BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL. Series “INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS AND REGIONAL STUDIES” No. 4 (79) 2025, pp. 44-57

UDC 327
IRSTI 11.25.05
https://doi.org/10.48371/ISMO0.2025.62.4.003

CULTURAL HERITAGE AS PUBLIC DIPLOMACY TOOL:
INTERNATIONAL, NATIONAL, AND LOCAL MECHANISMS
IN KAZAKHSTAN
* Lopez Aranguren J. L.!

*1 University of Zaragoza, Zaragoza, Spain

Abstract. The management, preservation, and protection of cultural
heritage serve as strategic instruments of contemporary public diplomacy. In
an effort to expand their international image beyond a limited identity (e.g.,
resource or post-conflict), states increasingly adopt policies that emphasize
the preservation of cultural heritage. These include local traditions, trade route
artifacts, UNESCO-listed sites, and various intangible practices. This article
examines the goals, methods, and challenges of heritage-focused diplomacy in
the international, national, and regional dimensions, including innovations such
as special status laws for heritage areas and new types of nominations. The study
critically evaluates how heritage management redefines global perceptions and
soft power potential, distinguishing between nation branding promotion and
dialogue diplomacy. The qualitative analysis integrates primary sources —national
laws and international agreements with secondary literature on public diplomacy,
heritage preservation, and soft power theory. The theoretical framework draws
on key concepts of public diplomacy, nation branding, and soft power. Key
heritage narratives such as historical routes, traditional lifestyles, archaeological
sites, intangible cultural practices, and unique architectural heritage are explored
for their use in restoration and diplomatic work. Data for 2024-2025 highlight
achievements: new inscriptions on UNESCO tentative lists, transnational
“heritage corridors,” and international symposia on documentary heritage. There
is a strategic shift from state-focused policies to multifaceted communicative
engagement with global audiences. While there is significant potential for
improving the nation’s image, the success of heritage diplomacy depends on
moving beyond restoration to facilitating genuine, sustainable cultural dialogue,
aligning external representation with internal governance, and leveraging digital
innovation and local partnerships.
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Introduction

Since independence or significant political transformation, many states have
found themselves navigating in a complex geopolitical situation, often characterized
by a “multi-vector” foreign policy. This policy was initially aimed at balancing
relations with global and neighboring powers [1], while simultaneously ensuring
sovereignty and attracting foreign direct investment (FDI) into key economic
sectors. Consequently, a state’s early international identity was often defined by
economic assets (e.g., hydrocarbons), strategic position, or specific diplomatic
achievements. However, in an increasingly globalized and competitive information
environment, this narrow identity has become a limitation.

Governments have recognized the need to diversify their international image
by projecting a more modern, dynamic, and culturally rich identity that emphasizes
the country’s unique position at a historical crossroads. This marks a shift from
traditional diplomacy to public diplomacy, understood as state-sponsored efforts
to engage with foreign publics to influence public opinion and policy [2]. This
includes the involvement of non-state actors and the use of tools such as cultural
heritage preservation, educational exchanges, digital platforms, and international
cooperation [3]. Public diplomacy aims to build long-term relationships, foster
mutual understanding, and generate “soft power” — the ability to attract and co-
opt rather than coerce [4], as demonstrated by the promotion of unique traditional
heritage to attract global audiences seeking authentic cultural experiences [5].

As part of this shift, the regulation, preservation, and protection of cultural
heritage have become central pillars. Governments have identified cultural
heritage as a priority for consolidating national identity and, crucially, as a means
of nation branding and public diplomacy [6], enabling a country to demonstrate
its historical depth and contemporary relevance. Nation branding uses marketing
techniques to promote a country’s image [7], often to attract investment, tourists,
and enhance prestige. This article examines this relationship and poses a central
research question: How do states manage, preserve, and protect cultural heritage at
the international, national, and local (regional) levels as a tool of public diplomacy,
and what are the key challenges and opportunities in rethinking their international
positioning?

