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KAZAKH «SOCIALISTS»: FROM THE HISTORY OF THE CREATION OF THE «USH
ZHUZ» PARTY

Annotation. Based on archival materials and published scientific research, the article examines the
ideological initiatives, program and general «social democratic» principles of the «Ush zhuz» party, the first
«socialist» party established in the Kazakh steppe at the beginning of the 20" century. At crucial moments in
history, society's interest in its past increases. After all, it is in the past and history that we look for the roots of
modern problems, questions and possible answers to them, as well as the basis for predicting the future. For a long
time, history was written in accordance with the interests of the prevailing ideology and did not fully reflect real
life and the contradictory processes of its development. The purpose of the research is to study the history of the
formation of the Socialist party «Ush zhuz» and, within its framework, to conduct research on the history of
national liberation and democratic movements of the early twentieth century. At the same time, one of the
determining factors in the progressive development of historical science is reflection on the activities of
representatives of the National intelligentsia, who fought for independence and liberation. To analyze the socio-
political activities of representatives of the intelligentsia of Kazakh society on the basis of archival documents and
published scientific research, as well as to determine the «socialist» direction of the political struggle waged by
the «Ush zhuz» party. An objective assessment of the leaders of the «Ush zhuz» party, created in response to the
demands of the time, their «peaceful» rather than «revolutionary» position and their role on the historical stage.
We note that the activities, ideological initiatives and programmatic foundations of the leaders of the «Ush zhuz»
party, who did not exclude themselves and actively participated in public life, were one of the most important
moments in the past history of our country.

Keywords: Socialist party «Ush zhuz», K. Togusov, intelligentsia, Kazakh autonomy, revolution,
bolsheviks, national identity.

Introduction

At the beginning of the twentieth century, the awakening of national consciousness led to the consolidation
of Turkic peoples. The growth of national awareness at the turn of the century was shaped by the influence of
Enlightenment and religious ideas, the ultimate convergence of which found expression in the ideology of
Jadidism. During the period under consideration the early twentieth century this process contributed to the
rapprochement between Kazakh nationalists and the «western-oriented» muslim movement.

At the same time, the intensification of political life in the Kazakh steppe resulted in the emergence of three
principal ideological currents. The first was the religious trend led by tatar or Turkestan muslims; the second was
the western-oriented movement headed by local intellectuals; and the third considered the weakest was a current
that sought to channel young people into the orbit of the Russian socialist movement.

The first attempt to establish a regional branch of the People’s Freedom Party (Kadets) was made in 1905
at a congress held in the city of Uralsk, attended by representatives of five oblasts of the Steppe Region. Among
the organizers of this congress were prominent public figures such as Alikhan Bokeikhanov, Bakhytgerei Karataev,
Tileuli Berdiuly, Mukhamedzhan Bakhytgereiuly, Khalel Dosmukhamedov, Nurgali Aitmukhameduly, and
others. In July 1906, at a similar meeting held in Semey, Alikhan Bokeikhanov delivered a speech introducing the
participants to the programmatic principles of the People’s Freedom party. Well-known figures, including
Shakarim Kudaiberdiuly, also expressed their views on this party.

Nevertheless, according to Alikhan Bokeikhanov’s own recollections, until the 1910s political parties
among the kirghiz (kazakh author’s note) population were still at an early stage of formation [1, 478 p.].

According to Akhmet Baitursynov, the February Revolution was received correctly and with enthusiasm
by the «kirghiz» (kazakh author’s note). First, it liberated them from the oppression and arbitrariness of the tsarist
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administration; second, it inspired hope for the realization of their long-cherished aspiration the right to self-
governance [2, 384 p.]. The kazakh intelligentsia linked their principal objective the attainment of political
autonomy within the Russian Federation with the political program proclaimed by the Provisional Government
and the idea of convening a Constituent Assembly. The Provisional Government regarded self-government based
on cultural and national development as the foundation of bourgeois statehood.However, the leaders of the Kazakh
national intelligentsia adhered to the idea of establishing a national-territorial autonomy within Russia. Evidence
of this trend can be found in the resolutions adopted at the regional and All-Kazakh congresses held in 1917.
During this period, Kazakh students in educational institutions in Omsk, Orenburg, Tashkent, Semey, and other
cities formed their own politically oriented organizations, which initially focused primarily on cultural and
educational activities. In 1917 alone, nearly twenty youth circles and organizations were established, including
«Erkin Dala» in Orenburg, «Birlik» in Omsk, «Zhas Qazag» in Uralsk, «Umit» in Troitsk, and others in various
cities.

