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Abstract. Introduction. The history of the Irtysh ten-verst strip constitutes an important field of study within
the colonial policy of the Russian Empire in Northeastern Kazakhstan. Despite the considerable body of
research devoted to issues of colonization, land use, and the activities of the Siberian Cossack Host, many
aspects of the history of the Irtysh ten-verst strip remain insufficiently explored and require historiographical
interpretation. Purpose and Objectives. The purpose of this article is to conduct a historiographical analysis
of contemporary scholarly works devoted to the history of the Irtysh ten-verst strip. The objectives of the
study include identifying the main directions in the study of the problem within Soviet, Kazakhstani, and
Russian historiography; determining the specific methodological approaches employed by researchers; and
analyzing the degree to which the socio-economic, political, and land-territorial issues of the development of
the Irtysh region have been examined. Materials and Methods. The source base of the study consists of the
works of Soviet, Kazakhstani, and Russian historians devoted to the colonial policy of the Russian Empire in
Kazakhstan, the history of the Siberian Cossack Host, agrarian relations, resettlement policy, and the socio-
economic development of the Irtysh region. The research employed comparative-historical, historical-
systemic, and historical-genetic methods, which made it possible to identify the specific features in the
development of historiographical approaches, determine the main directions in the study of the problem, and
analyze the degree to which particular aspects of the history of the Irtysh ten-verst strip have been examined.
Results. Tt has been established that Soviet scholars developed the socio-economic and political aspects of
the development of Kazakhstan and its individual regions, particularly the Irtysh region. The study reveals
that contemporary Kazakhstani research has significantly expanded the range of issues under consideration
and is characterized by a deeper theoretical understanding of colonial policy, agrarian relations, and Kazakh—
Cossack interactions. Researchers are noted to make extensive use of previously inaccessible archival
sources, which has contributed to a more objective interpretation of the processes of regional colonization. It
is shown that Russian historiography pays considerable attention to the history of the Siberian Cossack Host,
the construction of fortified lines, and land management systems; however, many aspects of the relationship
between the Kazakh population and the Cossacks continue to be studied only fragmentarily.

Keywords: Irtysh region, historiography, Siberian Cossacks, land use, Irtysh Strip, Kazakh population.
Acknowledgments. This article was prepared with the financial support of the Committee of Science,
Ministry of Science and Higher Education, project IRN AP26104261 « The history of the creation of the
Irtysh ten-verst strip and the struggle of the Kazakhs for its return (1765-1921)».
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Annarna. Kipicne. Epric OOWBIHIAFrel OH IMMAKBIPBIMIBIK OeNaeyaiH Tapuxbl Pecell WMIEPHSCHIHBIH
Contycrik-1beirpic Kazakcranmarbl orapiay casicaThlH 3€pTTEyJeri MaHbI3[Abl OarbITTapAbIH Oipi OOJIBIN
tabbanel. Otapriay, xep mnaiinamany jxoHe Cibip Ka3ak oCKEpiHIH KbI3METIHE apHalifaH KeITereH
3epTTeyliepaid OoNybIHa KapamacTaH, EpTic OONBIHIAFEl OH IMAKBIPBIMABIK OCNIey TapUXBIHBIH KOITEreH
KBIPJIApBI O 7€ JKETKUTIKTI JSHTelae 3epTTEeIMETCH KOHE TapUXHAMAJBIK TYPFBIIAH 3epAeleyli KaXeT
ereni. Maxcamol men minoemmepi. MakananplH MakcaTel — EpTic OOBIHAAFRI OH MIAKBIPBIMABIK Oemuey
TapUXbIHA apHAJIFaH Ka3ipri Ke3eHIeTi eHOCKTepre TapuXHAMAJBIK Tallay KYprizy. 3epTTey MiHACTTepiHe
KCHECTIK, Ka3aKCTaHIBIK J>KOHE peceiiIik TapuxHamaJarbl MOCEJICHI 3EepTTEYMiH HeTi3ri OaFbITTapbIiH
aliKpIHAAY, 3epTTEYLIIEpAiH 9liCHAMANBIK YCTaHBIMIAPBIHBIH €PEKIIeNiKTepiH aHbIKTay, coHaal-aK EpTic
OHIPIHIH AJIEyMETTIK-3KOHOMHUKAJIBIK, CAasCH KOHE JKEeP-ayMaKTHIK JaMy MOCEJENepiHiH 3epTTeny JAeHreiiH
tTanmay kipemi. Mamepuandap men 20icmep. 3epTTeyAiH AepekTik HerisiH Kazakcranmarel Peceit
HWMIIEPUSICHIHBIH OoTapiay cascaTbiHa, Ci0ip Ka3ak oCKEpiHIH TapHXblHA, arpapiblK KaTbIHACTapFa, KOHBIC
aylapy cascaTblHa >koHe EpTic eHipiHIH oJeyMETTiK-OKOHOMHUKAIBIK JaMyblHa apHajifaH KEHECTIK,
Ka3aKCTaH/BIK JKOHE PECEIiK TapUXIIbUIApAbIH eHOeKTepi Kypaabl. 3epTrey OapbIChIHIA TapUXHAMAJIBIK
YCTaHBIMIAP/ABIH JITaMy €peKIIeTKTepiH aHbIKTayFa, MACEIeHI 3ePTTEYAiH HETi3Ti OarbITTapblH alKbIHAAyFa
xoHe EpTic OH MIaKBIPHIMIBIK O€Jieyi TApUXBIHBIH KEKeJereH KbIpJIapblHbIH 3epTTeNy JACHIeHiH TajaayFra
MYMKIHIIK O€preH CajbICTBIPMAJIBI-TAPUXH, TAPUXU-KYHENIK JKOHE TapUXU-TEHETUKANBIK oicTep
KOJMaHbUIbl. Homuoicenepi. Kenectik aropnapibsiH KazakcTaH MEH OHBIH JKEKellereH alMaKTapbIHbIH,
COHBIH imiHAe EpTic OHIpiHIH 9JICyMETTIK-9KOHOMHUKAJIBIK JKOHE CasCH J1aMy MACEJCNICPIH JKaH-)KaKThl
KapacThIpFaHbl aHbIKTaAbl. Kaszipri Ka3akCTaHABIK 3€pTTEYJIEp 3EpTTENICTIH Maceleniep asChiH endyip
KEHEHTIIl, oTapjay casicaThl, arpapiblK KaThIHACTap JKOHE Ka3akK-Ka3zak e3apa OailnaHbIcTapbl MaceseepiH
TepeH TEOPHSUIBIK TYPFbIIAH TaibIMJIayMeH epeKIICICHEeTIHI aWKbIHAAMAbL. 3epTTeylIiepain OypbhIH
KOJDKETIMCI3 OONFaH MyparaTTBIK JAEPeKKe3[depAl KEeHiHeH NaijanaHybl eHIpAl oTapiiay YIepicTepiH
HEFYpIIbIM OOBEKTUBTI TYpJHIE alllbIll KepceTyre MYMKiHAIK OepreHi aram erinenmi. Peceimik TapmxHamanma
Cilip ka3ak oCKepiHiH TapuxblHA, OEKiHIC XKeNiJIepiHiH CaJbIHybIHA JKOHE JKepre OpHAIaCTBIPY XKyheciHe
afiTapibIkTail keHUT OesiHeTiHI KepceTuini. JlereHMeH, Ka3ak XaJKbl MEH Ka3aKTap apachIHIAarbl e3apa
KaThIHACTAP/IBbIH KOIITETCH KbIPJIaphl 91l JIe Y3iK-Y3iK 3epTTeireH KyHiHae Kajabll OTBIp.

