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THE NATIONAL LIBERATION MOVEMENT IN KAZAKHSTAN AS A UNIFIED
HISTORICAL PROCESS

Abstract. One of the most pressing issues in the history of the Kazakh nation is the
national liberation movements. It is a historical fact that the Kazakh steppe was colonized by
the Russian Empire during the 18th and 19th centuries. Colonization was carried out through
various methods and strategies. Alongside the Tsarist government's colonial policy, the Kazakh
people continuously resisted. A distinctive feature of the national liberation movement in
Kazakhstan is that the struggle for independence in the Great Steppe was unrelenting—from
the very beginning of Russian colonial encroachment to the fall of the Tsarist regime in 1917.

This history of resistance and armed uprisings has been studied in Tsarist-noble
historiography, Soviet class-based history, and over the last three decades since Kazakhstan
gained independence. However, the methodological approach to these studies has often been
flawed. The Kazakh uprisings have typically been examined in isolation from one another. In
reality, the resistance against the Russian Empire’s expansionist and colonial policies was a
unified and interconnected movement. The leaders of these struggles were aware of one another
and often acted in coordination.

The national liberation movement in Kazakhstan should be viewed as a single historical
process. This study aims to highlight the interconnectedness and continuity of the uprisings and
movements. The article can be regarded as an attempt to create an integrated account of the
Kazakh national liberation struggle.

Key words. Colonialism, independence, national liberation, resistance, uprising,
movement, continuity, heroes, leaders.

Introduction. In previous historical periods, the history of national liberation uprisings
was often presented as fragmented events, disconnected from one another, with little attention
paid to their shared characteristics and continuity. Furthermore, political and ideological
pressure during the Soviet era constrained research to follow this disjointed narrative.
Nevertheless, several prominent Kazakh scholars emphasized the unified nature of national
liberation uprisings in the region. One such scholar, T. Shonanov, insightfully observed: The
Kazakh people interpreted the government's smooth language and sweet words in their own
way. When the authorities said 'we will bring peace and calm,' they understood it to mean 'we
will take away your freedom'; when the authorities promised prosperity by settling cities nearby,
the Kazakhs perceived it as another attempt to seize their remaining fertile lands. Thus, they
distrusted the government, remained wary, and opposed it. They clearly understood the
authorities’ deceitful approach—entering with smiles, but leaving with sorrow. The Kazakhs
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resisted giving land to the Cossacks, fiercely protecting their settlements like vigilant birds,
leading to conflicts and disputes. It was in this context that Eset, Zhanqozha, Syrym, and
Kenesary rose in rebellion. The historic letter of Bi Shegen to Sultan Akhmet, and the battles
between Kuleke, Malaisary and the Cossacks along the Irtysh River were all rooted in disputes
over land” [1, pp. 32-33].

The first known national liberation movement in Kazakh history, which was organized
and led by Sultan Dosaly Bulkaiyrov and later gave rise to the famous Syrym Datuly uprising,
began as a response to Russian colonial expansion. These uprisings in the western regions of
the Great Steppe were deeply interconnected. At the core of these movements was the issue of
land. The goals set forth by Syrym Datuly’s uprising were not fully achieved. However, the
Tsarist government’s eventual decision in 1801 to allow Kazakh tribes to return to their
ancestral pastures on the right bank of the Ural River and graze their livestock was a direct
result of the pressure exerted by Syrym’s movement.

Nevertheless, the struggle over the Ural River had begun in the mid-18th century. As
T.Shonanov notes: “The year 1759 marked the beginning of intense bloodshed over the Ural
River... From that point on, the Kazakh fight for access to the Ural River only intensified with
each passing year... Bokei’s eventual acquisition of land near the Ural River was the outcome
of nearly sixty years of struggle” [1, pp. 55-57].

Thus, uprisings and unrest over ancestral lands began in the 18th century and continued
throughout the 19th century.

Results and discussion. The national liberation uprisings that took place across the
Kazakh steppe in resistance to imperial-colonial forces display a clear pattern of continuity,
interconnectedness, and overarching unity. All of these movements were fundamentally aimed
at preserving the Kazakh community, ensuring the stability of Kazakh society and its various
institutions.

