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Some issues of obtaining the citizenship of the Russian Empire’byi the Kazakh Khanate

Today, despite the large number of works and data of domestic ‘historians,and other scientists who studied
about the citizenship of the Kazakh Khanate of the Russian Empire, there arestill different opinions about its
causes and consequences. As an additional study of these andfother issues, this article tells about the for-
mation of the Kazakh Khanate in 1465 after the separation of the sultans Kerey and Zhanibek together with
their subordinates and the submission to the Khan Abulkhair, after which the khanate power was perceived by
the public consciousness as a symbol of statehood, historieal continuity in the organization of society, and an
integral part of the world order, a guarantee of theywell-being of the entire Kazakh Khanate, and the influence
of countries adjacent to the Kazakh Khanate at thattime, the incessant attacks of the Dzungarian Khanate,
which forced the Kazakh Khanate to make a difficult‘decision, which later influenced the life of the country,
information about Abylai Khan, who managgd to unite three zhuzs in the Dzungarian offensive, the actions of
the Kazakh sultans, later the oath of the Russian queen Anna Ioanovna, the entry of the first Russian expedi-
tion into the Kazakh land, the construction,of military castles, the place of the Kazakh country in foreign pol-
icy and general political and socialgaetions in'the future on the Kazakh land are given. As a result of the re-
search work on this topic, it can'be said that altough the Kazakh Khanate obtained the Russian Empire, the
Kazakh people always haditheir own attempts to gain independence, sovereignty and dreams of citizenship.

Keywords: Kazakh Khanate, Dzungarian invasion, Russian citizenship, Abylai Khan, khanate power, kazakh
sultans, Igelstrom's reforny, Orenbuirg Kirghiz Charter, uprisings.

Introduction

If we look at the life,of any states that have existed in history, we can see that one of the main goals of
people_ingbuilding a soeiety and forming a state is the creation of a state governed by the rule of law, which
includes universalwalues. In addition, the main features of that legal state are the rule of law, guarantee of
the rightsfand freedoms of the individual, compliance of the principle of separation of powers in the state,
mutual relatiofiship between the individual and the state.

Publie/consciousness perceived the khanate power as a symbol of statehood, historical continuity in the
organization of society, and an integral part of the world order, a guarantee of the well-being of the entire
Kazakh Khanate [1; 62]. As academician S.Z. Zimanov noted, the khanate power was passed down from
generation to generation, and according to the law, the heirs were considered children, brothers, and
grandchildren, although there were also deviations from the rules. Inheritance of power by Will was higher
than recognition by law. The Will was made orally with the participation of religious people or tribal people,
but its execution depended entirely on the large nobility. The official approval of the Khan was carried out at
the National Assembly — kurultai [2; 103].
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There were no formal restrictions on the khanate power, but the field nobility had a narrow range of
activities due to the fact that the Khan was given as much power as it took to maintain their security and
privileges [2; 120]. Academician S.Z. Zimanov noted that the khanate power seems weak to those who
evaluate it from the point of view of the European order. However, the khanate power, relying on the
Supreme Sultan-the rich, ensured order and enforcement of laws in the state. Of course, it all depended on
the personality of the Khan, who had such qualities as wisdom, justice, and heroism, and since it was
considered that not respecting the Khan was not respecting God, the Khan could suppress the objections of
some individual tribes [2; 120-121].

According to Zimanov, the weakness of Central Power affected its simple organizational structure, but
the scientist shows the need to distinguish between the concepts of state and Central Power. State power in a
broad sense is an existing system of power established by privileged groups in this society. In thisgense, he
is not weak in any way, but, on the contrary, he firmly ensures the role of the aristocracy in Kazakh society,
says the academician. Therefore, it should always be taken into account which of the state oglocalauthorities
we are talking about in relation to other rulers from the point of view of the Khan — Sultans, biys; tribal
leaders [2; 122].

