TopaiifbIpoB YHUBePCUTETiHIH

FBIJIBIMMU KYPHAJIbBI

HAYYHBIN )KYPHAJI
TopaiirbipoB yHuBepcuTeTa

TOPAUTFBIPOB
YHUBEPCUTETIHIH
XABAPIHIBICHI

(I)I/IJ]OJIOFI/IHJIBIK cepust
1997 xpurian OacTamn NIbIFaJIb

-l- TORAIGHYROV
UNIVERSITY
BECTHHUK

TOPAUT'BIPOB
YHUBEPCUTETA

duirojIornyecKas cepus
W3naercs ¢ 1997 roga

ISSN 2710-3528

Ne 2 (2025)
IHaBionap




HAYUYHBIN JKYPHAI
TOPAMTBIPOB YHUBEPCUTETA

Dui10JI0rHYecKas cepus
BBIXOJWT 4 pasa B rof

CBUAETEJBLCTBO
O mocTaHOBKE Ha IepeydeT NepUOAMIECKOro IeYaTHOTO N3/IaHus,
MH()OPMAIMOHHOTO areHTCTBA U CETEBOTO M3/1aHHA
Ne KZ30VPY 00029268
BBIJIAHO
MuHHCTEPCTBOM HH(POPMANHU U OOIIECTBEHHOTO Pa3BUTHS
Pecry6muku Kazaxcran

TemaTH4yeckasi HANPABJIEHHOCTH
My OMUKaNns MaTepUaIoB B 00JIaCTH (QHIIOIOTHI

TTognucHoM nHAEKC — 76132

https://doi.org/10.48081/VXZC3924

Bac pepakTopsbl — rJ1aBHBI peJaKTOp

Kycynos H. K.
0.¢h.H., npogpeccop
3aMecTHTeNb TIABHOTO PEAaKTOpa Amnecosa A. XK., dokmop PhD
OTBETCTBEHHBIHN CEKpETAPh VYaiixanosa M. A., ookmop PhD

Pepaxnus ankacel — PegjaknuoHHas KoJL1erus
HementseB B. B.,  0.¢.n., npogpeccop (Poccutickan @edepayus)
EcnenberoB A. C.,  0.¢h.H., npogpeccop
Tpymes A. K., 0.¢h.H., npogpeccop
Macnosa B. A., 0.¢h.H., npogpeccop (BPenopyccus)

[MumenoBa M. B.,  0.¢h.H., npogheccop (Poccuiickas @edepayus)
Baparosa M. H., 0.¢h.H., npogpeccop

Animyxambet XK. A., 0.¢.H., npogpeccop

[MMamayos O. K., K.¢h.H., npogheccop

[oxy6aesa 3. XK.,  mexnuueckuii pedaxkmop

3a JIOCTOBEPHOCTH MAaTCPHUAJIOB U PEKJIAMbI OTBETCTBEHHOCTB HECYT aBTOPBI U PEKJIIAMOAATCITH
Pepakuust ocrasisieT 3a coooi TIpaBO Ha OTKJIOHEHUE MaTeprualoB
an HCITOJIb30BAHUH MaTCPpHAJIOB JKypHaJla CChIIIKA Ha «BectHuK TOpaﬁT‘LIpOB YHHUBEPCUTETA» obs3aTebHa

© TopalirblpoB YHUBEPCUTET



TopaiirbipoB ynuBepcureTiHig Xabapiusicsl. ISSN 2710-3528 Dunonocusnvik cepus. Ne 2. 2025

SRSTI 16.21.27

https://doi.org/10.48081/PTEM3531

*A. G. Kuderinova', A. Sh. Akzhigitova? S. S. Aubakir’
2L, N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University,

