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Abstract.

Relevance. The article examines the March 1918 genocide as one of the decisive turning points in the political self-
awareness of the Azerbaijani people and the formation of the national independence ideology. The events that took place in
Baku and other regions fundamentally changed the political landscape of the South Caucasus and confronted the Azerbaijani
society with the necessity of reassessing its political future.

Purpose. The aim of the research is to determine how the March 1918 massacres influenced the transformation of
political behaviour and ideological priorities of Azerbaijani national forces, especially the “Musavat” Party, and how these
events accelerated the transition from the concept of autonomy within Russia to the idea of full state independence.

Results. It has been established that the genocide committed by the Bolshevik—Dashnak coalition not only caused large-
scale human losses but also triggered a profound psychological and political shift within Azerbaijani society. The massacres
revealed the incompatibility of Azerbaijani national interests with the Bolshevik governance model and demonstrated that
security, self-governance, and cultural survival required an independent political structure. It has been determined that
after March 1918, the Musavat Party revised its ideological program, gradually abandoning federalist expectations and
adopting the political paradigm of a sovereign Azerbaijani state. The results also show that the tragedy strengthened national
solidarity, shaped a unified political will, and prepared the ideological foundation for the establishment of the Azerbaijan
Democratic Republic.

Conclusions. The March 1918 genocide served as a catalyst for the crystallization of the independence idea in
Azerbaijani political culture. The events contributed to the formation of national unity and a renewed ideological system
based on sovereignty, self-determination, and resistance to external domination. The study highlights that the genocide
played a central role in shaping the philosophical and political basis of modern Azerbaijani statehood and remains a key
component of national memory.

Keywords: March genocide, Musavat Party, national ideology, independence, South Caucasus

bepesneBuii renouua 1918 poky Ta gopmyBaHHH i1ei He3aJI€KHOCTI
B a3epOal/IKAHCHhKIM MOJMITHYHIN JyMITi

IcrenmapoBa Harist
Bakuncokuit oeprcasnuit ynisepcumem (baky, Azepoaiioiican)

AHoTauis.

AKTYyaJIbHiCTB. Y cTaTTI A0CTIUKY€EThCs bepesnenuii reroru 1918 poky sik 0/H i3 KIIFOUOBUX YHHHUKIB (hOpMYBaHHS
MOJIITUYHOT CaMOCBIIOMOCTI a3epOaiKaHCHKOTO HAapoJly Ta CTaHOBJICHHs ifel aep:kaBHOI HezanexxHocti. [loail, 1o
BinOynucs y baky Ta iHIIMX perioHax, JOKOPIHHO 3MiHWIM MONITHYHY KoH(irypauito ITiBrennoro Kaskasy Ta nocraBuiu
azepOaiiHKaHChKe CYCIITBLCTBO Tepe HeOOXIHICTIO MePe0CMHCIIEHHS BIIACHOTO MOJMITHYHOTO Mali0yTHBOTO.

Meta. MeToro 10CITiPKeHHS € BU3HAYCHHSI TOTO, sIk Oepe3HeBi nozii 1918 poky BrrHyM Ha TpaHc(opMaliito mosiiTHIHOT
MOBEJIIHKH Ta 17IC0JIOTIYHUX NPIOPUTETIB a3epOaiiIxKaHChKUX HallIOHAIBHUX cuiI, Hacammepen Ilaprii «MycaBar», Ta IKUM
YHHOM I1i MOJiT MPUCKOPHIIH MEPEXiJ] B/l KOHIICIIIT aBTOHOMIT B Mexax Pocii 710 i/1ei TOBHOI ep:KaBHOI HE3aJICKHOCTI.

