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Relations of the Kazakhs and Russian Empire in the first half of the 18th
century in the inventories of fund 248 “The Senate and its institutions” RGADA

The inventory 3 of fund 248 “The Senate and its institutions” of Russian State Archive of Ancient Acts
(RGADA), containing data on regions bordering Kazakh lands is analyzed. The inventory consists of 150
books, each includes from one to several dozen. Totally, above 170 cases with data on history of Kazakh-
Russian relations in modern times were studied. The research results showed relevance and diversity of ar-
chival documents of 248 RGADA fund, its source potential on history of relationships of Kazakhs and Rus-
sian Empire in the first half of the 18th century. Analysis of the headings of inventory cases made possible to
determine a specific range of issues on history of bilateral relations based on available archival data. Four
groups have been singled out taking into their subject specifics. The first group is related to Orenburg and its
administrative and political entities: expedition, commission, line of fortifications. The documents of the se-
cond group contained data on military-political contacts of Kazakh khans and foremen with representatives of
Russian administration. The third contains materials on Kazakh-Russian relations in trade sphere. In fourth,
cases are concentrated on relations of Kazakhs with other nomadic peoples, whose contacts were in sphere
Russian Empire interests.
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Introduction

Historical studies in Kazakhstan have conducted significant exploratory works to discover and publish
written historical sources on the problems of different chronological periods. The modern era is an important
area. Local historians have been working hard from the 20th century till the present day to identify new doc-
uments of this period. Numerous separate papers, as well as complete collections, have been published. Such
works include thematic documents dedicated to various problems related to modern times; one such is the
history of the Kazakh-Russian relationship, especially in the first half of the 18th century. Simultaneously,
there remains a serious shortage of historical sources, which leads to an unequal study of some problems.
The need to conduct more extensive work to further identify and introduce new sources into the academic
community is noted at the state level, as evidenced by several government programs to solve this problem.

The solution to this urgent problem for national science requires the involvement of materials from var-
ious archives, local and foreign ones. In Russian archives, for example, a significant array of documents re-
mains unidentified or partially published, sometimes with serious mistakes.

There is also a severe lack of sources when studying the history of Kazakh-Russian relations, especially
in their earliest period of modern time. It must be noted that a considerable body of published materials is
often not an introduction of new sources but a reprinting of previously known and published ones. One of the
largest archival repositories containing written sources related to this historical period is Russian State Ar-
chive of Ancient Acts (later — RGADA). A famous foreign researcher P. Kennedy told that RGADA is one
of the oldest Russian archives that owns a Special status which was received after new reorganization as the
6 major archival institutions [1; xI].

The most required and most often used archive funds in research and publications among historians
who study the issued theme are the following: No. 113 “Zyungor (kontaishin) cases — (collection) from the
funds of the Ambassadorial (Posol’skii) Prikaz and the Ambassadorial chancellery”, No. 119 “Kalmyk cas-
es”, No. 122 “Kirgiz-Kaisak cases”. However, researchers rarely use archival fund No. 248 “Senate and its
institutions” from RGADA, although its wider use could have contributed to studying various aspects of the
history of Kazakh-Russian relations and the history of Kazakhstan in modern times in general. This requires
a more detailed study of materials from this fund.
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Experimental

The documents of RGADA form the article source base. First of all, the historicism method facilitated
the chronological sequence of thematic groups of archival documents. The analysis method made it possible
to determine the significance of RGADA materials for the history of Kazakh-Russian relations based on his-
toriography data. The synthesis enabled the modeling of historical events from the materials used in the stud-
ied inventory. The comparative-historical method helped to conduct a comparative analysis of historiography
on the research topic. The classification method facilitated the work on systematization and delineation of
thematic groups of documents. The problem-specific approach allowed to highlight the critical problems of
the research objects, according to which the groups presented in the article was composed.

Results

The publication of collections of archival documents and materials often includes documents from
RGADA. For instance, records from Fund No. 122 “The Kirghiz-Kaisak cases” are edited in some history
dockets which were published in 1948 and 1961 in sourcebook compiled by I.V. Yerofeeva “Epistolary
Heritage of the Kazakh Ruling Elite of 1675-1821” (2014), which also includes the records from funds
No. 122 and No. 248 [2, 267-269, 270-274, 278-279, 288-293; 3, 17-32; 4, 6-8; 5, 93-95, 97-105, 116—
138].

