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I.

Overview

Tajikistan’s 25 years as an independent state have been marred by poverty, endemic
state corruption and the steady narrowing of political power to a single family. Its
patriarch is President Emomali Rahmon, 64, who has ruled the country since 1992
through a carefully calibrated system of patronage and brutality. With Rahmon’s
current seven-year term set to end in 2020, many observers believe he is now
planning to hand over power to a close family member, probably his eldest son,
Rustam, 29. This transition plan is fraught with risk, however, and will play out in
a country riven by internal frailties and external vulnerabilities. The outside world
has few levers in this Central Asian state of 8.7 million people. But its pivotal position
in Central Asia, where it borders on both Afghanistan and China, should prompt
external actors, especially Russia, to engage as far as possible to avoid a new source
of regional disorder.
Over the past two years, President Rahmon has cleared the political space,
removing any group or individual, ally or adversary he considered a potential threat.
This provides him with a powerful argument against any international or domestic
political actor tempted to call for change. Other than the president and his family,
there are no organised, functional political forces left. It is his regime or nothing,
with even parts of his own traditional powerbase increasingly marginalised. The
resentment this produces could lead to a destabilising and potentially violent internal
backlash. The fallout likely would be felt throughout Central Asia.
The international community has few options. Central Asian neighbours, including
Russia and China, should focus on securing the vulnerable Tajik-Afghan border and
China in particular should take steps to help revive Dushanbe’s failing economy.
The European Union (EU), an important donor to Tajikistan, should push for an
orderly transition even if devoid of democratic credibility. In taking these steps, all
parties need to bear in mind the one overriding factor that constrains their influence:
for now, Rahmon’s own personal interests dominate the country’s agenda.
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A key question for Tajikistan today is whether President Rahmon will forego power
in 2020 and, if he does, whom he will choose as a successor. Rahmon, still relatively
young at 64, is putting a transition plan in motion, if not for 2020 then later.
Constitutional amendments passed in 2016, particularly one that lowers the
president’s minimum age, suggest Rahmon’s son Rustam is the favourite.1 Rahmon
has been pushing Rustam into high-profile, powerful posts, such as that of mayor
in the capital city of Dushanbe.2 If Rustam joins the senate as its chairman after he
turns 30 in December 2017, as analysts and media have speculated, he could become
president should his father die or became incapacitated.3
This scenario is far from certain, however. Rustam faces internal competition
and is hampered by his own lack of skill as a government administrator and manager
of patronage networks.4 But he has consolidated informal power over the security
services, which ultimately will be the decision-makers in the event of a contested
succession.5 Moreover, although Western observers and members of the urban
intelligentsia often describe Rustam as reckless, aggressive and lacking leadership
qualities, the pool of potential successors is small.
That pool consists of family members. Media speculation focuses on internal
rivalries, mentioning Rustam’s sister Ozoda, 39, who runs the presidential administration and is reputed to be competent. She and her banker-businessman husband
Jamollidin Nuraliyev at times are mentioned as a possible power couple, though
Tajikistan’s patriarchal society works against her. Conflicts involving members of
the extended family and could also trigger instability in the context of a succession.6
Rustam has struggled with his uncle (the president’s brother-in-law) Hasan Asadullozoda for control of revenues from the Tajik Aluminium Company (Talco), which
provides up to 70 per cent of the Tajikistan’s foreign currency earnings.7 Other
family members feature in local conflicts over state resources. Without careful
management, these internal family feuds could be destabilising, especially at a time
of uncertainty over the presidency’s future.
1

Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Briefing N°78, Tajikistan Early Warning: Internal Pressures,
External Threats, 11 January 2016.
2
“Рустами Эмомали назначен мэром Душанбе” [“Rustam Emomali appointed as mayor of
Dushanbe”], Radio Ozodi, 12 January 2017.
3
Kamila Ibragimova, “Tajikistan: Purge of ex-mayor’s allies picks up steam”, EurasiaNet.org,
15 February 2017. Crisis Group correspondence, Central Asia expert, September 2017.
4
Crisis Group interviews, local researcher and Western observer, Dushanbe and Khatlon,
September 2016. Similar concerns are voiced by Western diplomats in the region. Crisis Group
interviews, European diplomat, Bishkek, January 2017; U.S. diplomat, Astana, June 2016.
5
Crisis Group interview, local researcher, Dushanbe, September 2016. Foreign officials familiar
with American-Tajik security cooperation also noted that Rustam has considerable influence over
the security forces, often acting as if he were their boss when attending training and other exercises.
Crisis Group interviews, Dushanbe, September 2016.
6
Ilkhom Nazarov, “Борьба за власть в Таджикистане. У Рустама Эмомали появилсяконкурент?”
[“The struggle for power in Tajikistan. Does Rustam Emomali have a new competitor?”],
Alternativnaya Politika, 28 October 2016. See also “Tajikistan’s anti-corruption drive sign of internal
feud?”, EurasiaNet, 22 May 2017.
7
“Last year’s blackout reportedly costs TALCO at more than 8 million USD”, Asia-Plus, 1 May 2017.
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Local Rivalries

