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Abstract. The article is dedicated to the socio-economic transformational processes of the Kazakh communities
in the Aktobe uyezd of the Turgai region during the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Based on the historical and
statistical data of the expedition led by F. Shcherbina in 1898-1899, the research provides a comprehensive analysis of
the development of socio-economic changes in the Aktobe uyezd during this period. The primary focus of the study is
directed toward the adaptation of the nomadic society to agriculture, the restructuring of land relations, and radical
changes in the composition of livestock herds. The authors highlight the influence of the region’s geographical and natural
characteristics on its economic evolution, emphasizing their decisive role in developing the economy. Statistical data
analysis demonstrates that the effective combination of animal husbandry and agriculture contributed to the
transformation of the Aktobe uyezd into an economically significant area within the Turgai region. Due to its natural and
climatic conditions, the Aktobe uyezd stood out from other uyezds because of its pronounced economic changes and the
fully-fledged nature of its transformational processes. The gradual transition of the economic system in the Aktobe region
from extensive pastoralism to market-driven intensive sedentarization and agricultural development is substantiated by
concrete evidence. The internal social stratification and structural shifts within the communities are examined through the
lens of the region's integration into the general imperial economic system. The study reveals that the uyezd's Kazakhs not
only preserved their livestock traditions but also enhanced their capacity to produce commercial raw materials in response
to local market demands.

Key words: F. Shcherbina's expedition, Kazakh community, land use, volosts (districts), economic auyls
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Introduction

The late 19th and early 20th centuries represent a complex period of the history of Kazakhstan,
marked by explored socio-economic changes. The colonization policy of the Russian Empire deeply
impacted the traditional structure of Kazakh society, leading to the transformation of its economic
system, social relations, and public consciousness. This perspective, studying the socio-economic
development of Kazakh communities in the Aktobe uyezd is one of the most pressing issues in
national historical science. The Aktobe Uyezd clearly reflected the economic evolution in the steppe
regions of the Russian Empire, demonstrated the transition from a traditional nomadic lifestyle to
settlement and agriculture. The economic structure’s investigation, development, and historical
evolution of the nomadic in the Kazakh communities on the way of life in the Aktobe uyezd
constitutes a vital research topic. Furthermore, it provides an opportunity to understand the progress
and regional specificities of the traditional structure of Kazakh society. The tribal life and land-tenure
traditions of this region directly influenced the social and economic relationship of the Kazakh people.
This study is grounded in historical materials, expedition records, and statistical reports concerning
rural life. It provides a comprehensive analysis of the number of registered households in each village
(«auyly), their social composition, distribution across villages and volosts, as well as economic
transformations, and the development and changes in animal husbandry, farming, and crafts.
Additionally, the shifts in land-tenure forms among Kazakh communities are examined. The
expedition findings demonstrated that the analysis of Kazakh land-tenure should not be approached
solely from a historical or economic perspective. On one hand, it was important the tribal interests
and traditional lifestyle of the population considered; on the other hand, it was necessary to recognize
the objective development of economic forms, including the agriculture’s expansion and the
emergence of new settlements.
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Materials and methods of research

The transformation of the economic structure in the Aktobe uyezd was taken as the primary
material for this research. This uyezd is distinguished from other uyezds of the region by various
unique characteristics: while certain economic changes were only beginning to emerge in other
regions, they demonstrated clearly and completely in the Aktobe uyezd. These distinctive features
take into a comprehensive investigation of the uyezd's economy and offer a fresh assessment of the
evolutionary development of animal husbandry among the Kazakh people within the vast steppe
territory. The study is based on F. Shcherkina expedition’s materials, which investigated the Aktobe
uyezd in two stages from 1898 to 1899. During the fieldwork, the volosts of the uyezd were
considered by each household was accounted for the statistical data regarding the economic activities
of the nomadic people were complied. The expedition materials were compiled in the form of textual
descriptions and extensive statistical tables. The general summary of the uyezd was prepared by F.
Shcherbina, despite of the materials about the land-use and natural-historical conditions were
combined by N.F. Dmitriev and I.M. Urodkov.

