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Abstract. Introduction. During the XVI11-XI1X centuries, Tsarist Russia increasingly expanded its
control over the Kazakh Steppe. Three primary actions were taken within this process: forcing the
Kazakh Zhuzes into submission, building military fortresses, and implementing what was referred to
as “civil administration.” By the middle of the XIX century the Russian empire had completed the
conquest and formally the Steppe became the part of it. Alongside this conquest, Tsarist Russia began
to resettle people in the region, which was characterized by agrarian colonization, aggressive land
seizure, and the strengthening of imperial control. The legacy of conquest and migration profoundly
shaped the ethnic composition and linguistic-cultural identity of modern Kazakhstan. It also provides
an important example for the study of colonialism and post-colonialism, showing how an imperial
power used military, administrative, and demographic measures to establish and expand control over
a nomadic society. Despite the substantial body of historical scholarship on this topic, Chinese studies
and sources remain an important resource for understanding Russian imperial policies and actions in
the Kazakh Steppe. Goals and objectives. This study aims to analyze the main stages of the Russian
Empire’s expansion in the Kazakh Steppe and to examine the role of migration policy in consolidating
its rule in the region through a review of the relevant historiography, with particular attention to
Chinese scholarship. The article focuses on how Russia gradually established control over the Kazakh
Zhuzes, constructed military fortresses, introduced administrative systems, and influenced the socio-
economic life of the Kazakhs through the arrival of Russian settlers. The article draws on materials
from the Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the collection “Kazakh-Russian
Relations in the XVIII-XIX Centuries,” I. F. Babkov’s memoirs “Memories of My Service in
Western Siberia,” the works of Ch. Ch. Valikhanov, and M. A. Terentyev’s “History of the Conquest
of Central Asia.” These materials are examined alongside the official chronicle of the Qianlong
Emperor’s reign, Qing Gaozong Shilu. This important Qing source contains valuable information on
the Kazakh Zhuzes and their relations with neighboring regions of Central Asia, providing an
alternative perspective on imperial expansion in the Steppe. The study employs a combination of
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historical methods. Authors use the historical-comparative method to analyze different stages of
Russian expansion into the Kazakh Steppe and to identify the changing balance between military,
administrative, and migration policies. Comparative source analysis allows Russian archival and
published materials to be examined alongside Qing documentary evidence, revealing similarities and
differences in the interpretation of imperial policies and regional developments. The problem-
chronological method is applied to trace the successive stages of Russian penetration into the region,
from the establishment of frontier lines and military outposts to the formation of administrative
institutions and the implementation of peasant resettlement policies. In addition, historiographical
analysis is employed to assess the contribution of Chinese scholarship to the study of Russian colonial
expansion in the Kazakh Steppe. Source criticism is used throughout the study to evaluate the origin,
context, reliability, and limitations of both Russian and Qing materials. Results. The analysis
demonstrates that Russian conquest and settlement policies in the Kazakh Steppe constituted an
integral component of the Russian Empire’s broader strategy of expansion in Central Asia. The
examined Russian and Qing sources indicate that the establishment of military lines, administrative
reforms, and peasant resettlement policies transformed traditional patterns of land use and
significantly altered the socio-economic foundations of Kazakh nomadic society. These measures
contributed to the weakening of customary institutions regulating access to pasturelands, increased
social differentiation within the steppe population, and facilitated the gradual transition from a
predominantly pastoral economy toward more sedentary and agricultural forms of economic activity.
Conclusion. The historiography of Russian colonization of the Kazakh Steppe reveals that imperial
expansion was a gradual and multifaceted process involving military conquest, fortress construction,
administrative integration, migration, and social transformation. While Russian, Kazakh, Western,
and Chinese scholars emphasize different aspects of these developments, their studies collectively
demonstrate the complex nature of colonial rule in the region. The inclusion of Chinese
historiography and source materials broadens existing interpretations and contributes to a more
comprehensive understanding of the long-term transformation of the Kazakh Steppe under Russian
imperial rule.
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Annpatna. Kipicne. XVIII-XIX raceipnapna marmansik Peceit Kazak namackiHa OakpliayblH
Oipringen KymelTTi. By yaepic ascelHa yII HEri3ri mapa Ky3ere achIpbUIIbI: Ka3ak KYy3IepiH
OaFBIHJIBIPY, OCKEPH OCKIHICTEp caly )KOHE «a3aMaTThIK OacKapy» Jem atainFaH xyieHi enrizy. XIX
FaCBIpJbIH OpTachlHA Kapai Pecell mMmepuschl alMakThl TOJIBIK »Kaynan aibin, Jama pecMu Typae
OHBIH KypamblHa eHji. JKaynanm aqymMeH KaTtap MaTialiblK YKIMET eHIipre KOHBIC aylapy cascaTbhlH
Kyprize Oactazpl, O arpapiblK OTapiiayMeH, jKepiepii OelceHi TypAe TAapThIT alyMEH JKOHE
UMIEPHUSUTBIK OaKpUIayIbl KYIIEHTYMEH Katap Kypai. JKaymnam amy MeH KOHBIC ayapy casicCaTbIHBIH
Mypachl Ka3ipri KazakcTaHHBIH STHUKAIIBIK KypaMbl MEH TULTIK-MOICHH O0JIMBICHIHA TEPEH CEp ETTi.
ConblMeH Katap Oyl yaepic OTapuIbUIABIK IEH MOCTOTAPUIBUIABIK MOCENeepiH 3epTTey YIIiH
MaHBI3[bl MBICAT OOJBIT TaOBUIA/BI, OWTKEHI OJI WUMIEPHSUIBIK OWIIKTIH KOIIel KOFamJIbl
OakpuIayFa aiy KOHE 3 BIKHAJIBIH KeHEHTY MaKCaThIHAA 9CKEPH, OKIMIILIIK jKoHE 1eMOTpadusIIbIK
TETIKTEepAl Kajail mnaiinananraHblH Kepcerell. Ocbl TakbIpblll OONBIHIIA AayKbIMJbl TapUXU
3epTTeyliepAiH OoJiyblHA KapamacTaH, KbITAaWIBIK 3€pTTeyiaep MeH Jepekkesaep Peceit
uMInepusichiHbIH Kazak namachlHIarel casicaThl MEH 1C-OpEKETTEPIH TYCIHY YIIIH MaHBI3IBI pecypc
OoJbIn Kasia Oepeni. 3epmmeyoiy maxcamol men minoemmepi. byn 3eprreyaidg makcatel — Kazak
nanacelHaarel Pecell MMIEpHsChl SKCHMAHCHUSCHIHBIH HETI3T1 KE3CHJEpIH Taljgay >KoHE OHIpJeri
UMIEPUSUTBIK  YCTEMIIKTI HBIFAaUTYHarbl KOHBIC ayJaapy CasCaThIHBIH pOJIiH KOJIJaHBICTAFbI
TapuXHAMaHBI, 9cipece KbITAUIIBIK 3epTTeyIep Al KapacTeIpy HeT13iHe 3epTTey. Makamana Peceiinin
Ka3akK >Ky3Jepl YCTiHeH Oakpulayasl Kamai OIpTIHIAEN OpHATKAHBI, 9CKEPH OCKIHICTEp CaJFaHbI,
OKIMIIUTIK )YHenep eHri3reH1 KoHe OpbIC KOHBIC aylapylIbUIapbIHBIH KeTyl apKblIbl Ka3aKTap.IbIH
QJIEYMETTIK-2KOHOMUKAJIBIK OMIPIHE BIKIAT €TKEH1 KapacThIpbuiafel. Mamepuandap men adicmep.
3eprreyaid nepekkesnik HeridiH Kaszakcran Pecmybnmukacbl OpranblK MEMJIEKETTIK apXHUBIHIH
Marepuanaapsel, «XVIII-XIX racslpnapaarsl Ka3ak-opbIC KaTbIHACTapbl» KyKarTap *kuHarbl, 1. @.
babkoBTeiH «batbic Cibipaeri KpI3MeTiM Typaisl ectemiktepin, 1. 1. YonuxaHoBTeIH eHOEKTepi
xoHe M. A. TepentbeBTiH «OpTa A3USHBI Kayjan ajdy Tapuxbl» aTThl €HOeri Kypaumabl. by
Marepuanaap Lsapnyn umneparopsl ominiriig pecmu mexipeci — «[{uap [aomzyn mumy» (Qing
Gaozong Shilu) mepekrepiMeH calbICTBIpa KapacThIPBLIABL. ATaiFaH MaHb3Abl L{uH moyipiHiH
JEPEKKO31 Ka3ak Ky3/epi xkoHe onapabiH OpTaibiK A3USHBIH KOPIIUIeC OHIpJIepIMeH OaiylaHbICTaphI
TYpaJibl KYHJIbI MOJIiMeTTep Oepirn, [lamanarsl UMIIEpHUSIIBIK SKCITAHCHIFa OalaMma Ke3Kapac YChIHA/IbI.
3epTTeye TapuxXu QMICTep KEIIeH Il TypJie KOJIaHbUIbl. ABTOpIap TapUXHU-CANBICTBIPMAIbI JJIICTI
naiganana oTeipbin, Pecelinin Kaszak nanackiHa 3KCHAHCHUSICBIHBIH OPTYPJIl KE3€HAEPIH Tasiaaiiabl
KOHE OCKEepH, OKIMIIUIIK dpl KOHBIC ayAapy IIapajapbl apachlHIAFbl apaKaTbIHACTHIH ©3repyiH
aHbIKTalIbl. Jlepekke3aepal CcalbICThIpMalbl Talljay pPECedIiK apXUBTIK JKOHE >KapusIaHFaH
Marepuaiaapasl L{luH oyipiHiH KYKaTTBIK JEPEKTEPIMEH CaJIBICTBIpYFa MYMKIHIIK Oepemi, Oy
HMIICPUSIIBIK ~ casicaT MEeH  OHIPJIK  yAepicTepli  TYCIHAIpyIeri  YKCacTBIKTap  MEH
aillbIpMalIbUIBIKTApAbl  alKbIHAAYFa Skargail kacaiinpl. [IpoOieMalbIK-XpOHONOTHSIIBIK — 9JIIC
Peceiifin eHipre OipTiHIAEN €HY Ke3€HJAEPIH — IIEKapalbIK >Kelliep MEH OCKepH OeKIHICTepiH
KYpbUTYbIHaH OacTan oKIMIILTIK MHCTUTYTTap/bIH KAIbIITACYbl MEH IIapyaiapbl KOHBICTAHABIPY
casiCaThIHBIH )KY3€re acyblHa ACWIHT1 yAepICTep i KapacThIpy YIIiH KoaaaHbiabl. COHBIMEH KaTap,
KbITall TapuxHaMachIHbIH Ka3zak ganmaceiHaarsl PeceiiliH oTapiblK SKCIIaHCUSICHIH 3epTTEyre KOCKaH
yiecin Oaranay MaKcaThIH/Ia TApUXHAMABIK Talay KYpri3iiai. 3epTrey OapbhIChIHAA PECEHITIK KoHe
[{uH noyipiHiH MaTepualJapblHbIH LIBIFY TErl, KOHTEKCTI, CEHIMALIIN MEH MIEKTEYIepiH aHbIKTAY
VIIIH JepeKKe3diK ChIH ofici maigamnaneuinbl. Homuowcenep. XXypriziiren tanmay Kazak
JaJachbIHAAFbl JKayjan aly >KOHe KOHBICTaHAbIpy cascaThl Peceil mmmnepusichlHblH OpTablk
A3usiarel KEHEIO CTPATETUsChIHBIH aXKbIpaMac Oelliri OosFaHbIH KepceTelll. 3epTTeNreH peceiik
KOHE LIMHAIK IePEeKTep oCKepH HIENTepiH KYPBUTYhl, OKIMIIUTIK pedopMaap/IiblH KYPriziyi koHe
HIapyanap/ibl KOHBICTaH/BIPY CasicaThl ASCTYPIIl XKep Maiiaanany )KyHeciH e3repTil, Ka3ak Kelnemi
KOFAMBIHBIH QJIEyMETTIK-DKOHOMHKAJIBIK HET3/IepiH eneyli TypAe KalTa KaJblTacThIpFaHbIH
nonenneiai. byn mapanap xalblIsIMIapra KODKETIMIUTIKTI PETTEUTIH AOCTYpili HHCTUTYTTAPAbIH
oncipeyiHe, Jana XaJKbl apachlHIArbl QJIEYMETTIK JKIKTEIYAIH KYLICIOIHE »OHE HEri3iHeH Mal
[IapyallbUIbIFbIHA CYWEHTeH AKOHOMMKAHBIH OIPTIHJEN OTBHIPBHIKIIBI 9pi EriHIIUIK CHUIATTaFbl
[IapyalbUIbIK TYpJIEpiHe KollyiHe bIKNal eTTi. Kopeimuinovl. Kazak nanacsinbelH Peceil TapanbiHan
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OTapJIaHYBIHBIH TapPUXHAMAChl UMIEPHUSIIBIK SKCIIAHCHSIHBIH OCKEPH, OKIMIIUIIK, AEMOTPa(HsIIBIK
XKOHE MOJIeHU (aKTOpJapJblH BIKIAIBIMEH JKy3ere ackaH KypJemi opi Oiprinzen epOireH yaepic
OonFaHbIH KepceTeni. Peceiimik, Ka3aKCTaHABIK, OaTbICTBIK >KOHE KBITAMIBIK 3epTTeyepai
CaNBICTBIPY OJApABIH TYCIHAIPYJIEpIHAE aWbIpMAIIbUIBIKTAPABIH Oap €KEHiH, COHBIMEH Karap
OTapibIK OWJIKTIH ©HIpre THUTI3reH TyOereiii BIKMaJdblH OPTAaK MOWBIHIAMTHIHBIH aHFAPTaJbl.
KpITaliIbIK 3€pTTeYIIEp MEH ACPEKKO3AEP/Ii FHUIBIMHU alfHAJIBIMFA CHTi3y TApPUXHAMAJIBIK TaJIKbIIAY/IbI
OaiiprTei, Kas3ak mamacelHBIH OTapiblK TpaHCHOPMAIMACHIH KEHIpEK opi KaH-)KaKThl TYCIHYyre
MYMKIHJIK Oepei.

