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Bac pepakrop:
Kab6puannos 3usdex Epmykanyist

PegakuusiibIK anka:

Abawun Cepeeii Huxonaesuu — mapux evliblmMoapbiHbly 00kmopsl, npogeccop, Cankm-Ilemepbypemeei Eepona ynusepcumemi
(Peceti)

Abovipaxmanos Tonobex Abvlioguu — mapux EvLILIMOApLIHbIY 00Kmopwl, npogeccop, M. Apabaes amwvindasvr Kpizevis
Memnekemmix yHugepcumeminiy pekmopel. (Kvipaviscman)

Asean Bypximbau Fermanynot — mapux olisimoapuitsly 0okmopul, npogeccop, KP BFM FK Memnexem mapuxviuncmumynivl
oupexmopwvinvly opvinbacapwl. (Kazaxcman)

Onimbau Hypcan — mapux evliblmMoapulHbly Kanoudamvl, npogeccop, Kazaxcman Pecnybauxacet Opmanvly memiekemmix
My3elliniy oupekmopul. (Kazaxcman)

Obyceumosa Mepyepm Kyamxwvizbr — mapux gvlisimoapuinbly dokmopul, npogheccop, KP ¥FA kopp.-myweci. KP bocEM K P.
Cyneiimernos amvinoazel Llvizeicmany uncmumymotubly « Tapuxu mamepuanoapost 3epmmeyy opmanblebinbly oupekmopul. (Kazaxcman)

06in Epxin Amansconynel — mapux eulaieimoapuinsiy 0okmopul, npogeccop, KP BFM K Memnexem mapuxvl uncmunymoiHbiy
oupexmopwl. (Kazaxcman)

Tonoen Kammu Cmpomaiin (Kathie Stromile Golden) — PhD, Muccucunu enipnix memaexemmix ynusepcumemi (Mississippi Valley
State University) (AKLII)

Kapibaes bepexem Baxblmocanyivl — mapux evliblMOapbiHbly 0okmopbwl, npogheccop, KP ¥FA akademuei, On-@apabu amuvinoassl
Kazax ynmmuix ynusepcumemi, «Kazaxcman mapuxol» kaghedpacwvinwviy meyeepywici. (Kazaxcmarn)

Koowcamoicaposa JJapus Tlepreuikblzvl — mapux vinvbimoapuinsiy 0okmopul, npogeccop, KP ¥FA axkademuei, M. Oye306 amvindazel
Onmycmix Kazaxcman ynusepcumeminiy pekmopul. (Kazaxcman)

Koowcuposa Ceemaana Bacuegna — cascammany 2olablmoapuinblly 0okmopbl, npogeccop, @yoan Yuusepcumeminiy Kvimaii sicone
Opmanvix A3usmnsl 3epmmey opmanvi2einvly men «Acmana» XFK biprecken oupexmopwl (Kazaxcman)

Ko30001i Buxmop Heanoguy — mapux ulislmoapuliviy 00OKmopsl, npogeccop. (Peceil)

Kexebaesa I'ynowcayhap Kaxenxuizol — mapux 2vlivimoapuiisly ookmopul, npogeccop, KP BFM FK LI Yanuxanos amvinoagsl
Tapux swcane smuonoaus uncmumymsi (Kazaxcman,)

Keomexos Boram Ewmyxameoynvl — mapux evlibimMOapbinbly 0okmopbl, npogeccop, KP ¥FA axademuzi, On-Papabu amvinoassl
Kaszax ynmmuix ynusepcumemi Xanvlkapanvlk Kelnuakmary UHCMumymoinvly oupexmopul, JI.H.Iymunes amvinoazei Eypasus ynmmolx
yHugepcumeminiy npogheccopui. (Kazaxcman)

Mamuwioicanos Kenowcexan Icnomdrcanynvt — gunonocus evlivimoapuiisiy 0okmopel, npogeccop, KP ¥FA rkopp.-myweci, M.O.
Oye308 amviHOagbl 20eDuem Jcare OHep UHCIMUMYmblHbly oupekmopbl. (Kazakcman)

Moppucon Anexcanop (Morrison Alexander) — PhD, npogheccop Oxcghopockozo ynusepcumema (Benuxo6pumaniis)

Mypmaszaesa Pax6opxon Xamuoxvizel — mapux ebLieimMOapuliibly 0okmopsl, Mup3o ¥nvikbex amvinoazvl ©O36excman Yammuolk
yHugepcumemi «O36excman mapuxvly Kageopacuitviy npogeccopwl. (O30excmarn)

Hanmo [mumpuii (Panto Dmitri) — PhD 0oxmop, I'0anvck Kanaceinoazel Exinwi Oynuescysinik coebic Mypajicaiiblibly bLIibIMU
Koizmemxepi. ([lonvua)

Pumanmac XKensuc (Zelvys Rimantas) — mapux zuineiidapuinsiy; doxmopel, npogeccop, Bunbhioc nedazozuxanvi ynusepcumeni
(Jlumsa)

Camauwies 3aiinonna Camauiynvl — apxeonoe, mapux ebliblMOapbiHbly OOKMopbl, npogeccop, I epman apxeonous uHCmMumymviHbly
kopp.-myuteci. KP BFM FK O. Mapzynan amuvinoager Apxeonozusi uncmumymel. (Kazaxcman)

Caiinan Bonam Canabaiiyner — mapux 2eliblmoapwinsly 0okmopul, On-Qapabu ameindazbl Kazax ynmmulx ynueepcumemi.
(Kazaxcman)

Cmazynos Opazax Cmazynynbl — mapux 2vliblmoapuinvlly 0okmopsl, npogeccop, KP ¥YFA axademuei, banon eviivim
axademusicolnoly Kopp.-myuieci, LI Yanuxanos amuinoazvl CoUNbIKMbIY 1Aypeamyl, EblIblM MeH MEeXHUKAHblY eHOeK CiHipeeH
kaupamxepi, JLH. I'vmunes amvinoazel Eypasus yimmulx ynueepcumeminiy npogeccopwi. (Hyp-Cynman, Kazaxceman)

Cui0vik06 Epnan Bammawyner — mapux evlivimoapuiisly 0okmopsl, npogeccop, JL.H. I'vmunes amvindazer Eypasus ynimmeix
VHUsepcumemitiy pexmopul. (Kazaxcman)

