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Abstract. European scholarly research has been instrumental in enhancing our
comprehension of Kazakhstan's and Central Asia's historical development. This article
analyzes the contributions of contemporary French, German, and Italian scholars to
the study of the historiography of Kazakhstan's history while also providing a broader
context for the academic activities of European researchers. The focus on French,
German, and Italian scholars is due to their strong academic traditions in studying
imperial and Soviet history.

The article briefly outlines the development of national historiographical schools in
these European countries. Particular attention is given to the second half of the 20th
century, when, alongside academic Oriental Studies, a politicized and ideologically
driven field known as Sovietology emerged, influencing the study of Kazakhstan’s
history. Following the collapse of the USSR, regional studies developed, and Kazakhstan
ceased to be viewed solely as part of a larger structure, whether imperial or Soviet,
and became an independent research subject. This shift significantly impacted both
research topics and methodological approaches, shaping contemporary European
historical scholarship. The article primarily focuses on the works of contemporary
authors who have been particularly active in recent years in publishing on the history
of Kazakhstan, frequently conducting extensive research in Kazakhstani archives,
teaching at local universities, and engaging in sustained academic collaboration with
Kazakhstani colleagues.

The research consists of three main sections, each dedicated to analyzing modern
historiography in France, Germany, and Italy. Using historiographical analysis, each
section examines the formation of national historiographical schools, disciplinary
approaches, key scholars, established narratives, interpretative frameworks, and
dominant research themes. French scholars such as Marléne Laruelle and Thierry
Zarcone have studied Kazakhstan's religious traditions and socio-cultural evolution,
while Isabelle Ohayon has explored its Soviet-era transformations. German scholar
Robert Kindler has made a significant contribution to the study of the 1930s famine in
Kazakhstan. Additionally, Kindler and Sophie Roche have analyzed migration processes
and the personal histories of ethnic Germans, thereby examining Germany’s historical
ties with Kazakhstan. [talian scholars such as Niccolo Pianciola and Beatrice Penati have
significantly contributed to economic and environmental history research in the region.
This study also evaluates the role of key academic institutions, such as INALCO in France
and Humboldt University in Germany, in shaping European research on Kazakhstan. By
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analyzing recent publications and historiographical trends, the authors highlight the shift
from Soviet-centered narratives to interdisciplinary and locally oriented approaches.,

The authors conclude that European historiography offers a comprehensive and
multifaceted understanding of Kazakhstan'’s history, contributing to global discussions
onimperial and Sovietlegacies, as well as regional transformations, ultimately enriching
the broader academic discourse.
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[lepeocmbicieHue ucropun KazaxcraHa B eBponencKoum ucropuorpadpuu:
noAxoAbl GppaHIly3CKOM, HEMEL KON U UTAJIbAHCKON HAYYHbIX IIKOJI

H. A6aunaceip?, C. KoBasibckas?, B. Ta6op®
“Egpasutickutl HayuoHa/1bHblll yHusepcumem umeru J1.H. ['ymusesa, AcmaHa, KazaxcmaH
b/lebpeyerckutl ynueepcumem, /le6peyeH, BeHzpus

AHHOTanusa. EBpomnelickve Hay4yHble HCC/A€/JOBAaHUS ChITPAM BaXXKHYIO POJib B YIVIYOJEHUM HaLIHUX
3HaHUM mo uctopuu KaszaxctaHa u lleHTpanbHOM A3uu. B naHHOU cTaThe aHA/MW3UPYeTCA BKJAZL
COBpeMeHHbIX QPaHIy3CKUX, HEMELKHX U UTaJbIHCKUX yUYeHbIX B UcToprorpaduio KazaxcraHa, a Takxke
npeJicTaBJ/ieH 60Jiee MUPOKUN KOHTEKCT aKaIeMUY€eCKOH JIesITeTbHOCTH €BPONENCKUX YIYeHbIX. AKIIEHT
Ha QpPaHIY3CKUX, HEMEIKHUX M UTANbIHCKUX MCCJIeJ0BaTe/AX O0YCI0BJEeH HUX GyHJaMeHTaJbHBIMU
aKaJIeMUYeCKHMU TPAJULUSAMHU B U3y4YeHUH UMIIEPCKON U COBETCKOU UCTOPUH.

B cTaThe KpaTKO H3JIOXKEHO CTAHOBJIEHHE HAIMOHAJbHBIX HCTOPHOTPAadUYECKHUX IIKOJ B JIAHHBIX
eBpOIeNCcKUX cTpaHaX. Bo BTopoil mosioBHuHe XX BeKa B paMKaxX aKaJleMHUYeCKOro BOCTOKOBeJeHHS
cbopMHUpPOBaAIOCh TOJUTU3UPOBAHHOE, WJAEOJIOTUYECKH 33aJlaHHOe HalpaBJeHWe - COBETOJIOTHSL
C pacnagom CCCP BO3HMKJM perdoHajibHble HcCCAeNoBaHMs, U KaszaxcraH mnepectas U3y4aTbCA
WCKJIIOYHUTE/NbHO KaK 4YacThb HeKoero 6ojblIoro uesoro - 6yab To uminepuss wiau CCCP cras
CaMOCTOSITE/IbHBIM 06'beKTOM HM3y4YeHHs. JlaHHas CUTyallUsl CyL[eCTBEHHO IOBJIMsIa KaK Ha BbIOOD
TeMaTHUKU UCCJIe/IOBAaHUH, TaK M HA Pa3HO0Opa3re MeTO10/1I0TMYeCKUX II0/IX0/I0B, HA KOTOPbIE OMUPAIOTCS
COBpeMeHHbIe eBpOoIeicKrie UCTOPUKUA. OCHOBHOM aKIEHT B CTAaThe CAEJIaH Ha XapaKTepPUCTUKE TPYAO0B
COBpPEMEHHbIX aBTOPOB, KTO 0COOEHHO aKTUBHO MYOJIUKYeTCs 10 MCTOpUU KasaxcTaHa B oc/ieJHYE FO/Ibl,
YacTO U MOJ0JITY paboTaeT B Ka3axCTAaHCKUX apXUBaX, MPENO/AeT B YHUBEPCUTETAX, BEJeT aKTUBHYIO
COBMECTHYI0 aKaJIeMUYECKYIO0 JesITeIbHOCTb C Ka3aXCTaHCKUMU KOJIJIeraMHU.

