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PREFACE

“Appearance and reality are one of the distinctions
that cause most trouble.”

- Bertrand Russel

Ethnicity is one of the most important aspects of social understandings
in the realm of international relations. Ethnicity deals with the issues o\f group
relationships with unique preservation of identities. Each ethnic group has its
own unique culture and identity which is distinct from other ethnic groups.
Each ethnic has its own way of living which includes dress, food, housing,
norms, values, symbols and so on, which are combinely known as cultural
markers. So ethnicity deals with each ethnic groups’ interaction with other -

groups in the realm of political, economic and social spheres.

Central Asia as a theatre is chosen for the study of ethnicity in order to
understand the dynamics of various ethnic groups interacting vis-a-vis fast
changes both in the internal as well as external political milieu. Central Asia
has a ﬁnique history where various cultures merged at various time span
starting from ancient times till the modern period. It is pertinent to understand
the historical background to the various ethnic groups living in this
-geographical area : they are the natives such as Kazakhs, Uzbeks, Tajiks,
Turkmen and Kirghiz, and other groups such as Russians, Ukraimans, Koreans,

Germans, etc.

In this dissertation an attempt is made to discuss the various theories
related to ethnicity and to apply them into the Central Asian context in order to

understand the ethnicity dynamics. So it is pertinent to have a conceptual



clarity of ethnicity as well as a clear understanding of the Central Asian region.

The various aspects to be verified are

e Application of various ethnicity theories like Assimilation, Stratification,

Ethnic Enclave and Ethnic Resource.

¢ How does ethnicity and nationality continue to persist inspite of

modernisation?

e How does ethnicity is seen as a product of disengagement between territory

and culture?

e How pluralism as a model could be applied to minimise and make the

multiple ethnic groups co-exist?

In Chapter 1 titled ‘Ethnicity Theories- A Literature Survey’, thé
major theories related to ethnicity are traced and discussed in order to see their
application to the Central Asian context. The theories discussed are broadly
classified into - (i) Order Theories and (i) Conflict Theories. The Order theory
includes (a). Melting Pot Theory (b) Anglo-Saxon Theory and (c) cultural-
Pluralism which are widely know as Assimilation Perspective. The Conflict
theory covers aspects such as Stratification, Ethnic Enclave and Ethnic

Resource.

The Order theories relate to the group dynamics which takes a peaceful
forms such as contact, accommodation, integration. acculturation and
assimilation as well. Here when two groups come into contact they adjust

initially with each others cultures, later they accommodate the differences and



at a point of time either acculturation and/or assimilation takes place both
structural and functional. Thé Conflict theories discuss the aspects which relate
to hierarchy and differentiation among groups. Here how the stratification
process occurs as well as the final hierarchy of majority and minority group
formation is discussed. In Conflict theories how each group tries to bargain for
the preservation of their cultural identity, how to improve their socio-économic
status vis-a-vis other groups, political access and finally how the mob#lisation
takes place is covered. Here by and large the conceptual clarity of theories afe

focussed.

Chapter 2 titled ‘Assimilation Theory and Central Asia’ covers the
aspects of Central Asia which includes prevailing ethnic groups, their origins,
cultural distinctibn, their integration into Soviet regime and the various cultural
policies of "Soviet era which evoked mixed response. So how far the
Vassimilation as such took place as expected by the Soviet regime and how the
stratification evolved evidently in the later phase and how far plurality continue
to persist are discussed. How each ethnic group succeeded in preserving its
cultural identity inspite of moderhisation and urbanisation is analysed. The
various deterritorialisation policies of the Soviet and how it created space for

ethnicity due to disengagement between territory and culture is also discussed.

In Chapter 3 tit]ed.‘Stratiﬁcation Theory and Central Asia’ we will
discuss fhe i.ssﬁes pertaining to eihnic’ity;the later phase of Soviet era (that just
prior to disixztegration) and thc;, post-disintegration phase. The analysis includes
how the stratification occurred. Here the failuré of assimilation and how

plurality of ethnic groups emergence is discussed.



In Chapter 4 titled ‘Pluralism as Model in Central Asia’, “ethnic
enclaves” and “ethnic resource” formation and how each ethnic group in the
Central Asian region attempts to preserve their cultural identity vis-a-vis the
emerging state formation and socio-economic structures are analyséd. Finally,
how pluralism as a model would minimise the ethnic tensions and help them to
co-exist peacefully is traced. The last section of this Chapter will have a
conclusion which testifies thg relevance of various ethnicity theories discussed

and their applications in the Central Asian region.



CHAPTER]

ETHNICITY THEORIES: A LITERATURE SURVEY

“Theories are required to be general and predictive and therefore

capable of assimilating an indefinite number of new observations

without themselves radically changing its meaning”

Ethnicity is a salient feature of numerous societies throughout the world and
only a few societies are ethnically homogeneous. Although it has become a very
significant issue of study, yet there is not complete agreement on how the subject
should be defined. Earlier the focus was on ‘cultural differences’, now it has been
shifted to ‘social boundary’. Max Weber defines “An ethnic group is one whose
members entertain a subjective belief in their common descent because of similarities
of physical type or of customs or both, or because of memories of colonisation and

migration.”

Despit_e definitional disagreeménts, ‘a number of characteristics are generally
recognised .as hallmark of eﬁciw; not all of them will be present in every case, but
many w111 be. :They include features shared by group members, such as the same or
similar geographic origin, language, religion, food, traditions, folklore, music and
residential patterns. Also | typical are: special political concerns, particularly with
regard to homeland, institutjons to serve the group and a consciousness of kind or a

sense of distinctiveness from others.

Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Vol. 4, p. 85.

Encyclopedia of Ethni(:i)y, pp. 575.



Further there is some sort of disagreement between race and ethnicity’s inter-
links. Some scholars distinguish between ethnicity and race. Van de Berghe, defines,
race as social classification based on putative physical traits and ethnicity as a
classification based on cultural ones. But more commonly, race is seen as a variant of
ethnicity. A racial group is then an ethnic group whose members are believed by others
if not also by themselves, to be physiologically distinctive. Sociologist recognise that

| the imprint of history on the contemporary ethnic relations of any society is deep.
Lieberson discussed the situation between a migrant group contact with indigenous
group. He says one possibility is migrant group dominating the indigenous through
conquest. This can be exemplified through Russian penetration into Central Asian
region. The other is that the indigenous group dominates, as occurred during the
century of mass migration into United States. The crisis of the matter here is whether a
group is incorporated into a society through force or through more or less voluntary

_migration.

Stated in very broad tenns; three approaches dominate the sociological study of
ethnicity. One the Assimilation model focuses on social processes and outcomes that
tend to dissolve ethnic distinctions, leading to the assimilation of one ethnic group by
aﬂother orbya iarger society. The second approach labeled as Stratification mddel 1s
concerned with the origins and the >consequences of inequalities of various kinds
among ethnic groups. The third appfoach focuses on Ethnic Group Resources/Ethnic
Enclave. ItS domain encdmpasses such processes as mobilisation and solidarity by
which the members of ethnic groups attempt to use their _ethnicity to compete
successfully with others. None of these three approaches could} be described as
| preen{inent, and each has a significant présence in contemporary research <;n ethnicity.

Other approaches are viable, but are not theoretically and empirically developed as
these three. Other theorieshare, Van de Berghe’s ‘ethnicity in sociology’ perspective,
which Vview-s ethnicity as a form of genetic nepotism, a generalisation of the
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presumably universal tendency among animals to favour kin. Issac views Ethnicity as
‘primordial’ deriving from deeply seated human impulses and needs that are not
eradicated by modernisation. The most recent attempt stems from ‘rational choice
theory’ which seeks to explain ethnic phenomena in terms of the efforts of individuals
to maximise their advantages/utilities. This rational choice theory has been applied to
the Central Asian context mostly in the late 1980s and early 1990s, just before the
formation of new Central Asian states. A discussion on these aspects is dealt with in

the next Chapter.

Since ethnicity is such a complex concept many scholars have chosen to
identify ethnic groups as those groups characterised by some of the following fourteen

features

e common geographic origins

e migration |

e race

o language or dialect

¢ religious faith

o ties that transcend kinship

¢ neighbourhood and community boundaries
o shared traditions, values and symbols

e literature, folklore and music

e food preference |

e settlement and employment patterns

o special interest with regard to politics

e -institutions that specifically serve and maintain the group
‘e an intense sense of distinctiveness, and

e external perception of distinctiveness’

Frank N Magill, (ed.), International Encyclopedia of Sociology, 1995, p. 473.
' 3



“Ethnicity refers to a sense of belonging and identification with a particular
cultural heritage.”* Ethnic groups are socially defined on the basis of their cultural
characteristics. Members of ethnic groups consider themselves and are considered by
6thers to be , part of a distinctive culture or subculture. These concepts help explain
the cultural diversity which can occur in a given society. The definitions given below
by a few other Sociologists further gives us deep insights. Milton Yinger defines an
ethnic group as one whose members are thought by themselves and others to have a
common origin and who share a common culture which is transmitted through shared
activities that reinforce the groups distinctiveness, where as Joe R Feagin emphasises
that ancestry, whether real or mythical is'a very important dimension of ethnic group
identity. William Yancey argues that ethnic groups have been produced by structural
conditions, so here cultural heritage is not a prerequisite dimension of ethnicity. So for
Yancey it is a manifestation of the way population are organised in terms of interaction

pattern, institutions, values, attitudes, lifestyles, and consciousness of kind. -

A new consciousness is emerging concerning the meaning of ethnicity. Ethnic
groups are joining together into larger ethnic groupings. The adoption of pan-ethnic
identity is common among Central Asians. “Most theories used to explain ethnicity,
ethnic behaviour and ethnic and racial re_laﬁons have been concerned with the issues of

95

migration, adaptation, exploitation, stratification and conflict.”” These theories can

be broadly classified into

1. Order Theories

- 2. Power-conflict Theories

‘7 Ibid, p. 25.

5 Ibid., p. 38.



Order theories emphasise the assimilation of ethnic groups in a sqciety, whereas
Power-conflict theories address the issue of persisting inequality of power and resource
distribution beﬁ:veen majority and minority groups. Clarity of meanings is very
essential for majority and minority groups. Both are complementary concepts that
denote a hierarchical relationships of dominance and subjugation between groups. The
majority groups are dominating and powerful, the minority are relatively powerless and

deprived. These concepts would be later discussed in detail.

Coming back to Assimilation theory, Milton Gordon has described three images

of assimilation

e Melting-Pot
e Cultural Pluralism and,

¢ Anglo-conformity

The assimilation theory is moré applicable to Soviét period, that is, prior to the
disintegration of the USSR. How Soviet policies tried to forcefully assimilate Central
Asians into Russsian mainstream would be discussed in detail in the forthcoming
Chapters. Aspects like language policy, closing of mosques (discouragemem of any

faith for that matter), overall cultural assimilation is dischssed in detail in Chapter IL

Power-conflict theory focuses on involuntary immigration and/or colomal

oppression. This .theory has stressed on the forced nature of culturél and economic
| adapta;ioh and it emphasis;es the role plaj'ed by the processes of coercion, segregation,
_ colonisation and insﬁtuﬁohalisgd discrimination. This theory is applied both in the
earlier as well as the later period of the Soviet era. Aspects like internal colonisation.

split labour market and ethnic enclave would be discussed in Chapter 111



1.1 ASSIMILATION APPROACH

A detail study of this approach would bring clarity and understanding which can
be applied and seen in Central Asian context. Assimilation approach has deep roots in
classical social theory, where it is often traced to Robert E. Park’s fomu!aﬁon of race
relations cycle of contact, competition, accommodation and eventual assimilation.
Gordon gave assimilation approach a multi-dimensional concept. He distinguished in
fact, among seven types of assimilation, but the “critical distinction lies between the
two: acculturation and structural assim>ilation”.6 Acculturation means the adaptation by
a ethnic group of the cultural patterns of the surrounding society. Such acculturation
“encompasses not only external cultural traits, such as dress and language, but also
internal ones, such as beliefs and values.”’ Gordon theorised that acculturation is
typic;ﬂly the first type 6f assimilation to occur and that the stage of acculturation only
may continue indefinitely. Hence the importance of the second assimilation type,
* structural assimilation. It is defined by th as the cnﬁy of an ethnic groups’ members
into a close or primary relationships with members of the dominant group. He means

that structural assimilation is the kéy that unlocks all other types.
The threé models of assimilation are discussed in detail below.

The Melting-Pot model of assimilationist theory was implied by sociologist
Robert Park’s theory of the race relations cycle, suggested in the 1920s. In that theory,
Park presented the idea that assimilation involves both cultural and biological
pquesses. In other words, Park conceived of assimilation as accomplished both by the

“interpenetration” of distinct cultures, in which each group takes on some of the

Encyclopedia of Sociology, pp. 576.

7 Ibid, p. 587.



other’s culture, and by amalgamation, or biological mixing through intermarriage and

reproduction.

Gordon criticises melting-pot idealists for failing to discuss whether all groups
can contribute equally to the final mixture. Furthermore, since Anglo-Saxons arrived
chronologically before other immigrants, they were able to establish the social order
into which newer immigrants are expected to “melt.” Because of this difference in
group influence on the American character and society, Gordon claims that the
melting-pot ideal masks the fact that non-Anglo-Saxon are the ones expected to
changes. Furthermore, while some differencgs, such as nationality, can be melted down
among whites, other differences, such as race and religion, are either not willingly
given up or cannot be melted away. So, white Protestants who wish to can melt into
the Anglo society relatively easily, wilile Jews and Catholics must melt into their
respective religious pots. Blacks and other people of colour, however, do not melt

down, according to Gordon; they are prevented from doing so by racial discrimination.

