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BAC PEJAKTOP
Kymaraityasl Camat — Kasakcran xoHe Opransik A3us TapuxXsl HHCTUTYTBHIHBIH O0ac qupekTops! (Kazakcran).
A3myxaHoBa AiimaH MaXcoTKbI3bl — TapHUX FBUIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUATHL, KaybIMIACTEIpsUTFaH mpodeccop (Kazakcramn).
Bac pexakTopabIH opbIHOacapsl:
Yepenanos Koncrantun BiaguMupoBuy — Tapux FEUIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUIATH, JKETEKI FeUTbIME Kbi3meTkep, KP F2KBM FK
LI YonuxaHOoB aTbIHAars! Tapux >koHE 3THOJIOTHS MHCTHTYTHIHBIH XX Facepiarel KazakcTaH Tapuxsl OemiMiHIH MEHrepymici,
(Kazakcran).

PEJAKHUAJBIK AJIKA
AbazoB Paduc ®anmcynsi — PhD, KomymOmst yHmBepcureriHiH ambloHKT-podeccopsl, Ka3ak YITTBIK arpapiblK 3epTTey
YHHUBEPCHUTETIHIH XaIBIKAPAIBIK BIHTHIMAKTACTHIK JKOHIHIET1 MPOPEeKTOPEI, XKacklt skoHe TYpaKThl JaMy MHCTHTYTHIHBIH TUPEKTOPEI,
MBA 0arnapiiaMachIHBIH YHIICCTIPYIIICI.
AbabipaxmMaHoB TonoGexk O0inynbl — Tapux FBUIBIMIAPBIHEIH JOKTOPEL, mpodeccop, Kpiprers PecmyOmukacsl ¥aTTBIK
FBUIBIM aKaJIeMUSICBIHBIH KoppecnonaeHT-mymreci, XKycin bamacarein arsiamarst Kpiprei3 MemiekeTTik yHuHBepcuteTi (KpIprpi3
PecmyGnukacs!, bimmkek).
AyaHacoBa 9JiuMa MycipKbI3bl — TapuX FEUIBIMIAPBIHEIH A0KTOpEL, JIL.H. I'ymunes ateamarsr Eypasus yiITTIK yHUBEPCUTETIHIH
podeccopel.
90in EpkiH AMaHIKOJIYJIbI — TapuX FRUIBIMIAPEIHBIH JOKTOpHI, mpodeccop, KP BFM FK Mewmneker Tapuxsl HHCTHTYTHIHBIH
nupekropsl. (Kazakcran).
OJjimbaii Hypcan — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH KaHauaaTel, mnpodeccop, LI YommxanoB ateiHmarsl Tapux »XoHE 3THOJIOTHSL
WHCTHTYTHIHBIH Oac FeUTBIMU KbI3MeTkepi (Kazakcran).
Bepuep Kynthua (Werner, Cynthia) — Tapux reuUIIMAapbIHEIH JOKTOPEL, Tpodeccop, Texac ynusepcureti, (AKILL).
Haiinep Anexcanap (Diener Alexander) — Tapux FRIIBIMIApEIHBIH JTOKTOPEL, podeccop. Kanzac ynusepcureti, (AKILL).
JixymameB Ackap Mam0eToBHMY — Tapux FBUIBIMIAPBIHBIH JOKTOpPHL, Ipodeccop, O30excran PecryOnmkaceasiy Frutbiv
Axanemusicel Kapakanmakcran Oemimmreciniy Kapakanmak ryMaHWTapibslK FBUIBIMIAD 3€pPTTEY HHCTHTYTHIHBIH Tapux Oemimi
MEHTepYIILICi.
Kapken A¥lirya MaJsiikKKbI3bl — TapuX FRIIBIMIApEIHBIH 1oKTOpEl, JI.H. T'ymmneB atsianarst Eypasust ¥ATTHIK YHHBEPCHTETIHIH
podecCopel.
Ko:xupoBa Cseriiana BacmeBHa — casicaTTaHy FBUIBIMIAPBIHBIH JOKTOpPEI, npodeccop, @ynan YHusepcurerinin Kprtail sxone
OpTanbIK A3USHBI 3epTTeY OpTaIBIFBIHBIH MeH «Acrana» XFK 6ipnecken nupexropsl (Kasaxcran).
Keoxe6aeBa I'ymxayhap KakeHKbI3BI — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOPHI, mpodeccop, On-Papabu ateiHgarsl Kazak yiTThIK
yuusepcwureri. (Kazakcran).
Kaobiigunos 3usidex Epmykanyiabl — TapuxX FBUIBIMAAPBIHEIH HOKTOPEI, mpodeccop, KP Ilpe3nmeHTiHIH KaHBIHIAFBI
¥FA akapemuri, KP £2KBM FK HLILL. YonuxanoB aterHnars! Tapux x&oHE 3THONOTHS HHCTUTYTHIHBIH bac mupexTopsr (Kazakcran).
Kapacaes Fann Mykaiyibl — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHEIH JOKTOPHI, Tpodeccop, KP Frubiv sxone xoraps! 6imiM MUHUCTpIIT FpuTBIM
KOMHTETiHIH MeMIIeKeT TapyuXbl HHCTUTYTBIHBIH 0ac FEUIBIMH KBI3METKepi, AcTaHa K.
Moppucon Anexcanap (Morrison Alexander) — PhD, mpodeccop Oxcdopackoro yausepcurera (BennkoOpuranmst).
MymunoB 9uipoex Kypoanyibl — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOPEL, podeccop, Mcmam Tapuxel, oHep KoHEe MOJCHUET FHUIBIMU-
3epTTey OPTANEIFBIHBIH aFa FRUTbIMU Kbi3MeTkepi IRCICA — Islam Tarih, Sanat ve Kiiltiir Arastirma Merkezi. (Typkus, CTamOyn K. ).

OyTrpam AjaH — apxeoJorusl FHUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JTOKTOPB, DKCETep YHHBEPCHTETiHIH apXeolorus JXoHe Tapux KadeapachIHBIH
npodeccopsl (¥ap10puTanus, JKcerep).
CumrtukoB Komapt Kynaiibeprenyisl — Tapux FBUIBIMAApPBIHBIH KAaHAWAATHL, CasiCATTAaHy FHUIBIMIAPBIHEIH JOKTOPHI,

AGaif aterHmarel Kazak YIATTHIK TeJarorukaiblK YHHUBEPCHTETIHIH cascaTTaHy JKOHE OJICYMETTIK-QMIOCODHUIIBIK TIOHACD
Ka(eApachIHBIH MCHI€PYILIC.

CmaryiioB Opa3zak CMa¥Fy1y/ibl — TapyuXx FEUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOPHL, podeccop, KP IIpesnnentiniy xansigarsr ¥EA akagemuri,
Banon FeuTEIM akaneMHsCHIHBIH Kopp.-myteci, [ILII. YommuxaHoB aTbIHIAFEI CHIMIBIKTEIH JIAypeaThl, FIIIBIM MEH TeXHUKAHBIH eHOeK
cigipres Kaiparkepi, JI.H. 'ymunes ateranarsr Eypasust yiTTeIK yHEBEpCHTeTiHIH npodeccopsl. (Actana, KasakcTan).

Typaaaunesa Yoanon KanapOekKbI3bl — TapuX FBUIBIMAAPBIHEIH JOKTOPBEI, OpTanslk A3nsgarsl AMEpHKaH YHUBEPCHTETIHIH
podeccopel.

Hlajfinynaes llamyaaT — Tapyux FEUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOPHI, Tpodeccop, Tepmes MEMIIEKeTTiK YHUBEPCUTETIHIH O30€KCTaH TapHXbl
Ka(eApachIHBIH MEHI€PYILIC.

Munmxn Kato — PhD, Hapanarst MojieHH KYHABUTBIKTAPIBIH YITTHIK FEUTBIMU-3epTTeY HHCTUTYTHI (XKanonus, Hapa).

KAYAIITBI PEJAKTOP
TambdaeBa Kaguua UckaHaapKbI3bl — TapuX FEUIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHTUIATEI, KpIpre13 PecimyOnrkachl ¥IITTHIK FBUTBIM aKaICMUSChI
B. XXamrepunHoB aTeiHAarel Tapux, apXeonorusl )KoHE ITHOIOTHST HHCTHTYTHIHBIH apXeoJIorysl 0eTiMiHIH MEHTePYIITICi.

