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HISTORICAL ANALYSIS OF THE INTERACTION BETWEEN THE KAZAKH KHANATE AND THE
SHAYBANID STATE: CORE DIRECTIONS AND DYNAMICS OF BILATERAL RELATIONS

Annotation. The second half of the XV and the beginning of the XVI centuries are notable for the fact
that the descendants of Jochi came to full power in the territories of Eastern Desht-Kipchak and Transoxiana. The
each descendants of Genghis Khan considered themselves rulers on the land of their ulus. Therefore, the long stay
of Kerey and Janibek sultans under the rule of the Abulkhair Khan was impossible, and sooner or later they would
have to split up. The Kazakh sultans, pursued the goal of creating a own state on the territory of the legitimate
inheritance left by their grandfather Urys Khan. And the Shibanids at the beginning tried to preserve or return the
original possessions of the abolished khanate of Abulkhair Thus, the rulers of both dynasties fought primarily for
the cities of the Turkestan land, which were a strategically important center of trade, economic and political
relations. The results of the study: 1t is revealed that interstate relations up to the first decade of the XVI century
were manifested mainly in the framework of marital relations, trade, military alliances and religious issues. The
purpose and objectives of the study. To study and characterize the relations between the two states up to the first
decade of the XVI century, and their main directions. Based on the conducted research, the following result was
achieved. Firstly, the international relations of the Kazakh Khanate were considered in a new way, secondly, it was
revealed that this topic has been little studied, and thirdly, the main directions of interstate relations between the
two countries were described.

The scientific work was carried out through the research works of historical sources and modern English,
American, Russian, Kazakh, Uzbek, Tajik scientists.

Keywords: History of Kazakh Khanate, International Relations, Buryndyk Khan, Muhammed Shaybani,
Shaybani State.

Introduction

By the middle of the XV century, the protests of local tribal leaders and some descendants of Genghis
against the ruler of the nomadic Uzbek state Abulkhair Khan, intensified, and after his defeat by the Kalmyks, this
protest turned into an open struggle. The result of the struggle for power in the khanate will be the emergence of
the Kazakh Khanate.

The Kazakh Khanate originates historically in the Talas, Shu region and gradually expands its territory.
Kerey and Janibek sultans, who are descendants of Genghis Khan, form the basis of this state. The Kazakh Khanate
got its historical origin from the Talas and Chui regions and gradually expanded its territory. Kerey and Janibek
sultans, who are descendants of Genghis, form the basis of this state. In general, this event is now scientifically
reliably proven, and there are also available medieval Turkish and Persian sources about this event. Nevertheless,
judging by the origin of the rulers of the state, the system of state administration created in the post-Mongol era,
the Kazakh Khanate should be accepted as the official successor of the Golden Horde. Some researchers obviously
agree with this point of view. «In less than ten years, the descendants of Urus Khan Kerey and Janibek Khans
managed to unite a part of the Kazakh people that had taken place so far and create an independent state» [Atygaev
2023: 9]. Over time, it conquered the entire territory of modern Kazakhstan. The Kazakh Khanate was not a feudal,
but a military-democratic state [Olcott 1987: 14].

Since 2015, the period of formation of the Kazakh Khanate has been officially adopted as the year 1465.
Thus, the Kazakh Khanate can be called a unique state that has lived in Central Asia for more than four centuries,
since the real political life of the khanate ends with the colonization of Uly Juz. And it is clear that the decrees on
the abolition of the khanate in the Orta and Kishi Juzes do not cover the entire Kazakh land.
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During each period of the Kazakh Khanate, there were a number of major statesmen who made a great
contribution to the development of international relations with foreign countries. In the period under review,
Buryndyk Khan and Kasym Sultan can be noted in relations with the state of Shaybani.

In general, in the international relations of the Kazakhs with the Shaybani's, we can find wars for power,
peace agreements concluded through marriage, joint military integration actions against other rulers. It is necessary
to understand here that the interstate relations of the two khanates developed in accordance with the needs of that
period and, most importantly, that it was based only on the position of their rulers.

According to the general history of creation, the Bukhara Khanate was a state that existed from the XVI
century to the eighties of the XVIII century. According to the data, the emergence of the khanate is associated with
the coming to power of the Shaybani dynasty.

The grandson of Abulkhair Khan and the commander Muhammad Shaybani, defeated the state of the
dynasty of the Emir Timur and the Moghol rulers in Transoxiana and founded his own khanate there, consolidating
its geographical name. The difference in views among scientists is manifested in the fact that some researchers say
that the population here is mainly made up of Tajiks [Sattarov 2022: 1168], other researchers say that these are
nomadic Kazakh tribes, others say that they consist of different tribes and nationalities. Initially, the capital of the
state was the city of Samarkand, which was later moved to Bukhara. According to the data, from the second quarter
of the sixteenth century, the state became known as the «Bukhara Khanatey.

It is difficult to say the exact territory of the Bukhara Khanate, founded by Muhammad Shaybani. Because
the political conditions of that time were changing rapidly. In those periods, if the state won the war, the territory
increased, and in case of defeat, the territory of the state decreased or disappeared [Hanykov 1843: 2]. However,
it can be stated that the khanate's place of residence was mainly the medieval territory of Transoxiana. According
to the data, the tribes who migrated here from the Eastern Desht Kipchak remained a nomadic and semi-nomadic
way of life for a long time.

The relevance of research. The development of international relations in the Kazakh Khanate can be
divided into several stages. In particular, the study of the initial stage of international relations, about which there
are not enough specific interstate documents, and conducting research on this is one of the actual scientific
problems in the history of the Kazakhstan. The research work is relevant for demonstrating the stable traditions of
the political culture of the Kazakh Khanate and studying the history of the development of modern Kazakh
diplomacy.

