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Abstract

This article examines the process of the re-establishment of the Islamic Emirate of
Afghanistan in two historical periods, namely 1996-2001 and after 2021, through a comparative
historical and political analysis. The main objective of the study is to assess the Taliban
movement’s ideological and practical attitude toward political parties and to evaluate the impact of
this position on the development of political institutions and statehood in Afghanistan. By
comparing these two periods, the article identifies both differences in political context and strong
continuity in ideological orientation.

Although the international environment, regional dynamics, and internal socio-political
conditions have changed considerably since the first Taliban regime, the movement’s rejection of
party-based political participation has remained largely unchanged. This approach is rooted in a
governance model that prioritizes centralized religious authority and views political pluralism as a
source of social and ideological fragmentation. Consequently, political parties, representative
institutions, and organized opposition remain excluded from the formal political system.

The absence of political parties has significant implications for political stability and post-
conflict state-building. Without institutionalized mechanisms for representation and accountability,
peaceful management of political competition becomes difficult, increasing the risk of informal
power struggles and political fragmentation. Moreover, the lack of inclusive political institutions
undermines both domestic legitimacy and prospects for international engagement. The article
argues that this ideological resistance to political pluralism constitutes a major structural barrier to
institutional consolidation and sustainable political development in Afghanistan, and it highlights
the broader relevance of the Afghan case for understanding governance challenges in post-conflict
societies.

Keywords: Afghanistan; Taliban; post-conflict governance; ideological continuity;
institutional politics; political participation.
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AYFAHCTAH MCJIAM DMIPJITTHIH KAMTA KYPBLIVBI: 1996-2001 KBIJIJIAP
"KOHE 2021 )KBIJIIAH KEUIHTT KE3EH/IETT CASICU TIAPTHUSIJIAPFA KO3KAPAC

AHaaTna

byn makana Ayrancran Vcmam Owipiiridig eki Tapuxu kezegae — 1996-2001 xwuigapsr
xoHe 2021 KpUTmaH KeWiH — KalTa KYpBUTYy YAEPICIH CalbICTBIPMANbl TapUXU-CAsICH Taljay
apKbIIBl  KapacThIpajbl. 3epTTEyIiH Herisri Makcatbl — «TammbaH» KO3FalbICBIHBIH CasCh

100


https://doi.org/10.47526/2024-1/3007-6366.62
mailto:nurumbetovasanobar@gmail.com
mailto:nurumbetovasanobar@gmail.com

Turkic historical studies. Ne 1 (8) 2026 kaHTap — akiad - HayphI3

NapTUsUIapFa JIeTeH HJICOJIOTHSUIBIK JKOHE MPAKTUKAIBIK KO3KapachlH Oarajay J>KOHE OCHI
YCTaHBIMHBIH AYFaHCTAHAAFbl CasCd WHCTHTYTTap MEH MEMJICKETTUIIKTIH JaMyblHAa THUTI3TeH
ocepiH  aHbIKTay. EKi  Ke3€HaI  CalbICTBIPy  apKbUIBI  Makalla  CasCH  >KaFJaalarbl
aBIPMAaIIBUIBIKTAPIbI )KOHE HICOTOTHSIIBIK OaFbITTaFbl alKbIH CA0AKTACTBHIKTHI KOPCETEII.

Arnramkpl «Tanmuban» pexxuMineH Oepi XalbIKapaibIK JKarald, ailMaKTBIK YIepicTep >KoHe
K1 QJIEyMETTIK-CasiCH axyal eIoyip e3TrepreHiMeH, KO3FalbICThIH MapTHSUIBIK CasiCH KaThICyFa
Kapchl KO3Kapachl HET131HEH e3repicci3 Kaiapl. bysl ycTaHBIM OpTaNbIKTaHABIPBUIFAH IHA OWMITIKTI
0achIM KOSITBIH JKOHE CasCH IUTIOPAIM3MIII SJICYMETTIK pi MIACOJIOTHUIBIK OOHYAIH K31 peTiHae
KaObUIIATEIH Oackapy Mopenine HerizmenreH. COHBIH caljapblHaH CasCH HapTHsUIAp, OKUIIK
WHCTHUTYTTAp ’KOHE YHBIMJIACKAH OTIIO3UIUS PECMHU CAsICH KYHeIeH ThIC KaJbII OTHIP.

