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HISTORIOGRAPHY OF THE LIBERATION MOVEMENT OF THE KAZAKH
PEOPLE LED BY KENESARY KHAN

Abstract. Despite the rich history of the protest movement of the masses against the tsarist
government in Kazakhstan in the XVIII-XIX centuries, it is known that there was political
pressure to study the liberation struggle led by Kenesary Kasymuly. Kenesary Khan was first
published in scientific publications in the late 40s-early 50s of the last century in the difficult
socio-political conditions prevailing in the republic at that time. This is why the title of this
article attracts historians with its scientific relevance and the need for research.

The purpose of the article is to write the level of research of the movement. The task is to
conduct a historiographical analysis of the works published during the development of
historical science in the conditions of the tsarist period, the Soviets and independence.

The work examines the works of A. F.Ryazanov, who devoted his research to the whole
era of the national liberation movements of the Kazakh people as a whole. Some controversial
issues are revealed in the manuscript of the historian, who was one of the first to begin studying
the resistance movements. Moreover, the pinnacle of the study of this national movement is the
monograph of the famous historian, Doctor of historical Sciences of Kazakh origin Ermukhan
Bekmakhanov "Kazakhstan in the 20-40s of the XIX century". The publication gives priority
to the historiographical analysis of this fundamental work. Scientific analysis is associated with
the formation of prerequisites for the political processes that brought to life the notorious
"Bekmakhanov case" of that period. The scientific response to the uprising under Kenesary's
leadership has resumed since the 1990s. In accordance with this, the research of historians
J.Kasymbayev and E.Ualikhanov became an important contribution to the historiography of the
movement.

The historiography of the national liberation movement of the Kazakh people led by
Kenesary Khan deserves dedication in a series of articles. And this publication can be perceived
as a precursor to our upcoming scientific publications.

Key words. Historiography, Kenesary, scientific approach, liberation movement,
colonialism, analysis.

Introduction. Kenesary's personality and the path he traveled remained in people's
memory as a symbol of independent Kazakh statehood. Both ideologists and researchers of the
metropolis understood well that only by approaching the problem from this point of view, one
can see the true image of colonization of the great plain, which lasted for two and a half
centuries. Therefore, both during the tsarist period and the Soviet period, this liberation
movement was given a one-sided assessment. In all publications of the imperial-colonial era,
the popular masses were explained as a "rebellion™. And the personality of Kenesary and his
closest associates differed depending on the author's point of view. This is evidenced by the
articles of military historians on the pages of the "Military Collection”, devoted to these issues
during the tsarist government.
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In the first decades of formation of the historical science of Soviet Kazakhstan, a realistic
approach to the history of the movement was characteristic. This was probably influenced by
the attitude of the Alash generation to national history. Scientific works of Alash scholars such
as H. Dosmukhamedov, M. Tynyshbaev, S. Asfendiyarov, t. Shonanovich, literary and spiritual
works of M. Auezov, poetic heritage of M. Zhumabayev gave orientation to the development
of nationally comprehensible concept of Kazakh history, formed in the depths of the Bolshevik-
class system, including to the movement of Kenesary Khan.

In the 40s - early 50s of the XX century, social sciences developed under the strict control
of party committees in a difficult situation when the ideology of socialism reached its heyday.
In these conditions, studies of the national liberation uprising of 1837-1847 led by Kenesary
Kasymov and the role of Kenesary Khan in history vividly reflected the ideological essence of
the totalitarian regime that had developed in Kazakhstan. Supporters of Marxist-Leninist-
Stalinist science used the party-state leadership approach to governance. Among those who
spoke out against those who perceived K. Kasymov uprising as a national liberation event,
Kazakhstani historians prevailed, and the approach to the uprising was fundamentally negative.
In general, the uprising was recognized as feudal-monarchical, and the author of the study, the
talented historian E. B. Bekmakhanov was accused of nationalism and exiled.

The scientific approach to the uprising resumed again in the 1990s. Scientists called for
creating a multilateral objective picture of the liberation struggle of the masses and eradicating
the stereotypes of old beliefs existing in the public consciousness, as well as searching for new
methodological approaches both to the objects of research and to the problems of its
historiography and source study.

Results and their discussion. The national liberation movement of the Kazakh people in
1837-1947 under the leadership of Kenesary Khan is considered at different levels in the
Russian noble-bourgeois historiography depending on the socio-political views of authors of
different directions. From the point of view of that period, Shokan Chingisuly Ualikhanov, an
officer of the Russian army, a major scholar of our people, a branch of the Abylai family, openly
expressed his opinion about Kenesary's rebellion in the press.

