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The middle and late XVI century is an important stage in the history of the Kazakh Khanate. However, the
role of individual personalities in the history of the state remains unexplored. One of the major military and
political figures of that period was Sultan Ondan, the eldest son of the Kazakh khan Shigai. Despite the im-
portance of this figure for the history of the Kazakh Khanate, there are no special studies of his biography.
The purpose of this article is to reconstruct the major stages of the life of the Kazakh sultan Ondan and to
highlight his role and significance in the history of the Kazakh Khanate. In the article all basic historical data
about the activities of the Kazakh sultan Ondan are collected and studied. In fact, this study represents the
first time in historiography that a comprehensive biography of Sultan Ondan has been reconstructed based on
all available sources, which accounts for the novelty of the research. The study is based on biographical ap-
proach and historical personalistics. Ondan-sultan had a high origin, being a notable figure in the last years of
the reign of khans Haknazar and Shigai. He possessed military qualities, actively participated in military-
political events of his time. According to sources, Ondan-sultan participated in wars with the Oirats, as well
as in the war against the Tashkent ruler Baba-sultan. An important issue is his relations with the Nogai Horde.
An important conclusion that can be drawn from the sources, despite their limited nature, is the significant
role played by Sultan Ondan and his active participation in the major events of the history of the Kazakh
Khanate during the second half of the 16th century. At the same time, it should be noted that, contrary to pre-
vailing views in historiography, one should treat with caution data from sources that often contain contradic-
tory information about Sultan Ondan. This article challenges the established view that this sultan died in the
mid-1580s and suggests that his death occurred earlier. Furthermore, previous historiography has paid little
attention to the circumstances surrounding the sultan’s death.

Keywords: Kazakh Khanate, The second half of the 16th century, foreign policy, Ondan sultan, Uraz-
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Introduction

The second half of the XVI century is an important stage in the history of the Kazakh Khanate. At that
time, uneasy relations with neighboring Bukhara Khanate, Nogai and Oirats are formed, and after a long
break, relations with the Tsardom of Russia are resumed. In the internal policy there was also a rather com-
plicated situation connected with competition for power among different branches of Kazakh khans and sul-
tans. To this time belongs the activity of several political figures such as Hak-Nazar-khan, Shigai-khan,
Tavakkul-khan. A notable figure of that time is Kazakh sultan (tsarevich) and khan of Kasimov Uraz-
Muhammed and several other bright figures. One more name stands out among the names of that epoch —
Ondan sultan, who left a noticeable trace in Kazakh history.

The importance of the personality of Sultan Ondan is largely due to the factor of his dynastic line, of
which he was the founder. Among his descendants there were many bright representatives who played a no-
table role in history in the following centuries. This is Uraz-Muhammed — khan of Kasimov, who was des-
tined to play a significant role in the history of Kazakh Russian relations and to become one of the heroes of
the “Time of Troubles” in the Russian history of the beginning of the XVII century. These are Barak-Khan,
one of the most prominent figures in the history of the first half of the XVIII century, his son Bukey, who
became one of the last khans of the Kazakhs of the Middle Juz in the early XIX century, their descendant
Alikhan Bukeykhanov, a famous political figure of the early XX century, and others. This circumstance at-
tracts attention to Sultan Ondan himself and makes it relevant to study his place and role in history.

At the same time, despite the important place that Ondan Sultan occupies in the history of the Kazakh
Khanate, and as the founder of a new dynastic branch, separate studies are still insufficient.

The weak study of the history of Ondan sultan largely relates to a very limited range of sources. Even
for such figures as Hak-Nazar-khan, Tavakkul-khan or Uraz-Muhammed, whose names and activities are
more often found in sources, some stages of their lives are not always complete and clear. Even less is
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known about Ondan, which complicates the study, but on the other hand makes the study of his life and the
era in which he lived more relevant and demanded.

The purpose of this article is to reconstruct, based on all available sources, the biography of the Kazakh
sultan Ondan, son of Khan Shigai.

Materials and Methods

It should be stated that there are very few sources that allow one to reconstruct the biography of Ondan
and to show his participation in the historical events of the second half of the XVI century.

The most voluminous source, which contains some information about Ondan sultan is the famous
chronicle “Jami at-tavarikh” or “Collection of chronicles” by Kadyr Ali-Bek created during the “reign” in
Kasimov of Uraz-Muhammed, son of Ondan. This source is well known to researchers and has long attracted
the attention of scientists as it not only contains some original messages on the history of the Chingizids but
also is an important monument of post (late) Golden Horde Turkic historiography. The text itself was intro-
duced into scientific circulation quite a long time ago and has been published several times. Among recent
editions it is worth noting the recent translations by Z.A. Khisamieva [1] and R. Alimov [2], published in
2022.

Ch. Ch. Valikhanov, who knew this source well, characterized it as the most valuable on the history of
the Kazakhs: “there is no doubt that with regard to information about the Kirghiz, the "Collection of an-
nals”..., remarkable all the more because it represents the only monuments of the past life of the Kazakhs” [3;
164].

However, this source also contains rather fragmentary and not always clear data, which nevertheless al-
lows us to give a general idea of the fate of the sultan. In addition, there are some other, albeit very brief,
chronicles about Ondan Sultan [4; 246].

Among the sources concerning Ondan sultan it is worth mentioning folklore and genealogical legends
collected in his time by Ch. Valikhanov, which, although more legendary in nature, nevertheless allow one to
show more clearly the importance of Ondan in the historical memory of Kazakhs of the new time and thus
indirectly confirm his important role in the historical events of his time. First, this is the material of Ch.
Valikhanov entitled by the publishers as “Family tree of Kazakh khans and sultans” [5; 173-177]. Of no less
interest are the data collected by the original Turkic-Tatar historian of the early XX century, Kurbangali
Khalid, which significantly complement the data known to Ch. Valikhanov [6].

