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Mustafa Shokay about cooperation in Turkestan region and Kazakhstan

Abstract. The publication of 12 volume editions of Mustafa Shokay, not previously published in his
homeland, in our opinion, will greatly enrich the history of economic thought and the economic history of
Kazakhstan.

In his socio-political activities and analytical researches, he, one of the founders of the Alash
movement and the leader of the Kazakh opposition to Soviet power outside the USSR, paid considerable
attention to the socio-economic processes that took place in that period in the Soviet Union as a whole, and
in Kazakhstan and republics of Central Asia in particular.

The co-operation conducted by the Soviet authorities in the 1920s and 30s of the last century was an
important lever in the construction of a socialist social system. This article discusses the views of Mustafa
Shokay on this process, conducted by the dictatorship of the proletariat. The analysis of his published works
on this problem, especially in Kazakhstan and the Turkestan region, testifies his significant contribution
to the theory and practice of the cooperative process, as well as how he painfully perceived the tragic
consequences of the ongoing Soviet cooperation and revealed its negative sides.

Keywords: cooperation, consumer cooperation, peasant economy, agriculture, reform, supply and
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Being in emigration, representing the interests of the people of the Turkestan region, the
Kazakh people and the Alash party in foreign countries, Mustafa Shokai (1889-1941,

a graduate of the law faculty of St. Petersburg University, an eminent statesman and public
figure, scientist, journalist) showed considerable interest in political, social and economic processes
that took place in the Turkestan region, Kazakhstan in the 20-30s of the twentieth century.

A special place among his scientific researches and published works on political, social
and economic problems is occupied by comprehensive studies of the process of cooperation in
the Central Asian republics and in Kazakhstan in the 20-30s of the last century, its disastrously
devastating consequences for the indigenous population of these territories. On this problem, he
published a significant number of scientific writings and journalistic articles.

Mustafa Shokai, a politically-minded figure, a responsible employee of the State Duma of
the Russian Empire, was well versed in this matter, since at the beginning of the last century co-
operation in the Russian empire was greatly developed; the Provisional Government also took
a number of specific measures to develop cooperation. At the beginning of the birth of Soviet
power, I had the opportunity, with my own eyes, to be convinced of the Bolshevik policy pursued
with respect to small private owners and the problems of their cooperation.

Moreover, being in a prolonged forced emigration in Turkey and the countries of Western
Europe, he was well acquainted with the forms and methods of cooperation in a market economy
conditions. Therefore, exploring the forms and methods of the process of cooperation in the
Soviet Union, and especially in its backward national suburbs, he had the opportunity to carry out
a comparative analysis between them.

Mustafa Shokai defines the paramount political and economic importance of the party
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leaders to the co-operation as following: “I will start with co-operation, which makes the main
element of the “socialist organization” of the economy under Kazakhstan’s conditions” [1, Vol.
8, p. 345].

In his opinion, joining the cooperatives must be carried out on a voluntary basis and be
implemented gradually. That is, in stages from lower forms (consumer, supply and marketing)
to higher forms (production), with rigorous consideration of local national characteristics
and conditions, especially in previously backward national margins (in Turkestan region and
Kazakhstan) [2, 4 , with. 405-406; 3, volume 7, p. 113-118].

So, for example, noting the historical features of the Kazakh people’s attitude to the process
of cooperation, Mustafa Shokai cites from their written appeal to Lenin (since he did not accept
the Kazakh delegation, who came to meet with him) the following points: “It should be noted
that artel start of cooperation and cooperation in the work of the Kyrgyz (Kazakh - A.Dogalov)
people is highly developed. Thus it is clear, with what the laboring Kyrgyz masses who have the
above social structure and the Kyrgyz populist intelligentsia should go for union whether with
the workers and peasants seeking freedom from exploitation and oppression or with yesterday’s
oppressors and exploiters - the bourgeois classes” [4, Volume 2, with. 257].

