Turkic Studies Journal 1 (2025) 49-70

Turkic Studies Journal

Journal homepage: www.tsj.enu.kz

Article

Discursive and methodological aspects of the study of the Kazakh
Khanate in Turkish historiography

A.M. Azmukhanova?, M.Sh. Egamberdiyev®

4L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University, Astana, Republic of Kazakhstan

(E-mail: aimanagmukhanova@gmail. com).

YAl-Farabi Kazakh National University, Almaty, Republic of Kazakhstan

(E-mail: mirzahan.egamberdiyev@gmail com). *Corresponding author: mirzahan.egamberdiyev@gmail.com

ARTICLE INFO

ABSTRACT

Keywords:
Kazakh

Khanate, Turkish
historiography,
discourse analysis,
methodology of
historical research,
Turkology,
comparative-
historical method,
source study,
conceptual
approaches,
historical science
in Turkey

IRSTI 03.20

DOI: http://doi.
org/10.32523/
2664-5157-2025-
1-49-70

This article examines the discursive and methodological aspects of studying
the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography. In recent decades, Turkish
scholars have shown increasing interest in Central Asian history. This is
due to several factors: first, political and cultural ties between Kazakhstan
and Turkey have fostered academic exchanges; second, within Turkology
and Eurasian studies in Turkey, there has been a growing focus on
Kazakh history as part of the broader history of Turkic peoples; third, the
re-evaluation of Ottoman and post-Ottoman historiographical traditions
has influenced approaches to regional history, including the Kazakh
Khanate. However, despite the significant number of studies, Turkish
historiography still faces debates on methodology, source interpretation,
and historiographical concepts. The study aims to analyze the discourses
and methodological approaches of Turkish historians regarding the
Kazakh Khanate and the patterns of its statehood formation. The key
objectives include identifying trends in Turkish historiography, assessing
the influence of methodological traditions, analyzing source materials,
and examining the impact of ideological, political, and academic factors.
Theresearch’snoveltyliesinitscomprehensive analysis of historiographical
materials and methodological foundations of Kazakh Khanate studies in
Turkey. Compared to previous works, this article provides a systematic
examination of conceptual and methodological tools, highlighting key
trends and developments in historiography. The comparative-historical
method in future research allows us to contrast Turkish historiographical
perspectives with those from Kazakhstan, Russia, and Western academia.
Discourse analysis helps identify narrative features, rhetoric, and key
concepts employed by Turkish historians. Content analysis of texts reveals
dominant themes, prevailing interpretations, and shifts in scholarly
perspectives. A critical-analytical method is also applied to explore
methodological challenges and historiographical disputes. The findings
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provide insights into the current state of Kazakh Khanate studies in Turkish historiography,
highlighting key methodological issues. The identified patterns contribute to understanding the
influence of political and ideological factors on historiographical discourse, as well as the extent
to which Turkish scholars incorporate various theoretical-methodological approaches. The
conclusions may be valuable for further research in Turkology and the study of historiographical
interactions between Kazakhstan and Turkey.
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Ka3zak xanapirblH Typkus TapuxHaMachbIHIa 3epTTeyiH AUCKYPCUBTIK XKIHE
9licHaMaJIbIK, acIeKTijiepi

AnHoTanusa. Makaiazna Kazak xaHIbIFBIH 3epTTeyAeri JUCKYPCUBTIK XKoHe d/licHaMaJIbIK
acriekTijiepAiH Typkus TapuxHaMacbHAAFBl OPHBI KapacThpbliaAbl. COHFBI OHXBUIABIKTapAa
TYpiK 3epTTeyiiiepidiy, OpTanblK A3us TapuxblHa JereH KbI3bIFYIIbLIBIFEL aliTapJIbIKTall apTTHI:
6ipinmigen, Kazakcran MeH Typkus apachiHAarkl casicu-MajleHU 6aiiiaHbicTap akaleMUSsIIBIK
BIHTBIMAKTaCTHIKTHIH KeHeloiHe BIKNAaJl eTTi; eKiHmigeH, Typkusaaarsl TYPKiTaHBIMABIK XoHe
eypasusUIblK 3epTTeyjiep aschlHAA Kas3akK TapuXblHA, OHBI TYPKi XaJIbIKTapbl TApUXbIHBIH
axplpamac OeJiiri peTiHAe KapacTbIpyFa [ereH KhI3BIFYLIBUIBIK KYIIelNi; YIIiHIIigeH,
Typkusaga ocMaHABIK >XoHe IOCTOCMAaHABIK TapuUXHaMaJIblK MYpaHbl KailiTa KapacThIpy
yAepici eHipJiik TapuXThl, COHBIH imiHAe Ka3ak XaHbIFbl TAPUXBIH 3epTTeY TacijiaepiHe acep
eTTi. AJyaliia 3epTTeyjiep CaHBIHBIH eJI9yip ©CKeHiHe KapamacTaH, TYpiK TapuxHaMachHAa
dflicHaMa, AepeKKe3AepAi TYCIHAIpy XoHe TaphXHAaMaJIblK TY’KbIpbIMAamaJlapFa KaTbICTHI
nikiprajacrap xajracyfa. 3epTTeyAiH Herisri maxcatel — Kasak XaHIBIFBIH 3epTTeygeri
TYPiK TapUXUIBUIAPBIHBIH, AUCKYPCTapel MeH ofiCHaMaJsIblK YCTaHBIMJApPBIH, COHJAH-akK
Kaszak xaHIBIFBIHBIH MeMJIEKeTTUIIr XeHiHAeri TyCiHikTepAiH KasbllTacy 3aHBLIBIKTapbIH
Tajgay. ©3 Ke3eriHje TYpik TapuxHaMachlHAAFel 0acThl OAFbITTApAbl AHBIKTAY, dAiCHAMAJIBIK,
JQCTYPJIepAiH BIKIAJIBIH 3epTTey, AepeKKo3ik 6a3aHsl Tajay koHe UAeOJIOTUAIIBIK, CasCH,
aKageMUsIbIK (haKTOpJIapAblH 9cepiH KapacTelpy MaKaJlaHbIH Heri3ri MiHeTTepiH Kypaliibl.
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3epTTeyaiH FBUIBIMM XaHasblFbl — Typkuaaa Kasak XaHABIFBIH 3epTTey OOMBIHILA
TapuxHaMaJblK MaTepuaj MeH JJiCHaMaJslblK MoceJiesiepiH KelleHJi TypAe TaJiAaHyhl.
Byran peliiHri 3seprreysiepieH aWbpMAIlBUIBIFBE,, OyJl MakKajaZda TYXbIPBIMAAMAaJIbIK
XKOHe JJliCHaMaJIblK KypasiAapAblH XXyHesli Tajfaybl YCBIHBUIBIN, TapUXHaMaHBIH Herisri
OarpITTapel MeH AaMy YpAicTepiH aHbIKTayra MyMKiHAiK Oepinefi. CaybICTBIpMAaJsibl-TapUXU
dJiic OoJlamaKTarsl FEUIBIMUM 3epTTeyJiep/ie TYPiK TapuxHaMachlHBIH TacijifepiH KazakcraH,
Peceil >xoHe baTeic TapuxHaMacblHAarbl KaszakK XaHIOBIFBIH 3epTTey [O9CTYp-JiepiMeH
casjbICTBIpyFa MYMKIiHAIK Oepeni. [WCKypCTHIK Tanmay 9Aici 6ojica e3 Keserinae Typik
3epTTeyuisiepidig Kasak xaHqpIFbl TApUXbIH TYCiHAIpyAeri 0asHaay CTUIi, pUTOPUKAaChl MeH
HeTi3ri YFeIMAAphIHBIH epeKIlesikTepiH auKblHAayFa OarpiTTajfbl. MoTiHAep KOpIychiHA
XKYPrisifireH KOHTeHT-Tajjay OachbIM TaKBIPHIITAp/Abl, HEri3ri MHTepnpeTanusaaapAbl XoHe
3epTTey ToCiJIepiHiH e3repy AWHAMUKACBhIH aHBIKTayFa KemekTecefdi. CoHbIMeH Oipre,
dMlicHaMaJibIK Macejiejlep MeH TapuxHaMaJllblK MiKip-TajiacTapAbsl Tajjayra apHaJiFaH
CBIH-KMCBIHJBIK 9JliC KOJIAAHBUIABL. 3epTTey HoTwxesepi Kasak XaHABIFBIHBIH TYPiK
TapuxHaMachiHAa 3epTTeJIyiHiH Kasipri kall-KyHliH cumaTrayra, ochl Ke3eHi TyciHAipyaeri
HeTi3ri aficHaMaJsblK MaceJiesjiepAi aHBIKTayFa MYMKIiHIiK OepeTiHi aHBIK. AWKbIHOAJIFaH
3aHBUIBIKTAp TapUXHaMAaJIBIK yJepicTeri casgcu-uAeosIOTHsIbIK (GaKTOpJIapAblH bIKIIAJIBIH,
COHAal-aK TYpiK 3epTTeyLIiJiepiHiH TypJi TeopHUsJIbIK-d[iCHAMaJbK TIciaepAi KoJaaHy
JeHreiliH KakKchlpaK TYCiHyre bIKOayl eTefi. ByJl *KYMBICTHIH, KOPHBITHIHABLUIAPH TYPKiTaHY
3epTTeyJepiHiH o9flicHaMachlH OJaH Jpi 3epAesiey MeH MaubIMaayFa XoHe KazakcTaH MeH
Typkus apacbiHAaFbl TapUXHaMaJIbIK ©3apa bIKIaJAaCThIKTH TaJlAay YIUiH nanaasisl 001aabl.

