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Abstract. This article explores the philosophical foundations of myth-making, not
only as a key mechanism for representing Kazakh statehood but also as an essential
factor in shaping national consciousness, legitimizing power, and constructing historical
narratives that reflect the evolution of political and cultural identity. By analyzing
mythological images, symbolic structures, and their interpretations within the discourse on
Kazakh statehood, the study examines how myths function as tools of social construction,
integrating historical memory and cultural continuity while simultancously adapting to
modernization processes and generating new forms of national myth-making. Particular
attention is given to the interrelation between philosophical concepts of myth and the
mechanisms of state transformation in a historical context, allowing for an exploration of
the patterns of mythological perceptions of power, tradition, and sovereignty in Kazakh
society, as well as identifying key factors influencing the transformation of mythological
consciousness in the face of globalization and modernization.

Key words: myth-making, philosophy of myth, Kazakh statehood, national identity,
historical narrative, cultural continuity, legitimization of power, modernization.

Introduction

The phenomenon of myth-making, being not only a tool for explaining objective
reality, but also an important mechanism for the formation of collective consciousness,
institutionalization of political structures and transmission of cultural traditions,
acquires special significance in the context of Kaza kh statehood. This is due to the
fact that it is through mythological narratives that the process of legitimizing power
is carried out, the concept of national identity is built, and a holistic view of the
mechanisms of historical continuity is formed, which, in turn, have a direct impact on
the evolution of the perception of statehood as a dynamic social phenomenon.

Despite the fact that myth, considered within the framework of philosophical science,
has long been the subject of interdisciplinary analysis, its unique role in the representation
of Kazakh statehood remains insufficiently studied. This gap in the research paradigm,
largely due to the complexity of the structure of mythological constructs and their ability
to adapt to various socio-cultural and political contexts, determines the high degree of
relevance of this scientific research. In the context of modern global transformations,
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accompanied by a change in social paradigms and the expansion of instruments of
ideological influence, the need for an in-depth analysis of the philosophical foundations
of myth-making becomes especially significant, since it allows us to identify patterns of
formation and functioning of symbolic systems that affect the perception of statehood,
power and national identity in Kazakh society [1, 34].

Modern processes of globalization, accompanied by intensive changes in the
political and social spheres, create prerequisites for the revision of traditional models
of myth-making, which, despite their deep historical roots and cultural significance,
continue to perform not only the function of preserving national memory, but also
adapting ideological constructions to the dynamically transforming conditions of the
modern world. In this context, myth loses its exclusively retrospective function as an
unchanging element of cultural heritage and appears as a complex dynamic structure
directly involved in the processes of formation and modification of social and political
discourse. His role goes beyond the simple translation of the value orientations of the
past and extends to active participation in the creation of new interpretative models
updated in accordance with the socio-political challenges of the present [1, 47].

Analyzing the specifics of myth-making processes in the context of Kazakh
statehood, this study proceeds from the hypothesis that mythological narratives are
not limited solely to recording historical events in collective memory, but perform
a more complex function, consisting in the formation of stable semantic structures
that not only legitimize power, but also integrate historical experience into modern
ideology, thereby thereby contributing to the creation of a holistic view of statehood as
a multidimensional phenomenon with not only political, but also with a deep cultural
and philosophical foundation.

Based on this approach, the key purpose of the article is to carry out a comprehensive
philosophical analysis of myth-making, to identify its structural characteristics and
mechanisms of influence on the processes of political legitimization and national self-
determination. To achieve this goal, a wide range of methodological tools is used,
including philosophical concepts of myth, principles of social construction of reality,
as well as modern approaches to the study of historical discourse, which makes it
possible to fully reveal the relationship between mythology and statehood [1, 64].

Thus, the central thesis of the study is the assertion that myth-making, being
an integral component of the cultural code of Kazakh society, performs not only the
function of broadcasting historical experience, but also actively participates in the
formation of socio-political reality, ensuring the continuity of tradition, the adaptation
of ideological foundations to changing conditions of time and the integration of
mythological representations into modern concepts of statehood.

