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The Campaign of Confiscation and Forced Collectivization
in Southern Kazakhstan in the late 1920s—early 1930s of the 20" Century

Today, historians and researchers are paying considerable attention to the period of collectivization in
Kazakhstan. The vast territory of Kazakhstan requires a regional approach to studying materials from_the
1920s and 1930s. In this regard, this article analyzes the history of collectivization in Southern Kazakhstan.
The collectivization of agriculture was carried out in Kazakhstan in the late 1920s and early 1930s. The goal
was to transform small and inefficient private farms into large communal farms to increase agricultural
productivity. The collectivization of agriculture in Kazakhstan, including in Southern Kazakhstan;, was
carried out by force. Accordingly, the peasants opposed the Soviet government’s collectivization_policy. The
purpose and objectives of the study are to examine the confiscation of the property of the\bais (wealthy Ka-
zakhs) and the process of collectivization of agriculture in Southern Kazakhstan based on archivaldocuments.
The study clarified the number of collective farms and the mass reduction of livestock in southern
Kazakhstan during the collectivization period. The guilt of Stalin’s administrative-command system,
including Goloshchekin’s course “Little October” policy and local authorities in the violent implementation
of the collectivization policy, and concludes that the socio-economic situation of peasants deteriorated and
traditional Kazakh society in Southern Kazakhstan entered a crisis.

Keywords: collectivization of agriculture, confiscation of property, South Kazakhstan, history of Kazakhstan,
agriculture, livestock farming, Syr Darya District, Kyzylorda District.

Introduction

In the late 1920s and 1930s, the Soviet government started a number of big political campaigns. The
new Soviet society focused on the following: how the country was governed and divided into territories, the
legal status of the state, economic freedom, cultural resources, and the languages spoken by the population.
The state’s administrative-territorial map,was restructured to support a major social and economic structure.
This structure was designed to establish a sagialist system. It included industrialization and urbanization. It
also included changes to the social compasition of the population, the scale of migration, and location. One
of the tasks at hand was to make,a comparative analysis of the socio-economic and cultural development of
isolated regions. The analysis was, to besconducted in terms of economic potential, ethnic and cultural com-
position of the population, natural, human, and social resources, and opportunities. In summary, the series of
internal political measures were intended to present to the global community a unified model of comprehen-
sive concern, namely the establishment of a novel, high-quality, interethnic and interfaith, homogeneous so-
cial society. The implementation of the ethnic regional principle resulted in substantial disparities in the size,
number, and density of the population, as well as in socio-cultural, national-regional, and other criteria.
Among the political, measures implemented were the confiscation and collectivization campaigns. These
campaigns entailed two primary components: the expulsion of former representatives of the classes from the
authorities-and the'confiscation of their wealth, followed by eviction as a form of punishment.

T.he matter of expropriating the wealth of prominent bais (wealthy Kazakhs) was deliberated during the
6th regionalsparty conference of Kazakhstan, which took place from November 15th to 23rd, 1927. This con-
ference culminated in the resolution to “confiscate half of the livestock and property of large bais”. In De-
cember of that same year, a special commission was established to devise a plan for the confiscation of large
bais. Following a thorough review and elucidation by the bureau of the Kazakh Regional Committee, the
decision was endorsed by the All-Russian Central Executive Committee and the Central Committee of the
All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks).

The decree on the confiscation of Kazakh assets was adopted on August 27, 1928. Concurrently, the
Kazakh Regional Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) adopted an appeal entitled “To
All Workers”. The decree and the subsequent appeal were both published in the press on September 5. It was

" Corresponding author’s e-mail: emma303@inbox.ru

36 BecTHuK KaparaHguHckoro yHuBepcuTeTa


https://doi.org/10.31489/2025HPh4/36-44
emma303@inbox.ru
mol-nur_an@mail.ru
orynbasarova.74@mail.ru
emma303@inbox.ru
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-3576-8196
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3834-5883
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4131-9152

The Campaign of Confiscation and...

