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This article explores the contributions of foreign scholars to the study
of Kazakhstan, emphasizing their role in deepening understanding of
its historical and contemporary context within a global framework. It
examines Kazakhstan’s historiography from the perspective of Western
academic discourse. By employing diverse theoretical and methodological
approaches, these scholars enhance research on Kazakhstan’s historical
and sociocultural dynamics, focusing on its ethnic diversity, cultural
heritage, and geopolitical significance.

Using qualitative research methods, including in-depth interviews
with international historians specializing in Kazakhstan, this study
aims to identify key themes of their research and explore future
directions. Between May 2024 and February 2025 six interviews were
conducted, one of which involved written responses to a questionnaire.
The interviewees were distinguished scholars from the United States,
Canada, Italy, and Japan, all recognized experts in the region’s history.
Free from the ideological influences of Soviet historiography, they
possess advanced knowledge of Central Asian languages, have conducted
extensive research in Kazakhstan’s archives and libraries, and maintain
professional connections with Kazakhstani scholars.

The interviews, conducted in English, followed a structured
questionnaire. The majority of these interviews were conducted at
prominent international conferences organized by the Central Eurasian
Studies Society (CESS) and the European Society for Central Asian Studies
(ESCAS). However, conducting these interviews posed challenges. The
intensive conference schedules made arranging in-person meetings with
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scholars and effectively coordinating discussions difficult. Additionally, some interviewees
were slow to respond to email inquiries, limiting the completeness of the dataset.

This study demonstrates how the research conducted by these scholars not only advances
academic study of Kazakhstan but also integrates local narratives into global scholarly
discussions. Their contributions help train a new generation of researchers in Kazakhstani
history and culture. Organizations such as CESS and ESCAS play a crucial role in fostering
academic exchange and promoting scholarship in Kazakhstan. The insights from these
interviews reflect a growing international interest in Kazakhstan’s history and culture,
underscoring the valuable contributions of foreign scholars in enriching academic discourse
and global perspectives on the region.
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KasakcraHTaHy: xahaHbIK 3epTTey QUCKYyPCHI XK9HE XKePriJIlikTi HappaTuBTep

Annoranusa. by Makanaga metesnfik 3epTreyirisiepaid KazakcTaHasl 3epTTeyre KOCKaH
yJjieci, oJlapAblH OHIpIiH Tapuxu XoHe 3aMaHayW KOHTEKCiH XahaHIBIK KepiHicTe TepeH
TYCiHyTe BIKNaJIbl TajAaHaasl. by 3eprrey KazakcTaH TapuXbIHBIH TapUXHaMachlH OATBICTHIK
3epTTey AUCKYPCH IPpHM3Machl apKblJIB KapacThIpyFa OarbITTaJIFaH.

OPTYPJli TEOPUAJIBIK-9AiCHAMAJIBIK HeTi3aepAi KoJIAaHy apKblIbl FajsiMaap KaszakcTaHHbBIH
TapuUXy XoHe JJIeyMeTTiK-MaJeHU JUHAMMKaChiH 3epTTeyAeri FRUIBIMU TICiJAepi auTap-
JBIKTa OarbITagbl. OJiap eifiH STHUKAJIBIK dpaJlyaHABIFbIH, MOJEeHU MYPACHIH XoHe reocasicu
MaHBI3bIH KaMTH/bI.

CanasiblK, 3epTTey 9ficTepiH, COHBIH imiHAge KazakcTaH TapuxblH 3epTTeyMeH aliHaJibl-
caThlH IIeTeJJiK TapuxIIbIapMeH TepeHJeTijireH cyxOaTTtapApl maiijjajiaHa OTBIPHII, He-
ri3ri TakelppIITapAbl, XYpri3ijireH 3epTTeysiepAiH ’XeKejlereH HITHXeJIepiH XoHe 3epTTey
IepCleKTUBaCchlH aHBIKTAy MakcaTbl KONbUIABL. KasakcTaH Tapuxbel OOUBIHINA MIETEJIOIiK
MamMaHgapMeH cyxOattap 2024 XbUIObBIH MambIpbiHaH 2025 XbBUIABIH aKOaHbIHA OeiiH
xyprizingi. Bapsbirsl 6 cyx0at anslHFaH, OHBIH Oipi cayajgHaMa cypaKTapblHa xasbailiia xkayar
Typinge ycoiHbuFaH. CyxOGatkepsepgiy reorpadusacel AKI, Kanapa, Wranua, Kanonwusa
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engepid KamTugbl. Cyx0aTKa KaThICKaH Tapuxiibuiap — KazakcTraH Tapuxsl OOMBIHILA dJ1eMAIK
JeHrelije MoOWbIHAaJFaH MamaHpaap. OJiap TypJii COBETOJIOTHAJIBIK CTEpPeoTHIITep MeH
«KaHPJIBIK Xaf» Aell aTaJaThlH 9/iCHaMaJIBIK IeKTeyJiepre Heri3eamMereH. COHbIMEH KaTap,
oJiap opeic TijliHeH Oesek, OpTaiblK A3us XaabIKTapbIHBIH TisinepiH MeHrepreH, Kaszakcran
apxyUBTepi MeH KiTanmxaHajlapblHAa VY3aK yakKbIT XYMBIC icTereH XoHe Ka3aKCTaHbIK
FaJIbIMAapMeH THIFBI3 KociOu OaiislaHbICTap OpHATKaH.

CyxOaTTap arbUINIBIH TiliHAEe ajiiblH-ajla AaliblHAajiFaH aHKeTa-cayajlHaMa HeridiHae
oTKi3ingi. OmapabiH G6ackiM GeJtiri OpTanblK A3UWAHBI 3epTTEATIiH FajpMaapAsiH Central
Eurasian Studies Society (CESS) xone European Society for Central Asian Studies (ESCAS)
KaybIMIaCThIKTaphl YUBIMACTBIPFaH MaHBI3Abl XaJIbIKapaJblK KoH(pepeHLUsAIap 6apbicbiHAA
Xyprisingi. Anaiina cyx6art angy GapbichiHAa Oesiriyi Oip KMBIHABIKTAp TYBIHAAABL. MbIcasisl,
KoHepeHIUA 6argapjiaMachlHBIH XOFaphl KAPKBIHIBLIBIFBIH €CKepe OTBIPHII, 3epTTeyIIiMeH
JXeke Kesfecyi KeJricy, KoJIaiyibl yaKbpIT Taby koHe cyX0aTThl TUIMII YUBIMAACTHIPY eayip
KUBIHABIK TyAbIpAbl. COJI CUAKTH, OHJIAWH-CYX0aT XYPri3y Ae oHaul O0JIFaH XOK, ©MTKeHi
OapJIbIK cyxOaTKepJiep/ieH 3JIEKTPOHIBIK IOIITa apKBLIBL JKe eI Kayall ajay MyMKiH 00JIMabl.

Maxkasaga 6yJ1 FaJbIMIapAbiH FUTBIME KbI3METi akaieMUsUIBIK 3epTTeyJiepi TepeHdeTin KaHa
KOMMa¥, KeprilikTi HappaTuBTepAi xahaHIBIK 3epTTey quasiorTapbiMeH OailyIaHBICTHIPATHIHEL
kepceTiyireH. Bysl e3 ke3erinfe KazakcTtaH Tapuxbel MeH MJJEHHUETIH 3epTTENTiH XaHa OybIH
3epTTeyllijepiHiH KajbmTacyblHa biKnas etefdi. CoHbIMeH Katap, Oprtaiislk EypasusaHsl 3epTrey
Koramhbl (CESS) xxsHe OpTaiibiK A3usAHB 3epTTey X)oeHiHeri Eyponasbik Koram (ESCAS) cusKTH
yiieiMaap KazakcrtaH Typasibl 3epTTeyJiepAi irepijieTy MeH FBUIBIMU ajJMacy[bl OaMBITyAa
MaHBI3ABl peJsi aTKapajbl. Ockl cyxOaTTapra Heri3jieJireH KOpHIThIHAbUIap Ka3zakcTaH Tapuxbl
MeH MaJIeHHEeTiHe JeTeH XaJIbIKapaJsIblK KhI3BIFYIITBIIBIKTHIH apTHII KeJie )XaTKAHbIH, COHAai-aK
meTeJAiK 3epTTeylIijiepiiH akageMUsUIbIK opTa MeH KazakcTaH TypaJsibl KOFaMIbIK JUCKYPCTHI
OaiibITy Jarel MaHbI3/IbI YJIeCiH aliFaKTabi bl