These organizations were engaged in distributing politically themed leaflets and poems addressing pressing
issues, as well as organizing cultural evenings, debates, and other educational initiatives. Among these political
currents, one organization distinguished by its revolutionary program of action was the Revolutionary Union of
Kazakh Youth, founded by Turar Ryskulov in the Aulieata district (present-day Taraz region author’s note). Its
membership consisted of advanced representatives of the national intelligentsia drawn from the middle and lower
social strata of Kazakh society. The primary objective of the Revolutionary Union was to oppose the policies of
the Provisional Government, the dominance of kulaks at the local level, and the activities of volost administrators,
village elders, and wealthy elites supporters of the old regime [3, 387 p.]. March 1917 was marked by the transition
of local Social Democratic organizations from clandestine activity to an open phase of political struggle, as well
as by the extensive expansion of propaganda and agitation among workers and other laboring groups of the
population. During this period, the activities of local Social Democrats were directed by Bolsheviks from Tashkent,
Orenburg, and Omsk.The organizations of the Russian Social Democratic Labour party (RSDLP) in Peposck
(Perovsk), Kazaly, Aktobe, Uralsk, Petropavlovsk, Semey, Shymkent, and other cities and railway junctions
functioned in a unified manner, with Bolsheviks and Mensheviks operating jointly within their ranks.

After the February Revolution, a number of political parties and organizations began to emerge in
Kazakhstan that articulated the political interests of the local population. Among them, Alash was recognized as
the party of the national-democratic intelligentsia; «Ush zhiiz» as a political party that united popular
representatives of a radical and pro-Bolshevik orientation; and «Shuro-i-Islamiya» as a movement adhering to the
ideas of Islamism and Turkism.

The fate of the Turkic peoples and the distinctive features of the historical development of their statehood
can also be elucidated through an examination of the history and programmatic documents of the Turkish
Federalists party, known in Azerbaijani history as the Musavat party. As stated in its program, the Turkish
Federalists Party defined itself as a democratic organization grounded in the interests of the working masses,
aiming to defend the economic and social interests of the Turkic working population within Russia, as well as the
national and cultural rights of all Turkic and other Muslim peoples adhering to Islam.

In this context, Islamists upheld the idea of «pure Islam», whereas proponents of the Turkist current tended
toward principles of reformism and pragmatism. As a result, although «Shuro-i-Islamiya» initially combined these
two orientations, three months later, in June 1917, the organization «Shuro-i-ulama», which advocated the idea of
«pure Islamy, split off from it. Under the leadership of its head, the jurist Seraly Lapin, the ulama sought to realize
the right of self-determination of Muslim peoples on the basis of Sharia norms and Islamic principles.

Having outlined these developments, we now turn specifically to the history of the «Ush Zhiiz» party, which
adhered to a «socialist» orientation.

Materials and methods of research

The theoretical and methodological foundation of this study is guided by the phenomenological principle,
which examines information as well as the individual’s creative potential, realized materially through cultural
objects. In the preparation of this article, the principles of historical cognition and objectivity were applied, along
with methods of source systematization and historiographical analysis.

The empirical basis for the events of the early twentieth century was drawn from archival materials of the
Presidential Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan (PARK), including: Documents of the Political Institution of
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan (Fund 811), Documents of the All-Union
Communist (Bolshevik) Kazakh Regional Committee (Fund 141), and Documents of the Russian Communist
Party, Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Bureau (Fund 140), which together helped elucidate the content and arguments of this
study.
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Discussion

The early twentieth century marked a period of awakening and development of national consciousness
among the Kazakh people, during which the revival of socio-political thought in the Kazakh steppe became
evident, alongside the articulation of ideas of national independence and self-governance. A social group that
played a particularly significant role in defending the national interests of the Kazakh people was the national
intelligentsia. Representatives of this intelligentsia emerged from diverse social strata and professional
backgrounds, including civil servants, bank employees, feldshers, teachers, translators, engineers, and others. They
were primarily concentrated in major provincial and district centers such as Omsk, Orenburg, Petropavlovsk,
Akmola, and Semey.

At the same time, the Kazakh intelligentsia was far from homogeneous in terms of social origin, education,
and living standards. The first group consisted of individuals educated in gymnasiums and higher educational
institutions, who were well oriented in issues of economic and political development both in Kazakhstan and across
the empire as a whole. Members of this group tended to think independently of Islamic dogma and possessed a
deep understanding of the essence of tsarist Russia’s colonial policy.The second group comprised individuals
educated in rural and urban schools where Islamic principles predominated in the curriculum. This type of
education exerted a certain influence on their worldview, inclining them more strongly toward religious values.
The third group consisted of graduates of Russo-Kazakh or exclusively Russian schools who received a secular
education. They held modern outlooks and sought to integrate the customs and traditions of their people with new
economic and cultural developments.

One of the most prominent representatives of this group was KolbaiTdégisov, who demonstrated
considerable activity in the social and political life of the period and contributed to the development of democratic
and educational trends within Kazakh society. Assessing the role of the national intelligentsia in society,
TurarRyskulov placed particular emphasis on its significance in the history of the democratic movement. In his
view, representatives of the intelligentsia should be approached in a differentiated manner, taking into account
their political, national, and social orientations [3, 259 p.]. This perspective accurately reflects the complex social
structure of Kazakh society during that period and the ideological differentiation within the national elite. In the
early twentieth century, the Kazakh intelligentsia advanced ideas of national unity, enlightenment, and political
independence. It may be argued that their activities and ideological pursuits laid the foundation for subsequent
national movements and for the formation of the idea of an independent state.

