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Methodological foundations of the study of everyday history (on the example of
Sayram district in the 30-60s of the XX™ century)

The article is devoted to the analysis of methodological foundations of one of the modern trends in historical
science — the history of everyday life on the example of Sairam district. The authors attempt to analyse the
achievements of representatives of foreign and domestic historiography in determining the conceptual and
methodological foundations of the history of everyday life. As a result of the analysis of scientific problems
of the article the author comes to the conclusion that the works of foreign and Kazakhstani authors in general
positively assess the heuristic abilities of the new methodological approach in the study of everyday life of a
certain city, district, society and an individual person. Also, the object of scientific interest of the author be-
came the subjects of socio-economic history and everyday life of citizens of Sairam district in 3040 years of
the twentieth century. This chronological period is of particular interest from the point of view of studying the
process of transformation of everyday life of the population of Sairam district. Since it is in this period, along
with the already rooted traditions in the everyday life of the population began to appear elements of a new life
space. These changes were caused by collectivization, which began with confiscation of cattle, property and
personal property from the Bai, further, changes in the territorial structure of the district, development of con-
struction industry, etc.

Keywords: history, history of Kazakhstan, everyday history, history of Sairam district, Soviet Union, collec-
tivization.

Introduction

In recent years, the history of everyday life has become the most popular field of research in the modern
social sciences, especially history. Moreover, everyday life has firmly established itself as a serious academic
study. In Soviet historiography, the attention of scientists was focused on the study of the major military-
political, socio-economic events of the period. And the issues of the “life-world” of the common human were
developed as illustrative material for global historical events, or were not studied at all. In this direction, the
most important studies are those related to the study of social problems of social development, especially the
reflection of the facets of everyday life: the world of people, private histories, the socialization of personali-
ty, the behaviour of people in various extreme situations, etc. After all, man is an integral part of a vast so-
cio-cultural world, and the study of the internal motivations of human activity, of emotional reactions to cer-
tain events, allows us to judge the peculiarities of the mental structure of society at a certain chronological
stage.

It should be noted that the relevance of the research topic is determined by the increased scientific inter-
est in the problems of social history in recent years, the separation of the history of everyday life into a
branch of historical knowledge, and the history of everyday life in cities (districts) into an independent direc-
tion of modern domestic historical science. Urban everyday life, as in a mirror, reflected the peculiarities of
the reforms carried out in the country. Looking at historical processes through the prism of everyday life of a
particular region allows to show the diversity of the general historical process, to enrich historical science
with new specific facts and events. The relevance of the topic is also determined by the regional approach. A
comprehensive study of the history of everyday life in the Sayram district during the period under considera-
tion has not been carried out, without which our understanding of the region’s past is incomplete.

The knowledge of traditions, peculiarities of historical experience in the organization of everyday life of
Sayram district will allow to solve many social problems of modern society by mechanisms that best take
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into account regional specifics. All this shows the importance of studying the everyday life of Sayram dis-
trict.

Research methods

The methodological basis of this article is the scientific principles of objectivity and historicism, based
on the recognition of the variability of the historical process. The study is based on the principles of critical
interpretation of sources, systematization and comparative analysis of data. A comprehensive approach to the
study of the scientific problem required the application of methods of system analysis and microanalysis,
comparative, chronological and evaluation methods.

Discussion

Everyday life is a relatively new branch of historical research, the subject of which is human in his
everyday life, in its activities in historical-cultural, political, ethnic and other directions. The problem of the
study of everyday life requires the consideration not only of historical historiography, but also of studies in
other sciences. In the beginning, philosophers were not so much concerned with the history of everyday life
as with its everyday aspect. They were concerned with the problem of human existence, the problem of
human perception of the world, the problem of human adaptation to society. The concept of “everyday life”
first appeared in the works of A. Schiitz [1]. He saw it as “the world of human immediacy”. The study of the
history of everyday life can be based on the phenomenological approach of E. Husserl (lifeworld). The
American sociologists P. Berger and T. Lukman were the first to introduce the concept of “everyday world”
into scientific circulation. They raised the question of the language of “everyday encounters”, of the ways of
“memorizing typical everyday actions”, thus giving impetus to the concepts of social construction of identi-
ties, gender, disability, psychiatry, etc. Another way of analyzing everyday life was developed by the Ameri-
can sociologists A. Sicurel and G. Garfinkel. They studied not only the actions of individuals in social pro-
cesses, but also the role of their experiences and thoughts. This allowed them to lay the foundations of the
sociology of everyday life (or ethnomethodology), which aims to discover the methods used by people in
society to carry out everyday actions by analyzing the rules and prejudices that exist in society, the interpre-
tation by “some” people of the speech, behaviour and gestures of “others” [2].

