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Abstract. The subject of the author's research is the representation in the discourse
of biographies of Kazakh titled nobles of the Russian intelligentsia's ideas about the
integration of the indigenous population of Central Asia into the system of social
communication on the outskirts of the empire. The imperial power delegated to its
experts - public figures, officials, scientists - the right of paternalistic tutelage over
the new subjects to form a community of colonial mediators and to fulfil the tasks
of empire-building in the situation of ethno-cultural diversity characteristic of the
peripheral regions. The aim of the study is to reveal the content of the discourse of
personal biographies of representatives of the Kazakh steppe aristocracy, constructed
in the memoirs of imperial experts and recording the inclusion of these figures in the
process of colonial mediation in the Central Asian regions in the second half of the 19th
- early 20th centuries. A discourse on the biographies of Ch. Valikhanov, [.A. Altynsarin,
and G.B. Valikhanov as presented in the memoirs of the Russian Federation. Valikhanov
in the memoirs of Russian intellectuals, mastered by the methods of metacriticism and
deconstruction of texts, made it possible to shift the research ‘optics’ from the trivial
perception of the actors of the Kazakh social movement as foreigners in the service of the
Russian Empire to the reception of their complex, often dual identity, which manifested
itself on the one hand in the adoption of behavioural conventions of the Russian society,
on the other - in the preservation and subsequent strengthening of ethno-cultural
features of their own people. In the course of the study of the discourse of biographies,
it was established that the phenomenon of colonial mediation was determined by the
specifics of the integration of the titled nobility into the administrative, educational and
social structures of Russia in the Central Asian region. This process was carried out in
accordance with the Eurocentric ideas of the educated circles of the Russian Empire,
which were moulded into an understanding of the Asian periphery as ‘Russia's own
East’ and the indigenous population as ‘its own foreigners’ in relation to whom a model
of intellectual and moral guardianship should be implemented. Cultural regeneration
by means of Russian education and upbringing had an external effect and created a
situation of quasi-comfort for the prominent leaders of the steppe aristocracy. As
biographers themselves had to admit in their memoirs, within the line of personal
and socio-political biography of prominent Kazakhs, there was a clear tendency to
strengthen the national-cultural component of identity, which was expressed in the
revision of attitudes and life values formed as a result of Russian influence.
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deHOMEH KOJIOHMAJIbHOTO MOCpeAHNYECTBa B JUCKypce 6uorpadui 3JiuT
Ka3saxckou ctenu BTopoH noyioBuHbI XIX - Hayas1e XX BB.

7K. A6carraposa?, K. MaxxutoBa®, 2K. OMypoBa©
“KapazaHduHckull yHugsepcumem umeru akademuka E.A. Bykemosa, Kapazanda Kaszaxcmax
YHAO «MeduyuHckuil ynusepcumem Acmana», Acmana Kazaxcmau
‘Kbipebizckull HaYuoHa1bHbIl yHUgepcumem um. XK. basacazvina, Buwikek, KvipebizacmaH

