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Abstract. This article analyzes the role of monuments in the process of
ethnic nation-building in Kazakhstan. The study is based on a database of 226
monuments erected between 1991 and 2019 in the country's regional centers.
The main focus is on the question: which historical figures become national
symbolsthatgobeyond thenativeterritories oftheirzhuzesand clans? Theresults
show that the vast majority of such monuments are dedicated to personalities
of the Soviet period or those whose symbolic significance was formed during
the Soviet era. This indicates the continuing influence of the Soviet nation-
building project, which created a single pantheon of heroes contributing to the
formation of a national identity. At the same time, the practice of perpetuating
representatives of “their” zhuzes and clans, reflecting local identities and the
activity of tribal associations, persists in the regions. Thus, monuments act as
an arena of symbolic politics, where the interests of the central government and
local elites intersect. The findings highlight the dual nature of symbolic politics:
on the one hand, monuments can be a tool for integration, while on the other
hand, they can contribute to strengthening localism and generic differentiation.

Keywords: identity, monuments, primordialist ties, «imagined community»,
radical constructivists, minimal constructivists, nation and nationalism, process
of nation-building

Introduction

Nationalism can be interpreted as an ideological movement aimed at forming the unity and
common identity of a certain social group, including building borders. Thus, nationalism, on the
one hand, has the basis for creating unity; on the other hand, it can contribute to division and
cause social conflicts. Researchers of nationalism and nation-building issues study various ways
and tools that are used by states and/or national movements in the process of forming national
identity, among other things, a variety of symbolic artifacts, including monuments. Indeed, one

of the ways to
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promote and implement national construction projects is the construction of
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facilities, including such symbolic objects as monuments, which are used to create/consolidate
a certain image of history and the formation of ethnic and national identity. Therefore, the
study of monuments is an extremely important component in the process of understanding the
peculiarities of nation-building.

This study is aimed at understanding how monuments are used in the process of ethnic
nation-building. A distinctive feature of this work is the fact that the study is not a case study,
but is based on a database that includes information about 226 monuments erected between
1991 and 2019. The research question is as follows:

Monuments to which historical figures become national, going beyond the borders of the
Azov territories? What qualities should a historical figure possess to go beyond the boundaries
of their Juz territories?

The structure of the article is as follows. First of all, a theoretical review is presented, which
presents the key ideas of nation-building research with an emphasis on (ethno) symbolic
components, as well as on the processes of integration and disintegration accompanying nation-
building. Next, the database and research methods were briefly described. The following section
presents the main results and concludes with brief conclusions on the study.

Literature review

The issues of nationalism and the definition of nation, identity, and national consciousness
have been central themes in social and humanities research over the past 50-70 years. Until
about the 1960s, the field was dominated by primordialist ideas that nations are natural and
stable communities based on “blood,” culture, language, and other characteristics. A classic
example of primordialistideas is Hans Kohn and his distinction between “Western” and “Eastern”
nationalism (Kohn, 1944). E. Shils wrote about primordialist ties based on deep, emotional
attachments (kinship, religion, language). These ties are perceived by people as natural, as
something given, not constructed (Shils, 1957).

However, there is now general agreement among scholars that nations and nationalism are
modern phenomena that did not exist in pre-modern times. The formation and maintenance
of nations, nation-states, and the entire system of nation-states required mass media and a
modern state apparatus with centralized education, bureaucracy, and legislative authority.
However, consensus among scholars begins to diverge beyond this point.

Some scholars, adopting a radically constructivist stance, argue that nationalism as an
ideology "invents" nations where they do not naturally exist (Balibar, 1990; Gellner, 2015). In
contrast, "minimal constructivists" contend that nationalism awakens nations to self-awareness
(Anderson, 2020; Hobshawm, 2012, Hobsbawm and Ranger, 2012). Within this debate, deeper
disagreements arise on whether nations possess an ethnic foundation upon which they naturally
build (Hobsbawm, 2012) or are formed through the efforts of states or elites (Balibar, 1990).
Our position aligns with moderate (minimal) constructivism, suggesting that nation-building
is constructed upon an ethnosymbolic foundation, where architectural monuments play an
increasingly important role.

In general, researchers of nation and nationalism in Kazakhstan adhere to the ideas of social
constructivism. How the process of nation-building took place in Kazakhstan after the collapse
of the Soviet Union is studied by S. Spehr, & N. Kassenova (Spehr and Kassenova, 2012); Schatz
(Schatz, 2000). E. Marlene Laruelle studies the three main types of identity in Kazakhstan:
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Kazakhness, Kazakhstaniness, and transnationalism (Laruelle, 2015). Rico Isaacs and Abel
Polese study the "imaginary" and "real" identities associated with state policy and the discourse
of national identity in the countries of Central Asia (Isaacs and Polese, 2015).

