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The Scholarly Legacy of Akzhan Mashanov in Domestic Historiography

The article provides a historiographical analysis of studies devoted to the life, scholarly activity, and intellec-
tual legacy of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich Mashanov, Doctor of Geological and Mineralogical Sciences, Profes-
sor, and Corresponding Member of the Academy of Sciences of the Kazakh SSR. It examines the degree to
which his works have been studied in domestic scholarship, identifies the main directions in the scholarly in-
terpretation of his legacy, and determines the range of issues that have received insufficient coverage in histo-
riography. Particular attention is paid to the formation of perceptions of A. Zh. Mashanov as a prominent rep-
resentative of the Kazakh national intelligentsia of the twentieth century, whose scholarly activity developed
within the framework of interdisciplinary interaction between the natural sciences and the humanities. The ar-
ticle analyzes works on intellectual biography, personal history, and the history of Kazakhstan’s national in-
telligentsia, as well as specialized studies devoted specifically to Akzhan Zhaksybekovich. It establishes that,
at the early stage of research, publications were dominated by descriptive-biographical and publicistic ap-
proaches, within which primary attention was given to his achievements in geology, mining, and pedagogy.
At the same time, the scholar’s historical views and his studies of the ancient history of Kazakhstan, cultural
heritage, the history of science, and spiritual continuity did not for a long time become the subject of inde-
pendent scholarly investigation. It is shown that the subsequent expansion of the source base, the publication
of previously inaccessible works, and the introduction of new materials into scholarly circulation contributed
to the transition toward a more systematic level of research. The main directions in the study of A.Zh.
Mashanov’s scholarly legacy are identified, including his contribution to the development of geology, min-
ing, Farabi studies, and the study of the ancient history and ancient metallurgy of Kazakhstan, as well as in-
terpretations of his works in the context of historical memory, national self-consciousness, and cultural conti-
nuity. It is revealed that contemporary historiography continues to preserve different approaches to evaluating
his scholarly legacy: in some works, priority is given to the natural-scientific dimension; in others, to histori-
cal and cultural issues; while still others attempt to examine his works as an integral interdisciplinary system.
The scientific novelty of the article lies in the systematization of the main stages in the study of A.zZh.
Mashanov’s scholarly legacy and in identifying the logic of development of the historiography devoted to
him. The biographical, source-based and institutional, comprehensive-biographical, and conceptual-analytical
stages are defined. The least developed problems are also identified, including the relationship between the
natural-scientific and historical-humanitarian components of his legacy, the connection between the scholar’s
geological research and his historical generalizations, the place of his studies in the intellectual history of Ka-
zakhstan in the second half of the twentieth century, and the influence of his views on the development of
domestic historical thought. Thus, it may be concluded that, despite the considerable expansion of research
devoted to A.Zh. Mashanov, his scholarly legacy has not yet received exhaustive conceptual analysis. The
necessity of further study of his works is substantiated, both as an important source for the study of the histo-
ry of Kazakhstani science and the role of the national intelligentsia, and for the methodological approaches of
contemporary historiography.
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national intelligentsia, interdisciplinary approach, historical memory, Turkic civilization, Farabi studies,
scholarly legacy.

Introduction

In contemporary historical scholarship over the past several decades, considerable attention has been
given to the personification of history, an approach that makes it possible to examine the historical process
through the activities of individual actors, their worldviews, scholarly work, and influence on social
development. This approach contributes to a more nuanced reconstruction of a historical period, reveals the
motivations, goals, and individual characteristics of a person, and helps avoid distortions in the interpretation
of historical facts. For modern national historiography, this line of inquiry is especially relevant, since
contemporary Kazakhstani historical scholarship has demonstrated a growing interest in reassessing the
contribution of the national elite to the formation of scholarly thought, historical memory, and cultural
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The Scholarly Legacy of...

identity. Indeed, the history of Kazakhstan encompasses not only the military victories and defeats of batyrs
and khans, but also the lives of individuals who made a substantial contribution to the development of
Kazakhstani society.

One such figure is Akzhan Zhaksybekovich Mashanov, a representative of the Kazakh intelligentsia of
the second half of the twentieth century. His name is traditionally associated with geology, mine surveying,
and Farabi studies. At the same time, however, Mashanov’s scholarship addressed questions of the ancient
history of Kazakhstan, the origins of Turkic civilization, cultural heritage, and the interrelationship between
natural-scientific knowledge and the humanities. In this regard, his legacy constitutes an important subject of
historiographical inquiry.

The relevance of addressing Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s scholarly legacy is determined by several
factors. First, in the context of the ongoing renewal of the methodological foundations of historical
scholarship, there has been a growing interest in intellectual history, biography, and interdisciplinary
research. Second, contemporary historical scholarship in Kazakhstan is increasingly oriented toward
identifying and examining the contribution of the national intelligentsia to the formation of the country’s
scholarly and spiritual environment. Third, amid heightened attention to issues of national identity, historical
memory, and the continuity of scholarly tradition, there is an increasing need to reassess the legacy of those
scholars whose ideas were ahead of their time and remain relevant to present-day humanities research. In this
respect, Mashanov’s works constitute an important source for the modern interpretation of the history and
culture of Turkic civilization.

The aim of this article is to conduct a historiographical analysis of studies devoted to the life, scholarly
activity, and intellectual legacy of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich Mashanov.

to achieve this aim, the article addresses the following objectives:

to analyze the main directions of domestic and foreign scholarship on intellectual biography and
personal history;

to characterize a number of works devoted to the life and scholarly activity of A.Zh. Mashanov;

to demonstrate the degree to which his legacy has been studied in contemporary historiography.

Thus, an examination of the personality and scholarly legacy of A.Zh. Mashanov makes it possible not
only to fill existing gaps in national historiography, but also to broaden our understanding of the
development of Kazakhstani scholarship, the intellectual potential of the national intelligentsia, and the new
possibilities offered by the interdisciplinary analysis of historical processes. Turning to the life and legacy of
Akzhan Zhaksybekovich also allows us to clarify the scholar’s place in the history of national scholarship,
identify the historiographical potential of his works, and expand our understanding of the role of the national
intelligentsia in the development of domestic historical science.

