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Country Stability and Relative Forceful Actions 
 

 
Average number of reported events per month: 108 
Indicator description: see appendix 

 
Risk Assessment: 
• Taken as a  whole, the Transitional Federal Government for Somalia (TFG) and the international bodies 

supporting it (UN, AU, IGAD, LAS) have failed to improve Somalia’s stability, as can be seen in the Country 
Stability index. Somalia has remained as unstable as it was when Abdullahi Yussuf was selected President in 
October 2004. Despite significant fluctuations in the graphs, these reflect a decline in stability since the elections 
of last year. Aggregated levels of force did not change significantly, though there was a higher average score 
than in the previous reporting period, as seen in the Relative Forceful Events curve. However, the political scope 
of violent acts widened, major military build-ups are under way, and the country is evidently sliding towards a 
serious violent confrontation in the South (see below). 

• The stakeholders failed to reach a genuine and viable agreement, both during the Mbagathi conference and after 
the TFG was formed. There is no political basis to build an administration. The cabinet never held inclusive 
meetings, its deliberations were contested publicly, and the so-called government failed to give any evidence of 
an effective existence. With the MPs and ministers either scattered across Somalia or gathering in the opposing 
camps of Jowhar and Mogadishu since May/June, and military rhetoric increasing by the day, chances of 
generating a viable basis for a united government are minimal. If a political process between the powerful 
stakeholders has ever existed, it has now ended. 

• Contested issues such as the seat of government, the deployment of peacekeeping forces (see next graph), the 
involvement of frontline states, and so on are only the most recent areas of contestation in the underlying, 
continuously unresolved power conflict between the relevant faction leaders, inside the TFG and beyond. The 
key stakeholders are currently grouped into supporters of the TFG leadership (primarily ministers/warlords and 
some MPs assembled around prime minister Ali Gedi in Jowhar), and their opponents, who include powerful 
Hawiye warlords/ministers such as Muse Sudi Yalahow, Mohamed Qanyare, Osman Ato in Mogadishu and 
beyond. In addition, the speaker of parliament and some 100 MPs have gathered in Mogadishu. Although part of 
this group is seeking to maintain an independent position, they share many positions with the Mogadishu 
warlords and are generally linked to this camp. 

• Disagreement over the (initial) seat of the TFG inside Somalia has not been resolved, and may well become the 
subject of direct military confrontation. Since the president’s plan to move to Jowhar and Baidoa was obstructed 
by Habsade’s takeover of Baidoa in March (see third graph), he remains determined to move to Jowhar (just 
north of Mogadishu), where the prime minister has made camp. According to confirmed reports at least 800 - and 
perhaps as many as 2’000 - mainly Puntland forces loyal to Abdullahi Yussuf have been assembled in Ferfer, the 
Ethiopian border town opposite Beledweyne, for several weeks already. Given the heavy presence of Ethiopian 
military in the area, and in line with past experience, these troops may be assumed to receive assistance in the 
form of training, arms and ammunition. Potentially decisive helicopter and ground combat support, such as was  
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 provided to Abdullahi Yussuf when he re-captured the presidency in Puntland 2001/2002, is among the 
 conceivable options. Furthermore, there are abundant rumors of fresh arms purchases/supplies reaching 
 Bossaso from Yemen. Intensive militia recruitment has been going on for months in Puntland, and 
 mobilization will be augmented by Abdullahi Yussuf’s personal accretion of militia on his proposed advance 
 from Bossaso to Galkayo and on to Jowhar. 
• Aware that Abdullahi Yussuf cannot count on allies there, the Mogadishu group insists on the capital as the seat 

of the government, in line with the provisions of the transitional charter. Based on financial assistance from 
Mogadishu’s powerful business community, since April/May a number of the prominent faction leaders have 
engaged in a “stabilization plan” for Mogadishu, dismantling checkpoints and encamping militia. The process 
does not involve disarmament measures and is thus reversible at any time. More than 1’000 militia are said to 
have been assembled in this effort, which is interpreted to serve multiple purposes for the Mogadishu group: first, 
visibly demonstrating safety measures in the capital puts pressure on Abdullahi Yussuf to justify his move to 
Jowhar, and lessens the grounds to argue for a robust international force. Second, the business-funded 
encampment relieves the warlords of part of their running costs, simultaneously offering opportunities for an 
appeal for international assistance to fund the camps. Last not least, the concentration of forces in two camps, 
which happen to be on the roads towards Jowhar and Baidoa, demonstrates a readiness to use force against 
hostile threats. 

