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Abstract

This article examines the strategic significance of the Raim Fortress in the Russian Empire's expansion into the
lower Syr Darya region during the mid-nineteenth century. The purpose of the article is a comprehensive criminal law
and criminalistic analysis of the participation of citizens of Kazakhstan in foreign armed conflicts, identifying gaps
and problems of legal regulation and law enforcement practice. The study aims to analyze the political and military
motivations behind the construction of the fortress and to evaluate its role within the broader system of Russian
imperial frontier policy in the Kazakh steppe and Central Asia. The research examines how the Russian administration
sought to consolidate its authority in the Aral Sea region after the failure of direct military campaigns and the
increasing instability along the imperial frontier. The study is based on the analysis of archival materials from several
repositories, including the State Archive of the Orenburg, the Central State Archive of Uzbekistan, and Kazakhstan.
The methodological framework of the research relies on the principles of historicism, systematic analysis, and
comparative historical methods, which allow the Raim fortress to be examined within the wider network of Russian
military-administrative fortifications in the steppe. The results demonstrate that the construction of the Raim Fortress
in 1847 represented an important stage in the transformation of Russian frontier policy from episodic military
campaigns toward the systematic establishment of fortified bases that combined military, administrative, and logistical
functions. The fortress served not only as a defensive installation but also as a strategic center for controlling caravan
trade routes and supporting further imperial expansion toward the interior regions of Central Asia.

The study concludes that the Raim Fortress played a crucial role in consolidating Russian influence in the Aral
Sea region and in creating the infrastructural conditions necessary for subsequent military operations along the Syr
Darya.

Keywords: Russian Empire, Raim Fortress, Syr Darya region, imperial frontier policy, Kazakh steppe, Central
Asian khanates, military fortifications.

Introduction

The expansion of the Russian Empire into the Kazakh steppe and Central Asia during the
first half of the nineteenth century constituted part of a broader process of imperial frontier
formation and the consolidation of military-administrative control over the peripheral regions of
Eurasia. For the imperial authorities in St. Petersburg, the Kazakh steppe represented a
strategically significant zone that ensured the security of the empire’s southern borders, enabled
control over caravan trade routes, and provided a gateway for further political and military
penetration into the states of Central Asia. From the early nineteenth century onward, the Russian
government consistently sought to incorporate the territories of the Kazakh steppe into the
imperial administrative system, treating the Kazakh zhuzes as formally subordinated political
entities within the sphere of imperial influence.

In practice, however, the political situation within the steppe differed significantly from the
expectations of the imperial administration. Kazakh society retained a complex socio-political
structure based on tribal and clan affiliations, within which the influence of tribal elites and the
military prestige of prominent batyrs often constrained the authority of khans and sultans. As a
result, the mechanisms the Russian government used to govern the region frequently proved
ineffective. The persistence of decentralized power structures within Kazakh society limited the
capacity of imperial authorities to establish stable political control across the vast steppe
territories.
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Initially, the Russian administration attempted to manage the region indirectly through the
institution of the khanate in the Junior Zhuz. It was assumed that the khans would serve as
intermediaries between the imperial government and the nomadic population, ensuring political
loyalty and maintaining order along the frontier. However, this model of governance soon
revealed its limitations. A significant portion of Kazakh clans did not recognize the authority of
the khans, while internal rivalries and competing political interests weakened centralized
leadership within the khanate. Even after the abolition of the khanate system and the introduction
of a new administrative structure based on sultan-rulers appointed under imperial supervision, the
situation did not substantially improve. Despite the presence of Russian military garrisons and
Cossack detachments along the frontier, imperial authorities struggled to exercise effective control
over nomadic communities, frequently resorting to punitive expeditions deep into the steppe.

The situation was further complicated by active resistance from segments of the Kazakh
elite and tribal leaders who opposed the expansion of Russian authority. Armed groups
periodically attacked Russian frontier settlements and Kazakh clans aligned with the imperial
administration. These activities were often supported by neighboring Central Asian polities, most
notably the Khiva Khanate. During the first half of the nineteenth century, Khiva represented one
of the principal political obstacles to the expansion of Russian influence in the territories of the
Junior Zhuz and the Aral Sea region. The rulers of Khiva sought to preserve their political and
economic influence among Kazakh tribes by encouraging resistance to Russian expansion and by
utilizing the steppe as a buffer zone separating their domains from the advancing imperial frontier.

In an effort to resolve the problem of frontier instability and strengthen its position in the
region, the Russian government organized a major military campaign against the Khiva Khanate
in 1839-1840 under the authority of Nicholas I. However, the expedition failed, revealing the
limitations of relying solely on direct military force in the vast, logistically challenging steppe.
The campaign demonstrated the absence of reliable supply routes, communication lines, and
permanent operational bases that were necessary to sustain military operations and ensure a stable
imperial presence in the region [1].

In the aftermath of this failure, the Russian administration began to reconsider its expansion
strategy in the steppe. A growing consensus emerged within military and governmental circles that
long-term control over the region required the gradual establishment of a network of fortified
military outposts. These installations were intended not only to serve as defensive structures but
also to function as logistical bases for military operations, administrative centers for frontier
governance, and checkpoints for regulating caravan trade and regional communications. By
creating such fortified nodes, the empire aimed to consolidate its presence incrementally while
extending its influence deeper into the steppe.

