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Kazakh Bais and Their Role in the Development of Society in the Late 19th and Early
20th centuries

This study examines the social profile of bais in Kazakh society in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, con-
sidering their property, social characteristics, and legal status. The authors identify the forms and features of
entrepreneurial activity and provide a detailed analysis of the economic and socio-political activities.of the
bais, and reveal their role in the development of culture and charity through patronage and assistance to, the
needy. The authors demonstrate the diverse forms of entrepreneurship in animal husbandry, agriculture, vari-
ous trades, and industries related to the processing of agricultural products, and they summarize,the signifi-
cance of major economic changes associated with the sharply increased activity of private capital. Thus, stud-
ying the social status of Kazakh bais in the late 19th and early 20th centuries is essential forfunderstanding
the class structure of Kazakh society of that period, the processes of social stratificatiof; and thesinfluence of
the bais on the political and economic life of the region. This helps analyze how the colonial policy of the
Russian Empire contributed to heightened social tension and how the old ruling glass managed to preserve its
position amid growing changes.

Keywords: history of Kazakhstan, Kazakh society, Kazakh bais, policy of the'RussiantEmpire, confiscation of
bai farms.

Introduction

Examining the role of bais in Kazakh society is.an importantielement in studying history of trade and
market in Kazakhstan in the late 19th and early 20th centuries: Since the incorporation of the Kazakh Khan-
ate into Russia, Kazakhstan played a connectinggole in the development of trade and economic relations be-
tween several states. Under the constant changes of the legal framework of the region’s administrative and
territorial governance, the bais played a key role and'served as a driving force behind trade relations between
the steppe regions.

Under the influence of the capitalist relations penetrating Kazakhstan, a national bourgeoisie began to
take shape, reflecting the specific features and,distinct nature of this process. The core of the Kazakh national
bourgeoisie was formed by the bai class. Kazakh bais were large livestock and landowners engaged in trade
and moneylending, and they also.played a significant role in local political and economic life. The social sta-
tus of the bais was determined<bystheinwealth, influence, and ability to control resources, including land and
livestock. During this perioditheirieconomic power was often combined with political influence, including
control over courts and other institutions.

It should also be noted that.the processes of fundamental transformation toward a capitalist economy in
Kazakh society became noticeably more active in the late 19th century. The growth of private entrepreneur-
ship objectivelyqinfluenced the pace and nature of the development of productive forces, which in turn
changed the appearance of traditional social groups and made the emergence of a new bourgeois stratum in
the region evident. Having gone through a short but challenging period of formation, the bais made a signifi-
cant contribution'to the development of commercial initiative, the adoption of modern forms of trade and
industrial activity, and public life. Above all, their main achievement was the acquisition of extensive eco-
nomic management experience, which remains relevant even today.

Researchers have different views on the assessment of the phenomenon of the bai class as a social
group. Some scholars believed that the emergence of the bai class was not connected to capitalist relations.
Others argued that the bai class was a new social stratum that arose only in the mid-19th century on the basis
of commodity-money relations. E. Bekmakhanov considered the main shortcoming of these viewpoints to be
their treatment of the bai economy as a static phenomenon, whereas it should be viewed through the lens of
evolutionary development. In his opinion, the bai class, unlike other feudal groups, represented an emerging
national bourgeoisie [1; 338]. In this regard, examining this issue helps refine and expand the existing under-
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standing of the role of the bais in Kazakh society and the pathways of entrepreneurial development in the
late 19th and early 20th centuries.

Materials and methods

The source base and research materials are represented by information obtained from the Central State
Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan. During the research process, five archival collections were exam-
ined, containing data on the entrepreneurial activities of Kazakh bais and on the economic relations of live-
stock-industrialists with Russia. Archival materials also made it possible to identify the names of specific
Kazakh bais.

The research methodology is based on the principles of historicism, objectivity, and system-based anal-
ysis. The article attempts to establish, within the specific field of study, the dialectical interaction of diverse
objective and subjective, material and ideal factors of the historical process that shape the life of.individuals
and society. Accordingly, the article employs several scientific research methods, includingsthe historical-
genetic, historical-comparative, historical-typological, and systemic-structural approaches.

The historical-systemic method was used to analyze the main components of the_bai category, that is,
the forms of capital organization and activity, the estate-based hierarchical system of entrepreneurship, and
the processes of social consolidation. The historical-typological method was applied to‘identify the composi-
tion of the bais, who came from various social groups but shared established common“characteristics. The
historical-comparative method was used to analyze the economic activities of‘enterprises belonging to differ-
ent forms of ownership, in order to determine the degree of participation of varieus social groups in entre-
preneurial activity.

