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The issue of study of the settled culture of nomads in recent decades has
been actively developed by various archaeological teams in Kazakhstan. This
new field known as paleo-ethnographicgot a scientific formalization in the
70s of the XX century. In 2021, excavation soft helater-medieval settlement of
Kozykosh of the late XIX — early XX centuries began in Akmola Ishim region.

The purpose of this article is to define the planning and compositional
structure of the ethnographic settlement of the Kazakhs, to describe the housing
and utility complexes, architecture, construction business based on the records
of the excavated dwelling No.3, to demonstrate the changes ofspatial layout
and planning conceptof the settlementsdue to the social and political changes
of the early XX century in Kazakhstan.

The research materials are based on the archaeological excavations of
the housing and utility complex of the farmstead No. 3 of the settlement of
Kozykosh; the remote, geophysical, historical and ethnographic methods of
study were used for the research. The significance of the excavations of the
settlement of Kozykosh lies in the first large-scale experience of obtaining
the materials, which confirm and describe the ethnographic information
concerning the Kazakh wintering areas.
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Introduction

The notion of the «farmstead» is widespread in the Russian ethnography; it is used in
architectural planning and has the meaning of «a complex of residential, household, park
and other buildings that formthe single economic and architectural unit» (Great Soviet
Encyclopedia, 1958). The term was adopted in medieval archeology to describe any housing
and utility complexes of medieval towns and settlements (Zilivinskaya, 2008; Savelyeva,
1994). According to the structural typology of the architectural ensembles of the cities of
the Great Silk Road, the farm type of buildings of the shakhristans and rabads, the palatial
farmsteads of the urban aristocracyare distinguished (Baipakov et al, 2001).

The term “farmstead” is suitable to describe the landscape structure of the Kazakh wintering
areas (kystaus), including the constant dwellings, outbuildings, adjacent commercial lands,
family cemeteries. Archaeological study of the Kazakh kystaus began in the 70s of the XX
century. Due to the large-scale exploration routes around the South Kazakhstan, Betpakdala,
Ulytau, hundreds of kystaus were discovered, small excavations were carried out, the typology
was made, and the conclusions on location, topography, dimensions, layout of constant
settlements and dwellings were made (Zholdasbayev, 1975). In archeology of Kazakhstan, a
new paleo-ethnographic field has beenformedto study the later-medieval urban and settlement
culture (Zholdasbayev, 2017).

The Kazakh wintering areas in the steppe regions of Kazakhstan began to attract a
special attention. Interest in them has increased due to the discovery and identification of
historical, cultural, natural and landscape connections between the settlements of the early
Iron Age and the Kazakh kystaus (Beisenov, 2019). A summary writingfor the history of
the Kazakh kystaus was publishedin the Historical and Cultural Atlas of the Kazakh people
(2011: 103-132). It includes the chapter of wintering areas that identifies the principles of
accommodation, criteria for choosing the places for wintering areas, dimensions, structure,
number of households of one kystau; the correlation of all these parameters with the natural
and geographical landscape is specified; information is given concerning the architecture and
construction equipment of constant dwellings. In Kazakh ethnography, the most popular are
kystaus consisting of 2-5 households.

In 2021, The Yessil archaeological expedition of the L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National
University has begun excavations of a large settlement of the late XIX- early XX century on
the Kozykosh River.

Compared to traditionally small in area and in number of buildings of the Kazakh
kystaus of the XV-XVIII centuries, the settlement of Kozykosh belongs to the type of the
large constant settlement with a total area of 160 hectares.According to the architectural and
planning development of the territory, about 80 separate housing and utility complexes are
distinguished, which should be called as farmsteads in fact.
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Research methods

The methods of remote analysis, geophysical, computer modeling and traditional
archeological methods such as excavations, typology of facilities and stratigraphic findings
were used to research the monument.

The geophysical investigations gave information on spatial quality, mutual spatial
arrangement, shape, layout, replanning of residential and household ensembles. The
orthophoto map of monument was made. According to it, one can see that the cultural
landscape is divided into two blocks, which differinlayout arrangement and prominent
structure of residential and household buildings.

Besides the topography and intern alplanning of the settled area in a civilized manner,
the orthophoto map of monument gives the information on the environment. The important
part of the natural environment is the Kozykosh River. The rock terrace has a horizontal face
of coasting and is a suitable area for settling. The orthophoto map of monument showed a
blurry dam of bridge that existed in the XX century and was situated in the place of historic
ferry crossing the Kozykosh River. According to the geophysical investigations, the territory
of the Kazakh zirat adjacent to the settlement was included into the orthophoto map and the
opportunity to survey its internal area from overhead was given.