Recent events, particularly in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic, have
reinforced this focus. In 2024-2025, illustrative examples show that states are
expanding their engagement with UNESCO by planning to add new sites to the
World Heritage List, launching national plans to transform heritage sites into
global centres, and holding international symposia on documentary heritage [8].
Bilateral initiatives such as cultural exchanges and transnational heritage routes
projects have fostered international cooperation, while new laws, such as those
granting special status to cities with important cultural heritage, emphasize
the importance of preservation alongside sustainable development [9]. This
article argues that a state’s cultural heritage strategy often represents a centrally
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implemented public diplomacy campaign closely intertwined with nation branding
objectives. Its goals are twofold: to counter negative stereotypes and to build a
new national brand based on narratives of traditional heritage, historical trade
routes, unique archaeological sites, intangible practices, sacred sites, or unique
architectural forms. By analyzing official policies and diplomatic initiatives,
this article assesses whether this approach represents effective dialogical public
diplomacy that promotes mutual understanding or whether it remains primarily a
top-down promotional exercise in the field of nation branding, while considering
the integration of digital technologies for a wider global reach.

Description of Materials and Methods

Theoretical Framework

This study draws on the theoretical interplay of public diplomacy (PD),
nation branding (NB), and soft power, including cultural heritage management
and its diplomatic applications. It uses concepts that define PD as a state’s
communication with foreign publics to achieve foreign policy goals and cultural
heritage preservation as a means of enhancing international image and reputation.
The relationship between PD and cultural heritage is synergistic; PD emphasizes
relationship-building through dialogue [10], while heritage preservation provides
authentic content for projection, such as through UNESCO listings that affirm
a nation’s cultural significance globally. This article examines them as separate
but complementary, with heritage-focused NB focusing on image projection and
PD facilitating long-term mutual understanding. Nye’s concept of soft power is
applied to examine how heritage contributes to a state’s “attractiveness” through
culture, values, and politics [4], particularly in how key protected heritage sites
serve as symbols of historical continuity and contemporary stability.

Scholarly conceptualizations of cultural diplomacy are used to highlight
non-traditional projections, including the role of heritage in bridging geopolitical
divides [3]. To incorporate achievements, the framework incorporates digital
elements such as virtual heritage tours, Al-based preservation tools, and social
media campaigns that enhance conversational PD, enabling real-time global
engagement with a state’s heritage narratives. Furthermore, it draws on theories
of regional security complexes to analyze how heritage cooperation mitigates
tensions and promotes stability.

Research Methods

The study utilizes qualitative document analysis, supported by descriptive
secondary data. The work draws on two main sets of sources.

Primary sources include official government documents, such as laws on
the protection and use of historical and cultural heritage adopted since 1990
[11], national cultural laws [12], and recent acts establishing special status for
designated heritage areas [9]. The analysis also includes strategies of relevant
ministries, UNESCO agreements and nomination documents, and international
cooperation agreements, including initiatives to establish heritage corridors.
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Secondary sources include scholarly publications on foreign policy, public
diplomacy, and cultural heritage management, extracted from key databases.
These data are supplemented by reports from UNESCO, ICCROM, and the
OECD, as well as analyses from think tanks and specialized media on cultural
diplomacy. Recent materials include datasets on heritage statistics and intangible
heritage elements for 2024-2025, studies of transnational cooperation in living
heritage, and proceedings of symposia on documentary heritage and statehood.

Qualitative content analysis reveals the goals, narratives, audiences, and
mechanisms of heritage-based public diplomacy. It explores the themes and
symbols embedded in policies and initiatives, and is complemented by sentiment
analysis in international fora where recent nominations of unique types of
sites, such as underground architecture, are discussed. The study assesses the
alignment of public diplomacy objectives and heritage conservation strategies,
and addresses issues identified in current literature and reports. As the number
of primary interviews was limited, the assessment is based on a triangulation of
policy objectives, programme content, statistical data, and image analysis results.
The reliability of the results is enhanced by the use of numerical indicators:
sentiment trends identified in global fora, data on international cooperation, and
recent UNESCO thematic studies starting from 2025.

Results

The results are presented in three parts, corresponding to the international
(mega), national (macro), and regional (micro) levels of cultural heritage policy
implementation. At each level, key mechanisms and recent innovations were
identified, illustrating their functioning as tools for heritage conservation and
public diplomacy. When examining examples from various countries, special
attention is given to Kazakhstan’s experience in 2024-2025 to ensure the
discussion is relevant to the country’s specific context.

International (Mega)Level: Global Mechanisms and Innovations

Kazakhstan utilizes global cultural frameworks, particularly UNESCO, to
enhance its international status. By 2024, five of the country’s sites were inscribed
on the World Heritage List, and several traditions were inscribed on UNESCO’s
Intangible Heritage List. The country expanded its World Heritage Tentative List
by adding 11 new sites in 2025 [13] to showcase its heritage beyond the iconic
Silk Road sites.

