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THE ISSUE OF NATION-BUILDING IN INDEPENDENT KAZAKHSTAN
IN THE WORKS OF DOMESTIC SCIENTISTS:
A POLITICAL ANALYSIS

In this paper Kazakh researches literature review conducted on the topic of nation building in
Kazakhstan. Based on articles, books and monographs published in «Bulletin of the L.N. Gumilyov
Eurasian National University», «Journal of Philosophy, Culture and Political Science» of the al-Farabi
Kazakh National University, «<Kazakhstan-Spectr» of the Kazakhstan Institute for Strategic Studies under
the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan, and e-library of the L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National
University. The purpose of the article is to identify issues of nation-building that have not been considered
by Kazakh scientists. The results of the article will serve as the basis for further and in-depth study of
aspects of nation building in Kazakhstan.

This article provides an overview of studies of kazakh scientists dedicated to issues of nation-
building in the period after the country gained independence. The work highlights the diversity of
aspects associated with the formation of national identity, including both the state-forming ethnic group
(Kazakhs) and other ethnic groups living in Kazakhstan. The focus of research in the early 90s was the
formation of nations around national identity.

In the following years scientists paid attention to the strategies of nation building — civil or ethnic,
as well as the influence of the Internet, globalization and ideology through the education system. Noted
that different researchers have identified different aspects, such as strengthening the Kazakh language
and economic development as key elements of nation-building.

However, in the reviewed works not all aspects supported by empirical data, and the vastness
of the topic makes it difficult to formulate specific conclusions. Some studies rely on regulations and
government programs that, which creates difficulties in assessing the nation-building process.

In conclusion, it is emphasized that in the 90s a new stage of research into nation-building began
in post-Soviet countries, including Kazakhstan. Despite the extensive study of certain aspects, questions
remain unresolved about the formation of a nation, the role of the state language, the interest of other
ethnic groups in the language, the impact of the education system and the development of the film
industry on national identity.

Key words: memory, historical memory, cultural memory, memory research, memory trauma,
nation-building, national identity, national idea, national code, national spirit, national/Kazakh culture,
national traditions and customs.
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OTaHAbIK FaAbIMAAPABIH, eHOekTepiHAeri TayeAcis KasakcraHAafbl
MeMAEKeT KYPY MaCeAECi: CasiCaTTaHyAbIK, TaAAQY

ByA »yMbicTa KasakcTaHAafFbl YAT KYPbIAbICbI TaKblpblObl 60MbIHLIA KA3aKCTaHABIK, 3epTTeyAepre
9Ae0M WOAY XYprisiaai. «<A. H. Tymuaes atbiHAarbl Eypasus YATTbIK YHUBEPCUTETIHIH XabapLibICbl»,
«KasYY Xabapubicbl», «KasakctaH-CnekTp» XypHaAAApbIHAQ >KapUsIAQHFAH MaKaAaAap, KiTantap MeH
MoHorpadusaap, coHaan-ak, A.H. l'ymMnaeB aTbiHAaFbl Eypa3ns yATTbIK, YHMBEPCUTETIHIH 3AEKTPOHABIK,
KiTarnxaHa nopTaAbl Herisre aAblHAbl. MakaAaHbIH, MakCaTbl-Ka3akCTaHADBIK, FaAbIMAAP KapacTblpMaraH
YAT KYPbIAbICbI M&CEAEAEpiH aHbIkTay. MakaAaHblH, HaTvxkeAepi KasakcTaHAaFbl YAT KYPbIAbICBIHBIH
acrekTiAepiH 0AaH Bpi XXKoHe TepeH 3epTTeyre Heri3 6oAaAbI.

