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Concepts of historical memory and the politics of memory in the context
of social and historical-humanitarian studies (historiographic analysis)

The article presents a historiographic review of historical memory and, based on this, examines the meaning
and features of the process of rethinking national histories. The relevance of the presented work lies in the
fact that today there is a “memorial boom”, which leads to a critical analysis of the past, a revision of the
main plots of the history of the state and society. Since gaining independence, the post-Soviet countries have
been embraced by the search for national identity. In this search, an important role was played by the reevalu-
ation of one’s own history; based on new methodological approaches, the colonial experience, postcolonial
transformations are being investigated. Thus, this paper aims to analyze a wide range of theoretical and
historiographic material, the works of the founders of the concept of memory, fundamental works of re-
searchers, from whom new directions came, such as the “politics of memory” or “trauma of memory”, etc.
The authors of this article consider the theoretical foundations of memory, which have become significant in
such sciences as sociology, history, philosophy, political science, etc. The study uses historical-genetic, his-
torical-comparative, historical-systemic methods, as well as methods of retrospective and prospective analy-
sis. The historiographic review of foreign and domestic authors helped to consider and analyze such concepts
as historical memory and historical politics. In the works of French, German, American researchers, the theo-
retical and methodological foundations of the category of memory were studied. Russian and Kazakh histori-
ography are represented by modern research, which is aimed at studying the processes associated with my-
thologizing, politicizing these processes, commemorative practices, local and regional aspects.

Keywords: historical memory, politics of memory, identity, historiography, commemoration, reconstruction
of the past.

Introduction

The formation of new independent states in the post-Soviet space is significantly associated with the
formation of national self-awareness (national identity) of the peoples of the USSR. At the same time, the
rallying of “new nations” (Russians, Ukrainians, Kazakhs, etc.) is largely based on the accentuation of histor-
ical events and phenomena that contribute to the growth of patriotism, the formation of a new (“non-Soviet”)
national identity, etc.

One of the consequences of these processes, initiated mainly “from above” — the political elites of the
newly independent states — was the rethinking of national history.

The situation with the introduction and dissemination of new historiography in different countries of the
former USSR can be significantly different depending on the extent to which the demand for a “new history”
from citizens is widespread, can “new heroes” and a new interpretation of historical events find the response
from the population, especially young people, who are the most important object in terms of the formation of
a new national identity.

New national historical interpretations can conflict and even with each other, offering alternative ver-
sions for once indisputable historical events and phenomena. Thus, the processes of rethinking history in the
newly independent states inevitably establish new boundaries and watersheds in the once common cultural
and historical soviet space. This will affect the prospects for integration of the post-Soviet countries.

Methods

The conceptual basis of this study is the theories and methodologies of interdisciplinarity developed by
the classics of memory M. Halbwachs, P. Nora, J. Le Goffa, J. and A. Assman, P. Hutton, P. Ricoeur, and
others.

Historiographic research is a form of reflection on the development of historical knowledge. The range
of problems that fall into the field of view of historical memory and the politics of memory is wide: every-
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thing that has elements of comprehension of the past becomes the object of close attention from the public
and the state at the present stage. Based on this, it should be noted that the set of methods of historiographic
research is diverse. Among the classical methods, historical-genetic, historical-comparative, historical-
system, and other methods can be cited.

The methods of retrospective and prospective analysis make it possible to update the obtained
historiographic information. Retrospective analysis consists in a gradual movement from the current state of
historical science to the past to isolate the elements of old concepts. The method of perspective analysis (the
same process, only in the “opposite” direction) allows us to consider the significance of certain ideas for the
subsequent historiographic process. The application of these methods can help to predict the further evolu-
tion of knowledge about the concept of memory.

Results and Discussion

The theoretical and methodological foundations of the concept of memory arise from the development
of history and related social sciences, as well as the actualization of the principle of interdisciplinarity
in Europe. This principle is reflected in the works of M. Halbwachs [1], P. Nora [2], J. Le Goff [3], J.
Assman [4], P. Hutton [5], P. Ricoeur [6], L. Wirth [7], A. Megill [8], and others, which are rightfully classi-
cal and seem to be basic for the study of memory and commemorative practice.

