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ETHNO-TERRITORIAL PROBLEMS OF REGIONAL SECURITY IN
CENTRAL ASIA

The article deals with the ethno-territorial contradictions that arose between the new independent
States of Central Asia after the collapse of the USSR. The complexity of border problems is associated
with a number of historical, ethnic and physical-geographical factors. The mountainous terrain, ethnic
“cross-hair”, when a significant part of the “titular” population of one country lived in a neighboring
state, and the lack of universally recognized borders between the republics made it difficult to demarcate
them. Uncertainty of boundaries, which is exacerbated by an acute shortage of water and land resources,
contributes to tension and inter-ethnic conflicts. Including one of the problems are socio-economic rea-
sons. Ethnic groups vary greatly in language, religion and way of life, according to socio-political status,
and the presence of forces external to the conflicting parties interested in continuing the conflict. The
most intense section is the Fergana Valley, which includes several enclaves, respectively, the interests of
Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan collide here. The difficulty lies in the fact that these states, in ad-
dition to territorial claims to each other, have other problems in relations. Even in those areas where the
borders were agreed, there were interethnic clashes, which caused even greater tension.
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OprTanbik, A3usiaafFbl AMMaKTbIK KayincCi3AiKTiH 3THO-TEPPUTOPUSABIK MacCeAeAepi

bepiareH makanapa OpTanbik, A3ns MmemaekeTTepiHiH, KCPO biablparaHHaH KeniHri aAFaH TOYeACi3-
AiriHEeH KeniHri apaaa TyblHAQFAH 3THO aMaKThIK, KAMLLbIABIKTAp KapacTbIpbIAFaH. KypAeAi lwekapaAblk,
MOCEAEAEP HETI3IHEH TapuXM, STHMKAABIK, (DU3MKO->KaFpadMSAbIK, XKaraanAapMeH 6ariAaHbICTbl GOAADI.
Tayabl )xep 6eAepi, STHMKAABIK, KOMCbI3bIKTbl, COHbIMEH Oipre XaAbIKTbiH KenTereH 6eAiri KepLui aiMakra
TYpFaHAbIKTapblHaH, COHbIMEH Gipre pecrnybGAMKaAap apacbiHAA >KaAmbl MOMbIHAAAFAH LLeKapaAapAblH
60AMaybl TYPAI KMbIHABIKTAP TyFbi3FraH 6oAaTbiH. LLlekapa GeAricisairi wmkisaT Ke3AepiHiH XoHe cy
TanLWbIAbIFbIHbIH CaAAApbIHAH KOMTEreH LMEAEHICTEP MEH 3THOCAPaAbIK, KaKTbIFbICTapAbiH GOAybIHA
bIKMAAbIH TUTi3in OTbIpAbl. EH 6acTbl MaceAaeAepAiH 6ipi 9AeyMETTIK-3KOHOMMKaAbIK, cebentep. IT-
HWKaAbIK, TOMTap, acipece TIAAEP >KaFblHaH, AiH, ©Mip Cypy CaATTapbl TYPFbICbIHAH, BAEYMETTiK-
casicn mapTtebeaepi OOMbIHIIA ©Te KaTThl epeklueAeHin Typaabl. CoOHAAM-aK, >kaHXaAAbl apbl Kapai
JKAAFaACTbIPYFa MYAAEAI YLLIHLLI TapanTapAblH 8Cep eTyi Ae TbiICKapbl KaAMaraH. bipHelle aHKAABTapAbI
GipiKTIpin OTbIPFaH LUMEAIHIC eH KapKbIHAbI XXYPreH anmakTapAbiH 6ipi DepraHa eAi, COHAbIKTaH OCbl
anmakTapaa ©36ekctaH, Kbiprbi3cTaH xeHe ToxikCTaH TapanTapblHbiH MYAAEAIK HEri3iHAE TyblHAAFaH
KAKTbIFbICTAp OPbIH aAbil OTbIp. ByA MEMAeKeTTepAeri KakThIFbICTap TeK LLEeKapaAbIK, MOCEAEAEPAEH
6acka Aa KaTbIHACTbIK, GaMAaHbICTapAaH Aa TyblHAAM OTbip. Kenbip wekapaAblk, KEAICIMAEPIH TankaH
arfMakTapAa Ad 3THMKAPAAbIK, KAKTbIFbICTAP OAQH aca LUMEAIHICTEP TYAblpFaH GOAATbIH.

