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Abstract. The aim of the study is to analyze the deals with the illiteracy campaign of 1920s-1930s. We used
methods of analysis, synthesis and comparison. Referring to the main definitions and characteristics of the social
mobilization, the authors consider the illiteracy campaign as mobilization political campaign. The need to use
mobilization methods for this campaign was caused by the military communism to be further fixed by the active
promotion of the external military threat. Under those conditions the illiteracy campaign pursued, first of all, political
aims, such as political education, support of the government and formation of the Soviet citizen identity.

The illiteracy elimination combined persuasion and active enforcement that expanded possibilities of involving
the Soviet citizens into the educational process. But the mobilization and burcaucratic nature of the illiteracy
campaign implementation and the results assessment did not allow to achieve the goals in the 1920s.

One of the reasons for the low rates of the illiteracy elimination in Siberia was insufficient understanding of the
cultural and political peculiarities of the national regions. The regional research in Khakassia showed that in the
1920s the illiteracy elimination difficulties were associated with the gangsterism, uncertain status of the region,
problematic cross-national relations, Khakass writing obstacles and insufficient material and personnel resources.

It is concluded that the solution of these issues and the mobilization methods expansion allowed to intensify the
illiteracy elimination in the national regions by the end of the 1920s.

Keywords: illiteracy elimination, illiteracy elimination campaign, social mobilization, mobilization political
campaign, political education, Siberia, Khakassia.

Introduction. The illiteracy elimination in Russia is still called one of the main achievements of the
Soviet government. Despite quite a share of propaganda exaggeration and optimism associated with the
results of likbez, the soviet educational campaign to eliminate illiteracy, it is possible to consider the
effectiveness of the measures taken by the political leadership of the state to involve the citizens of the
multinational country into the education activities. In this way it also involved them into the social and
political life of the country.

Methods. Various aspects of the activitics of the authoritics and community during the illiteracy
climination campaign determines different perspectives of the research. But likbez as educational
campaign is most often considered to have been a priority of the Soviet government. It is an element of the
cultural or national-cultural policy, an efficient experience that combined educational, outreach and
political activities as well as the cooperation of social-political organizations and the party.

The use of methods of analysis, synthesis and comparison allows to identify the specifics of the
educational program as a mobilization campaign, to form a holistic view of its implementation in Khakas-
sia, as well as to identify the features of the implementation of such a campaign in the national Siberian
region.

Results. The official start of the campaign is considered to be December 26, 1919, when the RSFSR
Council of People's Commissars adopted a decree "On the elimination of illiteracy in the RSFSR". It
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directed all the residents aged 8 to 50 years, unable to read and write, "to learn literacy in their native or
the Russian language at will" [1, 118]. A number of documents of the Russian Communist Party of
Bolsheviks, then of the All-Union Communist Party of Bolsheviks and, then, of the Soviet Union
Communist Party were devoted to the illiteracy problem, such as decrees, resolutions of congresses, etc.
The fact that these documents were issued both during pre-war and post-war periods shows the long-term
duration and immensity of the illiteracy elimination activitics. We believe that this factor is the key one
that caused a controversial designation of the likbez format (status).

The information materials and scientific literature call likbez "a state program", "state activities",
"process”, "work", "Soviet educational project”, "Soviet campaign", etc. We suggest that the illiteracy
elimination should be considered as a political mobilization campaign characterized by clearly expressed
political and administrative principles, regulatory framework, clear targets, methods of coercion, the use
of both government and social political resources to achieve the campaign goal. Another argument in
favor of the assumption is the compliance of this campaign with the basic characteristics of the social
mobilization, namely institutionality, intensity, directivity, inclusiveness, aggressiveness [2, 36].

Discussion. In the domestic research literature concept "mobilization campaign" is mainly used in the
study of various wars. It is in general consistent with the traditional understanding of mobilization as the
implementation of a set of measures in the army, economy, system of the public administration to ensure
their functioning during the wartime or elimination of the war consequences. But, reference to the
category of "social mobilization" within the scientific discourse and its study as a phenomenon of the
national history have led to the situation when the term "mobilization" is used in regard to the peacetime
(mobilization economy, mobilization type of development, mobilization technologies, mobilization
project, etc.).