The unworthy unambiguous assessment "feudal-monarchist, reactionary™ that dated this
uprising in a special resolution of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of
Kazakhstan, adopted in connection with an article that seriously affected the future of the study
of the history of Kazakhstan, published in the newspaper "Pravda" on April 10, 1951, is closest
to the conclusion in Shokan's writings in connection with the uprising. Shokan summarizes this
rebellion by distorting the truth; “the rebellious Sultan Kenesary - joined the feudal-monarchical
movement, tried to restore the power of the khanate, wanted to create a Kazakh khanate similar
to the Central Asian feudal state” [1, p.379]. In the explanation of the second work there are
places where the great Kazakh traveler praises Kenesary, saying that "in this period the old and
the new came in contact with each other, the Muslim East and Russian phenomena” [1, p.389].
It should also be noted that the generally one-sided assessment given by Sh. Valikhanov served
as a significant source for later Russian historians.

Among the works published in the second half of the XIX century, we should highlight
the works of M. Krasovsky [2] and I. Zavalishin [3], who specifically studied the Kenesar
uprising. Especially interesting is the analysis of M. Krasovsky, linking the uprising with the
foreign policy pursued by the tsarist government. Although M. Krasovsky's study was devoted
to the history of the "Siberian-Kyrgyz region” as a whole, he gave an explanation of the
uprising, which began as a result of the tsarist statute of 1822, was explained in the direction of
justifying the conquest policy of the tsarist government. The description in 1. Zavalishin's book
is written in terms of glorifying the empire's policy of conquering peripheral areas and
expanding its territory. Both of these works have the same orientation and the same form in
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terms of propaganda of colonial policy. Among the works published in the second half of the
XIX century, stands out a valuable study by N. Sereda [4], published in 1870 in two issues of
the journal "Herald of Europe". This work is unique in terms of abundant use of various data,
territoriality of the problems considered, according to which it has great scientific value. The
author's assessment of Kenesary and the definition of the nature of the rebellion contained a
contradiction from the author's point of view. The people's uprising is written as "rebellion”,
"the cause of bandits", the khan himself is compared to "whirlwind and storm", and sometimes
to the great commanders of European armies. The content of the work can be referred to the
academic direction, because the material collected by N. Sereda gives information about the
history of the Kazakh people, as well as about Kazakh heroes who organized rebellions against
the colonization of the Kazakh steppe. This is of great importance, as documentary material
based on objective reality and systematic review of the historical period of the 30-40s of the
XIX century constitute the main value of the book. Such facts do not indicate the author's
support of the royal power or Kenesary , only historical facts are systematically reported.

Although the works of military historian V. Potto, colonel of the Russian army, researcher
M. Venyukov are devoted to other issues, they can give interesting information about the
rebellion, for example, personal data related to the siege of the rebels' Catherine village can be
found in the Central State Archive of Kazakhstan and V. Potto's journal "Military Herald" for
1873. It is presented in full only in the work "On the steppe campaigns”, published as No. 1-4.
It is not difficult to notice that A. Yanushkevich, who participated in the expedition of General
Vishnevsky, who in 1846 kept records of the number of livestock and population in the border
zone of the Great Zhuz and Middle Zhuz, himself participated in the Polish liberation movement
in 1831-1833, addressed the leader of the uprising. And the article by F.Steklova, who translated
this work from French into Russian (much work on translation into Kazakh language was done
by publicist M.Sarsekeev) about Kenesary and the uprising led by him, is written from the point
of view of tyranny of individual ideology of the Communist Party, and this is opposite to the
opinion of Yanushkevich. The Polish revolutionary compares the Kazakh khan with the
Numidian king Yugurta, who fought with the Roman Empire, and Abd-al-Kader, the leader of
the liberation struggle of the Algerian people in the 80s of the XIX century [5].

The great traveler P. Semenov Tien-Shan, who visited the city of Verny in the 50s of the
XIX century, collected various information about this rebellion and compared Kenesary with
Mithridates VI Eupator, the ruler of a small Pontic king in Asia Minor in the 11 century BC, an
opponent of the hostile policy of the Roman slave state, praises Kenesary Khan, who restored
the Kazakh feudal state, albeit temporarily [6, p.48].