In order to get information on layout, construction, chronology of residential buildings of
two separate parts of the settlement and to make their comparative analysis, the excavations
of five housing complexes were carried out in various places of the settlement of Kozykosh. To
investigate them the traditional archeological methods were applied: description, typology,
stratigraphic, filing, reconstruction. The archeological works gave a clue about cultural layers,
architecture, structure and construction technology of dwellings. The finding sofhousehold,
osteological materials help to define the timing of the excavated complexes.

Materials

The settlement of Kozykosh is located on the southwestern outskirts of the city of Nur-
Sultan, 4 km west of the village of Ilinka. Geographical coordinates of the monument are 51°
08’ 30.77”north latitude, 071° 10’18.82”east longitude. The demolitions of buildings stretch
in a narrow ribbon 2.0 km long, 0.2-0.4 km wide along the surface of an elevated area of
the rock terrace of the left shore of the Kozykosh River. The topography and allocation of
facilities copy the meridional direction of the riverbed.

From the west, the Kazakh zirat adjoins the territory of the settlement. At present, the
large sand quarry is located on the right shore in the area of the monument, which negatively
affects the safety of the ethnographic settlement.

In 2021, the Yessil archaeological expedition of the L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National
University began excavations. The territory of the monument was filmed by quadcopter and
the facilities of excavations were outlined in advance.

The planning structure of the settlement (Fig. 1). According to the examination of the
monument using Googlemap, drone shooting and due to the elaboration of orthophoto map,
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it revealed about 80 residential household farmsteads (Fig. 1). All residential structures
are rectangular-shaped; their long axis is parallel to the riverbed. The dwellings are multi-
sectioned, they are minimum 30 m long, and 16 m wide. Visually, two rows of rooms are
shown in the relief of each house, sometimes modified by additional buildings.

Fig. 1. The settlement of Kozykosh. Orthophoto map. A — Thenorthern planigraphic block.
B — The southernplanigraphic block

The spatial analysis divides the territory of the monument into two separate blocks (the
northern and the southern). Each zone has a compositional independence.Their origin is
caused by a chronological sequence, because the architectural composition of the blocks
differs in the internal layout, density and composition of housing and utility complexes.The
structural blocks are separated by the across-the-grain boundaries represented in the relief of
the terrace.

A vivid boundary line is the brook cutting the territory of the monument in cross direction.
The brookputs bounds to the northern densely built-up structural part of the monument from
the south. This brookis a natural spring creek that functions during the flood. According to the
spatial allocation of housing complexes, it has existed for more than one hundred years. At
least, during the period of habitation of the terrace surface it had already existed. This part of
the shore terrace is bounded in relief by the deep sai from the south and by the elbowe driver
bend from the north. As a result, a space-saving plateau more than 1 km long was formed.

On its surface, each farmstead is accompanied by large areas of various shapes fenced
with moat and rampart (Fig. 2). It is impossible to find any planning system during the
examination on foot. The closer to the river, the smaller their area, they often overlap the
moat and rampart of neighboring ensembles. The farther from the river, the more loose
andrare their allocation. They have the clear oval, square and rectangular outlines. Many
of them overlap each other determining the chronological stratigraphy. These fenced areas
belong to the household structures and are certainly adjacent to the dwellings on one side.
The fenced areas including residential and utility buildings are a characteristic feature of the
Kazakh kystaus (Glukhov, 1927).
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The ruined remains of dwellings designed in two rows and separated by a street 10-20
m wide represent the southern half of the territory of the site. Each row contains 10-12
farmsteads.They have a strictly rectangular shape, in the configuration of which the utility
rooms are included, adjoining, as a rule, to the side edges. Such a planning layout is typical
for rural settlements of the state farm period. From the west, the territory of the Kazakh
ziratad joins the street layout (Fig. 1).

Fig. 2. The settlement of Kozykosh. The northern block. Drone survey

The differences in topography and planigraphic structure led to the selection of five
farmsteads in different parts of the settlement of Kozykosh for excavations. Two farmsteads
different in area and height of wall breakdowns were investigated in the southern part of the
monument, and three farmsteads- in the northern densely built-up block (Fig. 1). A total of
900 sq.m was excavated. This article presents the materials of the excavations of dwelling No.
3 of Kozykosh. The volume of the obtained material allows us to offer historical and cultural
reconstructions of many aspects of study of the Kazakh Kystaus.

