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Abstract—An attempt has been made several times to identify
and discuss the U.S. experience on the formation of political nation in
political science. The purpose of this research paper is to identify the
main aspects of the formation of civic identity in the United States
and Kazakhstan, through the identification of similarities and
differences that can get practica application in making decisions of
national policy issues in the context of globalization, as well as to
answer the questions “What should unite the citizens of Kazakhstan
to the nation?’ and “What should be the dominant identity: civil or
ethnic (national) one?’

Can Kazakhstan being multiethnic country like America, adopt its
experience in the formation of a civic nation? Sinceit is believed that
the “multi-ethnic state of the population is a characteristic feature of
most modern countries in the world,” it states that “inter-ethnic
integration is one of the most important aspects of the problem of
forming a new social community (metaetnic - Kazakh people,
Kazakh nation” [1].

Keywords—nation, civic identity, nation building, globalization,
interethnic relations, patriotism

I. INTRODUCTION

T the current stage of the development of socio-political

processes in the context of globalization, the problem of
the formation of civic identity and strengthening of civil peace
continues to be one of the most important questions of
political science. According to the Kazakh scholar
G.Beysenova, the process of formation of the international
community at the beginning of the XXI century comes to a
qualitative phase of its thinking, considering al the faults and
mistakes of the past century [2]. By most researchers this stage
is denoted by the concepts of “globalization” and “identity”.
All countries of the world in varying degrees and in different
capacities are involved in these processes, which are transient,
determining the choice.

I1. NATION - BUILDING PROBLEMSIN KAZAKHSTAN AND THE
USA

The challenges of globdization, identity and nation-
building are the subject of scientific research and they are
under scrutiny of Kazakh scientists. In recent years the idea of
forming unified Kazakh nation in our country similar to the
American nation has actualy been discussed in periodicals
and the media.
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This idea was first expressed by President Nursultan
Nazarbayev, in his speech at the press conference of the XI
extraordinary congress of the National Democratic Party “Nur
Otan”. “... we are building our self-identity - to be a single
nation of Kazakhstan. For example, Americans are made up
of hundreds of people and nations, but are called Americans.
No one calls each other Chinese or Korean there. And your
nationdity - is your business. And this is a right thing.
Because one country is to live as one nation” [3]. Thus, the
people of Kazakhstan have two ways to nation-building: the
first is the choice of development for a model of the American
“melting pot” and to become a civic nation by building civic
identity. The second way is the establishment of the state with
ethnic characteristic by the preservation of national, cultural
and spiritual values of the Kazakh people.

Under cover of a set of common narratives nationa identity
has always been a subject of debate since the contested
histories of colonia settlements, through the Civil War, the
rise and fall of cities to modern debates about race, gender and
language. Broadcasting in the twentieth century has long
provided the apparent homogeneity, helping to build and
strengthen the national identity of the internal security and
economic growth. But now, when the country's history is told
and retold many times, more apparent becomes the struggle
for redefinition of American nationa identity and the
establishment of how it should be plural. Any formulation of
nationa identity bears the signs of struggle for power, so it
isn’t a coincidence that the contest for the regulation of images
in the American society generates alively interest [4].

Thus, the term ‘civic identity” often used successfully in
America, is referred to as* americanization”.

So, americanization refers to process of “becoming
American,” and to organized efforts to encourage the
transformation of immigrantsinto “Americans’. The term was
in informal use in the United States in the mid-nineteenth
century, but it is most prominently associated with the
movement of that name during the 1910s and early 1920s. The
term is often used interchangeably with assimilation. The
“problem” of Americanization arises because American
nationa identity must be constructed in the absence of
primordial ethnic mythology, and in the face of exceptiona
diversity. Thereis genera recognition that the United Statesis
a “civic nation”, rather than an “ethnic nation”, in which
devotion to “founding principles’ is the source of nationa
identity and community. The creedal nature of American
identity carries the implication that anyone may “become
American” by committing himself or herself to the nation's
founding principles, and to their expression in distinctively
American symbols and ways of living. However, the
propositional nature of American identity carries with it the
question of who is capable of the necessary understanding,
and commitment to American principles, and to the ways of
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living that they are taken to imply. That seed ofidt has led
Americans to scrutinize cultural differences,
consociation, and race as potential indicatorshef lack of
qualification for trusted membership in the poligyd to insist
on outward demonstrations of Americanization by stho
considered for membership.

