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It has always been a mystery to me how men can feel themselves honored by the humiliation
of their fellow beings

Mahatma Gandhi
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Abstract

The interrelationship between the socio-politicaakening of the state and the rise of
politicized ethnicity in post-Soviet Central Asigarticularly in the tensely emerging
parliamentary democracy of Kyrgyzstan, provides ¢batext for this analysis of the armed,
ethnicized conflict in June 2010 in and around Kgsian's southern capital, Osh. The initial
triggers of the violence remain highly contestedd athe discourses, academically,
journalistically, and politically, are pervaded litlivergent interpretations. The interpretations
of international organizations, state parties, ietltyrgyz, ethnic Uzbek, and other stakeholders
are explored in this analysis of how and why tlaslees became suddenly ethnicized.

Fundamentally, this paper argues that ethnic diffee was used by ethnic entrepreneurs
as a means to mobilize people, thus highlighting tlonceptual distinction between ethnic
conflict and ethnicized conflict. The concepts #neoretically framed in social cleavages,
constructivist approaches to identity, and instrotakst accounts of violence. By employing
these frameworks to explore Soviet nationalitiebcgp dichotomous identity narratives of the
nationalizing state, various regime rhetorics, andssions and flaws of existing interpretations,
the process of ethnicization is explained. Althotiggre are differences between ethnic Kyrgyz
and Uzbeks, the June violence in southern Kyrgyzsalargely contextual and cannot be
causally linked to ethnic difference or assumeldda@ primordially predestined occurrence.



CEU eTD Collection

Table of Contents

L gL A oo (U T o] o [PPSR 2
CHAPTER I. Theoretical FrameworK ...........ccooi oo 9
1.1 S0CIal ClEaVAge TREOIY .....uuiiiiee ettt ettt e e e e e e e e e et re e e e e e e e e nttaaeeaaeeesnrssaeeaeeanns 9
1.2 Constructivist Approach to Identity .......ceeeeioiciiiiiie e 10
1.3 Instrumental Approach to VIOIENCE ......eeeeii ittt e e 11
CHAPTER I1. Historical Background ...........ccccoeeceiiiiieie ettt 15
B D - 1V o T= o To T o [T SRR 15
2.2 “Creating” the Soviet Kyrgyz REPUDBIIC..........eeiiiiiiieee e 20
2.3 Splitting up the Ferghana Valley........c..ooo e 21
CHAPTER II1. The Post-Soviet Kyrgyzstan: Conflict and Ethnicity ..o, 25
3.1 The Osh Conflict iN JUNE 1990 .......uuiiiiiiiie ettt e s e e s bae e s sneaeeeeans 25
3.2 Askar Akayev and his Double Identity Narrative........cccccceeeeeiciiieiee e 28
3.3 The Collapse of the “Common Home” under the Bakiyev regime..........cccccceeeeevccivieneennnn. 34
3.4 April 7, 2010. The RegIME ChaNge.....ccccuiiiiieee ettt e e ettt e e e e e e ecttrae e e e e e e e sabaaeeeeeeeennnes 38
3.5 May 2010 in Jalalabad ......ccoo i et e e e e e e eaenes 40
Chapter 1V. June 2010 and AftErMatN..........cov e 43
o R I T W TN L (O - = C=To 1Y S 43
4.2 Competing Interpretations and Narratives Aftermath. Ambiguity and Complexity........... 44
4.2. 1 Kyrgyz in the SOULH .......oviiiiiee e e e e 46
4.2.2 UzbekS iN the SOULN ..ottt sttt s an e e sabeesabee s 47
4.2.3 The GOVEIrNMENt'S RESPONSE.......uviiiiiiiieeccieeeeettee e eetee e e rte e e e ebae e e e sabee e e e raae e e esaeeeeennreas 48

4.3 From Interpretation t0 REAIILY .....cccuveeiiciiie et 50
Chapter V. The Kyrgyz Tragedy: Political Provocation or Ethnic Confrontation?............. 52
(00T 11 1 o o H ST 66
(211 o [ ToTo =T o] 0 )Y/ SSSRRRR 68



CEU eTD Collection

Introduction

“1 just love my country,” he said gazing down.

“If only we could learn to love each other.”
~ Walker,the Guardian

Kyrgyzstan is a small nation of some five millipaople that borders Kazakhstan,
Tajikistan, Uzbekistan and China. The first parkamary democratic republic in Central
Asia, to the world is known as a host to both Whi&ates and Russian military bases;
Kyrgyzstan also provides the chance to investidhee interrelationship between the
socio-political weakening of the state and the ride politicized ethnicity. This
interrelationship can be said to have resulted @jombloodshed in southern Kyrgyzstan
in June 2010. “Before the interethnic violence a$tlJune, Osh was a remarkable
meeting point of Uzbek and Kyrgyz cultures. Thah@sno longer, but shared history,
provides the best hope for a peaceful future,” esritNick Megoran, a political
geographer of Central AstaThe 10" of June, 2010 was the day when armed clashes
started in Osh, the second largest city of the Kyfigepublic, between ethnic Uzbek and
Kyrgyz gangs which later turned into full-fledgeatarethnic conflict. An explosion of
violence, destruction and looting in southern pafthhe Kyrgyz Republic on the 10-14th
of June, 2010 killed many hundreds of people, mgosttbeks, destroyed over 2000
buildings, mostly homes, and deepened the tensietvgeen the country’s ethnic Kyrgyz
and Uzbek$. According to unofficial statistics, several thomdawere killed, while
official statistics vary depending on the sourcEsis confrontation which lasted several

days will forever remain as the most tragic anditlo®@diest event in the national history

! Nick Megoran, “Osh: one year orpen Democracylune 12, 2011, http://www.opendemocracy.net/od-
russia/nick-megoran/osh-one-year-on
2 International Crisis Group, “The Pogroms in Kyrgian,” September, 2010, 4.
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of the Kyrgyz Republic; albeit not the only occamsiof political turmoil. Kyrgyzstan
stands as the only country in the post-Soviet spsioee independence that has
experienced two mass uprisings which led to regih@ges.

As soon as tormented calm gathered in southergyggtan, international media
outlets were quick to come up with an explanation the violence: an “interethnic”
conflict which was destined to happen. This isaystf Kyrgyz against Uzbek, Uzbek
against Kyrgyz: a “violent history”, in the wordg an article in thelndependent“a
tinder box” region where imminent ethnic antagontsad to erupt.

The initial trigger of the armed riots is still umbwn. Opposed political
narratives presented in the competing media coeemgaddition to widespread and
divergent rumors resulted in a situation where peedpd not and still do not know who
to believe. Immediately after the end of the vigkenn June, international media and
organizations claimed in their reports that Uzbeleye the primary victims and are
endangered by both the Kyrgyz state and people.ifteem government of that time
with Roza Otunabeva as its leader, opposed this vegecting the claim that Uzbeks
suffered the most. Ordinary people directed thé&ention towards social networking
sites, blogs, and forum discussions where many galvenages of brutal killings and
burnt buildings were displayed. According to thelitmal elite of Kyrgyzstan, the
recently overthrown President Kurmanbek Bakiyevthiea April Revolution of 2010 and
the prominent leader of Uzbek minority, KadyrjantyBav, were the main people behind
all that happened. Some other politicians blangeititerim government for weakness,

ignorance, and ineffectiveness in the preventionhefviolence. There are also people

% Shaun Walker, “Kyrgyz gangs accused of ‘genocdeleath toll risesThe Independent4 June 2010
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/kyrgymgs-accused-of-genocide-as-death-toll-rises-
1999652.html
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within political structure who believe that Uzbedatlers used the political instability in
the country as an opportunity to gain autonomy ftom state. There is no one common
position within the national government. As for thgplanation of the international
community, the Kyrgyz government declared Kimmo ji€ien, the International
Kyrgyzstan Inquiry Commission’s Chair, as persopna-grata, banned from entering
Kyrgyzstan, when the Commission’s report into ti@ance was published in May 2011.
Furthermore, in the several days following the tstdrthe conflict, many reports and
discussions emerged in cyberspace mostly involiwgg“big” words: “Kyrgyzstan” and
“genocide”. Generally, deep ethnic polarization Idobe observed amongst the local

population. For example, on the website www.uzlagddy.com, the narrative of ethnic

cleansing in different languages can be observedreds on_www.osh-reality.info,

reports are presented arguing that it was an atteangisgrace the Kyrgyz majority and
that the suffering of Kyrgyz populations is ignorddevertheless, exceptions do exist.
Moreover, some foreign media outlets called thg @itOsh, where most of the violence
took place, as “ethnic boiling-pot of Central As@'guing that the eruption of violence
was not at all surprising, as it was ethno-cultyreetermined. Also, there are people
who believe that the Kyrgyz nation has witnessedpetition of history referring to the
conflict that happened in the same month, in thmesaity, involving the same ethnic
groups, only twenty years earlier (explained belowWwhus, there is a substantial need to
dissect and research the narratives and intergmesgpresented in order to understand the
roots of the violence of this infamously bloody dun

Since the end of the Cold War, there has beenagase in the number and scale

of intrastate violent conflicts, most of them becammonly labeled as ‘ethnic’. Once the

*“Stalin’s Harvest”, 17 June 201the Economistttp://www.economist.com/node/16377083
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division between West and East disappeared aneéntiaonflicts could no longer be
explained in ideological terms, ‘ethnic’ seems ®&vén become the preferred label in
everyday discourse. The need to provide a readyematerpretation for violence,
together with the incentives that might result frims frame, explain what Brubaker and
Laitin have referred to as ‘the coding bias in ¢fienic direction® Indeed, more than the
sudden growth of conflicts fought along ethnic §nehat seemed to be definitely on the
rise was the characterization, both by media arati@mia, of the very discourse on
conflicts as ‘ethnic’. If, on the one hand, the akctabeling a conflict tends to be strongly
influenced by the dominant interpretative framéhi@ media and academic discourses, on
the other, the ethnic label is far from being amirent one.

Since June of 2010, the lives of citizens of Asbth Kyrgyz and Uzbek, have
become increasingly complicated, mainly becausehefintensification of the ethnic
polarization in the aftermath of these clashes hctv one ethnic group was portrayed as
victim and the other as perpetrator. It is crititmafind conceptual clarity and seek respite
from this polarization by sorting through the vamso perspectives and meanings
attributed to Kyrgyzstan's tragedy.

The aim of this thesis is to problematize the d@ntrinterpretative frame put on
the June clashes of 2010 in southern Kyrgyzstaadbas analytical as well as normative
reasons. It is very important to distinguish betweaea ethnic conflict and an ethnicized
conflict. I will argue that that ethnic differenegas used by ethnic entrepreneurs as a
means to mobilize people, thus the June violenem isthnicized conflict but it is not an

ethnic conflict. However, | do not claim that ettity is wholly irrelevant to the June

> Rogers Brubaker and David Laitin, “Ethnic and Natitist Violence,”Annual Review of Sociology
(1998): 428
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2010 tragedy in southern Kyrgyzstan. Indeed, it hadome important; simply because
people were identified as belonging to one or ttieoethnic group, they were killed,
their homes were burned down, and they were fotoeitee. Those who provoked the
violence were certainly familiar with the sensitivature of the Kyrgyz-Uzbek divide due
to the massive violence based on ethnic identiboathat took place in the same city,
some twenty years earliel. believe that the term “ethnic conflict” in regarto the Osh
violence has been largely overemphasized by theanaeall general public, and it implies
an extremely problematic causal claim — in a viblathnic conflict” the driving factor
of both the conflict and its violent dynamics idwatity itself. Without taking ethnic
difference as an analytical cause and answeringuéh question as why and how the
process of ethnicization occurred in the case eflilne clashes, | will demonstrate that
ethnicity was not the driving cleavage of the confation but rather a source for
mobilization, and that violence was commonly ethhycexercised, but not driven.

In this study, | claim that in order to understahé violence of June 2010 in
Kyrgyzstan, one has to explore it in the contexttlod political changes that have
occurred since the year of 2005 and more impostdatsituate the conflict in the context
of the political crisis of April 2010. The change the government following the mass
uprising in April 2010, and a series of changesuatag in the political sphere of the
country as a result of power imbalance in the somtbvided a suitable environment for
the increased salience of ethnic cleavages as dinatibn tool by opportunistic political

entrepreneurs. As Kalyvas argues, because ethngigeen as the conflict's master

® Sean Roberts, “What’s Ethnicity Got to do withlitealing the Wounds of Uzbek-Kyrgyz Violence in the
Ferghana Valley,PONARS Eurasig§August 2010): 13
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cleavage, all the violent interactions betweenedéht ethnic groups tend to be explained
through the lenses of the perceived master cleawadieout carefully looking at their
dynamics. Such a perspective is flawed becauseatissmption overlooks the fact that
actors are not unitary and have different interasts motivationg.

Since the violence of June 10-14, 2010, ethnicétgdal narratives have become
deeply entrenched among the public and, even wasdraced by ethnic Kyrgyz
security forces in the south, making it very dificto restore interethnic cooperation or
to prevent further violence. Therefore, the stuglyalso important for educators and
policymakers in Kyrgyzstan as they consider and|lemgent measures to achieve
peaceful coexistence among the two different etlgnozips. Its relevance is especially
evident because of how recently the conflict ocaaurr

As for methodology, content analysis will be theiimmaethod employed towards
this study’s conclusions. Data will be collecteonfr both primary and secondary sources,
including academic articles written on the subjdo, official reports of the government,
international community and other state and noreguwental organizations’ research
conducted on this particular issue.

