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Abstract. The 18" century marks a complex historical period characterized by profound
transformations in the geopolitical landscape of Eurasia, including the intensification of the
expansionist policy of the Russian Empire and the growing pressure of the Dzungar-Kalmyk
forces. Under these conditions, the foreign policy orientations of the Kazakh Khanate
underwent significant transformation. These processes necessitate a reconsideration of political
and diplomatic relations with the Ottoman Empire based on newly introduced archival sources.
A thorough analysis of Kazakh-Ottoman relations remains one of the most relevant yet
insufficiently explored issues in contemporary historical scholarship. The study examines the
position of the Kazakh Khanate within the system of international relations and analyzes its
diplomatic activity in the context of interactions with the Ottoman state.

The article provides a detailed examination of the official correspondence between Kayyp
Muhammed Khan and Sultan Ahmed 111, identifying the formation of the first diplomatic
contacts between the two states based on archival evidence. The aim of the study is to conduct
a comprehensive analysis of the emergence of diplomatic relations between the Kazakh
Khanate and the Ottoman Empire in the first quarter of the 18" century and to determine their
historical nature through archival documents.

The methodological framework is based on historical-genetic, comparative-historical, source-
critical, and systematic analysis methods. Materials from Ottoman archival collections,
particularly the Name-1 Himaydn Defterleri, were transcribed, translated, and subjected to
content analysis. The reliability of historical data was verified through comparative
examination of various sources, enabling well-grounded scholarly conclusions.

The results demonstrate that the Kazakh Khanate’s efforts to establish diplomatic relations with
the Ottoman Empire were primarily driven by the search for political support in response to
external threats. However, geopolitical distance, limited transport and communication
infrastructure, and the Ottoman Empire’s diplomatic commitments with Russia constrained the
development of stable and institutionalized relations. Nevertheless, the official letters of Kayyp
Muhammed Khan addressed to Sultan Ahmed Il1l provide clear evidence of the active
engagement of Kazakh rulers in international diplomacy and their aspiration to establish
political cooperation within the Turkic-Muslim world.

Keywords: Kazakh Khanate, Ottoman Empire, Turkestan region, Dzungar-Kalmyk threat,
Kayyp Muhammed Khan, Ahmed Ill, Russian expansion, Ottoman archives, diplomatic
relations.

Introduction

The first half of the eighteenth century is characterized as a period of intensified
diplomatic relations between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkestan khanates. Archival
documents indicate that the rulers of Bukhara, Khiva, Kokand, Kashgar, and the Kazakh
Khanate, who were under increasing pressure from the Russian Empire, sent letters to the
Ottoman state requesting assistance and dispatched diplomatic envoys. The first official
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contacts between the Ottoman Empire and the Kazakh khans were established during this
period.

The earliest diplomatic initiative from the Kazakh side is associated with Kayyp
Muhammed Khan. On the eve of the expansion of the colonial policy of the Tsardom of Russia,
and in response to growing political pressure, Kayyp Khan sent an official letter to the Ottoman
Sultan Ahmed I11.

Since the main focus of this study is the letter of Kayyp Khan to Sultan Ahmed 111, it is
necessary to briefly consider the historical background of Kayyp Khan, a figure whose name is
relatively underrepresented in Kazakh historiography.

Kayyp Muhammed Khan (also known as Ghayip Khan) (c. 1650-1719) ascended to power
after Tauke Khan and ruled the Kazakh Khanate between 1715 and 1718. He was a descendant
of Yessim Khan, the grandson of Sartak Sultan and the son of Kusrau Sultan. In the 1690s, he
governed part of the Junior Zhuz and the city of Karnak. Between 1704 and 1709, he held
authority over major tribal associations within the Junior Zhuz, and from mid — 1715 he served
as the supreme khan of the Kazakh Khanate (Kazakhstan, 2005).

Contemporary Russian sources describe him as one of the most authoritative and
prominent figures among the Kazakh sultans. The early years of his reign were marked by
continuous conflicts with the Dzungars and the Volga Kalmyks. In order to overcome these
political challenges, Kayyp Khan sought external support and attempted to establish an alliance
with the Ottoman Empire. To this end, he sent letters to Sultan Ahmed 111 in 1711 and 1714,
who was regarded as the leader of the Muslim world at that time. Thus, Kayyp Khan can be
considered one of the key figures who contributed to the development of diplomatic relations
between the Kazakh Khanate and the Ottoman Empire.

Materials and methods.

In this study, the methods of comparative historical analysis were employed. Data obtained
from archival sources were systematized using the inductive method, while materials from the
Turkish Foreign Affairs Archives and relevant scholarly works were subjected to critical
analysis.

