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Abstract. In this study, the transformation of communication processes
in Kazakhstan as part of the broader Turkic world under the condition of
digitalization is explored. The study uses the concept of “local sociology” and
the “Istanbul school” to challenge universalist Western models and focus on the
importance of historical and cultural specificity when analyzing non-Western
societies.

The study uses a qualitative approach based on a secondary analysis of
extensive empirical data, including a national survey by the Kazakhstan Institute
for Strategic Studies, media mapping reports, and linguistic studies (2023-2025).
The methodology used combines comparative analysis, discourse analysis of Al
regulation, and the CPM to examine intergenerational communication.

The study identified the emergence of a new type of media system
characterized by the coexistence of institutional trust in traditional media
and the growing role of digital media. The concept of “media archipelago”
was developed to describe the fragmented but structured nature of the media
system, which is formed by socio-demographic factors like age, education level,
and location of residence. The study also identified the importance of digital
sovereignty policies, including Al regulation, for shaping the communication
environment and protecting individual autonomy:.

Besides that, there is an identification of intergenerational communication
gaps that are associated with digital competencies and communication patterns.
Linguistic dynamics show the growing salience of the Kazakh language for social
mobility and digital identity building.

The study contributes to communication sociology with its non-Western
perspective on digital transformation, its conceptualization of hybrid models
of media trust, and its incorporation of digital sovereignty into communication
analysis. The research has practical implications for media policy, digital literacy
campaigns, and intergenerational communication barriers.
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COMMUNICATION IN THE HYPERMODERN ERA: A SOCIOLOGICAL DECONSTRUCTION
OF THE MEDIA SPACE AND INTERGENERATIONAL DIVIDES IN THE TURKIC WORLD

Introduction

The sociological approach to the communication process in the Turkic world, as it exists today,
demands not only the description of the empirical data but also a profound methodological
reassessment of the very foundations of this science. As a researcher affiliated with the Istanbul
School of Sociology, this study proceeds from the premise set out by my mentor, Baykan Sezer,
who claimed that “sociology cannot be a universal science of humanity but must be viewed as a
tool for self-understanding by specific societies in their historical process” (Sezer, 1988).

The Western theories of communication, developed as a response to the crises of European
modernity, may prove to be insufficient when dealing with the Turkic world, where tradition,
industrialization, and “digital nomadism” coexist within the same temporal framework. In
this regard, communication should be viewed not only as a technical process of information
transfer but also as a process that influences the very existence of society. Its analysis must
take into consideration the historical tension between East and West, where the structures of
communication have played the roles of both the instruments of cultural expansion and the
tools of national resistance.

The theoretical background of this analysis was developed in previous studies on the history
of the Ottoman press. In the Turkic world, it is obvious that the newspaper was never considered
aninformation mediumbutratherasaninstrumentfor creating new meanings of social relations.
In the Tanzimat period and in the early Republican period, the press played an important role in
institutionalizing new meanings of social relations, thus supporting the creation of the nation
and the 'new citizen' (Ttifekcioglu, 1993). While communication in the twentieth century was
characterized by unification and creation of a coherent discourse, the early twenty-first century
is characterized by an opposite trend: the transition to a 'hypermodern era.' This is characterized
by the transformation of information flows as well as by the transformation of subjectivity
because individual identity is created within an algorithmically curated space. In such an era,
the media is no longer an intermediary; it becomes an environment in which politics, religion,
and economy are recreated according to the rules of 'visibility' and 'engagement’ metrics.

Kazakhstan is a country that can serve as a particularly relevant example for such an analysis.
As a country, Kazakhstan can be seen as a central location for the Eurasian continent, and it
is currently going through a critical period of digital transformation (Aydingiin & Tiifekgioglu,
2012). The current state of the media in Kazakhstan can be seen as a “media archipelago” -
a specific phenomenon of the informational environment, wherein different social groups do
not intersect in any form of meaning and interpretation. Based on the results of a large-scale
research survey, which was held by the Kazakhstan Institute for Strategic Studies in the spring
of 2025, the majority of the country’s population, which is more than two-thirds of the total,
received information from social media as a primary source of news. Such a shift is not only a
change in the form of information dissemination but also a change in the form of social trust. In
Kazakhstan, this process occurs simultaneously with the formation of national identity; as such,
there is an ongoing dialogue of tradition and modernity.

One of the major topics on the agenda of communication in 2025 is the question of digital
sovereignty and artificial intelligence ethics. The Turkic states, having recognized the risks of
technological dependence, began to shift towards active regulatory practices. The adoption
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of the Law “On Artificial Intelligence” in Kazakhstan (17 November 2025) can be considered
not only as a legislative act but also as a sociological statement of humanistic approaches to
technological progress. The prohibition of social scoring and manipulative practices testifies to
an attempt to save the social tissue from degradation in the hands of algorithms and maintain
human dignity in situations where human emotions can be easily analyzed without permission.
From a sociological point of view, there is an attempt to move towards the formation of a “smart
jurisdiction.”

