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

PEJAKHUAJBIK AJIKA
AbazoB Paduc ®anmcynsi — PhD, KomymOmst yHmBepcureriHiH ambloHKT-podeccopsl, Ka3ak YITTBIK arpapiblk 3epTTey
YHHUBEPCHUTETIHIH XaIBIKAPAIBIK BIHTHIMAKTACTHIK JKOHIHIET1 MPOPEeKTOPEI, XKacklt xaHe TYpaKThl JaMy WHCTHTYTBIHBIH JTUPEKTOPEI,
MBA 0arnapiiaMachIHBIH YHIIECTIPYIIICI.
AbabipaxmMaHoB TonoGexk O0inynabl — Tapux FHUIBIMIAPBIHEIH JOKTOPEL, mpodeccop, Kpiprerz PecmyOmukacsl ¥nTTHIK
FBUIBIM aKaJIeMUSICBIHBIH KoppecnoHaeHT-mymreci, XKycin bamacarein arsiamarst Kpiprei3 MemmekeTTik yHuBepcureTi (KpIprpi3
PecmyGnukacs!, bimmkek).
AyaHacoBa 9yiuMa MycipKbI3bl — TapyX FEUIBIMIAPBIHEIH H0KTOpEL, JI.H. I'ymunes ateiamarsr Eypasus YiITTIK yHHBEPCUTETIHIH
podeccopel.
90in EpkiH AMaHKOJIYJIbI — TapuX FRUIBIMIAPEIHBIH JOKTOpHI, mpodeccop, KP BFM FK Mewmneker Tapuxsl HHCTHTYTHIHBIH
nupekropsl. (Kazakcran).
OJjimbaii Hypcan — Tapux FBUIBIMAApBIHBIH KaHauAaTel, mpodeccop, LI YommxanoB areiHmarbl Tapux koHE STHOJOTHUS
WHCTHTYTHIHBIH Oac FeUTBIMU KbI3MeTkepi (Kazakcran).
Bepuep Kynthua (Werner, Cynthia) — Tapux reuUIIMAapbIHEIH JOKTOPEL, Tpodeccop, Texac ynusepcureti, (AKILL).
Haiinep Anexcanap (Diener Alexander) — Tapux FBIIBIMIAPEIHBIH JOKTOPHL, podeccop. Kanzac ynusepcureti, (AKLL).
JixymameB Ackap Mam0eToBHMY — TapuxX FBUIBIMIAPBIHBIH JOKTOpPHL, Ipodeccop, O30excran PecryOnmkackasly FrutbiM
Axanemusicel Kapaxanmakcran Oemimmreciniy Kapaxanmax ryMaHWTapibslK FBUIBIMAAD 3€pPTTEY HHCTHTYTHIHBIH Tapux OemiMi
MEHTepYIILICi.
Kapken A¥irya MaJuikKbI3bl — TapuxX FRUIBIMAApEIHBIH 1oKTOpEl, JI.H. I'ymues atsianarst Eypasust ¥ATTHIK YHHBEpCHUTETIHIH
podecCopel.
Ko:xupoBa Cseriiana BacmeBHa — casicaTTaHy FHUIBIMIAPBIHBIH JOKTOpPEI, npodeccop, @ynan YHusepcureriHin Kprtail sxone
OpTanbIK A3USHBI 3epTTeY OpTaIBIFBIHBIH MeH «Acrana» XFK 6ipnecken nupexrops! (Kasaxcran).
Keoxe6aeBa I'ymxayhap KakeHKbI3BI — Tapyux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOPHI, mpodeccop, On-Papabu atbiHgarsl Kazak yiTThIK
yuusepcureri. (Kazakcran).
Kaobiigunos 3usidex Epmykanyiabl — TapuxX FBUIBIMAAPBIHEIH HOKTOPEL, mpodeccop, KP Ilpe3nmeHTiHIH KaHBIHIAFBI
¥FA akapemuri, KP £2KBM FK HLILL. YonuxanoB aterHnars! Tapux x&oHE 3THONOTHS HHCTUTYTHIHBIH bac mupexTopsr (Kazakcran).
Kapacaes Fann Mykamyibl — Tapux FBUIBIMIAPBIHEIH JOKTOPHI, Tpodeccop, KP Feubiv sxone xoraph! 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, Vcmam Tapuxel, oHep KoHEe MOJCHUET FHUIBIME-
3epTTey OPTANEIFBIHBIH aFa FRUTbIMU Kbi3MeTkepi IRCICA — Islam Tarih, Sanat ve Kiiltiir Arastirma Merkezi. (Typkus, CTamOyn K. ).

OyTrpam AjaH — apxeoJorusl FHUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JIOKTOPBI, DKCETep YHHMBEPCUTETIHIH apXeoNorHsl JKoHE TapHX KageIpachIHBIH
npodeccopsl (¥ap10puTanus, JKcerep).
CumrtukoB Komapt KynaiiGeprenyisl — Tapux FBUIBIMAApPBIHBIH KAaHAWAATHL, CasCaTTaHy FHUIBIMIAPBIHBIH JOKTOPHI,

AGaif aterHmarel Kaszak YITTHIK TeJarorWKaiblK YHHUBEPCHTETIHIH CascaTTaHy JKOHE OJICYMETTIK-QMIOCODHIIBIK —TOHACD
Ka(eApaCchIHBIH MCHI€PYILIC.

CmaryiioB Opa3zak CMa¥Fy1y/ibl — TapyX FEUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOpPHL, podeccop, KP IIpesunentiniy xansianarsl ¥FA akagemuri,
Banon FeuTBIM akaneMHsCBIHBIH Kopp.-myteci, [ILII. YonmxaHoB aTBIHIAFEI CHIMIBIKTEIH JIaypeaThl, FAIIIBIM MEH TEXHUKAHBIH eHOeK
cigipres Kaiparkepi, JI.H. 'ymunes ateranarsr Eypasust yiTTeIK yHEUBEpCHTeTiHIH mpodeccopsl. (Actana, KasakcTan).

Typaaaunesa Yoanon KanapOekKbI3bl — TapuX FBUIBIMAAPBIHEIH JOKTOPEI, OpTamslk Asusmarsl AMEpHKaH YHHBEPCHUTETIHIH
podeccopel.

Mlajinynnaes llamyaaT — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOPHI, Tpodeccop, TepMes MeMIICKETTIK YHUBEPCUTETiHIH ©O30eKCTaH TapyuXbl
KageApachIHBIH MEHI€PYILIC.

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

KAYAIITBI PEJAKTOP
TambdaeBa Kaguua UckanaapKbI3bl — TapuX FEUTBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUIATEI, KpIpFe13 PecimyOnrkachl ¥ITTHIK FRUIBIM aKaICMUSICHI
B. XXamrepunHoB ateiHAarel Tapux, apXeonorusl )KOHE 3THOIOTHST HHCTHTYTHIHBIH apXeoJIorysl 06 TiMiHIH MEHTePYIITIiCi.

FbLUIBIMU PEJAKTOPJIAP
OterenoB Mapart 3eHHATYJIbI — TapHX FHUIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUIATH, KaybIMIACTRIPEUTFaH Ipodeccop, «I1I. YonuxaHoB aTeIHIarbl
Kexmeray yanBepcuteti» KeAK Ttapux, reorpadus jkoHe aJI€yMeTTiK-I'yMaHUTapIIBIK ToHAep KadeIpachIHBIH MEeHI epyIIici.
Myxkanosa I'yanap KaiipoamakpI3bl — Tapux FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH KaHIUIATH, Tpodeccop, Acrana Kanacsiaaars! LI VonnxaHos
aTBIHIAFbl Tapyx jkoHE 3THOJIOT VSl HHCTUTYTHI (DMITHAJIBIHBIH KETEKIII FhIIIBIMU KbI3METKEPi.