Tyiiin ce3nep: Epric eHipi, Tapuxnama, Cibip kazakrapsl, xep naiganany, Epric 60isiHaars 6enaey, Kazak
XaJIKBI.

Adarpic 0inaipy. byn makana KP FeuteiM xone xorapsl 0i1iM MUHHCTpIIr FBUTBIM KOMHUTETIHIH Kap)Kbliai
konnayeiMed, UIPH AP26104261 «Eptic oH makbIpbIMIBIK ON/IEYiHIH KYPBUTYy TApUXBI XKOHE OHBI KalTapy
YIIiH KazakTapAsH Kypeci (1765—1921 xox.)» xo0ack! aschlHAa JailbIHAAIIbI.

Jepexkesre cinreme: TopaiirsipoB E.M. Kazipri ke3eH eHOekTepineri Epric oH makeIphIMIBIK OeiIeyiHiH
e3ekTi mocenenepi // Oman mapuxvr. 2026. T. 29. No 2. 502-516-66. [arpummbeiH Tinmigzme]. DOL:
10.51943/2788-9718 2026 29 2 502-516
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AnHoTauus. Bgedenue. Victopus VpTHIICKOH AECATUBEPCTHON TOJIOCH! SBISETCS BaXKHBIM HAIpaBICHUEM
HU3yYEHUS KOJIOHUATBLHON nmoauTuku Poccuiickoit umnepun B CeBepo-Boctounom Kazaxcrane. HecmoTps Ha
HaJu4Me 3HAYUTEJIBHOTO KOJMYECTBA  MCCIIEOBAaHUM, IIOCBSIICHHBIX BOIPOCaM  KOJOHM3AaLUH,
3eMJICTIONB30BaHUS U JesITelbHOCTH CHOMPCKOTO Ka3aubero BOHCKa, MHOTHE aCIeKThl HCTOpuU WpThIicKoit
JECATUBEPCTHOM TMOJOCHl OCTAIOTCS HEAOCTATOYHO H3YYEHHBIMH M TPeOYIOT HCTOPHOrpaduvecKkoro
ocMmbicnenus. [enu u 3adauu. llenp cTaThy 3aKir04aeTcs B MPOBEAEHUHM HCTOPUOrPadMUECKOro aHaIu3a
paboT HOBEWIIIET0 BPEMEHH, MOCBAIICHHBIX HCTOPUM MPTBINICKOW IECATUBEPCTHOM MOJIOCH. B 3amaum
HCCIIEIOBaHUSl BXOAMT OINpENeIeHHEe OCHOBHBIX HANpaBICHU M3y4deHUS NpoOJIeMbl B COBETCKOM,
Ka3aXCTaHCKOW M POCCHUCKONW HCTOpHOTrpaduu, BBISBICHHE OCOOCHHOCTEH METOMOIOTHYECKUX TOIXOI0B
HCCIIEN0BATENEH, a TaKKE€ aHAIM3 CTENEHU H3YYEHHOCTH COLMAIBbHO-)KOHOMHYECKHUX, MOJUTHUYECKHX M
3eMeNIbHO-TEPPUTOPHATIBHBIX BOMPOCOB pa3BUTHs [IpuupThIbsi. Mamepuanvt u memoosl. VICTOUHUKOBYIO
OCHOBY MHCCIENOBaHMsSl COCTaBWJIM TPYAbl COBETCKMX, Ka3aXCTAHCKMX W POCCHUICKUX HCTOPHUKOB,
MIOCBAILEHHBIE BOIPOCaM KOJOHHAJIBHOM mnonuTuku Poccuiickoii ummnepun B KaszaxcraHe, HCTOpUH
CHOHMpPCKOTrO Ka3auybero BOWMCKA, arpapHbIX OTHOIICHHWW, MEPECENICHYSCKOW ITOJIMTUKA W COLUAIBHO-
9KOHOMHUYecKoro pa3sutus [IpuupTeimbs. B xone uccnenoBanus UCONIb30BaHbl HCTOPUKO-CPABHUTENBHBIMN,
HUCTOPUKO-CUCTEMHBIN M HCTOPUKO-TEHETUUECKHH METOABI, [T03BOJIMBIINE BBISIBUTE OCOOCHHOCTH Pa3BUTHS
HCTOpHOTpa(hUIECKUX MOIXO0B, ONPEAETUTh OCHOBHBIE HAMPABICHUS W3YYEeHHUS MPOOJIEMBI W MPOBECTH
aHaJM3 CTEeNEeHH pa3paOdOTaHHOCTH OTHENBHBIX ACIEKTOB UCTOPUHU VIPTHILICKOW AECATHBEPCTHON ITOJIOCHI.
Pe3ynsmamul. Y CTaHOBIIEHO, YTO COBETCKUMM aBTOPaMH ObUIM pa3paboTaHbl COLMAIBHO-I)KOHOMUYECKUE U
MTOJIMTHYECKAE CTOPOHBI pa3BUTHS KaszaxcTaHa W OTAENBHBIX PETHOHOB, B YaCTHOCTH I[IpUUPTHIIIBS.
BhIIBIIEHO, YTO COBPEMEHHBIE KA3aXCTAHCKUE HCCIIENOBAHUS 3HAYUTEIBHO PACIIUPWIN KPYr H3Y4aeMbIX
npobiaeM M OTIMUaloTcs Oojiee TIIyOOKMM TEOPETHYECKHM OCMBICICHHEM BOIPOCOB KOJOHHAJIbHOM
MIOJINTUKHM, AarpapHbIX OTHOIIEHWH W Ka3aXxCKO-Ka3adbMX B3auMoAeWcTBHU. (OTMedaeTcsl IIHPOKOe
HCTIOJIb30BaHHUE MCCIIEIOBATENSAMU paHee HEJOCTYTHBIX apXUBHBIX HCTOYHHUKOB, YTO CIIOCOOCTBOBAIIO OoJee
00BEKTUBHOMY OCBEILEHHIO MPOLECCOB KOJMOHM3aMK peruoHa. [lokazaHo, uro poccuiickas uctopuorpadus
yIenseT 3HAauMTelbHOE BHUMaHUE BompocaM HcTopuM CHOMPCKOro Ka3aybero BOMCKA, CTPOUTEIbCTBY
YKPEIUICHHBIX JINHUN U CUCTEME 3€MJICyCTPOMCTBA, OJJHAKO MHOTHE aCIIEKThl B3aUMOOTHOLIEHUH Ka3aXCKOTO
HACEJICHHUS M Ka3ayecTBa MO-TIPEeKHEMY U3yUYeHbI hparMeHTapHO.

