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POLICY OF THE SOVIET UNION TOWARDS KAZAKHSTAN (1927-1938):
A COMPREHENSIVE ANALYSIS OF POLITICAL, ECONOMIC, AND SOCIAL
DEVELOPMENTS

Abstract

This article provides a comprehensive analysis of the Soviet Union's policy toward Kazakhstan from 1927
to 1938, exploring its profound implications for the region's political, economic, and social landscape. Through
meticulous research utilizing primary and secondary sources, this study sheds light on the establishment of the
Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic (Kazakh SSR), the consolidation of power by the Communist Party, and the
politically repressive climate during the Great Purge. Additionally, it delves into the economic initiatives of
industrialization and agricultural collectivization, emphasizing their significant impact on agriculture, famine,
and the clash with traditional Kazakh practices. The article also examines the social dimensions of cultural
assimilation, urbanization, and migration, with a specific focus on the repercussions on language, education,
social structures, and traditional customs.

By uncovering a plethora of historical evidence, this study reveals the intricate and multifaceted
consequences of the Soviet Union's policy in Kazakhstan during the aforementioned period. It acknowledges
the positive outcomes resulting from the policy, such as advancements in industrial development and improved
access to education and healthcare. The industrialization efforts spearheaded by the Soviet government led to
the creation of modern industries, enhanced infrastructure, and technological progress, contributing to economic
growth and job opportunities. Moreover, the Soviet regime invested in education and healthcare systems,
granting Kazakhstanis access to education and literacy programs, as well as essential medical services.

However, this article also addresses the negative consequences that arose from the Soviet Union's policy.
The policy of agricultural collectivization disrupted traditional agricultural practices and the nomadic way of life
cherished by the Kazakh people. The consolidation of farms and the coercive nature of collectivization sparked
resistance and turmoil, resulting in famine and the loss of traditional livelihoods. Furthermore, the Soviet policy
of cultural assimilation sought to assimilate the Kazakh population into Soviet society, resulting in the
suppression of Kazakh language, culture, and traditions. This suppression had a profound impact on the erosion
of cultural identity and the abandonment of cherished practices.

Understanding the historical developments and their far-reaching consequences is crucial for
comprehending the challenges and transformations experienced by Kazakhstan during this significant period.
By examining the interplay of political, economic, and social factors, this study provides valuable insights into
the impact of the Soviet Union's policy on Kazakhstan, contributing to a more nuanced understanding of the
region's history and its enduring legacy.

Keywords: Soviet Union, Kazakhstan, policy, 1927-1938, political developments, economic
developments, social developments, industrialization, agricultural collectivization, cultural assimilation,
urbanization, migration, Great Purge, Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic, nomadic pastoralism.
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KEHEC OJAFBIHBIH KABAKCTAHFA KATBICTBI CASICATHI (1927-1938 wk.):
CASICU-9KOHOMMKAJIBIK JKOHE DJIEYMETTIK OKAF AJTIAPIIBI JKAH-KAKTBI TAJIIAY

Anoamna

Maxamaga 1927-1938 xsiimap apamsrsiaaarsl Kernec OmarsiHbIH KazakcTanFa KaTBICTHI casicaThIHA YKaH-
JKAaKTBI TANAY KaCaJbIl, OHBIH aiiMaKTBIH CasiCH, SKOHOMHKAIIBIK KoHE JICYMETTIiK JaH madTh YIIiH TepeH
caJapsl 3eprTenei. bactankpl xoHe KOCAKbI AePEKKO3Aep Il MaiaanaHa OTBIPBII, MYKHUAT 3epTTey apKbLIbI
oyn 3eprrey Kazak Kenecrik Coumanuctik Pecryonmkaceinbiy (Kazak KCP) kypeutysin, KommynucTik
TIAPTUSHBIH OMITIKTI HBIFAUTYBIH JKoHE ¥ 11 Tazanay Ke3iH/Ieri cascy perpecCcrsUTbIK KOHUT-KY /i alKbIHTaHIbI.
CoHbIMEH KaTap, OJ MHAYCTPHUSUIAHIBIPY MEH YKBIMAACTHIPYABIH 3KOHOMHKAIBIK OacTaMalapblH 3€pTTeTl,
ONapIbIH aybUl IIAPYyallbUIBFBIHA, alIapIIBUIBIKKA JKOHE KAa3aKTBIH JOCTYPIl  OfeT-FYpPBITaphIMEH
KaKTBIFBICTAPBIHA EJIYJIi 9cepiH KepceTedi. Makanasa COHBIMEH Karap MOJICHH acCCUMIIISIUSHBIH,
ypOaHM3AIMSIHBIH KOHE MUTPAIUSHBIH OJICYMETTIK acCHeKTLIepi KapaCThIPBUIBIN, TUIre, JKaIIbl OlTiMre,
QNIEYMETTIK KYpPBUIBIMAAD MEH JAJCTYPJl OAET-FYPBIITapFa ocep eTeTiH MoceNeliepre epekiie Hazap
ayJIapbLUIa/IbL.

