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HOW MUSTAFA CHOKAI, A PROMINENT HISTORICAL FIGURE
OF THE HISTORY OF KAZAKHSTAN’S INDEPENDENCE WAS
PRESENTED AS A TRAITOR IN THE SOVIET PERIOD?

In this article, the authors consider the activity of Mustafa Chokay in the way of achieving national
independence. Mustafa Chokai was a great Kazakh statesman who accused in the Soviet period of «en-
emy of the people», «<counter-revolutionary element», «<bourgeois nationalist», «fascist ally» , «traitor» and
«creator of the Turkestan Legion» etc. The reason for this that the main idea of political activity of Chokay
was to establish an independent national goverment instead of the Soviet regime in Turkestan. The name
of Chokai mentioned in the history books of the Soviet Period as a traitor who betrayed their homeland.
The authors of the article analyze the Soviet propaganda against the Chokai. Concerning this considered
KGB officer, Serik Shakibayev’s book entitled «The collapse of Great Turkistan». This essay was presented
as a documentary novel in which revealed Chokai as a traitor who sold home for the sake of the Nazi
ranks and titles.

Key words: Mustafa Chokai, Soviet Period, Turkestan, Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic, political
activity, Alash Orda.
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Toayeaci3 Ka3akcraH TapuxbIHAAFbl GEATiAl TapUXM TyAFa
Mycradpa LLlokaiAbIH, KEHECTIK Ke3eHAe CaTKbIH PeTiIHAE TaHbIAYbI

BbyA Makanaaa aBTopAap Myctada LLloKaiabiH YATTbIK TOYEACI3AIKKE KOA XKEeTKi3y >XOAbIHAAFbI
KbIBMETIH KapacTbipaabl. KasakTbiH yAbl MemaekeT kainpaTtkepi 6oaraH Myctaca LLlokait keHecTik
KE3EHAE «XaAbIK, XKaybl», <KOHTPPEBOAIOLMS SAEMEHTI», «BYPKYa3USAABIK, YATLLbIA», «(DaLIMCT OAAKTACHI»,
«CaTKbIH» XKeHe «TypKiCTaH A€rMOHbIH KypYLibl», T.0. aibinTarAbl. MyHbiH cebebi — LLlokanabiH, cascu
KbIBMETIHIH 6aCTbl MAESICHI KEHEC OMAIriHIH OpHbIHA TypKiCTaHAQ TOYEACI3 YATTbIK, YKIMET Kypy OOAAbI.
KeHecTik Ke3eHAeri Tapmx OKyAblkTapbiHAQ LLIOKaAbIH eCiMi OTaHbIH CaTKAH CaTKbIH PETIHAE aTaAAbI.
Makana aBTopaapbl LLlokaira Kapcbl KEHECTiK HacuxaTTbl capasanabl. bya Typaabl Cepik LLIakib6aeBTbiH
«Kpax Beankoro TypkecTaHa» KiTabblHAQ aiTbIAQAbl. DCCe Ky>KaTTblK POMaH TypiHAe GepiAreH, oHaa
LLlokan chamcTik LweH-eKneHAiAep YLWiH YiH caTKaH CaTKbIH PETIHAE KOpiHeA|.

Tyiin ce3aep: Myctadpa Llokai, KeHectik kesen, TypkictaH, Kasak KeHec Coumaamcrik
Pecriybamnkacsl, casicu kpiameT, Aaaw Opaa.
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Kak Mycradpa Yokait, u3BecTtHasi uctopuyeckasi AMMHOCTb B UCTOPUU
He3aBUCUMOTIo Ka3aXCTaHa, 6bIA NnpeACTaBA€H KaK npeAaTteAb COBETCKOro nepMoAa?

