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The historical process is complex and diverse. For its correct and competent research, the
historian must know and be able to use many sources and methods of studying these sources. Over
the centuries of its existence, historical science has accumulated many sources and methods, but time
does not stand still. With new trends, with new challenges, history researchers must expand existing
ones, and look for new perspectives in the study. In this regard, my master's thesis focuses on the
annual President's Address as a promising component of the study of the historical heritage.

The practice of the annual address is not new - it was inspired by the famous Throne Speech,
delivered for a long time by the monarch of the United Kingdom. Closer to the modern understanding
of the Address was George Washington's State of the Union Address to Congress in 1790. During
such an appeal, the President of the United States of America expresses an assessment of the situation
in the country, as well as describes the upcoming changes. A similar practice has found its place in
Russia - there the first President's Address to the Federal Assembly was delivered on February 24,
1994, by Boris Yeltsin. Such an appeal is mainly aimed at the prospects for the development of the
country as a whole and at specific political, social and ideological corrections [1].

The most important part of any scientific piece is historiography. However, before we turn
to it, we should determine the legal nature of the Addresses of the President of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, that is, decide to what type of the documents they belong: to normative legal acts, or to
admit that this type of official appeals to the people does not contain at all legal regulations.

There is an active discussion on this issue in Kazakhstan’s historiography. For instance, G.S.
Sapargaliev defines Addresses only as scientific and ideological documents [2]. At this point we agree
with O. T. Serikov’s view. He defines the legal essence of the Addresses following way: “The
Addresses of the President do not have all the signs of legal norms, but at the same time it cannot be
argued that they are outside the legal field» [3].

According to the classification of O. M. Medushevskaya, such materials can be classified as
program documents. The researcher forms the necessity of their study as follows: "they reflect in a
concentrated form the most important directions and trends of human thought, directed to the future»

[4].

One of the most interesting methods of studying this kind of documents is content analysis.
As a way of studying political documents, this method has proven itself for a long time [5]. The
effectiveness of content analysis as a research method has been confirmed by publications of works
devoted to the Kazakhstan’s Addresses. Throughout the entire period of the existence of the practice
of presidential Addresses, the method of content analysis has been applied to them few times.

Within the framework of our study, content-analysis defined as a research tool used to
determine the presence of certain words, themes, or concepts within some given qualitative data (i.e.
text). Using content analysis, we can quantify and analyze the presence, meanings and relationships
of such certain words, themes, or concepts [6].
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Presidential Addresses are also characterized as one of the genres of political
communication. It is in this sense that Russian scientists are now actively studying the Addresses to
the Federal Assembly.

The article by Russian researcher, doctor of Philology T. I. Steksova seems to be very
interesting in this discourse. In her research, the author conducts a comparative analysis of the
Addresses from the Presidents of the two states - N.A. Nazarbayev’s from 2011, and D.A.
Medvedev’s from 2012. Author’s ultimate goal is the study of political linguistics, the researcher
analyzes the linguistic material, examines the correlation of various speech components, analyzes the
characteristic modalities of the Addresses - the modality of necessity is laid down in the Kazakh
language, and the modality of obligation in the Russian. T.l. Steksova comes to the conclusion about
different structure of two texts, different linguistic forms, and, accordingly, the different influence
that these documents have: «And if the message of N. Nazarbayev reaches its communicative goal,
it serves the idea of uniting society, the message of D. Medvedev is not so unanimously perceived by
the Russians and causes, at least some of them, a critical attitude» [7].

At the same time, as noted by the Russian researcher, V. Y. Nesterenko, the final addressee
may differ: «In Russian Federation, the direct addressee of such a political speech is the Federal
Assembly, in the United States - the Congress, and in Great Britain, the parliamenty. It is worth noting
that in Kazakhstan, the people were such an addressee from the very beginning. The author
emphasizes specific difference between the Addresses in different countries when it comes to the
established norms and principles of the functioning of this genre. If in the USA or Great Britain it has
existed for several centuries, in the Russian Federation it is at the stage of formation. The same can
be said about the Address of the President of Kazakhstan: the first one dates back to 1996 [8].

Speaking on the topic of the historiography of the President's Addresses to the Federal
Assembly, it is worth noting that it is more developed in comparison with the level of study of the
Presidential Addresses in the Republic of Kazakhstan. For instance, V.I. Kuznetsov gives an overview
of the existing scientific literature on the named topic. Dividing the works into three groups, the
author refers to the first one as studies written mainly by lawyers and examining the presidential
Addresses in their connection with the institution of the presidency, through the prism of
constitutional obligations of the head of state and branches of government. The second group is made
up of works devoted to the textual analysis of the President's Addresses. Such studies are carried out
mainly using linguistic methods and tools. The third group consists of political science works devoted
to the process of implementing a political course, issues of political speechwriting and
communication [9].