AHHoTanus. [lpeamMeToM wucc/lej0OBaHUsS aBTOPOB SIBJSETCS peNpe3eHTalUsl B AUCKypce OHOT-
paduil Ka3axCKOW THUTYJIOBAHHOM 3HATH TMpPeACTaBJIEHUNM POCCUMCKON HWHTE/NJUTeHIud 06
MHTerpaluyd KOPeHHOro HacesieHHs1 LleHTpasibHOW A3WMU B CHCTEMY COIMAJbHOW KOMMYHHKAIIUU
Ha OKpaWHax MMInepud. MMnepckasi B/acCTb JejerupoBaja CBOMM 3KCHepTaM - OOLeCTBEHHBbIM
JlesiTesIsIM, YUHOBHUKAM, YYEHBIM — MPABO MAaTEPHAJUCTCKON OMEKH HaJ, HOBbIMHU MOAJAHHBIMHU C
1eJiblo GOPMUPOBAHUS COOBIECTBA KOJOHHUANBHBIX MOCPEJAHUKOB W BBINOJHEHHUs 33Ja4 HUMIIEepH-
OCTPOUTENbCTBA B CUTYyallUM 3THOKYJbTYPHOTO pa3HO06pasus, XapaKTepHOTo AJis nepudepuiHbIX
peruoHoB. llesib vcc/ie0BaHKA 3aKI0YAETCS B PACKPBITHH COAEPKAHUS AUCKYPCa JUYHBIX OUorpaduit
npeAcTaBUTeIeN Ka3aXCKOU CTEMHON apUCTOKPATUH, KOHCTPYHUPYEMBIX B BOCTIOMUHAHUSAX UMIIEPCKUX
3KCMepTOB U GUKCUPOBABIIUX BKJIIOUYEHHOCTb 3TUX QUTYP B IPOIECC KOJIOHUAJbHOT'0 IOCPEeHUYECTBA
B IIeHTPa/IbHO-a3UaTCKUX PerMoHax Bo BTopoi nosioBuHe XIX — HavaJsie XX BB. Jluckypc 6uorpaduii Y. 4.
BanuxaHoBa, U.A. AnteiHcapuHa, ['B. BasinxaHoBa B BOCIIOMHUHAHUAX POCCUMCKUX UHTEJJIEKTYAJIOB,
OCBaMBaeMbli MeTOJJaM{ METAKPUTHKHU U AEKOHCTPYKLUHU TEKCTOB, J1aJl BO3MOKHOCTb IIePEMECTHUTD
MCCJIeIOBATENbCKYI0 «ONTHUKY» OT TPUBUAJBHOTO BOCIPUSATUS aKTOPOB Ka3aXCKOT0 0OLeCTBEHHOTO
JBIDKEHUS KaK MHOPO/IIEB Ha cayK6e Poccuiickol MMIIEpHH K peleNIIiU UX CJI0KHOM, 4aCTO AYAJTbHOH
UJIEHTUYHOCTH, YTO MPOSBJISAIOCH, C OAHOU CTOPOHBI, B IPUHATHU NOBEAEHUYECKUX KOHBEHIIUU PyCCKOT0
COllMyMa, C JAPYrol - B COXpPaHEHUU U NOCJEYIOLeM YKpelJeHWU 3THOKYJbTYPHbIX NPHU3HAKOB
COGCTBEHHOTO HapoAa. B xoe uccinenoBanus auckypca 6uorpaduii 661710 YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO GeHOMEH
KOJIOHUAJIbHOTO TOCpeJHUYECTBA OMNpefesijcs crnelqudUKol HHTerpauuu TUTYJI0BAaHHOW 3HATU
B a/[]MUHHUCTPATHUBHYIO, 06pa30BaTeJIbHYI0 M OOIIECTBEHHYI CTPYKTypbl Poccuu B IeHTpasIbHO-
a3uaTCKOM pervoHe. JlaHHBIN MPOLIECC OCYIIECTBJISJICS B COOTBETCTBHUU C €BPOMOLEHTPUCTCKUMU
npe/CTaBJeHUSIMA 060pa30BaHHbIX KPYToB Poccuiickoit MMIepuu, KOTOPbIe OTJIUBAIKCh B TOHUMaHHUe
a3naTckoi nepudepuu Kak «co6cTBeHHOTro BocToka Poccu», a KOpeHHOT0 HacesleHUs — KaK «CBOUX
MHOPO/ILIEB», 0 OTHOUIEHUIO K KOTOPBIM JIOPKHA PeasiM30BbIBATHCSA MOJie/Ib UHTEJIEKTYalbHOU U
MOpa/IbHOM oneKu. KyJbTypTperepcTBo cpe/ICTBaMU PYCCKOTO 06pa30BaHMs U BOCIUTAHHUS BJIEKJIO 32
co60ii BHelIHUM 3¢ PeKT U co3/jaBajio CUTYaLMI0 KBa3UKOMQopTa A1 BbIJAIOIIUXCS JIUAEPOB CTEHOM
apuctokpaTuu. Kak BeIHYX/]eHbl 6bLIM TPU3HATh CaMU 6uorpadbl B CBOMX BOCIOMUHAHHUAX, B paMKax
JIUHUM JIMYHOM M O0O6LIEeCTBEHHO-TIOJUTHYECKON OHOrpaduu BbIJAMIIMXCA Ka3axoB HaOJ0alach
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OTYET/IMBas TeHAEeHIHUA K YCHUJIEHUIO HauHOHaﬂbHO-KYHbTypHOﬁ KOMIIOHEHTBI UJEHTHUYHOCTH, YTO
HaxOJUJIO BbIpaXK€HHE B IlepeCMOTpe CJI0XKHUBIIMXCSA B pe3y/bTaTe PYyCCKOrO BJMSHUS YCTAaHOBOK U
»KU3HEHHBIX LIEHHOCTe.

Kiio4yeBble c/10Ba: N0CpeHUYECTBO; KOJIOHU3ALUS; 3HATh; JJUCKYPC; 6ruorpadpuu; uAeHTUYHOCTb; UH-
TeJUTUTeHIYs]; UMIlepUsi; A3Usl; «KMHOPOJLbI»

Jdna nutupoBaHusi: A6cattapoBa K., MaxkutoBa K., OmypoBa XK. ®eHOMeH KOJIOHHAJNBHOTO IMOC-
peAHUYECTBA B AUCKypce 6uorpaduii anut Kazaxckoit ctenu BTopoi nosioBuHbl XIX — Havase XX BB.
Journal of the National Congress of Historians. 2025. T.1, no.1, c.90-104. https://doi.org/

XIX FaceIpAbIH, eKiHIUi 2)KapThIChI - XX FAaCbIPAbIH, 6aCbIHAAF bl
Ka3sak Ja/s1acbIHbIH, 3/IUTA 6Mip6assHbIHAAFbI AUCKYPCTbIH, OTaPIIbLIJBIK,
AeaaanablK peHomeHi

K. A6carraposa?, K. MaxkuroBa®, K. OMmypoBa“
°E.A. bekemos amviHdarsbl Kaparandel ynusepcumemi, Kaparanovl, Kazakcma
’KeAK «Acmana meduyuHa yHugepcumemi», Acmawna, Kazakcmau
K. bBaaacarviH ambiHOaFsl KbipFbl3 yaimmulk yHusepcumemi, biwkek, Koiproiacmau