Casicu mapTusutapeiH O0JIMaybl CasiCH TYPaKTBUIBIK TE€H KAaKTHIFBICTaH KEWIHT1 MeMIIEKET
KYpy YIepiciHe eneyni ocep erell. OKUIAIK TeH ecem OepyIIUTIKTIH HHCTHTYIHOHAIIaHFaH
TeTikTepl OoJMaraH ’karjaija, cascu OdcekenecTIKTI 0elOIT koIMeH Oackapy KUbIHIAabI, Oy
OelipecMu OWJIIK KYPECIHIH >KOHE CasiCu OBITBIPAHKBUIBIKTBIH apTy KaymiH Kymenrtenl. COHbIMEH
KaTap, MHKJIFO3UBTI CasiC UHCTUTYTTap/AbIH >KOKTBIFbI 1K1 JETUTUM/UTIKTI JIe, XaJIblKapaliblK e3apa
OpeKeTTECY MYMKIHIKTEPIH Jie dncipeTeal. Makana cascu IIIopaaTu3Mre UaeoOTHsIIBIK Kap ChLIBIK
AyFraHCTaH/1a MTHCTUTYIIHOHAJABIK HBIFAI0 MEH OPHBIKTHI CasiCH JlaMyFa Keepri KeJNTIPeTIH Heri3ri
KYPBUIBIMIIBIK TOCKAybUI OOJBIM TaOBUIATHIHBIH —aTall  KOpPCETeNl KoHe OWI KaFJalIbIH
KAaKTBIFBICTAaH KEHWIHI1 KoFamaapAarbl Oackapy MaceselepiH TYCIHyIeri KeHIpeK MaHbI3bIH
alKBIH AN IbI.

Tyiiin ce3aep: AyrancraH; «Tanmnban»; KaKTBIFBICTaH KEWIHT1 OacKapy; MHCTHTYIIHOHAJIBIK
casicaT, OpPTaJIbIKTaH IBIPBUTFAH JIIHU OMITIK.
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BOCCTAHOBJIEHUE HCJIAMCKOI'O SMUPATA APTAHUCTAH:
OTHOHIEHHUE K IOJIMTUYECKHUM ITAPTUAM B ITIEPHO/I 1996-2001 TOA0OB "
ITOCIJIE 2021 T'OJA

AHHOTANUA
B cratee paccmarpuBaeTcs mporiecc BoccTaHOBiIeHUs Mcimamckoro DOmupara Adranuctad B
JBa ucTtopuyeckux nepuoga — B 1996-2001 romax um mocine 2021 roma — Ha OCHOBE

CPaBHHUTEIBLHOTO HCTOPHUKO-TIONUTHYECKOTo aHaim3a. OCHOBHOM WENbI0 HCCIENOBAHUS SIBISETCS
OIICHKAa HJICOJIOTUYECKOTO M MPAKTHUYECKOTO OTHOLIEHUS IBMkKeHHs «Tanuban» K MOTUTUYECKUM
NapTUsiM M aHaIM3 BIMUSHUS JAHHOW TMO3UIMM HA pPa3BUTHE TMOJUTHUYECKUX HMHCTUTYTOB U
rocynapctBeHHOCTH B Adranucrane. CpaBHEHHE [BYX IE€PHOJOB TIO3BOJSET BBISBUTH Kak
pasnuuusg B MOJUTHYECKOM KOHTEKCTE, TaK M YCTOMUYMBYIO MPEEMCTBEHHOCTh B HJICOJIOTHUYECKOMN
OpUEHTAITIH.