The primary sources of the study consist of documents from the Ottoman archives. A
significant portion of the materials reflecting the relations between the Ottoman Empire and the
Kazakh Khanate was drawn from the State Archives of the Republic of Turkey, including
records from the Name-1 Himaydn Defterleri (BOA, Name-1 Himayln Defteri, nos. 6, 184-
185, 351-352).

Another important source utilized in the research is the archival collection “Documents of
Ottoman—Turkestan Relations (16"—20" Centuries)” (Belgelerle Osmanli-Tiirkistan Iligkileri
(XVI-XX. Yiizyillar)), published in 2005 under the supervision of the General Directorate of
State Archives. This work presents both original documents and their transcriptions, covering
approximately four centuries of relations between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkic-speaking
khanates of Central Asia.

In addition, the study draws upon “82 Numarali Miihimme Defteri (1026-1027/1617-
1618)” (summary, transcription, index, and facsimile edition), prepared by the General
Directorate of State Archives. This collection provides valuable information on the official
relations between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkestan khanates, particularly the Khiva and
Bukhara Khanates.

Furthermore, the scope of the research was expanded through works such as History of
Central Asia in Ottoman Documents, which contains original texts and transcriptions of
documents related to the Central Asian khanates. An analysis of these materials demonstrates
that the Ottoman state maintained relatively close political relations, especially with the
Bukhara Khanate.

In the study of the history of Turkestan, a number of significant scholarly works by
prominent historians were employed. Among them are the works of Zeki Velidi Togan,
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including “Today’s Turkic Turkistan and Its Recent History” (Bugunku Tarkili Turkistan ve
Yakin Tarihi), as well as the studies of Baymirza Hayit, such as “History of the National
Struggles of the Turkistan States” (Turkistan Devletlerinin Milli Micadeleleri Tarihi) and
“Some Issues of Turkic Identity and Islam in the Soviet Eva” (Sovyetlerde Tiirkliigiin ve
Islamin Bazi Meseleleri). These works represent important and relatively rare studies devoted
to the history of Turkestan.

The research issues addressed in this study are largely reflected in the aforementioned
works, which provide a conceptual and historiographical foundation for understanding the
political and cultural development of the Turkestan region.

Among Turkish-language sources, particular attention is given to the work of Akhat
Andijan, “Turkey and Central Asia from the Ottoman Era to the Present” (Osmanli’dan
Gunumuze Tirkiye ve Orta Asya). This study examines the relations between the Ottoman
Empire and the Turkestan khanates, including specific insights into Ottoman—Kazakh relations
and the transformation of these interactions during the Soviet period.

An important contribution to the study of political relations between the Ottoman Empire
and the Turkestan khanates is made by Mehmet Saray. In his work “Political Relations
Between the Ottoman Empire and the Turkistan Khanates” (Osmanli 10evletii le Tirkistan
Hanliklart Arasindaki Siyasi Miinasebetler), the author provides a detailed analysis of the
initial stages of diplomatic relations between the Ottoman state and the Turkestan khanates
from the late eighteenth to the nineteenth century, based on archival sources. These scholarly
works have made it possible to examine the research topic in depth and to establish a solid
understanding of the available source base.

Modern theoretical and methodological approaches make it possible to critically examine
archival materials and conduct an objective analysis. The study of the identified document was
carried out using the principles of consistency and comparative analysis of historical data.
Archival documents were systematically analyzed, digitized, and processed through
transcription and translation in order to interpret eighteenth-century texts written in Ottoman
Turkish.

In the course of the research, a cross-validation approach was applied, whereby
information obtained from various sources, including scholarly monographs and academic
articles, was verified and compared. This method enabled a more comprehensive understanding
of the events related to the research topic and their broader implications.

The study was guided by the principles of objectivity, completeness, and historical
accuracy. General scientific methods were widely employed, including analytical methods, the
method of historical analogy, and the historical-comparative approach. These methods were
used to structure the material, identify key stages, and analyze and compare diplomatic
documents.

Discussion

The 18" century is characterized as a period of increasing complexity in political relations.
On the one hand, the Muslim world experienced a period of stagnation, while on the other
hand, European powers and the Russian Empire intensified their expansion toward the East,
gradually establishing global dominance. Many states in the Muslim world, including the
Turkestan khanates of Central Asia, faced a growing threat of political dependence on Russia
(History, 2011:11). During this period, the Kazakh Khanate was also on the verge of losing its
independence. The colonial expansion of Tsarist Russia in the north, combined with repeated
attacks by the Kalmyks in the southeast, supported by China, led to significant economic and
political decline.