The economic system’s nature in the Aktobe region uncover and identify its patterns, a
comprehensive set of interdisciplinary methodological principles in modern historical science was
applied. The first of all the historical-genetic method was employed to study the causal relationships
between transition process among the uyezd's Kazakhs from a traditional extensive economy to an
intensive direction, analyzing its chronological stages in terms of time and space. This approach make
it possible to identify of this transformative phenomenon. To clarify These developmental trajectories
demonstrate and the historical-comparative method was used to differentiate the archival and
statistical data, thereby revealing the adaptation rates and differences among Kazakh community
households across various volosts of the uyezd. The statistical analysis method was applied to process
and categorize the enormous data’s volume that constitutes the source base, including the dynamics
of livestock numbers, cultivated land’s size, and the indicators of internal social stratification within
the communities. This method and the transition process from quantitative to change in the regional
economy was empirically demonstrated. At the same time the framework of the historical-systemic
method, Kazakh households in the Aktobe uyezd were examined and it hasn’t as an isolated
phenomenon, but as an integrated microeconomic structure directly dependent on the general colonial
system of the Russian Empire and the resettlement policy in the region. This methodological
compound affirmed harmony between the theoretical conclusions and empirical data of the research.

Results and its discussion

The study of the socio-economic structure and development of economic communities in the
Aktobe uyezd during the late 19th and early 20th centuries represents a significant direction in
national historiography. This problem has been consistently examined within the framework of the
traditional economic system of Kazakh society, specific features of land use communal relations, and
the Russian government’s colonial policy. Most of all, “the materials about Kyrgyz (Kazakh) land-
use” provide as one of the primary source bases for determining the economic structure, social
stratification and settlement patterns of Kazakh communities. In the context of modern regional
(micro-historical) research, this topic has been explored more deeply at th egrade of specific regions.
N.A. Tasilova’s scientific research about the resettlement measures applied by the Russian Empire in
the Aktobe region on the steppe krai are explained through the prism of newly accessed archival
funds [1]. This research in this direction has allowed for an activity, clarification, commission has
tasked identifying "surplus lands™ at the uyezd level, including the regional specificities of local
communities' transition from extensive pastoralism to mixed economic types (an intensive direction).

T. Tasilova’s works, “the materials about Kyrgyz (Kazakh) land-use” are evaluated as a
historical materials and their importance of studying the socio-economic structure in Kazakh
economic communities is thoroughly analyzed. These materials based on the researcher emphasizes,
it is possible to determine the land-use systems, types of economies, social composition, and regional
characteristics of Kazakh communities. However, her works examined the adaptation of Kazakh
households in the Aktobe uyezd to traditional animal husbandry, the communal relations’ system,
and the colonial policy on socio-economic transformations.
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These problems have been addressed by the studies of N.E. Bekmakhanova [2], S.Z. Zimanov
[3], Zh.B. Abylkhozhin [4], V.V. Vostrov [5], and G.S. Sultangalieva [6]. While N.E. Bekmakhanova
focused on the social structure and demographic situation of the Kazakh population, S.Z. Zimanov
investigated the traditional communal relations and legal systems in Kazakh society. Zh.B.
Abylkhozhin’s works analyzed the Kazakh economy and socio-economic transformations. At the
same time V.V. Vostrov provided regarding their settlement systems and the specific nature of their
economic activities and useful data the tribal structure of the Kazakhs. G.S. Sultangalieva’s work
about the archival documents form for analyzing the administrative-territorial division of the Aktobe
uyezd in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, its socio-ethnic structure, the formation of its multi-
ethnic and multi-confessional population, the developmental dynamics of the first as a fortification
and later as an uyezd center and its overall socio-economic development.

The Aktobe uyezd bordered on the lands of Orenburg Cossack host and partially the Kostanay
uyezd in the north; in the west, it connected with the possessions of the Orenburg Cossacks and further
with the lands of the Ural Cossack host. The greatest part of southern border was shared with the Ural
region, while its eastern part bordered on the Irgiz uyezd. The territory of the Aktobe uyezd spanned
this area of 50,389 square kilometers (5,240,456 dessiatines) [7, 2]. The natural and climatic
conditions of the Aktobe uyezd exerted a significant influence on its economic development. The
Kazakhs occupied primarily in animal husbandry, a practice facilitated by the region's pastoral
conditions and the uyezd, along the river in the eastern part. Including the territories of the Terekty,
Borli, and Aktobe volosts in the western part was characterized by a mountainous topography. This
region featured high hills and excellent pastures; but also, it was highly suitable for agriculture its
fertile soil. The uyezd in the southwestern was developed farming successfully on chernozem (black)
soils.

The F. Shcherbina expedition, which investigated the Kazakh steppefrom 1896 to 1903, was
not merely a statistical group but a major school composed of genuine experts in their fields. The
expedition's composition was highly diverse: it included translators fluent in the steppe languages,
registrars, and accountants who recorded every piece of data. By instruction of the department of state
lands and properties, the normative indicators developed by F. Shcherbina for the Aktobe uyezd were
utilized as a baseline for determining land-use norms in the Ural uyezd.