Materials and Methods

The source base of this study consists of a corpus of scholarly and scholarly-publicistic works devoted
to the life, career, and academic legacy of A. Zh. Mashanov, as well as publications addressing particular
aspects of his research activity. The materials analyzed include a bibliographic index, monographs, articles
published in academic journals, conference proceedings, electronic publications, and archival documents
published and introduced into scholarly circulation between 1995 and 2025.

A central component of the source base is the bibliographic index prepared for the scholar’s ninetieth
anniversary by staff members of K.l. Satpayev Kazakh National Technical University [1], together with
specialized monographic studies and academic works examining his life, scholarly school, and the principal
directions of his research activity [2-7]. These works make it possible to assess the degree of
historiographical development of the problem, identify the main thematic areas, and trace the dynamics of
scholarly interest in the scientist’s legacy.

A substantial part of the historiographical base is formed by publications devoted to specific aspects of
A. Zh. Mashanov’s scholarly legacy, above all his contribution to the study and development of Farabi
studies in Kazakhstan, as well as his socio-political activities [8-17]. These works make it possible to
determine which aspects of his scholarly heritage have received the most comprehensive treatment in
academic and publicistic literature and which issues remain debated or only fragmentarily explored.

A special place within the historiographical corpus is occupied by the works of A. Zh. Mashanov
himself, published in the multivolume collected edition Shygarmalar zhinagy (“Collected Works”) [18-31].
This body of sources makes it possible to analyze not only the historiographical reception of the scholar’s
personality, but also the substance of his scientific ideas. The multivolume edition reflects the principal
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directions of his intellectual inquiry, including the history and culture of Kazakhstan, the relationship
between natural-scientific and humanistic knowledge, problems of Farabi studies, the history of science, and
the formation of national historical consciousness. The analysis of these collected works made it possible to
identify ideas that were subsequently developed in national scholarship, as well as to determine those aspects
of his legacy that have not yet become the subject of specialized study.

An additional documentary foundation for the study was provided by materials from the Central State
Archive of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Fund 2285 [32]. These materials made it possible to clarify certain
biographical details and to supplement published data with archival sources.

The study employs historiographical, comparative-historical, and biographical methods.

The historiographical method was used to systematize the scholarly literature, determine the degree to
which the topic has been studied, and identify the main directions and stages in the interpretation of
A. Zh. Mashanov’s personality and scholarly legacy in Kazakhstani scholarship. Through this method, works
devoted both to general issues of intellectual biography and to specific aspects of the scholar’s life and
activity were analyzed. Its application demonstrated that the existing historiography on Akzhan
Zhaksybekovich focuses primarily on his biography and on his contribution to Farabi studies, geology, and
mine surveying, whereas his contribution to the development of historical scholarship, particularly to the
study of the ancient history of Kazakhstan and to the formation of an interdisciplinary approach in
scholarship, has not yet been examined in full.

The comparative-historical method was used to develop approaches to the analysis of Mashanov’s
legacy and to compare publications devoted to the scholar across different periods. This method made it
possible to establish that earlier publications on Akzhan Zhaksybekovich were generally limited to brief
overviews, whereas later studies show a clear tendency toward a more comprehensive examination of his life
and scholarly activity.

The biographical method was employed to analyze the relationship between the scholar’s life trajectory
and the evolution of his research interests and scholarly priorities. Its use is justified by the fact that the study
of an intellectual biography requires consideration of the scholar not only through the prism of publications
devoted to him, but also in relation to the historical epoch in which he lived, the social environment that
shaped him, and his professional formation. This method made it possible to examine A. Zh. Mashanov as a
representative of the twentieth-century Kazakh intelligentsia whose scholarly views were formed at the
intersection of natural-scientific and humanistic knowledge.

Results

The historiographical analysis conducted in this study demonstrates that scholarly interpretations of the
life, academic activity, and historical views of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich developed gradually and passed
through several stages, each reflecting shifts in research priorities, the source base, and methodological ap-
proaches in domestic scholarship. The historiography of this subject was shaped both by the scale of the
scholar’s personality and by broader transformations in the social and academic environment. A.Zh.
Mashanov left behind a substantial intellectual legacy comprising more than 200 scholarly works. Alongside
his fundamental contribution to geology, mine surveying, and geomechanics, he made a significant contribu-
tion to the development of Farabi studies, the history of science, and the interpretation of the ancient history
and metallurgy of Kazakhstan. The interdisciplinary nature of his legacy predetermined the complexity and
heterogeneity of the historiography devoted to his life and work.

At the early stage, historiography was predominantly descriptive-biographical and publicistic in charac-
ter. Interest in the scholar’s scientific legacy emerged during his lifetime. This was associated with his en-
gagement with historical and cultural issues and with his attempts to reinterpret the past of the Kazakh peo-
ple. During this period, information about him was reflected primarily in periodicals such as “Za inzhenernye
kadry,” “Qostanai tany,” “Sotsialistik Kazakhstan,” “Vechernyaya Alma-Ata,” “Qazaq adebieti,” “Zhas
Alash,” and “Ulan.” These publications contained only fragmentary information on his biography, profes-
sional career, scholarly and pedagogical activity, and achievements in geology, mining, and literature. An
analysis of these articles leads us to conclude that they were largely limited to well-known facts and did not
aim to provide an in-depth analysis of the scholar’s intellectual legacy. They lacked a comprehensive ap-
proach to his works, and the various fields of his activity were examined in isolation. For example, his geo-
logical achievements were considered separately from his historical and philosophical views, which prevent-
ed researchers from perceiving the internal coherence of his scholarly worldview.
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A relevant example is the article “Iz pleyady uchenykh” by R. Bektibayev, published in the newspaper
“Kazakhstanskaya pravda” on July 31, 1996 [32; 1]. In it, the author emphasized the artistic expressiveness
of A.Zh. Mashanov’s works, through which the results of geological research acquired figurative and sym-
bolic form. At the same time, however, he did not reveal the relationship between the scholar’s geological
discoveries and the ancient history of Kazakhstan, although these discoveries could have been used as unique
sources for understanding the history and culture of ancient Kazakhstan. Thus, the early stage of historiog-
raphy may be characterized as a phase of initial accumulation of information, when A.Zh. Mashanov was
perceived primarily as an outstanding scholar and educator, but not yet as the object of specialized and com-
prehensive analysis.

