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KAZAKH NATIONAL LIBERATION UPRISINGS AGAINST RUSSIAN COLONIAL
POLICY: CAUSES OF DEFEATS, PECULIARITIES, RELATIONSHIPS

Abstract. National liberation rebellion is characteristic of colonial countries. The Kazakh
people also resisted the metropolis for a long time to preserve their independence. The
resistance movements were persistent. The values of honour and dignity were high. Secondly,
we consider political, social, economic reasons. A bright and tragic page of Kazakh history is
when the Kazakh people throughout the XIX century periodically rose to major uprisings and
defended their independence. Because of unequal strength all resistance was defeated. The main
reason for the defeat was the military technique between colonists and colonisers. The paper
analyses the reasons for the defeat of the armed struggle against the empire. The historical
significance, general patterns, interrelationships of the uprisings led by Kazakh leaders in the
history of the nation will be studied.

The rebellions were led by heroes from dynasties that enjoyed great authority in Kazakh
society. One of them was Yeset Kotibaruly from the Shekty clan. The rebellion of Eset batyr
was defeated in history. However, the reader and subsequent generations have created history
so that it can be studied. That is its peculiarity. The national uprisings had interconnections.
The leaders had not only outwardly familiar-knowledgeable, but also communicative relations.
There were strongholds to each other. There was military support. Recognising bravery and
valour, they followed each other. They were united by common interests against a common
enemy. This is noteworthy. Because past historiography has divided the uprisings of the Kazakh
people against colonialism. We subscribe to the concept of the unity of the freedom movement.

Key words. Colonialism, national liberation, independence, heroes, bij, continuity,
historiography.

Introduction. The movements of the masses in Kazakhstan in the nineteenth century
against the tsarist power ended in defeat. At that time it could not be otherwise. As the historian
A. F. Ryazanov said, ‘with their weak strength could not stop Russia, a large conquering state
seeking a new colony, a new market, in scattered, underdeveloped, poorly organised nomadic
and semi-nomadic tribes and peoples scattered over vast steppe regions’ [1, p.22] . In fact, the
permanent Russian military staff, quite armed with the latest achievements of the then science
and practice, could not resist the detachments of Yeset batyr, armed mainly with swords and
spears. But this historical struggle was a struggle for freedom and honour of the country.

A number of leaders of the Kazakh national liberation uprisings Zholaman Tlenshiuly,
Yeset Kotibaruly, Zhankozha Nurmukhameduly, in turn, did not aim to join the heads of all
rebel units of the Younger Juz. It was difficult to coincide with the tsarist punitive forces, well
armed, trained in a special military order. Despite the fact that the rebels had numerical
superiority, enough courage in battles with enemy forces, they had many shortcomings in
fighting tactics and military organisation. Partisan methods of armed struggle and constant
escape from tsarist troops at crucial stages of the movement did not lead to a productive victory.
For example, the defeat of the Yeset Batyr rebellion was a historically inevitable issue for the
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tsarist government. As the causes of the rebellion were obvious, the lack of a clear political
programme predetermined that they would be defeated and led to many complex phenomena.
Also, the main reasons for the defeat of the uprising lie primarily in the internal political
situation when the uprising took place, i.e. it was during this period in the conditions of the
failure of attempts to create a centralised independent Kazakh state, i.e. after the collapse of the
super-powerful Kenesar movement, the victory of the Yeset uprising was impossible.

Results and their discussion. In the Kazakh liberation movements of the XIX century
the spontaneity of the rebels' actions prevailed, and at crucial moments their impassability
created a great ease for the troops of the authorities in the struggle with the Kazakh soldiers. As
the rebels stood in one place, the tsarist punishers would concentrate on that place and find a
way to quickly and easily eliminate the centre of rebellion.

The innocent, excessive destruction of a peaceful country by the punitive forces was also
a great moral blow to the rebels, bringing the leaders of the rebellion to a crisis. Moreover, the
deliberate aggravation during the uprising of the policy of the tsarist authorities, which pitted
the Kazakh clans against each other, could not but affect the defeat of the movement.

