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Abstract. After Lenin's death and with Stalin's rise to the Soviet Olympus of
power, politics began to play a decisive role for historical science in the USSR.
Now all historical research began to be compared with Stalin's historical views,
which were propagated in Soviet society. The cornerstone of Stalin's
understanding of Russian history was the idea of its backwardness, expressed in
1931 in a speech at the First All-Union Conference of Industrial Workers.

Stalin said: "The history of old Russia consisted, among other things, in the
fact that it was constantly beaten for backwardness. The Mongol khans beat it. The
Turkish beys beat it. The Swedish feudal lords beat it. The Polish-Lithuanian lords
beat it. The Anglo-French capitalists beat it. The Japanese barons beat it.
Everyone beat it - for backwardness. For military backwardness, for state
backwardness, for industrial backwardness, for agricultural backwardness."

In Stalin's interpretation, the task of "defense against the invasion of the
Turks, Mongols, and other peoples of the East" was solved with the formation of
the Russian centralized state, but Russia's "technical and economic backwardness"
existed in both the 17th and 18th centuries. Changes occurred under Peter I, who,

"dealing with more developed countries in the West, feverishly built factories and
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plants to supply the army and strengthen the country's defense... This was a kind of
attempt to escape the framework of backwardness."

In 1934, a commission was created to review projects submitted for the
textbook competition. As a result, all textbooks were considered unsuitable,
because they underestimated the role of great personalities in history (Ivan III,
Ivan 1Y, Peter I, Catherine II, Lenin, Stalin, Chapaev, Shchors, etc. The authors of
politically erroneous textbooks were sentenced to death. In the 1930s, a
commission began working under Gorky's supervision to write a multi-volume
work on the Civil War, which was personally edited by Stalin and Gorky. It was
Stalin who introduced subjectivity in the interpretation of history into Soviet
historical science, when history was rewritten through a "great personality”, etc.

During Stalin's rule, Soviet historians were forbidden to go to archives,
which were transferred to the NKVD in the second half of the 1930s. It was Stalin,
relying on his work "History of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks). Short
Course", published in 1937 identified the history of the USSR with the history of
the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) - the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union. On the basis of Stalin's short course, it was clearly shown how to explain
certain historical events.

It was Stalin's short course that brought dogmatism and the rejection of
polemics and discussions, a black-and-white vision of history, and propaganda
against dissent into Soviet historical science. Now domestic history was divided
into 2 parts: 1) before 1917 - this is an incomplete history, in which the people
were exploited, and 2) after 1917, a complete history, the Bolsheviks coming to
power and the creation of the world's first socialist state - the USSR.

Thus, Stalin used domestic, including Russian history, as it suited him.
Sometimes he needed Alexander Nevsky, sometimes inappropriately, and then

again he really needed him. He justified Ivan the Terrible, who had never been
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Jjustified before, he called the oprichniks a progressive army. Although it is clear
that the justification of the oprichnina by the resolution of the Central Committee
of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) is an attempt to whitewash and
defend his own repressive policy.

Ermukhan Bekmakhanovich Bekmakhanov was born in 1915 in the
Bayanaul district of the Pavlodar region. He grew up an orphan. His only brother
died in 1930, and his sister and mother died of hunger in 1933. Ermukhan was a
Chingizid by origin, a descendant of the Khan of the Middle Zhuz Uali, the son of
Ablai Khan from his second Kalmyk wife. After graduating from the Voronezh
Pedagogical Institute, he worked as the director of the Institute of Pedagogical
Research under the Ministry of Education of the Kazakh SSR, and in 1946-1947 -
deputy director of the Institute of History, Archeology and Ethnography of the
Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR.

Ermukhan Bekmakhanov was the first Kazakh doctor of historical sciences,
the founder of the Department of History of Kazakhstan at the Kirov Kazakh State
University. But this was not his merit. He was the first to objectively tell about the
movement of Kenesary Kasymov. And then he paid for it with exile to Siberia.
Ermukhan Bekmakhanov wrote the 4th chapter of this book about the national
liberation movement led by Kenesary Kasymov. This work was highly appreciated
by historians and was even nominated for the Stalin Prize. In the same year,
Bekmakhanov defended his PhD dissertation on this topic.

In 1946, he presented this work for defense at the Academic Council of the
Institute of History of the USSR Academy of Sciences, and in 1947, he published it
as a separate book. The work was devoted to the national liberation movements in
Kazakhstan in the initial periods of Russian colonization. In these studies,
Bekmakhanov for the first time characterized the resistance of the Kazakhs to the

colonial policy of Tsarist Russia as a struggle for independence, and the inspirer
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of the armed uprisings, Kenesary Kasymov, Bekmakhanov, contrary to the official
Soviet ideology, showed as a national leader.

