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At present, new facets are being discovered in covering and identifying important issues in the rela-
tions between Kazakhstan and Russia in the 18th and early 20th centuries. Appeal to historical research
on this issue from the standpoint of rethinking the views of the authors is necessary and timely. In this
context, the work of Russian researchers who were in Kazakhstan in the service is of great interest. The
authors wrote about contemporary events for them, and in their views were dependent on the influence
inherent in imperial ideology. The works are characterized by descriptiveness, a weak source base,
the absence in some cases of historical interpretation of factual data, and groundless conclusions and
generalizations. The works of Russian authors can be classified according to directions and theories: the
theory of «natural borders», the theory of ethnographic and geographical factors, chauvinistic direction,
the direction of «civilizing mission.»

A large number of materials in Russian historiography devoted to the acceptance of Russian citizen-
ship by the Kazakh zhuzes testifies to the interest in this problem. But this interest is due to the desire
to learn the history of the indigenous people for the successful implementation of the colonial policy of
tsarism.
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Kasipri yakbITTa Tapux FbIAbIMbIHAQ >KaHA TEOPUSAbIK-KOHLENTYAAAbIK, BAICTEPAIH, KAAbINTACYbI
MeH OHbIH, KasakcraHHbIH, >kaHa TapuxbiHa KOAAaHbiAa Gactaybl XVIII Fackip men XIX racbipabiH, 6ac
KesiHaeri KasakcraH MeH Pecelt KaTbiHaCTapblHAAFbl MaHbI3Abl MOCEAEAEPAI XKaHa KblpbIHAH KepceTyre
MYMKIHAIK TYFbI3bIM OTbIp. ABTOPAAPAbIH FbIAbIMM K©3KapacTapblH KanTa naibiMaay TYPFbICbIHAH
KaparaHaa OyriHri yakbiTTa aTaaraH npo6aema GOMbIHLLA FbIAbIMM TapyXM 3epTTEYAepre >KYriHy aca
KXKETTi MaceAeAepAiH Gipi.

Ocbl Macerepe KaszakcraHaa KbismeT 6abbiMeH 6GoAFaH OpbIC 3epTTeylliAepiHiH, eHbekTepiHe
epekiie Ha3ap ayaapbiaraH. OAapAbiH COA Ke3eHAEri OKurarapAbl 6asHAAYAQ UMIMEPUSAbIK casicaTka
Tayeaai 6OAYbIH Hazapra aAraH. EHbGekTepaiH 6acbiM GOAIriHAE cMnaTTay ToH, AEPEKTIK KOpPbl TOMEH.
CoHbIMeH KaTap >KaArnblAay, DakTiAepAl Heri3aey, aHbiKTama GepyAiH, Ke3AECNEeNTIHAIMH atan eTeAi.
ABTOpAApPAbIH,  eHOEKTEPIH TY>KbIPbIMABIK, >KaFblHAaH TOMEHAeriaein 6GeAin KapacTbipraH: «Taburn
LeKkapaAap», 3THOrpaUsIAbIK, >koHe reorpausAblK, LWOBUMHUCTIK >KOHE «OPKEHUMETTIK MUCCUSH»
hakTopAapbiHa GipikTipeai. OpbIC TapuxHaMacbiHAAFbl eHOEKTEPAIH, ayKbIMABIAbIFbI OYA MOCEAEHIH
©3eKTIAIriH kepceTeai. bipak, OHbIH acTapbliHAQ UMMEPUSABIK, OTapAAY CasiCaTblHbIH XXaTKAHAbIFbIH aHbIK,
Kepyre 6oAaAbl.

Ty#iH ce3aep: Kasak, XKy3Aepi, Ka3ak-0pbIC KaTbIHACTAPbl, 0TAPAAY, KOA aCTblHA KABbIAAQY, KOCBIAY.

© 2018 Al-Farabi Kazakh National University



Joining of the Kazakh Lands to the Russian empire: historiographical review XIX — early XX century

AbamaprabekoBa A.M.