TEXHUKAJIBIK XATHIbI
KoneeBa Canns Kymaraiikpi3sl — maructp, Kazakcran mer Opraisik A3ust Tapuxsl HHCTUTYTHIHBIH Kbi3MeTKepi (Kazakcran)
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T JIABHBIN 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 BiiagmmMupoBud — KaHIMAAT HCTOPUYECKUX HAyK, BEAyIIMil Hay4HBIA COTpPYJIHUK,
3aBeAyomui oraenoM uctopun Kazaxcrana XX Beka MHctuTyTta mcropuu u stHOnoruu uM. Y.Y. BanuxaHosa.
KH MHBO PK (Kazaxcran)

PEJAKIIMOHHAS KOJIJIEI' UL
AbazoB Papuc ®anucoBuu — PhD, agsionkt-npodeccop KomymOuiickoro yHmBepcurera, MpOPEKTOp MO MEKTyHApOIHOMY
coTpyaandecTBy Ka3axckoro HaIMOHAIBEHOTO arpapHOrO HCCIENOBATENILCKOTO YHHBEPCHUTETa, TupekTop VHcTHTyTa 3em€HOro u
YCTOMYMBOTO pa3BUTHS, KOOPAMHATOP MporpamMMsl MBA.
AbabsipaxmanoB Toso0ex AOUJIOBHY — JOKTOP MCTOPHUYECKHUX HaykK, mpodeccop, wieH-koppecrionaeHT HAH KP, Keipreizckuii
rocyaapcTBeHHbIN yHuBepcuteT uM. JKycyma banacarsina (Keipreisckas Pecry6mnmka, . burmkex).
Aouiab EpkuH AMaHKOI0BHY — JOKTOP HCTOPHMYECKHX Hayk, mpocdeccop, WucturyTr mcropmm rocymapcrsa KH MHBO PK
(Kazaxcran).
Anumbaii Hypcan — kaHIumaT HCTOPUIECKHX HayK, Ipodeccop, TIIaBHBINH HAyIHBIN COTpyIHUK VIHCTHTYTa UCTOPHHU U STHOJIOTHH
M. Y. Y. Bammxanosa KH MHBO PK (Kazaxcran).
AyanacoBa AiuMa MycHpOBHAa — JIOKTOP HCTOPHYECKHX HAyK, mpodeccop, EBpasuiickuii HaIMOHAIBHEIA YHHBEPCUTET NUMEHH
JI.H. 'ymunesa.
Bepuep Cuntusi (Werner Cynthia) — nokrop uctopudeckux Hayk, mpodeccop. Texacckuit yausepcuret (CILIA).
Haiinep Anexcanap (Diener Alexander) — 1okTop UcTOpHYeCcKHX HayK, podeccop. Kanzacckuii yausepcuret (CLLIA).
Jixymames Ackap Mam0eToBHY — JOKTOpP HCTOPHIECKHUX HayK, Ipodeccop, 3aBeAyIomuid oTenoM ucropun Kapakanmakckoro
Hay4HO-HCCIIEJOBATEIbCKOr0 HMHCTUTyTa TyMmaHHWTapHeIX Hayk (Kapakammakckoe otnenenne Axagemuu Hayk PecryOmukn
V36ekucran).
/Kapken Ajiryar MaJIuKoBHa — JOKTOpP MCTOPHYECKHX HAyK, podeccop EBpasmiickoro HallMOHAIFHOTO YHHUBEPCHUTETa UMEHH
JL.H. I'ymunésa.
Hcmarynos Opa3ak McemaryioBU4 — JTOKTOP HCTOPHUYECKUX HayK, mpodeccop, akanemuk HAH PK npu Ilpesunenrte PK, unen-
kopp. bononckoi#t akagemun Hayk, maypear npemun uMm. Y.U. BammxanoBa, 3aciTy)XKeHHBIH IesATENb HAYKH W TEXHHUKH, Ipodeccop
EBpaswuiickoro HanmoHansHOro yausepcurera mmenu JIL.H. I'ymmnesa (Ka3zaxcran).
Kadyasaunos 3usdex EpmyxaHoBH4Y — JOKTOp HCTOpHYECKMX Hayk, mpodeccop, akagemuk HAH PK mpu IIpesunente PK,
I'enepansubril qupexTop MHCcTHTyTa MecTopuy 1 sTHONOrMK MM. U.Y. Bammxanosa KH MHBO PK (Kazaxcran).
Kapacaes I'anm MyxkameBH4 — JOKTOp HCTOPHYECKHX HayK, IMpodeccop, TIaBHBIH HaydHBIH COTpyAHUK MHCTHTYTA HMcTOpHH
rocynapcra Komurera Haykn Munncrepctso Hayku u Beiciero oopasoBanust Pecrrynukn Kazaxcraw, r. Acrana.

Karo Cunm3n (Shinji Kato) — PhD, HarmonanbHbIii Hay4HO-HCCIICIOBATENBECKIH MHCTUTYT KYIBTYpPHBIX IeHHOcTeH B Hape
(Smonus, . Hapa).
Ko:xupoa Cpersiana BacmeBHa — JOKTOp MOMUTHYECKHMX HayK, mpodeccop, comupektop Llentpa mccnemoBanmst Kuras u

Lenrpansroii A3un @ynansckoro Yuusepcurera 1 MHK «Actanay, pykoBoantens LleHTpa KuTaliCKNX U a3MAaTCKUX UCCIICIOBAHUI
(Kazaxcran).

Koxe6aepa I'yabikayxap KakeHoBHAa — TOKTOp HCTOpPHYECKHX HAyK, Mpodeccop Kazaxckoro HamoHanbHOTO YHUBEPCUTETa IMEHHU
anp-Papabu. (Kasaxcran).

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

MymunoB Ammpdex Kyp6aHoBMY — [OKTOp HCTOPHYECKMX HAyK, Hpodeccop, CTapmuil HAydHBIH COTPYIHHUK
HccneioBaTembeKoro IEeHTpa HCIaMCKO# HCTOpHH, HeKyceTBa i KymbTypsl IRCICA — Islam Tarih, Sanat ve Kiiltiir Arastirma Merkezi.
(Typmms, r. CramOyun).

OyTpam AjlaH — JOKTOp apXeOJOrHYecKUX HayK, Mpodeccop AernapTaMeHTa apXeOoJOTHH M HCTOPHM YHHBEpCHTETa JKceTepe
(BenmkoGpuranus, T. DxceTep).

CumtuxoB Komapt KynaiidepreHoBu4 — KaHIUIaT HCTOPHIECKUX HAYK, JOKTOP MOJUTHYCCKHUX HAyK, 3aBeAyIOMIMil Kadeapoit
TIOJIUTOJIOTHH M COIMATIBHO-(PHIOCO(CKUX TucUIUINH Ka3axckoro HamoHaIbHOTO MeIarori9eCKOro yHUBEPCUTETa UIMEHH Abast.
Typaaauesa Yosmon [zkanap0exoBHAa — TOKTOP HCTOPUIECKHX HAYK, Mpodeccop AMEpUKaHCKOro yHuBepcuTeTa B LleHTpanbHOi
Asnn.

Mlafinynaes Hlamyaat — MOKTOp MCTOpPHYECKHX HAYyK, podeccop, 3aBeyIomuid kKadgeapoii ncTopun Y30ekucrana TepMe3ckoro
rOCYZapCTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCHUTETA.

OTBETCTBEHHBIN PEJAKTOP
TambdaeBa Kagnua MckanmapoBHa — KaHIWIAT UCTOPUYECKUX HAYK, 3aBEAYyIOMIas OTMEIIOM apXeoyorud MHCTHTyTa UCTOPHH,
apxeoynoruu u 3tHooruu uM. b. J[xaMmrepunnoBa HarmonanbHoM akanemun Hayk Keipreizckoid PecryOmuku.

HAYYHBIE PEJAKTOPBI
YT1erenoB Mapat 3eHHATOBHY — KaHAW/IAT HCTOPHUECKHX HAYK, aCCOLMUPOBAHHBIN ITpodeccop, 3aBeayronmii Kaeapoii HCTOpUH,
reorpaduu 1 connanbHo-ryManuTapHbIX Hayk HAO «Kokmerayckuii yruepcuret umenn 111, Yanuxanosay.
MyxkanoBa I'oreHap KalipossimHOBHA — KaHIWAAT MCTOPHUYECKUX HAyK, Mpodeccop, BEAyIIM HAydHBIH COTPYIHUK (IIHana
B T. Acrana MHcTuTyTa HicTopry 1 3tHONoruu nM. Y.Y.Bannxanosa.

TEXHAYECKHI CEKPETAPD
Koneesa Canns XKymaraesHa — maructp, corpyaauk MuctutyTta ncropun Kazaxcrana u Lienrpanshoit Azun (Kazaxcran).
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Abstract. Introduction. D.A. Kunaev (1912-1993) - an outstanding party and statesman of Soviet
Kazakhstan and the USSR. For almost half a century he was one of the leading politicians and leaders
of the Kazakh SSR, holding the posts of chairman of the Council of Ministers of the republic and first
secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan. The purpose of this study,
defining and corresponding objectives, is to using documentary evidence and memoirs
of D.A. Kunaev to identify the circumstances, under which D.A. Kunaev was appointed to the post
of head of government, give an analysis of his actions and efforts to achieve the post of the first party
leader, and outline the role and significance of his activities in these posts in 1955-1962. in the socio-
economic development of Soviet Kazakhstan and strengthening the foundation of its statehood.
Materials and methods. Material was attracted from the funds of the Archive of the President of the
Republic of Kazakhstan (AP RK), the memoirs of D. A. Kunaev himself and the results of research
by domestic and foreign historians. Classical methods of historical research were used - historical-
descriptive and historical-genetic. Methods of high-quality sociology were also used: discourse -
analysis of texts and speech practices of the head of Kazakhstan. Results. The circumstances of the
appointment of D. A. Kunaev to the post of Chairman of the Kazakh SSR and then the first secretary
of the republican party organization were investigated, the strategy of his struggle for power was
analyzed and the results of his activities in the period from 1955 to 1962 were evaluated. Conclusions.
In the course of the study, it was shown that in the presented conditions of rapid post-Stalin
transformations, D. A. Kunaev most effectively achieved the achievement of the highest leadership
positions in the republic and used his position in the interests of the development of the Kazakh SSR.
Keywords: 1. Stalin, D. Kunaev, I.Yusupov, Zh. Shayakhmetov, S. Daulenov, Kazakh SSR,
Kazakhstan, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR, First Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan, USSR, N. Khrushchev. L. Brezhnev,
A. Kosygin, Uzbek SSR, military-strategic interests of the USSR.

