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Methodological analysis of theories of the concept of nation

This article provides a comprehensive overview of the main theoretical frameworks, taking a deeper look at
theories related to the understanding of the issue of nationhood. Concepts and works of scientists who
founded this concept were distinguished. Various perspectives on the formation of ethnic identity in modern
society were explored. Because the nation is a complex and multifaceted structure that includes various
disciplines and has attracted the attention of researchers. Any kind of understanding of the problem of the
nation creates certain methodological difficulties during its research. It is important to compare the ways of
understanding it and to identify the relevant points of view. The article analyzes the approaches of
primordialism, constructivism and instrumentalism. And in the course of the discussion, theories that offer
opposing views on ethnic identities will be discussed. Through this multidimensional analysis, the article
attempts to provide a comprehensive account of the study of ethnic identity. Combining insights from various
theoretical perspectives, it offers insights into the dynamic nature of ethnic identities and their relationship to
social cohesion and cultural diversity in contemporary societies. The importance of combining different
theories for a comprehensive understanding of the nation is emphasized and recommendations are made for
developing an appreciation of cultural diversity.
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Introduction

Problems of analysis and research of theories of nation are currently one of the most relevant areas of
scientific research. The research methodology has a number of known challenges.

There are many scientific opinions that explain this phenomenon. However, its complexity,
comprehensiveness, variety of forms, as well as radically conflicting trends in the development of ethnic
identity cover a wide range for further research [1; 112].

Therefore, the theory of the nation consists of personal experiences and cultural connections that shape
the way individuals perceive themselves and interact with the surrounding world.

There is much research on the intricacies of nation theory and its implications for social cohesion. All
of them first compare and study different theories about the formation of ethnic identity in different cultural
contexts.

This article provides a broad understanding of the theory of nation, comprehensively analyzes the
methods of primordialism, constructivism and instrumentalism, modern theories in research, necessary for its
study. Each of these theories offers unique insights into the development and negotiation of ethnic identity in
different social contexts.

Considering these theoretical foundations, we aim to analyze the complex interplay of factors that shape
ethnic identity in modern societies.
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Methods

The methods of defining the concept of “nation” were based on the theoretical conclusions of scientists,
and a comprehensive review of the literature was made. Various theoretical frameworks proposed in the
study were analyzed.

The comparative socio-historical method was used as the methodological basis of the work. This
methodology made it possible to juxtapose the trajectory of the transformation processes in a certain period
of time and the hierarchy of the basic values of the nation.

The study was guided by scientific findings and research. At the same time, systematic and comparative
analysis, logical, multifaceted, subjective and objective methods from the point of view of development were
used.

Theory

The root of the word “nation” is “nation”, which has two meanings: nation and state. The content of the
scientific analysis of the concept of “nation” is subject to a long and heated discussion. Despite the opinions
of many prominent scientists of the past and present, there is still no generally accepted definition of the
concept of “nation” in world science on this issue.

S. Huntington points out: “Researchers usually distinguish two types of nationalism and national
identity and give them different names: civil and ethnic, political and cultural, revolutionary and tribalistic,
ethnic-genealogical, patriotism and nationalism” [2; 62].

The concept of “nation” is mainly explained based on a rigorous scientific analysis of this category.
Researchers question the possibility of objectively studying the meaning of this phenomenon. For example,
Nikolay Berdyaev: “Truly, no rational definition can fill the concept of nation. No amount of rational
definitions can eliminate it. Every time some psychological and sociological definitions are used for the
concept of nation, the concept of nation becomes more complex” [3; 75-76].

However, due to the absence of a universal theory of nation, the theory of nation is interpreted as a
historical phenomenon that analyzes national processes relatively.

From a theoretical point of view, it is still difficult to give a clear definition of the concept of “nation”.
Some scholars consider the nation to be simply an “imaginary community” [4]. Other scholars argue that it
can be defined in terms of culture or voluntarism, but there are many uncertainties in such an approach.
However, “belonging to a certain nationality is not an innate quality of human being” [4], because in the era
when the national state became the subject of international relations, only the requirements of time made it
“an innate quality, it is a feature of human nature” [5]. In other words, we still have reason to question the
legitimacy of the concept of “nation”.