Historians studying the history of national liberation movements must take into account
the following: the migration of Isatay Taimanuly, Makhambet Utemisuly, and a small group of
their companions from the Inner Horde to the steppe beyond the Ural coincided with a large-
scale popular unrest in the Junior Zhuz, triggered by the uprising led by Sultan Kenesary
Kasymuly. In this regard, T. Shonanov aptly states: “Isatay’s uprising was a movement shared
by the people of both the Middle and Junior Zhuz. It was an uprising that swept across the entire
Kazakh steppe. In 1838, uprisings led by Kenesary and Yeset also took place” [1, p. 65], thus
emphasizing the historical continuity of these liberation struggles.

At the beginning of 1838, Sultan Kenesary, along with his kin, migrated from the Middle
Zhuz to the regions of Torgay and Yrgyz. By the spring of that year, unrest began to spread
among the Kazakhs under the jurisdiction of the Orenburg administration. The wave of
rebellion reached the eastern part of the Horde, home to the Argyn and Kypshak tribes, then
extended to the Jagalbaily tribe, and eventually encompassed the Tabyn settlements along the
Elek River. From there, the warrior Zholaman Tilenishuly, refusing to submit to the tsarist
administration, moved with his clan toward the Torgay River to join Kenesary Kasymuly.

This wave of resistance gradually spread from the eastern and central parts of the Junior
Zhuz to the western region. At the same time, Sultan Kaipkali Yesimuly, who governed the
Mangystau Adais, reignited an anti-Russian uprising. Therefore, by the late 1830s, the Junior
Zhuz was engulfed in a large-scale struggle for national liberation. The uprisings led by such
historical figures as Isatay, Makhambet, Kenesary, Zholaman, and Yeset represent a continuous
and interconnected series of resistance movements.

In examining the connection between these uprisings and the movement led by Yeset
Kotybaruly, it is crucial to note that all these efforts—whether led by Isatay and Kaipkali or by
Kenesary and Zholaman—took place in the very heartland of the Alim and Zhetiru

I ————
Ne2 (34) 2025 https://ojs.wkitu.kz/ 14



BKHUTY XABAPIIBICBI. Flabivu acypHad ISSN 2706-6266
BECTHHK 3KHTY. Hayunsrii sxypuan ISSN 3007-1062
BULLETIN OF WKITU. Scientific journal ISSN 3007-1070

confederations, specifically around the Jem, Yrgyz, Elek, Kiyl, Sagyz, and Oiyl rivers, as well
as the Mughalzhar mountains and Borsyk sands.

This continuity is particularly evident in the popular unrest that emerged in the eastern
part of the Junior Zhuz in 1838. By the end of 1837, the movement of Isatay and Makhambet’s
detachment across the Ural River breathed new life into local resistance. Prior to their arrival,
opposition to the tsarist regime had been sporadic and disjointed. Prominent figures such as
Yeset, Zholaman, Kaipkali, Amankeldi, Nausha, Jusip, Asau, and Kaidauyl were leading
spontaneous movements in the region. However, Isatay and Makhambet’s presence helped
unify and coordinate these separate efforts.

Crossing into the Junior Zhuz, Isatay and Makhambet sought to consolidate the
fragmented rebel forces and revive the momentum of the uprising against both the tsarist
government and local khanate authorities. According to A. Ryazanov, “The courageous and
fearless Isatay, with his commanding influence, and Makhambet Utemisov, through his
passionate appeals, rapidly inflamed the spirit of resistance. Rallying a significant following,
they incited the people to a renewed struggle for national independence™ [2, p. 146].

Their arrival was prompted not only by the defeat of the Inner Horde uprising and
persecution by punitive detachments, but also by their awareness of the tense political climate
in the eastern Junior Zhuz, where various clans were already expressing dissatisfaction with the
colonial administration. Despite internal divisions among the local elites, the arrival of the
renowned Isatay and the poet-warrior Makhambet spurred many tribal leaders to unite in
preparation for collective resistance.

[satay and Makhambet traveled through the settlements of the Shomishti Tabyn, Tileu,
Kabak, Tortkara, Aday, Shomekey, and Nazar clans, meeting with Kaipkali Yesimuly and Yeset
Kotybaruly. As a result, in May 1838, representatives of numerous clans came together, putting
an end to intertribal disputes and raids in favor of a common cause [3, p. 24].

During this period, Makhambet used his fervent poetry to mobilize different segments of
the population against colonial rule. Not only displaced Kazakhs from the Zhaiyk, Elek,
Kaldygayty, Oiyl, Olengti, Kiyl, Akbulak, and Or river regions, but also Adais from Mangystau
and Kazakh clans along the Jem and Sagyz rivers were drawn into the resistance.

