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The First Turkological Congress, held in Baku in 1926, represented one of the important stages
in scholarly discussions concerning the linguistic, literary, educational, and cultural development of
the Turkic peoples in the early twentieth century. On the eve of the centenary of the Congress,
examining this event not only in terms of the development of Turkological scholarship but also within
the context of the interaction between the national-cultural and political ideas of the period has
acquired particular relevance. This article comparatively analyzes the scholarly and cultural objec-
tives of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress and the “Pan-Turkist” interpretation subsequently
constructed in Soviet political discourse with regard to the Congress and its participants.

The study examines the formation and changing meanings of the ideas of Turkism, Pan-Tur-
kism, and Turanism from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century, with particular attention
to the methodological problems arising from the conflation of these concepts. At the same time, it
explores the national-cultural activities of Turkic-Muslim intellectuals in the Russian Empire, debates
surrounding language and alphabet reform, initiatives aimed at fostering cultural rapprochement
among Turkic peoples, and their role in shaping the intellectual and political context of the 1926
Congress. Based on the Congress agenda, speeches, and adopted resolutions, the study establishes
that its principal objectives were related to the development of Turkological scholarship, the discus-
sion of language and alphabet issues, and the expansion of educational and cultural cooperation.

The article also examines the relationship between Turkism and the Islamic factor, analyzing
the place of national and religious identities in the intellectual thought of Turkic-Muslim intellectuals
of the period. It further investigates the use of the accusation of “Pan-Turkism” in political discourse
and repressive practices, particularly during the 1930s. Accordingly, the study seeks to identify the
differences between the Congress’s original scholarly and cultural agenda and its subsequent Soviet
political interpretation. The research demonstrates that an assessment of the historical significance
of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress requires distinguishing between the scholarly, national-
cultural, and political contexts of the period in which it was held and the ideological interpretations
subsequently attributed to the event.

Keywords: Baku Turkological Congress, Turkism, Pan-Turkism, Turanism, Islamic factor,
Turkic-Muslim intellectuals, Soviet political discourse, national identity.

Introduction. The First Turkological Congress, held in Baku from 26 February to 6 March
1926, is regarded as one of the significant events in the history of the linguistic, literary, educational,
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and cultural development of the Turkic peoples in the early twentieth century. By bringing together
representatives of various Turkic peoples, linguists and Orientalists, educators, and intellectuals, the
Congress not only provided a platform for the exchange of scholarly ideas, but also constituted an
important intellectual space in which the complex national-cultural processes of the period were
discussed. The choice of Baku as the venue for the Congress was not accidental. At the beginning of
the twentieth century, Baku had become one of the major centers of Azerbaijani national-cultural and
socio-political thought and was among the cities where contacts between various intellectual circles
of the Turkic world were developing.

The centenary of the Baku Turkological Congress in 2026 provides an opportunity to bring this
historical event back into scholarly circulation and to reconsider its objectives, outcomes, and subse-
quent interpretations in historiography. The centenary of the Congress is relevant not only for recal-
ling a particular stage in the history of the development of Turkological scholarship, but also for
examining the relationship between national identity, language, culture, and political ideology in the
early twentieth century. In particular, the subsequent association of the Congress with political-
ideological categories such as “Pan-Turkism” and “bourgeois nationalism” during the Soviet period
demonstrates that its historical significance was interpreted differently in different periods.

The specific historical circumstances in which the Baku Turkological Congress was held did
not allow its scholarly agenda to be completely separated from the political context. At the beginning
of the twentieth century, processes of national-cultural awakening accelerated among the Muslim
peoples of the Russian Empire, while issues of language, education, the press, and national identity
became central concerns of intellectuals. The Jadidist and educational movement led by Ismail Bey
Gaspirali, the idea of “unity in language, thought, and action,” reforms in Muslim schools, and the
development of the press had a significant influence on the intellectual activities of Turkic-Muslim
intellectuals. At the same time, the emergence of concepts such as Turkism, Pan-Turkism, and Tura-
nism during this period, and their use with different meanings by different authors, makes it necessary
to distinguish these ideas from one another.

While the idea of Turkism developed primarily around issues of language, culture, historical
memory, and national identity in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the concept of Pan-
Turkism was used in various political and intellectual contexts to express a broader political dimen-
sion of the idea of unity among the Turkic peoples. Turanism, meanwhile, was associated with broa-
der conceptions of geographical and cultural unity and acquired different meanings in different pe-
riods. Presenting these concepts as synonyms for one another may lead to an oversimplification of
the diversity of ideas characteristic of the period. Therefore, in studying the 1926 Congress, it is
particularly important to distinguish the concrete activities of its participants and the views they
expressed from the political terminology that emerged in subsequent periods.

