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Motherhood in social and philosophical discussion

In the article the ethic structure of Kazakhstan, which was formed in the Soviet period and changed in the
period getting repuplic independence is considered. Also the ethnicity influence on women reproduction
function is studied which has ethnic features, when cultural traditions and practices define «right»
motherhood, «right» number of children, and daily care after children, interpretation of mother’s role, value
and her status in the family. It is important to understand how the ethic factor influences on birth rate level
nowadays and what is the reason of intervals in birth rate at these or those ethnic groups — social-economic
living conditions, traditions and ideology. The author, on the basis of statistical data, compares the dynamics
of births for women from different ethnic groups living in Kazakhstan. It is concluded that in Kazakhstan
there is a significant differentiation in fertility strategies. Thus, more children are born in the southern and
western regions than in the north, center and east. At the same time, rural women give birth to children more
than urban ones and representatives of Turkic-speaking ethnic groups do, more often acquire children than
representatives of European ethnic groups. By the end of the 21st century, Kazakhstan is likely to face
a demographic crisis, since there will be a decrease in the birth rate due to intensive aging and high mortality
of the population and the expected increase in the urban population. To equalize the situation is possible due
to the economic growth of cities in each region of Kazakhstan, when the outflow of rural population to the
city will occur and the structure of fertility of each ethnic group will change.

Keywords: ethnicity, birth rate, motherhood, ethnic structure, families with few children, families with many
children, demographic behavior, urban and country people.

Developing motherhood in this or that society, during different periods, within this or that culture
is defined by various factors. One of them is the ethnic origin of a woman as the Russian ethnologist
V. Tishkov, understand a form of the social organization of cultural distinctions [1] and has such characteris-
tics as: the ideas of the general territorial and historical origin divided by members of the group, one
language, common features of material and spiritual culture; politically issued ideas of the homeland and
special institutes, as, for example, statehood which can be considered as a part of what makes the concept
«peoplen; differences, i.e. understanding by members of the group of the belonging to it, and forms of
solidarity based on it and common actions [1].

Ethnic aspects of motherhood are meanwhile poorly studied in the Kazak science. There are several
works which updated this subject, but the main attention in them is paid to the description Kazakh family and
its life, small attention is paid to the motherhood (see: M.P. Kabakova, 2010; S.H. Shalginbayeva, 2002;
LV. Stasevich, 2011).

In this article we will consider ethnic features of women reproductive behavior in modern Kazakhstan
and for this purpose, initially, it is necessary to study historical context on formation of ethnic structure in
modern Kazakhstan.

After the revolutionary events in October, 1917 in imperial Russia began formation of new Union
States. Lenin’s decree dated by August 26, 1920 carried out the first territorial division: on the map appeared
Kyrgyz ASSR, which became the part of the Russian SFSR, with the capital in Orenburg. In 1924 it was
renamed into the Kazakh ASSR with the capital in Kzyl-Orda in the beginning, and then, since 1929 — in
Alma-Ata. Constitution in 1936 gave the Kazakh ASSR status of the union republic. Republic Sovietization
happened especially violently: civil war, hunger in 1920-1921, 1929, 1931 and 1933, collectivization and
violent transition to settled life, provoked reduction of indigenous people from 3.7 to 2.3 million
people [2; 34].

Russification of Kazakhstan went «from above» (since 1928, the national elite supporting the new
power underwent gradual elimination), and «from below» and also to active inflow of immigrants. Under
census in 1926 the Russians in Kazakhstan reached 20 %, and the Kazakhs made 58 %. The last were in the
majority, except the Kostanay region, and the Russians made a third of the population only where they
lodged long since — in Ust-Kamenogorsk and Semipalatinsk. Presence of Russians in Kazakhstan grew in
the 1930th. Their number was filled up by the peasants repressed during the company on a dispossession of
kulaks. So, in 1930 — 1931 50,000 families were sent from Russia to Kazakhstan [2; 35]. The Soviet power
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set as the purpose to turn the region into one of the industrial centers of the USSR while in other republics
of Central Asia it was supposed to put the main emphasis on development of agriculture, especially cotton
breeding.