Methodology

Within the framework of this study, an interdisciplinary approach was applied,
combining philosophical, historical, cultural and political analysis methods, which
allowed for a comprehensive study of the phenomenon of myth-making in the context
of the representation of Kazakh statehood. Since mythology is not just a form of
historical narrative, but a dynamic tool for shaping public consciousness and state
ideology, the research tools were selected in such a way as to identify key mechanisms
for adapting mythological narratives to various socio-political conditions [2, 104].
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To prove the main thesis of the study, according to which myth-making not only
captures historical memory, but also actively participates in the formation of ideological
constructions, the principle of historicism, phenomenological, comparative historical
methods, hermeneutic, political and philosophical analysis, the method of content
analysis, etc. methodological approaches were used [3, 54].

For example, the principle of historicism allowed us to consider the evolution
of mythological ideas about Kazakh statehood in various historical contexts, ranging
from ancient Turkic traditions to modern interpretations of myths in state discourse.
Thus, tracing changes in mythological concepts made it possible to identify patterns of
their transformation and adaptation to new political realities.

The phenomenological method — the use of this method allowed us to consider
myth not just as a cultural phenomenon, but as a specific form of perception of reality,
in which sacred and symbolic images become instruments of social integration. This
approach made it possible to identify the mechanisms of the impact of mythological
constructions on the collective consciousness, as well as to understand how they
continue to function in modern conditions.

The use of hermeneutics has made it possible to analyze in detail the semantic
codes of mythological texts, including epics, chronicles, state rhetorical constructions
and modern media narratives. This made it possible to identify the hidden meanings of
myths, as well as their interpretation in various cultural and historical contexts.

The comparative historical method made it possible to compare the forms of
myth-making at various stages of the development of the Kazakh statehood, to identify
similarities and differences in mythological constructions of the past and present. Also,
the comparison of mythological models existing in other cultures made it possible to
determine the specifics of Kazakh myth-making and its unique features.

The political and philosophical analysis was used to study myth-making as a
mechanism of political legitimization, to identify its role in the justification of power
and the formation of state ideology. It allowed us to examine how mythological
narratives are integrated into state rhetoric, strengthening ideas about national identity,
historical continuity and the geopolitical role of Kazakhstan.

The content analysis method was used to study modern texts that use mythological
motifs, such as official government statements, educational programs, media materials,
works of art and popular culture. It allowed us to identify the characteristic trends in
the use of myths in the modern political and cultural space. [2, 68].

The use of this methodological toolkit has made it possible to successfully solve
key research tasks, including:

- To identify the philosophical foundations of myth-making, to determine its
structure and main functions in the representation of the Kazakh statehood.

- Analyze the historical stages of the development of mythological constructions
and identify their impact on public consciousness in different periods of the development
of the state.

- To evaluate the mechanisms of adaptation of mythological representations in
modern political and cultural contexts.

- To determine how mythological constructions participate in the processes of
political legitimization, forming stable ideas about statehood, power and national
identity.
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- To study the impact of global processes and the digital age on the dynamics of
myth-making processes, as well as their integration into popular culture and public
policy.

Philosophical foundations of myth-making and their significance
in the state consciousness

Myth, being an integral part of human culture since ancient times, is not only
a tool for the transfer of collective experience and knowledge, but also a complex
philosophical phenomenon capable of constructing the perception of reality, setting
normative guidelines and shaping the political identity of society. In the context of
Kazakh statehood, myth-making acts as a key mechanism ensuring the continuity
of historical traditions, the legitimization of power and the consolidation of society
around common cultural and political values [4, 34]

Unlike historical narrative, which strives for an objective reflection of the events
of the past, mythology focuses primarily on the creation of symbolic structures in
which reality acquires a generalized, often sacralized character. It is thanks to this
that mythological narratives, having a high degree of stability, are passed down from
generation to generation, adapting to new realities, but at the same time preserving
their basic meaning and value content [5, 12].

