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INTRODUCTION

In 1996 UNHCR Office in Uzbekistan published a btili “Population Migration in
Uzbekistan. 1989-1996". The publication contaidath on the population migration for
the period from 1989 to 1995 and the estimateb@htumber and ethnic structure of the
population of Uzbekistan by January 1, 1996. Qlerfollowing period between 1996
and 1999 substantial changes occured both in taecter and intensity of migration and
in the ethnic structure of the population of thputdic. This brought in the need for
another eddition of the bulletin which would incorpte updated and verified
information on mifration between 1996 and 1998 alsd an estimate of the number and
ethnic structure of the population of the Repubfit)zbekistan for Januarry 1, 1999.

In the first edition the analysis of the populatiorngration was based on the official
information about migration events that had alyetaken place. The second edition
contains the results of th@oll survey based on the natioanal samplec. Surveptses
allow to look at the prospects of migration of thebekistan’s population, migration
intentions, and the problems of choosing citizemsturvey results are presented in the
Annex ‘Migration Intentions of The Population of hikistan”.

Data available on natural amaechanical growth gave us an opportunity to compute the
number of the population of the Republic of Uzbtdlasand its ethnic composition for
the early 1999. The number of the population enrgpublic or in the ethnic groups was
calculated for January 1, 1999 using the formulaMkor (N+n10)+M, where

N - the number of people according to 1989 census;

k - the factor of natural growth;

M - mechanical growth;

n - average annual growth;

10 - the number of full years from 1989 to 1999.

These data are estimates only and may differ frioenafficial data of the government
statistical institutions.

Census results allowed to picture on the contoumimidtrative maps the distribution of
ethnic groups by provinces and districts of Uzbkidor the year 1989. An extremely
large amount of work required for the job did ntbw us to make alalogous maps to
reflect the situation of 1999.

Certain discrepancy may occur between our estimanesthe data of the statistical
institutions of the CIS countries and press. Tais be accounted for by the fact that we
were using not always easily available to us artdnotontradictory information from
various statistical centers of the CIS republic.



POPULATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF UZBEKISTAN

the Republic of Uzbekistan is located in the cdrdral nothern parts of Central Asia
between Amudarya and Syrdarya rivers. The teyritdrthe country is 447.4 thousand
square kilometers. The capital is Tashkent.

Tablel Cnagein the number of population in Uzbekistan (for the beginning of the
year)

Year ,000 people Source

1913 434 1913 census

1926 4621 1926 census

1939 6347 1939 census

1959 8119 1959 census

1970 11799 1970 census

1979 15391 1979 census

1989 19905 1989 census

1994 22192 Estimates of the State Committee ornsStat
1997 23563 Human Development Report. Uzbekistan 1998
1999 23863 Our estimates

Since the beginning of the 20th century the popatabf Uzbekistan has grown almost
Six times.

The highest density of population was recorded nmdifan (474.5 persons per sq. km)
and Fergana (334.3 persons per sq. km) provinoesthee lowest one in Navoi province
(6.6 persons per sq. km) and Karakalpakstan (8.Sqem).

Intensive growth of the indigenous population inn€al Asian republics including

Uzbekistan began from the 1960s when the qualitthefhealth care services inproved
significantly and the standard of living rised. eTfannual rate of natural growth
constitutes about 3% for the entire population leé tepublic and about 4% for the
indigenous ethnic groups.

Officially, the proportion of rural population i9aut 62.1% which accounts for almost
80% of the growth rate in Uzbekistan.

Indigenous population reproduction in the recerst peas conditioned by the high birth
rate (avarage birth rate in 1960-1990 was 34/106@) mortality (average mortality rate
in 1960-1990 was 6/1000), and until the early 198@bound migration -- from 1959
to 1979 mechanic growth rate constituted 17.6% hef &verage annual population
growth.

Natural Growth Rate of the Population of Uzbekistan

Years 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998



Uzbekistan 276 28,3 26,6 24,228 23,4 21,1 19,7 17,2

Karakalpakstan 295 30,1 27,0 23,493 19,1 18,8 189 18,3
Provinces

Andijan 28,1 289 27,2 26,3228 24,7 21,7 19,7 16,6
Bukhara 26,7 28,1 26,0 23,6223 21,9 22,3 184 164
Jizzak 345 34,1 33,1 29,727,7 285 26,4 23,4 199
Kashkadarya 345 358 33,2 31,290 31,1 27,9 253 224
Navoi 27,1 27,8 26,4 24,5227 205 184 17,0 145
Namangan 31,8 31,7 29,3 28,262 27,1 241 25,0 18,2
Samarkand 30,8 31,6 30,4 27,266 27,2 243 22,4 18,7
Surkhandarya 36,5 36,9 33,3 33,889 318 28,6 275 225
Syrdarya 28,5 26,7 26,7 24,497 214 190 19,7 22,0
Tashkent 23,0 229 21,2 19,88,0 18,2 16,7 156 14,0
Fergana 26,2 28,2 27,6 26,243 24,7 16,2 19,8 17,7
Khorezm 295 30,1 29,3 27,243 232 216 21,7 181
City of Tashkent 12,2 11,9 10,7 9,189 85 78 82 70

A consistent tendency of the recent decade has &ekecrease in the population growth
influenced by the following key factors:
- Birth control policy of the Ministry of Health dnmeasures taken by it to introduce
contraceptives;
- Government support to the education campaign®dito inform population of the
necessity of the family planning;

. - Rise of prices for health care services and #dweeahse in the actual pay.

As the result of the government family planning ipgl birth rate in the republic
decreased from 33.7 in 1989 to 25.5 people in 186d,the natural growth went down
from 27.6 to 19.7 people respectively, and in 199® 17.2 per 1,000 people. In 1992
growth rate constituted 2.38%, and in 1997 it wady d..87%. According to the
projections made by the World Bank experts thisorahould reach 1.7% by the year
2005.

By the year 1997 the avarage family size was ratlte&.5 people in Uzbekistan and to
6.4 in Karakalpakstan. Social studies reveal timatrepresentatives of indigenous ethnic
groups which constitute the absolute majority & gopulation of the republic believe
that nowadays 4 is the most appropriate numbehitdren in a family. Therefore, it can
be assumed that Uzbekistan has reached the rddietlofdecrease which under similar
socioeconomic conditions and government birth @dnpolicy is not likely to change
significantly in the near future.

The calculation of the number of population in tepublic is based on the average
natural growth rate over the period from 1990 t®89 (Refer to the Table on the
previous page.)



The natural growth rate of Uzbeks - about 30 pedOlPeople - served as basis for
calculating the number of people in traditionallyge (more than 4 children in a family)
Central Asian ethnic groups. To the other ethmaupgs of central Asia, such as Tajiks,
Kyrgyz, Kazakhs, Turkmens, and Karakalpaks the rahtgrowth ratio approximating
that of the Uzbeks was applied with only a slighriation identified by the experts
(randomly). The above mentioned ethnic groupsiieeh less affected by the interstate
migration and preserved an extensive type of reprooh. Persians, Uygurs, Turks, and
Azeris preserved to a certain extent an extenspeoduction, but lost the tradition of
having a large family. For these groups a loweswgh rate of 20 per 1000 was
established. Other ethnic groups who lost theittoad of having a large family and
sustained zero (or close to zero) reproduction waee Tatars, Chuvash, Mordva, and
Koreans. For those the natural growth rate wasbéshed as 10 per 1000. Nations who
lost the tradition of having many children and lealdwer reproduction rate (1-2 chldren
in a family) were Russians, Ukrainians, ArmeniaBglorussians, Jews, Germans,
Greeks, and Moldovans. Their natural growth raged between (-10) and (+7) per
1000 people. Whenever the data that showed theandgs of the number of a certain
ethnic group were insufficient, the estimate waseldaon the expert opinion of the
consultants.

