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- Chapter I

INTRODUCTION

The contemporary discourse on humankind, society, and the
future has gathered a new set of words and symbols, metaphors, and
" patterns. Many éf these are highly charged and emotive. Because of ne\'«v.
modes of awareness, several concepts and notions have been invested with
new meanings and values. The diverse manifes;tations of ethnicity and

associated phenomena are a case in point.

Although humankind is getting used to the concept of
homogenisatioﬁ, to fhe notion of a ”global_village" and to the ideology of
"one planét, one humam’fy", the sudden outburst of ethnic phenomena has
been préfoundly experienced all over the globe. Nation-states that were
seeking larger urﬁ’deé - a .European community- with soft fronﬁers, for
eXaméle - are dismayed by whét has Been happening around them. They
“have pockets of discontent that can blow up anytime. The former Soviet
Union and the East European states that apparently solved the problems of
nationalities and ethnic minorities are still hot beds of ethnicvstrife.. Despite
substantial organisational effort to bring about African Unity, tribal

ethnicities have proved too strong to be contained. North, Central and South



 America have their own ethnic problems with simmering discontent that
reaches boiling point occasionally. The rise of ethnic consciousness and,
along with it, the demand of self-determination, present formidable

challenge to almost all the existing multi-ethnic nation-states of the world.

Ethnicity is a salient feature of numerous societies throughout
the world.i_Yet, there is no complete agreement on how the subject should be
| defined. In original Greek usage, “ethnos' means people. So the reference -
point is the people and their cultural identities. According to its dicﬁonary
meaning the word “ethnic' is to be associated only with the races of
humankind, but ethhjc identity subsumes much more; and ofteh any
combination on range of fac“c_ors can constitute the criteria for such identify

" and its action base.

" One Qf eariiest' definitions, perhdps the most useful, is of Max
f"W_eber. According to him "an ethnic group is ohé whose members entertain a
subjective Belief ‘in their common descent because of sinlilariﬁés or physical
type or of customs or both, or because of memories of colonization or

migration."* “Weber adds insightfully, “it does not matter whether or not an

! Max Weber, "What is an Ethnic Group" in M. Guibernan and John Rex, The ethnicity
" Reader : Nationalism, Multiculturalism and Migration, Polity Press, Cambridge, 1997, p.18
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objective blood relationship exist'.” His definition has both subjective and

~ objective characteristics of an ethnic gronp with an emphasis on the former.

- Anthony Smith lists six charecteristics of an ethnic group: a c_ollective
name, a common myth of descent, e ehared history, a distinctive shared
culture, an association with a specific territory and a sense of solidarity™.
T.K. Oommen, on the other hand, argues that Smith's characterisation fits
- the concept of a nation as well, and goes on to give his own definition - "An
ethnic group is a cultural collectivity that is outside its ancestral territory -
| actuai (e.g. Europeen Jews) or imagined (eg. gyrisies). This conceptualization
- confines an ethnic group only to those without a territory. And “if and when |

an ethnic identity coincides with a territory, it becomes a nation.*

Paul Brass differs from writefs who consider ethnicity and
nationalism to be reflections of primordial identities and who have s_ezirched
the pest to find evidence of existence of ethnic identities and nationalism
througheut recorded history. He argues "Ethnicity and nationalism are not
“given!, but are social and political constructions. They are creations of elites,

who draw upon, distort and sometimes fabricate materials from the culture

2 ibid,, p.19.
° Anthony D. Smith, Ethnic Origin of Nations, Basil Blackwell Pub., New York, 1986, p. 24.

‘ Tbid., p. 36



of the groups they wish to represent in order to protect their well- being or
existence or to gain political and economic advantage for their group as well
~as for ‘chemselvés.”5 According to him, the existence of ”specifi;: types of
interactions betWeen leadership of cgntralizing states and elites from
non-dominant ethnic groups” are necessary fox" ethnic and nationalist
" assertion to arise.® This is in line with Wilmsen's contention that "ethnicity
arises only in the exercise of power. It has no singuiar constrﬁction; ther;.e
must always be two, usually more ethnicities to be defined against eéch

other" in the contest of a wider political field.’

While Oommen disagrees with Smifh‘s definition, their
common point ig on ;ci\e given nature of the cuiture. The difference being that
territory is absent in Oommen's conception of an ethnic group. Brass,
| although disagrees with the priomordialist view, does not discount a
cultural basis fof ethnicity and nationalism. The creations of the identity bry
elites still works upon a cultural identity. Wilmsen's contention is that ethnic

identification can never be explanatory, it is necessarily a constituted

> Paul R. Brass, Ethnicity and Nationalism: Theory and comparison, Sage Pub., New Delhi,
1991, p. 11.

¢ ibid., p.8

! Edwin N. Wilmsen, "Introduction: Premises of Power in Ethnic Politics," in Edwin N.

* Wilmsen and P. McAllister (eds.), The Politics of Differences : Ethnic Premises in a World o
Power, The Univ. of Chicago Press, Chicago and London, 1996, p.4. :
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phenorﬁenon's. However, it does not delegiﬁmiée the ‘importance of the
cultural iaenﬁty used iﬂnv the ‘cénstitu’ted_ phenomenon'. Brass, infagt,
inderscores it while accepting that ethnicity consists of the “subjective’,
symbolic or emblemativc use of any aspect of culturg in érder to differentiate

itself from other groups.9

‘The point is that whicﬁever approach one follows, the cultural
~ identity of a group stand unaffected. Despite definitional disagreements, a
number of éharactéristics are generally recognized as hallmarks'-of ethnicity;
not all of them will be present in every case, but many will bé. These
charaéteristics include: similar geographic origin, language, feligion, tools,
tradition, folklore, music aﬁd residential Ipatterns.' Als_o typical are: special
political concerns, particularly with regard to a homeland, institutions. to
serve the group, and consciousness of kind or sense of distinctiveness from -

~ others.*®

The concepts of “ethnic group" and “nation' are so close that it
is used interchangeably or one may prefer one or the other to suit his agenda

or bias. It also depends on what is understood by the term “nation’. Walker

¢ ibid., p.6

? Paul R. Brass, op.cit., p.19.

10 Encyclopedia of Sociology, vol. IL



~Connor argues thaf all that is necessary to constitute a nation is the
self-consciousness of an ethnic group of itself as a nation, the only difference
between nation and ethnic group then being the subjective
self-identification." Ironically, this is precisely the same definition Paul
Brass givés fér an ethm'f. group - a group of people that uses cultural

symbols to differentiate itself as a subjectively self-conscious community.?

Anthony Smith posits a more sbphisﬁcated connection between
| ethnicity and national _idenﬁfy. The terms are linked by degree of )
politicization. In his scheme, there a.re no emergent properties of national
self—idevnﬁty, only those expressed as a respoﬁse to an elite's use of symbols
as political tools.'* Ethnic elites use symbols of their shared ethnicity to
manipulate the “masses' into a sense: of nationalism which results in their
common identiﬁcaﬁon as a nation.™ Ernest Gellner likewise view nations
instruméntally, as the artefacts of nationalism.'” Benedict Anderson suggests

~ a similarly constructed understanding of nations.*®

1 Walker -Connor, Ethnonationalism : the quest for understanding, Princeton University
Press, Princeton, 1994, p.93-94

12

Paul R. Brass, op.cit., p-19.

3 Anthony D. Smith, op.cit., p.
14 Erlc Hobsbawm, Nations and Natwnallcm since 1780; programme myth, reality,
Cambridge University Press, New York, 1990, p-10.

B Ernest Gellier, Nations and Nationalism, Cornell University Press, Tthaca, NY, 1983, p.

61-62.
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Unfortunately, the terms ethnic group and nation still remain
somewhat oblique. For an ethnic identity, .mixture.of. both subjective and
~ objective elements s necessary. These characteristics are also usually
attributed to being constituent part of a nation. It can Be said that a nation is
an ethﬁc group, which has come to believe that it is a nation and has
consciously made the transitibn on the basis of some organising principle.
Membership in thaf nation is expressed as naﬁonality, which possesges some
form A_of allegiance to the nation, which vis distinct from its political
aspirations embodied in nationalism. This allegiance is evident in the

transmission of the national identity.

‘Nationalism is the poliﬁcalvaspiration of a nation, expressed in
the desire for self-determination usually on their designed homeland.
Granting sovereignty to a nation via the formation of a sta’;e, which is the
most powerful “human collectivity', the 6nly legitimate user of coercive force
and fhe_sole arbiter of its domestic activities. The state and its physiéal
_aspects, borders, are not necessarily relatéd to the nations which inhabit that
~ territory and the fwo are rarely coterminous. When the"homeland of a nation

and the borders of a state do coincide then it is called a nation- state.

16 Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities, Verso Pub, New York, 1991, p - 47-65.
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" Otherwise, as is more often the case, national homelands or the territory
~inhabited by an ethnic group cross state borders and the resulting states are

multi-national or multi-ethnic.

The cross-cutting of national and state territories may lead to
conﬂicfs between the nationalities or ethnic groups. Because of the inherent
| power of the state, each of the ﬁaﬁohé stri,ves}to control the power as then -
~ one's national customs and preferences are not subjéct to the whim qf some
other, ﬁnsympathetic nation. The power of thé state to select its own national
language, religion,llaws on prosperity, mora]ity, property etc. can make the
domination of state power by one nation aﬁ intolerable situation for the
others. The désire of a nation to live under the language, laws and customs
with which it is familiar drives nations into cohflict when a different set is
- fixed by state for the territory that they consider a homeland. For this reason,
multi-nation or multi-ethnic states are prdne to dissension as ea’éh of the
- groups strives to control the power, to become autonomous within the state,
- or to secede from fhe state. This phenomenon is visible at present in almost

all regions of the world.

In the case of Central Asia, the most urgent questions which

emerge from the critical confusion is how the newly emerging politics would



set about creating convincing identities for themselves and their citizens.
- What new-tensio’nwoulvd arise out of the choice of symbols and my.ths, and |
which old ones would be éxacerbated', or alfernatively suppressed? Which of
the heady mix of reiigion, language, ethnicity and homeland would come to
 the fore? The elusive, ever-shifting nature of the answers to these qﬁestions
has becomé dismayingly plain in the years since 1991. And yet the more
'compléx the picture, the greater the urgency of the task'of understanding it.
The break-gp of the Soviet Union has br(;ught the world to look again at
Central Asia, with new perspective and | new questions. The currently
accepted definition of Central Asia ehcompasses the _ﬁve newly independent
. republics. ofv‘the former deiet Union - namely, Ka"zakhsta‘n, Kyrgyz'.stan,
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan énd Uzbekistan. Geégraphically, Kazakhstan
belongs more to northwest Asia, Awhereas, Afghanist_an and parts of
northeastern Ifan are part .Of Ce;ltrql Asia. The cultura‘l geography of the
region als.o does not com\pletely correspond to the.’ current definition of
Central‘Asia. The southern republics are .more»partrof the Irano-Islamic
" culture of their éoutherﬁ neighBors than are Ka;zakhs and Kyrgyzs. These |
“issues are not merely of an esoteric interest, they have practical and

contemporary implications for Central Asia's political and cultural

" evolution.



In the post-Soviet Central Asia thg relations among various
ethnic groups have oﬁce again become (.:'rucially importan't; All the five
repubiics of the regioﬁ are multi-ethnic states. The issue of minority ethnic
groups has become a matter for continuing controversy. Since 1991, ethnic
| harmony has been seen as the most fundamental condition for political
stability in the Central Asian states. In the last few years, governments of the
- Central. Asian states have all wrestled With problems of ethnic conflicts and
ethnic harmony. Policies of various Central Asian states tov;rard_.s ethnic

minorities have also attracted worldwide attention towards this region.

To make recent events and cqntroversies comprehensible we
~must turn to eaﬂier historical developments. At the beginning of
documented history of population ovf Ce.ntr'al Asia and the steppe were the
~ Iranians, that is, péop_les 'sp.ea_king Iraniaﬁ (more precisely, eastern Iranian)
langlllages." From the ninth century thé nOmad Turks began to enter
T ansoxiana and to acquire power even within the sedentary societié_s Vof the
Central Asia. The interaction between the two lifestyles and population -
nomad and sedentary, Turkié and Iranian - dominated the history of Central
Asia well into the nineteenth-century. This relationship has been central in.
the de\v/elo'pment-ovf the major ethnic 'gro‘ups in Central Asia particularly the |

Iranian / Tajiks and the Turkic/ Uzbeks. This relationship has been
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characterized most frequently as one of mutual hostility, with the sedentary
agriculturalist or urban dweller bearing the brunt of periodic nomadic
incursions from the steppe, that often ended in the conquest, forcible

domination and even destruction of sedentary civilization.*’

| HiStorically, the people of Central Asia recognized "Us-them"
boundaries on the basis of the life styles. The primary difference delineating
Central Asia has been nomadic versus settled lifestyles.’® The literature on
. Central Asiaﬁ Identify strenuously denies fhe existence of a national identity
before the Soviet period.™ Even if one accepts thig prepositl’on»,‘ it can' t be
concluded that the entire Central Asian mass population accepted the idea of
a conimon national identity. It is true that the group consci;)usnesé of the
Central Asians were at elementary level before Soviet period and none were A
“nation' per se. But they were able to maintain their distinctiveness and were
“aware of "Self-Other" oﬁ linguistic, religious, cultural, historical and |

territorial lines.

1 ‘Maria Eva Subtelny, "The Symbiosis of Turk and Tajik" in Beatrice F. Manz (ed), Central
Asia in Historical Perspective, The John M. Olin Critical Issues series, west view Press, Boulder,
1994, p. 46. .

19 Keely Lange, "Do Borders Make A Nation ? Regional Studies, 15 (4), Antum, 1997, p-83.
1 Martha Bri11'01co'tt, "Central Asia's Post-Empire Politics", Orbis, Spring 1992, p. 253-268.
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The Naﬁbn-building proces's. of Central Asia started during

Soviet period. Soviet period provided the social space for nation-building on
| the.ethno-regional scale. Thus, in federalising what became Soviet Union,
Lenin in effect bequeathed to the ethno-republics the institutional space to
carry out "ﬁaﬁonalising" policies. This was affirmed in fhe practice of
| enéduraging the upward mobility of naﬁvés within their oWn _haﬁonal
homelands through affirmative action ' policies (Khorenizatsiia) | that
contributed to the indegenisation of the loca1 political leadership and to the
gfowth or conéolidation of an indigenous inteﬂigentsia through preferential
. access to higher educaﬁon and to membership of the local Communist
Party.*° B‘ecause. of Union republic status, each of the republics .was
provided with a degree of institutional protection that enabled their native
: 1an§guage énd 3 cuituresI to flourish. Not only did such a form of
institutioﬁalised nation-building facilitate the preservation and reprbductio‘n
of established niches fof incumbents drawn from in indigenous cultures, it
also enabled naﬁonaliﬁ division to remain integral part and reference point
of native public life and an organisational basis for reinforcing local national

identities. Indeed, in some instances, 'notably in Central Asia, by federalising -

i _
20 Graham Smith, Vivien Law, Andrew Wilson, Annette Bohr and Edward All worth,
Nation-building in the Post-Soviet B orderlands : The politics of National identities, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1998, p-6. :
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ethnic homelands -into ethno-republics, the Soviet state actually created

nations whose sense of nation-ness had previously barely existed.**

Mbreover, thjs foArm of néﬁon—building also encouraged
republicaﬁ nation-builders to think of the républic as the identity marker of
their homeland. Where the centréllyv marked federal map did not coincide
- with natl'ona_l boundaries, where ethnic bminoriﬁes either found\ themselves‘
on the Wrong side of an ethﬁic border or found ‘their ariceétral hoﬁeland

‘ v

incorporated into another ethno-republic in such cases nation-building

became highly problematic following the collapse of the Soviet Union.