Within this strategic framework, the 1840s witnessed the construction of several new
military fortifications in the interior of the Kazakh steppe, including the Irgiz and Turgai
fortifications. These installations strengthened Russian control over key steppe routes and
established intermediate bases between the Orenburg defensive line and the southern frontier
regions. At the same time, imperial authorities increasingly recognized the strategic importance of
advancing toward the lower reaches of the Syr Darya. Control over this region would provide
access to the Aral Sea basin and create favorable conditions for further expansion toward the
Central Asian khanates.

As a result, in 1847, the Russian government established a new military fortification at the
mouth of the Syr Darya known as the Raim fortress. This installation became one of the most
significant forward outposts of the Russian imperial frontier in the Aral Sea region. Its
construction marked a transition toward a new stage in imperial policy, characterized by the
systematic consolidation of military-administrative infrastructure designed to facilitate further
territorial expansion.

Despite the significant role played by the Raim Fortress in the advance of the Russian
Empire toward the lower reaches of the Syr Darya and the Aral Sea, this subject remains
insufficiently explored in modern historiography. In pre-revolutionary Russian scholarship, the
fortress was largely examined from a narrow military-strategic perspective. Authors of that period
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primarily focused on operational aspects of frontier policy, logistical organization of military
campaigns, and the tactical significance of fortifications in imperial expansion. As a result, the
broader political, administrative, and socio-economic implications of the establishment of Raim
received only limited attention.

During the Soviet period, the study of Russian expansion into the Kazakh steppe developed
predominantly within the interpretative framework of Marxist historiography. Research was
largely oriented toward the analysis of colonial exploitation, socio-economic transformations, and
the resistance of local populations to imperial rule. Scholars such as Nikolai Khalfin and VIadimir
Basin made important contributions to the study of nineteenth-century processes in the Kazakh
steppe [2]. Their works significantly expanded the empirical base of research by introducing
archival materials and analyzing socio-economic developments in the region. However, the
primary emphasis of these studies remained on class relations, economic change, and anti-colonial
movements, while the strategic role of specific military installations such as the Raim fortress was
not analyzed in detail [3].

Following the dissolution of the Soviet Union, scholarly interest in the history of imperial
expansion in Central Asia and the Kazakh steppe increased substantially. Post-Soviet
historiography began to reassess many aspects of Russian colonial policy using broader
methodological approaches and newly accessible archival sources. Researchers such as Mukhtar
Abdirov and Serik Mashimbayev examined the mechanisms of military colonization and the
institutional role played by Cossack forces in establishing imperial authority in the frontier regions
[4]. Their works emphasized the structural mechanisms through which the Russian administration
consolidated control over steppe territories, including the construction of military lines, the
settlement of Cossack communities, and the gradual integration of local elites into imperial
administrative structures [5].

At the same time, contemporary Western historiography has contributed important analytical
perspectives on Russian imperial expansion in Central Asia. In particular, the works of Alexander
Morrison have analyzed Russian expansion within the broader context of nineteenth-century
imperial competition and frontier governance [6]. Such studies place the Russian advance into the
Kazakh steppe within the wider geopolitical dynamics of Eurasian imperial rivalries and the
transformation of borderlands into zones of administrative integration and military control.

A noteworthy contribution to the study of Raim and other early Russian fortifications in the
region is the research conducted by Alexander Morrison, A. R. Sabitov, and E. Yu. Demidova,
which focuses on the graphical reconstruction of two major Russian military fortifications of the
nineteenth century in southern Kazakhstan, the Raim fortress and the Fort Verny [7]. The primary
aim of this study is to reconstruct the physical appearance and architectural layout of these
fortifications, whose original structures have largely disappeared due to the passage of time and
modern urban development. According to the findings presented in this research, the Raim
fortress, also known historically as the Aral fortification, was established in 1847 and became the
first Russian stronghold on the Syr Darya. The fortress served not only as a military outpost but
also as a major base for exploring the Aral Sea region. The reconstruction of the fortress was
carried out using digital graphic modeling techniques developed by students of the Kazakh
Leading Academy of Architecture and Civil Engineering. The reconstruction relied on a
combination of archival documentation, field investigations, and historical visual materials. The
authors emphasize that this reconstruction represents an intermediate stage in the broader effort to
reconstruct the material environment and settlement patterns of the region during the early phase
of Russian colonial expansion.

Nevertheless, despite the growing body of research devoted to Russian imperial expansion
in Central Asia, the role of the Raim fortress as a key element in the initial phase of Russian
penetration toward the Syr Darya basin and the Aral Sea has not yet been comprehensively
analyzed. A systematic examination of the political, military, and infrastructural significance of
this fortress, therefore, remains an important task for contemporary historiography.
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Against this background, the central research problem of the present article is to determine
the strategic objectives that underpinned the construction of the Raim fortress and to evaluate its
role in the formation of the Russian military-administrative system in the Syr Darya region.

Accordingly, the central research question of this study concerns the political and military
objectives that motivated the construction of the Raim fortress and the role this fortification played
in facilitating the establishment of Russian imperial control over the lower reaches of the Syr
Darya. The article argues that the construction of the Raim fortress should not be interpreted
merely as a defensive reaction to frontier instability or local resistance. Rather, it constituted an
integral component of a broader imperial strategy aimed at the gradual penetration of Central Asia
through the establishment of a network of military-administrative strongholds designed to control
key communication routes across the steppe as well as the waterways of the Syr Darya and the
Aral Sea. Within this strategic framework, the fortress functioned not only as a military
installation but also as an operational base that enabled the consolidation of imperial authority in
the Aral Sea region and created the logistical conditions for further expansion toward the Central
Asian khanates.

