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811th PLENARY MEETING OF THE COUNCIL 
 
 
1. Date:  Thursday, 27 May 2010 
 

Opened: 10.10 a.m. 
Closed: 2.55 p.m. 

 
 
2. Chairperson: Ambassador K. Abdrakhmanov 

Mr. Y. Akhinzhanov 
 
 
3. Subjects discussed – Statements – Decisions/documents adopted: 
 

Agenda item 1: ADDRESS BY H.E. HEIDI TAGLIAVINI, 
DIPLOMAT-IN-RESIDENCE AT THE GENEVA CENTRE 
FOR SECURITY POLICY 

 
Chairperson, Diplomat-in-Residence at the Geneva Centre for Security Policy, 
Spain-European Union (with the candidate countries Croatia, the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; the countries of the 
Stabilisation and Association Process and potential candidate countries 
Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina and Montenegro; the European Free Trade 
Association country Iceland, member of the European Economic Area; as well 
as Azerbaijan and Moldova, in alignment) (PC.DEL/453/10), United States 
of America (PC.DEL/462/10), Russian Federation (PC.DEL/450/10), 
Switzerland (also on behalf of Liechtenstein), Canada (PC.DEL/468/10), 
Norway (PC.DEL/445/10), Georgia (Annex 1) 

 
Agenda item 2: OSCE CENTRE IN BISHKEK 

 
Head of the OSCE Centre in Bishkek (PC.FR/7/10/Rev.1 OSCE+), 
Spain-European Union (with the candidate countries Croatia, the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; the countries of the 
Stabilisation and Association Process and potential candidate countries 
Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro and Serbia; the European Free 
Trade Association countries Iceland, Liechtenstein and Norway, members of 
the European Economic Area; as well as Georgia and Moldova, in alignment) 
(PC.DEL/454/10), United States of America (PC.DEL/463/10), 
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Russian Federation (PC.DEL/451/10), Canada (PC.DEL/469/10), OSCE 
Parliamentary Assembly, Kyrgyzstan (PC.DEL/460/10 OSCE+), Chairperson 

 
Agenda item 3: PRESENTATION BY THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF 

THE 2011 PROGRAMME OUTLINE 
 

Director of the Office of the Secretary General (SEC.GAL/97/10 OSCE+), 
Spain-European Union (with the candidate countries Croatia, the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; the countries of the 
Stabilisation and Association Process and potential candidate countries 
Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro and Serbia; the European Free 
Trade Association countries Iceland, Liechtenstein and Norway, members of 
the European Economic Area; as well as Georgia and Moldova, in alignment) 
(PC.DEL/455/10), United States of America (PC.DEL/466/10), 
Russian Federation (PC.DEL/449/10), Chairperson 

 
Agenda item 4: REVIEW OF CURRENT ISSUES 

 
(a) Combating drug trafficking in the OSCE area: United States of America 

(PC.DEL/465/10), Russian Federation (PC.DEL/448/10), Spain-European 
Union (with the candidate countries Croatia and the former Yugoslav Republic 
of Macedonia; the countries of the Stabilisation and Association Process and 
potential candidate countries Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro 
and Serbia; the European Free Trade Association countries Iceland, 
Liechtenstein and Norway, members of the European Economic Area; as well 
as Armenia, Georgia and Moldova, in alignment) (PC.DEL/459/10), Turkey 
(PC.DEL/471/10 OSCE+) 

 
(b) Court ruling on the use of historical symbols in Lithuania: Russian Federation 

(PC.DEL/447/10), Lithuania (PC.DEL/467/10) 
 

(c) Fundamental freedoms in Belarus: Spain-European Union (with the candidate 
countries Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey; 
the countries of the Stabilisation and Association Process and potential 
candidate countries Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina and Montenegro; the 
European Free Trade Association countries Iceland and Norway, members of 
the European Economic Area, in alignment) (PC.DEL/458/10), Belarus 
(PC.DEL/461/10 OSCE+), Russian Federation 

 
(d) Communiqué of the Co-Chairs of the OSCE Minsk Group regarding the 

“parliamentary elections” in Nagorno-Karabakh held on 23 May 2010: 
France (also on behalf of the Russian Federation and the United States 
of America) (PC.DEL/446/10), Spain-European Union (PC.DEL/456/10), 
Azerbaijan (Annex 2), Armenia, Turkey 