This thesis consists of five chapters. The firsaptbr starts by presenting the
theoretical framework of the thesis. The secondptra provides the historical
background of the nationalities policy of the Sovignion towards Central Asia,
particularly focusing on the republic of Kyrgyzstafhe third chapter analyses the

dichotomous identity narrative, civic and ethni€,Akayev’s regime, followed by the

’ Stathis Kalyvas, “The Ontology of ‘Political Vialee’ : Action and Identity in Civil Wars Perspectives
on Politics1 (3): 475
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transformation toward a more ethnonationalist Kyrgpatriotism under Bakiyev, and
later the changes the April revolution brought tgrd§/z political life. The fourth chapter
looks at the existing interpretations and narrati@mong Kyrgyz and Uzbek populations
of southern Kyrgyzstan, pointing to the omissiomsl dlaws of them. And, the final
chapter gives the particular background of the ladirdnd analyzes it within the context
of all political transformations since 2005, thllsminating the process of ethnicization

which resulted in this major crisis in the country.
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CHAPTERI. Theoretical Framework

The thesis seeks to explore variation of ethniotithe in conflict intensity as a
form of political mobilisation. Theories related ¢teavages and mobilisation as well as
theories of ethnic violence will be utilised in ghianalysis. The theoretical framework
can contribute to the exploration of why politicahtrepreneurs chose to mobilize
population and why ethnicity as a cleavage becah® rhain source of political
mobilization.

First, | present cleavage theory and demonstratethis theory can be utilised in the
context of Kyrgyzstan. Secondly, | will present ttanstructivist approach to identity and
the implication of this approach on conflict. THyd | discuss theories related to
unconventional, violent, political mobilisation,ciasing on an instrumental approach to

violence.

1.1 Social Cleavage Theory

The role and impact of various cleavages whicheanbedded within Kyrgyzstan’s
society such as rural-urban, class, language, magion the degree or level of Uzbek-
Kyrgyz division will be examined though the clegeaheory. One of the main elements
of this theory is the assumption that cross-cuttifepvages decrease conflict intensity

while overlapping cleavages reinforce each ofher.

8 Seymour Martin Lipset and Stein Rokk&tarty systems and voter alignments: cross-national
perspectivegNew York: The Free Press 1967), 23.
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It is the theory of social cleavages developedd60k by Seymour Martin Lipset and
Stein Rokkan that gives insights for understandimg relationship between existing
cleavages in society and political mobilisatiémcording to the authors, cleavages are:
“the criteria which divide the members of a comntyrmr subcommunity into groups,
and the relevant cleavages are those which dividelmers into groups with important
political differences at specific times and plateBhe authors claim that political
conflicts are products of the existence and hiénaaf cleavages that vary over time and
from one political unit to another. Cleavage thecayn offer a good analytical framework
to look at how and why communal conflicts polarsoeiety and political life of the state,

and the effects of a cleavage’s position in theanadhy of cleavages on it.

1.2 Constructivist Approach to Identity
Cleavages or identities will be explored throagbonstructivist approach, which

states that structural and historical changes disaseboth intentional and unintentional
role of political entrepreneurs do play a role dentity formatiom® By applying a

constructivist approach with a focus on the rolgaiitical, social, organizational actors
in deconstructing, constructing political or cu#ilrdentities, reducing or increasing
polarization among society we can understand bettgr and how the violent mode of
political mobilisation took place in Osh in 2010rof the constructivist perspective,
identity is seen as a dynamic and constantly cmaniiing, thus it implies that cleavages
can be shaped by agencies and that the degredanization and the type of the mode of

mass mobilisation are determined by deliberateoastiof certain actors: individuals,

° Seymour Martin Lipset and Stein Rokké&arty systems and voter alignments: cross-national
perspectivegNew York: The Free Press 1967), 24.

%3ames Fearon and David D. Laitin, "Violence andsiheal construction of ethnic identityyiternational
Organization54 (2000):855.

10
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organizations, civil society as well as by sodmstorical or economical everitsJames
Fearon and David Laitin believe that the formatmiidentity by political actors is
related to violent ethnic/religious conflict, arftht violence is motivated to emerge and
continue because it strengthens and makes grouagitide more solid. Furthermore, the
authors argue that construction of identity, whatho implies making individuals feel
belonging to a certain group and perceive theimietties as essential and major
characteristic of their identities, can entail eitkhanging the content of a social category
or changing the boundary rules between ethnic grbuidaving a big desire to assert its
uniqueness, self-definition and acceptance asaa&pgroup or entity, some community
members can use aggression, violence or certaiergmental policies towards the
“other” community in order to achieve the althThe constructivist approach is highly
relevant in understanding the motives behind vicdeand antagonism towards other

ethnic/religious groups of other ethnic categories.

1.3 Instrumental Approach to Violence
The utilization of political mobilisation, in thiparticular case, unconventional

mode of mobilisation by political actors in seekogytain gains will be analyzed through
the perspective of instrumental approach.

According to Paul Brass, political elites constraatd preserve ethnic/ religious
antipathy, and use violence as an instrument teegehheir certain purposésHe notes

that there is always a competition between differethnic groups in multi-ethnic

1 James Fearon and David D. Laitin. "Violence arsbcial construction of ethnic Identity,"
International Organizatiorb4 (2000):866.

'21bid,868.

*1bid,868.

14 paul BrassTheft of an Idol: text and context in the repreaéinn of collective violengérinceton:
University Press, 1997.

11
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political entities, and it is usually one group ttheenefits more in terms of political,
economical status and power than others, thusahstriction or reinforcement of ethnic
communities’ identities is connected to thisHolding the view that high officials are
responsible for the violence, Paul Brass believest tregions, where violence is
widespread and systematic, have institutionalibéslway of political mobilisation in an
institutional riot systemThe scholar comes up with a division of riots itlioee stages
and specific responsibilities of political actorsthe relation to each stage. These three
phases are: the preparation or rehearsal, thereaacbf the violence, the explanation or
interpretation the attack8.The preparatory phasef the violence involves agencies or
individuals such as political leaders, propagasdistedia who play an important role in
translating an event into violent mode of politic@bilisation’’ The second phase of the
institutional riot system theory, thenactment of violencénvolves the actions of
specialists who know how to translate growing pribdinsions into a large-scale carnage.
These actors usually are groups of trained acsivigbung hooligans, criminal8.The
explanatory phasé¢akes place when the upheaval is over, and thesdiind ways to
justify the violence or to control the interpretaits and explanations of the causes of the
riots!® Usually in this stage, actors take a complicitytle violence, seek to give
explanations for the events in the favdihe construction of ethnic identity is present in
every stage of the institutional riot system, ane success of political organizations or

actors depends on how well they can maintain tbe ¥hat the “others” constitute a big

15 paul BrassEthnicity and Nationalism: Theory and Comparigdfew Delhi: Sage, 1991), 12.
®paul BrassThe Production of Hindu-Muslim Violence in Contenapyp India (Seattle: University of
Washington Press, 2003), 43.

' Ibid, 44.

% Ibid, 44.

 Ibid, 45.

12
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threat, an immoral and barbaric community, that teda outhnumber and destroy their
number?®

Wilkinson, who argues that the high level of viatenis mainly organized by
political parties or political individuals who araterested in electoral benefits, also
believes that where there is a high degree of cttigyre between rival political
formations, bloodshed is often times likely to hepf' This is exarcerbated, according to
Wilkinson, in states with two-party and first-pdlse post systems, where the party in
power does not need any support or votes from nti@sr minorities in most of the cases
are not provided security or the rights to realikeir minority interesté’As for the
explanation why ordinary people decide to use wibtactics during conflicts, it can be
said that they believe it is the most efficient aight way to reach their own objectives
and they also find some other various justificagidor such kind of behavior. There is a
connection between the probability of the emergeand intensity of conflict and
territorial marginalization, residential separatioh ethnic/religious groups. As Fearon
and Laitin state that ethnic separation leads ¢ovtbw of an ethnic group as the “other”.
Also, according to Varshney the more segregatedgtbaps are the more untroubled
beliefs and ideas that put one community in a nsogerior position over another can
acquire successful plaé&Osh, the most severely affected city during the@@olence,
is described as “not one city, but two differenties” due to its highly territorial

segregation of ethnic communities.

“paul BrassTheft of an Idol: text and context in the repreatinh of collective violencéPrinceton:
University Press, 1997), 67.

2L steven WilkinsonYotes and Violence. Electoral Competition and Comah®iots in India Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2004.

*2 |pid

% Ashutosh Varshney, "Postmodernism, Civic Engagenaeml Ethnic Conflict: A Passage to India,”
Comparative Politic80(1997), 57.

13
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By using Paul Brass’ theory about the role of jpadit actors it is crucial to

explore the role of the government and the polwed, and understand how the conflict

got intensified.

14
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CHAPTERII. Historical Background

It is vital to refer to the Soviet historical backgnd of Kyrgyzstan in order to
understand the process of institutionalizationh&f Kyrgyz ethnicity and its outcomes.
This chapter focuses on analyzing the Soviet nalitbes policies, and particularly the
process of border delimitation of Central Asia exang its conceptual framework and
logic. Another major issue explored in this chapgethe dynamics of the process of

dividing the towns of the Ferghana Valley into diffnt Central Asian republics.

2.1 Drawing borders
The border-making process of Central Asia by céiBowiet authorities provides

an excellent basis for a discussion of post-inddpeoe formation and character of
Kyrgyzstan’s ethno-politics. It was during the Szivimation-building time when ethnicity
became highly politicized, and left its dramatigahfluential marks on the post-soviet
national consolidation procedure. In fact, onehef most distinctive yet at the same time
ambigious features of Soviet politics was the raé@onality played. However,in order to
begin discussing the Soviet nationalities policigst, it is necessary to see how the
ruling socialits understood "the national question”

Soviet ethno-politics was regulated by Marxist &edinist thinking, the ultimate
basis of which was the consolidation of classlessesy, thus no value and place for
ethnic identity had to be givéfi The revolutionary socialists foresaw an internaiized

political community, and the absence of such thiagsations, nationalism, or national

* Arne HaugenThe Establishment of National Republics in Sovesittal Asia(New York: Palgrave
MacMillan, 2003),10.

15
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statehood” However, the reality happened to be very differand quite unexpected.
Defining the establishment of Soviet state as heatest nation-building polity ever”,
Arne Haugen also absolutely termed it "a big paxatfoWhat constituted the Soviet
state were national territories, the Soviet remshlformed on the basis of nationality or
ethnicity and given names after their dominant ietipopulation groupgjtular nations,
being organized into a federalist system with Mes@s the centr&. As Ronald Suny
has rightly noted, the Soviet Union was the only dinst state to create its political
entities solely on ethnicit? However, the fact that the originally anti-natitisia
revolutionaries, Soviet authorities, decided to enadationality or ethnicity the most
important criteria for the formation of its terntal and political units was quite
surprising and raised a number of questions. Fiante, as Francine Hirsch has pointed
out, “the national-territorial delimitation remaitise heart of the debate about the nature
of the Soviet rule®

Generally, in the sholarly literature on nationastpolicy of the Soviet state, two
mainstream approaches can be observed. Accorditigetdirst, the Soviet importance
given to nationality is explained as power politiaspragmatic approach to consolidate
and secure the centre’s dominance and control dher extraordinary ethnic
heterogeneity of the Soviet Union’s overall popwlat The national concessions were

intended as a “temporary solution only, as a ttaral stage to a completely centralized

% Arne HaugenThe Establishment of National Republics in Sovesiteal Asia

*® Ibid, 12.

" bid, 15.

% Ronald SunyThe Revenge of the Past: Nationalism, Revolutind,the Collapse of the Soviet Union
(California: Stanford University Press, 1993), 23.

¥ Francine Hirsch, “Towards an Empire of Nationsrd Making and the Formation of “Soviet”
National Identities, The Russian Reviewol.59, no.2 (April 2000), 210.

16
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and a supra-national world-wide Soviet stafeFrom the second perspective, the
advancement of nationality is connected to modatimn. According to this
interpretation, the promotion of national identity the Soviet authority was understood
as a strategic way to transform the society irdihection of development.

It was the year of 1924, when following with thibose explained nationality
policy of the Soviet Union, the Central Asian regiwas reorganized into new political
administrative units along ethnical/national linBgfore this process took place in the
region, most of Central Asia was organized into Thekestan Autonomous Soviet
Socialist Republic (ASSR) under the rule of the fars Soviet Federative Socialist
Republic (RSFSR). It is also important to menti@mehis that it was during the second
half of the nineteenth century when the region danttal Asia with its highly
heterogenous population was colonized by the Rudsmpire. Nevertheless, during the
period of 1924-1936 when national delimitatigmatsional’noe razmezhevani¢pok
place, and as a consequence of which Centra Assapatitically reorganized into the
Turkmen Soviet Socialist Republic (SSR), the UzISkR, the Tajik SSR, the Kazak
SSR, the Karakalpak ASSR, and the Kyrgyz S5R.

Most scholars agree on that the drawing bordefSemitral Asia was a significant
project, the most profound demonstration of theitunsonalization of national identity,
because it introduced territorialy fixed nationhawdpeople of this part of the Soviet
state, who did not tend to characterize themsaivéise national sense. As Arne Haugen
maintains the political reorganization of Centradign territories became an important

event from which the era of nationality for Centfaian people can be traced, and also

% Richard PipesThe Formation of the Soviet Union. Communism aniibNalism 1917-1923evised
edn. Cambridge,MA: Harvard University Press, 1958.
31 Arne HaugenThe Establishment of National Republics in Soviitel Asig 97.