The Aktobe uyezd was divided into 12 volosts, each consist of administrative villages (auyls).
There were 92 administrative villages in the uyezd. According to the F. Shcherbina expedition’s
materials: each volost was subdivided into several villages at the end of the 19th century. For example,
the Borli, Elek, and Karakobda volosts consisted of 5-6 economic villages; the Aktobe volost had 6;
Karatogay and Kobda contained 7 villages; Araltobe had 8 villages; Oysylkara, Terekty, and
Bestamak comprised 9 villages; Tuztobe had 10 villages; and the Borti volost consisted of 12 villages.
A volost manager (volostnoy upravitel) had governed the volost, while a village older (auyl starshina)
governed the village [7, 3].

The primary forms of social organization in Kazakh society were the «economic village»
(khozyaystvenny auyl). The Aktobe uyezd was formed under the conditions of tribal life, with its
structure rooted in nomadic pastoralism. The Aktobe uyezd associated terming «auyl» (as a nomadic
community). The expedition’s materials were designated as «agricultural/economic auylsy.
According to these materials, there was a total of 1,236 economic communities in the Aktobe uyezd.
On total, a single village comprised 14 households, numbering about 8085 people. If it compared
the village in the Kostanay uyezd averaged 9 households (53 people), the Atbasar uyezd had 5
households (29 people), and the Kokshetau uyezd had 8 households (44 people). This unusual feature
demonstrates that economic life was transforming under the influence of agricultural pursuits [7, 5].

The analysis of individual volosts revealed that among the economic villages, large-scale
villages predominated over smaller ones. These quantitative characteristics are presented in the table
below:
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Table 1. Number of households across the Aktobe uyez.

Volost Total Number of villages by the number of Number of
number of | households households per single
economic economic village
villages 1 hh. | 2hh. | 3hh. | 4hh. | 5hh. | over | minimum | maximum

5 hh.

1 | Araltobe 193 3 13 |17 |16 |25 119 |1 39

2 | Oysylkara | 185 5 12 |16 |23 |129 |2 22

3 | Terekty 169 - 3 4 7 8 147 |2 77

4 | Aktobe 111 - 5 9 12 |11 |74 3 37

5 | Bestamak | 87 - 1 - 2 - 84 2 64

6 | Borli 59 - 1 - - 1 57 2 51

7 | Borte 121 1 - 1 1 - 118 2 53

8 | Karatogay |81 1 - - 2 1 77 1 49

9 | Elek 55 - - - - - 55 7 49

10 | Karakobda | 67 - - 2 1 2 62 3 27

11 | Tuztobe 69 - - - 1 3 65 4 90

12 | Kobda 39 - - 1 4 - 34 3 71

Across Uyezd 1236 5 28 |46 |62 |74 |1021 |1 90

The data in the final columns of the table indicate that village sizes across the uyezd varied
substantially. The smallest village consisted of only a single household, the largest village comprised
up to 90 households. If villages uniting from one to five households are considered small villages- a
metric characteristic of the traditional Kazakh nomadic lifestyle—the total number of such villages
in the Aktobe uyezd was 215. This figure represents about17.4% of all economic villages in the uyezd.

The precise quantitative structure of these small villages was as follows: villages consisting of
a single household numbered 5 (0.4%); two-household villages numbered 28 (2.3%); three-household
villages accounted for 46 (3.7%); four-household villages stood at 62 (5%); and five-household
villages made up 74 (6%) [7, 6]. These figures demonstrate of small villages within the settlement
structure of the Aktobe uyezd was remarkably low; conversely, large-scale villages consolidating
multiple households held a dominant position.

The distribution of small villages across the volosts of the Aktobe uyezd exhibits distinct
regional characteristics. Specifically, their proportion reached 38.3% in the Araltobe volost, 30.2%
in the Oysylkara volost, and 33.3% in the Aktobe volost. In other volosts of the uyezd, the share of
small villages declines significantly. For instance, they accounted for 13% in the Terekty volost,
14.7% in the Kobda volost, and 7.5% in the Karakobda volost. Meanwhile, in the Bestamak, Borli,
Borte, Karatogay, and Tuztobe volosts, this indicator ranged only between 2.5% and 5.8% [7, 7].

Most of the economic villages in the Aktobe Uyezd possessed a deep history was established
more than a century prior. Specifically, the number of villages for hundred years had looking forward
even earlier stood at 522, accounting for 53.4% of all villages.