On the other hand, it is also important that technological optimism does not ignore existing
deep social divides, particularly those between generations. The dialogue between “digital
natives” and “digital immigrants” in Turkic-speaking societies is developing into an arena of
latent tensions. The use of simplified language in communication with representatives of older
generations often leads to feelings of incompetence. In those societies in which mutual respect
of older generations was traditionally considered an important foundation of social cohesion,
the problem of the digital divide might undermine existing values. In order to solve this problem,
itis necessary to move beyond simple improvement of digital literacy among older generations
to developing reverse mentoring concepts in intergenerational dialogue.

The linguistic dimension is still central to the sociological study of communication in this
region. The process of building a common framework for communication among Turkic peoples
is not only about building a common alphabet and vocabulary, but is also about building a
common scientific and cultural space that can compete on a global scale. The rising status of
the Kazakh language in cyberspace and its support through the development of Al technologies
suggest that there is a new phase of linguistic assertion emerging in Kazakhstan. However, there
is also the complex issue of bilingualism and regional variations in language use.

In brief terms, communication in the Turkic world can be seen as a dynamic system that
has reached a point of critical transformation. On one hand, processes of regional integration,
particularly in the context of the Organization of Turkic States, are aimed at creating a
common space of digital and educational communication. On the other hand, the challenges of
hypermodernity bring risks of social fragmentation and loss of cultural continuity. In this respect,
the task of applied sociology is not only to identify and describe the processes of transformation
but also to elaborate analytical frameworks and strategies that help societies overcome the
challenges of technological transformation while preserving their cultural integrity and social
cohesion.

Research Questions:

1. How can the pattern of media consumption fragmentation in Kazakhstan be seen as an
element of wider communication evolution in the Turkic world?

2. What are the factors that influence trust in different types of media?

3. How can Al legislation promote digital sovereignty in emerging societies?

4. How can intergenerational communication disparities be explained?

Data and Methods
The methodology used in this study is based on the synthesis of theoretical deduction within
the framework of the Istanbul school and the secondary analysis of the results of large-scale
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studies conducted by national and international research institutions (KISE, 2025; Internews,
2025). In accordance with the provisions of the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), this
study focuses on the author’s interpretation of the existing data using the prism of the theory of
“local sociology” (Tiifek¢ioglu, 2022).

The data used for the analysis had a high level of representativeness. The study used the
data of institutional surveys by KISE (2025). This study used the results of a national survey (N
= 8001), conducted using the face-to-face interview method across all regions of Kazakhstan
(KISE, 2025). The analytical synthesis of the study by A. Zabirova (2025) was used as the main
source of the conceptual interpretation of the data by KISE, especially the articles by the author
of this study published in the analytical section of the official resource of KISE (Zabirova, 2025aq,
2025b, 2025c). This study by Zabirova was used to introduce the metaphor of “archipelago”
into the analysis of the structure of media consumption. Data from Internews (2024-2025) was
used, including the results of media mapping and analysis of regional media content (Internews,
2025). Besides that, there was an inclusion of special linguistic measurements (2023), namely
an online survey (N=1000) on the dynamics of language use in Kaznet (Koptleuova et al, 2023).

So, the choice of sources was based on the following criteria:

- The representativeness of the sample;

- Transparency of the methodology for collecting data;

- Relevance (2023-2025);

- Relevance to research questions.

A range of methods of qualitative analysis was used in the study. The deconstruction of
communication processes was carried out according to the following models. First, the model
of the communication predicament was used to analyze intergenerational problems and over-
accommodation strategies (Banks & Riley, 1993; Tiifek¢ioglu, 2013). Second, discourse analysis
of legislation was used to analyze the text of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan “On Artificial
Intelligence” (2025) in order to reveal sociological intentions of the state. Third, a comparative
method was used; it included the comparison of vectors of digital transformation in Turkey
(according to the works of the Istanbul school) and Kazakhstan.

The analysis of the material was carried out in several stages. The first stage included
the systematization of empirical material obtained from various sources. The second stage
included the identification of thematic blocks of major importance. The third stage included
the correlation of quantitative indicators with theoretical models. The fourth stage included
interpretation in terms of local sociology and regional specificity.

We must acknowledge that there was no involvement of the author in collecting primary
data in the field in relation to conducting the KISE survey. Our role was limited to qualitative
synthesis and reinterpretation of the given data.