Isatay and Makhambet coordinated efforts with Junior Zhuz leaders such as Suyinkara
Urgenishbayuly, Karatogai Mambetuly, Kulbarak Batyr, and Nausha Karzhauuly, a key figure
in the Bokei uprising of 18271829 [4, p. 121]. Other leaders like Zholaman Tilenishuly, Jusip
Kulanuly, and Asau Barakuly, who had also been persecuted for opposing the colonial regime,
expressed their readiness to join the renewed resistance.

Yeset Kotybaruly, in turn, not only expressed support for Isatay’s efforts to revive the
uprising but also provided material and logistical assistance. Historian I. Kenzhaliev writes in
his book Isatay-Makhambet: “Isatay arrived in Dongyztau and stayed at the house of Baitore
Tokpanuly (Yeset’s uncle — S.Q.). He began preparations to renew the struggle against the khan.
His comrades were sent to different settlements to conduct propaganda. Makhambet visited
villages around Dongyztau, spreading the message of their struggle through storytelling and
poetry. His passionate verses inspired the people and strengthened their resolve to fight” [5, p.
92].

The final stage of Isatay’s movement, marked by fierce battles with tsarist forces in the
eastern Junior Zhuz, clearly demonstrates the convergence of three major uprisings: the Bokei
uprising led by Isatay Taimanuly and supported by certain clans of the Junior Zhuz; the
resistance led by Sultan Kaipkali Yesimuly in southern Junior Zhuz; and the movement under
Yeset Kotybaruly, based on the strength of the Shekti, Tabyn, and other clans. Kaipkali and
Yeset joined forces with Isatay’s followers, preparing for a decisive confrontation with Russian-
Cossack troops. The insurgents gathered at Ushbokenbay and then moved to Kokpekti along
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the Temir River, where they intensified recruitment and calls for open resistance.

The uprising attracted mainly Kazakh peasants displaced from the Zhaiyk and Elek rivers,
the Aday clan affected by the 1836—1837 raids, and other persecuted groups such as the
Baybakty and Alasha clans. Their shared objective was to resist oppression and injustice and to
fight for “the black cauldron and yellow child”—a metaphor for communal well-being [5, p.
167].

Thus, it is evident that Yeset Batyr and his allies actively supported the national liberation
movement initiated by Isatay Taimanuly. This became especially apparent during the
devastating battle against Russian-Cossack forces on the Kiyl River in July 1838. In his 1925
publication in Tashkent, Professor Khalel Dosmukhameduly writes: “Isatay’s inclusive
approach was correct... The Shekti, Nazar, Shuren, and Keté clans of the Alim tribe became his
supporters. During his final campaign to the Ural, most of his 3,000-strong force were Alim
warriors. On the day of his death, most of the raiding party that clashed with the government
troops consisted of Alim fighters, including heroes like Yeset Kotybaruly. Even the Sholakmola
burial site of Isatay is located on Alim land” [6, pp. 57-58].

This clearly illustrates the continuity and unity of purpose in the Kazakh people's
resistance against colonial oppression, regardless of the region in which the uprisings occurred.
Although the heroic figure of Isatay perished, the banner of freedom that he had raised did not
fall. It is evident that the image of Isatay served as a model for Yeset, who sounded the call to
arms a decade later. Many warriors who participated in the Isatay-Makhambet movement and
were persecuted by the government later became part of the army organized by Yeset Batyr. As
the prominent public figure Kh. Dosmukhameduly aptly put it, “Batyrs such as Yeset
Kotybaruly, Zhanqozha Nurmukhameduly of the Shekti clan, Oten, Narynbay, and Toremurat
of te Taz clan, who struggled against the Tsarist regime alongside khans, were the successors
who followed in the footsteps of Isatay” [7, p.76].

The wuprising of the Syrdarya Kazakhs under the leadership of Zhanqozha
Nurmukhameduly holds a special place in the history of national liberation movements in
Kazakhstan. Zhanqozha Batyr, who fought all his life against the aggressive policies of the
Central Asian Khanates of Kokand and Khiva, also mounted resistance against Russian
colonialism. His struggle is closely linked to the national liberation movement led by Yeset
Kotybaruly.

