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Аннотация

The ethnic space of Central Asia a century ago was undergoing radical changes
associated with the national-territorial delimitation of the macroregion. These changes
were caused by new installations of Soviet power in the allocation of peoples, consistent
with the national policy of the young socialist state. To a large extent, this became
possible not only because of the undeveloped scientific criteria for determining
nationalities at that time, but also because of the incompleteness of the process of ethnic
self-identification of the local population.

The purpose of the study is to highlight the main components of the territorial structure
of the ethno-cultural space of Central Asia based on the census of 1897. The study is
based on modern concepts of Russian cultural geography: geo-ethnocultural systems,
geo-cultural (ethnocultural) space, ethno-contact zones, etc.

The study made it possible to determine the territorial linkage of ethnic core of geo-
ethnocultural systems of the main nations of Central Asia, as well as ethno-contact zones
(zones of overlapping geo-ethnocultural systems) that became “disputed” territories
during the period of national-territorial delimitation. The most pronounced at the turn of
the XIX–XX centuries was the territorial core of the Kazakh geo-ethnocultural system.
The ethnic core of the Turkmen and Karakalpak geo-ethnocultural systems were also
sufficiently territorially determined. The most difficult was the interweaving of ethnic
territories of Tajiks, Kyrgyz, Uzbeks and other peoples in the modern territory of
Uzbekistan, northern Tajikistan and western Kyrgyzstan. Particular attention is paid to
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the problem of “Sarts”, who have Tajik roots, but switched to the Turk language, and
during the period of national-territorial delimitation attributed to the Uzbeks.
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Introduction. Before the revolution the ethnographic map of Central Asia was
rather different from the one of Soviet and post-Soviet times. National and territorial
division during the first years of the Soviet power brought in some radical changes in the
process ethno-cultural space formation. Since the formation of Soviet republics, “titular
nations” were identified, the status of which consolidated even more during the post-
Soviet time. Although, the process of creation of the “titular nations” was not simple,
due to some problems of uncertainty of criteria of nationalities identification and other
difficulties in ethnic identification of population of Central Asia in 19th and beginning
of 20th century, and later on due to some new policy of the Soviet power according to
the national politics of the young socialistic state.

The goal of the research is to identify main components of territorial structure
of the ethno-cultural space in Central Asia following the results of the First general
census of the population of the Russian Empire conducted in 1897.

In particular some tasks of the research are identification of the areas of the
ethnical cores of different degree of manifestation (for nations, which became the titular
ethnic groups of the Soviet republic as a result of national and territorial division in
Central Asia), as well as ethno-contact zones (or areas of overlap of national geo-ethno-
cultural systems), which became the disputed territories during national and territorial
division.

Level of the problem research and novelty of the research. In post-Soviet time
there appeared lots of studies dedicated to the ethnical composition of population of
Central Asia at the turn of the 20th century, which also used the data of the only
prerevolutionary census, the first general census in the Russian Empire of 1897 ([5; 6; 9;
10; 16; 19] etc.). An explosion of interest to the topic relates to identified tasks of the
new state organization onto post-Soviet area. Among the raised problems defined during
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the period of national and territorial division there were questions of ethnic geography
and ethnic identity in pre-Soviet history of the macro-region([1; 2; 18; 21–23] etc.).

The current research studies the results of the population census of 1897 in
Central Asia from the perspectives of modern concepts of national cultural geography.
For instance, the research is based upon the concept of ethno-contact zones (ECZ),
assuming the calculation of ethnic patchiness index (EPI) by Eckhel B.M.([11; 20; 24]
etc.), the concept of geo-ethnocultural systems (GECS) [17] and developed at its basis a
model of territorial structure of ethnocultural space. The latter was tested by us at the
territory of Central Asia on the results of the population census of 1959 and 1970 [12].

Informational background of the research. The research is based on the
results of the First general population census in the Russian Empire of 1897, published
on the site Demoscope.ru/weekly1. The peculiarities of the population census are not the
registration of nationalities, but allocation of population by the spoken language.
Anyway, as our earlier research was dedicated to the analysis of the national
composition of the population dynamics for a long period [11], it revealed the following
groups of population, which can be considered as ethnic ones with certain reservations.

