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The aim of this presentation is to reconsider the state-building process of Soviet
Kyrgyzstan by tracing the pass of a Qirghiz chieftain family. In general understanding, Soviet
Kyrgyzstan, to be sure, starts its origin in Kara-Kyrgyz Autonomous oblast (within the Russian
SFSR), which was established in October 1924. Previous studies of the establishment of Soviet
Kyrgyzstan have corresponded to this concept. A great deal of effort has been made on unveiling the
political and administrative process in detail of the Soviet period itself starting from 1924. What
seems to be lacking, however, is considering in depth the historical process of the preceding period.
The standpoint of this paper is to reconsider the state-building process of Soviet Kyrgyzstan until
1927, by taking into consideration the reflection of the preceding period, going back to 1911.
According to the traditional periodization that stems from Soviet historiography, the period of about
a quarter of a century, covering from 1911 to 1927, has been divided and categorized into the
following topics: the late tsarist period, the revolt of 1916 (urukun), the revolution and civil war, the
Sovietization and state-building. Under such a traditional periodization, although a large number of
studies have been made on each topic, little is known about their interactions. To relativize the
traditional perception, this presentation attempts to approach this period as a continuous process. As
a clue to embody the concept, this presentation focuses on a Qirghiz chieftain family, to be precise,
the sons of Shabdan Jantay uulu (1839/40-1912): Mokish (1874-1933?), Samidin (1875-1943),



Kamal (1882-1948) and Aman (1883-1942). The chieftain stratum of what is called the northern
Qirghiz tribes, to which Shabdan family belonged, was known as manap. In the Soviet period, the
manap stratum could not avoid such a negative evaluation as the “exploiting class,” which was
reflected in the real political process of Sovietization. Indeed, in the late 1920s, many manaps,
including Shabdanov brothers, were exiled from Soviet Kyrgyzstan. Therefore, in the Soviet
historiography, it was not allowed to explore the actual circumstances of the manap stratum under
the Soviet regime. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, in the historiography of the new
Kyrgyzstan, although much ink has been spent on the role of the Qirghiz intellectuals and political
elites in the process of state-building in the 1920s, the little attention has been given to the point.
However, the growing access to the unpublished archive sources allows us to uncover the activities
of the manaps at that period. Indeed, they had a substantial presence even in the Soviet regime. The
key to understanding their presence can be found in their activities in the preceding period from the
late 1910s to the early 1920s. It has been well known that in the revolt of 1916 Shabdanov brothers
took the initiative in the southern part of Semirech’e (Jetisuu). After the revolt, they left Russian
Turkestan, fleeing to the Xinjiang. After four years in Xinjiang, they returned to the Soviet territory
at the end of 1920. Based on the unpublished primary sources that are stored in both official and
private archives in Central Asia and Russia, this microhistory attempts to cast a new light on the

building process of Soviet Kyrgyzstan.
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