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Social Transformation of Kazakhstan Society in the System of Higher Education

The objective of this research is to study the attitude of students to social and cultural values of modern edu-
cation system. The following tasks were determined: attitude of students to commercialization of the educa-
tion system and its consequences; definition of the main social and cultural values of modern education; study
of student identification grounds. Academic mobility was monitored among Bachelor students. According to
the research results, we made the following conclusions: Currently, trends of westernization and commercial-
ization of education are emerging. Students focus on pragmatic aspects of their education. The principles of
individual freedom and self-realization dominate the principles of collectivism, ideological conviction and
consciousness in the training process. The authors came to the conclusion that in modern conditions, updating
of education content implies theoretically and practically justified transition to a humanitarian paradigm of
education development, the measure and center of which is a person. The humanitarian paradigm of educa-
tion development implies its humanitarization and humanization. The basis of this process integrity is spiritu-
al component of education that presupposes a philosophical understanding of human being and problems of
educating spirituality as the highest degree of human development. Thus, the education and educational pro-
grams quality must be assessed, first of all, by the depth of disclosing abilities of a human as a creative per-
son.

Keywords: higher education, commercialization of education, academic mobility, international mobility, hu-
manization, humanization.

In modern conditions of social development, education is seen as a major factor of social and economic
development. The reason for such attention is that the main value and capital of the society is a person capa-
ble of finding and mastering new knowledge, making non-standard decisions. No one doubts that further de-
velopment due to exclusively economic growth and increasing technical power is impossible in the modern
world. The future development will be largely determined by the level of spiritual culture of a particular civi-
lization.

Intellectualization and information_explosion of the late XX and early XXI century have not only
changed the state of the society but also caused backlog of educational content from the level of advanced
science, thereby causing the «education crisisy». Discordance occurred between the needs of a person and the
society in knowledge and opportunities of the existing education system.

The main factors that gave rise to the «education crisis» are firstly contradictions between education de-
signed for a relatively stable situation and rapidly changing and complicating social world, and secondly
contradiction between the. orientation of education on assimilating as much knowledge as possible and an
avalanche-like increase in information produced, and thirdly contradiction between the installation of a nar-
row specialization-and need for a holistic, systemic vision of the world, fourthly contradictions between the
national specifics of education and the need of the modern world in uniform standards of education, and
fifthly domination of values of pragmatism, individualism over the ideals of humanism education.

As known; education system is a basic social institution determining the level of scientific technical,
economic and cultural progress of the society. For the purpose of facilitating this progress, this institution
must not only.comply with the needs of time, but also have ability for advanced development [1]. In modern
conditions education as social institute is imposed new requirements that relate to the features, goals and
methods of the educational process, status of the education in the social institutes system. They generated
new approaches to solving traditionals problems related to globalization, becoming of a new informational
space, new educational technologies. Such problems as education modernization, self-education, continuing
education, decentralization, commercialization and prestige of education, education and mobility, education
and career, new conflicts in education, social justice and education, use of intellectual potential in the coun-
try, interactive training problems and other become more and more urgent [2; 7].

Thus, today education system faces the necessity of a new self-determination. Previous arguments in
many respects cease to be effective or cannot compete in comparison to the arguments adduced on behalf of
other spheres of life activities, and claiming for a place in the system of social priorities. At the same time we
have to reach out not only to the State, but to the society itself that needs convincing and in detail worked out
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justification of that why exactly in this quality, and with these expenses, for solving exactly which task, it is
necessary to develop and inprove education system.

Kazakhstan like many other countries performs various in depth and scale reforms of the national edu-
cation system. Considering social significance of these reforms, as well as huge funds invested by the State
in education, the need for developing scientifically based, methodologically verified strategy of education
development is more and more evident.

In this regard, the State Program for Education Development of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2011-
2020 provides for measures in achieving high level of the higher education quality meeting the needs_of the
labor market, tasks of industrial and innovative development of the country, personality and complying with
the best global educationa; practices.

For the purpose of improving universities competitiveness, Kazakhstan higher education institutions are
classified by their profile and number considering requirements of the «State industrial and innovative de-
velopment of Kazakhstan up to 2020».

In the modern world, education is the foundation of a democratic way of life and culture. Therefore,
modern and democratic society needs modern level of education. Education is one of the main conditions for
active participation people in political, economic, social and spiritual life of society. Among numerous inno-
vations in the education system of the post-Soviet period, commercialization of this system is specially dis-
tinguished. In our opinion, the commercialization of education and upbringing is in conflict with the ideal of
humanism affirming self-worth of a human, prescribing to restore even chances for everyone to be exposed
to common welfare that without any doubt include also knowledge, intellectual skills, abilities, standards of
decency, social studies. Commercialization, momentary pragmatism, from our position as the antithesis of
humanization, in essence, undermines education as a civil institution.