Materials and types of research

Sources and research papers on the research topic can be divided into three chronological periods: before
the Russian Revolution of 1917, Soviet and post-Soviet times. In medieval sources, especially before the Russian
Revolution of 1917, the Kazakh, Bukhara Khanates is considered as a related but separate state formed by the
descendants of Genghis Khan. And in the works of the authors of the Soviet period, it is often noted that these
khanates were considered in the context of the foreign policy of the Russian Empire, as well as economic issues
of relations between nomadic and settled peoples. And the historiography of the post-Soviet period is based mainly
on archival materials and published sources. Researchers often focus on the mutual political relations of the
khanates.

This research work is based on historical sources, the works of foreign scientists and Kazakh researchers.
Data on the diplomatic relations of the Kazakh Khanate are contained in the manuscripts of the Shaybanids and
Ashtarkhanids of the Central Asian states.

Results and discussions

Each source and research papers related to the research topic have their own characteristics. Many of
them do not consider the history of the two khanates as a whole. The author did not aim at a detailed analysis of
the historiography of the proposed topic, therefore, works that are directly or indirectly related to the research topic
were included.

The work of Fazlallah ibn Ruzbihan Isfahani is one of the valuable medieval sources on the topic of
research. The author is composing an essay on the history of Muhammad Shaybani Khan. Ibn Ruzbihan became
the court historiographer of Shaybani Khan during that period. He wrote works on history and law in the Khan
Palace. In 1509, he wrote a work entitled «Mikhman-name-yi Bukhara» (Notes of the Bukhara Host). The author
says that he was always present at the meetings of Muhammad Shaybani Khan, and he always accompanied the
khan on his military campaigns. Therefore, we can say that the information presented in the work has high accuracy
and reliability. However, due to the fact that the source was written in the Khan's Palace, it is necessary to conduct
a critical analysis when using the book, there is no doubt that there was a bias in the assessment of political history.

In this work, Ibn Ruzbihan describes the cities of the Syr Darya and the Kazakh land. He also noted that
the Kazakh khans are descendants of Genghis's son Jochi, and writes that they have many people part of whom is
called Kazakh and their current eldest khan is a descendant of Uzbek Khan - Buryndyk Khan. As mentioned above,

146



BwAMp
R

A = o /

BKY Xa6apiubicbi
BectHuk 3KY

1(101) — 2026

and according to rumors, when Buryndyk Khan sends an order to all sides of the Kazakh ulus: "at that moment,
four hundred thousand archers, heroes, each of whom is equal to ten young warriors, gather on horseback. Most
of their weapons (Kazakhs) tell their poor Khatia Taya..." [Isfakhani 1976: 92-93]

The work of Hafiz Tanysh ibn Mir Muhammad Bukhari «Sharafnama-yi Shahi» or «Abdallah-namey is
dedicated to Shaybani Abdullah Khan. This Bukhari manuscript has attracted the attention of researchers since the
nineteenth century. This historical source says that after the death of Abulkhair Khan, many people joined the
sultans of Kerey and Janibek [Bukhari 1983].

An anonymous work dedicated to Shaybani Khan, can also be noted. Some researchers suggest that its
author is Khan himself, since his poems of Khan have been preserved. The participation of the Nogai biy Vakkas
in political life, the break with him, the struggle against the descendants of Abulkhair Mangits and Kazakhs, the
story of the failed union of Muhammad Shaybani with the Nogai biy Musa. The period after the death of Abulkhair
and the conquest of Shaybani of Transoxiana are described in particular detail. The book ends with the events of
Shaybani's conquest of Andijan in 1504, on the basis of which its completion dates back to 1505 [Nusrat-name
1969].

«Jami' al-tawarikhy is a historical work in Persian, compiled in the early fourteenth century by the vizier
of the Khulagid state Rashid al-Din on the orders of Ilkhan Gazan. Jami' al-tawarikh was based on a plan of two
main parts. The first one includes the history of the Mongols and the states they founded, including Iran of the
Hulaguids. The second part included world history. The latest translation of the source into the Kazakh language
was used in the research work [Rashid al-Din 2023].

It is worth noting the work of the medieval writer, musician Kamal al-Din Ali Binai «The Book about
Shaybani». The author of the book enters the service of Shaybani Khan after his conquest of Transoxiana, and then
was killed two years after the death of Shaybani Khan [Binai 1969].

One of the important English journey book is a note by the English ambassador to Russia, merchant
Anthony Jenkinson. He travels from Russia through the Caspian Sea, Mangyshlak to Bukhara, mapping the path
he has traveled. In his work, he left important data about Kazakhs [Jenkinson 1886].

It is worth noting the work of the orientalist, diplomat N.V. Khanykov, published by the Imperial Academy
of Sciences in 1843, which presents important historical data about the Bukhara Khanate. Despite the fact that the
work was written later than the chronological period under study, it contains important information in determining
the composition of the population. [Hanykov 1843].

It is possible to note the works of a number of historians on research of the Soviet period, including, if
we focus on the scientific work of P. P. Ivanov, the author's research will be devoted to the history of the countries
of Central Asia of the XVI century and the middle of the XIX century. In this work, the author examines the Uzbeks
and Kazakhs before settlement in Central Asia. He will also touch upon other topics of the origin of the Kazakh
khans, the history of Shaibani Khan and his conquests, interstate relations, and the formation of the Bukhara
Khanate. Military conflicts over the pastures of Uzbek Kazakhs, Nogais, Oirats (Kalmyks) in the second half of
the XV century indicate one of the reasons for the mass resettlement of Uzbeks to the territory of Central Asia
[Ivanov 1958: 50].

Researcher K.A. Pishchulina XV-XVII centuries emphasizing the importance of the cities of the Syr
Darya in the history of the Kazakh Khanate, she notes that until the end of the XVI century there was a fierce war
between the Kazakh khans and the Shaybans. Of particular importance from the point of view of the research topic
is the author's scientific work on the relationship of the Kazakh Khanate with the Mogols and Shaybans in the last
quarter of the XV century [Pishchulina 2016: 28-143].