The term "political mobilization campaign" is still rare in the scientific literature. In our opinion, it is
due to the fact that using this term, the researchers cannot always clearly explain the difference in a
mobilization campaign and a political campaign proper as well as differences in their varieties, such as
agitation-mass campaigns and ideological-propaganda campaigns. A. S. Kimerling offered to differentiate
political campaigns of Stalin era according to their goals as "those mobilizing the population to build the
socialism and the repressive ones supporting the totalitarian regime" [3, 109-118]. The researcher also
described the implementation mechanism of those mobilization campaigns. The scientist characterized in
detail all the campaign stages by the example of the elections for the Supreme Soviet of the USSR in
1946. According to this author, there were four stages of the mobilization campaign. They were an
ideological message through the central and, then, local press, an organization stage, mass mobilization
and implementation of the campaign goals and objectives together with a success report [4, 104-114].

However, we believe this technology is not universal, being characteristic of the period when the
country had already established an extensive media network. Along with other means of agitation and
propaganda it provided an ideological impact on almost every citizen of the USSR. The illiteracy
elimination campaign was held under the prevalence of oral agitation and propaganda over the mass
propaganda, especially in the 1920s. Moreover, the fact that the campaign had been implemented for
several decades does not allow to conclude about a strict sequence of the stages pointed out by A. S.
Kimerling, as the active periods of the campaign were replaced by its "decay". In this regard, we find it
necessary to reconsider the essence and results of likbez as educational campaign from the perspective of
social mobilization. We believe it will allow to step away from the fixed trends studying likbez and
provide a fresh look at this educational project as political mobilization campaign.

The researchers studying social mobilization in relation to the Soviet society rely on the definitions of
this historical category presented in the works of A. A. Galkin, A. G. Fonotov and other authors; the
researchers offer their own generalizing definitions as well. So, S. A. Krasilnikov reveals social
mobilization as "purposeful guidance impact of authorities on the people. It was based on the suppression
or distortion of free and rational preferences, motivations and actions of individuals and groups to bring
the society to an active state to support and implement the goals and objectives declared a priority, being
recognized by the public majority." According to the researcher, this perspective shows the social
mobilization as a "deformed, distorted and falsified version of the social contract / consent model of the
Western type in the Soviet-Stalin modification" [5, 40-46].
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When analyzing the illiteracy elimination campaign, we also see a contradiction between the declared
goals and the desired results and a distortion of understanding the public good. Making efforts and
involving considerable resources, the Soviet power promoted the idea of undoubted usefulness of the
illiteracy elimination campaign for citizens, for reading and writing skills would help them escape from
the "darkness of ignorance", get rid of the "fetters of the damned past”, be a freeman, master professions
and make carcer. But the politicization of likbez to form a new Soviet personality led to the persuasion
measures as well as to the enforcement to participate in the illiteracy elimination process.

One of the major factors contributing to the possibility of social mobilization of the Soviet society is
considered to be the external, first of all, military threat. In the political propaganda, especially in the press
it was a personified "image" of the external enemy that generalized the Entente, fascist Germany,
militaristic Japan or some other representatives of the hostile capitalist world. The illiteracy ¢limination
campaign began during the Civil war to be later held under the constant external (real and imaginary)
threat to the new Soviet state that turned to be in the "hostile capitalist environment". In this context, we
believe that literacy was treated as a form to support the government and its activities and as contribution
to the strengthening of the country's defensive potential. This explained the need to apply mobilization
methods to wage the campaign and, above all, to take measures to compel citizens to study, including
overall censure and warnings about criminal liability and fines.

However, political mobilization campaigns as a universal basis and a tool for the implementation of
mobilization technologies were not only of a conflict (confrontational), but also of positive character.
They were both based on the imperative nature of "struggle" as the main way to achieve a goal. Referring
to this idea, S. N. Ushakova identified three types of political campaigns. They are those 1) based on the
external threat factor; 2) directed against internal "enemies"; 3) pursuing the goals of positive mobilization
[6, 22]. According to this typology, the illiteracy elimination can be classified as a political campaign of a
positive type, since the result was to be the entire literacy of the population, their involvement into the
social and political life, enculturation and more opportunities for self-realization.