The first industrialization programs started in 1920th and 1930th led to deep ethno demographic moves:
between 1926 and 1939 the number of Kazakhs in the total number of the population decreased from 58 to
37 %, and Russians, on the contrary, grew from 20 % to 40 % [2; 35].

The Great Patriotic War promoted further russification. In 1941 on the East more than 1500 industrial
enterprises, were evacuated from them the fifth part — to Central Asia [3; 62]. More than one hundred
enterprises were placed in Kazakhstan that brought their total number to 500 [3; 63]. Hundreds of thousands
of people belonging to the repressed people (Germans, the Crimean Tatars, natives from the North Caucasus,
Koreans, Greeks, etc.) were banished to Central Asia, having enhanced ethno cultural diversity of the region.

Russification continued also after war. Since 1954, N. Khrushchev presented the development plan of
virgin lands in Kazakhstan (38 million hectares). About 2 million volunteers arrived to develop the republic
that forced many Kazakhs to leave subsequently own areas of accommodation. There were built large
collective farms and state farms where Russians who arrived from the Central Russia and Western Sibe-
ria [4; 367] worked. Between 1939 and 1959 the population of Kazakhstan considerably increased thanks
to inflow of Slavs: growth of the number of Russians by 2.5 times exceeded this indicator for Kazakhs who
made no more than 30 % of inhabitants of the republic in 1959. Russians were on the whole concentrated in
the northern areas of Kazakhstan (80 %) [4; 368].

Since 1960 Moscow provides to the republics certain independence and promotes «indigenizationy
of local authorities. Migrations to the region gradually calmed down: in 1970 all Central Asia was
not considered as the territory of priority development any more. It affected on population. So, there was a
delay in number of Russians. A dale of Russians made 42 %, in 1979 and even decreased to 40.8 %.
Thus, the difference in the number of Russians and Kazakhs began to be overcome in late Soviet period, but
quantitative domination of Russians in Kazakhstan remained. That is why in the USSR the republic had the
special status and often assimilated to the Slavic republics (Ukraine and Belarus), as separated it from the
republics of Central Asia.

In the 1990s, after the collapse of the USSR the process of national revival in federal republics began.
Transformation of the internal borders which were earlier separating one administrative unit from another,
in external, recognized as the international community, raised many disturbing questions, especially
at representatives of those people who unexpectedly fell into the new independent states, into a state
of minorities. The question of the new states and their ethnic minorities stood absolutely differently,
depending on whether there was a speech about the Slavic republics — Ukraine and Belarus; about Baltic or
about mainly Muslim, considered as the most culturally remote from «the Russian world».

By the beginning of 1990, in five republics of Central Asia there lived 37 % of Russians who are out of
Russia (9.5 million people [4; 369]. Most of all they were in Kazakhstan — about 6 million on the last
all-union population census in 1989. This group took the second place after Ukraine (11 million people in
1989) by the absolute sizes, but the first place on a share in the total number of the population: 37.8 %
in Kazakhstan and only 13 % in Ukraine. In other states of the region these figures as of 1989 were much
lower: 21.5 % — in Kyrgyzstan, 9.5 % — in Turkmenistan, 8.4 % — in Uzbekistan, 7.6 % — in Tajiki-
stan [4; 370]. The importance of «the Russian question» in Kazakhstan speaks not only the number of Rus-
sians. The matter is that they treat indigenous people — in the sense that their vast majority (66 %) was born
here (it is the highest rate among other republics, including Ukraine), and from the remained 34 % who
are natives of other territories, 33 % by the time of the collapse of the USSR lived in the Kazakh SSR more
than 20 years [4; 371]. Also it is important to note the distribution of Russians on the territory of the country:
according to a population census of 1989 they made 70—80 % of the population in seven areas in the north
of the country (Akmola, Karaganda, Kokchetav, Kostanay, East Kazakhstan, North Kazakhstan and
Pavlodar) [5; 92]. Thus, Kazakhstan faced a specific problem to join almost Russian or rather «European»
North (except Russians, in these areas many Germans, Ukrainians, Poles, etc. live) mainly «Kazakh-Uzbek»
South and median populated regions of the country.

