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EURASIANISM CONCEPTS 

IN TURAR RYSKULOV’S SCIENTIFIC HERITAGE 
      

The course of events of the last decades has proven relevancy of the Eurasian 

concept which is enriched with new comprehensive fleshing out in a certain socially 

historical context. An initiative by N.A. Nazarbayev, the Kazakhstan President, 

announced for the first time during his visit in the Great Britain (March 22, 1994), 

and then in his speech at the meeting with members of Lomonosov Moscow State 

University (March 26 of the same year) is a significant and new stage in 

transformational growth of the Eurasian concept.  
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      The Eurasian Union is a union of equal independent states aimed at exercising the 

national and state interests of each member country and available joint integration 

capacity. The Eurasian Union is a form of integration of the sovereign states to 

enhance stability and security, social and economic modernization within the former 

Soviet Union. The economic interests determine the principles for rapprochement of 

independent states1.

     As Zh. Abdildin, academician, emphasizes, this complex, synthetic and system-

based concept in development work done by N.A. Nazarbayev has the brand new 

concept which reflects new socially historical background and tasks suggested by the 

history for independent states after demise of the Soviet Union. In his Eurasian 

concept, N.A. Nazarbayev judges principally from the origin of new independent 

states which have declared about their intent to be developed towards democracy and 

to determine its domestic policy independently. This is a progressive phenomenon 

certainly. At the same time, the President stands up for new sovereign states as the 

international actors, invoking them not to destroy the relationships which had been 

developed for centuries2.

      Regional forms of association of the countries can be stable provided that they 

rest both upon the laws of economic and social development of 21st century and upon 

powerful civilizational factors. For our countries which are Eurasian according to 

their history of origin and existence, such factor is a belonging to the Eurasian 

civilization and Eurasian region. It combines the heritage traditions of our countries 

and nations, means a community of geographical Eurasian region, and also 

predetermines a possibility to develop new important geopolitical center of the 

present-day world of the 21st century. The Eurasian concept is a factor for 

independent, equal and regardful attitude of the countries since in an initial point it 

recognizes a deep identity of nations living in the common Eurasian region. High 

capacity of practical eurasianism consists of resolving the internal conflicts of 

1 On formation of Eurasian Union of Countries. The Plan. June 3, 1994 // N. A. Nazarbayev. The 
strategy of independence. – Almaty: Atamura, 2003, p. 141.

2 J. Abdildin.  Concept instinct with humanism. // http://www.baiterek.kz/index.php?
journal=44&page=806)

http://www.baiterek.kz/index.php?journal=44&page=806
http://www.baiterek.kz/index.php?journal=44&page=806
http://www.baiterek.kz/index.php?journal=44&page=806
http://www.baiterek.kz/index.php?journal=44&page=806
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globalization between strengthening the global interrelations and monopolarity of the 

world by establishing the regional associations on the grounds of equal rights and 

mutual respect3.

      It should be noted that Turar Ryskulov, a famous person of his nation, is reckoned 

among the great names of history who contributed significantly to theoretical and 

practical development of the concept of integration of the nations living in the 

Eurasian region. The whole activity of T. Ryskulov was related to tireless work aimed 

at implementation of the concepts for development of a fair system and struggle 

against totalitarianism. He is truly historical figure whose many-sided activity left a 

large footprint on the sands of time of Kazakhstan. In fact, it is difficult to 

overestimate his contribution to development of all areas of social life in 1920-1930, 

more specifically in development of political thought, forecasting and justification of 

prospects of the republic progress in the field of economy, preservation and 

augmentation of intellectual wealth of nations, a making the basis and development 

of the educational system, training of highly trained professional among the Kazakhs.

      Being one of the most notable figures of the state, an organizer of social and 

economic changes, T. Ryskulov left to his descendents a great scientific heritage with 

regard to the most complex and topical issues of political, civil and economic history, 

culture of Kazakhstan and Central Asia. The scientific world highly appreciated his 

works titled “Revolution and Indigenous Population of Turkestan”, “Kazakhstan”, 

“Kyrgyzstan”, “Rebellion of the Central Asian Aborigines in 1916” which contain a 

rigorous analysis of causes, progress, results and consequences of momentous events 

in the history of nation of the end of 19th century – the early 20th century. The works 

by Turar Ryskulov concerning the problems of retention of documents of the past for 

descendents take the rightful place in source studies.