Taiimazambemog Koken Koowcaxmemynvl — mapux euLieiMOapuiibiy 0okmopsl, npogeccop, KP ¥FA axademuei, KP ¥immuix
mysetii. (Kasakcman)

Kayantel penakrop:
Kaunbaesa Aitnaryn Tonran6alKbI3bI
FrLisiMu pegakrop:
Kossibacsa Maxab6aT MomiKKbI3bI
Pepakxrop:

Ky6ees Pycrem XKaynbibaiiyist
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T'saBHbBI pegakTop:
KabynpaunoB 3us6ex EpmyxanoBua

PepnakuuonHas Kosierus:

Abawun Cepeeii Huxonaesuy — 0okmop ucmopuyeckux Hayk, npogeccop, Eeponeiickuili ynusepcumem ¢ Canxkm- [lemepbypee
(Poccus)

Abovipaxmanos Tonobex Abvinoguu — OOKMOp UCMOPUHECKUX HAYK, npogeccop, pexmop Kvipebi3ckoco 20cy0apcmeeHHo2o
yuugepcumema um. M. Apabaesa (Kvipevizcman)

Anumbaii Hypcan — kanouoam ucmopuyeckux Hayk, npogeccop, oupekmop Llenmpanvrozo cocyoapcmeennozo myses Pecnybnuku
Kazaxcman (Kazaxcman)

Abyceumosa Mepyepm Xyamosna — 00KMop ucmopuieckux Hayk, npogeccop, un.-kopp. HAH PK, oupexmop Pecnyoauxanckoeo
yenmpa no uzy4eHuro ucmopuyeckux mamepuanoe Hncmumyma eocmoxogeoenus umenu P.5. Cyneiimenosa (Kazaxcman)

Abunv Epkun AManiconosuy — 00Kmop ucmopuyeckux Hayk, npogeccop, oupekmop HUncmumyma ucmopuu eocyoapemeaKH MOH
PK (Kazaxcman)

Asean Bypxumbaii I'enmanosuy — 00KMop ucmopuueckux Hayk, npogeccop, samecmumens oupexmopa Mucmumyma ucmopuu
eocydapcmsa KH MOH PK (Kazaxcman)

Tonoden Kammu Cmpomaiin (Kathie Stromile Golden) — PhD, T'ocyoapcmeennuiii yhusepcumem donurvt Muccucunu (Mississippi
Valley State University) (CIIIA)

Hcmazynos Opasax Hcmazynoguy — 00kmop ucmopuyeckux Hayk, npogeccop, axademux HAH PK, uien-xopp. bonouckou
axkademuu Hayk, aaypeam npemuu um. 4.Y. Banuxamosa, 3acmysicennviii Oesimenvb HAyKu u mexuuku, npogeccop Espazuiickoco
Hayuonanvhoeo ynueepcumema umenu JLH. I'vmunesa (2. Hyp-Cynman, Kazaxcman)

Kapubaes bepexem Baxvimoicanosuu — 0okmop ucmopuueckux Hayk, npogeccop, axademux HAH PK, 3agedyrowuil xageopoi
ucmopuu Kazaxcmana, Kazaxcxuili nayuonanvhulii ynusepcumem um. ano-®Papabu (Kazaxcman)

Koowcamoacaposa Jlapusi Ilepnewosna — Ookmop ucmopuueckux Hayk, npogheccop, axademux HAH PK, pexmop FOdicHo-
Kaszaxcmanckoeo ynusepcumema um. M.Ayazosa (Kazaxcman)

Koorcuposa Ceemnana bacuesna — 0okmop nonumuyeckux mayk, npogeccop, cooupekmop Llenmpa ucciedosanus Kumas u
Lenmpanvroi Azuu @yoansvckoeo Ynusepcumema u MHK «Acmanay, pykosodumens Llenmpa KumaticKux u azuamcKux uccie0o8anutl
(Kazaxcman)

Ko3000ii Bukmop Heanosuy — 0okmop ucmopuueckux Hayk, npogeccop (Poccus)

Koxebaesa I'ynvoicayxap Kakenosena — 00Kmop ucmopuueckux Hayk, npogeccop, enaeHvlil Hayumbiii compyonux Mucmumyma
ucmopuu u smuonocuu um. 4. 4. Baruxanosa KH MOH PK (Kazaxcman)

Kymexos boram Ewmyxambemosuy — dokmop ucmopuyeckux Hayk, npogpeccop, akademux HAH PK, oupexmop Meoicoynapoonozo
uncmumyma Kunuaxoseoenus Kazaxcxkoeo nayuonanshozo ynugepcumema umenu anb-Dapabu, npogeccop Eepazuticko2o HayuoHanrbHo2o
yhueepcumema umenu JL.H. I'vymunesa (Kazaxcman)

Mamuioicanos Kenowcexan Crsamoicanosuy — 0okmop guronocuueckux Hayk, npogeccop, un.-kopp. HAH PK, oupexmop
Hucmumyma numepamypul u uckycemea um. M. Ayszoea (Kazaxcman)

Moppucon Anexcandp (Morrison Alexander) — PhD, npogheccop Oxcgopockozo ynusepcumema (Benuxoopumanus) Mypmasaesa
Paxbopxon Xamuoosna — doxmop ucmopuyeckux nayk, npogeccop xageopvr «HMcmopuu Yzbexucmana»

Hayuonanvhozo ynusepcumema Y36exucmana umenu Mupzo Ynyebexa. (Vzbexucman)

Hanmo Imumpuii (Panto Dmitri) — ookmop PhD, npogeccop, enasnviti cneyuanucm nayurnozo omoena Mysess Bmopoi
Muposoil eotinvl 2. I danvcka ([lonvwa)

Pumanmac JKensuc (Zelvys Rimantas) — doxmop nedazozuueckux nayk, npogeccop, Bunbniocckuii nedazozuueckutiynusepcumen
(Jlumsa)

Camawies 3aiinonna Camawesuy — apxeonoe, 0OKMOp UCMOPUYECKUX HAYK, npogheccop, ui.-kopp. I'epmanckozo
apxeonocuyeckozo uncmumyma. Uncmumym apxeonoeuu um. A.-Mapeynana KH MOH PK (Kasaxcman)

Caiinan bonam Canabaesuy — ooxmop ucmopuueckux nayxk, Kasaxcxuii nayuonansmwiii ynugepcumem um. anv-Oapabu
(Kazaxcman)