KinT ce3nep: KazakctaH Tapuxbl, Ka3aKCTaHTaHy, TapuxHaMa, IIEeTeJIJIiK 3epTTeyIIiiep,
cyxbaT, Tapux, MoJleHIeT, HappaTUBTep, AUCKYPC, XaJblKapablK KaybiMaacTeikrap (CESS,
ESCAS).
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Ka3zaxcraHoBeieHue: rj100aJIbHbBIH UCCJIEIOBATEJIbCKUN JUCKYPC U JIOKAJIbHbIE
HappaTUBbI

AnHoTauusa. B craTtee AHAJIN3UPYETCA BKJIAQ Bap}’6e)KHbIX rcciiefioBaTesieil B N3y4Y€HHE
KazaxcTtaHa, ux POJib B (I)OpMI/IpOBaHI/II/I FJ'IYGOKOFO [IOHMaHWA HUCTOPUYECKOro U COBpeE-

MEHHOTO KOHTEeKCTa permoHa B TIJI0OAJIbHOM nepcrneKkTuBe. J[aHHOe HCCJIeoBaHUe
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npejcTaBiisseT coOOM MONBITKY M3ydeHUs uctopuorpadum ucropun KasaxcraHa CKBO3b
IIpM3My 3anagHOro MccJieJoBaTeIbCKOro AucKypca. biarogapsa ucnosp30BaHUI0 pa3IMUHBIX
TEOPEeTUKO-MeTON0JIOTNYeCKNX OCHOB, yUeHble 3HaUUTeJIbHO 000ramanT HayYHble TOAX0IbI
K HU3y4YeHUI0 MCTOPHUYECKOM M COLMOKYJIbTYpPHON AuMHaMUKKU KazaxcraHa, oxBaTbiBas ero
3THHYECKOe pasHooOpasue, KyJIbTypHOe Hacjaeaue U reoloIMTUYecKoe 3HauYeHue.

Hcnosnb3ysa KadecTBeHHBIe MeTOABl UCCJIeOBaHWA, B TOM UHCJIe TJIyOMHHBIE WHTEPBBIO
¢ 3apy0OeXHbIM{ MCTOPHMKaMHM, 3aHMMAWOLMMUCA H3yuyeHHeM HcTropuu KaszaxcraHa, MBI
[OIBITAJINCH BBIABUTH OCHOBHYI TEMaTUKy W OTHEJIbHEIE pe3yJIbTaThl IIPOBEAEeHHBIX
HccieJOBaHN, a Takke JaJIbHeNIIre MepcleKTHUBH u3ydeHusa. HTepBbI0 ¢ 3apyOeXHBIMU
crieniuaMcTamu no ucropuu Kazaxcrana 6s1i1 npoBeieHH B nepro/ ¢ Mas 2024 no ¢peppasib
2025 roma. Bcero 6bUIO MpOBeNEHO 6 WHTEPBBID, OJHO U3 KOTOPBIX OBLIO MpPeJICTaBJIEHO
NUCbMEHHBIMY OTBETAMHU Ha BOMPOCH aHKeThl. CTpaHBl NPOXHUBaHNA HAIIUX UHTEPBbIOEPOB,
nx reorpadusa pocratouHo mwupoka — CIIA, Kanaga, Urtanuu, AnoHusa. OmnpoiieHHbIE
WCTOPUKHA — BCEMHPHO IIpHU3HAHHBIE CIENUAIMCTBl 10 HUCTOpUM perrnoHa. OHUM JIMIIEHHBI
Pa3HOro poja COBETOJIOTMYECKUX OTATOLIEHUH, TaK Ha3bIBAEMOU «IIaMATH XKaHpa», IOMUMO
PYCCKOTO fI3BIKQ, BJIaJCI0T A3BIKaMU HapoAoB LleHTpaipbHOI A3un, 4acTo U OAO0JITY paboTanu
B apxuBax u 6Oubimotekax KazaxcraHa, MMeHT aKTHBHEIE NpOo¢eCcCHOHAJIbHBIE CBA3U U
KOHTAKTHI C Ka3aXCTAHCKUMU YYEHBIMU.

WHTepBbI0 NPOBOAWIMCH Ha AHIJIMMCKOM A3BIKE HAa OCHOBE COCTABJICHHON AaHKeThI-
omnpocHuKa. bosbmiell yacTei0 OHU OBLJIM IIPOBEAEHBI BO BpeMs 3HAUYMMEBIX MeXOYHapOAHBIX
KOH(epeHI1l, OpraHu30BaHHBIX ACCOLMALMAMU LIEHTPaJbHOA3UATCKUX HCCefoBaTesen
CESS u ESCAS. IIpu mpoBefeHUN HWHTEPBBIO BCTPEYaJIMCh OIpelesIeHHbIE TPYAHOCTHU.
Hanpumep, yuuThIBasg BBICOKYI0 MHTEHCHBHOCTb NPOrpaMMbl KOH(QepeHIUH, COIJacoBaTh
JIMYHYI0O BCTpedy C Y4YeHbIM, HaUTH Nofxofsmiee BpeMs U 3(GEKTUBHO OpraHu30BaTh
Oecely NpPeACTaBJIAIO COOOM 3HAUUTEJIBHYIO CJIOXKHOCTh. AHAJIOTWUYHO, IpOBeJieHNe
OHJIaUH-UHTEPBbI0 TaKXXe 0Ka3aJloCh 3aTPyAHUTEJIbHBIM, IIOCKOJIBKY He yAaJioch MOJIYYUThb
CBOEBPEMEHHBIE OTBETHI 110 3JIEKTPOHHOU II0YTE OT BCEX MHTEPBLIOEPOB.

B craTthe nokasaHo, KaK NX Hay4YHas AEATEJIbHOCTb He TOJIBKO yIiIyOJisfeT akageMudeckoe
HU3y4yeHre, HO U CBA3BIBAET JIOKaJIbHbIE HAPPATHUBEH C IJ100aJIbHBIMU KCCJIeJOBaTeIbCKUMU
J[uasioraMu, TeM CaMbIM CIIOCOOCTBYS (OPMHPOBAHMIO HOBOTO IIOKOJIEHUA HCcilefoBaTesen
ucropuu u KyJbTypel Kasaxcrana. Kpome ToOro, takme opraHusanuy, kak OOmecTBo
LenTpanpHO-EBpasuiickux ucciaenosanuii (CESS) u EBpormerickoe oO0mecTBO I[eHTpaIbHO-
asnatckux uccyaenosanuil (ESCAS), urparoT BakHYy10 poJjib B COAEVCTBUY HAyYHOMY OOMeHY U
MIPOJBMXEHUIO ncciieqoBaHnl o KasaxcraHe. BEIBOIBI, cliesTaHHEIE HA OCHOBE OTUX NHTEPBLIO,
IIOKA3bIBAIOT PaCTyIIMN MeXAYHapOAHBI HMHTepec K MCTOpUMU U KyJabType Kasaxcrana,
3HAUMMBIN BKJIaJ] 3apyOeXHBIX HccilefoBaTesiell B oOoraijeHre akageMuueckon cpenbl 1
0011IeCTBEHHOr'0 IUCKypca BOKPYT Halllel CTPaHH.

KioueBsle ciioBa: ncropusa KasaxcraHa, KazaxcTaHOBeJleHUe, NcTopuorpadus, 3apyoex-
HbIe MCCJIeIoBaTeJIv, UHTEPBbI0, UCTOPUA, KyJIbTYpa, HApPaTUBLI, IUCKYPC, MeXAyYHapOAHbIE
accoruanuu (CESS, ESCAS).