Like any field of research that is in a state of formation and institutionalization, memory studies actively
turn to its origins. More precisely, it is looking for the origins and building its genealogy. According to spe-
cialists in cultural (social) memory, the formation of a narrative of one’s origin and history is an integral part
of the formation of any identity, including the identity of the scientific community of a discipline claiming
academic status. One of the important areas of activity of scientists concerned with the institutionalization
and “paradigmatization” of memory studies is the design of a “canonical” set of texts and authors, primarily
the founders, around whom the identity of the research community could be built as universally recognized
authorities.

The popularity of the study of memory, according to Pierre Nora, is due to the post-imperial, post-
colonial, including the post-Soviet transformation of the geopolitical conjuncture. Back in the 1980s, work
began on the concept of Places of Memory. Under the leadership of P. Nora, the multivolume work Places of
Memory was published, in which famous historians took part: J. Duby, J. Le Goff, F. Furet, M. Musuf, and
others [2].

P. Nora contrasts history and memory, substantiating significant differences between them. From his
perspective, memory connects with the emotional experiences of the present and considers history as an in-
tellectual reconstruction of the past. Hence, local nation-building presupposes reflection on various varia-
tions of the search for national identity. The historical identity of France is based on the representations ow-
ing to which it remembers itself.

According to Nora, historians are now turning to “mnemonic places, since there is no more memory
space”. On the other hand, his critical position allows us to see that living memory lives in a much larger
number of places than historians could have imagined before. What is called history is nothing more than an
official memory that society prefers to glorify. In Modern times, this memory was in practice associated with
the political history of the state, which, in particular, manifested itself during the French Revolution.
The task of historians in the postmodern era is to identify and classify the figurative schemes through which
the national past is comprehended under the assortment of mnemonic places. Distinguishing the republic, the
nation, and France as categories of memory, Nora shows how national identity is perceived differently within
each of them. The separation of history and memory of a separate political tradition, within which it was
studied, frees the historian to search for counter-memory and counter-traditions derived from it [2; 17-50].
If P. Nora claims that history destroys information stored by memory, then Dennis Collins, on the contrary,
believes that history “rationalizes” memory [9; 134-137].

The study of memory is an interdisciplinary direction in science. The research focus depends on the na-
ture of the dominant discipline. Features of the study of memory are crystallized under the influence of his-
torical, political, cultural contexts. Thus, the German tradition mainly uses the concept of cultural memory
(Jan and Aleida Assmann). The concept developed by J. Assmann made it possible to designate a new area
of historical and cultural studies - the study of “memory cultures” of various societies and their comparative
analysis. Another aspect of the study of cultural memory is the analysis of the functioning of “memory imag-
es” in subsequent cultures, the identification of those cultural meanings that were generated by them in other
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contexts. The French school relies heavily on the concept of social and collective memory (Maurice
Halbwachs, Pierre Nora).

The correlation of history and memory is another important area of discussion both in historical science
proper and in memory studies. M. Halbwachs’s idea that the image of the past is socially constructed is pop-
ular among modern researchers. At the same time, Halbwachs himself stood on firm positivist position in
this regard and clearly opposed historical science and memory. History, in his opinion, should be an objec-
tive, impartial, impersonal, absolute picture of the past — such as it was “in fact”, memory is its direct oppo-
site. It is subjective, selective, biased, connected with the interests of groups. History for Halbwachs begins
where memory ends.

Trying to overcome the extreme sociologism of Halbwachs, historians began to invent their own alter-
native concepts: cultural memory, social memory, public memory, historical memory, and even post-
memory. Such uncertainty of the basic concept, as well as the variety of competing interpretations in the ab-
sence of their own method, serve as one of the main grounds for criticism of memory studies. On the other
hand, there are voices claiming that the concept of “memory” is not able to add anything new to historical
research compared to such classical concepts as myth, custom, tradition, and historical consciousness.
Halbwachs’s theoretical position on the problem of memory/history is most easily captured in the summary
that he proposed in his book “Collective Memory”. Here he refers to “the ultimate opposition between
memory and history”. With this formula, he intended to emphasize the difference between the types of the
past that they restore. Memory asserts the similarity between the past and the present. There is a magic of
memory that is invoked because it conveys the past as if it had become alive again.