A new phase of the Civil War era was also characterized by the development of the national periodical
press. In particular, the development of capitalism in Kazakhstan, the expansion of commodity—money relations,
and the disintegration of patriarchal social structures created the preconditions for the emergence of periodical
publications. The first Kazakh-language periodical was the newspaper «Turkestan ualayaty», which was later
reissued in the city of Omsk under the title «Dala ualayaty». These publications exerted a significant influence on
the growth of public consciousness among the population of the region.The emergence of such periodicals gave
impetus to the overall rise of the national liberation movement in Kazakhstan, contributing to the consolidation of
the people, the awakening of national consciousness, the dissemination of enlightenment, and the introduction of
global cultural achievements. At the beginning of the twentieth century, the most progressive and educated
representatives of Kazakh society, concerned about the future of the country, sought to «awaken» the people and
to implement reforms aimed at advancing social progress. In this process, the formation of the Kazakh periodical
press acquired particular importance. The Kazakh press became a key instrument for disseminating national
consciousness and enlightenment ideas, shaping public opinion, and paving the way for national renewal [4, 10
p.].

The first national-level periodical in Kazakh history, published in the Kazakh language, was the journal
«Aigap». It appeared in 1911 under the editorship of MukhametzhanSeralin. Researchers highly regard Seralin’s
work, noting that he was the first figure to establish the publication of a national journal in Kazakhstan with a
democratic orientation [5, 165 p.]. It would not be an exaggeration to describe the journal Aigap as a window
through which Kazakh society was introduced to the world of enlightenment. The journal critically addressed the
colonial nature of the tsarist regime, socio-political issues, problems in education within Kazakh society, the study
of the native language, the condition of Kazakh women, agrarian issues, scientific innovations, folk creativity,
religion, and other relevant topics [6, 25 p.]. The journal «Aigap» primarily brought together representatives of
the progressive Kazakh intelligentsia who reflected the interests of the liberal-democratic orientation, including B.
Mailin, S. Seyfullin, S. Dénentaev, B. Karataev, S. Toraygirov, K. Tégisov, and others.

Another notable publication in Kazakhstan prior to the revolution was the newspaper Kazakh. As G.E.
Otepova observes, it served as «the eyes, ears, and voice of the nation». This assessment is certainly agreeable.
Around Kazakh, the most active and progressive representatives of the Kazakh intelligentsia A. Bokeikhanov, A.
Baitursynov, M. Dulatov, M. Jumabayev, B. Mailin, and others gathered to publish their works.The primary
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purpose of the newspaper was to call on the Kazakh people to live consciously and creatively, to struggle for their
independence and rights, and to develop their native language and literature. Reflecting on the significance of
Kazakh for the further development of Kazakh society, Kélbai Tdgisov wrote: «The newspaper «Kazakh» emerged
at a moment when profound changes were taking place in the life of the Kazakh people, and issues of life and
death were acutely posed. As the only publication in the region, it pursued, and continues to pursue, the following
goals: to illuminate various aspects of life in the vast Kazakh steppe, to disseminate useful information in the fields
of science, art, and technology among the population, and to introduce them to the cultural, political, and economic
life of other countries of the world [7, 256 p.].

At this time, the growth of social and political consciousness among Kazakh intellectuals was significantly
influenced by representatives of the Russian intelligentsia and political exiles. It should be noted that the Russian
intelligentsia was not homogeneous; rather, it expressed a variety of perspectives on the pressing issues of the
period. For example, during the election campaign for the First State Duma, one segment of the intelligentsia
supported government decrees that restricted the electoral rights of the Kazakh population, publishing letters to
this effect in official periodicals such as Torgai Oblast News and Orenburg Oblast News.Meanwhile, a second
segment, adhering to a liberal-democratic orientation, supported the participation of Kazakhs in the elections. Their
shared aspiration to democratize society was articulated through newspapers such as Semipalatinsk Leaflet, Step,
and Stepnoy Kray [6, 27 p.]. Thus, at the beginning of the twentieth century, the socio-political life of the Kazakh
steppe and the development paths of its people were characterized by a wide diversity of views and opinions. This
phenomenon reflects the distinctiveness of the historical period and clearly demonstrates the heterogeneity of
Kazakh society, including the social composition of the national intelligentsia. Nevertheless, despite differences
of opinion at the time, the unifying principle was the call to «awaken» the Kazakh people and to encourage active
struggle for democracy, freedom, and independence.

Research findings

In the autumn of 1917, another national-political organization emerged in Kazakhstan the «Ush zhiiz»party,
more specifically, the Kazakh socialist party. The party primarily extended its influence in the northeastern regions
of Kazakhstan, while its Central Committee was based in the city of Omsk. The founder and chairman of the
Central Committee was Mukhan Aitpenov. However, the activities of «Ush zhiiz» were most closely associated
with the name of Kolbai Tdgisov. Toégisov became widely recognized on the socio-political stage at the end of
1917, although he had already been involved in politics during the First Russian Revolution of 1905-1907. Thus,
the emergence of the «Ush zhiiz» party in Kazakhstan’s political life during the revolutionary upheaval was not
accidental. It represented a natural outcome of the region’s prior socio-political development and reflected the
complex processes of socio-political division within Kazakh society. At this time, each social group and class
began to more clearly understand and protect its own interests amid the ongoing changes in the country. As noted
in G.M. Rakhimova’s study: «The emergence of this party is associated with the period of intensified political
conflicts and debates after October 1917. Within the context of various currents and complex contradictions among
the less affluent Kazakh population, the «Ush zhiiz»’ party was established» [8, 118 p.].