The regulatory framework of the educational program was based on the program of the Russian
Communist Party adopted at the VIII Congress of the Party in March 1919. During "the buildup raising
the possibility of the full implementation of communism" the public education was considered to be a tool
of "the up-brining of the generation able to finally establish communism". The document declared
"comprehensive national assistance" to various forms of citizens' self-education and their training in the
context of the "most extensive propaganda" of the Communist ideas [7, 419-420]. The decree "On the
elimination of illiteracy in the RSFSR" logically continued this policy. It forced the illiterate population of
the country to study by order, which was peculiar to the military communism period. At the same time, the
decree did not indicate any sources of funding, personnel and other resources which would allow to
implement this project when involved.

The mobilization status of likbez as a political campaign was bolstered with the establishment of All-
Russian Extraordinary Commission for the illiteracy elimination in 1920 to give it broad powers to
implement the adopted resolutions. Further, forms, scale, subjects and quantity indicators of the campaign
were defined in the resolutions of congresses, party conferences, the I All-Russian Congress on literacy
elimination (1922) and in Sovnarkom decree (1923). The analysis of these documents and some other
documents allowed to conclude that in the first half of the 1920s the campaign emphasis was made on
administrative pressure and enforcement. The campaign was supposed to be provided with teachers due to
their civilian duty to organize reading seminaries and schools. It was also supposed to mobilize
communists and class-conscious workers to read aloud the party documents and newspapers. The second
resource for the educational campaign was an enthusiastic public initiative, which was embodied in the
mass voluntary society "Down with Illiteracy" established in 1923. This tendency was on in the late 1920s
in the way of voluntary-compulsory cultural outings.

The ideological essence of likbez as educational campaign was promoted by way of combining
illiteracy elimination and political propaganda. This allowed to reach the goal of educating younger
generation, developing new intellectuals and promoting "political re-education” of citizens. Moreover, an
integral part of that education was education of citizens "in the aspect of Marxist worldview and
communism" [8, 315-316]. The centralized and regulated administration determined the general direction,
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methods and planned targets of the political campaign. But the real situation, progress rate and extent of
the literacy campaign were different in different regions and depended on the local conditions.

The apparent lag of Siberia from the European part of the country in the illiteracy elimination rate
was caused by a number of reasons, including wide geography and ethnic "diversity" of the population
comprising indigenous Siberian peoples, complex landscape, the Civil war consequences, active
migration, steady increase in the number of illiterates, etc. [9, 195]. As a result, the number of literates per
thousand people in Siberia was one and a half times less than this number in the European part of the
country (218 and 330). The educational campaign rate in the first six years also showed an evident lag of
the Siberian region from the average rate taken for the RSFSR (9.1% and 12.6%) [10, 145-146].

But we believe this situation was determined by the ways of implementing the campaign as well. By
the beginning of 1928/1929 the campaign had been predominantly organized with "apparatus methods of
the national education authorities through the system of the commercial literacy offices and schools". The
involvement of the community to educate adults was "limited" and mainly used in towns. This, at best,
allowed to "keep the rate of illiteracy", but did not lead to the fundamental solution of the problem
[10, 145-146].

The campaign in some Siberian regions took place in accordance with the all-Russian events, but it
had its own peculiaritics. When considering the illiteracy elimination for the "non-Russian ethnic
minorities” in the early 1920s, the resolutions of XI All-Russian Congress were fundamental. The
Congress designated the educational campaign in the row of minor ethnic goals as one of the "main tasks
in improving the cultural and political level of the masses" and marked the end of the campaign, being the
day of the October revolution decade [11, 120-121]. At the same time, the indigenous ethnic groups and
national diasporas of Siberia were equalized in the rights to education, while the number of their
representatives were of the first importance in the reporting documentation on the educational campaign.
But their peculiar way of life, their writing language (or its absence), the possibility to train teachers and
other factors were not taken into account. The change in this situation had become evident only by the end
of'the 1920s, which led to an increase in funding for the education system of the national regions.