B aTOM cTaTbe aBTOpbI paccMaTpmBaloT AesTeAbHOCTb MycTtadbbl Yokai Ha MyTu K AOCTMXKEHUIO

HaUMOHaAbHOM HE3aBMCUMOCTU. MYCTaCba Yokar 6bIA BEAMKMM Ka3aXxCK1M FOCYAQpPCTBEHHbIM ACATEAEM,
KOTOprlZ O0OBUHAACS B COBETCKUM neproA Kak «Bpar HapoaAa», «KOHTppeBOA}OLI,l/lOHHbIVI IAEMEHT»,
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«OypP>KyasHbIN HaLMOHAAMCT», «(PALIMCTCKMIA COIO3HMK», «MPeAATeAb» M «CO3AATEAb TYPKECTAHCKOro
A€rvoHa» n T.A. [prUUMHOMN 3TOrO CTaAO TO, UTO FABHOM MAEEN MOAUTUYECKON AEITEeAbHOCTM Yokas
ObIAO CO3AQHME HE3aBMCMMOIO HALMOHAABHOIO TPAaBUTEALCTBA BMECTO COBETCKOrO pexuma B
TypkecTtaHe. Mmst Yokas ynoMMHAAOCh B KHUIax MCTOPUKM COBETCKOIO NeproAa Kak npeaateAb POAUHBI.
ABTOpbI CTaTbW aHAAM3MPYIOT COBETCKYIO MpornaraHAy npoTtmns Yokas. O6 3TOM pacCcKkasbiBaeTCs B KHUMe
Cepuika Llakmbaesa «Kpax Beankoro TypkecTtaHa». Icce ObIAO MPEACTABAEHO Kak AOKYMEHTaAbHbIi
POMaH, B KOTOPOM ObIA MokasaH Yokarn Kak npeAaTeAb, KOTOPbIA MPOAAA AOM PaAM HALMCTCKMX PAHTOB

M TUTYAOB.

KatoueBble caoBa: Myctacpa Yokan, Cosetckuii nepmoas, TypkectaH, Kasaxckas Coetckast
Coumaamctmnueckas Pecriybarka, noAMTnuueckast AeateabHocTb, Araw Opaa.

Introduction

We know today that Mustafa Chokai, a great
Kazakh statesman was accused in the Soviet period
of «enemy of the people», «counter-revolutionary
element», «bourgeois nationalisty, «fascist ally»,
«traitor» and «creator of the Turkestan Legion» etc.
Why? Because, the main goal of political struggle
of Chokai was to establish an independent national
goverment instead of the Soviet regime in Turkestan.
Therefore, Moscow announced Chokai as an «enemy
of the people» and forbade to spread his ideas in the
country. Those who do not obey the ban, even those
who mention his name, were punished mercilessly.
Under the pretext that he was an «enemy of the
peopley, it wasn’t possible to provide information
about him in textbooks and encyclopedias. For this
reason, even you will not find any mention on him
in the Kazakh Soviet Encyclopedia with 12 volumes
including all the details about Kazakhstan and the
Kazakh people.

The name of Chokai is, if necessary, mentioned
in the history books, it is always shown as a traitor
who betrayed their homeland. For example, his
name was mentioned as a counter-revolutionary
figure in the history of the Kazakh Soviet Socialist
Republic which was considered the official history
of Kazakhstan during the Soviet era, when outlining
the events connected with the Turkestan autonomy.

The Main Part

In the history of the Kazakh Soviet Socialist
Republic published in Almaty in 1961, we find
the following lines: «... However, at the behest
of British imperialism at the end of November
1917 was created in Kokand autonomy. Kazakh
nationalists M.Tynyshbayev and M.Chokayev took
part in this reactive rebel government along with the
Uzbek bourgeois nationalists» (Qazaq SSR tariyhy.
Sotsializm daviri. 40 — p).

Each assesments in the history of the Kazakh
Soviet Socialist Republic is very important. Because

this work express the official view on the history of
Kazakhstan. Books such as the history of the Ka-
zakh Soviet Socialist Republic were prepared under
the careful supervision of the Communist Party, as
expressed its views and principles.

No one could conduct research and publish ma-
terials about Chokai as the history of the Kazakh
SSR expressed a negative opinion on him. Citizens
of Kazakhstan, especially scientists and artists, and
writers and young people called « builders of com-
munism» had to reckon with the views set out in
this book. For this reason, it was impossible to talk
about Chokai.

