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Abstract. The article discusses the theoretical and methodological issues of the historical continu-
ity of statehood of the states of Deshti-i-Kipchak. Political unions formed in the steppes were charac-
terized by a different form of statehood, with features of development, primarily elements of historical
continuity. In other words, the methods of organization and government that have taken place here
are often inherited from their near and distant predecessors. In this regard, it is necessary to talk about
the important role of continuity in nomadic statehood.The modern movement of historical knowledge
requires further understanding of the process of continuity of state institutions of the Kazakh Khanate,
which was a direct continuation of the Turkic state traditions, the political and ideological successor
of the Golden Horde, Ak Horde, Mogulistan, Nogai Horde, Abulkhair Khanate and an understanding
of the essence of the changes that were directly related to transformation of the internal mechanisms
of a nomadic society.
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KeluneAi MeMAeKeTTIAIKTIH, CabaKTaCTbIFbIHbIH,
TEOPMSADIK )KOHE METOAOAOTMUSIAbIK, MACeAeAepi

AnaaTna. Makanaaa AewTi Kpinwak, aymarblHAQFbl MEMAEKETTEPAIH, MEMAEKETTIAIMHIH, Tapuxm
cabaKTaCTbIFbIHbIH, TEOPUSIABIK-METOAOAOTUSIAbIK, MOCEAEAepi KapacTblpbiAfaH. Kewneai Aarapa
KYPbIAFaH casicn GipAecTikTepre Aamy TYPFbICbIHAH SPTYPAI AEHIEMAETi MEMAEKETTIAIKTIH, (hopMachi
ToH OOAAbI XXOHe OAap 63 6OMbIHAA €H aAAbIMEH TapuMxM CabaKTaCTbIK, SAEMEHTTEPIH aAbIM >KYPAI.
backawa antkaHaa, OyA XXepAe OpblH aAFaH MEMAEKETTIK YMbIMAACTbIPY >XoHe 6ackapy aaicrtepi
KebiHECE OAAPAbIH >KaKblH HEMeCe aAbIC i3allapAapblHaH Mypa OOAbIM KaAfFaHbl OeAriAi. OCbiHbI
eCcKepe OTbIPbIN KOLNeAl MeMAEKETTIAIKTe CabakTaCTbIKTbiH MaHbI3Abl POAI TYpaAbl aMTKaH >KOH.
Tapuxu GiAIMHIH Ka3ipri 3amaHfbl Ko3FaAbiCbl AATbIH Opaa, Ak Opaa, MoroacTaH, Horan Opaachl,
O6iAKAMbIP XaHABIFbIHbIH, CasICU XKOHE MAEOAOIMSABIK Myparepi, TYpKi MEMAEKETTIK ASCTYPAEpiHiH
TiKeAel >KaAFacTbIpyLbICbl 60AFaH Kasak, XaHABIFbIHbIH MEMAEKETTIAIK MHCTUTYTTapbiHbIH CabaKTacTbIK,
NpoLeciH OAQH 8pi TepeHAEN TYCIHYAI KaXKeT eTeAl.
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TeopeTHKo-MeTOAOAOTMYECKHUE NMPOOBAEMbI MPEEeMCTBEHHOCTH
KO4€BOi roCyAapCTBEHHOCTH