Kinr cesnep: Kasak xanawirbl, TypKus TapuxHamachl, AUCKYPCUBTIK Tajfay, TapyUxXu
3epTTeyJiep dJlicHaMachl, TYPKiTaHy, CaJIbICTHIPMAaJIBI-TaPUXU 9iC, AepeKTaHy, KOHIIENTyaJI bl
Tocinaep, Typkusa-aarbl Tapyx FHUIBIMBL.
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JlucKypcUBHbBIE U METOAOJIOTHYECKHE acNeKThl u3ydyeHusa Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa
B TypenKoi ucropuorpadpuu

AnHoTtanuaA. CraThs MOCBAIleHa HCCJIEAOBAaHUI0O AUCKYPCHUBHBIX U METOHOJIOTMYEeCKUX
acrnekToB usydyeHus Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa B Typelkoil ucropuorpaduu. B mnociennue
JlecATUJIETHs WHTepeCc TYypelKUX ucciefoBareseil K wucropun LleHTpanbHON A3uu
3HAUMTEJIbHO BO3POC: BO-NIEPBBIX, IOJINTHUKO-KYJIbTYpHBIE CBA3M Mexay KazaxcraHoMm u
Typiueli cnoco6CTBOBaJIM paclIMPeHNI0 aKaJleMUYeCKuX KOHTAKTOB; BO-BTOPBIX, B paMKax
TIOPKOJIOTHYECKUX 1 eBPa3uiCKUX rccjiefoBaHui B Typluum ycuaInioch BHUMaHMeE K NCTOPUH
Ka3axoB KaK 4aCTU MCTOPUU TIOPKCKUX HapOAOB; B-TPEThUX, I€PEOCMBICIIEHE OCMAaHCKOI0
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1 IIOCTOCMAaHCKOIo ucropuorpaduueckoro Hacjaeaus B TypLUM MOBJIMAJIO HA MOAXOJBI
K M3YYEeHUI0O PeruoHajibHON HCTOpUM, BKIOYasa ucroputo Kazaxckoro xaHctBa. OanHako,
HECMOTps Ha HaJIMuue 3HAauyMTesJIbHOIO YHcJia UCC/IefOBaHMM, B TypelKoi ucropuorpaduu
COXpaHAKTCA JUCKYCCHOHHBIE BOIPOCH], Kacawluecsi MeTOA0JIOTHUH, HWHTepIpeTanun
VMICTOYHUKOB U HCTOpHorpaduyeckux KOHUenuui. llesapio ncciaefoBaHUsA ABJIAETCA aHAJIU3
JUCKYPCOB U METOA0JIOTHYECKUX MOAXOAO0B TYpeILKUX MCTOPUKOB K M3ydeHuo Kazaxckoro
XaHCTBa U 3aKOHOMepHOCTel POpMUPOBAHNSA ero rocyAapCTBEHHOCTU. 3a[jauy: ONpeesIuTh
HampaBJIeHUsA TypelKoll ucropuorpaduy, BJIUAHME METOANOJOTUYECKHUX Tpaauluii,
IIPOAHAIM3UPOBATh MCTOYHUKOBYI0 0a3zy U BJIMAHNE HE0JIOTUYECKUX, MOJMTUYECKUX U
akaJieMru4ecKux (pakTopoB.

HayuHasa HOBHM3Ha HCCJIeJOBaHMA 3aKJII0YAeTCA B TOM, YTO IMPOBOAUTCA KOMILJIEKCHBIN
aHanu3 wucropuorpaduueckoro marepruajga M MeTOJOJIOTUYECKUX BOIPOCOB, JIEXAILIUX
B OCHOBe ucciaenoBaHuil Kasaxckoro xaHcrBa B Typruu. B oTinume OT mpefplayiux
paboT, JaHHasA CcTaThs NIpejJjlaraeT CUCTEeMaTHU3MPOBAHHBIN aHaJINW3 KOHIENTYyaJIbHBIX U
METOAO0JIOTUYECKUX WMHCTPYMEHTOB, YTO II03BOJIAET BBIABUTH KJIIOUYEBble HANpaBJIeHUs U
TeHJeHLINU B pa3BUTHUU HcTopuorpaduu. CpaBHUTEIBHO-UCTOPUUECKU MeToA B OyAyLIUX
HAyYHbIX HCCJIEJOBAaHUAX IO3BOJIAET CONOCTaBUTh Typelkue HcTopuorpaduueckre
NoAXOABl ¢ TpaaunuAmuU nsydenus Kasaxckoro xancrsa B Kaszaxcrane, Poccun u 3anagHoin
rncropuorpaduu. MeToa AUCKyPCUBHOr0O aHAJIN3a IPUMEeHAEeTCsA /1A BBIABJIEHU A 0COOEHHOCTEN
HappaTuBa, PUTOPUKU U KJIIOUEBBIX KOHILENIMMN, MCIOJIb3YEeMBIX TypPelKUMU HCTOpUKAMU
npu uHTepnperanuu ucropun Kasaxckoro xaHcTBa. KoHTeHT-aHasM3 Koplyca TEKCTOB
II03BOJIAET BBIABUTH IIpeobsajaronirie TeMbl, JOMUHUPYIOILe UHTeplpeTaluu U JUHAMUKY
n3MeHeHull B NoAXoAax K AaHHOU TeMe. Takxke HCIOJIb3yeTCs KPUTHUKO-aHAJIMTUYECKUN
MeTOJ, HallpaBJICHHBII Ha BbIABJIEHNE METOA0JIOTMYeCKUX MpobjieM U UCTopruorpapuuecKmux
pasHorjacuil. Pe3ysbTaThl UCCiieJOBaHUA TO3BOJIAIOT HE TOJIBKO OXapaKTepu30BaTh TeKyllee
cocTosiHMe u3ydyeHUs Kazaxckoro xaHcCTBa B TypelKoil ucTopuorpaduu, HO U ONpeleInuThb
KJII0YeBBble MeTO0JIornyecKre npobJsieMsl, BOZHUKAIOIINME B [Ipoliecce OCMBICJIEHNs JaHHOIO
MICTOPUYECKOT0 Meproa. BelsABeHHbIe 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH IOMOTAIOT JIyyllle TIOHATh BJIMAHNE
MOJIUTUKO-UJe0JIOrnYeckuX (HpakToOpoB Ha McTopuorpadpuueckuil mporece, a Takxke CTeneHb
afanTaluy TypenKUMU UCCIeJ0oBaTeIAMUA PA3JIMYHBIX TEOpPeTUKO-MeTO0JIOTNYeCKUX
noAXOoAO0B. BriBoABl JaHHOIN pabOThl MOTYT OBITh IOJIE3HBI AJIA JajIbHeHIIero n3ydeHusd
METOJIOJIOTUM  TIOPKOJIOTMYeCKUX  HCCJIeJOBaHWM, aHaaW3a ucTopuorpaduieckoro
B3aumMogeticTeusa Mexay Kazaxcranom u Typuueii.