However, numerous scholarly studies and literary works have often characterized the «Ush zhiiz» party as
«bourgeois nationalists». At the same time, it is well documented that at the time of its formation, the party’s
political, economic, and social objectives and orientation were discussed and published in the press in various
languages. Notably, on november 17, 1917, the newspaper «Revoliutsionnaya Mysl» [9] (Omsk) reported the
establishment of the new kyrgyz (kazakh) socialist «Ush zhiiz» party in the kazakh region. The article stated:
«...the Central Committee of the party was elected, including the following members: Chairman - Mukhan
Aitpenov; Vice-Chairman - Kdélbai Togisov; Secretary of the Central Committee - Iskhan Qabekov; Treasurer -
Abdirakhman Qlychbaev. The headquarters of the Central Committee of the Ush Zhiiz Party was located at 48
Telyatnikova Street, Omsk. Among the party members were Shaymardan Alzhanov, Abdolla Asylbekov, Nurgali
Qulzhanov, Yermukhamed Tokpaev, Suleimen Tolengutov (brother of Kolbai Tdgisov), Kazhymukan
Munaytpasov, Qasen Qaranayev, Mukhan Esmagambetov, Karim Duisekeyev, Qali Esmagambetov, Qaliaskara
Kuanishev, Karim Soteshev, Abilkayyr Dosov, and many others. The establishment of the Ush Zhiiz Party was
received with the support of a certain segment of Kazakh society».

Shortly thereafter, several articles of varying perspectives were published about the Ush Zhiiz Party in
Kazakh, the organ of the Alash Party, as well as in the newspapers Saryarka and Jas Azamat, which were organized
by Kh. Ghabbasov, I. Alimbekov, R. Marsekov, and others. In November of the same year, the editorial office of
Saryarka received a telegram explaining the reasons for the formation of the «Ush zhiiz» party, which stated:
«...dissatisfied with the program of the well-known Kadet Alash Party founded by Alikhan Bokeikhanov, certain
Kazakhs established a socialist party called «Ush zhiiz». Its goal was to protect the federation and to unite the
Turkic-Tatar tribes. A separate list was submitted for the Constituent Assembly. The chair of the presidium was
Mukhan Aitpenov, and the secretary was Iskhan Qabekov» [10].
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The prominent historian and academician Kenes Nurpeisov provides the following assessment of the «Ush
zhiiz» party: Regarding the activities of one of its leaders, Kélbai Togisov, he notes that the «Ush zhiiz»emerged
in the autumn of 1917. Initially, the party declared its intention to cooperate with the Alash movement; however,
it soon reversed this position and became one of the main critics of Alash concerning Kazakhstan’s socio-political
issues. Leadership roles within the «Ush zhiiz»political organization were carried out by the former defense
lawyer, journalist, and playwright Kélbai Togisov; the feldsher and interpreter Shaymerden Dosov; the laborer
Iskhan Qabekov; and the journalist Mukhan Aitpenov [14, 127 p.].

Shortly thereafter, the Central Committee of the party decided to publish the newspaper Ush zhiiz, which
was to appear twice a week as the party’s official organ. Kolbai Togisov was appointed as the editor of the
newspaper. In January 1918, the editorial office of the newspaper was relocated to Omsk. Professor G.E. Otepova,
in her study based on the newspaper Vechernyaya Zarya on the lives of the kyrgyz (kazakh) people, notes: «The
Central Committee of the Socialist Kyrgyz (Kazakh) «Ush zhiiz» party moved the publication of its weekly organ
from Petropavl to Omsk. The newspaper was printed at the regional printing house using forty Kyrgyz script
characters. The editor was Kolbai Tégisov» [6, 40-41 p.].

Thus, the «Ush zhiiz» party evolved into a political association of petty-bourgeois democrats. Shortly
thereafter, the socialist Ush zhiiz merged with the Socialist Revolutionaries. The party supported the idea of a
union of Muslim peoples in the Volga region, Kazakhstan, the Urals, the Caucasus, and Central Asia, advocated
for land redistribution among the Kazakhs, opposed the zemstvo system, and called for adherence to the «just
laws» of Sharia. Among the Kazakhs, the «Ush zhiiz» was the sole political rival of the Alash Orda, although its
objectives differed only slightly from those of Alash.