It can be noted that neither the absence of a single universally recognized theory of memory, taken in its
collective dimension nor the variety of terms prevents us from talking about the “memory paradigm” in
modern socio-humanitarian knowledge. The presence of a common “memorial” perspective, which allows us
to consider diverse and still little related phenomena from a single angle, is a sufficient reason for this.

Collective memory forms the consciousness of a common past among members of a social community,
causes an emotional experience of a long stay together in time, and transmits values and patterns of behavior.
Certain events of the past lose their concrete historical character, turning into symbols of good and evil. Col-
lective memory also preserves and sacralizes the symbols of collective identity, creating a common semiotic
space and delineating the boundaries of the group.

Based on the study of memory carriers, memory studies have recently entered into a productive dia-
logue with another rapidly developing field — research in the field of modern media. Cinema, television, and
computer technologies are now also of increasing interest to researchers of collective memory.

Memory research is primarily an interdisciplinary field of modern science and, as in any interdiscipli-
nary project, research perspectives and resources depend on the nature of the dominant discipline. For the
current research, such a theoretical, centering factor is the philosophical and anthropological principles of the
study of culture as a multi-actor dynamic system, where the processes of various kinds of social interactions,
symbolic and situational communications, yielding to the influence of dominant power discourses and eve-
ryday attributions intersect in the concepts of cultural practice. The factors that influenced the applied nature
of the research are more or less related to the methodologies of social and cultural anthropology. As a result,
the concept of practices is considered as epistemological, as a language of self-description, actualized by the
collapse of the Soviet, reformatting of state independence; as a possibility of the restoration of the repressed,
and the legitimization of not only regional, generic, but also diverse aspects of identity; also as a reaction to
the traumatic experiences of the twentieth century.

In addition to the epistemological boundaries of interdisciplinarity, it is necessary to note the histor-
ical and sociological studies of memory, which will become the theoretical and methodological basis of
this project.

The famous French medievalist Jacques Le Goff, highlighting the main problems of historical sci-
ence, considers collective memory as a phenomenon that irrevocably connects the present with the past.
The International Encyclopedia of Political Science defines “historical memory” by describing the func-
tions of the latter: ““The concept of historical memory... deals with the ways in which groups, communi-
ties and nations construct and identify themselves with certain historical narratives or events”. Note that a
historical narrative is not only an official story (a master narrative), it can also be a storyline, a
factography, an interpretive strategy expressed in works of art, visual representations, etc.

The thesis that the problem of historical memory is directly related to the issue of power has become
commonplace: both purely political and the power of discourse. The statement of J. Le Goff said that ... col-

154 BecTHuk KaparaHguHckoro yHnsepcuteTta



Concepts of historical memory...

lective memory has been and is an important issue in the struggle for power between social groups. For clas-
ses, groups, or individuals who have ruled and continue to dominate the history of societies, their power over
memory and oblivion remains one of the most important concerns. History should identify and help correct
memory errors” [3; 131].

The same opinion is shared by Laurent Wirth, who writes that memory increases and tries to preserve
only those moments that are necessary or beneficial to the social groups themselves. This is also a prerequi-
site for the conflict between history and memory. According to Wirth, the function of “truth procedure” acts
against the various growing group memories. There is a dialectical connection between history and memory,
they complement each other and develop in two directions: a) the memory of eyewitnesses of events is an
important source for historical science. It is difficult to explain the essence of the events without them, that
is, memory “strengthens” the history; b) history “gives strength” to memory and provides the basis for the
formation of national memory [7; 123-126].

In addition to the relationship between history and memory, Paul Ricoeur in his book analyzes the phe-
nomenon of “oblivion” [6; 128]. When, at the end of the twentieth century, memory in the context of a mod-
ern pluralistic vision of the past (we are talking about the recognition of the coexistence of competing
“memories of the past”) turned into a value, the problems of memory and identity moved to the forefront
both in public consciousness and in scientific discussions.