Another important aspect of the issue concerns the relationship between Turkism and Islam. In
the social and cultural life of the Turkic-Muslim peoples living in the Russian Empire at the beginning
of the twentieth century, Islam functioned not only as a system of religious belief, but also as an
important component of social and cultural identity. At the same time, with the development of na-
tional consciousness, the role of language and ethnic affiliation in defining identity also increased.
Thus, the relationship between Turkic and Islamic identities was neither uniform nor unchanging;
different intellectuals and political-intellectual movements approached this relationship in different
ways. From this perspective, the 1926 Turkological Congress can be examined not only within the
framework of linguistic and alphabet-related issues, but also in the context of the interaction between
national, cultural, and religious identities.

One of the important issues addressed by the Congress was the development of Turkic lan-
guages and writing systems. Questions concerning the alphabet, the simplification of language, the
development of terminology, and the expansion of educational and publishing opportunities had prac-
tical significance for intellectuals from various Turkic peoples. At the same time, discussions concer-
ning a common language and alphabet brought the idea of strengthening cultural ties among the
Turkic peoples to the forefront. It was precisely this aspect that could acquire a particular ideological
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meaning in subsequent Soviet political discourse. As initiatives aimed at scholarly and cultural rap-
prochement were equated with the idea of political unity, the activities of some Congress participants
were subsequently interpreted within the context of “Pan-Turkism”.

The central scholarly problem here is to avoid treating the objectives expressed at the Congress
itself and subsequent political interpretations as one and the same phenomenon. An examination of
the agenda of the Congress held in 1926 and the issues discussed demonstrates that questions of
linguistics, the alphabet, education, terminology, the study of Turkic languages, and cultural coopera-
tion occupied a significant place. However, the changes that took place in Soviet national policy from
the late 1920s, and particularly in the 1930s, led to a tightening of attitudes toward national-cultural
activities, and initiatives that had been possible within certain limits during the preceding period came
to be assessed differently under the subsequent political circumstances.

This change was also reflected in the meaning of the concept of “Pan-Turkism” within political
discourse. Whereas various initiatives concerning the linguistic and cultural rapprochement of the
Turkic peoples had existed during the earlier period, in the subsequent Soviet political environment
“Pan-Turkism” increasingly came to be presented as a category associated with political threat and
nationalism. As a result, there arose a need to examine separately the relationship between the
scholarly, educational, and national-cultural activities of individual intellectuals and the political
accusations directed against them at a later stage. From this perspective, rather than establishing a
direct and simplified cause-and-effect relationship between the 1926 Congress and the repressive
policies of the 1930s, it is more appropriate to examine comparatively the political and ideological
conditions of these two periods.

Another factor determining the relevance of the topic is its different presentation in historio-
graphy under the influence of various ideological approaches. In Soviet historiography, attitudes
toward Turkism and Pan-Turkism were largely shaped within the official ideological framework of
the period. In subsequent periods, however, the Baku Turkological Congress came to be regarded as
an important event in the scholarly and cultural cooperation of the Turkic peoples. One of the
important tasks for contemporary research is not to mechanically accept the assessments of different
periods, but to compare the primary sources of the Congress, the speeches of its participants, the
adopted resolutions, and subsequent political documents.

In this regard, the main objective of the study is to identify the differences between the scholarly
and cultural objectives of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress and the “Pan-Turkist” meaning
attributed to the Congress and its participants in subsequent Soviet political discourse. To achieve
this objective, the study first examines the formation and characteristics of the ideas of Turkism, Pan-
Turkism, and Turanism in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries; considers the national-
cultural activities of Turkic-Muslim intellectuals in the Russian Empire; and identifies the scholarly
and political context in which the 1926 Congress was convened. Subsequently, the Congress’s
approach to questions of language, alphabet, education, and cultural cooperation is analyzed on the
basis of its agenda and major discussions.

Another direction of the study concerns the manner in which the Congress was presented in
subsequent Soviet political discourse. Within this framework, the study examines changes over time
in the content of the accusation of “Pan-Turkism,” the transformation of national-cultural activities
into political categories, and their relationship with the repressive policies of the 1930s. Thus, the
study is not limited to a description of the events of 1926, but also seeks to reveal how this event was
subsequently reinterpreted in political memory and historiography.