Soon, like a bolt from the blue, a negative review of this book was given by
Corresponding Member of the USSR Academy of Sciences A.1I. Yakovlev. To which
Anna Mikhailovna Pankratova immediately responded. She convened a special
meeting at the Institute of History of the USSR Academy of Sciences. A
representative from Almaty, H. Aidarova, was also present. Aidarova sharply
opposed Bekmakhanov's work.

Here is an excerpt from her speech: "... the activities of Kenesary and his
circle are a symptom of feudal-monarchist nationalism, they did not have a
nationwide character and, therefore, the author (Bekmakhanov), who assessed the
Kenesary movement as a nationwide national liberation progressive movement, is
practically under the influence of the bourgeois trend "tutas agym". Bekmakhanov
was defended, in particular, by such prominent historians as N. Druzhinin, M.
Vyatkin. They all spoke about the value of this work. In 1946, having improved his
work, Bekmakhanov offers it to the Academic Council of the USSR Academy of
Sciences. In the same year, he brilliantly defended his doctoral dissertation on the
topic "Kazakhstan in the 20-40s of the XIX century", where one of the chapters is
again dedicated to Kenesary Kasymov.

In 1950, the Pravda newspaper published an incriminating article about
Bekmakhanov's work. On January 16 of the same year, he was expelled from the
party and kicked out of the university. Literally a week later, he was stripped of all
his academic degrees and titles. But he continued to fight, because he had a wife
and small children behind him. Bekmakhanov had to knock on the doors of various
authorities to get permission to teach in a rural school. First, he was sent to the
Narynkol district of the Almaty region. Then he was transferred to the village of
Novotroitsk in the Shuya district of the Zhambyl region. On September 5, 1952,
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Bekmakhanov was arrested in Novotroitsk and brought to Alma-Ata. The
investigation lasted three months. Ermukhan was intimidated, constantly
pressured, and demanded that he denigrate K. Satpayev and M. Auezov. That is, in
the early 1950s, under Stalin, a broad campaign was launched in the USSR to
justify the colonialism of Tsarist Russia in relation to those peoples who fought for
their independence through armed struggle.

"To justify his bourgeois-nationalist views, he used the works of reactionary
poets, as well as enemies of the people - Alash Orda, who fought against Soviet
power" - this is just an excerpt from the court documents. According to Article 58-
10, Part 2 of the Criminal Code with the sanction of Article 58-2, the court
sentenced Yermukhan Bekmakhanov to 25 years of imprisonment in a correctional
labor camp. After this, the scientist was sent by convoy to the city of Bodaibo in the
Irkutsk region. The issue of release was raised by historian Pankratova. However,
freedom was granted to the scientist only after the death of 1. Stalin, when Anna
Pankratova turned to N. Khrushchev with a request. On February 16, 1954, at
Lubyanka in the USSR Ministry of Internal Affairs, E. Bekmakhanov was handed a
certificate about the termination of the case. His health was deteriorating more
and more and he celebrated his last New Year, 1966, with his family and was
hospitalized almost immediately after that. Only with the death of the "leader of the
people" did rehabilitation follow, Bekmakhanov again got the opportunity to do his
favorite thing. The university department of the history of the Kazakh SSR, which
he himself founded, was returned to him, and the last ten years of his life became
the most fruitful for him. He left behind more than a hundred works, including such
solid monographs as "The Annexation of Kazakhstan to Russia" and "Essays on
the History of Kazakhstan in the 19th Century", "Kazakhstan in the 20-40s of the
19th Century", school textbooks on the history of Kazakhstan.
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After Lenin's death and with Stalin's rise to the Soviet Olympus of power,
politics began to play a decisive role for historical science in the USSR. Now all
historical research began to be compared with Stalin's historical views, which were
propagated in Soviet society. The cornerstone of Stalin's understanding of Russian
history was the idea of its backwardness, expressed in 1931 in a speech at the First
All-Union Conference of Industrial Workers.

Stalin said: "The history of old Russia consisted, among other things, in the
fact that it was constantly beaten for backwardness. The Mongol khans beat it. The
Turkish beys beat it. The Swedish feudal lords beat it. The Polish-Lithuanian lords
beat it. The Anglo-French capitalists beat it. The Japanese barons beat it. Everyone
beat it - for backwardness. For military backwardness, for state backwardness, for
industrial backwardness, for agricultural backwardness."

In Stalin's interpretation, the task of "defense against the invasion of the
Turks, Mongols and other peoples of the East" was solved with the formation of
the Russian centralized state, but Russia's "technical and economic backwardness"
existed in both the 17th and 18th centuries. Changes occurred under Peter I, who,
"dealing with more developed countries in the West, feverishly built factories and
plants to supply the army and strengthen the country's defense... This was a kind of
attempt to jump out of the framework of backwardness.