The F. Shcherbina expedition investigated the historical formation of 247 economic villages on
a generational basis. The findings revealed that 7 villages (2.8%) had existed for two generations, 17
villages (6.9%) for three generations, 18 villages (7.3%) for four generations, 52 villages (21%) for
five generations, 136 villages (55.1%) for ten generations, and 17 villages (6.9%) had sustained
themselves for more than ten generations [7, 7]. The economic villages and their subsequent
transformation into settlements or large-scale villages are attributed to the concurrent development of
animal husbandry alongside agriculture. The characteristical economic system of the Aktobe uyezd,
a legitimate and orderly process was one economic form replacing another is observed. The
quantitative composition of households within the villages in the Aktobe uyezd demonstrates that
they were significantly larger compared to other uyezds. This distinct feature reflects the influencing
of factors facilitated the gradual adaptation of regional economic life toward agriculture. The presence
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of fertile soils and abundant natural vegetation created favorable conditions for the existence of more
populous villages, rather than the small-scale villages typical of purely nomadic pastoralism [8, 52-
53].

The Aktobe uyezd has an important role in two primary sectors of the economy and animal
husbandry and agriculture. The Aktobe uyezd’s agriculture was so distinctive that it is characterized
as one of the few prominent regions with well-established farming practices among the steppe oblasts.
By comparing the Aktobe uyezd with other uyezds, the following characteristics regarding
agricultural development can be identified:

Table 2. The agricultural development indicators by uyezds within the steppe oblasts.

Uyezds Number of households % of Cultivated area per
farming single household (in
households dessiatines)
All Farming Total Total Haymakin
households | Households | cultivated household | g area
area S
1. Aktobe 17689 16703 103157 95,4 5,83 6,17
2. Kostanay 19474 15017 54912 77,1 2,82 3,66
3. Atbasar 12837 3938 6129 30,7 0,47 1,55
4. Kokshetau 12498 2782 5594 22,3 0,45 2,01
5. Omsk 5080 168 310 33 0,06 1,84

These data demonstrate was not only the Aktobe uyezd held a leading position in agriculture,
but also that its agricultural sector possessed unique characteristics compared to other uyezds. The
neighboring Kostanay uyezd was relatively close in this regard. While 77% of households in the
Kostanay uyezd engaged in farming, this figure reached 95.4% in the Aktobe uyezd [7, 28]. In other
uyezds, the level of agricultural engagement and the volume of cultivated land were noticeably lower.
In the Atbasar and Kokshetau uyezds, the cultivated area per household was approximately half a
dessiatine, and in the Omsk uyezd, the indicator was even lower [7, 28]. Furthermore, the highest
percentage of households engaged in agriculture not only for consumption but also for commercial
sale belonged to the Borli, Karakobda, and Bestamak volosts of the Aktobe Uyezd. The local
population residing in the uyezd was not only able to achieve grain self-sufficiency but also had the
opportunity to surplus-market it. Thus, out of 8,812 households, 97% were involved in crop
cultivation, with each household possessing more than 7 dessiatines of arable land. The Kazakhs of
the Aktobe uyezd primarily cultivated millet, and during fertile years, the yield ranged between 70
and 150 poods per dessiatine. Spring wheat ranked second in terms of cultivation volume, yielding
up to 50-70 poods per dessiatine, with an average productivity of 50—70 poods. Concurrently, the
Kazakhs cultivated oats and barley in smaller quantities. In years of abundant harvest, a pood of millet
was sold for 10-25 kopecks, whereas in years of crop failure, the price rose to 2 rubles 50 kopecks,
and the price of wheat reached up to 3 rubles [6, 77]. In 1903, the indicators of cultivated areas in the
Aktobe uyezd were characterized as follows: a total of 239,168 poods of seed were sown, and
1,804,229 poods of crops were harvested. The average yield ratio was 7.5%. The decrease in the
volume of harvested grain in 1903 compared to the indicators of 1902 was directly linked to a severe
summer-long drought in the uyezd [8, 8-9].

The widespread expansion of agriculture were exerted a distinct influence on local animal
husbandry in the Aktobe uyezd, resulting into a sector closely integrated with farming. This
integration was reflected in the organization of animal husbandry, the specific composition of
livestock herds, and livestock management conditions; namely, alongside open grazing, stall-feeding
in barns was widely adopted. The specific characteristics of animal husbandry more clearly define in
the Aktobe uyezd, it is essential to utilize statistical materials in comparison with other uyezds. The
table below categorizes data on the composition of livestock herds across three uyezds, where all
livestock types are converted into conventional horse units, with one horse equated to 6 sheep, 5
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cattle, or 1 camel.