• Predicting the next moves of the two main parties is difficult, yet it is clear that the process is rapidly degenerating 
towards a situation where opportunities for action are overwhelmingly defined in military terms. The Mogadishu 
group may seek - for as long as possible - to maintain the “constructive” image it has sought in the encampment 
process, though “no option” is ruled out, and these warlords seem determined not to accept Abdullahi Yussuf’s 
establishment in Jowhar or elsewhere in the South. The TFG leadership, for its part, threatens these “spoilers” 
with the use of – so far unspecified - force. 

• In the course of military engagements, the political/constitutional atmosphere that existed at least formally during 
and after the Mbagathi conference will mostly vanish, though the parliament may seek to maintain the charter. 
After the failure of his consultations with the president in Yemen, the speaker of the transitional parliament (TFP) 
threatened to convene a session in Mogadishu and to pass a vote of no confidence against Abdullahi Yussuf. 
This is technically possible under Article 43 of the charter if the president is found to violate the charter, of which 
he has been accused repeatedly. However, the vote would constitutionally require a 2/3 majority of all MPs. 
While about 100 MPs are believed to be in Mogadishu, it requires 184 votes to pass a no-confidence vote in the 
president. In any case, parliament is likely to remain the political battleground for legitimate leadership, at least 
for some time. Abdullahi Yussuf on his part has threatened to sack the TFP speaker, yet the charter does not 
provide him with constitutional means to do so. 

• Civil society has gained remarkable attention in its public rallies in support of the Mogadishu encampment. There 
was even speculation that the initiative could be seized from the warlords. This issue would merit further 
examination but given the actual power relations, dependence on business funding, continuous setbacks in the 
process, and the on-going military build-up, these efforts are likely to be more of symbolic than of practical 
relevance for now. 

• Although General Muse Adde was elected as the new president of Puntland in January, Abdullahi Yussuf 
continues to drain the region’s revenues, relying on its military and his personal infrastructure there. This creates 
a serious burden for Puntland, inter alia expressed in the failure to pay militia salaries, and may create internal 
tensions. 

• The conflict between Somaliland and the South seems to have been set aside for the time being, at least as 
far as the TFG leaders are concerned, who promised to seek a resolution through dialogue at an appropriate 
time. It is not known whether and how this translates to the unresolved conflict between Somaliland and 
Puntland over Sool and Sanaag region. Especially the town of Las Anod continues to be marked by recurrent 
local tensions. The parliamentary elections set to take place in Somaliland in September may challenge the 
current tranquility. 
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Relative Cooperative and Conflictive International Actions 
 

 
Average number of reported events per month: 108 
Indicator description: see appendix 
 
Risk Assessment: 
• The graph International Cooperative Actions peaks in February/March, when IGAD expressed its willingness to 

deploy an international force to Somalia. At the dip in May, which coincides with the peak in the International 
Conflictive Actions graph, developments had reduced the idea of any international peace support mission to a 
remote prospect, impatience with the TFG’s relocation plan had grown significantly, and constructive political 
engagement of the states in the region had dropped sharply. 

• Across Somalia, the deployment of international troops was subject to a heated quarrel. Public protests took 
place in Mogadishu, parliament engaged in a televised, violent brawl, the explosion of a hand grenade during the 
prime minister’s speech in Mogadishu, the targeted killing of a BBC journalist, and other assassinations were 
widely interpreted as actions aimed at discouraging the deployment of such forces. The Jowhar group and the 
president sought a large, robustly mandated international force to boost their position. As a consequence, they 
favored the involvement of troops from supportive “frontline states”, especially Ethiopia. Yalahow, Qanyare and 
Ato on their part repeatedly threatened international - particularly Ethiopian - forces with armed resistance. 
However, depending on origin, size and mandate, they may not have opposed external forces entirely. 