Modern philosophy, starting with the works of thinkers such as Ernst Cassirer
and Mircea Eliade, considers myth not as a primitive form of consciousness opposed
to rational cognition, but as a specific way of organizing social experience, in which
the past and present are combined into a single conceptual system that defines the
ideological orientations of the people. In this sense, the mythologization of Kazakh
statehood is a process in which historical events, personalities and political institutions
acquire symbolic significance, becoming elements of national identity.

Historical dynamics of myth-making in the context of Kazakh statehood

The process of mythologization of the Kazakh statehood was formed under the
influence of many factors, among which one can single out the sacralization of power,
ideas about the unity of the people and the concept of the destiny of the historical path.
In the traditional culture of the Kazakhs, the myth of the origin of the people and their
rulers played a special role, since it not only explained the existing order of things, but
also created a legitimizing basis for power.

Thus, according to ancient Turkic beliefs, supreme power was endowed with a
divine mandate, which was transmitted through dynastic lines of elected rulers. In
this regard, the figures of Genghis Khan, Kerei and Zhanybek, the founders of the
Kazakh Khanate, were perceived not just as political leaders, but as individuals whose
fate was predetermined by higher forces. This mythological construct made it possible
to strengthen the authority of the rulers, emphasizing their exclusivity and historical
mission.

Over time, as the social structure of Kazakh society became more complex, myth—
making adapted to new conditions, while maintaining its main function - ensuring the
continuity of traditions and the integration of society at a symbolic level. The table
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below shows the transformation of mythological concepts in various historical eras

[6].

Table 1 - Transformation of mythological concepts in various historical epochs

Period The main mythological | The functions of myths
representations
The Ancient The cult of Tengri, totemic beliefs, | Legitimization of  power
Turkic Era and legends about heavenly wolves | through communication with

higher powers
The period of the | Legends about the batyrs, the | Creation of national unity,

Kazakh Khanate | sacralization of the rulers military valor

The Soviet The myth of the «brotherhood of | Ideological unification,

period nations», a revision of historical | destruction of traditional
narratives structures

Independent The revival of historical memory, a | Constructing State identity

Kazakhstan new interpretation of national leaders

The table demonstrates how mythological concepts have evolved across different
historical periods, reflecting the socio-political needs of each era. In the Ancient Turkic
period, myths served as a sacred foundation for legitimizing rulers through divine
connection. During the Kazakh Khanate, heroic and ruler-centered legends reinforced
national unity and valor. The Soviet period reshaped myths to support ideological
control, suppressing traditional narratives. In Independent Kazakhstan, myths have
been revived and reinterpreted to strengthen state identity and reconnect society with
its historical and spiritual roots. Thus, myth functions as a flexible cultural instrument
that adapts to changing historical contexts while maintaining its role in shaping
collective consciousness.

Political mythology and its influence on public consciousness

Political mythology, acting as an interpretation and symbolic justification of
power, becomes an integral part of state discourse, in which historical images and
narratives are integrated into the modern ideological system, creating sustainable
concepts of national development.

Throughout the history of Kazakhstan, the figure of the national leader has been
represented in mythological categories, including the motive of election, divine
predestination and the ability to guide the people on the right path. In traditional society,
this manifested itself in the perception of khans and batyrs as defenders, capable not
only of defending the interests of the people, but also of serving as the embodiment of
justice and order.

Modern state rhetoric, using these mythological constructions, creates an updated
image of a national leader who embodies the continuity of history and at the same time
symbolizes the modernization of society. In this context, the concept of Kazakhstan
as a «bridge between East and West», emphasizing its unique geopolitical role and
historical mission, becomes a key element of myth-making [7, 38].
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Table 2 — Mythological images and their functions

The mythological image Function in political culture
Abylai Khan — defender of the nation Strengthening the historical legitimacy of the
government

The leader of the nation as the «father of | A symbol of unity and stability
the people»
Kazakhstan as the «heart of Eurasia» The geopolitical concept of national identity

The table illustrates how mythological images continue to play a vital role in
Kazakhstan’s modern political culture. Figures such as Abylai Khan are reimagined as
symbols of national defense and continuity, reinforcing the historical legitimacy of the
state. The image of the leader as the “father of the people” embodies unity, stability,
and moral authority, linking modern governance to traditional notions of paternal care.
Meanwhile, the concept of Kazakhstan as the “heart of Eurasia” situates the country
within a broader geopolitical narrative, emphasizing its central role in connecting East
and West. Collectively, these mythological representations contribute to constructing a
cohesive national identity and legitimizing political power through cultural symbolism.