This study aims to analyze the strategic preconditions, political motivations, and historical
significance of the construction of the Raim fortress within the broader context of the Russian
Empire's expansionist policy in the lower Syr Darya region during the mid-nineteenth century. In
order to achieve this aim, the article examines the political situation in the Kazakh steppe and the
Aral Sea region on the eve of the fortress’s construction, explores the decision-making process
within the imperial administration that led to the establishment of the stronghold, analyzes the
military and strategic functions assigned to the Raim fortification within the system of Russian
frontier defenses, and evaluates the reactions of the Kazakh population as well as neighboring
Central Asian states to the emergence of this new imperial outpost.

The object of the research is the broader process of the expansion of Russian military-
administrative control across the Kazakh steppe during the first half of the nineteenth century. The
subject of the research is the construction and subsequent functioning of the Raim fortress as a key
instrument of the imperial strategy aimed at consolidating control over the lower Syr Darya
region.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in its comprehensive examination of the Raim
fortress within the wider strategic framework of Russian imperial expansion into Central Asia.
Drawing upon archival materials and contemporary historiographical debates, the article
reinterprets the fortress not merely as a localized military structure but as a multifunctional
military-administrative center that played a decisive role in establishing the Russian line of control
in the Aral Sea region and in preparing the subsequent advance of the empire toward the interior
of Central Asia.

Materials and methods of the research

The empirical foundation of the study is based on the systematic analysis of primary archival
sources preserved in several major archival repositories. A significant portion of the materials
used in this research was obtained from the State Archive of the Orenburg Region of the Russian
Federation, which contains documentation related to the military administration of the Orenburg
frontier. These records include reports on the settlement of Cossack populations in newly
established fortresses along the Syr Darya, correspondence concerning frontier security, and
documents describing conflicts involving Russian forces and the Central Asian polities of the
nineteenth century.

Additional archival evidence was examined in the Central State Archive of the Republic of
Uzbekistan, particularly within Fund No. 715, which contains documents relating to the
diplomatic and military activities of the Russian administration in Central Asia. These materials
include reports concerning the Khiva campaign of 1839-1840 led by Vasily Perovsky,
correspondence between Russian officials and Central Asian rulers, as well as administrative
documentation concerning the planning and construction of frontier fortifications. The documents
also provide important information regarding the impact of Russian military expansion on local
tribal communities and regional political dynamics.
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Important materials were also consulted in the Central State Archive of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. Fund No. 4 contains extensive documentation related to the policies of the Orenburg
General-Governorship, including military-administrative directives, reports of the Orenburg
Border Commission, and documents reflecting both the internal administrative practices of the
Russian frontier authorities and their interactions with neighboring Central Asian states such as the
Khiva Khanate. These records offer valuable insights into the administrative mechanisms through
which imperial authorities attempted to regulate political relations with the Kazakh steppe and to
consolidate their authority in the region.

Furthermore, archival materials from Fund No. 383 were used to reconstruct aspects of the
social and political life of the populations inhabiting the Syr Darya region. These documents
contain ethnographic observations, administrative reports, and correspondence related to the local
communities whose territories became incorporated into the expanding Russian frontier system.
Taken together, these archival sources allow for a more nuanced reconstruction of the historical
context surrounding the establishment of the Raim fortress and its role within the broader imperial
strategy in Central Asia.

Methodologically, the research is grounded in the principles of historical analysis, including
the principles of historicism, systematicity, and source criticism. The principle of historicism
allows the examined events to be interpreted within the broader context of nineteenth-century
imperial frontier policy. A systematic approach is employed to analyze the interconnected
political, military, and administrative factors that shaped the construction and functioning of the
Raim fortress. Comparative analysis is used to situate the fortress within the wider system of
Russian frontier fortifications established across the Kazakh steppe during the same period.

Results and their discussion

From the beginning of the nineteenth century, the Russian Empire consistently pursued a
policy aimed at strengthening its political and administrative control over the Kazakh steppe.
Imperial authorities regarded the territories inhabited by the Kazakhs as formally incorporated into
the empire through earlier diplomatic arrangements concluded with steppe elites, particularly the
rulers of the Junior Zhuz. In practice, however, the imperial government faced serious difficulties
in establishing effective authority over the region. The nomadic structure of Kazakh society, the
autonomy of individual clans, and the vast geographical space of the steppe significantly
complicated administrative governance.

Initially, imperial policy relied on a system of indirect rule through the institution of Kazakh
khans, who were expected to serve as intermediaries between the Russian administration and the
nomadic communities of the steppe. Through these rulers, the empire sought to expand its
influence into the interior regions and regulate relations among the various tribal groups.
Nevertheless, this system proved unstable and only partially effective, as many clans did not fully
recognize the authority of the khans and instead followed their own local leaders.

Even after the abolition of the khanate system in the early nineteenth century and its
replacement by a new administrative structure based on sultans-rulers supported by the imperial
administration, the situation remained complex. A considerable number of Kazakh clans of the
Junior Zhuz continued to resist imperial authority despite the fact that the Russian government
supported pro-imperial rulers by providing them with detachments of the Ural Cossack Host for
punitive expeditions into the interior of the steppe. These military measures were intended to
suppress opposition and consolidate imperial governance; however, their effectiveness remained
limited due to the mobility of nomadic groups and the persistence of local political autonomy.