• Radical political Islamists such as Al-Ittihad oppose any deployment of foreign troops and seek to extract political 
capital from their possible deployment. The image of a military invasion of their Ethiopian-backed arch-enemy 
provides them with a favorable propaganda environment. Moreover, with the TFG already divided and 
international troops unlikely to deploy in the foreseeable future, there is not even a need for active sabotage of 
their own. Their considerable spoiler potential would likely come to greater bearing if either of the TFG factions 
had a real prospect of effectively establishing itself as a government. Meanwhile, these groups side with the 
Mogadishu camp, even though neither of them wants their shared interests exposed publicly. 

• A recent report of the International Crisis Group warns of a new group of “Jihadists”, believed to be behind the 
“assassinations of four aid workers and at least 10 Somali ex-military and police officers working in counter-
terrorism”. Despite their hatred for Ethiopian troops, this tiny but extremist group is said to be hoping for a 
deployment from the neighboring state, as this would allow them to seek an “Iraq scenario”. 

• Internationally, IGAD, the AU and the UN have stakes in the potential deployment of an international force in 
Somalia. While IGAD and the AU have repeatedly committed themselves to it, the UN Security Council has not 
endorsed such a force, and despite lobbying by the AU, appears reluctant to adapt the existing UN arms 
embargo so that an international force could insert its equipment legally. The latter position is likely to rest on the 
shared US/EU view that troops must not be deployed unless there is a viable consensus within the TFG, the TFP 
and Somali society in general. The US even threatened to use its veto in the UN Security Council if necessary. In 
addition to this legal instrument, Western states would be reluctant to fund an IGAD/AU force under the current 
circumstances. 
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• At the end of January, all IGAD governments except Eritrea expressed their willingness to commit troops to a 
Peace Support Mission in Somalia. The AU Peace and Security Council followed swiftly early February, 
mandating the regional body to deploy the force, and dispatching a reconnaissance mission to Somalia. Stiff 
Somali opposition against frontline states’ involvement, and its acknowledgement by the US and the EU, required 
modifications to the original plan, which would have included Ethiopian troops as the largest national contingent. 
As of May, military planning foresaw the initial deployment of a Ugandan and a Sudanese battalion (1’700 troops 
in total) to provide security support to the TFG leadership in Jowhar and, if necessary, in Baidoa. However, 
aspects of this incomplete plan add further skepticism to the stated obstacles inside Somalia and at the UN: First, 
the number of soldiers committed to the mission is fairly low, especially if the serious need for force protection is 
taken into account. Second, IGAD lacks any experience in running a military mission, has no mission 
management structures at all, and even its charter does not foresee the possibility of such a deployment. These 
difficulties amount to the fact that the mission was envisioned to be run as a “project of the IGAD Secretariat”, an 
organization that possesses no more than three dozen staff – in total. Filling the mandate gap by acting under the 
AU Charter would mean to use the structures of the already over-stretched continental body, too, which is 
unlikely to happen without external funding. Third, to name just one of many operational aspects, there is no 
proposal as to what should happen after the initial 9 months. The vague prospect of so far unspecified AU forces 
(Nigeria and South Africa have hinted at their potential commitment) coincides with IGAD’s earlier proposal to 
bring in frontline states during the second phase - a prospect that remains unacceptable to many inside Somalia. 

• Meanwhile, the debate over international troop deployment is overtaken by the military build-up on the ground, 
rendering a “peace support” mission baseless. Sudan and Uganda have indicated that they are not willing to 
deploy forces under the current circumstances, and reports state that the troops pledged by Uganda are already 
being redeployed elsewhere. 

• Political engagement changed markedly during the reporting period. The focus among frontline states that had 
temporarily pushed the finalization of the Mbagathi Conference was lost, especially once the plan of a common 
IGAD force for Somalia collapsed in March. Frequency of meetings decreased, and member states reportedly 
reverted to their divisive support to allied factions. A large group of MPs alleged that an Ethiopian contingent had 
crossed into Southern Bay Region in May, and Mohammed Dheere recently accused Eritrea of supporting the 
Mogadishu group. Instead of pushing political dialogue among the TFG camps before relocation, frontline states’ 
individual tactics, and the strong emphasis on any relocation, contributed to a divided TFG.  

• Having taken a severely critical stance against Ethiopia’s involvement in any international mission to Somalia, 
and following its public encouragement of the encampment process, the US State Department is seen by some 
to be supporting the Mogadishu group. There is speculation that these moves may be part of a wider US-
Ethiopian dissonance, involving the conflict with Eritrea and Ethiopia’s domestic politics after this year’s elections. 
At the same time, there is no indication that these perceived changes so far make a significant difference in terms 
of active US foreign policy engagement, and military ties appear to remain unchanged. Italy for its part has come 
out very clearly in support of the TFG President. 