Although the historiography of the Russian Federations’ Address is characterized by V.I.
Kuznetsov as "not disclosed at the proper level”, we should note its subject diversity in comparison
with the historiography of the Addresses in our state. If Russian researchers are actively studying the
Address from the legal, juridical, linguistic, communicative and other aspects, Kazakhstani
researchers leave the Address without proper attention.

As a source of information, the Presidential Addresses is often used within the term "political
history". The master's thesis "History politics in Kazakhstan" is devoted to the study of this term, and
with the process of using historical narratives in politics. The author of this work is Thea Hilding, a
graduate of the University of Oslo. Her research interests include problems of nation-building in the
countries of the former Soviet Union. Throughout her studies, work and travels around the region,
Thea Hilding has developed her own perspective on many of the key issues [10].

Mentioned above work explores how history becomes the subject of political goals of
national elites who use certain interpretations of history as a means of advancing their political
agenda. In a broad sense, this affects the entire political field of Kazakhstan, narrowing at one point
- the celebration of the 550th anniversary of the Kazakh Khanate. Based on observations, interviews,
documents’ analysis and media reviews, the work shows what influences the political history of
modern Kazakhstan.

Part of the work devoted to the analysis of the Presidential Addresses to the people of
Kazakhstan, some of which were read by the author in Russian, raises a great interest. The relevance
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is justified by the fact that President forms the direction of state policy and presents new state
programs in these documents. As the author notes, most of the Addresses have a similar structure:
they are mainly devoted to listing what progress has been made since independence, especially in
developing the economy and achieving international recognition, as well as setting out plans for the
coming years.

Although main parts of the Addresses are usually devoted to the present and future of
Kazakhstan, it is worth noting that each of it contains a part that scrutinize the historical past. Author
expresses conducted analysis of ideas and images of history and the national identity associated with
it in the formulation of two questions:

- Is the national history of Kazakhstan multiethnic?

- What is the basis of the state of Kazakhstanis, history, or modernity?

Following the terminology of Marlene Laruelle, the author connects raised questions with
two discourses of national identity - "Kazakhs" and "Kazakhstanis" [11]. And if M. Laruelle believes
that these discourses do not intersect, existing in public life in parallel, then Thea Hilding suggests
following: “I find, however, that they are present in the same texts, even in the same paragraphs,
without contradicting or overpowering each other " [10]. And in this sense, we agree with this
statement. The 1999 Address can serve as a confirmation, in which the discourse of the "Kazakhs" is
found in one part of the text: "The emergence of the first Kazakh khanates in the fifteenth century is
the point in the people's awareness of their special place in history and space.” and "Kazakhstanis" in
other: "... the stability and security of all Kazakhstanis will be ensured" [12].

As we can see, in a broad sense, the political history in Kazakhstan is formed, among other
things, by presidential speeches, with use of a different historical discourses, most often associated
with the heroic past of the Kazakh people, and the celebration of the 550th anniversary of the Kazakh
Khanate is a vivid example of this.

At the present, Kazakhstan is being closely studied by scientists from different countries.
The results of this studies are expressed in collective works, articles, and monographs. An example
of such work is the report "Kazakhstan: Tested by Transition” published by Chatham House — Royal
Institute of International Affairs. Its main message is that Kazakhstan is at a turning point since 2019,
when N. Nazarbayev resigned from his presidency. The report has incorporated a variety of aspects
of Kazakhstan's activities - from public relations to regional ties.

Detailed coverage of problematic issues is accompanied by recommendations for improving
the current situation. A top priority, recognized by the authors is the need to create a more open
political environment that would enhance the authority of government agencies. An important point
is the problem of dialogue between the state and the people. The authors recognize that a more
meaningful filling of the Presidential Addresses could be one of the most likely ways to resolve
accumulated conflicts. The collective work ends with the following thought: “Kazakhstan has an
opportunity to become a model for other states undergoing or set to undergo complex transitions in
the post-Soviet region” [13].

