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Abstract. Turkistan occupies a unique position within Kazakhstan and the wider Turkic
world as a centre of spiritual heritage, historical memory, and contemporary urban
development. Despite growing scholarly attention to tourism, heritage management,
and urban growth, limited research has examined how cultural symbols contribute to
the construction of urban identity and meaning. This study investigates the semiotic
role of cultural symbols in Turkistan’s urban transformation.

An interdisciplinary qualitative approach combining urban semiotics, discourse anal-
ysis, and visual analysis was employed. The study examined official policy documents,
development strategies, tourism materials, architectural projects, visual representations,
and urban design elements produced between 2018 and 2025. The analysis was guided
by Lotman'’s concept of the semiosphere and Bourdieu’s theory of symbolic capital.
The findings identify three interconnected symbolic dimensions within Turkistan’s urban
landscape: Sacred Centres, Modern Signifiers, and Spatial Narratives. The Mausoleum
of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi functions as the city’s primary symbolic anchor, while contem-
porary projects and urban design elements integrate narratives of spirituality, cultural
continuity, heritage, and modernisation. Together, these dimensions create a coherent
symbolic environment that shapes perceptions of identity and urban development.
The study contributes to research on urban semiotics and heritage-based urbanisa-
tion by demonstrating how cultural symbols actively participate in the construction
of contemporary urban identity.

Keywords: Turkistan; urban semiotics; cultural heritage; urbanisation; symbolic
capital; identity construction; post-Soviet cities.

For citation:

Ongalbaikyzy, R., & Dinasheva, L. (2026). Cultural space and urban semiotics of Turkistan city: socio-cultural transformation in the
context of urbanisation. Jete — Journal of Philosophy, Religious and Cultural Studies, 155(2), 219-231, https:/ / doi.org/10.32523 /3080-
1281-2026-155-2-219-231

© Raya ONGALBAIKYZY, Lazat DINASHEVA, 2026


mailto:onalbaikyzy_r%40enu.kz?subject=
https://orcid.org/0009-0002-7419-0137
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0831-4162

RAYA ONGALBAIKYZY, LAZAT DINASHEVA

TYPKICTAH KAJIACBIHBIH, M9/IEHU KEHICTIT'T MEH KAJIAJIBIK, CEMUOTHUKACBI:
YPBAHJAJIY KOHTEKCIHAEI'T 9JIEYMETTIK-MO9ZIEHU TPAHC®OPMALI UA
aPasa OHAJIBAMKBI3EI, */Iasat IUHAIIIEBA
°JL.H. I'ymunes ambiHdaFsl Eypasus yammuoiK yHugsepcumemi, Acmama, Kazakcmax
PXaavikapaavix mypusm sxcane meiimandocmoik yHusepcumemi, Typkicman, Kasakcman

KY/IbTYPHOE ITPOCTPAHCTBO U TOPOZICKASI CEMUOTHKA TYPKECTAHA:
COOUAJIBHO-KYJIBTYPHAA TPAHC®OPMALMA B KOHTEKCTE YPBAHU3ALIUU
2 Pass OHAJIBAMKBI3EI, P 1asat IMHAIIIEBA
“Eepasutickull HQYUOHAbHbILU yHUBepcumem umeHu JI.H. ['ymunaesa, AcmaHa, Kazaxcmau
®Mestcdynapoonuiii ynueepcumem mypusma u 2ocmenpuumcmea, TypkecmaH, Kasaxcman

Anpartna. TypkicTtan KasakcraH MeH »asnbl TYPKi
dJIeMiH/ie pyXaHU MYpPaHbIH, TAPUXU Ka/ ThIH }KoHe 3aMa-
HayH KaJlIaJIbIK, JaMyZbIH OPTaJIbIFbl pETiH/le epeKIle OPbIH
anazgpl. TypusM, MaieHU MypaHbl 6acKapy *KoHe KaJa-
JIap/iblH 6CYi MaceJiesiepiHe FbIIbIMU KbI3bIFYIIbLIBIKTbIH,
apTyblHa KapaMacTaH, MaJIeHU CUMBOJIAaPAbIH KaJaJbIK,
Gipereiik meH MaFblHa KaJbINTACThIPYAaFbl peJIiH
3epTTereH eHbekTep a3. bys 3eprTey TypKicTaHHBIH
ypbaHjany yaepicinzeri MosieHu CHUMBOJIJApAbIH CEMU-
OTUKAaJIBIK P6JIiH KapacTbIpabl.

3epTTeye KaJjalblK CEMUOTHUKA, JUCKYPCTHIK Tajajay
’KoHe BU3yaJI/Ibl TaJ/1ay/ibl GipiKTipeTiH MoHApaJIbIK camna-
JIBIK 3/1ic KosgaHbibl. 2018-2025 xbliap apaabIFbiHa
JaWbIHAAJIFaH PECMU CasiCH Ky»KaTTap, laMy CTpaTeru-
siIapbl, TYPUCTIK MaTepuasiap, COy/NeTTiK )obasap,
BU3YaJIibl MaTepUaJIZap *oHe KalaJbIK JU3aiiH 3/1eMeHT-
Tepi Tanganabl. Tangay 0. JlorMaHHBIH ceMuocdepa
TYyKbIpbIMZiaMackl MeH 1. Byp/ibeHiH CUMBOJIbIK KallUTaJl
TeOopUsICbIHA HeTi3geni.