17



CEU eTD Collection

was left in history as the time when “nationaliserabelief system developed among
Central Asian groups® Before the Soviet arrival, several suborganizaiitemtites were
dominant among Central Asian groups as closedl! taiba clan groups. According to the
scholars who believe that national identity doest mmccess any primordial
characteristics, but is an outcome of historicakpsses, it happens to be that nations and
national identity were imposed on Central Asia hyeaternal authority. However, there
is also a different approach to this particulauéesstroduced by Rogers Brubaker, who
argues that in most instances the nation can blaieed as “an event”, that is a “political
phenomenon that emerges under particular poliacal societal circumstances, rather
than as a long developmeri’In my opinion, the formation of Central Asian picil
entities can be perfectly explained by Brubakenalgtical framework.

There is a big variety of proposed implicationsi@@rning the logic behind the
delimitation project in Central Asia. According ®ipes, the rationale behind the
organization of national administrative and poétientities in Central Asia was to divide
and rule aimed to weaken or destroy a genuine meligm, pan-Turkic and pan-Islamic
longing, and bring to the minds of people the ahmational aspiration®. Terry Martin,
who holds a similar thinking in regards to thistgadar issue labeling the Soviet Union
the “Affirmative Action Empire”, can also be incled to the group. From his point of
view, the Bolsheviks so much feared the developméniefensive minority nationalism

that they promoted national identities to the pahtaffirmative action in favor of the

%2 Arne HaugenThe Establishment of National Republics in Soveital Asig 72.

¥ Rogers Brubakeflationalism Reframed. Nationhood and the Nationaégion in the New Europe
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996),12.

% Richard PipesThe Formation of the Soviet Union. Communism aniibNalism 1917-1923-evised
edn. Cambridge,MA: Harvard University Press, 1958.
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potential minority nationalists. To add to this, such scholar as Francine Hirschisn
“Empire of Nations” argues that Soviet nationabtipolicy should be perceived as a
strategy for societal development. However, it wagsonal identification to be the most
important thing to develop in the shape of a mareddmental loyalty to the Soviet
state®® On the other hand, some scholars suggest thasshe is not that simple, and
there is a range of more complex intentions in phacess of border-drawing by the
Soviets.

Nevertheless, | tend to agree with the more reasatmption of Arne Haugen,
who after the Central Party Archives became avhlahaving studied them thouroughly,
came to conclusion that the Soviet rulers had gy belief that structuting political
boundaries along ethnicity would make the admiaigin in the region a lot easier. The
Soviet authorities were aware of the deep fragntiemtaf identity among the peoples of
Central Asia, and they perceived fragmentation @iteng in the region as a big obstacle
for the securing total Soviet control over the viestitory of Central Asia. So, in the
opinion of Haugen, the achievement of the unityc@éthnics among the Central Asian
groups was a goal, not a thréat.

As for the consequences of the delimitation, Téartin has stated that because
the Soviet state made nationality the most deciprezondition in the distribution of
goods and resouces such as jobs, education, athaims positions, and so on, the

rhetoric of nationality was adopted suprisinglyidiyp by the populations of the newly

% Terry Martin An Affirmative Action Empire. Ethnicity and the Siet State, 1923-1938, PhD
Dissertaion. (University of Chicago, 1996), 68.

% Francine Hirsch, “Towards an Empire of Nationsrd& Making and the Formation of “Soviet”
National Identities, The Russian Reviewol.59, no.2 (April 2000), 234.
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established Central Asian republfdvioreover, Olivier Roy also agrees with Martin by
maintaining that:
Stalin’s great victory was that he made the intdlials in Central Asia defend their own
languages and ,nations” against their neighbors damot against Moscow, who instead was
called upon mediation and the settlement of casflic

Another key tactic of the Soviet regime in insiibmializing of nationality was the
promotion the idea of national cultures, language kcal elites. Overall, through the
dynamic and elaborate system of Soviet nationaligicy, the new republics came to be
known as “in the total pocession” of the titulartioas, which in turn was used to

privelege these groups in “their” autonomous teridis:°

2.2 “Creating” the Soviet Kyrgyz Republic
One such example of deliberate border demarcatolyrgyzstan. If we talk

about the sense of national identity among Kyrggpublic's population before the
creation of ethnoterritorial unity by the Soviegiree, then we learn from the writing of
Arne Haugen who stressed that there was no sepqyagyz nationalism in the period
prior to the delimitation process. Only Kazakhs dangdkmens had demanded to be
recognized as nations, no such a thing arose indhee of the Kyrgyz, according to the
scholar** Rather, when such claims emerged in 1924, it ctialde been understood
more as a direct outcome of the delimitation itselfrthermore, as Haugen explains this
fact by saying that the political reorganizationG#ntral Asia was perceived as an alarm

and created a certain anxiety among some grolqesKlyrgyz, of becoming minorities.

3 Terry Martin An Affirmative Action Empire. Ethnicity and the Siet State, 1923-1938, PhD
Dissertaion. (University of Chicago, 1996), 89.

% QOlivier Roy, TheNew Central Asia: The Creation of Natiofisondon: I.B. Tauris),73.

0 Rogers Brubakeflationalism Reframed. Nationhood and the Nationaégion in the New Europe
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996), 12.
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And, another important factor played role in theestithening of national identification
and that has already been mentioned above is thiat political and economic resources
were greatly connected to national affiliatiGnAfter all, the central figures in Moscow
agreed that the Kyrgyz also represented a possihity and therefore had a right to
become a nation with its own territory. Accordirggthe first delimitation plan in early
1924, on October 14, 1924, the Kara-Kirgiz Autonosi®@blast (AO) was established. In
May 1925, the name of the oblast was changed t&yhgyz AO. In February 1926, the
Kyrgyz AO was renamed the Autonomous Republic (Ap®Rfore it was finally made

into a Union republic (SSR) in December 1936.

2.3 Splitting up the Ferghana Valley
In most cases the major ethnic groups of Cenftsia lived in compact

communities with other groups being few in such paot settlements. These major
groups served as the basis for forming nationaulsbgs®* However, because some
territorial communities having complex structuresl aomposition posed difficulty for

drawing ethnoterritorial borders, there was a oertegree of incongruence between
national territory and nationalities of people ibhimg them?® One such case of drawing
borders which resulted in the mismatch betweentaeyr assigned and predominant
ethnicity of people living on was the Ferghana ®gllAccording to Patnaik the reason
for the large Uzbek population’s inclusion in KymgRepublic was a consequence of

including portion of Ferghana Valley to the repabdis a part of “ethnicity principle”

“2 Arne HaugenThe Establishment of National Republics in Soveitel Asig 170.
43 i

Ibid, 167.
*4 Ajay Patnaik, “Nations, Minorities and States iarral Asia ”, (Kolkata: Anamika Publishers and
Distributors Ltd 2003), 28
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combined with economic goals although the inhalstah Ferghana Valley were of three
different ethnicities: Kyrgyz, Uzbek and Tafik.In regard to this particular issue,
Andrew Bond and Natalie Koch point out that “regbidentities were characterized by
so much overlap and ambiguity that even the mosticaleus or benign border

demarcation effort would have failed to accuratdypture the everyday realities of this
region™’ Indeed, most sources say that the drawing theebmf the Ferghana Valley,

between the Uzbeks on the one side and the TajikKsrgyz on the other resulted in a
big controversy. Mostly, the towns of the valleyck as Kokand, Ferghana, Andijan,
Osh and Namangan happened to be the main thenadsobdidebate.

According to Haugen, the discussions had the ctarat negotiations between
the two sides, Kyrgyz and Uzbeks, in which bothtpanade unrealistic demands. The
Uzbek representative Committee believed that athefFerghana towns have to belong
to the Uzbek republic because the majority of thmpulations were of an Uzbek
nationality. As for the Kyrgyz Committee, they stgly argued that several of the towns
were highly important for the Kyrgyz people and tkeublic as well. In particular, the
Kyrgyz mostly lobbied to have Andijan as the pdrthe future republic, certainly much
more than on the town Osh, as Arne Haugen stateshite of this, when the process of
drawing the borders came to its end, Andijan likestrother Ferghana towns was placed
within the Uzbek republic, while Osh was includadhe Kyrgyz oblast®

What is interesting is that when the two partigsregsed the needs of their future

political structures, socioeconomic differences avesbvious. While the Kyrgyz,

*® Ajay Patnaik, “Nations, Minorities and States inn@al Asia ", (Kolkata: Anamika Publishers and
Distributors Ltd 2003), 28.

" Natalie Koch and Andrew Bond, “Interethnic Tensiam Kyrgyzstan: A Political Geographic
Perspective,Eurasian Geography and Economi{@910), 534.
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historically known to be of a nomadic charactergédy focused on the need for markets,
the Uzbek side, mainly being of a settled agricaltaharacter,were interested in water, a
very scarce resource in Central Asia. However, aenpoincipal concern of the valley’s
Uzbek population was the fear to be included ascéoseconomic minority in a republic
the majority of which would be a traditionally nodia populatior* From this it is quite
evident that for the peoples of the Ferghana Vallgntification with ethnic identites
such as Uzbek or Kyrgyz was not primarily importanstead what was really important
is the identification with historically prevailingpcio-economic divisions in the region.

Furthermore, except from the Uzbek minority, theormnoof industrialization
during the Soviet times resulted in a large flowotifer ethnic groups to the country such
as Russians, Ukrainians. Apart of them, the otharonties were forcefully sent to
Kyrgyzstan by Stalin’s resettlement policy aftee tWorld War Il. These minority groups
were Germans, Koreans, Meskhetian Turks, ChecheMatteo Fumagalli named them
as “historically foreign™™® Consequently, the new republic of Kyrgyzstan, heirhome
for more than ninety ethnic groups, happened thnosvn as a new multi-ethnic country
in the region of Central Asia.

It is agreed in the scholarly literature on thevi8bnationalities policy that the
Soviet Union, being one of the first multinatios#htes of the world at the time, was very
successful in consolidating its power and contreéroits autonomous political units,
maintaining political stability and not allowingrfthe eruption of ethnic nationalism. The

most efficient method of achieving the initial aimas the institutionalization of

9 Arne HaugenThe Establishment of National Republics in Sovesitel Asig 191.
0 Matteo Fumagalli, “Informal Ethnopolitics and Lédsuthority Figures in Osh, Kyrgyzstan,”
Ethnopolitics 6:2, (June 2007), 213.
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nationality. Nationality was codified as ethnicityhereas ethnicity was understood and
became institutionalized only as a biological catgga characteristic defined by birth
that is in a contrast with the constructive apphotcidentity according to which ethnic
identity/identification is the result of socialimat and conscious self-identification.
Another outcome of this policy was that there wasfasion about such basic categories
as ethnicity, nationality and citizenship. Mainitywas understood and perceived by the
people that those of different ethnicity belongdifferent nations! Francine Hirsch has
noted that Central Asian political players madevactise of the national identities. The
local leaders significantly manipulated the languagf nationality to promote and
achieve their own interests Nevertheless, it is not to say that historicalfggominant
traditional identities disappeared from the livédhe peoples. Even though local elites
engaged to advance national identification, thee&aegime created a considerable room
for suborganization identities such as tribe, aamegion based communities, and they
remained among the local populations. More impartamote is that this factor along
with institutionalized nationality became the manganizing principles of categorization
within the societies employed by the peoples td firs/her place in the social reality, and
the same mechanism is still used in the moderesstsince the collapse of the Soviet

state.

*1 Brubaker, “Nationhood and the National Questiothims Soviet Union and Post-Soviet Eurasia: An
Institutional Account,” 50.

*2 Francine Hirsch, “Towards an Empire of Nationsrd& Making and the Formation of “Soviet”
National Identities, The Russian Reviewol.59, no.2 April 2000, 224.
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CHAPTERIIIL The Post-Soviet Kyrgyzstan: Conflict and Ethnicity

3.1 The Osh Conflict in June 1990
In 1990, the first phase of the Soviet empire’ssdligtion could have been

observed. Mostly, the month of May 1990 became pleeiod of unprecedented
phenomenon, numerous anti-perestroika mass prdatdsigy place from Moscow to the
Baltic states. Even the remote part of the Soviatoh, Central Asia, did not stay
unaffected by this political change. In March oé teame year, with the emergence of
activists with a strongly ethnic-based program agnethnic Uzbek members of the
Kyrgyz Communist Party, the Kyrgyz republic, alldgeconfronted itself with the calls
from the Uzbek minority elites demanding the fonmatof an Uzbek Autonomous
Soviet Republic within the territories of the Kym$oviet Socialist Republié.