FbLIBIMU PEJAKTOPJIAP
OterenoB Mapat 3eHHATYJIbI — TapHUX FHIIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUIATH, KaybIMIACTRIPEUTFaH podeccop, «I1I. YonnxaHoB aTeIHIarbI
Kexmeray yanBepcuteti» KeAK Ttapux, reorpadus jkoHe aJI€yMeTTiK-T'yMaHUTapIIBIK ToHAep KadeIpachiHbIH MEeHIepyIIici.
Myxkanosa I'yanap KaiipoamakpI3bl — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH KaHIUIATH, Tpodeccop, Acrana Kanacsiaaars! LI, Yonnxanos
aTBIHIAFbl Tapyx jkoHE 3THOJIOT VSl HHCTUTYTHI (DMITHAJIBIHBIH KETEKIII FhIIIBIMU KbI3METKEPi.

TEXHUKAJIBIK XATIIbI
KomneeBa Canns Kymaraiikpi3sl — maructp, Kazakcran mer Opraisik A3nst Tapuxsl HHCTUTYTHIHBIH Kbi3MeTKepi (Kaszakcran)
Canpgpi6aesa [lunapa Mapatksei3sl — Mmaructp, Kazakcran Men OpTansIK A3us TapiXbl HHCTHTYTBIHBIH KbI3MeTKepi (Ka3akcran)
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TI'JIABHBIM PEJAKTOP

Kymaraii Camat — ['enepanbusbiii mupexrop Muctutyra ncropun Kazaxcrana u Llenrpansaoit Asun (Kazaxcran)
A3myxaHoBa Aiiman MaxcoTOBHA — KaHIWUJaT HCTOPUYIECKUX HAYK, acCOUMMPOBaHHbIN npodeccop (Kazaxcran)
3aMecTHTEIb TJIABHOTO PEIAKTOPA:
Yepenano KoncranTnH BiiagmmMupoBM4 — KaHIMAAT HCTOPUYECKUX HAyK, BEAyIIMN HAY4HBIA COTpPYIHUK,
3aBeAyomui oraenom uctopun Kazaxcrana XX Beka MHctuTyra ncropuu u stHOonoruu uM. Y.U. Banmuxanosa.
KH MHBO PK (Kazaxcran)

PEJAKIIMOHHAS KOJIJIEI' UL
AbazoB Papuc ®anmcoBuu — PhD, agsionkr-npodeccop KomymOuiickoro yHmBepcurera, MpOpPEKTOp MO MEXKTyHapOIHOMY
coTpyaandecTBy Ka3axckoro HamMOHAIBEHOTO arpapHOTO HCCIEIOBATENILCKOTO YHHBEPCHUTETa, Tupekrop MHcTHTyTa 3enéHOoro u
YCTOMYMBOTO pa3BUTHS, KOOPANHATOP MporpamMMsl MBA.
AbasipaxmanoB Toso0ex AOMJIOBHY — JOKTOP HCTOPHUYECKUX HaykK, mpodeccop, wieH-koppecrionaeHT HAH KP, Keipreizckuii
rocyaapcTBeHHbIN yHuBepcuteT nM. JKycyma banacarsina (Keipreisckas Pecry6mimka, . bummkex).
Aduib EpkuH AMaHKOI0BHY — JOKTOP HCTOPHYECKHX Hayk, mpodeccop, WucturyTr mcropmm rocymapctsa KH MHBO PK
(Kazaxcran).
Anumbaii Hypcan — kaHaumaT HCTOPUYECKHUX HAYK, IPOQeccop, TIIaBHBIH HayYHBIH cOTpyIHUK VIHCTHTYTa HCTOPHU M STHOIOTUH
M. Y. Y. Bannxanosa KH MHBO PK (Kazaxcran).
AyanacoBa AiuMa MycHpOBHA — JIOKTOP HCTOPHYECKHUX HAyK, mpodeccop, EBpasuiickuii HAMOHAIBHEIA YHHBEPCUTET NMEHH
JI.H. 'ymunesa.
Bepuep Cuntusi (Werner Cynthia) — nokrop uctopudeckux Hayk, mpodeccop. Texacckuit yausepcuret (CILIA).
Haiinep Anexcanap (Diener Alexander) — 1okTop McTOpHYEeCKHX HayK, podeccop. Kanzacckuii yausepcuret (CLLIA).
Jixymames Ackap Mam0eToBHY — JOKTOpP MCTOPHIECKHUX HayK, Ipodeccop, 3aBeAyIomuil oTenom ucropun Kapakanmakckoro
Hay4HO-HCCIIEJOBATEIbCKOrO0 HMHCTUTyTa TyMmaHWTapHeIX Hayk (Kapakammakckoe otneneHne Axagemuu Hayk PecryOmukn
V36ekucran).
/Kapken Ajiryar MaJIuKoBHAa — JOKTOpP MCTOPHYIECKHX HAyK, mpodeccop EBpasniickoro HalMOHAIFHOTO YHHUBEPCUTETa UMEHH
JI.H. I'ymunésa.
Hcmarynos Opasak MemaryioBU4 — JIOKTOP HCTOPHUYECKUX HayK, mpodeccop, akanemuk HAH PK npu Ilpesunente PK, unen-
kopp. bononckoit akagemun Hayk, maypear npemun uMm. Y.U. BammxanoBa, 3aciTy)XKeHHBIH IesATENb HAYKH W TEXHHUKH, Ipodeccop
EBpaswuiickoro HanmoHansHoro yausepcurera mmenu JIL.H. I'ymmnesa (Kaszaxcran).
Kadyasaunos 3usdex EpMyxaHoBH4Y — IOKTOp HCTOpHYECKMX Hayk, mpodeccop, akagemuk HAH PK mpu IIpesunente PK,
I'enepansubril qupexTop MHCcTHTyTa HecTopuy 1 sTHONOrMK MM. Y.Y. Bammxanosa KH MHBO PK (Kazaxcran).
Kapacaes 'anm MykameBH4 — JOKTOp HCTOPHYECKHX HayK, IMpodeccop, TIaBHBI HaydHBIH COTpyAHUK MHCTHTYTa HMcTOpHH
rocynapcra Komurera Haykn Munncrepctso Hayku u Beiciero oopasoBanust Pecrrynuku Kazaxcraw, r. Acrana.

Karo Cunm3n (Shinji Kato) — PhD, HarmonanbHblii Hay4HO-HCCIICIOBATENECKIH MHCTUTYT KYIBTYpPHBIX LeHHocTed B Hape
(Smonus, . Hapa).
Ko:xupoa Cpersiana BacmeBHa — IOKTOp MOMUTHYECKHMX HayK, mpodeccop, comupektop Llenrpa mccnemoBanmst Kuras u

Henrpansroii A3un @ynansckoro Yuusepcurera 1 MHK «Actanay, pykoBoanTens LleHTpa KuTalickuX U a3MaTCKUX UCCIICIOBAaHUIT
(Kazaxcran).

Koxe6aeBa I'yapikayxap KakeHoBHAa — TOKTOp HCTOpHYECKHX HAyK, Mpodeccop Kazaxckoro HanmoHanbHOTO YHUBEPCHTETa IMEHHU
anp-Papabu. (Kasaxcran).

Moppucon Anexcanap (Morrison Alexander) — PhD, npodeccop Oxcdopackoro yausepcurera (BennkoOpuranms).

MymunoB Ammpdex Kyp6aHoBMY — [OKTOp HCTOPHYECKMX HayK, Hpodeccop, CTapmmii HAaydHBIH COTPYIHHUK
HccneioBaTenbekoro IEeHTpa HCIaMcKO# HCTOpHH, HeKyceTBa i KymbTypsl IRCICA — Islam Tarih, Sanat ve Kiiltiir Arastirma Merkezi.
(Typmms, r. CramOyun).

OyTpam AjaH — JOKTOp apXeoJOrHYecKuX HayK, Mpodeccop AemapTaMeHTa apXeoJOTMH WM MCTOPHM YHHBEPCHTETa DKcerepe
(BenmkoGpuranus, T. DxceTep).

Cumtukos XKomapt KynaiibepreHoBu4 — KaHIUIaT HCTOPHIECKUX HAYK, JOKTOP MOJUTHIECKUX HAyK, 3aBEAYIONIIMH Kadenpoi
TIOJIUTOJIOTHH M COIMATIBHO-(PHIOCO(CKUX TucUIUINH Ka3axckoro HamoHaIbHOTO MeIarori9eCKOro yHUBEPCUTETa UIMEHH Abast.
Typaaauesa Yosmon [zkanapdekoBHAa — TOKTOp HCTOPUIECKUX HAYK, Ipodeccop AMEPHKAHCKOro yHHBepcuTeTa B LieHTpansaoit
Asnn.

Mlafinynaes Hlamyaat — MOKTOp MCTOPHYECKHX HAYyK, Ipodeccop, 3aBeyIomuid kadeapoii ncTopun Y30ekucrana TepMe3ckoro
rOCYZapCTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA.