The president’s regional power base is showing signs of disaffection. President
Rahmon’s winning faction during the civil war (1992-1997) was based in Kulob,
part of the cotton-growing area of Khatlon, on the country’s southern border with
Afghanistan. Kulobis consequently dominate the most lucrative businesses and hold
the most important positions in security structures, at the expense of those from
other regions who feel they occupy subservient positions. That circle of power has
narrowed, however, as money and resources have dwindled.8 The effect has been
to sharpen fault lines among Kulobis, undermining the political unity that had
allowed them to prevail. For example, Kulobis from other parts of Khatlon are losing
out to Kulobis from Rahmon’s hometown, Danghara. This is feeding anger among
many previously loyal supporters, who may not need much persuasion to take a
stronger stance against the Rahmon clan.
The trouble brewing in Rahmon’s loyalist heartland is a bellwether for tensions
in Tajikistan’s politically peripheral regions. Any perception that President Rahmon’s
power is about to weaken could tempt areas suspicious of Dushanbe’s central
power – such as the eastern area of Rasht and the mountainous Gorno-Badakhshan
Autonomous Oblast (GBAO) – to take further steps toward autonomy. Rasht has long
been known for its distrust of Dushanbe’s authority. Former United Tajik Opposition
(UTO) members there have used force to retaliate against efforts by Dushanbe to
enforce its writ, leading to killings of Tajik security and military forces.9 In GBAO,
too, infringements on local autonomy resulted in bloody flare-ups in 2012 and 2014.10
Clashes in both Rasht and GBAO have embarrassed Rahmon, demonstrating the
limits of his power. His response to the unrest in both regions was to cut deals and
co-opt leaders by granting access to resources and other forms of patronage.11 Given
Tajikistan’s weak finances, this is far from sustainable. Moreover, Rahmon’s successor
may not have the skills required to navigate a fraught political environment.

C.

Economic Troubles

Tajikistan’s systemic economic problems are part of the reason government resources
are shrinking. Many sectors are suffering: confidence is low in Tajikistan’s currency;
remittances from Russia decreased in 201612; the real-estate market is crashing;
and half of all bank loans are non-performing. The Tajik government this year issued
high-yield bonds to raise revenue,13 which has allowed them to avoid working with
international financial institution or donors who ask for reforms.

8

Crisis Group interview, Tajik analyst, Dushanbe, September 2016.
Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Report N°162, Tajikistan: On the Road to Failure, 12 February
2009; Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Report N°205, Tajikistan: The Changing Insurgent
Threats, 24 May 2011. The UTO fought against the government during the civil war that began in
1992, but signed a peace agreement in 1997.
10
Kirgizbek Kanunov, “Riots in Tajikistan’s Gbao raises fears of broader destabilization”, The
Central Asia-Caucasus Analyst, 4 June 2014.
11
Crisis Group Report, Tajikistan: The Changing Insurgent Threats, op. cit., p. 10.
12
Remittances from Russia fell to $1.9 billion in 2016 compared to $2.2 billion in 2015. “Central Asia’s
remittances: Take two”, EurasiaNet, 22 March 2017.
13
Natasha Doff and Lyubov Pronina, “Junk bond fever hits a new high in Tajikistan”, Bloomberg,
11 September 2017.
9
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The government points to the Russian economic crisis as the primary cause of
its woes, but fiscal mismanagement and predatory economic policies have also played
a significant role over the past decade. Diplomats say the lack of accountability
remains a major hurdle for international financial support.14 In 2016, the Tajik
government declined an offer of up to $200 million in the form of grants and loans
from the World Bank, because of the pre-conditions attached, which involved reform
of the banking sector, currently largely controlled by Rahmon family members and
associates.15 Nor did the EU or International Monetary Fund (IMF) provide financial
support to the Tajik budget in 2016.16 Tajikistan’s successful foray into the bond
market arguably has weakened the leverage of donors seeking to impose political
conditionality on aid and loans.17
The public bears the brunt of these persistent economic difficulties. A third of
Tajikistan’s population is undernourished and malnutrition is the underlying cause of
about one third of child deaths,18 a higher proportion than in any of the other former
Soviet republics. But the economic crisis also affects the corruption and patronage
networks behind Rahmon’s rule. Citizens and private businesses increasingly are
unable to pay bribes to law enforcement officers and government officials. These
officials, in turn, have become increasingly aggressive as they struggle to pay debts
incurred to finance the bribes they had to pay to obtain their jobs.19 In short, economic
realities are placing an increasingly fragile power structure under strain, raising
questions about its long-term viability.