The dwelling No. 3 is located in the northern densely built-up part of the settlement,
situated 100 m north of the brook that divides the territory of the monument into two
structural and planigraphic blocks (Fig. 1).

The dwelling No. 3 was chosen for excavations as it stands somewhat autonomously, it
has a well-defined trench-like fence, which suggests the possibility of exploring the farmstead
with the additional buildings. Any housing structures in the form of wall outlines of houses
are not presented in the relief. This has served as an assumption that the farmsteadmight be
older than other complexes with a clear relief of the breakdown of walls.

Theactual surface shows only the moatoutlines clearly appearing. The trench is round-
pentangular in shape, 42-43 m in diameter, and 2 m wide. The eastern side of the moat is 26
m long, and straightened. The structures of the dwelling No. 3 are adjacent to it in particular.
The inner area is flat, slightly turfed. On the northern side, the moat has a passage 4 m wide.
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From the southwestern corner of the trench, a smaller trench 0.8 m wide extends to the east.
It surrounds an elevated area adjacent to the wall of the trenchfrom the west. According to
the actual surface,its outlines stretch 16 m towards the river and then disappear. A gap 2.5 m
wide is fixed in the southwestern corner.

To clarify the constructions, it was decided to cut the elevation across and to include the
trenchoutlines. Therefore, originally, the excavation was planned along the NW-SE line with
a grid of squares 3x3 m, 6 m wide, and 12 m long (Fig. 3).
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Fig. 3. The settlement of Kozykosh. Farmstead No. 3. The excavation plan

As the contours of the brick walls appeared, the excavation began to expand in all directions,
except for the northwestern one, where the trench was located.As a result, the area of 180 sq.m
was excavated.To record the building structures and findings, the squares marking was made:
alphabetically along the latitudinal line and numbers along the meridional line (Fig. 4).

Themoat. Its out lines in the shape of deepening and moundare recorded on the actual
surface. The trench diverter was arranged on the inner surface of the fenced territory
andformed the mound. The trench was dividedinto squares (1/B, C). The surface bending
above the trench has a depth of 20 cm. The smaller moundhump rises to the floor western
side. It consists of the clay diverter 20-30 cm thick. The clay covers the humus, compactly
arranged with the 0.7 m wide roller. According to the plan, the outlines of the trench are 0.8-
1.2 m wide, 0.6 m deep, and the bottom is flat (Fig. 4).
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Fig. 4. The settlement of Kozykosh. Topographic plan of the farmstead No. 3

The planning. An excavation with the area of 180 square meters discovered a three-
chamber dwelling, some outbuildings adjacent to the walls of the dwelling were recorded.
Our observations of the stratigraphy and structure of the profiles have helped us to see some
reliefs outside the excavation. Thanks to the brick walls extending outside the excavation
area and due to the examination of the actual surface around the excavation site on the
southwestern side, the rectangular rooms were found. The contours of their walls are visible
due to the relief rollers shown on the actual surface. A rectangular room with dimensions
of 6x5 m is adjacent to the squares 3-4/B from the south. The contours of its walls shapedas
thesmooth rollers are visible on the actual surface. The same rectangles are adjacent to the
squares 5-6/A from the south. These rooms have not been excavated, their purpose remains
unknown (Fig. 3).

The layout of the three-chamber dwelling was seen according to the turfy and mud bricks
of the walls (Fig. 4). The dwelling is of a square-like shape with dimensions of 10x9 m. The
dwelling consists of three different-sized rooms. Room 1 is rectangular, stretched along the
NE-SW line, the internal dimensions are 7.7x2.6 m. It has a ledge-niche 1.5 m wideon the
north-western side, 4.40 m long. Two other rooms are adjacent to its southern long wall. The
northeastern dwelling is small one and designated as the dwelling No. 3, and the main living
room is almost square according to the plan (No. 2).
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The room No. 1 is presumably for household and kitchen purposes (Fig. 4). A niche of the
northwestern wall of the room No. 1 is 1.5 m wide, it isindicated by turning the segment of
the wall to the north and is specified in the plan and on the profile of the square 5B (Fig. 3).
The inner space of the room 1 has the area of 21.5 square meters. The bricks of the northern,
western and southern long walls were cleared. The walls 0.7 - 1.0 m wide are lined in three
rows of the turfy bricks. Two external rows are laid longitudinally, the inner space between
them is fragmentarily filled with bricks, covered with gray soilhere and there. The corners of
the house are carefully stabilized with thebuilt bricks.