The population census of 1897 did not cover the whole territory of Central Asia,
it did not include two enclaves, where the census was conducted partly. It was the case
with the territories of two khanates, which were in allegiance from the Russian Empire,
namely Bukhara and Khiva. The population registration was carried out only in Russian
settlement in Bukhara (10.3 thousand people), and in Khiva just for some few residents
of the Russian Empire (about 4 thousand people). Both categories of population reflect
the general ethnic composition of the population in those two khanates, that is why the
data from those khanates were excluded from our analysis.

Results of the research. At the time of the population census conduction in
1897, the Russian Empire’s domains in Central Asia included nine regions, as well as
two khanates in vassalage (Bukhara and Khiva). Central Asia that time was divide into
two parts: 1) Kyrgyz country, the land which became a part of Russia mainly in the 18th

and in the first half of the 19th centuries (Ural, Turgai, Akmola and Semipalatinsk
regions) – for future territories of Kazakhstan; 2) Turkestan, which became a part of the
Empire in the second half of the 19th century (Zakaspiysk, Syr-Darya, Samarkand,
Fergana and Semirechinsk regions) – the future territories of Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan and partly Kazakhstan (its southern districts). We estimated
ethnic rates at the 43 counties and one area (Amu-Darya, where half of its population
was the Kara-Kalpaks).

The calculation of the language patchiness index (LPI, which was estimated
similar to the ethnic patchiness index (EPI) by Eckhel B.M. [20]) showed that clearly
pronounced ethno-contact zones (with LPI over 0.4) at the territory of Central Asia
covered the outskirts of the macro-region, at that its central part presented itself mildly
pronounced ethno-contact zones (with LPI from 0.2 to 0.4) or monoethnic territories
(pic.1).
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Pic. 1. Language Patchiness Index based on results of the First general population census of 1897

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, khanates of Khiva
and Bukhara, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of Khiva and Bukhara khanates, 5 — centers
of provinces and regions; Language Patchiness Index value: 6 — 0.6 and more (most
polyethnic territories); 7 — from 0.4 to 0.6 (clearly pronounced ethno-contact zones); 8
— from 0.2 to 0.4 (mildly pronounced ethno-contact zones); 9 — from 0.1 to 0.2; 10 —
less than 0.1 (monoethnic territories).

Numbers indicate counties of UralRegion: 1 — Uralsky, 2 — Guryevsky, 3 —
Kalmykovsky, 4 — Temirsky; Turgai region: 5 — Kustanaisky, 6 — Aktyubinsky, 7 —
Irgizsky, 8 — Turgaisky; Aqmola region: 9 — Omsky, 10 — Aqmolinsky, 11 —
Atbasarsky, 12 — Kokchevatsky, 13 — Petropavlovsky; Semipalatinsk region: 14 —
Semipalatinsky, 15 — Zaisansky, 16 — Karkaralinsky, 17 — Pavlodarsky, 18 — Ust’-
Kamenogorsky; Semirechinsk region: 19 — Vernensky, 20 — Dzharkentsky, 21 —
Kopalsky, 22 — Lepsinsky, 23 — Pishpeksky, 24 — Przhevalsky; Fergana region: 25
— Margelansky, 26 — Andizhansky, 27 — Kokandsky, 28 — Namangansky, 29 —
Oshsky; Samarkand region: 30 — Samarkandsky, 31 — Dzhizaksky, 32 — Katta-
Kurgansky, 33 — Khotzhentsky; Syr-Darya region: 34 — Tashkentsky, 35 —
Auleatinsky, 36 — Kazalinsky, 37 — Perovsky, 38 — Chimkentsky, 39 — Amu-Darya
area; Zakaspiysk region: 40 — Askhabadsky, 41 — Krasnovodsky, 42 —
Mangyshlaksky, 43 — Mervsky, 44 — Tedzhensky.