From this point of view the United States of Amaris of
great interest, being one of the major power ef tfodern
world, have a multifaceted impact on key processebstrends
of the world development. As Lenin wrote: “Amerigas won
the first place among free and educated nationsthi
development of the productive forces of human labothe
use of machines and all the wonders of modern t#oby’.
This country played the important role in the depehent and
implementation of the bourgeois ideas of libertgmbcracy
and national sovereignty. In the absence of angbéished
feudal institutions and traditions in fact, Americas become
the first country where the bourgeois nation andonal
identity have developed in a pure form. The U.$egence in
this context demonstrated that an essential featdre¢he
formation of modern nations and national identitaswa
change in the content and forms of national andieth
relations.

The inhabitants of the colonies in the middle o XVl
century were loyal patriots of the British EmpirBorth
American colonists were tied to the mother courityytheir
commitment to British art, literature, architecturi@rms,
English tastes, manners, customs and traditionsjetisas to
military and political, economic and other ties. Wéver, to
the last third of the XVIII century in the coursé a long
development some of the essential factors havelajes@ in
the colonies, necessary for the formation of theefoan
nation with a specific national consciousness. Ttiag is
about the common economic interests of the Norttedean
colonies, opposing economic interests of the Bri&Snpire,
the common territory in which they lived together éver one
and a half centuries, a common language, etc. titiad,
some important elements of the socio-psychologiaad
spiritual commonality of Americans were developedthat
period. As R. Kechem noted correctly, colonial tiotwas in
the “barely noticeable state of Kkinetic stress”, ickh
undermined the institutions and forms of ideologypught
from Europe to America by immigrants and have dbated
to the emergence of new forms of thoughts, idedsopmions

it should be noted that the processes of formatimhapproval

ethni of national forms of consciousness, which begam lbefore

the shots at Lexington, which ushered in the war fo
independence and continued after the victory of NkBth
American colonies over Great Britain. America, @rtrular,
had to establish itself as an independent natiorfotm its
own way of life, create its own literature, purelynerican
forms of art, to form national goals etc.

However, Kazakhstan has quite a different situmatian
attempt of the young state to reconcile the needewaval of
ethnic Kazakh identity with the need to create & Kezakh
identity on the common civil base, led to problemh o
functioning of ethnic identity. Most of the indigaus people
were not satisfied with the position of the nati@eguage, the
state of the national culture, education and sa&glices.

Kazakhstan as a country which is geographicaligted in
the center of the Eurasian continent has becométuer in
the Central Asian region, and the active agenti@bajization
processes. The maintenance of national sovereigntthe
actual problem in the context of globalization. agdhe low
level of civic identity and patriotism, the lack af unified
national idea may adversely affect the sovereightie state.

And from here, on the one hand, arises the proldém
identity of a contemporary Kazakh under the condgiof the
world globalization, on the other hand, multi-ethnand
ethnically diverse society.

In this case, one must bear in mind the really demp
ethnonational composition of the Kazakh societys it
linguistic, cultural, religious heterogeneity. & important to
remember that today we seem to overcome the hiduer
boundary of the “collective man” of a traditionalcgety, in
order to achieve socio-cultural characteristicamfindividual
man” of a civil society, as the new, civil societyjth its
heterogeneous polyethnicity needs a new histopieedonality
type.

Thus, the actualness the study is as follows: in recent
years not only democratically-oriented ideologidteit the
authorities have shown interest in the formation cbfil
society, its values and norms. Social transformatia the 90s
in Kazakhstan promote the study of problems rel&desbcial
role and function of Kazakh citizens in the tramsfing
society.

The collapse of the Soviet Union, the change oftipal
systems and structures of power, economic refooml$yral

in the New World. The war for independence was juprocesses associated with the openness of so@etther

intended to give final approval of these “new fotni3uring
the revolution, faced with the problem of separatimm the
Great Britain, American colonists were engaged @atéd
debates not only about the nature and methoddenfad break
with the mother country, but also debated on brodRies
related to freedom, reassessment and re-formulatbn
national values, ideas of self-regulation, natitema) etc. [5].
The war for independence filled with the materiahtent
the words of one of the founding fathers Patrickiifewho
said at the first Continental Congress that “thBedinces
between Virginians, Pennsylvanians,
residents of New England no longer exists. Now | aot
Virginian, | am American.”. Since then, the formmlonists
saw themselves not as nationals of the British Eepfiut as
representatives of an entirely new American natidowever,
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cultures have had an enormous impact on the comtemp
society, especially young people.

Only today, we realize that an experiment to create
national identity as a propaedeutics of the Sowgigper -
identity on the basis of the class struggle (clamslict) was
actually conducted in the Soviet Union. The experifailed,
because the neglect of the “national” was the meésofailure
of the Soviet model of a man and further reconsimacof
series of separate national identities in the GIS [

In this context of globalization there is an urgéagk not

New Yorkers anohly to preserve national sovereignty and devetagditional

culture, but also to form a permanent national f*seio
educate and form a sense of patriotism among thexg/o
people.