TyHiH ce3aep: 3THMKAAbIK, KAKTbIFbIC, AUCKPUMMHALMS, MEMAEKETaPaAbIK, YKiMETapaAblK, BEAO-
MCTBOApPaAbIK,.
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DTHOTEppPUTOPHAAbHDIE NMPOBAEMbI PerMOHaAbHOM Ge3onacHocTu LieHTpaAbHOM A3uu

B ctatbe paccMaTpurBalOTCS 3THOTEPPUTOPUAABbHBIE MPOTMBOPEUMS, BO3HMKLLIME MEXAY HOBbIMU
He3aBMCUMbIMK rocypapcTBamun LleHTpaabHot A3um nocae pacnasa CCCP. CAOXHOCTb NMOrpaHUyHbIX
npobAemM CBsI3aHa C LIeAbIM PSIAOM UCTOPUYECKMX, STHUUECKMX U (DMU3UKO-Teorpapruecknx hakTopos.
[opHbI peAbed MECTHOCTM, 3THMYECKas «4epecrioAOCULa», KOTAQ 3HAUMTEeAbHasl YacTb «TUTYAbHO-
ro» HaCEAEHMsl OAHOWM CTPaHbl MPOXKMBaAA B COCEAHEM FOCYAAPCTBE, M OTCYTCTBME OOLLENPU3HAHHbIX
rpaHuL, MexAy pecrybAMKammM 3aTPYAHSAM MX AemMapkaumio. HeonpeaeAeHHOCTb rpaHuu, KoTopas
YCUAMBAETCSI OCTPbIM AE(PULMTOM BOAHbBIX M 3EMEAbHbIX PECYpCOB, CMOCOOCTBYET HAMPSXKEHHOCTU
N MEXITHUYECKMM KOH(MAMKTaM. Tak>Ke OAHOM M3 MPOBAEM SBASIOTCS COLMAAbHO-3KOHOMMYECKMe
MPUYUHBI. DTHUUYECKME TPYMMbl CUABHO PA3AMYAOTCS MO 93blKy, PEAMIMM 1M 006pasy >KM3HW, MO Co-
LMAABHO-TIOAUTUYECKOMY CTaTyCy, HaAMYME BHELUHMX MO OTHOLUEHWMIO K KOH(PAMKTYIOLMM CTOPOHaM
CUA, 3aMHTEPECOBAHHbIX B MPOAOAXKEHUE KOH(MAMKTA. Hanboaee HanpsXKEHHbIM YYaCTKOM SIBASIETCS
MepraHckas AOAMHA, BKAKOYaloLWas B ce6sl HECKOAbKO aHKAQBOB, COOTBETCTBEHHO MMEHHO 3AECb U
CTaAKMBAIOTCS MHTEpechl Y36eknctaHa, Kbiprbidctana 1 TaaxkmkunctaHa. CAOXKHOCTb 3aKAKOUAETCS U B
TOM, UTO 3TU FOCYAAPCTBA, MOMUMO TEPPUTOPMAAbHbIX MPETEH3NIA APYT APYTY, UMEIOT 1 Apyrie npo6-
AEMbl B OTHOLLUEHUSX. Aa)Ke Ha TeX yyacTkax, A€ rpaHuLbl GbIAM COrAACOBaHbl, CAYYAAUCh MEXKITHU-

YecKMe CTbIYKM, YeM BbI3bIBAAM ellie BOAbLLYIO HAMPSXKEHHOCTb.
KAroueBble cAOBa: STHUUHOCTb, KOH(PAMKT, AUCKPUMUHALIMS, MEXIOCYAAPCTBEHHbIN, MeXXNpaBu-

TEAbCTBEHHbIN, MEXXKBEAOMCTBEHHbIN.