Introduction
This study examines the research interests of American and European scholars, with
a particular focus on historians, in relation to Kazakhstan. While many researchers from

diverse disciplines have included Kazakhstan into their broader analyses of Central Asia, such
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contributions often provide a more general perspective. The primary value of this article lies
in its focused exploration of Kazakhstan and its history through the lens of contemporary
European historians, who have built upon the foundational work of earlier studies.

Their contributions to the study of Kazakhstan are significant not only for their academic
value but also for their implications for understanding the region’s historical and contemporary
developments within a global framework. From a historiographical perspective, European
and American researchers, particularly historians, have played a crucial role in documenting
Kazakhstan’s history across various historical periods. Their works have had a substantially
influence on scholarly interpretations of Kazakh history and identity, shaping both academic
discourse and public perceptions influencing both academic discourse and public perceptions.

A substantial body of literature on foreign historiography exists, with scholars such as
K.L. Esmagambetov!, M.T. Laumulin, B.M. Suzhikov, K.R. Nesipbaeva, G.B. Byrbaeva,
S.I. Kovalskaya, and others providing comprehensive analyses (Esmagambetov, 1992;
Laumulin,1994; Suzhikov, 1997; Nesipbaeva, 1999% Byrbaeva,2005; Kovalskaya, 2007).
However, the present study is distinguished by its employment of an interview-based
methodology, thus providing a novel perspective and contributing to the study of foreign
historiography.

The present article primarily focuses on the contributions of historians, including
contemporary researchers, who have introduced innovative methodologies and theoretical
frameworks to the study of Central Asia, with a particular emphasis on Kazakhstan. By
integrating qualitative and quantitative approaches, these historians enhance the analysis of
the sociocultural dynamics within the region. Additionally, the integration of diverse academic
backgrounds, encompassing anthropology, sociology, history, and political science, among
European scholars, has been demonstrated to facilitate a more comprehensive understanding
of Kazakhstan’s ethnic diversity, cultural heritage, and geopolitical significance. The
incorporation of global perspectives into Kazakh studies facilitates the connection between
local narratives and broader academic discussions. Such analyses contribute to international
scholarship by situating Kazakhstan within wider historical and cultural contexts. The
engagement of international researchers can enhance stimulate interest in Kazakh studies
among local scholars, thereby fostering a new generation of researchers who may either build
upon or critically reassess existing narratives. This scholarly exchange has the potential to
enrich academic discourse within Kazakhstan itself.

Before discussing the Central Eurasian Studies Society (CESS), it’s important to highlight
the contributions of Dr. John Schoeberlein. As a distinguished anthropologist specializing in
Central Asian studies, Dr. Schoeberlein has made significant contributions to the understanding
of the region’s ethnic, social, and political transformations, particularly in the post-Soviet era
(Schoeberlein-Engel, 1995). During the challenging 1990s, John Schoeberlein’s compilation
Guide to Scholars of the History and Culture of Central Asia (1995) was particularly influential.
Amid limited resources, Schoeberlein recognized the value of Central Asian scholars alongside
Western researchers, providing a crucial platform that elevated regional scholarship. His work
bridged local and global academia, promoting Central Asian studies at a time when such efforts
were both essential and challenging. Through his leadership in establishing and developing
CESS, he has had a lasting impact on academic collaboration and the exchange of ideas.

! Yessmagambetov K.L., 1999. Foreign Historiography of the History of Kazakhstan (from Ancient Times to the
Early 1990s). Doctoral dissertation. Almaty. 294 p.

2 Nesipbayeva K.R., 1999. Modern Anglo-American Historiography of Russian Expansion and Colonization of
Central Asia (17th - Early 20th Century). Doctoral dissertation abstract. Almaty. 52 p.
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In this context, the CESS and the ESCAS exemplify platforms that facilitate scholarly
exchange and promote in-depth research on Kazakhstan. Established in 2001, CESS aims to
enhance the understanding of Central Eurasia through interdisciplinary collaboration among
scholars from various fields. The society organizes conferences, workshops, and publications
to support research on the region’s complex historical and cultural dynamics. Similarly,
ESCAS was founded in 2005 to foster academic dialogue and cooperation among scholars of
Central Asia, particularly in Europe. The society organizes conferences, provides a network
for researchers, and publishes scholarly works that contribute to the discourse on Central
Asian studies.

A recent conference held in Almaty brought together esteemed scholars from around the
world, primarily from Europe, fostering enriching dialogues on various aspects of Kazakhstan
studies. The authors, being members of these societies, participated in the conference and
engaged with leading experts in the field. The authors of this article have both contributed
extensively to its development. One of the authors N. Abdinassir conducted interviews,
processed data, and analyzed findings, while a conceptual and methodological analysis were
carried out under the guidance of Professor Kovalskaya. This process involved an in-depth
analytical review and refinement of the research framework.

Interviews with scholars revealed their motivations for researching Kazakhstan and their
interests in its rich history, culture, and contemporary dynamics. These discussions highlighted
a growing international focus on Kazakhstan, underscoring the significant contributions of
foreign researchers in deepening global understanding of the country. Additionally, these
insights emphasize the critical role of organizations such as CESS and ESCAS in facilitating
scholarly collaboration and advancing research on Kazakhstan. (CESS, 2024: URL).

In her analytical review, Foreign Archival Kazakhstanics, Kovalskaya S.I. systematically
categorizes foreign scholars who have studied the Soviet East into four distinct groups. This
classification is based on several key criteria, with the unique characteristics and contributions
of each group discussed individually. The scholarly orientation of Central Asian researchers is
significantly shaped by regional influences, extensive practical fieldwork, and the longstanding
traditions within academic or family institutions that shape each researcher’s professional
outlook (Kovalskaya, 2006).

(1) The initial group of researchers consists of former military personnel and colonial
administrators, who, after extended service in state or monarchical positions, engaged in
systematic studies of the Soviet East. This category also encompasses their descendants and
individuals who held various positions across Eastern regions before returning to their home
countries to pursue careers as Orientalists; (2) The second group of foundational contributors
to Central Asian studies comprises Turkic intellectuals and emigrants from Soviet Russia and
neighboring regions. These individuals, whose perspectives were often complex and debated,
played a substantial role in shaping Central Asian scholarship from outside the Soviet sphere.
Their viewpoints, deeply informed by personal experience and cultural ties to the region,
enriched historical and ethnographic studies, bringing valuable insights into Central Asia’s
social and cultural dynamics; (3) The third group consists of emigrants, primarily to the
United States, who often specialized in Oriental and Turkic studies. Their academic work,
deeply influenced by previous generations of Central Asian emigrants, has substantially
influenced contemporary research methodologies. This group includes Soviet-born scholars
with strong backgrounds in Oriental studies, whose insights continue to enhance scholarly
understandings of Central Asia’s cultural and historical complexities; (4) The fourth group
of researchers is notable for being less constrained by genre memory, a term denoting the
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refers to inherited narrative frameworks or ideological constraints that often shaped earlier
perspectives on Soviet and post-Soviet studies. Unlike prior generations, who sometimes
viewed the USSR through a narrow ideological lens, scholars in this group generally approach
the region without the rigid stereotypes of ideological alignment. This group comprises
scholars from the post-WWII through post-Cold War period, who build upon the foundational
work of earlier researchers while offering their distinct insights.

Many members of this group are highly educated, fluent in Russian, and often proficient
in Turkic languages, which enables them to conduct in-depth research. Their work primarily
focuses on contemporary dynamics and socio-political transformations in Central Asia,
providing a balanced and informed perspective on the region (Kovalskaya, 2006: 63-79).

To refine our research scope, the focus will be specifically on historians within this group,
as their expertise provides valuable insights into the historical complexities Kazakhstan. The
objective is to explore the historical and cultural narratives of Kazakhstan by examining
the contributions of these historians, emphasizing the factors that have shaped its modern
development. This targeted approach enables a more comprehensive engagement with their
scholarly work, highlighting the region’s historical evolution.