From the second half of the seventeenth century, the Kalmyks launched continuous attacks
on the Uzbek khanates, seizing parts of the Kazakh steppe, as well as territories between the
Emba and Volga rivers in the northern Caspian region (Andican, 2009: 191). These attacks
intensified during the reign of Eyyuge (Ayuke) Khan (1670-1724). As a result of sustained
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military campaigns, Ayuke Khan, through an active and expansionist policy, managed to
extend control over Zhetysu, Turkestan, and Tashkent. At the same time, the economically
weakened Kazakh Khanate became increasingly vulnerable to Kalmyk incursions. This
economic decline placed the Kazakh population at risk of fragmentation and possible
disappearance (Saray, 1993: 22).

It is evident that during this period, the political actions of the Kalmyks were influenced by
both China and Russia. With the support of Russian arms production, including assistance from
the manufacturer Zelenovsky, the Kalmyks improved their military capabilities and organized a
series of campaigns against the Kazakh Khanate (1687-1694, 1711-1712, 1714-1717), which
resulted in significant losses (Kasymbaev, 1993:2). These invasions caused severe damage to
the Kazakh population and their traditional way of life.

After the death of Tauke Khan (1710/15), attacks on the Kazakh Khanate became even
more frequent (Nahide, 2008:124). This situation threatened not only the political stability of
the Khanate but also its very survival as a state. Kayyp (Ghayip) Muhammed Khan (1715-
1718) came to power after Tauke Khan, who had previously unified the three zhuzes of the
Kazakhs. However, during his reign, central authority weakened once again, while Kalmyk
attacks continued. This prolonged struggle, which lasted for several decades, resulted in
significant human losses and the destruction of pasturelands, the primary source of livelihood
for the Kazakh population. The inability of the Kazakh forces to achieve a decisive victory over
the Kalmyks forced them to seek diplomatic solutions and establish relations with external
powers (Hayit, 1995: 27).

In order to maintain their political power at the beginning of the eighteenth century, the
Kalmyks sought to establish bilateral diplomatic relations by sending envoys both to Tsarist
Russia and to the Ottoman Sultan (Donnelly, 1968:47; Saray, 2017:13). Kalmyk Khan Ayuka
Khan sent two ambassadors to Istanbul in 1690, accompanied by an official letter declaring his
loyalty to the Ottoman Sultan (Silahdar, 1947:707; Saray, 2017:13).

In response, the Ottoman Sultan indicated that he would accept this proposal on the
condition that the Kalmyk ruler maintained good relations with the Crimean Khanate (The
State Archives of the Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-1 Himaydn Defteri, nr. 6, p. 520). In
1710, Ayuka Khan, expressing gratitude for the Sultan’s favorable response, dispatched
another envoy, Pehlivvan-Kulu, and declared that he had formed an alliance with the Bashkir
(Ashtek) tribes, who were resisting Russian expansion, and had initiated military actions
against the Muscovite state (The State Archives of the Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-I
Humayan Defteri, nr. 6, 201-202).

It is reported that the Kalmyk ambassador was received with honor by the Ottoman Sultan
Ahmed I11 and subsequently returned.

Results

The establishment of political and diplomatic relations with the Ottoman state by the
Kalmyk Khan, who was the main opponent of the Kazakh Khanate, posed a serious political
challenge for the Kazakh rulers. In response, Kayyp Muhammed Khan sent an ambassador,
Seyit Muhammed-Kulu Bek, to Istanbul. The envoy reported that Kalmyk Khan Ayuke had
declared allegiance not only to the Ottoman Sultan but was also maintaining relations with
Russia.

This initiative is considered the first diplomatic contact between the Kazakh Khanate and
the Ottoman Empire. Ottoman archival sources preserve an official letter from Kayyp
Muhammed Khan addressed to Sultan Ahmed 111, in which the Kazakh ruler emphasized the
inconsistency of Ayuke Khan’s claims. The letter states that the Kalmyk Khan, while
maintaining ties with Muscovy (Russia), initiated military campaigns against Turkic-speaking
Muslim states and pursued a policy of duplicity, including repeated incursions for political
purposes (The State Archives of the Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-I Himayun Defteri,
6/184).
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In addition to the official correspondence, it is recorded that Kayyp Muhammed Khan
presented valuable gifts, including expensive fabrics and horses, to Sultan Ahmed Il [The
State Archives of the Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-I Himayun Defteri, 6/186).

