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Contemporary Russian Historiography of the Problem
of «Women in Kazakhstan's Gulag Camps»

This article explores contemporary Russian historiography of women in Kazakhstan's Gulag camps. Within
this historiographic context, it analyzes the female population of Soviet forced labor camps in the Kazakh
SSR. ALZHIR was the only penitentiary institution of its kind in the republic. The importance of studying the
historiography of women in Kazakhstan's Gulag camps is determined by the specific nature of the Soviet pe-
nal system's treatment of women. This research contributes to the restoration of historical justice and the per-
petuation of the memory of women who suffered in Kazakhstan's prisons. Historiographical sources comprise
three groups of works. The first group encompasses studies dedicated to women of the GULAG in general,
providing a methodological framework applicable to researching women in Kazakhstani camps. The second
group is formed by works on the history of the GULAG containing specific data on women in Kazakhstani
corrective labor camps. The third group consists of works focusing directly on women held in the
Kazakhstani camps of the GULAG. Specialized studies examine the daily lives and detention conditions of
the female contingent in Stalinist camps of Kazakhstan. The researchers focus on the daily life of women in
the camps, survival strategies, motherhood in inhumane conditions, and the specific nature of «women's
memory.» The identification and classification of specific female models of survival strategies in the camp
environment, as examined in contemporary Russian research, complements the overall picture of the
functioning of the Gulag. The contributions of Russian scholars who have published their works since 1991 to
this topic are systematized and characterized. The key parameters of the study's analysis are presented. Post-
Soviet Russian historiography has evolved from institutional studies of the penal system, which laid the
statistical foundation for the female camp population, to a contemporary anthropological turn. Along with
archival documents, Russian specialists are widely drawing on personal sources. It is concluded that, despite
the theoretical and methodological breakthrough in the study of women's camp issues, women's experiences
in Kazakhstan's Gulag camps have not yet been adequately understood.

Key words: GULAG, Stalinism, Kazakhstani GULAG camps, women in the GULAG, modern Russian
historiography of the GULAG, historiography of the problem of « Women in the GULAG», women prisoners,
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Csernana B. Eneyxanosa

Axademux E.A. boxemog amvinoasvl Kapazandel yimmuix 3epmmey yHugepcumemi, Kapaganovl, Kazaxcman

«I'YJIAT'-ThIH Ka3aKCTaHABIK JiarepJiepinjaeri diesnaep»
MceJIeCiHiH Ka3ipri peceilik TapuxXHaMachl

Maxkanana «Kazakcrannarsl ['YJIAI nmarepiepingeri oiennep» moceneci OOWBIHIIA Ka3ipri 3aMaHFBI peceit
TapuXHaMachl KapacTelpbuiansl. TapuxHamanslk KoHTekcTe Kasak KCP-iHiH KeHecTik Jarepiik MaxOypey
Mekemenepinzgeri oienaep kypambl Tanganael. AJDKWP  pecnyOnmukamarbl OChI  THOTEID JKaJFbI3
NeHUTeHIMapiblK Mekeme Oonabl. «Kaszakcrannmarsl ['YJIAT narepnepinzeri oieniep» MaceneciHiH
TapUXHaMaChIH 3ePTTEY/iH MaHbI3AbLIBIFBI KEHECTIK jKa3ajay XKyHeciHiH aifeaepre KaThICThl epeKIIeiriMeH
aiikpiHpananel. byn 3eprrey Kasakcranmarbl Kamay OpBIHAApBIHIA 3apJan LIEKKeH oienaep Macemneci
OOMBIHIIIA TAPUXH OMALIETTUIIKTI KaIIbIHA KEITIPYTe JKOHE OJIApIBIH TApUXBIH MOHTLIIKKE CaKTayFa BIKIAI
ereni. TapuxuorpadusuiblK Iepekke3nep eHOSKTepAiH Y TOOBIH KaMTuisl. bipinmi tom xammer ['YJIAT
oitenzepine apHanran 3eprreyiep. Onap Ka3aKCTaHIBIK Jarephieperi olenuepai 3epTTeyre KoIaHbLIaThIH
omicHaManbIK 0azaHbl ycbiHAABL. Exinmi tontel ['YJIAT Tapuxsl OOHBIHIIA Ka3aKCTaHABIK CHOCKIIEH TY3ey
JarepiepiHzeri oienaep Typaibl jKeKe MANIIMETTep/i KaMTUTBIH JKYMBICTAp Kypaiael. YIIiHII TOom —
I'VJIAT ka3akcTaHAbIK JarepbiepiHeri oienaep Typaisl )KyMbICTap. ApHaiibl 3epTreynep Kasakcranmarsl
CTIMHJIK JarepbJiep/iH oienaep KOHTHHICHTIH yCTay >KaFJaiiapblH, KYHICTIKTI ©MipiH KapacThIPaibl.
3eprreymiinepain 6acTbl HazapblHAAa — OHENAepIiH Jarepieri KYHACNIKTI TYpPMBICH, 6Mip cypy
CTpaTerusUIaphl, ajiaM YIIiH ayblp XKaFJaiiapAarkl aHAJBIK OMIpI XKOHE «oUeIIep KaJbICBIHBIHY ePEeKIIeiri.
Kazipri 3amanfbl peceiliiik 3epTreyneple KapalFaH jarepb OpTachklHIa eMip CYpPy CTPATETHsCBIHBIH EpeKIIe
oifennep Mozenbaepin Oemy sxoHe xikTey I'YJIAT'-TBIH *XKyMBIC iCTEYiHIH >KaJIIBI KOPIHICIH TOJBIKTHIPAIBL.
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1991-xpunan Gactam eHOEKTEpiH JKapusulaFaH PeCceillik FajbIMIApIbIH TaKbIPBINTHI Hrepyneri yieci
JKYHEJNIeHin, cumaTTanigsl. 3epTTeyldi TaljaydslH Herisri mapamerpiepi kepcerinmi. [locTkeHecTik peceit
TapUXHAMAachl Jarepferi oHenaepli CTAaTHCTHKAIBIK 3epTTCYNEpliH HETi3iH KajaraH )Xaszajay >KyHeciH
MHCTHTYIIMOHAIIBIK 3€pTTEyJepleH, Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl aHTPOIOJOTHSUIBIK OeTOyphicka AeHiH IaMBIAbL
ApXUBTIK Ky)KaTTapMeH KaTap peceiilik MaMaHJap JKeKe INBIFy Teri Oap JepeKTepii KeHiHeH Taparasbl.
Jlarepaeri oiennmep MoceleciH 3epTTeyHeri TeOpHSUIBIK-SAiCHAMAaNbIK JeHreieri jkaHama OarbITTapIbIH
OomybrHa Kapamacrtal, ['YJIAD marepnepinzeri Ka3aKCTaHIBIK OWENIEpai 3epTTey oMl Jie THICTI JCHTelre
JKETTIETeH] JKaHIbl KOPBITBIH/IBI )KACAIIIBI.