The next stage is associated with the institutionalization of research on Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s lega-
cy and with a significant expansion of the source base. A special role in this process belonged to
Sh.A. Abdiraman. Under his leadership, the A.Zh. Mashanov Center was established at the K.I. Satpayev
Kazakh National Technical University. The activities of the Center consisted not only of conducting academ-
ic research and organizing cultural events aimed at popularizing the scholar’s scientific legacy, but also in
purposeful work on publishing his writings. Owing to the efforts of Shamshiden Abdiramanovich and the
Center’s staff, both previously known and unpublished works by Akzhan Zhaksybekovich were published,
including “Al-Farabi kopiri” (2005) [18], “Al-Farabi zhane Abai” (2005) [19], “Zher syry” (2006), the sci-
ence-fiction novel “Tasta tuiilgen tarikh” (2006) [20], the multi-volume work “Tabu,” which also includes
“Ghajaiyp ot oshaghy” and “Ai arysy” (2007) [21], “Al-Farabi zhane bugingi ghylym” (2007) [22], “Al-
Farabi i sovremennaya nauka” (2007) [23], “Aidyng aialdamalary” (2008) [24], the multi-volume work
“Shanyrag,” which includes “Azhar ana zhane bal ara” and “Ghalami zhadiger” (2008) [25], “Zhana dauir.
Shyndyq shyngy ghylymda” (2009) [26], the multi-volume work “Qadir tungi oilar,” which includes “Al-
Farabi kosmologiyasy,” “Ghylymi ata,” and “Ghajaiyp sarailar, sara zholdar” (2009) [27], “Ghalami mor”
(2010) [28], «“Turan gagpasy” (2010) [29], “Ogizkhannyn qol tangbasy” (2011) [30], and “Al-Farabi zhane
muzyka” (2011) [31]. The introduction of these works into scholarly circulation marked an important stage
in the development of historiography, since it enabled researchers to move from a superficial description of
the scholar’s personality to an analysis of his ideas and academic concepts.

Alongside publishing activities, the annual “Mashanov Readings,” organized by the K.I. Satpayev Ka-
zakh National Technical University, also acquired considerable importance. Their scholarly role lies not only
in preserving the memory of the scholar, but also in fostering sustained academic interest in his legacy and in
integrating his ideas into contemporary humanities and natural-science scholarship. Consequently, this stage
may be defined as source-based and institutional, since it created the necessary conditions for a more detailed
study of A.Zh. Mashanov’s scientific legacy.

A new stage in historiography is associated with the appearance of works that attempted a comprehen-
sive interpretation of the scholar’s life and academic activity. One of the first such studies was
Sh.A. Abdiraman’s work “Akzhan Mashanov” [2]. The significance of this publication lies in the fact that
the author moved beyond the conventional limits of the biographical genre and combined an account of the
scholar’s life with an analysis of his academic activity. The book contains information not only about
Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s professional career, but also about his origins, ancestors, the history of the
Mashanov family, and the role of family values and paternal support in shaping his personality and
worldview. This approach made it possible to consider biography not as an external supplement to scholarly
legacy, but as an important factor explaining the distinctive features of his intellectual thinking. At the same
time, Shamshiden Abdiramanovich devoted considerable attention to the scholar’s works in geology, Farabi
studies, and the cultural heritage of the Kazakh people, which makes this publication one of the first attempts
at a holistic reconstruction of his intellectual profile.

The next stage in the development of historiography is associated with the transition to more systema-
tized and interdisciplinary research. An important contribution in this direction was made by
M.B. Nurpeisova, who in 2016 published “Mashanov’s Scientific School” [4], timed to coincide with the
110th anniversary of the scholar’s birth. The work was published in four languages — Kazakh, Russian,
English, and Chinese — which broadened the reception of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s scientific legacy and
made it accessible not only to the domestic but also to the international scholarly community. In Marzhan
Baisanovna’s study, attention is paid not only to the main stages of the scholar’s life, but also to the for-
mation and development of his scientific school, its key concepts, and the studies that laid the foundations of
geological scholarship and Farabi studies in Kazakhstan. Thus, the author employs not only a biographical
but also a systemic scholarly approach, allowing the scholar to be viewed as the founder of a research tradi-
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tion and as an encyclopedic figure in the history of Kazakhstani science. Her work demonstrates that the
study of the scholar’s legacy has moved beyond the description of isolated fragments toward the reconstruc-
tion of his role in the institutional and intellectual development of scholarship.

A special place in contemporary domestic historiography belongs to the studies of Zada Dukenbayeva,
Doctor of Historical Sciences and Professor at L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University. She has pub-
lished more than fifty scholarly works dedicated to the memory of the scholar. It should be noted that Profes-
sor Dukenbayeva examines the personality of A.Zh. Mashanov from the perspectives of historical-cultural,
socio-political, and interdisciplinary analysis. Thus, in such works as “Ghulama ghalym Akzhan
Zhaksybekuly Al-Mashanidin 110 zhyldyk mereitoiyna arnalgan ghylymi tanymdyk zhinaktary” (2016) [5],
“Al-Farabi zhane Al-Mashani ruhani dunietanumy” [7], and “Akzhan Zhaksybekuly Mashanov” [3; 3-364],
she consistently reveals the scholar’s life and work, the methodological features of his research, his contribu-
tion to the development of Kazakhstan’s historical scholarship, and the relationship between his activity and
the socio-political conditions of the twentieth century. An analysis of Z.0. Dukenbayeva’s works allows us
to distinguish three main directions in the study of A.Zh. Mashanov’s legacy: the study of his contribution to
the historical and cultural heritage and ancient history of Kazakhstan; the analysis of his scholarly and peda-
gogical activity and his role in the development of national education; and the examination of his work in the
context of socio-cultural and political changes in the second half of the twentieth century. In our view, this
approach is distinguished by its systematic and cross-disciplinary character, combining historical, archaeo-
logical, geological, and philosophical dimensions.