CtaTbs pasjiesieHa Ha TPU OCHOBHBIX 6JI0KA, KOX/bIM U3 KOTOPBIX MOCBSIIEH aHaJIU3y COBpeMEHHOU
ucropuorpaduu Bo @pannuu, l'epmadnum u Wtanuu. Onupasicb Ha METO/OJIOTHIO CPAaBHUTEJIbHOTO
vcTopuorpaduyeckoro aHajau3a, B KOKJA0M U3 HUX MbI npocieauad GopMUpoOBaHUEe HAIIMOHAJIbHBIX
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ructopuorpadpruyeckux LKOJ, AUCHUIIMHAPHOE NMPOCTPAHCTBO, BbIJIEJWIN OCHOBHbIE MEPCOHAJIUH,
CO3/laHHble HAppaTUBbl M HHTEpPNpEeTAlUOHHblE paMKH, TeMaTHUKy HCCAeJOBaHUN, C KpaTKOU
XapaKTEePUCTUKOW BKJIaJla KaXKJOT0 U3 y4yeHbIX. OpaHIly3CKUe HCCe/loBaTe/M, Takue, Kak MapJieH
Jlaptoasib 1 Theppu 3apkoH, H3y4ya/d peJMrHO3Hble TpPaAULMM HaceaeHuss KasaxcraHa u uX
COLIMOKYJIbTYPHYIO 3BOJIIOLIMIO, B TO BpeMs Kak paboThl M3abenb OrailoH MO3BOJISIOT IMy6XKe MOHATh
TpaHcpopMaIMi0 CTPaHbI B COBETCKUN Mepro/l. BecbMa cylleCTBEHHbIM SIBJISIETCS BKJIAJl HEMEI[KOTO
yueHoro Po6epra KuHasepa B fanbHelIyo pa3paboTKy TeMbl rosiozia 30-x rogoB XX Beka B KazaxcTaHe.
Kpome Toro, Po6ept Kunasep u Codu Polie aHanuM3upoBasu Npouecchl MUTPAIMU, U3y4dasi JUYHbIE
VCTOpUM TpPeJCTaBUTEeNell HEMELKOr0 HacesJeHUsl, TEM CaMbIM aHaJIU3WUpPysl HUCTOPUYECKHUE CBS3U
I'epmanuu ¢ KazaxcraHoM. UTanbAsHCKUE HUCCaen0BaTeN M, Takue, Kak Hukkoso [luan4yosia u beatpuye
[leHaTH, BHEC/IU 3HAYUTE/IbHBIU BKJ/Ia/l B U3yYeHHE SKOHOMUUECKOU Y 3KOJIOTUYECKOU UCTOPUU PETHOHA.
B naHHOM HccIe/JoBaHUM TaKXKe JaeTCsl XapaKTEPHUCTUKA POJIM KJIIOYEBBIX aKaJleMUYeCKHUX WHCTH-
TYTOB, TaKUX, Kak HallMoHa/JbHBI WUHCTUTYT BOCTOYHBIX SI3bIKOB U LUBUIM3ALUN BO PpaHLUU U
Bep/IMHCKUI yHUBepCcUTET UMeHU ['ymM6GosibaTa B [epMaHuu. AHA/IM3Upysl HOBeHIIMe MyOJUKALMU U
rucropuorpapuyeckrue TeHJEHI[UH, aBTOPbI MOJYEPKUBAET 3BOJIIOIUI €BPOIMENCKUX HCCIAeJ0BaHUM
o KasaxcraHe, akleHTHpPysl CABUT OT COBETOIEHTPHUYHBIX HAPPATHBOB K MEXJUCLUUIIMHAPHBIM U
JIOKaJIbHO OPMEHTUPOBAHHBIM MOAX0JAM.

ABTOpBI IPUXOAAT K BBIBOJY, YTO €BpoIlleiickas uctopuorpadus npesocTaBisieT IIy60Koe U MHOTO-
rpaHHOe MOHUMaHWe UcTopuu KasaxcTaHa, cioco6CTBYs TJIOGAJIBHBIM JUCKYCCUSM 006 UMIIEPCKOM
Y COBETCKOM HacJeJ[UH, a TaKKe pPerMoHalbHbIX TpaHCPOpPMaIUsX, UTO CIIOCOOCTBYET 060TalleHUI0
aKaZleMU4eCcKoro JUCKYPCHUBHOTO IPOCTPAHCTBA.

KiwoueBble caoBa: KasaxcraH; lleHTpanbHas A3us; eBponelickasg Hayka; akaZeMU4yecKoe COTpY[-
HUYECTBO; UMIIEPCKOE HACJelue; COBETOJIOTUS]; pErMOHA/IbHbIE UCCJIEOBAHUS

A putupoBaHua: A6auHacelp H., KoBanbckas C., B. 'a6op. [lepeocmbiciienre ucropur Kazaxcrana
B eBponeiickoi uctopuorpaduu: Illogxoapl PpaHIy3CKOM, HEMENKOM M HTAJbIHCKOW HAyYHBIX
wkKoa. Gumilyov Journal of History. 2025. T151, no.2, c42-62. https://doi.org/10.32523/3080-
129X-2025-151-2-42-62

duHaHCcupoBaHUe. /laHHass Hay4yHasi CTaThsl MOATOTOBJIEHA B paMKax peajyd3aliu MPOTPaMMbl
BR24993173 «HanucaHue WUJJIIOCTPUPOBAHHON OHOrpaduuecKord 3IHUMKJIONEAUU IO HCTOPUH
Kazaxcrana» KH MOH PK.

Ka3akcTaH TapuXbIH €yponaJiblK, TApUXHAMaa KaiTa nabiMaay:
$paHIys, HeMic )KoHe UTAJIbAH FhLJILIMU MEKTENTePiHiH Ko3KapacTaphbl

H. 96ainaceip?, C. KoBanbckas?, B. Ta6op®
4/1.H. I'ymuses amoiHdarsl Eypasus yammblk yHuUsepcumemi, AcmaHa, Kazakcmat
b le6peyen ynusepcumemi, [le6peyex, Maxcapcman

Angatna. Eyponanslk fpuibiMU 3epTTeysnep KasakcraH MeH OpTasiblK, A3Usi TapUXbIH TepeHipek
TYCiHyre aWTapJbIKTal yJec KOCTbl. Bya Makasaza Kasipri ¢paHiys, Hemic KoHe HTaJIbSIH
FaJIbIMJIapblHbIH, Ka3akcTaH TapUXbIHBIHBIH, TapUXHAaMacblH 3epTTeyre KOCKAH YJ/eCi TaJJaHblIl,
COHBIMEH KaTap eypollajblK 3epTTeyllijiepiy akKaJeMHUANbIK KbI3METIiHIH KeHipeK KOHTEeKCTI
KapacTblpbliaaibl. PpaHIly3, HEMIC )XoHe UTalbsH FaJbIM/AapblHa epeKllie Ha3ap ayAapblaybl 0JapAblH
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MMIIEePUSIJIBIK XXoHe KEHECTIK TApUXThI 3epTTey/ieri 6epik aka/[eMUSIIbIK AICTYpJiepiHe 6alIaHbICThI.
Makasiazia ocbl eyponaJiblK eJiZiepJeri YITThIK TApUXHaMaJIbIK MEKTeIITe PAiH Ka/IbIIITacy YAepici KblcKalua
cunarTagaabl. KazakcTaH TapuXbIH 3epTTeyTre bIKIal eTKeH KeHeCTIK U[e0JIOTUAFa Heri3/jeJITeH KeHeCTaHy
(coBeTos10THSA) aTTHI CasiCUJIAHFaH 6AFbIT AKaIeMHUSJIBIK IIBIFBICTAHY iTiMiMeH KaTap XX FAChIPAbIH eKiHIIi
»KapThICBIH/A epeKlie JaMblFaH Ke3eHre epekiie Ha3ap aygapblia/bl. KCPO biablpaFraHHaH KeliH eHipJIik
3epTTey/ep KapKblH asblll, KazakcTaH TeK yJIKeH 6ipTyTac KypbLIbIMHbIH (MMnepus HeMece KeHec OaFbi)
6euJtiri peTiHze FaHa eMec, iepbec 3epTTey HbICAaHbI PETiH/le KapacThipbLia 6actajpl. bys esrepic 3eptrey
TaKbIPbINTapbIHbIH, TaHJAJyblHAa X9HE Ka3ipri eyponasblK TapUXUIbLIap KOJJAHATBIH 9iCHaMaJIbIK
TOCIlepAiiH 9pTYpJIIiriHe alTap/bIKTan acep eTTi. MaKasiaza Herisri Hazap COHFbI XKbL1Iapbl KasakcTtan
TapHxbl O0WbIHINIA 6eJICeH/i TYPAe FhIIBIMU eHOEKTep KapUsiyiall »KypreH Kasipri 3aMaHfbl aBTOPJIapAbIH,
3epTTey/IepiH cUMaTTayfa OaFbITTa/FaH. ATasFaH FajabiMaap KasakcTaH apxuBTepiHJie Ui 9pi y3ak
Mep3iM KYMBIC Kacall, »KOFapbl 0Ky OpBbIHAAPBIH/A [9pPIiC OKbIN XKoHe Ka3aKCTaH/bIK apinTecTepiMeH
GipJsieckeH akaJleMUSJIbIK bIHThIMAKTACTBIKThI 6eJICEH/Ti TYP/E KY3€ere achbIpbIIl KeJe/Ii.