The scholarly novelty of the article lies in the comparative analysis of the scholarly and cultural
agenda of the Baku Turkological Congress and its subsequent Soviet political interpretation. The
study takes into account the methodological problems arising from the conflation of Turkism, Pan-
Turkism, and Turanism and substantiates the importance of avoiding the mechanical application of
political concepts belonging to different historical periods when assessing the Congress. At the same
time, attention is given to the role of the Islamic factor in the national and cultural thought of Turkic-
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Muslim intellectuals, thereby addressing the issue of the relationship between national and religious
identities.

The source base of the study consists of the materials of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress,
the papers and speeches delivered at the Congress, the resolutions adopted, the Azerbaijani, Turkish,
and Soviet press of the period, as well as Soviet political and administrative documents. In addition,
the study draws on research conducted in Azerbaijani, Turkish, Russian, and Western historiography
concerning Turkism, Pan-Turkism, Turanism, Jadidism, and Turkic-Muslim national movements.
Comparing sources of different types makes it possible to determine more objectively the differences
between the initial objectives of the Congress and its subsequent ideological interpretation.

Thus, the study of the history of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress is significant not only
for examining a stage in the development of Turkological scholarship, but also for understanding the
relationship between national identity, language, culture, Islam, and political ideology in the early
twentieth century. Examining the difference between the nature of the Congress as a scholarly and
cultural event within its historical context and the ideological meaning attributed to it in subsequent
Soviet political discourse makes it possible both to preserve the historical objectivity of the event and
to determine more accurately the meanings acquired by the concept of “Pan-Turkism” at different
historical stages.

The Intellectual Formation of Turkism and Pan-Turkism in the Late Nineteenth and Early
Twentieth Centuries. The late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries constituted a period of
significant change in perceptions of national identity in the political and cultural history of the Turkic
peoples. The spread of nationalist ideas in Europe, the strengthening of national consciousness among
various peoples living within empires, and the development of the press also influenced the intel-
lectual environment of the Turkic-Muslim peoples living in the Russian Empire. As a result of these
processes, issues of language, education, national history, cultural self-awareness, and social solida-
rity began to occupy an increasingly important place in the activities of Turkic-Muslim intellectuals.
However, the emergence of Turkism during this period cannot be explained solely in terms of the
idea of political unity. In its early stage, Turkism often manifested itself in connection with enligh-
tenment, linguistic and cultural reforms, the modernization of education, and the development of
national consciousness [11, s.235].

The activities of Ismail Bey Gaspirali were of particular significance in this process. A Crimean
Tatar intellectual, Gaspirali associated the modernization of Muslim societies with the renewal of
education, the establishment of new-method schools, and the development of the press. The news-
paper Tercliman, which he began publishing in 1883, became one of the important means of intellec-
tual exchange among various Turkic-Muslim regions of the Russian Empire. Although Gaspirali’s
principle of “unity in language, thought, and action” influenced the subsequent development of Tur-
kist thought, it would be inappropriate to automatically equate the original meaning of this principle
with the idea of establishing a unified political state. In this context, linguistic and cultural rappro-
chement, enlightenment, and the modernization of Muslim societies were of particular importance [5,
s5.319].

At the beginning of the twentieth century, Turkist ideas developed along different lines among
the Turkic-Muslim intellectuals of the Russian Empire. In the Azerbaijani context, intellectuals such
as Ali Bey Hiiseynzade, Ahmad Bey Agaoglu, and, at a later stage, Mahammad Amin Rasulzade
discussed issues of national identity, language, Islam, modernization, and political organization in an
interconnected manner. In the Ottoman Empire, meanwhile, the theoretical foundations of Turkism
were developed in a more systematic manner in the works of thinkers such as Yusuf Akgura and Ziya
Gokalp. Akgura’s 1904 essay Ug Tarz-1 Siyaset (“Three Ways of Policy”) was of particular impor-
tance in the Ottoman political thought of the period for its comparison of the approaches of Otto-
manism, Islamism, and Turkism [6, s.170].

Thus, Turkism that emerged in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries can be under-
stood not as a unified and unchanging ideological movement, but as a multifaceted process that ac-
quired different meanings in various intellectual and political contexts. It is precisely this diversity
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that makes it necessary to distinguish Turkism, Pan-Turkism, and Turanism from one another in
subsequent analysis.

