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This article gives a brief overview of some works, based on the axiol-
ogy analysis of historical researches process of accumulation of empirical
knowledge and becoming of the theoretic-conceptual bases in studying a
problem of Kazakh-Russian commercial relations in XVI-XVIII centuries.
The urgency of a theme of research caused by necessity of development of
historiographical aspects of actual problems of history of Kazakhstan, and
for objective reconsideration of many pages of Kazakh-Russian relations in
XVI-XVIII centuries from positions of new methodological approaches in
a domestic historical science. As one of modern conceptual installations
in studying history of Kazakhstan the withdrawal from consideration of
historical processes in a vein of exclusively «Russian» and «Soviet» history
and the set ideological imperatives that was characteristic for the Soviet
historiography of problems of Kazakh-Russian relations. In conditions of
independence of Republic of Kazakhstan on the foreground, only left in-
sufficiently known and not studied aspects of this difficult and inconsistent
problem.
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ByA Makarapa Tapuxum 3epTTeyAEPAI aKCMOAOTUSIAbIK, TYPFbIAQ TaAAdY
HerisiHae XVI-XVIII £F. Ka3aK-0pbIC 3KOHOMUKAAbIK, KapblM-KaTbIHACTaphbl
MOCEAECIHIH TEOPUSAbIK-KOHLENTYAAAbIK, —HEri3iHiH KAAbINTAaCcybl MeH
3epTTeyAeri  3MMUPUKAAbIK, OIAIMHIH KOpAaAaHy YAEpICi  aHbIKTaAAbI.
3epTTey TakbIpPblObiHbIH ©3eKTiAiri KasakcraH TapuxblHAAFbl MaHbI3AbI
MBCEAEAEPAIH TapMXHaMaAbIK, acreKTIAepiH 3epTTeyAiH Ka>KeTTiAiriMeH,
XVI-XVIIIl £F. Ka3ak-0pbIC KapbIM-KaTbIHACTapbl MOCEAECIH OTAHABIK, TapuX
FbIAbIMbIHA TOH >KaHallla METOAOAOTMUSIAbIK TYPFbIAQ KApPacCTblPbIAYbIMEH
aHblkTaraAbl. CoHfFbl OH Xbiasa XVI-XVIII FF. Ka3ak-opbIC KapbiM-
KaTblHACTapbl MOCEAECIHE KAaTbICTbl KOMNTereH eHOekTep >KapblK, KOpAi,
oAapablH - GipasbiHaa PeceraiH  peAiH  >korFapbiAaTbin, KasakcTaHAbl
TOMEHAETY TYPFbICbIHAQ >Ka3bIAFAHABIKTAH, OAapAbl  KailTa Kapar,
>KaHalla METOAOAOTMSIAbIK, TYPFblAQ TaAAdy KaxKeT. byriHae oTapAaHyllbl
eA peTiHAEri MAEOAOTMSAAH apbiAFaH KesiHae KasakcTaH FaAbIMAApbI
apacbliHAQ OCbl MACEAere KaTbICTbl SPTYPAI Ke3KapacTap MeH MiKipAep
TYbIHAQAbI, OAApPAbIH  KeibipeyAaepi TinTi  Gip-6ipiHe Kapama-Kaniibl.
bipakta 6yriHAe Kasak, >kaHe OpbIC XaAblKTapbl apacblHAQ FacblpAap
60Mbl »KaAFackaH GaiAaHbICTapAbIH, HaTMXKeAepi KasakCTaHHbIH YATTbIK,
TapUXHaAMachl HEri3iHAE KaiiTa Ol eAeriHeH 6TKi3y >KyMbICTapbl >KYpPri3iAyAe.

TyHiH ce3aep: TapuxHama, WMMepusi, OTapAay, 3KOHOMMKAAbIK,
KaTblHacTap, AMNAOMATHS.