The country also implements transnational heritage projects. Through
UNESCQO'’s Silk Roads Heritage Corridors program [ 14], Kazakhstan collaborates
with its neighbors to preserve and promote shared Silk Road sites. These cross-
border efforts transform heritage preservation into regional diplomacy: joint
heritage preservation strengthens good relations and presents Kazakhstan as
a cultural bridge between Europe and Asia. Kazakhstan also participates in
multinational UNESCO nominations such as “Falconry” and “Western Tien
Shan”, which require coordination. International organizations also contribute:

Series “INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS AND REGIONAL STUDIES” No. 4 (62) 2025 47



Lopez Aranguren J. L.

a partnership with [CCROM in 2025 offers training on monument conservation
in Central Asia, reflecting Kazakhstan’s commitment to global standards and
strengthening its credibility [15].

In 2025, the country co-hosted the UNESCO Symposium on the
Documentary Heritage of the Kazakh Khanate, thereby positioning itself as an
emerging hub for scholarly and intercultural dialogue on the history of Central
Asia. This initiative reflects Kazakhstan’s strategic use of heritage diplomacy to
assert its intellectual and cultural leadership in the region. Similarly, Astana Expo
2017 became an iconic example of nation branding, and the Kazakh pavilion was
widely recognized for effectively integrating cultural symbolism with a modern
national identity. Building on these precedents, the country Kazakhstan continues
to showcase traditional yurts, nomadic games, folk music, and handicrafts at
international exhibitions, tourism fairs, and cultural forums. Through such
ongoing engagement, the country embeds its heritage into the global cultural
discourse, strengthening its image as a modern yet tradition-conscious nation
[16].

Digital diplomacy is another innovative tool. Kazakhstan has launched
3D virtual tours of major museums and landmarks through embassies and
tourism websites, enabling remote excursions. Social media campaigns such as
#ExploreKazakhstan share vibrant images of cultural heritage sites and invite
users from around the world to participate [17]. Partnerships with influencers
and similar initiatives have increased international recognition of Kazakhstan’s
culture by 2025.

More broadly, Kazakhstan’s international heritage diplomacy is
implemented within a multidimensional framework encompassing UNESCO
recognition, regional cooperation initiatives, participation in prestigious cultural
exhibitions, and the strategic use of digital platforms. These measures contribute
to enhancing Kazakhstanss international prestige and building trust in its culture.
However, this visibility comes with corresponding obligations. The state must
ensure strict adherence to international standards of preservation, authenticity,
and ethical representation in all heritage-related initiatives.

National (macro) level: public policy, laws, and initiatives

At the national level, the country has strengthened the legal and institutional
framework for heritage preservation and support for cultural diplomacy. The
1992 Law on the Protection and Use of Historical and Cultural Heritage Sites
(as amended through 2024) defines protected sites and measures to ensure their
compliance [11]. Recent amendments provide for stricter penalties for the looting
of artifacts or damage to monuments, emphasizing Kazakhstan’s seriousness in
preserving cultural heritage.

Heritage is integrated into broader development plans. The Tourism
Development Program for 2019-2025 [18] prioritizes cultural and historical
tourism as a driver of economic diversification. As part of this plan, Kazakhstan
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has restored key monuments and improved visitor infrastructure (roads, museums,
visitor centers) at cultural heritage sites. Better-preserved and more accessible
sites attract more visitors, who then share their positive impressions abroad, acting
as informal ambassadors. Such projects often involve international collaboration
- consultations with UNESCO site management experts or the creation of cross-
border cultural heritage routes. This enables the integration of cultural heritage
preservation with diplomatic efforts.

Kazakhstan has secured sustainable heritage funding. In 2025, the National
Cultural Heritage Fund was established [19], combining public, private, and
international resources. The Smithsonian Institution joined as a partner to develop
a crafts development program, lending its expertise and international prestige.

The state also provides special support to sites rich in cultural heritage.
Turkestan, home to a major Sufi shrine, received a special status, providing
additional funding and strict oversight of development to preserve its historic
character. The city was declared the “spiritual capital of the Turkic world”
and hosted major festivals and summits (2022-2025), attracting participants
from across Asia and turning it into a shining example of Kazakh culture for
international tourists [9].