Pe3ynabrarun. YCTaHOBJICHO, IO TCHOIMI, 3AIHNCHEHHWH OUIBIIOBHUIILKO-IAIIHAKCHKIM OJIOKOM, CIPHUYWHHUB HE
JIMLIE 3HA4Hi JIFOACHKI BTPATH, a i MIMOOKI NCHUXONOTriuHi Ta MOJITUYHI 3MiHM B a3epOaimKaHCbKOMY CycHinbCeTBi. [lomii
BUSIBHJIM HECYMICHICTh HAlllOHAJILHUX 1HTEpeCiB azepOail/KaHIlB i3 OLIBIIOBHIBKOIO MOJAECILIIO MPABIIHHS Ta ITOKa3aJH,
10 30epeKeHHS 1ICHTUYHOCT] Ta OE3MEeKH MOXKIIMBE JIMIIE 32 YMOB BJIACHOI JiepaBHOCTI. BuzHaueHo, 1o micias 1918
poky Ilaptis «MycaBaT» mHepemisHyla CBOIO 1EOJIOTIUHY IpOrpaMy, BiIMOBHBIIUCH BiJ (enepaaicTChKUX O4YiKyBaHb
1 mepeiIIoBIIN 10 MapaurMU CYBEpPEeHHOI a3zepOaijikaHChKol nepkaBH. JlOCHIKEHHS TaKOX I0Ka3ajio, IO Tparesis
CIpUsIa KOHCOMIAAMil CyCIinbCTBa, (POPMYBAHHIO €IMHOI MOJITUYHOT BOJII Ta CTBOPEHHIO iCOJIOTIYHOTO MIATPYHTS ISt
nporosnomeHHs AzepOaiipkancekoi JleMokpatnynoi PecryOmiku.

BucnoBku. bepe3nesuii renonuy 1918 poky craB karajizaTopoM CTAaHOBJIEHHS 171€1 HE3aIeKHOCTI B a3epOaiikaHChKIl
MOMITUYHIA KyJI6Typi. [Tomil cripusiin 3MIilIHEHHIO HAI[IOHAJIBHOI €IHOCTI, ()OPMYBAHHIO ILTICHOI i/ICOJIOTIYHOT CUCTEMH,
3aCHOBAHOI Ha MPHHIUIAX CYBEPEHITETY Ta CAMOBHU3HAUCHHS. Y JIOCIIDKCHHI TIIKPECIIOETHCS, 110 LS Tpareiis Bigirpana
KITIOUOBY pOJib y GopMyBaHHi (hi10co(ChKUX 1 MOMITUYHUX 3aca]l CydacHOI a3epOaliPKaHChKOT IepKaBHOCTI Ta € BayKIMBUM
€JIEMEHTOM HaI[lOHaJIBHOT TaM’sITi.

KurouoBi ciioBa: bepesnesuii renorun, [Tapris «MycaBary, HallloHaJIbHA 1/1€0JI0Tis, He3aJIeXkKHICTh, [liBneHHnit KaBkas
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Introduction.

The early 20th century marked a period of dramatic
political, social, and ethno-confessional transformations
for the Caucasus region. The collapse of the Russian
Empire following the February Revolution of 1917
and the subsequent October Revolution led to the
destruction of former institutions of governance, created
a power vacuum, and plunged the former empire into a
state of protracted anarchy. Amidst a rapidly changing
political climate, the peoples of the South Caucasus
increasingly embraced ideas of national revival and
self-determination. However, the growth of national
movements was accompanied by the exacerbation of old
ethnic contradictions and the emergence of new lines of
conflict.

This period proved particularly contradictory for the
Azerbaijani population. On the one hand, Azerbaijanis,
deprived of broad political rights for decades within the
imperial system, saw the events of 1917 as an opportunity
to realize their own aspirations for autonomy and national-
political self-assertion. On the other hand, the realization
of these aspirations encountered serious obstacles, both
internal and external — the lack of stable state institutions,
competition for power in multi-ethnic Baku, infighting
between parties and armed groups, as well as the strategic
interests of Bolshevik Russia in the region (Balayev, 2008).

Results.

In the relatively liberal atmosphere following the
February Revolution, Azerbaijani political organizations
became more active. The Musavat Party played a
particularly prominent role, becoming one of the most
influential political groups in the region (Shaumian,
1978). Its program, adopted in late 1917, called for
Azerbaijan to be granted autonomous status within a
federal Russia (Program, 1917). At the time, this position
seemed realistic, driven by hopes for the democratic
transformation of the post-imperial space.

However, the Bolsheviks' rise to power in Baku
and the activities of the Baku Soviet under Stepan
Shaumyan radically altered the political context. The
Bolshevik administration, relying on the armed forces of
the Armenian Dashnaktsutyun party, sought to establish
complete control over the city, using the ethnic factor as
a tool of political pressure. The idea of "class struggle"
in Baku was deliberately replaced by ethnopolitical
confrontation (Isgenderli, 2013). Control over the city,
which possessed strategic oil potential, became a priority
for the Bolsheviks, leading to a policy of systematic
violence against the Azerbaijani population.

