143, 144, 171, 202

Martakert 46, 48, 49, 143, 161, 171

Martunashen 47, 48, 171

Martuni 11, 12, 46, 47, 50, 62

Mehtishen (currently Lousadzor) 16, 53, 62,
72-74,78, 83, 158, 166

Meshali 17

Mets Shen 49, 144

Mir Bashir 11, 143

Mirikend 131

Moscow 19, 20, 26, 32, 42, 44, 59, 79, 120, 139,
145, 146, 178, 183, 184, 188

Mughanlar 130

Nakhijevan 15, 155, 181

Nakhijevanik 39, 40, 64, 68-70, 77, 80, 81,
85-109, 111, 112, 115-118, 120-128, 130-132,
136, 138, 143, 147, 148, 150-153, 157, 158,
166, 167, 171, 173, 194, 196-199

Navtalan 132

NKAO, Nagorno Karabakh Autonomous Oblast
6-12, 14-17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 25, 32, 34,
37-40, 42, 43, 45, 46, 48, 50, 54, 68, 69,
164, 186, 187, 201

NKR, Nagorno Karabakh Republic 7, 58, 147,
159-161, 190, 201

Noragyugh 16, 42, 50, 61-65, 68-78, 80, 83,
143, 145, 158, 166

Petrovsk 177

Pirjamal/Prjamal (also Vardadzor) 39, 40, 69,
80, 83, 88, 92, 93, 95, 96, 104, 105, 130, 131,
153, 158, 171
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Qayqgend 11

Qelbajar

Qolatak 16, 62

Qyatuk 16, 49, 69, 78, 80, 83, 87, 104, 126, 133,
154, 158

Qyosalar 16

Rev (Tsaghkashat) 16, 62

Russia 170, 181, 184, 192

Ryazan 130

Sardarashen (Yengija) 16, 62, 68, 72, 73, 83, 158

Seysyulann

Shahumyan 9, 22, 46, 47, 50, 53-55, 176-179

Shamakhi 178

Shamkhor 9

Shellu 68, 92

Shushi 8, 9, 11, 17, 19, 22, 23, 25, 32, 40, 49, 50,
53-55, 58, 59, 66, 73, 82, 130, 139, 152, 163,
164, 171, 186

Stepanakert (also Khankendi) 6, 9, 15-17, 19,
20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 39, 42-50, 54, 55, 58, 59,
61, 71-73, 79, 81, 82, 92, 96, 115, 116, 139,
140, 142, 145, 147, 148, 150-152, 159-164,
170-172

Sumgait 20-22, 26, 38, 48, 125, 129, 171-173,
183, 184

Surmalu 181

Tiflis 177, 186

Tomsk region 14

Tsaghkashat

Turkey 4, 11, 14, 138, 140, 170, 181

Ughtasar 80, 93, 100, 103, 104, 106

Umudli 117

Uzun-Dara (a place near the Azerbaijani city of
Aghdam) 46, 55

Varazabun (also Aranzamin) 188

Vardadzor (also Pirjamal/Prjamal) 40, 83, 96,
130

Versailles 181
Yalobagend 11
Yarmja 143, 171, 202

Yelizavetpol (also Ganja, Kirovabad) 8, 177, 179,
186

Yevlakh 68
Yukhar’ - Askipar 45



206

KHOJALU "GENOCIDE" AND ITS MISSION IN KARABAKH CONFLICT

Ethnonyms/Nationality

American 120, 173, 180

Armenian 4-11, 14-17, 19-23, 25, 26, 31, 32,
34, 37-43, 45-50, 53, 54, 58, 59, 61, 66,
68-71, 73, 78, 80, 81, 83, 86-99, 101,
102-109, 111, 115, 116, 118-128, 130-152, 154,
155, 157, 159-161, 164-180, 182, 184-187,
190, 192, 194-199, 204, 207

Azerbaijani 4-9, 11, 12, 14-17, 19, 21-23, 25,
26, 31, 32, 34, 37-47, 50, 51, 54, 55, 58, 59,
61, 66, 68-70, 77, 79, 82, 86, 88, 91, 92,
97-100, 102-104, 106-112, 115-129, 133,
134, 136-140, 142-152, 158-177, 179-192,
194, 197

British 19, 148

Meskhetian Turk 17, 31, 40, 58, 81, 94, 162, 168,
191

Old-ritual (Molokan) 15

Russian 8, 14, 15, 34, 37, 39, 40, 43, 48, 55, 71,
79, 88, 95, 124, 129, 133, 139-142, 145, 151,
159, 176, 178, 181, 185, 186, 188, 189, 192, 201,
204

Shia Tatar 8, 68-70, 92

Tatar 8, 176, 177, 178, 180, 181

Turk 6, 8,9, 14, 39, 40, 72, 94, 168, 176
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