It is this problematic situation in the education system that we have analyzed in a sociological study.
Its goal is to study the attitude of students to the social and cultural values of the modern education system.
The survey covered 207 students of the 1-4* years of different ethnicity trained on budget and commercial
basis. The sampling is quota target. Quantitative and qualitative composition allows considering this sam-
pling as representative.

In our study, we studied the attitude of students to the commercialization of the education system and
its consequences; determined the main social and.cultural values of the modern education; studied identifica-
tion base of students.

High degree of identification with universal, civil, and professional criteria is fairly stable indicator as
they allow forming social norms and values, structure social order.

Students identified themselves as follows: «I am a studenty — 24.7 %; «I am a human» — 9.2 % of an-
swers. But it is remarkable that the second most often response was «I am a person» — 10.2 % from the total
number of answers; this characterized significantly high indicator of the individualism peculiar to young
people. Subsequently, it can be foreseen that this indicator of individualism will somewhat decrease, and
human, civil and professional positions will be represented to a greater degree. Thus, according to the results
of a sociological study conducted in 2011 by the Kazakhstan Institute of Strategic Studies of the President of
the Republic of Kazakhstan (KISS), among respondents (the study was conducted by national sampling),
universal and civil identification criteria dominate, 94 % and 83.5 %, respectively [3].

Besides, answering the question «with whom they identify themselves?», respondents named their per-
sonal characteristics: responsible, neat, caring, etc.; this also, in our opinion, shows the desire for personal
self-affirmation.

When distributing answers to a question: «Do you agree that students need to be involved in community
service?», none of the respondents agreed fully on this need. Joint, collective work and useful social activi-
ties are not among the significant social values of the student, and most of the students (46.2 %) would not
like to voluntarily participate in such activities.

“Gender of the respondents: men — 129 people (62.3 %), women — 78 people (37.7 %).

Ethnicity of the respondents: 58.1 % (104 people) Kazakhs, 28.5 % (59 people) Russians, 4.3 % (9 people) Ukrainians, 1.9 %
(4 people) Koreans, 2.4 % (4 people) Tatars, 1.8 % (3 people) Belarusians, 1.2 % (2 people) Germans, 1.2 % (2 peoples) Chinese,
0.6 % (1 person) Azerbaijanis.

Respondents’ year of study: 1 year — 24.6 % (51 people), 2 year — 28.1 % (58 people), 3 year — 22.7 % (47 people), 4 year
— 24.6 % (51 people).

Mode of study: grant — 59.9 % (124 people); paid — 40.1 % (83 people).
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According to the study, the main reason for students’ participation in public activities for the majority of
respondents is pressure from the administration of their university (50.4 %) that characterizes reluctance to
or disinterest in social activities. The principles of collectivism, which are supported only by 12.5 % of the
respondents, these are the ones who chose the answer option «I want to be useful to other people», are not
dominant among the student population.

That is, the existing collective activity is compulsion by the administration or leadership skills of the
students themselves (I want to be aware of the latest events, I like to be in the center of attention, etc.) —
87.5 % of all answers.

Identification by personality is correlated with unwillingness to participate in community work, y*— cri-
terion = 5.948, value «— criterion = 9.488. We can say that there is a statistically significant relationship
and accept the hypothesis about the dominance of individualistic values.

Questions aimed at determining their level of knowledge, showed initially inflated self-esteem of stu-
dents. The answers were distributed as follows.

Table
Distribution of answers to the question «To which group of students do you related yourself?», %

Options of Gender Year Ethnicity Total
answers Male | Female 1 2 3 4 | Kazakh | Russian | Other ©
«Advanced» 33.2 209 | 114112 |175]|14.01 394 8.8 5.9 54.1
«Average» 28.7 157 128 | 11.0| 104 |110.2 | 17.8 19.3 7.3 44 .4
«Low-performing» 0.4 1.1 04 | 05| 02404 0.9 0.4 0.2 1.5
Total 62.3 377 124.6 22742811246 | 58.1 28.5 13.4 100

The high level of student self-esteem does not correlate with statistical data on the demand for students
of our university in the international community and low rates of academic mobility.

Thus, the Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan has monitored the academic
mobility of Bachelor students. Their indicator of mobility 'was 0.7 % of the total number of students in the
Republic of Kazakhstan [4].