In the work there were applied both general scientific methods such as analysis, generalization and oth-
ers, and historical methods proper, as well as elements of biographical approach and historical personalistics.

The primary method to be employed is the historical-biographical approach, which is used to recon-
struct the life stories of historical figures. Within the framework of this approach, based on the entire known
body of sources, an attempt will be made to identify the main stages of Sultan Ondan’s life. The application
of this method allows for the consideration of the individual’s personal characteristics, which in turn helps to
better understand the logic behind the sultan’s actions in various circumstances.

Closely related to the biographical method is the prosopographic method, which allows us to move
from individual facts to the construction of a collective portrait and to reveal certain features of the function-
ing of the sultan’s group and its overall significance in the history of the Kazakh Khanate.

Results

Ondan (Andak, Onnan, Ozsan, Undan) sultan was one of the sons of Shigai Khan (1580-1582). Accord-
ing to Kadyr Ali-bek “Shigai Khan had many wives, famous, great wives were three”, among which was
Bayym-bikem mother of Ondan sultan [1; 140]. It is known about Ondan’s brother and sister — Saidkul sul-
tan and Altyn-khanim. Among Ondan’s brothers from Shigai’s other wives were future Kazakh khans
Tavakkul (1594-1598) and Ishim (1598-1628).

If the origin of Ondan sultan’s father Khan Shigai is well known, there is very little data about his
mother Bayym-bikem. An interesting fact is Kadyr Ali-Bek’s indication of her special status as the wife of
the Kazakh khan. Firstly, in the list of “great wives” Shigaya Bayym-bikem is named first, and in addition,
her name is preceded by the epithet “Altyn khanim”. Several researchers working with Kadyr Ali-Bek’s text
have repeatedly drawn attention to this. Thus, M.A. Usmanov noted that this epithet is not just a part of the
name Bayym-bikem — “at first glance everything seems clear: [Altyn-khanim] is the proper name of the
khansha and that is all. However, its strikingly frequent use in the “Collection” requires a more attentive atti-
tude to it” [7; 91]. In this regard, he suggests that the epithet “altyn-khanim” applied to Bayym-bekim in fact
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“was the title of “the main (senior) wife of Kazakh khans and tsareviches” [7; 92]. Other researchers adhere
to similar assessments regarding this title [1; 101]. Thus, we can reasonably speak not only about the special
status of Bayym-bikem mother of Ondan sultan, but also about his own status also — the son of the khan and
the son of his senior (main) wife. Due to the undeveloped problems of political anthropology of Kazakhs in
the khan’s period, it is difficult to speak in detail about the practical expression of this or that title or rank,
their correlation with each other, material and political content, but in any case, it should be noted that Ondan
sultan had a special origin due to the above reasons, i.e. the high status not only of his father, but also of his
mother.

The question of the Ondan’s sultan family himself, his wives and children remain unresolved. Accord-
ing to Kadyr Ali-bek Ondan had many wives and concubines and many of them were “from conquered re-
gions” [1; 140]. This thesis is successfully illustrated by another source “Sharaf-name-yi Shahi (Book of the
Shah’s glory)” by Hafiz-i Tanish. This author notes one of the episodes connected with the name of Ondan
sultan the events of which refer to the period of Khanate of Hakk-Nazar (1538-1580) and are dated 1579.
Hafiz-i Tanysh writes that at one time on the banks of the river Talas together with the khan there were sev-
eral sultans, including Shigai and his son Ondan, who apparently about that time “caught in the net of his
marriage union the wife (kuch) of “Abd al-Karim sultan, and his sister was taken captive for Jalim sultan” [4;
246]. And as the author of “Sharaf-name-yi Shahi” writes further that exactly after this case “sons of
Khorazmshah sultan refused the campaign against Kazakhs” [4; 246].

In “Sharaf-name-yi Shahi” in the translation made by M.A. Salakhetdinova and published in 1969,
which we refer to, in this episode the name of Ondan sultan is indicated as “Andak sultan”, but in the notes
to this translation made by A.A. Ibragmova it is assumed with reference to V.V. Velyaminov-Zernov that it
is Ondan son of Shigai-khan and nephew of Tavakkul-khan [4; 536]. V.V. Velyaminov -Zernov himself in
his translation of the episode from “Sharaf-name-yi Shahi” about the abduction of Abd al-Karim sultan’s
wife and sister directly names Ondan sultan [8; 281, 362].

According to sources, Ondan Sultan had two known wives. The first was Altyn-khanim daughter of
Bulat sultan son of Usyak-khan [1; 140]. She was the mother of the famous Uraz-Muhammed whose short
but very rich military-political life, and even more often circumstances of death, status of “Kasimov king”,
closeness to the author of “Jami at-tavarikh” Kadyr Ali-Bek, role in the Kazakh-Russian ambassadorial rela-
tions, kinship with Kazakh khans and a number of other factors made him noticeable in the history of the
Russian state and attracted the attention of researchers. In historiography there is an assumption concerning
the father of Altyn-khanim Sultan Bulat, which indirectly can give information about the age of the senior
khan’s wife. N.A. Atygaev referring to the work of A.l. Isin suggests that Sultan Bulat died during the Ka-
zakh-Nogai confrontation in 1537 [9; 449]. However, this statement does not consider another important fac-
tor. If Bulat sultan died in the summer of 1537, his daughter Altyn-khanim had to be born not later than this
time or in any case not later than the beginning of 1538. Her husband Ondan Sultan was born not earlier than
in the middle of 1550s. If the assumption of N.A. Atygaev is correct, then in this case Ondan’s wife, who
gave birth to several children, was almost 20 years older than her husband, which is unlikely. Thus, the as-
sumption about the death of Altyn-khanim’s father Sultan Bulat in 1537 looks doubtful and requires more
solid grounds.

