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'"Thus, we see a need to study the language of the OSCE Minsk
Group documents in order to understand its relation to conflict resolution and to identify
the evidence of discourse and pragmalinguistics that produced various results ... (

5" ( |

) ' sto
identify discourse features and pragmalinguistic strategies that have influenced
various outcomes”.

»



( 87):

( 49, 57, 63, 108, 109 ),

" “In the statement from the
OSCE Minsk Group issued in 2019, we can see that words like "commitment",
"preparations’, "welcomed" and "urge" reflect non-assertive actions that indicate tentative
progress. ( 49). “In discussions around "quality of life further pragmatic ambiguity is
evident. For instance, when the Co-Chairs addressed "security incidents and quality of life
along the Line of Contact’ (OSCE Minsk Group, 2013), the phrase "quality of life could
imply either a broad view of regional living conditions or a focused concern on the security
impacts for civilians”. ( 63): “The lexical choices of the text "constructive approach”,
"peace process"”, "confidence-building measures? reflect diplomatic norms and values,
highlighting goals of stability, compromise and progress. Terms like "responsibility" and

"momentum imply forward movement, while also subtly setting the expectation of



compromise, thus promoting a balanced narrative.” ( 108):

1

«Discourse is a text immersed in life» ( 12):

3 .
Defeatist Discourse of the OSCE Minsk group Statements and Reports as a Cause

of the Defeat of Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict (

« »

) ' 49-50, 64-66, 71-73:

( 7, 85-86 8,
86-87)
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