VJIK 81
On prospects of Russian language sociolinguistic monitoring in Kazakhstan.
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Makana Kasakcrangarsl OpbIC — TUTIHIH  OKal-Ky#i MacenelepiH  COLMOJMHTBHCTHKANBIK — 3€pTTEy
KOPBITBIH/BUIAPbIHA apHAJFaH. AJbIHFaH HOTIKenep KazakcTaHnarbl OpbIC TUNIHIH jkal-KyHiHIH OOBEKTHUBTI
CYpeTiH KYpaWTblH KyObuibICTap MeH (akTigepal skydenelai. Os3repicTepAiH AHAXPOHHUKAIBIK IKOHE
CHHXPOHHUKAJIBIK COLMOJIMHTBUCTUKAIBIK JHHAMHKACHIH KaJaFallalThlH TOKIPUOENiK MOHHTOPHHITIH
XPOHOJIOTHSUIBIK MPOCKIHUSCH KOJIIAHBUIBI, OpPBIC JMACIOPACHIHBIH JKail-Kyili AHHAMHKACHIHA YJIKEH MOH
Oepineni. Bym OOBEKTHBTI KoHE >KaH-)KAKTHl COLMOJIMHTBUCTUKAJBIK 3EPTTCYNICp KOMETIMEH JXKy3ere
aCBIPBLIA/IBI.

CTaTbsl MOCBSIIEHA UTOI'aM COLMOJIMHIBUCTHYECKOTO UCCIIEOBAaHUS 110 MpobiieMe QyHKIIMOHHUPOBAHUS PyC-
ckoro sa3bika B Kazaxcrane. IToiyueHHbIC pe3ylbTaThl CHCTEMAaTU3UPYIOT SIBJICHUS U (DAKThI, COCTABISIOINE
O00BEKTUBHYIO KapTHHY (QYHKIMOHMPOBaHMS pycckoro ss3bika B Kazaxcrane. B pabore ucmonp3oBaHa
XPOHOJIOTMYECKast MPOEKIHS SKCIIEPHMEHTAIBHOTO MOHUTOPHHTIA, MPOCIIEKUBAIONIAs JUHAMUKY AHAXPOHU-
YECKUX U CHHXPOHHYECKHUX COIMOJIMHTBUCTHUYECKUX NEPEeMEHHBIX. B craThe ynensercs Oojplioe BHUMaHHE
JUHAMHUKe (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS PYCCKOW AMACIOPH! B MOJIMIMHIBAILHOM IPOCTPAHCTBE, MTO JOCTHUTACTCS C
TIOMOIIIBI0 0OBEKTHBHOTO U BCECTOPOHHETO COLMOJIMHIBUCTHUECKOTO HCCIISHOBaHUS.

Sociolinguistic monitoring of Russianlanguage on the post-Soviet territory. generalizes the statistical da-
ta and analytical conclusions in the uniform typologically ordered system characterizing a trajectory of dy-
namics and a demand of language in various geopolitical conditions. Objectivity and omnitude of sociolin-
guistic questioning is reached as a result of Russian language communication rating indicators being
inpolylingual space of modern Eurasia states. The researches actualization responding the problems of the
received data theoretical generalization, is imposed, in.our opinion, by the necessity to systematize, and that
is more important, the plan the description of those. versatile phenomena and facts making in aggregate com-
plete, objective and scientifically well-founded picture of Russian language functioning in Kazakhstan.

Researches in the area of sociolingual ofdlanguage situation in Kazakhstan can be carried out on the ba-
sis of the centralized government programs in the course of chronological dynamics and regional specificity
of Russian language functioning study. The chronelogical projection of sociolinguistic monitoring, traced in
dynamics diachronic and synchronic sociolinguistic variables, allows to track, explain, and also to predict
those transformations testifying to decline, stability, or about functional uplift of language.