B Hactodwen cratbe Ha OCHOBE aKCMOAOIMYECKOrOo aHaAmM3a
MCTOPUYECKMX  MCCAEAOBAHWI  PacKpbIT ~ MPOLIECC  HAKOMAEHWUS
SMMMPUYECKMX 3HAHWUI M CTAHOBAEHMS TEeOPEeTUKO-KOHLIENTYaAbHbIX
OCHOB B M3y4YeHMM MNPOOAEMbl Ka3aXCKO-PYCCKMX DKOHOMMYECKMX
otHoweHmnn B XVI-XVIIl BB. AKTYaAbHOCTb TeMbl WCCAEAOBAHMS
00yCAOBAEHA KaK HEOOXOAMMOCTbIO pPa3paboTKmM MCTOpHOrpadrUeckmx
aCMeKTOB aKTyaAbHbIX npobaem ucTopmm KasaxcraHa, Tak M AAS
O0OBEKTMBHOIO MEPEOCMbICAEHUS MHOMMX CTPaHULL  Ka3axCKO-PYCCKUX
ToproBbix oTHOWeHu XVI-XVIII BB. C NO31LMIA HOBbIX METOAOAOTMYECKMX
NMOAXOAOB B OTEYECTBEHHOWM uUcTopuueckor Hayke. OaHOM 13
COBPEMEHHbIX KOHUEMTYaAbHbIX YCTAHOBOK B M3YyY€HMM UCTOPUM
KasaxcTaHa 9BAgeTCS OTX0A OT PACCMOTPEHUS UCTOPUYECKMX MPOL,ECCOB
B PYCA€ MCKAIOYMTEAbHO «POCCUMCKOM» M «COBETCKOM» WUCTOPUU U
3aAQHHbIX MAEOAOTMYECKMX MMIMEPATUBOB, UTO ObIAO XapaKTEpHO AAS
COBETCKOW ucToprorpachmm MpobBAEM Ka3axCKO-PYCCKMX OTHOLLEHWIA.
B ycaoBusax HesaBmcmMmocTn Pecnybamkm KasaxcTaH Ha mepBblid nAaH
BbIXOAST MAaAOMCCAEAOBAHHBIE M HEM3YUEHHbIE aCNeKTbl 3TOM CAOXKHOM 1
NPOTUBOPEUNBOI NMPOOAEMBI.

KAtoueBble caoBa: wucTopumorpadmsi, uMMMepus, KOAOHM3aLM4,
3KOHOMMYECKME OTHOLIEHWNS, AMMAOMATUS.
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We can find information about the Russian merchants in Ka-
zakhstan and Central Asia, in the works of Rubrikvis and Shegab-
ed-Din in the XIV century. Prerevolutionary scholar N.P. Zagoskin
and well-known Soviet historian V. Mavrodin reported that, fol-
lowing the well-trodden path from time immemorial, Russian mer-
chants back in XIV-XV centuries. «constantly traveled in the lower
reaches of the Volga and the Caspian Sea, and from there made their
way even to Samarkand, in 1404 year here in the last city people saw
Russian merchants along with Tatar traders, Indian and Chinese.»
[1].

Interesting information informs the pre-revolutionary author
A.J. Garkavi [2], whom wrote that along the Volga and the Caspian
Sea, Russian merchants exported from Asia countries fur of (sable,
beaver, fox, marten and others.), honey, wax, fish tooth (walrus
tusks), skin and linen fabrics (mainly in Central Asia), which were
famous even in northern India. By the same way, they imported to
Russia from the lower reaches of the Volga-Caspian Sea, salt from
east, steppe horses, silk fabrics, products made of precious metals,
semi-precious stones, pearls, weapons and Damascus steel products.
Especially imported a lot from along the Volga and the Caspian Sea
spices, by that time there was not sea route to India because no one
opened it yet.

Let’s note that A.E. Snesarev and V.V. Bartold [3, 4], they be-
lieve, that «the initiative in organizing the Russian-Central Asian
relations,» belongs to «the Englishman named Jenkinson», repre-
sentative of the pre-revolutionary historiography V.G. Tizengauzen
and Soviet scientists B.D. Greekov, S.A.Pokrovsky, Y. Falcons [5-
71, resists and provides evidence of fallibility of this statement.