ByA MakaAa eA TeyeACi3AIK aAFaHHaH KeMiHri Ke3eHAEr i YATTbIK, KYPbIAbIC MOCEAEAEepiHE apHaAFaH
Ka3aKCTaHAbIK, FAaABIMAAPADIH, 3epTTeyAepiHe LIOAY >KacarAbl. KYMbIC MEMAEKET KypYLUbl 3THOCTbI
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(kazakTapAbl), cCOHAaM-aK, KasakcraHaa TypaTbiH 6acka 3THOCTApAbI KOCa aAFaHAQ, YATTbIK, GiperenAikTi
KAAbINTACTbIpyFa 6GalAaHbICTbl SPTYPAI acnekTirepAi atan kepceteai. 90-KbIAAAPAbIH GacbiHAAFbI
3epTTeyAepAiH 6acTbl 6arbITbl YATTbIK, OipEreMAiKTiH aiHaAaCbiHAQ YATTAPAbIH KAAbINTaCybl GOAADI.

KeniHri >KbIAAQPbl FAABIMAQP YATTbl — a3aMaTTblK, HEMECe 3THMKAAbIK, KAAbINTACTbIPy CTpaTerus-
AapblHa, COHAA-ak, GiAiM 6epy >kyreci apkbliAbl MIHTEPHETTIH, >kahaHAaHYAbIH XXOHE MAEOAOrMSHbIH
acepiHe Hasap ayAapAbl. Op TYPAI 3epTTeylliAep YATTbIK KYPbIAbICTbIH, HEri3ri IAeMeHTTepi peTiHAe
KA3aK, TIAIH HbIFANTY XX8He 3KOHOMMKAAbIK, AAMY CUSIKTbl TYPAI acriekTiAepai aTan eTTi.

AAaiiaa, KapacTbIpbIAFAaH >KYMbICTapAa OapAblK,  aCrekTiAep 3SMMUMPMKAAbIK,  ASAEAAEPMEH
KaMTaMacbl3 eTIAMEMAI >KOHEe TaKbIPbINTblH, KEHAIM HaKTbl TY>XXbIPbIMAAPAbI  TY>XKbIPbIMAQYAbI
KMblHAATaAbl. Keinbip 3epTTeyaep epeskenep MEH MEMAEKETTIK HaFAapAamanapra cymeHeal, OyA YATTbIK,
KYPbIABIC MPOLIECiH 6aFarayAd KMbIHAbIKTAp TYFbl3aAbl.

KopbITbiHAbIAQM KeAe, 90-Libl XbIAAAQPbl MOCTKEHECTIK €AAEPAE, COHbIH iliHAe KasakcraHaa
YATTbIK, KYPbIAbICTbI 3€PTTEYAIH >KaHa Ke3eHi 6acTaaAbl. beAriai 6ip acnekTiaepai KeHiHeH 3epTTe-
yre KapamacTaH, YATTbIH KaAbIMTacybl, MEMAEKETTIK TIAAIH POAi, 6acka 3THOCTApPAbIH TiAre Aerex
KbI3bIFYLLbIAbIFbI, BIAIM 6EpY XYMECiHIH XKeHe KUHOMHAYCTPUSIHBIH, YATTbIK, BiperenAikke acepi Typaabl
MaceAeAep LelliAMereH KyMiHAE KaAbIm OTbIp.

TyiiH ce3aep: >Kaabl, TAPUXM >KaAbl, MOAEHU XaAAbI, XKaATbl 3epTTey, ecTe cakTay )apakaTbl, YAT
KYPY, YATTbIK GOAMbBIC, YATTbIK, MAES, YATTbIK, KOA, YATTbIK, PYX, YATTbIK/Ka3aK, MOAEHUETI, YATTbIK, CaAT-
ASCTYPAEDP MEH SAET-FYypbINTap.
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Bonpoc HaUUEeCTPOUTEAbCTBA B HE3aBUCMMOM KasaxcTtaHe
B TpyAax OT€4e€CTBEHHbIX Y4Y€HbIX: NMOAUTOAOTMYECKMIM aHAAU3