KutioueBsie ciioBa: Kazaxckoe XaHCTBO, Typelikas ucTopuorpadus, AUCKypPCHUBHBIN aHAIN3,
METOAO0JIOTUAA MCTOPUYECKUX MCCIIeJOBAaHUM, TIOPKOJIOTHsA, CPaBHUTEJIBHO-MCTOPUYECKUN
MEeTOJ, NCTOYHU-KOBeJleHle, KOHIleNTyaslbHble TOAX0/bl, UCTOprYecKasa HayKa B Typiuu.

Introduction

The study of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography is a complex and multilayered
process, largely determined by the evolution of Turkic studies, changes in political discourse
and methodological shifts in Turkish historical science itself. Issues related to the political,
social and cultural history of the Kazakh Khanate began to attract the attention of Ottoman
chroniclers as early as the 16th-17th centuries, but their perception remained fragmentary
and limited to descriptions of diplomatic contacts, trade routes and military conflicts (Buyar,
2021: 112). Subsequently, interest in the history of the Kazakhs in the Turkish academic
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environment significantly declined, which was largely due to the Ottoman-centric approach
to the study of history, in which the narrative focused mainly on the internal dynamics of the
Ottoman Empire and its key rivals, such as Iran and Russia. The revival of interest in the history
of the Kazakh Khanate occurred only in the second half of the 20th century, when new research
paradigms focused on comparative-historical analysis and interdisciplinary approaches began
to take shape in Turkey against the background of global changes in the humanities.

The systematic study of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography can be divided
into several stages. The first stage, covering the late 19th - first half of the 20th century,
is distinguished by the influence of the Ottoman administrative tradition and attempts to
comprehend the Kazakhs in the context of pan-Islamist discourse, which is particularly evident
in the works of Ottoman intellectuals such as Ahmed Cevad Pasha. The second stage, spanning
from the 1960s to the 1980s, is associated with the development of academic Turkology
in Turkey, when the attention of researchers shifted to the study of cultural and linguistic
ties between Turkic peoples, which contributed to the emergence of new interpretations of
the history of the Kazakh Khanate within a broad Eurasian context. The third stage, which
covers the 1990s and continues to the present day, is associated with increased political and
academic interest in the post-Soviet space, which led to the expansion of the research base,
but also gave rise to a number of debatable issues concerning methodology and interpretation
of historical sources.

The relevance of this study is determined by the insufficient study of discursive and
methodological foundations of Turkish historiography of the Kazakh Khanate, as well as the
need to critically analyze the approaches developed in the academic environment of Turkey.
The systematization of historiographical traditions allows us to identify the regularities of the
formation of historical knowledge and the assessment of the degree of influence of ideological,
political and academic factors on the interpretation of Kazakh statehood. The hypothesis of the
study is that the transformation of methodological approaches in the Turkish historiography
of the Kazakh Khanate is conditioned not only by the development of academic Turkology,
but also by the changes in the global historical narrative, within which there is an increasing
interest in regional and transnational studies.

The methodological approaches used by Turkish researchers in studying the history of the
Kazakh Khanate vary considerably depending on the academic school and research traditions.
One of the dominant trends is source analysis, which studies Ottoman, Persian and Russian
chronicles in order to reconstruct the political history of the Khanate. However, this approach
often suffers from a limited source base and lack of critical analysis of texts in terms of their
narrative structure. In recent decades, the use of the comparative method, which allows
comparing the history of the Kazakh Khanate with similar state formations in Central Asia and
the Middle East, has intensified (Dogan, 2002: 59-80). Furthermore, a number of studies trace
the influence of postcolonial and poststructuralist theories, which is especially noticeable in
the works devoted to the criticism of traditional historiographical narratives and the study of
the role of the Kazakh Khanate in the formation of national identity.

One of the key issues in the Turkish historiography of the Kazakh Khanate remains the
question of its borders, political-administrative organization and international relations. A
considerable number of studies rely on outdated models borrowed from Soviet historiography,
which leads to an uncritical acceptance of a number of established concepts, such as centralized
Khanate power or strict stratification of society. At the same time, modern Turkish works
tend to revise traditional ideas about the Kazakh Khanate through the prism of transnational
history, which allows us to take into account the interaction of Kazakhs with the Ottomans,
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Persians, Russians and Chinese in a more complex system of international relations. However,
the lack of a unified approach to the interpretation of key events and the absence of consensus
on methodological guidelines make it difficult to form a coherent historiographical narrative.

The present study aims to systematize the main discourses and methodological approaches
used by Turkish historians in the study of the Kazakh Khanate, as well as to identify patterns
that influence the formation of historiographical discourse. The work uses the comparative-
historical method to compare Turkish historiographical traditions with the approaches adopted
in Kazakhstan, Russia and Western countries; discourse analysis to identify key concepts
and rhetorical techniques used in Turkish studies; and content analysis to study changes
in the subject matter and interpretation of historical events. The present study provides a
comprehensive characterization of the current state of research on the Kazakh Khanate in
Turkish historiography. In addition, it identifies the key issues that emerge during the process
of developing scientific ideas about this historical period.

Materials and Methods

The methodology of research on the problems of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish
historiography has gone through several stages, reflecting the development of scientific
approaches and methodological tools. In the early stages, especially in the first half of the
twentieth century, researchers working in Turkey used mainly traditional historical and
philological methods, relying on textual analysis of sources such as Arabic, Persian and
Ottoman chronicles, as well as on oral folk traditions. Scholars such as Zeki Velidi Togan
have applied the comparative-historical method, analyzing the role of the Kazakh Khanate in
the context of the broader history of Central Asia. They utilized Arabic and Persian sources,
as well as Turkic oral literature, to examine the political, social, and cultural structure of
Kazakh society at different historical periods. These approaches made it possible to build a
picture of the role of the Kazakh Khanate in the geopolitical processes of the time, although
the methodological tools were limited by access to archives and sources located in the USSR.

With the collapse of the Soviet Union and improved academic exchange between Kazakhstan
and Turkey, the methods of research on the Kazakh Khanate have undergone significant
changes. Modern Turkish historiography on the Kazakh Khanate utilizes more diverse and
multi-layered methods, including quantitative and qualitative research, as well as access to
previously inaccessible archival materials. In recent decades, there has been a trend toward
interdisciplinary approaches that include a combination of historical analysis with sociological,
anthropological, and political methods. This approach allows for a deeper analysis not only
of the political history of the Kazakh Khanate, but also of its social and cultural aspects, as
well as its interaction with neighboring peoples and states. Modern research emphasizes the
multilevel and multivalent nature of Kazakh statehood, which requires the integration of a
variety of sources, including documents from Central Asian, Russian and Turkish archives.