Tyiiin ce3mep: nartmanblk Pecelf, Ka3zak nayiacel, *ayiam aiy, KeIli-KOH CascaThbl, OTapJIbIK
skcnancusi, Opranblk A3usl, TapuxHama.

Joiiexce3 ymin: Ban fl., TememoBa ¥. XK. Peceiinin Kazak namacelH oTapiaybl: NMITEPHSIIBIK
HKCTIAHCHUSI MEH OTAPJIBIK TPaHCHOPMAIIMSIHBIH PECEHITIK, Ka3aKCTaH/IbIK, OATHICTHIK KOHE KhITAHIIBIK
TapuxHaManbIK Kelpiapsl / Asian Journal “Steppe Panorama”. 2026. T. 13. Ne 4. 1155-1174 60.
(Arpin.). DOI: 10.51943/3135-8055_2026_13_4_1155-1174

POCCHUHCKAS KOJIOHU3AIIUA KABAXCKOM CTEIHA: UICTOPAOT PA®UA
W3YUYEHUS UMITEPCKOM DKCITAHCHUU Y KOJTOHUAJBHONU TPAHC®OPMAIINA

Amun Ban’, Tynewosa Ynocan Kaneenovinogna?*

'Kazaxckuil HallMOHAJIbHBIA YHUBEPCUTET UMEHHU allb-Dapadu

(71, np. anp-Papadbu, Anmatel, 050040, Pecnyosmnka Kazaxcran)
JOKTOpPAHT

Lztps://orcid.org/0009-0001-0751-136X E-mail: wyating18@gmail.com

2Kazaxckuil HallMOHAIBHBIA YHUBEPCUTET UMEHU allb-Dapadu

(71, np. anp-Papadbu, Anmatser, 050040, Peciyonrka Kazaxcran)