KiroueBbie caoBa: Ilpunpreimbe, wuctopuorpadusi, CcHOMpCKOE Ka3aueCTBO, 3E€MJICIIONL30BAHUE,
HPTHILICKAsS 110JI0CA, Ka3aXCKOE HACEICHMUE.

Bbuaarogapuocts. CraThst MOAroTOBJICHA NpW (UHAHCOBOHM moanepkke Komurera Hayku, MuHHCTEpcTBa
HayKd W Beiciiero oOpasoBanusi, npoekt HWPH AP26104261 «Ucropust co3ganust UpThImcKoi
JECSITUBEPCTHOM TOJIOCH M 00pb0a Ka3axoB 3a e€ BozBpaienue (1765-1921 rr.)».

Jas nutupoBanms: TopaiirsipoB E.M. AxtyansHble Bompocsl VMPTHIMICKON OECITHUBEPCTHON MOJOCH B
paborax HoBelmero Bpemenu // Ortan Ttapuxel. 2026. T. 29. Ne 2. C. 502-516. [ma anrn.]. DOI:
10.51943/2788-9718 2026 29 2 502-516

Introduction. The history of the Irtysh ten-verst strip represents one of the important areas in the
study of the colonial policy of the Russian Empire in the territory of Northeastern Kazakhstan (the Middle
Zhuz). The formation of a system of military lines, land-territorial transformations, resettlement policies, and
the peculiarities of economic interaction between the Kazakh population and the Siberian Cossacks had a
significant impact on the socio-economic and demographic development of the Irtysh region. In this regard,
the study of the historiography of this issue makes it possible to trace the evolution of scholarly approaches,
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changes in methodological principles, and the degree to which particular aspects of the region’s history have
been examined.

Despite the considerable number of studies devoted to the history of Kazakhstan’s colonization, the
Siberian Cossack Host, agrarian relations, and interethnic contacts, the problem of the Irtysh ten-verst strip
has not yet received comprehensive scholarly coverage. During the Soviet period, researchers considered
certain aspects of this topic primarily within the framework of studying the socio-economic development of
Kazakhstan, the history of resettlement policy, and the economic development of the borderlands of the
Russian Empire. At the same time, many issues related to the land-legal status of the ten-verst strip, the
nature of lease relations, the administrative policy of Tsarism, and the impact of colonial processes on the
traditional economy of the Kazakh population remained insufficiently explored.

Following Kazakhstan’s independence, the source base for research expanded significantly,
methodological approaches to assessing the colonial policy of the Russian Empire changed, and interest in
regional history and Kazakh—Russian relations increased. Contemporary Kazakhstani and Russian scholars
pay particular attention to issues of land management, migration policy, the economic interaction of the
population of the Irtysh region, and the role of the Siberian Cossacks in the development of the region.
However, existing studies are often characterized by fragmentation and the absence of a unified
historiographical analysis. The relevance and scholarly potential of this topic are determined by the
continuing interest in the problems of imperial colonization, frontier interaction, land relations, and the
transformation of traditional Kazakh society under the influence of Russian imperial policy. The growing
accessibility of archival materials and the expansion of methodological approaches in contemporary
historical scholarship create favorable conditions for further comprehensive research on the history of the
Irtysh ten-verst strip.

The purpose of this article is to analyze the main directions and trends in the study of the history of the
Irtysh ten-verst strip in the works of Soviet, Kazakhstani, and Russian scholars of the contemporary period.
The scientific novelty of the article lies in its comprehensive historiographical examination of studies
devoted to the Irtysh ten-verst strip, as well as in identifying the principal trends in the development of
scholarly views on the problems of colonization, land use, and Kazakh—Cossack relations in the Irtysh
region.

Materials and methods. The study is based on the scholarly works of Soviet, Kazakhstani, and
Russian historians devoted to the colonial policy of the Russian Empire in Kazakhstan, the history of the
Siberian Cossack Host, agrarian relations, resettlement policy, and the socio-economic development of the
Irtysh region. The research draws upon monographs, dissertation studies, dissertation abstracts, scholarly
articles, and materials from academic and practical conferences published from the mid-twentieth century to
the present day.

The theoretical framework of the study is based on historiographical, postcolonial, and frontier
approaches, which together make it possible to comprehensively examine the problem of the Irtysh ten-verst
strip within the broader context of the colonial policy of the Russian Empire and the evolution of scholarly
interpretations of this historical phenomenon. The combined application of these approaches enabled the
identification of both the specific features of the formation of research concepts and the peculiarities of
interpreting the processes of colonization, land use, and interethnic interaction in the Irtysh region.