Table 3. Composition and number of livestock herds by uyezds [7, 29].

Uyezds Livestock in horse units % of the total
Horses | Large | Camels | Sheep | Total | Horses | Large | Camels | Sheep
horned and horned and
cattle goats cattle goats
Aktobe | 98155 | 131763 | 17409 | 54285 | 301612 | 32,5 43,7 5,8 18,0
Atbasar | 149660 | 40291 | 47049 | 93069 | 330069 | 45,3 12,2 14,3 28,2
Omsk | 87567 | 44628 | 819 20665 | 153669 | 57,0 29,0 0,5 13,5

The livestock herd was given to cattle in the Aktobe uyezd, horses predominated in other
uyezds. The horses were the second bred livestock after cattle in the Aktobe uyezd. On the other hand,
the sheep and camels were prioritized after horses in the Atbasar uyezd, the horses were bred in the
highest numbers among all livestock types, followed by cattle in the Omsk uyezd. These variations
in herd composition were influenced by economic factors alongside natural conditions. Despite the
presence of fertile lands and abundant pastures, the long and heavily snowy winters necessitated an
emphasis on breeding horses, which are resilient to winter grazing (tebin) and adapted to the cold in
the Omsk uyezd. The composition of the livestock herd was shaped by economic factors in addition
to natural conditions in the Aktobe uyezd. The fertile soils and lush pastures in the uyezd facilitated
the widespread development of agriculture. In terms of livestock management, animals were not
solely grazed on open pastures but were also kept in stalls during the winter, supported by the
preparation of ample fodder. Since cattle are incapable of winter foraging through snow (tebin), they
required winter sheltering in barns, thereby gaining priority over other livestock types.

Although the distinctive characteristics of animal husbandry in the Aktobe uyezd remained
characterized as a uyezd as variations existed across its individual sub-regions due to specific natural
and geographical conditions.

Table 4. Composition of livestock herds based on natural and geographical conditions within
the territory of the Aktobe uyezd.

Part of the % of the total number (in horse units) Cultivated area
uyezd Horses Large horned Camels Sheep and | per household
cattle goats (dessiat.)
West 29,9 47,7 4,8 17,6 7,8
South 29,9 43,3 8,2 18,6 4.4
North 34,2 37,7 54 22,7 3,7
East 46,1 30,2 8,0 15,7 3,6

The data indicate that cattle predominated in three sub-regions of the uyezd, while horses held
a dominant position in one area. t is indicated that cattle predominated in three parts of the uyezd,
while horses were predominant in one specific area. The figures in the final row, a clear correlation
emerges: as the amount of arable land decreased, the number of livestock in the herds also declined.
This explicitly demonstrates that agricultural development proceeded in parallel with the cattle
breeding expansion. The predominance of horses in the eastern part of the uyezd is explained by the
regional environmental conditions and the specific composition of forage resources, given that these
territories, to a certain extent, constituted the southern steppes of the regional steppe zone.

The transition of the Kazakh population to a sedentary lifestyle laid the foundation for
haymaking. The winter climatic conditions widespread livestock losses known as «zhuty»—
periodically devastated the Kazakh steppe, recurring approximately every 10-12 years. The
haymaking operations and modernize forage harvesting techniques organize, the Turgay regional
administration purchased a mowing machine for the Borte volost of the Aktobe uyezd in 1890.
Subsequently, mowing machines became a widely adopted agricultural technology among wealthy
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livestock owners. There were 3 mowing machines in the Aktobe volost, 2 in the Khobda volost, 7 in
the Karatogay volost, and 1 in the Araltobe volost at the end of the 19th century, all of which
facilitated the accumulation of sufficient hay reserves. According to A.l. Dobrosmyslov, by the
beginning of 1893, the Kazakhs of the Borte volost alone possessed 30 mowing machines,
underscoring the practical utility of agricultural machinery for the local population. Firstly, it enabled
the local Kazakhs to secure sufficient winter forage for their livestock, and the machinery proved
capable of recovering its initial cost within a single year. Secondly, the accumulation of substantial
forage surpluses allowed them to commercialize the product. Forage prices fluctuated depending on
the quality and composition of the hay. In this years with rainfall, the price of a pood of hay was as
low as 3 kopecks, whereas during drought years, it skyrocketed up to 50 kopecks [6, 80]. In 1903, the
volume of prepared livestock feed in the Aktobe uyezd was distributed as follows: 12,792,062 poods
of hay and 2,810,658 poods of straw were harvested. The total fodder supply reached 15,602,720
poods. Horticulture in the Turgay Region developed at a remarkably slow pace and was primarily
considered an occupation of the settled population. Among the indigenous Kazakhs, gardening and
horticulture remained highly limited [8, 8-9].