The majority of the party’s ordinary members were drawn to the ideological principles of «Ush zhiiz»,
which initially represented a synthesis of Socialist Revolutionary ideas and the traditional Muslim movement ideas
that were widely understood and popular among the Kazakh population. In its early stages, Kélbai T6gisov defined
the position of Ush zhiiz as follows: «Our Ush zhiiz» party adheres to this platform and follows the path of that
wing of the Socialist Revolutionaries [6, 43 p.]. Disillusioned with the activities of the Provisional Government,
Kdlbai Togisov gradually turned toward the Soviets, embracing socialist ideas centered on freedom, equality, and
justice. Precise data on the membership of the Ush Zhiiz Party are not available. Nevertheless, judging by the
numerous telegrams the party received from various cities and settlements across Kazakhstan and Central Asia, its
membership gradually increased. V.K. Grigoriev noted that by early April 1918, the party “numbered
approximately one thousand members» [12, 417 p.]. These figures are corroborated by other researchers, who
report that the party had more than 450 members in Omsk alone, and approximately 200 members in Petropavl
[13, 49-77 pp.]. Thus, after gathering a number of supporters, the «Ush zhiiz» quickly aligned itself with the
Russian (and Russian-speaking) bolshevik allies, and in december 1917, raised the issue of nominating its
candidates for the Constituent Assembly. To establish their party on the political stage and introduce it widely to
the public, Kolbai Toérisov and his associates put forward a group of their people as candidates for the Assembly.
The nominees included: Nurgali Qulzhanov from Semey; the three representatives of the Akmola Regional Kazakh
Committee — Khasenkozha Bekhozhin, Qazy Torsanov, and Bayseit Adilov; Mukhan Aytpenov, chairman of the
Omsk Uyezd Kazakh Committee; and Galiaskar Kuanishev, chairman of the Petropavl Uyezd Kazakh Committee.
Kolbai Térisov himself participated among the candidates as a member of the Executive Committee of the All-
Russian Peasant Soviets. Beyond the above, the candidate list included Usen Qasaev, Saken Seifullin, Nurgali
Qulzhanov, a Semey seminary teacher, officer Mahmut Ualikhanov, feldsher Shaymerden Alzhanov, Sultan
Abylaev, and Ybyrai Tolebaev. The newspaper Revolyutsionnaya Mysl published the list of the 13 candidates
approved by the Central Committee of the «Ush zhiiz» party to be sent to the Constituent Assembly [6, 41 p.]. One
of these candidates was Saken Seifullin. The thirteen individuals nominated for the Constituent Assembly under
the «Ush zhiiz» list were generally aligned with the three major Russian political parties of the time: the Socialist
Revolutionaries (SRs), the National Socialists, and the Social Democrats. In the context of 1917, historians have
found no evidence in contemporary press reports or archival documents indicating that any of the aforementioned
candidates opposed their nomination to the Assembly through the «Ush zhiz» list [15]. After the Soviet
government emerged victorious in the Civil War, it was reported that only Saken Seifullin had refused to consent
to his nomination for the Constituent Assembly on behalf of the «Ush zhiiz» party. This list had been approved by
the Central Committee of the «Ush zhiiz» party. However, at the time, being a small and little-known organization,
the party was unable to retain all of its candidates. The unclear and poorly defined party program, its lack of
organization, and the small number of members contributed to the withdrawal of many candidates on the «Ush
zhiiz» side. Saken Seifullin noted that «the residents of Akmola did not wish to support the Ush zhiiz, and therefore
did not actively participate in the election» [11, 144 p.]. He explained his refusal to participate in the election as a
representative of the «Ush zhiiz» party as follows: «We did not take part in the voting to show that we did not
agree with the policies of the «Ush zhiiz». We did not do this out of fear of Alash Orda, nor because we thought
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the leaders of the Ush zhiiz were worse for the people than the leaders of Alash. On the contrary, the Ush zhiiz had
excellent and loyal comrades, such as Shaymerden (Alzhanov) and Iskhan (Khabekov). For the revolution, Alash
Orda was more dangerous and harmful than the Ush zhiiz» [11, 143 p.]. The Saryarga newspaper published the
results of this election. In the Petropavl district, Alash received 26,814 votes, while Ush zhiiz garnered only 36
votes. In the Semey district, Alash obtained 58,300 votes, with Ush zhiiz receiving just 1 vote. Similar results were
observed in the Omsk district: 16,200 votes for Alash and 300 for Ush zhiiz.

Following their defeat in the election, the «Ush zhiiz» party declared its adoption of a bolshevik platform.
It called on Kazakhs not to accept Alash’s demands for autonomy, instructed the youth not to join the formations
being organized by Alash, and forbade providing them with any financial support. The elections to the Constituent
Assembly demonstrated that Ush zhiiz, in its early years, did not have significant influence among the Kazakh
population. The results in the Petropavl district confirm this.

The formation of the Ush zhiiz party in 1917 reflected a distinct reaction by a segment of the Kazakh
population to the revolutionary events in the country. Due to political illiteracy and repression, these groups were
unable to immediately understand the situation and make the right choices. This revealed the ideological
inconsistencies, political weakness, and lack of viability of the Ush zhiiz party. Nevertheless, the party utilized
available means to fight for the freedom, liberty, and independence of the Kazakh people. To dismiss its
contributions merely because it opposed Alash or supported socialist reforms during this difficult historical period
would distort its significance and erase a part of history.