Ethnic Groups Distribution in Uzbekistan

Maps and tables showing the distribution of ethgricups by provinces of Uzbekistan
appear as Annexes.

Ethnic groups distribution in Uzbekistan follows cartain pattern. Uzbeks settle
everywhere, but their proportion is the highestold cities and traditionally agrarian
valleys of Chirchik, Fergana, Zarafshan, Kashkaalagnd Khorezm. Karakalpaks
mainly inhabit nothern areas of the Republic of &alpakstan. Russians, Ukrains,
Belorussians, Koreans, Armenians, and Tatars ghgttle in the cities. Tajiks live
mainly in Bukhara, Samarkand, Surkhandarya, Namangad Fergana provinces.
Kazakhs live in Karakalpakstan, Navoi province, amdal areas around Tashkent.
Kyrgyz inhabit areas near the border of Kyrgyz R#jou and Turkmens live in the areas
bordering Turkmenistan. Koreans settle in thelraraas of Chirchik river basin, and in
the cities.

MIGRATION IN RETROSPECT

In the late 19th and early 20th century Russiars@aay began to settle in the areas of
Golodnaya Steppe (South-West of Tashkent) creatiggant settlements.

In the 19th century Uygurs who fled Sin Xian (Chs#itled in the mountain valleys in
the East of Uzbekistan.

During the war between Russia and Japan (in th@s)38oreans from the Far East were
deported to Uzbekistan.



During the World War Il part of the population aindistrial enterprises from the western
part of the USSR were evacuated to Uzbekistan imgnglong Russian and Ukrainian
workers, engineers, and artists. At the same frag of the non-Slavic Cremean
population and the Germans living along the rivetgé were deported to Uzbekistan.

In the 1950s an intensive migration to Uzbekistagam. Until the mid 70s of the 20th
century the main direction of net migration wasirRussia to Uzbekistan as the result of
new developments in irrigation, transport, powgsmy, mining, engineering, chemical,
textile, and other sectors. At that moment indristhe republican government believed
it was cheaper to move labor force to UzbekistemmfRussia and Ukraine than to train
local people who did not have necessary skills, talgy, and social mobility. By the
1960s Russia began to experience the lack of l@sources, and consequently migration
changed direction.

Since the 70s people began to move in large nunflmers Uzbekistan to Russia where
the population began to grow older and lesser mber. By that time a large proportion
of human resources, that is the able-bodied yowrgemtion of Russia, moved from
villages and small towns to the industrially deyeld urban areas.

Since the 70s migration has been influenced bynate Uzbekistan-originated factors.
As the level of education and skills of the titulaations (Uzbeks, Tajiks, Kazakhs,
Karakalpaks, and etc.) grew, their chances to aequihigher social status and to get a
more prestigious job increased significantly. Hfiere, since the 60s the Slavic ethnic
groups, or the so-called Russian-speaking populagi@adually began to loose their
privileged positions in trade, education, cultuead health care -- the growing number of
people employed in these sectors was both absplatel comparatively secured by the
indigenous population.

1990s were marked by the exodus of the Slavs amdRussian-speakingi population
from other sectors of national economy, such asustig, civil engineering,
communication and education. One reason wasthlegt were loosing their ability to
compete on the labor market of Uzbekistan, andother was Russiais acute need of
specialists and skilled labor.

Besides the economic factors, emigration was aoenced by the outbursts of ethnic
conflicts. The USSR was still in existence wherewlwo serious outbreaks of violence
occurred in Fergana Valley, a densely populatetijstrialized plain that tretches across
the Uzbek-Kyrgyz border. The conflicts had beerermined and their development
suppressed owing to the actions taken by the gowemts of the neighboring countiries.
Nevertheless, after the conflict had ended, a fewventhousands of Meskhetians and
representatives of other ethnic minorities leftgama. Almost a year later collisions
between Kyrgyz and Uzbeks occurred near the bandée Osh region of Kyrgyzstan.



Civil war in Tajikistan and the outbreaks of viotenin Fergana Valley produced strong
psychological impact throughout Central Asia. @e bne hand, they intensified the
fears of ethnic minorities, but on the other handhere is a positive aspect too --
demonstrated to all governments of the region #eessity of taking actions to prevent
ethnic conflicts.

After the independent national states have emenmgégtation acquired a more explicit
ethnic character. At the beginning people feacelddse a chance to reunite with people
of the same identity in their native republics. elihthe communication between
Uzbekistan nationals and their relatives in othi @untries became complicated due to
the dramatic increase in prices for transport sesjiintroduction of visa regime in some
of the former republics of the USSR, introductidnown non-convertible currencies in
all republics, and tense or even life-threatenimgaton in some of these states.
Considerable portion of Uzbekistan emigrants ameeid migrants and refugees who
leave Uzbekistan not only for economic reasons,asa because of the encroachement
upon the rights they used to enjoy.

Formation of independent states on the territorythef USSR changed the nature of
migration from Central Asian republics including lki¢kistan and made it more diverse
by bringing in the flow of emigrants, repatrian&;ological and ethnic refugees and
migrants, relocated military and their families.inc® 1989 about four million people
moved within Uzbekistan or left its territory, whieneans that since 1989 every one of
six adults in the region was on the move. Withzbekistan about 19 million people
changed the address of their fixed abode.

Ethnic migrants leave the countries where thewileged status or safety can no longer
be secured. In some republics their lives areatbreed (Tajikistan), in others their
privileged position which they grew accustomed taswost (Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan,
Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan). The new laws on languagd citizenship in these countries
make certain ethnic groups noncompetitive on thealldabor market. Hundreds of

thousands of people risk to become individuals euth citizenship due to the

complicated andexpensive procedure of adoptindgnanging the citizenship.

Migration from Uzbekistan is complicated and istlyahidden from the government
authorities responsible for making records of peigpinovements. The official statistical
data reflect the general tendency of migration fautto report the exact numbers. For
instance, the statistical institutions of the Ctiimtries are not able to keep a record of
migrants who received and maintained dual citizgn&r a certain period. People need
this type of citizenship to fully enjoy citizen htg in the republic of sojourn, for example,
Russia or Uzbekistan.

Legally, in Uzbekistan dual citizenship is prohéaif however those who needed it could
acqure it illegally. The procedure is simple: izein would iloosei his passport, report
the loss to the office of the Ministry of Interigpolice], get a new one with the
Uzbekistan registration, and use his ioldi passportregister his departure from



Uzbekistan by giving a bribe. Usually such indivaés would not indicate the point of
destination. On 06.02.1996 iNezavisimaya Gazetported that over the last three
months 17,000 residents of the capital of Uzbekistst their passports. Government
raised the amont of penalty for loosing passporb,&60 soums (up to 8 US dollars).
According to the same newspaper about 200,000ighhls in the CIS and Uzbekistan
have dual citizenship. As these people can besteygd in two countries and be
phisically present only in one of them, it is impilde to find out where they actually
stay. Refer to the chart iMigration within the Gi8hout indication of directioni which
shows that between 1989 and 1999 146,000 peopéetdddrom the CIS (with no record
of the area or the republic of origin) and 229,@@®ple arrived to the CIS (with no
record of the area or the republic of origin). Nwefgration without indicating the
destination counted 83 thousand people.

Intensive migration from Uzbekistan began long bethe perestroika and originally was
caused by economic reasons. Only after 1989 nograauses acquired an ethnic tinge.
During the period between 1981 and 1990 the nurobenigrants from Uzbekistan to

Russia amounted to 684,000, and from 1991 to 1884 number equalled 364 thousand.