The work of Kenesary Khan's son Akhmet Kenesarin "Sultans Kenesary and Sadyk"
cannot be considered as a deep, specialized study. Due to the fact that this work is written from
the point of view of memory, many information about the uprising was overlooked. Initially,
the writing of Kenesary's Rebellion was assigned to Sultan Sadik, who had reached a certain
age by that time. However, due to the fact that the pen of the famous Sultan Sadik was "
insignificant”, he entrusted the job to his younger brother Ahmet. In 1887, the manuscript was
handed over to N.l. Grodekov, governor of the Syrdarya region and chairman of the statistical
committee. The manuscript, translated from Kazakh into Russian, was edited by Prof. E. T.
Grodekov. T. Smirnov and soon published in Tashkent [7]. Professor Smirnov sent a copy of
the book to General Chernyaev, who lived in St. Petersburg at that time, who fiercely fought
with Sadyk Sultan, mercilessly stormed the cities of Auliyata, Shymkent and Turkestan and
was famous for his sharpness and cruelty. August 2, 1889 General Chernyaev in a letter to
Professor Smirnov expressed his opinion on this book. And published a critical article in the
journal "Russian Bulletin”, which indicates the cold perception of the book out of print.
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Under the Soviet government, the uprising of Kenesary Kasymov was mainly studied on
the basis of Bolshevik ideology, class struggle, and social principle, in connection with which
mono-communist orientation dominated the discussion and in-depth study of the issues of the
liberation struggle of the people. Despite this, a number of publications published the works of
A. F. Ryazanov among scientists who did not hide their opposing views on the communist
ideology that dominated the official science [8]. The famous historian Yermukhan
Bekmakhanov, in turn, noted that "the manuscript of A. F. Ryazanov is the most voluminous
work and the only monograph in this field. Due to the death of the author, the manuscript was
not published" [9, p. 22]. In this work of A. Ryazanov has serious shortcomings.

The chronological study covers the period from the end of 1838, when the eastern
districts of the Orenburg region became the center of the liberation movement. Therefore, the
initial stage of Kenesary's movement, which unfolded in the middle zhuz, was not included in
the work. As a result, a particularly important question about the reasons for the origin of the
movement and the state of unification of the Kazakhs of the middle and younger zhuzes for a
joint struggle against the tsarist colonizers was not determined. A. Ryazanov limited himself to
the course of the uprising of the Kazakhs of the Orenburg department and did not give the
history of the participation of the Kazakhs of the middle zhuz in the uprising. The reason: A.
Ryazanov wrote his work only on the basis of archival data of the Orenburg Frontier
Commission.

In his famous monograph E. Bekmakhanov, who wrote a great work on Kenesarology,
analyzes the study of this movement. Accordingly, he points out a number of fundamental errors
in the work of A. Ryazanov. First of all, A. Ryazanov negatively explains the cause of the
national liberation movement. First of all, A. Ryazanov negatively explains the cause of the
national liberation movement. He generalizes the history of colonial policy of the tsarist
authorities and, without determining the socio-economic roots of the discontent of the Kazakhs,
looks for the origins and causes of the movement in the natural conditions of certain regions
and psychological features of the Kazakhs. At the beginning of Kenesary's rebellion, the
Kazakhs were subjected to a land crisis. It is clear how important this problem is in determining
the true causes of Kenesary's revolt. A. Ryazanov did not understand the origin of the land
crisis. The scientist looks for the cause of it in the drying up of rivers, drying up of lakes,
formation of deserts, i.e. he refers to the changes occurring over millennia. The author has a
negative understanding of the course of individual military operations, he always portrays
Kenesary as a man who fought for his personal interests. A. Ryazanov misunderstood the role
of Kenesary. He exaggerates the importance of Kenesary's personal interests in the development
of the struggle. He describes the masses as a puppet, obeying his orders.

A. F. Ryazanov devotes much space to the description of military expeditions and
campaigns organized by the tsarist government. Among them, the description of the military
campaign of Dunikovsky and Zhemchuzhnikov in 1843-1844 and Dolgov's embassy took about
one third of the monograph. The author failed to show Kenesary's tactics. He underestimated
the variety of Kenesary's tactics, so he did not know why all punitive expeditions returned
uncompleted. This study is limited to reporting on events up to 1845. Further history of the
rebellion, which took place in the territory of the Great Juz under the leadership of the border
chief of the Siberian Kazakhs, is not stated. Therefore, the reasons for the defeat of the uprising
are not named.

