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The Study of Chinese Kazak’s International Migration: Taking
Kazakhstan as an Example
Nurbahit Tursin

Abstract:By reviewing the history of Kazak and how Kazak became a cross—border ethnic group, this paper ex—
plores the historical origin that Kazak becomes a transnational ethnic group. And through mainly discussing the
internal and external causes that Chinese Kazak in Xinjiang moved to Kazakhstan after its independence, this pa-
per also simply sums up the current situation of Chinese Kazak in Kazakhstan as well as the existing problems.

Key words:Kazak; cross—border ethnic group; transnational ethnic group; international migration; internal and ex—

ternal factors see P.85