The connection between the uprisings of Zhanqozha and Yeset is, in part, due to their
shared tribal background; both leaders came from the Shekti clan. While they did not fight for
tribal interests, the causes of their respective uprisings were similar. Secondly, Zhanqozha’s
armed rebellion against the Tsarist administration coincided with the final phase of Yeset
Batyr’s movement. Although the origins, course, and outcomes of Zhanqozha’s uprising are
well-documented, its connection to Yeset’s rebellion remains debated. The fact that both
uprisings occurred in contiguous regions, that the leaders were from the same tribe, and that
their timelines overlapped cannot in itself definitively prove that they joined forces in the
struggle for national freedom. Nonetheless, new archival data clearly demonstrate the
interrelation between the uprising led by Yeset Kotybaruly and other national liberation
movements in Kazakhstan, particularly the one led by Zhanqozha Nurmukhameduly.

At the end of 1856, Yeset provided support to the uprising of the Syr region Kazakhs
under Zhanqozha and simultaneously established ties with the Khiva Khanate. As Zhanqozha's
revolt began in late 1856, the national liberation movement under Yeset’s leadership expanded
across the Aral region and along the Syrdarya.

Not only the settled farmers of the Syrdarya but also the nomadic clans from the Kazaly
and Aral Sea regions joined Zhanqozha’s uprising. Hundreds of Kazakhs from the Borsyk
sands—mainly from the Shekti clan under Yeset’s command—rallied to the insurgents. The
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border administration feared a potential merger between Zhanqozha’s and Yeset Kotybaruly’s
forces. At the time, Yeset was located near the northern shore of the Aral Sea, in the Lesser
Borsyk sands.

The Border Commission dispatched several intelligence agents to monitor Yeset’s
movements and assess his relationship with Zhanqozha. According to intelligence reports from
Orenburg, Zhanqozha had sent his son Itzhemes to invite Yeset to join the rebellion. One of the
scouts from the Oral garrison reported that at the end of December, Yeset was stationed at a
place called Kogalykol with about 50 armed men and noted that “if a portion of the Tileugabaq
clan, which is inclined to side with Nurmukhamedov, joins him, their numbers could
significantly increase” [8, p.21]. Another informant stated that Yeset, along with his entire
community and livestock, was preparing to join Zhanqozha but was waiting for the freezing of
Saryshyghanak Bay on the Aral Sea to take the shortest route. These accounts confirm that Yeset
accepted Zhanqozha’s proposal.

Upon receiving these reports, the commandant of the Kazaly Fort, Major Bulatov,
dispatched reconnaissance parties to Yeset’s location. Their main task was to report immediately
if Yeset approached the eastern shore of the Aral Sea. If Yeset moved toward the fort, Bulatov
planned to intercept him near Kamystybas Lake or Sanak well with a Cossack detachment and
two cannons, preventing a union with Zhanqozha. Bulatov wrote to his superiors in Orenburg:
“According to the scouts’ information, Yeset Kotybarov and the Shemekei clan’s bi Jarilgap are
soon expected to join Zhangozha with their detachments™ [8, pp.100-103].

The assumptions of Mikhailov and Bulatov regarding a potential alliance between Yeset
and Zhanqozha had a solid foundation. Archival records, including intelligence gathered from
spies sent into the steppe, clearly show that Yeset was preparing to assist Zhanqozha Batyr.
However, he was unable to do so in time, as Zhanqozha’s uprising was suppressed during the
period when the Aral Sea was frozen.

Some studies offer alternative interpretations, arguing that the merger of the two Shekti
leaders did not materialize due to Yeset’s lack of sufficient military strength at the time [9, p.89].

Historians Yakunin and Shakhmatov noted that on the morning of January 19, 1857,
around 500 Kazakhs arrived at the fort from Karakum, the region where Yeset had been
migrating [9, p.89].

Rebels migrating along the northern shore of the Aral Sea—namely Kazakh clans under
Yeset Kotybaruly—provided support to Zhanqozha Batyr’s uprising. They disrupted
communications between Kazaly and the Oral fort, capturing postal workers and couriers.

According to a report submitted to the Ministry of War by the Commander of the
Orenburg Independent Corps on the state of the Syr Darya Line and ongoing military
operations: “Since the autumn of 1856, Zhanqozha Nurmukhamedov, a prominent bi of the
Shekti clan residing along the Quangdarya, has shown resistance to Russian sovereignty.
Beginning in November, Zhanqozha began gathering rebellious Kyrgyz clans around him. His
objective was to unite with the rebellious Kyrgyz under Yeset Kotybarov. Together, Kotybarov
and Nurmukhamedov launched attacks on Russian transport caravans and military units” [10,
p.1].