We know that the rebel population is a nomadic pastoralist community. Therefore, the
actions of the rebels depend entirely on the situation of the cattle. Despite the fact that during
the rebellions the country survived by retreating to the border with Ustyurt and Hiua, this
situation was not always successful.

In particular, our research shows that the rebellion led by Yeset Kotibarula lasted more
than ten years. That's quite a long time. And the prolongation of the rebellion depended on the
tactics that the leaders of the royal authority had in dealing with Yeset's rebellion. This is one
of the most serious problems for researchers.

At first, the rebellion of Yeset batyr was underestimated by the Orenburg administration.
The authorities, who believed that all the hero's actions, as in previous periods, were mere
obstacles, handed over the suppression of the ‘rebellion’ to the ruling sultans. But after nothing
came out of the field governors' attempts to suppress the rebellion, the Orenburg administration,
fearing that a “rebel” known to the government for decades would acquire a high profile, had
to change its previous tactics and preferred to tread carefully. However, the authorities did not
despise the strength of the rebellion and did not believe in the danger of the struggle. Initially,
the royal administration regarded Yeset's actions as ‘ordinary plundering’. The authorities, who
regarded his actions as temporary, believed that there were no political threats, no matter how
hard Yeset batyr tried.

Only after all attempts to negotiate, deceive and push to their side did not yield anything,
there were expeditions aimed directly at suppressing the rebellion. According to this, the
famous historian-scientist J. Kasymbayev, who studied the movement of Kenesary Kasymuly,
said that ‘due to the vastness of the Kazakh steppe rebels’ knowledge of their land to bushes
and pits, it was extremely difficult for the executioners to search for them and fight’ [2, p. 217]
speech refers to other national liberation uprisings led by Kazakh heroes.

Studying the popular uprising in the Younger Juz led by batyr Yeset Kotibaruly in 1847-
1858. [3], we were convinced of this. One of the differences that the tsarist authorities held in
the period up to July 1855 was that the authorities always intended to deceive the leader of the
uprising. The authorities, who believed that the uprising was spontaneous, always raised the
question of arresting the leader of the uprising as a matter of priority. And the Orenburg
administration, seeing the impossibility of taking him alive or dead, intended to go there and
suppress him with the forces of the army, fearing the widespread spread of the revolt.

Most effective for them was the approach taken by the colonial authorities during the
uprising: pursuing individual rebel detachments without engaging them in combat, smashing
peaceful villages returning from wintering to pasture and from pasture to winter settlement, and
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destroying them in spite of their children. Such exploits forced the leaders of the Kazakh
liberation struggle of the colonial era to isolate themselves along with few comrades.

Any applicant who concentrated on the study of resistance movements through archival
data, referring to the written in the archival documents of academician M.Kozybaev, that,
‘Cossack detachments of punitive military posts, continuously sent to the Kyrgyz steppes,
burned the Kazakh sahara and destroyed hundreds of villages’. [4, 18 p.] - would be convinced
of his opinion.

During 1855-1857 horse-cossack punitive detachments defeated the peaceful country and
under the pretext ‘to establish peace between the Kirghiz-Kaisaks’, ‘to reimburse military
expenditures for the destruction of brigands’ destroyed about 320 villages in the Younger Juz,
stole cattle and sold them to the military frontier markets, receiving a total of 125241 soms of
profit [5, p. 63].

The past historical periods of the Kazakh people have always been an integral part of the
social and political consciousness. Therefore, a special place in the national consciousness is
occupied by a deep understanding, understanding of the essence of the national liberation
movement.