Over the last decade, the development of historiography on this subject has been marked by increased
attention to the historical-philosophical and spiritual legacy of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich. A significant con-
tribution has been made by N.B. Smagulov, PhD, Assistant Professor of the Department of Archaeology,
Ethnology, and National History at E.A. Buketov Karaganda University. Among his publications, particular
interest is attached to the studies “Al-Farabi muralary zhoninde Akzhan Mashanovtyng Kuveitte zharyq
korgen magalasyng tarikhy (muraghat malimetteri boiynsha)” [14], “Akzhan Mashanov zhane Abu Nasyr
Al-Farabi: tulghalar fenomenindegi ruhani sabagtastyq” [15], as well as the article “Akzhan Mashanovtyng
ghylymi zhane ruhani murasy” [16]. In the latter, the author provides a comprehensive analysis of the schol-
ar’s research activity, reveals his role in the study of ancient metallurgy in Kazakhstan, and demonstrates that
during the Soviet period this aspect of his academic activity was effectively silenced for ideological reasons.
Nurtas Birlikovich notes that, drawing on archaeological, historical, and written sources, including the works
of al-Farabi, al-Khwarizmi, and al-Biruni, the scholar defended the thesis that the ancient population inhabit-
ing the Kazakh lands possessed deep-rooted and distinctive metallurgical traditions [14; 107]. In so doing,
Akzhan Zhaksybekovich challenged the widespread assumptions of Soviet scholarship, according to which
the development of metallurgy in Kazakhstan was explained primarily through the influence of external “ad-
vanced” civilizations.

The results of the historiographical analysis also show that Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s scholarly activity
elicited a contradictory response from the Soviet authorities. One important finding in N.B. Smagulov’s re-
search is his examination of the pressure exerted by the Soviet authorities on K.I. Satpayev and his circle,
including A.Zh. Mashanov, as reflected in the newspaper “Pravda,” published in 1953 [16; 106]. This makes
it possible to place the study of the scholar’s legacy within the broader context of the interaction between
scholarship, power, and national self-consciousness.

A major contribution to the study of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s historical views was made by
G.S. Zhugenbayeva. In her article “Akzhan al-Mashani kozgarasyndaghy ulttyq tarikhi tanym maseleleri”
[17], she analyzes the scholar’s views on the cultural heritage of the Turkic peoples, migration processes,
historical memory, and spiritual continuity. Particular attention is devoted to his interpretation of the Turani-
an Lowland as one of the most important regions in the formation of the Turkic peoples and Kazakh identity.
Gulbanu Salamadynovna emphasizes that A. Al-Mashani integrated archaeological data, mythology, and
folklore in his research in an effort to reconstruct the origins of Kazakh history beyond Eurocentric and colo-
nial interpretations. Accordingly, this study demonstrates the transition of historiography toward a deeper
engagement with his historical conception and the problem of national identity.

An analysis of the scholarship makes it possible to conclude that research approaches also changed over
the course of historiographical development. Whereas the early stage was dominated by a descriptive-
biographical and publicistic approach, later stages show an increasing use of scholarly biographical analysis,
a historiographical approach that makes it possible to trace the evolution of views on the scholar’s personali-
ty, and an interdisciplinary approach integrating data from history, archaeology, geology, cultural studies,
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and philosophy. Alongside these approaches, an important place is occupied by the contextual approach,
within which Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s activity is examined in connection with the ideological and political
constraints of the Soviet period.

The historiographical analysis shows that most researchers are united in recognizing A.Zh. Mashanov’s
role in the development of Kazakhstani scholarship. In their works, Kazakhstani scholars have acknowledged
the interdisciplinary character of his scientific legacy and its significance for geology, Farabi studies, histori-
cal self-consciousness, and the spiritual heritage of the Kazakh people. At the same time, notable differences
can also be observed in their interpretations. Some researchers focus on Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s contribu-
tion to geology, mine surveying, and the formation of a scientific school; others emphasize his role as a
thinker and scholar who made a substantial contribution to the study of the ancient history of Kazakhstan and
the preservation of national culture; still others attempt to combine both perspectives and consider him as an
integral figure uniting natural-scientific and humanistic knowledge. This reflects one of the key features of
contemporary historiography: the transition from a fragmented examination of separate aspects of the schol-
ar’s activity to an integrative analysis of his personality and scholarly legacy.

At the same time, the analysis has identified a number of insufficiently developed and still debated is-
sues in the historiography of A.Zh. Mashanov’s scientific legacy. Scholarly works continue to differ, for ex-
ample, in determining which component of his legacy should be regarded as primary: the natural-scientific or
the humanistic-historical. Certain divergences are also evident in interpretations of the scholar’s historical
views. Some scholars consider him above all as a researcher who made an important contribution to the res-
toration of national historical memory and to overcoming colonial and Eurocentric interpretations of Ka-
zakhstan’s history. Other authors focus primarily on the cultural-philosophical content of his works without
identifying his historical views as an independent conceptual system. In addition, among the least studied
problems are a comprehensive analysis of the scholar’s historical views, a comparative examination of his
concepts alongside those of other representatives of the twentieth-century Kazakh intelligentsia, and the in-
fluence of his ideas on the development of domestic scholarship. The relationship between the scholar’s geo-
logical works and his interpretation of the ancient history of Kazakhstan also remains insufficiently explored,
although this aspect of his legacy is especially relevant.

Thus, the results of this study show that the historiography of the life and scholarly activity of Akzhan
Zhaksybekovich has evolved from scattered biographical and publicistic writings to more systematic, com-
prehensive, and interdisciplinary studies. Its development reveals a consistent transition from the descriptive
stage to the source-based and institutional stage, then to the comprehensive-biographical stage, and finally to
the contemporary conceptual-analytical stage. At each of these stages, the range of questions expanded,
methodological approaches changed, and the understanding of the multifaceted nature of the scholar’s legacy
deepened. At the same time, the historiography of this subject still retains considerable potential for further
research, particularly with regard to A.Zh. Mashanov’s contribution to historical scholarship.

Discussion

The results obtained make it possible to argue that the historiography devoted to the life and scholarly
legacy of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich developed unevenly and depended to a considerable extent on the condi-
tion of the academic environment, the availability of sources, and prevailing ideological frameworks. The
gradual transition from brief publications in the periodical press to monographic and interdisciplinary studies
indicates that research on this subject has reached a qualitatively new level.

