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TEACHING AND STUDYING THE HISTORY OF THE GOLDEN HORDE
(based on historical literature of the 19th century)

Abstract

The article presents a historiographical analysis of the development of nomadic state and imperial
traditions and institutions of the Golden Horde. The evolution and transformation of the historical views of
European and Russian researchers within the framework of formational and civilizational approaches is
very similar, because it has gone from an opinion about the static nature of nomadic society to the creation
of theories about a special development path and the exclusive influence of neighboring settled agricultural
peoples.Considering various approaches and trends in studying the nature of the Golden Horde state and
imperial institutions, the researcher comes to the conclusion that most of the historical research comes from
a complex and structurally differentiated political organization and the continuity of its management
traditions in the system of power and rule of the nomad Khanates and the Muscovite state. The development
of modern scientific knowledge has shown that progress is impossible without taking into account scientific
methodology and the goal of historical science is to debunk all kinds of myths in the scientific community
in order to create a critical, organic history. Such complex changes strengthen interdisciplinary links and
analytical study of the development of the general process of the nomadic statehood of Eurasia based on
new methodology and systemic methods
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AJITBIH OPJA TAPUXBIH OKBITY K9HE 3EPTTEY
(FBIIIBIMM TapUXH eHOeKTePiHiH Heri3iHae)

Anoamna

Makanaga Antein  Oppaaga Kemimeiai MEMJICKETTIK JKOHE HUMICPHUSIBIK  JSCTYpJep MeH
WHCTUTYTTAPBIHBIH JJaMy MoceJieJiepiHe TapuXHaMaJblK capanTtama skacanraH. Eyponansik skoHe peceit
3epTTEYLIUIEpAiH TapuXH Ke3KapacTapiblH (OpMaLMSUIBIK JKOHE OPKEHMETTIK oicTep IueHOepiHaeri
SBOJIIOIMSICEI MEH TpaHCPOpMa-IIUACHl ©Te yKcac, cebebi Oyl ypiicrep Kellmeniiep KOFaMbIHBIH
CTaTUKAJBIK CHIIATHI Typajbl HMIKipJeH OacTan epekile AaMy *KoJIaphl 0ap *oHE IIeKapaiac OTHIPBIKIIBI-
eriHII XaNbIKTApABIH KYIITI 9cepi Typalibl TEOPHSUIAPBIIBIH KaJbIITaCybIHAa Ooyica KepeK. AJTHIH
OpaHbIH MEMJICKETTLITIK )KOHE UMITEPHUSIIBIK JKapaThUIBICHI TYPaJIbl SPTYPIIi SMIICTEP/Ii KapacThipa OTHIPHII
3epTTeyI TapUXH 13JCHICTEP/IiH KOIMIIUIIri cascu YHBIMAACTBIPYIBIH KYPACTIIIT jKoHE KYPBUTBIMJIBIK
©3TEIUTIKTepl Typajbl KeIIledi XaHIBIKTap >koHe Mackey MeMJieKeTiHAeri 0acKapyAblH Y3UIMereH
JKaJIFACTBIFbI OOJIFaHBI TypaJIbl KOPBITHIH/IBIFA Kenei. byt Macenese, eH anpIMeH 3epTTey IiH IPOrPECUBTI
OpTachl PEeTIHAEC TMOHAPAJIBIK MHAJIOTTHI JAMBITY ©3CKTLIITT aHBIKTAIAbl. T'BUTBIME OiliM JaMYBIHBIH
3aMaHayH YpAicTepi KopCeTKeHeH FhUIBIMH 9iCHaMa TaJjlalTapblHa COHKeC 3epTTeyJiep FaHa 03 KEeMIiCiH
OepMeK, COHABIKTaH TapHX FBUIBIMBIHBI MakcaTbl Kaiaarbl Oip MudTepAi oSIKepenen, CHIHH >KOHE
COUKECTENTeH TapuXHW OpTa KaJIBIITAcThIpyla Oojca KepeK. byHmai KemeHIi e3repicTep ITOHapaibIK
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OalmaHpICTAPIIBI HBIFAUTY B skoHE Eypasnus KEHICTITIHIET! KOImel MEeMJICKETTUTIK-TIiH JKaaIbl TApUXH
YAepiciH Xy#emni aftic — Tociaep MeH JKaHa METOIOJIOTHS HeTi31HIe 3epaeieyAl JaMbITa TYCEIi.

