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Abstract. Introduction. This study examines the role of teaching history at the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Institute of 

Public Education in Tashkent during 1918–1927 in shaping the emerging Kazakh national intelligentsia. In 

the context of early Soviet educational reforms, historical disciplines played a crucial role in the intellectual, 

pedagogical, and ideological training of future teachers and public figures. Purpose and objectives. The 

purpose of the research is to identify the content, methodological principles, and pedagogical practices of 

history teaching and to assess their impact on the formation of the worldview of Kazakh intellectuals. The 

objectives include the analysis of curricula, archival documentation, teaching methods, and the academic 

activities of instructors. Materials and methods. The source base consists of archival collections from the 

Central State Archive of Uzbekistan, the Central State Archive of Kazakhstan, the Ch. Ch. Valikhanov 

Institute of History and Ethnology, and manuscript repositories. The methodological framework includes 

historical-pedagogical analysis, a structural-functional approach, comparative analysis, and elements of 

intellectual history. Results. The findings demonstrate that the teaching of history combined Marxist–

Leninist interpretations with nationally oriented content rooted in Kazakh ethnocultural tradition. A 

significant contribution was made by instructors linked to the Alash movement, who introduced innovative 

pedagogical methods aimed at developing critical thinking and national consciousness. Historical education 

thus served as a foundation for the formation of a new Kazakh intellectual elite. Conclusion. The experience 

of teaching history at the institute reflects the interaction between Soviet and national educational models 

and reveals mechanisms through which national content was integrated into the early Soviet pedagogical 

system. 
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Аңдатпа. Кіріспе. Зерттеу 1918–1927 жылдары Ташкенттегі Қырғыз (Қазақ) халық ағарту 

институтындағы тарихты оқытудың ұлттық интеллигенция қалыптастырудағы рөліне арналған. Ерте 

кеңестік кезеңде білім беру саясаты түбегейлі өзгеріп, тарих пәні болашақ мұғалімдер мен 

ағартушылардың дүниетанымын қалыптастыратын негізгі бағыттардың біріне айналды. Мақсат пен 

міндеттер. Зерттеудің мақсаты – институттағы тарих пәнінің мазмұнын, әдіснамалық принциптерін, 

оқыту әдістерін талдау және олардың қазақ интеллигенциясының өкілдерін даярлауға әсерін 

айқындау. Міндеттеріне оқу жоспарларын, архив материалдарын, оқытушылардың қызметін және 

педагогикалық тәжірибелерді қарастыру кіреді. Материалдар мен әдістер. Зерттеудің дереккөздері 

ҚР ОМА, Өзбекстан Республикасы ОМА қорлары, Ш.Ш. Уәлиханов атындағы институт 

материалдары және қолжазба қорлары негізінде жинақталды. Әдістемелік негізін тарихи-

педагогикалық талдау, құрылымдық-функционалдық тәсіл, салыстырмалы зерттеу, интеллектуалдық 

тарих элементтері құрайды. Нәтижелер. Талдау нәтижелері тарихты оқыту үдерісінде маркстік-

лениндік әдіснаманың ұлттық тарихи-мәдени мазмұнмен үйлескенін көрсетті. Алаш қайраткерлері 

атсалысып, студенттердің сын тұрғысынан ойлауын, ұлттық тарихи санасын дамытуға бағытталған 

әдістерді енгізді. Тарихты оқыту кәсіби, дүниетанымдық және ағартушылық функцияларды атқарып, 

қазақ қоғамының жаңа интеллектуалдық элитасын қалыптастыруда шешуші рөл атқарды. 

Қорытынды. Институт тәжірибесі кеңестік және ұлттық білім беру үлгілерінің өзара ықпалын айқын 

көрсетіп, ұлттық мазмұнның педагогикалық жүйеге енгізілу механизмдерін ашады. 