Anpgartna. Peceiinik 3usinbl KaybIMHbIH, OpTasblK A3USHbIH, 6aWbIPFbl TYPFBIHAAPbIH UMIIEPHUSHBIH
HeTiHJer] aJleyMeTTIK KOMMYHHUKaLUA KylheciHe MHTerpauusiay TypaJjel Kasak aTakTbel JBOpSH-
JlapbIHbIH eMipb6asHJapbIHbIH, AUCKYPCTaFbl OKIJIJIri aBTOPABIH 3epTTey MoHi GOJbIN TaObLIA/AbI.
WMnepusblK 6UJIiK 63iHiH capalbliapblHa — KOFaM KalpaTKepJiepiHe, IIeHEYHIKTepre, FaJblMAapFa
OTapIbLI AeJAaNlap KaybIMIACThIFbIH KYpy *KoHe NepudepHusblK, alMaKTapFa TOH 3THOMJJIEHU
SPTYPJILJIIK KaFAalbIH/la UMIIEPUSIIBIK, KYPBIJIbIC MiH/IeTTEPiIH OpbIHJAY MaKCcaTbIH/A KaHa CyObekK-
Tizepre naTepHaJUCTiK KAMKOPIUBLIBIK KYKbIFbIH 6epi. 3epTTeyaiH MakcaTbl — XIX FacblpblH eKiHLi
*KapTbicbl MeH XX FacbIpAblH 6acbkiHfia OpTanblK A3us aliMaKTapblHJaFbl OTAPLIBLIABIK AeJJaNJbIK
MpoLecCiHe OChbl TYJIFAJIAapAblH, €HrIi3iyiH TIpKereH MMIIEPUSAJIBIK CapalllblIapAblH ecTeJiKTepiHje
KYpbUIFaH Ka3ak Jlajia akcyHheKkTepi ekiniepiHiH xxeke eMip6assHAApbl AUCKYPChIHbIH, Ma3MYHBIH ally.
[I.LI. YosuxaHoB, bl.A.AntbiHcapuH, ['B. Yo/nxaHOBTBHIH eMip6asHIapbIHbIH, MeTa-KPUTHKA >KOHe
MOTIHJEpAl [EeKOHCTPYKUUsAJAy dJicTepiMeH urepijireH OpbIC 3UAJBLIAPBIHBIH ecTeJiKTepiHgeri
JUCKYPChI 3epTTey «ONTUKACBIH» Ka3aK KOFaM/JbIK KO3FaJsbIChl aKTepJepiHiH Pecell MMIepUsChIHBIH,
KbI3MeTiH/leri 66TeH ajlaM/Iap pPeTiH/le TPUBHUAJIb/bl KAObLIAAybIHAH OJIAP/bIH, KYP/eTi, )KU1i AyaTb/ibl
COMKECTITiH KabblI/1ayFa, OpbIC KOFAMBIHBIH, MiHe3-KYJ/IbIK KOHBEHI[UAMIAPbIH KabblIlayFa MyMKIiHAIK
6epai. by Gip kaFbIHaH Pecell MIepHUsICbIHBIH, KbI3METIiHAEe KOPiH/i, eKiHIIIi KaFbIHAH-63 XaJKbIHbIH
3THOMBd/JIEHU GeJTiziepiH caKTay »KoHe KeliHHEeH HbIFaUTybIH/Aa 6aliKaiabl. OMipbasHAAp AUCKYPChIH
3epTTey 6apbiChblHAA OTAPIIbLIABIK Meauanus deHomeHi OpTanblk A3us aliMarblHAarbl PecelfiiH
aKimuIiiK, BisiM 6epy xaHe KoFaMbIK KYpblIbIMAapblHa TUTY/1AbI BOPSHAAPAbIH UHTETpalusiCbIHbIH
epekKllesiriMeH aHbIKTaJFaHbl pacTanzbl. By nponecc Pecelt mMnepUsicbIHbIH, 6i/1iM/[i TONTAPbIHBIH
€YPOILIEHTPUCTIK HJiesiylapblHA COMKeC Ky3ere achIpblLIbI, 0JIap a3UsJIbIK nepudepusiHbl «Peceiig
©3iH/IiK IIBIFBICEI», aj GaWbIpFbl TYPFbIHAAP/bl «63JepiHiH lIeTeJliKTepi» peTiHAe TYcCiHyre
MYMKIHZIK 6epAi, olapFa KAaTbICTbl 3UATKEPJIIK OHEe MOPaJIbAbIK KAaMKOPILIbLIBIK MOZEJi Ky3ere
acblpbLIybl Kepek. OpbIc 6ijiMi MeH Tapbueci apKbLIbl Ma/leHUETTaHy ChIPTKbI 9cepre ajblll KeJi
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>K9He JlaJla aKCyHeKTepiHiH KepHEKTi KelbacliblIaphl YilliH KBa3U-KAUJIbLIbIK, KaFAaWbIH TYbIPAbI.
OMipbasHapAbIH 63/1epi 63 ecTeNiKTepiHAe MONbIHIayFa MaKOYp 60/FaH/1al, KEPHEKTI Ka3aKTap/IbIH,
’KeKe XoHe KOFaMJbIK-casicu eMipbasiHbl asiCblHJAA YJITTBIK-MdJeHU OGipereilsiik KOMIOHEHTTepiH
KYWEeNTYAiH alKblH TeHJEeHLUsIChl 6alKaaJbl, OYJ OpbIC BIKNAJAbIHbIH HITHXECiHJEe KaJblNTacKaH
Ke3KapacTap MeH eMipJlik KYHAbLIbIKTap/bl KaliTa Kapay/la KepiHiCc TalThl.

Ty#iH ce3aep: Aenfan/blK; oTapJay; ABOPSAH/AD; AUCKYPC; eMipbasiH; 6ipereiik; susibliap; uMie-
pus; A3us; «lIeTeNJiKTep»

Introduction

The implementation of Russia’s imperial projects in Central Asia took various forms, with
colonial mediation playing a significant role. This process involved the integration of local
representatives, primarily from aristocratic families, into the administrative, socio-economic,
and cultural initiatives of the Russian Empire in peripheral regions. It is essential to recognize
that knowledge production in these ethnic peripheries was not solely the domain of Russian
administrators. The effectiveness of imperial governance, particularly in the early stages of
colonization, depended on the ability to establish relationships, negotiate, and make diplomatic
concessions.