The study of how a nation is constructed using individual elements as an example is the
subject of study by many scholars. For example, Rico Isaacs studied the role of cinema and
film in the process of constructing an «imagined community» (Isaacs, 2022). S. Insebayeva and
N.Insebayeva studied theanthem and national currency as key symbolslinking symbolic politics with
the formation of national identity (Insebayeva and Insebayeva, 2021). Kasikgi studies the names
of streets in the Soviet past and their names during the period of independence (Kasikgi, 2019).
A. Fauve studies monuments as a key element in the formation of an “imagined community.”
Using qualitative methods with artists and urban planners, he examines the process of national
urban development, emphasizing primarily its erratic nature. A. Fauve argues that nationalist
urban development is rather a resource for people involved in patron-client relationships; the
results of such activity are rather conditional and are not a planned strategy (Fauve, 2015).

In this article, the author also concentrates on the study of monuments, considering them
primarily from a quantitative perspective. Monuments can serve two main functions in relation to
national development. First, they can promote ethno-national identity and narratives that foster
cohesion and unity. Memorial sites function as zones of symbolic politics, where national governments
advance the idea of nation-building. Through monuments, key actors in the nation-building process
embody the concept of an "imagined community" (Anderson, 2020). Symbolic politics is a complex
process with potentially contradictory outcomes: on one hand, monuments may be organically
integrated into the people's symbolic history, while on the other, they may act as tools to impose an
artificial collective identity with specific objects of identification (e.g., Soviet-era monuments).

Secondly, commemorative objects can either promote broader unity through inclusivity or
contribute to boundaries between ethnic groups. Researchers have shown that memorial sites
can play a vital role in fostering integration within an ethnic or social group, as well as between
groups, thus becoming national sites.

In this paper, we aim to understand the qualities that enable monuments to become national
symbols (representing broad integration). For this purpose, we analyzed a database comprising
226 monuments. More detailed information on the empirical database and methodology is
provided in the following section.

Method and Data

This study is based on a database of 226 commemorative objects from 1991 to 2019, located
in all major cities (those with at least regional center status). The list of monuments, organized
geographically, is as follows:

e Astana: 18 monuments

e Almaty: 21 monuments

e Shymkent: 32 monuments

e Aktau: 8 monuments

e Aktobe: 21 monuments

eAtyrau: 17 monuments

e Karaganda: 10 monuments
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¢ Kokshetau: 9 monuments

e Kostanay: 10 monuments

e Kyzylorda: 6 monuments

e Pavlodar: 11 monuments

e Petropavlovsk: 6 monuments

e Taldykorgan: 11 monuments

e Taraz: 18 monuments

¢ Turkestan: 9 monuments

e Uralsk: 15 monuments

 Ust-Kamenogorsk: 4 monuments

Three regional centers (Zhezkazgan, Konaev, and Semey) are not included in the list, as these cities
did not have regional center status for most of the historical period covered by the study and in 2019.

A detailed profile was created for each monument, which was then transformed into a
statistical dataset. For each monument, various socio-demographic and historical information
was collected about the historical figure in whose honor the memorial was erected. The data
were subsequently processed using the R software environment.

Main results

The historical figures in whose honor the monuments were erected are divided into the
following historical periods: the Golden Horde, the Kazakh Khanate, the Mongolian Empire,
the Early Middle Ages, the Russian Empire, the Soviet Period, and independent Kazakhstan.
There is a clear dominance of monuments of the Soviet period. So 63.7% of the monuments are
dedicated specifically to historical figures from this historical period.

The next step is related to the allocation of only monuments that are not located on the territory
of their Juz. In other words, these monuments are dedicated to historical figures who do not belong
to the RU and Juz, which prevail on the territory of the monument's construction. For example, the
monument to Abai in Almaty will be defined as located not on the ancestral territory.

Thus, only monuments located outside the territories of their Juz were highlighted. There
were only 34 of them, while 26 (or 76.5%) of them are dedicated either to historical figures
of the Soviet period. However, if we add historical figures to them, whose process of becoming
symbols of the Kazakh nation was during the Soviet period (for example, Abai), then their share
will approach the 90% mark.