Түйін сөздер: білім тарихы, ұлттық интеллигенция, Алаш, Ташкент институты, тарихты оқыту, қазақ 

педагогикалық мектебі, 1918–1927 жж., тарихи пәндер, оқыту әдістемесі, ұлттық тарихи сана. 
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Аннотация. Введение. Исследование посвящено анализу роли преподавания истории в Киргизском 

(Казахском) институте народного образования в Ташкенте в 1918–1927 гг. в контексте становления 

казахской национальной интеллигенции. В условиях формирования новой культурно-

образовательной политики историческое образование стало одним из ключевых направлений 

подготовки педагогов, исследователей и общественных деятелей. Цель и задачи. Целью исследования 

является определение содержания, методологических принципов и педагогических практик 

преподавания истории, а также выявление их влияния на формирование мировоззрения будущих 

представителей казахской интеллигенции. Задачи включают анализ учебных программ, архивных 

документов, деятельности преподавателей, методов обучения и институциональных особенностей. 

Материалы и методы. Источниковую базу составили фонды Центрального государственного архива 

Республики Узбекистан, Центрального государственного архива Республики Казахстан, материалы 

ИИЭ им. Ч. Ч. Валиханова и рукописные фонды научно-исследовательских архивов. 

Методологическая основа включает историко-педагогический анализ, структурно-функциональный 

подход, сравнительный анализ и элементы интеллектуальной истории. Результаты. Установлено, 

что преподавание истории в институте сочетало марксистско-ленинскую интерпретацию 

исторического процесса с национально ориентированными элементами, основанными на казахской 

этнокультурной традиции. Значительный вклад внесли преподаватели — представители движения 

«Алаш», развивавшие собственные методики обучения. Историческое образование выполняло 

профессиональную, мировоззренческую и просветительскую функции и стало фундаментом 

формирования новой казахской интеллектуальной элиты. Заключение. Опыт преподавания истории в 

институте отражает взаимодействие советской и национальной образовательных моделей и 

демонстрирует механизм интеграции национального содержания в структуру раннесоветской 

педагогической системы. 

Ключевые слова: история образования, национальная интеллигенция, «Алаш», Ташкентский 

институт, преподавание истории, Казахская педагогическая школа, 1918–1927 гг., исторические 

дисциплины, методика обучения, национальное самосознание. 
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Introduction. The study of the activities of the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Institute of Public Education in 

Tashkent during 1918–1927 is of considerable scholarly interest in the context of the formation of the 

national intelligentsia and the development of the pedagogical education system in the early Soviet period. 

This institute became the first educational institution specifically oriented toward training Kazakh teachers, 

methodologists, public figures, and researchers who later played a key role in shaping the cultural and 

intellectual elite of Kazakhstan. An important component of the educational process was the teaching of 

history as an academic discipline that shaped the worldview, civic identity, and historical memory of future 

educators. 

The research is based on the analysis of archival materials from the Central State Archive of the 

Republic of Uzbekistan (TsGA RUz), the Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan (TsGARK), 

the collections of the Ch. Ch. Valikhanov Institute of History and Ethnology, as well as the archival holdings 

of Al-Farabi Kazakh National University, which preserve documents on the activities of the institute and the 

personal files of its teachers and graduates, including curricula of historical disciplines, minutes of 

pedagogical council meetings, annual reports of educational-methodical commissions, instructors’ lecture 

plans, and students’ academic records dated 1918–1927. 

Materials and Methods. The research is based on the analysis of archival materials from the Central 

State Archive of the Republic of Uzbekistan (TsGA RUz), the Central State Archive of the Republic of 

Kazakhstan (TsGARK), the collections of the Ch. Ch. Valikhanov Institute of History and Ethnology, as well 

as the archival holdings of Al-Farabi Kazakh National University, which preserve documents on the 

activities of the institute and the personal files of its teachers and graduates. The sources include curricula, 

minutes of pedagogical council meetings, student performance records, reports of educational-methodical 

commissions, and official correspondence between the institute and the People’s Commissariat of Education 

(Narkompros) of the Turkestan ASSR, in particular archival files from TsGA RUz (funds of the Turkestan 

ASSR People’s Commissariat of Education), containing annual curricula for the history course, 

methodological instructions for instructors, and reports on the ideological content of teaching. 

