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Abstract. This article examines the dynamics of the formation of national and
civic identity in Kazakhstan in the context of post-Soviet transformation and eth-
nic diversity. Being a multiethnic state, Kazakhstan implements a special model
of nation-building, which seeks to combine the symbolic primacy of the titular
nation with the formation of an inclusive civic identity. The main components of
identity, the factors of its formation and the dynamics of transformational changes
are analyzed. Special attention is paid to the Kazakhstani experience of forming a
national identity in a multiethnic society. The article examines modern challenges
and trends in the development of civic consciousness, the role of the state, educa-
tion and the information space in strengthening national unity. The analysis and
conclusions showed that the civil and ethno-cultural concepts of the nation are
used in the formation of civic identity in compliance with the norms of the con-
stitution, to ensure the equality of all citizens, regardless of ethnic, linguistic, cul-
tural, religious or other affiliation. Methodologically, the article combines a quali-
tative analysis of constitutional provisions, political documents and official materi-
als with a secondary analysis of opinion polls and expert assessments prepared by
national research institutes.
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KA3BAKCTAHJIAFBl BIPETEMJIIK TPOLECTEPIHIH HETI3IT
KOMITOHEHTTEPI MEH IMHAMHUKACEHI

Bayp:xau llepusiznanos', Tenrem Kanenosa™, Tayxap Adapaxmanosa3

' KP F2XKBM FK MemitekeT Tapuxbl HHCTHTYTHIHBIH 0ac FHUIBIMU KbI3METKEPI,
cascaTTaHy FhUIBIMAAPBIHBIH KaHAUIAThI

¥ JLH. TymuneB arbiHAarel Eypasusi YWITTBIK YHHBEPCHTETI cascarTaHy
Ka(enpackIHBIH TOLCHTI, TAPUX FHUTBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUIaThI

3 JLH. TymuneB arbiHgarsl Eypasuss WITTBIK YHHBEPCHTETI cCascarTaHy
Ka(enpackIHBIH TOLCHTI, TAPUX FRUTBIMIAPBIHBIH KaHIUaThI

Amnparna. Makanana IOCTKEHECTIK TpaHC(HOPMAIUsS JKOHE OSTHUKAJBIK
OpTYPILTIK KOHTeKCTiHAe KazakcTaHma YITTBHIK JKOHE a3aMaTTHIK OlpereimikTi
KaJIBINTAaCThIpY AMHAMMKACHl KapacThIpbuiaapl. KazakcTaH kem YJITTBl MemJie-
KeT 0oJla OTBIPBIN, TUTYJIIBIK YIATTHIH CHUMBOJABIK OaChIMJABIFBIH MHKJIIO3UBTI
a3aMaTrThIK  OipereiiikTi  KaJblITaCTBIPYMEH  YINTACThIpyFa  YMTBUIATHIH
VIT KYPBUIBICHIHBIH €peKIie MojeliH icke ackipanbl. CoHKeCTIKTiH Heri3ri
KOMITOHEHTTEpPi, OHBIH KaJIbINTACy (AaKTOpIapbl JKOHE TPAHCHOPMAIUSITBIK
e3repicTep AMHAMHKachl TaijgaHaabl. KemsTHOCTBI KOoFamaa KaJbIYJITTHIK
OipereiiiKTi KaJablITaC TPy IBIH Ka3aKCTaHABIK TOKIpHOECiHe epeKIIe Ha3ap ayaa-
pBUIaNBL. A3aMaTThIK ©31H-631 TAHYABIH Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl ChIH-KaTepJiepl MEH 1aMy
TEHACHIIMSIAPbI, MEMJICKETTIH, O171iM OepyTiH XKOHE YITTHIK OipTiKTi HBIFAHTYJaFbl
aKMmapaTThlK KEHICTIKTIH peJli KapacTelpbUlalibl. Tajmay MeH KOPBITBIHIbLIAP
YIATTHIH a3aMaTThIK JKOHE ATHOMOIEHM TYKbIpbIMIamanapbl KoHcTutyuus Hop-
MajlapblH cakTay OOWBIHINIA, STHUKAJBIK, TUINIK, MOJCHHU, TiHU JKOHE e3re e
THUECUTUTITiHEe KapaMacTaH OaplibIK azaMaTTapiAblH TEHAIri OOMBIHIIA a3aMaTThIK
OipereiiIikTi KajlblITaCThIpyJa NailalaHblIATBIHBIH KOPCETTi. OicTeMenik
TYpFBIJaH ajfaH/a, MaKala KOHCTUTYIHSJIBIK epekeNepi, caacu KyKartap MeH
pecMH MaTepHalijapAbl canajibl TaJAaylbl dJIeyMETTaHYNbIK cayaJiHaMajap MeH
YIATTHIK FHUIBIMU-3€PTTEY MHCTUTYTTAphl NalbIHIAFaH capanTaMaliblK Oarajiayibl
KaifTanama TanjgayMeH OipikTipeni.

