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Mongolia and Tuva up until 1911 were part of the Qing Empire
of China. Already from the middle of the XIX century, the terri-
tory of Mongolia served for Russian revolutionaries of all direc-
tions, including the Narodniks, and then also the Social Democrats
and Anarchists, as a safe haven and a “transit” zone for emigrants
to China’.

Anarchist groups have operated since 1906 in the Russian Trans-
baikal region?. However, any influence of anarchists on the popu-

! Mapesckas E.M. Ilomurmueckue cchutbbie Cubupu B Monrommm //
CcoinbHble peBomormoHepsl B Cubupn (XIX B. — ¢eBpans 1917 r. Beimyck 2.
Wpxkyrck, 1974. C.122; Jlysauun CI. Poccus — Monronms — Kurait B repBoit
nonoBuHe XX Beka. [Tonurnueckme B3anMooTHOIIeHNsS B 1911 — 1946. MockBa,
2003. C.99.

> One of the first anarchist groups in the Transbaikal region was the
Chita group around the former convict N. Cohn, which arose in the spring of
1906. After its unification in July 1906 with the group of social democrats (Z.
Berman), which was close to anarchism, and with other former members of



lation of Mongolia and Tuva during this period is not traced. The
activities of anarchists in the territories of Mongolia and Tuva are
connected, first of all, with the events of the Great Russian Revo-
lution of 1917-1921. During the civil war in Russia (1918 — 1922),
these two countries turned into a field of confrontation between
the armed formations of Russian “red” and “white”, of Chinese and
Mongolian military detachments.

In socio-economic and political terms, Mongolia and Tuva in
the 1910s — 1920s had much in common. The local population
engaged mainly in nomadic cattle. Peasant cattle-breeders (arats)
were in various forms of dependence on secular nobility and
Buddhist clergy (lamas and their datsan monasteries). Industry
was not large. In both countries there was also a Russian pop-
ulation, engaged mainly in agriculture, industry and commerce.
The political status was determined mainly by the border position
between Russia and China. Mongolia, which was part of the Qing
Empire until 1911, gained autonomy with Russian support after
the fall of monarchy in China. The established regime headed by
the leader of the Lamaist church, the Bogd-Khan, who was erected
on the Mongol throne, existed until 1919, when the Chinese troops

Socialist-Revolutionary and Social-Democratic organizations, the “Transbaikal
Federation of Groups of the Armed People’s Uprising” was formed. There were
also the Siberian group of anarchist individualists [1908], the Chita group of
communist anarchists (formed by 1909, maintained ties with the anarchists of
Kharbin), a group of young students led by the anarcho-syndicalist I.K. Roit-
man in Verkhneudinsk (1910 — 1911), where in 1914 anarchist LM. Gordon ar-
rived from Tulun for the organization of a military group and a printing press.
See: IIteipbyn A.A. AHapxucrckoe aBipkeHne B Cubupu B 1-it uerBept XX
BeKa: AHTUIOCY[ApCTBEHHBI GYHT M HEroCyJapCTBEeHHas CaMOOPraHM3aLus
Tpypstiumxcs: Teopus n npaxkruka. Yacts 1. (1900-1918). Omck, 1996. C.81, 84,
88-91; Ucropmsa Byparun. Tom III. XX — XXI BB. Yman-Yna, 2011. C.23-24. It is
worth noting that anarchist influence persisted in Transbaikalia until the second
half of the 1920s. Thus, in the report of the OGPU for February 1926, a strong agita-
tion of anarchists at the Verkhneudinsk glass plant was noted. See: “Cosepirenno
cexkperHo”: JIyGsiuka CranuHy o mosokeHuu B crpate (1922 — 1934). Tom 4. 1926
ron. Mocksa, 2001. C.114.