In its efforts to modernize Central Asia, Russia relied heavily on the support of local elites,
who gradually assumed key roles as translators, military personnel, and officials. Unlike
ordinary nomadic tribesmen, steppe aristocrats possessed higher levels of education, military
training, financial resources, and a broader worldview. These attributes positioned them as
intermediaries between the colonial administration and nomadic communities, compelling the
imperial bureaucracy to acknowledge them as knowledge bearers - even if their expertise was
considered “native” (Sartori, Chablay 2019: 38-39). At the same time, their engagement with
the imperial government, participation in the Russian education system, and involvement in
secular and military training were counterbalanced by a strong commitment to preserving their
national identity.

An appeal to personal biographies and the construction of life trajectories of key figures
within national elites in socio-political discourse, in our view, offers valuable insights into the
phenomenon of colonial mediation in the second half of the nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries - an issue that this study seeks to explore. This approach is productive not only in
examining the contributions of aristocratic community leaders to Russian imperial expansion
and the factors behind their involvement in administrative and educational initiatives in the
empire’s eastern peripheries, but also in analyzing how imperial experts perceived this group
and how steppe aristocrats constructed their self-identity within the context of cultural
exchange. This perspective allows them to be understood as a consolidated community of the
national intelligentsia.

Materials and methods

The source base of this article consists of published memoirs of Russian scholars, public
figures, and politicians who reflected on their intellectual interactions with the leaders of
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the steppe aristocracy over an extended chronological period (including N.M. Yadrintsev,
G.N. Potanin, N.I. llminsky, N.I. Veselovsky, and others). The identification of key figures in
biographies - prominent representatives of the Kazakh intelligentsia - was conducted based
on two fundamental principles: first, that the subject of a biographical work is a product of
their time, acting in accordance with its norms and rules; and second, that the biographer is
also influenced by the conventions of their era, shaping their portrayal through the lens of
contemporary institutions.

Adhering to these principles allowed us to shift the analytical focus from the purely event-
driven nature of the sources to uncovering the emotional and intellectual dimensions of the
biographies of iconic figures in Kazakh society - Ch.Ch. Valikhanov, I.A. Altynsarin, and G.B.
Valikhanov. This approach helped clarify the circumstances surrounding their personal
development, inner world, and behavioral practices, thereby defining their functional role as
colonial intermediaries between imperial structures and ethnic communities in Central Asia
during the second half of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

Methodologically, this article is positioned at the intersection of modern historical
approaches, including new biographical history and new cultural and intellectual histories. This
framework necessitated the use of both the biographical method and the method of discourse
deconstruction. The biographical method, developed by sociologists and widely applied in
contemporary historical source studies (Pavlova 1995; Repina 2010), enabled an in-depth
exploration of the “inner world” of biographical subjects. It facilitated the reconstruction of
their engagement in historical processes and intellectual exchanges - both within their own
group and with representatives of other communities. Additionally, this method allowed for
a comparative analysis of perspectives from all “witnesses”, who collectively contributed to
shaping the biographical narratives of these figures.

The method of discourse deconstruction allowed for an analysis of the biographies of Kazakh
intellectuals through the lens of metacriticism (Rusakova 2001: 47). This approach, based
on the principle of reading as an experiential process, shifts the research focus from merely
reconstructing historical events to assessing various states — personal experiences of the text's
authors, the socio-cultural background of the era, and the subjectivity of biographical narrative
figures.

Results

In the 18th and 19th centuries, Russia not only firmly pursued the imperial organization of its
political and socio-cultural space —- implementing practices of domination and coercion over
its subjects - but also sought to engage with the intellectual challenges of the Enlightenment,
a movement that had unfolded across Western Europe. Within the Russian public sphere,
this educational project materialized in the formation of a thinking class - the intelligentsia
- which, by the 1830s-1840s, actively participated in the pan-European discourse on civilized
and uncivilized peoples. An integral part of this discourse was a distinctly national segment:
reflections on Russia’s past, present, and future, its place and role in global and European
contexts, and the mechanisms of cultural interaction amid the ethnic and religious diversity of
territories undergoing internal colonization within the broader imperial framework.

During the era of Catherine Il and her successors, a segment of Russia’s political elite began
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to identify itself as European, a worldview closely tied to the autocratic government’s vision
of Russia as a colonial empire. Since the formation of the centralized Moscow state, Russian
sovereigns and the ruling class had been preoccupied with legitimizing their authority. In
this context, the annexation of vast Central Asian territories - strategically positioned within
Russia’s geopolitical interests - served two key purposes. First, territorial expansion placed the
Russian Empire on par with the European colonial powers. Second, the sheer scale of imperial
expansion, first under the Moscow sovereigns and later the Russian emperors, provided a level
of control over subjects that, to a significant extent, compensated for the autocracy’s lack of
legitimacy.

Within this framework, Russia - perceived by Western European intellectuals as part of the
uncivilized world - sought to bridge this gap by constructing, in V. Tolz’s terms, its “own East”
(Tolz 2013), the possession of which functioned as a kind of passport to the civilized world.
At the same time, it is important to recognize that the Russian Empire’s military expansion
into Central Asia in the 1860s-1870s, specifically into the Steppe Region and Turkestan, was
not a spontaneous endeavor. It required clearly formulated strategies for the administrative
governance of newly acquired territories and, more significantly, projects for the cultural
integration of the numerically dominant indigenous population into the broader imperial
framework.