One such case is the Tajiks of Uzbekistan, who now find
- themselves in a térritory, which is dominated and ruled by a hostile 4Uzbeks.
This work attempts to study the relationship between the two ethnic-groups:
Uzbeks and Tajiks, in Uzbekistan. In order to study the Tajiks in Uzbekistan,
- attempts have been 111ad¢ to analyse the history and ethnogenesis of Tajviks |
and its relétionship with Uzbeks from past to present. The study aiso givés
an émphasis on the Soviet period and its policies toward its nationalities,
especially Tajiké. Lastly, it takes up the issues and challenges tﬁat affect the

Tajik minorit;i in present-day Uzbekistan.

2 Shirin, Akiner, "Melting Pot, Selad Bowl - Cauldron? Manipulation and Mobilisation of
Ethnic-and religious Identities in Central Asia," Ethnic and Racial Studies, Vol. 20 (2) 1997, p.
362-98. ' .
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Chapter II

WHO ARE TAJIKS

*Tatsiz tiirk bolmas bashsiz bork bolmas".

; An Old Turkic Proverb

( Just as there is no cap without a head there is no Turk without an Iranian)

E)ne of the most hotly debated issues today in the ethnic and culturél
politics of Ceﬁtral Asian republics (')f the former Soviet Union is the thorﬁy
and sensitive problem of the historical origins of its constituent nationalities.
- This problem, which first became acute during the period of ’glasnoSt’ , is at
the root of various ethnic and national disputes which are expressed chiefly.
in terms of conﬂicﬁng claims to a 'cultural'herifagé and even to a given
territory. Such problems are spread over to .ivario'l;s regions of thé former

USSR.

In Central Asia proper, the most Strikirig ‘example of national-
territorial conflicts is that between two Muslims nationalities - Uzbeks and
Tajiks, the titular naﬁonalities of the republics of Uzbekistan and Tajikistan,
who today represent the largest Turkic-speaking ‘and Iranian-Speakingr

groups, respectively, in Central Asia?]
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EF he Tajiks exemplify the complexity of the Central Asian heri‘tage
~ since, unli_ke the other large ethnic groups that‘ now inhabit the area, they are
Iranian—speakers‘, not Tufkjc. They representb the develop‘mentv of one of th'e
early layers of Central_ Asian Civilisation, predaﬁng the advent of the Turks.?
The history of the Tajiks is particularly bound up-with that of Uzbeks, for
the two are not only geographically Coﬁﬁguous, but have often been
governed by the same rulers and subject to the same invasions.é t the same
- time, a look at the history of Uzbeks tells us that it is closely related to that of
the sister Tajik peoples. Their lives and hjstories‘ are interwind with each

other, and have contributed enormously to world civilization.

| !\? he'aim of this chapter is to. describe the historical Background of the
Taji@and the millennium-long relationship between Tu1:i<ic and Iranian
' peo.};'les in Central Aeia. It will also examine the nature of the historical
relationship between Turkic and Iranian peoples in terms of the relationship

between Nomadic and Sedentary societies and its impact on'ethnolinguistic'

- and ethnogenetic development of Tajiks and Uzbeks.

' ﬁ he original population of ancient Central Asia and of the steppe
region was of the same Iranian stock as the Persiarﬁ The Iranian people have

been settled in Central Asia since ancient times, predating the Turks by at

1. Shirin Akiner, Islantic Peoples of the Soviet Union, Kegan Paul International, London,
1983, p.302. : '
2, Tbid., p.302.
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least a r‘nillennium.‘*Euring the seventh to sixth century B.C,, the territory tq
 the north of the'O"x'us' River (Amﬁ—Darya), which forms‘ the present Tajik and
Uzbek republics, was already occupied by East Iranian peoples; the
Bactrians, the Sogdians and the nomadic Sakas.5/In the sixth century B.C., the
early independent states of Bactria and Sogdiana were incorporated into the
Persian Empire by Cyrus the Great, the founder of the‘A.chaeinenian state.,6
“the first erld monarchy known to history'.7 At 'this time the town of |
Marakanda (Médern Samarkand) in Sogdiéna wés already an important

_trading centre.8

@ro.m the fall of the Achaemenids in the fourth century B.C., until the
| Arab"conqu'ered at the beginning of the eighth céntury A.D., Central Asia
was subje.ct té a variety of non-Iranian influences. The first of these was
Alexander the great' invasion in the fourth century B@After his death and
the sﬁbsequént dismemberment of his emvpire.r_ it formed part of the Graeco-
Bactrian state. Khorezm had ceased to be a Pers‘ian province at the time of
~ Alexander's invasion. But, the Sogdians were still uﬂder Persian rule and

fought against Alexander.? At the turn of the millennium the Graeco-

3. Devendra Kaushik, Central Asia in Modern Times, Progress Pub., Moscow, 1970, p.15. '

4. John Payne, “Tadzhiks”, in‘Graham Smith, (ed.) Nationalities Question in Soviet Union,
Longman, London, 1990, p.259.

5. Ibid., p. 259. ,

6. Ibid., p.259. .

7. Devendra Kausik, op.cit., p.15.

8, John Payne, op:cit., p.259.

%. Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., p.15.
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Bacterian state was over run by invadving Scythian (Saka-Massagete) tribes.-l0
They inturn were driven southwards (eventually into India) by the Greater
Yﬁeh-Chih, a people whom the Greek geogrépher Strabo (first century B.C)
~identified with Tokharians.“ They took possession of the area known as
Bactria so completely that it was thereaffer’ called Tokharistan.1? One of the
Tokharian clans, led by Kweishuang, gained ascendahcy 0§er the others and
in dding sé laid the foundation of Kushan empife, for some two centuries
the fovrer_nvost power in Central Asia (first century to third century). The
Kushan period was one of cultural and ecoﬁomic expansion of Central Asia.
The Kushan state which at the height of .its power included much of the

territory of Afghanistan and Northern India as well as Bactria and Sogdiana.

.. Kushan power begén to decline at the end of the Third century A.D.
- the i‘nﬂuencAe of persia once again briefly asserted itself as the Sassanid
dynasty seized control over Bactria.’®* However, the attempts of ﬁie Sassanids
to maintaiﬁ control over-their Central Asian territories 'Wefe thwarted by yét
more nomadic incursions from the north, those of the Ephthalites and other
Hunnish tribe in the mid-fifth century A.D. It is bossible that these Huns
~were »of Turkic ‘origin.14 They did not rule for long. The first indispﬁtably ,
Turkic penetration into Central Asia was between 563-567 A.D., When. the

Ephthalites were conquered by the Turks from Semirechye and annexed to

" 10, Shirin Akiner, op.cit., p.303.
11, Tbid., p.303.
12, Tbid.
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the great Khanate stretching from Manchuria to the Black $ea. By the end of
the Sixth Century A.D. the Khanate separated into two parts, the western

part of which was conquered by Muslim Arabs.?

ET he Arabs penetrated into Central Asia in the begihnjng of the eighth
century ﬁhder Ibn-Muslim, the Covemor of fh_e Khorasan. They carried
sword and fire all over the region and destroyed wonderful cultural
treasures. The act of vandalism of the Arabé have been described With great
| indignatibn by Ai;Biruni. According to him the Arab commander Ibn-

»- Muslim killed all scholars who knew the his_tdry and language of Khorezm,

making it impossible to learn history of pre-Islamic period.

EhevArab‘ rule was marked by greaf oppression. By the time of Arab
cbnquest of Central Asia, the original terfitory of Bactria and Sogdiana
seems to have Been divided into a number of small kingdoms. Déspite the
admixture of nor;-Iram'an populations, eastern Iranian languages were still
predominant : Sogdian served as the lingua franca of the ‘Silk Route” from
Samarkand into northern Chin\aﬁf However, the uniting of the Iranian world
under the Arab caliphate led to the gradual displacement of the original
easfern Iranian languages by Persian. Persian, which by contrast belongs t.o.

the western Iranian language group, was the main language of the Sassanid

13 John Payne, op.cit, p.259.
14 Shirin Akiner, op.cit., p.303. .
15, Devendra Kaushik, op.cit, p.16.
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Empire in Iran and northern Afghanistan.’® Persian subsequently served as
an important instrument of Arab propaganda and Arab powér was based

largely on autonomous Persian - speaking ruling dynasties.

- “The Arabs Spread Islam in _Centrél Asia b‘y force. In this conversion
process théy foﬁnd a gréat advantage in forging the union of indigenous
peopl‘é with a common outlook. Along with Islam, théy spread the Arabic
language, too, which became the language of administration, literature and
science. The pe_ople, howe\}er, continued to speak the local Iranian and

~ Turkic dialects'.1?

Zt\)uring Ninth and Tenth century A.D. there arose the Samanid
| dynasty (874-999 AD) which united Iran Witi\ Central Asia. Ité capital was
Bukhara. The Samanid state incorporated. Maverannahr, Khorezm, Syf-
Darya region and part of Turkmenistai\>lran and Afghanistan played a great
role in the ethnic and cultural history of thé region. During the period of
Samanid rule the Téjjk—Persian language became widespread and extensive
literature in Persian was developed. It was at this point of history that great

poets like Rudaki and Firdausi wrote their monumental works.

16.Ibid., p.16. :

17 John Payne, op.cit., p.260.

18 Ibid., p.26. '

1%.Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., p.16.
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FI'he Eleventh to the Sixteenth centuries in Central Asia were periods
marked by successive invasions of the Turks and Mongols. It started with
th.e‘ establishment of the Karakhanid dynasty by Bogra Kh‘an on the territory
of Kashgar and Semirechye. The period of Karakhanid rule in Central Asia |
- was of great impbrt;ance for the ethnic and cultural history of the regior:>4t
this time, a union of ethnic groups of eastern Turkestan and Central Asia

~ took place resulting in mutual cultural interaction.2

Though the original inhabitants of most of Central Asia were. Iranian-
speakers of the eastern group, the successive wave of Turkic immigrants
caused a “Turkification' of the region which was so pervasive that even the
‘Mongol invaders (Thirteenth century) were affected by it.* By the foﬁrteenth
| centufy, both the Ulﬁs of Dzhuchi (aiso known as Golden Hor.de) and Ulus -
of Chagatai w.evre Turkic states and Timur himself, though of Mongol

descent, spoke a form of Turkish.

‘The break-down of the Goldeﬁ Horde with inéursions of vthe Uzbek
tribes from the Kipchak steppe (Dasti Kipchak) in the early sixteenth centﬁry
put the final seal on the Turkific‘ation of Transoxiana. During this period,
 the originally Iranian speaking population to a large extent assumed the

language of their Turkic overlords and. neighbours.2 The only peoples to

- 20]bid., p.19.
2 Shirin Akiner, op.cit,, p.303.
22, John payne, opcit., p.261.
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escape -this process were the Pamiri peoples in'the high valleys of the
~ western Pamivrs,. 'who remained speakers of East Iranian language (as the
early inhabitants of the area had been) and the forebears of the Téjiks who
~ were speakers of a west Iranian language very close'>to Persian.?> However,
Persian retéined its'stafus as a literary l_anguége. In addition, Persian
survived .as the :languége of significant minorities in Bﬁkhara and

Samarkand.

Z/\Xs far asl the question regarding the identity of Tajiks, as a distinct
 ethnic group, is concerned, it .is ‘po"ssible thét Tajik formed a disﬁncﬁve .
| ethnic group as early as the eighth centu‘ry‘A.D.24 Théy were the first among
the peoples of Central Asia to do s0.% Their language had already developed
| within the Samanid State. But apart from their language. their main
distinguishing feature was that theyv were sedentary, ur.llike‘ the ﬁomadic
Turks and Mongols. The name by which they have come to be known has
undergone several shifts of meanihg, indicative, p‘evrh'aps, of the tenuousness

. of their national identify in the early stage.

The name "-I"ajik' which is currently used for the Persian-speaking
population in Central Asia, is based on .an Arabic tribal name “Taiy'. This

name was widely used by other peoples to describe Arabs : for example, the

2 Shirin Akiner, op.cit., p.303.
2 bid., p.303.
% Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., p.18.
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Arabs were known by this name to Chinese as early as the 1st century AD.2

In the Sogdian use “Tazik' “was used as a name for the mAr.alb invaders of

- Central Asia, and then by extension applied at the end of the tenth or

beginning of the eleventh century . to the Islamicised, Persian-speaking

population. A further Widening brought it to mean anyone who had

~accepted Islam, i.e. a Muslim.?””. For Russians in the sixteenth and

seventeenth centuries, th.eiimplication-was wider still : simply “a trad_er from
central Asia'. This connection with trade and an essentially urban way of life
was so strong that until the early twentieth céntu'ry, the Tajiks were often
known by the alternative term “Sart, a ‘word ﬁse_d for the Sedentary
popﬁlaﬁon of Centrél .A_sia. “Tajik' .alsovhad a pejorative connotation in -
Turkic usage. The worst insult that could ‘be hurled at a Turk was that his
charactér resembled that of a vTajik (Tajik-mizaj), the implication being that

he was cowardly and disloyal.?®

~ The history of Tajiks particularly overlaps with that of Uzbeks, for

they not only resided in the same region but have often been ruled by the

- same rulers and were subject to the same invasions. It is important here to

understand the relationship between the two.
- Diss
N, 15%36-5%15
N9

2%, John Paune, p.261.

p-49. also in Reference in Bartol'd, Sochineniia, vol.2(2), -
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The historical arice_s’tors of the Uzbeks were the Khorezmians,
| Sogdians, ‘Massagets and Sakas. The Nomadic Uzbeks came into ‘.Central
Asia from the Kipchak Steppe. They were Turkic-speaking N.omadic tribes
who latetl* on settled in the region. Because of the presence of the nomad
Turks, the central theme inv the medieval history of Central Asia was the
relationship b!e’vcw:een'two diametrically oppois;ed culturé; a;1d modes of life -
the sedentary and the pastoral nomadic. The sedentary people were

represented/ referred to as Sart (also Tajik) where as the Uzbeks were

nomads.

The relationship between the sedentary and nomadic people has been
characterised most frequently as one of 11.1utualb hos;tﬂity, often ending in the
~conquest, forcibl.e’ dbmination, and even destruction of centers of sedentary
civilization by ﬁonladic “cavalry forces led by military elite. 'Therev is,
 however, another aspect of this relationship between Sedentary and Nomad
that, although less ‘dramaﬁc'and more mundane than the one just described,'
more accﬁrately reflects its true character over the long continuum. In as
much as the difference bétween Nomad anci Sedéntary'was based not just on
mode of life, but alsé on mbde of production, the two entered into close
mutual contact thrbugh the exchange of products of their respective regimes
of pr'oducﬁvon?»9 In i‘eturn for finished gp;)(’is and agri;ultural produce, .

Nomad provided the town with the products of the animals they herded,
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- including milk, meat, wool and skins. The 'rélaﬁonship between them has
been characterizéd as “symbiotic’ (by Méria Eva Subtelny), since symbiosis
' refers to the intimate coexistence of two dissimilar groups in a situation of
- mutual beﬁeﬁt.30 .On account | of its peculiar geography, this applied
parﬁculariy to Central As;ia, because the regions where p:astoral ndllla,dism
preddhu'nated not only Bo;‘ded settled regions (to the north-and west, that is,
the Kipchak steppe), but also alternated with them, especially in the South-
west, or Central Asia prbper, where agriéulture and pastoral nomadism
were never in. compétition with each other,.f’-1 in Central Ajsia, therefore, the
economic ties between the agriculturél oases and ‘regions of pastoral'
nomadism were always very close, with a very well developed exchange.?? It
| was, in fact, so clbse that the pastoral Nomadic and Sedentary agrarian
sectors became integrated in to one economic complex or one ‘Nomadié-
Sedentary Continuum'® But, the symbiosis of pas.toral Nomade and
Sedentary did not necessarily engender mutual love and respect. It was
- supported l-)yi an inherent tension between'the two. The towns man and
peasants viewed the Nomad with fear and s;uspicion because of the Nomad's
| militéry potential. At the same time, Nomads were held in con;cémpt on

account of his lack of knowledge and appreciation for urban civilization. On |

the other hand, the Nomad viewed the sedentary as cowardly and disloyal.