Published documents of RGADA mainly represent official correspondence of Kazakh political figures
(khans, sultans, elders) with Russian tsars, employees of the chancellery, regional administration, and diplo-
matic missions. Thus, the general area of published documents in the archive by these days is interstate rela-
tions. The published documents mainly contain information about Kazakh rulers, their relations with neigh-
boring nomadic peoples, data on the release and exchange of captives, trade relations of nomads with the
population of Russian fortifications; the presentment of donations which were sent by Russian rulers to the
Khans of the Kazakhs, etc.

The RGADA documents are equally important for scholars studying Kazakh history in the early mod-
ern period. A.l. Isin correctly points out that documents on the international contacts of the Moscow State
stored in the RGADA are valuable and voluminous material, without the use of which it is impossible to un-
derstand the completeness of the historical processes of the politics of Eurasian countries [6; 17].

The significant repository of sources on Kazakh-Russian relations is Fund 248 “Senate and its institu-
tions (union of funds), St. Petersburg, Moscow”, the materials of which are dated to 1733-1804. The fund
contains about a hundred inventories. The main types of documents of the fund are correspondence, docu-
mentation items, cases, books of internal structural institutions, descriptions of magazines and minutes, meet-
ing materials, etc. [7]. Inventory 3, which was selected for the study, covers materials from several border
country areas, which territories were part of the empire in the 18th century, and the departments responsible
for contact with them. More than 170 cases related to the history of Kazakhstan and Kazakh-Russian rela-
tions in the studied period. A survey of the inventory documents allowed us to divide the existing cases into
several thematic groups.

As a result of the study, the first group, the largest and most numerous one, comprises the cases related
to Orenburg and the problem of the importance of Orenburg for Kazakh-Russian relationships in the first
half of the 18th century. This group’s topics are diverse. Here we can highlight such issues as the functioning
of the Orenburg expedition, The Commission, and the creation of a fortification line. The expedition’s
materials are reports of its leaders 1.K. Kirillov, V.N. Tatishchev, and others associated with such activities
as providing food, finance, equipment, reports, etc. There are reports on the Orenburg fortress construction
and the extraction of minerals found in its vicinity [8], reports on the organization of the defense of Orenburg
factories with an attached statement on the number of weapons and ammunition in the South Ural fortresses
[9]. There are descriptive materials informing about the arrival of ambassadors from khans of the Younger
and Middle Zhuz to Orenburg at the end of October in 1735, the relationship of the Kazakh rulers with the
Russian administration. It also contains letters from the Younger Zhuz representative, Satiy Batyr, about the
sending of an ambassador and the transition to Russian allegiance with lists of kinsmen [10].

The other part of this group is the Orenburg Commission materials, including documents from the of-
fice and correspondence with higher authorities. Among them, there are documents containing information
regarding the allocation of funds for gifts to Kazakh rulers and their entourage [11], construction of fortress-
es for making a fortified line along the Samara River and Yaik River up to Siberia [12], the foundation of the
city on the Syr-Darya River upon the Abulkhair Khan’s request. These sources also report on the envoys
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from the Middle Zhuz khan Abulmambet to Petersburg [13], awarding of Tarkhan title to Kazakh and
Karakalpak elders for special merits. Documents related to the Orenburg fortification line also belong to this
group. Among them are the cases informing on sending Yaik Cossacks, Siberian noblemen, and clerical
Murzas of the Kazan governorates for the settlement construction [14], on undertaking measures to strength-
en garrison forces in response to the attacks by Kalmyks [15], on drawing maps of Orenburg and Siberian
border lines [16].