As mentioned above, the khanate power depended on his personal abilities, gespect and power. For
example, Tauke, Abylai, Abulkhair, Zhangir and other Khans not only inheritedppower, but also received
respect and recognition among the people due to their specific actions and reforms. Si@¢Klyashtornyi and
T.I Sultanov, citing A. Levshin, say that the Kazakhs remember the goldensage during the reign of Tauke
Khan, and if we believe the Legends, Tauke Khan was really a genius, and in thé¢'Kazakh Chronicles he should
be among the Solon and Lycurgus. He not only reconciled the tribes, but also'left them many laws [3; 318].

Russian influence led to the emergence of new elements of,sogio-economic relations in Kazakh society.
In the face of the new pressure, the khanate power could not stahd be€ause it was an old representative of
Public Relations whose time had passed. The gap betweendhe khanate power and society was growing,
leading to a decisive day for the old system. According togZimanoy, the collapse of the khanate power was
influenced by three real forces. The first was the actionsief the,masses of the people who openly opposed the
Khan's rule; the second, deliberately relying on gheir support teruse it from the very beginning, in order to
eventually destroy the Tsarist Khans; the third, the,pace of decentralization of power, which increased the
crisis of the Khanate dictatorship. The fall of the khanate pOwer was accompanied by the collapse of political
institutions, such as the feudal Congress, poptilar assemblies, and so on, during the promotion of the role of
the official apparatus [2; 156-157].

In Kazakhstan's foreign policy a_special, tole was played by China with a population of about.300
million [4; 9], at that time, according to MjTatimov, Kazakhstan was inhabited by only 2 million people [5;
33], but the main threat was fromghe Dzungarian Khanate.

Methods and materials

The methodological basi§ of\ the research work is the dialectical method of cognition of socio-legal
phenomena and practical medern methods of cognition. In the course of the research, General logical
methods of theoretical amalysis, such as analysis, synthesis, generalization, and comparison, were widely
used. At the sanmi@ytimey methods of legal analysis, clarification, and interpretation were used to solve the
main tasks ingthe proeess of revealing the content. In addition, the research took into account the views of
Kazaklistani legislation, scientific works of domestic and foreign scientists on the formation of a legal,
demcrati¢ state in the state.

Results

The Dzungarian Khanate was formed in parallel with the Kazakh Khanate and existed until 1758 [6; 3],
the main feudal Association of the dzungars was an Ulus consisting of a tribal union. Each of these tribal
associations formed a military unit called honshun, which, at the request of the head of state, was able to al-
locate a certain amount of troops.

The organization of the Dzungarian state was based on a military model and, accordingly, was as flexible as
the structure of the Mongol Khanate of Genghis Khan. The social and political pyramids are formed by the
following system: kontayshi, Taishi — large feudal lords, Noyan — tribal leaders. A large role in the state was
played by the lamas clergy. The supreme power was transferred by inheritance, and according to the oirat law of
1640, the inheritance was transferred from father to son in the Choros clan [2; 212].

Cepusa «lMpaBo» Ne 4(108)/2022 35



R.B. Botagarin, G.U. Balgimbekova

Relations between Dzungaria and Kazakhstan have intensified due to systematic attacks. For twenty
years, there have been military conflicts between the states that have not brought victory to any side.
Dzungaria invaded Kazakhstan and Central Asia with all its might in 1723, after forming an alliance with the
Qing Empire [7; 21]. This difficult period is known in Kazakh history as "aktaban shubyryndy" [8; 104].

In 1726, detachments led by famous batyrs and representatives of the nobility began to be formed in
Kazakhstan. And in 1727, the dzungars were defeated for the first time in the Battle of the Bulanta River
under the leadership of Abulkhair. The next battle took place in 1729 on the Land of Anyrakai near Lake
Balkhash, which also ended with the defeat of the dzungars. From now on, hostilities will temporarily cease
[7; 23].

We agree with the following statements of scientists who have identified these cases. The political
situation was as follows: although the war temporarily stopped while the dzungars were dealing with internal
issues, it was clear that the dzungars, having gathered their strength, would attack the Steppe territoty again.
In this situation, the Kazakh Khans had to make important decisions: 1) unite the headsiefithéazhuzs and
personally prepare for a new war with Dzungaria; 2) seek refuge from the Chinese emperor and destry the
dzungars with their help; 3) ask Russia for citizenship and defeat the dzungars.