B aaHHOM paboTe NpPoBEeAEH AUTEPATYPHbIM 0630p Ka3axCTAaHCKMX MCCAEAOBAHMIA MO TeMe Halwm-
ecTpouteAbcTBa B KazaxcraHe. 3a OCHOBY B3sITbl CTaTbW, KHWUMM M MOHOrpadum, onyOGAMKOBaHHbIE B
>KypHaAax «BecTHuk EBpasmiickoro HaumoHaAbHOro yHuBepcuteTa mmenn A.H. F'ymmaeBa», «BecTHumk
KA3HY», «KazaxctaH-CnekTp» KasaxCTaHCKOro MHCTUTYTa CTpaTermyeckux MCCAEAOBAHMI, a Tak>Ke
MOPTaA SAEKTPOHHOM 61bAMOTEKM EBPA3MitCKOro HaumMoHaAbHOrO yHuBepcuteTa umenn A.H. F'ymuae-
Bar. LleAb cTaTbu — 3TO onpeaeAeHre BONMPOCOB HALMECTPOUTEALCTBA, KOTOPbIE He ObIAM PACCMOTPEHbI
KA3aXxCTaHCKMMU yUeHbIMU. Pe3yAbTaTbl CTaTbi MOCAY>KaTOCHOBAHMEM AASl AQABHEMLLIErO U FTAYOOKOro
M3yUYeHNs acrekTOB HaLMecTpomTeAbCTBa B KaszaxcraHe.

Ta cTaThsl NPEACTABASET 0630p MCCAEAOBAHUI Ka3aXCTAHCKMX YUEHbIX, MOCBSLLEHHbIX BOMPOCamM
HALMOHAABHOTO CTPOUTEAbCTBA B MEPUOA MOCAE MOAYUYEHUs! CTPAHOM He3aBMCMMOCTU. PaboTa noa-
yepkMBaeT MHoOroobpasue acnekToB, CBSI3aHHbIX C (POPMMPOBAHMEM HALMOHAABHOM MAEHTUYHOCTH,
BKAIOYAs KAk FOCYAQPCTBOOOPA3YIOLLMI 3THOC (Ka3axw), Tak U Apyrue 3THOChI, Mpoxkusatolme B Kazax-
cTaHe. B dokyce nccaepoBatmi Hayaaa 90-x roaoB GbIAO CTAaHOBAEHME HaLMI BOKPYT HALLMOHAAbHOM
MAEHTUYHOCTM.

B nocaeaytolme roabl yueHble 06paTUAM BHUMaHME Ha CTpaTerny (hopmMmMpoBaHUS HaLMU — FpadK-
AQHCKOWM UAM STHUYECKOM, a TaKXKe HA BAMSIHUE MHTEPHETA, TAOOGAAM3ALIUMN 1 MAEOAOT MM YEPE3 CUCTEMY
o6pasoBaHusa. OTMEYaeTCs, YTO pasHble UCCAEAOBATEAM BbIAEASIAM PA3AMUHbIE ACMEKTbl, TakKMe Kak
yKpenAeHue Ka3axCKoro g3blka M 3KOHOMMYECKOe pa3BUTHE, KakK KAIOUEBblE SAEMEHTbI HaLUMOHAAbHOIO
CTPOUTEAbCTBA.

OAHaKo B pacCMOTPEHHbIX paboTax He BCe acrekTbl MOAKPENAEHbI SMMUMPUUECKUMM AQHHBIMM, 1
OOLIMPHOCTb TEMbI 3aTPYAHSIET (DOPMYAMPOBAHME KOHKPETHbBIX BbIBOAOB. HekoTopbie nccaepAoBaHuUs
ONMPAOTCS HA HOPMATMBHbIE aKTbl M FOCYAQPCTBEHHbIE MPOrpPammbl, UTO CO3AAET CAOXKHOCTU MpuU
OLeHKe MpoLecca HauMOHAAbHOrO CTPOMTEAbCTBA.