Table 3. Net Migration from Central Asian Republicsto Russia (,000 people)

Years 1981-1985 1986-1990 1991-1994
Uzbekistan -205 -479 -364

Uzbekistan intensively exchanges migrants not owigh Russia, but also with
neighboring Central Asian states. For instancezakhstan collects migrants (ethnic
Kazakhs) from other Central Asian republics, Iramg China. Uzbekistan receives large
number of ethnic Uzbeks from Kyrgyzstan and Tajéms and Tajiks coming from
Tajikistan. Turkmens leave Uzbekistan for TurknaenEthnic groups strive to reunite
with the groups of the same identity -- nationdirdigation which started in the 20s takes
a new form together with the ethnification of thespsoviet Central Asian states.

Dynamics of ethnic group distribution (in %) in ttetal number of population shows a
long-term tendency towards the increase of theesbérCentral Asian ethnic groups
(Uzbeks, Tajiks, Kazakhs) in the population of tbpublic versus the decreasing share of
inon-Central Asiani ethnic groups (Russians, Kaedatars, and etc.).

High growth rate of the indigenous nations (Uzbéd@arakalpaks, etc.) can be acconted
for by the extensive reproduction of these groups their relatively low mobility. Low
rate of natural growth and high migration mobildye characteristic to certain ethnic
groups in Uzbekistan.

Speaking of the migration processes in Uzbekidgtamakes sense to compare them with
those in other Central Asian republics. The rasat the study made by zZh. A.
Zaionchkovskaya prove that the scale (and we elithe character too) of migration in
these countries have much in common. By compdhagportions, rather than absolute
numbers, of the population (in %) which had beest ly the republics as the result of
emigration it becomes evident that the intensitynggrations in most of the neighboring
republics was greater than in Uzbekistan.

Table4. Net Migration from Central Asian Republicsto Russia (,000 people)

Years 1981-1985 1986-1990 1991-1994 Total
Kazakhstan -403 -482 -840 1725
Uzbekistan -205 -479 -364 1048
Kyrgyzstan -76 -106 -285 467
Tajikistan -46 -113 -166 325
Turkmenistan -42 -39 -20 101

Per centage of the entire population over the same period (%)

Kyrgyzstan 12
Kazakhstan 11
Tajikistan 6

10



Uzbekistan 5
Turkmenistan 3

The results of the study performed by the Forebesiitute of the Russian Academy of
Sciences, and Russian Federal Migration Authoritiéth the support of McArthur
foundation show that during 1996-2001 about 4 omillpeople are expected to migrate
from Central Asia to Russia (iNezavisimaya Gazetdl. July 1996). According to our
estimates these projections failed, and the emigrab Russia from these republics
could not exceed 2 milllion people over this period

In the near future the character of migration inbekistan will be conditioned by
restraining and prompting factors. Among the fadte such events of 1999 as the bomb
explosions in Tashkent on 16 February, and fightimg/abkent area of Kyrgyzstan.
These events alert people to the menace of civiitegiconfession conflicts threatening to
sweep parts of Uzbekistan and neighboing countriesKyrgyzstan, Tajukistan, and
Afghanistan. Besides, emigration is prompted leydkpiration of the validity of the old
ired passportsi of the USSR on 31 December 1999.

Among the restraining factors is the absence ofrgemey situations that encourage
intensive migration; during nine years, by 1999 smees taken by the Uzbekistan
authorities to prevent emergencies and secureligtat@assured people of their safety
and kept migration within reasonable limits. Ormr opinion, until 2005 migration will
maintain its scale and character due to the extenmddidity of the iredi passports in
Russia till the year 2005, enabling those who ¢hiteleave before 31 December 1999 to
do so during the next few years. Another restrgriactor is the unwillingness of many
non-titular nations, in spite of a general desoeemigrate, to loose Uzbekistan as a
country, business and people. In addition, anaglel, lack of professional qualification,
poor health, or the lack of money to move often pkgmtential emigrants from
emigrating. According to our estimates, by the y2a®5 Uzbekistan will be left with
about 80% of non-indigenous population where thgntg are the people with nowhere
to go, no purpose to go, or wthout any money to(RRefer to the Annex iMigration
Intentions of the Population of Uzbekistant).

The first edition contained an assumption thatriéar future should see the migration of
indigenous nationalities such as Uzbeks, Karakalp&azakhs, etc. that would follow

the emigration of non-indigenous groups. In rgalgtarting from 1996 a negative

migration balance of Uzbeks was recorded. Foam, if in 1993 Uzbeks who returned
to Uzbekistan were 35,659 people more than the kizldo left the country, in 1996

those who departed were only 6,098 more than theuimd migrants, and in 1997 the
migration balance of Uzbeks constituted (-6,205)pbe.  Their departure, mainly to

Russia, was prompted by the growing population emghpetition on the urban labor

market that could no longer secure jobs for thempieyed, and insufficient water and

land resources, as well as environmental problemite rural areas contributed to the
problem of unemployment.
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The analysis of the last decadeis migration flomasyics shows a decrease of the
intensity of interstate migration and an increasmigration within the republic between
1994 and 1998.

Internal migration gains strength due to the inseeldabor mobility of the population
which, in its turn, is largely influenced by thewgonment initiatives in market reforms,
and by the formation of a free labor market floodeth released manpower from closed
factories and bankrupt kolkhozes.
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MIGRATION FROM THE CONFLICT ZONES

Since 1988 seven major conflicts occurred inthe &i@ntries. A long-lasting problem
of Nagornyi Karabakh (an enclave with Armenian migjahat was given to Azerbaijan
by the Soviet government in the 1920s) has growm anfull-scale warfare between the
two neighboring countries. Originally this wasrfr the official standpoint, a civil war
that eventually became an international conflidbaih countires attained independence.

Migration to Uzbekistan from the Conflict Zones (1989-1998)

Number of the Number of the  Net Information

Country Country Inbound Outbound Migration Source
Azerbaijan Uzbekistan 5732 21294 -15562

GosKomPrognozStat
Tajikistan 58219 26129 -32090 of the Republic
of
Armenia 1363 3956 -2593 Uzbekistan
Georgia 1244 1669 -426

Migration Between Uzbekistan and Tajikistan

People migration from Tajkistan to Uzbekistan arestly Tajiks and Uzbeks. The
dynamics and the nature of this migration can lostilated by the following figures. If in
1989 the net migration from Tajikistan to Uzbekistaas (-153) people, in 1992 the
corresponding figure constituted 11,420 people, lzetdveen 1993 and 1996 the number
of Uzbeks and Tajiks coming to Uzbekistan was mesbsin thousands. This tendency
was connected with the start of military and coohflicts in Tajikistan. Since 1996 the
government of Uzbekistan put restrictions on thgration of Tajiks from Tajikistan, and
according to the official records the number ofik apigrants was reduced to several
hundreds per year. On our opinion, these offitgalres do not reflect the true nature of
this migration. Concealed migration to the relesivindulging neighbors and local
authorities, and poor control over the rural residdor the last decade allowed illegal
migrants in the rural and mountain areas of UzheRito go unregistered. Experts assess
the number of illegal migrants from Tajikistan taehékistan being between 1 and 5
thousand people per year.

Migrationbetween Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan

In 1990 ethnic collision between Kyrgyz and Uzbbkske out in Osh region of Fergana
Valley. Both governments took effective actionsl aeutralized the conflict. However,
high population growth rate in Fergana province ticmes to aggravate severe
competition for land and water between Uzbeks, Kyrgnd Tajiks. net migration,

mainly of Uzbeks coming from Kyrgyzsatn reachedrheber of 16,892 people (35,845
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people arrived to Uzbekistan, and 17,179 departéd)m 1989 to 1999 net migration of
Kyrgyz from Uzbekistan was about 5,000 people.

