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Urban issues in Kazakhstan and foreign historiography
(historiographical overview)

Modern Kazakh historiography is in the paradigm of mastering the results of foreign urban history. The arti-
cle presents a historiographical review of urban issues. The study of the city as a complex organism has be-
come one of the most relevant areas recently. Since the middle of the twentieth century, American and Euro-
pean historical urban studies have considered the city in its entirety, the interaction of the city and citizens, as
an environment and subjects that create urban space. To date, Kazakh historiography is represented by sepa-
rate studies on the history of the city, in the context of local lore, the history of urban architecture. There are
few works considering the population of Kazakhstan and the city as a single complex organism in permanent
interaction and mutual influence, focusing on the history of everyday life. The historical and genetic methods
allow us to consider the problems in its development and identify patterns. The application of the historical-
comparative method reveals differences in the development of Kazakh historiography. A comprehensive
study of the urban environment in the historical context allows us to understand the nature of the changes in
which society and the state were, as well as the motives and aspirations of social groups. As a result, it is
identified that there are common patterns in Soviet and Kazakh historiography, as the city and society, being
objects of research, were not considered in close connection and mutual influence. The indicated problems
have not received proper attention from the researchers of both the Soviet and modern periods.
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Introduction

The city and the urban environment, being multifunctional spaces, play an important role in the devel-
opment of social processes. A comprehensive study of the urban environment in the historical context results
in understanding the nature of social changes. It enables the determination of possible interaction scenarios
between the government and society and development prospects. Transformation and formation of new so-
cial categories and professional orientations are caused by the high energy of the city. It became the neces-
sary environment where the activation of the social and economic life of society took place, or new activities
were created. The cities of Kazakhstan are unique formations with distinct functionality. This applies to cit-
ies with a thousand-year history (the southern part of Kazakhstan) and cities that arose as a result of the Rus-
sian advance into the Steppe. The breadth of geographical coverage and time range allows us to identify
common patterns and fundamental differences due primarily to landscape and civilizational features.

Experimental

The study of the factors of the influence of urban space on the development of social groups and institu-
tions and the processes of adaptation to the urban environment is a significant task of modern humanities.

Historical urbanism helps to determine the motives of human activity, which, interacting with the urban
environment, leads to qualitative changes, both in the city itself and in society.

A modern city is not just an active economic unit, but above all, a space with the potential to provide
conditions for a qualitative breakthrough in various spheres of social and economic life. It is worth noting
that at the turn of the XIX-XX centuries, general imperial changes — from constructive to destructive - stood
out in the urban spaces of Kazakhstan. A superficial look at the cities of Kazakhstan at the beginning of the
twentieth century speaks of the formation of an environment ready, first of all, for the evolutionary
development of events.

The city as an object of scientific research was studied from various positions. First, historical problems
appeared: the history of the origin of the city, the mechanisms of development and functions of the city in
political, economic and cultural systems were investigated.
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During the study using historical and genetic methods made it possible to consider the problems in its
development and identify patterns. The application of the historical-comparative method revealed differences
in the development of Kazakh historiography.

Results and Discussion

The study of the external environment, in the context of which there is mutual influence and interaction
of various subjects, is important. In our case, the external environment is a city with its inherent complex
system of relationships, a complex of institutions that have an impact on the qualitative characteristics of so-
ciety.

Urban history as a scientific direction is in the process of formation in the post-Soviet space, including
Kazakhstan. Nevertheless, Russian researchers of cities and urban history have so far been able to lay the
foundations for the development of historical urbanism. In addition to the Moscow and St. Petersburg
schools, Krasnodar, Dagestan, and Siberian schools are successful in this direction. Today, historical urban
studies as a scientific direction are developed in Western historiography: the USA, Great Britain, and other
countries. Western researchers have formed a problem field and discourse, primarily considering the city as a
complex multi-level organism, where conditions for equally complex communication and interaction are cre-
ated. The city is simultaneously studied as a space of architecture, a place of location of authorities and their
interaction and influence on a person with the designation of the importance of the individual in the urban
environment. Among the landmark works that define the main concepts of urban studies, the works of Jane
Jacobs “The Death and Life of Large American Cities”, M. Weber, K. Lynch, and others are distinguished
[1].