3epTTey HoTHXKesepi TypKicTaHHBIH KaJsaJblK KeHiCTi-
rinzeri e3apa 6al/IaHbICThI VI CUMBOJIBIK 6JIIIeM/i
aHBIKTA/bl: «KKACUETTI OPTa/IbIKTap», <3aMaHayH TaHba-
JlayliblJIap» XoHe «KeHICTIKTik HappaTuBTep». Koxa
AxmMet flcayy KeceHeci KaJlaHbIH, HETi3ri CUMBOJIJBIK,
e3eri peTiH/le KbI3MeT eTe/li, ajl 3aMaHayH »obajap
MEH KaJlaJbIK JAW3alH 3JIeMEeHTTEpPI pyXaHUAT, MoJ,eH!
cabaKTacThIK, Mypa XX9He )KaHFbIPY TypaJibl HAPPaTHB-
TepAi 6ipikTipeai. Bys esnemMaep 6ipTyTac CMHMBOJIBIK
0pTa KJIBIITACTHIPHII, KAJTaJbIK Oipereiik meH gaMmy
TypaJjibl TYCiHiKTepre bIKnaJa eTefi. 3epTTey MaJeHU
CUMBOJIJIap/iblH Ka3ipri KanasblK 6iperedaikTi Kaablm-
TaCThIPYAAFbl 6eJICEH/l POJTiH KOPCeTy apKblJIbl KATAbIK,
CEMUOTHKA MeH Mypara Heri3/jeJireH ypbanaany cana-
CBIHJIaFbl 3epTTeyJiepre yJec KocaZbl.

Tyitin ce3aep: TypkicTaH; KaJalblK CEMUOTHKA; MAJIEHU
Mypa; ypbaHiany; CHMBOJIJIbIK KallUTaJI; GipereiikTi
KaJIbIIITACThIPY; IOCTKEHECTIK KaJlajap.

AHHoTanus. TypkecTaH 3aHUMaeT ocoboe MecTo B Kazax-
cTaHe U 6oJiee IMHUPOKOM TIOPKCKOM MHUpPE KaK LIEHTP
JYXOBHOTO Hac/le[us, UICTOPUYECKON NaMATH U COBpe-
MEHHOTI'0 TOPOJCKOT0 pa3BUTHsL. HecMoTps Ha pacTyiuit
Hay4HbIH UHTEPEC K TYPU3MY, YIIPAaBJIEHUIO KYJbTYPHbIM
HacjJeLueM U TOPOJCKOMY POCTY, UCCIeJOBaHUS POJIU
KYJIbTYPHBIX CUMBOJIOB B GOPMHUPOBAHUHU FOPO/ICKOM
WJIEHTUYHOCTU U CMBIC/JIOB OCTAlOTCS OTPaHUYEeHHBIMU. B
JaHHOW CTaTbe pacCMaTpUBaETCs CEMUOTHYECKasl POJib
KYJIbTYPHBIX CHMBOJIOB B Ipolecce YypbaHUCTUYECKOU
TpaHchopmanuu TypkecTaHa.

B nccien0BaHUM MCNO/Ib30BaH MEXUCLIUIIIMHAPHBINA
KaueCTBEHHbIN N0AX0, 00'beAUHSIOIINN IOPOJCKYIO
CEMHUOTHUKY, JUCKYPC-aHAJIM3 U BU3yaJIbHbIM aHAJIMU3.
BbLM n3y4eHbl 0pUIHaTbHbIE HOPMATHUBHbBIE JOKYMEHTHI,
CTpaTeruu pa3BUTHUS, TYPUCTUYECKHE MaTepHalbl, apXu-
TeKTYpHble IPOEKThbI, BU3yaJ/IbHbIE pelnpe3eHTaluu U
3JIeMeHTbl FOPOJCKOro [U3akHa, CO3/JaHHbIEe B IEPUO/,
c 2018 mo 2025 rr. AHa/IM3 OCHOBBLIBAJICA Ha KOHIIEMI[UH
cemuocoeps! 10. JloTMaHa U TEOPUU CUMBOJUYIECKOTO
kanutasa I1. Bypabe.