OTBETCTBEHHBIN PEJAKTOP
TambdaeBa Kagnua MckaHmapoBHa — KaHIHIAT UCTOPUYECKUX HayK, 3aBEIyIOIIas OTAEIOM apxeojoruu MHcTUTyTa HCTOpUH,
apxeonoruu u 3tHooruu uM. b. J[amrepunnoBa HarmonanbHoM akanemun Hayk Keipreizckoid PecryOmuku.

HAYYHBIE PEJAKTOPBI
YT1erenoB MapaT 3eHHATOBUY — KaHIUaT HCTOPHIECKUX HAYK, aCCOIMUPOBAHHBIH Ipodeccop, 3aBeaytomuii kadeapoit nctopun,
reorpaduu 1 connanbHo-ryManuTapHeIX Hayk HAO «Kokmerayckuii yruepcuret nmenn 111, Yanuxanosay.
MyxkanoBa I'oreHap KalipossimHOBHA — KaHIWAAT MCTOPHUYECKUX HAyK, Mpodeccop, BEAYIMUI HAy4HBIH COTPYIHUK (HIHana
B T. Acrana MHcTuTyTa HicTopry 1 3tHONoruu nM. Y.Y.Bannxanosa.

TEXHAYECKHI CEKPETAPD
Koneesa Canns )KymaraesHa — maructp, corpyaauk MuactutyTa neropuu Kaszaxcrana u Lientpansroit Aznn (Kazaxcran)
Canpsbi0aeBa lunapa MaparoBHa — Maructp, cotpygauk Mucruryra neropuu Kaszaxcrana u LlenrpansHoit Asun (Ka3axcran)
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Abstract. After the final victory of the Soviet power, namely in the twenties, the attempt to achieve
the liberation of a Unified Turkestan continued within the framework of the Soviet power from the
part of the intellectuals of the nation. The Soviet government, which came to power after the victory
in the October Revolution, declared that it would grant the Kazakh people the right
to self-government, equality of nations, political and socio-economic independence. The people of
the region began to look at this situation from the point of view of their freedom and create autonomy.
While, the question of national-state structure was increasingly discussed, and the Bolshevik Party
proclaimed the equality and sovereignty of the peoples who inhabited Russia, as well as their right to
create an independent state and secede from Russia, as the main principles of national policy.
However, this action had a declarative character to the creation of Soviet national republics.
A convincing proof of this was that the participants of the Alash, who came up with the idea of
national statehood, rejected the October Revolution and the creation of the Kazakh statehood on the
Soviet basis, were subjected to resistance from the Soviet government. At the same time, in such a
political environment, the struggle of leading figures continued in the name of national interests.
Serving the Soviet government, they sought to turn it into the power of the local people. The struggle
against the idea of national statehood started in the early twentieth century by A. Bukeikhanov,
M. Shokai, and A. Baitursynov yielded results. Since the establishment of Soviet power, the struggle
of T. Ryskulov, I. Mustanbayev, S. Saduakasov, S. Kozhanov, Zh. Mynbayev is considered as an
activity aimed at ensuring the integrity of the Kazakh land.

Keywords: National intelligentsia, Soviet power, national policy, territorial delimitation,
Alash, Kazakh autonomy

For citation: Khassanayeva L.M. The role of the national intellectuals in the policy of national
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YJTTBIK 3UAJBIJIAPABIH YJTTBIK-AYMAKTBIK MEXKEJIEY CAACATBIHIATBI
POJII

Xacanaeea Jleiina Mapanosua'

'On-®apabu areingarsl Kazak yITTHIK YHUBEPCHTETI

Anmatsl, Kazakctan

Tapux FeUIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUIAThI, JOICHT
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7845-5916. E-mail: leila.maralovna@gmail.com

Anpgarna. KeHec eKkiMeTiHIH TYNKITIKTI )KEHICIHEH KEHiH, SIFHU )KMbIPMACBIHILBI JKbUTAAPBI YIITTHIK
3usnblIap TapanbsiHad KeHec ekiMmeTiHiH asichiHaa bipryrac TypkicTaHzpl a3aTr eTyre yMTBUIBIC
xanracTel. Ka3an TeHKepiciH/erl KeHICTeH KeliH Omiikke kenreH KeHec eximeTi Ka3ak XaJKbIHA
©31H-031 0acKapy, VITTapIbIH TEHIT1, CasiCH JKOHE dJICYMETTIK-OKOHOMUKAIBIK JepOCCTIK KYKBIFBIH
OepeMi3 nen >kapusiansl. AMak xankbl OyJl JKargailasl €3 epKiHAIrT TYpFBICBIHAH KaObLiaarl,
aBTOHOMHMSA KypyFa KipicTi. OcCbl yakpITTa YITTBIK-MEMJIEKETTIK KYpBUIBIM Maceleci JKui
TaJKbUIAHBII, OOJBIIEBUKTEP MApTUSCHI Pecell XanbIKTaphIHBIH TEHIIrT MEH ereMeH/IIriH, COHIai-aK
oJIapbIH TAYEJICi3 MeMJIEKET Kyphln, PeceiiieH mbIFy KYKBIFBIH YJITTHIK CasiCaTThIH 0acThl KaFH1aChl
periHae kapustagsl. Anaiina Oyil ic-opeKeTTep KEHECTIK YITTHIK pecryOiuKanap Kypyaa
JEKJIApaTUBTI cumarTa 606, MyHBIH ailKbIH J0JIeNi — YITTHIK MEMJICKETTIK HJICSHBI aJiFa TapTKaH
«Anamy Kaiipatkepiepi Kazan TOHKepiCiH jkKoHE KEHECTIK HeTi3/le Ka3aK MEMJICKETTLIITH Kypy/Ibl
KaObu1amMaii, KeHec OWIIriHIH KapchUiblFbiHA Tanm Oonabl. CoraH KapamacTaH, OCBIHAAM cascu
KarJaia YITTBIK MY/AJE JKOJBIHIAFbl Kypec >kajFacTbl. KeHec Ouirine KpI3MeT eTe XKypir, oJyap
OHBI JKEPTUTIKTI XaNbIKTBIH OWJiriHe aiHamAbIpyFa YMTBULABL. XX FachIpJbIH OachIHAa
A. bexkeiixanos, M. Illokaii, A. baiiTypchlHOB 6acTaraH YITTBIK MEMIIEKETTUIIK HJIESIChIHA KapChl
Kypec HoTmxkeciH Oepni. Kenec eximeri opHaranHan keilin T. Peickynos, 1. MycranGaes,
C. Conyaxkacos, C. Koxxanos, XK. MbIHOaeBTBIH KbI3METi Ka3akK >KEPiHIH TYTAaCTHIFbIH KaMTaMachl3
eTyre OarbpITTAJIFaH OPEKET peTiHae OaranaHa bl

Tyiiin ce3gep: YNTTHIK 3MsJIBI KayblM, KEHEC OKIMETI, YJITTBIK cCascaT, ayMaKTBIK MEXeley,
Amnam, Ka3zak aBTOHOMHSICBI

Joniexce3 ymiH: XacanaeBa JIL.M. Y¥YATTBIK 3usUIbUIApABIH  YJITTBIK-ayMaKTBIK — MEXeENey
cascateingarbel peni // Scientific Journal “Central Asian courier”. 2025. T. 1. Ne 1. 139-152 66.
(Arpum.). DOI: 10.64970/3105-241X 2025 1 1 139-152