Resistance to imperial authority was also expressed through the activities of influential
leaders of individual clans who rejected Russian domination. These groups periodically carried out
raids on Russian frontier settlements as well as on Kazakh communities that had accepted imperial
authority. Such actions were often encouraged or supported by the neighboring Khiva Khanate,
which played an important role in the political dynamics of the region. The Khiva Khanate
constituted one of the principal obstacles to the uninterrupted expansion of Russian power into the
territories inhabited by the Aral Kazakhs of the Junior Zhuz, as it maintained political and
economic influence over several steppe groups.
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An attempt by the Russian government to resolve the problem of frontier security through
direct military intervention was undertaken during the Khiva campaign of 1839-1840, organized
under the command of Vasily Perovsky. Despite significant preparation, the expedition ended in
failure, demonstrating the limitations of large-scale military operations in the steppe environment
without the support of a stable logistical infrastructure and permanent military bases [8].
Nevertheless, the strategic objective of subordinating the Kazakh steppe remained unchanged. The
imperial administration, therefore, concluded that the pacification of the steppe and the
consolidation of imperial authority should be achieved through the gradual establishment of a
network of military fortifications within the interior regions of the steppe.

In accordance with this strategy, the Russian government began to develop a system of
frontier fortifications designed to perform several key functions, including military defense,
administrative control, logistical support for further expansion, and supervision of caravan trade
routes. Within this framework, plans were formulated to construct a number of fortified positions
in the steppe. Among the earliest initiatives was the proposal to establish three fortifications in the
regions of Irgiz, Turgay, and along the Temir River. These fortifications were intended to create a
defensive line that would facilitate deeper military penetration into the steppe territories [9].

By the mid-1840s, the focus of the Russian administration had gradually shifted from the
Khiva Khanate toward the Kokand Khanate. Internal political instability within the Kokand
Khanate, characterized by prolonged civil conflicts, as well as military pressure from the Emirate
of Bukhara, created favorable conditions for such a strategic reorientation. Analytical assessments
conducted by imperial authorities indicated that the defensive capabilities of the Kokand Khanate
were relatively weak, which encouraged the Russian government to consider more active military
initiatives in the Syr Darya region.

In preparation for a possible military campaign, the imperial administration organized
extensive topographical reconnaissance. On 10 January 1846, a reconnaissance expedition
consisting of approximately two hundred Cossacks from the Ural Host was dispatched under the
command of Captain Schultz, together with the military topographer Lemm. The expedition was
tasked with surveying the lower reaches of the Syr Darya and identifying a suitable location for
the construction of a fortress.

During this reconnaissance mission, Captain Schultz was assigned several important tasks.
These included mapping the shortest routes from the Ural frontier fortifications to the Syr Darya
region, determining an appropriate site for a new fortress in the lower reaches of the river,
assessing the navigability of the river for transport vessels, and identifying territories suitable for
the settlement of Cossack populations. The results of this reconnaissance significantly contributed
to the preparation for the establishment of a permanent Russian military presence in the region
[10].

Following the successful completion of this expedition, which provided valuable
information about a region that had previously remained insufficiently explored by Russian
authorities, the Orenburg governor-general Vasily Obruchev submitted a proposal to the imperial
government advocating the construction of a fortress in the lower Syr Darya. In a confidential
report addressed to the Minister of War in January 1847, Obruchev emphasized the strategic
importance of this project. According to his assessment, the proposed fortress would enable
imperial authorities to exercise control over approximately six thousand Kazakhs while
simultaneously serving as an important link connecting the European regions of Russia, Western
Siberia, the Kazakh steppe, and the Central Asian centers of Bukhara and Khiva [11].

Obruchev further argued that the establishment of the fortress would significantly strengthen
Russian influence in Central Asia by creating a frontier position between the Kokand and Khiva
khanates. In addition, it would enable the Russian administration to supervise the principal
caravan trade routes leading toward Bukhara and Khiva, while simultaneously reducing the
potential military threat posed by these neighboring states. This proposal clearly reflected the
geopolitical ambitions of the imperial government and its intention to consolidate strategic control
over the Syr Darya region for both political and economic purposes [12].
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Even before Obruchev’s proposal, similar ideas had already been expressed within the
imperial administration. On 4 March 1840, the Minister of the Navy, Alexander Menshikov,
advocated the construction of fortifications in the Syr Darya region as a means of securing Russian
influence in Central Asia. Menshikov justified this initiative by referring to the broader
geopolitical context, particularly the advance of British forces into Kabul and their growing
proximity to Bukhara. In his view, the navigability of the Syr Darya created an opportunity for
Russia to extend its influence along the river system toward the Amu Darya and potentially to the
borders of Afghanistan [13].

This directive encouraged imperial military officials to elaborate plans for the creation of a
chain of fortifications along the Syr Darya. The objectives of this policy were multifaceted. On the
one hand, the empire sought to strengthen its authority over local Kazakh populations and
consolidate control over the broader territories of the Junior Zhuz. On the other hand, the Russian
government aimed to neutralize potential threats from neighboring Central Asian states such as
Kokand, Khiva, and Bukhara while simultaneously expanding its influence over them. Control
over the caravan trade routes passing through the region was also considered strategically
important, as these routes represented key channels of economic and political influence.

Despite these strategic considerations, the proposal to construct a fortress in the lower Syr
Darya generated considerable debate within the imperial administration. Several influential
officials, including the Minister of Foreign Affairs Karl Nesselrode, the naval minister Menshikov,
and the Orenburg governor-general Obruchev, expressed concerns regarding the possible
consequences of such a project. In particular, they feared that the establishment of a new fortress
might provoke hostility from neighboring Central Asian states and impose significant financial
burdens on the imperial treasury.