The culmination of this policy was the March events
of 1918 — a planned massacre of the Azerbaijani civilian
population carried out by Bolshevik-Dashnak forces.
The scale and brutality of these events had a profound
impact on the national consciousness and political elite
of Azerbaijan. They shattered any illusions about the
possibility of peaceful coexistence within a federal Russia
and completely undermined confidence in the Bolshevik
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declarations of "equality of peoples" (Archive of Political
Documents, 2015).

The March tragedy was not only a humanitarian
catastrophe that claimed thousands of lives, but also a
turning point in the formation of national and political
ideology. It was after these events that the idea of
autonomy lost its relevance, and the concept of full
state independence became a vital necessity. Political
leaders such as M.E. Rasulzade, F. Khan Khoyski, M.
Topchibashev, and others concluded that the people's
security could only be ensured by creating their own
sovereign state (Rasulzade, 1990).

Thus, the March 1918 genocide was not only a
tragedy but also a historical turning point, defining the
formation of Azerbaijani political thought and serving as
the impetus for the declaration of independence of the
Azerbaijan Democratic Republic. It is in this context that
the March events should be viewed as a key element in
the development of Azerbaijani national ideology and
political identity.

Political causes of the March genocide and the
change in the ideological position of the Musavat party.

By early 1918, the political situation in Baku was
becoming increasingly volatile. The victory of the Musavat
Party in the Baku Soviet elections, where it received
widespread support from the city's Muslim population,
caused deep concern among both Bolshevik circles and
Armenian Dashnak organizations. The strengthening
of the Azerbaijani national movement posed a threat to
Bolshevik political dominance in the region, leading to
an escalation of tensions and the preparation of violent
pressure on the Muslim community.

By early 1918, Musavat had become the largest
and most influential political force in the entire South
Caucasus. The party openly advocated for territorial
autonomy and political sovereignty for Azerbaijanis,
which inevitably clashed with the Bolsheviks' plans
to maintain the region under Soviet Russian control.
This factor became one of the key motivations for the
Bolsheviks, under the leadership of S. Shaumyan,
to ally with the Armenian National Council and the
Dashnaktsutyun Party, beginning preparations for armed
confrontation against Musavat (Isgenderli, 2013).

The Bolsheviks watched with alarm as Musavat's
authority rapidly grew. The party's massive popular
support created an entirely new political configuration,
one in which their influence in Baku could be significantly
curtailed. Even Musavat's most radical opponents were
forced to acknowledge its strength. It's no coincidence
that S. Shaumian wrote bluntly that the party, which
barely existed at the start of the 1917 revolution, had
become "the most powerful political organization in
Transcaucasia" within a year (Shaumian, 1978, p. 291).

It was precisely the fear of the Musavatists' further
strengthening that prompted the Bolsheviks to launch a
preemptive strike, without waiting for a final shift in the
political balance. The choice of location for the military
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operation was also no coincidence: Baku, as the region's
largest industrial and strategic center, was seen as a key
foothold, control over which determined the fate of the
entire South Caucasus.

As M. E. Rasulzade noted, it was Baku that became the
"stronghold of the Turkic national idea" at the beginning
of the 20th century, which explained the Bolsheviks'
increased interest in establishing strict control there
(Rasulzade, 1990). The growth of the national liberation
movement, as well as the strengthening of Musavat,
caused acute concern among Dashnak circles, who
dreamed of realizing the concept of a "Greater Armenia."
In their view, the political rise of the Musavatists
threatened the very foundations of their territorial claims.

To implement plans to eliminate Azerbaijani
political forces, approximately 5,000 Armenian armed
forces were assembled in Baku in early March 1918. As
a result, the "Red Guard," which, according to various
sources, numbered 10,000-12,000 fighters, consisted of
approximately 70% Armenian armed units (Azerbaijan
State Archive, 2001). At the same time, Russian-Molokan
auxiliary units were being created in the Caspian Flotilla
and in several districts (Shemakha, Mugan), indicating
large-scale preparations for a military operation.

Another participant in those events, the Bolshevik
N. Esriyants, claimed in his memoirs that in February
1918 they received a direct order from Shaumyan
and Kaparidze to prepare a plan to seize the Musavat
headquarters (Azerbaijan Republic Political Documents
Archive, n.d.). This further confirms that the events of
March were not a spontaneous clash, but rather a pre-
planned operation aimed at the physical elimination of the
political leaders of the Azerbaijani national movement.