At certain stages of social development, the issue of national liberation movements in the
history of Kazakhstan was considered in parts. In particular, the National Movement led by
Syrym Datuly - ‘uprising of Kazakh peasants’, Isatay-Makhambet's action - ‘uprising of Bukei
peasants against khan's tyranny’, Zhankozh Nurmukhamedula's uprising - ‘agitation of Syr
Darya farmers’, movement of Yeset batyr - ‘protest of Kazakhs from Shekty clan’, and all
movements originating from the Tore clan, i.e. led by Kazakh sultans in the 19th century, were
assessed as anti-Russian reactionary, feudal-monarchical movements and thus formed in the
historical memory.

And in the conditions of formation of independent national historiography in the last
thirty years, the anti-Russian uprisings and their interconnection and continuity became an
urgent aspect of the issues. In the first years of independence, a unique scholar was
M.Kozybaev, who proposed to consider the problem from a new methodological point of view.
His ‘... Historians of Kazakhstan have so far considered the national liberation movement
primarily in isolation. And in fact, the uprisings of Isatay and Makhambet (1836-1837),
Kenesara (1837-1847), Zhankozhi (1856-1857), Yeset (1855-1858) covered Atyrau, Arka, Syr,
the Kazakh country as a whole, and the beginning of one was not accompanied by the second?
And who can say that the interrelation of these movements, their main essence, their key motive
do not coincide ‘[4, 21 p] - emphasised the consistent study of the uprisings of the entire Kazakh
people against Russian colonialism.

During the struggle of the Kazakh people against tsarist colonialism, which lasted one
hundred and fifty years, there is no doubt that the uprisings led by individual figures are linked
to each other.

The name of a colony is colonialism, so a country under the control of a powerful state is
a colony. And the origin of the opposition of a colonial country to the colonising state is a
historical pattern. All the actions of the colonial country against the colonists, whether armed
or ideological struggle, or rebellion in a narrow circle which would otherwise take little time,
is the struggle of an oppressed nation against the exploiters. And all this implies a national
liberation struggle.

The liberation movement in the Kazakh country has one peculiarity: from the beginning
of the first colonial action of Russia in Kazakhstan until the fall of tsarist power in 1917, the
struggle for independence in the Great Steppe was going on continuously, not interrupted for a
moment. There are a number of objective reasons why tsarist Russia could not suppress the
nationwide movement of Kazakhs on the way to freedom. Firstly, the national qualities of the
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Kazakh people, developed before they fell into the colonial blockade, are fighting ability,
vigilance, bloodthirstiness and spiritual power. Secondly, the natural and geographical location
of the great steppe favoured Kazakh rebels, defenders of the nation's independence. The Kazakh
steppes sometimes struck fear into the colonists and protected their children.

The study of the issue of national liberation movements in Kazakhstan began in the pre-
revolutionary period and continued in Soviet times, but there are still many gaps in its history.
Party requirements of the past narrowed the field of this problem, leading to failure to reveal
the connection, continuity and various distortions of some issues, especially national uprisings.
It is clear that the correct assessment of these complex historical processes is very important
for the present and future of our independent young state, for the unity of the various
nationalities and ethnic groups living in the republic, for the national integrity and continuity
of the Kazakh people.

For researchers of national liberation movements in Kazakhstan today, it is necessary to
pay attention to the interconnectedness of these uprisings. The policy of the Russian Empire in
Kazakhstan in the XVII-XIX centuries ultimately undermined the national dignity and
livelihood of Kazakhs as a people. The violation of the national mentality, which began as a
result of territorial and administrative reforms carried out by the tsarist authorities, was the main
starting point, the driving force of all the movements in the region. Although outwardly these
movements differed from each other, their first point was the violation of this mentality. Not to
mention all the other reasons why the fate of the nation was in the balance, while the ultimate
goal-objective of the armed movements that erupted and raged in the vast steppes was the same.
It was independent life.