The methodological basis of the study consists of historical-pedagogical analysis, a structural-functional 

approach, and comparative source studies, which were applied to reconstruct the structure of history courses, 

identify changes in curricula over time, and correlate pedagogical practices with ideological and institutional 

transformations reflected in archival documents. The application of the principles of historicism and 

objectivity made it possible to trace the dynamics of changes in the teaching of history depending on political 

circumstances, ideological guidelines, and the tasks of nation-building. The use of comparative analysis of 

early Soviet educational programs and contemporary approaches to teaching history made it possible to 

identify persistent pedagogical traditions and the specific features of historical education at the Tashkent 

Institute. 

The archival corpus includes original and previously unstudied programs of historical disciplines 

approved by the pedagogical council of the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Institute of Public Education. For example, the 

1921 curriculum defined the course objectives as follows: “to acquaint students with the historical 

development of the peoples of Turkestan, with special emphasis on the history of the Kazakh people, their 

social organization, and cultural traditions” (TsGA RUz, curriculum of the history course, 1921). A revised 

curriculum adopted in 1924 expanded the thematic structure of the course and included sections entitled 

“Ethnogenesis of the Kazakh people,” “Political history of the Kazakh khanates,” and “Oral historical 

sources: genealogies (shezhire) and epic traditions,” alongside general world history [TsGA RUz, 

curriculum, 1924]. 

Discussion. The historiography devoted to the activities of the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Institute of Public 

Education in Tashkent in the context of training the national intelligentsia demonstrates a complex structure 

in which several research directions intersect: studies of the Alash movement, the history of pedagogy of the 

1920s, the Soviet school of source studies, and contemporary interdisciplinary approaches. Each of these 

directions interprets the role of the institute and the teaching of history from its own perspective; however, 

taken together, they still do not provide a comprehensive picture, leaving a persistent historiographical gap, 

which this study addresses through a comparative analysis of historiographical interpretations and archival 

evidence on curricula, teaching methods, and instructors’ practices. 

1. Alash historiography on training national personnel. 

The works of representatives of the Alash movement and their intellectual successors constitute a 

distinct corpus within the historiography. In the writings of A. Baitursynuly, Kh. Dosmukhameduly,           
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M. Dulatuly, and M. Zhumabayev, particular emphasis is placed on the need to train national specialists 

capable of mediating between traditional culture and modern educational models. Their works — Oqu 

quraldary, Pedagogika, and Qazaq tarihy — addressed issues of methodology for teaching the humanities; 

however, the contribution of the Tashkent Institute to the development of historical education was examined 

only indirectly. At the same time, their direct pedagogical practices at the institute make it possible to 

reconstruct how Alash methodological principles shaped the content of the discipline “History” 

[Baitursynuly, 1926; Dosmukhameduly, 1924]. 

In post-Soviet Kazakhstani historiography, the role of Alash in the formation of the historical-

pedagogical school has been actively studied by K. Nurpeisov, M. Koigeldiev, T. Omarbekov, and              

D. Qydyrali. They highlight that graduate of the Tashkent Institute carried forward the ideals of the Alash 

intellectual tradition, preserving the orientation toward national consciousness, language, and historical 

memory [Koigeldiev, 1995; Nurpeisov, 1994]. However, they did not provide a systematic analysis of the 

institute’s educational practices as a center for pedagogical training. 

2. The Soviet historiographical school of the 1920s–1930s. 

The earliest Soviet studies on the institute were normative and ideologically driven. They presented the 

institution as a “forge for new pedagogical cadres of Turkestan” [Proshloe Kazakhstana…, 1935], yet offered 

no analysis of the content of historical courses. Their methodological basis relied exclusively on the 

Marxist–Leninist concept of class struggle, which prevented the inclusion of a national component. 