D.

Migration

Migration is the main outlet for Tajiks suffering from social, political and economic
tensions. More than a million Tajiks live and work in Russia, which helps defuse a
potential source of instability by absorbing working age men who might otherwise
be under- or unemployed at home. But there is a flip-side as Moscow could force
the migrants to return, which gives it important leverage over the Tajik president
and serves as a considerable constraint on his dealings with Russia.
Moscow’s priority is to have a compliant partner and an ongoing military presence
in Tajikistan. A senior member of the Islamic Renaissance Party of Tajikistan
(IRPT), an opposition party banned in October 2015, said, “Russia tolerates, not
supports, Rahmon, because there are no other options really … whether Russia will
support his eldest son, Rustam, [in his succession bid] will depend on how Rustam
behaves”.20 Although it seems unlikely at this stage, Moscow could threaten to expel

14

Crisis Group interview, Western diplomat, Bishkek, January 2017. The banking sector in
particular remains fragile. “Papa’s purse: Faced with signs of fraud, some donors look the other way”,
The Economist, 18 June 2015.
15
The conditions included wholesale reforms of the banking sector, including changing top
management at Tajikodirotbank and Agroinvestbank.
16
“Tajikistan: Strong Growth with a Challenging Outlook”, Country Economic Update, World Bank
Group, spring 2017.
17
Crisis Group interview, Western diplomat, Brussels, September 2017.
18
“The Republic of Tajikistan”, World Food Programme, 2016; Tajikistan, “Annual Report 2015”,
UNICEF.
19
Crisis Group interview, Tajik analyst, Dushanbe, September 2016.
20
Crisis Group phone interview, Bishkek, August 2017.
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Tajik migrants should bilateral relations deteriorate, presenting the current or
incoming president with an enormous crisis.
Emigration from Tajikistan also concerns the EU as the number of Tajik asylum
seekers is rising. In 2016, 3,230 Tajiks applied for asylum in EU countries, up from
1,160 in 2015 and 605 in 2014.21 An IRPT member living in Europe said, “if something
happens in Tajikistan, Tajik refugees will come to Europe. It is cheaper and easier
for Tajiks to get to Europe than for Syrians”.22 European officials express fears that
Russia could use an influx of Central Asian migrants to heighten tensions over
migration in Europe.23

III. A Jihadist Threat?
A.

Afghanistan

For years Tajikistan has confronted the risk of jihadist spillover from across its
1,400km border with Afghanistan. The emergence of the Islamic State of Iraq and
the Levant-Khorasan Province or the Islamic State-Khorasan (IS-K), an affiliate of
the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria (ISIS), has led both Russian and U.S. officials to
express concern that the movement may reset its priorities northward and attempt
to make inroads into Central Asia.24 The presence of Central Asian militants within
IS-K ranks, albeit as a minority, aggravates such fears.25 So too does increasing
instability in Afghanistan’s north east, close to the Tajik border.
The immediacy of the threat remains open to debate, however. Although the
situation in northern Afghanistan is deteriorating, most incidents along the TajikAfghan border appear to be related to smuggling rather than incursions into Tajik
territory or attempts to attack the Tajik state.26 Though its emergence is worrisome,
the IS-K is still dwarfed by the Taliban, which remains by far the largest armed
opposition group and whose leaders express no territorial interest beyond Afghanistan’s borders. The Taliban arguably has been the main check on ISIS’s growth in
Afghanistan, often moving quickly to crush IS-K factions.27 Moreover, the core of
21