However, the lack of knowledge about some Siberian ethnic groups and their "economic, household
and linguistic characteristics” did not allow to use "differentiated approach" [12, F. 47. Op. 1. D. 740.
L. 32-32 turn.] for these groups, which hampered literacy among the indigenous Siberian communities.
This can be seen in Khakassia, one of the South Siberian national regions. In the 1920s, half of the local
population were Khakass, people of the indigenous ethnic group. The educational campaign in the "non-
Slavic" (Khakass) district of Minusinsk uyezd of the Yenisei province was held under difficult conditions
of relieving the Civil war consequences. Moreover, the situation was complicated by the fight against
political and criminal banditism which officially ended in 1921. But, in fact, the criminal situation in the
region remained complex and influenced the activities of the Soviet authorities and the development of the
education system.

The uncertainty of the "non-Slavic" district statute significantly hampered the educational campaign.
The absence of the local authorities hampered the administrative management and financing of the region
and the solution of the personnel issue. Many factors were taken into account to define the form of the
national government structure in Khakassia, including the low literacy level of the population and almost
total lack of the local ethnic labour. Therefore, on November 14, 1923, the Presidium of the All-Russian
Central Executive Committee adopted a decree on establishing Khakass uyezd with eight districts
departed from Minusinsk uyezd and Achinsk uyezd of the Yenisei province and Kuznetsk uyezd of the
Tomsk province.

The establishment of the national uyezd was to expand the possibilities of the illiteracy elimination
for adults. In fact, the ineffective organization and personnel management led to the situation that
established in January 1924 the uyezd department of public education consisted of one person. The head
of the department came to Khakassia only in August and was forced to make numerous reports and plans.
Despite the demands to increase the number of students, the budget for the most pressing needs of the
uyezd educational system was reduced from 76 thousand to 19 thousand rubles [13, . F. 14. Op. 1. D. 48.
L. 21a-21b.].
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The illiteracy elimination campaign in Khakassia was also complicated by the semi-nomadic way of
life of the major part of the indigenous population engaged in cattle breeding, by the small number of
schools in the settlements and the lack of the teaching staff. They tried to solve the problem by way of the
extensive propaganda and organizational activities with the population, which determined the active use of
mobilization methods. But the main difficulties and peculiarities of the political mobilization campaign
were largely determined by the low literacy level of the indigenous population and the lack of native
language writing.

Before the revolution of 1917 the "non-Slavic" district had accounted for 160 literate Khakass men
and 40 Khakass women [13, F. R-16. Op. 1. D. 35. L. 66] per thousand people. According to the census of
1920, the total literacy of the male population of the "non-Slavic" district was 13.1%, female literacy rate
being 4.6%, in small settlements such indicators were respectively 8.9% and 1.6% [14, 260]. In the
context of the undeveloped Khakass writing, the task was to educate indigenous ethnic community in the
Russian schools to eliminate their illiteracy. But we suppose that the mobilization approach to the
educational campaign for the Khakass could not give the required effect, as Khakass people did not
sufficiently comprehend the Russian language. According to the data of 1910, 31% of the Khakass
population knew Russian. In the districts neighboring the Russian districts, this indicator was up to 100%,
while in some districts it fell to 9%. Women who lived more isolated almost did not speak Russian
[15, 508] and had no opportunity to learn even elementary literacy.

Therefore, despite the mobilization measures to take Khakass to the Russian schools, the illiteracy
elimination campaign in the "non-Slavic" district had slow progress in 1921. The recording of the illiterate
was made improperly, there were no textbooks, literature, curricula and guidance papers. But the most
acute problem to solve to reach the educational goals was the teaching staff for the schools to teach
illiterate people. The situation even worsened due to the fact that the "old" Russian teachers of the "non-
Slavic" district did not completely take the Soviet ideology. "New system" training of teachers from the
Khakass people was slow despite the teacher courses held in Krasnoyarsk, Minusinsk and some villages of
Khakassia since 1921. Even in the academic year of 1923/1924, there were only 18 Khakass teachers of
81 teachers who worked in the uyezd schools [16, 75]. Except in rare circumstances, they had an
extremely low educational level and lacked methodological skills as well as training educational
experience. It affected the effectiveness of likbez where the main burden was on the teachers. To solve the
personnel problem Minusinsk department of public education recorded all the literate Khakass people to
force them to work in literacy schools. But these mobilization measures did not have an effect, because
dealing with illiterate adult students required special teaching and aspiration to educate such students.