After the last victory of the Kazakh troops over the destruction of the dzungarsgbattles breke out in the
region between the new feudal lords. The implementation of the first option waspdeubtful, since the threat
from an external enemy could only temporarily consolidate the nation under one‘flag.

Asking for help from Chinese emperors, who had long been interestedmin the,Southern Territories of
Kazakhstan with abundant water resources and fertile land, without whichi"the possibility of complete
assimilation of Kazakhs with a small population made this option dangetous.

And the request of citizenship from Russia meant the less of indépendence, albeit in the form of a
protectorate, but compared to China and Dzungaria, Russia did nég take%active actions in the region, because
they were dealing with their "Western" questions.

Of course, the Khan had opponents among the sultans whaypredicted what the consequences of the
agreement on the accession of Kazakhstan to Russia would 1€ad to, but it was at those times that there were
no other ways to preserve the Kazakh statehoodg[1; 214-215].“Pherefore, it was decided to ask the Russian
Empire for citizenship. On October 10, 1731, the'Sultans Of The Great and small zhuz swore allegiance to
the Russian crown, and on August 28, 1740, the Middlegzhuz Khan Abilmambet and abylai Sultan swore
allegiance to the Russian crown in Orsk [8; 87-88].

After the return of A.I. Tevkelev, who was engaged in negotiations on the admission of allegiance, in
1734 the Ober Secretary of the Senate I. K™ Kirilov made proposals to the Senate to carry out a number of
measures to strengthen Russia's infldencetand position in Kazakhstan. In particular, he suggests starting the
construction of city structures andyFartress networks.

On May 1, 1734, the Orerburg expedition led by Kirillov, who had broad powers, was formed, and his
assistant was the translator”ofythe@board of Foreign Affairs A.S. Tevkelev [10; 98]. The tasks of the
expedition included economigfdevielopment of the eastern edges of the country and preparation for the use of
their rich naturalgresotirces-yLhén the construction of the Orenburg line of military fortifications began
intensively along thelOrand Ural rivers [7; 29].

It should beeted that the agreement between Kazakhstan and Russia during the war with the dzungars
did not provide for military assistance, but only guaranteed the security of the northern borders. The Kazakh
Khansgwhe sceured/themselves from the Northern Territories, began to take an active part in the fight
against the PDzungarian Khanate. At this time, internal conflicts begin in Dzungaria, in which the Qing
Empire}playedian active role. It should be noted that Abylai, who has forever left his name in the history of
Kazakhstangplayed a huge role in the victory over the dzungars. He shook the pedestal of the Dzungarian
Khanate not only with his sharp sword, but also with his mobile politics. According to I. Ya. Zlatkin, one of
the candidates for the leadership of the Dzungarian state, Amursana, after a series of defeats, lived in the
House of Abylai Sultan for about five months until 1756, preparing for a new battle for supreme power. [6;
454]. Abylai's wisdom lies in the fact that by supporting the resistance of one side, he overcomes the conflict
between them in his favor and prevents his enemies from getting up on their feet.

It should be borne in mind that by obtaining citizenship of Russia, Kazakhstan has abolished its foreign
policy independence, and all international legal acts and agreements have been concluded by the Tsarist
government on behalf of Kazakhstan. And within the state of Kazakhstan, it was given complete freedom.
[1;218].
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Since the conclusion of the agreement, the Russian government did not lose time on the construction of
fortresses and Cossack settlements along the major rivers of Kazakhstan and Siberia. They were built under
the pretext of the safety of their inhabitants, but in reality they were a bridgehead for deepening colonization.

Discussion

According to scientists, the kingdom was not known among the population, but actively interfered in
the internal affairs of the Kazakh Khans, supporting the Khans and sultans who were flattering to the
authorities, and, on the contrary, did not approve the Khans who were not useful to the government [1; 218].
The task of the kingdom was to replace the Khan-Sultanate power with its own Tsarist colonial apparatus by
showing it negatively in the eyes of society.