In their book “Beyond the }Melting Pot (2d ed., 1970), Nathan Glazer and
Daniel Patrick Moynihan review the “meltin_g-pot” thesis in the light of conﬁmiing_
ethnic diversity and conflict in New York- City. Glazer and Moynihan believed that
ethnic groupé could join society if they were willing to change, to acculturate. Unlike
Gordon, Glazer and Moynihan do not view prejudice as the major obstacle to
assimilation. They view internal group weaknesses as the major Qbstacle; they also cite
the lack of a single American identity for immigrants to adopt. Glazer and Moynihan
think that American sdciety_ does melt away the old ethnic culture; however, a new
ethnic. identity emerges, so the ethnic group remains distinct - neither melt down nor

conforming to thie Anglo model.



The melting-pot theory envisions an assimilation process that operates on
-cultural and structural planes. One outcome is-a culture that contains contributions
from numerous ethnic groups and is adapted by their members. A parallel outcome on
a structural plane is a pattern of widespread marriage on ethnic lines in which the
members of all ethnic groups participate leading ultimately to population made up of
individuals of intermixed society. Melting-pot model application reveals that it is only
a fraction of population which is involved in intermixing, which again iri deceptive
whether it is acculturation only, that is, Central Asians adopting Russians or other

dominant cultures.

‘Cultural Pluralism corresponds with a situation in which ethnic groups remain
socially differentiated, often with their own institutions and high rates of in-group
marriage, and retain some culturally distinctive features. It is very apt for Central Asian

society as well as many other societies throughout the world.

Anglo-Conformity is widely .known in theoretical circle, which is mostly
applicable to the West European and the American context. In the Central Asian
context it has to be converted as ‘Russo-Conformity’. This describes an assimilation

that is limited to acculturation, to the behaviour and values of the core ethnic group.

Gordon, who attributes the “Anglo-conformity” thesis to Stewart Cole, states
that this ideal requires that immigrants completely abandon their cultural heritage in
favor of Anglo-Saxon culture. According ;o Gordon, those who propose Anglo-
conformity as a viable ideal of assimilation view the mainténance of the English
languhge, institutions and culture as desirable. Such views, in his estimati1(>n, are
related to nativist programs that promote the inclusion of those immigrants who are
most like the English as well as to programs that promote the acceptance of any

immigrants willing to acculturate on the basis of Anglo-conformity.
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~ According to Gordon, those espousing the Anglo-conformity ideal cannot be
automatically heralded racist although, as he puts it, all racists in the United States can
be heralded Anglo-conformists. Furthermore, Anglo-conformists tend to assume that
English ways and institutions are better than others. Even those who do not support
that view argue that, whether they are better or not, they do predominate in existing
American society. Therefore, newcomers must adapt to what is already in place.
Anglo-confonni‘sts also assume that once immigrants have acculturated based on
Anglo-conformity, they will be found acceptable and will no longer be the targets of

prejudice and discrimination.

While the Anglo-conformity ideal has been the prevalent form of assimilation
proposed, the melting-pot ideal has also been an important and influential aspect of
assimilationist thought. Particularly in the early twentieth century, those who viewed
American society as a new experiment in which diverse peoples came together to
guard a new culture saw Americans as a new “race” of people. In this view, the United
States was a giant melting pot that received all immigrants, melting them and their

cultures down into one homogeneous and unique group.

According to Milton Gordon, in “Assimilation in American Life” (1964), the
Study of how groups are incorporated into American society has been plagued' by two
majbr problems. First,.the American legal system does not distinguish groups on the
basis of race, religion or nationality. Instead, all individuals are simply considered
Americans. In contrast, .Gordon> says, the social reality is that there are distinct
subgroups in American society,‘ organised and identified on the basis of race, religion

“and nationality. Since the legal system ignores this, the reality is hidden.

The second problem that Gordon defined lies in the manner in Which the social

sciences have dealt with the reality of diversity in American life. Gordon claims that

9



social scientists prior to him focused primarily on the cultural behaviour of individuals

and groups and on studying the extent to which various ethnic racial groups had S

~ adopted the values and behaviour of the dominant group in society - Anglo-Americans.
They also focused on studying the attitudes of the dominant group, examining the
extent and basis of racial prejudice. This is problematic, according to Gordon, because
it ignores the issue of how so many diverse groups are incorporated into the social
structure. Further, neither social scientists nor policy makers have made clear what the
goals of assimilation are - whether the United States would like to see total
assimilation into one culture (a “melting-pot” composed of a blend of cultures) or
whether groups. would maintain distinct cultures (a view sometimes referred to as
cultural pluralism). To Gordon, the major question is: What is the impact of racial,
religious, and national . diversity on social relations and social institutions in a
democratic industrial society such as the United States? Td answer this question
Gordon argued, sociologists must clearly define assimilation and the various types of
outcomes that nﬁght emerge from inter-group contact. Consideration of both cultural

issues and social structure must be included.

Gordon was the first to distinguish assimilation from acculturation | and to
propose t§vo distiﬁct types of assimilation: cultural éssimilation (or acculturation) and
structural assimilation. Generally acculturation requires a change of culture on the
part. of the “out-group” in ordér to adapt to the dominant group. Structural assimilation
requires that the out-group enter into the clubs, groups and social institutions of the
cofe, group, thereby establishing primary relationships with individuals in the core.
Ultimately, total assimilation implies that there-are no cultural dlfferences and that out-

“ groups can no longer be distinguished from anyone else.

Gordon defines total assimilation as a process that may require seven steps

towards its ultimate conclusion, the blended society.
10



Acculturation in which an ethnic group changes its cultural patterns to those of

the core group.

Structural assimilation in which the out-group established primary relations with

the core group and enters the social structure of the core.

Marital assimilation in which the out-group inter-marries with members of the

core and produces children.

Identificational assimilation in which ethnic groups stop identifying with their

ancestral ethnic group and identify with the core.

Attitudinal reception in which the core is no longer prejudiced against members

of the out-group.

Behavioural assimilation in which the core stops discriminating against

members of the out-group and,

‘Civic assimilation in which the out-group has no value conflicts with the core

group over governance.

According to Gordon, although acculturation is likely to be the first step, it may

take place without leading to the other steps towards total assimilatidn. A group may

acculturate itself to the norms of the dominant group without acculturation being

followed by any further acceptance or integration for a prolonged period of time. In

other words, a group’s successful acculturation neither guarantees its entry into the

sub-sociéty of the core nor guarantees that the core group will stop being prejudiced

toward them or discriminating against them. Thus, the process of total assimilation

requires cooperation from both sides. The entering group must adapt itself to the core

group, and the core group must come to accept the entering group and treat its

11



members on the basis of their individual merit rather than on the basis of their ethnic,

religious or national heritage.

Although Gordon did not believe that acculturation would ensure other forms of
integration into the core’s society, he did think that structural assimilation was the key
to the retﬂaining stages in the process towards total assimilation. For example, once the
out-group has entered into close, or primary, relationships with the core_group by
éntering their cliques, clubs and institutions, Gordon believed that it followed
“naturally” that individuals would form close relationships, fall in love and marry
outside their group. It would be “inevitable”, following the formation of close ties with
the core, that members of an out-group would begin to identify with the core sub-
society, because they would lose their own ethnic identity. By this time, they would
have taken on the appearance, dress and behaviour of the core group, so there would be
no basis for prejudice againSt them. Once prejudice declines, it follows for Gordon that
negative discriminatory behaviour will cease. Since the formerly distinct group would
now be completely accepted into the sub-society of the core, and would be identified
with it, the group’s members would experience no value conflicts with the core group

in civic affairs.
1.2 STRATIFICATION APPROACH

The second major appfoach to the study of ethnicity as mentioned earlier is
‘stratification approgch’. This approach is considere;bly less unified than the-
assimilation approach, encompaSsing quite diverse theoretical underpinnings, yet there
are some common threads througho;xt. There i1s an assumption that cthnic'groups-are
generally higrarcilically ordered. There is typically a dominant group, which is often
described as the majority group and there is subordinate groups, often called minonty.

Here the numerical value sometimes does not exist. Secondly, these groups are

12



assumed to be in “conflict over scarce resources, which may be related to power,

favourable occupational position, educational oppoi’t'unity and so-forth”®

In this conflict, the dominant group employs a variety of strategies to defend or
enhance its position while minority groups seek to challenge it. Often the focus of the
stratification approach is on the mechanisms that help reserve ethnic inequalities,
although there has also been some attention to the means that enable™ minorities

successfully to challenge entrenched inequality.

One tradition in ethnic stratification, research has looked into the mechanisms
of inequality that are rooted in ideologies, in belief systems that are then manifested in
the outlooks and behaviour of individuals. Here ‘prejudice’ is one importzint factor
which is generally defined as a fixed set of opinions and attitudes usually unfavourable
to the members of a group. Prejudice is frequently an outgrowth of ‘ethnocentrism’,
the tendency to value positively one’s own group and denigrate others. It can lead to
discrimination. But prejudice and discrimination as part of study has gained little
importanée b_ecause of the focus on structural m¢chanisms of inequality. One reason
for this shift has been scepticism that prejudice and discrimination by themselves are
adequate to account for the depth and durability of racial and ethnic cleavages in
industrial societies, especially since these factors have seemed to decline intandem

with rising educational levels.

A major theme in the stratlﬁcatlon approach is the often complicated
relauonshlp on interaction between ethnicity and social class. From this theme to some
extent atleast a manifestation of deeply rooted class dynamics is evident. This has led

to analyses that emphasise the economic and material foundations of what appeaf

Enéyclopedia of Sociology, p. 311.
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superficially tb be cultural and ethnic distinctions. Analyses of this type have some
times been inspired by marxism, but they are hardly unified to marxists. Steinberg
argues that cultural explanation of ethnic inequalities which impute undesirable
charactedsﬁcs to some groups and desirable one to others are often rationalisations of

economic privilege.

It is some times argued that inequalities that once rested on an ethnic basis now
rest primarily on one of class. It is to be seen in the Central Asian context whether
socio-economic split is within the working class. Increasing urbanisation and

industrialisation brings in a cleavage between working urban class and rural class.

An economic approach has also been used to explain ethnic conflict which is
seen as an outgrowtﬁ of the conflicting material interests of different ethnic groups. An
example is provided by the theory of the ethnically split labour market given by
Bonacich. Such a labour market develops when two- ethnically different groups of
workers compete for the same job at different costs to the employer. This theory can
| alsd be very much éipplicable to the Central Asian context (in the post Soviet period). It
" is typical in such situation for the higher priced group of workers to have the same
ethnic originé as employers and therefore jfor the lower priced groups to be ethnically
different frbm both. | o |

An economic explanation of eﬁnﬁc differences is sometimes placed in a context
of world wide colonialism. The notion that subordinate groups form economically
expioited internal colonies in Central Asia. This notion is corhpatible with a hypothcsis)
of culﬁnal division of labour, according to which position in the socio-economic order

are assigned on the basis of cultural markers and hence ethnic origins.
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The power can also be seen as fundamental to the inequalities, this approach is
slight deyiation from the socio-economic approach. This ‘power’ dynamics approach
was given by Horowitz and Stone. This is a very general perspective on ethnic
stratification and is compatible with such fundamental notions as dominant and
subordinate groups. According to it, social class relations are but one instance, no
matter how important, of the institutionalised inequalitics between ethnic groups.
Equally important, ethnic dominance cannot be reduced to or explained solely in terms
of social class mechanisms. An implication is that class analysis of ethnic relations can

be reductionists, an attempt to explain away ethnicity’s causal independence.

. Distinguishing empirically between ethnic stratification based on power and that
rooted in economic structure has proven difficult. In one attempt Balock has
formulated a ‘power threat hypothesis’ to be.contrasted with one derived Vfrom
economic competition between groups. These two hypotheses can be tested in
relationship between discrimination and the size of a minority group. In particular
 threats to power of the dominant group are expected to result in discrimination, that
rises sharply with increase in the size of minority but the same is not true for economic

competition.
13 ETHNIC GROUP RESOURCE

Theories concerning power differentials among ethnic groups border on the
- final major approach to the study of ethnicity, with its focus on ethnic group resource.
This approach like thé stratification approach takes its point of departure from the
inequalities among’ groups. However its vision is less on the domination of some
groups over others. It is rather focused on strength of the group, their solidarity and
their ability to form separate ethnic sub-economies. Such characteristics can give'the
group and its members relative advantage or disadvantage in the competitions. So far

as the advantages are conceined there may be incentives for the individuals to maintain
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their attachments to a group rather than to assimilate. In a sense theories of ethnic
group resource can be seen as counter arguments to assimilation theories. Glazer and
Moynihan hold the view that inspite of assimilation process to certain extent ethnic

group resource operates in the form of interest groups.

Others havé argued that ethnicit}" has become politicised in many contemporary
societies, including many industrialised onés, and this leads to an unanticip_ated ethnic
resurgence. Horowitz views ethnic political conflict characterisation in many newly
liberated nation states as part in colonial policies and then intensified by anxieties of
the groups over their status in the post colonial order. On a different note Nielsen
contends that ethnicity offers a wider basis for political recruitment than the chief
alternative, that is, social class. Culture is another domain in which the search for
group resources ‘has'been carried out. The group resource approach is compatible with
the cultural pluralist description of the society. The relative success of ethnic groups
has been explained in terms of cultural traits. Rosen attempted to explain the
configuration of values that is presumed to predispose individuals to success. In
Rosen’s analysis the presence or absence of particular set of traits in the culture of a
group' was explained agc_ording to the group’s history and experience frequently in |
terms of the culture of sociéty from which _it originated. But this sort of analysis,
presuming stable cultural traits and routine socio-economic success in social

psychological pre-requisites has of late fallen to disfavour.