1SN1:0000000091950263



Open Science Index, Humanities and Social Sciences Vol:6, No:6, 2012 publications.waset.org/1658.pdf

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Humanities and Social Sciences
Voal:6, No:6, 2012

The block of problems is contained in the questiérihe
nature of national identity and its relation to thel, which is
an important topic that is worthy of attention.

Identification processes are aggravated and diffica
estimate in the context of historical faults, tagniepochs in
the life of nations. Kazakhstan is going throughchswa
transitional period, in which the transition to ewnstate of
society occurs simultaneously with the implemenotatiof
radical modernization in the sphere of socio-ecdooand
political relations, which entails a change in \ehriented
systems on different levels: social, group, perbohais a
crisis of identity, the essence of which lies i tfact that
control was lost not only “on the processes ocogrri
throughout society, but also on the
construction of a large part of individual and gvddentities”
[7].

We comment on periodization of identification presen
Kazakhstan.

The first stage (from 1986 to 1990 ye&rcharacterized by
the beginning of the destruction of identity valuies the
Soviet political system. Publicity became the fifstm of
social action, in which people began to talk opeaidput what
they think. In the era of glasnost the myths predes by
private individuals who acquired the status of @raatic
leaders in the public mind, became the subject exiegal
social interest, and appeared in the press. Inrdanoe with
the rules of mythological thinking, the struggle tieen
Ligachev, Gorbachev and Yeltsin have been congidéere
significant part of the population as the strudggéween good
and evil [8].

National and ethnic orientation began to influenu@re on
the formation of identity preferences of Kazakhstaeople,
under the influence of the events of December 1886
Almaty. At the same time there was a significanakening of
the ties of citizens with large solidarity groupscls as: the
party, Komsomol, trade unions, and in general \lih state.
The first phase of the differentiation of interbsgan with the
emergence of new socio-political movements
organizations ( in 16-17 December, 1986 in Alma;Atere
was an anti-governmental
students), the occasion for which was the appointnod
"varyag" Gennady Kolbin, the first secretary of thklganovsk
Oblast Party Committee, to the post of the firstetry of the
Communist Party of the Kazakh SSR by the Secréamneral
of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev.

This appointment was a violation of longstandingpoken
tradition of appointing the heads of the repubtitshe USSR
from the local staff of the titular nation. So imetspirit of the
age-old traditions the problem of ruling in Kazatems was
solved. But this time ignoring the national intésesf the

Kazakhstan, which served as a catalyst for the destimation
of political life. One of the first mass movemenigere
“Nevada-Semipalatinsk” (1989), Historical and Ediarzal
Society “Adilet” — “Spravedlivost” (1989), interriahal
movement “Edinstvo” (1990) and others.

The second stage (from 1991 to 1983kharacterized on
the one hand, by the crisis of identity of indivadiias citizens
of the former great power, on the other hand, kg tiew
identity objectives relating to independence. Theiety was
in a situation of the split of values, the loss athesive
understanding of the active participation in thestauction of
a "new world" which, as it turned out, suddenlytlad its
attractiveness [9].

reproductiond an The new world when living conditions are changée, old

groups are destroyed and the new ones are createx.
process of development a party system in Kazakhsaanbe
served as a proof of this. The new fact was thapleecould
identify themselves by party characteristics, ndiyavith the
Communist Party, but also with the Socialist Pattty Party
of the People's Congress of Kazakhstan, the parilesh”,
“Azat” and other parties and social organizatiomsmfed
during that period.

The third stage (1993 - August 1995)characterized by
increasing differentiation of the citizen’s idetipreferences,
including those based on ethnicity. When life ctiods
change, new needs appear and collective effortsnaige to
adapt to the situation. One of such efforts wasi@@mpt to
make the civilian identity of the individual depemd on his
ethnicity. A powerful impetus to the development tbése
trends has given approval of the national-ethnit &w civic
options for the development of Kazakhstan in the &f the
Constitution, adopted in January 1993 year. Ini@ar, the
Constitution used such formulas as “Kazakhstane-sthte of
self-determined Kazakh natiorf10], “state formed nation”
and so on, which gave the nation the fundamentareaf the
political entity.

At the same time there was an increase of immdagrat

angentiments, resulting in a significant outflow ofudgian-

speaking population from the country. Thus, moranth

insurgency (protested Ignos®400,000 people left Kazakhstan in 1994. On the wjhfolr the

period of 7 years of independence, the number opleeof
Kazakhstan decreased to 2 million (from 16.9 millio 1992
to 14.9 million in 1999.).