Another work of this type is the report of the Organization of Economic Co-operation and
Development - "Reforming Kazakhstan: Progress, Challenges and Opportunities”. Analyzing the
situation with public governance, the authors say that Kazakhstan has taken important steps towards
legislative and institutional reforms to solve problems in this area, meaning the state programs first
seen in the Presidential Addresses. It is worth noting that full transparency in this regard has not yet
been achieved. At the same time, it is the Addresses that can serve as an effective tool for conveying
government plans to the people. If the state can achieve this, then Kazakhstan can improve the
efficiency of public administration and the quality of political processes [14].

A well-known foreign researcher of Kazakhstan, Bhavna Dave, a specialist in issues of
interethnic relations, identity and political transformations in Central Asia, has devoted her work to
the problems of ethnicity, language and power. In her opinion, the evolution and historical experience
of Soviet and post-Soviet Kazakhstan is unique: the republic has consistently gone through a series
of historical experiments on its identity, while maintaining its ethnicity, mainly through the system
of power. And the Presidential Addresses are one of the instruments for conducting state policy. The
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1997 Address, in which the “Kazakhstan-2030” program was presented, stands out especially. A
distinctive feature of the presidential addresses, the author emphasizes, is becoming an orientation
towards the future, through plans for "prosperity, security and improvement of the welfare of the
citizens of Kazakhstan" [15].

In conclusion, we should state the extremely low degree of study of the presidential
Addresses in foreign historiography. The studies available at the moment, with all the advantages,
affect only a certain part, without taking into account its connection with the rest. We can characterize
existing works by their narrow-branch orientation, without a systematic consideration of the
Addresses. It should also be noted that there are no works of a historical nature. In our opinion, with
due attention and level of research, Addresses in their logical connection with other state programs
and historical sources can provide complete and fundamental knowledge on the history of
independent Kazakhstan.
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YJIT BACBIHA TOHI'EH «¥JIbl HOYBET»
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M. Ko3si6aeB ateiaarel CKY Kazakcran Tapuxbl )KoHE 9JICYMETTIK-TYMaHUTAPJIBIK,
noHzep KadenpaceinbiH 3 Kype cryaenTi, [lerponasi, Kazakcran
Foutbimu sxerekmrici - bumakanosa 3.111.

Toyencizairimi3ai anein, ereMeHAl en OoJbIN JKaTKaH Ke3/le Y3aK JKbuigap OoMbI
OTapIIBUIIBIKTHIH TYTKBIHBIHA TYCKEH CaHaMbI3 KaiTa >KaHIaHBIM, JaMy YpAiciH OacTaH eTKi3y[e.
Kenec ykimeri Ke3iHIeri alTbUIMaraH, alTbUIyFa THIMBIM CallbIHFAH KOITEreH TapUXbl KYHIbI
JepeKTepiMi3 i 3epTTeyre 6eT Oypai kaTeipMbI3. Egemen Qazaqstan razerinje Ipe3uaent Kacbim-
Komapt TokaeBToiH «Toyencizmik 0opiHeH KbIMOAT» aTThl MaKajaackl xkapusuianabl [1]. Memieker
0acmIbIChl  amapIIbLIBIK KypOaHIaphl CaHbIHA KATHICTHI HAKTHI aKIapaTThIH KOFBIH allFa TAPTHIIL,
3epTTEY JKYMBICHI JKYPri3iinyl Kepek eKeHiH aiiTanbl. by HoyOer Typaibl Kasip He Oinemis?

XX . 20-30 xpopmapaarsl Kazakcran cTalwHIIK KYIITEY MEH KalTa KYPYJIbIH ayblp Ja
a3amnThl 3apJanTapbl >KaHa Ke3KapacleH OOBEKTHBTI 3epTTeyiepiAi KaxkeT eTeni. WTaabsHAbIK
Hukkomo Ilmandona — emimizie OChbl 300aiaH KbULIAP TAapPUXBIH 3€PTTCYAl OacTaraH aJFalliKbl
HIeTEeNAIK TapuxXubiapasiH 0ipi. OHBIH OibIHIIA, KA3aKTapAbIH AlITHIKTAH XKarlMail KbIPbUTyblHA €H
QIIBIMCH CTAJIMHIIK OAaCIIBUIBIKTBIH JKOFApFbl JKarbl, €H coHblHAa Owmnn [onomexkuH
TyJIFackiHAarbl KazakcTaHn pecryOnuKachIHbIH OACIIBUTBIFBI KAyalThI- JSiI1 FAIbIM.