American historian Allan Megill accurately identified this phenomenon of modern cultural life as a
“memorial mania” and even postulated the rule: “when identity becomes questionable, the value of memory
increases”. The “memoriality” that engulfed modern society was perceived as a challenge by rationally
thinking professionals, whose position was that “history should not serve memory; it should, of course, take
into account the demand for memory, but only in order to turn this demand into history”. Continuing the tra-
ditions of P. Ricoeur, American researcher Allan Megill emphasizes that the complexity of collective repre-
sentations is aggravated by the fact that memory contains both positive aspects of social experience (victory,
triumph, pride) and negative (guilt, shame, trauma) [8; 212].

To alleviate the severity of such experiences, there are sociocultural strategies, like the defense mecha-
nisms of the individual’s psyche, - the strategy of forgetting and the strategy of denial. At the junction of the
strategies of memory and oblivion, commemoration is formed, events are selected for worship or censure.
Commemorative practices affect the preservation of a living connection with the past, and they are used by
political forces to manipulate historical consciousness. The relevance of the issue of commemoration is in-
creasing due to its connection with the issue of identity, with the influence of commemoration on the for-
mation of identity, with the current identity crisis.

As a result, J. Assman put forward the project “history of memory” — a discipline that studies the dy-
namics of memories, cultural memory in general. From the point of view of the history of memory, the past
is never transmitted anywhere simply from generation to generation, but is always recreated, again and
again, reconstructed based on the needs of modernity.

The history of memory is designed to study the past that remains in the memory of a social group, the
processes of its modeling, rediscovery in the present, depending on the current situation. The history of
memory asks not about the truth or falsity of certain memories of the past that exist in the collective, but
about the reasons for creating, maintaining, or changing a certain image of a historical event, epoch, person.
This discipline seeks to discover those circumstances that made a certain image of the past in demand for the
current life of a social community, or, on the contrary, led to the loss of its relevance, i.e., to oblivion.

In Russian historiography, issues of historical memory became the subject of special research only in
the 1990s. The works of Yu.M. Lotman [10], M. Barga [11], A. Shapiro [12] were aimed at adequate termi-
nological translation and assimilation of scientific discourse, developed in a different historiographic tradi-
tion. Yu. M. Lotman says that, from a semiotic point of view, culture is a supra-individual mechanism for
storing, transmitting and developing new messages (texts), i.e. collective memory. At the same time, since
any culture is internally heterogeneous, then, according to Lotman, we should talk about the coexistence in it
of “dialects of memory” corresponding to its subcultures.

Huge contribution in the study of memorial issues in Russia was made by fundamental collective scien-
tific projects led by L.P. Repina [13]. At the present stage, it can be stated that in Russian historiography,
memory studies is one of the most actively developing areas of socio-humanitarian science. The number of
plots and works on this topic is increasing every year. Kochelyaeva N.A. [14], Titov V.V. [15], Miller A.l.,
Efremenko D.V. [16], Krasilnikova E.I. [17], Golovnevoy E.V. [18], and others are devoted to various as-
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pects of the relationship between memory and identity, commemorative practices and the construction of
regional identity.

At present, such a direction of social and humanitarian knowledge as the politics of memory is actively
developing in Russia, revealing and supplementing its theoretical and practical aspects in the context of the
formation of the national-state identity of modern Russia. Russian researchers consider not only the role of
historical politics in the construction of political identity, but also the mythologization of this process, its lo-
cal and regional aspects.

In the post-Soviet Russian academic field, which is heterogeneous and multi-format, one can clearly
trace the trends of memory research as an instrument of political criticism, or as a “polyphony” of historical
narratives in a specific imperial context, in other words, memory research indicating the “impossibility of a
consistent history” about the imperial past. This Russian focus of commemorative research works with the
paradox of the irreducibility of memory and history to the same standard, so memory is considered as a sig-
nifier of conflicting versions of the imperial, national, and regional past.

In the abundance of the considered research perspectives, there are two dominant positions: the under-
standing of memory as predominantly national associated with a specific state and the context of the current
ideological program, and the understanding of memory as a tool working outside the didactics of state ideol-
ogy, but covering local practices [19].

The study of historical memory in recent years has become relevant in Kazakhstan too. Back in the
2000s, sociological research was carried out on certain aspects of the perception of history by the population
of Kazakhstan. The most prominent of them are the studies of E.S. Omarov [20], G. lleuova [21],
A.P. Konovalova [22], Dunaeva V.Yu., Kurganskaya V.D. [23]. In 2009, the international research agency
“Eurasian Monitor” implemented the project “Youth perception of the newly independent states of the histo-
ry of the soviet and post-Soviet periods” [24].