“Asylum and first-time asylum applicants by citizenship, age and sex annual aggregated data
(rounded)”, Eurostat, consulted by Crisis Group August 2017.
22
Crisis Group phone interview, IRPT member in exile, July 2017.
23
Crisis Group interviews, EU diplomats, Delhi, India, June 2016; Brussels, May 2017. See also:
Jozef Lang, “Central Asia: the crisis of the migration model and its potential impact on the EU”,
Osrodek Studiow Wschodnich (OSW), 25 April 2017.
24
Vladimir Dobrovolskiy, “Россия обеспокоена афганским крылом ИГ” [“Russia is worried
about the Afghan wing of ISIS”], RIA-Novosti, 5 October 2016. In February 2017, the U.S. warned
that IS-K had assembled a network that included former Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan (IMU)
members. “These groups benefit from complementary capabilities and networks and require
continuous pressure to prevent the emergence of a new, more virulent organization in which the
new whole is more dangerous than the sum of the previous parts”. “Statement for the Record by
General John W. Nicholson, Commander U.S. Forces – Afghanistan Before the Senate Armed
Services Committee on the Situation in Afghanistan”, 9 February 2017.
25
Crisis Group correspondence, security official, March 2017.
26
Crisis Group interview, local analyst, Dushanbe, September 2016.
27
“Afghan Taliban issues statement for the Central Asian countries”, Khaama Press, 18 July 2016.
There recently have been reports of collaboration between Taliban and IS-K militants, including
during one offensive near Sar-e Pul, but overall the two movements compete. Even during the
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the IS-K remains in eastern provinces closer to Pakistan than Central Asia. Whether
the small militias in the north that claim to be part of IS-K have direct operational
ties to forces in the east is unclear. Nor is it clear, for now, that the Central Asian
militants fighting alongside the Taliban, including in the north east, have Tajikistan
in their sights.28
Tajikistan’s inherent weakness and porous borders make it vulnerable, however.
Traffickers have been moving large volumes of drugs across the Afghan border for
over two decades, providing revenue to security officers who, in turn, support
Rahmon and his inner circle.29 The governing elite’s role in cross-border narcotics
smuggling may help it manage the border informally for now, but in the longer-run
such activities undermine efforts to secure it. So long as corrupt officials have an
interest in keeping the border porous, there is a danger that militants – not just
drugs – will spill over from Afghanistan into Tajikistan.

B.

Radicalisation

Under the guise of combating jihadists, authorities in Dushanbe have quashed
internal dissent and repressed Islamic practices.30 The government restricts its
citizens’ ability to display piety and publicly adhere to Islamic norms. Police have
forcibly shaved men’s beards, and registered or even arrested women who wear
hijabs.31 The government also forbids anyone under the age of eighteen from attending
a mosque and prohibits anyone under 35 from making the pilgrimage to Mecca.
Tajiks resent these policies, which apply only to certain citizens. The economic
or political elite faces few such restrictions. Young members of criminal gangs and
the sons of government officials are seen wearing beards and the wives of government
officials wear hijabs, sometimes because their husbands order them to.32 While the
security services claim the bulk of militants travelling to Syria and Iraq to join the
ranks of ISIS come from the opposition IRPT – thereby linking Islamism in Tajikistan
to jihadism abroad – a prominent Tajik expert on radicalisation disputes that:
We have this stereotype that people who leave for Syria are usually from areas
that were pro-opposition during the civil war, but it is not true. It is actually the
Sar-e Pul incident, UN investigators found no evidence of operational ties between the local IS-K
faction and the core of the movement in eastern Afghanistan. See, for example, Josh Smith, “Joint
Taliban Islamic State raid killed unarmed Afghan militia, civilians: UN”, Reuters, 20 August 2017.
28
See, for example, Obaid Ali’s series “The Non-Pashtun Taleban of the North”, Afghan Analysts
Network, January-September 2017.
29
Filippo De Danieli, “Counter-narcotics Policies in Tajikistan and Their Impact on State Building”,
Central Asian Survey, vol. 30, no. 1 (2011), pp. 129-145; David Lewis, “High Times on the Silk Road:
The Central Asian Paradox”, World Policy Journal, vol. 27, no. 1 (2010), pp. 39-49.
30
Crisis Group Briefing, Tajikistan Early Warning, op. cit.
31
Anora Sarkorova, “Tajikistan’s battle against beards to ‘fight radicalisation’”, BBC News,
21 January 2016. Ishaan Tharoor, “A city in Tajikistan is drawing up lists of women who wear hijabs”,
The Washington Post, 22 August 2016; “Isfara resident jailed for shooting cell phone video of detention
of women wearing hijab”, Asia-Plus (www.news.tj/en), 31 May 2016. See also: “Минкультуры
разрабатывает образцы исконно таджикской одежды” [“Ministry of culture is developing the
samples of the original Tajik clothing”], Radio Ozodi, 21 July 2017.
32
Sarvinozi Ruhulloh and Shahloi Abdulloh, “Баъзе мақомдорони тоҷик зани худро ба
ҳиҷобпӯшӣ маҷбур мекунанд” [“Some Tajik officials force their own wives to wear a hijab”],
Radio Ozodi, 5 November 2016.
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opposite. People from the areas known for being pro-communist [pro-Rahmon]
during the war leave more. A lot of Uzbeks leave, a lot of Kulobis leave. Even
Gulmurod Khalimov who left, is Kulobi, always fought on the government’s side
and was never in the opposition.33
The government’s refusal to distinguish violent jihadists from non-violent individuals
who are visibly devout or hold anti-government views risks making all of them
enemies. This contributes to popular frustration, which with the right trigger could
bubble over into street protests, other types of resistance – or even violence.34