Modern Kazakh historiography is represented by studies on the history of the city, urban architecture,
and urban population. However, there are not enough works that would consider the population of Kazakh-
stan and the city as a single complex organism that is in permanent interaction and mutual influence. Many
works focus on the political processes that took place in the urban environment, undeservedly bypassing the
social factor. Nevertheless, the key events unfolded mainly in the urban environment. The city is a catalyst
for ideas and activities and sets aspirations and directions for the development of society and the state. Cur-
rently, many scientific papers reflect not only the economic but also the political role of urban centers. The
rise of urban culture in the XVII1I-XIX centuries is associated with the processes of colonization, the active
construction of fortresses and on their basis the formation of urban centers. The study of the specifics of for-
tress cities has become intense in recent decades, but they do not go beyond the local history format. The
authors mainly used a descriptive method that does not reveal the deep processes of the city’s existence. The
local history of the majority of the works has become a deterrent to the formation of not only a full-fledged
direction, but also an understanding of the meaning and function of the city in the historical and cultural con-
text. However, this fact should not detract from the significance of the above-mentioned historiographical
layer. Because the focus of scientists’ attention is on large megacities rather than provincial small towns.
Whereas the study of small towns gives more chances to study history, processes in a more complete way (it
is possible to use census data to cover or sample the entire population). In the works of Kazakhstani scien-
tists, the city is considered from the standpoint of the city as a center of culture or in the context of the histo-
ry of architecture.

Modern urban history in Kazakhstan is in the paradigm of mastering the volume of Western literature,
methods and approaches of study on the one hand and overcoming certain stereotypes by the historical
community that hinder the development of this direction.

Firstly, the widespread opinion that the steppe and the city are mutually exclusive concepts has made
this topic unattractive for researchers for a long time. Secondly, the Kazakh cities of the turn of the XIX-XX
centuries were cities of a non-classical type and were rather centers for the placement of administrative units.
Thirdly, the unevenness of cities and urban settlements did not allow to identify the universal principles of
their development. In our opinion, the study of the external environment in the context of which there is mu-
tual influence and interaction of various subjects is important. In our case, the external environment is a city
with a complex system of interrelations inherent in it, a complex of institutions that influence the qualitative
characteristics of intellectuals. However, it is worth noting that the process of influence will be joint.

Methodological approaches of the turn of the XX—XXI centuries in the coverage of urban topics based
on fundamental developments of the Soviet period do not lose their relevance today. In this direction, the
works of E. Sayko, L. Repina, etc., are valuable. In the post-Soviet period, the publication “The City as a
socio-cultural phenomenon of the historical process” was published, where publications of leading scientists
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whose works appeared at the junction of political transformation, inevitably led to qualitative changes in sci-
entific life [2; 20]. Thus, E. Saiko believes that the city ensures the growth of creative opportunities of sub-
jects through active interpenetration and suggests considering “the process of urbanization as a permanent
component of the formation and development of a historically defined sociality (divided society)” [2; 23]
Another prominent cultural scientist A. Akhiezer supporting the thesis of E. Saiko, he believes that urbaniza-
tion transforms/transforms “a person from a subject of a microareal covering one village, one community,
into a subject of a continuously expanding macroareal” [2; 23].