A comparison of the shares (63.7% versus 76.5%) shows a significant increase in historical
figures of the Soviet period among those to whom monuments located outside their own
territory are dedicated. In our opinion, this is an important result that should be focused on.
Why exactly do monuments to historical figures of the Soviet period more often go beyond
the borders of the Union? Of course, first of all, we need to check if this is the case by entering
control variables. One of the most important control variables is the capital factor. It is clear
that there is a disproportionately large number of commemorative objects in the capital, while
in the capital, the central government is more likely to be interested in diversifying symbols by
attracting various historical figures, it is not necessarily that they lived in the territory where the
capital is located. In these conditions, monuments located in regional centers and dedicated to
representatives of the Juzes (or clans) that do not prevail in this region are of interest first of all
(for example, the monument to Kanysh Saptaev in Atyrau or Shakhmardan Yesenov in Aktau).
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Why are historical figures from the Soviet period more likely to "transcend" the traditional
borders of their Juzes? In our view, this is a consequence of the Soviet nation-building project,
during which the government aimed for a highly centralized and unified national identity. This
project was reflected both at the broader Soviet level (e.g., figures like Lenin, Marx) and within
individual national republics, where a unique pantheon of national heroes was developed. A
technique often used was the “shortening” of history, selecting contemporary figures - rather
than historical ones potentially incompatible with communist ideology - as symbols. This
approach gradually built a pantheon of Soviet national heroes. In the framework of this forced
and often aggressive Soviet nation-building project, alternative sources of identity - irrelevant
or even hostile to the Soviet national project - were deliberately ignored. Figures were presented
as "sons of the Kazakh people" or, even better, "sons of the Soviet people,” while more specific,
localized identities were overlooked.

Interestingly, our research showsthatthistradition ofrepresentinghistorical figures continues
in independent Kazakhstan. Indeed, it is primarily historical figures from the Soviet period
who most readily transcend the boundaries of their own Ru and/or Juzes. This phenomenon
can be viewed as a positive externality of the Soviet nation-building project, which, through
its ideologies, formed a group of national heroes across many Soviet republics - an essential
element for strengthening national unity.

It is also worth noting that monuments that remain within their own community or tribe
are the most common pattern in any region (with a few exceptions in Astana and Almaty). For
example, in the Karaganda region, the majority of the population belongs to the Argyn tribe.
Almostall monuments erected in Karaganda (the center of the Karaganda region) between 1991
and 2019 are dedicated to historical figures from the Argyn tribe (with one exception for an
ethnic German). In the Zhetisu region, where members of the Naiman and Jalair clans primarily
reside, most monuments honor representatives of these tribes. This pattern is evident in many
regions of Kazakhstan. Such monuments may be associated with the actions of tribal public
associations or with the active involvement of relatives and descendants of the individuals
commemorated by these monuments.

Conclusion

The role of monuments in the process of ethnic nation-building in Kazakhstan is examined
in this study. Having analyzed a database of 226 monuments erected between 1991 and
2019, a consistent trend was revealed: most monuments erected outside the zhuzes or clans
are dedicated to historical figures of the Soviet period or those whose symbolic meaning was
formed during the Soviet era. This is the influence of the Soviet nation-building project, which
constructed its own pantheon of heroes who strengthened a single national identity, ignoring
local and ethnic identities that were irrelevant to the Soviet project. A different situation is
observed in the regions of Kazakhstan, where the practice of perpetuating representatives of
“their” zhuzes and clans, reflecting local identities and the activities of tribal associations, is
preserved. Thus, monuments become an arena for symbolic politics, in which the interests of
the central government, striving for national integration, and local elites supporting narrower
forms of identity intersect. The revealed patterns highlight the ambivalence of symbolic politics:
on the one hand, monuments can serve as a tool for integration and the formation of a national
narrative; on the other hand, they often reinforce locality and generic differences. These
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findings are important for further understanding of nation-building processes in a multi-ethnic
society and highlight the need to take into account both centralized and local mechanisms for
the formation of national identity.
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Caouros K.}, PoagunonoBa K.H.?
IMemaexkem mapuxbl uHcmumymsl, Acmaua, Kazakcmat
2JL.H. T'ymunee amviHdarsl Eypasus yammuik yHusepcumemi, AcmaHa, Kazakcmat

KEHECTIK KE3EH, KA3IPTI KASAKCTAHHBIH, YJIT KAJIBIIITACTBIPY YJEPICIHE
KAJIAY OCEP ETYJIE?

