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THE NOMADIC LIFE OF THE KAZAKHS

In the proposed article, on the basis of studying a large number of original sources, the main features
of the functioning of the nomadic Kazakh society are investigated, the processes of adaptation of nomads
to specific resources are analyzed. The author made an attempt to create a holistic view of the specifics
of the nomadic civilization of the Kazakhs based on the analysis of a huge amount of ethnographic and
historical material contained in the works of Russian scientists, travelers, officials, just witnesses and the
military. A comparative analysis of the facts and data from various and numerous sources seems to the
author to avoid the subjective interpretation of the questions of this study and to exclude biased judg-
ments and conclusions. The evolutionary process of nomadism, the transformation of material culture
is considered. The study of the system of material production of nomadic peoples represents a great
practical sense, since they have accumulated vast experience. Of particular interest is the balanced,
equilibrium state of the nomads in relation to the natural resources of the habitat. The nomadic way of
life was the main ethno-integrating factor of their formation and addition to an integral socio-cultural
community. In general, the available source material allowed to analyze the nomadic civilization of the
Kazakhs in a reliable and complete form.
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KasakTapAbiH KeLuneAi emipi

ByA Makanasa kentereH 6acTtankbl AEPEKKO3AEPAI 3epTTey Heri3iHAe KeLUMeAi Kasak, KOFamMblHbIH,
XKYMbIC iCTEYi MEH OHbIH, epeKLLIEAIKTEPI 3ePTTEAAI, KOLUMEAIAEPAIH, HaKTbl pecypcTapra 6enimaeay yp-
AicTepi TaAA@HABI. ABTOP PeCceiAiK FaAbiIMAAp, CagxaTllblAap, LEHeYHIKTep, KyarepAep MeH ackepwu
KbI3METKEPAEPAIH, WbIFapMaAapbIHAA KaMTbIAFaH 3THOrpaUSAbIK, KOHE TapuxM MaTepUuarAPAbIH, YA-
KEH KOAEMiH TaAAQy HeTi3iHAE Ka3aKTapAblH KOLLUMeAi epKeHMET epekLUeAiKTEPiHIH, TyTac Ke3kapacblH
KAAbINTACTbIPyFa apekeT »KacaAbl. OPTYPAI XKaHe KernTereH Aepekke3aepAeri hakTirep MeH AepekTep-
A CAAbICTbIPMaAbI TAAAQY aBTOPAbIH OCbl 3€PTTEYAIH, CyObeKTUBTI TYCIHAIPMECIHEH ayAak, 60AyFa >KaHe
JKaAFaH MikipAep MeH KOPbITbIHAbIAAPAbI LbIFAPYFa XOA allaAbl. KeluneAirepAiH 3BOAIOLMSABIK, YAe-
pici, MaTeprarAblK, MBAEHMETTIH TPaHCOPMaLMSIChI KapacTbIpbiAaAbl. KelluneAi XaAblKTapAblH mMaTe-
PUAAAbBIK, OHAIPICI XKYMECiH 3epTTey YAKEH TaxipnbeAik MarbiHaHbl GiAAIPEAi, OITKEHI OAAp YAKEH To-
Xiprbe xunHakTaAbl. TypFbIHAQPAbBIH TabUFK pecypcTapFa KaTbICTbl KOLUNMEHAIAEPAIH TEHAECTIPIATEH,
Tene-TeHAIK KyMi epekiue KbI3bIFyLbIAbIK TYAblpaabl. KelumneAi eMip caaTbl 0AapAbl KaAbINTACTbIPYAbIH
Heri3ri 3THO-bIKMAAAACTbIPYLUbI (DAKTOPbI XKOHE TyTac dAeYMEeTTiK-MAEHM KAybIMAACTbIKKA KOCbIMLLIA
60AAbl. XKaAnbl aAFaHAQ, KoAAa 6ap GacTankbl MaTepyan KasakTapAblH KeLneAiAep epKeHneTiHe ce-
HIMAI 8pi TOABIK, TYPAE TaAAQY >KacayFa MyMKIHAIK GepA.

