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Abstract. Introduction. The formation of national identity through the lens of national (domestic)
history is one of the key directions of modern humanities scholarship. Historical memory,
interpretations of the past, and the content of the official historical narrative directly influence
political orientations, cultural values, and educational priorities in any nation-state. In this context, a
comparative analysis of the Kazakh and Turkish experience constitutes a scientifically significant
task, as both countries have undergone a complex transformation, from an imperial and ideologically
driven perception of history to attempts at constructing a sovereign and pluralistic historical
discourse. The relevance of the research is determined by the necessity of critically rethinking the
processes of postcolonial and post-totalitarian reinterpretation of national history in Kazakhstan and
Turkey. Contemporary Kazakh historiography strives to go beyond Soviet ideology by turning to
Turkic and local cultural heritage, whereas Turkey is re-evaluating its Kemalist legacy and expanding
the historical narrative to include Ottoman and Islamic components. Goals and objectives. To identify
the particularities of national history formation in the context of national identity through the example
of Kazakhstan and Turkey, and to carry out a comparative analysis of key methodological,
substantive, and institutional approaches. Research Objectives include: describing the main stages of
the development of historical narrative in each country; analyzing official and academic
interpretations of the past; identifying factors influencing historical policy; and comparing
educational strategies in the field of history teaching. Research Hypothesis. Despite differing
historical contexts, Kazakhstan and Turkey exhibit a common trend toward rejecting centralized and
ideologically saturated conceptions of history in favor of more flexible, multilayered, and culturally
contextualized approaches. Theoretical and Methodological Framework. The theoretical foundation
of the research is based on theories of cultural memory, postcolonial studies, as well as comparative
and historiographical analysis. The study employs methods of content analysis, narrative
interpretation, and the comparative-historical approach. Results. The findings of this study suggest
that in both countries, national history serves as a key tool for legitimizing contemporary values and
as a platform for intellectual decolonization. In Kazakhstan, there is growing interest in national
origins that were previously silenced during the Soviet era, while in Turkey, there are discernible
shifts away from the Kemalist canon toward a more complex and relevant historical memory.
Conclusion. The comparative analysis carried out confirms that national history in Kazakhstan and
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Turkey is not merely an academic discipline, but a dynamic mechanism for identity formation that
responds to contemporary challenges. In both cases, there is a gradual departure from ideological
dogmas and a development of diverse approaches to interpreting the past, which opens new horizons
for cultivating civic culture, historical consciousness, and strengthening national self-awareness.
Keywords: Kazakhstan, Turkey, national history, Kemalism, national identity, comparative analysis,
historiography, post-Soviet space