Regional (Micro) Level: Local Governance and Community Engagement

At the local level, Kazakhstan’s heritage diplomacy takes tangible form
through decentralized governance, engagement with local communities, and the
integration of cultural heritage preservation with regional development. Local
administrations manage heritage sites and maintain regional registries, often
supporting this through co-financing mechanisms that link preservation with
tourism development. By 2025, these mechanisms have become catalysts for
regional projects, such as eco-trails linking Bronze Age petroglyphs in the Almaty
region and the “Heritage of Altai” festival in East Kazakhstan. Such initiatives
exemplify how heritage management simultaneously supports cultural continuity
and economic diversification. They also serve as tools of cultural diplomacy:
foreign tourists interacting with local guides and artisans perceive Kazakhstan
not as an abstraction of state branding, but as a living cultural landscape [20].

Community-based tourism (CBT) has become a cornerstone of this
localized diplomacy. For example, villages near the ruins of Otyrar offer
guesthouses, traditional cuisine, and craft workshops, supported by modest
educational programs and UNESCO microgrants administered through the
Almaty office. These programs empower residents to create immersive
experiences. The relational nature of such encounters underscores the concept of
“everyday diplomacy,” where authenticity and interpersonal interaction enhance
Kazakhstan’s soft power more effectively than top-down initiatives. State tourism
policy is currently institutionalizing this model through training and national
promotion of computer-based learning, linking grassroots initiatives with macro-
level heritage branding.
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Local heritage management is also evolving toward integrated management
systems. Reserves such as Azret Sultan in Turkestan exemplify co-management
structures where national oversight is combined with local custodians. Similarly,
the protection of underground mosques in the Mangystau region, five of which
were being prepared for UNESCO nomination in 2025, is an example of
participatory heritage management. Public consultations during the nomination
process ensured that sacred traditions were taken into account in the management
of the sites, embodying UNESCO’s community-centered conservation principle.
This inclusive approach, emphasizing both material and spiritual values,
strengthens legitimacy and sustainability. As The Astana Times notes, such
participatory models enhance Kazakhstan’s credibility as a responsible custodian
of heritage [20].

Educational work and regional cultural events further strengthen local
diplomacy. Schools incorporate local heritage into curricula and train students
as volunteer guides, facilitating early public engagement in heritage promotion.
Annual festivals such as the Ulytau Epic Poetry Festival and the Nomad Games
in Almaty attract international scholars and tourists, presenting Kazakh culture as
dynamic and interactive, rather than static.

Discussion

This study shows that Kazakhstan is using cultural heritage as a multi-layered
public diplomacy tool to reshape its international image. At the international level,
the country has used global frameworks such as UNESCO to enhance its visibility.
By 2024, several Kazakh sites and traditions had received World Heritage status,
and in 2025, the Tentative List was expanded to showcase its diverse heritage,
including unique underground sacred sites [21]. The county also participates in
transnational ‘“heritage corridor” initiatives and co-hosts international cultural
symposia, positioning itself as a bridge between East and West while enhancing
soft power through shared historical narratives. At the national level, stronger legal
safeguards (e.g., stricter penalties for looting) and targeted funding (e.g., the new
National Heritage Fund) have been introduced, integrating heritage preservation
into development agendas and national branding efforts.

Such measures not only protect cultural assets but also shape Kazakhstan’s
image as a country that values and utilizes its cultural wealth. At the local level,
authorities engage communities in heritage preservation projects, supporting
community-based tourism and regional festivals. This grassroots engagement
adds a genuine dimension of people-to-people diplomacy. Foreign visitors
interact with local residents and traditions, introducing Kazakhstan’s culture as a
living heritage rather than a spontaneous exhibition. These participatory models,
such as the inclusive management of sacred sites and the involvement of youth
in the preservation of cultural heritage, strengthen Kazakhstan’s credibility as a
responsible custodian of heritage.
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A critical question is whether these efforts constitute dialogue-based public
diplomacy or remain a truly one-dimensional nation branding campaign.

On the one hand, many aspects overlap with national branding. The state
carefully curates a positive image, highlighting iconic heritage symbols and
organizing impressive cultural events to attract global attention. These displays
serve as “experiential confirmation” of the national narrative. For example, the
World Nomad Games vividly showcase Kazakhstan’s cultural richness and attract
international media attention, turning the cultural exhibition into a boost to soft
power [6]. Digital campaigns further reinforce this one-sided image projection
to a global audience. In this sense, the heritage strategy functions as a top-down
marketing effort to bolster national prestige.