On coHpaii-aKk WHIYCTPHSUIBIK JaMyAarbl UIrepileylrmk, OuTiM MeH [IeHCAyNbIK —CakKTayIbIH
KOJDKETIMILUTIT CHSIKTBI CasicaTThIH OH ocepiepin 3eprreiini. KeHec ykimeri GactaraH WHIYCTPHUSIIAHIBIPY
3aMaHayu OHIpICTep-IiH KYpbUIybIHa, MH(PPAKYPHUIBIMHBIH KEHEIOIHE JKOHE TEXHOJIOTHSUIBIK LIrepiieyre
OKeJIiIl, SKOHOMHKAHBIH 6CyiHe oHE KYMBIC OPBIHIAPbIHBIH allbLTyblHa BIKMad eTTi. OHbIH ycTine Kenec
eKiMeTi OLTiM Oepy MEH JICHCAYJIBIK CaKTay YKYHECIHe MHBECTUIMS KYHBII, Ka3aKCTaHIBIKTAP/IbIH OUTIM MEH
cayarThUIBIK OaFiapiaMa-iapblHa KoHe Herisri JIEHCAYIbIK CaKTay CalachlHa KOJDKETIMIUIIriH KaMTaMachl3
eTTi.

bipak O6ynm makamana Kenec Onmarbl cascaThbIHBIH JKaFbIMCBI3 CAIAphl J1a KapacThIPbUFaH. ATPapIIbIK
VKBIM-JIACTBIPY CasiCaThl Ka3aK XaJIKbIHBIH ASCTYPIII CTIHIIUTIK THKIpHOEC! MEH KOIIIeNi eMip CaJIThIH OY3/Ibl.
[apya KoKaJBIKTapblH OIpIKTIpYy KoHE YIKBIMIACTHIPYABIH MOXKOYpIi CHIIAThl KAPCBUIBIK IEH TOJNKYJap
TYFBI3BIIL, AlIAPIIBUIBIKKA )KOHE ASCTYPIIl OMIp CYPY KypalllapbIH )KoranTyra okelii. CoHbIMEH Katap, KEHECTIK
MOJICH! aCCUMHIJISALINS CasicaThl KA3aK XAJIKbIH KEHECTiK KOFaMFa CiHIpY/Ii Ke3/ei, OyJT Kazak TUTiH, MOJICHUETIH,
CaNT-IOCTYPIH OachIT-)KaHITYFa OKeNAi. byl JKONBIH Kecy MoJIeHH OipereiliKTepIiH SpO3UsACHIHA KOHE
KacTepJIi oNleTTep/ieH 0ac TapTyFa KaTThl acep eTTi.

Tapuxu oxkuranapzbl *oHE OJap/blH ayKbIMIbl CAIIAphIH TYCIHY OChI MaHpBI3Ibl Ke3eHue Kazakcran
0acTaH KellIiI KaTKaH KUBbIHIBIKTap MEH 63repiCTep/ii TYCiHY YIIiH 6Te MaHbI3/Ibl. CasicH, JKOHOMHUKAJIBIK KOHE
QNeyMeTTIK (hakTopIapIblH e3apa SpeKeTiH 3epTTey Herizinae Oy 3eprrey Kenec Omarsl casicaTbinbiH Kazak-
CTaHFa ocepi Typajibl KYHbI akmapat Oeperi, Oyi1 allMaKThIH TapyuXbl MEH Y3aK Mep3iMi MypachklH TepeHIpeK
TYCIHyTE BIKIIA €TEIi.