Tyiiin ce30ep: smuocasicam, YimmolK Oipecelilik, a3amMammulk Oipe2elilik,
arcahanoany, aneymemmix mpancghopmayusi, a3amammolk KO2AM, YAmmulx OIpiik.

OYHJAMEHTAJIBHBIE KOMITIOHEHTBI n JAUHAMUKA
NAEHTUOUKALIMOHHBIX ITPOIECCOB B KABAXCTAHE

Bayp:xan Llepusiznanos!, Tenrem Kanenosa®’, Fayxap Ad0apaxmanosa’
9 9
! I'maBHBIA Hay4HbII coTpyaHUK MHcTUTyTa nctopuu rocynapctsa KH MHBO
PK, xaHauaar molnuTUYeCcKUX HayK
2 AccouunpoBaHHblii mpodeccop Kadeapsl MONUTONIOTHHA EBpa3uiickoro
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HallMOHaJbHOTO yHMBepcuTteTa uMeHH JI.H. I'ymuneBa, kaHIugaT MCTOpUYECKHUX
HayK

3 AcconumpoBaHHBI Tpodeccop Kadempbl TOMUTOIOTHH  EBpa3uiickoro
HallMOHAaJbHOTO yHHBepcuTeTa uMeHH JIL.H. I'ymuneBa, kaHIUOaT MCTOPUYECKUX
HayK

AnHoTanmsi. B mamHOM craThe paccMaTpuBaeTcs AWHAMHUKa (OPMHPOBA-
HUsSI HAallMOHAJBHOM M Ipa)XAaHCKON MIOeHTHYHOCTH B Ka3axcraHe B KOHTEKCTE
MIOCTCOBETCKON TpaHCHOPMAIIMU M ITHHUYECKOTO pazHooOpasus. bBymyum momm-
STHUYECKUM TOCyHapcTBoM, KazaxcraH peanusyeT 0co0yr0 MOIETs HAIHECTPOH-
TEJIbCTBA, KOTOpas CTPEMUTCSA COUYETAaTh CUMBOJINYECKOE NIEPBEHCTBO TUTYIIHHOM
HaIMH ¢ (OPMIPOBAHUEM HHKIIO3UBHOHN Tpa’kJaHCKOH MACHTHYHOCTH. AHaJIH-
3UPYIOTCSI OCHOBHBIC KOMIIOHEHTH HACHTUIHOCTH, (PaKTOPHI €€ (POPMHUPOBAHUS U
IMHAMHKA TpaHC(HOPMAIMOHHBIX M3MeHeHUH. Oco0oe BHUMaHHE YAETACTCS Ka-
3aXCTaHCKOMY OIBITY (POPMHUPOBaHUS OOLICHAITMOHATBHON HICHTHYHOCTH B TO-
JUPTHUYHOM oOmiecTBe. PaccMaTpuBaroTCs COBpEeMEHHBIE BBHI3OBHI M TCHICHITHH
Pa3BUTHUS TPAXKIAHCKOTO CAMOCO3HAHUs, POJIb FOCyJapcTBa, 00pa3oBaHUS M UH-
(OpPMaIMOHHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA B YKPEIUICHUH HAIlMOHAIBHOTO EIMHCTBA. AHa-
JIU3 ¥ BBIBOJBI IIOKA3aJIU, YTO TpaXKJaHCcKas U 3THOKYJIBTYPHAsl KOHLIETILIMY HALlU1
UCTIONB3YIOTCS B (DOPMUPOBAHHUH TPAKAAHCKOH HICHTUYHOCTH MO COOIIOACHUIO
HOPM KOHCTHUTYIIMH, II0 PaBHOIPABUsl BCEX I'PaKJlaH, HE3aBUCUMO OT ITHUYECKOH,
SI3BIKOBOM, KYJIBTYPHOW, PEJUTHO3HOM M MHOM MPUHAIJIEHKHOCTH. MeTOonoIoTru-
YEeCKU CTaThd COYETAET KaueCTBEHHBIH aHaJIU3 KOHCTUTYLHMOHHBIX IOJIOKEHUH,
MOJUTHYCCKUX JOKYMEHTOB U O(QHIHAIBHBIX MaTepPHaJIOB C BTOPHYHBIM aHAJH-
30M COLIMOJIOTMYECKHUX OIIPOCOB, M AKCIIEPTHBIX OLEHOK, ITOATOTOBIECHHBIX HALHO-
HaJIbHBIMH UCCIIE0BATEIbCKUMH HHCTUTYTAMU.