In response to these concerns, the Russian emperor Nicholas | emphasized the importance of
taking advantage of the favorable geopolitical circumstances. He warned that delaying the
construction of the fortress could ultimately result in greater financial expenditures and strategic
difficulties in the future. Consequently, the emperor ordered that the fortress be constructed in the
summer of 1847 and allocated a budget of 71,327 rubles for the project. Plans were also made to
station military specialists in the new fortress and to settle approximately fifty Cossack families
from the Ural Host within its territory [14].

This imperial directive clearly reflected the strategic vision of the Russian government,
which regarded the planned fortress as an important element in future military operations in
Central Asia. The fortress, later known as the Raim Fortress, was therefore conceived not merely
as a defensive installation but as a key instrument for expanding imperial influence in the Aral
region.

Shortly before the construction of the fortress began in 1847, the imperial government
attempted to reassure the authorities of the Khiva Khanate that the project was intended to
strengthen peaceful relations. Russian officials referred to earlier diplomatic contacts and sought
to avoid provoking a direct confrontation similar to the tensions that had preceded the Khiva
campaign. As part of this diplomatic initiative, the imperial government planned to dispatch
Colonel Ivanin of the General Staff to Khiva as a special envoy in order to prevent potential
opposition to the construction of the fortress.

Nevertheless, the implementation of the Russian fortification policy in the Syr Darya region
occurred in a highly tense political environment. The local Kazakh population reacted with
considerable hostility to the construction of imperial fortresses, perceiving them as instruments of
colonial expansion. As a result, the imperial authorities were forced to postpone certain diplomatic
initiatives, including the planned embassy mission.

At the same time, the construction of the Raim Fortress contributed to a noticeable
deterioration in relations between the Russian Empire and the Khiva Khanate. The Khivan ruler
Muhammad Amin Khan actively encouraged the Kazakhs of the Junior Zhuz to resist the
construction of the fortress. In addition, he suspended trade relations with Russian merchants and
conducted active propaganda among the steppe population aimed at opposing Russian expansion.
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An examination of archival materials indicates that the Khiva Khanate deliberately
supported the resistance movement of the Kazakhs inhabiting the Syr Darya region. Such support
was motivated by the desire to prevent the further advance of Russian military forces toward
Khivan territories. Evidence of this policy can be found in a confidential letter written by the
Orenburg Governor-General Vasily Obruchev to the Minister of War on 6 May 1847. In this
correspondence, Obruchev reported that several Kazakh communities wintering in the Kuandaria
region had migrated toward the right bank of the Syr Darya and settled in the Karakum area.
According to his report, these Kazakh groups began organizing armed detachments after receiving
special instructions from the Khivan authorities to resist Russian troops should they appear along
the Syr Darya.

Faced with the danger that anti-Russian resistance among the Kazakhs might expand,
Obruchev attempted to contain the situation through a combination of political and administrative
measures. One of the traditional methods employed by the imperial administration involved the
distribution of privileges, rewards, and official recognition to influential Kazakh clan leaders who
were willing to cooperate with Russian authorities. Through such measures, the tsarist
administration sought to secure the loyalty of local elites and obtain their support for the
construction of the fortress.

Nevertheless, the growing hostility among the Kazakh population compelled Obruchev to
strengthen the composition of the military expedition assigned to construct the Raim fortress.
According to archival records, the expedition included 9 staff officers, 100 senior officers, 332
non-commissioned officers, 5,985 soldiers, 756 irregular troops, and more than one thousand
Bashkir auxiliaries [15]. The considerable size of this force reflects the level of concern within the
imperial administration regarding potential resistance in the region.

The management of the fortress was entrusted to Lieutenant Colonel Erofeev, an
experienced officer who had previously participated in several military campaigns. At the same
time, Subhankulov, an adviser to the Orenburg Border Commission, was assigned the task of
gathering detailed information about the Kazakh population of the Syr Darya region and
establishing communication between local communities and the imperial administration. These
administrative measures illustrate the broader colonial strategy of combining military control with
intelligence gathering and political mediation.

Despite these efforts, resistance among the Kazakhs did not diminish and gradually
escalated into open confrontation. Kazakh groups frequently attacked Russian merchants and
supply convoys, refused to pay the so-called “smoke tax,” and in some cases migrated en masse
toward Khivan territory. According to reports by Lieutenant General A. E. Tolmachev, several
Kazakh clan leaders convened a council at which they resolved to resist Russian troops and attack
Russian commercial caravans. To implement these decisions, prominent leaders such as Eset
Kotibaruly and Zharas Otenov traveled to Bestamak to organize resistance [16].

Archival correspondence also indicates that figures such as Eset Kotibaruly and Zharas
Oteuly played an active role in mobilizing Kazakh resistance against the colonial policies of the
Russian Empire and opposed the advance of Russian forces toward the Aral region. The historian
Vasily Grigoriev described Eset Kotibarov’s defiance, noting that he refused to provide camels for
Russian military expeditions directed against Ak-Mechet Fortress. According to Grigoriev, Eset
successfully avoided capture by Russian troops and spent several years moving across remote
areas of the steppe beyond the reach of imperial authorities [17].

The uprising led by Eset Batyr was rooted in deeper structural causes associated with the
colonial policies of the Russian Empire. During the first half of the nineteenth century, the
expansion of imperial administrative control in the territories of the Junior Zhuz was accompanied
by increasing military pressure, restrictions on traditional political institutions, and growing
economic dependence on the imperial system. These processes significantly affected the
traditional way of life of the Kazakh population and created conditions for widespread
dissatisfaction and resistance [18].