On this occasion, he sets forth his following considerations. “An uncomplicated economy,
in which the main role is played by cattle breeding that is close to primitive, with relatively weak
development of agriculture and the complete absence of factory industry, eliminated the need
(even if to take the Bolsheviks’ point of view) of the methods practiced by the Bolsheviks in
Russia. The Kyrgyz steppes with these features can quite easily meet any economic reforms in
Russia” [4, Volume 2, p. 155].

Mustafa Shokai, as a true patriot of his nation, fully and unequivocally supports the idea
of the appeal that “It is obvious that the national, economic and cultural characteristics of the
Kyrgyz people require special methods and ways of work. Without acquaintance with the living
conditions of the Kyrgyz people and knowledge of all these features, in the absence of a definite
look at the question, it was impossible to organize the work seriously” [4, Volume 2, p. 256].

In his opinion, all these features historically evolved over many centuries and were
determined by the forms of business management of the Kazakh population, formed the
corresponding household ideology, which cannot be changed by the revolutionary method, which
was used by the Bolsheviks who came to power. On this occasion, he wrote as follows: “I am
by no means a defender of the inviolability of the historically established way of life in general,
and if, as arguments against the Soviet methods of resolving the Kyrgyz issue, I referred to some
historically established aspects of Kyrgyz life, this meant a different, than a simple protection of
mode of life. Namely, a domestic ideology, the roots of which are laid in the whole situation of the
previous period, cannot be changed by a take-over, as it happens in the field of politics. In the field
of' mass ideology, everything is happening slowly, and even the omnipotence of the revolution has
certain facets.

Adherents of Russian Bolshevism, who due to the Moscow formulas of Soviet construction
lost sight of reality and did not at all consider its laws, did not want to admit this.

The formula — from destruction and violence to creativity and freedom — defined
everything” [5, Volume 2, p. 164].

He further points out that the party leadership of the Bolsheviks in Moscow, as well as the
party elite in the national regions (consisting mainly of appointees of the Center and representatives
of non-indigenous nationality), ignored these positive moments in the Kazakh environment.
Especially, in the economic development of the new social system, including in the process of
co-operation, and cites the following quotation from the aforementioned written address of the
Kazakhs to the leader of the revolution: “But the representatives of the center still did not provide
the necessary confidence of the Kyrgyz working masses and its leading intelligentsia, as a result,
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there is a tutelage, bureaucracy, a kind of fruitless diplomacy, which ruins the whole business of
building and arranging the life of Kyrgyz workers” [4, Volume 2, p. 257].

This thought can be supplemented with the following thoughts: «In the same place where
there was nothing to destroy, where there was nothing the bourgeois, the blind and blinded
«revolutionaries» began to destroy the living tissues of life. As a result of this solely destroying
activity all of the few Kyrgyz intelligentsia, as well as all the people in general, turned out to be
forcibly thrown out and deprived the opportunity to take part in the construction of a new life in
the native and familiar environment ” [5, vol. 2, p.16 5].

To this he adds more ubiquitous manifestation of chauvinism on the part of non-indigenous
workers in relation to the Kazakhs, especially on the part of representatives of the Cossacks,
noting that «... the majority of whom are infected with chauvinism of the dominant nation,
steeped in colonialist spirit. In this respect, recall by the center of those workers who, thanks
to their knowledge of the living conditions of the Kyrgyz people and their exceptional interest,
demonstrated in their work, could be most useful, is absolutely incomprehensible to us. Kyrgyz
region, it would seem, needs to be strengthened by such workers and not to deprive it from the
latter” [4, Volume 2, p. 257].

Similar principled position was held by our countryman, based on scientifically proved
realities and taking into account local peculiarities, in questions of the process of cooperation
conducted by the Soviet authorities in the neighboring to Kazakhstan Central Asian republics.

In his research, Mustafa Shokai considered all forms of cooperation that the Soviet
authorities used during the process of cooperation on the territory of Kazakhstan and the Central
Asian republics. Given that he has published a large number of scientific and journalistic works,
in this paper we restrict ourselves to the analysis of his works devoted to the simplest forms of
cooperation - consumer and supply and sales.

