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1991-1995  JKBIIJAPJIAFBI AKII TEH KA3AKCTAHHBIH  SIIPOJIBIK
KAPYCBI3JIAHY CAJIACBIHJAFBI COTTI CEPIKTECTIT]

ok Auna
3eprreymi, Amepruka Kypama IItarrapsr

Anparna. Makanaga 1991-1995 xeinpapel KaszakcTaHHBIH SIpOJIBIK KapyChI3AaHy ic-IIapaiapbiH
HOTIOKEN Kyprizy mporeci Kapacteipeutrad. Ocel ke3eHaeri AKI men Kazakcran apachiHIarsi
JTUTITIOMATHSUTBIK JKOHE TEXHUKAIBIK KapbhIM-KaThIHACTAPBIH Ka3aKCTaHBIK KOIBEKTOPIIBI CHIPTKBI
CasiCll YCTaHBIMHBIH KAJIBINTACYblHA THUTI3TEH OCepl HAKThUIAHFAH. ATanFaH MakKajia aBTOPIBIH
ayKbIMJIBI 3epTTEY €HOCTIHIH KbICKAPTHIJIFAaH HYCKACHI OOJIBIT TaObLIa IbI.

Tyitin ce3nep: Kazakcran, AKUI, saponbik Kapycei3gaHy, IUIIOMATHSIIBIK KapbIM-KaThIHAC,
KOIBEKTOPJIbI CHIPTKBI casicaT, XalbIKapasblK Kayilci3aiK, KapyChl3/laHy ic-11apaaapsbl.

YCIHEHIHOE IMTAPTHEPCTBO CIIA U KA3AXCTAHA B OBJIACTU SIJIEPHOI'O
PA3OPYXEHMUS B 1991-1995 rogax

loak Iuna
Uccnenosarens, Coennnennsie Llltatel AMepuku

AHHoTanusi. B cratbe paccMaTpuBaeTcs IpOLECC YCHEWHOro rmnposeneHuss Kazaxcranom
MEPOIPUATHH 10 sAepHOMY pazopyxeHuro B 1991-1995 ropax. KonkpernsupoBaHO BiIMsSHHE
TUIUIOMATHYECKUX M TexHudeckux oTHomeHuid Mexay CIIA u Kazaxcranom B 3TH rojpl Ha
(dbopMHpOBaHKE Ka3aXCTAHCKOTO MHOTOBEKTOPHOT'O BHELIHETIOJIMTHYECKOro Kypca. JlaHHas cTraThs
MIpe/ICTaBIsIeT COOO0M COKpAIEHHYIO BEPCUI0 MAcIITAOHOTO UCCIIEI0BATENbCKOIO TPY/Aa aBTOPA.
KiroueBbie ciaoBa: Kaszaxcran, CIIA, snepHoe pa3zopykKeHHE, OUILUIOMATHYECKUE OTHOIIECHHS,
MHOTOBEKTOpPHAsl BHEUIHSS MOJIUTHKA, MEXKIYHapOJHasi 0€30M1aCHOCTb, MEPHI Pa30PYKEHHUSI.

THE U.S. AND KAZAKHSTAN’S SUCCESSFUL DENUCLEARIZATION PARTNERSHIP
BETWEEN 1991 AND 1995

Dena Sholk
Researcher, United States of America

Abstract. The article examines the process of Kazakhstan's successful implementation of nuclear
disarmament measures in 1991-1995. It specifies the impact of diplomatic and technical relations
between the United States and Kazakhstan during those years on the formation of Kazakhstan's
multi-vector foreign policy stance. This article is a shortened version of the author's extensive
research work.

Keywords: Kazakhstan, USA, nuclear disarmament, diplomatic relations, multi-vector foreign
policy, international security, disarmament measures.

