
2024. 11	(3) 
шілде-қыркүйек
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Abstract. Introduction. Following the death of the ruler Galdan Tseren in the mid-18th century, the 

Dzungar Khanate was engulfed in a fierce struggle for the throne, which significantly exacerbated the 

internal political situation. The contest for the title of Khong Tayiji between Galdan Tseren's heirs 

and the Dzungar nobility destabilized the region, directly impacting political relations with 

neighboring states, including the Kazakh Khanate. Initially staying out of the Dzungar internecine 

conflicts, the Kazakh rulers, influenced by subsequent events, shifted their position, leading to a new 

wave of armed clashes between the Kazakhs and the Dzungars. The significance of this research lies 

in the need for an in-depth study of the complex processes and events in Kazakh history, as well as 

in defining the role of Kazakh rulers and warriors in the consolidation and preservation of Kazakh 

statehood. The political foresight of Kazakh leaders contributed to the expansion of their influence 

and the extension of the territory of Kazakh nomadic lands. Goals and objectives. The objective of 

this study is to analyze the dynamics of Kazakh-Dzungar relations, identify key events that influenced 

their development, and examine the internal political situation in the Dzungar Khanate in the 1750s, 

particularly the struggle for the title of Khong Tayiji between Lama Dorji, Dawaci, and Amursana. 

The study also explores the involvement of Kazakh rulers in these events. The tasks include 

investigating the historical context that led to Amursana's uprising, analyzing the interaction of 

Kazakh militias with Dzungar forces, and studying the historical role of Abylai, who leveraged 

internal Dzungar conflicts for his own interests. The research is based on archival materials from the 
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Archive of Foreign Policy of the Russian Empire (AVPRI) and the State Historical Archive of the 

Omsk Region (GIAOO). These sources provide valuable information on the diplomatic negotiations, 

military campaigns, and political maneuvers associated with the struggle for power in the Dzungar 

Khanate, as well as the participation of Kazakh rulers in these processes. The study employs 

historical-analytical methods aimed at identifying causal relationships between internal political 

events in Dzungaria and their impact on Kazakh-Dzungar relations. The use of the comparative-

historical method allowed for the reconstruction of the sequence of events and the identification of 

key factors that determined the outcome of the conflict. Additionally, contextual analysis methods 

were used to assess the role of key political figures in these processes. Results. The analysis of 

archival documents revealed the main stages of Kazakh-Dzungar relations, established the causes and 

consequences of conflicts among the Dzungars, and identified the positions of the opposing parties. 

The study highlighted the key aspects of the power struggle in the Dzungar Khanate and analyzed the 

role of Kazakh rulers, particularly Sultan Abylai, in these events. It was found that the active 

intervention of Kazakh leaders significantly influenced the balance of power in the region, enabling 

the Kazakh Khanate to strengthen its position. Conclusion. The uprising led by Amursana and the 

involvement of Kazakh militias in the internecine struggle for the Dzungar throne during the 1750s 

played a significant role in reshaping the geopolitical landscape of Central Asia. The actions of 

Kazakh rulers, particularly Sultan Abylai, not only contributed to the weakening of the Dzungar 

Khanate but also altered the fate of the Dzungars as a historical entity, determining their subsequent 

trajectory in history. Kazakh intervention in these events led to a considerable strengthening of the 

Kazakh Khanate, the expansion of its territorial domains, and the establishment of new diplomatic 

relations with the Qing Empire. 

Keywords: Amursana, Dzungars, Kazakhs, Khong Tayiji, Noyons, International Relations, Kazakh-

Dzungar Relations, Kazakh Khanate, Dzungar Khanate, Russian Empire, Qing Empire, Abylai, Lama 

Dorji, Dawaci, Batyrs, Sultans 
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Аңдатпа. Кіріспе: XVIII ғасырдың ортасында Галдан Цэрэннің қайтыс болуынан кейін 

Жоңғар хандығында тақ үшін қиян-кескі күрес басталып, ішкі саяси жағдайды күрделендірді. 

Галдан Цэрэннің мұрагерлері мен жоңғар ақсүйектерінің арасындағы хунтайжы титулы үшін 

күрес аймақтағы жағдайды айтарлықтай тұрақсыздандырып, Қазақ хандығы да қамтылған 

көршілес мемлекеттермен саяси қатынастарға тікелей әсер етті. Бастапқыда жоңғарлық ішкі 

жанжалдардан сырт қалған қазақ билеушілері, кейінгі оқиғалардың ықпалымен, өз 

позицияларын өзгертті, бұл қазақтар мен жоңғарлар арасындағы жаңа қарулы қақтығыстарға 

әкелді. Осы зерттеудің маңыздылығы Қазақстан тарихындағы күрделі процестер мен 

оқиғаларды терең зерттеу қажеттілігімен, сондай-ақ қазақ билеушілері мен батырларының 

қазақ мемлекеттілігін нығайту және сақтау ісіндегі рөлін анықтаумен негізделген. Қазақ 

басшыларының саяси көрегендігі олардың ықпалының артуына және қазақ жайылымдарының 

аумағының кеңеюіне ықпал етті. Зерттеудің мақсаты – қазақ-жоңғар қатынастарының 

динамикасын талдау, олардың дамуына әсер еткен негізгі оқиғаларды анықтау, XVIII 

ғасырдың 50-жылдарындағы Жоңғар хандығындағы ішкі саяси жағдайды, атап айтқанда Лама 