The second important group of cases is on the issue of military and political relations between the Ka-
zakhs and Russians. These materials mainly contain the names of I.I. Neplyuev, LK. Kirillov,
V.N. Tatishchev, and others from the Russian side, and Abulkhair and Abulmambet Khans from the Kazakh
side. There are reports on contacts between the Russian administration and the Younger and Middle Zhuz
Kazakh Khans - Abulkhair and Sameke [17]. This group also includes data on military collisions, for exam-
ple, attacks of the Kazakh units on the settlements and groups of serving people in Tsarsk uyezd [18], de-
tachments headed by Tyulep Batyr and Koshkar against Kalmykian nomads and Russian fortresses, to cities
of the Astrakhan province with instructions on the required reports in case of Kazakh and Karakalpak attacks
[19], on the necessity to strengthen the Tsaritsynskaya line due to Kazakh attacks to Kalmykian nomads [20],
measures to protect the Russian border governorates from the Kazakhs and Karakalpaks’ attacks [21].

Several documents of this group are related to the attacks on Yaitsky town. Among them is the report of
the Kazan governor A. Saltykov on the ambitions of the Kirghiz-Kaisaks (Kazakh) and Karakalpaks to attack
the Yaitsky town and messages of Kazakh incursions [22].

The third group includes documents on trade relations between Russians and representatives of the Ka-
zakh nobility. This group also incorporates the problems of economic contacts between the Kazakhs and
Russian merchants, nomadic clans with a population of cities and fortifications. Among them, there are such
documents as the report of the Privy Councillor 1. Neplyuev on the concentration of Russian trade with the
eastern peoples in cities and fortresses of Orenburg region, due to the proximity of looting of caravans going
to Khiva, Bukhara, Tashkent, and the Kazakh settlements [23].

The fourth group of cases demonstrates the issues of building a system of contacts between the Kazakhs
and other Asian peoples — the Kalmyks, Bashkirs, Dzungars, etc., and their relations with the political and
administrative entities of Russia. The priority issues with the Kalmyks were mutual raids to steal cattle, solve
this problem and reconciliation, recruitment of baptized Kalmyks for military service against the
Karakalpaks with granting of certain privileges, caution of the imperial administration towards a possible
alliance between the Kazakhs and the Kalmyks. This is evidenced by such documents as the report of the
Collegium of Foreign Affairs proposing correspondence with the Astrakhan Governor V.N. Tatishchev on
the driving away of cattle by the Kalmyks from the Kazakhs and on preventing Kazakh forces from attacking
the Kalmyk settlements; a case concerning the recruitment of baptized Kalmyks to guard against
Karakalpaks’ raids, providing them with horses, weapons and monetary compensation; the case of taking
precautionary measures in the Siberian province, in connection with the gathering of armed Kalmyks, Ka-
zakhs and Buryats on the Karasuk River; the report of the head of the Orenburg Commission, Lieutenant-
General V. Urussov, on measures of Russian administration to prevent clashes between Kazakhs of Middle
Zhuz and Kalmyks of Khan Dunduk Omba (with an extract listing the activities in this area since October
1739); report of the chief of the Orenburg Commission written by Lieutenant-General V.A. Urussov, on
measures to reconcile the Kazakhs with the Kalmyks [24-27].

This may also include documents on Kazakh-Bashkir relations such as the case about the Karakalpaks
and Kazakhs supposedly moving to Bashkiria and about relations with Ishim and Saltan-Murat who were
Karakalpaks Khans; about instruction to Ufa Provincial Chancellery to investigate the case about robbery
made by Bashkirs, Chudoy Batyr, and Karabash with comrades, who plundered property of a Bukharian
Kazym Khammet Mulla and a Kazakh Karagul Saltybalduyev; preventing the Kazakhs from joining the
Bashkir rebellion; the report of Ufa Vice-Governor on the return of the Bashkirs, who fled to the Kazakhs
after the rebellion had been suppressed; about measures in Siberian, Kazan governorates and Ufa province to
prevent the Bashkirs from uniting with the Kazakhs who crossed the Yaik River; on measures to suppress the
rebellions of both peoples; on the suppression of the Bashkirs rebellion, who made an alliance with the
Kazakhs for a joint campaign to the Kazan governorate; the report of Saratov military government on the
lack of forces and on the organization of precautionary measures against the possible attack of the Bashkirs,
who went to Yaitsk town together with the Kazakhs; the report of Ufa province chancellery on the return
from the Kirghiz-Kaisak Central Horde of the Bashkirs, taken as prisoners by the Cossacks, who broke the
Karasakal detachment (with notes of their stories of being in captivity); on sending to the head of the
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Orenburg commission I. Neplyuev's the decree to summon fugitive Bashkirs from the Kirghiz-Kaisak Horde
[28-32]. Studied cases also mainly reveal the topics on Kazakh-Dzhungar relations: the implementation by
the Russian diplomatic departments of measures to prevent the transition of the Middle and Younger Kazakh
Zhuzes under the suzerainty of the Dzungar ruler Galdan-Tseren, strengthening the border military forces in
connection with the possible intentions of the Dzungars to attack the territory that is subordinate to the
Orenburg expeditions, official relations of the Orenburg Commission employees with the Kazakhs,
Karakalpaks and Dzungars, as well as their internecine contacts, sources of personal origin (diaries) of
Russian officers and officials on Russia's relations with Central Asian people [33-35].