For citation: Cherepanov K. Party and State Activities of D.A. Kunaev in 1955-1962 // Scientific
Journal “Central Asian courier”. 2026. Vol. 2. No. 1. Pp. 167-181. (In Eng.). DOI: 10.64970/3105-
241X 2026 2 1 167-181
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I.A. KOHAEBTBIH 1955-1962 KBLIIAPIAFBI TAPTUSJIBIK-MEMJIEKETTIK
KBI3METI

Koncmanmun Yepenanoe

[III. YonuxaHoB aTbIHAAFrbl TapuX KOHE 3THOIOTUS UHCTUTYThHI
Anwmarsl, Kazakcran PecryOnukacht
JKerex1ri FUTBIMU KbI3METKEPI, TAPUX FHUIBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUAAThI, TOLEHT

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0736-9383. E-mail: k.v.cherepanov(@mail.ru

Annorauus. Kipicne. JI.A. Konaes (1912-1993) - kenecrik Kazakcran men KCPO-HbBIH KOpHEKTI
napTHs XKoHe MeMJiekeT KaiipaTtkepi. XKaptol racbipra xkybIK Kazak KCP-iHiH xeTtekii cascarkepiepi
MeH OacuibUIapbelHBIH Oipi, pecrmyOnuka Munuctpinep Keneciniy Teparacel jxoHe Kaszakcran
Kommaprusicet OK OipiHIIn XaTibIChl KBI3METTEPIH aTKapabl. Tuicmi MIHACTTEP1 alKBIHIANTHIH OCBI
3epTTeyIiH Makcamyvl MbIHATapAaH Typaabl: J[.A. KoHaeBThIH ©31HIH KYy)KaTTaMaJIbIK KyaJliKTepl MEH
ecTenikTepin maiganana oteipein, [[.A. KoHaeB ykiMeT OacmibIChl Jlaya3pIMbIHA TaFalbIHAAIFaH
OipiHIII MApTHSUIBIK OAacIlbl Jlaya3bIMbIHA JKETYIET! OHBIH 1C-KUMBUIBI MEH KYII-KIrepiHe Tajjnay
Oepyre, xoHe OHbIH 1955-1962 >xpugapmarbl OChl Jiaya3bIMIaparbl KbI3METIHIH KEHECTIK
KazakcTaHHBIH 9JI€yMETTIK-A9KOHOMHKAJIBIK 1aMYbIHJIAFbI )KOHE OHBIH MEMJICKETTLUIITHIH 1preTachiH
HBIFAUTY/IaFbl POJIi MEH MaHbI3bIH Oenriney. Mamepuanoap mern a0icmep. Kazakctan Pecmybnukacsl
[Tpe3unenti mypararbiabig (KP AIT) kopiapsinan marepuannap, [1.A. KoHaeBThIH 03iHiH ecTeiKTepi
KOHE OTaHBIK JKOHE IIETENIIK TapUXUIbLIAPAbIH 3epTTEyAepiHiH HOTHXKeIepl TapThliabl. Tapuxu
3epTTEYIiH KJIACCHKAIBIK JJICTEpl - TapUXHU-CUIMATTAMAJIBIK JKOHE TapUXH-TEHETHKAJBIK dIicTep
konmaHelabl. CoHmaii-ak camaibl olieyMeTTaHy oficTepl KONIAaHBULIBI: AUCKypc - Kazakcran
0acCIIBICEIHBIH MOTIHAEPI MEH coiiniey Taxipubenepin tanmay. Homuowcenep. JI.A. Konaerol Kazak
KCP-inin Teparacsl, cofaH KeiiH peciyOIMKaIbIK TapTUs YHBIMBIHBIH OipiHINI XaTIIBICH! KbI3METIHE
TaralbIHIAYIbIH MOH-)KalIaphl 3epTTENli, OHBIH OMJIIK YILIIH KYpec CTPaTeTHsiChl TaJlJaH]bl KOHE
1955-1962 >xpuinap apasibIFbIHIAFbl KbI3METIHIH HOTIOKeNepl Oaramanabl. 3epTrey OapbIChIHAA
JI.A.KoHaeBThIH pecryOInKagarbl >KOFapbhl OacUIbUIBIK JiayasbIMaapra OapblHIIA THIMII KOJ
KETKI3reHi jxoHe o3iHiH karnaitbin Kazak KCP-iHiH mamysl Myuaecine naigaganFaHbl KOPCeTUI .
Tyitinai ce3nep: N.B. Cranun, J[.A. Konaes, U.A. FOcynos, K. lllasxmeros, C. /1. loynenos, Kazak
CCP, Kazakcran, Kazak CCP Munuctpnep Kerneciniy teparacsl, Kazakcran, KCPO Kommaprusicet
OK Gipinmi xatmeicel C. Xpymes, JL.W. Bpexne, A.H. Kocweirun, ©36ex CCP, KCPO-ubIH
OCKEPH-CTPATETUSIIBIK MY IEepi

Moiiexco3 ymin: Yepemanos K. 1955-1962 xeunnapaarst 1. A. KoHaeBTHIH TapTUSIIBIK-MEMIICKETTIK
kbi3Merti // Scientific Journal “Central Asian courier”. 2026. T. 2. Ne 1. 167-181 66. (ArpuimL.).
DOI: 10.64970/3105-241X 2026 2 1 167-181
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AnHoTauus. Beeoenue. JI.A. Kynaes (1912-1993) — Beigaromuiicss mapTuitHbIN 1 TOCYIapCTBEHHBIN
nearenb coBerckoro Kazaxcrana m CCCP. B TedeHue mnpakTHUECKH MONyBEKa ObLT OJHUM W3
BEIyIIMX MOJUTHKOB U pykoBoautenen Kazaxckoit CCP, 3anumas moctel npeacenarens Cosera
MunuctpoB pecrnyonuku u mneporo cekperaps LK Kommaprum Kazaxcrana. [Jens naHHOTO
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MCCIICIOBAaHUS, OMPEACISIONIasi U COOTBETCTBYIOIIME 3a/1aud, COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI HCIIONB3YS
JOKyMEHTaJIbHbIE CBUICTENILCTBA U BOCTIOMUHAHUs camoro J[.A. KyHaeBa BBISIBUTH OOCTOSITENBCTBA,
IIpY KOTOpBIX Ipou3ouao HazHaueHue J[.A. KyHaeBa Ha JOIKHOCTH IVIaBbl IIPABUTEILCTBA, JAaTh
aHaJIMU3 €ro ACUCTBUSM U YCWIMSM B JOCTHKEHUM I1OCTa MEPBOIO NApTUHHOIO PYKOBOAMTENS, U
0003HAYUTH POJIb M 3HAYCHHE €r0 JCSITENLHOCTH Ha 3TUX moctax B 1955-1962 rr. B conmanbHO-
HSKOHOMHYECKOM  pa3BUTHHM coBeTckoro KazaxcraHa ©  yKpemieHMH (QyHAaMEHTa  €ro
TOCYIapCTBEHHOCTH. Mamepuanvi u memoowi. Ilpusnexancs marepuan u3 (oHIOB ApxuBa
[Tpesunenta Pecriyonuku Kazaxcran (AIl PK), Bocmomunanus camoro J[.A. KynaeBa u pe3ynbrarsl
MCCIICIOBAaHUN OT€UECTBEHHBIX M 3apYOEkKHBIX HCTOPUKOB. VICIIOIB30BATINCH KIIACCHUECKUE METOIBI
HCTOPUYECKOIO HCCIIECNOBAHUS - HMCTOPUKO-OIUCATEIIBHBIA M HMCTOPUKO-TEHETHUYECKUU. Takxke
HCIIOJIb30BAIMCh METO/IbI KAUECTBEHHOM COIIMOIOIMH: JUCKYPC - @HAJIU3 TEKCTOB U PEUEBBIX MPAKTUK
pykoBonutens Kazaxcrana. Pe3zynsmamsi. BbImM  HcciaeOBaHBl OOCTOSTENBCTBA Ha3HAUYCHUS
JI.A. KynaeBa na noct Ilpeacenarens Kazaxckoit CCP u 3arem nepBoro cekperapsi peciyOnuKaHCKon
NapTUIHON OpraHM3aluy, MOJBEPTHyTa aHAIU3y CTparerus ero OopbObl 3a BIACTh M OIICHEHBI
PE3YABTATHI €ro JIEATENLHOCTH B Tiepuoa ¢ 1955 mo 1962 rr. Buigoowl. B xone uccnenoBaHus ObLIO
MOKa3aHO, 4YTO B TMPEICTABUBIIMXCS YCIOBUAX OYypHBIX MOCTCTAJIMHCKUX NpeoOpazoBaHUN
J.A. KynaeB wmakcumanbHO 3(PQPEKTUBHO JOOMBAJICS JOCTH)KEHUS BBICIIUX PYKOBOISIINX
JOJDKHOCTEH B pecityOlInKe 1 UCIIONIb30Ball CBOE MOJIOKEHUE B nHTepecax pa3Butus Kazaxckoit CCP.
KiroueBbie cioBa: U.B. Cranun, [I.A. Kynaes, . A. FOcynos, XX.I. [lasxmeros, C./l. ayneHos,
Kazaxckas CCP, Kazaxcran, npencenarens Cosera Munuctpos Kaszaxckoit CCP, nepBblii cekpeTapb
1K Komnapruu Kazaxcrana, CCCP, H. C. Xpymies, JI.U. bpexues, A.H. Kocwirun, Y3oekckas CCP,
BoeHHO-cTparernueckue nurepecst CCCP.