In addition, since the eighties of the XXth century, there has been a growing interest among American
scientists in the history of Central Asia. One of the important studies of Kazakhs was the work of Martha Brill
Olcott «The Kazakhs». The chronological study of this work examines the political history of Soviet Kazakhstan
from the creation of the Kazakh Khanate to the time of D. Kunaev [Olcott 1987]. The section of the book dealing
with our topic is based exclusively on Kazakh, Russian and Western works. In the first part, the author addresses
the main events of the period from the creation to the fall of the Kazakh Khanate, paying special attention to such
topics as Kazakh ethnogenesis, economics, political and social structure, culture and religion.

However, Yuri Bregel, one of the leading experts on the Islamic history of Central Asia, makes a number
of comments on this book. From Yu. Bregel's literally «The fist part of the book, «Origin of the Kazakhs and the
formation of the Kazakh khanate», is, in fact, an outrageous collection of gross and small errors, sometimes
laughable, but mostly shocking, Errors are found in every paragraph and almost in every sentence» [Bregel 1996:
30], analyzes errors. Nevertheless, he rates highly as one of the most voluminous American works devoted to the
history of the Kazakhs.

The research of Edward A. Allworth, an American historian specializing on the history of Central Asia,
contains valuable information about the history of Central Asia. It touches on issues such as diplomatic relations,
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trade relations between Russia and the Central Asian states, and tensions. Since the main topic of the author's
research is devoted to new and modern history, partial information can be obtained in some events related to our
topic. In his work, Yu. Bregel criticizes the use of Edward Allworth of medieval sources only through translations,
noting that he is an expert in ethnic relations and intellectual history of Central Asia in the Imperial and Soviet era
[Bregel 1996: 33].

Also the fundamental work of Fred W. Bergholz based on Russian, Chinese and English sources and
consists of three chapters. The work is mainly devoted to the struggle of Russia, the Manchus, and the Dzungars
for power in Central Asia. The third chapter get a information about the Kazakh Khanate [Bergholz 1993: 353-
379].

As part of the research topic, Audrey Burton's work «The Bukharans: A Dynastic, Diplomatic, and
Commercial History» can be noted. The chronological framework of the monograph covers the years 1550-1702
[Burton 1997].

There are scientists among Kazakh historians who write a research paper on the relations of the Kazakh
Khanate with foreign countries. Among them can say the works of M.H. Abuseitova, N. Atygaev etc. The works
of M.H. Abuseitova are mainly based on Persian sources. The author mainly pays attention to the period of the
Kazakh Khanate from the time of the reign of Khaknazar Khan onwards, and also studies the military events of
the late sixteenth century and relations with neighboring countries [ Abuseitova 1985].

The scientist K.Sh. Hafizova has important works devoted to international diplomatic relations of the
Central Asian states [Hafizova].

In the study of the history of Kazakhstan, valuable information is provided by the works of the source
scholar V.P. Yudin. As part of the research topic, his work on the work «Zia al kulub» (Radiance of Hearts) was
used. The work contains data on Tauekel Khan, who lived later than our research period, but information in there
allows us to demonstrate the influence of religion in politics of that period. There is also information about the
involvement of Kazakhs in the Nagshbandiyah tariqa [Yudin 2001].

Scientist N.Atygaev in his monograph, devoted to the foreign policy history of the Kazakh Khanate,
writes, «as evidenced by historical works, the Kazakh Khanate had various relationships with neighboring states
and peoples. In some cases, these were episodic, and in others, more or less stable interstate relations» [Atygaev
2023].

The monograph by Tajik scientist A. Saidov tells the story of the Bukhara Khanate of the XVII century
and the first half of the XVIII century. In the work, you can get a number of data on the relationship of Kazakhs,
Kazakh khans, Kazakhs with Bukhara [Saidov 2007].

Also the works by Joo-Yup Lee on the Kazakh Khanate will be considered [Lee 2019]. And also another
article by Joo-Yup Lee is devoted to a detailed study of the lifestyle of the descendants of Genghis Khan and Emir
Timur and other contenders to the throne in the Kipchak steppe of the post-Mongol period and in Central Asia,
"kazaklyk" (qazaqliq), also occupies an important place in our research work. The term "kazakhlyk", which the
author uses in this article, is used in the sense of striving to come to power through politically free actions. Literally
from the work of Joo-Yup Lee: «Qazaqliq, or the qazaq way of life, was a form of political vagabondage that
involved the action of leaving one’s state or tribe, wandering in some remote areas that served as a place of refuge,
and engaging in brigandage in order to return or rise to power, or a least to raid for booty» [Lee 2017: 87].

Also, as an auxiliary material, in the article uses the work of the Oriental scholar Andreas Wilde on the
Emirate of Bukhara, published in the Oxford Scientific Encyclopedia of Asian History [Wilde 2016].

The work of T. Sultanov, in which the analysis of the historical poem by Muhammad Salih «Shaybani-
namey is carried out, is valuable for research work. Although the mentioned written data have some disadvantages,
they are highly appreciated among scientists as a unique source characteristic of that period. However, researcher
T.Sultanov draws attention to the reliability of the information when using the source. There is information about
the campaigns of Muhammad Shaybani Khan [Sultanov 1989: 190-204].

It is also possible to note the article by domestic researchers G.A. Kambarbekova and Zh.M. Sabitov. The
feature of this article is that the work of the Persian historian Khondemir "Habib as Siyar" was first introduced
into scientific circulation. The article provides an excerpt from the political tension between the Kazakh and Uzbek
khans [Kambarbekova et al. 2017].

So, at the beginning of the X VI century, the power of the Kazakh Khans was firmly entrenched on the
Kipchak steppe, the power of Muhammad Shaybani Khan on the territory of Transoxiana.