Ernest Gellner is a scholar known for his work “Nations and Nationalism”. In this work, Gellner said,
“Specifically, the nation is just as accidental as the state, it is not a universal need. It is believed that neither
the nation nor the state can exist at all times and in all circumstances” [6]. According to political scientist
B. Shakeeva: “often there is a misunderstanding between the terms “nation” and “citizenship”. We can see it
in the translation of these terms in each country. If we take the United Nations Charter as an example, even
in its official language translations, there is a similarity between “nation” and “citizenship”. In French,
“nationalite” just means “citizenship”. And in German, different words are used for these terms: “National-
ist” means ethnic identity, and “Staatsburgeschaft™ is translated as civic identity. It is clear that questions
related to these terms cannot but arise in the countries of the former USSR. In personal passports of the
citizens of the USSR, we can see that “nationality” is necessarily marked and it has an ethnic character” [7].

The most basic methodological approaches

At present, primordialism, instrumentalism and constructivism are important in the study of the nation
problem.

The primordialist trend maintained its dominance in the theory of the nation. According to the concept
of the nation, he introduced changes that are opposite to the primordialist direction. These two positions
often compete and oppose each other. The approach of primordialism is widely popular among nationalists
in countries developing a nation-state [8].

The approach of primordialism explains the concept of nation as a community of people with
immutable biological kinship. This theoretical approach considers the issue of national identification as an
inescapable law of nature.
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The primordialist approach is based on the natural connection of a person with the culture of his
national identity. Proponents of the primordialist approach show the nation as a real phenomenon with an
objective basis in nature and society, and consider ethnic groups as biologically formed groups of people
living together [9].

Anthony Smith, a primordialist scientist, thinks that nations are formed on the basis of ethnic
groups [10].

Because ethnic groups have legends about their common origin, common historical consciousness and
historical memory to differentiate them. Common myths and symbols play a particularly important role in
the formation of collective consciousness, they begin to identify ethnic groups.

The approach to the study of ethnos problems, which is called constructivist, studies national identity as
a social structure that has different meanings for each person [8].

According to the constructivist approach, a person can change the national identity of his own free will.
At the same time, the symbols of the nation and the state are considered the main tool for it. State symbols
and ideals are an integral part of changing national identity.

In the constructivist approach, ethnicity is understood as a socially created phenomenon.

This approach emphasizes the role of social, cultural and historical processes in the formation and
meaning of ethnic identities.

A key concept in constructivism is ethnic division, where individuals and groups define the boundaries
of their ethnic identities. Constructivist scholars often analyze how ethnic identities are constructed and
changed in relation to power dynamics, social inequalities, and cultural representations.

Constructivist approaches are applied to a variety of ethnographic studies, including multiculturalism,
identity politics, diaspora studies, and cultural hybrid studies. By focusing on the socially constructed nature
of ethnicity, constructivist approaches contribute to our understanding of the diversity, complexity, and
dynamism of ethnic identities and their importance in contemporary societies.

According to the researcher Kaliyev, “proponents of constructivism derive from its purposeful influence
of all ethnic communities, cultures and power elites that appeared at different stages of human development.
Processes such as the modern state, administrative centralization, statistical data collection, language
standardization, and the creation of centralized education systems can create or change a nation” [11; 112].

These contemporary theories offer different perspectives on the complexity of ethnic identity, reflecting
the multidimensional nature of identity formation and negotiation in today's globalized world. Researchers
advance our understanding of how ethnic identities are formed, maintained, and transformed in different
social contexts and historical periods.

Methodological approach — instrumentalism, the problems of ethnicity and nation are considered as a
means of struggle for power and career. Ethno issues are considered a means of realizing group interests or
an ideology of national intellectuals aimed at grouping people. The emergence of this ethnos is a product of
interaction of social conditions.