Доржи, Даваци және Амурсана арасындағы хунтайжы титулы үшін күресті талдау, сондай-ақ 

осы оқиғаларға қазақ билеушілерінің қатысуын зерттеу. Зерттеу міндеттері Амурсана 

көтерілісіне алып келген тарихи контекстті зерттеу, қазақ жасақтарының жоңғар күштерімен 

өзара әрекетін талдау, сондай-ақ жоңғарлардың ішкі алауыздықтарын өз мүддесіне 

пайдаланған Абылайдың тарихи рөлін зерттеуді қамтиды. Зерттеу дереккөзі: Зерттеу негізіне 

Ресей империясының Сыртқы саясат мұрағаты (АВПРИ) және Омбы облыстық мемлекеттік 

тарихи мұрағатының (ГИАОО) мұрағаттық материалдары алынды. Бұл дереккөздер Жоңғар 

хандығындағы билік үшін күреске және осы процестерге қазақ билеушілерінің қатысуына 

байланысты дипломатиялық келіссөздер, әскери науқандар және саяси маневрлер туралы 

мәліметтер береді. Зерттеу әдістері: Жұмыста Жоңғариядағы ішкі саяси оқиғалар мен 

олардың қазақ-жоңғар қатынастарына әсері арасындағы себеп-салдарлық байланыстарды 

анықтауға бағытталған тарихи-аналитикалық зерттеу әдістері қолданылды. Салыстырмалы-

тарихи әдісті қолдану оқиғалар тізбегін қалпына келтіруге және қақтығыстың нәтижесін 

анықтаған негізгі факторларды анықтауға мүмкіндік берді. Сонымен қатар, осы процестердегі 

негізгі саяси тұлғалардың рөлін анықтау үшін контекстік талдау әдістері қолданылды. 

Нәтижелер: Мұрағаттық құжаттарды талдау нәтижесінде қазақ-жоңғар қарым-

қатынастарының негізгі кезеңдері анықталды, жоңғарлар арасындағы қақтығыстардың 

себептері мен салдары анықталды, сондай-ақ қарсылас тараптардың позициялары белгіленді. 

Зерттеу Жоңғар хандығындағы билік үшін күрестің негізгі аспектілерін және осы 

оқиғалардағы қазақ билеушілерінің, атап айтқанда, Абылай сұлтанның рөлін талдады. Қазақ 

билеушілерінің белсенді араласуы аймақтағы күштердің тепе-теңдігіне айтарлықтай әсер етіп, 

Қазақ хандығының өз позициясын нығайтуына мүмкіндік бергені анықталды. Қорытынды: 

Амурсана көтерілісі және XVIII ғасырдың 50-жылдарындағы жоңғар тағына таласқан ішкі 

қырқысқа қазақ жасақтарының қатысуы Орталық Азиядағы геосаяси жағдайдың өзгеруіне 

елеулі ықпал етті. Қазақ билеушілерінің, әсіресе Абылай сұлтанның әрекеттері, Жоңғар 

хандығының әлсіреуіне ғана емес, жоңғарлардың тарихи субъект ретінде тағдырын өзгертуге 

де ықпал етті, олардың тарихтағы болашақ жолын анықтады. Қазақтардың осы оқиғаларға 

араласуы Қазақ хандығының позицияларының айтарлықтай күшеюіне, оның аумақтық 

иеліктерінің кеңеюіне және Цин империясымен жаңа дипломатиялық байланыстардың 

орнауына әкелді. 
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Аннотация. Введение. После кончины правителя Галдан Цэрэна в середине XVIII века в 

Джунгарском ханстве началась ожесточенная борьба за ханский престол, значительно 

усугубившая внутриполитическую обстановку. Борьба за титул хунтайджи между 

наследниками Галдан Цэрэна и представителями джунгарской знати значительно 

дестабилизировала положение в регионе, что оказало непосредственное влияние на 

политические отношения с соседними государствами, включая Казахское ханство. 

Изначально оставаясь в стороне от джунгарских междоусобиц, казахские правители, под 

влиянием последующих событий, изменили свою позицию, что привело к новому витку 

вооруженных столкновений между казахами и джунгарами. Значимость данного исследования 

обусловлена необходимостью глубинного изучения сложных процессов и событий в истории 

Казахстана, а также определения роли казахских правителей и батыров в укреплении и 

сохранении казахской государственности. Политическая дальновидность казахских лидеров 

способствовала росту их влияния и расширению территории казахских кочевий. Цель 

исследования заключается в анализе динамики казахско-джунгарских отношений, выявлении 

ключевых событий, повлиявших на их развитие, анализ внутриполитической ситуации в 

Джунгарском ханстве в 50-е годы XVIII века, в частности, борьбы за титул хунтайджи между 

Лама Доржи, Даваци и Амурсаной, а также исследование участия казахских правителей в этих 
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событиях. В задачи работы входит исследование исторического контекста, приведшего к 

восстанию Амурсаны, анализ взаимодействия казахского ополчения с джунгарскими силами, 

а также изучение исторической роли Абылая, использовавшего внутренние раздоры среди 

джунгар в своих интересах. Источниковой базой исследования послужили архивные 

материалы из Архива внешней политики Российской империи (АВПРИ) и Государственного 

исторического архива Омской области (ГИАОО). Эти источники предоставляют сведения о 

дипломатических переговорах, военных кампаниях и политических маневрах, связанных с 

борьбой за власть в Джунгарском ханстве, а также об участии казахских правителей в этих 

процессах. Методы исследования: В работе использованы методы историко-аналитического 

исследования, направленные на выявление причинно-следственных связей между 

внутриполитическими событиями в Джунгарии и их влиянием на казахско-джунгарские 

отношения. Применение сравнительно-исторического метода позволило реконструировать 

последовательность событий и выявить ключевые факторы, определившие исход конфликта. 