The urban historiography of the Soviet period remains relevant, which is justified by the works of L.A.
Anokhina, N. P. Antsiferova, M.G. Rabinovich, M.N. Mezhevich, and others [3]. Today, the problematic of
the issue is of interest to scientists due to the interdisciplinarity and diversity of approaches [4]. A unigque
difference between the latest works is the focus on the study of provincial cities in the context of the history
of everyday life. Today, several schools can already be noted, and they are mainly localized in Moscow and
St. Petersburg, Siberia, Kuban, and Transcaucasia [5]. The textbook “Historical Urbanism: Theory and Prac-
tice”, prepared by a team of authors from the Southern Federal University, deserves special attention [6]. The
authors attempt to give a systematic picture of urbanization. The urban environment is revealed through the
description of the multidimensional activity of a city capable of self-organization. The main theses are, first-
ly, the city, the urban environment and the evolutionary processes are both the cause and the result of the
institutional and functional changes in which the city resides. Secondly, the city is considered as a social ur-
ban organization and a cultural environment formed by its multifunctional purpose. The undoubted ad-
vantage of labor is its consistency. The paper identifies the main problems of the Ukrainian direction: the
historical development of cities, the urban environment as a center for the implementation of Russian mod-
ernization practices, management problems, and cultural development. The influence of historical factors on
the development of modern cities is the subject of research by Russian scientist I. Ageev [7; 79-84]. He con-
siders “urban space as a set of historically determined fields and scenarios of interaction between social and
economic actors”. According to I. Ageev, the construction of the image and structure of the city occur under
the influence of economic and social processes, and are not the result only of the activities of historical fig-
ures. For example, the idea and practice of social equality has led to architectural uniformity and, in general,
to standardization. The political factor has its own power to influence the development of the urban envi-
ronment, for example, a Russian city of the late twentieth and XXI centuries developed under the influence
of two changing political regimes. According to E. Samoilov, the local intelligentsia played an important role
in urban processes, in particular, in provincial cities [8; 149]. They formed an “initiative group with a system
of spiritual needs and interests”. The activity of the intelligentsia determined the appearance of the city.
However, the resources of the intelligentsia were limited. Thus the lag between provincial cities from the
central ones was significant.

The development of new territories and the development of cities on the national outskirts of the Rus-
sian Empire became the subject of research by V.I. Dyatlov and K.V. Grigorichev [9; 573]. Irkutsk scientists
have put forward a thesis about the “ethnization of urban spaces”. However, the term ethnization requires
clarification. According to the authors, during the development of new territories, there was “the ability of a
migrant to the economic development of “new”, “empty lands”. The authors explain ethnicity as follows:
“often the ethnic definition is understood, first of all, in an extended sense as a designation of citizen-
ship/citizenship, general culture and, secondly, origin”. The work of Irkutsk scientists is interesting because
the algorithm for creating Kazakhstani cities at the turn of the X1X—XX centuries is similar to the South Si-
berian ones. We deal with the same class categories and ethnic groups united by colonial measures. It should
be noted that historical urbanism as a scientific direction was developed in the regions: Siberia, Kuban, Cau-
casus, etc. which is no coincidence, cities in the imperial regions were the centers of cultural transformations
and set guidelines for the development of the entire region.

Thus, Buryat scientists published a monograph “City and Village in post-Soviet Buryatia”, where the
authors studied the processes of transformation of Buryat ethnicity in rural and urban environments [10]. In
the context of our research, the authors’ conclusions on this issue are interesting. Kazakhs, being a nomadic
ethnic group, adapted to the urban environment for a long time, the exception was the national intelligentsia.
In the context of our research, it is important to study the city as a complex system of cultural communica-
tions that affect the functional changes of various social categories. Western historiography considers the city
in this format.

Nevertheless, urban themes were the subject of research both in the Soviet and the present periods. The
problem of the development of the Kazakh city in the system of the Russian Empire is attractive in the
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emerging historical urbanism of Kazakhstan. Here, the works of J.K. Kasymbaev, N.V. Alekseenko,
K.M. Tumanin, G.A. Alpyspaeva, and others should be mentioned [11]. The research of these scientists
played a significant role in the foundation of the urban history of Kazakhstan. One of the few successful ex-
ceptions was the international conference “Urbanization and Nomadism in Central Asia: History and Prob-
lems”, held in Almaty in 2004 [12]. At the same time, most scientific works on the history of Kazakh cities
of the era of the Russian Empire focus on the topic of socio-economic development, while the research fields
of urban demography, environmental space, urban planning, culture, and semantic relations have not been
fully developed [13].

A new direction for Kazakh historiography is the study of the city in the context of everyday life.
Through the application of this approach, the role and significance of large segments of the population are
actualized, without which the existence of the city and the movement of historical processes is impossible.
Early works written in this vein are the works of Karaganda scientists, where an attempt is made to analyze
the complex interaction and mutual influence of the city and citizens. In this vein, the works of scientists
Abdrakhmanova K., Saktaganova Z., Kozybayeva M. are written, where an attempt is made to analyze the
complex interaction and mutual influence of the city and citizens [14]. A new understanding of the city and
the urban environment was introduced by the results of the project “Actual memory practices: conceptualiza-
tion of the past and the construction of identity in the modern culture of Kazakhstan” under the leadership of
K. Medeuova, where urban space is considered from the standpoint of postmodernism and urban anthropolo-
gy [15]. Thus, Kazakhstan’s urban historiography has a certain established basis, but at the same time, it
needs to form a problem field, considering the established discourse in urban studies.