Migrationbetween Uzbekista and Azerbaijan

From 1989 to 1998 5,732 people arrived to Uzbekjstad 21,294 people departed. Net
migration resulted in (-15562) people. It shouddrinted that from the Azeri community
which, according to the estimates, should have hexhc53,292 people by the year
1999without taking migration into account, 27,6 €bple left Uzbekistan for Azerbaijan,
282 people left the territory of the CIS, and 1B,8&eris did not specify their destination
in the CIS. Others departed to other CIS countmeainly to Russia, Ukraineand
Kazakhstan. We believe the reasons are as fallows

» Traditional occupation of Azeris living in otherwries is reselling, first of all the
reselling of agricultural produce. In Uzbekistdey were not able to compete with
Uzbeks who traditionally are also traders. Thisdkof commercial activity can be
more successful and lucrative in Russia where Aziamally migrated mainly from
Uzbekistan;

* The identity and ethnic culture of Azeris are akirthose of Meskhetians, for whom
the competition the Uzbek markets ended by theigitr flight from Uzbekistan.
Since 1989 the number of Azeris in Uzbekistan reenlreduced from 44.4 thousand
people to 8.4 thousand in 1998.

Migration between Uzbekistan and Armenia

Main migrants between Uzbekistan and Armenia anmeftians. Migration directions

are as follows: mainly from Uzbekistan to Russi663), to Armenia (-2756) and to

Uzbekistan from Azerbaijan (+1542). Armeniansdyiin Uzbekistan specialize in

manufacturing and selling industrial consumer goadsl are engaged in the service
sector (car repair, making garments and footweaad, s0 on). In 1990s conditions for
doing business appeared to Armenians to be moreufable in Russia than in

Uzbekistan. Net migration of Armenians between9l88d 1998 resulted in (-6,499)
people. Since 1989 the number of Armenians in Wsben has been insignificantly

reduced from 50.5 thousand to 45.8 thousand in.1998

Migration between Uzbekistan and Georgia

Net migration of Georgians from 1989 to 1998 wakl4) people. The Uzbekistan -
Georgia migration balance over the 10 years ras$ulte(-426) people. It had been
expected to see the Meskhetians go from UzbekistaBeorgia since they had been
deported from there to Uzbekistan, however, atter donflict in Fergana with Uzbeks
they fled mainly to Russia, and in smaller numler8zerbaijan.
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MIGRATION OF DEPORTED PEOPLES

Background

Between 1936 and 1952 more than 3 million peogdiectsd on the basis of their loyalty

to the enemies of the USSR (Germany, Poland, Japakey, and etc.) were deported,

that is, put into wagons and carried thousandsriekers away to central Siberia or to the
republics of Central Asia. In total, more than rZftionalities suffered, including eight

entire nations which had been taken away from the@melands. Of these, one was non-
Orthodox Christians (the Volga Germans), anotheddBiist (Kalmyks), and the other six

Muslim (Chechens, Ingush, Karachai, Balkars, Crim&atars and Meskhetians). In

1942 the government was going to deport to Sikeiut 200,000 Karakalpaks, and in
March 1953 soviet government had ready-made plandeport to Siberia and Far East
2.5 million soviet Jews.

The Eight Deported Nations

Nation Deportation Date Number of people deported
Volga Germans Sept 1941 366,000
Karachai Nov 1943 68,000
Kalmyks Dec 1943 92,000
Chechens Feb 1944 362,000
Ingush Feb 1944 134,000
Balkars Apr 1944 37,000
Crimean Tatars May 1944 183,000
Meskhetians Nov 1944 200,000
TOTAL: 1,442,000

Some Other Ethnic Groups Forcibly Transferred

1936-1952

Group Y ear Country Number
Poles 1936 Ukraine > Kazakhstan 60,000
Koreans 1937 Vladivostok > Kazakhstan/Uzbekistan 217
,000
Poles/Jews 1940-41 Ukraine & Belarus > N. Siberia

380,000

In total about 1.2 million soviet Germans had bdeported to Siberia and Central Asia,
including 843,000 Germans who in 1941-52 had beemech from Saratov oblast and
Ukraine to Central Asia. In 1943-1944 eight thoukpeople from other North Caucasus
ethnic groups were deported from the North Cauces@entral Asia. In May 1944 just
within two days 183,000 Crimean Tatars along wid08 other Crimeans were sent by
trains to Central Asia. 45,000 representativestbér Crimean ethnic groups were also
deported to Central Asia in 1944.
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The republican newspaper iPravda Vostokal repah&idduring the pre-war period and
the years of war 600,000 Koreans, Germans, Balkaxisean Tatars, Meskhetians and
Greeks were deported to Uzbekistan. The countgived 1,200,000 evacuated people
including 200,000 children.

By the time the USSR collapsed, three of theseonsti- Volga Germans, Crimean
Tatars and Meskhetians -- continued to be deniedight to return to the land of their
ancestors. From 1992 in total 850,000 soviet Gesiave been allowed and assisted to
emigrate to Germany, although they still were nitiweed to return to Volga regions.
The problem of these nations forcibly moved froreitmative land during the World
War Il (Germans, Crimean Tatars and Meskhetiansjilisfar from being resolved and
now receives special attention of the politiciand aternational organizations.

Table 8. Migration of Formerly Deported Peoples
(1989-1999)

Nation Deported Number Net
When From To of people Migration
Crimean Tatars 1942 Crimea Uzbekistan  Data unddeilal05234
Volga Germans 1942 Volga regions  Uzbekistan KazakhKyrgyzstan
Data unavailable -31819
Meskhetians 1942 Georgia Uzbekistan  Data unavailaBD0O0O
Koreans 1930s Far East Uzbekistan  Data unavailabi807
Kurds 1940s Iran/Azerbaijan Data unavailable -685

Crimean Tatars

Only in 1967 Crimean Tatars were officially clea@daccusations of collaboration with
Turkey and Germany, enemies of the USSR duringWoeld War 1l. However even
after that they were still denied permission taimetto Crimea, despite a long-lasting and
well organized campaign aimed to reclaim their tSgio return. In 1988 a small group
was able to return to Crimea and take possessiamacupied land plots. Since 1990
they began to return in masses. By 1996 almosCedlhean Tatars from the CIS
countries (about 250,000 people) returned to themeland. They were greeted with an
outward hostility by the representatives of othéemie groups inhabiting the peninsula
where political situation was already quite comgutiex.

In 1989 about 188,800 Crimean Tatars lived in Uidak. From 1989 to 1998 37,979
Crimean Tatars moved from Uzbekistan to Ukrainenj€a), and 1,434 people arrived
which resulted in the net migration of (-36545) pleo In addition, another 18,171

Crimean Tatars left Uzbekistan for unspecified idasions; net migration constituted (-

17183) people. On our assumption, most of them @sved to Crimea. According to

the official data, total net migration of Crimeaatars in Uzbekistan constituted (-55725)
by the early 1999.
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The same sources report that between 1989 and 199615 people moved to Ukraine,
and 32,743 arrived from there. Net migration wa$4872). The most numerous groups
were Russians (-20239), Ukrainians (-9881) and r§atd11718). Given that 36,545
definitely are Crimean Tatars, experts maintaint ttlee absolute majority of the
remaining 75,173 departed Tatars are not just $dmar Crimean Tatars whose passports
simply read iTatari. Therefore, according to catmeates, the net migration of Crimean
Tatars from Uzbekistan over the last ten yearsttated about 105 thousand people.