KaHAMAQT UCTOPUYECKMX HayK, AOLIEHT,
Kasaxckuit HaUMOHAAbHbI YHUBEPCUTET UMeHN aab-Dapabm,
KasaxcraH, r. AAmaTtbl, e-mail: abdiaigul@mail.ru

Bxo>xaeHue Ka3axckux 3emenb B coctaB Poccuinckon mumnepmu:
ucropuorpacpmyeckuii 063op XIX — Hauara XX Beka

B HacTogLLee BpemMst OTKPbIBAIOTCS HOBbIE FPaHM B OCBELLEHWM 1 ONPEeAEAEHNIN BaXKHbIX BOMPOCOB
B3anmooTHoweHun KasaxcraHa u Poccnm B XVIII — Hauare XX BekoB. ObpalleHne K MCTOPUYECKUM
MCCAEAOBAHUSM MO AQHHOW MPo6GAemMe C MO3uUMK MEePEOCMbICAEHUSI B3rASIAOB aBTOPOB SIBASIETCS
HEOOXOAUMbIM M CBOEBPEMEHHbIM. B AQHHOM KOHTEKCTE BbI3blBalOT GOAbLLON MHTEPEC PabOTbl PYCCKMX
nccaepoBateneit, HaxoamBlmxcs B KasaxcraHe no cayx6e. ABTOPbI MMCAAM O COBPEMEHHbIX AASI HUX
COObITUSIX M B CBOMX B3rASAAX ObIAM 3aBUCUMbI OT BAUSIHWSI MPUCYLLEA UM MMMEPCKON MAEOAOTUM.
AAsl paboT xapakTepHbl OMUCATEAbLHOCTb, cAabasi MCTOUYHMKOBAs 6as3a, OTCYTCTBME B PSAE CAy4aeB
MCTOPUYECKOTO OCMBICAEHMS (haKTUUECKMX AAHHbIX, HEOBOCHOBAHHOCTb BbIBOAOB M 0606LIEHWIA.
PaboTbl pyCcCKMX aBTOPOB MOXHO KAAQCCUUUMPOBATH MO HAMPABAEHUSIM WM TEOPUSIM: TEopUs
«€CTECTBEHHbIX rPaHuL», Teopus 3THOrpadmyuecknx u reorpadmyeckmx hakTopos, LOBUHUCTMYECKOE
HarnpaBAeHWe, HarnpaBAeHWe «MBUAM3ATOPCKON MUCCUM».

BoAbLIOE KOAMYECTBO MaTepMaroB B PYCCKOM McTOpuorpamm, MOCBAWEHHbIX MPUHSATUIO
NOAAQHCTBA PoCCMM Ka3axCKUMM >Ky3aMu, CBUMAETEALCTBYET 00 MHTEpece K AaHHOW npobaeme. Ho
MHTEpeC 3TOT BbI3BaH >KeAAHWEM Y3HaTb MCTOPMIO KOPEHHOrO0 HapoAa AASl YCMELIHOM peaAM3aluu

KOAOHWMAABHOM MOAUTUKU Lapr3ma.

KAroueBble cAoBa: Ka3axckue 2KY3bl, Ka3aXCKO-pPpyCCKMne OTHOLWeHMda, KOAOHU3aund, NMNoAAaHCTBO,

npucoeamHeHme.

Introduction

Nowadays formation of new theoretical-meth-
odological approaches applied to understand new
history of Kazakhstan opens new facets in shed-
ding light and defining important issues in rela-
tions between Kazakhstan and Russia in XVIII-
early XX centuries. Appeal to scholarly historical
researches on that problem from the position of
reconsidering scientific views of authors is neces-
sary and timely.

Reconstruction of true picture of the past
with the employment and analysis of all scope of
sources is one of the indispensable conditions of
historical sciences development. Understanding
of the past, drawing a historical experience
from it that can help in solution of modern day
problems is the mission of history as the science,
but the history of historical science. Geopolitical
location of Kazakhstan, its multiethnic population,
development of the national idea necessitate in-
depth, devoid of abstract and simplified approaches
study of history of the Kazakh statehood. The
relations between the states are based on centuries
long historical links between the peoples of Russia
and Kazakhstan, full of dramatic collisions, sharp
contradictory stratagems, grave social and national
conflicts and light and smooth friendly contacts
between two peoples.

Methodology and sources

Historiographic frameworks of the research em-
brace the period from accumulation of materials,
special works on history of Kazakhstan’s joining,
Russia (XIX century) till the historical concepts for-
mulation (XX century). Great emphasis was paid to
the conceptual approaches developed in the soviet
times that significantly transformed over time. The
need of complex analysis of that problem is stipulat-
ed by the desire to consider dominating idea, views,
discriminate between them and find the issues under
discussion.