POJIb HAIIMOHAJIBHOH WHTEJUIMTEHIIMM B MOJUTUKE HAIIMOHAJBHO-
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Annoranus. [Tocne oxonuaTeaprHOM mooeasl COBETCKOI BJIACTH, a UMEHHO B JBaJLIAThie TOAbI, B
paMKax COBETCKOM CHCTEMBI MPOIOJKAIKUCH MOMBITKM CO CTOPOHBI HALIMOHAIIBHON MHTEJUIMT €HIIUU
nobuthest ocBobokneHust Equnoro Typkectana. CoBeTCKOE MPAaBUTENLCTBO, MPHUIIIEAIIEEe K BIACTH
nociie mobeapr OKTIOPbCKON PEBOIIONNH, 3asBHIIO, YTO IPEIOCTABUT Ka3aXCKOMY HApOay MpaBo Ha
CaMOYITPaBJICHUE, PABEHCTBO HALIMH, IIOJUTUYECKYIO U COLUAIBHO-3KOHOMHUYECKYO HE3aBUCUMOCTb.
Hacenenue pernmoHa BOCHPUHSIO 3Ty CHTYaIllMI0 KaK BO3MOXXHOCTh K OOpETEHHIO CBOOOIBI U
CO3/IaHHI0 aBTOHOMHUHU. B TO ke Bpems BcE dame OOCYXKJaJlCs BOMPOC HAIMOHAIBHO-
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rOCy/IapCTBEHHOTO YCTPOWCTBA, a OOJBIIEBUCTCKAs TMApTUS MPOBO3TJIACHIA PABEHCTBO H
CYBEPEHHUTET HApOJOB, HacemsBIIMX Pocchio, a Takke MX IMPaBO HA CO3JAaHHUE HE3aBUCHUMOIO
rocyJapcTBa M BBIXOJ U3 €€ COCTaBa B KAUECTBE IJIaBHBIX MPHUHIIUIIOB HALIMOHAIHHON MOJUTHUKHU.
OpHako JaHHBIE JEKIapallud HOCHIM (OPMAIBHBIM XapakTep TpPHU CO3MaHUU COBETCKHX
HAI[MOHAIILHBIX PECHyONHK. YOeIUTEeNbHBIM JO0Ka3aTeICTBOM JTOrO CTal0 TO, YTO JEATENH
«Anamra», BBICTYNUBIIUE C HJEEH HAIMOHAIBHOW TOCYIApPCTBEHHOCTH, OTBEepriivn OKTAOPHCKYIO
PEBOJIIOLMIO M CO3/AHUE Ka3aXCKOW TOCYJapCTBEHHOCTM HAa COBETCKOW OCHOBE, NOABEPIIIMCH
CONIPOTUBIICHUIO CO CTOPOHBI COBETCKOM BiacTU. BMecTe ¢ TEM B CIOKHUBLICKCS MOJIUTHYECKOU
cpene 6oprda Beaymux (GUryp mpoIoKanach BO UM HallMOHAILHBIX HHTEpecoB. CITyKa COBETCKOM
BIIACTH, OHM CTPEMWIWCh TPEBpPaTUTh €€ B BJIACTh MECTHOro Hapoja. boprba mpotuB uaeu
HAIlMOHAJILHOM TOCY1apCTBEHHOCTH, HauaTas B Hauane XX Beka A. bykelixanoBbiv, M. [llokaiiem,
A. BailTypchIHOBBIM, TIpHHECHA CBOU pe3ynbTarbl. C MOoMeHTa ycTraHoBieHUs: COBETCKOW BIACTH
nestensHocTh T. PeickymoBa, . Mycran6aeBa, C. CanyakacoBa, C. KoxxanoBa, K. MriHOaeBa
paccMaTrpuBaeTcs Kak cTpeMIIeHHe 00eCTIeUnTh IIEIOCTHOCTh Ka3aXCKOM 3eMIIH.

KuroueBsblie cioBa: HannoHanbHas UHTEIJIMTCHIIMS, COBETCKAsl BJIACTh, HALlMOHAIbHAS MOJIMTHKA,
TEpPUTOPUATIEHOE pa3MeKeBaHUEe, AJalll, Ka3aXxCKas aBTOHOMUS

Jusa uurupoBanms: XacaHaeBa JI.M. Ponp HauMOHaNbHOW WHTEJUIMTEHLUMU B IOJUTHKE

HaIMOHAJIbHO-TEeppUTOpUaIbHOrO pasMmexeBanus // Scientific Journal “Central Asian courier”. 2025.
T. 1. Ne 1. C. 139-152. (Ha Anrn.). DOIL: 10.64970/3105-241X 2025 1 1 139-152

Introduction. The establishment of the Republic of Kazakhstan in the rank of a National
secular and legal state recognized by the international community was the result of the national
liberation struggle of the Kazakh people against colonialism and the totalitarian system for centuries,
the struggle aimed at national statehood. In connection with the independence of Kazakhstan, it
became possible to rethink and study historical events in the direction of new historical knowledge
and on the basis of new data. Self-knowledge of the people in the national history is carried out in the
course of studying complex state processes. As you know, this happens through the activities of the
national intellectuals, which explores and illuminates the historical reality. Representatives of the
advanced intellectuals have always been leaders in saving the Kazakh people from colonial
oppression, in the struggle for the national liberation movement, in the struggle for independence.
One of the main goals set by the Kazakh intellectuals was the issue of statehood.

Were there methods of struggle for statehood in the activities of the nation's public intellectuals,
or were there methods of a different approach used by political groups in the struggle for patriotism,
the national liberation movement? Finding answers to such questions is necessary for a full
understanding and comprehension of the tasks facing us at the present stage, in the historical period
in which we live. Such intellectuals of the nation as T. Ryskulov, S. Kozhanov, S. Saduakasov, and
S. Korzhanov considered the ways of implementing the National State Idea, which ensures the
civilizational development of the nation in the system of Bolshevism. Mendeshev, Zh. Mynbayev.

The main part. After the final victory of the Soviet power, namely in the twenties, the attempt
to achieve the liberation of a Single Turkestan continued within the framework of the Soviet power.

The Soviet government, which came to power after the victory in the October Revolution,
declared that it would grant the Kazakh people the right to self-government, equality of nations,
political and socio-economic independence. The people of the region began to look at this situation
from the point of view of their freedom and create autonomy. While, the question of national-state
structure was increasingly discussed, and the Bolshevik Party proclaimed the equality and sovereignty
of the peoples who inhabited Russia, as well as their right to create an independent state and secede
from Russia, as the main principles of national policy. However, this action had a declarative
character to the creation of Soviet national republics.

A convincing proof of this was that the participants of the Alash, who came up with the idea of
national statehood, rejected the October Revolution and the creation of the Kazakh statehood on the
Soviet basis, were subjected to resistance from the Soviet government. At the same time, in such a
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political environment, the struggle of leading figures continued in the name of national interests.
Serving the Soviet government, they sought to turn it into the power of the local people.

On the eve of the October Revolution, most of the Kazakh-Kyrgyz peoples who inhabited the
Syrdarya, Zhetysu, Ferghana, Samarkand and Transcaspian regions were part of the Turkestan
Region. The newly formed government-the Turkestan Council of People's Commissars - did not take
into account the interests of local peoples, did not try to solve the problem of statehood, which had
worsened in the country. In connection with this issue, G. Safarov made a report “The Colonial
Revolution. (The experience of Turkestan): Already in the first days of the revolution, the Soviet
power in Turkestan was established as the power of the Russian workers. The view that the only
bearer of the dictatorship of the proletariat in Turkestan can only be Russian, there is still a national
inequality between Europeans and Muslims” (Safarov, 1996).

Speaking at the extraordinary VIIIth Congress of Soviets of the Turkestan Republic, held in
March 1919 on the national question, Extraordinary Commissioner P. A. Kobozev said: “... in the
context of autonomy, 95 percent of the population here are Muslims, but the majority in the authorities
are Russians”, as well as in the summer of 1919, the plenipotentiary representative of the CEC of the
RSFSR U. Shakirov in a letter to the Deputy People's Commissar of the RSFSR for Nationalities S.
S. Pestkovsky pointed out: “the current government of Turkestan, as a result of its criminal actions
against the Crimeans, subjected them to complete poverty and brought them to 60% death, which had
not been heard of before” (PA RK. F. 140. Op. 1. D. 9. L. 30).

Therefore, depending on the political situation on the ground, it was necessary to create a
political and state structure that protects the national interests of the peoples, there was a fair action
on the part of the national elite.

In the 20-30s of the twentieth century, one of the political figures was T. Ryskulov, who became
a person of the highest level in the history of the peoples of Kazakhstan and Central Asia. In the
twenties, he fought for the political independence of the Turkic peoples. The activity of T. Ryskulov
in the Turkestan Republic is mainly a period of the embodiment of the Turkic idea and the struggle
for its implementation.

“According to the decision adopted by the First Congress of Communist organizations of the
Peoples of the East and approved by the VIIIth Congress of the RCP (b), the second Conference of
the RCP, held in Tashkent from March 14 to 31, 1919, decided to establish a Muslim bureau under
the Central Committee of the RCP, T. Ryskulov was elected Chairman" (Nurpeisov, 1995).

The Muslim Bureau was the active supreme governing body of the Muslim organizations of the
RCP (b) in the Turkestan Region. During this period, local organizations of the Musbureau were
esteablished in all regions, counties and cities of the Turkestan Republic. Along with organizing the
activities of the Musbureau, T. Ryskulov was engaged in solving socio-political, socio-economic,
cultural and everyday problems of the Turkestan Republic.

In the spring of 1919, in the Ferghana region of the Turkestan Republic, the solution of the
national question became more complicated. This was facilitated by the fact that the Soviet
government in the winter of 1918 defeated the "Kokand Autonomy" with its armed forces and those
who supported it were subjected to mass brutal destruction (Izvestija TurkCIKa, 1920). After this
situation, the local population, dissatisfied with the criminal actions of the new government, began to
unite in the Basmach movement, which began to develop in the country. Over time, the number of
participants in the movement grew, it turned into an armed army, and the movement acquired a
nationwide, national liberation character.