It is the homeland and the colonial policy of the tsarist government that connect the
national liberation movements of the Kazakh people, which lasted a hundred and fifty years. It
is the homeland and the colonial policy of the tsarist government that connect the national
liberation movements of the Kazakh people, which lasted a hundred and fifty years. Referring
to the quote by T.Shonanov the roots of the Kazakh war are here [6, 62 pages]. Attempts by the
tsarist authorities to turn Zhaiyk into imperial property began already after the death of
Abulkhair Khan. The contestation of this land is the basis of actions against any tsars in the
Younger Juz. The land issue is a national issue. The war for land is the core of the national
liberation uprising. Thus, the struggle of the Kazakhs of the Younger Juz for Zhaiyk is the
subject of a great struggle lasting 150 years. When at the end of the XVIII century rebels led
by Syrym Datovich addressed the tsarist government with a demand to restore the system of
land use established over the centuries and to stop the occupation of Kazakh lands by the Ural
Cossack troops, their goal was this very native land - the Zhaiyk coast. The struggle for the
Motherland, which became the property of the West Kazakhstan region and the essence of the
economy of Kazakh nomads, remained the main demand of the insurgents even in the
movements of Yeset Kotibaruly, Azbergen Munaitpasuly[7], Seyil Turkebayuly.

One of the main driving forces of the war for freedom, which became the main support
of the leaders of the movement in the popular protests of the 19th century, was the South Ural
region, which we called the Orenburg province in connection with the emergence of the city of
Orenburg, the homeland of the Shekty and Tabyn clan until the 19th century. This region was
not only the edges of Shekta and Tabyn in the Younger Zhuz, but also the summer pastures of
several other genera in the tribal associations of Alimuli and Zhetiru. In addition, the South
Ural region has long been home to dozens of related peoples with close ethnic and cultural ties
with each other. Some ethnic groups, on the basis of several tribal associations, form ethnic
integrity and national identity, uniting under one flag, and now, under the influence of the
history of the same tribal unions - political phenomena - are divided and absorbed by various
related peoples.
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So, among the Kazakh and Bashkir ethnic groups inhabiting the South Ural region, the
traceability of such tribes as Argyn, Kypchak, Tleu, Tama, Tana, Alshyn, which have preserved
customs and linguistic common features, and even the fact that they were identical to tribal
symbols, suggests that these two peoples have the same basis [8]

It was from this South Ural region, that is, the Orenburg Territory, that the colonial policy
of the tsarist government supplanted the population of the Younger Zhuz during the first half
of the 19th century.

The executors of this tyrannical policy were the Orenburg governors Prince Volkonsky,
General Essen and Count Perovsky. So, during the reign of these three governors in the
Orenburg Territory in the Younger Zhuz, uprisings of the Kazakhs broke out and continued.
The loss of the northern part of Zhayyk, Orynbor by the Kazakhs served as a prerequisite for
the uprising of Syrym Datula, and Karatai Nuralyuly, and Kaipkali Yesimovich, and Zholaman
Tlenshiuly, as well as the cause of Eset Kotibaruly's wars with the tsarist troops in the middle
of the 19th century.

Despite the fact that the history of national liberation uprisings in the past era was divided,
not to mention the general signs of their character, as events incompatible with each other, and
only in this direction was party pressure exerted on research, a number of outstanding Kazakh
researchers focused on the unity of national liberation uprisings in the region. One of them, T.
Shonanov, said: "The Kazakhs interpreted their native language and the pleasant words of the
government in their own way. Kazakhs have well understood the secret of the government's
indignation and despondency. Trying not to give the land to a mounted Cossack, they fiercely
defended their settlement and fought. Yeset, Zhankozha, Syrym, Kenesary began their uprising.
In a historical letter from Shegen Bi to Akhmet Sultan, which stated that in the Irtysh Kulek
war, the Malaysarli with the Cossacks was because of land disputes” [6,32-33 pages], he rightly
argued.