PhD, noneHT-uccnemoBarTeip

iztps://orcid.org/0000-0003-2826-553X E-mail: tuleshova.ulzhan@kaznu.kz

*KoppecnoHaeHT-aBTop

© NS umenn Y. Y. Banuxanosa, 2026
© Bas 4., Tynewosa Y. XK., 2026

Annoranus. Beeoenue. B XVIII-XIX Bekax mapckas Poccust mocinenoBaTebHO paciiupsiia CBOM
KOHTpPOJIb HaJ Kazaxckoit crenbto. B pamkax 3Toro mnporecca ObUTH MPEANPUHATHI TPU OCHOBHBIX
miara: MOJYMHECHUE Ka3aXCKUX )KY30B, CTPOMTEIBCTBO BOCHHBIX YKPCIUICHHH W BHEIPEHHE TaK
HA3bIBACMOT0 «TpakaaHckoro ymparieHus». K cepemmne XIX Beka Poccuiickas wummepus
3aBEpIIKIIa 3aBOEBAHUE PETHOHA, U CTEIb (OPMAJILHO BOIILIA B cocTaB uMmnepuu. OTHOBPEMEHHO C
3THM 1APCKOE€ MPABUTEIbCTBO TPUCTYNMIO K TIEPECEICHUIO HACEJICHUST B PErHOH, 4YTO
COINPOBOXKJAJIOCH arpapHON KOJIOHHM3AlWeH, aKTHBHBIM HW3BATHEM 3€MEllb U  YKPCIUICHUEM
UMIIEPCKOro KOHTpoJisi. Hacnenue 3aBoeBaHUS M TEPECEICHUSCKOW TOJMTUKHA OKa3alio TIIyOOKOe
BIIUSIHUE HAa DTHUYECKUH COCTAB U SI3bIKOBO-KYJIBTYPHYIO HACHTUYHOCTh cCOBpeMeHHoro Kaszaxcrana.
JlaHHBIN mpoliecc MpeAcTaBiseT cOOOW BaXKHBIM MpUMep JUIsl W3Y4YEHHS KOJOHHMAIu3Ma H
MTOCTKOJIOHHANTN3Ma, IEMOHCTPUPYS, KaKUM 00pa3oM UMIIEpCKas BIACTh KCIOJIb30Bajia BOCHHBIE,
aJIMMHHUCTPATUBHBIC U JeMOorpaduueckue MeXaHU3Mbl JUIsl YCTAHOBJICHUS U PACHIMPEHUS] KOHTPOJISI
HaJ KOYeBBIM oOmecTBoM. HecMoTpss Ha 3HAUMTENbHBIA MAacCHUB HCCIEAOBAaHUN MO JIaHHOU
npoOieMaTuke, KUTANCKUE WCCIENOBaHUS M HUCTOYHUKUA OCTAIOTCS BaXXHBIM PECypcoM st
MOHUMAaHUS TOJUTUKH U TpakTHK Poccuiickoit mmnepun B Kazaxckoit cremm. [ens u 3adauu
uccneoosanus. llenblo TaHHOTO HCCIENOBAHUS SIBISETCS aHAIW3 OCHOBHBIX ASTAIlOB JKCIIAHCHU
Poccuiickoit umnepun B Kazaxckoii cTenu U pacCMOTpPEHHUE POJIUA TEPECEIeHYECKON MOIUTHKU B
YKPETJICHHH UMIIEPCKOTO TOCTIOJICTBA B PETHOHE Ha OCHOBE 0030pa CYIIECTBYIOIIEH ncTopuorpaduu
¢ 0cOObIM BHHMaHHEM K KUTAalCKUM HCCIEOBaHUSAM. B cTaThe paccMaTpuBaeTcs, KakKuM 00pa3om
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Poccuss mocrteneHHO ycTaHaBiMBajga KOHTPOJIb HaJ Ka3aXCKMMM JKy3aMH, CTPOWJIAa BOECHHBIE
YKpEIUIEHUs, BHEIpsIa aAMUHHUCTPAaTUBHBIE MHCTUTYTHI M OKa3blBaja BJIMSHHE HA COLMAJIBHO-
SKOHOMMUECKYIO JKU3Hb Ka3axOB IIOCPEJICTBOM IIEPECENIEHUsI PYCCKOTO HacejgeHus. B ocHoBe
WCCIICIOBAaHUS  JIeKAT MaTepuaibl LIeHTpaabHOTO TOCYHapCTBEHHOTO apxuBa PecmyOnuku
Kazaxcran, coopuuk nokymentoB «Kazaxcko-pycckue otnomenus B XVII-XIX Bekax», memyapsl
. ®@. babkoBa «Bocromunanus o Moei ciyx6e B 3amaguoit Cubupmy», tpyast Y. U. Banuxanosa u
pabdora M. A. TepentheBa «Mcropuss 3aBoeBanus Cpenneir Aswm». JlaHHBIE MaTepHAIIbI
paccMaTpUBaIOTCS B COMOCTABIICHNUH ¢ O(DUIIMAIEHONW XPOHUKOH MpaBiieHus umrneparopa L{sabiryna
«un Taomzyn mwny» (Qing Gaozong Shilu). Dtot BaxHbIN ucTOYHMK 310Xu LluH comepxut
LIEHHBIE CBEJCHUS O Ka3aXCKUX *Ky3aX M UX CBA3SIX C COCEAHUMM pernoHamu LleHTpanbHO# A3uu,
IIPEIOCTABIISIST aJbTEPHATUBHBIM B3IJIS] HAa MMIIEPCKYIO SKCIIAHCUIO B cTend. B uccienoBanuu
MIPUMEHSIETCSI KOMIUIEKC UCTOPUYECKUX METO/I0B. ABTOPHI HCIOIb3YIOT HCTOPUKO-CPaBHUTEIbHBIN
METOJ Il aHAJIU3a Pa3IudHbIX 3TAllOB POCCHUICKON DKCIAaHCHH B Ka3axCKyro CTENb U BBISBICHUS
W3MEHSIIOIIETOCS] COOTHOUIEHHWSI BOEHHBIX, AaJMUHUCTPATUBHBIX U TIEPECEIIEHYECKUX Mep.
CpaBHUTENIBbHBI aHaJIM3 MCTOYHHUKOB MO3BOJIAET COINOCTaBUTh POCCUHCKHME apXUBHBbIE U
OMyOJMKOBAaHHbIE MaTepHalibl C JOKYMEHTAJIBHBIMH CBHJIETENbCTBAMU 310Xy [luH, BbIABIAA
CXOJACTBA W Pa3IU4Msl B HHTEPIPETALUU HMMIIEPCKOM MOJUTUKA M PETHOHAIBHBIX IPOILIECCOB.
[Ipo0eMHO-XpOHONIOTHUECKU METOJ TMpUMEHSIeTCS JJs MPOCIEKHUBAHUS TOCIEI0BaTEeNbHBIX
3TaroB POCCUNWCKOrO MPOHUKHOBEHUS! B PETHOH — OT CO3/IaHUSI MOTPAHUYHBIX JIMHUNA U BOCHHBIX
YKperieHu 110 (QOpMHUpPOBAaHUS aJIMUHUCTPATUBHBIX HWHCTUTYTOB W peajlu3alld TOJUTUKU
KpEeCThsIHCKOTO nepecenenus. Kpome toro, uctopuorpaduyeckuii anaan3 UCIOIb3yeTCs TSl OLEHKU
BKJIa/1a KHTAaHCKOM UCTOpUOTpaduu B M3ydeHNE POCCUNCKOM KOJIOHUATTbHOM dKcrmancuu B Kazaxckoit
crenu. Ha npoTspkeHnn Bcero McciaeoBaHus MPUMEHSETCS KpUTUUECKUN aHallu3 UCTOYHUKOB IS
OLICHKHM MPOUCXOXKJEHUS, KOHTEKCTa, JOCTOBEPHOCTHM W OTPAHUYEHUN KaK POCCUMCKHMX, TaK W
LMUHCKUX MaTepuanoB. Pezyrbmamei. [IpoBeqEHHBIN aHAIN3 IOKA3bIBAET, YTO MOJIUTHKA 3aBOCBAHUS
u nepeceneHus B Ka3zaxckoll crenu sBIsIACh HEOTHEMIIEMOM YacThiO 00Jiee MIUPOKOHM CTpaTeruu
skcnancun Poccuiickoit umnepun B LlentpanbHoit A3uu. McciienoBaHHbIE pOCCUIICKHE W IIUHCKUE
WCTOYHUKHA CBUACTEIBCTBYIOT O TOM, 4YTO CO3/aHHE BOCHHBIX JIMHUM, IPOBEJCHHE
aIMUHHUCTPATUBHBIX  pedopM U  peanu3auusi TOJUTHUKUA  KPECTbSIHCKOTO  IepecesieHus
TpaHC(POPMUPOBATN TPATUIHMOHHBIE (OPMBI 3EMIICTIONB30BAHUS U CYIIECTBEHHO H3MEHWIN
COLIMANIbHO-3KOHOMHMYECKHUE OCHOBBI Ka3aXCKOTO0 KOUEBOT'0 OOIIecTBa. DTH MEphl CIIOCOOCTBOBAIIU
OCNIabJICHUI0 TPAAUIMOHHBIX HHCTUTYTOB, PETYIUPYIOIIUX JOCTYIl K MAacTOMIAM, YCHIUIU
couuanpHyo nuddepeHIanuo CTEMHOr0 HacelIeHUsI U COJICHCTBOBANIM MOCTETIEHHOMY IEpexoy
OT MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO CKOTOBOAYECKOI S5KOHOMUKH K 00JIee OCeIbIM U 3eMJIeIeTIbYeCKUM (popMam
X035MCTBEHHOM ACSITEIBHOCTHU. 3akntouenue. Victopuorpadus poccuiickoi kosonuzamuu Kazaxckoi
CTeNH TOKAa3bIBACT, YTO MMIEPCKas JKCHAHCHUS MPEACTaBIisAia COOOM MOCTENEHHBIM M CIOXKHBIN
nporecc, o0ycIOBICHHBII BOCHHBIMU, aIMUHUCTPATUBHBIMU, AEMOTpahUIECKUMU U KyJIbTYPHBIMU
¢dakTopamu. CoNOCTaBICHHE POCCUMCKUX, Ka3aXCKUX, 3alaJHbIX M KUTAMCKUX MCCIEeNOBaHUN
BBISIBIISICT KaK Pa3JIMYMsl B UHTEPIPETAIUAX, TaK U 00IIee MPU3HaHKe MPEo0pas3yIoIero BO3AeHCTBUS
KOJIOHMAJIBHOTO TOCIOJACTBAa HA PEruoH. BKiIroueHMEe KUTAMCKUX MCCIEIOBAHUM M HCTOYHUKOB
oboramaer wucTopuorpaduvecKyr0 AUCKYCCHIO M TO3BOJSET IIHUPE B3INIAHYTh Ha MPOLecc
KOJIOHHaNbHOH TpaHcdopmanun Kazaxckoii crenu.

KioueBbie cioBa: napckas Poccust, Kasaxckas cremns, 3aBoeBaHue, NepeceeHUECcKas MMOJIUTUKA,
KOJIOHMaNbHas SKcnaHcus, LlentpanbHas A3us, uctopuorpadpus

Jns nurupoBanusi: Ban ., Tymemosa V. JK. Poccuiickas kononmszaums Kazaxckoil crenu:
poccuiickue, Ka3zaxCKue, 3amagHble U KUTaWCKue HUCTOpHOTrpapHuuecKue MEepCHeKTHUBBl M3Y4YEeHUS
MMIEPCKO 3KCIIaHCUM U KOJIOHUaJIbHOU TpaHchopmaru // Asian Journal “Steppe Panorama”. 2026.
T. 13. Ne 4. C. 1155-1174. (Ha anr.). DOI: 10.51943/3135-8055_2026_13 4 1155-1174