Another American sociologist from Stanford University, Mark Granovetter, shows that urban everyday
life is actually a “force of weak ties” [3; 31]. According to him, weak ties are the most important factor in a
person’s occupational and career mobility. Moreover, it is the communication in the network of weak ties
that is the most informative. Strong ties are the ties of formalized communities, family, close friends and
others. It can be said that a city is a set of positive and negative qualities. These qualities reflect the level of
development of the human community, its traditions and needs. Each individual city and each individual citi-
zen are inextricably linked by social relationships. This interaction creates a special everyday atmosphere
that surrounds us. The modern city is subject to constant changes, qualitative changes that determine the in-
ternal and external environment of a person [2].

The German classic Georg Simmel gave a special dimension to the theme of “urban everyday life”. For
him, the city dweller is above all neurotic. “The psychological basis of the individuality of a large city is the
heightened nervousness of life, resulting from the rapid and constant change of external and internal impres-
sions” [4].

Thus, everyday life as a phenomenon is of great interest in the global scientific environment. In West-
ern historiography, the study of everyday life is one of the popular trends, the interest in which arose after the
so-called anthropological turn in history in the 60—70s of the XX century. First of all, the study of the history
of everyday life within the framework of a new direction — microhistory — is connected with the advanced
ideas of the representatives of the French school of annals M. Blok and L. Fevr [5, 6]. Later it was their fol-
lower F. Brodel, who for the first time defined the importance of the material world and its reflection in the
everyday life of people in history [7], who purposefully addressed the problem of everyday life. The great
merit of F. Brodel is the development of a universal methodology for the study of the history of everyday
life, which has not lost its relevance for more than half a century. The study of the material side of people’s
everyday life is still carried out on the basis of the structure of everyday life defined by F. Brodel.

It should be noted that the most comprehensive statement on the content of the concept of “everyday
history” to date was made by the Russian researcher N.L. Pushkareva: “The history of everyday life is a
branch of historical knowledge, the subject of which is the sphere of human everyday life in its historical and
cultural, political and event-related, ethnic and confessional contexts”. The focus of the history of everyday
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life is “the reality that is interpreted by people and has a subjective meaning for them as a whole life world”,
a comprehensive study of this reality (life world) of people of different social strata, their behaviour and
emotional reactions to life events [8].

The history of everyday life is a relatively new direction in Kazakhstan history. While in the 1990s
there were practically no studies that focused on the problems of everyday life, in the 2000s local history
studies devoted to everyday life in individual regions of Kazakhstan began to appear. Thus, the researches of
Z.G. Saktaganova [9], K.K. Abdrakhmanova [10], M.M. Kozybaeva [11], E.A. Kozachenko [12] were de-
voted to the study of urban everyday life. The everyday life of the Kazakh population in the late 18th and
early 20th centuries is reflected in the work of N.H. Dzhumaniyazova [13]. The study of the everyday life of
the “special contingent” in Kazakhstan was studied by D.U. Khamidullina [14]. These studies reflect the life
and everyday life of the Kazakh people in different historical periods.

Moreover, the analysis of existing studies shows that many aspects of everyday life remain understud-
ied. For example, the study of everyday life at the micro level involves the study and description of everyday
life in the context of representatives of different age, occupational, gender and other social groups, and such
a perspective is not yet practiced in Kazakh research. This approach to research cannot be ignored. After all,
the study of microhistory is important not least because this methodological approach to the reconstruction of
the past is of great historical significance, and the results of the research can have practical significance —
the analysis of the everyday life of individual social groups allows to identify hidden trends in this environ-
ment, and gives an opportunity to prevent their negative consequences.