Pe3ysibTaThl MO3BOJIUIN BbIJEJUTh TPU B3aUMOC-
BSI3aHHBIX CUMBOJINYECKHX U3MEPEHUS TOPOJCKOT0
npoctpaHcTBa TypKecTaHa: «CBSAILLEHHBIE LLEHTPhI»,
«COBpeMEeHHbIE 03HAYAIOIIMEe» U KIIPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIE
HappaTuBbl». MaB3oJiel Xomxu AxMeia fcaBu BBICTY-
naeT OCHOBHBIM CHMBOJIMYECKUM S/JpOM rOpo/ia, Toraa
KaK COBpeMeHHbIEe IPOEKThI U 3J1eMEHTbI TOPOJCKOT0
JAv3aliHa UHTETPUPYIOT HApPATUBBI AYXOBHOCTH, KYJb-
TYpPHOM IpeeMCTBEHHOCTH, HacJeJUs U MOJlepHU3aLUH.
B coBoKynHOCTH 3T U3MepeHUsi GOPMUPYIOT L[eJIOCTHYHO
CUMBOJIMYECKYIO Cpefly, BAUSIOLLYI0 Ha BOCIPUATHE
rOpoJCKOM UAEHTUYHOCTH U pa3BUTHUA. UccienoBaHue
BHOCHUT BKJIaJ, B pa3BUTHE FOPOJICKON CEMUOTUKHU U
H3y4eHHe ypOAaHU3AMU, OCHOBAHHOU HAa KYJIbTYPHOM
HacaeJUuu, IeMOHCTPUPYS, UTO KyJbTYpPHbIE CUMBOJIbI
AKTUBHO Y4aCTBYIOT B KOHCTPYUPOBAaHUU COBPEMEHHON
rOpoACKON U EHTUYHOCTH.
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Introduction

Turkistan, located in southern Kazakhstan, is not only an ancient city; it is a symbolic and spiritual centre
deeply embedded in the cultural memory of the Kazakh people. With a population of approximately 300,000, the
city is home to the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yassawi, which is included in UNESCO’s World Cultural Heritage
List (UNESCO, 2025). This has made Turkistan a major pilgrimage site and an important focal point of Turkic unity
(Maldybek et al.,, 2025).

In recent years, the urban landscape of Turkistan has undergone rapid transformation. The city’s renewal is
significant not only architecturally but also ideologically: in 2025, the Government of Kazakhstan granted Turkistan
the status of “the country’s spiritual, historical-cultural, and tourist centre and an architectural monument” (Law of
the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2025). This legislative step formally confirms what has long been observed — Turkistan’s
role as a national and transnational symbol that brings together statehood, historical continuity, and religious memory.

Beyond its significance within Kazakhstan, Turkistan occupies a prominent position in the cultural and spiritual
geography of the wider Turkic world. For centuries, the city has been associated with the legacy of Khoja Ahmed
Yasawi, whose teachings played a major role in the spread of Sufism and Islamic culture among Turkic-speaking
communities across Central Asia (Sala, 2018). The Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi continues to attract pilgrims
and visitors from Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan, and Tiirkiye, reinforcing Turkistan’s role as
a transnational centre of spiritual heritage and cultural memory (Erdogan, 2024a). In recognition of its historical
and cultural importance, Turkistan was designated the Cultural Capital of the Turkic World by the International
Organization of Turkic Culture (TURKSOY) in 2017. In 2021, Turkistan was recognised as the Spiritual Capital of
the Turkic World during the summit of the Organization of Turkic States, further reinforcing its symbolic role as a
centre of shared historical memory, religious heritage, and cultural cooperation among Turkic-speaking societies
(Erdogan, 2024b).

The contemporary significance of Turkistan extends beyond heritage preservation and pilgrimage tourism.
Following Kazakhstan’s independence, considerable efforts were undertaken to restore the city’s historical promi-
nence and strengthen its role as a centre of education, culture, and international cooperation. One of the most
important initiatives was the establishment of the Khoja Ahmed Yasawi International Kazakh-Turkish University,
which became an important educational and cultural institution promoting cooperation among Turkic-speaking
countries and strengthening Turkistan’s role as a regional centre of knowledge and intercultural exchange (Ahmet
Yesevi University, n.d.). Together with large-scale urban development projects, investments in tourism infrastruc-
ture, and the administrative elevation of Turkistan as the regional centre of Turkistan Region, these initiatives have
transformed the city into a unique space where sacred heritage, state policy, cultural diplomacy, and contemporary
urbanisation converge.

Although existing studies have examined heritage tourism, city branding, and urban development in Turkistan
(Issakov et al., 2023; Omarkozhayeva et al., 2023; Nakhipbekova et al., 2024), relatively little attention has been paid
to the semiotic mechanisms through which cultural symbols operate within the urban environment. Most existing
research focuses on tourism development, heritage management, economic growth, or regional branding, while
the relationship between sacred heritage, contemporary urban planning, and symbolic meaning-making remains
insufficiently explored. In particular, there is a lack of research examining how architectural forms, public spaces,
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monuments, visual markers, and official narratives function together as an integrated symbolic system that shapes
perceptions of spirituality, authenticity, and modernity.

The process of urbanisation in Turkistan presents a distinctive paradox: how can a city simultaneously embrace
large-scale contemporary development projects while preserving and reinforcing its medieval heritage and spiri-
tual significance? Modern infrastructure rises alongside sacred monuments, historical sites are incorporated into
tourism initiatives, and new urban spaces are designed to reflect both cultural continuity and contemporary aspi-
rations. Consequently, urban transformation in Turkistan cannot be understood solely as a material, economic, or
administrative process; it must also be examined as a symbolic process through which meanings are produced,
communicated, and legitimised.