MakaJsia yu Heri3ri 6eJiiMre 6eJiiHreH, oJlap/iblH, apKakcbickl OpaHuus, [epmaHus xxoHe WTanusaaarsl
Kasipri Tap¥xHaMaHbl TajlZay¥a apHa/raH. CalbICTbIpMaJibl TApUXHAMAJIBIK Ta/1JAY 9/iCTeMecCiH KoJljaHa
OTBIPHIIN, 3p 66JiM/le YITTHIK TapUXHAMAJIBIK, MEKTENTEPAiH, KaJbIIITACybl, OJapAblH MOHAIK 1eH6epi,
Heri3ri FasJbIMZAphI, KETeKlIl HappaTUBTepi MeH WHTepHpeTalUsJ/IbIK Taciajepi, coHmal-aK, 6acTbl
3epTTey TaKbIPbIINTApbl KAPaCThIPbLIbIIL, 9P FaJbIMHbIH KOCKAH YJleCi KbICKallla CUlaTTaaa/bl.

®paHIy3 3epTTeyurisepi, atan aiTkanaa Marléne Laruelle »xoHe Thierry Zarcone, KazakcTaH XaJIKbIHbBIH
JiHU 19CTYpJiepi MeH oJIapAblH, 9J1eyMeTTiK-Ma/IeH! 3BOJIIOLUSACKIH 3epTTereH. Az Isabelle Ohayon-Hbig
eHbeKTepi es/iiH, KeHecTiK Ke3eH/leri TpaHCchopMalUSAChIH TEPEHIPEK TYyCiHyre MyMKiH/ik 6epei. Hemic
rasbiMbl Robert Kindler Kazakcrangarbl 1930-KbL1apAaFsl allaplibIbIKTBI 3€PTTEY iCiH iirepisetyre
aiTapJsbiKTal ysaec KocTbl. CoHbIMeH KaTap, Robert Kindler men Sophie Roche kenni-koH yaepictepin
3epTTeNn, HEMIC Auacnopackl eKiJEpPiHiH »Xeke TapuxblH TalZay apKplibl [epmanus meH Kaszakcran
apacblH/IaFbl TapUXU 6GaliaHbICTapbl KapacThip/bl. UTanbsaH 3eptTeymrisiepi Niccolo Pianciola »xone
Beatrice Penati aliMaKTbhIH 3KOHOMHUKAJIBIK, )K9HE 3KOJIOTHUSAJIBIK TapUXbIH 3epTTEyTre aTap/bIKTan
yJlec KOCTHI.

Byn 3eptTey coHfaii-ak, @panuusagarel LbIFbic Tinjepi :koHe 6pKEHUETTEPIHIH, YATTBIK HUHCTUTYThI
(INALCO) men l'epmanusiiarel bepavnHiH ['yM60IbAT YHUBEPCUTETI CUSAKTbBI HETi3ri aKaJeMHUSJIbIK
MHCTUTYTTapPAbIH peJiiH 6aFanaiabl. XKaHa kapusjaHbIMAap MEH TapUXHaMaJbIK YpAicTepai Tanaan
OTBIPBII, aBTOpJIAp eyponasblK 3epTTeysaeplid, KaszakcTaH TypaJibl Ke3KapacCbIHbIH, 3BOJIIOLMACHIH
aTamn KepceTeJj, aTan akTKaH/ja, KEHeC OpTa/JblKTaHFaH HAppaTUBTEP/EH MOHAPAJIBIK »KIHE XKePriJiKTi
GaFbITTaJIFAH TACU/Iiepre Kollly YpAiCiH alKbIHAaNIbI.

ABTOpJIap eyponasblK TapuxHaMaHblH KazaKcTaH TapUXbIH KaH-KaKThl 9pi TepeH TYCiHyTre MYMKIH/ZIK
GepeTiHiH, COHPIMEH KaTap MMIEPUSJIBIK KOHE KeHECTIK Mypasiap MeH eHipJiik TpaHcdopmanusiap
Typasbl kahaH/bIK FBUJIBIMU Ta/Kbliay/JapFa yJaec KOCAaThIHbIH TYXKbIpbIMAANbl. Bys e3 ke3eringe
aKaZeMUSJIbIK JUCKYPCThIH KeHellHe bIKIasl eTel|.

Tyinin ce3gep: KasakcraH; OpTanblK A3us; eyponasblK FbLJIbIM; aKaJleMHUSJbIK bIHTbIMAKTACTbIK;
MMIIePUSJIbIK Mypa; KeHec 6epy; akMaKTbIK 3epTTey/Iep

Introduction

Throughout the late 20th century and in recent decades, scholars have had a consistent
research interest in Central Asia. The region’s rich history, relationship with Russia and the
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Soviet Union, and its rich cultural landscape have all drawn the attention of scholars from
around the world. Due to its important role within the region, Kazakhstan often features within
this research, either being mentioned in more general discussions of the region and studies on
other Central Asian countries or as the focal point, with particular focus on its dynamic ethno-
demography. While much of the research into Kazakh history and culture has, of course, been
carried out by Kazakhs and Kazakhstani themselves, it is also important to examine research
that has been carried out by those outside of the country as well, whose studies offer special
insights, perspectives, and methodologies that might not be found in local research.

Much of the foreign research that touches on Kazakhstan's ethno-demography has been
carried out by Western historians from the United States and Europe. The United States, as
a result of its position as one of the major powers during the Cold War, has mostly examined
Kazakhstan about the Soviet Union, either as a pre-Soviet entity or as a Soviet or post-Soviet
republic. Although a similar trend can be found in European research on Kazakhstan as well,
the body of research published on Central Asia by European researchers has explored a wider
range of historical and cultural topics, and it can be argued that this diversity of topics presents
a more authentic and dynamic picture of Kazakhstan and its role in the region.

In the study and classification of foreign historiography, language has traditionally served as
the primary criterion for distinguishing between different scholarly traditions. Consequently,
historiographical literature is often categorized into English-, French-, German-, and other
language-based schools. Among these, the four major English-speaking countries - the United
Kingdom, the United States, Canada, and Australia - are frequently regarded as representing
variations of a shared cultural and academic model, commonly referred to as Anglo-American
or English-language historiography.

At the same time, a significant body of historiographical work has been produced by scholars
residing outside the so-called "Anglo-American world." These authors often write directly in
English or have their research translated into English, subsequently gaining recognition within
the international academic community.

Many of the scholars whose works are analyzed in this study have earned academic degrees
from British or American institutions. A substantial number of researchers from various regions
now teach and conduct research at universities and academic centers across Europe, North
America, and Asia. Their publications frequently reflect the methodological standards and
scholarly traditions of British or American research schools, where their work is often published.