T. Ryskulov deeply understood the essence of the Basmach movement in Ferghana. He
organized a meeting at which the political and social status of the Ferghana region was discussed.
T. Ryskulov visited many cities and settlements of the region, where he told the local population
about the activities of the Musbureau. At the insistence of the Musbureau, on April 29, 1919, the
Turkatcom appointed a new commission related to the Ferghana region and approved its composition.
The commission consisted of the Chairman of the Council of People's Commissars of the Turkestan
Republic K. S. Sorokin, the chairman of the Musbureau T. Ryskulov, chairman of the Turkatkom of
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the People's Commissariat for Ethnic Affairs and several representatives of the regional party
committee (PA RK. F. 140. Op. 1. D. 9. L. 30).

Based on the actions of the Ferghana Commission, the city-county executive committees were
abolished, and revkoms were organized instead. Muslim organizations have appeared in the Ferghana
region.

T. Ryskulov, persistently defending the issues of freedom of the nation, self-flagellation,
conducted propaganda work among the local Muslim peoples. He was also busy attracting their
representatives to political activities, to the management of the country in the new conditions. The
section in which the Musbureau united the Muslim members of the Turkestan Communist Party, by
the end of 1919, began to gradually turn into a state structure. In the construction of the state, the
proportion of representatives of the nation has increased.

On October 8, 1919, the central authorities, fearing the political authority of T. Ryskulov and
the Musbureau headed by him, created a commission on Turkestan affairs in Turkestan to implement
the great Russian chauvinist policy. It consisted of Sh.Z. Eliava, M.V. Frunze, V.V. Kuibyshev,
F.M. Goloshchekin and Ya.E. Rudzutak (Izvestija TurkCIKa, 1920).

The main task of the Turkestan commission was to establish the principles of communism in
Turkestan, which, regardless of the peculiarities of the living conditions of the indigenous peoples,
tried to forcibly impose on the Turkestan people the communist measures carried out in Central
Russia. In the question of the nation, there was no confidence in the self-determination of the
representatives of the local nationality.

Under these conditions, the Musbureau headed by T. Ryskulov, in order to exercise the
sovereignty of the local peoples of the Turkestan Republic, due to the fact that the majority of the
population are Turkic-speaking peoples, established itself in the creation of the national state
"Republic of the Turkic Peoples". At this time, T. Ryskulov considered the "Turkic idea" and fought
for its concrete implementation.

On January 17, 1920, at a joint meeting of the members of the regional committee of the party,
the Muslim Bureau and the Committee of Foreign Communists and the Turkcomission, a demand
was put forward that the upcoming V Conference of the Communist Party and the conference of the
Musbureau should resolve two main issues about the fate of the national sections of the Turkestan
Autonomy and the Communist Party (Koigeldiev, 1997).

The proposal of T. Ryskulov was adopted by a majority of votes at the V Conference of the
TCP and the III extraordinary conference of the Musbureau, which was held in Tashkent from January
20 to 26, 1920. The Turkestan Republic was renamed the "Turkic Soviet Republic", and political
power was concentrated in the hands of the Communist Party, the only political party in the republic,
but after the party was renamed the"Communist Party of the Turkic Peoples". But, although the idea
of T. Ryskulov on the national question was supported by the delegates of the conference, he met
with opposition from the Turkic Commission of the Central Committee of the RCP (b). At the meeting
of the Turkic Commission, which was held on February 23, 1920 in full, the decisions of the
V Conference of the RCP M. V. Frunze and the III Moscow Conference are considered as decisions
of "pan-Turkism", "pan-Islamism" and "bourgeois nationalism" (Qongyratbaev, 1994). As a result,
Turar Ryskulov's proposal to resolve the national issue was rejected.

The persistent struggle of the Turkestan Republic for the creation of a national state of the
Turkic-speaking peoples and for the political and state sovereignty of the Turkestan Republic did not
stop there. Turar Ryskulov continued to struggle with national problems, which became the main goal
of his socio-political and state activities. He made an effort to democratically embody the party slogan
of "the right of nations to self-government".

On June 29, 1920, the Politbureau of the Central Committee of the RCP(b), guided by the
instructions of V. L. Lenin, adopted resolutions "on our duties in Turkestan", "on the organization of
power in Turkestan, on the party structure in Turkestan" and approved the instructions of the Turkic
Commission (CSA RU. F. 17. Op. 1. D. 277. L. 81).

These resolutions of the committee became known as "on the main tasks of the RCP(b) in
Turkestan". In it, the delegation of the Turkestan Republic put forward the following demands: the
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abolition of the Turkic Commission, the transfer of power in Turkestan to the congress of regional
Councils, the Turkish CEC and the Council of People's Commissars, the sovereignty of the Turkestan
Republic, the restoration of the statehood of the Turkic-speaking peoples of Turkestan, the
recruitment of the national armed force by the local population, the presence of representatives of the
Turkestan Republic in the government of the RSFSR.

In June 1920, Turar Ryskulov demanded the political independence of the Turkic peoples. June
16, 1920 in connection with the "initial essay of theses on the nation and colonies", dedicated to the
IT Congress of the Communist International of V. I. Lenin (Lenin, 1970), national figures of the
Bashkir, Tatar and Kyrgyz (Kazakh) republics send a letter to V. 1. Lenin, based on his proposals and
comments (Lenin, 1970).

The original letter contains the signatures of T. Ryskulov and N. Khodzhaev from the Turkestan
Republic, A. Baitursynov and A. Ermekov from Kazakhstan, Z. Validov and H. Yumagulov from
Bashkortostan. In this document, signed by T. Ryskulov, national figures emphasize: "all this tragedy
can be solved only in one case: if the workers of these puppet republics created in the east of Russia
are given the opportunity to show their initiative in the party, economic and military spheres. We
need help, but let there be no violence" (Lenin, 1970).

We can say that these questions raised by T. Ryskulov in 1920 echo the demands of the leaders
of the Alash party and M. Shokai. He intended to create a political-state sovereign republic in
Turkestan and develop a separate Basic Law of the Republic - the Constitution.

In addition, he said that all laws in the state are made on the basis of the Constitution. It was
proposed to trust the representatives of the local nation, transfer the levers of power to the local
population, form national armed forces that protect independence, and train national specialists. The
central authorities, seeing in such proposals of T. Ryskulov "bourgeois nationalism", did not allow it
to be realized. Turar Ryskulov, who failed to convey his point of view on national issues to the Central
Committee of the RCP(b), relinquished all his powers on July 22, 1920. The Turkkommission, which
has become the center and its issuing body, passes directly to the Administration of the Turkestan
Republic. The political activities of Turar Ryskulov were accused of "nationalism", "pan-Turkism",
"ryskulovism", and his views and proposals were criticized with distortion.

Events in this direction both in the Turkestan ASSR (1918) and in the Kazakh ASSR (1920)
explained that the demand for the unification of the Kazakhs into a single state was the main issue on
the agenda. In the source of the Central Committee of the RCP(b)On March 8, 1920, it was established
that Soviet Turkestan is an autonomous republic of the main indigenous peoples: Turkmens, Uzbeks,
and Kirghiz, divided into regions according to modern national groupings (Izvestija TurkCIKa, 1920).

At that time, Kazakhs made up 19.3% of the local population of the Turkestan ASSR (Aq Zhol,
1922). Many of them settled in Zhetysu and Syrdarya regions.

On June 13, 1920, V. L. Lenin presented his comments on the draft decision on the tasks of the
Central Committee of the RCP (b) in Turkestan, in which he proposed, firstly, to draw up a
differentiated map of Turkestan into Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Turkmenistan; secondly, to more
fully define the conditions for including or excluding these three parts (Lenin, 1970). In addition, he
later stressed that it should not be decided in advance whether to divide the republic into three parts”
(Aq Zhol, 1922).

Also in the report on the “project of the Orenburg province of the RSFSR” according to the
documents stored in the archival funds, the Akbulak, Sazdinsky, Astrakhan, Novo-Aleksevsky,
Lunacharsky, Ashysaysky, Ileksky, Markutsky uyezds of the Aktobe province and Antonovsky,
Zhitikarinsky, Adamovsky, etc. were to be included on the issue under consideration. counties of
Kostanay province. Aitiev's report related to the Omsk Uyezd states that "the borders established by
the Siberian chairman for the Omsk Uyezd grossly violate the establishment of borders built on the
territorial principle of the KSSR" (QROrMA, F. 5, Op. 6, D. 14, L. 12).

