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OZET
Bu ¢alisgmada, Guney Kafkasya’da otuz bes yillik Karabag catismasinin askeri sathasinin

ardindan sekillenen yeni bolgesel barts mimarisi, John Paul Lederach’in “catisma doéntusimi”
(conflict transformation) ve Barbara F. Walter’in “taahhtit sorunu” (commitment problem) ile
“Ue¢tinct taraf kurumsal garant6rlik” teorik modelleri cergevesinde biutiinctl bir analize tabi
tutulmaktadir. Mart 2025’te taslak metni ikili muzakerelerle tamamlanan ve 8 Agustos 2025
Washington Zirvesi'nde ABD Baskani Donald Trump, Azerbaycan Cumhurbaskant [lham Aliyev
ve Ermenistan Basbakani Nikol Pasinyan tarafindan imzalanan ortak deklarasyon, ytzeysel bir
ateskesin Otesine gecerek taraflarin karsilikli egemenlik ve toprak biutiinligini tanidigt hukuki ve
kurumsal bir s6zlesmeyi temsil etmektedir. Bununla birlikte, taraflar arasindaki tarthsel husumet ve
gelecekte nispi glic dengelerinin degismesi korkusu, Walter’in vurguladigt “geometrik gtic kaymasi”
ve varolussal giivenlik ikilemini canli tutmaktadir. Bu baglamda, Zengezur Koridoru’nun “TRIPP”
(Trump Route for International Peace and Prosperity) adi altinda ABD hissedarligy, finansal kaynagi
ve fiziki denetimiyle ¢ok uluslu bir konsorsiyuma donustirilmesi, taahhiit sorununu hafifleten
baglayict bir digsal kurumsal givence mekanizmast islevi gormektedir. Diger yandan, Ermenistan’in
“Baris Kavsagt” vizyonu ve ¢ok modlu altyapt agi, Lederachian anlamda yapisal ve ekonomik
karsilikli bagimlilik yaratarak kolektif bellek, milli kimlik ve revansist anlatilarin doniistirilmesini
zorunlu kilmaktadir. Makale; sinir belitleme adimlarini, Anayasa degisikligi tartismalarini, bolgesel
aktotlerin tepkilerini ve bolgesel/kuresel gic dengesindeki kaymalari ele almaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Catzgma Doniisiimii, Taabbiit Sorunn, Zengezur Koridoru, TRIPP, Karabag

Baris Anlagmast
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1. GIRIS VE KURAMSAL CERCEVE: “DONMUS
CATISMA”NIN COZULUSU VE BARIS INSASI

Giiney Kafkasya jeopolitiginde otuz yili askin siire boyunca “donmus catisma”
paradigmastyla kavramsallastirilan Karabag sorunu, Azerbaycan'in 2020 Ikinci Karabag Savast ve
Eylil 2023 askeri operasyonuyla glic dengesini nihai olarak Bakii lehine degistirmesi sonucu kokla
bir kirllmaya ugramistir. Askeri ¢éztimlenmenin ardindan bélgede beliren yeni statiiko, ¢atismanin
askeri sathadan hukuki, diplomatik ve sosyo-ekonomik kurumlarla desteklenmis kalict bir bélgesel
mimariye aktarilmasini zorunlu kilmaktadir. Ancak, giic kullanimiyla saglanan bir askeri zaferin
surdurtlebilir ve mesru bir baris diizenine donusturilebilmesi, yalnizca sinirlarin fiziki olarak
cizilmesi veya diplomatik beyannamelerin yayinlanmastyla temin edilemez. Bu karmagsik
dinamiklerin analitik olarak kavranabilmesi, uluslararast iliskiler, catisma ¢6ztimu ve uluslararast

hukuk literatiirinin 6nde gelen kuramsal yaklasimlarinin entegre edilmesini gerektirmektedir.

Uluslararast iligkiler teorisyeni John Paul Lederach’in gelistirdigi “catisma dontsimi”
(conflict transformation) paradigmasi, statitkoyu korumayr veya semptomlart dindirmeyi
hedefleyen gelencksel “catisma yonetimi” (conflict management) ve yuzeysel pazarliklara odaklanan
“catisma ¢6zumu” (conflict resolution) yaklasimlarinin analitik sinirliliklarint asmaktadir. Lederach,
catismayt besleyen toplumsal, ekonomik, hukuki ve kurumsal iliski kaliplarinin kokten
donustirilmesi gerektigini savunmaktadir. Giiney Katkasya Olceginde, askeri zaferin getirdigi ve
taraflarin sadece catigmasizlik hali tizerinde uzlastigt “dar baris” (narrow peace), tarihsel husumetleri
ortadan kaldirmaya tek basina muktedir degildir (ICG, 2025). Lederachian perspektiften
bakildiginda, stirdirtlebilir bir barts insast; taraflarin birbitlerini varolussal tehdit veya “6teki”
olarak algilamaktan vazgecmelerine, toplumsal hafizadaki revansist unsurlarin ayiklanmasina ve
taraflart karsilikli cikar aglartyla baglayan yapisal, kurumsal ve ekonomik bagimlilik aglarinin tesis

edilmesine baglidir.

Madalyonun diger yiiziinde ise, i¢ savaglarin sonlandirilmast ve catisma sonrasi barts
diizenlerinin kaliciligt Gzerine analitik modeller gelistiren Barbara F. Walter’in “taahhtt sorunu”
(commitment problem) ve givenlik ikilemi kurami yer almaktadir. Walter, ¢atisan taraflarin masada
uzlastya varsalar dahi stratejik kilitlenmeler yasamalarinin temel sebebini varolussal giivensizlik
olarak aciklar: Taraflardan biri bugtin silahsizlandiginda, stratejik bir mevziyi terk ettiginde veya
hukuki bir taviz verdiginde, gelecekte nispi giic dengesinin kars: taraf lehine degismesi (geometrik
gic kaymast) durumunda Oteki tarafin anlasma sartlarina sadik kalacagindan asla emin
olamamaktadir. Bu durum, taraflari en rasyonel baris tekliflerini dahi reddetmeye sevk eden bir

guvenlik ikilemi yaratmaktadir. Walter’in kuramsal modeline gére bu taahhiit kilitlenmesinin yegane
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¢6ziim yolu, baglayict kurumsal taahhiit mekanizmalart ve “lgtinct taraf bagimsiz garantorlugt”dur
(third-party institutional guarantees). Yaptirim glctine ve sahada tarafsiz fiziki/finansal varliga
sahip aktorlerin stirece miidahil olmast, taraflarin taahhiit kaygilarini hafifleterek baris s6zlesmesinin

uygulanabilirligini teminat altina almaktadur.

Lederach'in iliskisel ve yapisal déntsim vurgusu ile Walter''n kurumsal digsal glivence
ihtiyaci, Karabag sonrast Giiney Kafkasya'da yiritilen diplomasinin kuramsal omurgasini
olusturmaktadir. Bu iki teorik yaklasimin kesisim noktasi, bolgedeki hukuki metinlerin, anayasal
dontsiimlerin ve Zengezur Koridoru etrafinda sekillenen jeo-ekonomik projelerin analitik

anahtarint sunmaktadir.