Results

The emergence of the national bourgeoisie was closely linked to,the socio-historical specificities of the
region in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. A significant portion of the bais remained strongly tied, in
many ways, to the remnants of patriarchal-feudal life rather,than to the laws of the market. The Kazakh
bourgeoisie was economically weak and dependent on thesRussian imperialist bourgeoisie [2; 70, 71]. The
formation of capital among the national bourgeoisie. mainly followed the path typical of the era of “primitive
accumulation”, through trade-based and usurious expleitation of the local population.

With the penetration of capitalist relations into the Kazakh aul, the nature of livestock breeding
changed: the focus shifted from sheep and harse herding to the raising of cattle, which brought higher in-
come. For example, among the Irtysh Kazakhs, cattle made up one-third of the entire herd. This was ex-
plained, on the one hand, by the possibility of storing large quantities of hay, and on the other, by market
demand specifically for cattlesMarket price summaries for livestock and animal products provide insight into
the volume and significance of trade turnover among merchant-livestock industrialists. The following were
the prices at the KonstantinowsFair (Akmola region) in 1903: a horse or a bull cost 34 rubles each, a cow—25
rubles, a ram—>5 rubles. Prices for hides were as follows: horse—3 rubles 30 kopecks, camel—3 rubles 60
kopecks, heifer—3 rubles'40 kopecks, sheep—60 kopecks, goat—1 ruble. Sheep wool cost 3 rubles 75 ko-
pecks, goat wool-—8 rubles, camel wool—b5 rubles 50 kopecks. Horsehair sold for 22 rubles [3; 34, 35].

The bais who were involved in livestock-industrial entrepreneurship understood their role in economic
relations with Russia and insisted on recognition of their contributions by the tsarist administration. A tele-
gram sent in 1900 by‘a group of bais from the Chelkar volost of the Kokchetav uezd to Minister of Finance
S. Witte stated unambiguously: “We are a more useful element than peasant grain-farmers, but unfortunately
no ane has ever taken into account the knowledge of the Kyrgyz in the economic life of Russia. We are tax-
payers without arrears of any obligations; we supply tens of thousands of inexpensive horses to European
Russia; we supply just as much livestock there; we supply millions of poods of lard, wool, hides, and sheep-
skins to the European market. In short, we are an active, vital force in the overall economy of the state” [4].

Some bai households transitioned to breeding improved livestock breeds (horse studs) and achieved no-
table success in this area. For example, in 1877, an exhibition and draft trials of horses belonging to Kyrgyz
horse breeders were held in Troitsk. The first monetary prize from the award fund of the Main Directorate of
State Horse Breeding, set at 20 rubles by the organizing committee, was awarded to the bay-brown stallion
owned by Naizabai Sarybelev, who covered 285 sazhen in 4.5 minutes with a load ranging from 45 to 159
poods. The second prize of 16 rubles was awarded to a gray stallion belonging to Baidaulet Balagusov—he
covered 270 sazhen in 4.5 minutes with a load of 45-153 poods. The third prize of 14 rubles went to a dark-
gray mare owned by Magambet Unbaev, who covered 250 sazhen in 5 minutes with a load of 45-145 poods.
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The fourth prize of 14 rubles was given to a gray stallion belonging to Kazy Klychbaev—he covered 220
sazhen in 4.5 minutes with a load of 45-133 poods. The fifth prize of 8 rubles went to a bay stallion owned
by Galiy Safarov—he covered 210 sazhen in 4 minutes with a load of 45-129 poods [5; 15, 16].

In 1898, for excellence in horse-breeding, the emperor bestowed silver medals inscribed “For dili-
gence”, 10 be worn around the neck, upon Kyrgyz horse breeders Sultan Zhangir Begalin, Nurmukhamed
Sagynaev, Meiram Janaydarov, Kiyash Sanrykov, zauryad sotnik Jaru Jaiykpaev, and Sadyvakas Chormanov
[5; 56]. Information on M. Janaydarov’s horse stud even appeared in the report of the governor of Akmola
oblast: “In the Atbasar uezd there is Janaydarov’s horse stud. It was established in 1870 and consists of 400
brood mares of the Kyrgyz breed. It is serviced by crossbred stallions descended from local mares bred with
purebred sires” [6; 22, 23].

The sources of recruitment into the national bourgeoisie were diverse. A portion of the bourgeoisie
came from the aristocracy. They evolved from feudal livestock owners into livestock-industrialists, supply-
ing livestock worth hundreds of thousands of rubles annually to fairs. However, most enterprises runby no-
ble families continued to rely on traditional, pre-capitalist methods of production. Those. households'that
possessed entrepreneurial skills were largely led by individuals rising from the kara,suyek (“commoner
bones”). The number of bais without noble origins increased especially rapidly in the'earlys20th*century due
to the rapid expansion of commodity-money relations [7].