that entered the country liquidated the autonomy. But in the
autumn of 1920, Mongolia was captured by the detachments of
the Russian “white” General R.F. Ungern-Sternberg, who formally
restored the independence of Mongolia. In the summer of 1921,
he was defeated by the troops of the Far Eastern Republic and
detachments of the Mongolian People’s Party. The new People’s
Government established a close alliance with Soviet Russia, and
in November 1924 officially proclaimed the Mongolian People’s
Republic. Tuva (Uryanghai region), being between Mongolia and
Russia, was declared a Russian protectorate in 1914. In 1918, the
rule of Soviets was temporarily established in the province, based
on Bolsheviks and Left Socialist-Revolutionaries. In the summer,
it was overthrown by the “whites”. Until the summer of 1919,
Tuva was under the control of the Omsk government of Admiral
AV. Kolchak, and then until 1921 on its territory fought with
each other “white” and “red” Russian detachments, Chinese and
Mongolian troops and local formations. In August 1921, after the
final occupation of the Uryanghai by the “reds,” the Tannu-Tuva
People’s Republic was proclaimed. The new state existed under
the de facto protectorate of Soviet Russia; and Soviet advisers
acted in the country.

It was in the conditions of civil war in Russia that Russian anar-
chists began to appear in Mongolia and Tuva, primarily in the “red”
detachments.

In March 1918 a detachment from Cheremkhovo headed by
an anarchist Dmitry Matveyevich Tretyakov arrived in the city
of Troitskosavsk (Kyakhta) on the Mongolian border and helped
the local Council take power. However, the soldiers refused to
obey the authorities and the headquarters of the Red Guard; and
conflicts with the population began to erupt. Having arrested a
number of “commissars” and policemen who supported Ataman
Semyonov, part of the detachment led by Tretyakov went to
Irkutsk in April, but was surrounded on the road by the forces
of Centrosibir (Supreme organ of Soviet Siberia, — V.D., K.L.)



and disarmed. Tretyakov and the commissar of the detachment,
Koshkin, were arrested. The remnants of the detachment led
by anarchist Graitser remained in Troitskosavsk. On May 21,
1918, the Congress of Soviets of Troitskosavsk Uyezd approved a
resolution, demanding that Griaitser’s detachment leave the city
within 4 hours. Eventually, the Council succeeded in securing the
withdrawal of the detachment. Graitser and several others remain-
ing alone in the town were arrested and sent to Cheremkhovo
under an escort’.

In the summer of 1918, Soviet power in Eastern Siberia was over-
thrown, and Red Army men, Bolsheviks and Anarchists fled to
Mongolia, fleeing from repression, individually and in groups*.

So, in September 1918, after the defeat by the “white” units
in Transbaikal region, the detachments of anarchists Nestor
Alexandrovitch Kalandarishvili (1876-1922)° and Dmitri Matveye-
vich Tretyakov (1886-1919)° - they consisted of miners of

* Epmakos B.[l. Poccuiickuit aHAPXU3M M aHAPXWUCTHI (BTOpAS MONOBMHA
XIX Beka — koHer; XX BekoB). CaHkr-IletepOypr, 1996. C.121-122; IlITeip6yn
A.A. Amnapxucrckoe npmkeHme B Cubupu B 1-it uerBeptu XX Beka:
AHTUTOCYHApCTBEHHBINI OYHT M HErOCyHapCTBeHHas CaMOOPTaHM3ALIUA
Tpymstumxcst: Teopust m npaxruka. Yacts 2. (1918-1925). Omck, 1996. C.5-7;
Tosnauckuit B.C. Ouepku ucropuu BoopyxeHHoi1 60psosr CoeroB Cubupn ¢
KOHTppeBoJonyeit B 1917 — 1918 rr. HoBocubupck, 1973. C.144-145.

* Bentos E.A. Poccus n Momromms (1911 — 1919). Mockaa, 1999. C. 175.

* Kalandarishvili’s detachment began to be formed in February 1918. It
was named “1* Irkutsk separate cavalry division of communist anarchists” (See:
Kosxesun B.E. Jlerenmapueni naprusasn Cubupn. Yinan-Yus, 1987. C.3) or
Irkutsk Cavalry Division of Anarchist-Communists-Internationalists” (ibid., C.
50). In July 1918, the detachment was renamed the 1* International Cavalry Di-
vision. After the reorganization of the troops of Centrosibir, from the end of July
1918 it was part of the 3 rd Soviet Verkhneudinsk Division of the 2™ Soviet Corps
(2™ Siberian Rifle Socialist Corps) of the Baikal Front; The commander of the divi-
sion was Kalandarishvili. With the collapse of the Baikal Front in August 1918, the
Third Soviet Verkhneudinsk Division formed the backbone of the Troitskosavsk
Front, whose commander was Kalandarishvili.

