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. The_ following is the second of_ a series of '.1-fticles ~escrib½ig re~7nt works pub
lished In the U.S.S.R. on the subject of the six Mushm Soviet Socialist Republics 
(Azerba_ydzhan, Uzbekistan_, Tazdhik\stan, ~ur~enistan, Kirgizia, and ~az~stan) 
and the1r borderlands (Pt!rsta, Afghanistan, S10k1ang, and Tibet). The senes 1s being 
contributed by the Central Asian Research Centre in association with St. Antony's 
College, Oxford. 

The present article deals with books received in November and December, 1958. 
As these include none on Azerbaydzhan or the borderland countries, the present 
article deals only with the Muslim Republics of Soviet Central Asia. 

I. THE MusuM REPUBLICS ToDAY 

New tourist guide-books 

T OURIST guide-books are a recent phenomenon in the Soviet 
Union. Until very recently there was no post-war guide or even 
street-map to Moscow. Now, however, tourism is encouraged and 

guide-books to various regions of the Union are being published. On the 
Muslim republics there are now two such works: . Uzbekistan-A Hand
book (Uzbekistan. Spravochnik. Uzbek State Publishing House, Tash
k~nt, 1958. 279 pp.) and a A TriP,1-:UJith you through Kirgizia by Viktor 
V1tkovich (S vami po Kirgizii. .'J Molodaya Gvardiya/' Moscow, 1958. 
335 pp.). The handbook to Uzebekistan gives a brief hi6tory of the Re
public from the earliest times and then proceeds to a descrip~on of Tash
kent and each oblast of the Republic. Care is taken to pornt o~t new 
buildings, canals and factories, 1:iut full des<>riptions are also given of 
historical monuments such as the ·Registan Square in Samarkand a~d 
other tourist attractions such as spas and _.qatur;e. reserves. There are m
teresting photographs on nearly every page, but the standard of repro
duc_tion is unfortunately extremely low. When the book appeared it was 
subjected to scathing criticism in the official Russian-language newspaper 
of Uzbekistan Pravda Vostoka on account of its numerous typographical 
and stylistic errors, repetitions, and factual inaccuracies. In spite of some 
impe~fections, however, the book can be recommended as useful and re
ward~ng t? anyone visiting the Republic. 

V1tkov1ch's guide to Kirgizia is more in the nature of a travelogue. The 
author takes his readers through the Chu Valley, round the Lake Issyk
Kul, to the south of Kirgizia, and through the central Tien-Shan moun
tains. Colourful descriptions of nature and of local inhabitants are inter
wove? with factual information. The book contains several good full-page 
margmless p~otographs. Both these guide-books have maps. Neither gave 
any information on hotel accommodation or travel facilities. 

149 IO 
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An anthropological study of the Central Asian peoples 

_ !n the last article in _this series some account was given of L. V. Osha
nm s T~e Anthropological Composition of the Population of Soviet Cen
tral A sta and the Ethnogenesis of its Peoples. The second part of this 
wo:~ _has now appeared. (Antropologicheskiy sostav naseleniya Sredney 
Aza 1 etnogenez yeye narodov. Part 2. Yerevan University: Trudy 
XCVII, ~er_evan, 1958. 148 pp.). Chapter I considers the ethnogenesis 
of the Kirg1z and Kazakhs, Chapter II that of the Kara-Kalpaks, and 
Chapte~ III that of the Uzbeks and Tadzhiks of Uzbekistan. The author 
?ases ~ls findings on _a detailed study of the physical types to be found 
~ So:iet Centr":1 A~ia, together with a consideration of archreological, 

stoncal, ~nd hngmstic materials. The book includes sixty pages of 
tables showmg physical details of the peoples studied such as colour of 
eyes, _growth of beard, head measurements. There is a bibliography of 
!08 titles a?d twenty-five pages of photographs of racial types. Oshanin 
is an establtshe? authority on the anthropology of Soviet Central Asia and 
has been workmg in the field for over thirty years. His book is very fully 
documented. 

The eradication of traditional customs among the Uzbeks 
P...~other pamphlet has appeared on the subject of the persistence of 

tr~dlt!onal customs among the Central Asian peoples. (The last article in 
this series reviews one on "harmful survivals" among the Kazakhs). 
T. T. lnoyatov's The Courts of Soviet Uzbekistan in the Struggle against 
Feudal-Bay Survivals (Sudy sovetskogo Uzbekistana v bor'be s feodal'no
bayskimi perzhitkami. Central Asian State University: Trudy 124, 
SAGU, Tashkent, 1958. 42 pp.) is a brief, poorly produced propaganda 
pamphlet. It considers the laws under which customs such as polygamy, 
bride-purchase, -and forced marriages are ?ow I:'un!sh~ble in Uzbekistan 
and gives some examples of cases. There 1s no md1c:it10:1 to what extent 
these customs are still prevalent, but the very publication of the work 
may suggest that they are still not entirely outmoded. 