Materials and Methods

This study employs a qualitative research methodology, integrating semi-structured
interviews and historiographical analysis to examine the contributions of foreign scholars
to the study of Kazakhstan. The research framework is shaped by extensive participation in
international academic conferences and direct engagement with leading experts in the field.
While writing the dissertation the authors actively participated in major interdisciplinary
conferences, including the RAI 2024 Conference at Senate House, London, which focused on
Anthropology and Education, as well as the CESS Annual Conference (June 6-9, 2024) at the
Center for Regional Studies, Turan University, and the Joint CESS-ESCAS Conference (January
8-10, 2025) in Lisbon, where discussions centered on Geopolitics, Migrations, and Identities in
Central Eurasia. Additionally, engagement with the International Interdisciplinary Conferences
in Debrecen, Hungary (2021-present) provided access to diverse historiographical traditions
and methodologies, strengthening the study’s comparative perspective. This research
environment not only enabled the authors to conduct individual interviews but also facilitated
focus group discussions, enriching the data collection process and supporting the interactive
nature of qualitative inquiry (Mason, 2002). This methodological flexibility is supported by
Kvale and Brinkmann (2009), who highlight that semi-structured interviews allow researchers
to explore participants’ perspectives in depth while maintaining a structured framework for
discussion. Each interview was recorded, transcribed, and subsequently analyzed through
thematic analysis, a widely adopted method for identifying key patterns and insights within
qualitative data (Braun & Clarke, 2006).

The research is structured around expert interviews with scholars representing various
historiographical schools and periods, ensuring a multi-perspective approach. Given the time-
sensitive nature of academic interviews, strategic scheduling was prioritized, however, the
quality of responses took precedence over quantity. Qualitative methods are particularly
effective in capturing the detailed experiences and motivations of individuals, as emphasized
by Creswell (2017) and Patton (2015) who argue that qualitative research provides rich,
contextualized narratives that enhance understanding of complex social phenomena.
(Creswell, 2017) and (Patton, 2015). This approach ensures that each interview provides
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substantive insights rather than a merely accumulating data. The interview methodology
was carefully adapted to accommodate to the scholars’ diverse academic backgrounds,
methodological traditions, and historiographical frameworks, allowing for a balanced and
representative analysis.

The research draws on insights from leading scholars in the field, each of whom contributes
distinct perspectives on the historiography of Kazakhstan. Sarah Cameron examines Soviet
policies and their devastating impact on Kazakh society, particularly the famine of the
1930s (Cameron, 2018). Jeff Sahadeo focuses on migration, empire, and identity formation
in Central Asia (Sahadeo, 2007). Niccoldo Pianciola explores agrarian transformation,
collectivization, and demographic shifts in Kazakhstan during the late imperial and Soviet
periods (Pianciola, 2009). Ian Campbell analyzes imperial governance, settler colonialism,
and the legal structures shaping Kazakh customary law (Campbell, 2017). Ron Wiley utilizes
ethnographic sources to reconstruct local perspectives on governance and resistance. Jin
Noda employs multi-archival research from Russian and Qing sources to examine Kazakh
mobility, legal transformations, and border dynamics (Noda, 2016). Together, these scholars
provide a multifaceted understanding of Kazakhstan’s historical evolution within the broader
context of Eurasian geopolitics.

Moving forward, this study acknowledges the potential for further developing the interview
approach into a more narrative-driven and focused format. With additional time for in-depth
analysis, future research can provide a more comprehensive reflection on historiographical
trends, particularly regarding Kazakhstan’s evolving role in global historical discourse. This
methodological evolution will ensure a more rigorous, reflective, and engaged academic
exploration, reinforcing the significance of oral histories and expert interviews in historical
scholarship.

The interviews conducted for this research were structured around several key themes to
capture a comprehensive understanding of foreign historians’ perspectives on Kazakhstan.
Each theme was supported by targeted questions designed to elicit detailed responses and
gather sufficient information: (1) Background Information: Interviewees provided basic
information about their academic affiliations and research areas; (2) Motivation for Study:
Participants discussed their initial interest in Kazakhstan’s history and culture identifying
the unique aspects that attracted them to the field. This section explored both personal and
academic motivations; (3) Research Impact: Scholars reflected on how their work contributes
to the broader understanding of Central Asian history. Specific questions encouraged
them to share significant experiences that shaped their research perspectives; (4) Research
Environment: Interviewees described the regions where they conducted research, the archives
and institutions they accessed, and any funding sources that supported their studies. This
section aimed to provide insights into the logistical aspects of conducting research; (5) Key
Topics: Participants highlighted major themes in Kazakhstan’s historical study, including
influential historical events that shape the country’s modern identity. This section contained
questions that prompted discussions on current research trends; (6) Future Directions: Finally,
scholars shared their perspectives on potential future research avenues and questions they
hope to explore, allowing for an understanding of evolving scholarly interests.

In addition to individual interviews, focus group discussions were conducted to foster
a collaborative environment where researchers could exchange views on Kazakhstan and
articulate their motivations for studying the region. These discussions provided insights
into how their scholarly work contributes to Kazakhstan’s historiographical discourse,
highlighting potential contributions to a deeper understanding of the country’s complexities.
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By sharing diverse perspectives, participants emphasized the importance of their findings
in informing contemporary narratives about Kazakhstan and enhancing its representation
in global scholarship. This collective approach enriched the research, enabling a nuanced
exploration of the historical significance of Kazakhstan and its implications for future studies.

Research background

Information about interviewees

Dr. Sarah Cameron is a leading historian specializing in Kazakhstan and the Soviet
experience, with a focus on environmental history, famine studies, and the demographic
impact of Soviet policies. Her work has been instrumental in analyzing the Kazakh famine of
1930-1933, examining its causes, consequences, and connections to Stalinist collectivization
and forced sedentarization.

Her book, The Hungry Steppe: Famine, Violence, and the Making of Soviet Kazakhstan (2018),
provides a comprehensive account of the famine’s impact on Kazakh society, integrating
archival evidence, oral histories, and demographic data. She highlights how Soviet policies
reshaped Kazakhstan’s ethnic and demographic landscape, offering a broader global
perspective on these historical events.

As an associate professor at the University of Maryland, Cameron explores Central Asian
history within Soviet and post-Soviet contexts. Her research also addresses the environmental
consequences of Soviet agricultural policies, particularly water mismanagement and ecological
degradation. Employing an interdisciplinary approach, she bridges environmental and social
history, demonstrating how Soviet-era decisions continue to shape contemporary Central
Asia.

Widely recognized in academic circles, Cameron contributes to discussions on the long-
term effects of Soviet policies on national identity, resilience, and Indigenous populations.
Her scholarship not only enhances historical understanding but also informs contemporary
debates on regional development, environmental challenges, and in Central Asia, and the
and the enduring impact of political regimes on Indigenous communities and environments
(Cameron, 2023: URL).

(2) Dr. Jeff Sahadeo is a historian and political scientist specializing in Central Asia,
Eastern Europe, and the former Soviet Union, with a focus on migration, colonialism, and
interethnic relations. As an Associate Professor at Carleton University, he directs the Institute
of European, Russian, and Eurasian Studies (EURUS), where his research examines Soviet
colonial policies and their lasting impact on Central Asian societies, particularly in Uzbekistan.
He also explores post-Soviet migration trends, analyzing the evolving relationships between
Russian and Central Asian communities in urban centers such as Moscow and Leningrad. His
book, Russian Colonial Society in Tashkent in Tashkent, 1865-1923, provides a comprehensive
analysis of Russian colonization in Central Asia, detailing its effects on Tashkent’s socio-
cultural landscape. As a co-editor of Everyday Life in Central Asia, he contributes to discussions
on how ordinary Central Asians adapted to political and cultural shifts. His research connects
historical processes to contemporary issues of ethnic identity, migration, and environmental
challenges in the region.

Sahadeo, a widely recognized figure in both academic and policy circles, has published
extensively on Soviet nationality policies, migration, and cross-cultural interactions. His work
underscores the enduring influence of Soviet rule on Central Asian societies, offering insights
into the region’s evolving identity and demographic dynamics today.
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(3) Dr. Niccolo Pianciola is an Italian historian and scholar, particularly known for his
work on Central Asian history, with a focus on Soviet policies affecting nomadic populations.
His research often examines the Soviet Union’s social engineering policies, including forced
collectivization and sedentarization, which had devastating effects on Kazakh nomadic
communities. Pianciola’s research has been instrumental in analyzing the impact of Stalinist
policies on widespread famine, migration, and social upheaval in Kazakhstan during the
early 1930s. His analyses suggests that while these policies were intended to «modernize»
Kazakhstan, they resulted in significant loss of life and cultural disruption. He has engaged
in scholarly debates on whether these policies constituted ethnic persecution or genocide
(Pianciola, 2022: URL).