Going to the understanding of ethnic enclaves theory in detail, there are

territories inhabited by a distinct group of peoplé who are separated from the dominant
population ﬂuough'difference in language, religion, social class or culture and who are
_frequently subjected to prejudice and discrimination. Enclaves are established for two
major reasons. Some are found in nation and émong groups where a distinct sense of
injustice exist between people. This sense of discrimination prevents communication

and result in isolation and a sense of inferiority’ amongst minority groups. The
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dominant group prosecutes persons deemed inferior, who then withdraw into isolated
communities to protect themselves from attack. Enclaves can also be built because of a.

sense of ethnic superiority or ethnocentrism.

Ethnic enclaves result from the failure of groups to either accommodate,
acculturate or assimilate. Accommodation is reduction of conflict amongst groups as
they find ways of living with one another based on mutual respect for differsnces. Here
groups maintain their differences, but agree to live with one another. In plécc; where
enclaves develop only physical separation lessens conflict as groups continue to hate
and discredit one another and geography keeps them apart. Acculturation, meaning
taking over some of the attitudes and beliefs of the other group fail to take place in
these situations because contact between different people is rare and they stick to the
traditional values. Instead of becoming more and more alike, as would be the case of
assimilation, the groups become more and more different. A common culture fails to
develop and frequently misunderstanding and miscommunication can lead to violent
- conflicts. It is as if each group lives in a different world with memories, sentiments,

feelings, attitudes, that are unknown to the other.

Societies that are divided in enclaves are not the same as pluralist systems. In
| | this type of arrangement diversity exists and people are divided into many distinct
cultures and sub-cultures, but generally there are also larger loyalties towards a
- government that provides a common framework for their livelihood. People living in
enélaves rarely share any loyalty beyond that of the group and turn against the
dominant culture or rival ethnic group in periods of conflict. “Generally the great the
diﬁ'erthes in class, skin colgour, religion, or language the more sharply divided the

| sdciety will be and more likely the enclave spirit grows and spreads”.’

Encyclopedia of Sociology, Vol. 1, p. 433.
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CHAPTER II
ASSIMILATION THEORY AND CENTRAL ASIA

The focus of this chapter is on the Ethnic situation in the Central Asia
‘during pre-independence period, i.e., mainly during the former Soviet phase.
Assimilation theory which includes i) Melting Pot Model, ii) Russo-conformity
(similar to Anglo-conformity) and iii) cultural pluralism is analysed along the
lines of former Soviet policies. The emphasis is on first two models in this
chapter. The Soviet phase of 1917 to 1991 is taken into account for
understanding assimilation aspects among the various ethnic groups in the

Central Asian region.

The main ethnic groups in the Central Asian region are Kazakh, Uzbek,
Tajik, Kyrgyz and Turkmeh, who are all natives. The migrants in this region
~include Russians, Tatars, Germans, Koreans, etc. Focus for understanding is
made oﬁ how Soviets dealt with this region to incorporate it into the Union.
The various mechanisms and policies encouraged to assimilate various ethnic
groups are to be analysed. Central Asia previously under various Khanates of
Bukhara, Khiva and Kokand were brought to Russian control during Tsar's
invasion and consolidation period. After the Bolshevik revolution of 1917 this

region automatically became part of the wider Union.
Ethnic 'B'ackground

A brief account on the ethnic background would be pertinent to

understand the assimilation aspects during the Soviet phase in Central Asia.
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Central Asia is one of the oldest centers of civilization. The original population
of ancient Central Asia and of steppe region was of the safrie Iranian stock as
the Persians. The oldest people in this region are the sogdians of the zeravshan
valley and the Khorezmians of Amu-Darya. Various invasions took place in the
region having significant influence on various cultures in the region. "The
period between the 9th and 10th centuries gave rise to the formatioq‘ of the
Tajiks as a rational group"'®. On the land adjacent to Tajik territory, the ﬂzbeks
grew to be a major national group. The historical ancestors of the Uzbeks were
the Central Asian local people such as the Khorezmians, Sogdians, Massagets
and Sakas. The Turks intermingled with the local people in the valleys of
Zer@vshm Ferghana, Chach, Khoremas and other regions of Maverannahr. As
a result of inténningling with the local people, the Turks adopted their
économic mode of life and cultural habits, and the locals who spoke the Iranian
language, in turn adopted the language of Turks. This process of ethnic
intermingling was active during the 11th and 12th centuries. During the same |
time the main group of Turki speaking people known as Uzbeks was formed on
thg territory between Amu and Syr-Darya rivers. The ethnic origin of the
Turkmgns resulted from the tribal union of the Turkmens and Massagets of the

Aralo-Caspian steppe, whose exposure to Turk influence had taken place
| earlier. At the same time Oguz tribe formed the main ethnic element in their

. composition.

The ethnic development of the Kazakhs began mainly on the basis of the
stéppe tribes of Sakas and Usurs, in which Hun ethnic elements played a

significant role. So the Kazakh national group emerged from the fusion of the

10 Devender Kaushik, Central Asia in Modern Times, Moscow , 1970, p.18.
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Turk tribe of the steppe with the Kypchaks. The formation of the Kirghyzs
began with the Turk tribes of the of the eastern Tien-shan. "Kirghizs clearly
manifests the cultural influence of the people of the Altai, Irtysh, Mongols and
Sinkiang"."' |

The nationalities of Central Asia represent a complex mixture of various
ethnic groups. The Sogdians entered into the composition of the Uzbeks and
Tajiks, Sakas and Massagets and that of Turkmens, Kazakhs, Uzbeks,
Karakalpaks,'and partly that of Tajiks. The old Turk tribes played a role in the
ethnic origin of a majority of people of Central Asia, both Iranian and Turk
speaking. "The people of Central Asia are all inter-related through old ethnic
ties which account for a number of common features in the culture, economy

and way of life""?

Their common historical development and joint struggle against foreign
inva‘defs strengthened - these bonds of unity. However, each group also
preserved its distinctive cultural traits despite the unfavourable conditions of
those times. The p¢ople of Central Asia had each developed a common
language, way of life and a distinctive culture. But their ethnic development to

a higher stage was retarded by their economic and cultural backwardness.
Ethnic Assimilation:

After the Bolshevik revolution and formation of quiet Union, the

Ceritral Asia as a whole and culture in particular underwent drastic changes

" Ibid.p.21.

1 Ibid. p. 24.
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through Soviet policies and their implementation. These included the merger of
Central Asian region into the former Soviet Union and the consequent
delimitation of 1924, concept of egalitarianism and international socialism.
Further intermixing of people through deterritorialization, common language
formula, common education system and industrial development in this region,
further encouraged assimilation. "It refers to the process by which individuals
or groups take on the culture of the dominant society, including la;lguage,
values and behaviour, as well as process by which groups are incorporated into
the dominant society".'> Sometimes it could be a two way process also, where
both groups mutually exchange cultures, values, customs, norms, etc. As
mentioned earlier, the two main models of assimilation theory i) the 'melting
pot model' implies that both cultural and structural exchange process takes
place, where each group takes on some of the others' culture and by
amalgamation or biological mixing through intermarriage and reproduction; ii)
Secondly 'Russo-conformjty' or same as 'Anglo-conformity' implies

accommodation to dominant culture by smaller groups.

i) Melting Pot Modelv ' 7’/77”_ ‘7_% 23

The October Revolution opened up for the people of Central Asa the
path to independent national development. The former Soviet Government's
accomplishrﬁent of ﬁxing the national state boundaries in 1924, helped them in
other nationaj éonsblidation. The formation of national republics led to their
speedy cultuﬁil anq €conomic advanéement. Since the establishment of former

Soviet power, "the Uzbeks, totaling 6,015,000 are the fourth largest nationality
55
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in former Soviet: Union; total number of Kazaks were 3,622,0000; Tajiks,
1,397,000; Turkmen 924:000; and Kirghiz consisted 967,000".'*

The former Soviet policy of self-determination is significant in knowing
the relationship established with Central Asia. In the 'decree on Peace’ the right
to national self-determination as one of the basic principles of its foreign policy
is evident. This principle is also found in a series of other decrees.of the
Russian Fedéraﬁ_on such as “Declaration of Rights of the people of Russia, the
declaration of Rights of the Working and exploited people, the Appeal of the
Council of People's Commissars to the Toiling Muslims of Russia and the East;
etc.""” The decree demanded the establishment of just and democratic method»
on the basis of equality of rights for all people and nations. It also guaranteed
all nations' political, economic, and cultural development along with
preservation of local culture and basic rights. While the decree on peace
proclainied the principle of national self-determination primarily as a principle
of int’emaﬁona.l law, it was included in the declaration of rights of the Working

and Exploited Pe‘ople as a principle of national development within the state.

The declarations of the “Rights of the People of RuSsia, | were
ixnplexﬁented in the resolutions of the First and Second Soviet Congrésses. The
Rights of thq Nations to Self-determination decided to make certain principles
és basis of it$ nat_iohal policy such as : Equality and Sovereignty of all nations
in Union, Right to Self-determination and free development of the national
minorities and ‘ethnographic groups inhabiting the territories of the Uniohf

These principles guaranteed the nations not only the freedom to secession but

14

Devendra Kaushik, op. cit., p.27.

13 V.1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 26, p.250.
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also their free development, thus establishment of Federation paved the way for
assimilation at later stage in a-number of ways. The idea of setting up a state
based on the federative basis was legally secured in the declaration of “Rights
of the Working and Exploited People”. It stated that "the Russian Soviet
Republic is established on the principle of free union of free nations as a
federation of Soviet National Republic"'® The formation of the Turkestan
Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic was the first step towards the founding
of national states by the people of Central Asia and it was an event of great
political significance in their national development. Thus the basic idea of right
to self-determination secured the Central Asians the basic rights in order to gain

confidence and to assimilate further.

The next step of assimilation was ‘the national state delimitation of
1927'. It resulted in national Soviet Socialist Republic formation. Two of them -
Uzbek SSR and the Turkmen SSR were formed as Union Republics within
former USSR, others as autonomous Soviet Socialist Republics within SSRs.
National delimitation was impossible immediately after the October revolution
due to the slow formation process of the peoples of Central Asia into nations,
difficulties in mutual relations among various nationalities inherited from the
past feudal and colonial regime. "The policies pursﬁed by the former Soviet
. govermneht of Turke‘stan,v Bukahra and Khwaresm prepared the ground for
national delimitation by crcation of national divisions, establishment of

nl?

languages, literature and press of indigenous nationalities" ' The territorial

commission concluded its work at the beginning of Septcmber 1924. All the

6 V.1. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 20, p. 123.
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nationalities were equally represented on it. The extra-ordinary session of the
central executive committee of Turkestan gave its legal affirmation to the
delimitatioh proposal and conferred upon the Uzbeks, Turkmens, Kazaks,
Tajiks and Kirghiz the right to opt out of the composition and establish their

own national state formation.

As a result of the national delimitation a number of nationally
homogenous states appeared in Central Asia in place of the former three
multinational states. This helped resolving the complex national tangle which
considerably hindered the process of their assimilation and socialist
development. "The old demarcation of political and administrative frontiers
was solely a product of military strategic and political exigencies of the time of
Tsarist conquest"'® It created;':l stable basis fore a speedy removal of economic
and cultural backwardness of the Central Asian nationalities by bringing people
closer to each other. It ensured that each nation learnt the method of
coexistence, accommodatioh, acculturation and exchange of values, customs,
norms and cultures mutuallj. So national delimitation was a significant
breakthrough in form’ér Soviet point r,of view as far as assimilation is concerned.
It ensured the Central Asian nations to build confidence to remain attached to
the Union. Secondly it paved the way for ethnic groups to interact in much
closer context. Thirdly, for migranfs like Russians it fagilitated their settling in
Central Asia and encoufaged assimilation. Ethnicity as a product of
disengagemen} between culture and territory will be dealt at the end of the

chapter.

8 Ibid. p.212.
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As méntioned earlier assimilation has two pi'ocesses. a) Cultural and b)
Structural. Regarding the cultural assimilation, delimitation facilitated various
ethnic groups to get further intermixed. The intermixing was done in such a
way that for example, in Kazakhstan according to Soviet Census of 1989.
Kazak population consisting of 39.7%; Russians 37.8%; Germans 5.8%;
Ukranians 5.4%; Uzbeks 2.0%; Tatars 2%; Uighurs 1.1%; Belorussians 1.1%;
Koreans 0.6%; and Azerbaizanians 0.5%. It was such an ethnic comﬁosition
which paved the way slowly for closer contacts between each other. The former
Soviet policies reflected the idea of ‘Melting Pot Model' i.¢., merger of ethnic
groups culturally as well as structurally. These are reflected through practical
policy implementation. Apart from national delimitation other policies are
collectivization, massive industrialisation, education, urbanisation, etc. Another
illustration to portray the ethnic mixing would be as follows: "In 1926, the ratio
of eponymic ethnos accounted to 57.1% in Kazakhstan, 66.6% in Kirgizstan,
70.2 % in Turkmenistan, 74.2% in Uzbekistan and 74.6% in Tajikistan"."” The

remaining population were other ethnic groups.

New agricultural policies and industrialization programmes facilitated
closer interaction bétw_een new migrant Russians, Ukrainians, Germans and
natives, particularly in Kazakhstan for exploring mineral resources in the
northern region. There was massive migration from outside. “The natives got

reduced from 57.1% in 1926 to 30% in 1930 itself**.

1 Sergei - Panarin, ‘Muslims of the Former USSR: Dynamics of Survival™ in Central

Asian Survey, 1993, Vol. 12(2), p.145.

o Ibid.. p. 154
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The settlement structure reflects rural-urban assimilation. Prior to the
Bolshevik revolution the share of urban population was lesser than 10% among
the indigenous population . The post-revolutionary period was characterised by
the upsurge of urbanisation and significant increase in urban dwellers. The
- Uzbeks and Tajiks were showing significant signs of urbanisation. Significant
urban centers built by Soviets were Tashkent, Dushanbe, ﬁavoi, Nurek, etc.
Urbanisation paved the way for easier assimilation, since different™ethnic
groups interacted in close quarters. Moreover, there was not much of traditional
bonds to stick to one's own cultures, values, customs, etc. So urbanisation
helped as a leveling ground for 'Melting Pot Model'. Urbanisation was very

much triggered by collectivization and industrialization.