It is also documented that Sultan Ahmed 111 received the Kazakh ambassador with great
honor and sent him back to his homeland via the Baghdad route, accompanied by appropriate
gifts (The State Archives of the Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-1 Hiimaydn Defteri, 6/185).

In the first half of the eighteenth century, the Tsardom of Russia expanded into territories
inhabited by the Bashkir Turks and advanced toward the borders of the Kazakh Khanate. The
Ottoman Empire’s victory in the Battle of Prut in 1711 increased the prestige of the Ottoman
Sultan among the Kazakh khans, temporarily restrained Russian expansion, and strengthened
the belief that the Turkestan khanates could come under Ottoman patronage (Andican, 2009:
191-192).

In 1715, Kayyp Muhammed Khan sent another envoy, Kurban Bey, in an effort to defend
his state against the expansion of the Tsardom of Muscovy. In his second official letter to the
Ottoman Sultan Ahmed 111, Kayyp Muhammed Khan described the colonial policy of Russia
and reported that the Bashkir Turks had been subjugated, with their language and religion
coming under increasing pressure. He appealed for Ottoman assistance, emphasizing that it was
possible to resist Russian expansion with the support of the Ottoman state (The State Archives
of the Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-I Himayan Defteri, Nr. 6, p. 351).

The official letter of the Ottoman Sultan Ahmed I11 to Kayyp Muhammed Khan indicates
the impossibility of engaging in military action against Russia (Muscovy), due to the peace
treaty concluded between the Ottoman Empire and the Russian state following the Battle of the
Prut River in 1711. However, the Sultan expressed his appreciation to the Kazakh Khan and
emphasized that the Kazakh Khanate was free to act independently and could, at its own
discretion, declare war against the Tsardom of Russia (Muscovy) (The State Archives of the
Republic of Turkey. BOA, Name-1 Hiimaydn Defteri, Nr. 6/352).

During this period, the Kazakh Khanate faced the threat of losing its independence while
attempting to support the Bashkirs. Continuous pressure from the Kalmyk Khanate on the one
hand and the Russian Empire on the other led to significant social and economic weakening of
the population.

Despite attempts by the Kazakhs and Bashkirs to coordinate their actions against Russia,
the absence of a unified strategy, internal disagreements among the khans of the three zhuzes,
and the lack of centralized authority within the Kazakh Khanate created favorable conditions
for Russian expansion. The Tsardom of Russia deliberately exploited divisions among the three
zhuzes and other Turkic-speaking peoples in order to strengthen its influence.

This policy is reflected in an order reportedly sent from St. Petersburg to Russian border
commanders at the beginning of the eighteenth century:

“...If the Kalmyks resist us, use the Kyrgyz against them, if the Kyrgyz-Kazakhs resist us,
use the Kalmyks and Bashkirs against them. Thus, without the need for Russian troops, the
authority of the Russian state would be recognized without war. This is how the Kalmyks,
Bashkirs, and Kyrgyz-Kazakhs—who are hostile to one another—should be managed” (Olcott,
2002; Kesici, 2003: 77-78).

Such a policy of the Russian state was aimed at deepening divisions among the Turkestan
khanates. By provoking conflicts-encouraging Kalmyk attacks against the Kazakhs and Kazakh
pressure on the Uzbek khanates-Russia pursued a strategy of mutual weakening. The
continuous incursions of the Kalmyks contributed significantly to the economic decline of the
region. This weakening, in turn, led some Bashkir groups and other political entities in Central
Asia to accept Russian authority, in certain cases voluntarily.

In 1718, Kayyp Muhammed Khan died during a military conflict. After his death, the son
of Tauke Khan, Bolat Khan, was elected as his successor. However, his authority was not fully
recognized by the Kazakh sultans, many of whom refused to submit to his rule. As a result, the
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Kazakh Khanate gradually fragmented into three separate political entities corresponding to the
three zhuzes.

In this context, Abulkhair Khan, who held power in the Junior Zhuz, sought to preserve the
independence of the Kazakh population from the expansion of the Russian Empire and
attempted to establish closer relations with the Ottoman state. According to the historian Zeki
Velidi Togan, in 1741, envoys of Abulkhair Khan who had arrived in St. Petersburg
encountered an Ottoman ambassador and requested assistance in protecting the Kazakhs of the
Junior Zhuz from Russian expansion. They also expressed their willingness to recognize the
authority of the Ottoman Sultan and submitted a formal appeal on behalf of Abulkhair Khan
(Togan, 1981:175).