Kinm cesoep: TYJIAL, cramuumsm, ['YJIAI-TeiH KazakcTanmplK jarepnepi, ['YJIAD oiiennepi, Ka3sipri
peceiineri ['YJIAD tapuxuaamacel, «['YJIAI-Tarsl oliengepy» MoceNeciHiH TapHUXHAaMachl, TYTKbIH oiernnep,
Sifennep narepiepi, eHOEKIICH TY3€y Jarepiiepi, JarepbIeri sifenaepain KYHACTIKTI eMipi.

Cgernana B. EneyxanoBa

Kapaeanounckuii hayuonanshulil uccredogamenvckuil yHuseepcumem umenu axkaoemuxa E.A. Bykemosa, Kapazanoa, Kazaxcman

CoBpemMeHHas poccuiickasi ucropuorpagus npoodJemMbl
«KeHmuHbI B KazaxcTanckux Jarepsax I'YJIAT a»

B crarbe ocBemaeTcsi coBpeMeHHas! poccHiickas ucropuorpadus npodiieMs! «KeHIIMHBI B Ka3aXCTAaHCKUX
narepsix ['YJIATa». B ucropuorpaguueckoM KOHTEKCTE MPOAHATM3MPOBAH JKECHCKUN COCTaB COBETCKHX
JIarepHBIX MPUHYIUTENBHBIX yupexaenuil Kazaxckoit CCP. AJDKVIP sBisuics eIMHCTBEHHBIM B peCIyOInKe
MEHUTCHIUAPHBIM YUPESKACHHEM MOJOOHOTO THIA. 3HAYMMOCTh H3YUEHHS HCTOpHUOTpaduu IMPoOIeMBI
«Kenmmubl B kazaxcranckux narepsx ['YJIAla» ompexpemsercss cmenu(HKONl COBETCKOH KapaTeIbHOM
CHCTEMBI 10 OTHOIICHMIO K OKCHIIMHAM. JlaHHOE WCCIeIOBaHHE CIIOCOOCTBYET BOCCTAaHOBICHHIO
HCTOPUYECKOI CIPaBeIMBOCTH M YBEKOBEUMBAHHIO IAMSTH JKCHINUH, IOCTPAJABIIMX B Ka3aXCTAHCKHUX
MecCTax 3aKiIodeHus. Vcropuorpaduueckne NCTOYHHMKHM BKIFOYAIOT TPH TPymIsl TpyaoB. IlepBas rpymma
OXBaThIBAECT MCCIIENOBaHUs, TMOCBAMIEHHbIe >keHIMHAM [YJIATa B nenom. OHM  [peloOCTaBISIOT
METOJIOJIOTHYECKyI0 0a3y, KoTopas NpHMEHHMa K H3y4YCHHIO JKSHIIMH Ka3aXCTaHCKHX Jyarepei. Bropyro
rpynmy Qopmupyor padotsl mo uctopun ['YJIATl'a, comepikaiiue OTHeTbHBIE CBEACHHS O JKEHIIMHAX
Ka3aXCTaHCKUX HCIIPABUTENHHO-TPYIOBBIX Jarepeid. TpeThs rpymnma — paboThl O KEHIIWHAX, HAXOJUBIINXCS
B Kazaxcranckux narepsx [YJIAla. CneuuanbHble HCCIICIOBAHUS PAacCMaTPUBAIOT ITOBCEAHEBHOCTD,
YCIIOBHS COZIep KaHMs )KEHCKOTO KOHTHHI'€HTA CTATMHCKUX Jarepei Kasaxcrana. B rienTpe BHIMaHMS Hccie-
JoBaTeJNe — TMOBCEIHEBHBIH KEHCKUH JTIaTrePHBINA OBIT, CTPAaTeTHH BBDKUBAHHSA, MATEPUHCTBO B HEUEIIOBEYE-
CKHX YCJIOBUSIX U CIelIM(HKA «KSHCKON maMsThy. BeineneHne n kiaccuukanms crenuduuecknx KeHCKUX
MoJesniel cTpaTeruil BBDKUBaHUS B JIar€pHOU cpelie, paCCMOTPEHHBIX B COBPEMEHHBIX POCCHUHCKUX HCCIIEN0-
BaHUAX, JIONOJHSIOT 00wy kaptuHy ¢ynkumonupoBanuss ['VJIATa. CucrematusupoBaH U
0XapaKTepH30BaH BKJIAJ POCCUHCKUX YUEHBIX, OIYOJMKOBABIIUX CBOMU TPyHbl ¢ 1991 r. B ocBOEHHE TEMBI.