The historiographical approach was employed to analyze the evolution of scholarly views on the
problem of the Irtysh ten-verst strip in Soviet, Kazakhstani, and Russian historical scholarship. This
approach made it possible to determine the principal stages in the study of the topic, identify shifts in
researchers’ methodological orientations, and establish the extent to which socio-political and ideological
contexts influenced interpretations of the colonial policy of the Russian Empire. Within the framework of
historiographical analysis, the main research directions, the degree of elaboration of particular aspects of the
problem, and the controversial issues that continue to persist in contemporary historiography were identified.

The postcolonial approach was used to examine the representation of the imperial policy of Russia
toward the Kazakh population and the lands of the Irtysh region. The application of this approach made it
possible to consider the Irtysh ten-verst strip as an element of colonial space formed through military-
administrative control, land confiscation, and resettlement policy. Particular attention was paid to the
analysis of how different historiographical traditions interpreted issues of colonial subordination, the
transformation of the traditional Kazakh economy, land and legal relations, and the role of the Siberian
Cossacks in the development of the region. The postcolonial approach also contributed to identifying
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changes in the assessment of colonial practices during the post-Soviet period, when interest in national
history and the reassessment of imperial policy toward peripheral territories significantly increased.

Frontier theory was applied to examine the Irtysh region as a borderland space of interaction among
different ethnosocial, economic, and administrative systems. Within this framework, the Irtysh region is
analyzed not only as a territory of the military expansion of the Russian Empire, but also as a zone of
continuous contact, conflict, and mutual influence between the Kazakh population, the Siberian Cossacks,
and settler groups. The application of the frontier approach made it possible to reveal the specific features of
the formation of border infrastructure, the construction of fortified lines, the development of trade and
economic relations, and the transformation of the social structure of the region’s population. In addition, this
approach contributed to a deeper understanding of the functioning of the Irtysh ten-verst strip as a distinctive
space of imperial interaction and colonial regulation.

The comprehensive application of these theoretical approaches ensured a multidimensional analysis of
the historiography of the problem, made it possible to identify the principal trends in the development of
scholarly interpretations, and outlined promising directions for further research into the history of the Irtysh
ten-verst strip.

Discussion. Results. The origins of the dispute over the ownership of the ten-verst Irtysh border strip
are closely connected with the Russian Empire’s advance into the Irtysh region in the early eighteenth
century. Historically, the Irtysh region had long formed part of the traditional nomadic sphere of Kazakh
clans, primarily those of the Middle Zhuz, who used these lands as wintering grounds and pastures. In an
effort to strengthen Russian influence along the frontier with the Kazakh Khanate, the empire initiated the
construction of fortresses, which in subsequent years became strategic strongholds for further expansion into
the northeastern territories of the Kazakh Khanate.

The consolidation of Russian authority within the Middle Zhuz would have been impossible without
the establishment of fortresses and outposts along the Ertis (Irtysh) River. Consequently, between 1714 and
1720, the Irtysh Military Line was constructed [Konshin, 1901: 54]. The Kazakhs, compelled to abandon this
region under intense military pressure from the Dzungar Khanate, were unable to offer effective resistance to
Russian military expansion.

The establishment of the Irtysh Military Line, as well as the settlement of Cossack and Russian
populations in the Irtysh region, inevitably affected the sentiments of the nomads, who neither wished nor
intended to lose this territory. From the beginning of the eighteenth century onward, military clashes,
skirmishes, and conflicts began to occur between the Kazakhs on the one hand and the Cossacks and Russian
settlers on the other. The essence of these conflicts remained the same throughout the following two
centuries: competition over pastures and livestock.

On 31 December 1765, an instruction issued by Lieutenant General 1. Springer, commander of the
Irtysh Military Line, was approved for the commandants of the frontier fortresses. It recommended that
Kazakhs with livestock not be allowed to approach the Irtysh fortresses “closer than 10 versts, or at the very
least 5 versts.” Initially, this directive applied only to the commandant of the Omsk fortress and also
reaffirmed the longstanding prohibition against Cossacks and Russian peasants crossing beyond this
boundary [IAOO. F. 67. Op. 1. D. 3. L. 533-534 ob.]. Subsequently, the regulation was extended to the
entire Irtysh Military Line.

Despite the prolonged struggle over the ten-verst strip, in May 1904 it was transferred in its entirety to
the jurisdiction of the Siberian Cossack Host [TsGA RK. F. 471. Op. 1. D. 23. L. 78 ob.].

Within the framework of this article, we distinguish three groups of works related to the subject under
consideration: the studies of Soviet historians, and the works of contemporary Kazakhstani and Russian
scholars.

Among Soviet historiography, particular attention should be given to the works of E. Bekmakhanov
[Bekmakhanov, 1992], Kh.A. Argynbaev [Argynbaev, 1959], B. Suleimenov [Suleimenov, 1963],
N.G. Apollova [Apollova, 1976], N.E. Bekmakhanova [Bekmakhanova, 1980], Zh.K. Kasymbaev
[Kasymbaev, 1986], and other historians.

Many issues related to the colonization of Kazakhstan are addressed in the monograph by
E. Bekmakhanov [Bekmakhanov, 1992]. The author argues that alongside the elimination of the political
independence of the Kazakhs of the Junior and Middle Zhuzes, a systematic seizure of the best lands and
their settlement by Russian Cossacks was taking place. According to the author, in the Middle Zhuz a ten-
verst strip was allocated for Cossack settlements not only along the Irtysh River, but also in the Altai region.
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Moreover, the possessions of the Cossacks were not confined to a ten-verst zone along the riverbank, but
extended deep into the steppe [Bekmakhanov, 1992: 127].

Characterizing frontier relations, E. Bekmakhanov demonstrates how the Siberian authorities
deliberately incited border inhabitants against the local Kazakhs. Under the pretext of violating the frontier
line, excessive fines were imposed on the Kazakhs, and livestock that accidentally crossed the border was
not returned [Bekmakhanov, 1992: 131]. Describing the national liberation movement of K. Kasymov, the
author emphasizes that Kenesary’s demands addressed to the Tsarist government — including the return of
lands confiscated from the Kazakhs, the destruction of fortified outposts, the abolition of taxation, and the
termination of various duties and levies — corresponded to the vital interests of the Kazakh people
[Bekmakhanov, 1992: 181]. Bekmakhanov regarded the issue of Kazakh—Russian relations as insufficiently
studied. In his view, this was due to the fact that representatives of pre-revolutionary historiography viewed
the Kazakhs merely as an object of colonization and drew a sharp distinction between the indigenous and
settler populations, thereby obscuring the relationships developing between them [Bekmakhanov, 1992: 12].