2. KARABAG SONRASI DIPLOMASISI VE HUKUKI
TEMELLER

2.1. “DAR BARIS”TAN (NARROW PE.ACE) KURUMSAL SOZLE§MEYE
GECIS

Giiney Kafkasya'da 2023 sonrasinda beliren ilk durum, Azerbaycan'in askeri distunliigiyle
saglanan ve taraflarin silahli catismay1 durdurdugu “dar baris” (narrow peace) niteligindeydi. Ancak
askeri gercekligin kalici bir hukuki ve diplomatik sézlesmeye aktarilmasi siireci, ikili iliskilerin
niteliginde stratejik bir evrilmeyi tetiklemistir. 13 Mart 2025 tarthinde Azerbaycan ve Ermenistan,
herhangi bir dis arabulucunun dogrudan mudahalesi olmaksizin, ikili miizakereler neticesinde nihai
barts anlasmast taslak metni tUzerinde uzlast sagladiklarint ilan etmislerdir ICG, 2025). Bu ikili
diplomatik hamle, 8 Agustos 2025 tarthinde Washington’da Beyaz Saray’da dizenlenen zirvede
kiiresel bir boyut kazanmis; ABD Baskant Donald Trump, Azerbaycan Cumhurbaskani {Tham
Aliyev ve Ermenistan Bagbakan: Nikol Pasinyan tarafindan imzalanan ortak deklarasyon ile

kurumsal bir nitelige burinmistir (Akintirk, 2025; ICG, 2025).

Lederach’in “iliski dontisimi” teorisi a¢isindan degetlendirildiginde, otuz bes yildir devam
eden varolussal bir dismanligin ardindan taraflarin Washington’da birbirlerinin egemenligini,
toprak butunligini ve sinirlarinin dokunulmazligini resmen tanima taahhiidiinde bulunmalari,
tarthsel anlatilarin yerini kurumsal taninmaya birakmasi bakimindan hayatidir (Akinttrk, 2025;
Hazar-Alp Ekibi, 2025; ICG, 2025). Zirvede Trump’in “Bu gecici bir ateskes degil, catismay1 nihai
olarak bitiren gercek bir baris anlasmasidir” tespiti, askeri catismasizlik durumundan baglayict bir

kurumsal s6zlesmeye gecisi simgelemektedir (Akintiirk, 2025).

Ancak bu diplomatik tablonun derinliginde, Walter’n “geometrik giic kaymasi” ve

asimetrik gl¢ dengesi kavramlariyla aciklanabilen karsilikli stratejik korkular yatmaktadir.
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Ermenistan tarafi, Baki’niin mevcut askeri ustinligiini ve glneydeki stratejik mevzilerini
kullanarak Syunik (Zengezur) bolgesi tizerinde varolussal bir tehdit olusturabileceginden ve yeni bir
askeri miidahale baslatabileceginden endise etmektedir (ICG, 2025). Buna karsilik Azerbaycan tarafi
ise, kisa vadeli askeri Ustiinligtine ragmen, uzun vadede uluslararast konjonktirin degismesi
halinde Erivan'da revansist ve milliyet¢i bir yonetimin isbasina gelerek Karabag tizerinde yeniden
hak iddia etmesinden ve askeri dengenin kendi aleyhine bozulmasindan korkmaktadir (ICG, 2025).
Dolayistyla, Mart 2025 taslak metni ve Washington Zirvesi, bu derin giivenlik ikilemini tamamen

ortadan kaldirmamus, stireci dissal kurumsal garantorlitklere muhtag kilmaya devam etmistir.

2.2. ULUSLARARASI HUKUK ACISINDAN SELF-DETERMINASYON
VE TOPRAK BUTUNLUGU CATISMASI

Karabag catismasi, Soguk Savas sonrasi uluslararasi hukuk diizeninde halklarin kendi
kaderini tayin hakk: (self-determinasyon) ile devletlerin toprak butinligi ve egemenligi ilkeleri
arasindaki ¢etin gerilimin en belirgin mecralarindan biri olmustur. Otuz yil boyunca Ermenistan,
dissal self-determinasyon ilkesine dayanarak Karabag’daki de facto yapiyt mesrulastirmaya ¢alisirken;
Azerbaycan, BM Giivenlik Konsey kararlart ve uluslararast hukukun emredici kurallart (jus cogens)
uyarinca egemenliginin ihlal edildigini savunmustur.

Hukuki kilitlenmenin ¢6ziimi, Sovyetler Birligi’nin dagilma stirecindeki idari sinirlart esas alan Uz
Possidetis Juris ilkesi' ve 1991 Alma-Ata Protokolii cercevesinde gerceklesmistir (ICG, 2025; Cenusa,
2026). 1ki devlet, uluslararast sinirlarin 1991 yilindaki SSCB idari sinirlart temelinde tescil edilmesini
kabul ederek toprak butunligt ilkesini nihai hukuki zemin olarak benimsemistir. Bu strecte atilan

somut hukuki ve kurumsal adimlar su sekildedir:

e Kuzeyden Giineye Sinir Belirleme ve Bélge Iadesi: Iki iilke arasindaki Sinir Belirleme
Komisyonlari, kuzeyden giineye dogru asamali bir strateji benimsemistir. Bu ¢ercevede
Tavush/Gazakh sektorinde 13 km'lik sinir hatti sinir ¢izgisine kavusturulmus ve Soguk
Savas sonrasinda isgal altinda kalan terk edilmis dort suur koyG (Baganis Ayrum, Agsag
Eskipara, Heyrimli ve Kizilbacili) Azerbaycan egemenligine iade edilmistir (ICG, 2025;
Cenusa, 20206).

e Uluslararas: Yargi Yollarindan Cekilme: Taraflar, Uluslararast Adalet Divani (ICJ) ve
Avrupa Insan Haklart Mahkemesi (ECHR) nezdinde birbitlerine karst actiklart dava,

tazminat ve hukuki takip sureglerini karsilikli olarak geri ¢ekme taahhidinde

T Uluslararasi hukukta yeni bagimsizigina kavusan devletlerin sinirlarinin belirlenmesinde, “dnceki ydnetim dénemine
(sOmiirge idaresi veya federal/birlik devleti) ait idari sinirlarin aynen korunarak yeni devletlerin uluslararasi sinirlarina
doniistiiriilmesini” 6ngoren temel ilkedir (Xucla, J., 2025a).
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bulunmuslardir (ICG, 2025). Bu durum, uluslararasi hukukun azinlik haklart ve tarihsel
sozlesmeler baglaminda baris¢t ¢6ziime katkisini yansitmaktadir (Tulun, 2025b).

e AGIT Minsk Grubu’nun Tasfiyesi: 1995 yilindan bu yana islevsizlesen ve Soguk Savas
sonrast ¢ok tarafli arabuluculuk formatinin bir kalintist haline gelen AGIT Minsk Grubu Es
baskanligi mekanizmasinin feshedilmesi i¢in Bakii ve Erivan, AGIT’e ortak basvuruda
bulunmustur (ICG, 2025).

Bu adimlar, hukuki uyusmazliklarin uluslararast mecralardan gekilerek ikili devletlerarasi

normlar ¢ercevesinde tasfiye edildigini gostermektedir.