In 1730s the Kazakh community started directly
contacting with Russia. The Russian historiography
of XIX-early XX century emphasizes that emer-
gence and development of relations between Rus-
sia and Kazakh community was inevitable natural
historical process, due to geographical location of
territories under Kazakhs in the bordering areas
with the Russian state. Russian researchers explain
further advance of tsarism in-depth of the Kazakh
steppe by the necessity to defend the borders from
the nomadic raids, patronage provision to Kazakh
tribes that became Russian subjects. Later on the
authors (participants of the events) reveal the preda-
tory politics of tsarism, and put forward the military
aspects in conquering the Central Asian khanates.
Main attention is dwelt upon military actions, op-
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erations’ tactics. That approach we found in the re-
search of N. Belyavsky «Materials on Turkestany.
The authors writes: «Gradually step by step, without
resistance and even being sympathized by majority
of Kygryzes, within 16 years, from 1824 to 1838,
the forward military posts reached...» (Belyavsky,
1885: 3), further defining the Russian influence bor-
ders. But in 1845 the patronage was adopted in «the
Great Horde as well as in the Middle Horde, were
built Qazak settlements, that reinforced the Russian
power and provided the troops with the bread » (Be-
lyavsky,1885: 3). Further movement was explained
by «the moral need to defend its subjects». The au-
thor highly estimates the measures on Turkestan
kray arrangements, aimed to strengthen the Russian
power that is not surprising for the official of the
tsarist administration. In the similar context were
written the works of M.A. Terentiev, F. Tsherbina,
M. Yudin, M.V. Lavrov, P.P. Rumyantsev, their
material layout scheme is quite simple:

— grounding of the Russian expansion to Central
Asia;

— a short excursion into history;

— a concise factological presentation of the ma-
terial;

— description of the measures to strengthen the
power of Russia.

Thus, the authors hold one opinion line in prov-
ing the interest of Kazakhs in joining Russia and its
further advance in-depth the Central Asia to provide
security to its borders that was within the dominant
conceptual approach. In the works of the Russian
researchers we found some criticism of the tsarist
administration, the fact of the punitive actions are
omitted and even if they are given are interpreted as
forced measures. It should be noted that we observe
wrong layout of the historical events to please the
interests of Russia in order to justify tsarist policy,
and such an approach is characteristic for the works
to come.

For instance, the work of K.K. Abaza is rather
interesting — ‘Conquest of Turkestan», where the
author employs the works of the above-mentioned
authors, that he mentioned in the introduction and
came to the following conclusions: the first mili-
tary activities on the territory of Central Asia dem-
onstrated weak points of the Asians (lack of cour-
age and firmness) and the victory «over them is
achieved quite easily, although the price is cheap:
being broken apart, the Asians with the same speed
easily gather. In order to secure the victory, we
must seize their cities and fortresses, and subjugate
to the population to our power» (Abaza, 1902: 64).
The work proves the superiority of the tsarist army
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and martial art. «That way of the war conduct drew
the Russian troops against their will into the new
lands conquest. Despite the desire of our military
commanders to avoids direct conflicts, and settle all
things peacefully, they against their will had to go
forward and forward until they reached the moun-
tains» (Abaza, 1902: 65). Further military activi-
ties, in opinion of K.K. Abaza, were to settle three
centuries long dispute inherited form the Peter the
Great times: whether the Central Asia will stay in
semi-slavish position and ignorance or would enjoy
the benefits brought by the Russian power.

Presentation and characteristics of the mea-
sures taken by the tsarism to strengthen its power
(or colonial politics, in other words), is given in
the works of V.V. Grigoriev, G. Potanin, M.I. Ve-
nukov, Y.V. Kologrivov, N.A. Dingelshtadt and
others. For example, G.Potanin in «Notes on the
Siberian Qazak troops» pointed that the Kazakh
steppes do not posit great threat and therefore there
is no need to employ military colonization: «Sure,
it is impossible to realize free colonization: it must
be limited by familiar areas, so that the Russian
colonization would not constrain the migrating
Kyrgyzes» (Potanin,1861: 31). M.I. Venukov in
the research «Gradual expansion Russia to Middle
Asia», when giving analysis of some activities of
the tsarism, stressed that Qazak and peasants’ vil-
lages — as types of the Russian sedentarism — are
useful to strengthen the Russia’s grandeur and to
accustom the indigenous population to peaceful,
civilized life. The author disagreed with the state-
ment that the Turkestan kray is under the military
administration, as is it was military encampment
and that affects the reforms’ realization, but at the
same time he stressed: «As for the arrangements
and administration of the Turkestan kray all the
criticism, naturally, must be condescending be-
cause the joining of that country happened quite re-
cently and still goes on ...» (Venukov, 1878: 165).