An important feature of the methodology of the history of everyday life is the coexistence of two ap-
proaches to understanding everyday life. The first approach considers everyday life as a reconstruction of the
mental macro-context of the history of events, an approach attractive to philosophers and cultural historians;
the second — as an application of the methods of micro-historical analysis, shared by sociologists and most
historians. Microhistory as a method of history prevails among German researchers of everyday life. A num-
ber of Italian historians, such as K. Ginzburg, D. Levi, supported this interpretation of the history of every-
day life, created a journal and started the scientific series “Microhistory”. In the 1990s, the German-Italian
school of micro-historians was extended by American researchers of the past [15].

There are many definitions of microhistory, with which local history is primarily associated. Almost
every author of works on microhistory gives a different definition of his subject. “Event history” (as in
F. Brodel), “local history” (L. Gonzalez y Gonzalez), “small history” (Richard Cobb). “The most common is
the following: microhistory — as a historiographical trend that studies the past social reality on the basis of
microanalytical approaches, including both the choice of research objects and the corresponding methods
(theoretical and empirical tools)” [16]. An important feature of microhistory or, in our case, local history, is a
change in the scale of the study: researchers use microanalysis to see the essential features of the phenome-
non under study as if under a magnifying glass. Microanalysis allows us to see the refraction of general pro-
cesses “at a particular point in real life”.

The history of everyday life is thus another attempt to understand history as a multifaceted process, re-
produced and transformed by those who are at once the object and the subject of history. The traditional his-
torian seeks to use a reliable source in his research without distortion, while the historian of everyday life
seeks to read the text more carefully in order to reflect on the circumstances of the ideas expressed in it. Such
a methodological approach makes it possible to penetrate the meaning of what is expressed and to take into
account hidden meanings that have accidentally emerged from the depths of consciousness. The history of
everyday life studies not only everyday life but also people’s everyday consciousness and behaviour, using
the psychological technique of feeling to interpret other people’s thoughts and words, giving them its own
“translation”. When studying everyday life, it is important to combine methods used at both the micro and
macro levels of historical research. The study of people’s everyday lives, therefore, involves a number of
methodological problems: it is difficult to generalize mutually exclusive data that reveal the internal hetero-
geneity and changing dynamics of the course of people’s everyday lives. The history of everyday life studies
reality as such and people’s perceptions of it.

Sayram is one of the oldest settlements in Kazakhstan. It lies in the valley between Talas and the middle
reaches of the Syr Darya. Today, the center of this valley and the whole of southern Kazakhstan is the city of
Shymkent. But in the Middle Ages, the main city there was Sayram — Isfijab — Akkala. It stood at the east-
ernmost point of the Silk Road and was the eastern gateway to Turkestan. It was an amazing city that per-
ished and rose again many times, changing its name with each reincarnation, reflecting like a mirror the eth-
no-cultural changes in the region.
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During the Middle Ages, Sayram had a significant influence on the spread of Islam in the south. The
birth and maturation of Ahmet Yassawi, who was a major contributor to the Islamic movement in Sayram,
and the location of the graves of his parents, lbrahim and Karashash, in the region speak volumes. The
Sayram area also witnessed the invasion of the Kokan Khanate [17; 27]. As a result of Soviet collectivisation
and repression, as well as the indiscretions of local activists, the region suffered serious consequences. In
January 1928 the Belovodsky district was created as part of the Syr Darya district. In December 1930 it was
renamed the Mankent-Sayram district, and in 1935 it became the Sayram district. According to the Kazkhoz
plan of 1 June 1930, the district had 6771 hectares and 36255 inhabitants. The centre of the district was Aksu
village until 1930, then Mankent until 1935, and finally Sayram village. Sayram had over 2000 farms with
over 10,000 people. The district lies along the Mashat, Sayramsu, Badam and Arys rivers [18; 34].

Archive documents show that the Belovodsk district consisted of 5 villages, 3 village councils and 7
collective farms. The farms grew wheat, barley, oats, cotton, alfalfa, potatoes, vegetables and melons. In the
mountainous areas and on the steppes beyond Arys, sheep-breeding was successfully developed, especially
the breeding of Merino sheep. The local population mainly kept dairy cows. The milk was transported to the
town for sale.