2.3. ANAYASA DEGISIKLIGI DUGUMU VE DOKTRINSEL DONUSUM

Nihai barts anlagmasinin imzalanmast yolundaki en kritik hukuki engel, Azerbaycan’in
Ermenistan Anayasast’nin degistirilmesi yontindeki srarlt talebidir (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). Baki
yonetimi, Ermenistan Anayasasi'nin Baslangic (Onséz) metninde yer alan ve 1990 Bagimsizlik
Bildirgesi'ne yapilan atfi dogrudan bir guvenlik tehdidi olarak nitelendirmektedir. S6z konusu
bildirgede, Ermenistan SSC ile Daglik Karabag’in “bitlesmesi” (wiatsum) nihai bir devlet hedefi
olarak konumlandirilmistir (ICG, 2025).

Azerbaycan agisindan bu anayasal hiikim, Ermenistan i¢c mevzuatinda saklt tutulan bir
irredantizm ve gelecekte glic dengesi degistiginde Karabag’t yeniden ilhak etme yoninde hukuki bir
zemin anlamina gelmektedir. Bu tablo, Walter'in “gelecek odakli giivenlik kaygist” kuramiyla
ortismektedir: Bakd, anayasal diizeyde nihai bir hukuki temizlik yapilmadig: takdirde, imzalanacak
bir anlasmanin gelecekteki revansist bir Ermenistan hitkiimetince Anayasa Mahkemesi kanaliyla tek

tarafli olarak feshedilebileceginden endise etmektedir (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2026).

Bu engeli asmak amactyla Ermenistan Basbakani Nikol Pasinyan, radikal bir ideolojik ve
doktrinel déntusim baslatmistir. Pasinyan; tarihsel mitlere, Agr1 Dagi (Ararat) sembolizmine ve
Karabag taleplerine dayanan “Tarihsel Ermenistan” doktrinini agik¢a reddederek; mevcut
uluslararasi sinirlart icerisinde, komsulariyla entegre ve refahi merkeze alan “Gergek Ermenistan”
doktrinini ikame etmeye c¢alismaktadir (ICG, 2025). Lederachian catisma dontsimt kurami
acisindan bu ¢aba; kolektif bellegin, milli kimligin ve tarihsel kurbanlik anlatilarinin donustiirilerek
yerine karsilikli bagimliliga dayali yeni bir ulusal kimlik insa edilmesi strecidir. Pasinyan, tarihsel
sembollerin ayiklanmasiyla toplumunun giivenlik ve kalkinma 6nceliklerini gercekei sinirlar igine

cekmeyi hedeflemektedir.

Bununla birlikte, bu doktrinel déntisiim ciddi siyast riskler barindirmaktadir. 2026 veya 2027

yillarinda yapilmast planlanan Anayasa referandumunda, kamuoyunun anayasa degisikligini
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“Azerbaycan'in dayatmasina teslimiyet” olarak algilamasi ve sandikta “Hayir” oyu vermesi riski
bulunmaktadir (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). Muhtemel bir olumsuz oy karari, baris siirecini tamamen
akamete ugratma potansiyeline sahiptir. Anayasal ve ideolojik dizeyde yasanan bu doniistim
sancilari, fiziki ve jeo-ekonomik sahada somut transit altyapi projeleriyle desteklenmedigi siirece
kagit tizerinde kalmaya mahkamdur. Bu durum, siyasi ve hukuki déntisimiin fiziki alandaki en

somut tezahiirii olan Zengezur Koridoru ve TRIPP projesine gecisi zorunlu kilmaktadir.

3. ZENGEZUR KORIDORU DIiPLOMASISI, TRIPP VE “BARIS
KAVSAGI”

3.1. TRIPP (TRUMP ROUTE FOR INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND
PROSPERITY) MODELI

Giiney Kafkasya barts mimarisinin en somut jeo-ekonomik omurgasini, Zengezur (Syunik)
bélgesinden gegecek olan ulasim koridorunun uluslararasi bir konsorsiyum yapisina doniistiiriilmest
olusturmaktadir. Bolgesel literatirde “Zengezur Koridoru” olarak bilinen bu giizergah, 8 Agustos
2025 Washington Zirvesi ve takip eden kurumsal sézlesmelerle “TRIPP” (Trump Route for
International Peace and Prosperity) adini almistir (Akintirk, 2025; Tulun, 2026b; Cenusa, 2026).

.....

etmeyi vaat etmektedir (Elbir, 2025; Ketenci, 2022).

TRIPP modeli, Ermenistan’in Syunik boélgesindeki 40-42 km’lik hat tizerinde kurulacak
olan TRIPP Development Company adli sirket tarafindan yonetilecektir (Cenusa, 20206). Sirketin
hissedarlik yapist ilk 49 yil icin %74 ABD ve %26 Ermenistan olarak beliflenmistir; ilk stirenin
dolmasinin ardindan Ermenistan'in payint %49'a ¢ikarma opsiyonu mevcuttur (Cenusa, 2020).
ABD yonetimi proje i¢in 200 milyon ila 400 milyon dolar arasinda bir baslangic fonu tahsis etmis
ve yonetimin bagina Trump’a yakinligiyla bilinen Konstantin Sokolov getirilmistir (Cenusa, 2026).
Koridor, demiryolu, otoyol, fiber optik iletisim hatlari, boru hatlari (petrol ve dogal gaz) ve elektrik
iletim hatlarinin yani sira Orta Asya ve Kafkasya'nin kritik minerallerinin Bat1 pazarlarina glivenli

transferini kapsayan ¢ok modlu (multimodal) devasa bir altyapt agidir (Cenusa, 2020).

Geleneksel koridor yaklasimlart ile TRIPP modeli arasindaki temel farkliliklar, milkiyet ve
denetim yapisi, giivenlik mekanizmalari, gecis rejimi ve ekonomik kapsam olmak tzere dort temel
kriter izerinden degerlendirilebilir. Milkiyet ve denetim agisindan geleneksel koridor modelleri, tek
tarafli devlet egemenligine veya 9 Kasim 2020 tarihli Gl bildiri gergevesinde giindeme gelen Rusya
Federal Guvenlik Servisi (FSB) denetimine dayanan bir yap: sergilerken, TRIPP modeli, ABD'nin
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yuzde 74 ve Ermenistan'n ylzde 26 paya sahip olmasinin 6ngéruldugic TRIPP Development

Company araciligtyla ¢ok aktorli bir isletme ve yonetim modeli sunmaktadir (Cenusa, 2026).