To address this gap, the present study examines the semiotics of cultural symbols in Turkistan’s urban transfor-
mation. Drawing upon urban semiotics, discourse analysis, and visual analysis, the study investigates how sacred
heritage, architectural forms, public spaces, urban development projects, and official narratives contribute to the
construction of symbolic meanings. Particular attention is paid to the ways in which cultural symbols are mobilised to
create narratives of identity, spirituality, historical continuity, and modernisation. The article argues that Turkistan’s
contemporary development represents not only a process of physical urban growth but also a symbolic project in
which cultural heritage actively participates in shaping the city’s identity, prestige, and socio-cultural significance.

As one of Kazakhstan’s most significant historical and spiritual centres, Turkistan provides a valuable case for
examining how cultural symbols are mobilised within urban development strategies to construct narratives of
identity, heritage, and modernity. The case of Turkistan is particularly relevant because it combines sacred heritage,
large-scale state-supported urban development, and transnational cultural significance within a single urban space.

This study has three primary objectives:

1. To identify and analyse the key cultural symbols in Turkistan’s urban landscape, including monuments, archi-
tectural forms, and spatial arrangements.

2. To examine how these symbols are mobilized in contemporary urbanisation projects to produce narratives
of identity, spirituality, and modernity.

3. To evaluate the interaction between heritage preservation, tourism branding, and urban development, explor-
ing how symbolic interventions influence public perception and the socio-cultural meaning of the city.

To achieve these objectives, the study addresses the following research questions:

1. Which cultural symbols in Turkistan’s urban landscape are most prominently highlighted in urban develop-
ment and heritage preservation initiatives?

2. How do these symbols function semiotically to construct narratives of identity, spirituality, and modernity
in the city?

3. In what ways do contemporary urbanisation projects, including tourism branding and new infrastructure,
interact with sacred heritage, and how does this affect public perception and meaning-making?

Materials and Methods

To investigate the semiotic construction of spiritual and cultural meanings in Turkistan’s urbanisation, this
study employs an interdisciplinary qualitative approach combining urban semiotics, discourse analysis, and visual
culture studies. The research treats the city as a symbolic text in which architecture, monuments, public spaces,
visual markers, and official narratives function as interconnected systems of signs. The methodological framework
is grounded in Lotman’s (1990) concept of the “semiosphere” and Bourdieu’s (1984) theory of symbolic capital,
which together provide a basis for examining how cultural meanings are produced, communicated, and legitimised
within urban space.

Data Collection and Selection Criteria

The empirical material was collected through the analysis of textual and visual sources related to the recent
transformation of Turkistan. The corpus included official urban development plans and policy documents, legis-
lation concerning the city’s special status and cultural heritage, tourism and branding materials, architectural
projects, the city’s Design Code, and visual representations of the urban landscape. Particular attention was given
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to materials produced between 2018 and 2025, corresponding to the period following Turkistan’s designation as
the administrative centre of Turkistan Region and the subsequent acceleration of urban development initiatives.

The selection of empirical materials was guided by three criteria:

Symbolic prominence within the urban landscape;
Relevance to official narratives of spirituality, cultural heritage, and national identity;

Visibility within contemporary urban development and tourism initiatives.

Based on these criteria, the study focused on the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi, the Karavansaray complex,
heritage-oriented public spaces, urban signage, city-name installations, directional markers, and official development
narratives that contribute to the construction of Turkistan’s image as a spiritual, historical, and cultural centre. The
combination of textual and visual materials enabled the study to examine both the symbolic narratives promoted
through official discourse and their manifestation within the physical urban environment.

Visual and Semiotic Analysis

The visual and semiotic analysis was conducted in three stages. First, key symbolic objects and urban elements
were identified within the selected materials. These included heritage sites, architectural forms, public monuments,
decorative inscriptions, pedestrian routes, visual markers, and signage systems. Second, these elements were
categorised according to their dominant symbolic functions. Drawing upon principles of urban semiotics proposed
by Gottdiener and Lagopoulos (1986), the identified elements were organised into three analytical categories:

Sacred Centres — heritage sites and religious landmarks that function as primary symbolic anchors, particularly
the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi;

Modern Signifiers — contemporary urban projects that combine traditional Turkic motifs with modern archi-
tectural and planning practices, including the Karavansaray complex and Design Code-related visual elements;

Spatial Narratives — street layouts, public spaces, pedestrian routes, monuments, inscriptions, and directional
markers that structure visitors’ experiences of heritage, spirituality, and urban identity.

Third, these categories were interpreted through Lotman’s concept of the semiosphere and Bourdieu’s theory
of symbolic capital. This made it possible to examine how individual urban signs gain meaning through their rela-
tionship to the wider symbolic environment of the city. To enhance analytical consistency, the identified categories
were examined across multiple types of material, including visual data, planning documents, tourism narratives,
and official policy discourse. This process enabled the identification of recurring symbolic patterns and facilitated
comparison between official discourse, visual representations, and material urban forms.