Despite the representativeness of the given data, there are certain limitations in conducting
this study. These limitations include the involvement of secondary sources of information and
the absence of fieldwork by the author; limited availability of dynamics in the given data due to
the absence of longitudinal analysis; certain institutional specifics of sources of information that
might influence the interpretation of results; and the focus of the study is limited to Kazakhstan
without sufficient information regarding other Turkic-speaking countries.
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Results and Discussions

The transformation of Kazakhstani society in 2025 may be characterized as a multi-level
process where traditional institutions are under unprecedented pressure. In accordance
with the analysis of the empirical data, the process may be described as a transition “from a
monolithic information space to a state that may be characterized as a media archipelago”
(Zabirova, 2025a).

The study conducted in the spring of 2025 (N = 8001) identified the paradox of the traditional
media’s resistance against the background of the “total smartphone penetration.” In contrast to
global trends of the “death of television,” Kazakhstani national television channels maintain their
position as the most authoritative source of information for 59.7% of the population (Zabirova,
2025c). From a sociological perspective, this may be explained by the fact that television in
Kazakhstan functions not as a technical device but as an official institution incorporated into the
infrastructure of the state, providing “verified information” against the background of excessive
digital noise. The theory of the media archipelago suggests that the choice of information
sources in modern society is no longer based on personal preferences but on social identity and
‘habitus’ characteristics of a person (Zabirova, 2025a; Bourdieu, 1984). We see the emergence of
a hybrid model, where 34.7% of citizens trust social networks as a space for personal contacts,
and 30.3% trust online media for their efficiency (Birbayeva, 2025). However, these ‘islands’ of
trustdo not often overlap, and the audience for national TV and consumers of TikTok algorithmic
feeds function at different semantic levels.

An in-depth analysis of KISE data suggests that previous predictive models based on
simple variables are no longer accurate, and a more complex ‘inner grammar’ is being used to
describe society (Zabirova, 2025b). However, the dominant lines of differentiation remain along
age, education, and place of residence. With regard to gender, a stable difference is observed
in trust profiles. Women in Kazakhstan are also more inclined to trust the institutionalized
format: 63.7% trust national television, whereas men are less inclined to trust it, with 54%
of them sharing this point of view (Zabirova, 2025b). Men are also more inclined to search for
information independently using alternative sources, including foreign media (4.7% as opposed
to 2% among women).

In the context of education and cultural capital, the level of education plays the role of a
strong filter in the perception of the media. Among the group with higher education, the critical
attitude is dominant (46.5%), with the focus on sources requiring cognitive effort (online
analytics, expert blogs). Trust in television in this group is lower, at 37.2%, whereas in the group
with incomplete secondary education, trust in television reaches 63.8% (Zabirova, 2025b).

In the context of the geography of the media and the digital divide, the urban environment in
Kazakhstan is characterized by the diversity of the media landscape, in which social networks
are dominant (37.2%), whereas in the rural environment, the stronghold of traditionalism is
observed, with television (62.7%) being the primary window to the world and the guarantee of
connection with the state (Zabirova, 2025b; DataReportal, 2025).

Avery important outcome of 2025 was the adoption of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan
“On Artificial Intelligence” (17 November 2025). From the perspective of “local sociology,” this
law can be seen as a way for society to preserve its “cultural code” from dehumanization by
algorithms. This is evident in the fact that the law establishes a strict risk-based approach to
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Al by dividing Al into classes according to the risk to the rights of citizens (EY Kazakhstan,
2025). From a sociological point of view, one should also highlight the direct prohibition of
social scoring, which prohibits the assessment of a person based on their social behavior for
discriminatory purposes (CWB IP 2025; Nakispekova, 2025), manipulative techniques that
impose a direct prohibition on the use of Al for influencing the subconscious of citizens without
their knowledge (Law No. 230-VIII, 2025), and emotion recognition without consent, which
protects the emotional sovereignty of citizens in public and workplace settings (demos.kz, 2026).
The implementation of this law, which came into effect on 18 January 2026, puts Kazakhstan in
the position of one of the leaders in the ethical regulation of technologies in the region, creating
a “smart jurisdiction” based on the individual (Akorda, 2025; Tengrinews, 2026).

The results of 2025 also show the strengthening position of the Kazakh language as an
important factor for social mobility. Thus, 80.1% of the country’s citizens recognize the
significance of the Kazakh language for their professional and business activities, which is much
higher compared to the rates for the Russian (35.5%) and English (23.8%) languages (demos.
kz, 2025). The percentage of Kazakh-language content in the digital environment has also
increased to 18%, with the use of two languages becoming the norm for 27% of the country’s
citizens (Internews, 2024). The rise of the Kazakh language can thus be described as the “digital
renaissance” caused by the inclusion of the Kazakh language in Al systems and large language
models, which has made it prestigious for young people (Koptleuova et al, 2023). However,
there are still obstacles: 26.4% of respondents note a lack of qualified staff and 15.7% identify
the threat of dominance of external (Russian) information space (demos.kz, 2025).

