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Abstract. A crucial aspect of the «politics of history» and «politics of memory» of all post-Soviet
republics is the relationship to statehood. This article examines, from the perspective of a Central
European observer, the commemorations held in Kazakhstan in 2015 on the occasion of the creation
of the Kazakh Khanate, which is assumed to have taken place in 1465.

Until recently, the history of the Kazakh Khanate was actually not an object of Eurasian research in
the countries of Western Europe, although it contained many historical events and facts that influenced
the history of the development of regional states and peoples.

The starting point for this analysis are statements by politicians from Russia, whose importance
for present-day Kazakhstan can hardly be underestimated not only in the areas of politics, economics,
security, media, culture, etc., but also represents an important point of reference in questions of
«history policy».

Questions of the evolution of Kazakhstan‘s statehood and Kazakh ethnogenesis naturally enjoy
much more attention among Kazakhstan‘s historians since 1991 than they did in Soviet times. In
the present context, such topics are by no means «only» of historiographic importance, but also of
eminent current political significance. Strengthening the statehood of today’s Kazakhstan as well as
the faith of its citizens of all nationalities in it could contribute to counteracting possible territorial
claims by individual neighbouring states. However, it is difficult to judge from the outside what
influence the 2015 celebrations had on Kazakhstan’s politics and multi-ethnic society or to what
extent they were able to leave lasting traces precisely there.
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Introduction

The celebrations on the occasion of the 550th anniversary of the foundation of Kazakhstan’s
statehood had a certain piquancy: many Kazakhs, but also some foreign observers, perceived them as
a reaction of the official Kazakhstan to a statement by Russian President Vladimir Putin, according to
which the Kazakhs never had their own state until the collapse of the USSR. In 2015, Anna Sazonova, a
student at the Moscow-based Russian University of Friendship of Peoples, had expressed her concern
about the [alleged or actual, M.M.] rise of nationalist sentiments in the south of Kazakhstan and asked
Putin to confirm or deny the possibility of a repeat of a «Ukrainian scenario» (meaning the overthrow
of Viktor Yanukovych in Kyiv in 2014) in Kazakhstan. In his answer to this question, the Russian
President paid a peculiar compliment to the then President of Kazakhstan, Nursultan Nazarbaev, by
declaring him practically the founder of Kazakhstan’s statehood: Nazarbaev had «accomplished a
unique thing: he created a state on a territory where no state had ever existed before. In this sense,
he is a unique man for the post-Soviet space — and also for Kazakhstan.» [1]. With these words,
Putin probably wanted to express his appreciation for Nazarbaev in general and for his reputation
for attaching the greatest importance to particularly close relations with Russia in particular. And
Kazakhstan’s leader was considered the initiator of an Eurasian Union on the territory of the former
USSR, which he first presented at Moscow State University in 1994. And Putin emphasised in 2014
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at a youth camp at Lake Seliger in Russia’s Tver region that Kazakhstan is «the closest strategic ally
and partner to us» [2]. Kazakhstan supported most of Moscow’s efforts towards «integration» in the
post-Soviet space at the political, economic, military, etc. levels. At first glance, it is all the more
astonishing that such good neighbourly and alliance relations have not prevented Putin from negating
the long history of Kazakh statehood.

The public reaction in Kazakhstan to the Russian President’s statement was mostly negative. And
two activists, Mukhtar Tayzhan and Galym Ageleuov, sent him books about the history of Kazakhstan,
including one from 1943 (i.e. the Stalin era), which were supposed to prove a long history of Kazakh
statehood. Such volumes were also sent to Nazarbaev himself, who had declared in July 2011 that the
Kazakhs had «never had their own state and state borders» and had never established a capital on their
own initiative; however, he later apparently reversed his opinion (Although there could necessarily
be no question of fixed and unambiguous borders of the steppe empires of Central Asia, Turkistan (in
the south of present-day Kazakhstan) is considered to be the capital of the Kazakh Khanate from the
16th century onwards; cf. Turkestan — stolitsa... (2015)). — Tayzhan’s and Ageleuov’s actions were
probably intended primarily to attract the attention of the media, as they could hardly have expected
a positive reaction from the two Presidents to whom the gifts were addressed.