The bloody strife in Osh of June 1990 was lefhistory of the Soviet space as
one of the most violent conflicts that took plaae tbe territory of the former Soviet
Union. What is known from the limited number of smes concerning this particular
issue is that the two sides of the clashes werelbraesrof two Central Asian nationalities
— Uzbeks and Kyrgyz. The conflict itself erupted tire Osh region of the Kyrgyz
republic, and was classified as a “riot-type catflr*

The city of Osh has always been characterized by eihnically diverse
population. In the early years of the post-Sovmiah Uzbeks comprised 46%, Kyrgyz

24% and Russians about 20%, the three major ethmgoaups residing in the

>3 International Crisis Group, “Pogroms in Kyrgyzstah
> valery Tiskov, “Don’t Kill Me, | am Kyrgyz! An Anropological Analysis of Violence in the Osh

Conflict,” Journal of Peace Researc¥ol 32, no. 2, 137.
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administrative point of the Oshblast. Another important town of the Osbblast,
Uzgen’s regional center population is 34,167, thajomty of which are Uzbeks
numbering 27,528° Having been industrially well developed duringtttieme, the Osh
oblastused to account for one-third of all industriabguction of the republic. Being
historically different in the traditional economarientations, Uzbeks were primarily
engaged in agriculture, whereas the main sourteind for the Kyrgyz was cattle, horse
and sheep-breeding. Russians used to hold highigresin industry and in intellectual
sphere of theblast

According to Valery Tishkov, the fruitful condiig for the explosion of
interethnic tension were the conditions of lowriyistandards, socio-economic crisis and
political destabilization. However, in regards e immediate reasons he has argued that
they were the increasing interethnic communitiegnpetition over resources (mainly
land), the competition to get control over poweudtures, the preeminence of urban-
rural social cleavages, a high level of unemploytnand lack of housing Amelin
maintains that there were 40,000 people registeme®sh waiting to receive state
apartments. Moreover, in the year of 1990 among@@®mmunist party leaders in the Osh
oblast, there was only one person of Uzbek ethnidihe central apparatus of Osh was,
generally, dominated by ethnic Kyrgyz (66.6% Kirgik3.7% Russians, and 5.8%
Uzbeks). According to Amelin, the Uzbeks dominateds influential but profitable

positions in trade and services, for example inciheof Osh 79% of all taxi drivers and

5 Valery Tiskov, “Don't Kill Me, | am Kyrgyz! An Anropological Analysis of Violence in the Osh
Conflict,” Journal of Peace Researctiol 32, no. 2. 141.
*® Ibid, 142.
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71.4% of state trade employees were UzBéKdzbekistan's first deputy Minister of
Internal Affairs that time V.G.Gusov, commenting babek-Kyrgyz relations in Osh
said: “One often hears hundreds of thousands ofekkzllive in Kyrgyzstan. They are
especially numerous in the districts bordering atékistan. However, one finds almost
no Uzbek among the leadership of provinces, distand farms. It is quite possible that
this led to discontent, tension and eventual cartétion between the Kyrgyz and Uzbek
residents in Osh® A slightly different point is emphasized by somehalars who
believe that the activities of nationalist grougsoth Kyrgyz and Uzbek sides and the
ineffectiveness of the region’s administration weracial factors in provoking ethnic
violent attacks® Moreover, Valery Tishkov deems that the unrest digectly connected
to the activities of criminal groups, economic “maéf and to the disbalance created after
the perestroika in the high-ranking power structurkthe republic as welf.

The open armed confrontation broke out on 4 J@89 in the city of Osh and
later spread to Uzgen. The consequences of thbedasere catastrophic: during the
week of 4- 10 June, 120 Uzbeks, 50 Kirgiz and onsskan were killed. According to the
report of the investigating commission, more th@08 crimes were committed (murder,
rape, assault and pillag®)lt is also important to note that the violence waspped only

by imposing a state of emergency and Moscow sendiigary troops, over 2,000

" Amelin, Venalii Y., Mezhnatsional'nye konjliktyrespublikakh Srednei Azij (Ethnic Conflicts in the
Republics of Central Asia). Moscow: Ross., 1 993, 5
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Ethnicity and power in the contemporary wqrédlited by K. Rupesinghe and V. Tishkov, 116-dris,
France, United Nations University, 1996.
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members of the Soviet airborne into the @#iast®® There was not much of research
conducted on the roots of the conflict; there w#te Ipublic discussion of what had
happened; almost no efforts to scatter the “mythsit emerged during the violen®e.

The event of 1990 in Osh has affected Kyrgyz-Uztaéktions.

3.2 Askar Akayev and his Double Identity Narrative
The first democratically elected President of tloeirtry, a prominent former

Soviet intellectual, Askar Akayev was determined léad the state on a path of
democratic reforms and to manage the reconciliatimtess after the June violence.
Kyrgyzstan, in fact, was the most ethno-culturakerogeneous among all other Central
Asian states when the Soviet Union had come toetid of its disintegratiofft The
unification of people of different ethno-culturabdkgrounds, who happened to call
Kyrgyzstan as their motherland in spite of theishvito be included into Kyrgyzstani
nation had become one of the most important aimshef country after it got its
independence on 31of August, 1991. Indeed, a large plurality of awds made the
objective of nation-building more important for tkkeuntry especially considering the
fact that the titular or major nation constituteat such a big percentage of the overall
population. In 1989, 52% of the population was Ky,g22% Russians, and the Uzbeks
represented 13% of the population, 1% Dungans%3krainians, 1 % Uigurs, 1,6 %

Tatars and othef®.

2 valery Tiskov, “Don't Kill Me, | am Kyrgyz! An Anropological Analysis of Violence in the Osh
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As Carrere d’ Encausse has emphasized, the eleoficAskar Akayev as a
President in October 1990 was engraved in a twotmdtext, that of the sudden
dissolution of the Soviet Union and that of the ednelashes of June 1990 in the southern
Kyrgyz republic®® However, another important figure that playedgmiicant role in the
reconciliation process was the republic’'s world-evichown writer and thinker Chyngyz
Aitmatov (1928-2008), who named poor living comatits and unemployment as the main
factors that gave push for the Osh and Uzgen wel®hAs for Akayev, Laurelle rightly
argues, it was too ambitious of him to intend tttlsgwo contrtadictory trends: the
interethnic instability in the country by annourgiKyrgyzstan a homeland for all its
residents, and special assurances to the titulzonadity which believed itself to have
been treated not well by the minorities of theestt well as by Moscoff.

Askar Akayev developed the slogan “Kyrgyzstan isr @aommon home”
(Kyrgyzstan — nash obshii dypras the main concept for the country’s new idgnand
as Erica Marat has noted, he often used the ternezhadunaradnoe soglasie”
(international/interethnic accoifdto describe the relationship between differeiniet
groups of Kyrgyzstaf’ By announcing Kyrgyzstan as “a common home”, hieeted
that the best way to construct a nation is by ag@nd including all the diverse ethno-
cultural groups into social and political livestbé state. So, the official concept of ethnic

policy in 1991 was the unification of the entirepptation in spite of ethnic or cultural

% Helene Carrére d’Encausdée End of the Soviet Empire: The Triumph of théoNa Translated by
Franklin Philip (New York: Basic Books, 1993), 3.
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% Marlene Laruelle, “The Paradigm of NationalisnKiyrgyzstan. Evolving narrative, the sovereignty
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background into the one Kyrgyzstani nation, emirganulticulturalism’® The most
important was the civic loyalty to the state; tliea of an ethno-centric nation was
rejected under the Akayev regime. As a consequencst of minority members looked
at him as a guarantor of security and equality, hadgained much support from the
country’s minorities’*

The first post-Soviet President created the Re®pAssembly, which was
supposed to administer the national minoritiestual centers and contribute with their
positive activities to the nation-building of Kyrzstan’? Although it took long years, the
Russian language was proclaimed as the officiajuage of the state in 2000. Since
there was a dominance of Russified culture, Russias used as the interethnic
communication languagé.However, due to the large outflow migration of Ressians,
the minority lost its position as the largest mityoof Kyrgyzstan after quite a short of
time since independence. This group has largely lbbeethe defensive, always ready to
leave, and not quite accepting Kyrgyzstan as thedina’ (motherlangd’, says Emil
JuraeV'* The Uzbek ethnic minority took the dominance irmber. As for cultural
recognition of minorities, the situation was qgustable and promising at first. There were
several universities established: American Univeref Kyrgyzstan, Kyrgyz-Turkish
University, the Kyrgyz Slavonic University in themtal city and the Kyrgyz-Uzbek

University in the southern capital Osh, which agdirstrated Kyrgyzstan's welcoming

7 Ainura Elebayeva, Nurbek Omuraliev & Rafis Abaztihe shifting identities and loyalties in
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of the other cultures. Apart from this, severalosetary schools were established with
Uzbek language as the primary language of teadhii@sh, and minority media outlets
were allowed to function. The establishment of atie cultural organization uniting all
the country’s cultural organizations in 1997 wasthgr sign of the existence of tolerance
towards other cultures. During that same year,gibnverning body of Osh created the
“House of Friendship” that had to serve as a commgdridge between cultures in order
to strengthen and flourish relationship betweemtfre

Evidently, in the early years of the independeae Kyrgyzstan was committed
to promote civic identity and avoid as best as duld ethno-centric feelings.
Nevertheless, the overall reality turned out talbiferent from the official convictions of
the first government. The “shocking therapy” or sgwdden shift to liberal economic
reforms from the Soviet state-planned economyait@t by Akayev led to the serious
economic recession. Clan politics or patronage oedsv among Kyrgyz were still
dominating political structure of the state, anchdairing the full consolidation of
democracy. More importantly, the inability of thevgrnment to fill the post-Soviet
ideological vacuum of the population by formingteosg national identity was a serious
problem of the state. Although national minoritvesre given cultural rights during the
Akayev regime, they did not have any opportunitedecome involved in the state’s
political life, and ethnically based political peg were prohibited® Although Russian

language was endowed official status, there wasrang requirement to use Kyrgyz

S Emil Juraev, “Ethnicity and Education in KyrgyastaProject of the OSCE Academy in Bishkek.
® Omuraliev, E.S. Kokareva “Osnovnye mekhanizmy uiersiia mezhetnicheskimi otnosheniiami v
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1.’ Furthermore, besides

language in almost every aspect of the life, esfigcpolitica
the discrimination at the workplace of both minggroups, the Uzbeks particularly were
marginalised on the basis of being possible Islaradicals because they were more
religious, whereas Russians were seen as the fdicakmizers” who kept the Kyrgyz
nation under its control for more than 70 ye&r@ver time, Akayev changed into an
authoritarian leader. However, the majority of Kyzgtan’s populations still is in the
opinion that Akayev personally is clean, but he washed by his entourage, his family
and his followers to corruption, the problem, atliyaery inherent to Central Asia.

The political life of Kyrgyzstan changed its oriatibn into more and more the
historically predominant social cleavage about dngsion between the elites of the
northern and southern parts of the country. As\aaeace for this can serve the fact that
Akayev organized the 3000-year anniversary of theaf Osh, but his political intention
behind this was to hinder the popularity of thenfer Secretary of the Kyrgyz
Communist Party Absamat Masaliyev, who was sigaiftty popular in his native region
of southern Kyrgyzstaff. Furthermore, in 2003 the President celebrated2h@0 years
of Kyrgyz statehood”, but it was more about revgyims rapidly declining popularity and
getting more support in the coming 2005 presidéstections®™

Subsequently, the identity rhetoric of the centgbvernment changed

dramatically from putting emphasis on the civic dlty and multiculturalism to
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issue, and political agendaCbmmunist and Post-Communist studies, 45 issue 2, March 2012, 5.

8 Erica Marat, “National Ideology and Statebuilding<yrgyzstan and Tajikistan.Silk Road Papers The
Central Asia-Caucasus Instityté/ashington DC (2008), 35.

8 Marlene Laruelle, “The Paradigm of NationalisnKiyrgyzstan. Evolving narrative, the sovereignty
issue, and political agendaCbmmunist and Post-Communist studies, 45 issue 2, March 2012, 4.
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strengthening ethnocentrism. Adhering to the intthis, the Academy of Sciences
developed a new history textbook, History of thed§y of Kyrgyzstan, stressing on the
centrality of the titular ethnic grou}s.Moreover, the state concentrated its attention on
the revival of the hero of the Kyrgyz national gganas. He was unusually transformed
into someone who first gathered all Kyrgyz clangijch later formed the first Kyrgyz
state. Since the late 1990s there have been speciaes on “manasology” implemented
in the state Kyrgyz universities, and also the Astag of Sciences established a separate
department particularly devoted to studying the tisist epic®® Besides this, in 1995 the
government got interested in taking measures fer “deturn” of the Kyrgyz living
abroad. However, it was only in 2006 when a progrealied “Kairylman” was
established, and as the result of this programQ022pEople, mainly from Afghanistan,
China and Tajikistan returnédNevertheless, | strongly believe that the ethaitin of
the state structure is closely related to the awsgron of the socio-economic situation, a
failure of the rapid transition to the market ecmryp harsh social transformations, and
the growth and strength of the patronage netwdrét hecame the main element in the
system’s operation.

Askar Akayev was the President of the republic frb8®1 and was forced out
from power by the social uprising in March 2005.rkkanbek Bakiyev, a prominent
Kyrgyz political figure from the south of the compemerged as the main political force

as a result of the revolutidn.

8 Marlene Laruelle, “The Paradigm of NationalisnKiyrgyzstan. Evolving narrative, the sovereignty
issue, and political agendaCbmmunist and Post-Communist studies, 45 issue 2, March 2012, 4.
8 van der Heide. “Spirited Performance The Manas Bpid Society, Kyrgyzstan,” Amsterdam (2008), 86.
84 1.

Ibid, 87.
8 Anna Matveeva, “ Kyrgyzstan in Crisis: Permaneav®&ution and the Curse of NationalisnCrisis
States Working Papers Seri&eptember, 2010), 3.

33



CEU eTD Collection

3.3 The Collapse of the “Common Home” under the Bakiyev regime
The successful triumph of the movement that broeglt to the Akayev regime

marked a significant change in the ethno-politit& grgyzstan. Important marks of the
shift were the stronger promotion and spread ofgfymationalist rhetoric and the north-
south divide becoming an increasingly important inaetsm of political mobilization.