% Anarchist-Communist Tretyakov was serving penal hard labour in Al-
gachi and Gorny Zerentui, then on a settlement in the Yakutsk region, from where
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party and state figures, S.K. Toka, who took part in the suppres-
sion of the “Party of the Fist”, in the autumn of 1924 the detach-
ment of Chuduruk was concentrated in the traditional stronghold
of the radicals: on the river Elegest, in Ulug-Alak, Chargy-Bary and
Tyttyg-Aryg, where they provided support, and continued confis-
cation of cattle and expropriation . In early December 1924, they
were in the valley of Ulug-Khem (the Upper Yenisei), above Ust-
Elegest, entrenched on the island of Tyttyg-Aryg. The forces of
government soldiers surrounded them, forced them to surrender
and disarm*!. Radical Arat movement in Tuva was put an end.

*! Toxa C.K. CitoBo apata. Kuura 2. Yacts 3. [nasa 6. ITaptus uymypyx
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Cheremkhovo, anarchists and “internationalists” (Chinese, Hun-
garians, etc.) — as well as the “red” detachments of V.M. Ragozin,
S.I. Lebedev, S.S. Blumenfeld, and others retreated in the territory
of Mongolia. Later, in the valley of the river Dzhida, they were
joined by the remnants of the 1% Chita international detachment
of Armand Mueller’, which were originally moving along with the
Red Guard detachment of workers of the Chita main railroad shops
under the command of the anarcho-syndicalist R. Orlov. As the
researcher V.E. Kozhevin writes, the border crossing plan was pro-
posed by N.A. Kalandarishvili, but not all commanders supported
him®. Moving along the river Dzhida, the detachments, numbering
at least 800 people by that time® (according to other sources, up
to 1,500 people)!?, reached the border near the village Modonkul

he fled. In 1917 he was a member of the Tomsk Union of United Anarchists and
one of the organizers of the workers Red Guard in Cheremkhovo. Since March
1918, he commanded a detachment of Cherimkhovo Red Guards in the Trans-
baikal region; in April 1918, he was arrested by order of Centrosibir, but then
released and became commander of an anarchist Red Guard detachment on the
Dauria front. From the end of July 1918 the detachment of Tretyakov joined the
Soviet troops of Troitskosavsk front. At the end of 1918 Tretyakov conducted il-
legal work in Krasnoyarsk, he was arrested by the White Guards and on July 19,
1919, was shot by them as a hostage.

7 Koxesun B.E. Op.cit. C. 60-61.

® Ibid. C.63.

° AM. Hamecrsue “kpacubx” m3s Monromu // Csobommas Cubups.
Kpacuostpck, 1918. Ne 125 [337], 17 [4] oxrs6ps. C.4.

' Concerning the number of red guerrillas participating in the Mongolia
campaign, some contradictory data are presented in the scientific literature. Thus,
the Soviet historian M.A. Gudoshnikov claimed that “about three thousand peo-
ple retreated” (CygorramkoB M.A. OuepKu 10 MCTOPUIM TPAXKAAHCKOI BOIIHBI B
Cubupu. Upkyrck, 1959. C.103). Historian V.E. Kozhevin partially agrees with
this point of view: he writes that “thousands of people went to the campaign.
There were 1,500 fighters only from Kalandarishvili’s detachment who went to
the west” (Koxxesus B.E. Op.cit. C. 52.). However, in one of the other publications,
the same author specified that “Kalandarishvili led the legendary campaign of sev-
eral Red Guards detachments (with total number over 1500 people)” (KoxxeBus B.
K 100-neturo co nua poxpenusa Hecropa Anexkcanngposnua Kamannapuimsumm.
XpoHnka, ¢paxTsl, Haxonky // BoenHo-ucropnueckuii sxypHai. 1976. Ne6. C.119).



and headed towards Khatkhyl (Hatgal) in Mongolia. As the White
Guard sources asserted, “the main squad of Karandashvili (sic!)
began a march from Khatkhyl on the south-west of Mongolia,
apparently seeking to penetrate the Semirechye”. It was alleged
that before the “entry” of the Reds, the population of Khatkhyl,
the post office and the office of the Mongolian expedition were
evacuated” to area of the lake Kosogol (Hubsugul)!!. According
to the information cited by V.E. Kozhevin, the detachments spent
about 2 weeks in the ulus Darhii-Huree in Northern Mongolia
(east of Lake Hubsugul), and then, crossing the border with Russia
near the ulus of Sanaga in Buryatia, they again returned to Russian
territory and crossed the Sayan Mountains, having gone through
a total of about 1000 km.!? The details of the detachments’ stay in
the Mongolia are little known, but according to some information,
there were also Mongolians in their ranks'.