Tyuin ce3aep: Kasaktap, kewneai epkeHneT, MacaHos H.E., Homaa,
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KoueBas »n3Hb Ka3axoB

B npeaAaraemMon crtatbe Ha OCHOBE M3yueHUs GOABLIOrO Kpyra OPUrMHAAbHbBIX MCTOYHUKOB MC-
CAEAYIOTCS OCHOBHble OCOOEHHOCTU (PYHKLIMOHUPOBAHUS M SKU3HEAESITEALHOCTM KO4YeBOro obuie-
CTBA Ka3axoB, aHAAM3MPYIOTCS MPOLECChl apanTauym HOMAAOB K Crieumuyeckum pecypcam. AB-
TOPOM CAEAaHa MombITKa CO3AaTb LEAOCTHOE MpeACTaBAeHWe O crieumdurke KOUYeBOM LMBMAM3ALMK
Ka3axoB Ha OCHOBE aHaAM3a OrPOMHOIO KOAMYECTBA 3THOrpachnueckoro 1 MCTOPUYECKOro MaTepuana,
COAEp>KaLLerocs B TpyAax PYCCKMX yUeHblX, MyTelleCTBEHHUKOB, YNHOBHMKOB, MPOCTO OYEBMALIEB U
BOEHHbIX.

CpaBHUTEABHO-COMOCTABUTEAbHbIA aHaAM3 (DAKTOB M AAHHbBIX Pa3HOOOPA3HbIX M MHOFOYMCAEH-
HbIX MCTOMUHMKOB, KaK MPEACTABASIETCS aBTOPY, MO3BOASIET M36exaTb CyObEeKTUBHOM TPAKTOBKM BOIM-
POCOB AQHHOIO MCCAEAOBAHMUS M UCKAIOUMTH HEOOBEKTUBHbIE CYXXAEHMS 1 BbIBOAbI. PaccmatpuBaeT-
Csl MPOLLECC 3BOAIOLMM HOMaAM3MA, TPaHCOPMaLIME MaTepUaAbHOM KYABTYpbl. M3yueHue cucTembl
MaTepuaAbHOrO NMPOM3BOACTBA KOUEBbIX HAPOAOB NMPEACTABASET GOAbLLOM NMPAKTUUYECKMIA CMbICA, MOC-
KOAbKY MMM ObIA HAKOTMAEH OFPOMHbIN OMbIT.

Oco60 BaxkHbI MHTEPEC MPEACTaBASET COHAAAHCUPOBAHHOE, PABHOBECHOE COCTOSIHME HOMAAOB MO
OTHOLLEHMIO K MPUPOAHBIM Pecypcam cpeabl oomTanms. KoueBor 06pas xm3HM SBUACS IAaBHbIM 3THO-
MHTErprpytoLmMm (hakTopom mx hOPMUPOBaHMS B LIEAOCTHYIO COLMOKYABTYPHYIO OOLIHOCTb. B LeAom
MUMEIOLLMICS MCTOYHMKOBbBI MaTepuraA NMO3BOAMA B AOCTOBEPHOM M NMOAHOLLEHHOM (hopme NpoaHaAmn3m-

POBaTb KOYEBYIO UMBUAM3ALMIO Ka3aXOB.

KAroueBble cAoBa: Ka3axm, koueBast LMBMAM3ALMS, MacaHOB H.B., HOMaA.,.

Introduction

A comprehensive analysis of the spatio-temporal
patterns of deployment of the world-historical
process, actually determining the dynamics of the
historical and cultural development of various
societies, is an urgent task of scientific research
related to the study of stage and civilizational
features of human history.

The geographical differentiation of the
conditions of human life quite naturally determined
the emergence and functioning of various ways of
human adaptation to the environment, the existence
of various forms of labor activity and types of
social production optimally corresponding to the
resource potential of each given ecological niche,
and, consequently, the level and basic parameters of
civilization development.

Material and Methods. At its core, the
methodology for this project may be described as
journalistic/ethnographic.