Cuwi0vikos Epnan bammawesuy — 0okmop ucmopudeckux nayx, npogeccop, axaoemux HAH PK, pexmop Eepasutickozo
Hayuonanvhozo ynugepcumema um. JI.H. I'vmunesa (Kazaxcman)

Taiimacambemog JKaxen Kooicaxmemosuu — dokmop ucmopuueckux nayk, npogeccop, axaoemux HAH PK,Hayuonanohoiii
myseti PK (Kazaxcman)

OTBeTCTBEHHBIH peJaKTop:
Kaun6aesa Aiinaryns Tonran6aeBHa
Hayunblii peraxkrop:
KozpibaeBa Maxa60ar MannkoBHa
Pepakxrop:

KybGeeB Pycrem [xaynpioaidymnbt
OTBeTCTBEHHBIH ceKpeTapb:
KonkabaeBa Apaiinsim HypOonaroBHa
TexHnyeckuii cekperapn:
Xymap3ax AnTeiHOCK
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RESEARCHING THE KAZAKH NOBILITY: ABOUT SOCIAL CHANGES IN THE 19TH
CENTURY STEPPE

Tuleshova U.L, Galimov Y.2

Ph.D., Senior Lecturer at al-Farabi Kazakh National University.
2Head of Archeology Museum, RSE «Gylym ordasy».

Abstract. Introduction. Today the problem of social integration of borderlands into the social order of
the Russian Empire relevant and most discussed in this field. Over the past decades, within the framework
of the «imperial turn», the theme of the unity of the center and the periphery, especially their mutual
relations, have become priority area. The humanities are trying to solve the problem of restoring the
natural, historical development of the Russian Empire, which «grews» in numerous peripheries and
represented a wide section of socio-cultural layers and estates. Modern concepts of study the Russian
empire as multinational, multiconfessional, allow revealing the features, methods, and models of regional
integration, determining the role of each region in imperial reality and identifying all forms of relations
between the center and the periphery in a whole picture. The Kazakh steppe in the 19th century became
the socio-political component of the empire, transforming the traditional ruling system. Although, the
study of social changes in the Steppe is important, both in understanding the imperial diversity, so and
to identify differences in the incorporation of other nomadic peoples (Bashkirs, Kalmyks, and others.)
into the estate order of the empire, in the world and domestic science is not attempted to study the process
of formation of the Kazakh nobility in the context of social incorporation of the Kazakh steppe into the
Russian Empire. Presented article reveals the level of researching the social changes in 19th century
Kazakh steppe, focusing on some investigations on the Kazakh nobility in world and Kazakh scholarship.
Keywords: in Kazakh history 19th century., sultans, historiography, social history, Kazakh nobility,
Russian empire

KA3AK JBOPSIHBIFBIHBIH 3EPTTEJYI: XIX FACBIPIAFBI KA3AK JAJIACBIHJIAFBI
QJIEYMETTIK O3TEPICTEP TYPAJIBI

Tynemosa Y. JK.}, T'anumos E.A.

'Ph.D., on-®apabu ateinaarsl Kasak yATTHIK YHUBEPCUTETIHIH aFa OKbITYIIbICH. KazakcTaH. AnMaThl.
2«FputbiM opaacey PMK Apxeosiorust MmypakailbIHBIH MeHrepylici,. Kazakcran. Anmarsl.

Anparna. Kipicne. byrinri tanzna Peceit uMnepusicbl et aliMaKTapbIHBIH QJIEYMETTIK UHTErPaLUsIChl
TapUX FBUIBIMBI CAJIACBIHAAFBI €H ©3€KT1 9pi Aaynbl Macene. COHFBI JKbUIAAPBI «UMIEPHUSIIBIK OYPBLIBIC
asiChIH/Ia OPTAJIBIK TEeH Mepu(epusHbIH TYTACTHIFbI, OJIAPABIH ©3apa KaThIHACTAPBIHBIH €pPEeKILIEIIKTepi
OaceIM OaFbITTap/bIH KaTapblHAa OOJIbIN Kemeni. byrinae rymMaHuTapiblK FhUIBIMAAD KOINTEreH MIeT
aiiMakrapzpl OIpIKTIpiN, QJIEYMETTIK *OHE MOJAEHU TONTApAbIH, COCIOBUENEPJIH ajlyaHAbIFbIHA He
6osraH Pecell UMIIepUsICBIHBIH TAOUFH TAPUXH AaMYbIH KAJIIIbIHA KENTIPY MOCEIECIH HIeNyre ThIPhICYAa.
Peceil uMnepHsChlH KONYITTHIK, MOJUKOH(PECCHOHANIBI MEMJIEKET PETiHJE KapacThIpaThlH Ka3ipri
QJIeMIK KOHUENUMsIap aiMakTap[blH HMHTErpanus YpAICIHAEr! epeKIIeNiKTepiH, Tociiaepi MeH
MOJIENIbJIEPIH aHBIKTayFa, opOip aliMaKThIH UMIIEPHUSJIAFbl POJIH aHBIKTayFa >KOHE OpPTAJbIK MEH IIeT
aliMaKTap/IbIH KaThIHACBIHBIH alyaH TYpJli popMachiH OipTyTac cxemara KelTipyre MyMKIHJIIK Oepei.
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XIX raceipga Kazak manmacel Ja MMIEPHSIHBIH CasiCH opi QNIEYMETTIK Kypamjac OeJIiriHe aiHabIIl,
noctypii  Oackapy okydeciH e3reprri. Kazak skepinge OOJFaH oIIEYMETTIK ©3repicTeplli Ka3ak
JBOPSTH/ABIFBIHBIH KAJBIITACYbl MBICAJIBIHIA 3€PTTEY KOIIINei Ka3akTapAblH Peceil mMMIepusChIHBIH
apTHIKIIBUIBIKKA M€ COCJIOBHEJIEPIHE WHKOPIOPAIMSACHIHBIH EPEKIICNIKTEPiH aHBIKTayFa MYMKIHIIK
Oepei. byJ1 IMIIEpUSUTBIK alTyaHIBUTBIKTHI TYCIHY/IE /1€, KOIIIIEI XaabIKTapAblH (0aIIKypT, KaIMaK KoHE
T.0.) UMIEPUSHBIH COCIOBHETIK KYPBUIBIMBIHA €HYIHJET1 €peKIIENIKTep/li aHBIKTay/Aa /1a MaHBI3IbI
OoJIFaHBIMEH, WUMIEpPUS KYpaMBIHAAFbl Ka3aK KOFAMBIHBIH OJEYMETTIK TPaHC(HOPMAIMICHIH Ka3ak
JIBOPSTH/IBIFBIHBIH KAJIBINITACY YPAICI MEH TaOUFATHI APKBLIBI 3ePTTEYTe QJIIEMIIK T€, OTAH/IBIK Ta FHIIIBIM/IA
TapuxH eHOEKTEp JKOKTHIH Kachl. ¥ CBIHBUIBIN OTHIpFaH Makanaga XIX raceipaarel Kasak mpanachiHarsl
QJIEYMETTIK ©e3repicTep/il 3epTTey JeHTell, Ka3aK JABOPSHABIFBI TYpalibl QJEMIIK >KOHE OTaHIIbIK
TapUXHAMara TaJjiay >kacay apKbUIbl aiKbIHIATaIbl.