Kinr ce3ep: OKBITY, MEMJICKETTLIK, 3BOJIIOLINA, oMK, uMmnepus, FBUIBIMU
napaaurmanap,cadaKTacThIK .
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MPENOJABAHUE Y U3YUYEHUE UCTOPUH 30JI0TOM OPJIbI KAK HCTOYHUKA
IF'OCYJAPCTBEHHbIX U UMIIEPCKHUX TPA/ITULIUU
(Ha ocHOBe McTopHYeckoii uTeparypnl XI1X B.)

AnHomayus

B cratbe npeacraBieH uctopuorpapuueckuii aHaaIu3 NpooJieM pa3BUTUS KOUEBBIX TOCYAaPCTBEHHBIX U
UMIIEPCKUX TPATUIMA U UHCTUTYTOB 30510TOH Opgpl. DBONIONMS W TpaHCHOpPMAIUS HCTOPUUCCKHX
B3TJISI/I0OB €BPOIIEHCKUX M POCCUHCKHX MCCIIeIoBaTeNel B paMKaxX (pOPMAIMOHHOTO U IIUBIIIM3AIIHOHHOTO
MOJIXOJIOB OYCHB CX0Ka, BE/Ib OHA MPOIILIA ITyTh OT MHEHHUS O CTATUYHOM XapaKTepe 0OIeCTBa KOUSBHUKOB
JI0 CO3JaHus Teopuii 00 O0COOOM  MyTH Pa3BUTHSI W HMCKIIOUUTSILHOM BJIMSHHA COCEIHHMX
oceJIo3eMyleIeIbueCKAX HapoIoB. PaccMarpuBas pa3indHBIE TMOAXOAB W TEHACHIWW B H3YYCHHU
MIPUPOJIBI 30JI0TOOPABIHCKUX TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX W UMIIEPCKUX WHCTHUTYTOB, WCCIIEOBATENh MPUXOANT K
BBIBOJIY, YTO OOJIBIIMHCTBO MCTOPUYECKHX W3BICKAHMA MCXOIAT M3 CIOKHOH M CTPYKTYPHO
UG HepeHIIMPOBAHHOM MMOJUTHYESCKONH OpPraHu3allid M MPEEMCTBEHHOCTH €€ TPAJUINi YyIpaBJICHUS B
CHUCTEME BIIACTH W BJIACTBOBAHMS KaK KOYEBBIX XaHCTB, TaK WU MOCKOBKOTO rocymapcTBa. Pasutue
COBPEMEHHOT'0 HAyYHOTO 3HAHMS MOKAa3aJio, YTO MPOrpecc HEBO3MOKEH 0e3 yueTa HayqHOH METOJ0IOTHI
U LeJb UCTOPUYECKOW HAyKH B Pa3BeHUAHUHM BCAKOTO poia MHU(OB B HAYUHOW Cpeie M CO3IaHus
KPUTHUYHOM, OpraHNYHOW HCTOpUHU. Takne KOMIUIEKCHBbIE M3MEHEHHS YKPEIUIFOT MEKIUCIUILTHHAPHBIE
CBSI3M M aHAITMTUYECKOE UCCIIE0BaHUE Pa3BUTHsI OOIIETO Mpoliecca KOUeBOH rocyiapcTBeHHoCcTH EBpasuu
Ha OCHOBE HOBOUM METOJIOJIOTHH U CHCTEMHBIX METO/IOB.

KuaroueBsle ci1oBa: mpernogaBanne, rocy1apCTBEHHOCTb, IBOJIOIMS, BJIACTh, UMIIEPHS, HAyJHbIC TIapa-
JTUTMBI, IPEEMCTBEHHOCTb.

Introduction.

