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The modern history of the Republic of Karakalpakstan is a part of our life. After all, everything that we see in 

modern Karakalpak society was created by the efforts of several generations, an endless series of which goes back to 

the distant past. The purpose of history is to try to realize the path we have traveled.  
The more we study the history of Karakalpakstan, the less "smoothed" its history begins to seem to us and we 

are faced with a chaos of events for which it is difficult to isolate a single reason. 
For example, for such an event as the collapse of the USSR, which included Karakalpakstan, there is a whole 

complex of reasons. Here one can even challenge the term "disintegration" itself, arguing that rather a gradual 

transition took place. 
Well, each of the historical theories has the right to exist, but none of them can claim the monopoly of 

explaining the reasons for the collapse of the USSR.  
Strictly speaking, history and our past are non–identical concepts. After all, we will never know for sure what an 

ordinary person felt during the acquisition of sovereignty by the Republic of Karakalpakstan, and what were the plans 
of the first President of the Republic of Uzbekistan Islam Karimov when he decided to begin transformative reforms in 

the Republic of Uzbekistan. All this has long since sunk into oblivion, and history seeks to restore events based on the 

preserved evidence of the past.  
Modern Karakalpak scientists collect the history of our people, like a mosaic, from parts that are called 

"historical sources". As you know, the sources of historical information are divided into primary and secondary. The 
primary ones include written testimonies, for example, by the Russian scientist A.M. Zaretsky [1], who studied the 

peculiarities of the legal status of the Jokargy Kenes – the Parliament of the Republic of Karakalpakstan, and the 

secondary ones include references to A.M. Zaretsky with quotations. However, it is not always easy to separate 
primary and secondary sources of information. So, Professor Bakhyt Koschanov, who seriously studied the history of 

the Karakalpaks of the early XX century, is obviously only a secondary source of our knowledge about the Karakalpak 
people. But if we talk about the Karakalpaks of the period of sovereignty, then his records will be the primary sources 

of historical events. 
History, like any other subject of study, looks different from different points of view. So, in principle, the events 

in Karakalpakstan that took place in 1989-2015 will be perceived quite differently than by foreign scientists of our 

time. Moreover, the interpretation of historical facts from different positions often turns out to be very ambiguous, 
and historians do not always agree on how some facts are related to others. After all, the view of the Karakalpak 

scientist Bakhyt Koshchanov differs significantly from the view of the same events of foreign historians Sh.Akiner and 
S.Yilmaz. 

The modern history of the Republic of Karakalpakstan is called the period when Karakalpakstan received its 

sovereignty as part of the Republic of Uzbekistan. Until recently, we received most of the knowledge about the 
modern history of the Republic of Karakalpakstan mainly from local historians.  

The negative consequences of Soviet society, the lack of pluralism of opinions and broad international scientific 
contacts, for many years made it difficult for historians of Karakalpakstan to turn to the materials of foreign authors. 

The negative consequences of ignoring the achievements of foreign historiography are still holding back progress in 
this area [2].  
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However, today, thanks to scientific integration, Karakalpak scientists can make comparative analyses of written 
data from foreign historiography. 

Perhaps it would not be an exaggeration to say that the recent history of Central Asia in general and the 

Republic of Karakalpakstan in particular, is reflected differently in foreign historiography. And here the task of 
accurately linking domestic historiography to foreign historical data is far from simple. 

The first foreign scientists studying the modern history of Central Asia in general and the Republic of 
Karakalpakstan in particular, appeared in the USA and Europe. Perhaps the spirit of the Cold War itself contributed to 

this.  

Foreign historiography provides us with a lot of materials [3]. Although a large number of special works 
concerning the fate of the Karakalpak people in the studied period are not found among the world scientific studies, 

however, the similarity of the lifestyle of the peoples of Central Asia gives us the opportunity, based on analogy, to 
relate the conclusions and conclusions of foreign authors to the history of Karakalpakstan.  

Today, the problems of studying the modern history of Central Asia have become the most popular among 
foreign international scientific research centers. Especially active are: Humboldt University in Berlin; Frankfurt 

University (Germany), Central European University (Hungary), Department of History Research, King's College, 

Cambridge University (UK), University of Birmingham, Center for Russia and East European Studies, Illinois University, 
Chicago University, University of California, The George Washington University, Center of Scientific investigation of 

Central Asia (USA), University of Western Ontario (Canada), Institute of Central Asia (France), Souderton University 
(Sweden), International Relations multidisciplinary doctoral school (Poland), The Department of Political Science and 

Public Administration (Turkey), Institute of International Policy Studies (Japan), Institute of Russian History of the 

Academy of Sciences of the Russian Federation, etc. 
Foreign practice in the methodology and methodology of the study of history, their careful study will give new 

syllogisms for comparative analysis for historical science. In most cases, conclusions in history, that is, in "history" as 
in past events and in "history" as in a system of knowledge, much depends on how a person thinking about this or 

that moment will look at. 

Therefore, the works of such foreign scientists as M. Blok, L. Fevre, M. Barth, A. Toynbee, J. Tosh, H. Ortega-i-
Gasset, K. Jaspers, P. Sorokin, F. Fukuyama [4] are very important for us. 

At present, the Karakalpak historical science is accumulating and discovering new facts, theory is being 
improved taking into account the development of other branches of knowledge (cultural studies, historical psychology, 

sociology, etc.), methods of processing and analyzing sources (for example, the use of mathematical methods). Many 
facts, events, phenomena of our history with the discovery of new sources, with the expansion of our horizons, the 

improvement of theoretical knowledge are evaluated differently today than five to ten years ago. All this is evidence 

that history is being rewritten not only out of political conjuncture, but also in response to the expansion of the 
palette of our knowledge about the past. 

During the Soviet period, historians of Uzbekistan, including Karakalpakstan, were particularly successful in 
studying socio-economic issues, the movement of the masses. New historical sources were identified and introduced 

into scientific circulation. However, the dominance of only one Marxist-Leninist concept in the theoretical sphere 

significantly constrained the creativity of scientists. They proceeded from the defining role of material production in 
people's lives and saw the meaning of historical development in the transition from one socio-economic formation to 

another, culminating in the construction of a communist society on earth.     
The modern history of Karakalpakstan is part of the world historical process. On the basis of foreign 

historiography, forming a new look at the research of the modern history of our country, today it is necessary to show 
how the Central Asian space evolved within the framework of global patterns, how nature and climate affected its 

development, the ratio of the size of the territory and its population, the composition of the population, the need to 

develop the territory, as well as external factors. 
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