Introduction

The collapse of the Soviet Union was a turning
point in the history of the world, the gaining of
independence by the countries of Central Asia
revealed many problems that required an immediate
solution. The most urgent problem was ethno-
territorial conflicts, which had deep roots in history.

Currently, the issue of borders and inter-ethnic
relations is key in the region. A huge influence on
the current situation in the region was the fact that
the modern borders of the countries of Central Asia
were defined during the Soviet Union. The central
authorities of the former USSR did not take into
account the historical, cultural and other features of
the ethnic groups. As a result of the ill-conceived
policy of the former Soviet Union, the borders of
the Central Asian states largely do not coincide with
the territories of the resettlement of ethnic groups in
the region.

The problem of uncertainty of boundaries,
which is exacerbated by an acute shortage of water
and land resources, contributes to tensions and
inter-ethnic conflicts (Solozobov YU., Shibutov M.,
2016).

One of the main factors of interethnic and
territorial problems are socio-economic reasons.
The reasons that underlie such conflicts include:

—ethnic groups vary greatly in language, religion
and lifestyle;
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— ethnic groups differ significantly in socio-
political status;

— on the territory of residence of one of the
ethnic groups, the political and economic situation
is changing in a short time;

—the presence of forces external to the conflicting
parties interested in continuing the conflict;

— conflicting ethnic parties have formed
persistent negative stereotypes in relation to each
other (Obrazovatel’nyy portal, 2018).

Research methods

This scientific study was based on general logical
methods such as: analysis, synthesis, synthesis and
description.

Main part

When solving territorial problems, it is
necessary to take into account the national
interests of each state. Pursuing national interests,
no state in the world wants to make territorial
concessions. Negotiations that address this
problem in the region were conducted from the
very beginning of independence and had a lot of
controversial points.

In our opinion, territorial disputes are the
stumbling block for the normalization of inter-
ethnic relations, security issues, and the effective
integration of the countries of the region. It should
also be noted that every state must understand that
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such problems must be solved in accordance with
the norms of international law.

The most intense section is the Fergana Valley,
which includes several enclaves, respectively, the
interests of Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan
collide here. The difficulty lies in the fact that
these states, in addition to territorial claims to each
other, have other problems in relations. Even in
those areas where the borders were agreed, inter-
ethnic clashes occurred, which caused even greater
tension. The need to obtain visas in order to travel to
a neighboring country, even more caused discontent
among residents, as it was difficult and costly.
Residents could not realize in the early stages of
independence that they now live in different states,
and not in one country, as was the case in the times
of the Soviet Union. The thinking of people who
once lived in neighboring villages was difficult to
change, there are many examples where people
are not authorized to run across borders that were
mined at the time, and as a result we see a lot of
casualties among ordinary people. The restriction
of movement between countries was dictated by the
national security issues of the countries of the region.
In addition to the problems we have mentioned
above, drug trafficking flows and growing terrorist
groups have begun in the region. As a result, cross-
border travel and trade were a big problem, often
exacerbated by the behavior of customs and border
guards. Border services often did not have sufficient
qualifications to stop certain people from moving
across borders.

If we consider the largest and in our opinion
significant ethno-territorial conflicts, it would be
appropriate to dwell on the problems that exist
between Uzbeks and Kyrgyz.

Ethno-territorial conflicts between Uzbeks and
Kyrgyz began in the period of the existence of the
Soviet Union.

In 1924, the cities of Osh, Jalal-Abad and Uzgen,
despite the fact that the majority of the population
were Uzbeks, were included in Kyrgyzstan. The
reason for this was that the Kyrgyz would not have
their own industrial centers. The Uzbeks, who
controlled the trade and services sector, lost their
leadership positions, which went to the Kyrgyz,
as well as language discrimination of the Uzbek
language (Trofimov D.K., 2002).