On the other hand, effective public diplomacy is characterized by two-
way engagement and relationship building, rather than simply self-promotion
[10]. There are indications that Kazakhstan’s approach includes these dialogic
elements. Heritage conferences and documentary heritage symposia have engaged
foreign and local experts in dialogue, indicating an intention to promote mutual
cultural exchange rather than simply broadcast Kazakh achievements. Bilateral
projects and regional intangible heritage programs similarly imply a willingness
to collaborate and learn from others, rather than simply export national culture.
Even the initiative to grant special status to cities with rich heritage has a dialogic
aspect, as it supports local cultural revival by inviting international partners to
participate in preservation and exchange. These efforts resonate with a relational
approach to public diplomacy, in which Kazakhstan not only tells its own story
but also creates platforms for intercultural dialogue and cooperation.

One of the key challenges in this balance is maintaining trust and
authenticity. If Kazakhstan’s heritage campaign relies too much on polished
branding, neglecting genuine dialogue, it risks being perceived as superficial
propaganda. Overemphasis on a flawless national image can backfire if
international observers discover a gap between the vaunted narrative and the
realities of the situation (e.g., governance or social problems) [7]. As G.Szondi
notes, trust in public diplomacy is achieved through honesty and openness, even
onuncomfortable issues while nation branding tends to gloss over negative aspects
[7]. To achieve true success, Kazakhstan must align its external narratives with
domestic realities. Demonstrating transparency about problems and a willingness
to improve will enhance the sincerity of its actions. Constructive engagement
on international issues whether conservation standards, cultural inclusiveness,
or broader governance issues can transform potential criticism into opportunities
for trust-building. By openly challenging outdated stereotypes and emphasizing
ongoing reforms and positive changes, a country can create a more coherent and
compelling self-image. In short, the soft power benefits of a heritage strategy will
only be sustainable if they are consistent, authentic, and grounded in respect for
the “dialogue” aspect of public diplomacy.
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Looking ahead, several opportunities can be identified that could enhance
the impact of Kazakhstan’s heritage diplomacy

- Improving infrastructure and visitor services at heritage sites, particularly
in less developed regions, will help ensure that tourism experiences align with the
country’s marketing narrative, transforming increased interest into sustainable
goodwill;

- Better coordination between government agencies (foreign affairs,
culture, tourism, and local authorities) offers the opportunity to present a more
coherent and synergistic message, avoiding disjointed efforts;

- Deepening transnational cooperation with neighboring countries on shared
heritage could further strengthen regional goodwill and showcase Kazakhstan as
a leader in intercultural dialogue without diluting its own unique cultural brand;

- Finally, the use of digital innovations for engagement and feedback (e.g.,
using data analytics to assess foreign audience reactions and offering virtual
heritage tours) can expand the reach of global and younger audiences, making
cultural diplomacy more interactive and adaptive.

The integration of Kazakhstan’s cultural heritage into public diplomacy has
undoubtedly strengthened its global cultural status and opened new channels for
international engagement. However, this approach will only realize its potential
if the country also addresses the associated challenges. A key challenge going
forward is finding a balance between promoting a proud image, genuine listening,
and dialogue. By following the lessons outlined above the country can transform
what might otherwise be a top-down branding initiative into a truly dialogue-
based public diplomacy strategy. In doing so, it can dispel old stereotypes and
forge a multifaceted international identity based on trust, cultural richness, and
mutual understanding, which is the key promise of its heritage diplomacy.

Conclusion

Kazakhstan’s evolving approach to heritage diplomacy illustrates a focused
and complex effort to reposition the country in global cultural and political
discourse. The country’s multi-layered strategy, which integrates international
engagement, national policy development, and local participation, demonstrates
that heritage management has become not only a tool for preservation but also a
mechanism for communication, sustainable development, and soft power.

However, the success of this heritage diplomacy depends on more than
just international recognition or festival diplomacy. True authority in global
cultural relations depends on coherence between narrative and practice,
between the external projection of authenticity and the internal management
of preservation, education, and inclusivity. The government’s progress in
empowering communities, increasing participation in sacred site management,
and redistributing tourism revenues marks an important shift from centralized
branding to dialogue diplomacy. This bottom-up engagement reflects a growing
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understanding that cultural impact is achieved not simply through spectacle, but
through co-management and ongoing dialogue.