Women, especially the Khakass women, were even more difficult to get involved into the educational
project. They made up a significant part of the illiterate population of the "non-Slavic" district, and to train
them had some specifics. Khakass women needed some courage to overcome the patriarchal prejudices,
fear and uncertainty, to cross the psychological barrier associated with age and national traditions. While
the Russian women trained to read and write became more liberated and independent to get engaged in
conducting the literacy classes, the Khakass women often remained inactive and full of complexes.
According to the data of 1928, there were almost three times as many Khakass boys in schools as there
were girls. This gap was even more evident with adult learners [12, F. 47. Op. 1. D. 740. L. 32 turn.]. The
women's literacy was an essential requirement for achieving women's real equality with men in the social,
political and cultural spheres. But teaching methods that did not take into account the peculiarities of
women's psychology for this indigenous ethnic group as well as such unified methods of involvement into
the literacy school as coercion and political agitation made it difficult to achieve this goal.

It should be noted that the indigenous population of the "non-Slavic" district gave a positive response
to the illiteracy elimination idea. Particularly, it is evidenced by the meetings of the inhabitants of Sira,
Big Monok and other Khakass villages in 1921, where they supported the opening of the literacy schools
[17, F. 120. Op. 1. D. 257. L. 69, 76, 84.]. Though the analysis of the archival data shows that in the first
years of the Soviet power the educational campaign was not very successful and widespread with the
adults. The situation got even worse in 1921, when almost all the educational and cultural institutions were
transferred to the local budget of the province executive committees which could not provide for them due
to the lack of finance. The attempts to expand the school network without the appropriate material support
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did not improve facilities of educational institutions. So, on July 21, 1922, the III Khakass non-party
conference decided to reduce the number of schools in the "non-Slavic" district, "to keep those schools
that were better equipped and provided sufficiently with textbooks and teachers" [16, 43]. Thus, a number
of literacy schools were closed.

The situation began changing only in 1923-1924, when Khakassia started to construct buildings for
schools again. However, by 1924 the literacy schools for adults had been established only in some villages
and Khakass uluses (small settlements). But the lack of the permanent network of educational centers
made them get closed. The adult education was also the duty of reading rooms where the illiteracy
elimination was to be organized "locally", with the local literate people. When there were no such people,
the reading rooms had to be at least responsible for "lists of the illiterate with their gender and age
indicated" [18, 2]. The illiteracy e¢limination was organized more steadily in day schools, where adults
were taught by professional teachers. But financial difficulties and an acute shortage of people able to
teach reading and writing did not allow to open independent elementary literacy schools. Therefore, the
literacy level in the national uyezd had increased insignificantly for the period from 1920 to 1924, while in
many settlements it remained unchanged. The all-Union census of 1926 showed that the literate in
Khakassia made up 31.5% of the population of the age from 15 to 50, the indigenous population literacy
being 16%. There were totally 20% of literate women, with only 6.5% of Khakass literate women [19, 66].

In the second half of the 1920s, the literacy situation changed significantly, mainly due to the active
mass propaganda in rural areas. The rural population awareness of the need for literacy was a notable
result of the campaign. However, the archival documents on the campaign coverage (see table) show that
only the Khakass population demonstrated positive dynamics. First of all, it is associated with the
approval of the Khakass alphabet and edition of the educational and fiction literature in the native
language since 1925. These events made it possible to organize teaching in schools and educational
centers with Khakass textbooks in the academic year of 1927/1928.

Dynamics of the number of literacy students in Khakassia. Comp. according
to State institution "National Archives" of the Republic of Khakassia. F. R-16. Op. 1. D. 35. L. 32-32 turn.