The situation began to heat up when Kyrgyz
youth appeared in Uzbek cities, demanding land for
housing construction. However, USSR legislation
prohibited the allocation of land for individual
development in the capitals of the Union republics,
and therefore discontent of the Kyrgyz youth living

in Frunze grew. Kyrgyz people from rural areas who
did not have their own housing and registration did
not abandon attempts to seize land.

However, the year of the rise of national self-
consciousness not only Kyrgyz, but also Uzbeks was
1990, when the informal Uzbek association Adolat
and the Kyrgyz Osh Aymagy, which were providing
people with land for building houses, became active
in Osh from early spring. In May 1990, in the city
of Frunze and in the city of Osh, several youth
associations were formed, which shared different
goals. Some demanded a solution to the housing
problem, others put forward political demands, and
others worried about preserving Kyrgyz history,
language and national identity. Representatives
of the Uzbek population demanded the creation
of the Uzbek autonomy, as well as the granting of
independent status to the Osh region, the creation of
the Uzbek cultural center, the opening of the Uzbek
faculty at the Osh Pedagogical Institute.

Inter-ethnic tension arose in the cities of Jalal-
Abad, Maili-Sae, Tash-Kumyr, Suzak and Bazar-
Kurgan districts, on the border of Madaniyat Pakhta-
Abad and Burgandy villages of Leninsky district.

The events in the Osh and Andijan regions
showed a weak social policy, inability to resolve land
use issues, which was the reason for the aggravation
of interethnic relations. However, unfortunately, no
concrete decision was made on this issue to prevent
such clashes between different ethnic groups
(Novosti Tsentral naya Aziya, 2010).

The unresolved political, economic and social
problems in Kyrgyzstan led to a new increase in
tensions in the sphere of inter-ethnic relations,
this was especially pronounced after the fall of the
Bakiyev regime.

In the spring of 2010, the situation in Osh began
to heat up. Uzbeks again began to report pressure
from representatives of criminal groups that
included Kyrgyz, as well as an increase in violent
street incidents, of which ethnic Uzbeks became
victims.

The inaction of law enforcement agencies in
southern Kyrgyzstan, which were demoralized
after the change of power in Bishkek, pushed the
Uzbek population to take measures to ensure their
security. The authorities were forced to authorize the
formation of “people’s guards”, and representatives
of the Uzbek diaspora developed a collision alert
system, which allowed in a short time to collect
dozens and hundreds of residents at the scene.

Issues of delimitation and demarcation of
borders in Central Asia are still not fully resolved, in
particular at the border of Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan.
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There are many controversial sites. Such as:
Lyailyaksky district of Osh district, Batken district
(Kyrgyz Republic) and Isfara district of Leninabad
oblast and Jirgatal district (Tajik Republic).

In addition to the delimitation of borders,
the issue of inter-ethnic clashes between Kyrgyz
and Tajiks also remains very difficult, since the
population in the border areas is not uniform.
Kyrgyz live in Tajikistan densely, and the Tajik
population, on the contrary, in Kyrgyzstan. The
main cause of inter-ethnic clashes here is primarily
the fact that some border areas are very densely
populated. Population growth is carried out mainly
due to internal, demographic processes. The Batkent
region of Kyrgyzstan occupies the southern foothill
part of the Fergana Valley with advanced chains,
spurs and foothills of the Turkestan Range and
the Alay Range, three quarters of its borders are
international. The region borders on Tajikistan
in the south, west and north-west, Uzbekistan in
the north, and Osh region in the east. The Batkent
region is characterized by a high birth rate, low
mortality and a high natural increase. The main
problems here include a noticeable water shortage,
a shortage of arable land and mountainous terrain,
which is one of the obstacles to the resettlement of
the population; therefore, over the past few decades,
some Kyrgyz began to pull closer to the city of
Isfara, on lands traditionally settled by Tajiks. Here,
settlements began to emerge with a predominance
of the Kyrgyz ethnic group (Aksai, Samarkandek,
Hovsuvor, Aktatyr, Kochoboy, Shakcha, etc.). The
situation was aggravated by the fact that during the
Soviet Union, when the borders were drawn, areas
with a compact Kyrgyz population were included in
Tajikistan, and vice versa.