The scientific approachto the problems of the history of the Golden Horde is based on a system analysis
that develops toward a synergistic paradigm and historical research. This methodology presents many
current issues from new theoretical and methodological positions and, in some cases, speculative
reconstructions of little-studied historical and ethnocultural events and phenomena. Based on the
documentary dimension, conceptual and contextual methods are developed. The analysis of these sources
by contemporary scholars reveals a synthesis of two opposing perspectives—classical historical tradition
and innovative view. The social dimension of historical development analysis is a novel, unconventional
method of comprehending events and processes. It involves layering, gradation, and a three-dimensional
presentation of a historical perspective, which serves to increase interest in diverse societal issues,
reevaluate long-held beliefs, and identify different forces that have influenced society's history.From this
perspective, the Golden Horde's history is fascinating since it represents the first fusion of the settled
agricultural and nomadic societies of the Eurasian empire. Such state formations as the AkOrda, the Kazan
Khanate, the Crimean Khanate, the Nogai Horde, the Kazakh Khanate, and the Muscovite State, which
emerged in the very center of the realm of the Golden Horde, are its immediate descendants in terms of
ethno politics, ideology, and culture.

Methods of research.

The analysis of the teachingand studying Golden Horde's history and its interactions with settled
agricultural peoples, as well as the identification of the dynamics and continuity of these processes, is a
directed process that is organized and managed in accordance with historically accepted methodological
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requirements and guidelines. The idea of alternative historical development has become deeply ingrained
in the practice of historical science, and contemporary research methodologies demonstrate its scientific
productivity. Sociological theories define the state as a unique kind of social organization that has specific
ways of exercising power within society, establishing a certain hierarchy of social relationships inside a
given territory, and including the entire population within that region in its operations.According to
contemporary researchers, the issue of the creation of the ulus system or the design of the administrative-
territorial division of the Mongol Empire is a decisive factor in both socio-economic and ethnic processes
throughout Eurasia, of which Muscovy eventually became a part.

Features in teaching the history of the Golden Horde.

Speaking about the issues of teaching the history of the Golden Horde, it is important for the teacher to
choose the methods of selection and presentation of material. In Soviet times, for example, the study of the
history of Kazakhstan was one-sided, ideological. Basically, it was considered in the context of the History
of the USSR, therefore, special attention was paid to the events that took place after the October Revolution.
The situation of Soviet historical science worsened the Decree of the Central Committee of the All-Union
Communist Party of Bolsheviks “On the state and measures to improve mass-political and ideological work
in the Tatar Party organization”, issued on August 9, 1944, where the main attention was paid to the role of
Ulug Ulus - the Golden Horde in the history of the peoples of the USSR. In fact, the decree implied an
official ban on studying the history of the Golden Horde: in the textbooks of that time, the Golden Horde
state was presented as “predatory and parasitic”, and the folk epic “Idegey” was recognized as reactionary
and banned.

After gaining independence, there was a need to rethink the issues of national history, to prepare new
scientific studies and textbooks departing from the previous ideology. At present, the special significance
of the Golden Horde period in the formation of Kazakh statehood has been noted, therefore, its study and
teaching should be approached carefully and comprehensively. When selecting educational material, the
teacher needs to take into account the existing pluralism of opinions about this historical period, be aware
of current trends and approaches both in research and in teaching methods, and also be able to show the
importance of the Golden Horde period not only within the framework of national history, but also in the
context of world historical development.

Conclusion.

You should consult the writings of eminent figures in Russian historical science, scientific paradigms,
and conclusions of the luminaries of Russian historical science if you have questions about the origins of
Russian statehood and autocracy and the impact of the firstsynthesis empire in the Eurasian reaches of the
Golden Horde on this complex process. In his analysis of the historical empires, G.V. Vernadsky states that
"Russian civilization and culture was gradually saturated with the beginnings, on the one hand, of the
Byzantine civilization and culture, on the other hand, of the civilization and culture of the steppe nomads,
adopting from their clothing and, a song and a fairy tale, a military system and way of thinking" [1, . 236].
Following the path of comparative analysis and drawing analogies, the author refers to the history of the
existing empires, thus following his conclusions, he determines: "The duty of Rome and Byzantium, which
was to unite the cultures of the West and the East, the agricultural culture of the sea and the culture of the
nomadic steppe, was transferred to the Mongol Empire at the start of the X111 century following the fall of
the Byzantine Empire. The agricultural-marine system of the Mediterranean region's center of civilization
and the nomadic steppe culture served as the foundation for the Roman Empire and, subsequently, the
Byzantine Empire. China, on the one hand, and the regions that made up the Byzantine Empire (Asia Minor,
the Caucasus, the Crimea, and the Balkans), on the other hand, had already been conquered by the Mongol
Empire.” [1, p. 237]. In order to model the transcontinental empires' political and societal influence on the
conquered countries, he draws attention to the geopolitical space that they occupied. G.V. Vernadsky uses
the Mongol Empire as an example to summarize his thoughts on "nomadic empires” and draws the
following conclusion: "Due to the central position of the Mongol core of the empire and its control over
internal lines of communication, the stability of the empire depended to a great extent on its own integration
of this zone. Actually, the Central Asian region served as the Mongol feudal policy's proving ground, which
was detrimental to imperial unity » [1, p. 236].