Radical reorganisation of socio-economic structures in the Central Asian
region again facilitated assimilation between groups. They include series of
reforms: First, land and water reforms in 1920-21 and second land and water
reforms in 1925-29 and massive éo_llectivizatidn programmes since 1929. Large
scale cotton campaign was undertaken, known as ‘cotton independence’
'prdgrammes. "Uzbekistan had nearly 71% of cotton plantation "mechanized".21
In 1935 'premium system' was introduced to stimulate growth in cotton
production. By "1938, 99.8% of land in Uzbekistan and 99.2% of that in
Tajikistan"? for example were collectivized. As far ac the industrialisation is
.concemed "Gross industrial productio’n. increased by 422 percent in Uzbek and

780 percent in Tajikistan betweer 1928 and 1940".> Great '} uniformity in

A ) Ajay Péfnaik, Central Asia Between Modernity and Tradition, New Delhi, 1996, p. |
58. :

z Ibid., p. 59.

2 Ibid., p. 59.
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distribution of industrial structure and well developed agricultural sectors were
main features of the ﬁcw division of labour. Supported .“by the region's
favourable climate, a very heavy investment in some specialized infrastructure
proved extremely successful. To illustrate further, "Central Asian Republics
produced about 95% of the former Soviet Union's raw cotton and cotton fiber,
15% of its vegetable oil, 100 % of its machinery for equipment for‘; cotton
growing, more than 90% of its cotton gins".>* One sided specialiuﬁon of
production for industrially advanced region was stopped and balanced growth
was encouraged. There was evident growth of working class. Thus quantitative
growth of the working class brought in qualitative change in the social
structure. Soviet policy makers took care to remove region-wise disparity. But
still there were .disparities which became evident at the later stage. The lag
between industrial development and preparation of local nationalities took time
to fill the gap. This lag was caused due to traditional customs and orthodox
outlook. Still rural-urban migration was considerably significant. Indigenous
female labour gu&w larger. By "1979 29.2% of Uzbeks, 28.2% of Tajiks, 19.6%
Kirghizs and 32.2% of Turkmen lived in urban areas."*’

Further the level of assimilation efforts could be understood from the |
Russian immigration to this region. According to the 1989 former USSR
Census, the Russian population in the region numbered 9,500,000 and
constituted 19.2% of the total population. These statistics are in fact at the fag
end of the Soviet regime, as there was outmigration which started from 60's
itself, Still Russians‘ accounted for "21.5% of population in Kirghizia, 7.6% in

Rumer, Central Asian Cotton Economy, p. 63.

® Ajay, K. Patnaik, Central Asia between Modernity and tradition, New Delhi, 1996, p.
59. _ -
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Tejikistan, 8.4% in Uzbekistan, 37.8% in Kazakhstan and 9.5% in
Turkmenia".éé In Kazakhstan and Kirghizstan the proportion of RﬁSSians living
in the countryside is considerable, approximately 20 and 10 percent in 1989
itself. This shows how assimilation was encouraged even in rural areas. Many
settled down due to strong cultural and structural bond. The results of an ethno-
sociological survey in Kirghizstan showed that they would remain attached to
the Central Asian land itself as their home lan'd. One data illustrates "on\Iy 14%
of Russians would advise the young generation to leave‘ Kirghizstan while 31%
suggest that young should study Kirgiz and Kirghiz culture and become full-
fledged citizens of the country”.”’ During 1970's for instance, some analysts
noted that Russians in Central Asia married at an early age than in other
regions, especially as compared with the Baltic Republics. This undoubtedly
was influenced by the marriage behaviour of the local nationalities. This
illustrated the structural assimilation. There were reports which suggested that
the Russians settled in Central Asia were encouraged to marry the locals. This
occurred in quite a number .of instances. There are instances for ‘Melting Pot’
Model attempted by'v Soviets. _They have many flaws also, in nmﬁber of
oécasiéns such policies either failed or backfired. The negative impact will be

dealt later at the end of the chapter.
Russo-Conformity Model:

As far as the 'Russo-Conformity' or Russification is concerned it is -

-nearly a policy which encouraged only cultural assimilation and not much of

» Valery A. Tishkov. ‘The Russians in Central Asia and Kazakhstan’ in Yoccov Roi,

Muslim Eurasia: Conflicting Legacies, p. 290.

7 Ibid. p. 278.
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structural ones. Here it is a process of acculturation in which an ethnic group
changes its cultural patterns to those of the core group (Ruésian, so the process
is called Russo-conformity). Similar model called Anglo-conformity was
discussed by Milton Gordon. The locals/minority groups abandon their cultural
“heritage for dominant/majority culture, i.e., Russian. Here dominant group’s

language, institution and culture are seen so desirable.

Language policy is one of the major tools for encouraging Russo-
conformity. Russian language and culture were made reference points for other
cultures, they were encouraged through the educational system, the mass
media, party and government structures and especially via the system of
training managerial and intellectual elites and military services. Central Asians
were encouraged to adopt the Latin alphabet for their language in late 1970's
which again later was replaced by the Cyrillic alphabet. Manifested in the later
change was an increased effort by the Bolshevik leaders to facilitate the process
of Russification in Central Asia. Under Stalin, Great Russian Nationalism
became one of the principal driving force of the society. "The internationalist
ideology direéted towards creating a genuine 'Homo Sovieti:cus"‘.28 After Stalin,
the Communist regime intensified its Russification policy, under Khruschev,
The 22nd Congress of the Soviet Communist Party advanced a radical concept
of fusion of the Soviet peoples, implying their merger and homogenization.”
Furthgir at Fhe 26th party Congress in 1981, Brezhnev urged in his speech for
encouraging the migration of Muslim workers .from Central Asia and the

s Arthur Saganev, ‘Russia and the Great Power Ideology’, Central Asian Survey, 1993,

12(2), p. 170.

» Ibid. p. 170.
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Transcacasus to the Russian Federation for the purpose of assimilation.*
Linguistic equality and nativization wefe follo§ved. The Russians living in the
Muslim republics were required to learn native languages. But still only 0.9%
of Russians in Kazakhstan for example claim to have the fluency in the native
language. This reflects the linguistic asymmetry towards 'Russo-conformity
Model', and not 'Melting Pot Model' as claimed to be among former Soviets.
Some scholars have called the Soviet policies as 'Great power ideolog)\". Even
though mutual exchange of culture was supposed to have been encouraged, but
'Russo-conformity' was more evident as the following data reveals: "the
percentage of Russiahs with a free command of the titular nationality's

language is insignificant from 4.5% in Uzbekistan to 0.9% in Kazakhstan".*!

Religious policy §vas aimed at breaking the native solidarity and to
encourage Russo-conformity based on uniting all ‘into an international
socialism. Mosques were closed and by 1941 of the 25,000-35,000 mdsques
op(_én in 1920, only about 1000 remained later. More over all of the 14;500
Islamic ;eligidus schools were forcil-l)lyy»cl('iséd down.’ The motivation of Soviet
policy makersm mlmmxzmg 'tlie ro_le }6f Islam and‘institutions responsible for

its social reproduéﬁon and maintenance were two fold, one ideological and
secondly pragmatic. Ideologically, Islam in particular and religions in general

'weré ‘coﬂs‘id'e_'re'd incompatiblé with requirements of modern secular society, |
with 'socialist_, way of life, thgrefore, it was checked. Pragmatically, Islam

helped for only intra-regional solidarity and assimilation. It was considered as

®  Ibid p. 171.
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impediment to inter-regional closeness as it was considered to be essential in
the former Soviet Union. Secondly between natives and migrants it would have
been an obstacle for closer cultural and structural assimilation. The Soviets also
allowed traditional kinship and religion based structures of communal
authority, gender and family relations, and all Islamic norms governing rights

of private property and inheritance.

In order to gain "Russo-conformity' they further advised methods like
opening major educational institutions such as Soviet schools, as well as many
other institutions of socialization and community services such as peasant
unions, pioneer and Komsomol,. youth organisations, 'Red Chaikhanas’,
women's clubs, the Red Army, literary campaign groups, atheist clubs, the press
and electronic media. "New institutions served simultaneously as agencies of
education and secularizing changes".”> Schools and affiliatled organisations
sérved as the principal instruments of desirable social assimilation including
diffusion of modern culture of Soviet morality. Russo-conformity includes
secularism, atheism, strong labour ethic, sacrifice for collective and absolute
loyalty to state, dissemination of Marxist-Leninist ideology, communistic
principles of social and economic organisation. The Soviets attacked Islam and
: Muslirh family structure and function, as well as Soviet spdnsorship of an
alternative code of morality based on communist ideology though these were

reportedly less effective in rural areas.

Russo-conformity Model of assimilation functioned through political
contour or centralised State’s concentration of power through Communist Party

the state apparatus of the erstwhile USSR. 'Dictatdrship of the Proletanat’ was

B Cave Medlin, Education and Development in Central Asia, p. 75.
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the necessary instrument for the construction of the socialist system and the
realization of other revolutionary objectives through the'"management, control
and mobilization of all social forces, natural resources and means of production
in the society. The goal was of fusing state and society into a combined societél
state dictatorship which would eliminate its class enemies and create the
economic, cultural and political environment for socialism. Soviet power in the
Central Asian region was consolidated with the help of large Russiar; settler
communities, both urban and rural. Cleavages from anti-Bolshevik Muslim
resistance movements like Bashmachi revolt, Alash Orda, Young Bukharans
and the Kokand Autonomous Movement, the Soviet Russians defeated the
opposition by about 1924 through a combined strategy of withholding food
from the starving Muslim population and of applying massive military force.
By 1925 the people of Central Asia had lost all traces of political autonomy,
and this region's politics and economy were managed from Moscow by
Russians and/or Russified natives loyal to the Soviet regime. "Centralized
control of military, police, political and economic power in Muslim Central

Asia by the Russian communist elite was complete and undeniable". >

Economic control and creation of dependency in Central Asia in another
'modus operandi' of Soviet. Approximately 96% of the raw cotton produced in
Uzbekistan used to be shipped out for processing and manufacturing to the
former RSFSR, the Uxraine,, Byelorussia, and other republics, to Eastern
Europe and elsewhere. In effect, Central Asia has bezan excluded from textile
manufacturing and rendered dependent on Russia even for cloth manufactured

from its own cotton. With more than 70% of Central Asia's best arable lands

. Nazif Shahrani, “Central Asia and the challenge of the Soviet Legacy”, Central Asian

Survey, 1993, 12 (1) pp. 126

32



under cotton, dependency on Russia for staple foods has been inother major
effect of cotton monoculture. Industrialization, whether extractive or productive
has been another important means for the former Soviets to create- and
perpetuate Central Asian dependency. All' modern industrial development in
Central Asia came from outside. That is, all equipment .and machinery was
brought to the area from Russia and run primarily by the Slavic operators and
managers. The high degree of industrial, manufacturing and méirketing

dependency of Central Asia remain.s virtually unchanged even now.
CRITICAL EVALUATION OF ASSIMILATI(_)N MODEL

The terminal phase of former Soviet Union reflected the failures or
mismanagement of Soviet policies towards assimilation model. Another evident
aspect 1s the leverage of 'Russo-conformity Model' over the 'Melting Pot
Model'. It seems that 'Melting Pot' has rarely occurred if at all, so only 'Russo-
conformity Model' is rather more obvious. The policy formulation and
implementations seemed to be done from top level and there was utter

negligence to count the feedback from bottom.

From the speeches of Lerin and Stalin initially it looked like egalitarian
policies, aimed at 'international socialism'. The aim of national delimitation
- policies, language policies, new agricultural and industrial policies all seemed
initially to proxhote ‘equality and assimilation. Here again assimilation is two
way process of mutual exchange of cultures, values, customs, etc., among all
groups equal“ly. So it was more of 'Melting Pot Model'. But the later phase,

showed more of 'Russo-conformity Model'. The point of difference is that

33



instead of encouraging mutual exchange of cultures structurally as well as

culturally, the influence is more of acculturation.

The utter failure of 'Melting Pot Model' is evident from continuation of
ethnic enclaves rather than the complete or partial assimilation through the
national delimitation policy of 1924. Considering the ethnic composition of
Uzbekistan and Tajikistan, the Tajik minority in Uzbekistan has felt victimized
or deprived by overt discriminétion from the very outset of Soviet rule. Before
1917, Tajiks made up the majority of the population in Samarkand and
Bukhara. But according to the 1926 census the numbers changed dramatically.
This aroused deep indignation among the Tajiks and provided the impulse for a
separate Tajik republic in 1929. Another grievance Tajiks had was that the
- Zerafshan vélleyq and the other fertile areas were consigned to Uzbekistan. The
Uzbek minority in Tajikistan also regarded itself as the victim of
di_scrinlinati_on. The status of Uzbek in northern Tajikistan has so deteriorated
that they have begun to demand th‘at'their enclave be united with Uzbekistan.
" Like thlS even in other reglons of Central Asia the territorial claims continued.
So the national delimitation even in mlra—reglonal level failed to bring in

'Melting Pot Model' of assimilation.