Tyiiin ce3aep: Peceil umnepuscel, Ka3ak ABOPSHAAPHI, SJI€YMETTIK Tapux, TapuxHama, cyiaranaap, XIX
FACBIPJIaFbl Ka3aK TapHXbI.

NCCIEAOBAHUE KA3AXCKOI'O IBOPAHCTBA:
O COIMAJIBHOM ITPEOBPA30OBAHUU CTEIIA B 19 BEKE

Tyaemosa Y.K.', I'anumos E.A.?

'Ph.D., crapmmii mnpenogaBaTtens Ka3axCKoro HAIMOHAJIBHOTO YHHUBEPCHUTETa WM. anb-Papadwu.
Kazaxcran. r. AnMarsl.
Z3apenyromuii Myseem apxeonoruu PITI «Feutbim opracei». Kazaxcran. r. Anmarsl.

AHHoTanus. Bseedenue. IlpoOrema coumanbHON HHTErpalll OKPAWHHBIX TEPPUTOPUM B MOPSIOK
Poccuiickoit nMmmepun SBISETCS aKTyalbHOU M Hambosiee 0OCYXIaeMO#l CeroaHs B HaydHOU cdepe.
[locnennue necsaTuiieTuss B paMKax «MMIIEPCKOTO MOBOPOTa» T€Ma €IMHOCTU LEHTpa M nepudepum,
OCOOCHHOCTH HX B3aUMOOTHOUICHHUS CTAHOBSITCS IMPUOPUTETHBIM  HampaBieHusaM. CeromHs
ryMaHUTapHbIE HAYKU MBITAIOTCS PEIIUTD 337a4y BOCCO3/IaHUS €CTECTBEHHOI'O HCTOPUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHS
Poccuiickoil ummnepun, KoTOpas «IpupacTajia)y MHOTOUMCICHHBIMU OKpauHaMH WU TpeACTaBisiia
IIMPOKUNA Cpe3 COLMO-KYJAbTYpPHBIX CJI0eB M cocioBuil. CoBpeMEHHbIE KOHIEHIUN H3y4eHUS
Poccuiickoil uMmnepuu Kak MyJIbTHHALMOHAIBHOM, MOJIMKOH(PECCHOHAIBHOM, MO3BOJSIOT PACKPHITh
O0COOEHHOCTH, CHOCOOBI M MOJIENM WMHTErpallid PETrHOHOB, OMPEACNUTh POJb KaXIOro pEeruoHa B
HUMIIEPCKOM peannu U BBISBUTH Bce (OpPMbI B3aUMOOTHOIIEHHUH LIEHTpa U nepudepuu B LETOCTHOM
kaptuHe. Kazaxckas crenb B 19 Beke crajga COLMO-TIOJIUTUYECKUM COCTABISIOIIUM HUMIIEPUH,
TpaHcGOpMUPYS TPAAUIIMOHHYIO CUCTEMY YIIpaBIeHUS. XOTS HCCIEA0BaHNE COLMATBHBIX U3MEHEHUH B
Crenu Ba)XHO, KaK B TOHUMAaHUU UMIIEPCKON pa3HOOOPAa3HOCTH, TaK U BBISBICHUU OTIMYUN BXOKACHUS
JIPYTUX KOUYEBBIX HApOJOB (OallKup, KAIMBIK U Jp.) B COCIOBHBIA MOPSAIOK UMIIEPUHU, B MUPOBOH U B
OTEUECTBEHHON HAyKe HE MPEINPUHUMAIUCH MOMBITKH U3y4eHHUs mpoiiecca (POpMUPOBAHMSI Ka3aXCKOTO
JIBOPSIHCTBA B KOHTEKCTE COIMaIbHOM mHKOpropauuu Kazaxckoil cremu B Poccuiickyro umriepuio.
[IpencraBieHHas CTaThsl paCKpPhIBACT CTEICHb UCCIEIOBAHUS COLMAIBHBIX IepeMeH B Kazaxckoii crenu
19-ro Beka, akiEHTHUpPYs BHUMaHHUS Ha paboTaX O Ka3aXCKOM ABOPSHCTBE MHUPOBOM M Ka3aXCKOM
UCTOpHOTpaduH.

KmioueBble ciioBa: Poccuiickas wuMIepusi, Ka3axckoe JIBOPSHCTBO, COILMANbHAS HCTOPHS,
ucropuorpadus, CynTaHbl, kazaxckas ucropus B XIXseke.
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Introduction

The problem of social integration of borderlands’ territories into the order of the Russian Empire
has always been relevant and most discussed in the study of empires. In recent decades, within the
framework of the «<imperial turn», the issue of the unity of the centre and periphery, peculiarities of their
relations become priority areas in this field. Today the historians are trying to solve the problem of
recreating the natural, historical development of the Russian Empire, which «grew» with numerous
borderlands and represented a full section of socio-cultural layers and estates.

Modern concepts of studying the Russian empire as multinational, multiconfessional, allow
revealing the features, methods, and models of regional integration, determining the role of each region
in imperial reality and identifying all forms of relations between the centre and the periphery in a whole
picture. This problem has been the beginning of the study of regions in all aspects. Besides, the
comparative-historical approach to the problem allows not only to compare the process of entry of
nomadic peoples (Bashkirs, Kalmyks, and others) into the estate order of the empire but also to determine
the place of the Kazakh steppe in the history of the empire. Therefore, the theme is of great international
importance, as it corresponds to modern world concepts of history study and presents a new perspective
of study multinational Russian nobility.