indicated that the confiscation of Kazakh banknotes would commence on September 20 and conclude on
November 1 [1; 46]. According to the decree that was adopted, large bais were defined as farm owners with
more than 400 head of livestock in nomadic areas and more than 300 head in semi-nomadic areas. In settled
areas, this limit was set at 150 heads or more. However, in these areas, the Council of People’s Commissars
of the Kazakh ASSR possessed the authority to categorize proprietors of 100 heads as prominent farmers and
to expropriate their assets. Pursuant to a decree issued by the Council of People’s Commissars of the Kazakh
ASSR, entitled “On the Definition of Nomadic, Semi-Nomadic and Sedentary Areas of Kazakhstan”, the
following regions were designated as nomadic areas: The Syr Darya region encompasses the Kyzylkum,
Suzak, Sarysu, and Shu districts, while the Kyzylorda region includes the Aral, Kazalinsk, Alamyks, and
Karsakbay districts. The Alma-Ata region is home to the Balkhash district. These regions have been
designated as nomadic areas [2].

As demonstrated by the historical record, one of the Soviet Union’s political campaigns was, collectivi-
zation. The transition of some of the nomadic peoples of Central Asia, Kazakhstan, and Siberia from a no-
madic to a sedentary lifestyle was carried out intensively, and this was achieved through the,use of violence.

During the period of collectivization, a series of political and economic measures. were implemented in
a concurrent manner. These measures included the establishment of collective farms, thesexpropriation of
property belonging to members of the bourgeoisie and the kulaks, the collection of grain, the procurement of
livestock, and the introduction of agricultural taxes. Despite the protests of\the ‘peasants, the mass
collectivization of auls in Kazakhstan was carried out by force, leading to the"destruction of the centuries-old
way of life of the Kazakh people. During the period of collectivization, poptlar uprisings occurred in all
regions of Southern Kazakhstan. Despite the extensive research conducted by historians on the subject of
forced collectivization and popular uprisings in Kazakhstan, thestopie.of collectivization and the confiscation
of agricultural land in southern Kazakhstan remains understudied., Thistcircumstance necessitates a large-
scale study of the problem of agricultural collectivization andsthe confiscation of bais, popular discontent in
South Kazakhstan, and the relevance of the chosen topics/In thisyregard, the article aims to examine the
course and scale of the collectivization of agriculture iniSouth,Kazakhstan during the period of 1928-1932,
including the consequences of the confiscation ofithe rich, cellectivization, and people’s protest.

Materialssand methods

The basis of the article was formed by published and unpublished archival documents from the Central
Archives of Kazakhstan. Archival data on livestock losses and the dynamics of animal husbandry in South-
ern Kazakhstan were provided. General scientific methods such as analysis and synthesis, analogy, generali-
zation, a systematic approach, comparison, and description were used. Special historical methods were also
applied. The problem-chronolegical method allowed to break down the rather broad issue of collectivization
into several aspects or more specific problems, each of which was examined in chronological order, which,
in our opinion, allows us tostrace acertain historical continuity and logic in the actions of the authorities in
implementing the tasks set by.thecenter for collectivization.

The retrospective/method made it possible to study certain processes through a sequential backward re-
construction of events to earlier chronological periods and to reconstruct them. Using the comparative-
historical method, historical comparisons are made, and general and specific, quantitative and qualitative
changes were identified,»both in a chronological context—in different years—and in a territorial context—
acrosssSouthern Kazakhstan. The concrete-historical (ideographic) method was used to examine a particular
plot'or problem in:detail and depth, highlighting its specifics and features.

Results

During the period under review, Southern Kazakhstan included the Syr Darya and Kyzylorda regions.
By a resolution of the Presidium of the Central Executive Committee of the Kazakh ASSR dated 26 June
1927, the Syr Darya and Kyzylorda regions were formed based on the Syr Darya province. The Syr Darya
district included the Aulie-Ata, Chimkent, Tashkazak, and Turkestan uyezds, the Sarysu region, the Sarysu
district of the Akmola region, and part of the Shet district of the Karkara region, covering an area of 390,000
square kilometres. The most populous cities in the district are Shymkent, Turkestan, Aulie-Ata, and
Chicherino. The district is comprised of 21 distinct regions, including 15 Kazakh, 1 Russian, 2 Uzbek, and 3
mixed. The district’s total livestock population is estimated to exceed 5,110,000 head, with an average of 36
head per farm. The livestock composition of the region is as follows: 6.4 % horses, 9.1 % cattle, 59.8 %
sheep, 24.3 % goats, 2.9 % camels, and 0.25 % pigs [3; 40].
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The Kyzylorda district included the former Kyzylorda and Kazaly districts of the Syrdarya province, the
Karsakpay bolshevik of the Akmola province, and the Kyzyldzhyngyl and Kaidaul bolsheviks of the Aktobe
province, creating 8 Kazakh districts. The total area of the district is 300 square kilometers [3; 41].