The Central Asian State University 
Evidence of the remarkable activity of the Central Asian State Univer

sity at Tashkent is the Index to Publications of the Central Asian State 
University (1922-1956) (Sistematicheskiy ukazatel' k izdaniyam sredne
aziatskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta im. V. I. Leninas 1922-1956 gg. 
2nd edition, revised and enlarged. SAGU, Tashkent, 1958. 192 pp.). The 
index includes all articles and books published by the University betw~en 
1922 and 1956 and comprises 2,036 titles. Of these 239 are concerne1 with 
the history of the University, 344 with Arts subjects (philosophy, history, 
archreology, ethnography, law, economy, linguistics, literature, art, ~nd 
pedagogy), 1,361 with natural sciences (mathematics, astronomy, physic~, 
met~or~logy, chemistry, mineralogy, geology, hydrology, geography, s_oil 
cult1y~t1on, biology, botany, zoology), seven with technology, 38 with 
~e<licme, 37 with bibliography. Only six of the 344 Arts titles are written 
m Uzbek, the remainder being in Russian; it may be assumed that all the 
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scientific works are also in Russian. There is an overwhelming prepon
derance of Russian or Slav names among the authors, and the majority 
of those with Islamic names write in Russian. The list of authors includes 
many famous orientalists: Barthold, .Bertels, ~asson, and A. ~- Se~e~ov. 
A brief history of the University, together ~1th account~ of its pnnc1pal 
serial . publications is given in the introd~ct1~n. . There 1s no d~ubt ~at 
the quality of work produced by the Umvers1ty 1s extreme_ly variable; its 
output includes propaganda such as the pamphlet descnbed above by 
Inoyatov and scholarly works such as those by Pugachenkova whose latest 
book is reviewed below. 

The teaching of Russian to Tadzhiks 
While much effort is made to develop local languages and literatures 

in Soviet Central Asia, it is still essential for anyone of ambition to have 
a thorough knowledge of Russian which is the language of higher educa
tion and higher administration. An inter-republican conference was held 
recently to consider methods to improve the teaching of Russian in Tadz
hik schools and its proceedings have now been published : Papers of the 
Inter-Republican Conference on Improving the Teaching of Russian in 
Tadzhik Schools (Materialy mezruespublikanskoy nauchnoy konferentsii 
po voprosam uluchsheniya prepodavaniya russkogo yazyka v tadzhikskikh 
shkolakh. Tadzhik Ministry of Education, Stalinabad, 1958. 131 pp.). 
The opening paper was read by T. P. Pulatov, Tadzhik Minister of Edu
cation, who spoke of the importance of knowing Russian and gave ex
amples of the low standard of results in many Tadzhik schools. He 
ascribed this to the difficulty of Russian pronunciation for Tadzhik school
children, to shortages of textbooks and of qualified teachers, and to the 
overloading of the syllabus with too much theoretical instruction. He 
pointed out that many pupils had little knowledge of Russian and yet were 
not thoroughly grounded in their own language, and called for a change 
in t~e syllabus that would &"ive more time to language instruction. Fol
lowmg speakers gave practical examples of how to conduct classes in 
Russian for Tadzhik pupils of various age-groups. 

Kazakh and Kirgiz literature 

An i~por~nt new book on Kaz?kh ~oviet literature is the symposium 
An Outline Htstor~ ~f K~zak/1 Sovzet Lzterature edited by M. 0. Auezov 
an~ others (Ocherki 1storu Kazakhskoy sovetskoy literatury. Academy of 
Sciences of Kazakh S_SR, Alm~-Ata, 1958. 485 pr.)- The work contains 
sections o~ Kazakh literature_ IIl the early days o Soviet rule, during the 
pre-war F1~e~Year_ Plans, dunng the war, and since the war. The latter 
section is d1v1ded mto prose, poetry, drama, and criticism. Then follows 
full accounts of the life and works of thirteen leading Kazakh writers in
cluding the popular bard Dzhambul, novelists such as Sabit Mukanov and 
Gabit Musrepov, and the great novelist and authority on Kazakh litera
ture, Auezov. Since the war many Kazakh writers have had their works 
severely criticized (See for example Central Asian Review, Vol. III, No. 2 
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for an acc_ount of the Central .Asian writers' congresses held in 1954); 
Auezov him~elf was attacked during the Zhdanov period (but emerged 
unscath<:d without having recanted) for his greaG novel Abay on the life 
of the mn~teenth-century Kazakh enlightener Abay Kunanbayev (for the 
con1:oversies that raged over this much-disputed figure, see Central Asian 
Revzew, Vol. II, No. 4). In the present volume, however, there seems .. to 
~e no echo of ~hese past criticisms. There is a full and eulogistic descrip
twn of Abay m the section on Auezov and the novel is rightly judged 
as one of 0e finest examples of modern Kazakh literature. The works 
of othe~ ~nters receive some criticism from a literary viewpoint, but none 
for their ideological content. Socialist realism is still, of course, unchal
l~ng~d, but the narrow interpretation of the genre that stifled literary acti
vity In the post-war years seems to have been dropped . 