This article also draws upon works by French, German, and Italian scholars that have been
published in English.

With this in mind, the present paper seeks to discuss and analyze European research on
Central Asia, focusing on those studies that are either specifically focused on Kazakhstan or
reference Kazakhstan within broader discussions on the region or specific regional contexts.
Given the vast scope of such a historiographical investigation, this article prioritizes modern
contributions to provide a more focused analysis. As an examination of the research of every
European country would be much too extensive and thus beyond the scope of the present study,
this paper focuses on three national contexts that have contributed extensive research in this
area: France, Germany, and Italy. In the interest of examining publications that have received
greater international attention, this article mainly examines research that was either published
in English or translated. In addition to examining some of the foundational publications from
the second half of the 20th century, the study places particular interest in more recent research,
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which provides fresh perspectives and new lines of inquiry into Kazakhstan and the region
in general, as well as its relation to the rest of the world. Supplementary perspectives from
journalists and political scientists are also briefly mentioned to provide further context on
European interest in Kazakhstan and Central Asia.

The focus on French, German, and Italian scholars' studies of Kazakhstan is rooted in
their well-established traditions of exploring imperial histories, a hallmark of their academic
approaches. As noted by Svetlana Kovalskaya, Western interest in Kazakhstan’s steppes has
spanned centuries, leading to a rich historiographical base in European languages. Within this
tradition, French, German, and Italian scholars have distinguished themselves through their
in-depth examinations of Central Asia's imperial and colonial dimensions. These studies align
with the broader historical focus of their respective academic cultures, prioritizing the analysis
of empires and their societal, cultural, and political impacts (Kovalskaya 2013).

French scholars have extensively analyzed Kazakhstan’s integration into the Russian
Empire and its subsequent Soviet experience, particularly concerning religious, cultural, and
political dynamics. Drawing from their country’s unique historical ties to Kazakhstan, German
researchers have contributed significantly to understanding its socio-economic transformations
during the imperial and Soviet periods. Though less prolific, Italian scholars have made valuable
contributions to studying economic and environmental aspects of Kazakhstan'’s history, focusing
on themes like land reforms and resource management under imperial governance.

By centering the analysis on these three traditions, this study highlights the depth and
richness of their contributions, which offer critical perspectives on Kazakhstan’s historical
trajectory. These academic traditions, emphasizing imperial frameworks, provide a complex
understanding of Kazakhstan'’s role within larger geopolitical and historical contexts, enriching
the global discourse on Central Asia.

Methodology, methods, and materials

This study employs a rigorous historiographical approach to examine how Kazakhstan’s history
has been represented in European scholarship. Drawing on scholarly articles, monographs,
and institutional publications, it evaluates thematic continuities, methodological shifts, and
historiographical biases in French, German, and Italian works, alongside contributions from
Kazakhstani historians.

A comparative historiographical analysis traces evolving narratives, interpretative
frameworks, and divergent perspectives on Kazakhstan’s political, economic, and cultural
transformations. Additionally, textual and discourse analysis critically engage with academic
discourse, ideological influences, and interdisciplinary methodologies that shape the field.

The study adopts a historical-comparative and interdisciplinary approach to explore the
contributions of contemporary European scholars within the broader context of Central Asian
studies. Reviewing primary and secondary sources establishes the historical foundations of
European engagement with Kazakhstan, providing a deeper understanding of shifting research
paradigms and historiographical trends. Prioritizing contextual interpretation over quantitative
analysis, this approach highlights the evolving conceptualization of Kazakhstan’s history within
European scholarship. To build a comprehensive understanding of their role, the research begins
with a review of primary and secondary sources that provide historical context for European
engagement with the region.
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At the heart of this research is an examination of recent scholarly contributions from
[talian, German, and French researchers, each of whom approaches the study of Kazakhstan
from different disciplinary perspectives. Studies in historical geography by scholars like Josef
Markwart (Markwart 1930) have provided foundational insights into Kazakhstan's spatial and
territorial dynamics, establishing a framework that continues to inform contemporary research.
Building upon this tradition, archaeological investigations, such as the work of Gian Luca Bonora
(Bonora 2020), offer crucial material evidence that enriches our understanding of Kazakhstan's
historical landscape. Migration and demographic studies are also significant, with researchers
such as and Robert Kindler (Kindler 2018) focusing on population movements and socio-political
transformations. Additionally, the scholarship of I. Ohayon (Ohayon 2016) and N. Pianciola
(Pianciola 2001; Pianciola 2019) offer crucial insights into Kazakhstan’s Soviet past, particularly
about forced collectivization, famine, and state policies.

This study also adopts a comparative perspective, examining common themes and
methodological trends across these three groups of scholars. A key focus is how French, German,
and Italian researchers frame their analyses within imperial, colonial, and post-colonial
narratives and how their academic traditions influence their approaches to Central Asian
studies. Furthermore, the research explores discussions surrounding Kazakhstan’s evolving
cultural identity, migration patterns, and international academic collaboration, as reflected in
the works of Pianciola and Zharassov (Pianciola et al. 2020).

The materials used in this study reflect a wide range of sources, from historical travel accounts
and Soviet-era research to contemporary academic studies and online publications. Alongside
historical interpretation, empirical data from sources such as Harvard Ukrainian Studies (Pianciola
2001) and Central Asian Affairs (Ohayon 2016) offer valuable perspectives on the long-term effects
of political and social transformations in Kazakhstan. By synthesizing these diverse materials
and integrating historical, thematic, and contemporary academic perspectives, this study aims
to provide a comprehensive understanding of how European scholarship on Kazakhstan has
evolved. In doing so, it highlights the broader significance of cross-cultural academic exchanges
and the role of interdisciplinary approaches in advancing Central Asian studies.

After the collection and analysis of materials, and during the final stages of drafting, Grammarly
was employed to support paraphrasing and improve linguistic clarity. It is important to note that
the initial version of the manuscript was developed independently, without the use of Al tools.

Literature review

The study of historiography - particularly foreign historiography - haslong been an important
and established field within historical scholarship. The analysis of how Kazakhstan has been
represented in foreign academic traditions is not a new concern; rather, it has developed over
severaldecadesandissupported by asignificantbody ofliterature, especially in English-language
scholarship. This body of work reflects the diversity and specificity of national historiographical
schools, each shaped by its intellectual traditions, political context, and cultural frameworks.

As noted earlier, language has often served as a primary marker in the classification of
historiographical traditions. In addition to this linguistic dimension, many of the countries
central to this study - namely, Italy, Germany, and France - possess long-standing traditions of
researching the histories of empires, including their colonial legacies and comparative imperial
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experiences. This provides a valuable context for examining how these academic cultures have
approached the history of Kazakhstan and Central Asia more broadly.

A substantial body of research by Kazakh scholars has been devoted to analyzing how
Kazakhstan is represented in foreign historiography. While it is beyond the scope of this section
to cover all contributions exhaustively, it is essential to highlight several foundational works
that have significantly shaped the field. The discussion that follows focuses on key scholars
whose research has helped clarify how Kazakhstan’s past has been interpreted through various
external academic traditions and how local researchers have critically responded to these
perspectives.

K.L. Esmagambetov, in What Was Written About Us in the West? (Esmagambetov 1992),
was among the first to systematically document and analyze how Kazakhstan was depicted
in Western scholarship. He underscored the importance of applying rigorous methods when
interpreting external narratives, while challenging the lingering colonial assumptions inherited
from Soviet historiography.