As far as the economic factors are conccmcd the paradoxes are sharply
| -mgramed in the social fabnc in Central Asna Few conditions leading to faiture
of assnmlatlop and emergence of rising ethnic conflict are: i) Socioeconomic
iilequglity among ethnic groups in a region'ii) econoxﬁic inequality among the
rei;ions of unified state, especially if a different ethnic group is predominant in
each region; and iii) worsening of economic conditions in the region, especially

if the decline is worse than in other regions. "The economic inequalities among
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ethnic groups and regions seem to cause resentment among the disadvantaged
group, fuellmg hatred of the other, the outsxder the foreigner or the migrant". 3
So the persistence of inequality minimised the chances of assimilation.
Worsening economic conditions contribute to the resentment of minorities
presence and poor living conditions had direct impact on anti-immigration
sentiment. This resulted in Russian out-migration. Actually lsussians
represented the well off and there was considerable economic inequality
between the indigenous people and the Russian immigrants. For example, in
1914 Russians made up only one fifth of the industrial workers in Turkestan,
but held three quarters of jobs requiring skilled labour. Because of the lack of
proper policies for equality and coexistence there were a number of native
revolts like Baamachi movement, Young Bukharans, Kokand Autonomous
movement, etc. Western academics called the period between 1927-41 as 'the
assault period'. It was mentioned that great efforts were made by Moscow to
reduce the influence of Islam: cultural and lingual difference between different
groups were emphasized. "In 1930's while Stalin continued the integration
- policy, his approach to the national problem was more repressive and omclally

endorsed supremacy of the Russian people".*

The failure of proper assimilation is further reflected in the number of
riots and distufbances between 1988 to 1992. "The first such occurrence took

place in Dushanbe, the capital of Tajikistan in February 1989".>" Then came
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riots in Osh, Fergana_ valley Novyiuzén, atc. claiming heavy losses of lives and
property. They spread however to the larger towns of Margilin, Fergana,
Kokand and Namagan, etc.”® The full extent of the impact of Soviet rule was
both positive/negative and constructive/harmful and its real and potential
effects are tremendous. To certain extent the prevailing political and economic
realities in Central Asia are continuation or the strong influences of the Soviet
policies also. The very fact that national communist parties continue to rule of
course under different names. The Soviets' developmental goals and objectives
formulated were radically different from those of national development and
modernisation programmes in other societies. Some of the failures of
assimilation are hinted in closely linked elements of Soviet policies. They are
absolute control of political and military power by Russian Bolsheviks and
secondly, large scale economic extraction, as well as creation and fostering of
long term economic and technological dependency upon Russia and Russians.
Thirdly, systematic destruction of traditional Muslim Central Asian societies
-and cultures émd finally the creation and establishment of a new alternative

"Russo-conformity’ society.

“The failure of assimilation is further reflected m economic conditions.
The economy of Central Asia, along with the rest of the Soviet Union was in
-fast.decline in the 1980's. The economic proﬁlems were also complemented
with water shortage and ‘ecological deterioration. "Alarming unemployment
close to 30% of population ecological disaster, and real collapse in sanitary
coxiditions was éécomphnied By decline in wheat 'producﬁdn in Kazakhstan

from an average of 16 million tons a year before 1980 to 15 million tons in

*® Ibid., p. 26.
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1981 and 11 million tons in 1982".*° Unemployment and unequal employment
distribution reflects the failure of assimilation. The continuity of vast ethnic
differences between the immigrant Russian and natives further depicts the
picture of failure of 'Russo-conformity' also. The very fact that immediately
after attaining independence all the states of Central Asia announced their
respective native languages as official language reflects the lack of 'Russo-
conformity’. Then came the revival of Islam as practice and way of life and
reopening of Mosques. According to Fuller, there is no doubt that as Islamic
revival is under way in all republics of Central Asia to one degree or another.*’
-Islam is still the primary cultural force of the region. All these portray that even
though certain amount of positive development and assimilation took place in
this region, still there are enough evidences to depict that 'Melting Pot Model'

and 'Russo-conformity' have failed.

So the Central Asian ethnoses have proved that the "deposits of
collective experiences here are ‘'myths and memories, symbols and values
which so often define and differentiate nations" ‘' The Central Asian ethnic
identities became implicit and unarticulated. The failure and continuation of
distinct ethnic identities pafticularly invthe light of national delimitation reflects
how ethnicity is seen as a product of disengagement between territory and
culture. The myth, memories, symbols and values often adopt to new

circumstances to accord new meanings and function. Unified Soviet policies of

¥  Ibid. p.498
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language,- developmental activities in fact gave impetus to organise and assert

their distinct identity.

Even though historically all the native Central Asian ethnoses had
distinct identities, they revealed only in case of need. That is during initial
phase of Soviet period in the form of Basmachi revolt, Alash Orda, Young
Bukharans, Kokand Autonomous movement, etc. And again in the last phase of
former USSR. This reflects that the instrumentalist view of ethnicity is more
relevant here. It is more of mobilization popularly. Instrumentalist view hold
that ethnicity as a modern phenomenon with political and economic bases and
mobilises masses for wealth power and prestige. So this is more of combining

economic and political interest with 'cultural effect'.

As Gellner views "modern industrialization paves way for rapid
niobilization through education and media influence".”? In Central Asian case
alsoin a way modernization facilitated them to mobilize fast as ethnic enclaves
- which provided economic and pdlitical conditions. Application of assimilation
theory facilitated to understand the inner dynaﬁxics of ethnic coexistence and
assimilation to certain extent. At the same time failures of assimilation became

clear with it.

i Emest Gellner- Nation and Nationalisms, Oxford, 1983,p.73.
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“"CHAPTER 111

STRATIFICATION THEORY AND CENTRAL ASIA

Stratification relates to hierarchical ordering of ethnic groups and in terms
~ of majority versus minority. Here the majority group is the one which enjoys the
social, political and economic advantages of a society, and minority is the one
which is deprived of those advantages. In Central Asia-during the last phase of
former Soviet period, there was evident emergence of stratification which

manifested in the form of ethnic violence during late 80's and early 90's.

Stratification theory, in this Chapter is applied to the last phase of former
Soviet Union and formation of newly independent Central Asian states. The
- analysis would cover how ethnic stratification occurred, how migrant
superordination- continued. Both ‘'Internal Explanation Model' and 'External
Explanation Model' is applied to understand the ethnic stratification. Along with it,

differential power model is also analysed to know stratification in Central Asia.

‘Ethnic stratification’ refers to a persisting ranking system in which
| rewards, priviieges and power meted out to social and ethnic groups are unequal
and supported by social structures and instkitutions.“3 There are two kinds of
éxplanations are there to interpret the stratification: i) 'External Explanation’
meaning "the belief that the lower social position minorities occupy primarily
result from thé unequal opportﬁnity structures that restrict minorities, and its

‘Internal Explanation’, refers “to the belief that the lower social positions
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minorities occupy are attributable to their deficient cultures."* It became very .

evident by the end of the Soviet phase that differentiation was very evident among
ethnic groups, which when given a particular circumstance of 'glasnost' and
failures of 'perestroika’ led to open antagonism. This reflects the amount of
stratification in Central Asia. Evident antagonism became explicit in the form of
inter-ethnic violence and clashes. Starting from 1986, a number of cdses were
reported. In June 1986, Tajiks attacked all those whom they regarded as foreigners.
In October the same year, Kyrgyz students attacked non-Kyrgyz students in
Bishkek. In December again in Alma-Ata there was violence, starting with
students shouﬁng nationalist slogans on the streets of Alma-Ata including
'Kazakhstan for Ka;akhs' and ‘not to Russian administrators'. The apparent cause
of the demonstrations was the | replacement of the Kazakh First Secretary of
Kazakhstan Communist Party with a Russian. In the late 1988 and early 1989,
various skirmishes took place between Uzbeks and non-Uzbeks as tﬁe Uzbeks also
went after thé same targets - the foreigners. They attacked any one who did not
uhderstand their language. In May, violent demonstrations in Ferghana valley
‘ tunied into riots against the Caucasians. The violence in different ‘parts continued

in early.90's ;1150. The riSe of nationalist'sentiménts and interethnic conflicts once |
again coincided with deteriorating economic conditions in Central Asia. "There
Weré literally aivided villages along ethnic lines, 6pen hostility t_owards Russians
all round the region and hatred".*> The regional disparity between the Russian

" republic and thé non-Russian republics actually increased after 1940's. The

“ " Ibid. p. 1081.

4 Yalman Onaran, 'Economics and nationalism: the case of Muslim Central Asia', Central
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removal of redistributive subsidies to the region towards the end of the Soviet

Union also came along with the deteriorating economic.conditions.

The theories of ethnic conflict assert, in one way or other, that the
competition for power, privilege and scarce resources in multi-ethnic societies.
Propel participants to oppose each other as members of different ethnic groups

with ascriptive loyalties and conflicting interests.

The struggle of ethnic groups for scarce resource, equality/distribution and
recognitidn within the state framework as for autonomy or independence is not a
 new phenomenon. They sometimes result in violent conflict, which has its roots
inherited in the process of state formation and nation building. They were
widespread in Europe during that time, they also occurred after the breakup of
- Tsarist, Ottoman, and Austro-Hungarian empires at the end of first world war.
Such struggles appeared in the aftermath of decolonization during 1950's and 60's,
within the successor states of the European empires in Africa and Asia. Recenf
times they were witnessed as a result of dissolution of the Sovig:t Union and

Yugoslavia.

Ethnic groups have competition due to contact which ends in either
acc;)mmodation or enmity/conflict. The -counierpart of ethnic group strives for
recbgnition, equality, etc. "The ensuing confrontation between the in-group and
- the excluded, the majority and the minority,“ the dominant aﬂd the: subordinate,\
between rival claimants to the power and resource of the state has become one 6f

the foremost contentiovs issues in political struggles and civil strife around the
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globe in contemporary times™® Public opinion is often severely shocked by the
excessive violence that is frequently associated with such conflict, leading to
massive loss of life and considerable material destruction. Many of the conflicts
appear as confrontation between ethnic groups, and public opinion often refers to
them as the expression of tribal hatred on ancient enmities. There are frequent
confrontations between politically mobilized ethnic groups and an existing state.
From the perspective of nation-state, the existence of ethnically distinct sub-
national groups, particularly when they are politically organized always represent
a potential threat, a destabilizing force. This is especially the case when power in
the state rests principally with dominant or majority ethnic group, or when the

society constitutes an ethnically stratified system.

Two rival conceptions of nationalism as the ideology of the modern nation-
state have compéted for historical legitimacy up to the present time. The first
identifies the nation with all people who -foxjn legally part of the territory of a
sovereign state, regardless of théir ethnic characteristics. Thus all the inhabitants
of former Soviet Union were Soviets or just as all inhabitants of US are
Americans, or all citizens of SwissCorifedeﬁtion are Swiss. This may be labeﬂéd
territorial or civic nationhood, and it is detemﬁﬁed by the state itself through law
and shared citizenship. The other gonce'ption of the nation is based on ethnic
criteria. Here the defining characteristics' of merhbership are shared celtural
attributeg such as language or religion; as well as the idea of a common history

rooted in the myth of c'ommonfancestry. According to this conception, membership

4 Rodolfo Stavenhagen, 'Ethnic Co.iflicts and the Nation-State', UNRISD, London, 1996, p.
1. ‘
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in an ethnic nation is-inherited. As in civic nationhood here too is a necessary
referent; not so much as the space to which citizenship rights and legal systems
apply, but rather as the historical homeland from which the ethnic nation emerges
and to which it is for ever tied. Ethnic nationalism strives to unify the ethnic
homeland with the actual territorial unit over which a people ought to have a
degree of control. Numerous ethnic conflicts explain the underlying“tensions
between these two notions of nation. The potential danger is represented by the
numerous Russian population who now constitute national minorities in a number
of former Soviet republics. Over time, however, these tv.vo seemingly contradictory -
and mutually exclusive conceptions of the nation may in fact converge.
"Numerous modern naﬁohs are in fact amalgamations of different constituent
ethnic groups, such as Englism while states that were built on the avowed principle
of territorial and civil rather than ethnic, sovereignty have acquired in time a clear
ethnic identity of their own, such as French".*” While it is true that there are many
mofé’ ethnic groups, rpeoples, or nations than constituted states. Ethnic group
identity is the result of internal factors such as common life styles, shared beliefs,
but also the outcome of the relatioh_s the group entertain with other distinct but

similarly constituted groups and with the state in any given country.

- Whether et_hnic groups are called communities, nations, nationalities,
peoples, minorities, tribes or ethnoses is a matter of convention. The republics of
former Soviet Union are made up of ‘titular nationalities' or -‘non-titular

natipnaliﬁes', who each have different legal status which carries, among others,.

4 Ibid., p. 5.

43



h;‘im‘plications for economic privileges, educational facilities and social services.
That is why stratification in employment, sharing of resources, privileges, power
sharing etc., erupted, leading to a clear demarcation/hierarchy between migrants

and natives.

Changes in global political and economic changes and minimized role of
state has impact on ethnic groups and their assertion. One is the changing nature of
nation-state in a time of supra-national integration and the dwindling economic
functions of central governments. It is no longer possible to speak about national
economies in the way it was fashionable to do so as recently as the post-second
world war period. The new global economy ihtemalizes productive processes,
technology frontiers, consumer behaviour, financial flows, banking activities and
so forth. The imposition of the free market ideology leads every where to a drastic
reductlon of state intervention in the economy In these circumstances when the
state no longer controls the kmd of resources 1t can redlstnbute to ethnic and
}reglonal s1tuatlon Asitis repoxted thc removal of redlstnbutlve subsndles to the
; reglon also come ~along with the detenoratmg economlc condltlons e So the
ethnic | groups compete among themselves for there shnnkmg resources, or they
struggle for greater coptrol over their own resource at the regional level and local
levels. When national sesources are scarce, coﬁipeﬁﬁon between ethnic groups

may escalate, thus contributing to greater ethnic idéntity and awareness.