For citation: Azretbergenova E.Zh. Formation of national identity and current issues of national
history in the context of the experience of Kazakhstan and Turkey // Asian Journal
“Steppe Panorama”. 2025. Vol. 12. No. 4. Pp. 960-973. (In Eng.).
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Annarna. Kipicne. ¥ NTTBIK OiperciilikTi KajbIITACTBIPY MOcCEJeepl OTaHIBIK Tapux IIeHOepi
ApKBUIbI Ka3ipri ryMaHUTAPIIBIK OUTIMHIH HETI3T1 OarbITTapbhIHBIH Oipi Oonbinm TaObuUIaAbl. Tapuxu
caHa, OTKCHJII MHTEPIIPETAHUSIIAY KOHE PECMH TapUXHU OasHIayIbIH Ma3MYHBI Ke3 KEJITeH YITTHIK
MEMJIEKETTIH cascu OaraapiapblHa, MOIEHHU KYH/IBUIBIKTapbIHA JKoHE 011iM Oepy OachIMIbIKTapblHA
Tikenel piknan ereni. Ocel TyprbiIaH anFanaa, Kasakcran MmeH TypKUSIHBIH TOXiprHOECiH callbICThIPy
FBUIBIMHM TYPFBIIAH MaHBI3Abl MiHAET 00JbI TaObuTambl. Ce0ebi eKi el Je TapuXThl UMITCPHSIIBIK
YKOHE UJICOJIOTHsUIAHFaH KaObUTIayJaH apbIHBII, IUTIOPAJIMCTIK TAPUXH TUCKYPC KYpyFa OaFrbITTaFaH
KYpaeli >koijgaH eTTi. 3epmmeydiy ozexminiei Kasakctan meH Typkusgarbl OTaHIBIK TapPUXTHI
OTapJIbIK TEH TOTAJMTAPJIBIK cascaTTaH KeWiH KailTa mMmalbMIay YAEpiCTepiH CBIHU TYPFBIIA
3epAeNeyaiH KaKeTTUTiriMeH Tycinaipineni. Kasipri ka3akCTaHIIbIK TapuxHaMa KEHECTIK U1COTOTUsl
HIeHOEPIHEH LIBIFBII, TYPKUIIK XKOHE )KEepPrUlIKTI MoJIeHU Mypara OeTr Oypyzna. An Typkus kemanuzm
MYpAacChIH KaiTa maibIMaan, Tapuxu OassHaay sl OCMaHIBIK KOHE HCIIaMJIBIK KOMITOHEHTTEp eceOiHeH
KEHEUTIN Kenenl. 3epmmeyoiy makcameol. Kazakctan MeH Typkusi MbIcaJIbIH/A YITTBIK Olpereitik
KOHTEKCIHJIETI OTAaHJBIK TAPUXTBIH KAJIBINTACy EPEKIICHIKTEPIH aWKbIHAAy JKOHE HETi3ri
olliCHaMasblK, Ma3MYHJBIK >KOHE WHCTUTYILHMOHAIABIK TOCUIAEPi CABICTBIPMANIBI TYpPAE Tangay
0ombIn TaObLIAABL. 3epmme)yoiy MinOemmepi: dp €IIeri TapuXxu OasHIAYIbIH KaJbINTACy Ke3eHACPiH
CHIIATTay; OTKEH/II PECMH JKOHE aKaIeMHUSIIBIK HHTEPIPETAUsUIAYIbl TAAAY; TAPUXH cascaTKa dcep
eTeTiH (pakTopiapabl aHbIKTay, TapUXThl OKBITY CaJlachblHIArbl OuIIM Oepy cTpaTerusiapblH
CaJIBICTBIPY. 3epmmey eunome3acsl, TApUXU KOHTEKCTUIEPIHIH aliblpMalllbIbIKTaApPbIHA KapaMacTaH,
Kazakctan meH Typkusi TapuxThl OPTAJIBIKTAHIBIPBUIFAH Opi HICOJOTHSIIAHFAH TYCIHIKTEH Oac
TapThINl, MKEMi, KOIJICHIeH/l >XOHE MOJICHHM HETI3NIeNTreH Tociare Oer Oypyaa ykcac ypiaic
Oaiikatanbl. Teopusnvik He2izsi meH 20icHamacekl. MoNeHH CaHa TEOPHUSCHIHA, MOCTKOJIOHHUSIBIK
3epTTeyJiepre, COHIal-aK KOMITAPATUBTI J)KOHE TAPUXHAMAIIBIK Tajjiayra cyieneni. KonrteHt-rannay,
OastHIayIbl MHTEPIIPETAIUIIAY KOHE CAJIBICTRIPMANIBI-TAPUXH JIICTEep KOJIJAHBUTFaH. 3epmmeyoin
evLbimu Homuodicenepi. Koc enue ne oTaHABIK TapuxX 3aMaHayW KYHIBUIBIKTapIbl 3aHIAcThIpya
MaHBI3/IbI KYpaJblHA, COHBIMEH KaTap WHTEUIEKTYaJIbIK OTAPJIBIK CaHa/IaH apblHy TutaT(opMackiHa
aitHanbeIm oTeIp. Ka3akcranma KeHeCTiK Ke3eH e TYHIIBIKTHIPBIIFAH YIATTHIK TAPHXTHI KaldTa xKa3zyra
Oer Oypbin OTHIp, ai TypKusaa KEeMadHCTIK MAesIapJaH HEFYPJIBIM KYpJeli 9pi ©3eKTi Tapuxu
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AHHoOTanusi. Beeoenue. Bonpochl (opMUpOBaHHS HAIIMOHAIBHOM HACHTHUYHOCTH Yepe3 MPUMY
OTE€UECTBEHHON HCTOPUM SBISAIOTCA OJHUM U3 KJIIOUEBBIX HANpaBJICHUH COBPEMEHHOTO
TYMaHUTapHOro 3HaHus. Mcropuueckas mnamsTh, HMHTEPHpPETAlMM MPOLUIOTO U COAECpKAHHME