The Ush zhiiz party united a segment of the intelligentsia, including teachers, feldshers, and office
employees, as well as small livestock herders, peasant farmers, artisans, petty property owners, and members of
the working class. Comparing the social composition of the Alash and Ush zhiiz parties, Saken Seifullin noted:
«Alash-orda consisted of the wealthier upper class, sons of high-ranking officials educated in tsarist gymnasiums,
and hereditary nobles — the national elite. In contrast, Ush zhiiz brought together the residents of Omsk, artisans,
cart drivers, herders, and largely illiterate poor people. Among them was also the famous wrestler Kazhymukan,
who had previously been a shepherd» [11, 135 p.]. The formation of the Ush zhiiz party confirmed the
heterogeneous nature of Kazakh society at the time and reflected the unique social, economic, and cultural
development of the region [6, 43 p.]. In the december 24, 1917 issue of the Ush zhiiz newspaper, the party’s
program was published, outlining its main objectives and priorities. The key theses of the Ush zhiiz party program
were as follows:1. The party advocated for an immediate cessation of the imperialist war and supported the
establishment of a peace agreement.2. The party opposed the Alash party’s initiative to transfer the right of
governance over the Kazakhs from Petersburg to Tomsk, rejecting the notion of accepting Russians as senior
authorities. The Ush zhiiz party also opposed the formation of an “Alash autonomy” and stated that if the Alash
proposal were to be implemented as part of the “Siberian autonomy,” the Great and Little zhiiz, along with our
Kyrgyz brethren, would never unite with it and would remain forever within the territories of Central Asia and
Turkestan. 3. The party sought to provide support to the poor, orphans, and widows.4. It demanded the allocation
of land to Kazakh peasants and settlements based on a sedentary system, encouraging people to adopt a settled
lifestyle while regarding pastoralism as a threat to the future of the Kazakh people.5. Regarding judicial and
administrative matters, while Alash leader A. Bokeikhanov rejected the incorporation of the Qur’an and Sharia
into the future Kazakh legal code, the Ush zhiiz party proposed to exclude punitive measures such as cutting off
fingers, ears, or noses, but retain sacred rules concerning marriage, family, inheritance, and related matters.6. On
the issue of zemstvos, the Alash party proposed zemstvos modeled after the Russian system. In contrast, the Ush
Zhiz party argued that zemstvos for a sedentary population were inappropriate for nomadic lifestyles, asserting
that all matters should be resolved according to customary law by elders and local judges (biys). 7. The party
formed a parliamentary faction with Muslim deputies and allied with the Socialist Revolutionary (Esser) party. In
drafting this program, the members of the Ush Zhiiz party considered themselves representatives of the working
people’s interests [15, 10 p].

Historian S. Smagulova, in her specialized analysis of the programmatic theses of the «Ush zhiize» party,
notes that the «Ush zhiiz» members emphasized the need to establish a federative alliance among the peoples of
Central Asia and Turkestan. Regarding the issue of autonomy, the «Ush zhiiz» members criticized the program of
the Alash party. As Alash suggested, «this time we should seize the reins of the long-standing Kazakh
administration from Petersburg, transfer it to Tomsk, and attach it to Siberia, still recognizing Russians as elders».
The «Ush zhiiz» countered: «No, all the pale-skinned Russians are still Russians! What sense is there in taking a
kamshat hat from one and putting it on another? Would it not be better to wear our ancestors’ «kamshat haty
ourselves? Our Kazakhs do not want to make every visible Russian an elder. If we let an incapable, quarrelsome
old man become an elder and put our horse in front of a man accustomed to fine carpets, we will only add insult
to injury. Instead, as the saying goes, «cover your lap while you can» and «strike the iron while it is hot». Let us
take a federative step carefully, preserve our resources at home, and henceforth manage our affairs ourselves» [16,

131



BwAMp
R

A = o /

BKY Xa6apiubicbi
BectHuk 3KY 1(101) — 2026

85-88 p.]. Furthermore, they argued: «If we join the Siberian autonomy as Alash proposes, will the Junior Zhuz
and our Kyrgyz brothers, currently in Turkestan, ever unite with us?» Thus, regarding Kazakh autonomy, the «Ush
zhliz» party both aligned with and opposed Alash at different times. On the difficulties of establishing Kazakh
autonomy, K. Tégisov concluded: «The Kazakh people are nomadic, poor, scattered among clans, and historically
have not had an independent state tradition. «The «Ush zhiiz» members believed that it was beyond their capacity
to establish Kazakh autonomy alone and argued that it was necessary to maintain a cooperative relationship with
Turkestan: «Rather than bowing to Tomsk and submitting to Siberia, at the very least, the peoples of Central Asia
and Turkestan should unite in a federation» [16, 89 p.].

However, in general, it is known that the program and activities of the «Ush zhiiz» party found support
among the poor. On march 14, 1918, workers from the Semey, Oskemen, Zaysan, Pavlodar, and Karkaraly districts
of the Semey Province sent a letter to the Executive Committee of the Semey Provincial Council and the “Ush
Zhiiz” party, acknowledging their political activities. Additionally, Kazakhs from five districts sent telegrams to
Kolbay Togisov, the head of the «Ush zhiiz» party in Omsk, urging the abolition of provincial, district, and volost
courts and their replacement with institutions that would provide support in elections.