The Kazakh steppe in the 19th centurybecame the socio-political component of the empire,
transforming the traditional ruling system.The study of social changes in the Steppe on the example of
the features of the formation of the Kazakh nobility allows us tosee acompletely different form of social
incorporation of Kazakh nomads into the privileged estate of the Russian Empire. Noteworthy, the
formation of social estates is a vexed continuously question in the history of the Russian Empire, and
studying the process in Kazakh steppe territory is essential to understanding imperial diversity.

The Russian Empire in the process of reforming the Kazakh steppe used mechanisms of a complex
interaction between «traditional» and «new» which accompanied by a transformation of the content of
both, change of emphasis in both. The new administrative system in the Kazakh steppe and the inclusion
of representatives of the Kazakh people in this process created conditions for the beginning of the
transformation of the social organization of the Kazakh nomadic society and the formation of Kazakh
nobility and the transition from clan ties based on kinship and patronage to awareness of new priorities
in the structure of the social space of the Empire. It raises questions of a methodological nature, namely,
what is the relationship between the formation of Kazakh nobility and the process of creating new
thinking, perception of its new position in the system of nomadic society, attributes, symbols of power
received from the Empire.

Despite curiosity and the importance of the problem, this theme is hardly studied in the world and
domestic historical science. Some aspects of the problem of Kazakh nobility presented in historical works
on the general history of Kazakhs of the 19th century, Kazakh officials, about historical personalities of
the 19th century. In the world and Kazakh historical science, there were no attempts to study the
formation and character of the Kazakh nobility in the context of social incorporation of the Kazakh steppe
in the Russian Empire. Moreover, the topic itself will destroy erroneous beliefs about the non-existence
of Kazakh nobility and the closure of nomadic Kazakh society during the imperial period. In the presented
article, we will consider some aspects of the Kazakh nobility by investigating main works about the
political and social history of the Kazakh steppe in the 19" century.

Sources and materials

The article is about the degree of studying the Kazakh nobility and focuses on analyzing main
historical works of Kazakh, Russian and foreign scientists about political and social structures in the
Kazakh steppe within the imperial period. For this reason, the source of the article contends of historical
works and historical materials devoting to Kazakh history of the 19" century.
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Discussian and results

This theme is unknown and unstudied in world historiography, as well as in Russian and Kazakh
historical science. What was the reason for it?

- the suggestion that the Kazakh nobility did not exist;

- limitations of Soviet historical science in study traditional aristocracy of Kazakhs;

-the lack of enough materials and documents to investigate this theme as a problem.

Weconsider any historical works, which related to the problem of the Kazakh nobility through
chronological order such categories as the Pre-revolution period, Soviet period, and post-Soviet period.

The Kazakh nobility has not been a separate subject in historical study. Nowadays several aspects
of this theme present in historical works about Kazakh history, inquiries in Kazakh officials or some
representatives of the Kazakh nobility was studied as a historical person, but without his noble status (for
example, works about Chokan Valikhanov, Baimukhamed Aishuakov, Gubaidulla Chingizkhan, and
others).

Therefore, it is necessary to study historical works that indirectly relate to the history of the Kazakh
nobles. These works we divide according to problems of studying in the following way: focused in the
Russian nobility in general, general works on the Kazakh history within the empire, the social
transformation of the Steppe in the 19th century, the history of Kazakh officials, and biographical works
about the representatives of the Kazakh nobles.

Extensive information about the entry of the Kazakh elite and social transformation in the Kazakh
society demonstrated in the works of Imperial authors devoted to the history of the Kazakh steppe. In
their works Lev Lavrentievich Meyer (Meyer, 1865), Alexandr Ivanovich Dobrosmyslov
(Dobrosmyslov, 1902), Ivan Ivanovich Kraft (Kraft, 1900) considered the social structure of the Kazakh
society before the reforms of the early 19th century and changes in it in the post-reform period. In the
context of these transformations, the authors mentioned the intermediary role of Kazakh sultans and
provided biographical information about some sultans who were representatives of the Kazakh
nobility. In work «From the Kirghiz past», Ivan Kraft tried to define the elite groups of the Kazakh
nomadic society - sultans, tarkhans, biys. In this work, the sultans he characterized as «the descendants
of the Kyrgyz khans who called Sultans. Upon the entry of the Kirghiz into Russian citizenship, the sons
of Khan Abulkhair, Erali, Nurali, Khozha-Ahmet, and Aychuvak, sultan Erali, who participated with his
father Khan Abulkhair and representatives of the people in taking the oath to Russia, was as well as the
children and nephews of the latter, in all the highest diplomas and decrees, were called sultans given the
honours befitting the children of sovereign persons»(Kraft, 1900: 80-83).

In his work, Alexandr Dobrosmyslov considered sultans as the primary mediators between the
imperial administration and the Kazakh people in the process of transformation of the political and social
organization of the Kazakh society. He also noted the critical role of the Tatars in the entry process of
the Kazakh steppe into the imperial system in this way: «... policy towards the Kyrgyz, both during the
time preceding Catherine I1, and in her time and for a long time after, was the same, or in other words,
what we Russians themselves could not settle with the Kirgiz, the Tatars settled. .... Russians were tamed
with the help of the Tatars and Bashkirs, made citizens of the Russian Empire, and then, when this was
achieved, it was already possible to plant among them and Russian culture» (Dobrosmyslov, 1902: 375).
Tatars played a significant role in the entry of representatives of the Kazakh society into the Russian
official's system, and then in the introduction of a new social order in the Kazakh
society. Dobrosmyslov presented the political transformations in the Steppe and the main legislative acts
on the political governance of the Steppe. He examined in detail the Approved Opinion of the Asiatic
committee in 1824 and published in full the Statute of 1844 (Dobrosmyslov, 1902: 397). In General,
Dobrosmyslov carefully described the political situation of the Kazakh steppe in stages, paying in some
cases attention to the personalities of the sultans-rulers. Lev Meyer, in his work, gave descriptive
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information about the Kazakh society. However, he had a little less information about Kazakh officials. It
is noteworthy that the authors did not consider the sultans in these cases as nobles.