Conclusion. In this article, we have focused on a single facet of the Kazakh people’s
uprisings against Tsarist colonialism: the issue of their mutual interconnectedness and
continuity. Throughout history, our ancestors who inhabited the vast steppe both built
formidable empires and endured the hardship of colonial subjugation. Determined to preserve
their independence, the common people—and the khans, sultans, biys, and batyrs who led
them—waged a protracted and sacred struggle for freedom.

Despite the class-based methodology that dominated Soviet-era historiography, the
history of these national liberation movements was studied in isolation. Specifically, Srym
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Datuly’s movement was labeled “a peasant revolt,” the Isatay—Makhambet uprising “a rebellion
of Bokei herdsmen against princely rule,” Zhanqozha Nurmukhameduly’s revolt “an agrarian
unrest of Syr Darya farmers,” and Yeset Batyr’s campaign “the Shekti tribal protest.” Moreover,
any uprising led by members of the princely line in the nineteenth century was dismissed as a
reactionary, feudal-monarchical backlash. Today, however, it is imperative to revisit these
movements—and their interrelations—from a fresh methodological perspective that recognizes
their shared purpose against Russian imperialism.

Over more than one and a half centuries of resistance, the uprisings led by individual
figures in Kazakhstan were not isolated incidents—but rather elements of a continuous,
interwoven process. In particular, examining the national liberation movements of the first half
of the nineteenth century through the lenses of connectivity and continuity not only enhances
the scholarly value of this topic but also imposes significant responsibilities on future
researchers.
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KA3BAKCTAHIATBI YJIT-ABATTBIK KO3F'AJIBIC BIPTYTAC TAPUXH YPIIC
PETIHJAE

Anoamna. OtaH TapuXBIHIAFbl ©3€KTI MocenenepiaiH Oipl Ka3zak YIT-a3aTThIK
KosrasnbicTapel. Kazak janacel Peceit umnepuscsl TapansiHan XVII-XIX raceipnapaa
OTapJaHFaHbl TAPUXHU WIBIHABIK. OTapiay Ka3ak eliHjie ap Typil 9/11C-ToCUIEPMEH HKaH-KaKThl
Kyprizinmi. [laTma ykiMeridiyg Oyl cascaTbIMeH Oipre Ka3zaK XaJKBIHBIH KapCHUIBIKTaphHI 11a
Kypin oTeIpabl. Ka3ak emiHIeri a3aTThIK KO3FaIBICHIHBIH Oip epekmiemiri 6ap. On Pecelinin
Kazakctanaarbl anfalikel OTapIUbLI  AKUHMACBIHBIH OactamysiHan 1917 kbutFbl nariua
OKIMETIHIH Ky/1ayblHa JEHIH YJIbl Jajaaa TOYENCI3MIK YIIiH KYpecTiH y3uticci3 xypyiHae, Oip
COT T€ TOIACTaMaybIH/IA.

Ochl XanblK KapCBUIBIKTAPBI, KAPYIbl KOTEPUIICTEP TAPUXbl MATIIATBIK-IBOPSIH/IBIK
TapUXHaMaJa J1a, COBETTIK-TANTHIK TApUXTa Ja xoHe KazakcraH Toyelncizaik ajlFaH COHFbI Yl
OH KBUIABIKTAa 1a 3eprrenai. bipak 3eprrey Metonmonorusichl aypeic OonraH koK. Kazak
Korepiiicrepi Oip-OipiHeH OOJILIEKTEHII, JKEKe Japa KapacThIpbUIAbl. AJI, LILIH MOHIHIE
Ka3akThlH Peceil MMITepHICHIHBIH Kayiamn alyIIbUIbIK, OTapIIBUIIBIK casicaTbiHa Kapchl Kypeci
OipeInFait ma cabakrac emi. Kypec skerekmrinepi 6ip-0ipiH OUTeTIiH opi Ti3e KOca KUMBLIIAFaH
KaiipaTtkepsiep 001aThIH.

Kaszakcranaarbl yiaT-a3aTThIK KO3FaJibic — OipTyTac Tapuxu ypaic. COHIBIKTAH YJITTHIK
KOTEpUIICTepiH, KO3FalIbICTap/AbIH OaiIaHbICTBUILIFBIH, CA0aKTACTLIFBIH OCHI eHOEKTe Kope
anaMbi3. FBUIBIMEH MakanaHbl YNT-a3aTThIK KO3FalbICTAap/AbIH OIpTyTac OYepKiH jkacayra
opekeTTiH O1p KepiHic jen Kadbuiaayra 001aabl.