OtpaxxeHBI KIIIOYEBHIE IapaMeTphl aHAIM3a HcciemoBaHusA. llocTcoBeTckas poccmiickas McTopuorpadus
SBONIONWOHUPOBAIA OT HHCTHTYIHOHAIBHBIX HCCIENOBAHUN KapaTEeNbHON CHCTEMBI, 3aJI0XKHBIINX
CTaTHCTUYECKHH ()yHIAMEHT >KCHCKOTO JIAarepHOTO HACelIeHHs, O COBPEMEHHOTO aHTPOIIOJIOTHYECKOTO
noBopota. Hapsimy ¢ apXUBHBIME JOKyMEHTaMH POCCHIICKHE CHEUATNCTHI MINPOKO MPHUBIEKAIOT UCTOYHUKH
JMYHOTrOo mnpoucxoxaeHus. CrenaH BBIBOJ, YTO, HECMOTPS Ha TEOPETUKO-METOAOJIOTHUECKHH IpPOpHIB B
W3yYeHHHU JKEHCKOH JlarepHoW NpoOjeMaTHKH, NMpeOblBaHHME JKeHIIMH B Ka3axcraHckux jarepsx ['YJIATa
[IOKa He MOJIYYWIO COOTBETCTBYIOILETO OCMBICIEHHS.

Kniouesvie cnosa: TVYJIAL, cranmunu3Mm, kazaxcranckue marepss ['YJIATa, sxenumnasl B ['VJIAle,
coBpeMeHHas poccuiickas ncropuorpadus I'YJIAT'a, ucrtopuorpadust npodnems! «Kenmmust B ['YJIAT e»,
JKCHIUHBI-3aKTIOYEHHBIE, JKCHCKHE Jiareps, HCIPaBUTEIFHO—TPYAOBBIE Jlareps, MKEHCKas JiarepHas
MIOBCEHEBHOCTb.

Introduction

Kazakhstan was one of the main regions hosting the Gulag (Main Administration of Correctional Labor
Camps) camp complexes from 1930 to 1959. The phenomenon of the tragically infamous Gulag system has
been studied by Russian scholars for over 30 years. However, many subjects remain unresolved, while others
remain controversial. For example, the topic of «Women in Kazakhstan's Gulag Camps» remains
underresearched in both Kazakh and Russian historiography. Existing research is fragmentary and requires
more thorough examination, synthesis, and a reconsideration of established views. These circumstances
convincingly demonstrate the relevance and scholarly novelty of this publication's topic.

Contemporary Russian historical scholarship is undergoing an «anthropological turn,» shifting its focus
from the study of state institutions to human history. Kazakhstan's forced labor camps occupy a special place
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in the Soviet penal system, serving as a unique testing ground for studying the life trajectories of women
subjected to repression. The relevance of this work stems from the need to critically examine how
contemporary Russian scholarship has developed a new perspective on the tragedy of women in the Gulag,
moving from dry statistics to microhistory.