Discussion

The documents of the first group are dated back to 1719-1745. Its analysis and discussion allow to de-
termine the valuable insights on the Orenburg expedition activities, whose leaders played an essential role in
the relationship of Kazakhs with Russia, as well as its contribution to the research of natural resources and
the growth of region’s infrastructure. These leaders often participated in negotiations with Kazakh rulers and
clan leaders and acted as organizers of work on constructing fortifications, cartographic, building and intelli-
gence activities. The documents of the other part of this group are dated back to 1736-1746. The case mate-
rials provide information regarding the activities of the commission in the establishments of cities and for-
tresses, strengthening the contacts of the Russian officials with khans and representatives of Kazakh nobility
by presenting the latter with gifts, titles, assistance in ensuring the arrival of Kazakh ambassadorial missions
to Petersburg. The document information related to the Orenburg fortification line is dated back to 1737—
1744 and provides essential data on the formation of the Russian fortresses, region geography and toponymy,
nature of its settlement, and contacts of urban population with neighboring peoples.

Most of the documents of the second group are dated back to 1720-1742. These materials provide in-
formation for discussion of such items of military-political diplomacy as the defense of cities and fortifica-
tions, the attitude of nomadic peoples to Russian fortresses. It also includes information about names of the
leaders of Kazakh clans, names of local settlements, plans for Russian military fortifications.

Researchers can observe and discuss the materials on the third group, which are related to the trade sit-
uation in Orenburg, report of the Kazan governorate chancellery on the organization of caravan trade be-
tween Orenburg and Tashkent and support of the Orenburg merchant community. Most of the documents are
dated back to 1736-1743. In general, the documents provide valuable information on the routes of trade car-
avans, data on the goods supplied for sale, the most important cities in frame of trade and economic contacts
of Kazakhs and Russian Empire.

The documents of the fourth group are dated back to 1720-1744. These materials provide information
for discussion of such direction as relations between Kazakhs and Bashkirs. The main problems in this direc-
tion are the following: the migration of Kazakhs and Karakalpaks to Bashkiria, investigations regarding the
Bashkirs incursions on the Kazakh territories, Russia opposition to a possible union of Kazakh and Bashkir
clans, preventing their joint attacks on Russian fortifications, shelters for fugitive Bashkirs, joint uprisings.
The next problems of the group are relations between the Kazakhs, Kalmyks, Karakalpaks, and Dzungars, as
well as participation of Russia in their contacts. The main issues were Russia’s opposition to the Kazakhs’
possible entrance into the allegiance of Dzungaria, attacks by the Dzungars on Russian fortifications, the
relationship of the Kazakhs, Dzungars, and Karakalpaks among themselves and with representatives of the
Russian administration, in particular with the Orenburg Commission, information from Russian envoys on
contacts between Kazakhs and Dzungars.

In general, the materials of the group are dated back to 1720-1780. The inventory documents provide
significant insights into the relations of the Kazakhs with neighboring homads and the Russian Empire and
give comprehensive characteristics of the policy of building a system of relationships in the studied region.