Givenlik bakimindan geleneksel yaklagimlar, bolgesel askeri gliclerin veya baris glict
unsurlarinin varligina dayanirken, TRIPP modeli, ABD'nin fiziki, finansal ve kurumsal katilimint
one cikararak bolge disindan saglanan siyasi ve kurumsal giivencelerin caydiricilik olusturma
potansiyelini vurgulamaktadir (International Crisis Group [ICG], 2025; Akintiirk, 2025; Cenusa,
20206). Gegis rejimi agisindan ise geleneksel koridor yaklasimlari, giimriik denetimlerinin kapsami,
egemenlik yetkilerinin uygulanmasi ve gecis kosullart konusunda belirsizlikler veya kisitlamalar
barindirabilitken, TRIPP modeli, ABD ve Ermenistan'in katilimiyla transit gecislerin
kolaylastirilmasini, gimrik stireglerinin diizenlenmesini ve ulasimin kesintisiz hale getirilmesini
hedefleyen bir cerceve ongormektedir (Akintiirk, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). Son olarak ekonomik
kapsam bakimindan geleneksel modeller agitliklt olarak kara yolu ve demir yolu tagimaciligina
odaklanirken TRIPP, enerji altyapisi, fiber optik aglar, lojistik hizmetler ve kritik minerallerin
tasinmasint da iceren ¢ok modlu bir baglantisallik yaklasimiyla 6ne ¢tkmaktadir. Bu yoniiyle model,
yalnizca bolgesel ulasimin gelistirilmesini degil, Giney Kafkasya'nin daha genis Avrasya ticaret ve

lojistik aglartyla bitiinlestirilmesini de amaglamaktadir (Cenusa, 2020).

Barbara F. Walter'in “Ugiincti taraf kurumsal garantorlik™ (third-party institutional
guarantee) teorisi agisindan TRIPP modeli, teorinin sahada uygulanmasinin yetkin bir 6rnegidir.
Ermenistan, giizergahin tamamen Azerbaycan veya Rusya kontroline ge¢mesi durumunda
egemenligini kaybetme korkusu yasarken; Azerbaycan, Nahgivan ve Turkiye ile olan baglantisinin
Erivan tarafindan keyfi olarak kesilmesinden endise etmekteydi. ABD’nin hissedarlik, sermaye ve
fiziki/kurumsal vathigiyla tclincti taraf garantor olarak sahada yer almasi, her iki tarafin taahhit
sorununu ve guvenlik ikilemini eszamanli olarak ¢6zmistir (Akinttrk, 2025; Tulun, 2026b; Cenusa,
2026). Ayrica Mayis 2026’da imzalanan ABD-Ermenistan Kapsamlt Stratejik Ortaklik ve Kritik

Mineraller Anlagsmast, ABD'nin giivenlik taahhiitlerini hukuki zemine oturtmustur (Cenusa, 2026).

3.2. ERMENISTAN'IN “BARIS KAVSAGI” (CROSSROADS OF PEACE)
PROJESI

Ermenistan Hiktmeti’nin 2023 yilinda ilan ettigi “Baris Kavsagr” (Crossroads of Peace)
vizyonu, TRIPP altyapt modeliyle dogrudan entegre olarak bolgesel ulastirma aglarina dahil
olmaktadir (Cenusa, 2026). Erivan, sinirlarin acilmast ve iletisim hatlarinin faaliyete ge¢mesiyle
kendisini cografi izolasyondan ¢ikarip, Dogu-Bati ve Kuzey-Giiney hatlarinin kesisim merkezine

oturtmayi hedeflemektedir.
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Lederach’in “yapisal ve ekonomik karsiliklt bagimlilik™ (inerdependence) paradigmasi, bu
vizyonun barst kalict kilma dinamigini ortaya koymaktadir. Otoyol, demiryolu, enerji ve dijital
altyap1 hatlariyla birbirine eklemlenen taraflar, olast bir askeri ¢atismanin maliyetini katlanllamaz
derecede yiikselten jeo-ekonomik bir agin pargast haline gelmektedir (Tulun, 2025a; Tulun, 2026b;
Cenusa, 2026). Sinir kapilarinin agilmasi ve ticari akisin baslamasi, toplumsal seviyede temast
artirarak otuz bes yillik dismanlik hafizasinin yerini ortak ekonomik cikarlara dayali iliskisel
dontisime birakmasini kolaylastirmaktadir (Elbir, 2025; Ketenci, 2022). Bu durum, Orta Asya-
Karadeniz ekseninin haritalandirilmasinda stratejik bir zorunluluk olarak 6ne ¢tkmaktadir (Tulun,

2025a).

3.3. BOLGESEL GUC DEGISIMLERI VE AKTORLERIN TEPKILER

Ukrayna savast nedeniyle askeri ve diplomatik kaynaklarini biyiik 6l¢ide Dogu Avrupa'ya
yonlendiren Rusya Federasyonu, gelencksel ntifuz alanlarindan biri olan Giney Kafkasya'da
belirgin bir gii¢ kayb1 yasamistir. Moskova'nin bélgedeki etkisinin gerilemesi, 6zellikle Karabag'daki
askeri varliginin sona ermesi, Ermenistan'in KGAO'ye yonelik tutumunun degismesi ve Erivan
yonetiminin alternatif giivenlik ortakliklarina yonelmesiyle somutlasmistir. Nitekim 2020 ateskesi
sonrasinda Karabag'a konuslandirilan Rus baris glict birlikleri, gérev siirelerinin tamamlanmasint
beklemeden Nisan 2024'te bolgeden ¢ekilmeye baslamis ve cekilme stireci tamamlanmistir. Bunun
yani sira, Turkiye-Rusya Ortak G6zlem Merkezi 26 Nisan 2024 tarihinde faaliyetlerini resmi olarak
sonlandirmustir. Bu gelismeler, Rusya'nin Karabag catismasinin yonetiminde tstlendigi dogrudan
askerl rolun sona erdigini ve bolgesel guvenlik dizenindeki konumunun zayifladigin

gostermektedir (Fraser & Seskuria, 2025).

Rusya'nin bélgedeki niifuz kaybinin bir diger boyutunu Ermenistan ile iliskilerindeki gerilim
olusturmaktadir. Ermenistan, Kolektif Giivenlik Antlasmast Orgiitii'niin (KGAO) 6zellikle 2021
ve 2022 yillarinda yasanan giivenlik krizlerinde tlkenin beklentilerini karsilamadigini savunarak
orgute katthmint fillen dondurmustur (International Crisis Group, 2025a). Bu sirecte Erivan
yonetimi, glivenlik politikasini ¢esitlendirme ve Rusya'ya olan askerl bagimliligint azaltma amactyla
Fransa ve Hindistan basta olmak tizere farkl tlkelerle savunma is birligini gelistirmistir. Fransa'dan
CAESAR tipi obuslerin, Hindistan'dan ise ATAGS tipi top¢u sistemlerinin tedarik edilmesine
yonelik girisimler, Ermenistan'in askerl kapasitesini alternatif ortakliklar araciligiyla gliclendirme
arayisinin gostergeleri olarak degerlendirilebilir. Béylece Ermenistan'in geleneksel olarak Rusya
merkezli givenlik mimarisine dayanan dis politikasi, daha cesitli ve ¢ok yonli bir yapiya dogru

evrilmeye baslamistir.
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Moskova-Erivan iliskilerindeki gerilim, askeri is birliginin yani sira diplomatik ve siyasi
diizeyde de kendini géstermistir. 25 Aralik 2024'te Azerbaycan Havayollari'na ait yolcu ugaginin
dismesi sonrasinda Rusya ile Azerbaycan arasinda ortaya c¢ikan gerilim, boélgedeki giivenlik
iligkilerinin ~ kirllganhigini  ortaya koyan gelismelerden biri  olmustur. Haziran 2025'te
Yekaterinburg'da yasanan olaylar ve bunlarin ardindan Rusya ile Ermenistan arasindaki siyasi
gerilimin artmast da Moskova'nin bélgesel iliskilerini daha karmastk hale getirmistir. Bu gelismeler,
Rusya'nin Giiney Kafkasya'daki geleneksel ortaklart tizerindeki siyasi ve diplomatik etkisinin 6nceki

doneme kiyasla daha fazla sorgulandigini gostermektedir.