. A us~ful guide to the writers of Kirgizia is Writers of Soviet Kirgizia 
(Pisatteh sovetskogo Kirgizstana. Kirgiz State Publishing House, Frunze, 
1958. ~73 pp.). This book, like that on Kazakh writers, was issued for 
the fesavals of national art held in Moscow last year. It is in fact a "Who's 
Who_" t0 ~he Kirgiz literary world, containing photographs, biographies 

· and !ists of works of leading writers. It is divided into sections on "Popu
;ar sm~ers and story-telleq," "Kirgiz Soviet writers," critics, translators 
mto _Kirgiz, and finally " Moscow tran_slators and critics.". Thi~ la_st sec~ion 
consists mostly of Russians who have either cC-?perated with Kirgiz writers 
or who are professional translators int? Russian. . 

One of the Kiraiz writers decribed 1s K. Dzhantoshev, a prolific novel
ist and playwright A Russian translation of the first volumn of his long 
novel Kanybek has just appeared (Kanybek. Kirgiz State Publishing 
~ouse, Frunze, 1958. 405 pp.). The four volumes of this novel appeared 
m Kirgiz in 1939, 1941, 1949, and 1958. At the Kirgiz Writers' Congress 
held in September 1954 the novel was condemned as a distortion of his
tory, but nonetheless Dzhantoshev was elected Vice-President of the· Kir
giz Writers' Union. Kanybek is a colourful, picaresque novel telling the 
adventures and misfortunes that befall Kanybek, a poor Kirgiz shepherd. 
His strength, daring, and musical talent '"_'in him wide_ renown and his 
exploits give him the reputation ~£ a Rohm ~food. I:I1s adver_itures in
clude being sold into slavery, running away with th~ wife of a nch Kash
gari merchant (whom he marries bigamously), stealmg the finest horse of 
his task-master, imprisonment in Kashgar goal, and finally capture by the 
police in Russian territory, when his revolver fails him. The volume ends 
with Kanybek condemned to Sil5eria. Interwoven in the text are snatches 
of the songs that made Kanybek famous among his people and the whole 
book is full of local colour. 

Another new Kirgiz novel is .Dawn over t~e _Steppes by S. B. Dzhan
tuarov (Zarya nad step'yu. Kirgiz State Publishm_g House, Frunze, 1958. 
275 pp.). As there is no mention of a translator 1t may be assumed that 
the novel _was written directly in Russian. · The novel des_cribes life in ~ 
Kazakh village during the Civil War period and the expl01ts of the parti
sans. The style is unoriginal but direct and the tale is told as a straight 
adventure story. When the counter-revolutionaries are defeated at the end 
of the story one nf the villains, Alabugin, turns out to be none other than 
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the English spy Sir Oliver Camby who " for ten years had been active in 
the Kazakh steppes." . 

Finally there is the Russian translation of a Kirgiz epic The Tale of the 
Hunter Kodzhodzhash as told by the bard Alymkul Usenbayev. (Skaz
aniye ob okhotnike Kodzhodzhashe. Kirgiz State Publishing House, 
Frunze, 1958. 182 pp.). The poem has been well rendered into Russian 
tetrameters. 

II. HISTORY 

The historical monuments of Turkmenistan 
The Soviet authorities pay much attention to archa'.ology. In Turk

menistan, for instance, two large-scale organizations are at work studying 
the rich sites of the Republic. Since 1938 Professor Tolstov's expedition 
has been at work in Khorezm, and since 1946 the South Turkmenistan 
Complex Archa:ological Expedition (YuTAKE),. under Profes~or ~asson, 
has been studying the southern part of the Republic, an area which Includes 
such sites as Merv and the great Parthian city of Nisa. The leader of the 
architectural team of YuT AKE, ~- A. Pugachenko~a, has now published 
a comprehensive study of the architectural :emams ot southern Turkmeni
stan. Steps in the Deve~opment of Archztectttre of s?ttthern Turkmeni
stan (Puti raz~itiya arkh1tektury yuzhnogo T~rkmemstana pory rabovla
deniya i feodah_zma. U.S.S.R. Academ~ ~f Sciences,. Moscow! 1958. 492 
pp.) is a splend1dly produced work contammg many hne drawmgs, photo
graphs, plans, sketches of reconstructions, and some full-page colo11r plates. 
It suffers from lack of an index or map. It is a work of careful scholar
ship; the author is widely read and has used the findings of Western and 
other Soviet scholars to draw comparisons and parallels between the archi
tecture of her own area and that of adjacent lands. Two ideas underline 
the work: firstly, the historical background is given in Marxist terms. 
Periods are defined not by the dominant dynasty or victorious invaders 
but by the social order that is assumed to have existed. For instance, th~ 
new style of architecture that developed after the Arab conquest in the 
seventh century is ascribed as much to the change from a "slave-owning" 
society to a "feudal" one as to the i~flu~nce of th~ invaders. Secondly, 
the author is at pains to stress the contmmty of architectural style in Turk
menistan. The Turkmen Republic is, of course, a most recent creation 
and ?efore the Russian conquest _in 1882 the area was at different period~ 
of history parcelled up among d1ffer~nt states or ruled by various invad
ing peoples; but th~ author pays particular attention to building materials 
and decorative details and throughout tends to stress the native contribu
tion as a counter-balance to the morn obvious influences of successive in-
vading peoples. . . . . 