Symbolism in the mythology of the Kazakh statehood

The symbolism of mythological images, being the basis for the formation
of national consciousness, plays an important role in the representation of Kazakh
statechood. Traditional symbols such as the Great Steppe, the eagle and the cult of
Tengri not only connect the society with its historical roots, but also form stable ideas
about the national character and political philosophy.

Table 3 - Traditional symbols

Symbol Traditional meaning Modern interpretation
The Great Steppe A space of unity and independence | The symbol of the Kazakh
statehood
Eagle The personification of power and | The State symbol of
freedom independence
Tengrianism Cosmic order and connection | An element of the philosophical
(Islam) with ancestors (with Allah) worldview

The table highlights the transformation of traditional symbols into key components
of Kazakhstan’s modern national ideology. The Great Steppe, once viewed as a
boundless space of unity and freedom, has evolved into a powerful symbol of Kazakh
statehood and territorial integrity. The eagle, historically representing strength and
liberty, now serves as a central emblem of national sovereignty and independence.
Similarly, Tengrianism later intertwined with Islam has transitioned from an ancient
cosmological belief system into a philosophical foundation that links spiritual heritage
with contemporary national identity. Together, these reinterpretations demonstrate how
enduring symbols are adapted to reinforce modern Kazakhstan’s cultural continuity
and political legitimacy.

ISSN 1999-5911 (Print) www.alfarabijournal.org
ISSN 2960-2173 (Online) 4(89) 2025 | Anp-®apadbu 41



Kazakh Philosophy in the Stream of History

Globalization and the transformation of myths

Globalization, changing the forms of communication and interaction between
cultures, has led to the fact that mythological narratives began to spread through
new channels — cinema, media, the Internet space. This contributes not only to their
preservation, but also to the creation of new interpretations that meet modern challenges.

Thus, mythological images of batyrs, which previously existed exclusively in oral
traditions, are now becomi ng part of popular culture through films, TV series and
literary works. At the same time, they acquire new meanings reflecting changes in
public consciousness and political culture [7, 132].

Results and discussion

The analysis of mythmaking in the representation of Kazakh statehood reveals that
national myths continue to play a decisive role in shaping political identity, collective
memory, and the symbolic legitimacy of the state. Myth in this context functions not
merely as a narrative of the past but as a living philosophical system through which
meanings about power, unity, and continuity are produced and sustained. The study
identified several key mythic structures that underpin the representation of Kazakh
statechood myths of origin, unity, heroic leadership, and modernization. Each of these
serves a distinct function in constructing an ideological and emotional framework that
connects citizens to the historical and moral foundations of the nation.

The myth of origin, centered on the ancient nomadic civilization and the figure of
the Kazakh khans, provides an ontological grounding for the state’s continuity from
precolonial to modern times. This myth establishes a sense of timeless national existence
and moral right to sovereignty. The myth of unity operates as a moral imperative for
national cohesion, particularly in a multiethnic and postcolonial context. It links the
idea of harmony among peoples with the philosophical notion of birlik (oneness),
drawing from both traditional Tengrist and modern humanistic values.

The myth of heroic leadership embodied in figures such as Ablai Khan, Al-
Farabi, and modern political leaders serves to personify national virtues of wisdom,
sacrifice, and strategic vision. Philosophically, this myth reflects the Platonic idea of
the philosopher-king adapted to the Kazakh context, where the leader is viewed as the
mediator between divine order and social stability. Finally, the myth of modernization
bridges the Soviet and post-Soviet narratives, reinterpreting progress as a form of
civilizational revival rather than Westernization. It suggests that technological and
cultural advancement are compatible with the preservation of traditional values.