The fourth stage began in August 198% continues until
present time. This stage is characterized by ahhengd
attention to the development and improvement ofriza#onal
policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The officlicy of
the Republic of Kazakhstan in the sphere of naticglations
in the multinational country consists of the fullipport,
maintenance and development of the national toditaulture,

Republic was met with opened and determined resista language and other forms of life of all ethnic grediving in

resulting in the protest of Kazakh youth in AlmaaAtn the

Kazakhstan and, of course, the Kazakh nation ighénfirst

morning of 17 December hundreds of people met an tiplace.
square near the building of the Central Committde o Authorities are trying and have already done much t

Communist Party to protest against the outrightation of
their basic civil rights (then the number of dentoat®rs
reached several thousand people).

The result of emerging contradictions between
proclaimed course of transformation in the courdgnd the
current realities were the December events of 188& in

International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 6(6) 2012

1157

preserve the common culture and the culture ofrogienic
groups in the country. Such institutions as theteSta
Committee for National Policy, Big and Small Assédiebh of

thReoples of Kazakhstan, a division of the Domestilici of

the President’s office, and akimats are establigtnredoperate
in the Republic [11].

1SN1:0000000091950263



Open Science Index, Humanities and Social Sciences Vol:6, No:6, 2012 publications.waset.org/1658.pdf

World Academy of Science, Engineering and Technology
International Journal of Humanities and Social Sciences
Voal:6, No:6, 2012

. KAZAKHSTAN NATION OR KAZAKH NATION?

In recent years the idea of forming unified Kazalktion in
our country has become vigorously debated in paradsl and
the media. This is evidenced by the eruption of diebate
recently around the project “The doctrine of natioonity”.
Proponents of this document argued that the umitgtn of
Kazakhstan should be a unified Kazakh nation. At shme
time opponents who are especially national-patraftsthe
country, express their opinion that the concepKaizakhstan
nation” will mean the gradual elimination and digagrance
of state-formed ethnic Kazakhs. The importancehef issue
will become especially apparent when one considBes
extreme contradiction, complexity of national cdnssness
and the content of the category ‘nation”. In thgibeing of
the XX ¢ one of the experts specializing on theioma
identity issues Bedzhgot rightly pointed out: “Wieokv what
is nation, while we are not asked about it, but fiv
ourselves face to face with a huge challenge whemave to
define exactly what a nation is”. Despite the alanud of
literature, the theme of the nation remains onethef key
subjects of study in social science literature hbaft the East
and the West, the subject of heated controversydatte.
Abstracting from these debates and discussionsnase note
that the nation, the national idea, national canssmess in
many ways is difficult to classify and identify.

Nevertheless, since the modern time the natiored idas
evolved into a powerful social and political foréend this is
natural, since man can not renounce from its histis
national identity. Each individual lives, not orheir own life,
but also the life of his people and society, themier of
which he is.

According to E.Mustafaev [12] many ordinary citizeaf
Kazakhstan did not find the difference betweenamatind
nationality. And that is why, a great importancepad by
them to what is called a nation of Kazakhstan.

There is a stable group in Kazakhstan that suppbes
national-patriotic rhetoric about the formationtbe Kazakh
nation which may lead to the disappearance of taeakhs.
First of all, this idea is a consolidating factor the small part
of population. It should be noted that the natiguekiotic
idea is perceived wrongly. Our national-patriota c@t make
a clear distinction between the national-radicalisand
national-patriotism yet. Therefore, nationalisttdrie is often
expressed, that is why national-patriotic ideolalgynottake
root and can not act as a consolidating factor.

You should always remember that “nation”- is a tpzi

Cultural background, national multi-cultural symisat
should be formed to conduct nation building. Thenowinity
is consolidatedaround these ideas, these symbols. For
example, in America, English language, Englishweltto a
certain point, then the Protestant religion, valoésnarket,
capitalism and liberalism were such an ethno-caltur
symbolism.

Our situation is very controversial. There are peots of
the nation formation, the new slogans are heart wBien we
come to the practical side, the question ariseswbat base
should the cultural nation of Kazakhstan be formemh the
basis of the Kazakh language and culture, or orbtses of
Russian language and culture? Here we may findowseri
disagreements.