The second wife of Ondan — Chuyum-khanim was the daughter of Kimsin sultan son of Burunduk-
khan. From her was born Kuchuk sultan, about whom Kadyr Ali-bek reports that he was “under the padishah
of Islam Tevekkel khan the leader of the army” [1; 140]. His name is also mentioned in ambassadorial doc-
uments connected with Kazakh-Russian contacts in 1594-1595 [10; 31, 32, 37, 39]. Known descendants of
Ondan XVIII — the beginning of XX centuries mainly belong to the line of Kuchuk sultan. Almost nothing
is known about the other sons of Ondan sultan.

In rare references to Ondan sultan researchers cite interesting data on this sultan collected by Ch.
Valikhanov. So, in the materials devoted to the genealogy of Kazakh Tore, first published only in the 1960s,
the following legend is given: “one line of Kaisak sultans is known under the name of sultans of the red ban-
ner and comes, according to the legend of the people, from one Central Asian native, adventurer. The ances-
tor of this branch of sultans Ondan, nicknamed Marksman, was from Kurama, that at Angren” [5; 173]. As
the legend goes on Ondan was forced to leave Kurama and on the advice of his father’s friend Alibek
Agyevsky he went to the Kazakhs where he “gave himself away” for the sultan [5; 173].

In this message cited by Ch. Valikhanov, several interesting points concerning Ondan, which in the fu-
ture will require more detailed study in case they are confirmed by other sources.
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First, it is the origin of Ondan, in this message it is territorially connected with the southern city of
Angren, which he was forced to leave. In this case, an interesting parallel with Ondan’s brother Khan
Tavakkul conducted by J.O. Artykbaev, he also offers an interpretation of the word “Kurama™ [11; 108].

Secondly, the thesis that Ondan “passed himself off” as a sultan. More specifically, the legend says that
Alibek, the father of the famous Tole-biy, when Ondan fled to him after the incident, gave him the following
advice: “You cannot stay here. There are nomadic tribes on the steppes of Zachuysk who respect sultans and
khojas. You cannot be a hodja, but you can be a sultan. You’re brave and a first-rate marksman. Go there and
pretend (italics — N.L.) to be a sultan” [5; 173]. Ch. Ch. Valikhanov did not share this version and, as if
commenting on, it cited information from “Collection of annals” Kadyr Ali-Bek, about the kinship of Ondan
sultan with Kazakh khans and thus refuting the “imposture” of the sultan, given in the legend collected by
him.

Regarding the probability of “imposture” of Ondan, it will be appropriate to refer to the opinion of ex-
perts who analyzed DNA-data of representatives of several groups of Kazakh Chingizids, including the de-
scendants of Ondan: “among Kazakh khans, there were no documented facts of imposture or adoption. It is
important to note that, as a rule, Kazakh Chingizids knew each other and the fact of imposture or adoption
would immediately become the property of “uzun-kulak” (steppe rumor). Thus, the only mechanism of in-
corporation of another haplogroup into the Chingizids could be adultery” [12; 122]. By the way the same
group of researchers has received interesting results concerning the modern descendants of Ondan sultan.
From them it follows that haplogroup (C3 (xC3c)) of a line of Sultan coincides with haplogroup of other
Chingizids unlike, for example, some other tested descendants of Kazakh khans [12; 123]. In any case, the
presence in the legends collected by Ch. Ch. Valikhanov mentioning that Ondan allegedly “gave himself
away” for the Sultan is quite interesting.

Thirdly, this are the data of Ch. Ch. Valikhanov that the descendants of Ondan are known as the Red
Banner Sultans. This fact may indeed speak of the formation of an independent dynasty within the Kazakh
Chingizids, who had their own symbol expressed in a banner of a certain color. On the other hand, this
shows not only the special role of Ondan as the founder of the dynasty, but also indirectly testifies to his own
significant role in the history of the Kazakh Khanate. It is extremely interesting that the information about
the presence of a separate designation, a symbol in the form of a banner specifically among the descendants
of Ondan, is confirmed by the data of a younger contemporary of Ch. Ch. Valikhanov, the historian
Kurbangali Khalid. However, he gives his own very important clarifications, which also deserve attention. If
Ch. Ch. Valikhanov calls the descendants of Ondan the sultans of the red banner, then Kurbangali Khalid,
relying on the information he painstakingly collected, writes the opposite, that Ondan himself came from the
sultans of the red banner as a descendant of Urus Khan and the heir of the Kazakh khans. However, unlike
his predecessors, Ondan chose white as his banner and thus, according to Kurbangali Khalid, his descendants
are not red-, but white-banner sultans (ak tuly toreler) [6; 103].

In general, the information provided by Ch. Ch. Valikhanov (and Kurbangali Khalid) provides addi-
tional details to the biography of Ondan, which is especially valuable given the limited sources.

In historiography, attention has been drawn several times to Ondan’s age given in the “Collection of
Chronicles”. Kadir Ali-bek in his work indicates that he died in a clash with the Kalmyks “at the age of thir-
ty” [8; 365]. According to other data from the same source, the sultan died “from internecine strife” [1; 140].