Introduction

As a rule the countries possessing the nuclear weapons are trying to keep them and to increase
their nuclear potential. Furthermore, at the present time some countries are working on their nuclear
program, trying to enter the nuclear states club. Definitely, it is an impressive moment in the world
history when sovereign state voluntarily chooses to remove all their nuclear weapons and associated
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infrastructure. Fortunately, there is example of such actions. Upon achieving independence and
receiving all the necessary guarantees of safety from USA and international organizations,
Kazakhstan became Non-Nuclear Weapons State. It was an unprecedented action and it succeeded
due to effective partnership between the USA and Kazakhstan. The success of denuclearization
process can be explained by the following factors: President Nursultan Nazarbayev’s steadfast
commitment to a policy if denuclearization, U.S. security assurances to Kazakhstan, U.S. technical
and financial assistance to Kazakhstan ensured that the country would cooperate in transporting
strategic nuclear weapons, the attention of high-level American officials to Kazakhstan was
essential to keeping Kazakhstan politically on track towards fulfilling its stated commitment to
becoming a NNWS, and by the fact that the U.S. adopted a facilitative diplomatic role in working
with Russia and Kazakhstan to overcome the challenges associated with a shortage of information.

It is a rare moment in world history when upon achieving independence, a sovereign state
inherits nuclear weapons. It is even more unusual when the state voluntarily chooses to remove
those weapons and associated infrastructure. When the Soviet Union dissolved on December 25,
1991, the Republic of Kazakhstan inherited 104 SS-18Inter-Continental Ballistic Missiles (ICBMs)
with a total of 1,040 strategic warheads [1, p. 97].The largest missile in the Soviet arsenal, the SS-
18 could carry ten independently targeted warheads, each with a payload of 7.6 tons and a range
of 12,000 km. [2, p. 11]. Additionally, 40 Tu-95Bear-H bombers and associated Kh-55Air-
Launched Cruise Missiles (ALCMs) were deployed at the Semipalatinsk Nuclear Test Site [3, p. 6].

The denuclearization of Kazakhstan was a technically and diplomatically challenging
experience for Americans and Kazakhstanis alike that shaped Kazakhstan’s multi-vector foreign
policy and domestic institutions, created the foundation for a stable and beneficial bilateral
relationship. This article is a general overview of how the process of diplomatic and technical
cooperation between the U.S. and Kazakhstan between 1991 and 1995 created the basis for future
relations. Between December 16, 1991 and April 1995, when the last SS-18 ICBM was removed
from Kazakhstani territory, American and Kazakhstani diplomats concluded the Lisbon Protocol,
Budapest Memorandum and signed several umbrella and implementation agreements for the
implementation of Nunn-Lugar assistance.

The challenge for U.S. foreign policy was to keep Kazakhstan on track towards signing the
Lisbon Protocol tothe START Treaty and Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty (NPT) asa Non
Nuclear Weapons State (NNWS), providing Kazakhstan with security assurances and removing
nuclear weapons from Kazakhstan to Russia. American diplomats balanced diplomatic interaction
with Kazakhstan alongside similar activities with Ukraine, Belarus and Russia.
Kazakhstan’s leaders recognized that their newly independent state lacked the infrastructure and
technological capacity to maintain a nuclear arsenal, but they were unwilling to forgo weapons
without obtaining security assurances from all five nuclear powers. Additional challenges involved
in the denuclearization of Kazakhstan centered on the «newness» of diplomatic relations between
the U.S. and Kazakhstan, the weakness of Kazakhstani («Kazakhy» is an ethnic Kazakh while
«Kazakhstani» is a citizen of the Republic of Kazakhstan and includes all ethnicities) institutions,
and the relationship of Kazakhstan to the military-industrial complex headquartered in Moscow
during Soviet rule. Ridding the country of nuclear weapons was difficult because Moscow retained
a monopoly over the information related to Kazakhstan’s nuclear arsenal and the history of weapons
tests. Neither the Kazakhstanis nor the Americans had a comprehensive understanding of the
technical situation in the country with respect to the number of nuclear weapons and the extent
of human and environmental devastation. Ultimately, bilateral diplomatic and technical cooperation
between 1991 and 1995 resulted in the successful elimination of nuclear weapons and established
the foundation for future relations.