E.V. Tarle informs that in fact for the first time A. Jenkinson
traveled across the Kazakh steppes and appeared in Central Asia
almost a half century later than Russian, in 1557 year, he has been
there and for subsequent years. Of course, the work of A. Jenkinson
adduces great interest, as he left a very valuable information about
Central Asia and Kazakhstan, informing about the inhabitants of the
steppes «Kassaks with magomet faith (muslims)», that were strong
and numerous nation [8].

N. Karamzin informs the fact that already in 1557-1558 years
to Ivan IV with a «love» petition arrived ambassadors from Khiva,
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Bukhara and Samarkand to allow their merchants
to pass free along the Volga. [9]. A.H. Margulan
also confirms the earlier period of the Kazakh-Rus-
sian trade relations establishment. For example, he
writes that at the same time merchants from Shem-
akhi, Derbent, Shavkala, Tyumen, Khiva, Saraichik
and other cities visited Astrakhan, and then the trade
agreements were signed with Shamakhy and Bukha-
ra [10].

In the context of political disintegration on the
southeast of Europe after the destruction of the
Golden Horde in the early XVI, century was frus-
trated as trade routes of Russia in Central Asia and
other eastern states. Therefore, even during Tu-
gume Khan (1534-1538), when Kazakhs’ somehow
strengthened again, the Moscow government did not
renew the former direct connections with them.

Nomadic state associations were constantly in
need of sedentary culture work products, «cere-
als, and especially fabrics, garments,» all of these
they constantly received from Russia and Bukhara.
V.V. Barthold, referring to S.M. Solovyov leads to
an important confirmation of this. Nogai Murza Is-
mail in 1551 year wrote to his brother Yusuf, whom
trekked behind Zhayik River: «Your people go trad-
ing in Bukhara, and my people go to Moscow, and
I have to be conquered by Moscow, even myself go
naked, and the dead do not have anything to sew
shrouds».

The Moscow government aimed to increase
trade with all countries, including Central Asia and
the Kazakh steppe. This has contributed to the nor-
malization of economic life, which in turn reduces
the possibility of military clashes. In other words,
increase of trade helped to neutralize the aggressive
intentions of the Central Asian states and strengthen
the economic power of the sides, which lead to acti-
vation of their diplomatic and political contacts.

Promotion of Russian to the East has created
comfort conditions for prosperity of the Russian
merchant class. However, on his way stood the
Siberian Khanate. Kazakh Khanate was subject of
continuously raids of neighboring countries and
they were looking for a strong ally, able to help
them in the fight against the invaders. At this time,
Russian merchants, diplomats, travelers knew about
the Kazakhs, as a nation, heroically defending them-
selves from constant pressure of Bukhara and the Si-
berian Khanate rulers. At the same time, the Kazakh
steppes turned into a staging base for the goods, on
their way from the East to Russia and from Russia
to the East.

In the XVI century and up to 40-ies of XVIII
century, communications of Russia with the Cen-

tral Asian by oases implemented through Astra-
khan, Guryev, from the banks of the Tobol, Ural,
Uya, from Tobolsk across the steppes to the north
and deserts in the south. Before the foundation of
Orenburg, Troitsk and Omsk as the main bases for
sending government and private caravans, Bukhara
Astrakhan and Tobolsk were main bases before.
Through Kazakh steppe, Siberian Cossacks traded
with the Central Asian countries. Bukhara caravans
went to Ermak rate past the Aral Sea, «through the
steppes of Kirghiz kaysak’s by long-laid road ...»
informs the pre-revolutionary author 1. Keppen.

Soviet historian H. Ziyaev wrote that road from
Tobolsk to Bukhara took 75 days. One of, the most
famous researchers of Russia and Central Asia trade
relation problems A.V. Pankow provides informa-
tion that since the middle of the XVI century, twice
in a year between Astrakhan and Karagan marina on
Mangyshlak went sailing boats on which the Khiva
and Bukhara merchants sailed to Astrakhan.

Prerevolutionary author V.A. Ulyanitsky wrote,
and well-known Kazakh historian G.F. Dahshleyger
by analyzing documents from the archives of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, came to the conclu-
sion that the overland route from Russia to India as
early as the time, passed through Astrakhan to the
Mangyshlak peninsula (Tub-Karagan), Bukhara,
Balkh, Kabul, and from there to India.

