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Pestome. Cmamvsa nocesawena ananusy Komyenyuil pycckozo yusunuzamopcmea ¢ Cpeowneii Azuu 80
emopoii nonosune XIX — nauane XX 6. uepez npusmy 632151008 3namoros pezuona. B.Ipucopvesa,
H. Ilemposckoeo, B. Hanusexuna u H. Ocmpoymosa. A6mopbl peKoHCmMpYyupyrom 2601104UI0 YUuSUIU3A-
MOpCKo2o ouckypca om npocsemumensckux uinosutl 1840—1860-x ee., 20e npecca eudena 6 Poccuu
NOCPEOHUKA €BPONEUCKO20 «c8emay O «3ACMOUHBIXY A3UAMCKUX 00uecms, 00 Npasmamuieckux
comnenuti konya XIX 6., koeoa eazema «Oxpaunay (1891 e.) noduepkueana 3x0HOMUYECKUE MOMUBH
sasoesanus Cpeoneli Azuu eémecmo Kynomyprou muccuu. Llenv uccnedosanus — cpasHumenbHbvlil
ananus 63211008 wemvipex umnepckux skcnepmos (B.[puecopwvesa, H.Ilemposckoeo, B. Hanusxkuna,
H. Ocmpoymosa) kax penpezeHmamugHbiX 2010C08 YUBUIU3AMOPCKoeo ouckypca 6 Pycckom Typxe-
cmane. Memoo exuouaem KOHMEKCMyanusayuro mekcmos (nucoma, 3anucku, nyoruyucmuxa 1867—
1916 2e.) 6 umnepckoii npecce («Mockea», «Typxecmanckue seoomocmuy, « Typxecmanckuili Kypvbepy,
«Okpaunay) u apxusuvix gounoax (PIUA, UBP PAH, OP PHE) 0as pexoncmpykyuu 36010yuu
KOHYenyutl yusunu3amopcmea om uoeoni02uiecKux uinio3uil K npazmamuieckum commenuam. Hoeusna
3aKTOYAEMCSt 8 NEPBOLL CUCINEMAMUYECKOU KOMNAPAMUBHOU PEKOHCIMPYKYUL YUBUIUZAMOPCKO20 OUC-
Kypca uepe3 manoem yemovlpex umMnepckux ucciedosameneii pecuona (B. I'pucopvesa, H. [lemposckozo,
B. Hanusxuna, H. Ocmpoymosa), npomugonocmasisis ux 632110l KAk CHeKmp om «MA2Ko20» (Heéme-
Wamenbemeo, NeccumMusm) K «Acecmkomyy (3aKoHHoCmb, pycugurayus) mooensim. B omauuue om
NOCMKONOHUATLHBIX UHmMepnpemayutl, Goxycupylowuxca na snumax uiu opuenmanusme (C. Topue-
Huna, A. Muinep), uccrnedoganue ggooum apxususie nucoma H. I[lemposckoco (MBP PAH, OP PHE)
KAK UCMOYHUK KPUMUKU AOMUHUCMPAMUBHO20 NPOBAA, 00BACHAIOWUL PA3PIE MEHCOY OUCKYPCOM U
npakmuxoil. Juckypc-ananuz ceManmuru («<USHOPUPOBAHUE)» UCTAMA VS. MUCCUOHEPCMEO) OONOTHSACM
sanaomnvle Happamusbvl (A. Moppucon, V. Xogpmaiicmep) nokanvuoimu kpusucamu (éoccmarus 1898 u
1916 22.) kax mapkepamu ambUBAIEHMHOCIU, NPEOAA2asi MOOETb  OUCKYPCUBHO20 YUBUUZAMOPCIMEAY
KaK npeomeuu co8emcKux noMumux. Bei6oodw ucciedosanus: pycckoe yusuauzamopcmeo ocmasaioch
cgpepoti duckyccutl cpedu 80CMoOK08e008, He Peanu308asuUcCy HA NPAKMUKe U3-3d AOMUHUCTIPAMUG-
HO20 XA0Ca U IOKAbHBIX KPU3UCO8, NPU IMOM NOO20MOBUE NOYBY OJisl COBEMCKUX IKCHEPUMEHINOB.
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Abstract. The article examines Russian “civilizing mission” concepts in Central Asia in the second
half of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries through the lens of four key experts: V. Grigor’ev,
N. Petrovsky, V. Nalivkin, and N. Ostroumov. The aim of the study is a comparative analysis of the
views of these four imperial experts, whose writings represent distinct and influential voices within the
civilizing discourse of Russian Turkestan. The methodology includes contextualizing their texts (letters,
memoranda, and journalistic writings produced between 1867 and 1916) as they appeared in the Impe-
rial press and in archival collections. The article’s contribution lies in presenting the first systematic
comparative reconstruction of the civilizing discourse. It contrasts their positions across a spectrum
ranging from “soft” models (nonintervention, cultural pessimism) to “hard” ones (legalist governance,
Russification), a perspective absent from existing biographical or thematic studies. Unlike postcolonial
interpretations that focus on elites or Orientalism, this study introduces the archival correspondence of
Petrovsky as an underutilized source of criticism of administrative failure, highlighting the gap between
discourse and practice. The comparative method juxtaposes “soft” (Grigor’evs noninterventionism,
Nalivkin's cultural pessimism) and “hard” (Petrovskys legalism, Ostroumov's missionary agenda)
models, revealing the persistent mismatch between discourse and practice, particularly visible in the
crises of 1898 and 1916. The study concludes that the Russian civilizing mission remained largely
a theoretical and contested construct among Orientalists, never fully implemented in practice due to
administrative disorder and local crises, and ultimately laying the groundwork for later Soviet exper-
iments.
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