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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ACTION 
 ■ Kyrgyzstan should accede to the Anti-Personnel Mine Ban Convention (APMBC) as a matter of priority.

 ■ Despite not yet being a state party to the APMBC, Kyrgyzstan has obligations under international human rights 

law to clear anti-personnel mines in areas under its jurisdiction or control as soon as possible. 

 ■ Kyrgyzstan should detail whether it has fully addressed mine contamination in areas under its jurisdiction or 

control and, if not, report on the extent and location of its remaining mined areas and clearance operations.

ANTI-PERSONNEL MINE CONTAMINATION 
Kyrgyzstan is suspected to be contaminated by mines, though 

the precise location and extent of any mined areas is not 

known. According to the Minister of Defence, contamination 

in the southern Batken province bordering Tajikistan and 

Uzbekistan, the result of mine use by Uzbekistan’s military 

between 1999 and 2000, was cleared by Uzbek forces in 

2005.1 It was reported, however, that rainfall and landslides 

had caused some mines to shift.2

In 2003, Kyrgyz authorities claimed that Uzbek forces had 

also laid mines around the Uzbek enclaves of Sokh and 

Shakhimardan located within Kyrgyzstan. Press reports 

have suggested that Uzbek troops partially cleared territory 

around the Sokh enclave in 2004–05 and that they completely 

cleared mines around the Shakhimardan enclave in 2004.3 

In October 2017, Uzbek President Islam Karimov, and 

his Kyrgyz counterpart, Almazbek Atambaev, signed an 

agreement to demarcate some 85% of the countries’ nearly 

1,300km-long border and began discussing options for the 

36 disputed sectors.4

Kyrgyzstan has admitted using anti-personnel mines in 1999 

and 2000 to prevent infi ltration across its borders, but has 

claimed that all the mines were subsequently removed and 

destroyed.5 In June 2011, a government offi cial confi rmed: “We 

do not have any minefi elds on the territory of Kyrgyzstan.”6

In October 2011, ITF Enhancing Human Security (ITF), the 

Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE), 

and Kyrgyzstan’s Ministry of Defence conducted a mine action 

assessment mission. The assessment confi rmed that poor 

ammunition storage conditions as well as obsolete ammunition 

posed a serious threat to human security. Agreement on 

cooperation was reached on 25 July 2013, when the ITF signed 

a Protocol on Cooperation with the Ministry of Defense of 

the Kyrgyz Republic.7 The ITF has reported that in 2014 it 

continued to implement activities agreed on in the Protocol on 

Cooperation. This includes technical checks on anti-personnel 

mines and other ammunition in three storage warehouses, 

procurement of explosive ordnance disposal (EOD) equipment, 

and support for disposal of ammunition surpluses.8

PROGRAMME MANAGEMENT 
Kyrgyzstan has no functioning mine action programme.

LAND RELEASE 
There are no reports of any survey or clearance of mined areas occurring in 2018.
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