(4) Dr. Ron Wiley has dedicated his career to the non-profit sector, and has spent the past
30 years working with Resource Exchange International, Inc. (REL Inc.), an international
humanitarian service organization headquartered in Colorado Springs, Colorado, USA. He
currently serves as the Central Asia Director for REI, Inc. In addition to his leadership role at
REL Inc., Wiley is an Associate Professor of International Relations at Kazakh-American Free
University, in Oskemen, Kazakhstan. He is also involved in the establishment of Samarkand
International University of Technology in Uzbekistan, where he plays a key role in recruiting
international faculty. As Central Asia Director for REI Inc., Wiley fosters partnerships between
REI Inc. staff, volunteers and their Central Asian counterparts aiming to «build people to
build nations». His work involves collaborating with governments and institutions to train
professionals in strategic sectors critical to the region’s development ((Wiley, 2024: URL).

(5) Dr Ian Campbell is an American historian specializing in pre-Revolutionary Russia and
Central Asia, with a particular focus on the Kazakh steppe. He earned his B.A. and Ph.D. in
History from the University of Michigan and completed a postdoctoral fellowship at Harvard’s
Davis Center for Russian and Eurasian Studies. Since 2012, he has been a faculty member
at UC-Davis. His first book, Knowledge and the Ends of Empire (2017) was shortlisted for
the Central Eurasian Studies Society’s Book Prize in History. His research explores imperial
governance, settler colonialism, and borderland violence, with a focus on Kazakh customary
law and late 19th-century legal transformations (Campbell, 2017).

(6) Dr. Jin Noda is a Japanese historian specializing in the 18th-19th century history of
Kazakhstan and its interactions with the Russian Empire and Qing China. He is a professor
at the Research Institute of Languages and Cultures of Asia and Africa at Tokyo University of
Foreign Studies. His work is based on multi-archival research, incorporating Russian, Chinese,
and Kazakh sources. He has collaborated with leading Kazakh scholars and institutions,
including the Al-Farabi Kazakh National University, the Institute of Oriental Studies, and
the L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University. His research focuses on Kazakh mobility,
geopolitical dynamics, and legal history, particularly the integration of Kazakh customary
law into Russian and Qing legal systems (Noda, 2016).

Analysis

This section commences with a discussion of Sarah Cameron’s responses, in which she offers
valuable insights into the historical and cultural intricacies of Kazakhstan. These insights serve
to illuminate her research trajectory and its broader implications within the field. According
to her replies: (1) Background Information: Sarah Cameron grew up in the area surrounding
Washington, D.C., with strong international influences, as her mother holds dual citizenship,
including New Zealand. This global perspective was further cultivated through study-abroad
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programs during her college years. Following her undergraduate studies, Cameron joined
the Peace Corps and spent two years in the Russian Far East, where she developed a deep
interest in Soviet history and the experiences of peripheral Soviet regions. Observing firsthand
the distinctions between Soviet influence in the Russian Far East and Moscow significantly
informed her subsequent academic pursuits.

(2) Motivation for Study: According to her, Cameron’s interest in Kazakhstan arose from
an academic gap: Central Asia, especially Kazakhstan, remains under-researched in Western
scholarship. While previous studies had largely focused on Uzbekistan, often generalizing
Central Asia through its lens, Kazakhstan’s distinct historical trajectory remained insufficiently
examined. Furthermore, the country’s comparatively open archival access, in contrast to
the more restrictive conditions in Uzbekistan, where foreign researchers frequently require
Foreign Ministry approval, provided an opportunity for more direct engagement with primary
sources. These factors made Kazakhstan a particularly compelling focus of research.

(3) Research Impact: Sarah Cameron’s research makes substantial contributions to the
understanding of Central Asian history, with a particular emphasis on Kazakhstan’s complex
relationship with migration. She demonstrates that Kazakhstan’s historical trajectory has
been profoundly shaped by successive waves of migration, a phenomenon she regards as both
distinctive and analytically significant. Beginning with pre-Soviet settlers in the late 19th
century, Kazakhstan has witnessed multiple influxes of diverse populations, including Soviet-
era special settlers, deported ethnic groups, and participants in the Virgin Lands Campaign,
which brought Koreans, Kalmyks, Chechens, and others to the region. Cameron underscores
the extent to which these migratory movements have continuously reshaped Kazakhstan’s
national identity. In the post-Soviet period, programs such as Kandas have facilitated the
return of ethnic Kazakhs, even as Russians, Ukrainians, and Germans have continued to
emigrate following the Soviet Union collapse. At the same time, she highlights a resurgence
of Russian ethnic migration to Kazakhstan, reinforcing the country’s pivotal role in regional
migration dynamics. Outward migration, particularly to China, has further shaped Kazakh
society, demonstrating the far-reaching implications of these demographic shifts.

Sarah Cameron’s The Hungry Steppe: Famine, Violence, and the Making of Soviet Kazakhstan
explores the catastrophic famine of the 1930s and its enduring consequences. She highlights
the challenges of reconstructing the experiences ordinary Kazakhs, as the available records
are predominantly derived from Soviet archives, which offer a state- mediated perspective. By
uncovering the policies that precipitated the famine and analyzing their broader ramifications,
Cameron brings attention to a painful yet essential part in Kazakhstan’s history. Her work
illustrates the ways in which power structures influence both the documentation and the
collective memory of historical events (Cameron, 2018).

Sarah Cameron’s current project, focusing on a later historical period, incorporates a
broader range of sources, including oral histories, which enhance her exploration of migration
as a lens for understanding Kazakhstan’s historical evolution from a predominantly nomadic
society into a crossroads for various cultures and communities. Through her work, Cameron
underscores the enduring impact of migration on Kazakh culture and society, constructing a
nuanced narrative of resilience and transformation.

(4) Research Environment: Sarah Cameron’s archival research for her first monograph was
extensive, encompassing multiple locations within Kazakhstan and beyond. She conducted
foundational research at both the Presidential and State Archives in Almaty, where she
accessed former Communist Party documents and national security records. The Abay Library
in Almaty provided rare collections of newspapers and journals from the 1920s and 1930s,
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offering insight into the sociopolitical climate of the period. Additionally, she consulted
archives in Moscow, including the Russian State Archive of the Russian Federation (GARF)
and another major archive, to incorporate Soviet-era records into her study. For her research
on the Aral Sea crisis, Cameron conducted regional research in the archives of Kyzylorda, a
region directly affected by the environmental degradation of the Aral Sea. These archives
provided invaluable in documenting local perspectives on the socio-economic and ecological
transformations resulting from the shrinking Aral Sea. The records facilitated her analysis
of displacement, migration patterns, and the adaptive strategies of affected communities.
Presently, Cameron’s sources extend to the Scientific Archives and the Archive of the Academy
of Sciences in Kazakhstan. She has also conducted oral history interviews with residents of the
Aral region, including individuals who relocated in the 1970s and 1980s as the environmental
crisis intensified. Through these accounts, she has explored personal and community-based
perspectives on migration, which significantly enriched her understanding of the lasting
impact of the Aral Sea disaster. Additionally, she incorporates U.S.-based sources on the post-
Soviet period to examine the influence of international actors during Kazakhstan’s transition.

Sarah Cameron identified several significant and underexplored topics that hold potential
for further foreign research on Kazakhstan. One such subject is the Virgin Lands Campaign,
which involved a Soviet-era agricultural initiative aimed at cultivating previously unused
land in Kazakhstan and other Central Asian regions. Cameron noted that, despite its historical
significance, this campaign remains insufficiently explored in the context of Kazakh and
Soviet history.