HecmoTpss Ha cyliecTBeHHbIE M3MEHEHHUS B MEXKIYyHApPOJTHOW OOCTaHOBKE, pPErMOHAIBHOMN
JUHAMUKE M BHYTPEHHEH COIMAIbHO-TIOJIMTHYECKOM CHUTyallMd CO BPEMEHHM MEPBOTO PEXHMMaA
«TanubaHay, HEMPUATHE MAPTUHHOTO TMOIUTUYECKOTO Y4YacTHUsI CO CTOPOHBI IBHKEHHS B IEJIOM
OCTaeTCsl HEW3MEHHBIM. J[aHHBIA MOAXOJ OCHOBaH Ha MOJENIH YIOpPaBJIEHHUS, KOTOpas OTAAET
MIPUOPUTET LIEHTPAIU30BAaHHON PEIUTUO3HON BIACTU U PACCMATPUBAET MOJUTUYECKUI IUTIOPATIU3M
KaK HMCTOYHHK COLMAIbHOW W WAC0JIOTHYECKON (QparmeHTanuu. B pesynbprare MONMUTUYECKUE
MapTUH, TPEACTaBUTEIbHBIE WHCTUTYTHl M OPraHW30BaHHAs ONIMO3UIMS HCKIIOYEHBI U3
(hopManbHON MOJUTUIECKON CUCTEMBI.

OTcyTcTBHE MOJIUTHYECKUX MApTUA HMMEET Cephe3Hble MOCIAEACTBUS JUIS MOJIUTHUYECKOU
CTaOMIBPHOCTH U TIPOIECCOB TMOCTKOH(DIUKTHOTO TOCYAapCTBEHHOTO CTpoUTeNbCTBa. [lpm
OTCYTCTBUM HMHCTUTYIIHOHAIM3UPOBAHHBIX MEXaHU3MOB IPEJACTaBUTEILCTBA U TMOJIOTYETHOCTHU
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3aTPyAHSETCS MHUPHOE YIpPABICHHE TIOJUTUYECKOM KOHKYPEHIMEH, 4YTO TOBBIIIACT PHUCK
HedopManibHOH OOpHOBI 32 BIAcTh W MOJIUTHYECKOH (parmenTtanmu. Kpome Toro, orcyrcTBue
MHKJTIO3UBHBIX TMOJUTHYECKUX HHCTUTYTOB MOJPBIBAET KaK BHYTPEHHIOIO JIETUTUMHOCTb, TaK U
MEPCIEKTHUBBl MEKIYHAPOTHOTO B3aUMOJCHCTBUSA. B craThe yTBep)KIaercs, YTO HIACOJOIHMYECKOE
COIIPOTHBIIEHHE MOJUTUYECKOMY IUTIOPAIM3MY IIPEICTAaBISIET COOOH KIIIOYEBOE CTPYKTYpHOE
MPETSATCTBUE ISl MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIHHON KOHCOIMIAINU U YCTOHYHNBOTO MOJUTUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHS B
Adranucrane, a TakkKe NOAUEPKUBAETCS OoJjiee MIMPOKOE 3HAauYeHHE a(raHCKOTO OIbITa IS
MOHUMAaHUS MPOOJIEM YIIPABJICHUS B TOCTKOH(MIMKTHBIX 00IIECTBaX.

KawueBble ciaoBa:  Adranucran; «Tammban», MOCTKOH(IMKTHOE  YIpaBJCHHE;
WHCTUTYLMOHATIbHAS MMOJUTHKA; IEHTPATU30BaHHAS PETUTUO3HAS BIACTb.
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AFGANISTAN iSLAM EMIRLIGI’NIN YENIiDEN KURULMASI: 1996-2001
YILLARI VE 2021 SONRASI DONEMDE SiYASI PARTILERE BAKIS

Ozet

Bu makale, Afganistan islam Emirligi’nin iki tarihi dénemde (1996-2001 yillar1 ve 2021
sonrasi) yeniden yapilanma siirecini karsilastirmali tarihi-siyasi analiz yoluyla incelemektedir.
Aragtirmanm temel amaci, “Taliban” hareketinin siyasi partilere yonelik ideolojik ve pratik
yaklagimmi degerlendirmek ve bu yaklagimin Afganistan’daki siyasi kurumlar ve devletlesmenin
gelisimine etkisini belirlemektir. iki donemin karsilastirilmasi, siyasi durumdaki farkliliklar1 ve
ideolojik tutumdaki belirgin siirekliligi ortaya koymaktadir.

[Ik “Taliban” rejiminden bu yana uluslararas1 kosullar, bdlgesel siirecler ve i¢ sosyal-siyasi
durum 6nemli Ol¢lide degismis olmasina ragmen hareketin partizan siyasete karsi bakisi biiyiik
Olciide degismemistir. Bu tutum, merkeziyet¢i dini otoriteyi 6ncelikli kilan ve siyasi ¢ogulculugu
sosyal ve ideolojik bir ayrisma kaynagi olarak goren yonetim modeline dayanmaktadir. Sonug
olarak siyasi partiler, temsil kurumlar1 ve organize muhalefet resmi siyasi sistemin disinda
kalmaktadir.