The Distinct Meanings of Turanism and Pan-Turkism. Although the concepts of Turkism,
Pan-Turkism, and Turanism are sometimes used interchangeably in historiography, their historical
origins and meanings are not identical. The roots of the concept of “Turan” can be traced back to
ancient Iranian literary and historical traditions, where it initially referred to a particular geographical
and mythological conception. In the nineteenth century, as theories concerning linguistic and ethnic
affinities spread in Europe, the concept of “Turan” acquired new meanings and, in the subsequent
period, came to express broader conceptions of unity in certain Turkist and nationalist circles. There-
fore, from a methodological perspective, it would be inaccurate to equate Turanism exclusively with
the political Turkism of the early twentieth century.

The term Pan-Turkism, in particular, became increasingly widespread in connection with the
emergence of political and ideological dimensions to ideas of unity among the Turkic peoples in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. However, the concept itself was not used in an identical
sense by different authors. Some studies present Pan-Turkism as a project of political unity and irre-
dentism, whereas other approaches also take into account its cultural and language-based forms of
unity. In his analysis of the history of Pan-Turkism, Jacob M. Landau specifically emphasizes the
changing meanings of the concept from the late nineteenth century through different stages of the
twentieth century and demonstrates the limitations of explaining its evolution solely within the
framework of a unified political project [6, s.470].

From this perspective, in analyzing the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress, it would be
inappropriate to proceed from the assumption that the concepts of “Turkism,” “Pan-Turkism,” and
“Turanism” had identical meanings. The existence of views expressed at the Congress concerning the
linguistic and cultural rapprochement of the Turkic peoples does not, in itself, demonstrate that the
event constituted a political Pan-Turkist project. Rather, it is necessary to examine separately the
purposes for which these views were advanced under the specific historical circumstances of the
period and how they were subsequently reinterpreted in political discourse.

This terminological distinction constitutes one of the main methodological foundations of the
article. In subsequent Soviet political discourse, “Pan-Turkism” was used predominantly as a cate-
gory of political accusation, and, as a result, national-cultural and linguistic initiatives from the pre-
ceding period could also be presented within the framework of this category.

The National-Cultural Activities of Turkic-Muslim Intellectuals in the Russian Empire. The
national-cultural processes that emerged among the Turkic-Muslim peoples of the Russian Empire
from the late nineteenth century onward were not limited to the dissemination of political ideas.
Enlightenment, the establishment of new-method schools, the development of the press, women’s
education, the simplification of language, and the social modernization of Muslim societies
constituted the main areas of intellectual activity. Jadidism was one of the important components of
this process and developed in different forms across various Turkic-Muslim regions [5, s.319-333].

In the Azerbaijani context, this process unfolded within the broader framework of the Russian
Empire. The intellectual and press environment that emerged in Baku, Tiflis, and other cities created
platforms for discussions of the Turkic language, education, national history, and Islam. In the acti-
vities of intellectuals such as Ali Bey Hiiseynzade and Ahmad Bey Agaoglu, the interrelationship
between Turkic identity, Islam, and modernization occupied an important place. From this perspec-
tive, the formation of Azerbaijani Turkism should be examined both within the political environment
of the Russian Empire and in the context of its connections with the Ottoman intellectual world.

An important characteristic of the activities of Turkic-Muslim intellectuals in the Russian Em-
pire was that they did not share a uniform ideological position. Some intellectuals placed greater
emphasis on Islamic solidarity, others on Turkic linguistic and cultural unity, while another group
prioritized modernization and national political organization. This diversity makes it problematic to
generalize the activities of these intellectuals under a single political category such as “Pan-Turkism”
in the subsequent period.
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The press played a particularly important role in these processes. Terciiman, the Azerbaijani
press, and other Turkic-Muslim publications enabled intellectuals from different regions to establish
contacts with one another. Thus, the national-cultural networks that emerged in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries played an important role in preparing the intellectual and social
foundation of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress..

The Political and Scholarly Context of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress. The holding
of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress coincided with a period during the first decade of Soviet
rule when the approach to the national question was relatively complex. Within the framework of
Soviet national policy in the 1920s, certain opportunities were created for the development of local
languages, national cadres, and cultural institutions. At the same time, this policy was implemented
under the broader political and ideological control of the Soviet state. Therefore, it is insufficient to
explain the environment in which the Congress was held solely in terms of national-cultural revival
or solely in terms of Sovietization; the interaction between these two processes must also be taken
into account.

The decision to hold the Congress in Baku was also related to the geographical and intellectual
position of the Azerbaijan SSR. Since the beginning of the twentieth century, Baku had been one of
the important cultural centers in which Turkic-Muslim intellectuals were active. The city’s connec-
tions with Russia, the Caucasus, Iran, the Ottoman Empire/Turkey, and Central Asia had made it one
of the spaces where various intellectual currents intersected.