Oo(UIHATBHOTO MCTOPUYECKOTO HappaTHBa HANPSMYIO BIHSIOT Ha IOJUTHYECKHE OPHEHTHUPBI,
KyJBTYPHBIE IIEHHOCTH U 00pa3oBaTeIbHbIC TPUOPUTETH B IIOOOM HAIIMOHAILHOM Trocyaapctee. B
9TOM KOHTEKCTE COMOCTaBJIEHHE Ka3aXCTaHCKOTO U TYPELKOr'o ONbITa MPEACTaBIsIET co00il HayYHO
3HAaYUMYI0 3a/auy, IOCKOJbKY 00€ CTpaHbl NpPOIUIM CIOXHBI MHyTh OT HMIIEPCKOTO U
UJICOTIOTM3UPOBAHHOIO  BOCIPHUATHS HUCTOPHUM K TONBITKE TIOCTPOCHHUS CYBEPEHHOIO U
IUTIOPAIUCTUYECKOr0 MCTOPHUYECKOI0 JAHUCKypca. AKTyaJlbHOCTb MCCIEIOBaHUS 00yCIIOBJIEHA
HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO  KPUTUYECKOTO  OCMBICIEHHMS  IPOLECCOB  IOCTKOJOHHUAJIBHOIO U
IIOCTTOTAJIUTAPHOIO IEPEOCMBICIIEHUsT oOTedecTBeHHOM wucropun B Kaszaxcrane u Typoum.
CoBpemMeHHas Ka3axcTaHCKasi UcToprorpadust CTpEMUTCS BBIMTH 32 paMKU COBETCKOM HE0JIOTUH,
oOpamiasch K TIOPKCKOMY M JIOKaJbHOMY KYyJIbTYPHOMY HACIEAMIO, B TO BpeMs Kak Typrus
IEPEOCMBICIISIET KEMAMCTCKOE HACIEANE U PACIIUPSeT UCTOPUUECKUI HappaTUB 33 CUET OCMAHCKOM
Y UCIIaMCKOM cocTaBysitoliet. [lenu u 3adavu uccredosanusi. BeliBUTH 0c0O0€HHOCTH (POPMHUPOBAHUS
OTE€YECTBEHHON MCTOPUM B KOHTEKCTE HallMOHAJIbHON MJIEHTUYHOCTH Ha npumepe Kazaxcrana u
Typuuu, TpoBeCTH CPaBHUTEIbHBIA aHAIU3 OCHOBHBIX METOAO0JOIMYECKHX, COAEpPKATEIbHBIX U
MHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHBIX MOJAXOA0B. 3a/laui MCCIIEIOBAHUS BKIIOYAIOT: OMMCAHME KIFOUEBBIX 3TAIlOB
(GopMHpOBAaHUS MCTOPUYECKOTO HappaTHBa B KaxXJIOH cTpaHe; aHamu3 OQUIMAIBHBIX U
aKaJeMUYECKUX WHTEPIpETalMii MPOLUIOro; BhISBICHUE (PaKTOPOB, BIUSAIOLIMX HA HCTOPUYECKYIO
MOJIMTHKY; COMOCTAaBJIEHHE 00pa30BaTENbHBIX CTPAaTEruii B chepe mpenoaaBaHus uCTopuu. ['unoresa
UCCIIEZIOBAaHUS 3aKitoyaeTcs B ToM, 4To Kazaxcrtan u Typuus, HECMOTps Ha pa3iIndyue HCTOPHUECKUX
KOHTEKCTOB, JEMOHCTPUPYIOT OOIIYyI0 TEHAEGHIHUI0O K OTKa3y OT IEHTPaJIW30BAHHOTO U
U/IC0JIOTU3UPOBAHHOTO MMOHUMAaHMsI UCTOPUU B TOJIb3Y THOKOr0, MHOTOYPOBHEBOT'O M KYJIBTYPHO
00yCJIOBJIEHHOr 0 noaxona. Teoperndyeckas OCHOBA M METOOJIOTHs UCCIIEI0BaHUs 0a3UpPyIOTCS Ha
TEOPUAX KYJIbTYPHOU MaMsTH, TOCTKOJOHHAJIBHBIX UCCIIEOBaHUX, 8 TAKKE Ha KOMIIAPaTUBUCTCKOM
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U ucTtopuorpaguueckoM anamuse. VCrmonb3yroTcs MeToAbl KOHTEHT-aHalln3a, WHTEPIpeTaruu
HappaTUBa, CPABHUTEIBHO-UCTOPHUECKHI 1TOAX0A. Pe3yibmamsi. B 00enx cTpaHax oTe4ecTBEHHAs
HCTOpPUS CTAHOBUTCS Ba)KHBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM JICTUTUMAIIMM COBPEMEHHBIX IIEHHOCTEH, a Takke
matGopMoi IS MHTEIUIEKTyaldbHOW JekonmoHu3auuu. B Kazaxcrane HapacTaeT HHTEpec K
HallMOHAJIbHBIM HMCTOKAM, pPaHEe 3aMalldiMBAaEMbIM B COBETCKOE Bpems, a B Typruu Nmpoucxonsit
MOJBMKKU OT KEMAJMCTCKOTO KaHOHA K 00Jiee KOMITJIEKCHOW U PeNIeBAHTHOW HCTOPUYECKON aMSITH.
3axnouenue. IlpoBeeHHBIN CPaBHUTENILHBIN aHATIN3 MTOATBEPKIAET, YTO OTEUECTBEHHAS UCTOPUS B
Kazaxcrane u Typrnuu, He NPOCTO akaaeMU4yecKas JUCIUIUIMHA, a JUHAMHUYHBIA MEXaHU3M
(dbopMUpOBaHUS UICHTUYHOCTH, PEArUPYIOIIHI Ha BRI30BEI BpeMeHU. B 0b6oux ciryuasx HaOmoaercs
MOCTETICHHOE OCBOOOXIAEHUE OT MIACOJOTMYECKHX JOTM U Pa3BUTHE MHOTOOOPA3HOTO MOAXO0/Ia K
WHTEPIPETALUU MPOIUIOTO, YTO OTKPHIBAET HOBBIC TOPU3OHTHI I OPMUPOBAHUS TPAKIAHCKOU
KYJIBTYPbl, ICTOPUUECKOT O CO3HAHUS M YKPEIJICHUS] HAITMOHAJIBHOTO CAMOCO3HAHMUSI.