However, these intentions were not realized. From this period onward, there is no clear
archival evidence confirming the continuation of official diplomatic relations between the
Ottoman Empire and the Kazakh khans. If such contacts existed, they were likely mediated
through intermediary powers, particularly the khanates of Khiva and Bukhara.

Although the Ottoman Empire pursued a policy of supporting the Turkestan khanates in
the face of Russian expansion, geographical distance and increasing Russian pressure
significantly limited its practical involvement. Moreover, official agreements regulating the
submission of the Kazakh khans to Russian authority imposed strict constraints on their foreign
policy, effectively prohibiting independent diplomatic initiatives without the approval of the
Russian state. Under these conditions, any attempt to establish relations with the Ottoman
Empire was regarded as contrary to the interests of Tsarist Russia.

In the eighteenth century, the Ottoman Empire did not sufficiently take into account the
growing threat posed by the Tsardom of Russia to the Turkic-speaking khanates of Central
Asia. Archival documents indicate that the khanates of Khiva and Bukhara repeatedly sent
official letters to the Ottoman state requesting assistance. However, the Ottoman response to
these appeals was largely limited to advising the Turkestan khanates to act collectively and
form a united political force.

This position of the Ottoman Sultan was conditioned by several political factors. During
this period, the Ottoman Empire faced increasing challenges in its relations with Western
powers, and its foreign policy priorities shifted toward the Mediterranean and European
regions. As a result, Central Asia remained outside the primary sphere of Ottoman strategic
engagement.

Under these circumstances, the Kazakh khanates, weakened by repeated Kalmyk
incursions and lacking centralized political authority, were increasingly unable to resist
external pressures. Consequently, they were compelled, in many cases, to recognize the
authority of the Russian state, which possessed stronger economic and military resources.

Turkish historian Mehmet Saray, a specialist in the history of Central Asia, characterizes
this situation in his work “Rus Isgali Devrinde Osmanl 13evletii le Tiirkistan Hanliklar:
Arasindaki Siyasi Miinasebetler (1775-1875)” (Relations between the Ottoman State and the
Turkestan Khanates during the Era of Russian Occupation, 1775-1875) as follows:

“The economic and cultural situation of the khanates established in Turkestan in the
eighteenth century was at a very low level. The primary reason for this was the decline and
eventual closure of the trade routes that had connected Asia with Europe, the West, and the
East since the sixteenth century. The disruption of routes linking China and India-previously
facilitating the transport of goods to the Black Sea and Mediterranean ports-negatively affected
the population, leading to impoverishment and the marginalization of the Turkestan khanates
from broader processes of cultural and civilizational development.

This situation not only caused economic decline but also led to military backwardness,
particularly in relation to modern weaponry developed in the West. Furthermore, despite
Ottoman calls for unity against Russia, internal conflicts, struggles for power and territory
among the Kazakh and Uzbek khanates weakened them. As a result, the Turkestan khanates
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more readily came under the authority of the Russian state, which had achieved a significantly
higher level of economic and military development” (Saray, 2017: 2).

Conclusion

The present study supplements the history of the eighteenth-century Kazakh Khanate with
new archival data. The analyzed document, which confirms the existence of official relations
between the Ottoman Empire and the Kazakh Khanate, provides an opportunity to deepen our
understanding of the Kazakh Khanate and to reconsider aspects of early modern international
relations.

The historical source offers valuable information on the political interactions between the
Kazakh Khanate and its neighboring states during the eighteenth century. The content of the
official letter demonstrates that relations between the Kazakh Khanate and the Ottoman Empire
emerged in the context of Kalmyk—Kazakh conflicts and subsequently developed in response to
the expansion of the Russian Empire.

The document also indicates that Kalmyk leaders pursued a flexible political strategy,
attempting to expand their influence by simultaneously recognizing the authority of both the
Ottoman Empire and Tsarist Russia, while engaging in conflicts with the Kazakhs.
Furthermore, the letter reflects the diplomatic initiatives of Kayyp Muhammed Khan, who
proposed cooperation with the Ottoman Sultan in opposition to the colonial policy of Russia.

The research findings indicate that during this period there were no sustained or active
political and diplomatic relations between the Kazakh Khanate and the Ottoman Empire.
Several historical factors contributed to this situation.

First, the geographical distance between the two states, combined with limited
transportation and communication capabilities in the context of contemporary political
conditions, significantly hindered direct interaction. Second, the Ottoman Sultan had limited
influence over the political arrangements involving Iran and Russia, as well as over the
expansionist policy of the Tsardom of Russia. The contradictions arising from treaties
concluded between these powers further constrained the Kazakh Khanate’s ability to establish
stable political, military, trade, and cultural relations with the Ottoman state.