B 3akAtoueHnn noapuepkmBaetcs, 4To B 90-x roaax HayaACsl HOBbIM 3Tam MCCAEAOBAHMIA HaLMO-
HaAbHOIO CTPOMTEAbCTBA B MOCTCOBETCKMX CTPaHax, BKAovas KasaxcrtaH. HecMoTps Ha wmpokoe mns-
yUeHMe onpeAeAeHHbIX acMeKTOB, OCTAlOTCS HepeLleHHbIMM BOMPOCbl O (DOPMMPOBAHMM HALIMK, POAM
roCyAQPCTBEHHOIO $13blKa, MHTEPECE APYTMX 3THOCOB K $13blKY, BO3AEMCTBUMN CUCTEMbI 0OPA30BaHUS U
pPa3BUTUM KMHOMHAYCTPUM Ha HALLMOHAAbHYIO MAEHTUYHOCTD.

KAtoueBble cAoBa: MamsTb, MCTOpMYECKas NamsTb, KYAbTYpPHas MamsTb, MCCAEAOBAHWE MaMsTH,
TPaBMbl MamsATH, HALLMOHAAbHOE CTPOUTEALCTBO, HALLMOHAAbHAS MAEHTUUYHOCTb, HaUMOHAAbHAs MAes,
HALMOHAAbHbIN KOA, HAUMOHAAbHbINA AYX, HaLMOHAAbHAs/Ka3axckas KyAbTypa, HaLMOHAAbHbIE TPAAM-
UMM 1 0bblyan.

115



The issue of nation-building in independent Kazakhstan in the works of domestic scientists: a political analysis

Introduction

The nation-building process depends on several
factors and aspects, such as cultural, social, political
and economic. Studying all these factors and their
relationships can be challenging. Today, there is no
unified approach to the study of nation-building,
so the study of issues of nation formation remains
ambiguous and may even be problematic. Another
important factor is that the term «nation buildingy
itself was introduced relatively recently. According
to Jochen Hippler [1], the term «nation building» or
«nation building» began to be used in the mid-20th
century, and in the second half of the 1990s the term
«nation building» gained widespread acceptance
and became a natural part of both political and
scientific discussions.

The basis for Kazakh researchers was the
experience of countries that have gone through
the stages of nation formation and existing foreign
research.

An analysis of foreign studies has shown that
scientists have different opinions on the approach
and methods of studying nation-building.

For example, Jeremy Allouche [2], taking into
account the opinion of current research, notes that
nation-building or state building are permanent
projects; they are never formed once and for all.
As postcolonial studies have shown, the processes
of nation-building and state-building are inherently
violent processes, leading respectively to the domi-
nance of one identity and one institution over others.
The researcher suggests that state building is defined
as the ability of the ruling elite to accumulate power.

In turn, Gregg [3] believes that nation building
is accomplished in several ways. First, governments
used the resources of the state, such as education,
state media, law, the military, and the bureaucracy,
to develop and support programs aimed at building
national unity. Second, and equally important,
private citizens, together with governments,
developed programs aimed at creating a sense of
national unity, including symbols, myths, literature,
art, capitals, museums, and national parks (Heather
Selma Gregg, 2018).

According to Andreas Wimmer [4], there are
two main aspects of nation-building: the spread of
political unions throughout the country (the aspect of
political integration); and the emergence of a sense
of loyalty and identification with the institutions of
the state, regardless of who is currently in charge
(the political identity aspect).

In addition to the purposeful political or natural
formation of a nation, according to Andreas Wim-
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mer [5], there is nation-building, in which attempts
are made to create or strengthen a stable, and often
democratic, government in an internationally recog-
nized territory, under the influence of external forc-
es, occurs against the backdrop of the development
of the UN and the spread of the model of sovereign
states-states. Moreover, «managed nation-building»
may include formal military occupation, counter-
insurgency, peacekeeping, national reconstruction,
foreign aid, and the use of stabilization forces un-
der the auspices of the United States, Great Britain,
France, NATO, the United Nations, or other interna-
tional or regional organization.