Kuarwuesbie cioBa: Kaszaxcran, Typuwus, OoTe4eCTBEHHass HMCTOPHS, KEMAJIW3M, HAI[MOHAJbHAS
UJCHTHYHOCTh, CPABHUTEIIBHBINA aHAIIN3, UCTOPUOT PadHsi, TOCTCOBETCKOE MPOCTPAHCTBO
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Introduction

The formation of national identity through the lens of domestic history in Kazakhstan and
Turkey is a complex and multilayered process that encompasses various stages of political,
ideological, and academic development in both countries. The relevance of this topic stems from the
fact that, within the post-imperial and post-totalitarian context, both states were compelled to
construct their own visions of the past visions that departed significantly from former imperial
ideological frameworks. In Turkey, this process began with the republican revolution of 1923 and,
from the early years of Kemalist rule, became an integral component of the official
ideological agenda. In contrast, Kazakhstan only began to develop the conditions for a sovereign
historiographical discourse by the late 1990s. Throughout the entire Soviet period, Kazakhstan’s
national history operated largely within the paradigm of communist ideology, where
the national interpretation of the past was subordinated to the Marxist-Leninist view of historical
development, emphasizing class struggle, internationalism, and the unity of the Soviet peoples
(Karibayev, 2015: 4-11).

After gaining independence, Kazakh historical scholarship entered a new phase, in which one
of its central tasks was to liberate national history from its colonial and ideological legacy.
This transformation was reflected in the reassessment of key concepts, terminologies, and narratives
that had previously been imposed from the outside. In this context, the objective was not to replace
one ideology with another, but rather to develop a scientifically grounded and interpretively open
approach to national history one rooted in primary sources, cultural memory, and the internal logic
of Kazakhstan’s historical development (Koygeldiyev, Omarbekov, 2003). At the same time,
throughout the twentieth century, national history in Turkey was actively used as a tool for
constructing national identity based on the statist ideology of Kemalism, in which the Ottoman,
Islamic, and multiethnic past was often reduced or reinterpreted to fit the needs of the new secular
nation state (Turan, 2019: 626-641). Only in the early twenty-first century, particularly with the rise
to power of the Justice and Development Party (AKP), did Turkish historiography begin to partially
reassess the Ottoman legacy, while also facing criticism for ideologically redefining the past in favor
of a neo-Ottoman and Islamized narrative.

The aim of this article is to conduct a comprehensive comparative analysis of the transformation
of national history in Kazakhstan and Turkey in the context of national identity formation, with a
focus on the transition from an ideologized to a scholarly, polyphonic, and culturally grounded
approach. The research objectives include, first, identifying the initial preconditions for the formation
of national historical narratives in each of the two countries; second, analyzing institutional and
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discursive shifts in academic and educational policy following key historical turning points
(1991 in Kazakhstan, 1923 and 2025 in Turkey); third, comparing thematic priorities and
methodologies in national historiography, particularly within curricula, university scholarship, and
public memory; and fourth, determining the degree to which historical knowledge remains influenced
by contemporary state ideology, as well as identifying trends toward academic autonomy.

The central hypothesis of this study is that, since the beginning of the twenty-first century,
Kazakhstan has been undergoing a deliberate scholarly reassessment of its national history within a
decolonial framework. In this process, historians aim to move beyond cliched Soviet-era models and
construct a national narrative grounded in cultural codes, ethnic continuity, and the integration of
Turkic, Islamic, and Eurasian components, while consciously avoiding a shift toward radical
nationalism or ideological monologue (Koygeldiyev, 1995). In Turkey, although professional
historical scholarship has a longer academic tradition, there is a noticeable trend toward the
reinterpretation of history within the framework of official rhetoric, particularly in recent decades, as
the Ottoman legacy has become a component of state cultural policy and foreign policy identity
(Yildiz, 1999: 333-342). It is important to emphasize that both countries are in the process of
rethinking the concept of the “national” as a category that extends beyond ethnic identity,
incorporating linguistic and civilizational dimensions. In this process, national history serves both as
scholarly knowledge about the past and as a social instrument through which foundational ideas about
the boundaries of community, memory canons, heroes, symbols, and cultural codes are either
reinforced or contested. For this reason, the analysis of history textbooks, academic research, and
public interpretations of the past becomes an integral part of studying national identity.

The methodology of this study is based on comparative analysis, interpretation of historical
narratives, and elements of critical historiography, particularly the idea that national history is a
product of specific political and cultural conditions rather than an objective reflection of the past.
The use of sources in three languages Kazakh, Russian and Turkish allows for a deep and multilayered
understanding of the processes unfolding in the historical scholarship of both countries. In the Kazakh
academic field there is a growing demand for the revision of the content and methodological
foundations of national history relying on approaches from Turkology, Islamic studies and
anthropology. In Turkish historiography meanwhile debates continue over the boundaries of
acceptable interpretation of the Ottoman and Republican past which is reflected both in academic
research and in public speeches by political figures. The academic significance of this research lies
in its comparative perspective on two national historiographies and in identifying broader patterns in
the formation of postcolonial historical scholarship that is free from former ideological dependency
and capable of offering society a layered and balanced understanding of the past. This work is of
interest to scholars in the fields of history, political identity, cultural anthropology and education as
well as to a broader audience interested in understanding the pathways of decolonization and
academic emancipation in post imperial societies.

Materials and Methods of the Study

This study employs a comprehensive interdisciplinary approach based on the synthesis of
historical comparative narrative discursive and hermeneutic methods which together allow for a
thorough examination of the formation of national identity in Kazakhstan and Turkey as a result of
complex sociocultural political and historical transformations. The primary methodological
framework is the comparative historical method which makes it possible to identify both parallels
and differences in the national ideologies and historical narratives of the two countries. Kazakhstan
and Turkey represent two examples of societal modernization each of which has undergone phases
of ethnopolitical construction and a struggle for cultural distinctiveness under conditions of external
pressure (Aminov, 2019: 195).