The national political elite appreciated the approach in this direction as a way to create a
national unified state. Therefore, the first conditions began to be created between Kazakhstan and the
Turkestan republics in order to come to an agreement, to unity. At the end of 1917 and the beginning
of 1918, the problem of statehood resumed in the renewed historical conditions. The search and study
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of archival materials and data about this complex process, which has not yet been studied in depth
and systematically, is the duty of historians in the future.

Along with archival documents of the period, articles published in the press can serve as a
valuable source. For example, Sultanbek Kozhanov's article "Kyrgyz-Kazakh unity and politicism"
states: "In 1920, a meeting of the Kyrgyz-Kazakh poor was held in Aulieata on the issue of individual
unification and, taking into account the final unification of the Kyrgyz-Kazakh people on both sides,
the Kyrgyz-Kazakh peasantry should conduct their respective peasant affairs in the same way; Let
the Turkestan Kyrgyz-Kazakhs join Kazakhstan, but until the land reform is carried out, so that there
is no unrest, the time of joining will not be openly discussed, and its decision is again published by
the resolution of the general meeting of the Central Executive Committee of Kazakhstan " (Aq Zhol,
1922).

The document, which considered ways to solve this problem at that time, noted that "the
division of one territory into two parts from the point of view of the common economy and industrial
relations between the modern KSSR and the TSR, which divided the Single national body of the
Kyrgyz (Kazakh) people, does not allow creating normal conditions for cultural and economic
development" (QROrMA, F. 5, Op. 6, D. 14, L. 12).

In fact, this issue, initiated in Aulieata, was included in the agenda of the General Meeting of
the Central Executive Committee of Kazakhstan, opened at the end of February 1922, and proved the
need for another issue of joining the two regions to Kazakhstan. Well aware of the difficulty of this
work, Sultanbek Kozhanov discusses this issue in detail in his article "Kyrgyz-Kazakh unity". "It
makes no sense to talk for a long time and talk all the time about whether the two Kyrgyz-Kazakh
regions should finally connect with Kazakhstan. There is a lot of evidence that the Kyrgyz-Kazakh
people should unite, become one republic and enter the Russian Federation among other national
states, both in terms of life, culture, language, and market. No one is arguing with this, and there is
no room for excitement, (Aq Zhol, 1924) - the questions that really stand behind this: when to unite?
how to unite?

One of the actual problems that worried the Kazakh intellectuals of that time. The land question
and politics. Because at that time, colonialism in Kazakhstan was of an exploitative nature, and in the
propaganda of the destruction of the Kazakhs, unusual methods of disguise began to be created.
Mustafa Shokai, a representative of the Kazakh political elite, proved this far-sighted in his time.

In the critical analysis of large-scale socio-economic practices, such as land and water reform,
localization of the state apparatus and other issues implemented by the Soviet government in
Turkestan in the 20-30s, Mustafa Shokai and his publications played the most active role, as
evidenced by the famous historian M. Koigeldiev in his works (Koigeldiev, 1997). This served as the
basis for new research directions, as a new approach in the history of Kazakhstan.

By the decision of the Bureau of the Kazakh Regional Committee of the Party of June 10, 1925,
following the instructions of I. Stalin and the Central Committee of the RCP (b), letters were sent to
the provincial committees about the leadership of the national press and the procedure for using the
intellectuals in it, which was absent from the National Party. Local party organizations were
instructed to strengthen the activities of the propaganda departments to manage the local press.

As a result of these actions, the policy of displacement the most experienced and patriotic
groups of the intellectuals from active socio-political activity, their conscious opposition to the
people, and involving only those who are ready or internally willing to serve in accordance with the
instructions of the center in the highest level of party and state power has intensified. This was a new
stage of delusion from the historical path of the Kazakh people. Previously, the intelligentsia
represented the national, general democratic interests, now this right has passed to the party,
nomenklatura intellectuals, which has taken the position of the central bodies. It was at this critical
hour for the fate of the republic that F. I. Goloshchekin was appointed the first head.

The appointment of F. Goloshchekin as the first secretary of the Kazakh regional party
committee was not accidental. He showed in himself the highest model of the Stalinist understanding
of the national question, adhering to two mutually exclusive principles: the individual division of
peoples and the idea of a centralized state. The first head of Kazakhstan, who meets all the
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requirements of the unified statehood being created, was tasked with creating a state apparatus in the
republic that is able to promptly and strictly fulfill the wishes of the center.

On the way to this goal, the groups led by F. Goloshchekin the national intellectuals, especially
those who were not members of the party and were internally opposed to it, tried to restrain their
resistance. I. Stalin, often meeting with the Kazakh intellectuals, realizing its requirements for
building a national state, saw in the actions of some national figures a split of the "bourgeois"
intellectuals. Therefore, Stalin, believing that these "bourgeois intellectuals" should not contribute to
the development of Kazakh society, set Goloshchekin the task of fighting against them. He began a
campaign of mass punishment of the Kazakh intellectuals under the leadership of the party, using a
hypocritical slanderous approach to finally consolidate the power of the Soviets and thereby isolate
the Kazakh masses from the influence of the Alash intellectuals, to achieve this goal "sparing no
effort and not stopping before the victims" (Aq Zhol, 1922).

The documentary evidence of the time clearly proves this political process. For example, the
charges of the NKVD officers against national figures were as follows:" S. Mendeshov
from 1918 participated in the bourgeois-nationalist organization called Alash-Orda, actively fought
against the Soviet government, participated in the armed uprising on the Bukeev steppe, then joined
the bourgeois-nationalist organization. The purpose of this organization is to separate Kazakhstan
from the USSR".

And the accusation against Turar Ryskulov was brought in 1919 against an anti-Soviet Turkish
organization called "it is It-Va-Tarraki". This organization aimed to create a bourgeois-nationalist
state, separating the Turkestan region from the Soviet power.

Even worse was the accusation against I. Mustambayev: "In 1932, in Almaty, together
with D. Abikeyev, who was opposed to the Soviet government, an" initiative group "of
counter-revolutionary-nationalist youth (the"Initiative Group") was formed. This group, fighting
against the Soviet government, set itself the task of creating an independent Kazakh democratic
republic and saving the Kazakh people from the blockade by the Bolsheviks and Moscow" (QR UQK
DA, D. 010237).

From the following such document follows the accusation against Oraz Zhandosov: “since
1928, the counter-revolutionary bourgeois-nationalist KazSSR overthrew the Soviet government and
separated from the USSR and became part of the Japanese state. At the same time, in order to achieve
these actions in the Chui region, he led an organization against the heads of the CPSU(b) and the
Soviet government” (QR UQK DA, D. 04657).

It is easy to guess that F. I. Goloshchekin intended to change the "international" composition of
the people of Kazakhstan. The policy of settlement of Stolypin Russia, which continued in the Soviet
era, had a result. Kazakhs with a specific weight of 81.7 percent in 1897 declined to 58 percent in
1925. The backward feudal patriarchy, under the guise of an economic region, began to implement
the principle of internationalism about the need for Proletarian leadership. This ideology was the basis
for the promotion of the position on the Soviet Union at the legislative level in Kazakhstan of the
party and Soviet leadership and representatives of other nationalities. Thus, according to incomplete
data in 1925, the number of Kazakhs in the ranks of the RCP(b) was 9462 people (according to other
data-6645 people), or only 34 percent of the total number of Communists in the republic
(Kommunisticheskaja partija Kazahstana, 1990).

During this period, some methods of work were developed among Kazakh activists. For the
head of the center, the most correct method was to ignite butt quarrels and use them logically.
The inability to foresee the remoteness and weakness of the consolidating factors within the nation,
the concentration of real power in the central bodies of Moscow created favorable conditions for the
escalation of such a negative phenomenon.

Sultanbek Kozhanov, pointing to these circumstances, writes in his letter to Stalin:
"the objective situation when a regional worker comes makes him an ordinary, heartless colonial
official, and he feels himself the will of the entire center, considers himself above criticism, and also
slanders, complains about higher bodies and persons, that is, in the hierarchy of leadership, so as not
to hinder his "creation".
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To descend from the height of one's position, to reckon with the lower organizations,
the masses, to periodically check one's "presence of sin" in life, within the fundamentally permissible
limits, does not even think about it" (Qongyratbaev, 1994).

Sultanbek Kozhanov showed that under these conditions, support for the escalation of the split
became a legitimate approach to party work in Kazakhstan:" comrade Yezhov and Naneishvili
would have talked a lot about this, because at that time all their leading influence was based primarily
on taking into account the differentiation of groups and the ability to logically "unite groups"
(QRPA. F. 141. Op. 1. D. 1129. L. 85-86).