Based on this information and calculations of Uraz-Muhammad’s age made by V.V. Velyaminov-
Zernov, several versions of the lifespan of Sultan Ondan are given. At the same time, in general, there is, if
not a consolidated, then the most widespread opinion among researchers — about 1555-1585. In this case,
the starting date was Ondan’s death — 1585, and retrospectively, given that the sultan lived for about thirty
years, his birth was dated around 1555. This version, in various variations, was supported by
V.V. Velyaminov-Zernov himself, who was the first to propose 1585, and after him, most modern research-
ers, including A.V. Belyakov, M.Zh. Abdirov, T.I. Sultanov, K.K. Abuev and others [8; 399], [13; 20, 23],
[14; 29], [15; 27], [16; 29], [17; 353], [18; 326, 415].

However, there are other opinions in historiography. For example, the same A.V. Belyakov in some of
his works adhered to a different, earlier dating of the life of Ondan sultan — 1545-1575 [19; 76], [20; 176].
Zh. M. Sabitov offers his version concerning the time of Ondan’s death. Justifying a different date of birth of
Uraz-Muhammed than it is accepted in the literature and assuming that he was born in 1574, and not in 1572
Zh. M. Sabitov indicates that thus the time of Ondan’s death should be attributed to 1587 [21; 1163-1164].

As we see, the available ideas about the time of Ondan’s life are based primarily on indirect data com-
ing from assumptions regarding the dating of the events of the life of his son Uraz-Muhammed. In the ab-
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sence of direct instructions in the sources about the time of life of Ondan himself, it is difficult to give more
substantiated dates. For our part, we would like to note that there is no information about Ondan after 1579
in the sources, and in this connection, it is possible to assume that he died earlier than it is accepted in the
historical literature, i.e. before 1585.

If the sources are silent about the time of Ondan’s death, the place of his burial is known quite accurate-
ly. According to the main source on the life and activities of Ondan sultan “Collection of Annals” by Kadyr
Ali-Bek, he was buried near the mausoleum of Khoja Ahmet Yasawi, that is, in the city of Turkestan. How-
ever, in historiography sometimes there is an unusual indication that Ondan “Marksman” was buried in an-
other place. So A.V. Belyakov in several of his works for quite a long time adhered to the version about the
place of burial of Ondan sultan not in Turkestan, but in Turkmenia [14; 29], [19; 76], [20; 177], which has
already been pointed out [17; 355]. However, later in his works he indicated the place of burial of the sultan
in Turkestan, which corresponds to the source.

Brief data from the sources allow us to say a few words about the personal qualities of Ondan sultan.
According to Kadyr Ali-Bek “stories [about the life] of Ondan Sultan are heard everywhere, he was a great
hero — a sniper in any case, in every battle with the enemy showed courage and bravery. In the time of
Shigai Khan he was the leader of the army. The fame about him is known” [1; 140].

Ch. Ch. Valikhanov cites such an incident that forced Ondan to leave Kurama: “once at a feast he, hav-
ing drunk too much, [said] that he had killed a noble Kurama man. Having drawn a bow with an arrow of
twelve girths, he sat on a black horse and fled from revenge” [5; 173].

The available legends about the qualities and abilities of Ondan sultan speak about the courage of the
sultan and both sources firmly link him with the ability to manage a bow, he is even called “Marksman”,
“sniper” and “shooter of the first hand”. In addition, the sultan was no stranger to feasts and apparently was
not characterized by an ascetic lifestyle. This is evidenced by the participation in the “feast” and taking away
Abd al-Karim sultan’s wife and indirectly by Alibek’s words that Ondan could become a sultan, but not a
Khoja.

We know even less about Ondan sultan’s military-political activity, according to even more brief refer-
ences. It is known that during the reign of his father Shigai, the sultan was “leader of troops”, the death of the
sultan at the hands of the Kalmyks suggests that he participated in wars with the Kalmyks (Oirats). The men-
tion of Abd al-Karim sultan allows us to confidently assume that Ondan participated in the events related to
the activities of the famous Shibanid Baba sultan, whose nephew was Abd al-Karim sultan.

In historiography there is an interesting assumption or hypothesis related to the possible political status
of Ondan sultan as a formal ruler of the Nogai Horde. The author of this hypothesis is A.V. Belyakov, who
in his monograph devoted to the Kasimov king Uraz-Muhammed, prefacing the biography of the main char-
acter gives curious data and puts forward his assumptions concerning his father, namely Ondan sultan. In this
monograph and in some other works [22; 21], [23; 103-104], A.V. Belyakov, referring to the sources related
to the sister of Uraz-Muhammed tsarevna Ai-khanysh, assumes that Ondan was the nominal king of the
Nogai horde [13; 22].

Already based on this assumption A.V. Belyakov, for example, admits that during the “reign” of Ondan
over the Nogai horde there could be born his son Uraz-Muhammed [13; 23]. In addition, A.V. Belyakov as-
sumes that quite numerous relatives of Uraz-Muhammed, including his grandmother and mother, who later
found themselves together with him in Russia, were in the Nogai Horde before coming here [13; 82].

In his new monograph A.V. Belyakov corrected some assumptions related to Ondan, but the main thesis
about his probable reign in the Nogai horde remained unchanged [24; 21-22].

The historiography drew attention to the assumption of A.V. Belyakov regarding the royal status of
Ondan and there are several critical remarks [9; 448-449], [25; 202], [26; 387-388]. For example,
N.A. Atygaev in general admits the fact that Ondan could be a Nogai ruler but does not agree that he was a
nominal khan appointed by the Nogai biys themselves. E.A. Ryabinina and D.N. Maslyuzhenko are even
more critical of this version, believing that its problem “is that it is not clear when Ondan could have been
enthroned and why he is not indicated as a king in other sources, which are quite reverent about political
terminology” [26; 387-388].

If we agree with this assumption that Ondan was a nominal but still official ruler of the Nogai Horde, it
will be a significant addition to the biography of the sultan and the status of his son Uraz-Muhammed not
only as a grandson of the Kazakh khan, but also as a son of the Nogai king.