For centuries, trades and crafts were highly important and widely practiced among Kazakhs. At
the 19th and 20th centuries, as a result of the impoverishment of a significant part of the population
and the growth of commodity-money relations, trading and crafts began to serve as an additional
source of income. Traditional subsistence methods, such as hunting, fishing, and especially domestic
crafts and cottage industries, held a distinct place in the life of the Kazakh people. According to
expedition materials, there were 5,831 households engaged in trades in the Aktobe uyezd (district),
which accounted for 33% of the total number of households.The breakdown by type of trade was as
follows: artisans and craftsmen: 559 people (7.2%). Small-scale traders: 133 people (1.7%).
Miscellaneous trades: 1,312 people (14.8%). Freight transport (carting): 140 people (1.6%). Among
the artisans, 492 shoemakers, 40 blacksmiths, and 27 carpenters were specifically highlighted [9, 47].

One of the most widespread trades among Kazakhs was freight transport using draft animals
(izvoz), which was practiced by the poor who lacked livestock. The Kazakhs were engaged in
transporting cargo from post stations, delivering salt to the industrial centers of European Russia and
settlements in Central Asia. For example, llek salt was transported by Kazakh carriers as far as the
south of Kazakhstan. The Kazakh society participated in the freight trade in various economic groups.
The Orenburg-Tashkent railway and the freight transport trade was considered a vital sector of the
economy for the local population in the Turgay region [9, 47]. Salt was extracted from lake Orkash
(Aktobe uyezd) and delivered to Kostanay, Orenburg, Troitsk, and other regions. Kazakhs transported
these goods over long distances using horses and camels.

In addition to the freight transport trade, Kazakhs engaged in hunting, fishing, and other crafts,
which had been deeply intertwined with the life of the Kazakh people since ancient times. Hunting
animals and birds was not only an additional source of subsistence for the Kazakhs but also held a
distinct trade value. Marmot and wolf pelts were brought to the fairs along the Orenburg and Irtysh
lines for trade and barter. It is worth noting that over time, hunting increasingly became a pastime
and trade primarily for the wealthy. Depending on natural and climatic conditions, Kazakhs actively
engaged in this type of trade in the volosts (administrative districts) best suited for hunting. Kazakhs
were also involved in fishing. This served as an additional occupation for rural inhabitants,
functioning as a vital source of subsistence, particularly for the poor.

The production of items made from goat down (cashmere), felt goods, and everyday household
utilities was considered a major source of income within local crafts. Local Kazakh artisans skillfully
crafted wooden components for saddles, wooden tableware, and ornamental patterns for yurts.
Meanwhile, blacksmiths manufactured knives, awls, and spears, as well as women's headpieces and
jewelry—often plated with silver—along with various other small metal wares.

The crafting of silver and bronze items, the production of yurt furnishings, leather processing,
blacksmithing, and other trades were widespread among the Kazakhs of the uyezd. These crafts were
primarily practiced by men who possessed specialized skills. Workshops producing items in daily
demand and for wide consumption were typically located at fairs and other densely populated
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gathering places.

At the end of the 19th century, the Russian Empire pursued a policy of strict administrative
restriction in the Kazakh steppe with the aim of weakening the influence of Islam. Archival
documents clarify the restrictive policies implemented by the tsarist government regarding the
Muslim community on the basis of historical data. Among these, the most significant restriction was
the opposition to the construction of mosques. According to decree No. 6500 of the Ministry of
Internal Affairs dated February 10, 1895, local authorities were strictly forbidden from constructing
more than one mosque per volost. This decision served as a legal mechanism to systematically reject
the requests of the Kazakh community to build new mosques. The religious situation was under the
direct supervision of the Department of Religious Affairs in the Turgay region. In accordance with
the special regulations from 1892 to 1896, the religious activities and initiatives of Tatars residing
among the Muslim population in the aforementioned region were put under surveillance and subjected
to the requirements of the regulations. These rules complicated the process of mosque construction
and severely hindered the population from fulfilling their spiritual needs [10, 92].