Кроме того, использованы методы контекстуального анализа для определения роли ключевых 

политических фигур в этих процессах. В результате анализа архивных документов были 

выявлены основные этапы казахско-джунгарских взаимоотношений, установлены причины и 

последствия конфликтов среди джунгар, а также определены позиции противоборствующих 

сторон. Исследование выявило ключевые аспекты борьбы за власть в Джунгарском ханстве и 

проанализировало роль казахских правителей, в частности султана Абылая, в данных 

событиях. Установлено, что активное вмешательство казахских владетелей существенно 

повлияло на расстановку сил в регионе, позволив Казахскому ханству укрепить свои позиции. 

Заключение. Восстание Амурсаны и участие казахских ополчений в междоусобной борьбе за 

джунгарский престол в 50-е годы XVIII века сыграли значительную роль в изменении 

геополитической обстановки в Центральной Азии. Деятельность казахских владетелей, 

особенно султана Абылая, не только способствовала ослаблению Джунгарского ханства, но и 

изменила судьбу джунгар как исторического актора, определив их дальнейший путь в 

истории. Вмешательство казахов в эти события привело к значительному укреплению позиций 

Казахского ханства, расширению его территориальных владений и установлению новых 

дипломатических связей с Цинской империей. 
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Introduction 

The internal political situation of the Dzungar Khanate was marked by increasing instability. 

Following the death of Dzungar Khan Galdan Tseren, a fierce struggle for the throne erupted. The 

throne was initially occupied by his middle son, Tsewang Dorji, who was only 13 years old in 1745. 

However, in May 1750, Tsewang Dorji was overthrown by the Dzungar nobility through a 

conspiracy, and the new ruler became Galdan Tseren's eldest son, Lama Dorji, who was formally 

crowned on October 12, 1750 (AVPRI. F. KKD. 1752. Op. 122/1. D. 3. L. 53). 

Alongside Lama Dorji, another contender for the title of Khong Tayiji was Noyon Dawaci, a 

direct descendant of the founder of the Dzungar Khanate, Batur Khong Tayiji. Dawaci was the son 

of Noyon Namjil, and the grandson of the famous Oirat military leader Tseren Donduk, a cousin of 

Khong Tayiji Tsewang Rabdan. His camps were located in the Tarbagatai region, and the number of 
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tribes under his control amounted to around 8,000 families (Epistolary Heritage, 2014, 424). The 

power and public support of the young Noyon in some respects exceeded the political influence of 

Khong Tayiji Lama Dorji. The weakness of Lama Dorji's position was also noted by Tole Bi, who 

visited Dzungaria as part of a Kazakh diplomatic mission (Istoriya Kazakhstana, 2013, 248). Soon, 

open conflict erupted between Dawaci and his supporters on one side, and Lama Dorji on the other, 

for the title of Dzungar Khong Tayiji. 

Materials and Methods 

The research is primarily based on archival materials stored in the Archive of Foreign Policy 

of the Russian Empire (AVPRI) and the State Historical Archive of the Omsk Region (GIAOO). The 

AVPRI archival materials were drawn from two key collections: Fund No. 122 «Kirgiz-Kaisak 

Affairs» and Fund No. 113 «Dzungar Affairs». The GIAOO materials were obtained from Fund No. 

1 «Military Campaign Chancellery of the Chief Commander of the Siberian Corps of the Military 

Collegium». These sources represent unique documents that contain information on diplomatic 

negotiations, military campaigns, and political maneuvers that took place during the intense struggle 

for power in the Dzungar Khanate in the 18th century. The archives provide data on diplomatic 

missions that reflect the foreign policy strategies not only of the Dzungar Khanate but also of 

neighboring states such as the Russian and Qing Empires. The documents also offer crucial insights 

into the role of Kazakh rulers in these processes, their interactions with various political forces, and 

their participation in military actions, enabling a reconstruction of the dynamics of Kazakh-Dzungar 

relations during this period. 

The methodological framework of the study is built upon various historical-analytical research 

methods. Central to the analysis was the cause-and-effect approach, which allowed for the 

determination of how internal political events in Dzungaria influenced the course of Kazakh-Dzungar 

relations. The comparative-historical method proved invaluable in reconstructing the sequence of 

events related to Amursana's uprising and the involvement of Kazakh militias, which helped to 

identify key factors that determined the outcome of the conflict. Additionally, contextual analysis was 

employed to study in detail the role of key political figures of the time, contributing to a deeper 

understanding of their motives and actions within the broader context of the unfolding events. 

Thus, the comprehensive research approach, grounded in the use of archival materials and the 

application of various analytical methods, enabled not only the precise reconstruction of historical 

events but also a deeper understanding of the political processes that took place in Central Asia during 

the 18th century. 