The introduct10n g_1ves a1: acco~nt of previous archa:olog1cal expeditions 
to southern Turkmentstan, mcludmg pre-revolutionary studies. The first 
chapter describes prehist~ric sites and archa:ol~gical remains up to the time 
of Alexander the Great s conquest. Excavations have shown that at the 
time of the great civilizations of Egypt, Mesopotamia, and the Indus 
Valley the tribes of southern Turkmemstan were already sufficiently de-
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veloped to have an extensive . irrigation. system. Between the sixth and 
fourth centures B.c. the area came under the sway of the Acha:menians· 
~e cities of _Erk-~ala (Merv) and Sultan-desht (near Koshout) can be as: 
cnbed to this penod and remained later to be obstacles in the path of 
Alexander's armies . 

. ~~rthian architecture (third century B.c. to third century A.D.) is dealt 
wit 

I 
In the second chapter. The author makes a spirited attack on those 

scho ars who consider Parthian art to be merely barbarized Hellenism. 
~:ern schol~rs, sh_e argues, have only studied the Parthian monuments 0 

esopotam1a which was on the fringe of the classical world and thus 
~

nd
er str?nger classical influence. Parthian art can only be truly judged 

Y ~ consideration of the monuments of southern Turkmenistan, an area 
w~ch w~s the heart of the Parthian empire. Since 1948 YuT AKE has 
p_aid spec_ial attention to Parthian remains and in particular to the great 
~ity of Nisa. The author gives a full and detailed a~count ?f th~ rem~rk
~le finds made on this site. There are numerous 1llustrat10ns mcludmg 
Nil-page sketches of conjectured reconstructions of the Temple at Old 

isa, _the Square Chamber, and the Round Temple. 
. The following chapter covers the period of" early feudalism," i.e. the 

sixth to tenth_ centuries, from just before the Ar:ab conquest to the _fall 
of the S~mamds. One of the most interesting sites of the fifth or sixth 
century_ 1s a church, evidently Christian, at Kharoba-koshuk ~near Merv). 
The ruins, studied by YuT AKE in 1951, are the only remams yet to be 
~ound of the many Christian churches that are known to have ~01;.mshed 
Ill the area between the fourth and seventh centuries. Few buildmgs of 
th~ early. Arab period are still standing, an exception. being the Mazar 
Shir-Kabir mosque (near Mestorian) dating from the mnth or tenth cen
tury, and several mausoleums. Already by the tenth century, the author 
argu~s, a definite style can be noticed in the architecture of Khorasan-the 
province of which southern Turkmenistan was then a part. 

Th~ fourth and longest chapter is on the architecture of "develol?ed 
feudalism," or the period from the eleventh to the fifteenth _centuries. 
Th!s was the heyday of the great media:val cities of Merv, Dakh1stan, and 
Abiverd . '.fhe chapter is divided into three parts: the pre-Mo~gol, Mon
gol, and Timurid periods. Notable ruins of the pre-Mongol period are t~e 
palaces and public buildings of Merv the great trade-route . caravansera1s 
such as Akcha-kala (between Merv and Chardzhou) and Daya-Khatyn (be
tween Chardzhou and Khorezm) and 010squ~~ such as that of Talkhatan
baba near Merv. The most num~rous relics of the period are mausoleums 
such as thos~ of Alamberdar (near Kerki), Abu-Said (at ~ekhna), and 
~uhari:ma~ 1bn-Zeid (at Merv); that of Khuday-Nazar-ovliya (near ~ay
,;;:i-Ah) with its ornate brickwork had never previously been studied. 
S ~ most renowned mausoleum of the period is, however, that of Sultan 
S an1ar ~t Mer~, a masterpiece of composition and decorative detail. Sul~an 

anJ~r is . not, m the author's view an isolated masterpiece but the logical 
culmmat1on_ of south Turkmenist~n or Khorasani architecture of the pre
Mongol penod . 