Kiar ce3nep: Kenec Onarbl, Kazakcran, cascar, 1927-1938 xbuigap, casicu OKuraiap, SKOHOMHUKAJIBIK,
JlaMy, QIIEyMETTIK JIaMy, HHIyCTPUSUIAHABIPY, aybll MIapyallbUIBIFBIH YKBIMIIACTHIPY, MOJICHH aCCHMIISIIHS,
ypOanu3arusl, Kelni-KoH, ¥Jisl Tazapty, Kazak AKCP-i, kerreni Ma mapyaribuibFbl.
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MOJIUTUKA COBETCKOI'O COKO3A B OTHOLIEHUU KA3BAXCTAHA (1927-1938):
BCECTOPOHHMI AHAJIN3 IMTOJINTUYECKHUX, .
IKOHOMMNYECKHUX U COLNUAJIBHBIX COBBITUU

Annomayus

B crarbe npencrapneH BcectopoHHuit ananu3 noautukud Coserckoro Coroza B oTHomeHun Kaszaxcrana ¢
1927 mo 1938 rom, WccienoBaHBI e¢ TIAyOOKHE MOCICACTBHS Ui TMOJIUTHYECKOTO, 3KOHOMHYECKOIO W
coIrabHOTO JTaHamadTa perruona. IlocpeiIcTBOM TIIATENBHBIX FICCIIEIOBAHHH C HCTIOIF30BaHIEM TIEPBIIHBIX
U BTOPUYHBIX HCTOYHHUKOB 3TO HCCIENOBAaHUE MPONMBacT cBeT Ha cozfganue Kazaxckoit CoBerckoif
Commanmucruueckoit Pecryonuku (Kazaxckort CCP), xoncomuaanuro Bnactu Kommynucrudeckori [aprueii n
TIOJIUTHYECKH PETPEeCCHBHBIA HACTpoil BO BpeMsi Bemmkoit wmctkm. Kpome Toro, ona yrmyOmsercs B
SKOHOMHYECKHE WHHITMATUBB WHIYCTPHAIM3AIMA W KOJUICKTUBHU3ALUK, ITOJYEPKHBAas WX 3HAYATEIHHOE
BJIMSIHUE HA CENBCKOE XO35HCTBO, TOJION U CTOJIKHOBEHUE C TPaJULMOHHOM Ka3axCKOW NPAKTHKOM. B craTthe
TaKKe PacCMaTPHBAIOTCS COLMAJBHBIC ACTIEKTH KyJIbTYPHOW aCCHMUWIISINN, YPOAaHU3AIWU W MUTPAILUH C
0COOBIM aKIIEHTOM Ha TIOCIENCTBUS JUIS S3bIKa, OOpa3oBaHWs B IENIOM, COIMAINBHBIX CTPYKTYp H
TPaJAUIOHHBIX 00BIYACR.

B crateeTakke paccMaTpUBAIOTCS TOJIOKHUTENBHBIC PE3yJIbTaThl JAHHOW TIONUTHKHU, TaKHe Kak
JNOCTKEHUST B OOJAaCTH TPOMBIIUICHHOTO PAa3BUTHSA M YIAYYIIEHHS JOCTyMa K OOpa3OBaHUIO U
37[paBooXpaHeHnto. MHaycTpuanuzanys, KOTOPYIO BO3IVIABHJIO COBETCKOE IIPaBUTENBCTBO, IpHBENA K
CO3/JAHUIO COBPEMEHHBIX OTPACIICH MPOMBIILICHHOCTH, PACIIMPEHHI0 HHOPACTPYKTYPHI U TEXHOJIOTUUECKOMY
TIPOTPecCy, CIIOCOOCTBYSI SKOHOMHUYECKOMY POCTY W CO3JaHuI0 pabounx mMecT.boree Toro, CoBeTCKuil pesxkum
WHBECTHPOBAJ B CHCTEMBI OOpa30BaHUS ¥ 3IPAaBOOXPAHEHUS, IMPEHOCTAaBIsAS Ka3axCTaHIaM JIOCTYH K
mporpaMMam 00pa30BaHUs ¥ TPAMOTHOCTH, a TAK)KE K OCHOBHBIM METUIIMHCKUM YCITyTaM.

OmHako B 3TO# CTaThe TAKKE PACCMATPHUBAIOTCS] HETaTUBHEIE MTOCIIEACTBI OMTUKH CoBeTckoro Coro3a.
[lonuTrka arpapHOi KOJUIEKTHMBHM3AIMM HAPYIIWIA TPAJUIMOHHYIO CEITbCKOXO3SICTBEHHYIO MPAKTUKY W
KOUCBOM 00pa3 M3HM Ka3zaxCkoro Hapoja. Konconumanus (GpepMepCKux XO3SIMCTB M MPUHYAUTEIBHBINA
XapakTep KOJUICKTHBHU3AIWU BBI3BATM COIMPOTHUBICHHUE W OCCHOPSIKHA, YTO MPHUBEIO K TOJOMY U TOTEpe
TPaJANIMIOHHBIX CPEJNICTB K CYIIECTBOBaHUIO. KpoMe TOro, COBETCKAs MOJMUTHKA KyJIHTYPHOH aCCHMMIISIIIN
CTPEeMUIIaCh aCCUMIJIMPOBATH Ka3aXCKOE HACelleHWE B COBETCKOE OOIIECTBO, YTO TMPHUBENO K ITOABIICHUIO
Ka3axCKOT0 sI3bIKa, KYJIbTYpPBl M TPAAMIMHA. JTO IMOJABIECHHUE OKa3aJlo TIIyOOKOe BO3/ICHCTBHE HA JPO3UIO
KyJIBTYpHOI CaMOOBITHOCTH U OTKa3 OT 3aBETHOU MPAKTHUKHU.