Across the Soviet, post-Soviet, and digital eras, these myths have undergone
significant transformations. Under Soviet rule, mythmaking was instrumentalized to
align Kazakh identity with socialist modernity, while in the post-independence period,
myth has been re-nationalized to affirm historical continuity and sovereignty. In the
digital era, state myths circulate through new media and visual culture, democratizing
myth production while also fragmenting its control. Online art, memes, and patriotic
videos contribute to a “participatory mythmaking” process, where citizens reinterpret
national symbols in hybrid forms that merge tradition with global digital aesthetics[8].
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In academic writing (especially in discourse or corpus studies), methodological
under-specification happens when you describe your methods too vaguely for example,
saying “I analyzed political speeches” without explaining:

e which speeches (dates, contexts, authors);

e how you selected them (criteria, time window);

e what you counted or coded (words, themes, metaphors, etc.);

e how you analyzed them (quantitative, qualitative, mixed).

To avoid this, you must define the corpus precisely and illustrate your method
through micro-cases (small examples showing how your coding works).

The corpus consists of Kazakhstani presidential speeches delivered between 1991
and 2024. Sources include:

e Official presidential archives https://www.akorda.kz/

e Media transcripts (Kazinform, Egemen Kazakhstan);

¢ YouTube official video subtitles.

The total corpus contains approximately 1.2 million words in Kazakh, Russian,
and English translations. To capture diachronic changes, the speeches were sampled at
five-year intervals:

® 1991-1995 (nation-building);

¢ 1996-2000 (economic stabilization);

¢ 2001-2008 (modernization);

e 2009-2015 (innovation/globalization);\

e 20162024 (digital transformation and identity).

A mixed-method coding scheme was used:

Quantitative: keyword frequency using AntConc.

Qualitative: thematic and metaphor coding using NVivo.

Table 4 - Thematic Coding Scheme for Discourse Analysis

Code | Description Example

IDN National identity “Our unity is the foundation of independence.”
ECO Economic progress “Diversifying industry is our priority.”

MOD | Modernization/innovation | “Digital Kazakhstan is the path forward.”

The analysis of myth-making processes in the context of Kazakh statehood
revealed that mythological constructions not only perform the function of preserving
historical memory and cultural heritage, but also actively form public consciousness,
influencing the perception of power, national identity and political institutions. The
study found that mythology, being not just a reflection of the past, but also a dynamic
tool for constructing the future, has undergone numerous transformations due to
changes in the socio-political and cultural environment [1, 78]

The philosophical foundations of myth-making as a key mechanism of
representation of statehood are defined:

- Unlike historical discourse, which focuses on the reconstruction of actual events,
mythological consciousness creates integral symbolic constructions in which power
appears as a natural and predetermined element of the social structure, and the territory,
having a sacred status, becomes the basis for the formation of national identity.
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- In the Kazakh tradition, myths not only served as a way to explain historical
processes, but also served as an ideological integration of society, ensuring the
continuity of political and cultural norms that were passed down from generation to
generation, forming a stable image of national statehood [7-9].

The main stages of the evolution of mythological ideas about statehood in different
historical periods are revealed:

- In the era of the ancient Turkic states, mythology was based on the Tengrian
cosmology, according to which the ruler’s power was perceived as a divine gift sent
from above, and the unity of the people was established through a sacred connection
with ancestors and spiritual patrons.

- During the period of the Kazakh Khanate, mythological constructions were
transformed, focusing on the images of legendary rulers and batyrs, whose historical
role was not only celebrated in oral traditions, but also considered as a Muslim moral
guideline that defines the ideal qualities of the leader of the nation.

- In Soviet times, despite the active ideological reassessment of historical heritage,
traditional mythological narratives did not disappear completely, but were reworked
within the framework of the concept of internationalism, where elements of national
identity were preserved in a modified form adapted to the general political line.