When studying the history of national liberation movements, the historian should keep in
mind the following. The transfer of Isatai Taymanuly, Makhambet Utemisuly and several of
his associates to the steppe beyond Zhaiyk coincided with a major popular wave that began in
connection with the uprising of Sultan Kenesara Kasymovich in the Younger Zhuz. T.
Shonanov noted that "The Isatai uprising is an uprising common to the masses of the Middle
and Younger Zhuz. The uprising that engulfed the entire Kazakh steppe. In 1838, the uprisings
of Kenesara and Yeset took place " [6, p. 65], which indicates the historical continuity of the
struggle on the path to freedom.

In early 1838, Sultan Kenesary, along with his fellow villagers, moved from Sredny Zhuz
to Turgay and Irgiz districts. In the spring of this year, unrest will begin among the Kazakhs of
the Orenburg department. The wave of the uprising swept the eastern part of the Horde, where
the Kazakhs of the Argyn and Kipchak clans settled, then reached the Jagalbayli clan and finally
covered the villages of the Tabyn clan, which settled along the llek River. From here, batyr
Zholaman Tlenshuly, disobeying the royal administration, goes with his tribe to the Torgai
River to join Kenesary Kasymuly [9, 39 p.].

The wave of population gradually spread to the Eastern and Middle parts of the Younger
Zhuz and eventually penetrated into the western part.

At the same time, Sultan Kaipkali Yessimovich, who was supported by the people of Adai
from Mangystau, will resume the uprising against Russia.

There is reason to believe that in the late 30s of the XX century, the Younger Zhuz was
engulfed in the flames of the great struggle for freedom. It can be said that during this period,
the national liberation uprisings led by these personalities, who left a noticeable mark on the
history of Kazakhstan, developed in connection with each other. Both lIsatai, Kayypkali,
Kenesary, Zholaman, Yeset and Azbergen carried out armed movements and propaganda work

4 (32) 2024https://ojs.wkitu.kz/ 53



BKUTY XABAPHIBICBHI. Fuiabivu skypHAT ISSN 2706-6266
BECTHHK 3KHUTY. HayuHblii :KypHa ISSN 3007-1062
BULLETIN OF WKITU. Scientific journal ISSN 3007-1070

during this period in the center of the Zhetyru and Alima tribes inhabiting the area of the Jem,
Irgiz, llek, Kiyl, Sagyz, Oyl rivers and the Mugalzhar mountains and the Barsuk sandy region.
The Shekty clan was especially at the epicenter of the above-mentioned uprisings. Here we will
not falsely praise the Shekty clan in order to glorify the leader of a certain uprising, in fact, this
clan was one of the main pillars of the national liberation movement in Kazakhstan, the most
famous historians and scientists wrote about it. For example, A.Ryazanov equates the Shekty
clan with the Zaporozhye Cossacks, the instigators of the Ukrainian people's liberation
movement of the XVII century. He wrote: "the Shekty clan thought that they were part of the
Zaporozhian Sich of the XVII century, a Cossack hospital was concentrated here, and a bold
and real invasion of the Russian border line was planned here™ [10, 147 p.].

Conclusion. Thus, Russia's conquest of Kazakhstan was carried out gradually, it was not
easy for the empire to colonize the Kazakh country, it is known that the decisive role here was
played by the resistance of the Kazakh people to the colonization policy of the tsarist
government for almost a century and a half. It was more difficult for tsarist politicians to
suppress the repeated uprisings of the Kazakh people for freedom than to solve Russia's rivalry
in the Central Asian region with well-known states in the world colonial system. The origins of
Kazakhstan's independence and the formation of an independent state lie in the centuries-old
continuous struggle of the Kazakh people for freedom. That is why respect for the male name,
which for years dreamed of liberation, aspired to the white path of justice and fought to ensure
that the sacred settlement of the ancestors did not fall into the hands of anyone, is a generational
duty, a symbol of the country.
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PECEMJIK OTAPIIBLIJIBIK CASICATKA KAPCBHI KA3BAK YJIT-ABATTBIK
KOTEPLIICTEPI: )KEHLTY CEBENTEPI, EPEKIIEJIKTEPL, ©3APA
BAMJIAHBICTAPBI