Discussion 

The study of the history of the Dzungar Khanate holds a significant place in both global and 

domestic Oriental studies. The exploration of the history of the Dzungar and Kazakh Khanates in the 

18th century, along with their interactions, is particularly important in this field. 

Notable contributions to this area of research have been made by scholars such as 

N.G. Apollova and V.Ya. Basin, who analyzed the economic and political relations between 

Kazakhstan and Russia during this period in their works (Apollova, 1972). A key contribution to the 

study of the Dzungar Khanate is found in the works of I.Ya. Zlatkin, who thoroughly investigated the 

history of the khanate in his fundamental monograph (Zlatkin, 1964). Significant attention to the 

interactions between the Dzungar Khanate and neighboring states, such as Russia and China, has been 

given by B.P. Gurevich and V.A. Moiseev, who examined these mutual relations in the 17th and 18th 

centuries (Gurevich, 1979; Moiseev, 1991). 

Of particular interest to this article are studies focused on Kazakh-Dzungar relations. 

V.A. Moiseev, in his work «The Dzungar Khanate and the Kazakhs (17th–18th Centuries)», addresses

a complex array of issues related to the policies of Kazakh rulers towards the Dzungar Khanate, which

is crucial for analyzing the interactions between Kazakh militias and the forces of Amursana

(Moiseev, 1991).
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Thus, these studies form the historiographical foundation for analyzing Amursana's uprising 

and the participation of Kazakh militias in the events of the 1750s, allowing for a deeper 

understanding of the processes that unfolded in Central Asia during this period. 

Results 

Dawaci initially adopted a hostile stance towards Lama Dorji, considering himself a more 

legitimate contender for the Dzungar throne due to his noble lineage. The conflict between Dawaci 

and Lama Dorji arose from the perceived «illegitimacy» of Lama Dorji's claim to the throne, as he 

was born of a woman from an unremarkable background (Moiseev, 1991, 206). Dawaci's claims were 

supported by the Khoyt Noyon Amursana, who was born from the marriage of Galdan Tseren's 

daughter, Badarak, to the Khoyt Noyon Uyzen-Khoshuchi, whose camps were located in the 

Tarbagatai region (Moiseev, 1991, 201). 

The immediate cause of the open conflict was the plundering and exile of the Derbet Noyon 

Dashi Dav, who was Dawaci's uncle and Amursana's father-in-law, by order of Lama Dorji 

(Moiseev, 1991, 206). When news of this reached Dawaci's headquarters and Amursana's camps, they 

perceived it as a clear act of hostility, and gathering their forces, they marched northward. In the 

autumn of 1751, several serious battles took place in Dzungaria between Lama Dorji and the forces 

of Dawaci and Amursana. After suffering defeat in the Upper Irtysh Basin, Dawaci and Amursana 

fled to the Kazakh steppes. The Oirat Noyons Dawaci, Amursana, his brother Banchzhur, and a small 

group of accompanying warriors found political asylum in the Kerai camps under the protection of 

Sultan Abylai and the elder Kaip Batyr (Suleimenov, 1988, 132). The local Kazakhs welcomed them 

warmly and provided them with food and clothing in the early days. The local population treated 

them with great hospitality, offering them provisions and clothing at the outset. Explaining the 

reasons for this hospitality, M. Arapov, an emissary of the Orenburg administration in the Middle 

Zhuz, noted that the Kazakhs «consider it advantageous to offer refuge to these Noyons, expecting 

them to remain with all... the Kalmyks permanently among them, to increase and strengthen their own 

people...» (AVPRI. F. Dzungar Affairs. 1752–1753. Op. 113/1., D. 5., L. 2 ob.-13 ob.). 

As the Dzungar Khanate weakened, it gradually lost influence over the affairs in Kazakhstan 

and Central Asia, effectively relinquishing control over Tashkent. In the summer of 1752, a council 

of batyrs and tribal leaders of the Middle and Senior Zhuzes was held, during which Abylai and most 

of the batyrs expressed their support for Dawaci and Amursana. The Kazakh rulers were well 

informed that in the Dzungar Khanate «considerable internal strife and unrest is taking place, as it 

has already split into three parties: the first have migrated to China, the second to the Siberian side of 

the Irtysh River, and only the third remains in its place, under the new ruler» (Moiseev, 1991: 210). 

During the initial period of internecine conflict in Dzungaria, the Kazakh rulers, carefully 

observing the events, did not intervene. However, the flight of the three Oirat princes to the Middle 

Zhuz sharply changed not only the political situation in Dzungaria but also the direction of the 

influential Kazakh feudal lords' policies toward Lama Dorji. A.I. Levshin described the Kazakh rulers' 

stance on the escalating internal strife in Dzungaria, stating that «as soon as disputes broke out among 

the Dzungars, the Kazakhs immediately took an active part in them. Offering refuge to all the exiled 

Dzungar princes and Zaisangs, they joined them to avenge their grievances, attacked their enemies, 

and did not miss a single opportunity, under the guise of aiding the unfortunate, to plunder their 

ancient foes» (Levshin, 1832: 82). 

