NEW HABITS OF THE OLD WORLD
Organization of bloody springs and recognition of authorities, who came to power through armed coups d’état, led by the West 
The present point is about the situation in the Ukraine. In particular, we will compare the Crimean problem and its influence on the solution of the Upper Garabagh conflict. Russian mass media reported that a professor at Moscow State Institute of International Relations was dismissed for his sharp public criticism of V.Putin’s opinion on the events in the Ukraine. However, the critic did not find words of blame about US and Europe’s policy concerning the Ukrainian people’s affairs and tragedy. Russian mass media assess the dismissal of the critic as politically motivated and accuse authorities of violation of principles of democracy. It is not specified what the mass media understand under “western politicians’ democratic affairs” in the Ukraine. As it follows from the essence of Ukrainian events, there are no elements of democracy there today. This is rather not democracy but betrayal of interests of the country. This is due to history cycle, including the philosophy of history. The idea of history cycle was described by Polybius, an ancient historian of the II century. He depicted the cyclic repetition of forms of the government system: the initial tsar’s power yields to tyranny, which is replaced by aristocracy. The latter changes into oligarchy, which collapses in the aftermath of actions of people, who establish democracy. Then everything recurs. 

In other words, everything has limits, and time dictates its terms. Russian Navalnys, Sobchaks are the same as in the Ukraine. They are demonstrated as ultranationalists. If similar events happen in Russia, like in the Ukraine, everything “ultra” will come to the Russian surface automatically. They will dictate their fascist’s claims and come out against non-Russians. 
Russia will plunge in an abyss of civil wars, which can spread to post-Soviet countries by chain. This is a sweet dream of western hawks, especially of the USA, which are not pleased with the collapse of their own enemy, the USSR. They try to commit its ruins to fire and warm their hands by the fire of the tragedy of 290-billion of population of the USSR (as to data of 1990). Therefore, only modern severe measures can slow down the course of the events and bring their negative manifestation to the minimum. 

“V. Putin has capitulated!” Journalists of some Russian-speaking mass media in our country could not find a deeper formulation of V. Putin’s statement on March 3, 2014. As a matter of fact, they distorted the meaning of Putin’s actions and words, inasmuch as everything is quite opposite. V. Putin stated that “Russia is not going to fight with the Ukraine and considers Ukrainian developments a coup d’état”. He also said that “the West will not succeed in isolating Russia, and that is not even profitable”. 

I think that was clear since the very beginning. All the actions by the Duma and RF Federal Council concerning the permit to President to use armed forces in the Ukraine, if necessary, would appear too strong, sobering and unexpected step by V. Putin in recent years, which would shock the West. At the same time the USA and Europe got a strong strike and appeared knocked down. They cannot start World War III. 
Most people consider Putin’s step as a bad sign in the cause of the return of the Upper Garabagh. I don’t agree with that. If our authorities decide to take back the Upper Garabagh by force, this will provoke neither serious resistance of Armenia supporting world community of the West and Russia, nor dangerous consequences for Azerbaijan. Garabagh is indigenously Azerbaijan land, and the Crimea has been that of Russia since the XVII century and never been part of the Ukraine on legal ground. The return of the Crimea to Russia is nearly what can be done with Garabagh. Similar historical prerequisites and destines of the two regions give a ground to say that the events in the Crimea, despite the referendum to be held on March 30, can by no means be accepted objectively in our case. Armenia just occupied our lands with the help of ownerless army detachments of the Soviet Union. We all know that if on March 13-15, 1990, our people had found courage and repaid the commander of the army unit, dislocated in the Upper Garabagh (then the cost was 1 billion dollars), our compatriots, living there, would not have been subjected to violation, and 7 regions around Garabagh would not have been occupied. There are enough reliable facts on this. Unfortunately, our journalists and political scientists do not understand this. It is wrong to compare the Crimea and Garabagh. The latter has never been part to any Armenian state, but the Crimea has been included in Russia for over 170 years, from 1783 to 1954. 

In 1954, the Crimea was given to the Ukraine by voluntaristic decision of First Secretary of the Communist Party N. Khrushchev, without any reason, according to one of the versions, “to mark the occasion of the 300th anniversary of reunion of the Ukraine and Russia”. The following head of the Central Committee of the Soviet Communist Party L. Brezhnev called that decision wrong but did not return the Crimea to Russia, considering the USSR a single state. It should be noted that both of them were from the Ukraine, and N. Khrushchev was Ukrainian and headed the Ukraine for many years. My prognosis is the Crimea will be returned to Russia through a referendum. I don’t doubt that the referendum will favour joining to Russia. I think it a just decision and answer to anti-constitutional actions of Ukrainian ultranationalists and their western protectors, who, of course, will not agree with this course of events. This is another song from another European tragicomedy. This risky turn of events is quite justified and I don’t see a global threat from that. 
As to Azerbaijanians, we will return our lands not by referendum, but by force. Russia’s actions clear the way to such a decision of 23-year struggle for returning the Upper Garabagh. This is my prognosis and I am sure of it. Time will show that I am right, though most people may take it as a fantasy.