 
(e) Situation in Nagorno-Karabakh: Azerbaijan (PC.DEL/474/10), Armenia 

 
(f) The death penalty in the United States of America: Spain-European Union 

(with the candidate countries Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia and Turkey; the countries of the Stabilisation and Association 
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Process and potential candidate countries Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
Montenegro and Serbia; the European Free Trade Association countries 
Iceland, Liechtenstein and Norway, members of the European Economic Area; 
as well as Azerbaijan and Moldova, in alignment) (PC.DEL/457/10), 
United States of America (PC.DEL/464/10) 

 
(g) Sinking of the naval ship Cheonan on 26 March 2010: Republic of Korea 

(Partner for Co-operation) (PC.DEL/452/10), Australia (Partner for 
Co-operation), United States of America 

 
Agenda item 5: REPORT ON THE ACTIVITIES OF THE 

CHAIRPERSON-IN-OFFICE 
 

Meeting in the “5+2” negotiation format on the Transdniestrian settlement process, 
held in Astana on 24 May 2010: Chairperson 

 
Agenda item 6: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY GENERAL 

 
(a) Announcement of the distribution of a written report of the Secretary General 

(SEC.GAL/98/10 OSCE+): Director of the Office of the Secretary General 
 

(b) Sixth round of the Junior Professional Officer Programme (SEC.GAL/98/10 
OSCE+): Director of the Office of the Secretary General 

 
Agenda item 7: ANY OTHER BUSINESS 

 
(a) Organizational matters: Chairperson, France 

 
(b) Seventh Council of Europe Conference of Ministers responsible for Equality 

between Women and Men, held in Baku on 24 and 25 May 2010: Azerbaijan 
(PC.DEL/470/10) 

 
(c) Exhibition to mark International Children’s Day, being held in Vienna from 

27 May to 3 June 2010: Chairperson 
 
 
4. Next meeting: 
 

Tuesday 1 June 2010, at 11.30 a.m., in the Neuer Saal
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811th Plenary Meeting 
PC Journal No. 811, Agenda item 1 
 
 

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF GEORGIA 
 
 
Thank you, Mr. Chairperson, 
 
 Ambassador Tagliavini, I welcome you most warmly to the Permanent Council. I 
would like to thank you for your professionalism and long-standing dedication to conflict 
resolution in Georgia. 
 
Madam Ambassador, 
 
 It is my strong belief that the Report is looking to the future and not backwards as 
some may argue. I also believe that it has the potential to make a valuable contribution to a 
negotiated solution to the conflict, if there is sufficient political will. Conflict between Russia 
and Georgia, as you put it in the most important observations of the Report, “continues to be 
a threat to peace in the Caucasus, causing destabilizing effects in the region and beyond.” 
This is indeed the case and we agree with your assessment that “this conflict has not only a 
local or regional relevance but a direct bearing on the security architecture of Europe.” 
 
 This is precisely why we should regard your visit to the OSCE as relevant and timely, 
although quite some time has passed since the publication of the Report. As we are still 
engaged in the Corfu Process and are preparing ourselves for the upcoming Ministerial 
Meeting and possibly a Summit later this year, we should all be delighted to have this 
opportunity to listen to you speaking about the ways in which the OSCE can learn from the 
Russia-Georgia armed conflict, and particularly to hear your observations on the causes of the 
war and on ways to settle the ongoing conflict. 
 
 As you rightly point out, Madam Tagliavini, OSCE documents from the Helsinki 
Final Act through to other such landmark documents as the Charter of Paris and the Charter 
for European Security have suffered much as a result of the armed conflict between Russia 
and Georgia. Therefore it must be our common responsibility to look for ways to prevent 
similar occurrences in the future. 
 
Mr. Chairperson, 
Dear colleagues, 
 
 The OSCE is a natural place for serious dialogue on security issues to take place and 
should therefore be one of the important venues for proper and extensive dialogue on conflict 
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resolution in Georgia. Madam Ambassador, you stated recently that the virtually passive and 
non-innovative approach to the peace process adopted by the international community in the 
area – the OSCE in South Ossetia and the UN in Abkhazia – had not helped to bring about a 
peace settlement. Given this bitter reality, we should all agree that we need to take collective 
action to remedy this gap. A passive and non-innovative approach from the OSCE’s side, if 
continued, will neither improve the situation on the ground nor help the Organization itself, 
which is at present undergoing very challenging times. The OSCE needs to become relevant. 
 
Madam Ambassador, 
 
 Before you came to Vienna I had the honour of presenting the Chairperson of the 
Permanent Council and all my distinguished colleagues with a proposal that we should look 
for ways of making the most of your visit to the OSCE. I suggested, inter alia, engaging in 
more substantial discussions than those carried on in the Permanent Council. The necessity of 
improving the quality of the Permanent Council and making it more instrumental and 
operational is a matter on which we have all, without any exception, agreed in the course of 
our Corfu deliberations. 
 