In this study we apply the methodological approach of M. Malek, who examines the
problems of the Kazakh Khanate through the prism of the Eurasian concept. Malek focuses
on the importance of the Kazakh Khanate for the historical and political development of
Central Asia, in the context of interaction with neighboring regions and states. This approach
allows Kazakh history to be integrated into the broader context of Eurasian political and
cultural evolution, which is particularly relevant in light of contemporary challenges related
to the strengthening of Kazakh statehood and issues of national identity in the context of
globalization and political dynamics in the region (Malek, 2021: 36-41).
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In this study, we made an attempt to apply the methodology of T. Omarbekov, with
particular emphasis on his works, in which he developed the key directions of foreign and
domestic policy of Kazakh statehood. The approach of T. Omarbekov’s analysis of the political
structures and diplomatic practices of the Kazakh Khanate was particularly significant for our
study, as it allowed us to understand more deeply the processes that shaped both the foreign
and domestic policies of the Khanate. T. Omarbekov provides a comprehensive analysis of
interactions with neighboring states and examines the internal political organization, which
makes it possible to more accurately assess the role of the Kazakh Khanate in the context of
Eurasia. Incorporating his theoretical developments into our research context helps to create
a more complete and in-depth picture of Kazakhstan’s political history (Azmukhanova, 2022:
130-140).

Research Background

The first attempt to collect archival materials was made in 1992 by the General Department
of State Archives of the Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkey. However, this collection lacks
materials related to the issues of the formation of the Kazakh Khanate, since the chronological
framework of this study begins with the struggle of the Kazakh Khanate and continues until the
colonial policy of the Russian Empire. In selecting the materials, special attention was paid to
the documents touching upon political, military, social, economic and cultural ties. The present
book has been prepared as an example of a larger-scale study covering the entire Turkic world.
This volume presents documents relating to the Caucasus, Turkestan, and Crimea. The structure
of the publication includes three main parts: the first is devoted to the specifics of the documents,
the second contains their transcriptions, and the third presents photocopies. At the end of the
book there are explanations of the terms found in the documents, as well as an index including
names of persons, geographical names and institutions. The documents are grouped under the
above sections and arranged chronologically. Of the 142 documents presented, 37 relate to the
Caucasus, 81 to Turkestan, and 24 to Crimea. The materials relating to the Caucasus cover the
period 1696-1908, Turkestan — 1689-1906, and Crimea - 1687-1809. Together, the documents
cover 222 years and are represented by various types of Ottoman acts, including sultan decrees
(hatt-1 hiimayun), sultan letters (name-i hiimayun), orders (irade), decrees (hiikiim), and other
official documents (Osmanli Devleti ile Kafkasya, Tiirkistan ve Kirim Hanliklar1 arasindaki
miinasebetlere dair arsiv belgeleri (1687 - 1908 Yillar1 Arasi), 1992).

The analysis of Ottoman sources on the problem of the formation of the Kazakh Khanate
and Kazakh nationality is reflected in the collection of materials of the Chancellery of the
Ottoman Empire. This aspect, although it touches upon the problems of relations between
the Ottoman state and Turkestan, does not provide specific arguments about the process of
formation of the Kazakh Khanate. Ottoman historiography, considering the Kazakh Khanate
as part of the common Turkic space, emphasized the issues of military alliance, religious
solidarity and confronting common threats such as Russian and Qing expansion. In this
context, the Congress of Turkic Civilizations was held in Bishkek on October 4-6, 2004, in the
framework of which the Turkish State Archives Department presented archival documents
under the general title “Relations of the Ottoman State with Turkestan”. An important part of
this exposition were materials concerning diplomatic relations between the Kazakh Khanate
and the Ottoman Empire, which reflect both issues of political interaction and aspects of
cultural and religious contacts. The 78 archival documents and three maps included in
the collection make it possible to reconstruct the nature of Ottoman-Kazakh relations and
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identify key trends in the development of these relations. However, the presented array of
sources does not exhaust all the problems of the study, which emphasizes the need for further
comprehensive analysis of historical materials (Belgelerle Osmanli-Tiirkistan iliskileri (XVI-
XX. Yiizyillar), 2005).

At the same time, materials on the history of relations between the Ottoman State and
the Central Asian Khanates, including the Kazakh Khanate, were presented at specialized
exhibitions. In particular, on May 15, 2018, the Turkish Yunus Emre Institute within the
framework of the project “Spiritual Revival” held an exhibition “Archival Documents on the
Relationship between the Ottoman State and Central Asian Khanates” at the National Museum of the
Republic of Kazakhstan with the support of the Turkish Embassy in Kazakhstan. The exhibition
presented 40 documents describing the diplomatic and political relations between the Ottoman
state and Central Asian Khanates. The documents were provided by the Ottoman archives of the
State Archives Department of the Government of the Republic of Turkey. Important historical
sources were presented, including the correspondence between Kayip Muhammad Khan and
Sultan Selim II of the Ottoman State, written in 1713. Among the key exhibits were a copy of
a letter from the Ottoman Sultan sent to the Kazakh khan Kayip Muhammed Khan on August
21, 1713, a copy of the registration notebook of 10 different gifts to the Kazakh khan Kayip
Muhammed Khan dated August 21, 1713, a copy of a letter to Kayip Muhammed Khan, sent
by his envoy Sayyid Muhammedkul on January 16, 1714, copy of the letter of oral report of
Muhammedkul, envoy of Kayip Muhammed khan dated January 16, 1714, copy of the letter
of Kayip Muhammed khan on warm relations with the Ottoman state dated December 14,
1716, copy of the report on the trip to Central Asia of M. Lessar “Central Asia No. 1”. Lessar’s
Central Asia No. 1, a copy of a map of the Turkestan region printed in Berlin in 1862 (Relations
between the Ottoman State and the Central Asian Khanates).

The main source reflecting the political situation of the Kazakh Khanate is a letter from
Tauke Khan to the Ottoman Sultan Ahmed III - an attempt to gain support against Russia
using religious unity and common opposition. Khan reports the resettlement of the Bashkirs
(Sunnis), previously conquered by Moscow, to the Kazakhs and proposes joint military action.
However, the alliance failed due to the weakened position of the Ottomans, their remoteness
and reliance on the Crimean Khanate in the region. This diplomatic move indicates the
Kazakh Khanate’s desire to find external support in the face of Russian expansion. These data
are reflected in the collection of materials compiled by I.V. Erofeeva (Erofeeva, 2014: 79-87).
This episode was described by Orhan Dogan and his article from the methodological point of
view has its own peculiarities. Orhan Dogan in his analysis uses historical and documentary
method, relying on the collection of materials of I.V. Erofeeva, and considers the letter of
Tauke Khan as a strategic diplomatic step of the Kazakh Khanate. He applies a political
and diplomatic approach, analyzing the rhetoric of the appeal to the Sultan of the Ottoman
Empire, as well as civilizational and geopolitical analysis, emphasizing the appeal to religious
unity and the dependence of the Ottomans on the Crimean Khanate. In addition, Orhan
Dogan examines the writing in the context of colonial and anti-colonial confrontation, linking
it to the broader strategy of Eurasian peoples in the face of Russian expansion. This approach
allows him to interpret this episode as an example of the Kazakh Khanate’s foreign policy
attempts to find allies in the changing balance of power in the region (Dogan, 2002: 61-63).

The Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography is insufficiently studied, but interest in it
was shown by Zeki Velidi Togan, who, speaking Russian, Arabic and Persian, covered the
relationship between Zhanibek and Kerey with the Shaybanids. He considered the formation
of the Kazakh Khanate as a result of ethno-political processes after the collapse of the
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Golden Horde and emphasized its confrontation with the Uzbek Shaybanids for control over
Maverannahr and Desht-i-Kipchak (Togan, 1960).