Anpgatna. byn makana KasakcTaHzarbl STHUKAJBIK, CUNATTaFrbl MeMJIEKET Kypy YZAepiciHfe
eCKepTKIIlITepAiH peJiiH TajjayFa apHa/iFaH. 3epTTey eJiMi3fiH 006JIbIC opTasbIKTapbiHAa 1991-
2019 »xpL1flap apaJjbIFbIH/A OpPHATBLIFAaH 226 ecKepTKIilITI KaMTUTbIH MaJjiMeTTep 6a3achlHa
HerizgenreH. Herisri Hasap ayzapbliaTblH Macesjie — KaHJAAW TapuXW TyJFajap 3 y3Zepi MeH
pyJIapbIHbIH, TYFaH 6HipJepiHeH LIbIFbIN, YJATTBHIK HblIIAHFA aillHa/lajAbl? 3epTTey HITHXKeJepi
KOpCETKeH/Iel, eCKepTKilTepAiH, 6ackbIM KOMIIIiri KeHeCTiK Ke3eH TyJFajJapblHa HEMece KeHeCTik
JloyipAie CUMBOJIJBIK MOHTe He OGOJIFaH TyJIFajapra apHasifaH. Bys »karnad KeHEeCTiK MeMJIeKeT
KYpPYy >K00acbIHbIH, - GaTbIpJap/blH, OipbIHFall MaHTEOHBIH KaJbIITACThIPY apPKbLIbl KaAMbIYJITTHIK
GiperedikTi OPHBIKTBIPYFa GaFbITTAJIFAH — bIKHAJBIHBIH, 9J11 /i€ KaJIFachll KaTKAHbIH KepceTezi.
CoHBIMEH KaTap, eHipJiep/ie XepriJiKTi epeKilesikTep MeH TaWnaJbIK OipJjiecTikTep/i 6eiiHe/IeHUTiH,
63 Ky3/lepi MeH py/iapblHbIH, 6KiJIepiH MOHTI ecTe KaJblpy Tokipubeci ae cakrasirad. Ocbliaing,
€CKepTKIIITep OpTaJIbIK OWJIIK MeH KePriJMiKTi a/iuTasap My/iesepiHiH TYHiceTiH CHMBOJIABIK casicaT
apeHachbIHa aliHa/Iabl. KOpBITHIH/bLIAP CUMBOJIABIK CasiCaTThIH KOCApJibl CUMIAThIH aliFfaKTalabl: 6ip
’KaFbIHaH, ECKePTKIIITep YJATTHIK UHTeTrpanus Kypasbl 60Ja ajafpl, aja eKiHLIi xKaFbIHaH, XXepLIigik
NeH TeKTIiK XKIiKTeNy/li KyllelTyre Ae bIKIaJa eTyi MYMKiH.

Herisri yFeIMAap: coliKecTiJliK, ecCKepTKilITep, IPUMOPAUAIUCTIK 6allJlaHbICTap, «KUSIAAFbI Kay-
BIMJIACTBIKY, paJUKaJibl KOHCTPYKTUBUCTEDP, MUHUMaJ/bl KOHCTPYKTHUBUCTED, Y/IT )KOHE YITIIbLIJBIK,
MeMJIeKeT Kypy npoueci

Ca6urtos K.!, PogunonoBa K.H.?
THHcmumym ucmopuu 2ocydapcmesa, AcmaHa, KazaxcmaH
2Eepasulickutl HQYUOHAAbHbIU yHUBepcumem uM. JI.H. 'ymuaes, AcmaHa, KazaxcmaH