Autumn of 1752 marked the beginning of a new wave of military confrontations between the 

Kazakhs and the Oirats, which lasted until the spring of 1755. This conflict was triggered by the 

bloody internal struggle for the title of Khong Tayiji in Dzungaria and the subsequent flight of Lama 

Dorji's main opponents–Noyon Dawaci and his ally, the Khoyt Noyon Amursana, to the Kazakh 

steppes (Valikhanov, 1985, 303). The issue of handing over the Oirat princes to Dzungaria became a 

central point in the relations between the Kazakh rulers of the Middle Zhuz and the Dzungarian Urga. 

The protective policy of the Middle Zhuz rulers, particularly Abylai, combined with the growing 

dissatisfaction in Dzungaria with Lama Dorji's rule and the escape of several of his former subjects 

to the Kazakh steppe, altered Dawaci and Amursana's plans. They began persuading Kazakh sultans 
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and elders to provide them with a detachment of warriors for an invasion of Dzungaria. Abylai was 

inclined to support the Noyons, but awaited the decision of a council. 

In response, a council was convened, attended by representatives from the Junior and Middle 

Kazakh Zhuzes. The majority of the council members, about 70 people, supported Sultan Abylai. 

Among them were notable figures such as Batyr Bogenbai, Batyr Zhapak, Sultan Erali, and others. 

They were inclined to believe that under no circumstances should Dawaci, Amursana, and Banchzhur 

be handed over to the Dzungarian Khan (AVPRI. F. ZD. 1752–1753. Op. 113/1. D. 5. 

L. 12 ob.-14 ob.). Abylai's personal relationship with Dawaci and Amursana, whom he had met during

his captivity in Dzungaria, may have played a role in this decision. However, the main motivation

was the foresight of the most astute Kazakh rulers, who sought to place their own candidate on the

Oirat throne. Sultan Abylai played a crucial role in resolving this issue (AVPRI. F. ZD. 1752.

Op. 113/1. D. 6. L. 13–40). During 1752, Lama Dorji sent three embassies to Abylai's headquarters,

demanding the extradition of the fugitives, but the Kazakh sultan, having secured the support of

influential tribal elites of the Middle and Senior Zhuzes, categorically refused to do so.

Having ascertained the firm intention of the Kazakh elite not to extradite them, Dawaci, 

Amursana, and their allies sent representatives to the Dzungarian Khan, demanding the return of their 

confiscated property, ulus people, and livestock. Moreover, Dawaci ordered his supporters to 

proclaim everywhere that he was the «natural ruler of the land of Zengor» (Moiseev, 1991, 212). 

The rebellious Noyons' defiant behavior led to several executions of their followers in the Urga and 

the flight of their subjects to the Kazakh steppes. By that time, more than 150 people had joined 

Dawaci and Amursana (AVPRI. F. ZD. 1752–1753. Op. 113/1. D. 5. L. 12 ob.-13 ob.). This led to a 

new Kazakh-Oirat war. 

After the Kazakhs refused to hand over Noyon Dawaci, Lama Dorji sent troops to the Middle 

Zhuz with orders to devastate the camps of the Uysuns, Uaks, and Kerei. On September 9, 1752, 

Dzungarian forces, numbering 15,000–20,000 men under the command of Sain Belek, Shakdor, and 

Batur Ubashi, invaded the Middle Zhuz camps. As a result of the raid, more than 3,000 Kazakhs were 

taken prisoner, along with a vast quantity of livestock and goods (Istoriya Kazakhstana, 2013, 248). 

In response, Abylai attached the Abak-Kerei detachments under the command of Kozhabergen to the 

forces of Dawaci and Amursana, along with all the Dzungarian warriors who were in captivity in the 

Kazakh uluses. At the same time, he began preparing for a large-scale war, with the auls hastily 

relocating to Tobol and Obagan, and the assembly of the Kazakh militia was scheduled to take place 

on the Torgai River. 

This mobilization of the militia attracted the attention of the Tsarist government. Upon learning 

of the flight of Dawaci and Amursana to the Kazakh steppe and the beginning of hostilities between 

the Dzungarian army and the Kazakhs, they decided to intervene in these events and sought to bring 

the Noyons to Russia. The College of Foreign Affairs aimed to prevent Noyon Dawaci from seizing 

power in the Urga, fearing that in this case, he could easily attract the support of the Kazakh rulers. 

To this end, in the autumn of 1752, Brigadier A.I. Tevkelev and his colleague P.I. Rychkov, assistants 

to the Orenburg Governor I.I. Neplyuev, sent Captain A. Yakovlev to Abylai with the task of securing 

the extradition of the Noyons to the Russian authorities (Moiseev, 1991, 217). 

During negotiations with the Russian envoy, Abylai demonstrated diplomatic tact, skillfully 

avoiding any commitment to surrender Dawaci and Amursana to the Orenburg authorities under 

various pretexts. At that time, the interests of the Kazakh rulers of the Middle and Junior Zhuzes 

clashed with the ambitions of the Oirats in Central Asia. Both the Dzungars and Kazakh feudal lords 

aspired to dominate the nomadic and sedentary peoples residing in the Syr Darya basin. The invasion 

of Dzungarian troops and the subsequent devastation of several Kazakh border camps led to a sharp 

change in the attitude of the Kazakh populace towards the Oirat princes, causing divisions within the 

Middle Zhuz. Abylai had previously managed to convince his fellow tribesmen not to extradite 

Dawaci and Amursana to Dzungaria by promising that troops from Dzungaria would soon arrive to 

aid the Noyons. However, this did not materialize. When the Karakalpaks, who lived in the upper 

reaches of the Syr Darya, sought assistance from the Kazakh rulers in opposing the Oirats, a 

detachment led by Batyr Kabangbai and Sultan Barak Khaibaba was immediately dispatched to these 
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lands (Moiseev, 1991, 221). 