During the 1950s and 1960s, studies in the fields of historical ethnography and agrarian history began
to emerge. Among them, the work of Kh.A. Argynbaev [Argynbaev, 1959] deserves particular attention. The
author demonstrates changes in the economy, culture, and everyday life of both the Kazakh and Cossack
populations of the Irtysh region. Kh.A. Argynbaev argues that from the beginning of the nineteenth century,
with the introduction of leasing practices on Cossack lands, the Kazakhs became the principal tenants of the
Irtysh meadows. At the same time, they began adopting labor tools from the Russian population — such as
scythes and sickles used in haymaking and agriculture — as well as types of housing (wooden houses) and
elements of clothing. From the second half of the nineteenth century onward, the Irtysh region became an
area of intensive economic and cultural interaction between populations [Argynbaev, 1959: 35, 42, 89].

A thorough analysis of agrarian relations in Kazakhstan during the last third of the nineteenth and the
beginning of the twentieth centuries was conducted by B. Suleimenov [Suleimenov, 1963]. The author
argues that lease relations disrupted the normal development of Kazakh households and led to the emergence
of exploitation by Kazakh clan elites. Using the example of the distribution of leased plots, he demonstrates
numerous violations that resulted in the dependence of wintering Kazakh communities on landowners, both
Kazakh and Cossack [Suleimenov, 1963: 259].

During the 1970s and 1980s, studies devoted to the ethnodemography of Kazakhstan and socio-
economic processes began to emerge.

The principal subject of N.G. Apollova’s monograph [Apollova, 1976] is the Irtysh region. The author
addresses numerous issues connected with the emergence of the repair duty (remontnaya poshlina),
economic interaction, and related matters. According to the author’s observations, the repair duty constituted
almost half of the total revenues of the Cossack Host [Apollova, 1976: 153]. N.G. Apollova argues that in
the frontier districts of the Irtysh region, the Kazakhs adopted certain methods of stall-based livestock
keeping from the Russian population [Apollova, 1976: 208]. The author also demonstrates the widespread
practice of hiring impoverished Kazakhs (zhataks), while characterizing their living conditions as extremely
difficult. N.G. Apollova concludes that the emergence of hired labor was caused by restrictions on pasture
lands resulting from government land surveys, the inability of Kazakh households to adapt to shortened
migratory routes and semi-sedentary life, as well as impoverishment caused by dzut (severe winter disasters
leading to mass livestock loss) [Apollova, 1976: 156].

Many issues related to administrative-territorial transformations in the region, questions of governance
and authority, migration movements, and the formation of a multiethnic population are examined in the
studies of N.E. Bekmakhanova [Bekmakhanova, 1980; Bekmakhanova, 1986]. N.E. Bekmakhanova’s
monograph contains statistical tables that make it possible to draw conclusions regarding the population size,
settlement patterns, and ethnic composition of the Irtysh region [Bekmakhanova, 1980: 268—278].

The process of Russia’s colonial penetration into the Irtysh region, the stages of constructing Irtysh
fortresses and outposts, and numerous socio-economic aspects are examined in the work of
Zh.K. Kasymbaev [Kasymbaev, 1986]. Historical events connected with the expansion of Russian influence
and the construction of the Irtysh military line are analyzed within the broader context of Russian—Dzungar
and Kazakh—Dzungar relations. The author argues that “the settlement of frontier territories through the
construction of fortifications was carried out mainly by peaceful means and did not provoke protest from the
indigenous inhabitants of the steppe — the Kazakhs” [Kasymbaev, 1986: 28]. According to
Zh.K. Kasymbaev, certain measures of Tsarist policy in the region under consideration — for example,
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permitting the Kazakhs of the Middle Zhuz to cross the Irtysh River and migrate to unoccupied lands —
contributed to the strengthening of Russian—Kazakh political and economic ties [Kasymbaev, 1986: 59].

It is noteworthy that during the Soviet period studies began to appear that sought to reveal the specific
features of Tsarist colonial policy in particular historical regions of Kazakhstan. In this regard, the works of
Kh.A. Argynbaev and N.G. Apollova are of particular interest. Despite the relatively limited chronological
scope of his research, Kh.A. Argynbaev succeeded in demonstrating the overall development of Kazakh—
Russian economic and cultural relations in the Irtysh region.

Analyzing the processes of mutual influence among the populations of the Irtysh region,
Kh.A. Argynbaev and N.G. Apollova arrived at similar conclusions, considering such relations to be
mutually beneficial and the result of peaceful coexistence. However, Kh.A. Argynbaev interpreted these
relations in a distinctly positive light, emphasizing the considerable influence of Russian culture on the
economy and culture of the Kazakhs [Argynbaev, 1959: 89]. N.G. Apollova likewise placed primary
emphasis on the role of the settler population, though she examined these processes within the broader
framework of Tsarist colonial policy. It may be emphasized that the aforementioned works simultaneously
serve as examples of a methodological analysis of the development of the economic and cultural life of the
region.

The next group of studies includes contemporary Kazakhstani historiography. In the early 1990s,
scholarly work in Kazakhstan focused on the further study and reinterpretation of the principal directions in
the history of Kazakhstan. At the same time, works of a new thematic orientation began to emerge,
addressing previously unexplored issues. First and foremost, this concerned the history of the Siberian
Cossack Host and frontier land-territorial disputes.

Kazakhstan’s attainment of state independence created broad opportunities for the objective
examination of a number of controversial issues, including the colonization of Northeastern Kazakhstan. The
removal of excessive ideological constraints from historical scholarship, which had often led to distortions of
reality, significantly facilitated Zh. Kasymbaev’s continued research in this field. His monograph “Cities of
Eastern Kazakhstan” [Kasymbaev, 1990] became a logical continuation of his earlier work, since it covers
the period from 1861 to 1917, whereas the monograph “Under the Reliable Protection of Russia” examines
the history of cities up to the 1850s.