It should be noted that scenarios and projects for the imperial colonization of the peripheries,
particularly Central Asia, were developed and refined within Russian socio-political discourse.
This discourse was shaped by Oriental scholars, bureaucrats at various levels, publicists, writers,
and other intellectuals. Notably, since the 1840s, Russia’s Asian periphery - conceived as an
organically connected “own East” - became a central element of these discursive practices. The
vision of Russia’s role in shaping relations with this region was articulated by the orientalist and
government official V.V. Grigoriev, who wrote: “..Can there be on earth a higher, nobler vocation
for Russia than to preserve, organize, and enlighten the tribes of Asia... to elevate them, assimilate
them, and merge them into one great, holy family?” (Grigoriev 1840: 7-8). As an advocate of
orientalist ideology, Grigoriev believed that Russia’s future depended on its people as bearers of
knowledge who would “teach the rude children of forests and steppes to recognize the benefits
of law, to value citizenship above the lures of self-willed freedom” (Grigoriev 1840: 7).

In the 1870s, the confidence of orientalist theorists in the Russian people’s civilizing
mission in the empire’s eastern peripheries, including Central Asia - then at the center of the
Russian Empire’s colonial expansion - was reinforced by the widespread ideology of the “little
motherland” and the theory of “small deeds” in Russian educated society. These concepts
became integral to the cultural identity of the advanced nobility, though they remained
somewhat incongruous elements within the broader imperial framework. The ideology of the
“little motherland,” in the context of territorial expansion through colonization, aimed to foster
a sense of local territorial and national identity among the populations of remote regions, which
was expected to later serve as the foundation of imperial identity. Meanwhile, the theory of
“small deeds,” which gained traction among the educated elite, promoted active engagement in
studying the ethnography, lifestyles, cultural habits, economic structures, and legal systems of
the diverse peoples inhabiting the Russian Empire.

Although Russia’s political program in Central Asia was broad and largely unformalized,
three fundamental principles clearly shaped the logic of its colonization efforts in ethnoregions.
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These included: establishing an administrative and political system adapted to local conditions;
integrating economic practices with a dominant focus on agriculture, which inherently involved
initiatingthe sedentarization ofthenomadic population; and erasing cultural differencesto create
a “greater Russian nation” through educational policies and economic-cultural management
(Katkov 2009). Achieving this set of interrelated objectives in Central Asia required the creation
of multiple channels of communication with the large indigenous population. The relationship
between imperial authorities and local communities could not rely solely on direct violence and
legal restrictions but necessitated more complex mechanisms of interaction and negotiation.

The central figures of this article are prominent military, state, and public figures of the
Russian Empire - representatives of the aristocratic communities of the Kazakh Steppe:
Chokan Valikhanov (1835-1865), Ibrai Altynsarin (1841-1889), and Gabdulkhai Valikhanov
(1842-1903). A unifying characteristic of their identity was their belonging to the privileged
stratum of Kazakh society and the emerging national aristocracy, whose formation took place
during the 1860s-1870s. This period marked a rapid transformation in the status of the Kazakh
Steppe within the Russian Empire, as it was increasingly integrated into the imperial system of
governance and control.

Thus, the personal, professional, and socio-cultural identities of these future leaders of the
steppe aristocracy were shaped within the context of a new imperial reality, which P. Sartori and
P. Shabley define as a frontier space. This frontier status significantly influenced the dynamics
between the indigenous population - numerically dominant in the region - and the imperial
authorities, as well as the evolving society formed through migration.

[t is possible to speak of the emergence of a Europeanized Kazakh intelligentsia that sought
the most viable forms of coexistence between Kazakhs and other peoples of the steppe. On the
one hand, they recognized the inevitability of imperial dominance over their people; on the
other, they aspired to guide them through Russian culture toward the achievements of European
civilization. This dual understanding drove the intelligentsia to explore forms of interaction
between Kazakh and Russian social spheres thatwould promote enlightenment while preserving
Kazakh cultural identity within the empire. It is important to note that this emerging elite
embodied a fusion of traditional worldviews with European education (Mazhitova 2015: 32)

One of the defining characteristics of the socio-cultural landscape in frontier zones, including
the Steppe Region, was the active involvement of the Russian central and regional intelligentsia
in the imperial government’s population policies. Orientalists, public figures, writers, publicists,
secular bureaucrats, and church ministers - seeing themselves as “civilizers of the East” in line
with the prevailing ideology - viewed their primary task as erasing cultural differences between
the colonialists, whom they regarded as bearers of knowledge, and the indigenous peoples, to
whom this knowledge was intended. The prominent orientalist and educator N.I. [Iminsky, who
developed a system of education for indigenous peoples in their native languages, wrote: “It
is necessary to start from the beginning with foreigners, and to look at the mass of foreigners
as children who have gathered to study and to whom the teacher must teach elementary
knowledge, develop their minds, and educate their religious feelings” (Ilminsky 1875: 6-7).
Similarly, the Siberian liberal and regionalist N.M. Yadrintsev, who referred to the indigenous
Asian population of Russia as “younger brothers”, argued that “if they show their abilities, then
universal human rights and the benefits of higher human existence cannot be denied to them”
(Yadrintsev 2000: 8). The common thread among the Europeanized Russian intelligentsia in
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their perception of so-called uncivilized peoples was the belief in “raising their own foreigners”
- a process aimed at transforming and civilizing them while preserving their national and
cultural identity (Gerasi 2013: 101).

