
ISSN: 2456–5474                               RNI No.UPBIL/2016/68367                    Vol.-6* Issue-8* September- 2021

The War Inside The War Zone
Afghanistan and The Issue of Ethnicity

Paper Submission: 15/09/2021, Date of Acceptance: 27/09/2021, Date of Publication: 28/09/2021

Shiekh Qazafee
Hassan
Research Scholar,
Shri Venkateshwara
University, Amroha,
Gajruala, U.P., India

Abstract

The importance of ethnicity in the Afghan War is quite remarkable; we
have different opinions all around. On one hand, there are various columnists and
analysts who classify the Afghan war as an ethnic one. Then again, the majority of
the Afghan’s to show disdain toward or due to their diverse ethnicity denies the
significance of ethnicity openly. Against this background, I will talk about in this
paper the view of ethnic groups by the Afghan, just as the importance of ethnic
groups in concern to the plan for future Political order and government in
Afghanistan.
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Introduction

The issue of ethnicity is no doubt one of the main contention in the Afghan
War, The efforts that was started at the Petersburg Conference in November 2001
is based on an ethnic government. Subsequently, as a result, now days it’s almost
difficult to fade away from the ethnic association of any political actors. In contrast
to this approach. I firmly recommend that the reconstructing of political
organizations should attempt to lessen the impact of ethnicity in the political arena.
The execution of ethno federalism just as the presentation of an ethnic standard
framework would prefer to escalate the profoundly delicate clash circumstance
instead of adds to a steady harmony. My focal contention is that ethnic groups
cannot be considered as the references of fortitude in Afghanistan. It must be
remembered that an ethnicization of the Afghan War happened, yet an
ethnicization of the majority fizzled. The still not oppressive significance that
nationality has among the Afghan people ought to be saddled for political
recreation, instead of being upheld by an 'ethical agreement'
Objective of the Study

The Objective of this paper is
1. To explain the ethnicity in context of Afghanistan
2. The issue that exists between the ethnic groups
3. How to get out from this ethnic trap
4. The design of the government.
Indistinctness Ethnic Groups

Inspecting the writing and reports of British agents, fighters, and
wayfarers it is important that the term 'ethnic group ' was obscure in the nineteenth
century and many writers utilized various classes and references in their
undertakings to portray and characterize the people of Afghanistan. A genuine
illustration of this fluffiness is Henry BELLEW'S report "The races of Afghanistan;
being a short record of the foremost countries occupying the country". Currently, in
the title, BELLEW compared 'races' and 'countries'. Besides the isolated the
occupants of Afghanistan into eight significant Groups , the Pathans or Pashtuns,
Yusufzai, Afridi, Khattak, Daticae, Ghilji, Tajik, and Hazara; the vast majority of
these classifications are today subsumed under the mark of "Pashtuns". Not until
the mid-twentieth century did unfamiliar scholastic and the public authority begin to
isolate Afghan culture into ethnic classifications by contrasts in language,
sectarianism, culture, and so on The French anthropologist DOLLOT was the
primary analyst, who utilized the term group ethnique for Afghanistan and sorted
the Afghanis in a few ethnic units. WILBER presented the ethnic scientific
classification of Afghani’s into Anglophone writing during the 50s. Driven by the
scholarly aim to take out the crossbreed progress between once settled ethnic
groups by the making of new groups as indicated by social traditions,
anthropologists concocted a whole series of ethnic groups: Nuristani, Pashai,
Aimaq, Tajik, Mountain-Tajik, or Farsiwan. Most likely, the best model for the
development of these purported ethnic groups is the formation of the Tajiks. The
term Tajik, which was utilized in friendly collaborations just from a negative
perspective for someone who didn't have a place with some other social
classification (for example, not a Pashtun, not a Hazara), suggested an enemy of
ethnic thought overall. The ethnic classification Tajiks applied to the leftover
gathering of all Sunnite Persian-talking locals or metropolitan occupants without
ancestral foundation, which intended to all those without genealogical information,
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lastly without a common history. The absence of confidence in a common past
ended up being the significant deterrent concerning political endeavors to set up
an awareness of being a Tajik and to make a genuine ethnic gathering of "Tajiks"
once more, furthermore, once more. Against this foundation, the fundamental
troubles of fixing ethnic gatherings in  Afghanistan are still:
1. The sections of the local population for whom ethnic classes were designed

are frequently indeed, even today not even acquainted with such ethnic
names, significantly less mindful of any normal character. Ismail Khan, quite
possibly the main territorial leader, is once in a while viewed as a Tajik, a
Pashtun, or a Farsiwan. He, at the end of the day, consistently will not be
doled out to a specific ethnic gathering.

2. The measures, which have been set by anthropologists, don't relate to the
truth of social conduct. For instance, the individuals who keep up with that
Pashtuns talk Pashtu and are Sunni Muslims are in a genuine mistake, since
there are additionally Shiite Pashtuns in the Qandahar area and Pashtuns
from Kabul who frequently don't express an expression of Pashtu. A genuine
illustration of the previously mentioned is the previous lord Zahir Shah.