Comparison study of LPI rates distribution at the territory of Central Asia and a
share of Great Russian (Russian) population (pic.2), allows to conclude that Russian
colonization of Central Asia led to formation of ethno-contact zones (ECZ) in northern
and partly south-western and eastern parts of the macro-region. In accordance to the
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theory of geo-ethnocultural systems (GECS) we can talk about the presence of the only
county (Omsky) at the north of the macro-region, which can be considered as the inner
periphery of Russian GECS (with number of Russians more than 50%), as well as of
three counties, which can be seen as outer periphery of Russian GECS (with share of
Russians from 25 to 50%). The rest of the territory of Central Asia can be seen as a
socio-cultural field of Russian GECS with its strong (share of Russians more than 10%)
or weak influence. We can make a specific mention of two remote from the main ethnic
Russian territory “islands” with strong socio-cultural influence of Russian GECS:
counties with centers in cities of Verny (now Almaty/Alma-Ata) and Askhabad
(Ashgabad/Ashkhabad).

Pic. 2.Share of population talking Great Russian language, on results of the First general
population census of 1897

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, khanates of Khiva
and Bukhara, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of khanates of Khiva and Bukhara; 5 —
centers of provinces and regions; share of population talking Great Russian language:
6 — 50% and more (inner periphery of Russian GECZ); 7 — from 25 to 50 % (outer
periphery of Russian GECZ); 8 — from 10 to 25% (strong socio-cultural field); 9 —
from 5 to 10%; 10 — from 2 to 5%; 11 — less than 2%.

The total number of population of Central Asia (including citizens of the
Russian Empire in Khiva and Bukhara khanates) in 1897 composed 7 million 746.7
thousand people, including Great Russians (Russians) 588 thousand people, that was
7.6% of the total population (fourth place among ethnic groups of the macro-region).
The leading position in Central Asia in number was taken by the speakers of Kyrgyz-
Kaisak language (3 million 787.2 thousand people or 48.9%). Later they were classified
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as Kazakhs (3 million 507.4 thousand people or 45.3%) and a little part to Kyrgyz (in
Pishpeksky and Przhyvalsky counties of Semipalatinsk region). The largest part of the
territory of modern Kazakhstan in 1897 was taken by clearly and moderately
pronounced ethnic core of Kazakh GECS (with a share of the native population more
than 50%), and only two counties of Akmola region (Omsky and Petropavlovsky), as
well as Tashkentsky county of Syr-Darya region can be mentioned as mildly pronounced
ethnic core (with a share of Kyrgyz-Kaisak speakers from 25 to 50%). Yet several
counties to the south of modern territory of Kazakhstan (in Uzbekistan and
Turkmenistan) had rather high percentage of that language speakers and they could be
considered as the territories, which were influenced by the strong ethno-cultural
influence of Kazakh GECS (pic.3).

Pic. 3. Share of population speaking Kyrgyz-Kaisak language, accordingto the results of the First
general population census of 1897

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, Khiva and Bukhara
khanates, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of Khiva and Bukhara khanates; 5 — centers of
provinces and regions; share of population speaking Kyrgyz-Kaisak language: 6 —
90% and more (monoethnic territory); 7 — from 75 to 90% (clearly pronounced ethnic
core); 8 — from 50 to 75% (moderately pronounced ethnic core); 9 — from 25 to 50%
(mildly pronounced ethnic core); 10 — from 10 to 25% (strong ethno-cultural fiend); 11
— less than 10 %.

Although, at the south-eastern periphery of the area Kyrgyz-Kaisak language
speakers’ local population cannot be seen as Kazakhs yet. Kyrgyz-Kaisaks of
Pishpeksky and Przhevalsky counties of Semirechink region further on were counted as
the Kyrgyz (Northern Kyrgyz). In this context it is necessary to consider a problem of
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connection of ethnonyms “Kyrgyz-Kaisak” with “Kara-Kyrgyz”. Previously they were
considered to be the one nation, but sometimes low-land Kyrgyz-Kaisak (now Kazakhs)
and upland Kara-Kygyz were seen separately [7; 8]. In reality the ancestors of modern
Kyrgyz were at war with Kyrgyz-Kaisak, and in sources they were known as “Kara-
Kyrgyz” (“Black Kyrgyz”) or “Rocky” (that means mountain) Kyrgyz [6, с. 3].