In addition, the Ottoman leadership was aware of internal conflicts among the Turkestan
khanates, including disputes over power and territory, which reduced its confidence in their
political cohesion. Archival evidence shows that in his response to the Kazakh Khan, the
Ottoman Sultan proposed the unification of the Turkic-speaking khanates of Central Asia and
their joint action against the Russian state. However, this proposal was not implemented, as
internal disagreements among the khanates prevented effective unity.

As a result, these circumstances contributed to a decline in the Ottoman Empire’s
willingness to provide practical assistance to the Turkestan khanates.

There were multiple factors that prevented the Kazakh Khanate, and the Turkestan
khanates more broadly, from effectively resisting the expansion of Tsarist Russia. One of the
most significant was the absence of centralized political authority. Unlike certain Uzbek
khanates, the Kazakh Khanate was fragmented into three separate political units corresponding
to the zhuzes. Continuous internal struggles for power further weakened the Turkic khanates of
Central Asia, ultimately contributing to their gradual acceptance of Russian rule.

The analyzed historical document represents one of the earliest and, at the same time, one
of the last known official records of communication between the Ottoman Empire and the
Kazakh Khanate. With the incorporation of Kazakh territories into the Russian Empire in the
second half of the eighteenth and the early nineteenth centuries, these contacts came under
strict imperial control. Both foreign and domestic political activities of the Kazakh Khanate
were closely supervised by the Russian administration.

The Russian conquest of the Turkestan khanates in Central Asia ultimately led to the
complete disruption of traditional political and diplomatic ties with the Ottoman Empire.
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KA3AK XAHBIFBIHBIH CBIPTKbI CASACU BATBITTAPBI: XVIII FACBIPJATBI
OCMAH UMITEPUACBIMEH JUITVIOMATUAJIBIK KATBIHACTAPBI

Angatna. XVIII raceip Eypasust KeHICTIMIHIET] Teocascu axyaiablH TYOereisi e3repyiMeH,
Peceli wuMIEpHSCHIHBIH OTApJBIK OKCHAHCHACBIHBIH ~ KYIICHl JKOHE IKOHFap-KaaIMak
KBICBIMBIHBIH YJICYIMEH €pPEKIICIICHETIH KYp/Aesi Tapuxu Ke3eH OOJIBIT TaObUTa bl ATaIMBIII
Tapuxu Ke3eHJe Kazak XaHIBIFBIHBIH CBHIPTKBI CasiCH OaFbITTaphl eJeylli TpaHCchopMalmsFa
yubipaasl. Ocbl yaepictep OcMaH HMIIEPHUSCHIMEH CasCU-TUIUIOMATHSUIBIK OaiaHbICTap/bl
KaHa JIEPEKTIK Heri3ne KalTa KapacThlpy KaKeTTUIriH adkeiHmaiapl. Kasak-ocman
KaTBIHACTAPBIH KEIIEH/I Talay Ka3ipri TapuX FHUIBIMBIHAAFBI ©3€KTi opi KETKUTIKTI AeHTen e
3epTTEIIMETeH MOCEeJeNIep/IiH KaTapblHa KaTaubl. 3epTTey OapbichiHIa Ka3zak XaHIBIFBIHBIH
XaJbIKapajblK KaThIHACTap KYHECIHer1 OpHbI MEH OHBIH AUIJIOMATUSIIBIK Oencenautirt Ocman
MeMJIeKeTIMEH OalllaHbICTap KOHTEKCIH/IE KaH-)KaKThl KapacThIPbLIa/Ibl.

Feumermu makanana Kaiieim Myxammen xan meH Ocwman cynranbl Axmen Il apaceiHmarb
pecMH XaT ajMacy JACepeKTepiHe Taijay >KacajbIHbBIN, €Ki MEMJICKET apachIHJAFbl aJFaIIKbI
TUIUIOMATHSUIBIK ~ KaThIHACTAp/AbIH ~ KaJlblITacy Ylepicl apXuBTIK JIEPEKTep HeEri3iHAe
ankpiHgananpl. 3eprreyaiH Makcatbl — XVIII raceipapiH anramkel muperingeri Kazak
XaHBIFBI MeH OCMaH UMIICPHSICHI apaChIHIaFbl TUTUIOMATHSUTBIK OaiTaHbICTapBIH KAJIBIITACY
EPEKIISTIKTEPIH apXUBTIK KYKaTTap HETBIHAEC KEeIeHAl Tajjay >KOHE OJapJblH TapuXH
Ma3MYHBIH aHBIKTAYy.