Thus, in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, Kazakh livestock-industrialists included both large and
small owners, possessing massive herds of sheep, cattle, and horses, which*formed the foundation of their
wealth and way of life. Wealthy livestock-industrialists could own thousands of‘sheep, while poorer seg-
ments of the population were often forced to sell their livestock due to‘economic hardship and the colonial
policies of tsarist Russia.

The national bourgeoisie was primarily a commercial bourgeoisie. Kazakh merchants mainly supplied
raw materials for Russian industry. Many bais, while still livestock owners, became traders as well. Accord-
ing to V. Kuznetsov’s expedition, 65-70% of bais who owned 500-600 head of livestock were simultane-
ously engaged in large-scale trade [8; 227]. Prominent Kazakhymerchants were shareholders in major trading
houses and employed 10-25 clerks. Small traders were especially drawn to the profitability of steppe com-
merce. The petty commercial bourgeoisie consisted\of trade employees (clerks), itinerant clerks (commercial
travelers), saudagers, and brokers. By the late 19th century, the Kazakh commercial bourgeoisie was in-
creasingly formed from merchants—middlemen (alypsatars). Commercial capital penetrated ever deeper into
the region’s economy. Sources indicate that in\1901 each volost of Semipalatinsk oblast had no fewer than
20-40 small and medium-sized traders [9; 96]s

In the early 20th century the formation of the national commercial bourgeoisie accelerated. The ranks of
petty traders, such as Kazakh/brokers, alypsatars, and saudagers, remained numerous. With the intensifica-
tion of trade exchange, the number of‘alypsatars and their monetary turnover increased. Thus, whereas in the
1890s surveys of Kazakh heuseholds.in the Pavlodar, Atbasar, Kokchetav, Kustanai, and Aktobe uezds rec-
orded 640 alypsatars, a second survey conducted ten years later found 849 buyers and middlemen in just the
Kustanai and Aktobe gezds, with an income of 223,000 rubles [3; 53]. Some of these alypsatars gradually
transformed into mid-level bai livestock-industrialists. For example, in 1908-1910, the commercial turnover
of alypsatar T. &ruspekov from the Kopal uezd of Semirechye oblast reached 50-60 thousand rubles. He
employed six hiredworkers to care for purchased livestock and owned a large textile shop in the village of
Aksuwith an‘annual turnover of 30 thousand rubles [10; 75].

Thus,.due torKazakhstan’s colonial position, commercial entrepreneurship occupied the leading place in
the region’s economy. Its development was the logical outcome of earlier trading relations. For example, the
Irtysh'Rivergeven before the arrival of settlers from European Russia, had long served as a major trade route.
With the development of market relations in the second half of the 19th century, trade acquired new features
and characteristics. The possibility of accumulating wealth through the sale of steppe products at higher
monetary prices stimulated entrepreneurial activity mainly among the wealthier segment of the Kazakh
population. Large bais practiced broad diversification of capital. For instance, in the Omsk uezd, among bais
who on average owned 500-600 head of cattle per household, 65-70% simultaneously engaged in trade. Sta-
tistics from commercial documents show that the areas of greatest development of entrepreneurial trade in
the domestic markets were Semipalatinsk and Omsk. The domestic market was dominated by large mer-
chants. By 1900, the most prominent in the Irtysh region were Semipalatinsk first-guild merchants
A.V. Moskvin and D.N. Derov, and second-guild merchants F.V. Stupin and G. Gabdulzhaparov [11; 141-
143].
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In the Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan, a petition by Petropavlovsk townsman An-
drei Goncharenkov has been preserved, in which Goncharenkov requests that he and his family be trans-
ferred to the Petropavlovsk second-guild merchant class beginning in the second half of 1872 [12; 1]. His
request was later granted. Semipalatinsk second-guild merchant Mukhamed Fatikh Gabaidullin was the son
of a towns-woman of Semipalatinsk, Bibi Ganifa Gabaidullina [13; 1-3]. Another noteworthy fact is the re-
moval of individuals from merchant status into the townsman class: on 10 March 1899, the Omsk Treasury
Chamber reclassified Kokchetav merchants Nikolai Vasilievich Suslov and Prokopii Dmitrievich Strigin as
townsmen of Kokchetav [14; 12].

During the period under study, the economic life of the Kazakhs was characterized by active commer-
cial and craft activities. Income from crafts averaged over 500 rubles per year [7; 10]. Commercial agricul-
ture developed on a large scale. One official’s report noted: “In the Semipalatinsk and Ust-Kamenogorsk
uezds, in favorable years, grain is produced in such abundance that part of it ...is exported to grist mills...”
[15; 9]. One of the major areas of commercial agriculture in the Irtysh region was Bel-Agach. Herexamong
the Kazakh eginshi farmers, many sowed 100200 desiatinas of grain; some harvested up to 9 million peods
of grain, of which no less than 5 million were taken to market. Revenue amounted to.about,800 thousand
rubles [16; 168].