Research into the issue of «Women in Kazakhstan's Gulag Camps» is relevant in the context of
preserving historical memory and developing an objective perspective on the mechanisms of state violence
and strategies for individual resistance to dehumanization. The Gulag made no distinctions: its victims
included women from all walks of life, ethnicities, and religions. All of them, regardless of their past,
swelled the ranks of Stalin's camp prisoners. Studying women's experiences in the camps makes it possible
to identify the specific impact of the totalitarian system on the institutions of motherhood and family.

The scientific novelty of this work lies in the fact that it is the first historical analysis of contemporary
Russian historiography on the issue of «Women in Kazakhstani Gulag Camps,» highlighting the contribution
of Russian scholars to the study of the «female» specificities of Kazakhstani camps. A comprehensive
systematization of contemporary Russian research on the Gulag has revealed a shift from a descriptive
(factual) method to an anthropocentric analysis of women’s memories of the camps in Kazakhstan.

The purpose of this article is to review and assess the extent to which the topic of «Women in
Kazakhstani Gulag Camps» has been explored in the works of Russian scholars. The objectives of this study
include systematizing and characterizing the contributions of Russian scholars to the study of this topic.

The contemporary period of studying this issue began in 1991 and continues to the present day.

Materials and Methods

The research was based on a body of scholarly works by Russian researchers published in the modern
period. Historiographic sources include memoirs, scientific articles, collective generalizing works,
conference materials, dissertations, electronic databases, which reflected the problem of «Women in
Kazakhstan's Gulag camps.»

Websites are of great significance as a type of historiographical source in this context: «Victims of
Political Terror in the USSR,» «Open List,» «Memoirs of the Gulag and Their Authors,» the Sakharov
Center’s online resources «Memoirs of the Gulag and Their Authors,» as well as «Women in the Gulag:
Memoirs,» hosted on the website «Historical Memory: The 20th Century.» Civil society organizations
independently develop and maintain a database of victims of political repression without receiving any state
funding.

Historiographic sources on the topic of research are divided into three groups. The first includes
generalizing works about women in the GULAG system, laying the methodological foundation for analyzing
the specifics of Kazakhstani camps. The second group consists of studies on the general history of the Gulag,
which touch upon certain aspects of women's stay in forced labor institutions in Kazakhstan. The third group
is represented by works focused directly on the female contingent of Kazakhstani camps.

G.M. Ivanova’s seminal work [1] laid the methodological foundation for the study of the repressive
system, including its Kazakhstani branches.

The research methodology is based on historiographical analysis, a comprehensive approach, and
methods of gender history.

The methodological foundation of this work is the principle of historicism, which involves examining
the issue within the context of specific historical circumstances and the evolution of scientific knowledge. In
the process of preparing this article, the method of historiographical analysis and synthesis was applied,
which made it possible to systematize the contributions of contemporary Russian authors and identify the
key characteristics of the exploration of the topic: from the collection of primary data to in-depth
anthropological analysis. A problem-chronological approach was employed to trace the evolution of
scholarly interests in Russian historiography regarding the status of women in Kazakh camps.

A comparative method was applied to analyze and compare various theoretical approaches
(institutional, gender, and anthropological) to the study of women’s daily life in camp conditions. Content
analysis and discourse analysis were employed in the study of texts by contemporary Russian historians.
Their application made it possible to identify and analyze key concepts actively used in historiography, such
as «women’s experience,» «traumatic memory,» and «survival strategies.»

The use of this set of materials and methods has made it possible to ensure a strictly objective approach
and a comprehensive overview, to assess the current state and prospects of research on the topic of « Women

220 Eurasian Journal of History. 2026, 31, 3(123)



Contemporary Russian Historiography of...

in Kazakhstani Gulag Camps» in contemporary Russian scholarship, and to formulate a well-reasoned
conclusion.

The use of an interdisciplinary approach to the issue of «Women in Kazakhstani Gulag Camps» within
the context of contemporary Russian historiography is not only promising but also methodologically sound,
possessing significant scientific and practical value.

To systematize the body of Russian historiographical sources, the most effective approach appears to be
the use of a subject-thematic principle, which will allow for a comprehensive assessment of the issue under
study and determine the extent to which it has been scientifically explored.

Results

A review and assessment of the extent to which the issue of «Women in Kazakhstani Gulag Camps»
has been explored in contemporary Russian historiography, along with a systematization and characterization
of Russian scholars’ contributions to this topic, reveals several key trends and findings.

The study has shown that, in the development of Russian historiography on this issue, it is reasonable to
identify three distinct phases: the factual, the institutional, and the anthropological. Contemporary Russian
researchers have made significant progress in studying the mechanisms of mass political actions against
women, as well as the dynamics of the size and composition of the female contingent in the Gulag’s
correctional labor camps. Attention is focused on the specific conditions of detention in the ChSIR and the
fates of the ALZHIR inmates.