2. Maria Eva Subtelny, op.cit, p.46. also for details, Fredrik Barth, Process and Form in
. Social life, Routedledge & Kegan Paul, London, 1981, p.188 and 192.
30, Ibid., p.46. _ : 4 ' -
31, Joseph Fletcher, “The Mongols : Ecological and Social Perspective”, in Harward Journal
‘ of Astatic Studies, 46,1 (1986), pp.40-41. '
- 32, Maria Eva Subtelny, op.cit. p.46.
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These Ipattern_s of relationship was parﬁculariy true for Tajiks the sedentary

and Uzbeks - the Nomad.

“The close symbiotic relationship betw.eén Turkic andd Iranian peoples
in Central Asia not onlyvexerte~d a profound influence on the political an
socio-’econon.u'c history of Céntral Asia, but it was also decisive in shaping
| the linguistic and ethnic make up of its population. It is clear th@t
bilingualism - the result of what lingﬁiéts call “language c.ontact' situations -
was wide spread, and the phenomenon of “mixed language' was not
uncommon. “The Ferghana group of Uzbek dialects are on the Turkic-
- Iranian language di.vide, especially around Namangan. Consequently there
are in Uzbek a large number of words similar in meaning to Tajic items, and
- serving to reduce the poleemy of the Uzbek term. Thus the Tajik word ‘Sel’
- (a héavy  shower). is rétained with Uzbek ‘kin” which means both "a
downpouf and stream. Tajik word forming elements also play a significant
part in the Uzbek language, such suffixes being Tazik- zor, ston, don.
Specialties' ih Uzbek and Téjik claim the.:’ presence of Tajik element in the
vocabulary of Uzbek datmg back to the twelfth and thlrteenth centuries'.?

The Iranian influence on Uzbek is reflected in the loss of sound harmony -

33, Joseph Fletcher, op.cit., p.40.
34, E.Glyn Lewis, Multzlmguahsm in the Soviet Union : Aspects of language policy and its
implementation, Mouton Pub, Hague, 1972, p.32.
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and, so far as syntax is concerned, in the development of subordinating

structures.3s

* Ethnic assimilation worked bothvways, successi{ie' waves of’ Turkic-
speaking'noma.ds who entered into a symbiotic vrel‘ationshjp with the
, sedéntary Iraﬁiari population absorbed the inidigenous Iranian populaﬁon or .
~assimilated to 1't., especially near and in urban centers. As a -resul.t of
' interlilingling with the IOCal_agrfcultural people, the Turk adopted their
- economic mode of life and cultural habits an& the local population who

Spoke the Iranian language, in turn, adopted the langﬁage of the Turk_.

The closeness o.f the Uzbeks and the Tajiks is an amazing fact, the like
 of which is'nét observed else where Uzbek is one of the Turkic lvanguages,

| whereas Tajik belongs to the Sou'th-west Iranian group of languages. :

- Although theif languageé have different origins, in évery. other quarter they
(Thé Uzbek“ and the Tajik) share similarities. Their way of life, traditional.b
ceremonies, hospitalities and culinéry arts are the same. They interlllarry;
they wear same cloths; ‘their tests aré complementary. If is not so easy to
determine which of two maidens wearing satin waistcoats is Uzbek or Tajik,
until she sioeaks in her own tounge, nor does it occurs to anyone to try.

s/

- Likewise, it is noteworthy that their arts and music are in common,

%, Ibid., p.33.
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~especially their *Shashmakam'.26 The melodriesv of the Tajiks and the Uzbeks
are very much intermingled, and as'.difficult to disﬁnguish as the maidens.
- The great Abdurrahman Jami, a Persian, in his treatise dedicated to music
classified the Turk rhythmic pattern into four: “Turki agli jedid, Turki asli
kadim, Turki ‘haﬁf, Turki sarilar'.” While the Persian-Tajik poet studied the
_Uzbek music,. the Uzbek poet Alishir Navai wrote the Fﬁrs Salotini.?® Thes.e
examples display how the two people's histories, ,lineé, and culture are so
_enﬁrely combined. Though their languages are different, their similarities
 are truly amazing. Their common historical development strengthened these

bonds of unity.

However, the fact that each group also preserved its distincﬁve cultural
traits, on the bas.is of which the different national groups or different ethm;c
identities were forméd, should not be ignored. Theré' were some distinct
characteristics that clearly distinguished Taj’iks ffom Uzbeks. Apart from
~ being sedentary, T‘aj'iks were said to have a ﬁu’,_nd suited to the pen where as
the Turks, who Were Nomad, had the_ mind of sword-sharp intelligence. .The
- nature of the Iranian- speaking people exhibited a passion for knowledge.
They wrote ‘history of their homeland and created discourses. They applied
themselves to the affairs of state, in the palacés, served as _scribés and artists.

They distinguished themselves by producing books of advice (Kabusnania,

3. This is a style of melodic tonality, contour, and pattern. Traditionally, each such “key'
and pattern, which number in dozens, is given a name.
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Chahar makala and the like), which is naturally related to the secrets of their
involvement.* The factor in keeping language in demand is invention, the
constant activity of the enlightened pen in all fields of knowledge and
literature. "Hudaynamak, Shahristanhoy Iran, Shahnama, Siyasatnam,

Gulistan' and many other books were given to this world by the endeavors

of the men of pen.#

The sword-sharp minded Turks were not usually found in the cities,

but mainly preferred to reside in the Kishlaks, summer pastures, and

steppes. Thus, they were in the vanguard in batﬂe, and the duty and the
primacy of the sword fell on them. Thus the fame of the Turk troops. They
were at the head of the state, and Turkistan was ruled by Turk dynasties
from the fifth century. The majority of the Iranian rulers - Seljuks, Safavids,
Halokuiy, Nadirshah Afshar and Kaj-ors-were member of the Turk families.4!
For these reasons, in contrast to the Iranians, Turk did not become well
acquainted with pen but followed the path of the sword. At the same time
they also had a contemptuous view of the sedentary life. A Turkic proverb

warns them : "Just as a warrior's effectiveness suffers when his sword begins

7. H.B.Paksoy, Central Asia Reader :The Redlscovery of History, M.E.Sharpelnc. New
York, 1994,p.14.

38 Ibid., p.14.

3, Ibid., p.14.

40, Hudaynamak and Shahristanhoy Iran, these two books did not come down to us but
we know them from the writings of Firdausi and Tabari. Siayastnama was written by
Nizam-al-Mul in 1092. Also for details, ibid., p.23.

41, Ibid., p.14 and 23.
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to rust; so does the flesh of a Turk begin to stink when he assumes the

lifestyle of the sedentary Iranian.*

~ The peoples of Central Asia lived under the rule of the Khans of
Uzbek dynasties for three cbentuvries (sixteenbthr.to mid-nineteenth century).
Whereas Tajiks were never a dominant factor in the Kaleidoscopic changes
| of power that constituted thé Central Asian politics, but under the
overlordshipv of Uzbeks, small, senli;independent Tajik states were formed
along tile mérgin of the Uzbek land.® In the n1id—ﬁineteenth century Central

Asia was incorporated into the Tsarist Russian Empire.

Though certain common elements such as laﬁgﬁage and culture
already existed and incipient national ,coﬁsciousness had appeared,
- conditions prevéﬂing under the rule of the Khans were not conducive to
further national consolidation.# The dominéﬁon of social life by the bigoted
| dogmas of islam Vhad a paralysing effect on the growth of national
'consciousness.45 The unwary, enlightened people were misled by the
religious propagvanda of‘ the mullah. harp.ing'on the myth of the unity of all
Mussulmans which was later to be expl<.)i“ced by the advocates of pan-
Islamism. 4 .DeSpite the unfavourable conditions of those times, the peoples

of Central Asia had each developed a common language, way of life and a

42, Maria Eva Subtelny, op.cit., p.48.
43, Shirin Akiner, op.cit., p.304.
4. Devendra Kaushik, op.cit, p.26.
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distinct culture. But their ethnic development to a higher stage was retarded

by their economic, ‘po.litical and cultural backwardness.

' The merger of the Khanates of Central Asia in to more developed
Russia played an ‘ébjecﬁvely' progfessive role in the ethnic development of
the peoples Of Central Asia. During this rule many schdols, libraries,
muéeﬁms, hospitals and theatres were op_ened. | A nurﬁber of scientific
societies :were ~or.gam'sed at the initiative of Ruésian scientists for the study of
- geography, aﬁthfopology, archaeology, astronomy and medicine. All this
certainly made a contribution towards enriching the cultural life of Central
~ Asia. These developments had a powerful impact on the local intelligentsia
- and resulted in a raipid intellectual-awakening among the local people. The
cultufal awakening of thé peoples of Central Asia ﬁnder the impa.cbt of tﬁe
advanced Russian culture provided a firmv bésis for the fofmation of a
movement for popular enlightenment.#” In the second half of the nineteénth
century edﬁcéﬁbnalist sﬁéh as Abdusattar Khan, Ishak‘ Khan,: Mukimi,
| Zavki, Hamza Hai(iillzade (uzbek), Ahmad Danish Asiri, Sadriddin Aini
(Tajik) and others, not only advocated. a new adv?mced culture but also
expose(i boﬁrgeois moraliw as well as the social order.#* It may be pointed
that, notwithstanding many important. changes in their economic and

cultural life in the colonial period, as for example, the rise of new towns,

45, Tbid., p.25.
4, Tbid., p.26. :
47, Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., p.77.
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construction of railways, emergence of capitalist relation in agriculture, rise
of light industries, and a general intellectual awakening, the general picture
was still one of dominant pre-capitalist relation, of cultural backwardness

and ignorance and Islamic domination.#

To Slll-ll up, the history of Central Asia and its place in the world
shoWé the wealth of inﬂuen_c.es which havé gone iﬁto its formation, from pre-
Islamic Irém'an civilizatioh, through the coming of Islam, theﬁ Tui‘ks and
Mongbls, to its incorporation into the Russian empire. All of these have left
their mark, in the variéty of population and lifestyles, iﬁ the shape of society
and the conduct of politics. By the end of the nineteenth century, the
" millennium long‘.symbiosis of the Turkic Noma%i and fhe Sedentar_y Iranian
in Central Asia had’ resulted in inter-mixing and overlapping of the different
ethnic groups. As a result of this, in the present day environment Qf ethnic
| rivalry and competition between Uzbek and Tajik, both of them stake claims
for terrifor;I and cultural symbols that had previously been the c'ommoﬁ

property of both.

Though the process of identity-formation of Tajiks and Uzbeks was
complete in past, these ethnic and national identities were still “weak or non-

- existent'® in the beginning of the twentieth century. However, each group.

4, Ibid., p.78.
49, Ibid., p.80.
0. Maria Eva Subtelny, op.cit.,, p.56.
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- had preserved its distinctive cultural ethnic traits.. The theories of Pan-
Turkism and Pan-Iranismm deliberately minimise or ignore {hev presence of
these distinctivé_ elements. The concept of pan-Iranism is an unwarranted
exaggeration of the influence and impact of Iranian art and architecture on
their Culture.‘ Pan-Turkism, too, vainly attempts to unite arbitrarily the
various Turkic-speaking pédples into a singlé unit disfegafding the fact of
* their independent historical development.>! Like wise, the assertion by some
Western writers that the heterogeneity of the ethnic composition of the
Central Asia'n peo?les is merely a later invention of the Soviet regime to

- counteract Pan-Turkism, is a gross distortion of facts.>?

Ohe would agree that history is not a nemesis. It does shape some
questions that nations ask, but not all; still less does it determine the answer.
It will be interesting to observe how the neW histories written in Uzbekistan
and Tajikistan in pafticular, deal With the problems of ethnbgénesis and -
cultural heritage. In the current naﬁonalisﬁc climate it would be wise to use
history as a means of broédening or deepening people's understanding of
the presenf worid aﬁd their potential place within it. It would be unfortunate

if history is used as a source of unresolved conflict and neurosis.

51, Devendra Kaushik, op.cit, p.24-25.
- 52, Ibid,, p.25. : :
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Chapter IIT

NATIONALITY POLICY AND DEVELOPMENT OF
TAJIK IDENTITY IN FORMER USSR

| ‘A long and tumultuous hisfory of ethnic movement of Central
- Asia is shrouded in mystery, whose legacy is still felt today and continues to .
affect its political life and the character of its internal as well as external
relations.‘ From the ancient time this region has been a crossroad for major
ethnic migrations and a meeting pla;e of the ancient world's great
civilizatioﬁs - Persian, Greek, Indian, Chinese andv Islan1ié. From the ethn1£c
and cultural perspective, Central Asia resembles a richly woven carpet with
many colours and shades. Unlike Europe, by the-tl'me of its Sovietization,
~ Central Asia had rémained largely untouched by modern political ideas
such as nationalism and constitutionalism. 'Thus by the time of the conquést
of the region by the Bolsheviks, a collective conscibusness épproximaﬁngv
- notions of modern national identities were almost absent énd if af all it was

these, it was confined to a very small groups of the intelligentsia.

Debates inside and outside Central Asia have called into
question the reasonableness of the Nationality Policy, National delimitation,
' cultural and language pblicies of Soviet era. Thé aim of this chapter is to
analyse naﬁonality policy of the Soviet era and its implication on the

nationalities of Soviet Union especially Tajik. This chapter also attempts to
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~describe the process of development and consolidation of Tajik identity and

its manifestation during the period of perisfroika and glasnost.

The victory of the October Revolution in Central Asia had a
great signiﬁcahée for the further development of t'hev identities of the
ﬁumerous ethnic groups. After the October Revoluﬁon, political, economic
and cultural dévelopments in Central Asia occu}V)ied‘ the vattention of the

, Soviet government. In order to eliminate the existing inequality among
nationalities in tﬁe Soviet Union, Lenin envisaged a new nationality poli.cy.
~ Lenin recognized the fact that in societies where _thé focus of identity and
loyalty had not even gone beyond tﬁat of family, clan, and region,
developing a sense of national identity and purpose would be a first and
perhaps necessary step .on the way to building socialism and fastening a
sense of socialist intérna’do‘nalism.1 Tﬁus, Soviet nationality policy was
aimed to develop national identity on the road of transformation from a

1

“backward and feudal to a socialist system.

The major tenets of the nationality policy can be outlined from
the Declaration of the Rights of the 'people of Russia (Novembef 15, 1917) in
which the Soviet government, under Lenin's leadership, pledged to make the

following principles the basis of its nationalities policy : |

! Shirin T. Hunter, Central Asia since Independence, (Washington Paper's; 168)
- Praeger Press, West Port (USA), 1996, p.9. '
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L 'Thé Equality and Sovereignty of the péoples of Russia.

IL Right of the peoples of Russia to self-determination even to the
point of separation and the formation of an independent state.

OI.  Annulment of all national and religious privileges and
restrictions .‘ ’

V. | Free- development of national minorities and ethnographic

groups inhabiting the territory of Russia.?

The Tenth ad Tweifth Party Congress heid in 1921 and 1923
| respectively went beyond the legal and constitutional equality of nations to
the levelling u? of the wide gap in economic gnd cultural levels of
nationalities. The Tenth Congress defined the elimination of actual
| inequality. between the nations as the main task of the Party onA-the national
question.® It urged the: party to help the toiling masses of non—Russia‘..n.
peoples to catch up successfully with the Central regions of Russia.* It called

upon the party to adopt the following measures :

2 - Devendra Kaushik; Central Asia in Modern Times Progress Pub., Moscow 1970,
P 131 also see, V. I. Lenin, collected works, vol.26, pp.14-15.