Before the Russian governing the differences between Northern and Southern
Kyrgyz were defined by their location in two different political entities. Northern
Kyrgyz were in the state of tribal warfare with Kazakhs tribes and looked towards
creation of their own state. They pegged the neighboring state as an enemy, which tried
its best to prevent the creation of an independent Kyrgyz khanate. Finally, Northern
Kyrgyz chose the way of free association with Russia and took part in Russian military
expedition against Kokand khanate [16]. Afterbeing associated with Russia Kyrgyz
tribes became a part of different administrative territorial units once again.
SouthernKyrgyzwereassignedtoFergana region, which was created at the territory of
Kokand khanate. AndNorthernKyrgyzfoundthemselvesinSemirechinskregion [16]. Due
to incomplete ethnic self-identification it is very hard to say the exact number of native
Kyrgyz in Turkestan region at the end of 19th century [5]. At the result of the population
census of 1897 Sothern Kyrgyz were mentioned as Kara-Kyrgyz, and Northern Kyrgyz
were totally assigned to Kyrgyz-Kaisak group [3; 15; 16].But one can see in Picture 4
that the clearly pronounced ethnic core of Kyrgyz GECS is associated with the area of
Northern Kyrgyz settling, and the area of Kara-Kyrgyz speakers corresponds to a mildly
pronounced ethnic core and to the ethno-cultural filed of the GECS. The general number
of Kyrgyz in 1897 can be estimated in 480,000 people, that was 6.2% of population of
Central Asia (the fifth place among ethnic groups of the microregion).
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Pic. 4. Share of population speaking Kyrgyz-Kaisak and Kara-Kyrgyz languages(now Kyrgyz), Kar
Kalpak and Turkman languages, accordingto the results of the First general population census of
1897

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, Khiva and Bukhara
khanates, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of Khiva and Bukhara khanates; centers of
provinces and regions; share of population speaking Turkman language:6 — 75% and
more (clearly pronounced ethnic core); 7 — от 50 до 75% (moderately pronounced
ethnic core); share of population speaking Kara-Kalpak language: 8 — from 25 to
50% (mildly pronounced ethnic core); share of population speaking Kyrgyz-Kaisak
language (Northern Kyrgyz): 9 — over 75% (clearly pronounced ethnic core); share of
population speaking Kara-Kyrgyz language (Sothern Kyrgyz): 10 — from 25 to 50%
(mildly pronounced ethnic core); 11 — from 5 to 25% (ethno-cultural field); 12 — less
than 5%.

Picture 4 also shows rather clear ethnic area of Turkmen language speakers.
Besides the Eastern part of the modern territory of Turkmenistan (which became a part
of Russian Empire at the very end of 19th century) was occupied by clearly pronounced
ethnic core of Turkmen GECS, and the western part by moderately pronounced ethnic
core. Turkmen language speakers in 1897 composed 248,800 people or 3.2% of the total
population of the microregion (seventh place among main ethnic groups). Even more
clearly seen is the area of Kara-Kalpak settling (Amu-Darya area of Syr-Darya region),
though is presents mildly pronounced ethnic core of the corresponding GECS. Kara-
Kalpak language speakers in 1897 composes 104,300 people (1.35% of Central Asia
population – eighth place among ethnic groups).

Modern researchers indicate that if the creation of Kazakh, Turkmen and
Kyrgyz “nations” was not a problem in Soviet time, but with the creation of “Uzbek
nation” there were some real complications [4, с. 29]. Distinguishing Uzbek as a titular
ethnic group was a serious problem, that was a problem of “Sarts”. As a result of the
census of 1897 in Central Asia there were 968,000 Sarts (12.5% of the microregion
population – the second place among ethnic groups) and only 726,400 Uzbek (9.4% of
population – the third place among ethnic groups in Central Asia).

Ethnonym “Sart” was used at least from 11th century. According to most
researchers Sarts have Tajik routs but differ from Tajik by Turkic language [13].
Russians usually understood simply urban or settled population of Central Asia by this
term [14, p. 23]. That way that name considered as well settled population of Kazakh
and Uzbek. In 19th century ethnonym “Sart” was used to indicate most of the population
living in Fergana valley.