As Russian mass media reports Ukrainian Ambassador to Belorussia Mikhail Ejel stated: “The deployment of US anti-missile defense in the Ukraine in return to financial support from the USA is a point for negotiations”. So that’s where the problem lies! Anti-missile defense is actually a military base with infrastructure, and the US anti-missile defense will hardly be directed at the protection from Iran, as Washington always states. It is not difficult to prognosticate Moscow’s reaction to this. 
The NATO is going closer and closer to Russian frontiers. If somebody doubts about their “good intentions” (?!), that is just a result of absolute absence of logic and understanding of true intentions and motives of the NATO, which protects Ukrainian ultranationalists very actively and is ready to continue with financing and protecting them on the international level, infringing the rules of the game within the UNO, though the scale of UNO jurisdiction does not give the way to negative intentions to develop. 
The USA made a statement about “harmless intentions”, backed with the promise of financial investments, to Poland, too, though they did not give the promised amount of money. Then a grandiose international scandal came about from that, but it did not help to get the promised sum of money. However, the anti-missile defense system remained on the polish land together with nasty taste. 

According to “Vesti.az”, Turkey allegedly intends to interfere in the Crimean conflict, if Crimean Tatars are threatened. But, nothing will threaten them. Besides, does it make the difference to Turkey where 12% of Crimean Tatars will live – within Russia or the Ukraine? They are more tied with Republic of Tatarstan and Tatars’ Moscow Diaspora than with Turkey. Tatars will feel good everywhere, as our people like to say. So, the referendum to be held on March 30, 2014 will result in joining to Russia. That is the biggest loss for the Ukraine for today and also error for the West. A cleverer and more reasonable acting would help to force out the Russian navy units from there gradually, which is the USA’s and Europe’s plan.
It can be supposed that as a result of the referendum, there will be one apple of discord fewer in that region. Is that good or bad?!

That is the subject of another talk. This time we are interested in the present situation in the Crimea, its further development and nearest perspectives which can happen in the sensitive region of the Azov-Black Seas strategic basin. 
Recent negotiations between Russia and EU member-states (Foreign Ministers’ meeting in Paris on March 3, 2014) demonstrate that negotiation rhetoric is gradually moving to the background. Reality is getting the best of it. The intellect is taking its proper place in US, European and Russian politicians’ actions. Viruses, causative agents, are abating, giving way to liberals who fight both against useful and harmful microbes in human organism. These medical rules may be painlessly extrapolated to the activities of main persons of US, Europe’s and Russia’s external policy. 
On March 6, 2014, extraordinary summit meeting of the heads of the EU member-states accepted the Ukraine’s non legitimate Prime Minister and signed a political agreement on Ukraine and EU association. This is a flagrant violation of both EU statute and the international law. 

France, too, personally President N. Sarcozi, made no less flagrant violation towards Libya, when under the acting head of state he signed with Libya’s ex-Minister of Justice, who announced himself a representative of the people, an agreement in Benghazi, the second important city of Libya, to supply 35% of Libyan oil to France.
Thus non-legitimate pretenders become a tasty morsel for supposedly democratic Europe.
It is illogic and even ridiculous after that to demand from Russia or any other country the observance of the international law in respect of the Crimea, though, externally, all norms of international conventions and UNO statute concerning the Crimea are observed. 
The West is just now starting to call things by their proper names. For example, they do not call the members of present non-legitimate government of the Ukraine “Prime Minister” or “Ukraine Foreign Minister”. Before official ranks of the members of “Ukrainian government” formed under the pressure of Maidan, the word “acting” is used. We have observed this in Paris, where on the meeting of the leaders of foreign agencies a Euronews correspondent called an emissary from Kiev “acting Foreign Minister of the Ukraine”, whom Russia’s Foreign Minister S. Lavrov refused to admit. 
P.S. Journalists of The Kaspiy asked me to express my opinion about phone interceptions in Turkey and possible consequences of the events related to severe confrontation of two former partners, now rivals – F.Gulen and R. Erdogan. 
I think nothing is for the good of Turkey, as a strong and big state in the region. Mutual accusations, reproaches, hostile statements will aggravate relations before municipal elections to be held on March 30, 2014. 
I incline to believe that R. Erdogan’s Party will lose firm position in regions. That will give R.Erdogan’s rivals a chance to shatter highly explosive situation in the country, which will have a negative influence on the international image of the country and may even provoke serious (God forbid, bloody) conflicts and mutual forceful ways from the conflicting parties. 
As a result, Turkey may enter the streak of chaos, which will drive the country into domestic policy mess. Then both the population and economy may suffer more, and that may cause interethnic hostility in brotherly Turkey. 
These are my prognoses about the events in Turkey before March 30 municipal elections.        