Following the completion of the Raim fortress, further steps were taken to strengthen
Russian military and logistical capabilities in the region. On 11 July 1847, in accordance with
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directives issued by the imperial authorities, the vessels “Nikolay” and “Konstantin” were
launched into the waters of the Aral Sea. Command of these ships was entrusted to Lieutenant
Alexey Butakov, who later played an important role in the exploration of the Aral Sea.

Soon after the establishment of the fortress, military clashes occurred in the surrounding
region. In early May 1848, the fortress was attacked by forces consisting of Khivan warriors and
Kazakh fighters, resulting in the capture of several Russian soldiers. Later that month,
approximately six hundred Khivan troops attacked a Russian detachment commanded by Ensign
Yakovlev, which was stationed about sixty versts from the fortress. Despite the numerical
superiority of the attackers, Yakovlev’s detachment successfully repelled seven successive
assaults. When the Khivan forces learned that reinforcements were approaching, they withdrew.

Another attack occurred in August, when a combined force of approximately 1,500 Kazakhs
and Khivans attempted to seize a supply convoy en route to the fortress. The convoy was guarded
by a detachment under Military Sergeant Ivanov. Despite the limited size of his force, Ivanov,
supported by Cossack soldiers and a single artillery piece, managed to repel the attackers and
force them to retreat. During this engagement, the Khivan forces reportedly suffered around fifty
casualties while capturing seven Cossack soldiers.

In 1849, the Khivan authorities attempted to resolve the escalating conflict through
diplomatic channels. The Khiva Khan dispatched an embassy headed by Haji Mehrem Allaberdiev
to the Russian administration in Orenburg. The envoy demanded the withdrawal of Russian troops
and naval vessels stationed at Raim and Novo-Petrovsky Fort [19]. The Russian government,
however, rejected these demands, arguing that the Kazakh populations of the region had long been
under Russian sovereignty.

Instead of reducing its presence, the imperial administration considered expanding its naval
capabilities in the Aral Sea region. Plans were made to construct additional vessels, including a
new ship and a steam-powered barque intended for navigation along the Syr Darya. The
deployment of such vessels had considerable political and strategic significance for the tsarist
government, as it allowed the empire to strengthen its control over the Kazakh steppe by utilizing
the river system as a logistical and military corridor.

In response, the Khiva Khan intensified his efforts to mobilize resistance within the Kazakh
steppe. He continued to provide support to Kazakh groups opposing Russian expansion and
encouraged further resistance against the advance of imperial forces along the Syr Darya. In one
of his letters addressed to Kazakh leaders and warriors of the Junior Zhuz, the Khivan ruler
declared his readiness to mobilize a large army and personally lead a campaign if necessary. At
the same time, he called upon the Kazakh batyrs and clan leaders to unite, take up arms, and assist
in resisting Russian expansion, promising recognition and rewards for those who participated in
the struggle [20].

To prevent the advance of the tsarist army into their territories, representatives of the Khiva
Khanate visited Kazakh settlements, urging local populations to initiate widespread uprisings
against Russian forces. Simultaneously, Khivan troops, often allied with Kazakh rebels, intensified
attacks on Russian reconnaissance units and villages under imperial influence. Prominent Kazakh
leaders, including Eset Kotibaruly—highly regarded by Khiva—and other sultans opposed to
Russian rule, circulated letters among the clans of the Junior Zhuz. When Cossacks led by
Milyutin and Batyrashkin arrived to fish on the Tamdy River, a group of one hundred individuals
led by Bukarbai Estekbayuly, son of Baikadam, and Suyindik ambushed them, killing two
Cossacks and capturing the remaining three, who were taken to Kokand [21].

Leaders such as Eset Kotibaruly, Azbergen Munaytpasuly, and Zharas Oteuly not only
disseminated letters advocating resistance but also actively participated in combat operations
against the colonial policies of the Russian Empire, consistently opposing the advance of tsarist
forces toward the Syr Darya region. Each step taken by the Russian Empire along the Syr Darya
represented a broader strategy aimed at the eventual subjugation of the entire Kazakh steppe,
which was central to imperial objectives in extending dominion over the Central Asian khanates,
East Turkestan, and other Asian territories, while simultaneously undermining the interests of
European rivals, particularly Great Britain. Consequently, the Kazakh steppe, and specifically the
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Syr Darya region, became the most strategically significant area in the foreign policy calculus of
the Russian Empire, prompting the tsarist administration to deploy extensive military,
administrative, and logistical resources to achieve its objectives.

The construction of the Raim Fortress was a pivotal military initiative, granting Russian
forces a strategic foothold within the territory of the Kokand Khanate and enabling operational
conditions critical for the eventual capture of Akmeshit, the most formidable Kokand stronghold
along the Syr Darya. The strategic value of the fortress is explicitly highlighted in contemporary
documentation: “A favorable period has come. The flotilla in the Aral Sea and the Raim fortress
became the main point of attack against Akmeshit” [22].

Both the Kokand and Khiva khanates, weakened by underdeveloped economies, limited
military capabilities, and entrenched pre-modern political structures, were unable to resist the
advances of the Russian Empire effectively. Persistent internal strife within the Kokand Khanate,
coupled with uprisings by Turkmen and Karakalpak groups within the Khiva Khanate, and
compounded by ongoing rivalries and conflicts among the Khiva, Bukhara, and Kokand states,
severely limited their capacity to organize a coordinated defense. The absence of mutual solidarity
among these Central Asian khanates created a geopolitical environment conducive to the
unhindered expansion of Tsarist forces into Central Asia via the Syr Darya region, facilitating
Russia’s broader imperial objectives.