3epTTey oMicHAMAChl TaPUXH-TEHETHKAIBIK, CABICTHIPMAIIBI-TAPUXH, JICPEKTAHYJIBIK IKOHE
KYHemik Tannay oaictepine Herizaennal. OcMaH MEMIIEKETIHIH apXUBTIK KOpPJapbIHAAFbl, aTam
aiitkanga «Name-i HUmayan Defterleri» »xuHarpIHgarsl MaTepHaaiap TPAHCKPHITIUSIIAHBIIL,
ayJnapbUIbIll, Ma3MYHJABIK TYPFbIa TalJaHIbl. OPTYpll JepeKKe3AepAl e3apa CalbICThIPY
apKpUIBI  TapUXH  MONIMETTEPiH  IIBIHAWBUIBIFEI ~ TEKCEPUTiN, FBUIBIMH  HETI3JeNreH
KOPBITBIHIBLIIAP Kacaibl. 3epTrey HoTikenepi Kazak xanablFbIHBIH OCMaH MMIIEPUSICBIMEH
TUIUIOMATHSUIBIK OalilaHbIC OpHATyFa YMTBUIBICHI €H alJbIMEH CBIPTKBI Kayilm-KaTepiepre
KapChl casiCH KOJiJay 13/ieyMeH OalaHbICTBI OOJFaHbIH KepceTel. Exi MeMiIeKeT apachIHaarbl
reoCasiCl aJIAaKTHIK, KOJIK-KOMMYHUKAITUSIBIK HHQPaKYPBUIBIMHBIH KETKUTIKCI3IITT JKOHE
OcMman MemJyiekeTiHIH PeceliMeH Xypri3sreH KeliciMIIIK MiHaeTTeMesepl OyJI KaTbIHACTapablH
TYPaKThI oOpi KYHeJi CUIIaT allyblHa MIEKTey KOMFaHBIH Kopyimisre 6omaapl. Kaitbim Myxamme
xaHHbIH OCMaH CyJITaHbIHA JKOJIJIaFaH PECMM XaTTapbl Kazak OWJICYIIUIEpiHIH XaIbIKapasblK
JTUTUIOMATHSAAFbl  OCJICEHAUTINH KoHE TYPKI-MYChUIMAH OJIEMIMEH CasCH BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK
OpHaTyFa JIereH YMTBUIBICHIH alKbIH AN IS I1.

Kiar ce3nep: Kazak xanneirbi, OcMan ummnepusicel, TypkicTan aiimarbl, KaiMak (KOHFap)
kaymi, Kaiieim Myxammen, Axmen III, Peceit skcmancusacel, OcmaH apXuBTepi,
JUTIOMATHSUIBIK OaiiiaHbICcTap.

A.K. Ocnanosa
Kazaxckuii acpomexnuueckuil uccnedoeamenvckuti yHugepcumem umenu C. Celighynnuna
(Acmana, Kazaxcman)

BHEIIHSASI TTOJUTHUKA KA3AXCKOI'O XAHCTBA: JUILIOMATUYECKHWE
OTHOUIEHUS C OCMAHCKOM UMIIEPUEM B XVIII BEKE

An”oranusi. XVIII Bek mpenctaBisier co0OM  CIOXHBIM ~ HCTOPUYECKUN  MEPHUOL,
XapaKTePU3YIOLIHNICA KOPEHHBIMU U3MEHECHUSIMU T'E€ONOJUTHYECKON CUTYallUH B €BPa3HICKOM
MPOCTPAHCTBE, YCUJIEHUEM KOJIOHHUAIBHOM KCIIAHCUU POCCHIICKON MMIIEpUHM U HApaCTaHHEM
JUKYHTapO-KaJIMBILIKOTO JIaBJeHUsA. B 3TUX YCIIOBUSAX BHEUIHENOJIUTUYECKUE OPUEHTHUPHI
Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa TpeTepreNnu CYIIeCTBEHHYIO TpaHcopMmaiuio. JlaHHBIE MpoIecChl
00ycnaBIMBAIOT HEOOXOJUMOCTh IEpPecMOTpa  MOJUTUKO-AUIUIOMATHUYECKUX CBSI3eH ¢
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OcmaHCKOMl MMIlEpUEl Ha OCHOBE HOBBIX HMCTOYHUKOB. KOMIUIEKCHBIN aHalu3 Ka3aXCKO-
OCMAHCKMX OTHOLIEHMM OTHOCUTCA K YHCIY aKTyaJbHbIX M HEIOCTATOYHO H3YyYEHHBIX
mpo0ieM COBpEMEHHOW MCTOPUYECKON Hayku. B umcciemoBaHum m3ydaercs posib Kazaxckoro
XaHCTBAa B CHUCTEME MEXIYHApOJIHBIX OTHOIIEHHA M OCOOCHHOCTH €ro AWIUIOMAaTHYeCKOH
AKTUBHOCTH B KOHTEKCTE B3aUMOJEUCTBUS ¢ OCMaHCKUM TOCyJapCTBOM.