Based on the analysis of materials published in the republican central print media, he in
1926 in the article «In Soviet Kazakhstan» provides compromising information about the process
of cooperation, which testifies the neglect of social and economic interests of the indigenous
population of the Steppe region. So, for example, according to data from the central press organ
of the republic “Enbekshi Kazakh. ... In Kazakhstan there are only 832 rural cooperatives and 42
urban. Purely Kyrgyz cooperatives including 210» [6, Volume 3, p. 128]. And this despite the fact
that over 7/10 of the rural population were Kazakhs. Such a position in the matter of cooperation
in the republic allowed him to reasonably summarize that “cooperatives serve the interests of the
Russian population with preference over the Cossack-Kyrgyz ...» [7, Volume 3, p. 333].

In this article, the author asks the question “How does Soviet cooperation work? » and further
comments on this issue the position of the first party leader of the republic: «Goloshchekin does
not want to say that it is bad, but he has to admit «the growth of abuses and cases of appropriation
of state money» Why such phenomena occur, the speaker does not explain.” [6, Volume 3, p. 128].

Later in his fundamental work “Turkestan under power of soviets», published in 1935,
Mustafa Shokai substantiates the negative aspects of the process of cooperation in Kazakhstan
in relation to the representatives of the indigenous population of the republic. The author writes
about this as follows: “Consumer cooperation of Kazakhstan has a network of 1,078 units. Of
them serving the interests of the Kazakh population, all about 29.6%. According to the calculation
of “ENBEKSHI KAZAKH?” (issue of January 3, 1928), the exact number of cooperatives serving
the Kazakh population is equal to 320 ... The number of agricultural cooperatives is equal to 738
from 135 thousand shareholders, of which shareholders-Kazakhs are only 44 thousand.

The magazine “FOR THE PARTY” does not explain us who, what exact group of Kazakhs
are served by these Soviet cooperatives. We find these clarifications in “ENBEKSHI KAZAKH”
in the issue of 20. XII. 1927 There we read:

- The so-called (and it is written: «so-called») cooperatives not particularly went far from

18 JLH. I'ymunes amvinoazvt EYY Xaoapwvicoinviyy Ixonomuka cepuscot, Ne 2-2020
ISSN 2079-620X, eISSN 2617-5193



A.N. Dogalov, B.O. Kairanbekov, G. Mussirov

cities. Kazakh farms are not yet united around cooperation ... Moreover, even «state trade has not
reached the semi-nomadic and nomadic Kazakh regionsy...

Who after all lives «far away from the citiesy», where neither the Soviet cooperation, nor the
Soviet state trade has not reached? 5.901.832 souls out of a total of 6,491.138 of the population
of Kazakhstan! The percentage of Kazakhs among these 5.901,832 of non-urban population is
at least 70%. Thus, you see that the benefits of the Soviet cooperation almost do not apply to
the main cadres of Kazakh population. As for the «nomadic and semi-nomadic» Kazakh farms,
which are not served at all by neither Soviet trade or cooperation, the number of these farms is
determined in 90% of the entire Kazakh population. (<ENBEKSHI KAZAKH» dated January 6,
28) «[1, Volume 8, p. 345].

Mustafa Shokai constantly researched from official Soviet of periodicals the activity itself
of created consumer and supply and marketing cooperatives on the territory of Kazakhstan and
Central Asian republics. A thorough analysis allowed him to identify significant shortcomings and
flaws in the work of existing cooperatives.

It manifested itself in many ways. So, for example, on this occasion, in the article “At the
Turkestan bazaars” he cites the following negative points: “Let us turn to what Soviet cooperatives
offer to the Turkestani. We need to know that the sov[etskie] bazaars, or how they call themselves
“collective farm trade”, organized on the basis of “countertrade”, i.e. a peasant — collective farmer
or individual farmer, who comes to the market to sell the products of his labor to farmers, must
buy at cooperative shops the goods he needs.