Diachronic modeling in socielingual refraction sets orientation to a trajectory of Russianlanguage re-
search from the beginning of joining of Kazakhstan to Russia and formations of corresponding Russian-
speaking infrastructure. The statistical cut by quantity of Russian-speaking migratory streams from 1897 to
1916 in volume of 1,14 million.persons is indicative from the viewpoint of understanding of objective pre-
conditions and estimations of demographic base for the subsequent national proportions of Russian language
distribution in Kazakhstan of 20 century. Chronological extent is interfaced with spatial extent. And the data
about quantity<of immigrants in different regions: northern, central and southern would serve as an explana-
tion for the phenomenon of varietiesdisperse parity of the Russian-speaking population in the different areas
of Kazakhstan having their own features in language situation mapping.

Data about migration of the Russian-speaking population from the end 19 till 70th years of 20 centuries
reflects quantitative running start from 12,8 % of the population to 42 % of the population. The cited data
testifies dynamics of the Russian diaspora making an ethnic core of polylingual space which borders have
been stage by stage expanded by knowing Russian representatives of related Slavic ethnoses and representa-
tives of the title nation and national minorities. Chronological ordering of Russianlanguage’s periods of func-
tioning to a stage of Kazakhstan soverignizationallows to establish following sociolingual trajectory:

The 1 stage. The late 19 — early 20 century. Step-by-step development of foreign language speaking ar-
eas in locally concentrated (Verniy c.) and territorially extended localities (northern and central regions of
Kazakhstan).

The 2 stage. Early 20-80th years of 20 century. The stage of communicative demand, Russian lan-
guage’s vitality strengthening in Kazakhstan as a result of planned «language shift» under the influence of
demographic and dialogical, diglossial factors.

Cepusa «dunonorusa». Ne 4(64)/2011 31



Amanbayeva G.Y., Shigabiyeva A.l.

The 3 stage. Late 20 century (90th—2000). The stage of Russian language internationalization in a field
of its integrating and cumulative function.

The 4 stage. Predicted (Early 21 century). A regionalization of Russian language functioning under the
influence of geopolitical, ethno cultural, social and economic processes localizing Russian language national
variant area in Kazakhstan and itssociolingual characteristics (legal status, communicative rating, demo-
graphic base).

To specifytasks the and achieve the purposes of language planning (Hornbergermodel 2004) it would be
logical to carryout complex research systematizing all collected statistical and analytical material, generaliz-
ing quantitatively nonequivalent data on the separate periods of Russian language functioning in Kazakhstan
and developing sociolingual model of its qualitative transformations.

Important role in this direction would play the researches reflecting dynamics of Russian language in
separate areas of Kazakhstan, having non-uniform ethnic, demographic, social features, and‘detecting differ-
ent sociolingual gradation level of Russian language demand in educational, information and in the whole
communicative space.

Sociolingual monitoring of language situation in modern Kazakhstan shows developed and accepted
according to official data practice for description of quantitative and quality indicators. The quantitative cri-
teria defined by vitality level of language in a society, become empirical base for .the conclusions on qualita-
tive transformations and dynamics of the processes reflecting language situation development tendencies as a
whole. The statement formulated on the basis of detailed research that «exoglossity of language situation in
Kazakhstan ... is created by 126 languages of various genetic languages» [1, 39] gives an accurate represen-
tation about synchronously established cut of languagesfunctioning. An ethno language landscape of modern
Kazakhstan according to the data of 1999 enumeration confirms dispersion of languages functioning in both
large and small ethnic groups.

Russian, Uzbek, German, Tatar, Uigur, Belorussian, Korean, Ukrainian are classified as the largest di-
asporas numbering more than 100 thousand people. According to 1999, 2008 enumeration the representa-
tives of Russian diaspora declared about perfect (100 %) competence in native languages; 14,9 % of them
know Kazakh language (according to 1999 enumeration). According to the data of 1999 enumeration 88,1
thousand from 547,1 thousand of Ukrainians (1651 %) are competent in native language; 68,7 thousand
(12,6 %) — in state (Kazakh) language, 544,4 thousand (99,5 %) — in Russian language [1].

The given researches would serve the purposes of more detailed understanding both modern, and future
functional trajectories of Russian language in Kazakhstan in a context of the globalized contours of modern
Eurasia.
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