Consequences of an economic crisis in the 90th, at once affected the living standard of the population.
In 1994 more than 50 % of the population of the country lived in poverty (in 1989 it made only 5 %).
Within one decade natural increase of the population was reduced three times (from 13.4 % to 4 %), the birth
rate — by one and a half times (from 21.6 % to 14.7 %), mortality grew from 8.2 to 10.1 %, and life
expectancy decreased (in particular up to 59 years for men). Loss about 10 % of the population (more than
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1.5 million people) during the period between two censuses of 1989 and 1999 — an eloquent indicator
of those difficulties with which independent Kazakhstan left by many inhabitants met their knowledge,
professionalism and talents — all what makes value for development of any country.

Now, if to consider the main statistics connected with birth rate and ethnicity, we see as follows:

—total number of the population in Kazakhstan as of September 1, 2018 is 18311700 people.
Kazakhstan takes the 74th place in the list of the countries on population today. Average density is a little
more than 6.71 people on km? (the 184th place in the list of the countries on population density). It shows
that Kazakhstan, taking the 9th place in the world by the territory sizes, is the low-populated territory and it
demands maintaining the effective population policy directed to increase in birth rate;

—according to data of the Ministry of Economics and social development of the Republic
of Kazakhstan for the beginning of 2018 Kazakhs make most of the population of the republic (67.47 %).
Russians (19.76 %), Uzbeks (3.18 %), Ukrainians (1.53 %), Uigurs (1.46 %), Tatars (1.11 %) and representa-
tives of other ethnic groups go the following, on numerical representation;

—in Kazakhstan in 2017 by bodies of RAGS (civil registration) it is registered 390,262 been born,
including in the city area — 226847 people, in rural — 163415 people. As we see, the birth rate in the city
area became higher than in rural that indirectly shows increase in a share of the women of reproductive age
living in the city area and, on the contrary, reduction of those in rural. But at the same time, the total
coefficient of birth rate (TCBR), that is the number of the children born on average by one woman during all
reproductive age (from 15 to 49 years), is equal to 2.73, i.e., on average, the Kazakhstan woman gives birth
from 2 to 3 children. But in the cities of (TCBR) there it is equal 2.57, in rural areas — 3.00. On an indicator
of (TCBR) there are in the lead Mangystau Region — 3.78 and SKD — 3.62. The lowest results are
in Almaty, it makes 1.67 and Kostanay region makes 1.73:

—in comparison with 2007 the number of been born increased by 21.2 % (boys — for 21.9 %,
girls — for 20.5 %), including in the city area — for 30.1 %, in rural — for 10.7 %. From among been born
boys made 51.7 %, girls — 48.3 %. Sex ratio at the birth made 107 boys on 100 girls;

—1in 2017 28589 abortions were made in Kazakhstan. About 50 % of cases these are women senior than
30 years. On number of abortions Almaty with an indicator 3720, Astana — 3238, Karaganda region is 2810
in the first place. At the same time artificially interrupt pregnancy least of all in the west of Kazakhstan.
In the West-Kazakhstan Region in 2017 392 abortions were made, in Mangystau Region — 359, and in
Atyrau Region 222 (the smallest quantity) were made. But in the west of Kazakhstan criminal abortions are
often made. So, 75 % of criminal abortions are the share of this region [6].