The early stage of historiography was predominantly descriptive in character. This can be explained by
the fact that initial attention to A.Zh. Mashanov focused mainly on recognizing him as an outstanding geolo-
gist, educator, and enlightener. These publications primarily performed a memorial and representative func-
tion; that is, they recorded the significance of the scholar for his contemporaries, but did not yet seek to re-
construct his scholarly concepts. The limited source base, together with the fragmentation of disciplinary
approaches, hindered a comprehensive study of his works. As a result, the various dimensions of his lega-
cy—geological, historical, philosophical, and Farabi studies—were for a long time examined separately. Yet
it was precisely the synthesis of natural-scientific and historical-philosophical knowledge that constituted
one of the key features of the scholar’s intellectual worldview.

An analysis of historiographical works shows that the relationship between Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s
geological research and his views on the ancient history of Kazakhstan was for a long time not treated as a
subject of independent and in-depth study. At the same time, within the structure of his scholarly legacy, ge-
ological material functioned not merely as the result of natural-scientific inquiry, but also as the basis for
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broader historical generalizations. Such an approach reflects the interdisciplinary orientation of his scholarly
thinking, within which data from related disciplines were used to interpret long-term historical and cultural
processes. The insufficient elaboration of this issue in historiography can be explained both by the persis-
tence of disciplinary boundaries and by the complexity of the subject itself.

The activity of Sh.A. Abdiraman was of great importance for the further development of historiography.
His role should be assessed not only in the context of biographical representation of the scholar and the pub-
lication of his works, but also in terms of creating an institutional foundation for further research. This con-
stitutes the methodological significance of that stage. Without the publication of the scholar’s works, the es-
tablishment of a specialized center, and the creation of a stable research environment, a deeper analysis of his
writings would hardly have been possible. At the same time, it should be noted that this stage was oriented
primarily toward the accumulation of materials and their introduction into scholarly circulation, whereas
their critical interpretation was still at an early stage of development.

The works of M.B. Nurpeisova mark a transition to a broader understanding of A.Zh. Mashanov’s
scholarly legacy, extending beyond a narrowly national context. This turn was conditioned by broader
changes in post-Soviet Kazakhstani scholarship, which became increasingly oriented toward incorporating
the national intellectual legacy into the global academic space. As a consequence, Akzhan Zhaksybekovich
appears not only as a figure who contributed to the development of national scholarship, but also as a scholar
whose legacy is of interest to the international academic community. At the same time, the expansion of the
interpretive field does not eliminate the need to take into account the historical environment, ideological
conditions, and cultural context in which his scholarly views were formed.

In the works of Z.0. Dukenbayeva, the scholar’s legacy is examined within a broad historical-cultural
and socio-political context. The scholarly significance of this approach lies in the fact that it is oriented not
only toward revealing the content of the scholar’s works, but also toward identifying the factors that shaped
his scholarly views and methodological principles. This makes it possible to consider A.Zh. Mashanov not
only as a natural scientist, but also as a thinker who addressed problems of historical memory, cultural conti-
nuity, and national self-consciousness. At the same time, such an approach requires maintaining a balance
between interpreting his personality within a broader cultural framework and analyzing the specific dimen-
sions of his scholarly legacy.

In N.B. Smagulov’s studies, the scholar’s legacy is examined through the prism of historical-
philosophical issues, spiritual continuity, and the ideological conditions of the Soviet era. The scholarly sig-
nificance of this approach lies in the fact that it broadens the scope of inquiry and places the study of Akzhan
Zhaksybekovich’s life and work within the wider context of the interaction between scholarship, power, and
national self-consciousness. At the same time, N.B. Smagulov’s works contribute to a fuller disclosure of the
content of the scholar’s intellectual quest, especially with regard to ancient metallurgy and the historical and
cultural heritage of Kazakhstan. At the same time, however, an interpretation of the scholar’s legacy primari-
ly through external ideological circumstances requires caution, since an objective assessment of his contribu-
tion must take into account not only external political factors but also the intrinsic scholarly value of his ide-
as.

The studies of G.S. Zhugenbayeva occupy an important place in the analysis of A.Zh. Mashanov’s his-
torical views. In them, the scholar addresses issues of historical memory, Turkic cultural heritage, spiritual
continuity, and national self-consciousness. The scholarly significance of this approach lies in the fact that it
makes it possible to consider Akzhan Zhaksybekovich’s legacy as part of a broader process of rethinking
national history and overcoming Eurocentric interpretations of the past. In this context, his works correspond
to contemporary trends in the decolonization of knowledge and in the formation of independent historio-
graphical perspectives. At the same time, this approach requires careful verification of primary sources. Oth-
erwise, there is a risk of attributing to the scholar ideas that do not actually follow from his works, but in-
stead reflect only our own interpretation.

The analysis conducted shows that differences in the interpretation of A.Zh. Mashanov’s scholarly leg-
acy are inevitable. Above all, they are connected with the disciplinary affiliation of researchers: specialists in
geology, history, and the history of science naturally emphasized different aspects of his activity. The chron-
ological context in which these studies were produced was also significant: works of the late Soviet and early
post-Soviet periods differed from contemporary scholarship not only in subject matter, but also in interpreta-
tion. In addition, differences in assessment were shaped by the state of the source base, since the gradual in-
troduction of A.Zh. Mashanov’s works into scholarly circulation expanded the possibilities for a more com-
prehensive study of his legacy. For this reason, the existing divergences in the literature should be regarded
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not as purely subjective judgments, but as the result of differences in research objectives, methodological
approaches, and degrees of source accessibility.

Having analyzed the works of Kazakhstani scholars devoted to the life and activity of A.Zh. Mashanov,
we conclude that contemporary historiography is gradually forming a more holistic image of Akzhan
Zhaksybekovich as an interdisciplinary scholar whose activity encompassed geology, mine surveying, Farabi
studies, the history of science, and the humanities. At the same time, this process cannot yet be considered
complete. Despite the considerable number of publications devoted to the scholar, his historical views have
not yet received sufficient conceptual analysis. The least developed issues remain the relationship between
the natural-scientific and humanistic components of his legacy, the place of his ideas in the intellectual histo-
ry of Kazakhstan in the second half of the twentieth century, and their influence on the development of do-
mestic historical scholarship.