Knioueevte  cnoea:  smHononumuxd, — HAYUOHANbHASL — UOEHMUYHOCD,
2PadcOaHCKasi UOEHMUYHOCMb, 2100anu3ayus, COYUanbHas mpanchopmayus,
2padcoanckoe obuyecmeo, HaYUOHAIbHOE eOUHCMEBO.

Introduction

Issues of national identity and ethnopolitical governance remain central in the
study of multiethnic states, particularly in post-imperial and post-socialist contexts.
One of the principal challenges of nation-building under such conditions lies in
reconciling ethnic diversity with political unity while preventing the emergence of
exclusionary or destabilizing forms of nationalism.

The growing significance of identity as a social and political phenomenon
is also evident in the context of rapidly evolving ethnopolitical processes in the
contemporary world. These processes are shaped by a wide range of factors,
including the increasing influence of ethnic consciousness, the expansion of
digital information technologies and artificial intelligence, as well as the spread
of separatism, extremism, and the intensification of interethnic, interreligious, and
intercultural divisions [1].

Kazakhstan represents a particularly illustrative case in this regard, as it has
developed a state-centered model of identity formation that emphasizes civic unity
and social cohesion while simultaneously maintaining the symbolic predominance
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of the titular nation.

Since gaining independence in 1991, Kazakhstan has faced the complex task
of constructing a national identity within a society characterized by considerable
ethnic heterogeneity and a profound Soviet institutional and cultural legacy.

The complexity and inconsistency of the development of contemporary post-
Soviet societies demonstrate that citizenship, as a value-semantic core of individual
consciousness and behavior, directly influences the ways in which political interests
are expressed and civic functions are exercised. The absence or insufficient
development of civic consciousness can entail significant political costs. Instead
of adopting an exclusively ethnic model of nationhood, Kazakhstan has promoted
a discourse of civic unity grounded in common citizenship, political loyalty,
and social stability. At the same time, state policy has strengthened the cultural
and linguistic significance of the Kazakh people as the historical foundation of
statehood.

In recent years, as a result of state policies, various conceptual approaches
to the formation of the Kazakh national mentality have gained prominence. In
this context, strengthening national identity through a deeper awareness of the
role of political, ideological, and traditional culture in addressing contemporary
challenges has become increasingly significant. By utilizing the potential of
deliberative institutions such as the National Kurultai and the Assembly of the
People of Kazakhstan, state authorities have sought to reassess the national value
system and enrich it with new meanings. In particular, governmental discourse
has increasingly emphasized the importance of Kazakhstani citizenship, respect
for state symbols, and shared values and ideals, including patriotism, humanism,
hospitality, diligence, respect for traditions, and family values. These efforts are
directed toward the formation of a new national identity grounded in ethnocultural
diversity and the mastery of the state language by all citizens [2].

The long-term objective of state policy is the consolidation of Kazakhstani
society at the level of a fully developed civic identity and the formation of a unified
political nation. Historically, representatives of more than one hundred ethnic groups
reside on the territory of modern Kazakhstan alongside the titular Kazakh nation.
From the first years of independence, national policy has focused on improving
the interaction between state institutions and civil society organizations in the
sphere of interethnic relations. This objective led to the creation of a specialized
institutional structure responsible for regulating interethnic relations — the
Assembly of the People of Kazakhstan [3]. According to the Constitution of the
Republic of Kazakhstan adopted on March 15, 2026, the powers of this institution
have been strengthened and integrated into the new consultative and advisory body
known as the Halyk Kenesi [4].

Within the framework of comprehensive modernization of the political
system, it became necessary to adopt a conceptual document systematizing the
fundamental principles, values, and priorities of domestic policy. In this regard, the
Presidential Decree of November 5, 2025 “On the Fundamental Principles, Values,
and Directions of the Internal Policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan” systematized
the work conducted in the domestic political sphere and defined key priorities,
including the development of public dialogue in interethnic relations, religious
affairs, and the cultural and humanitarian sectors [5].
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Processes of globalization and the digitalization of social life inevitably
integrate Kazakhstani society into global processes, significantly expanding
the communicative space of modern individuals. Under these conditions, two
contrasting perspectives on identity become particularly relevant: civic identity on
the one hand, and ethnic or national identity on the other.