Relations between Kazakhs and Nogai in the second half of the XVI century were not simple, and one
cannot exclude the connection of Ondan sultan with Nogai leaders. This is indirectly evidenced by the legend
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recorded by Ch. Valikhanov according to which after fleeing from Kurama Ondan sultan first “went to the
Small Nogai”, and from them went to the Kazakhs [5; 173]. Nevertheless, this hypothesis of A.V. Belyakov
about “Tsar Ondan” still meets an objection, which is significant in our opinion.

A.V. Belyakov himself correctly notes that there is extraordinarily little data about Ondan sultan, which
are mainly collected in “Jami at-tavarikh”. In this source, being an apologia of the Kasimov khan Uraz-
Muhammed son of Ondan sultan, the official genealogy ascending from the new Kasimov khan to his direct
ancestor Urus-khan is presented in fact [27; 235]. It draws attention to the fact that all, with one exception,
the ancestors of Uraz-Muhammed, including himself, are named khans. So, the only exception is the father
of Uraz-Muhammed — Ondan, who alone is named Sultan. In the chronicle of Kadir Ali Bey the name of
Ondan except khan genealogy is found several times and his only sultan title is always indicated, and not
once is it mentioned about khan status.

It is interesting that A.V. Belyakov himself, characterizing the work of Kadyr Ali-Bek, notes that he
“significantly retouched” the image not only of the Kasimov khan himself, but also of his father Sultan
Ondan [13; 23, 30]. In this case, what prevented the author of “Jami at-tawarikh” from showing the higher
khan status of Ondan? It should be emphasized that among the very limited information known about Kadyr
Ali-bek we know about his service to the ancestors of Uraz-Muhammed, which in turn suggests that the
chronicler was informed about the origin of both the Kasimov khan and the high status of his father — Sul-
tan Ondan.

Thus, the assumption of Ondan’s reign in the Nogai Horde cannot be considered confirmed yet, it re-
guires more documentary grounds. In this regard, the conclusions based on this assumption should be taken
very cautiously.

In this case, speaking about Ondan’s high status, the reasonable question is not so much about his khan
title in the Nogai Horde, but about his potential opportunity to become the Kazakh khan after his father
Shigai, and most importantly why it did not happen. Given Ondan’s own status, his abilities, seniority among
his brothers and involvement in the khanate as Kadyr Ali-Bek writes about it, why did he not become khan,
but his younger, half-brother Tavakkul? For lack of details in the sources it is difficult to judge with certain-
ty, but a probable reason could be that he, as we assume, died earlier than it is considered in historiography,
even during Shigai’s life or soon after his death. However, as a potential khan, Ondan was quite a suitable
candidate.

Discussion

The paucity of sources limits the study of aspects of Ondan Sultan’s activities. In this regard, there are
very few works that are directly devoted to him, historiography is mainly represented either by generalizing
works on the history of the Kazakh Khanate and the events of the second half of the XVI century, or, even
more often, Ondan’s name is mentioned in works devoted to his son Uraz-Muhammed more “popular” with
researchers.

Among the researchers who paid special attention to the activities of Ondan Sultan it is worth noting the
works of A.V. Belyakov, Zh. M. Sabitov, N. Atygaev, J. Artykbaev and some others [9; 443-452], [11; 107-
109], [13], [21; 1163-1165].

However, even in these works the attention to the activities of Ondan Sultan is rather limited. Research-
ers agree that there is very little data about him [13; 20]. The factor of the unexplored biography of the sultan
also adds to the relevance of this work.

In historiography, the name Ondan is first mentioned in the well-known work of V.V. Velyaminov-
Zernov, who had a deep knowledge of Eastern written sources, based on which he was the first to identify a
number of issues in the history of the Kazakh Khanate, including detailed biographies of some Kazakh rul-
ers. It is in his work that rare data from Eastern sources (Sharaf-nama-yi Shahi by Hafiz-i Tanish) are cited,
which allow us to speak of Ondan’s participation in the complex relations that Kazakh rulers built with the
Bukhara Khanate and the Tashkent domain [4; 246]. An important contribution is made by
V.V. Velyaminov-Zernov regarding the time of Ondan’s life. After analyzing the data reported by Kadyr
Ali-Bek in “Jami at-tavarikh about the life of Uraz-Muhammad, he concluded that Sultan Ondan died in the
mid-1580s, and because the same source states that the sultan lived only thirty years, his birth is attributed to
the mid-1550s. Later, almost all researchers accepted this date.

Among researchers, it is worth noting the work of Zh. O. Artykbaev, which reconstructs the biographies
of a few Kazakh rulers, khans, and sultans, including Sultan Ondan. In particular, he drew attention to
Ondan’s place of origin and the fact that his descendants were given the name “sultans of the white banner.”
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In fact, Zh. O. Artykbaev was one of the first to highlight Ondan’s biography in his work. In addition, it is
important that in his work, a large array of Eastern sources was used to reconstruct the sultan’s activities,
including data from authors such as Kadyr Ali-Bek, Hafiz-i Tanish, Ch. Valikhanov, Kurbangali Khalid,
Mahshur-Zhusup, and Shakarym [11; 107-109].

The works of Russian historian A.V. Belyakov, a leading specialist in the history of the Chingizids, ex-
amine the biography of Kasimov Khan Uraz-Muhammad, one of Ondan’s sons. In this regard, when describ-
ing the khan’s family, he provides interesting information about his father. In his works, based on the histori-
cal sources he has identified, he puts forward a hypothesis about Ondan’s possible nominal rule in the Nogai
Horde. In connection with this theory, A.V. Belyakov suggests that Sultan Ondan’s family was also in the
Nogai Horde and even that his son and future Khan of Kasimov, Uraz-Muhammad, was born in the Nogai
nomadic camps during his father’s reign there. In his work, A.V. Belyakov also notes the years of Ondan’s
life and place of death. On this issue, he agrees with the proposal put forward earlier by V.V. Velyaminov-
Zernov [13].