“° Yalman Onaran, ‘Econimics and Nationalism: the case of Muslims in Central Asia’,
Central Asian Survey, Vol. 13(4), 1994, p. 498
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The competition and conflict over power at the political center may not be
as enticing to an embattled ethnic group when state resources are scarce as when
they are abundant. Moreover when a major economic resource is to be found in
one ethnic region, ethnic groups may find it in their interest to try to exert control
over these resources from the central state. As in the Central Asian region there is
huge natural resource potential, this tendency is evident. In another case, :vhen the
dominant elites in the political center feel that they are subsidizing the periphery in
an unequal relationship as in the case of Russia towards its peripheral states, it is
the center which breaks away first or decides to allow the disintegration. “After the
independence of Baltic countries, it was the Russian federation which first broke
with the Soviet Union and not the peripheral republics that had been dominated by

Russia."¥

There can be classification of ethnic conflict as: (1) vertical ethnic conflicts
i1.e. between the minority ethnic group versus dominant/majority ethnic group,
which is able to exercise cultural hegemony over the previous one. This was the
case of Central Asja m ’v'th'é pre-disintegration phase. The second is ‘h'orizontaﬂ
ethnic conflict between two or more groups, this is the case of Central Asian states
in the post independentrstage, where the ethnic groﬁps fought among themselves
without aﬂy invdlvement or role of state, like violence in Dushanbe, the Ferghana
Valley,' Novyi Nzen, Ashkabad, Osh and so forth. "Armenians were attacked by
Uzbek in. Samarkand, recent immigrants from Daghestan‘ were attacked by
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Kazaks... there were major clashes -between the Uzbek minority and the Kyrgyz

majority in the Osh region of Kyrgystan".”

In numerous casés, ethnic minorities who are marginalized or discriminated
against may organize and mobilize in ofder to achieve full equality with the rest of
the population. A different kind of situation obtains when a subordinate ethnic
minority demands recognition of its group by the state, which may involve specific
legal status, cultural identity, territorial autonomy and other aspects related to the
distinctiveness of an ethnic group within the wider polity. Unattained group rights
"may lead to attempts at poliﬁcal secession. This could be the case of northern
Kazakhstan predominantly lived by Russians. After the new formation .of
independent Kazak state, the Russians themselves became a minority due to
various factors and are now in search of identity, rights, etc. They need security in
all fronts like language issue, employment, political participation etc. Same is the

case of migrants in other Central Asian states also.

Sociological the_orizihg influenced by Marxism analysed social classes and
‘the class struggie, but never took the ethnic perspective into account. Marxist
analysis steered away from the study of ethniéity and ethnic relations as these
themes did not fit easily within the framework of historical materialism. This
emphasis on class ana related concepts; economic interest groups, elites,
6ccupational categories or on social and political institutions prevented recognition

of the relevance and - importance of ethnic identities and relating them
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meaningfully to social dynamics. "As.a consequence of ‘post modernist
influences, more attention has been now focussed towards the sphere of culture
and identity.”*' Further in this, cbntext, a shift from class to ethnicity as the focus
of attention by social scientist also signals the trend from a more positivist social
science to a post- modernist approach. As a result of the critique of the nation-state
and the critique of class as sufficiently viable organizing principles, there has been
a reserved interest in the resurgence of community, which is clearly addressed by
the rediscovered importance of ethnicity-related issues. "Local communities as
anthropologists, well known, are frequently quite hierarchical and
undemocratic".>? Local communities may generate new or alternative approaches
to development and they often are able to mobilize resistance to invasive and
destructive economic forces, as has been demonstrated by Central Asian natives
regarding deterioration of economies and environmental degradation in their
region. Ecocide and ethnocide are the two inter-linked processes, and as a result,
the struggle for the environment is a struggle for the survival of ethnic groui)s and

théir_ cultures as well.
EXTERNAL EXPLANATION

"It is the belief that the lower social positions minorities occupy primarily
result ﬁom the ixnequal oppbmmity structure that restricts minorities.” This
‘external explanation’' pempecﬁ§e can be applicable in two phases in Central-Asian
situation to understand the dynamics of ethnic stratification: firstly in the pre-

L Rodolfo Stavenhagen, Ethnic Contflict and Nation-State, UNRISD, London, 1996, p. 6.
52 Ibid,, p.6.
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disintegration phase, where local/native ethnic groups were themselves a minority
in the wider former USSR structure, secondly in the post-disintegration stage
where the new formation of states based on predominant ethnic groups, Russian
and other migrants became minorities. Basically the focus is on the unequal

opportunity structure which brings in disparity between groups.

In the pre-disintegration phase, the various policies of Soviets like national
territorial delimitation, collectivization, industrialization, education policies and so
forth had a decisive impact on the unequal opportunity structure. Firstly, the
national delimitation of 1924, scattered the native ethnic groups in such a way that
even in their own region they became minority. The classic case is that of
Kazakhstan: "In ail, by 1962, number of Kazakhs in Kazakhstan dropped to 29%.*
The various influences of former Soviet policies were as follows: During the
1920s the Kazak pastoral economy suffered, but partly recovered because some of
the pastures were taken away from the Russian settlers and returned to nomads and
Semi-nomads. In 1920s forced collectivization had tremendous negative effect on
the locals. "About 55,000 nomadic and semi-nomadic households were forced to

- settle, many in waterless region where not only agriculture but even pastoralism
was impossible". > Some were forced to towns and cities‘ to turn them into
industrial workers, but} they could not even get proper jobs there. They became
helpless and had to undergo Some hardships. Kazakh herds were decimated. "In
1928, there Were 30,350,900 head of livestock, by 1933, their number decreased

3 Anatoly M. Khazanov, ‘The Ethnic Problems of Contemporary Kazakhstan’, Central
Asian Survey, 1995, p.247.

e Ibid., p. 248
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almbst 85% to 4,800,600".>° Here the political aims were achieved, the traditional
nomadic way of life was brought to a halt, the Kazaks were 'domesticated’ and
became a 'minority’ in their own country. Meanwhile, the Russian and Slavic
migrations to Kazakhstan continued. In the 1930s and 1940s the industrialization
of the republic stimulated these movements. In the 1950s the virgin land campaign
stimulated a fresh wave of migration. By 1939 the number of Russians in
Kazakhstan had doubled compared with 1920 and by 1979 this number had
doubled again. In addition, in the 1930s and particularly in the 1940s, Kazakhstan
became one of the Gulag areas and one of the main territories for resettlement of
various deported groups and people, like the Poles, Koreans, Germans, Chechens,

Ingush, Meskhetian Turks, Kurds, Greeks, and many others.

Contrary to the expectations of the Soviet leadership and the assurances of
Soviet scholars, the complicated ethnic composition in Kazakhstan did not evoke
'internationalism' and the rapproachment of the Soviet peoples. On the contrary
ethnic tensions increased and social and economic competition between members
of diﬁ’ereﬁt.‘etl.mic groups grown wider. Members of the working class and of the
middlé class from the indigenous populétion are small in number. Blue collars and
a majority of the middle class came from other ethnic groups - Russians,
Ukrainians, Tatars, Germans, Koreans, and several others. "By 1990, Kazakhs
provided 51% of the administrative personnel but only 3.0% of the skilled labour
and 11.3% of the unskilled work force".® This reflects the uncqualv opportunity
structure. | -

% Ibid, p. 253.

% Ibid., p. 253.
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During the Soviet period the modernization process in Kazakhstan involved
minimal participation by the native population many of the positive equalizing
programmes were not so effective or they were not properly implemented. The
limited industrialization involved in the attraction work force from outside, and not
the creation of an indigenous working class. Kazakhstan attracted immigrants from
European Russia to occupy those positions in industry that demande\d skilled
.labour. The construction of industrial complex did not take in to account local
needs. While the production of consumer goods had to be imported into the
vrepublic, it contained large mining and heavy industry enterprise. "In 1979 the
Kazakhs constituted only 20.8% of the urban population, where 69.1% of them
continued to live in the rural areas”.” This reflects the uneven development and

-persistence of disparities. Until recently 93% of Kazakstan industry was directly

subordinate to all union ministries from Moscow.

Educationallyv and professionally, the new migrants (natives) from the fural
areas are at disadvantage and encountered strong competition from other ethnic
groups. Moreover, social advancemenf and career promotion for the urban
populaﬁon reqﬁired a godd command of Russian .language. So language was one
main instrument for unequal opportunity structure. This put the Kazakhs in an
under privileged position in comparison to Russian-speaking urbanites and
intensified stratification. The migrant population and locals had different incomes,
values, life-styles ‘and maintained fewer contacts. "The high level of ethnic

heterogeneity of Central Asian cities and urban areas resulted in the emergence of

57 Ibid., p. 253.
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Russian language as main language of interaction, higher education and skilled

professional jobs".*®

| In general there were heavy inequalities. In 1920, Russians held 0.72
'desyatins' of cultiva‘ted land per capita while the indigenous people had only 0.32
'desyatins' per capita during the famine. Russians lost 28% of their cultivated land ,
settled indigenous people lost 39% and nomads 45%".% This reflects the unequal
structure even in the agriculture. When the USSR existed, Russians were
employed primarily in development of industry, transport and ufban construction.
Of course fheir social and professional pattern is basically different from the
employment patterﬁ of the local nationalities, since the former were maixﬂy among
the specialists in technical fields. Only in Kazakhstan and Kyrgystan the
percentage of Russians employed in agriculture is still high, they worked mainly as
machine-operators and in animal husbandry and as agricultural specialists. In
~ contrast, people of the titular nationalities are predominantly employed in
agriculture. In cities Russians work mostly in trade and the services; among white-
g collqr workers and ’the professional intelligentﬁa they constituted the majority.
"According to 1979‘ data the share of Russians emplpyed in the industry ranged
from 22.4 to 32.6% of the entire working population in Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzia,
Tajikistan and Turkmenia,.a'nd in construction from 12.2 to 18.2%. For the Titular

nationalities the respective figures were from 9.2 to 11.1% industry and from 4.8

3 Ajay Patnaik, ‘Enthnicity, Culture, and Migration in Central Asia’, Central- Asian
Quarterly, Summer 1994, p. 43.
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to 8.4 in construction. The proportion was 15.2% in Kyrgyzia and from 2.7 to
3.4% in the other republics while the figures for the titular nationalities were from
52.6 to 56.9%".°° This data reflects explicitly the amount of disparity in the
structures. The social and professional differentiation along ethnic lines was and

remains greater than in other regions of the former Soviet Union.
INTERNAL EXPLANATION

It is the belief that the lower social positions minorities occupy are
attributed to their deficient cultures. The development of Central Asia from an
agrarian society to a socio-occupationally more differentiated society had its own
problem because of Strong traditional values and customs among the natives. "The
hold of archaic customs and traditions was strong and as a result the emergence of
new traditions, including those in the sphere of everyday culture, had been slower,

compared to the European nation‘alities".61

It is indeed significant to know the cultural background of Central Asians in
order to u_nderStand the impediments it cfeated for the native ethnic groups to |
occupy coveted social pbsitibns. Central Asia can be explained as a cultural region
that stretches from Khorazem to the Gobi desert in the north eastern line. This
tegion shares historicél, cultural, linguistic Iran-turkic present and past. Even
though they are divided along nomadic and sedentary traditional social stmcfure,

nonetheless they shared several important features. One is uniform Sunni Islamic

e Valery A. Tishkov, ‘The Russians in Central Asia and Kazakhstan’, in Yaccov Ro’I’s
Muslim Eurasia- Conflicting Legacies, USA, 1995, p. 303.
S Ibid, p. 42. |
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sect affliation, secondly, the past history of inter-relationship flowing from the role
of Bukhara as political pivot, thirdly, stronger retention of own cultural identity as

apparent through language use and historical pride.

Throughout central Asia, tﬁe dominant religious affiliation has been and is
with Islam. Religion is the main identifying factor among Central Asian. vis-a-vis
outsiders. The newly important cities informally divided to reflect quarters on
sections representing the old regional identities also. Those who immigrated from
in and around old Bukhara maintained a formal association and lived in proximity,
if housing availability pefmits. This allowed them to participate in life cycles of
regional members. "When a Bﬁkhara family member dies, for example the
mourning meals and services are announced to entire Bukharan community in
Dusharbe"® Here it secemed that each extended family used to send atleast one

representative to the ceremony.

Few other illustrations for their cultural sticking were as follows: Central
Asia’s Chief gynecologist has mentioned that, "vast majority of women were
advised not .to bear more than one or two child. Still they become pregnant
because contraception was either unavailable or was rejected as confrary to custom
and religion".” This illustrates how tradition and customs prevented them from
- availing modernization facilities. In all spheres of life it had tremendous effect, m

economy they had only unskilled jobs, in social sphere véry few availed modemn

- Eden Nabby, ’Ethnicity and Islam in Central Asia’, Central Asian Survey, Vol. 12 (2),
1993, p. 157. .
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education. By and large their strong attachment to traditional cultures, customs and
values paved the way for ethnic stratification. "Traditibnal pattern of belief, life-
styles, behaviour, and attitude towards work, successfully restricted Soviet style
modernization".** Of course within atheist Soviet ideology, Islam was, if not
banned atleast not encouraged. But people knew they were Muslims and observed
religious practices such as those concerning circumcision, marriage, and funeral
rituals. This illustrates their attachments to traditional religious practices. "Lack of
correspondence between the economic and the social factor was a major reason for
the resilience of super structure, which was strongly influenced by

traditionalism."® So the 'Internal Explanation' perspective explains why there was |
stratification on ethnic lines and secondly as a region why Central Asia remained
backward. Central Asia remained as a region with the highest population 'growth
rates. There was low level of migration from rural to urban areas among the
natives. This traditional outlook had rippling effects on hampering social
developments.” Such things as early marriages, fewer divorces and strong ethnic
propensity for large families are causes of the high rate of the Central Asians."®
Large families due to traditional customs and '\'ralues hampered social mobility.
"The average family size in Central Asia was about six, as compared to European
republics where the average size of family was only three."®” The large family size
restricted the women from attaining the education and employment also. This had

& Ibid., p. 334. -

Ajay Patnaik, ‘Modemnisation, Change and Nationality Process in the USSR’, in Shams-
ud-din (ed.), Perestroika and the Nationality Question in USSR, New Delhi, 1990.