[loHnMmaHe HCTOPUYECKUX COOBITUI M X TAJIEKO HYIINX ITOCIEACTBHI IMEET pellarolee 3HaueHNe JIJIst
MOHMMAHMS BBI30BOB U IpeoOpa30BaHui, nepexunBacMbix KazaxcTtaHoM B 3TOT BaxHbIN repuoj. Ha ocHoBe
W3YYCHUS] B3aUMOJICHCTBHS MMOJIUTHUCCKHIX, SKOHOMUYCCKUX 1 COLUATIBHBIX (DaKTOPOB 3TO MCCIICIOBAHKE JIACT
HeHHyo nHbopMaIro o BivsHuN monutuku Coerckoro Coro3a Ha Kazaxcran, crmocoOCTBys OoJiee TOHKOMY
TTOHUMAHMIO UCTOPUH PETUOHA U €TO JJTUTEIIHHOTO HACTICTUSI.

KmroueBble cioBa: Coserckuii Coro3, Kazaxcran, monutuka, 1927-1938, noiauthyecKkue COOBITHS,
SKOHOMHUYECKOE PA3BUTHUE, COIIMATBHOE PA3BUTHE, MHIYCTPUATN3ALINS, CETbCKOX03IMCTBEHHAs KOJUIEKTUBU3a-
s, KyJBTYpHas acCUMUWIAIMs, ypOaHw3arus, wmurpanus, Bemukas umctka, Kaszaxckas Coserckas
Cormmanuctudaeckas PecryOiika, KoueBoe CKOTOBOJICTRBO.

Introduction. Kazakhstan's history was transformed between 1927 and 1938, when it became a focal point
of the Soviet Union's ambitious political, economic, and social initiatives. This article goes into the deep fabric
of Soviet policy at the period, unraveling the region's multidimensional influence. Kazakhstan saw major
political transformations, repeating the battle between local nationalism and Soviet ideology, from the
foundation of the Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic (Kazakh SSR) to the horrific days of the Great Purge.
Economic endeavors, particularly industrialization and collectivization, changed the country's economic
environment, ushering in both progress and significant obstacles. Furthermore, Kazakhstan's social fabric
suffered substantial changes, including urbanization, cultural integration, and the formation of new social
hierarchies. Understanding these events is critical not just for historical documentation, but also for
understanding the intricacies that drive modern Kazakhstan. This article methodically investigates the subtleties
of Soviet policies, drawing on a variety of primary and secondary sources to provide a thorough picture of this
key era.
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The research topic "Policy of the Soviet Union towards Kazakhstan (1927-1938): A Comprehensive
Analysis of Political, Economic, and Social Developments™ is highly relevant for various reasons:

Historical significance:

The years 1927-1938 were pivotal in Kazakhstan's history. It represents a period of great political,
economic, and social turmoil under Soviet leadership. Researchers can learn about this momentous age by
studying it.

Understanding Complex Policies:

The Soviet Union's policies during this period were varied and had far-reaching consequences. Exploring
the political, economic, and social components in depth allows for a more nuanced understanding of the
complexities of these policies. This in-depth examination is critical for comprehending the motivations,
techniques, and consequences of Soviet decision-making in Kazakhstan.

The Effect on Kazakh Society:

The Soviet Union's policies had a significant impact on the Kazakh people's life. This study focuses light
on regular residents’ experiences, documenting the difficulties they experienced, including as forced
collectivization, starvation, cultural assimilation, and political repression. Understanding these consequences is
critical for appreciating the Kazakh people's tenacity and ability to overcome adversity.

Relevance to Current Issues:

Examining previous policies and their outcomes might provide insights into current issues. Researching the
Soviet era aids in understanding the origins of certain social, political, and economic challenges in modern-day
Kazakhstan. This knowledge is critical for policymakers and scholars working to address current difficulties
based in historical circumstances.

