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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. It 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. 
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Аңдатпа. Кіріспе. Ертіс бойындағы он шақырымдық белдеудің тарихы Ресей империясының 

Солтүстік-Шығыс Қазақстандағы отарлау саясатын зерттеудегі маңызды бағыттардың бірі болып 

табылады. Отарлау, жер пайдалану және Сібір казак әскерінің қызметіне арналған көптеген 

зерттеулердің болуына қарамастан, Ертіс бойындағы он шақырымдық белдеу тарихының көптеген 

қырлары әлі де жеткілікті деңгейде зерттелмеген және тарихнамалық тұрғыдан зерделеуді қажет 

етеді. Мақсаты мен міндеттері. Мақаланың мақсаты – Ертіс бойындағы он шақырымдық белдеу 

тарихына арналған қазіргі кезеңдегі еңбектерге тарихнамалық талдау жүргізу. Зерттеу міндеттеріне 

кеңестік, қазақстандық және ресейлік тарихнамадағы мәселені зерттеудің негізгі бағыттарын 

айқындау, зерттеушілердің әдіснамалық ұстанымдарының ерекшеліктерін анықтау, сондай-ақ Ертіс 

өңірінің әлеуметтік-экономикалық, саяси және жер-аумақтық даму мәселелерінің зерттелу деңгейін 

талдау кіреді. Материалдар мен әдістер. Зерттеудің деректік негізін Қазақстандағы Ресей 

империясының отарлау саясатына, Сібір казак әскерінің тарихына, аграрлық қатынастарға, қоныс 

аудару саясатына және Ертіс өңірінің әлеуметтік-экономикалық дамуына арналған кеңестік, 

қазақстандық және ресейлік тарихшылардың еңбектері құрады. Зерттеу барысында тарихнамалық 

ұстанымдардың даму ерекшеліктерін анықтауға, мәселені зерттеудің негізгі бағыттарын айқындауға 

және Ертіс он шақырымдық белдеуі тарихының жекелеген қырларының зерттелу деңгейін талдауға 

мүмкіндік берген салыстырмалы-тарихи, тарихи-жүйелік және тарихи-генетикалық әдістер 

қолданылды. Нәтижелері. Кеңестік авторлардың Қазақстан мен оның жекелеген аймақтарының, 

соның ішінде Ертіс өңірінің әлеуметтік-экономикалық және саяси даму мәселелерін жан-жақты 

қарастырғаны анықталды. Қазіргі қазақстандық зерттеулер зерттелетін мәселелер аясын едәуір 

кеңейтіп, отарлау саясаты, аграрлық қатынастар және қазақ-казак өзара байланыстары мәселелерін 

терең теориялық тұрғыдан пайымдаумен ерекшеленетіні айқындалды. Зерттеушілердің бұрын 

қолжетімсіз болған мұрағаттық дереккөздерді кеңінен пайдалануы өңірді отарлау үдерістерін 

неғұрлым объективті түрде ашып көрсетуге мүмкіндік бергені атап өтіледі. Ресейлік тарихнамада 

Сібір казак әскерінің тарихына, бекініс желілерінің салынуына және жерге орналастыру жүйесіне 

айтарлықтай көңіл бөлінетіні көрсетілді. Дегенмен, қазақ халқы мен казактар арасындағы өзара 

қатынастардың көптеген қырлары әлі де үзік-үзік зерттелген күйінде қалып отыр. 

Түйін сөздер: Ертіс өңірі, тарихнама, Сібір казактары, жер пайдалану, Ертіс бойындағы белдеу, қазақ 

халқы. 
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Аннотация. Введение. История Иртышской десятиверстной полосы является важным направлением 

изучения колониальной политики Российской империи в Северо-Восточном Казахстане. Несмотря на 

наличие значительного количества исследований, посвященных вопросам колонизации, 

землепользования и деятельности Сибирского казачьего войска, многие аспекты истории Иртышской 

десятиверстной полосы остаются недостаточно изученными и требуют историографического 

осмысления. Цели и задачи. Цель статьи заключается в проведении историографического анализа 

работ новейшего времени, посвященных истории Иртышской десятиверстной полосы. В задачи 

исследования входит определение основных направлений изучения проблемы в советской, 

казахстанской и российской историографии, выявление особенностей методологических подходов 

исследователей, а также анализ степени изученности социально-экономических, политических и 

земельно-территориальных вопросов развития Прииртышья. Материалы и методы. Источниковую 

основу исследования составили труды советских, казахстанских и российских историков, 

посвященные вопросам колониальной политики Российской империи в Казахстане, истории 

Сибирского казачьего войска, аграрных отношений, переселенческой политики и социально-

экономического развития Прииртышья. В ходе исследования использованы историко-сравнительный, 

историко-системный и историко-генетический методы, позволившие выявить особенности развития 

историографических подходов, определить основные направления изучения проблемы и провести 

анализ степени разработанности отдельных аспектов истории Иртышской десятиверстной полосы. 

Результаты. Установлено, что советскими авторами были разработаны социально-экономические и 

политические стороны развития Казахстана и отдельных регионов, в частности Прииртышья. 

Выявлено, что современные казахстанские исследования значительно расширили круг изучаемых 

проблем и отличаются более глубоким теоретическим осмыслением вопросов колониальной 

политики, аграрных отношений и казахско-казачьих взаимодействий. Отмечается широкое 

использование исследователями ранее недоступных архивных источников, что способствовало более 

объективному освещению процессов колонизации региона. Показано, что российская историография 

уделяет значительное внимание вопросам истории Сибирского казачьего войска, строительству 

укрепленных линий и системе землеустройства, однако многие аспекты взаимоотношений казахского 

населения и казачества по-прежнему изучены фрагментарно. 

Ключевые слова: Прииртышье, историография, сибирское казачество, землепользование, 

иртышская полоса, казахское население. 
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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 I. 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 хозяйств 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        

I. 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 хозяйство. 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 перспективность 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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