Ajay Patnaik, ‘Ethnicity, Cuitlurc and Migration in Central Asia’, Central Asian
Quarterly, Summer 1994, p. 42. :

9 Ibid., p. 42.
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tremendous impact on women from attaining social mobility by in turn affected the
whole native groups. Even joint family system also restricted the migration and
social mobilization. So the qualitative change was smal)er in proportion, all these
had detrimental impact and in turn made the native/indigenous population to

remain in lower socio-economic positions.
DIFFERENTIAL POWER

"It is a situation in which the majority group and minority groups have
unequal access to power, it reacts in the dominance; of the majority group and
subordination of minority group."®® The fundamental project of the Bolshevik
Revolution was to capture political power and concentrate it in the sole control of
communist party-state apparatus of the former USSR. Soviet power in the region
was consolidated with the help of large Russian settled communities in both urban |
and rural areas. By 1925 the people of Central Asia had lost all forces of political
autonomy an& Central Asian politics and economies were managed from Moscow
and by Russians and /or Russified natives loyal to the Soviet regime, centralized
control of military, pdlice, political and economic power in Central Asia by the
_Russian communist elite was complete aﬁd ﬁndeniable. Horowitz and Stoné’s,
power dynamics approaches to enthnicity is very much relevant to the
'stratification’ in general and ‘differential power' situation in particular. Thus
sociologist Donald L. Noel identiﬁed' three elements: sﬁch as ethnocentrism,
competition and differential power as basis of ethnic stratification. He contends
.that_of the three; differential power is essential not only for the emergence of racial

and ethnic stratification but also for the maintenance of a stratification system.
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Marvin Olsen notes that ‘the basic themes that link together stratification and race
relations are inequality and conflict both of which are direct outcome of power
exertion. The majority access to the society's resources including power resources

is disproportionately large in comparison to that of minority groups.

During the disintegration and the emergence of independent Central Asian
states there has been quite a substantial change in position of migrant Russian and
natives vis-a-vis majority and minority status. The new formation of Central Asian
states after the disintegration of Soviet Union reduced the dominant/majority
Russians in to minority within their respective new states. Russians now in new
political structures feel insecure and defenseless in the backdrop of ethnic tension
and clan infightings. “As many as 72% of the Russians living in the Kyrgyzstan’s
urban centers said that Russians must be protected"®. This illustration portrays
their plight. There was huge emigration among Russians from this region back to
Russia due to insecure minority status following Soviet disintegration. Still the
Central Asia 1s the process of institutional/state building. only reccntly they have
made their constitutions; protecting rights of Russian minorities. Only in the
| coursé of time their position and status will be cleaﬂy known.

@ Valeny A. Tishkov, op. cit., p. 303.
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CHAPTER IV
PLURALISM AS A MODEL

This chapter will focus how ‘pluralism as a Model’ is important to
Central Asian States. Prior to this analysis, another important ethnicity theory,
‘Ethnic Enclave Model’ and ‘Ethnic Resource Model” would be discussed.
Ilustration is mainly from post-disintegration ethnic situation. In the current
situation how each group is to equally share the economic resource, political

participation and social security is the main concern.
ETHNIC ENCLAVES MODEL

“Ethnic enclaves are isolated communities free frdm the majority
| population, that are usually intended to maintain customs and traditions that are
under attack by outsiders. Enclaves are usually created by groups that feel
oppressed by outside force”.” In the case of Central Asia, the natives remained
isolated and dep_riyed of socio-economic facilities compared to the migrant
outsiders. The assimilation seemed to have failed overall. Even though the
former Soviet policies such as national delimitation aimed at mixing the ethnic
groups, the language policy tried to assimilate, nationalities policy and cultural
Vn policies, collectivization and indﬁstrialization tfied to assimilate, overall it has
failed due to the very fact that ethnic groups maintained their distinct .identity.
| Only there was partial evidence of assimilation in urban areas,. where the
loéals/natives adopted the Rﬁssian language and culture. Fractional pefcentage

indulged in cultural as well as structural assimilation i.e., apart from adopting
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the values, customs and norms of dominant culture, they intermarried with
other ethnic groups, mainly migrant Russians. Evidently the distinctiveness of
each ethnic group is seen just around the disintegration time. The ethnic riots
and violence is evidence of enclaves, where there were reportedly organized

group violence. This illustrates the existence of enclaves.

The ethnic enclave theory was developed by Portes and Bach (1985),
although its intellectual ancestry is considerably older. “Ethnic enclaves are
territories inhabited by a distinct group of people who are separated from the
dominant population by difference in language, religion, social class, or culture
and who are frequently subjected to prejudice and discrimination”.”’ From this
definition enclaves are formed on the basis of differences in language; in case
of Cen&d Asia also language was area of contest between the natives and
migrants. Former Soviet state promoted Russian as official link language.
“Russian language proficiency became a necessity for éducation, culture and
afivancément in all urban professions”.”> The Russian language and culture
were reference point for all culture that was transmitted forcibly from center to
the periphery. Another reason for énclaves are that the Russians residing in the
Union repubiic had no overwhelming motivation to learn the languageé of the
titular nationalities and integrated into the non-Russian ethno-cultural

_environment. Apart from the socio-political and language situation that was
comparatively favourable for the local Russians, possibilities for meeting their

wider cultural requirements, Russian was the language of office work and

social services. “In this region the Russian and the titular population kept a

n Ibid., p. 68.

7 Eden Naby, ‘Ethnicity and Islam in Central Asia’ Central Asian Survey, vol. 12(2),

1993, p. 156.
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cultural distance from one another and were in effect isolated communities

with their own social niches of everyday contacts.””

_Religion played another key role in segregation between natives and
migrants. Islam being the predominant religion continued to persist in Spite of
atheist policy of the former Soviet regime. Even though Islam was discouraged
(for that matter any religion)by closing mosques, reducing the role of clergies,
destroying Islamic texts and literature, etc. Still Islam was way of life and deep
cultural attachment for the locals. Religion played a key role in formation of
enclaves. “Islam and Muslim practices in Turkistan became the target of a
multifaceted, intense, syﬁtemaﬁc and sustained attack by the Soviet state”.”

Then local culture played significant role in maintenance of enclaves, when

there was attack through the Soviet policies.

Enclaves are established for two major reasons. Some are found in
naﬁons and groups where a distinct sense of injustice exists between peoples.
As in case of Central Asia also they felt discriminated and injustice thrust on
them in the form of former Soviet policies which helped only the migrant
Russians. 'I’hls sénse of discrimination prevents communication and results in
isolation and sense of inferiority within the minority group. Here the
explanation of minority group is very essential. They are “defined by their
powerlessness relative to other groups in a sbcicty, and majority groups are the

reverse: they dominate other groups”.” Charles Wagley and Morin Haris have

B Valery A. Tishkov, ‘The Russians in Central Asia and Kazakhstan’ in Yaccov, Ro’l’
(ed.) Muslim Eurasia: Conflicting legacies (1995), p. 93.
™ Ibid., p.93.

s
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put forward a widely accepted definition of the term ‘minority group’. They
argued five characteristics as essential: I) relatively powerless,»ii) distinctive
culture or physical traits; iii) distincti\"e traits cause them to become self-
conscious social units; iv) established rule of descent exist among them; v)
endogamy practices (i.c. marriage within their .group). Almost all these
characteristics are applicable to Central Asian people, and only formed their
own ethnic enclaves. Powerlessness and their distinctive culture kept them
isolated. Ethnic enclaves result from the failure of groups to accommodate,

acculturate or assimilate.
ETHNIC RESOURCE MODEL:

This model again is essential for understanding the ethnic formation and
mobilization. This approach, like the stratiﬁcatibn approach, takes its point of
departure from the inequalities among the groups. However, the focus is less on
the domination of soine groups over others. “It is of a more balanced
competition, which is affected by characteristics of the groups, such as their
numl:)er,' thelr solidé.ﬁty, and their ability to form separate ethnic sub-
'economies;”;76 Such characteristics can give the group and its members relative
ad;'antage or disadvantagé in this competition. In so far as advantages are
concerned, there may be incentives for individuals to maintain their
attachments to a group rather than to assimilate, as in the case of local Central
Asian ethnic groups to be just attached for certain economic benefits, but not
true assimilation. In a sense, theories of ethnic group resource can be seen as
counter-arguments fo assimilation theories. Glazer and Moynihan gave

- politically based explanation for continuing importance of ethnicity all over.

7 Encyclopedia of Sociology, p. 581.



They acknowledge that assimilation is to certain extent possible at the initial
phase. Ethnicity takes on importance in the political sphere, i.e. ethnic group
became ‘interest groups’, reflecting the interest of many similarly situated
individuals. Others have argued that ethnicity has become ‘politicized’ in many
contemporary societies, including many industrialized ones and this heads to an
unanticipated "“ethnic resurgence” This view strengthens the view that ethnicity
continues to persist in spite - also as a product — of modernization. Because any
society which undergoes modernization, at least minimal level of modern
communication, transportation, etc. is given to it. So it becomes easy to achieve

mobilization.

Bell states one basis for ethnic resurgence, “politics is increasingly
replacing the market as chief instrument of distributidn and that recognize only
group claims, thus enhancing ethnicity’s political import”.”’ Whereas Horowitz
sees the ethnic political conflict characterizing many third world nations as
originating in part as colonial policies and then intensified by the anxieties of
groups over their status in the post-colonial order. On a different note, Nielsen
contends that ethnicity offers a wider basis for political recruitment than the
chief alternative, social class. Ethnic politicization can be focussed on the
phenomenon of ethnic mobilization, which is epitomized in separatist
movements in modem states. Mobilization can be regarded as one
manifestation of ethnic solidarity. ‘Solidan_ity’ ethnic groups can be defined as
~ “self-conscious communities whose members interact with each other to
achieve common pufposes, and mobilization occurs when members take some

collective action to advance these purposes.

T Ibid, p.581L.
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CULTURAL PLURALISM:

“Pluralism is the acceptance of group diversity and the preservation of
ethnic differentiation within é larger society”.”® Pluralists are not the same as
enclaves, in the former there is a type of arrangement where diversity exists
and people are divided into many distinct cultures and subcultures, but
generally there are larger loyalties to a government/system that provides a
common framework with which people can identify in times of crisis or
trouble. People in enclaves rarely share any loyalty beyond that of the group
and turn against the dominant culture or rival ethnic group in periods of
conflict. In enclaves, because of past injustice and discrimination, groups living
there, whether self-imposed or involuntary, feel totally outside the system and

lack any sense of obligation to aid other groups.

The enclave model applicable till the disintegration period, where the
locals/natives had to feel discriminated culturally, socially, economically and
politically. Now after the disintégratién in the phase of independence, state-
building and institution-building stage, it is essential for acceptance of pluralist
model, where the Russians and other nﬁgrants are themselves ‘minority now
within each new Central Asian state. It is all the more fragile than ever, so care

is needed to treat the security and prosperity of each ethnic group.
PRESENT SITUATION IN CENTRAL ASIA:

The present ethnic composition of Central Asia, statewise: (Source:

Europa Year Book, 1996)

™ Ibid. p. 408.
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1) Kazakhstan; Kazak - 44.3%; Russian — 35.8%; Ukrainian — 5.1%;
German - 3.6%; Uzbek — 2.2%; etc.

ii)  Kyrgyzsthan: Kyrgyz — 52.4%; Russian - 21.5%; Uzbek - 12.7%;

Ukrainian - 2.5%; German — 2.4%,; etc.

i)  Tajikistan: Tajik — 62.3%; Uzbek — 23.5%; Russian — 7.8%; Tatar —

1.4%; etc.

iv)  Turkmenistan: Turkmen — 73.3%; Russian — 9.4%; Uzbek - 9.3 %;
Kazak — 2.0%; etc.

V) Uzbekistan: Uzbek — 71.4%; Russian — 8.3%; Tajik — 4.7%; Kazak —
 4.1%,; Tatar — 2.4%,; etc.

Here the slow depletion of migrants who were active during former
Soviet period is very notable. This reflects the reversal of majority/minority
positions particularly in the social and political milieu. The states of Central
Asia after acquiring their independence unexpectedly with little preparation
have entered a transitional period in their histories. This period is characterized
by a search for new foifmuiae and socio-politicall foundations of national
development and for their own niche in the new geo-political space. In as much
as the disintegration of the USSR took place undef the slogan of the ‘doctrine
of ethnic nationalism’, it is only natural that the proclamation of so called
national Stafes within the borders of the forméf union republic should be made
- on behalf of the ‘titulﬁr’ ethno-nations: the Kazakhs, Uzbeks, Kyrgyz, Turkmen
and .Tajiks. These nations are mainly socio-cultural constructs of the Soviet
period. In the past 70 years they have undergohe an extremely intensive
process of ‘nation-building’ with the regional, religious and dynastic clan

identities of the past giving way to a new ethnicity based on the concept of the
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socialist nation. This new ethnicity was closely bound to the national-state
delimitation determined from above. The nation building process was attended
by radical changes of economic modernization, promotion of mass education
and establishment of institutions. In 1960’s to 80’s saw a noticeable shift of the
demographic balance in favour of the ‘titular nations’ which now became the

majority in all states.
RUSSIANS IN PRESENT SITUATION:

The Soviet nationalities policy and the persisting centralization
contributed to the powerful thrust of Central Asian periphery towards national
self-determination. But a méjor problem that‘the new post-Soviet states have to
tackle is developing their statehood, the state and fate of non-titular population,
which is sufficiently numerous component in these states. Central to this
problem is the fate of the Slav, primarily the Russian population. According to
the 1989 census, the Russian population in the Central Asian region constituted
19.3% of the overall population. The Russians who settled as migrants came as
result of industrialization and drbanization. They were settled in better
positions. “The share of Russians employed in industry ranged from 22.4 }to
26.2% of the entire working population”.” The social and professional
differentiation along ethnic lines was and remains greater than in other regions
‘of the former USSR. This is the precise cause of ethnic stratification t"md ethnic

enclaves.