Despite the shortcomings, the work of A. F. Ryazanov deserves special attention, where
for the first time the history of the Russian military campaign against Kenesary is written in
detail and the department's intelligence in Kazakhstan is studied in detail. Of particular value is
the first introduction by A. F. Ryazanov into the scientific turnover of many archival materials
not previously used by researchers.
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A milestone in the description of Kenesary's movement is the "History of the Kazakh
SSR" edited by A. Pankratova and M. Abdikalykov, published in 1943. On the basis of the main
problems of the uprising, on the basis of detailed and consistent data, the assessment of the
uprising in this publication was summarized by meaningful conclusions [10].

A significant event in the study of the uprising of 1837-1847 is the famous work of the
prominent historian E. Bekmakhanov, published in 1947. [9]. This monograph was a
particularly valuable work in the region of Central Asia and Kazakhstan in those years, as
evidenced by the modern development of historical science. Most of the book, describing the
socio-economic life of Kazakhstan in the first half of the XIX century, is devoted to the
liberation movement under the leadership of Kenesary Kasymov. It reveals the driving forces
of the uprising, its overthrow in the middle zhuz, Kenesary's measures to strengthen Kazakh
statehood, the struggle against Kokan, his attempts to involve the Kyrgyz in this struggle, as
well as the death of Kenesary and his relatives at the hands of Kyrgyz rulers. In conclusion, the
author summarized the events of the 20-40s of the XIX century in Kazakhstan and determined
their impact on the future fate of the Kazakh people in Central Asia as a whole.

E. Bekmakhanov was a descendant of Abylai Khan, who in Soviet times showed a new
example of writing the history of the national liberation uprising. From Uali Khan's son Tauke
came Zhanpeis, from him - Zhanbobek, from him - Begen, from him - Bekmakhan, from him -
Yermukhan. Although the researcher evaluated Kenesary Khan's campaign to Kirghizia as a
mistake on the part of the Khan, the beginning of the question still remains open: "Kenesary's
affairs in Kirghizia are so little studied that it is difficult to fully restore the course of events".
The scientist pointed out the inferiority of his work: “the worst part of my work in relation to
the Kirghiz is that | could not define clearly enough the relations of the Kazakhs of the Great
Juz with the Kirghiz". The use of the manuscript of the work of the Kyrgyz historian Belek
Soltonoev, who was arrested in 1937 as an enemy of the people and shot in 1938, despite the
ban and fearlessness, positively assessed the outstanding courage of the Kazakh historian and
the merits of the Kyrgyz historian, and emphasized his commitment to science, which was
passed on to later researchers.

As is known, this work, written on the basis of archival data and documents of various
nature, shook the scientific community. However, even before the book went out of print, a part
of scholars found this work and strongly opposed it. Of course, the author of the book
specifically emphasizes that even in this valuable book it is impossible to fully describe all
aspects of Kenesary's rebellion. "In the absence of other works and monographs on which we
will be guided and relied upon, the work of studying materials such as those we are discussing
causes many difficulties, so the author fully recognizes that some of the principles he puts
forward are still a pressing problem that requires further deeper analysis. For the same reasons,
not all chapters of this work can fully set forth the problems they touch upon™ [9, p.5-6].

However, the criticism of the book was aimed not at the content of the work, but at
breaking the mind of a talented scholar. A. F. Yakunin and H. Aidarova, among the authors
who especially attacked this book, did not want to deviate from their unique directions. And in
1946, in one of the articles published by H. Aidarova in the academic press, E. Bekmakhanov's
article on this uprising was evaluated as "an uprising with extensive use of archival data and
wide participation of the masses” [11, p. 12].

It should be noted that in the first critical article published in the book written by
Bekmakhanov in 1948, historian E. Dilmukhamedov drew attention to a number of
shortcomings of the study and concluded that it is basically a very valuable book. Also, historian
K. Sharipov emphasized that the uprising of 1837-1847 was studied by E. Bekmakhanov as a
whole. For this reason, he fell into the trap of “critics”. The discussion in the Academy of
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Sciences in 1948 showed that the split had deepened. One problem should be emphasized here:
a party, its information agency, always favors the side it supports.

"E. Bekmakhanov, unfortunately, did not achieve his goal. The book is adamant in its
content, does not meet the political requirements, there is a deviation in the idea, hence a useless
work", - the words of H. Aidarova.

A. F. Yakunin set his main task to accuse E. Bekmakhanov of "nationalism™. In an article
written before the war, Yakunin characterized Kenesary's movement as a struggle for national
liberation, but later became an accuser of both the uprising and E. Bekmakhanov.
Bekmakhanov. He even discusses the former vice-president of the Academy, S. Kenesbaev,
who objected to the biased criticism of the book, the "nationalist™ opinion of E. Bekmakhanov
and the secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan, I. Omarov.

