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IX

Preface

The purpose of this study is to correlate similar periods of develw
opaent during the respective consolidations of power by the Rolshavika
in Soviet Central Agia and by the Chinese Commnists in Sinklsng. Because
the perlods covered (1917-193%4 in Soviet Central Asia; 1949.1957 in
Sinkliang) represent some of the most eventful years in the history of
both Soviet Central Asia and Sinkiang, it is obviously beyond the scope
of this study to present a detalled acccunt of 2ll the imsortant occure
rences of these two parlods. Therefore, this study will attempt to
select those lmportant political and economic events which appear to this
writer to rsveal, most clearly, the similarities and differences that
these two periods of devclopment (the "political consolidation® periocd and
the %economic consolidation®™ period) manifested during the course of their
respeciive exlstences in Soviet Central Asia and Sinklang,

A word should bs said about sources. One of the great disappointe
ments of this study was the limited usefulness of the translated newse

paper articles of the Survey of the iainland China Press and the Current
Background series. lMaterials from these two publications in regard to

Sinid.ang proved to be largely of a vague nature, The Chinese language
and Russian language materials that were used are available in the Colume
bia University Libraries, the Harvard University libraries, the Library of
'Congress. and the Union Research Files of Hong Kong. Many of the Chinese |

newspaper articles (especially the Sinkiang Jih Pao and Sinkiang Pao Chih
articles) are available only in microfilms of the Unlon Research Files of

Hong Konge.
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Finally, it will be apparent that this study is merely the first

step toward a comprahansive study of the transformation of these two
largely Turilc reglons by thelr respective central governuents.

AeCulle JXe
Docember 1, 108k




Introduction

I. Criteria for Selecting the Two Areas Under Study
It 1s necessary at the start of this study to discuss the criteria
by which one could claim that Soviet Central Aﬂai and Sinkiang (Chinese

| Turkestan) are suitable for a comparative study of this nature. I pro-

pose to advance four categories of social characteristics (etiinie, cule
tural, economic and political) in which I believe that these two regions,
prior to the establishment of Comminist regimss, bore striking siwilarie
ties.

' Ethnically, both regions are inhabited by many different groupse
lﬂnm*var. while many of the same groups appear in both Soviet Central Asia
and Sinkiang, thelr numbers and importance are very different in the two
reglons. For example, the Uzbeks, Kazakhs, Kirghiz, and Tadzhiks, who
:farm the major ethnic entities in Soviet Central Asla, are all repice
sented in Sinkiang where they, howsver, are greatly outnumbered by the

| IUighurs. who are represented in Soviet Central Asia by a mere 100,000

emigres.z A list of the various ethnlc groups of Soviet Ceniral Asla
and Sinkieng will be found in Appendix A.

However, it is notable that, in spite of the fact that the Uighurs,
Kirghiz, Mongols, and Tadzhiks form the local mcjorily in some clearly

L Though it is contrary to official Soviet practice, throughout this
paper the term Soviet Central Asia will include Kazakhstan along with
Uzbelkdistan, Turkmenistan, Kirghizia and Tadzhikistan.

& "The slim Republics of the USSR," Journal of the Royal Central
Asian Society, XIVI (July-October, 1959), 2(}5-3. About 75 per cent
of Sinkiang's €,000,000 people are Ujighurs.

|
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dafined area of Sinkiang and constitute minorities in other areas .3 the

ethnio distribution in Sinkiang is less clearly definable than ln Soviet |
_Centml Asia. The Uighurs uho constitute three«fouiths of the province's
popilation are actually in the majority in both Dzungarxdia and Kaahgariu.u |
Fhile thoe towms in Dzungaria ave mainly inhablited by Chinese and Dungans
(Hul), the Uighurs, who are merchants and settled fawmers, inhablts the
T district, the Turfan, and Hami oases have dizable representatlon
in 21l the larger towns of Dzungavia. In Kashgaria, in southern Slnklang,
the Uighurs compose nearly the entire populations of ths Oases of Kerlya,
Cherchen, Qarghaliq (Karghalik), Yarkand, Herket, Maralbashi, and Kucha.”
Thoe ¥Xazakhes, who live lovreely on the fyontier of the Kazakhstan SSR,

|
in the I1i, Tarbagatay (Chuguchak), and Altal distriets; ths Kirghlz, who

1

1ivo in a crescent.choped area enclosing the U4chur oases of Kucha, Bal,
Agsu, Kashgar, Yorkand and Gumaj and the Mongols are largely pastoral h
nonads -6 '

In contrasting the ethnlc composition of Soviet Central Asla with

that of Sinkiang, one finds that the Uzbeks play the dominant ethnic role

I
in Spviet Central Asia (a2 role cowparable to the Uighur role in Sinkiang).