B.M.Suzhikovwas one ofthe firsttoreassess Western Sovietology notasan objectofideological
rejection, but as a legitimate academic field (Suzhikov 1991; Suzhikov 1993; Suzhikov 1997).

M.T. Laumulin has also made notable contributions by examining how Kazakhstan has been
portrayed in Western political science and historical research (Laumulin 1992, 1998, 2000,
2001, 2002). The bibliographic guide co-authored with T. Beysembayev (Laumulin et al. 1994)
remain important reference points in the field. His later volume Central Asia and Kazakhstan in
Foreign Political Science and Global Geopolitics (Laumulin 2005) consolidates a wide range of
Western perspectives on the region, spanning geopolitical, economic, and academic contexts.

R.M. Tashtemkhanova has focused on the German academic tradition, a relatively
underexplored area within Kazakh historiography. Her doctoral research (Tashtemkhanova
2005) and textbook “The German School of Central Asian Studies and Kazakhstan Studies”
(Tashtemkhanova 2005) examine German perspectives on modernization, ethnographic
research, and the Ostforschung legacy. Beyond her academic publications, her participation in
international programs has fostered stronger institutional links between Kazakh and European
scholarship.

Z.Shaimardanova, in her monograph “Two Centuries of French Historiography of Kazakhstan”
(Shaimardanova 2015), studies how French Sovietology and post-Soviet scholarship have
interpreted themes such as colonization, national movements, and socio-economic development.
Her comparative approach highlights the evolving relationship between Kazakh and French
academic traditions.

G.B.Byrbayeva, in her monograph Central Asia and Sovietism and related research (Byrbayeva
2005), traces the conceptual shifts in Euro-American Sovietology from totalitarian frameworks
toward more historically grounded analyses. Her work addresses identity, political history, and
religion in Central Asia, situating these themes within broader theoretical debates.

These scholars have established a foundation for studying how Kazakhstan has been
interpreted in Western academic traditions. Their work has opened the way for further inquiry
into how these narratives have been received, adapted, and re-evaluated in contemporary
European historiography (Kovalskaya 2007).
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Results and Discussion

The findings of this study demonstrate the distinct but complementary contributions of
French, German, and Italian scholars to the study of Kazakhstan within the broader context of
Central Asia. Each research tradition brings unique perspectives and methodologies, collectively
enriching the understanding of Kazakhstan’s historical, cultural, religious, and geopolitical
evolution.

History, Religion, and Culture: Insights from French Research

France has long held a prominent position in the development of Western scholarship on
Kazakhstan and Central Asia, particularly during the Cold War era. Influenced by broader
transatlanticacademic trends, many French scholars approached the region through the prism of
Soviet studies, often emphasizing questions of ideology, governance, and religion. Foundational
figures such as Alexandre Bennigsen, René Grousset, and Héléne Carrere d’Encausse played
a crucial role in shaping early interpretations of the region. Bennigsen'’s collaboration with
Lemercier-Quelquejay in Islam in the Soviet Union (Bennigsen 1967), though based on valuable
Soviet archival material, reflected certain limitations of its time, most notably in its assertion
that Kazakh nomads were “only superficially Islamicised.” His later works (Bennigsen 1980),
however, adopted a more critical lens, addressing both Western misconceptions and the
operational realities of Soviet religious institutions.

Carrere d’Encausse’s influential book Decline of an Empire (d’Encausse 1979) offered an
incisive comparison between Russian imperial expansion and Soviet control, placing particular
emphasis on Kazakh resistance under leaders like Kenesary Khan. Her fluency in Russian and
access to internal Soviet documents gave her research a strong empirical foundation, although
her broader conclusions were still shaped by Cold War-era ideological perspectives. Similarly,
Grousset’s Empire of the Steppes (Grousset 1970) remains notable for its comprehensive historical
sweep and rich archaeological insight, even as it reflects orientalist frameworks typical of its time.

Like their German and Italian counterparts, French scholars have moved beyond Sovietological
frameworks and totalitarian theory, increasingly grounding their analyses in post-Soviet
scholarship and contemporary historiographical approaches.

While these classic works remain influential, contemporary French scholarship has moved
toward more nuanced, interdisciplinary approaches - grounded in fieldwork, new archival
discoveries, and local engagement - which now form the core of current academic discourse on
Kazakhstan.

Vincent Fourniau, historian and director of studies at Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences
Sociales (EHESS), is a leading scholar on Central Asian history, including Kazakhstan. His
research spans the 16th to 20th centuries, focusing on social history and collective identities.
In De l'indigénisation a l'indépendance, he examines how Soviet policies shaped national
identities, using history, ethnology, and archaeology to construct collective memory (Fourniau
2019). Challenging conventional narratives on Sovietization, he offers a fresh perspective on
identity formation in the 18th and 19th centuries. As former director of the French Institute
for Central Asian Studies (IFEAC) in Tashkent, his tenure fostered academic collaboration and
strengthened global scholarly networks. (Fourniau 2019).
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Much of the academicresearch on Central Asia in France can be linked to the National Institute
for Oriental Languages and Civilizations. Known for its extensive research on the region, INALCO
is important in fostering academic connections and advancing Central Asian studies.

Catherine Poujol, one of the most influential French historians specializing in Kazakhstan
and Central Asia, has been key in advancing INALCO’s contributions to the field. Her research
covers Kazakhstan’s nomadic heritage, Soviet-era experiences, and post-Soviet transformation,
providing a comprehensive historical perspective. Emphasizing Kazakhstan’s role as a cultural
and geopolitical crossroads, she highlights its regional and global significance. Through
her academic work and efforts to strengthen France-Central Asia scholarly ties, Poujol has
significantly contributed to Kazakhstan’s historiography and reinforced INALCO’s position as a
leading center for Central Asian studies (Poujol 2022).

While the previously mentioned French scholars examined religion in their works, none have
gone quite as deep into the topicas Thierry Zarcone, who has carried out extensive investigations
and fieldwork into the religious landscape of Central Asia, with many of his studies focusing on
or mentioning the unique religious traditions and landscape of Kazakhstan, many of which he
witnessed first-hand during his time in the region. In the volume that he edited with Alexandre
Papas and Thomas Welsford entitled Central Asian Pilgrims, he includes his chapter, which
highlights a particularly striking phenomenon of “second Meccas” or “Ka’bas”, holy sites that
complement or even substitute the originals in the eyes of locals, including in this list the shrine
of Ahmad Yasawi in Turkistan. In his chapter, Zarcone highlights how unorthodox practices
such as these are at odds with the Spiritual Board of Kazakhstan, underscoring the complicated
religious dynamics in the country and the broader region.

While the work of the previously-mentioned modern French scholars in this area aims to
explore new frontiers in research into Kazakhstan, the work of Isabelle Ohayon, a critical figure
in French historiography on Kazakhstan, revisits some of the more traditional themes, albeit
with a fresh set of interpretations and insights drawn from emerging historical documents.
This can be seen in one of her articles examining the role of lineage societies in Kazakhstan
during the Soviet period. The article examines newly discovered reports highlighting how the
authorities viewed Kazakh kinship values at the time while underscoring how these views
influenced policy decisions (Ohayon 2016).

Unlike their predecessors, Isabelle Ohayon, Marc Elie, and others were granted a unique
opportunity to work in the archives of Kazakhstan. This access enabled the publication of new
works that have made a significant contribution to the study of the subject matter. Isabelle
Ohayon is a recognized expert on collectivization and famine in Kazakhstan (Ohayon 2009).
Marc Elie currently serves as Deputy Director of the Centre for Russian, Caucasian, Central
European, and Central Asian Studies in Paris. The two scholars have collaborated productively,
and among their joint publications are works dedicated to the Brezhnev era of Soviet history
(Ohayon et al. 2013).