Baimirza Khait’s scientific legacy is also of particular interest in this context, and despite
its primary focus on the study of the national liberation struggle of the peoples of Turkestan
against Bolshevik expansion, it also covers the political processes associated with the
Shaybanids and the Kazakh Khanate. His works analyze key factors in the weakening of
these states, including Dzungarian aggression and the colonial policies of the Russian Empire.
Despite the predominantly descriptive nature of his works on the discourse of the Kazakh
Khanate, they are of considerable scholarly value due to the use of a wide range of sources in
Arabic and Persian, as well as archival newspaper and journal materials from the Bolshevik
period. Baimirza Khait paid special attention to the issues of formation and development
of the Kazakh Khanate in the context of all-Turkestan history, continuing his research after
emigration - first to Turkey, then to Europe. In honor of the 100th anniversary of his birth, the
international symposium “Baimirza Khait on the 100th anniversary of his birth and modern
studies of the history of Turkestan” was held on October 9-10, 2017 in Istanbul, where the
reports reflecting the contribution of the scientist to the study of political and historical
processes of the region were presented (Kara, Kul, Ferhatoglu, 2017).

Turkish scientist Mehmet Saray investigated the problems of formation and development
of the Kazakh Khanate, paying special attention to the role of Kazakh khans in the resistance
to the Dzungar invasion, as well as the national liberation struggle of Kenesary Kasymov. His
doctoral dissertation is devoted specifically to Kenesary Kasymov and the colonial policy of
the Russian Empire in Kazakhstan (Saray, 2000)'. In his two main monographs, Sarai analyzes
in detail the key stages of the history of the Kazakh Khanate. The first monograph covers the
period of its formation, political consolidation and attempts at revival in the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries. The second monograph examines the Ottoman Empire’s relations with
Turkestan, relying on published archival materials. In it, the author draws conclusions about
the specifics of the state structure of the Kazakh Khanate, its diplomatic contacts and the
influence of Ottoman policy on the region.

The study of the history of Kazakhstan, especially of the Kazakh Khanate, in Turkey
was seriously developed after the collapse of the Soviet Union, when academic exchange
between the two countries became more active. This led to the formation of a new direction
in Kazakh-Turkish historical research. Turkish scholars studying in Kazakhstan gained access
to Russian and Kazakh-language archival materials, which allowed them to conduct a deeper
analysis of the history of the Kazakh Khanate and its role in regional processes. At the same
time, Kazakhstani master’s and doctoral students studying in Turkey began to apply modern
methodological approaches of Turkish historical science, including comparative analysis,
source studies and interdisciplinary research. This contributed to the comprehensive study of
statehood, diplomacy, military strategy and socio-economic development of Kazakh lands in
the context of Eurasian history.

Researchers such as Osman Yorulmaz, Nadir Devlet, Abdul-Kayum Kesici, Umut Yolsever
and Mustafa Das have made a significant contribution to the study of these issues. Their works
cover a wide range of issues, including the political organization of the Kazakh Khanate, its
diplomatic ties with the Ottoman Empire and Central Asia, and the influence of the Ottoman
model of statehood on Kazakh political structures. In their research they rely both on Ottoman
and Kazakh archival sources and on the works of pre-revolutionary and Soviet historians.

!Saray Mehmet, 2000. Kazakistan'in Rus isgaline Ugramas: ile Tiirkiye'nin Birinci Diinya Harbi Sonunda
Ugradig Isgalin Mukayesesi: Sultan Kenesari ile Atatiirk’iin Verdigi Miicadeleler. Doktora Tezi. Istanbul. 261 s.
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As a result of their works, a scientifically substantiated concept of the place of the Kazakh
Khanate in the system of international relations of early modern times was formed. The main
provisions and conclusions of these studies are analyzed in detail in this article, which allows
us to identify trends and prospects for further study of this topic.

Analysis

The problems of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography can be analyzed through
several key chronological stages. The first stage covers the first half of the twentieth
century, when a number of emigrant scholars who moved to Turkey after the political and
social upheavals in Central Asia began their academic activities. These researchers, having
unique access to archival materials and personal testimonies, actively developed scientific
approaches to the study of Kazakh history and statehood. The second stage comes after the
collapse of the Soviet Union, when there was an active exchange of academic personnel and
scientific research between Kazakhstan and Turkey. This period is characterized by deepened
cooperation and expansion of research horizons. Modern studies of Turkish historiography on
the Kazakh Khanate became possible due to the opening of access to archives, which provided
a more comprehensive study of both internal processes of the formation of Kazakh statehood
and external factors affecting the political situation in Central Asia (Togan, 1981: 428).

The study of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography has deep historiographical roots,
dating back to the initiatives of Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, who realized the importance of Turkic
history in shaping Turkey’s national identity. In 1934, in order to institutionalize scientific
research on the history, language and culture of Turkic peoples, Atatiirk commissioned Zeki
Velidi Togan to lead this process, which led to the establishment of the Institute for Research
on the History, Language and Culture of Turkic Peoples at Istanbul University (Kopriilii,
1989: 7-11). The work of this institute laid the methodological foundations for the study of
the history of Turkic states, including the Kazakh Khanate, using a comprehensive analysis
of sources and the comparative-historical method. This academic center contributed to the
development of an interdisciplinary approach to the study of the history of Central Asia,
as well as the systematic introduction of oriental sources directly related to the history of
Kazakh statehood.

Zeki Velidi Togan, as a leading historian and Turkologist of his time, developed the
concept of historical science of Turkey, which had a significant impact on the formation
of historiographical tradition of the study of Turkic peoples. His fundamental monograph,
devoted to the methodology of historical research, remains relevant today, is widely used in
university programs for training historians and represents a methodological reference point for
research on the history of Kazakhstan. This work presents a systematized classification of Arab,
Persian and Chagatai sources, which contain information about the processes of formation of
the Kazakh Khanate, its political structure and international relations. The monograph also
contains an extensive bibliography, including information related to the political situation in
Central Asia in the XV-XIX centuries. It is these scientific developments that created the basis
for the subsequent study of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkey and predetermined the further
development of this direction in Turkish historiography (Togan, 1981).

Fuad Kopriilii’s monograph “Tiirk Tarih-i Dinisi” also represents an important contribution
to research related to the history of the Kazakh Khanate, especially in the context of religious
and cultural factors that influenced the formation of medieval Turkic states. In his work, Fuad
Kopriilii examines not only Islam, but also the pre-Islamic beliefs of the Turkic peoples, which

58



A.M. Azmukhanova, M.Sh. Egamberdiyev Turkic Studies Journal (2025) 49-70

played a crucial role in shaping the political and social structure, including the formation
of the Kazakh Khanate. The author pays attention to the importance of these beliefs as an
element that contributed to the consolidation of society and strengthening of statehood, which
in turn is reflected in the process of formation of the khan’s power and political institutions.
Interestingly, Fuad Kopriilii, while analyzing the religious practices and beliefs of Turkic
peoples, also touches upon the issues of statehood in Central Asia and emphasizes the role of
the Kazakh Khanate as a key political entity in the region, which confirms the importance of
this study for the historical understanding of the political and cultural evolution of Kazakhstan
and Central Asia as a whole (Kopriilii, 2005: 76-89).