Conclusions

The availability of sources and historiography of the present period allows us to take a broader and
deeper look at the problem of the existence of Kazakh liberalism in specific historical conditions. However,
the results of historiography do not give a complete holistic picture, and, accordingly, it seems that we are
still in the so-called “paradigm of mastering raw archival materials”.

A comprehensive study of the urban environment in the historical context allows us to understand the
nature of the changes in which society and the state were, as well as the motives and aspirations of Kazakh
intellectuals.
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I'. Cynranrassl, JI. MykaTtaesa

KazakcTaHIBIK 29He HIeTeJAIK TAPUXHAMAAFbl KAJAJBIK MJceseJiep
(TapuXHAMAJIBIK LIOJIY)

Kasipri 3amMaHfbl Ka3akCTaHJIBIK TapuxXHamMa MIETeJIIK TapuxX ypOaHBIHBIH HOTWKENIEpiH Hrepy
napajMrMachlnia Typ. Makaiaza Kanaubslk Macenenep OOMBIHIIA TapuXHAMaJbIK IIONy jkacanraH. KagaHbl
KYpZETi OpraHu3M pETiHIE 3epTTEy COHFBI YaKbITTa ©3€KTi OarbITTapAblH OipiHe alHamabl. XX FaCBIPIBIH
OpTachlHaH OacTam aMepUKaHIBIK JKOHE CYPONAaibIK TapUXH YpOAHHUCTHKA KalaHbl ©31HIH TYTaCTHIFBIMEH,
KaJla MEH Kajla TYPFBIHAAPBIHBIH ©3apa OpeKeTTeCyiMeH, Kaja KEHICTIriH KYpaThlH OpTa MEH CYOBEKTiIep
peTiHae KapacThipaabl. ByTiHTi TaHma Ka3aKCTaHABIK TapHXHaMa Kajda TapuXbl, OJKETaHy KOHTEKCiHZe,
KQJIAJIBIK COyJIET TapuXbl OOWBIHINA JKEKe 3epTTeylepMeH YChIHbUIFaH. KazakcTaH XajKpl MEH KaslaHBI
KYHZENIKTI eMip TapuXblHa OaFbITTaIFaH TYpPaKThl ©3apa iC-KUMBII MEH ©3apa BIKNaJJIACTBIKTaFbl OipTyTac
KYpZIeJi OpraHu3M peTiHJe KapacThIpaThlH eHOeKTep »eTkinmikci3. byn 3eprrey omictepiniy Oipi Tapuxu-
reHEeTHKANbIK OO0JIbl, Oyl OHBIH JaMybIHAAFbl MpobieManaplsl KapacThIpyFa JKSHE 3aHbUIBIKTapIIbl
aHBIKTayFa MYMKIiHAIK Oepeni. Tapuxu-canmbICTHIpMalbl SAICTI KONAAHY Ka3aKCTaHIBIK TapHXHAMaHbBIH
JaMybIHAFbl aflbIpMalIBUIBIKTAP/bl KOpceTTi. Tapuxu TYpFbIIAH KaJalblK OPTaHbBI JKaH-)KAKThl 3epTTEy
KOFaM MEH MeMJIeKeT OOJIFaH e3repicTep/iiH TaOWFaThIH, COHIAN-aK JIEYMETTIK TONTAapbIH MOTHBTEPI MEH
YMTBUIBICTApPBIH TYCiHYre MYMKIiHAIK Oepemi. KeHecTik >koHe Ka3aKCTaHIBIK TapHMXHAMaHBIH OpTaK
3aH/IBUIBIKTApBIH aHBIKTAy HATHIXKEIepiHiH Oipi 6onapl, eHTKeHI omapaa Kaina MEeH KOFaM 3epTTey OOBEeKTici
Oona OTBIPHIN, THIFBI3 OaiiaHBICTa JKOHE ©3apa BIKHANT eTyle KapaiMaraH. KepcerinreHn wmacerenepre
KSHECTIK JKoHe Ka3ipri Ke3eH Ieri 3epTTeyIIiiep TapanblHaH THICTI Ha3ap ayaapbuiMajbl.