A number of studies have emerged that make a significant contribution to the exploration of this issue
and its various aspects. These studies are distinguished by their academic rigor and a commitment to in-depth
analysis of archival materials and the memoirs of women who survived the Gulag. Contemporary Russian
historical scholarship is no longer confined to a narrow, self-contained theoretical and methodological
framework; instead, it is characterized by a marked interdisciplinary synthesis.

A key achievement in recent years has been the integration of oral history methods and the sociology of
trauma. The use of «first-person documents» (letters, diaries, memoirs) has allowed Russian historians to
supplement archival statistics with vivid testimonies, transforming the history of the camps from a «dry»
official chronicle into women’s history.

Despite the progress made, the research on the situation of women in Kazakhstan’s Gulag camps
presented in Russian historiography remains fragmented and requires further elaboration, systematization,
and reinterpretation.

Discussion

General studies of women's experiences in the GULAG applicable for methodological adaptation to
Kazakhstani material.

With the collapse of the Soviet Union, interest in the history of the Gulag became the focus of intense
attention from both Russian scholars and the general public. Publications began to appear on the formation
and development of the Soviet penal system based on declassified archives from the State Archive of the
Russian Federation (GARF). In the 1990s, archival materials began to supplement women’s narratives.

The question of the number of camp inmates holds particular significance in Russian historiography.
V.N. Zemskov shifted the focus on this issue from journalistic opinions to a scholarly, archival, and
statistical analysis. In his work «The Gulag (Historical and Sociological Aspects),» the researcher, drawing
on declassified archival documents, presents statistical data characterizing the gender composition of camp
inmates from 1934 to 1948, the number of children and pregnant female prisoners in the Gulag from 1947 to
1953 (as of January 1 of each year) [2].

Despite ongoing debates regarding the size of the camp population (A.N. Dugin, V.P. Popov,
V.V. Tsaplin, M. Yu. Morukov, N.V. Petrov, and others), statistical and analytical calculations have
convincingly demonstrated that women were not a marginal group among camp inmates. They constituted a
significant proportion of those subjected to repression and possessed specific characteristics.

In her article «Women in Prison: A Historical and Legal Perspective,» G.M. Ivanova examined the
situation of women in the camps [3]. In examining the fate of female prisoners, the researcher addressed
issues of motherhood and pointed to the relatively high birth rate, despite the inhumane conditions of
detention.

By the mid-1990s, interest in the history of Stalinism and the Gulag had declined significantly among
the Russian public, a phenomenon that, according to N.V. Upadyshev, can largely be attributed to people’s
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fatigue from the barrage of negative news that had overwhelmed society in the late 1980s and early 1990s.
[4; 170]. Other researchers point to the state’s deliberate policy of silencing and denying what took place in
the Gulag. Thus, starting in the mid-1990s, some of the state archives’ collections were transferred to closed
storage under the pretext of protecting state and personal secrets, which seriously complicated the work of
researchers [5; 225].

Since the 2000s, the history of the Gulag has once again become the subject of professional study. The
partial declassification of Russian archival materials, combined with international academic collaboration,
has contributed to the renewal of methodological approaches to the study of the Gulag as a historical
phenomenon and to an improvement in the quality of published works. Fundamental, comprehensive works
have been published on the repressive policies of the USSR and on specific aspects of the institutional
history of the Gulag (G.M. Ivanova, O.V. Khlevnyuk, V.N.Zemskov, M. Yu. Morukov, A.Il. Kokurin,
N.V. Petrov, S.A. Kropachev, E.F. Krinko).

Exploring this issue entails the development of the conceptual framework necessary for formulating and
validating scholarly theories. In Russian historiography, the definition of the term «GULAG» has sparked
intense debate. Some authors (G.M. Ivanova, M.I. Khlustov, I.V. Pavlova) view the Gulag within the context
of a totalitarian concept, as a punitive institution. Others (S.I. Kuzmin, A.S. Smykalin) present the Gulag
solely as a system of correctional labor institutions where criminal elements served their sentences. There are
other interpretations of the term «GULAG» that broaden its meaning, using it to refer to the entire repressive
apparatus that functioned during the Soviet era. A balanced approach to understanding the GULAG seems to
be a comprehensive one, encompassing its repressive, penitentiary, and economic components.

In Russian historiography, the presence of women in Kazakhstani correctional labor camps is often
considered within the context of the general history of the Gulag.During this period, the process of
developing a new understanding of women’s life in the camps shifted from the data-collection stage to a
phase of in-depth analysis and the publication of research findings.