3. The troubles with separating are being irritated by the way that numerous
Afghans – in case they are dominating the social examples – in various
circumstances guarantee to be of various nationality. The previous Afghan
president Babrak Karmal used to accentuate his Pashtun beginning, while
numerous Afghans believed him to be a Tajik or a moved Kashmiri. Against
this foundation, it is difficult to work out the number of ethnic gatherings that
exist in Afghanistan and how enormous they are. Likewise, it needs to be
thought about that the diverse logical approaches of scientists bring about
various methods of ethnic sorting. A German study finishes up there are
around 54 ethnic gatherings (ORYWAL 1986), while a Soviet report (MASSON
and ROMODIN 1964/65) claims there to be 200. Thus,the significant issue
arises of which ethnic gatherings and to which scale are to be thought about in
an 'ethnical arrangement', as advanced by the United Nation.

The Ethnic Groups The issue of including Ethnicity in a peace process starts with the topic of what
comprises ethnic groups. Currently, the debate about the meaning of 'ethnicity'
and 'ethnic groups' in the world is very fragile. A number of researchers held the
view that ethnic groups have existed since the days of yore. They expect that
ethnic groups are strong social units that are separated by certain limitations also,
have occupied with a struggle for long time. Set against this assessment, this
paper contends that the vast majority of those ethnic groups in Afghanistan was
molded or indeed 'made' throughout the twentieth century are as yet not the basic
references of the identity in Afghanistan itself.

Conclusion In Afghanistan, the international community is facing a challenge of dealing with a
conflict that is an ethnic one and seems to be no near to end. The builders of a
future Afghanistan have to work against the ethnic polarization of the country. In
this paper, I have tried to demonstrate that ethnicity is not the cause of Afghan
conflict. Ethnic groups have been created or furnished with cultural substance,
mainly by Western anthropologists. While ethnicity was not a major political factor
in pre-war Afghanistan, it emerged as the basic source of political and military
mobilization especially since 1992-1993. Acceding to ethnic demands will only
strengthen those who – as has happened before in the Balkans – using ethnicity
as an instrument for promoting their own interests, but will not be able to
contribute towards resolving the Afghan conflict. Hence, I suggest that the
international powers in Afghanistan should consider ethnicity merely in an informal
way in power-sharing agreements, and should not overfocus ethnicity as the
fundamental of political decision-making processes. The major challenge of a
suitable and sound peace process in Afghanistan is the question of how to cope
with the dominance of clientelistic networks.

Suggestion For The
Future Design of
Government

The ideas for the plan of a future Afghan government unequivocally reject the
politicization of ethnicity overall. While it is not possible that a future Afghan
government ought to be mono-ethnic, the main issue gets from the reality to force
nationality to the fundament of political authenticity. In this way, the raising of ethnic
portrayal will have disparate outcomes. Afghans will reach political and managerial
positions concerning their nationality and not their capabilities, and this entirely
goes against the ideas of a common, majority rule society as engendered by the
West. Moreover, identity couldn't be disregarded in the political setting and would
transform into the bedrock of all political activity. This won't just balance out an
ethnic doubt yet turn away that any political entertainer will enter the political field
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declining the importance of nationality. Along these lines, I will exhibit in which way
it appears to be suitable to adapt to nationality and what are elective procedures to
plan new political organizations.

General Ideas To lessen the impact of ethnicity on the political front it is significant that another
Afghan constitution, which will be expounded on this year, ought to similarly stay
far from ethnic or social factors however much as could be expected. It would be
destroyed to build up Sunni Islam as the state religion, for that would close the
Shiites, Hindus, and Sikhs out. As to language strategy, Farsi – Afghanistan's most
widely used language – and Pashtu ought to be given the corresponding status,
while such dialects, for example, Uzbeki, Turkmen, or Baluchi could be allowed the
situation with extra territories' dialects. The objective to guarantee the right of
individual self-expression (partisan, language, and so on) ought to be hoped for. If
everyone in Afghanistan has the right to communicate him/herself in social terms,
the requirement for an ethnicization of legislative issues will decline. It would be a
significant inability to stifle the topic of identity. However, the politicization of identity
won't conquer ethnic strains in Afghanistan. I argue for an open conversation
inside the Afghan people group about ethnic biases and generalizations. It has to
be uncovered that nationality is made by people with great influence and isn't the
reason for separating the people in Afghanistan genuinely. This conversation ought
to be essential for a compromise interaction. It ought to be authorized to embitter
the fantasies of ethnic scorn and ethnic generalizations. It has to be exhibited that
individuals from various ethnic gatherings have lived respectively calmly in the
past. Additionally, it has clarified that there isn't anything incorrectly in relating to an
ethnic bunch: It is real to distinguish oneself as a Pashtun, a Tajik, and so forth
Consequently an ethnic compromise ought to make an effort not to reduce or
obliterate ethnic characters.