The events of March 1918 left an indelible mark
on the collective memory of the Azerbaijani people.
The organized and widespread nature of the violence
allows them to be classified as an act of genocide, aimed
not only at the destruction of the Muslim community
but also at undermining the political base of the national
movement. The Baku Soviet, led by S. Shaumyan,
deliberately used armed Armenian units as the primary
force in the fight against Musavat. On March 30, 1918,
a large-scale operation began, officially presented by the
Bolsheviks as a "civil war," thereby concealing the ethnic
and political nature of the events (Balayev, 2008).

For many decades, Soviet historiography deliberately
and systematically distorted the picture of the March
events, presenting them not as an organized act of
violence against the Azerbaijani population, but as an
alleged "internal conflict" provoked by the Musavat Party.
However, this interpretation does not stand up to scrutiny.
As M. E. Rasulzade rightly noted, during that period,
Musavat did not have even a minimal armed contingent
in Baku, making claims of an "armed uprising of
Musavatists" completely groundless (Rasulzade, 1990).

In fact, numerous armed groups operated under the
guise of the "Bolshevik-Dashnak Union," using political
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rivalry as a pretext to attack not so much Musavat as
the unarmed Azerbaijani population. The scale of the
tragedy is confirmed by the fact that more than 12,000
peaceful Muslim Turks were killed in Baku and its
environs alone (Balayev, 2008). This figure testifies to the
deliberate nature of the ethnic violence and the deliberate
destruction of the social and national foundations of a
future independent Azerbaijan.

Particularly brutal reprisals occurred in areas
with dense Azerbaijani populations: Icheri Sheher, the
Shamakhi road, and Chemberekend. The punitive actions
began on the evening of March 30 and continued for
almost a week. The killings were accompanied by the
burning of neighborhoods, looting, and the expulsion
of the population. All of this fit into the overall strategy
of the Bolshevik leadership, which sought to eliminate
Musavat as the main political opponent and break the will
of Azerbaijani society to resist (Smith, 2015).

It should not be forgotten that by early 1918,
Musavat had truly become the most influential political
force in the South Caucasus, a fact that even Bolshevik
leaders repeatedly acknowledged. This is precisely why
the Bolsheviks' defeat in the Baku elections provoked
a sharp reaction in Armenian Dashnak circles and the
leadership of the Baku Soviet. They sought not only
to change the balance of power but also to physically
eliminate the national liberation movement. To this end,
approximately five-thousand-armed Armenian militants
were concentrated in Baku, and the resulting "Red Guard"
consisted of 70 percent Armenian paramilitary personnel
(Isgandarli, 2013).

Further evidence of the deliberate nature of the
punitive actions is provided by Stepan Shaumyan's own
confession. In his official report of April 13, 1918, he
explicitly stated that the armed clashes in Baku were no
accident. On the contrary, by using the military support
of the Dashnaktsutyun party, the Bolsheviks had planned
in advance to "neutralize the Muslim counterrevolution”
— which, in fact, meant the Musavat Party and the
Azerbaijani national movement (Shaumyan, 1978).
Moreover, Shaumyan openly acknowledged that a
Bolshevik defeat would have transformed Baku into a
political center for Azerbaijanis — which, in his words,
would have been a "strategic defeat for Russia."

It's important to emphasize that the tragedy wasn't
limited to the capital. By early April, punitive campaigns
had spread to Shemakha, Quba, Khachmaz, and other
regions. Disguised as "Soviet troops," predominantly
Armenian armed units under the command of T. Amiryan
and G. Hamazasp were dispatched there. Events in the
Shemakha district were particularly devastating, with
settlements subjected to mass arson, and residents
subjected to executions and torture. The "Bloody March
Calendar" of that time preserves numerous testimonies to
the brutality, scale, and methodical nature of these actions
(De Waal, 2010).

Clearly, the goal of these events was not only to
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maintain power in Baku, but also to crush the moral
fortitude of Azerbaijani society, destroy its demographic
structure, and deprive the people of the ability to organize
resistance. However, the result was precisely the opposite.
The mass killings and destruction produced a powerful
national consolidation effect. People realized that the
threat to their existence stemmed not from local conflicts,
but from systemic violence aimed at destroying national
identity. Therefore, the March events became not only
a tragedy but also a turning point in psychological and
political history.