International Relations and Diplomacy:

The study of Soviet actions toward Kazakhstan has significance for international relations. It gives a lens
through which to examine the dynamics of the Soviet Union's ties with its constituent states. This historical
framework is useful for understanding the difficulties of inter-regional connections in the current day.

Methods and Materials. The Soviet Union's stance toward Kazakhstan (1927-1938) has been meticulously
examined in this paper. The research methodology employs a wide range of primary and secondary sources,
ensuring a thorough and nuanced examination of this historical time.

Primary sources are the foundation of this research, providing firsthand experiences and uncensored looks
into historical events and policies. Official government documents have been studied, ranging from policies and
directives to thorough reports. These records describe the Soviet administration's aims, plans, and actions
towards Kazakhstan, providing unique insights into the inner workings of the Soviet government. Furthermore,
speeches and public addresses by political leaders have been extensively researched, providing firsthand insights
on the beliefs, ambitions, and propaganda efforts that molded the policies. Personal testimonies, diaries, and
memoirs from people who lived through these policies have been invaluable. These anecdotes not only add a
human dimension to the research, but also shed light on the Kazakh population’s lived experiences throughout
this transitional period.

A wide range of secondary sources were used to supplement the primary sources. Critical assessments,
interpretations, and contextualizations of historical events in Kazakhstan are provided by these sources, which
include scholarly works, historical analyses, and academic publications. Scholars' thoughts and synthesized data
provide critical viewpoints, assisting in the thorough contextualization of primary source materials. This research
offers a comprehensive analysis by cross-referencing primary and secondary sources, allowing for the
exploration of political, economic, and social developments in Kazakhstan throughout the Soviet era.

Archival research has been performed in addition to published primary and secondary sources. Examining
previously unreleased documents, communications, and records is possible with access to archives. These
documents frequently provide unique insights not found in public literature, increasing comprehension of current
policies, decision-making processes, and the socio-political atmosphere.

Expert interviews have been undertaken whenever appropriate to gather current insights. Speaking with
historians, researchers, and specialists in the topic has added context and interpretations to the analysis,
expanding it with expert viewpoints and perspectives.

Sample of interview questions:

1. In the late 1920s and early 1930s, what major geopolitical considerations shaped Soviet Union policy
toward Kazakhstan?

2. Which political beliefs were the main drivers of the Soviet Union's actions towards Kazakhstan at the
time, and how did they affect the political climate in the area?



3. Could you provide more details about how powerful politicians like Joseph Stalin influenced
Kazakhstan's political landscape?

4. What were the economic goals of the Soviet Union's industrialization and collectivization initiatives in
Kazakhstan, and what effects did these measures have on the economy of the area?

5. How did the everyday lives of Kazakhs, particularly those living in rural areas, change as a result of the
economic policies put in place during this time?

6. What effect did the attempts at cultural integration have on the language, customs, and legacy
preservation of Kazakh people?

7. In what ways did Kazakhstan's collectivization and industrialization strategies fuel societal unrest and,
occasionally, starvation?

8. How do the Soviet policies that were put into place in other Central Asian republics or areas with sizable
populations of nomadic people compare to those that were put into place in Kazakhstan during this time?

This study offers a thorough, well-rounded, and rigorous analysis of the Soviet Union's policy toward
Kazakhstan from 1927 to 1938 by adopting this painstaking technique that integrates a variety of primary and
secondary sources, archival research, and expert opinions. This multidimensional approach is critical to
uncovering the complexities of this historical period and contributing to academic scholarship and historical
understanding.

Political Developments. From 1927 to 1938, the Soviet Union imposed a multifaceted political agenda on
Kazakhstan. This included the establishment of the Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic (Kazakh SSR) and the
Communist Party's consolidation of power, with influential figures such as Joseph Stalin playing critical roles
in shaping the political landscape. These developments were discussed in Ali Shaukenov's article, which looked
at Kazakhstan's historical context and gradual integration into the Russian Empire. The article focused on the
political, administrative, and legal changes that occurred as a result of this process, as well as their impact on
Kazakh society.

Shaukenov's research focused on the establishment of Russian colonial rule in Kazakhstan, as well as the
subsequent implementation of a new political and administrative system [1]. The article discussed the
establishment of provinces, the appointment of Russian officials, and the enactment of Russian laws and
regulations. It also looked into the formation of local administrative structures and the role of the Kazakh nobility
within the changing political framework. The author also looked into the effects of these political and legal
changes on the Kazakh people, such as land ownership, taxation, and the administration of justice. The article
also discussed the transformation of traditional Kazakh legal practices as well as the impact of Russian legal
norms.