Typically, external control or military
occupation occurs in authoritarian or dictatorial
countries. Andreas Wimmer [6] argues that countries
are considered autocratic in which the process of
national formation is unsuccessful and governance
is carried out by an elite representing a minority.

Kamrava [7], in turn, states that state building
occurs at two levels — at one level, the state attempts
to implement policies and regulations that encour-
age certain identities, cultural symbols, means of
social and cultural communication and behavior, as
well as demographic norms that Strengthen connec-
tions within society while supporting government
priorities. At another level, society develops its own
dynamics — popular hobbies and trends, means of
communication and forms of self-expression, tastes
and ideas.

However, as Francis Fukuyama noted, nations
are not necessarily created; they develop as a result
of unplanned historical-evolutionary processes.
Nation building is closely related to state building.

Wimmer [8] also states that an effective
nation-building strategy should also promote
communication and understanding within the
country by supporting a unified educational system.
Around the world, countries have come a long way
in educating their citizens and encouraging the use
of a common language.

Foreign scientists have different points of view
of the nation-building process, ranging from the
natural evolution of ethnic groups to a single nation,
the purposeful activities of the ruling elite to the
external intervention of other countries.

Research methodology

The research goal of this article is to analyze
the research of domestic scientists on the topic of
nation-building in Kazakhstan from the restoration
of independence to the present. To achieve this goal,
it is necessary to solve the following tasks.
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Research objectives:

- identify the gap in the research topics of
Kazakh scientists;

- identify niches for further study of the nation-
building process in Kazakhstan.

The sources of research were determined by
the portal of the electronic library of the Eurasian
National University named after L.N. Gumilyov and
three magazines:

1) Journal «Bulletin of the Eurasian National
University named after L.N. Gumilyovy;

2) Magazine «Bulletin of KAZNUy;

3) Magazine «Kazakhstan-Spectrum» of the
Kazakhstan Institute of Strategic Studies.

In total, by searching for the keywords «nation
building», «nation building», «nation buildingy,
«national identity», about 30 articles and books
were found in these journals. After their preliminary
study, 20 articles that were relevant to the topic and
used in the article were retained for further research.

The article also examined books that were
available in the electronic library of the Eurasian
National University named after L.N. Gumilyov.

This article uses the method of a systematic
literary review of research by Kazakh scientists
on the topic of nation-building in the Republic of
Kazakhstan from the moment of independence to
the present.

Discussion

In the book «National Idea of Kazakhstan: Ex-
perience of Philosophical and Political Science
Analysis» the authors Nysanbaev A.N., Kadyrzha-
nov R.K. [9] argue that on the basis of the concept
of a nation, a collective self-identification of a com-
munity is formed, which in the modern world is usu-
ally represented by ethnic or multi-ethnic composi-
tion. Without such national self-identification, and
therefore without a national concept, the process of
national formation becomes impossible.

Scientists also point out that the process of
nation formation and national identity in Kazakhstan
corresponds to the laws of a non-Western national
process.

At the same time, according to researchers, the
main ideology of modern non-Western states is
nationalism. Support for this ideology is expressed
in the desire for nation-building, which ultimately
means the development of the state as a key means
of national integration and revitalization.

Nation building requires a national cultural and
political identity that distinguishes a given nation
from its neighbor.

On the other hand, building a full-fledged civil
nation is impossible without civil society, as the
world experience of nation-building shows.

Nysanbaev A.N., Kadyrzhanov R.K., come
to the conclusion that one of the main reasons for
ethnic disunity in Kazakh society and one of the
main obstacles to the formation of a civil nation in
the country is the insufficient development of civil
society.

Scientists Ospanov T.T. and Ramazanova A.Kh.
[10] also come to similar conclusions, who state that
two main strategies for nation-state building have
emerged in the Republic of Kazakhstan. The first
strategy involves the creation of one Kazakhstani
nation based on a multi-ethnic society based on
the principle of common citizenship. The second
strategy is based on the national identity of the
Kazakhs themselves.