Despite the rich factual material contained in the earlier monograph, the author continued his work on
identifying and analyzing documentary evidence in order to clarify the history, nature, and essence of
Kazakh—Russian relations during the second half of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth
centuries. In the Soviet period, a mandatory feature in describing interethnic relations was the thesis
concerning the friendship of the oppressed masses and the progressive significance of Russian colonization
in the region. Zh. Kasymbaev, however, succeeded in demonstrating a number of negative aspects
manifested in both the trade-economic and cultural spheres.

While not denying the role of the Tsarist authorities in strengthening the trade and economic
significance of the Irtysh fortresses during the period under study and in establishing mutually beneficial
trade relations with the Kazakh tribes of the Middle Zhuz that nomadized near the Siberian frontier lines, the
author nevertheless points to the vested interests of Tsarism, which he explains by the authorities’ desire to
strengthen their political influence among the nomads [Kasymbaev, 1990: 16]. The author argues that the
Tsarist government sought to expand Russian—Kazakh trade relations solely on the basis of its own economic
interests and the need to complete the process of incorporating Kazakhstan into the Russian Empire
[Kasymbaev, 1990: 24].

Kasymbaev further notes that in the first quarter of the nineteenth century, the organization of trade
was accompanied by numerous abuses both on the part of the colonial-administrative apparatus, which
regarded trade as a source of enrichment, and on the part of merchants, negatively affecting the condition of
the Kazakh population [Kasymbaev, 1990: 25]. According to Zh. Kasymbaev, attention should also be paid
to certain colonial features of commercial transactions: for example, in the sale of livestock and animal
products, as well as in the purchase of grain, the Kazakhs possessed only an approximate understanding of
the true value of goods, which was highly advantageous for traders [Kasymbaev, 1990: 33].

The reasons for the successful development of trade in the Irtysh region are explained by the author in
considerably greater depth. Whereas in his earlier works the primary role in this process had been attributed
to the Russian authorities and Russian settlers, the place of Kazakh xo3siicTs in this process is now defined
more clearly. Thus, the author concludes that “had it not been for the enormous quantities of livestock and
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reserves of animal products, the fairs would have lost their significance in the economic life of the region”
[Kasymbaev, 1990: 62].

Overall, the thorough study of the history of the cities of Eastern Kazakhstan, which possessed
considerable distinctiveness, enabled the author to trace the patterns of expanding political ties and economic
rapprochement between the peoples of Russia and its national borderlands, as well as to identify the principal
stages of Tsarist colonial policy in Kazakhstan [Kasymbaev, 1990: 3].

The most comprehensive information concerning the history of the Siberian Cossacks and their
relations with the Kazakhs appears in the works of M.Zh. Abdirov [9; 10; 11]. Drawing upon extensive
archival materials, the author examines the history of the Siberian, Ural, and Semirechye Cossacks. At the
same time, M.Zh. Abdirov sets the following objectives: to determine the time of the appearance of the first
Russian Cossacks in the Kazakh steppe; to define the place of the Cossacks within the system of colonial
domination in the region; and to examine the role of the Cossacks in the conquest of Kazakhstan and in the
suppression of the national liberation uprisings and movements of the Kazakh people during the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries. This formulation of the problem is explained by the fact that four of the eleven
Cossack Hosts of Tsarist Russia were directly located in Kazakhstan: the Ural, Orenburg, Siberian, and
Semirechye Hosts [Abdirov, 1994: 7].

As a result of his research, the author concludes that the Cossacks performed three principal functions
in the region: 1) the mass confiscation of the best and most fertile lands, the displacement of the Kazakhs
into barren deserts, and the narrowing of traditional nomadic territories, thereby undermining the centuries-
old economic order; 2) during regular military campaigns into the steppe, the large-scale seizure of livestock
and the deprivation of the Kazakhs’ principal means of subsistence; 3) during the same predatory raids on
peaceful auls, the mass killing and capture of men, who constituted the primary productive and military force
of the nomadic population [Abdirov, 2000: 280-281].

In his doctoral dissertation, the author seeks to determine the place of the Cossacks within the system
of colonial domination in the region. M.Zh. Abdirov argues that the military administration was interested in
allowing nomads to cross to the right bank of the Irtysh (from 1822 onward) and into the ten-verst strip
within the frontier line because this generated substantial revenues [Abdirov, 1997: 392]. Comparing the
development of the left and right banks of the Irtysh, the author demonstrates that Kazakhs leased officers’
land plots because they were located on the more fertile left bank of the river, whereas along the right bank
pastures were generally rented by impoverished aul populations [Abdirov, 1997: 401].

The issues of colonization that are of interest to us, particularly the processes of economic, cultural,
and everyday interaction between Kazakhs and Cossacks associated with it, are examined in considerable
detail in the study by R.M. Tashtemkhanova [Tashtemkhanova, 1994]. Using the Semipalatinsk region as an
example, the author comprehensively analyzes the forms and directions of economic and cultural interaction
during the second half of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth centuries. According to
R.M. Tashtemkhanova, such contacts contributed to economic rapprochement and manifested themselves
both in the sphere of culture and in everyday life. Moreover, the author clearly identifies both the positive
and negative aspects of these interactions, which made it possible to determine the socio-economic
consequences of the Tsarist resettlement policy as a whole [Tashtemkhanova, 1994: 21].

Issues related to agrarian relations within the Siberian Cossack Host are examined in the dissertations
of A.Sh. Musyrmanova [Musyrmanova, 1995] and K.S. Bizhigitova [Bizhigitova, 2001].
A.Sh. Musyrmanova outlines the principal problems of the socio-economic development of the Cossack Host
at the turn of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries and characterizes the categories of lands used by the
Host and by Cossack officers [Musyrmanova, 1995: 49].

In addition, K.S. Bizhigitova addresses the development of lease relations in the area of the ten-verst
strip and the land-territorial disputes connected with them. The author argues that the actions of General
1. Springer in 1765, aimed at establishing the ten-verst strip, were essentially unlawful and subsequently gave
rise to numerous land disputes not only between the Cossack and Kazakh populations, but also among
various administrative departments. Although the ten-verst strip was declared a neutral territory, the military
administration persistently sought to promote the idea of its belonging to the Siberian Cossack Host, which
ultimately found expression in decrees of the Tsarist government that definitively secured this right
[Bizhigitova, 2001: 37].

