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ONE YEAR INTO TALIBAN RULE 

WILL THE ISOLATION OF AFGHANISTAN CONTINUE? 

Te frst year of Taliban rule was more stable than expected, yet human rights were 
increasingly violated. Internal divides, political violence, and an economic crisis 
challenge the administration. Notwithstanding the changed regime, the international 
community has the responsibility to support Afghans and their priorities. 

The Taliban’s capture of Kabul on 
15 August, 2021 marked the end of 
nearly twenty years of internation-
al intervention and civil war in Af-
ghanistan. At least 176,000 Afghans 
were killed during the war, with 
many more disabled and deprived 
of livelihoods. The Taliban’s pow-
er grab has catalysed discussion on 
the effectiveness of international 
stabilisation eforts, but also on the 
nature of the new power holders: 
Afghanistan is once again an Islamic 
Emirate, but is the Taliban taking the 
country back to the 1990s or has the 
movement renewed itself? 

On the one hand, the Taliban 
regime has increasingly excluded 
women from the public sphere and 
oppressed civil society and the me-
dia. Millions of girls are still banned 

from attending school despite the 
promises made to the contrary. In-
ternal divisions seem to play a role 
here: Kandahar-based Emir Hai-
batullah Akhundzada appears to be 
steering the regime in an increasing-
ly hard-line direction, to which the 
ofcials in Kabul need to adapt. 

On the other hand, violent per-
secution of former government af-
filiates appears to have remained 
on a smaller scale than expected. 
Despite capability and bureaucratic 
challenges, the Taliban has managed 
to collect taxes. Tere are also some 
continuities between the Taliban 
and the former state administration: 
similarly to the former government, 
the Taliban has centralised power. 
Many former state administration 
officials (except for women and in 

the security sector) have also kept 
their jobs and now work alongside 
Taliban ofcials. In many parts of the 
countryside, where the Taliban al-
ready held considerable power long 
before August 2021, the situation has 
not changed drastically. 

The end of the insurgency and 
the counterinsurgency meant end-
ing of the active intrastate war, 
which has improved the general 
security situation. However, over 
the last couple of months, deadly 
terrorist attacks by the Islamic State 
of Khorasan Province (ISKP) target-
ing the Hazara ethnic group have 
increased. Te National Resistance 
Front, an armed group led by for-
mer Vice President Amrullah Saleh 
and supported by Tajikistan, is also 
trying to invoke armed resistance 



The Finnish Institute of International Affairs is an independent research institute that 

produces high-level research to support political decisionmaking as well as scientific and public 

debate both nationally and internationally.

All manuscripts are reviewed by at least two other experts in the field to ensure the high

quality of the publications. In addition, publications undergo professional language checking 

and editing. The responsibility for the views expressed ultimately rests with the authors.

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

FIIA COMMENT 

C --II. FINNISH 
INSTITUTE 
OF INTERNATIONAL 
AFFAIRS 

Arkadiankatu 23 b 

POB 425 / 00101 Helsinki 

Telephone +358 10)9 432 7000 

Fax +358 [0)9 432 7799 

www.fiia.fi 

I 

I 

 9 AUGUST 2022  

against the new rulers. 
Besides the threat of violence, 

the deep economic crisis challenges 
the state and Afghans’ human se-
curity. Te former administration’s 
dependence on international aid and 
the changed relationship between 
the international community and 
Afghanistan have exacerbated the 
economic turmoil. Prior to August 
2021, a staggering and unsustaina-
ble 45% of the country’s GDP came 
from international aid. Te collapse 
of the ofcial development aid com-
bined with the sanctions and asset 
freezes targeting the Taliban regime 
stopped most of the fnancial fows 
to the country. Te economic efects 
were aggravated by the concrete 
withdrawal of international actors 
and their economic activities from 
the country. Amid doubts regarding 
the new rulers, foreign investments 
remain low even after the United 
States eased its sanctions policies. 

All of this contributed to a sit-
uation in which there were fears of 
economic collapse and widescale 
hunger in the winter. Humanitarian 
aid prevented the worst scenarios, 
but the needs remain. Hundreds 
of thousands have lost their jobs. 
Te state’s basic service provisions, 
including healthcare, are serious-
ly undermined, while food prices 

are going up, as in the rest of the 
world. As a result, more than half 
of Afghans are in acute need of help, 
and the situation may deteriorate 
this winter. 

The international community 
faces difcult decisions. On the one 
hand, the Taliban has established 
a theocracy that violates human 
rights and does not live up to any aid 
conditionality. Indeed, internation-
al support, coordinated by the UN 
Assistance Mission in Afghanistan 
(UNAMA), continues to be restrict-
ed to humanitarian aid and fulflling 
basic needs. The tools to influence 
the Taliban politically appear to be 
missing, however. Te use of force 
did not create sustainable results, 
and nor is there any demand for 
such solutions in the current situa-
tion. Te asset freezes and sanctions 
are already in place. Negotiations 
have also failed to move the situa-
tion forward, as the Taliban keeps 
breaking its promises. 

On the other hand, the need for 
humanitarian aid will not decrease 
unless the country’s economic sit-
uation improves. Tis might require 
a more pragmatic approach towards 
the Taliban. Despite its obvious 
faws, the new administration has 
some advantages. Te ending of the 
war has made the vast country more 

accessible theoretically, which can 
help when it comes to assessing 
the needs on the ground in order 
to provide aid efciently across the 
country. This requires a physical 
presence, however, which many 
aid donors lack altogether since the 
withdrawal and the burst of the Ka-
bul bubble. Indeed, the donor com-
munity is increasingly dependent 
for information on local contacts 
and the multilateral organisations 
that are present on the ground. 

Te withdrawal has not erased 
responsibility towards Afghanistan. 
Irrespective of the government, the 
international community needs to 
do more for the people in Afghan-
istan. International eforts revolve 
around context-specifc aims, stra-
tegic coordination, and aid based 
on Afghans’ needs and priorities. 
Te key lies in taking advantage of 
the absence of war and the relative 
stability. Tis does not mean com-
promising on human rights. On the 
contrary, clear communication and 
seizing every opportunity to infu-
ence the Taliban in this regard are 
central to the efforts. The Afghan 
people do not deserve to be forgot-
ten, or held hostage. 