Discourse Analysis
The discourse analysis focused on official policy documents, tourism promotion materials, urban development
strategies, and public narratives concerning Turkistan’s transformation. Particular attention was paid to recurring

»u

concepts and representations associated with “spiritual capital,” “heritage,” “Turkic identity,” “modernisation,” “urban
development,” “cultural continuity,” and “tourism.”

The analysis examined how these discourses construct Turkistan’s image as a spiritual, historical, and cultural
centre and how they contribute to the legitimisation of contemporary urbanisation projects. By comparing textual
narratives with visual and spatial representations, the study identified the relationship between symbolic discourse
and material urban transformation. This approach allowed the research to examine not only what meanings are

attached to Turkistan’s urban development, but also how those meanings are visually and discursively produced.

Theoretical Interpretation

The findings were interpreted within the broader literature on post-Soviet urban transformation, heritage-based
city branding, and symbolic identity construction in Central Asia. Following Nas (1993), particular attention was
paid to the ways in which symbolic branding, heritage preservation, and urban modernisation interact to produce
distinctive forms of urban identity and socio-cultural meaning. This interpretive framework made it possible to
analyse how sacred heritage, urban planning, public space, and symbolic communication interact to construct narra-
tives of identity, spirituality, and modernity within the contemporary city. The three analytical categories (Sacred
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Centres, Modern Signifiers, and Spatial Narratives) were used to address the research questions concerning the
identification of cultural symbols, their semiotic functions, and their role within contemporary urban development.

Results

Sacred Centres

The analysis identified the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi as the principal sacred centre within Turkistan’s
symbolic landscape. Across official development documents, tourism materials, and visual representations, the
mausoleum consistently occupies a central position in narratives concerning the city’s identity, historical continuity,
and spiritual significance. This prominence demonstrates its role not merely as a historical monument but as the
primary symbolic anchor around which contemporary urban development is organised.

The analysis indicates that the mausoleum performs several interconnected symbolic functions. First, it oper-
ates as a religious landmark associated with pilgrimage traditions and the spiritual legacy of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi.
Second, it serves as a historical symbol connected with the political development of the Kazakh Khanate, including
its association with the enthronement ceremonies of Kazakh rulers (Baltabayeva et al., 2019; Turgunova & Auba-
kirova, 2025). Third, it functions as a contemporary cultural symbol used in official and tourism-related narratives
that position Turkistan as a national and transnational centre of spiritual heritage. This symbolic centrality is
reinforced by the spatial organisation of the city, where major tourism, cultural, and heritage narratives converge
around the mausoleum.

The recurring representation of the mausoleum in planning documents, tourism promotion materials, and urban
branding initiatives suggests that sacred heritage occupies a central role in the symbolic construction of the city.
Historical heritage is therefore not presented as a separate or isolated component of urban life. Rather, it functions
as the foundation upon which contemporary narratives of identity, legitimacy, and development are constructed.
The visual prominence of the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi within the urban landscape further reinforces its
role as the city’s primary symbolic anchor (see Illustration 1). Its architectural dominance and frequent representa-
tion in official and tourism-related materials contribute to the construction of Turkistan’s image as a spiritual and
historical centre.

Figure 1

The Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi, Turkistan, Kazakhstan. Photographed by Petar MiloSevi¢ (2013)

Modern Signifiers

The second category of analysis focused on contemporary urban projects that combine modern infrastructure
with references to cultural heritage. Among the analysed materials, the Karavansaray complex emerged as the
most visible example of this process. Although developed as a contemporary tourism and commercial project, its
architecture, visual design, and promotional narratives draw upon historical imagery associated with the Silk Road,
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Turkic cultural traditions, and the idea of Turkistan as a heritage-based destination (Nakhipbekova et al., 2024;
Turgunova & Aubakirova, 2025).

The analysis revealed that contemporary development projects in Turkistan are rarely presented solely in terms
of economic growth or infrastructure expansion. Instead, official discourse consistently connects modernisation
with themes of historical continuity, cultural preservation, spiritual development, and tourism branding. Concepts
such as “spiritual capital”, “heritage”, “cultural centre”, “Turkic identity”, and “modernisation” appear alongside
descriptions of urban development initiatives in policy documents and development strategies (Law of the Republic
of Kazakhstan, 2025; Pravitel’stvo Respubliki Kazahstan, 2018). These concepts appeared repeatedly across policy
documents, development strategies, and tourism promotion materials, suggesting a consistent effort to frame urban
development through cultural and symbolic narratives. The repeated use of this vocabulary suggests that official
discourse frames urban transformation not simply as economic development but as a process of cultural revitalisa-
tion and symbolic nation-building.