From a critical perspective, heritage diplomacy in Kazakhstan continues
to face structural contradictions common to many emerging cultural powers.
The balance between promotion and preservation, national pride and regional
cooperation, digital visibility and authenticity. Resolving these contradictions
requires institutional transparency, measurable preservation results, and
reflexive policies that take into account international feedback. The successful
implementation of these reforms could transform heritage from a symbol of
historical continuity into a dynamic platform for intercultural understanding. With
consistent development, heritage diplomacy in Kazakhstan can transform from a
project of symbolic representation into a sustainable form of cultural engagement,
positioning the country as an authoritative and responsible participant in global
cultural governance. In this sense, heritage becomes not only a reflection of the
past but also a strategic language of the future, where diplomacy, identity, and
culture merge in mutual recognition and trust.
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MOJIEHU MYPA KAPUS TUITTIOMATUAHBIH KYPAJIbI
PETIHJE: KASAKCTAHATbI XAJIBIKAPAJIBIK, YJITTBIK ’KOHE
KEPT'IJIIKTI JEHT'EHJET'T MEXAHU3M/IEP
* Jlonec Apanrypen X. JI.!

*1 Caparoca ynusepcuteti, Caparoca, Mcnanus

Anparna. MoieHu MypaHbl 0acKapy, cakTay >koHe KOpFay Ka3ipri KOFaM/IbIK
JUIIOMATUSHBIH CTPATETUSUTBIK KypaJiapblHa alHAJBIT OTHIp. MemilekeTTep
©3/ICPiHIH XaJbIKapalblK OelHEeciH (MbICalibl, pecypcTapra Toyelai Hemece
MOCTKOH(DIMKTTIK €1 OeWHECIHeH) KEeHEWTy MaKcaThblHJa MOJICHU MYpPaHBI
cakrayra Oaca Hazap ayaaparblH casicarTbl OejceH/ il TypAe eHrizyae. by casgcar
KEPTUTIKTI JOCTYPIAEP/Il, cayaa koIaapbiHbIH skoairepiaepin, FOHECKO Tizimine
€HI'eH HBICAHIap/Ibl JKOHE TYPIIi MAaTEPUAIIJIBIK EMEC MOJICHH MY paJlap bl KAMTH/IBI.
byn makanmama MomeHHM Mypara OaFbITTajifaH JAUIUIOMATHSHBIH MakcaTTapel,
oicTepl )KOHE OFaH TOH CBHIH-KATEpJIep XaslbIKapallbIK, YIATTHIK >KOHE OHIPIIK
JICHreiepae KapacThIpbliaabl. 3epTTey Mypa aiiMakTapblHa epekine mMaprede
Oepy oHe JKaHa HOMHMHAIIMS TYPJIEPIH €HT13y CHSIKTHI dKaHAIIBLT TOCUIAEP/II /1€
TaJalapl. ABTOp MOJCHH MYpaHbl OacKapyaslH >kahaHIbIK KaObL1gayaap MeH
«OKYMCaK KYILITIH» 9JIeyeTiH KaJlail KaiiTa KaJIbINTaCThIPAThIHBIH ChIH TYPFBICHIHAH
Oarayaif OTBIPBIT, YITTHIK OpEHJ KaJbINTACTBIPY MEH IHAJOrKa HETi3[eNTeH
JTUTUIOMATUSIHBIH afibIpMAIIBUIBIFBIH  aHBIKTaMIbl. Cananblk Tanjgay YJITTHIK
3aHJIap MEH XaJIbIKApAJIbIK KeTiCIMAEpAl KaMTHTBIH OacTamnkbl JAepeKKe3Iepi
KOHE KOFAMIBIK JTUIUIOMATHS, Mypa CakKTay JKOHE (OKYMCAK KYID» TEOPHSCHI
OOMBIHIIIA FRUIBIMU €HOCKTEP/li KAMTUTHIH KOCBIMIIIA 91eOueTTepal OipikTipesi.
TeopusulbIK HEri3 KOFaMIBIK IUIJIOMATUs, YITTBIK OpEHJ JKOHE <OKYMCaK
KYLD» yFbIMAApbIHAa cyleHenl. Tapuxu cayna »oygapbl, A9CTYpil eMip CalThbl,
apXeOoJIOTHSUIBIK €CKePTKILITEpP, MaTePUAJIBIK €eMeC MOICHU TIXKiprOesnep KoHe
epeKIIe COYJETTIK MYpa CUAKTBI HET13T MypaJIbIK HApPaTUBTEP KAJIbIHA KEITIPY
KOHE JUIUIOMATHSJIBIK 1c-Iapajap KOHTEKCTiHAe TainaaHajael. 2024-2025
JKbUIIapFa apHaFaH Aepekrep kaHa HeicanaapasiH FOHECKO-HBIH anasiH ana
Ti3IMiHE €HY1H, TPAHCYJITTBIK «MYpa JJTi3/IepiHiH» KYPBUTYBIH )KOHE ACPEKTI Mypa
OOMbIHILIA XaJIbIKAPAJIbIK CHMIIO3UYMIAP/IbIH OTKI3UTY1H KepceTe 1. MeMIIeKeTTiK
casicaTTaH >kahaHABIK ayAUTOpUSIAPMEH KOINKBIPJIbI KOMMYHHUKAIUSIIBIK ©3apa
IC-KUMBUIFa CTpaTerusjIblK aybicy Oaiikanmanbl. Enx MMMIDKIH KaKcapTyIblH
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aliTapibIKTail aeyeTi OOJFaHbIMEH, Mypa JUIIOMATUSCBIHBIH TaObICHl KaJlblHA
KEeJTIPYJCH opi OTill, IIbIHANBI )KOHE TYPAKThl MOJICHH AUAJIOT OPHATYFa, CHIPTKBI
KOPIHICTI 1mKi OackapyMeH yijecTipyre, coHIai-aK MUQPIbIK WHHOBAIUSIIAP
MEH >KEePTUIIKTI CepPIKTECTIKTEP Il THIM/I MaiijaanyFa OaillaHbICThI.