Meskhetians

In November 1944 200,000 Meskhetians along withesdwvother small ethnic groups,
their neighbors, were forcibly sent to Central Asiehe reason for their deportation was
the accusation of collaboration with Turkey durthg Second World War. Meskhetians
were the last ethnic group to be cleared -- noil 868 -- of accusations of treason (in
fact, they have never been accused officially).e Buhostile attitudes of Georgiais local
population only 300 Meskhetians were able to retamd stay in Georgia. After 1956
several thousands of Meskhetians moved to Azerbaijdhe majority of the rest
(106,000 people) lived in Uzbekistan until the momeahen in 1989 on one of the
market places in Fergana a fighting broke out betwdeskhetians and Uzbeks. Street
fights continued for two weeks and left about 10fadl The situation became so
dangerous that Moscow had to dispatch troops teuata from Uzbekistan about 70
thousand Meskhetians. Most of them (about 40,080)or Azerbaijan which granted
them refugee status. In 1994-95 about 5,000 Meskie left Russia and moved to
Azerbaijan. Of the 90,000 Meskhetians 16,000 extih Krasnodar oblast of Russia,
another 13,000 -- in Krymskii, Abinskii and Apshestii districts and in rural areas
around Belorechensk; the rest settled in the demigéons of Russia.

Since 1989 statistical institutions of Uzbekistavéd not had any data on the number of
migrant Meskhetians.

Germans

By the end of 1995 1,376,000 soviet Germans |&ftWSSR (CIS) for Germany to stay,
arriving at the rate of some 200,000 per year.wBeh 1989 and 1998 40,575 Germans
left Uzbekistan, and 8,756 arrived, resulting ie tiet migration of (-31,819). Among
them 20,734 left the CIS territory presumably far@any, and 208 arrived from the CIS
to Uzbekistan. Net migration is (-20526) peop{@n average, between 1989 and 1995
from 3 to 6 thousand people per year left Uzbehist&ince 1996 about 1.2 thousand
Germans have been leaving Uzbekistan every yeachvig probably connected with the
introduction of entry quota by the German governindBy the year 1999 the estimated
number of Germans living in Uzbekistan should beual®,000. Primary destinations of
migrations are Germany (about 70%), Russia and @lt& countries (about 30%).

Koreans
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In 1997 the sojourn of Koreans in Uzbekistan coditie 60th year. In total 75 thousand
Koreans were deported to Uzbekistan in 1937. By e¢arly 1989 already 183,000
Koreans inhabited Uzbekistan. Between 1989 an@®101999 81,338 people left
Uzbekistan, and 64,003 arrived to the countrymgration from Uzbekistan constituted
(-17307) people. Koreans mainly go to Russia 838) and Ukraine (-1,636). More
than half of the migrant flow falls on the two yeiaperiod between 1994 and1995. On
our opinion, this can be explained by the fact tingt most mobile Koreans began to
explore Russian cities and rural areas of Ukraifrethe 60s-70s the labor of Koreans
was extensively used in agriculture. From the 80s-due to the shortage of arable land
and continuing depreciation of the value of labaréans gradually began to quit the
rural sector of republican economy. Since 1998ratign balance did not exceed
[become less than] (-1,000) people. This proves tiere is a tendency for Koreans to
move out of the country to various destinationduding the Russian Far East where
their growing community is supported by South Korégan the whole, Koreans are not
inclined to migrate from Uzbekistan as they occapgnfortable economic niches owing
to their enterprise in the spheres of trade, inglustervice and banking, and to the
support which the South Korean capital finds in doenmunity of 180,000 Koreans
living in the republic.

Kurds

In the late 1940s a group of Kurds (number unknomigrated from Turkey and Iran to

the USSR. The group provided support to the USSEhe Turkish and Iranian territory

during the World War 1l. This group together wttke group of Kurds from Azerbaijan

(Lachinskii district) had been deported to Cent#aia. The reason for deportation,
according to some historians, was their initiatvereate Kurd autonomy or republic on
the territory of Azerbaijan. The exact number afr#fs living in Uzbekistan is unknown.

Of the total number of Uzbekistan és Kurds (-68&)ge migrated to the CIS countries
and outside their boundaries between 1989 and 1999.

Kalmyks

During the World War Il a group of Kalmyks was depd to Uzbekistan. Neither their
faith, nor the number of the deported is known. pétis hold that almost all of them
perished during those years somewhere near theS&eal

ETHNIC MIGRATION

The scale of ethnic group migration is shown in @h@ex iMigration of Ethnic Groups
from 1989 to 1998i.

Some of the groups almost in their entirety lefbbblastan. Among them are Greeks,

Ashkenasi Jews, Germans, Georgians and Azeriser@thnic groups, such as Russians,
Tatars, Ukrainians, and Belorussians remain amotenpal emigrants.
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In the near future migration trends will be infleexd by relatively numerous groups
which by 1999 counted:

Russians 1,091,000
Tatars 200,000
Bashkirs approx. 30,000
Jews approx. 50,000
Armenians approx. 45,000

At least 10% of these groups will move to Russia.

10-20% of 99,000 Ukrainians is likely to migrateti® European part of the CIS, mainly
to Russia.

About one third of 102,000 Crimean Tatars are ra¢adyigrate to Ukraine (Crimea).

Since 1989 Kazakh (approx. 50,000 people) and keépak (approx. 30,000) emigrants
constituted the major portion (up to 90%) of outhdunigration from Aral Sea area to
other regions of Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan. SI®86 emigration from the Aral Sea
area to Kazakhstan began to decrease significaniti, some evidence of a reverse
movements from Kazakhstan to Uzbekistan.

About 10-15% of Kyrgyz people whose number in tepublic in 1998 was about 224
thousand, together with Turkmens who by that timented about 150 thousand, shall
continue the process of ethnic emigration to thentiees of their origin.

The number of Tajiks who by 01.01.99 counted alig240,000, shall grow at the rate of
approximately 5% per year (taking into account rigs from Tajikistan).

Central Asian Jews of whom about 55 thousand resday 1998, continue migrating to

Israel and the USA. According to the Jewish Agersipce 1989 64,500 Jews left

Uzbekistan for Israel. Most of Bukharan Jews aswing the land where their ancestors
settled already in 12-13 centuries. (iBBCi, 2638.

ECOLOGICAL MIGRATION

In all there are three officially recognized areasUzbekistan where environmental

pollution is thought to bring serious threat to famiife. Dangers come in the shape of

encroaching desert and contaminated rivers in tta 3ea area, Navoi province and in

Fergana Valley which is being polluted by

» waste from Tajik aluminum plant (Tursunzade city);

» rivers flowing from Kyrgyzstan which are contamiedtby the waste from uranium,
mercury and antimony production;

» industrial and agricultural installations, as wesl waste from thickly inhabited areas
where people experience growing deficit of land aadler for their economic needs.
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Large areas of Uzbekistan have been seriouslycteffeby intensive farming and
irrigation practices adopted in the 60s when cémilanning turned the region into a
cotton growing area. As cotton still makes up gomportion of the countryis export,
and the population continues the intensive explmmaand exploitation of the new
territories, environmental problems continue toxgro

Our estimates show that the number of ecologicgranis from the Uzbekistan portion
of the Aral Sea area in the 1990s was:

» to Kazakhstan: approx. 30,000 people;

* to Turkmenistan: approx. 4,000 people;

» to other provinces of Uzbekistan: approx. 20,008

TheAral Sea

According to the estimates, about 2 million pedple in the most badly affected regions

of Uzbekistan (Aral Sea area and Fergana Vall®gta are available to prove that these
people have serious health problems, and thattinfiamntality rate increased dramatically

in the early 90s (from 40 to 100 per 1000 bornyl #rat there is a steep increase in the
number of people with tuberculosis. Before theQ98reas near the Aral and Caspian
Seas had been used for subsurface nuclear tedtsinme the 50s till the late 80s the Aral

Sea territory hosted soviet military testing-sifischemical and biological weapons, and

the consequences of these activities for humarithaatl the environment have not been
studied yet.