Zh. M. Sabitov’s work is of interest in relation to some data concerning the life of Sultan Ondan. This
author is one of the few who revises the chronology of Uraz-Muhammad’s life and at the same time clarifies
the time of Ondan’s probable death. Based on a comparison of some data from Jami at-tavarikh, he suggests
that the existing view in historiography regarding this event is not accurate and that the sultan died a couple
of years later than is commonly believed [21; 1163-1165].

Also noteworthy in historiography is an article by N. Atygaev devoted to the ancestors of Khan Uraz-
Muhammad, among whom his father Ondan occupied an important place. Based on a few sources, some data
on the life and activities of this sultan and his family are provided. In addition, N. Atygaev is one of the au-
thors who supported A.V. Belyakov’s assumption regarding Ondan’s possible reign in the Nogai Horde but
believes that Ondan was not a nominal but a real khan of the Nogai Horde and that he was appointed khan by
his father Shigai Khan [9; 448].

In general, it should be noted that despite the certain interest of researchers in the figure of Ondan Sul-
tan, several questions remain unstudied and require attention.

There is no consensus or precise understanding in the literature regarding most aspects of Sultan
Ondan’s biography, including the dates of his life, his place of birth, the circumstances of his involvement in
the major events of the history of the Kazakh Khanate, and even the causes and timing of his death. This is
largely because authors have not utilized all available sources. This article, for the first time in historiog-
raphy, systematizes all data known from sources regarding Ondan’s activities. However, the overall scarcity
of data does not yet allow for definitive answers to several questions. For example, the question of Ondan’s
role in the history of the Nogai Horde remains a matter of debate; the question of his relationship with the
new Kazakh khan Tavakkul, who ascended the throne after the death of Khan Shigai, requires further study,
as do several other issues.

Conclusions

An analysis of the sources consulted shows that the history of the Kazakh Khanate in the second half of
the 16th century remains a little-studied period. In this context, it is particularly important to study the role of
individual historical figures — khans and sultans — who were the main actors in military and political histo-
ry. One of the significant historical figures of that time is Sultan Ondan. Written sources and folklore data
clearly show that Ondan played a significant role in a number of events. He took part in military events dur-
ing the struggle of the Kazakh khan Khaknazar against the ruler of Tashkent, Shibanid Baba Sultan, was
commander of the troops during the reign of Khan Shigay and also participated in clashes with the Oirats. In
addition, there is reason to believe that Ondan may have taken part in the struggle for power after the death
of his father, Khan Shigay. Of particular importance is the information about Ondan’s possible connections
with the Nogai Horde.

In historiography, a complex situation has developed regarding the study of Ondan’s role in the history
of the Kazakh Khanate. On the one hand, his name appears in various sources, and the sultan’s important
role in various events is noted. This has led to some authors in historical literature since the 19th century
mentioning Ondan, especially when describing events related to the activities of the Kasimov Khan Uraz-
Muhammad. However, the limited number of sources means that the information about the sultan is often
repeated, and there is still no complete written biography of Sultan Ondan.

Historical information about the dynastic line founded by Ondan is of exceptional importance. Ondan
himself had a special origin and status that distinguished him from other sultans, as he was not only the son
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of the khan, but also descended from the khan’s main wife, who bore the epithet “Altyn khanim.” His suc-
cessful military and political activities and large family made Ondan the founder of a new genealogical
branch of the Kazakh elite, which produced many prominent figures in the history of Kazakhstan. In this re-
gard, it is particularly significant that sources mention the fact that Ondan’s dynastic line received its distin-
guishing mark in the form of a red (according to other sources, white) banner. The special role of his de-
scendants is noted in such an important source as “Jami at-tavarikh” by Kadyr Ali-Bek, which states that one
of the sultan’s sons became the Khan of Kasimov, and another was a major military leader during the reign
of Khan Tawakkul. The important place of Sultan Ondan in the history of the Kazakh Khanate is confirmed
by the preservation of his memory in oral traditions collected by Ch. Ch. Valikhanov and Kurbangali Khalid.
These data reveal the sultan’s personal qualities, among which his bravery, strength, and agility are men-
tioned.

The limited resources available do not allow for a complete reconstruction of all aspects of this sultan’s
biography. For example, important details about the time and place of his birth vary significantly between
different sources and authors. While there is virtually no information about the sultan’s place of birth, the
time of his birth and death can be estimated based on the life and biography of his famous son, Sultan Uraz-
Muhammad. Analysis of sources has shown that existing historiographical ideas about the time of Ondan’s
life need to be revised.