Conclusion

The construction of the Raim Fortress in 1847 represented a critical juncture in the Russian
Empire’s strategic expansion into the Kazakh steppe and the lower Syr Darya region. Far from
being a mere military outpost, the fortress functioned as a multifunctional instrument of imperial
policy, integrating military, administrative, and logistical objectives. By establishing a permanent
presence in the region, the Russian administration sought not only to secure control over local
Kazakh clans of the Junior Zhuz but also to project power toward the Central Asian khanates of
Kokand and Khiva, thereby shaping the geopolitical balance in the Aral Sea region.

Archival evidence demonstrates that the fortress served as a focal point for both coercive
and integrative measures: it facilitated punitive expeditions, enabled the settlement of Cossack
detachments, and provided a platform for monitoring trade routes, while simultaneously creating
opportunities for diplomatic engagement with neighboring powers. The persistent resistance of
local Kazakh leaders, often supported by Khiva, underscores the contested nature of Russian
expansion and highlights the complex interplay of local agency and imperial ambition.

The strategic, political, and military significance of the Raim Fortress lies in its role as a
linchpin of the Russian imperial frontier. It provided the infrastructure for subsequent campaigns,
enabled the establishment of administrative networks, and ensured the gradual subjugation of the
steppe, setting the stage for the integration of the region into the imperial economic and political
system. By analyzing the Raim Fortress within the broader framework of Russian expansionist
strategy, this study contributes to a more nuanced understanding of imperial consolidation in
Central Asia, revealing the multifaceted mechanisms through which the Russian Empire extended
its authority and navigated local and regional resistance.

Ultimately, the Raim Fortress exemplifies the combination of military foresight,
administrative planning, and geopolitical calculation that characterized Russian policy in the mid-
nineteenth century. Its construction and operation illuminate the processes by which frontier
fortifications were not merely defensive installations but central instruments in the orchestration of
imperial expansion, control, and influence across contested territories.
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CBIPIAPUSI OHIPIHJE PECE UMITEPUSACHI BUJIITTHIH OPHAYBIHJIAFBI
PAWBIM BEKIHICIHIH, POJII

AHgarna

Maxamaga XIX raceipabiH opracsiaaa Pecelt ummnepusaceiab ChIpIapUsSHBIH TOMEHT1 aFbICEI MEH Apail MaHbI
alimMarpiHa Kapail KeHell KOHTeKCiHfe PailbiM OCKiHICiHIH CTpaTeTHMsUIBIK MaHBI3BI KapacTHIPBUIAIBI. 3epTTCYHiH
MakcaThl OCKIHICTIH CaJbIHybIHA HEri3 OOJIFAH CasiCH JKOHE OCKEpPHU aJFbIIIAPTTAPAbI Talgay >KOHE OHBIH Peceil
MMIIEPUSICBIHBIH Ka3ak Janackl MeH OpTajblK A3MsIarsl HeKapaJbIK cascaThl )KYWECIHET] PoIliH aHbIKTay. 3epTTeyae
HUMIICPHSUIBIK OKIMIIUTIKTIH [IEKApaIbIK TYPAKCHI3BIK JKaFIaibIH/Ia KOHE TIKEIeH dCKEPH YKOPBIKTAPABIH THIMCI3IIT
OalikasFaHHaH KeiliH Apan eHipiH[e 63 BIKNAIbIH HBIFANTY YIIIH KaHJai cTpaTerds KOJJaHFaHbl KapacThIPbUIaIbL.
3eprreyniy aepektik HeriziH Peceli ®enepauusicbiHbiH OpbIHOOP OOJBICTHIK MEMIIEKETTIK Mypararbl, ©30ekcTaH
Pecniyonmukaceiably, OpTaiblk MEMIICKETTIK Myparathl xkoHe Kaszakcran PecnyOimkachiabi OpTaiblk MEMIICKETTIK
MYyparaThl KOpJIapblH/Ia CaKTallFaH KYKarTap Kypaimbpl. 3epTrey OapbICHIHIA TAPUXWIBIK, KYHENITIK, IepeKTaHyIbIK
Tangay JKoHE CalBICTRIPMANbl TapUXH 9IicTep Konmaueuiasl. byn omictep Paiieim OekiHiciH Peceil mmmepuschHBIH
Ka3aK JalachlHAa KYpPBUTFaH OCKepU-OKIMIIUTIK OeKiHicTep >XyHeciHiH Kypamaac Oedxiri peTiHae KeIIeHIi Typae
KapacTeIpyFa MYMKIHIIK Oepemi. 3epTrey HOTIKenepi kepceTkeHael, 1847 sxputel cansiaran Paiipim OekiHici Peceit
UMIICPISCHIHBIH IIeKapalblK CasCaThIHAAFBl MaHBI3ABI Ke3eHnai Oummipmi. On TeKk KOpFaHBIC HBICAHBI FaHa eMec,
COHBIMEH KaTap OCKepH-OKIMIILTIK OpPTAIBIK, JIOTUCTHKANBIK 0a3a jKoHE KepyeH cayla >KOJNApbiH OaKpuIay MyHKTI
KBI3METIH aTKapAbl. bekiHic apKbUIBI UMMIEPUSIBIK OKIMIIUTIK Apal TeHi3i alMarblHIa 63 BIKIMAJIbIH KYIISHTIH,
Ceipnapusi OoiibIMEH opi Kapail ockepu inrepiieyre KOJaWibl Kardail KaJbIITACTHIPABL. 3€PTTEY KOPBITHIHIBICHI
OoiipiHma Paiibiv Oekinici Pecell mMIlepusACHIHBIH Apail eHIpiHAE TYPaKThl OCKEpH-OKIMIIIIIK HHOPAKYPBUIBIM
KaJIBINITACTHIPYBIHAA MAHBI3MIBI PO aTKAPHIT, KEHiHT1 Ke3eHIe AKMEIIIT OEKiHICiH OachIN alyFa aJIFBIIIApPT JKacaFaHbl
AHBIKTAJIJIbI.