Tipek ce3aep: KoFamIbIK IUIJIOMAaThs, MOJEHUW Mypa, CakTay, KOpFay,
peTTey, )KYMCaK KYIII, YATTBIK MEMJICKETTEP, XaIbIKapaJblK OeliHe

Kap:xkbuianapipy: Feimeivu makana Kazakcran PecnyOmukacer Frutbim
JKOHE KOFaphl O171iM MHUHHCTPJIIT TapanbsiHan 2023-2025 xpuinapra apHairaH
ipreni JoHe KOJAAaHOANBI FBUIBIMH 3€pTTEYNEpAl T'PAHTTHIK Kap>KbUIAHABIPY
OarmapiamMachl  aschlHAA KapKbuTaHabIpbuiaTelH  AR19679949  «Monenn
MypaHbl CHHEpPIeTHKAIBIK IapaJurMagapaa 3epTTey» FbUIBIMU-3€pPTTEY K00AChI
meHOepiHae JabIHAA b

KYJIBTYPHOE HACJIEJJUE KAK HHCTPYMEHT IIYBJIUYHOM
JUIITIOMATUU: MEXKTYHAPOAHBIE, HAIITUOHAJIBHBIE 1
JIOKAJIbBHBIE MEXAHHN3MbI B KASAXCTAHE
* Jlomec Apanrypen X. JI. !