The significance of the historiographical analysis conducted lies not only in the possibility of recon-
structing the stages in the study of A.Zh. Mashanov’s legacy, but also in identifying the methodological po-
tential of his works. The interdisciplinary character of his scholarly approach remains relevant both for the
history of science and for contemporary national historiography, which is increasingly oriented toward a
comprehensive understanding of national history and intellectual tradition.

Conclusions

The historiographical study conducted made it possible to systematize the main stages in the examina-
tion of the life, scholarly activity, and historical views of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich in domestic scholarship. It
was established that the development of historiography on this subject includes biographical, source-based
and institutional, comprehensive-biographical, and conceptual-analytical stages. The study also revealed that
the body of works devoted to the scholar has expanded considerably through the publication of previously
unpublished writings and the introduction of new materials into scholarly circulation, which has made it pos-
sible to deepen substantially our understanding of his life, academic activity, and place in the history of Ka-
zakhstani scholarship.

An analysis of the works of Sh.A. Abdiraman, M.B. Nurpeisova, Z.0. Dukenbayeva, N.B. Smagulov,
and G.S. Zhugenbayeva devoted to A.Zh. Mashanov leads to the conclusion that these scholars have made a
significant contribution to the interpretation of Mashanov’s intellectual legacy. Their studies have illuminat-
ed different aspects of his life and academic activity. Each of these works emphasizes the uniqueness of his
contribution and reveals different dimensions of his scholarly activity, allowing us to conclude that his sig-
nificance extends both to his own time and to subsequent generations. Collectively, these studies contribute
to the formation of a holistic and multifaceted understanding of the life and scholarly activity of Akzhan
Zhaksybekovich.

The systematization and generalization of the results obtained by these scholars make it possible not on-
ly to investigate individual facts of his biography and academic activity, but also to identify the methodolog-
ical and intellectual significance of the professor’s works, thereby creating a solid foundation for further re-
search. In this regard, the contribution of the aforementioned scholars should be regarded as an important
stage in the development of Kazakhstani scholarship, ensuring the continuity of knowledge and the expan-
sion of academic discourse surrounding the scientific legacy of Akzhan Zhaksybekovich.
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A.Tl'. Illabambaera, b.H. A6apaxmanos, 3.111. AiiTkeHoB