Why do we need such identity? For example: eachmof
people living and working together in one unionooe party
who wants to achieve something together, needsnsesef
community, knowledge of what is meaningful to the
individual and common goals to enter this groupctSa
feeling can not be forced, only a voluntary basiseéeded for
it. The same relates to the States, where theen#izmust
identify themselves with their state in order teeliand work
for the state’s interest, and if it's necessaryptotect it. Ten
years ago, it was felt that the citizens of Kaz&khgid not
identify themselves with their state, and this poseisk to the
stability of the country, as the State has stilefhto give its
citizens a sense of community — “We are citizens of
Kazakhstan”. Scientists have noted a crisis ofonali identity
in the country, and the population has no longeo@mon
ideological base [8]. One could perhaps speakefdhmation
of a unified Kazakh nation, if all the ethnic greumf
Kazakhstan have undergone a process of assimilatierged
with each other, having lost their original, specifeatures,
characteristics, and possess a common, unifiedlféeatures
that occurred repeatedly in the history of the doBut it
didn’t happen with us [9].

All ethnic groups, whatever fate they found in Kidzstan,
have retained their own characteristics, their gene
characteristics, their ethnic autonomy. There was n
“russification” in the colonial period, and theres ino
“kazahizatsi” in sovereign Kazakhstan. Kazakhs pedathis
process; they were not assimilated by any otheplpe@nd
did not assimilate any other ethnic group. Theredsdoubt
that if we replace the formal concept of “people of
Kazakhstan”, by the concept of “Kazakhstani natjoi¥
which the Kazakhs and other ethnic groups thatadigtexist

community.
The concept of "nation building” quickly gained mdgrity

indignant, and non-Kazakhs can just get embarraasedsk:
but where are Kazakhs, if they really exist, theg aear us,

because the idea was proposed to combine multiesthr@re they a special nation?

multicultural, multiracial, even multicivilized cammunity into
one that would share common values, ideas and itdasa
common identity, a single nation. The American noaofe
“melting pot” was taken on for a sample of natiariiing
which was based on the concept
Subsequently, this concept has been criticized,shlltit is

workable. In Kazakhstan, in many respects, the ephof
nation-building is the foundation of national pglicf the state
and determines the national processes in our cpuntr
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[V.CIVIC IDENTITY AS A BASIS FORSTABILITY

The identification process should not be considered
individually and in its self-sufficiency in the cmxt of poly-
Taking into account internationa
experience, it should be considered as a processiltfral
interaction and formation the Kazakh civil natiamtbis basis,
taking into account the geopolitical specifics aedlities. And
in any way it can not infringe upon the state-nmatifor there
must be established conditions for the realizatbthe idea
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“We are the people of Kazakhstan”, and not mergifigne
national culture with the other. Without it the pess of
transformation of the traditional Kazakh societyoirtivil is
simply impossible.

In the framework of this paper it is not possilidegive an
answer to all these questions, because each of tbgumres a
separate consideration, but to focus on them irsidenation
of personal identity, is necessary, in our opinion.

Civil society and civic nation should unite (coliee
identity) free, individually responsible, tolerargersons,
possessing a strong sense of dignity, duty and rhand
respecting the culture, traditions and religioutdfe of others
(personal identity).

And thus, an objective change in the historicakpeality
type should occur and resulting in personal andective
identification, which is not an easy process, thit change
immediately.

But in our opinion, it is important to draw attemt to two
points.

Firstly, it is generally accepted to point out #rbasic
levels of political culture, without an analysis which is
impossible to determine more or less objectively diegree of
civic identity of a person or a team. Thereforealgzing the
results of our study it was important to remember main
things that are included in the structure of paditiculture.

According to tradition these are:

political needs and interests;

knowledge about politics;

political and ideological consciousness;

political beliefs, orientation, evaluation of

phenomena,;

political norms and traditions recognized in sogiet

patterns of political behavior;

skills and methods of political activity, skill amckperience;

political institutions.

Thus, the civil identity is realized through socmisitions
in the fields of identification, which in complexac be
regarded as an integrative achievable status. defisrmined
by the possession of specific capitals of variduaracteristics
(political, ethnic, cultural, religious, etc.). Aadingly,
developing in a specific historical context, cividentity
depends on the political, economic and cultural &if society.

We pay attention to only one indicator of the levkcivil
self-identification of the Republic of Kazakhstapspulation
resulting from the sociological survey conducted the
Kazakhstan Institute for Development in March 1996.

fiial

To the question “Who do you feel to be?” only 11% ¢

respondents reported that they feel themselves titizens of
Kazakhstan. But 22.1% felt like the citizens of th8SR and
39.4% - the citizens of the CIS [11].

The formation of an idea of civic identity has bew a
significant social fact in the modern Kazakhstaniety. The
dominance of ethnic self — consciousness was aeqolsice
of the collapse of the USSR, an explosion of efihynitoss or
alteration of other identities (social status, ththeistic
outlook, the idea of the "Soviet people", etc.)adyrally
decreased.