Materials and research methods

This article sheds light on a complex of questions that are equally important for current politics
as well as research into the history of Kazakhstan. This does not require a complex method, but
primarily a conscientious review, summary and evaluation of academic literature as well as reports in
the quality press and the reflection of impressions gained during personal visits to Kazakhstan. In this
way, certain questions are answered, but in turn new ones are raised (cf. the Conclusions).

The starting point for this analysis are statements by politicians from Russia, whose importance
for present-day Kazakhstan can hardly be underestimated not only in the areas of politics, economics,
security, media, culture, etc., but also represents an important point of reference in questions of «history
policy». Then the focus lies essentially on the question of how politics and people in Kazakhstan have
reacted concretely to Russian statements about the statehood of the Kazakhs.

The author originates from Central Europe and thus almost inevitably adopts a certain perspective,
which may or may not be correct — but perhaps it is also interesting for researchers and observers
in Kazakhstan itself, because they thus learn something about the way they are perceived abroad.
However, it must be taken into account that the author has been dealing with the former Soviet Union
for three decades; of course, he has no intention of looking at things from the perspective of journalists
(even if they are very experienced on the international level) who write about Central Asia today after
having published about South America yesterday and will report about Africa tomorrow (which is not
to be denounced in itself, because it is part of the profession of journalists who specialise in foreign
policy and international relations).

Analysis

Kazakh statehood in the mirror of Russian history policy. Many Kazakhs saw in Putin’s words not
only a discourtesy and condescending attitude towards their history, but also an allusion to territorial
claims against Kazakhstan (if the post-Soviet republics of Central Asia are not denied the right to
independence altogether; thus, the ultra-nationalist politician Vladimir Zhirinovsky — who was born
and grew up in Soviet Kazkahstan’s capital Alma-Ata, now Almaty — demanded their annexation to
Russia as a «Central Asian Federal District» [3]): Putin’s statements were often viewed against the
backdrop of his annexation of the Ukrainian peninsula Crimea in March 2014 and the violent uprising
of Russian and pro-Russian forces shortly afterwards in the eastern Ukrainian Donbass [4], since the
ideological basis and justification for the action towards Ukraine ultimately went back to a denial of
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the existence of an independent Ukrainian nation (according to the official Russian position, Russians
and Ukrainians are «one people» [5]) and its right to statehood on the part of broad circles in Russian
society and political class.

Although no one has yet claimed that Kazakhs and Russians are «one people», somehow similar
theories about Kazakhstan had also been voiced not only in post-Soviet times but even before the
collapse of the USSR in December 1991. Thus, in «Rebuilding Russia», an essay first published in
the USSR in September 1990 and subsequently quoted countless times, Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn said
about Kazakhstan: «Its present huge territory was allotted to it by the Communists without sense or
reason, as it happened: Where herds of cattle roamed in the course of a year, there was Kazakhstan.»
[6]. Such contemptuous and historically questionable statements by the Soviet dissident writer and
1970 Nobel Prize winner for literature were followed by countless open claims to Kazakhstan’s
northern regions (where still many ethnic Russians live) in politics, science, culture and the media
of post-Soviet Russia. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Kazakhstan and its Embassy in Moscow
repeatedly felt compelled to oppose this. And it was revealing in this context that Kazakhstan was
hardly ever supported by Western states.

The search for the origins of statehood. Unlike the republics on the western and south-western
periphery of the Soviet Union, there had been no really politically influential independence movements
either in Kazakhstan or in other Central Asian Soviet republics, and Nazarbaev in 1990-1991was an
important supporter of maintaining the USSR or a reformed Union [7]. But with the decisions to
officially dissolve the Soviet Union in December 1991 [8], independence virtually fell into the laps of
the Union republics of Central Asia.