Later, relations between Kazakhstan and Russia changed from the status of a protectorate to the status
of a vassal. It meant taking the oath and making a binding promise on the part of the Kazakh rulers,as well
as offering a pledge to the Russian authorities. Vassal subordination required the fulfillment of @mumber of
tasks: ensuring the security of Russian trade caravans, collecting fees and taxes in favorofjthe sovereign
state. At the same time, the historical significance of Kazakhstan's perception of Russia fofythe préseryation
of the Kazakh ethnic group and Kazakh national statehood should not be underestimated. "I don't know", he
said... The Dzungarian Khanate was destroyed, a certain silence was establishedsonithe border with China,
trade through the fortified areas of Kazakhstan intensified, elements of comfodity and money relations
began to enter, etc. [11; 35]. It should be noted that all this is the beginningsef théyplanned and purposeful
policy of the kingdom to eliminate the Kazakh national statehood.

During the reign of Catherine I, the Tsarist government took steps to suberdinate the Nomads of the
younger zhuz to an administrative territorial structure and manage the indigenous population on the example
of the organization of Russian provinces. The case was entrusted 4o, Barén'LA. Igelstrom, the ruler of Siberia
and Ufa, through a special decree.

It is known that since Igelstrom's reforms did not, give,the expected results, the border court was closed
in 1799, appointed from representatives of the Tsaristiadministration and Kazakh families of the younger
zhuz to resolve Kazakh-Russian disputes and Inter-Tribal Affairs:

In 1806, the Rasprava, which was the governing body)of three inter-tribal unions (Alimuly, Baiuly and
Zhetu), was dissolved, which was subject to the reformyof.the border court in Orenburg. [12; 13].

According to B. Abdrakhmanova, one of the reasons for the insolvency of this reform was nomadic
animal husbandry as a way of ownership, which did not recognize administrative and territorial stability. [12;
14]. At the same time, this process was hindeted by the Nomads ' distrust of Igelstrom's new discoveries, which
were incompatible with their usual ecénomie way of life. In the end, a thoughtless, hasty reform will fail.

From this period, we canjsee in, the development of relations between Kazakhstan and Russia a clear
purposeful policy of the Tsarist‘goyernment aimed at finally changing the status of Kazakhstan as a colonial
territory and destroying its national statehood.

M.M. Speransky immedidtel§) began his step by studying the weaknesses and strengths of the region in
order not to take agtive(actiomybut to make a certain decision. In general, having obtained materials and other
documentary informationgeollected by experts on the political and socio-economic situation of the Steppe
region, Speranskyjconcludes that the absence of international legal forms of objections to the Russian
occupation ofySteppeéparcas and the process of building fortifications negates the force of possible claims
from the Kazakhs regarding the land. The absence of a contractual legal relationship to agree or disagree with
the €onstruction of the West Siberian network exempts the Russian government from responsibility for the
legalityy0t the construction of these networks. Further, Speransky points out that the only basis for increasing
Russian Tafldence in the internal affairs of the Kazakh lands is the legitimate existence of the Kazakhs as a
body of the Russian Empire. The formal presence of Kazakhs in Russia makes it necessary to exclude it in
real practice.He notes that the solution of the tasks set should begin with the abolition of the khanate power
in the Middle zhuz as a representative of the public and state interests of the people. And, accordingly, the
Russian authorities will have to adopt common legal provisions and organize the internal system of Nomad
management themselves[12; 20-21].

We see that the kingdom began to carry out its plans with confidence among the zhuzs, whose authority
among the ordinary people was reduced due to mutual wars and the struggle of the nobility for power.

In 1822, the "Charter on the Siberian kirghizs", developed by M.M. Speransky, was adopted. According
to the charter, Siberia was divided into two parts: East-Central Irkutsk and West-Central Omsk. Western
Siberia, along with the territories of the middle and great zhuzs of Kazakhstan, included the Tobol, Tomsk
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and Omsk regions. This region became known as the "Siberian Kyrgyz region" and was regulated by the
"Charter on the Siberian kirghizs" [1; 247].