According to our research ethnic and religious fiies,
remaining important, do not go ahead of the stdtmntity

TABLE |
RATING OF IDENTITY

ethnicity 22%
citizenship 18%
religion 3,9%
their country 28,2%
family 27,3%
othel 0,7%

The individual determines its position in the cooade
system, and identifies himself with one or anott@mmunity
on the base of awareness. There is no doubt thetldife, in
addition to ethnicity, he identifies himself witlifférent social
spaces and communities — with the people of hiegion,
with the people of one profession, religion, andnowmn
identity of "Soviet people", cities, regions, coues,
Europeans, etc. But many people
primarily by state characteristics, which is qutable.

As it appears, the growth of family identity is aogpanied
by its great actualization for a significant parf the
population aged from 21 to 60 years, which givessoa to
associate this situation with a family crisis. Aetsame time,
of course, at these rates you can expect positigages in the
institution of the family.

Ethnic component takes a strong position in thegrgeps
of 15-20 and older than 60 years old.

In the middle and mature age groups, after theirgad
family identity follows immediately the state idépt

In the identity rating the civil self-identity isiithe third
place only in people aged 21 to 30 years.

In general, we may say that such distribution ddnares of
self-assessment of the Republic of Kazakhstanizeti is in
the sphere of social stability.

However, under the leading, but at the same tineeldiv
index of civil identity indicators of “place of bh” (36.6%) -
92.4% of
homeland (Table II).

At first glance, this can be seen as a contradictia
paradox. But there is no paradox, because the meepts feel
the difference in what it means to be just Kazaklthie sense
of Kazakhstani nationality or feel like a citizehkazakhstan.
This is confirmed by respondents' answers to thestipns
“while living in Kazakhstan, which country you cager your
home country?” And “while living in Kazakhstan, glou feel
yourself the full citizen of this country?”

TABLE Il
WHILE LIVING IN KAZAKHSTAN, WHICH COUNTRY DO YOU CONSIDER YOUR
HOME COUNTRY?

Kazakhstan 92,5%
Russia 4%
Union of Soviet Socialist Republi 1,4%
Do not know 0,9%
My ethnic country 1,2%

Of the 92.5% of respondents who consider their home

country the Republic of Kazakhstan, only 84.8% yfull
perceive themselves as citizens of this countrpl@ dl).

TABLE llI
WHILE LIVING IN KAZAKHSTAN, DO YOU FEEL Y OURSELFTHE FULL CITIZEN
OF THIS COUNTRY?

Yes 85,2%
(Table 1). No 1,6%
International Scholarly and Scientific Research & Innovation 6(6) 2012 1159 1SN1:0000000091950263
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Maybe
Do not know

11,8%
1,4%

level so in the individual one. And such indicadsr “person's
nationality”, which takes place among the affective
component of a group level turned out to be unstalnd it

Unequal rates of self-determination of Kazakhsgaeople a5 replaced by “the execution of the laws and @wmisn of

on thestate and civil characteristics evidence
differentiation of these two categories.

Thus, the interest is nearly proportional ratiosbfires of
the civil and national self-identity of Kazakhstaitizens.

Thus, the persons aged of 29-39 years old, wholtcab
socialization occurred in an era of change, has|ohest
proportion of feeling that their homeland is Kazstidm
(89.2%) and the highest proportion of recognitioh tioe

Soviet Union as their home country (2%). And thevdet

ttkazakhstan” at the individual level.

Civil society is being formed in the Republic of
Kazakhstan. The desire to create it is observedomly from
above (eg, creation of a public house), but alsmfbelow.
The survey data show that the majority of our eitiz
consider that to be a citizen of the RK means mbf to “live
in Kazakhstan” (68.1%), to benefit the country, tuexecute
the laws, to follow the Constitution of Kazakhstgt6.4%).
Such judgments may be correlated with a sense of

indicator of a sense of citizenship is in the same category responsibility for the fate of the country.

(82.1%), and the highest share of the lack of ames® of
citizenship - 3.2%. These young men belong to thatbaic
groups - Kazakhs, Russians and Uzbeks. The fistgroups,
in fact, have become direct participants and wiasof post-
Soviet political change.

It is possible that this fact is a historical reador the
uncertainty of the civil and national identity of ogern
Kazakhstan people in the group of 29-39 years old.

“Knowledge of the state language” was in the foyptérce.
And it was mostly supported by Ukrainians (20%) and
Kazakhs (15.3%).