From an instrumentalist point of view, ethnicity is a strategic resource needed by individuals and groups
for specific interests. Instrumentalism focuses on the pragmatic aspects of ethnicity.

Instrumentalist approaches are used in studies related to ethnic politics, ethnic entrepreneurship, identity
politics. Instrumentalist perspectives contribute to our understanding of the dynamics of ethnic identity.

Constructivism and instrumentalist trends differ from primordialism in that they pay insufficient
attention to the cultural factor, which is considered an important element of ethnic identity. Failure to pay
adequate attention to culture, which is considered the “unifier” of an ethnic group or nation, is a process that
leads to the destruction of the nation. It is a fact that the historical cultural values of the nation are the way to
preserve the ethnic identity from the configurations of “counter-identities” in the context of globalization.

According to scientist Baigabatova, “The technology of collecting empirical material is a question
related to the competence of the researcher, in particular, the ability to build relationships”. That is, each
researcher chooses the classical methodology as the main method during the accumulation of experience. It
expands its own reserve of methods of obtaining other information [1; 119].

French anthropologist J. Devereux introduced the concept of hyperbolization into the scientific
circulation of ethnic identity. Hyperindividuation of ethnic identity occurs when it is active from other social
identities [12].
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Discussion

In this section, the scientific concepts and theoretical methods of the concept of “nation” are analyzed.
By analyzing theories, we appreciate the multifaceted nature of human existence and its interaction with
social contexts.

E. Renan “What is a nation?” In his report on the topic, the nation comes to the conclusion that it is “a
somewhat new phenomenon in history”. According to him, due to the small number of ancient states, due to
the diversity of the population and the absence of concepts of “citizenship” and “fatherland”, there was no
such thing as a nation. E. Renan noted that nation cannot be tied to family, race, religion, language.

According to E. Renan, “the nation is a manifestation of the spiritual desire of people to live together, to
preserve the heritage left by the previous generation, to strive for a common goal” [13].

As for the concept of nation, primordialists say it is the highest form of development of an ethnic group
that has emerged on the basis of economic relations, territorial unity, language, cultural features and psyche.

In the primordialist concept, ethnos is considered as a property of human existence that has its objective
basis in nature or society. The existence of the ethnos rests on these two objective bases. All theories
formulated within the framework of the primordialist approach are divided into two directions: social-
biological and evolutionary-historical.

Proponents of the first direction say that the biogenetic nature of the nation is correct.

Representatives of the primordialist view consider ethnic groups as social communities closely related
to the socio-historical context rather than biological ones. These groups have their own characteristics. It's
language, culture, identity.

According to O. Bauer, “A nation is a whole set of people connected by a common character” [14].
Therefore, he did not consider the common origin, language, territory. Of course, O. Bauer's concept could
not reveal the whole nature of the nation phenomenon.

In the 70s and 80s of the 20th century, researchers E. Gellner, B. Anderson, A. Smith, E. Hobsbaum
and others. His works played a decisive role in the formation of the modernist and postmodernist movement
as a whole concept. Thanks to their work, the undivided supremacy of the first theory about the nation was
put to an end. Representatives of the modernist movement said that nations are the creation of a new era.

Adherents of the constructivist theory argue that the formation of nations is a result of the development
of industrialization and the growth of urbanization. It is said that it was important in the creation of a single
internal market, as well as in the development of the national economy.

According to the constructivist theory, nations differ from pre-national formations in that their
members, first of all, perceive themselves as representatives of a particular nation. Only then, the class,
family group, professional group, etc.

With the transition from a traditional agrarian society dominated by natural economy to an industrial
society, the situation changed dramatically.

As noted by E. Gellner, the most important difference between agrarian and industrial societies is that
the first is stable, and the second is mobile. A direct manifestation of this mobility is the significant territorial
movement of the population and the growth of urbanization, the creation of a single national market. All
these revolutionary changes in the life of society create enormous opportunities for the integration of people
and goods. This contributes to the elimination of previous social barriers and the territorial isolation of
certain regions.