—if to analyse birth rate trends according to ethnic origin of women, then we see that most often
children are born by Kazakh women — 231,016 and by Russians — 28,354 that corresponds to the general
representation of these ethnoses in Kazakhstan [7] (Table).

Table
Ethic aspects of birth in the Republic of Kazakhstan, people
Born
including From them
Ethic groups total boys airls Fatheriof aqother
nationality
2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Total 293262 | 297279 151469 153614 141793 143665 28251 27794
Kazakhs 225504 | 231016 116665 119583 108839 111433 5864 5830
Russians 29594 28354 15124 14543 14470 13811 8317 8300
Uzbeks 12203 12609 6318 6485 5885 6124 1487 1422
Uigurs 4613 4678 2372 2364 2241 2314 848 876
Ukraines 3074 2943 1566 1502 1508 1441 2201 2210
Germans 2821 2640 1447 1329 1374 1311 2101 1991
Tatars 2393 2331 1204 1191 1189 1140 1768 1774
Azerbaijanians 2168 2073 1144 1097 1024 976 749 688
Dungans 1644 1742 875 918 769 824 144 156
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Turks 1230 1158 648 608 582 550 451 431
Koreans 1160 1010 593 527 567 483 607 493
Tajiks 982 979 516 504 466 475 161 160
Kyrgyz 964 986 500 507 464 479 559 561
Kurds 752 767 379 384 373 383 128 122
Belarusians 685 615 346 338 339 277 542 494
Kara-Kalpaks 644 738 324 359 320 379 556 639
Chechens 405 362 211 186 194 176 107 90

Note. Data of the Ministry of National economy of the RK. On Demographic situation in the Republic of Kazakhstan for
the period from January to September, 2018. http://stat.gov.kz/faces/homePage? adf.ctrl-state=y28ulehg3 4& afrLoop.

But at the same time the difference in birth rate at Kazakh and at the Russian women makes more than
200,000 children (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. Birth of Russian and Kazakh women in the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2018 (people)

Note. Data of the Ministry of National economy of the RK. On Demographic situation in the Republic of Kazakhstan for the
period from January to September, 2018. http://stat.gov.kz/faces/homePage? adf.ctrl-state=y28ulehg3 4& afrLoop.

It should be noted that the birth rate of women from Turkic-speaking ethnic groups (Kazakh women,
Uzbeks, Uigurs, Tatars, Azerbaijanians) (Fig. 2) is higher than women from the European ethnic groups
(Russians, Ukrainians, Germans) (Fig. 3).

\231016

\

\
\

Kazakhs Uzbeks Uigurs Tatars Azerbaijani Turks

Figure 2. Birth rate of women of Turkic-speaking ethic groups
in the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2018 (people)

Note. Data of the Ministry of National economy of the RK. On Demographic situation in the Republic of Kazakhstan for the
period from January to September, 2018. http://stat.gov.kz/faces/homePage? adf.ctrl-state=y28ulehg3 4& afrLoop.
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Figure 3. Birth rate of women of the European ethnic groups
In the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2018 (people)

Note. Data of the Ministry of National economy of the RK. On Demographic situation in the Republic of Kazakhstan for
the period from January to September, 2018. http://stat.gov.kz/faces’/homePage? adf.ctrl-state=y28ulehg3 4& afrLoop.

The main conclusions which we can make proceeding from official data, are as follows:

—in Kazakhstan there is seen regional differentiation of birth rate. So, in the southern and western
regions children were born more, than in the north, the center and the east of the country, in the capitals
children were born less than in regions;

— rural women give birth to children more, than city women, but number of women of reproductive age
in rural areas is reduced;

—representatives of Turkic-speaking ethnic groups get children more often than representatives of the
European ethnic groups;

— the main share of abortions is done by women of 30 years, are more senior and there are regional
specifics of abortive behavior.