IV. Conclusion
Tajikistan’s current trajectory is cause for concern. In less than three years, the
country’s president is – in theory – obliged to transfer power. Whether President
Rahmon will do so is uncertain, but either continuation or succession could result
in turmoil. Feuds inside the ruling family and rivalries among Tajikistan’s various
regions, including those that have previously supported the president, form a
turbulent political backdrop. The regime’s margin for manoeuvre is narrowing in
the context of a troubled economy, institutional dysfunction and growing instability
in Afghanistan. The next president will inherit a fragmented state with low levels
of trust in government if not deep hostility toward the state. Many constituencies
possess a capacity for violence.
Foreign powers have little leverage over Rahmon’s government, which is hostile
to any external criticism. Western powers appear reluctant to expend limited
political capital pushing for reforms that might over time strengthen Tajikistan’s
institutions but whose prospects for now appear remote.
Russia and China hold more cards, but have decided so far not to play them. As
the main outside power engaged in Tajikistan, Russia has a major interest in securing
the Afghanistan-Tajikistan border and ensuring Tajikistan does not become a victim
of jihadist violence. Yet despite occasional signs of impatience, Moscow tolerates
Rahmon if only for lack of a viable alternative.35 China, which holds over half of the
country’s debt and wants to protect its growing economic assets, is also concerned
about Afghanistan and has therefore stepped up security cooperation with Tajikistan.36 Most of all, China seeks to counter Islamic extremism, separatism or terrorism
33

Crisis Group phone interview, Tajik analyst, Bishkek, July 2017. Gulmurod Khalimov is a
former high-ranking security official who defected to ISIS in Syria in May 2015 becoming ISIS’s
“minister for war”. He was reportedly killed in Syria in April 2017, but in July 2017 two militants
said in videos that he was still alive. Russia subsequently said it had killed him during an airstrike
on Deir el-Zour, eastern Syria, on 5 September 2017. Tom Parfitt, “Russia ‘kills Isis commander
in Syrian airstrike’”, The Times (UK), 8 September 2017. See also: “Islamic State Threatens Central
Asia”, Crisis Group blog, 8 June 2015.
34
Crisis Group phone interview, Tajik analyst, June 2017.
35
Crisis Group Briefing, Tajikistan Early Warning, op. cit.
36
On 31 August 2017, Rahmon and Chinese President Xi Jinping, meeting in Beijing, signed a
“comprehensive strategic partnership”, including an agreement to share intelligence information.
Christian Shepherd and Tom Hogue, “Tajikistan agrees to more intelligence exchanges with China”,
Reuters, 1 September 2017. See also, Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Report N°245, Central
Asia’s Silk Road Rivalries, 27 July 2017.
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in its restive Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region, which borders Tajikistan and is
home to a small minority of ethnic Tajiks. Yet despite these interests, Russia and
China are even less likely than Western powers to press for meaningful political or
institutional reform.
Foreign powers have few good options, but they share an interest in a smooth
transition whenever it occurs. Central Asian countries, Russia and China, with help
from the EU and U.S., should focus in the interim on bolstering vulnerable borders
to prevent violence from spilling throughout the region. With the limited leverage
they have, EU and U.S. political engagement should stress the risks of political
exclusion urging Dushanbe to refrain from repressive measures that could undermine
the transition, triggering instead instability and violent conflict.
Bishkek/Brussels, 9 October 2017