Soviet pedagogical theorists of the 1920s — V. Bonch-Bruevich, N. Krupskaya, and P. Blonsky — 

developed general approaches to teaching the humanities but paid little attention to the regional specificity of 

training teachers for Turkic-speaking populations. Consequently, their works reflect only the broader 

ideological and pedagogical context without explaining the specific features of teaching history at the 

Tashkent Institute. 

Research of the 1950s–1980s remained strictly within the ideological boundaries of the era and focused 

on the achievements of the Soviet school. Although individual instructors of the institute were mentioned, 

their contribution to the development of history teaching methodology was evaluated only superficially 

[Argynbaev, Khalimov, 2012]. 

3. Contemporary historiography and its limitations. 

A new stage of historiography emerged after 1991, when studies of the institute were integrated into the 

broader framework of national history and the history of education in Kazakhstan. Researchers such as        

M. Koigeldiev, T. Omarbekov, and Zh. Abylghozhin examined the biographies, publications, and 

educational activities of Alash figures in detail, yet rarely addressed the system of teaching historical 

disciplines itself [Omarbekov, 1997]. As a result, a gap persists between biographical research and 

pedagogical reconstruction. 

Kazakhstani scholars of the history of education (S. Akatayev, A. Aitaly, Sh. Qurmanbaiuly) have 

emphasized the interaction between ethnocultural traditions and the Soviet educational model, but the 

teaching of history as a professional pedagogical discipline at the Tashkent Institute has not been the focus of 

their targeted analysis. 

Studies of archival collections from TsGA RUz, TsGARK, and the Ch. Ch. Valikhanov Institute of 

History and Ethnology have uncovered documents on the instructors, curricula, and the organizational 

structure of the institute, yet a comprehensive reconstruction of syllabi, textbooks, and methodological 

materials used between 1918 and 1927 still remains absent. 

4. The scholarly gap: what remains unexplored. 

Despite a growing number of publications on the history of higher and pedagogical education, several 

key “white spots” remain:  

– No complete reconstruction of the historical curriculum exists. 

– There is no analysis of topics, lecture structures, practical classes, or instructors’ pedagogical 

approaches. 

– The contribution of national instructors is undervalued. 

– The pedagogical role of M. Zhumabayev remains insufficiently studied; the contributions of E. 

Omarov and Kh. Dosmukhameduly are represented only fragmentarily. 

– Informal educational practices remain unexplored. 

– Historical discussions, academic circles, literary debates, and student societies shaped the intellectual 

climate of the institute and influenced historical thinking. 

– Ideological pressure of the 1920s has only been superficially examined. 
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It remains unclear how instructors balanced the Marxist interpretation of historical development with 

national elements such as epic traditions, folklore, and genealogical memory. 

5. The influence of Turkestan academic institutions on Kazakh intellectual development requires deeper 

evaluation. 

The connections between the Tashkent Institute, Kazpedinstitut, Turkestan University, and the broader 

Turkological school remain insufficiently studied. 

Results. A comprehensive analysis of archival sources (curricula, lecture manuscripts, seminar 

programs, and student records), educational materials, and historiographical traditions makes it possible to 

identify several key findings, including curricula, pedagogical council minutes, instructors’ lecture plans, and 

student records, makes it possible to identify several key findings that characterize the role of history 

teaching at the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Institute of Public Education in Tashkent in training the national 

intelligentsia during 1918–1927. The results demonstrate that historical education at the institute fulfilled 

strategic, pedagogical, and national-cultural functions which collectively shaped the intellectual foundation 

of future Kazakh teachers, researchers, and public figures. 

1. Reconstruction of the historical curriculum confirms its multilayered and nationally oriented 

character. 

The study of curricula, programs, methodological commission reports, and lecture materials through 

comparative examination of documents from different years (1918–1927) revealed that the history course 

included not only general and world history but also specialized sections on the history of Turkestan, Central 

Asia, and the Kazakh people, as evidenced by archival curricula and teaching plans approved by the 

institute’s pedagogical council in 1921–1924 (TsGA RUz). Despite the dominance of the Marxist–Leninist 

interpretation of historical development, instructors integrated national elements into the course, including:  

– materials on the ethnogenesis of the Kazakhs; 

– the history of khanates and sultanates; 

– folklore sources (shezhire, epic poetry, legends); 

– the works of A. Baitursynuly, M. Dulatuly, and Sh. Ualikhanov; 

– components of the prerevolutionary Turkological school. 