"Kenesary's movement can be characterized as progressive and revolutionary, he fought
against the colonization policy of tsarism, but since Kenesary supported his own feudal
interests, this struggle cannot be considered progressive and revolutionary” - ambiguously
concludes A. Yakunin in another article. However, A. Yakunin in the main article published in
the central edition - "Questions of History™ (1951, No. 4), tries to connect the work of E.
Bekmakhanov with "ideologically destroyed figures of Alashorda”. "E. Bekmakhanov is not
unique in praising the khanate and the nationalist movement. E. Bekmakhanov, licking the
backs of the Alashorda people, is trying to introduce the point of view of the counter-
revolutionary Alash into our Soviet reality".

On December 26, 1950 in the newspaper "Pravda” was published a sharp critical article
"let us present the problems of the history of Kazakhstan from the Marxist-Leninist point of
view". Authors Shoyinbaev, Aidarova, Yakunin. "Only Bolshevik Pravda revealed the feudal-
monarchical and reactionary character of the Bolshevik movement of Kenesary".

One of the famous scholars who supported the viewpoint of E. Bekmakhanov was A.
Yakunin, who did not insist on the identification of Kenesary with Shamil S. V. Yushkov as a
"mistake", always relying on the party leaders who supported him. "Shamil destroyed khan
clans, equalized all before the law, created a theocratic state. Kenesary, however, did not create
a state, did not destroy the Kazakh feudal lords".

Under the conditions of the current difficult political situation, ignoring party pressure
and risking their lives, a group of outstanding scientists of the Academy of Sciences of the
USSR S. V. Bakhrushin, B. D. Grekov, N. m. Druzhinin, A. P. Kuchkin, M. K. Rozhkova and
others took part in the discussion of this book took an active part and maximally welcomed the
correctness of E. Bekmakhanov's approach. Corresponding member of the USSR Academy of
Sciences S. V. Bakhrushin drew the attention of his colleagues to the illegality of the accusation
of Kenesary in the manifestation of brutal violence. In the further development of the feudal
state, Ivan Ill, Ivan IV and Peter the Great gave an example that the tsars did not start with
"barbarism" and bloodthirsty deeds.

The persecution of E. Bekmakhanov did not stop, even exceeded the limit. "His enemies
accused the scientist of being a bourgeois nationalist and warned that his book had a negative
impact on scientific and other circles" [12, p.33], - academician N.M. Druzhinin wrote about
the atmosphere surrounding the book in those years. Everyone knows how serious were the
consequences of the "discussion™ of the monograph of E. Bekmakhanov for the persecution of
national science. Bekmakhanov for the persecution of the national intelligentsia. Without even
mentioning that Bekmakhanov's path was narrowed, a big barrier was put up and he tried to
crush his spirit, a number of famous researchers abandoned their views, ideological convictions
in order not to fall into the trap of difficult times. One of them is the outstanding researcher M.
P. Vyatkin, whose monograph "Batyr Syrym" won the Great State Prize of the USSR. In a letter
to the board of the journal "Questions of History", concerning the reasons for his "delusions”,
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the scientist translated all his works to A. F. Ryazanov, who passed away a few years ago. "The
bourgeois nationalist A. F. Ryazanov devoted a number of his works to the struggle of the
Kazakh people, his views were widely disseminated, and I could not get rid of bourgeois-
nationalist errors in some of my works. Among them one of the grossest is my mistake in
describing the uprising of Kenesary Kasymov" [13, p.158].

In 1947, together with the works of E. Bekmakhanov's work "Kazakhstan in the 20-40s
of the XIX century" was published by Eltok Dilmukhamedov "1837-1847. Rebellion under the
leadership of Kenesary Kasymov". E. Dilmukhamedov defended his thesis at the Academic
Council of the Faculty of History of the Central Asian State University in Tashkent on
December 17, 1946. The official opponents were doctors of historical sciences Dodonov I. K.
and Bekmakhanov E. and candidate of historical sciences Zhitov K. E. However, when the case
of E. Bekmakhanov, who defended his doctoral dissertation on the subject of Kenesary, was
initiated and he was exiled, Yeltok Dilmukhamedov was deprived of his scientific title.
Dissertations will be removed from libraries and scientific environment and destroyed.
However, in 2010, the B. Taizhan Foundation republished the version of E. Dilmukhamedov's
dissertation preserved in the hands of his descendants and presented it to the Russian Academy
of Sciences. Dilmukhamedov and presented it to the public. The value of E. Dilmukhamedov's
research work lies in providing a military map of the punitive detachments sent to suppress
Kenesary's rebellion. And the saddest thing is that the plot of Kenesary's campaign against the
Kyrgyz has not been fully preserved and was torn up by law enforcement agencies during the
seizure.