On the other hand, unlike an agrarian society, an industrial society is not only mobile, but also able to
work competently and culturally. These requirements were determined by the literacy of society members
and the features of the industrial society's production system.

The difference between the constructivist theory and the primordialist approach is that “nations are not
given to us by nature. The nation is not a political version of the theory of biological species” [15].

In contrast to the view that the transformation of an ethnic group into a nation is a natural and
predetermined process, modernists consider nations to be an intellectual construct of writers, scientists, and
politicians. That is, representatives of the intelligentsia who create the national ideology, which is the
theoretical basis of the formation of the nation. At this point we come to the concept of “personality”.

According to constructivists, the process of formation of a nation begins with the emergence of a
corresponding national ideology. Representatives of the intelligentsia usually discuss the images of the
nation and the concepts of national interest and bring them to the masses.

Cepus «Uctopusa. Punocodusa». 2024, 29, 3(115) 271



Zh.O. Abikenov

According to the constructivist statement, the formation of nations is not a universal stage of
development of all ethnic groups in the world. Thus, many small ethnic groups are often merged with larger
nations. According to them, nations have a purely political origin, etc. Ethnic groups acquire national
symbols not as a result of ethnic self-development, but as a result of political action. In essence, it is the
result of the activity of individual intellectuals. And the basis of this process is the national ideology
formulated by the intellectual elite, according to which “political and national unity must coincide” [15; 8].
In this regard, as E. Gellner pointed out, “nationalism creates nations” [15; 43].

Of course, the modern nation is the ethnic community of the past era. From this point of view, cultural
homogeneity is formed on the basis of a specific ethnic community. The ethnic and cultural characteristics of
the population targeted by intellectuals significantly influence their conceptions.

According to V.M. Mezhuev, “Nation is the state, social, cultural affiliation of an individual, its
anthropological and ethnic definition” [16].

V.A. According to Tishkov, “The idea of a nation is born among peoples, it is not necessarily culturally
homogeneous, it is created as a political program for the creation of sovereign civil communities” [17].

In this regard, “nation-states” do not necessarily have kinship and cultural affinity with each other, they
include representatives of different ethnic groups.

The national idea appeared along with the development of industrialization, urbanization and
individualism, contributing to the formation of the nation.

Understanding the complexity of human personality requires a multidimensional and interdisciplinary
approach that considers the interplay of individual, group, cultural, and environmental factors. By studying
these theories, it contributes to a comprehensive understanding of the human personality and its social
dynamic interactions. By analyzing these different theoretical insights, researchers can develop a more
holistic framework to help to address ethnic identity.

Thus, due to the complexity of studying the concept of “nation”, and its importance in modern society,
many theoretical studies have appeared. Future directions of research in theories of the concept of “nation”
should include interdisciplinary cooperation, various methodological innovations. Scholars can contribute to
a comprehensive understanding of ethnic identity by integrating insights from multiple disciplines, engaging
with diverse cultural perspectives, and adopting innovative methodologies. By fostering dialogue and
collaboration in research practice, we can advance our understanding of ethnic identity and contribute to the
promotion of social justice, equality and cultural diversity.

Conclusion

The process of an ethnic group becoming a nation is usually called the nationalization of an ethnic
group. Actions of the state, its political institutions or ethno-political elite aimed at turning an ethnic group
into a nation are called state building. The process of formation of a nation takes different forms depending
on specific historical and socio-economic conditions.

If the national policy of the state is not clear, if we continue to present the idea of a different civil
nation, which the society is not used to, it will affect social stability. In this case, how should we consider the
issue of cultural integrity of the state? In order to answer this, we must study the phenomena of the national
state and national unity from all angles.