Within the squares 4-5/B the fragments of causeway made of the small amorphous-shaped
bricks were cleared on the floor of the room No. 1. They are of different composition: dark
gray, smooth, yellow clay. These small bricks stretch all over the square to the south edge.
They are square-like, 15x15 in size; 20x20 cm. They are found in the section of the eastern
profile in the shape of the thin layer. On the surface of the squares 4-5/B, their layout
resembles a modern tiled floor (Fig. 4).

Among three chambers of the dwelling, the room 2 is the main one. It is almost square-
shaped (6 x 5.5 m), it has well-preserved walls, the total area is 33 sq.m, the internal area is 20
sq.m. The north-western corner of the room 2 is allocated for a clay sufa with dimensions of
3.2 x 2.3 m. The upper level of the sufa bricks was recorded at a depth of 20 cm. According to
the profiles, another layer above the actual one used to exist. However, it had been destroyed
by time. The sufa bricks are square-shaped 18 x 18; 20 x 20 cm made of the gray soil and
yellow clay. The surface of the sufa bricks is smooth, as if smoothed and covered with the
facing plaster. The bricks are laid in two layers on a humus ballast. There are the calcination
spots on the surface of the sufa under the northern and western walls of the room. Perhaps it
is afireplace or a portable fireplace (sandalwood). The top row of bricks in the profile starts
from the top of the excavation.

The northern and southern walls 0.75 m wide of the room 2 are lined in three rows of
the large bricks. The inner row is poorly traced, the bricks are visible here in fragments.
Sometimes there is a backfilling with gray soil, clay, brushwood instead of the bricks.

There is a large hole in the southern corner of the room 2. Its outlines were found at the depth
of 35 cm. According to the stratigraphy of the structures, it can be seen that the holehad been
dug out before the dwelling was built. It was covered with the lumpy soil, the brick walls of the
dwelling were built on its surface. The hole extends outside the territory of the dwelling and the
excavation site as a whole (Fig. 4). A narrow row of brick lining extends from the southwestern
corner outside the excavation area. Perhaps from the construction of the entrance.

Analysis
Degree of study. The history of the dwelling has a considerable bibliography including the
ethnographic descriptions, archaeological sources. A wide range of ethnographic data on

the Kazakh kystaus, land use and nomadic movements is contained in the writings of the
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statistical expeditions of the Russian officials of the XIX century, the service class people
and representatives of the tsarist administration who tried to assess the possibilities of use
of the Kazakh lands. Interest in new lands, life and culture of the Asian peoples gave rise to
many sketches, descriptions, scientific publications about the natural conditions, climate and
economic specifics of the Kazakhs (Shne, 1894; Rakhimov, 2012: 141-149).

Description of dwellings and close attention to the construction traditions of the Kazakhs
of the XIX - early XX centuries began with colonization of the territory of Kazakhstan. The
Russian ethnographers-travelers found the population of the Kazakh steppes already in the
latter days of the traditional pattern of household: nomadic cattle breeding, loss of pastures,
forced haying and farming. The tsarist officials-statistics specialists paid attention to the size of
auls, number of houses, number of families, layout, building materials (Krasovskiy, 1868). The
similar comparative materials were collected in many regions (Review of Akmolinskaya, 1899).
All ethnographic descriptions emphasize the main feature of the layout of the Kazakh kystaus —
a close correlation betweenthe living accommodation and the barnyard (Glukhov, 1927; Shne,
1894), explaining this with the fact that the main concern and wealth of nomads was the cattle.

The studies of the beginning of the XX century considered the history of the origin and
evolution of dwellings of various types, layout of the farmstead, dependence of architecture,
interior design on the natural conditions and availability of building materials and level of
economic development (Kymekos, li6paes, 2020: 97-99).