Conclusions

To sum up, we draw several conclusions. Firstly, the archive’s materials are a valuable source for scien-
tists researching history of Kazakh-Russian relations in modern times. Secondly, the review of the inventory
of Fund 248 showed that this fund contains a significant number of cases relating to the history of Kazakh-
Russian relations

The examined inventory No. 3 of Fund 248 of RGADA contains archival files in the chronological
range of the 1720s-1780s and fully demonstrates almost the whole spectrum of the Kazakh-Russian contacts
in the researched period. The most frequently mentioned names in the documents are Khans — Abulkhair,
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Abulmambet, Sameke — and the batyrs — Koshkar, Satiya, Tyulep, etc. on the Kazakh side. On the Russian
side, these are such military and political figures as I.K. Kirillov, I.I. Neplyuev, A.Saltykov,
V.N. Tatishchev, V.A. Urussov. The most mentioned geographic locations are the cities of Orenburg, Yaitsk,
Khiva, Bukhara, and Tashkent, the rivers of Samara, Syr-Darya, Yaik and Karasuk, the Siberian and
Astrakhan provinces, the Orenburg region, Bashkiria, etc. Thus, the inventory of archival cases provides
valuable information on the policy, geography, military and commercial diplomacy of the Kazakh Khans in
their relations with Russia and the neighboring peoples within the sphere of interest of the Empire. The
classification of groups carried out by researchers allows to designate the most significant aspects of the
Kazakh-Russian contacts in the 18th century.
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PMEAA-ubIH «CeHAaT ’KoHe OHbIH MeKeMeJiepi» 248-11i KOpbIHbIH
Tiz0ecinaeri XYIII raceipabiy GipiHiii :KapThICHIHIAFBI
Ka3aK KoHe Pecell MMNepPUACHIHBIH KATHIHACTAPbI

Maxkamana Peceli meminekerTik exenri akrinep apxuBiHiH (OymaH opi — PMEAA) «CeHar xoHE OHBIH
Mekemenepi» 248-mi KOpBIHBIH 3-IIi Ti3iMIEMeci TalJaHFaH, OHJA Ka3aK JKEpIMEH IIeKapanac eHipiep
OoiipiHma mepexrep Oap. Tisimameme 150 kitamraH Typajbl, ONapAblH OpKaHCBHICHI Oip KiTamTaH OipHemIe
OHJaFaHFa JeHiHTi opTypii icrepmi KamTuabl. JKaHa Ke3eHJeri Ka3aK-OpBIC KaThIHACTAPBIHBIH TapHXbl
OolibIHIIA KYHIBI ManliMeTTepi Oap 170-TeH acTaM MyparaTTHIK iCTepIiH Ti3iMIemesepi 3epTITeNreH. 3epIrey
HoTmwkenepi XVII Faceipasiy OipiHII JKapTHICBIHAAFHI Ka3akTap MeH Peceil mMIepusachl KaTbIHACTAPBIHBIH
TapuXbIH 3epTTeyre apHanFraH 248-m1 KOPABIH [OEPEKKO3IiK oIeyeTiH KepceTTi. Ti3imaeMme icTepiHiH
TaKBIPBIITAPEIH TAJAAy apXUBTIK AepeKTepi Oap eKiKaKThl KAaThIHACTAP TapUXbl OOWBIHIIA MocelelepaiH
HaKTHI IeHOepiH aiiKpIHAayFa MyMKIHIIK Oepai. Ochl Ti3iMAEMEHIH icTepi )KYPri3iireH Tajnjaay HOTHXECIHAe
OJIApJIBIH TISHJIIK epeKIIeNIriH eckepe OTBIPHIN, TOPT TomKa OemiHai. Icrepain Gipinmm To6s1 OpEIHOOD >koHE
OHBIH OKIMIIIIIK-CasiCH KYPBUIBIMAAPBIMCH OailJIaHBICTBI, SFHU: SKCICIUIUSA, KOMHCCHS, OekiHic mieOi.
ExiHImi TonTarel KyKaTTap/a Ka3ak XaHJapbl MEH CTaplIMHAJIAapBIHBIH OpPBIC OKIMINUNITHIH OKiuIIepiMeH
acKepu-casich OalNaHBICTapbl Typassl Jepekrep Oap. YIIiHINI TomnTa cayjga cajachIHIAarbl Ka3aK-OpbIC
e3apakaTblHACTAaphl OOWBIHIIA MaTepUalap TONTACTHIphUIFaH. TepTiHmi Tomra Pecelf MMIIEpUSACHIHBIH
MYJICNEpiHiH cajacklHa KIpeTiH ©3re KOIIMEeH I XaIbIKTapMeH Ka3aKTapblH KaThIHACTAphl OOMBIHINA icTep
JKUHAKTAJIFaH.