Conclusion

At the end of the 19th century underwent fundamental changes under the influence of natural-
geographic conditions and new economic factors the traditional nomadic economy of the Kazakhs in
the Aktobe uyezd. As evidenced by the data from the expedition led by F. Shcherbina, the region's
population transitioned from purely nomadic pastoralism to a more stable, mixed model that
combined agriculture and livestock breeding. This trend was directly linked to the widespread
adoption of farming and the vital importance of haymaking for securing winter livestock feed. The
new land cultivation system significantly shortened the seasonal migration routes between summer
pastures (zhailau) and winter quarters (kystau), thereby accelerating the transition toward a sedentary
lifestyle. The effective combination of livestock breeding and agriculture contributed to the Aktobe
uyezd becoming an economically significant region within the Turgay oblast. Furthermore, the
increase in the private use of arable and meadow lands led to the emergence of new social classes
within society. These included wealthy agrarian-pastoralists (bais), as well as impoverished zhataqgs
(settled laborers) who owned neither farming tools nor livestock and were forced to work as hired
laborers for the wealthy. As a result of these transformations, bread and grain products began to
replace meat and kumis in the population’s daily diet, and the former subsistence economy shifted
toward a market-oriented capitalist system. While preserving the core structures of traditional society,
the Aktobe uyezd demonstrated a clear path of successful integration into the global economic
processes of the Russian Empire, laying the foundation for the region's contemporary agrarian-
industrial landscape.
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Anparna. Makana XIX r.consl - XX r.0aceiaaarsl Toprail 00sbickl AKTO0E ye3iHIeri Ka3ak KaybIMIapbIHbIH
QJIEYMETTIK-9KOHOMHUKAIBIK TpaHCHOpMaLUsIIBIK YAepicTepiHe apHanaasl. 3eprrey >kyMbichl 1898—1899 xpuinaps D.
[lepOuna GackapraH dKCIETUIMSIHBIH TAPUXU-CTATUCTHKAIBIK MOIMETTEPiH Herisre ana oTeiphin, XIX f.coOHbI - XX
r.0ac. AKkTe0Oe ye3iHiH oJIeyMeTTiK-3KOHOMUKAJIBIK 63TepiCTepiHiH JaMyblHA KaH-KAKTHI Talaay jKacanaabl. 3epTTey i
0acThl Ha3aphl KOIIIETi KOFAMHBIH ETiHITUTIKKe OciiMIenyine, xKep KaThIHaCTapbIHBIH JKaHaIlla CUIIAT alyblHa, COH/IAMH -
aK MaJl TAOBIHBIHBIH KYPBUIBIMBIHBIH TYOETeiIIi e3repicTepine ayaapbiiagsl. ABTOpap aiMaKThIH reorpadusIIbIK JKoHEe
TaOWFN EPEeKIIETIKTEPiHIH 3KOHOMMKAIBIK ABOJIIOLMAFa TUTI3TeH BIKMAJbBI, OJap/blH INapyallbUIBIKTH IaMBITYIAFbl
LIEHIyIIi pesiiH amsein kepcereni. CTaTHCTUKAJIBIK MAJTIMETTEP Il Taay, Mall apyanbUIbIFbl MEH €T1HIIUIIKTIH THIMI
yiracysl AkreOe yesiHiH Toprail 0OJIBICBIHAAFEI SKOHOMHUKAIIBIK MaHbI3/Ibl aiiMakKa aifHaJIybIHA BIKHAJ €TKEHJITH
KepceTTi. AKTebe ye3i e3re ye3aepaeH TaOuFu KIMMATTHIK JKaFJaiaapeiHa OailaHBICTHl MIapyaIlbUIbIK e3repicTep iy
aliKBIH KOpiHIC Tayblll, TpaHCHOPMAIMSIBIK YAEPICTEpIiH TOJBIKKAHIBI CHUIAT alybIMEH epekmeneHnai. Akrebe
OHIpiHIeri IapyalbUIBIK JKyHeciHiH OipTiHZenm SKCTEHCHBTI Mall IIapyallblIBIFBIHAH HAPBIKTHIK TajlamTapra cait
KapKBIHAB! OTHIPBIKIIBIIBIKKA, ETTHITUTIKTIH JaMyblHA KOITy YPAici HaKThl alFakTapMeH nanenneHeni. KaysMaapasiH
IIMKI OJEeyMeTTIK XKIKTemyl MeH KYpBUIBIMABIK ©3repicTepi OJKEHIH >KaNIMbIMMICPUSUIBIK 3KOHOMHUKAJBIK Kyiere
MHTErpalysUIaHybl TYPFBICBIHAH KapacThIpbLIaibl. Ye3/ Ka3akTrapbl TEK Mall [IapyalllbUIbIFBIH CaKTall KaHa KoiiMaii,
KEPTiTiKTI HAPBIKTHIK CYPaHBICKA caif TayapJibl IINKi3aT OHIIpY KaOlIeTiH apTTHIPFaHbIH KOPCEeTeIl.