*1 Vausepcuret Caparocel, Caparoca, Mcnanus

AHHOTanus. YpaBieHne, COXpaHEHUE U 3alUTa KyJIbTYpPHOTO HACIEANs
BBICTYMAIOT CTPATETHMYECKUMH HHCTPYMEHTAMH COBPEMEHHON IyONMYHOM
murioMatii.  CTpeMsCch  pacIIMpUTh CBOE  MEXKIYHApOIHOE HMMHKEBOE
NPOCTPAHCTBO 3a TIpeleNbl OTrPaHWYEHHBIX MIACHTHYHOCTEH (TakuX Kak
«pecypcHas UM «IOCTKOH(IMKTHAN), TOCYIapCTBa BCE aKTUBHEE PEAIU3yIOT
MOJIMTHKY, OPUEHTHPOBAHHYIO HA COXPAHEHWE KYJIBTYPHOTO Hacienus. B oty
MOJIUTHKY BKJIIOYAIOTCS MEpBI 10 OXpaHe JIOKAIBHBIX TPaIULUi, apTe]akToB
UCTOPUYECKUX TOPTOBBIX MyTeH, OOBEKTOB, BHECEHHBIX B CIIMCOK BCEMUPHOTO
Hacinenus FOHECKO, a taxke pa3nuyHbix GopM HEMaTepUaabHOU KylIbTypbl. B
CTaThe PacCMaTPUBAIOTCS IENTM, METOIBI U BBI3OBBI AUIUIOMATHH, OCHOBAaHHOW
Ha HACJeIUH, HA MEXIYHapOJHOM, HAIIMOHAIBHOM U PETHOHAJIBHOM YPOBHSIX.
AHAIM3UPYIOTCS WHHOBAI[MOHHBIC TPAKTHKH, BKIIOYAs 3aKOHOJATEIBHOE
3aKperuIeHHe 0COo00ro craryca KyJIBTYPHBIX TEPPUTOPUH M HOBBIE (OPMBI
HOMuHanMi. VcciaenoBaHue KPUTHUYECKH OIIGHMBACT, Kak yIpaBlICHUE
HACcJIeEM II€PEOCMBICINBACT IVI00AJbHBIE MPEACTABICHUA O CTpaHe W
MOTeHIMAN €€ «MSITKOM CHIIBDY, pas3iuyas TPOABIKEHHE HAIMOHAIBLHOTO
OpeHzIa M TOMJMHHYIO JAMAJOTOBYIO IUIUIOMaTHIO. KauecTBeHHBbIM aHamu3
OCHOBaH Ha COUYETAHWW IEPBHUYHBIX HCTOYHHKOB - HAIMOHAJBHHBIX 3aKOHOB
U MEXKIYHApPOAHBIX COINAIICHUH - C BTOPUYHOW JIMTEPaTypod IO BOMpPOCAM
nyOMUYHON AMIIIIOMATUH, OXpaHbl KyJIBTYpPHOTO HACIEOUs U TEOPUH MSTKOM
cuiel. Teoperndeckas paMKa CTaThbH OINUPAETCS Ha KIFOYEBHIC KOHIEIIHU
NyOIMYHON JMIUIOMaTHH, HAIMOHAJIBHOTO OpeHAMHTa M MSTKOW CHIIBL.
PaccmarpuBaioTcsi OCHOBHBIE HAPPATHBBI, HCIIOIb3YEMBIE B AUIIIIOMATHYECKON U
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pecTaBpaliOHHON NPAaKTUKE: HCTOPUUECKUE MApILIPYThl, TPAAULUOHHbIE 00pa3bl
KHU3HH, apXEOJIOTHYECKHE MaMATHUKH, (POPMBI HEMATEPUAIBHOTO KYJIBTYPHOIO
HaclleIusl U YHUKaJbHbIE apXUTEKTypHble 00BekThl. [lanubie 3a 2024-2025
IT. CBUJIETEIbCTBYIOT O 3HAUUTENIbHBIX JAOCTHKEHHMSIX - HOBBIX BKIIIOUEHHSX
B IIpenBaputensubiii cnucok FOHECKO, pa3Butum TpaHCHAIIMOHAIBHBIX
«KOpPUJIOPOB HAclIeAMs» W TNPOBEACHUU MEXAYHApOIHBIX CHUMIIO3UYMOB,
MOCBAUIEHHBIX JOKyMEHTaJIbHOMY Hacieauto. OTMedaercs CTpaTernyecKui
1epexoJ] OT OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIX HA TOCYApPCTBO MOJUTHK K MHOTOYPOBHEBOMY
KOMMYHUKaTUBHOMY B3aUMOAEHCTBHIO ¢ MUPOBBIMM ayauTopusmu. HecMotps
Ha BBICOKUH MOTEHIMAJ YIy4IIEHUS] UMUJKa TOCYAapCTBa, YCIeX IUIUIOMAaTUu
Haclleiusd 3aBUCUT OT Iepexoja OT MPOCTOW pecTaBpalud K IMOJIMHHOMY
YCTONYMBOMY KyJIbTYPHOMY IMAJIOTY, OT COINIACOBAHMSI BHELITHETO IIPECTaBICHUS
C BHYTPEHHHUM YIPaBIECHUEM U OT 3PPEKTUBHOTO HCIOIH30BAHUS LIU(PPOBBIX
MHHOBAIMH 1 JIOKAJIbHBIX MapTHEPCTB.

KiaroueBble cioBa: nyOnuyHas AUIIIOMarusi, KyJIbTypHOE HAaclelue,
COXpaHEeHue, OXpaHa, peryJIupoBaHue, MATKas CUJia, HallMOHAJIbHbIE FTOCYIapCTBa,
MEX/TyHapO/IHas POEKIIHs

®unancuposanve: HayuHas crarbsd IOArOTOBIIEHA B paMKax HAay4HO-
uccienonarenbckoro mpoekra AR19679949 «M3yuenue KynbTypHOrO Haciaenus
B CHHEPreTHYEeCKUX TapajurMax», pealn3yeMoro B paMKaX [pOorpaMMbl
IPAaHTOBOTO (MHAHCUPOBAHMS (PYHIAMEHTAIBHBIX M MPUKIAJAHBIX HayYHBIX
uccinenoBanuii Ha 2023-2025 roasl MMHHCTEPCTBOM HAyKH U BBICIIETO
obpa3oBanus Pecny6nuku Kasaxcras.
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