The Rising Risks of Misrule in Tajikistan
Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Briefing N°86, 9 October 2017

Page 9

Appendix A: About the International Crisis Group
The International Crisis Group (Crisis Group) is an independent, non-profit, non-governmental organisation, with some 120 staff members on five continents, working through field-based analysis and highlevel advocacy to prevent and resolve deadly conflict.
Crisis Group’s approach is grounded in field research. Teams of political analysts are located within or
close by countries or regions at risk of outbreak, escalation or recurrence of violent conflict. Based on
information and assessments from the field, it produces analytical reports containing practical recommendations targeted at key international, regional and national decision-takers. Crisis Group also publishes CrisisWatch, a monthly early warning bulletin, providing a succinct regular update on the state
of play in up to 70 situations of conflict or potential conflict around the world.
Crisis Group’s reports are distributed widely by email and made available simultaneously on its website,
www.crisisgroup.org. Crisis Group works closely with governments and those who influence them, including the media, to highlight its crisis analyses and to generate support for its policy prescriptions.
The Crisis Group Board of Trustees – which includes prominent figures from the fields of politics, diplomacy, business and the media – is directly involved in helping to bring the reports and recommendations to the attention of senior policymakers around the world. Crisis Group is chaired by former UN
Deputy Secretary-General and Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP),
Lord Mark Malloch-Brown. Its Vice Chair is Ayo Obe, a Legal Practitioner, Columnist and TV Presenter
in Nigeria.
Crisis Group’s President & CEO, Jean-Marie Guéhenno, served as the UN Under-Secretary-General
for Peacekeeping Operations from 2000-2008, and in 2012, as Deputy Joint Special Envoy of the
United Nations and the League of Arab States on Syria. He left his post as Deputy Joint Special Envoy
to chair the commission that prepared the white paper on French defence and national security in 2013.
Crisis Group’s international headquarters is in Brussels, and the organisation has offices in ten other
locations: Bishkek, Bogota, Dakar, Kabul, Islamabad, Istanbul, Nairobi, London, New York, and Washington, DC. It has presences in the following locations: Abuja, Algiers, Bangkok, Beirut, Caracas, Gaza
City, Guatemala City, Hong Kong, Jerusalem, Johannesburg, Juba, Mexico City, New Delhi, Rabat,
Sanaa, Tblisi, Toronto, Tripoli, Tunis, and Yangon.
Crisis Group receives financial support from a wide range of governments, foundations, and private
sources. Currently Crisis Group holds relationships with the following governmental departments and
agencies: Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, Austrian Development Agency, Danish
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs, European Union Instrument contributing
to Stability and Peace (IcSP), Finnish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, French Development Agency, French
Ministry of Defence, French Ministry of Foreign Affairs, German Federal Foreign Office, Global Affairs
Canada, Irish Aid, Principality of Liechtenstein, Luxembourg Ministry of Foreign Affairs, New Zealand
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade, Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Swedish Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Swiss Federal Department of Foreign Affairs.
Crisis Group also holds relationships with the following foundations: Carnegie Corporation of New York,
Henry Luce Foundation, Humanity United, John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation, Oak Foundation, Open Society Foundations, Ploughshares Fund, Robert Bosch Stiftung, and Wellspring Philanthropic Fund.
October 2017

The Rising Risks of Misrule in Tajikistan
Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Briefing N°86, 9 October 2017

Page 10

Appendix B: International Crisis Group Board of Trustees
CO-CHAIR

Sheila Coronel

Lord (Mark) Malloch-Brown

Toni Stabile Professor of Practice in
Investigative Journalism; Director,
Toni Stabile Center for Investigative
Journalism, Columbia University

Former UN Deputy Secretary-General
and Administrator of the United Nations Development Programme
(UNDP)