Number of illiterate persons trained
Academic year Total Including Khakass people

1924/1925 1168 400
1925/1926 2047 1030
1926/1927 3380 1463
1927/1928 2609 1545
1928/1929 4364 2645

Total 13568 7083

To a certain extent, the society "Down with Illiteracy" contributed to the revival of the likbez
campaign, with the first group of the society being formed in Khakassia in 1924. In 1926 mobile schools
and nomadic "khyzyl ib" ("red yurts") also began organizational activities and propaganda for the
educational campaign. Their teaching did not give high results because of the short period of their stay in
the uluses and villages, but we believe it aroused the interest of adults in literacy as useful thing in
everyday life and professional activities. Nevertheless, according to the contemporaries, despite the
propaganda of the idea that the one who "does not gain knowledge now will lose the right to a decent
human life in the future", adult schools were attended only by a small part of the illiterate. They preferred
"wandering about the streets, hooliganism and drunkenness" [20, 1].

In the second half of the 1920s the cultural construction funding began to increase due to the
"strengthening" of the local budget. This resulted in the significant increase in the number of the literacy
schools in Khakassia: from 47 in 1924/1925 to 162 in 1928/1929 [16, 38]. To add, the financing of the
literacy training of one Khakass student was almost three times more than that of the Russian student (25
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and 9 rubles accordingly) [21, 52]. This proves that the educational campaign began taking into account
the peculiarities of the indigenous ethnic groups of Siberia.

But by 1927 the literacy plans had not been fulfilled in the Republic of Khakassia as well as in the
entire country. Nevertheless, the reporting documents recorded a significant increase in the number of
literacy students. For example, there were 486 literate men and 162 literate women for one thousand
Khakass people at the age from 14 to 36 in Askiz district which was the most culturally backward. The
Russian population of the district showed higher results: 613 literate men and 251 literate women [13, F.
R-16. Op.1.D.35. L. 66.].

The literacy rate in the Republic of Khakassia significantly reduced the transfer of the ethnic writing
into the new Turkic latinized alphabet (NTA) in the second half of 1928. The introduction of this alphabet
made all the Khakass who learned to read and write and the literacy teachers be retrained. There were
many teachers in the NTA committees. They were involved in the complex and time-consuming process
of forming a new spelling of the native language. Moreover, they also had to introduce it in schools. This
increased their workload and reduced the effectiveness of their participation in the likbez campaign. We
believe that mass recurrence of illiteracy became one of the most compelling reasons to transfer the
Khakass writing back the Cyrillic alphabet in 1939.

Thus, by the end of the 1920s the illiteracy elimination campaign in Khakassia had achieved some
success; in particular, the adult education system was founded, which gave people the opportunity not
only to learn literacy, but to apply their knowledge in practice. But, despite the many-sided activities of
the national and public organizations, the illiteracy had not been completely eliminated in Khakassia by
the end of the 1920s. We believe that to a large extent it was due to the mobilization character of the
considered political campaign.

Its institutional character consisted in the public, political and regulatory support of the likbez. But,
the insufficient funding of the campaign was accompanied by the top-down approach, when the
organizational and methodological guidance of the campaign was replaced by the delivery of numerous
orders and instructions; the assessment of the campaign results was mainly focused on the numerical
values fixed in the notes and reports. The large scale of likbez as educational campaign and aspiration for
the entire inclusiveness of illiterate people determined the aggressive propaganda with the main focus on
the government demand for the mass political education of the population. The intensity of the campaign
forced to ignore the psychological, ethnic, social, cultural, gender characteristics of the illiterate as well as
the specifics of the regions, especially the ethnic ones.

The relative stabilization of the foreign policy and country economy by the end of the 1920s caused a
change in the tools and methods of the educational campaign. The likbez mobilization character was
preserved, but at the same time the educational system, training of teaching staff, edition of periodicals
and educational literature and promotion of the national culture values got new financing possibilities. The
main factor for improving the effectiveness of the literacy campaign was a differentiated approach that
took into account the specifics of the regions and the ethnic characteristics of their population.