In recent decades, after the discovery of the settlements of the Early Iron Age (Khabdulina,
2019) and the identification of their similarity in many features with the wintering areas of
new time, the study of topography, planning structures, reconstruction of architecture, area,
methods of wall construction, calculations of the roof of the Kazakh kystaus began (Beisenov,
2019; Bukesheva, 2021). The first excavations in Saryarka were carried out in 2018 in the
settlement of new time called Sarkyram (Dukombaiyev, 2020: 136). The settlement consisted
of four dwellings, and according to the excavations, it was classified as a seasonal dwelling of
kuzeu. The materials on raw architecture, construction business of the Kazakhs of the end of
the XIX century were obtained. The writings of 2021 area continuation of this subject.

The important aspect of study of the Kazakh kystaus is a construction technology.
General information is known according to the ethnographic descriptions of the XIX — early
XX centuries. Archaeological excavations help to specify them.

By now, the amount of collected records allows us to classify two chronological periods of
the constant monuments of the later-medieval era: monuments of the period of the Kazakh
Khanate of the XV-XVIII centuries, and ethnographic time of the XIX-XX centuries. Any
settlements of the period of the Kazakh Khanate of the steppe Saryarka are still unknown.
In 2021 excavations of a large settlement of the late XIX- early XX century on the Kozykosh
River were started

The settlement of Kozykosh is a new kind of the medieval settlement unit of the North Saryarka.
The monument has theintense planigraphic structure. According to the artefactual remains, visual
analysis of buildings’ relief, it was found thatthe settlement was new one of that time.
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The settlement of Kozykosh is locatedon the left shore of the Kozykosh River and feeder
of the Ishim River. The Kozykosh River united the waters ofNura and Ishim. At present,
it consists of the separate stretches, the dead arms, the river bed floods only during the
spring tide.The flow of the Kozykosh River accepts several feeders.The river itself fancily
and frequently meanders in the area of 40 km between Ishim and Nura creating the suitable
elevated areas.At the mouth of Ishim the river, meandering, creates a complex mosaic chain
of over dried and new river beds.The width of the river bed is maximum 100-120 m.

The facilities on the Kozykosh River were first discovered in 2006 by the exploratory team
of the Yessil stationary archaeological expedition. Over the subsequent years, the monitoring
of the monument surface had been carried out from time to time. Thanks to the examination of
the monument on Google maps and on foot, its dimensions, planning density and scale of the
settlement facility were revealed. It had been established that it was the largest ethnographic
settlement in the region. As part of one large monument containing more than eighty housing
and utility complexes, two stages of development and transformation of a constant Kazakh
dwelling are found.

A fractional grid of squares with dimensions of 3 x 3 m, some careful field observations,
a recording of stratigraphy on the drawings and the detailed photographic recording of the
entire course of excavations allowed us to identify many details of the Kazakh housebuilding
and compared them with the ethnographic materials. Any troubles in reconstruction were
caused by the low thickness of the cultural layer, the homogeneous soil construction material
without the wood, stones, and burnt bricks. In the excavation site of the farmstead No. 3,
there are no pillar holes, any additional grooves and explanatory structural features. We have
only a plan and profiles 30-40 cm high. It represents a residual of building structures. What
existed above was taken away by time.

The dwelling No. 3 was chosen for excavations as it stands somewhat autonomously, it
has a well-defined trench-like fence, which suggests the possibility of exploring the farmstead
with the additional buildings. Any housing structures in the form of wall outlines of houses
are not presented in the relief. This has served as an assumption that the farmstead might be
older than other complexes with a clear relief of the breakdown of walls.

A plenty of profiles illustrate the following construction techniques. They are best seen
according to the internal stratigraphy of the room No. 2. The area of the room is lowered to a
depth of 40 cm from the actual surface. It defines a continent level. The entire surface is laid
with the turfy layers 20 cm thick. This humus layer is seen on all profiles (Fig. 5). Perhaps the
cut turfy layers were fixed together like bricks, otherwise they would tear apart. An interesting
thing: a thin line of gray and sometimes yellow soil like adhesive solution covers the bottom
and the top of the turfy layer. It is said, that for better adhesion, the turf was laid with the grass
down and then after some time passed and some soil chemical processes such a thin light layer
appeared (Glukhov, 1927:113; Vostrov, Zakharova, 1989:49). As for the top layer, it is the
result of laying the next layer of bricks coated with a specially prepared solution.
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Fig. 5. The settlement of Kozykosh, the dwelling No.3. The square 7C. Bricks of the walls

The width of the walls of the room No. 2 is 0.75 cm. The bricks are predominantly turfy;
some of them are mixed with the clay, lined in three rows. The external row is laid crosswise,
the inner row is lengthwise. There are a clay layer, a loose gray soil and some fragments of
bricks between the brick rows. Then northern and western walls have alsobrick inner rows.
The brick sizes differ: 35x35; 45x30 cm. The very large bricks (70x30 cm) were used for
construction of the external walls of the dwelling: northern, eastern and southern. Each brick
is plastered, smoothed on four sides as it can be seen according to the seams. Sometimes the
seams are covered not only with the soil, but also with the chopped brushwood, lumps of
rotten wood and clay.