According to Alfred Rieber, "Empires are state institutions in which one ethnic group establishes and
maintains power over other ethnic groups within the bounds of a specific territory” [2, ¢. 39]. Modern
theories draw comparisons between the history of continental empires. The imperial system, according to
the author, is composed of a number of symbols, institutions, and physical linkages that determine the
authority of the king and the ruling class.The author focuses on three situations: the concepts of power
became part of moral and religious ideas; they were associated with traditions and myths, and the language



of politics transformed them into tangible symbols and written texts. As a result of the development of
historical thought, the imperial idea was personified by the image of the ruler. Power was interwoven with
myths and stories and assimilated into moral or religious ideas. Contemporary literature shows that
managing borders within empires was not a simple process. The stages of the empire's development under
the influence of the Byzantine-Orthodox, Norman-Pagan, Roman-Latin, steppe, and Islamic civilizations
are shown by Andreas Kappeler in the article "Formation of the Russian Empire in the XV-XVIII centuries:
the legacy of Russia, Byzantium, and the Horde" [3, p.95].

The evolution of historical philosophy has had an impact on how events are depicted and, to some extent,
how public opinion and worldview are formed. The issue of the formation of the Russian state is a topic
covered in historical literature from the 18th and 19th century. They provide information on historical
events' influences on the general audience as well as their chronological progression in their historical
works. The governor of Astrakhan, V.N. Tatishchev, gives a fairly thorough account of Russian
history.According to him, the Russian autocracy lasted from "Ryurik to Monomakh," after which the
aristocracy took control and the Tatars seized control of everything, and the Lithuanians captured several
lands. Furthermore, the Tatar ideals have influenced the state for more than 200 years. According to him,
the Varangians are where the history of the autocracy's unrestricted power began. The time when the
aristocracy rose to power undermined the centripetal forces, which led to the state's weakness and the
formation of a foreign power, including "Tatar power" [4, p. 366-367].

In N.M. Karamzin, we can also find the conventional model for the rise of authoritarianism. He also
points out that in ancient Kievan Rus, the elements for the formation of autocracy were present. The first
historian to comment on the impact of the so called Tatar-Mongol invasion on the development of the
Moscow autocracy was N.M. Karamzin. According to his definitions, there were "positive outcomes" along
with the invasion of Batu, the inferno and mountains of dead bodies, the long-term continuation of the yoke
and slavery, and the period of enormous deterioration.When the Muscovite state was forming, N.M.
Karamzin [5, p. 235, 233] observed these results. The historian underlines that it was "due to the khans"
that the revival of Moscow, the strengthening of the church's position, and the reduction in the dominance
of the city's wealthy were made possible. According to him, the great dukes' coffers were cleverly restocked
by the per capita and other taxes that were collected while the Tatar yoke was in place. In the theses of
N.M. Karamzin, we read an unbiased evaluation of the impact of the Golden Horde on the development of
the Russian state and the transformation of Moscow into its capital. This stance could also be supported by
the historian'sorigin. The following can be found in the biographical profile of the "History of the Russian
State," which was written and published in St. Petersburg in 1819: "The Karamzin’s descend from the Tatar
prince Karamurza, who was in the service of the tsar" [5, p.3]. The Golden Horde's contribution to the
establishment of Russian statehood is no longer acknowledged and is even ignored in the writings of the
following generation of Russian historians. S.M.Soloviev, a historian of the 19th century, contrasts his
conceptual findings with those of N.M.Karamzin.The "Tatar-Mongol invasion" is left out of the periods of
Russian history in his historical writings. "When the Baskaks withdrew, the counts and tax collectors, the
princes, entirely liberated themselves from the influence of the Tatars and began to act at their own
discretion," summarizes CM. Solovyov in support of his position. There are no indications of this impact,
and even under the Baskaks, their influence on internal administration was negligible [6, p. 489]. He
believed that the internal, autonomous dynamics in Russian society's growth were responsible for the
transition from tribal to state relations and the establishment of the Maoscovite state.Geographical
relationships played a crucial role in this process, which is where S.M. Solovyova's historical paradigm
derives from. According to the researcher's historical reconstruction, Russian sovereignty started to take
shape on the banks of the Moscow River in the XII and XIII centuries. The expansion in the population,
the number of Moscow princes, and the growth of monies raised from the populace for the sake of resettling
people and enhancing regional security all contributed to the unification of all of northeastern Russia [6, p.
650-651].