In recent years, publications devoted to memory problems are fragmentarily encountered.
Zh.B. Smagambet indicates the commonality of the social memory of the peoples of Central Asia on the ex-
ample of the medieval historical monument “Oguzname”. The author characterizes and highlights the im-
portance of studying this direction in political, socio-economic, and spiritual interaction and cooperation
[25].

Based on the concept of cultural trauma, the Kazakh researcher Y. Shapoval examines the strategies of
survival and preservation of the ethno-confessional identity of Poles deported to Kazakhstan in the second
quarter of the twentieth century [26].

Of particular interest is the works of the famous Islamic scholar A.K. Muminov, who studies epi-
graphs on kulyptases and religious cultural monuments [27]. Sociocultural anthropologist U. Bigozhin
studies holy places, mazars, sacred families of Kazakhstan, which in Kazakh culture are associated with
the genus skin, the phenomena of kozhalyk, aulie, ziyarat, and shirk [28].

International projects are emerging in Central Asia that bring together researchers from several
countries in the region. In 2014, a collective monograph “Identity and Historical Memory in Central
Asia” was published in Poland, which presented a variety of topics: from the problems of measuring
identity in Central Asia, to specific country frames [29].

As a result of three years of work by researchers from Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, and the
United States on the project “Afghan War 1979-1989 through the Eyes of Eyewitnesses (Oral history)” in
2016, a three-volume edition “Memory from the Flames of Afghanistan” was published. To preserve the
historical memory of this war, the collection of information within the framework of the project was car-
ried out from the direct participants in the events [30].

In his fundamental work “History as the Art of Memory” Patrick H. Hatton presents historical
memory as a synonym for historical consciousness. The emergence of the term “historical politics” in the
1990s, its public and academic legitimation coincided with a qualitatively new level of the phenomenon
displayed by it. Technological improvements in the transmission, storage and dissemination of infor-
mation, the development of the sciences of man and his psychological nature, the totality of the penetra-
tion of mass media into all spheres of human life and into all corners of the planet have created prerequi-
sites for unprecedented manipulation of the “collective consciousness”. The development of means of
communication has dramatically increased the mobilization capabilities of historical politics. The techno-
logical and organizational capabilities of the state and other agents of historical politics have increased to
unprecedented proportions.
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“Historical memory” is a relatively stable set of interrelated collective ideas about the past of a par-
ticular group, purposefully constructed by means of historical policy, codified and standardized in social,
cultural, political discourses, stereotypes, myths, symbols, mnemonic and commemorative practices. His-
torical memory is usually presented as a kind of “collective memory”. The boom of research devoted to
different types, functions and embodiments of “collective memory”, its consumerization, the emergence
of “public history” have increased such a volume of scientific, popular science and pseudoscientific liter-
ature that a simple description and enumeration of the main ideas and proposals of different disciplines
require a separate study.

For Patrick H. Hatton, “historical memory” is, on the one hand, the result of cultural, social, and po-
litical engineering, and, on the other, a tool for constructing cultural, social, political, and religious iden-
tities, synthesized into national identity in the era of nationalism [5; 408]. It should be noted that research
on historical consciousness in Kazakhstani historiography is not rare. This is confirmed by the works of
B.M. Satershinova [31], K.N. Burkhanova [32], S.F. Mazhitova [33], E.A. Abil [34], N.S. Lapin [35],
and others.

However, the study of commemorative practices in Kazakhstan has not yet become widespread. One of
the first and so far the only comprehensive theoretical and methodological study of memory practices is the
project “Actual Memory Practices: Conceptualizing the Past and Constructing ldentity in the Contemporary
Culture of Kazakhstan” under the leadership of K. Medeuova. In the period from 2015 to 2017, a group of
researchers collected empirical material in the regions and museums of the republic. The result of such a
large-scale project was the publication of several articles and collective monographs [36]. Within the frame-
work of the mentioned project, U. Sandybaeva analyzes new ways of commemoration on the example of ex-
hibition policy in new museums to victims of political repression [36; 44-68]. Z. Naurzbaeva explores such a
classical instrument of cultural memory as the compilation of genealogical shezhire [36; 69-91].
D. Tolgambaeva [36; 151-170], K. Ermaganbetova [36; 123-133], M. Kikimbaev [36; 224-256] are study-
ing mazars and memorial complexes as special sacred places of memory.