In March 1919, Buryat anarchist Pavel Sergeyevich Baltakhinov
(1900 — 1920) was hiding in Mongolia (in the Khathyl area) by his
sister. A student of the Orthodox theological seminary in Irkutsk,
he was in 1917-1918 a member of the Irkutsk group of anarchists
communists and of the Irkutsk united leftist group of Buryats; he
spread anarchist and anti-Kolchak agitation, participated in the un-
derground group of the “reds” and was forced to flee from Irkutsk

The same data are given by the Russian historian P.A. Novikov, who believes
that “the most likely figure is 1500 people” (Hosuxkos ILA. I'paxknaHckas BoitHa
B Bocrounoit Cubupu. Mocksa, 2005. C.155).

"' A.M. HarrectBue “kpacubrx” u3 MoHTOJIIL. .

'2 See: Kosxesun B.E. Jlereuaapusrit maprusasn... C.63; Hosukos ILA. Op.cit.
C.82, 155.

3 So, Kalandarishvili himself told to the writer LM. Novokshonov about a
Mongol partisan (later captured by the Kolchak people), who was a direct descen-
dant of Genghis Khan. Under the influence of this story, Novokshonov wrote the
novel “The Descendant of Genghis Khan”, which tells about the Mongolian youth
man who joined Kalandarishvili’s detachment, influenced by the commander’s
stories about a new, free life. Based on the story in 1928, the director V. Pudovkin
made the film of the same name. See: Ceménos A. B TBopueckoM coapysKecTBe
// Baiikain. 1980. Ne4. C.144.

mutiny in the east of the country in March 1924. Lama Sumunak
stood at the head of the uprising, supported by the local nobility
and the clergy. One of the reasons for the mutiny was a rumor that
the government intended to force women to wear short hair®’. The
insurgents demanded that Tuva accede to Mongolia®, obviously
hoping that it would be easier to preserve elements of the tradi-
tional way in the frame of Mongolia and to resist Soviet pressure.
Even the prime minister Prince Buyan-Badyrgy was suspected in
secret sympathy for the rebels, or at least their pro-Mongolian as-
pirations. Mongolia declared support for the movement, but the So-
viet Union intervened, securing the status quo®. In the summer of
1924, the insurrection was suppressed by the government detach-
ment and voluntary Arat squads. Kursedi himself played an active
role in suppressing the insurgency.

The ruling elites of Tuva blamed the Arat radicals for the situa-
tion. They announced that those actions had contributed to aggra-
vation of the situation, that the lawlessness of “Chuduruk Nam”
allegedly provoked discontent, and Kursedi was unable to restrain
the extreme and showed himself lawlessness while suppressing the
insurrection. As a result, the Third Congress of the TPRP in August
of 1924 ended with the complete defeat of the radicals and the con-
demnation of “Chuduruk Nam”. Kursedi was deprived of the post
of party chairman, and Danzyn was not elected to the Central Com-
mittee and was removed from all posts*. It was decided to disarm
the Arat detachments.

However, Danzyn and “Chuduruk Nam” did not obey the deci-
sions taken. As follows from the memoirs of the Tuvan and Soviet

¥ Ibid. C. 55.

% Mockanenko H.II Otmomomurwueckas ucropus Tysor B XX Bexe.
Mocksa, 2005. C.98-103.

%% See: Momnepos H.M. CoBeTcko-kuTaiickuit morosop 1924 roma (Mrorn
Keisbuickoir TpoiicTBeHHON KoHpepenuuu) // JoxymeHt. Apxus. Hcropms.
CoBpemeHHOCTb. Boimyck 5. Exatepuu6ypr, 2005. C. 162-167.