      As is known, the history of Turks was distorted before L.N. Gumilyov. The 

Kazakh enlighteners of the first third of the 20th century were accused of nationalism 

and pan-Turkism for considering the Central Asian nations as the representatives of 

Turkic ethnos, suggesting an interaction and mutual influence of Slavic and Turkic 

3 A. Sidorovich. Idea of Eurasian Union in full play // Kazakhstan Pravda. – 2011. – October 22.
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cultures. T. Ryskulov, as separate researchers of his day, underlined the need for 

comprehensive and impartial study of the national history closely connected to the 

history of all ethnic groups of the Eurasian region. In overview of the S. 

Asfendiyarov’s book entitled “History of Kazakhstan” issued in 1935, he stressed the 

need for integrated study of all natives of Kazakhstan, Central Asia of the Turk period 

in close relation to the events in cross-border regions, including the Russian one. He 

added that it would facilitate in explaining the reasons for origin and collapse of 

empires as well as the features of their social and economic structure. 

      T. Ryskulov’s start as a researcher and social scientist falls within the years of 

1920 – the first half of 1930. It was a period of development of the Soviet   history 

which happened in conditions of an ideological struggle when the variant readings 

and even a distortion of historical evidences were allowed. The past and the national 

events in the history of the multinational state were underestimated. It is reasonable 

that this affected T. Ryskulov’s scientific views. However, it is impossible not to 

agree with opinion of V.M. Ustinov that T. Ryskulov shall go down in history as one 

of the first archeographs, historians and historiographers of multidisciplinary problem 

of the history of revolutionary movement and socialist construction of the Central 

Asian nations4. 

      A process of “sovietization” of the science directly connected to the direct 

subordination of the science to party and public control and also to ideologization and 

politicization of many disciplines both contributed and resulted eventually in 

approval of command and bureaucratic mottos in the science. Implementing the 

requirements of specific historical researches and scientific validity of conclusions 

and summaries was much more important for T. Ryskulov as for the scientists. 

Preventing a transfer of contemporary concepts to the past, T. Ryskulov argued 

against distortion of history in order to please the present moment. 

      It should be noted that Turar Ryskulov was one of the first who justified a need to 

develop communications lines which would have tied up Kazakhstan with 

neighboring republics for development of economy as a separate subject of the USSR 

and the Federal economy as a whole. Academician O. Sabden rightly names T. 

4 V. M. Ustinov. Turar Ryskulov. (Essays of political biography). – Almaty: Kazakhstan, 1996, p. 360.
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Ryskulov among the authors of the idea to create transport corridors which is so 

challenging today within the framework of EU5. It was Ryskulov, being at that time 

Deputy Chairman of the Council of people’s Commissars of the RSFSR, who was 

asked to head a Committee for construction of Turkestan & Siberian railway.

     Whilst shaping a composition of the Committee T. Ryskulov paid special attention 

to involvement of professionals, that’s why he decided to invite M. Tynyshpayev for 

construction of the road. It was correct decision taken by T. Ryskulov but at the same 

time it was very risky, given the attitude of the Soviet Government to former 

members of the political party “Alash”. The head of Kazakhstan's regional party 

organization F.I. Goloshchekin advanced the slogan of “Small October” and headed 

deadly struggle against former public members of “Alash” Party although they 

returned home under an amnesty after the civil war of 1918-1920. Those local 

communists who had the guts to express their own point of view with respect to 

growth prospects of the region and criticized acts of representatives of the center 

were suffered political persecution. Yet, T. Ryskulov took a risk and insisted on 

invitation of M. Tynyshpayev. It was exactly that epic construction project of the first 

five-year industrial plan wherein many-sided talent of scientist, engineer and 

organizer of M. Tynyshpayev was brought to light.

     All areas bordering to the main line were comprehensively studied, the most 

profitable directions of the road to the Southern and Northern sections of the road 

were identified and issues related to development of national manpower and 

limitation of workers from outside were addressed.