!he second part of the chapter deals with architecture of the Mongol 
penod. Few monuments date from this period of invasion and destruc-
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tion. An exception, however, is a remarkable Buddhist temple at Merv. 
The ruins were studied by YuT AKE in 1950-51 and the temple can now 
be dated to 1250 (which can be corroborated by Juvaini). It was destroyed 
in 1295 when the Mongol ruler, Gazan Khan, became converted to Islam. 
Among many fragments of sculpture and decorations is a fine majolica 
panel which is reproduced in colour. 

The third part of the chapter describes "one of the most brilliant pages 
in the history of Central Asian architecture," the Timurid period in the 
fifteenth century. Under the Timurids many new buildings appeared at 
Merv and other cities. One of the finest buildings of this period was the 
great mosque of Anau, a superb composition with its twin minarets, great 
entrance arch, and richly decorated fa~ade. An original feature is the use 
of dragon motifs set m the decorated panel over the entrance. The mos
que was thoroughly studied by YuT AKE in 1947, a year before it was 
almost totally destroyed in the Ashkhabad earthquake. 

Trade between nomads and settled peoples 

An example of how a Marxist approach by its emphasis on economics 
can shed new light on the more obscure periods of history is to be seen in 
V. S. Batrakov's Economic Links between Nomadic Peoples and Russia, 
Central Asia and China (From the fifteenth to middle _eighteenth centuries) 
(Khozyaystvennyye svyazy kochevykh narodov s Ross1yey, Sredney Aziyey 
i Kitayem. Central Asian State University: Trudy CXXVI. SAGU, 
Tashkent, 1958. 104 pp.). The author sets out to prove that " contrary 
to the widely held view inherited from bourgeois scholarship" the relations 
between nomads and their settled neighbours wern not confined to raids 
and wars but were founded on peaceful economic intercourse. Batrakov 
consider firstly, economic relations between the Nogays and Kazakhs on 
the one hand, and Russia and the Central Asian oases on the other in the 
sixteenth century; secondly, relations between Eastern Mongolia (Khalkha) 
and China from the fifteenth to the middle of the eighteenth century· and 
thirdly, relations between Western Mongolia (Dzhungaria), on th; 

0 
hand, and China, Russia, and the Central Asian oases on the oth z_ie 

f . , er, 1n 
the sevente~nth and first half o the eighteenth century. Batrakov ar es 
that nomadic peopk:s, such as the Nogays, Kazakhs, and Mongol b~ 

. ·1 1 b d s, e1ng pnman y catt e- ree ers, were to a greater or less extent dep d 
h · 1 d · hb f · 1 1 d en ent on t e1r ~ett e ne1g ours or agncu tur~ pro uce and manufactured oods. 

thus, 1£ for any reason these trade relat10ns were broken it w th g ' 
who took the initiative to re-establish them or failing this as e nomads 
for their loss by plunder and raids. ' • ' compensated 

The economy of the emirate of Bukhara 

A thorough study of the economy of eastern Bukhara af· "th d 
d R . . . .d d b cer 1 a come 

un er uss1an suzeramty 1s prov1 e y B I Iskandar ' S Ch . h E f "E . . ov s ome anges 
zn t e conomy o astern Bukhara in the Late Nin t th d E z 
T . h C . (0 k kh . e een an . ar y wenttet entunes ne otory 1zmeneniyakh v ck "k h 

kh b - ' onom1 e vostoc _ 
noy Bu ary na ru ezhe XIX-XX vv. Tadzhik Acad £ S • 
Trudy LXXXIII. Stalinabad, 1958. 140 pp) The firetmyl O t cie~,ces: 

· · s c iap er gives a 
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general_ J:?icture of the economy of the emirate with particular emphasis on 
~he posit.ton ~f the peasant. Subsequent chapters consider the gold-mining 
mdustry, which was developed largely through Russian private enterprise, 
trade, and " th~ growth of revolutionary conditions." Tp.e book contains 
a mass of detailed information drawn mostly from Tsarist sources, both 
Government ~apers and published books, and is a valuable and thorough 
~ccount of a little-known subject. Certain passages such as those describ-
11:g. the fo~tunes and misfortunes of the first Russian gold-prospectors are 
VlVldly wntten. 

A new look at the history of Central Asia in the Soviet period 
. In May, 1957 a conference of historians was held in Alma-Ata to con