* Ycropus Tyser. Tom 2. C.111.
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ever, enjoyed considerable popularity. Modern researcher of
Tuvan culture B.A. Myshlyavtsev believes that “the destruction of
the rich and the gradual smoothing of property inequality were
not perceived by the majority of the population as a tragedy. On
the contrary, there was an embodying of the ideal of equality”,
which found “conformity in the traditional notions of the people
about justice “. “The most interesting in this sense are the “extreme
left “popular movements, for example “Chuduruk Nam”,Party of
the Fist” from the times of the revolution of the 1920s™3%.

As far as we can judge, “Chuduruk Nam” was an armed forma-
tion, whose mission was to protect the Arats and the poor from
the arbitrariness of the nobility, officials and rich pastoralists. So-
viet authors accused it of “lawlessness”, the seizure of cattle from
the population, beatings, orgies and violence against women>’. In
fact, the detachment members confiscated cattle and property of
the rich and punished acts of arbitrariness on the part of officials.
As for women and girls, it is about holding open meetings under the
slogan “Open Face”, where participants were encouraged to freely
discuss intimate issues (“love, including sexual relations, should be
free”), persuaded to cut off long hair. In the fight against insani-
tary conditions and religious prejudices, old clothes were destroyed
and hygiene rules were explained®. Of course, representatives of
the nobility, wealthy strata and the authorities qualified all these
actions as arbitrariness and banditry. With a more balanced con-
sideration, they can be evaluated as a manifestation of acute social
conflict.

The reason for the counterattack on the Arat movement from the
ruling elite was the events connected with the so-called Khamchik

* Memssies B.A. HopmaTupHas KynbTypa TyBuHIEB (komer XX -
Hauaso XXI Beka) — samlib.ru

% See: Apamusra I0.J1. Op.cit. C.109.

% About the “Open Face” campaigns, see, for example: Kucens B.A. [Toesaka
3a KpacHoit conbio. [lorpe6anbusie 06psiast Tyssr XVIII - Hauamo XXI 8. Cankr-
ITetepGypr, 2009. C.57.
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to avoid arrest. In August 1919, Baltakhinov returned to Russia,
joined the Kalandarishvili guerrillas, and in early 1920 headed the
“First Buryat Guerrilla Detachment™4, numbering 50-60 people’>.
According to the Mongolian journalist C. Munkhbayar, during his
stay in Mongolia, Baltakhinov led anarchist agitation among the
Mongols, and several people went to Russia with him'®. However,
there is no reason to regard the Baltakhinov detachment as anar-
chist, because it was formed with the participation of the local or-
ganization of the RCP (B)!”. In the 1920 — 1921, Balakhinov, Kalan-
darishvili and a number of other anarchists joined the Bolshevik
party.

Anarchists and Socialist-Revolutionaries Maximalists (acting to-
gether with the Left SRs) fought in the guerrilla army under the
command of A.D. Kravchenko and P.E. Shchetinkin who were close
to the Left SRs in that time. This army moved to Tuva after the de-
feat of the Stepno-Badzheyskaya partisan republic in July 1919, de-
feated the “white” detachments, and proclaimed there the restora-
tion of Soviet power!®, The partisans were in Tuva until September
1919, when they launched an offensive against Minusinsk city. Dur-
ing this time, up to 500 Russians and Tuvans!? joined their army,
including some of the future activists of the Arat movement.

* See: Kanes C.H. OkTa6pbcKast peBoIONMsA U KpaX aHapxusMa. Mocksa,
1974. C. 382; Erynos H.IIL IlaBen Banraxmnuos. Mpkyrck, 1979; Epmakos B.[.
Op.cit. C.165; Bacaes C. Mor 65! craTs cBsiieHHnkoM // T'azera PB — Murepuer-
raseta Peciy6nuxu Bypsarus — gazetarb.ru

5 Vuisr Ynan-Yas — DaMATHUKY MCTOPUM: CTOBAph-CIIPABOUHNK. YIIaH-
Y3, 2010. C.25.

6 Menx6aap Y. Bypmam BanraxusoB Ap MOHTOIJ aHAPXWMCT Y3JIMIAT
IPIIPYYIDK BX33 — moenhbayar.blogspot.ru

7 Quepxu mcropun Byparckoit opranmsarmum KIICC. Yman-Yis, 1970. C.
94.

18 See: MapmbimieB A.B., Emmceenxko AJ. TI'paxpmaHckas BoiHa B
Enucerickoii rybepuun. Kpacuosipck, 2008. C.165-168, 174-179.