3 Devendra Kaushlk; Socialism in Central Asia : A Study in the Transformation of
Socio-Ethnic Relation in Soviet Central Asia, Allied Pub. Pvt. Ltd., Delhi, 1976, p.23.

4 . Quoted in, ibid, p.23.
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L To develop and strengthen the sovereign national statehood in

forms corresponding to conditions and ways of life of these peoples.

IL To deveiop and strengthen courts, economic, administrative
and other organs of power composed of local people fully familiar with the

~ customs and psychology of local population.

III. ~ To develop the press, schdol, theater, and general edqcational
and cuitur.al institutions in the native languages of the people. |
IV..  To establish and develop a broad networ.k of general ana
professional-technical courses in native languages for rapidly preparing the
indigenous cédfes of- qualified Soviet and Party Wlorkers in all spheres and

~ before all in education.®

Similarly, the Twelfth Congress in 1923 advanced a three-fold

task before the party, viz.,

I - adeclaration in the first place of an all out struggle against the

remnants of Great Russian Chauvinism.

IL. a struggle for the abolition of actual inequality between
nationalities by raising the cultural and econbmic levels of the backward

peoples.

5 ibid., p.23.
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. astruggle against the nationalist survivals among the formerly

| oppressed people.6

In 1924 national delimitation was carried out in Central Asié.
As a result, national Soviet Socialist Republics were formed. National
delimitation .ravdically restructured localv bouhciaries, erasing Soviet
Turkéstan and the ancient states of Bukharé and Khiva. The Uzbek Soviet
Socialist Republi;: within the Uzbek-SSR; the Kazakh areas of .Central Asia
. became united in what was then called the Kirgiz Autonomous Soviet
Socialist Republic within the RSFSR, Karakalpakia entered the Kirgiz ASSR
as an autonomous M; and the Kirgiz formed an A_utoi‘mmou's Soviet
Socialist Republic within the RSFSR under the name of the Kara-Kirgiz

ASSR.

The Tajik ASSR was raised to Union Republic status in 1929.
The Kirgiz autonomous oblast was converted into the Kirgiz ASSR in 1929
and in 1936, it was raised to the level of a Union Republic. The Kazakh

ASSR was also raised to a Union Republic in 1936. The Kara-Kalpak oblast

6 ibid., p.23.
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was made the Kara-Kolpak ASSR within the RSFSR in 1932 and in 1936 it

was incorporated into the Uzbek SSR as an Autononmous Republic.”

The national-territorial delimitation plan which envisaged the
creation in Central Asia of separate national republic for each nationality of
the region in place of the fhen exisﬁng multi-national Turkvesta'n, Bukh.ara‘
anci Khiva has been the object of criticism in many quarters. Many writers
have seen behind ‘this plan “the eVﬂ design and intention’ of the Soviet
authorities to split artificially the otherwise "nationally and linguistically
homogeﬁeous" overwhelming majority of people Beionging to the "Turkic"-
, na’dvoﬁali’cy.8 Thus, Mustafa Chokayev, one-time President of the Kokénd
"autonomous" gévernment, called this scheme a plan for the "division of
Turkestan into tribal states invented by the Bolsheviks as "a' counterweight
to the effort made by the Muslim Cominunists" to achieve the unification of
all the Tufkic tribes around the nucleus of Soviet Turkestan.® .In fhe savm'e
manner, Irog P. Lipovsky writes "the original division of Central Asia into
national territories wés not based on ethnic, cultural, linguistic, or religious
factor, but rather on the | political and ‘ideological motivation of the

Communist Party's Central organs. The latter feared that Pan-Turkism and

! - ibid., p.101-106.
Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., note 2., p.203.
o Quoted in, ibid, p.203. For details see, Mustafa Chakeyev, "Turkestan and the

Soviet Regime", in Journal of Royal Central Asian Society, London, vol XVII, 1931, p.414. Also
Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., note 3., p.101.
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Pan-Islamism could challenge Marxist-Lennist ideology, and stand in the
» way ofr]os_eI.)h Stalin's hegeﬁonic ambitions in' the region.1? Priﬁce Lobanov-
Rostovsky, a Russian emigre scholar, stated that the delimitation was merely
the Bolshevik reply to the basmachi uprising.l? - others see in the plan of
nétional'delinj'itation a manifestation of the old imperialistic principle of
divide and rule.? Hugh Seton - Watson sees in the national delimﬁation a
'clear purpose” to manufacture "number of different nations; which could be
- kept apart from each other, played off against each other, and linked
“individually with the Russian nation". This was done according to him, to
remove, “ény danger of a common front of the Central Asian Moslems".13
Recenﬂy., Shirin T. Hunter wrote, "the borders among the various republics
were delineated with the purpose of creating conditions that would facilitate

Russian manipulation and intervention whenever the need arose".!4

A discussion on these criticism exceeds the scope of this work. Sufice

it to say that these criticism ignore the complexity of national problem in

1 IgorP. Lipovsky, “Central Asia : In Search of A New Political Identi.ty",.MiddIe i
East Journal, 50(2); Spring 1996; p.218.

n Quoted in Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., note 3., p.101. also in op.cit. note. 2, p.203.,
For detall Lobanov-Rostovsky, "The Muslim Repubhcs in Central A51a" in Journal of the Royal
Institute of International Affairs, 7 (1928), p.249-50.

12 Quoted in ibid., p.101., also Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., note-2, p.203.

3 Quoted in‘ibid., p.101. Also Devendra Kaushik, op. 01t note-2, p.204. For detail,
Hugh Seton-Watson, The New Imerialism, Third Impression, London, 1964 p-48.

14

" (USA), 1996, p.9.

Shireen T. Hunter, Central Asia since Independence, Praeger Pub, West Post

38



Central Asia. They also ignore the socio-economic condition of the bulk of
population, which was poor and illiterate. They also, importantly, failed to
recognize the fact that the identity consciousness was limited to family or

~ clan level.

" The complexity of the national problem in Central Asia makes it
important to discuss the problem, practice and impa& of the nationality
policy and National-Delimitation. The determination of national frontiers
~was not a very easy task in Central Asia. In organising national state -
formation - special consideration was give'n to territories where national
groups lived in a cdmpact mass. But besides the national factor, such factors
- as thé mode of hfe and economic integrity of the territory organised into
haﬁonal republics or autonomous oblast were also . taken into
consicvllera’cion.15 In his work Critical Remavrks on the National Question
(1913), L_eniﬁ had, while pointing out the need for a division of territory as
far as possible according to the national composition of the population, at the
same time remarked fhat though the in‘ational composition of the po?ulaﬁon :
~ was one of the most important econonﬁc ‘factors, it was by no means the only |
and thé most important factor among othervs.v.16 The definition of a haﬁo'n,.

which Stalin formulated, was to be characterized by a common language,

B Devendra Kaushik, op.cit, note-2, p.211.

16 Quoted in, ibid., p.211. For detail see, V. 1. Lenin, Collected works, Vol.20., p.50.

39



territory, psychological make up and historical exprience.”  These
formulations of Lenin and Stalin clearly mirrored while carrying out

national delimitation in Central Asia.

The new ideae of identity and i)oliﬁcal organization flourished only -
within a Very small section of inteiligentia. The concept of nation was
applied to a society in which ethnic id.entity was undeistoo,d quite
| differently. For most of_the population, identity, if they thought about it,
was connected peripherally if at all to language, and much more directly toa
specific function within a plural society.’® The ,ethiiolinguistic situation was
extremely conflused and complex. In some areas, such as pres_ent-day‘
- southern Uzbekistali and southern Tajikistan, Uzbeks and Tajiks had become
so intermixed that it was .diifﬁcult to dis,tiilguish between them. There was
; no strong sense of ethnic or national identity and inhabitants often did not
know themselves \ivho they were ethnically, identifying themselves only by
their tribal name, the name of their town ("Bukharti" etc.), or simply a
"Musiim". In view of the difficulties involved, the “solutions' arrived at

could never have been entirely satisfactory.

17 Richard Pipe, T he Formation of the Soviet Union, tevised edition, Mass,
Cambridge, 1964, p.21.-41. :

1¥ - Beatrice F. Manz (ed), Cenrtal Asia in Historical Perspective, West View Press,
Boulder, 1994, p.15.
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There was no way to divide the region of Central Asia neatly
into separate ethnically homogeneous units, even more so when ethnicity
~was defined in the new terms of territory and language. The problem was
ﬁot only ’Ehe intermixing of ethnic groups, but the vfact that the various
criteria used to define ethnicity pointed in different ways-common historical
experience did not correspond with common language or lifestyle, nor
_ "psychological ﬁ'akejup" with territory. To put together the entire Turco-
Iranian easter region, the steppe and Tu_fkestan Guberniias, would have
~ united the speakers of eastern Turkic language and dialects, but would also
~ have vjoined together populations and fegio‘ns diverse in economy and
developm‘er;t,. aﬁd te.r‘ritor‘ies'which had only rafely and briefly formed paft

of the political entity.?®

What the-Soviet finally did, as Donald Carlisle has shown, was to
reinstate many political borders of the past, while prO\}iding them with rxl‘ew .
names.?® The republic of Uzbekistan centered on the former Bukharan
Emirate, but now also possessed territories - Tashkent, Kékand, Khiva -‘
“ which had been part of different states but had been populated or ruled by
an Uzbek elite. Thé mountainous eastern sections of Bukhara, with Khojand,

whose partially Tajik population and more importantly, economic strength,

19 ibid., p.16.

20 Donalds Carlisle, *Soviet Uzbekistan : State and Nation is Historial Perspective,

- Beatrice F. Manz (ed..), op. cit.,p.103-126.
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gave greater weight to the republic of Tajikistan.! If one looks at the
férmation of the Soviet republics from an historical stand-point, one can say |
that many of the borders drawn and distinctions made aniong peoples -
~ followed historical precedents. It musf Be noted here that the national
delimitation did not create homogeneous nations. The new republics in
Central Asia were és multi-ethnic as the old Khannates. But, what was new
with the Sroviet.s was the meaning of these borders, and of the identities
which they néw enclosed and sought to represent.

The creation of national republics in Central Asia raised a host
~ of issues which have remained alive to the present day. One of the serious |
issues was the incorporatibn of Samarkand and Bukhara, the heart of Central
. Asia's Iranian Civiliza’doﬁ, in Uzbekistan. A sizeablé proportion of the total
number of Tajik (36.9 percent according vtov the 1926 census) remained
outside the Tajik ASSR, primarily in the neighbouring- regions of thé Uzbek
SSR, including Samarkand, Bukhara and Khodzhent.. In October 1929, the
district of Khodzhent was transferred to vthe Tajik ASSR. At the sametime
some Uzbek populated areas fell under Tajikistan. This confusion led to
turmoil in relaﬁonshi‘p between the two ethnic groups and the fwo republics
of Uzbekistan and Tajikistan. This issu_e.wi.ll.be discussed at the end of this
chapter. For now we move on to the aims and other aspects of the

| nationality_ policy.

Beatrice F. Manz, op.cit., p.16.
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The Soviet Union's nation-building strategy were to develop

.cultulz‘es, languages and histories for fhe different natiqnaiities. In the initial

pefiod' the regime professed its toleration and encouragement of ethnic

traditions. There was a special ministry fpr minérity affairs. The Soviet
, regime demonsfrat.ed its flexibility »Wit}-l respect to cultural _and regional
particularism by. supporting, someﬁme_s very liberally, minority art 'and‘

~ writing schools, theaters, drama companies and publishing companies.??

In 1920s and 1930s, the Communist Party went all_ out to
promdte thé use of the local national language and of naﬁonal_ cadres in the
republics. This policy; kﬁown as Khorenizatsiia - seeking roots in the native
populations - led to.the dramatic expansion of publication and education in
the national langdage.” Many nationalities were given literary languages

and alphabets for the first time.

The developnient of national cultures and native languages
were secured as rights of the nationalities as the Article 36 of the Soviet

Constitution States :

z Dan N. Jacobs and Theresa M. Hill, “Soviet Ethnic Policy in 1980s : Theoretical
- Consistency and Political Reality”, in Joseph L. Novgee (ed), Soviet Politics : Russia After
Brezhnev, Praeger Pub, New York, 1985, p.159. :

3 ibid., p.161.
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"Citizen of the USSR of different race and nationalities have equal -
. rights. E_xércisé of these rights is ehsﬁred by .a policy of all-round
development and drawing together of all the nations and nationalities of the
| USSR, by educating citizens in the spirit of Séviet patriotism and socialist
internationalism, and by the possibi]i{y to use their native language and the
iangu’ages of éther peoples of the USSR. Any diregt or indirect limitation of
the rights of citizens or establishment of direct orvindireét'prvivﬂveges on
. grounds of race or. nationality, or any advocacy of racial ér national

exclusiveness, hostility or contempt, are punishable by law".

NotWithstaﬁding fepeated prbfessions of tolerance and
numerous examples of‘sﬁpport for ethnic partilcularism in the early period of
Soviet‘ Union, the Stalin era experienced some aberration. In the areas of
drama, literature and the arﬁ, Stalin impésed the principles of "national in
form, socialist in content". This meant the Great Russians always'ha_d to bé-
presented as frieﬁdly, generous, brave and just, protectors of the poor and -
downtrodden. Non- Russians were frée to embréce their traditional art'
forms, But no matter what the form, the content had to be in accord with
socialist idea. For example,. the cosfuming in a play nu'ght accufately depict
what Tajik wore in the fourteenth century, but the ideas displayed had to
present the Stalin-Bolshevik-Great Russian an'lalga.m‘ that had been
developed in Russia after 1917. What Stalin désired was the emergence of a

- single culture and a single common language, a culture that was the
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embodiment of the Great Russian heritage.? In order. to realize his vision,
Stalin oi‘chestrated a campaign against the hi_étorical, intellectual and
 cultural tradition of national groups and carried out purges.

One of the great ironies o.f -Stalim’st nationality policy in '
operation was that, though it seemed to place great emphasis on the
subordination of and suppréssion of minority peoples and cultures, some of
Stalin’s key policies tended to have just the opposite effect. The concept of
"national in form, socialist in content", while designed to curtail nationalist
aspirations, in its "national in form" component.actﬁally served to keep
national consciousness amohg various non-Russian nationaiities alive, who .

" now had their own republics, partly committees and native elites.

The Tajiks »1‘1ational identity began de\./eloping. in 1940s with
~ gradual elimination of illiteracy. A number éf serious problems had to be
overcome which included the opposition of the mullahs to the developmeﬁt
of a secular education system, shortage of teachers, buildings and text béoks.
In addition, a major difficulty was presented by the divergence of the
~spoken Tajik diélec't.s from Persian classic .literary, both in gramn‘\ar (the
dialects had devéloped a number of hew grammatical forms, WithAthe
- northern dialects in particular being influenced by thé Uzbek language, and
in Voéabulary (the 'classica] language contained a large proportion of Arabic

words). The censuses of 1926 and 1956 clearly show the success of the

= ibid., p.160.
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literary programme in Central Asia. According it these censuses, the literacy
rate of the Tajiks in 1926 was 2.2%it increased enormously to 52.3% in 1959.%
Corresponding to this rise in literacy there has been a considerable
deveIOplnent vinpublishing in the national languages. Where as in 1913 01ﬂy
107 of the 859 newspapers were pﬁblished in the natienal lahguages, in 1940
- there were ten .times as many newspapers, of which 25% ‘were inr the
‘national languages',? In 1964 this deveiopment had reached the point
| where, for exemple in Tajiki_stan over 3.5 million books were printed and 24
- neWspapers. were i)ublished with a total annual circulation of 65 million

copies.?’