     M. Tynyshpayev personally participated in work of the Committee to address 

many of the problems related to construction of the railway. For example, it was a 

complicated issue to determine the direction of the southern section of the road 

through the high spurs of Ili Alatau. It was necessary to choose between two route 

options, i.e. Chokpar and Kurday, only one which had to be the most cost-effective 

and safe in operation. In May-June 1927 T. Ryskulov, being in the special business 

trip at the southern site, examined the results of technical studies and rode around the 

5 O. Sabden. T. Ryskulov – conspicuous statesman of Central Asia and Russia: historian, economist, publicist // 
Problems of modern economy. – 2007. – No.1(21).
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track in both directions. Thanks to a deep theoretical knowledge, hard work, 

experience and excellent knowledge of the district he and M. Tynyshpayev succeeded 

in defending the Chokpar option of the route Almaty-Pishpek. In the light of their 

detailed report in the meeting of the Committee of Presidium construction of the 

southern part of TurkSib based on the proposed direction was recognized rational. 

The authors' conclusions were backed up with a reasoned and objective analysis of all 

the options, their advantages and disadvantages. Irresistible evidence of the fact that 

the Chokpar direction significantly reduced construction time and saved money was 

given. The farther construction progress proved this decision. M. Tynyshpayev was 

also an initiator for choosing Balkhash option for the northern part of the main line 

versus Lepsinsk one. This option enabled aligning the main line for 87 kilometers and 

gave 8 million rubles saving, as well as expanded the opportunities for commercial 

development of the resources of Lake Balkhash.

   Construction of such a powerful main line delayed as a result of some economic 

and social issues. Heads of Construction projects had to resolve conflicts with 

workers, eliminate negative aspects associated with untimely salary payment, 

unsuitable living conditions for workers, negligence of local construction 

administration. But all these problems were being resolved after intervention of T. 

Ryskulov, M. Tynyshpayev and other leaders. The People's Commissar of the 

Workers' and Peasants' Inspectorate G.K. Ordzhonikidze helped T. Ryskulov in 

resolving many specific issues.  .

     T. Ryskulov and M. Tynyshpayev paid close attention to provision of the project 

for construction of TurkSib with native workers, improvement of their skills through 

various forms of training. After all,  mainly workers - the Kazakhs were involved in 

unskilled job of diggers, general laborers and manual workers.

Over the period from 1927 to 1930 up to 30 thousand people worked for construction 

of the main line and at that, number of workers – the Kazakhs was growing 

constantly. As on October 1, 1934 Kazakhstan totaled more than 56,6 million railway 

workers and 44,7 of which were focused on Turkestan-Siberian railway. The 

Republic employed over 18 thousand rail men – the Kazakh, 54,1% of them worked 

for the TurkSib line.
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      On April 25, 1930 the Northern and the Southern sections of the TurkSib railway 

line closed and the first train passed the new main line. The road was commissioned 

on December 31, 1930. 

All-Russian Central Executive Committee (VTsIK) and the Council of people’s 

Commissars (Sovnarkom) highly appreciated successful completion of the first 

construction as part of Kazakhstan industrialization. T. Ryskulov foresaw the 

importance of this Project for the Eurasian space, for future generations who are now 

living in the former Soviet Union. The initiatives to create the transport corridors, as 

set out in his writings and articles about construction of TurkSib railway, are aligned 

with the main provisions of the transport strategy of the Republic of Kazakhstan until 

2015, wherein, inter alia, it is emphasized that Kazakhstan has a great transit potential 

giving to the Asian countries non-competitive ground transport links with Russia and 

Europe from geographical point of view6.

      Turar Ryskulov greatly contributed in internationalization of economies of the 

USSR Republics, especially adjoining republics. This is also important in the further 

development of cooperation between the CIS Member States.

      Establishment of the Eurasian educational space took important place in the 

writings of Turar Ryskulov. With his assistance and active participation the Kazakh 

State University, the Veterinary Institute, teachers colleges in Tashkent and Bishkek, 

the Turkestan University, the Workers Communist University of the East were set up. 

He was in charge of the Research & Development Committee and the educational 

institutions of Moscow and Leningrad. He gave speeches at the Moscow State 

University and other institutions of higher education. At the initiative of T. Ryskulov 

the Kazakh youths studied in Russian universities and since 1923 in Germany. He 

promoted the education of highly qualified specialists who subsequently formed the 

elite and honor of the science and culture of Kazakhstan.

ALMANACH VIA EVRASIA, 2014, 3          

6 Newspaper “Kazakhstan Pravda” – 2006. – April 13.
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