 I offered to go beyond the selective reading of the Report and routine accusations at 
the Permanent Council. I also proposed using a format made up of special/thematic meetings 
in the framework of Corfu Process or informal reinforced Permanent Council meetings, 
which would have allowed participants to freely exchange opinions, engage in a meaningful 
dialogue, and jointly seek ways to build on the observations and recommendations of the 
Report. The purpose of my initiative was to grasp the forward-looking side of the Report and 
thus make the OSCE more relevant. 
 
 For that very purpose, and being encouraged by your Report as well as by ambitions 
expressed in the course of our Corfu deliberations, my delegation has also put forward the 
idea of conducting a methodological survey of the OSCE’s role in conflict resolution in 
Georgia. Indeed, as you Madam Ambassador have said recently, “There is hardly any chance 
for a future peace without the facts being presented in a sober and impartial manner.” This 
has also been one of Georgia’s principal goals when putting forward these and similar 
proposals throughout the years in the OSCE. 
 
Mr. Chairperson, 
Dear colleagues, 
 
 The required political will to which we so frequently refer cannot come out of 
nowhere; it has to be generated and built up step by step. But we need to start from 
somewhere. And if we continue missing good opportunities, there will always be the problem 
of lack of political will. Soon, when the Geneva Co-Chairs are expected to visit the OSCE, 
we will have another chance to try to fill the gap. 
 
 I still hope that we all will find strength to carry out follow-up to valuable reports 
relevant to our work and objectives and also to the OSCE’s own reports. I hope that sooner or 
later, better sooner, the OSCE will be able to overcome this stalemate of being virtually 
passive and non-innovative in its approaches to conflict settlement processes and will become 
increasingly relevant to the requirements of our time. 
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Mr. Chairperson, 
 
 As for the main findings of the Report, my delegation presented its position on the 
occasion of the FSC meeting on 7 October 2009, to be found under the reference number 
FSC.DEL/188/09. On 25 May, 2010, my delegation also distributed the document entitled 
Main Findings of the Tagliavini Report, to be found under the reference number 
PC.DEL/441/10. I am not therefore going to read and re-read those papers now. 
 
 By way of conclusion, Ambassador Tagliavini, let me express my support for your 
view that “in order to keep the peace – or even just maintain the effectiveness of ceasefire 
agreements – we do not need any new commitments or provisions, just those that already 
exist: they just need to be respected.” I thus join our voice to all those calling on Russia to 
stop disregarding its international commitments and to start implementing the ceasefire 
agreement signed by its President. 
 
Mr. Chairperson, 
 
 I request that this statement be attached to the journal of the day. 
 
 Thank you.
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811th Plenary Meeting 
PC Journal No. 811, Agenda item 4(d) 
 
 

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF AZERBAIJAN 
 
 
Thank you, Mr. Chairperson, 
 
 Taking into consideration the statements made by the distinguished delegations of 
Spain, on behalf of the EU, and of France, I have the honour to deliver the statement of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Azerbaijan issued on 24 May 2010. 
 
 The statement runs as follows: 
 
 “The Republic of Azerbaijan shares concerns of its international partners about 
negative effect on the ongoing peace process by the illegal ‘parliamentary elections’ held in 
the occupied territories of the Republic of Azerbaijan on 23 May 2010. 
 
 Another attempt by the Republic of Armenia to camouflage its annexation policy and 
occupation of the territories of Azerbaijan ended with a complete and unavoidable failure. 
With its deeds the Armenian side misleads no one but its own society. The international 
community is well aware of the situation in the occupied territories of Azerbaijan, as it was 
indicated just recently in the report on the need for an EU strategy for South Caucasus, 
adopted by the European Parliament. 
 
 The Republic of Azerbaijan shall never accept the fait accompli-based solution, which 
the Armenian side is trying to impose. The conflict in and around the Nagorno-Karabakh 
region of Azerbaijan can only be solved on the basis of respect for territorial integrity, 
sovereignty and inviolability of internationally recognized borders of Azerbaijan, and 
peaceful coexistence of Armenian and Azerbaijani communities in the Nagorno-Karabakh 
region within Azerbaijan, fully and equally enjoying benefits of democracy and prosperity. 
 
 Azerbaijan once again urges the Armenian side to cease its destructive policies and 
instead of wasting the precious time to negotiate in good faith with a view to finding a 
soonest and durable solution to the conflict, based on the norms and principles of the 
international law.” 
 
 I would ask, Mr. Chairperson, that this statement be attached to the journal of the day. 
 
 I thank you, Mr. Chairperson. 

 