The names of D.I. llovaisky, N.Ya. Danilevsky, K.N. Bestuzheva-Ryumin, N.l. Vasilevsky, and
V.0.Klyuchevsky are linked to the next phase of Russian historical philosophy. Therefore, Moscow princes
are emblems of the monarchical state for D.I. llovaisky's "collectors of Russia." The theoretical conclusions
of the historian, according to which "the political ingenuity of the Moscow princes in connection to the
Golden Horde propelled them to the fore. The Golden Horde had a profound impact on the political system
of the Russian state and the national identity of the Russian people [7, p. 6]. Here, you can see how well
D.I. llovaisky and N.M. Karamzin's conceptual provisions align.



N.Y. Danilevsky defends the idea that every people have had an own historical trajectory. According to
the historian, the "Tatar-Mongol invasion” stopped Russia's ultimate disintegration, and the Moscow
princes' deeds thwarted the conquerors' plans [8, p.281]. K.N. Bestuzheva-Ryumin shares the same opinions
as the aforementioned authors. He also underlines how the Golden Horde had an impact on Russian history.
The historian concludes that the Tatars' importance cannot be disputed because we long relied on their
assistance in our diplomatic efforts with other Eastern nations; they also borrowed heavily from the Eastern
system in terms of management, particularly in the financial sector; and there are still signs of Tatar military
tradition in the realm of armed conflict.He also makes reference to Roman emperors' history and experience
while disputing the idea that royal authority derives directly from the state customs of the Golden Horde
[9, p. 531].In his book "Tatar effect on the Russian embassy ceremonial,” the renowned orientalist N.I.
Veselovsky makes the following observation: throughout the Moscow period of Russian history, the
embassy ceremony was entirely Tatar, or rather Asian in origin. This was made easier by the fact that the
Russian princes had diplomatic contacts solely with the Golden Horde and were thus compelled to comply
with their demands, or else regarded them so highly as though they had been made up by the khans. The
Nikon record described all of these ceremonies. According to the chronicle, each person at a meeting as a
sign of respect should get off his horse, only people equal to each other could remain in the saddle. This
ceremonial of the nomadic people was adopted by the Russian princes [10, p. 1-2].

The scientific legacy of V.O. Klyuchevsky made a lasting impression and was instrumental in the
advancement of Russian historical philosophy [11, p.41].He attributes Moscow's function as a gatherer of
Russian territories chiefly to its physical location. According to the historian, because Moscow was
encircled by Russian territory on all sides, it had less riot-related troubles than other nations. Due to its
strategic location at the intersection of trade routes, Moscow experienced fast economic growth, which
resulted in the consolidation of significant wealth in the hands of the Moscow princes and the growth of
their power.The influence of Golden Horde tradition and heritage on the political system was not given
much weight by Klyuchevsky. He believed that the Golden Horde's khans did not impose their own laws
and were content with collecting taxes, tributes, and duties rather than placing much value on internal
commands. The Moscow lords' economic and geographic advantages contributed to the rise of the "great
Russian civilization™ and the development of their genealogical belief in their ancestry [11, p.42.47]. In his
conclusions, V.O. Klyuchevsky underlines that the "Tatar yoke," an external element that prevented internal
turmoil and foreign attacks and helped to develop and expand territory, was a factor that was there when
the Muscovite state was founded[11, p. 396]. The study of historical phenomena begins with a study of the
significance of events and processes based on the cause-and-effect foundations of these processes due to
the objective appeal of scientific ideas to historical facts. History is "both a science and an art at the same
time" DI. llovaiskyunderlined[7, p.5].The historical paradigms that developed in the Russian Empire of the
19th century not only changed the course of history, but they also had some influence on how people formed
their worldviews and opinions. According to D.I. llovaisky[7,p.6] historical thought not only lengthens
historical memory but also serves as a unifying element for difficult situations throughout time eras. History
also looks to understand the principles and underpinnings of life as well as the evolution of civilization.