Archival documents show that students studied historical topics absent from official Soviet curricula, 

which broadened their historical worldview and strengthened their national memory. 

2. The leading role of Alash representatives and national instructors has been identified. 

The research established that key contributions to history teaching were made by M. Zhumabayev,      

Kh. Dosmukhameduly, E. Omarov, Zh. Aimauytov, and other members of the Kazakh national movement 

who directly participated in the educational process, which is confirmed by their personal files, lecture 

outlines, and methodological notes preserved in archival collections of TsGARK and the Ch. Ch. Valikhanov 

Institute of History and Ethnology. 

Teaching was based not only on officially approved Soviet textbooks but also on instructional materials 

prepared by national intellectuals. Archival lecture manuscripts attributed to M. Zhumabayev emphasize that 

“the task of teaching history is not merely to transmit facts, but to awaken historical consciousness through 

the native cultural experience of the people” (TsGARK, personal file of M. Zhumabayev, lecture notes on 

history). Similarly, pedagogical texts by Kh. Dosmukhameduly used in the institute interpreted historical 

processes through ethnographic and cultural categories, stressing the importance of folklore, customary law, 

and genealogy as historical sources (TsGARK, teaching materials of Kh. Dosmukhameduly). 

Analysis of their lectures, methodological notes, and teaching materials, as well as comparisons 

between officially approved curricula and actual classroom content reflected in lecture outlines, demonstrates 

that they:  

– employed the comparative-historical method; 

– drew upon Kazakh ethnopedagogical traditions; 

– applied an interdisciplinary approach (history + ethnography + folklore); 

– fostered critical thinking among students; 

– used the principles oqytu – túsindiru – taldau – qorytyndy (teaching, comprehension, analysis, 

conclusion). 

These instructors effectively formed the Kazakh historical-pedagogical school, which continued to 

influence educational development in the 1930s–1950s despite ideological pressure and political repression. 

3. A combination of formal and informal pedagogical practices has been identified. 
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Archival protocols and student materials demonstrate that historical education extended beyond 

classroom instruction, based on the analysis of minutes of student circles, reports on field expeditions, and 

seminar programs preserved in archival collections, as documented in minutes of student circles, reports of 

field expeditions, and correspondence between instructors and educational authorities preserved in TsGA 

RUz and university archival holdings. Archival seminar programs further illustrate the practical dimension of 

historical education. A 1923 seminar assignment required students “to collect oral testimonies, legends, and 

genealogical narratives in Kazakh villages and analyze them as historical sources” (TsGA RUz, seminar 

program on the history of Turkestan, 1923). Students participated in:  

– history and ethnography circles; 

– academic debates and scholarly societies; 

– presentations at pedagogical seminars; 

– field expeditions to Kazakh villages; 

– the collection of oral sources (testimonies, legends, genealogies). 

These informal forms of learning contributed to the development of competencies essential for teachers, 

researchers, and public educators, thereby preparing graduates to become versatile cultural workers in rural 

schools and regional educational centers. 

4. The influence of political and ideological changes on the history curriculum has been documented. 

Analysis of institutional documents, including revised curricula, ideological guidelines, and 

correspondence with Narkompros, indicates that in 1918–1922 the curriculum remained flexible and 

incorporated nationally oriented themes. However, between 1923 and 1927 ideological pressure intensified:  

– a mandatory course, “History of the Revolutionary Movement,” was introduced; 

– Marxist interpretations became dominant; 

– emphasis shifted toward class analysis; 

– national topics were gradually reduced. 

Despite this, instructors found ways to include elements of national history through practical 

assignments, discussions, home essays, and seminar topics. This demonstrates the dual structure of historical 

education, where official ideology coexisted with national traditions. 