The students' responses clearly.show a pragmatic tendency in choosing profession, thus, the majority
believe that their profession provides an opportunity to earn well, and it is prestigious in the society — the
total amount of the answers was 45.8 % of the respondents.

When considering whether the attitude of students to the chosen program changed after admission, it
turned out that for 47.3 % of respondents it improved, remained unchanged for 24.6 %, worsened for 11.1 %
of respondents, and 17.% foundiitdifficult to answer.

The main reasons for the negative attitude to the chosen program according to respondents are a lot of
unnecessary subjects.— 15:9 %, poor organization of the educational process — 13.5 %, unfair assessment
of knowledge — 5.3 %, low level of teaching — 3.4 %, disappointment in the profession — 2.8 %, extortion
by teachers=1.4 %.

After graduating from university, 50.7 % of respondents are going to work in the profession they study
(for the 4th year this figure is the highest — 90.35), only 8.6 % are not going to work in the profession in the
future.

When calculating correlation indices correlating the desire to work in a given profession and a con-
scious, pragmatic choice, we obtained the following values: y* = 1,792; ¥* w = 3,841, v . y%, which indi-
cates the existence of a statistically significant relationship. This fact is confirmed by the coefficients of
Kramer and Kendall, K=0.133; T=0.112.

Students are quite loyal to the reforms of the education system in Kazakhstan, which is understandable
because they themselves are participants of this process and perceive it as a given, without being able to
compare. Mostly positive changes were noted in the improvement of the material and technical base of edu-
cation — 28.9 %, the four-year study period — 20.7 %, but the commercialization of the higher education
and the westernization of the education system, as a positive change, are noted by a minority - 8.6 % of re-
spondents.
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According to the results of a sociological survey, 49.2 % of students believe that higher education
should be free for everyone, 42.9 % are satisfied with the current system of state funding of the higher educa-
tion by provision of educational grants, only 2.4 % of respondents agreed that higher education should be
paid only.

If there was an opportunity to change their future profession, the majority of respondents (57.7 %) an-
swered that they would not change their program, which indicates satisfaction with the chosen program.

Many have indicated that they would change their profession and become lawyers (9.7 %), experts in
the field of economics (7.8 %), oil industry workers (4.8 %), architects (4.8 %), civil engineers (2.9 %), log-
isticians (2.9 %), cosmonauts (2,9 %), gynecologists (2.9 %), art historians (1,2 %), journalists (1,2 %), dep-
uties (1,2 %).

According to the study results, we made the following conclusions:

1. Currently, trends of westernization and the commercialization of education have become apparent.

2. Students focus on the pragmatic aspect of education.

3. The principles of individual freedom, self-realization dominate the principles of collectivism, ideo-
logical conviction and consciousness in the training process.

L.Ya. Gurevich notes that «today, higher education in Kazakhstan has acquired its own face, however,
there are contradictions. The main contradiction is between liberalism in education expressed in a larger
share of the private sector, declaration of broad rights of educational institutions, the principles of university
autonomy and strict state regulation in the field of the structure and content of education. The essential point
is that American model, which served as the main model for Kazakhstan, has not.even a hint of any standard-
ization of the education content. The activities of the Ministry of Education are limited here exclusively by
financial and distribution functions. In most European countries, there is a substantial basis for severe gov-
ernment intervention in the livelihoods of educational institutions. This is belonging of the overwhelming
majority of universities to the State. Here the education content is regulated gently and unobtrusively. Ka-
zakhstan have to take into account its past, improving its market today. Most universities are not ready for
broad autonomy, including the matters of education content, so development of state educational standards
justifies itself. State standards to a certain extent contribute to inter-university and international mobility.
Nevertheless, the practice of developing standards and model programs does not take into account the partic-
ularities of programs and disciplines» [5; 106].

A characteristic feature of the development of higher education in Kazakhstan «was the rejection of the
State monopoly on education, the abolition of centralized management of education and strict regulation of
activities of higher educational institutions. As a result, the non-state sector of higher education began to de-
velop on equal terms indicating the creation of educational services market, which, like any market, develops
according to the law of competition. State higher education institutions received a right to admit and train for
a fee, thereby to diversify the sources of funding for higher education» [6; 56].

