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1. INTRODUCTION  

 This geopolitical issue has been studied and evaluated 

by foreign researchers, historians and politicians for more 
than a century and a half. There are two main scientific 

schools for evaluating “the Great Game” policy: 1) English 

scientific school; 2) Russian historical school. This trend, 

which initially arose as a result of political battles and 

struggles, soon broke out of scientific schools and centers. In 

this article we will try to highlight the Uzbek historiography 

about the politics of the “the Great Game”. 

2. DISCUSSION 

The first uzbek scientist, who studied foreign 

scientific literature on the politics of “the Great Game” is 

Goga Abramovich Khidoyatov. A remarkable point of 

scientific research is that it was not created by a written or 
desk scholar, but as a result of studying original documents 

of the British Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Defense. 

The scientist said that the concept of "Russian risk" is 

multifaceted in nature, is a general concept invented by the 

British military and political circles. Contributing to this idea 

is the spread of colonial ideas in Britain and increased 

chauvinism among the British, which does not allow Indians 

to act against the British. 

G. A. Khidoyatov studied books on “the Great 

Game” policy, researching from the very beginning to the 

latest editions, analyzed the genesis of these publications. 
The strongest part of his research is that he understands the 

sources in the English archive and it was proved that the 

concept of “Russian risk” from beginning to end was lie [1]. 

Unfortunately, scientific researches on this issue 

was not continued after G.A.Khidoyatov, but the scientific 

literature on this theme was constantly updated with new 

works. The new generation of historians and researchers 

acquaints older British politicians’ scientific works which 

reflected “Russian risk”. They expand their sources and also 

resort to foreign sources to light British colonial politics. 

On this subject, G. Khidoyatov addressed this issue 

in his book “History and  ideological struggle”  and analyzed 
the work of foreign scientists [2]. The author is critically 

accustomed to foreign literature based on the spirit of his era. 

 

    Historian G. Akhmadzhanov wrote that “According to 

G.A. Khidoyatov, writing a case in this direction is justified, 
because it reflects the wrong methods of modern bourgeois 

historiography, its scientific foundations, its political goals 

and objectives, ideals and principles in the disclosure and 

interpretation of these problems" [3]. 

G. Khidoyatov described the “explicit description of 

the brutality of the Russian invasion” as an example of the 

“Islamic threat to the Soviet state” created by A. Benningson 

and his daughter Mary Brocken, “It is clear that in the 

history of Russians, the policy of Central Asia must be cruel. 

It is described, that the lack of evidence and facts has been 

replaced by sharpness. " 

 The author also pointed out that there are also 
works describing the “positive results of Central Asia’s 

accession to Russia and the progressive consequences of its 

development for the economy and culture of the country”.  

He gives an example of the monograph by G. Stephenson 

"Russia until 1812-1845"[4]. 

 G. Khidoyatov notes that “there are several ways to 

distort the historical process of Central Asia’s accession to 

Russia and its various consequences”: 

           First of all, he wrote, “to deny any positive 

consequences of this historical event” as a basis for E. 

Bacon’s ideas "the arrival of Russians ... to the disastrous 
consequences for the economy, to the destruction of the local 

culture and the implementation of the policy of the uprising". 

 Secondly, “on the other side, during British colonial 

rule, India was far behind in development. He did an 

example of the works of R. Pierce and D. Mackenzie. 

 Thirdly, “many bourgeois historians suggest that 

alienation between the local and Russian population always 

grew steadily during the period of tsarism and the Soviet era, 

Mark Ruff stated that Russians pursued the russification of 

the peoples of Central Asia and the destruction of local 

cultures. 

 Fourthly, The claim that the Russian autocracy 
pursued a deliberate policy of exterminating the local 

population was a widespread demand.  

In accordance with this scheme, a consistent policy will be 
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developed, including the introduction of cotton, the 

development of irrigation facilities, the migration of Russian 

peasants and specialists. 

As can be seen from the above, this position of G. 
Khidoyatov is stated from the point of view of the 

communist ideology. 

           One of the first scientific papers related to the subject 

of Anglo-Russian competitiveness in Central Asia was the 

book of Bahriddin Salokhiddinovich Mannonov "From the 

history of Russian-Iranian relations of the late XIX - early 

XX century". This work was completely subordinated to the 

Soviet ideology [5]. 

From Uzbek scientists Doctor of Historical 

Sciences, Professor, Honored Scientist of Uzbekistan Hamid 

Ziyev has published 186 articles about the English-Russian 

competition, 14 books about the Russian invasion of Central 
Asia[6]. 

The rejection of the stereotypical approach to the 

problem of the "Great Game" and study of works of foreign 

historians on the basis of new scientific approaches. 

          It is advisable to take into account S.Konkina, 

Y.Temirhodzhaev, K.A.Toktamushev, R.A.Khakimov, 

N.G.Hidoyatova, D.M.Nishonova, G.Ergahodzhaeva, 

B.Kusanov, A.M.Zhumashevs’[7] researches. 

Candidate of Historical Sciences D.N.Nishonov in 

his thesis on the theme "The English-Russian competition in 

Central Asia in modern foreign literature of the late XIX 
century", “Anglo-American Historical Research in Central 

Asia” (Recommendations for history teachers), tried to cover 

the “Great Game” policy in Central Asia based on new 

approaches in scientific researches.  

Doctor of Historical Sciences, Professor 

G.A.Akhmadzhanov published (1995) his own monography 

entitled “The Russian Empire in Central Asia (History and 

Historiography of Tsarism’s colonial policy in 

Turkestan)[8]”, and in this book he emphasized the “Great 

Game” policy. n this work, the scientist drew attention to the 

works of Roulinson, McGregan, C. Marvin, F. Rodend, N. 
Dadwell and their articles. 

The first President of the Republic of Uzbekistan 

Islam Abduganievich Karimov met with a group of 

historians, intellectuals and public figures in 1998. He gave 

the task of restoring an objective review of the history of the 

Uzbek statehood, its removal from the “white spots” of the 

past, to study objectively the history of the Uzbek people 

during the period of Soviet Russia and the Soviet 

dictatorship[9]. 

3. RESULT 

 July 28, 1998, after, the resolution of the Cabinet 

of Ministers of the Republic of Uzbekistan "On improving 
the activities of the Institute of History of the Academy of 

Sciences of the Republic of Uzbekistan" the Academy of 

Sciences of the Republic of Uzbekistan, the Academy of 

State and Social Construction under the President of the 

Republic of Uzbekistan and the Center for New History of 

Uzbekistan have further strengthened scientific research. The 

focus of the study was the Anglo-Russian competition at the 

end of the XIX century, the establishment of royal(tsar) rule 

in Central Asia. It should be noted that the following 
scientific articles are of fundamental importance in this 

respect[10]. 

4. CONCLUSION 

As a result of the analysis of the “Great game” 

policy in the Uzbek historiography, it was concluded that in 

Soviet times, vulgar materialism prevailed, mostly until the 

end of the Cold War. Foreign observers are considered as 

“enemies”, and “Russians” - as “ours”. For many years, 

studies have been conducted to "expose" the falsification of 

foreign literature in the field of historiography. The “Great 

game” policy in the Uzbek historiography rose to a new level 

after independence and rejected a one-sided approach to the 
analysis of literature on foreign historiography and stepped 

toward rationalism. 
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