In the Syr Darya and Kyzylorda regions, which constituted the primary territory of Southern
Kazakhstan, a widespread campaign was initiated with the objective of confiscating and collectivizing the
property of the affluent. Special commissions were established with the aim of confiscating the livestock and
property of the bais. The composition of the central commission was established under the leadership of the
chairman or a member of the Presidium of the Executive Committee of the Kazakh ASSR. The delegation
included the commissar of the Council of People’s Commissars of the Kazakh ASSR, the head or deputy
head of the State Political Administration, and members of the Union of Land Use and Forestry. The district
commission was established by the head of the land administration, a representative of the State Political
Administration, one member from the “poor peasant” group, and the Union of Land Use and Ferestry. The
commission was formed by order of the chairman or deputy head of the district executive committee.
Furthermore, the heads of the prosecutor’s offices participated in the work of the centraltand district
commissions, exercising advisory voting rights.

The implementation of the program entailed the deployment of representatives to eachyvillage, thereby
establishing 36 commissions comprising 15 to 25 individuals. These commissions undertook the task of
compiling lists of bais deemed eligible for confiscation [4]. Concurrently, special commissions of influence
were constituted for the purposes of confiscation and deportation. Within the/Kyzylorda district, 45 influence
commissions were operational, comprising a total of 629 members. Among.the €ommission members, 81
were party members, 27 were Komsomol members, and 385 were members,of“poor peasant” groups, of
whom 62 were peasants, 278 were poor peasants, and 57 «wergymiddle peasants. These commissions
convened 602 meetings to strategize the implementation of the confiscationiand deportation campaigns. The
event was attended by 889 party members, 573 Komsomolsmembers, 6,842 members of “poor peasant”
groups, 4,899 peasants, 20,092 poor peasants, 1,923 middle peasants, and 2,067 women [5]. By 10
November 1928, as a result of the campaign in Kazakhstan, 696 farms had been confiscated, and 619 farm
owners had been deported. Of the confiscated farms, 127, or<18.2 %, belonged to sedentary people, 508
(73 %) to semi-nomadic people, and 61 (8.8 %) to-nomadic people. When the farm owners were divided into
groups, 560 were classified as rich and 136 as semi-feudal. Of the planned 225,972 head of livestock,
144,472 were confiscated and distributed amahg the poor, collective farmers, and small landowners [6].

According to a proposal that had been prepared in advance, 54 farms were confiscated in the Kyzylorda
region, instead of 40 as had been previously‘anticipated. The initial group of confiscated farms, characterized
by their substantial size and affluence, encempassed 16 individuals from nomadic regions and 22 from semi-
nomadic areas. The subsequent group, classified as semi-feudal, comprised five nomadic and seven semi-
nomadic farms. The list included,four:farms that were owned by members of specific social groups. In the
Syrdarya region, the number=of confiscated farmers was higher than the initially planned figure of 89, with
106 individuals being detained: These included 20 sedentary, 52 semi-nomadic and 34 cattle-breeding farms.
In the Syrdarya district, instead of the 42,434 thousand head of livestock subject to confiscation, 24,736 head
were confiscated, ‘and .in the Kyzylorda district, instead of 27,571 head of livestock, 18,376 head were
confiscated. Thescontrol indicator for the Kyzylorda district, which was 63.3 %, shows that the plans for
livestock confiscation in'many areas are far from reality. F.l. Goloshchekin attempts to justify the failure to
meet theyplanned targets not by the small number of livestock, but by confiscation for counter-revolutionary
activities, the easyssale of livestock, the nomadic lifestyle of the population, the ‘betrayal” of the Alashordins
and thefopposition of local wealthy people. On 28 September 1928, following the results of the First
Congress of<«Collective Farmers of the Kyzylorda Region, 53 bais from the Adai Region were granted land
plots, as specified in the resolution of the Council of People’s Commissars of the Kazakh ASSR dated 30
August 1928 [7].