For the biographers of our central figures, the ideal of “one’s own foreigner” was shaped
through direct interaction with a mentor - an educator and Kulturtrager responsible for guiding
their protégé’s intellectual and cultural “maturation”. N.I. Veselovsky, in a note preceding the
publication of Ch.Ch. Valikhanov’s articles and his friends’ memoirs, compared Valikhanov to
a brilliant meteor that briefly illuminated the field of Oriental studies. He also emphasized the
pivotal role of Governor-General G.H. Gasfort, whose patronage served as a gateway for the
young Kazakh into the Russian world (Veselovsky 1904: I). Recollections of Ch.Ch. Valikhanov’s
close friends, G.N. Potanin and N.M. Yadrintsev, convey deep admiration for his exceptional
abilities, yet also reflect a patronizing attitude, portraying him as a “maturing” foreigner initially
constrained in his freedom of choice. Yadrintsey, for instance, recalled: “Chokan was brought
to Omsk in the autumn of 1847 and did not know a word of Russian” (Yadrintsev 1904: VI).
Similarly, Potanin noted that in his early years at the Siberian Cadet Corps, Chokan’s command
of Russian remained weak, but he spoke eloquently about Kyrgyz life, prompting Potanin to
begin keeping his own ethnographic notes (Potanin 1968: 543). The construction of the “other”
in Potanin’s memoirs is particularly evident in his account of Valikhanov’s early graduation
from the Cadet Corps - a year ahead of his peers. Potanin reports this as a matter-of-fact event,
without apparent recognition of its discriminatory nature: “Chokan graduated a year early
because the final-year curriculum included specialized military sciences - tactics, fortification,
artillery - and the government deemed it dangerous to introduce these subjects to foreigners”
(Potanin 1968: 544).

In N.I. [Iminsky’s memoirs, the story of Ibragim Altynsarin, grandson of Balgodzhi biy, provides
a detailed account of the communicative environment that shaped the personal development
of the young graduate of the Russian-foreign school, who began his service in 1859 as a junior
interpreter for the Regional Administration. Notably, Altynsarin came under the patronage
of the prominent Russian orientalist V.V. Grigoriev. As a translator in Grigoriev’s service, he
was introduced to the educated community, where he befriended N.I. Ilminsky and his circle,
including [lminsky’s family. [t was within this household environment that elements of exoticism
and paternalism toward the “other” - perceived as progressing toward civilization—became
most evident: “From morning until lunch, the ladies engaged in needlework while Altynsarin
read works of fiction aloud to them. When he mispronounced a word or encountered an
unfamiliar term, the listeners corrected and explained it to him, and the reading was constantly
interrupted by conversation. Over time, Altynsarin became so accustomed to our company and
so close to us that he accepted our invitation to stay for dinner, despite his extreme shyness
and conscientiousness” ([lminsky 1891: 21-22). Russian intellectuals generally portrayed
the “maturation” of Kazakh aristocrats in their memoirs as a positive phenomenon. However,
excessive guardianship often had negative emotional consequences for those introduced to an
unfamiliar culture. For instance, when Altynsarin sought to meet with N.I. [Iminsky, he took
leave from his duties under V.V. Grigoriev, citing the need to drink koumiss at the headquarters
of Chulak Aybasov, fearing his patron’s disapproval. During their meeting, he attempted to enact
a humorous “recognition” scene, squatting in his caravan according to Kyrgyz custom. However,
upon seeing Ilminsky, “..he became so agitated that he burst into shouting and screaming”
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(Ilminsky 1891: 29). An essay on Ilminsky and Altynsarin’s relationship, published in the
Orthodox Evangelist in 1894, reflects the broader perception of Russian intellectuals regarding
their role in shaping Kazakh elites. The editor of a series of articles on the topic wrote: “After
their very first meeting, thanks to his unparalleled ability to win people’s hearts, N.I. completely
endeared himselfto this young and handsome Kyrgyz, bringing him under his spiritual influence.
Gradually, he educated and molded him into a remarkable figure in the field of Kyrgyz education
in the Russian direction” (Episode from Enlightenment Activities 1894: 26).

The article by P.V. Bykov (Bykov 1891) provides a brief biographical account of the life and
professional career of Russian military officer Gazi Bulatovich Valikhanov, a full member of the
Imperial Russian Geographical Society and grandson of Sultan Gubaidulla, the last khan of the
Great and Middle Kirghiz-Kaysak (Kazakh) hordes. His biography suggests a familiar pattern
in which a steppe aristocrat was integrated into Russian society through guardianship and
patronage from the empire’s highest official bureaucracy. Notably, the patronage extended by
senior regional officials to the descendants of the titled nobility served different objectives.
G. Valikhanov’s grandfather, Sultan Gubaidulla, had a contentious relationship with Russian
authorities, openly resisting the imperial administration by refusing to accept gifts. As aresult, he
was exiled to Berezov in the Tobolsk province. In contrast, his son Bulat accepted gifts, obtained
the rank of major, and, like many other steppe aristocrats, was encouraged by the West Siberian
Governor-General G.H. Gasfort to have his son, Gazi, receive a Russian education at the Siberian
Cadet Corps. It can be assumed that Gasfort’s patronage was driven not only by benevolence but
also by pragmatic concerns - specifically, mitigating the influence and authority of Gubaidulla’s
descendants within Kazakh society. The paternalistic approach to integrating aristocratic
representatives followed a well-established model: offering them a Russian education with a
shortened course in military sciences, assigning them to service in major Siberian cities, and, in G.
Valikhanov’s case, securing his continued work in St. Petersburg. Once their loyalty to the Russian
government was confirmed, they were entrusted with more complex responsibilities, including
personal assignments from the governor related to mediation in foreign environments. Unlike
Ch. Valikhanov and I. Altynsarin, who were more inclined toward civil service, G. Valikhanov built
his professional career in the military, which significantly shaped his social circle. While Ch.Ch.
Valikhanov and I. Altynsarin received patronage primarily from Siberian regionalists focused
on education and enlightenment, G. Valikhanov’s connections were predominantly within the
conservative military establishment. However, in the later years of his life, his social circle in St.
Petersburg expanded to include politically engaged intellectuals such as Mambetali Seidalin, an
economist and lawyer educated at St. Petersburg University, Aidarkhan Turlybaev, a graduate
of the university’s Law Faculty, and Shaimerden Kosshygulov. All three were later classified as
politically unreliable due to their involvement in the Alash movement (Nurkina 2023: 235).