The profound shock of the genocide strengthened
the sense of unity and solidarity. National leaders such
as M. E. Rasulzade gained even greater authority, as
their calls for self-organization, the creation of national
institutions, and preparation for independence were no
longer perceived as ideological slogans, but as a vital
necessity. As a result, the March tragedy became one
of the key factors accelerating the formation of the
Azerbaijan Democratic Republic and the final affirmation
of independence as the only path to development for the
Azerbaijani people (Isgenderli, 2011).

The ideological influence of the March 1918
genocide and the transformation of the political line of
the Musavat Party.

The events of March 1918 had a profound and lasting
impact on the evolution of political thought in Azerbaijan,
particularly on the ideological line of the Musavat Party.
Prior to the tragic events of March, the party's core
programmatic thrust remained the concept of "autonomy
for Azerbaijan within Russia," representing the most
realistic political option amid the ongoing disintegration
of the Russian Empire. The Azerbaijani political elite,
focused on reforms and the gradual transformation of
the imperial system, did not yet accept the possibility
of the rapid establishment of a fully independent state.
Many circles remained convinced that the international
situation and the lack of a national army made the idea of
full independence premature.

However, after the March genocide, the political
thinking of Azerbaijani society underwentradical changes.
The massacre of Muslim civilians, the destruction of
Azerbaijani neighborhoods, and the open hostility of
Bolshevik-Dashnak armed groups demonstrated that
Azerbaijanis could count on neither security nor political
guarantees within any form of Russian statehood. Thus,
the tragedy of March marked the turning point at which
the idea of independence transformed from a theoretical
program into a vital necessity.

Leading political figures — M. E. Rasulzade, F.
Khoyski, and M. Topchubashev — began to reconsider the
party's previous ideological line, concluding that national
security and the people's political future were impossible
without the creation of an independent state (Rasulzade,
1990). Previous formulations associated with federalism
gradually disappeared from the party's printed organs,
giving way to concepts such as "istiklal," "national state,"
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and "the right to self-determination of the Azerbaijani
people." Already in statements from the spring of 1918,
the March genocide was presented as "the price paid in
blood for freedom," reflecting a new ideological tone and
the formation of a political consensus within national
forces.

At the same time, the cultural and spiritual component
of national ideology was also strengthening. Musavat
Party ideologists began actively drawing on historical
sources, national literature, and religious motifs, forming
a coherent system of political thought centered on the idea
of national and state identity. The goal of this ideological
transformation was not only the political unification of
society but also the formation of a model of national self-
awareness capable of withstanding external threats and
internal divisions.

During this period, issues related to the creation of a
national army, the determination of a state language, and
the protection of territorial integrity acquired the status of
key political priorities. At local congresses and regional
assemblies held in the spring of 1918, these issues were
discussed as necessary conditions for preserving the
nation's existence.

The March tragedy became a powerful ideological
catalyst. Even those members of the intelligentsia
who had previously considered preserving the federal
model possible began to openly support the idea of full
independence after witnessing the scale of violence.
The genocide served as a point of no return, after which
continued life within Russia began to be perceived as a
threat to the very existence of the nation. This helped to
form a solid foundation for national unity — one of the key
factors in the swift declaration of independence.

The March genocide left deep psychological and
social scars on the fabric of Azerbaijani society. Families
perished, communities were destroyed, and with them,
centuries-old cultural ties. Societies experiencing such
traumatic events often experience a prolonged crisis of
trust, but in Azerbaijan, the tragedy played the opposite
role: it led to unprecedented national consolidation.

People from various social strata — from the
intelligentsia to the peasantry, from urban merchants to
the clergy — felt for the first time that they belonged to
a single national whole. The idea that the struggle was
not for privileges or political representation, but for the
preservation of the nation itself, took root in society.
This idea became central to the formation of Azerbaijan's
future political culture.

The population's faith in national leaders also
received a significant boost. The political foresight of
M. E. Rasulzade and his associates was perceived as an
indicator of the maturity of the national movement. In the
regions most affected by the genocide — Shamakhi, Quba,
Lankaran, and Karabakh — support for national political
forces increased. People who had directly experienced
the horrors of violence no longer saw the possibility of
living under the rule of alien political structures.
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This was also facilitated by numerous volunteer
initiatives: fundraising for refugees, organizing food
aid, and the participation of women, clergy, teachers,
and merchants in charity campaigns. These examples
demonstrate the high level of social solidarity that became
the foundation for subsequent political development.