Three layers of bricklining can be seen according to theprofiles. Each one is 10-15 cm thick.
This is clearly seen according to the stratigraphy of the brick lining of the sufa (square 6/C).

The household buildings. According to the excavations of the dwelling 3 of the settlement
of Kozykosh, some household buildings represented bythe traces of brick walls, the layers of
brown layer with bends on the continent were recorded in the squares between the moat and
the western wall of the dwelling. This lumpy and as if compressed layer which can be easily
dug has a rotten structure.The surface of this layer is covered with the gray ashy soil in the
squares 2/C,B. All this testifies to the existence of a household building here. The household
buildings also include the rectangular rooms along the southern side of the excavation site
emerged by the wall rollers. Along the northern wall of the dwelling, there is a narrow
room of 3 m width (square 4-6/G). Its out lines appear on the layers of bricks recorded in
the profiles. Thus, the cattle barns surrounded the residential part from the west, north and
south. Only the eastern side, facing the river, was free from any buildings.

Another detail is the indication that the entrance to the dwelling led through the barnyard.
Possibly it was from the south (square 6/A). Here there is a branch from the wall of the
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room No. 2, which goes outside the excavation site. In the corner of the square, there is a cluster
of kitchen bones. No roof structures were found. According to the ethnographic materials, it can
be assumed that it was flat or with a small slope. The height of the dwelling could be at least 2 m.

Results

The significance of excavations of the settlement of Kozykosh lies in the first large-scale
experience of obtaining the materials to confirm and specify the ethnographic descriptions
of the Kazakh wintering areas.Compared to traditionally small in area and in number of
buildings of the Kazakh kystaus of the XV-XVIII centuries, the settlement of Kozykosh belongs
to the type of the large constant settlement with a total area of 160 hectares.

As part of one large monument containing more than 80 housing and utility complexes,
two chronological stages of development and transformation of constant Kazakh dwelling are
distinguished.The results of our excavations relate to many aspects of household activity, the
specifics of historically established patterns of the Kazakh management of natural resources.
Houses were built of mud and turf bricks. The layout and interior of the dwellings continue
the traditions of medieval cities.The main component of the Kazakh wintering grounds are
outbuildings. They surrounded the residential part of the farmstead.

The important result is the timing of two stages in the history of the settlement of
Kozykosh: the second half of the XIX century; the first decades of the XX century.The scientific
publications provide the opinion that the settlement and construction of constant dwellings
of the Kazakhs would have become widespread by the 40s of the XIX century (Azhigali, 2004:
68; Beisenov, 2019:30) and kystaus as a historical archetype disappeared in the middle of the
XX century (Beisenbaikyzy, 2017). Archaeological and ethnographic materials of study of the
settlement of Kozykosh completely confirm this point.

Conclusion

Since the XIX century, some theoretical approaches have been developed in studying of the
history of dwelling as an important element of material culture, as an ethnic indicator and the
transformation of its historical types. In relation to the nomadic world, they are based on the
factors of changes of household patterns. A possibility approach explains the independence
of nomadic way of life from natural and climatic conditions, and thatcalls for development of
agriculture as the best alternative to nomadism. Its direct opposite isa geo-deterministic one
indicating the extreme dependence on the natural and climatic conditions, the impossibility
and harmfulness of transition of nomads to a settled way of life. Historically, the evolutionary
approach is traditional, referring a gradual natural transition to a settled way of life.