Meanwhile, after Abylai had sent his letter to A.I. Tevkelev, the Dzungarian Noyons, who had 

migrated away from the Middle Zhuz militia's positions in early November 1752, conducted a secret 

raid deep into Dzungaria, reaching Urga (AVPRI. F. ZD. 1757. Op. 113/1. D. 2. L. 7 ob.). 

This successful maneuver was made possible by Lama Dorji's decision to leave his capital poorly 

defended while he deployed significant forces to the Kazakh Khanates and Central Asia, as well as 

to maintain numerous outposts along the Qing Empire's border–an opportunity his opponents 

exploited. On January 12, 1753, they stormed the Khong Tayiji's headquarters and killed Lama Dorji 

(Epistolary Heritage, 2014, 424). Dawaci was proclaimed the ruler of the country. This event marked 

the beginning of a new phase in Kazakh-Oirat relations, characterized by the active involvement of 

the Kazakh steppe elite in the internal power struggles among the Dzungarian princes. By the fall of 

1753, Kazakh detachments numbering up to 5,000 men were operating in Dzungaria. At Dawaci's 

request, these Kazakh forces directed their main attacks against the Derbets, who opposed Dawaci's 

rule. By that time, the Kazakh detachments had already devastated the territories of Sain Belek, a key 

ally of Lama Dorji (AVPRI. F. ZD. 1754. Op. 113/1. D. 2. L. 4 ob.-5). 

Indirect evidence suggests that Abylai and Dawaci reached an agreement not only on military 

cooperation but also on the division of spoils. Testimonies from Oirats captured by the Kazakhs 

indicate that the entire male population of the Derbet camps destroyed by Kazakh forces was handed 

over to Dawaci, while the women and children were taken to Kazakh uluses. The joint actions of the 

Kazakhs with Dawaci and Amursana's detachments continued through the winter of 1753–1754. 

At the beginning of Dawaci's rule in Dzungaria, the Khoyt Noyon Amursana actively supported 

him, «remaining close to him and maintaining their friendship» (Moiseev, 1991, 226). However, by 

the end of 1753, relations between the former allies had significantly deteriorated, leading to open 

conflict by the middle of the following year. Dissatisfied with being appointed only as the ruler of the 

Oirats in the Altai and Tarbagatai regions, Amursana demanded half of the khanate (AVPRI. 

F. ZD. 1751. Op. 113/1. D. 2. L. 8–8 ob.). This rift was further exacerbated by Zaisangs under Dawaci,

who falsely claimed that Amursana intended to kill him (Moiseev, 1991, 226). As a result, Amursana,

forewarned of the order to detain him, was forced to flee to his own camps.

In 1752–1753, Abylai supported Dawaci and his allies against Lama Dorji. However, in early 

1754, after Dawaci and Amursana seized power in Urga and subsequently broke their alliance, Abylai 

shifted his support to the Khoyt Noyon. A.I. Levshin emphasized that «the clever and enterprising 

Sultan Abylai did not miss the opportunity to exploit the disputes among the Dzungar rulers and 

actively promoted their continued internal strife, fully understanding how crucial it was for his own 

peace and the external security of all the Kazakh hordes to fragment and weaken their ancient 

enemies» (Suleimenov, 1988, 46). During the internecine wars in the Oirat nomadic state, the Kazakh 

Sultan led the Middle Zhuz militia on military campaigns into Dzungaria, thereby ensuring the 

security of Kazakh camps from southeastern neighbors' invasions and securing territorial concessions 

from the Oirat Khans and Noyons. 

In the autumn of 1753, Kazakh detachments, numbering up to 5,000 men, were actively 

engaged in Dzungaria (Suleimenov, 1988, 48). Reports of Sultan Abylai's highly successful military 

campaign in Dzungaria were documented on November 30, 1754, in dispatches from Captain 

A. Pancyrev to Colonel K.E. Debong, the commander of the Lutskiy Regiment stationed at the

Yamyshev Fortress (GIAOO. F. 1. Op. 1. D. 35. L. 287–288). The sources do not provide explicit

reasons that motivated Abylai and other Kazakh sultans to support Amursana, thereby bringing the

Middle Zhuz to the brink of war with Dzungaria.

Amursana sent his brother Banchzhur and Zaisan Barchuikha to Sultan Abylai. Amursana's 

envoys requested a thousand horses, 20,000 sheep, and as many camels as possible, promising in 

return to «pay whatever was demanded» (Suleimenov, 1988, 51). Abylai, with the assistance of 

elders, provided Amursana with horses, 700 camels, sheep, and goats. Amursana compensated him 

with Bukhara carpets, weapons, and people (Suleimenov, 1988, 51). In July-August 1754, 

while Dawaci's forces were pursuing Amursana, Abylai launched another campaign into Dzungaria. 

However, despite Abylai's victory, it did not prevent Amursana from being defeated. Under the 
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pressure of Oirat and Uryankhai forces, he fled with a small number of followers to the Qing Empire. 

In August 1754, Amursana fled to Qing China and sought assistance from Emperor Qianlong 

(Suleimenov, 1988, 52). The Qing court decided to use Amursana and other Oirat defectors as tools 

to dismantle the Dzungar Khanate. 