AHnoamna. ¥nT-a3aTThIK KOTepilic oTap enaepre ToH. Kazak xankpl 1a ToyeslCi3ZiriH
CaKTaln Kaly OJbIH/Ia METPONOJHIFa Y3aK KapChUIBIK KopceTTi. KapchuIbIK KO3FalbICTaphl
TabaHb! 60J11bl. AP, HAMBIC KYH/IBUTBIKTAphl OMiK KepiHai. Cacsu, oleyMeTTiK, 5KOHOMUKAJIBIK
cebenTep/l eKIHI Ke3eKTe KapacTbipambi3d. Kazak xankeiHblH XIX Facelp OOWBI TYpKiH-
JYPKiH 1pi KeTepuTicTepre WBIFbII, 63 TAYEJCI3IriH KopFan 0arysl Ka3aK TAPUXbIHBIH KapKbIH
na KacipeTTi 0eti. TeH emec KYIITIH cayilapblHaH OapibIK KapPCHUIBIK >KEHUTICKE YIIBIPAJIbI.
XKeninynin Oactbl cebe0l KOJOHM3ATOpJIAp MEH OTapiaHyLIblIap apachbIHJAFbl COFBIC
TeXHUKachl. Makanaga uMIepusFa Kapchl KapyJibl KYpecTiH JKEHUTy ceOenTepi TajlaaHajbl.
Kazak kembacuibuiapsl 6acTaral KeTEpUTICTEPAiH YWIT TapUXBIHAAFBl TAPUXH MAHBI3bl, OPTaK
3aHABUIBIKTAPHI, ©3apa OalaHbICTaphI 3€pACTICHE]I.

Ketepinicrep/in OachiHaa Ka3ak KOFaMbIHIA YIIKEH Oejenre ue dyJleTTepAeH LIBIKKAH
Oarbipnap typabl. Conbiy Oipi — Lllexti pysiHan mbikkan Ecer KetiGapynsl. Ecer GaThip
KOeTepilici TapuxTa >KEHUIICKe YIIbIpajabl. Ajaiija OKbIpMaH MEH KeHiHrl ypnak TaFbUIbIM
alaThlHAai Tapux kacajapl. OCBIHBICBIMEH epekile. YATThIK OackeTepylepaAiH e3apa
OaitnanpicTapsl 6onabl. KemmbacuibliapbIHBIH CHIPTTail TaHBIC-OUTICTITT FaHAa e€Mec, KapbIM-
KaTblHacTapbl 00Jbl. bip-0ipine KopraH 0oabl. OcKkepHu Koyijay KepceTTi. baTbipiabikrapbis,
epJiKTepiH MOWBIHAANW OThIpa OipiHIH COHbIHAH Oipi epe OurAil. Omapabl opTak *kKayra Kapchbl
OpTaK MyJie TOFBICTBIPABL. by Hazap aymapapislk skoiT. Cebeli oTKeH TapuxHaMa Kas3ak
XaJIKbIHBIH OTapUIbLIABIKKA Kapchl KeTepiiicTepid Oip-OipiHeH Oeuin TactaraH OosiaThiH. bi3
a3aTTHIK KO3FAJIBICBIHBIH O1pTYTACTHIFbI KOHIETIIUACHIHA KOChIIaMBbI3.

Kinm co30ep. OTtapiblIbIK, YIAT-a3aTTHIK, TOYEJICI3/1K, OaThIpiap, Ouiep, cabakTacThIK,
TapuXHAMa.
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KA3AXCKHUE HAIIUOHAJIBHO-OCBOBOJAUTEJBHBIE BOCCTAHUSA
MMPOTUB POCCUMCKOM KOJJOHUAJIbHOM MOJUTUKHA: TPUUYNHBI
IMOPAKEHWI, OCOBEHHOCTH, BBAUMOOTHOIIEHUSA