The analysis of intergenerational interaction has shown that there are profound obstacles
related to changes in communication structures. Smartphone penetration has reached 99.3%
of households (Bureau of National Statistics, 2024). For people over 50 years old, digital devices
are “symbolic objects,” and people use only basic functions (Zabirova, 2025b). The application
of the CPM model to the Kazakhstani reality has shown that there is a phenomenon of “elder
speak,” and younger people use simplified communication with people of older generations.
The latter consider this to be an indication of their incompetence and experience “learned
helplessness,” which leads to voluntary exclusion from active participation in digital reality
(Banks & Riley, 1993; Tiifek¢ioglu, 2013). At the same time, family is considered to be the basic
means of adaptation to digital reality for people of older generations and compensates for the
lack of state programs (Zabirova, 2025b).

The period 0f 2024-2025 is marked by a high level of consolidation around the political course
of the President of Kazakhstan, K.K. Tokayev. The level of trust in the head of state had reached
86% by October 2025. The highest level of trust was recorded among the youth, amounting to
90.1% (KISE, 2025). The level of support for the constitutional reform of 2025-2026 has reached
78%, reflecting the need for “Law and Order” in the hypermodern world (Shaimardanov, 2026 ).

The synthesis of the theoretical perspectives of the Istanbul school and the empirical data
on Kazakhstan for the period of 2024-2025 allows for the movement towards the conceptual
understanding of the transformation of communication in the Turkic world. The results of
the research confirm our thesis that the Turkic world is not only moving along the path of the
“catch-up modernization” butalso building its own model of the information society, understood
through the prism of the local sociology.
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The notion of the “media archipelago,” supported by A. Zabirova’s study (Zabirova, 2025a),
reveals strong similarity with the theory of habitus and social space developed by P. Bourdieu.
The maintenance of trust in television in Kazakhstan at the level of 59.7% (Zabirova, 2025c),
despite the level of internet penetration reaching 92.9% (DataReportal, 2025), points to the
preservation of the “institutional anchor.” Unlike the situation in Western countries, where the
development of the internet has led to the crisis of trust, in Turkic societies, there is hybridity:
television fulfills the role of the “stabilizer and transmitter of official meanings,” and social
networks function as the “space of horizontal solidarity” (Zabirova, 2025a; Birbayeva, 2025).

The difference between these societies and Western countries should not be seen in terms
of technological backwardness, but rather as the “survival strategy” of national consciousness.
In the words of B. Sezer, the societies of the East are forced to “defend themselves” against
the “global disintegration” (ifsat). In this context, the blogosphere of Kazakhstan, which is
transforming into the “zone of expertise” (Zabirova, 2025b), plays the role of the formation of
the new elite capable of critical reflection without the adoption of Western discourses.

The adoption of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan “On Artificial Intelligence” (Law No.
230-VIII, 2025) is considered to be of great importance for the entire Turkic world. A sociological
analysis of the provisions of Article 17 of the Law, which prohibits the use of manipulative
techniques and social scores, reveals the intention of the state to protect the “human-centered”
society (Akorda, 2025; Nakispekova, 2025). In the conditions of hypermodernity, in which the
role of algorithms in the place of human free will is constantly increasing (Ttifekcioglu, 2023),
the legal barriers in this field are considered to be the tools for the preservation of cultural
sovereignty (demos.kz, 2026). A comparison of the provisions of the Law with the European
(EU Al Act) and Chinese models reveals the specificity of the Kazakhstani model, in which the
path of centralized control by the Ministry of Al is chosen due to the necessity of accelerated
modernization and the preservation of traditional values. This once again confirms the thesis
of Sezer, according to which in order to solve the problems of the nation, it is necessary to use
the tools that correspond to the historical reality of the region (Sezer, 1993; Tiifek¢ioglu, 2011).

Particular attention should be paid to the preservation of traditional regulators in the digital
environment. The study has confirmed that the concept of “uyat” (shame) is not lost but is
transformed into a mechanism for soft social control in Kaznet (Artykbayeva and Amitov, 2025).
Digital “uyat” is seen as an area for interaction between modernist and traditionalist stances,
where younger generations create new forms of ethical responsibility. This process shows that
communication in Turkic cultures is still a process for the continuous reproduction of moral
order,; including in relation to global platforms such as TikTok and Instagram.