Republic of Kazakhstan, Astana

3Astana IT University,

Republic of Kazakhstan, Astana

'ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0007-8530-2970

2ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3509-6650

SORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3255-481X

*e-mail: aida.kuderinova@gmail.com

TOPONYMIC LANDSCAPE TRANSFORMATION
IN KAZAKHSTAN: CULTURAL-HISTORICAL ASPECT

This article explores the transformation of the urban toponymic
landscape in Kazakhstan, focusing on the cultural-historical significance
and linguistic preferences in the naming and renaming of streets and
urban objects. Based on survey data, the study examines public attitudes
toward toponymic changes, their practical implications, and their role in
preserving cultural heritage. The findings highlight the complexity of urban
toponymy as a reflection of historical narratives, identity, and language
policy. The study concludes that further research is needed to encompass
perspectives from various cities and to analyze the broader connections
between language planning and toponymic policy. Additionally, the
research underscores the importance of balancing historical continuity
with modern urban development, as renaming practices often evoke
strong societal reactions. The study contributes to the ongoing discourse
on language policy and national identity in Kazakhstan, emphasizing the
need for inclusive decision-making processes that consider both historical
legacy and contemporary linguistic realities.

Keywords: urban toponymy, renaming, language policy, cultural
heritage, historical narratives, linguistic preferences, spatial identity,
public perception.

Introduction
The connection between language and space is a central focus in
linguocultural and sociolinguistic studies. Among these, toponymy—the study of
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place names—holds particular significance, as it explores the meanings and cultural
values embedded in proper names. Zharkynbekova highlights that toponyms, as
historically, socially, and culturally significant geographical names, attract the
attention of not only geographers, historians, and linguists but also sociologists,
political scientists, cultural researchers, and ethnographers. This interdisciplinary
interest has contributed to the development of toponymy as a distinct field of
study. She emphasizes that geographical names are not only markers for spatial
orientation but also key elements of a symbolic system that reflects historical and
cultural processes [ 1, p. 140]. Urban toponymy, which encompasses the names of
streets, parks, squares, and other city landmarks, plays a unique role in shaping the
identity of urban spaces and reflecting their historical and cultural narratives. These
toponyms are the symbols that convey the collective memory and identity of a city.

The study of toponymy in Kazakhstan is essential due to the country’s
complex historical and political transformations, which have shaped its urban
naming landscape. According to G. B. Madieva, the onomastic space of Kazakhstan
is currently distinguished by «innovations of social, psychological, and historical
content: the geopolitical and linguistic situation in Kazakhstan has changed, as has
the mentality of individuals. As a result, their attitude toward what to name and
how to name it has also shifted. This has predetermined the emergence of a new
concept of proper names, primarily driven by the idea of a national Renaissance
and the manifestation of passionarity in Kazakhstani onomastics” [2, p. 15]. Street
names in their turn function not only as practical markers but also as ideological
tools that reflect political power, historical narratives, and national identity. It has
been suggested by Dwyer & Alderman when employed as toponymic means of
ideologising space with the symbols of power, icons of identity, and historical
remembrances that legitimate the political regime, street names render space into
politically loaded memorial landscapes [3, p. 166].

The urban toponymic landscape can be understood as a network of place
names that connect physical spaces with cultural and symbolic meanings. As
Golomidova states the specificity of the urban toponymic landscape lies in the
fact that, on the one hand, it corresponds to the designation of places in the real
physical space of the city, while on the other hand, through toponyms as linguistic
signs, symbolic meanings are conveyed, shaped by human perception of locations
and cultural context [4, p. 30]. This landscape reflects a city’s history, cultural
heritage, and societal values. While toponyms often capture the spirit of a specific
historical period, they also evolve alongside the city, influenced by changing social
and political dynamics. As a result, the naming and renaming of urban objects
often raise questions about the balance between preserving historical significance
and adapting to contemporary needs.
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Landry and Bourhis [5] make a distinction between top-down signs provided
by the government or agencies linked to the government, on the one hand, and
bottom-up signs provided by commercial enterprises, on the other [6]. Traditionally,
urban naming practices have been shaped by top-down decisions from authorities,
which can sometimes overlook the perspectives and cultural associations of local
communities. This creates a potential disconnect between the official names of
urban spaces and the ways residents relate to them. Understanding residents’
perceptions of urban toponymy is essential to address this gap, as it sheds light
on whether the names of city landmarks truly reflect the cultural and historical
identity of the area.