Siyasi partilerin yoklugu, siyasi istikrar ve gatisma sonrasi devlet insa siirecini 6nemli 6lgiide
etkilemektedir. Temsiliyet ve hesap verebilirligin kurumsallagsmis mekanizmalar1 bulunmadiginda,
siyasi rekabetin barig¢il yollarla yonetilmesi zorlagsmakta ve gayriresmi iktidar micadeleleri ile
siyasi pargalanma riski artmaktadir. Ayrica kapsayici siyasi kurumlarin eksikligi, i¢ mesruiyeti
zayiflatmakta ve uluslararasi is birligi imkanlarin1 sinirlandirmaktadir. Makale, siyasi ¢ogulculuga
ideolojik diren¢ unsurunun Afganistan’da kurumsal giliglenme ve istikrarli siyasi gelisime engel
teskil eden baslica yapisal engel oldugunu vurgulamakta ve bu durumun catisma sonrasi
toplumlarda yonetisim sorunlarini anlamada daha genis 6nemini ortaya koymaktadir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Afganistan; “Taliban”; Catisma Sonras1 Y0Onetisim; Kurumsal Siyaset;
Merkeziyetci Dinf Otorite.

Introduction. The re-establishment of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan represents a critical
juncture in the evolution of the country’s political development, situated at the intersection of
ideology, institutional continuity, and socio-political transformation. Afghanistan’s modern political
history has been shaped by prolonged conflict, foreign intervention, and competing visions of
governance, all of which have contributed to the fragmentation and reconstruction of state structures
over time. The withdrawal of Soviet forces, the civil war during the early 1990s, and the subsequent
emergence of the Taliban fundamentally altered the trajectory of state-building and political
representation in the country [1].
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In 1996, the Taliban’s capture of Kabul and declaration of the Islamic Emirate effectively
curtailed formal political participation by dissolving political parties and marginalizing pluralistic
institutions. During this period, the movement’s ideological framework cast political parties as
divisive and externally influenced entities, incompatible with the movement’s conceptualization of
religious authority and governance [2]. This exclusionary stance stemmed from a doctrinal
emphasis on centralized religious leadership and a narrow interpretation of political legitimacy,
which prioritized obedience to the Amir and Sharia as the foundation of state authority.

Following the collapse of the Taliban regime in 2001, Afghanistan entered a phase
characterized by relative political openness and the formal recognition of political parties under the
Bonn Agreements and the 2004 Constitution. The institutionalization of political pluralism during
this period provided a framework for competitive participation, though many parties remained weak
and fragmented due to reliance on ethnic, regional, and personal networks rather than coherent
institutional structures. Nonetheless, this era remains notable as the only sustained period in Afghan
history when political party activity occurred with a degree of freedom and legal sanction [3].

The Taliban’s return to power in 2021 reignited concerns about the durability of political
pluralism and the reintegration of institutionalized political actors. Despite rhetoric suggesting
lessons had been learned from previous governance challenges, the practical approach to political
parties has remained substantively unchanged. Contemporary policies continue to withhold legal
recognition from political parties, thereby restricting their operational capacity and excluding them
from meaningful participation in state governance. This continuity underscores the enduring
influence of ideological imperatives on the movement’s political strategy and highlights the
structural impediments to inclusive state-building in Afghanistan [4].

Examining these historical trajectories and ideological orientations is essential for
understanding how the Taliban’s governance model has shaped broader institutional politics in
Afghanistan. The persistence of exclusionary practices and the rejection of party-based political
engagement raises critical questions about political legitimacy, representation, and the prospects for
sustainable governance in post-conflict contexts. By situating Afghanistan’s experience within
comparative discussions of post-conflict state formation, this study offers insights into the
challenges of reconciling ideological continuity with the requirements of modern political systems.

The methodological framework. This study employs a comparative historical and political
analysis to examine the Taliban movement’s approach to political parties across two key periods:
19962001 and post-2021. Primary and secondary sources, including historical records, legal
documents, constitutions, and scholarly analyses, were reviewed to identify patterns of governance,
institutional constraints, and ideological continuity.