But already during the first years of the Soviet power, ethnonym “Sart” was out
of use, it was decided to substitute it with “Uzbek” everywhere. What is more the new
title “Uzbek” was often used to indicate “Turk in general” [1; 2]. During the short period
of time between 1920 and 1924 “Sarts” became distinguished as “Uzbek”, and already
in the All-Soviet population census of 1926 it came out that there were no single Sart in
Central Asia. That way, beginning from 1926 the ethnonym “Sart” has totally
disappeared from the enthographic map of the region [13].
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Picture 5 shows the areas of settling of population, speaking Uzbek and Sart
languages. Native Uzbek settled western part of modern Uzbekistan, and Sart – its
eastern part, as well as adjoining territories of modern Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan (pic.5).
Notably their small numbers at the main territory of Kyrgyzstan and Kazakhstan indicate
the fact that settled Kazakh and Kyrgyz were only rarely mentioned as Sarts.

Pic. 5. Share of population speaking Uzbek and Sart languages according to results of the First
general population census of 1897.

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, Khiva and Bukhara
khanates, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of Khiva and Bukhara khanates; 5 — centers of
provinces and regions; share of population speaking Uzbek language: 6 — from 50 to
75% (moderately pronounced ethnic core); 7 — from 25 to 50% (mildly pronounced
ethnic core); 8 — from 10 to 25% (strong ethno-cultural field); 9 — less than 10%;
share of population speaking Sart language: 10 — from 50 to 75% (moderately
pronounced ethnic core); 11 — from 25 to 50% (mildly pronounced ethnic core); 12 —
from 10 to 25% (strong ethno-cultural field); 13 — from 5 to 10%; 14 — from 1 to 5%.

In that way, the main ethnic components at creation of “Uzbek nation” in 20th
century were Sart and native Uzbek. But some other Turk nations, which were not
distinguished as separate ones, were also assigned to them. So, during the population
census of 1897 some ethnic groups were distinguished by Russian officials to the best of
their abilities. That caused a big confusion. It resulted in fact that e.g. in Fergana valley
more than quarter a million Turk language speakers were left undistinguished [16, с.
76]. At that, the total number of Turk language speakers left undistinguished in 1897
was quite large – almost 440,000 people or 5.7% of the population of Central Asia.
Especially large groups of Turk language speakers left undistinguished there lived in
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Tashkent county of Syr-Darya region, where they composed about 32% of population.
Later they were of course mentioned as Uzbek. That way different Turk nations became
the third ethnic component included in “Uzbek nation”. Sart issue influenced the
distinguishing of Tajik ethnos too. Tajik language speakers on the results of the
population census of 1897, composed 350,300 people (4.5% of population or the sixth
place among ethnic groups of the macro-region). But it needs to be mentioned that the
main part of the settling area of Tajik was outside the territory under census of
population, namely on lands of Bukhara khanate. At the territory under census one can
distinguish a small area of moderately pronounced ethnic core of Tajik GECS
(Khodzhentsky county of Samarkand region) and several adjacent counties with a mixed
ethnic composition of population (pic.6). There could be a different situation at
conduction of national territorial delimitation in 20th century if Sart could have been
counted as Tajik “nation”, that could be a case as we have seen it above.

Pic. 6. Share of population speaking Tajik, as well as Uzbek and Sart (in total) languages on the
results of the First General population census of 1897

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, Khiva and Bukhara
khanates, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of Khiva and Bukhara khanates; 5 — centers of
provinces and regions; share of population speaking Tajik language: 6 — from 50 to
75% (moderately pronounced ethnic core); 7 — from 25 to 50% (mildly pronounced
ethnic core); 8 — from 10 to 25% (strong ethno-cultural field); 9 — from 4 to 10%; 10
— less than 4%; share of population speaking Uzbek and Sart languages (in total): 11
— 75% and higher (clearly pronounced ethnic core); 12 — from 50 to 75% (moderately
pronounced ethnic core); 13 — from 25 to 50% (mildly pronounced ethnic core); 14 —
from 10 to 25% (strong ethno-cultural; field); 15 — from 1 to 10%.
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Due to immense complexity of ethnic composition of population, strip settling
of Uzbek, Kyrgyz, Sart and other Turk nations, as well as Iranian-speaking Tajik, the
whole modern territory of Uzbekistan, west of Kyrgyzstan and north of Tajikistan
represented clearly pronounced ethno-contact zone (see pic.1). The exception is
provided by Oshsky county of Fergana region, where the largest part of population
(96.8%) was presented by Turk speaking inhabitants. But mono-ethnicity of this territory
is in fact only “statistical”, as this category included different Turk nations with
undefined languages. Below there is a scheme with main components of territorial
structure of ethno-cultural space of Central Asia at the edge of 19-20th centuries (table).
This scheme is based upon our earlier developments on Kazakhstan – Central Asia
region (on results of population census of 1959 and 1970) [12].