19 Apanupra 10.J1. VicTopudeckuit TyTh TYBUMHCKOTO HapOJa K COLMAIM3MY.
Hosocubnpck, 1982. C.80.



The “White” General Ungern-Sternberg, whose troops con-
trolled the Mongol capital Urga from February to July 1921, saw
their main enemies in revolutionaries, socialists, communists,
anarchists and Jews who, he claimed, had destroyed the culture of
the West and now threatened civilizations of the East?’. As a result
of the pogrom and executions that he organized, dozens of leftist
activists of the Russian colony and Jews were brutally murdered.
Ungern told to the writer A.F. Ossendowski: “Why do Americans
put on the electric chair Anarchists who explode bombs, and I
cannot free the world from the scoundrels who have encroached
on the soul of a man? I, a Teutonic, descendant of crusaders and
pirates, I punish killers with death™?.

In 1921, according to Ch. Munkhbayar, the anarchists from

Buryatia fought in the Red Army’s 2274 Special Purpose Squad of
the “red” commander K.K. Baikalov (Nekunde), liberating Western
Mongolia from the “white” formations®.
In the future, there are only a few traces of the anarchists’ stay in
Mongolia. Thus, at the beginning of 1922, having suffered defeat
in the battles against the “Reds”, the commander of the partisan
detachment and one of the leaders of the Federation of Altai
Anarchists, LP. Novosyolov “isolated himself from the partisans
and disappeared without a trace”/ There is a version that he went
to Mongolia, and then to China®?

There are scanty information about the anarchists who fought
in Mongolia against both sides. So, American traveler-naturalist
Roy Chapman Andrews told in 1924 about the man he hired in
China as auto mechanic, going on an expedition to Mongolia. A
man of small stature who spoke Mongolian, Russian and Chinese,

» Benos E.A. Bapon Yurepn dou Ilrepubepr: 6morpadms, mmeomorus,
BOeHHBbIe Imoxoanl, 1920 — 1921. Mocksa, 2003. C.106.

' Cokonos B.B. Bapom Vurepm: UYepmbrit Bcamemk. Mocksa, 2006 -
www.litmir.co

%2 Meux6asp Y. Bypuan BanraxuHos...

B See: IITeip6y A.A. Op.cit. C.127.

in July 1923, the 2" Congress of the People’s Revolutionary Party
was assembled, the balance of forces on which was already differ-
ent. Participants voted for the abolition of all feudal titles and priv-
ileges, as well as of a system of collective mutual responsibility
for execute duties and pay taxes. They voted for the participation
of all party members in public and political life, for the taxation
of rich and affluent sections of the population and for pursuing
a social policy for the poor. The Arat activist Oyun Kursedi was
elected chairman of the party; he fought 1919 in the guerrilla army
of Kravchenko and Shchetinkin. Although the government contin-
ued to be headed by nobility, another Arat activist O. Danzyn, be-
came deputy chairman of the party and was appointed curator of
the government®?. However, the ruling elites did not intend to re-
nounce authority. They continued to infringe upon the interests
of the Arats in land use, taxation and trade, to mock arbitrariness
and humiliation against ordinary people, and to practice corporal
punishment. They demonstratively promoted Lamaist religion and
preservation of traditional customs and norms.

In the autumn of 1923, with the support of Danzyn, a group of
Arats began to arm themselves against the nobility, bureaucrats
and rich people. They created an organization called “The Part of
a Clenched Fist” (“Chuduruk Nam”). This movement still remains
practically unexplored. The works written in the Soviet period
characterized Chuduruk Nam as an “anarchist group”?, small in
composition and not having any significant support among the
population. The fact that the scarcely learned Arats, who had
neither access to anarchist literature, nor contacts with anarchist
activists, could really be familiar with the ideas of anarchism,
raises doubts. At best, you can probably talk about spontaneous
anarchism and egalitarianism of “Chuduruk Nam”, which, how-