The conflict between "Normanists" and "Anti-Normanists" is one of the fundamental issues in Russian
history. The origin of the word "Rus," the Kievan dynasty, and the state's fundamental nature as a
democratic institution are the primary issues that divide these two currents. M.A. Alpatov makes the
following hypothesis in light of these historical viewpoints: "The battle of the Normanists and anti-
Normanists of the 19th century became the struggle of two monarchical ideologies..." [12, p.12]. If D.I.
llovaisky was a Normanist, then notable Russian historians like N.M. Karamzin, S.M. Solovyov, V.O.
Klyuchevsky, and others would have supported the Normanists. Therefore, D. I. llovaisky emphasized that
monarchy is the origin of Russian history and that the birth of ancient Russia does not accord with the
Norman idea. Russian monarchy developed in a distinctive manner that is unique to Russian history. The
assertions of D.I. llovaisky that the Moscow princes were the unifying force of Russia have come to
symbolize the monarchical idea of Russian history, as defined by Academician A.M. Sakharov[13, p.165].

The scientist focused on the historical significance of Russian collectors like Ivan Kalita in his
publications. The way he expresses his ideas is as follows: "Kalita completely recognized Uzbek Khan,
using the Tatars to bolster Moscow while receiving gifts. He claimed the authority to manage the princes'
payment of taxes and tributes, as well as to organize their delivery to the Horde. Through the power of
money, he peacefully increased the size of his principality. He bought cities, towns, and sometimes entire
villages from impoverished princes [14, p.183]. Thus, the political adaptability of the Moscow princes in
their dealings with the Horde combines the historical evaluations of N.M. Karamzin and D.l. llovaisky.The



author acknowledges that the so-called Tatar-Mongol (Golden Horde) played a vital influence in political
development and the creation of national identity. He believed that Russia's inferior status in regard to the
Golden Horde's rulers was chiefly evident by its high fees and taxes. The right to collect taxes from the
Russian lands was then passed to the Moscow princes, and the Baskak tax collectors from the Golden Horde
withdrew as a result of their rising resistance to the Golden Horde administration [14, p.4].D.l. llovaisky
states the following about the conflict and struggle between Moscow and Novgorod: "Because Novgorod
could not establish a strong power, internal riots increased, and subsequent historical development led to
the destruction of Veliky Novgorod and the destruction of Veche - the general assembly"”.

Exploring the stages of strengthening the role of Moscow, the historian points to the following
stages [14, p.4] :

1. Convenient geographical location
. Great Russian people
. Spiritual power and cohesion of the boyars
. The presence of a number of talented individuals
. Support and assistance to the Golden Horde
. Limited number of people in the princely rank
. Approval of the new order of succession to the throne
. Weakness of neighboring princes due to their fragmentation