The national bourgeoisie did not limit itself to livestock breeding and tradej it also began engaging in
agriculture. At the beginning of the 20th century, according to Berotov, the region\saw the growth of “large
agricultural estates which in some places, for example in the Akmola and Kustanai-uezds, closely resemble
Russian privately owned farms”. The author added: “The same phenomenon,i.e.{the concentration of land
and simultaneously of livestock in the hands of individual aksakals, is‘observed<in all uezds of the region,
especially in those closest to the markets” [9; 227]. Such areasdncluded the Pavlodar uezd, where bais such
as Berkimbaev (owner of 2,000 desiatinas), Khansultanov (2,500, desfatinas), and Baimukhamedov (140
desiatinas) operated. Some bais were sub-lessees: they rentedsland:from Russian colonizers and then re-
leased it in small plots on oppressive terms to poor Kazakhs[7; 12].

By the late 19th century, commercial agriculture was maost developed among bai households that sowed
up to 1,000 desiatinas and traded grain. Acgcording tohdatarfor 1910-1915, the bais Yamayashalov,
Zheksembai, and others sold annually between 1,000 and 5,000 poods of grain. The Memorial Book of the
Semipalatinsk Oblast for 1900 mentions “Kyrgyzyplanters”, Kontarbay Bataev, Tleukin, Mukhamed
Sadykov, and Zhaksybai Kustanov, who owned hundreds of desiatinas of crops. Despite the growth in sown
areas, yields in Kazakh entrepreneurial farms remained low. Far greater economic benefit came from live-
stock breeding, which occupied 86% of the fegion’s population [7; 13].

The spread of entrepreneurial spirit'was accompanied by the evolution of the people’s mentality. The
formation of market values progressed rapidly. Awareness of one’s usefulness to society served as a stimulus
for many businessmen. Entrepreneurialyphilanthropy played an important role in public life. First, it was a
means of supporting the poeorpsecond; a way to improve citizens’ living standards; third, it played an im-
portant moral role for the entrepreneurs themselves, giving their business a patriotic character. Charitable
actions aimed at constructing religious buildings were widespread.

For a long time in_Pavlodar, the only functioning Muslim center was the mosque built by entrepreneur
Bizhan Shokybasov. Another notable example of philanthropy occurred in 1888, when “with funds provided
by merchant P.M. Mikhailov and other benefactors”, the Pokrovsky Cathedral was built in Ust-Kamenogorsk
[18]. Many entrepreneurs provided material support to talented young people in obtaining an education. The
baidAbdykarim was widely known for his patronage, offering comprehensive assistance to S. Toraygyrov, as
was Musa Chormanov, who provided both moral and financial support to Ch. Valikhanov. Musa
Chormanov’s son, Sadwakas, continued his father’s work: thanks to his initiatives, dozens of gifted children
were ableto study at the best educational institutions in Russia [7; 13].

Discussion

Scholars’ opinions on the role of Kazakh bais in Kazakh society in the late 19th and early 20th centu-
ries differ: some emphasize their role in preserving traditions and providing social support, while others view
them as exploiters and agents of colonial policy.

According to E.B. Bekmakhanov, in the 19th century the social layer most directly connected to trade
was the Kazakh bais. In his monograph “The Incorporation of Kazakhstan into Russia,” he notes that it is
incorrect to equate the social position of all bais with the market, as some bais belonged to the feudal-lineage
nobility. During this period, the role of the bais intensified. Among the Kazakhs, many bais conducted large-
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scale trade and usury operations. The chairman of the Orenburg Frontier Commission, Ladyzhensky, who
drafted a profile of Sultan Akhmet Zhantyurin for a state award, wrote: “In the eastern part of the Horde,
there is almost no Kyrgyz who is not a merchant, a cabman, or a salt transporter. Akhmet, engaging in trade
himself, readily offers his money, of course not without considerable personal benefit, to every Kyrgyz wish-
ing to engage in any of the aforementioned occupations” [18; 44].

One such prominent Kazakh merchant of the Semipalatinsk region was Karazhan Ukibaev, a descend-
ant of a bai family, who obtained a first-guild merchant certificate in Moscow. Karazhan Ukibaev’s father
was a major bai and livestock owner, with a herd of 11,000 horses. Later, Karazhan established meat and
leather industries in the city of Semipalatinsk [19; 169]. Interestingly, in a study by Kazakh scholars M.K.
Karimov, M.K. Asylbekov, and A.F. Dautova, Pidakhmet Bobkin is listed as one of the first Kazakh mer-
chants to have a store in Nizhny Novgorod [20; 163]. In V.V. Galiyev’s work, a list of merchants of\Zaisan
in 1909 includes both Kazakhs (Kystaustai Myngozhin, Bayazat Satpayev, Khasan Tarakoy, Safa Nasyrov,
N.I. Manafov) and Russians and Tatars (Pidakhmet Bobkin, Khaviulla Erzin, Yu.K. Seyfullin, Ismatulla
Urmanov, Khaibulla Shametdinov, L.F. Sorokin, A.S. Khokhlov). Here, Bobkin is listedsamong the Tatar
merchants [20; 65, 66]. The article by Bobkin’s granddaughter, Halima Bekmukhamedewa, clarifies his eth-
nic origin, specifying the ethnicity of the merchant’s daughter. Aisha studied at the women’s gymnasium in
Semipalatinsk. Although the merchant’s daughter was Kazakh, she wrote essays inRussian‘excellently [21;
13] [22; 56].