• The UN have upgraded their political office for Somalia, adding political staff, a military advisor and a new Special 
Representative of the Secretary General. The organization envisages a lead role in Somali peace building. It is 
hoped that the EC will also raise its staff capacity and political profile for Somalia. UNDP and the World Bank are 
undertaking a Joint Needs Assessment, to be finalized for an appeal by the end of 2005. 

• The League of the Arab States in March decided to provide the TFG with 26 million USD to support its programs, 
including the relocation to Somalia. Little is known about the actual allocation and distribution of these funds. 

• The Co-ordination and Monitoring Committee (CMC) set up on the basis of the Declaration of Principles adopted 
in October 2004 serves as the highest-level mechanism for policy dialogue between the TFG and the Western 
donor community and the UN. The CMC met regularly until April, yet has been disrupted since then. Of the 60 
million Euros sought by the TFG for the initial six months, bi- and multilateral donors have so far agreed to fund 
about 6 million Euros for relocation logistics, disarmament and demobilization of militias, and police creation 
under a Somalia Emergency Budgetary Support Project. These activities are part of the TFG’s relocation plan, 
which is run by the Minister of Planning.  

• The CMC made reconstruction assistance conditional upon the cohesion of the government. More recently, the 
donors stated that "[a]ny resort to military force either in offence or pre-emptive defense will be unacceptable”. 
While conditionality of this kind must be applauded in principle, unfortunately, it remains meaningless unless 
combined with credible sanctions. In the case of Somalia, the use of military force is already underway in various 
locations, and the cabinet and parliament are openly divided. The battle over Baidoa in May, which had no 
consequences on the part of the donor community at all, produced a negative precedence. In the face of these 
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facts, one must wonder what the meaning of conditionality and unacceptability could be. The warlords know very 
well that as long as they prevail militarily, there is hardly a way for donors to to sideline them in any 
reconstruction engagement in Somalia. 

• Under the given circumstances, donor pressure may at best achieve a temporary extension of the fragile, formal 
compromise signed in Mbagathi. In the worst case, Somalia will soon witness a round of serious bloodshed, and 
donors will thereafter be confronted with the choice of working with the prevailing forces, or disregarding the TFG 
exercise entirely. Knowing that in the face of public expectations, the latter is not a credible alternative for the 
donor community, the military actors in Somalia, including the president, are unlikely to give much regard to 
international demands. Preventing a “the winner takes it all” scenario can hardly succeed without a serious 
political re-engagement of the West. Yet taking the speed of current developments in Somalia into account, the 
international community may be well advised to invest thought and political capital into formulating a coherent 
post-TFG strategy immediately. Emerging unofficial discussions among international observers on such a “Plan 
B” already underline that anticipation of the TFG’s failure is increasingly accepted. 
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Relative Conflictive and Forceful Domestic Actions 
 

 
Average number of reported events per month: 108 
Indicator description: see appendix 
 
Risk Assessment: 
• Relative Conflictive and Forceful Domestic Actions did not change significantly over the reporting period, despite 

well over 200 battle deaths that have been reported during the last six months. It is important to note that a 
significant number of the incidents occurred in the politically tense context of the TFG’s relocation to Somalia, 
providing additional incentives for faction leaders to engage in localized or neighboring conflicts.  Not only can 
this be anticipated to complicate a quick, local and mediated resolution of conflicts, it is also likely to facilitate the 
on-going, wider military build-up outlined under the first graph. Furthermore, ministers and MPs are not only 
constantly violating their obligations under the charter, their militias are also engaged in direct confrontations, 
inter alia in Baidoa, Huddur and Gedo. 

• Mogadishu continued to witness small-scale fighting, though the encampment process and the current political 
unity among several important warlords has temporarily reduced the risk of escalating inter-factional warfare.  

• Armed conflict occurred in Baidoa between militia of Mohammed Habsade, who were supported by militia of 
Sheikh Indhaadde (who controls much of Lower Shabelle) on the one hand, and those of Colonel Shatiguduud, 
Sheikh Madobe and Abdallah Derow Isaaq on the other. A first round of bloodshed took place at the end of 
March, killing 14. Habsade, who opposes a relocation of the TFG to Baidoa, reportedly took over the town and 
maintained control, despite another round of fighting at the end of May, which claimed 19 lives. Reports indicate 
that technicals from Mogadishu had been dispatched as a reserve for assistance in the latter incident. 