It is doubtful, however, whether the non-Russian national
languages could have advanced as they have do.ne( or have Become so
instrumental in prmﬁoting the cultural development of the nationalities but
~ for the importvantv policies undertaken in the Soviet Union. Another
consideraﬁon which, at least temporarily; favoured the teaching of national
Ianguages; is theif alleged usefulness in facilitating the acquisition of
Russian as a second language. This argument ie encountered in most

bilingual countries at the commencement of any campaign to promote the

b E.Glyn Lewis, Multilingualism in the Soviet Union : Aspects of Language Policy

and its implication, Mouton Pub, Hague, 1972, p. 57. -
% ibid. p. 58.

7 ibid., p. 58.
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teaching of minority language.Whether the argument is tenable is beside the |
point : the fact is that it has been used by educationists in USSR. It is claimed
- that well organiéed teaching of the national languages promote a deeper
mastéry of the Russian Language and cOnsequehﬂy all the subjects of the

curriculum taught through the Russian language.?

Until 1930 Tajik had Arabic script, which was changed. to Latin
‘script in 1930 that continuied till 1940, and there_after, it was (.:hangedCyrilh'c
- script.?? The decision to use a Latin alphabet rather fhan to continue with
Arabic was politically mo.tivated in the main - to help ensure the separation
of some soViet languagés and nations from their Arabic or. other non-
v indigenous assogiatiorsls.”‘ This political motiv.ation and direcﬁdn of aspects
of Language planning have been aimed to 'attair.l three objectives - th.ev
reinforcemént and acceleration of the tendency towar&s information within
communities, and thus to extend the area -'of social mobilization.
Simultaneously with this has been the attenipt to insulate as far as ‘possible |
thosellanguages which might have associaﬁon outside the USSR, as well as

to accentuate the differences between languages and communities within the

USSR .31
0 bid, p. 59.
» Shirin Akiner, Islamic Peoples of the Soviet Union, Kegan Paul International,

London, 1983, p. 313.

30

E. Glyn Lewis, op.cit., p. - 284.
3 ibid, p. 284.
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At one time educated Uzbeks and Tajiks questioned the need
for the Tajik literary language since both ‘groups were trained in Uzbek and
 Persian. Representaﬁye Turkic groups outside the USSR do not recognize the
separation of the two languages or the independent existence of the Tajiks.
' They'te‘nd to regard Uzbeks and Tajiks to be far more united than divergent
groups. Not did the Téjiks regarded fhemselvkes or their languages as
speciﬁcally national units. They saw themselves first and foremdst as tied to
the Iranian heritage and to a Central Asian Community. Even within
Tajikstan there were considerable differences. The Tajiks of the plain who
spoke Farsi, the Persian dialect which became the stanciard Tajik Language,
“had little contact with other groups, and the ad’aintation of Farsi was
engineered to ensure that there was as little contact as possible with other,
non—Tajik groups in Central Asia. Language planning was. directed as to
“ensure that the Tajiks were first of all separated as far as péssib_le frém
Iranian groups outside the USSR, and sec‘o.nd to consolidate a \naﬁo;l'
different from others who mights have identified themselves with the Tajiks
inside the USSR.*2 Thé intention of Languége pianm’ng generally in the

~Soviet Union has been to extend directly the influence of Russian.?® This

- ibid., p. 285.

33 ibid., p. 285.
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- explain the decision to change the newly created alphabet in Latin form to

Cyrillic.

The drive towards the elimination: of illiteracy was
accompanied by th\e development of a system of education. The number of
- schools rose from 382 in 1928-29 to 2,628 in 1940-41 in Tajikist:valn.34 The

" majority of schoois in the Tajik SSR were Tajik—mediuﬁ Schools. Ouitside the
Tajik SSR, in 1958 Tajik aiso was used as a‘medium'of _instruction in Uzbek
SSR, »the Kazakh SSR and Kirghiz SSR along with the titulor language.®> In
1948, the Lenin Tajik State University was Opeﬁed in Dushanbe, where there
were depavrtments of Tajik Phiiogy and Arabic and Persian Language and
Literature. The Tajik branch of the USSR Academy of Sciences, originally

established in 1932, was formed into the Tajik Acad-emy of Science in 1951.36

There were radio and television broadcasts in Tajik'langliage '
in Tajik and Uzbek SSRs. There were Tajik newspapers published in Uzbek
SSR and Tajik SSR. From 1912 to 1913 two Persian-Uzbek papers were

published'.in “Bukhara-isharif' ("Bukhara the Noble) and “Turan'.?” In 1919 a

. John Payne, op.cit., p. 263.

35

Shirin Akinar, op.cit., p. 311

% John Payne, op. cit., p. 265.

Shirin Akiner, op. cit., p. 312. '
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weekly Persiaﬁ paper appeared in Samarkand.® There were many other
: Tajik newspapers »which. appeared in 1920s and 1930s, e.g. “Tadzhikistan'
Soveti (Soviet Tajikistan), “Komsomoli Tadzhikistan' (Tajik Kdmsomol),
' ‘Pioneri_Todzhikistan', (Tajik Pioneer), Maori & wa madanijat' (Education
- and Culture) etc. The first‘ journal in Tajik was Shubi inkolob (Flame of
Revolu'ﬁoﬁ), which was pﬁblished in April. 1919. It was followed by several
others including “Kommunisti Todzhikiston' (communist of Tajikistan),
Maktabi Soveﬁ'(SoViét Schéol) “Sadoi Shark' (Voice pf the East); Zanoni
Todzhikistan' (Tajik Woman) etc.® Apart from these, books and pamphlets :

were published in Tajik in Tajik SSR as well as Uzbek SSR.

Although Stalin's death ended the purges, the post-Stalin years
brought a' new set.of issues and problems. While Khrushchev di,smantled
some of the Stalinist apparatus, he proposed a doubtful future for national
éulfufes.‘w The emphasis in the new Party Programme of 1961 was obViouély
on unity and rapprochemeht of nations in USSR. This was, 'however, not to
- be achieved by résort to measures aimed  at quickening the process
artificially. The fusion of nations which was a distant goal was to be

achieved through aA long process of drawing together: Aof natjo‘ns on the basis

38 ibid., p. 132.
» ibid., p. 312.

o Beatrice F. Manz, op. cit., p. 18.
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of their a‘l.l-rovund development.#! But, a certain trend in pra;ﬁce towards
hastening the elimination 'éf national barriers through political and
admiﬁjstrative measures could be noticed during the thushchev period.42
The leadership under Brezhenev overlooked widespfead corruption and
~interfered relativél‘y little in Central Asian affairs below the highest‘ level % .
Along with this, fhe Ceﬁtral go.vernm‘en't quietly dropped Khrushchev's
prediction of international fusion. The new Soviet stand on this subject was
 thus formulated by Brezhenev :”The further drawing together of the nations
and naﬁoﬁali’des of our country is an bobje‘cti\./e process. The Party is against
hastening the process : there is no need for that, since it.is determined by the
entire course of ‘our Soviet Life.”.44 At 60th Annivefsary of USSR, Brezhnev's
. successor Nuri And'ropov, candidly acknowledged that Soviet achiévement _
in the spheré of nationalities question does by no means signify that all the
- problems generated by the very fact of the life and work of numerous
nationalities in a single state have vanished".#> Andropov drew attention to
new complexities of national relations in USSR which he said can be

understood from the fact that the objective process of economic and cultural

4l - Devendra Kaushik, "The Nationalities Question in the USSR - The Current
"Phase," in R.R. Sharma (ed) The USSR in Transition : Issues and Themes (1922-1 982) Atlantic
Publishers and Distributors, N. Delhi, 1985, p. 202 .
“ ibid., p. 203. ,

3 L. Hajda and M. Beissinger, The Nationalities Factor in Soviet Politics and
- Society, Westview Press, ‘Boulder, 1990, p. 309.

B ~ Quoted in Devendra Kaushik, op.cit., Note 43, p. 203.

. Quoted in, ibid., p. 204.
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progress of nations and nationalities which is in evitably accompanied by
growth of their national self-awareness and national pride in the successes
~achieved, at times also result in a tendency towards national arrogance and

exclusiveness in certain sections.46

~ As the advent of perestroika and glasnost, under.GorbacheV,
made possible the more frank discussion of problems and possible Solutions,
educated Tajiks ShQWéd considerable interest in h_ow other SoViet'republics '
grappled with change. The most striking feature in the Gorbachev era was
undoubtedly by the open expression, undLr the policy of “glasnost' of Tajik
nationalist sentiments. However, this sentiment did not result in the kind of
popular demand for political independence or even 'fdr total secession from
the USSR, that we have seen develop in such republics as Lithuania ahd
Moldavia. During this period, Central Asia witnessed assertion and r_eViva’l _
- of Vérious cultures and identities. The overemphasis on the distinctiveness of
nationalities sometime led to some bloody riots. As far as Tajiks. were
concerned, they toé started asserting and reviving fheir cuiture, tradition,
heritage and icons. The two most important elements in process was, firétly
Tajiks began to emphasize their Iranian heritage. Secondly, The Tajfk

language.

' ibid., p. 204.
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In this period, Naw Ruz (the ancient Persian new Years celebrations)
was declared as a state hoh‘day in Tajikistan, Uzbekiétan and Azérbaijan.
~ Although this kind .'of move had a broader éonnotaﬁons for the cultural
' traditions of the Tqrco-Persian borderlands, this has special significance for

educated Tajiks concerned about reassefting ‘their Persian heritage.‘
Similarly, -in 1989 and 1990, Tajikistan's cultural establishment voiced
repeated e.lilogies to Barbad, a Middle-Persian bard (active around 600 AD-),
said to be the founder of Persian music, and who lived before the Arab-
Islamic conquest of Iran and Central Asia. The‘ ﬁlessage wh_ich ordinary
~ Tajiks were inténded to derive from this is that Barbad, though he lived
before any Persian - speakers were | ever called Tajiks, was a great
contributor to the"Tajik poetic and musical heritage and an artist of
, internétiona‘l significance, whose influence ext’endéd from Greece to India.?”
This has Been part of a larger trend among the Tajik elite of praising the
achievement of Pre-Islamic Iranian civilization as part of the Tajik's rightful

B

heritage and a source of pride.

Tajiks also use their Persian and Iranian links in a combative or |
at least a competitive sense in opposition to perceived offense against their’
national dignity by others. Within the Soviet Union the farget was the
| Russifie.d Soviet establishment, with its long standing rhetoric tl.1.at the Tajiks '

and other Central Asians are "formerly backward peoples", who owed all

47 Muriel Atkin, “Tajiks and the Persian World,” in Beatrice F. Manz, op. cit., p. 137.
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" their progress to the Soviet power, in which whatever was Russian was

routinely treated as the equivalent of what was progressive.

Another target is the Turkic peoples of Central Asia, especially the
Uzbeks, whom Tajik; accuse of decades of discrimination againét Tajiks.4 |
. The Tajik's antagom'gm towards the‘ Uzbeks is even more deéply felt and
. more Vehemeﬁtly expressed than their resentment of the Russians. By.
clainﬁng both the eastern Iranian and Persian Legacies, the Tajik nationalists
_presented'their people as the only authentically indigenous Central Asians
;md the region”s only truly civilized people. In this thinking, the Turkic
pec.)plevs are consiciered outside conquerors, destroyers and oppressors while
the Tajiké and theirv ancestors are the one who made great contributions to

- world civilizations.4?

Tajik ﬁationah'st played on the same theme to uphold their own
importance vwithin the Persian speaking world. The concern in this case is
defence against the inclination of Persian-speakers in Iran to régard Tajik as
mere provincials, while asserﬁﬁg that the focal pbint of Persian culture is the
Iranian platequ; Part of the Tajik's résipoﬁ'se is to invoke the ancient

achievements of the Iranian peoples of Central Asia, especially the

“® ibid., p. 139.

“9 ibid. p. 139.
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' Soghdians and to call many Persian-Language writers of the past Tajiks
rather than Persians. Thus, Firdausi, author of "Sh‘ah-namah”, a native of
Tus, in northeastern Iran, is called a Tajik. So are the poets Nizami, who wasv
born in now the Azerbaijan, Sa'di and Hafiz of Shiraz in South Western Iran,
and Khus;ow, Bidal and Igbal of the Ind_ién subcontinent.® The o'thér
element to which 'fajik nationalist were attracted was the language. The
increasiﬂg dominance of the Russian Languagé and the consequential
~decline in the stafus va Tajik, is catalogued in an important article iﬁ the local
press (19 February 1989) by four leading _Tajik intellectuals : M. Shukurov, R. |

Amohov, Sh. Rustanov and A. Sayfullaev.5! The ¢on1plaint made was that
_ standérds éf literaéy in Taj_ik were generally low; that Tajik was becoming
restricted in its sphere of ﬁsage to the home and to Tajik-Langu.age's_chools,
and that théré m‘ay eveﬁ eventually Ibe a danger of total 1anguage loss. The
view fhat Tajik shoulci be made single state language was ofﬁcially accepted.
A special commission set up by the Presidium of the Tajik Supreme Soviét
“recommended that torresponding "Law on Language" should bé dra-fted ‘

and this was ratified by the Supreme Soviet in July 1989.

During the period of perestroika and Glasnost _cultural
grievances and rivalries errupted into open and inter-ethnic tensions and

clashes increased. The national delimitation of 1924, was one of such iss_ue.s

®ibid. p. 139,

o John Payre, op.cit., p. 268.
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which fueled this process Samarkand and Bukhéra became the focal point of
the Uzbek-Tajik conflict. On this issue Kakhar Makhkamov, the First
Secretary of Tajik Communist Central Conﬁnitteé, in the first Céngfess of
| People's Deputies (25 May to 10 June 1989) said," In Tajikistan we still
~ encounter the results of the 1'ncon@etén£ demarcation of the boundaries.
between the republics of Central Asia. The errors made long ago are still felt
now."s2 Some Central Asian leaders with active mediation of Moscow, tried:
to alleviate the discontent of a sizeable number of Tajiks living in 1'égions of
Bukhdra and Samarkand in Uzbekistan.5? Members of. Tajik intelligentsia,
who are mainly decendeﬁfs of emigres froﬁ Bukhara and Samat_‘kand,
~actually made démands that Bukhara and Samarkand be returned to Tajik -
Control.>* The Tajik deménd for Samarkand and Bukhara were legitimized.
in the face of an ubnrave.ling truth of population »figures. In the first ever

‘ 'census of the Russian empire in 1897, in the ciﬁes of Samarkand oblast, Tajik |
dominated the figure with 60.58 percent of male and 66.58 percent of female

population while Uzbek comprised only .13.59 peréent. males and 13.55

percent females. % The fact that Samarkand remained. the capital of

52 Oleg Glebov and John Crowfoot (eds), The Soviet Empire : Its Nations speak out,
Harwood academic Pub., Chur (switzerland), 1989, p. 141. ‘
53 Igor P. Lipovsky, op.cit., 219.
‘ - Maria Eva Subtedly, "The Symbiosis of Turk and Tajik", in Beatrice F. Manz
op.cit, p. 55.

** " Cited in P.L. Dash, 'Ethno-Nationalism in Uzbekistan, in K. Warikoo
(ed), Central Asia : Emerging New Order, Har-Anand Pub., Delhi, 1995, p. 108.
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Uzbekistan upto 1930 made it an eyesore for the Tajiks. The Tajiks felt then
and eversince that they are a people of less important nationality cqmpared

to the Uzbeks.55

Tajik nationalists, who tried to foﬁﬁulate what | national
_identity means, do not want to be submerged in the much larger population
of Persian- speakers beyond the Soviet border. However, they wanted at
least to borrow selectively from tha_t wider sphere i.n order to strengthen and

redefine their idenﬁfy.