G.D. Zhdanova conducted a statistical analysis of Order No. 00447 of the People’s Commissariat of
Internal Affairs (NKVD), «On the Operation to Repress Former Kulaks, Criminals, and Other Anti-Soviet
Elements.» She identified the reasons why the proportion of repressed women in all regions of the former
USSR was small in 1937-1938. G.D. Zhdanova noted the following reasons: «1) The low social status of
women in Russia—they were not taken seriously in a political sense; 2) Gulag enterprises required primarily
male labor; 3) a campaign against street children was underway in the country; 4) according to the letter of
Order No. 00447, it was assumed that the families of those sentenced were not to be repressed»[6; 733].

Kochetkova, N. A., and Obukhov, L. A., examined the patterns and characteristics of political
repression directed against women during the «Great Terror» of 1937-1938. The authors drew attention to
gender asymmetry: «Despite formal equality in rights with men, women were still perceived as a dependent
and passive group within the structure of Soviet society. Furthermore, it was more expedient to use male
prisoners as a labor force at industrial sites within the Gulag, as they were better suited to performing heavy
physical labor» [7; 89].

P.P. Pirogov analyzed the Soviet state’s penal policy toward women in the prewar period. Based on a
study of the practical activities of correctional institutions and statistical data, conclusions were drawn
regarding the specific nature of the legal status of convicted women in 1917-1941 and the influence on it of
the social and political transformations characteristic of the USSR at that time [8].

A.L. Litvin, examining the investigative files and the methods used to falsify them using the example of
the judicial investigation into the case of E.S. Ginzburg, concluded that the wording of the charges at that
time was formulaic. The only thing that changed in them were the surnames of the accused [9]. Other
researchers (B.V. Ananich, V.M. Paneyakh, V.V. Polikarpov, and A.B. Suslov) shared the view that archival
investigation files can be interpreted as «scripted» texts.

Russian researchers have examined such an important aspect of women’s daily life in the camps as the
experience of motherhood in captivity. O.A. Omelchenko, adopting a legal approach, conducted a scholarly
study of the issue of pregnant women and women with young children serving their sentences in Gulag
institutions [10]. Based on archival documents, the author highlights high mortality rates, a lack of food and
medical care, as well as the specific conditions of these categories of prisoners and the detention of young
children alongside their mothers in camp conditions. Another article by O.A. Omelchenko [11] is devoted to
the study of documentary evidence revealing the critical condition of pregnant women and women with
young children in the Gulag. It notes that women accounted for up to 26 % of all convicts in the country and
were subjected to ruthless exploitation by both the state and camp officials [11; 42]. The author traces the
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path from the extremely dire situation of female prisoners to a gradual, albeit insignificant, improvement in
the conditions of their confinement and the legal regulation of their status.

L.A. Maksimova examined women’s experiences, the contradictions, and the tragedy of motherhood in
the Gulag camps [12]. By analyzing the complex female experience of motherhood in captivity, the
researcher identified the reasons that led women to pregnancy and childbirth. Some women sought to
achieve a relaxation of camp conditions. Other women gave birth in order to create a complete family with
the child’s father after their release. In some cases, pregnancy resulted from forced prostitution in the
absence of contraception or from sexual violence (rape) [12; 271, 272].

V. Gritsenko and G. Kalinin identified the impact of the long prison sentences imposed on most female
Gulag prisoners after the end of World War II on the rise in pregnancies in camps and penal colonies.
According to the authors, women hoped that pregnancy would lead to more favorable treatment and even
early release from imprisonment [13].

O. Yu. Kichina described the organization of the execution of punishment in the form of imprisonment
for women with young children in Russia and abroad during various historical periods. Unlike other authors,
O. Iu. Kichigina identifies child care and assisting the mother in upbringing as the primary focus of the
penitentiary system [14; 106]. The work lacks scholarly criticism and aligns with the Soviet paradigm.

A number of Russian researchers have focused their studies on the memoirs of women in the Gulag. In
her article «The Map of Memory of the Gulag: Problems and Gaps,» I.L. Shcherbakova addresses the
challenges of working with personal sources, particularly regarding the dating of memoirs and the
generational, social, and gender-specific characteristics of these memoirs [15; 115]. D.S. Shirokova and
M.I. Miroshnichenko, drawing on the memoirs of Y.A. Ilzen-Titkova, sought to shed light on the main
aspects of women’s daily lives in the camps of the Gulag system and to identify the vital characteristics of
the relationships between female prisoners [16]. V. Pocheptsov, drawing on materials from the memoirs of
Zoya Dmitrievna Marchenko, convincingly demonstrated that victims of Soviet political repression in the
1930s—1950s were characterized by a specific type of social identity—an alternative prison identity that was
simultaneously a general Soviet civic identity [17].

A study by D.D. Podlednov and E.D. Kazantseva [18] analyzes the therapeutic potential of Evfrosiniya
Kersnovskaya’s memoirs. The authors substantiate the thesis that the visualization of personal experience
through the creation of illustrations became an effective mechanism for Kersnovskaya’s psychological
rehabilitation and overcoming the traumatic experience gained within the GULAG system.