A monument in the centre of Kazakhstan’s capital Nur-Sultan bears the following quotation by
Nazarbaev: «The restoration of independence is the rightful compensation for the sacrifices made by
our ancestors in the centuries-long struggle for freedomy.

Figure 1. A monument with Nazarbaev’s quotation in Nur-Sultan

Thus, according to Nazarbaev, the disintegration of the USSR led to the «restoration» — and not
a (first-time) «attainment» — of Kazakhstan’s independence, which clearly alludes to the Kazakh
Khanate. It is, however, not referred to here, not to mention a time when it was founded and existed.

Questions of the evolution of Kazakhstan‘s statehood and Kazakh ethnogenesis naturally enjoy
much more attention among Kazakhstan‘s historians since 1991 than they did in Soviet times [9]. As
in most post-Soviet republics, historiography in Kazakhstan reveals tendencies that boomed in Europe
in the period between the World Wars, such as a particular interest in the historical foundations of the
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respective nation-state. The search of the political elites for origins of their own people that are as far
back as possible and a glorification of earlier state foundations while presenting the foundation of the
nation state as a supposed «final goal of history» of their own people is also not something that would
be typical of the post-Soviet republics, including Kazakhstan. The «process of disenchanting the
national past» is still to come for the former Soviet republics, if it will arrive at all in the foreseeable
future: Only a few historians in the post-Soviet republics think about «destroying historical mythsy,
which in Western Europe has been one of the «most important fields of work in international historical
research since the 20th century»[10].

Memory of the Kazakh Khanate. Historically, 1465 is not a completely undisputed year for the
emergence of the Kazakh Khanate. Kazakh historians also have different opinions on the question of
which institutionalised rule in late medieval or early modern Central Asia can or should be regarded
as the «first Kazakh state» and which event, when (and where), marks its founding; some even place
the emergence of the Kazakh Khanate in the 16th century. However, an anthology published by the
Academy of Sciences of Kazakhstan in 1993 with contributions from historians, political scientists
and archaeologists explicitly referred to 1465 as the year of origin of Kazakh territoriality [11], and
this was the narrative on which Kazakhstan’s leadership based its 2015 celebrations. Referring to the
military leader and historian Muhammad Haidar Duglat (1499?7-1551), it says that in the process of
the disintegration of the Golden Horde, Giray and Janibeg founded the Kazakh Khanate on the banks
of the Chu River in 1465; Giray became the first Khan [12]. Accounts published outside Kazakhstan
usually deal with these processes in only a few phrases, and the Kazakh Ulus that emerged is frequently
described as «fragile» [13].

Tauke (1680-1718) is considered the last Khan of the united Kazakh Khanate, which faced numerous
hostile neighbours. The most dangerous were the Dzungars, who repeatedly advanced from the east
and tried to provide themselves with pastures and cattle herds at the expense of the Kazakhs. After
Tauke’s death, his Khanate split into three parts («Zhuzy»; from the Kazakh word for «hundredy),
namely the «Senior Zhuz» (encompassing areas in the south and southeast of present-day Kazakhstan,
in the northwest of present-day China and parts of Uzbekistan), the «Middle Zhuz» (central and eastern
Kazakhstan) and the «Junior Zhuz» (western Kazakhstan), each headed by its own Khan.

In 1730, under pressure from the ongoing Dzungarian threat, Abu Khair (1710-48), Khan of the
«Junior Zhuzy, turned to the Russian Tsarina Anna Ioannovna with a request to be accepted as a
subject. The following year, Abii Khair and most of the elders of the «Junior Zhuz» swore allegiance
to the Tsarina. The events of that time are still regarded in Russian historiography as the beginning of
a «voluntary annexation movement of the Kazakhs to Russia». The Tsarist Empire, however, never
thought of giving the Kazakhs real military support against the Dzungars, but preferred to concern
itself with a fundamental transformation of the Kazakh social and economic order in the service of its
own interests, specifically: the integration of the nomads into its ruling structures, which then dragged
on until the 1850s [14].