A qualitative approach was adopted to analyze the ideological, legal, and practical dimensions
of the Taliban’s policies toward political parties, focusing on their implications for political
pluralism, institutionalization, and legitimacy. Comparative analysis allows for the identification of
both differences in political context and continuity in ideological orientation, while historical cause-
and-effect reasoning provides insight into the structural obstacles to long-term state-building. This
methodology ensures that the study integrates political theory, historical evidence, and institutional
analysis to generate a comprehensive understanding of Afghan political dynamics under the
Taliban.

Results. The re-establishment of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan represents one of the
most significant turning points in the country’s political development. An analysis of this process
allows for a deeper understanding of the role, significance, and historical trajectory of the institution
of political parties in the formation of Afghan statehood. Although a certain degree of historical
continuity can be observed between the periods of 1996-2001 and the post-2021 era, each phase is
characterized by distinct political conditions, international circumstances, and internal socio-
political factors. Nevertheless, the Taliban movement’s position toward political parties has
remained largely unchanged in ideological terms, and this continuity has posed a serious obstacle to
the development of institutional politics and political diversity in Afghanistan [5].
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With the Taliban movement’s takeover of Kabul in 1996 and the proclamation of the Islamic
Emirate of Afghanistan, the activities of political parties in the country effectively came to a halt.
Taliban ideology regarded political parties as structures that fragmented society and represented the
product of external influence [6]. In the view of the movement’s leadership, the only legitimate
source of political authority was embodied in the principles of “Islamic governance” and
unconditional obedience to the Amir [7]. As a result, the concepts of political competition,
opposition, and party-based activity were entirely rejected. Consequently, Afghan political parties
representing diverse ideological orientations that had emerged over the course of the twentieth
century were pushed out of political life.

During the period of 19962001, political parties lost not only their legal status but also their
role as independent socio-political actors. Former mujahideen groups and parties operated primarily
in the form of armed resistance within the framework of the “Northern Alliance,” which intensified
military-political rivalry rather than promoting political institutionalization [8]. In territories under
Taliban control, all forms of political activity were prohibited, and state governance was conducted
on the basis of religious decrees and orders issued by the movement’s leadership [9]. This situation
led to a further simplification of political culture in Afghanistan and the consolidation of a
governance mechanism based on coercion.

After the Taliban regime was overthrown in 2001, political processes in Afghanistan became
relatively more open, creating opportunities to restore the activities of political parties. Within the
framework of the Bonn Agreements, a legal foundation for political pluralism was established, and
the new Constitution officially recognized the activities of political parties. However, the parties
that emerged during this period often relied on personal, ethnic, or regional interests and failed to
develop into stable institutional structures [10]. Nevertheless, the period between 2001 and 2021
holds particular significance in Afghan history as the only era during which political parties were
able to operate with relative freedom.

With the Taliban’s return to power in 2021, the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan was re-
established for a second time, and the issue of political parties once again became a pressing
concern. Although initial statements emphasized that lessons had been learned from certain
mistakes of the previous administration, in practice, the approach toward political parties remained
fundamentally unchanged. The new government did not recognize political parties as legal entities
and failed to establish the normative-legal mechanisms necessary for their activities [11]. As a
result, many political parties were forced to either suspend their activities or continue them from
outside the country.

A comparative analysis of the periods 19962001 and post-2021 indicates that differences in
the Taliban movement’s attitude toward political parties are primarily methodological. In the first
phase, open and severe repression prevailed, whereas in the second period, a relatively cautious
approach is being adopted due to international pressure and the openness of the information
environment. However, in both cases, political parties are not recognized as legitimate or necessary
institutions in state governance.

A historical cause-and-effect analysis shows that the denial of the political party institution in
Afghanistan poses a serious obstacle to the formation of a stable political system. While political
parties serve as an important mechanism for systematically representing the interests of society, the
Taliban’s governance model perceives them as a potential source of threat. As a result, political
decisions are made by a narrow religious-ideological elite, leaving large segments of the population
excluded from the political process [12].