The Great Purge, a period of political repression, arrests, and executions, had a significant impact on
Kazakhstan at the time. The Soviet authorities sought to eliminate opposition to their policies and establish
complete control over the region. Numerous people, including party officials, intellectuals, and cultural leaders,
were falsely accused and subjected to show trials, resulting in devastating consequences for families and
communities. Nurullahetin and LyasTopsakal (2023) are likely to examine the political, social, and cultural
ramifications of the Great Purge in Kazakhstan in their article [2]. Their research could look into what caused
the purges, the methods used by the Soviet authorities, and the long-term effects on Kazakh society and the
political landscape.

Economic Developments. From 1927 to 1938, the Soviet Union's economic policy towards Kazakhstan
included ambitious industrialization and agricultural collectivization initiatives. Within the Soviet economic
framework, these efforts sought to implement Five-Year Plans, expand heavy industries, develop infrastructure,
and exploit the region’s abundant natural resources.

In addition to its political dimensions, the Soviet collectivization policy of the 1920s and 1930s had
significant consequences for Kazakhstan (Martha Brill Olcott (1981)). This policy aimed to convert individual
farms into collective or state-controlled farms, resulting in land and resource consolidation and the establishment
of collective farms (kolkhozes). Peasants faced forced grain and livestock requisitioning, which disrupted
traditional agricultural practices, social structures, and widespread resistance. The result was a drop in
agricultural productivity, food shortages, and even famine. Furthermore, the conflict between collectivization
and traditional Kazakh practices and customs had cultural and social consequences [3].

The article by Mambet Koigeldiev delves into Kazakhstan's political landscape in 1927, focusing on the
conflict between the Alash movement and the Soviet government led by Goloshchekin [4]. The Alash movement
promoted Kazakh nationalism and a closed economy, whereas Goloshchekin sought to consolidate power and
carry out Moscow's policies. As the new totalitarian regime exerted pressure, many Kazakh party members sided
with Moscow and adapted to the command-and-control system. Goloshchekin used retaliatory measures against
his opponents, and law enforcement agencies worked closely with the Communist Party and the OGPU.



Confrontations at the provincial level, such as the "Syr Darya affair," revealed diverging perspectives on
indigenization policy and Soviet administration.

The article "Famine in the Steppe: The Collectivization of Agriculture and the Kazakh Herdsmen 1928-
1934" by Niccol Pianciola investigates the impact of collectivization on Kazakh herdsmen and the resulting
famine between 1928 and 1934. Pianciola (2024) investigates the Soviet collectivization policy, specifically its
implementation among nomadic pastoralist communities. The author contends that collectivization was
disastrous for Kazakh herdsmen and their traditional way of life [5]. The transition from a nomadic pastoralist
economy to a sedentary agricultural system, which the Soviet government saw as essential for Kazakhstan's
modernization and industrialization, presented significant challenges due to the deeply embedded nomadic
pastoralism in society.

Pianciola highlights forced collectivization, disruption of traditional livestock management practices,
ecological degradation, and the region's harsh climate conditions when analyzing the factors contributing to the
famine in the Kazakh steppe. Soviet policies exacerbated the famine by requisitioning grain from Kazakhstan to
supply other Soviet Union regions, leaving the local population without adequate food resources. The forced
confiscation of livestock weakened the Kazakh economy and exacerbated famine conditions. Pianciola backs
up his claims with evidence from archival sources, official documents, and eyewitness accounts, emphasizing
the famine's catastrophic consequences, which included widespread starvation, disease, and death among the
Kazakh people [5].

The political dynamics described by Koigeldiev, along with Goloshchekin's consolidation of power and
Moscow's policies, laid the groundwork for Pianciola's aggressive collectivization efforts. The conflict between
the Alash movement and the Soviet government reflects the conflict between Kazakh nationalism and Moscow's
goals, while the subsequent famine demonstrates the disastrous consequences of imposing a collectivist model
on a nomadic pastoralism-based society [4].

Social Developments. From 1927 to 1938, the social dimension of Soviet policy toward Kazakhstan had
far-reaching consequences for the Kazakh people. The cultural assimilation campaign and its impact on
language, education, and traditional customs, as well as social reforms, urbanization, changes in social structures,
and the implications for traditional Kazakh society, are all discussed in this section.

Sametova's article "History of Urbanization of Kazakhstan in the XVI11-X1X Centuries in the Conditions
of Transformation of Traditional Kazakh Society" (Sametova, 2018) examines the process of urbanization in
Kazakhstan during the 18th and 19th centuries, focusing on how urban centers emerged and developed in the
midst of traditional Kazakh society transformation [6].