According to the "Charter", the administrative-territorial structure of the middle zhuz included tribal
and territorial features. The territory was divided into external and internal districts, consisting of parishes
and villages. A total of 8 districts were created. Kazakhs were equated with Russian peasants in terms of
legal conditions. Nomads were released from military service and were guaranteed freedom of religion. The
nobility of the tribe had the right to managerial positions only by election. The Kazakh nobility, as well as in
Russia, were exempt from corporal punishment [1; 247].

It was followed by the "Charter on the Orenburg kirghizs", which was developed in 1822 and approved
in 1824. It was prepared by the Orenburg Governor-General P.K. Essen. According to this law, the khanate
power in the small zhuz is terminated and the zhuz is divided into 3 parts according to their tribal structures.
Each unit was headed by a ruler-sultan, through which the colonial administration sought to weaken the role
of the Kazakh nobility, and not in the activities of the Tsarist government.

As in the Speransky charter, the border commission had more powers in relation to'the‘inhabitants of its
possessions. The Supreme administration under both charters was carried out by the governors-gefieral. The
heads of local government — the ruling Sultans, the parish governors and the village elders=seceived their
salaries from the colonial authorities and, accordingly, had to fully implement theugpoli€ics in the region.

Comparing the goals and objectives of the two normative acts, we cafi say that“they are similar,
however, since the law developed by Essen focused on administrative andspewerapproaches, all officials
had to be appointed according to its charter.

These two normative documents begin to encroach on the biy couft,and Customs and legal institutions.
As a result, all important criminal law institutions are transferged under the rule of imperial law. Gradually,
the Imperial judicial system is formed [1; 250].

The only question that was not regulated in these chartgmspwasithe question of land. For example, Article
177 of the Speransky Charter states that the land plots offnomads are owned not by an individual, but by a
collective. And the rest of the land is considered empty-Ehelegal status of the land will be clearly considered in
subsequent documents in the "temporary and Field regulations"[P3; 248].

It is known that the destruction of the Kazakhjstatehood together with the khanate power will not cause
a counter-reaction among the population, but the ‘govestment has long been ready for such a situation
militarily. In historical and legal science, it istknown that in those periods there were many major uprisings
in the Steppe region. E.B. Bekmakhanov said the following about it: "although if these struggles were at the
end and separate, they played a role_in“umifing the forces of the Kazakh people against the Tsarist
aggression" [14; 8].

According to the scientistithe Uprisings of Syrym Datovich and Isatai Taimanov in the late XVIII and
early XIX centuries began as a‘peasant®war against their feudal lords and Russian colonialists. The uprising
of kenesary Kassymov will pecome theé’leader of the struggle for the restoration of Kazakh statehood [14; 9].

The echoes of the struggle for independence will continue for decades to come. For example, in 1835,
in the south of the, Steppe region, uprisings led by Zhan Khoja batyr took place. [13; 286]. In 1855-1858,
major uprisings led by, Yeset Kotibarov took place on the part of the Kazakh tribes that inhabited the western
part of the Aral Sea. [13; 288]. In 1869, there were uprisings in the Ural region led by Hangali Sultan, bi
Azbergen Munaitpasoy and others, in 1870, major Adai uprisings took place on the Mangyshlak Peninsula
and others ) 13;289-290].

It sheuldibe noted that the defeat of the regular armies of the Tsarist government, which prevailed in
terms ‘Qf the number of objections on the part of the indigenous peoples and in terms of weapons, was
inevitablejBut the sacrifices in these struggles were not in vain, they strengthened hopes in the resistance to
the regime for the restoration of State independence, and the commanders of these uprisings remained eternal
heroes in the historical stories, epics and poems of the Kazakh people, passed down from generation to
generation.

In the second half of the XIX century, Tsarist troops invaded the Southern Territories of Kazakhstan,
which at that time did not have time to join Russia, as well as the Khiva and Kokand khanates. The capture of
the Southern Territories of Central Asia completes the last stage of complete colonization of the Steppe region.

Conclusion
Studying the above-mentioned circumstances, we can conclude that the acquisition of Russian alle-

gience by Kazakhstan was a forced measure for the preservation of the Kazakh ethnic group and Kazakh
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statechood at that time. The current socio-economic situation and political fragmentation of the Kazakh
khanates led to the gradual destruction of independence by a powerful state, and then national statehood.

