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Kazakhstan: cultural integrations in world space

Some results of sociological research

The article from the standpoint of the scientific study considers the topical issues of cultural integration, devel
and vectors of its development in the conditions of Kazakhstan. On the basis of scientific data @btained
in the course of scientific and applied project «Vectors of integration of culture of Kazakhstan in world space
and innovative processes in culture» (2012-2014 years, KazNIR of culture, Research Project Manager —
Galiya Temirton) various aspects and cultural integration mechanisms are disclosed, some of the results
of sociological research, characterizing the perception of the general public and expert community cultural
integration processes are given, and the degree of entry of our country into the world cultural processes are
shown, the main indicators of integration on accordance with the opinion of the respond@nts aredfeuftd out.
Thus, the article demonstrates some results of the research, representing a valitablef materialy for ‘studying
the processes of cultural integration, to identify its features, characteristics, risks\and benéfits from the point
of view of the national interests of Kazakhstan.

Key words: Kazakhstan culture, vectors of integration, outer cultural space, originality, unitization, dialogue
of cultures.

Introduction. Particularity of complex sociological research*«Culture of Kazakhstan: Vectors of integra-
tion into the global community ...» was detailed and phased study ofiperception of cultural integration of Ka-
zakhstan, its stages, processes, advantages and disadvantages, risks and significance for the development
of Kazakhstan for four years (2011, 2013-2014). In"a“¢emprehensive study interesting results, which are
a valuable material for studying the processes of ‘cultural integration, identify its features, characteristics,
risks, and benefits from national interests of KaZakhstamwere obtained.

In the survey took part experts, representatives andprofessionals in the field of culture, as well as the
respondents are not related to the culture€On thefirst stage, Kazakhstani respondents from 10 regions of the
country; the second — from all regionis ofjiKazakhstan and from over 36 countries of the CIS and foreign
countries; in the third stage, expert survey among scientists, cultural workers and intellectuals, political
scientists, sociologists, public offieials, public figures and experts in the field of information technology and
etc., from 12 countries, ingluding ‘Kazakhstan, the Russian Federation, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Belarus,
Georgia, Moldova, Belgium; Singapore, South Korea, Switzerland, Japan.

Vectors of cultun@l integration. The results of the first year of the study (phase) showed that the Ka-
zakhs correctly understand the evidence that symptoms of modernity began the processes of globalization
and integration,fonstantly®expanding and has a huge impact on the existence of human communities. The-
se states of the“hational culture interact with the universal world process. Perhaps, that's why 70% of re-
spondentsginderstand the cultural integration as a process of deepening of cultural interaction and mutual
influence betweén states, national cultural groups and history and cultural area. Only 30% of the total num-
ber of respondents associated with the processes of negotiation forms of culture and communication of cul-
turaldnstitutions [1].

Under the conditions of transparency, the national communities, the states actively join with political,
economic and cultural cooperation. At the same time, trend development towards anti-total integration,
which is expressed in the desire to preserve national identity. Although the majority of respondents (65%)
responded positively to the question: What promotes cultural integration? as opportunities for dialogue, 8%
were convinced that the processes of cultural integration will lead to disruption of national identity.

The results obtained in the second stage of the study are somewhat different from the starting value
judgment respondents. On this question was answered as follows (in % ratio) (Fig. 1):
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Figure 1. Area of Effect cultural integration

contributes to
espondents are

In the context of the country CIS respondents believe that cultural integration is pri
the unity of the diversity, whereas the respondents of Kazakhstan and foreign cou
of the opinion that the cultural integration contributes to the dialog maintenance [

The comparative analysis of the results of the first two phases of thefstu aytransformation
of attitudes of the respondents (representatives of different countries) on cultural integration
in the direction of reducing the positive ratings and negative growth. 1s due to the fact that
an active discussion of processes of cultural integration in the general public has become more critical and
thus formed the basis for a more skeptical view and value judg ndents [3].

The global cultural process integration. For any country ues certain objectives entry into the

ith the promotion of the achieve-

ments of national culture abroad and the convergence of the ai d objectives of Kazakhstan and world
culture by the opinion of the dominant number of respo . results of the second phase of the study
showed a slight dynamics of respondents' opinions regardi outcomes of entering into the world cultural
process. On the question: In your opinion, what ater extent involves entering into a world cultural

process? (% of respondents) given the following.a

m Promoting the achievements
of national culture in abroad

M Learning from foreign
cultural organizations in
addressing the challenges
facing. ..

® Convergence of goals and
objectives of the Kazakhstan
and world culture

H Other

m Difficult to answer

Figure 2. Degree of entry into the global cultural process

Almost half of the respondents believe that integration into the global cultural process primarily in-
volves, the promotion of national culture in abroad. To a large extent this view is inherent to the Kazakhs
(every second).

About a third of respondents believe that entry into the world cultural space means borrowing the expe-
rience of foreign cultural organizations in addressing the challenges facing the national culture. Such a ra-
tional approach is characteristic to the respondents from foreign countries.