The Five Explanations for the Successful Denuclearization of Kazakhstan

The successful denuclearization of Kazakhstan was made possible by the five following

conditions:
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First and foremost, President Nursultan Nazarbayev’s steadfast commitment to a policy
of denuclearization, in conjunction with the absence of domestic political opposition, facilitated the
implementation of disarmament and dismantlement programs and reduced the risk of Kazakhstani
defection from its agreements with the U. S. In contrast to Ukraine, where American diplomats had
to convince the country’s executive and legislative branch to support denuclearization, amiable
people-to-people relations marked American diplomatic engagement in Kazakhstan. U.S. diplomats
did not have toconvince Kazakhstan’s parliament to support the country’s denuclearization.
Kazakhstan’s military was not created until May 1992, thereby eliminating any source of opposition
from the armed forces. Plus, members of Kazakhstan’s scientific and military community supported
the President.

President Nazarbayev was committed to securing Kazakhstan’s independence and national
sovereignty while ridding the country of nuclear weapons. On December 16th in Almaty, Secretary
of State James Baker III met with President Nazarbayev, who was still «engrossed with the Nevada-
Semipalatinsk movement» [4]. Baker presented U.S. policy: Kazakhstan’s failure to forgo its
nuclear weapons stockpile would prevent it from having a normal relationship with the United
States. President Nazarbayev, whose long-term aspiration was for Kazakhstan to become a NNWS,
told Baker that he would keep nuclear weapons for Kazakhstan’s defense and security [5, p. 60].
Kazakhstan would solve the nuclear issue «when we knew we were safe» [5, p. 60]. In the
meantime, Kazakhstan agreed to maintain existing arsenals in a safe, secure and responsible manner
and adhere to international safeguards administered by the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) [6, p. 7].

Second, U.S. security assurances to Kazakhstan, formalized in the Budapest Memorandum,
acted as a safeguard that ensured Kazakhstan would have the attention of U.S. policymakers in the
event the country’s security was under threat. U.S. security assurances effectively were a promise
that the newly independent state of Kazakhstan would exist with the full benefits of national
sovereignty and territorial integrity.

Third, U.S. technical and financial assistance to Kazakhstan ensured that the country would
cooperate in transporting strategic nuclear weapons to Russia and adhering toits START
commitments. The distinct effort by U.S. diplomats to broaden the scope of the bilateral relationship
to include Science and Technology (S&T) and investment with the establishment of the Gore-
Nazarbayev Commission and the International Science and Technology Center, ensured attention
by high-level American policymakers and continued engagement with the people of Kazakhstan.

The U.S.” ability to facilitate Kazakhstan’s nuclear disarmament was made possible through
the Nunn-Lugar Bill, or Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) Act of 1991. Signed into law
on December 12, 1991, the Nunn-Lugar Bill provided $400 million in financing for the goals
of secure and environmentally safe measures for storage, transportation and dismantling of nuclear
weapons, as well as measures to improve physical protection for them [7, p. 39]. Initial U.S.
assistance to Kazakhstan in 1991 totaled $70 million [8, p. 110-111]. As of December 1993,
Kazakhstan was allocated $84 million for Nunn-Lugar projects [8, p. 110-111]. In Kazakhstan,
CTR assistance was used to ensure the country’s compliance with its obligations under the START
Treaty, and implement projects for dismantling strategic and chemical weapons, protecting,
controlling and accounting for fissile material, providing new employment for former weapons
scientists and converting factories from defense work to civilian production.

The International Science and Technology Center (ISTC), a grant-giving organization founded
by the U.S., European Union, Japan and Russia, was established in November 1992 to employ
Soviet scientists who previously worked in the military-industrial complex [9]. Because ISTC
grants require that at least 50% of the scientists working on a proposed project were formerly
employed inthe Soviet nuclear-industrial complex, the program productively employed
Kazakhstan’s domestic talent [10]. In 1994 alone, through the Ministry of S&T, some 700 projects
were granted to 250 scientists in Kazakhstan [10]. Many S&T projects that began under Nunn-
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Lugar continue today, with the scientist’s conducting quality, world-class research [11]. Thus,
through Nunn-Lugar assistance, the U.S. financed programs to encourage the scientists who stayed
in Kazakhstan to find alternative means of income generation, apply their talents for peaceful
purposes and learn how to conduct research in accordance with global standards for publishing [12].