Introduction. Before the 17th century, Russia was still largely a landlocked country. In order
to gain access to the Baltic Sea, Russia fought a war against Sweden for more than twenty years in
the first half of the 18th century; in order to seize the Black Sea, Russia launched more than ten wars
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of aggression against the Ottoman Empire. Nevertheless, the main strategic goal of Russian foreign
policy was not the Atlantic, but the Indian Ocean. In a letter he wrote just prior to his own death in
1725, Peter the Great expressed his global strategy of competing for dominance in the world when he
said, “Get as close as you can to Constantinople and India; whoever controls those regions will control
the world. When Persia has declined, proceed through the Persian Gulf; if that is feasible, restore
ancient commerce with the Levant (today’s Middle East and southern Balkan area) and move onward
to India, which is the warehouse of the earth. Once this is achieved, we will no longer need English
gold [Li, 1988: 34-58]. Central Asia was the necessary route for Russia to achieve this strategic goal,
and the Kazakh Steppe positioned directly between Russia and the khanates of southern Central Asia.
Peter the Great attempted to bypass the Kazakh Steppe by advancing southward along two routes on
its flanks — the western route along the Caspian Sea and the eastern route along the Irtysh River — but
neither succeeded. After failing to advance into Central Asia along these two routes, he chose a third
route: moving southward directly through the Kazakh Steppe. He came to recognize that the Kazakh
Steppe was the throat and gateway to all Asian countries and territories. Building on Li Jijun's
interpretation of Peter I's strategic thinking, it becomes clear that Russia's interest in Central Asia was
connected to the broader southern orientation of Russian foreign policy. The evidence presented by
Li highlights the importance of Constantinople, Persia, and India in the strategic vision of the Russian
state. Within this framework, Central Asia was regarded as an important direction for Russia's
advance into Asia, while the Kazakh Steppe occupied a key transit position between the Russian
frontier line and the khanates of southern Central Asia (Li, 1988: 34-58]) Consequently, Russian
authorities viewed the Kazakh Steppe not merely as a remote nomadic frontier, but as a strategic
space through which imperial influence could be gradually extended and consolidated. At that time,
however, due to wars in the west, Russia was unable to launch a large-scale military invasion of the
Kazakh Steppe, and therefore adopted a strategy of gradual encroachment. The gradual expansion of
Russian power and the construction of frontier fortifications were among the principal instruments of
imperial colonization in the Kazakh Steppe. The step-by-step incorporation of the region into the
Russian Empire created a path-dependent process in which each stage of military, administrative, and
settlement policies laid the foundation for subsequent colonial transformations. This article examines
Russian, Kazakh, and Chinese scholarship on the colonization of the Kazakh Steppe, paying
particular attention to the gradual character of Russian imperial expansion and the contribution of
Chinese historiography to the study of these processes.

Materials and methods. This study examines the expansion of the Russian Empire into the
Kazakh Steppe in the XVII-XIX centuries, with particular attention to the connection between
conquest, administrative control, and migration policy. The source base of the article includes
materials from the Central State Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan, published documents on
Kazakh-Russian relations, I. F. Babkov’s memoirs “Memories of My Service in Western Siberia”,
the works of Kazakh intellectuals such as Ch. Ch. Valikhanov, Abay Kunanbayev, and M. A.
Terentyev’s “History of the Conquest of Central Asia”. In addition, “Qing Gaozong shilu”, the official
chronicle of the Qianlong emperor’s reign, is used as a supplementary source for understanding the
position of the Kazakh Zhuzes in the wider Central Asian context.

A revealing episode recorded in juan 1094 of the Qing Gaozong Shilu, corresponding to the
eleventh month of the forty-fourth year of the Qianlong reign, illustrates the position of the Kazakhs
within the broader political landscape of Inner Asia. According to the record, a group of Kazakhs
who had arrived in the Ili region to trade livestock carried a letter concerning the Kazakh ruler Ablai
(Abulebis) and his intention to send his son to Russia [Qing Gaozong Shilu, juan 1094, Qianlong 44th
year, 11th month]. In the imperial decree, this event was interpreted as evidence of the Kazakhs'
intermediate position between the Qing Empire and Russia. As a result, the source allows the Kazakh
Steppe to be viewed not only in the context of Russian expansion but also as a space where Qing,
Russian, and Kazakh political interests intersected and interacted.

The article combines source analysis with a historical-comparative and problem-chronological
approach. These methods are used to compare the main stages of Russian advance into the Steppe, to
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trace the transition from frontier control and fortress construction to administrative incorporation and
settlement policy. At the same time, the study also reassesses Russian, Kazakhstani, Chinese, and
Western historiography in order to show how the same process has been explained from different
scholarly perspectives. This issue is significant because Russian expansion into the Kazakh Steppe
has been interpreted differently based on national historiographical traditions. Historians of the
Russian Empire and later the Soviet Union have focused primarily on the construction of states,
administrative systems or military strategies used to expand into regions such as the Kazakh Steppe.
Kazakh historiography paid attention to the loss of political autonomy by their ancestors and the
social transformations that took place among them. Western and Chinese scholarship have tended to
view the Kazakh Steppes in terms of larger Eurasia and geopolitics. Therefore, it is necessary to
synthesize all of the existing interpretations (Russian Empire-Soviet Union, Kazakh, Western, and
Chinese) in order to develop a complete and adequate understanding of this subject. Particular
attention is given to Chinese historiography and source materials, which remain underutilized in
studies of Russian expansion into the Kazakh Steppe and Central Asia. By incorporating these
perspectives, this article seeks to address an important gap in the existing literature and represents an
initial step toward a more integrated and multi-perspective interpretation of the region’s colonial
history.

The focus of this research is also not limited to immigration as an exclusively social concern
within Russian society. The issues of land use limitations and population pressures are certainly
relevant; however, these factors alone cannot fully account for why immigration was such a central
policy decision in terms of settling the Kazakh Steppe under the Tsarist regime. In addition to serving
the needs of immigrants themselves, immigration also had value for the empire. It contributed to the
solidification of border areas into the empire; it promoted the expansion of agricultural colonies; and
it changed the relationship between the nomadic lifestyle and the sedentary lifestyle of the Kazakhs.

The article is guided by the approaches of imperial history, frontier studies, and colonial studies.
However, the main attention paid to “path dependence” in colonial actions of imperial Russia in
incorporating the Kazakh steppe through military, administrative and social methods. These
perspectives make it possible to examine Russian expansion into the Kazakh Steppe not only as a
series of military campaigns, but also as a long process of administrative incorporation, land
redistribution, resettlement, and cultural influence. The materials are analyzed through source
criticism: archival documents, published collections, memoirs, and historiographical works are
compared with attention to their origin, purpose, and historical context.

Discussion. The expansion of the Russian Empire into the Kazakh Steppe has long drawn the
attention of historians. Early studies focused largely on Russia’s military advance, diplomatic
pressure on the Kazakh Zhuzes, the construction of fortress lines, and the gradual erosion of Kazakh
political autonomy. M.A. Terentyev’s “History of the Conquest of Central Asia” is one of the
important works in this tradition, offering detailed accounts of campaigns, fortifications, and the
southward shift of Russian power (Terentyev, 1906: 34-38). Therefore, this source is especially
useful for tracing the gradual establishment of Tsarist rule across Central Asia and the Kazakh Steppe.

Later research has placed this development into a larger imperial context. Western scholars
such Pierce, Brower, Morrison, and Hosking have suggested that an assessment of the extent of
conquest cannot be limited strictly to military aspects alone. According to their arguments, conquest
should be viewed as well in the context of the establishment of administrative systems and the
eventual inclusion of conquered areas into the empire (Pierce, 1960: 42-45; Brower, 2003: 61-64;
Morrison, 2008: 27-31; Hosking, 1997: 218-222). The contribution of these studies lies in moving
the discussion beyond a simple narrative of expansion, showing that imperial rule required not only
armies and forts, but also laws, officials, administrative categories, and concrete political practices.
Such studies offer important theoretical perspectives on the nature of imperial colonization and the
reactions of steppe societies to Russian expansion. They incorporate a variety of analytical
frameworks, including path dependence, comparative imperial history, and examinations of the
similarities and differences between the Russian Empire and other colonial empires.
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The other area of study has examined the frontier of the Steppe and how the Russian Empire
ruled nomadic communities. Through his analysis of the Russian Steppe frontier, M. Khodarkovsky
demonstrates how relationships with nomadic peoples changed as time progressed; from initial
diplomatic relations, alliances, tributes, negotiations at an earlier point to reliance and colonial
dependency at a later stage (Khodarkovsky, 2002: 176-181). This approach helps explain why
Russian control over the Kazakh Steppe was established gradually rather than through immediate
conquest. It highlights the path-dependent nature of imperial expansion, as each stage of military,
administrative, and settlement policies created the conditions for further advances. Over time, the
relatively flexible relations that characterized the frontier were replaced by more formalized and
centralized structures of imperial rule.

The research of Virginia Martin provides a third avenue to explore. She examines how Russian
rule impacted the development of customary law as practiced by the Kazakh people of the Middle
Horde, as well as how Russian rule negatively affected established Kazakh customs and the
institutions that supported them (Martin, 2001: 83-88). Similarly, lan Campbell concentrates his
analysis on the intermediary agents of the Kazakh, local knowledge and the day-to-day operations of
imperialism in the Steppe (Campbell, 2017: 112-118). Overall, together Martin's and Campbell's
analyses demonstrate that Imperial authority was based not only upon visible force or coercion, but
also based on legal influence, institutionalized local knowledge, collaboration with select elite within
the local population, and over time an evolution of all aspects of every-day politics. These works
illustrate how the incorporation of the Kazakh Steppe into the Russian Empire proceeded gradually
across different regions. They reveal how imperial institutions and policies were introduced step by
step, reshaping the political, legal, and social structures of Kazakh nomadic society and extending
imperial influence into various aspects of the traditional steppe system.