The personality of Ondan sultan requires further research, given his status, position and probable partic-
ipation in several major events in the history of the Kazakh khanate in the second half of the 16th century.
Although the limited range of sources does not yet allow us to show the role of Ondan sultan in more detail
and accurately, the available references to him testify to his notable role in Kazakh history.
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H.C. Jlannu

«¥3bIH OKTHD OHaan: XVI FacbIpAbIH eKiHIII )KAPTHIHAAFBI Ka3aK CYJITAHbI

XVI FaceIpsIH OpTacHl MEH eKiHII KapThIchl Ka3zaK XaHABIFBI TapUXBIHBIH MAHbI3II Ke3€HI OONFaHBIMEH,
MEMJICKET TapUXBIHAAFBI JKEKEJIETeH TYIFANapIblH peii omi ge Ooica TOJNBIK 3eprrenmeit kememi. Cou
KE3EHJICT1 ipi 9CKepH KOHE cascu KaiipatkepniH O0ipi — Ka3ak xaHbl [1IbrFaitneiy yikeH yisl OHIaH CYJITaH.
Bbyn TynranbiH Kazak XaHABIFB! TApUXbI YINIH MaHBI3EI 30p 0o0Jica Ja, OHBIH ©MipOasHbIHA KAaTBICTBl apHAKBI
3epTTeyaep Kesnecnelai. MakamanelH Makcatel — OHIaH Cy/ITaH OMIpIHIH HeTi3ri Ke3eHIepiH Kaiita
JKaHFBIPTHIN, OHBbIH Ka3ak XaHIBIFBI TapUXBIHIAFBl POJIi MEH MaHbBI3BIH KepceTy. Makanajga CyJITaHHBIH
KbI3METi Typasibl OapibIK HETi3Ti TapuxW JAEpeKTep >KWHAKTANbIN, 3epAeieHAai. TapuxHamaga anraml per
KOJDKETIMIII OapibIK Iepekke3aep Herizinae OHMaH CYITaHHBIH eMipOasHbI OapbIHINA TOJBIK KaifTa jKacajbl,
Oy1 3epTTeyAiH FHUIBIMH JKaHAIBIFBIH Ioiiekreiini. CyiITaH Typaibl MONIMETTEp MICKIpeNiK AepeKTepie
cakranraH, onapieH Herisrici — XVII raceipaeiy OackiHma KackiM XaHABIFBIHAA jKa3buraH Kamasip
OmibekTiH «XKamu aT-taBapux» arThl ourimi eHberi. ConbiMeH KaTap XIX FachIpABIH OpPTACHl MEH CKiHIII
xapteicbiiaa [llokan YonuxaHoB men KypOGanranum Xamuj jkMHaKTaraH (OJBKIOPIBIK JepeKKe3aeperi
aKmapaT maigamaHsuiabl.  byn  momimerrep OHIAH  CYNTaHHBIH — TapuXHM  CaHaJaFbl  OcHHeECIH
aifFaKTal THIHJBIKTAH 3epPTTeY YIIiH 6Te KYHIbL. 3epTTey oMipOassHABIK TOCIT MEH TapUXH MEPCOHATNCTUKAFa
Heri3menred. OHTaH CYJITaH TEKTi OyJNETTeH WIBbIKKaH, XakHaszap MeH lllpirail xanmap OWIITIHIH COHFBI
JKBUIIAPBIHIAFBl KOPHEKTI TyJiFa GosraH. O ockepH OHEepAi XKeTiK MEHTepil, 63 3aMaHBIHBIH dCKEPU-CasiCH
oKuFanapsiHa OenceHe KaTeicKaH. JlepekTepre cyieHcek, OHmaH CyiITaH offpaTTapMeH COFBICTapFa, COHai-
ak TamkenT Omeynrici baba cyiranra Kapcel skopbeIKTapra KaTbickaH. OHbIH Horait OpaackiMeH GaiilaHbIChI
Jla MaHbBI3IBI MocenenepaiH Oipi. Jlepekke3mepaiH mMmeKTeymimirine kapamacrtad, Oxman cyiaraHHBH X VI
FACBIPJBIH EKIiHII JKapTHICHIHAAFbl Ka3ak XaHIbIFbl TAPUXBIHBIH HET13Ti OKHUFagapbiHa OCJICCHII KaThICKAHbBI
Typasbl MaHbI3/Ibl KOPBITBIHABI JKacayFa Oonasl. JlereHMeH TapuxHaMma/ia KalblNTackaH MiKipiepre Kkapama-
KaWIIIbl KeJISTIH MaJlIMETTepre CakThIKIEH Kapay KaxeT. Makanana cyinranHbiy 1580 »xbuiiapAblH opTacsiHIa
KalThIC OOJFaHbI Typajbl KAJIBIITACKAH TYCIHIKKE KYMOH KENTipiNil, OHBIH Ka3a TalKaH yaKbIThl epTepek
0osrysl MYMKIH JleTeH OokaM YCHIHBUIAABL. Bymam OGernek, TapuxHamana OypbelH Ha3apJaH ThIC KalFaH
CYITaHHBIH Ka3a OOy JKaFlaillapblHA TOKTANBIN, OHBIH ©JiMi XaHJABIK IIIIHAEri casch axyalMeH
GaitIaHBICTEI OOJTYBI MYMKIH JIET€H HETi3i )kopaMall JKacasibl.

Kinm co30ep: Kazak xaumsirel, X VI FaceIpIbIH eKiHIII JKapTHICH, CHIPTKBI cascar, Onman cynraH, Opas-
Myxammen, Horait opaacel, «Kamur ar-rayapux», Kagip Onibek, [llokan Yonuxanos, KypOanramu Xamun.