The main layer of studies of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkish historiography fell on the
period of Kazakhstan’s independence. The difference between Turkish researchers and their
Kazakh colleagues is that they actively used Arab and Persian sources, which provide unique
information about the foreign policy of the Kazakh Khanate, its interaction with neighboring
states and cultural traditions of the time. Turkish researchers also used the comparative
method, which allowed them to integrate Kazakh history into the broader context of the
history of Central Asia and Eurasia as a whole. One such researcher is Umut Yolsever, who
in his work “Kazak Hanligi’min Kurulusu Evresinde Dogu Dest-i Kipcak’'in Siyast Durumu Uzerine”
analyzes in detail the political situation in Eastern Dest-i Kypchak in the context of the
formation of the Kazakh Khanate. He uses a wide range of sources in his study, including both
Western and Arabic-language historical materials. He focuses on Ibni Arabshah’s “Acdibu’l
Makdiir”, which provides important insights into the political and social preconditions for
the formation of the Kazakh Khanate, as well as the confrontation between the Timurids
and the Golden Horde. Umut Yolsever explores how these political conflicts influenced the
development of the Khanate, thus revealing the deep interconnections between the internal
political struggles and foreign policy of the region. The use of Arabic-language and Western
sources in this context allows the author to reveal more fully the historical dynamics that
preceded the formation of Kazakh statehood and provides an opportunity to integrate Kazakh
history into the broader context of Central Asian and Eurasian processes (Yolsever, 2021: 621).

Umut Yolsever conducted a retrospective analysis, comparing Turkish, Arabic and
Russian sources, which allowed him to create a multilayered picture of the political and
social situation preceding the formation of the Kazakh Khanate. Particular attention in his
study is attracted by the use of the scientific work of i. Kemaloglu “Altin Orda ve Rusya”,
which describes the relationship between the Golden Horde and Rusya. Kemaloglu’s work
reveals key aspects of political struggles, cultural and economic ties, and structural features
of statehood in the region. These materials form the theoretical basis for the beginning of
the study of the Kazakh Khanate from the period of the Golden Horde, considered as an
important stage in the formation of Kazakh statehood. The study of Umut Yolsever, based on
interlingual analysis and scientific works of both Western and Eastern authors, contributes to
a fuller understanding of the political processes that laid the foundations for the formation of
an independent Kazakh state (Yolsever, 2021: 624-625).

As noted above, Turkish professors together with Kazakh doctoral students are actively
researching the problems of Kazakh statehood. One such example is a scientific article by
Mustafa Das and Akmaral Ospanova, devoted to the Ottoman Empire and the Kazakh Khanate:
political relations in the 18th century. In their work, the authors used archival materials
of the Ottoman Empire Chancellery, which allows a deeper understanding of political and
diplomatic relations between the Ottoman Empire and the Kazakh Khanate in the XVIII
century. This approach, based on primary sources, provides important information about the
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foreign policy and strategic interests of the Kazakh Khanate, as well as reveals its role in the
political processes of Eurasia at that time. The study of these authors represents a significant
contribution to a deeper understanding of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy history and opens new
perspectives for further research in the field of interstate relations, integrating them into the
broader context of Eurasian political history (Das, Ospanova, 2019: 380-401).

In theoretical terms, the concept of the Kazakh Khanate’s foreign policy, as well as the
correspondence of Kazakh khans such as Tauke khan and Kayip khan, demonstrates the
importance of an in-depth analysis of the Khanate’s foreign policy. These documents and
materials highlight the diversity of diplomatic relations established with neighboring states and
the role that Kazakh khans played in the political and diplomatic arenas of Central Asia. The
correspondence of Tauke Khan and Kayip Khan, in particular, reveals important aspects of their
strategic thinking and foreign policy goals, which requires a separate, more detailed study.
Such a study of the vector of the Kazakh Khanate’s foreign policy will help to better understand
its role in the international relations of that time and will make it possible to reconstruct the
political dynamics that shaped the statehood and territorial boundaries of the Khanate.

Osman Yorulmaz is the next important researcher of the history of the Kazakh Khanate,
from its formation to its relations with Tsarist Russia. Having worked for many years at the
H.A. Yasawi International Kazakh-Turkish University, he has deeply studied the archival
materials of Kazakhstan, and also speaks Kazakh and Russian, which allowed him to analyze
a variety of sources and contexts concerning the history of Kazakh statehood. Although the
main part of Osman Yorulmaz’s scientific direction is devoted to the study of the colonial
policy of the Russian Empire, he also paid considerable attention to the problems of the
Kazakh Khanate. Osman Yorulmaz has written two works that focus on the study of the
internal structure of the Kazakh Khanate, its political organization, and the institutional
and socio-economic aspects of the Khanate’s functioning. These studies are important for
understanding the dynamics of Kazakh statehood and its interaction with external forces in
the context of broader historical processes (Yorulmaz, 2013: 509-515).

In his study, Muhittin Kavik provides an in-depth analysis of the colonization processes
carried out by the Russian Empire with regard to the Younger and Middle Zhuzes of the
Kazakhs, focusing on the key historical events and mechanisms of political transformation
of Kazakh statehood in the eighteenth century. In his work, Muhittin Kavik covers the
prerequisites for the formation of the Kazakh Khanate in the 15th century, when under the
leadership of Kasym Khan the Kazakhs became the dominant state entity in the territory
of Desht-i-Kypchak. However, as the researcher notes, the strengthening of neighboring
Dzungars and Kalmyks in the XVII-XVIII centuries led to constant military threats, which
forced the Kazakhs to engage in a struggle for survival on several fronts. Of particular
importance was the settlement of Kazakhs towards the Russian and Khiva borders, which,
according to Muhittin Kavik, preceded not only migration but also the transfer of Kazakh
lands under Russian control (Kavik, 2022: 13-18).

In his work, the researcher pays special attention to the political and social processes
related to the internal conflicts among the Kazakh khans, which escalated in the 18th century.
Muhittin Kavik emphasizes how the struggle for khan’s power led to the division of the Kazakh
Khanate into three zhuzes, which, in turn, became one of the factors that contributed to the
weakening of the political independence of the Kazakhs. Under the conditions of internal
fragmentation and external threat from the Dzungars and Kalmyks, the Kazakhs were forced
to recognize the authority of the Russian Empire. In particular, Muhittin Kavik analyzes
in detail the process of acceptance of Russian power by the Younger and Middle Zhuzas,
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including the key events of the 1730-1740s, such as the acceptance of Russian hegemony
by the Khan of the Younger Zhuz, Abulkhair Khan. In addition, the researcher examines the
role of Orenburg as a center where Russian-Kazakh relations were concentrated and which
became an important political node in the integration of Kazakhs into the Russian Empire.

The following study by Mubhittin Kavik on the Kazakh-Kalmyk-Jungar warriors of the
eighteenth century is a comprehensive analysis of the geopolitical situation that developed in
Central Asia as a result of the aggressive policy of the Jungar Khanate. The author examines
in detail the consequences of the Kalmyk invasions, which had a devastating impact on the
Turkic peoples of the region, who did not possess strong centralized states at that time.
The main thesis of the work is that the last wave of Mongol expansion, associated with the
demographic growth of Dzungaria, led to the large-scale devastation of Turkic lands from the
Volga valley to the Syr Darya basin (Kavik, 2020: 78-79).

The study pays special attention to the Kazakhs, who became the main victims of this
confrontation. Their demographic and political stability was undermined during the armed
clashes, which brought the Kazakh zhuzes to the brink of extinction as an independent
political entity. The key point that Muhittin Kavik analyzes in his work is the disastrous
resettlement of the Kazakhs in 1723. Despite an attempt to consolidate Kazakh forces in
1726 and a subsequent victory at Angyraqai in 1728, disagreements over the choice of khan
led to a weakening of their unity. In this context, the author emphasizes the political strategy
of the Dzungar ruler Tsevan Rabdan, who pursued two main goals: territorial expansion and
establishing control over strategically important trade routes in the region. However, as
Muhittin Kavik notes, despite the resistance of the Kazakhs, these processes not only did not
stop the advance of the Russian Empire, but on the contrary, contributed to its expansion
into Central Asia. Thus, he concludes that the protracted Kazakh-Jungar wars played an
important role in weakening the Kazakh Khanate and prepared the ground for its subsequent
integration into Russia (Kavik, 2020: 81-84).

