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A Introduction

1. The water supply and sanitation project (the Project) is to improve rural water supply and
sanitation for the population in the 7 and 5 districts (rayons) in Kashkadarya and Navoi oblasts
respectively. The Project is to benefit about 170 rural communities with population ranging from
200 to 6,000 people.

2. A poverty and social assessment (PSA) was conducted from March to July 2005 to (i)
obtain information on the socioeconomic characteristics of the project population; (ii) identify
social groups that will be affected by the Project and develop mitigation measures; (iii) design
participatory strategy for project implementation and monitoring; (iv) obtain willingness to pay
and affordability for improved water and sanitation services; (v) assess gender role in the project
design, implementation and monitoring; and (vi) identify appropriate socioeconomic indicators
for monitoring and evaluation. Household survey was conducted in 11 rayons with 2,000
household samples (1,000 samples for each oblast). A participatory rural appraisal was also
employed to identify the need and interest of ethnic minorities in the project area for improved
water and sanitation services.

B Findings

1 Ethnic Groups in Project Area

3. Despite of the permanent emigration of ethnic minorities from Uzbekistan since the
collapse of the Soviet Union, more than 130 nationalities still live in the country. The main ethnic
groups are Uzbeks (79.2%), Russian (4.1%), Tajiks (4.9%), Kazakhs (3.8%), and Karakalpaks
(2.2%). Ethnic composition of resident population in the project area is virtually homogenous:
90% of population belongs to the titular ethnicity (Uzbeks). Other ethnic groups most typical of
the project area are Tajiks, Kazakhs and Karakalpaks (Table 1).

4.  The overwhelming majority of the population of Kanimekh rayon is ethnically Kazakhs and
Karakalpaks. The highest concentration of ethnically Tajik population is reported in Kitab rayon
of Kashkadarya oblast. In addition to that, in some of the CRCs of the Kiziltepa rayon there are
settlements populated by ethnically Tajiks and Arabs, while the residents of these settlements
call themselves Uzbeks.

5. There are no representative of EM among the inhabitants in the four core subproject
areas, namely Kiziltepa and Nurota in Navoi oblast and Kasan and Kamashi in Kashkadarya
oblast. This did not provide scope for an Ethnic Minorities Development Plan (EMDP).
Therefore, an EMDF was developed as a guide for the remaining subprojects.



Table 1: Ethnic Composition of the Population in the Project Area, as % of total
B o pobulation of the proiect area
‘ Oblast / Rayon Uzbeks Tajiks Kazakhs Karakalpaks cher
ethnic groups
Kashkadarya oblast 97.7 2.2 0 0 0.1
Kasan 100 0 0 0 0
Kamashi 100 0 0 0 0
Yakkabag 99.4 0 0 0 0.6
| Chirokchi 100 0 0 0 0
Shakhrisabz 97 3 0 0 0
Kitab 89.7 10.3 0 0 0
Navoi oblast 80.4 0 13.2 62 02
Novbakhor 97.5 0 0 1.5 1
Nurata 99.5 0 0.5 0 0
Kiziltepa 100 0 0 0 0
Khatyrchi 100 0 0 0 0
Kanimekh 5 0 65.5 29.5 0

2 Socioeconomic Characteristics of Ethnic Minority in Project Area

6. The socioeconomic survey has evidenced that there are no socioeconomic diffrerences
among native Uzbek and other minorities living in the project area. The existing water supply
services seem to benefit equally all ethnic groups. Conversely, the various ethnical groups
suffer equally of lack or water supply where this service is lacking. Similarly, no difference is
perceived with concern to other socio-economic indicators such as access to school,
employment, family income and poverty. Indicators compared in Tables 2 and 3 shows that EM
cannot be considered as vulnerable as their access to main social services and resources are
equal and in some cases even better than the majority population.

7. From Table 2 it is seen that ethnic groups living in rural areas of Navoi oblast enjoy even
of better access to education and level of education as compared with the Uzbek population.
Similarly, the share of people living in poverty seems to be significantly lower among Karakalpak
and Kazak ethnic population which are also characterized by lower unemployment rates. Of
particular relevance is the access to water supply services, which seems to be significantly
higher for Kazakh and Karakalpaks living in the project area.

8. It can be pointed out that in the Kanimekh rayon, where 95% of the rural population, is
Kazak and Karakalpak, the percent of population of benefiting of a piped water supply service
including both street standpipe and indoor connections is the highest from among the surveyed
rayons in Navoi oblast

9. The results of the survey in the rural areas of Kashkadarya oblast tends substantially to
confirm the observation relative to Kashkadarya oblast. The essentially Tajik minorities living in
some rayons near the borders with Tajikistan enjoy equal and even statistically better socio-
economic conditions (Table 3) with regard to access education and level of education attained
by family heads. Economic indicators such as the share of householders being private
entrepreneur sand number of employee people in a family seem to be in favour of the Tajik
minorities.