George Demko's research on Russian colonization of the Kazakh Steppe is a significant study
for how peasants were able to settle and had their land redistribution during the later years of the
Russian Empire (Demko, 1969: 55-60). Demko makes it apparent that, settlement was directly
connected with the conversion of land use in the Steppe. William Sunderland considers Russian
colonization as part of a larger, imperial process. The Empire sought to develop unsettled frontiers
into productive, agricultural spaces, which would make these areas more manageable for the State
(Sunderland, 2004: 142—147). Moon’s research on agriculture and environmental change takes this
discussion further. His work shows that the spread of farming altered the ecological conditions of the
grasslands — conditions on which nomadic society had traditionally relied (Moon, 2013: 201-207).
This point is especially vital, because migration was not simply a demographic or administrative
process, it also changed the relationship between people, land, and environment. Brusina and Malikov
pay more attention to Slavic settlers, Cossack groups, and the formation of borderland communities
in Central Asia and northern Kazakhstan (Brusina, 2001: 74-79; Malikov, 2011: 96-101). Their
studies help explain how the imperial presence became rooted in local society through settlement,
military service, and everyday frontier life.

Though Soviet scholarship was shaped by specific ideological and theoretical assumptions,
many of these works continue to provide valuable insights into the history of the Kazakh Steppe and
Russian imperial expansion. For instance, the collection “Materials on the History of the Political
System of Kazakhstan”, compiled by the Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR, contains
important primary source documents on changes in administrative practice and the destruction of
traditional forms of governance (Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR, 1960: 45-49). These types
of resources are very important in demonstrating how the implementation of imperial reform affected
the way Kazakh society organized itself internally, as well as who had authority - the khans, sultans
and customary law.

Particularly important for understanding this issue are the writings of Chokan Valikhanov and
Abai Kunanbayev, which provide valuable insight into Kazakh intellectual and cultural responses to
Russian imperial expansion. As a result of receiving a Russian education, moving among Russian
academics, and generally being educated within an imperial context, Chokan Valikhanov's experience
illustrates both the opportunities and complexities which existed for Kazakh intellectuals as a new
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social class. While Abai Kunanbayev studied Russian literature and education he also thought deeply
about the future of Kazakh society (Valikhanov, 1985: 132-136; Kunanbayev, 1970: 58-62). Their
writings demonstrate that Russian domination did not occur uniformly, instead of it, there were both
inequalities-dominations in response to the presence of Russia. But there were also open channels for
cultural-education opportunities to be used by a small number of Kazakh elite.

Taken together, these Kazakhstani materials show that Russian expansion affected Kazakh
society not only politically, but also socially and culturally. Kazakhstani historiography usually pays
particular attention to the weakening of traditional political structures, changes in land relations, and
the pressure created by imperial administrative and migration policies. At the same time, the works
of Valikhanov and Kunanbayev help to show how a small part of the Kazakh educated elite responded
to these changes in cultural and intellectual life (Valikhanov, 1985: 132—-136; Kunanbayev, 1970: 58—
62).

A significant yet underutilized body of evidence for the study of Russian colonial expansion
in the Kazakh Steppe can be found in Chinese sources and Chinese scholarship. In Kazakh
historiography, these materials have generally been examined within the framework of Kazakh-
Chinese relations in the 17th to 19th centuries. Nevertheless, Chinese chronicles and historical studies
also contain substantial information on Russian imperial activities, the expansion of Russian
influence, and the transformation of political relations among the Kazakhs and other Central Asian
peoples. Their wider use has the potential to broaden the source base and provide a more balanced
understanding of Russian colonialism in the region. Chinese researchers for the most part study
Russian actions in Central Asia based on geopolitical and historical perspectives for the entire area
of Central Asia as well as through the lens of imperial strategies. Yu Chunling has documented the
transformation of Russian policy towards Central Asia throughout the 19th century (Yu, 2004: 45—
47) and Meng Nan has focused on how the Russian administration used to function in this geographic
area (i.e., their policies and governance) (Meng, 2010: 118-123). Ding Duben, has looked at Russian
expansion in terms of the greater history of modern Central Asia (Ding, 2003: 214-219) and L.i
Shuyun, analyzed the geopolitical rationality that drove Tsarist Russia's move toward Central Asia
(Li, 2004: 36-39). These analyses are similar to one another because each analysis views the Kazakh
Steppe as interrelated to other geographical areas and to the rivalry between different empires in
Central Asia. In Chinese historiography, this issue is often examined not only in terms of Russia’s
advance into the Kazakh Steppe itself, but also in relation to broader questions of routes, borders, and
trade in Central Asia. In his discussion of the southern orientation of Russian policy, Li Jijun explains
why the Kazakh Steppe was viewed as a convenient corridor to the Central Asian khanates and,
beyond them, to the East (Li, 1988: 34-58). Ding Duben and Li Shuyun place this question within a
wider Central Asian context, arguing that the gradual strengthening of Russia’s position in the Steppe
affected established connections between Xinjiang and Central Asia and influenced the strategic
position of the Qing Empire along its northwestern frontier (Ding, 2003: 214-219; Li, 2004: 36—-39).

Much of the existing literature provides insight into the role of the Russian Empire within its
territorial expansion throughout the Kazakh Steppe. The processes of military conquest, fortress
building, administrative reform, changes to the law and immigration have each been studied by
researchers working from their own perspective. In addition to these areas there are several that need
additional study. A significant portion of the literature has treated military conquest and immigration
as distinct and separate elements of the overall process. Therefore, the relationships among military
control, administrative reform, land policy and population relocation are at times unclear.

The separation of conquest from colonization has resulted in a limited view of Russian
expansion. When the study of conquest is confined to the military and political process of
incorporating lands into Russia, then the subsequent changes in land use and social structure of that
area could be seen as secondary. Similarly when the causes of migration are viewed only through the
lens of internal land shortages or population pressures within Russia, then the role of migration as
part of the colonizing process in the Kazakh Steppes would be under estimated. These two processes
are interwoven. The creation of military and administrative control over this territory provided the
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environment necessary for the settlers, while migration itself helped solidify imperial authority and
provide permanence to the presence of Russians throughout this region.

For this reason, the present article discusses conquest and migration within a single framework.
Migration is not treated merely as a later consequence of expansion. It is also one of the main means
by which the Russian Empire strengthened and maintained its authority over the Kazakh Steppe. Seen
in this way, Russian expansion can be understood as a long-term colonial process—one that combined
military force, administrative reform, land redistribution, settlement, and cultural influence. At the
same time, the article incorporates Chinese historiography and source materials, which provide an
important external perspective on these developments and remain underutilized in studies of Russian
colonial expansion in the Kazakh Steppe and Central Asia.

Results. In the XVIII century, the Kazakh Steppe became increasingly important in Russia’s
southward policy. Russia’s earlier attempts to approach Central Asia through the Caspian direction
and along the Irtysh River did not bring the expected results. After these failures, Russian authorities
began to see the Kazakh Steppe as a more direct route toward the khanates of southern Central Asia
and further into Asia. Since Russia was still unable to launch a large-scale military campaign in the
Steppe at that time, it preferred a gradual policy based on diplomacy, frontier influence, fortress
construction, and separate agreements with Kazakh rulers.

Russian influence in the Kazakh Steppe expanded through several connected measures. These
included drawing the Kazakh ruling elite into relations of dependence, building military posts on
steppe territory, and later introducing new forms of administrative governance (Martin, 2001: 34—
39). This policy was closely connected with the internal situation of the Kazakh Khanate. The Kazakh
Zhuzes were divided, and at the same time they faced serious pressure from the Dzungar Khanate.
Under these conditions, some Kazakh rulers began to look to Russia for military and political support.
For the Russian Empire, this created an opportunity to strengthen its position in the region (Moiseev,
1991: 112-118).

As early as 1717, Abulkhair Khan asked Tsar Peter | of Russia for help against the Dzungars.
In 1718, Tauke Khan also sent envoys to Peter I, seeking “eternal peace and friendship” with Russia.
In response, the Russian government instructed the Siberian governor and the Kalmyk leaders to
maintain good relations with the Kazakhs and, if possible, to support them in the event of Dzungar
attacks (Suleimenov, Moiseev, 1988: 78-82). These contacts did not yet mean direct Russian rule,
but they opened the way for closer political dependence between some Kazakh rulers and the Russian
Empire.

The Junior Zhuz was the first Kazakh political group to enter into closer relations with Russia.
Its location near the Ural Mountains and the Ural River made contact with Russian authorities more
frequent than in other parts of the Steppe. In 1726, a Russian delegate visited Abulkhair Khan on the
Karakum Steppe. After this visit, Abulkhair sent a delegation led by Koybagar Kobekov to St.
Petersburg and asked for military assistance against the Dzungars. At the same time, tensions between
the rulers of the Junior and Middle Zhuzes increased. These internal divisions encouraged Abulkhair
to seek Russian support. By the autumn of 1730, he had formally offered allegiance to Russia and
opened negotiations with imperial authorities (Suleimenov, Moiseev, 1988: 95-101).

On September 8, 1730, Abulkhair sent a new delegation to St. Petersburg. It was headed by
Seitkul Koydagulov and Kutlumbet Koshtayev, who asked Empress Anna lvanovna to accept the
Junior Zhuz under the authority of the Russian Empire. On February 19, 1731, the empress accepted
this petition and issued an imperial charter to Abulkhair Khan and “to all the Kazakhs.” Later, on
October 10 of the same year, the Russian envoy Tevkelev met with Kazakh leaders, and Abulkhair
confirmed his submission to Russia (Campbell, 2017: 47-50).