Tyiiin cesmep: @.lllepOuna skcneauuuMsICH, Ka3ak KaybIMBI, >KepAl Maiinanany, OojpicTap, IIapyaribUIbIK
aybliap, eriHIIIK, apyanbUIBIK TPAaHC(HOPMAIHSCHI, SJIEyMETTIK JKIKTeIy.
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AnHotanusi. CTaThsi MOCBSIIEHA COLMAIBHO-OKOHOMHUUYECKHM TpaHC(HOPMAIMOHHBIM HpoleccaM Ka3aXCKHX
o0mmH AkTIOOMHCKOTO yesnma Typraiickoit obmactu B konme XIX — nHawane XX BekoB. Ha ocHOBe HCTOpHKO-
CTaTHCTHYECKUX MaHHBIX dKcnenunun mox pykoBoactBoM @. [epounsr 1898—1899 romos nmpoBoanTCS BCECTOPOHHUMN
aHaNN3 Pa3BUTHSA COLUAIBHO-dKOHOMHUYECKHX W3MEHEHHH B AKTIOOMHCKOM ye3ne koHma XIX — magama XX BB.
OCHOBHOE BHIMaHHUE UCCIICAOBAHUS YSISIETCS aIallTAllid KOYEBOTO 00IIeCcTBa K 3eMJIeIeNNI0, (POPMUPOBAHHIIO HOBOTO
XapakTepa 3eMeJbHbIX OTHOLIEHUH, a TAK)KE KOPEHHBIM U3MEHEHUSM B CTPYKTYpPE CKOTOBOJCTBA. ABTOPBI paCKPBIBAIOT
BIHMSIHAE TeorpaduuecKuX M MPUPOAHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH perHoHa Ha SKOHOMHYECKYIO IBOJIOIHIO M IMOKA3BIBAIOT HX
pEIaloNIyI0 poiib B Pa3sBUTHH XO3AHCTBAa. AHAIM3 CTATHCTUYECKUX TAHHBIX IMOKa3al, 4To 3(PQPEKTHBHOE COYCTAHUE
KMBOTHOBOJICTBA M 3eMJIEJENHs CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO IMPEBPAIICHHI0O AKTIOOMHCKOTO ye3/la B OAMH W3 SKOHOMHYECKH
3HAUYMMBIX pernoHoB Typraiickoil o6nacTi. AKTIOOMHCKMH ye3]] OTJIMYANCs OT JAPYTHX YE3Z0B TEM, YTO BCJIEICTBHUEC
MPUPOJHO-KINMATUYECKUX  YCIOBHM  XO3SIICTBEHHBIE H3MEHEHMsS 37eCh IPOABUINCH Haubojee SpKo, a
TpaHc(opMalMOHHBIE IPOLECCH MPHOOpENN TOJHOLECHHBIH XapakTep. Ha KOHKpeTHBIX (Qakrax JoKa3bIBaeTcs
MOCTETICHHBIA TepeXoJ] XO3SHCTBEHHOW CHCTEMBbI AKTIOOMHCKOIO pPErHOHa OT DKCTEHCHBHOIO CKOTOBOJICTBA K
WHTCHCUBHON OCEIUIOCTH W Pa3BUTHIO 3EMIICICINS, COOTBETCTBYIONINX TPeOOBAaHUAM PHIHKA. BHyTpeHHee corpambHoe
paccioeHue U CTPYKTYpHBIC H3MECHEHHS OOIINH PacCMaTPUBAIOTCS C TOUKH 3PCHUS HHTETPALNH Kpasi B O0IICHMIICPCKYIO
SKOHOMMYECKYIO cucteMy. IlokazaHo, YTO Ka3axu ye3[Ja HE TOJBKO COXPAHWIM CKOTOBOJCTBO, HO W IOBBICHIIU
CcrocoOHOCTh MMPON3BOANUTE TOBAPHOE CHIPHE B COOTBETCTBHH C MIOTPEOHOCTSMHI MECTHOTO PHIHKA.

KaoueBble ciaoBa: »skcnenumust @©. [llepOunbl, Kka3axckas oONIMHA, 3€MIICTIONB30BAaHUE, BOJOCTEHI,
XO3SICTBEHHBIC ayJIb, 3eMIIe/IeIIHe, X03CTBeHHAs TpaHC(HOpMAIIHs, COIAFHOE paCcCIOCHHE.
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