32 Apanusmn [0.J1. Op.cit. C.98-104.
% See: cropus Tysel B 2-x Tomax. Tom 2. Mocksa, 1964. C.108; Ouepku
ucropunu TyBuHckoit opraausanuy KIICC. Keispur, 1975. C.47.
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In order not to introduce into the young and, undoubtedly revo-
lutionary organization of the union the enzyme of disintegration,
which will be sooner or later imminent in the People’s Revolution-
ary Party, that’s why I recommend only contact, only the personal
participation of members of the revolutionary union in the work of
the people’s revolutionary government, but no more, which means
that the union must be free from any obligations in its actions and
criticism, except for one calculation: to accept and still support af-
ter criticism, as the least evil, “half-heartedness” of the activities
of the people‘s revolutionary government... “*!. Only after a fierce
struggle in the People’s (People’s Revolutionary) Party of Mongolia
in 1922 — 1924 and its “Bolshevization”, the Comintern approved
the subordination of the Youth Union to the party.

The events in Tuva developed on another way. Although the cre-
ation of the Tuvan People’s Revolutionary Party (TPRP) in 1921 —
1922 was initiated by the Comintern and by the Russian Bolsheviks,
the new organization was also an unstable and in many ways an
artificial coalition of the Tuvan aristocracy and Arat activists who
worked closely with the “red” partisans. The real political power re-
mained in the hands of representatives of the nobility, who did not
allow the Arats to state and party posts, citing the fact that semi-
literate people from the “lower classes” simply do not have suf-
ficient knowledge and experience to conduct government affairs.
Social reforms, in essence, were not carried out. A year after the
first congress of the TPRP, the government decided in March 1923
to dissolve the Central Committee of the party in general, stating
that the organization was idle and only required extra expenses.
However, at the insistence of Russian Bolsheviks and Arat activists

3 Mucemo  B.3. IMymankoro 3. PumHUMHO ¢ pexOMeHmaUMAMMU IIO
IIPOBEICHIIO PEBOIIOLOHHOI paboTsl B MoHrommy no nuany Happesnaprum
1 PEBCOI03a MOJIOJIEKN B IIOJTOTOBKE KaJpOB M3 IIPOCTLIX MOHT0JIOB // Basapos
B.B., Kabaesa JLB. Bypsarckue HalOHAJIbHbIE NEMOKpATHI M OOIECTBEHHO-
MONUTIYECKAss MBICIb MOHTOJNBCKMX HapojoB B IepBoit TpeTum XX Bekxa.
Vaau-Yas, 2008. C.304-305.
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he hated, according to traveler, any government. This “little anar-
chist” dreamed of returning to Mongolia — a country of freedom
and free spaces, where each is his own law. Arriving in Urga to
obtain passports for the expedition members, Andrews discovered
that the name of his auto mechanic aroused the Mongolian Foreign
Minister and Soviet adviser. He was told that during the war with
Ungern, this man cooperated with insurgent detachments which
attacked both the “reds” and the “whites” Now the anarchist in-
tended to enter Mongolia, although he knew that he was in dan-
ger of dying. Having found out from him a load of smuggling and
not wanting to quarrel with the government of Mongolia, Andrews
gave it to the authorities. However, on the eve of the hanging, the
anarchist managed to escape from Urga and reach China, where he
settled in Kalgan®*.

The new regimes established in Mongolia and in Tuva after the
defeat of the “whites” in 1921 were essentially a kind of coalition
between the radicals who cooperated with the Bolsheviks and the
nationalistic elements of the old nobility. The existing social and
property relations were at first subjected only to gradual, rather
slow changes. In Mongolia in the early 1920’s, there were cases of
protests of the Arats against the arbitrariness of the nobility?, but
the organized opposition movement “on the left” did not arise.

Certain moods of left radicalism existed in the early 1920s in the
Revolutionary Union of Youth of Mongolia, which was established
in August 1921 and was called until 1922 the “Union of Revolu-
tionary Youth for the Abolition of Serfdom”?. The Union of Youth
called for the creation of a social system in which there will be no
difference between the nobility and the working people and “all

% The Lure of Mongolia as Described by Roy Chapman Andrews in Inter-
view // The Scarsdale Inquirer. 1.03.1924. No.14. P.1, 4.