s nurupoBanms: Yepenanos K. IlapruiiHo-rocynapctBenHas aesrensHocTh J[.A. KyHaeBa B
1955-1962 rr. // Scientific Journal “Central Asian courier”. 2026. T. 2. Ne 1. C. 167-18l.
(Ha Anrn.). DOIL: 10.64970/3105-241X 2026 2 1 167-181

Introduction. The name of Dinmukhamed Akhmedovich Kunaev is now scarcely known to the
average citizen, not only of the Russian Federation but even of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Yet, he
was not only the leader of Soviet Kazakhstan, serving as Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the
republic (1955-1960, 1962—-1964) and as First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of Kazakhstan (1960-1962, 1964—1986) for more than thirty years, but he also spent a long
time as a member of the highest party and state leadership of the entire USSR, serving from 1971 to
1986 as a member of the Politburo of the CPSU Central Committee—the de facto highest governing
body of both the Party and the Soviet Union as a whole. Considering that as early as April 1942
Kunaev had worked as Deputy Chairman of the Council of People’s Commissars of the Kazakh SSR,
his presence at the apex of Soviet Kazakhstan’s power spanned almost forty-five years. Not
surprisingly, his memoirs, which reflected many pages of his long and eventful political life, were
titled “About My Time: From Stalin to Gorbachev.”

For Soviet Kazakhstan, the name D.A. Kunaev is associated with an entire era — the “Kunaev
Era.” Kunaev could rightfully call these years “my time” when looking back over the decades he had
lived through. He became the embodiment of Kazakhstan and its multiethnic people, the face of a
young Soviet republic that had obtained its union status only in December 1936, and of the Kazakh
people as a whole. There was no sphere of economic, socio-political, scientific, or cultural life in the
republic that did not bear the imprint of the work of this prominent party, administrative, scientific,
and state figure.

However, Kunaev’s rise to the highest levels of political power in Soviet Kazakhstan was not
cloudless or easy. Crucial in this regard were the events of the second half of the 1950s, when he held
the post of Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR and first attained the coveted
position of the republic’s party leader. These years should be regarded as a turning point in the fate
of D.A. Kunaev himself, the Kazakh SSR, and indeed the entire Soviet Union, since the events of this
period were closely linked to the first post-Stalin decade, to the activities of N.S. Khrushchev, and to
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L.I. Brezhnev, who, at the end of that decade, became First Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee
and assumed leadership of the Soviet state.

The aim of this research is to demonstrate that it was precisely Kunaev, while serving as head
of government in 1955-1960 and as First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of Kazakhstan in 1960-1962, who made a decisive contribution to the socio-economic development
of Kazakhstan, to the strengthening and development of its statehood, and to the preservation of its
territorial integrity. Identifying his position and analyzing Kunaev’s actions with regard to
consolidating the foundations of the Kazakh Socialist Republic’s statehood and maintaining its
territorial integrity are primary and essential research tasks. To achieve this goal, it is necessary to
identify both the stages of his struggle for the post of the republic’s first leader and the methods,
means, and efforts he employed in attaining the leadership of the republican party organization.

The hypothesis of this study is that, while leading the republican party organization in 1960—
1962, D.A. Kunaev changed the character of governance in the republic and, at a minimum, laid the
foundations for its rapid and dynamic development during his second tenure in this position.

Materials and Methods. In the course of this research, classical methods of historical
investigation were actively employed, including the historico-genetic and historico-comparative
methods. The historico-genetic method played a crucial role in explaining facts, identifying the causes
of their sequence, and helped to reveal and interpret key events in the history of the Soviet state, of
which the Kazakh SSR was a part, as well as their influence on the course of events and processes
within Kazakhstan itself.

The historico-comparative method made it possible to determine both the general
characteristics shared by members of the Soviet party-state nomenklatura and the distinctive features
of Kunaev’s style in achieving his goals on the path to power and in managing the development of
the republic during his initial tenure in the Kazakh SSR. The use of this method also allowed for the
identification of the levels of interaction between the leadership of Kazakhstan and the union center,
as well as the true plans and intentions of Moscow regarding the republic’s future.

The study also took into account the moment of ethnic mobilization, linked to the specifics of
Soviet national policy and the optimal methods of interaction with the indigenous population and
local authorities. Discourse analysis of texts and speeches by leaders of the USSR and the Kazakh
SSR, as well as sources of personal origin—including memoirs and autobiographical materials—was
employed to provide further insight.

The research additionally relied on materials from the Archive of the President of the Republic
of Kazakhstan (APRK) and the Russian State Archive of Contemporary History (RGANI). Numerous
documents related to the life and activity of D.A. Kunaev were discovered and analyzed as part of
the research project “The Contribution of D.A. Kunaev to the Socio-Economic Development of
Kazakhstan and the Preservation of its Territorial Integrity.” These documents extracted from
archival collections are important, as they are directly related to the circumstances of Kunaev’s rise
to power and serve as the basis for an objective analysis of the outcomes of his work as one of the
highest-ranking leaders of the Kazakh SSR during 1955-1962.

Discussion

The personality of D.A. Kunaev and the results of his long and productive career have not gone
unnoticed by both foreign and domestic scholars. British researcher Bhavna Dave regarded his
activities as an example of the preservation (or revival) of national identity within the inherently
internationalist framework of the Soviet system (Bhavna Dave, 2007). The phenomenon of forming,
strengthening, and institutionalizing national elites, and transforming them into ruling strata within
the national republics of the Soviet Union, attracted the attention of foreign, particularly Western,
researchers. Interest in the national construction of the Soviet state was demonstrated at different
times by G. Hodnett (Hodnett, 1975; 1978), W. Cleary (Cleary, 1967), and especially T.H. Rigby in a
series of publications (Rigby, 1968; 1970-1971; 1980; 1983; 1988). The judgments of these scholars,
diverse and sometimes contradictory as they are, contribute to understanding both the phenomenon
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of the “party-state leader of a Soviet national republic” and the personality of the Kazakh leader, as
well as to assessing the scope of his activities.

Among the more recent works of foreign authors, the studies by S. Keller (Keller, 2020) and A.
Khalid (Khalid, 2021) deserve mention. Among Kazakhstani researchers focusing on the “Kunaev
era,” particular attention should be given to studies on the evolution and continuity of political
leadership by N.A. Abueva (Abueva, 2007), D. Ashimbaev and V. Khlyupin (Ashimbaev, Khlyupin,
2008), D.B. Kasymova (Kasymova, 2022), and Z.E. Kabuldinov and K.V. Cherepanov (Kabuldinov,
Cherepanov, Kasymova, 2024). These works provide a solid foundation for addressing the research
objectives. The most comprehensive study dedicated to the outcomes of Kunaev’s activity remains
the monograph by B.A. Tulepbaev and K.U. Tulepbaeva, D.A. Kunaev — an Outstanding State and
Political Figure (Tulepbaev, Tulepbaeva, 2006). This work, of course, relies on a wide range of
sources, including Kunaev’s own memoirs and recollections of his associates; however, many of its
conclusions and evaluations now require serious refinement and further development, particularly
given the opportunities for broader archival research. The scholarly monographs
of Zh.B. Abylkhozhin (Abylkhozhin, 1997; 2019) are important both for characterizing the conditions
of socialist construction in the Kazakh SSR and for evaluating the quality and nature of the reforms
themselves.

In Russian academic literature, a substantial body of research has been developed on the party
nomenklatura (Golovinova, 2011). There are also general studies revealing the nature of political
processes in the USSR that led to its collapse (Filippov, 2021; Cheshko, 2000), as well as
investigations into the specifics of regional governance processes (Kishchenkov et al., 2021). The
existing body of publications provides a solid basis for conducting the planned study and contributes
to the understanding of D.A. Kunaev’s activities.