The research is based on an extensive body of historical legal journalistic and educational
materials including works by Kazakh and Turkish scholars legal and regulatory documents official
doctrines as well as memoirs of participants in the political processes of the twentieth and twenty first
centuries. Particular attention is given to texts that shape national memory and the cultural canon such
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as school history textbooks educational reform programs speeches by political leaders and works of
fiction that actively contribute to the construction of identity frameworks (Kara, 2012: 89-103).

Hermeneutic analysis was applied to interpret key concepts such as nation homeland ancestors
and spirituality within the context of historical narratives emphasized in state policy and education.
In the case of Kazakhstan the central category became the concept of rukhani zhangyru or spiritual
renewal introduced in a programmatic article by Nursultan Nazarbayev in 2017. This term initiated a
process of symbolic reconstruction of the past and offered a new direction for cultural modernization
(Nazarbayev, 2017: 2).

Discursive analysis made it possible to identify structural changes in the official narratives of
Kazakhstan and Turkey during different stages of nation building. For example, in Turkey the
formation of Kemalist ideology was accompanied by strict control over historiography where priority
was given to the idea of Anadolu 'nun medeniyet besigi olmas: (Anatolia as the cradle of civilization)
and to the denial of the multiethnic legacy of the Ottoman past (Bora, 1998: 35-50). In Kazakhstan,
by contrast, the post-Soviet identity policy evolved from Soviet internationalism to an ethnocentric
model and later to an attempt to integrate all ethnic groups within the framework of a Kazakhstani
nation (Kabyl, Khazretalikyzy, Orazkhan, 2024).

The source base of this research consists of three main groups. The first group includes
academic studies among which the works of Kazakh historians (Aitaly, 2003: 226) and Turkish
authors (Gokalp, 1992) are particularly significant. The second group consists of official documents
and conceptual programs such as Mademi mura meaning Cultural Heritage from 2004
Rukhani zhangyru meaning Spiritual Renewal from 2017 Turkiye Yuzyili meaning The Century of
Turkey from 2023 as well as the constitutions of both countries. The third group consists of fieldwork
materials, including interviews with history teachers, students, and education experts in Almaty,
Nursultan, Ankara, and Istanbul, conducted by the author during the 2024—2025 academic year.

Particular attention is given to the interpretation of the university history curriculum as an
instrument of political socialization. University textbooks in both countries are viewed as an
institutionalized form of transmitting the national narrative (Turlybay, 2025). In Turkey textbooks
reflect an evolution from strict Kemalism to a more pluralistic interpretation of history including
Islamic and Ottoman heritage. In Kazakhstan, there is a tendency to reevaluate the prerevolutionary
pastand to engage in its heroization, particularly in relation to figures such as Abilay Khan, Kenesary,
and Altynsarin (Jagsylygov, 2017: 95-99).

In the course of analysis the method of historical reconstruction was used to identify the
mechanisms of symbolic construction of the past. As noted by K. Kara (Kara, 2012: 101) in Turkey
the creation of a new nation was accompanied by the creation of a new past in which key historical
milestones were interpreted in the spirit of national heroism and civilizational leadership. Similar
processes are taking place in Kazakhstan where the Soviet legacy is viewed through the lens of
oppression or colonialism and local forms of resistance are interpreted as expressions of early
patriotism (Masanov, Abylkhozhin, Erofeyeva, Alekseenko, Baratova, 2000).

In working with the materials the principles of content analysis were applied especially in the
study of media discourse. Publications in outlets such as “Egemen Qazagstan”, ‘“Zaman”,
“Yeni Safak”, and “Qazaq adebieti” were analyzed which made it possible to trace how symbolic
images of the nation are constructed in the modern information environment. Finally, an important
component of the methodology was the use of oral sources. As part of the project 16 in depth
interviews were conducted with Kazakhstani and Turkish historians, educators and students who had
direct experience interacting with the state education system. These data made it possible to
understand how the constructed identities are perceived in practice outside official formats. Thus, the
methodological foundation of the study is aimed at a comprehensive analysis of the relationship
between historical policy the educational system and processes of identity transformation with
attention to local and regional contexts.
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Discussion

The formation of national identity represents not only a political but also a deeply humanitarian
process that involves engaging with historical memory myths, cultural codes and the education
system. In the context of Kazakhstan and Turkey this process takes on particularly complex
dimensions as both countries have experienced imperial post imperial and post totalitarian stages
which has led to a plurality and tension of identity models. Kazakhstan having been part of the Soviet
Union developed for a long time within the framework of internationalist ideology whereas Turkey
as the successor of the Ottoman Empire shaped its identity in the spirit of secular nationalism. In both
cases historical scholarship and memory politics have become essential tools for the cultural
construction of the nation (Nurlanova, 2011: 55-58; Ahmad, 1993: 77-81). A distinctive feature of
the Turkish and Kazakhstani approach lies in the use of the past not as a neutral experience but as a
resource that mobilizes collective consciousness for contemporary political construction.