The objective of cultivating a population that would demonstrate obedience to the emerging
administrative-command system was realized not solely through the processing of grain, but also through the
production of meat and other raw materials. As one of the measures that were an integral part of mass
collectivization and resettlement, on December 20, 1929, the Central Committee of the All-Union
Communist Party (Bolsheviks) adopted a resolution titled “On measures to solve the meat problem”. The
primary task was to “organize large state-owned Soviet meat industry enterprises”, develop livestock
farming in collective farms, and reconstruct livestock farming “on the basis of creating a meat industry” [8].
Although the Communist Party emphasised in this document the need to assist the poor and middle class in
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developing livestock farming on private subsidiary farms, it openly attempted to deny its commercial value
and productivity. In accordance with the decisions of the December Plenum of the Central Committee and
the All-Russian Central Executive Committee, the Bureau of the Kazakh Regional Committee of the All-
Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) issued a directive on the adoption of a special resolution [9]. As a
result of these urgent directives, livestock numbers fell by 55 per cent between February 1931 and February
1932.

According to the All-Union livestock census conducted in 1932, only one-eighth of the livestock
population of 1928-1929 remained, while in Southern Kazakhstan the situation was as follows:

Table 1
Livestock population in Southern Kazakhstan [10]

Horses Cattle |Sheep and| Pigs Camels Donkeys Total
goats
With a calculation of a thousand heads
1.06.1929 Soviet farm 0,2 - 0,3 - - - 0,5
Collective farm, 623,4 609,7 7699,6 156  |479,9 83,7 9461,9
private property
Total 623,6 609,7 7699,6 156 1429,9 33,7 9461,9
1.06.1930 Soviet farm 1,9 0,5 56,4 0,2 0,7 - 59,7
Collective farms  |78,8 46,2 114,8 3,4 60,4 18,5 322,1
Private property  |388,7 507,9 3813 4,5 269,5 15,5 4999,1
Other 2,5 5,8 54,1 0,2 1,6 0,2 64,4
Total 4719 560,4 4038,3 8,3 332,2 34,2 5443,7
1.06.1931 Soviet farm 4,6 22,8 242,6 0,3 2,2 - 272,5
Collective farms  |112,6 54,2 126,6 21 36,5 7,6 339,6
Private property  |159,6 89,8 1017,9 7,2 127,3 14,5 1416,3
Total 276,8 166,8 1387,1 9,6 166 22,1 2028,4
1.06.1932 Soviet farm 7,3 22,1 470 0,3 1,7 - 501,4
Collective farms  |75,1 86,1 188,2 3,6 27,6 6 386,6
Private property 17 26,6 26,5 0,8 11,3 6,2 88,4
Total 99,4 134,8 684,7 4,7 40,6 12,2 976,4

Table 1 indicates a precipitous.decline“in the horse population, with a 75.5 % decrease in 1930, a
44.6 % decrease in 1931, and a 16.4 % decrease in 1932. A similar trend is observed in the cattle population,
which experienced a 91.8 % decrease in 1930, a 49.3 % decrease in 1931, and a 17.5 % decrease in 1932.
The population of sheep and goats, which were widely utilized in nomadic and semi-nomadic regions,
experienced a precipitous decline, with numbers decreasing by 45.6 % in 1930, 18 % in 1931, and 8.8 % in
1932. Concurrently, the number of camels decreased by 69.2 % in 1930, 34.6 % in 1931, and 8.6 % in 1932,
ultimately contributing to theieventual decline of Kazakh farms.

As a result of thisteampaign, livestock numbers in the South Kazakhstan region of Kazakhstan fell by
24 % in 1929, 21.8 % in,1930, 20.5 % in 1931 and 17.2 % in 1932 [10].