In general, the historiography of the pre-revolutionary period characterized by the accumulation of
material and descriptions of historical events associated with the Kazakh society. All of the above works
are descriptive and superficially describe the transformation in the Kazakh steppe. Pre-revolutionary
authors Meyer, Dobrosmyslov, Kraft tried to present the history of the Kazakh people and their current
situation in the Steppe in an informative form, to introduce the Russian authorities to the Kazakh
steppe. These authors contacted Kazakh officials or nobles, whom the authors described, tried to give a
positive assessment of the changes in the Steppe, resulted in political acts of imperial power. In these
works, there are some essential points about the process of incorporation of Kazakhs into the imperial
order, about the personalities of the Kazakh nobles, about changes in social relations of the Kazakh
nomadic society.

Soviet historiography developed under the auspices of Marxist theory, according to which the key
in social relations was the class struggle. In this regard, in the works of Soviet authors, the nobility acted
as the ruling class and characterized by a narrow and limited scope of problems. Historians of the Soviet
period described and gave an unambiguously critical assessment to representatives of nobility in General,
and in particular,to the Kazakh officials and nobles. Sanjar Asfendiyarov, Ermakhan
Bekmakhanov, Salyk Zimanov were historians who tried to consider social changes in the nomadic
Kazakh society of the Empire period.

Kazakh researchers of Soviet period, Sanzhar Asfendiyarov, Salyk Zimanov (Zimanov, 2009) in
their works consecrated the socio-political system of traditional Kazakh society, as well as the
transformations that took place in it as a result of reforms of the early 19 century. In the context of the
study of social relations of this period, the authors mentioned the problem of incorporation of the Kazakh
elite into the privileged imperial estates. The pioneer in considering the problem of entry of Kazakhs into
the social system of tsarist Russia was the Kazakh scientist Sanzhar Asfendiyarov, who was the first in
Kazakh historiography who wrote about the role of integration of elites and gave some description of the
features of the new estates among the Kazakhs of the 19th century. His book was published in 1935 and
then reprinted. In the chapter «Policy of tsarism in the period of conquest», the author noted that the
policy of attracting the Kazakh aristocracy towards the tsarist government was as important as the
military measure. The scientist argued the importance of integration of elites in the strengthening of
imperial power and unification of all territories of Empire, thus: «initially tsarism, besides full capture
by force, carried out measures of bribery of the Kazakh khans and feudal aristocracy (sultans) through
which intended to fix the domination in the steppe and to provide trade routes to Central Asia.
Moreover, the latter concern, as is evident from the quotations given, occupies a huge place in all
measures taken» (Asfendiyarov, 1993: 150). Such statements of Sanzhar Asfendiyarov have similarities
with the opinion of Kelly O'Neill, who remarks, imperial officials initially appear willing to accept the
local definition of social categories, but as the years pass and the security of the frontier improves they
become less willing to accommodate particularities (O’Neill, 2010: 400).

Thus, Sanzhar Asfendiyarov pointed out the main vectors of social policy in the Steppe. At the
same time, the author correctly described the flexibility and peculiar stage of imperial policy: «the Policy
of tsarism developed depending on the situation: the khans were supported as long as they could help
strengthen the tsarist power; as the contradictions of interests between the various groups of feudal lords,
tsarism takes a stake in the elimination of the Khan's power and strengthening the feudal aristocracy to
strengthen the power of Russian officials. Inthe Kazakh steppe, tsarism liquidated the power of the feudal
aristocracy and reliedon carrying out its policy on tribal, feudal lords, semi-feudal
lords, and baystvo (aksakals, elders and biys), creating social support from the resettlement of the
Cossack Russian peasants» (Asfendiyarov, 1993: 147-148). Also interesting are Asfendiyarov's remarks
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that tsarism relied on the elimination of the feudal Kazakh aristocracy, not recognizing it as a noble estate,
and acquiring the rights of the privileged estate do not cease to be natives, but only
acquire unique advantages, which based on General laws assigned to the newly acquired state
(Asfendiyarov, 1993: 177). The significance of the work of Sanzhar Asfendiyarov for our study
is high, because, for the first time in Kazakh historiography, he paid attention to the problem of social
incorporation of the Kazakh steppe into estate order of the empire, and secondly, he remarked about the
existence of the Kazakh nobility and honoured citizenship among Kazakhs.

Dr. Ermakhan Bekmakhanov studied the dynamics of social changes in the categories of
sultans, biys, Khojas and mullahs, bais, tarkhans, batyrs (Bekmakhanov, 1957: 158-160). In his
work, Ermakhan Bekmakhanov presented a detailed analysis of the traditional Kazakh society: how the
Kazakh nomadic society divided, what were the rights of a particular social group, what were the
relations between these social groups. Furthermore, he considered transformations in the Kazakh society
with the entered Imperial reforms; allocated changes in administration and formations of the Kazakh
officials. About the Kazakh nobility, Ermakhan Bekmakhanov did not mention and did not
attach particular importance to this estate. His attention was more focused on the destruction of the
traditional characteristics of Kazakh society.

Dr. Salyk Zimanov made a significant contribution to the study of the social structure and
economic activity of the Kazakh population in the Imperial period. Salyk Zimanov considered Kazakh
sultans as a social category of exploiters and a privileged social group in the nomadic Kazakh society,
who attracted to the service of the tsarist government. Describing the functions and activity of elder
sultans and sultan-rulers, Zimanov did not write about Kazakh nobles among them (Zimanov, 2009: 254-
256).

Thus, in Soviet historiography, despite Marxist paradigms, historians made attempts to study the
heterogeneous policy of the Empire with the borderlands, including the incorporation of the local elite,
the multinational Russian nobility, social changes in the Steppe of the post-reform period. These studies
and statements of their authors represent an essential layer in the study of the Kazakh nobility. However,
in all these works, the local Kazakh elite was mentioned as intermediaries and agents of imperial rule,
and not as representatives of the nobility.

The trends of writing Kazakh history had changed since the period of independence when
historians paid much attention to the Kazakh statehood, social relations, and traditional social groups of
the traditional Kazakh society. In this regard, the focus was on the first Kazakh state, the Kazakh
khanate. Moreover, the imperial history of Kazakhs remained in the shadows. Only a small number of
works exist on the administrative-territorial structure, and the colonial policy gave an idea of the history
of the Kazakhs in the context of imperial rule.