Kazakhstan historiography of national identity after 1991 has been characterized by an effort
to overcome Soviet narratives that diminished or devalued the significance of local elites, resistance,
spiritual culture, and indigenous forms of legal consciousness. While in the early years of
independence there was a strong drive to restore historical justice, by the 2000s the emphasis had
shifted toward building a positive historical memory grounded in heroic narratives. A key part of this
process was the movement toward an ethnocentric model of the nation in which primary attention
was given to the Kazakh language culture and religious expressions of Islam (Tleubaev, 2016: 76).
State programs such as Maden1 mura and Rukhani zhangyru contributed to the institutionalization of
historical policy within which the significance of khanate authority the figures of the Alash
intelligentsia and the Soviet period as a time of identity loss was reinterpreted (Sadikov, 2018:
59-60). However, this approach is often criticized for its limitations and bias, as ethnocentrism can
exclude other groups such as the Russian-speaking population, ethnic minority communities, and
migrants from the unified national narrative.

One of the key arenas where identity is formed and reproduced is the education system,
particularly school history textbooks. As demonstrated in the work of M. Sh. Egamberdiyev and
D. Taldybayeva, since 2010, Kazakhstani school curricula have become predominantly oriented
toward the formation of patriotic consciousness, within which students are presented with positive
interpretations of the past, simplified and heroic representations of national figures, and a tendency
to underestimate the contributions of other ethnic and religious communities to the development of
the country. The issue lies in the fact that such an approach hinders the development of critical
thinking among students and reproduces a one-dimensional historical perspective. Alternative
studies, including field interviews with teachers in Almaty, also confirm the existence of censored
topics such as political repression, the famine of the 1930s, and the Soviet modernization project,
which are covered only superficially or framed in vague terms (Egamberdiyev, Taldybayeva,
2020: 24-32).

The Turkish experience of identity formation, in turn, was based on the principles of republican
nationalism codified in the Kemalist ideology. Since the 1920s, Turkey’s official historiography has
been constructed within the framework of the Turk Tarih Tezi (Turkish History Thesis), which
asserted that the Turks were the progenitors of the world’s most ancient civilizations, including the
Hittites and Sumerians (Bora, 2002: 114). This approach pursued a dual purpose. On one hand, it
rejected the Ottoman legacy as feudal, religious, and “backward”. On the other hand, it sought to
construct a secular ethno-national identity aligned with the goals of modernization and
Europeanization. By the mid twentieth century, such historiography came under criticism from both
academic circles and members of the religious intelligentsia. During the 1980s and 1990s, a process
of historical and ideological liberalization began. This shift acknowledged the cultural diversity of
the Ottoman Empire, the significance of the Islamic component, and the painful chapters of history,
including the Kurdish and Armenian issues (Kadioglu, 2007: 120).

Contemporary Turkey finds itself in a state of historical and identity-based pluralism. Since the
2000s, the ruling Justice and Development Party (AKP) has been constructing a new model of
national memory in which Islam and the Ottoman legacy are viewed as central components of Turkish
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cultural identity. Within the framework of the concept of Yeni Tirkiye (New Turkey), the image of
the nation has become intertwined with the idea of restoring historical justice, returning
to “spiritual roots”, and positioning Turkey as a civilizational center (Ortayli, 2020: 62). In this
context, there has been a growing interest in Ottoman history, Arabic-language sources, Sufi heritage,
and the works of Islamic thinkers. At the same time, however, there has been an increase in state
control over the academic environment and the content of school textbooks, raising concerns about a
potential return to ideologically driven historiography. Thus, Turkey finds itself balancing between
openness to historical debate and the strengthening of a politicized narrative.

A comparative analysis of Kazakh and Turkish historiography reveals both common features
and significant differences. In both cases, the state plays an active role in shaping historical memory,
using schools, media, and cultural platforms as channels to transmit desired models of identity.
However, Turkey has a longer tradition of academic debate and historiographical pluralism, while in
Kazakhstan, historical policy tends to remain more centralized and prescriptive. Nevertheless, in both
countries, modern history has become a field of ideological contestation, where secular, religious,
ethnic, and globalist paradigms intersect and often compete.

In the context of the twenty-first century, Kazakhstan and Turkey face new challenges such as
migration processes, the digitalization of memory, and transnational cultural influences, all
of which intensify the need to rethink approaches to identity. Post-Soviet Kazakhstan is gradually
shifting from an ethnocentric model toward a more inclusive concept of nationhood, with particular
emphasis on the idea of “civic identity” (qazaqgstandyq ult). In Turkey, there is an ongoing tension
between a retrospective glorification of the past and the demands of contemporary pluralism. Both
countries require the development of critical historiography, dialogical forms of memory, and
historical education aimed not at reproducing myths, but at fostering an understanding
of historical complexity.

Results

The results of the conducted study reveal significant methodological, substantive, and
institutional differences in the organization of university-level teaching of national history in
Kazakhstan and Turkey. The analysis is structured along three key dimensions: the theoretical and
methodological foundations and structure of academic disciplines, the practical implementation of
teaching methods through case studies and educational platforms, and interdisciplinary initiatives
along with the civic and spiritual components of education.

The first group of findings pertains to the theoretical and methodological basis of the courses.
In Kazakhstan, the university curriculum for the “History of Kazakhstan” course, introduced
in 2021, is structured around the chronological progression of major historical periods ancient history,
the era of the khanates, the colonial period, the Soviet era, and the establishment of independence.
Modules such as “Revival of National Statehood” and “Sovietization and Modernization” reflect a
patriotic motivation underpinning the course content (Abdrakhmanov, 2021: 23-26). This structure
supports the restoration of national identity, but at the same time, it promotes a limited conception of
history as a linear sequence of events, lacking contextual, structural, and cultural connections.