Herisri ce3mep: Peceit mmmepusicel, Paiibim Oekinici, Celppapusi eHipi, OTapibIK cascar, Ka3ak JaJjlachl,
OpranbIK A3us XaHJIBIKTaphl, SCKepH OEKiHiCTep.

POJIb PAUMCKOTI'O YKPEIIJIEHUS B YCTAHOBJIEHUH BJIACTHA POCCUMACKOM
NMIIEPUH B CBIPJAPBUHCKOM PEI'MOHE

AHHOTAUMSA

B crathe paccMaTpuBaeTcs CTpaTErM4ecKoe 3HAYEHHE PamMCKOro ykpemneHus: B KOHTEKCTE MPOJBIKECHUS
Poccuiickoif umnepun k HuxHeMy TedeHuto Celpmapsu u B IIpuapansckuil pernon B cepeaune XIX Beka. Llens
WCCIIEJIOBAaHMS 3aKIIOYAaeTCd B AHAIN3€ IOJUTHYECKHX M BOCHHO-CTPATETMYECKHX IPEANOCBUIOK CTPOHTENIBCTBA
YKpEIUJICHHS, a TaKXXe B ONPENEJICHWHM €ro POJM B CHUCTEME MOTPAHWYHOUN MONUTHKA PoccuiicKoW uMIlepuu B
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kazaxckoil crenu u LlenTpansHoit A3un. B pabore paccmarpuBaercsi IpobiieMa YKperuIeHHsI HMIIEPCKOTO KOHTPOJIS B
pErroHe Iocje HeyJayHbIX BOCHHBIX KaMIIaHWH W HapacTalolledl HeCTaOMIBHOCTH Ha IOKHBIX pyOekKax MMIEPHH.
HcrounukoBylo 0a3y MccieqOBaHMs COCTAaBISIFOT apXMBHbIE Marepuaisl ['ocynapcTBeHHoro apxuBa OpeHOYprckoit
obnactu Poccuiickoit ®epepanyn, LleHTpanbHOro TrocyaapcTBEHHOro apxuBa PecryOnmuku Y30eKucTaH |
LenrtpanbHoro rocynapcrBeHHoro apxusa PecmyOnmkn Kazaxcran. Meromosornyeckoil OCHOBOI HCCIieOBaHUS
SBIIIIOTCSI MPUHIUNBI UCTOPU3MA, CHCTEMHOIO aHajlu3a, HCTOYHUKOBENAYECKOH KPUTHKH U CPaBHUTENIBHO-
UCTOPUYECKHHA METOJ, MO3BOJIAIOIUE PacCMAaTpUBaTh PaMMCKoe yKperleHHe KakK 3JEMEHT IMHPOKOW CEeTH BOEHHO-
aIMUHUCTPATUBHBIX YyKpemuieHuil Poccuiickoil uMmnepud B CTENHBIX peruoHax. Pe3ynbTaTel HCCIeIOBaHUS
MOKAa3bIBAIOT, YTO CTPOUTEIHCTBO PamMmckoro ykperureHus B 1847 rony cTaio BaKHBIM 3TanoM B TpaHchopmanuu
MOTpaHUYHOM MOJUTUKH Poccuiickod uMIepuu, Mepexoie OT JSNU30AUYECKUX BOEHHBIX SKCHEAULUH K
(dopMupoBaHMIO YCTOHUYMBOM cucTeMbl (opTH(UKAIMK, BBIIONHSIBIINX BOCHHBIC, aAMUHHCTPATUBHBIE W
JIOTUCTUYECKUE (YHKIHMH. YKpEIUICHHE CIY)KWIO HE TOJIBKO OOOPOHHUTEIbHBIM ITYHKTOM, HO M CTPaTerH4ecKHM
LIEHTPOM KOHTPOJISi KapaBaHHBIX TOPTOBBIX MyTel, HAOMIONEHHS 3a JESTEIbHOCTBIO COCEAHUX LIEHTPAIbHOA3HMATCKUX
XaHCTB M oOecredeHus JabHEHIIero NpOABWKEHUs uMnepuu Briyob lLleHtpanbHoit Asuu. B pesynbrate
HCCIIeIOBaHNS YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO PauMckoe ykperieHue ChIrpano BaKHYIO pojib B YKpeIUIeHuH no3umuii Poccuiickoi
umrnepun B [lpuapanse u co3naHuu MHOPACTPYKTYPHBIX YCJIOBHH Ul MOCIEAYIOLIMX BOEHHBIX ONepaunuil BIOJb
CeIpiapbH, BKIIIOYast IPOJBIKEHUE K TAKMM CTPAaTETHYECKUM 00BEKTaM, Kak Kpernocts Ak-MeueTs.

KutoueBble cinoBa: Poccuiickas umnepusi, PanMckoe ykperuienue, ColpapbUHCKUN PETHOH, KOJOHUAJIBHAS
MOJHUTHKA, Ka3aXCKasl CTEMb, [IEHTPAIbHOA3HATCKAE XaHCTBA, BOCHHBIE YKPEIIICHNUS.
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