We should consider a significant work in this study field, the work of Banu Abdrakhmanova
“History of Kazakhstan” (Abdrakhmanova, 2010). She examined the differentiated colonial policy in the
Kazakh steppe, based on different laws, territorial and administrative divisions (the Kazakhs of the
Siberian Department and the Orenburg Department). According to Abdrakhmanova, the policy of
integration of the Kazakh steppe into the empire took place in such stages: 1-stage, legislative acts, 2-
stage, political, and socio-cultural transformations. The author noted the importance of interaction
between intermediaries-Russian officials and the local Kazakh elite — in the implementation of imperial
policy in the region. Abdrakhmanova also focused on aspects of relations between the Russian state and
Kazakh society for many years, defining them as a unique meeting of different worlds and a dialogue of
structurally and typologically different cultures: European society and Turkic, nomadic society
(Abdrakhmanova, 2010: 21-22).

Banu Abdrakhmanova correctly argued that the influence of the imperial system on the Kazakh
steppe arose other structures of sociality, another type of culture based on traditional nomadic. In
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General, the historian Abdrakhmanova considered the political culture of the Russian state in the Asian
space and contained significant statements about the change of the social structure of the Kazakh society
during the 19th century.

Discussing the history of the Kazakh steppe within the imperial rule, it is impossible not to dwell
on the work of the American historian, Virginia Martin. The focus of her research is the political and
social position of the Middle Zhuz under imperial rule and power. In her «Law and custom in the
Steppe»(Martin, 2001), Virginia Martin explores practising of adat within the context of Russian
colonial rule. She considers entering imperial laws into the Steppe as the new challenge for the Middle
Horde Kazakhs in this period to practice adat within a colonial legal framework while adjusting to
significant socio-political and economic changes to the nomadic way of life (Martin, 2001: 1). According
to Martin, the «merger» (sblizhenie) of the two systems (customary law and Russian law) is a part of the
strategy of «managing multiethnicity» that developed within the larger project of imposing imperial rule
in the region. As she remarks, she seeks to understand how nomads manipulated the meaning of Russian
laws and Kazakh customs they practised both and how that manipulation served their changing legal,
socio-economic, political, and cultural needs. In this inquiry, Kazakhs of the Middle Horde presented as
active participants in legal and political changes of the Steppe, and the case of Kazakh nobility also
strengths this Martin's argument. In her book, Virginia Martin, on the case of barymta, demonstrates
Kazakh nomads' perception of imperial order and response acts for it.

An important direction in the study of the Kazakh history of the imperial period in recent decades
is developing biographical works devoted to the personalities of the Kazakh history of the 19th
century. In the contemporary historiography of Kazakhstan, there is also an attempt to study the Kazakh
nomadic elite as part of the Imperial socio-political space. There are studies on individual personalities
of the Kazakh nobility. In the works of Irina Erofeeva (Erofeeva, 2013), Zhanuzak Kasymbaev
(Kasymbaev, 2000), based on various sources, they make the reconstruction of biographies of
representatives of the Kazakh elite group consider the issues of integration of the Kazakh elite, and
the formation of the Kazakh bureaucracy. Despite several works outstanding personalities of this period,
in general, the history of Kazakhstan of the 19th century is impersonal. The Kazakh researcher Zhanuzak
Kasymbayev, who published a series of books devoted to historical figures of the 19th century, who
unknown Kazakh persons, came to the same opinion. A series of «Statesmen of the 18th - 19th
centuries», includes research about Aishuak khan, Zhantore khan, and Baimukhamed Aishuakov. The
author on massive historical sources tries to reveal the biography of the person in the context of his time
uniting the Imperial and Kazakh nomadic environment.

The author examines in detail in one of his works, «General-major, sultan-
ruler Baymukhamed Aishuakov» (Kasymbaev, 2000: 68), the life and activities of the sultan, the ancestor
of the Kazakh noble family. In this paper, the author also analyzes the process of awarding Kazakh
sultans: for what and when Kazakh sultans received Russian ranks and orders. Although the author
explores all aspects of Baimukhamed Aishuakov’s life, he does not define the nobility title of the sultan.

Works about Kazakh officials. The most detailed in the historical literature historians study the
Kazakh bureaucracy. Pre-revolutionary authors also explored Kazakh officials. Ivan Ivanovich Kraft,
being an adviser to the Turgay regional Department for foreign Affairs and fluent in Kazakh, actively
studied the history and Ethnography of the Kazakh people. In his work, «The judicial part in the
Turkestan region and Steppe regions” considers the transformation of the Kazakh people's court in the
imperial, thereby describing the process of emergence of Russian bailiffs from the local indigenous
population (Kraft, 1898). The famous Russian statistician Petr Petrovich Rumyantsev, who headed the
statistical study in the Semirechensk region, in his work». The Kirghiz people in the past and present»,
refers to the history of the Kazakhs of 1822-1891 as the period of «transition of the Russian Government
from the system of approval of the khans to the system of direct management on a common
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basis» He stated that it was at this time that the Khan's power and the privilege of the sultans destroyed,
and the white and black bone equalized in rights and duties. Besides, here, the author described in detail
the mechanism of election or appointment of «<new»Kazakh officials (Rumyantsev, 1910: 33-34).

Moreover, the Russian public official Konstantin Konstantinovich Palen, to whom the senatorial
audit of the Turkestan region entrusted by the Supreme decree on March 19, 1908, in his reports described
in detail the administrative structure of the Semirechensk region. Senator Palen stated that at that time,
36 full-time officials served on the Regional Board of the region, 8 of whom considered to be from the
indigenous population (Palen, 1910: 109). Also, the senator gave a detailed analysis of the work of
administration of area and arbitrariness, and mistakes of officials of the Semirechensk area are specified.

Russian scientist Gregori Konstantinovich Gins in 1911 published his ethnographic notes from his
trip to Turkestan and Semirechye, where on behalf of the Resettlement Department, created in connection
with the peasant reform Stolypin, studied the legal relationship in the field of water use. While in Central
Asia, Gins also collected ethnographic materials. In one of these works — «In the Kyrgyz villages (Essays
froma trip to Semirechye)» the author describing the population, structure, and economy of the Kazakhs
and Kirghiz near the Jungar Alatau, drew attention to the life and manners of the local volost governors,
whom he met on his way (Gins, 1913: 11-15).

Here it is necessary to pay attention to the fact that all of the above authors were themselves Russian
officials-scientists, so the presence in their works of the imperial view is not surprising. Besides, in their
works, the analysis of an official question is absent and investigated only from one side - from the
Russian government's eyes.