Party-State Activity of D.A. Kunaev in 1955-1962

By the mid-1950s to early 1960s, the position of the Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic within
the formally union-wide state of the USSR appeared highly oppressive. Administratively and
territorially part of the RSFSR as an autonomous unit until December 1936, Soviet Kazakhstan only
then acquired the attributes of a union republic. Yet by many indicators, it remained, in essence, a
colonial possession of Russia—a situation not markedly different from that of other union republics,
or even of Russia itself, which had been seized by the party of radical extremists following the
October 1917 coup.

The entire union state—the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics—since its formation and
largely until its dissolution in December 1991, was conceived and existed as a grand political and
ideological project, aimed not only at transforming the territories of the former Russian Empire but,
in a broader sense, the entire globe, as elegantly and convincingly symbolized by the Soviet state
emblem. For more than four decades since its inception, the Soviet state was under total and relentless
party control, a party which, after the 19th Congress—the last in the life of the Soviet dictator I.V.
Stalin—renamed itself from Bolsheviks to Communists. The adoption of the term “Communist”
further emphasized the strategy and trajectory for the development of the entire union state, all its
constituent republics, and all peoples living within these quasi-state entities.

During the implementation of the so-called “socialist transformations,” a genuine genocide was
inflicted on many peoples of the Soviet Union. Under the guise of Soviet internationalist ideology—
a veneer for the implementation of a global “superproject”—this genocide took on features of
“sociocide” and “meritocide,” as the most prosperous, productive, educated, and cultured segments
of the population were primarily destroyed. The Kazakh people, along with Ukrainians, suffered some
of the greatest losses, both in absolute and especially relative terms, losing almost half of their
population in the brief period leading up to the creation of the Kazakh SSR. It is possible that this
radical change in the ethnic composition of the republic’s population, resulting from such devastating
losses among Kazakhs, contributed to the transformation of this Russian autonomous region into a
union republic. From that point until the end of the USSR, the indigenous Kazakh population always
constituted a relative minority, and the Kazakh SSR remained the only union republic in which the
titular nation was outnumbered by incoming populations.
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By the time the Kazakh SSR was established, not only had millions of Kazakhs engaged in
nomadic livestock breeding and thriving in it been killed or imprisoned, but members of the small yet
highly educated and influential indigenous intelligentsia had also been affected. By the late 1930s,
the Kazakh intelligentsia, in both its national and Soviet manifestations, had been effectively
destroyed. The nation was left decapitated and demoralized. The Kazakh people also suffered
enormous losses during the Second World War. The contribution of Soviet Kazakhstan to the
victory—with its mines, non-ferrous metallurgy enterprises, pastures, herds, and flocks—is difficult
to overestimate, but the human resources provided by Kazakhstan were even more significant. In
conditions where densely populated Ukraine was under occupation and much of the Russian
population was mobilized for the front and defense industries, the Russian-speaking population of
Kazakhstan became virtually the only major reserve for regular mobilization activities. Once again,
the share of Kazakhs who went to the front and perished in the fight against the global threat of the
time exceeded comparable figures from all other Soviet republics.

D.A. Kunaev himself made a significant personal contribution to this great and long-awaited
victory. As director of the Ridder mine and later director of the Leninogorsk ore administration of the
People’s Commissariat of Non-Ferrous Metallurgy of the USSR in 1940-1942, he ensured the
uninterrupted and efficient operation of these flagship enterprises of non-ferrous metallurgy across
the Union. For this, he was noticed and transferred to government service as Deputy Chairman of the
Council of People’s Commissars of the Kazakh SSR.

In addition to the tremendous human losses suffered by the Kazakh people during the
repressions and war, other factors further diluted the demographic structure of the republic and
reduced the proportion of the indigenous population. These included mass deportations of entire
peoples to the republic by the will of the Kremlin dictator, accused of treason or collaboration with
external enemies. The criminal practice of population transfers, used extensively by old conquest-
driven empires, was adopted by the Stalinist regime with respect to Kazakhstan. It first manifested
during collectivization in the late 1920s—early 1930s, when “kulaks and sub-kulaks” were deported
en masse, and then during the “Great Terror” of 1937—-1938, when tens of thousands of ethnic Koreans
from the Soviet Far East and tens of thousands of ethnic Poles deported to Siberia and northern
Kazakhstan became targets of repression after the Red Army’s “liberation campaigns” in late
September 1939. After Nazi Germany’s invasion of the USSR, hundreds of thousands of ethnic
Germans—ypractically the entire population of the Volga German Autonomous Soviet Socialist
Republic—suffered the same fate. Finally, large-scale, well-organized deportations targeted peoples
from the southern and North Caucasus regions deemed “guilty” before the leader, including
Chechens, Ingush, Karachays, Balkars, Crimean Tatars, Meskhetian Turks, Kalmyks, Kurds, Greeks,
and Armenians.

This already diverse and artificially composed population was further altered during the
campaigns of the 1950s—1960s, when hundreds of thousands of enthusiasts, adventurers, and migrants
from across the country arrived in the northern regions of the republic to cultivate virgin and fallow
lands. This large-scale influx of settlers and intermixing of peoples inevitably reduced the proportion
of Kazakhs in the general population and also limited the use and spread of the Kazakh language. In
a multiethnic population deprived of its traditional linguistic environment, the Russian language, as
the state language of the totalitarian empire, naturally became dominant. Whether Kazakhs wanted it
or not, increased interaction with representatives of other nationalities forced them to expand the use
of Russian in professional, cultural, and everyday life.

D.A. Kunaev actively participated in the development of virgin and fallow lands, playing a key
role in this complex and multifaceted process as head of the republican government—the Chairman
of the Council of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR. He held this position from April 1955 to January
1960. During this period, Kazakhstan, especially its northern regions, became the focus of attention
across the Soviet Union as a place of new labor achievements, mass heroism, and the practical
realization of the decades-long communist construction program. The establishment of a large
number of state farms on newly cultivated lands in southern Siberia and northern Kazakhstan,
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essentially state enterprises, reinforced the dominance of centralized, state-driven planning in the
Soviet economy, thereby advancing the development of communist relations.

After the death of I.V. Stalin, N.S. Khrushchev, as the new head of the Communist Party, was a
sincere supporter of communist ideology and believed it was his destiny to ensure the triumph of the
principles of a communist society. The unique competition between the two largest socialist states,
the USSR and the PRC, quickly escalated into a rivalry over the methods and timing of communist
construction, complicating Soviet-Chinese relations for many years and often causing poorly
considered, hasty, and outright erroneous decisions by Soviet leaders.

The plowing of vast areas of previously uncultivated land, primarily for crop production, was
intended by Union leaders to finally end large-scale livestock breeding on lands historically used for
Kazakh pastoralism. The First Secretary of the Kazakh Communist Party in 1946—1954, Zhumabay
Shayakhmetov, had already suffered consequences for attempting to protect the integrity of
Kazakhstan’s steppe lands, which he considered the republic’s primary wealth and key to the survival
of the Kazakh ethnos. His dismissal and reassignment to a local party position in the South
Kazakhstan region served as a lesson to other Kazakh leaders, deterring any future attempts to oppose
central directives (RGANIL. F.3, Op. 61. D.150. L.92-94).

It was under these circumstances that D.A. Kunaev was promoted to the highest leadership
positions in the republic, first as head of the government of Soviet Kazakhstan and later as head of
the republican party organization as its First Secretary. With extensive experience in managing entire
sectors of the Kazakh SSR’s national economy (especially raw materials and defense industries)
during his tenure as Deputy Chairman of the Council of People’s Commissars, he was in close contact
with all members of the Kazakh SSR’s top leadership and, crucially, with future heavyweights of the
Soviet political elite, including D.F. Ustinov and A.N. Kosygin. In his memoirs, Kunaev recalled
Kosygin’s keen attention to major projects:

"The construction of the Irtysh-Karaganda canal, the chemical plant, the Pavlodar Tractor
Plant, the design and expansion of the Yermakov Ferrochrome Plant and thermal power station—all
of this was studied, discussed, and recorded in Kosygin's vast memory. Kosygin expressed his ideas
about turning Ekibastuz into the country’s largest fuel and energy region and including it in the five-
vear plan” (Kunaev, 2022:155).

While serving as Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR, D.A. was in close
contact with L.I. Brezhnev, who held the posts of Second Secretary from February 1954 to August
1955 and First Secretary of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan from August 1955 to March 1956.
The Brezhnev—Kunaev tandem oversaw large-scale campaigns to develop virgin lands in Northern
Kazakhstan and laid the foundations of the Soviet space program—the legendary Baikonur
Cosmodrome.

Notably, at the Fifth Plenum of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan
(2—6 August 1955), D.A. Kunaev, on behalf of the bureau, proposed electing L.I. Brezhnev as First
Secretary of the CPC Kazakhstan:

"...Comrade Brezhnev has been working in Kazakhstan for one and a half years as one of the
leading officials of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan. During this time,
he has demonstrated himself as a prominent figure in our party, a great organizer, and a sensitive
comrade... The Party Bureau is confident that Comrade Brezhnev will justify our trust” (Shepel,
2017).