» Valery A. Tishkov, ‘The Russians in Central Asia and Kazakhstan®in Yaccov, Ro’l's,
Muslim Eurasia — Conflicting Legacies, p. 292.
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The Russian have been faced with the problem of finding a new niche
in the changing economic and socio-cultural situation. For example the
“Russians in Kyrgyzstan who wish to work in trade and services, as middle
men or in finance are three times as numerous as those already einployed in
these fields. Yet their prospects of orating representatives of the titular
nationality, who are even now predominant in these occupations and are
desirous of increasing their representation in them in the future a;}e dim
indeed”.*

More active involvement of Russian in free enterprise could provide a
partial solution to the problem. However, the prospects for such an
involvement are limited as a result of insufficiently developed market relations
and shortage of initial capital. According to one survey only 16% of Russian
urban dwellers in Kyrgyzstan would like to become owners of private
enterprises, while the numbex; of S;ICh people among the Kyrgyz is twice as
high. Many Russians are pessimistic about their chances of acquiring property
in Kyrgyzstan and nearly a quarter think that, given a future process of
privatiz.atioh, their chances iﬁe wofse than those of Kyrgyz. The situation is
especially complicated for those of the Russian intelligentsia whose work
involves contacts with the local population and knowledge of one of the
language of the titular nationality. Insufficient knov&ledge of the language of
-titular nationality is a formidable obsfacle for Russians working in public
health, education, culture and is a administrative work and a pﬁncipal argument
in-favour of their dismissal. Such a state of affairs may further redﬁce the

already insignificant number of Russian teachers, doctors, lawyers, writers and

% Ibid., p. 292.
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journalists, which would be detrimental to the entire Russian-speaking

population, including people of the titular nationalities close to Russian culture. -

Both Russian old timers and recent migrants have an increasingly keen
ethnic consciousness and are worried by the disregard to the state authorities
for this national, cultural and religious requirements and by growing
Islamicization and traditionalism in official circles. The vigorous manifestation
of sovereignty in the realm of language has been a major instrument in the
titular groups assertion of its dominant political and socio-cultural status and
has proved to be an especially sensitive issue for the local Russians.
Concerning the law of the state language, “the overwhelming majority of
Russians in Tashkent (for example) 79 percent said they would prefer to have
two state languages: Uzbek and Russian”® In Kyrgyzstan too, the Russian
population is greatly concerned over the status of the language law. “over two-
thirds of the respondents (68 percent) said the law had changed the position of
Russians”.®? “Most of them said the law had first and foremost an adverse
effect on the Russians’ social status, that is, it made it more difficult to enter
institutions of higher education (24%), limited job and promotion opportunities
(17% and 16% respecﬁvelyi and 'incrt;,ases the chance of being sacked
(13%)”.%2

Regarding the citizenship issue, dual citizenship — that of their country
of residence and of Russia is seen by many Russians and people of associated

" nationalities as a way to stabilize their status. “Russians of 74% in Tashkent

" Ibid, p. 299,
% Ibid, p. 297.

B Ibid,, p.299.



said they would like to have dual citizenship where as 58% in Kyrgyzstan
preferred dual citizenship”.** Equally they wanted to stay in respective Central
Asian states though some persons wanted to leave. From these illustrations one
thing evident is that many ‘migrant’ population would prefer to stay. This
brings in the concemn for pluralism. As mentioned in the beginning, it is the
acceptance of group diversity and the preservation of ethnic differentiation

within a larger society.

In the former USSR, Russians enjoyed for decades the comfortable
status of a people dominating all the major socio-cultural areas. “The Russian
language and culture were reference components of all culture which was
transmitted forcibly from the centre to the periphery in the education system, |
the mass media, party and government structures, and especially in the systems
of training managerial and industrial elites and military service”, (which was
seen a ‘Russo-conformity’ in the second chapter). In these circumstances,
Russians residing in the union republic had no compelling motivation to learn
the languages of the titular nationalities and integrate in to the non-Russian
ethno-cultural environment. All levels of education were available in Russian,
and Russian was the language of office work and the social services. As a
result, in Central Asia Russians basically retained their cultural profile (This is

what is secn as failur_e of ‘Melting Pot Model’ in the second chapter).

Although there were intensive inter-ethnic contacts and a higher level
of linguistic Russification, the Russians and titular population kept a cuitural
distance from one another and were in effect isolated communities with their

own social niches and circles in everyday life, rites, behaviour, especially in

“ Ibid., p. 306.
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rural areas. Most Russian folk traditions and rites are performed strictly within

their own communities and their Muslim neighbours do not even know of their -

existence. Nowadays, the Russians have an increasingly keen ethnic
consciousness and are worried by the disregard of the state authorities for their
national, cultural and religious requirements, and by the growing Islamicization

and traditionalism in official circles.

The vigoroixs manifestation of sovereignty in the realm of language,
which has been a major instrument for the titular group to assert its dominant
political and socio-cultural status, has proven to be a sensitive issue for the
local Russians. In Uzbekistan, the Russians are worried about the new laws
which established Uzbek and Kyrgyz réspectively as the sole state languages.
The deterioratién of inter-ethnic relations in Central Asia in recent years has
been mainly caused by the upsurge in ethnic nationalism and by inter-clan and
inter-regional disputes that climaxed in a series of ethnic conflicts and even in
- the case of Tajikistan , in a devastating civil war. Russians who suffer the
consequences of the current econqmic crisis which principally hits the arban
population, feel that they are being ‘ousted’ from prestigious jobs and ‘forced’
out of tﬁe republics in which they live. The enactment of the laws on language
and citizenship, anti-Russian nationalist rhetoric and the actions of local
radicals and fundamentalists affecting the Russians’ everyday affair, evoke a

painful psychological reaction among Russians.

The new socio-cultural and political status of the Russians in the former
Central Asian republics has led a considerable number of them to adopt ethno-
political position that is significantly. at variance with the stand taken by the

leadership of the republic in which they live and by a large proportion of the
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titular nationalities. Most of the Russians are unprepared to accept the status of
ethnic minority in this region. Well aware that the exodus of Russians would
jeopardize their economic projects, the leaders are taking steps to assure them
safety and protéction. In some areas Russians have formed their own national
. organizations or joined with local nationalities to organize democratic and civil
associations. On the whole the political inertia of the Russians in Central Asia
is largely a result of their despair regarding the prospect of their conitinued

presence in the region.

The Soviet regime spent much effort and considerable resources to
achieve what was officially termed the ‘complete solution of the nationalities
question’. On the one hand, centralized control over the non-Russian
nationalities were iron clad and assimilation policies were encomiraged. On the
other hand, the development of education in the republics and among the small
indigenous people was strongly encouraged, cultural activities were promoted
and national cultural institutions were established and supported. As a result of
the policy of nativization, the major Soviet nationalities developed their own
intelligéntsia‘ and managerial power, as well as an inﬂﬁential party bureaucracy
Froni thé 1960’s onwards the gap that existed in the social structure of the main
ethnic gfoups was practically abolished as a result of quotas and preferences in

the sphere of education and in the process of urbanization.

dver the last few decades, population growtﬁ among the non-Slavic
- peoples was also cQ'x_lsiderably higher than amorig the Russian, Ukrainian and
Ba;lticv nationalities. Moreover, beginnihg in the 1970’s Russians emigrated
increasingly from areas of Central Asia and thc Transcacasus, whereas their

presence increased in the Baltic states, the Ukraihe, Belarus and in Kazakhstan.
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Consequently, in the former areas the local ‘titular nationalities’ exploited to
obtain increasing control over the institutions of power and distribution of
resources, whereas in the latter areas, as a result of the changing demographic
balance, the titulars feared losing control in their .own republic and becoming

subject to an even greater degree of acculturation in favour of Russian culture.

When the Gorbachev reforms weakened the power of the political centre
and the dominant ideology itself was challenged by those who had wielded it
for so long, the nationalities policy of the former Soviet Union was undermined

by the national elites who had become its main beneficiaries.

“Ethnicity as a basis ofr group solidarity and ethnic nationalism as a
political doctrine effectively challenged Gorbachev’s vision of a new multi-
ethnic post-socialist Soviet Union”.®> It was according to Valery Tishkov, a
kind of ‘national answer’ to the nationality question. “Emblematic of the
political changes of the times was the fact that at the 1989 session of the
Congress of People’s Deputies, the President of the former USSR, Mikhail
Gorbacheyv, had to pledge allegiance not to the ‘people’ as he insisted, but to
the peoples of the Soviet Union as the Congress decided”. This reflects the lack
of assimilation or unity but rather the persistence of pluralism. Gorbachev’s
policy of gradual political liberalization and administrative decentralization
was challenged first by thc Baltic republics, where hationalist movements
openly advocated secession, soon followed by similar movements in Georgia,

Azerbaijan, Ukraine and Moldavia. While the conflicts between the centre and

the Vperiphery were mostly of vertical and political nature, they were
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accompanied by some sporadic displays of inter-communal violence and ethnic
conflicts at the loWer levels mainly between non-Russian titular nationalities
and local minorities in several republics. Leaders of autonomous republics
started movements to raise their status to the level of Union republics in order
to avoid their double subordination to the all union centre and the republican

centres.

Due to the long standing contradictions between the ‘ethnic territories’
and ‘administrative territories’ principle, ethnic conflicts followed the
disintegration. Why and how these conflicts develop is ultimately related to the

way ethnic and national identities have been constructed.
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CONCLUSION

The idea of the nation-state as a political concept emerged in nineteenth
century Europe and which is still considered to be the main building block of
the world system. They carry much of the responsibilities for so many of
world’s ethnic conflicts, past and present. What resulted, however is a world
divided into number of territorial political units, which have become tl:e main
actors in the international system. Yet within the borders of most of these
states there exist numerous ethnic, national, racial, linguistic or cultural groups
who either do not identify with the dominant model of the nation-state, or who
are not accepted as full numbers of this state or nation which it purports to be
Or represent, or who are actually excluded from it. In fact, the majority of
independent states existing today are composed of more than one ethnic group
- and this diversity poses challenges to governance and to the prevailing concept
of the nation-state itself. One of the problems is that numerous states do not
legally recognize the ethnic pluralism existing within their borders, and those
that do are still struggling with ways to deal with diversity constructively.
Ethnic and cultural diversity'by itself does not necessarily lead to conflict
between ethnic groups. To be sure, social conﬂicf is inherent in human society,
and under certain circumstances, it takes the form of ethnic conflict. But this is
not to say that in multi-ethnic states all social conflict necessarily takes on
ethnic characteristics, nor that other forms of conflict disappear because of
ethnic confrontations. However, when ethnic conflicts become particularly
acinte, and especially when they turn vioient, they easily displace and subéume
other kinds of political and social, as well as economic, conflicts. So the most

inevitable model which can be considered for Central Asian states to adopt is
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‘pularalism’ as model to minimize ethnic tensions, and to respect and protect

all ethnic groups eqh’ally in the present situation.

In the analysis of ‘Ethnicity in Central Asia: Theory and Reality’
various main ethnicity theories were applied in order to understand the validity
of theories as well as the ethnic situation in the region. Conceptualization is
undertaken to get the essence of both the empirical phenomena as well as
different concepts which purport to describe and explain it. In the course of

theoritical analysis various conceptual clarity as well empirical reality is

sought.

Initially ethnicity as a product of disengagement between territory and
culture was seen as part of Soviet policy of national delimitation which led to
deterritorialization. Initially assimilation policies were successful and later it
failed. Secondly ethnicity continues to persist inspite of modernization as is
- discussed while analysing stratification theory in Central Asia. Here the

continuation of inequalities to power, privilege and resources are discussed.
Certain modernizing facilities itself paved the way for ethnicity. The validity of
ethnic stratification is seen from empirical data of various ethnic
clashes/tensions duﬁng and immediately after disintegration. Thirdly the
emergence of ethnic enclaves are discussed in fourth chapter. Here the
~majority and moinor_ity. concepts are discussed. Then the rise of ethnic resource
is seel; as par of instrumentalist perspective of ethnicity, while ethnic enclave is
more of pri;n’ordialist perépccﬁve. In the same chapter the main theme of the:
chépter ‘pularalism as model’ which is very suitable to the present fragile
ethnic situation in Central Asia. All the Central Asian states are in the process

of their state formation, they are building their new socio-economic and
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political institutions, so stability and order is the prerequisite. Even it is

pertinent for future peace and prosperity in the region as whole.

The modemization theories based on the works of Karl Deutch and
Black who viewed that national, ethnic identities gradually disappear due to
industrialization, urbanization, and so forth have failed in the context of Central
Asia, as it was evident in failures of assimilation and continuation of
stratification and ethnic enclaves. So the primordialist views of Connor, Issac,
and Horowitz, that very modemnization leads to reinforcement, crystallation and
articulation of ethnic identity is, to a large extent, valid. It is clear that mere
modernization is not enough. Rather sustainable and balanced development
with equitable distribution of power and resource and recognition of identity

among all ethnic groups is essential.

The failures witnessed during the former Soviet period régarding
ethnic/nationalities should be seen as lesson to present rulers to take care of the
present ethnic situation which is a fragile issue, if not it could boomerang, with
chaos and disorder. So it is neither an ‘end of histofy’ nor a ‘clash of
civilization’ situation, ethnicity is delicate but still an issue which can be sorted

out with positive political will.
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