Results

On November 27, 2014 the Government of Kazakhstan issued the decree «On the Creation of a
Republican Commission for the Preparation and Implementation of the 550th Anniversary of the
Kazakh Khanate in 2015». Deputy Prime Minister Berdybek Saparbaev chaired this commission.
This was followed on December 31, 2014 by the Government decree «On the preparation and
implementation of the 550th anniversary of the Kazakh Khanate in 2015» with 103 items. All regions
(oblystar) of the country had to contribute to the celebrations, which culminated in September and
October 2015 and featured numerous activities (although barely noticed outside Kazakhstan) —
conferences, among others, with foreign participation (Special attention was paid to the «mappa
mundi» by the Venetian monk Fra Mauro (1400?-1464), which was created around 1460 and contains
over 3,000 entries. On this map of the world, Central Asia is by no means regarded solely as a steppe
and/or desert. Numerous towns and villages are recorded (although not always in their correct places);
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cf. Sagyndykova 2015; Abazov 2015), theatre performances and shows, a twenty-part television show
and other television and cinema films, the re-enactment of historical events (such as the Battle of
Orbulak, in which the Kazakhs defeated the vastly superior Dzungars in 1643), expeditions, the
publication of reference works and other books on the history of Kazakhstan, poetry readings, horse
races, etc., as well as the restoration and erection of monuments. For example, on October 8, 2015
Nazarbaev unveiled a monument to Giray and Janibeg in the old southern Kazakh town of Taraz in
the Zhamby]l region, through which the Chu flows [15].

Conclusion

Even 30 years after the collapse of the Soviet Union, its successor states in Central Asia still do not
enjoy the interest in politics and social science in Western Europe that they actually deserve. Here, an
Austrian political scientist has at least attempted to draw attention to one aspect of Kazakhstan’s post-
Soviet history, the origins of which admittedly go far back into the past of the entire region. Questions
of statehood and its development (both past and future) are, on the one hand, of central importance for
practically any kind of serious politics (of course, not only in the post-Soviet space) and, on the other
hand, at the focus of the author’s scholarly interest. There is no doubt that terms such as «state» and
«statehood» meant something different in Central Asia (with its partly nomadic peoples) in the early
modern period and subsequently than in Central and Western Europe.

It is not insignificant that there is a Wikipedia article about the celebrations of the 550th anniversary
of the Kazakh Khanate (however, only in Kazakh and Russian). Their aim was obviously to convey
and/or strengthen a positive attitude, especially among ethnic Kazakhs (since hardly any Slavs lived
in the region in the 15th and 16th centuries) not only towards the history of autochthonous statehood
but also and especially towards present-day Kazakhstan. It is difficult to judge from the outside what
influence the celebrations had on Kazakhstan’s politics and multi-ethnic society or to what extent they
were able to leave lasting traces precisely there. But this would be, from the point of view of historical
science as well as the authorities, a question worth investigating further.
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2015 xblabl Kazak MeMJIeKeTTIiriHiH Heri3i KajJaHFaHbIHBIH 550 KbLIAbIFbI aATAJbIN OTTi:
OeiiTapan opTajbIKeypONAJbIK €J1 TapanbIHaH OepiireH 0ara

AnHoTanusi. [ToCTKEHECTIK KeHICTIKTEr1 OapibIK peciyOnrKanapIblH «TapUXTaFbl cascaTy IeH
«OKaJ] casCaThIHBIH» aca MaHBI3IbI KBIPBI — MEMJICKETTUTIKKE JeTeH Ko3Kapac. by makamana Kazak
XaHJIBIFBIHBIH KYPBUTYbIHA (3€pTTeyIIIepAiH MiKipiHie maMamer 1465 XbUlbl HETi3i KajlaHFaH)
OaitmanpicTel 2015 >kbutel  KaszakcraHma eTKI3UITEH aTaylbl ic-IIapanap OpTabIKEYPOTabIK
OaKpUIAYIIBIHBIH KO3Kapachl TYPFBICHIHAH KapaCThIPLIA/IHI.