With the new change of the regime, Bakiyev strestyofocused on the regional
divide, as Erica Marat explains, he was playinghg competition between the political
elites of the north and south to increase and gtihem his public popularity and
approval® Because of the absence of developed politicalgsaviith strong ideological
bases in Kyrgyzstan, the social differences mathl north-south political difference
served as the most efficient way to mobilize pubdicpport. Another common
characteristic of the Kyrgyz political elite, trimm, the advancement of the family and
patronage network members, became highly practiceithg the Bakiyev era. Koch and
Bond have noted that almost all of the central towss in every sphere of the state
structure were occupied by ethnic Kyrgyz; and thmber one example of tribalism was
the family of the President Bakiyé&.

“With Akaev gone, the rhetoric of Kyrgyzstan ascarhmon home” disappeared
and the brittle arrangements to manage interettahétions that the former president had
instituted and manipulated collapsed,” writes NMElvin.2® Indeed, since most of the

political figures who had forced out Akayev fronetpower were from the natives of

8 Erica Marat, “National Ideology and Statebuilding<yrgyzstan and Tajikistan.Silk Road Papers The
Central Asia-Caucasus Instityté/ashington DC (2008), 43.

87 Natalie Koch and Andrew Bond, “Interethnic Tensiam Kyrgyzstan: A Political Geographic
Perspective,Eurasian Geography and Economi@910), 540.

% Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnic Kyyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Senes Open Society Foundations, March 2011,
8.
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southern Kyrgyzstan, in order to oppose the nontleéite, they started openly promoting
Kyrgyz nationalist aspirations, in order to promtteir policies and interests, which in
its turn caused anxiety and dissatisfaction amomgsbnal minorities of the country.

The sudden switch of political power to the poétielite that had a considerable
power and reputation in the southern Kyrgyzstanegawig push for the Kurmanbek
Bakiyev’s nationalistic and corruptive politicalgime and, according to Nick Melvin,
marked a new situation for the Uzb&RBeing largely concentrated in the Osh oblast,
mainly in the city of Osh, Uzbeks geographicallyreveonsidered as “southerners”, but
not by political beliefs. Therefore, Bakiyev didtneave much support among ethnic
Uzbeks. Actually, most of his entourage was in aireconomic rivalry with the
representatives of the Uzbek minority across the&hsosn part of the country. In fact,
Uzbek businesses were oppressed by criminal graln@gower of which grew with the
Bakiyev corruptive regime. In addition to this, thember of ethnic Uzbeks holding
important positions in the state’s structures draly decreased. Clearly, hostility
between the Uzbek minority and the Bakiyev reigdemied. Regarding this change, Nick
Melvin has argued that the Tulip revolution andéigacy had greatly affected the Uzbek
community in two important ways. Firstly, it prowek some of the minority sections to
openly express their demands and break with beilegtsduring the Akayev regime.
Secondly, the Tulip revolution incited particuladymore assertive generation of younger

Uzbek leaders whose aim was to strengthen and eelthair interests.

# Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnic Kgyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Senies Open Society Foundations, March
2011,9.

*Ibid, 13.
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Kadyrjan Batyrov, a popular leader of the Uzbek oamity in the Jalalabad
oblast,where he is known as a wealthy businessman, waslHief or central figure of
this type of group. His significant fortune wasrgad during the fierce time of capitalism
just after the collapse of the Soviet Union. Frasihiography it is known that he used to
be a shop manager during the Soviet times, and aitgr the disintegration of the USSR,
he emerged as one of the first post-Soviet findntiagnates, the owner of several
factories in Russia and elsewhere and also am&ifBatyr Avia. Later, in the late 1990s
besides getting actively involved in the politidstioe stat&', he established a university
and some other educational institutions in Jalalap@ving job opportunities for his
coethnics, and as a result gaining a wide supmooing Uzbeks despite the fact that most
of the community members were curious about thesearces of his gigantic fortune.
Hence, in spite of the distrust among educated kizbkee made himself as the most
influential leader in the Uzbek communi%.

During the ruling of Kurmanbek Bakiyev, Batyrov wase of the most active
critics of the President’s management of the “mati@uestion”. It was in 2006 when the
first serious crack between Batyrov’'s political gpoand the Bakiyev regime emerged
when the mass protests were organized by the mouveohéadyrjan Batyrov (political
party Rodina) against the state government. Latevjay, 2006, during a mass meeting
of approximately 700 people in the city of Jalahatyrov stated: “We are always
asked (by the Kyrgyz political elite) to have patie because there are lots of other

problems in the country. There are lots of problemg that they all will be solved is all

L He was the head of the Jalalabad Uzbek Societesis serving as an MP
92 Summary bio-date can be foundBareipos Kaanprkan Annmskasosud, http://who.ca-
news.org/people/462.
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we are told, but they never do anything to solventi® The Jalalabad demonstration
was, in fact, the first time when a group of ethtlzbeks openly expressed their
grievances in the streets since the June clasHe396fin the southern Kyrgyzst&h.

It was the events of March of the year 2005 thahged the Kyrgyz politics into
more nationalist direction, and consequently hadramatic impact on its already
ambiguous ethno-politics. The Bakiyev regime rddiea “the national question”, and
the Kyrgyz politics, clearly, got ethnicized. Netherless, | would agree with Nick
Melvin who has suggested that the rising Uzbek afis&ction was related “to a
breakdown of informal channels of communication agi&yrgyz government officials
and Uzbek community leader¥”It could be explained by the fact that during the
Akayev era, some Uzbek leaders had maintained cklagons with Akayev, but after
the Tulip revolution none of the Uzbek elite hadosy personal ties to Kurmanbek
Bakiyev. Moreover, | think Melvin is also right ihis further implication that an
extremely high level of corruption and the governtieineffectiveness or unwillingness
to suppress it was also an important source of emoncCorruption was strongly
“touching” the business sector of the Uzbek ecomosfite. A striking influence on the
upsurge of the Uzbek community’s leadership anthermobilization of the Uzbeks was
also summoned by the intense competition over ptppand economic resources,
according to Nick Melvin. The urban economy and thezaars traditionally were

dominated by the Uzbeks, whereas the rural econantd/ the local administrative

93 Alisher Khamidov, “Ethnic Uzbeks Intensify Civilights Advocacy Effort,” www.eurasianet.org, June
6, 2006, http://www.eurasianet.org/departmentdiuciety/articles/eav060706a.shtml.

% den Blanken. “Our Uzbek Land in Kyrgyzstan. Theéoblz Minority and Claims for Cultural Politics.”
Master’s thesis, Radboud University, Nijmegen, 2002

% Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnig/iyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Senes Open Society Foundations, March 2011,
15.
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structures were mostly under the control of Kyrgyople?® And, as Anna Matveeva
notes that the shadow sectors were shared betvakrgloups, albeit the domination of

Kyrgyz circles was seen, due to the support oBthlkiyev family®’

3.4 April 7, 2010. The Regime Change
By early 2010, the popular frustration with the Bak regime increasingly

heightened as a result of the government’s comaptiepression, the dramatic increase
of utility prices, and strengthening of patronagel @lan networks. International Crisis
group named the time of Kurmanbek Bakiyev as “bapkrstate hollowed out by
corruption and crime*® “Because Bakiyev's hold on power seemed so firmehyly
2010, his overthrow on April 7 came as a surprisentiny,” writes Erica Maraf. The
protests started in the northern town of Talas pnil%&, 2010 provoked by the arrest of
several important political opposition members. Tiegt day, 86 people died during the
armed confrontation with police, and around 1,00@rew injured during the
demonstrations in Bishkek, the capital of the Kyrggpublic. As a result, Bakiyev and
some part of his family did not have any other aptiather than to escape to the south of
the country, where he originally comes from, and jhiled opposition leaders were
immediately released. Within a very short periodtiofe, a provisional government
composed of three political parties (the Social Deratic Party of Kyrgyzstan, Ata-

Meken and Ak-Shumkar) with Roza Otunbayeva as a hveas formed® It is quite

% Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnig/iyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Series Open Society Foundations, March 2011,
15.

" Anna Matveeva, Igor Savin, Bahrom Faizullaev. “¢yzstan: Tragedy in the SouttEthnopolitics

Papers no. 17 (April 2012), 11.

% |International Crisis GrougKyrgyzstan: A Hollow Regime Collapsésia Briefing, April 27, 2010.

% Erica Marat, “Kyrgyzstan.Nations in Transi{2011): 299

1% bid, 299.
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interesting that the members of the oppositionddiat emerged as the winners during
the time of political instability were the same s@ns who had actively participated in the
overthrowing Askar Akayev five years befdfé.The provisional government would stay
in office for six months before the scheduled fatdber 2010 presidential elections and
also to develop amendments to the constitution.

As well as with the peoples’ uprising in March 20@he April events did not
involve ethnic Uzbeks directly. According to thesebvation, the crowds that constituted
the main element of the protests were young uneéddgaeople who came to Bishkek
from rural suburbs of the country. It also seemkd many of them intended just to use
the opportunity to use the clashes for loofifiy.

Moving further, it should be mentioned that theyisional government showed
itself as a weak and disunited. There was no agtoconsensus among the leaders, they
often times took unilateral decisions. An importagtire in the provisional government,
Omurbek Tekebayev, initiated the replacement of tiresidential system to a
parliamentary one. The new constitution was adomed27 June 2010. The socio-
economic situation of the country did not changeiminstead continued getting worse.
In addition to this, various rumors and unpromisfimgdictions paved a fruitful way for
the widespread anxiety amongst the population thedentral authority failed to build a

dialogue and reassure the civil society.

1% Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnic Kgyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Series Open Society Foundations, March 2011,
16.

1% |International Crisis Grouggyrgyzstan: A Hollow Regime Collapsésia Briefing, April 27, 2010, 6.

1% Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnic Kgyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Seri@pen Society Foundations, March 2011,
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3.5 May 2010 in Jalalabad
With Bakiyev’s flee from the capital, all of thelical attention switched to the

south, specifically to the Jalalabablast'®* It was May of 2010 that foreshadowed the
June bloodshed in Osh; the month of the unreli@d irresponsible state security
structures, of the weak and impotent central gawemt, of a huge imbalance in the
political structure, and the time of a deep sogahnoia in the country. It is legitimate of
the International Crisis Group to claim that if skdssues had been paid attention in May
and taken active actions in solving them by theestand had the international
community addressed the Kyrgyz central authoritiescerning these problems — the
rampage in Osh might have been prevented.

On 13 May, the family of Kurmanbek Bakiyev and bigpporters, supposedly
financed by one of the president’s brothers anddyial ally Usen Sydykov, snatched the
regional administrative buildings in Batkem, Oshlalabad, and captured Jalalabad’s
new governor hostage aiming to swing political potvack to the overthrown president,
Bakiyev!% A so-called “committee in defense of ousted Kyrdgesident Kurmanbek
Bakiev” stated that 25,000 people in the south weagely to march on Bishkek and “deal
with the Provisional Government*” A critical situation emerged in the southern
Kyrgyzstan, particularly in Jalalabad, complicateg the fact of the police and state
security’s unwillingness to intervene into the contation. Given this fact, the

provisional government’s two main supportive polti parties, “Ata-Meken” headed by

104 Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnig/igyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
Violence,” Central Eurasia Project. Occasional Papers Seri@pen Society Foundations, March 2011,29.
195 International Crisis Group, “Pogroms in Kyrgyzstats.

1% Anna Matveeva,“ Kyrgyzstan in Crisis: Permanenvdtetion and the Curse of Nationalisi@risis

States Working Papers Seri¢September, 2010), 3.

107«Bakiyev Loyalists Seize Kyrgyzstan Regional O&;” www.bbc.co.uk, May 13, 2010,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/asia-pacific/8679258.stm
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one of the most instrumental post-Bakiyev era podihs, Omurbek Tekebayev and
“‘Rodina” led by an influential Uzbek businessmandifgan Batyrov, took the
responsibility to restore the order in Jalalab&Due to the fragile situation in the south,
the interim government was very concerned to gawivgr of the region and decided to
collaborate with Batyrov and his Uzbek movementhia resistance to the Bakiyev force
group. Nevertheless, following the discussions wihatyrov and his loyalists, the
provisional government promised that there wereesgntative places for Uzbeks in the
government, and the rights of the Uzbek minoritnya@ning language, education and
representation were to be implemented into the cavstitution.

On May 14 2010, a large group of ethnic Kyrgyz &sabeks, first ousted the
Bakiyev people from the government buildings iralldad and then marched directly to
his home village of Teyit where Bakiyev had a fantibuse, but which was destroyed in
an arson, committed by this group on that tPyAnd, it is impossible to disagree with
Neil Melvin in that it was at exactly this point @ the ethnic component of the conflict
gained forcé!® Right after Bakiyev's house was burned, rumouneap among the
Kyrgyz population that in the process a Kyrgyz flagas also outraged.
Nonewithstanding the fact that both Uzbeks and kzrtpok part in forcing Bakiyev’'s
supporters out from the administrative structurgesvall as in the burning of the former
president’s estate, the rumours attributed therst@vent solely to Uzbeks. Indeed, as

Scott Radnitz argues the Teyit burning producedxremely big controversy among the

198 |nternational Crisis Group, “Pogroms in Kyrgyzstah

199 Alisher Khamidov, “Provisional Government Grappliwith Simmering Ethnic Tension in

Kyrgyzstan,”

www.eurasianet.com, May 25, 2010, http://www.ewaast.org/node/61153.