Great interest in the academic community was generated by the publication of the collective monograph
“Living Memory”, dedicated to the study of the history of Stalinist repressions in Kazakhstan in the 1930-
1940s, the memory of them and their understanding by modern Kazakhstani society [37].

In addition to domestic researchers, foreign scientists also show interest in Kazakhstani subjects. Mos-
cow historian E.G. Larina studies the role of sacred places in commemorating the historical past of Kazakhs,
characterizing them in historical, spatial, and typological aspects. Providing evidence that reveals the fea-
tures of historical ideas through the prism of the practices of holy places associated with them [38]. Siberian
researcher A.G. Seleznev identifies the factors and conditions for the formation of sacred spaces on the fron-
tier. He explores the traditional Islamic sanctuaries of Siberian Muslims as a hierotopia [39].

Conclusions

The formation of national identity, the preservation of cultural heritage through reproduction in the his-
torical memory of society is an important component of the strategic development of modern Kazakhstan.

Over the period of independence, Kazakhstan has adopted state programs aimed at preserving cultural
heritage. Most of the programs focused on factual studies, in which memory and memory practice were as-
sociated with artifacts of ethnography or written heritage. Meanwhile, in world social thought, the content of
the concept of memory has undergone significant changes.

In this regard, there is an increasing need to address the study of the historical and cultural heritage of
Kazakhstan in new conditions, with new approaches to the essence and specifics of historical memory and
the formation of national identity. The study of these problems based on extensive historical and field mate-
rial will provide new opportunities for analyzing and forecasting the current situation in the country and the
world.

Historical memory and historical politics act as important factors affecting social stability, perform inte-
grative, consolidating functions between generations, social groups and individuals. Historical memory as a
form of collective/cultural memory is both the object and subject of historical politics, the struggle for power
and control over society — it is both a goal and a means to achieve the goal. In this sense, historical memory
is the main object of historical policy.

In the XIX-XX centuries, the purposeful use of history and collective memory in the assertion of domi-
nant political discourses and the formation of a system of loyalties became an integral part of the domestic and
foreign policy of states, a means of forming and legitimizing nations, an instrument of political mobilization.
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The “invention of traditions™, ideological unification and mobilization, the achievement of a certain
level of cultural homogeneity necessary to ensure collective loyalty to the nation and the state, the conduct of
modern warfare would be impossible without the manipulation of history and “collective memory”. In the
context of modernization processes within the framework of the implementation of the programs “Mangilik
El” and “Rukhani Zhagyru”, it is important to provide an analysis of the existing historical experience, to
identify the strengths and weaknesses of both the politics of memory and the myths in the structure of
memory construction.

The study of historical memory and the politics of memory in the conditions of the formation of nation-
al identity are necessary in connection with changes in ideological attitudes and the intensification of “battles
for history” in the post-Soviet space. The Kazakh context and the Kazakh position on these topical issues are
poorly represented in the modern world socio-humanitarian science.
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X.E. Hyp6aes, K.2K. KuroOek

Tapuxu skaabl ’KIHE KaAbl CasCaThl 00MbIHIIA JJIEYMETTIK IeH TAPUXU-
TYMAaHUTAPJBIK 3ePTTEyJIep KOHTEeKCiHAeri TyciHikTep (McTopuorpagusiibiK Taaaay)