It should be noted that when considering the
colonial policy realization, the researchers did not
take into account specifics of the agrarian relations
among the nomads. The authors mistakenly repre-
sented the kray as poorly populated, uncontrollable,
and the conclusions made by G.Potanin were rare
exception.

What reasons for the expansion of the tsarist
troops in-depth the Kazakh steppe are given in the
works of the Russian researchers? They are as fol-
lows:

— protection from the nomads’ raids;

— further erection of the military fortifications
is justified by the subjects’ protection;
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— Power strengthening and life quality
improvement leads to the interest of the Great Horde
to adopt the Russian patronage;

— penetration into the Kazakh steppes facilitated
access to the central Asian markets;

— absence of the strong resistance from the
local population.

Thus, in the article of I. Lvov «Conquest of
Turkestan» the Russian expansion to Central Asia is
explained by the following reasons: «riots produced
by the nomads, constraints to the Russian merchants
at the local markets, and especially raids on our ter-
ritories from the Kokand could not be left unattend-
ed» (Lvov, 1868: 153). The opinion that conquest
of new territories as a forced, defensive measure
got wide theoretical circulation. It should be noted
that in the works of pre-revolutionary authors (L.F.
Kostenko, M.I. Venukov, S.V. Zhukovlsy) we find
the first attempts to connect the policy in the Cen-
tral Asia with the successes in other directions of
the tsarist foreign policy, disclose the competition
between Russian and England.

Further on we will classify the works by direc-
tions and theories that were developed in the Rus-
sian historiography of XX century. In the works of
M.I. Venukov is proved the theory of «natural bor-
ders», consisting of the elements — defensive pol-
icy of Russia, protection from the nomads’ raids,
joining to the European culture, etc. The author
paid much importance to the consecutive advance
of Russia into the Central Asia and noted: «From
the point of view of the natural history of a man,
that movement must be called re-establishment or
proliferation of the Arian race in the countries that
for a long time were under the dominance of the
Turkic or Mongol root’s peoples» ...» (Venukov,
1878: 1) looks at the movement form various view
points: in economic sense — gradual establishment
of universal (European) daily needs; in moral sense
— expansion of the Christianity; in educational and
scientific terms — development of humanitarian
knowledge and the exploration of the kray; in civic
sense — rapprochement with the developed nations.
«Finally in the political sense our successes in the
Middle Asia have become important too: for Rus-
sia itself — gradual closing with its natural border
limits, most beneficial for it, for Asia — as comple-
tion of subjugation of almost half of the popula-
tion to one power and for humankind in general
— as movement of one powerful European people
to meet the other, that has already seized the riches
countries of the East and scaring that it could lose
them and power over them» ...» (Venukov, 1878:
4), the other country is England. The author proves

inevitability of the Central Asia’ conquest by Rus-
sia: «no other outcome could happen. To occupy
gradually, strips by strips all Central Asian steppes
not taken by the Chinese — is a miserable fate of
Russia, that it could have avoided it if the steppes
had been occupied by another civilized people from
the south or east. But there are no such people, and
we have alone to pull that historical burden » ...»
(Venukov, 1880: 135).