Abylai's strategy centered on maintaining constant strife in Dzungaria, ensuring that no Oirat 

khan or noyon could gain significant power, thereby safeguarding the security of Kazakh camps and 

extracting more concessions from the Oirat leaders. During the winter, many Dzungar noyons and 

zaisans migrated to the upper reaches of the Ili River, fearing Kazakh incursions. 

In early spring 1755, the Qing army entered Dzungaria and by the end of April had reached the 

upper Ili River region (Kuznetsova, 2021, p. 30). Emperor Qianlong took advantage of the internal 

strife among the Dzungars to resolve the situation once and for all, annexing Dzungaria into the Qing 

Empire. A 25,000-strong contingent of Manchu and Mongol troops advanced into Dzungaria, facing 

virtually no resistance. The formal pretext for this new war was Amursana's appeal to Emperor 

Qianlong, requesting assistance in seizing the throne of the Dzungar khan. Deciding to use Amursana 

and other Dzungar princes who had fled to the Qing Empire as tools for his aggressive plans, the 

Manchu emperor had no intention of preserving the Dzungar Khanate. 

On May 14, the vanguard of the Qing army, led by Amursana, entered the Tekes River Valley, 

where they encountered Dawaci's small forces. Without engaging in battle, Dawaci fled towards 

Kashgar. On July 8, he was captured by the Muslim rulers of the city of Kucha and handed over to 

Amursana, who delivered the prisoner to the Qing army's commander. A few days later, Dawaci was 

sent to the Qing Empire, where he died in 1759. Having won an easy victory and captured the Dzungar 

Khanate in 1755, the Qing authorities abolished the office of the supreme ruler of the Oirat tribes and 

established four independent principalities, whose leaders were directly subordinated to Beijing. 

Qianlong planned to politically reorganize the Oirats, dividing them into four groups according to 

their original tribal affiliations: the Derbets, the Khoshuts, the Khoyts, and the Choros 

(as the Dzungars were renamed). These tribes were to be led by equal Mongol khans and mirror the 

structure established in Outer Mongolia. The Qing dynasty sought to incorporate the Oirats while 

retaining the previous administrative system of Dzungaria. Within a few months, the newly unified 

Oirat state was again troubled by widespread defections to the Qing Empire and internal discord. 

Noyon Amursana himself rebelled against the Qing Empire (IKRI, 2007, 398). 

Amursana, a member of the Dzungar nobility, had joined the Manchu service in hopes of 

receiving a significant reward. Although he helped them defeat and subdue other Dzungars, he was 

not rewarded as handsomely as he had expected. Realizing the possibility of Amursana's uprising, 

Qianlong ordered his arrest and transport to Beijing (Skobelev, 2010, p. 222). On the way, under the 

pretext of visiting his family, Amursana escaped. The Khalkha prince Erinchindorji, a relative of the 

Khalkha chief lama Jebtsundamba Khutuktu, was accused of failing to deliver Amursana to Beijing 

and did not immediately pursue him (Kaplonski, 1993, 241). He was eventually executed for this 

failure. 

Amursana was descended from Galdan Boshogtu's sister and a Khu-Khunor Khan 

(Valikhanov, 1985, 303). Amursana aspired to something greater than merely being confirmed as the 

leader of the Khoyts. In 1756, he proclaimed himself Khong Tayiji among all the Oirats (the highest 

Oirat title, previously held by Batur Khong Tayiji) and initiated an anti-Qing rebellion (Sanchirov, 

2011, p. 20). These events became known as Chingunjav's Rebellion (1756–1757), which was an 

attempt by some Mongol princes to rise against the Manchus (Kaplonski, 1993, 236). Simultaneously 

with Amursana's Oirat rebellion, a large-scale anti-Manchu movement began in Khalkha, led by the 

Khalkha prince from the Khotoid clan, Chingunjav (Kaplonski, 1993, 236). Although Chingunjav 

failed to coordinate his actions with Amursana's uprising or even to organize any coherent rebellion 

among the Khalkha nobility, army, or common people, there were still widespread disturbances. 

A general uprising occurred across much of Khalkha Mongolia, leading to the destruction and looting 

of Chinese trading posts and desertions from army posts. The damage was extensive and widespread. 

Many among the Mongol nobility appeared ready to revolt against the Manchus, seeking protection 

and assistance from the Russians. However, Emperor Qianlong soon crushed the rebellion 
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(Kaplonski, 1993, 239). The support for both uprisings quickly dissipated as the Khalkha khans and 

princes submitted to the emperor, and the initial supporters deserted. Meanwhile, the Qing 

government, having gathered even larger forces, launched them to suppress the uprising in Dzungaria. 

The fragmented Oirat rebel detachments could not hold back the enemy. Rumors circulated that 

Amursana eventually fled across the Russian border and died there. Amursana, abandoned by most 

of his allies, with 200 warriors in April, took refuge in the camps of Sultan Abylai (Suleimenov, 1988: 

55). As soon as the Qing command learned of the rebel Noyon's whereabouts, they began to 

insistently demand that Abylai surrender Amursana. The Kazakh Sultan refused to comply with this 

ultimatum and mobilized the Middle Zhuz militia to confront the Qing forces. The Qing army, having 

ravaged Dzungaria, approached the borders of the Kazakh camps in June 1757. The Manchu troops 

were commanded by generals Fude and Zhao Hui (Epistolary Heritage, 2014: 425). 