Fourth, the attention of high-level American officials to Kazakhstan was essential to keeping
Kazakhstan politically on track towards fulfilling its stated commitment to becoming a NNWS. The
May 1992 visit of President Nazarbayev to Washington strengthened the bilateral relationship and
provided Kazakhstan with a sufficient sense of security in their partnership with the U.S. necessary
to carry out disarmament and dismantlement activities within seven years, in accordance with the
START Treaty. Because security assurances were not formally secured until December 1994, when
the Budapest Memorandum was signed, the involvement of high-level Western policymakers
reaffirmed international support for Kazakhstan’s statehood and allowed for the removal of strategic
missiles back to Russia.

In December 1993, in Almaty, Vice President Gore and President Nazarbayev signed the Safe,
Secure Dismantlement (SSD) Agreement, establishing the legal framework for the transportation,
storage and destruction ofnuclear and other forms of weapons ofmass destruction
on Kazakhstan’s territory [8, p. 110—111]. They also signed nuclear umbrella agreement and five
implementing agreements, providing $85 million in U.S. denuclearization assistance to Kazakhstan
[13, p. 18]. Furthermore, Kazakhstan and the U.S. signed a Framework Agreement on elimination
of consequences of emergency situations and prevention of proliferation of nuclear weapons,
as well as five executive agreements for practical implementation of specific directions
of cooperation [14, p. 39]. Most importantly, Kazakhstan’s parliament ratified the
country’s accession to the NPT, as Vice President Gore was not about to go to Almaty without this
[15].

In February 1994, President Nazarbayev visited Washington and met with President Clinton.
This was a symbolic visit that reaffirmed bilateral cooperation in the area of nuclear disarmament
and nonproliferation [16]. President Clinton pledged an additional $400 million to Kazakhstan.
Reciprocally, President Nazarbayev presented him with the original copies of the NPT ratification
documents, marking Kazakhstan’s formal accession to the NPT as a NNWS. The February 1994
meeting between Presidents Clinton and Nazarbayev in Washington, D.C. marked the establishment
of the U.S.-Kazakhstan Joint Commission, also called the Gore-Nazarbayev Commission. Modeled
after the Gore-Chernomyrdin Commission created in April 1993 in Russia, the Gore-Nazarbayev
Commission was formed to serve as a permanent framework to manage bilateral relations and foster
cooperation in the areas of science, technology, security and nuclear disarmament.

Fifth, the U.S. adopted a facilitative diplomatic role in working with Russia and Kazakhstan
to overcome the challenges associated with a shortage of information. U.S. funds through Nunn-
Lugar rewarded Kazakhstan for its political compliance, while providing Russian and Kazakhstani
personnel with the technical resources and physical conditions to secure weapons materials and
transport missiles to Russia transparently in accordance with international environmental and safety
standards. The Department of Defense (DoD) outfitted Kazakhstan with Kevlar blankets and
secured railway cars for the transportation of strategic weapons back to Russia. When DoD officials
needed information, they went through the Kazakhstanis rather than approach their Russian
colleagues directly [17].