These indicators characterize not just the number of children for women of different ethnicity, it is
about essentially different types of demographic behavior: when Turkic ethnic groups keep traditionally high
birth rate, and the European ethnic groups revise criteria of birth rate, making demographic transition. Thus,
it is possible to track differences of demographic indicators in the considered ethnic groups. Indicators of
birth rate of the European ethnic groups «are most modernized», Turkic ethnoses are most traditional.

Domination in ethnic structure in Kazakhstan, Turkic ethnic groups promote longer maintaining and
further following traditions of having many children. An ethnic environment (especially in rural areas)
strengthens social control over behavior and a way of life of people, supports traditional values and ideals.
Despite culture resistance, profound changes concerned also demographic behavior of country people that
itis simple to track on reduction the number of large families, growth of illegitimate birth rate, etc.
But demographic transition at the European and Turkic ethnic groups began not at the same time, that was
caused by the historical and social and economic reasons. Proceeding from all aforesaid, we can draw
a conclusion that ethnicity still is one of the defining birth rate factors.
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QJ1eyMeTTiK-PuI0coPUSIBIK TUCKYPCTAFbl AHAJIBIK

Makanana Kenec ykimMeri yakpITBIHIAA KaiblliTaca OacTaFraH J>oHE TOYIICI3AIK KbULAapbsl OapbIChIHAA
esrepicke yiubiparaH Ka3aKCTaHHBIH STHHKAIBIK KYPBUIBIMBI KapacThIpbUiabl. COHBIMEH KaTap 3THOCTHIH
oifennepaiH penpoyKTUBTI (QYHKIMACHIHA, MOJICHH AACTYPJIEp MEH TXipHOENepIiH «KaKchl» aHa OOoIyIsl,
oTOachIHAAFEl OaNaHBIH <«IYpBICY» CaHBI, KYHAENIKTI emipie Oajara KYTiM »acay MEH OHBI TopOwueley,
oTOachIHIaFbl aHAaHBIH OPHBI MCH JOpPEXKECi, OHBIH MaHBI3bIH aHBIKTAyFa JereH ocepi kepcerinai. OcbiraHn
opaii, Kasipri TaHAa STHHUKAJBIK (AaKTOPIBIH Tyy ACHreliHe acepi, opTypii YIT OKiIAepiHIH Tyyaarbl
afbIPMAIIBUIBIKTApbIHA — JIOCTYPIIEP, UACONOTHS — OMip CYPYAiH 9JeyMETTIK-9KOHOMHKANBIK ceOenTepiniy
BIKIAJIBIH aHBIKTay MaHbI3AbI OOJIBIN Keiedi. ABTOp CTaTHCTHKAIBIK Aepekrep Herisinge Kasakcramga
TYpaTblH OPTYPJi STHUKAIBIK TONTapFa >KaTaTblH OHENIEpIiH Tyy AMHAMHUKACBIH caiblcTbipanbl. Ochl
MoJliMeTTepre cyiieHe oTbIpa, on Oenrimi Oip KopeIThIHAbFa Keneni: Kasaxcranma olenpepnin Tyy
CTpaTerusuiapbiHa aitapibikrail nuddepenunanus Oaiikanansr. Ocbliaiiina, CONITYCTIKKE, OPTATIBIKKA KOHE
LIBIFBICKA KapaFraH/a, OHTYCTIK jKoHe OaThiC alMakTap/a qyHuere ke 6aia keneni. COHbIMEH 0ipre aybulIblK
oifenep, KaJalbIKTapfa KaparaH[a, KOHE TYPKITUIAEC STHHKANBIK TONTApPBIHBIH OKUIAEpi, CypOHaibIK
STHUKAJIBIK TONTAp OKUIAepiHEe KaparaHuaa, )uipek AyHuere Oama okeneni. XXI rachIpAbIH COHbIHA Kapai
Kaszakcran pemorpadusuibK AaFaapbiciieH Oerie-0eT Keimyl MYMKiH, OFaH ceOel KapKbIHIbl KapTaro,
XaJIBIKTBIH OJIM-)XKITiMi )oHE Kaja TYPFbIHAAPBIHBIH KYTUICTIH YJIFAIObl, TYy ISHreHiHiH TeMeHeyi OOk
tabputazpl. Erep KazakcranubslH opOip eHipiHmeri KajanapIblH SKOHOMHKAJIBIK ocyi Oaiikaica, aybul
TYPFBIHJAPBI KaJlaFa ©TCE JXKoHEe OpOip ATHUKAJIBIK TONTHIH TYY KYPBUIBIMBI ©3repiCKe YIIbIpaca, OHJIA
JKaFIaiIbl TSHECTIpyre Ooabl.