The settlement of Kozykosh is a special type of settlement that arose in the era of
cardinal historical and political changes. The changes were caused by the colonization of the
Kazakh territory in the XIX century and the transition to settlement in the early XX century.
Archaeological and ethnographic materials of study of the settlement of Kozykosh completely
confirm this point.
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KoabIkelll 3THOTpa¢pUAIbIK KOHBICBIHBIH Ka3akK YiH-Kalibl

AnvoTtanusa. KemneHaisiepAiH OTBHIPBIKIIBI MJAEHHETIH 3epTTey MocejeCiH COHFBl OHXBLJI-
nbpIKTapga KaszakcTaHHBIH, TYpJli apXeoJIOTHSJIBIK YKBIMIAphl OeJiCeHAi TypJie AaMBbITBIT KeJiemdi.
[TaneosTHOrpadUsIBIK Jlenl aTtajiaThiH OYJI )kaHa 6arbIT XX rFacelpAblH 70-11Ii KbUIAAPbIHAA FBUIBIMU
cunaTtka ve 6osiabl. Kazipri yakpiTTa )XHUHaAKTaJIFAaH MaTepUaJiblH KeJieMi KeliHTi opTa Fachipjiaparbl
CTaIlMOHAPJBIK €CKepTKIITep/li €Ki XPOHOJIOTUAJBIK Ke3eHre Oesiyre MyMKiHAIK Oepeni: Kasay
xa"AbFbIHBIH, XV-XVIII £F. xkoHe XIX-XX fF. 3THOrpauUAIBIK YaKbITBIHBIH eckepTkimTepi. Jlajmasslg
Capblapkazarsl Kazak xaHAblFbl A9yipiHe Tuecsi KoHbIcTap a3ipiie Gesriciz. 2021 xbuiel AKMoOJa
eHipinze XIX r. asrel MeH XX f. GaceiHAarbl KO3BIKOII Kelll OPTAFachIpJIbIK KOHBICBIHAA Ka30a
JKYMBICTaphl 6acTaabl.

Ocel MakajaHblH MakcaTel: Ko3blkell e3eHiHAeri KasaKTapAblH 3THOTPa(UAIBIK KOHBICHIHBIH
J)ocrapJsiay-KOMIO3UIMAIBIK KYPBUIBIMBIHA cuUnaTTamMa Oepy, KasputraH No3 TyprelH YHAIH MaTepu-

127



M. Khabdulina, S. Shnaider, A.Yeginbay, Z. Karimbayeva Turkic Studies Journal 4 (2022) 113-130

anpapsl OoribiHIIa XIX Facelpfiarbl TYPFbIH YH-IIapyamibUIbIK KellleHAepiH, CoyJIeTiH, KYpPBUIbIC iciH
cunarray, Kasakcranmarbsl XX racwIpAblH OachlHOarbl KOFaMABIK-cascU e3repicrepre OaiiIaHBICTHI
KOHBICTapblH (KpICTaKTap/blH) KEHiCTiKTiK OpHaJIacybl MeH ocnapJiay 6elHeciHiH e3repyiH KepceTy.

3eprTey MmaTepuangaps! Kosbikeln KOHbICBIHBIH No3 MeKeHiHiH TYPFbIH YH-IIapyallbUIbIK KelleHiHiH
apxeoJIOTUAJIBIK Ka3z0a KyMBICTapblHa HeTi3fiesireH, Tajjay KesiHJe KalIbIKTHIKTaH, Teo(U3uKablK
J)KOHe TapUXU-3THOrpaUsIBIK 3epTTey oicTepi KosgaHbUIFaH. KoO3BIKeIl KOHBICHIHAAFB Kasba
JKYMBICTApbIHBIH MaHBI3AbUIBIFEl Kaszak KbIcTayjapel OOUBIHIIA 3THOTpa@UsAIBIK MJliMeTTepAi
pacTaiThIH XXoHe HaKThUIANTHIH MaTepUajigapbl ajlyAblH OipiHII ayKeIMIbI ToXiprubeciHeH KepiHesi.
80-HeH acTaM TYPFBIH YH-IIIapyanIblIbIK KellleHi 6ap Oip yJIKeH ecKepTKill ImeH0epiHAe CTallliOHAPJIBIK,
Ka3aky TYPFBIH VUi AaMBITY MeH TpaHchopManusaayIblH eki Ke3eHi Oestinm kepcetinefi. Bi3miy
Kaszba KyMBICTapBIMBI3JIbIH HOTIDKeJIepi MapyallblIbK, KbI3METTiH KeIlTereH XaKTapblHa, TaOUFaTTHI
nakiasanyIblH Tapyxy KaJblITackaH KasaKu yJrijepiHiH cunaTrramMaapbiHa KaThICTHL.