The Long-Term Effects of Cooperation

In many ways, the denuclearization of Kazakhstan continues to the present day, as the
country’s scientific community surveys former nuclear test sites and evaluates the long-term
damage to the environment and the Kazakhstani population of Soviet nuclear weapons tests.
Scientists and engineers partner with the U.S. and international organizations to clean up residual
materials and secure former test-tunnels. The most recent example of scientific cooperation is the
Degelen Mountain Project, which was concluded in October 2012.
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Kazakhstan’s commitment to innovation, S&T research and R&D continues. The ongoing
research in atomic energy, conducted by public and private Kazakhstani universities, reveals that
American diplomacy and assistance expanded areas of bilateral cooperation beyond disarmament.
When I spoke with a scientist in December 2012, he noted how at the time of independence, there
were no Kazakh atomic scientists. Now, there isathriving scientific community.
Kazakhstan’s scientific community continues to research the long-term effects of nuclear weapons
testing onthe environment, human populations, water and ecosystem. Atomic scientists
at Kazakhstan National University at Al-Farabi are leading a project to measure levels of tritium
in the water surrounding the Polygon, as this has never been done before [18]. Many public and
private universities also partner with companies, such as Kazatomprom, to conduct research and
gain employment opportunities.

The conversion of Soviet factories previously used for military purposes for civilian use
contributes to Kazakhstan’s position in the global economy today. Kazakhstan is the world’s largest
producer ofuranium. The national uranium company, Kazatomprom, acquired 10%
of Westinghouse Corporation. Kazatomprom has invested significantly in modernizing the uranium
enrichment facility in Ulba-Kamenogorsk, and it is now a new, modern facility [19]. Kazakhstan
became the world’s leading exporter of uranium in 2009 and contributed to 37% of world uranium
output by 2012 [20]. Kazatomprom seeks to export value-added fuel and supply 30% of the world
fuel fabrication market by 2015 [20]. In January 2013, President Nazarbayev announced plans
to construct a domestic Nuclear Power Plant (NPP) [21]. The early experience of denuclearization,
with a focus on S&T, is central to the core of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy and Kazakhstani identity.

More recently, in 2002, Kazakhstan became a member of the Nuclear Suppliers group.
Kazakhstan spearheaded the formation ofthe Central Asia Nuclear Free Weapons Zone
(CANWEFZ), the agreement for which was signed in 2005. Kazakhstan chaired the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe in 2010 and the Organization of Islamic Conference in 2011.
With $150 million in support from the international community, Kazakhstan is close to opening the
first IAEA nuclear fuel bank [22].

As of the time of this writing in February 2013, the constructive bilateral relationship between
the U.S. and Kazakhstan continues. Kazakhstan is the U.S.” foremost ally in Central Asia, as the two
countries work together in the areas of international security, nuclear non-proliferation and trade.
The U.S.” bilateral relationship with Kazakhstan is its strongest in Central Asia. Kazakhstan and the
U.S. extended the CTR agreement in 2000 and again in 2008 [14, p. 40].

Kazakhstan’s positive partnership with the U.S. modified its domestic and international
economic orientation, reveals that initial conditions are important, but not decisive determinants
of a country’s economic and political development. Kazakhstan’s multi-vector foreign policy and
stated policy objectives of achieving innovation in science and technology is largely a result of the
country’s diplomatic and technical cooperation with the U.S. between 1991 and 1995.

References

1 Togzhan Kassenova. The Rollback States//Tanya Ogilvie-White and David Santoro, eds.
Slaying the Nuclear Dragon: Disarmament Dynamics in the Twenty-First Century (Athens: The
University of Georgia Press, 2012). — P. 97.

2 Nursultan Nazarbayev. Epicenter of Peace (Hollis: Puritan Press, Inc., 2001). — P. 11.

3 Steven Pifer. The Trilateral Process: the United States, Ukraine, Russia and Nuclear
Weapons. Foreign Policy at Brookings (May 2011). — P.6.

4 Interview with Senior American official in the U. S. Department of Defense. — Washington,
D.C. — October, 2012.

5 Nursultan Nazarbayev. On the Threshold of the Twenty-first Century (Almaty: The JSC
Baspalar Uyi, 2010). — P. 60.




Edu.e-history.kz 2014. 4(1)

6 Ivo Daalder and Terry Terriff eds. Rethinking the Unthinkable: New Directions for Nuclear
Arms Control. — Portland: Frank Cass & Co. Ltd, 1993. —P. 7.