Frank Giustra

PRESIDENT & CEO

President & CEO, Fiore Financial Corporation

Jean-Marie Guéhenno

Mo Ibrahim

Former UN Under-Secretary-General
for Peacekeeping Operations

Founder and Chair, Mo Ibrahim Foundation; Founder, Celtel International

VICE-CHAIR
Ayo Obe
Chair of the Board of the Gorée Institute (Senegal); Legal Practitioner (Nigeria)

OTHER TRUSTEES
Fola Adeola
Founder and Chairman, FATE Foundation

Ali al Shihabi
Author; Founder and former Chairman
of Rasmala Investment Bank

Celso Amorim
Former Minister of External Relations
of Brazil; Former Defence Minister

Hushang Ansary
Chairman, Parman Capital Group LLC;
Former Iranian Ambassador to the
U.S. and Minister of Finance and Economic Affairs

Nahum Barnea
Political Columnist, Israel

Kim Beazley
Former Deputy Prime Minister of Australia and Ambassador to the U.S.;
Former Defence Minister

Wolfgang Ischinger
Chairman, Munich Security Conference; former German Deputy Foreign
Minister and Ambassador to the UK
and U.S.

Asma Jahangir
Former President of the Supreme
Court Bar Association of Pakistan; former UN Special Rapporteur on
the Freedom of Religion or Belief

Yoriko Kawaguchi
Former Foreign Minister of Japan; former Environment Minister

Wadah Khanfar
Co-Founder, Al Sharq Forum; former
Director General, Al Jazeera Network

Wim Kok
Former Prime Minister of the Netherlands

Andrey Kortunov
Director General of the Russian International Affairs Council

Ivan Krastev

Cheryl Carolus
Former South African High Commissioner to the UK and Secretary General of the African National Congress
(ANC)

Maria Livanos Cattaui
Former Secretary General of the International Chamber of Commerce

Wesley Clark
Former NATO Supreme Allied Commander

Former U.S. Senator and Member of
the House of Representatives

Javier Solana
President, ESADE Center for
Global Economy and Geopolitics;
Distinguished Fellow, The Brookings
Institution

Alexander Soros
Global Board Member, Open Society
Foundations

George Soros
Founder, Open Society Foundations
and Chair, Soros Fund Management

Pär Stenbäck
Former Minister of Foreign Affairs and
of Education, Finland; Chairman of the
European Cultural Parliament

Jonas Gahr Støre
Leader of the Labour Party and Labour
Party Parliamentary Group; former
Foreign Minister of Norway

Lawrence H. Summers
Former Director of the U.S. National
Economic Council and Secretary of
the U.S. Treasury; President Emeritus
of Harvard University

Member, Foreign Policy Advisory
Committee of the Chinese Foreign
Ministry; President, Institute of International and Strategic Studies, Peking
University

Joanne Leedom-Ackerman

Member, The Elders; UN Diplomat;
former Minister of Algeria

Olympia Snowe

Ricardo Lagos

Former Prime Minister and Foreign
Minister of Sweden

Lakhdar Brahimi

Former U.S. Under Secretary of State
and Ambassador to the UN, Russia, India, Israel, Jordan, El Salvador and Nigeria

Helle Thorning-Schmidt

Former President of Chile

Former Foreign Minister of Italy and
European Commissioner for Humanitarian Aid

Thomas R. Pickering

Chairman of the Centre for Liberal
Strategies (Sofia); Founding Board
Member of European Council on Foreign Relations

Carl Bildt

Emma Bonino

Public Foundation “Roza Otunbayeva
Initiative”

Former International Secretary of
PEN International; Novelist and journalist, U.S.

Helge Lund
Former Chief Executive BG Group
(UK) and Statoil (Norway)

Shivshankar Menon
Former Foreign Secretary of India; former National Security Advisor

Naz Modirzadeh
Director of the Harvard Law School
Program on International Law and
Armed Conflict

Saad Mohseni
Chairman and Chief Executive Officer
of MOBY Group

Marty Natalegawa
Former Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Indonesia, Permanent Representative
to the UN, and Ambassador to the UK

Roza Otunbayeva
Former President of the Kyrgyz Republic; Founder of the International

CEO of Save the Children International;
former Prime Minister of Denmark

Wang Jisi

The Rising Risks of Misrule in Tajikistan
Crisis Group Europe and Central Asia Briefing N°86, 9 October 2017

Page 11

PRESIDENT’S COUNCIL
A distinguished group of individual and corporate donors providing essential support and expertise to Crisis Group.