1O. b. KocrsikoBa, H. 5I. ApramonoBa
H. ®. Karanos arbiHIarsl Xakac MCMJICKCTTIK YHUBepcHTETI, ADakaH, Peceit

JIMBBE3 MOBIIM3ATMSIIBIK CASICH BAFTAPJTAMAJIBIK KAMTAMACKI3 ETY:
1920 COHJAFBI YJITTBIK OBJLICTAPAA OTKI3Y/IH HETT3EPI
(XAKACHS MEICAJIEIH/IA)

AnnoTamus. 3epTTCYaiH MaKcaTsl - 0encerai pazacer 1920-1930 sxok. BoaraH cayaTrChI3IbIKTHI KOFO SKOHIHACTI
HAYKAHFA Tanaay skacay. Tammay, CHHTC3ACY KOHE CANBICTHIPY OMICTCPIH KOITAHY, QICYMCTTIK MOOMIH3AIHIHBIH
HCTI3TI AHBIKTAMAJAPBI MCH CHIATTAMAJNAPBIHA CYHCHE OTBIPHIN, OimiM Ocpy OarmapiaMachl SKYMBUIABIPY CasCH
HAyKaH peTiHae Kapaxasl. OHBI XKYPri3yaiH >KYMBUIIBIPY 9JICTEPIH KOJMAHY KAKETTUIIN SCKEPH KOMMYHH3M Cas-
CaThIHA HETI3JCITCH JKOHE 0/1aH KEHiH CHIPTKBI 9CKEPH KayinTi OCICEHAl HACMXATTAay apKbUIbl KymeHTinai. MyHnan
Jkargaiina OimM Oepy OaraapiaaMacsl, €H OACTHICHL, CAsACH MAKcaTTap: cascu OimiM, OWTIKTI KOIaay, KCHECTIK a3aMar-
THIH JKEKE OACBHIH KaIBIITACTHIPY.
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CayaTChI3IBIKTEI JKOIOABIH CCHIMII OMICTECPIH KO0 JKOHE OelceHal MakOyprey, Oyn a3aMarrapapl OKy
YaAepiciHe TapTy MYMKIHZIITIH keHeHTeni. bipak Oimim Oepy OaraapraMachIH »Ky3€re achIpyIbIH MOOMIM3AIMSIIBIK-
OIOPOKPATHSUIBIK CHIIATHI KOHE OHBIH HOTICKENIepiH Oaramay 1920-misl Kpuimapaa KOMBUIFAH MaKCaTrTapra Kol
JKETKI3yTe MYMKIHIIK OepMeti.

Cibipaeri cayaTChI3OBIKTBI OOCCHACTYIIH ceOemTepiniH Oipi YITTHIK aiiMaKTapIblH MOACHH-CAACH JAMYBIHA
JKCTKIMIKCI3 Kapay Oommpl. Xakacusa MbIcanmbiHAa 1920-mmbl KeLITAPHI KOPCCTKCH OONMATHIH. Oimim Oepy Oarmap-
JaManapblH ICKE achIpyfa OaiIAHBICTHI KUBIHABIKTAD: OAHIUTH3MIC KapChl Kypec, aWMaKTBIH MOpPTEOeCi Typaibl
Oenrici3mik, YITapanbIK KapbIM-KATBIHAC MOCEINEC], XaKac CICHAPHHIH d3IpJey KOHE CHTI3Y KHBIHIBIKTAPBI, MaTe-
PHATABIK-TCXHUKAIBIK, 0a3aHbIH >KeTKimKCi3airi. Ocel Moceaenepai memy skoue 1920-mi sKeUTIAPAbIH a9FbIHA Kapan
PYKCAT eTUIEH >KYMBUIABIPY SJICTEpPIHIH AyKBIMBIH KEHEHTY TYPaibl KOPBITBIHABI KACANIBI YIITTHIK aWMAaKTa
CayaTChI3ABIKTHI KOFOIbI KYIICHTY .

Tyiiin ce3aep: cayaTrChI3OBIKTHI KO0, OimiM Oepy OarmapiaaMachl, dJCYMETTIK MOOHIM3AIMA, CAsACH HAYKAH-
Japasl MoOmIH3aImsay, caiacu oimiM, Cioip, Xakacus.