Table Main components of territorial structure of ethno-cultural space of Central
Asia at the end of 19th century

Components of territorial
structure pf ethno-cultural space

Components of
territorial structure of
Russian GECS

Share pf
Russians

Components of
territorial structure
of national GECS

Share of
titular
population

Inner periphery of Russian
GECS

Inner periphery (clearly
pronounced outer ethno-
cultural zone)

over 50% Outer periphery 25–50%

Over lapping of outer
periphery of Russian GECS and
mild ethnic core of national
GECS (clearly pronounced
ethno-contact zone)

Outer periphery (clearly
pronounced outer ethno-
cultural zone)

25–50% Mildly pronounced
ethnic core 25–50%

Moderately pronounced ethnic
core of national GECS

Socio-cultural field
(moderate and clearly
pronounced outer periphery
of ethno-cultural zone)

10–25%
Moderately

pronounced ethnic
core

50–75%

Clearly pronounced ethnic core
of national GECS  Less than

10%
Clearly pronounced

ethnic core over 75%

Overlapping of national GECS
(clearly pronounced ethno-
cultural zone)

  

Mildly and
moderately
pronounced ethnic
cores

25–75%

Based upon this scheme and on results of population census of 1897 at the
territory of Central Asia there were distinguished the main components of territorial
structure of seven geo-ethnocultural systems (Russian GECS and six GECS of native
nations). Among the ethnos forming GECS were only mentioned those which in 20th
century became title nations of Soviet republics (five of SSR and one of ASSR). The
distribution of distinguished components of GECS at the territory of Central Asia at the
edge of 19-20th centuries is presented in pic.7.
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Pic. 7. Components of territorial structure of ethnic space of Central Asia on results of the First
general population census of 1897

Borders in 1897: 1 — states, 2 — regions of Central Asia, Khiva and Bukhara
khanates, 3 — counties; 4 — capitals of Khiva and Bukhara khanates; 5 — centers of
provinces and regions; 6 — inner periphery of Russian GECS; 7 — overlapping of the
outer periphery of Russian GECS and mild ethnic core of Kazakh GECS; ethnic core of
Kazakh GECS: 8 — clearly pronounced, 9 — moderately pronounced with strong
socio-cultural influence of Russian GECS; 10 — mildly pronounced core of
Karakalpak GECS (overlapping of Uzbek and Karakalpak GECS under the sway of
the latter); 11 — Turk speaking Oshsky county with an unclear status; 12 — clearly
pronounced core of Kyrgyz GECS; 13 — overlapping of Kyrgyz and Uzbek GECS
under the sway of the latter; 14 — clearly pronounced core of Uzbek GECS; 15 —
overlapping of Uzbek and Kazakh GECS under the sway of the latter; 16 — moderately
pronounced core of Tajik GECS; 17 — overlapping of Tajik and Uzbek GECS under
the sway of the latter; ethnic core of Turkmen GECS: 18 — clearly pronounced, 19 —
moderately pronounced with a strong socio-cultural influence of Russian GECS.