As fordthe issue of settlement, F.I. Goloshchekin repeatedly demanded that nomads transition to a
settled lifestyle,stating: “The main way to solve agricultural problems in Kazakhstan is to develop vast areas
byithe Kazakh,people. Here it is necessary to implement settlement in the shortest possible time”. After such
instructions, the question of implementing the settlement process in a “planned” manner immediately
remained,on paper, while in practice chaos was allowed to reign.

The first months of resettlement were fraught with great difficulties. In accordance with the First Five-
Year Plan, land allocation and resettlement issues were hampered by a lack of funds. Therefore, the
government tried to speed up the process, but did not achieve significant results in the early years. The
government calculated the costs for each farm within the allocated funds as follows: 72 som for land
improvement, for ploughing — 15 soms, for agricultural and veterinary assistance — 30 soms, for
agricultural equipment — 113 soms, for housing — 150 soms, for agricultural buildings — 100 soms, for a
total of 479 soms [11; 76].

In the nascent stage of the settlement process, official documents were promptly instrumental in the
establishment of agricultural artels. The resolution of the second session of the Central Executive Committee
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of the Kazakh ASSR, which was adopted on January 9, 1930, is as follows: in the process of establishing
collective farms comprising the local population, it is imperative to adopt approaches that facilitate the
transition to more advanced forms of production and social organization. In the areas of settlement, the
predominant collective entity was the agricultural artel, which subsequently evolved into the agricultural
commune. This phenomenon was attributed primarily to the diversity of the Kazakh livestock. The
promotion asserted that the establishment of a higher form of collective, without altering the transitional
period, was indicative of a fundamental transformation in the agricultural sector [12].

The secret of false information was openly revealed in a letter from the People’s Commissar of
Agriculture K. Tokhtabayev to the district executive committees on October 2, 1930. In some districts, the
farms that were to be settled did not even know that they were being settled. During the settlement of
Kazakhs, there were many cases of collectives being created without their consent, and they were written off
from the outside. Table 2 demonstrates data on settlerization in South Kazakhstan.

Table 2
Settlerization in South Kazakhstan [13]
Ne District name Those who moved to  |According to the 1931 Total
settlements in 1930 plan

1 |Merke - 1181 1181

2 |Aulie-Ata - 2646 2646

3 |Talas 461 1600 2061

4 |Keles 2818 1000 2818

5 |Arys 1321 1000 2321

6 |Pakhtaral 2773 500 3273

7 |Turkestan - 1000 1000

8 |Kyzylkum 1000 - 1000

9 |Kyzylorda 1000 - 1000

10 |Aral - 10 10

It should be noted that in the Kyzylkum and Pakhtaral districts, following an inspection by the Special
Department of the United State Political Administration in January 1932, no settlement committees had been
established.

The creation of agricultural cooperatives, forced resettlement, and a ban on nomadic and semi-nomadic
migration led to a decline in livestogk numbers in January, February, and March 1930. This is evident from
Table 3.

Table 3
Livestock farming in Southern Kazakhstan [13]
Livestock type Spring 1929 April 1, 1930 Livestock decrease
In thousands of heads In percent
Horse 2411 209,7 31,4 13,4
Cattle 2920 146,8 145,2 49,73
Camel 285,3 2512 34,1 11,95
Sheep 1677,2 9114 765,8 45,66
Goat 582,0 322,6 269,4 4457
Other 6,7 6,4 0,3 4,47
All 3084,3 1848,1 236,2 40,8

According to Table 3, it can be seen that among the animals whose numbers declined the most, horses
were followed by cattle (49.73 %), sheep (45.66 %) and goats (44.57 %).

In August 1931, a new criterion for the completion of collectivization was established, requiring 68—
70 % of farms to join collective farms. Consequently, a decision was made to accelerate collectivization in
nomadic and semi-nomadic livestock farming areas, leading to the establishment of mass agricultural artels
in place of cooperatives.