In Kazakhstan, state regional onomastic commissions and onomastic
commissions of cities of republican significance, as well as the capital, have been
established to study onomastics and the renaming of toponyms. These commissions
work on restoring original names and approving new names within the territory
of Kazakhstan [7].

It is worth noting the research conducted by the Akhmet Baitursynov Institute
of Linguistics under the Committee of Science of the Ministry of Science and
Higher Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan, which focuses on the study of
onomastics in the country: “Etymology of Kazakhstan's Toponyms. Creation of
Toponymic Dictionaries” (2000-2002); “Study of the Cognitive Foundations of
Kazakh National Toponymy” (2006-2008); “Reflection of the National Idea in
the Kazakh Onomastic System” (2007-2009), “Study of the Cultural-Historical
and Linguistic Foundations of Kazakh Onomastics in the General Turkic Context”
(2012-2014); “Defining the Scientific and Theoretical Principles of National and
International Standardization of Onomastic Names in the Republic of Kazakhstan
(Geographical Names)” (2017-2020); “Development of a Parallel Directory of
Names of Administrative-Territorial Units of the Republic of Kazakhstan in Cyrillic
and Latin Script” (2019); and “Compilation of Two Anthroponymic Dictionaries
and a Short General Toponymic (Mixed) Dictionary of the Republic of Kazakhstan™
(2019). These initiatives contribute to enhancing the understanding and application
of onomastics in society while also supporting the development and preservation
of Kazakhstan’s cultural heritage [8].

Nevertheless, a sociolinguistic approach to researching urban toponymy in
Kazakhstan is crucial because it allows to go beyond simply identifying the origins
and meanings of names. It helps understand how people actually use and perceive
those names in their daily lives and how those perceptions are influenced by social
factors like ethnicity, age, and social class [9]. This is particularly important in
a multilingual and multicultural society like Kazakhstan, where different groups
may have varying interpretations and attachments to certain place names.
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By studying public opinion on urban toponyms, we can gain insights into
the social and cultural dynamics at play in the naming and renaming processes.
This can help understand how people relate to their city, its history, and its diverse
communities. It can also reveal potential tensions and conflicts related to identity
politics and historical memory.

Furthermore, a sociolinguistic approach can help assess the effectiveness of
toponymic policies and practices. By understanding how people perceive and use
place names, policymakers can make more informed decisions about naming and
renaming that are more inclusive and representative of the community’s values and
aspirations. As Tan suggests, centralised policy «can have unintended outcomes
because groups and individuals, who function as micro- and meso-level language
policy and planning agents, can respond in a variety of ways» [10, p. 80].

The purpose of this study is to explore how residents perceive the cultural and
historical significance of urban toponyms and their connection to local identity.
By analyzing the opinions of residents, this study seeks to highlight the role
of toponymy in preserving cultural heritage and fostering a deeper connection
between people and their urban environment.

Materials and Methodology

This study employed a quantitative survey-based approach to examine public
perceptions of urban toponymy in Kazakhstan, specifically regarding the naming
and renaming of urban spaces. 188 respondents participated in the survey.

The primary data source is a structured questionnaire, designed to measure
residents’ attitudes toward the cultural and historical significance of urban place
names. The questionnaire consisted of 37 Likert-scale questions, allowing
respondents to express their level of agreement or disagreement with various
statements related to urban toponymy. Additionally, demographic variables such
as city of residence (Table 1), length of residence (Table 2), age (Table 3), gender
(Table 4), native language (Table 5), education level (Table 6) are included to
analyze potential differences in perception across different social groups.

Data were collected through online distribution via Microsoft Teams platform
to ensure broad participation. The sampling method combined convenience and
snowball sampling, targeting a diverse pool of respondents. The responses were
analyzed using descriptive statistical methods, including mean comparisons to
identify patterns in public opinion.