• In June, fighters of the Aulihan (Ogaden) and Hadame (Mirifle) repeatedly confronted each other in different 
locations of Huddur district, Bakool region. Clashes killed at least 19 people in the course of the month. While the 
conflict is said to be over land ownership, reports indicate that militia and technicals loyal to Mohammed Habsade 
fought alongside the Hadame, while the Aulihan were reported to receive Ethiopian assistance. The situation 
remains unresolved.  

• 15 people were killed mid-June in fighting between Awramale and Ajuran in Rahoole of Dinsor (Bay Region) in 
what was reported to be a conflict over grazing land. 

• Fighting repeatedly occurred among the Marehan and between members of the Marehan and Garri clans in 
Gedo, including Bula Hawo (January), El Wak and Bura Hache (both April and June), Burdhuba (May), as well as 
around Mandera on the Kenyan side of the border. The conflict allegedly erupted over natural resources, 
however, the reported involvement of heavy artillery and militia of the Somali National Front (SNF) as well as the 
Juba Valley Alliance (JVA), point to a greater set of issues, certainly including the control over El Wak and other 
strategically important locations in the area. More than 70 people were reported to have been killed since 
January, and up to 15’000 people were displaced in April alone. Both clans occupy territory deep into Ethiopia, 
where they have also been involved in violent conflicts in the past. 
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• The Jeljelle and Galjel subclans in Beledweyne were once again involved in what was claimed to be a land 
dispute and revenge killings at the beginning of June, killing 21 people. Similar incidents have frequently taken 
place, including last year. It could not be substantiated whether the reported, massive presence of Puntland 
militia in neighbouring Ferfer, and their consideration of moving into Beledweyne, had a role in the incident, too.  

• The Saad and Suleiman sub-clans of the Habr Gidir continued to fight across Mudug and Galgudud Region. The 
violence is believed to have claimed more than 100 lives in December, continuing well into January, and 
resuming early March, reportedly killing another 20 people, and again in June, killing 17. Not much is known 
about the origins of this conflict.  

• Abdullahi Yussuf’s recent announcement of his intended “march” on Jowhar, assembling as many troops as 
possible on the way, has triggered fears that fighting with the Mogadishu warlords is imminent. Jowhar, until 
recently one of the most stable places in Southern Somalia, is expected to face heavy fighting and other 
destabilization efforts to prevent Abdullahi Yussuf’s establishment there. Though dependent on the speed of 
developments, these prospects are likely to further shape relations between Jowhar leader Mohammed Dheere 
and Abdullahi Yussuf, which have not been free of tensions in the past. Dheere will neither be pleased with a 
preemptive seizure of Jowhar by the Mogadishu warlords, nor with the company of hundreds, if not thousands, of 
heavily armed Puntland troops in Jowhar, should Abdullahi Yussuf succeed in forcing his way down south. He 
may therefore seek an alternative to both scenarios. 

• Moreover, Baidoa, Xuddur and other parts of Bay/Bakool, Middle and perhaps Lower Shabelle are possible 
battlegrounds, particularly if Abdullahi Yussuf decides to avoid Jowhar for the said reasons and to approach 
Mogadishu in two flanks. Ports and airports are preferred targets in the struggle to acquire sources of 
revenue for the TFG leadership, and to undermine its opponents. The success of the on-going mobilization 
efforts in the South, early military accomplishments, the resultant ability to form broader alliances and - 
especially - to muster external financial assistance will determine further steps. Abdullahi Yussuf will hope for 
support from other Ethiopian supported factions, in particular, of Shatiguduud and Madobe of the RRA. An 
alliance with (part of) the JVA in Kismayo would greatly benefit his position, particularly if he ultimately seeks 
a “military solution” in Mogadishu, too. This notion, unthinkable as it may have been, has significantly gained 
credibility in public discussions. 
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 Variable Name Description / Definition 

 
All Events 

IDEA categories: a count of all coded events with WEIS cue categories ranging from 1 to 22 (all 
WEIS cue categories) plus an additional 11 IDEA event cue categories (Event type: ‘other’). 