Rusya'nin Guney Kafkasya'daki nifuzunun gerilemesi, yalnizca Ukrayna savast nedeniyle
asketi ve diplomatik kaynaklarini baska bir bolgeye yonlendirmesiyle agiklanamaz. Karabag'daki
askeri varliginin sona ermesi, KGAO'niin Ermenistan agisindan giivenilitligini kaybetmesi ve
Erivan yonetiminin Fransa ile Hindistan gibi alternatif ortaklara yonelmesi, Moskova'nin geleneksel
bélgesel glivenlik mimarisi tzerindeki etkisini sinirlayan birbirini besleyen stireglerdir. Bu nedenle
mevcut gelismeler, Rusya'nin bolgedeki etkisinin tamamen ortadan kalkmasindan ziyade, geleneksel
nifuz araclarinin zayifladigt ve Guney Kafkasya'daki glc iligkilerinin yeniden sekillendigi bir

doneme isaret etmektedir.

Sonug olarak, 6nemli bir bolgesel gli¢ olan Iran acisindan Tahran yénetimi, Azerbaycan,
Nahgtvan ve Iran ile sinirt olan Ermenistan'in giineyinde yer alan Sunik sinirinda ABD/NATO
baglantili yapilarin varligini, kendi ulusal givenligine ve Ermenistan ile olan dogrudan sinir
erisimine bir tehdit olarak degerlendirmektedir (Cenusa, 2026; IRAM Center / Toga, 2025;
Khantamirova, 2026). Iran, bu gelismeye karst Hindistan-Iran-Rusya hattindaki INSTC
(Uluslararast Kuzey-Guiney Tagsima Koridoru) projesini ve Stunik hattina alternatif olarak kendi
topraklarindan gegen Aras Koridoru'nu 6ne sirmektedir. Denis Cenusa'nin GSSC analizinde
vurgulandigi tizere Rusya, AB yaptirimlarindan kaginmak amaciyla Azerbaycan tzerinden gegen
INSTC hattint ve Karadeniz/Turkiye liman baglantilarini aktif olarak gelistirmektedir. Hindistan
ise Cin ve Pakistan/Turkiye ittifakina karst bolgede Ermenistan't asketi olarak destekleyerek denge

arayisindadir (International Crisis Group, 2025a; Jabrailov, 2025; Petrosyan vd., 2026).

4. SONUC
Giney Kafkasya, Karabag baris stireci ve TRIPP projesi vasitasiyla kiiresel gii¢ rekabetinin

mikro-kozmosu haline gelmistir. Bélgede goézlemlenen siireg, uluslararast sistemik mimarideki

Dogu-Bat1 kaymalarinin somut bir yansimasidir.
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Rusya’nin Ukrayna savasina odaklanmasi neticesinde Kafkasya’da beliren otorite boslugu,
Moskova’nin geleneksel giivenlik garantérii roliinii zayiflatmistir. KGAO’niin islevsizlesmesi ve
Rus barts giiclerinin 2023 olaylarindaki pasif tutumu, Ermenistan’in Bati garantorligiine
yonelmesini hizlandirmistir ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). Bu jeopolitik boslugu degerlendiren
Washington yénetimi, Trump’in “ticari ve diplomatik pragmatizm” ¢ercevesinde bolgeye agirhigint
koymustur. Washington'in miidahil olmast karsiliginda Bakii, ABD'den 1992'den beri yurirlikte
olan Ozgiirliik Destekleme Yasast'nin 907. Maddenin (Section 907) askiya alinmasini/kaldirilmasini
sart kosmus; ayrica Turkiye ve Azerbaycan ekseninde CAATSA yaptrimlarinin esnetilmesi
yoniinde diplomatik imkanlar elde etmistir (Akinttrk, 2025; ICG, 2025).

Kuramsal agidan bitiinctl bir sentez yapilacak olursa, Lederach’in Catisma Dontsimi
Teorisi agisindan, Karabag’da askeri zaferin getirdigi “dar bars” ortamindan strdirilebilir
toplumsal, hukuki ve ekonomik entegrasyon sathasina gecis streci hentiz tamamlanmamustir.
Bununla birlikte, TRIPP ve “Baris Kavsagt” projeleri, taraflart yapisal karsiliklt bagimlilik aglariyla
birbirine eklemleyerek kalict barisin maddi altyapisini hazirlamaktadir. Siyasi ve toplumsal diizeyde
“Gergek Ermenistan” doktrinine gegis cabalari, kolektif bellek ve kimlik dontistimi agisindan hayati
bir zemin sunmaktadir.

Walter’in Taahhiit Sorunu Teorisi agisindan ise, ABD’nin TRIPP konsorsiyumu tizerinden
sagladigt ugunci taraf kurumsal garantorligl, taraflarin g kaymast korkusunu ve giivenlik
ikilemini kisa ve orta vadede hafifletmistir. Ancak Ermenistan’daki anayasa referandumunun olasi
bir basarisizlikla sonuglanmasi veya ABD i¢ politikasindaki olast 6ncelik degisimleri, taahhiit
sorununu ve c¢atisma riskini yeniden tetikleme potansiyeli tastmaktadir (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2020).

Sonu¢ olarak, Karabag sonrasi Guney Kafkasya'da insa edilen barts mimarisi, iliskisel
dontsim ile digsal kurumsal giivencelerin sentezlendigi dinamik bir stirectir. Bu yapinin kararlilikla
surdirilmesi, bélgenin tarihsel ¢atismalardan arinarak Avrasya’nin en hayati transit, ticaret ve refah

kavsagina doniismesini temin edecektir.
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ABSTRACT

This study subjects the new regional peace architecture that has taken shape in the South
Caucasus following the military phase of the thirty-five-year Karabakh conflict to a holistic analysis
within the framework of John Paul Lederach's theoretical model of "conflict transformation" and
Barbara F. Walter's models of the "commitment problem" and "third-party institutional
guarantees." The joint declaration, whose draft text was completed through bilateral negotiations
in March 2025 and which was signed by US President Donald Trump, President of Azerbaijan
Ilham Aliyev and Prime Minister of Armenia Nikol Pashinyan at the 8 August 2025 Washington
Summit, goes beyond a superficial ceasefire and represents a legal and institutional contract in
which the parties recognise each other's sovereignty and territorial integrity. Nevertheless, the
historical enmity between the parties and the fear of future changes in the relative balance of power
keep alive the "geometric power shift" and the existential security dilemma emphasised by Walter.
In this context, the transformation of the Zangezur Corridor into a multinational consortium under
the name "TRIPP" (Trump Route for International Peace and Prosperity), with US shareholding,
financial resourcing and physical oversight, functions as a binding external institutional guarantee
mechanism that alleviates the commitment problem. On the other hand, Armenia's "Crossroads
of Peace" vision and its multimodal infrastructure network, by creating structural and economic
interdependence in the Lederachian sense, render the transformation of collective memory,
national identity and revanchist narratives imperative. The article addresses the border delimitation
steps, the debates on constitutional amendment, the reactions of regional actors and the shifts in

the regional/global balance of power.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND THEORETiICAL FRAMEWORK:
THE DiISSOLUTION OF THE "FROZEN CONFLICT" AND
PEACEBUILDING