Svetlana Kovalskaya highlights that French scholarship offers a multidimensional
perspective on Kazakhstan'’s historical and cultural development. It bridges historical analyses
of imperial and Soviet legacies with contemporary migration, geopolitics, and religion studies.
Furthermore, it enriches the global academic dialogue by integrating Kazakh history into
broader discussions of Central Asia’s role in world history. This integration fosters greater
understanding and recognition of Kazakhstan’s unique trajectory as a cultural, historical, and
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geopolitical crossroads. By continuing to build on these scholarly traditions, French researchers
contribute significantly to the refined understanding of Kazakhstan both within and beyond the
region (Kovalskaya 2013).

French historiography on Kazakhstan demonstrates both historical continuity and
methodological evolution. From Cold War-era political readings of Islam and Soviet governance
by Bennigsen and d’Encausse to more recent studies by Zarcone, Ohayon, Fourniau, and
Poujol, French scholars have offered nuanced, multi-layered analyses that combine archival
research, fieldwork, and interdisciplinary approaches. While early works often reflected the
geopolitical context of their time, contemporary French research moves toward a deeper
understanding of identity, memory, and religious complexity in Kazakhstan. The emphasis on
cultural hybridity, localized practices, and historical legacies reveals a clear progression from
ideological interpretations to empirically grounded scholarship. This dynamic development not
only enhances Kazakhstan’s visibility in European historiography but also affirms France’s role
as a key contributor to Central Asian studies.

Contributions of German Researchers and Institutions

Historical, geopolitical, and scientific factors have shaped German interest in Kazakhstan and
Central Asia. As part of the Russian Empire and later the Soviet Union, Kazakhstan’s strategic
significance grew, particularly during the Cold War, when German scholars, like their American
counterparts, studied Soviet republics to understand the global superpower better. The
Baikonur Cosmodrome, the world’s first and largest operational space launch facility, further
underscored Kazakhstan’'s importance, symbolizing Soviet technological advancements and
attracting geopolitical interest, including from Germany. Additionally, historical ties, such as
the settlement of ethnic Germans in Kazakhstan and strong trade relations, have reinforced
Germany’s academic engagement with the region.

The interest of German scholars in Kazakhstan and Central Asia significantly increased
after the dissolution of the Soviet Union. Although earlier studies by German orientalists and
ethnographers date back to the 19th century, contemporary research shifted its focus toward
political transitions, regional security,and identity formation in the newly independentrepublics.
While German engagement with Central Asia began with classic Orientalist and philological
approaches, contemporary German Turkology has evolved into a dynamic, interdisciplinary
field that significantly contributes to historiographical scholarship on Kazakhstan. Today,
research in this area goes beyond linguistic study to examine identity, cultural transmission,
and memory politics within Turkic societies. Institutions such as the University of Gottingen,
Freie Universitdt Berlin, and Tiibingen University remain influential centers for Turkological
research.

Eminent scholars like Lars Johanson and Jens Peter Laut have contributed to a deeper
understanding of Kazakh and broader Turkic linguistic developments, while also linking them
to questions of nation-building and post-imperial legacies (Johanson et al. 1998; Laut 2001).
Their work explores how Turkic languages serve as carriers of cultural continuity and socio-
political meaning, especially in post-Soviet spaces (Johanson 2010).

This modern branch of German Turkology has increasingly intersected with ethnohistorical,
religious, and sociolinguistic studies, reflecting broader concerns in historical and cultural
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scholarship (Johanson etal. 2006). By tracing the evolution of Kazakh identity through language,
oral traditions, and shifting symbolic systems, contemporary German scholars help illuminate
how historical narratives are produced, transmitted, and reinterpreted.

As such, Turkology remains a vital component of German historiography on Kazakhstan,
reinforcing the country’s role not only as a post-Soviet state but as part of the broader Turkic
world (Schamiloglu 2004).

Scholars such as Uwe Halbach, Gudrun Wacker, Paul Geiss, Waldemar Schmidt, and Andrea
Schmitz have made meaningful contributions in this regard, analyzing Kazakhstan through the
lens of post-socialist transformation and geopolitical realignment.

Halbach’s writings, particularly in the late 1990s and early 2000s, reflect a critical view of
Kazakhstan’s economic reforms, social inequality, and the contradictions of foreign investment
policies. His assessments of privatization, elite consolidation, and rising public dissatisfaction
illustrate the tensions between economic liberalization and political centralization. At the same
time, Halbach pays attention to external threats, such as religious extremism and instability in
Afghanistan, and how these have shaped Kazakhstan’s security strategies (Halbach 2004).

In the broader landscape of German historiography on Kazakhstan and Central Asia, the
contribution of Paul Georg Geiss is particularly significant for its analytical engagement with
Soviet and post-Soviet political structures. In his project “Communal Commitment and Political
Order in Change: The Soviet and Independent Central Asia” (Geiss 2003), Geiss examined how
the Soviet system restructured communal and tribal political orders by subordinating ethnic
identities to ideological imperatives. His analysis of the Soviet national delimitation of 1924
and the subsequent transformation of Kazakh political life offers a foundational understanding
of how institutional mechanisms like collectivization and indigenous cadres served both
modernization and control.

Complementing this, Gudrun Wacker has investigated Kazakhstan’s international positioning
in relation to China and Europe. As a senior fellow at the German Institute for International
and Security Affairs (SWP), Wacker’s work (Wacker 2010) reflects on Kazakhstan’s strategic
balance between major powers, with particular attention to security cooperation and regional
institutions such as the Shanghai Cooperation Organization. Together, Geiss and Wacker
contribute a comprehensive view that integrates historical, institutional, and geopolitical
dimensions of Kazakhstan’s development. These studies show that German researchers are
interested not only in the formal side of state-building, but also in how everyday political
processes unfold in practice. Despite their critical insights, some of their interpretations reflect
a distinctly European perspective, which occasionally simplifies the complexity of local realities.
Nevertheless, the body of German research provides an important analytical framework for
understanding Kazakhstan’s position in the region and its evolving role in global affairs.

[tisimportantto emphasize thatthe study of the deportation of ethnic Germans from the USSR
has developed into a distinct and well-established field of historical research, characterized by
its methodology, scholarly debates, and extensive body of literature. This specialization reflects
the depth and complexity of forced migration as both a historical process and a political tool
of the Soviet regime. One of them, ]. Otto Pohl's study reveals that the Soviet Union's forced
conscription of over 300,000 ethnic Germans - primarily from Kazakhstan and Central Asia
- into the labor army from 1941 to 1957 was a politically motivated act of ethnic repression,
carried out under inhumane conditions akin to those in the GULAG, and marked by widespread
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suffering, gendered injustices, and long-term social consequences for the German minority
(Pohl 2017).