These findings may be supplemented by materials from the monograph of Z.E. Kabuldinov
[Kabuldinov, 2001]. Characterizing the situation in the Middle Zhuz during the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries, the author notes that this period was marked not only by peaceful coexistence between the
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Kazakhs and the Cossack and peasant population of Siberia, but also by frequent instances of open military
confrontation and mutual raids, particularly on the part of the Kazakhs. According to Z.E. Kabuldinov, this
circumstance was caused by the unwillingness of Kazakh rulers to lose the rich pasturelands of the northern
and northeastern regions of the Middle Zhuz as a result of the construction of the military fortress line
[Kabuldinov, 2001: 46].

The author considers the emergence of such a new phenomenon as lease relations on the lands of the
military Cossack population of the Irtysh Line to be artificial in nature, arguing that Tsarism, wishing to
prevent the further movement of the Kazakh nomadic population into the inner provinces, attempted to
create a barrier through the establishment of lease relations [Kabuldinov, 2001: 152]. This assertion remains
debatable, since our analysis of the historical prerequisites for the introduction of land leasing has led us to
different conclusions. Pre-revolutionary studies clearly indicate that leasing initially developed during the
first half of the nineteenth century without any legislative basis. The legal formalization of leasing in 1880
therefore points to the institutionalization of already established lease relations.

The study of trade policy in the region under consideration was further advanced by the works of
K.Zh. Abilov [16; 17; 418]. A comparison of the level of economic development in the Irtysh region enabled
us to conclude that trade relations within the territory of the ten-verst strip and the right-bank section of the
Irtysh developed unevenly, with Semipalatinsk serving as the principal center, according to the author
[Abilov, 2005: 277].

The topic of the carting trade (izvoznyi promysel) was also examined in a scholarly article by
K.Zh. Abilov [Abilov, 2005]. He notes that in the literature on economic history there existed a widespread
view of carting as an occupation pursued primarily by impoverished members of society who lacked a stable
source of income. However, the author’s more detailed analysis of this phenomenon, which became
widespread in the second half of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth centuries, demonstrates
that the carting trade possessed a distinctly entrepreneurial character [Abilov, 2005: 31].

Issues concerning the ownership of the Irtysh ten-verst strip and land disputes between the Kazakh and
Cossack populations are examined in the works of E.M. Toraigyrov [Toraigyrov, 2018; Toraigyrov, 2024;
Toraigyrov et al., 2025].

In contemporary Russian historiography, interest in the history of the Siberian Cossack Host
intensified in the early 1990s. Researchers addressed individual issues related to the development of
agrarian, social, legal, and other relations; however, comprehensive studies remained absent. The first major
generalizing work was “The History of the Cossacks of Asian Russia”, which attempted to present the most
complete and coherent picture of the history of the Siberian and Ural Cossacks, from their origins to the
present day [Istoriya kazachestva..., 1995].

A comparative analysis of the economic condition of the Siberian Cossack Host according to the
principal occupations of the Cossack population — agriculture, livestock breeding, crafts, industry, and trade
as a factor in the commercialization of agriculture — was conducted by B.V. Korshunov [Korshunov, 1994].
He concluded that at the beginning of the twentieth century the Siberian Cossack Host exhibited significant
differentiation in the economic condition of its military districts, determined primarily by natural-
geographical and demographic factors within the Host itself [Korshunov, 1994: 142].

In our view, however, the author does not sufficiently demonstrate the role and influence exerted on
the Cossack economy by the presence of Kazakh households and by the social and demographic processes
taking place within the Kazakh population. Thus, in the Fifth District, despite the presence of fertile arable
lands, the Cossacks primarily engaged in livestock breeding, especially sheep breeding. In the Sixth District,
horse and cattle breeding predominated. In the Seventh and Eighth Districts, despite the abundance of both
meadows and arable lands, the primary emphasis was placed on grain cultivation [IAOO. F. 366. Op.1.
D. 237. L. 23-26]. We believe that natural and climatic conditions alone do not fully explain the
predominance of particular forms of xo3siictBo. For example, the Sixth District contained the largest
concentration of Kazakh pastoral households, which inevitably influenced the economic activities of the
Siberian Cossacks.

The stages of constructing the Siberian military lines have been studied in detail by Yu.G. Nedbai
[Nedbai, 1996] and S.R. Muratova [Muratova, 2007], while various aspects of interaction between the
Kazakhs of the Irtysh region and the Siberian Cossacks have been examined by S.V. Shevchenko
[Shevchenko, 1997].
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Yu.G. Nedbai considers the period of the first half of the eighteenth century in the Irtysh region to be
insufficiently studied, while at the same time noting the relatively stable military situation along the frontier
during that period [Nedbai, 1996: 55].

S. Muratova, in her study of measures aimed at strengthening the southern frontier of Siberia, arrives
at somewhat contradictory conclusions. The author argues that the construction of military lines was
undertaken, first, for the purpose of organizing intermediary trade with the Kazakhs and the peoples of
Central Asia; second, to create a bridgehead for further expansion in the southeastern direction; and third, to
divide and pacify the Bashkirs, Kazakhs, Kalmyks, and other Muslim peoples, whose potential unification
and collective resistance to Russia caused the greatest concern for the government [Muratova, 2007: 17].

In our view, however, the development of trade relations under conditions of colonial expansion into
Kazakhstan could not in itself serve as grounds for creating a military bridgehead, much less for suppressing
the Kazakhs and other peoples with whom Russia intended to maintain trade relations. For example, another
Russian historian, D.V. Kolupaev, who studied the development of trade within the Siberian Cossack Host,
notes that the first trade fair on the lands of the Siberian Cossack Host was opened only in 1849. In his
opinion, it was only from the second half of the nineteenth century onward that fairs became regular centers
of commercial interaction between the Cossacks and the Kazakh population [Kolupaev, 2008: 5].

S. Muratova also addresses migration processes in the Irtysh region. In particular, the author associates
the permission granted to Kazakh auls to cross the Irtysh River and use lands on both the left and right banks
with changes in the balance of political power in the region during the second half of the eighteenth century,
namely the approach of Chinese borders toward Russian possessions [Muratova, 2007: 17].