AHHOTauus. B cTaTtbe paccMaTpMBalOTCS TeopeTMuyeckMe U  MeTOAOAOrMYecKue BOrMpOChl
UCTOPUYECKON NMPeeMCTBEHHOCTU FOCYAAPCTBEHHOCTHU rocyaapctB Aewtu-u-Kunuaka. MNMoanTtnueckue
COoI03bl, CCDOPMUPOBAHHbIE B CTeMNsX, XapakTepU3OBaAWUCb APYroin (POPMOM TFOCYAAPCTBEHHOCTH, C
0COBGEHHOCTSIMM Pa3BUTUS, MPEXKAE BCErO IAEMEHTOB MCTOPUYECKON MPEEMCTBEHHOCTU. ApPyrimu
CAOBaMM, METOAblI OpraHmM3aLmMm M yrnpaBAEHUs TOCYAAQPCTBOM, KOTOPble 3AeCb MMEAU MECTO, YacTo
HACAEAYIOTCS OT MX BAMXKHUX M AAAbHMX MPEALIECTBEHHUKOB. B CBSA3M € 3TMM HEOBXOAMMO rOBOPUTH
O BaXKHOWM POAM TMPEEMCTBEHHOCTM B KOYEBOW FOCYyAapCTBeHHOCTU. COBpeMeHHOe ABWXKeHUWe
UCTOPUYECKOro 3HaHUSI TpebyeT AAAbHENLLEro OCMbICAEHUS NMPOoLLecca NPeeMCTBEHHOCTM MHCTUTYTOB
roCyAQpCTBEHHOCTM Ka3axcKoro XaHCTBa, KOTOPOEe SBASIAOCH HEMOCPEeACTBEHHbIM MPOAOAXKATEAEM
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Theoretical and Methodological Problems of the Continuity of Nomadic Statehood

TIOPKCKMX FOCYAQPCTBEHHbBIX TPAAMLMI, MOAMTUYECKOTO M MAEOAOTMUYECKOrO HACAeAHMKA 30A0TOM
Opabl, Ak Opabl, MoryancTara, Horarckoin Opabl, xaHcTBa AGyAxampa.

KatoueBble caoBa: [ocyAapCTBEHHOCTb,
uMBMAM3aLms, Kasaxckoe XaHCTBO.

Introduction

Statehood is an indicator of the development
and heritage of society, but at the same time it is
also its ideology, political, social and cultural
orientation, aimed at protecting and developing
the state. Sociological theories define the state
as a special form of organization of a society,
possessing certain means and methods of applying
power within a society, establishing a certain
order of relations between members of a society
in a certain territory, which involves the entire
population in the established territory. The modern
movement of historical knowledge requires further
understanding of the process of continuity of state
institutions of the Kazakh Khanate, which was a
direct continuation of the Turkic state traditions, the
political and ideological successor of the Golden
Horde, Ak Horde, Mogulistan, Nogai Horde,
Abulkhair Khanate and an understanding of the
essence of the changes that were directly related
to transformation of the internal mechanisms of a
nomadic society. The main emphasis of the research
is put on the identification of various forms and
features of the political, legal and spiritual and
ideological continuity of the Kazakh statehood from
large political entities that existed on the territory of
East Desht-i-Kypchak and Zhetysu in the XIV-XVI
centuries.