According to S. Asfendiyarov, the bais accounted for approximately 8<12%0f the total Kazakh popula-
tion [23; 260]. S. Tolybekov estimated that large bai estates constituted ho mare than 10% of all bai house-
holds and 0.5% of the total nomadic population [24; 573]. S. Sundetov believed that in the Steppe region, bai
households made up about one-fifth of all Kazakh households [3; 71}

The well-known historian T.K. Shcheglova notes that the trading classes of Bukharans and Tashkentis,
acting as intermediaries in the exchange of goods between Kazakh livestock breeders and Russian merchants
within the Steppe regions, took control of trans-Asian,trade, facilitated by similarities in language, religion,
and lifestyle [25].

According to A.S. Kereibayeva, unlike in Russian territories, where, as noted by Russian authors, the
entrepreneurial layer formed as a result of the disintegration of the old feudal social classes, in the Steppe
region the local bourgeoisie developed within the context.ef new socio-economic conditions, partly linked to
the integration of the Steppe into market relations and the all-Russian market. With the penetration of com-
modity-capitalist relations, significant changes occurred in the social structure of Kazakh society. Large bai-
livestock industrialists, as well as medium“and small herders and elders, gradually became involved in the
vortex of commodity-capitalist relations‘and formed the core of the national bourgeoisie of the Steppe re-
gion, as they controlled the majority of livestock and land [22; 57].

According to K.zZh. Abilov, despite the apparent successes of certain bai households, it must be
acknowledged that commereiah.agriculture did not develop widely in Kazakh households. Only a small por-
tion of bai estates, which/hadsembarked on the path of capitalist relations, were able to supply grain to the
market. The harvested(grain primarily served to meet the households’ own needs. Meanwhile, the most im-
portant branch of the Kazakh economy—Ilivestock breeding—remained extensive in nature. Bai households
were characterized by low labor productivity. The transformation of bai estates into market-oriented farms
gradually undermined the subsistence foundations of nomadic economy. The integration of nomadic house-
holds.nte. market relations and the increasing dependence on bai moneylenders impoverished the poorest
segments of,the Kazakhs. The process of forming a national trading bourgeoisie was slow. The dominance of
subsistence farming, the underdevelopment of commodity production and exchange, and competition from
Russiamand«Central Asian merchants all had an impact. The creation of national trading capital was further
constrained by Kazakhstan’s colonial status: the Russian bourgeoisie set low prices for livestock and animal
products—the primary commodities of Kazakh merchants. Consequently, the share of Kazakhs in Kazakh-
stan’s trade was small. According to the 1897 census, 39,537 people were engaged in trade in Kazakhstan, of
whom only 4,608, or just over 11%, were Kazakhs. In 1910, Verny had 765 commercial establishments, of
which only 23 were owned by Kazakhs. In the same year, in the village of Zaytsevskoye (Chilik) of the
Vernensky uezd, out of 130 commercial establishments, only two belonged to Kazakhs [26; 134]. According
to G. Esengaliyeva, in 1890 in the Semipalatinsk region, out of 29 enterprises processing livestock products,
only three were owned by Kazakhs. The total value of the output of all 29 enterprises amounted to 580,862
rubles, of which the Kazakh national capital accounted for 8,500 rubles (1.4%) [27; 163].
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Conclusion

In Kazakh society, bais were among the wealthy. Thanks to nomadic livestock farming and the rural
community structure, they were economically and socially affluent, owning more livestock than other
groups. While some bais always remained part of the nomadic population, others were rising to higher social
strata. This was especially noticeable in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, during the period under the
colonial system.

At the turn of the 19th—20th centuries, Kazakh bais played the role of influential landowners and live-
stock breeders, serving as pillars of their clans, engaging in philanthropy, and distributing resources. They
provided support to the poor, orphans, and relatives in difficult times, assisted with organizing weddings, and
took on social obligations, acting as a stabilizing force within society.