In the 1960s, when a one-sided attitude was deeply rooted in the issues of the uprising,
Kyrgyz researchers did not refuse to determine the significance of the epochal events of this
movement and the colonial policy of the tsarist government. An example of this is the research
of B. Zhamgerchinov, published in 1945 and 1963. The first volume of the History of the
Kyrgyz SSR, published in 1984, gave a significant and serious assessment of the uprising.

In the 1990s, when public opinion about the uprising under the leadership of Kenesary
khan woke up again, new, fresh information began to be published, the first to do so was the
outstanding writer Mukhtar Magauin, who took it upon himself to organize a round table. In
the magazine "Zhuldyz" he gathered historians-literary writers and for the first time gave a fair
assessment of Kenesary's movement. The participants of the round table were academician M.
Kozybaev, corresponding member R. Berdibaev, professor J. Kasymbaev, researcher M.
Absemetov, writers G. Akhmedov, T. Zhurbaev.

The article by Academician R. Suleimenov and Professor J. Kasymbayev, published in
1991 in the 3rd issue of the journal "Communists of Kazakhstan" [14, p.62-72], written on the
basis of archival data, served as an impetus to the study of those aspects of this problem that
have yet to be revealed.

In 1993 was published the work of the famous scientist J. Kasymbaev "Kenesary Khan
politician and military leader". The author argues that until recently the activity of the
prominent military leader Kenesary Kasymov, the organizer of the uprising of Kazakhs in 1837-
1847 against the military-colonial expansion of tsarist Russia was written unambiguously and
subjected to historical abuse, relying on historical documents related to the change in public
opinion, on the cause and nature of the uprising, its driving force, on the activities of Kenesary
to organize the uprising of Kazakhs against the colonial policy of the empire from a new point
of view. In the work of J. Kasymbaev the uprising is described as a national liberation uprising,
which was carried out to restore an independent Kazakh state during the reign of Abylai Khan.
The assessment of this uprising in historical works is considered separately [15].

In 2002, Zhanuzak Kasimbaev published another study on the movement of Kenesary
Khan. The monograph "The Last Campaign of Kenesary Khan and its Collapse" is the third
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work written by historians [16]. The difference of this work from other studies is that it
describes not the initial stage of Kenesary's rebellion, but the near final stage. The author
himself indicated the chronological period of his work as December 1846 - April 1847.
Consequently, only the last few months of the multi-year rebellion are depicted. The work is
based on archival data, in which the events begin with the resettlement of Kenesary to Zhetysu,
its causes. In connection with the death of the khan, the researcher cites the data before him,
the folk legend told in the book by Sh. Ualikhanov, B. Abdildauly, N. Maev, A. Dobrosmyslov,
Y. Polferov, E. Bekmakhanov. The researcher explicitly explains that the reason for the last
campaign of Kenesary Khan was that the khan was in a "Machiavellian position" and that the
defeat of Kenesary Khan made some of his soldiers flee in fear.

Among the works written about Kenesary, it is known that E.J. Valikhanov's monograph
"Kenesary", published in 2004 by the publishing house "Young Guard" in Moscow, does not
recognize Kenesary's struggle against the Tsarist Russian Empire during the Soviet period. To
fill this gap, Yedige Valikhanov published the book "Kenesary" in Moscow and introduced
Kenesary's struggle to a large number of readers. The author noted that the originality of the
research work lies in the fact that Kenesary died at the hands of the Kyrgyz, and the second
time Kenesary was executed by E. Bekmakhanov, who researched him. And also dwelled on
some descendants who descended from Kenesary.

Conclusion. Thus, the history of the liberation movement of the Kazakh people under the
leadership of Kenesary Kasymov, including the complex, full of contradictions historical
personality of the khan, will continue to be studied in the future. In particular, the problems of
military organization of the uprising, changes in political relations with Central Asian
possessions, participation of commanders in the uprising, provision of soldiers with weapons,
etc. Many questions require radical and serious research. We cannot say that in this article we
have analyzed the works of all researchers who contributed to the study of Kenesary. However,
a historiographical analysis of a number of fundamental works related to this topic in the
national history was carried out.
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KEHECAPBI XAH BACTATAH KA3AK XAJIKBIHBIH ABATTBIK
KO3T'AJIBICBIHBIH TAPUXHAMACbI