Methodology

In recent years, Kazakhstani scientists have
become leaders in the field of research of the
nomadic society. At the same time, the contribution
of Kazakh researchers to the development of
world nomadic studies is not limited to historical,
sociological, ethnographic and cultural studies, the
theoretical, methodological and epistemological
aspects have received significant development. The
application of the methodology of both formational
and civilizational approaches in the study of the
history of nomadic peoples from the mid-19th
century did not provide conclusive answers to the key
questions of nomadism. Moreover, the traditional
opposition of these directions in historiography
in practice turned out to be an identical evolution
of views among proponents of formation theory
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and followers of the concept of civilization, and
ultimately led to similar conclusions. This is
explained by the fact that both approaches based
on the model of its development laid the features of
the evolution of agricultural peoples. The concepts
of “formation” and “civilization” were given from
the standpoint of the ideas of Western European
man. And it is no coincidence that the term “state”
has become key for them as one of the signs of the
level of development of society. But, as it turned
out, the features characteristic of certain stages of
development of the evolution of settled peoples are
not necessarily present in nomadic societies, and the
signs of various stages can exist among nomads at a
time. The evolution of views within the framework
of the formational and civilizational approaches
is very similar and went from the opinion of the
static nature of the nomadic society to the creation
of theories about its special development and the
exceptional influence of neighboring settled peoples
on the emergence of the state among nomads.
Historiographic analysis allows us to conclude that
the views on the military-political organization
of nomads evolve — from the complete denial of
nomadic statehood to the historical, genetic and
cultural continuity of nomadic empires — Turkic and
Mongolian. At the present stage of the development
of historical thought, the main problems are the
interaction of various state traditions and political
and legal systems. At present, attempts are
being made to expand and deepen the historical
perspectives of the development and interaction of
various civilizations, including the nomadic system.
Each researcher proceeds from his own evaluative
nuances, the level of research training, which allows
us to consider the evolution of historical ideas on
the development of statechood in Central Asia.
Discussions and conflicting conclusions of modern
historical science reflect the level of theoretical
and methodological approaches and show the lack
of logical tools for understanding the essence and
nature of changes in the political and legal system
of a nomadic society. Today, there is a great need
for further research and development of conceptual
problems of the socio-political and ideological
transformation of nomadic societies, determining
the nature and essence of the formation of political
institutions.
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Kazakhstani scientists, too, did not stand
aside from the discussions that unfolded in
modern science on the relationship of different
methodological approaches, including civilization.
Modern scholars pay attention to the fact that at
present Kazakhstan historical science, having
survived an ideological vacuum, is striving to form
new approaches and study such scientific categories
as “statehood”, “power”, “social organization”,
“social mobility” and others inherent to nomadic
societies that were created on the territory of
Kazakhstan and beyond in the past, it became
an urgent task for it in the search for a model of
nation-building and sustainable development of
statehood (Torlanbaeva, 2016).

The main part

On the basis of medieval Arab sources, B.E.
Kumekov urges to understand the uniqueness of the
civilizational signs of nomadic culture. Defending
the presence in the steppe civilization of the basic
definitions of civilization, such as state, cities, and
writing, he claims: “Due to intergenerational ad-
aptation to the geographical environment and the
dominant cattle-breeding economy, nomadic tribes
developed the traditions of the steppe culture, the
most stable block associated with a particular phe-
nomenon, with steppe lifestyle. Its deepest sources
originate in the Bronze Age, the standards are es-
tablished in the Saka historical and cultural com-
munity. A high degree of continuity is characteristic
of the steppe lifestyle in time and space ”’( Kume-
kov, 2004: 102). The term “nomadic civilization”
has become a self-designation thanks to the work
of such famous scientists as A.Kh. Margulan, K.A.
Akishev and N. Masanov. A significant contribution
to the study of the problems of nomadic societies
and the problems of “cultural ecology” was made
by the famous Kazakh ethnologist N.E. Masanov.
So the researcher typologized the habitat of nomads
in accordance with the principles of generally ac-
cepted ecological systematics on the range (ecosys-
tem) of nomadism and the marginal zone (ecotone)
(Masanov, 1995). The modern Kazakhstani scientist
Z. Qinayatuly in the article “N.M. Mogilyansky,
L.N. Gumilevtin ethnos theoriyasy qazaqtanydyn
keibir maseleri “draws attention to the term* eth-
nos “as part of the civilizational paradigm, which
entered into scientific circulation with the filing of
French sociologists and N.M. Mogilyansky. In the
ethnic dynamics of the nomadic societies of Eurasia
and the Kazakh people proper, he distinguishes the
following stages: 1. Sako-Usunsky era; 2. Kanly-

Kypchak; 3. Ak Horde and the Alash era; 4. The
Kazakh Khanate (Kinayatuly, 2012: 7). In the study
and refinement of terms and definitions, the opin-
ion of K.M. is interesting Baipakova: “The terms®
nomadic culture 7, nomadic civilization “are not
entirely successful. It’s more correct to talk about
“steppe culture and civilization”, which implies not
only nomadism, but also sedentary life, not only
cattle breeding, but also agriculture and urban life
.... Nomadism is only a part of the steppe economy,
life and everyday life, part of the peculiar civiliza-
tion of Kazakhstan ” (Orazbaeva, 2005: 72). In his
monograph “Civilization of the nomads of the Eur-
asian steppes”, the modern Kazakhstan author A.I.
Orazbaeva, considers it appropriate to include in
the categorical apparatus the term “civilization of
nomads of the Eurasian steppes” (CCEC), since it
meets all the most significant socio-cultural charac-
teristics of traditional Kazakh society and is more
optimal in further revealing its essence and content
(Orazbaeva, 2005: 76).