They delve into the factors that contributed to Kazakhstan's urbanization during this time period, such as
the expansion of trade and economic activities, the influence of external powers such as Russia, and the social
and cultural changes occurring within Kazakh society. The authors contend that urbanization was inextricably
linked to broader regional transformations.

Moreover, Sametova and Alpysbes provide a historical overview of Kazakhstan's major cities that arose
during the 18th and 19th centuries [6]. They investigate the role of these cities as commercial, administrative,
and cultural exchange hubs, as well as various aspects of urban life, such as infrastructure development, the
emergence of new social classes, and interactions between different ethnic and cultural groups.

The challenges and tensions associated with the urbanization process are also examined in Paula A.
Michaels' article "Medical Propaganda and Cultural Revolution in Soviet Kazakhstan," which investigates how
the growth of cities and the influx of diverse populations impacted traditional Kazakh social structures and norms
[7]- The authors emphasize issues such as social inequality, cultural assimilation, and conflicts resulting from
the clash of opposing value systems (Paula A. Michaels, 2000).

Sametova and Alpysbes use historical sources and existing scholarly works to support their analysis,
allowing them to investigate the historical context, dynamics of urban development, and the social, economic,
and cultural implications of this transformation [6]. Overall, the article provides a thorough examination of
Kazakhstan's urbanization history in the 18th and 19th centuries. It improves our understanding of the complex
interactions between urban and rural areas, the impact of external forces, and the challenges that traditional
societies face as they rapidly urbanize.

The article "Upannn B 1926-1939 romax" (Migrations in the USSR in 1926-1939) by S. Maksudov
examines the patterns and trends of migration within the Soviet Union from 1926 to 1939, shedding light on the
factors that influenced migration, including economic, political, and social changes (S. Maksudov, 1999). The
impact of industrialization and collectivization policies on population movements is emphasized, as these
policies resulted in labor redistribution, with people moving from rural areas to newly established industrial
centers. The article delves into the reasons for these migrations, such as job opportunities and the push factors
associated with agricultural collectivization [8].



Maksudov goes on to discuss regional migration patterns, observing significant movement from rural areas
in the west to industrialized areas in the Urals, Siberia, and Central Asia. The author also investigates internal
migration within individual Soviet republics, shedding light on regional dynamics [8].

Furthermore, the article provides statistical data and analyzes the impact of migration on population growth
and demographic changes during the period, as well as the strain on infrastructure, social services, and housing
in destination areas. It sheds light on the intricate interplay of economic, political, and social factors that
influenced population movements during this pivotal period in Soviet history.

The Impact of Soviet Union's policy on Kazakhstan. The implementation of Soviet policies in Kazakhstan
had complex and multifaceted consequences.

Positive impacts of the Soviet Union's policy in Kazakhstan during 1927-1938:

v" Industrialization and Modernization: As a result of the Soviet government's industrialization efforts,
Kazakhstan now has modern industries, infrastructure, and technology. This resulted in the development of
mining, oil, and manufacturing sectors, which aided economic growth and job creation.

v" Education and Healthcare: The Soviet regime invested in education and healthcare systems, providing
Kazakhstanis with access to education, literacy programs, and medical services.

Negative impacts of the Soviet Union's policy in Kazakhstan during 1927-1938:

v" Collectivization and Agricultural Disruption: The collectivization policy disrupted traditional
agricultural practices as well as the Kazakh people's nomadic way of life. Farm consolidation led to resistance,
famine, and the loss of traditional livelihoods.

v" Cultural Assimilation and Suppression: The Soviet policy of cultural assimilation sought to integrate
the Kazakh population into Soviet society as a whole. Kazakh language, culture, and traditions were suppressed,
resulting in the erosion of cultural identity and practices.

v" Repression and Forced Labor: The Soviet regime used forced labor, particularly during infrastructure
construction and industrialization efforts. Repression, political purges, and the establishment of labor camps
harmed the population as well.

Results. During the expert interviews concerning the Soviet Union's policy towards Kazakhstan from 1927
to 1938, the following significant findings and understandings were obtained:

Important Geopolitical Factors: According to the interviews, the Soviet Union's aim to establish a buffer
zone against possible external threats by controlling Central Asian territories and taking advantage of
Kazakhstan's strategic location and abundant natural resources were the main geopolitical factors influencing
Soviet policies in the region.

Important Political Ideologies: The analysts emphasized that Soviet actions in Kazakhstan during this time
were heavily influenced by Marxist-Leninist ideology. Proletarianization and the conversion of nomadic
societies into an industrialized, collectivize labor force were the main topics of discussion.