Particular significance was observed in the implementation of the city’s Design Code, which regulates architec-
tural appearance, visual consistency, signage, and public-space aesthetics. The analysed materials demonstrate that
urban design is intentionally used to reinforce a coherent visual identity grounded in references to local heritage
and Turkic cultural traditions. Traditional decorative motifs, culturally recognisable forms, and references to local
heritage are incorporated into contemporary planning practices and urban design regulations (Law of the Republic
of Kazakhstan, 2025). As a result, urban planning functions not only as a technical process but also as a mechanism
for communicating symbolic meanings through the built environment.

Within the Karavansaray complex, the Craftsmen’s Center provides a particularly clear example of this process.
By combining contemporary tourism functions with representations of traditional crafts and cultural practices, it
visually communicates continuity between historical heritage and present-day urban development.

The Karavansaray complex exemplifies this process of symbolic modernisation through heritage-oriented archi-
tectural design. Although contemporary in function, its visual language incorporates references to Turkic history,
Silk Road traditions, and regional cultural identity, allowing modern development to be presented as a continuation
rather than a replacement of historical heritage.

These findings suggest that modern urban projects in Turkistan operate simultaneously as functional infrastruc-
ture and symbolic instruments through which narratives of modernisation, cultural continuity, and heritage-based
identity are communicated.

Spatial Narratives

The analysis of visual materials identified several recurring forms of symbolic communication embedded within
public space. Four dominant categories were observed: sacred site designations, historical-themed installations,
illuminated identity inscriptions, and heritage-oriented directional signage.

Sacred site designations were observed throughout central urban areas in the form of large-scale visual references
to Turkistan and its principal heritage locations. City-name installations displaying “Typkictan” and “Turkistan”
are positioned in parks, pedestrian zones, and public spaces. These markers ensure the continuous visibility of the
city’s cultural and spiritual identity within everyday urban life. They function not only as decorative elements but
also as symbolic reminders of Turkistan’s status as a spiritual, historical, and cultural centre.

Historical-themed installations are particularly visible within the Karavansaray complex and adjacent public spaces,
which have been intentionally developed as heritage-oriented tourism environments (Turgunova & Aubakirova,
2025). Decorative panels, inscriptions, and architectural elements refer to Turkic history, the Silk Road, and regional
cultural traditions. These visual components create symbolic links between historical memory and contemporary
urban development, supporting findings regarding heritage-based identity construction in Turkistan (Nakhipbekova
et al, 2024). They also help transform public space into a curated environment where visitors encounter selected
narratives of heritage and identity.

[lluminated identity inscriptions, including city-name installations and tourism-oriented photo zones such as
“I Love Turkistan”, constitute another recurring symbolic feature of the urban landscape. Their prominence within
public space contributes to the visual branding of the city and reinforces its recognition as a distinctive cultural and
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spiritual destination. These inscriptions operate as easily recognisable markers of place identity and support the
transformation of Turkistan into a visually legible tourism and heritage city.

Examples of city-name installations, public inscriptions, and Design Code-related visual elements are presented
in [llustration 3. These visual markers contribute to the continuous communication of identity narratives and
strengthen the symbolic visibility of heritage within everyday urban space.

Figure 2

City-name installation and Design Code-related visual elements contributing to urban identity construction in
Turkistan. Photo source: Otyrarkz (2025)

Directional signage leading to heritage sites, museums, religious landmarks, and public cultural spaces performs
a dual function. On the practical level, it guides visitors through the city. On the symbolic level, it organises move-
ment through a structured cultural landscape in which sacred and historical sites occupy privileged positions. In
this sense, signage does not merely provide orientation; it participates in the production of spatial narratives by
directing attention toward selected places of memory, spirituality, and heritage.

Taken together, these findings demonstrate that Sacred Centres, Modern Signifiers, and Spatial Narratives do not
operate independently. Rather, they form an interconnected symbolic system through which Turkistan’s spiritual
status, historical heritage, and contemporary urban identity are simultaneously communicated and reinforced.

Discussion

Cultural Heritage and Urban Modernisation in Turkistan

The analysis shows that cultural heritage occupies a central position in the contemporary urban transforma-
tion of Turkistan. The analysis identified the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi as the principal symbolic anchor
around which urban identity, tourism development, and official narratives are organised. Rather than functioning
solely as a historical monument, the mausoleum operates as a multi-layered cultural symbol connecting religious
heritage, political history, and contemporary nation-building processes. This finding supports previous research
highlighting the historical and spiritual significance of the mausoleum within Kazakhstan and the wider Turkic
world (Baltabayeva et al., 2019; Turgunova & Aubakirova, 2025).