Based on the analysis of the survey of
respondents, the overwhelming majority believes
that ethnicity is the only dominant factor in the issue
of identity and in relation to civic identity. However,
despite this, the majority of respondents — 79.1%
believe that nation-building in Kazakhstan should
evolve according to a civil model, in other words,
rely on a nation that creates the unity of all citizens
of Kazakhstan, regardless of ethnicity.

Kaliev D.S. and Ventsel A. [11] have similar
conclusions, they indicate that at the dawn of
independence in Kazakhstan, the construction
of a national state was laid out on the basis of the
indigenous ethnic group —the Kazakhs. Accordingly,
Kazakhstan positioned itself in the international
arena as a national state. At the same time, one of
the main goals of the ruling elite of Kazakhstan was
to maintain a balance between the civil and ethnic
identity of Kazakhstanis.

Moreover, researchers point out that the
national nation-building policy of the ruling
elite was aimed at uniting all ethnic groups of
Kazakhstan into a single civil society. The goal
of this approach was to form the civic identity of
Kazakhstan on the basis of ethnic diversity. From
this, scientists draw a conclusion and recommend
forming a national identity, but at the same
time creating the necessary conditions for the
development of the language and culture of each
ethnic group in the state.

Since gaining independence, the ruling elite has
tried to make issues of national unity, sovereignty
and mutual consent the main values of the country.
It should be noted here that it is difficult for a multi-
ethnic country to form a single nation. It is believed
that successful nation-building is based on the
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recognition of all ethnic groups as their homeland,
Kazakhstan, as well as its language and history.

Kovalskaya S.I., Akanov K.G., [12] cite
research by E. Shats, who argues that in Kazakhstan
three aspects are used to form loyalty to the «nation»
used by the elite — this is ethnic diversity, appeal to
groups of the titular nation and designing national
symbols that are accepted by the population.

At the same time, ethnic diversity created the
danger of separatism in Kazakhstan, starting from
the 1990s, since when the Republic of Kazakhstan
gained independence, it was the only post-Soviet
state where, due to the historical symbiosis of
peoples, representatives of the Kazakh nation did
not constitute the majority.

Therefore, the transfer of the capital of the
«nation-building position» served as a motivation
for Kazakh representatives to move to the northern
regions of Kazakhstan, and as a result, «to keep
under control the territories in the north of the state,
in the places where irredents, potentially prone to
separatism, live» [13].

Moreover, the transfer of capitals in countries
that gained independence due to the collapse of
the state, empire, union, etc., is a requirement for
the formation of a nation and state, while the old
capitals did not meet these requirements. The ruling
elite needed to move and create new capitals, which
performed the functions of forming and controlling
loyalty [14].

According to Kovalskaya S.I. and Akanova
K.G., [15] «since the transfer of the capital, the
demographic appearance of both the capital and the
surrounding regions: Northern, Central and Eastern
Kazakhstan has changed significantly».

The article also notes that the process of adopting
state-important documents reflected the transition
from the initial formation of a mono-national
«Kazakh» nation to a multi-national «Kazakhy
nation.

Toktarov E.B., Altaev Zh.A. [16] note that
the Internet contributes to the rapprochement,
integration and consolidation of the population,
as it serves as the basis for the transformation of
the nation from an imaginary into a tangible one.
Moreover, uniting people into one community
on social networks affects the political activity of
citizens, and therefore their national identity.

Other scholars argue that the national idea is
formed along with the creation of a nation. Because
the national idea and the process of nation-building
and institutionalization of national relations are
interconnected. At the same time, the national idea
cannot be formed by regulations or by force.
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According to Musatayev and Mendigaliev [17],
the national idea comes from historical events,
stages of state development, cultural characteristics,
psychological and mythological aspects of the
nation. For a government policy or program to be
successful, it must be seen as an expression of this
national idea.

Despite the different points of view of
researchers, it should be noted that a certain part of
the scientific works studied during the writing of
this article considers the nation and its language as
fundamental for nation-building.