Because such a complex and multifaceted phenomenon cannot be fully explained by a single theory.
That is, the integration of interdisciplinary methods of scientific directions is necessary in the study of the
nation problem. Among them, we should use the methodological practices of ethnology, sociology,
psychology, cultural studies. By integrating various theoretical advances, researchers can gain a deeper
understanding of the complexities of ethnic identity and its implications for individual well-being and social
cohesion.

Continued research and dialogue are essential to developing an appreciation of equity and cultural
diversity in ethnic identity studies. By engaging in interdisciplinary collaboration, researchers can explore
new lines of inquiry and develop innovative methodologies that include a diversity of ethnic identities. In
addition, the development of public dialogue can promote mutual understanding in ethnically diverse
societies.

Continued exploration of diverse theoretical perspectives is important to understanding ethnic identity
and its impact on societal well-being.

The benefits of studying nation theory are the development of intergroup understanding and shaping
practices.
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Moving forward, continued interdisciplinary research, empirical research, and critical engagement with
theoretical frameworks are essential to advancing understanding of nation theory. By adopting the necessary
elements of the theory of nation and promoting dialogue between cultures, we can identify the factors related
to the ethnic identity of each individual.
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JK.O. O0ikeHOB

YT yFbIMbI TEOPUATIAPHIH JAICHAMAJBIK TAJJIAY

Makania yiT MOCeNeCiH TYCIHyre KaThICTBI TEOPHUsIapAbl TEPEeHIpeK KapacThIPBIN, HETI3ri TEOPHUSUIBIK
Herizepre KaH-)KakTbl IIOJYAbl YCHIHAABL. ABTOp OChl YFBIMHBIH HETi3iH KajaraH FalbIMAApAbIH
TYXKbIppIMIaMaapbiHa, eHOEKTepiHe capanTama jxacaraH. Kasipri KoramMIarbl JTHHKAIBIK COMKECTIKTi
KaJIBINTACTBIPYFa KaThICTHI TYpPJi mepcrekTuBaiapabl 3eprreiiai. Cebedi yiT nerenimis Oyi1 Typ:i HmoHAepai
KaMTHUTBIH, 3€PTTEYIIIEP/iH Ha3apblH ayJapFaH KypAeli >KOHE KOI KbIPJbl KYpPBUIBIM. YJIT MACENeCiH
TYCIHYIIH Ke3 KeJITeH TYPl ©31HiH 3epTTey OapbhIchiHaa Oenrisi 0ip oficHaAMaNbIK KABIHABIKTAPIBI TYIBIPAIbL.
OHBI TYCIHYIIH TOCULAEPIH CANBICTBIPY MKOHE THICTI Ke3KapacTapAbl aHBIKTAy MaHBI3IBL Makanaja
HIPUMOPANAINA3M, KOHCTPYKTHBU3M >KOHE HHCTPYMEHTAIIM3M TOCUIIEpl TaJlaHFaH. AJl TJIKbUIay OapbIChIHIA
STHHUKANIBIK COMKECTIKTep Typaslbl Kapama-Kapchl Ke3KapacTap/bl YCHIHATBIH TeopHsiiap 3epreneHreH. Ochl
KONl eJIIeMJi Tajiay apKblIbl MaKajla STHUKAJIBIK COMKECTIKTI 3epTTeyre KaThICTbl JKaH-)KaKThl MOJIMET
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Oepyre ThIpBICA/Bl. Op TYPI TEOPUSIIBIK KO3KapacTapAarbl TYCIHIKTEpAl OIpiKTipe OTBIPBIN, OJ1 STHUKAJIBIK
COUKECTIKTIH JUHAMHUKAJbBIK TAOMFATHIH 5KOHE OHBIH Ka3ipri KoFamMJapJAarbl QIEYMETTIK KeliciM MEH MOJICHU
OPTYPJLTIKIIEH OalNaHBICBIH TYCIHYAl YCBHIHAIBI. ¥ITTHI JKaH-KAKThl TYCiHY YLIIH OpPTYpJl TeOopHsuIapAbl
OipiKTipyIiH MAaHBI3JBUIBIFEI aTall OTUITeH JKOHE MOACHHM OpPTYPIUIKTI TYCIHYIl IaMblITy OobIHIIA
YCHIHBICTAp OepiireH.