Kinm coe30ep: TapuxHama, Kaja, Kaja OpTachl; Kajia KeHICTIr, KOFaMJIbIK KbI3MET, Kajla — TapHX.
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I'opoackasi mpodjeMaTHKA B Ka3aXCTAHCKOM M 3apy0exxHoii ucropuorpadun
(ucropuorpaduyeckuii 0630p)

CoBpeMeHHasl Ka3aXxCTaHCKask HCTOpHOrpadysi HaXOJUTCS B MapaJurMe OCBOCHUS PE3yIbTaToB 3apyOekHOI
ypbaH-uctopuu. B cratbe nmpennpuHATa MObITKA HCTOpHOrpaduIeckoro 0d30pa 1o ropockoil npodnema-
tuke. MccrnenoBaHue ropoja Kak CI0OKHOTO OpraHM3Ma CTallo OJHHMM U3 aKTyalbHBIX HalpaBIeHUH B IO-
ciennee BpeMs. Haumnas ¢ cepenunasl XX Beka, aMepHKAaHCKas U €BpOIEHCKas UCTOpUUecKas ypOaHUCTHKA
paccMaTpHBaeT ropoJ] BO BCel €ro LENOCTHOCTH, B3aUMOASHCTBHS TOPOJa U TOPOXKAH, Kak CpelIbl U CyObeK-
TOB, CO3HMJAIOIINX TOPOJICKOE MPOCTPaHCTBO. Ha ceromHsmiHuii neHp Ka3axcraHcKas UcTopuorpadus mpen-
CTaBIICHA OTJCIBHBIMU HCCIICAOBAHUAMU IO HCTOPUU IOpOJa, B KOHTEKCTE KpacBEICHHUsS, UCTOPUH TOPOA-
CKOH apXuTeKTyphl. HemocTaTouHo TpynoB, KOTOpBIE paccMaTpuBaiy Okl HaceneHue Kasaxcrana u ropon kak
€IMHBIN CIIOXKHBIN OpraHu3M, HaXOMAIIUICS B IEPMaHEHTHOM B3aMMOACHCTBHY U B3aHMOBIMSHUH, ()OKYCH-
pyeMble Ha UCTOPUU NOBCeAHEBHOCTH. OTHUM U3 METO0B HACTOSAILEI0 MCCIEA0BAHUSA BBICTYIIII HCTOPUKO-
TEHETHUYECKNUH{, MO3BOJIIOMIMI PAacCMOTPETh MPOOJIEMATHKY B €€ Pa3sBUTHM U BBIIBHTh 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH.
IIpumeHeHHEe HCTOPUKO-CPAaBHUTEIBHOIO METOJa OOHAPYKMJIO OTIHYHMSA B PA3BUTHU Ka3aXCTAHCKOH MCTO-
puorpaduu. KommnekcHoe u3ydeHne ropoackoi cpesibl B HICTOPHUECKOM pa3pese MO3BOJAET MOHATH IPUPO-
Iy U3MCHEHHH, B KOTOPHIX HAXOAMIOCH OOIIECTBO M TOCYAApCTBO, a TAKXKE MOTHBBI M YCTPEMIICHHS COIH-
IBHBIX rpynil. OJHAM K3 pe3yJIbTaToOB CTAJIO BHIIBICHHE OOLIMX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH COBETCKOM M Ka3axcCTaH-
CKOHM HcTOpHOrpaduu, Tak B HUX TOPOJ M OOLIECTBO, SIBISISICH OOBEKTAMH HCCIEAOBAaHMS, HE pacCMaTpHBa-
JIMCh B TECHOH CBS3M M B3anmMoBIusiHUH. O003Ha4YeHHas npobieMaTka He MOJTy4YHia JOJDKHOTO BHHMAaHUS
CO CTOPOHEI HCCIIEN0BATENEH Kak COBETCKOTO, TaK U COBPEMEHHOT'O IIEPHOJIOB.

Knrouegvie crosa: ncropuorpadus, ropos, TopoJickas cpelia; FropoACKoe MPpOCTPAHCTBO, OOLIECTBEHHAS JIes-
TENBbHOCTb, ypOaH-UCTOPHSL.
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