For example, Sakbekova A.B., Musataev S.Sh.,
[18] note that there are many mechanisms for the
formation of national-cultural identity that are of
greater importance in a certain historical period:
language, traditions, values, ideologies, common
territory, level economic development, natural
conditions, religion, etc. The Kazakh language as
part of culture should become an additional factor
in the unification of all Kazakhstanis. There is no
doubt that it is the basis for introducing all nations
and peoples to the culture, traditions, customs and
way of life of the Kazakh people.

Thebasis of national identity is the state language,
therefore every citizen living in Kazakhstan must
learn the state language. Indeed, there are enough
multinational states like ours in the world. But in
many foreign countries, if you don’t know the state
language, you can’t get citizenship, you don’t have
a good job, and it’s hard to live. However, no one
accuses such states of «nationalismy.

Researchers Balapanova A.S., Asyltaeva E.B.,
[19] say that in Kazakhstan there are such ideas as
«Unity of the people of Kazakhstan» and «Unity
in diversity». And maintaining peace in a state
consisting of more than a hundred nationalities is
not easy, so ways to maintain consensus between
them are being considered. Thanks to this idea,
the «Kazakhstan Nation» project came to life.
It must be admitted that the contribution of this
ideology to maintaining stability in Kazakhstan is
immeasurable.

At the same time, Balapanova A.S., Asyltaeva
E.B., present the argument of Alimkhanuly E., who
argues that now the moment has come when this
ideology should be abandoned, given the growing
importance of the Kazakh nation as a state builder.
Kazakhs in the 21st century are rising to a new
milestone as a nation of state building, becoming
a strong core and reliable support of the people
of Kazakhstan. For the future independence of
Kazakhstan, for its growth and strengthening, we
need the unity of the Kazakhs — our nation.
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Nasimov M.O., [20] argues that the education
system is the basis of nation-building: in the process
of nation formation, various aspects of nationalism
and self-identification, including education, became
key. Through the education system, the political elite
supports and transmits dominant ideological attitudes.

The scientist notes that national identity is
formed through national education. Middle and high
schools can be considered as an ideological state ap-
paratus that reproduces the ideology of the state. In
the process of education, great opportunities open
up for effective use as a means of modernization,
paying special attention to national ideology. In the
process of education, we not only form a national
worldview, but also explain the policy of state ho-
mogeneity in the course of nation building.

On the other hand, in order for the people to sup-
port nation-building, it is necessary to see real eco-
nomic and political reforms of the state. The unity of
a nation is related not only to the state structure, but
also to the economic principles and political aspects
of the national structure. Therefore, we can call the
economy the most stable unifying force.

Nasimov M.O. In her article, she cites the con-
clusions of Davenel Jane Yim, who argue that na-
tion-building in modern Kazakhstan is characterized
as a complex process of 1) promoting an inclusive
civil state in official discourses, granting equal rights
to all citizens, postponing real democratic reforms
until economic development; 2) pursuing a policy
of nationalization officially by popularizing the Ka-
zakh language, culture and historiography and un-
officially by discriminating against non-Kazakhs on
the basis of knowledge of the Kazakh language; 3)
monopolization of the political field of the Kazakh
elite, consisting of various simultaneous factions,
and the exclusion from the political environment of
non-Kazakh minorities, «ordinary» representatives
of the titular nation. In fact, until now, special at-
tention has been paid to the economy in the country,
and the development of democratic processes has
been hampered. However, we do not see the coun-
try’s economy developing. It therefore seems right
that democratic reform and economic development
go hand in hand.

According to the definition of R. Isaacs [21, p.
138-139]: «... in the post-Soviet period, the rise of
creative film production gave birth to a «new Ka-
zakhstan wave». Young Kazakh filmmakers depict-
ed the disunity, vacuum and instability of late Soviet
and first post-Soviet society. These works were an
important channel of expression against the out-
dated and decaying Soviet system. After an initial
lull in the industry during the post-Soviet period, the

government of Kazakhstan turned the state-owned
film company Kazakhfilm into a joint-stock com-
pany in 2005.