Similar information is also found in the studies of I.V. Anisimova [Anisimova, 2003; Anisimova,
2004]. Unlike S. Muratova, however, she argues that this policy of the Russian authorities contributed not
only to the strengthening of Russian—Kazakh relations, but also to the emergence of new tasks connected
with the legal regulation of Kazakh migration processes [Anisimova, 2003: 61]. The author mistakenly dates
the emergence of the Irtysh ten-verst strip to 1756 [Anisimova, 2003: 58]. Regarding the legality of this
measure, I.V. Anisimova shares the conclusions of pre-revolutionary Cossack historians, emphasizing the
necessity of protecting the Russian population from the “destructive raids of nomads” [Anisimova, 2004: 8].

N.S. Yuferova arrived at similar conclusions. In analyzing the reasons behind the establishment of the
ten-verst zone, the author, drawing on the works of G.E. Kataev, F. Usov, and others, concluded that this
strip emerged as a natural frontier boundary intended to protect the territory of the Ob-Irtysh region from
nomadic raids. By the latter, not only the Kazakhs but also the Dzungars were understood [Yuferova, 2017:
162].

The question of the legal status of the ten-verst strip also became the subject of discussion among a
number of Russian scholars. In particular, I.V. Anisimova, Yu.A. Lysenko, N.S. Yuferova, and others
concluded that such issues as interdepartmental rivalry; the positions of the Ministry of Agriculture and State
Property, the War Ministry, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, and regional administrative bodies regarding the
determination of the legal status of the ten-verst zone; the projects and mechanisms proposed for resolving
the land-tenure problems of Kazakhs nomadizing within the area of the ten-verst strip; as well as the nature
of interethnic Kazakh-Cossack relations following the decree of 1904, remained beyond the scope of
attention of pre-revolutionary researchers [Anisimova et al., 2015].

The most systematic and productive research on the land management system of the Siberian Cossacks
has been carried out by S.M. Andreev [28; 29; 30]. Comparing different categories of Cossack land
allotments, the author concludes that officers’ lands were the most profitable for the military treasury, since
they were “properly organized in economic terms: they had clearly defined boundaries, and each plot was
accompanied by a plan with an exact indication of all types of land use.” Most of the remaining “military
lease plots were not even accurately surveyed — their boundaries were often marked by roads or various
natural landmarks, which generated disputes among neighboring tenants” [Andreev, 1996: 124].

According to S.M. Andreev, the development among the Cossacks of livestock breeding and various
trades requiring minimal expenditures, together with the widespread use of hired Kazakh labor, was a
consequence of the economic weakness of the Cossacks and their lack of readiness for active economic
activity [Andreev, 2007: 31]. Characterizing surveying work within the Host at the beginning of the
twentieth century, S.M. Andreev notes the close connection between land-management priorities and the
growth of military treasury revenues. Thus, the surveying and subdivision of large military land plots leased
out to tenants into smaller parcels that were more convenient for exploitation made it possible to increase the
amount of rental payments [Andreev, 2007: 121-122].
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Overall, significant progress has been made in recent years in the study of the history of the Siberian
Cossack Host. However, despite the apparent abundance of publications and the substantial volume of
accumulated factual material, not all periods of the Host’s history have been studied equally thoroughly.
Most problems have been examined only fragmentarily. Land relations, issues concerning the development
of the military economy, and other related questions remain insufficiently explored. Moreover, when
examining particular aspects of the life of the Siberian Cossack Host, researchers have not always taken into
account the interdependence of these phenomena [Andreev, 2007: 8-9].

Russian historiography is generally characterized by its treatment of the Siberian Cossack Host as a
semi-closed estate in which all economic and social processes possess an internal logic and are therefore
only minimally influenced by neighboring peoples. The tendency to diminish or disregard the role and
influence of nomadic populations on the economic structure of the Cossacks is characteristic of some
Russian studies and does not contribute to constructing an objective historical picture.

Conclusion. Analyzing the subject of our research, we arrive at the following conclusions.

First, Soviet scholars developed the socio-economic and political aspects of the development of both
Kazakhstan as a whole and its individual regions, particularly the Irtysh area. The objects of study included
the processes of economic development in Northeastern Kazakhstan, the political relations between Tsarist
Russia and Kazakhstan, and the cultural interaction between the Kazakh and Russian populations. For
example, E. Bekmakhanov emphasized the necessity of a deep and objective examination of Kazakh—
Russian relations and identified the theoretical and practical significance of this field of study. In the
contemporary period, the level of scholarly interest in this issue remains high, confirming the author’s
correct assessment of the mepcrnextuBHocTh of such research. It is also necessary to note the extensive
introduction of archival documents into scholarly circulation and the identification of new research
directions. In addition to studies of Kazakh—Russian cultural interaction, scholars have examined issues
concerning the regulation of land-territorial disputes and the policies of the military administration.

Second, the works of contemporary Kazakhstani scholars have significantly expanded the range of
problems under investigation and differ both in their level of theoretical generalization and in their thematic
orientation. Researchers have made extensive use of new and previously inaccessible sources in order to
provide a more objective examination of issues related to colonization. The reconsideration of the
methodological foundations of historical research has also positively influenced the quality of these studies.
Numerous aspects concerning the socio-economic consequences of Tsarist colonial policy, the history of the
resettlement policy of the Russian Empire, and agrarian relations within the Siberian Cossack Host have
been examined. In particular, scholars have developed studies of Russian—Kazakh trade relations using the
cities of the Irtysh region as examples, highlighted the processes of interaction between settler villages and
Kazakh auls, and advanced conceptual interpretations regarding the role of the Cossacks in the colonization
of Kazakhstan.

Third, Russian researchers have systematized and generalized the factual material accumulated during
the pre-revolutionary and Soviet periods and introduced a large body of new archival materials into scholarly
circulation. They have provided a more comprehensive account of the construction of fortified frontier lines
and the stages of their settlement. The relatively small number of works devoted to the history of Kazakh—
Cossack frontier relations and to cultural and economic interaction indicates the emergence of a
comparatively new direction within Russian historiography.

Thus, the historiography of the Irtysh ten-verst strip retains considerable research potential. Further
study of archival materials, comparative analysis of Kazakhstani and Russian historiographical traditions,
and the application of contemporary theoretical approaches may contribute to a deeper understanding of the
colonial transformation of the Irtysh region and the dynamics of Kazakh—Cossack relations.
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