The exact number of ecological refugees and disglaeople is as hard to define as it is
to distinguish between economic and ecologicalaeagor migration. Most probably,
the number of migrants from the Uzbekistan portbthe Aral Sea area exceeds 50,000
people.

Data obtained in the course of the social survey®pmed in 1995-1998 showed that for
the quarter of a million migrants from the Aral Seaa the primary reason for migration
was their concern about the quality of the envirentn

Increasingly poor social, economic ad environmeotalditions in the Aral Sea area and
Fergana Valley with their complex ethnic distrilauti may cause not only further
migration, but also ethnic conflicts between TgjiKyrgyz and Uzbeks competing for
increasingly limited natural resources. In thergeaf scant precipitation economic
competition for water resources in the Aral Seaamay potentially cause migration of
about 300,000 refugees from the Uzbekistanis portibthe Aral Sea area to other
regions of Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Russia, arebKlastan.

Deteriorated environment may lead to the increagbe number of migrants from Navoi
province (Kyzylkum desert) where environmental pidin still continues and affects the
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sources of potable water which are being contamdhdty the existing mining and
chemical industries.

RIGHT FOR CITIZENSHIP

In 1995-96 the CIS countries began to introducénat passports to replace the soviet
ones. Some people in Uzbekistan had to make &udiffchoice, and since these
individuals had neither been nor become citizena cbuntry and did not receive new
passports by the time the appropriate law becafeetefe in that particular country, they
could not claim its citizenship. Some of the ethgrioups, such as Russians, Ukrainians,
Belorussians, etc who lived in Uzbekistan fall ithés category. Because of the lack of
legal protection from particular national auth@sti stateless people may be tempted to
move in order to seek such protection elsewhereis iE one of the reasons why some
people leave Central Asia. However, others inddume circumstances prefer to stay in
their old domiciles either because they do not feeticularly threatened, or because they
fear that moving to another place will make theicial and financial situation even
worse.

In 1998 Uzbekistan government paid particular aitbento the fact that people normally
changed their soviet passports only when therean@g necessity to do so (expiration of
validity as an individual reached the age of 235y travelling outside the CIS, the loss
of passport, and etc.). This concern of the gawemt resulted in the launching of
information campaigns and in some cases -- in ngorerete secret actions aimed to
change this situation. For instance, from 1998pjedolding soviet passports were
denied the right to submit applications to the sthoof higher education, such

individuals would have problems when they deal wi#al estate, or try to obtain

certificates from their domicile, and so on. Oe thhole, it is certain that by 1999 the
changing of passports in Uzbekistan -- and virgudl the majority of non-indigenous

population the choosing of citizenship -- was pcadly completed as most of the people
already changed their soviet passports for thoseeotlzbekistan nationals.

However, certain groups (migrants and refugees father states) in Uzbekistan are
neither citizens, nor permanent residents, andrasudt, have found themselves stateless.
This is now the situation of migrants and refugéesn Tajikistan, and Afghanistan,
these who return to Uzbekistan from Russia andr @ibwentries.

Hundreds of thousands people who left or enterdoekigtan are compelled to infringe
the law and live under perpetual threat of beirgygéd as criminals. They are the people
who by force:

* are not permanent residents;

e are not citizens;

* maintain dual citizenship illegally;

* buy entry visas or non-Uzbekistan passports from émbassies of other

countries for US dollars.
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MIGRATION BETWEEN UZBEKISTAN AND THE CIS

Migration between Uzbekistan and Russia

Migration flow between Uzbekistan and Russia isissue that needs to be addressed
separately, not only because the exchange of mgyraith Russia over the last decade
constituted more than 40% of all migrations in antl of Uzbekistan. The peculiarity of
migration to Russia lies in the multinational corsgion of migrants of whom Russians
themselves make up 66%, Tatars -- 13%, and Ukrania4.6%.

From 1989 to January 1, 1999 729,900 people laftRassia and 197,981 arrived

resulting in the net migration of (-531919). Oeés$k the most numerous groups were:
Russians - about 350,000; Tatars - about 70,000aibikns - about 10,000; Azeris -

about 14,000; Koreans - about 10,000; Germans utab®00; Armenians, Jews, and

some other ethnic groups. One of the most mobbdags in the flow have been Uzbeks
of whom more than 43.5 thousand moved to Russia @decade, and 47.4 thousand of
Uzbeks returned to Uzbekistan over the same period.

Positive balance of migration between Uzbekistard Russia has been registered only
with two nationalities -- Uzbeks (+3,837) and Kazsak+367).

Our findings show that departures to Russia reathed peak in 1994 when the total
migration balance between the two countries wabigis as (-126,338) people. This
figure can be compared with that of 1998 when tlarice was already (-38,612) people
of whom Russians accounted for (-24,828).

On the whole, it can be assumed that during thé fleexyears about 40 thousand people
will be leaving for Russia every year, includingpegximately 25 thousand ethnic
Russians.

Migration between Uzbekistan and Ukraine

From 1989 to 1999 187,615 people left for Ukreane 32,743 people arrived resulting
in the net migration of (-154872). The balance tftdg most numerous groups was as
follows: Russians (-20,239); Tatars (-111,718)ludng 36,545 Crimean Tatars;
Ukrainians (-9,881); Azeris, Koreans, Germans anrdesother ethnic groups. Migration
to Ukraine shall be defined by Crimean Tatars anceEns.

Migration between Uzbekistan and Belarus
From 1989 to 1999 12,314 people left for Belarud &789 people arrived, resulting in
the net migration of (-6,525). The balance forthast numerous groups was as follows:

Russians - about (-4,000); Belorussians - ab@0@0), and Ukrainians -about (-500).

Migration between Uzbekistan and Azerbaijan
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From 1989 to 1999 21,294 people left for Azerbagaa 5,732 arrived, resulting in the
net migration of (-15,562). The most numerous graiAzeris - about 9,000 people.
Over the same period the number of people whoeatrivom Azerbaijan exceeded the
number of departures: Armenians (+1,542), and Rasgi+177).

Migration between Uzbekistan and Armenia

From 1989 to 1999 3,956 people left for Armenia &RB63 arrived, resulting in the net
migration of (-2,593). The most numerous grouAimenians (Refer to the Section
iEthnic Migrationi).

Migration between Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan

From 1989 to 1999 125,299 people left for Kazakinstad 7,598 arrived, resulting in the
net migration of (-49,311). The most numerous gsoare Russians - about (-3,500);
Kazakhs - about (-45,000); Koreans - (-285); Azeisl,462); Uzbeks - about (+8,000);
and Tajiks - about (+1,000). During the next 2€ang migration between Uzbekistan
and Kazakhstan is expected to decrease and depanty on the migration of Kazakhs

to Kazakhstan and of other ethnic groups from Khgtdn to Uzbekistan.

Migration between Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan

From 1989 to 1999 38,835 left for Kyrgyzstan, aij729 arrived resulting in the net
migration of (+16892) people of whom the most numnergroups are: Uzbeks - about
(+18,000); Kyrgyz - about (-3,000); Tajiks - abdutl,700), and Tatars (+698). The
intensity of migration between Uzbekistan and Kyghgn will depend on the migration
of Kyrgyz to Kyrgyzstan and of Uzbeks to Uzbekistas well as on the entry/exit
procedures established by the governments of tteasd#ries.

Migration between Uzbekistan and Tajikistan

From 1989 to 1999 26,129 left for Tajikistan, ariZ3 9 arrived resulting in the net
migration of (+32,090) people of whom the most ntoos groups are: Russians
(+1,636); Uzbeks (+24,499); Tajiks (+3,256); Koreafr1,202); Tatars (+716); and
Kazakhs (+422). During the next 2-3 years thenisity of migration between Uzbekistan
and Tajikistan will remain on the same level angat® on the entry/exit procedures
established by the governments of these countries.