It took only 20 years after the conquering the
Kazan and the Russian were already mastering the
upper reaches of the Kama River and established
themselves in several kilometers to south-east of
Soli Kama built in Stroganovs’ Kankor and Kere-
gedan. Consistently mastered the river roads to Si-
beria. Ahead of all were Stroganovs’ that even in
1574 year were in hurry to capture Western Siberia
to settle in Tobol, Irtysh, Ob and other rivers. In ac-
cordance with a letter of Ivan, the Terrible all these
lands fixed behind them. As evidenced «Siberian
chronicle», Stroganovs’ got the right of free trad-
ing in new places with merchants from Central Asia,
Kazakhstan and other eastern states. As indicated
by the above information, located in Stroganov’s
Chronicle, during those years started establishing
and trade relations with the Kazakh steppe.

So, at the heart of the Russian tsar’s policy at
end of the XVI century. (Ivan the Terrible, Fyodor
Ivanovich) to the eastern neighbors, particularly the
Kazakh Khanate, as well as Kazakh rulers of that
period (particularly Tevekkel), began as an effort
«to have good boundaries ... (trade) people would
go without any hooks».

At that time, there was a tendency to consolidate
not only the political but also Russian-Kazakh trade
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relations. Strengthening of which contributed to the
historically established conditions, associated with
the departure of the Kazakhs under pressure from
military-feudal Jungar state from the area of Seven
Rivers towards the upper reaches of the Ishim river
basins of the Tobol, Irgiz and other rivers that lie
within West Siberia the relations established since
the end of the X VI century. For a long time between
the rulers of the two countries, it did not affect their
mutual benefits of the ruling classes. For example,
the Russian merchant class slowly drawn into, the
trade with Central Asian and other eastern states
through the adjacent Nogai, Kazakh and Kalmyk
steppe and Kazakh nomadic nobility could not see
all the great advantages of maintaining permanent
good neighborly relations with Moscow. They of-
ten preferred to attack them, capture captives and
cattle rustling Russian population, especially fre-
quent from the middle of the XVII century. How-
ever, these attacks generally did not violate the ba-
sic policies of the Kazakh khans, in some moments
of political and commercial benefits of maintaining
friendly relations with the Russian state. However,
they strongly oppose to be depended of Russia.

Obstacle on the way of development of the Ka-
zakh-Russian trade relations, as did pre-revolution-
ary researchers stood Siberian Khanate, relations
with which Russia became particularly acute in the
70s of the XVI century. Khan Kuchum actively op-
posed to the Russian penetration into Siberia. Earlier
in the pre-revolutionary and Soviet historiography,
they draw image of Khan Kuchum only in black col-
ors, and his activities towards them represented for
others as a robbery. Only in 1996 year, the Kazakh
historian M. Abdirov attempted to restore the his-
torical truth in the book «Known and unknown Han
Kuchum,» he wrote the following. «The reason for
such special interest on personality of Kuchum lies
not only in his own tragic fate or dramatic history
of his descendants. Above all it is in the fact that
he, his children and grandchildren were the first who
opposed the aggressive policy of the Russian autoc-
racy, in the east and stood on the way of Russian
government in Siberia and Northern Kazakhstany
[11]. Confronted with Kuchum, the tsarist govern-
ment began to look for an ally to fight him. That ally
could become the Kazakh steppe on the condition to
be vassal of Russia. As later events will show, the
Kazakh steppe becomes the next victim of Russian
aggressive colonial ambitions.

In addition, by that time Emirate of Bukhara
threatened Kazakhstan. We know well that the
Emirate of Bukhara increased its ownership by the
seizure of the Khanate of Khiva. As a result, Bukha-
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ra-Nogai Kazakh ownership agreements were also
threaten by seizure of Bukhara Khan. As Tevekke-
lya ambassadors pointed in Moscow, the ultimate
goal of Khan of Bukhara was the construction of
town fortress among Jayik River in Sarayshih and
then transformation of Astrakhan into dependent to
the city of Bukhara.