The territorial issue between Kyrgyzstan
and Tajikistan is also greatly complicated by the
presence of enclaves. On the territory of Kyrgyzstan
there is a relatively small plot of land (130 thousand
sq. Km) belonging to the Isfara district of the
Leninabad region of Tajikistan — the Vorukh enclave
with a population, according to various estimates,
from 23 to 31 thousand people, approximately 99%
of which are Tajiks, 1% — Kyrgyz, respectively.
And, for example, the population density of the
Batken district surrounding it is much less. This
circumstance was a factor of social tension between
Kyrgyz and Tajiks. Ethno-territorial conflicts began
in the days of the Soviet Union, in the early 80s of
the XX century.

There are events in the villages of Vorukh —
Tangi in 1982 and the Match (October) — Aktatyr
in 1988. The most significant was the confrontation
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between the Tajiks of the Isfara region of Tajikistan
and the Kyrgyz of the Batken region of Kyrgyzstan
in 1989.

Sadly, inter-ethnic conflicts also began to
influence bilateral relations between Kyrgyzstan
and Tajikistan. So, during the Kyrgyz-Tajik clashes
in n. 90s. found a significant discrepancy between
the positions of the authorities of Kyrgyzstan and
Tajikistan. The leaders of the two countries of the
republics exchanged official accusations against
each other with accusations of unwillingness
to solve the problems that had arisen. Local
conflicts escalated into interstate differences, with
demands for a revision of inter-republican borders

(Electronic  resource  //https://regnum.ru/news/
accidents/1753343.html).
The territorial issue between Kyrgyzstan

and Tajikistan is also greatly complicated by the
presence of enclaves. On the territory of Kyrgyzstan
there is a relatively small plot of land (130 thousand
sq. Km) belonging to the Isfara district of the
Leninabad region of Tajikistan — the Vorukh enclave
with a population, according to various estimates,
from 23 to 31 thousand people, approximately 99%
of which are Tajiks, 1% — Kyrgyz, respectively.
And, for example, the population density of the
Batken district surrounding it is much less. This
circumstance was a factor of social tension between
Kyrgyz and Tajiks. Ethno-territorial conflicts began
in the days of the Soviet Union, in the early 80s of
the XX century.

There are events in the villages of Vorukh —
Tangi in 1982 and the Match (October) — Aktatyr
in 1988. The most significant was the confrontation
between the Tajiks of the Isfara region of Tajikistan
and the Kyrgyz of the Batken region of Kyrgyzstan
in 1989.

Sadly, inter-ethnic conflicts also began to
influence bilateral relations between Kyrgyzstan
and Tajikistan. So, during the Kyrgyz-Tajik clashes
in n. 90s. found a significant discrepancy between
the positions of the authorities of Kyrgyzstan and
Tajikistan. The leaders of the two countries of the
republics exchanged official accusations against
each other with accusations of unwillingness to
solve the problems that had arisen. Local conflicts
escalated into interstate differences, with demands
for a revision of inter-republican borders (Sabirov
1.,2014).

Unfortunately, the frequency of border conflicts
in recent years is a wake-up call to a possible
destabilization of the situation in the Fergana
Valley, and therefore in Central Asia, at any moment
[Electronic resource].
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In Central Asia, Uzbek-Tajik relations differ
in complexity and intensity, despite the fact that
Tajikistan and Uzbekistan are the closest republics
of Central Asia in terms of culture and lifestyle.
During the Soviet era, the closest economic ties of
Tajikistan in the region were with Uzbekistan.

After independence, relations between the two
countries developed relatively well. Diplomatic
relations between the republics were established on
October 22, 1992. Already in 1995, the Embassy
of the Republic of Tajikistan began to function
in Tashkent. The legal base of bilateral Tajik-
Uzbek relations, which has been formed to date,
consists of 111 interstate, intergovernmental and
interdepartmental agreements and treaties in the
political, trade and economic spheres. Meetings of
the two heads of state were regular (Rashid G.A.,
2014).

However, the phenomenon of interethnic and
as a result of interstate disagreements is clearly
expressed here.