The Karabakh question, which had been conceptualised in South Caucasus geopolitics for
more than thirty years through the paradigm of a "frozen conflict," underwent a radical rupture as
a result of Azerbaijan's ultimately changing the balance of power in favour of Baku through the
2020 Second Karabakh War and the military operation of September 2023. The new status quo
that emerged in the region after the military resolution renders it imperative that the conflict be
transferred from the military phase to a permanent regional architecture supported by legal,
diplomatic and socio-economic institutions. However, the conversion of a military victory achieved
through the use of force into a sustainable and legitimate peace order cannot be secured merely
through the physical drawing of borders or the publication of diplomatic declarations. The
analytical comprehension of these complex dynamics requires the integration of the leading

theoretical approaches of international relations, conflict resolution and international law literature.

The "conflict transformation" paradigm developed by international relations theorist John
Paul Lederach transcends the analytical limitations of the traditional "conflict management"
approach, which aims to preserve the status quo or to relieve symptoms, and of the "conflict
resolution" approach, which focuses on superficial bargaining. Lederach argues that the social,
economic, legal and institutional patterns of relationship that nourish conflict must be radically
transformed. At the South Caucasus scale, the "narrow peace" brought about by military victory,
on which the parties agree only on a state of non-conflict, is not by itself capable of eliminating
historical enmities (ICG, 2025). Viewed from a Lederachian perspective, sustainable peacebuilding
depends on the partties' ceasing to perceive one another as an existential threat or as the "other,"
on the purging of revanchist elements from collective memory, and on the establishment of
structural, institutional and economic networks of dependence that bind the parties together

through mutual webs of interest.

On the other side of the coin lies Barbara F. Walter's theory of the "commitment problem"
and of the security dilemma, by means of which she develops analytical models on the termination
of civil wars and the durability of post-conflict peace orders. Walter explains existential insecurity
as the fundamental reason why conflicting parties experience strategic deadlock even when they
reach agreement at the table: when one of the parties disarms today, abandons a strategic position
or makes a legal concession, it can never be certain that the other side will remain loyal to the terms

of the agreement should the relative balance of power shift in the othet's favour in the future
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(geometric power shift). This situation creates a security dilemma that drives the parties to reject
even the most rational peace proposals. According to Walter's theoretical model, the sole remedy
for this commitment deadlock lies in binding institutional commitment mechanisms and "third-
party institutional guarantees." The involvement of actors possessing enforcement capacity and a
neutral physical/financial presence on the ground relieves the parties' commitment concerns and

secures the enforceability of the peace contract.

Lederach's emphasis on relational and structural transformation and Walter's requirement
of external institutional assurance constitute the theoretical backbone of the diplomacy conducted
in the post-Karabakh South Caucasus. The point of intersection of these two theoretical
approaches offers the analytical key to the legal texts, constitutional transformations and geo-

economic projects taking shape around the Zangezur Corridor in the region.

2. POST-KARABAKH DIiPLOMACY AND ITS LEGAL
FOUNDATIONS

2.1. THE TRANSITION FROM "NARROW PEACE" TO AN
INSTITUTIONAL CONTRACT

The first situation that emerged in the South Caucasus after 2023 was of the nature of a
"narrow peace,” secured by Azerbaijan's military superiority and in which the parties halted armed
conflict. However, the process of transferring military reality into a permanent legal and diplomatic
contract triggered a strategic evolution in the character of bilateral relations. On 13 March 2025,
Azerbaijan and Armenia declared that, without the direct involvement of any external mediator,
they had reached agreement on the draft text of a final peace agreement as a result of bilateral
negotiations (ICG, 2025). This bilateral diplomatic move acquired a global dimension at the summit
held at the White House in Washington on 8 August 2025, and assumed an institutional character
with the joint declaration signed by US President Donald Trump, President of Azerbaijan Ilham

Aliyev and Prime Minister of Armenia Nikol Pashinyan (Akinturk, 2025; ICG, 2025).

Evaluated from the standpoint of Lederach's theory of "relationship transformation," the
parties' undertaking at Washington, following an existential enmity that had persisted for thirty-
five years, to formally recognise one another's sovereignty, territorial integrity and the inviolability
of their borders is vital in that historical narratives give way to institutional recognition (Akinturk,
2025; Hazar-Alp Ekibi, 2025; ICG, 2025). Trump's observation at the summit that "this is not a
temporary ceasefire but a real peace agreement that finally ends the conflict" symbolises the

transition from a state of military non-conflict to a binding institutional contract (Akintiirk, 2025).
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Yet beneath this diplomatic picture lie mutual strategic fears that can be explained by
Waltet's concepts of "geometric power shift" and the asymmetric balance of power. The Armenian
side is concerned that Baku might, by using its current military superiority and its strategic positions
in the south, constitute an existential threat over the Syunik (Zangezur) region and launch a new
military intervention (ICG, 2025). The Azerbaijani side, in turn, despite its short-term military
superiority, fears that should the international conjuncture change in the long run, a revanchist and
nationalist administration might come to power in Yerevan, reassert claims over Karabakh and
overturn the military balance to its disadvantage (ICG, 2025). Consequently, the March 2025 draft
text and the Washington Summit did not entirely eliminate this deep security dilemma, and

continued to render the process dependent on external institutional guarantees.

2.2. THE CONFLICT BETWEEN SELF-DETERMINATION AND
TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY IN TERMS OF INTERNATIONAL LAW

The Karabakh conflict has been one of the most conspicuous arenas of the severe tension
between the right of peoples to self-determination and the principles of territorial integrity and
sovereignty of states in the post-Cold War international legal order. For thirty years, Armenia
sought to legitimise the de facto structure in Karabakh on the basis of the principle of external
self-determination, while Azerbaijan maintained that its sovereignty had been violated pursuant
to UN Security Council resolutions and the peremptory norms of international law (jus cogens).
The resolution of the legal deadlock was achieved within the framework of the Uti Possidetis
Juris principle, which takes as its basis the administrative borders of the dissolution process of the
Soviet Union, and of the 1991 Alma-Ata Protocol (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). The two states
adopted the principle of territorial integrity as the ultimate legal ground by accepting the
registration of international borders on the basis of the USSR administrative borders of 1991.
The concrete legal and institutional steps taken in this process are as follows:

¢ Border Delimitation from North to South and the Return of Territories: The Border
Delimitation Commissions between the two countries adopted a phased strategy from
north to south. Within this framework, a 13 km stretch of the border line in the
Tavush/Gazakh sector was brought to the border line, and four abandoned border
villages (Baganis Ayrum, Asagi Eskipara, Heyrimli and Kizilhacilr) that had remained
under occupation after the Cold War were returned to Azerbaijani sovereignty (ICG,
2025; Cenusa, 2020).

e Withdrawal from International Judicial Channels: The parties undertook to mutually
withdraw the lawsuits, compensation claims and legal proceedings they had filed against
one another before the International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the European Court of
Human Rights (ECHR) (ICG, 2025). This situation reflects the contribution of
international law to a peaceful settlement in the context of minority rights and historical
conventions (Tulun, 2025b).

e The Dissolution of the OSCE Minsk Group: In order to dissolve the co-chairmanship
mechanism of the OSCE Minsk Group, which had been rendered dysfunctional since
1995 and had become a residue of the post-Cold War multilateral mediation format, Baku
and Yerevan submitted a joint application to the OSCE (ICG, 2025).
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These steps demonstrate that legal disputes are being liquidated within the framework of

bilateral interstate norms, following their withdrawal from international arenas.