Makanazia Tapuxu KaJKa TapuXHAMaIbIK 10y YCHIHBUIFAH KQHE OCBIHBIH HETi3iHJe YITTHIK TAPUXTHI KakTa
Kapay MpOIECiHiH MOHI MEH epeKIIeNiKTepi KapacThIPbUIFaH. ¥ ChIHBUIFAH )KYMBICTBIH ©3€KT1Iiri OYTiHri KyHi
OTKEH/Ii ChIH TYPFBICHIHAH TajlayFa, MEMJIEKET MeH KOFaM TapUXBIHBIH HEri3ri CIOKETTepiH KaiiTa Kapayra
SKeJIeTiH «MeMOpHUalablK OyMHBIH» OonybiHza. I[TocTKeHecTiK enaep ToyesCi3[giK anFaHHaH Oepi YITTHIK
OipereitmikTi i31eyai MakcaT eTTi. by i3/ieHicTe 63 TapuXblH KaiiTa Oaranay MaHBI3IBI POJl aTKapaibl; )KaHa
OMICTEMENIK TOCUINEpAiH HETI3IHAEC OTApIIBUINBIK TOKIpHOE, TOCTKOJOHHANIBIK ©3TepicTep MEH
Tpancdopmanysiap 3eprrenyne. JKYMBICTBIH HETi3ri MakcaThl — TEOPHSIBIK JKOHE TapHXHAMaJbIK
MaTepHaIIapAbIH KEH CIIEKTPiH, 5KaJbl YFRIMBIHBIH HETI3iH KalaylIbUIapIbslH €HOCKTEPiH, 3epTTCYIIICPIiH
€H aJIFallKbl 3epTTeyNepiH Taljiay, ojapJaH LIBIKKAH «KaJ cascaThl» HEMECE <OKaJl jKapakaTbD» kKOHE T.O.
yFeiMapra Oara Oepy. COHBIMEH KaTap COLMONOTHS, TapuX, ¢uiocodus, cascaTrTaHy XKoHE T.0. CHSIKTBI
FBUIBIMJIAp/Ia MaHBI3/AbI O0sa GacTaraH >KabIHBIH TEOPHSJIBIK HETi3Aepi KapacThIpbUIFaH. 3epTTeyae TapuXu-
IeHEeTHKANBIK, TapUXH-CaJBICTHIPMAIIbI, TAPUXU-KYHETIK S/IiCTep, COHBIMEH KaTap PETPOCIIEKTHUBTI JKOHE
MEePCIEeKTHBANBIK Talljlay SAICTepi KoJIaHbUIFaH. Makajiaga YCBIHBUIFAH MICTENIIK, OPBIC JKOHE OTaHIbIK
ABTOPJIAp/BIH TAPUXHAMANBIK IIOJIYBl TAPHXU JKaJbl MCH TApUXM CasicaT CHSAKTHI YFBIMIAPbIH KapacThIpyFa
JKOHE Tanjgayra keMmekTecTi. @DpaHIly3, HeMIiC, aMepHKaHABIK 3epTTEYHIUICPAiH EHOEKTepiHAe >KaIbl
KaTerOPUSCHIHBIH TEOPUSJIBIK JKOHE OIiCTEeMeNiK Herizuepi 3epTreireH. Peceil koHE Ka3aKCTaHIBIK
TapuxHamMa Kas3ipri 3aMaHFbl 3epTTEeyJepPMEH YCHIHBUIFaH, oylap MH(OJIOTH3alMsIMEH, OCHI IPOLECTI
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cascaTTaHAbIpyMeH, KOMMEMOPATHBTIK MPAKTHKAMEH, JKePTITIKTI JKoHe OHIpIIiK acleKTiiepMeH OailiaHbICThI
MPOIIECTEPi 3epeseyre OarbITTaIFaH.

Kinm ce30ep: Tapuxu *alpl, ecTe cakray cascaTbl, Oipereiik, TapuxHama, €cKe aly, ©TKEeHJl KajllblHa
KeNTipy.

K.E. Hyp6aes, . K. Kuro6ek

Konnenuuu ucTopu4eckoi naMAaTH ¥ MOJTUTHKH NAMATH B KOHTEKCTe COLMAJIbHBIX
U MCTOPUKO-TYMAHHUTAPHBIX MCCJIeI0BAaHUI (MCTOpHOrpadguyecKknii aHAIN3)

