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Abstract 

The state’s ethnic politics is very important, especially, in the ethnically heterogeneous 

countries. The Russian Federation like Turkey are among the states with ethnic diversity. The 

present research   investigates Circassian ethnic group’s identity preservation processes in 

Russia and Turkey. Both states have been selected because they have been conducting harsh 

ethnic politics towards ethnic minorities. Circassians were not exception. They underwent 

through several phases of the repression. Comparison of the cases of Turkey and Russia shows 

that the level of oppression of Circassian were different (less oppressive in Turkey). It has to 

be mentions that three decades ago Turkey’s severe assimilation politics has been alternated 

by moderate ethnic politics to the ethnic minorities. It was a turning point for Circassians.  

Circassian underground resilience has started functioning openly.  

The thesis hypothesis on the ethnic politics of the state stands of the several theoretical schools, 

though research applies mainly the theory of Fearon and Laitin (2000). According to the theory 

the repressive state regime brings about consolidation of the ethnic minorities.  

The research is qualitative and uses the triangulation of the methods. The desk research 

method investigated the secondary resources on the history of Circassian ethnic group 

repression in Russia and oppression in Turkey. The process -tracing method tries to figure out 

the reasons of the ethnic politics in both cases. The research is enriched with the semi-

structured interviews conducted (face to face) in Russia and online in Turkey and focus group 

in Russian town Maikop.   

In sum, it can be said that the hypothesis tasted by the empirical data coincides with the theory 

of Fearon and Laiting (2000). Severе repressive regime brings about consolidation of the ethnic 

minorities. As soon as, the regime weakens (for example, Turkey’s establishment of the liberal 

attitudes towards ethnic minorities) resilient group commences open demonstration of 

preserved identity. 



Key Words: State ethnic politics, Circassian ethnic identity, repression, group consolidation, 

Russia, Turkey.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