2.3. THE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT KNOT AND
DOCTRINAL TRANSFORMATION

The most critical legal obstacle on the path to the signing of a final peace agreement is
Azerbaijan's insistent demand for the amendment of the Armenian Constitution (ICG, 2025;
Cenusa, 2026). The Baku administration characterises the reference in the Preamble of the
Armenian Constitution to the 1990 Declaration of Independence as a direct security threat. In the
said declaration, the "unification" (miatsum) of the Armenian SSR with Nagorno-Karabakh was

positioned as an ultimate state goal (ICG, 2025).

For Azerbaijan, this constitutional provision signifies an irredentism reserved within
Armenia's domestic legislation and a legal basis for re-annexing Karabakh should the balance of
power change in the future. This picture corresponds with Walter's theory of "future-oriented
security concern": Baku is concerned that, unless an ultimate legal clean-up is carried out at the
constitutional level, an agreement to be signed could be unilaterally annulled by a future revanchist

Armenian government through the channel of the Constitutional Court (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2020).

In order to overcome this obstacle, Armenian Prime Minister Nikol Pashinyan has initiated
a radical ideological and doctrinal transformation. By explicitly rejecting the "Historical Armenia”
doctrine, which rests upon historical myths, the symbolism of Mount Ararat (Agr1 Dag1) and claims
over Karabakh, Pashinyan is secking to substitute in its place the "Real Armenia" doctrine, which
centres prosperity and integration with its neighbours within existing international borders (ICG,
2025). From the standpoint of Lederachian conflict transformation theory, this endeavour is a
process of transforming collective memory, national identity and narratives of historical
victimhood, and of constructing in their place a new national identity grounded in interdependence.
Through the purging of historical symbols, Pashinyan aims to draw his society's security and

development priorities within realistic bounds.

Nevertheless, this doctrinal transformation harbours serious political risks. There is a risk
that in the constitutional referendum planned to be held in 2026 or 2027, the public may perceive
the constitutional amendment as "submission to Azerbaijan's imposition" and cast a "No" vote at
the ballot box (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 20206). A possible negative vote has the potential to derail the
peace process entirely. The travails of this transformation at the constitutional and ideological level

are doomed to remain on paper unless they are supported by concrete transit infrastructure projects
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in the physical and geo-economic field. This situation renders a transition to the Zangezur Corridor
and the TRIPP project, the most concrete manifestation of political and legal transformation in the

physical sphere, imperative.

3. ZANGEZUR CORRIDOR DIiPLOMACY, TRIPP AND THE
"CROSSROADS OF PEACE"

3.1. THE TRIPP (TRUMP ROUTE FOR INTERNATIONAL PEACE
AND PROSPERITY) MODEL

The most concrete geo-economic backbone of the South Caucasus peace architecture is
constituted by the transformation of the transport corridor to pass through the Zangezur (Syunik)
region into an international consortium structure. This route, known in the regional literature as
the "Zangezur Corridor," was given the name "TRIPP" (Trump Route for International Peace and
Prosperity) by the 8 August 2025 Washington Summit and the ensuing institutional contracts
(Akinttrk, 2025; Tulun, 2026b; Cenusa, 2026). The project promises to establish not only transit
passage but also regional trade, logistics and trust (trade, transit, and trust) (Elbir, 2025; Ketenci,

2022).

The TRIPP model will be managed by a company named TRIPP Development Company,
to be established along the 40—42 km line in Armenia's Syunik region (Cenusa, 2026). The
company's shareholding structure has been set at 74% United States and 26% Armenia for the first
49 years; following the expiry of the initial period, an option exists for Armenia to raise its share to
49% (Cenusa, 2026). The US administration has allocated a start-up fund of between 200 million
and 400 million dollars for the project, and Konstantin Sokolov, known for his closeness to Trump,
has been appointed to head the management (Cenusa, 2026). The corridor is a vast multimodal
infrastructure network encompassing railway, highway, fibre-optic communication lines, pipelines
(oil and natural gas) and electricity transmission lines, as well as the secure transfer of the critical

minerals of Central Asia and the Caucasus to Western markets (Cenusa, 2020).

The fundamental differences between traditional corridor approaches and the TRIPP
model can be assessed through four basic criteria: ownership and control structure, security
mechanisms, transit regime and economic scope. In terms of ownership and control, while
traditional corridor models display a structure based on unilateral state sovereignty or on oversight
by the Russian Federal Security Service (FSB), which came onto the agenda within the framework

of the tripartite declaration of 9 November 2020, the TRIPP model offers a multi-actor operating
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and management model through the TRIPP Development Company, in which the United States

is envisaged to hold a 74 percent share and Armenia 26 percent (Cenusa, 2020).

In terms of security, while traditional approaches rest on the presence of regional military
forces or peacekeeping elements, the TRIPP model foregrounds the physical, financial and
institutional participation of the United States, emphasising the potential of political and
institutional guarantees provided from outside the region to generate deterrence (International
Crisis Group [ICG], 2025; Akinturk, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). As regards the transit regime, while
traditional corridor approaches may harbour uncertainties or restrictions concerning the scope of
customs controls, the exercise of sovereign powers and the conditions of passage, the TRIPP
model envisages a framework, with the participation of the United States and Armenia, that aims
at facilitating transit passages, regulating customs processes and rendering transportation
uninterrupted (Akinttrk, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). Finally, in terms of economic scope, while
traditional models focus predominantly on road and rail transport, TRIPP stands out with a
multimodal connectivity approach that also includes energy infrastructure, fibre-optic networks,
logistics services and the transport of critical minerals. In this respect, the model aims not only at
the development of regional transportation but also at the integration of the South Caucasus with

the wider Eurasian trade and logistics networks (Cenusa, 20206).

From the standpoint of Barbara F. Waltet's theory of "third-party institutional guarantee,"
the TRIPP model is a competent example of the theory's application in the field. While Armenia
feared losing its sovereignty should the route pass entirely under Azerbaijani or Russian control,
Azerbaijan was concerned that its connection with Nakhchivan and Turkey might be arbitrarily
severed by Yerevan. The presence of the United States on the ground as a third-party guarantor
through shareholding, capital and physical/institutional presence resolved both parties'
commitment problem and security dilemma simultaneously (Akintiirk, 2025; Tulun, 2026b;
Cenusa, 2026). Furthermore, the US-Armenia Comprehensive Strategic Partnership and Critical
Minerals Agreement signed in May 2026 placed the United States' security commitments on a legal

footing (Cenusa, 2020).