In terms of population, Sayram district was the largest in Syrdarya district. The district was run by the
district party committee, the district council of workers’ deputies and its executive committee. The court, the
prosecutor’s office and the police reinforced the internal order of the state. Youth affairs were administered
by the Komsomol, and women’s affairs by the Women’s Council. The interests of the poor and working
class were defended by the local organization created under the trade union “Kosshy”. Its representatives,
activists and groups of red agitators were also present in other districts. Under the leadership of the district
party committee, they formed a united and strong political system. In the years following the October Revo-
lution, the Soviet power enjoyed great authority among the people, especially among the poor, as the repre-
sentative of the interests of the workers and peasants, the disadvantaged and the humiliated, as the repre-
sentative of the end of the exploitation of man by man, of slavery and oppression, as the social formation that
established universal equality and justice, and as the herald of a bright and happy future. The party relied on
the authority of the new government. To strengthen its political position, it exploited the accumulated class
hostility and intransigence of the people.

Of particular political importance was the collectivization that took place in the 1920s and 1930s, which
began with the confiscation of cattle, property and personal belongings from the Bai. It is historically reliable
that this political campaign was often violent on the ground. The chronicles of Aul tell of activists taking
everything from the locals, even poultry.

“The autumn of 1929 also saw the start of active grain harvesting in the steppe regions of Kazakhstan,
and a “major turning point” in the process of establishing collective farms in the Syr Darya region. Although
the necessary economic and political conditions were not yet in place in some regions, they were included in
the list of areas subject to mass collectivisation. For example, areas such as Keles, Maktaaral and Sayram,
which developed agriculture for many years, as well as semi-nomadic areas such as Shayan and nomadic
areas such as Kyzylkum, Shauldir and Sozak, which remained outside the unification for a long time” [17;
36-37] says historian S. Zholdasov.

On 1 May 1930, the Mankent peasants openly resisted the unjust actions of the authorities. On 1 May
1930, the Mankent peasants openly resisted the unjust actions of the authorities.

The famine that broke out at the beginning of the 1930s brought great suffering to the villages of
Kaynarbulak, Arys, Badam, Karatobe and others. Nevertheless, in 1933 the district officially announced the
successful completion of collectivization. We must recognise that this period was an era of severe pressure of
the Soviet power.

In the 1930s, the urgent issue of strengthening the material and technical base of collective farms was
put on the agenda, in connection with which the settlements of Sayram, Kainarbulak, Karatobe, Aksu,
Mankent, Karamurt began to receive “Fordzon”, “STZ”, “UNB” tractors, “Kommunar” combine harvesters,
trucks and other agricultural machinery. The technical equipment of the farms made it possible to carry out
the seasonal works in time and in quality, to increase the production and yield of cereals, cotton, vegetables,
to fully master the available sown areas. In a short time, a third of the district, including large villages, was
fully electrified, and small power stations were built and put into operation in four settlements — Sayram,
Mankent, Chernovodsk and Belye Vody. Three machine and tractor stations (MTS) were opened. And the
establishment of a machine and tractor workshop on the basis of the Mankent MTS, which became a large
regional center for technical services, laid the foundation for the district’s industry. Thus, even before the
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war, Sayram was a fairly prosperous district, with more than 11,000 hectares of irrigated land, a reliable re-
source and manufacturing base, and good technical facilities.

Due to various political and economic factors, the internal structure of the raion changed several times.
The number of village councils that were part of it increased and decreased, and the territory of the region
changed accordingly. Thus, the current structure and model of the region was not established at once. In the
course of its development, the territorial structure of the region underwent various transformations. It is
known that the district was established in 1928. In 1932, the districts of Bazar-Kakpa, Karabulak, Kara-Murt,
Sultanrabat, Chimkent-Kapka and Zhargaly were attached to Sayram district. In 1954, the Bazar-kakpa and
Chimkent district rural councils were merged into a single Sayram rural council, with the village of Sayram
as its centre. Similarly, the Pritraktovoye and Mankent District Councils were merged to form the Mankent
District Council. Its centre was Mankent. In November 1957 the Kyzylsu, Komeshbulak, Kaynarbulak dis-
tricts were transferred from the Chimkent district to the Sayram district. In 1960, the Chirkinsk District
Council was renamed the Kyzylkystau District Council and, less than a year later, the Arys District Council
[19; 56-90].