Language is not given leadership preferences by the
respondents. On the one hand, this situation isalHistory
shows that linguistic unity is formed in the prozesf
historical development of ethnic communities, segvas the
primary means of interpersonal communication, treey \ef

In the choice of the other factors that performe thyansmission of ethnic traditions, information abthe culture
consolidating function of the citizens, are seendkependence of the people, historical heritage, etc. As A.Ja&he pointed

on residence and ethnicity of respondents.
nationality of a person” is on the second positionthe
classification of the civic identity indicators. &entrancef
this indicator in the top three is explained thiaé tethnic
component is fairly stable in the psychology ofiuduals and
less dependent on the socio-political situation.

The 16% of all respondents chose “the nationaiitya
person”. More responses of these are observed én
Moldovans (50%), Turks (30.8%) (Table 9).The difece of
responses were 16.6% in regions (this question amseered
by 9% of respondents in Astana, in the Easteriioneg
25.6%).

Thuke “

out: “the first attribute of the uniqueness of dioma is its
language’T13].

Consequently, the language is the most strikingrdghant
of ethnic identity and the factor of its formatifi¥], but not
civic identity. However, in this case we are tatkiabout the
ethnic (national) language when the native langissgees as
the most important indicator of ethno-consolidaaed ethno-
differentiated indicator of ethnic identification f othe
population.

On the other hand, the state language still plagpexial
role under civil identification. And this can no¢ bverlooked.
If the respondents in this study attributed langutgthe 4th

The national component as a unifying factor is lespiace to determine the classification of the civientity

dependent on the gender identity of respondents émswer

indicators, then 75% of respondents recognized the

type of settlement (in the city this table madels@B%, while
in rural areas - 16.3 %).

The third place in the classification of the oficiidentity
indicators belongs to the consolidating indicatibre“duration
of residence” (11.8%).

However, when respondents had to move from abstr:

representations of the main civic identity indicatto a more
concrete understanding of their personal self-ames®e of
their Kazakhstan citizenship, their answers hawangbd. The
answer to the question “What does it mean for youbd a
citizen of Kazakhstan?” The respondents were askeelect
no more than 3 answers which in the process ofteesere as
follows: “to live in Kazakhstan” (68.1%), “to exeteuthe laws
and Constitution of Kazakhstan “ (46.4%), “ to berrbin

Kazakhstan” (24.9%). Further, a majority of respemtd

The answers “it's important” made up 75%. That nsean
there is a need to know the state language. It Sdbat the
state language policy of our state affects theselt®e the Law
“On Languages”, the Law “On the public service”.

TABLE IV
THE IMPORTANCE OFKNOWLEDGE OF THESTATE LANGUAGE
it's always important 75%
it's important, but sometimes 16,7%
it is important on special occasions 4,7%
it is not important 2,2%
Don’t know 1,4%

We can not ignore the problem of formation of Kdstlni
patriotism in the search for civic identity. Patison — is not
only a social and cultural control, but the mecham{method)

answered “in the country and abroad to be under tof self- identity, which consists of recognizing ke
protection of the state™ - 10% “to possess nal@vegyuage and individual the unity of his self-interest with tlggoup interest

get education in their mother tongue” - 24%.

In general, it is clear that the “place of birthida“duration
of residence” were the most resistant, affectiveponents of
civic self-identification of Kazakhstani citizens i the group
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of social community. Patriotic identification - fke state of
group solidarity being formed on the basis of ethand
political unity, which includes the collective ldse (the
awareness and experience of individuals to belanghe
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nation) [15]. In addition, according to V.J. Selnwva
patriotism implies “a higher level of identity, sag each
individual over the ethnic roots and bringing te ttorefront
his belonging to a particular country.

Thus, patriotism does not imply denial of the indual
from their ethno-national characteristics, theaditions and
customs. It does not deny the existence of ethmicreational
pride of ethnic and national identity. Thus, pdisim allows
combining the ethnic plurality and political unitpringing
people together with many connections and relatiqss
[16].

66.2% of Kazakhs are absolutely confident thatigésm
is the basis for the formation of citizenship o€ thopulation
(Table 5).

TABLE V
IS PATRIOTISM THE BASIS FOR THE FORMATION OF CITIZEBHIP OF THE
POPULATION?
Yes 66,2%
No 2,8%
Maybe 22,6%
Don’t know 8,4%

Equally important is the assertion that “one of thest
important questions of formation of Kazakh identity the

the financial position, the level of security, thpiritual
sphere. Social discontent, under certain condifi@a be
transferred to the ethnic sphere, which is dangerou

V. CONCLUSION

Accordingly, developing in a specific historical ntext,
civic identity depends on the particular peculiast of
political, economic and cultural life of societyn Ithis
connection, separation of the civil identity by l&hstani
people as less important in the allocation of jties of self-
assessment of the Republic of Kazakhstan’s citiféesstate
identity - on the first place, the family identitypn the second,
the national identity - on the third, the civil eiatity - on the
fourth) lies in the sphere of low social stability.