Considering steps to establish an alliance with
the Kazakh Khanate to combat Kuchum, the Rus-
sian government counted to use their rulers as in-
termediaries in negotiations with the Central Asian
khanates.

After recovering from Artysh massacre, kazakh
steppe revitalized again during Tevekkele Khan,
and has turned into a major political force. Under
these changed circumstances, Russian government
was quick to take advantage of the benefits against
the Kuchum and against the Khan of Bukhara. At
the same time, they made attempt to arrange a closer
relationship with the Kazakh steppe.

At the same time, the Russian government has
taken steps to strengthen ties with the Kazakh steppe
and Central Asia on the part of Siberia. Historical
experience showed that progression into the depths
of Asia, Russia was much more successful from side
of Siberia, rather than from the banks of the Ural.
The development of Siberia facilitated by the fact
that there rushed from the interior of the country’s
industrialists and settled in the new lands and the
expansion of trade with Central Asian and Kazakh
traders contributed to the cities founding. The first
of which were built in time was city Tyumen and
Tobolsk (1587 year). In 1594 year, at the Tara Riv-
er, city called Tara was built the role of city was to
be prevent raids of Kuchum on the neighborhood of
Tobolsk. In fact, long time ago the Russians’ pene-
trated beyond this point up on the Irtysh. Evidenced
by a royal decree on the construction of the town
of Tara, in it, among other things, it says. «Take on
the consumption various people, and 70 pounds of
salt to increase, to send out a new town Tara on the
lake Yamysh and tell them to bring back salt». The
idea was to send it all these «for 700 miles from the
newly planned construction of a new city», that is
in this area of now days Pavlodar city. Moreover,
the decree stated it as an everyday deal, which Rus-
sian service people repeatedly did. I.V. Sheglov,
M.I. Sladkovsky, X. Ziyaev and G.E. Katanayev
wrote about it in details.

A.V. Pankow, referring to the testimony of Sibe-
rian historian G.F. Miller (XVIII c.) and 1. Slovtsov
(XIX c.) informs that in the same X VI century, Rus-
sian Caravan’s «doschanikov» (boats) «went up the
Irtysh and «Bukhara», camel caravans were sent
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through the Kyrgyz steppes to European Russia and
went through to Astrakhan, Samara and other cities
of the Volgay.

Bukhara caravans descended down through
Irtysh to Siberia, brought the fabric and dried fruits,
which they exchanged for bread and furs.

Trade route from Tobolsk to Central Asia went
through the upper reaches of the Irtysh to Ishim,
and from there past the mountains of the Ulu-Tau
to Sary-Su until Turkestan, then through the Syr
Darya to Bukhara. According to G.E. Katanayev,
the Russian government has obliged the residents of
Tara «to treat them friendly» Bukhara and Nogay
merchants, if the «merchants will come to the city
with goods, horses and cattle,» «bring them through
themselves and let them freely sell goods. If, one
of them wishes to travel with their goods and cattle
to Tobolsk and Tyumen then allow them to do so».
[12, c. 26].

V.S. Batrakov, Soviet scholar, pointed out that
at the same time, the task was to expand relations
with the Central Asian states, to organize a proper
reception of the ambassadors at Tara, Tobolsk and
Tyumen, carefully listen their suggestions and re-
port them to Moscow.

In this relation, there are indications of numer-
ous sources. Thus, H. Ziyaev adduces document,
which is a government mandate of Tarski Russian
authorities, which in 1595 year raised the question
of «keep safe merchants, people from Bukhara and
Nogay». In the punishment for Tyumen governor
in 1596 year noted: «... To Bukhara with goods or
Nogay with horses that will come trading to Tyu-
men, tell Bukhara and Nogay merchants to trade
with Tatar’s and our people duty free, let them trade
free of duty and do not take any kind of customs
duties, create conditions for them to come and trade
near or out of our city». [13, c. 22].

In March of 1608 year by the diploma from the
palace of Kazan, order to Tara governor I.V. Masal-
sky allow Bukhara merchants to trade in Siberian
cities. The Uzbek historian M.Yu.Yuldashev in-
forms and confirms that Bukhara’s merchants usu-
ally were able to defend their privileges, given by
Moscow.