1932-1933 >xpurnapAarsl alITHIK TYpajIbl KiTanTap MEH MaKkajanap, Iepexrep korr. by perre
TapUXIIbLIAPABl OIPIHII AIITHIKTHIH OJIEYMETTIK, CasiCH, SKOHOMHKAJBIK ceOenTepi >KoHE OHBIH
neMorpausuTbIK cayiiapbl KbI3BIKTRIpaabl. Onap amThIKTa agamaapra HE OOJIBIN >KAaTKAHIBIFBI,
©3/IepiH KOPKBITKaH OIIMHIH ajiblHAa Kamail yCTaFaHIBIFbl, allTHIK OoNFaHAa Kajail Kapchl
TYpPFaHAaphl, Kalbl «AIITHIK AET€H HE?) IeTeH CEKUIl CypaKTap/ibl eJeMeil KeTe .

AmTeIK- OonbuieBukTepAiH OpTa Asusanara jkacaraH €H ayKbIMJbI KOFaMJIbIK-Cascu
sKcriepuMenTl 0onbl.OHBIH OipAeH-0ip MakcaThl Ka3ak KeIUNEeHAUIEPIH OThIPHIKIIbUIAHIbIPYFa
OarprTTanFan eni.1930 xpuinbH OackiHga KeHec ykiMeTiHIH ayMarblHAa, aTal alTKaHIa YKpauHa,
Conrycrik Kakas, Emin 6oiisl xone Kazakctanapl amrthik xaimait Oactazbl. 1930 KbUIIbIH
opTachkiHa feiin onap Kaszakcranmarel «KeHecTik *KyHeH1 )KaHFBIPTY *KOOACBIHBIH OacThl YITICIH»
OWIIKKE YChbIHA OTBIPBIN, «apTTa KaJIFaH» KOIIMEHIUIEPIeH «Ka3ipri 3amMaHfbl (TOPTIMNTI)»
KOIIeNnuIep/i xkacay Kepek 0omabl [2, 22 6]. AWTHIK NMEH «OTBHIPBIKIIBUIBIK» O1p MEIalbIiH €Ki
JKarplHIal koHe Oip-OipiH e3apa OalIaHBICTHIPABI: a3BIK-TYJIK JaFAapbhIChl amaTThl AITHIKKA
alfHaIIBI, a1 AalIAPIIBUTBIK CaliapblHAH Ka3aKTap IbIH KOTIIILIITT OTHIPHIKIIB OOJIIBI.

1930-34 xputnaper KazakcTaH XalKbIHBIH TOPTTEH Oipi alIThIKKA YIIbIpar, 1,5 MiTH. actam
a/laM aIlITBIKTaH HEMece aypyJaH KalThIC 00abl. AybUlgapiaH a3bIK-TYJIK KOPbl TAPTHIN aIbIHBIII,
KeUINeNiep/IiH Majlgapbl 1piKTENIN ajJblHFaH Ke3[eH Oacram, eaiM-XiTiM keOell. bapisik xepae
KEJIEHIITIKTIH KOPiHICI OPHAJIBI: TEMIPKOJ CTAaHIIUSUIAPBIH/IAFBI AlITHIKTAH apbIKTaFaH Oananap, Ko
OOMBIHIAFBl KOMUIMETEH MOHITTEp, HaH Y31HAICI YIIIIH KaHabl ToOemec )KoHe KaHHUOATH3M.

KazakcTanHblH OapiblK ayJaHAAapbIHIA AIITHIK KEHETTEH JXoHe Oip Mesriiae OacTanraH
#OK.1929-1930 K. KbICBIHA KEPTUTIKTI OpraHAap XaJbIKThIH dJICipeyl )KOHE TaMaKThIH JKOKTHIFbI
enoyip eckeHiH Oaiikaabl. Conl yaKbITTaH OacTam aIITHIKTAH OJIM >KaTKaHAAp Typaibl alFallKbl
JEpPEeKTep TIpKeIAl. AJNFamIKpl amThIK Oenriiepl ekl eHipAe OaiKamapl: OipiHII OOJBIN JKarmai
YKBIMAACTHIPpYFa YibiparaH Ka3akCTaHHBIH arpapiiblK CONTYCTIK ayJaHAaphl, €KiHII HaH CaTaThIH
pecnyonmukaHbiH O6aThichl. 1929 sxplnmapbl 6aThicTa HaH KeTicmeynruniri 6aikana 6actansl [2, 25 0]
1930 xbutneiH Oackiana Contycrik KazakcranHan cywsIT xabapnap kenai. HakTeipak aiTkanna,
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