They are the largest ethnic groun in the reglon. They comprise nearly

Wﬂm

5 own lattimore, Pivot of Aslat Sinkiang and the Inner Asian Fronw

W T 2 ni&-'hr

tlers of China :nn RSSL2 D050, Lhbiiey orowiy 4950)y Pe L22e

b Sinkizng can be divided topographically by the Tien Shan Mts. into
two regions (Dzungaria in the North and Kashgaria in the South)e

5 S.I. Bruk, "Gtnicheskli sostov 1 razmyeshchenle naselyenila v
Sin'tszyanskom Uigurskom Avtonomnom Raionye Kitaiskoi Narodnoi Respube
14ki, " Sovetskala etnografiia, No. 2 (1956), 92.

6 Thid., pe 93, It might be noted here that not all the Kirghiz of
Sinkiang are nomads, Some cultivate cotione
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six willion indigenous natives.! They are largely settled agriculturale
1sts and numerdcally dominate the Fergana Valley, Wi ls the region's
main oasis and richest area. As in Sinkiang, the other ethnio groups,
the Kazakhs, Kirghiz, Tadszhiks, and Turkmen are largely nomads.

Culturally the Uszbeks and Uighurs are very similar. In lanruage and

religious practices they are very ulusa.'ﬂ' As is anparent fiom the ahove

discussion, they occupy similar economic positions (merchants and cotton

growers) in their respective reginns.g The Ka=makhs, in bath regions under

study, are Huslims, but they are relatively lax in the observance of

| Islamic rules.10 The Kirghiz in both reglons practice Islam but with

heavy elements of shamanistic influence, |

al uniformity. In Soviet Central Asia there are 1,200,000 Iraniane

speaking Tadzhiks who alone of all major indigenous grouns do not speak a

Turkic language. In Sinkiang not only are thers Kirghiﬁ but also longols,

who practice Lamaistic Buddhlsm. Sinkiang also has 15,000 TungusicCw
speaking Si.bn.12 Both regions also have urbanedwelling representatives

of the major nationality~-i.ee Kussians and Chinesee-of the respeciive

MWW

7 #The Muslim Renmublics of the USSR," Journal of the Roval Central

T B e T AT

| Asian Society, XLVII (April, 1960), 108, These figures are taken irom

the 19¢9 census and exclude tne 7,201,000 Slav inhabitan®ts of Soviat
Central Asla,.

& Lydia Holubnychy, "Chinese Treaiment of the Hationaliiy Problem
4n Sinkiang," The Epst Turkic Review, II No, It (December, 1960), 83

9 1bid.
10 Lattimore, OD. E_i;}_-. FPe 128<32.

L Ibic., YD 13?-3[,‘1

12 "Sinkiang~Uighur Autonomous Region,® Current Backeround No.
(October 25, 1955), 1.

In both areas there are some elements which disturd the basic culturd)

f
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country of which these areas under discussion form a part.

Tho peculiar
distribution of these representatives will bc examined later in the paper. |

To discuss the economic and polltical characteristics of the two

regions, it 1s necessary to glve some physical statistles. Soviet Central|
iAsi.a comprises 1,432,238 sq. mis compared to Sinkiang's 659,073 sq. mi.

Soviet Central Asia also has roughly four and one half tlmes the populaw
tion of Sinkieng.w éﬂth regions have been subjscted to great power poll. |
tlcal and economlic machinations. The nineteenth century saw the incore

poration of Central Asia into the Russian sphere as the Tsarists attempted
to consolidate thelr Central Asian position. The Russians wished 1o pre-

vent British power based in India from gaining ascendancy in this reglon.

|

]

The area was 2 natural avermue of Tsarist expension both in a political and

economic sense, With the British positioned behind the Pamirs and with |

A - Ll

the Persian and O¢toman Empires relatively wezk, Russia loomed gs the

Jogical power to gain control of thls rich region. Dy the twentieth cene
tury the region had been incorporated intc the economic structure of the

Tsarist Fmpire. This economic incorporation will be discussed later in
the study.