Transformations in the Kazakh society shook fouiodat
of civic identity, but did not destroy them. In the

consciousness of modern citizens of the Republic of

Kazakhstan there is a tendency to preserve thetiyeosi
foundations of political reforms and strengtheniafj the
regulatory role of the state in socio-political pess of the
Republic of Kazakhstan.

The identification process includes contradictorgntls.
Based on the high ratio of citizens’ relation toeith
government, as well as to Kazakhstan's patriotatitly, their

determination of common grounds on which peoplelccouknowledge of Kazakh national symbols, but at theeame

identify their affiliation to a community as peoplef
Kazakhstan. In other words, for the full formatiohKazakh
identity it is required the national, unifying coram Kazakh
idea“ [17].

Civic identity is realized through social positioirs the

the low importance to them of their civic identiiy,can be
argued that Kazakhstani people have low politicatuce,
certain dissatisfaction with their life and with nse other
aspects of it — the financial position, the levEkecurity, the
spiritual sphere. Social dissatisfaction, whichidadirized

fields of identification, which in complex can begarded as adainst an external “other”, under certain condiiocan be

an integrative achievable status. It is determirsd the
possession of the specific characteristics (paliticethnic,
cultural, religious, etc.). Accordingly, developiimga specific
historical context, civic identity depends on thartgular
peculiarities of political, economic and culturdélof society.
In this connection, separation of the civil identiby
Kazakhstani people as less important in the aliogabf
priorities of self-assessment of the Republic ok#distan’s
citizens (the state identity - on the first pladcbe family
identity - on the second, the national identityh-tbe third, the
civil identity - on the fourth) lies in the spheoé low social
stability.

The cognitive component of the “place of birth” &yifting
the national and linguistic factors, became the tncosstant
component of civic identity. Transformations in tHKazakh
society shook foundations of civic identity, butl diot destroy
them. In the consciousness of modern citizens efRépublic
of Kazakhstan there is a tendency to preserve tsitiye
foundations of political reforms and strengthenirige
regulatory role of the state in socio-political pess of the
Republic of Kazakhstan.

The identification process includes contradictorgnts
based on the high ratio of citizens' relation toeith
government, as well as to Kazakhstan's patriotatitly, their
knowledge of Kazakh national symbols, but at theedme
the low importance to them of their civic identthat we may
assert: Kazakhstani people have low political aelticertain
dissatisfaction with their life and some otherextp of it —
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transferred to the ethnic sphere, which is dangerou

Obviously, the basic model of socialization, and tliis
regard, civic identity is determined by how society
committed to the values and what type of socitdraction
should be reproduced. The study shows the increfageung
people’s status in all fields of identification, pesially in
religious and ethnic. At the same time status esiéem of the
youth in citizenship has reduced. This primarilymcerns the
significance of ethnicity in the consciousness ebgle. If in
the ordinary, everyday life we can observe the esing role
of ethnicity, the prevalence of human values (fgmil
individual), but in the system of ethno-politicategories the
ethnic identity strengthened its position. Thiscamstance is
due to two factors: the politics of sovereigntymed at
reviving the national culture of the Kazakhs, oa tme hand,
and on the other, still weak position of common #dr
people's civic identity, which is not entrenched ftihe
consciousness of people. Consequently, national siaté
identity are formed.

Changes in emotional and evaluative components will

inevitably entail the transformation of other compat of
ethnic identity - a behavioral component. Thusergjthening
of ethnic-affeliative orientations, the desireatow the rules
and standards of its people, has led to some nargowf the
range to use the Russian language, an increa$e inumber
of citizens who want to master three languageso Alsere is
a tendency to move away from atheistic beliefsdiigious
beliefs.
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Today in Kazakhstan the process of identity runsereral
fronts:

the first — national - state identity is formed hystate-
formed ethnicity;

the second - the state identity has been developethnic
groups inhabiting the territory of Kazakhstan, enbyl of the
Kazakhstan nation, transmitting the identity of tKazakh
people on the basis of the spiritual culture of 8wviet era
and ethnicity, which is represented by a systemyafbols as
holidays such as March 8, New Year, May 9, Naumew
Year for Kazakh ethnic);

the third — is that civic identity is slowly
Kazakhstani people.

In this case, the multi-ethnic population of thgiom where
the development of inter-ethnic tensions is mokelyi, the
respondents showed a more balanced level of taerarhe
longer is the contact with people of other natidies, the
more positive is inter-ethnic behavior-orientedipol

Ultimately, we are talking about the formation dfic and
cultural outlook, tolerant principles, and persoaall social
behavior skills.

formg in
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