3.2. ARMENIA'S "CROSSROADS OF PEACE" PROJECT

The "Crossroads of Peace" vision announced by the Government of Armenia in 2023 is
directly integrated with the TRIPP infrastructure model and incorporated into regional

transportation networks (Cenusa, 2026). Through the opening of borders and the activation of
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communication lines, Yerevan aims to lift itself out of geographical isolation and to place itself at

the intersection of East-West and North-South lines.

Lederach's paradigm of "structural and economic interdependence” reveals the dynamic
through which this vision renders peace permanent. Parties articulated to one another through
highway, railway, energy and digital infrastructure lines become part of a geo-economic network
that raises the cost of a possible military conflict to an unbearable level (Tulun, 2025a; Tulun,
20206b; Cenusa, 2026). The opening of border crossings and the commencement of commercial
flows increase contact at the societal level, facilitating the replacement of the memory of thirty-five
years of enmity with a relational transformation grounded in shared economic interests (Elbir,
2025; Ketenci, 2022). This situation stands out as a strategic necessity in the mapping of the Central
Asia-Black Sea axis (Tulun, 2025a).

3.3. REGIONAL POWER SHIFTS AND THE REACTIONS OF THE
ACTORS

The Russian Federation, which has largely redirected its military and diplomatic resources
to Fastern Europe owing to the war in Ukraine, has experienced a marked loss of power in the
South Caucasus, one of its traditional spheres of influence. The decline of Moscow's influence in
the region has been concretised in particular by the termination of its military presence in Karabakh,
the change in Armenia's attitude towards the CSTO, and the Yerevan administration's turn towards
alternative security partnerships. Indeed, the Russian peacekeeping troops deployed to Karabakh
after the 2020 ceasefire began to withdraw from the region in April 2024, without awaiting the
completion of their mandate, and the withdrawal process was completed. In addition to this, the
Turkey-Russia Joint Observation Centre officially terminated its activities on 26 April 2024. These
developments demonstrate that Russia's direct military role in the management of the Karabakh
conflict has come to an end and that its position in the regional security order has weakened (Fraser

& Seskuria, 2025).

Another dimension of Russia's loss of influence in the region is constituted by the tension
in its relations with Armenia. Arguing that the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO)
failed to meet the country's expectations, particulatly in the security crises experienced in 2021 and
2022, Armenia has de facto frozen its participation in the organisation (International Crisis Group,
20252). In this process, the Yerevan administration has developed defence cooperation with
various countries, primarily France and India, with the aim of diversifying its security policy and

reducing its military dependence on Russia. Initiatives towards the procurement of CAESAR-type
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howitzers from France and ATAGS-type artillery systems from India can be evaluated as indicators
of Armenia's quest to strengthen its military capacity through alternative partnerships. Thus,
Armenia's foreign policy, which had traditionally rested on a Russia-centred security architecture,

has begun to evolve towards a more diverse and multifaceted structure.

The tension in Moscow-Yerevan relations has manifested itself at the diplomatic and
political level as well as in military cooperation. The tension that arose between Russia and
Azerbaijan after the crash of an Azerbaijan Airlines passenger aircraft on 25 December 2024 was
one of the developments that revealed the fragility of security relations in the region. The incidents
experienced in Yekaterinburg in June 2025 and the subsequent increase in political tension between
Russia and Armenia have also rendered Moscow's regional relations more complicated. These
developments indicate that Russia's political and diplomatic influence over its traditional partners

in the South Caucasus is being questioned more than in the previous period.

The decline of Russia's influence in the South Caucasus cannot be explained solely by its
redirection of military and diplomatic resources to another region owing to the war in Ukraine. The
termination of its military presence in Karabakh, the loss of the CSTO's credibility in Armenia's
eyes and the Yerevan administration's turn towards alternative partners such as France and India
are mutually reinforcing processes that limit Moscow's influence over the traditional regional
security architecture. For this reason, the current developments point less to the complete
disappearance of Russia's influence in the region than to a period in which traditional instruments

of influence are weakening and power relations in the South Caucasus are being reshaped.

In conclusion, from the standpoint of Iran, an important regional power, the Tehran
administration regards the presence of US/NATO-affiliated structures on the Syunik border
located in the south of Armenia, which has borders with Azerbaijan, Nakhchivan and Iran, as a
threat to its own national security and to its direct border access to Armenia (Cenusa, 2026; IRAM
Center / Toga, 2025; Khantamirova, 2026). In response to this development, Iran advances the
INSTC (International North-South Transport Corridor) project along the India-Iran-Russia line
and, as an alternative to the Syunik line, the Aras Corridor passing through its own territory. As
emphasised in Denis Cenusa's GSSC analysis, Russia is actively developing the INSTC line passing
through Azerbaijan and the Black Sea/Turkey port connections in order to avoid EU sanctions.
India, for its part, is seeking balance by militarily supporting Armenia in the region against China
and the Pakistan/Tutkey alliance (International Crisis Group, 2025a; Jabrailov, 2025; Petrosyan et
al., 2020).
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4. CONCLUSION

The South Caucasus has become the microcosm of global power competition by means of
the Karabakh peace process and the TRIPP project. The process observed in the region is a

concrete reflection of the East-West shifts in the international systemic architecture.

The power vacuum that emerged in the Caucasus as a result of Russia's focus on the war
in Ukraine has weakened Moscow's role as a traditional security guarantor. The dysfunctionality of
the CSTO and the passive stance of the Russian peacekeepers during the 2023 events accelerated
Armenia's turn towards Western guarantorship (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2026). The Washington
administration, seizing this geopolitical gap, asserted its weight in the region within the framework
of Trump's "commercial and diplomatic pragmatism." In return for Washington's involvement,
Baku stipulated the suspension/repeal of Section 907 of the Freedom Support Act, in force since
1992, and additionally obtained diplomatic opportunities towards the easing of CAATSA sanctions

along the Turkey and Azerbaijan axis (Akintiirk, 2025; ICG, 2025).

If a holistic synthesis is to be made from a theoretical standpoint, from the perspective of
Lederach's Conflict Transformation Theory, the process of transition in Karabakh from the
"narrow peace" environment brought about by military victory to a sustainable stage of social, legal
and economic integration has not yet been completed. Nevertheless, the TRIPP and "Crossroads
of Peace" projects are preparing the material infrastructure of a permanent peace by articulating
the parties to one another through structural networks of interdependence. Efforts to move
towards the "Real Armenia" doctrine at the political and societal level offer a vital ground in terms

of collective memory and identity transformation.

From the standpoint of Walter's Commitment Problem Theory, the third-party
institutional guarantorship provided by the United States through the TRIPP consortium has
alleviated the parties' fear of power shift and their security dilemma in the short and medium term.
However, a possible failure of the constitutional referendum in Armenia, or possible shifts of
priority in US domestic politics, carry the potential to re-trigger the commitment problem and the

risk of conflict (ICG, 2025; Cenusa, 2020).

In conclusion, the peace architecture being built in the post-Karabakh South Caucasus is a
dynamic process in which relational transformation and external institutional guarantees are
synthesised. The steadfast maintenance of this structure will ensure that the region is cleansed of

its historical conflicts and transformed into Eurasia's most vital junction of transit, trade and

prosperity.
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