Goloshchekin, although he spoke in his speeches about the need to suppress the group struggle,
actually provoked it, and its outcome, firstly, for the benefit of himself and the weakening of the
positions of patriotic forces against the center; secondly, as T. Ryskulov noted at the time, for pressure
on any self-criticism and diverting public attention from the disclosure of numerous mistakes in
politics by party organizations (QRPA. F. 141. Op. 1. D. 5792. L. 282).

The reliability of this opinion is also evidenced by historical data. From the first day of his
tenure as the first head of Kazakhstan until his departure, Goloshchekin fought against the national
intellectuals, primarily against its individuals, relying on this method of work.

Upon arrival in Kyzylorda in September 1928, Goloshchekin announced the existence of a
group opposing him, which opposes his appointment as the head of the Kazakh regional party
committee, which is headed by the second secretary of the party organization of the Republic
S. Kozhanov and includes the editor-in-chief of "Enbekshi-Kazakh" Smagul Saduakasov and the
chairman of the KazCEC Zhalau Mynbayev. But in fact, there was not a single opposing group of
Goloshchekin among the national intelligentsia. The spread of such rumors was necessary for him,
first of all, to persecute the most influential and capable figures in the leadership of the republic: with
this approach, it was clear that he was using a slanderous approach to Sultanbek Kozhanov, a true
supporter of the fight against colonialism, widely recognized during the land and water reform in
Turkestan in 1921-1923.

F. Goloshchekin, who later arrived in Moscow as the first secretary of the Kazakh regional
party committee, dismissed S. Kozhanov from his post and sent him to Moscow at the disposal
of the Central Committee. Yezhov came in his place, and before moving to work in Moscow, he was
the chief adviser to his first secretary. S. Kozhanov himself understood perfectly well what was
hidden behind such substitutions. This was one of the methods of combating nationalist figures in the
republic at that time.

From the point of view of historical justice: first, with the appointment of the first head of the
representative of another nation of the Kazakh autonomy, proclaimed in the concept of the
intelligentsia, this appointment was made by methods characteristic of the power order, in particular,
without consent in the center and comprehensive, democratic discussion on the ground.

When he was informed about the decision of the Central Committee at a meeting of the bureau
of the Kazakh Regional Party Committee, he said without turning around: "Moscow invited me, of
course, not for business, but for dissolution" (QRPA, F. 141, Op. 1, D. 231, L. 231).

F. 1. Goloshchekin, unaware of his violence against the Kazakh state, sent a request to
Kazakhstan to send "several responsible employees for party-administrative and economic purposes".
He said this at a meeting of the bureau of the Kazakh regional party committee: "One comrade has
been sent for our consideration. The comrade Vakhlamov, who headed the Organizational
Department in Nizhny Novgorod. I asked again to send a couple of people. However, this problem
has not yet been resolved. The type of resolution adopted on this issue was as follows:

- the question of sending the remaining staff (Lurie, Pyatkin and Smirnov) to Kazakhstan should
be sent to the secretariat for consideration, and the Secretariat should resolve this issue no later than
within a week;

- Recommend that the Moscow Committee allocate at least three responsible party workers for
Kazakhstan (QRPA, F. 141, Op. 1, D. 18, L. 230).
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All these proposals were resolved at a meeting of the Politbureau of the Central Committee of
the RCP (b) in mid-October 1925, about which an operational letter was sent to the Kazakh Regional
Committee of the party.

Thus, the Central Committee of the RCP(b) took on such an inspector as S. Kozhanov, and sent
in his place several responsible employees of the "Proletarian" center. This was not an isolated
incident.

In the 1920s, such figures as T. Ryskulov, A. Dosov, S. Asfendiyarov, and N. Nurmakov were
sent to Moscow in various directions. And their place was taken by dozens of "responsible
employees" from Russia. This form of personnel exchange, conducted under the egis of
"internationalization", "strengthening" of responsible personnel, actually pursued the goal of
"nationalistic" distancing among the local energetic intellectuals.

For F. Goloshchekin, a collaborator of the center, who aspired to unlimited power in
Kazakhstan, the concept of the "Kazakh state" was completely absent. As the first head of the Kazakh
regional party organization, he established himself as a strict executor of the instructions and
decisions of the center, its general secretary. For example, commenting on the political course
approved at the meeting of the Kazakh regional committee of the party, where the draft resolution of
the fifth regional conference of the party was discussed, he noted: "I protest against this
proposal by raising both hands. Usually, when there are no words, they say that the political course
is correct, the political course is approved. I believe that the political course is the direction of the
Central Committee of the party. We have no other political course than this " (QRPA. F. 141. Op. 1.
D. 18. L. 532).

Of course, this was not an accidental speech, but the principled position of a political worker
dependent on the party leadership in Moscow. It would also be wrong to say that during this period
there was a special position of the Kazakh regional party committee on any major issue. The Kazakh
regional party organization after Goloshchekin came to the leadership, becoming "reliable", not
leaving the said RCP (b), became a state structure and took over all other types of state administration.

The stubborn attitude of F. Goloshchekin to the interests of the Kazakh Republic was also
manifested in the territorial issue. So, in 1925, the Presidium of the RCEC, without the consent of the
Kaztsik, decided to transfer the Ilek district of the Aktobe province to the Orenburg province of the
RSFSR. The discussion of this issue at the meeting of the Bureau of the Committee of the Kazakh
regional party organization caused a heated discussion. The decision of the RCEC was sharply
criticized by the chairman of the SNC of the KASSR N. Nurmakov, the chairman of the KazCEC
Zh. Mynbayev, a member of the bureau of the Kazakh regional committee of the party of S. Kozhanov
and others. Thus, N. Nurmakov noted that this decision is connected with the liquidation of the
Kazakh Republic, taking into account its national composition, which at the current rate of settlement
is not far off, when the share of the European population will reach 70%.

Responding to Goloshchekin's remark about the need to take into account not only national
motives, but also economic reasons in solving this issue, S. Kozhanov said: "Here we cannot move
away from the point of view that national interests do not have any weight. In the conditions of our
republic, the national cuisine is of particular importance... Now, it seems, there is a course to
strengthen the settlement. The mass migration to Siberia became formal. Siberian settlers flock to our
country, not stopping there. 12,000 settlers are registered. I believe that this issue should be
considered from the point of view of preserving and further strengthening the Kazakh Republic as a
state, and not as a region, as part of Russia... Therefore, I believed that this issue could not be worked
out in detail from the point of view of preserving the Kazakh Republic as a viable state and putting
its fate in the cold hands of some comrades.

Summing up the discussion, Goloshchekin condemned the Chechens for their disagreement
with the party's policy, and, focusing on the issue of Ilek, noted: "If you are not satisfied with
questions on certain issues, for example, on the division of the Orenburg province, etc., then this is
important from the point of view of Kazakhstan. Let me remind you that it is decided from the point
of view of the interests of the USSR... " (QRPA. F. 141. Op. 1. D. 18. L. 234-251).
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In general, all these data indicate that Goloshchekin, as a leader, attached special importance to
the interests of the center, Russia and had nothing to do with understanding the suffering of the
Kazakh people on the eve of great changes in their lives. Therefore, even a simple disagreement with
the center and its positions was perceived by it as a manifestation of nationalism.

F. Goloshchekin's political illiteracy was explained by ignorance of the history, culture and life
of the Kazakh people, so he could not and did not want to understand the specifics of the historical
period experienced by the Kazakh people. He understood his task in Kazakhstan as the establishment
of mutual understanding between its peoples. However, he did not understand that this opportunity
could be only as a result of meeting the natural, elementary needs of the Kazakh people (land, equality
in all spheres of life, etc.), which were drowned on a colonial scale.

At the same time, it should be noted that one of the main misconceptions of the
Central Committee of the party as the body that develops the strategy of national policy,
Goloshchekin as the chairman of the Central Committee, was that they could not correctly understand
the nature of nationalism, regarded it as a one-sided reactionary negative phenomenon and limited
themselves to a crude opposition to class interests. Of course, all this is now understood as the Russian
imperial, national policy.

Putting the political, ideological approach above all else, they underestimated the economic,
social, psychological and other foundations of the emergence of this historical period. Speaking at
the IV meeting of the Central Committee of the RCP(b) (June 9-12, 1923) with the responsible
employees of the national republics and regions, T. Ryskulov emphasized the truth: "the destruction
of the deviations as chauvinism and local nationalism is simply mechanically impossible, it can be
done only by eliminating economic and other contradictions in the composition of the population
itself. While the Kyrgyz poor in Semirechye have their own land, and the Russian kulak with
125 tithe lands and 15 heroes has split, no matter how you understand that Kyrgyz internationalism
is a good world and it is necessary to obey the Soviet power, it does not understand this and represents
the Soviet power only in the form of a fist." From this it is clear that only a great-power-minded
person, relying on the strength of the colonial power, can neither see nor understand the state of the
indigenous people's intellectuals. Pointing to this, vol. Ryskulov noted that "a communist from this
environment will undoubtedly sympathize with this batyr, and if he says this, he will easily put a
nationalist yoke on him" (Kazahstan oblasnyh, 1981).