Very close to the theory of «natural borders» a
direction that proves the Russian conquests by eth-
nographic and geographic factors. That theory was
developed in the works of A.I. Maksheev, who out-
lined it in the following: Russian movement south-
wards, through the Kazakh steppes directly proceeds
from the geographic and ethnographic conditions the
Russian state was framed in. Each people depends
first of all on the territory he populates: so people
inhabiting the mountains due to complicated com-
munication form small states, and population living
in the valleys strives to form vast states with more or
less definite borders. «Russian having started their
historical life on the vast East European plain, that
via Aral-Caspian lowlands joins much more spa-
cious North-Asian (Siberian) plain, naturally were
doomed to spread along that greatest plain in the
world, and in their movement eastward ... reached
the Great Ocean. From the south they aspired to pro-
tect their advance by natural borders, but in some
places they crossed them, and in some other places
did not even reach» (Maksheev, 1890: 43). That
strive of the Russians, in the author’s opinion, was
contributed by the ethnographic conditions. Proving
the fact, the historical role of the people in the east
of Europe was given to Russians, A.l. Maksheev
points that once it was disputed by the Tartars, and
that was the struggle of two civilizations: Christian
and Muslim, but from the XVI century, having won
in that struggle, the Russians continued the way for-
ward. Gradually, «<among the inorodtsys, they es-
tablished form control due mainly to national char-
acter, distinguished by softness and tolerance. The
history of the Russians colonial expansion is not
free from commonplace facts of injustice and vio-
lence, but nowhere it presents contempt and hatred
to the aliens («inorodtsy») (Maksheev, 1890: 44).
The author emphasized friendliness of Russians,
and stated that not due to the arms but by moral
qualities of its people Russia could strengthen its
dominance in Europe and Asia. So, in opinion of
A.l. Makshev, main reasons of the Russian con-
quests were geographic and ethnographic factors,
but he in the wrong way interpreted the importance
of economic and political considerations — that fact
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that was of paramount significance in the conquests
of the European states.

In the article «Establishment of the Russian pow-
er in Central Asia », published in «Military collec-
tion» — magazine issued since 1858 that reflected the
official position of the government and military ad-
ministration was a notion: «It should be said without
exaggeration that that expansion was made on the ini-
tiative of the people themselves: the government had
nothing to do but to follow it and through its power to
strengthen for Russia what was occupied by chance,
without any efforts and expenditures from its side»
(Voyennyy sbornik, 1898: 248). We consider that
such statement causes strong criticism as it dose not
correspond to historical truth, and not only from the
present days position. The authors pointed that the ex-
pansion conditioned by geographic and ethnographic
factors, led to purely political and economic results,
in general the article reflected ethnogeorgraphic di-
rection and «natural bordersy theory.

Another direction in the Russian historiography
that propagated chauvinistic views, although ele-
ments of chauvinism are met in all the above-men-
tioned directions, but representatives of that one pro-
liferated ideas of the Russian nation exclusiveness
in its expansion eastward using military force and
aggression. In the work of Terentiev M.A. is given
the following proof for the conquest of Central Asia:
«History of our further expansion to the East is in
general characterized by the following: neighbor-
hood with savage, that did not recognize any inter-
national or other rights, expect for the right of force,
compelled us to fortify the frontiers with the line of
fortresses ...» (Terentiev, 1906: 6). The author con-
nects Russia’s successes only with the use of armed
forces in Asia. Employment of the words «savage»,
«small peoples», «steppe» to designate the peoples
of Kazakhstan and Central Asia was abusive. Such
approach is typical for A. Shemonsky too, who
wrote that «for a long time of the Russians fuss with
the steppe ... was defined the very character, man-
ner — purely Russian — of politics and war conduct
against the steppe inhabitants» (Shemonsky, 1910:
122). The author stressed that good neighborhood
relations with the steppe settlers could be achieved
only with the use of arms and military activities for
their territories’ conquest. The same opinion is held
by 1. Kazantsev when estimating the Russia’s posi-
tion in Central Asia as the position of all enlightened
states being in contact with the semi-savage, migrat-
ing tribes.

In the authors opinion, the states have to use
force: «Asian peoples due to their specifics respect
power/force, moral power of the reason and inter-
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ests of civilization has no power over them» (Ka-
zantsev, 1867: 134).

The following direction in the Russian pre-rev-
olutionary historiography considers that Russia’s
conquests were connected with the civilizational
mission performance. That is based on the false as-
sumption of the low level of civilizational devel-
opment of the Kazakh people or its total absence.
The bright representative of that direction was L.F.
Kostenko who wrote: «out of the good qualities of
Kygyzes I should mention their ability of easy adop-
tion of the higher civilization ... They are aware of
the Russians’ superiority and do not run away from
the education» (Kostenko, 1890: 34). Another au-
thor under the initials A. V. L., writes that spread
of the European civilization in Asia is the great
historical objective that must be performed by two
great powers — Russia and England. The noted that
through the conquest was spread Arian race with its
civilizations roots by Russians and Englishmen in
the Asian space: «So, in front of that forgotten, cov-
ered by wilderness cradle are standing new armed
representatives of the enlightening race .... fully
aware of their power and understanding instinctive-
ly the inevitability of the future, they are obsessed
by a new conquest after the previous one, even
without the deliberately planned intention. They are
driven forward by the historical necessity» (A.V.L,
1868:770). It should be noted that the authors by
their works emphasized the significance of the Euro-
pean civilization and put its above the civilizations
of the East; m BocToka; that theory was incorporated
into the mindset of the Russian researchers for the
year to follow and can be observed nowadays. We
consider that the correct tendency present in schol-
ars’ to comprehend the history of peoples in holistic
way, as some unit, general system, with no confron-
tation between «primitive» and «civilized» peoples.