Discussion. The research findings demonstrate that the political experience of the Islamic
Emirate of Afghanistan in both the 1996-2001 and post-2021 periods is fundamentally
characterized by the systematic repudiation of the institution of political parties. In both historical
phases, the Taliban movement has framed political parties as entities that undermine social cohesion
and as by-products of external influence, thereby withholding formal recognition of their legitimacy
within the state’s governance structure [13]. This persistent dismissal of party-based politics has
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significantly impeded the development of a pluralistic political culture and hindered the
consolidation of institutional mechanisms essential for representative governance in Afghanistan.

An examination of the political dynamics of the 1996—-2001 period reveals that the Taliban’s
overtly repressive stance toward political parties was part of a broader strategy to centralize
authority and eliminate alternative centers of political mobilization. During this era, concepts such
as organized political competition, opposition, and party-based activity were not merely
discouraged but actively suppressed, reflecting an ideological commitment to a monolithic model of
governance [14]. In contrast, while the post-2021 period exhibits a comparatively restrained official
tone toward political parties, the substance of policy remains substantively unchanged. Political
parties have not been granted legal status, and the normative and institutional prerequisites for their
operation have not been established, effectively precluding their participation in formal political
processes.

This pattern highlights the practical absence of political pluralism in Afghanistan’s
contemporary political order, despite the lack of an explicit legal ban on party activity in recent
years. Scholarly assessments of the post-2021 political environment note the dismantling of key
democratic institutions — such as elections management bodies — further undermining the
institutional infrastructure necessary for party formation and operation (Bertelsmann Stiftung,
2022). This deepens the structural barriers to inclusive political engagement and reinforces the
dominance of a narrow governing elite.

The findings also underscore the ideological continuity in the Taliban movement’s perception
of political parties. Throughout both periods of rule, the movement’s leadership has sought to
legitimize its authority through religious-legal interpretations and centralized religious power,
regarding political competition and organized opposition as existential threats to state stability. This
has resulted in the concentration of political decision-making within a select religious-ideological
circle, excluding significant segments of the population from meaningful political participation.
Such exclusionary practices have been identified as major obstacles to the development of
accountable governance structures and limit avenues for systematic representation of diverse social
interests.

Moreover, historical analysis suggests that the period between 2001 and 2021, characterized
by relative openness for political party activity, did not yield stable, institutionalized parties. Many
of the parties that emerged operated along personal, ethnic, or regional lines rather than developing
coherent ideological platforms or enduring organizational structures. Nonetheless, this era remains
unique in Afghanistan’s political history as the solitary phase in which political pluralism was
realized in any substantive form.

Finally, the cause-and-effect analysis undertaken in this study confirms that the systematic
rejection of the political party institution undermines prospects for long-term political stability.
Rather than fostering enduring order, the absence of structured mechanisms for political
representation increases the risk of latent societal grievances and legitimacy crises within the
political system. From this perspective, while the Taliban’s governance model may appear to offer
short-term stability, it does little to facilitate the emergence of an inclusive, resilient, and
sustainable political system capable of accommodating diverse interests and mitigating conflict
dynamics.

Conclusion. The analysis of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan’s political trajectory during
the periods of 1996-2001 and after 2021 demonstrates a consistent ideological rejection of the
institution of political parties. Despite changes in international context, internal socio-political
conditions, and governance methods, the Taliban movement has consistently perceived political
parties as threats to social cohesion and as instruments of external influence. This continuity has
significantly constrained the development of political pluralism, institutionalized representation,
and inclusive governance, leaving major segments of Afghan society excluded from meaningful
political participation.
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During 1996-2001, political parties were not only deprived of legal status but also pushed out
of political life entirely, with armed resistance emerging as the primary form of opposition.
Although the post-2001 era allowed for relative freedom of party activity, parties failed to
consolidate into stable institutional structures, reflecting the enduring impact of prolonged conflict
and centralized authority traditions. Following the Taliban’s return to power in 2021, a more
cautious but substantively unchanged approach has persisted, further limiting prospects for
institutional politics and long-term stability.

Overall, the findings underscore that the systematic denial of political parties poses a
structural obstacle to the formation of a modern, inclusive, and sustainable political system in
Afghanistan. The study highlights the critical role of political institutions in post-conflict state-
building and suggests that without mechanisms for pluralism and representation, governance
remains concentrated within a narrow religious-ideological elite, undermining both legitimacy and
stability in the long term.
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