However, despite the growing scholarly interest in identity formation in post-
Soviet states, the Kazakhstani case remains insufficiently examined within a broader
comparative theoretical framework of nationalism and nation-building studies.
Existing research often focuses either on institutional mechanisms of interethnic
harmony or on ethnocultural revival separately, while the interaction between civic
identity, ethnic symbolism, globalization, and state-led modernization remains
underexplored.

The study of national and civic identity occupies a central position within
contemporary political science, sociology, and nationalism studies. International
scholarship offers several influential theoretical approaches that explain the
mechanisms of nation-building and identity formation in multiethnic societies.

One of the most influential contributions belongs to Benedict Anderson, who
conceptualized the nation as an “imagined community” constructed through
shared symbols, communication practices, and collective narratives [6]. From
this perspective, national identity emerges through socially reproduced forms of
belonging supported by state institutions, education systems, and media discourse.

Ernest Gellner interpreted nationalism as a product of modernization,
industrialization, and centralized state-building [7]. This approach is relevant
to Kazakhstan, where modernization reforms, educational transformation, and
language policy have become important instruments for consolidating political
unity.

Anthony D. Smith’s ethno-symbolist approach emphasizes the role of myths,
collective memory, historical traditions, and cultural symbols in nation formation
[8]. In Kazakhstan, these elements are reflected in the revival of historical memory,
traditional culture, and the symbolic role of the Kazakh people as the state-forming
nation.

Rogers Brubaker critically reconsidered nationalism as a dynamic institutional
and political process shaped by state practices and public discourse rather than as
a fixed social category [9]. This approach is particularly useful for understanding
Kazakhstan’s state-led policies aimed at constructing interethnic harmony and
civic integration.

The concept of constitutional patriotism developed by Jirgen Habermas also
provides an important framework for analyzing civic identity in contemporary
societies. Habermas argued that political loyalty in democratic states should be
based primarily on constitutional values, civic participation, and shared political
principles rather than ethnic homogeneity [10]. Manuel Castells emphasizes the
role of digital communication networks in shaping identity in the information age.

Kazakhstani scholars have also made important contributions to the study of
identity formation and ethnopolitical processes. R.K. Kadyrzhanov conceptualizes
nation building in Kazakhstan as a synthesis of civic and ethnocultural principles.
Z K. Shaukenova emphasizes the importance of social cohesion and interethnic
tolerance, while A.N. Nysanbayev analyzes the cultural and philosophical
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dimensions of identity formation in the context of globalization.

Unlike previous studies that mainly describe institutional mechanisms of
interethnic policy in Kazakhstan, this article offers a comparative theoretical
interpretation of identity formation through the synthesis of civic, ethnocultural,
and constructivist approaches. The study contributes to existing scholarship by
analyzing the interaction between state-led nation-building policies, globalization
processes, digital communication, and the transformation of public consciousness
in contemporary Kazakhstan.

However, existing research insufficiently integrates globalization, digital
transformation, and state policy into a unified analytical model. This study
addresses this limitation.

Research Methodology

The purpose of this article is to identify scientifically grounded approaches
to the further development of civic identity in contemporary Kazakhstan and to
analyze the possibilities for the formation of Kazakh national identity in the era of
information technologies and expanding communication opportunities.

The research methodology is determined by the objectives of the study and is
aimed at achieving a comprehensive understanding of the role of public policy in
shaping modern national identity. The article employs interdisciplinary research
approaches drawn from history, political science, sociology, culturology and related
fields.

The methodological framework includes general scientific methods such as
analysis and synthesis, which enable the examination of the concepts of ideology,
identity, and social processes, as well as the identification of different types of
identity.

The theoretical framework of the study is based on constructivist, ethno-
symbolist, and civic approaches to nationalism and identity formation.
Constructivist approaches make it possible to analyze identity as a socially and
politically constructed phenomenon shaped through discourse, institutions, and
symbolic practices. Ethno-symbolist theory provides analytical tools for examining
the role of historical memory, language, and cultural traditions in nation-building
processes. Civic approaches emphasize the role of constitutional values, citizenship,
and political participation in the formation of collective identity within multiethnic
societies.

Conceptual analysis is applied to explore the relationships among key theoretical
categories within the Kazakhstani context. Additionally, the method of critical
discourse analysis is employed to identify ideological meanings embedded in
programmatic political documents and public narratives related to national identity
and civil society.

The study also relies on sociological data, expert surveys, monographic
publications, and contemporary political and social research. A qualitative research
design was adopted, combining document analysis with the secondary analysis of
sociological data. This approach enables a comprehensive examination of both
the normative foundations of Kazakhstan’s ethnopolitical policy and its social
outcomes.

The empirical basis of the study consists of two primary types of data:
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- Analysis of political and regulatory documents.