The relationship between the Kazakh-Shaybani Khanate was based on a number of factors in accordance
with the foreign policy position of the rulers: 1) ethnic proximity and consent of the rulers through marriage; 2)
trade relations between the two countries; 3) integration from military needs; 4) religious, etc. The main condition
of some agreements between the Kazakh and Shaybani Khanates was the issue of donation or transfer of some
cities.
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Researcher K.Sh. Hafizova in her research tries to characterize international relations in the Middle Ages
with the situation of that time and presents it within the framework of several grounds: "firstly, during the formation
of the khanate, the territory gradually expanded, and its borders were very mobile, some parts of the territory of
Kazakhstan were part of various possessions, the international priorities of which were not the same. Secondly,
the population was also mobile, mainly engaged in cattle breeding. The composition of the khanate's population
changed, the rulers attracted neighboring tribes, and some clans migrated beyond the limits of their power. The
links between tribal unions and their stable large associations can be considered as a prototype of international
relations. In other words, the characteristics of international relations are directly related to the genesis of the state.
Fourth, the history of the Kazakh Khanate covers more than five centuries, if we take the year 1470 as the date of
its formation. The rulers of the steppes had quite extensive international contacts with neighboring peoples"
[Hafizova].

1) ethnic proximity and consent of the rulers through mutual marriages. Family ties between the rulers of
the two states existed from the very beginning. After all, the origins of the rulers who founded the Kazakh and
Bukhara Khanates date back to the Jochi dynasty. It can also be traced back to the work of the medieval Persian
historian Rashid al-Din. According to historical data, Jochi Khan had a lot of wives and concubines, as well as
about forty sons and many grandchildren from them. But the sons whose names remained in the records are as
follows: 1) Orda (Horde), 2) Batu, 3) Birka (Berke), 4) Birkechar (Berkezhar), 5) Shiban, 6) Tangut, 7) Buual, 8)
Chilaukun (Shilaukan), 9) Sunkur or Shinkur (Sengir), 10) Zimbai (Cimbai), 11) Muhammad, 12) Udur (Odyr),
13) Tukhatimur (Tokatemir), 14) Shyngum (Sinkum) [Rashid-ad-Din 2023: 464].

According to historical data, the ancestors of the Kazakh khans Kerey and Janibek descended from the
eldest son of Jochi Khan, Orda. Muhammad Shaybani Khan, the founder of the Shaybani dynasty and the Bukhara
Khanate, is a descendant of Shiban, the fifth son of Jochi.

It is worth noting that the Kazakh khans Kerey and Janibek are cousins. Kerey was born from the second
son of Urus Khan — Toktakia Khan, and Janibek was born from the fourth son of Urus Khan — Kudyrchik Khan.

Some researchers call the peoples of the two khanates of this period "Kazakh Uzbeks" or "Uzbeks of
Shaibani" [Lee 2019: 86]. It can be assumed that this concept originated from medieval sources, since this name
is also found in the works of Ibn Ruzbihan "Mikhman-name ii Bukhara", E. Jenkinson "Journey from Russia to
Persia" [Jenkinson 1886: 90].

Ibn Ruzbihan attributes to the Uzbeks three of the most glorious tribes in the possession of Genghis Khan.
One of them is Shibans, the second is Kazakhs, the third is Mangits [Isfakhani 1976: 62]. Of course, this hints at
ethnic integrity. The reason for this, as we have already mentioned, is that, on the one hand, the sultans Kerey and
Janibek separated from the state of Abulkhair (sometimes it was called the nomadic Uzbek khanate, and secondly,
most of the troops under the command of Khan Muhammad Shaybani were Kazakh tribes. That is, just as the
Kazakh tribes supported them when the sultans Kerey and Janibek moved to Zhetysu, the other part means that
the Kazakh tribes migrated together with Muhammad Shaybani to the land of Maverannahr.

In order for our opinion to be valid, we can give the following information from Shaybani-name: "10
thousand servicemen arrived with him. Muhammad Salih says that "most of his people have been Shibans
(shibanlaks), (tribes) for a long time. Then the tribal composition of the Uzbek troops is listed as follows: Sihiut,
Kiyat (famous for his qualities), Konyrat (revered for all his qualities), Burkut (warrior and brave), Mangyt,
Naiman (deserving donations), Durman (infinitely devoted to Shaibani Khan), Usun (khan's assistants), Kushchi
(true and fidelity), Jalair, Karluk, Sulduz, Nukuz, Tama, Tatar, Adgu, Adlu-ogly, Ichki, Oirat" [Sultanov 1989:
200]. A number of tribes named in the list are currently also clans of the Kazakh people. When studying the name
"Uzbek", one can support the opinion of J. Sabitov. He says that the name was given to the inhabitants of Eastern
Desht-Kipchak by the Chagatai people [Sabitov 2011: 173].

The wars of the Kazakhs and Shaybanids for the annexation of cities along the Syr Darya to own territory,
which began with the creation of the Kazakh Khanate, lasted for a long time with an interval. This has worsened
the socio-economic situation of local towns. Anyway, until the beginning of the new century, both sides could not
establish permanent power in these conquered cities. It was only at the beginning of the new century that the
relations between the two states rose to a new level. After that, the main route of the Shaybani turned towards
Transoxiana and he follows the path of creating own state [Bukhari 1983: 104].

Historical sources note that Muhammad Shaybani Khan for seven years, using the struggle for power of
the Temurids, took Samarkand, Bukhara, Khorezm, Khorasand from the Temurids, Tashkent, Ferghana from the
Mogols and founded the Abulkhair dynasty [Lee 2019: 4].

Kazakh Khans also expanded the borders of the state compared to his predecessors having consolidated
its power in the lower reaches of the Syr Darya, Zhetysu, a number of lands of Southern Kazakhstan, the Karatau
zone bordering with the steppe, a significant part of Central Kazakhstan, and the Northern part of the Aral Sea.
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We see that, as in other states, the peace agreement between the Kazakh Khanate and the Shaibanids was
carried out through mutual marriages. "According to its terms, the Kazakh Khans continued to own a number of
cities in the northern parts of Turkestan, and the Shibanids retained their power in the cities in the south — Otrar,
Yassy, Arkuk and Uzgent" [Atygaev 2023: 16].