Without taking effective measures to finally destroy the colonial order, the RCP (b) did not
notice that the settlers were trapped in the colonial network, retreating from their previous principles
and falling into the trap of imperial politics. At the same time, it should be noted that the main weapon
of the center is still the slogan of the fight against nationalism.

Proclaiming the right of nations to self-determination, the apparatus of the Central Committee
of the party, as a leading and directing force, formed mainly of representatives of the Great Russian
persuasion, without regard to anyone with the rights of the chief arbiter, determining the level and
content of this freedom in the national republics, understood Kazakhstan as otar, bodan. Therefore,
in practice, it quickly turned into a state political structure that forcibly and deliberately imposed the
policy of internationalism on the peoples under the yoke of the former tsarist empire. Over time, it
became clear that this policy is a new cover for the policy of the old Russification.

The principle of true national freedom as the basis of true internationalism was implemented
only on paper.

Only Mustafa Shokai in exile had the opportunity to make frank conclusions about
the Soviet government and the Soviet Union.

On March 22, 1922, a meeting of the Kazakh-Kyrgyz department under the Turkestan Central
Executive Committee was held in Tashkent with the participation of the Kazakh intellectuals. The
report of the representative of the Turkestan Central Executive Committee and the Turkestan
Committee of People's Commissars in Kazakhstan, Isa Toktybayev, was heard at the meeting. The
resolution adopted on the basis of the report indicated the reasons for the delay in joining the Zhetysu
and Syrdarya regions to Kazakhstan. These are: 1) the completion of the land reform in Turkestan; 2)
the transfer of the capital of Kazakhstan from Orenburg; 3) to achieve in Kazakhstan the broad
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involvement of the local population in the work of the Council and the destruction of the remnants of
colonialism (Chetvyortoe soveshchanie RKP(b) OK, 1923). It was shown that the accession of the
Turkestan Kazakhs to Kazakhstan is beneficial only if such conditions are met.

While these requirements were not fully implemented, in 1924, the national - territorial division
of the Central Asian republics was carried out, the Semirechensk and Syrdarya regions were
converted to Kazakhstan. This situation, which led to changes in the Turkic world, was also full of
disputes and contradictions. The processes of separation and merger went in different directions. On
March 10, 1924, at a meeting in Tashkent, the secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of Turkestan, A. Rakhimbayev, made a report on the topic: "On the National territorial division
of Turkestan". He assessed the classification of Central Asia into national republics as the right way.
He was supported by such figures as N. Aitakov, S. Asfendiyarov, K. Atabayev. And the chairman
of the Central Asian Economic Council, M. S. Paskutsky and S. Kozhanov, did not agree to the land
survey. They advocated the creation of a single Central Asian Federation in economic, political and
administrative terms. At the plenum of the territorial commission for the surveying of the Central
Asian Republics on August 17, 1924, and then at the joint Plenum of the leading organizations of the
Turkestan Republic, held on September 14, 1924, S. Kozhanov reflected the requirements for a
Central Asian Federation. The complexity of the problem that plagued the Kazakh intellectuals of
that time was the premature readiness of the Kazakhs to border division. S. Kozhanov's article
"let the dispute stop and the case will be opened" can be considered as proof of this situation. It says
that " Turkestan, which until now was one that was not established on the peasant side, is now wearing
out and makes up four or five states. While others created a Central Asian peasant unity, not dividing
immediately, but conducting peasant affairs in unity, the Kazakh regions emerged from Central Asia.
"Semirechye and Syr Darya are still connected with the states of Central Asia, and not with
Kazakhstan" (Aq Zhol, 1924).

The archival documents show that at that time an important issue was the national-territorial
division of the republics of Central Asia. As actual data for that period, you can see the document "on
the unification of the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) territory into the Turkestan KSSR and the unification of
Central Asia on the basis of the state-national question". In the data of the document specified in it:

1. despite the fact that the surveying of the territory of Central Asia on the national principle
should have led to a conflict, the inclusion in the KSSR, which was unified with the division of the
lands occupied by the Kirghiz in the territory of the then multi-ethnic SSR, Bukhara and Khorezm,
especially at a time when the unification of the Turkish Republic, now the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) region
in the KSSR, was a timely, urgent and state necessity and previously required its implementation,
without waiting for a decision

2. when determining the boundaries of the future USSR, three principles were obtained in
accordance with the practice established in the USSR:

I. uniformity of the natural and historical conditions of the area.

II. uniformity of its economic specifics.

III. uniformity of the national-cultural and living conditions of the population. The latter
principle played a leading role here.

At the same time, the first two questions when registering the national-state structure are usually
considered as additional and can be of decisive importance only in the presence of extreme
exceptions" (QROrMA. F. 5. Op. 6. D. 14. L. 12.).

The Kazakh intellectuals, having comprehensively analyzed the internal capabilities of
Turkestan and the Republic of Kazakhstan, was looking for an answer to the question, in what
conditions the Kazakh people can find a suitable way to divide Central Asia. First of all, the need to
move the capital from Orenburg to the Kazakh environment was touched upon. Because "if the state
does not rely on the public of the capital, then the case of the Main Department will not be in order"
(QROrMA. F. 5. Op. 6. D. 14. L. 12.).

Based on the question of the capital, among the candidate cities were Aktobe, Akmola,
Akmeshit, Aulieata, Semey, Shymkent. As a result, the CEC adopted a resolution on the transfer of
the capital from Orenburg to Akmeshit.
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The immediate management of the evacuation of the capital was carried out by S. Kozhanov
himself. In April 1925, the V Extraordinary Congress of the Kazakh Central Executive Committee
was held. The main agenda of the congress included the first of the most important issues for
Kazakhstan at that time - the abolition of the name of the Kyrgyz, in subsequent documents-only
Kazakhs, and secondly, the renaming of the capital of Akmeshit to Kyzylorda.

Thus, the territory, borders and capital of the state of Kazakhstan were determined, and the
people experienced terrible suffering, but did not have their own power, and historically won a huge
victory. It was in the category of countries that legally received the name of a republic with a capital,
with specified borders, with a designated single territory. This was the result of the struggle of the
Kazakh intellectuals of the early twentieth century, led by M. Shokai, A. Bukeikhanov,
A. Baitursynov, B. Karataev, and since the establishment of Soviet power-the result of the activities
of T. Ryskulov, S. Saduakasov, S. Kozhanov, Zh.Mynbayev. The foundation of the modern statehood
of the independent Republic of Kazakhstan was laid in the early twentieth century.

Conclusion. The attempts of the Bolshevik leadership to create a unified state on the territory
of the entire Russian Empire, designed to make small peoples economically and politically dependent,
or, if necessary, to eliminate them, were opposed by the national intellectuals, which adhered to the
anti-colonial ideology. The possibilities of creating a Kazakh statehood have narrowed, and this idea
has acquired a completely different character. Because, having come to power, the Bolshevik party
of V. 1. Lenin, openly adhering to the policy of destroying small nationalities, set a course for turning
Kazakhstan into one of the regions of Russia, raising the slogan of internationalism. Over time, the
fact that the Soviet leaders openly suppressed national interests became more acute.

As a result, the Bolshevik ideology clearly believed that the solution of national problems
follows from the solution of class problems. It could not be otherwise in the conditions of the political
power of the party. The sponsor of this path was I. V. Stalin himself. In 1923, at a meeting of the
Central Committee of the RCP(b) with the responsible employees of the national republics and
regions, M. Sultangaliyev set the task of "turning Turkestan into a model republic" and intensified
the fight against "Kyrgyz (Kazakh) nationalism".

The issue of national autonomy of the Kazakh intellectuals during the Soviet period was a
demand of that time. The activities of the Kazakh intellectuals aimed at creating a national state, the
activities aimed at restoring national independence based on the analysis of the pages of history paved
the way for the independence that the national ideas of that time experience today.

At the end of the twentieth century, it became clear that Kazakhstan had become an independent
state. In the course of the study, we were convinced that today, in solving such urgent problems as
the land, the state language, the national state ideology, the national mentality, the formation of
national consciousness, national democracy, the works and views of the Kazakh intelligentsia, who
fought for the independence of the Kazakh statehood of the last century, are of great importance.

Sources
PA RK — Parliament Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan
CSA RU — Central State Archive of the Republic of Uzbekistan
CSA RK — Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan
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