Ambiguous theoretical and conceptual construc-
tions about the civilizational affiliation of nomadic
societies of the steppe zone of Eurasia are presented
in the works of Russian scientists A.l. Martynova,
N.N. Kradina, V.V. Trepalova and others B. En-
tukhshvin emphasizes that the concept of “civiliza-
tion” does not necessarily have to be reduced to the
term ““urbanization.” ... For this reason, there is no
reason to consider nomads who had statehood and
their own highly developed doctrine of statehood
as uncivilized, uncultured, or barbaric peoples (En-
tukhshvin, 2009).

Civilization theory in Russian and Russian his-
torical thought has quite a few regional and typo-
logical changes. So in the article of a scientist from
Tatarstan E.S. Kulpin attempted to determine the
influence of the Golden Horde in the formation of
Russian civilization: “... the creation of a system of
cities in the southern Russian steppes of the XIV
century. It allows us to talk about the history of the
Golden Horde as an attempt at a civilizational break-
through in the history of mankind, and also about
an incompletely realized original path of evolution
of Russian (Eurasian civilization) (Kulpin, 2008).
Further, E. S. Kulpin determines that civilization is,
first of all, the ability to learn, change, develop and
be creative, to meet basic human needs, tolerance
in human relationships and the level of self-orga-
nization of society, where the degree of autonomy
from the natural environment is the most important
criterion . And all these features, according to the
researcher, were inherent in the civilization of the
Golden Horde (Kulpin, 2008:118).
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Indicates the huge role of the Golden Horde in
the life of the Turkic peoples and the entire Eurasian
space R.S. Khakimov: “The Golden Horde culture
absorbed the medieval achievements of many Tur-
kic and other peoples. A perfect economy, built on
a wonderful financial system, communications and
management, fantastic at the time, that made it pos-
sible to control a vast territory and ensure security,
excellent military art, science, literature, architec-
ture, etc. — all this speaks of an independent culture
of the Golden Horde, which stood at the highest
level in the Middle Ages ”( Khakimov, 2008: 14).

In historical science, there are several theories of
the emergence of state formations among nomads.
The most common are two points of view. The first
concept consists in the formation of a state as a re-
sult of the elimination by the khan of a clan aris-
tocracy that could claim power, and the conquest of
neighboring territories. The second concept consists
in uniting tribes experiencing a crisis of tribal rela-
tions and adapting their institutions of power to the
emerging functions of a tribal power system. At the
same time, researchers consider the development of
these tendencies on the example of nomadic societ-
ies of Hunnu, Syanbi, Juanjans, Tirk-tutsziie, Uy-
ghurs, Kyrgyz, Kimaks, and finally the Mongols, of-
ten contrasting them with each other (Bartold, 1968:
94, 95, 87). Researchers note the inheritance of an-
cient Turkic state traditions with varying degrees of
their completeness by later Turkic state formations
(Zhumaganbetov, 2003: 228-261). Foreign histori-
ography on the problems of statehood is represented
by the works of J. Nettle, C. Tilly, S. Bartolini, H.
Linz, A. Stepan, S. Roccan, J. Colomere, F. Raeder,
R. Jackson and P. Colsto, F. Fukuyamo , F. Schmit-
ter, L. and O. Yohhansen, O. Norad, J. Yadav, A.
Hirschman et al (Orazbaeva, 2017: 25).