The inclusion of the study of Turkic languages, alphabet reform, linguistics, terminology, lite-
rature, education, and other scholarly and cultural issues on the Congress agenda demonstrates its
significance for the institutional development of Turkological scholarship. At the same time, the fact
that the event was held under Soviet rule made it impossible to consider it entirely outside the political
context. The organization and activities of the Congress should therefore be approached from scho-
larly, national-cultural, and state-policy perspectives alike.

For this reason, in determining the historical nature of the Congress, it is important to distin-
guish the context of 1926, in which it was held, from the political circumstances of the subsequent
1930s. The differences in the assessments given to the same event at different political stages are
precisely related to these changing contexts..

Language, Alphabet, and the Cultural Rapprochement of the Turkic Peoples at the Congress.
One of the main characteristics of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress was the extensive discussion
of questions concerning language and writing. The issue of the alphabet was not merely technical in
nature. The writing system was directly connected with education, literacy, the development of books
and the press, the formation of scholarly terminology, and opportunities for communication among
different Turkic peoples. From this perspective, the prominent place given to the alphabet issue on
the Congress agenda can be associated with the modernization and educational needs of the period.

The mutual affinity of the Turkic languages and their study also constituted one of the scholarly
directions of the Congress. The study of the linguistic characteristics of different Turkic peoples
contributed to the development of broader Turkological research. At the same time, discussions
concerning common terminology and writing systems also brought the idea of cultural rapprochement
to the forefront. However, when determining the specific meaning of this rapprochement, it is
necessary to distinguish scholarly and cultural cooperation from the idea of political unity.

The Congress’s discussions on language and alphabet were also significant from the perspective
of subsequent Soviet national policy. The changes introduced in the writing systems of the Turkic
languages beginning in the late 1920s, followed later by the transition of the alphabets of various
Turkic peoples to Cyrillic scripts, also demonstrated the political and administrative dimensions of
language policy. In this regard, the discussions of the 1926 Congress provide important material for
a comparative study of subsequent language policies.

Thus, the discussion of language and alphabet issues at the Congress had scholarly, educational,
and cultural-unity dimensions. It was precisely this multilayered character that created the conditions
for the Congress to be interpreted in different ways in subsequent periods.
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The “Pan-Turkism” Discourse Regarding the Congress. The association of the 1926 Baku
Turkological Congress with “Pan-Turkism” in subsequent historiography and political discourse
constitutes one of the central problems addressed in this article. The important issue here is to
distinguish between the scholarly and cultural initiatives that existed at the time when the Congress
was held and the subsequent political assessment of the event. In Soviet political discourse, the
evaluation of certain forms of national ideas within the categories of “bourgeois nationalism” and
“Pan-Turkism” became particularly stringent in the late 1920s and during the 1930s.

The fact that some of the Congress participants expressed views concerning the linguistic and
cultural development of the Turkic peoples does not, in itself, demonstrate that all of them supported a
unified Pan-Turkist political program. Rather, it is necessary to distinguish between the ideological
positions of the participants and to analyze their earlier activities and specific statements separately. In
this regard, it is necessary to distinguish between the use of the concept of “Pan-Turkist” as a subsequent
political accusation and its intellectual meaning in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

The presentation of “Pan-Turkism” as a dangerous political orientation in Soviet political
discourse developed in parallel with changing attitudes toward national-cultural activities. The policy
of developing national languages and cultures, which had been supported to a certain extent during
the earlier period, was subsequently replaced by more centralized mechanisms of control. Under these
circumstances, ideas concerning linguistic and cultural rapprochement among the Turkic peoples
could also be assessed through the prism of political threat.

From this perspective, when examining the discourse of “Pan-Turkism” concerning the Cong-
ress, the central question should not be formulated as “Was the Congress Pan-Turkist?”, but rather as
how and at what historical stage the scholarly and cultural activities of the Congress came to be
associated with the political category of “Pan-Turkism.” Such an approach makes it possible to
examine the history of the event without equating the Congress itself with subsequent political
accusations.

The Islamic Factor: The Relationship Between Turkic and Religious Identity. The relation-
ship between national and religious identities in the worldview of Turkic-Muslim intellectuals consti-
tuted one of the important issues from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century. For the Tur-
kic-Muslim population of the Russian Empire, Islam was not only a religious faith, but also an impor-
tant element of social and cultural life and one of the sources of solidarity among different commu-
nities. At the same time, as national ideas developed, language, ethnic affiliation, and historical me-
mory increasingly emerged as key components of identity.