Limitation of the
Study

The endeavor to foster a harmony plan, plan of peace for Afghanistan, as I would
like to think, the united Nations are trapped in the 'ethnic snare'. The media and the
other stake holders, who have been faced unexpectedly with the confounding
political and military situations in Afghanistan since September 11, recognized the
Afghan struggle as an ethnic one and featured ethnicity as the main issue and
analyze this main contention. Even though, as I have demonstrated, ethnicity
ended up being one of the major guiding force of the Afghan struggle, the closing
of the struggle on its ethnic dimension only, turn down other reasons that there are
different dimensions to the contention:
1. The pertinence of ethnicity as a factor of military and political union remain

restricted in the Afghan conflict: lots of battle units and leaders, for example,
Haji Qadir or Abdul Haq changed their allegiance many times for political
gains and monetary motivation – free of their ethnic alliance.

2. The mistakes usually made by policymakers is to get ethnic groups as a
uniform bodies acting in accord, and to be like the ethnic group with the
political movements, who claim to be from a specific ethnic group. What is not
considered in the current discussion is the way that, despite the ethnicization
of the conflict, the ethnicization of the Afghan masses fizzled.

3. policymakers didn’t pay any heed to the previously mentioned constraint of
usage of ethnicity in the Afghan context. Ethnicity is fairly a main thrust of the
Afghan struggle, which is simply used partially, then an overall contention
utilized in discourses. The significant mistaken assumptions of the peace as
started by the United Nations at the Petersburg Conference were that the
prevalence of clientelism was clarified with identity and the two terms were
equated and that a contention marked as an 'ethnic' one can be solved by an
ethnic agreement'.

There is a consensus among policymakers that the Afghan government ought not
just to be multi-ethnic. Also, it ought to replicate the ethnicity of the Afghan culture
precisely. The power-sharing plan drafted at the Petersburg Conference was
based on the accompanying portion of ministers: 11 Pashtuns, 8 Tajiks, 5 Hazaras,
3 Uzbeks, and 3 not designated. An 'ethnic agreement' sounds suitable in
perceiving the interests of the different ethnic groups, it has enormous hindrances
like which ethnic groups and to what expand ought to be incorporated. Another
danger is that this ethnic agreement produces dissatisfaction if the ethnic quota is
neglected. Additionally, this approach neglect the sound character of ethnicity and
accepts that an administration wherein all ethnic groups are addressed would as
far as anyone knows do the trick all aspects of the Afghan population. 4. Ideas for
the plan of a future government
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The Ethnic Trap The ethnicization of the contention was confined as to one significant viewpoint:
The ethnic card was never played straightforwardly, yet stayed undercover. In this
way, one can observe to be very little evidence of ethnocentrism among any of the
political developments included. No single political development is connected to a
specific ethnic group by its self-portrayal. The public addresses of pioneers like
Ahmad Shah Masud, Burhanuddin Rabbani, or Mullah Omar, have been saturated
with an Islamic manner of speaking, yet every one of them passionately denied
any ethnic component of the conflict. All government officials never tire of
proclaiming their particular groups as being multi-ethnic. The hidden explanation is
that Afghans forgo selecting identity as a focal topic. Hence, it ought to be thought
that identity as a likely wellspring of preparation has been completely restricted. All
fighting groups utilized the ethnic rather in a secret way. The explanation is that
there are significant obstructions for a public accentuation of identity:
1. First every one of, a significant worth in Islam is the possibility that all

devotees are important for a united community (ummah). The discontinuity of
society along ethnic lines diverges from the idea of the ummah. That is the
reason ethnocentric contrasts are kept away from openly and numerous
Afghans consider the emphasis of identity as un-Islamic. Particularly the
groups which are established in the mujahidin development of the
1970s/1980s emphatically dismissed any ethnic pressures in public.

2. Because of the opposition against the communist system and the outcast of
numerous Afghans the recognizable proof of the Afghans with their nation
expanded in the 1980s. Most Afghans support the continuation of the Afghan
nation state. Against that, the fragmentation of Afghanistan infers a dubious
future. Through this reality, the fighting groups try not to scrutinize the
trustworthiness of the Afghan nation. This implies that their allure for identity
is deliberately extremely restricted. There is a wide agreement among
Afghans that to present contentions along ethnic lines will compromise the
proceeded presence of the Afghan nation state. Whoever cases rights in the
name of ethnic groups is immediately viewed as a swindler.

3. The ethnic groups which are involved in Afghan war for tussle for war, they
needed to show their capacity to govern a multi-ethnic Afghanistan. I as a
host attempted to show that all groups, which have been powerful somewhat
recently, are utilizing identity concerning a particular political interest. In any
case, the certain political and social circumstance in Afghanistan controls and
rigorously restricts the usage of identity as an instrument for political cases
and military preparation.
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