The historiographic panorama of nomadism
vividly demonstrates a surprisingly diverse range
of research techniques and methods for studying
the history and culture of nomadic peoples. As
a result, it is quite natural that there are many
scientific judgments and hypotheses, points of view
and concepts regarding the laws of the historical
development of nomadism in time and space.N.

E. Masanov in his work “The nomadic civilization
of the Kazakhs: the foundations of the life of a
nomad society” writes that in the middle of the
XIX century. in connection with the creation of the
Russian Geographical Society, the first works appear
in which the connection of the nomadic way of life
of the Kazakhs with the geographic environment
was taken for granted as an imperative and did not
need any special reasoning (Blaramberg, 1848;
Meyer, 1865; Valikhanov, 1984-1985, Kazantsev,
1867; Potanin, 1867; Zagryazhsky, 1874, etc.) —
The natural conditionality of many aspects of the
nomadic way of life generated by climate and lack
of water gradually begins to be realized (Maksheev,
1856; Zavalishin, 1867; Mayev, 1871; He, 187 2;
Balitsky, 1873).

The first works appear in which the system
of grazing and nomadism is considered, the
choice of pasture land depending on the climatic
conditions (Nebolsin, 1852; Chormanov, 1871; He,
1871a; Kalning, 1876, etc.), the nomadic-Kazakh
economy system due to the influence of natural
factors on it (Rusanov, 1861; He, 1870; Tyaukin,
1861; Medvedsky, 1862; Heine, 1897-1898;
Terentyev, 1874, etc.), touches upon the problems
of anthropogenic desertification in the Inner Horde
(Plotnikov, 1871 and etc.).

Last quarter of the XIX — early XX centuries.
characterized by the emergence of many works
on various issues of economic life of nomads,
depending on the limiting and partly determining

54 Xabapusl. XKypranuctuxa cepusicsl. Ned (50). 2018



Alzhanova A.B.

factors of habitat (Smirnov, 1887; Alektorov, 1888;
Vasilyev, 1890; Schmidt, 1894; Ostafyev, 1895;
Brem, 1896; Kovalevsky, 1896 ; Cranichfeld, 1898;
Gern, 1899; Benkevich, 1903; Divaev, 1904-1905,
etc.). Of particular interest in this regard are studies
on various cycles of production, wandering, and
grazing (Dzhantyurin, 1883; Chormanov, 1883;
He, 1906; Aleksandrov, 1884; Kustanayev, 1894;
Bazanov, 1904, etc.). The greatest contribution to
the description of the nomadic Kazakh economy and
the display of its ecological determinants was made
by A. 1. Dobrosmysov by a series of excellent works
(Dobrosmylslov, 1893; He, 1894; He, 1895).

In the second half of the XIX-early XX
centuries. in pre-revolutionary historiography, a
significant range of views can be traced — from the
recognition that “most of the steppes in their natural
conditions are suitable only for nomadic life, and if
you force the nomads to go to sedentary life, this
will certainly cause regress and lead to the desertion
of the steppes” ( Radlov, 1989. p. 345), before
geographical nihilism. At this time, a point of view
is formed about the anthropogenic character of the
geographic environment and the transformative role
of a person in relation to it (see: Marsh, 1866, etc.).

Western historiography of the new time is
also characterized by an extremely wide range
of opinions and points of view regarding the
processes of interaction between society and
nature (see: Johnston, 1987; Krut, Zabelin, 1988;
James, Martin, 1988, and others) — from the natural
social direction to traditional geodeterminism. And
if one of them imposes the responsibility on the
nomads to transform the most fertile lands of the
Old World into deserts (Marsh, 1866. p. 46, etc.),
the other mainly deals with the dependence of
life and psychology man, including nomads from
the geographical environment (Ratzel, 1896; He,
1906, etc.).