Thus, we want to pay attention that representa-
tives of the above-mentioned directions in the Rus-
sian pre-revolutionary historiography differed only
in defining the reasons and methods of the conquest
of Kazakhstan and Central Asia. The common fea-
ture is desire to emphasize exceptional role of the
Russian people, justify the offensive expansion o
Russian and colonization policy.

In late XIX — early XX centuries were published
the works of the liberal authors, one of them was
orientalist N.I. Veselovsky, who addressed the prob-
lem of the Kazakh people attitude to the Russian
conquests. When being in the Turkestansky kray
with the archeological expedition he was interested
in collecting opinions of the native people to the ex-
pansion of the Russian troops and changes in their
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lives that occurred resulting from the colonization.
«We must listen to the other side, in that particu-
lar case, the losing one, otherwise we only with the
official reports and stories of the participants from
our side make create unilateral stance and make a
wrong view on the local population» (Veselovsky,
1894: 11), — wrote N.I. Veselovsky. In his opinion
that information was necessitated for the successful
influence on the «aborigines», given as an example
in the story of Khalibay. The author points at the
lack of hatred to the conquerors and high evalua-
tion of the Russian power. A.l. Dobrosmyslov in his
works raised the issue on the need to study history,
lifestyle and economics of the indigenous popula-
tion: «We can find a lot of instructive in their histori-
cal past (Dobrosmyslov, 1902: 493). The researcher
correctly stated that is must be launched as soon as
possible because the «coming culture of the West
promises in the shortest time completely change,
if not at all, but at least introduce many changes
alien to the original culture» (Dobrosmyslov,1902:
494). The author considered that tsarism wanted
to strengthen Russian civic stance through gradual
taming of Kazakhs to sedentarize. Another represen-
tative of that approach — A.Y. Alektorov — pointed at
the need to investigate «Kyrgyz manuscriptsy», that
are very original, influenced by place and time. Sim-
ple uneducated Kyrgyz wrote whatever he wanted
and how he wanted to do that» (Alektorov, 1894).
Those manuscripts are evaluated by A.Y. Alektorov
higher (in terms of originality), than the works of
I. Altynsarin and C. Valikahnov that got education
under the guidance of highly educated Russian peo-
ple, that «have Russian spirit, Russia smells there»
(Alektorov,1894). Actually, the world outlook of C.
Valikhanov was influenced by the interactions with
the representatives of the Russian intelligentsia and
activities in the Military-Scientific committee of the
General Headquarters. He put many efforts on Ka-
zakhs’ joining the Russian and European culture.
The next important aspect of the Kazakhstan’s
joining the Russian empire is the issue of what
the joining gave Russia and the local population?
These two points intertwined and always were
very close to each other, and many authors did not
avoid measuring: what «we gave» and what «we
got». More often was described «wonderful life»
of Kazakh people after joining the Russian empire,
and materials on that topic were of propagandistic
character. «The Russian power, — I. Lvov wrote in
1868, — brought to the Central Asia the guarantee
of life and guarantee of property, two precious ben-
efits for a man, reasonable life is unthinkable with-

out them, benefits unseen in the khanates before»
(Lvov, 1868: 173). In opinion of L.F. Kostenko,
Russia acquires «abundance of raw materialsy,
«trade development», «Central Asia can serve as a
transit for trade of Russia and the East, and south
of Asia ...finally from the firm establishment of
our control in Central Asia will grow our political
influence in Europe» (Kostenko,1890: 328). For
the Kazakh population, the author notes: it is end
of the tribal feuds, growth of literacy, adoption of
European culture and science. Big importance is
attached to colonization, that would «bring con-
siderable benefit by the following: 1) would give
poor people occupy free places; 2) Russian by their
model would encourage the locals to get into eco-
nomic activities in agriculture and industry, and
3) they will provide free labor force for factories
and plants, while aborigines can not be employed»
(Kostenko,1890: 328).