Kinm ce3dep. OTapiibUIbIK, TOYENCI3AIK, VIT-a3aTThIK, Kypec, KOTEpiJlic, KO3FalbIC,
cabaKTacThIK, OaThIpyiap, JKeTeKuIiaep.
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HAITHOHAJIBHO-OCBOBOJUTEJIBHOE IBU’KEHUE B KABAXCTAHE KAK
EJUHBIM HCTOPUYECKHU IMPOLECC

Annomayusn. OQHON M3 aKTyanbHBIX INPOOIEM OTEYECTBEHHOH HWCTOPHM SABISETCA
Ka3aXcKoe HaIlHOHaJIbHO-OCBOOOIUTENbHOE JBIDKEeHHE. Kaszaxcran ObUI KOIOHU3HPOBaH
Poccuiickoii ummnepueit B XVIII-XIX Bekax, 4ro dABIfETCA HCTOPHYECKOH HCTHHOM.
Kononusanys B Ka3axCKOHW CTeNH MPOBOAMIACH C MCIOJIb30BAHMEM PAa3JIMYHBIX METOJIOB H
cpenctB. Hapsioy ¢ 3TOil MOJUTHKON TaKKe MPOUCXOANIN MIPOTECTH CO CTOPOHBI Ka3aXCKOTO
Hapozaa. OcobeHHOCTBIO OcBOOOAMTENBHBIX JBMKEeHHI B KasaxcraHe sBiserca TO, 4TO C
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BKHTY XABAPHIBICBI. FpuibiMu aypHai ISSN 2706-6266
BECTHHK 3KHTY. Hayunsrii sxypuan ISSN 3007-1062
BULLETIN OF WKITU. Scientific journal ISSN 3007-1070

MOMEHTA HauaJjia MepBbIX KOJIOHHAIBHBIX aKIHi Poccuu 10 maaeHus 1apckoro MpaBUTEILCTBA
B 1917 romy B Benuxoii Crenu He mnpekpamanack Ooprba 3a HE3aBUCHMOCTb, H 3TO
NPOI0KAIOCh 0€3 nmepephiBa.

OTH HapOAHBIE TPOTECTHI K BOOPYKEHHBIC BOCCTAHUS H3Y4aITUCh B LIAPCKOM, IBOPSHCKOM
UCTOpHOTpa(HH, COBETCKOM MApPKCHUCTCKOM MCTOpHOTpaduu, a TAKKE B TEUEHHUE MOCIETHHUX
TpuauaTy Jer HezapucumocTH Kazaxcrana. OJHAKO METOMONOTHS MCCIENOBaHUN Oblia He
coBceM BepHOI. Kazaxckue BoccTaHMs paccMaTpUBaIMCh H30IMPOBAHHO, 110 OTAeIbHOCTH. Ha
camoM ke Jesie 0opnda Ka3axCKOro HapoJa MPOTHUB arpecCUBHON KOJIOHHAILHON IMOJMTHKH
Poccuiickoil uMmepun Obla €AMHBIM M MOCIENI0BATEIBHBIM MpoIeccoM. JIunepsl IBHKEHHS
OBLITM 3HAKOMBI ZIPYT C IPYTOM H I€HCTBOBAIN COOOIIIA.

HanmonaneHo-ocBOOOAUTENRHOE JABMXkeHHe B KazaxcraHe — 9T0  eOWHEBIH
UCTOPHYECKHH mpolecc. B aaHHON paboTe Mbl BHIMM B3aHMOCBS3b W TPEEMCTBEHHOCTb
HAllMOHAIbHBIX BOCCTaHWN M JBHeHWil. CTaThsi MOKET paccMaTpuBaThbCs Kak IOIBITKa
CO3/IaHMs €IMHOIO OYepPKa HALMOHAJIbHO-0CBOOOIUTEIbHbIX JIBHUIKEHHUHN.

Kniouegvte cnoea. KonounnaausM, HE3aBHCHMOCTH, HAIIMOHAJIBHO-OCBOOOIHMTEIbHAS
0opr0ba, BoccTaHue, IBHKCHHE, IPEEMCTBCHHOCTD, TEPOH, JTHACPHIL.
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