Table 1 — City of residence

City Count Percentage (%)
Almaty 18 9,6
Astana 151 80,3

Other cities 19 10,1
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Table 2 — Length of residence in the city

Length Count Percentage (%)
From 1 to 5 years 41 21,8
Less than 1 year 18 9,6
More than 10 years 102 54,2
From 6 to 10 years 27 14,4
Table 3 — Age
Age Count Percentage (%)
18 - 30 years old 81 43
31 -45 years old 56 29,8
46 - 60 years old 46 24,5
60+ years old 5 2,7
Table 4 — Gender
Gender Count Percentage (%)
Male 32 17
Female 156 83

Table 5 — Native language

Native language Count Percentage (%)
Kazakh 148 78,7
Russian 39 20,8

Other 1 0,5

Table 6 — Level of education

Level of education Count Percentage (%)
Higher 171 91
Secondary specialized 9 4,8
Secondary 5 2,7
Other 3 1,5

Nevertheless, the study represents the initial phase of research, focusing on
the cultural-historical significance of toponymic transformations and it does not yet
account for individual linguistic preferences in naming urban objects. Additionally,
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the study primarily reflects the views of respondents from Astana, with limited
representation from other regions. Future research will address these aspects by
analyzing linguistic preferences in urban naming, offering a more comprehensive
perspective on the interplay between historical memory and linguistic choices.

Results and discussion

The analysis of survey responses provides valuable insights into public
perceptions of urban toponymy and the processes of naming and renaming urban
objects in Kazakhstan. The findings highlight key trends in how residents interpret
the cultural and historical significance of urban toponymy, and their attitudes
toward renaming practices.

Cultural and historical significance of naming

Survey responses reflect a strong recognition of the cultural and historical
importance of urban toponyms. A significant majority (76.6 %) agree that
place names hold essential cultural-historical value (Diagram 1), while 62.2 %
believe renaming efforts contribute to preserving national identity (Diagram 2).
Additionally, 75 % of respondents feel that using historical names strengthens the
connection to the past. However, concerns are raised by 53.7 % who argue that
modern street names often neglect the region’s cultural heritage. This highlights
the need for a more heritage-conscious approach to naming policies.

Diagram 1 — Public opinion on cultural and historical significance of urban
object names

"The nanes of urban objects have important cultural and historical
significance.”

Strongly Agree I
Agrece I
Neutral I
Disagree [
|

Strongly Disagree

=}
=)

20 30 40 50 60

B Percentage (%)
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Diagram 2 — Attitudes Toward Renaming Streets and Parks for National Iden-
tity Preservation

"Renaming streets and other urban objects helps preserve
narional fdentin. "

Strongly Amee [N
Agree I
Newtral [
Disagree _
Strongly Disagree [N

] 10 20 30 40 50

B Percentage (%4)

Public participation and transparency in renaming

A-recurring theme in the survey responses is the importance of involving local
residents in renaming decisions. 78.2 % of respondents emphasize that renaming
initiatives should consider public opinion. Furthermore, transparency remains a key
concern, with 72.3 % expressing the need for a more open and publicly discussed
renaming process (Diagram 3). These responses indicate a demand for inclusive
decision-making mechanisms in urban naming policies.

Diagram 3 — Opinions on Public Discussion and Transparency in Renaming

"The renaming process should be transparent and undergo
public discussion."”

Strongly Disagree

Disagree
Strongly Agree  [INNENEG
Agree [
Neutral [N

M Percentage (%)
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Awareness and emotional response to renaming

The extent to which individuals notice changes in toponymy varies,
with 49.4 % actively observing renaming efforts in their cities, suggesting that
renaming practices are quite visible to the public (Diagram 4). However, a
significant portion (36.7 %) remained neutral, possibly indicating that while they
are aware of renaming, they do not pay much attention to it.

Diagram 4 — Frequency of noticing changes in urban toponyms

"I actively notice changes in the names of streets and urban objects.”