According to the resolution of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks)
dated February 4, 1932, entitled “On Further Measures to Strengthen the Organizational and Economic Work

40 BecTHuK KaparaHguHckoro yHuBepcuTeTa



The Campaign of Confiscation and...

of Collectives”, the formation of brigades at enterprises was initiated. These brigades were comprised of
collective farmers who possessed specialized knowledge. The duration of the collective farmers’ working
day was contingent upon the outcomes of the brigade’s endeavors.

Discussion

The study of hunger issues during the Soviet era was rarely considered in a historical context because of
ideological reasons. It was only during the period of perestroika (transition) in Kazakhstan that the country’s
scholars were able to start researching the topic of hunger and mass repression during the Stalinist period.
This topic was first studied by famous scholars like Zh.B. Abylkhuzhin, M.K. Kozybaev, and M.B. Tatimov
[14; 54]. This work played a significant role in shaping the conclusions of the Commission of the Supreme
Council of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the study of famine, collectivization, and mass political repression
in the 1930s. The aforementioned scholars delineated the research directions and identified the causative
factors of the famine. At the dawn of Kazakhstan’s independence, the secret collections of imany archives
and unique documents were still inaccessible to a wide range of researchers.

According to the research conducted by F. Kozybakova, the new government’s actions, which included
the elimination of the affluent members of society, not only resulted in the dissolution‘of traditional livestock
farming practices and the subsequent displacement of experienced livestock farmers, but also led to the loss
of influential headmen among Kazakh peasants. For better or worse, the wealthy, who possessed a favorable
disposition toward agriculture, not only subjugated their own kin but also,«gtided by, their moral compass,
extended their resources to their impoverished relatives in accordance with_ their capacity, owing to their
proximity to the clan and fraternity, thereby establishing a noteworthy paradigm_for others in the practice of
conventional farming. It would be a disservice to historys not,to ‘mention the advantages of such
businessmen’s farming. In the current conditions of independencéjwe should not shy away from this issue.
According to F. Kozybakova, after the disappearance of thesrich, the prosperity of traditional livestock
farming disappeared [15; 106].

The large-scale plan of forced collectivization led notyonly to an economic crisis in the livestock
industry, but also to socio-demographic consequences in Kazakhstan. Kazakhs, who had settled in collective
farms, knocked out of their usual life of nomadic farming, having lost their relatives and friends, remained in
a very difficult situation after collectivization [16].

In his personal scientific work, T. Omarbekov studied the causes, driving forces and nature of the
popular uprisings in Kazakhstan in 1929-193%, as well as the major centers of uprisings based on archival
data [17].

In the research work of T.K. Allaniyazov entitled “Armed uprisings and insurgent movements of 1929
1931 in Kazakhstan: historiography and source studies” [18], a comprehensive methodological,
historiographical and documentary analysis of the scientific literature published on the popular uprisings and
protests of 1929-1931 in Kazakhstan was carried out. The author expressed his opinion on our work, among
the new literature published between 2001-2022.

French scholar Isabelle Ohaion, based on her research on the themes of collectivization, sedentarization,
and famine in Kazakhstan, revealed the main foci, driving forces, and causes and consequences of peasant
protests in 1929<1931 [19].

Among_ Western historians, it was the American scholar Sarah Cameron who declared that the Kazakh
famineswas noyless than the famine in Ukraine, and even more terrible in its consequences. In her work “The
Steppe of Hunger?; she writes based on documents from more than 40 archives of the Russian Federation
and Kazakhstan (the cities of Almaty and Semey). She draws attention to the fact that the main cause of the
famine was_the Soviet collectivization, which was carried out forcibly, along with the campaign to provide
the state with meat and grain. In addition, the imposition of a grain tax on nomads who did not sow crops,
and, as a result, the loss of their livestock by exchanging their livestock for grain; the soaring price of grain
and the decline in the commodity value of livestock also increased the burden of the grain tax [20; 35, 36].