A quarter of respondents believe that the entry into the global cultural process involves the convergence
of the aims and objectives of Kazakhstan and world culture. This position typical to the respondents from
the CIS countries, except of Kazakhstan.
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The key indicators of cultural integration. One of the main objectives of the study was to determine
the main indicators of integration in accordance with the opinion of the respondents. More than half of re-
spondents believe that the main indicator of integration is to follow the fundamental principles of interna-
tional relations. This figure among the respondents in the CIS countries in 1.1 times higher than among
the Kazakhs and the respondents from foreign countries. Every fourth respondent is a key indicator of inte-
gration refers to the desire to fit into the system of civilized nations. This opinion is more characteristic to the
Kazakhs and respondents from foreign countries (indicator 2.4 times and 2 times higher than similar).
Opinion of respondents by country (% of respondents) (Fig. 3):
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Figure 3. Key indicators of integration inthe context of the country

Every eleventh respondent indicator of integration fefers topthe alienation of part of their sovereignty
to supranational bodies. Such a view is most charactenistic ‘0f the respondents from the CIS countries (eve-
ry eighth), the rate of 1.5 times and 1.4 times higher thanithose among local and foreign respondents (CIS
countries).

The comparative analysis of the respon§es fofy2012-2013 captures the positive trend in the estimates
and opinions on the key indicators of integration. Aecordingly, we can conclude that the dominant majority
of respondents positively tuned to the pfoeesses 6f cultural integration, considering it impossible to interna-
tional relations without mutual integgation, including cultural, and thus Kazakhstan will be among the civi-
lized nations. Only one tenth of the\sumvey participants relates to the cultural integration of Kazakhstan as
negative, because they believe thatywill happen erosion of national identity and the integration process would
entail the alienation of sovereignty and dependence of cultural foundations of Kazakhstan on global integra-
tion trends.

Expert opinion. Qn thelfinalfstage the significant difference of sociological research of the project is the
expert survey instead\of the ftraditional mass survey. It is this fact has allowed identifying more clearly the
perception and aftitude towards cultural integration of Kazakhstan. To identify the key vectors of cultural
development and,its integration into the global cultural space.

The gesults ofythe survey showed some interesting differences in the perception of cultural integration
among the Kézakh experts and their colleagues from near and far abroad. Thus, among the majority of do-
miestic respoendents (55.5%) dominates the view that cultural integration is primarily a strategy of cultural
policy, which 1s based on a form of organization of interactions between cultures of different communities
theough a common planning, designing, conceptualizing the process of creating a common cultural space.
It isneteworthy that a similar view is held by only one-sixth of foreign experts.

About a quarter of Kazakh experts (22.2%) and the same number of foreign (23.6%) believe that cultur-
al integration — a functional interdependence between different elements of culture.

Almost one in six national experts (18.5%) indicates that cultural integration is a «social integration»
and refers to the correspondence between cultural norms and the actual behavior of a culture, as well as logi-
cal, aesthetic coherence between cultural values. Among the foreign experts similar perception of cultural
integration is typical only for each of the eighth-ninth respondents.

Analysis of the results shows that the perception of cultural integration among domestic and foreign
participants of the expert survey significantly differs. So, if among foreign experts (35.4%) dominated the
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perception of cultural integration as the relationship of various parts of the culture, when they come together
in a kind of integrity of the main elements of culture and difference of minority, non-principal elements.
Noteworthy is the fact that this view tend to only 27 (!) respondents of Kazakh experts. It will be recalled
that local experts are more impressed by the perception of cultural integration as a strategy for cultural policy [4].

It can be assumed that similar polarity of perspectives on cultural integration due to the fact that at the
time of the expert survey in the Kazakh society actively discussed the draft of the concept of cultural policy.
In this context, cultural integration is closely linked to the formation and conceptual content of the document
of state importance [5]. Obviously, for domestic experts important is the fact that the potential filling,of the
cultural integration as such, as well as the definition of its key areas and forms directly related to and de-
pendent on the state policy in the field of culture. Thus, the processes taking place in the sphere of cultlite do
not occur randomly, but are adjusted and controlled by the instruments of state power [6].

It is understandable that the modern form of state participation in culture is a cultusdl policy, which
includes the coordination and regulation of cultural activities related to the preservation andi@peration ofthis-
torical and cultural heritage. Thus ensuring equal access for all to culture, art, and support all‘types of crea-
tive work, as well as the cultural presence in other countries and the impact. Apart fromghe faet that the state
provides financial (budget), administrative, legal and moral support for virtually all types of eultural activi-
ties, its cultural features designed to meet the needs of people and society. The cultural agtivities, including
the cultural integration are the content of cultural policy [7].