(5) Key Topics: Another crucial area inquiry is the Nevada-Semipalatinsk anti-nuclear
movement, which emerged in response to Soviet nuclear tests near Semipalatinsk. Cameron
highlighted this movement as the largest grassroots mobilization of its kind in the Soviet
Union. While Chernobyl disaster is widely recognized, the Nevada-Semey movement has
received comparatively little scholarly attention, making it a compelling area for further
exploration. She also highlighted the enduring legacy of this movement and its relevance to
contemporary social and environmental activism in Kazakhstan.

Additionally, Cameron emphasized the history of the Russian diaspora in Kazakhstan as a
pertinent research topic, in light of contemporary geopolitical developments and the evolving
nature of Russian-Kazakh relations in Central Asia. She argues that a deeper understanding
of the historical influence of the Russian diaspora could provide valuable insights into the
contemporary ties between the two nations.

Additionally, she noted the historical migration between Kazakhstan and China,
particularly the movement of Kazakhs between Kazakhstan and Xinjiang. This migration has
had complex cultural, social, and economic implications for both regions, meriting further
scholarly attention.

(6) Future Directions: Regarding her future research ambitions, Cameron expressed a
keen interest in revisiting the demographic impact of the Kazakh famine of the 1930s, a
topic she previously examined. She suggested that while previous studies established the
catastrophic scale of the famine, she advocates for more granular demographic analyses, such
as district-level population studies, to deepen our understanding of its effects. She mentioned
the importance of regional demographic research in capturing the full scope and impact
of this historical event. In the context of ethnodemography, she acknowledges the work of
Kazakh demographer Makash Tatimov as foundational for the study of demographic shifts
in Kazakhstan. Cameron calls for further demographic studies to examine the long-term
implications of historical events on Kazakhstan’s multiethnic composition. She also noted the
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international resonance of the Aral Sea crisis highlighting how global audiences readily grasp
its significance due to its parallels with other environmental disasters.

These research directions underscore the evolving landscape of Kazakhstani historical
studies and highlight pressing questions that Cameron hopes will inspire future scholarship.

Background Information: Dr. Jeff Sahadeo is a Canadian academic affiliated with Carleton
University, where he serves as an Associate Professor and Director of the Institute of European,
Russian, and Eurasian Studies (EURUS). His academic research primarily focuses on the
historical and contemporary sociopolitical dynamics within Central Asia, the former Soviet
Union, and Eastern Europe. His work highlights migration, colonialism, and interethnic
relations, with a particular focus on Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan.

(2) Motivation for Study: Dr. Sahadeo’s interest in Kazakhstan and Central Asia was
initially sparked during his university studies in the Soviet period. At that time, the lack of
available information on Central Asian countries intrigued him, motivating him to investigate
how the Soviet Union managed its relationships with these republics. As he delved deeper
into the subject, he became particularly interested in the impact of Soviet colonial policies
on Central Asia and in the ways Kazakhstan maintained its distinct cultural identity while
navigating modernization processes from the 19th century onward. The Kazakh experience of
balancing nomadic traditions with broader societal transformations remains one of the most
compelling aspects of his research.

(3) Research Impact: Dr. Sahadeo believes his work contributes significantly to global
understanding of Central Asia’s post-Soviet evolution, with particular emphasis on Kazakhstan’s
resilience and adaptability. His observations of the Kazakh people, especially the younger
generation, highlight the nation’s dynamic transformation and the rapid shift in national
identity since the post-Soviet period. Through his visits, including a notable 2011 trip to
Almaty, he observed Kazakhstan’s identity consolidation, an ongoing process distinct from
that of other post-Soviet states. His research captures both the historical and contemporary
dynamics, exploring Kazakhstan’s ethnically diverse society, its relationship with Russia, and
its unique place in the broader Central Asian region (Sahadeo, 2007).

(4) Research Support: His work is funded by several prominent organizations including
Canadian research institutions and the Open Society Institute, which provide essential
support for his in-depth studies of the region. His ethnographic research relies extensively on
oral histories, which capture the lived experiences of local people and provide insight into
significant cultural and social transitions.

(5) Key Topics: Dr. Sahadeo’s research focuses on key aspects of Kazakhstan’s historical and
modern identity, with particular attention to issues such as water scarcity, socio-economic
disparities, and the geopolitical balance between Russia and China. His work examines
Kazakhstan’s responses to challenges such as the Aral Sea crisis and ethnic diversity, both of
which have shaped national cohesion. The periods of famine and political repression under
Stalin have left a profound impact on Kazakhstan’s collective memory, an area of particular
interest in his research. Notably, he has observed that while some young Kazakhs, as he noted
at Nazarbayev University in 2017, view Stalin in a positive light, perspectives on the Soviet
legacy outside Kazakhstan often diverge, highlighting generational and regional variations in
historical interpretation.

(6) Future Directions: Dr. Sahadeo seeks to expand his research on Kazakhstan’s ethno-
demographic landscape and national identity evolution. He is particularly interested in
how Kazakhstan navigates its geopolitical position amid contemporary global challenges,
especially in relation to tensions between Russia and Ukraine and the growing influence of
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China. The Aral Sea remains a focal point of his work, symbolizing the environmental and
socio-economic issues. Through his ongoing research, he aims to analyze how Kazakhstan’s
society adapts to both internal and external pressures, striving to balance that respects
heritage preservation with modernization.

To complement the series of interviews with leading experts on Central Asia, the author
conducted an interview with historian Niccolo Pianciola, whose research on Soviet and Central
Asian history provides essential perspectives on forced migration, demographic shifts, and
the socio-environmental consequences of Soviet policies. In this interview series, Pianciola’s
insights, as the final expert interviewed, enriched the study as a whole with his reflections on
complex historical and social themes.

(1-2) Background Information and motivation for study: Niccolo Pianciola, currently a
historian specializing in Central Asian and Soviet history, brings extensive expertise and
perspective to the study of Kazakhstan’s historical landscape. His engagement with Soviet
history in the late 1990s as a student at the University of Turin, Italy. Initially considering a
focus on Italian international connections, he was ultimately drawn to Soviet history under
the influence of Professor Marco Buttino, renowned for his book Revolution in Reverse. This
intellectual shift led him to explore a relatively underexamined topic: The Great Famine in
Kazakhstan, an event with profound implications for both Central Asia and the Soviet Union.

(3-4) Research environment and current study focus: In pursuit of primary sources,
Pianciola conducted archival research in Moscow, in the Central Archives, before expanding
his work during his PhD studies at the University of Naples. His doctoral research broadened
to encompass Tsarist colonization in the Kazakh Steppe, with a comparative analysis of the
Kyrgyz Steppe. This work marked the beginning of his examination of early Soviet history
through a colonial framework, analyzing policies of reform and decolonization.

After this period, Pianciola’s research interests evolved towards borderland studies
and migration, leading to a co-authored volume on post-migration in Eurasia, which held
significant relevance for Kazakhstan. His focus expanded to examine interactions between the
Russian Empire and Central Asia, including Eastern Turkestan (modern-day Xinjiang, China),
especially during his ten-year tenure as a professor in Hong Kong. This geographical shift
led Pianciola to develop comparative studies on the social history of Russian and Chinese
borderlands from the late 19th century to the post-World War II period, an area that remains
central to his current work.

(5-6) Personal experience and key topics: In terms of fieldwork experience, Pianciola
first conducted research in Kazakhstan in 2003, a period marked by economic challenges in
the region. Despite these challenges, he found Kazakhstan’s archival resources to be more
accessible than those of other post-Soviet countries. His work facilitated collaborations with
prominent Kazakh scholars, including historian and politician N. Masanov and historian Zh.
Abylhozhin. Later, during a research period at Nazarbayev University, Pianciola expanded
his archival work investigations at institutions such as the Presidential Archives, the Central
Republic Archive, and State Archives, as well as various regional repositories.

Throughout his career, Pianciola has utilized both anthropological and historical research
methodologies, publishing significant work on issues such as the Aral Sea crisis. His approach
combines archival sources with oral history methodologies, providing a nuanced perspective
on the social and environmental challenges facing Central Asia.