5. Historical education formed the nucleus of the emerging Kazakh national intelligentsia. 

Archival data show that a significant number of graduates went on to become:  

– history and humanities teachers; 

– authors of early Kazakh textbooks and anthologies; 

– organizers of rural schools; 

– journalists, writers, and public intellectuals; 

– researchers in ethnography, linguistics, and cultural history. 

Thus, historical education functioned as an “intellectual accelerator” that enabled graduates to become 

leaders of cultural and educational work in Kazakhstan. 

6. The institute’s influence on the formation of regional academic and educational centers has been 

confirmed. 

Documents show that graduates and instructors played a substantial role in the establishment of:  

– the Kazakh Pedagogical Institute (later KazPI); 

– the Communist University of the Toilers of the East (KUTV); 

– scholarly societies under the Ch. Ch. Valikhanov Institute of History and Ethnology; 

– early regional studies associations in Kyzylorda, Semey, and Petropavlovsk. 

This affirms the status of the institute as a center of intellectual consolidation that shaped the structure 

of higher education in Kazakhstan. 

7. A model of historical education combining Soviet and national elements has been identified. 

The analysis shows that history teaching at the institute was based on a synthesis of:  

– Marxist–Leninist periodization; 

– Kazakh ethnocultural traditions; 

– Turkological approaches of prerevolutionary scholars; 

– the educational and cultural ideals of the Alash movement. 

This unique model became the foundation for the formation of the Kazakh historical school of the 20th 

century. 

Conclusion. The conclusions of this study are grounded in direct analysis of archival curricula, lecture 

manuscripts, and instructional texts, including excerpts from educational programs and teaching materials 
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introduced into scholarly circulation for the first time. Based on previously unpublished archival documents 

introduced into scholarly circulation for the first time, the conducted research, based on systematic analysis 

and comparison of archival sources, pedagogical documentation, and historiographical interpretations, allows 

us to conclude that the teaching of history at the Kyrgyz (Kazakh) Institute of Public Education in Tashkent 

in 1918-1927 was one of the key tools for the formation of the Kazakh national intelligentsia in the context 

of the formation of a new socio-political and cultural reality. The historical education implemented at the 

institute had a complex, multi-layered character: it combined elements of the Soviet ideological model, the 

Turkological and pre-revolutionary scientific tradition, as well as nationally oriented pedagogical approaches 

based on the ethnocultural heritage of the Kazakh people. 

An analysis of curricula, methodological materials, and archival sources has shown that teaching history 

performed simultaneously professional, pedagogical, ideological, and cultural-educational functions. It 

contributed to the formation of critical thinking, the development of national identity, the strengthening of 

historical memory and the training of teachers who are able not only to transmit knowledge, but also to 

independently develop educational materials, conduct research and community work. The activities of the 

teachers, representatives of the national intelligentsia, have made a significant contribution to the adaptation 

of historical material to the needs of the Kazakh audience and to the preservation of elements of the national 

historical tradition in the face of increasing ideological control. 

The results of the study confirm that the institute has become the most important center for the 

formation of Kazakh teaching staff, creating the foundation for the development of the national historical 

school and the educational system of Kazakhstan in the following decades. Graduates and teachers of the 

Institute played a key role in the creation of the first Kazakh textbooks, the organization of schools, research 

societies and cultural and educational initiatives, which determined the direction of development of the 

national intelligentsia at the beginning of the 20th century. 

Thus, the experience of teaching history at the Tashkent Institute of Public Education is an important 

historical and pedagogical phenomenon reflecting the processes of interaction between the Soviet and 

national educational models. Its study allows for a deeper understanding of the mechanisms of formation of 

the Kazakh intellectual elite, the peculiarities of the transformation of the content of historical education and 

the importance of pedagogical activity in the context of national revival. The presented conclusions form the 

basis for further research of the Kazakh historical and pedagogical tradition and its impact on the 

development of the educational system of Kazakhstan. 
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