sider th~ history of the peoples of Soviet Central Asia since ~e Octo?er 
R_evol?tton of 1917. The conference considered methods of 1mprovmg 
historical writing and research in the light of criticisms made at the XX 
Party Congress when Soviet historians were accused of " dogmatism " 
and "bookish~ess '.' and of having failed to produce ideological~y acc~pt
able :g~neral h1stones of the Soviet period. The conference received little 
publu:1ty at the time although a few reports appeared in learned journ~ls 
late~ m 1957- Now the full stenographic rep~rt of th-:: paper~ and d1s
cu~s1ons have b_een published : Papers of the 7011!t learned_ Semon o_n ~he 
Hzsto? of Soviet Central Asia and Kazakhstan zp the perzo~ of -~oczalzsm 
(M~te_naly ob"yedincnnoy nauchnoy sessii, pos~yashchennoy istor_u Sredney 
Azu 1 Kazakhstana epokhi sotsializma. Edited by S. B. Baishev . a1;d 
other~ .. Kazakh Academy of Sciences, Alma-Ata, 1958. 506 pp.). Withm 
the ng1d ideological framework discussions seem to have been r_emark
abl y fr~e; but the arguments were over details of fa~t or qu~stlo?s of 
emphasis, and general premises such as that the revolution. was mev~table 
a_nd predetermined and that the strategy of the Commumst Party !nfal-_ 
hble were not questioned (it is, however, now allowe:d that the tactics or 
the member~ of the Party may have been mistaken).. As the l~test a?d 
:11°st authoritative statement of the Soviet interpretation of Soviet policy 
lil Central Asia the book is extremely important. . 
. The conference was divided into two parts : the history of the Revolu

~:on . a~d the establishment of Soviet authority, and the hist0ry of tbe 
b1:1iid1ng of Socialism ,, in the years that followed. After a bnef pane

gyric . to the Party by Baishev (Vice-President of the Kazakh Academy 
of Sciences) who also welcomed the deleaates the first paper was read by 
~ - N: Golikov (of the U.S.S.R. Acade~y ~f Sciences) on the state of 
historical writing on the Revolution He deplored the fact that there was 
as yet ~o acc~ptable history of the . Revolution and ~assed judgment on 

6ast Writers, _including M. N. Pokrovskiy (who until v~ry recently has 
tree; uni:nent1onable _since his disgrace unden Stali~; qoh~,ov rat~er con-

a .. ictor_ily characterized him as "a great Soviet histonan and his work 
as anti-Ma x· t ") H · h · th . . r is . e then gave certain pomts t at wnters on e 
Sov1e_t penod should bear in mind . the predetermined nature of the Re
vo! ut10n, the alliance between the ~orkers and peasantry, and the leader
ship of the Communist Party. He gave no special consideration to the 
problems of Central Asian historians beyond advising them to take account 
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of the "specific characteristics ... of the national regions." Golikov's 
paper aroused no ~omments othe~ 0an ~pprova~ and. many subsequent 
speakers followed his example of g1vmg bnef cons1derat1on to questions of 
historiography. . 

Following speakers read papers on the Revolution in Russian Turke
stan, in Kazakhstan, in the emirate of Bukhara, in Turkmenistan, Kir
gizia, and Kara-Kalpakia. The first was K. Ye. Zhitov (Uzbek Academy 
of Sciences) on "The victory of the Great October Socialist Revolution in 
Turkestan"; his paper was in fact a history of the events of 1917 and 1918 
in Tashkent and of the Bolshevik Government that seized power there. 
This period is o~e of ~e least reput~ble in ~oviet hist<:>ry: 0e Ta~hkent 
Bolsheviks in alliance with the left-wmg Social Revolut10nanes earned on 
a policy of extreme national oppression. In February, 1918 they sacked 
and looted the city of Kokand, then seat of the short-lived Muslim auto
nomous government of Turkestan. When in 1919, at the end of the Civil 
War, contact was re-established with Central Russia, Lenin had to send 
a special Turkestan Commission to re-establish order, win the support of 
the native population, and indeed reverse the policies of the previous 
administt·ation. Zhitov, however( far fro1:1 showing the tyranny and op
pression of the Tashkent Bolsheviks descnbes them as the executors of a 
wise and deliberate policy and as the bearers of a revolution that was to 
bring a new and better life to the peoples of Central Asia. Their errors 
arc barely mentioned and 0en are glossed over _or ascribed to anti-Party 
infiltrators into the Bolshevik ranks. All Muslim opposition is said to 
have been inspired by the reactionary c_lergy and careful attempts are made 
to s~ow the support of the poorer_nattves for the Bo~sheviks. The paper 
consists largely of accounts of Soviet and Party meetings. 

Various speake:s comm_ented ?n this paper, mostly favourably, and 
some added to the mformatton Zhitov gave. Of particular interest are the 
cfomrnethnts onb thk eAKdokan1 ~~ftonomous ~overnment. G. K. Rashidov 
( rom e Uz e ca emy s 1v. useum of History) elaborated on th th 
that the Muslim depressed classes stood throughout firmly fo the Te1e 
kent Bolsheviks and that they " unmasked " the Kokand go r e as -
" 1 . ,, B Yak b ( . vernment as counter-revo ut1onary. . ·u ov And1zhan Pedag · I • 
gave a brief history of the Fergana Valley in 1917-18 in whi ~/f:c nstitute) 
to prove that the Bolsheviks had widespread support in thee ar~aa~~:f ~~ed 
the capture of Kokand was but the final step in winning F at 