OTanabIK TapuXHaAMaaaFbl AK:KaH MallaHOBTBIH FbLJIBIMH MYPAaChl

Makanasa TeoJOTHS-MHHEPAIOTusl FhUIBIMAAPBIHBIH JOKTOpBI, mpodeccop, Kazak KCP  Frusim
aKaJeMUSICBIHBIH KOppecrnoHaeHT-mymeci Akxad JKakcpiOexysipl MaiiaHOBTBIH ©Mipi, FBHUIBIMH KbI3METi
JKOHE 3UATKEPIIK MYPAChlHA apHAIFaH 3epTTeyJepre TApUXHAMAIIBIK Tanaay xacaiasl. OHBIH eHOEKTepiHiH
OTaHJBIK FBUIBIMAA 3ePTTENy ACHIeHi KapacThIPbUIBIIN, FAUIBIMA MYPACBIH MailbIM/IayJbIH HEri3ri OaFbITTaphl
afKpIHIANIBI, COHAM-aK TapuXHaMaa KEeTKUTIKTI Jopekee allbuiMaral Macelenep MeHOepi aHbIKTANIbI.
AK. MamanoBteiH XX Fachlparbl Ka3ak 3WsUIBl KayBIMBIHBIH KOPHEKTI OKii peTiHaeri OeiHeciHiy
KaJIbIITacyblHA epeKIle Ha3ap ayAapblIFaH; OHBIH FBUIBIMH KbI3METi )KapaTbUIBICTAHY XKOHE I'yMaHHTapIIBIK
OiTiM calaNapbIHBIH IOHAPANBIK BIKIAJIIACTHIFBl asSChIHAA JaMBIFAHBI KOPCETUII. 3HUATKEpIiK eMipOasH,
nepbec Tapux, KazakCTaHHBIH YJITTHIK 3HsUIBI KaybIMBIHBIH TapHXbl MOceJeJepiHe apHalFaH eHOeKTep,
coHpmaii-ak AxkaH JKakChIOGKYJIbIHA TiKeleld KaThICThI apHAWbl 3epTTEyiiep TalAaHAbl. AHBIKTaJFaHIAM,
3epTTeyaiH OacTankbl Ke3eHiH/Ie KapHsUIAaHBIMIAp/a CHIIATTAMAIIBIK-OMipOasHIBIK YKOHE ITyOIHUIIUCTHKATIBIK
ycTaHbiM 0achiM OOJIBIN, HETi3ri Ha3ap OHBIH TeONIOTHs, Tay-KeH ici JKOHE IeAarOTHKAIBIK KbI3MET
cajajapblHiarel eHOeriHe aynapbuiraH. COHbIMEH Oipre FajJbIMHBIH TapuXd Ke3Kapactapsl, Ka3akcTaHHBIH
KOHE TapuXbl, MOJICHH MYpPa, FhUIBIM TAPHUXbI KOHE pyXaHH cabaKTacThIK XKOHIHACTI 3epTTeyiIepi y3aK yaKbIT
6oiibl nepbec 3epTTey HbicaHbIHA aifHanMaraH. Jlepexke3ik 0a3aHblH KeHiHHEH KEHEIol, OYpPhIH KOJDKETIMCI3
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OosrFaH eHOCKTEep/IiH JKapysUIaHybl JKOHE JKaHa MAIIMETTEPIiH FhUIBIMU aiffHaIbIMFa CHII3ilyi 3epTTeyliH
HEFYpJIBIM JKYHeni JAeHredire KellyiHe BIKMan eTKeHi Typaisl aiWTeuiraH. A.JK. MalmiaHOBTBIH FHUIBIMH
MYpachlH 3epTTEyIiH Herisri OarbITTapbl ambll KepceTinmi. Omapra OHBIH T€OJIOTHSHBIL, Tay-KeH iCiH,
(apaburanyasl aMbBITyFa KOCKaH yiieci, Ka3akCTaHHBIH KeHE TapuXbl MEH €XeNri MeTaJUTyprHsCHIH
3epTTeyi, COH/ali-aK OHBIH eHOCKTepiH TapHUXH >KaJbl, YWITTHIK CaHa JKOHE MOIEHH cabaKTacTHIK KOHTEKCiHAe
TYCiHipy >kaTaasl. Kasipri TapuxHamanga OHBIH FRUIBIMH MypachlH Oarajaya SpTypill ToCUIIepiH CaKTabII
OTBIpPFaHBl AHBIKTAJBL OipKaTtap eHOeKTepAe »KapaThUIBICTAHY-FBUIBIMH KBIpBIHA OachIMIBIK Oepiice, eHmi
OipiHzIe TapUXHU-MOICHU MOCENeNiep alAbIHFBl OpbIHFA IIbIFapbUIafgbl, aj yumiHmi Oip eHOeKTepae OHBIH
MypachlH TYTac MOHAPANBIK JKYHe peTiHIe KapacThlpyFa TAJIBIHBIC >KacajdraH. MakaJaHblH FBUIBIMU
skaHanbIFel A.JK. MarmaHoBTHIH FBUIBIMH MYPAchlH 3€pPTTEYAIH HETi3ri Ke3eHAEpiH KyHeseyaeH XoHe OFaH
apHAJIIFaH MCTOPHOTpadUSIHBIH JAaMy JIOTHKAchlH aWKbplHAAyJaH KepiHedi. buorpadusibik, IepeKTik-
MHCTHTYIIMOHAJ/IBIK, KeIIeHAi-0MoTpadysIbIK JKoHEe TYKBIPBIMIAaMAIIBIK-TAIAaMaJIbIK Ke3eHIep capaiaH/bl.
En a3 3eprrenreH Macenenep peTiHAE OHBIH MYPACHIHIAFbl JKapaThUIBICTAHY-FBUIBIMH JKOHE TapHXH-
TYMaHHUTapIIBIK KYpaMAacTap/blH apaKaTbIHACKHI, FAIBIMHBIH T'COJIOTHSIIBIK 3epTTEYyiepi MEH OHBIH TapuXu
JKMHAKTAyJIapbIHBIH ©3apa OaiaHBICHl, OHBIH 3epTTeyiepiHiH XX FachIpABIH eKiHIII JKapTHICHIHIAFBI
KazakcTaHHBIH 3UATKEpITIK TApUXBIHAAFE! OPHBI )KHE KO3KapacTapbIHBIH OTAH/ABIK TapUXH OWABIH JaMybIHA
pIKnanel 0enrinesai. Ocpinaiima, A.JK. MamraHoBKa apHaJFaH 3epTTEyNep ayKbIMBIHBIH €0Yip KeHeHTeHiHe
KapaMacTaH, OHBIH FBUIBIMH MYPAChI oJIi 1€ TOJIBIKKAHABI TY)KbIPbIMIaMalbIK TYPFBIIAH jKaH-JKaKThl 3epTTele
KOMFaH JKOK ZIereH KOPBITBIH/BI )kacayra 6onanbl. OHbIH €HOCKTEPiH Ka3aKCTaH/ABIK FBUIBIM TAPUXBIH, YITTBIK
MHTCJUTMTCHIUSHBIH POIiH >KOHE Ka3ipri HCTOpUOrpadUsIHBIH ONiCHAMAlbIK YCTaHBIMIAPBIH 3EPTTEYHiH
MaHBI3/IbI JCPEKKO31 PETiH/IC OaH 9pi KapacThIpy KaXKETTIri HEeTi3aAene/i.

Kinm ce3dep: Axxan MamaHoB, TapuXHaMalbIK Talgay, 3UATKEPIiK OHorpadus, Ka3akCTaHABIK TapHXHAMA,
WITTBHIK HHTEJUTMT€HINS, TISHAPAJIBIK TACLI, TApUXH JKaJl, TYPIK OpKEHHETi, (papabuTaHy, FEUIBIMHA Mypa.