The position of the Middle Zhuz was more complicated. Abulkhair and Tevkelev tried to
persuade Sameke Khan to pledge allegiance to Russia. Sameke Khan initially agreed, but this
agreement was unstable. Opposition to Russia soon appeared among leaders of the Middle Zhuz.
Barak Khan and other regional rulers rejected Russian demands, fearing the loss of freedom and
political independence. At the same time, renewed Dzungar attacks again forced some Kazakh rulers
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to seek Russian support. Sameke Khan later sent envoys to Ufa to express his loyalty to Russia
(Terentyev, 1906: 107-110). These events show that Kazakh-Russian relations in the first decades of
the XVIII century were not simply one-sided. Kazakh khans were not passive subjects of Russian
policy; they also tried to use Russian support according to their own political needs.

The Senior Zhuz had a different position. It did not share a direct border with the Russian
Empire, but the construction of Orenburg increased Russian influence over the Steppe as a whole. In
letters to the Russian government, Zholbarys Khan expressed his willingness to establish relations
with Russia. However, his main interest was connected with trade through Orenburg rather than full
political submission. On September 19, 1738, Empress Anna Ivanovna signed a decree allowing the
inclusion of the Senior Zhuz into the Russian Empire. In practice, however, Zholbarys Khan did not
intend to place the Senior Zhuz under real Russian sovereignty, so this act remained largely formal
(Khafizova, 2019: 63-67).

By the mid-XVIII century, the Junior and Middle Zhuzes had formally pledged allegiance to
Russia, but this allegiance was still mostly symbolic, because the Kazakhs continued to live as
nomads and remained under the authority of their own khans. Qing materials allow us to clarify this
conclusion.. Juan 1094 of the Qing Gaozong Shilu records a letter concerning the Kazakh ruler
Abulebis and his intention to send his son to Russia (Qing Gaozong Shilu, juan 1094, Qianlong 44th
year, 11th month). The imperial decree noted that the Kazakhs had already acknowledged Qing
authority, while at the same time maintaining political ties with Russia as a powerful neighboring
state. This episode illustrates the position of the Kazakh rulers between two competing imperial
centers. It also suggests that formal allegiance to Russia did not necessarily imply complete
incorporation into the Russian imperial system. The Russian government had not yet established a
stable administrative system in the Steppe and did not collect taxes from the Kazakhs on a regular
basis (Martin, 2001: 41-44). At this stage, Russian influence relied mainly on diplomatic pressure,
separate agreements, frontier contacts, and the gradual construction of dependence, rather than on
direct colonial administration.

The second measure in Russia’s advance into the Kazakh Steppe was the construction of
military fortifications. While accepting the formal submission of some Kazakh rulers, Russia also
sought to strengthen its control over the Steppe and continue its southward expansion. For this
purpose, it began to build military fortresses on Kazakh pastoral lands. In 1724, Ivan Kirilov, an
official of the Governing Senate, proposed several measures for the management of the Kazakh
Steppe. These included opening a trade route from Russia to Central Asia, developing navigation on
the Aral Sea, and establishing commercial and political ties with the Central Asian khanates. Kirilov
also suggested building a fortress on the Or River, which later became the basis for the Orenburg
fortress. In his view, such fortresses would help Russia control the Kazakhs and serve as bases for
future movement toward southern Central Asia (Khodarkovsky, 2002: 172-176; Sunderland, 2004:
68-72). Ding Duben and Li Shuyun likewise connect this issue to the southern orientation of Russian
policy. In their interpretation, Russian fortifications in the Steppe served not only as defensive
structures along the frontier but also as strategic bases supporting further expansion into Central Asia
(Ding, 2003: 214-219; Li, 2004: 36-39). From this perspective, Orenburg and the successive lines of
fortifications established along the Ural, Ishim, and Irtysh rivers illustrate how a military presence
gradually evolved into a more permanent form of Russian influence and control in the Kazakh Steppe.

From that time onward, Russia gradually built fortifications on Kazakh pastoral lands along the
Ural, Ishim, and Irtysh rivers. Beginning with Tobolsk, which had developed from the former capital
of the Siberian Khanate, Russia expanded its line of fortresses over a long period. On the Irtysh line,
Yamyshev was built in 1715 and rebuilt in 1716 after its destruction by the Dzungars; Omsk was
founded in 1716, Zhelezinsk in 1717, Semipalatinsk in 1718, and Ust-Kamenogorsk in 1720. These
fortresses became the first military strongholds of Russian advance into the territory of present-day
Kazakhstan and later formed the basis of the Irtysh military line (Pierce, 1960: 35-41; Sunderland,
2004: 73-79).

The construction of these fortresses marked the beginning of a more active Russian colonial
presence in the Kazakh Steppe. Ust-Kamenogorsk, for example, was established near Lake Zaysan,

- |
1166



Asian Journal ”Steppe Panorama” 2026. 13 (4)

close to the Qing border; in Qing sources this area was known as Duigertula. Through the fortress
lines, Tsarist Russia gradually expanded its control over the Steppe. At the same time, the protection
and maintenance of these lines required a growing Russian population in the region. Citing “land
shortage” and “rural overpopulation” in Russia, as well as the claim that Kazakh nomads had not
made “rational use” of the Steppe, the imperial authorities began to encourage Russian settlement. In
this way, fortress construction became closely connected with the later migration of Russians into the
Kazakh Steppe (Demko, 1969: 35-42; Moon, 2013: 188-193; Sunderland, 2004: 96-101).

The construction of fortifications on Kazakh pastoral lands caused strong resistance among the
Kazakhs. In 1743, Kazakh groups raided Russian border settlements. In 1744, they attacked the
Russian frontier, seized a caravan travelling from Astrakhan to Khiva, and detained Lieutenant
Gladishev, who was travelling from Orenburg to the Karakalpaks. In response, Russian authorities
tried to use neighbouring peoples, including the Torguts, Kalmyks, and Bashkirs, against the
Kazakhs. In 1734, the Russian Foreign Affairs Committee instructed Kirilov that, in times of unrest,
one people should be used against another in order to preserve Russian strength. This policy
weakened Kazakh resistance and pushed Kazakh groups farther away from the defensive lines
(Suleimenov, Moiseev, 1988: 118-121; Khodarkovsky, 2002: 181-184; Martin, 2001: 49-52).

At first, many Russian fortresses were separate strongholds built along rivers and were not yet
connected with one another. They could not fully prevent Kazakh movements to the north or stop
attacks on Russian caravans. In the early XVIII century, however, the forts along the Irtysh were
gradually joined into the Siberian fortress line, stretching from Omsk to Ust-Kamenogorsk. During
the 1730s—1750s, another line developed along the Ural River, including Guryev, Uralsk, Orenburg,
and Orsk. Later, these lines were linked through Petropavlovsk and Omsk, creating a long chain of
fortifications from the northern Caspian region to Ust-Kamenogorsk. After this system was formed,
Russian control over the border zone became stronger, and Kazakh raids were increasingly restricted
(Pierce, 1960: 36-41; Sunderland, 2004: 73-79).

This n-shaped fortress line not only marked a new border zone between Russia and the Kazakh
Steppe, but also became a base for further southward expansion. In the 1820s, Russia began to
introduce the third measure in the Steppe — the so-called “civil administration.” Russian officials
believed that the political independence of the Middle and Junior Zhuzes could be finally weakened
only through new administrative regulations (Martin, 2001: 53-58; Campbell, 2017: 57-62). In 1820,
the Russian government established the Asian Committee, and soon after that began to prepare a
series of statutes for the Kazakh Steppe. These statutes were intended, first, to bring the Kazakh
nomads into the Russian administrative system, and second, to divide the Steppe into smaller
administrative units, making imperial rule easier to enforce (Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh
SSR, 1960: 52-57; Campbell, 2017: 63-67). From this viewpoint, administrative reforms were
significant not only for the internal governance of the Steppe. As Chinese scholars have noted, the
strengthening of Russian authority in Central Asia gradually altered the position of neighboring
frontier regions, including Xinjiang and territories connected to the Qing Empire (Ding, 2003: 214—
219; Li, 2004: 36-39). The introduction of districts, volosts, and auls can therefore be seen as marking
a transition from the formal allegiance of the Kazakhs to a more stable and institutionalized form of
Russian control over the Steppe, which had previously functioned as a zone of interaction among the
Kazakhs, Russia, and the Qing Empire.

In the early X1X century, M. M. Speransky, acting on the orders of the imperial government,
collected materials on Kazakh customary law and adapted them to the needs of Russian
administration. In 1822, he prepared the “Statute on the Siberian Kirghiz,” also known as the
Speransky Statute (Martin, 2001: 61-66; Pierce, 1960: 48-51). This statute created a new colonial
administrative structure in the Steppe. The traditional authority of khans was replaced by districts,
volosts, and auls, which were placed under Russian supervision. Local leaders could still hold certain
positions, but their decisions increasingly depended on approval from Russian officials (Martin, 2001:
67—73; Campbell, 2017: 68-74).

In 1838, Russia introduced the “Statute on the Separate Administration of the Siberian Kirghiz,”
which revised the 1822 statute and strengthened military-administrative control over the Steppe. The
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new system placed the Kazakhs under the authority of the Border Administration of the Siberian
Kirghiz, with its centre in Omsk. Most senior posts were held by Russian officials, while Kazakh
representatives were allowed only limited participation in local administration (Academy of Sciences
of the Kazakh SSR, 1960: 61-65; Martin, 2001: 74-78).

In 1842, the Russian authorities issued the Orenburg Kazakh Statute for the Junior Zhuz. The
territory of the Junior Zhuz was placed under the supervision of the Orenburg administration and
divided into eastern and western parts. Each part included several volosts, which were further divided
into auls. Auls were headed by Kazakh elders, while larger administrative units were supervised by
officials approved by the Russian authorities. In this way, the Russian government gradually replaced
the older political structure of the Zhuzes with a new administrative order based on imperial control
(Pierce, 1960: 52-55; Campbell, 2017: 75-80).