Thus, the March 1918 genocide did not become
a factor of disunity, but, on the contrary, a powerful
impetus for strengthening the national spirit and uniting
Azerbaijani society as a whole. Under the impact of
these tragic events, a new political and moral reality was
formed, in which it became clear that the fundamental
pillar of national existence was not the patronage of
external forces, but solely the independence of the
state itself. This is why the idea of political sovereignty
gradually became one of the fundamental pillars of
Azerbaijani political culture.

Despite the depth of the humanitarian catastrophe,
the March events also had far-reaching diplomatic
consequences. The collapse of the Transcaucasian Sejm,
the formation of the Azerbaijan National Council, and the
subsequent proclamation of the Azerbaijan Democratic
Republic were direct consequences of the political
upheaval unleashed by the March events. For the first time,
the Azerbaijani people demonstrated internationally their
inability to exist within the crumbling imperial system,
which became an argument in favor of establishing an
independent state (Smith, 2019).

The place of the March genocide in national
ideology and its historical consequences.

Following the tragedy, three key directions in
rethinking their own history began to emerge in the
public consciousness of Azerbaijanis:

1. Restoring historical memory. People began
to look back on the past in a new way, reassessing the
significance of national heroes, events, and traditions.
The memory of resistance and survival became a crucial
element of collective identity (Williams, 2018).

2. Formation of national solidarity. Representatives
of various social groups recognized the need for unity in
the face of external threats. During this period, a sense
of belonging to a single ethnopolitical community grew
stronger, most clearly manifested in the activities of
volunteer groups, charitable committees, and community
organizations (Institute of Social Studies, 2015).

3. Creating political will for independence. The
idea of sovereignty, previously perceived as a distant
prospect, acquired the status of a practical necessity. It
was the events of March that accelerated the transition
from the concept of autonomy within Russia to the idea
of complete independence, which the National Council
officially enshrined in May 1918.

The March genocide became not only a tragic
chapter in history but also a turning point in the formation
of Azerbaijani ideology. It united the political and
philosophical understanding of freedom with the threat
of physical annihilation, thereby transforming the idea
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of independence into a vital imperative. As a result of
the tragedy, the very structure of the national movement
changed: Musavat finally committed to the creation of
an independent state, abandoning any illusions about
the possibility of democratic development in Russia
(Rasulzade, 1990).

At the same time, the threat of physical liquidation
of Azerbaijanis by the Bolshevik-Dashnak alliance
pushed other parties to support the Musavat line. An
unprecedented consensus emerged among the main
political groups regarding the goals of future statehood.
This convergence of positions became one of the most
important prerequisites for not only the political but also
the military organization of the national movement.

It should be emphasized that the March events
changed not only the goals but also the methods
of struggle. It became clear that the previous form
of predominantly peaceful political resistance had
exhausted itself. Achieving the stated objectives required
a combination of political and military methods, as
well as the creation of national armed forces capable of
protecting the population from systematic violence.

The political crisis that paralyzed the Transcaucasian
Sejm only accelerated the development of Azerbaijani
statehood. The Sejm's inability to protect the Azerbaijani
people discredited it in the eyes of society and ultimately
destroyed faith in the feasibility of a federal model. Even
the declaration of independence of the Transcaucasian
Democratic Republic on April 22, 1918, failed to
change the situation, as the crisis of confidence proved
insurmountable (Hasanli, J2015; Swietochowski, (1995)).

Under these circumstances, the proclamation of
the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic was the logical
culmination of a complex series of ideological
transformations. Its leaders — M. E. Rasulzade, F. Khoyski,
and M. Topchubashev — heeded the lessons of the March
tragedy and sought to build a state based on the principles
of civil equality, interethnic peace, and tolerance. These
principles were reflected in the constitutional drafts of the
ADR.

The March genocide also became a crucial element of
national memory in the following decades. After regaining
independence in 1991, the state officially recognized the
tragedy of 1918 as a key event in the history of national
identity. The establishment of March 31 as "Azerbaijani
Genocide Day" enshrined this historical experience in the
political culture of the modern Republic of Azerbaijan
(Azerbaijan State Archive, 2001).

Conclusions.

The analysis conducted allows us to state with a
high degree of certainty that the events of March 1918
were not only a tragedy of national proportions but also
a crucial turning point in the political and ideological
development of Azerbaijani society. The massacres
committed by Bolshevik-Dashnak forces shattered any
illusions about the possibility of maintaining autonomy
within Russia and definitively demonstrated that the
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national security and political survival of the Azerbaijani
people could only be ensured within the framework of
their own independent state.