The Russian intelligentsia’s interaction with prominent representatives of ethnic elites was
expected by their patrons to result in the formation of a consolidated community of colonial
intermediaries - educated in the European model, loyal to imperial power, yet maintaining ties
with their native communities. These figures, embodying a hybrid identity, were intended to
serve as cultural and political bridges. However, in reality, these interactions led to far more
complex consequences.

Firstly, in the harmonious monologue of memoirists recounting the achievements of steppe
aristocrats - whose successes were attributed to the support of Russian public and political
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figures - the voices of subalterns gradually emerged. Over time, these figures developed
sufficient professional competence to emancipate themselves from their mentors, formulate
their own perspectives, and make independent decisions. It is evident that the historical and
genealogical memory of the descendants of Kazakh steppe rulers significantly reshaped the
imposed narratives of Russian imperial models for organizing the ethnocultural space of the
Kazakh steppe. A close reading of memoirs by Russian authors, as well as articles, notes, and
scholarly writings by Ch.Ch. Valikhanov, [.A. Altynsarin, and G.B. Valikhanov, reveals a broad
and nuanced perspective among Kazakh intellectuals regarding cultural interaction within
the ethnically diverse Central Asian region. For instance, N.I. [lminsky recounts an incident
from Altynsarin’s tenure as a junior interpreter: when instructed to translate a short directive
into the Horde, he rendered it in Kyrgyz. This provoked the senior translator’s anger, leading
him to cross out Altynsarin’s translation and replace it with a version in Tatar, an event that
Altynsarin later recounted to [lminsky "with great chagrin” (Ilminsky 1891: 22). A. Mozokhin,
a teacher at the Aktobe Russian-Kazakh school, described Altynsarin - not just as an inspector
of public schools but as a universally respected figure - highlighting his professional openness:
“Ibrahim Altynsarin was not only a superior to teachers, but a father, a sincere and kind friend...
When talking to him, [ almost always forgot that I was speaking to a Kyrgyz Mohammedan”
(Altynsarin 1975: 327). Similarly, G.N. Potanin, in his memoirs about Ch. Valikhanov, recounted
a statement in which Valikhanov explained why he could not marry a Russian woman: “He
said he wanted to serve his Kyrgyz people, and for this, he must remain a Muslim... In fact,
he was a rationalist in religious matters” (Potanin 1904: XXXIII). Contemporary accounts and
scholarly research suggest that G.B. Valikhanov’s worldview and identity did not conform to
the conventional model of an educated foreigner in the service of the Russian state. As the
first Kazakh to attain the rank of colonel in active military service, Valikhanov was apparently
critical of the empire’s cultural policies, which prioritized the Kazakh nomadic population while
sidelining other indigenous groups in Central Asia. In a notable speech at a gathering marking
the 300th anniversary of Siberia’s incorporation into Russia, he advocated for the integration
of Siberia’s diverse populations: “All the foreign elements of Siberia must be united with the
Russian element”. He further underscored the feasibility of cultural interaction, observing: “The
Kyrgyz people have already partly adopted the Russian language, and many Western Siberians
speak Kyrgyz, and vice versa” (Celebration in St. Petersburg and Moscow 1882: 8).

Secondly, over time, the Russian intelligentsia’s perception of the steppe aristocracy evolved,
shifting from a paternalistic model of guardianship and mentorship to one of professional
relationships and collaboration. Biographers of the selected figures, analyzing their professional
integration, repeatedly noted the strong national and cultural self-awareness characteristic of
this group - an identity that, in moments of crisis, often outweighed their emerging affiliation
with the Russian military, public sphere, and academic community. According to G.N. Potanin,
Ch. Valikhanov was deeply distressed by “the atrocities of the Russian troops against Chokan’s
co-religionists during the capture of Pishpek by M. Chernyaev’s army” (Potanin 1904: XXIX-
XXX). The shock was so profound that Valikhanov severed ties with Chernyaeyv, left for Verny in
an attempt to rebuild his personal life, but died shortly thereafter (Potanin 1904: XXIX-XXX).
Commenting on the rift between Valikhanov and Chernyaev, N.M. Yadrintsev suggested that “..
Valikhanov shuddered, and a feeling of protest arose in him, in anticipation of the upcoming
struggle in Central Asia” (Yadrintsev 1904: XXXXVIII). Yadrintsev’s assessment of Ch.Ch.
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Valikhanov in the final phase of his life is particularly striking: “In a moment of disillusionment,
he retreats, like Pushkin’s Aleko, to a nomadic yurt, where morals are simpler and purer... After
the seductions of capitals and the bright lights... the gifted Kyrgyz returns to his hearth before his
death, surrounded once more by the solemn silence of the steppe” (Yadrintsev 1904: XXXXVIII-
XXXX). N.I. [lminsky, in his correspondence with senior Russian officials - including the head of
the Office of the Holy Synod, V.K. Sabler - emphasized the independence and high professional
competence of [.A. Altynsarin. He highlighted Altynsarin’s dedication to education, particularly
his work as an inspector of Kyrgyz schools in the Turgai region, describing his contributions
as “extremely beneficial for the regional school system, as he enjoyed the unwavering trust
of both local Kyrgyz and Tatars, as well as Russians, whom he invited to teaching positions
without distinction” (Letter from N.I. [Iminsky 1975: 300). According to Ilminsky, Altynsarin’s
perseverance, deep love for his people, and commitment to understanding their ethnographic
and linguistic history played a crucial role in introducing and promoting the Kazakh alphabet
based on Russian script. In practical terms, this initiative contributed to the rapprochement of
the Russian and Kazakh peoples (Bibliographic News 1975: 301-305).