In Central Asia, the Uzbek-Tajik contradictions
are the most protracted, because Half of Tajiks live in
economically underdeveloped areas of Uzbekistan,
such as Surkhadarya, Fergana, and Kashkadarya
regions. The standard of living is much lower than
the national average. There is a high unemployment
rate among the population, with a high demographic
growth.

The Tajik population of Uzbekistan does not
seek to participate in the political life of the country.
It is characterized by passivity and disbelief in its
capabilities. In Tajikistan, there is a large Uzbek
diaspora of more than 1 million people, which ranks
second in the quantitative sense after the titular
nation. Uzbeks make up about a quarter of the
republic’s population. Unlike the “Uzbek” Tajiks,
they are characterized by a desire to participate in
state-building, to actively participate in the political
and economic life of Tajikistan, the Uzbeks intend
to change the situation in accordance with their
interests. This striving manifested itself most
vividly during the civil war of the early 1990s, when
ethnic Uzbeks, with the support of official Tashkent,
had a significant influence on the course of events
unfolding in the country.

The resettlement of ethnic groups of Tajiks and
Uzbeks by almost 50% does not correspond to the
borders and geographical position of the national states
— the Republic of Uzbekistan and the Republic of
Tajikistan, this is what creates the ground for numerous
contradictions, in particular, inter-ethnic ones.

The Uzbek-Tajik relations are greatly influenced
by complex interstate relations. In this case, we

can clearly observe the merging of interethnic
and interstate contradictions. One of the factors
complicating bilateral relations is the problem of
border security. More than half of all ethnic Tajiks
in Uzbekistan live in areas bordering Tajikistan and
Afghanistan.

The independence of Tajikistan began with a split
(February 1990), a political confrontation between
various regional and political elites in the struggle
for sovereignty in the republic. The standoff began
around the 70s. last century, and in February 1990
it turned into an open political struggle for power,
an attempt was made to oust the supreme power in
the republic. Attempt to seize power failed. Having
received support from the center, the former elite
managed to hold their positions. But their power
was no longer complete.

In the neighboring republics, the authorities were
able to intercept the national-revival slogans from
the opposition, won the sympathy of the population
and become the fathers of the founders of the new
independent states. In Tajikistan, the ruling elite
could not adapt to the new conditions that led to the
political crisis in the country.

In May 1992, the political confrontation
escalated into a civil war. President of Uzbekistan
Islam Karimov sent a letter to the UN Security
Council with a proposal to intervene in the situation
in the interests of finding a way out of the difficult
situation in which Tajikistan finds itself

At this time, a large flow of refugees from
Tajikistan rushed into Uzbekistan, which created
difficulties for the country. The continuation of
the war was fraught with an even greater flow of
refugees, and as a result of this, it was transformed
by the spread of instability beyond Tajikistan,
including to Uzbekistan, which at the time was also
not calm and stable enough.

The resettlement of ethnic groups of Tajiks and
Uzbeks by almost 50% does not correspond to the
borders and geographical position of the national states
— the Republic of Uzbekistan and the Republic of
Tajikistan, this is what creates the ground for numerous
contradictions, in particular, inter-ethnic ones.

The Uzbek-Tajik relations are greatly influenced
by complex interstate relations. In this case, we
can clearly observe the merging of interethnic
and interstate contradictions. One of the factors
complicating bilateral relations is the problem of
border security. More than half of all ethnic Tajiks
in Uzbekistan live in areas bordering Tajikistan and
Afghanistan.

The independence of Tajikistan began with a split
(February 1990), a political confrontation between
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various regional and political elites in the struggle
for sovereignty in the republic. The standoff began
around the 70s. last century, and in February 1990
it turned into an open political struggle for power,
an attempt was made to oust the supreme power in
the republic. Attempt to seize power failed. Having
received support from the center, the former elite
managed to hold their positions. But their power
was no longer complete.

In the neighboring republics, the authorities were
able to intercept the national-revival slogans from
the opposition, won the sympathy of the population
and become the fathers of the founders of the new
independent states. In Tajikistan, the ruling elite
could not adapt to the new conditions that led to the
political crisis in the country.