The formation of a national bourgeoisie was a natural outcome of the penetration of capitalist relations
into the Kazakh steppe. Due to a number of factors, this process had certain specific features, shaped by the
colonial status and general underdevelopment of the region, the persistence of patriarchal-lineage traditions,
and the strong influence of Russian and foreign capital. The national bourgeoisie was predominantly com-
mercial and linked to servicing Russian and foreign capital, which was mainly oriented'toward external mar-
kets.
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H.C. Canayar

XIX r. agrpl — XX F. 0acbIHAAFBI Ka3aK Oaiyiapbl KOHE 0JIaPAbIH KOFAMHBIH
AaMYBIHAAFbI POJIi

Makanazna Jepexrep MeH TapUXHaMalbIK MaTepuanaap Herizinge XIX racsIpAbIH asrbsl MeH, XX FaChIpABIH
OachIHIarbl Ka3aK KOFaMBIHIArbl OaillapIbIH oJIeyMETTIK KelOeTiHe 3epTTey JKYpPri3iiji, OJapIblH MYJIKTIiK-
QJIEYMETTIK CHIaTrTaMachl MEH KYKBIKTHIK >KarJalibl TalgaHIbl. ABTOp ajbllicaTapiapiblH  KaCIIKepIIiK
KBI3METIHIH HBICAHAAPHl MCH CPEKIICTIKTEPIH aHBIKTAIbI, OailapAblH 3KOHOMUWKAJBIK JKOHE KOFaMIIBIK-
casCH KbI3METiH Tayjaiipl, OJap/AblH MEIEHATTHIK JKOHE MYKTaX d>KaHJapFa KeMEK, KOPCeTy apKbUIbI
MOJICHHET NeH KaHbIPBIMIBLIBIKTEI JAMBITYIAFbI POJIiH KapacTeipaasl. COHBIMEH KaTap Mall MapyallbUIbIFbIH,
ETIHIIIITIK KOHE aybUT IIAPYaIIbUIBIFbl OHIMICPIH OH/ICY OHEPKICiIOiHIe KoCITKepIIKTIH apTYp1i popManapsiH
KepceTei, JKeKe KaluTaJIbIH OesiceHieyiMeH OaiaHbIChl 0ap ipi BKOHOMUKAJIBIK ©3repicTep Il CHIIaTTalbI.
Ocerraiima, XIX facepablH asFbl MeH XX FachIpAbIH OachIHAArsl Kas3aK, OaiapbIHBIH QI€yMETTIK
MOpTeOECiH 3epTTey COJ Ke3eHJeri Ka3aK KOFAMBIHBIH TAHNTBIK «KYPBUIBIMBIH, OJEYMETTIK IKIKTEIy
HPOLECTEPIH JKoHe Oailylap/AbIH KOFaMIAFbl CasiCH JKOHE SYKOHOMUKANBIK OMIpiHe aCepiH TYCIHY YIIIH KaXXeT.
byn Peceli mMIepHsACHIHBIH OTApIIBULABIK cascaThl QIEyMETTIK NIMCSNEHICTIH KypJeleHyiHe Kajai BIKIal
eTKEHIH XXQHe eCKi OWmieyIi TanThIH ecill Kelle )KaTKaH e3repiCiep KarJalblHIa ©3 YCTaHBIMIApBIH Kanail
caKTaif aFaHbIH TaJIayFa KOMEKTECe.

Kinm ce30ep: Kazakcran Tapuxpl, Oaitmap, YITTBIK OypiKyasusi, KazaK KOFaMbl, KOCIMTKEpJiK, Oai
IIapYaIlbUIBIFbI, YKOHOMHKA.

H.C. Canayar

Ka3axckue 0au u ux posp B pazsutum odmecrsa B kKoHue XIX — nayane XX BB.