In contrast to Central Asia's position visez.vis Russia, Sinklang was

isolated from China Prover by formidable natural and communications bare
rierss In the twentieth century one finds that "the province's trade cene
ter nearest to China Proper was Hami, roughly 1,200 miles from the raile
head at Paotow in Sulyuan Province'(now in the Inner Mongolian Autonomous
Reglon)s "For carsvans this meant a three-month trip at best. For motor

vehicles, the two weeks of arduous passage over rough roads and through

| 13 Sel., Bruk, ODe E_L..t'_#' p. 91




treacherous passes made only passenger goods and luxury traffic feasible,”
Hnmﬁr. in the ather direction, ona finds that less than 200 miles sepie
rated alther Chuguchak or Kuldja from the Tursilb Rallway. BRetter roads
in Rassia also alded the westward oriendation of thu nmmcu.lﬁ

In wew of this loglstical situation, it iz nat surmrising that Ruse
slan arnmies could at iimes enter Sinkiang with zdeater easa than the
forces of any Chinose goveranment. Such a situation, placved the Sinkiang
provincial authorities in a position where at times thay conld attempt to
assert or resist the authority of the Chinese centrazl sovernmsnit by ene
ploying foreign forcea, Examples of this w1l be referred to in the
first chapter.

Finally one finds that in both areas ths dominant interm2l cconomio
and polltlesl nattein was a constant strizgie betueon the sottled sgrie
culturalists and the nomzdic elenents. Thls pattern was marked hv nomadic
raiding of the oases and by periodic rshellions, usually led bty nomadic
Kazakh or Kirghiz elements.1® In other words, because the nativa peae
sants in bsth Soviet Central Asia and Sinldang lived in scatlered and 150w
lated oases, they had become politically and econnmlcally fragmented,
"Oxeapt for their elzborately organized system of water disitvibution, few
factors entorad in to support a consclousngss Of WiliFees"

Tribzl b:mds gxiztad only amoaz the nomads on the outsklris
of the avez, wuile the ancieabl viban artisan and merchant guilds

‘i Allen S, ¥hiting and Ceneral Shenmg Shih.ts?al, Siniangs Pawm
or Pivot (East Lansinp. ¥ichizan State University Press, 1953), Te 5e

15 Tbid., e 6o Turksld Railway (Twrkestan-Siberian Railway).
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| left-uing regimes., This can bs seen in the Soviet absorption and |

wbm

asong the natives were in a process of disintegration, under
the impact of new econowic conditions which arose after
Cantral Asia's annoxation to iuwgsiae 1he only force wiich

served to unite the native population of this area was the
faith of Islan, ils clergy and its wcsques.! 7

khat Zenkovsky states above concernlng Soviet Cenw‘:;x*al Asla applies
equally to Sinklang with the excaptinﬁ that the artisans and merchants in
Chiness Turkestan, because of the province'!s physical reuoteness from '
China Proper did not exparience to the same extent the new economic prese
sures of a market economy which had transforumed Russian Central Asiae

Cne® could say thai while local aspirations toward autonomy did exist,
they could hardly have been called nationalisme. The very heterogenelty
of the peoples in both regions vrecluded the development of any timly
poweriul national movement. While a successful rebeliion such as Yakub
Beg's in Sinkiang in the nineteenth century was based on the fusion of

~Ulghur and Kazgkh anti-Chinese sentliuent, it did not pr:dﬁ::e any lasting
sense of uni%.‘l'.yﬂB

IT. Criteria Used in Correlating Periods of Development.

The actual consolidation of power can be divided into two periods,
The first is the period of "political consolidation' which lasted from
1917 to 1928 in Soviet Central Asia and from 1949 to mid-1954 in Sinkiang.

This period is distinguished by the absorption and elimination of local

17 Serge A. Zenkovsky, Pan-Turkism and Tclam in Fussia (Canmbrides
Harvayd University Fress, 1’%05, Lhe 225.6, 1ne ghymcal cohesion that
was created by the irrigation aystem can be appreclated by the fact that

B0 per cent of the total population lived in the central cases beiween
the Armma and Syr Daria rivers.