CORPORATE
BP
Shearman & Sterling LLP
Statoil (U.K.) Ltd.
White & Case LLP

INDIVIDUAL
(5) Anonymous
Scott Bessent
David Brown & Erika Franke
Stephen & Jennifer Dattels

Herman De Bode
Alexander Soros
Ian R. Taylor

INTERNATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL
Individual and corporate supporters who play a key role in Crisis Group’s efforts to prevent deadly conflict.

CORPORATE
(2) Anonymous
APCO Worldwide Inc.
Atlas Copco AB
Chevron
Edelman UK
HSBC Holdings plc
MetLife
Noble Energy
RBC Capital Markets
Shell

INDIVIDUAL
(2) Anonymous
Mark Bergman
Stanley Bergman & Edward
Bergman
Elizabeth Bohart
Eric Christiansen
Sam Englebardt
The Edelman Family
Foundation
Seth & Jane Ginns
Ronald Glickman
David Harding
Rita E. Hauser

Geoffrey R. Hoguet &
Ana Luisa Ponti
David Jannetti
Faisel Khan
Cleopatra Kitti
Michael & Jackie Lambert
Leslie Lishon
Virginie Maisonneuve
Dennis Miller
The Nommontu Foundation
Brian Paes-Braga
Kerry Propper
Duco Sickinghe
Nina K. Solarz
Enzo Viscusi

AMBASSADOR COUNCIL
Rising stars from diverse fields who contribute their talents and expertise to support Crisis Group’s mission.

Amy Benziger
Tripp Callan
Kivanc Cubukcu
Matthew Devlin
Victoria Ergolavou
Noa Gafni
Christina Bache Fidan
Lynda Hammes
Jason Hesse
Dalí ten Hove

Lindsay Iversen
Azim Jamal
Arohi Jain
Christopher Louney
Matthew Magenheim
Madison Malloch-Brown
Megan McGill
Hamesh Mehta
Tara Opalinski
Perfecto Sanchez

Nidhi Sinha
Chloe Squires
Leeanne Su
Bobbi Thomason
AJ Twombly
Dillon Twombly
Annie Verderosa
Zachary Watling
Grant Webster

SENIOR ADVISERS
Former Board Members who maintain an association with Crisis Group, and whose advice and support are called
on (to the extent consistent with any other office they may be holding at the time).

Martti Ahtisaari
Chairman Emeritus

George Mitchell
Chairman Emeritus

Gareth Evans
President Emeritus

Kenneth Adelman
Adnan Abu-Odeh
HRH Prince Turki al-Faisal
Óscar Arias
Ersin Arıoğlu
Richard Armitage
Diego Arria
Zainab Bangura
Shlomo Ben-Ami
Christoph Bertram
Alan Blinken

Lakhdar Brahimi
Kim Campbell
Jorge Castañeda
Naresh Chandra
Eugene Chien
Joaquim Alberto Chissano
Victor Chu
Mong Joon Chung
Pat Cox
Gianfranco Dell’Alba
Jacques Delors
Alain Destexhe
Mou-Shih Ding
Uffe Ellemann-Jensen
Gernot Erler
Marika Fahlén
Stanley Fischer

Carla Hills
Swanee Hunt
Aleksander Kwasniewski
Todung Mulya Lubis
Allan J. MacEachen
Graça Machel
Jessica T. Mathews
Barbara McDougall
Matthew McHugh
Miklós Németh
Christine Ockrent
Timothy Ong
Olara Otunnu
Lord (Christopher) Patten
Victor Pinchuk
Surin Pitsuwan
Fidel V. Ramos

International Crisis Group
Headquarters
Avenue Louise 149, 1050 Brussels, Belgium
Tel: +32 2 502 90 38. Fax: +32 2 502 50 38
brussels@crisisgroup.org
New York Office
newyork@crisisgroup.org
Washington Office
washington@crisisgroup.org
London Office
london@crisisgroup.org
Regional Offices and Field Representation
Crisis Group also operates out of over 25 locations in Africa,
Asia, Europe, the Middle East and Latin America.
See www.crisisgroup.org for details

PREV ENTI NG W AR. SHA PI N G P EACE.