· M U Am" (U b k S U · · ergana to the Soviets. . . mov z e tate mversity Samarka cl) cl al 
fully with the political programme of the Koka~d auto n . e tdmore 

h . h Id b d . , nom1sts an sug gested that t e que~t10n s _ou e ealt with more fully.. -
By far the most mterestmg comment on Zhitov's pape h 

k k. (U S S R A d r came, owever 
from A. V. Pyas ovs 1r . . . . ca emy of Sciences). He be an. " ' 
is no secret that the history of the Soviet State and the h. t g f It 
Party are usually described as if there have been no se • is obry 0

1 
°1;1r 

th · f T • ak nous o stac es m 
our_pa , _no senous a11?gs or m_1st es, and as if the whole history of 
Soviet society was· a contmuous triumphal advance • f • . 

, ,, H · h l f h " rom victory to vic-tory . e t e11i gave examp es o t e serious mistak ,, d b 
Tashkent Bolsheviks and ascribed them to the " 1·nfilt ets_ maf e l Y ~he 
h · · · d · 1· · l ra ton o co onial c auvm1st.1c, an nattona 1st1c e ements" and to "the Id l • l d"' o co oma tra 1-
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tioi;i, according to which the native population was looked on as people 
of_ second rank,' incapable of Party or administrative work." To prove 
this he q~oted from the resolutions of the V Congress of the Turkestan 
qommumst_ Party, held in 1920 after the arrival of the Turkestan Commis
s~on .. Turnmg to Zhitov's paper he said: "I personally was active at that 
lme m the struggle against c,:olonial, ehauvinistie elements in Turkestan. 

n? w,hen I re~e1;1ber what in fact happened and compa~e 1t wit? K. E. 
Zhitov s paper, It 1s clear that his paper shows only the fa;:ade of the 
<?ctober victory in Turkestan; tho sharp corners are rou?ded off, the nega
tive aspects are toned down, historical reality is cmbell_1shed . . . In the 
46 pag~s of th~ text of K. E. Zhitov's paper, only :20 Imes are allotted ~o 
thc serious mistakes made in the national quest10n and then only m 
general form . Nothing is said of the struggle with chauvinistic ... clc
me~t.s, nor of the anti-Party activity of the ' Old Communists ' group 
which fevered t~e Turkestan Party during the whole of the second half 
of 1918. Tobohn (leader of this group) and Koleso~ (head of the Tas~
kent Government) are shown as restrained Bolsheviks . . . and there is 
no. word_ of their most serious errors. Nothing is said even about the 
~asma~h1 movement, although, as is well known, it bec;me w~desprea~ 
immediately after the liquidation of 'Kokand autonomy early m 1918. 
Pyaskovskiy concluded: "We shall only be able to reveal the true great
ness of the October victory if we show how this victory was in fact. won 
· ·: Some people think: will not the truthful account ... harm the fnend.-
5~1P bet:veen the peoples of our country? I think not. On the contrary, 
friendship won in the fire of battle is the best guarantee that no force m 
the world can now shatter it." 

Zhitov in reply brushed aside Pyaskovskiy's criticisms: "On many 
problems we think alike although we have disagreed more than once. In 
t~e past I noted embellishment of events in his work on the 1905 Revolu-
t.l . T hi~n 1~ . _urke~tan, and now he says the same to me ab?ut m~ paper. But 

cnt1c1sm 1s not fully objective. He gives a one-sided picture of the 
~ate of the Party organization in Turkestan and shows everything in a 

ark and gloomy tone." 
!~e second part of the conference was devoted to " the victory of 

socialism · h · J K kh t " d · in t e Soviet republics of Central Asia an aza s an an 
;clud~d papers on the nature of socialism on the development of the 

adzhik state, on the national demarcatio~ of the present republics in 
192_4, on the emancipation of women in Turkmenistan, on the industriali-
zation of K;., kh . b k" d K kh h d .za stan, on collectivization in Uz e 1stan an aza stan, 
0t t \tel?pment of Kirgizia and the cultural revolution in Turkmenifu~- e discussion that follo;ed was not as lively as that following the 

Ms part an~ ~n the main speakers were more concerned with the correct 
arxist-Len1m t · · h h 1 Th . s mterprctation of events than wit events t emse ves. 
us cons1derabl f · b h h th 1 d d e 1me was devoted to a discussion a out w et er e 

an clan 
I 

wadte_r reforms of 1921 _22 and the distribution of arable and 
mea ow an m 19 8 1 " I · d · ,, M 2 5-2 were " socialist " or on y revo ut10nary- emo-
crat1c. any speak h 1· h · 1· w d . ers were perplexed to resolve t e ucta t at socia ism 

as pre eterr~;u~d and yet that the way to socialism differed from country 
to country. olikov and Baishev, for instance, had urged historians to 
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see the specific characteristics of different areas in this respect. Sh. Ya. 
Shafiro, however, commented : "At this conference considerable time ... 
has been devoted to the question of the characteristics of the October 
Revolution and the building of socialism in the national republics . . . 
Frequently, these characteristics were shown only as backwardness and 
difficulties ... But this is only one side of the pieture ... To take an 
example from Kazakhstan: it cannot be denied that one of the greatest 
difliculties in collectivization ... was the preservation of a nomadic form 
of life by the great mass ?f. the Kazakh peasan~ry. ~ut to men~on only 
this reduces the characteristic features of collect1v1zat1on to the difficulties 
of collectivization and does not explain why the kolkhoz system was vie" 
torious ... " 

THE MUSLIM REPUBLICS OF THE u.s.s.R. 