"In 1931, Stalin, allegedly referring to the "Leninist principles of party
spirit", declared the need to stop discussions in historical science, since this was
detrimental to the party. Since the early 1930s, active criticism of Soviet historians
who appeared in the 1920s has begun. In 1932, the Council of People's
Commissars issued a decree on the beginning of reforms in the field of education, a
new program for teaching in primary and secondary schools was adopted, and the

subject of "history" was restored.
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In 1934, a decree was adopted on the teaching of civil history in schools.
The question of the need to restore the history departments in Moscow and
Leningrad arose. In 1936, classical education was restored in universities. Stalin
personally supervised the writing of new textbooks on the history of the USSR and
world history.

In 1934, a commission was created to review projects submitted for the
textbook competition. As a result, all textbooks were considered unsuitable,
because they underestimated the role of great personalities in history (Ivan III, Ivan
IY, Peter 1, Catherine II, Lenin, Stalin, Chapaev, Shchors, etc. The authors of
politically erroneous textbooks were sentenced to death.

In the 1930s, a commission began working under Gorky's supervision to
write a multi-volume work on the Civil War, which was personally edited by Stalin
and Gorky. It was Stalin who introduced subjectivity in the interpretation of history
into Soviet historical science, when history was rewritten through a "great
personality", etc. During Stalin's rule, Soviet historians were forbidden to go to
archives, which were transferred to the NKVD in the second half of the 1930s.

It was Stalin, relying on his work "History of the All-Union Communist
Party (Bolsheviks). Short Course", published in 1937 identified the history of the
USSR with the history of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) - the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union. On the basis of Stalin's short course, it was
clearly shown how to explain certain historical events.

During the war years of 1941-1945, the Soviet-Kazakh historian E. B.
Bekmakhanov, together with the prominent Soviet-Russian historian M. S.
Pankratova, wrote “The History of the Kazakh SSR,” which was published in
1943. This book was the first fundamental scientific work on national history in the
USSR. At the same time, he independently worked on another book: “Kazakhstan
in the 20s and 40s of the 19th century.”
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In 1946, he presented this work for defense at the Academic Council of the
Institute of History of the USSR Academy of Sciences, and in 1947, he published
it as a separate book. The work was devoted to the national liberation movements
in Kazakhstan in the initial periods of Russian colonization.

In these studies, Bekmakhanov for the first time characterized the resistance
of the Kazakhs to the colonial policy of Tsarist Russia as a struggle for
independence, and Bekmakhanov, contrary to the official Soviet ideology, showed
the inspirer of the armed uprisings, Kenesary Kasymov, as a national leader.

Soon, like a bolt from the blue, a negative review of this book was given by
Corresponding Member of the USSR Academy of Sciences A.l. Yakovlev. To
which Anna Mikhailovna Pankratova immediately responded. She convened a
special meeting at the Institute of History of the USSR Academy of Sciences.

A representative from Almaty, H. Aidarova, was also present. Aidarova
sharply opposed Bekmakhanov's work. Here is an excerpt from her speech: "... the
activities of Kenesary and his circle are a symptom of feudal-monarchist
nationalism, they did not have a nationwide character and, therefore, the author
(Bekmakhanov), who assessed the Kenesary movement as a nationwide national
liberation progressive movement, is practically under the influence of the
bourgeois trend "tutas agym". Bekmakhanov was defended, in particular, by such
prominent historians as N. Druzhinin, M. Vyatkin.

They all spoke about the value of this work. In 1946, having improved his
work, Bekmakhanov offers it to the Academic Council of the USSR Academy of
Sciences. That same year, he brilliantly defends his doctoral dissertation on the
topic of "Kazakhstan in the 20-40s of the 19th century", where one of the chapters
is again dedicated to Kenesary Kasymov.

Over time, the controversy surrounding this book did not cease. And in

1948, in Almaty, at the Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR, debates were
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held that lasted for 5 days. The transcript of these debates was 552 pages. They
testify that some scientists, especially Kazakh ones, attacked Bekmakhanov with
the aim of destroying his works.

In 1950, the newspaper Pravda published an incriminating article about
Bekmakhanov's work. On January 16 of the same year, he was expelled from the
party and kicked out of the university. Literally a week later, he was stripped of all
his academic degrees and titles. But he continued to fight, because he had a wife
and small children behind him.

Bekmakhanov had to knock on the doors of various authorities to get
permission to teach in a rural school. First, he was sent to the Narynkol district of
the Almaty region. Then he was transferred to the village of Novotroitsk in the
Shuya district of the Zhambyl region. On September 5, 1952, Bekmakhanov was
arrested in Novotroitsk and brought to Alma-Ata.