The numerous resistance and insurrection attempts of the people, which were brutally suppressed and
did not succeed, gave birth to heroes with whom subsequent generations connected their struggles and hopes
for the restoration of national independence.

The Steppe and Turkestan territories, which became part of the Russian Empire, began to be drawn into
close economic relations, which contributed to the future development of the region. This applies to the
study of the subsoil of the region, the construction of enterprises, railway lines, education and science,
culture, trade and other spheres of life of the population.
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Ka3zag xan/ibirbiH Peceil nMnepusiCbIHbIH 001aHIBIKKA
alyblHA KATBHICTHI Keiilip MaceJienep

Byrinri xyHge newuin Peceit nmnepusicel KypambiHaarsl Kazak XaHABIFBIHBIH OOJaH/IBIFBIH 3€PTTETeH OTAHABIK
TapUXLIbUIAPMEH 0acka J1a FaabIMIapIbiH eHOeKTepi MeH IepeKTepiHiH KONTiriHe KapaMactaH, OHbIH ceOer-
CaJiiapBiHa KaTbICThI opTYpIi mikipuiep omi e 6ap. Ocbl jxoHe 0acka a Macelelepre KOChIMIIA 3epTTey 001-
FaH Oy MaKanana Kazak xaunwirbiabelH 1465 sxbeutsl Kepeid Men JKoniOek cynTaHIapibIH KO acThIHAAFbI-
flapmeH) 6ipre ©OO0iMKaliblp XaHFa OaFbIHYBIHAH OOIiHIN MIBIKKAHHAH KeHiH KYpBUIFAHIBIFBI; KOFaMIBIK CaHa
OWTIKTl MEMJICKCTTUTIKTIH, KOFaMJIbl YHBIMIACTHIPYJaFbl TapUXd Ca0aKTACTBIKTHIH HBIINIAHBI, COHIAN-aK
QNEMJIIK TOPTINTIH Kypamaac Oeniri, Oykin Ka3ak XaHIBIFBIHBIH ON-ayKaTBIHBIH KEIT peTiHae KaObuimara-
HbIH; Ka3ak XaHABIFBIH KUBIH HICMIM KaObuIIayFa MOKOYp €TKEeH XKOHFap XaHIBIFBIHBIH TOJACCHI3 IIAIKbIH-
LIBUTBIKTAPBIHBIH KUBIH Ke3eHIepAe KopiHic TallKaH dcepi; )KOHFAap MIANKBIHIIBUIBIFBIHIA YII JKY3HiH OachiH
OipikTipren AObUTail XaH Typajibl MAJIIMETTEP; Ka3aK CYITAHIAPBIHBIH 1C-OpEKeTTepi; peceilik maTmaibmM
Anna MoanHoBHaFa aHT KaObU1ay Macenesepi; Ka3akK KepiHe ajFalliKbl OpBIC SKCIICANLUACHIHBIH Kelyi; oc-
Kepu KaMallapAblH TYPFBI3bUIYBI; Ka3aK XaJIKbIHBIH CBHIPTKBI CascaTTarbl OpHBI Typansl aiTeuraH. OChl Ta-
KBIPBINTA FEUIBIMU-3€PTTEY )KYMBICTAphIH XKYpri3e oThIpbin, Ka3ak XaH bIFel 00aH/IBIK allFaHbIMEH, KalllaHga
0OCTaH/IBIK apMaH/Iall, 63 TOYEJCI3/Iiri MEH ereMEH/IITH alyFa TaJIbIHFAHBIH JJJIeJIeyre Ooaabl XKoHe Jie
OCBI TypaJIbl OTaHIBIK FAaIbIMAAPEIMBI3/IBIH O HiKipJIepiHe 3epTTey JKacalraH.