An opposing approach is observed in Turkish universities, where disciplines that include
national history are implemented as interdisciplinary projects. Courses such as Belge Bilgisi
(Document Analysis) and Tarih ve Kultlr (History and Culture) incorporate not only source studies
but also engage with cultural analysis, archaeology, oral history, and digital practices
(Y1lmaz, 2019: 38-52). Students work with primary sources, conduct field interviews, and participate
in museum and research projects. This format of education cultivates the ability to view history as a
complex and active social practice rather than a passive repository of facts.

Since 2018, within the framework of higher education reform in Kazakhstan, groups of
educational programs have been introduced to differentiate the directions of student preparation
depending on the academic profile. In the field of historical education, this has led to a division into
two main tracks called academic history and pedagogical history. Pedagogical history focuses on
preparing future history teachers for general secondary schools and colleges. It is primarily
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implemented in regional teacher training universities such as Abai Kazakh National Pedagogical
University and the Kazakh National Women Teacher Training University. Special attention is given
to teaching methods, didactics, developmental psychology, and curriculum design. At the same time,
academic history entails scholarly training for specialists such as historians, researchers,
archaeologists, archivists, and museum professionals. It is taught at the country’s leading research
centers such as Al-Farabi Kazakh National University and L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National
University, where emphasis is placed on historiography, source studies, historical research
methodology, and working with primary sources. Graduates of pedagogical history receive
qualifications that allow them to teach history in schools and colleges, while graduates of academic
history mainly continue their careers in academic settings, in research institutes, or in master’s and
doctoral programs. Despite a shared disciplinary focus, the training programs differ significantly in
terms of content, objectives, and applied methods. Pedagogical history is structured around practice
oriented instruction, while academic history requires the development of research skills and
command of historical criticism.

In the second area, special attention is given to the practical implementation of methodology.
In Kazakhstan, an attempt was made to introduce innovative pedagogy through the course History of
Religious Consciousness, offered by the Faculty of Humanities at Kazakh National University since
2021. Students engaged in oral history, documentation of traditions, and the architecture of sacred
spaces. More than 60 percent of participants noted a reevaluation of Islamic heritage as a personal
line of historical continuity (Tauke, 2022: 77—-80). However, the tendency toward restricted access to
Soviet archives and the lack of methodological support hinder the understanding of history as a
research-based practice.

In contrast, the Turkish project Historical Architectural Heritage conducted in Ankara from
2022 to 2023 demonstrated that an interdisciplinary approach involving historians, architects, and
sociologists contributes to the formation of active civic identity. Participation in restoration projects,
interviews with local residents, and the creation of exhibitions enables students to identify themselves
as custodians of cultural heritage (Kaplan, 2023: 100-110). Archival work in Turkey included
expeditions, digitization, and analysis of documents from the National Archives, which contributed
to an increased level of methodological autonomy and competence (Glltekin, 2021: 85-94).

The third section of the findings focuses on interdisciplinarity, motivation, and the development
of civic skills. The course Tarih ve Kiltar (History and Culture) demonstrates how the integration of
historical studies with cultural research, sociology, and architecture creates an educational model of
historical thinking that prepares students for real social engagement and public dialogue.
This contributes not only to the growth of academic competence but also to the formation of civic
activism and cultural self-awareness (Altun, 2022: 129-140). In Kazakhstan, similar initiatives
emerge irregularly, such as electives on regional memory or the history of sacred heritage, but they
have not become part of the core curriculum, and there is a lack of coordination between faculties
and institutes (Shaimerdenova, 2024: 20-30).

The fourth research category concerns the professional mobility and academic freedom of
faculty members. An analysis of teaching staff shows that around one quarter of history instructors
in Kazakhstan have international experience, and an even smaller number make use
of English-language sources (Abilgaziyev, 2024: 153-156). This hinders the implementation of
modern teaching methods and limits the reform of academic curricula. In Turkey, instructors actively
participate in training programs across Europe and Asia, applying methods from digital history and
archival studies (Y1lmaz, 2019: 40-45), however, there remain persistent issues related to the lack of
instructors specializing in Central Asia, which reflects a broader gap in regional expertise.

The fifth direction concerns student motivation and the emotional component of learning. Field
surveys of students of the history of Kazakhstan show that only about one third of students experience
a high level of engagement with the discipline, while the majority perceive the course as a collection
of facts rather than as a personal cultural experience (Abdrakhmanov, 2021: 50-55). Similar
indicators reveal a lack of motivational conditions and an absence of interactive approaches to
creating meaningful learning experiences.
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In Turkey, emotional engagement is enhanced through participation in practical projects and
reconstruction programs, where 75 percent of participants report a deeper connection with history as
part of their personal and cultural identity (Kaplan, 2023: 106-110).

The sixth area of focus is the analysis of national identity formation. In universities of both
countries, history is used as a tool for constructing a national narrative, but the methods differ. In
Kazakhstan, the curriculum emphasizes a constructed line of national continuity, civic belonging, and
symbolic meaning.

In Turkey, despite the presence of an ideological framework, there is a stronger inclination
toward pluralism and public discussion. Academic clubs openly debate topics such as the Kurdish
and Armenian questions, the role of Islamic identity, and the influence of Ataturk on contemporary
thought. This creates space for critical reflection, although questions remain regarding the degree of
freedom and state support.