7 Embassy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the United States of America and the Nuclear
Threat Initiative, Kazakhstan’s Nuclear Disarmament: A Global Model for a Safer World
(Washington, D.C., 2006) — P. 39.

8 Jim Shevis. U.S., Kazakhstan Sign Nuclear Disarmament Pack — United States Information
Agency News Release, December 13, 1993, reprinted in Kazakhstan: Reducing Nuclear Dangers,
Increasing Global Security (Washington, DC: Embassy of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the
Nuclear Threat Initiative, 2004). — P. 110-111.

9 «ISTC Fact Sheet," ISTC, http://www.istc.ru/istc/istc.nst/va. WebPages/ISTC
FactSheetEng.

10 Interview with Natalia Tomarovskaya. — Almaty, Kazakhstan — December 27, 2012.

11 Interview with 2010 U. S. Science Envoy Alice Gast. — Washington, DC. -October 14,
2012.

12 Interview with American official in the U. S. Department of Defense — Washington, D.C. —
January, 2013.

13 William C. Potter. The Politics of Nuclear Renunciation: The Cases of Belarus, Kazakhstan
and Ukraine.// The Henry L. Stimson Center Occasional Paper No. 22 (April 1995). — P. 18.

14 Embassy of the Republic of Kazakhstan to the United States of America and the Nuclear
Threat Initiative, Kazakhstan’s Nuclear Disarmament: A Global Model for a Safer World. -
Washington, D.C., 2006. — P. 39—40.

15 Interview with Senior American official in the U. S. Department of Defense. Washington,
D.C. — October, 2012.

16 Interview with Senior official in the U. S. Department of State. — Washington, D.C. —
October, 2012.

17 Interview with American official in the U. S. Department of Defense. Washington, D.C. —
January, 2013.

18 Urabek Bulat, Interview with author. — Almaty, Kazakhstan — December 27, 2012.

19 Interview with U. S. Department of Energy official. — Astana, Kazakhstan — January, 2013.

20 Storm Rocks Kazakh Uranium Industry, World Nuclear News — February 05,
2013// http://www.world-nuclear-news.org/C-Storm_rocks Kazakh uranium_industry-
0502137.html.

21 Aynur Jafarova. Kazakhstan to Build Nuclear Power Plant in Energy-Deficient Region —
Azernews. //http://www.azernews.az/region/49258.html. — February 04, 2013.

22 Josh Kucera, «Kazakhstan Set to Open Nuclear Fuel Bank," Eurasianet, February 12, 20.



http://www.istc.ru/istc/istc.nsf/va.
http://www.world-nuclear-news.org/C-Storm_rocks_Kazakh_uranium_industry-0502137.html.
http://www.world-nuclear-news.org/C-Storm_rocks_Kazakh_uranium_industry-0502137.html.
http://www.azernews.az/region/49258.html.

Edu.e-history.kz 2014. 4(1)

MA3MYHBI
Atbiraes H.A.
PE3A ABBACU MYPAXAUBIHIAFBI CE®@EBUJI KE3EHI KOJDKA3SBACBIHIAFBI ACA
KbI3bIKTBI MUHUATIOPA KAUBIHIA (MUP, TETEPAH) ......oococvieeeeeeeeeeeeseee s 8
ErizoaeBa M.K.
TATAPJIAP: OTHOMO/JIEHUET TYPAJIBI MOJIIMETTEP ......cccoviiiiiiiiie e 18
Kenic Komapr
IIBIHFBICXAH XXOHE OHbIH ¥PITAKTAPBIHBIH, JIITH1 KO3KAPACHI )KOHE UCJIAM... 25
Kyb6anbimos B.T.
OFbI3 XAH TYPAJIbI AHBI3AAPbIH TAPUX-MOJAEHU X XOHE MU®OJIOTUAJIBIK
(37 0 1 12N 1 ) (SRR 31
Hecinbaena XK.K.
«XJITTBIK M¥PAFAT» BYI'THI'T KASAKCTAH JUITJIOMATUSACBIHBIH, JTEPEKKO3I
o oA B 1 5 RO 35
Opa3sos P.E.
BIPTHIII JYHUEXY3UIIK COFBIC T¥ TKBIHJIAPBI XKETICYJIA .....ocoiiiiiiiiieeciee e 41
Pycremos C.K.
KA3AK-TYPIK KATBIHACTAPBI TAPUXbBIHAH (XIX £. COHBI — XX F. 0ACBI) «.cvvvvvrivverrirnennn 50
Topaandaesa K.O.