Strongly Agree [N
Strongly Disagree [l
Disagree [N
Agree [
Neuwal  [I——
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

M Percentage (o)

At the same time, emotional reactions are mixed: while 39 % report positive
emotions towards renaming, others show indifference or concern. The predominance
of neutral responses suggests that renaming urban objects does not generate strong
emotions for most individuals. A substantial portion of respondents views renaming
positively, reinforcing the idea that name changes can be well-received when
aligned with cultural, historical, or linguistic considerations. The smaller but notable
percentage of disagreement highlights the need for further public engagement
and awareness campaigns to address concerns and potential resistance. Notably,
69.1 % agree that renaming plays a role in shaping a new historical memory,
supporting the notion that toponyms impact collective identity.

Preferences for naming policies

When it comes to naming preferences, respondents are divided. While 30.8 %
favor neutral names that do not reflect historical events or figures (Diagram 5),
38.8 % support updating outdated place names to align with modern realities
(Diagram 6).
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Diagram 5 — Preference for neutral names without historical references

"I prefer that the names of objects remain neutral
rather than reflect specific historical events or

figures."”

Strongly Agree [N
Strongly Disagree [N
Disagree  [I—
Agree I
Neutral I —
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

B Percentage (%)

Diagram 6 — Attitudes toward updating outdated place names

"Qutdated place names should be changed to better
reflect modern times."

Strongly Agrec NN
Strongly Disagree [
Disagree [N
Agree I
Neutral  [I—
o 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

B Percentage (%)

The use of local toponyms is seen as crucial for cultural preservation, with
74 % advocating their inclusion. Additionally, restoring historical names is widely
supported, with 58 % backing such initiatives. These insights suggest a balance
between historical continuity and contemporary representation in naming decisions.
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Practical Challenges and Financial Considerations

Renaming efforts are not without their challenges. 46.3 % of respondents
report difficulties in navigation and address identification due to renaming
(Diagram 7).

Diagram 7 — Attitudes toward difficulties caused by renaming urban objects

"Renaming urban objects causes difficulties (e.g., finding an
address).”

Strongly Agree  [INNINEEEGEGE
Strongly Disagree [l
Disagree NN
Agrec I
|

Neutral

(=]

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

B Percentage (%)

Furthermore, the financial cost of renaming remains a debated issue: while
31.4 % believe that the cultural and historical significance justifies the expenses, a
neutral stance was taken by 35.6 % of respondents, indicating a considerable level
of hesitation regarding the financial feasibility of such changes. This suggests that
while some respondents recognize the cultural and historical value of renaming,
others remain skeptical about whether such costs are warranted.

Historical legacy and continuity

There is an ongoing debate about the relevance of older place names. 35.6 %
of respondents believe that Soviet-era names still hold significance for the current
generation with 6.9 % strongly supporting this idea, while others are either neutral
or oppose it. At the same time, 57.4 % argue that preserving old names contributes
to maintaining the city’s multilayered history. This suggests that while Soviet-era
names still hold some significance, their role in contemporary urban identity is
not universally acknowledged. The divergence in opinions may be attributed to
generational differences, personal historical perspectives, and the sociopolitical
context surrounding national identity formation.

Broader Social and Multicultural Aspects of Naming

Respondents also acknowledge the wider social implications of urban
toponymy. 72 % believe that street names influence tourists’ perception of the
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city, emphasizing the external image-building function of toponymic policies.
Additionally, 53.2 % see renaming as a means of fostering intercultural respect
and reconciliation. Language inclusivity is another significant aspect, with 45.7 %
supporting the presence of multilingual place names (e.g., Kazakh and Russian)
to reflect linguistic diversity and accessibility (Diagram 8).

Diagram 8 — Attitudes toward including multilingual names for urban objects

"I consider it important to include names in multiple languages
(e.z.. Kazakh and Russian)."

Strongly Agree _
Strongly Disagree _
Disagree [
Agree [INEN—
|

Nentral

n

=
-

2

15 30 35 40

W Percentage (%)

Financing information

The research is written within the framework of the Ministry of Science and
Higher Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan project—AP 19175709 «Language
Fashion in Modelling the Linguistic Landscape of Kazakhstan».