G.B. Valikhanov’s contemporaries, primarily his military colleagues, observed that he
maintained a strong sense of connection to his fellow tribesmen. His service in the Russian
Empire did not erase his awareness of his noble lineage, which was reflected in his actions.
After witnessing M. Chernyaev’s brutal treatment of the Kazakh population during the capture
of Pishpek, G. Valikhanov, in solidarity with his relative Ch. Valikhanov, resigned from service. As
a result, he came under suspicion of harboring separatist sentiments. Major Popov, head of the
Borokhodzir detachment, reported his encounters with G. Valikhanov to his superiors, citing his
statements as follows: “Previously, these steppes were the homeland of great men—Tamerlane,
Genghis Khan, Batu, and others—who once struck fear into Russia and even enslaved it..”
In Popov’s report, Valikhanov’'s words appeared to challenge “the power and significance of
Russia” (Satenova 2013: 68).

Discussions

In both foreign and domestic historiography, several research strands on the phenomenon
of colonial mediation in Central Asia can be identified from a long-term historical perspective.

Firstly, Western historiography has extensively explored the administrative, political, and
socio-cultural integration of non-Russian peoples within the context of Russian colonization, with
particular attention to the role of ethnic elites in this process (Kappeler 2000; Toltz 2013; Gerasi
2013; Khodarkovsky 2019; Sartori & Chablay 2019; Remnev & Suvorova 2013; Churkin 2023).

Secondly, in the research perspective of post-Soviet historians, the personal and political
biographies of prominent representatives of the Kazakh intelligentsia, viewed as key actors
in the anti-colonial movement in Central Asia, occupy a significant place. The biographies of
figures from the socio-political and national movements, such as Ch. Valikhanov, 1. Altynsarin,
A. Baitursynov, M. Dulatov, A. Bukeikhanov, and G. Valikhanov, have been and continue to be the
subject of extensive scholarly research (Asylbekov 2003; Abuev 2005; Aitmukhambetov 2010;
Mazhitova 2015; Absattarova, Mazhitova 2024).

Thirdly, with the anthropological and linguistic “turns” of the late twentieth and early
twenty-first centuries, a historiographical perspective emerged that embraced a non-linear
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approach to studying the biographies of iconic historical figures. This shift led historians to
conceptualize biographical narratives as discourse - texts shaped by specific historical contexts
- while examining societal perceptions of the uniqueness and cyclicality of the life trajectories
of individuals who played secondary roles in history (Dmitriev 2013; Ermekbai 2016; Churkin
2020).Thisapproach opensup new possibilities for further exploring the phenomenon of colonial
mediation in world history, including through the biographies of prominent representatives of
the Central Asian national intelligentsia.

Conclusions

The Russian imperial administration, in its search for additional resources to organize the
administrative-territorial structure and manage the cultural heterogeneity of the colonized
regions of Central Asia, sought to involve representatives of local communities in governance.
Engaging with these figures was intended to facilitate the development of new territories and
implement population policies in ethnically and religiously diverse regions. This work was
carried out by imperial experts - scientists, publicists, and officials - who played key roles in
the socio-political and socio-cultural life of the Asian periphery and had direct contact with
members of the Kazakh titled nobility. In their memoirs, these imperial experts, constructing
the biographies of Ch.Ch. Valikhanov, I.A. Altynsarin, and G.B. Valikhanov, framed them through
Eurocentric and orientalist lenses as “their own foreigners” - figures of exceptional talent and
potential who could serve as colonial intermediaries between the imperial government and the
vast indigenous population of Central Asia. The memoir discourse reflects Russian intellectuals’
expectations regarding the maturation of high-ranking Kazakhs through Russian educational
institutions and the imposition of continuous guardianship by a “man of power and culture”.
However, their later interactions with these figures challenged the standard assumption that
socialization within the Russian system would inevitably lead to the erasure of cultural differences
and the emergence of “new Russians” - assimilated officials fully aligned with imperial structures
while operating within their native ethno-cultural environment. At the same time, the hopes of the
Kazakh elites to develop a hybrid identity - an organic synthesis of Russian and Kazakh cultural
elements - were also unfulfilled. Ultimately, while Kazakh aristocrats functioned as colonial
intermediaries in the military, administrative, and educational spheres, by the final years of their
lives, many experienced profound disillusionment with their chosen professional trajectory.
Confronted with an identity crisis, they increasingly turned back to their cultural roots.
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