The progressive development of historical
thought has led to the definition of the main stages
of the dialectical development of the political sys-
tem in nomadic societies (Klyashtorny, 2005:30):

1. The community of nomadic tribes of Central
Asia of the VIII-V centuries. BC. according to a suf-
ficiently definite description of contemporary writ-
ten sources, they did not have a political organiza-
tion that went beyond tribal and military-democratic
institutions.

2. radical changes in their environment occurred
in the IV-III centuries. BC, when a new tertiary po-
litical organization was recorded in the sources — an
early state governed by a hierarchically structured
military-tribal aristocracy.

3. The imperial structure of the supreme power
predetermined profound social changes not only
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within the dominant tribal group, but also in the
communities dependent on them, in which the pro-
cesses of political genesis were sharply intensified.
These processes are also reflected in the political
terminology of sources unified for the entire Central
Asian world.

4. The new sociopolitical structure reached its
classical embodiment in the 6th-8th centuries, when
the own terms appeared in the runic texts of the
Orkhon Turks and Yenisei Kyrgyz designated as a
state political organization (ale), a continuing ethnic
tribal community (bodun).

Characteristic features for nomadic societies
were: the preservation of tribal relations (personal
freedom and economic independence of ordinary
nomads, communal ownership of land), the presence
of'a small number of foreign slaves and the existence
of property differentiation. All these specific features
of nomadic societies led to discussion of three key
issues in this problem: the causes of nomadism,
the existence of statehood among nomads and the
possibility of considering the “steppe culture” as
an alternative to agricultural civilization. In this
regard, considering the history of the formation of
the early state among Turkic-speaking Naimans, we
come across, first of all, the idea of the similarity of
the socio-political institutions, the tax system that
existed among the nomads. This similarity, in turn,
was due to the similar functioning of the livestock
economy. A number of researchers, including
V. Trepavlov, put forward the idea of an organic
connection of nomadic states with each other. This
connection determined the continuity in their socio-
economic and political development, which allowed
the aforementioned author to present each subsequent
nomadic state formation that arose in history as a
stage or “steps of a single process of development
of the social system of nomads” (Trepavlov,
1993: 14-15). The formation of statehood among
nomadic tribes proceeded through mutual influence
and consolidation of elements of state formation
not only from the predecessors, nomads, but also
from neighboring settled agricultural peoples. In
this regard, the history of the Khitan state and the
nomadic Turkic tribes inhabiting this empire is
indicative. Under these conditions, ethnic processes
continued to develop among the Turkic tribes, which
were characterized by different levels of unification:
ethnic and interethnic consolidation, integration and
assimilation, as well as ethnic division in the form of
dispersion, separation or ethnic partition.

Thus, one can agree with the opinion of one of
the best methodologists of modern historical science
N.N. Ionova, that in the conditions of the modern
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cognitive tradition (scientific pluralism) there cannot
be a single, consistent concept of civilization.

In Russian historical science, today there are
three main approaches to the study of the nomadic
world: stadial, dichotomous and the concept of
local civilizations. O. N. Proskuryakova in the
article “Concepts of civilization and modernization
in domestic historiography” defines: “An analysis
of the current methodological situation allows
us to identify several major trends in domestic
historiography: 1. updating the formation
approach; 2. development of a civilizational
approach; 3. The combination and formation of
civilizational approaches; 4. active development
of the modernization paradigm ”(Proskuryakova,
2007: 154). The main results of this period were
the formulation of such important problems as the
beginning of nomadic statehood, the definition
of an ethno-political history, the development of
some theoretical issues of social stratification and
differentiation of a nomadic society. Part of the
civilizational paradigm of modern historical science
is scientific research on the history of nomadic state
structures and new theoretical and methodological
constructions as applied to the study of the concept of
“nomadic statehood”. The content of historiography
gradually expanded, and the system of historical
science includes both the development of specific
concepts, and the impact of theory on the cognition
process — a methodology that defines the principles
of cognition and is the basis for using the method.
The American scientist T. Barfield proposed to the
scientific community an interesting theory of the
development of nomadic societies, which shows
the possibility of establishing the synchronism of
the growth and decline of nomadic empires and
similar processes in China. The cyclic connection
between the political systems of China, Central Asia
and the Far East was repeated three times over two
thousand years (Barfield, 2009). Russian scientist
L.S. Vasiliev distinguishes 3 types of nomadic
civilization: Khitan —when a nomadic tribe is formed
on the outskirts of a powerful empire, it borrows a
lot from it, but strives to maintain its identity; Turkic
— when nomads constantly change their habitats,
invading the zone of farmers and subjugating them
to themselves; Mongolian — when a state is created
under external influence that invades the zone of
farmers, subjugating their states one after another,
but trying to maintain their identity (Vasiliev, 1998).