Conclusions

Overall, the findings indicate strong public support for renaming urban
objects, particularly when historical and cultural considerations are involved. The
highest levels of agreement were observed in relation to the role of renaming in
reinforcing historical connection and regional identity, as well as the necessity
of considering local opinions. The relatively high neutral responses in some
categories suggest a need for more public engagement and awareness regarding
the significance of toponymic changes. Additionally, the existence of a consistent,
albeit small, proportion of disagreement highlights the presence of contrasting
perspectives that should be addressed through inclusive policy discussions and
public consultations.

While the survey provides valuable insights, further research is necessary to
obtain a more comprehensive understanding of these issues. The current dataset
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is primarily based on responses from Astana, limiting the generalizability of the
findings to other regions. Expanding the sample to include diverse cities would
enhance the representativeness of the results. Additionally, future studies should
examine the evolving dynamics of language planning and policy in Kazakhstan
and its connection to toponymic policies. Investigating the long-term effects of
renaming on cultural integration, public sentiment, and tourism could provide
deeper insights into the broader socio-political implications of these changes.

Ultimately, the study highlights the importance of a well-informed and
inclusive approach to toponymic policy, ensuring that renaming practices reflect
both historical continuity and contemporary societal values.
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*4. I Kyoepunosa', A. I1I. Axocueumosa’, C. C. Oybaxip?
12]1. H. T'ymunes atsianars! Eypasust

VITTBIK YHUBEPCUTETI,

Kazakcran PecnyOnukacel, ActaHa K.;

3Astana IT University,

Kasakcran PecniyOnukacel, ActaHa K.

10.02.25 . Gacnara TYCTi.

18.04.25 . Ty3eTyJIepiMEeH TYCTi.

26.05.25 x. OachIn HIbIFapyFa KaObLIIaH bl

KA3BAKCTAHIAFBI TOMOHUMAIK JJAHAIIA®TTBIH
TPAHCO®OPMANUACHI: MOJAEHU-TAPUXU ACITIEKT

bynmaxanaoa Kazakcmanoaevl Kananwli mOROHUMUSTIBIK KEHICIMIKMiK
mpauc@opmayusicol Kapacmulpuliadsl, aman aumxanod, Kouie meH
KananvlK HblCAHOApObl amay JCoHe Kauma amayobly MOOeHU-mapuxu
MaHbl3bl MeH MiNOIK Kvipiapvl manoanaowl. Cayainama oepexkmepine
cytieHe Omulpuln, 3epmmey KO2AMHblY MONOHUMUSILIK 032epicmepeze
0ezeH KO3KApAachiH, 01apObll NPAKMUKALbLK OCEPIH JHCOHE MOOEHU MYPAHb
cakmayodazvl penin 3epoenetidi. Homuoicenep xananvlk monoHuMusiHblY
mapuxu 6asaHOayIapobly, YImmoik Oipe2eliiiKmiy JHcoHe Mil CascamvlHblH
Kopinici pemindeei Kypoeniniein kepcemeodi. 3epmmey 6apvicbiHOA
opmypii Kananapoaavl KO3KApacmapovl KAMMUMbIH KeHeumiieeH
3epmmeysiep JACypeizy Kajicemminizi, COHOau-ax miloik Jcocnapiay MeH
TMONOHUMUSLTBIK CAACAM apacbiHOazbl 03apa Oatianbicmapobl mepeHipex
manoay Kaxcemminiei aukbiHoanowl. COHbLMeH Kamap, MaKaiaoa mapuxu
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cabakmacmolk Nexn 3aMaHayu Kaiauivlk 0amyobly apacblHOdebl nene-
meHOIKmi caKkmay Mavl30blLIbl2bl KOpcemiedi, oUmKeri Kauma amay
meodicipubeci Ko2amoa K3y NiKipmaniacmap mybiHoamaowl. by sepmmey
Kazakcmanoazer min cascamoi Men Yimmolk Oipe2elliik Moceesepi
ManKeliayaa 63 yaeCiH KOcbuln, weuim Kaoulioay yOepiciHiy JHCaH-
JHCAKMBLIbIZLIH KAMIMAMACHL3 emyOiy, mapuxu Mypa MeH Kazipei minodik
Jrcaz0atiovl eckepyoily Manbl30bLIbI2bIH AmMan Kepcemeoi.