These circumstances must be taken into account when analyzing the leadership situation in
Soviet Kazakhstan and studying the causes, circumstances, and manifestations of the struggle for
leadership in the CPC Kazakhstan. D.A. Kunaev enjoyed deserved respect and favor from the leading
and most capable leaders of the USSR and CPSU, though of the so-called “second” or military
generation to which he himself belonged. The union-level leaders allied with him (L.I. Brezhnev,
A.N. Kosygin, V.N. Titov) also greatly benefited from the support of this talented organizer,
administrator, and highly capable leader of such a strategically and politically important republic as
Soviet Kazakhstan.
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In essence, during the period under consideration, D.A. Kunaev had no equal among his
colleagues in terms of influence, abilities, or experience in administrative, economic, and political
work. Serving as head of the republic’s government from April 1955, he “outlasted” four First
Secretaries of the republican party organization, remaining an island of stability and order, clearly
eclipsing each of them with his abilities and personal qualities. Dimash Akhmedovich was entirely in
his element—a son of his people, intimately familiar with their needs, hardships, and interests,
speaking to them in their language, unlike the Moscow “envoys,” for whom the post of First Secretary
of the Communist Party of the largest union republic was merely a springboard to future union-level
positions, as in the case of L.I. Brezhnev, or, conversely, a place of exile before leaving the career
orbit, as with P.K. Ponomarenko or N.I. Belyaev.

N.S. Khrushchev, who became head of the CPSU and later of the Soviet government largely by
circumstance, highly valued Kunaev’s organizational and administrative skills. Despite Khrushchev’s
well-known shortcomings, he possessed peasant savvy and pragmatism and particularly appreciated
professionalism and business qualities in people, understanding that only thanks to such individuals
could the country entrusted to him exist and develop. The complex and sometimes contradictory
relationship of the head of Soviet Kazakhstan with the highest party and state leadership of the USSR
from March 1953 to October 1964 is extensively documented in D.A. Kunaev’s own memoirs.
Khrushchev and his leadership occupy perhaps the largest number of pages, and this is by no means
accidental.

On the one hand, according to Kunaev himself:

"Khrushchev is an extraordinary, restless, and undoubtedly talented person. Speaking of him,
one must remember his indisputable merits in making important decisions that benefited the entire
state and our republic. For example, the Virgin Lands campaign, his courageous act as a citizen and
communist related to the report at the 20th Party Congress and the denunciation of Stalin’s
personality cult. Showing great interest in Kazakhstan, Khrushchev always supported the resolution
of several major issues related to the development of the republic’s economy" (Kunaev, 2022:163).

It was Khrushchev who twice facilitated Kunaev’s rise, first as head of the government and later
as head of the republican party organization. Even after D.A. Kunaev was effectively removed from
leadership of the Kazakh Communist Party in December 1962, almost with the label of “nationalist,”
Khrushchev continued to trust him as the only suitable head of the republic’s government, expressing
this in a phone conversation on the day of his removal as First Secretary:

"We believe that as Chairman of the Council of Ministers, you will bring the greatest benefit"
(Kunaev, 2022:153).

On the other hand, again according to Kunaev:

"Khrushchev was excessively fussy and hurried, which sometimes led to undesirable outcomes.
His serious shortcomings included inconsistency and complete disregard for others’ proposals. One
could not oppose him in anything; his directives had to be strictly followed. He also liked flattery. ...
He wanted to resolve all issues very quickly, without thorough consideration. In my observation, he
confused strictness with rudeness and quick decisions with haste" (Kunaev, 2022:165).

This evaluation reveals as much about its author as it does about its subject, highlighting in
Dimash Akhmedovich qualities such as keen observation, insight, understanding of the essence of
issues and phenomena, and profound psychological awareness that he possessed from his earliest
conscious years. Meanwhile, the object of his analysis and critique—Khrushchev—emerges as even
more distinct and understandable.

The famous monument on Khrushchev’s grave, created by Ernst Neizvestny, emphasizes the
duality, contradictions, and inconsistency of the Soviet leader’s character. Under Khrushchev’s
leadership of union structures, the status and powers of the union republics, with all their governing
bodies and subdivisions, began to gain real substance, while the dictatorial, over-centralized powers
of the center weakened. At the same time, the union as a whole faced serious danger.

Kunaev described the sequence of Khrushchev’s initiatives: first, the Central Committee
Bureau of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan for the virgin lands, based in Tselinograd, then the
creation of the Tselinny Krai with five regions.
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e "Will this Krai be under dual subordination?" I asked. Khrushchev answered affirmatively.
o "This is wrong, Nikita Sergeyevich; why are we carving up the land?"
e "You don’t understand," was his reply, and silence fell on the line (Kunaev, 2022:148).
Later, in Moscow:
"I propose," began Khrushchev, "to transfer Karaganda region to Tselinny Krai..."
<...> Hearing this, I objected:

o "We absolutely cannot do this. If we include Karaganda in the Krai, we may lose our grain.
The Krai won’t have time for grain."

e "Without industry, we cannot develop the Virgin Lands," said Khrushchev. "You don’t
understand again. We are not giving Karaganda to the capitalists. Kunaev must remove his
objections" (Kunaev, 2022:148).

A.L. Mikoyan helped protect Karaganda from inclusion, but within months Khrushchev called
again, urging the establishment of two more Krais in Kazakhstan. He revealed his further intentions:

"It was time to transition to regional management of Kazakhstan's economy, and eventually the
boundaries between the republics would disappear... Resistance was useless," recalled Kunaev, "and
the West Kazakhstan and South Kazakhstan Krais were organized. Proposals for creating the East
Kazakhstan Krai were being prepared..." (Kunaev, 2022:149).

"Later I realized,” Kunaev recalled, "where it was heading. At that time, the Central Asian
Bureau was also created, including leaders from Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Kyrgyzstan,
and Shymkent region of Kazakhstan. It was clear that Khrushchev was attempting to accelerate his
idea of erasing the boundaries between republics"” (Kunaev, 2022:149).

In our view, Khrushchev’s duality regarding the rights and powers of the republics stemmed
from his worldview, shaped by years of involvement in “communist construction.” He was arguably
the most ardent advocate of the communist idea. Skepticism and cynicism had begun to permeate the
CPSU and Soviet state leadership, spreading widely after Khrushchev’s removal during the so-called
“stagnation,” yet Khrushchev’s enthusiasm—mixed with the heroism and romance of the Virgin
Lands campaign, space conquest, and the transformation of socialism into a global socio-economic
system amid the collapse of colonial empires—continued to energize the communist project. The
attempt, albeit inconsistent, to purge Stalinism, recognized by the party as a "deviation from the
practice of Marxism-Leninism," also gave new life to the communist idea. The “thaw” of
Khrushchev’s era was largely linked to a desire to return to a mythical “golden Leninist era” of
tolerance and ambiguity, which in reality had never existed—a phenomenon similar in some ways to
Gorbachev’s “perestroika.”

For that generation of union and republican leaders—Khrushchev, Kosygin, Brezhnev, and
Suslov—internationalist ideology was not empty rhetoric or mere ritual. Khrushchev’s initiatives for
the union republics—erasing borders, creating integrated economic links, promoting interethnic
marriages, and expanding the use of Russian in all spheres—were consistent with the broader
ideological framework. Perhaps only Khrushchev’s characteristic style made these initiatives more
direct and impatient in practice.

We argue that the post-Stalin era, when a new generation of republican leaders emerged,
restored the competition between the center and republican elites interrupted by Stalinist repression—
though not yet on a nationalist basis, as it would be three decades later, but in terms of giving the
USSR real and substantive content. Thanks to leaders like D.A. Kunaev, the union state not only
survived without disintegrating but developed, achieved successes, and demonstrated the viability of
the socialist project, increasingly facing and serving the population, the peoples forming the emerging
Soviet socio-political community.

At the same time, D.A. Kunaev remained a thoroughly Soviet person, a product of Soviet
education and elite selection, albeit of the highest quality. He remained committed to the ideology of
internationalism until the end of his life, seeing it as key to the development of a multiethnic USSR
and the maintenance of stability and order in multiethnic Kazakhstan, which became, in large measure
due to his efforts, a “laboratory of friendship among peoples.” Accusations of nationalism were
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angrily rejected, though they followed him throughout his long party and state career. His somewhat
humiliating dismissal was also accompanied by claims of supporting and cultivating nationalism.

Here we see an objective contradiction between the central policy aimed at minimizing national
and cultural differences, represented by Khrushchev and other union leaders, and the position of the
republics and national elites, who acted in the interests of their republics and peoples. Even when
leaders of the union republics demonstrated no nationalist inclinations and repeatedly denied such
accusations, the mere existence of formally independent and equal republics—with all the attributes
of sovereign states, linguistic, cultural, and religious differences—reminded them of their roots and
national identity.