Changes in the structure of higher education were associated with the shift in the role of the State in
higher education, which was determined by adoption of such laws as the laws «On Education» and «On
Higher Education» in 1992 and 1993, and the Law «On Education» in 1999 and 2007. State programs of ed-
ucation development in Kazakhstan for 2005-2010 and for 2011-2020. These legislative acts introduced
new organizational principles of the State administration in higher education. They can be formulated as
granting greater autonomy to universities, i.e. the ability to manage their own financial assets and property;
find additional sources of funding, determine the directions of research and teaching activities; increased de-
centralization of the State administration; control over the quality of education; introduction of competition
principles for budget financing.

We believe that in modern conditions update of the education content supposes for theoretically and
practically justified approach to humanitarian paradigm of education development, the measure and center of
which is human. The humanitarian paradigm of education development implies its humanitarization and hu-
manization.

From the point of view of the content of humanitarian education, it is necessary to talk about the follow-
ing areas that should be represented in it: philosophical, historical, cultural, economic, social and political,
environmental, and physical.

To humanize and humanitarize education means to determine the main task of education as free devel-
opment of personal abilities in all spheres of its activity by approaching the achievements of global and na-
tional culture.
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Improving the quality of higher and professional education, training graduates at the level of leading
educational institutions of industrial developed countries is impossible without strengthening the spiritual
component of the training and educational process [7].

The basis of this process integrity is the spiritual component of education that presupposes a philosoph-
ical understanding of human existence and the problem of educating spirituality as the highest degree of hu-
man development. Thus, assessment of the quality of education and educational programs is necessary, first
of all, according to the depth of disclosing abilities of a human as a creative person.
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Korapsl 0i1im Oepy KyleciHaeri Ka3aKCTaHAbIK KOFaM/IbI
dJIeyMeTTiK TpaHcdopManusaiay

AtanraH 3epTTEyAiH MaKcaThl CTYICHTTEPHiH 3aMaHayW OiumriM Oepy JKyHeciHIeri oJaeyMeTTiK-MOIeHH
KYHJIBUIBIKTapFa JETeH KO3KapachlH 3epreney 0ofbin Tabbulaabl. 3epTTey OapbIChIHOAa Kelleci Macelsenep
aHBIKTAJIBL: CTYACHTTEPIiH OiniM Oepy jKyleciHaeri KOMMepIHMATM3alHs >KOHE OHBIH HOTIDKETIepiHe
KO3KapacTapbl, 3amaHayd OinmiM. OepyJderi Herisri oIeyMeTTIK-MOJIeHH KYHABUIBIKTApbl aHBIKTAY;
CTYIEHTTEpIH ColKeCTeHJipy Heri3fiepiH 3eprrey. bakamaBpuar CTyIeHTTEpiHIH akaJeMISUIBIK YTKBIPIIBIK
MOHHTOPHHTII XYpriziangi. 3eprrey HOTIXKenepiHeH 0i3 keieci TyXbIppIMaaManapra kenmik. Kasipri tamma
OiiM Gepyze BeCTepHH3AIHS XKHE KOMMEpIHAIN3ays 3aHIbUIBIKTaps! kepinic Tadansl. Ctyaentrep OutiM
QTYIBIH TIparMaTHKaJIBIK aCMeKTiCiHe OarbiT anraH. bimiM Gepy OapbIChIHIA TYJIFaHBIH epKIiHIIri, ©3iH-e31
JAaMBITY KaFMJaJapbl, YKbIMIIBUIIBIK, HJACSIBIK CEHIMAUNIK MEeH CaHAIBUIBIK KaruaajlapblHa KaparaHja,
GacbiM. ABTopiap OimiM Oepy Ma3MyHBIH J>KaHApThIN, Ka3ipri jkarmaiiga OimiM Oepydi AaMBITYIbIH
T'YMaHUTapibIK HapaJurMachlHa TEOPHSUIBIK XKOHE IC JKY3iHIE HETi3feNreH OTyAl Ke3Jeii, OHbIH eileMi
MEH OpTaJlbIFBL aiamM 00Tl TaObLIaAbl IereH oifra keni. biniM GepyaiH ryMaHUTapIIbIK MapagurmMachl Oitim
Oepyneri isrizenuipyai Oinmipeni. Byn yaepicTiH TYTacThIFBI Heri3i ajaM OOJMBICBHIHBIH (DHIIOCO(DHUSIIBIK
TYCIHITIH KoHE ajaMiblK OacTaMa IaMyBIHBIH €H JKOFapbl JOpeXKeci peTiHAe PYXaHWIBIKTH TopOueney
MoceteNiepiH OomKalThIH OUTIMHIH pyXxaHu Kypamaac Oeiri Gousin tabsutansl. Ockutaiinma, 6imiM 6epy MeH
OimiM Oepy OarapManapbIHBIH carachlH Oarayiail OTBIPHIN, €H alJbIMEH, ajaM KaOLIeTiH TepeH 3eprrerl,
MIBIFapMAIIBUTBIK TYJIFA PETIHJIE KapacThIpy Kepek.