Anoamna. XVIII-XIX raceipnapaarel KazakcTangarbl XasblK OyKapachIHBIH IaTIa
OKIMETIHE KapChl Hapa3blIbIK KO3FAIBICHIHBIH Oail Tapuxsl Oap aecek Te Kenecapbr KacsiMyutbr
OacTaraH a3aTTHIK KYPECIH 3epTTEyTe casiCh KbICHIM acallFaHbl Oenrisi. OTKeH rachIpabiH 40-
KBUIIAPBIHBIH  asfbl  SO-KbUIAAPBIHBIH OachIHIAFBl peclyOMuKaga KadbIITAaCKaH —aybIp
KOFaM/JIbIK-CasiCH Karjaiaa na ockl KeHecapsl XaH TYJIFACBIHBIH FBUIBIMH >KapHsUIaHybIHAH
Oactay anrad 0osiaThlH. OCBIHBICBIMEH JI€ MaKaJjlara apKay OOJIbII OThIPFaH TaKbIPII FHUIBIMU
©3CKTLIITNMEH, 3ePTTEY KOKETTLIIrIMEH TapUXIIbUIAPAbI ©31HE TapTaIbl.

MakanaHblH MaKcaThl - KO3FAIBICTHIH 3EPTTEIy JACHIeHiH ka3zy. MIiHIETI - MaTmaibIK,
COBETTIK XOHE TOYEJCI3IIK KaFdalbIHAAFbl TapUX FBUIBIMBIHBIH JaMy OapbICBIHAA KapbIK
KOpreH eHOEKTep 1l TApUXHAMAIIBIK TAIay/JaH OTKi3y.

EnbexTe sxanmbl Ka3ak XaJKbIHBIH YIT-a3aTThIK KO3FaJIbICTAPBIHBIH TYTaC Oip 19yipiHe 63
NIBIFAPMAIIBUTBIFBIH - apHaraH A.®D.Ps3aHOBTBIH TyBIHIBIIAPE 3epieiieHenl. KapchUibiK
KO3FANIBICTAPhIH  3€pTTEYIl alFallKbUIapAblH Oipi  OoybInl  OacTaraH TapUXIIBI-FAIBIM
KOJDKa30aChIH/IaFbl JKEKEJIETeH JIayJibl Moceneliep ambiiFaH. Ka3ak XaluKeIHBIH OYJI YITTBIK
KO3FANIBICBIHBIH 3€pTTeNy JACHrediHAeri OWIKTIK — OeNrili TapHuXIIbl, Ka3aKTaH MIBIKKAH
AJIKAalIKbl TapuX FBUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JTOKTOpPel EpmyxaH bexmaxanoBTelH «Kazakcran XIX
raceipablH 20-40 sxpuinapelHaa» atThl MOoHOrpaduscel. IlyOmukanusna Oyn ipreni eHOek
XaKbIHIAFbl TapUXHAMAJBIK TaJllayFa OackIMIBIK OepiireH. FruibiMu aHanmms con Ke3eHJeri
aThiTynbl «beKkMaxaHOB ICIH» ©OMIpPre OKENTreH CasiCH MPOIECTEPAiH aJFbIIapTTapbIHBIH
KaJIBIITaCybIMEH OaillaHbICThIpbLUIA jKkacainFaH. KeHecapsl OacTaraH KeTepuliCKe FhUIBIMU JI€H
KOWIIBUIBIK ~ 1990-xbuimapnan kaitagan kaHapAbl. OcCblFaH COMKEC TapuXIIbLIAp
K.KacbimbaeB, E.YanuxanoB 3epTreynepi KO3FalbICThIH TapuXHaMachlHa KOCBUIFaH cyOei
yJsiec OoJIIbI.

Kenecapsl xaH 0acTaraH Ka3ak XaJlKbIHBIH YJIT-a3aTThIK KO3FAJIbICHIHBIH TAPUXaHAMACHI
CepHsUTBI MakKajajlap apHayFa JaWbIKTBl. AJ OV J>KapusUTaHBIMIBI aJJIaFbl  FBUIBIMHU
TanaaylapbIMbI3IbIH OeTamapsl peTinae KaObuigayra 60mabl.

Kinm ce30ep. Tapuxnama, Kenecapbl, FbUIBIMH Ke3Kapac, a3aTThIK KO3FajbICHhI,
OTapIIBUIIBIK, TAIIAY.