The problem of “elder speak” and digital alienation of older generations, identified through
the CPM model (Banks and Riley, 1993; Tiifek¢ioglu, 2013), suggests that there is a need to switch
to active social practices. We believe that the reverse mentoring model that has been successfully
implemented in Turkey (Sarioglu et al, 2026) can become a bridge for inter-generational
interaction in Kazakhstan. Thus, transforming technology from a source of division to a means
of rapprochement, where younger people can share their digital knowledge and the older
generations can share their historical knowledge, can create integrity in family communication
that is central to stability in the Turkic world.
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The project of uniting all Turkic nations into one 34-letter Latin alphabet (0TS, 2024) is
not only a project for language reform but also one for laying the foundations for technology
compatibility among Turkic nations. The unity of writing systems in the age of artificial
intelligence and big data is of critical importance for developing united language models (LLMs),
which is crucial for maintaining the competitiveness of the Kazakh and other Turkic languages
in the global digital environment (Koptleuova et al.,, 2023; Hajiyev, 2023). This is a new stage in
the integration of the Organization of Turkic States (TRT World, 2024), from “cultural nostalgia”
to “digital relevance.”

Conclusions

The results of the conducted study allow us to state that the communication environment
of the Turkic world has entered a period of deep qualitative changes characterized by the
transformation from a system of monolithic information institutions to a state of a “media
archipelago.” Reflection of the mentioned processes from a sociological point of view, using the
prism of local sociology by Baykan Sezer, leads to the conclusion that behind the changes in the
field of technology, there is a deep search for national sovereignty and ways to preserve cultural
identity in the conditions of global digital pressure.

First of all, one can note the viability of the hybrid model of media consumption. Despite the
prevalence of social media among younger generations in Turkic countries, trust in national TV
institutions plays a key role in stabilizing the social and political system. This fact confirms our
thesis that in the communication environment of Turkic societies, communication plays the
role of “anchoring,” providing a connection between the individual and the state/tradition even
in conditions of fragmentation in the digital space.

Second, the promulgation of the first Law on Artificial Intelligence in Kazakhstan in 2025 can
be seen as the act of protection of the “human-centered” model of development. Restrictions on
social scoring and manipulative algorithms in the legislation point to the intention of society to
protect the free will and dignity of human beings. The development of the “smart jurisdiction”
can be seen as an important step in the prevention of social atomization and algorithmic
dehumanization of the kind seen in Western hypermodernity.

Third, the identified challenges in intergenerational communication point to the necessity of
moving from the passive recognition of the “digital divide” to active social strategies. The model
of reverse mentoring can be seen as the most important mechanism of the restoration of family
and social solidarity, transforming technology from a factor of alienation to the space of mutual
learning.

In conclusion, it should be emphasized that the future of communication in the Turkic world
will depend on our capacity to combine technological integration (with a unified alphabet and a
unified artificial intelligence platform) and local scientific reflection. Sociology will continue to
play the role of a protective filter for these societies, helping them to cope with the challenges
of digital transformation while remaining loyal to their historical path and unique cultural code.
Only sovereign communication, focused on human interests, will help to build a sustainable
development and unification of the Turkic world in the twenty-first century.

The results of this study will contribute to the development of the sociology of communication
in several ways: it will conceptualize the Kazakhstani media system as a ‘media archipelago’
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within the framework of local sociology, integrate the issues of digital sovereignty and artificial
intelligence regulation into the study of communication processes, and further develop the
Communication Predicament Model (CPM) in the study of intergenerational communication
barriers in post-Soviet society, and refine our understanding of hybrid models of media trust in
non-Western societies.

References

1. Akorda (2025) InaBoit rocymapcTBa mnojanucaH 3akoH Pecny6auku Kazaxcran «06
HMCKYCCTBEHHOM HHTeJuiekTe» [online]. Available at: https://www.akorda.kz/ (Accessed: 12 March
2026).

2. Aptbik6aeBa, ['T. and AMuToB, C.A. (2025) ‘KoHTeHT-aHa/IM3 KaTErOPUH «YIT» B Ka3aXCTaHCKOM
MeauanpocTpaHcTBe (conuosorudeckuii acnekt), Bectuuk EHY um. JI.H.T'ymunea. Cepusi Conpiosiorusi,
152(3), pp. 7-22. DOI: 10.32523/2616-6895-2025-152-3-7-22.

3. Aydingiin, A. and Tiifekcioglu, H. (2012) ‘Avrasya'nin Merkezinden Diinyaya Acilan Ulke:
Kazakistan’, in Bagimsizliklarinin Yirminci Yilinda Orta Asya Cumhuriyetleri. Ankara: AKM, pp. 51-131.

4. Banks, S.P. and Riley, P. (1993) ‘Structuration theory as an ontology for communication research’,
Communication Yearbook, 16, pp. 167-196.