The investigation lasted three months. Yermukhan was intimidated,
constantly pressured, and demanded that he denigrate K. Satpayev and M. Auezov.
That is, in the early 1950s, under Stalin, a broad campaign was launched in the
USSR to justify the colonialism of Tsarist Russia in relation to those peoples who
fought for their independence through armed struggle.

As the famous Western historian Solomon Schwartz wrote: ... An offensive
against historical science has been launched in the Soviet Union. The Communist
Party is winning one victory after another in the “battle against objectivism and
cosmopolitanism.” The latest task handed down to Soviet historians is the
rehabilitation of tsarist colonialism. The fact that they were supposed to step up
their work in terms of “ripping off the masks”™ of the colonial policies of Western

countries made this task even more difficult.
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In connection with the above, the so-called “Orientalists” are now coming
under close scrutiny. Their scope of research is larger than that of “Orientalists™ in
other countries, since it extends not only to Southeast Asia, the Near and Far East,
but also covers the Soviet Caucasus and Central Asia.

This area has recently been frequently discussed on the pages of the flagship
journal “Problems of History,” published by the USSR Academy of Sciences.

The trial took place on December 2, 1952. "To substantiate his bourgeois-
nationalist views, he used the works of reactionary poets, as well as enemies of the
people - Alash Orda, who fought against Soviet power" - this is just an excerpt
from the court documents. According to Article 58-10, Part 2 of the Criminal Code
with the sanction of Article 58-2, the court sentenced Yermukhan Bekmakhanov to
25 years of imprisonment in a correctional labor camp.

After this, the scientist was sent by convoy to the city of Bodaibo in the
Irkutsk region. The issue of release was raised by historian Pankratova. However,
freedom was granted to the scientist only after the death of 1. Stalin, when Anna
Pankratova turned to N. Khrushchev with a request. On February 16, 1954, at
Lubyanka in the USSR Ministry of Internal Affairs, E. Bekmakhanov was handed
a certificate about the termination of the case.

His health was deteriorating more and more, and he celebrated his last New
Year, 1966, with his family and was hospitalized almost immediately after. After
his release from prison, E. B. Bekmakhanov was forced to re-defend his doctoral
dissertation. Of course, past mistakes "were corrected." In his subsequent works,
he "did not deviate from the Marxist-Leninist methodology."

In the textbook "History of the Kazakh SSR" for grades 7-8, written by
Ermukhan Bekmakhanov and his daughter Nailya Bekmakhanov, paragraph 29,
entitled "The Feudal-Monarchist Movement of Kenesary Kasymov in 1837-1838.,"
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fit on only one page. In this paragraph, the "reactionary" movement of Kenesary
Kasymov is presented as "the feudal-monarchist movement of Kazakh aristocrats.

"The conclusion that “this movement became an obstacle to Kazakhstan’s
accession to Russia” was word for word the same as the wording in the Pravda
newspaper. The textbook was then reprinted many times, and more than one
generation of Kazakhstani schoolchildren were taught from it.

Only with the death of the "leader of the people" did rehabilitation follow,
Bekmakhanov again received the opportunity to do his favorite thing. The
university department of history of the Kazakh SSR, which he himself founded,
was returned to him, and the last ten years of his life became the most fruitful for
him.

He left behind more than a hundred works, including such solid monographs
as "The Annexation of Kazakhstan to Russia" and "Essays on the History of
Kazakhstan in the 19th Century", "Kazakhstan in the 20-40s of the 19th Century",
school textbooks on the history of Kazakhstan.

He gave a start in big science to twenty leading historians of the republic,
thousands of students, was the editor of a good dozen volumes of works by
graduate students and young applicants, thereby laying the foundation for historical
science in our republic. In 1962, for his major contribution to the development of
historical science, Ermukhan Bekmakhanovich was elected a corresponding
member of the Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR.

It was Stalin's short course that brought dogmatism and the rejection of
polemics and discussions, a black-and-white vision of history, and propaganda of
the fight against dissent into Soviet historical science. Now domestic history was
divided into 2 parts: 1) before 1917 - this is an incomplete history, in which the
people were exploited, and 2) after 1917, a complete history, the coming to power

of the Bolsheviks and the creation of the world's first socialist state - the USSR.
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Thus, Stalin used domestic, including Russian history, as it suited him. He
needed Alexander Nevsky, then inappropriately, and then again very much needed
him. He justified Ivan the Terrible, who had never been justified before, he called
the oprichniks a progressive army. Although it is clear that the justification of the
oprichnina by the resolution of the Central Committee of the All-Union
Communist Party (Bolsheviks) is an attempt to whitewash and defend his own

repressive policy.
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