 
All Actions 

WEIS categories: a count of all coded events with cue categories ranging from 1 to 22 (all WEIS cue 
categories). 

 Relative Actions Proportion of All Actions to All Events. 
 

Relative Forceful 
Actions 

Proportion of Forceful Action events compared to All Events. 
The indicator Forceful Actions depicts all reported uses of physical force by any actor. This includes 
non-injury destructive acts, non-military injury-destruction, and military engagement. 

 

Conflict Carrying 
Capacity 

The Conflict Carrying Capacity (or CCC) is a composed index that depicts the overall stability of the 
country or region of interest. The CCC is operationalized in terms of the multiplicative interaction 
among three Proportional measures: (1) civil contentiousness or the Proportion of civil actions that 
are reported as contentious or "direct" and thus challenge (at least implicitly) the state's monopoly 
on conflict regulation; (2) state repression or the Proportion of state actions that are reported as 
extra-institutional or "direct" both in response to direct challenges from the civil sector and those 
initiated by the state to repress and control opposition; and (3) violent contention or the Proportion 
of actions entailing physical damage to persons or property. The index is scaled between 0 and 1, 
where 1 means high and 0 low stability. 

 
Country Stability 

The country stability index is another version of the CCC measure with minor changes in order to 
improve the responsiveness of the index to events that influence the stability of a country. 

 Relative 
Cooperative Actions 

Proportion of all actions belonging to all cooperative categories yield, comment consult, approve, 
promise, grant, reward, agree, request, and propose to All Events. 

 Relative Conflictive 
Actions 

Proportion of all actions belonging to all conflictive categories reject, accuse, protest, deny, 
demand, warn, threaten, demonstrate, reduce relationships, expel, seize, and force to All Events. 

 Relative Domestic 
Actions 

Proportion of all actions whose recipients and/or initiators belong to the same country (domestic 
actions) 

 Relative 
International 
Actions 

Proportion of all actions whose recipients and/or initiators do not belong to the same country 
(international actions) 
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Who are we? 

FAST International is the early warning program of swisspeace, based in Berne, Switzerland. The program is 

funded and utilized by an international consortium of development agencies consisting of the Austrian 

Development Agency (ADA), Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA), Swedish International 

Development Cooperation Agency (Sida), Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation (SDC), and the 

United States Agency for International Development (USAID).  

What do we want to achieve? 

FAST International aims at enhancing political decision makers’ and their offices’ ability to identify critical 

developments in a timely manner so that coherent political strategies can be formulated to either prevent or 

limit destructive effects of violent conflict or identify windows of opportunity for peacebuilding. 

How do we work? 

FAST International uses both qualitative and quantitative methods, with the combination of methods being 

determined in each case by customer needs. The centerpiece of FAST International is the collection of single 

cooperative and conflictive events by means of a web-based software, applied by local staff using a coding 

scheme called IDEA (Integrated Data for Event Analysis), which is based on the WEIS (World Interaction 

Survey) coding scheme. The monitoring by FAST International is done independently from Western media 

coverage, thus providing for a constant influx of information. This information is collected by FAST 

International’s own Local Information Networks (LINs). The quantitative empirical analysis is based on 

composed indicators developed within the IDEA framework. Since even the most profound quantitative 

analysis requires interpretation, FAST International cooperates with renowned country/area experts.  

What are our products? 

FAST International offers different early warning products tailored to customer needs. The only standard 

product available to the general public is the FAST Update, which provides the reader with an overview of 

developments on a semi-annual basis. It consists of three to five tension barometers (graphs), displaying 

cooperative and conflictive developments, which are analyzed by FAST’s country/area experts on the basis of 

specific indicators. Whenever major changes occur in one of the countries or regions under scrutiny, FAST 

releases Special Updates, which follow the structure of the regular FAST Updates. FAST Updates are 

available in either hard copy, in electronic form on the respective country page or by subscription. 

Which countries do we currently monitor? 

Africa:  Angola, Burundi, DRC/Kivu region, Ethiopia, Madagascar, Mozambique, Rwanda, Somalia 

Asia:  Afghanistan, India/Kashmir, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Nepal, Pakistan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan 

Europe:  Georgia, Kosovo, Macedonia, Russian Federation/North Caucasus region 