18 whiting and Sheng, ope cit.; p. 5.
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elinmination af tha uarly Tashkent Smriat I’ﬂ[}i"le snd the later Jadlide

dominated govormuont in Tashkent.e In Sinklang, the Exst Turkestan group

moets with a similar fats. Turing the "political consolidation" period,

the baslc Cosrmnist polltical forms wars introduced and famly established
| These includsd the Communist Party organization and Soviet-iype goveIne

| ments) instdtutions. Finally in the econculic sphore this phase was chare

acterized by the transfer of the ownership of the basle means of produce
tion out of the hands of the former muling classes and into the hands of

ths neasantry. During this period, agriculiural production vas UNIVOre
|

| s2lly doninatad by the smzll farmer,

In contrast to this, the Meconomic consolidaiion® period, which OCw
curred in Soviet Central Asiz znd Sinkiang curing 1928-.193% and mdd-19 5%
$111 late 19357 respectlvely, was characierized by the transier of the
owmership and control of the baslc means of predvetion out of the hands of|

| the psasantry and into the hands of the state. This phésa vitnessed the
construction of a new ec;:munﬂ.c foundation for both reglons. Along with
this revolutionary ecqnm.q.c destruction and construction, one finds that

| there was unprecedentedly intense supervision ¢f the local population of

| these regiong by the staie.




| three asrinistrative divisions. These included the autonomous Emirate of
Bukhara, the Khanate of Yhliva, and the Tsarlst aduoinistrative center at

Tashkent.1 The Bukharan and Khivan reglmes wers remnants of the medieval

CHAPTER I

A DESCRIPTION OF RUSSIAN CENTRAL ASIA AND SINKIANG ON THE
EVE OF THE ASSUMPTION OF POWER BY THulR RESPECTIVE COMMUNIST
REGIMES AND A COMPARISON OF THE DYNAMICS OF Thi SOVIET AND
CHIMNESE COMMUNIST ASSWPTIONS Or POWER

e taginning of the twentieth century found Soviet Ceniral f&sia in

perlod and at this tine ropresented the most reactionayry political elements
in the areca. The most dynamic political movement among the Muslim popu=
Jation at this time was a Pan-mricic drive headed by thé Tatars of Russia..
who were working to achieve "the unification and leadership of the Turkic
peoples=«in Ffact of all the lMpslems of Russia."?

The official Bolshevik policy for Centyzl Asia was in line with the

very liberzl Bolshevik appreach to the problen of Russia¥s nationalitles.

| Bolshevik policy was emunciated in 1913 at the Ysummer neeting® of the

ICantral Committee of the Ryssian Social Demoeratic Labor Party (Bolshevik
faction) and thereaftsr became widely publicized,

1 Zarkovsy, ope cit., ps 85 The !hanates of Dukhara and Khiva were
outside the borders of the Tsarist General Covernorship in Central Asia.
Hance thev were 2leo beyond the reach of fasslan lawe The acsdnistration
at Tashkent was known as the General Governorship.

2 Thide, ps 105. By 1905-7 the Pan-Turkic movement had alarmed the
Teardst govertment Ly its cefinlile Ciloran orientaticn. 7he potential
appeal of the movement could be gauged by the fact that 90 per cent of
aassiats Muslins vere cthnlcally furkice.

— "
e i
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A speclal resolution of that meeting stated that

the right of all natlionalities forming part of Russla
frealy to scocede and foru independent staites must Le IOCOfE~
nigeds To deny them this right or to fail to take measures
guarantesing then its practical realisation is equivalent to
supporting a policy of selzure and annexation.J

Lenln also asserted that each particular situation would have to ba inde-

pendently studied "from the slandpoint of social democracy."' le further
glaimed that social demceracy entailed the developuent of an international
culture of the world's workers o the exeinsion of any national cultural
J

autonamy.5 Interestingly, the Russian Coomunisis amployed the word "Musw

[ = - e -
Hms® in a secular sense. ror the Soviels, iAslins wers merely peoples

W10 were part of the Mtislim wordd in a2 historical and culiural sense. In

the Bolshiovik view the term #ifuclims' referred to certain cppressed colone
ial ‘pﬁﬂpl&ﬁ-é

| At the time of the February, 1917 Russiaa Levelution, cne finds that

|of leading the revolutionary struggle of the masses.¥’ It can be said

that nearly all the Russians in Central Asia considered the Muslims ¥

be "polilically immature and soclially backward."

3 Inide, pe 160. Thero was no other Russlan political party that
could match the boldness and radicalness of the Bolshevik nationality

|program.

| " Ihids, {Cited in ¥XPSS v rezoliuisilakh slezdov [ﬁasmw. 19527 II,
PPe 11526, )

5 Ibid., po 346. The Bolshevik position on the minorlty cultural
question uas decided at the Pelvograd City Conlerence of the Kussian
Social Democratic Party (April 1429, 1917).