Based on women's memoirs, E. Sidorenko conducted an anthropological analysis of the specific camp
experience and survival strategies under isolation [19].

The central theme of B. Minaev’s publication is the unique survival strategies employed by women in
Stalinist labor camps, examined through the lens of specific museum artifacts and the personal stories of
female prisoners [20]. The author explores how women maintained their human dignity amid violence,
unsanitary conditions, and grueling physical labor.

In her work «Women’s Experience of the Gulag in Soviet History, 1930s—1950s,» O.I. Chesnakova
raises the question of the role of women’s voices in preserving the historical memory of Stalin’s camps. The
author draws attention to the need to interpret women’s experiences in the Gulag not only from a historical-
political perspective but also from a philosophical one [21; 190].

Works on the history of the GULAG containing specific data on women in Kazakhstani camps.

A significant achievement by Russian historians is the publication of the seven-volume *History of the
Stalinist Gulag*, funded by the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution, and Peace. As part of a special issue,
archival documents from the State Archive of the Russian Federation (GARF) have been published. Of
particular value to our research is the fourth volume of the series —»The Population of the Gulag: Numbers
and Conditions of Detention» [22]. It should be noted that research into the history of the Gulag does not
receive state support. According to A.L. Litvin, this situation is due to the fact that in contemporary Russian
reality, there is a re-interpretation of the past, a return to the paradigm of «the glorious history of a strong
state» through the rehabilitation and normalization of the role of I.V. Stalin» [23; 400—401, 408].

M. Garskova and Ye. M. Simonzhenkova, based on a study of women’s memoirs available on the
Sakharov Center’s website, described a collective portrait of the women who authored these memoirs and
conducted an analysis of the entire corpus of women’s memoirs. They used a range of analytical methods
and computer technologies to create a collective portrait of women’s memoirs (a prosopographic database)
and conduct its statistical analysis, as well as a content analysis of the full-text database of memoirs. The
data revealed allowed historians to move from general indicators to a detailed study of women’s unique
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experiences under camp conditions. The authors argue that in the memoirs of women who survived the
camps, the focus is not on human emotions—which were particularly painful to think about—but on the
daily struggle for survival in inhuman conditions, which became routine in the camp [24].

Ye. M. Goretskaia [25], [26], [27] published a series of articles on the gender characteristics of the
perception of the Gulag based on comparative content — an analysis of the memories of prisoners. The
researcher also used memoirs of women in Kazakhstani camps in her work. Women’s camp memoirs,
interviews, and letters constitute a vital element of the penal system’s legacy.

Ye. M. Goretskaya’s dissertation is devoted to a formalized analysis of memoir texts and to identifying
the lexical and semantic characteristics of how former male and female prisoners recount the dramatic
episodes associated with their experiences within the Gulag system. Among the gender-specific features of
the perception of camp life, the author notes women’s tendency to narrate what is psychologically closer to
them, as well as a higher frequency of the categories «Children» and «Family,» which are almost absent in
men’s memoirs [28]. Researchers from the Memorial Society note that there are many women among the
authors of camp memoirs, even though far more men passed through the Gulag. However, the percentage of
women who survived the camp and lived long enough to write memoirs is higher than that of men [29; 5].
Historians have refuted the notion of repression as a process directed exclusively at the party and intellectual
elite, revealing gender asymmetry. Women were repressed less frequently; among them, there was a higher
percentage of family members of «enemies of the people» and those prosecuted on social or religious
grounds.

The primary historiographical innovation of the book by A. Artemieva and E. Rogacheva lies in the
simultaneous recording of memories from both sides of the camp's barbed wire [30]. The authors publish
testimonies from both prisoners and Gulag personnel, including guards, investigators, escort officers, and
dog handlers. Based on these accounts, the book sheds light on the tragic fates of women in Karlag and
ALZHIR.

In the work of M. Mikhanteva [31], handicraft (sewing, knitting, embroidery) is viewed as a significant
adaptive mechanism that provided women in the GULAG system with psychological resilience and social
integration.This creative activity helped women in Kazakhstani camps maintain their personal identity and
allowed them to express their individuality.

Studies devoted to women in Kazakhstani correctional labor camps.

The traumatic experiences of the Kazakhstani Gulag are described in the memoirs of T.K. Okunevskaia
[32], E.A. Mamaeva [33], R.M. Tamarina [34], G.A. Semenova [35] and other women. Thus, an extensive
archive of oral historical sources was formed, representing a unique resource on recent history, consisting of
interviews and audio recordings. Published archival and investigative files show that some women’s camp
memoirs align with the investigation records, while others sometimes contradict them. Most Russian
researchers characterized the materials in the OGPU-NKVD investigative files as unreliable and falsified

In their study, A. Saltykov addresses the issue of women’s dignity in Stalinist camps of Kazakhstan.
Women who were subjected to unjustified repression typically recall their arrest, transport, prisons, and
camps, as well as their release and rehabilitation; few of them dare to speak about the humiliations they had
to endure [36].