The work "Tawarih-1 Guzida-yi Nusrat-name" says that the son of Kerey Khan, who was the Kazakh khan
in 1480-1511, had previously married his daughters to Shaybanids to conclude a peace treaty. Muhammad
Shaybani Khan himself becomes the son-in-law of Burundik Khan, and there is also the fact that another daughter
of Burundik Khan married the son of Muhammad Shaybani Khan, Muhammad Timur Bahadur Khan, and another
for Mahmud Khan, the younger brother of Muhammad Shaybani Khan. The son of Abd al-Shah Sultan was born
from the daughter of Burundik Khan and Muhammad Timur Bahadur Khan [Nusrat-name 1969: 17-18; 32]. Also
in the work "Shaybani-name" there is information that after the conclusion of a peace treaty, Burundik Khan gives
two daughters in marriage to Mahmud Khan and Muhammad Timur [Binai 1969: 121]. Thus, there is temporary
silence between the two khanates. The scientist N.Atygaev writes that Muhammad Timur Bahadur Khan married
the daughter of Burundik Khan before the conquest of Bukhara [Atygaev 2023: 16].

In addition, she is the wife of the Kazakh Khan Janibek, the mother of Kasym Khan. Jagan Begim
Khanym was the sister of Mahmud's mother, Sultan Akkoza Begim Khanym, the half-brother of Shaibani Khan.
According to other sources, the mothers of both khans Shaybani and Kasym were sisters.

However, in the struggle of the two khanates for the consolidation of political power, the mutual ethnic
proximity of the peoples, as well as the kinship of the rulers, apparently did not play a special role. It can be said
that the decisive role was determined by the political positions of the rulers.

2) Trade relations between the two countries. Since ancient times, trade routes in the Eurasian space
converged on the territory of modern Kazakhstan. This has always maintained the high strategic importance of the
Kazakh land, as well as constantly connected the settled and nomadic peoples both politically and economically.
The possession of cities along the Syr Darya determined the military and economic power of the rulers [Abuev
2015: 27].

Ibn Ruzbihan's work contains valuable information about Kazakh cities. For example, the author tells
about the city of Yassy, the capital of the Turkestan region, a vast and fertile domain. . . This is the northern region
of the Uzbek possessions and the end of the roads from Andijan to the borders of China, the Eastern landscaped
outskirts. Goods and valuables are imported to the city of Yassy, trade takes place there, the city is a place where
merchants unload their goods and send groups of travelers to different countries" [Isfakhani 1976: 37]. In addition,
noting that economic relations between nomads and settled peoples often collapse when they win, they sell each
other into slavery. Considering cattle and people as prey and never giving up on it. Among them, the winners say
that the losers were sold into slavery without any resistance [Isfakhani 1976: 37-38].

In general, two types of relations that have developed in connection with trade here can be noted: transit
and local. The development of transit trade relations depended on the geographical location of the steppe, and local
trade relations arose from the mutual needs of neighboring countries. In overpasses, transit routes usually pass
through the eastern part of the Caspian Sea along the steppe to Khiva and further to Bukhara. However, the English
traveler E. Jenkinson notes about the dangers on caravan roads, that there is no clear measure of taxes. He also
claims that in the 1558s, no gold money was used in the monetary circulation of Bukhara, only silver and bronze
were used in trade [Jenkinson 1886: 85]

The ongoing wars between the descendants of Jochi for the cities along the Syr Darya have repeatedly
proved the strategic and economic importance of this region in the post-Mongol Middle Ages. Fierce wars between
the rulers of the Kazakhs, Moghols and Shaybani were fought according to the strategic preferences or political
position of the khans. It cannot be said that the local population had any weight in making military or peaceful
decisions. Meanwhile, there were other conflicts between the Kazakhs and other neighboring states. According to
K.A. Pishchulina, despite such a difficult political situation, the main reason for the territorial increase,
development, and political strengthening of the Kazakh Khanate over time since its creation has been associated
with intra-economic, social, and ethnopolitical processes [Pishchulina 2016: 138].

In 1509, Shaybani Khan took a number of measures to completely end relations with the Kazakhs after
another war. He tried to put an end to the Kazakhs trade relations with Transoxiana and ordered not to trade with
Kazakh merchants and to stop trade between them. Shaybani Khan tried to strike at the Kazakh economy with
such a policy [Isfakhani 1976: 38].

By the middle of the X VI century, due to the establishment of political stability in the Kazakh Khanate,
the economic situation of the country was strengthening. The regulation of trade relations in the region will allow
the restoration of the cities of Syganak, Sairam, and Yassy. And by the end of the century, these lands will turn
into walled cities and become trading centers for merchants from Kashgar, Mauerannahr [Olcott 1987: 24].
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Bukhara, one of the largest trade centers in Central Asia, had no political stability in the second half of
the 16th century. Because historical data indicate that the Bukhara ruler, by necessity, taxes chaotically and that
the ruler can sit in power for 2-3 years [Jenkinson 1886: 85-86]. And from this note by the ambassador, it should
be understood that it was during this period that the Kazakhs had stability and great power in Central Asia.

It is noted that trade relations between Russia and Bukhara have been established thanks to Khaknazar
Khan [Abuseitova 1985: 53-54]. The trade route to Europe and Russia necessarily passed through the Kazakh
steppes.