Since then, the state has used the company as a
vehicle to create films that reinterpret the history of
Kazakhstan. The government’s goal is to use cin-
ema as an «official» tool to explain the Kazakh na-
tion [22].

Kalashnikova K.A. [23] in his work generalizes,
systematizes and substantiates the seven stages of
building the Kazakh model of social harmony and
intercultural dialogue.

The first stage — the stage of formation of the
ethnopolitics of Kazakhstan — lasted from the mo-
ment of independence until 1995.

The second stage — from 1995 to 2002. marked
by the designation of the priorities of Kazakhstan’s
identity, based on the Concept of the formation of
the state identity of the Republic of Kazakhstan ad-
opted in 1996.

The third stage — from 2002 to 2007. marked
by the consistent and logical formation of a unique
model of tolerance in interethnic relations and social
harmony, now known as Kazakhstan.

The fourth stage — from 2007 to 2010. charac-
terized by the continuation of a consistent integra-
tion process among Kazakh society, the transition
from a rapid response to events in the ethno-confes-
sional sphere to the structuring of an integral system
in the ethnopolitics of the state.

The fifth stage — starting from 2010, is marked
by modernization processes of state policy in Ka-
zakhstan. The program documents adopted during
this period were the Strategic Development Plan of
the Country until 2020 and the Concept of Legal
Policy for the period from 2010 to 2020.

The sixth stage — from 2018, is associated with
the adoption of the «Kazakhstan — 2050» Strategy.

The seventh stage — from 2020, is aimed at
changes and additions made to the legislation on the
ANC, emphasizing the democratic and managerial
principles of the sphere of interethnic relations and
ethnic management, which need to be constantly
improved.

Results

This study examines the research of Kazakh scien-
tists on the issue of nation-building in Kazakhstan af-
ter gaining independence. As you can see, the aspects
raised in the studies are quite diverse. At the same time,
many scientific works examined nation-building from
the very foundations, that is, the national identity of the
state-forming ethnic group — the Kazakhs, and other
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ethnic groups living on the territory of Kazakhstan af-
ter the restoration of independence. At the beginning of
the 90s, this was a hot topic of research.

In subsequent years, researchers wondered
about the strategy of nation formation — civil or eth-
nic. The influence of the Internet and globalization
in general on the formation of a nation, as well as the
power of ideology through the education system in
middle and high schools.

Some scientists argued their conclusions regard-
ing the construction of a nation around the Kazakh
ethnic group and the strengthening of the Kazakh
language as the only tool for nation-building.

Other researchers suggest first paying attention
to economic development, since only through stable
financial prosperity will the ethnic groups living in
Kazakhstan trust the ruling elite and accordingly ac-
cept the ideas of nation-building.

In general, it should be noted that some of the
reviewed works lack empirical data. Also, the is-
sues addressed in the studies are quite large-scale,
which makes it difficult to draw definite conclusions
on specific issues of nation-building in Kazakhstan.

The conclusions of some studies are based on
adopted regulations and government programs, that
is, on decisions (regulations) of the ruling elite,
which also makes it difficult to assess the nation-
building process.

Conclusions

Research into the issue of nation-building in the
world received a new impetus in the 90s of the last

century, at a time when post-Soviet countries were
experiencing a period of independence. Despite the
fact that this research topic was new for Kazakh
scientists, over the past two decades, domestic sci-
entists have quite widely studied issues of national
identity, nation-building and aspects influencing the
formation of a nation.

At the same time, not all aspects of nation-build-
ing in Kazakhstan have been studied, so the scope of
research on all issues remains quite large for future
scientific work.

For example, the ways of forming a nation are
civil or ethnic. The role of the state language and the
level of interest in studying it by representatives of
other ethnic groups living in Kazakhstan. The role
of the education system, the development of the film
industry of Kazakhstan in the formation of the na-
tion and much more.
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