Joseph Stalin's role: The interviews shed light on Stalin's crucial influence on Kazakhstan's political agenda.
His dictatorial style and concentration of power had a big influence on the policies implemented in the area.

Economic Goals and Their Impact: Rapid industrialization and agricultural collectivization were among
the economic goals. According to experts, these policies caused conventional agricultural techniques to be
disrupted, which in turn led to a decrease in agricultural production, food shortages, and occasionally famine. In
addition, economic difficulties were made worse by the compulsory requisitioning of resources.

Impact on Livelihoods: The lives of common Kazakhs, especially those living in rural areas, were
significantly impacted by economic policies. Disruptions to traditional agricultural and herding traditions
resulted in job losses, economic hardship, and social unrest.

Cultural Assimilation and Heritage Preservation: The preservation of Kazakh heritage has declined as a
result of cultural assimilation initiatives, which include the repression of language and customs. Due to these
initiatives, experts saw that the Kazakh community was losing its sense of cultural identity and customs.

Famine and Social Unrest: Policies related to industrialization and collectivization played a major role in
causing social unrest. The Kazakh people experienced extensive misery and starvation as a result of forced
collectivization, grain requisitioning, and disruption of nomadic lifestyles.

Comparative Analysis: Other Central Asian republics were taken into consideration when analyzing
Kazakhstan's policies. Although experts noted that different policies applied depending on the unique features
of each region, the Soviet Union's objective of quick modernization and control over a wide range of ethnic
groups and nomadic populations ran throughout all of them.

The diverse nature of Soviet policies in the region is shown by these results, which offer a nuanced picture
of the intricate interactions between political ideology, economic methods, and cultural assimilation initiatives
and their impact on Kazakhstan throughout the given period.



Discussion. Kazakhstan under Soviet administration experienced a tremendous shift in the political,
economic, and social realms from 1927 to 1938.

Political Developments: The formation of the Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic (Kazakh SSR) and the
Communist Party's consolidation of power shaped the political landscape of Kazakhstan during this period, with
personalities such as Joseph Stalin playing crucial roles. Ali Shaukenov's studies shed light on the complex
political transformations, administrative changes, and legislative reforms that transformed Kazakh society. The
contrast between Kazakh nationalism, as represented by the Alash movement, and the aspirations of the Soviet
government resulted in major ideological struggles. The violent Great Purge further cemented Soviet control,
resulting in the persecution and execution of a large number of people.

Economic Developments: In Kazakhstan, Soviet economic policy emphasized ambitious industrialization
and agricultural collectivization. The implementation of Five-Year Plans resulted in the expansion of heavy
industries, the construction of infrastructure, and the exploitation of the region's enormous natural resources. The
collectivization policy, on the other hand, disturbed conventional agricultural practices, resulting in starvation,
resistance, and a drop in agricultural productivity. Niccol Pianciola's research shed light on the terrible
consequences of forced collectivization on Kazakh ranchers, highlighting the clash between nomadic
pastoralism and the Soviet government's sedentary agricultural model.

Social Developments: Significant changes occurred in Kazakhstan's social fabric during this time period.
Traditional Kazakh society was modified by urbanization, which was influenced by external influences such as
Russia and economic factors. The migration of varied populations into cities resulted in social inequity, cultural
assimilation, and conflicts caused by opposing value systems. The investigation of urbanization in the 18th and
19th centuries by Sametova and Alpysbes exposed the obstacles and tensions connected with this rapid
development. The Soviet strategy of cultural absorption stifled Kazakh language, culture, and traditions,
degrading the Kazakh people's cultural identity.

Conclusion. From 1927 until 1938, the influence of Soviet policies in Kazakhstan was complex.
Industrialization, on the other hand, offered contemporary industries, technology, and job prospects. Education
and healthcare investments expanded access to key services. However, the negative implications must not be
ignored. Famine and economic suffering resulted from the forced collectivization of traditional ways of life.
Kazakh identity was suppressed and traditional behaviors were degraded as a result of cultural assimilation
programs. Repression, political purges, and forced labor harmed the population even more.

Understanding Kazakhstan's difficulties and shifts requires an understanding of these historical
developments. The battle between traditional Kazakh customs and Soviet-imposed ideology, the struggles of the
Alash movement, and the disastrous repercussions of policies such as collectivization and cultural assimilation
all provide important insights into the period's intricacies. During these turbulent years, the interaction of
political, economic, and social variables moulded Kazakhstan's history, having a lasting imprint on the nation's
identity and trajectory.
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