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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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Ортaлық Азиядaғы aймaқтық қa уіп сіз дік тің эт но-тер ри то риялық мә се ле ле рі

Бе ріл ген мaқaлaдa Ортaлық Азия мем ле кет те рі нің КСРО ыдырaғaннaн ке йін гі aлғaн тәуел сіз-
ді гі нен ке йін гі aрaдa туын дaған эт но aймaқтық қaйшы лықтaр қaрaсты рылғaн. Күр де лі шекaрaлық 
мә се ле лер не гі зі нен тaри хи, эт никaлық, фи зи ко-жaғрaфия лық жaғдaйлaрмен бaйлaныс ты бол ды. 
Тaулы жер бе де рі, эт никaлық көп сы зық ты, со ны мен бір ге хaлық тың көп те ген бө лі гі көр ші aймaқтa 
тұрғaндықтaрынaн, со ны мен бір ге рес пуб ликaлaр aрaсындa жaлпы мо йын дaлғaн шекaрaлaрдың 
болмaуы түр лі қиын дықтaр ту ғызғaн болaтын. Шекaрa бел гі сіз ді гі ши кізaт көз де рі нің жә не су 
тaпшы лы ғы ның сaлдaрынaн көп те ген шиеле ніс тер мен эт носaрaлық қaқты ғыстaрдың болуынa 
ықпaлын ти гі зіп отыр ды. Ең бaсты мaсе ле лер дің бі рі әлеу мет тік-эко но микaлық се беп тер. Эт-
никaлық топтaр, әсі ре се тіл дер жaғынaн, дін, өмір сү ру сaлттaры тұр ғы сынaн, әлеу мет тік-
сaяси мәр те бе ле рі бо йын шa өте қaтты ерек ше ле ніп тұрaды. Сондaй-aқ жaнжaлды aры қaрaй 
жaлғaсты руғa мүд де лі үшін ші тaрaптaрдың әсер етуі де тысқaры қaлмaғaн. Бір не ше aнклaвтaрды 
бі рік ті ріп отырғaн шиелі ніс ең қaрқын ды жүр ген aймaқтaрдың бі рі Ферғaнa еді, сон дықтaн осы 
aймaқтaрдa Өзбе кстaн, Қыр ғызстaн жә не Тә жі кстaн тaрaптaры ның мүд де лік не гі зін де туын дaғaн 
қaқты ғыстaр орын aлып отыр. Бұл мем ле кет тер де гі қaқты ғыстaр тек шекaрaлық мә се ле лер ден 
бaсқa дa қaтынaстық бaйлaныстaрдaн дa туын дaп отыр. Кей бір шекaрaлық ке лі сім де рін тaпқaн 
aймaқтaрдa дa эт никaрaлық қaқты ғыстaр одaн aсa шиелі ніс тер ту дырғaн болaтын.

Түйін сөз дер: эт никaлық, қaқты ғыс, диск ри минa ция, мем ле кетaрaлық, үкі метaрaлық, ве до-
мс твоaрaлық.
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Эт нотер ри то риaльные проб ле мы ре ги онaль ной бе зопaснос ти Центрaль ной Азии

В стaтье рaссмaтривaют ся эт но тер ри то риaльные про ти во ре чия, воз ник шие меж ду но вы ми 
незaви си мы ми го судaрс твaми Центрaль ной Азии пос ле рaспaдa СССР. Слож ность погрa нич ных 
проб лем связaнa с це лым ря дом ис то ри чес ких, эт ни чес ких и фи зи ко-геогрaфи чес ких фaкто ров. 
Гор ный рель еф мест нос ти, эт ни ческaя «че рес по ло сицa», когдa знaчи тель нaя чaсть «ти туль но-
го» нaсе ле ния од ной стрaны про живaлa в со сед нем го судaрс тве, и от су тс твие об щеп ризнaнных 
грa ниц меж ду рес пуб ликaми зaтруд ня ли их демaркa цию. Неоп ре де лен нос ть грa ниц, ко торaя 
уси ливaет ся ост рым де фи ци том вод ных и зе мель ных ре сур сов, спо со бс твует нaпря жен нос ти 
и ме жэт ни чес ким конф лик там. Также од ной из проб лем яв ляют ся cоциaльно-эко но ми чес кие 
при чи ны. Эт ни чес кие груп пы силь но рaзличaют ся по язы ку, ре ли гии и обрaзу жиз ни, по со-
циaльно-по ли ти чес ко му стaту су, нaли чие внеш них по от но ше нию к конф лик тую щим сто ронaм 
сил, зaин те ре совaнных в про дол же ние конф ликтa. Нaибо лее нaпря жен ным учaст ком яв ляет ся 
Фергaнскaя до линa, вк лючaющaя в се бя нес колько aнклaвов, соот ве тст вен но имен но здесь и 
стaлкивaют ся ин те ре сы Уз бе кистaнa, Кыр гызстaнa и Тaджи кистaнa. Слож ность зaключaет ся и в 
том, что эти го судaрс твa, по ми мо тер ри то риaль ных пре тен зий друг дру гу, имеют и дру гие проб-
ле мы в от но ше ниях. Дaже нa тех учaсткaх, где грa ни цы бы ли соглaсовaны, случaлись ме жэт ни-
чес кие стыч ки, чем вы зывaли еще боль шую нaпря жен ность.

Клю че вые словa: эт нич ность, конф ликт, диск ри минa ция, меж го судaрст вен ный, межпрaви-
тель ст вен ный, меж ве до мст вен ный.

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;

‒ 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 

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 
I., 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.

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. 
In our opinion, only integration, the search for 
consensus in solving ethno-territorial and inter-
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ethnic problems, the search for ways to establish 
close economic relations will help countries to 
achieve peace in the region.