A.I'. [llabambaeBa, b.H. Ab6npaxmanos, 3.111. AiitkeHOB

Hayuynoe Hacieqne Ax:xan MamaHoBa B 0Te4eCTBEHHOM HCTOPUOrpaduu

B cratpe gan ucropuorpadudeckuii aHanu3 UcciIeOBaHUN, ITOCBSICHHBIX KHU3HH, HAYYHON JAEATEILHOCTH U
HHTEIUICKTyalbHOMY Haclequo Akkana JKakcpiOekoBinua MamranoBa, JOKTOpPa T€0JIOr0-MUHEPATOTHIECKIX
Hayk, mpodeccopa, uieHa-KoppecnoHaeHTa Akanemun Hayk Kazaxckoit CCP. PaccmarpuBaeTcs crerneHb
M3Y9IEeHHOCTH €T0 TPYIOB B OTE€UECTBEHHOH HayKe, BBIIBISIFOTCS OCHOBHBIE HAIPABICHHS HAYTHOTO OCMBIC-
JICHHS €r0 HaCJeaMs, a TaKoKe ONPEeNsIeTcss Kpyr BOIPOCOB, MOJYYUBIINX HETOCTATOYHOE OCBELICHHE B HC-
topuorpaduu. Ocoboe BHIMaHuE yaeneHo (GOpMUPOBaHHUIO NpencTaBieHui 00 A.JK. MamraHoBe kak 00 u3-
BECTHOM IPEACTaBUTENE Ka3aXCKOI HaI[MOHAIBLHOW MHTEJUMreHIMH XX BeKa, 4bsl HaydHas JesTeIbHOCTh
pa3BHBaJIach B PyClle MEXIHCIUIUIMHAPHOTO B3aMMOJICHCTBHUS €CTECTBEHHO-HAYYHOTO M T'YMaHHTapHOTO
3HaHus. [Ipoanann3upoBaHbl pabOTHI IO MHTEIUICKTYaNbHOI Onorpaduu, mepcoHaTbHON HCTOPHH, HCTOPHU
HaIMOHANBHOM MHTemmreHnuy KazaxcraHa, a TakKe CHEIHaNbHBIE HCCIECAOBAHHSA, MOCBAIICHHBIC HEIO-
cpencTBeHHO AxkaHy JKakchIOekoBHYy. Y CTaHOBIICHO, UTO Ha PAaHHEM JTale U3YYeHHUS B ITyOINKAIHAX MIpe-
oOiaman omucarenbHO-OnorpadUuecKuidi 1 MyONUIMCTHIECKUH MOIXO0I, B paMKaX KOTOPOTO OCHOBHOE BHU-
MaHHE YAEIIIOCh €ro 3aciyraM B OOJNacTH reoJOrHd, TOPHOTO JieNa U Iefaroruyeckoi nearensHocty. [pu
9TOM MCTOPHYECKHE B3IIABI YYEHOT0, ero MCCIeJOBaHus 1o ApeBHell ncropun KaszaxcraHa, KyJabTypHOMY
HAaCJIe/INI0, HCTOPUH HAyKH M JYXOBHOI HMPEEMCTBEHHOCTH JUTHUTENIFHOE BPEMsl HE CTAaHOBMIIMCH IPEIMETOM
CaMOCTOSITENIBHOTO HccienoBanus. [TokazaHo, 4TO MoCneqyolIee paciIipeHne HCTOYHUKOBON 0a3bl, my0u-
KaIlysl paHee HeJJOCTYITHBIX paboT M BBEJCHHE B HAYYHBII 000POT HOBBIX JAHHBIX CIIOCOOCTBOBAITH MEPEXOIY
K OoJiee CHCTEMHOMY YPOBHIO HCCIIEOBaHMS. PacKphITHI OCHOBHBIC HANpaBICHHUS W3ydEeHHsS HAydHOTO Ha-
cnenus A.JK. MamanoBa, BKIIIOUAIOIINE €ro BKJIAJ B Pa3BUTHE T'€OJIOTHH, TOPHOTO jAena, (hapabHeBeeHus,
HCCIIeIoBaHNe APEeBHEH UCTOPHH U ApeBHeH MeTamrypruu Kazaxcrana, a Takxke HHTEpIPETalUH €r0 TPYAOB
B KOHTCKCTEC HCTOpH‘IeCKOﬁ namMsaTH, HAlJTHOHAJIBHOTIO CaMOCO3HaHHA H KyHbTypHOI\/'l MPEEMCTBCHHOCTH. BrI-
SIBJICHO, YTO B COBPEMEHHOI HCTOpHOTpadUu COXPAHIIOTCS pa3IMYHbIC MOJXOAbI K OLICHKE ero Hay4HOro Ha-
Clleus: B OMHHUX paboTax MPUOPUTET OTHACTCS €CTECTBEHHO-HAyYHOU COCTABISIONICH, B IPYTHX — HCTOPH-
KO-KYJBTYPHOI1 IpoGlieMaTHKe, B TPETHUX NMPEANPUHUMAIIACh MOMBITKA PACCMOTPETh €ro TPYIbl KakK LIeJIOCT-
HYI0 MEeXIUCIUIUIMHAPHYIO cucTeMy. HaydHass HOBU3HA CTaThH 3aKJIIOYAETCSI B CHCTEMATH3aIlMH OCHOBHBIX
3TaIoB HCCIENOBaHMS HaydHOTro Haciuenus A.JK. MamanoBa U B BBISIBIICHUH JIOTHUKH PAa3BUTHUS MOCBSIIIEHHON
emy wucropuorpadumn. OnpeneneHs! Onorpadudecknii, HCTOYHHKOBO-WHCTHTYIIHOHAIBHBIH, KOMIUIEKCHO-
Onorpaduuecknii ¥ KOHIENTYaJbHO-aHATNTHYCCKUI STalbl. Y CTAaHOBICHEI HaMEHee pa3padOTaHHBIE TPO-
6H€Mbl, K KOTOPBIM OTHOCATCA COOTHOULICHHUE €CTECTBECHHO-HAYYHOI'O M HUCTOPUKO-TYMAaHUTApPHOI'0 KOMIIO-
HEHTOB €ro HACIEeMs, B3aUMOCBA3b T€0JIOTHUECKUX UCCIICOBAHUI YUCHOTO C €r0 HCTOPUYECKMMH 000011 e-
HUSIMH, MECTO €I'0 UCCIIEIOBAHUI B MHTENIEKTYalIbHOH ucTopun Kazaxcrana Bo BTopoii mosnoBuHe XX Beka
¥ BIMSIHUE €r0 B3IJIAZ0B Ha Pa3BUTHE OTEYECTBEHHOW MCTOPUYECKOW MBICIH. Takum 00pa3oM, MOXHO clie-
JIaTb BBIBOA O TOM, YTO, HECMOTPS Ha 3HAYUTCIBHOC PACHIMPEHUE Kpyra HCCJ’[B}IOBaHHﬁ, TOCBAIIICHHBIX
A.K. MammaHoBy, ero Hay4HOE Hacle[He eIle He MOIYYIIO MCUSPIBIBAIOIIETO KOHIENTYaIbHOTO HCCIIe0-
BaHus. O60CHOBaHA HEOOXOJUMOCTh JAIBHEHIEr0 M3yUeHHUs €ro TPYAOB KaK BaXXHOTO MCTOYHHKA JUIS HC-
CJICIOBAaHMSI MICTOPUY Ka3aXCTAaHCKOW HAayKH, POJIM HAI[MOHAIBHOW WHTEIUINTCHIMH U METOMOJIOTHIECKHX
MOXO/I0B COBPEMEHHON HCTOpHOTpaduy.
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Knioueswie cnosa: Axxan Maiianos, ucroprorpapuyecKiii aHanus, HHTeIUICKTyanbHast Ouorpadus, ka3ax-
CTaHCKasi McTopHorpadus, HalHOHAJIbHAS MHTEJUIUTCHIUS, MEXANCUMIUIMHAPHBIA MOAXO0J, UCTOpHYECcKas
HaMsTh, TIOPKCKas [IMBHIN3aLMs, (hapabuBeaeHNEe, HAyYHOE HACIIEeHe.
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