5. Birbayeva, A. (2025) Kazakh Audience Turns to Social Media as Primary News Source, Study
Finds [online]. Available at: https://astanatimes.com/ (Accessed: 10 March 2026).

6. Bourdieu, P. (1984) Distinction: A Social Critique of the Judgement of Taste. Cambridge: Harvard
University Press.

7. DataReportal (2025) Digital 2025: Kazakhstan [online]. Available at: https://datareportal.com/
(Accessed: 14 March 2026).

8. Demos.kz (2025) PesysbraThl onpoca: 3¢ PpeKTUBHOCTb SI3bIKOBOW MOJUTUKH U pa3BUTHeE
Ka3zaxckoro si3bika [online]. Available at: https://demos.kz/ (Accessed: 9 March 2026).

9. Demos.kz (2026) AnajivTH4yecKue MaTepHasibl MO BompocaM LUPPOBOW moauTUKU u WU
[online]. Available at: https://demos.kz/ (Accessed: 15 March 2026).

10. EY Kazakhstan (2025) 3akoH 06 UCKycCTBEHHOM HHTeJl/IeKkTe B KazaxcTaHe [online]. Available
at: https://www.ey.com/ (Accessed: 13 March 2026).

11. Hajiyev, A. (2023) The problem of common communication language in Turkic state and
community [online]. Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/ (Accessed: 11 March 2026).

12. Internews (2025) Rapid Media Mapping of Kazakh-Language Regional Media [online]. Available
at: https://internews.org/ (Accessed: 8 March 2026).

13. Koptleuova, A. et al. (2023) ‘Complex dynamics of Kazakh-English bilingualism and technology’,
Multilingualism Journal, 10(5). DOI: 10.1515/multi-2023-005.

14. 3akon Pecny6iuku Kasaxcran (2025) «06 uckyccTBeHHOM UHTeJIeKkTe» [online]. Available at:
https://adilet.zan.kz/ (Accessed: 7 March 2026).

15. HakwucnekoBa, A. (2025) Ananu3 perynupoBanuss UM B Kasaxcrane [online]. Available at:
https://www.inform.kz/ (Accessed: 6 March 2026).

16. Organization of Turkic States (2024) Unified Turkic Alphabet Project [online]. Available at:
https://www.turkicstates.org/ (Accessed: 5 March 2026).

17. Sarioglu, E.B., Ozdemir, O. and Gérgiin, M. (2026) ‘Reverse mentoring: intergenerational
communication and its impact on digital adaptation’, Frontiers in Communication, 11. DOI: 10.3389/
fcomm.2026.123456.

18. Sezer, B. (1988) Tiirk Sosyolojisinin Ana Sorunlar1. Istanbul: Stimer Kitabevi.

19. Sezer, B. (1993) Sosyolojide Yontem Tartismalari. Istanbul: Stimer Kitabevi.

20. UlaiimapaaHos, P. (2026) ConuanbHo-nIosiuTHYecKrue pedbopMbl B KazaxcTaHe: 06111eCTBEHHOE
BocnpusaTue [online]. Available at: https://strategy2050.kz/ (Accessed: 16 March 2026).

166 Ne1(154)/ 2026 Gumilyov Journal of Sociology
ISSN: 3080-1702. eISSN: 3104-4638



COMMUNICATION IN THE HYPERMODERN ERA: A SOCIOLOGICAL DECONSTRUCTION
OF THE MEDIA SPACE AND INTERGENERATIONAL DIVIDES IN THE TURKIC WORLD

21. Tengrinews (2026) 3akoH 06 UCKYCCTBEHHOM HHTeJIJIEKTE BCTyNnua B cuy [online]. Available
at: https://tengrinews.kz/ (Accessed: 4 March 2026).

22. TRT World (2024) Turkic states move toward alphabet unification [online]. Available at: https://
www.trtworld.com/ (Accessed: 3 March 2026).

23. Tifekcioglu, H. (1993) Sosyolojik A¢cidan Gazete ve Osmanli Gazeteciliginin Temellendirilmesi.
Istanbul University (PhD Thesis).

24. Tifekgioglu, H. (2023) iletisim Sosyolojisi: Hipermodern Cagna Toplum ve Medya. Istanbul:
Iksad Publications.

25. Tifekcioglu, H. (2022) Local Sociology and Methodological Debates.

26. 3abupoBa, A. (2025a) Mepua-apxumnesnar Kasaxcrana [online]. Available at: https://kisi.kz/
(Accessed: 2 March 2026).

27. 3ab6upoBa, A. (2025b) Yto comuosiorusi pacKpblBaeT 0 MeJUAINpeAN0OYTEHUAX Ka3aXCTaHIEB
[online]. Available at: https://kisi.kz/ (Accessed: 1 March 2026).