In the Soviet periéd, the redeﬁ.hiﬁon process concentrated on cultural
issues. The process of national Self-definition that begins with culture and
expands vto other spheres hés beén one of the patterns followed by various -
“peoples historically and in the preSént, inclﬁding among several Soviet
ﬁaﬁonalities. In the case of Soviet Union, the gdvernment‘s willingness to
allow 6fficiaily recognized nationaliﬁes at least the outward trappings of
cultural autonomy helps explain the initial emphasis .on that sphere in the

process.

An important point to note is that much of the discussion by the Tajik
_intelleengentia and political figures about their place in the Iranian world

reflects a sense of weakness and vulnerability. In contrast to nuich of the

6 ibid,, p. 108-109.
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contemporary Uzbek nationalist rhetoric, which often conveys a sense of
pride based on strength, the discussion among Tajiks has a tone of alarm
about it - that the Tajiks are in danger of losing their very identity, in large

part because their ties to the Persian world are weak.5”

- In conclusion, the Soviet period brought méjor changes in thg .lives of
the Central Asia population. The people of Central Asia,' who in the
nineteenth and early twentieth century, customarily identified themselves
- according to supranational or subnational categories, came to be catégorized
by nationality and that poh‘ﬁcal and culturai institutions of the region, based
on the above category was a Soviet innovation. The creation of the formally
* federal sysfe_m promoted the growth and consolidation "_of national
consciousness in the non-Russian republics. During Gorbachev eré,
throughout the Soviete Union, the spirit of glasnost made it easier for the
nationalities to articulate their grievances, whether'through official channels

or through public literature and demonstrations.

After the disintegration of Soviet Union authoritarianism and
the lack of debate has prevented the development of any broad-based .
consensus on the cultural and ideological underpinning of Central _'Asian

societies and polities. Once again the question of nationality, socioeconomic

>7 Muriel Atkin, op. cit., p. 130.
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and political philosophies and their implication for minority nationalities in
the newly independent states of Central Asia have come up and is likely to

continue in the near future. -
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Chapter IV

'THE TAJIKS IN UZBEKISTAN

‘Unlike the Baltic ekperience, none of the ,Central Asian republics
witnessed grass-root movement for independence prior to the collapse of the
Soviet Umon The Soviet collapse forced independence upon Central Asia..
Once the Soviet disintegration was accepted as fait accomph, the elite proved
themselves devoted Champions of national independence. In Uzbeklstan, the
Uzbek elite has had considerable success in adapting itself to the new
conditions. The elite drew on all its Soviet skills to inﬂﬁence public Opinion to
. legitimize its rule, now cloaked in a nationalistic veil. Nationah'sm and its
philosophjcall- underpinnings are compelling for the Uzbek elite. The elite seeks
to ]ustlfy its post—Sov1et existence in the discourse of natlonal sovereignty. Uzbek
scholars are busy rewrltmg their own history and attemptmg to define and
assert an U‘zbek identity they can be proud of. The independent existence of th'e
Uzbek "nation-State" is secured by cultivating national patriotism for the Land

of Uzbeks (Uzbekistan) or Vatan (motherland)

Notwithstanding the fanfare surrounding independence, the

government of Uzbekistan has some difficulties in coping with the p.oh‘tical and
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- economic challenges that transition presented. One of the major challenges
coméé from the minority ethnic groups residing in Uzbekistan. A more serious
and potentially explosive issue is the status of Tajik minority in Uzbekistan. The
Stalinist démarcation of Central Asia had left large Tajik—speakingv Communities
in Bukhara, Samarkand, Ferghana and Namangan. The two cities of Bukhara
and Samarkand occupied, and still do, a special place in the hearts of ;the Tajik
intelligentsia. The golden age of Persian literature was élosely associated with _
these cities. Many ‘of the Persian-speaking poets, astronomers, and Islamic
theologists lived and worked there, givihg Samarkand énd Bukhara a halo of
) glory, The Tajik intelligentsia challenged the notion that San%arkand and
Bukhara are Uzl;ek cities, and by implicatiqn Quesﬁoned the borders. Tajik.'s
claim-on Samarkand and Bukhara as their cultural capital is contested by the
Uzbek sfate, evén going so far as to maintain that .Tajiks are not indigenous
_ inhabitants of Central Asia, but immigrants from Iran.!

This Chapter attempts ;co di;cﬁss Uzbekistan's policy towards 1ts
- Tajik m‘ihority and outline the nature of relaﬁénshjp .between the Uzbek titular
_ groub and Tajiks. An 'anaiysis of identity-politics will be taken up to show how
it hhas been lised to justify authoritarianism in Uzbekistan.. Tlvu's. Chapter alsb

briefly discusses Uzbekistan's domestic and other considerations for its

1 Quoted in, Maria Eva Subtelny, "The symbiosis of Turk and Tajik", in Beatrice F. Manz
.(ed), Central Asia in Historical Perspective, The John M. Olin Critical Issues Series, West view
Press, Boulder, 1994.
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involvement in Tajik civil war and show its impact on Uzbek-Tajik relationship

in Uzbekistan.

Since independence, an ethnocentric nationalism and the much
narrower sense of identity, such as Uzbekness and Kyrgyzness, have become
strong forces in Central Asia. This phenomenon is reflected in a widespread
trend toward nativization of culture and administration throughout Central
Asia. For example, the native tongue of the titular nationalities of various
republics has become the official language of state, and a sufficient level of
fluency has become a major requirement for access to government jobs.
Uzbekistan has gone farthest in this direction in trying to "Uzbekize" and

assimilate other minorities, especially the Tajiks.

Uzbekistan has sought to establish identities for both the state and
its titular group. Writing specifically on Uzbekistan, Schoeberkin-Engel declares
that these can be achieved through the creation of a government-sponsored
identity, "compelling both to its own population and the world at large... New
states are keen to promote themselves as having a deep history and important

presence in the world... The government of Uzbekistan seems to partake of the
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notion that Uzbekistan can achieve the stature of a great nation if the number of

Uzbeks is large and if they have a strong sense of their identity. 2

In the course of revival of Uzbek identity the Uzbeks have taken
up the task of rewriting and redeﬁﬁing history. The-regime appears keen to fan |
| popular fascination with “Uzbek' history. It is claimed "the forefathers of today’s
- Uzbeks ruled over two-thirds of the known world seveﬁ centuries before
Christ."> There is an attempt to equate the history of the Turks with that of the
Uzbeks without addressing the quéstion as to whethér the modern Uzbek and
. the Uzbek language todéy is to be completely equated w1th a general Turkish
history and the Turkish language. This is being used as to claim that the |

forefathers of the modern Uzbeks were among the "World's oldest civilised

peopié".

An important component of this diScourse is the extension of the
Turk’s role in the development of Islamic and world civilization. An Uzbek

nationalist and pan-Turkist writer Necib Asim 'Claims that théy (T urks)

2 Quoted in, Stuart Horsman, "Uzbekistan's involvement in Tajik Civil War 1992-97:
domestic consideration," Central Asian survey, 1999, 18 (1), P.4), also j Schoeberlein-Engel, "The
Prospect for Uzbek national Identity," Central Asian Monitor, No2, 1996, p.12.

3 Quoted in, Anita Sengupta, "Soviet Politics In Uzbekistan. Extinct or Extant,”" in
Shams-Ud-Din (ed), Nationalism in Russia And Central Asian Republics: Unfinished Democratic
Revolution, Lancers Books, new Delhi, 1999, P.279. also. Tahir Qahhar, "Uzbek Literature," World
Literature Today, summer 1996, P.112. (translated from Uzbek by William Dirks).
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preserved the Persian language and culture and rescued Islam.s ’Simﬂaﬂy.
Bursali Talir claims that most of the great Islamic scientists and poets, who are
wrongly known as Arab or Persian, were really Turks. He maintains that even
those who wére really Persian or Arabs should be considered Turk beéause they
had' become Turkified "Turklekmis."5 He adds that the Turks are "éﬁiong the
foundér of modern cﬁ/ilization." Thesé appeals are supported Vefy strongly in
~ Uzbekistan. There are theorists who promote the idea .of "greater Uzbekistan",
which calls for a reunification of the now Tajik lands to Uzbekistan.” "Similarly
the idea of "Greafer Turkestan" also receives support from the Uzbeks and the
Uzbekistan government. Even President Karimov hasv often referred to the
nation and expressed support for the historic Turkestén. However, the
pan-Turkist's vision of the Uzbek's history is beyond the. bounds of credibility.
' Their view of the Turk's role in preserving Iranian culture and Persian language
is not only incdrrect, but also cruelly ironic. Tiu's view also has current relevance

in Central Asia, given the state of Uzbek-Tajik relations,‘som‘e analysts have

4 Shireen T.. Hunter, op.cit., p.27.

5 David'Kuéhner,‘ The rise of Turkish Nationalism, Frank Cass Pub., London, 1977, p.36.
6 vibid, p.36.
7 Anita Sengupta, op.cit., p.280.
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linked Uzbekistan's ahti—Ta_ljik policies to the Serb's policy of ethnic cléansing in .

Bosnia.8

Another important asp.ect of the ethnocentric idenﬁty re_vivalism
is the revival of the legendary personalities. Thé Uzbek goglermnént identiﬁes
legéndary personalities of Mavernnahr as the forebears of Uzbek identity.
According to the Uzbek regime, Uzbek national pride is rooted in the great
. military scientific aﬁ_d cultural exploits of such men as Amir Timor, his
grandson Ulugbek, Alishir Navoi, and ﬁ_'oni the recent past Sharaf Radiaov,_
- Uzbek Communist iParty First Secretary (1959-86). In his first international
- address to the Um'téd Nations General Assembly, President Karimov recalled |
the contributions that our.people (Uzbeks?)‘ have made té world civilization,
naming "Velikii Timur" (I'he Great Timur) and Ulugbek along with Al-Bukhari,
Bahoutdin Nagshband, and Ibn Sina to substantiate his claim? But Tajik
nationalists have contested identity of many of these legendaries astzbéks.
| They have accused the Uzbeks of. "Cﬁltural imperialism” and "national

arrogance" for claiming such figures for themselves.1?

8 Mural Akchurin, "Tajikistan: Another Bosnia in the Making," Central Asza Monitor, No 3,
1993 P.9. also, Shireen T. Hunter; Op. Cit., p.28. :

9 . Shahram Akbarzadeh, "Nation-building in Uzbeklstan“ Central Asian Survey, 15 (1),
1996, p. 28.

10 Maria Eva Subtelny, op.cit., p.55.
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In December 1994 Present Karimov deéreed, well in advance, the
~grand celebration of 650th anniversary of Aﬁlir_ Timur's birth. The sfate film
industry was commissioned to prodﬁce a film on Timur Lane. A number of
monuments were erected 'in Tashkent, Shahri‘ Sabz (Timur's birthplace) and
_ Samarkan& (his seat of ‘power). The Ministry of Culture, jointly with the
Academy of Science of Uzbekistan opened a museum on Amir Timur in
Tashként. The centre's revival of Timur, the ﬁfteen;ch' Century (Pre-Uzbek)
empife—builder, has focused bupon the benefits of authoritarianism and also
p'rovided‘ justiﬁcation of the present regime. As kangas notes, T‘imur's
 rehabilitation "is no accident [for] he unified the péoples of the region [and]
instilled a sense Of. order during a time of Chaos.!! According to Starr the
: re-interpretaﬁon of Uzbekistan's historical significance is central fo this elevation.
in which the Timurids are inextricably linked with the Uzbek ngﬁon,_ fnaking
Uzbeks feel they share a tradition of statehood that, thoughinterrupted, has .rle
parallel in the region.. and shapes Uzbeks attitudes towards surroundi'ng
powers.12 Intefvéntion in Tajikistan is a component fn this conceptualization of

 Uzbekness. The deﬁberate linking of the Temurid period with present-day

11 Quoted in, Stuart Horsman, op.cit., p.41.
12 F. Starr, "Making Eurasia Stable"; Foreign Affairs, Vol.75, No.1, 1996, p.83.
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Uzbekistan seeks to prove false all assertions that Uzbek nation is an artificial

construct o'_f the Soviet period. _ )

- In an environment, where the regime and the titular majority are
busy rewriting their own history and attempting to define and assert their
- identity, minority populations are generally the prmCipal victims ‘of such -
movement. Tajiks of Uzbekistan are no. exﬁeptibn. Currently, the. Tajiks of
 Uzbekistan appear ﬁo moré willing to trade-in their identity. At the same time,
~ the ofﬁcial policy iﬁ Uzbekistan towards the Tajik minority has created a very

high degree of social tension.3

| The national délimi_tation of 1924 granted Uzbekistan the lion's
“share éf territory in Central Asia, relegating Tajiks to the eastern backwaters of
the fofmer Bukharan Khanate, There were many Tajik-dominated areas left in -
_ Uzbekistan. Many have debated the quesﬁbn regarding the number of Tajiks.
There are different opinions in this regard. The o_fﬁciai census of 1926 shows that
there were 350603 Tajiks (not including Tajik ASSR/SSR) in Uzbekistan SSR.14

The Tajiks in Uzbekistan amounted to 6.6 percent of the total population of

13 Graham Smith, Vivien Law, Andrew Wilson and Edward Allworth, Nation-Building in
the Post-Soviet Borderlands: Politics of National identities, Cambridge University Press,
- Cambridge, 1998, p.146. '

14 Shirin Akiner, Islamic Peoples of the Soviet Union, Kegan Paul International, London,
1983, p.306.
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. Uzbekistan. This was reduced to 3.8 percent of total Population of Uzbekistan in
1959 iﬁ the official census’amounting 311366 of Tajik’®. In 1915, the Tajiks of. |
* Samarkand outnumbered the Uzbeks, as concluded by Ivan Zurabin in his
ethnostatistical ﬁgﬁres, ih 1920 in Samarkand thé Tajiks accounted for 54.4
percent and Uzbek for only 4 percent of the population of the city.?¢ Aﬁer the
national delimitation the census conducted in 1926 showed that in Samarkaﬁd
there were 10,716 Tajiks and 43,304 Uzbeks.” The drastic vchanges in the census
figures were due to the fact> that, Tajiks were pressured in various ways to
| register themselgle's as Uzbgks in the 1926 Uzbek census.lé By the 1979 censuﬂs; as
a result of outmigration and assimilation, Tajiks had been reduced to 4 percent

of the total population of the Uzbek republic.?® |

In 1993, Tajiks officially accounted for only 4.8 percent of
Uzbekistan's population, (1107000 of Tajiks), a figure repeated uncritically by

most western scholars, journalists and travel-writers alike, the actual proportion

15 ibid,, p.277.

16  Quoted in, RL. Dash, "Ethno-Nationalism in Uzbekistan", in K. Warikoo (ed), Central
Asia: Emerging New Order, Har-Anand Publication, New Delhi, 1995, p.108.

17  ibid., p.108.

18  Maria Eva Subtelny, op.cit., p.54.

19 Martha Brill Olcott, "Central Asia: The Reformers Challenge a Traditional Society", in L.
Hajda and B. Beissinger (ed.), The Nationalities Factor in Soviet Politics and Socww John M. Olin

Critical Issues Series, West View Press, Boulder, 1990, op. 262.
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of Tajik-speakers is undoubtedly much largei?. Tajiks around the country,
meanwhile, iﬁsist that the figure is more like 25.30 'pércenf, with Tajiks
accounting for perhaps 70 percent of population of Samarkand, Uzbekistan's
- second largest city and former capital and as much as 90 percent of the total
population in Bukhara.?! The mountainous areas to the northeast of Tashkent
 past the Chowok reservoir are predominately Tajik, so are parts of Ferghana
: Vaﬂey, Zhizakh prolvi'nce,l Surkhan Darya and Kashka Darya. Some scholars at
Samarkand State University estimate the total Tajik population of Uzbékistan at
six to seven million, double or more the Tajik population of the Republic of
Tajikistan.?  Shireen T. Hunter believes that although the Tajiks opposition
figure of six té seven million Tajiks in Uzbekistan is an_.ex'aggeratio.n,. three to

Four million is closer to reality."?