However, let us note that the caravans had no
guarantee against robberies, so they took measures
to protect themselves. Particularly, they protected
and accompanied caravans of salt by military com-
mands. For example, a trading expedition, directed
along the Irtysh on 25 rafts, to it from city of Tara
were joined five more, were guarded by archers,
gunners, drummers, cavalry and Cossacks on foot
«with the workers with the centurion and atamans

— about 840». They armed them with eleven copper
musket, 814 kernels, «manual and gun powder 79,
50 pounds of lead.» Evidenced by the documents
published in the publication «The Kyrgyz Land» in
1903.

During so-called «time of troubles», the interna-
tional position of the Russian state has greatly suf-
fered and for a certain period, Kazakh-Russian trade
relations was almost not carried out.

At the beginning of the XVII century, two coun-
tries resumed trade relations between each other.
The Russian government allowed the Central Asian
merchants to trade freely in the Russian cities. At
the same time, they took measures to increase the
number of Russian trade and diplomatic missions to
Central Asia, their main traffic routes passed through
the territory of Kazakhstan. Already in 1614 through
the Jayik and then on the Kazakh steppe (Emba —
Khiva) embassy of Mikhail Tikhonov and Alexei
Bukharov were sent to Persia. Together with them
Russian merchants and Persian messenger Amir
Shah Quli, for a long time they had no opportunity
to go back home because of the «time of troubles.»

Characteristically, by the end of 20-ies of XVII
century, due to connections with the eastern states
strengthened so that the influx of merchants from
Central Asia and other eastern states, has led to a
conflict with their Russian merchants. As a result,
forced local authorities to certainly extent, limit the
promotion of the Russian caravans of the Oriental
traders, which caused sharp protests from the latter
ones. Examining this question, the Soviet historian
X. Ziyaev was inclined to believe that the restriction
of eastern merchants’ movement to Russian was due
to the «lack of supply» for the carriage of goods.
Nevertheless, this is only one side. We should add
the fact that the ever-increasing flow of merchants
from Central Asia and other eastern countries turned
them into strong competitors of Russian merchants
because of them the latter ones endured a signifi-
cant loss. Things went so far that the Russian mer-
chants to shield themselves from competition with
eastern merchants, in 1627 forced and had to turn to
a special petition to the Tsar Mikhail Filaretovich.
P.P. Smirnov pointed out that it emphasized the pres-
ence in Russia of a large number of «Teziks» (i.e.,
Central Asian merchants) who «go by themselves
and let their clerks go, and we have sovereigns took
away all trades, and your sovereign product of their
various trades became a great problem» [14]

M. Yu. Yuldashev reports petition of «Siberian
Bukhars’» Alim Suleymanova with «comradesy,
extracted from the books of the Siberian orders (col-
umn 134, p. 194), in which they «beat the brow» for
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the restoration of their rights. In this and other peti-
tions «reflects the relationship between the Bukhara
with the settles in Siberian’, and local merchants,
creating obstacles for them by their competition in
trade.»

These examples, well shows rather wide trade
relations between Russia and Kazakhstan and the
Central Asian states. To this, we must add that in
Bukhara, for example, also were Russian merchants,
which had «permanent trade craft».

However, let us note that since the 20s to 80s in
XVII century there has been some decline in trade
and other relations between Russia, Kazakhstan,
Central Asian and other Eastern countries. This is
due to the activation of the so-called «predatory
gangsy, attacking caravans and diplomatic missions.
In this regard, the most characteristic of the Embassy
of .D. Khokhlov whose ship in 1620 year, during a
storm had washed ashore of Mangyshlak peninsula.
The trade caravan, which was with him, had been
attacked and robbed by the Turkmen tribes.

However, the exchange of trade missions con-
tinued during these periods. Yu. A. Sokolov leads
on this issue information of the customs books that
speak of the arrival to Tara and Tobolsk in 1637-
1645 y. — 185 merchants to 1645-1655 y. — 165 mer-
chants in 1655-1665 y. — 227 merchants.