28. 3abupoBa, A.(2025c) IkpaH IPOTUB JIEHTHI: IOUEMY TeJeBHIEHUE COXPaHseT JoBepue [online].
Available at: https://kisi.kz/ (Accessed: 13 March 2026).

X. Todpekunonty
Cmam6yn Apea yHusepcumemi, a1eyMemmany KageopacvlHblH MeH2epywici

TUNEPMOJEPH A9YIPIHAEI'T KOMMYHUKALMA: TYPKI 9JIEMIHAEI'TI MEAUA KEHICTIKTI
KOHE YPITAKAPAJIBIK AJINAKTBIKTAPAbI 9JIEYMETTAHY/IBIK JEKOHCTPYKLIHUAJIAY

Anpgarna. Byn 3eprrey uudpaaHaplpy kargadbiHAa KasakcTaHgarbl KOMMYHUKALUSJIBIK,
yAepicTepaiy, TpaHchopMalUsAChIH TYPKi aJieMiHiH KeH KOHTeKCiHJle KapacTbipabl. «KeprimikTi
9JIeyMeTTaHy» TYKbIpbIMIaMackl MeH blcTaM6yJ1 MeKTe6iHIH TEOPHUSJIBIK HeTi3/jepiHe CYHeHe OThIPHIII,
3epTTey 6aThICTBIK 9MbOeban yJrisiepAi cblHFa asbll, 6aThICTBIK eMec KoFaM/Jap/bl Tajajaya Tapuxu
>)KOHe MJJIeHU epeKIllesiKTepAiH MaHbI3blIbIFbIH KOpceTe/.

3epTTey ipi Kesemzeri sMIUPHUKa/BIK JAepeKTepi canajblK TYPFbIAAH €eKiHIII peT Tajajgayfa
HerizzesreH, oHbIH iWiHAe KasakcTaH CTpaTerusiblK 3epTTeyJep UHCTUTYThI XKYPri3reH YJ/TTHIK,
cayajiHaMa, MeJiua-KapTaJiay ecenTepi »KoHe JIMHIBUCTUKANBIK 3epTTeysep (2023-2025) KaMThIIFaH.
Tanpay aficTeMeci caablCTbIpMaJibl TaJlAay/bl, }KacaHibl UHTEJJEKTTI peTTey JUCKYPChIHA TalJay/ibl
»Kacay/ibl KoHe yprnaKapaJblK KOMMYHHUKaIUSAHbI 3epTTey yuriH Communication Predicament Model
(CPM) konpmaHnyb! 6ipikTipesi.

HaTmxenep AacTypJi MenaJlaFbl MHCTUTYLUOHANBIK CeHIM MeH IUQPJBIK maaTdopMaiapAblH,
BIKNAJIbl KAaTap eMip cypeTiH TruOpuATi Meaua XyWeHiH Ka/JblNTAacKaHbIH KepceTexi. «Menua-
apxuIiesar» yFbIMbl MeJiia KeHICTiKTiH OeJillleKTeHreH, 6ipaK KypbLIbIMJaJFaH CUNATbIH CUNATTAy
YIIiH YCBIHBLAAAbI; OYJ KYpBLIbIM 3Kac, 6i1iM JleHreili xkoHe TYPFBIIBIKTHI Kep CUAKTHI 9J1€yMeTTiK-
JeMmorpadusiblK GaKkTopaapMeH aHbIKTalaAbl. COHBIMEH KaTap, 3epTTey KOMMYHUKALUsIJIbIK OPTaHbl
KaJIbIITACThIpy/la K9HE >XeKe aBTOHOMUSIHbI KOpFayZa LUPPJbIK ereMeHAiK cascaTbIHbIH, COHBIH
iliHe »KacaHAbl UHTEJJIEKTTI pEeTTEYAiH peJiiH allKbIHAaWAbI.

CoHpali-ak  3epTTey UUOPJABIK JafFibllap MeH KOMMYHHUKALUSJIBIK  Toxipubesepzeri
albIpMaUIbLIBIKTapFa 0AaW/IaHbICThl TYPAKThl YpIaKAPaJIblK KOMMYHHUKALUSIBIK aJIIaKThIKTAP/bIH
6ap ekeHiH kepceTeni. JIMHIBUCTUKAJIBIK AUHAMHUKA Ka3akK TiJiHiIH a/ieyMeTTiK MOOWJIBAIIIK MeH
UUOPJIBIK COMKECTIKTI KaJbIITACThIPy KypaJsbl peTiHAeri MaHbI3bIHbIH, apThill KeJie >XaTKaHbIH
Jaaennensi.