As for the scholars who studied the collectivization campaign in South Kazakhstan, it is worth noting
the research work of S.U. Bakhtorazov. In his monograph “Political repressions in the southern regions of
Kazakhstan (1917-1939)”, he analyzes the general internal political situation in southern Kazakhstan in the
1920s and 1930s [21].
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Conclusion

One of the most difficult periods and tragic chapters in our recent history was the collectivization of the
Soviet countryside, which took place in South Kazakhstan, as well as throughout Kazakhstan as a whole,
between 1929 and 1933. Collectivization was the bloodiest and most difficult drama for the peoples of
Southern Kazakhstan and, first and foremost, for the entire Kazakh people. In the regions of southern Ka-
zakhstan, where agriculture was the leading branch of the economy, the situation was the same—the forced
confiscation of grain doomed many to starvation. The large-scale plan of forced collectivization led not only
to an economic crisis in livestock farming, but also to socio-demographic consequences in Southern Kazakh-
stan. The Kazakhs who settled in collective farms, knocked out of their usual nomadic lifestyle, having lost
their relatives and loved ones, remained in a difficult situation after collectivization. The Soviet administra-
tive-command system, through mass and forced collectivization, led to a famine unprecedented in human
history, one that was artificially organized, as clearly seen in the example of Southern Kazakhstan during
collectivization in the late 1920s and early 1930s.
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XX F. 20 k. agrbl — 30 sk, OHTYCTiK KazakeTanaarpl Topkijiey
JKOHE KYIITeN YKbIMAACTHIPY HAYKAHBI

Byrinri tamma Tapuxmbl-3eprreymiep KasakcTaHmarsl YXKBIMAACTBIDY Ke3€HIHE Ko KeHIT Oeiryne.
KaszakcranHbIH KeH aymarbl XX faceipablH 20-30 skpUigapblHIarbl MaTepuaigapbl 3epTTeyre aiMaKThIK,
Ke3KapacTbl Tajan eremi. OceiraH OaifnmanpicTel Oy Makanaza OHTycTik KaszakcTaHmarbl Y)KbIMIACTBIPY
Tapuxbl TanganFaH. Kazakcranga aysll MmapyalbUIbIFbH YKeIMAACTEIpY 1920 xpuimapapie asrel Men 1930
JKBULAAPABIH OacklHAA KYprisimai. MakcaTsl ayblIIIapyallbUIbIK ©HIIPICIHIH OHIMIUITIH apTTeIpy YIIH
IIAFBIH JKOHE TUIMCI3 JKeKe [apyalIbUIBIKTap bl ipi KOFaMIbIK MapyallbUIbIKTapra aifHanaepy. Corn keseHe
Kazakcranna, omwlH imiaze OHTycTik Kasakcranma aysil MIapyaIlbUIBIFBIH  Y)KBIMIACTBIPY MOXKOYpIi
onmicrepmen xyprizinni. Tuicinme, mapyanap Kenec ykiMeTiH YXKBIMAACTBIpY cascaThlHa Kapchl OOJLIBI.
3epTTeyiH MaKcaThl MEH MIiHJIETI — MyparaTr Kyxarrapsl Heri3inae OHrycTik Kazakcranga GailxbrH MyIIKIH
TOpKUIEYZI JKOHE aybUl INapyallbUIBIFBIH YKBIMIACTBIPY IIPOLECIH 3epaeney. 3epTrey ‘HoTHKeCiHe
YKeIMIAcTBIpy Ke3eHiHae OHTycTik Ka3akcTaHma KOIX034apblH CaHbl KOHE Mall OaCBHIHBIH JKallilai a3atobl
HAKTBUIAHIBI JKOHE KecTeAe YChIHBUIABL. CTaaMHIIK OKIMIIUTIK-KOMAHAAIBIK JKYWEeHIH, -OHBIH 1HIiH/IC
Tonomexunniy «Kimi OKTAOpE» KypCHIHBIH KEPTUTIKTI OMITIK OKUTAEpiHIH YKBIMAACTHIPY CASCAThIHyKYIITETT
JKY3€ere achIpyIarbl KiHOCI KOPCETUI, MmapyatapablH dJIeyMETTIK-35KOHOMHKAJIBIK JKarJalbIHBIH HaIlapiaybl
soHe OHTycTik KasakcTanmars! 1ocTypili Ka3ak KOFaMBIHBIH JIaFapbIChl TYpaIbl KOPBITBIHIBI Kacalbl.