Those peasants who come to the markets for many dozens of miles require tea bowl, teapots,
tea, sugar, laundry soaps, and other household items” [8, Volume 6, p. 43].

However, consumer cooperatives offered to dehkans in exchange for their agricultural
products, the goods they do not need and at a very high price. On this occasion, the author of the
article wrote that the cooperative shops offered dehkans «cologne and a new kind of perfumery,
European pants for teens, white ladies’ socks! In one cooperative shop, the Uzbeks offer the
European ladies’ silk cloak lived at a price of 250 rubles ...» [8, Volume 6, p. 43 ].

In other republics of Central Asia and Kazakhstan, the style and working methods of
consumer and supply and marketing cooperatives were similar. For example, he wrote “In
Turkmenistan - the same story. ... from the collective farmers collect money for goods, but do
not give goods. So, for example, in the Chardzhui district, collective farmers were collected from
dekhkans 46.122 rubles. for different products. When the time came and the peasants turned for
goods, they were offered whether galoshes and ichigs are in such an assortment that they refused
to accept” [8, Volume 6, p. 43].

In many cases, co-operatives forced villagers to make a forced nonequivalent exchange in
the provision of essential goods: “In Khoja-Kale, the Turkmen - Saud office supplies Turkmen
farmers to buttermilk only if the collective farmers take oil for every barrel for 3,000 rubles
commercial manufactory» [8 , 6 volume, p. 43-44].

In conclusion, I would like to note that in his publications Mustafa Shokai not only reveals the
negative aspects in the co-operation pursued by the Soviet authorities in the previously backward
margins of the Russian Empire, which was formed due to the ongoing colonial policies of the
tsarist autocracy, but also, as mentioned above, offers specific suggestions to achieve positive
results in this process.
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Mycrada llokaii 0 koonepupoBannu B Typkecranckom kpae u Kazaxcrane

AnHoranus. Berxosq B cBeT 12 TOMHOTO M3/1aHUs, paHee He OMMyOIMKOBaHHBIX HA POJMHE, TPYIOB
Mycradwr [lokast, o HameMy MHEHHIO, TTO3BOJIUT 3HAYUTEIHHO OOOTaTUTh MCTOPHIO SKOHOMHYECKON
MBICITH M SKOHOMHYeCKoH rctopuu KazaxcraHa.

B cBoeli 00111€CTBEHHO-TIOJUTHYECKON AEATEILHOCTH M aHATUTUYECKUX M3BICKAaHUSIX, OH, OAUH U3
OCHOBAaTeJel ABMKEHUsI Alall U IUJEp Ka3axCKOM OMMO3ULIMU K coBeTcKol Biactu 3a npeaenamu CCCP,
YIeIsyI 3HAYNTEIbHOE BHUMaHHUE COLMAThHO-3KOHOMHUECKHM TPOIIeCcCcaMm, IPOUCXOIUBIINM B TOT ITEPHOJT
B CoBetckom Coro3e B menoM, u B Kazaxcrane u pecriyonukax Cpeaneld A3Uu — B YaCTHOCTH.

Koonepupoanue, npoBogumoe coBeTckoi BiaacTbio B 20-30-roabl MpoLLIOro CTOJETHSI, SBISIOCH
B2YXHBIM PBIYAroM B JIeJIe CTPOUTEIHCTBA COIMAIMCTUIECKOTO OOIIECTBEHHOTO CTPOsi. B maHHOI cTaThe
paccmoTpeHsl B3nriasl MycTads [llokas k JaHHOMY mportieccy, TPOBOJUMON UKTATYypPOU TIpoJieTapruaTta.
[IpoBeneHHEBI aHaTN3 ero OITyOIMKOBAHHBIX TPYIOB KacaTelbHO AaHHOU mpolieMbl, ocobeHHO B Ka3zax-
craHe U TypKecTaHCKOM Kpae, CBHJIETEIBCTBYET O €r0 3HAYUTEITHLHOM BKIIAJIE B TEOPHIO U MPAKTHKY KO-
OTIepaTHBHOTO IPOIIECCca, a TAKKE O TOM, KaK OH C OOJbI0 BOCIPHUHUMAI T€ TPArM4eCKne MOCIEeICTBUS
MTPOBOIUMOTO COBETCKOTO KOOTIEPHUPOBAHUS U PACKPBIBAJ €€ HETaTHBHBIE CTOPOHBI.