B cratee mpexacTaBnen ucropuorpaduyuecknit 0030p HCTOPUIECKOH MaMsATH, U Ha OCHOBE 3TOTO paccMaTpH-
BAIOTCS 3HAUEHHE I OCOOEHHOCTH  MpOIecca MePEOCMbICTICHH — HAI[MOHAIBHBIX UCTOPUH.  AKTyanb-
HOCTb NPEACTABICHHON PabOThI 3aKIIFOYAETCS B TOM, YTO CETOJIHS MPOUCXOAUT «MEMOPHANBHBIA OyM», KOTO-
PBIH IPUBOAUT K KPUTHUECKOMY aHAIMU3Y MPOIIOTo, IEPECMOTPY OCHOBHBIX CIOKETOB HCTOPHH TOCYAapCTBa
n obmectBa. C oOperenneM He3aBHCHMOCTH, ITOCTCOBETCKUE CTPAHBI OBIIM OXBAYEHBI IIOMCKOM HaIlIOHAIb-
HOH MJCHTHYHOCTH. B TaHHOM MOHCKe Ba)KHYIO POJIb HUTpalia TIepeolieHKa COOCTBEHHOH HCTOPUH, Ha OCHOBE
HOBBIX METOJIOJIOTHYECKHX ITOJIXO0JI0B HCCICAYIOTCSI KOJOHNAIBHBIN OMBIT, IOCTKOJIOHHAIBHBIE TpaHcdopma-
Uy ¥ npeodpazoBaHus. OCHOBHOH LEJIBIO PaOOTHI MOCITY)KHJI aHAJIM3 IIHPOKOTO Kpyra TEOPeTUYecKOro U
ucrtoprorpaduueckoro Marepuana, TPYAOB OCHOBaTeNel KOHIEMINM MaMsTH, (yHIaMeHTaabHbIE pabo-
TBI HCCIIEIOBATENEH, OT KOTOPHIX NCXOAWIN HOBBIC HAIPABICHUS, TAKHE KaK «IIOJUTHKA MaMATH» WIN
«TpaBMBI TAMATH» U Ip. ABTOPHI JAHHOH CTaThH PACCMOTETN TEOPETHUECKUE OCHOBBI ITAMSTH, KOTOPBIE CTa-
7Y 3HAYMMBIMU B TAKHX ~ HAayKaX, KakK COI[HOJOTHUS, UCTOpUS,  ¢uiaocodus, MONMUTOIOTHS U Jp.
B uccnenoBanuu UCnob30BaHbl HCTOPUKO-TEHETHUECKHMA, HICTOPUKO-CPaBHUTEIIbHBIN, HCTOPHKO-CUCTEMHBII
METO/Ibl, a TAKXKE METOJbl PETPOCIEKTUBHOIO U MEPCIEKTUBHOIO aHaiuu3a. [IpencraBieHHslil B craTbe UCTO-
puorpadudeckuii 0030p TPYAOB 3apyOSIKHBIX, POCCHICKUX M OTEYECTBEHHBIX aBTOPOB IIOMOT PAaCCMOTPETh M
[IPOAHAIIN3UPOBATH TAKKUE KOHLEMINH, KAK HCTOpUYECKas IaMsAThb W HCTOpUYEcKas MoJauTuUKa. B Tpynmax
(hpaHIly3CKUX, HEMELIKIX, aMEPHUKAHCKHUX HCCIeoBaTeNel OblIN N3ydeHbl TEOPETUUECKHE U METOOJIOTHYe-
CKHE€ OCHOBBI KaTeropuu namstd. Poccuiickas M Ka3axcTaHCKas MCTOPHOTpadHs MpPeACTaBICHA COBPEMEH-
HBIMHU HCCIICJOBAaHUSIMHU, KOTOPBIE HAIIPABJICHBI HA N3y4YeHHE TPOIIECCOB, CBA3AHHBIX ¢ MU(OIOTH3AIHEH, TT0-
JUTH3AIME JaHHOTO Mpolecca, KOMMEMOPATUBHBIMH TPAKTHKAMH, JIOKAIbHBIMU U PETHOHAIBHBIMH aCTIEK-
TaMHU.

Knrouegvle cnosa: HUCTOpHUYCCKasd MaMATh, IOJIMTUKA MaMATH, HallMOHAJIbHAsA UICHTUYHOCTD, I/ICTopI/IOFpaq}I/IH,
KOMMEMOpanus, pEKOHCTPYKIUA MPOIIJIOTro, COBPEMEHHOC Ka3aXCTaHCKOE 06HI€CTBO.
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