KinT ce3nep: Capriapka, Kosbikern, Hypa, Kaz6a xyMbIcTaphl, KOHBIC, TYPFHIH YH, ycaip6a, KpIcTay,
IIBIMABL KipHimTep.
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Kazaxckas yca,r:[bﬁa 3THorpa(])nqec1coro noceyieHus1 Ko3pikom

AnnoTtaumsa. Ilpobyiema u3ydeHUs OceAJsiol KyJIbTypbl KOUYEBHUKOB B IOCJIeAHUE AeCATHUJIeTHUA
aKTUBHO pa3pabaTeiBaeTcs pa3INyHbIMU apXeoJIOrMYecKMMM KoJuleKkTuBaMu KazaxcraHa. DTo HOBoe
HalpasJIeHHe, N3BeCTHOEe KaK Najeod3THoOrpaduieckoe, MOJIyInusio HayuHoe opopmiieHre B 70-x rogax
XX B. K Hacrosmemy BpeMeHH 00beM HaKOIJIEHHOI'O MaTepuasia I03BOJIAET JeJIUTh CTal[iOHApHbIE
NIaMATHUKY NO3[JHeCpeJHEeBeKOBOI 5II0XM Ha JBa XPOHOJIOTMYECKHUX Iepuoja: NaMATHUKU Iepuoja
Kasaxckoro xaHctBa XV-XVIII BB. u aTHorpadudeckoro Bpemenu XIX-XX BB. B crenHoii Capnlapke
nocesieHus nepruoga Kasaxckoro xaHcrsa noka He n3BecTHbL. B 2021 r. B AkmosimHckoM [IpuninmMbe
HayaThl PACKOIKU NO3JHecpeJHeBeKOBOro nocesjeHnsa Kospikom koHna XIX — Havasa XX B.
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Llesnb HacTosAlell CTAaThbU: JaTh XapaKTEPUCTUKY IJIAHUPOBOYHO-KOMIIO3ULIMOHHON CTPYKTYPhI
STHOrpapuyueckoro IMoceJjieHHus Ka3axoB Ha peke KO3BIKOII, OMUCATh XHUJIUIHO-XO3SICTBEHHBIE
KOMILJIEKCHI, apXUTEKTYPY, CTPOUTEJIbHOE Jesi0 XIX Beka o MaTepurajiaM pacKomaHHOro xusuia No3,
rokasaTh TpaHchOpMaIMi0 TPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO pa3MellleHUs U IJIaHUPOBOYHOTO 00JIMKA MMOCeIeHUH
(kpICTAaKOB) B CBA3U C OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOJUTUUYECKMMH M3MeHeHUAMU Havyasia XX Beka B KazaxcraHe.

MaTepuaJibl MccjieJOBaHUA OCHOBAHbBI HA apXeOJIOTMYECKUX PACKOIKAX XUJIUIITHO-X035HCTBEHHOT'O
koMIiekca ycanpObl No3 moceneHusa Ko3biKoll, Opu aHajau3e MPUMEHEHBl OUCTAHIIMOHHEIE,
reopusnyeckre U NCTOPUKO-3THOrpaduieckrie MeTOObl M3yueHUA. 3HaueHUe PAacKOIOK IoceIeHus
Kosbikom 3aksioyaercss B IEPBOM MacIITaOHOM OIBITE IMOJIyYeHUsI MaTeprasioB, IOATBEPXKAAIONINX U
KOHKPETHU3UPYIOIMNX 3THOTpadrueckue cBeIeHUs [0 Ka3aXCKUM 3UMOBKaM. B pamkax o JHOTro 60J1I110T0
MaMATHUKA, cojiepxkariero Oosiee 80-TW >KUIMIIHO-XO3AHCTBEHHBIX KOMILJIEKCOB, BBIYJIEHSIOTCS
JBa 3Tama pa3BUTUA U TpaHcHopMaluM CTALMOHAPHOTO Ka3aXCKOro XWJHIA. Pe3ysibTaThl HaIIUX
PacKOIIOK KacaloTCs MHOTMX CTOPOH XO3AVCTBEHHOMN [eATeJIbHOCTH, XapaKTepPUCTUKU HCTOPUYECKU
CJIOXUBIIUXCA MOJeJIel Ka3axCKoro IpHUpOgON0Ib30BaHUA.

KimioueBrle ciioBa: Caprlapka, Kossikom, Hypa, packonku, mocejieHue, Xuauile, ycaap0a, KeICcTay,
JepHOBBbIE KUPIINYU.
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