OPTAJIBIK A3MSIHBIH KOIUIIEJII KAYBIMJIAPAAYBI CASICU BUWIIKTIH JAMYVYBI ......... 64
Hlamaes A.K.
JAJIAJIBIK AYBIZIIA TAPUXHAMAJIATBI O©TEMIC KAXBIHBIH,

NN 0 oY (O 5 2N N ] 5 SR 71
IHamraes A.K.

KEHECTIK KESEHEI'T CASAACU KYFBIH-CYPI'TH HAYKAHBIHBIH KASAKCTAHIAFbBI
0N 7N 1 72N 5 (R ERRR 79

Moak una
1991-1995 XXbUIJAPJIAYBI AKII ITEH KASAKCTAHHBIH, AAPOJIBIK KAPYCBI3JIAHY
CAJIACBIHAAFDBI COTTI CEPIKTECTIIT......coiiiiie et 87




Edu.e-history.kz 2014. 4(1)

COJIEPKAHUE
ATtbiraes H.A.
OB OJTHOM CBEPXUHTEPECHOW MUHUATIOPE B PYKOITMCU CE®EBHICKOI'O
INEPUOJA 13 MY3ES PESA ABBACU (MPU, TEI'EPAH) ....cocvviiiiiiiiiec e 8
ErunzoaeBa M.K.
TATAPBI: CBEJIEHUSA O OTHOKVYJIBTVYPE.....c.oic e 18
Kenuc Komapt
PEJIMT'MO3HBIE B3T'JIA bl YUUHI' MCXAHA 1 EI'O IIOTOMKOB 1 UCJIAM ..........ccvee... 25
Kyb6anbimos B.T.
UCTOPUKO-KYJIbTYPHBIN 1 MU®OJIOI MYECKUIT XAPAKTEP JIETEH/I OB OI'Y3-
DA G 1 31
Hecuno6aena 7K. K.
«HALIMOHAJIbHBIN APXUB» KAK UICTOYHUK COBPEMEHHO! JUIIVIOMATUN
KABAXCTAHA . ... e e e e e e e s st e bbb e e e e e e s s s saab bbb e e e e eeesnaaes 35
Opa3sos P.E.
BOEHHOIUIEHHBIE ITEPBOII MUPOBOI BOMHBI B CEMUPEULE ..........ccocvvvereercien. 41
Pycremon C.K.
13 UCTOPUU KA3ZAXCKO-TYPELIKMX OTHOIIEHHWH (koen XIX — nauano XX BB.) ........ 50
Topaandaesa K.O.
PA3BUTUE ITOJIMNTUYECKON BJIACTU B KOYEBBIX COOBILIECTBAX LIEHTPAJIBHOI
NG 1 (R 64
IHamaes A.K.
«UYUHI'MIC-HAME» YTEMHUII-XAJ[)KW B CTEITHOM YCTHOM UCTOPUOTPADUNA ......... 71
IHamraes A.K.
[IOCJIEJICTBUSA MOJIMTUYECKMX PEITPECCHUIN COBETCKOI'O ITEPUOJIA B
KABAXCTAHE ... .ot e e e e e e e s s s e bbb b b e e e e e s s s saab b b e e e e e e eesneiaes 79

Iloak Iuna
YCIIEINHOE ITAPTHEPCTBO CIIA N KASAXCTAHA B OBJIACTU AJIEPHOI'O
PA3OPYIEHUMS B 1991-1995 TOMAX ...uuvviieeiiiiieeeiiiiee e sttt e s siieeeessstaeeeesnneeeessnnneeeessnnnneeesnsnneeesns 87




Edu.e-history.kz 2014. 4(1)

CONTENTS

Atygayev N.A.