NCTOPUOTI'PA®UA OCBOBOJAUTEJBHOT'O ABUKEHUSA KA3AXCKOI'O
HAPOJA BO I''TABE C KEHECAPBI XAHOM

Annomayun. HecMoTpst Ha G0raTyio UCTOPHUIO MPOTECTHOTO ABMXKEHHS HAPOJHBIX Macc
npotuB 1apckoil Binactu B Kaszaxcrane B XVIII-XIX Bekax, W3BECTHO, YTO CYIIECTBOBAJIO
NOJIMTUYECKOE JIaBJIeHHE Ha M3y4YeHHe OCBOOOAMTENbHOW O0pnObl BO riaBe ¢ Kenecapsl
.
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Kaceimyiel. Kenecapsl xan Obl1 BiepBbI€ OITyOIMKOBAH B HAYYHBIX MyOIMKanusax B KoHie 40-
x-Hayase 50-X roioB MPOLUIOrO BeKa B TSHKEIBIX OOLIECTBEHHO-TIOJUTHUYECKUX YCIOBHSIX,
CJIOXKHBIIIMXCS B peciyOonuke B TO Bpems. Ha3BaHue MaHHOW CTaThu STHUM U MPUBJICKACT
HCTOPUKOB CBOCH HAyYHOU aKTyalbHOCTHIO U HEOOXOAUMOCTBIO UCCIIETOBAHUIMA.

Lens craThbu-HamucaTb YpOBEHb HW3YYEHHOCTH JIBIDKCHHS.  3ajgadya-mpoBECTU
ucTopuorpaguueckuii anaan3 padboT, ormyOJIMKOBaHHBIX B XOJ€ Pa3BUTHS UCTOPUUECKON HAYKU
B YCJIOBHSIX LIAPCTBA, COBETOB U HE3aBUCUMOCTH.

B pabote nzyuarorcs npousBenenus A. @. Ps3aHoBa, MOCBATUBILIETO CBOE TBOPUYECTBO
[EJION DMOXe HAIMOHAIBHO-OCBOOOIUTENFHBIX JABMKCHHI Ka3aXCKOTO0 HapoJa B IEJIOM.
OtnenbHBIE CHOPHBIE BONPOCHI PACKPBIBAKOTCS B PYKONHCH YYEHOTO-UCTOPUKA, KOTOPBII
OJIHMM M3 TIEPBbIX Hauaj U3y4YEHUE ABUKECHUUN CONMPOTUBIEHUA. BepinHoil nu3ydeHus: 3Toro
HAI[MOHAJILHOTO JBW)KCHUS SIBIISIETCS MOHOrpadusi H3BECTHOTO HCTOPHKA, 3aIUTHUBIIUI
IIEPBBIM CpeIU Ka3axoB JOKTOPCKYIO aHcceprauuio 1o ucropui Epmyxana bexmaxaHosa
«Kazaxcran B 20-40-¢ rompr XIX Bekay. B mnyOnukanud TPHOPUTET OTAACTCS
UCTOpUOTpaPUIESCKOMY aHATM3Y 3TOTO PYHIAMEHTAIBLHOTO Tpyaa. HaydHbIi aHAIN3 CBSI3aH C
dbopMUpOBaHHEM MPEANOCHUIOK TMOJIUTUYECKUX TMPOLECCOB, BOIUIOTUBIIMX B JKU3Hb
npecioByToe «eno bekmaxanosa» Toro nepuoaa. Hayunoe pearnpoBanue Ha BOCCTaHUE TIO]T
pykoBoactBoM Kenecapbl Bo300HOBuiOCH ¢ 1990-x romoB. B cooTBercTBUHM € 3TUM
uccienoanmsi uctopukoB JK. KaceimOaeBa, E.YanmxaHoBa cTamu BaKHBIM BKJIQJOM B
UCTOPUOTPA(PUIO IBHKEHUS.

Hcropuorpadusi HaMOHAIEHO-OCBOOOIUTEILHOTO JBYKEHHUS Ka3aXxCKOro Hapoaa BO
riaBe ¢ Kenecapsl XaHOM 3acTy>KHMBaeT MOCBALICHUS B CEPUIO CTaTel. A JaHHYIO My OIHKAIHIO
MO>KHO BOCIIPUHHUMATD KakK MPEAIIECTBEHHUK HAIUX MPEICTOSIINX HAYYHBIX U3/IaHUH .

Kniouesvte cnosa. Vctopuorpadus, Kenecapel, HaydHbI 1MOIX0A, OCBOOOAUTEIHHOE
JBUKEHHE, KOJIOHUAIU3M, aHaJIH3.
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