A key event in the life of D.A. Kunaev, the Communist Party of Kazakhstan, and the republic
as a whole was the 17th Plenum of the Central Committee of the CPC Kazakhstan, which resulted
not in the appointment of another Moscow envoy, but in the election of a Kazakh national—D.A.
Kunaev—as First Secretary. He assessed this event modestly in his memoirs:

"On January 19, 1960, our plenum took place with the participation of Brezhnev. Belyaev was
sharply criticized for deficiencies in industrial and agricultural management, organizational and
ideological work. I was also reproached at this plenum. Belyaev was removed from office. On the
same day, I was unanimously elected First Secretary of the Central Committee"” (Kunaev, 2022:122).

"I was the third elected secretary from the indigenous population,” he added with a subtle sense
of pride (Kunaev, 2022:122). Other key republican posts were also filled by members of Kunaev’s
team. Fazyl Karimovich Karibzhanov was recommended as Chairman of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet, and Zhumabek Akhmetovich Tashenov became Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the Kazakh SSR.

It is worth noting that the events surrounding the removal of Nikolai Ilyich Belyaev from the
post of First Secretary of the republican party organization and the election of D.A. Kunaev to this
position took place with the direct participation of Leonid Ilyich Brezhnev, who at that time was
already Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU. Dimash Akhmedovich never concealed the
warm feelings that connected these two men—politicians and statesmen—and repeatedly emphasized
the special role that L.I. Brezhnev played in his life, his career, and the fate of Kazakhstan as a whole.

“Assessing Brezhnev’s activities, I proceeded mpexxne Bcero from his attitude toward our
republic. And it was both benevolent and strict, and in this I saw a reasonable statesmanlike
approach,” wrote D.A. Kunaev (Kunaev, 2022: 284). In these words, perhaps, the essence of his
attitude toward Brezhnev and his contribution to the development of Kazakhstan is fully expressed.
It was likely at that moment, in the early 1960s, that Brezhnev first directly influenced Kunaev’s fate,
while the public criticism of Belyaev appears to have aligned with the growing ambitions of Brezhnev
as an emerging all-Union party and state leader (Sushkov, 2007: 239-247).

In any case, this was in many respects an epoch-making event for Soviet Kazakhstan. Although
Zh. Shayakhmetov had previously headed the republican party organization, it was for the first time
that such sharp, uncompromising, and persuasive criticism was directed at the outgoing head of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan, who was Russian by nationality.
Subsequent developments demonstrated that Dimash Akhmedovich Kunaev had no intention of
relinquishing leadership of the republican party organization again. Thus began the true “Kunaev
era,” which lasted more than a quarter of a century. The results of his tenure at the pinnacle of power
in Soviet Kazakhstan speak for themselves. The fruits of his activity do not require discovery under
a conditional historical microscope, nor do they require retouching or the omission of errors,
miscalculations, or even crimes that often accompany the careers of many political and state figures.

D.A. Kunaev was undoubtedly a product of his era, with all its inherent flaws and specific
features characteristic of the complex and contradictory Soviet reality. Born under the tsarist regime,
he was formed during the first decades of Soviet rule, which coincided with severe terror and
tremendous hardships inflicted upon millions of Soviet citizens by I.V. Stalin. These tragic
circumstances could not but influence the formation of the personality of the future long-serving
leader of Soviet Kazakhstan, shaping his views, character, and methods of action in his long and
multifaceted professional, political, and state career. Yet the suffering endured by Soviet people in
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general, and by Kunaev’s friends, relatives, and loved ones in particular, did not lead him to renounce
the moral principles instilled in him from childhood, nor to harden his heart and become a soulless
executor of the will of the state Moloch, as happened with many others in positions of power.

From this perspective, the parallels in worldview, professional skills, working methods,
communication style, personal orientations, and even hobbies between D.A. Kunaev and his close
friend, associate, and high-ranking patron L.I. Brezhnev are noteworthy. The years of Brezhnev’s
rule—later labeled the “era of stagnation”—were arguably among the most constructive and
productive in the history of the Soviet state, remembered by millions across the post-Soviet space as
a kind of “golden age.” The contemporary nostalgia for the Soviet period in Russia rests not only on
the often-inflated image of geopolitical power but also on objectively achieved successes in socio-
economic development during Brezhnev’s leadership.

An analysis of the original draft of Kunaev’s speech and the corrections he personally made to
the plenum transcript (as evidenced by his autograph on the document) leads to several important
conclusions. First and foremost, we see before us a fully formed statesman with stable principles and
convictions, clearly aware of what he expected from himself, from the organization he led, and from
the republic under his guidance. He remembered the past, understood the present, and looked
confidently toward the future. Although it would be interesting to determine who drafted the initial
version of the speech, it is entirely plausible that it was Kunaev himself. The so-called “transcript”
appears to have been prepared prior to the event rather than during it. The substantial revisions
indicate deliberate intellectual work and allow, through textual analysis, a well-formed understanding
of Kunaev’s views on party-state construction, center—republic relations, and the role of the
republican party organization and the peoples of Soviet Kazakhstan.

Particularly telling is the frequent substitution of the word “republic” with “Kazakhstan.” At
first glance, the difference may seem insignificant, but it is in fact meaningful. In the first case, the
term denotes one part of a unified coro3HOe rocymapctBo; in the second, it elevates the distinctive
national dimension of socio-political and socio-economic existence (Archive of the President of the
Republic of Kazakhstan [APRK], F. 708, Op. 33, D. 32, L. 11, 16).

The speech also contains notable authorial corrections concerning the national question. “Party,
Soviet, and public organizations of Kazakhstan must daily strengthen the moral and political unity of
our people” (APRK, F. 708, Op. 33, D. 32, L. 16). In the original draft, the word “people” had been
“party.” An even more revealing formulation appears in the phrase: “We must cherish as the apple of
our eye (originally: ‘the friendship of the peoples of the USSR’—author’s note) such a most important
achievement of our Leninist policy as the fraternal friendship of the peoples of the Soviet Union.”

Toward the conclusion of his speech, Kunaev addressed the issue of “nationalism” in terms that
seem to reflect his sincere convictions: “We must not forget that the successes achieved by the Kazakh
people in all spheres of the economy and culture are vivid evidence of the triumph of the Leninist
national policy of our party. They became possible only as a result of the generous fraternal assistance
of the great Russian people (originally: ‘only with the help of the Russian people’—author’s note)
and other peoples of the Soviet Union” (APRK, F. 708, Op. 33, D. 32, L. 11, 16).

Two important aspects should be emphasized here. First, the adherence to Leninist national
policy—meaning the preservation of the USSR as a union of socialist republics—was underlined as
fundamental. Second, while acknowledging the “generous fraternal assistance of the great Russian
people” (a sentiment Kunaev may have expressed sincerely), he also stressed the role of “other
peoples of the Soviet Union.” Kunaev understood that friendship among the peoples of the USSR
was not only a guarantee of dynamic development but also a safeguard against great-power
chauvinism and against the imperial principle of “divide and rule.” For this reason, he remained
committed to internationalism, which in his view did not contradict healthy patriotism and national
consciousness.

The criticisms directed at N.I. Belyaev are also revealing. Unlike many other speakers, Kunaev
focused primarily on Belyaev’s inaction and lack of initiative: “Comrade Belyaev did not fully
appreciate the major tasks set by the CPSU Central Committee before the party organization of
Kazakhstan in further raising the national economy and transforming Kazakhstan into a major
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industrial, coal, and metallurgical base of the country. During his tenure, not a single significant issue
was raised before the CPSU Central Committee and the USSR government regarding the further
development of Kazakhstan’s productive forces.”

Comparing Kunaev’s speeches with those of his principal rival, Ismail Abdrasulovich Yusupov,
reveals sharp contrasts in leadership style and attitude toward people. Their positions on party and
socio-political development were not merely competitive but often diametrically opposed. Only
Kunaev’s flexibility, tact, and diplomacy allowed them to coexist and cooperate at the summit of
power.

A revealing episode occurred during discussions of mass livestock losses in the Alma-Ata
region in winter—spring 1960 at the June 1960 plenum. Kunaev devoted seven pages to analyzing the
situation; Yusupov only three—but his accusations against local party and Soviet officials were much
harsher. His denunciations targeted alleged ‘“private-property tendencies,” which he claimed
undermined collective agriculture (APRK, F. 708, Op. 33, D. 58, L. 21-23). Such rhetoric aligned
closely with Khrushchev’s ideological campaign against private interests and in favor of collectivism.

Yusupov’s later initiative to transfer parts of the South Kazakhstan region to the Uzbek SSR—
ostensibly for more rational cotton cultivation—may have carried a significant military-strategic
dimension. Cotton was a crucial component in the production of gunpowder and explosives. Soviet
leadership’s special attention to Central Asia may have reflected not only personal ties but also
strategic priorities. In the case of Kazakhstan, this strategic complex included uranium mining and
enrichment, nuclear testing, intercontinental missile deployment, the Baikonur Cosmodrome, and
chemical and biological weapons research.