Russian researchers (V.M. Grinev, V.V. Goretskii, G.N. Karsakova [37], N.S. Cherushev [38]) focused
on the history of ALZIR (the Akmolinsk Camp for Wives of Traitors to the Motherland) as a gender-oriented
component of the Soviet penitentiary system. In 2003, the International «Memorial» and the Heinrich Boll
Foundation conducted joint research on the topic «The Fates of Women in the Stalin Era.» The initial result
of this work was the publication: «Prisoners of ‘ALZIR’: A List of Female Prisoners in the Akmolinsk and
Other Branches of the Karagandy Labor Camp.» It included brief biographical notes on 7,259 women in the
Karagandy camp during the 1930s and 1940s [37].

Women were repressed on the same charges as men; they fell into the same categories of prisoners—
with the exception of the «Great Terror» period, when a special category was created for them: «family
members of ‘traitors to the motherland.’» V.M. Grinev, V.V. Goretskii, G.N. Karsakova cite tragic statistics:
«In less than a year and a half, according to incomplete data, more than 43,000 wives and children of ‘spies’
and ‘saboteurs’ were arrested across the country» [37; 22, 24].

These figures likely do not reflect the full scale of the repressions. It was established that about 6,500
women — ChSIR — served their sentences in Karlag in 1938-1946. More than 4,500 of them passed
through ALZHIR, one of the largest Soviet women's camps [37; 153].
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N.S. Cherushev’s book contains a list of female prisoners at the Akmolinsk camp for the wives of
«traitors to the motherland»—members of the families of high-ranking commanders and senior officers of
the Workers’ and Peasants’ Red Army. It contains detailed records of their biographical data, the
circumstances of their sentencing, the chronology of their stay in ALZIR, as well as information about the
status of their husbands [38].

The publications of V. Selizarova [39] and E. Shmaraeva [40] serve a media popularization function,
adapting the history of ALZHIR into the language of modern journalism for a broad audience.

The article by A. Kozlova [41] examines the methodological features and results of the implementation
of two major research projects of Memorial in the genre of oral history. «Prisoners of Algeria» is a project to
collect the memories of women who have served time in the Akmola camp of the wives of traitors to the
Motherland. «Daughters of Algeria» — a project focused on the children of repressed women who grew up
in orphanages or raised by relatives, their specific historical memory

Conclusions

In contemporary Russian historiography, the topic of women in labor camps is examined within the
broader context of studies on the repressive policies of the USSR, gender history, and the history of everyday
life. The study of the issue «Women in Kazakhstani Gulag Camps» in contemporary Russian historiography
is evident in the research interests of scholars across various academic disciplines. The works of Russian
scholars provide a detailed analysis of the legal framework that legitimized the creation of specialized camps
for «family members of traitors to the Motherland.» The author of the article notes a shift in contemporary
Russian historiography from the accumulation of facts regarding women’s camp issues to a deep theoretical
understanding of the «female narrative» in the history of repression, as well as the evolution of scholarly
approaches from institutional studies of the penal system—which laid the statistical foundation—to the
contemporary anthropological turn. Contemporary Russian researchers are studying «everyday life behind
barbed wire,» where female prisoners have unique social and psychological experiences. Scholars are
focusing on the daily lives of women in the camps, survival strategies, motherhood in the ITL, and the
distinctive features of «female memory.» The study describes forms of physical and psychological pressure
on female prisoners: separation from children, domestic instability, and forced labor in the camps. It has been
demonstrated that the system used motherhood and the severing of family ties as tools of physical and
psychological oppression.

The names and fates of the women of the Akmola camp of wives of traitors to the motherland
(ALGERIA) and the Karaganda camp (Karlaga) have been established. Russian historiography has evolved
from a political-legal description of repression to a socio-anthropological analysis. Contemporary Russian
scholarship examines the specific nature of women’s fates in the camps as a distinct, most tragic segment of
Gulag history. The primary value of Russian scholars’ contributions today lies in the development of a
methodology for studying «women’s memory.» The works of Russian historians help overcome stereotypes
about the «insignificance» of women’s participation in the history of repression by integrating the topic into
the context of the history of the Soviet repressive system.

The analysis conducted suggests that Russian historiography still lacks a comprehensive study of the
issue of «Women in the Kazakhstani Gulag Camps,» although certain aspects of it have already been
addressed in individual works. This underscores the need for further research in this area. However, it is
evident that the ideological and political climate in Russia has influenced and continues to influence the
study of this issue.
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