As can be seen from these points, the scientist underlines the impact of the Golden Horde on the
historical process of establishing Moscow while also noting the ideal geographic location of Moscow,
paying attention to ethnic traits, and giving historical figures a significant role.It should also be mentioned
that his theory is an expanded version of S.M. Solovyov's [6, p.650-651]. "On the Geographic Position of
Moscow" and N.M. Karamzin's "On State Force". The researcher highlights the following pattern when
looking at the time of the Golden Horde's demise: "Famous rulers and murzas transferred large farms and
entire cities to the ownership of Russian princes, which obliged them to always come to protect property
and at the same time protect the borders of principalities from any encroachment within these territories.By
pointing out the widespread use of Golden Horde management techniques on the territory of the Russian
princes, D.I. llovaisky describes the union of the foundations of the Russian aristocracy and the ruling
circles of the Golden Horde. Religion-related issues and the function of the Orthodox Church hold a
significant place in his studies. The move of the Russian Orthodox Church's administrative center from
Vladimir to Moscow, which became a major factor in the further political development of the Moscow
Principality, was started by Ivan Kalita. This procedure contributed to the consolidation of Russian regions
by acting as a unifying force. In turn, the Russian Orthodox Church's capital city aided in boosting the
principality of Moscow's political stature and importance. According to D.I. llovaisky [14, p.4]. "Moscow
princes started using strong spiritual weapons against other princes as a "church ban. He recounts the
following fact: Prince Dmitry obtains Sergius of Radonezh's benediction upon his arrival at the Trinity
Lavra on the eve of the Battle of Kulikovo. The author claims that the Battle of Kulikovo gave the Moscow
dynasty of grand dukes more prestige and glory. The historian makes use of Russian chronicles to describe
and characterize this conflict (Novgorod, Sofia, Voskresenskaya, Nikonovskaya).On the one hand, this
made it possible for D.I. llovaisky to securely bind his historical notion of the characteristics and the
founding of Russian statehood while simultaneously excluding the opposing viewpoints.

The author also wrote about the Russian areas' possession of the Lithuanian principality and made
comparisons between the Golden Horde and Lithuania's sovereignty. The inhabitants of Russian regions
eagerly supported the power of the Principality of Lithuania as a means of releasing Russia from the rule
of the Golden Horde after D.I. llovaisky's [14, p.4] analytical hypothesis. Prince Gedemin didn't meddle
with the internal workings and didn't stop Orthodox religious leaders from observing customary church
holidays. Gedemin chose the Lithuanian city of Vilna as the capital of his realms because he had the title
of Grand Duke of Lithuania and Russia. Orthodoxy was prevalent in these possessions because the majority
of them were Russian lands, according to D.I. llovaisky.The fact that "the descendants of the Lithuanian
boyars clung to the Eastern tradition of the Christian faith" can be attributed to Gedemin's dynastic ties to
the house of the Great Vladimir and the expansion of the Christian Church's influence in Lithuania. The
union of the Lithuanian prince Jagiello and the daughter of the Hungarian monarch Jadwiga, who started
to promote the Catholic faith, stopped the later gradual rapprochement and unification of the populations
of Lithuania and Russia. Thus, we are able to study the historical processes of Russian science and, in the
second half of the XIX centuries, its distinctive qualities and features thanks to the theoretical and
conceptual conclusions of D.I. llovaisky.
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As this brief overview has shown, statehood is a measure of the progress and prosperity of society, but
it is also the ideology, political, social, and cultural orientation of that society that guides the preservation
and growth of the state. The revealing of the origins of sociopolitical changes and the transformation of the
political descendants of the Golden Horde has been made possible by a variety of contemporary
perspectives and viewpoints.We determine the need for specialized scientific research with regard to the
issues of power and domination in the region of Eurasia, the synthesis and transformation of the political,
ideological, and cultural heritage of the Golden Horde, represented not only by the Turkic state formations
(Ak Orda, the Kazan Khanate, the Crimean Khanate, the Nogai Horde, the Kazakh Khanate), but also the
Muscovite State — the Russian Empire.

The nature of evolutionary changes in the nomadic setting, yet in the presence of frequent connections
with urban cultures, is highlighted by various accents and nuances of study activity. And because most
nomadic civilizations had the rudiments of a state, the push toward statehood, having gained the requisite
encouragement, was easily effective.Despite the disparities in the results obtained, this group of researchers
shares the belief that nomadic societies had internal forces capable of forming states, even those as synthetic
and syncretic as the Golden Horde and its successors, the Ak Orda, the Kazakh Khanate, and the Muscovite
state. However, it is undeniable that the emphasis in scientific approaches is on the primary role of external
influence, which serves as the starting point and catalyst. It should be mentioned that the research effort has
such a property where even conflicting ideas may not exclude one another but rather function as a
complement and display the growth of conceptual frameworks and refined methodological approaches. At
the present stage of development of our society, the requirements for the study of history have especially
increased, the degree of scientific character of the historical picture, the adequacy of our ideas about the
past, as well as the effectiveness and extent of their impact on the formation of the historical consciousness
of society depends on the language of the historian.
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