Audrey Burton, in her work devoted to the in-depth study of the Bukhara people and their relations with
settled peoples and nomads from Moscow to China, from Iran to India, notes that on their way to these countries,
merchants and ambassadors of Bukhara pass long and difficult paths through steppe, desert, and mountainous
areas. At the same time, despite the lack of water and food and the possibility of threats from armed pirates, the
traders showed tolerance. Even in 1555-58 years Kazakhs in the Kalmyk war, 1584-1613 years during the period
of difficulties, 1667-71 years even during the revolts of S. Razin, they carried weapons, shovels for digging to
protect themselves. Also, on the map of roads oriented to Russia and Siberia from Bukhara, drawn by the
researcher, it is not difficult to see roads crossing the Kazakh steppes [Burton 1997: 390-391]. For example, the
route of the road from Bukhara to Astrakhan ran through Saraishyk and present Atyrau. The Saraishyk was
considered one of the old roads. The road through Atyrau began to be actively used, especially after the
construction of a stone city mound here in the XVII century. Roads to Samara and Kazan also passed through the
Kazakh steppe. There were several roads to Siberia. One of them-through the Kyzylkum desert-went to Turkestan.
Although there were problems with water before Turkestan, there was no shortage of water after Turkestan. There
were also no problems with water shortages on another road to Turkestan via Zarafshan, Samarkand, Sairam
[Burton 1997: 395-397].

Obviously, there was an active trade between the two neighboring countries, nomadic and settled. The
work of researcher Audrey Burton tells that in the XVI century Kazakhs produced cattle, animal products, hides
and wool, as well as other wood products for trade with Bukhara. In addition, since Kazakh horses are a sought-
after commodity, the Bukharans quickly resold it to Siberia and the khanate. And Kazakh sheep cooked meat,
butter, milk, clothes, soap, etc. Flexible sheepskin material was a sought-after commodity in the exchange trade.
This material had a different color and was so highly appreciated in Bukhara that it was equal to the cost of an
atlas. Another feature of the product was its water resistance. This feature made it ideal for use as a raincoat.
Kazakh camels, like Bactirian camels, were double-humped. He was very resistant to carrying heavy loads, which
weighed up to 640 kilograms. They were used in the trade caravans of Bukharians to Russia. Also among the goods
that Bukharians received from the Kazakhs were fur coats and carpets. Slaves can also be noted among the goods
in great demand among Bukharians. XVI-XVII centuries. At first, the Kazakhs mainly bought flour, silk, ceramics
and glass, etc. And in the second half of the XVII century the Kazakhs of the Syrdarya region already grew all
kinds of cereals and various fruits. The Kazakhs also conducted active trade with the Bukharans. It is noted that in
the XVII century, the resale of Bukhara items also developed among the Kazakhs [Burton 1997: 432-434].

3) Integration from military needs. In the medieval states of Central Asia, it is difficult to see long-term
permanent borders or a stable foreign policy. It is known from history that after the liquidation of the state of
Abulkhair, the struggle for the throne continued among the descendants of Jochi. For example, in 1472, Musa
Mirza, having concluded an alliance with Muhammad Shaybani, promised to declare him khan of the entire Desht-
Kipchak. In return, Musa-myrza received the position of «beklarbek», the manager of the state administration.
Having received military assistance from Mangyt Muhammad organizes a campaign to the Syr Darya.

In the work of the medieval author Khondemir, Muhammad Shaybani Khan asks 20,000 soldiers to help
Kasym Sultan conquer Central Asia. Shaybani Khan calls Kasym Sultan the elder khan and the governor of
Genghis Khan, and promises that the «qutba» will be read and a coin minted in his name. However, after the
conquest of Samarkand and Bukhara, Shaybani Khan did not fulfill his promise [Kambarbekova et al. 2017: 371-
372]. According to scientists, this situation may be related to the conquest of Samarkand without the help of the
military. Because, having not conquered Samarkand, Shaybani corresponded with Zukhra Biki aga (Ali Myrza's
mother), promising that he would marry her, and Ali Myrza would transfer his father's possession. When Ali Myrza
reaches an agreement, he captures the city and kills him a few days later.

In the following incident, Muhammad Shaybani Khan asks Kasym Khan for military assistance in order
to kill Ismail Safavi Shah and conquer his lands of Khorasan. Kasym Sultan sends 8 thousand soldiers through his
atalyk Sari, and he himself goes towards Tashkent with 6 thousand soldiers. Here again, Shaybani Khan promises
Kasym Khan to read the «qutba» and mint tenge in his name. However, the promise remains unfulfilled again,
because the united army will be defeated [Kambarbekova et al. 2017: 372].

4) religious relations. The relationship between Kazakhs and Uzbeks during the study period remained
complicated for a long time. This was especially determined by the nature and peculiarities of the economic
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structure of the two countries. However, it can be said that the relationship between nomadic tribes and the settled
population is also based on religion. Therefore, the study of the history of Muslim religious institutions in Central
Asia allows us to analyze the identity of Islam and that era.

It should be noted that during the period under study, various Sufi trends played a decisive role in the
political and spiritual life of Muslims in Central Asia. The clergy of that time had a strong influence in starting or
ending the war. In the territory of Transoxiana, then among the Kazakhs and Kyrgyz mentioned in the late Middle
Ages, in addition to the Sufi Tariga of Yasawiya, the Sufi Tariqa of Nagshbandiya, whose center is located in
Bukhara, strengthens its activities. In the middle of the XVI century, according to the work "Ziya al-kulub", a
struggle for Irshad (spiritual leadership) took place inside the Tariqga of Nagshbandiya, and as a result two sects
arose in the Tariqa [Yudin 2001: 168]. According to researcher N.D. Nurtazina, one of the features of the late
Nagshbandiya, was not only Proselytism, but also their interference in political and economic life, caused,
according to religious owners, by social chaos and the need to resist military conflicts of secular rulers. In addition,
the author writes that the difference between the Sufi tradition of the late Middle Ages and the classical era, signs
of formalism and bureaucracy, struggle and rivalry between tarigas, weakening of creative endeavors and
strengthening of dogmatism [Nurtazina]. For example, Hafiz Tanish's work tells the story: "1487-88 Sultan Ahmed
of the Timur dynasty will transport a huge number of troops to Tashkent. Khoja Ahrar told the Sultan: "We handed
over this region (to Mahmud Khan) after peace was established, which is completely inconsistent with the custom
of starting (now enmity). After all, it is known that breaking an oath is a criminal matter), whoever dares to do
such a thing will lose eternal happiness, as it is said!: Whose fate will be unfortunate, no matter what he does,
(everything) will be useless". But he goes to Tashkent with 150 thousand people against the instructions of Khoja
Akhrar. Sultan Mahmud khan with a (well) equipped army, armed soldiers leaves the city and settles on the territory
of several villages opposite the Samarkand residents. Despite the small number of (his) men, he decided to fight.
Since these two armies share rivers (deep) depressions and riverbeds, they do not dare to attack each other. For
three days they resorted to (various) military efforts, but did not fight in the same condition [Bukhari 1983: 103].