- Secondary analysis of sociological data.

The research incorporates the results of national sociological surveys and
expert assessments conducted by Kazakhstani research institutions. These data
provide valuable insights into public perceptions of national identity, interethnic
relations, and attitudes toward government institutions involved in managing
cultural diversity.

The empirical material includes:

- official statistical data of the Bureau of National Statistics of Kazakhstan

- sociological surveys on identity and interethnic relations

- state policy documents on national unity and cultural development.

Methods applied:

- comparative analysis of theoretical approaches

- conceptual analysis of identity categories

- critical discourse analysis of state narratives

- secondary analysis of sociological data.

The methodological framework is grounded in constructivist, civic, and ethno-
symbolic theories of nationalism.

Main Part

One of the defining characteristics of Kazakhstan is its multinational
composition combined with a unitary form of statehood. In addition to the Kazakh
population, which constitutes the majority, more than one hundred and twenty
ethnic groups reside in the country. This demographic structure creates the need to
reconcile ethnic (Kazakh) and civic (Kazakhstani) identities.

According to official data from the Bureau of National Statistics of the Agency
for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan as of early 2025,
the ethnic composition of the population is as follows: Kazakhs account for 71.3% of
the population; Russians — 14.6%; Uzbeks — 3.3%; Ukrainians — 1.8%; Uighurs
— 1.5%; and representatives of other ethnic groups — approximately 5.3% [11].

The postcolonial dimension is also significant in the formation of national
identity. Kazakhstan is currently re-evaluating its historical past, including the
legacy of the Russian Empire and the Soviet Union, while simultaneously reviving
interest in its Turkic and Islamic cultural roots. The country is therefore attempting
to balance historical memory with aspirations for modernization.

Regional differences also influence identity formation. Southern regions tend
to be more traditional and religious, whereas the northern and eastern regions
demonstrate stronger European cultural influences. In large cities, particularly
among younger generations, a new “hybrid” identity is emerging that combines
national cultural elements with global cultural influences.

In academic literature, identity is generally understood as an individual's
awareness of belonging to a particular social group or community [12, p. 37].
National identity is typically formed through shared cultural traditions, language,
historical memory, and collective symbols, ensuring cultural continuity and the
preservation of national heritage [12, p. 52].

Civic identity, by contrast, refers to an individual's political and legal affiliation
with the state. It presupposes respect for laws, participation in public life, and
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recognition of civic rights and responsibilities [12, p. 29]. Scholars emphasize that
in multinational states civic identity can function as an important integrative factor,
facilitating the formation of a unified political community [12, p. 77].

The formation of identity is a complex social process that includes several
interconnected components.

The cultural-historical component encompasses language, traditions, historical
memory, and cultural heritage, which together constitute the foundation of national
identity and ensure cultural continuity [13, pp. 21-25]. In Kazakhstan, the historical
heritage of nomadic civilization, traditional culture, and the national values of
various ethnic groups significantly contribute to identity formation.

The political-legal component is associated with the functioning of state
institutions and the legal system. It contributes to the development of citizens’
sense of responsibility toward the state and society [14, p. 41]. The development
of a rule-of-law state and democratic institutions strengthens civic identity and
encourages civic engagement.

The socio-value component includes systems of social values, moral norms,
and ideals, which emerge through the process of socialization and reflect the
cultural characteristics of society [15, p. 66]. For Kazakhstan, interethnic harmony,
tolerance, and respect for cultural diversity represent key social values.

The psychological component relates to emotional attachment to one’s country,
culture, and society, manifested in feelings of patriotism, national pride, and civic
responsibility [16, p. 90].

Finally, the information and communication component has become increasingly
influential in the context of digitalization. Mass media, digital communication,
and social networks play an important role in shaping public consciousness,
collective memory, and cultural values. As Manuel Castells argues, identity in
the information age is increasingly formed through network communication
and symbolic interaction within the global information space [17]. Under these
conditions, digital technologies significantly influence both civic and ethnocultural
forms of identification [18, p. 102].

Modern Problems of Identity Development in Kazakhstan

The development of national and civic identity in Kazakhstan occurs under the
influence of a number of global and domestic challenges. One of the most significant
factors shaping identity processes in the modern world is globalization. On the one
hand, globalization facilitates active interaction among cultures and the expansion
of international communication. On the other hand, it can contribute to the erosion
of traditional cultural values and the blurring of national identity. Many scholars
emphasize that globalization generates new forms of cultural hybridity, in which
elements of different cultural systems interact and form new social models of
identification [19, p. 54].