The same trend is followed in the estimates of
benefits for Russia in the works of A.Semenov, F.
Tsherbina, F. Lobysevich, N.N. Balkashin, whose
major positions include the following:

— 1increase of Russian trade turnover;

— exploitation of the natural resources of the
conquered kray;

— use of the territory as a transit between Eu-
rope and Asia;

— development of market for Russian manufac-
tured goods;

— development of communications links;

— free lands for migration.

Thus, the work of Y. Kologrivov «Russian pos-
sessions in Central Asia» emphasizes that «our ad-
vance to Central Asia caused originally by the need
to protect from the Asians, served a good service to
the Russian industry and trade, brought us closer to
China, and opened the route to India» (Kologrivov,
1888:35).

In the pre-revolutionary historiography was ac-
tively promoted the idea that inhabitants of Kazakh-
stan and Central Asia got many benefits rather than
Russia. What they were in? The following is given
as benefits:

— absence of the external threat;

— end of tribal feuds;

— trade development;

— decrease of duties and freedom from military
service;

— life level improvement;

— adoption of the European civilization.

These conclusions again stress the direction of
the Russian authors materials to ground «civiliza-
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tional mission of Russia» and benefits it brought.
Of course, statement of the big benefit to Kazakh-
stan is not correct, first of all because as result of
the joining to Russia Kazakhs lost their indepen-
dence, and despite some positive changes, the above
mentioned benefits, in general they were not good.
But some works raised the issue on «benefits»
that did not lead to prosperity of the people in Ka-
zakhstan and Central Asia. N.L. Mordvinov in the
work «Administration of the sedentary inorodtsys
of Turkestan» correctly points that: «seemingly if
the sedentary population is to be rich, or well-off,
then meanwhile are observed phenomena that prove
poor life standing of the local people, than it was
expected»(Mordvinov,1899: 239). I his later works,
the author described a negative role of Russians, ac-
cusing them in teaching the officials from the local
people the methods of corruption and bribery, that
led to adverting people from the reform’s approval.

O. Shkapsky in the article «Some data for high-
lighting the Kyrgyz question» noted: «Having es-
tablished peace in the steppe and ending all feuds
there between Kyrgyzes, Kokand and Khiva preda-
tors, we seemed to create conditions for peaceful
development of Kyrgyz economy, that must in-
crease their economic ...but when the attempt were
made to understand what goes on the economy of
the Kyrgyz-nomad, they led to the opposite under-
standing on their welfare» (Shkapsky, 1897: 44).
The reasons for that the author finds in the unsat-
isfactory performance of the local administration
and non-preparedness of the indigenous population
to self-administration. But of course, the works
that critically assessed the activities of the tsarist
administration were few. Mostly the works of the
Russian authors were aimed to justify the activities
of Russia.

Conclusion

Thus, the published materials mostly were not
of historical research type. The authors wrote on the
facts and events that did not get into historical past.
For the Russian historiography address to history
was one of the proof methods for some statements
and propositions concerning the contemporary
times. The interest to history of Kazakhs to
great extent was caused by the need to study and
master a new colony, but the authors of the above
mentioned works were people of their time, and in
their views were not free from the influence of the
mission and tasks, put on them by the ideology —
imperial ideology. Most works are characterized
by descriptiveness, weak sources base, lack or
absence of historical assessment of the factual
data, ungrounded conclusions and generalizations.
The problem of the Russian protectorate adoption
is given from the «civilizational mission». The
representatives of the official aristocratic- bourgeois
direction reflected the problem as the inevitable
historical act — «Russia is a powerful empire
brining benefits»; differences were only in defining
the reasons and motives of penetration of Russia
into Kazakhstan and Central Asia. That direction
practically did not envision a critical assessment of
the tsarist government activities in Kazakhstan.

The representatives of the liberal and democratic
direction reveal the interest to the history of Kazakh
people raise the issue of the benefits from the
joining of Kazakhstan to Russia, making attempts
to critically estimate the colonial policy of tsarism.
Research and analysis of the problem of Kazakhstan’s
joining the Russian empire in the pre-revolutionary
historiography are needed to make a full picture to
comprehend the effects of the historical event.
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