Today more Kazakh historians interested in Kazakh officialdom. Even though the nobility does not
act in them as an object of study, the authors continuously appeal to this estate, since it was
the leading supplier of personnel to state institutions.

Kazakh researchers consider the issues of determining the motives or circumstances of the
participation of representatives of the Kazakh people in the imperial government, the mechanism of their
appointment or election, structure and formation, the degree of involvement in administrative affairs, the
reaction of the indigenous population, especially their social security and several other issues.
Contemporary scientists explore Kazakh officials by using different new approaches to try to explain the
problem from different sides: in regions of Kazakhstan on activities, grades, quantities Kazakh officials
or other criteria, mediation of officials between the Imperial power and the Kazakh society.

Therefore, Kazakh historian Mambet Koigeldiev basing on the researches about the history
of Semirechye as a part of the Russian Empire describes also the controlling device in the area. Based on
the data of archival materials and the report of Konstantin Palen, the author outlined the staff of the
Regional Board of the region, the processes of creating a «local administration» with a new
administrative and managerial system and obtaining influential local people ranks from the Russian
authorities (Koigeldiev, 2004: 64-102).

Professor Gulmira Sultangalieva writes the main works of the Kazakh officials of the Orenburg
Department (Sultangalieva, 2009). In her research, the professor focuses on the problems such as the
formation of a bureaucratic estate in the steppe, the incorporation of the Kazakhs into the bureaucratic
system of the Empire, the relationship of the Russian administration and the local rulers, the perception
of Kazakh officials of the Russian government. Gulmira Sultangalieva also draws attention to the
attributes of the official, which attracted the attention of representatives from the Kazakhs. She also
systematizes materials about Tatar translators, interpreters, and mullahs in the Kazakh steppe in the
XVII-XIX centuries (Sultangalieva, 2012). Moreover, Sultangalieva notes the important role of the
Tatars in the social changes in the Steppe and argues that the Tatars significantly influenced the
perception of imperial orders of the Kazakh society. The collection «Kazakh officials in the service of
the Russian Empire» published documents on the entry of Kazakhs into the Russian bureaucracy, social
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security of Kazakh officials, their correspondence, and historical heritage (Sultangalieva, 2015). It is
important to note, that Gulmira Sultangalieva, in a joint article with Tenlik Dalayeva, for the first
time, demonstrates the problem of incorporation of the Kazakh elite and officials into the nobility of the
empire. In this work, the historians make analysis and present new archival documents on the mechanism
of Kazakhs entering into the nobility on the example of Kazakh nobles (Sultangalieva, Dalaeva, 2014).

A contemporary Kazakh historian, Tenlik Dalayeva, writes significant works on the history of
Kazakh officials of the Siberian Department. In her works, Dalaeva focuses on the process
of the formation of the Kazakh bureaucracy in this territory and the main functions of the Kazakh
bureaucracy. In your works, Dalaeva investigates significant issues related to the social incorporation of
the Steppe into the imperial system, the award system as the basis for the formation of the officials in the
Kazakh society, important aspects of the adaptation of Kazakh officials to imperial management.

Kazakh historian Makazhanova Z. in her work “The Problem of formation and originality of the
Kazakh bureaucracy in the system of colonial administration of tsarism (the second half of the 19th
century)” determines the impact of administrative and territorial reforms of the 19thcentury in the
Kazakh steppe on the formation of the Kazakh bureaucracy (Makazhanova, 2004).

In his dissertation "History of the Institute of elders in Kazakhstan (20-60 years of the 19 century),"
historian Rakhimkulov D. describes the institute of elders which were created to weaken the traditional
Kazakh governance (Rakhimkulov, 2010). Another Kazakh researcher Alimdzhanov Bakhtiar in his
work «Economic policy of the Russian Empire in the Turkestan Governor-General (the second half of
the 19 - early 20 centuries.)» considers the economic problems in the Semirechensk and Syrdarya regions
gives examples of attempts by the Russian administration in the province to increase the «prestige of the
representatives of the military people's rule in the eyes of the indigenous» (Alimdzhanov, 2016: 70-71),
so that representatives of the local population are also in the future attracted to the Imperial power.

Nevertheless, the question of attracting representatives of the Kazakh people in
the Semirechensk region to the administrative affairs of the Russian government was also indirectly
touched upon in the works of foreign historians. Professor of Oxford University Alexander Morrison,
drawing parallels between British India and Russian Turkestan, in his research notes the role of biys,
who later became the bailiffs of tsarist power in the Steppe, also describes the administrative structure in
the Semirechensk and Syrdarya regions (Morrison, 2015). Moreover, another foreign scientist Adib
Khalid in his work «Culture and Power in Colonial Turkestan», describing the activities of «Russian-
native schools», notes the process of formation of «useful citizens of Russia», which as Kazakhs were to
serve Russia (Morrison, 2016).

Conclusion

In all these works mentioned above, the theme of studying the activities of officials in the second
half of the 19-early 20th century has not been systematically studied however reflects indirectly or in the
context of other problems of Kazakh history.

Recently, the Kazakh nobility has become a particular topic of research of many Kazakh historians
as Gulmira Sultangalieva and A. Espenbetova (Espenbetova, 2011). The works of these authors consider
the formation and activities of the Kazakh bureaucracy, social changes in the Kazakh steppe and the
emergence of the Kazakh nobility, thus developing previously poorly studied historical aspects of the
transformation of the Steppe in the Russian Empire, which is currently developing particularly
intensively and is promising in the future.

The study of the Kazakh nobility contributes to the identification of a complete image of the
nobility of the Empire and corresponds to the priority direction in world-historical science. Based on this,
the problem of the formation and existence of the Kazakh nobility as part of the noble estate of the
Russian Empire needs a broad monographic study. The study of transformation processes in the Steppe
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during the 19th century, including the formation the Kazakh nobility, is new, since the entry of Kazakh
nomads into the Russian nobility, honoured citizenship, officials, was not the object of research in the
world and Kazakh historical literature, which proved by the presentation of the historiographical review
of the problem.

The article is implemented with the financial support of Committee of science of the RK, scientific
project Ne AP 05130813 «Transformation of the social organization of the Kazakh steppe: stratification
and status dynamics (second half of the 18th - 20th of the 20th centuries)».
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