Migration processes also influence the formation of identity by creating new
forms of cultural interaction and social integration. In multinational states such as
Kazakhstan, migration can simultaneously generate opportunities for intercultural
dialogue and potential social challenges related to integration and adaptation [20, p.
71]. Furthermore, the rapid development of information technologies has transformed
traditional mechanisms of communication and socialization, particularly among
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younger generations, which in turn affects the formation of their value orientations
and identity patterns [21, p. 83].

Socio-economic factors also play an important role in shaping identity. Social
inequality and regional disparities may influence the development of social identity
and civic solidarity. Economic instability can increase social tension and weaken the
sense of civic unity among citizens [22, 103-106].

Modern scholarship distinguishes between two principal types of identity: personal
and social identity. Personal identity refers to a set of individual characteristics and
personal qualities that define a person’s uniqueness. Social identity, in contrast, is
associated with group membership and reflects an individual's belonging to specific
social categories or communities [23, p. 307]. In contemporary societies, national
unity is shaped by several key conditions, including shared statehood, civic
participation, tolerance, and respect for national symbols.

Kazakh researcher R.K. Kadyrzhanov conceptualizes nation-building as a
process of transforming a multiethnic population into a unified political community
composed of citizens of different ethnic backgrounds. In this framework, the
nation is understood primarily as a civic rather than an ethnic entity. According
to Kadyrzhanov, the identity that unites the Kazakh nation is based on political
community and the shared relationship between citizens and the state [24, p. 39].

At the same time, Kadyrzhanov’s concept emphasizes the special role of the
Kazakh people as the state-forming nation. Consequently, the state language and
Kazakh culture are considered fundamental cultural pillars of national identity
[24, p. 28]. In this sense, nation-building in Kazakhstan represents a synthesis of
two initially contrasting models of nationhood: ethnic and civic. This synthesis
combines elements of ethnonationalism related to the state-forming nation with
the idea of a supra-ethnic Kazakhstani civic identity shared by all citizens of the
republic.

One of the most sensitive issues in the nation-building process is the linguistic
environment. The Kazakh nation itself is historically divided into Kazakh-speaking
and Russian-speaking segments, which complicates the development of a unified
linguistic identity. Understanding the dynamics of cultural, ethnic, and religious
diversity in Kazakh society is therefore essential for ensuring political stability and
national security [25, p. 39].

In the context of contemporary social transformations, the spiritual development
of society becomes a crucial factor in maintaining national identity. Consequently,
national priorities include the preservation of moral values, historical traditions,
and the cultural, educational, and scientific potential of the country. Sociological
research indicates that among the most significant indicators of the spiritual and
moral state of society are the following values: “being a citizen of Kazakhstan”
(90%), “knowing and speaking one's native language” (86.2%), and “maintaining
strong family ties” (82.1%) [25, pp. 123—124].

However, despite the widespread recognition of civic values, only 50.1% of
respondents associate these values with belonging to a state-forming nation. These
results reveal a noticeable distinction between civic and ethnic identity within the
population. At the same time, ethnic identification remains particularly significant
for representatives of the titular Kazakh nation, 86.7% of whom consider belonging
to the indigenous nation to be an important element of their identity [25, p. 127].
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The legal foundation for national unity and interethnic harmony is enshrined
in the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, which emphasizes respect for
human rights, the rule of law, and the strengthening of national unity [3]. Over
the years of independence, Kazakhstan has implemented a series of institutional
reforms aimed at strengthening civic identity, including constitutional amendments,
the adoption of new legal frameworks, and the modernization of state institutions.

National identity is also expressed through ethnocultural symbolism, including
language, historical memory, state symbols, rituals, traditions, and national holidays.
These elements play an important role in promoting patriotism, strengthening
national consciousness, and maintaining interethnic harmony within society.

Research Results

The Kazakhstani experience illustrates the broader ethnopolitical dilemma
faced by many multiethnic states: how to reconcile social unity with cultural
diversity without reinforcing ethnic divisions. Kazakhstan’s approach combines
civic nation-building with strong state regulation of interethnic relations, resulting
in a hybrid model that prioritizes social stability and political cohesion.

The contemporary development of Kazakhstani society demonstrates several
positive trends. One of the most significant achievements has been the gradual
formation of a shared national identity that unites representatives of different ethnic
groups. Active participation of citizens in public life contributes to the strengthening
of civic identity and the development of democratic institutions. In this process, the
education system plays a crucial role by promoting civic responsibility and national
consciousness among younger generations.