In the official history of Soviet Kazakhstan was
banned not only Chokai and Turkestan autonomy.
The movement of «Alash Orda» and his leaders were
also banned. But all leaders of the movement except
Chokai, after the established power of the Bolshe-
viks, did not left his homeland to fight the Soviet re-
gime. Other leaders such as Alikhan Bukeikhanov,
Ahmet Baytursynov and Mir Yakup Duvlatov have
chosen the path of cooperation with the Bolsheviks
and have made an important contribution to the na-
tional character of the Soviet system management
in Kazakhstan. They especially have done a lot of
in the fields of education, science and the arts. Who
today can say that their work is not useful now that
Kazakhstan has a worthy place in the international
community as a nation state?

However, the Soviet government began to perse-
cute them after 1925. In various courts held between
1930 and 1932, active members of Alash Orda were
sentenced to deprivation of liberty, deportation or
death with charges of spying on the people. The
survivors of these courts were killed during the re-
pressions of 1937-1938. Conducting researches and
publishing works on the Alash Orda movement and
its leaders were also banned after 1935. (Nurpeisov
K. 1995, 9-14 —p.)

Chokai understood everything. According to
him, soviet historians could not write objectively the
history of the national liberation movements of the
Soviet peoples. Because they do not generally accept
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neutrality in historical science. So they used history
as a tool for class struggle. Chokai emphasizes that
Soviet historians were well aware that history is not
only a science that goes beyond the past, but also a
tool for the future. (Chokai M. Yash Turkistan. 1931
December, Ne 25,5 —p.)

It was not just Chokai who was accused of mak-
ing various accusations due to his political activi-
ties and views. His relatives were also suspected.
It was not necessary for them to support Chokai’s
views. The fact that they were relatives of the en-
emy was enough to be subjected to various punish-
ments. Therefore, relatives of Chokai were also sub-
jected to Soviet repression. (Sarbulak I. // Cas Alas,
27.6.1991; 28.6.1991.)

When the name of Chokai was mentioned for
any reason immediately added to the negative char-
acteristics after it. Most often, it was marked by
equalities such as «panturkist», «islamist», «nation-
alist» or «spy of the world bourgeoisie», which were
then heavily accusations in the Soviet republics.
(Chokai M. Almaty, 1992,3 -4 —p.)

Soviet propaganda against Chokai has reached its
climax in 1968. In the same year, Serik Shakibayev,
a KGB officer, published a book entitled «The col-
lapse of Great Turkistan». This essay was presented
as a documentary novel in which revealed Cho-
kai as a traitor who sold home for the sake of the
Nazi ranks and titles. This book, the only publica-
tion about Chokai in the Soviet era, was published
in Russian in 1972 and in the Kyrgyz language in
1976.

It begins with the fact that Chokai in a Nazi pris-
on wrote a letter to Alfred Rosenberg, the Minister
of Nazi Germany for the Occupied Eastern Terri-
tories. In his letter Chokai said he wanted to help
the German army, because he was confident that
the Turkestan can be saved only by Germany, so
he wants to collect auxiliary troops from the cap-
tured Soviet soldiers. So, a series of events started
aimed at portraying Chokai as a traitor who tried to
make their country a colony, in order to become the
leader of Turkestan under the power of the Nazis. At
the end of the story, Chokai was poisoned by Vali
Kayyum Khan, his close associate. (Shakibayev S.
Almaty, 1968, 36 p.)

Actually, we do not deny that Shakibayev’s
writings were based on documents. Maybe it was
right. However, we can definitely say that the docu-
ments used in the story were incorrect. As we have
noticed in our researches, these documents mostly
were the protocols of members of the Turkestan Le-
gion of the under the KGB investigation, which was
returned home after the war.
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Perhaps, Moscow had documents from the ar-
chives of the Turkestan Legion in Germany and Po-
land after the war. However these documents were
not used but only the protocols in the Soviet era. Be-
cause these archival materials didn’t corresponds to
the purpose of the Soviet ideology.

Therefore, false information from members of
the legion under investigation was used as a source.
Despite the fact that even some members of the le-
gion who did not know about Chokai, gave false in-
formation under torture, Shakibayev assesed them
as documents. Then he thought he wrote a documen-
tary story. Because any one can find many the facts
that are contrary to truth in the story.