From this perspective, it would be inappropriate to present the relationship between Turkism and
Islamism either as one of confrontation or as complete identity. Different intellectuals sought to
reconcile these two forms of identity in different ways. Ali Bey Hiiseynzade’s formula of “Turkifica-
tion, Islamization, and Modernization” is one of the important examples in Azerbaijani and, more
broadly, Turkic-Muslim intellectual history in which these three directions were presented as mutually
complementary components. In subsequent periods, however, the development of national statehood,
secularization, and the influence of Soviet ideology altered the content of these relationships.

Taking the Islamic factor into consideration separately in the analysis of the 1926 Turkological
Congress is important because a significant part of the social and intellectual environment in which
the Congress emerged had been shaped by the activities of earlier generations of Turkic-Muslim
intellectuals. Nevertheless, the place occupied by religious issues in the Congress’s specific agenda
needs to be determined separately on the basis of primary sources. A distinction should be made
between the presence of the Islamic factor in the broader historical context and its specific place on
the Congress’s agenda.

This approach also prevents the relationship of Turkism and Pan-Turkism with Islam from
being presented as a single, uniform model. The interaction between national and religious identities
changed at different historical stages, while Soviet atheistic policies introduced a new political
framework into this relationship.
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Conclusion: The Place of the Baku Congress in the History of Turkological Scholarship and
National Identity. The 1926 Baku Turkological Congress was one of the important scholarly platforms
at which issues concerning the linguistic, literary, educational, and cultural development of the Turkic
peoples were discussed at an international level in the early twentieth century. The prominent place
occupied by questions of language and alphabet on the Congress agenda was one of the principal factors
determining its role in the development of Turkological scholarship. At the same time, the gathering of
representatives of different Turkic peoples on a common scholarly platform constituted an important
indication of the processes of national-cultural rapprochement taking place during the period.

The study demonstrates that distinguishing between the concepts of Turkism, Pan-Turkism, and
Turanism is an important methodological prerequisite for determining the historical nature of the
Congress. Bringing all forms of national-cultural activity that expanded among Turkic-Muslim
intellectuals in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries under a single political category of
Pan-Turkism may oversimplify the ideological diversity of the period.

The subsequent association of the Congress with “Pan-Turkism” in Soviet political discourse
should, in turn, be examined as a separate historical process. In particular, the changing attitude toward
the activities of national intellectuals during the 1930s and the use of accusations of “Pan-Turkism”
within mechanisms of political persecution indicate that there was a certain distance between the scho-
larly and cultural activities of 1926 and their subsequent political interpretation. Therefore, assessing
the history of the Congress outside the context of the period in which it was held and solely on the basis
of subsequent political accusations would constitute a methodologically limited approach.

The significance of the Baku Turkological Congress can also be assessed from the perspective
of the formation of national identity. The joint discussion of questions concerning language, history,
culture, and education represented a scholarly expression of processes related to the development of
the national and cultural self-awareness of the Turkic peoples. The Islamic factor, meanwhile, makes
it possible to consider that these processes developed within the broader Turkic-Muslim intellectual
environment. Nevertheless, the place occupied by religious issues on the specific agenda of the
Congress should be determined separately through an analysis of primary sources.

Thus, the centenary of the 1926 Baku Turkological Congress provides an opportunity to
reconsider not only its role in the history of Turkological scholarship, but also its place in the history
of national identity, language, culture, and political ideology in the twentieth century. Examining the
distinction between the scholarly and cultural objectives of the Congress and the “Pan-Turkist”
meaning subsequently attributed to it in Soviet political discourse makes it possible to demonstrate
how the event acquired different meanings at different historical stages.
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FORIDO ALLAHVERDIYEVA

Baki Doviat Universitetinin miiallimi

1926-CI IL BAKI TURKOLOJI QURULTAYININ
ELMI-MODONI MOQSODLORI VO ONLARIN SONRAKI SOVET SiYASI
DISKURSUNDA “PANTURKIST” INTERPRETASIYASI

1926-c1 ilds Bakida kegirilmis I Tiirkoloji Qurultay XX asrin avvallarinds tiirk xalqlarinin dil,
odobiyyat, tohsil vo madani inkisafi ilo bagh elmi miizakiralorin mithiim morhalslorindon biri olmus-
dur. Qurultaym 100 illiyi arafosinds onun yalniz tiirkoloji elmin inkisafi baximindan deyil, ham da
dovriin milli-madani va siyasi ideyalarinin qarsiliqli miinasibati kontekstinds arasdirilmasi xiisusi
aktualliq kosb edir. Magalada 1926-c1 il Baki Tiirkoloji Qurultayiin elmi-modani magsadlori ilo son-
rak1 Sovet siyasi diskursunda Qurultaya vo onun istirak¢ilarina miinasibatdo formalasdirilan “Pan-
tiirkizm” interpretasiyasi miiqayisali sokilda tohlil edilir.