In the territory of Kazakhstan (from Tobolsk
to Turkestan) passed primarily only those Central
Asian trade caravans, which had special permission
of the Kazakh khans, as evidenced by the Russian
ambassador Vasily Kobyakov. Referring to him,
N.G. Apollova leads some interesting information
about trade in Kazakhstan during those times, that’s
what she wrote, in her « questioning speeches» in
the Siberian order, Kobyakov said that under influ-
ence of Khan Tauke «a possession Cossack ... 25 cit-
ies in which Bukharians merchants livey. [15, P.32]
Moreover, this is not an accident. Namely, Kazakh
khans, sultans and their immediate environment got
all the revenues from trading operations, which they
also partly used for organization of Russian-Kazakh
trade on the Russian market in Siberia.

We would not just dwell on the Russian-Central
Asian trade relations, if only in some cases, mer-
chants, stood at the head of the Central Asian trade
caravans, at the request of the Kazakh lords had no
idea when the last of the Russian administration,
perform diplomatic assignments along with trad-
ing operations. This evidences that the development
of trade with the Central Asian khanates, to some
extent contributed to the strengthening of Russian-
Kazakh relations. Therefore, the more the territory
of Kazakhstan Central caravan trade pass, they cre-
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ated more favorable conditions for strengthening
Russian-Kazakh trade relations.

For example, the embassy of Tashima accompa-
nied by Kazakh merchants, whose task was to clear
the ground for trade relations with Russia. It was not
accident that Tauke Khan requested that merchants’
«to come for a good messenger and trade people let
them go».

Khan Tauke had great hopes for this embassy;
it had to restore the old political and trade relations.
So he sent together with the embassy of many gifts
for the royal court.

For example, in the Kazakh steppe, not all rulers
were involved in trade but they were the most inter-
ested part in it, also and other members of the larg-
est and most influential families from the Kazakh
khan’s environment. Kazakh elite had interest in the
development and the Kazakh-Central Asian trade
since they received significant revenues from fees
charged to merchants, caravans that passed through
the Kazakh steppe. These revenues gave them op-
portunity to participate in trade with the Russian
merchants.

In the context of economic and trade sus-
tained positive assessment of the benefits for Rus-
sia in the works of A. Semenov, F. Lobysevicha,
N.N. Balkashin, basic positions that include the fol-
lowing:

— An increase in Russian trade turnover;

— Use of natural resources of the conquered re-
gion;

— The use of territories as transit between Eu-
rope and Asia;

— The development of Russian manufactured
goods sales market;

— The development of communication links;

— Vacant land for resettlement.

Thus, the desire of Russian tsars’ to turn Kazakh
steppe, in to sales market, the use of its natural re-
sources and strategically advantageous position re-
flected in the Russian pre-revolutionary historiogra-
phy. In the works of this period there almost was not
analytical approach, there were factual errors, inac-
curacies. However, these works were the basis for
future issues development of the Kazakh-Russian
trade relations during the Soviet period.

Among contemporary Russian works that dif-
fers by new methodological approaches, we can
highlight the work «Russian-Kazakh ethno-cultural
and ethno-political interaction.» It shows the close
relationship between the revival of the Kazakh-Rus-
sian trade relations and the beginning of the active
Russian colonization of the region. At the end of XX
— and beginning of XXI century in the historical sci-
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ence of Kazakhstan, a number of studies in which
on the basis of new methodological approaches,
with varying degrees of details considered the prob-
lems of medieval cities as centers of commerce.
M.H. Abuseitova, S.M. Syzdykova, R.U. Karimova,
B.A. Baytanaeva.

Trade and cultural relations of Kazakhstan and
the Central Asian khanates were the subject of the

research of S. Maduanova, M.U. Shalekenova and
A.B. Abdualy.

As we can see, during the study of the Kazakh-
Russian trade in the XVI-XVIII centuries, there was
a significant transformation of historiographical
concepts — from the archaic tradition of pre-revolu-
tionary Russian messianism to modern approaches,
expressed in a synergetic paradigm.
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