By that time, Amursana had already fled from Abylai's domains to Russia. Upon learning of 

the approach of large Manchu-Qing forces to the camps of the Middle Zhuz, Abylai decided to cease 

military actions and establish peace with the Qing. Following established diplomatic traditions, 

Abylai sent horses as gifts to Emperor Qianlong, a customary practice in Kazakh relations with their 

political partners. Generals Zhao Hui and Fude also received horses as gifts, but they distinguished 

the emperor's horses from their own, labeling them as «tribute» from the Kazakh sultan, as had been 

traditionally interpreted in China for centuries. From the perspective of the traditional Sino-centric 

doctrine of China's relations with other states and peoples, the ruler of the Celestial Empire could 

only accept «tribute» from foreign rulers. 

The Qing court then faced the issue of how to force the Kazakh khanates to abandon their 

support for the anti-Manchu movement in Dzungaria. By this time, political contacts had been 

established between the Qing court and the rulers of the Middle Zhuz. This development occurred 

under the following circumstances: while preparing for war with the Dzungar Khanate, the 

government of imperial China closely monitored the struggles between various claimants to the 

khanate's throne. The agents and Oirat defectors in Beijing were well informed about the role Kazakh 

rulers, especially Sultan Abylai of the Middle Zhuz, played in these events, as Abylai's detachments 

had invaded Dzungaria throughout the winter and spring of 1755 (AVPRI. F. Kyrgyz-Kaisak Affairs. 

Op. 122/1. 1755. D. 2. L. 15). When Qing forces began to eliminate the Dzungar Khanate in Western 

Mongolia, the Kazakhs reoccupied their previously abandoned pastures and made contact with 

Russian settlements. The Senior Zhuz managed to reclaim most of Jetisu, while the Kazakhs of the 

Middle Zhuz expanded beyond their original pastures along the Irtysh River. They expanded far to 

the east, sometimes occupying pastures across much of Dzungaria, as well as the Altai Mountains 

and Western Mongolia. These migration routes, in turn, brought the Middle Zhuz into close contact 

with the Qing Empire. The increased activity of Kazakh rulers in Dzungaria prompted the Qing 

government to hasten their advance. After the Dzungar Khanate was eliminated as a state entity, 

Emperor Qianlong instructed the army command to consider two possible solutions to the 

“Kazakh question” (Suleimenov, 1988, 56). The first was to try to diplomatically persuade the 

Kazakhs to withdraw their detachments from Dzungaria; the second was to compel them to recognize 

the suzerainty of the Celestial Empire. In the event of hostile actions, the use of military force was 

authorized. 

Thus, between 1752 and 1755, Sultan Abylai, who had previously maintained frequent and 

close contacts with the Dzungar nobility, participated in the internal struggles among the Dzungar 

princes for the khanate's throne, siding with the rebel noyons Dawaci and Amursana. Sultan Abylai 

pursued a policy of balancing between the Russian and Qing empires, maintaining diplomatic 

relations with both states. Since 1740, when Abylai formally accepted Russian allegiance and began 

to influence the internal political situation in Dzungaria, he had sought to establish diplomatic ties 

with the Qing Empire by 1757. Maintaining these contacts allowed him to slow the advance of the 

Russian Empire into Kazakh territories and to prevent the potential escalation of active military 

actions from the Qing Empire, which occurred in 1756–1757 (Chang, 2015, 13). During these years, 

Abylai provided military support to Amursana in the liberation uprising led by Chingunjav against 

Qing China. After Amursana's defeat and flight, Abylai concluded a peace treaty with the Qing and 
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in 1757 accepted Qing suzerainty alongside Russian allegiance. From 1757 to 1759, he established 

direct diplomatic contacts with Beijing, marking the beginning of the formation and development of 

direct Kazakh-Chinese relations. Thanks to his outstanding role in resolving Kazakh-Dzungar 

relations and his connections with the Qing Empire, the sultan gained significant political influence 

within Kazakh society. 

Conclusion 

The uprising of Amursana and the involvement of Kazakh militias in the internal conflicts of 

the Dzungar Khanate in the 1750s had a significant impact on the geopolitical situation in Central 

Asia. During these events, Kazakh Sultan Abylai demonstrated his skills as a shrewd politician and 

military leader. By supporting the internal strife in Dzungaria, he weakened the influence of opposing 

factions of Oirat noyons, which later enabled him to strengthen his position and expand his influence 

over Kazakh territories. 

The participation of Kazakh forces in these events not only altered the political landscape of 

the region but also contributed to the consolidation of Abylai's power, which played a key role in the 

development of Kazakh-Chinese diplomatic relations. As a result of these actions, Abylai's influence 

extended over a significant portion of the Middle and Senior zhuzes, and Kazakh nomadic territories 

expanded into strategically important regions of Northeastern Kazakhstan and Jetisu. These 

achievements not only ensured the security of Kazakh nomads in the mid-18th century but also led 

to a significant strengthening of the Kazakh Khanate's position, an expansion of its territorial 

holdings, and the establishment of new diplomatic ties with the Qing Empire. Consequently, the role 

of the Kazakh Khanate in regional politics was significantly revised and strengthened, which 

determined the further development of political processes in the region. 
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