The formation of national identity in Kazakhstan can be divided into several
historical stages:

1. The period of formation of an independent state (1991-2000);

2. The period of institutional strengthening of the state (2000-2010);

3. The period of modernization of public consciousness (2010-2019);

4. The period of democratization and social transformation (2019—present).

The contemporary model of identity formation in Kazakhstan is based on the
combination of national traditions with civic values in order to ensure sustainable
development and political stability. This model seeks to promote a unified civic
identity among citizens regardless of ethnic or religious affiliation.

From a comparative theoretical perspective, Kazakhstan’s model demonstrates
features of both ethnic and civic nation-building. On the one hand, state policy
emphasizes the symbolic and cultural role of the Kazakh nation, including the
strengthening of the state language and the revival of historical traditions. On
the other hand, official discourse promotes inclusive citizenship and political
integration regardless of ethnic affiliation. Thus, Kazakhstan’s identity model
may be interpreted as a hybrid form of nation-building combining elements of
ethnocultural symbolism with civic integration. As noted by Rees and Burkhanov,
the Kazakhstani state has pursued a civic nation-building strategy aimed at creating
a cohesive national identity while simultaneously preserving the significance of
ethnonational belonging, resulting in a complex and hybrid model of national
integration. [26, pp. 433—455].
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The formation of national identity in Kazakhstan can be divided into several
historical stages:

1. The period of formation of an independent state (1991-2000);

2. The period of institutional strengthening of the state (2000-2010);

3. The period of modernization of public consciousness (2010-2019);

4. The period of democratization and social transformation (2019—present).

The contemporary model of identity formation in Kazakhstan is based on the
combination of national traditions with civic values in order to ensure sustainable
development and political stability. This model seeks to promote a unified civic
identity among citizens regardless of ethnic or religious affiliation.

From a comparative theoretical perspective, Kazakhstan’s model demonstrates
features of both ethnic and civic nation-building. On the one hand, state policy
emphasizes the symbolic and cultural role of the Kazakh nation, including the
strengthening of the state language and the revival of historical traditions. On
the other hand, official discourse promotes inclusive citizenship and political
integration regardless of ethnic affiliation. Thus, Kazakhstan’s identity model
may be interpreted as a hybrid form of nation-building combining elements of
ethnocultural symbolism with civic integration. As noted by Rees and Burkhanov,
the Kazakhstani state has pursued a civic nation-building strategy aimed at creating
a cohesive national identity while simultaneously preserving the significance of
ethnonational belonging, resulting in a complex and hybrid model of national
integration. [26, pp. 433—455].

Unlike classical Western nation-state models characterized by relatively
homogeneous populations, Kazakhstan’s experience reflects the challenges of post-
Soviet multiethnic transformation, where identity formation occurs simultaneously
under the influence of globalization, postcolonial reinterpretation of history, and
state modernization strategies.

The ethno-demographic context of Kazakhstan is characterized by a high level
of ethnic diversity. According to official statistics, Kazakhs constitute the majority
of the population, followed by Russians, Uzbeks, Ukrainians, Uyghurs, and other
ethnic groups. Such a structure creates an environment of dual identity in which
civic and ethnic identifications coexist.

The structural components of identity formation in Kazakhstan include four
interrelated elements:

Cultural-historical component: language, traditions, and historical memory.

- Political-legal component: citizenship, institutions, and the rule of law.

- Social-value component: tolerance, interethnic harmony, and civic
responsibility.

- Information and communication component: digital media and network
communications shaping perceptions of identity.

Empirical data indicate that the majority of citizens primarily identify
themselves with Kazakhstan as a civic state. At the same time, ethnic identity
remains important, especially among the titular nation, while bilingualism and
multilingualism play a stabilizing role.

Sociological surveys indicate that the majority of Kazakhstanis identify
themselves as part of a unified national community. According to a national survey
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conducted in 2023, 87% of respondents primarily associate themselves with the
citizenship of Kazakhstan, while 83% feel connected to their ethnic group and to
their place of residence [1]. These findings suggest that civic and ethnic identities
coexist and complement one another rather than being mutually exclusive.

Language also remains a key component of identity formation. Kazakh has the
status of the state language and plays a central role in nation-building, while Russian
continues to function as the language of interethnic communication. Survey results
show that 42% of respondents use Kazakh within the family, 38% use Russian,
and 17% use both languages. In addition, English is increasingly perceived as an
important factor for professional development, with 34% of respondents associating
knowledge of English with improved career opportunities [1].

Cultural traditions and national holidays also contribute significantly to the
formation of a shared national identity. According to sociological data, the most
widely celebrated holidays include Nauryz (March 22), New Year’s Eve (December
31), Victory Day, and religious holidays such as Oraza, Eid al-Adha and Christmas.
Notably, Nauryz is celebrated by nearly all residents of Kazakhstan regardless of
their ethnic background [27, p. 75].