It was precisely as a result of the March genocide that
ideas of "federal autonomy" gave way to the concept of
political sovereignty, which was reflected in the evolution
of the Musavat Party's ideological platform and in the
activities of the national movement's leaders. The virtual
elimination of previous political guidelines, a strengthened
sense of collective belonging, the awakening of historical
memory, and the desire for self-determination led to the
formation of a new political will based on the principles
of national unity, self-defense, and statehood.

The events of March became a catalyst for processes
that soon resulted in the establishment of the Azerbaijan
Democratic Republic — the first secular democratic

REFERENCES

state in the Muslim East. Thus, the tragedy of 1918
simultaneously served as a prerequisite for national
revival and the foundation for political modernization.

The ideological legacy of the March genocide
continues to play a key role in contemporary Azerbaijani
state-building. Recognizing March 31 as Genocide
Remembrance Day is not only a tribute to the past but also
areminder of the need to preserve national independence,
political vigilance, and historical responsibility to future
generations.

In this context, the March tragedy remains a
fundamental element of national identity, shaping a
strong understanding that freedom, independence, and
statehood are the indispensable values of the Azerbaijani
people, for which they have repeatedly made the highest
sacrifices.

Archive of Political Documents of the Presidential Administration of the Republic of Azerbaijan (State Archive of Political
Documents). (2015). Documents on political and social events in Azerbaijan, 1917-1918. De Gruyter. https://doi.

org/10.1515/9781501753299-011

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic Archives (ARDA). (n.d.). Fund 894, file 39, sheet 2.
Azerbaijan history: Textbook for higher education institutions. (2015). Baku University Publishing House.

Azerbaijan Presidential Administration, Political Documents Archive. (n.d.). Fund 276, list 2, file 20, sheet 44. https://portal.ehri-
project.eu/institutions/az-006455?utm_source=chatgpt.com

Azerbaijan Republic Political Documents Archive (ARPIISSA). (n.d.). Fund 276, list 2, file 20, sheet 76.

Azerbaijan State Archive. (2001). Information about the State Archive of the Republic of Azerbaijan. https://portal.chri-project.eu/
institutions/az-006453

Balayev, A. G. (2008). The February Revolution and the national outskirts: The March events of 1918 in Azerbaijan. Flinta. https://
www.preslib.az/ru/book/pdSsg69a0HMSpEI?utm_source=chatgpt.com

De Waal, T. (2010). The Caucasus: An introduction.
ISBN 978-0-19-539977-6

Extraordinary Investigation Commission. (1918/2001). Report of Chairman Alakbar bey Khasmammadov to the Minister of Justice
(22 November 1918). Xalq Qazeti, March 16, 2001. https://anl.az/down/meqale/xalqqazeti/

Hasanli, J. (2015). Foreign policy of the Republic of Azerbaijan: The difficult road to Western integration, 1918-1920. Routledge.
ISBN 978-1-315-60701-6

Hasanli, J. (2015). Foreign policy of the Republic of Azerbaijan: The difficult road to Western integration, 1918-1920. Routledge.
ISBN 9780765640499

Isgandarli, A. (2013). Azerbaijan realities: 1917-1920. Elm vo Tohsil. ISBN 978-1-4568-7955-6

Isgenderli, A. (2011). Realities of Azerbaijan: 1917—1920. https://fatsr.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Realities-of-Azerbaijan-
1917-1920-Jews-killed-p.-119.pdf

Program of the Turkic Democratic Party of Federalists “Musavat,” adopted at its 1st Congress 26 October 1917. (1917). Perspectives
on Islam. GAAR, f. 895, op. 3, d. 306, 1. 2—-6. http://islamperspectives.org/rpi/items/show/10776

Rasulzade, M. A. (1990). The Azerbaijan Democratic Republic. Elm. ISBN 5-8066-0897-2.

Shaumian, S. G. (1978). Izbrannye proizvedeniya [Selected works] (Vol. 2). Politizdat.

Smith, J. (1999). The Bolsheviks and the national question, 1917-23. St. Martin’s Press. ISBN 978-0-333-72759-1

Swietochowski, T. (1995). Russia and Azerbaijan: A borderland in transition. Columbia University Press. ISBN 978-0-231-07068-3

Oxford University Press.

L GRANI 55