Kinm ce30ep: sxorapbl OiniM, OUTIMAI KOMMEPUHSIAHABIPY, aKaIEMHSJIBIK YTKBIPIBIK, XaJbIKapaIbIK
YTKBIPIIBIK, TYMaHUTAPHU3aLHsl, TYMaHH3aLIHs.

J.I'. [llopman6aera, E.H. MBnea, M.A. CeiiguHoBa

ConmanbHasi Tpancopmaiusi Ka3axCTAHCKOT0
00I1ecTBAa B CHCTEMeE BBICIIEr0 00pa30BaHUA

Llenpro TaHHOTO UCCIIEIOBAHUS SIBISETCSA U3YyUEHUE OTHOLICHUS CTYI€HTOB K COLIMOKYJIBTYPHBIM LIEHHOCTSIM
COBPEMEHHOM cHcTeMbl 00pa3oBaHUS. BBIIM OmpeseneHHb! ClIeAYIOIUe 3a1a4i: OTHOICHUE CTYAECHTOB K
KOMMeEpLHATU3alii CUCTEMbI 00pa30BaHMsA U €€ MOCIECACTBUAM; ONPeAeIeHINEe OCHOBHBIX COLMOKYIBTYPHBIX
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LIEHHOCTEH COBPEMEHHOT0 00pa30BaHUs; H3yUYeHUE WACHTU(HUKALMOHHBIX OCHOBaHUH CTyIeHTOB. [IpoBeneH
MOHHMTOPHUHT aKaJeMHYeCKOH MOOMIIBHOCTH CTyAEHTOB OakanaBpuara. Ilo pesynpraTam uccienoBaHus HAMU
ObLIM clieNaHbl CIETYIOIINe BBIBOJBL. B HacTosiiee BpeMs HAMETHINCh TEHICHIIMH BECTEPHHU3AIMU M KOM-
Mepruanm3any oopasoBanus. CTyeHTH! HaIlelIeHbl Ha MParMaTHYeCcKHil acIeKT IOJIydeHHsT 00pa3oBaHMUs.
[puHIUITEL cCBOGOIB! IMYHOCTH, CAMOPEATH3ANNY JOMHHUPYIOT HA/l IPUHIUIIAMU KOJUIEKTUBH3Ma, HACHHON
yOEKICHHOCTH U CO3HATEJIIFHOCTH B Ipoliecce 00yueHUs. ABTOPHI NPUILIA K MHEHUIO, YTO B COBPEMEHHBIX
YCIIOBHSIX OOHOBJIEHHE COJIepKaHUsI 00pa30BaHUS MPEANONAracT TEOPETHIESCKH U MPAKTHIECKH 00OCHOBAH-
HBIH Iepexo]] K TYMaHUTapHOH mapagurme pa3BUTHs 00pa3oBaHUsA, MEPOH U IIEHTPOM KOTOPOM SBISIeTCS de-
noBek. I'ymaHuTapHas mapagurMa pasBUTHS 00pa3oBaHHs MPEANOIaraeT ero ryMaHUTapHU3aluio U IyMaHH-
3aruio. OCHOBOM IETTOCTHOCTH 3TOTO MpoLecca ABIAETCS yXOBHAS COCTaBIIIONIAs 00pa3oBaHus, MPENoa-
ratomas GUI0coCKoe OCMBICICHHE OBITHS YeNOBEKa M MPOOIEMbl BOCIUTaHUS JyXOBHOCTH KaK BBICIICH
CTEIEHH Pa3BHUTHS YEJIOBEUECKOro Hadaja. TakuM o0pa3oM, OIIEHHBATh KadeCcTBO 00pa3oBaHMsS B 00pa3oBa-
TENBHBIX IIPOTrpaMM HEOOXOANMO, TIPEeXe BCETo, MO TIIyOWHe PacKpPBITHS CIIOCOOHOCTEH YeloBeKa KaK TBOP=
YEeCKOH TMYHOCTH.

Knrouegvie crnosa: Bwicee 06pa3013aH1/1e, KoOMMEpHIHrain3anus 06pa3OBaHI/I${, aKaJceMudecKas MO6I/IJ’IBHOCTB,
MEXAYHapOaAHas MO6I/IJ’ILHOCTB, TyMaHUTapusalus, ryMmaHu3anus.
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