Kinm ce30ep: Kazak XaHIBIFBI, )KOHFAp INANKBIHIIBUIBIFGI, Peceil 601anabiFpl, AObUIAl XaH, XaH/bIK OWIIK,
Ka3ak cynTanaapbl, Urenbctpom pedopmanapsl, OpsIHOOp KBIPFBI3AAph Typaiibl JKaprel, YakpITIIA XKOHE J1a-
Ja epexenepi, keTepiaicrep.
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R.B. Botagarin, G.U. Balgimbekova

P.b. borarapus, I'.Y. bBanrum6ekoBa

HexoTopsbie Bonpocel, kacawmuecs noaydenus Kazaxckum xancrsom
noaxancrea Poccuiickoil umnepuu

Ha ceromusamauii JeHb, HECMOTPS Ha OONBIIOE KOIMYECTBO TPYAOB U JAHHBIX OTEYECTBEHHBIX HCTOPUKOB U
JIPYTUX yYEHBIX, U3y4yaBIIMX NoaaaHcTBO Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa Poccuiickoil uMnepu, Bce elie CyIecTBYIOT
pa3IHYHbIe MHEHHSI OTHOCHTEIBHO €ro NPUYMH U MOCIeACTBUHA. B 3T0if cTaThe, KoTOpast MOCTyXHIa AOMOTI-
HUTEJIBHBIM HCCIIeIOBAaHUEM Ha 9TH U APYTHe BOIIPOCH, TOBOPHUTCS O TOM, 4yTo Kaszaxckoe XaHCTBO OBLIO 00-
pazoBaHo B 1465 . mocne otnencuus Kepest n XKanubeka cynTaHOB BMECTE CO CBOMMH TMOJTYMHCHHBIMH OT
NOAYMHEHEHUs XaHy AOyJxaupy; 4To OOLIECTBEHHOE CO3HAHKE IPHHSUIO BIACTh KaK CHMBOJ FOCYAapCTBEH-
HOCTH, UCTOPHUUYECKOH NPEEeMCTBEHHOCTH B OPraHM3allMK OOIIECTBA, a TAKXKE KaK HEOThEMJIEMYIO 4acTh MH-
POBOTO MOPSAAKA, 3aI0T OJIArOMOIYYHs BCETO Ka3aXCKOTO XaHCTBA; O BIMSHUH, OTPAKEHHOM B KPUTHYECKHE
BpPEMEHA, HETPECTaHHBIX HaOeroB JKyHTapCKOTO XaHCTBAa, BBHIHyAMBIIMX Ka3zaxckoe XaHCTBO, MPUHATH
CIIOXKHOE pEIIeHNe; O CBEACHMSX, Kacaomuxcsl AObITail XaHa, CyMEBIIETO OOBEIUHUTE TPH Ky3a BAKYHS
TrapcKOM HACTYIIJICHUM; O JEHCTBUAX Ka3aXCKHUX CYJITAaHOB; O BOIPOCAaX IPUHECEHUS HMPUCITH POCCHECKOI
koposieBe AHHe loaHHOBHE; 0 BCTYIUIEHHH B IIEPBYIO PYCCKYIO HKCIIEIULIMIO Ha Ka3aXCKYI0 3eMIIIO30 BO3BE4
JICHUU BOCHHBIX KpEIOoCTel, 0 MecTe Ka3aXCKOro Hapoja BO BHeIIHeW monutuke. IIposens gi€enenoBarenn-
CKYIO pa0OTy Ha JaHHYIO TeMY, MOXKHO YTBEpPXKJaTh, 4T0, X0Ts Kazaxckoe XaHCTBO monyywiio NeARAHCTEO, y
HEero Bcerza ObLIM MEeUThl 0 CBOOOAE U O MOIBITKAaX 0OPECTH CBOIO CAMOCTOSTENILHOCTh W CyBEPEHUTLT.

Kniouesvie crosa: Kazaxckoe XaHCTBO, JUKyHTapcKOe€ HAIIECTBUE, POCCUICKOE MOATAHCTBOy AOBUTAN XaH, XaH-
CKasl BJIAaCTh, Ka3axcKue cyiTaHsl, peopma Urensctpoma, Yeras 06 opeHOYprekyX KUPIH3ax, BOCCTaHHE.
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