N.N. Kradin in his monograph ‘“Nomads of
Eurasia” (Kradin, 2007) proposed to divide nomadic
societies according to their complexity into three
groups:

— acefal, segmental, clan and tribal formations;

— “Secondary” tribes and chiefdoms;

— nomadic empires and smaller quasi-imperial
polities.

Famous Russian researcher S.A. Vasyutin
outlined six types of nomadic societies (in order
of complexity): 1) decentralized tribal societies;
2) decentralized large tribal unions; 3) chiefdoms;
4) nomadic xenocratic empires; 5) nomadic
super empires; 6) polities with a high proportion
of subordinate agricultural population; 7) states
created by nomads on the territory of agricultural
civilizations (Vasyutin, 2004: 272-273).

Thus, the historiography of the theory of
civilizations as noted by I. Ionov “Has not only
scientific, but also great applied value, since it can
become the basis of a new worldview on the main
trends of global development. In the context of global
changes in the world, an ever-increasing sound is
acquiring a number of universal human problems
that form an objective basis for understanding the
role of the civilizational paradigm. At the present
stage of development of the world community, the
interaction of representatives of different cultures,
nationalities, faiths is becoming an undeniable
imperative “’(Ionov, 2007). A comparative historical
analysis of research practices allows us to show
the evolution of historical ideas caused by internal
polemics and the development of science itself.
Each researcher proceeds from his evaluative
nuances, the level of research training, and for all
the difference in methodological approaches, none
of the above authors deny the process of progressive,
dialectical development of statehood institutions in
the vast expanses of Central Asia. The history of the
political associations of nomads has always been
the history of their contacts with settled societies.
An analysis of the ethnocultural and ethnopolitical
interaction of nomadic associations and settled
agricultural peoples in the social dimension is a
new non-traditional approach adopted in modern
science. As modern Kazakhstani authors point out,
“in foreign historiography one can indicate the
presence of various definitions, such as failed states
and quasi-states, weak states, collapsed states, non-
state, strong states or functional / capable states,
unrecognized states, as well as good governance,
states — building, etc. put forward during political
science discourses regarding the conceptualization
of the characteristics of states, which are reduced
mainly to the concepts of state status and state
consistency, behind which “... there are two different
concepts, reflecting different the state’s status as
an unconditional property of the state — a state of
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its own nature. ” It seems that the essence of the
discrepancies here is rather that in the first meaning
it is supposed to study the formal aspects of the state
related to material wealth, and in the latter it is more
likely to study the spiritual component related to
the general history, culture, traditions ”’(Orazbaeva,
2005: 23-24). The study of specific historical events
and processes associated with nomadic structures
creates the basis for the formulation and analysis of
conceptual, methodological problems. The current
historiographic situation has developed around two
main lines: the first, the evolution of nomadic society
occurred with regular contacts of nomads with
more highly organized agrarian-urban societies,
and the second, about an alternative evolutionary
path that ensured a high degree of hierarchical and
cultural complexity, but was not associated with the
emergence of a bureaucratic society.