Currently, the post-Soviet integration processes occur, for examplg, the\creation of the Eurasian Union.
Formation of a single economic space agenda of which the issues of cultusal imtegration of partner countries,
as well as ways and means for its implementation, which in turn, “makes it necessary to identify
the advantages and disadvantages of the processes of cultural integration in the logical continuation of the
study.
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F.Temipton (CaapikoBa)
Ka3zakcran: ajieMik KeHicTiKke MI/IeHH Kipiry

OJIeyMeTTIK 3epTTey HITHIKeJIepiHiH Heri3inae

Makasna aBTopbl Oyrinri kyHri okahanmany ypaici JambiFan okargaiigarbl KasakcTaHHBIH — QlieMIiK
KaybIMJIACTBIKKA SKOHOMHKAIBIK, CAsiCH JKOHE MOJICHM KIpiryiHiH apTKaHABIFBIH aiiTa Kelle, OChl Oacekere
eNMI3IH KaOlIeTTINriHIH apTThIpy KaXKETTUIIri Maceneci xKeHiHae oi-mikipiH xenripreH. COHBIMEH KaTap
Kazakctan MoeHHUETIHIH oJeMAIK KEHICTIKKe BIKIMAINACTHIK ACHTeHiH 3epTTereH, Oy YpAICTIH anaTThUIBIK
ce0eOiH aHBIKTay MeH OoJallakra OpHIH alybl MYMKIH KayilnTep MeH aJaHIayIIbUIBIKTapAbl aHBIKTAy
MoceJeNIepiH KapacThIpraH. ATaJMBIII ©3€KTi MJAceJelep/iH MOHIH FBUIBIMH TYPFBIIAH amry OapbICHIHAA
«KazakctaH MOICHHMETIHIH OJIEeMIIK KEHICTIKKe WHTerpauusiiany OaFbITTapbl JKOHE MOJICHHETTerl
MHHOBAIMSUTBIK KYOBUIBICTap» aTThl FHUIBIMU-KOIAaHOAB! jx00a (Fbul. xkerekurici — F.TeMipToH) asiceiHma
JKYPri3iUIreH 3epTTeydiH HOTIKenepi, aram aiTkanaa, Ka3zakcTaH MOJCHHETIHIH BIKNAIAACTBIK YPIICiH
KaObUIAaybl, OHBIH Ke3eHIepi, apTHIKIIBUIBIKTAPEl MEH KEeMIUUTIKTepi, MOACHH AaMyZIbIH Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbI
QNeMIIK TEHJCHISIApblHA Ccall MaHBI3JBUIBIFEl JKOHE OacKajga 3epTTey KOpCETKIIITepi TONBIFBIMEH
CHITIaTTaJFaH.
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I".'Temupton (CamapikoBa)

Ka3zaxcran: KyJbTypHasi HHTerpamnusi B MUPOBOe IPOCTPAHCTBO

Ha ocHoBe PE3yJbTaTOB COMUCCICA0OBAHUSA

B crarpe ¢ mo3mimii HayYHOro W3YYEHMS PACCMOTPEHBI aKTyalbHBIE BONPOCH! KyJIbTYpHOW HHTETpaLlUH,
YPOBEHb M BEKTOPBI €€ pa3BUTHUs B yCI0BHAX KazaxcraHa. A MMEHHO Ha OCHOBE HAay4HBIX JIAHHBIX, MTOJIY4YEH-
HBIX B XOJ€ HPOBEICHUS HAYYHO-TIPUKIIAJHOTO HpoekTa «BekTophkl MHTerpanum KyabTypbl Kazaxcrana
B MHPOBO€ MPOCTPAHCTBO M MHHOBAIIMOHHBIE MpOIecch B KyabType» (2012-2014 rr., KasHUU xyneTypsl,
Hay4. pyK. npoekra — ['aimus TeMUPTOH), pacKphIThI pa3iIM4HbIE ACHEKTHI  MEXaHU3MbI KyJIbTYPHOIl MHTE-
rpanuy, JaHbl HEKOTOPHIE Pe3yNIbTAaThl COIMOJIOTUYECKOTO HCCIICIOBAHUS, XapaKTEepU3YIOIIHe BOCIPH
IIMPOKOH OOIIECTBEHHOCTHIO M 3KCIEPTHBIM COOOIIECTBOM IIPOLECCOB KYNBTYPHOH HHTETpaluy, a
TOKa3aHa CTEIeHb BXOXKACHHMS HaIlIeH CTpaHbl B MUPOBOH KyJIBTYPHBIH IPOIIECC, BEISICHEHBI OCHOB
3aTelM MHTETPalliy B COOTBETCTBUH C MHEHUEM PECIIOHAEHTOB. TakuM 00pa3oM, B CTaTbe MPOJIeM
BaHbl HEKOTOPbIE PE3yJbTAaThl MCCIENOBAHUA, IPEACTaBIAIONME COOOH IEHHBIH MaTepuan I U3
MPOLIECCOB KYJIbTYPHOIT HHTErPALIMY, BBIABICHHUS €€ 0COOCHHOCTEH, XapaKTepPUCTHK, PUCKOB U 111
C TOYKH 3PEHHUs HAllMOHAJIBHBIX HHTepecoB Ka3axcTaHa.
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