Migration between Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan
From 1989 to 1999 27,225 left for Turkmenistan, &8¢7r64 arrived resulting in the net

migration of (-7,461) people of whom the most nuooergroups are: Uzbeks (-2,373);
Turkmens (-5,592); Russians (+435); and Ukraini@231). The intensity of migration
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between Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan is going top dsabstantially due to the
introduction of visa regime for entry into Turkmstan.

EMIGRATION

From 1989 to 1999 145,819 left Uzbekistan for tH& €ountries, and 12,002 arrived
resulting in the net migration of (-133,817) peopfewhom the most numerous groups
are: Jews - about (-56,000); Germans - about (€2);0Russians - about (-19,000);
Greeks (-3,218); Ukrainians (-1,847); Tatars (-4)72and Uzbeks (-1,139).

Emigration from Uzbekistan is on decline becausg@nortion of migrants who had an
opportunity to emigrate outside the CIS bounddneee already left.

Over the period between 1990 and 1993 when theratiug from Uzbekistan was most
intensive, the following percentages of peopletefthe following destinations:

To Germany 16,9
To Israel 68,2
To Greece 3

To the USA 11,6

Emigration outside the CIS boundaries is ethnibaged. Germans go to Germany, Jews
go to the USA and Israel, Greeks go to Greecahdmear future the emigration of Jews
will be sustained by the movements of Bukharan Jews

INTERNAL MIGRATION

Data that had been available to us, made it diffitu provide a description of inter-
province migration within Uzbekistan and of therethcomposition of internal migrants,
however, they allowed to give a picture of intermagrations between rural and urban
areas. Over the period between 1989 and 1999netamigration in urban settlements
constituted (+197,834) people, and in rural settlets - (-159,572) people. As the result
of internal migration processes 922,350 left towarsd 1,120,184 moved to the urban
areas. 796,121 people arrived to the villagesdi693 people left the rural area.

Until the early 1990s migration in Uzbekistan hadexplicit urban character, and the
proportion of town-dwellers was always on the iase Between the early and the mid
1990s migration changed direction now heading fa village. From the mid 90s

migration got iurbanizedi again, i. e. the net mign from village to town began to

dominate. Nowadays the proportion of town-dwelisrgetting smaller due to the high

birth rate in the rural area and greater sharewhidwellers leaving Uzbekistan.
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Net migration within Uzbekistan to urban settlensenonstituted+197,834people of
whom
1,120,184 people Arrived in towns

922,350 people Left towns

Net migration to rural settlements constitutedL59,572)people of whom
796,121 people Arrived in towns

955, 693 people Left towns

Net migration within Uzbekistan ifrom town to viglai continued until the mid 1990s.
Reasons:

» Urban residents faced with the problems of gettdgpted to the economic reforms
and their consequences such as unemployment, higgs gor real estate, consumer
goods and food products;

» Significant portion of national lands was given private possession to the
population.

Net migration ifrom village to towni began aftee tmid 1990s.
Reasons:
* Low income and wage arrears in the collective fardigersion of manpower from
kolkhozes to private farms, private business, andwns;
» Economic growth in the cities where the cash flemconcentrated and there is a
demand for manpower.

ILLEGAL AND TRANSIT MIGRATION

We have not been able to identify the exact nurbélegal and transit migrants, though
it may vary from several hundreds to several thodsger year. lllegal migrants arrive
to Uzbekistan mainly from Tajikistan, Afghanistédman, and Pakistan.

Migration Intentions of the Population of the Republic of Uzbekistan

In July 1999 during opinion poll 2,000 people (@sgents) answered questions
about their migration history and their migratiomteintions. Respondents had been
selected from 131 communities in 34 cities and @@ges. Sampling method used was
two-stage national equal probability sampling. Ph@00 respondents represent a model
of the entire adult population (18 and above) efripublic.

Sampling description in comparison with official statistics
The Table below shows the distribution of main dgraphic characteristics of

respondents in comparison with official statisticaports (in %). The dates of official
appear in parenthesis.

| Statistical | Sampling |
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data weighted| Difference | unweightg Difference
d

Gender (1991)
Men 49 46 -4 48 -2
Women 51 54 4 52 2
Age (1991)
18-29 41 30 -10) 37 -4
30-39 25 32 8 25 1
40-49 11 18 7 17 6
50-59 11 7 -5 8 -4
60 and above 12 13 0.5 13 1
Ethnic group (1989)
Uzbek 71 77 5 79 7
Slav g 8 -1 6 -3
Tajik 5 4. -0.5 4 -1
Kazakh 4 3 -1 4 -0.5
Tatar 4 2 0 2 -0
Karakalpak ? 3 1 2 0.5
Other 6 3 -3 3 -3
Education (1989) *
None q 3 -3 3 -3
Primary 1 6 -1 7 -0.5
Secondary 20 11 -9 11 -9
High school (10 years) 41 53 12 53 12
Training school 1b 11 -4 11] -5
Undergraduate 2 4 2 3 2
Graduate 9 12 3 12 2
* People of 15 years old and above.

In the course of the study the following data aeslitts had been obtained:

- ethnic, gender, age, education, and professioraictate of the
population and potential migrants;

- place of birth;

- recent migrations of the Uzbekistan population;

- prospective destinations and reasons for migration;
- attitudes towards the issue of citizenship;

Survey results are shown below in %. If the absolatiues that had been reduced
to 100% were less than 30, they were not consid&thdard error at 95% trust
interval is equal to:
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ste(y)=[vary) @nd |y 196ste{y)|-

Population distribution by thetype of settlement -- place of birth

29.7% of respondents were born in the cities, 6B%ural settlement, and 5.4%
were not sure which type of settlement their bpitice belonged to.

Distribution of ethnic groups by the country of origin

92.6% of respondents were born in Uzbekistan, 4issia, and the rest 3.4% -
in other republics. It is interesting that the pudmn of women (90.4%) born in
Uzbekistan is 4.6% less than that of men (95%)ukssg that each of the major ethnic
groups is 100%, then:

98.2% of Uzbeks were born in Uzbekistan, and tsewere born in Kazakhstan,
Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, and Turkmenistan;

100% of Karakalpaks were born in the Republic ofakalpakstan (it is the part
of Uzbekistan);

92.3% of Kazakhs were born in Uzbekistan and 6 12%azakhstan;
88.4% of Tajiks were born in Uzbekistan and 11%aijikistan;

63.8% of Tatars were born in Uzbekistan, and 25i2%Russia, including
Tatarstan.

54.5% of Slavs (Russians, Ukrainians, and Beloans3i were born in
Uzbekistan, 29.3% - in Russia, and 5.8% - in Ulgain

These data can partly explain why certain groupstara greater or lesser extent, prone
to migration from Uzbekistan. For instance, the enpeople born outside Uzbekistan the
ethnic group has, the more numerous are thosesmgtbup who desires to emigrate from
Uzbekistan. For example, refer to Table “Distribati of ethnic groups by their
willingness to change their domicile” on page 32] ¢he following Section.

Distribution of ethnic groups by migration mobility

26.8% of respondents at least once in a lifetimenglkd their place of abode, and 73.2%
never did so. Assuming that each of the major etgroups is 100%, then (in %):

Did change place of | Did not change place gf Total
residence residence
Uzbek 23.3 76.7 100
Tajik 39.5 60.5 100
Slav 48.7 51.3 100
Tatar 42.6 57.4 100
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Kazakh 27.7 72.3 100

Karakalpak 3.6 96.4 100

The main reasons why former migrants changed their place of residence last
time (in %):

Reason Total, Uzbek Tajik Slav
including

Deals with real estate (loss, 22.1 18.8 14.7 34.7

acquisition, sale)

Change of employer Qqr 10.6 8.4 2.9 13.3

profession

Reunification with relatives 8.p 6.2 11.8 12

Change in marital statys 44.1 53.5 47.1 14.7

(marriage, divorce, etc.)