KuaroueBsbie ci10Ba: KOONeprupoBaHHE, TOTPEOUTENHCKAs KOOMEepaIus,, KPEeCThITHCKOE X03SHCTBO,
CeJBbCKOE X03SHCTBO, peopMa, CHaOKEHIECKO-COBITOBAs KOOIIEPAIIUs, JIOXO/, )KHBOTHOBOJICTRBO.
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Mycrada llokaiiabin TypkicTan eskecinae :koHe Kazakcranaa sxypriziiren
KooIepanusijiay MaceJiesiepi TypaJibl

Anparna. Mycraga HlokaiiapiH €3 oTaHbIHAa OYpHIH skapusuiaHOarad 12 TOMABIK TYBIHABICHIHBIH
JKapbIK Kepyi, Oi3iH HiKipiMi3ie, SJKOHOMUKAIBIK UTiMAEp TapuXbIH jkoHe KazakcTaHHBIH SKOHOMHKAJIBIK
TapUXbIH MaHBI3AbI TYpae OaiibiTa TycyiHe MYMKIHAIK Oepeni.

AJam KO3FaJbICBIHBIH HETi31H Kanaymbuiapabie Oipi skoHe KCPO aymarbiHaH ThIC Keple KeHec
OwJririne AereH Ka3ak ONIMO3UACHIHBIH KOIIOACIIBICH PETIHAE, 0J1 ©31HIH KOFaMJIBIK-CasiCH KbI3METTEPi MEH
TangamalbIK 3epTreyiepinae con yakeittapaa Kenec Onarbina sxanmsl, xone Kazakcran men Opraibik
Asusia JKeKelel OpbIH alfaH CasiCu-DKOHOMUKANBIK YAepicTepiHe MaHbI3AbI TYPAE KOHIT OOJIreH.

OTtren raceipabiy 20-30-xpuaapsl KeHec ekiMeTiHIH JKyprisreH koomnepauusuiay casicarsl Conma-
JIUCTIK KOFaMJIbIK KYPBLIBICTBI KAJBIITACTHIPY ICIHACTI MaHBI3IbI TETIK OObIN TaObLIa bl byl Makanana
Mycrada llokaiiapIH IposeTapyuar IMKTaTypachl )KYpri3reH ochbl YepicKe AereH Ko3KapacTapbl KapacTbl-
poutrad. OHBIH OChI MaceJiere KaThICThI )KapHslaHFaH eHOeKkTepine, acipece, Kasakcran men Typkicran
OJIKECiHE KaThICTHI KYPri3lIreH Taaaayiapbl OHbIH KOOTIEPATUBTIK IPOLIECTIH TEOPUSICH MEH PAKTHKACKI-
Ha KOCKaH eJieyJl YJIeCiH, COHai-aK, 0J1 XKYPri3reH KeHECTIK Koonepausiay/IblH KaHFbUIbl canaapiapbiH
KaJail ayblp ce3iMMEH KaObUTAaUTHIHBIH JKOHE OHBIH JKaFbIMCBI3 JKaKTapbIH allKaHbIH JJICIIICH/I.

Tyiiin ce3aep: Koonepauusiiay, TYTbIHY KOOIEPALMSCHI, IIapya KOJKaJIBIFbI, aybUl HIAPYalllblIbIFbL,
pedopma, xKaOIbIKTay-6TKi3y KOOIEPaLUsIChI, Kipic, MaJl IapyanIbUIbIFbI.
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