10 Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnig/igyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
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southern Kyrgyzstan’s population, inserting “annéthcard” into already explosively

unstable local politics:*

11 geott Radnitz “Competing Narratives and Violent&obuthern KyrgyzstanPONARS EurasigAugust
2010), 4.
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Chapter IV. June 2010 and Aftermath

4.1 The June 2010 Tragedy
In June 2010 a rising political crisis following Kpyzstan's second change of

regime in April transformed into violent conflich iOsh, the southern capital of the
country. Already growing tensions between the Kygrgwajority and the large Uzbek
minority of the south triggered by preceding evenespecially the mid-May
confrontation explained earlier, were inflamed bynours of rape and reserved weapons
for offensive’'? The aggressive clashes took place mainly in Osasgband partly in
Jalalabad oblast. These regions are home to Kyt@yzssethnic Uzbek communities,
which constitute 31% of Osh oblast’s total popwaiatand 24% of Jalalabad"s’ For four
days, the cities of Osh, Jalalabad, and Bazar-Kongere submerged in carnage that
mobilized and intensified along ethnic lines. Witle rapid increase of mobile calls and
text-messages during the first days of the conffipteading information about violence
allegedly planned and engaged in by one commurgginat another, men hurriedly
blocked entrances to streets. Young men prepaned foar by equipping themselves
with weapons whereas women and children escapibe twlosest border with Uzbekistan
or concealed themselves in cellars, in trustwortbighbors’ houses, in fields. Due to its
scale of bloodshed, pillage, arson and rape, the ihter-communal fight or “the June

war”, as it is called by ordinary people now, staag the foremost conflict in the history

of the Kyrgyz Republic. More than 470 people repdiy were killed, 2,800 of the state

12 Madeleine Reeves,“After Internationalism? The Ukimg of Osh.” v.51 n.3News of the Association
for Slavic, East European, and Eurasian Stud{@ctober 2011), 2.
113 ||
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were destroyed, and more than tens of thousangdsapfle were forced to flee from their

homes. The roots of the violence are still contkste

4.2 Competing Interpretations and Narratives Aftermath. Ambiguity and
Complexity
The origin of the violence on June 10 remains depulespite the fact that

significant attention has been given to this mafiére onset of the June conflict is still
under investigation. Nevertheless, as with evegjompolitical turbulence, the June
2010 unrest has been differently narrated andpreezd by each side of the conflict,
external actors, and the international communityer€ is no single explanation for what
really happened during June 10-14 of 2010. For mkyrgyz citizens, to determine the
initiators of the violence means the same thingwé® is to blame for the entire
bloodshed.

Most of the international media defined the canfls interethnic clashes that
resumed perpetual and imminent social and politieaentments. The Western media,
resorting to commonly known and easy clichés, prieskthe Uzbeks as the victims of
bloodthirsty Kyrgyz, depicting the latter as Manisyia symbolic Central Asian prototype
or subjugated inhumane men without rational mifide Uzbek minority is considered
the winner of the battle of images and the heftShe Guardianin June 2010 states:

“Witnesses said the attacks by the Kyrgyz poputatio the Uzbek minority were
attempted genocide.The violence erupted in Oshlastsday evening, possibly ignited

by a row in a casino. But much of it appeared cdhmaited and planned, Uzbeks said.

The attacks took the prosperous outlying Uzbeksaoddown unawares.”
(The Guardian (16 June 2010) Kyrgyzstan killings attempted genocide, say ethnic Uzbeks).

" Marlene Laruelle, “The Paradigm of Nationalism igrifyzstan. Evolving narrative, the sovereignty
issue, and political agenda&Zommunist and Post-Communist studies, 45 issue 2, March 2012, 2.
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A report byReuterdrom June 2010 notes:
“The clashes have deepened divisions between tlgyKwand Uzbeks who have a

roughly equal share of the population in the sodlany Uzbeks are blockaded inside

their neighbourhoods of Osh, the epicentre of ib&erce, too afraid to emerge.”
(Reuters (24 June 2010) PREVIEW-After the bloodskeagyzstan votes on its future)

A report byBBC Newsstates in June 2010:
“Southern Kyrgyzstan is home to a large ethnic Waménority of almost a million
people and despite old tensions the two ethnicggdwad been living peacefully for
many years. But since Kyrgyzstan's popular uprigngpril in which former president

Kurmanbek Bakiyev was ousted, security has detdgdr The latest violence is the

biggest challenge the new government has facealrso f
(BBC News (13 June 2010) Fear and shock as ethriieks flee Kyrgyz clashes)

The United Nations Commissioner of Human Rightsidist that the unrest was not
spontaneous, but was sparked off by a number @intzgd attacks conducted by separate
groups of armed mernt!® Human Rights Watch classified the June fight asetmic
conflict. Based on the interview findings, HumargiRs Watch states that the violence
flashed up when ethnic Uzbek and Kyrgyz gangs aedliwith each other in a chain of
episodes, the culminating point of which was thengvg of June 10. Many foreign
NGOs and international organizations’ analysts bafed that the violence was the
outcome of a lack of education, job opportunitiagd manipulation by advantage-
seeking political organizations or individual figgt As for local NGOs, they have
presented another narrative of the conflict accmydo which the central government’s
absence of power in the south compelled peoplealb their coethnics to protect
themselves during the time of a big political itslisy and uncertain futur&'®

Various perspectives on the June riots’ chronglotheir causes and the

circumstances in which the events took place, ooeti to generate vigorous

> Marlene Laruelle, “The Paradigm of Nationalism igrifyzstan. Evolving narrative, the sovereignty

issue, and political agendaCbmmunist and Post-Communist studies, 45 issue 2, March 2012,6.
118 Erica Marat, “Kyrgyzstan.Nations in Transi{2011), 299.
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disagreements among different ethnic groups ohffexted areas. In general, both sides,
the Kyrgyz and Uzbeks, openly accuse each othestafting or even plotting the

violence, aggressively defending their own versibttruth”.**’

4.2.1 Kyrgyz in the South
Survey results of numerous interviews with ethikiogyz show that the most

widespread belief is that Uzbeks suffered becatiieed own fault, that they pushed too
far demanding autonomy and some other illogicavil@ges. This is based on the
prevalent image of Uzbeks as dangerous outsidesstg in their country, who must
obey all the rules dictated by the majority. Moregwmost ethnic Kyrgyz did not want to
accept the proven fact that Uzbeks suffered moragluhis June bloodshed, stressing
exclusively Kyrgyz casualti€s® Most Kyrgyz officials, interviewed by Amnesty
International in September 2010, claimed that tbts were provoked by the actions of
certain well-organized forces of the Uzbek popolatwhose actions forced certain
groups of the Kyrgyz population to react spontasgoand that all these members were
civilians. This version of events denies that siéguorces played any role in the June
carnage other than to mitigate the violehe-or ordinary Kyrgyz the image of Uzbeks
as opportunists who had long been waiting to gainirdependent territory for
themselves proved to be true. On the other hamictuld be explained by the fact that

very few people were exposed to any unbiased asaijshe events.

17 Amnesty International Yactuunas [pasna u M36upatenstoe pasocyaue [ocnencTaus MioHbCKIX
Becnopsakos 2010I"oxa B Keipreiscrane (Partial Truth and Consequences of Electoral deistf the 2010
June riots in Kyrgyzstan.),” Amnesty InternatioRaiblications, 2010,6.

18 gcott Radnitz “Competing Narratives and Violent&buthern KyrgyzstanPONARS EurasigAugust
2010), 6.

119 Amnesty International Yactuunas [pasna u M36upatenstoe [pasocyue [ocnencTaus MioHbCKIX
Becnopsakos 2010Toxa B Keipreiscrane (Partial Truth and Consequences of Electoral Seistf the 2010
June riots in Kyrgyzstan),” Amnesty Internationabfiications, 2010,8.
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“Few people have any confidence in the future heneither Kyrgyz nor Uzbek”,
shared a Kyrgyz professional, “sooner or later e¢heill be another explosiort*°
However, there are notable exceptions: ethnic Kyrggd Uzbeks who hold different
views on the events that do not comply with the thamt narratives. There are the
Kyrgyz and Uzbek middle classes in the south wiglhér education, specialists in peace
and conflict, for example who have more comprongsitexible responses to the events
and are working to reconcile the two communitiest Br now, Akayev’'s “common

home” has yet to be achieved.

4.2.2 Uzbeks in the South
In contrast, according to the predominant Uzbelsioer of the events, armed

Kyrgyz committed unreasonable attacks, and Uzbek rasorted to violence to protect
their families and property. According to this vers the attacks were planned by
representatives of the Kyrgyz population, includiogal authorities, in particular, the

mayor of the city of Osh and organized criminalugr®. As the Uzbek minority claims,

the main purpose was to take control of the centnafket and some particular
neighborhoods with predominantly Uzbek populatiomider to expel rivals and to clear
the area for the implementation of plans for theriowement of the city. Moreover,

ordinary ethnic Uzbeks claimed that the death wak much higher, more than 2,500
Uzbeks were killed according to this version, ane liocal officials and security forces
were accused of burying many Uzbeks in unmarkegiegréo hide the true number of

victims 12

120 Crisis Group interview, Osh, 24 November 2011.

121 Amnesty International Yactuunas [pasna u M36upatenstoe [pasocyue [ocnencTaus MioHbCKIX
Becnopsakos 2010Toxa B Keipreiscrane (Partial Truth and Consequences of Electoral Seistf the 2010
June riots in Kyrgyzstan),” Amnesty Internationabications, 2010,13.
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4.2.3 The Government’s Response
The National Commission of Inquiry was establislhegd presidential decree on

July 15. In total thirty members of the commissterof different ethnic backgrounds,
competencies and occupations — it seems they wesen to demonstrate the readiness
of the interim government to ensure the impargaland independence of the
investigation. However, upon closer inspection,réhare doubts about the political
independence of the commission. Several of its neespbncluding the chairman, were
nominated as candidates in parliamentary electdéri3ctober 10, 2010, and some were
of the parties with explicitly nationalist KyrgyZgtforms. In addition to this, some other
members serve in such bodies as the General PtossdDffice, ministry departments
of Interior Health, who lack clearly specified rsil¢hat would allow them to operate
independently. Furthermore, the commission didimdtde independent criminologists,
and only two of its members were competent in hungints issues. In November 2010
the chairman of the commission stated that the mggre carefully planned in advance,
likely by prominent members of the Uzbek commurdfyOsh. Other members of the
commission expressed similar views, accusing thieekzpolitical and social leaders of
multiple calls for autonomy for ethnic Uzbeks inetlsouth, starting in May, thus
provoking a group of the Uzbek population in OsH dalalabad provinces to prepare for
such events. Furthermore, the National Commissadai s

The conflict had its own historical and politicalats, due to the legacy of the Soviet era,

when all the contradictions and conflicts in intational relations were silenced or

driven deeper by force
(From the conclusion of the National Commissiontfa@ comprehensive study of the causes, conseguence
and recommendations for the tragic events thatroedun the south in June 2010)

But, this moderate claim of responsibility was deet only on paper. In reality, the

Soviet mentality prevailed, the government attewmhite sweep the troublesome events
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under the rug and, as Scott Radnitz has pointed toufput forward a mantra of
“friendship of the peoples.” In contrast to theemretation of international media outlets,
the President of the provisional government, Rozanaeva refused to admit that it was
an ethnic conflict or that Uzbeks were the victiiffs.Furthermore, the interim
government was reluctant to conduct a deeper oemomprehensive investigation of
the causes of the conflict. For instance, it evegued that announcing the full list of
casualties by ethnicity would further aggravatestems®® Human rights activists
pointed out this flaw of the government as one hd factors exacerbating national
tensions between Kyrgyz and Uzbeks. With no offiist of names of the dead, the
Kyrgyz and Uzbek sides continue to compete withheatber over such data, claiming
the unidentified bodies as their own and accusiagheother of stealing bodies to
exaggerate the number of victirfs.

There is a dismaying disparity between the namnatf the government, which
asserts itself to be neutral, and what happenegckafity in the southern Kyrgyzstan.
According to the claims of a number of eyewitnessesformed Kyrgyz soldiers were
seen shooting at ethnic Uzbeks, giving their nmjitaquipment to Kyrgyz mobs, and
removing barricades. This potentially suggests mpiiity of the government in the

violence!®

122 5cott Radnitz “Competing Narratives and Violent&obuthern KyrgyzstanPONARS EurasigAugust
2010), 7.

123 Natalie Koch and Andrew Bond, “Interethnic Tensidm Kyrgyzstan: A Political Geographic
Perspective,Eurasian Geography and Economi@910), 536.

124 Amnesty International Yactuunas [pasna u M36upatenstoe pasocyue [ocnencTaus MioHbCKIX
Becnopsakos 2010I"oxa B Keipreiscrane (Partial Truth and Consequences of Electoral deistf the 2010
June riots in Kyrgyzstan),” Amnesty Internationabications, 2010,13.