Did Kunaev understand this? Undoubtedly. From 1942 onward, he was connected with defense-
related administration. Yet even strategic imperatives could not compel him to accept territorial
losses. The preservation—and when necessary, restoration—of republican territory was one of his
constant priorities.

Despite his objections in December 1962, territorial transfers proceeded (Kunaev, 2022: 150).
Khrushchev, prepared in advance, relied on the more compliant Yusupov. Strategic cotton interests
outweighed arguments about interethnic tensions. After the Cuban Missile Crisis (1961) and the
Novocherkassk events (1962), Khrushchev was increasingly unwilling to heed dissenting views.

On December 25, 1962, a plenum removed Kunaev as First Secretary, appointing Yusupov in
his place. The “Dauletov case” was used to justify the move, with accusations of “nationalism”
directed against both S.D. Dauletov and Kunaev (APRK, F. 708, Op. 35, D. 14, L. 282-284).

However, Kunaev was not allowed to withdraw into scientific work (Kunaev, 2022: 152). His
abilities were too valuable. Khrushchev recognized that Kunaev as Chairman of the Council of
Ministers guaranteed effective fulfillment of both economic and strategic objectives. Perhaps
Brezhnev and Kosygin, already maneuvering politically, also saw in him a reliable ally in the
republics.

For D.A. Kunaev, everything was only beginning. Two productive years as head of government
lay ahead, followed by his triumphant return as First Secretary in December 1964—and twenty-two
more years of effective leadership at the helm of Soviet Kazakhstan.

3akarouenne. AHanu3  mapTUiHO-rocynapcTBeHHON — gesrtenpHocT  J[.A.  KyHnaeBa
B 1955—-1962 rr. moka3pIBaeT, YT0 UMEHHO ATOT EPUOJ CTAJI IEPEXOTHBIM U BO MHOTOM IEPETIOMHBIM
KAk JJ1sl caMoro nonurtuka, tak u aa Kazaxckoit CCP B nenom. Kazaxcran, k cepequne 1950-x rr.
OCTaBasICh COIO3HON pecmyOIMKoi IUIIb (OpMaIbHO, (PAKTHUECKU MPOJOIKAN BRITOMHATH (DYHKIUN
KOJIOHHAJILHOTO MPHUJIATKA — CBIPHEBOT0, BOEHHOT'O M KCIIEPUMEHTAILHOTO MTOJUTOHA 00IIIECOI03HOTO
macmTaba. Jlemorpaduueckue xkaractpodpsl 1920-1930-x rr, MaccoBble perpeccuu, BOIHA,
JETIOPTaLUHU LENbIX HAPOJOB U LEIMHHAS KaMIIaHUsl paAUKaIbHO U3MEHWIN ATHUUECKYIO CTPYKTYPY
peciyOnuKy, IpeBpaTuB KOPEHHOE Ka3aXxCKOe HACEICHHUE B OTHOCUTENFHOE MEHBIIMHCTBO U PE3KO
CY3UB I10J1€ IPUMEHEHMS Ka3aXCKOTO S3bIKA.

B stux ycnoBusax BeyiBmkenue J[.A. KynaeBa cHauana Ha moct mnpexacenarens Cosera
muHuctpoB Ka3zCCP, a 3arem u nepsoro cexkperaps LIK Komnaprun Kazaxcrana crano BaxHEHIINM
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¢daxTopoM BHYTpeHHEH ctaOmnm3auuu pecryOnuku. OOnmanas OMBITOM YNpaBIEHUS KIIOYEBBIMU
oTpacisMu (I[BETHash METaJUTyprusi, OOOPOHHBIA KOMIUIEKC), TECHBIMHU CBSI3IMU C COIO3HBIM
pykoBozctBoMm (JL.U. Bpexues, A.H. Kocbirun u np.), KynaeB BoicTynui kak ¢urypa, criocooHas
OJHOBPEMEHHO TIPOBOJIUTH JIMHUIO IIEHTpa M OTCTauBaTh 0Oa30BbIE WHTEPECHl PECIYONMKH —
TEPPUTOpPHUAJIbHBIE, JKOHOMUYECKUE, CUMBOJIMYECKHE.

N3ydyeHne ero BBICTYIUIEHMH M TPAaBOK K TEKCTaM (BKJIKOUYas MarepHalibl IIEHYMOB
IK KII Ka3zaxcrana) mokasblBaeT, YTO, OCTaBAsICh JOSJIBHBIM MPOAYKTOM COBETCKOM CHUCTEMBI U
CTOPOHHMKOM HWHTEpPHALIMOHAIN3Ma, OH IOCIENI0BATEIbHO MpHIaBaJl OONBIIMA BEC KaTeropuu
«Kazaxcrany, a He 00€3IMYEHHON «pecIyOInKe, aKLIEHTHPOBAl «HAPOA», @ HE TOJIBKO «IIAPTHION,
MOJJUEPKHUBAJl Ba)XHOCTb HAIMOHAJILHOW TOJIMTHUKU M «IPYKOBI HApoJOB» KaK IPOTHUBOBECA
BEJIMKOZAEP>KaBHOMY LIOBHHM3MY. B yClOBUSAX XpYIIEBCKUX SKCHEPUMEHTOB C aJIMHUHUCTPATHBHO-
TeppUTOpUATBHBIM JieneHueM (kpas, LlenuunHbii kpaii, Cpena3z0ropo) MW OMACHBIX MOMBITOK
«pa3MbIBaHUS» TPAHUI] COIO3HBIX pecnyOonuk KyHaeB cTpeMuscs COXpaHHUTh LEJIOCTHOCTh U
CYOBEKTHOCTh coBeTcKoro Kaszaxcrana, MycTh M B paMKax XECTKO IEHTPATU30BAHHOW COIO3HOU
CUCTEMBI.

Takum oOpaszom, mepuon 1955-1962 rr. MOXKHO paccMaTpuBaTh Kak BpeMsi (OPMUPOBAHUS
«apbl KynaeBa» — ponroro srana B ucropuu Kaszaxckoit CCP, xorma pyKoOBOAMTENb, OCTaBasiCh
IIOJIHOCTBIO COBETCKUM I10 MHUPOBO33PEHUIO, ITOCTENEHHO MPEBPALIAICS B BbIPA3UTENs HHTEPECOB
pecryOnuku 1 e€ Hapoja BHYTPH COIO3HOTO TOCYJaPCTBEHHOTO OpraHu3Ma.

Conclusion. An analysis of the party-state activity of D.A. Kunaev in 1955-1962 demonstrates
that this period became transitional and, in many respects, decisive both for the politician himself and
for the Kazakh SSR as a whole. By the mid-1950s, Kazakhstan—while formally a Union republic—
continued in practice to function as a colonial appendage: a raw-material base, a military-strategic
territory, and an all-Union experimental testing ground. The demographic catastrophes of the 1920s—
1930s, mass repressions, war, deportations of entire peoples, and the Virgin Lands campaign radically
transformed the republic’s ethnic structure, turning the indigenous Kazakh population into a relative
minority and significantly narrowing the sphere of use of the Kazakh language.

Under these conditions, the elevation of D.A. Kunaev—first to the post of Chairman of the
Council of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR and then to that of First Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan—became a crucial factor in the republic’s internal
stabilization. Possessing managerial experience in key sectors (non-ferrous metallurgy, the defense
complex) and maintaining close ties with the Union leadership, including Leonid Brezhnev and
Alexei Kosygin, Kunaev emerged as a figure capable of simultaneously implementing the center’s
line and defending the republic’s fundamental interests—territorial, economic, and symbolic.

A study of his speeches and editorial revisions (including materials from plenums of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan) shows that, while remaining a loyal product of
the Soviet system and a proponent of internationalism, he consistently attached greater importance to
the category of “Kazakhstan” rather than the impersonal “republic,” emphasized the “people” rather
than only the “party,” and underscored the significance of national policy and the “friendship of
peoples” as a counterweight to great-power chauvinism. In the context of Khrushchev’s
administrative-territorial experiments (the creation of territorial economic councils, the Virgin Lands
Territory, and the Central Asian Bureau) and the potentially dangerous attempts to blur the borders of
Union republics, Kunaev sought to preserve the territorial integrity and subjectivity of Soviet
Kazakhstan—albeit within the framework of a rigidly centralized Union system.

Thus, the period 1955-1962 may be regarded as the formative stage of the “Kunaev era”—a
long phase in the history of the Kazakh SSR during which a leader, fully Soviet in worldview,
gradually transformed into an advocate of the republic’s interests and those of its people within the
broader Union state structure.
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Hcrounnku
AIT PK — Apxus IIpe3unenra Pecryonmuku Kazaxcran
PI'AHU — Poccuiickuil rocyiapCTBEHHBIN apXUB HOBEUIIEH HCTOPUH
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