One must recognize that in the late 1980s and early 1990s, the migration of ethnic Germans
from the former Soviet Union, including from Kazakhstan, increased rapidly. Among those who
left were several historians, some of whom continued their academic work in Germany. Waldemar
Schmidt was actively engaged in academic work at the Tselinograd Pedagogical Institute named
after S. Seifullin (now L.N. Gymilyov Eurasian National University). Following this period, he
relocated permanently with his family to Germany, where he continued his scholarly research
on the history of ethnic Germans in Kazakhstan. His most recent publications remain focused on
the historical presence of Germans in Northern Kazakhstan, particularly in the Akmola region.
In one of his notable studies, Schmidt draws on archival materials of the Akmolinsk Regional
Government to examine the religious life of German communities in the pre-revolutionary period.
His analysis of petitions, correspondence, and administrative reports reveals how imperial and
local authorities interacted with non-Orthodox confessions and reflects the broader dynamics of
religious, social, and legal frameworks that shaped the everyday experiences of German settlers
on the Kazakh steppe (Schmidt 2018). He is also a co-author of the Memorial Book of Kazakhstan,
which analyzes the scale of state terror during the Stalinist period directed against the German
minority in Kazakhstan (Wanner et al. 2023). Similarly, to scholars in the French context, much of
the research carried out by German researchers in the second half of the 20th century was focused
on examining Kazakhstan about the Soviet Union, often with a Soviet-critical perspective. While
this research scope diversified in more recent scholarship, German researchers continue this
trend, such as Robert Kindler, whose work, Stalin’s Nomads: Power and Famine in Kazakhstan, was
influential enough to be translated into English. The text provides a fresh look at the demographic
and historical dynamics that the country underwent during the Soviet period and pays special
attention to the impacts that these dynamics had on the lives of individuals through biographies
and personal stories from native Kazakhs and other figures that offer a window into authentic
experiences that characterize the period. A vivid example of this is the story of Zeineb Mametova
(Kindler 2018: 84). His modern approach to the topic highlights the complexities of the period
and the contradictions present in earlier European historiography of the region.

One of the remarkable German scholars in Central Asia from the past decades who expanded
her scholarship beyond the scope of the Soviet period is Sophie Roche, who has published a
wealth of publications examining the region. Like much of the modern German and French
research on Kazakhstan, her research focuses on religion in the region. This theme is present
throughout a volume she edited entitled Central Asian Intellectuals on Islam, where she and
other authors explore the intricate relationships between academia, identity, and politics. Her
contribution to the volume uses Kazakhstan as an example of religion's role in the modern
Central Asian state, where it is often viewed as a means of self-identification and a solution
to local social problems, a conclusion she reaches through examining statements made by
contemporary Kazakh officials. Her investigations are not limited to religious studies, as seen in
her volume The Family in Central Asia, focusing on family dynamics in a number of Central Asian
contexts, with Kazakhstan featured in several of the book's chapters. As with many other similar
publications, it was funded and supported by the German Ministry of Education, highlighting
the importance that German scholars and the German state place on scholarly efforts exploring
Kazakhstan and its neighbors in the region (Roche 2014).
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Similarly, to France, German academia comprises individuals representing a wide range
of national and ethnic backgrounds. This diversity of scholars produces a multitude of rich
perspectives, which are reflected in the research taking place in the country’s prestigious
universities. Among these scholars, one can also find researchers representing different Central
Asian nations, whose national backgrounds allow for a synthesis of insider knowledge (both
linguistic and cultural) and the historiographical approaches taught and practiced at German
universities. Among these is Rano Turaeva, an Uzbek scholar affiliated with the Max Planck
Institute of Social Anthropology. One of her most famous works, Migration and Identity in Central
Asia, despite focusing mainly on her native country of Uzbekistan, also includes discussions
about migration trends that impacted Kazakhstan. She highlights notable cases of migration
that occurred during the early Soviet period, such as the settlement of almost 100,000 Koreans
to Kazakhstan (Turaeva 2016).

German historiography on Kazakhstan stands out for its multidimensional approach,
shaped by both historical legacies and contemporary geopolitical interests. While early post-
Soviet scholarship focused on political transitions, economic reforms, and security concerns,
modern German research has evolved to embrace broader socio-cultural themes such as
religion, migration, and identity formation. Scholars like Halbach, Wacker, Schmitz, and Geiss
have examined institutional development and governance from a realist perspective, while
Kindler and Roche contribute complex, human-centered analyses grounded in personal
narratives and cultural frameworks. Notably, the increasing presence of scholars with Central
Asian backgrounds, such as Turaeva, adds depth through insider perspectives and hybrid
methodologies. Although some German works retain Eurocentric framing, the growing emphasis
on field-based research, interdisciplinarity, and collaborative initiatives demonstrates a clear
shift toward more balanced and context-sensitive interpretations of Kazakhstan’s historical
trajectory and current challenges.

Italian research on Kazakhstan and Central Asia

While research into Central Asia by Italian scholars and institutions may not be as widespread
as in the previous two countries, a significant body of impactful work remains to be explored.
The most well-known Italian scholar is Niccol6 Pianciola, who has written extensively on
Kazakhstan. Pianciola’s research represents similar themes explored in mainstream, traditional
scholarship on Central Asia, with a particular focus on Kazakhstan during the Soviet period,
exploring issues such as the Kazakh Famine (Pianciola 2001), nomadic life (Pianciola 2019),
the rebellions during the early Soviet period (Pianciola et al. 2020), as well as the historical
developments surrounding the Aral Sea (Pianciola 2019). His works reflect a thorough
approach to historiography, including the use of historical documents and in-depth
analysis of the accounts from the periods in question. It is worth noting that N. Pianciola's
works on the Kazakh famine of 1931-1933 provides a profound analysis of the devastating
famine in Kazakhstan, which is examined primarily on the basis of a thorough analysis of
regional archival documents. Pianciola examines the forced collectivization of agriculture
and the dismantling of traditional lifestyles as central causes of the famine. He
contextualizes these events within broader Soviet imperial ambitions, highlighting how state-
driven economic and social restructuring disregarded local conditions, leading to widespread
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suffering and demographic collapse. The study is a critical contribution to understanding the
intersection of Soviet policies and colonial practices, offering a comprehensive perspective on
these historical events lasting impacts on Kazakh society. Dr. Niccolo Pianciola, while serving
as a faculty member at Nazarbayev University, made significant contributions to the study
of Kazakhstan’s social and economic history, particularly in the contexts of Soviet agrarian
policies, migration, and environmental transformations, enriching the broader field of Central
Asian historiography.

While Pianciola’s research represents a continuation of previous decades' Soviet-framed
research tradition, other research from Italian scholarly institutions has explored new avenues.
One researcher who should be noted in this regard is Richard Pomfret, affiliated with the Johns
Hopkins Center for International Studies in Bologna. His book entitled The Economies of Central
Asia (Pomfret 1995) is written based on his personal experiences as a UN regional advisor in
Central Asia, which he relied on due to the lack and unreliability of the available secondary
sources. His analysis examines Central Asia in its narrower sense, encompassing only the
five Central Asian countries that were part of the Soviet Union (i.e., Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan), and provides a wealth of raw data regarding the
economic and demographic landscape of these countries at the time the book was written. He
has also published studies that focus specifically on Kazakhstan, with particular interest in the
economic aspects of the country. Pomfret has also published studies focusing specifically on
Kazakhstan, examining its historical economic transformations. His work provides a valuable
context for understanding the region’s economic evolution (Pomfret 2009).

One of the key contributors from Italian scholarship to the history of Central Asia, including
Kazakhstan, is Dr. Beatrice Penati, who is currently teaching in the United Kingdom (University of
Liverpool). Her extensive research focuses on the region's economic, environmental, and social
transformations during the late Imperial Russian and early Soviet periods. Dr. Penati's works,
such as Rural History of Soviet Central Asia: Land Reform and Agricultural Change in Early
Soviet Uzbekistan and The Cotton Boom and the Land Tax in Russian Turkestan (1880s-1915),
explore critical issues such as land reform, taxation, and the industrialization of agriculture.
By examining the impact of colonial and Soviet policies on Central Asian societies and their
natural environments, her scholarship provides valuable insights into the historical dynamics
of Kazakhstan and its neighboring regions. Dr. Beatrice Penati made significant contributions
to studying Kazakhstan’s history while serving as a faculty member at Nazarbayev University,
highlighting the role of international scholars in advancing Central Asian historiography through
institutional collaboration and research.

