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Abstract 
 

The thesis investigates the factor of memory politics, specically, collective memory that has an 

important role in initiation of the Abkhazian and  Nagorno-Karabakh ethnic conflicts. The 

research studies and compares the events that took place in the same region (South Caucasus) 

almost simultaneously  with mostly similar characteristics. 

The research is deductive. The hypothesis is derived from the schools of the ethnic theories 

(primordialism, constructivism and instrumentalism) stating that collective memory is an 

effective instrument in hands of the political elite to initiate/prolong ethnic conflicts. The 

synthesis of the mentioned theories elaborates the various factors launching conflict between two 

ethnically distinct groups. The focus of the work is on already through centuries formed 

(Armenia) collective memory or historical (falsified) narratives created just before the conflict 

(Abkhazia, Georgia). The designed historical schemes were  applied  by the contested groups to 

achieve their own goals. 

Qualitative methodology and its mixed techniques form triangulation of the methods that give 

reliable validity to the research. Namely, the research uses case study method  and comparative 

case study analysis to study the issue in depth by finding the similarities and difference between 

cases - Abkhazian and Nagorno-Karabakh conflicts. Semi-structured interviews with the experts 

of the field revealed the important details, in particular, in the case of Abkhazia, memory politics 

(collective memory) was formed from the top (political elites, intelligentsia) and dissaminated to 

bottom (grasstoots). In the case of Nagorno-Karabakh, the initiation of the conflict by Armenia, 

at the initial stage, was preceded by the processes underwent in the bottom (the masses) that 

applied centuries-formed conflicting narratives and directed them to the top (toward the 

Armenian political leaders). Counting to the thesis final findings, the strategy of implication of 

collective memory is not very important; the main solution to initiate conflict mostly is decided 

by the polititcal elite. 
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