A qualitatively new approach to the development
of geographical ideas about the relationship between
society and nature is associated with the name of the
American geographer E. Huntington (See: James,
Martin, 1988. P. 420-422, etc.), whose research
is directly related to the history of the nomads.
He, in particular, believed that cyclical climate
fluctuations, especially the periodic aridization of
natural conditions (Huntington, 1907), were the
cause of mass invasions of the nomads of Central
Asia and above all of the Mongols.

The purpose of our work is to study the
mechanism of interaction between natural and
socio-economic processes in the development of
a nomad civilization, the activity of a nomadic
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society, identifying the general and particular in the
functioning of the system of material production,
the specifics of social relations among nomads.

The methodological basis of the work was
primarily a materialistic method of studying social
phenomena and processes, which assumed the
primacy of the system of material production and
the primacy of labor activity.

The works of a number of researchers in which
the idea of the integral integrity and interdependence
of nature and society in the historicalhuman
development.

Results and discussion

Kazakh nomadism and culture as they existed
in the late nineteenth-early twentieth centuries
provides the necessary contextual references for
understanding the Kazakh intelligentsia’s social
and economic grievances and programs. Kazakh
national identity, both prerevolutionary and Soviet,
was configure by the intelligentsia around the
cultural symbols (real and imagined) of a nomadic
past. Recognizing these symbols, and their functions
withinthe nomadic society, is crucial to discerning the
complex effort required by the Kazak intelligentsia
to define a national identity and to disseminate their
program among the Kazakh population.

Numerous works exist from the tsarist period,
individual travelers accounts from both foreigners
and Russians and reports by Kazakhs themselves,
describing Kazakh nomadism, tsarist policies in the
steppe regions, and the difficult economic situation
that evolved for the nomads. Soviet scholars have
also made important contributions to understanding
the economic and cultural nature of Kazakh society,
which clarifies the concepts and strengthens the
comprehension of Kazakh nomadism.

“The term ‘nomadism’ here is used
synonymously with ‘pastoral nomadism’. It needs
to be understood, however, that not all nomads are
pastoralists. For example, some American Plans
Indians were nomadic, but they did not maintain
livestock and, instead, followed wild herds which
were their principal food source, a form of behaviour
referred to as transhumance.”

Many recent studies clearly demonstrate that
nomadic cultures vary considerably. Among those
groups who depend on livestock and spatial mobility
as their principal survival strategies, there is a
tremendous range of herd management techniques,
social organization, land tenure and utilization,
agricultural production, differentiation of tasks by
gender and age, and interactions with outside groups
and sedentary societies.
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Until now, there existed their own independent
social  structures, sociocultural homogeneity,
combined with horizontal and vertical mobility and
distrust of formal, centralized power. Until the end of
the nineteenth century, in the absence of technological
mastery and centralized structural power, the main
economic and social status remained in the steppe
region of Kazakhstan among the steppe nomads.

Many commentators emphasize the egalitarian
and democratic nature of the Kazakh organization,
emphasize its fragmented and localized model of
power and an open and flexible model of display.
There is no complex social or occupational
stratification characteristic of agrarian societies.
However, the Kazakh organization had an internally
differentiated, informal hierarchy of status and
seniority within the clan segments and clan
agglomerations.

Nurbulat Masanov, one of the eminent
Kazakhstani nomad scientists, refers to the general
“bodybuilding of seniority” among nomads,
bodybuilders, which was created by genealogical
knowledge and memory (revolves around the
demonstration of their position). Segment in the
historical lineage of the chain to claim superiority.

Kazakh society was in a constant state of
evolution. Although change was sometimes forced,
which will become clearer further on, the culture
was not stagnant. Finally, while the genesis and
subsequent evolution of pastoral nomadism and
the domestication of animals are important topics,
and briefly discussed below, it is more critical to
understand that pastoral nomadism was, and is, a
historical fact that was constantly in flux depending
upon the various pressures (political, economic,
climatic, etc.) being exerted internally and externally.
The Kazakhs were pastoral nomads whose social,
economic, and political structures were tightly
interconnected to their specific way of life and to
2,500 years of Central Asian nomadic heritage.