Conclusion

The complexity of the study of the history of everyday life is caused by a number of methodological
problems: a variety of interpretations of the subject of the history of everyday life, which determine the ap-
proaches and principles of the study of the object of knowledge; the diversity of the source base, both in
form and content; methodological pluralism. Since the history of everyday life uses data from a number of
humanities, such as sociology, philosophy, ethnology, in its research, it applies not only historical, but also
special scientific methods, such as sociological. Consequently, we can refer to interdisciplinarity as a funda-
mental principle in researching the history of everyday life. It is essential to acknowledge that emphasizing
the variety of methodologies for examining local everyday life highlights the complexity of solutions within
this emerging field of historical inquiry. This complexity arises, firstly, from the multitude of interpretations
and techniques employed in constructing the historical context of daily life, which complicates the estab-
lishment of a singular methodology and renders it nearly impossible to standardize or generalize the various
approaches at this point. Secondly, this diversity enables us to identify the most effective strategies and apply
them to the analysis of everyday life in Sayram.
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XK. A. Tamranos, Bexuxu Ceda @yar Xekumoriry

KynpenikTi emMip TapuxbIH 3epTTEyAiH dliCHAMAJBIK Heri3i
(XX racoipabiH 30-60 xblagapbiHaarsl Caiipam ayIaHbIHBIH MbICAJIBIH/IA)

Makana CaifpaM aynaHBIHBIH MBICANBIHAA TapUXW FHUIBIMAAFBI Ka3ipri 3aMaHfbl OarbITTapAbH Oipi —
KYHAENIKTI TapuXTHIH 9JiCHAMAIIBIK HETI3/IepiH Tanjayra apHaJIFaH. ABTOpJAp HIETENIIK JKOHE OTaHIBIK
TapuxXHaMa OKUIIEepiHIH KYHICNIKTI TapUXTBIH TYKBIPBIMIAMalbIK JKOHE oJAiCHaMaJbIK HeTi3JepiH
aHBIKTay/aFbl JKETICTIKTEPIH TalJayFa THIPBICTHL. MaKallaHbIH FBUIBIMH MOCENIeNIepiH Tajaay HOTHDKEeCiHIIe
IIETENIIK JKoHEe Ka3aKCTaHABIK aBTOPJIAP.IbIH JKYMBICTaphl Oenriii Oip KalaHbIH, ayJaHHBIH, KOFAMHBIH YKOHE
JKeKe aJJaMHBIH KYHACTIKTI OMipiH 3epTTeyAeri jkaHa 9IiCHAMAIIBIK TOCUIIIH 3BPUCTUKAIBIK KabijIeTTepiH OH
Garanaiinel gereH KopeiThiHgbra Keneni. Connaii-ak, XX racoipasiy 30-40 sxsuinapeinaarsr Caiipam aymnaHbt
TYPFBIHOAPBIHBIH OJICYMETTIK-DKOHOMUKAJBIK TApUXbl MEH KYHICNIKTI OMIpiHIH CIOXKETTepi aBTOpPIAapAbIH
FBUIBIMU KBI3BIFYIIBUIBIFBIHBIH 00BekTiCi Oonmel. bynm xpoHomormsmsik TydiH Caifpam ayqaHbl XaJKbIHBIH
KYHIENIKTI eMipiH e3repy MpOLECiH 3epTTey TYPFBICHIHAH €PeKIIe KbhI3BIFYIIBUIBIK TYABIpaabl. Jlom ocbl
KE3CHJIC XaNBIKTBIH KYHJCTIKTI OMipiHIe KaJbIITACKAH IICTYpJCPMEH KaTap jKaHa eMip KEHICTITiHIH
JneMeHTTepl maiima OGoma Oacramel. Ocbl esrepictep OaiimapIblH Mai, MEHIIIK JKOHE MEKe MYJIKTI
TOpKiIey/ieH OacTanraH YKBIMIACTBIpyFa, OyaaH opi ayJaHHBIH ayMaKTBHIK KYpPBUIBIMBIHBIH ©3repyiHe,
KYPBUIBIC MHIYCTPHSCBIHBIH JJAMYbIHA )KoHE T.0. OaiIaHbICTHI €.