The results further demonstrate that sacred heritage is not treated as an isolated historical resource. Instead,
heritage functions as the foundation upon which contemporary development initiatives are legitimised and
communicated. Official policy documents, tourism narratives, and urban development strategies consistently posi-
tion Turkistan as a spiritual, historical, and cultural centre (Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2025; Pravitel'stvo
Respubliki Kazahstan, 2018). This suggests that urbanisation in Turkistan is simultaneously a material and symbolic
process in which physical development is closely connected with the construction of cultural meaning.
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The integration of heritage references into contemporary urban projects indicates that modernisation in Turkistan
is not presented as a break from the past. Instead, development is framed as a continuation of historical and cultural
traditions, allowing new infrastructure to acquire symbolic legitimacy through its association with heritage. The
Karavansaray complex and related development initiatives demonstrate how contemporary infrastructure is inten-
tionally embedded within narratives of Silk Road heritage, Turkic cultural traditions, and spiritual capital. Rather
than replacing historical heritage, these projects symbolically extend and reinterpret it within a modern urban
context (Ashworth et al., 2007; Richards, 2018). However, the case of Turkistan differs from purely tourism-oriented
models because sacred heritage remains central to the city’s symbolic identity rather than functioning solely as a
marketing resource.

Urban Semiotics and Symbolic Capital

The findings provide empirical support for Lotman’s (1990) concept of the semiosphere. The interaction between
the Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi (Sacred Centre), the Karavansaray complex (Modern Signifier), and city-
name installations and directional signage (Spatial Narratives) demonstrates how individual urban elements derive
meaning through their relationship to a wider symbolic environment. This finding demonstrates that symbolic
meaning in urban environments is relational rather than intrinsic. Individual urban objects derive significance not
solely from their physical characteristics but from their interaction with other symbolic elements within the wider
urban landscape. The Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi, the Karavansaray complex, public inscriptions, city-name
installations, and directional signage collectively contribute to a coherent symbolic narrative that links spirituality,
cultural continuity, and modernisation.

This interpretation is consistent with urban semiotic approaches that conceptualise cities as communicative
systems composed of interacting signs and symbols (Gottdiener & Lagopoulos, 1986). The results indicate that
Turkistan functions as a symbolic text in which architecture, public space, and visual communication mechanisms
work together to reinforce specific narratives concerning heritage, identity, and development. In this respect, urban
space performs a communicative function that extends beyond practical or aesthetic considerations.

The findings also support Bourdieu’s (1984) concept of symbolic capital. The Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi
functions as a culturally legitimised symbol that provides authority, prestige, and authenticity to contemporary
urban development projects. Through its association with spiritual heritage and historical continuity, the mauso-
leum contributes symbolic value that can be mobilised within tourism promotion, city branding, and development
discourse. Consequently, heritage becomes a form of symbolic capital that enhances the legitimacy of both public
policy and urban transformation initiatives.

Sacred Heritage, Tourism, and Identity Construction

The findings suggest that tourism in Turkistan cannot be understood solely through economic indicators or visi-
tor statistics. While previous studies have emphasised the contribution of sacred heritage to tourism development
and regional economic growth (Issakov et al.,, 2023; Omarkozhayeva et al., 2023), the present study demonstrates
that heritage sites also perform important symbolic functions within the urban environment.

The Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi serves not only as a tourism attraction but also as a central mechanism
through which narratives of spirituality, authenticity, and cultural continuity are communicated. Public spaces,
heritage routes, visual markers, and tourism-oriented installations reinforce these narratives by directing attention
towards selected representations of history and identity. As a result, tourism infrastructure becomes integrated into
a broader symbolic system that contributes to the construction of place identity.

This observation is consistent with heritage studies emphasising that heritage is actively constructed, interpreted,
and communicated through contemporary cultural and political processes (Smith, 2006). In Turkistan, heritage is
not simply preserved but continuously reinterpreted through urban development, tourism promotion, and symbolic
communication strategies. The findings therefore demonstrate how sacred heritage can simultaneously support
economic development, cultural preservation, and identity construction.
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Urban Identity and Symbolic Communication in Post-Soviet Contexts

The case of Turkistan contributes to broader discussions concerning urban identity formation in post-Soviet cities.
Previous research has shown that architecture, heritage, and symbolic landscapes frequently play important roles
in redefining national identities following political transformation (Koch, 2013; Young & Light, 2001). The findings
of this study support these observations by demonstrating how heritage symbols are incorporated into contem-
porary urban development strategies to communicate narratives of cultural continuity and national significance.

Turkistan’s development strategy places sacred heritage at the centre of urban identity construction, distinguishing
it from many post-Soviet urban branding projects that focus primarily on modernity and economic competitive-
ness. The city’s symbolic landscape combines religious heritage, historical memory, cultural diplomacy, tourism
development, and contemporary infrastructure within a unified narrative framework (Nakhipbekova et al., 2024;
Turgunova & Aubakirova, 2025). This integration enables Turkistan to present itself simultaneously as a spiritual
centre, cultural destination, regional capital, and modern city.

The findings, therefore, suggest that Turkistan represents a distinctive model of heritage-based urbanisation.
Unlike many heritage cities where historical monuments function primarily as tourism assets, Turkistan combines
religious significance, national historical memory, and contemporary state-supported urban development within
a single symbolic framework. The city’s designation as the Spiritual Capital of the Turkic World and its role as a
centre of pilgrimage provide symbolic resources that extend beyond local or national identity. As a result, urban
development projects in Turkistan are embedded within broader narratives of Turkic cultural continuity, spiritual
heritage, and regional cooperation (Erdogan, 2024a; Erdogan, 2024b; TURKSOY, 2017).