In modern historiography, the Kazakh people
and Kazakh statehood began to be seen as a
subject of the international historical process and
opportunities were open for posing problems about
the state tradition and the continuity of political
institutions. M.K. Kozybaev, T.I. Sultanov, K.A.
Pishchulina (Pishchulina, 1977), M.K. Abuseitova,
B.E. Kumekov, J.O. Artykbaev in their studies
examined questions about the formation of the
main stages of historical thought regarding the
formation and development of the Kazakh Khanate.
A huge proportion of studies that have studied this
issue from a different angle are accounted for by
V.Z. Galiev, J.K. Kasymbaev, A.Sh. Kadyrbaev
(Kadyrbaev, 1995), M.Zh. Abdirov, N.E. Masanov,
I. Erofeeva. A great contribution to the study of
the issue was made by the monograph of B. B.
Karibaeva (Karibaev, 2015) presents a separate
and rigorous study of the history of the formation
of the Kazakh Khanate, especially the relationship
and state of Genghis ideology, on the political
and ethnic prerequisites for the founding of the
Kazakh people, where a new thesis is put forward
regarding the dating of the formation of the Kazakh
Khanate. The spiritual and ideological development
of Kazakh society and the state is structured in the
writings of N.D. Nurtazina (Nurtazina, 2000: 45).
Questions of the political and dynastic history of Ak
Orda are substantively and capaciously investigated
in the work of K.Z. Uskenbaya. (Uskenbay, 2013).
Various options for dating the formation of the
Kazakh Khanate, as well as international political
contacts of the Kazakh rulers in the work of N.A.,
have been extensively and comprehensively studied.
Atygaev (Atygaev, 2015). Interesting study T.L
Sultanov (Sultanov, 2001), which affects not only
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the dynastic history of Genghisides, but also the
administrative and social system of the Kazakh
khanate. The issue of incorporation of Islamic
law in the legal systems of the states of the Jochi
ulus in the XIV-XVI centuries is well covered in
the work of R.Yu. Pochekaev (Pochekaev, 2016).
Features of the establishment of democratic law
of the Kazakhs are described in the studies of S.Z.
Zimanov (Zimanov, 2003). Important information
about Kazakh statehood is covered by the scientist
Z. Kinayatuly (Kinayatuly, 2007), who examined
in detail the problems of continuity in the history
of nomadic states. T.O. Omarbekova (Omarbekov,
2015). who posed theoretical and methodological
questions about the ethnic history of the Kazakh
people, the influence of the tribal structure on the
political, state and ideological development of the
nomadic society.

The collective work of a number of foreign
scientists together with Tatar researchers M.G.
Usmanov, D.M. Iskhakov, A.A. Arslanova is one
of the key in the study of the source study of the
history of the Jochi ulus (Usmanov, 2001: 2007).
Proceedings I.M. Mirgaleeva devoted to the political
history of the Golden Horde, coins of the Jochids
play an equally important role in studying the history
of Kazakh statehood. A contribution to the study of
the issue was made by the research interpretations of
the American scientist Yu. Shamiloglu (Shamiloglu,
2019) on the problems of the clan structure in the
Golden Horde society.

Conclusion

The wvariability and debatability of the
conceptual position of “nomadic statehood”,
“state institutions”, “continuity of state traditions”
has shown that the typology of socio-political
structures and the formation of state institutions
in nomadic societies are not well developed. This
poses the need for a diversified approach to the
problems of studying political entities in Central
Asia, their systematization and reconstruction
as a complex set of different types and models
of power, combined into a single state structure
of the Kazakh Khanate. Many issues need to be
revised, new approaches from the perspective of
knowledge accumulated by historical science,
theories of the historical process, which will
contribute to the restoration of the historical past
and the spiritual and cultural consolidation of the
Kazakh people. At every moment, history is an
idea of the past, corresponding to the knowledge
achieved. Since society is constantly in motion,
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in development, it accordingly changes; they shown that development is impossible without a
cannot stand still and the ways of knowing it. The = combination of the role of worldview and socio-
development of modern scientific knowledge has  historical knowledge.
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