Kinm ce30ep: aybpln mapyallblIBIFBIH YKBIMIACTHIPY, MYJIKTI Topkiney, OnryefikiKa3akeran, Kazakcran
TapUXbl, aybUI MIapyallbUIBIFL, Ml MapyambsUIsEsl, Ceiprapus okpyri, Kel3puiopaa OKpyri.

D.A. baiinanuena, M.K. Annabeprenora; ['2K. OppiabacapoBa

Kamnanust KoHpUCKANINH U KOLIEKTHBU3ALMU
B IO:xH0oM Ka3zaxcrane B koHue 20-x.— HayaJe 30-x rr. XX Beka

Ha ceromusmamii 1eHh UCTOPUKU-UCCIIEOBATEIN YACISIOT 3HAUUTEIFHOE BHUMAHHE TIEPHOAY KOJUICKTHBH-
3anuu B Kazaxcrane. O6mmpHas Tepputopus Kazaxcrana Tpe0yeT perioHaIbHOTO MOIX01a K H3YUCHHIO Ma-
tepuasioB 20-30-x rogoB XX Beka. B CBsI3U ¢ 9THM B JJAHHOM CTaThe aHATU3UPYETCSI HCTOPHS KOJUICKTHBH3a-
mun B FOxxHoM Kasaxcrane. KosmekTuBu3alms ceabCKOTO XO03HCTBAa MPOBOAMIachk B KazaxcraHe B KOHIIE
1920-x — nauane 1930-x romoB. Llensio GBUIO MpeoOpa3oBaHMe MENKHX M Hed()(EKTUBHBIX YaCTHBIX XO-
35ICTB B KPYIHBIE OOLIECTBEHHBIE XO35CTBA AJISI TIOBBIIEHHS TPOU3BOIUTEIEHOCTH CEIbCKOX03IHCTBEHHO-
ro mpou3BoncTBa. KoyutekTHBH3alus CeMBEKOro xossiictBa B Kasaxcrane, B Tom umcie U B HOxHOM
Kazaxcrane, nmpoBoaninach NpuHYIUTEABHEIMI MeTogaMi. COOTBETCTBEHHO, KPECThSIHE BHICTYITHIIN TIPOTUB
MOJIMTUKH KOJUJICKTUBU3ALMK COBETCKOTQ MPAaBUTENLCTBA. Llenh W 3amadun mucciueqoBaHNs — W3y4eHHEe KOH-
(uckanuu umymniecTBa 60aeB U mMpolecca KOIEKTHBU3AINK CeJIbCcKoro xo3siictea B FOxuom Kazaxcrane Ha
OCHOBE apXMBHBIX JIOKYMCHTOB. B pe3yibTare MCCIe0BaHKsS YTOYHEHO U MPEACTABICHO B TAOIMIIEe KOJIHYC-
CTBO KOJIXO30B M MagCoBOR, coxpatijerue moroyioBbs ckoma B KOxxHoMm Kazaxcrane B mepuoJi KOJUIEKTHBU3A-
mun. [Toka3aHna BHHA CTAAMHEKONW aMUHHCTPATHBHO-KOMAH/IHOM CHCTEMBI, B TOM YHCIIe Kypca [ osorieknHa
«Maupiii OKTI0pB» WiIpecTaBuTeIe MECTHOH BIIACTH B HACHJILCTBEHHOM OCYIIECTBIICHUH MOJIUTHKU KOJI-
JIEKTUBU3ALHY, ClIeNIaH BBIBOJ 00 yXYIIICHUN COHAIbHO-9KOHOMUYECKOTO TOJIOKEHUS KPECThSIH U KpU3HCe
TpaJUIMOHHOEO Kazaxckoro odmiectsa B FOsxHoM Kazaxcrane.

Kniouesvie €106aKONNEKTUBU3AINS CETBCKOTO X03HCTBa, KOH(HCKamsa umyinectsa, IOxueii Kazaxcran,
nuctopusi KazaxcraHa, celbCKOe XO3SHCTBO, CKOTOBOACTBO, ChHIpAapbUHCKHN OKpYT, KbI3BUTIOpIMHCKUIA

OKpYT
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