Press, 1961), pe 507

7 vThe :uslin Republics of the USSR, Journal of the ioyal Central
Asian Society, XIVII (Januwary, 1960), 16,

|

in Central Asia thers wers ™o independent Polchevik orgenizations capnable |

6 Walter Xolarz, Religion in the Soviet Union (New York, St. Martin's

|
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| resident Slav population and had no connection with the natives, but which

: 10-

Of all the Russian partles in Central Aslia only the I
Social Deomocorats cana out for autonomy, and at their June 1917
congess they recommandod formnation of "a poliilcally antonoe -
mous Jaikestan based on tha natlonaieculiural autonomy of |
various individual natlonalities populating the mgmn.“E’

It 1s inteoresting to note that ths Bolsheviks at this voint had abandoned

Lanin's sarlier viow (mentioned above) that an Intemational culture was
fundarental to the erection of a social democracye This obviously was a
shift ddciated 57 p actical considerations,

after e Dolsheviks scized power in Petregrad on Mgvember 7, 1917
(Western calendar), Tashkent!s Lafi Social Revolutionayies aud the Left
#iensheviks, along wilh a weak group oi Iolsheviks supperted by Red Cuards, L
Workers, somd regular troops, and a few Myslim militls men, forced General
Korovnicnenko (the local representatlve of the Provisional government) to
capitulate.*' The Left Socizl Revolullonziies who dominated the new group
organized the Revolutionary lommiltee of the Tashkent E—imiet. This group

of adventuristic socialists, which lacked tiuly troad *‘unmrt frem the

was basically supported by railroad workers (the main prolstariazn force in
Central Asia), some remular solclers (who ﬂ.‘:'_.(l turned into Red Cuards),

and the Communist “internationalist¥ battalions recruited from among the
Hungarian, Austrian, and German prisoncre«of-way, was to yuwle in Central

Asia (their domain expanding and contracting with the vicissitudes of 1*7&1')’

8 Zonkovsky, onecites De 228,

? Ibide, pre 2C0ele Trior w 'Lht. tolshevik seizure of power in
Huvamher, 1917, the Tsarist Centizl Asizn povernment had been overthrown.
Wivhen news of the Kerensky=ilormilcv affalyr reached Tushkent ths stronger
ailles of the weak Dolshevilts, the left Coclal Revolutionaries ond the ° |
iefe lencheviks, slcocted a new executive coumitiee for the Tashkent Soviet
of Soldiers® and Workers'! Deputies. This body arrested the local adminie
stration.”” nowever supporters ol the Provisional government executed a
counter-coup on Sgptember 16, 1917.




for the next two years in a state of virtual i.:tdepm;xder;ua from an; outside
authority including that of }‘bsnmnw

Undar the susplcos of this Tashkent Soviet, the Third Reglonal Cone
gress of Soviels and the Third Myslim Central Asian Conference assembled

simlfaneonusly in Tashkendt on Novembor 16, 1017. At this weeting the

Sovaas mroclalmed its nollicy of not alloving the native porulation to

particinate in the organ of revolutionary power because of thelr "indefi-
nite attitude toward the rule of the Soviets of YWorkers' and Peasants?
Degouties" and because of the fact that the native penunlatlon lacked any

proletarian class organ i?etians.“

In spite of thiz rolicy of exclusive
ress towzyd the native novulation, and because of the reality of the

physiczl separation of Turkesteon from Soviel controlled territory in Ruse-

siz Proper until Scptember 1019, the central Folshevilt regiwme in Moscow
I“pmclaiz-'seni through the Fourth Roglonal Congress of Turkestan Sovietz of
Jarmmary 1918 that Turkestan was an autonomous revublic® of the fmssian
Socizlist Federated Soviet Republic,!?

This Turkestan government soon was opposed by the Basmachl puerrilla

rovenent which represented a native reaction to the bad treatnent which

| the Tashkent rzgine was accovding to the iﬁﬁigenuus peonles. The Easnmchil

were bzsically ceomposed of elements of the semioncomacdic and mountain tribe

10 Thicd., The nearly two peors of isolation was caused Ty White
General imtov’s blockade of the northern reaches of Central Asia.

11 g, safarov, Koiocnlalnzla revoliutsiia (Moscow, 1921), p. 70.