ON A HIGHLY INTERESTING MINIATURE IN A SAFEVID PERIOD MANUSCRIPT FROM
THE REZA ABBASI MUSEUM (IRI;, TEHRAN) ..ottt s 8
Yegizbayeva M.K.

TATARS: INFORMATION ON ETHNOCULTURE ..ottt 18
Zhenis Zhomart

THE RELIGIOUS VIEWS OF GENGHIS KHAN AND HIS DESCENDANTS AND ISLAM..... 25
Berik T. Zhubanishov

HISTORICAL-CULTURAL AND MYTHOLOGICAL CHARACTER OF THE LEGENDS
ABOUT OGHUZ KHAN ..ottt ettt be st e s teaseesaesa et etesaestesbesseeneaneas 31
Nessipbayeva Zh. Zh.

«NATIONAL ARCHIVES» AS A SOURCE OF THE CONTEMPORARY DIPLOMATY OF

KA Z A K H S T AN e ettt e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e eee e eeaeeens 35
Orazov R.E.
PRISONERS OF THE FIRST WORLD WAR IN SEMIRECHYE.......coeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee, 41

Rustemov S.K.

FROM THE HISTORY OF KAZAKH-TURKISH RELATIONS (Late 19th — Early 20th

CBNMTUIIES) .ttt ettt bbbtk b ek e ket e e b e E e b e e bt b £ e bt e s e e b et et e et e e b e e beeneannennas 50
Torlanbayeva Kenzhe

SAME QUESTIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF POLITICAL POWER IN NOMAD
SOCIETY OF CENTRAL ASIA ... ottt bbbttt bbbt ne e 64
Shashayev A.K.

«CHINGIS-NAME» BY UTEMISH HAJI IN STEPPE ORAL HISTORIOGRAPHY .........cc...... 71
Shashayev A.K.

CONSEQUENCES OF THE SOVIET-ERA POLITICAL REPRESSION CAMPAIGN IN
KAZAKHSTAN ettt et e te s e e se e st et e e saestesteebeeseess e st e setesreanesnenneanen 79
Dena Sholk

THE U.S. AND KAZAKHSTAN’S SUCCESSFUL DENUCLEARIZATION PARTNERSHIP
BETWEEN 1991 AND 1995 ... ..ttt sttt sttt st sbesbeaneenes 87




Edu.e-history.kz 2014. 4(1)

EDU.E-HISTORY.KZ
ONEeKTPOH/IBIK FHUIBIMU KYPHAJIbI
2014. 4 (1)
bac peoakmop.: O6xanoB X.M.
Komnviomepoe 6emmezen: 3ukupbaeBa B.C.
XKapusnanran kysi: 30.12.2014.
ITimrimi 70x100/16. Bacna Tabarsr! 7,8.

Kypviimatiwwvicol ocone bacnazepi:

Kazakcran Pecniy6mnukacs! biim skoHe FBIITBIM MUHUCTPIIIT FBUTBIM KOMUTETI
[I.II. YonuxaHoB arbiHAarbl Tapux K0HE 3THOJIOTHS HHCTUTYTHI
Peoakxyus men 6acnanviy mexen-scaiivi:

050010, Kazakcran Pecriyonukacel, Anmatsl K., [1leBuenko kerr., 28-yii
KP BI'M I'K HILII. YonuxaHoB aTelHAarb! Tapux sk9HE STHOJIOTUS HHCTUTYTHI
Ten.:+7 (727) 261-67-19, +7 (727) 272-47-59
E-mail: edu.history@bk.ru.

Kypnan caitrer: https://edu.e-history.kz
HI.II. Yonuxanos at. TxOU Oaceuran:

050010 Kazakcran PecrryOimkacel, Anmartsl K., [1leBuenko kerr., 28-yit



https://edu.e-history.kz/
https://edu.e-history.kz/