KAK COBETCKOE NNPOLIJIOE BJIMAET HA TOCYAAPCTBEHHOE CTPOUTEJ/IbCTBO
COBPEMEHHOTI'O KABAXCTAHA

AHHOTa].lI/IH. CraTbs IMMOCBALIE€Ha aHa/JIM3y POJIM NMaMATHHKOB B IpolecCe 3THOHALMOHAJILHOI'O
CTpOUTEJIbCTBA B KazaxcTaHe. HCCJIE,ELOBaHI/Ie OCHOBaHO Ha 0ase JAaHHBIX, BKJ'[}O‘{aIOLL[eI\/II 226
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NaMSATHUKOB, yCTAHOBJIEHHBIX B epuo/, ¢ 1991 no 2019 roj B 06/1aCTHBIX IleHTpaxX cTpaHbl. OCHOBHOE
BHUMaHHey/leJIeHO BOIPOCY: KaKHe UCTOPHYeCKHe IMYHOCTH CTaHOBATCA HAallMOHA/IbHBIMY CUMBOJIAMH,
BBIXOJSAIIMMY 3a Ipefiesibl POAHBIX TEPPUTOPUM CBOMX KY30B U PoJoB? Pe3ynbTaThl NOKa3bIBAIOT,
YTO NOJABJsAIOILEE GOJBUIMHCTBO TAKUX MAaMSTHUKOB MOCBSLIEHO JIMYHOCTSIM COBETCKOTO Mepuoja
WJIA TeM, Ybe CUMBOJIMYECKOe 3HaueHHe CPOPMHUPOBAJIOCh B COBETCKOe BpeMs. JTO CBU/ETEbCTBYET
0 NpOJoJiKAILIeMCsl BJAMSHUU COBETCKOr'O0 MPOEeKTa HALMOHAJbHOTO CTPOUTENbCTBA, CO3JABIIETO
e/IMHbI NaHTEOH repoes, CIOCOOGCTBOBABIIUX GOPMUPOBAHHUIO HALMOHAJbHON UAEHTUYHOCTHU. B TO
’Ke BpeMsl B perMOHaX COXpaHaeTcs IPaKTHKaA yBeKOBeYeH s NIpeiCTaBUTe/Iel «CBOMX» ceMel U pOJi0B,
OTpakawLasi JOKAJIbHYI0 UAEHTUYHOCTb U JAEeATEJbHOCTb POJOIJIEMEHHBIX 06beJuHEeHUH. Takum
00pa3oM, NaMATHUKHU BbICTYIIAIOT apeHOHW CUMBOJIMYECKOU NMOJINTHKY, I/ie lepeceKalTcsl NHTepechl
LleHTPaJIbHOX BJIACTU U MECTHBIX 3JIUT. [loJlydeHHble JaHHbIe NOAYEPKHUBAIOT ABOVCTBEHHYIO IPUPOAY
CUMBOJIMYECKOH MOJIUTUKHU: C OJJHOM CTOPOHBI, NAMATHUKH MOTYT GbITh UHCTPYMEHTOM UHTErpaluy,
Jpyroyd - crnocob6CcTBOBATh YKPeIJIEHUIO JIOKaJu3Ma U pofoBol AuddepeHaLivu.

Kiio4yeBble €/10Ba: HeHTUYHOCTb, TaMATHUKH, U3HA4Ya/IbHBIE CBSI31, <BOOOpaXKaeMoe COOOILeCTBO,
paJiMKaJbHble KOHCTPYKTHBUCTbI, MUHUMaJIbHble KOHCTPYKTUBUCTHI, HallMd U HALIMOHAJIM3M, IPOLLeCC
CTPOUTEJILCTBA HALH.

Information about authors

Sabitov Zh. - Ph.D., Leading researcher, State Institution “Institute of State History” of the Science
Committee of the Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Rodionova K.N. - corresponding author, Master of Social Sciences, doctoral student, Department of
Sociology, senior lecturer, Department of Sociology, L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University, Astana,
Kazakhstan.

ABTOpJIAap TypaJibl M3dJIiMeT

Ca6umoe K. - KP bFM FbuibiM kKoMuUTeTiHiIH «MeMJieKeT Tapuxbl HHCTUTYThbI» MM eTekii
FbUIBIMU KbI3MeTKepi, Ph.D fokTOpBbI.

PoduoHoea K.H.- xaT-xabap aBTOPBI, 3JIEyMETTiK FhIJIbIMJIAP MarucTpi, 9JieyMeTTaHy KadeapacblHbIH,
JoktopaHThl, JL.H. [ymMuieB aTbinAafFbl Eypa3us yATTBIK YHUBEPCUTETI, 3JieyMeTTaHy KadeJpacbIHbIH,
aFa OKbITylIbICHL. AcTaHa, KasakcraH.

CBeaeHnA 06 aBTOpax

Ca6umos K. - noxtop ¢unocoduu (Ph.D), Begymuil HayuyHbd cOTPYyAHUK ['Y « MHCTUTYT UcTOpUH
rocygapcrBa» Komurtera Hayku MOH PK.

Poduonoea K.H. - aBTOp /151 KOPPeCNOHAEHLMH, MarucTp COLUAIbHBIX HAyK, JOKTOPAHT Kadepbl
COLIMOJIOTUM, CTaplIM{ INpenojaBaTesnb KadeJpbl conuosiorud EBpasuiickoro HalMOHaJbHOTO
yHuBepcuTeTa uMeHu JL.H. ['ymuieBa, ActaHa, KasaxcraH.

Gumilyov Journal of Sociology N23(152)/ 2025 71
ISSN: 3080-1702. eISSN: 3104-4638