Toadgigatda XIX asrin sonu — XX asrin avvallorinda tiirkgiiliik, Pantiirkizm vo Turangiliq ideya-
lariin formalasmasi vo mazmun doyisikliklori nazardoan kegirilir, bu anlayislarin eynilasdirilmasinin
yaratdig1 metodoloji problemlora diqgat yetirilir. Eyni zamanda Rusiya imperiyasinda tiirk-miisalman
ziyalilariin milli-madoni faaliyyati, dil vo alifba masalalori, tiirk xalglari arasinda modoni yaxinlas-
ma togabbiislari va onlarin 1926-c1 il Qurultayinin ideya-siyasi fonunun formalasmasindaki rolu aras-
dirilir. Qurultayin giindsliyi, ¢ixislari vo gobul olunmus gorarlar asasinda onun asas moagsadlorinin
tiirkoloji elmin inkisafi, dil va alifba masalalarinin miizakirasi, tahsil vo madani amokdashigin genis-
londirilmasi ilo bagl oldugu miisyyanlogdirilir.

Mogaloda homginin tiirkgiiliik vo Islam amilinin qarsiliqli miinasiboti nozarden kegirilorak, mil-
li vo dini identikliyin dovriin tiirk-miisolman ziyalilarinin diisiincosinds tutdugu yer tahlil olunur.
Sonraki marhalada, xiisusilo 1930-cu illards, “Pantiirkizm” ittthaminin siyasi diskursda va repressiya
praktikasinda istifadosi aragdirilir. Bununla da Qurultayin ilkin elmi-madoni giindaliyi ilo onun son-
rak1 Sovet siyasi interpretasiyasi arasindaki forqlorin miioyyanlosdirilmasi magsadi qarsiya qoyulur.
Toadqiqat gostorir ki, 1926-c1 il Baki Tiirkoloji Qurultaymin tarixi mahiyyatinin giymotlondirilmasi
tigiin onun kegirildiyi dovriin elmi, milli-madoni vo siyasi kontekstlarini, eloco do sonraki dovrlords
hadisaya verilmis ideoloji sorhlari bir-birindan forglondirmok zaruridir.

Acar sézlar: Baki Tiirkoloji Qurultayi, tiirkgiiliik, Pantiirkizm, Turangiliq, Islam amili, tiirk-
miisalman ziyalilari, Sovet siyasi diskursu, milli kimlik.

DOAPUJA AJIVTAXBEP/IMEBA

IIpenodasamenv bakunckozo I'ocydapcmeennozo Yuusepcumema

HAYYHO-KYJIbTYPHBIE LIEJIN
BAKHHCKOI'O THOPKOJJOI'MYECKOI'O CBE3 A 1926 I'OJA
N UX «(JTAHTIOPKUCTCKAS» HHTEPIIPETAIIUA B IIOCJIEAYIOHIEM
COBETCKOM NOJIUTUYECKOM JJUCKYPCE

Ilepssiii Tropkonoruuecknii cbe3n, cocrosiBumiics B baky B 1926 rozy, ctan oJHUM U3 BaKHBIX
ATarOB HAYYHBIX TIUCKYCCHU, CBA3aHHBIX C SI3bIKOBBIM, JIMTEPATYPHBIM, 00pa30BaTEIbHBIM U KYJIb-
TYpPHBIM Pa3BUTHEM TIOPKCKHX HapoaoB B Hauaie XX Beka. B npenasepun 100-netust Cresna oco-
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Oy10 aKTyaJIbHOCTB IPHOOPETAET €ro U3yUCHHE HE TOJIBKO C TOUKH 3PEHUS PA3BUTHS TIOPKOJIOTHYEC-
KOI HayKH, HO U B KOHTEKCTE B3aMMOCBSI3U HALlMOHAIBHO-KYJIBTYPHBIX M IIOJUTHUECKUX UAEH pacc-
MaTpUBAEMOTro nepuoja. B craTthe B CpaBHUTEIHHOM acleKTe aHATU3UPYIOTCS HAyYHO-KYJIbTYPHBIC
nesnn bakMHCKOro THOPKOJIOTMYECKOro cbeszfia 1926 rona M «IaHTIOPKUCTCKAs WHTEpHpeTarys,
copMHpOBABIIASICS B IMIOCIEAYIOMIEM COBETCKOM IOJIUTHYECKOM JTUCKypce B OTHOIIEHHU Che3na u
€ro y4aCTHHUKOB.