The following information is found in the work of Ibn Ruzbihan: "we decided to go on a hike to the
Kazakhs. You (us) were escorted to this area, which is the beginning of Turkestan, followed the rules of escort and
agreements. Now this Arkuk fortress has a passage through Seyhun to the city of Yassy, where the tomb of the
holy Khoja Ata-i Ahmet Al-Yasawi is located, which is the time pole of the Junaid era. Now, following the advice,
you go there for the purpose of prayer to the light tomb and the second place adjacent to this sacred dome, once
there, and passing our prayers to the one to whom all the worshippers turn. . . .". He also writes that once "the
ulama of Khorasan gave a fatwa about the disbelief of the Kazakhs and wrote that the campaign on this fatwa was
mandatory" [Isfakhani 1976: 92-103].

The author, Sufi Sheikh Ahmed Hazini (lived in XVI-XVII centuries), who was born and raised in Hisari
Shadman, in his works raised the religious issues of Central Asia. Ahmed Hazini received first education about the
tariga Kubraviya from his father, and when he turns twelve years old, he meets Shaikh Sayyid Mansur and becomes
amurid of the tariqa Yasawiya. Then he becomes the murshid of the two tariqas Yasawiya and Naqshbandiya. Here
we see that although he receives knowledge from Kubraviya and Yasawiya, he was strongly influenced by
Nagshbandiya too [Kushenova 2021]. This fact also gives us information that among the Central Asian tariqas of
the XVI century, not only the process of mutual rivalry and interference in political power was actively going on,
but also there was an attitude between them for mutual exchange and exchange of professional experience.

Conclusion

National history is a complex area of research for modern Kazakh science. The historical past of the
Kazakh people forms a significant part of the public consciousness, starting from the international and state levels
and ending with the daily life of the people. Full-fledged international relations in the modern sense began in our
country since the last decade of the twentieth century. However, its historical origins are deeply rooted.

Most researchers, considering the place of the Kazakh Khanate in the system of international relations,
increasingly focus on specific mutually documented periods with decrees and letters of the khans. But even if at
the initial stages we will not be able to access such documents, we will be able to see the implementation of
international relations through information from historical sources.

It can be said that the activity of the Kazakh Khanate at the international level began with the separation
of the Kazakh sultans from the Abulkhair Khanate. Although the period of formation of the Kazakh Khanate
experienced difficult military conflicts, the foreign policy position of the rulers was aimed at preserving and
expanding the territory of the state. On the way to achieving this goal, the rulers tried to establish peaceful relations
with neighboring States on various conditions. These agreements were based on the traditional customs of the
time.

According to the available modern data, the Kazakh Khanate at the international level gradually
established relations with Central Asia, Russia, Qing, Dzungarian, Iran, the Ottoman Empire and India. Thus, the
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Kazakh khans, realizing the strategic importance of their territory, followed a multi-vector course in determining
the foreign policy priorities of the state.
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Kymenosa I'H., Hapsimoet I.B., Tamranos 7K. A., ’Kan6onaros C.E.

KA3AK XAH/IbIFbI MEH IHAMBAHUJTEP MEMJIEKETIHIH O3APA IC-KUMBLIBIHA
TAPUXHU TAJJAY: EKIZKAKTBI KATBIHACTAPIABIH HEI'I3I'l BAFBITTAPBI MEH
JANUHAMUKACHI

Angarma. XV raceIpasiy ekiHi xapteickl MeH X VI raceipapiy 6ackl JKorbiHbiH ypraktapbl HIbFsic
Hemri Kpinmax nen MaBepaHHaxp ayMakTapblHAa TONBIK OWIIKKE KelreHairiMeH epekiueneneni. [IIbiHFbIC
XaHHBIH YpPIIaKTapbIHBIH OPKAMCBICHI ©31H YIBICHIHBIH skepinae buneymi nen canangsl. Conzpslktan Kepeil meH
XKonibek cynTanaapbIHbIH OOLIKAHbIp XaHHBIH OHJIITIHIE Y3aK YaKbIT OONybl MYMKIH eMecC ejli, epTe Me, Kelll Ie
onap Oesinyi kepek ezi. Kazak cynrangapsl atackl YpbIC XaH KaJIJbIPFaH 3aHIbl Mypa ayMarbIH/a 63 MEMIICKETIH
Kypy MakcatbiH kesneni. An IllubGanuarep eH OacbiHIa TaparbulFaH OOUIKAHBIP XaHABIFBIHBIH 0OacTanKbl
HENIKTEepiH CaKTayFa HeMece KalTapyFa ThIPBICTBI OChbUIAiiIa, €Ki oyJIeTTiH Ouieyliiepi, eH alibIMeH, cayna-
HKOHOMHKAJIBIK JKOHE Casich OalyIaHBICTAPIbIH CTPATErHsUIBIK MaHBI3bl OpTaNIbIFbl OoiFaH TypKicTaH jkepiHiH
KaJanapsl yIIiH Kypecti. 3eprrey HoTkenepi: X VI FachipabiH OipiHIlI OHXBUIIBIFBIHA ISHIHTT MEMIIEKETaPaIbIK
KaThIHACTAp HETi3iHeH HeKe KATBIHACTApbI, cayla, dCKepU OJAaKTap JKOHE JIHM Mocesesep aschlHAa KepiHETiHi
aHBIKTAJJIBL. 3epTTeYAiH MaKkcaThl MeH MiHaeTTepi. X VI FachIp/biH OipiHIII OHKBUIIBIFBIHA JEUIHTT €Ki MEMJIICKET
apachIHIAFbl KaThIHACTAP/bI JKOHE ONAPABIH HETI3rl OaFrbITTapblH 3€pTTEy JKOHE CHUIIaTTay. 3epTTey HeTi3iHie
Keneci HoTIKe ajblHABL bipinmigeH, Kasak XaHIBIFBIHBIH XaJIbIKApajblK KaTbIHACTAaphl JKaHAIa Kapajbl,
eKIHIIIIeH, OYJT TaKBIPBIIT a3 3€PTTENTeH] aHBIKTAIBI, YIIIHIIIACH, eKi elIIH MeMJIeKeTapaJIbIK KAThIHACTAPBIHBIH
HerTi3ri OarbITTapbl CUIATTANIbL FBUIBIMU JKYMBIC TAPUXH AEPEKKO3/Iep MEH Ka3ipri aFbUIIIbIH, aMEePUKAHIbIK,
peceiitik, Ka3ak, 30eK, TOKIK FaIbIMIaPbIHBIH 3epTTEYIIepi HEeTI31H/Ae KYPTi3ii.