Kinmmi cesoep: Kananvlx mononumus, Kauma amay, mii cascamol,
MOOeHU Mypa, mapuxu Happamugmep, miidix npegepenyusiap,
KeHICMIKMIK COUKeCmiK, Ko2amoblK KaOblLi0ay.

*A. I Kyoepunosa', A. LI Axscueumosa’, C. C. Aybakup’
2 EBpa3uiickuii HalMOHATBHBIN

ynusepcurer umenu JI. H. I'ymunesa,

Pecnyonmuka Kaszaxcran, r. AcraHa;

3Astana IT University,

Pecniyonuka Kazaxcran, . AcraHa.

IMoctynuno B pegaxuuto 10.02.25.

IToctynuno c ucnpasienusmu 18.04.25.

[Ipunsaro B neuars 26.05.25.

TPAHCO®OPMALNUA TOMOHUMHNYECKOI'O JJAHAITA®TA
B KABAXCTAHE: KYJIbTYPHO-UCTOPUYECKHA ACIEKT

B cmamwe paccmampusaemces mpancgopmayus ypoaHucmuiecKo2o
monoHumuuecko2o nanowagpma Kasaxcmana, ¢ axyenmom na
KYAbMYPHO-UCTOPULECKVIO 3HAYUMOCHb U SA3bIKOGbLE NPEONOUMeHUs.
6 HAUMEHOBAHUU U NePeUMEHOBAHUU YUY U 20POOCKUX 00bEKMOos.
OcHO6bI8ASACHL HA OAHHBIX ONPOCA, UCCACO08AHUE AHANUIUPYEM
obuecmeennoe OMHOUEHUE K MONOHUMUYECKUM USMECHECHUSAM, UX
NPAKmMu4ecKue nocaeOCmeUst U poib 6 COXPAHCHUU KYIbIMYPHO20 HACOUSL.
Pezynomamor nooueprusaom cioicHocms 20pO0CKOU MOROHUMUU KAK
OMPAdNCEHUs. UCTIOPUHECKUX HAPPAMUBOS, UOCHMUYHOCU U A3bIKOGOU
nonumuku. B uccredosanuu oenaemcs 6vb1600 0 HeOOXO0OUMOCMU
oanvHetiuezo U3yueHust, OX6AMbl8AIOWE20 6321510bl HCUMENCU PA3IUYHBIX
20p00086, a makdce aHaiuza bojee WUPOKUX CEA3el MeHCOY A3bIKOGHIM
NAAHUPOBAHUEM U MONOHUMUYECKOU noaumuxou. Kpome moezo,
paboma nooueprusaem GaNCHOCMb DALAHCA MeNCOY UCTNOPUUECKOL
NPEeMCMEECHHOCMbIO U COBPEMEHHBIM 20POOCKUM PA3GUINUEM, MAK KAK
NPAKMUKA NePEUMEHOBAHUSL HEPEOKO BbL3bIEAENT CUNbHBIL 0OUECTNEEHHbII
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pesonanc. Hccredosanue 6Hocum 6Kiao 8 Rpoo0oaNCcaouyiocst OUCKYCCUIO
0 A3BIKOBOU NOIUMUKE U HAYUOHATLHOU udenmuunocmu ¢ Kazaxcmare,
noouepKuUBas Heo6X0OUMOCb UHKIIO3UBHBIX APOYECCO8 NPUHAMUSL
PelieHull, VAUmblearouux Kak UCMopuyeckoe Hacieoue, mak U COPEeMeHHble
A3BIKOBLLE PEAIUU.

Knrouesvle cnosa: 20po0ckas monoHuMus, NEPeuUMeH08aHue, s13oik068as
NONUMUKA, KYIbMYPHOe HACKeOUe, UCOPUYECKIUEe HAPPAMUBHL, 3bIKOGbLE

npe()noumeHu}z, npocmpancneeHHast u()eHmHllHOCmb, 06W€CYY!6€HHO€
socnpusmue.
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