IO. b. KocrsikoBa, H. 5I. Apramonosa
Xaxacckuii TocyapcTBeHHBIN yHUBepcHTeT nM. H. ©. Karanosa, Abakan, Poccusa

JIMKBE3 KAK MOEIIM3ATIMOHHAS TOJIUTHYECKAS KAMITA HUS:
OCOBEHHOCTH NPOBE/JIEHHUS B HAIIMOHAJIEHOM PETHOHE B 1920-¢ rr.
(HA IPUMEPE XAKACHM)

AHHOTaHI/Iﬂ. L[eJ'IBIO HCCIICAOBAHWA ABJLICTCA AHAJN3 KAMIIAHWU IO JTUKBHOAIIMU HCTPAMOTHOCTH, aKTHBHAA
(haza xoropoit mpumnack Ha 1920-1930-¢ rr. [IpuMeHUB METONBI AHANIN3A, CHHTE3a M CPABHCHUS, M OIMHPASCh HA
OCHOBHBIC OTIPCICICHUSI M XAPAKTCPHCTHKH COLMAIBHON MOOWIM3AIMM, JTHKOE3 OBLT pacCMOTPEH KaK MOOMIN3A-
OHOHHAS MOIMTHYECKAs KaMmaHwsi. HeoOXO0IMMOCTh HMCHONB30BAHUS M1 €0 TPOBEACHHS MOOMIM3AMHOHHBIX
METO0B ObUIA OOYCIIOBJICHA IOJIUTHKOM BOCHHOTO KOMMYHH3MA M B JATbHCHIIEM 3aKPEIUICHA C MOMOINBIO AKTHB-
HOH MpOTAaraHIsI BHEITHEH BOCHHOH YTPO3bL. B 3THX yCIOBHAX THKOE3 MPECIeI0BAI, IPEKAC BCETO, MOTUTHICCKHIC
IIEJIH: TIOJUTHYECKOE MPOCBEIICHNE, TTOICPKKA BIACTH, (JOPMHPOBAHHE JIMIHOCTH COBETCKOTO TPAXKIAHHHA.

JIukBHoanmsa HETPaMOTHOCTH COBMEINANA METOAbI YOCKICHUS W AKTHBHOTO IIPHHYKICHHS, UTO PACIIHPSIIO
BO3MOKHOCTH BOBJICUCHHA TPAXKAAH B 00Pa30BaTCIBHBIM mpomecc. Ho MOOHIM3anHOHHO-OFOPOKPATHUCCKHI
XapakTep peanm3anuu TUKOC3a U ONCHKH €T0 PE3yIbTATOB HE TIO3BOIIII JOOUTHCA MOCTABICHHBIX IeneH B 1920-¢ rT.

OxHOW W3 NMPUYMH HAU3KHX TEMIIOB JHKBUIAIMH HErPaMOTHOCTH B CHOMpPH SBISICA HEIOCTATOYHBIM yUeT
0COOCHHOCTEH KyJIBTYPHOTO W ITOJMTHYCCKOTO PA3BUTHS HAIMOHATHHBIX permoHoB. Ha mpmmvepe Xakacum ObLIO
MOKA3aHo, 4To B 1920-¢ rT. TPYyAHOCTH ¢ peamm3arnuci mukOe3a o0ycnoBmim: 0opsda ¢ OaHAWTH3MOM, HEOIPC-
JICICHHOCTh CTAaTyCa PETHOHA, IPOOIEMa MEKHALIMOHAIBHBIX OTHOIICHHUH, CIOSKHOCTH C Pa3pabOTKON M BHEIPCHUEM
XaKAaCCKOH MHChbMEHHOCTH, HEIOCTATOYHAA MATEPHAIbHASL M KaApoBas 0a3a. beln caenan BEIBO O TOM, UTO PEIICHHUE
3THX BOMPOCOB M PACHIHPCHHC CIICKTPA MOOWIM3ALMMOHHBIX MCTOJ0B MO3BOHIN K KOHIYY 1920-X IT. aKTHBH3HPO-
BaTh JIUKBUIAIWK) HCTPAMOTHOCTH B HAITMOHATTBHOM PCTHOHE.

KmodeBnie ¢/I0BA: IUKBHIAIUSA HETPAMOTHOCTH, JHKOC3, CONHANBGHAS MOOHIM3AIMSA, MOOMIM3ALHOHHASL
TOJTUTHYCCKAS KAMITAHK S, IOJMTHYCCKOC MPOCBLIICHUE, CHOHPB, XaKkacHs.
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