In May 1992, the political confrontation
escalated into a civil war. President of Uzbekistan
Islam Karimov sent a letter to the UN Security
Council with a proposal to intervene in the situation
in the interests of finding a way out of the difficult
situation in which Tajikistan finds itself

At this time, a large flow of refugees from
Tajikistan rushed into Uzbekistan, which created
difficulties for the country. The continuation of
the war was fraught with an even greater flow of
refugees, and as a result of this, it was transformed
by the spread of instability beyond Tajikistan,
including to Uzbekistan, which at the time was also
not calm and stable enough.

The message of Islam Karimov served as the
basis for discussing the situation in Tajikistan in the
UN Security Council and the subsequent dispatch of
a special fact-finding mission. A series of subsequent
UN-decisions led to the deployment of the
organization’s peacekeeping mission in the republic.

From November 16 to December 2, 1992.
in Arbob, the 16th session of the 12th Supreme
Soviet of the Republic was held. In addition to
deputies, field commanders of the opposing sides,
representatives of opposition political parties and
organizations that were not directly represented in
parliament, held positions in the executive branch
of that time, took part in the session. In the hall
there were also political figures who were not part
of any of the branches of power, but who played a
prominent role in political processes. At the session,
Emomali Rahmon was elected head of state. The
war continued for another four and a half years,
but the legitimacy of the decisions taken at Arbob
was never questioned by the opposition. Uzbekistan
contributed to the successful conclusion of the
session and the beginning of the work of the newly
elected government in Dushanbe.
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It seemed that relations between the two
neighboring republics would develop very well.
However, unfortunately, after some time the
relationship began to take shape differently. At
first, they began to talk about friction between the
leadership of the two countries, the reluctance of
one side to see the other as an equal political partner.
This state of affairs persisted until the end of 1995,
when relations between Tajikistan and Uzbekistan
began to enter into a zone of open mutual alienation.
For countries, tensions clearly felt, especially in the
energy sector, have become characteristic.

While the problems of political nature between
the leaderships of Tajikistan and Uzbekistan have
not accumulated a certain critical level, the problems
arising in the field of energy more or less quickly
found their solution. However, in early January
1996, the supply of natural gas from Uzbekistan
unexpectedly stopped. The consequence was the
collapse of the entire heating system in the cities and
towns of the republic. It was then, for the first time in
the republic, that what later became commonplace in
the winter time was the phenomenon of overloading
of electrical networks and accidents on power lines.

Another painful point is transport and
communication problems. When civil war broke
out in Tajikistan, in Uzbekistan it was considered
necessary to completely curtail the air traffic
between the two countries in order to ensure their
security. In Tajikistan and, no doubt, in Uzbekistan
itself, this measure was considered as temporary.
However, there are still no regular flights between
the two countries. Tajikistan has only one rail exit to
the outside world — through Uzbekistan.

Another problem was the difficulty of
humanitarian contacts. For almost all the 90s.
There were practically no problems in this matter.
Citizens of Tajikistan and Uzbekistan quietly moved
in both directions. Although from May 1992 to
June 1997. there was a civil war in the country, any
obstacles caused by security considerations were
simply absent in the way of free visa-free visits to
Uzbekistan by the citizens of Tajikistan. But already
after the signing of the inter-Tajik peace agreements,
the trip to Uzbekistan became accompanied by the
increasingly complicated procedure of crossing the
border checkpoints from the Uzbek side. The logical
conclusion of the process of complicating bilateral
relations in this direction was the introduction in the
early 2000s. on the initiative of the Uzbek side of the
visa regime between the two countries. In parallel
with this process, the process of mining the border
from the Uzbek side was unfolding. The objective
reasons were taken in 1999-2001. IMU’s armed
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forces intervene in penetrating from their base in
Afghanistan into the territory of Uzbekistan.