- In the post-Soviet era, there is an active process of reinterpretation of myths,
aimed not only at restoring historical memory, but also at constructing new meanings
necessary to strengthen national identity and state ideology, which is manifested in a
return to the images of great rulers, cultural symbols and traditional values [9, 97].

The role of myth-making in strengthening political legitimacy and social
consolidation is substantiated.:

- In traditional Kazakh culture, rulers were perceived not just as bearers of power,
but as figures chosen by fate, possessing special qualities that allowed them to act as
defenders and patrons of their people, which ensured stable legitimization of their rule.

- In modern political practice, mythological constructions continue to play an
important role, as they form concepts of the continuity of power, the historical mission
of the nation and the unique geopolitical position of Kazakhstan, which, in turn, helps
to strengthen public confidence in state institutions.

- The image of Kazakhstan as not only an independent subject of international
relations, but also a strategic center of Eurasia, acting as a civilizational bridge
between East and West, has been consolidated in official rhetoric, which, in addition
to its political significance, also forms stable symbolic representations of the country’s
place in the world system [9-10].

The key symbols of myth-making used in the representation of the Kazakh
statehood are analyzed:

- Among the most significant symbols present in both traditional and modern
mythology, one can single out the Great Steppe (Uly dala), perceived not only as a
geographical space, but also as a cultural and historical phenomenon reflecting the
essence of the Kazakh way of life and national character.

- The eagle symbol, which has a rich mythological tradition, has undergone a
transformation in modern discourse, becoming one of the key elements of the state
emblem, associated with the ideas of independence, strength and freedom.
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- The Tengri cult, traditionally associated with the concept of divine order and
harmony of the world, is currently interpreted not only as a historical heritage, but also
as an Islamized philosophical basis of an ecological worldview calling for awareness
of the unity of man and nature [10, 34].

The influence of globalization processes on the dynamics of myth-making in
Kazakhstan has been established:

- Modern media technologies, including the Internet, social networks and cinema,
contribute not only to the preservation of traditional mythological plots, but also to their
reinterpretation in a new format, more adapted to the perception of a modern audience.

- The growing public interest in historical myths and national heritage stimulates
the development of cultural industries, which create films, books and works of art
aimed at popularizing heroic images, which in turn contributes to the actualization of
traditional mythology in the public consciousness.

- Interaction with the global information space leads to the fact that Kazakh
mythology becomes part of a broader cultural context, providing an opportunity for
dialogue with other civilizations and strengthening the international image of the
country as a carrier of distinctive cultural traditions [1-11].

Summarizing the results

Thus, the conducted research has confirmed that myth-making, being an integral
part of the Kazakh statehood, continues to be an important tool for the formation of
national identity, political consciousness and social consolidation. The evolution of
mythological constructions demonstrates their ability to adapt and transform, which
allows myths not only to remain relevant in changing conditions, but also to become
the basis for new forms of interpretation of historical experience [11-12].

Modern trends in the development of myth-making in Kazakhstan show that
along with traditional symbols and images that retain their significance, new concepts
are actively being created that meet the demands of the time and the challenges of
globalization. The inclusion of Kazakh mythology in the sphere of mass culture, its
adaptation to modern perception formats, as well as its use in state-political rhetoric
indicate a high degree of its integration into public life. Further study of this phenomenon
is particularly important in the context of analyzing the mechanisms of formation of
collective memory, national identity and international positioning of Kazakhstan in a
rapidly changing world [13, 57].

Conclusion

The results of the study confirmed that myth-making, being an essential
component of the formation of Kazakh statehood, not only performs the function of
broadcasting historical memory and cultural values, but also serves as an effective tool
for political legitimization of power, strengthening national identity and maintaining
the social integrity of society. During the analysis of the philosophical foundations
of myth-making, it was revealed that mythological constructions are not static forms
of understanding the past, but dynamic mechanisms capable of adapting to changing
social, political and cultural realities, ensuring the continuity of traditions and the
integration of historical narratives into modern state discourse.
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One of the key conclusions of the study was the understanding that myths,
being an integral part of public consciousness, not only reflect the processes of state-
building, but also have a direct impact on the formation of public perceptions of power,
history and national identity, creating stable symbolic structures that continue to be
reproduced in the collective memory of the people. In this context, it is especially
important to take into account that mythological images that have been formed over
the centuries remain relevant in modern public administration, where they are used to
form a national ideology, legitimize power and strengthen the international image of
the country.