B craTtbe Ha OCHOBE HCTOYHMKOBOTO M HCTOPHOTPAGHUIECKOTO MaTepHaia MPOBOJUTCS HCCIEJOBAaHNE COIIH-
anpHOro oOnmka 6aéB B Ka3aXxCKoMm oOmiectBe B koHIe XIX — Hauame XX Beka, aHAIU3HPYETCS HX
MMYLIECTBEHHO-COLMAEHAs (XapaKTepPUCTHKAa U TIPaBOBOE IOJOKEHUE. ABTOpPaMH BBIBIAIOTCS (HOPMBI U
0COOCHHOCTH TPEATPUHUMATEIHCKON AESITENFHOCTH KOMMEPCAHTOB, JIETAIbHO aHAM3UPYETCs IKOHOMHYE-
cKas M OOIIECTBEHHO-ITOMMTHYECKAs JSSITEIbHOCTh 0aeB, pacKphIBAeTCsl UX POJIb B Pa3BUTHU KYJBTYPhI H
6I1aroTBOPHTENBHOCTHIOCPEICTBOM MEIICHATCTBA M MOMOIIY HYXJAIOMUMCs. ABTOpaMHU ITOKa3aHBI Pa3HO-
00pa3HbIe (YOPMBL TPEANPUHIMATEIHCTBA B CKOTOBOJICTBE, 3€MJIEIEIINH, IPOMBICIIAX U IPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH T10
nepepaboTKe CeTbCKOX03HCTBEHHOM MPOAYKINH, 0000IIeHO 3HaUeHHE KPYIMHBIX SKOHOMHUUECKHX TIepEeMeEH,
KOTOPBIC OBUIM CBSI3aHBI C PE3KO BO3pOCIIEH aKTHBHOCTBIO YAaCTHOTO KamuTana. TakuMm oOpa3oM, U3ydeHHe
COLIMATBHOIO cTaTyca Ka3axckux OaeB B KoHIle XIX — Havame XX Beka HCOOXOIMMO ISl TOHUMAHUS Kiac-
COBOM\CTPYKTYpPBI Ka3aXCKOTr'0 00IIEeCTBa TOTO MEePHO/a, MPOLECCOB COLMAIBHOTO PACCIOCHHs M BIUSHUA Oa-
€B Ha MOJIMTUYECKYI0O 1 SKOHOMHMYECKYIO JKU3Hb PErMOHA. DTO MOMOraeT NpOaHalIu3UpOBaTh, KaK KOJIOHU-
ajibHas nonuTrka Poccuiickoit umIepun cnoco0cTBoBana 0OOCTPEHHUIO COLMATBLHON HANPSHKEHHOCTH, M KaKk
CTapoMy TpaBsIIEMy KIACcCy yaBalIOCh COXPAHATH CBOM MO3UINH B YCIOBHAX HAPACTAIOMINX TIEPEMEH.

Kniouesvie cnosa: UCTOpUA Ka3aXCTaHa, 6aI/I, HalloHaJIbHas 6yp>{<ya31/m, Ka3axCKo¢ 06H1€CTBO,
MpeANpUHUMATEIILCTBO, Oarickue XO3$[I710TB8., SKOHOMMUKa.

References

1 Bekmakhanov, Ye. (1961). Baiskoe khoziaistvo v Kazakhstane i ego osobennosti vo vtoroi polovine XIX — nachale XX v.
[Bai economy in Kazakhstan and its features in the second half of the 19th — early 20th centuries]. Voprosy istorii selskogo

156 BecTHuk KaparaHgmMHCKoro yHmBepcuteTa



Kazakh Bais and Their Role in...

khoziaistva, krestianstva i revoliutsionnogo dvizheniia v Rossii — Questions of the history of agriculture, peasantry, and
revolutionary movement in Russia. Moscow [in Russian].

2 Fridman, Ts.L. (1974). Banki i kredit v dorevoliutsionnom Kazakhstane (1900-1914) [Banks and credit in pre-revolutionary
Kazakhstan (1900-1914)]. Alma-Ata [in Russian].

3 Sundetov, S.A. (1970). O genezise kapitalizma v selskom khoziaistve Kazakhstana (na materialakh Severo-Vostochnykh
oblastei) [On the genesis of capitalism in agriculture of Kazakhstan (based on materials from the North-Eastern regions)]. Alma-Ata:
Nauka [in Russian].

4 TsGA RK [Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan]. — F. I-25. — Op. 1. — D. 3478 [in Russian].

5 TsGA RK [Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan]. — F. I-64. — Op. 1. — D. 823 [in Russian].

6 (1915). Obzor Akmolinskoi oblasti za 1914 g. [Review of Akmola region for 1914]. Omsk [in Russian].

7 Mamytova, S.N. (2004). Istoriia razvitiia predprinimatelstva v Priirtyshe vo vtoroi polovine XIX — nachale XX weka [The
history of entrepreneurship development in the Irtysh region in the second half of the nineteenth and early twentieth century’s]. Can-
didate’s thesis. Pavlodar [in Russian].

8 Kuznetsov, V. (1908). Rezultaty peresmotra norm zemelnogo obespecheniia kirgizov Ust-Kamenogorskogo: uezda
Semipalatinskoi oblasti [History of the Development of Entrepreneurship in the Irtysh Region in the Second Half of the 19th — Early
20th Century]. Saint Petersburg [in Russian].

9 Sundetov, S.A. (1968). Torgovlia v Kazakhstane v nachale XX veka [Trade in Kazakhstan at the'Beginning of the Twentieth
Century]. Alma-Ata [in Russian].

10 (1974). Ocherki ekonomicheskoi istorii Kazakhskoi SSR (1860-1970 gg.) [Essays on the“EconomicsHistory of the Kazakh
SSR (1860-1970)]. Alma-Ata: Kazakhstan [in Russian].

11 (1990). Sibirskaia torgovo-promyshlennyi kalendar za 1900 god [Siberian Trade and Industrial Calendar for 1900]. Tomsk
[in Russian].

12 TsGA RK [Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan]. — F. 369. —Op. 1.;’kn. 4. — D. 6200. — L. 6 [in Rus-
sian].