Kinm ce30ep: xazak-opeic KaTtbiHacTapel, PMEAA, Kaszakcran Ttapuxsl, Peceit Tapuxer, XVIII racsip,
JepeKKe3iep, Kopiap, Ti3oenep, IUILIoMaTHsL.

H.C. Jlanun, K.I'. AkanoB

OTtHomeHnus: ka3axoB U Poccuiickoii MMnepuu B NepBoii MOJIOBHHE
XVIII B. B onucsax ¢ponga 248 «Cenar u ero yupesxxaenusp»» PI'AJTA

B cratse mpoanammsupoBana onwck 3 Gorma 248 «CeHar u ero ydpexaeHus» Poccuiickoro rocynapcTBeH-
Horo apxmBa japeBHHX akToB (PI'AJIA), comeprkamas JaHHBIE MO PETHOHAM ITOTPAHWYHBIM C Ka3aXCKUMH
3emusiMH. OnHCh cOCTOUT U3 150 KHHAT, Kaxk1ast U3 KOTOPBIX BKITIOYAET B Ce0s pa3HOE KOJMYECTBO /eI OT OJ-
HOTO JI0 HECKOJIBKUX AECITKOB. Becero m3yuens! omvcu 6osnee 170 apXUBHBIX /eI, COAEPKAIINX IIEHHbBIE CBe-
JICHUS 110 MCTOPHH Ka3aXCKO-PYCCKUX OTHOIIEHUII B HOBOE BpeMsl. Pe3ynbTaThl vccnenoBaHus MoKa3aiau uc-
TOYHUKOBBII noTeHnuai Gpouaa 248 s n3ydyeHnss UCTOPUU OTHOLIEHHH Ka3zaxoB M Poccuiickoil uMnepnu B
nepBoii nososuHe X VIII Beka. AHanu3 3aroj0BKOB JIeJ1 OIMCH HO3BOJIMII ONpPEEIUTh KOHKPETHBIM KpyT BO-
MPOCOB 0 MCTOPHH JBYCTOPOHHHX OTHOLICHWH, MO KOTOPHIM MMEIOTCS apXHMBHBIC JaHHbIE. Jlena JaHHOMN
ONMUCH B pe3ylbTaTe MPOBEACHHOTO aHAIM3a ObUIM pa3feleHbl 10 YEeTBIpeM TIpPYIIaM C yd4eToM HX
npenmerHoi crenuduku. Ilepas rpymma gmen cBszaHa ¢ OpeHOyproM M OTHOCSIIMMCS K HEMy
aJIMAHICTPAaTUBHO-TIOIMTHYECKAM CYyOBEKTAMMU: SKCIHEIWINS, KOMHCCHS, JIMHUS yKperuleHHui. JloKyMeHTHI
BTOPOH TPYMITBI COMAEPKAT JAHHBIC MO BOCHHO-TOJIUTHIECKHM KOHTAaKTaM Ka3aXCKHX XaHOB M CTapIINH C
NPE/ICTaBUTEISIMUA POCCUIICKON aJMUHUCTpanuu. B Tperbell rpymme CKOHIEHTPUPOBAHEI MaTepPHAIIBI 10 Ka-
3aXCKO-PYCCKMM B3aMMOOTHOLICHHSAM B cdepe Toprosiu. B deTBepToii rpyrme cocpenoTo4eHs! Aena Ho OT-
HOILICHUSIM Ka3aXxOB C JPYrMMH KOUYEBBIMH HapOAaMH, KOHTAKThl C KOTOPHIMU BXOAWIU B Chepy MHTEPECOB
Poccuiickoit nmnepuun.

Kurouesvie cnosa: xazaxcko-pycckue otHomenus, PICAJIA, uctopus Kazaxcrana, ucropust Poccun, XVIII B.,
POCCHIACKHE apXHBBI, ICTOYHHUKH, ()OHMIBI, OTUCH, JUTUTOMATHS.
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