Accordingly, incorporating an interview with Professor Campbell would provide valuable
insights to enrich our research. Campbell’s main contribution lies in addressing the critical
issue of knowledge and power, specifically how power influences the formation of knowledge
about the region.
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(1) Background information: Professor Ian Campbell specializes in pre-Revolutionary Russian
history, focusing on imperial governance over non-Russian subjects. His work emphasizes
Russian administration in Central Asia, particularly in the Kazakh steppe. A native of Michigan,
he earned his B.A. and Ph.D. from the University of Michigan, before completing a postdoctoral
fellowship at Harvard’s Davis Center. Since 2012, he has served as a faculty member at UC-
Davis. His first book, Knowledge and the Ends of Empire (2017) was shortlisted for the Central
Eurasian Studies Society’s Book Prize in History. His current research examines Russian
borderland violence and Kazakh history through the framework of settler colonialism.

(2) Motivation for study: Campbell’s interest in Central Asia began with Russian language
courses at university, which led him to explore the Russian Empire as a multiethnic society.
Influential works by Virginia Martin and Adrienne Edgar highlighted the scarcity of Western
scholarship on Central Asia, inspiring him to contribute to the field. Approximately two
decades ago, a new generation of historians gained access to Central Asian archives,
producing groundbreaking research that further shaped his intellectual trajectory. Seeking
deeper engagement, he pursued studies in Turkic languages, enrolling in a CASA program
with a scholarship. Despite challenges in practicing Kazakh, he continues to study and read
the language, crediting Aliya Kuryshzhanova and Zaure Batayeva for their support. His
intellectual curiosity was also shaped by National Geographic, which him to diverse cultures
and landscapes from an early age. His intellectual curiosity was also shaped by National
Geographic, which introduced him to diverse cultures and landscapes from an early age.
He views Kazakhstan as both a paradigm and a case study, analyzing railroad expansion,
economic transformations, and cultural interactions in the late Russian Empire. His research
increasingly focuses on pastoral nomadic and settled agricultural communities, examining
their economic and social developments over time.

(3) Research Impact: Campbell’s scholarship bridges economic, social, and military histories,
exploring imperial governance, cultural exchanges, and colonial dynamics in Kazakhstan
and beyond. Drawing on archival sources, military records, and memoirs, he provides new
perspectives on power relations within the Russian Empire and Soviet Union. His research
reframes Kazakhstan’s historical significance, contributing to broader discussions on colonial
administration and resistance.

(4) Research Support: He conducted extensive research at Kazakhstan’s Central State
Archives, which limited his ability to access other regions. Prior to his arrival, he relied
on Sarah Cameron’s expertise to refine his research agenda. Kazakh students assisted
in organizing his visit, while logistical support was provided through a U.S. government
scholarship and the U.S. Embassy. His collaborations with leading Kazakh historians Gulmira
Sultangaliyeva and Zhanat Kundakbayeva have been instrumental, and he actively follows
the work of emerging scholars in the field.

(5) Personal experience and key topics: Upon arriving in Kazakhstan, Campbell was
struck by contrast between Almaty’s lively spring and St. Petersburg’s long winter. Adjusting
to new academic environments presented challenges, particularly in archives where staff
attitudes could be unpredictable. Despite these obstacles, he emphasizes Kazakhstan’s
untapped research potential, advocating for its study within a global framework rather than
in isolation. Comparing Kazakhstan to British imperial studies in Australia and Canada, he
encourages the application of imperial history methodologies to explore the region’s unique
yet globally interconnected past. He also notes a shift in post-Soviet scholarship, where
nationalist perspectives increasingly shape academic discourse. He encourages a critical yet
balanced approach, prioritizing archival research in constructing nuanced historical analyses.
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(6) Future Directions: Campbell conducted six months of research in Russia and Kazakhstan
for his first book, utilizing archival sources in Almaty and Moscow. However, increasing
restrictions on access to Russian archives have led him to shift his focus to Kazakhstan and
Poland for future research. His recent book, Bleeding Edges, explores military history, while
his next project will examine Soviet Russian approaches of memoirs and documentation.
He has a particular interest in the work of Aibubi Duysebayeva and other young scholars
specializing in visual documentation. For early-career researchers, Campbell offers several
key recommendations: Read widely before assuming a discovery has been made; Share your
ideas, even if they’re not fully developed — scholarship is a process of growth rather than
perfection; Engage deeply with archival sources, as meaningful research is rooted in primary
sources; Overcome language barriers by focusing on engagement and persistence; Respect
and learn from fellow scholars, since historical research is a dialogue, not a solitary pursuit.

Campbell believes Kazakhstan holds immense potential for historical discoveries. He
underscores the importance of situating one’s research within broader academic discourse,
striving to make Central Asian history accessible to a broader audience while connecting
local narratives to global frameworks.

Professor Jin Noda, the next interviewee, provided his responses in written form, offering
valuable insights into his research on Kazakh history and its broader significance in Eurasian
studies.

(1) Background Information: Professor Jin Noda, a researcher at the Tokyo University of
Foreign Studies, developed an interest in Central Asia during high school, sparked by the
collapse of the Soviet Union — an event that challenged the fixed narratives in his textbooks.
This early curiosity evolved into a scholarly pursuit of the 18th and 19th century Kazakh
history, with a particular focus on Kazakh interactions with the Russian Empire and Qing
China.

(2) Motivation for Study: His fascination with nomadic pastoralism, a way of life very
different from that of Japan, led him to Central Asian studies. Unlike traditional world history,
which often marginalize Kazakhstan, he views it as a central player in Eurasian interrelations.
What fascinates him most is the adaptability and mobility of nomadic societies, a defining
characteristic of Kazakh history.

(3). Research Impact: Professor Noda’s research provides a refined understanding of Kazakh-
Russian-Qing relations, emphasizing Kazakhs’ role as intermediaries in Eurasian history. His
approach is multi-archival, comparing sources from different perspectives. Additionally, he
applies interdisciplinary methods, collaborating with environmental scientists to analyze
historical climate data. His research challenges Western-centric narratives and argues for a
more integrated perspective on Central Asia’s place in global history.

(4).Research Environment: Professor Noda has conducted extensive research at Kazakhstan’s
Central State Archive and the Central Academic Library in Almaty, working in collaboration
with institutions such as KazNU and the Institute of Oriental Studies. He acknowledges Prof.
Meruert Abuseitova, who facilitated his research stay, and Prof. Klara Khafizova, a leading
Sinologist and research collaborator.

Fieldwork in northeastern Kazakhstan, particularly at Junghar archaeological sites such as
Ablaikit, deepened his understanding of how geography influenced Kazakh history. One of
the primary challenges remains the fragmented nature of archival sources, requiring extensive
effort to reconstruct historical narratives.

(5). Key Research Areas: Professor Noda’s research focuses on Kazakh-Russian-Qing
relations and diplomatic interactions. Kazakh customary law and its integration into late
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19th-century imperial legal systems. Environmental history, integrating climate data into
historical studies. Kazakh mobility and adaptability, essential to understanding their historical
resilience. He also observes a strong interest from both Kazakh scholars and the wider public
in his work, as his methodology and sources offer perspectives distinct from those prevalent
in Kazakhstani historiography.

(6). Future Directions: Currently, his research is shifting toward the legal transformations
of the late 19th century, examining how the Russian and Qing Empires incorporated Kazakh
customary law into cross-border legal frameworks. His advice to early-career scholars
straightforward: gather as much historical material as possible — strong research begins with
a solid foundation.

In addition, he emphasizes the importance of challenging Eurocentric narratives and
encourages future historians to integrate Kazakh history into global historical discourse.

Humanitarian Approach to Research on Kazakhstan

An examination of the motivations underlying the diverse group of scholars and experts
who have dedicated themselves to the study of Kazakhstan, reveals that many of these
individuals first developed an interest in the region during their student years, leading to
sustained academic pursuit. Their research has been guided by the professional demands of
their respective fields. However, certain individuals, such as Ron Wiley, became intrigued by
Kazakhstan out of personal interest rather than professional necessity. Their engagement with
the country’s culture, languages, and history, despite lacking formal academic specialization
in the field, provides a unique perspective. This raises an important question: what drives such
personal curiosity about Kazakhstan, and how do non-specialists contribute to the broader
study of the region?