Kinm ce3oep: KazakctaH Tapuxbl, TapuX, KyHOENKTI Tapux, Caiipam aymaHeiHBIH Tapuxsl, Kenec Omarsl,
YKBIMACTBIPY.

K.A. Tamrranos, Bexuxu Ceda @yar Xexkumoriy

MeToa0/10THYEeCKHE OCHOBBI HCCJIEOBAHNS TIOBCETHEBHOM HCTOPHH
(ua nmpumepe Caiipamckoro paiiona B 30-60-e rogbpl XX Beka)

CraThsl TOCBAIIEHA aHATN3Y METOMOJIOTHIECKNX OCHOB OJHOTO M3 COBPEMEHHBIX HAINPABICHUH B UCTOpPHIE-
CKOM HayKe — HCTOpPUH NOBCEAHEBHOCTU Ha mpuMmepe CaiipaMckoro paiioHa. ABTOpaMH clejlaHa IOIbITKa
MPOAHAIU3UPOBAThH JOCTIKCHHS MPEACTABUTENCH 3apyOeKHON U OTEYECTBEHHOW MCTOpHOrpaduu B onpese-
JICHUW KOHLENTYaJbHBIX U METOJOJOTHYECKUX OCHOB UCTOPUH MOBCEIHEBHOCTH. B pesysnbraTte aHanusa Ha-
YUYHOI MPOOJIEMATHKH CTaThH aBTOPBI IPUXOASAT K BBIBOIY, YTO pabOTHI 3apyOeKHBIX M Ka3aXCTAaHCKUX aBTO-
POB B IIEJIOM TTOJIOXKUTENHEHO OIEHUBAIOT IBPHCTHIECKUE CIIOCOOHOCTH HOBOTO METOIOJIOTMIECKOT0 MOAX0/1a
IpU N3y4YEeHUH MOBCEJHEBHOM KM3HH ONPENENICHHOTO TOpoja, paifoHa, COIyMa U OT/JEIBHO B3SITOTO Yelo-
Beka. Takke 0OBEKTOM HAayYHOTO MHTEPEca aBTOpa CTAIU CIOXKETHI COIHAITEHO-KOHOMHYECKON HCTOPHH U
MOBCEIHEBHOM *kn3HH ropoxkaH Caiipamckoro pationa B 30—-40-e rogst XX Beka. [laHHBINH XpOHOIOTHYECKHI
OTPE30K MPECTABISIET 0COOBII HHTEPEC C TOUKM 3PEHHs U3y4eHHUs Ipoliecca TpaHc(hOpMaliy OBCEAHEBHON
XKU3HU HaceneHus Caiipamckoro paifona. IIockoiabKy HIMEHHO B 3TOT IEPHOJ, HApsLy C YK€ YKOPEHUBLIMMU-
csl TPaAMLUSIMH, B ITOBCEAHEBHON )XKU3HU HACENEHHs CTalIU MOABIATHCS IEMEHTHI HOBOTO YKU3HEHHOTO MPOo-
CTpaHCTBa. DTH U3MEHEHHs ObUIM OOYCIIOBJICHBI KOJUICKTHBH3allMeH, HavyaBlIeics ¢ KoHduckanuu y OaeB
CKOTa, COOCTBEHHOCTH M JINYHOTO MMYIIECTBA, TEPPUTOPHAIBHON CTPYKTYpOH paiioHa, pa3sBUTHEM CTPOH-
TENBPHOW HHIAYCTPHUH H T.1.

Kniouesvie cnosa: ucropusi, uctopus Kazaxcrana, moBceqHeBHas uctopus, uctopus CaiipaMckoro paiioHa,
Cosetckuit Cor03, KOJUICKTUBU3AIHS.
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