On the territory of the Senior Zhuz, Russia built administrative centers such as Kopal. Under
the jurisdiction of these administrative centers, the Kazakhs of the Senior Zhuz were required to pay
taxes and service fees to Russia every year. In January 1848, Russia promulgated a legislative statute
for the Senior Zhuz, the “Statute on the Administration and Nomadic System of the Kirghiz of the
Senior Zhuz.” This statute provided for the establishment of a police force under the jurisdiction of
the Governor-General of Siberia in order to maintain local order (Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh
SSR, 1960: 78-81; Pierce, 1960: 56-58). In May 1854, Russia separated the southern part of the
Kazakh Steppe, established Semipalatinsk Oblast, and promulgated the “Statute on the
Administration of Semipalatinsk Oblast,” appointing a Governor-General to administer it directly,
while the local chief of the Senior Zhuz served only as his deputy (CSA RK. F. 64. Inv. 1. Book 1.
C. 63).

The implementation of various statutes and the establishment of new policies gradually made
the Russian government apparatus replace the Kazakh Khanate system, which had existed for more
than three hundred years. The introduction and implementation of the “Statute on the Siberian
Kirghiz” and the “Orenburg Kazakh Statute” marked the completion of Russia’s major acquisition of
the Kazakh Steppe. However, the enforcement of these laws also met with resistance from the
Kazakhs. After the enactment of these statutes, numerous uprisings against Russian authority
occurred among the Kazakh population; even members of the Kazakh nobility resisted the new order
(Martin, 2001: 88-93; Campbell, 2017: 84-86).

Kazakh rulers were formally recognized as Russian subjects in the XVIII and early XIX
centuries. However, the gradual transformation of Kazakh places of residence against their will
caused strong resistance, and many Kazakhs took up arms during this period. Due to divisions among
the Kazakhs, however, this resistance was ultimately unsuccessful. As a result, the Kazakhs lost their
independence, and the Kazakh Steppe was gradually incorporated into Russian territory (Olcott,
1995: 41-46; Campbell, 2017: 84-86).

Russia’s transition to imperial expansion did not pass through a bourgeois-democratic
revolution. The political and economic systems of Russia at that time still contained strong elements
of medieval feudal and autocratic rule. This social nature made the movement of Tsarist Russia into
the Kazakh Steppe not simply an ethnic migration, but a political, economic, and cultural invasion
with clear colonial characteristics (Sabol, 2003: 39-45; Sunderland, 2004: 96-101).

The incorporation of the Kazakh Steppe into the Russian Empire was not a simple or voluntary
process. It was closely connected with military pressure, the weakening of traditional political
structures, the construction of fortress lines, and the gradual spread of imperial administration.
Russian rule in the Steppe therefore had a clear colonial character: it limited the autonomy of the
Kazakh Zhuzes, changed land relations, and created new forms of dependence on the empire (Sabol,
2003: 39-45).

Politically, Tsarist Russia took advantage of Abulkhair Khan’s need for support and of divisions
among Kazakh rulers. It expanded its influence through fortress lines, separate negotiations with
sultans, and the gradual introduction of administrative reforms. This policy weakened the unity of the
Kazakh Khanate and limited the political autonomy of the Zhuzes. The adoption of the “Statute on
the Siberian Kirghiz” in 1822 marked an important stage in this process, as it replaced the old khanate
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authority with a new administrative order under Russian control (Suleimenov, Moiseev, 1988: 118—
121; Martin, 2001: 49-52).

Economically, using the pretext that there were many “unused” or “surplus” lands in the Kazakh
Steppe, Tsarist Russia seized the lands of the nomadic population and handed them over to Russian
settlers for cultivation. Large areas of pasture were turned into arable land, and the local livestock
economy was severely damaged. To meet the needs of colonial rule, Tsarist Russia imposed various
taxes on the Kazakh people and exploited local resources on a large scale through the construction of
railways, factories, and other colonial infrastructure (Demko, 1969: 55-60; Moon, 2013: 201-207).
Qing sources provide a broader perspective on the importance of Kazakh pastures and pastoralism
beyond the internal economy of the Steppe. For example, Juan 779 of the Qing Gaozong Shilu records
that Kazakhs drove horses, cattle, and sheep to Ush and the Ili region for trade, and that livestock
obtained through this exchange played an important role in supplying Qing forces stationed in Ili
(Qing Gaozong Shilu, juan 779, Qianlong 32nd year, 2nd month). From this kind of view, the
appropriation of pasturelands and the expansion of Russian settlements affected not only the
economic foundations of Kazakh nomadic society but also the long-established commercial
connections between the Steppe and Xinjiang. Culturally, in order to facilitate colonial rule and
promote Russification among the conquered Kazakhs, Tsarist Russia first established schools in the
Kazakh Steppe. The earliest unofficial schools in the Steppe were founded by Russian military settlers
and Cossacks to educate their own children; therefore, they had little direct influence on the
indigenous population. Later, some language schools were opened to train translators, clerks, and
other low-ranking officials for the colonial authorities. However, these schools mainly admitted the
sons of sultans and children of Kazakh nobles. Their purpose was to control and win over Kazakh
chiefs, nobles, and religious figures, so that they would assist the Russian authorities in governing the
Steppe. Therefore, the aim of establishing education in the Steppe was not simply to spread
knowledge among the Kazakh population, but also to serve the political purpose of colonial
administration. In his poetry, the famous Kazakh poet Abai Kunanbayev criticized the fact that
Russian schools were not established primarily to enlighten the Kazakh people or develop Kazakh
culture, but to serve the needs of colonial rule (Brower, 2003: 77-82; Olcott, 1995: 47-51;
Kunanbayev, 1970: 58-64).

Secondly, Tsarist Russia also promoted Russification through religious policy, since Islamic
education occupied an important place in Kazakh cultural life. Competition with Islamic institutions
for influence over the population became one of the means by which the imperial authorities sought
to strengthen their position in the Steppe. The Russian authorities adopted a policy of both using and
restricting Islam. In 1867, the Special Steppe Committee of the Russian Empire stated in its report:
“The influence of the mullahs should be limited, and they should not be allowed to educate the young
Kirghiz. By this means, not only can the power of Islam in the Steppe be weakened, but they can also
be made, more or less, closer to the Russians.” In addition, Russian officials believed that the Kazakhs
were less firmly attached to Islam than other Central Asian peoples, and therefore encouraged the
spread of Eastern Orthodoxy in the Kazakh Steppe. They regarded conversion to Christianity as a
way to bring the Kazakhs closer to the Russian population. For this purpose, the authorities used
various incentives, including preferential policies in land grants and other areas, to encourage
conversion (Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR, 1960: 78-81; Brower, 2003: 77-82).

The early colonization of the Kazakh Steppe by Tsarist Russia developed in two connected
stages. The first stage was based on the armed occupation of new territories with the help of Cossack
forces, while the second stage was connected with the migration of Russian settlers into the Kazakh
Steppe. In both cases, imperial policy clearly favored the Russian population and ignored the interests
of the indigenous Kazakhs (Sunderland, 2004: 96-101; Sabol, 2003: 39-45).

The Kazakh Steppe was conquered by Tsarist Russia largely through military means. In order
to consolidate the newly acquired lands, the tsarist government first sent Cossack units into the region.
The Cossacks were originally Russian peasants who had fled from oppression in the central regions
of Russia to the frontier areas between the XV and XVII centuries, and later became an important
military force of the empire. From the XVIII century onward, they were often used by the tsarist
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government as an instrument of expansion and war. In 1797 and 1798, in order to suppress Kazakh
resistance, the Orenburg authorities sent a large force of Ural Cossacks into the Kazakh Steppe. From
that time on, the Kazakhs were pushed deeper into the Steppe under pressure from the Cossacks
(Sunderland, 2004: 73-79; Martin, 2001: 49-52).

In 1822, the tsarist government enacted the “Statute on the Siberian Kirghiz.” The statute stated
that internal guard detachments in each district could be formed from Line Cossack units located in
district administrative centers, from Cossack detachments sent there, or from Cossack units stationed
there for a long period. In this way, the statute created a legal basis for the permanent presence of
armed Cossack forces in the Kazakh Steppe (Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR, 1960: 66—69;
Martin, 2001: 79-82).

As tsarist power in the Kazakh Steppe became further consolidated, migrants, mainly Russians,
began to appear in the region. Most of them were peasants, as well as people who had moved to the
frontier for various reasons, and the government settled them in large numbers on seized lands. These
Slavic migrants were useful to the tsarist government: first, they helped consolidate the occupied
territories and promote Russification among the local population; second, they made it possible for
the empire to exploit local resources more effectively. Therefore, the tsarist authorities introduced
preferential policies in favor of Russian migrants. On the pretext that the Kazakh Steppe had
originally belonged to several tribes, after its conquest the land was transferred to state ownership.
According to the 1891 “Statute on the Administration of the Steppe Provinces,” “all lands possessed
by the nomads, including forests, shall be regarded as state lands” (Demko, 1969: 55-60; Moon,
2013: 201-207).