The most obvious at the edge of 19-20th centuries there is the ethnic core of
Kazakh GECS (Kyrgyz-Kaisak language speakers be using the terms of the census of
1897), which to a large degree corresponds to the modern territory of Kazakhstan.
Ethnic cores of Turkmen and Karakalpak GECS are as well quite clearly spatially
defined. The most difficult interlacing of the main components of territorial structure
have Uzbek, Kyrgyz and Tajik GECS, which is expressed in overlapping of ethnic cores
and ethnic peripheries of different levels and orders. Theterritorial “knot” of these
interlacing (ethno-contact zones) is Fergana valley. Complicated territorial structure of
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ethno-cultural space of Central Asia at the edge of 19-20th century created a host of
issues at the implementation of national territorial delimitation during Soviet period, as
it admittedly expects the presence of “disputed” territories among newly formed Soviet
republics.

Conclusions. The conducted research revealed that there were some
discrepancies to the ethnic picture of Central Asia during pre-revolutionaryand Soviet
periods. Those discrepancies were caused both by the peculiarities of the conduction of
the census of 1897, as well as by new regulations of the Soviet power, connected with
designation of the national composition of the population.

The first discrepancy deals with nations living at the territory of modern
Uzbekistan and participated in the formation of “Uzbek” nation. The problem of Sarts
having Tajik roots, but changing into Turk language is about it, and during the Soviet
time they became mentioned as Uzbek. In the same manner other Turk speaking
population living at the territory of modern Uzbekistan was designed to “Uzbek nation”.

The second discrepancy deals with the population of the future Kyrgyzstan.
Accordingtopopulationcensusof 1897, to the native Kyrgyz (Kara-Kyrgyz) there was
designed the population of Fergana region (former the territory of Kokand khanate).
TherestofKyrgyzlivinginthesouthernpart of Semirechinsk region were then designed as
Kyrgyz-Kaisak and thus were not seen separately from Kazakhs living to the north.

The most clearly seen at the edge of 19-20th century was the territorial core of
Kazakh ethnos. Also, rather spatially defined were the ethnic cores of Turkmen and
Karakalpak. The most difficult was the interlacing of ethnic territories of Tajjik, Kyrgyz
and Sart at the modern territory of Uzbekistan, northern part of Tajikistan and western
part of Kyrgyzstan.

The Russian population at the territory of Central Asia in 1897 was then rather
small and composed 7.6% of the population in the region. Russiansconcentrated mainly
at the border with Russian territory (north and east of the modern Kazakhstan territory),
as well as to the south-east from Caspian Sea (west of modern Turkmenistan).
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provinces and regions. [Electronical source]: URL: >>>> (date of reference: 24.03.2020); The first general population
census in the Russian Empire of 1897. Allocation of population by the native language and counties of the Russian Empire,
besides the provinces of European Russia [Electronical source]: URL: >>>> (date of reference: 24.03.2020).
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Abstract

The ethnic space of Central Asia a century ago was undergoing radical changes
associated with the national-territorial delimitation of the macroregion. These changes
were caused by new installations of Soviet power in the allocation of peoples, consistent
with the national policy of the young socialist state. To a large extent, this became
possible not only because of the undeveloped scientific criteria for determining
nationalities at that time, but also because of the incompleteness of the process of ethnic
self-identification of the local population.

The purpose of the study is to highlight the main components of the territorial structure
of the ethno-cultural space of Central Asia based on the census of 1897. The study is
based on modern concepts of Russian cultural geography: geo-ethnocultural systems,
geo-cultural (ethnocultural) space, ethno-contact zones, etc.

The study made it possible to determine the territorial linkage of ethnic core of geo-
ethnocultural systems of the main nations of Central Asia, as well as ethno-contact zones
(zones of overlapping geo-ethnocultural systems) that became “disputed” territories
during the period of national-territorial delimitation. The most pronounced at the turn of
the XIX–XX centuries was the territorial core of the Kazakh geo-ethnocultural system.
The ethnic core of the Turkmen and Karakalpak geo-ethnocultural systems were also
sufficiently territorially determined. The most difficult was the interweaving of ethnic
territories of Tajiks, Kyrgyz, Uzbeks and other peoples in the modern territory of
Uzbekistan, northern Tajikistan and western Kyrgyzstan. Particular attention is paid to
the problem of “Sarts”, who have Tajik roots, but switched to the Turk language, and
during the period of national-territorial delimitation attributed to the Uzbeks.

Keywords: Central Asia, census of 1897, geo-ethnocultural system, ethnic core, ethno-
contact zone
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