From the historiographical point of view, Orhan Dogan’s monograph “Kazak Hanligi’nin
Carlik Rusyast ve Cungarlarla Iliskileri (Rus ve Kazak Kaynaklarina Gére)” is a significant
contribution to the study of the foreign policy history of the Kazakh Khanate, especially in
the context of its relations with Tsarist Russia and the Dzungar Khanate. The author relies
on both Russian and Kazakh sources, which allows him to present a comprehensive picture
of the Khanate’s relations with two powerful neighbors. There were several approaches in
the historiography of the issue: on the one hand, Soviet and Russian studies traditionally
considered the inclusion of the Kazakh zhuzes into the Russian Empire as a natural process
due to the desire of Kazakh rulers to defend themselves from the Dzungar threat. On the other
hand, Kazakh historians since the 1990s have emphasized the colonial nature of Russian policy
and the complex diplomatic strategy of the Kazakh khans who sought to preserve autonomy.
In his work, Orhan Dogan seeks to balance these two approaches by introducing materials
that allow us to rethink Kazakh-Russian and Kazakh-Jungar relations (Dogan, 2021: 132-137).

The author’s special contribution lies in the comparative analysis of the narratives of
Russian and Kazakh sources, which allows us to identify differences in the interpretation
of key events. For example, in Russian historiography, the signing of vassalage agreements
was considered as a voluntary choice of Kazakh rulers, while Kazakh and modern Turkish
researchers emphasize the compulsion of this step due to the military threat from the
Dzungars. An important methodological feature of the work is the use of archival documents,
including diplomatic correspondence, which makes the study valuable from the point of
view of source study. Compared to previous works, Orhan Dogan not only systematizes the
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known information, but also offers a new interpretation, analyzing the role of the Dzungar
factor in changing the political landscape of Central Asia in the 18th century. The monograph
makes a significant contribution to the historiography of the Kazakh Khanate, as it not only
systematizes existing studies, but also offers a new perspective on the processes of Russian
expansion and strategic decisions of the Kazakh khans.

Another study by Orhan Dogan “Kazak Halkiun Ortaya Gikist ile Iigili Efsaneler ve XVIIL.
Yiizyila Kadar Kazak Hanligi’mn Siyasi Durumu” is a comprehensive analysis of the processes
of formation of the Kazakh nationhood and the evolution of the Kazakh Khanate up to the
XVIII century. The author relies on a wide range of sources, including both domestic Kazakh
studies and the works of pre-revolutionary Russian historians, as well as the works of Turkish
scholars, which allows him to form an interdisciplinary and comparative approach to the
problem at hand. An important methodological component of the research is the use of
works by S.Z. Zimanov, whose works touch upon legal and institutional aspects of Kazakh
statehood, as well as S.A. Asfendiyarov, who in his studies paid attention to socio-economic
and political aspects of the development of the Kazakh Khanate. A significant place in the
source base of the study is occupied by the works of Russian pre-revolutionary scientists, in
particular, A.I. Levshin, who for the first time proposed a systematized concept of the history
of Kazakhs and P.I. Rychkov, whose descriptions of the political and economic situation in the
region are valuable primary sources for the reconstruction of historical processes of the XVIII
century. In addition, Orhan Dogan actively uses materials of Turkish researchers, such as Zeki
Velidi Togan, who considered the history of Kazakhs in the broad context of medieval Turkic
civilization and Baymirza Hayit, who focused on political transformations in Central Asia and
their impact on the formation of the Kazakh Khanate. The comprehensive nature of Orhan
Dogan’s work, based on the use of various national historiographical traditions, allows the
author not only to consider the history of the Kazakh Khanate within the framework of classical
concepts of Russian and Soviet historical science, but also to integrate Turkish historiography,
in particular the ideas about the close connection between the ethnogenesis of the Kazakhs
and the general Turkic processes, which in turn contributes to a deeper understanding of the
historical patterns of the formation of Kazakh statehood (Dogan, 2002: 1-14).

Thus, Turkish researchers made a significant contribution to the study of the history of
the Kazakh Khanate, using a wide range of sources, including Arabic, Ottoman, Russian
and Kazakh materials. Their works allow to consider the processes of formation of Kazakh
statehood in the context of regional and international relations, as well as to identify the
influence of external factors on the political development of the Khanate. The studies of
Orkhan Dogan, Muhittin Kavik, Osman Yorulmaz and Umut Yolsever show the versatility of
approaches to the study of this topic and contribute to a deeper understanding of the political
history of Kazakhstan in the Khanate era.

Results

The study of the history of the Kazakh Khanate in the context of Turkish historiography is
a vast field of analysis, which covers not only political, military and social aspects, but also a
critical rethinking of the processes of formation of Kazakh statehood, as well as its interaction
with surrounding civilizations. However, it should be noted that despite the considerable
efforts of Turkish historians, many important sources and methodological approaches remain
outside their attention, which limits the depth and versatility of historical interpretations.
This is particularly evident in the case of significant sources such as “Tarikh-i Rashidi” by
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Haydar Dulati, as well as the works of Kazakh scholars K.P. Pischulina and B.B. Karibaev,
which illuminate pivotal events and the mechanisms of political and social evolution within
the Kazakh Khanate. The neglect of these sources creates a methodological and conceptual
lacuna that prevents a fuller understanding of Kazakh history in the broader context of the
Eurasian political system.

Existing studies, such as the works of Zeki Velidi Togan, note the important role of the
Kazakh Khanate in the legacy of the Golden Horde, while emphasizing the continuity of
political, social and cultural structures. However, this approach suffers from a lack of critical
evaluation of the very concept of “continuity” in the context of historical reality. These
studies often fail to take into account crucial aspects of the Khanate’s internal dynamics, such
as contradictions within elites and changing forms of state structure, which do not always
correspond to the models of the Golden Horde. While Halil inalcik emphasize the political
importance of the Khanate as a continuator of Horde traditions, their works do not really go
into the analysis of internal political and cultural conflicts that could explain the evolution of
Kazakh statehood in more detail (Oguzoglu, Kirli, 2015: 187). In addition, their approaches
predominantly ignore the local characteristics that influenced the political development
of the Khanate, especially in light of internal factors such as feudal fragmentation and the
weakening of central authority in different historical periods.

Turkish researchers frequently neglect the works by pre-revolutionary authors such as
V. Radlov, V.V. Villaminova-Zernov, N.R. Pantusov and others, who made a significant
contribution to the study of history, culture and ethnography of the Kazakh people. These
scholars conducted extensive research, which became the basis for further scientific research
in oriental studies and the history of Central Asia. In particular, V. Radlov’s and V.V.
Villiaminov-Zernov’s studies on Kazakh folk epics and linguistic peculiarities were important
for understanding the ethno-cultural processes that took place in the region. However, the
works of these authors often go unnoticed in Turkish historiography, which narrows the
horizons for a comprehensive study of Kazakh and Central Asian history. Ignoring such
authors limits a deeper understanding of the cultural and historical ties between the Kazakh
and Turkish peoples, and also prevents the integration of pre-revolutionary studies into the
modern scientific picture. The works of N.R. Pantusov, for example, highlight important
aspects of the ethnographic and historical heritage of the Kazakhs, which could significantly
complement contemporary Turkish studies in this area. The inclusion of pre-revolutionary
authors in modern studies could broaden the horizons of science and lead to a deeper and
more multifaceted study of historical processes in Central Asia.