In contrast to the contemporary topics explored by more recent research, Italian researcher
Gian Luca Bonora has focused on exploring ancient Kazakh history. His research analyzes
artifacts from various archeological sites in the country to determine how the prehistoric
inhabitants of the region lived. An example of these research efforts is his chapter on a stone
artifact found in Western Kazakhstan (Bonora 2020).

Beyond research, Bonora spent four years teaching archaeology at the Faculty of History at
L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University (ENU), where he worked with doctoral, master's, and
undergraduate students and contributed to the development of Kazakhstan’s archaeological studies.

His expertise is also reflected in the collective monograph, "The Sacred Landscape of
Saryarka" (Khabdulina et al. 2020), which explores ancient and medieval sacred sites in
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Northern Kazakhstan. Bonora’s work has helped bridge Kazakhstani and international
archaeology, providing valuable perspectives on the country’s early history and enriching the
study of Central Asian civilizations.

Contemporary Italian scholars continue the legacy of the earliest pioneers who first
laid the foundations for studying Kazakhstan's history as early as the Middle Ages. Their
work has deepened the understanding of the region's economic, environmental, and social
transformations, shedding light on complex historical processes. They have contributed to a
more comprehensive perspective on Kazakhstan’s past through dedicated research, reflecting a
growing engagement with Central Asian studies within Italian academia. This ongoing scholarly
effort builds on historical foundations and embraces modern interdisciplinary approaches,
fostering a richer and more dynamic exploration of the region’s history.

While notas extensive in scale, [talian scholarship on Kazakhstan is marked by depth, thematic
breadth, and academic precision. Niccolo Pianciola’s archival work critically reinterprets
collectivization, famine, and nomadism as colonial processes. Scholars like Richard Pomfret and
Beatrice Penati have expanded the field into economic and environmental history, while Gian
Luca Bonora’s archaeological research connects ancient Kazakh culture with broader Central
Asian narratives. Their active collaboration with Kazakhstani institutions reflects a sustained
academic dialogue. Collectively, Italian contributions showcase a rigorous interdisciplinary
approach and a nuanced understanding of Kazakhstan'’s historical development.

Conclusion

European scholarship has helped us understand Kazakhstan's historical, cultural, and political
evolution. Scholars across Europe have made a meaningful contribution to how we understand
Kazakhstan'’s history, culture, and political journey, helping to shed light on its rich and complex
evolution. By exploring the contributions of French, German, and Italian scholars, we see how
different academic traditions have shaped Kazakhstan'’s place in global historiography, moving
beyond Soviet-centric narratives toward more localized and interdisciplinary perspectives.

It's important to note that over time, the field has gradually shifted away from traditional
Sovietological approaches - once dominated largely by political scientists - toward a new
generation of historians who are free from the ideological legacy or “genre memory” of
Sovietology. This transition marked a significant change in research paradigms. The totalitarian
theory, which had previously shaped much of the discourse, could no longer adequately address
emerging questions. In its place, revisionist scholars introduced new perspectives rooted in
the analysis of social history. The focus of research moved from a top-down approach (“history
from above”) to one that centers on the experiences of ordinary people (“history from below”).

Many European scholars, beyond their fluency in Russian, have also dedicated themselves to
learning and mastering the languages of Central Asian communities, which they actively use in
their academic work. They often spend extended periods living and conducting research in the
region. In addition to working in archives, many Western academics have experience teaching at
universities in Kazakhstan. They maintain close professional and personal relationships with local
scholars and frequently participate in collaborative research projects and academic initiatives.

French scholars have been at the forefront of research on Kazakhstan’s cultural identity,
religious traditions, and its experience under Soviet rule. Institutions such as INALCO and

GUMILYOV JOURNAL OF HISTORY 2025 57
ISSN: 3080-129X. eISSN: 3080-6860 T. 151. N22.



N. Abdinassir, S. Kovalskaya, B. Gabor

researchers like Vincent Fourniau and Catherine Poujol have further contributed to this field by
exploring Kazakhstan'’s shifting social and political landscape. Their work highlights how Soviet
policies shaped local identities and how Kazakhstan’s history fits into the broader imperial and
post-colonial discourse. Historians like Marlene Laruelle, Thierry Zarcone, and Isabelle Ohayon
have critically examined national identity formation, collective memory, and the role of state
narratives. Beyond history, French scholars have also examined Kazakhstan’s geopolitical role
in Central Asia, with figures like Sebastien Peyrouse and Hélene Carrere d'Encausse analyzing
the country’s relationships with Russia, China, and the West in the post-Soviet period.

German researchers have contributed valuable perspectives on Kazakhstan’s Soviet past,
forced migration, and socio-economic transformations. Scholars like Robert Kindler and Sophie
Roche have focused on the human impact of collectivization, famine, and forced resettlements,
often using personal narratives and local testimonies to paint a more detailed picture of these
historical events. Unlike earlier studies that primarily viewed Kazakhstan through a Soviet-
centered lens, contemporary German research emphasizes individual agency and ethnographic
studies, making history more relatable and complex. Additionally, interdisciplinary work by
researchers such as Rano Turaeva has combined history with anthropology and migration
studies, broadening the academic conversation around Kazakhstan’s evolving social structures.
Institutions like the Max Planck Institute for Social Anthropology and Humboldt University
continue to play a major role in fostering Kazakh-German academic collaboration.

[talian research on Kazakhstan has a long-standing historical tradition and has significantly
contributed to economic, environmental, and archaeological studies, providing valuable insights
into the region's historical development. Niccolo Pianciola and Beatrice Penati have focused
on Soviet land reforms, the Kazakh famine, and agrarian policies, framing these events within
broader discussions of colonialism and modernization. Their work highlights how economic
policies and environmental changes shaped Kazakhstan’s historical development. In addition to
economic history, [talian scholars have contributed significantly to Kazakhstan's archaeological
research. Gian Luca Bonora, who taught archaeology for four years at L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian
National University, has played an essential role in studying Kazakhstan’s ancient civilizations.
His work in the collective monograph "The Sacred Landscape of Saryarka" has helped uncover
historical and sacred sites in Northern Kazakhstan, deepening our understanding of the region’s
early societies.

Across all three European traditions, a major shift has taken place, moving away from Soviet-
era frameworks and embracing more localized, interdisciplinary, and comparative approaches.
This evolution has been shaped by the increasing availability of archival materials, collaboration
with Kazakh scholars, and engagement with broader global debates on empire, identity, and
modernization. Moreover, the growing academic partnerships between Kazakh and European
institutions, such as INALCO, Humboldt University, the Max Planck Institute, and various Italian
research centers, have fostered stronger intellectual exchange.

As European research on Kazakhstan continues to evolve, the integration of new sources,
methodologies, and collaborative networks will ensure that Kazakhstan’s history remains an
essential part of global historical discussions. With its unique position as a geopolitical and
cultural crossroads, Kazakhstan’s past will continue to offer valuable insights into the broader
narratives of empire, migration, and modernization, shaping the future of Central Asian
historiography.
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