We can give some examples of them.

1. Chokai, who wrote a letter to Alfred Rosen-
berg, the minister of the Occupied Eastern Ter-
ritories at the beginning of the story, has been in
prison for one year. (Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968,
1 p.) However, Chokai never was imprisoned. We
know that Chokai was only three weeks in the Nazi
detention camp of Compien near Paris in his life.
(Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968, 14 p.)

2. The story tells that Chokai studied with Ke-
rensky at the faculty of law in the university of St.
Petersburg. (Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968, 12 p.) In
fact, both of them were not be a student at one time.
After graduating from Kerensky, Chokai arrived in
St. Petersburg. Kerensky, born on April 22, 1881,
was at St. Petersburg University 11 years ago from
Chokai. (Kara, A. Almaty, 2004, 196-198 p).

3. Shakibayev alleged in his story that Chokai
collaborated with British intelligence. (Shakibayev
S. Almaty, 1968, 1 p.) We can say that Chokai did
not work for exploration of any country. This charge
was the usual method of Soviet authorities.

4. Shakibaev writes that Chokai arrived in Eu-
rope at the request of his wife Maria. (Kerensky, A.
1965). In Kara’s book details that Chokai came to
Europe in order to conduct the political struggle.
(Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968, 9 p.)

5. It is mentioned in the book that Vali Kayyum
helped Chokai to publish the journal of «Yash-
Turkistan» (Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968, 12 p).
This is not true. Because Chokai did not know Vali
Kayyum in the years between 1929-1939 when he
published the journal «YashTurkistan». They got
acquainted with each other during the Second World
War when the journal ceased publication.

6. The idea of establishing the Turkestan Legion
was first mentioned by Chokai. (Kara, A. Almaty,
2004, 94-151 p). here is no evidence that Chokai said
that. On the contrary, there are many reports and ar-
chival materials that Chokai was against this project.
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7. According to the story, Zaki Validi first ar-
rived in Paris in 1937 and took him to Berlin and
charged him with Galymzhan Idrisi publish the
journal of «Yash Turkistan». Before Validi left Ber-
lin for Istanbul, Chokai and Idrisi assisted him to
publish the journal. (Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968,
13 p). Which of these words do you correct? Validi
first arrived in Paris at the end of 1923, not 1937.
(Shakibayev S. Almaty, 1968, 15 p). Galimjan Id-
risi and Zaki Validi did not work for the journal.
The journal of «Yash Turkestan» was published not
since 1937, but since 1929. (Shakibayev S. Almaty,
1968, 21-22 pp).

Conclusion

In the conclusion, it is clear that the episode of
the document, which is referred to as a documen-
tary, has drifted away from reality, due to using
false materials. Also, the writer’s efforts to evaluate
Chokai’s political activities from the point of view
of Soviet ideology further aggravated his erroneous-
ness.

Undoubtedly, Shakibayev’s book published also
in Russian has served a great deal to spread a false

impression of Chokai as a traitor who collaborated
with the Nazis among not only the citizen of Ka-
zakhstan, but also the whole Soviet people.

Thus, we can say that Soviet propaganda mech-
anism who failed to find anything anti-national facts
about Chokai tried to achieve their goals via the sto-
ry of Shakibayev based on false information.

In the conclusion, we can say that it is complete-
ly unjustified allegations of the Soviet propaganda
about Chokai such as «national enemy, anti-revo-
lutionary element, bourgeois nationalist, reaction-
ary revolutioner, foreign spy, British spy, spy of
the world bourgeoisie, Islamist, traitor, a man who
betrayed his country to the Nazis, an initiator of the
creation of the Turkestan legion».

Although the Soviet Union went missing from
the stage of history in 1991, but we can not say that
the effects of its anti-propaganda on Chokai has
completely disappeared. Because ideological pro-
paganda in the human consciousness pumped for
decades can’t be erased instantly, it requires doz-
ens of years. Sometimes it is necessary to change
generations for this. As time goes by, Chokai as a
prominent figure in the history of Kazakhstan’s in-
dependence will be more exalted.
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