Turkish historiography pays special attention to the diplomatic relations of the Kazakh
Khanate with neighboring states, but even here there is a certain methodological limitation.
Studies such as those by Osman Yorulmaz, Orhan Dogan and others focus on the foreign
policy of the Kazakh khans, overlooking a wide range of internal factors influencing these
relations. For example, the Kazakh Khanate’s diplomatic moves to establish relations with
Russia, the Dzungarian Khanate, and the Ottoman Empire are often viewed in the context
of “maneuvering” between the great powers, but the internal motivations of the Kazakh
rulers, their strategic miscalculations, or conflicts with internal factions are not explored in
depth (Yorulmaz, 2013: 511-513; Dogan, 2002: 7-9). Moreover, the works of these authors
often rely on translated materials and existing studies, which limits their originality and
independence in historical analysis. This approach prevents a full understanding of the
multilevel interactions and political games that played a key role in the diplomatic practice
of the Kazakh Khanate.
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The colonization of Kazakh lands by the Russian Empire and the issues of “voluntary
accession” of Kazakhs to Russia is another area in which Turkish researchers tend to be
simplistic and lack criticality. Turkish historiography focuses on aspects of external pressure
and the decision of the Kazakh elite to accept Russian allegiance, but key issues related to
internal conflicts among the Kazakh khans and social dynamics are hardly touched upon. The
problem is that issues such as political instability, competition for resources, and internal
resistance on the part of certain groups in Kazakh society are often not analyzed with due
depth. Studies of these processes often ignore factors related to the economic and cultural
realities of the time, and do not take into account the works of pre-revolutionary Russian
researchers and modern Kazakh historians such as K.P. Pischulina (Pischulina, 2016: 350)
and B.B. Karibaev (Karibaev, 2014: 499), who offered a different view of the process of
integration of Kazakh lands into the Russian Empire. These gaps limit the accuracy and
completeness of historical analysis.

Despite the importance of K.A. Pischulina’s research, many Turkish researchers have
not paid due attention to this work, although it represents a significant contribution to the
study of the history of the Kazakh Khanate. Especially important is the author’s emphasis on
the role of Moghulistan in the process of formation of Kazakh statehood, which, despite its
importance, remains insufficiently covered in Turkish historical science. The work of K.A.
Pischulina gives new perspectives for the study of interrelations and influence of Moghulistan
on the formation of the Kazakh Khanate in the context of political and cultural history of
Central Asia. B.B. Karibaev’s studies represent a significant contribution to the study of the
history of the formation of the Kazakh Khanate. The author deeply analyzes medieval written
sources, as well as materials of oral literature, which allows a more detailed consideration
of the process of creation of the Kazakh state. In his work, B.B. Karibaev emphasizes the role
of the khans Kerey and Zhanibek, revealing their historical significance and influence on the
formation of the Kazakh Khanate, and also considers the process of formation of the Kazakh
people as an integral part of this historical process. However, despite the importance of
these studies, they remain outside the field of view of Turkish researchers, which limits the
understanding of the broader historical and cultural ties between Central Asia and Turkey.
Given the significance of B.B. Karibaev’s work for the study of Kazakh statehood and historical
processes in the region, his works could significantly complement existing studies and serve
as a basis for further research.

The military history of the Kazakh Khanate, which covers the most important conflicts
with the Dzungars, Kalmyks and other neighboring Khanates, has also been criticized for not
paying enough attention to the strategic and social context of these wars. Turkish authors’
work analyzing military conflicts relies heavily on sources that do not cover a broader range
of military strategies and tactics, nor do they take into account crucial aspects such as the use
of nomadic life to wage wars, which was one of the foundations of Kazakh military power.
The problem is that these studies often give preference to translated materials, which, while
providing insight into foreign policy, do not fully reveal the depth of military operations and
the role of the Kazakh military tradition in defending the Khanate against external threats.
Thus, these works, although representing an important contribution to history, still leave
significant gaps in understanding the role of military conflicts in the formation of internal
politics and social structure of the Kazakh Khanate.

Finally, the socio-cultural aspect of Kazakh statehood, in particular the influence of Sufi
brotherhoods, is also not sufficiently explored. Although Mukhittin Kavik’s works emphasize
the importance of religion in legitimizing power and strengthening the social structure of the
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Khanate, they do not take into account the major changes in the Khanate’s religious policy in
response to the challenges of modernization and external pressure. The role of Sufi orders, in
particular, is often interpreted as exclusively positive, while the internal struggle of religious
movements and their political influence remain in the background. Such simplifications ignore a
wide range of religious and cultural processes that could provide a deeper understanding of the
relationship between the khan, the religious elite, and the people in different historical periods.

Despite the significant contributions of Turkish historiography to the study of the
Kazakh Khanate, its methodological limitations, due to insufficient attention to key sources
and simplification of a number of historical processes, leave significant gaps in a deeper
understanding of the political, social and cultural dynamics of this important state. To address
these limitations, future research should direct attention towards pre-revolutionary works,
adopt a more rigorous critical evaluation of existing approaches, and utilise a broader array
of sources. This would serve to significantly enhance contemporary historiography and offer
novel perspectives on the study of the history of the Kazakh Khanate.

Conclusion

In recent decades, the Kazakh Khanate has become an increasingly prominent subject of
research in Turkish historiography, but despite the growing interest, this topic has not yet
received due coverage in the scientific works of Turkish historians. Positive aspects of the
study of the Kazakh Khanate in Turkey are related to the emphasis on political and cultural
aspects, especially in the context of interactions between the Kazakh and Ottoman states.
This allows historians to build a broader picture of the mutual influence and diplomatic
ties between Central Asia and the Ottoman Empire. Such studies help to better understand
the strategic interests and cultural exchanges that took place during the formation and
strengthening of the Kazakh Khanate in the 14th-17th centuries.

However, despite these achievements, there are a number of shortcomings in the approaches
of Turkish researchers to the topic of the Kazakh Khanate. One of the significant gaps is the
lack of attention to earlier and pre-revolutionary sources, as well as to the works of historians
such as V. Radlov, V.V. Villiaminov-Zernov and N.R. Pantusov, who studied the history of the
Kazakh Khanate and Central Asia in the context of broader historical processes. These works
are important not only for understanding the history of Kazakhstan, but also for studying
the relationships between the Kazakh and Turkic peoples in a broader context. Undoubtedly,
their inclusion in Turkish historiography would help to deepen the understanding of the role
of the Kazakh Khanate in shaping the historical map of Central Asia and its relationships with
neighboring states.

Moreover, Turkish historiography largely focuses on the political aspects of history, but
often underestimates the cultural and social processes that took place in the Kazakh Khanate.
Examining works that focus exclusively on military history or diplomatic aspects results in
a superficial understanding of socio-cultural transformations, such as the development of
traditional Kazakh culture, folklore, customs, and religious practices. These elements are
essential for a comprehensive understanding of the historical context in which the Kazakh
Khanate existed, and their study could significantly expand and deepen the scholarly
understanding of this historical phenomenon in Turkish historiography.

Another problem is the tendency in Turkish historiography towards a nationalistic
interpretation of history, which sometimes leads to the simplification or neglect of the complex
historical processes associated with the formation of the Kazakh Khanate. The emphasis on
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state interests and political ambitions can obscure more multifaceted aspects, such as ethnic
diversity, intercultural ties and local characteristics, which played an important role in the
formation of the Kazakh state. A more objective and comprehensive approach requires taking
into account a wide range of factors, including the influence of neighboring cultures and
peoples, which will provide a more complete picture of the Kazakh Khanate and its place in
the historical context of Central Asia.

In order to enhance Turkish historiography concerning the Kazakh Khanate, it is imperative
to make more concerted efforts to integrate pre-revolutionary sources and expand the scope of
research to encompass cultural, social and ethnographic dimensions of history. Incorporating the
works of pre-revolutionary authors, as well as a more profound examination of the socio-cultural
processes that transpired within the Kazakh Khanate, will not only enhance the comprehension
of Kazakh history in Turkey, but also foster a more multifaceted and objective depiction of the
relationships and interactions between the diverse regions and peoples of Central Asia.
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