Kazak xanneirbiHblH Tapuxbl bateic Eypomna ennepinae *Kypri3iireH eypasusiiblK 3epTTeyliepae
OWJI KYHTe ICiiH apHaibl HbICaH OOJIFaH JKOK, SFHU CUPEK KOHLI OeiHim Keai. JleiTypranMeH, MyHIa
alfMaKTBIK MEMJICKETTEP MEH XaJIBIKTAP/IBIH JIaMy TAPUXbIHA dCEP €TKCH KOITETeH TapUXHU OKHUFaIap
MeH (akTiiep eTe Ko OosFaHbl aHbIK. Tanmay *Kypriyre Heri3 OoJFaH peceilsiik cascaTkepiaepain
MaiMaeMenepi Kazipri Kasakcran yiniH Tek cascaT, 9KOHOMUKa, Kayinciznik, bBAK, mogeHuer xoHe
T.0. cayiamaparbl MaHbI3IBUTBIFBIMEH FaHA €MEC, COHJIal-aK «TapHX cascaThl» Mocesenepi OOMbIHIIA
11a ©3eKTi 0ona 6epMex.

Makanana keHec AdyipiHe Kaparanmaa, 1991 xeuiman keifin KaszakcTraH TapuXmibuiapel Ka3ak
MEMJIEKETTUIITHIH JaMybl MEH Ka3aK 3THOTEHE31 MocelseliepiHe dJiJieKaia Kell Hazap ayJlapraHbl
aiiTeianbl.  Kaszipri reocasicu jkariaii KOHTEKCTIHJETT MYHJAi TaKbIPBINTAP TEK TapUXHAMAJBIK
KaHa eMec, COHbIMEH KaTap ©TKip casicu MaHbI3ra ume. Makana aBropbl Oyrinri KazakcraHHBIH
MEMJIEKETTUIITH, COHAAi-aK OFaH OChI €JIJIe eMIp CYpII aTKaH OapJIbIK YJITTBIH a3amMaTTapblHbIH
CEHIMIH HBIFAUTY JMXEKEJIETeH KOpIIl MEMIIEKeTTEp TapamnblHAH BIKTHMAll ayMaKThIK TajarTapra
Kapchl 1C-KUMBLI JKacayFa CenTirid Turize amap eni. Jlereamen, 2015 &bUTbl ©TKI3ITEH CaJITaHATTHI
MepenToiapiH KazakcTan casicaThl MEH MOJIMAITHOCTHIK KOFaMbIHA KaJlail ocep €TKEHIH KOHE OChI
KOHTEKCTE KaHIIAJIBIKTHI OPEKEIe 13 KaJIbIPFaHbIH CHIPTTall Oaranay 1a oHail emec.

Kiar ce3mep: Tapux, MeMIIeKeTTITIK, KazakTap, Ka3zak xanaeirbl, Kazakcran, Opraibik A3usi.

M. Majek
Axaodemusn HayuonanvHou oboponsl, Bena, Aecmpust
(E-mail: malek65 at@yahoo.de)

IIpa3anoBanue 550-jeTus ocHoBaHus rocyiapcreseHHoctu B Kazaxcraune B 2015 roay:
OLICHKA CO CTOPOHBI HEHTPAJIBHON LHEHTPAIbLHOCBPONEHCKON CTPAHbI