13 TsGA RK [Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan]. — F. 15.~— Op. 1.— D. 618. — L. 6 [in Russian].

14 TsGA RK [Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan]. &~ F.342. —0Op. 1. — D. 527. — L. 200 [in Russian].

15 TsGA RK [Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan].— F. 342,~— Op. 1. — D. 1401. — L. 9 [in Russian].

16 (1997). Yevraziistvo v ekonomicheskoi i etnopoliticheskoi vistoriiy Kazakhstana [Eurasianism in the Economic and
Ethnopolitical History of Kazakhstan]. Almaty [in Russian]:

17 Shcherbik, G.U. (2001). Ust-Kamenogorskoe kupechestvo [Ust-Kamenogorsk Merchants]. Delovoi Ust-Kamenogrosk —
Delovoy Ust-Kamenogorsk, 5, 46, 47 [in Russian].

18 Bekmakhanov, E.B. (1957). Prisoedinenie Kazakhstana k Rossii [Accession of Kazakhstan to Russia]. Moscow: Izdatelstvo
Akademii nauk SSSR [in Russian].

19 Karimov, M.K., Asylbekov, M.K., & Dautova,"A.F. (2003). Shygys Qazaqstandagy qazaq kasipkerliginin damuy (XIX g. —
XX gasyrdyn basy) [Development of Kazakh entrepreneurship in East Kazakhstan (19th century — beginning of 20th century)].
Semei: Shakarim atyndagy memlekettik universitetinin baspasy [in Kazakh].

20 Galiev, V.V. (2003). Kazakhstan,v sistemefossiisko-kitaiskikh torgovo-ekonomicheskikh otnoshenii v Sintsziane (konets XIX
— nachalo XX veka) [Kazakhstan in the system of Russian-Chinese trade and economic relations in Xinjiang (late 19th—early 20th
century)]. Almaty: Institut istorii‘i etnologii imeni Ch.Ch. Valikhanova MON RK [in Russian].

21 Bekmukhamedova, Kh.(2001). Kupets [Merchant]. Novoe pokolenie — New generation, 17(153) [in Russian].

22 Kereibaeva, ‘AiS. (2019). Istochniki formirovaniia kuptsov Stepnogo kraia vtoroi polviny X1X — nachala XX veka [Sources of
formation of merchants of thexSteppe region of the second half of the 19th—beginning of the 20th century]. Vestnik Surgutskogo
gosudarstvennogo pedagogicheskogo universiteta — Bulletin of the Surgut State Pedagogical University, 51-60 [in Russian].

23 Asfendiarov, S.Dy (1993). Istoriia Kazakhstana (s drevneishikh vremen) [History of Kazakhstan (since ancient times)]. (2nd
ed.). Alma=Ata: Qazaq universiteti [in Russian].

24 Tolybekov, S:E. (1971). Kochevoe obshchestvo kazakhov v XVII — nachale XX v. (Politiko-ekonomicheskii analiz) [Kazakh
nomadic.society in the XVII — early XX centuries. (Politico-economic analysis)]. Alma-Ata: Nauka [in Russian].

25 ‘Shcheglova, T.K. (2002). Yarmarki Zapadnoi Sibiri i Stepnykh oblastei vo vtoroi polovine XIX veka [Fairs of Western Siberia
and Steppe regions in the second half of the 19th century]. Barnaul: lzdatelstvo Barnaulskogo gosudarstvennogo pedagogicheskogo
universiteta [in Russian].

26 Abilov, K.Zh. (2009). Nekotorye osobennosti stanovleniia natsionalnoi burzhuazii v dorevoliutsionnom Kazakhstane [Some
features of the formation of the national bourgeoisie in pre-revolutionary Kazakhstan]. Vestnik Karagandinskogo universiteta. Seriia
Istoriia. Filosofiia — Bulletin of the Karaganda University. Series History. Philosophy, 2(54), 132-137 [in Russian].

27 Yesengalieva, G. (1961). O razvitii promyshlennosti po pererabotke selskokhoziaistvennykh produktov v Semipalatinskoi
oblasti v kontse X1X — nachale XX veka [On the development of the agricultural products processing industry in the Semipalatinsk
region in the late 19th and early 20th centuries]. Voprosy istorii Kazakhstana XIX — nachala XX veka — Questions of history of Ka-
zakhstan XIX — beginning of XX century Alma-Ata: Izdatelstvo AN KazSSR [in Russian].

Cepus «Uctopusa. Punocodusa». 2025, 30, 4(120) 157



N. Salauat

Information about author

Salauat Nurzhan — PhD student, Department of History of Kazakhstan, L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian Na-
tional University, Astana, Kazakhstan, https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1244-0284

N
&

%,
N

J
"

158 BecTHuk KaparaHguHckoro yHnBepcuTeTa


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1244-0284