12ZAmnesty International.Yactuunas IIpasga u Ms6uparensroe [Ipasocynue [locnenctaus MIOHbCKIX
Becnopsakos 2010Toxa B Keipreiscrane (Partial Truth and Consequences of Electoral Seistf the 2010
June riots in Kyrgyzstan),” Amnesty Internationabications, 2010, 6.
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4.3 From Interpretation to Reality
If the memory of the June clashes of 1990 in soutkgrgyzstan was somewhat

appeased by the reconciliatory rhetoric of Chingimatov, nowadays Kyrgyzstan lacks
any reputable, praised figures to develop a perseiddentity consensu$® For now,
existing and widely-believed interpretations of thene tragedy have set the stage for
ambiguity and complexity. The government’'s refusalacknowledge that the post-
conflict situation in the country is deplorableyen the fact that the Uzbek minority still
stands as the victims of daily violence, land gramsl unjustified imprisonments proves
that the state is not neutral or is unable to takebjective position on ethnic matters.
What the country must be concerned with at thigtisthat the totally polarized
Uzbek and Kyrgyz narratives of victimhood and gaieee will require substantial time
and effective measures to be undertaken to eraben@se, the narrative will impede
any chance of constructing a civil identity andlthmg peace in the country. The rich
palette of socio-political changes in the countsyréflected in the dynamics of the
communication space. The prevalence of informal rmamcation such as rumors and
speculations along with the limited resources fooadcasting national information
channels broadcasting generates a high level efprétation of events, at both local and
country levels. More importantly, limited level tfie broadcasts at home and abroad
increases the degree of distortion/interpretatiminthe events in the country creating an
environment of stereotypes. It might seem that dachics are quite harmless at the
household level, but gradually increasing and ggttmisrepresented such a “box”

becomes the reason for the changes in social gemepslowly moving from just an

126 Marlene Laruelle, “The Paradigm of NationalisnKiyrgyzstan. Evolving narrative, the sovereignty
issue, and political agendaCbmmunist and Post-Communist studies, 45 issue 2, March 2012, 8.
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information into social, then political reality. Bsequently, this information becomes the
starting point for the formation of dichotomous cepts and interpretations. And, the
greatest danger of this kind of phenomenon inflesnan political decisions, which are
becoming hostages intentionally or unintentionailpolicy-making in general. Thus, all
different myths and stereotypes gain real formschvicarries certain risks, because the
reality gets distorted, producing social conflt45.

As earlier reports on ethnic violence in the Fergh®alley?® have shown the
“true” cause of the violence may be impossibleind,fas long as participants and victims
continue remembering the events differently. Esaliyt change will be very difficult to
achieve without reconsidered assertive tactichefcentral government to strengthen its
legitimacy and control in the south and challertgedominant nationalist narratives.

Although the frame of “ethnic conflict” is the mownadely accepted and easier to
apply in the case of the June violence, the follmaehapter seeks to problematize it and
look deeper into what factors led to the eruptidnvimlence that later turned into

interethnic violence between Kyrgyz and Uzbeks yngyzstan.

127“Report on Monitoring Conflict-situation in Oshaldlabad and Batken Provinces of Kyrgyzstan.”
International Tolerance Foundation. Bishkek 2011, 2

128 valery Tiskov, “Don’t Kill Me, | am Kyrgyz! An Anhropological Analysis of Violence in the Osh
Conflict,” Journal of Peace Researctiol 32, no. 2, 142.
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Chapter V. The Kyrgyz Tragedy: Political Provocation or Ethnic
Confrontation?

The large-scale violence that erupted in southeyrgyezstan in 2010 has been
commonly labeled as “ethnic conflict”. It is trubat media and public talk of “ethnic
conflict” in Kyrgyzstan has been largely overempbed. | believe that this discourse is
misleading, because it implies an extremely prohkscausal claim — that in a violent
‘ethnic conflict’ the driving motive of both the wflict and its violent dynamics is
ethnicity itself. | find this assumption to be essaly flawed and argue that, contrary to
common perceptions, ethnicity is not the drivingaslage of a conflict but rather a source
for mobilization, and that violence is more commnyonéthnically-exercised’ than
‘ethnically-driven’. Brubaker and Laitin clearlyasé that violence is not a natural and
self-explanatory outgrowth of conflicts, but ratt@eform of social and political action in
itself, with its own sources and particular dynasiifé Moreover, Kalyvas emphasizes
that the labels religion, class and ethnicity “ao¢ neutral: they typically imply a theory
of causation.” Indeed, if these terms were usesintply describe the existence of ethnic
markers in a violent conflict, they would be empmdyin every single case where the
warring parties are ethnically distinct, which Isarly not the cas€® Madeleine Reeves
emphasizes that taking ethnicity to be causal iplaing the June events does not

describe the complex, messy process that becamieie#d*! The task of this chapter is

129 Rogers Brubaker and David Laitin, “Ethnic and Naélist Violence.”Annual Review of Sociolo@y
(2000), 423.

130 stathis Kalyvas,“The Ontology of ‘Political Violea: Action and Identity in Civil WarsPerspectives

on Politics1(2003), 475.

131 Madeleine Reeves, “Recent Events in Kyrgyzstaapd? presented at Russia and Eurasia Programme
Seminar, London, September 13, 2010, 23.
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to understand why and how the ethnicization ofltimg-standing sociopolitical crisis in
the country took place.

First, it is necessary to look into the meanindhaf term “ethnic conflict” before
proceeding to the analysis. To clarify, by the tetathnicity” | mean a socially
constructed category, adhering to the view of Redgmubaker who argues: “Ethnicity,
race, and nationhood are fundamentally ways of gnng, interpreting, and
representing the social world. They are not thimgghe world, but perspectivemn the
world”.*3? According to the constructive approach, ethnictisent is created through
historical differences in culture, myths, concepsichat are formed in the context of
intellectual and social construct. Constructiviste ethnic identity as such as the result of
purposeful elites who ar$rofessional producers of subjectivéesions of the social
world”**® Furthermore, both constructivist and instrumestadipproaches view ethnic
boundaries as constantly changing and relativelyjd flelements®* | also adopt
Brubaker’s rejection of “groupist” analysis, whitte defines asthe tendency to take
discrete, bounded groups as basic constituenteasldife, chief protagonists of social
conflicts, and fundamental units of social analy$ts

Since certain social actors have labeled thesestas “ethnic conflict” and
“ethnic violence” in a way that it implies that tlkénic quality of the conflict is its most
salient feature, their uncritical utilization resuin reproducing the same logic in the

explanatory phase of the conflict in the headshefdeneral public. But, this should not

132 Rogers BrubakeEthnicity without Groups{London: Harvard University Press, 2004), 12.

133 Ashutosh Varshney, “Ethnicity and Ethnic Conflidh The Oxford Handbook of Comparative Politics,
edited by Carles Boix and Susan Stokes. 274-29for@xOxford University Press, 2007, 12.

134 Barth, Fredrick. “Ethnic groups and Boundaries” 5

135 Rogers BrubakeEthnicity without Groups,London: Harvard University Press, 2004), 15.
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be in the eyes of a serious analyst who can reiéxiemploy conceptual terms. It is
important to adopt instrumentalist approach thassethnicity as a mask that hides a
deeper core of political or economic interests. Tristrumentalist approach argues that
ethnicity is useful for leaders that strategicaiiynipulate it for the sake of gaining
political power or drawing resources from the statdRogers Brubaker stressed the role
of “ethnopolitical entrepreneurs,” who “may liveffoas well as ‘for’ ethnicity”,
promoting a sense of “groupness’. In the case of Kyrgyzstan, “ethnopolitical
entrepreneurs” also played an important role irvpkong the conflict.

There are two prevalent analytical frameworkshm literature on the nationalities
policy of the USSR that assert that the CentrabAgthnic identity is the product of the
Soviet engineering. According to the first one,lexdlthe “Soviet ethnos theory”, the
Soviet Union and Central Asian political eliteseisg the nation as the highest stage or
level of the development of ethnicity, emerged las main actors that promoted the
establishment of contemporary Central Asian natidhslere, it can be argued that “the
invention” of nationalities of Central Asia, preseth as “homogenous, constant, ancient,
with a collective memory” was a political projecf the Soviet Union with the
collaboration of local leaders, influenced by thaevit ideology, that were aiming to
show their loyalty to the stat& Alisher Ilkhamov in his article “Archeology of Uek

Identity” claimed that “the formation of Uzbek idég is a result of deliberate

136 Ashutosh Varshney, “Ethnicity and Ethnic Conflidh The Oxford Handbook of Comparative Politics,
edited by Carles Boix and Susan Stokes. 274-29for@xOxford University Press, 2007, 13.

137 Rogers BrubakeEthnicity without Groups,London: Harvard University Press, 2004), 14.

138 Sergei, Abashin, “Post-Soviet Nationalism, Ethtieory, and Constructivist critiqueAnthropology

& Archeology of Eurasia(Spring 2006).
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construction by the elites pursuing their own iagts and cultural and political goaf§®
Although Ilkhamov refers to “the phenomenon of Uzaentity”, he suggests looking at
other Central Asian nations in the same approackedls Subsequently, it can be argued
that the assertion of Brubaker that ethnicitiesctimee real as a result of the efforts of
elites or scholars” can be applied in the Kyrgygeca®

Nonetheless, Brubaker notes that the aim is nogftde the reality or importance
of ethnicity or nation, but rather he wants to malaear that the existence of significant
ethnic identification in some situations does naam that ethnic groups do exist as
homogenous and bounded entifi&Given this presumption, it is wrong to analyze the
Osh violence as the conflict between Uzbek and iy rigroups” because they are not
coherent as to have the dame aspiration and atitodvards members of other
ethnicities, and also they do not have solid botieddThe Kyrgyz are not at the war
with us,” said one Uzbek man, showing destroyedshsun one of the neighborhoods
mainly with Uzbek community living in it, “the lotgovernment is.**

To build a research program around such heterogsngzenomena, just because
they fit in the “ethnic frame”, is wrontf* On the other hand, these terms overshadow
other causal frameworks that can certainly provee@ lot more relevant. By putting an
emphasis on the ethnic aspect of the war, one pdidithy lowering the importance of
other factors that may have a superior explanatevgrage. As Andrew Koch and

Natalie Bond have argued that although the condtaort was primarily between Kyrgyz

140 Sergei, Abashin, “Post-Soviet Nationalism, Ethtieory, and Constructivist critiqueAnthropology
& Archeology of Eurasia(Spring 2006).
141 Rogers BrubakeEthnicity without Groups| London: Harvard University Press, 2004), 12.
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143 |International Crisis Group, “The Pogroms in Kyrgsan,” 17.
144 Rogers Brubaker and David Laitin, “Ethnic and Naélist Violence.”Annual Review of Sociolo@y
(2000), 423.
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and Uzbeks, the basis for much of the tension betvwikee two groups was not ethnicity
per se but rather other traditional sub-organization niitees that were used as
mobilization instruments by “ethnic entrepreneudsiven by political and economic
motives*®

Although the Soviet Union put a lot of effort ineéiminating the importance of
clans in Central Asia, clan politics remains as @iethe main and well-known
characteristic of Kyrgyzstan. The issue of ethpicit closely related to this concept
Clan belongings and social attachments to them hlvays, at least since independence,
played a decisive role in political, social and mmmic structures of the country. As
Kathleen Collins explains, clan identities can oftames be more important than blood
ties and can play a great role in establishinguadies, and also in social mobilizatioH.
The Kyrgyz are divided into more than forty tribesit most of which are organized into
three main clan confederations: a “left” wing catisig of seven clans from the north, a
“right” wing constituted by the southern Adygine| and the Ichkilik group, also in the
south, which consists of many clans, including saha are not of “Kyrgyz” origirt*®
The political competition between the left and tight wings has been present since the

period of the Kokand Khanate (1709-188%).

145 Natalie Koch and Andrew Bond, “Interethnic Tensidm Kyrgyzstan: A Political Geographic
Perspective,Eurasian Geography and Economi@910), 554.
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Furthermore, according to the statistical analysfissurvey data by Maksim
Ryabkov, there are striking north-south differeneesong the populatiolt® As the
outcome of the Soviet rule, the north of Kyrgyzstaneft as more modernized and
urbanized with a more Russified population, whetbassouthern part is more agrarian
and inhabited by a large number of ethnic Uzbéksewis largely agrees with Raybkov,
claiming that there are real cultural and politiddferences between the north and south.
And, these differences do serve as an importang lb@s political organizations or
individuals to mobilize the populatidi®> Moreover, | cannot disagree with the
proposition of Radnitz who claimed that regionaligm zemlyachestvosupport for
people originating from the same village or logalis the most important factor in
determining the population’s political identificati and their potentiahobilization.**?
Here, it must be mentioned that | am aware of #wt that this analysis may stand as
problematic, because it includes elements of a uUjsi” analysis, taking political
identity as ahing, not as arvent.

The grounds of the events in June are laid by highamics of the political
opposition in Kyrgyzstan for the past 10 yearshis analysis of the events dedicated to
of June 2010 Neil Melvin notes, "interethnic reteus in the south were inextricably

linked with the struggle for power in Kyrgyzstantlween the south and north, rural and

150 Maxim Ryabkov, “The North-South Cleavage and RultSupport in Kyrgyzstan Central Asian
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urban populations, the various clans, ethnic gramspolitical forces®®* According to
the cleavage theory, cleavages are: “the criterfachv divide the members of a
community or subcommunity into groups, and thevahe cleavages are those which
divide members into groups with important politichfferences at specific times and
places.” Political conflicts are products of thestence and hierarchy of cleavages as
they vary over time and from one political unit doother. Moreover, as Lipset and
Rokkan believe, cleavages can transform into palifparties; “parties represent alliances
in a two-dimensional space of functional, econornaied cultural, and territorial
cleavages, centre and periphery, cleavages,” thgy>s Most of the major political
parties of Kyrgyzstan have been formed on the bafsierritorial cleavage, the south-
north division, leading to the constant politicalsis and deeper polarization of the
population in the country.