On april 10, 1918, the Central Committee of the «Ush zhiiz» held an expanded meeting to confirm Togisov's
activities. Subsequently, on April 17, the «Birlik» organization convened a meeting and passed a resolution
demanding the removal of K. Togisov from his position and an investigation by the Omsk Provincial Council,
claiming that he had disrupted the "Birlik" organization, which ultimately led to his arrest [16, 92 p.]. During the
Civil War in March 1919, the Soviet activist Kélbay Togisov and other leaders of the «Ush Zhiiz» party were
captured and sentenced to death. The party ceased to exist.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the «Ush Zhiiz» members did not attempt to seize power rapidly through armed struggle.
The party's program emphasized polytechnic education, the service of religion to the people, the promotion of a
policy of peace, the encouragement of a sedentary lifestyle, and the prevention of interethnic conflicts. This
demonstrates that even during the revolutionary years, the «Ush zhiiz» maintained a benevolent and democratic
orientation.

An analysis of the socio-political activities of the «Ush zhiiz» party shows that it acted in accordance with
democratic principles. Today, it is clear that we have a significant opportunity to fully restore the true positive and
negative aspects of our history. The names of those who sacrificed their lives for the future of their people will
always remain in the collective memory. This study confirms the unique and significant place of the «Ush zhiiz»
party in the history of Kazakhstan’s national liberation and democratic movements.
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AoauxanoBa A.E., AxmeroBa K.K., KacbimboexoBa M.A.
KA3AKTbBIH «COIIUAJIBIJIIAPBI»: «YI KY3» TAPTUSICBIHBIH KYPBLTY
TAPUXBIHAH

AnpmaTtna. Maxkanazna XX raceIp/ibIH OaChIHIAFbI Ka3aK TaJIaChIH/Ia ajFall KYpPhUIFaH «COLMAIIIBUD) — « Y1II
)KY3» MapTUACHIHBIH UASSUTBIK OacTamaiapbl, OaraapiaaMachl, COHBIMEH Oipre >Kalbl «COMA-IeMOKPATHSITBIK)
YCTaHBIMJIAphl apXWB MaTepHajiapbl MEH >KapHsUlaHFaH FBUIBIMU 3epTTEyNep HETi3iHAe KapacThIPbUIAJbIL.
TapuxTbiH 0eTOYphIC Ke3eHJepiHIe KOFaMHBIH ©3 OTKEHIHE JIereH KbhI3BIFYLIBUIBIFBI apTa Tycemi. OWTKeH,
OTKEHHEH TapuxTaH 0i3 Kasipri MaceseiepliH TYN-TaMbIPbIH, CYpaKTap MEH ojlapra Oepijep »KayanTap.sl,
OonamaxkTel OOJDKay[OblH HETI3iH i3/eiiMi3. ¥3aK yakbIT OOWBI TapHxX YCTEM HICOJOTHSHBIH MYIJIECiHE caii
JKa3bUIbIN, IIbIHAHBI OMIpiH, OHBIH KaWIIBUIBIKTBI AaMy YAEpIiCTEepiHiH OeHHECIH TONBIK KepceTe alMajpl.
3eprreyain Makcathl — XX FacCBIpbIH OACHIHIAFBI YIIT-a3aTThIK JKOHE IEMOKPATHSUIBIK KO3FAIbICTap TapUXbIHA
3epTTey JKYPri3e OTBIPHII, COHBIH asChIHAA «Y LI YKY3» «COLMAIIIBUT) MaPTUSCHIHBIH KYPBUTY TAPUXbIH 3epeiey
O6onbin  TaObutagpl. CoHbIMEH Oipre, TapuX FBUIBIMBIHBIH HPOTPECCUBTI  JaMYBIHBIH — aiKbIHIAYIIbI
(bakTOpIApBIHBIH Oipi — TOYENCI3/IK, a3aTTHIK KOJBIH/AA KYPECKEH YITTHIK 3USUIBIKAYbIM OKUIJIEPiHIH KbI3METiHE
ol xkyripry. Ka3ak KoraMbIHIaFbl HHTEJUTUTSHIHS OKUIEPiHIH KOFaM/IBIK-CasiCh KbI3METTEPIH apXHB Ky>KaTTaphl
MEH JKapUsUIaHFaH FBUIBIMH 3epTTeyIiep aschiHIa Tajjaam, « Y I 5Ky3» MapTUsCBIHBIH XKYPTi3reH casch KYpeciHiH
«COIMATIMCTIK» OarbIThIH aHBIKTAy. 3aMaH TanaObIMeH KypbUIFaH «YII Y3» MapTHACH KONIOACHIbLIaAPbIHBIH
«TOHKepICTEeH» repi «0eHOITIIUTIKY) yCTaHbIM/IApbl MEH TAPUXH CaXHaJIaFbl pelliHe 00beKTUBTI Oara Oepy. O31epiH
HICTTETIIEH, KOFaMJIbIK eMipre OenceHe apanackan «YIII )Ky3» MapTUsChl KalpaTKepJiepiHiH KbI3METI, UAesUTBIK
Oacramanapbl MeH OarapiiaMalblK Heri3Ziepi — eNiMI3iH OTKEH TapUXbIHBIH MaHbBI3Ibl TYCTapbIHBIH Oipi
OOJIFaHBIH aliKbIHAANMBI3.