The nomadic economy was capable of
producing many of its own basic supplies, such as
food, clothing, housing, fuel, and transport, whereas
settled communities might be more susceptible
to drought or disaster which created a deficiency
and potentially hindered the supply of essential
materials. Nomads wee also vulnerable to those
conditions, in addition to others that might not as
adversely affect agricultural communities, but
individuals in a mobile community have freer, and
perhaps faster, access to necessities not available
everywhere, for example salt, metal, wood, water,
shelter, and fodder, According to this argument,
mobility aided survival.

Nomadism in some cases made more sense for
marginal communities and their existence became
more secure, particularly in those environments
unsuited to rainfall agriculture. A vital symbiosis
existed in pastoral nomadism between man and
animal. The herder benefited from the basic supplies
listed above, while the livestock was protected
from predators and guaranteed other necessary
intervention critical for survival. This is not to
suggest that nomads were purely independent and
existed unconstrained by towns, for there was
clearly a symbiotic relationship between nomads
and sedentary peoples too. A pastoral economy
was unable to stand alone for extended periods.
According to Lattimore: it is the poor nomad who
is the pure nomad: by stripping themselves of the
accessories and luxuries that a prosperous nomadism
as quires they establish afresh the possibility of
survival under strictly steppe conditions, and even in
the harshest parts of the steppe, and thus attain once
more the extreme phase of departure from the edge
of the steppe... they can actually repeat the history
of the creation or evolution of steppe nomadism,
and thereby reinforce the stock of the steppe nomad
society.

The transformation, regardless of where it
occurred, was a rapid process and once it began
the consequences were ‘sudden and far-reaching’.
Indeed, he contends, that although the total number
of nomads did not necessarily increase greatly, the
much wider scope of movement and the ability to
disperse rapidly and concentrate suddenly made
the pastoral society of the steppe nomads in its new
form more elusive when defending itself and much
more formidable in attack.

This new mobility probably appealed to some
segments of the nomadic population and induced
them to continue the pastoral life. Most likely, the
new military capabilities and security also attracted
some and justified their decision.

Conclusion

As Masanov wrote, the convergent process of
the accumulation of similar cultural characteristics
took place much faster in the nomadic areas than
in the marginal zones, which makes it possible to
consider them as a kind of “ethnic clots”. It was
on this basis that the cultural community of the
nomadic Kazakhs was formed. “Kirghiz,” wrote V.
V. Radlov, “is a truly nomadic people, wandering
all year round in the steppes ... Mores, customs,
ways of thinking, in a word, all the life and activity
of the Kirghiz are closely connected with these
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movements for the sake of animals ...” ( Radlov,
1989. p. 253). Theprominent Russian ethnologist
N. A. Aristov rightly pointed out that the Kazakhs
“preserved cattle-breeding and nomadic lifestyles
more than any other Turkic peoples” (Aristov,
1896, p. 350).

It is natural that nomadism is characterized
by a very specific view of culture. “There is
nothing to say,” emphasizes A. Slovokhotov,
“that nomadic life created a whole structure of a
nomadic person ...” (Slovokhotov, 1905. p. 59). In
this regard, it is interesting to cite the words of A.
Vamberi that “... nothing could give me a clearer
idea about nomadic life; when I later asked a
Kyrgyz woman about the reasons that prompted
them to move from place to place, she replied

with a laugh, “We are not as lazy as you ... we
cannot sit on all day in one place! A person must
move, because judge for yourself: the sun, the
month, the stars, the water, the animals, the birds,
the fish — everything moves, only the earth and
the dead remain in place ”(Vambery, 1865. P. 80).
“Speaking of nomadic life,” witnesses testify, “a
rare Kirghiz will not say:“ Only a tree stands in
one place and feeds on what is around it; then it
is a tree; the free bird flies to where it is better
”(KRO, 1964. P. 300).

Thus, there is a desire of nomads to oppose their
culture and value stereotypes to the perception of
the world of sedentary agricultural peoples. In our
opinion, this is a clear testimony to the ethnicity of a
nomadic culture and a nomad lifestyle.
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