However, it has been a difficult task to determine with any degree
of certainty the number of individuals who consider themselves member of the
Tajik ethnic group in Uzbekistan. There seems no reliable way to verify the

figures given above. This difficultly arose due to three factors.. Firstly, many

20 Graham Smith, Viven Law, Andrew Wilson, Annette Bohr and Edward Allworth, Op.cit.,
_p.153. '

21 - Richard Foltz, "Tajiks of Uzbekistan", Central Asian Survey, 1996, 15(2), p.213-216.
22 ibid.

23 - Shireen T. Hunter, Central Asia Since Independence, The Washington Papers, Preager
~ Pub, West post, 1996,p.98. ‘ '
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: original Tajik speakers were linguistically ﬁrkicised long ago.? Secondly, Tajiks
~ were routinély identified as Uzbeks simply. because‘they lived in Uzbekistan.?

Thirdly, rﬁany Tajiks registered themselyes as Uzbeks. The popula‘r Uzbek
saying,” Turk a Tajik bir kishi" (Turk .-amd Tajik are one), underscore traditional
pr.ejudice against the Tajik and his claim to a separate 1'denﬁty.26 In the Uzbek

view, Tajiks are simply Persian-speaking Uzbeks?”

Constitutions of all the Central Asian Countries, include sections
on mdiViduals, civil and poﬁtical rights and guarantee their social and economic
' rights, such as the right to work and access to .healthv care, educa'ﬁon,_v housing
and vacations. Thesé remnants of the sociah;st era were included partly t.o
assuage the populations' fear that economic liberalization would undermine
their social and économic safety nets. All Central Asi.an constitutions guarantee
_ equality of rigﬁts and freedoms for their' citizens, . irrespective of race,
nationality, religion, sex, language or social origin. But they differ in how fhey |

treat questions of language, minority rights, and citizenship.

24  Graham Smith, Vivien law, Andrew Wilson, Annetle Bohr and Edward Allworth, op.cit.,
p-213. : : : :

2

W

. Shirin T. Hunter, op. cit., p.98.
26  Maria Eva Subtelny, op. cit,, p.54.

27  ibid., p.54.
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In the few years since independence, the “national question' has
assumed an entirely new character in Uzbekistan. The decree on Uzbekistan
citizenship adopted on July 28, 1992, granted citizenship to all persons living on
the territory, without regard to national origin, social status, race, sex, education,
language or political view.® But Karimov's policy since independence has been
to encourage the groundswell of popular support for the celebration of Uzbek
national identity. Uzbekistan's constitution stresses that country's official
language is Uzbek, but does not refer to any minority languages - particularly
the rights of its substantial number of Tajik speakers.? In September 1992, the
General Director of the Uzbek National Information Agency announced that the
agency, beginning from January 1, 1993, would produce information only in

Uzbek language.®

Among the Tajiks of Uzbekistan a Stubborn clinging to language
as a source of identity and community can be observed on a widespread level

despite state propaganda. The Faculty of Tajik philology at Samarkand State

28  Gregory Gleason, "Uzbekistan: the politics of national independence”, in Ian Bremmer and
Ray Taras (eds.), New States New Politics: Building the Post-Soviet Nations, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1997, p.583.

29  Shireen T. Hunter, op. cit., p-47.

30  Gregory Gleason, op.cit., p.583.
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Um'versity‘ remains an active centre for. the study of classical Persian literature,
publishing scholarly articles in Tajik and occasionally sponsoring conferences.*!
Tajik—ianguage primary schools remain open in some aréas of the country till
recent years. Tajiks often favored sending .their ‘chﬂdfen to Tajik-languagé
“schools at primary level. In Tashkent,'wh_erg Tajik-speakers are numerous but _
sca&ered and low-prpﬁle, the twiée—weekl'y Tajik newspaper Ovozi Tajik is all
but impossibie to‘ﬁnd and Tajik—langﬁage bo‘oks.are not seen in any bookstore 2
| In predominantly Tajikfspéaking Samarkand, Ovozi Sama.rqand (also
twice-weekly) is some what more visible and a. numbel_; of. bookstores have .a.
Tajik section: there is.even an all-Tajik bookstore next to the Bibi Khamum
mosque.®® Qvozi Samarkand, which had a regulaf column on Persian-Tajik
- language, culturé' aﬁd history, was reduced to official mouth-piece. Many
dismiss Ovozi Sénmrqand as "too full of patriotism" to be worth feading.?"*
Although the Tajik television channel was terminated several years ago, one of
the local Samarkand televi'sion stations does run Tajik programs for twenty to
thirty minﬁtes several m'gﬁts a weak, but these are usﬁall_y just music clips.35 As

far as music is concerned, there is not a single cassette—manufacturing unit,

31  Richard Foltz, op.cit., p-213-216. -
32 ibid., p.213-216
33 ibid, p.215

34 ibid, p.215
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which produces Tajik cassettes. Tajik youth listen with enthusiasm to Tajik and
Iranian - singers on vimported cassettes from Iran and Tajikistan. The Uzbek
- government has not been showing any concerh towards the deVelopment of

culture and langﬁage of minority Tajiks in Uzbekistan.

However, Since 1991 Tajik activists have been pressing for greater
“cultural autonomy and an official status for Tajik langugge. These movements
| have been system.atic‘ally suppressed.. The "Samarkand" Social and Cultural
Organization - of Tajiks and Tajik-speaking Peoplés was one of several
associations that was not allowed to re-register under the 1993 ‘decree requiﬁng
all public organization to fe-register ér face sﬁ_spension.36 A distiﬁct assault on
Tajik culture has been a general approach of the Government. Thé closing down
the Samarkand's fledgling Tajik-language pedagogical msﬁtﬁte and other Tajik
Organizations and low visibility of Tajik publicatiéns even in the predominantly
- Tajik areas attest to the official policy of the Uzbek goverhment towards its Tajik

poptﬂaﬁon today.

35  ibid,,

36  Graham Smith, Vivien Law, Andrew Wilson, Annette Bohr and Edward Allworth, op. cit.,
p.282 also, Richard Foltz, Uzbekistan's Tajiks. A Case of Repressed Identity?, Central Asia Monitor,
10.6, 1996.
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Uzbekistan's constitutional and other laws include clauses in
which (;,ertain -‘rig.hts are qué]jﬁed with vague language left open to varied
| interpretations. Article 10 of the Constifution states that oﬁly the Parliament and
~ the President can speak on behalf of the people and that no other part of society,
~ political party, or individual can do so. Similarly, Article 20 quah;ﬁes the exercise
| of basic rights and liberties by stating that their exercise "must nét violate the |
legitimate interest, rights- and liberties bf other persons, thev state and socjet)? ’
However, it does not clarify what is meant by ”legitimate‘ interest" of the state,
thus enabling the government to interpret them m any way it wants.¥ For
: exainple, the Tajik nﬁ_nority is closely watched and controlled by the state. The
government also kéeps a watch on the.Tajik abtivities, like meetings, of infox;mal |
- gatherings and theirs localities. Very often Tajik activists are harassed and
- detained on false charges._ The Amnesty International Reports on Uzbekistan
reported ’;hat in December 1998, police in Samarkand detained Mikhail
Ardrﬁior, Chairman of | the Independent Human Rights Organisation of
Uzbekistan, for t'wenty. hours, badly beaten, and forcibly returned to Tashkent.
He ,ha(i traveﬂed to Samarkand with Jamol Mirsaidov, a membe_f of the
Independeﬁt Human nghts Orgam'saﬁon- and leader of tﬁe Tajik minority in )
_ .Uz_bekista_n, to attend con_stitﬁent meeting 6f the National Culture Centre of

ethnic Tajiks. Jomol Mirsaidov was also detained and sentenced to ten days

- 37  Shireen T. Hunter, Op. cit., p.60.
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administrative arrest. It was alleged that the two men were detained in order to

prevent the constituent meeting of the National Culture Centre of ethnic Tajiks

from taking place.

Political groups and parties do not fare any bettéf. The

gove-rnmeﬁt's actibns have led to elim‘i‘nati'on‘ or marginalisation, as many have '

- been banned under various pretexts or refused registraﬁon, which has
prevented them from political activity.38 Their leaders and activists have also
been subjeéted to abuse, including imprisonment. Mean while, new parties have
been fbrmed as vehicles for the ambitions of the existing leadership. The Birlik
and Erk parties and their leaders and members have been ander pressure and
atta;k, induding beatings and arrests. 3 According to the Uzbekistan’s Foreign
' Miﬁistry paper, John, opposition groups should not compete for power, as such
bélaalviour wopld result in a situation similar to Tajikistan. Rather they should
be "cantrucﬁve and patriotic”’.# Domestic groups that fail to meet with these
criteria are | potrayed as extremist and associated with external »enemies

attempting to destabilize Uzbekistan who by making .threats, spreading

38  Birlik and Erk were unable to register, in 1993, because they lacked headquarters. The
former's base was simply confiscated by the authorities, whilst the letter's was declared a fire hazard
-and closed, thus preventing registration. '

39 Gregory Gleason, op. cit., p.586.

40 Quoted in, Stuart Horswman, "Uzbekistan's involvement in the Tajik Civil War 1992-97:
Domestic Considerations," Central Asian Survey, 18(1), 1999, p.42
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rumours... are seeking to sow the seeds of confrontation and strife and draw us

into the orbit of Islamic Fundamentalism. 4!

The Samarkand movément, which is based in. 'the.cjty of
Samarkand vand whose goal is to protéct the cultural and lingﬁistic rights éf
Uzbekist'an's Tajik population, is severely harassed.. The.Tajik hu'nority is an
especially vulnerable target because of its non-Turkic 'idenﬁty and Persian
A lénguage. By 1994, the Tajik university in Samarkand and other Tajik language
Schools were closed. Uzbek authority justiﬁéd this action on the gréund that, |
inter-ethnic relation had deteriorated. 4 However, this poh’cy fits very well with
the general anﬁ-Tajik- anci anti-Iranian poiicy of Uzbekistan and its effort to
eliminate the Tajik culture through forced assimilation.43 Some othe; partieé,

such as the pan-Turkist Birlik and Erk, share these .anti-Téjik sentiments.

The anti-Tajik sentiments of Uzbekistan is not limited to its
territory, it has even crossed its border. Uzbekistan's involvement in the Tajik -
civil war gave new life to the Uzbek-Tajik rivalry. The Uzbeks have justiﬁed.

their intervention in Tajikistan on two grounds. First, they argue that Tajikistan

41 ibid., p.42. -
"~ 42 Shireen T. Hunter, op. cit., p.60.
43 ibid., p.61
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had bécome subject to infiltration and destabilisation ﬁom— across the border,
notably by armed Afghan Muslim groups. They aided the Tajik government in

its conflict with the Islamic-nationalist opposition in response to a reqnest from a
fellow CIS membér facing an externol threat and in the contekt of the CIS
: collective'secul;ity framework. Second, the Uzbeks havé érgued that turmoil in
 Tajikistan, and especially the rise of muslim radicalism, threatens to spread to

Uzbekistan and destabilise its political system. 4

Uzbekistan was concerned about the rising profile of the Islamic
‘Rebirth Party in_nei_ghbouring Tajikistan and its potential ilnpact on its own
~ Islamic movement. After Tajikistan's. communist-dominated Parliament
in\;alidated the resignation of Presiolent Rakhman Nabiev on November 16,
1992, thuo ending the con.lpromise reachod between the government and the
' opposiﬁon, ;che Tajik opposition began to reoeive military assistance from
Afghan groups 45 According to the Tajik opposition, however, militafy
confrontation was initially provoked by the government, which after the fall‘of
the Nabiev govormnent freed and armed knoWn .criminals and led them into

attacks against the opposition.® Thus, security concern alone does not explain

44 ibid., p.96.
45 ibid, p.97.
46 ibid, p.97.
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Uzbekistan's behaviour toward Tajikistan. Another important, little-noted factor
is the threat that a reawakening of Tajik national and cultural consciousness

could have posed to Uzbekistan'’s territorial integrity and regional ambitions.

During the period of perestroikd, Tajik nationalist groups had
.iraised the questién of rectifying this historical injustice done by incorporation of
Samarkand and Bﬁkhara into Uzbekistan énd had vowed to .regain the cultural
" heart of Central Asia's Ira'm"a‘n‘ civilization. An independent Tajikistan would

. thus have been a potential threat.

During roughly the same period (1992), ,after the fall of the
Najibullah régirne in .Afgha‘m'stan, the fortunes of the Tajik-Afghan leader
Ahmad Shah Masoud were on the rise. Meanwhile, after 70 years, Tajiks and
| othelf Iranian peoples had reestablished contacts and ilad undertaken some -

fledgling efforts to safeguard the Persian language and culture.

* These developments had increased the possibility that, after
nearly -a thousand years, the Iranian world might once again become connected.
If so, the Tajiks would no longer be Central Asia's marginah'sed minority but

part of a much broader Iranian and Persian—spéaking world. As such, they
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‘would have been less vulnerable to inﬁmidaﬁén, mirginalisation and even total
assimilation and loss of identity in a Turkic world, especially in Uzbekistan. But
- this deyelopment would have frustratéd Uzbekisan's vProject of recreating
Turkistan and would have undermined its self-pefcéption as the leader of an

incipient Turkic world.#

- Uzbekistan’s government has frequently clai.med. link betwe.en‘
domestic.opposition and Tajikistahi events and movements. President Karimov
“has regularly comﬁlented upon the Tajik nationalist and Islamic fundamentalist— '
orgaﬁised plots, from the édjoim'ng republic, ‘tb create communal conflict in the
republic.#* One Uzbek repért claimed.. to havé uncovefed a Tajikistani-Islamic
~attempt to fér.me.zr.lt Tajik-Uzbek enmities in Surkhén—Darya and Kashka—Darya

provinces. 4

The ability to associate Uzbekistan's Tajik community with
instability in the neighboring republic is beneficial to the regime in jusﬁfying its
repression and harassment of the Tajik Community. The increase in the official

- harassment of Samarkand based Tajik cultural orgam’saﬁon, has been linked to a

47 ibid.,'9'8. valso, "Uzbekistan seen Aspiring to Dominate Central Asia," FB'IS/S.OV-94-141,
July 22, 1994, p.14. :

48  Stuart Horsman, Op. cit., p.42.
49 Current Digest of Post Soviet Press, Vol. XLV, Nol, p.17.
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con1binaﬁon of factors: the movement's expanding popular base in 1991; the
aftermath of the January 1992 student demonstrations; andr Tajikistan's descent
into war.s" The repression of the movement th’ro‘ughout 1992 was supported by
- accusations of political aspirations and irredentism. There is, howéver, no
evidence to suggest that Uzbekistan's Tajik Cbmmunjty has given assistance to
~ either of the bélligefent parties in Tajikistan, beyond humanitarian assistance.5!
: At thé same time, there 1's- a bleak possibility of any support from'Tajikistan to
the Tajiks ;)f Uzbekistan. Akiner argués that even if there are calls froﬁl withi'h
Tajikistan for the integrétion of Taji_k pdpulafed territory in Uébekistan, the
former does n.ot have ”&he human or material resources to maintain a successful
challenge to its larger neighbour” and thus dismisses Karimov's fear of overspill

from the Tajik conflict.52

However, the government of Uzbekistan looks at Tajik
| naﬁ(;nalisnj as a threat interfwined with that of Islamic fundamentalism. Bo’t:h
aspect of this perceived danger are probably exaggerated, althoubgh the curreﬁt
ievel of actual militant Tajik nationalism in Uzbekisfan is difficult to gauge. An

organisations which calls itself the National culture centre (NCC) of Tajiks and

50 - Stuart Horsman, op. cit., p.43.