Stability in the state depends on the number afvages, the level of polarization
these cleavages cause, whether there are overppparosscutting cleavages, the power
of these cleavages, and on the relationship bettreenleavages and political partig$.
From the constructivist perspective, identity isrseas a dynamic and constantly
changing thing, thus it implies that cleavages banshaped by agencies and that the

degree of polarization and the type of the modena$s mobilisation are determined by

154 Neil Melvin, “Promoting a Stable and Multiethnig/igyzstan: Overcoming the Causes and Legacies of
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deliberate actions of certain actors: individualganizations, civil society as well as by
social, historical or economical events.

The struggle for power is related to the nationasiion. As rightly pointed out
in Neil Melvin’s study: “At the moment, the relatiship between ethnic groups is in the
midst of ongoing conflict in the country processathough the national question is not a
key cause of dissension in Kyrgyzstan. The grovpolitical confrontation of the last ten
years, primarily representing a fragmentation wittiie Kyrgyz community, contributed
to the gradual erosion of the foundations of spateer in the country and exacerbation
of conflict in the society, the mass use of viokerfor political ends®® The first two
previous chapters discussed the theme of the niatiEyrgyzstan since independence in
1991, clearly depicting how Kyrgyz ethnic natiosati has become an important tool for
elites to seek for political and economic power praimoted as a dominant interpretation
of Kyrgyzstan’s major problems. Nevertheless, then as not to claim that
ethnonationalism of both Uzbek and Kyrgyz expldhes June clashes.

To accept ethnic differences as the key motivatibeither the violence or the
conflict is to accept primordialist theories whegthnic antagonism is seen as a self-
sufficient condition in generating violent confbctTheir explanatory power is extremely
weak because they view cultural differences ascttral constant factors and therefore
do not explain why, at particular timeand in aparticular place these differences were
transformed into relevant ones, ignoring that iheottimes and in other places those

ethnic groups have lived peacefully together andneintermingled. By considering

7 James Fearon and David D. Laitin. "Violence andstheial construction of ethnic Identity,”
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ethnic identities as self-explanatory facts tha&vitability lead to conflictual situations
and by taking identity as a rigid, fixed and seltlesive given, these theories overlook
both the role of human agency and the power ofirapuctural change in producing new
social facts.Moreover, as Rogers Brubaker indicates that if dmiaand think of ethnic
groups not as substantial things but as relatiandl contingent variables, then we can
explain ethnic unity as an event with “momentsraénsely felt collective solidarity”, as
something that “happens” not as something thathigys “present”.’*® Particular
striking events, “can galvanize group feeling, amadchet up pre-existing levels of
groupness™® and that is heightened level can be observechéncase of the Osh
tragedy.

The real causes of the June bloodshed are stikruingdestigation, but they are
certainly linked to the overthrow of the republisscond president Kurmanbek Bakiyev
in April of that year when the unrest took pld&eSince Uzbeks throughout southern
Kyrgyzstan were unhappy with the discrimination amdlerrepresentation in important
administrative structures during Bakiyev's regimiey chose to support Roza
Otunbaeva’s new provisional government. As | haveady mentioned earlier in the
previous chapters of the work, many “southern” Kyrghaving seen the same treatment
under Askar Akayev, because of the north-south blsed politics, decided to stay on
the side of Bakiyev, who was also from the soutlectically Jalalabad. When Bakiyev
fled the country, the southern elite, fearing tiat power over the southern region would

fall completely into the hands of the north, higiigreased ethnonationalist rhetoric. As

%9 Rogers, BrubakeEthnicity without Groups(London: Harvard University Press, 2004), 35.
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Eric McGlinchey has rightly pointed out that neitlethnic Uzbeks nor ethnic Kyrgyz
thought of ethnicity as an identification cleavagmeded to be pressed during the first
uprising in April 2005. With Akayev’s ouster, etkiation of the political conflict could
have happened. However, as McGlinchey argues, 8akgev had a large support from
the southern regional and clan networks, southezbel activists having realized the
strength of these networks, decided that sprinthaff year was not a right time to fight
for benefits using ethnic identity claims as thaibilization framework*®? The fact that
ethnic differences are made relevant in one pdatiatontext but not in another leads us
to our point that the critical driving factors betlia so-called ‘ethnic conflict’ extend
beyond ethnicity.

What is also important is how the April revolutioagcording to Madeleine
Reeves, led to a severe imbalance of power amangdbntry’'s criminal groups. The
collapse of the central authority produced a stieiggnong criminal gangs in Osh for
control over the car industy® Here, | would also add drug industry as anothéjesi
over which rival gangs in Osh had to struggle witb collapse of the main power in
Bishkek. The rivalry quickly acquired an ethnic esp And, as Reeves argues further,
the both political and legal vacuum provided a vi@ary populist politicians to play an
ethnic card. As for the provisional government'aaten to this, Roza Otunbayeva’'s

government decided to ignore the real nature ofvibéence, instead maintained the
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ethnicization of the violence, by declaring thahist is now a conflict between two
ethnicities”*%*

Spring 2010 was marked by a strong sense of inggcand especially when
ethnic Uzbek political leaders started to gathbepotJzbeks for the street demonstrations
(explained earlier), demands of Uzbek leaders ssckadyrjan Batyrov on behalf of the
Uzbek community were perceived with animosity bgaloKyrgyz elite. During this time
of increased hostility, in an interview broadcasttbe Uzbek language channels Mezon
TV and Osh TV Batyrov said, “The time when the Uzbeat still at home and did not
participate in state building has passed. We dgtivaipported the provisional
government and must actively participate in alicprocesses...If there were no Uzbeks,
the Kyrgyz and members of the provisional governmeauld not be able to resist
Bakiev in Jalalabad when he tried to conduct hisvikg against the provisional
government.*®® But still, the Teyit burnings (explained earliesprved as the best
incident for local southern elite or criminal graufw begin a narrative of Uzbek revenge
and intention to gain autonomy. Kyrgyz politiciameainly Melis Myrzakmatov, the
mayor of the city Osh appointed by Bakiyev in Jag009, who by June 2010 became
the unchallenged major political figure in the d$guaccused Batyrov of demanding
autonomy for the southern Kyrgyzstdfi. The charges against Batyrov, actually,
presented a fruitful base for political entreprasewho were in political or economic
rivalry with him and were eager to prevent Uzbe&sperity and local influence. Now,

there was a red herring to raise threats assoomtadhe Uzbek minority and to play on
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general stereotypes about Uzbeks as dirty, dishoard greedy®’ On the one hand,
framing has a real impact on the violence that texdin the first place, by producing the
ethnicization of violence, i.e., by imputing ethitydo a phenomenon that might not have
been initially ethnic, with the consequence of adreg a violent context where violence
perpetrated along ethnic lines becomes a moreralaphenomenon. On the other hand,
the ethnicization of violence will contribute toetlyathering of popular support for the
agenda of the ‘ethnic entrepreneurs’ at the palitievel. So, in the period between the
Teyit burning in May and the beginning of the Osblence, ethnicization of the political
confrontation had already been promoted, and adrahethnic competition was widely
held in southern Kyrgyzstan. Scott Radnitz has sstggl that the supposed defenders of
both Kyrgyz and Uzbek ethnic parties — unemployedng men — started preparations
for a fight by obtaining military equipment. Prolgbboth sides assumed that the
provisional government would be unable to prevemifontation and they would not
have any obstacles to advance their political aocdnemic interest through street
violence®® Another reason to avoid these terms is the faat #dopting such labels,
either in academia or in the media, is to ignordamnplay the interests of the particular
actors that used them in the first place.

Information obtained by Amnesty International franmumber of sources indicate
that large groups of Kyrgyz youth from the remateas, for example, from Batken, Alai
and Aksy districts, were taken to Osh and BazamgKor According to the official
version, these groups came spontaneously as sottreyasound out about the ongoing

riots in Osh, volunteering to protect their coetisniNevertheless, from unofficial sources

187 Scott Radnitz “Competing Narratives and Violent&buthern KyrgyzstanPONARS EurasigAugust
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it became known that recruiters sought often in Klyegyz population in these rural
areas. Young people were provided transportatioog fand shelter. Moreover, it was
alleged that they were provided with weapons ariggedly, financial reward. In
interviews with Amnesty International, informal soes referred to the indirect evidence
that these men were well supplied with alcoholiak$, and in some cases-even drtfgs.
This is not to say that people do not kill baseguore ethnic animosity because there are
certainly those who do. However, | do believe th& corresponds to a minority.

Even though | recognize that people’s motivatiorsextremely hard to assess, it
is possible to infer that the driving motives goywaeyond ethnicity. Since the June
conflict was accompanied by mass looting, mainlyhia city of Osh, | can suppose that
one of the driving motives for the exercise of gimde was the opportunity to loot,
especially given the fact that poor living condiso are prevalent in the south of
Kyrgyzstan. Also, the role of rumors during the ftich should not be taken for granted.
In the given case, rumors of rape of Kyrgyz ginsnlg in the student dormitory in the
centre of the city Osh, allegedly committed by Uaheand that Uzbekistan or Uzbeks
are fighting to take over the southern region ofd{ystan stand as another main factor
in provoking ordinary people to exercise violente.

Evidently, the ethnic violence in the southern Kgstan was triggered by the
political crisis and dynamics of the year 2010. Plétical transformation was not ethnic
in its nature, but it did have ethnic aspects, &t is more important to understand that

it provided fruitful conditions which enabled centaolitical forces to start violence by

%°Amnesty International.Yactuunas IIpasga u Ms6uparensroe [Ipasocynue [locnenctaus MIoHbCKIX
Becnopsakos 2010I"oxa B Keipreiscrane (Partial Truth and Consequences of Electoral deistf the 2010
June riots in Kyrgyzstan),” Amnesty Internationabications, 2010, 8.

10 |nternational Crisis Group, “Pogroms in Kyrgyzstahi.

64



CEU eTD Collection

mobilising the populations in Osh based on thdiniet identities. Again, | do not claim
that ethnic component is not relevant in this caseshould not be taken into
consideration. Nevertheless, it is critical to explhow andin what waysthe ethnic

dimension influences the logic and dynamics ofdeflict.
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Conclusion

Although there is a popular belief that Kyrgyzstamsouth is a tinderbox for
ethnic violence, Uzbeks and Kyrgyz have been livmgarmony for centuries in Central
Asia’s most diverse and rich area, the Ferghan&y.atDuring the golden age of the
Great Silk Road, the Ferghana Valley people happdnebe at the intersection of
different cultures and nations from Europe and Khediterranean area to India and
China. Therefore they developed an ability to pge@and adapt to the world outlooks
different from their own,” notes KolpakdV' It was right after the Soviet Union’s
disintegration in 1990 when as the result of a powmnagement of deteriorating
economic crisis by local authorities, Uzbeks anddyy used violence towards each
other.

This study has presented the general backgroupteeihdependent Kyrgyzstan’'s
ethno-political situation, and further providedengral analysis of the country’s evolving
ethno-politics under two different regimes, demmatistg its vigorous dynamics in the
face of the radical shift from Akayev’s minority @enmodating policies to Bakiyev’'s
ethnocentric policies. Following the April revoloti of 2010, which led to another
regime change, Kyrgyzstan’'s central government se®rely weakened. After several
months of political instability, Kyrgyzstan facednzajor outbreak of violence that later
turned into full-fledged interethnic clashes in gwuthern towns of Osh, Jalalabad, and
Bazarkorgon. As the study has shown, much of th@igpand political discourse on the

events stresses the ethnic dimension narratingdh#ict as “ethnic conflict” that was

! Aleksei Kolpakov, “Managing the Diversity”, Innersfan Uralic National resource Center, Indiana,

2001, 3.
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bound to happen because of Soviet delimitationnmieat ethnic antagonism between
Kyrgyz and Uzbeks of the Ferghana Valley.

The objective of the work is not to provide detdilehronological dates of the
country’s political transformations or to describhe June conflict and its aftermath. The
main purpose of the thesis was to prove that thelicoin the south of Kyrgyzstan
cannot be seen or interpreted as “ethnic conflt/.avoiding a dominant interpretative
frame of the tragedy as “ethnic conflict”, the stuattempted to demonstrate that the
onset of the violence was much more complex. Altjothere are differences between
Uzbeks and Kyrgyz in the south, the June violesciarngely contextual and cannot be
seen as a “thing” destined to happen. It was prdkeatithe June events are the result of
the unconventional political mobilisation, the Isasf which happened to be an ethnic
identity, exercised by political forces in orderddvance their economical and political
interests.

By deconstructing the prevalent way of seeing th#lict as “ethnic”, we are also
“deconstructing” the remembering of the conflicidacontributing to the prevention from
the repetition of the violence. Therefore, it ist mmly an academic point. It is very
important to get rid of the limits imposed by otheand to liberate the discourse from
these polarizing perspectives and meanings atétbtd the Kyrgyzstan's tragedy by

politicians, journalists, and perpetrators.
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Appendix: General Maps
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Fig. 1. General map of Kyrgyzstan, showing the locatioproivinces, administrative centers, and other featof
interest mentioned in the text
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Fig. 2. Kyrgyzstan ethnicity map showing the distributidrkgrgyz, Uzbeks, and “other” nationalities
(“other” nationalities exceeding 1 percent of tb&t population of Kyrgyzstan in 2009 include Rassi, Dungans,

Uyghurs, and Tajiks; National)
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