B uccnenoBannu paccMaTpuBaroTcs OPMUPOBAHUE U U3MEHEHUS COJCPKAHUS WU TIOPKH3-
Ma, IaHTIOPKU3Ma U TypaHu3Ma ¢ koHna XIX — Hayana XX Beka, a TakKe yJelseTcsl BHUMAaHUE Me-
TOJIOJIOTUYECKUM TpoOsieMaM, BO3HHKAIOIIMM BCIEACTBUE OTOXIECTBICHUS JTAHHBIX MOHSATHM.
Hapsny ¢ atum uccnenyroTes HallMOHAIbHO-KYJIBTYPHAsl JeSITeIbHOCTh TIOPKO-MYCYJIbMaHCKON UH-
TesureHu B Poccuiickoil mMiiepuu, BONPOCHI s3bIKa U ali(haBUTA, MHUIIMATUBBI [0 KYJIBTYPHOMY
COJMIKEHHUIO TIOPKCKMX HAapoJIOB M MX POJIb B (POPMUPOBAHUM HJIEHHO-TIOJUTUYECKOIO KOHTEKCTa
bakunckoro cbe3na 1926 roga. Ha ocHoBe nosectku aHs Cbe3fa, BHICTYIUIEHUH €r0 yYaCTHUKOB U
IPUHATBIX PEIIEHUH ONpeaessieTcs, 4YTo ero OCHOBHBIE 1IeJIM ObUIN CBSI3aHbI C Pa3BUTHEM TIOPKOJIO-
THYECKOU HAayKH, 00CYKIEHHEM BOITPOCOB SI3bIKA U ali(haBUTA, a TAK)KE PaCHIMPEHHEM 00pa30BaTeib-
HOTO U KYJbTYPHOTO COTPYIHUYECTBA.

B craThe Takke paccMaTpuBaeTCs B3aUMOCBS3b TIOPKU3MA U HCIAMCKOTO (haKkTopa, aHaIH3H-
pyeTcsi MECTO HallMOHAJIbHOW M PEJIMTMO3HON UAEHTUYHOCTH B MUPOBO33PEHUU TIOPKO-MYCYJIbMaH-
CKOI MHTEJUIMIeHIIMN paccMaTpuBaeMoro nepuoaa. Ha nocnenyromem stane, ocooenHo B 1930-e
rofibl, UCCIIEAyeTCs HMCIOJIb30BaHNE OOBUHEHUH B «IIaHTIOPKU3ME» B MOJUTHUYECKOM JIUCKypCEe U
penpeccuBHOM MpakTUKe. TeM caMbIM CTaBUTCS 33a4a BBISIBUTH PA3JIMYHS MEXY TIEpBOHAYATbHON
HAY4YHO-KYJbTYpHOI noBecTkoi Che3lia U ero Mnocieayromeil COBETCKOM MoIUTHYECKOM HHTepIIpe-
tanueil. MccnenoBanue moka3bIBaeT, YTO JUISL ONPEIEICHUS] HCTOPUYECKOTO 3Ha4eHUs1 bakuHCKOro
TIOPKOJIOTMYECKOro cbe3na 1926 roga He0OX0AMMO pa3srpaHUUYMBATh HAy4UHbIH, HAIMOHAIbHO-KYJIb-
TYpPHBIH ¥ MOJIMTUYECKUI KOHTEKCTHI IIEpUOJa €ro MPOBEICHUS, a TaKXKe UACOJIOTHYeCKUe UHTEp-
npeTamyu, ChOPMHUPOBABIINECS B TIOCIEIYIOIINE TEPUO/IBI.

Knrouesvie cnosa: bakmHCKNN TIOPKOJIOTMUECKUHN CHE3J1, TIOPKU3M, NTAHTIOPKU3M, TyPaHU3M,
UCIaMCKHIl (paKTop, TIOPKO-MYCYJIbMAaHCKasi UHTEJUIMTEHIUS, COBETCKUI MOJUTHYECKUM IHUCKYpC,
HallMOHaIbHas UIEHTUYHOCTb.

Maqalanin ¢apa gabul olunma tarixi: 02 oktyabr 2026-c: il.
Redaksiya heyatinin garari ila nasr edilib.
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