% Hcropus Mouromnbckoit Hapomroit Pecrry6iuku. Usmamme 3. Mocksa,
1983. C.341-342.

26 See: Mareesa I.C. MOHTOIBCKIIT PEBOJIIOIVIOHHBIN COI03 MOJIOHEXKI:
MCTOpUSA U COBpeMeHHOCTb. 1983. C.21.



the young people of Mongolia” will be protected from internal and
external exploiters. The main tasks of the organization were the
formation of the people (including the elimination of'illiteracy), the
emancipation of women and freedom from religious traditions and
prejudices®’. The Union of Youth was formed on the model of the
Russian Komsomol and in 1922 announced its intention to join the
Communist International of Youth (KIM). Nevertheless, it is likely
that initially many members of the Union hardly understood the
cardinal differences between Bolshevism and other radical leftist
currents. It is no accident that one of the leaders of the Mongo-
lian Youth Union Bujannemekh remembered such an episode of
the meeting of V.I. Lenin with delegates to the Congress of the Peo-
ples of the Far East in January 1922, an episode that made a strong
impression on him: after a conversation with the Soviet leader, a
Japanese anarchist loudly announced: “From now on, I give up my
former views and become a Communist™?8.

The Revolutionary Youth Union criticized the too slow and ir-
resolute implementation of social transformations in Mongolia. In
one of its documents it was noted that in the country “much things
remain as before: the princes oppress, keeping the old order, ignor-
ing the people’s situation, guided by hereditary rights and resisting
the People’s Government”. The Union spoke out against the conces-
sions to the nobility, for the establishment of Soviet power and did
not want to submit to the ruling Mongolian People’s Party, often
entering into conflicts with the party leadership®. The situation
was complicated by the fact that various factions of the party had
their supporters in the Youth Union.

#7 See.: Carr E.H. A History of Soviet Russia. Vol.7. Socialism in One Country
1924 - 1926. New York, 1964. P.810.

® BU. Jlenmn u nurepaTypa 3apybexxHoro Bocroka. C60OpHMK cTaTeil.
Mocksa, 1971. C.117. This Japanese anarchist Yoshida Hajime refused his tran-
sition to Comintern‘s positions after returning to Japan.

% See: Tamuu C.A. Kuraiickue Memyaper. 1921-1927. Mocksa, 1982. C.63-
64.
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In December 1921, such a conflict almost turned into an armed
clash. The Prime Minister of the Mongolian government, D. Bodo,
dissatisfied with the independence of the revolutionary youth
union y from the party, supported the speech of a number of
party members in the Provisional Khural with the calling to curb
the union, which, they say, “has entered the path of anarchic
rebellion”. In response, the Youth Union issued an ultimatum
to the Central Committee of the People’s Party demanding the
removal and punishment of those who opposed it. Bodo at a
meeting of the Central Committee accused the Youth Union
of “anarchy” and “demanded extreme measures to curb it”. In
the next room, about 100 armed members of the Youth Union
were meeting, and the collision seemed imminent, but at the last
moment the confrontation was prevented by the deputy Soviet
ambassador AYa. Okhtin and the Buryat populist E.-D. Rinchino,
who acting on the instructions of the Comintern and headed the
Revolutionary Military Council of Mongolia®.

During this period, the Comintern conducted its game in Mon-
golia, in expectation that the People’s Party, which was heteroge-
neous in its composition and ideas, will gradually disintegrate, and
therefore it would be necessary to strengthen the friendly factions
in it and at the same time keep the Youth Union without the con-
trol of party for a time. Head of the Far Eastern Secretariat of the
Comintern B.Z. Shumyatsky instructed Rinchino in October 1921
to develop the tactics of the Youth Union “in the sense of estab-
lishing independence from the people’s revolutionary government
and establishing practical contacts with the People‘s Revolutionary
Party. The union should not enter the organ of power as an union,
for otherwise its radical essence will be distorted and it will become
a simple appendage of People‘s Revolutionary Party... No, the rev-
olutionary union must be preserved for development in depth ...

% Onbex-Mopxu Pumumuo o Mouromuu. Msbpaunsie Tpymbl. YiaH-Yis,
1998. C.58.
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