Russian settlers moved deep into the Steppe and occupied land, while the authorities pursued a
policy toward the Kazakhs that combined repression with appeasement. By moving large numbers of
Russians into the Kazakh Steppe, Tsarist Russia gradually strengthened its rule over the region. The
Chief of Staff of the Turkestan Military District stated bluntly in his report: “I must point out that one
day they themselves will openly acknowledge and willingly accept our cause. This is entirely for the
benefit of the Russian nation. All the land of the Kirghiz, that is, the Kazakhs, is not their own land,
but Russian land. All enterprises, institutions, or buildings constructed here by Russian residents are
for the needs of the state. Just as Russia, after building defensive fortresses in the Orenburg Steppe,
pushed the Steppe population toward better pastures and winter pastures, after Russians settle here,
they should push them, that is, the original Kazakh inhabitants, out of the border area or remove them
entirely” (Demko, 1969: 61-66; Sabol, 2003: 39-45).

Second, investigation groups were sent to identify “unused” and “surplus” lands in the Kazakh
Steppe. The 1891 “Statute on the Administration of the Steppe Provinces™ stipulated that “all land
that may be surplus for the nomads shall be placed under the administration of the Ministry of State
Property.” In 1893, the Russian authorities established the Akmolinsk Temporary Commission,
which expanded migrant settlement activity to Omsk and Petropavlovsk districts, and later to
Kokchetav district and Semipalatinsk province. Between 1893 and 1895, this commission confiscated
624,000 desyatinas of the best cultivated land from the Kazakhs of Akmolinsk and Semipalatinsk
provinces. In 1896, the Russian authorities formed a special economic expedition headed by
Shcherbina. In order to identify surplus land and establish migrant settlement bases, the expedition
investigated twelve districts in Akmolinsk, Semipalatinsk, and Turgay provinces. By 1909, the
expedition had designated 22.592 million desyatinas of land as surplus in the eight districts it had
investigated (CSA RK. F. 64. Inv. 1. Book 1. C. 32; Demko, 1969: 55-60; Moon, 2013: 201-207).

In practice, these officials “discovered” that the Kazakhs and Kirghiz allegedly did not need
large areas of land, and recommended that Tsarist Russia allocate these lands to incoming Russian
migrants for cultivation. In reality, with the conquest and the influx of large numbers of Slavic
migrants, many fertile pastures and lands of the local indigenous population were seized. In the
process of collecting land for migrants, the authorities not only confiscated the so-called “surplus
land” of the original inhabitants by force, but also obtained land through negotiations with local large
landowners, the bais. In 1910, a law was enacted that required nomads to transfer “surplus” land to
the migrant settlement fund (Demko, 1969: 55-60; Moon, 2013: 201-207).
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Pastoral and cultivated lands of the Kazakhs were confiscated by the government, including
lands with irrigation systems, and were then turned into migrant settlement areas. The land was
allocated to Russian settlers. To encourage settlement, the government granted them tax exemptions
and long-term exemption from military service. They could also receive financial aid in the form of
loans. For example, settlers were given farming equipment and cattle so that they could establish their
households and begin agricultural production. The local peoples of the Kazakh Steppe did not enjoy
these benefits. On the contrary, they had to pay various taxes, such as the tent tax, and perform labor
obligations, including building roads and bridges, constructing fortresses, transporting military
supplies, and building irrigation works for Russian colonial military-agricultural settlements (Demko,
1969: 55-60; Moon, 2013: 201-207).

In his report, Kaufman, the Governor-General of Syr Darya province, wrote: “The best land
suitable for farming was allocated to the Cossacks, while to the Kirghiz, that is, the Kazakhs,
regardless of their rights and regardless of whether their needs were taken into account, land outside
the cultivated areas was allocated, including wasteland with ditches that required enormous labor,
and they were deprived of winter pastures that were completely useless to the Kazakhs” (Sabol, 2003:
39-45; Demko, 1969: 61-66). In addition, in order to defend themselves against the local population,
it was stipulated that every Russian migrant household should have at least one gun. Some Black-
Hundred groups and reactionary officials called the peoples of the Kazakh Steppe “descendants of
Genghis Khan and Timur the Lame,” and argued that they should be treated in the same way as
Indigenous peoples in the United States (Sabol, 2003: 39-45). The tsarist government pursued a
policy of Great Russian chauvinism and clearly favored Russian migrants in the Kazakh Steppe. This
provoked resistance among the peoples of the Steppe and became one of the historical causes of later
conflicts between Kazakhs and Russian migrants (Sabol, 2003: 39-45; Sunderland, 2004: 112-118).

The results of Russian migration to the Kazakh Steppe were far-reaching. The arrival of large
numbers of migrants changed the ethnic structure of the Steppe region, the pattern of land distribution,
and the economic and cultural life of the local inhabitants. The land forcibly seized by the government
was not only pastureland; part of it also included cultivated land used by Kazakhs and Kirghiz. Many
local people were driven from their homes by the authorities, and such actions directly violated their
interests. As a result, many Kazakhs and Kirghiz became displaced, and some of them moved toward
the Chinese borderlands (CSA RK. F. 64. Inv. 1. Book 1. C. 11; Sabol, 2003: 46-52).

At the same time, the seizure of large areas of land and the harsh nature of tsarist colonial rule
caused serious suffering among the local population. Ethnic tensions intensified, and anti-colonial
uprisings against Russian rule broke out one after another. The Zhangozha uprising of 18561857
was directed against the relocation of large numbers of Cossacks into the fertile Syr Darya Valley
and the forced removal of Kazakhs from fertile lands to more barren areas. The uprising was later
suppressed by tsarist forces (Sabol, 2003: 39-45; Demko, 1969: 61-66).

The Eset uprising of 1853-1858 was connected with the demand of the Russian authorities that
the Shekti Kazakh tribe, living west of the Aral Sea, provide 4,000 camels for military transport. The
Shekti refused this demand, after which the Governor-General of Orenburg ordered troops to suppress
them. Under the leadership of Eset, the Kazakhs of the Shekti tribe resisted, but the uprising was
eventually crushed by Russian forces. Prolonged economic exploitation and political oppression by
Tsarist Russia gradually weakened the economic and social structure of Kazakh society, damaged the
foundations of nomadic life, and opened the region to Russian economic interests (Sabol, 2003: 39—
45; Demko, 1969: 61-66).

At that time, although Russia lagged behind the capitalist countries of Western Europe, it still
possessed economic, military, and administrative advantages over the indigenous population of the
Kazakh Steppe. Therefore, Russian colonial expansion also brought certain changes connected with
new forms of production, administration, and education. Engels noted that, despite the oppressive
character of Russian rule, it also had a certain “civilizing effect” in the Black Sea, the Caspian Sea,
and Central Asia (Marx and Engels, 1972: 241).

Russia’s conquest of Central Asia introduced, to some extent, European forms of production,
as well as new elements of culture, science, and technology. With the establishment of closer contacts,
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some local agricultural groups became familiar with new farming tools, including iron ploughs,
mowing machines, and harrows, and began to learn new methods of cultivation. They gradually began
to grow and consume crops such as potatoes, cabbage, cucumbers, and tomatoes. Migrants also
influenced nomadic communities, who over several decades became more familiar with fodder
storage, mowing techniques, and the use of the scythe. These changes contributed to the growth of
agricultural practices among some nomads and influenced the pace of sedentarization (Moon, 2013:
208-214; Demko, 1969: 67-72).

Although Russian cultural policy in the Kazakh Steppe served imperial interests and often
conflicted with local traditions, it also created limited channels through which some Kazakh
intellectuals became acquainted with Russian and European education. Chokan Valikhanov, for
example, studied at the Siberian Cadet Corps and later entered Russian academic circles. Abai
Kunanbayev, although he did not receive a formal Russian-style education, engaged deeply with
Russian literature and encouraged the study of the Russian language among the Kazakh population.
These examples show the contradictory nature of Russian influence: it opened new educational
opportunities for a small group of Kazakh elites, but it did not remove the harm caused by colonial
rule in the Steppe (Valikhanov, 1985: 132-138; Kunanbayev, 1970: 58-64; Olcott, 1995: 52-56).

Conclusion. The historiography of Russian expansion into the Kazakh Steppe demonstrates
that the incorporation of the region into the Russian Empire cannot be understood as the result of a
single military conquest. Russian, Kazakh, Western, and Chinese scholars have shown that this
process unfolded gradually over more than a century through a combination of military expansion,
the construction of fortress lines, administrative reforms, political integration, migration policies, and
cultural intervention. Considered together, these measures formed a long-term colonial strategy that
progressively transformed the political, social, and economic foundations of Kazakh society.

A review of the existing scholarship also highlights the path-dependent character of Russian
colonial expansion. Early military and diplomatic initiatives created conditions for subsequent
administrative reforms, settlement policies, and mechanisms of imperial governance. In this context,
migration should not be viewed merely as a consequence of conquest. Rather, historiographical
studies increasingly demonstrate that settlement policies constituted an integral component of the
colonial project, reinforcing imperial control and accelerating the transformation of land relations and
traditional patterns of nomadic life.

At the same time, significant differences remain among historiographical traditions. Russian
and Soviet scholarship has often emphasized state-building, frontier management, and administrative
integration, whereas Kazakh historians have focused on the loss of political autonomy and the social
consequences of colonial rule. Western studies have generally approached the region within broader
frameworks of empire and colonialism. Chinese historiography and source materials, however,
provide an important yet still underutilized perspective on these developments. Chinese chronicles
and scholarly works place Russian expansion within a wider Eurasian context and offer valuable
evidence for understanding the changing balance of power in Central Asia during the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries.

The incorporation of Chinese scholarship into the historiography of Russian colonialism in the
Kazakh Steppe broadens the source base available to researchers and contributes to a more
comprehensive interpretation of imperial expansion. By bringing together Russian, Kazakh, Western,
and Chinese perspectives, this article highlights the gradual and interconnected nature of conquest,
migration, political integration, and social transformation in the colonial history of the Kazakh
Steppe.
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