51  Current Digest of Post Sovict Press, Vol. XLV, No.1, p.7.
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- Tajik-speaking peoples, based in Samarkand, has been sending open letters to
 the United Na_tions,'to Western embassies in Tashkent, and to the government of
Uzbekistan complaining that official discrimination is being carried out in

Uzbekistan against Tajiks.

In the post—Sox}iet trénsition period, the record of Uzbekjstan has |
~been very negativé. Repression and harassme_n‘t of the Tajik minority population
and organisation are regular. During the périod of perestroika, however, some
Uzbeks had -‘expl;essed. regret that Timurlane had not finished off all of Central
 Asia's indigenous Iran/Persian-speakers. 5 ﬁzbeks could not'. permit ény
development tha’; strengthened the Tajiks, as it would be'.contrary to the goal ;)f
completing Timurlane's task, It would not be an exaggeration if one calls
Uzbekistén an aﬁthoritarian state. Large segments of ?opulation are deprived of
_vthei_r basic rights and freedoms, either for reasons of ethnic difference, such as
Tajiks, or because of charges of Muslim fundamentalisn1. In fact, in a report |

~ published in September 1994, the New York-based Human Rights Watch said

52 S. Akiner, "Conflict, stability and development in Central Asia," in C.J. Dicks (ed),
Instabilities in Post Communist Europe, Carmicheal Sweet Pub., Portsmouth, 1996, p.13.

53 Shireen T. Hunter, op. cit., p.98.
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"there are so many violations of human rights that it's fair now to call

Uzbekistan a criminal state” .54

In conclusion, the current phase of ethnic identity assertion and ethnic
conflict may lead Uzbekistan to a worsening situation. The regime should
review its policy towards the discontented minority to avoid conflict. The greét
tragedy of post-Soviet Uzbekistan has been in failing to accept the inextricability
of its demographic mix, and its negotiation of centljries-long heritage of rich
multi-culturalism. Today, the best hope for a peaceful and prosperous future
would seem to lie in an official acceptance of the republic's ethnic diversity and

a shared pride in the culture and achievements of its component groups.

54  ibid, p.61. also for details, "Uzbekistan viewed as a “Criminal State', International Herald
Tribune, September 24-25, 1994,
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- CONCLUSION

. In many parts of the former Soili‘et Union today, nationalism is a
more powerful force than it has been for decades. For the larger nationalities in
Central Asia its strength is without precedent. The current era of nation and '
identity assertion own much to the Sox}iet policies and programmes. Unlike the
modern European nation status, most of which a&empted to represent a
homogeneous population, Céntral Asia was, at the beginning of the twentieth
Century, a heterogeneousv society, ciivided into several different states, each
including numerous politic’ally active populaﬁons. The peoples of Central Asia
have long kﬁown that there were differences among them ih their origiﬁ,
language, way of life, culture and so forth. The different groups making up the
* population had séparate names and group identiﬁes, connected marginally with
language and territory, and used not to proxﬁote separatism, but determine and
| maintain a place within a: larger society. Based on this differentiated identities
the Soviet policies tried to»cohsolidate these groups into nations. It is true that
nationally- deﬁnéd political and cultural institutions in contemporary central

Asia are contrivances of the Soviet regime, yet there were some incongruity in

the process due to inherent demographic mix of the region.
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In Uzbekistan, the state boundaries and ethnic composition lack
correspondence. Hence the post-Soviet nation—buildin‘:; process has made the
| naﬁo#al question important. It has been observed that since independence the
: inabﬂity of the Uzbek elite to create élh'ance é;lnd pquide side—'payinents to
increase their own power hasv made it unattractive for non-titular ethnic group,
especially Tajiks, to orient their allegiance toward the tilutal nationality. Lack of
consensual politics and dem'écratjc set up have prevent the dévelopment of
harmonious reiati_onship among ethnic groups. Thus, the current ?rdblem is
how to induce sub-national ethnic groups. to rcognize the legitimacy of a
national state run by the ﬁtuiar nationality. The current policy towards the
minorities under Karimov, shows no sign of rappr’dch‘ement, on the contrary,
the regime has gone fartherl in trying to "Uzbekize" and assimilate other

minorities, especially the Tajiks.

» VTa’]:ik.s in Uzbekistan have experienced drastic changes in their live
- sincé fhe disintegfation of Soviet Union. In the period under the Soviets, Tajiks
were provided with many opporturﬁties to participate and develép in the
cultural, social, and. politiéal, life of Uzbekistan. Tajik had schools where the
- medium of instruction was Tajik. But now Tajik anguage schools have been
closed down. There are cases of Tajiks bei;lg discriminéted agéins;t in ﬂie

admission to higher educational institutions. They face similar difficulty in
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finding jobs. Tajik language radio and television programmes to which they
were used to during Soviet period, have been closed. Tajik's participation in the
political sphere has been intentionally minimised and Tajiks of Uzbekistan are
undergoing a difficult time which they had not faced during the Soviet period.
In the current phase of nation-building, there is conscious effort to eliminate the

Tajik culture through forced assimilation.

During Soviet period, any discrimination on the Tajiks was
resolved through mediations from Moscow. There are instances where the
leadership of Tajikistan and Uzbekistan had drawn each others attention to the
problems. Also, Central Asian leaders, with active mediation of Moscow, tried
to alleviate the discontent of Tajiks in regions of Bukhara and Samarkand in
Uzbekistan. These deliberation had effects on the governments which were
obliged to carry out reforms or improve the condition of the minority groups.
After independence, such deliberations are not possible as Tajikistan itself is
undergoing a bad phase of transition. Now the Tajik community in Uzbekistan

is left alone to tackle the problems posed by an authoritarian regime.

A hasty look at the post-Soviet Uzbekistan it could leave a false
impression that liberal democracy is in practice here but a careful examination

will reveals that it is not. In Uzbekistan, the pre-conditions for democracy are



 absent. On the contrary, the ethnic cleévages and cultufal divergences are quite
deep, and bbther civil society and the private séctor are still weak. At the sa.me
time, the regime's policies, in recent time, have been not very conducive fro
development of democracy. The political. ideology ~that has replaced
communism can at best be described as "Secular authoritarianism", with a dose
of free market philosophy. The growing aﬁthprifarian tendency have been
accompanied by the cﬁlt of personality ras indicated in the referend.um.‘on March
26, 1995, to extend the president Karimov's ténﬁ of ofﬁ;:e until year 2000. It may
 be noted here that a relative stability has been achieved in post-Soviet period but
at the price of growing authofitariani;nj and dﬁft towards personal rule, both of
which have stunted the growth of political institutiéns aﬂd political maturing of
Uzbek sociefy. Economic problems and hardships, with all fhey entail in terms
of potential instal;ility, have further strengthened the tendency towards
~ authoritarianism énd the stifling of public debate. Because of these .poli_cies, )
: ethiu'c, cultural and othér differences and grievances have been pushed-'
undergrm.md' and sﬂenceci, rather thét being mitigatéd and résélved, Uzbek
government's policies towards the Tajik minority community have increasingly
alienated them from the inajority Uzbeks and 'her.lce_ not only 'preve.nted the
development 'of' a national identity transceﬁding ethnic and hngﬁis-ti‘c
differences but have deepened the cleavage of these differences, generating

social tension and conflict.
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The Uzbek state is engaged in _reviving its pational identity base |
on falsification of history. Official history writing tends to mystify the origins of
the Uzbet national community in order to claini antiquity. Moreover, the ,Uzl‘)ek
State in not the lgast perturbed bsr the fact that all its so-called fouﬁding fathers
lived before the advance of Turkic tribés into Mavernnahr in the 14th aﬁd 15ch
centuries. The Uzbet state also gives critical importance to mass loyalty to the
present-day geo-political boundaries of Uzbekistan for its‘ ?olitical 1egitimacy.
At the'se?me time, révival of legendary personalities, for example, Timurlane, .
has been taken uf) by the regime to justify its authoritarian rule. As far as the
- current language legislaﬁbn is concerned ethnic entrepreneurs regard this as a
policy of forced assimilation. The Constitution, in addition to acting as symbol
of Sovereignty, ensures pre-eminence of the titular nation and provide special

protection for their culture.

These developments did not but send wrong Signhl_s to the
| minority communities.’ They have now become more conscious of their own -
~ cultural réots. Tajiks, in part:iculér, have also been mobilised by Tajik
intel]igentsia_; to resist the official policies aimed againgt them. - Tajik
intelligentsia have organised many formal and informal organisations for the

protection of Tajik culture and language. They also communicate with people
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outside Uzbekis’tén and various international organisations and registér their
grievances and Problems. Since 1991, Tajik activists have been pressing for
greater cultural autonomy and an official status for Tajik language. In response
to this, Uzbek go{/ermnenf has resorted té tactices of repression of these
orgaﬁsaﬁon and véctivists..Unlawful 'airrests,' detention, closing down of fhese '
organisations, harassment, human right vviolations, are now normél for the
~ Tajiks in Uzbekistan. Sometimes, these activists and organisations are also
linked to Islamlc fundaméntalism and depicfed as ahti—naﬁonals‘ for creating

instability within Uzbekistan.

The developmént in the post-Soviet-Uzbekistan has led many
~ Iranologist and experts to submit with fear that Tajik language and Tajik culture
“ would disappear from Ceﬁtral Asia through assimilation within the foreseeable

future. Yet when it is considered that Central Asian ,Per.sian-speakers have been
living under Uzbek rule for almost five hundred years and have not iny been
able smive but also flourish and influence Tgrkic language anci cultufe, thj:s

fear seems unwarranted.

Loékihg back to the history of Uzbek-Tajik rivalfy, one wduld , |
agree that the rivé]ry between the two grdup’s in pre-Soviet times were related

- to kinds of life-styles these group had - Sedentary and nomadic. Tajiks were the
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sedentary peoples of Central Asia whereas Uzbeks were the nomads who
migrated to the present territory of Uzbekistan. In the early Soviet period the
conflict took a new dimension. The conflict mainly revolved around the
problem of territorial delimitation due to which areas inhibited by Tajiks fell
under Uzbek SSR and vice-versa. The claim of Tajiks over Samarkand and
Bukhara cities, which came to the open during late '80s, were based on the fact
that these cities were the heart of Tajik-Persian culture and it was rightly
claimed that Tajiks were the earliest inhabitants of these cities. The Tajik
demand for Samarkand and Bukhara were legitimized in the face of an
unravelling truth of population figure. In the first ever census of the Russian
Empire in 1897, m the cities of Samarkand oblast, Tajiks dominated the figures
with 60.58 percent of males and 66.53 percent of females, whereas Uzbeks were
13.63 percent of the males and 13.35 percent of te females. The territorial
demands of Tajiks against Uzbekistan remained a potential source of trouble till

the end of Soviet Union and even today the demand is a bone of contention.

Today, the Uzbek-Tajik conflict in Uzbekistan has a different
dimension. Now, the question can be addressed within majority-minority
framework. In the post-Soviet Central Asian politics, the possibility of transfer
of the Tajik;dominated region from Uzbekistan to Tajikistan seems impractical.

Hence, the Tajiks of Uzbekistan are left with few 6ptions of trying but different
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democratic channels and means to assert themselves tor their culture and social
~development. But this optidn has limited scope in the present cpndition.
~Another impo_rtant means could be the international support. The Tajik |
intelligentsia can draw attention of the international_ community towards their
problem and can build pressure on Uzbek government for a solution.
However,.‘ it depends upon how much determination and strength the Tajik

community of Uzbekistan has to resist the authoritarian regime.

The Uzbek-Tajik riualry in Central Asia has been Viewed from
" another different perspective too. This perspective views the conflict in totality.
It ext)lains the conﬂict in terms of conflict between too old dominant cultures -
Pers.ian.and.'l."urkic._ It explains the repression of Tajiks in Uzbekistan as well as
“the Uzbek interventions in Tajikistan, in the light of Uzbekistan's dream of
creating a "greater Uzbekistan" or "Greater Turkestan". 'Hat/ing_this dream in
the background, Uzbekistan views Tajiks, the Persian 'i'eprese'nt_ative in the
region, as a potential threat for their dream project. 'The reawakening of Tajik
.‘natibnal and cultur_at consciousness can pose threat to Uzbekistan's: territorial
integrity and regi.(.)nal ambitions as well as the Turkic hegemonic position in
Central Asia. There is no doubt in the minds of people in and ou‘t51de control
Asia that hlstory, culture 11terature, art, music of the Pers1an culture are far more

richer than the Turks. Because of this, Uzbekistan viewed an independent and
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strong Tajikstan as a poter;tial threat to its pfoject of recreating Turkistan and
also it would have undermined Uzbek's self-perception as the leader of Central
Asiva and of an incipient Turkic world. This factor also e*plains 'the repressioﬁ
‘and harassment of Tajiks and Uzbek's intention of eliminating Tajik culture in

- Uzbekistan.

| | "H'owe.ver, the idea of créating a Greater ATurkista'n will remain a
~ distant dreams as the idea has not so far taken deep root beyond the circle of
intellectuals nor, in the present conditions, Uzebkistan has the resources and
'strength to. take up this project. At the same tirﬁé, interestv of Ruséia, China, Iran,
Pakistan, Afghanistan and a relatively peacéful Tajikistan and the politics
invqlved in the region dé not suggest thé possibility or success -of such

transnational ideas and project.

- One would agree that by firmly linking nationality to the notion .
 of ethnic héméland and linking culture of thé titular nations closely to state -
structuring, the Uzbek elite have secured their political pre-eminence within the
nev;/ bolity. Despite formulation in the constitution and other législative acts
guaranteeing equality of all citizens, nationalisiﬁg politics ahd practices are
" manifest in the privileged status of Uzbek language, newly revised l'u's;cory'and

the exclusion of members of non-titular groups from the echelons of power. The
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Tajiks of Uzbekistan are now alienated _fro_in both political as well as social .
sphere of Uzebkistan. Hence, lack of effective institutions and concensual

politics in post-Soviet Uzbekistan have created preconditions of ethnic conflicts.

To conclude, one may observeA that the relationship between
Uzbeks and Tajiks frmﬁ anciént times till now, presents a mixed picturg that is
sometimes confus;'n‘g. This confusion is more due to fact that unlike other ethnic
| conflicts, the Uzbeks and Tajiks .do not have sharp différences. They have a
common hjstofical experience, shared common territory, very similar physical
attributés. T‘h.eir“dresses are similar and they. fo]low same religion and even
| some festivalsv are common. Yet, the conflict between them is shafp and deep.
These ’cémmon features not only show the afﬁmty but are. also the hopes for

conflict resolution and conflict prevention in the future.

Still, a number of measures could be considered to reduce ‘and eliminate
the ethnic ‘conflict in Uzebkistan and in other parts of Central Asia. Eth‘nic |
conflicts can be avoided through a system of compromise among powerful elites
and proportional 'allotnient of politicall re_pfeseﬁtatiion and governmental
revenue. Secondly, allocation of key post at both central and local le\}éls on fé
propdrtion_ality principle.i For Central position,‘ aggregate é_ropoftion could .rb,e

used as criteria for allocation, while at the local levels, the ethnic composition of
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given region could be the standard. This would quell fears of domination by
the titular nationality by giving other ethnic groups access to institutions that
determine the allocation of resources and control the direction of policy so as to
create a state in which all members feel represented and enfranchised. In long

run such strategies may increase the sense of belonging.

This could be supplemented by other measures. Like the
acceptance of the principle of dual citizenship, political autonomy for regions
inhabited principally by non-titular nationality, recognition of Tajik (in case of
Uzbekistan) as another official language, and the creation and presentation of
intellectual and cultural infrastructure like newspapers, radio stations, television
channels, schools and universities etc. These measures would reduce the
prospect for ethnic conflict by increasing the likelihood that all members of the
political community, irrespective of ethnic affiliation, feel that the state reflects

their aspiration.
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