AHHOTanUs. Ba)XHEHIINM acClEKTOM «UCTOPUYECKOM IOJMTUKN» WU «IIOJIUTHUKHA NaMATH» BCEX
MIOCTCOBETCKHX PECIYOJIHK SBJSIETCS OTHOIICHUE K TOCYJapCTBEHHOCTH. B TaHHOH cTaTtbe ¢ TOUKU
3peHMsI LEHTPAJbHOEBPONEHCKOro HaOMIONATeNsl paccMaTpUBAIOTCS MaMSITHBIE MEPONPUSATHS,
nposeneHHble B Kazaxcrane B 2015 roay no ciyuaro co3nanusa Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa (BO3HUKIIETO,
I10 MPEATIONIOKEHUIO UCClefoBaTenel, B 1465 rony).

Jlo HenaBHero BpeMeHHU uctopust Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa pakTHUECKH He Obliia 00bEKTOM €Bpa3UHCKUX
HCCIIeIOBaHUN B cTpaHax 3anmaaHoi EBporibl, XOTs B HEH OBLJIO MHOTO MCTOPUYECKHX COOBITHH U
(akTOB, OKa3aBIINX BIMSHUE HA UICTOPUIO PA3BUTHUS PETHMOHAIBHBIX TOCYIapPCTB U HAPOJIOB.
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OTnpaBHON TOYKOM JUIsl 3TOTO aHaJIM3a SBJISIIOTCS 3asiBIICHUS NOJIUTUKOB U3 Poccuu, 3HaueHue
KOTOPBIX Ul coBpeMeHHOro KazaxcraHa TpyJHO HEJOOLIEHUTh HE TOJBKO B OONACTH IMOJUTHKH,
HKOHOMUKH, OezomacHocTH, CMU, KynbTypbl W T.J., HO U TPEACTABISIOT COO0H BaXKHYIO TOUKY
OTCYETA B BOIIPOCAX «UCTOPUUECKOHN MOIUTUKI.

B craree oTMmeuaercs, 4TO MO CPAaBHEHHMIO C COBETCKUM BpeMEHEM, ¢ OOpeTeHHEM B
1991 r. cyBepuHHTETa Ka3axCTaHCKHE HCTOPHKH JOCTATOYHO TIyOOKO H3Yy4arOT BOIMPOCHI
9BOJIIOIIMU TOCYJapCTBEHHOCTU B KazaxcTaHe M Ka3aXCKOIO 3THOTEHE3a, KOTOPbIE B KOHTEKCTE
COBPEMEHHBIX I'€ONOJUTHYECKUX NMPOOIEeM MMEIOT HE «TOJBKO JIHMILb» UCTOpHOrpaduueckoe, HO
1 Ba)XHOE MOJINTUYECKOE 3HAU€HHE. ABTOpP CTaThbU CUUTAET, UTO YKPEIJIEHUE rOCy/1apCTBEHHOCTH
coBpemeHHoro KazaxcraHa, a Takyke Bepa B HE€ BCEX HapO0B, IPOXKUBAIOLIUX B 3TOM CTpaHe, MOIIIN
OblI c11I0COOCTBOBATh MPOTUBOAECHCTBUIO BO3MOXKHBIM TEPPUTOPHUAIIBHBIM MPETEH3UAM CO CTOPOHBI
OTJEIBHBIX COCEAHUX rocyaapcTB. U Bce jke Helerko CyiauTh CO CTOPOHBI O TOM, KaKO€ BIUSHUE
okazanu TopxectBa 2015 roga Ha Ka3aXCTAHCKYIO MOJUTHKY U MOJUATHUYECKOE OOIIECTBO, WIN
B KakKoi CTENEHU OHM OKa3aJIUCh CIIOCOOHBI OCTaBUTh HEU3IVIAJAMMBbIE CJI€Jbl UMEHHO B JTaHHOM
KOHTEKCTE.

KuroueBbie ciaoBa: Vcropus, rocynapcTBeHHOCTh, Ka3axu, Kazaxckoe xaHcTBo, Kazaxcraw,
LenTpanbuas Azus
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