12 yonla Jounkoff Eudin and Robert C. North, Savlat Russiz and the
Bast 1020.1027 (Stenford, “tﬂﬂfﬁ‘-‘tﬂ Universivy Fress, 19%7




which Uved in the vicinity of the Fergana va'llay.m Thely antl«Tashkent

activities commenced after the Tashkent Soviet!s armed forcos nacked and
destroyed the centor of the Ulema.sponsorad government at Xokand on
Febmary 1918, The rise of the Rasmachl movenent was the enly in-
stance, durlng the first 4wo years after the Bolshevilt selzure of power,

in which the nalive Central Asian populaticn actively and for a long pere

iod successfully oprosed by wilitary means the expanding power of the

Toshkent reglims. ifsre will ba sszid of tha Tysmachis below,

A very important facitor in the sbility of the Tashkent regime o

consolidate 1ts contiol in Central Asia was the arrivel in ocarly 1919 of

for the purpose of eliminating the rule of the Zxir cf Tukaara., Thess

l‘&.ﬂm" Dulcharictos, who for 2 brief pericd in 1917 had buen able to put
thelr reforz program inlo cperaticn in Pukheara, ware during 1913-1015 teo

hecoms exiles and revoluticnary partaers of the Jadids in Tashkent and

kent Iieds vas facilitated by the fzet that the Bolsheviks in late 1917
had decided to wake the Young Lukhariotcos the subject of influence and

| ettention.l? The failure of 2 combined NedeYoung Sukhariote expedition

WW

13 Zﬁrkuvsky ORs Cite.y Do 226, "The senienonadic and mountain tribes
on the outskirts of Ceutral Asia®s central resovotamise.zs, for in* tence,
tha Yorud Turkonansz in fhiva, Tinchaks in TFergona, Icksls and Fara Kitais
4n Nkharz, snd Tajik wountoluesrs of Xarategin and Darvas (sout Heﬁnstam.-. “
Bkhara e~differad creatly from these cettled natives in behavior, mentale
1ty, and military preparedness." It was these peoples who filled the ranks

! ﬂf ‘thf" E“".’mcf‘hi

s zroup of Young Dkhariotes who desired to ally with the Taghkent Reds |

Sarmerkan .1“' e desire of the Young Rukhariotes to 2lly with the Tashe |

| 14 me Jadi.ds were Tavkle yrndicals who had been strongly influenced b
the reform vrogran of the Young Turk movement in Turkey. They were atheis
tic and desired a complete zocularization of Turldic 1life. They further
desired to unite all the Turkic peuples within Russia's borders and also
thnse outside of Russia into 2 single political entity.

15 madin and Yorth, cpe cit., ps 0.
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against the Emir of Bukhara in March 1918 was followed by a concentrated

and relatively successiul effort on the part of the Young Dukhariotes !

(with Moscow!s blessing) to gain substantial power within the Central

Asian Communlst Pariy orgenization durdng the years 1919-192{1.16 In Spi‘hal

of the fallure of the expsdition of March 1918 against the Emdr oi Bul-rh:.-".ra.l

,
one can dlscern in this operailon ssveral impertant and standaxd Bolshevik

l't..?umt..‘..ma for dealing with "reactionary" regiwmes.
This overt attack upon the Emirfs domain was one of tho
first examples of the Soviet technique-=used shortly thereaiter
in the Baltic, in Transcaucasia, and in longolize=0f CenAing
I Red Ay units into an area to overthrow a local government
upon the pretext of rendering assistance to local national
revolutionary groups.i?
Therefore, after an uprising had been engineerad against the Emir in
| August, 1920 by the Bolsheviks, M. V., Frunze’s Red fxmy moved intc Dultw
hara and the Young Bukhariotes on Septemoer 2, 1920 proclaimed a People's
| Soviet Republic. This new government was dominated by the Maksumovs and
lHﬂjaews. two wealthy merchant families which had supported the liberal
movenent in Bukhara. This government followed the Young Bukhariote pro-
| gram which was characterized more by nationalist slogans than by Commine
ist doutrine.“"s

In Xhiva, a Young Khivan Party (similar to the Young Bukhariotes)

plotted against the Khivan Khan and on February 1, 1920, aficr the Xhan

was killed, thls party proclaimed a Khorezm People's Sovied Re':.:mblir:.w !

16 Zenkovsky, cp. cite, ps 239.
17 Eudin and Hurth' 92- MI' Pe 30

. 18 Zenkovsky, ops cit., p. 249, (Cited in 0. Glovatskll, Revoliutisila
pobezhdat (Tashkent, 1930), ppe27-8.) PR

19 Eudin and North, ope cite, pe 3l.