Attractiveness of city life 1.9 1.7 0 1.3

Poor environment 1.b 1.1 2.9 4

Looking for a job 0.9 0.8 0 13

Separation from a larger 1.1 1.4 2.9 0

family

Desire to return to ethnic or 2.2 2.5 2.9 2.7

cultural homeland

Other 10.3 8.1 17.7 18.7

Total 100 100 100 100

Women, more often (34.7%) than men (17.2%) chatigeid place of residence.
This fact is connected with marriage traditionswaman must live in her husband’s
family, and this often entails the change of abode.

22.3% of all respondents moved within the republic.

45% of all respondents left the republic to becopermanent residents
elsewhere, but eventually returned, mainly from$auand Ukraine.

Almost equal proportions of migrants (50% in eactgved from village to town
and from town to village.

MIGRATION INTENTION
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2.5% of respondents said they were getting readydee to another place of permanent
residence. If about half of the population in tlepublic are people above 18, which
equals 10 million people, then the number of mitgamho arepreparing to move is
about 250,000 people. 96.5% firmly declared thay threre not going to move anywhere.
1% of respondents were not sure whether they waaotedgrate.

Distribution of ethnic groups by their willingnessto change their domicile (%)

Ethnic group Ready to migrate Not ready t0 Not sure Total
migrate yet
Karakalpak 0 100 0 100
Kazakh 0 98.5 1.5 100
Uzbek 1.4 98.1 0.5 100
Tajik 4.7 94.2 1.2 100
Tatar 6.4 89.4 2 100
Slav 9.1 86.4 4.5 100

About 46% of all potential migrants, or about 1ZW0people plan to move within
Uzbekistan. 4% are not sure yet where they wamgfotoand the remaining 50% or 125
thousand people are going to (%):

Russia Ukraine Kyrgyzstan Turkmenistan ~ Germahy elsra

26 6 6 2 2 4

As one could expect, Russia is the desired degtm&br the ethnic groups -- people of
Russian origin and their posterity -- such as Rumssi Ukrainians, Tatars, Bashkirs, and
SO on.

Regardless of the destination, 54% of all potemtigrants want to go to towns,
and 22% to villages. 24% of migrants have not yatentheir choice between town and
village.

Distribution of potential migrants by the period of readinessfor migration

(%)
Within Total, including Uzbeks Slavs

3-4 months 13 9.6 21.6
12 months 2( 14.3 42.9
2-3 years 21 33.3 7.2
4-5 years 10 19 0
6 years and more 12 14.3 6.9
Indefinite time 18 9.5 21.4
Total 100 100 100

Distribution of potential migrants by reasonsfor readinessto migrate (%)
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Primary reasons why the former migrants are readyghiange their place of
residence are as follows:

Reason Total, Uzbeks Slavs
includin

g

Deals with real estate (loss, acquisition, sale)

Reunification with relatives

Change in marital status

Poor environment and lack of infrastructure
(water, gas, etc.)

Looking for a job or wages

[{%)

Desire to move to the ethnic homeland or placg of

origin

Lack of democracy and freedom

Threat of civil and/or religious wars and conflicts

Expiration of validity of the USSR passports

Other

Total

Distribution of respondents by citizenship (%) (by the type of passport)

Uzbekistan Valid Passport of the Expired Passport of
Nationals USSR the USSR
Total, including 93.9 3.2 19
Uzbek 95.3 2.2 1.9
Tajik 96.5 2.3 1.2
Slav 82.5 11.7 2.6
Tatar 89.4 6.4 0
Kazakh 95.5 3 0
Karakalpak 92.7 3.6 1.8

0.5% of respondents have citizenship in other ctmst(Russia, Ukraine,
Kazakhstan). Another 0.5% said their passports wese Among the latter 1.3% are
Slavs, and 2.1% are Tatars.
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Distribution of respondentsin relation to the change of citizenship/ passport

7.6% of respondents are going to become Uzbekistianals. Assuming that every
major ethnic group is 100%, then the following patage of the groups are going to take
Uzbek citizenship:

Country Uzbek Tajik Slav Tatar Kazakh Karakalpak
Uzbekistan 6.9 3.5 15.6 6.4 16.9 12.7

Russia 0.4 0.2 5.2 4.3 0 0

Other 2.3 3.3 6.5 4.2 1.6 0

Will not 91 93 72.7 85.1 81.5 87.3
change curren

citizenship

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100

Distribution of respondents by reasonsfor taking or changing citizenship (%)

Reason Total, Uzbek| Slav
including

No need or desire to leave Uzbekistan 17.616.2 32.5
Patriotism, desire to live in the country of thensg 38.9| 411 22.7
identity

No need or desire to change passport 3524 9.1
There is need and desire to leave Uzbekistan 1.50.6 8.4
No money to take the desired citizenship 1.3 04 7.1
Republican authorities demand so 1.6 1.1 5.2
To be able to make deals with real estate 0.8 0.7 0.9
Not sure 348 37.5 14.1
Total 100 100 100

Periods for changing citizenship are linked with treriod of departure from the country.
In particular, 6.7% of Slavs want to change th#izenship within 3-4 months and before
their departure to Russia. 13.3% of Slavs want hange their Uzbek passport and
citizenship to those of Russia within one year fieraselling their homes prior to

emigration. Another part of Slavs, 16.8%, want karmge their citizenship within 2-5

years -- by the time they are “free” from the rasgbility to stay with their relatives

because of the illness, old age, study, or retirgrakthe latter.
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Uzbekistan authorities appointed the deadline foe validity of the USSR
passports as 31 December 1999. However, Russianged their validity in Russia until
2005 which makes it easy for the holders of sudsparts in Uzbekistan to go through
the procedure of taking Russian citizenship. Tleesfmore than half of the Slavs who
are ready to change their passport believe thgtdhe have its validity extended and still
have plenty of time to take Russian citizenshihimi years.

We hope that an interested reader will find thelltesf the poll useful, and will be able
to interpret the data in accordance with his objest Should he need to extrapolate and
use the above findings as a model of the entirét @dpulation and translate percentages
into absolute values, he can do so using Tabldsinnexes.

SUMMARY

Migration in Uzbekistan between 1989 and 1999 aanHaracterized as follows:

1? Explicit nature of repatriation when migrantvddeen leaving for the country of
origin.

2? Only one migration direction was dominant --heit into Uzbekistan, or from
Uzbekistan. Uzbekistan is involved into the secphdse of national delimitation in
Central Asia. Migrants are heading for the coastand communities of the same
ethnic identity.

3? Indigenous population becomes increasingly weainto migration processes.

47 1Village - Towni direction becomes increasindgyninant.

5? More than 4 million people in Uzbekistan haverbenvolved in migration and
internal movements between 1989 and 1999.

6? About 1.9 million people have been involved ignation within the country.

7? Procedures of obtaining external citizenshigefirgee status often

» provoke hundreds of thousands of people to becommeénals and liars;

* make people dependent on the voluntarism of coofijgials;

» turn the entire groups into homeless and vulnerabtepeople deprived of any rights.

87? International Conventions and Agreements adoipteébde 1950s which regulate the
migration of people, have become partly outdated aped to be brought in
compliance to the real situation of today. Onéhef highest priority steps should be
to initiate the adoption of interstate agreememt &0ological refugee statusi.

9? Pace, scale, and tendencies of migration in kigta@ will remain unchanged unless
the emergency events occur such as interstatecetivil, or religious conflicts, or
environmental disasters.

10?To avoid the adverse consequences of migraevgrnments, international and non-
government organizations must jointly take preienactions.
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