In Soviet times, Tajikistan had only one
significant economic land exit to the outside world
for it — by rail through the territory of Uzbekistan.
Through Uzbekistan, the railway linking the
central and southern regions of the republic with its
industrially developed northern region was carried
out. In winter, the automobile communication of the
South and Center with the North of the Republic,
as already noted, was also carried out through the
territory of Uzbekistan. In turn, the railway and, to
a rather large extent, automobile connection of the
Uzbek part of the Fergana Valley with the rest of the
territory of Uzbekistan was carried out through its
Tajik part.

The transport and communication inter-
dependence of Tajikistan and Uzbekistan that
developed in Soviet times was not a problem
until the collapse of the USSR. In the post-Soviet
period, it became a problem for Tajikistan, which
practically had no own possibilities for its solution.
Uzbekistan, by now, has built an alternative railroad
and highway, overcoming transport dependence on
Tajikistan.

With the collapse of the USSR and the gaining
of independence by Tajikistan and Uzbekistan, the
conflict-related preconditions, inherited from the
Soviet era, quickly transformed into real problems
that adversely affect bilateral relations. This
happened, in many respects, due to quite objective
factors.

The energy problem has become one of the
pain points in the Tajik-Uzbek relations. Almost
immediately after the collapse of the USSR and
independence, Tajikistan began to experience a
shortage of energy resources. It was aggravated
by a shortage of financial resources and a shortage
of opportunities for the purchase and sustainable
delivery of the necessary energy resources to
the republic from the outside. In the first half
of the 2000s, the situation with the shortage of
electricity in the country worsened so much that it
had no choice but to seriously address the issue of
creating opportunities for recycling its considerable
hydropower resources.

Tajikistan has a real desire for a constructive
dialogue with Uzbekistan on energy and transport
and communication problems that are critically
important for it, because the insecurity of these
problems has had a negative impact on it. For a long
time, the other side simply didn’t have such a need
for a constructive dialogue on these and various
other problems for bilateral relations. Uzbekistan

had a whole range of advantages, which included
the inclination of external forces that have their own
interests in the region and are able to influence the
countries that belong to it, to take into account its
position and interests.

The prospects for a more rapid resolution of
issues related to the delimitation and demarcation
of the border between the two states and their
subsequent legal consolidation look better. These
issues were discussed on November 14 at the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Uzbekistan
with the Tajik ambassador to this country, Sodik
Imom. Already on November 16, the Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Uzbekistan Abdulazizi Kamilov
received the Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Tajikistan, Makhmadsharif Hakdod, in Tashkent
and discussed the same issues with him. The source
of the Asia Plus news agency in the government of
Tajikistan stressed that the Tajik and Uzbek sides are
determined to put an end to the issue of delimitation
and demarcation of the border between the two
countries by the end of the year.

Summarizing everything, it can be noted that
in bilateral Tajik-Uzbek relations there have been
visible visible positive shifts. The intensified
constructive dialogue gave the first fruits. I would
like to hope that this trend will be sustainable and
will bring relations between the two countries to a
level that meets their fundamental national interests
(Rashid G.A., 2014).

Conclusion

Thus, inter-ethnic tensions persist in the border
areas of the republics of Central Asia, which can
at any time escalate into an interstate conflict.
Unemployment, the low standard of living of the
majority of the population, the acute shortage of
arable land and water resources, the intensification of
groups of armed extremists — all of these are factors
that can aggravate inter-ethnic contradictions. After
the collapse of the USSR and the independence of
the former Soviet republics, the situation on the
border worsened: the borders did not have a clear
outline, there was not enough land and water. These
factors have always been and are the causes of the
frequent ethno-territorial conflicts between the two
republics.

The Fergana Valley with its unresolved issues
of controversial borders, lack of water resources,
high corruption in border areas, threats of
extremism and terrorism, ethnic conflicts and drug
trafficking are the key to the security of the whole
of Central Asia. No state in the region is able alone
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to resist the drug clans and the smuggling industry.  ethnic problems, the search for ways to establish
In our opinion, only integration, the search for close economic relations will help countries to
consensus in solving ethno-territorial and inter-  achieve peace in the region.
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