ISSN 3134-9102 (Print). ISSN 3134-9110 (Online) 163


https://doi.org/10.31857/S086956870008286-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.22378/2313-6197.2023-11-2.380-396

N.S. Lapin

H.C. Jlanuu

Onaan «/ITMHHOCTPENBI: Ka3aXCKU CYJTaH BTOPoi mojioBuHbI XVI Beka

CepenuHa 1 BTopas nojioBuHa X VI B. SIBISIOTCS Ba)KHBIM 3TaroM B ucTopuu Kazaxckoro xaHcTBa, 0JHaKO
OCTaeTCsl He UCCIEeIOBaHHON pOJIb OTAENbHBIX JUUYHOCTEH B UCTOPUM rocynapcrsa. OJHUM U3 KPYIHBIX BO-
CHHBIX ¥ MOJUTUYCCKUX JeATeleii TOTo mepruoja ObLT cTapIInid ChIH Ka3axckoro xana llluras cynran OHnaH.
HecmoTpst Ha 3HAUUMOCTH JaHHOW (QUTYpHI Uit UcTopur Ka3axcKoro XaHCTBa, OTCYTCTBYIOT CIEIHATbHBIC
uccienoBanus ero ouorpaduu. Lleab ctaTbu — PEKOHCTPYHPOBATH OCHOBHBIE 3Tallbl KH3HHU Ka3aXxCKOTO
cyiaraHa OHZIaHa U TIOKa3aTh €ro pojib U 3HaueHue B uctopuu Kazaxckoro xanctBa. B cratee coOpans! u u3y-
YEeHbI BCE OCHOBHBIC UCTOPHYECKHE JaHHBIE O OESATENbHOCTH 3TOTO cyjiTaHa. DakTHuecku BIEpPBBIE B UCTO-
puorpaduu Ha OCHOBE BCEX JOCTYIHBIX HCTOUYHHKOB HauOoJee MOIHO Bocco3naHa Ouorpadus cynrana OH-
JlaHa, 94TO 00eCIeYrBacT HOBU3HY HccliieoBaHus. CBelleHHs 00 STOM CYJITaHE COXPAHUIUCH B JICTOMUCHBIX
WCTOYHUKAX, TJIABHBIM U3 KOTOPBIX SBIICTCSA U3BecTHBIN Tpya Kampip Anm-Oeka «J/lkamu at-TaBapux», Ha-
nucanHbli B Hayane XVII Beka B KacumoBckom xaHcTBe. Kpome Toro, ObUIM MPUBIICUYCHBI CBEACHUS, OTpa-
JKCHHBIC B (DOJIBKIIOPHBIX HCTOYHHKAX, cOOpaHHbIX YokaHoM BamuxaHoBeiM 1 KypOanramu Xanumaom B cepe-
IuHE U BTOpoil monoBuHe XIX Beka. JlaHHBIE CBeICHHSI OYCHB BAXKHBI ISl HCCIIEIOBAHUS, TaK KaK MOKa3bl-
BaloT 3HaueHrne OHOaHa, COXpaHUBIIEECS B HAPOJHOM MaMATH, YTO MOXKET CBHICTEIbCTBOBATH O 3HAUUTEIb-
HOU POJIM 3TOTO CylTaHa B UCTOpUH. MccrnenoBaHue OCHOBaHO Ha OHOTpaMuecKOM MOAXOAE U UCTOpHYE-
cKoii mepcoHanuctuke. OHOaH-CYNITaH MMEN BBICOKOE MPOUCXOXKICHHE, SABIAACH 3aMETHOW (PUTYypoil B mO-
CJICIHUE TOMBI TpaBiicHHs XaHOB XakHa3apa u [lluras. O6nanan BOCHHBIMH KayeCTBAMH, aKTHUBHO Y4acTBO-
BaJI B BOCHHO-TIOJUTUYCCKUX COOBITUAX CBOEro BpeMeHH. CorinacHo uctouyHnkaM, OHIaH-CyNITaH y4acTBOBA
B BOWHAX ¢ oWipaTamu, a TaK)Ke B BOWHE MPOTHB TAIIKEHTCKOrO TpaButessi baba-cynrana. BaxkHbIM BOMpo-
COM ABIISIFOTCS ero cBs3u ¢ Horaiickoit Opoii. BaxHBIM BBIBOIOM, KOTOPBIN MO3BOJISIIOT ClIENaTh HICTOUHUKH,
HECMOTpSI Ha UX OTPAaHUYCHHOCTH, SBISICTCA 3HAYUTENFHAS pOib cynTaHa OHaHA M er0 aKTUBHOE YJacTHE B
OCHOBHBIX COOBITHAX HcTopun Kazaxckoro xancTBa BTopoit moioBuHbl X VI Beka. [Ipu 3Tom cnemyer oTMe-
TUTH, YTO BOIIPEKU MMEIOIINMCS IPEACTABICHUSAM B UCTOpUOTpaduH, cIeoyeT OCTOPOKHO MPUHUMATH JaH-
HBIE U3 UCTOYHHKOB, KOTOPBIE HEPEIKO COAEPIKaT MPOTHBOPEUMBEIE CBelleHHs o cyntane OHpaHe. B naHHOM
CTaThe MOCTABJICHO I0J] COMHEHHE YCTOSIBILIEECS MPEACTABICHUE O BPEMEHH CMEPTHU 3TOTO CyJITaHa B cepe-
e 1580-X TOMOB U cleNaHo MPEAnoIoKeHHe 0 OoJiee paHHEM BpeMeHH ero rudenu. Kpome Toro, panee B
UCTOpUOrpapuu MajJo BHUMAHUSA OOpAIaioch Ha CBEICHUSA 00 00CTOSTEIBCTBAX, MPU KOTOPBIX MOTHO CyII-
TaH. EcTh OCHOBaHMS MpeAmoiaraTh, 4YT0 €ro THOeib MOXET ObITh CBSI3aHA C BHYTPEHHEH cUTyaluei, BO3-
HEKIIEH B camoM Ka3zaxckom XaHCTBe.

Kniouesvie crosa: Kazaxckoe xaHCTBO, BTopas mosoBuHa XVI Beka, BHemHss monutuka, OHAaH-CYNTaH,
VYpaz-Myxammen, Horatickast Oppaa, «/Ixamu at-taBapux», Kagsip Amu-6ex, Y.YU. Banuxanos, Kypbanramm
Xamug.
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