Kiar ce3nep: Kazak XaHABIFBIHBIH TapHXbl, XalBIKAPANbIK KaThIHACTAp, BypeIHABIK XaH, Myxammen
IHai0anu, 1laiitbann MeMIEKETI.

KymenoBa I'. 1., HapbimGert I.B., TamranoB 7K. A., ’Kan6oaaros C.E.
UCTOPUYECKHI AHAJIA3 B3AUMOJENCTBUS KA3AXCKOI'O XAHCTBA U
TOCYJIAPCTBA IIAMBAHUOB: OCHOBHBIE HAITPABJIEHUS U TIMHAMMKA
JIBYCTOPOHHUX OTHOIIEHUIA

AnHotanusi. Bropas nonosuna XV u Hayasno XVI BEKOB MpUMeyaTeabHbl TEM, YTO MOTOMKU JIKyduun
MIPUILIIA K IIOJTHOM BiacTu Ha TeppuTopusix Boctounoro Jdemr-Kunuaka u MaBepannaxpa. Kaxapiii 13 moToMKoB
UYuHrucxana canTai ceOst MpaBUTEIEM Ha 3eMIle CBOero ymyca. [lostomy nonroe npebbiBanue cynraHoB Kepes n
JxaanOeka mmon BiacTeio XaHa AOymxampa OBUIO HEBOSMOKHO, M PAaHO WIM TO3JHO MM MPHUILUIOCH OBI
pasnmenutbest. Kazaxckue cynTaHbl NMpecienoBaiy Ledb CO3JaHHs COOCTBEHHOTO TOCYIapcTBa Ha TEPPUTOPHH
3aKOHHOTO HACJIE/ICTBA, OCTABJICHHOTO WX AeAOM Ypbic-xaHoM. A IllmbanHuasl B caMoM Hadaie MbITAINCh
COXPaHUTh WM BEPHYTH MCKOHHbIE BIAACHHS yIpa3AHEHHOTo XxaHcTBa AOymxampa Takum oOpa3oM, IpaBHTEIH
00enx TUHACTHH OOpOIHCH B MEPBYIO O4epenb 3a Topona TypKecTaHCKOW 3eMIIH, KOTOpbIe OBIIIN CTPaTernIecKH
Ba)KHBIM [IEHTPOM TOPTOBO-3KOHOMHYECKHX U TMONUTHYECKHUX CBsI3eH. PesynsraTel nccnenoBanus: BeisiieHo, 94to
MEXTOCYIapPCTBEHHbIE OTHOIIEHUS BIUIOTH IO HepBOro necstwietnss XVI Beka MPOSBISUIMCH B OCHOBHOM B
paMKax OpauHBIX OTHOLICHHH, TOPTOBIHM, BOCHHBIX COIO30B M PEIMTHO3HBIX BoOmpocoB. llenp u 3amaum
nccnenoBanust. M3yanTh W OXapakTepru30BaTh OTHOIICHHS MEXKAY JBYMS TOCYIapCTBaMH BIUIOTH JIO MEPBOTO

154



AM,
5%
=X
= WS
fVERS(Y BKY Xa6apubicbl
BectHuk 3KY

1(101) — 2026

necatmwietuss X VI Beka U MX OCHOBHBIC HamnpaBicHUS. Ha OCHOBE MPOBEICHHOIO MCCICMOBAHUS OBUT MONTYYCH
CIEAYIOMNA pe3yasTaT. Bo-mepBhIX, MO-HOBOMY OBLTH PAacCMOTPEHBI MEXKAYHApPOIHBIC OTHOIIEHHsS Kaszaxckoro
XaHCTBa, BO-BTOPBIX, BBIACHWIOCH, YTO 3Ta TEMa MAaJi0 HM3Yy4eHA, M B-TPETHUX, OBLIM ONHCAHBI OCHOBHBIC
HATIpaBJICHUs] MEKTOCYIapCTBCHHBIX OTHOIICHUN IBYX cTpaH. Hayunas pabora TpoOBONWIACE HA OCHOBE
HCCIICIOBAHN I UCTOPUIECCKUX UCTOYHUKOB U COBPEMEHHBIX aHIIMICKHX, aMEPUKAHCKUX, POCCHICKIX, KA3aXCKUX,
Y30EKCKHX, TAJDKUKCKHUX YICHBIX.

KuaroueBble ciaoBa: Vcropus Kaszaxckoro XaHCTBa, MEKIYHAPONHBIC OTHOIICHUS, BypBIHIBIK-XaH,
Myxammen laitbanu, rocygapcreo [laiicanu.
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