Dr. Ron Wiley, has spent over 30 years in the non-profit sector, primarily with Resource
Exchange International, Inc. (REL Inc.) where he currently serves as the Central Asia Director.
Dr. Wiley brings a unique humanitarian perspective shaped by his extensive work in this region.
His insights provide a valuable perspective on Kazakhstan’s socio-cultural development,
particularly in the context of international service and cross-cultural cooperation.

Background Information: Dr. Ron Wiley, Central Asia Director for Resource Exchange
International (REI, Inc.), has devoted over 30 years in the non-profit sector. Initially trained
in agriculture and plant breeding, he shifted his focus following a formative visit to the
Soviet Union in 1991, during which he travelled to Moscow, Tashkent, and Almaty. This
experience exposed him to Kazakhstan’s ethnic diversity and cultural complexity, leaving
a lasting impression. He was struck by the Kazakhs’ hospitality and warmth, inspiring a
strong personal connection to the region. In 1994, he returned to Kazakhstan with his family,
immersed himself in the Kazakh language, taught English, and engaged in rural community
projects, particularly in micro-enterprise and microfinance.

Motivation for study and research impact: Guided by his Christian faith and curiosity about
different cultures, Wiley’s early encounters with Kazakhstan reshaped his understanding of
Central Asia, encouraging him to contribute to the country’s development. He committed to
teaching Kazakh, which strengthened his bond with local community and provided insight
into Kazakhstan’s unique cultural heritage. Initially invited by KIMEP University in Almaty,
Dr. Wiley’s research on restorative justice and community-based conflict resolution involves
extensive fieldwork across regions such as Taldykorgan and Oskemen. His workshops and
interviews document Kazakh cultural traditions in conflict resolution, offering critical insights
into Kazakhstan’s heritage and community values.
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Research Environment and Future Directions: Dr. Wiley gathered cultural resources from
bookstores and KIMEP University, enriching his research with traditional Kazakh narratives.
Wiley’s research highlights role of Uyat (shame) in Kazakh society and explores restorative
justice practices, particularly among kandas (ethnic Kazakh repatriates) from China, who
retain strong traditional values. These insights deepen the understanding of indigenous
Kazakh social practices. Wiley aims to explore the experiences of kandas from Mongolia and
address challenges faced by urban Kazakh youth, examining how traditional values contribute
to community cohesion in contemporary Kazakh society modern settings.

Results

This study highlights the diverse research contributions of foreign scholars and experts
in advancing the historiography of Kazakhstan. Sarah Cameron examines migration and
demographic shifts, emphasizing the long-term effects of forced settlement and repatriation.
Jeff Sahadeo investigates colonial governance and identity formation, establishing a link
between Soviet policies to contemporary socio-political dynamics. Niccolo Pianciola focuses
on forced collectivization and environmental transformations, demonstrating the socio-
economic consequences of Soviet rule. Ian Campbell investigates imperial legal systems
and settler colonialism, providing insights into Russian governance over Kazakh lands. Jin
Noda reconstructs Kazakh-Qing-Russian relations, challenging narratives that marginalize
Kazakhstan within Eurasian history.

Beyond academic historiography, Dr. Ron Wiley provides a non-traditional perspective,
analyzing restorative justice, cultural values, and the experiences of Kandas repatriates
through a humanitarian and community-based lens. His work underscores the role of non-
specialist contributors in shaping the understanding of Kazakh identity and traditions.

The study further highlights the potential for expanding interview-based research into a
more narrative-driven format, facilitating a deeper exploration of intellectual trajectories,
cross-disciplinary connections, and alternative research perspectives. By prioritizing depth
over breadth, this approach will further contribute to a more integrated understanding of
Kazakhstan’s history within broader global and comparative frameworks.

Conclusion

The collective insights Sarah Cameron, Jeff Sahadeo, Niccolo Pianciola, Ian Campbell, Jin
Noda and Ron Wiley provide a comprehensive and multi-perspective analysis of Kazakhstan’s
historical development. Each scholar approaches the subject from a distinct angle, contributing
to a broader understanding of migration, governance, legal transformations, environmental
challenges, and identity formation in the region. Their works enhance historiographical
discourse on Kazakhstan and integrate it into the broader context of Eurasian and global
history.

A key distinguishing feature of these scholars’ research is their lack of historiographical
constraints or the «memory of the genre» that often shapes domestic narratives. Unlike
Kazakhstani historians, who may work within established frameworks influenced by national
historiography, post-Soviet perspectives, or institutional paradigms, these foreign researchers
engage with Kazakhstan’s past through comparative, multi-archival, and interdisciplinary
approaches. This enables them to introduce new methodologies and challenge dominant
interpretations, providing fresh perspectives on key historical processes.
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Sarah Cameron’s research foregrounds migration as a central force in Kazakhstan’s history,
tracing its effects from the pre-Soviet period through Soviet policies to present-day repatriation
programs. Her ability to examine both demographic shifts and environmental crises, such as
the Aral Sea disaster, adds complexity to understanding Kazakhstan’s social and economic
transformations (Cameron, 2018

Jeff Sahadeo focuses on colonialism, interethnic relations, and post-Soviet identity
formation, emphasizing Kazakhstan’s adaptability within shifting political landscapes.
His comparative framework highlights the legacies of imperial rule and their continuing
influence on contemporary national identity, particularly in relation to Soviet memory and
socio-political change (Sahadeo, 2007).

Niccolo Pianciola’s scholarship provides an important foundation for understanding Tsarist
and Soviet policies toward Kazakhstan, particularly through the lens of forced migration,
collectivization, and economic restructuring. His research challenges existing narratives
by exploring the broader Eurasian context of migration and borderland policies, linking
Kazakhstan’s experience to Russian and Chinese administrative strategies. His reliance
on archival sources, rather than state-imposed historical frameworks, allows for a more
independent and comparative perspective.

Ian Campbell examines Kazakhstan through the prism of imperial governance and legal
transformations, offering insights into settler colonialism, military administration, and
legal pluralism on the Kazakh steppe. His integration of Russian, Kazakh, and Western
historiographical traditions enables a more comparative and balanced analysis of how Russian
imperial policies shaped local governance and legal adaptations (Campbell, 2017).

Dr. Ron Wiley’s engagement with Kazakhstan reflects a deep personal and professional
commitment. Since his first visit in 1991, he has spent decades immersed in the country’s
culture, language, and traditions through his work in education and community development.
His research on restorative justice and conflict resolution highlights the enduring strength of
Kazakh heritage in shaping community life. By exploring the experiences of Kandas repatriates
and urban youth, Wiley bridges historical tradition with contemporary realities, offering
valuable insights into how cultural values evolve in a changing world. His work stands as a
testament to the power of cultural understanding and enduring human connections.

Jin Noda, working across Russian, Qing, and Kazakh archives, reconstructs Kazakhstan’s role
as a geopolitical mediator in Eurasia. His work on nomadic mobility, diplomatic interactions,
and legal history challenges conventional portrayal of Kazakhstan as a passive periphery,
instead positioning it as an active agent in regional power dynamics. His comparative
approach, which avoids the constraints of Soviet-era historiographical traditions, allows for a
more nuanced and objective reconstruction of the region’s past (Noda, 2016).

Together, these scholars bring Kazakhstan’s history into global conversations, moving beyond
regional narratives to examine its historical role within imperial, colonial, and migratory contexts.
Their methodological flexibility, unbound by historiographical traditions or institutional
constraints, enables them to challenge established interpretations, incorporate transnational
comparisons, and introduce new conceptual frameworks to the study of Kazakhstan.

In the context of future research, the interview-based approach applied in this study
demonstrates considerable promise for further development. Refining this approach into
a more narrative-driven format would allow for deeper engagement with historiographical
trends and intellectual trajectories, fostering a richer and more reflective understanding
of Kazakhstan’s historical transformations. Prioritizing quality over quantity, this study
underscores the need for continued scholarly dialogue, methodological innovation, and
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comparative analysis to further integrate Kazakhstan’s history into broader Eurasian and
global historiography.
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