M. Kh. Nazarov (Central ~sian State Unive~sity~ returned to the ques
tion of the Tashkent Bolsheviks. He urged h1stonans to make a fuller 
study of events and personalities and not merely to ascribe to them 
"serious mist~kes." He_ then went on to dis~uss what ha~e evidently up to 
now been forbidden sub1ects: the local Muslim Commumst Bureau which 
existed in Turkestan from early 19r9 to the arrival of the Turkestan Com
mission; the position of the left Social-Revolutionaries with whom the 
Bolsheviks for a time co-operated; and finally t~e Turk~stan Commission 
itself some of whose members were not opposec to the idea of Turkestan 
beco~ing a Turkic republic with its own Tu~kic Communist Party. (The 
conception of a Turkic nation in Central Asia 1s of co~se now anathema 
in the Soviet Union. Care 1s taken to show the national characteristics 
of each of the peoples inhabiting the area. Pan~lslam and pan-Turkism 
are heinous sins). It is not clear why Nazarov raised these subjects unless 
to indicate to other historians that they were no~ permissible subjects
permissible for criticism if not for evaluation. This appears to have been 
confirmed by the closing ~peech to th~ conference ~eliv~~ed by A. L. 
Sidorov of the U.S.S.R. Academy of Sciences who_ said: The national 
question is one of the most complex and neglected m historical literatu 
Moreover, recently the idea has bee~ current that there no need a~~ 
that it is even harmful to study the history of bourgeois parties rea t· 

. d "d h ·1 ' < C 1on-ary nationalist movements, . an I eas ost:J e to us. But in order t 
. . d h O h . o com-bat our enemies we must stu y t em. t erw1se people abroad d 

· · b Whi · d b . can rea only what 1s written y te enugrees an ourgeo1s historians th 
. W h h k f . . . on ese questions. e must ensure t at t e wor s o Soviet historian . 

culated both in the Soviet Union and abroad." s are cir-
It may well be that Central Asian historians are now 

O 
th h 

of several dilemmas. On the one hand they are urged to t' e ffothrns 
"d . " d " 1· I " f S 1· . ow o e ogmausm an p<:'rsona 1ty cu t o ta 1mst times a d . 

" ·11 . " h Th ' n to avoid an I ustrat1ve approac . ey are encouraged to make full 
archive material and to pay attention to historiography. The use of 

b d · b" h" h · 1 Y may now pro e eeper mto su 1ects w 1c prev10us y were barely mentio d "f 
all. They are to indicate national differences in the road to social1;rr:_ 1 

O
~ 

the other hand, they are to remember that they are " Marxist hi"st · ,, 
h h · fu · · · "f th h" t f h • onans t at t e1r nct10n 1s to 1ust1 y e 1~ ory o t e Soviet Union accord" ' 

criteria laid down by the ~ommumst Party, that their duty is to :r;f tk 
and discredit bourgeois writers. Two schools of thought were appar~~t 
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at the conference: one which included writers such as Zhitov and most 
of the non-Russian historians seemed loth to penetrate deeper into in
flammatory episodes and ideas; the other which included Pyaskovskiy and 
to a lesser extent Nazarov and Sidorov held the point of view that as 
the S~v1et Union in its present form was a success and had achiev~d 
wh~t It ~et out to do there could be no harm in examining controversial 
subiects_ In past history. It will be interesting to see which school will 
predominate and how Central Asian historians will resolve the conflicting 
demands placed upon them. 
. As a postscript, it is interestincr to note that The October Revolution 
zn Uzbekistan ?f Kh. Sh. Inoyato~ (Oktyabr'skaya r~volyutsiya _v Uzbeki
stane. Gospobt1zdat, Moscow, 195s. 319 pp.) which was written after 
the conference devotes nearly 50 pages to a consideration of the Kok~nd 
government and other forms of opposition to the Tashkent Bolsheviks. 
The few s~urces that are quoted are contemporary newspape:s or Uzbek 
State Archives, but the picture that emerges from the book 1s not ne~: 
the Tashkent Bolsheviks are heroes who were supported by the native 
population; all opposition was inspired by reactionary circles or the British 
Interventionists. The true story of the October Revolution in Tashkent 
has in fact yet to be told. 
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