Implications and Contribution of the Study

This study contributes to the literature on urban semiotics, heritage studies, and post-Soviet urban transforma-
tion by providing an empirical analysis of how sacred heritage, contemporary urban development, and symbolic
communication interact within a rapidly transforming heritage city. The findings show that cultural symbols are not
merely reflections of identity but active instruments through which meanings, values, and narratives are produced
and communicated.

More specifically, the study demonstrates that Turkistan’s urban transformation is characterised by the interaction
of three interconnected symbolic dimensions: Sacred Centres, Modern Signifiers, and Spatial Narratives. Together,
these dimensions create a symbolic environment through which spirituality, cultural continuity, historical legiti-
macy, and modernisation are simultaneously communicated. Sacred heritage, contemporary urban projects, and
symbolic communication mechanisms collectively shape the production of urban identity, cultural continuity, and
spiritual meaning. In doing so, the study contributes a semiotic perspective to existing research on heritage-based
urban development and post-Soviet urban transformation. By integrating visual analysis, discourse analysis, and
urban semiotics, the study also demonstrates the value of interdisciplinary approaches for examining the symbolic
dimensions of urban change.

Limitations of the Study

Several limitations should be acknowledged. First, the study employs a qualitative research design based primarily
on the analysis of official policy documents, urban development strategies, tourism materials, and visual represen-
tations of Turkistan. Consequently, the findings reflect the symbolic narratives promoted through institutional and
public sources and may not fully capture the perceptions of residents, visitors, or other stakeholders.

Second, the study focuses on a single case study. While Turkistan provides a valuable example of heritage-based
urban transformation, the findings cannot be automatically generalised to other cities without consideration of their
historical, cultural, and political contexts.

Third, the analysis concentrates on symbolic representations within the urban environment rather than measuring
their social impact empirically. Future research could complement the present study through interviews, surveys,
ethnographic observation, or comparative analyses involving other heritage cities in Kazakhstan and Central Asia.

Despite these limitations, the study provides a useful framework for examining the relationship between cultural
symbols, heritage, and urban transformation through a semiotic perspective.
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Conclusion

This study examined the semiotic role of cultural symbols in the urban transformation of Turkistan, focusing on
the relationship between sacred heritage, contemporary urban development, and symbolic communication. Using
an interdisciplinary framework combining urban semiotics, discourse analysis, and visual analysis, the research
explored how cultural symbols are mobilised within the city’s evolving urban landscape. The material reveals that
urbanisation in Turkistan cannot be understood solely as a process of physical development or economic moderni-
sation; it also represents a symbolic process through which meanings of spirituality, cultural continuity, identity,
and modernity are produced, communicated, and legitimised.

The analysis identified three interconnected symbolic dimensions that structure Turkistan’s contemporary urban
environment: Sacred Centres, Modern Signifiers, and Spatial Narratives. The Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi
emerged as the principal symbolic anchor around which narratives of spirituality, historical continuity, and cultural
identity are organised. Contemporary urban projects, particularly the Karavansaray complex and Design Code-related
initiatives, function as Modern Signifiers that integrate heritage references into contemporary urban development.
Meanwhile, public inscriptions, city-name installations, heritage routes, and directional signage contribute to the
formation of Spatial Narratives that reinforce the city’s symbolic identity within everyday urban space.

The findings further demonstrate that sacred heritage functions not merely as a preserved historical resource
but as an active component of contemporary urban transformation. Through official discourse, urban planning
strategies, tourism development, and symbolic communication mechanisms, heritage contributes to the construc-
tion of narratives concerning national identity, cultural continuity, spiritual significance, and urban modernisation.
In this respect, Turkistan represents a distinctive model of heritage-based urbanisation in which sacred heritage,
contemporary development, and symbolic communication operate as mutually reinforcing processes.

The practical significance of the study lies in its potential application to urban planning, heritage management,
tourism development, and city-branding initiatives. The findings demonstrate how cultural symbols can be incor-
porated into contemporary urban development while preserving historical authenticity and strengthening local
identity. The analytical framework proposed in this study may assist policymakers, urban planners, and cultural
institutions in designing urban environments that balance heritage preservation with modernisation objectives.

The study contributes to existing research on heritage-based urban development, urban semiotics, and post-Soviet
urban transformation by demonstrating how cultural symbols function as active instruments in the construction of
urban meaning. By conceptualising Turkistan as an interconnected symbolic system composed of Sacred Centres,
Modern Signifiers, and Spatial Narratives, the research highlights the importance of examining urban transformation
not only through material and economic perspectives but also through the symbolic processes that shape collec-
tive identity, cultural memory, and perceptions of place. The case of Turkistan illustrates how sacred heritage can
remain central to contemporary urban development while simultaneously supporting modernisation, tourism, and
the construction of a distinctive urban identity.
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