Annomayusn.  HauuoHalbHO-OCBOOOAMTENLHOE  BOCCTAHUE  XapaKTEpPHO IS
KOJIOHUAIBHBIX cTpaH. Ka3zaxckuil Hapoa TakKe MOJTO COMPOTHBIIICS METPOIOIUHU, YTOOBI
COXPAaHUTH CBOIO HE3aBUCUMOCTD. [IBMKEHHSI CONTPOTUBIIECHUS ObLIIM HACTOMYMBBIMU. BbIcOKH
ObUTM IIEHHOCTH YE€CTH W JIOCTOMHCTBA. BO-BTOpBIX, MBI paccMaTpuMBaeM MOJIMTHYECKHE,
COIIMAJIbHBIE, YKOHOMUYECKUE NPUUUHBIL. SIpKas U Tparnueckasi CTpaHMLA Ka3aXCKOM UCTOPUU-
ATO KOrJa Ka3axCKWil Hapoj Ha nporspkeHnu XIX Beka NMepuoaMyYecKd MNOJHMMAJCSA Ha
KpyIHbIE BOCCTaHMS M 3allUINa]l CBOI HE3aBUCUMOCTh. l3-3a HepaBHOW CHIIBI BCe
conpoTuiieHre ObUI0 OOk IeH0. OCHOBHAS MPUYMHA TTOPAKCHUS-BOCHHAS TEXHUKA MEXKTY
KOJIOHUCTaMH M KOJIOHM3aTopamMu. B craTrbe aHamu3upyrTCs NPUYMHBI MOPAKEHUSA
BOOPYKEHHOW OOpPHOBI MPOTHB MMITEPHH. BbyayT M3y4eHBI UCTOPHUYECKOE 3HAUCHUE, 00Iue
3aKOHOMEPHOCTH, B3aMMOCBS3M BOCCTAHMI BO TJIaB€ C Ka3aXCKUMH JIMJAEPAMH B HCTOPUU
HaIlWH.

Bo rnaBe BoccTaHMil CTOSUIM TEepOM U3 JUHACTHH, MOJB3YIOIIUXCA OOJIBIINM
aBTOPUTETOM B Kazaxckom oOmiectBe. Onun u3 Hux-Ecer Korubapyner u3 kmana IIekTsl.
Boccranne Ecer ©Oarbipa mnorepmeno mnopaxkenwe B wuctopur. OAHAKO YWTATENb U
MOCJIEIYIONIUE TTOKOJICHHS CO3/alTi MCTOPHUIO, YTOOBI €¢ MOYKHO OBUIO M3ydaTh. B aTOM ero
O0COOCHHOCTh. Y HallMOHANBHBIX BOCCTAHHUM OBLIM B3aUMOCBSI3H. Y JIUJAEPOB ObLINM HE TOJIBKO
BHEIIIHE 3HAKOMBbIE-3HAIOIIKME, HO U KOMMYHUKaOenbHbIe OTHOIIEHUsA. pyr k apyry ObLIN
omoThl. OKa3bpIBaI BOCHHYIO MOAAEPKKY. [Ipru3HaBas XpaOpocTh U OTBary, OHU CIEA0BaIN
Jpyr 3a apyrom. Mx o0beauHmmm ob1ye nHTepechl IPOTUB OOLIETo Bpara. ITO 3aCiIyKUBAET
BHUMaHus. [loToMy uTO mporuas ucropuorpadus pasaensyia BOCCTAaHUS Ka3axCKOro Hapoaa
MIPOTHUB KOJIOHUATU3MA. MBI IPUCOETUHAEMCS K KOHIICTIIIMY €TMHCTBA JIBIXKEHUSI 32 CBOOOTY.

Knwueswvie cnosa. KonoHnanusM, HALUMOHAJIBHOE OCBOOOXKIEHHE, HE3aBUCHUMOCTb,
repou, Ouil, MPeeMCTBEHHOCTh, UCTOPUOTpa(HUsL.
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