The seventh result concerns the analysis of institutional barriers and opportunities. In
Kazakhstan, limited access to archives, weak federal support for humanities disciplines, insufficient
funding, and narrow professional differentiation all hinder the development of interactive and project-
based learning formats. In Turkey, there is significant institutional support for interdisciplinary
projects, summer schools, and student clubs, although control over topics and history teaching
persists.

Based on these findings, the following recommendations have been formulated.

First, universities in Kazakhstan are strongly advised to integrate elective and project-based
courses into the mandatory part of the history curriculum, including archival work, participation in
cultural analysis, and digital storytelling.

Second, it is necessary to expand international internships and dual degree programs with
universities, and to support faculty mobility especially in Asian and European countries that facilitate
the introduction of innovative methods and the strengthening of regional competencies.

Third, the development of multimedia teaching tools that include digital reconstructions, game-
based learning, interactive maps, and analytical case studies is needed as part of the modernization of
history teaching.

Fourth, academic freedom for history instructors should be encouraged through grants,
publications, methodological support, deideologization of courses, and the removal of taboo topics.

Fifth, an important task should be the decolonization of educational content through
multiculturalism, gender perspectives, local history, personal narratives, and studies of diasporas and
migration phenomena.

Sixth, universities should engage students as agents of historical communication through
project activities, urban initiatives, academic research, multimedia formats, and civic platforms.

Thus, university-level education in national history in Kazakhstan and Turkey is currently
undergoing transformation. The Kazakhstani model remains oriented toward consolidation and
ideological framing, while the Turkish model shows elements of transition toward critical, civic, and
cultural practices. Kazakhstan may benefit from the successful elements of the Turkish model by
adapting them to local conditions. In this regard, the reconfiguration of the educational curriculum
can become a supportive tool not only for training qualified specialists but also for cultivating active
citizens who take responsibility for cultural heritage, historical awareness, and moral memory.

Conclusion

Concluding this study, it should be emphasized that in Kazakhstan over the past decades
significant progress has been made in the teaching of national history, especially in the aspect of
strengthening national identity and rethinking historical heritage. After gaining independence, a
process began of forming a national historical school aimed at restoring those layers of the national
past that had previously remained outside the framework of official academic discourse. Foundational
works on the history of Kazakh statehood were published, and new academic courses were launched,
including “History of Kazakhstan” as a compulsory subject for all university students. Particular
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importance was given to the development of new textbooks and the integration of research projects
into the educational process. Since 2018, within the framework of higher education modernization, a
differentiated approach to specialist training has been introduced with separate educational groups
for academic and pedagogical history. This became a step towards the professionalization of historical
education, allowing universities to clearly orient graduates toward different segments of professional
activity such as research, teaching and applied practice.

In Kazakhstan's pedagogical universities, such as Abai Kazakh National Pedagogical
University and the National Women’s Pedagogical University, modern methods of teaching history
at school have been introduced. Here a generation of teachers is being formed, capable of adapting
historical knowledge to the needs of the younger generation, taking into account both state values and
regional specificities. Meanwhile, in academic centers such as Al-Farabi Kazakh National University
and L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University, active scientific work is underway, aimed at the
development of source studies, historical anthropology, archival studies and theoretical foundations
of historiography. These universities have become centers of attraction for young researchers, many
of whom carry out international projects and publish in reputable journals. One of Kazakhstan's
successes has been the formation of a modern concept of sacred geography, historical memory and
the study of the role of traditional Islam in ethnic identity. All of this points to a multi level approach
by the state and the academic community to the development of historical knowledge based both on
national priorities and universal academic principles.

Comparative analysis with Turkey has made it possible to identify both similar trends and
differences in educational approaches. In both countries, history serves as a key element in the
formation of cultural and political identity. Over the past two decades, Turkey has developed an
effective model for the implementation of interdisciplinary courses, public history and museum
pedagogy in the university environment. In Kazakhstan this process is only gaining momentum, but
examples of active student involvement in project based learning can already be observed, such as
the study of sacred sites, local memory and archival work including the development of digital
resources. Kazakhstan demonstrates a clear desire to integrate advanced teaching methods while
preserving its own historical and cultural specificity. The opening of regional research centers, the
expansion of international academic ties and the formation of domestic schools in archaeology,
ethnology and the history of statehood all confirm the existence of a solid foundation
for further development.

The prospects for teaching national history in Kazakhstan today are directly related to the tasks
of preserving cultural continuity, strengthening interethnic harmony and raising the level of scientific
thinking among young people. At the next stage it is important to deepen the integration of
pedagogical and academic training and to expand the range of academic disciplines through the
inclusion of global history, digital humanities, comparative historiography and applied
methods. At the same time special attention should be paid to improving the qualifications of teachers,
developing student research initiatives and creating educational platforms and interactive
environments. Kazakhstan's educational policy in the field of history has already demonstrated its
focus on strengthening cultural sovereignty and developing historical consciousness, which serves as
valuable experience and an example for other post Soviet countries. The comparison with Turkey
shows that the path of historical education can take many forms, and the Kazakhstani model is
confidently moving toward the formation of a modern, stable and intellectually rich concept of
teaching national history.
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