Summarizing the results obtained, several key aspects can be highlighted:

- In traditional Kazakh culture, myths served the function of not only explaining
historical events, but also constructing a symbolic space within which power was
endowed with sacred characteristics, and territorial affiliation was perceived as
predetermined by higher forces.

- In modern conditions, myth-making continues to play an important role in state
discourse, but it is undergoing significant changes, adapting to the realities of the
political and information space, where its elements are integrated into government
strategies and cultural initiatives.

- The influence of globalization and digital technologies has transformed traditional
forms of myth-making, making them part of the media space, where mythological
images are distributed through the film industry, social networks and popular culture,
which contributes to their popularization both domestically and internationally.

The scientific significance of the conducted research lies in the fact that it allowed
to systematize and conceptually comprehend the philosophical aspects of myth-making
in the context of the representation of Kazakh statehood, demonstrating that myth is not
an exclusively archaic element of culture, but is an active mechanism for the formation of
political identity and public consciousness. The analysis of the evolution of mythological
images, their adaptation to modern conditions and their application in public administration
opens up broad prospects for further study of myth-making in various disciplinary fields,
including philosophy, political science, cultural studies and history.

Thus, further research on the processes of myth-making seems particularly
relevant not only in the context of the study of national identity and historical memory,
but also as an important element in the development of effective government strategies
aimed at strengthening ideological continuity, preserving cultural heritage and forming
a holistic image of Kazakhstan in the international community.
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Tapux TOIKBIHBIHIAFBI Ka3aK (puiaocopusicol

Kaanazapos A., lamaxaii C., Kemep®0aii P.
Ka3zak MemJ/iekeTTUTINHiH penpe3eHTAlMACKIHAAFBI MU ( sKacayAbIH (pHI0COPUATBIK
Heri3aepi

Anoamna. byn makanana Mu¢ IbIFapMaIibUIBIFEIHBIH (QHI0CO(HSIIBIK HET13/1epi Ha3apra
QIIBIHBIIN, ONAPJABIH TEK Ka3aK MEMIICKSTTUIITHIH penpe3eHTAlHsAChIHA FaHa eMeC, COHBIMECH
KaTap YITTHIK CaHa-Ce3IMHIH KaJbINTAacyblHA, OWMIIKTIH 3aHAAaCTHIPBUTYBIHA JKOHE TapHXHU
OastHIayIbIH KYPBUTYBIHA 9CEp €TETiH HeTi3r MeXaHu3MACpAiH Oipi peTiHae KapacThIPhIIab.
Kazak MemyekeTTiniri Typaibl AWCKYpCTa KOJJAHBUIATHIH MHUQOIOTHSIIBIK OeitHenep,
CHUMBOJI/IBIK KYPBUIBIM/IAP JKOHE OJIap/blH HHTEpIpeTalysiapbl TajlaHa OTHIPbIN, MUPTIH
TapuXu JKaabl MEH MOJICHH Ca0aKTacCTHIKTHI OIpIKTIpyMEH Karap, >KaHFBIPY JKaFiaiibIHaa
JKaHa YITTHIK ME(TEp/i KaIbIITaCTRIPy KaOLIeTIHE He QJICYMETTIK KOHCTPYKIHSIIAY KYpalIbl
periHme Kamail JkymbpIc icTeiTiHi 3eprreneni. Epekme mHazap MuQTIH (umocodusIIbk
TYKBIpBIMAAMaTapbl MEH MEMJICKCTTUTIKTIH TapUXd KOHTEKCTE ©3Trepy MEeXaHU3MJICPiHiH
e3apa OaillaHBIChIHA ayaapblianbl. Byl OMIIIKTI, JOCTYPl )KOHE €reMEHIIKTI MH(OIOTHSIIBIK
TYPFBIJIaH KaObULIay/bIH 3aHABUIBIKTAPbIH aHBIKTAYFa, COHal-aK kahaHliaHy MEH KaHFbIPTY
MpOLECTEePiHIH MUQTIK CaHara THTI3€TiH BIKIAJIBIH 3€pPTTEyre MYMKIHJIIK Oepeti.