Public attitudes toward ethnic diversity are generally characterized by a high
level of tolerance. Approximately 83% of respondents expressed readiness to live
next to representatives of other ethnic groups, and 78% indicated willingness to
establish friendships with them. Only about 3% expressed distrust toward people
of other nationalities, indicating that diversity is largely perceived as a positive
social value [1].

At the same time, sociological data reveal that citizens demonstrate a strong
sense of responsibility toward their country and their local communities. Around
55% of respondents feel responsible for the development of the country as a
whole, while 56% feel responsible for their region of residence. These indicators
highlight the strengthening of civic identity and collective responsibility among
the population.

Globalization and digitalization reinforce the formation of hybrid identity,
especially among the younger generation, which combines national and global
cultural patterns.

The findings demonstrate that Kazakhstan’s identity model cannot be classified
as purely civic or ethnic. Instead, it represents a hybrid system combining:

e civic integration through institutions and citizenship

*  ethnocultural symbolism linked to historical continuity

*  state-managed interethnic harmony mechanisms

This supports the view that post-Soviet nation-building differs fundamentally
from classical Western models due to:

e strong state involvement

*  postcolonial identity reconstruction

*  multilingual social structure

*  digital transformation of communication systems

However, potential tensions remain, particularly in linguistic policy, socio-
economic inequality, and uneven regional identity development.
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Conclusion

The formation of national identity in Kazakhstan is based on the interaction and
relative balance between ethnic and civic forms of identification.

The analysis demonstrates that Kazakhstan’s experience generally confirms the
theoretical assumption that national identity in multiethnic states cannot be based
exclusively on either ethnic or civic principles alone. Instead, stable models of nation-
building tend to emerge through the combination of ethnocultural symbolism,
shared political values, and institutional mechanisms of civic integration.

At the same time, the Kazakhstani model illustrates several specific post-Soviet
features, including the strong role of the state in regulating identity processes,
the coexistence of bilingual and multicultural environments, and the continuing
influence of Soviet historical legacies on public consciousness.

The Kazakh model of interethnic harmony is grounded in a system of
interconnected values that guide the country’s national policy.

The findings further suggest that nation-building in Kazakhstan follows a
dual logic. On the one hand, there is a symbolic emphasis on the special role of
the titular nation as the historical foundation of statehood. On the other hand, the
state promotes an inclusive civic identity aimed at integrating representatives of all
ethnic groups into a single political community.

Over the years of independence, Kazakhstan has developed a comprehensive
institutional and legal framework regulating interethnic relations. These institutions
enjoy a relatively high level of public support and contribute to maintaining social
stability. However, the complexity of interethnic relations requires continuous
monitoring and active engagement from both state institutions and civil society
organizations.

The results of the study indicate that several key factors play a crucial role in
strengthening national identity in Kazakhstan. Among them are the development
of an effective education system, the implementation of a balanced language policy,
the promotion of shared national values, and the expansion of public dialogue
between the state and society.

In particular, the following policy priorities can be identified:

« improving the quality of education and civic upbringing within the educational
system,

* developing a constructive language policy that strengthens the role of the
Kazakh language while preserving linguistic diversity [8];

* modernizing methods of teaching the Kazakh language in educational
institutions;

« strengthening mechanisms of communication and feedback between the
government and society;

* improving the socio-economic well-being of the population.

In the context of rapid technological development, digitalization, and the growing
influence of artificial intelligence, public consciousness is increasingly shaped by
both state ideology and pluralistic ideological influences. These processes affect the
dynamics of political and constitutional reforms and influence the development of
civil society.

The multidimensional and dynamic nature of identity processes in Kazakhstan
requires balanced political decisions and responsible policy choices regarding
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models of social development. One of the most promising models capable of
ensuring the interethnic and interfaith consolidation of Kazakhstani society can be
described as the principle of “unity in diversity”, which reflects the country’s effort
to harmonize cultural pluralism with national cohesion [28, p. 37].

The study confirms that Kazakhstan’s nation-building model is best understood
as a hybrid form of identity formation combining civic and ethnocultural principles.

The key conclusion is that:

civic identity ensures political cohesion

ethnocultural identity provides symbolic continuity

both dimensions are mutually reinforcing rather than contradictory

Future challenges include strengthening civic inclusion, balancing language
policy, and adapting identity frameworks to digital transformation.

The article was prepared as part of the scientific program of the Science Committee of the
Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan under research project
BR28713029, “Study of the Social Role of Folk Art in the Formation of Modern National Identity:
Modlification and Reconstruction of Spiritual Culture”.
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