Kint ce3mep: «Yur xy3» comuanucrik napruscel, K.TericoB, Hremmurenius, Kazak aBTOHOMHSCHI,
TOHKEPIC, OOJNBIICBUKTED, YITTHIK TAHBIM.

AoauxanoBa A.E., AxmeroBa /K.K., KacumoexoBa ML.A.
KA3AXCKHUE « COUAJIUCTbI»: U3 UCTOPUU CO3JTAHUS TAPTUU «YII KY3»

AHHoTanus. B cTaThe Ha OCHOBE apXMBHBIX MaTEPHAJIOB U OIyOJMKOBAHHBIX HAYYHBIX HCCIEIOBAaHHH
paccMaTpuBarOTCs UICONOrMYECKHE HHUIMATUBBI, IIPOrpaMMa U O0IIHe «COIHaI-IeMOKPATHIECKHE» TPUHINIIBI
NapTUH «Y I Ky3a» — NEPBOM «COLUAIMCTUUECKOW» NAapTHUH, CO3JAHHOM B Ka3aXxCKOW cTenu B Hadane XX Beka.
B mepenomHBIE MOMEHTHI MCTOPHHM HHTEpeC OOLIECTBA K CBOEMY IPOLUIOMY Bo3pacraeT. Benp MMeHHO B
MPOILIIOM ¥ UCTOPUH MBI HILIEM KOPHHU COBPEMEHHBIX IIPOOIIEeM, BOIPOCHI U BO3MOYKHBIE OTBETHI Ha HUX, @ TAKKe
OCHOBY Ul MIPOrHO3MpoBaHMA Oymymero. Mcropust monroe BpeMs mucanach B COOTBETCTBHH C MHTEPECaMH
TOCTIOJICTBYIOIIEH HJICOJIOTHH U HE OTpakaJla B IIOJTHON Mepe PeasbHYIO KH3Hb U IPOTUBOPEUHBLIE IIPOIIECCHI €€
pasButus. Llenpio MccnenoBaHus ABISIETCS M3YyUEHHE MCTOPUM CTaHOBJIEHUS COIMANINCTUYECKON MapTUH «YIII
XKy3» U B €€ paMKax IPOBEICHNUE MCCIECAOBaHNA HCTOPUN HALMOHATIBHO-OCBOOOUTENBHBIX U IEMOKPATHUECKUX
IBIKeHNH Havaima XX Beka.llpum 3ToM omHMM u3 ompenersommx (akTOpoB IOCTYNATENBHOIO Pa3BHTHSA
HCTOPHYECKOM HayKU SIBJISETCS OCMBICTICHHUE JIEATENLHOCTH MPEICTABUTENEH HAIIMOHAIBHO-0CBOOOAUTENHLHOT O
JBIDKEHUsI, OOpOBIIMXCSA 3a HE3aBHCHMOCTh U cBoOony.IlpoaHanmm3upoBaTh 0ONIECTBEHHO-TIONUTHIECKYIO
JeATENIBHOCTh NPEICTaBUTEICH WHTEIUIMTEHIMHA Ka3axCKOro OOINEeCTBa Ha OCHOBE apXMBHBIX JOKYMEHTOB H
OITyOJIMKOBAHHBIX HAYYHBIX HCCIACIOBAHMH, a TakKe ONPENEINTh «COLMAINCTUYECKOE» HaIpaBIICHAE
MTOJUTHIECKON OOPHOBI, KOTOPYIO Bena mapTus «Yir xy3». OObeKTHBHAS OICHKA JTHACPOB MApTHH « YT KY3»,
CO3JJaHHOM B OTBET Ha TPEOOBaHMS BPEMEHH, UX «MHPHOW», a HE «PEBOIIONMOHHON» IO3UIMH M UX POJIU Ha
HCTOPHYECKOH creHe. Mpl OTMedaeM, YTO JESTeNbHOCTh, MACHHBIE WHHIIMATHUBBI M MPOrPaMMHBIE OCHOBEI
JeaTeneld mapTu «YII jKy3a», He MCKITIOYAaBIINX ceOs M aKTUBHO Y4acTBOBABIIMX B OOIIECTBEHHOW >KH3HH,
SIBJSUIACH OJHUM M3 BaXKHEMIIUX MOMEHTOB MPOLIEIIIEH HCTOPUM HAIlIEH CTPAHBI.

KuaroueBsie ciaoBa: Commanucrunieckas mapTus «Yir xy3», K. TorycoB, WHTEIUIMTEHITNS, Ka3axcKas
aBTOHOMUSI, PEBOJIIONNS, OOJBIIEBUKH, HAIIMOHAIFHOE CAMOCO3HAHHE.
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