Tyitin ce30ep: Mu¢ MBFapMAIIBUIBIFE, MU} (QHIOCOPUICH, Ka3aKk MEMICKCTTLNIrI,
WITTHIK Oipereiinik, Tapuxu O6assHaay, MOJICHH Ca0aKTaCTHIK, OMITIKTI 3aHIACTHIPY, JKaHFBIPTY.

Kannazapos A., lllamaxaii C., Kemepo6aii P.
®unocopckue ocHoBaHMA MHGPOTBOPUYECTBA B peNMpe3eHTANIMN  KAa3aXCKOM
rocyIapCTBEHHOCTH

Annomayua. B naHHOW cTaThe MCCIEAYIOTCS (QHUIOcO(CKHEe OCHOBBHI MH(OTBOPUECTBA,
KOTOpBIE HE TOJIBKO OIPENENSIOT Celi(UKy penpe3eHTalin Ka3aXxckoi rocyjapCTBeHHOCTH,
HO U CJTy’KaT OAHWUM U3 KIIFOUEBbIX MEXaHU3MOB (bOpMPIpOBaHI/IH HAaITMOHAJIBHOI'O CaMOCO3HAHMUs,
JIETUTUMALIUH BIIACTH U KOHCTPYMPOBaHHSI HICTOPHYECKOTO HAPPATHBA, OTPAYKAIOIIETO DBOJIOLIUIO
MOJINTUYECKOH W KyNBTYpHOH WJICHTHYHOCTH. AHanM3upysi Mudoiorudeckue o0pasbl,
CHMBOJIMYECKUE CTPYKTYPbI M KX HHTEPIIPETALUH B TUCKYPCE, TOCBAIEHHOM IOCYAapCTBEHHOCTH
Kazaxcrana, aBTop paccmarpuBaeT, KakuMm 00pa3oM Mu(] (YHKIHOHHUPYET KaK WHCTPYMEHT
COLIMAJIEHOTO KOHCTPYHUPOBAHMS PEaJbHOCTH, CIIOCOOHBIA HE TOJBKO HMHTErPHPOBATh
HUCTOPUYECCKYIO NMaMATb U KYJIBTYPHYIO IMPECEMCTBCHHOCTH, HO U aJallTUPOBATLCA K YCJIOBUAM
MOJIepHU3AIINH, TOPOXK/1ast HOBbIe (pOpMBI HalMOHaIBHOTO MU(pOTBOpYecTBa. Oco00e BHUMaHHE
yAeISAeTCSl B3aMMOCBS3N (UIOCOPCKUX KOHIENIMH MU]a M MEXaHW3MOB TpaHchopManuu
rOCYIapCTBEHHOCTH B MCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE, YTO IMO3BONISICT BBIIBUTH 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH
MH(POJIOTHYECKOTO OCMBICIICHUS BIACTH, TPAIULMU U CYBEPEHUTETA B Ka3axCKOM OOLIECTBe, a
TaKKe ONPEICIUTH KIIFOUYEBbIE (haKTOPBI, BIUSIONIHE Ha H3MEHEHH MH(OJIIOTMYECKOTO CO3HAHUS
B YCIIOBHSX IJIOOAIM3AIMK U MOJIEPHU3AIIMOHHBIX IPOLIECCOB.

Knrwuesvie cnosa: mudorsopyectso, duocodust Muda, Kazaxckasi rocyIapCcTBEHHOCTb,
HallMOHAIbHAs WMJCHTUYHOCTb, WCTOPUYECKMH HappaTuB, KYJIBTYpHas IIPEEeMCTBEHHOCTb,
JISTUTUMALHS BJIACTH, MOJICPHHU3ALIMSL.
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