Kinm ce30ep: 3THOC, Tyy, aHAIBIK, STHHKAJBIK KYPBUIBIM, a30ajajbl, Kermbanasl, JeMorpadusuibK MiHe3-
KYIBIK, KaJia, aybUl XaJIKbl.
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MartepuHcTBO B hopMmare COUMAIBbHO-PUIOCOPCKOro TUCKYpca

B craTtbe paccmoTpeHa aTHHYECKas cTpykTypa KazaxcraHa, koTopas OpMUpOBaiach B COBETCKHUIA EPHOI U
MOJIBEPIIIach U3MECHCHHSAM B IIEPHOJI OOPETCHUS PECITyOIMKON HE3aBUCHMOCTH. TaKKe HCCIICIOBAHO BIMSTHAC
STHAYHOCTH Ha OCYIICCTBIICHHE XCHIIMHAMHU PEHPOIYKTUBHON (YHKIMH, KOTOpAas IMEET 3THHYECKHE OCO-
OCHHOCTH OCYIIIECTBIICHUS, KOT/Ia KYJIbTYPHBIC TPAJIHUIUH U IPAKTUKHU OIPEICISIIOT «IIPABHIBHOEY MATCPHH-
CTBO, «TIPaBHJIbHOEY KOJIMYECTBO JETeil, TOBCEAHEBHbIE IPAKTUKH YXO0/a 3a IETbMH, HHTEPIPETALMIO POIU U
3HAUYEHHs MaTepH, €€ CTaTyC B ceMbe. B CBS3M ¢ 3TMM BaKHO MOHATH, KaK dTHUYECKUH (PakTOp OKa3pIBaeT
BO3/ICHCTBUE HA YPOBEHb POXKIAEMOCTH CETOAHS U UTO SIBISETCS MPUYMHON Pa3phIBOB B POKAAEMOCTH Y TE€X
WIN UHBIX 3THOCOB — COLIMAIbHO-9KOHOMHUUECKHE YCIOBHS CYIIECTBOBAHMSA, TPAJULIUH, UICOJIOTUsA. ABTOD
Ha OCHOBE CTATUCTHUYECKUX NAHHBIX IPOBOJUT CPaBHEHHE AUHAMUKU POXKACHUHN Yy KEHIIUH — IPEICTaBU-
TEJIbHUL PAa3HBIX STHUYECKUX TPy, poxuBaromux B Kazaxcrane. Jlenaercs BoiBoa, uyto B Kazaxcrane cy-
MIECTBYET 3HAYUTEIbHAS TUPPEPCHIMALNS B CTPATETHIX POXKIAEMOCTH. Tak, B IOKHBIX M 3ala{HBIX PETrHo-
Hax JIeTeil pokaaercsi OOJbIIe, YeM Ha CeBepe, IEHTPE W BOCTOKE. [IpH 3TOM CeNbCKHE JKECHIUHBI POXKAFOT
neteit 0omblie, Y4eM FOpOACKUE, U IPEICTABUTEIbHUIIBI TIOPKOSI3BIYHBIX STHUYECKUX IPYII Yaiie 003aBOIsT-
csl IETbMH, YeM NPEICTaBUTEIbHUIIBI eBponeickux stHnueckux rpymnm. K konmy XXI B. KazaxcraH, ckopee
BCEro, OXKHUAACT AeMorpaduueckuil KpH3Kc, Tak Kak OyIeT MPOUCXOUTh CHIDKCHHE POXKIAEMOCTH M3-3a UH-
TEHCHBHOI'O CTapeHMs U BBICOKOIl CMEPTHOCTH HACEIEHUs U MPEANOJIaraeMoro yBEeIMYEeHUs] TOPOACKOro Ha-
ceneHusl. BEIpOBHATH CHTYAIHIO BO3MOXKHO 33 CYET SKOHOMHYECKOTO pOCTa TOPOJIOB B Kakaoil obmactu Ka-
3aXCTaHa, B pe3yJbTaTe 4ero MpoOU30UJIeT OTTOK CEIbCKOI0 HACEIEHUSI B TOPOJl U UBMEHHUTCS CTPYKTYpa po-
JKIAEMOCTH y KaXKI0H STHUYECKOMN TPYIIIIBL.