Kinm coe30ep.: MoieHHET, A3CTYP, WIT, KOFaM, HACHTH()UKAIHS, 3ePTTEY, 9JIiC, HAKTHUIAY, OLTiM, KYHIBLIBIK.

K.O. AbukenoB

MeTO)IOJIOFH‘IeCKHﬁ aHAJIu3 Teopnifl NOHATHUSA HAIIUHU

B craTtbe mpezcTaBieH BCeCTOPOHHUM 0030p OCHOBHBIX TEOPETUYECKUX OCHOB, Ooliee TIyOOKO paccMaTpH-
BAIOTCSI TEOPHH, CBA3aHHBIE C TOHUMAHHEM MPOOJIEMBI TOCYIapCTBEHHOCTH. BhineneHs! kKoHIeNuuu 1 pabo-
TBl Y4€HBIX, OCHOBABIINX 3Ty KOHIeNuuio. MccnenoBansl pa3muyHble TOUKH 3pEHUs Ha ()OPMUPOBAHUE IT-
HHYECKOH MAEHTUYHOCTH B COBPEMEHHOM obmiecTBe. [IoToMy 4TO Hamusi mMpeAcTaBisieT cOOOH CIOXKHYIO U
MHOTOTPaHHYIO CTPYKTYpPY, BKIIOYAIOIIYI0 B ce0sl pa3iMyHbIe TUCHHUIUIMHEI W IPHUBJICKAIONIYI0 BHUMaHHUE
uccrenopateneil. JIro6oe MoHNMaHKe IPOOIEMBI HAIIMU CO3/1a€T ONPEACIICHHBIE METOIOJIOTHUECKUE TPYIHO-
CTH IIPH €€ UCCIIeN0BaHUU. BakHO cpaBHHUTH CIIOCOOBI €0 NOHUMAHUS U BBISIBUTH COOTBETCTBYIOIIUE TOUKH
3penusa. Kpome Toro, aBTopoM IpoaHaIU3UPOBaHbl MOAXObI IPUMOPAHAIN3MA, KOHCTPYKTUBU3MA U UHCT-
pyMeHTanu3Ma. A B XOAe AWUCKYCCHH OYymyT OOCYXKIaThCs TEOPHH, NPEIJIararollfe MpPOTHBOIOIOXKHBIE
B3IJBIIBI HA 3THUYECKYIO UAEHTUYHOCTH. [IocpecTBOM 3TOro MHOrOMEpHOTO aHANIN3a B CTaThe MPEIIPHHITA
MOMBITKA JaTh BCECTOPOHHHH OTYET 00 M3y4eHWM ITHHYECKOW mAeHTW4HOCTH. Coderas HIEH Pa3IMIHBIX
TEOPETHYECKHX TOYEK 3PEHUs, aBTOpP MpeAaracT MOHMMaHUE JUHAMHUYECKOH NMPHUPOIBl STHHYECKOH HICH-
THUYHOCTH H €€ CBSI3H C COLMAIIBHOM CINIOYEHHOCTHIO U KyJIBTYPHBIM pa3HOOOpa3neM B COBPEMEHHBIX 00IIe-
crBax. [loquepkHyTa BaXKHOCTh OOBEANHEHHS PA3IMYHBIX TEOPUIl IUIsI KOMIUIEKCHOTO IIOHUMAaHHMS HAIlUU U
JTaHBl PEKOMEHIAlIMK 110 Pa3BUTHIO IIOHUMAaHHMs KYJIBTYPHOTO pa3HOOOpa3usl.

Kniouesvie cnosa: KynbTypa, TpaJulys, HalMs, OOINECTBO, WIACHTH(UKAIWS, HCCICIOBaHUE, METO],
YTOYHEHHUE, 3HAHHE, IIECHHOCTb.
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