B HayuHO# cTaThe MPOBOAWTCS aHATU3 OQHUIMANTBHON mepenrcku Mexay Kaiibim Myxammen
XaH 1 ocMaHckuM cynraHoM Axmen III, Ha ocHOBe KOTOPOI BBISBIISETCS MIPOLIECC CTAHOBICHUS
MEPBBIX JUIMJIOMATUYECKUX KOHTAKTOB MEXAY JIByMs rOCYAApCTBAMU IO ApXHUBHBIM JaHHBIM.
Lenp wccnenoBaHMs 3aKIIOYACTCS B KOMIUIEKCHOM aHajlM3e 0COOEHHOCTEH (hopMHUpOBaHHUS
TUIUIoMaTHUecKuXx cBsizei mexay Kazaxckum xanctBom u OCMaHCKOW uUMIEpUEH B NEPBOit
yerBepTd XVIII Beka, a Takke B OIPENEICHUN UX MCTOPUYECKOIO CONECP’KAHMS Ha OCHOBE
apXMBHBIX JTOKYMEHTOB.

MeTo/10/I0TUYECKYI0 ~ OCHOBY ~ HCCJIEIOBAaHUS ~ COCTAaBUJIM  HCTOPUKO-T€HETHYECKUH,
CPaBHUTEIbHO-UCTOPUYECKHI, HCTOYHUKOBEAUECKUH U CHCTEMHBI METOJAbl aHaju3a.
Marepuansl OCMaHCKMX apXUBHBIX ()OHIOB, B 4YacTHOCTH cOopHuka «Name-i Himaydn
Defterleri», Oblmu TpaHCKpUOMpPOBAHBI, NEPEBENEHBI U TOABEPTHYTHI COJEPKATEIHHOMY
aHann3y. ComocraBjieHHE pa3IUYHbIX HCTOYHUKOB IO3BOJIMJIO TPOBEPUTH JOCTOBEPHOCTD
HCTOPUYECKUX JAHHBIX U C(HOPMYIUPOBATH HAYYHO 0OOCHOBAHHBIE BHIBOIBI.

PesynbraTtel HccnenoBaHMsS —TOKa3bIBalOT, uTo cTpemiieHue Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa K
YCTaHOBJICHUIO JUIIOMATHYECKUX CBs3ell ¢ OcMmaHCKOW wuMrepuel ObUIo 0O0YCIIOBIICHO
HE0OXO0IMMOCTBIO TIOHMCKA MOJIMTUYECKON MOJIEPKKH B YCIOBHUSX BHEIIHUX yrpo3. Bmecre c
TEM  TeOMNOoJIUTHYECKas  YAaN€HHOCTb,  HEJOCTAaTOYHBIH  ypOBEHb  TPAaHCHOPTHO-
KOMMYHHMKAIIMOHHON  HMH(PacTpyKTyppl W  JOTOBOpHble 00si3aTenbetBa  OCMaHCKOTO
rocynapctBa ¢ Poccueit orpaHuuniIy pa3BUTHE YCTOWMYMBBIX U CUCTEMHBIX OTHOLICHUN MEXIY
ctoponamu. Hecmotpst Ha 310, odunmansHbie muchkMa Kaiipim Myxammes XxaHa OCMaHCKOMY
CYATaHy CBUIETEIbCTBYIOT 00 aKTHBHOM Y4YacTMHM Ka3aXCKUX IMpaBUTENEH B MEXIyHapOHOM
JUIUIOMAaTHM U UX CTPEMJICHHHM K YCTAHOBJIEHHUIO MOJIMTHYECKOTO COTPYAHUYECTBA C TIOPKO-
MYCYJBMAaHCKUM MHUPOM.

KuawueBbie ciaoBa: Kazaxckoe xaHcTBo, OcmaHckasi umIiepusi, TypKECTaHCKHM PErHOH,
JUKYHTapo-KaiaMmblkas yrpo3a, Kaiteim Myxammen, Axmen III, poccuiickas 5skcnaHcus,
OCMaHCKHE ApXMBBI, TUIIJIOMAaTHYECKUE CBA3H.
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