Knrouegvie cnosa: 3THUYHOCTD, POXKIAACMOCTb, MAaTCPUHCTBO, STHUYECKAsA CTPYKTYypa, MaJlOAE€THOCTb, MHOT'O-
JETHOCTbD, neMorpa(bnqecxoe TMIOBEAEHUE, T'OPOICKOEC, CEJIBbCKOE HACCIICHUE.

118 BecTHuk KaparaHgmHckoro yHusepcurteTa



Motherhood in social and philosophical discussion

References

1 Tishkov, V. (2001). Etnolohiia i politika. Nauchnaia publitsistika [Ethnology and politics. Scientific journalism]. Moscow:
Nauka [in Russian].

2 Kabakova, M.P. (2010). Etnokulturnyve traditsii kazakhskoi semi: psikholohicheskii analiz [Ethnocultural traditions of the
Kazakh family: a psychological analysis]. Vestnik KazNU — Herald KazNU, 4, 21-29 [in Russian]; Shalginbayeva, S.Kh. (2002).
Semeinyvye traditsii i sotsiokulturnyy oblik kazakhov hh. Almaty i Taraza (etnosotsiologicheskoye issledovaniye) [Family traditions
and socio-cultural image of the Kazakhs. Almaty and Taraz (ethnosociological research) Almaty]. Extended abstract of candidate’s
thesis. Almaty [in Russian].

3 Stasevich, I.V. (2011). Sotsialnyy status zhenshchiny u kazakhov: traditsii i sovremennost [ The social status of women among
the Kazakhs: traditions and modernity]. Saint Petersburg: Nauka [in Russian].

4 Masanov, N.E., Abylkhozhin, Zh.V., Yerofeyeva, 1.V., Alekseyenko, A.N., & Baratova, G.S. (2001). Istoriia Kazakhstana:
narody i kultury [History of Kazakhstan: peoples and cultures]. Almaty: Dyke Press [in Russian].

5 Rybakovskiy, L.L. (1995). Mihratsionnyy obmen naseleniyem mezhdu Tsentralnoi Aziiei i Rossiiei [Migrant population ex-
change between Central Asia and Russia)]. Sotsiolohicheskiie issledovaniia — Sociological studies, 9, 92—105 [in Russian].

6 Laryuel', M., & Peyruz, S. (2007) «Russkii vopros» v nezavisimom Kazakhstane: istoriia, politika, identichnost [«Russian
questiony in independent Kazakhstan: history, politics, identity]. Moscow: Natalis [in Russian].

7 Kazakhstan v tsifrakh. Zhurnal «Vlast» [Kazakhstan in numbers. Magazine «Power»]. vlast.kz. Retrieved from
https://vlast.kz/strana/18257-kazahstan-v-cifrah-statistika-za-11-iula-2016-goda.html [in Russian].

Cepusa «Uctopus. dunocodusa». Ne 2(94)/2019 119