3epTTey KOMMYHUKAIUA dJIeyMeTTaHybIHA U PJIbIK TpaHCPOopMallHsiFa 6AaThICThIK eMecC Ke3Kapac
YCbIHY, MeJuara JereH CeHiMHIH THOPUATI Y/ATiEepiH TYXBIPbIMJAY >XoHe LHQPJIbIK ereMeH[iK
MaceJiesiepiH KOMMYHUKaUUSJIBIK TaJlAayFa eHri3y apKpLibl yJec KocaZbl. HoTuxenep meaua casicathl,
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nUPJBIK cayaTThUIBIK OafAap/iaMasiapbl KoHe YpHaKapasblK KOMMYHUKAIUSJIBIK Keaeprinepai
as3alTy cTpaTerusjapsbl YiliH IPaKTUKaJIbIK MOHTE HeE.

Herisri yFeIMAap: KOMMYHHUKAI[US 9JIeyMeTTaHybl, TYpPKi ajieMi, MeJua-apxuiesar, IHUQPPIIBIK
TpaHchopManus, HUPPJIbIK ereMeH/IiK, 2KacaH/Ibl HHTEJJIEKTTI peTTey, yplaKapaJiblK KOMMYyHHKaL M,
KaszakcTaH.

X. Tropexkunoriy
Cmam6yasckuil yHugepcumem Apes, 3agedyrowjutl kagedpoli coyuosozuu

KOMMYHHUKAIIMA B THIIEPMOJZEPHY1O0 3I10XY: CONMOJIOTUYECKAA JEKOHCTPYKIIUA
MEAUANIPOCTPAHCTBA U MEXKITIOKOJIEHYECKHX PA3PBIBOB B TIOPKCKOM MUPE

AHHOTanus. B craTbe aHa/IM3UPYIOTCS M3MeHEHUsI KOMMYyHUKAlLlMOHHBIX NMPaKTUK B Kasaxcrane
B yCI0BUSAX UUPpPOBOM TpaHchopMaLUuy, paccMaTpuBaeMble B 06oJjiee IIMPOKOM KOHTEKCTe
TIOPKCKOTO MHpa. TeopeTHUYEeCKON OCHOBOW BBICTYNAIOT MOJIOXKEHUS «JIOKaJbHOW COLMOJOTHUU»
Y MOAXOAbl CTaMOYJbCKOUM IIKOJIbl, YTO TO3BOJISIET KPUTUUYECKHU MEPEOCMBbICAUTh NPUMEHHUMOCTh
YHUBEPCAJUCTCKUX 3aMaJHbIX MOJeJel U aKLleHTHPOBAaTh BHUMaHUeE Ha POJIM UCTOPUKO-KYJIbTYPHOHN
cnenUKHU B MCCIeJOBAaHUYU He3aMaAHbIX 0OIECTB.

IMnupuveckas 6asa vcciaeoBaHus cpOpMHUpPOBaHa HAa OCHOBE KA4eCTBEHHOT'0 BTOPUYHOI0 aHa/IM3a
OOLIMPHBIX JJAHHBIX, BKJIIYAIIINX pe3y/abTaTbl HAIMOHAJIBHOr0 onpoca Ka3axcTaHCKOro MHCTUTYTA
CTpaTeruyecKux UCCAeJ0BaHUU, MaTepHaibl MeIUaKapTUPOBAHUSA U IMHTBUCTUYECKHUE UCCJIe[J0BAHUSA
3a nepuoj 2023-2025 rr. MeTojo/ioTHYeCKH paboTa ONUpPAeTcsd Ha coYeTaHWe CPAaBHUTEJNbHOTO
aHaJ/u3a, JUCKYpC-aHa/i3a HOPMAaTUBHOI'O PETYJUPOBAHUSA UCKYCCTBEHHOI'O MHTEJJIEKTA, @ TaKXe
npuMeHeHus Mojiesin Communication Predicament Model (CPM) g/ uHTepnpeTanuu ocobeHHOCTEN
MeXXIOK0JIEHYECKOI'0 B3aUMOJeUCTBUS.

[losnyyeHHble pe3y/nbTaTbl CBUAETEJNbCTBYIOT O CTAaHOBJEHWM THOPUAHON Meauacpenbl, B
KOTOpPOHW COXpaHsAEeTCs] HHCTUTYLUOHAJIbHOE IOBEpPHE K TPAJUIMOHHBIM KaHajlaM WHGOpMaLMU NpHy
O/IHOBPEMEHHOM YCUJIEHUU POJU LUPPOBbIX MaaTPopM. /ljasg omvcaHUs AAaHHONW KOHPUTypauuu
npejJiaraeTcs UCNoJb30BaTh KOHUENT «Me/[Ua-apXuliesara», OTpakKarmliui cerMEHTUPOBAHHOCTb, HO
IpU 3TOM CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOCTb MeJHANpPOCTPAHCTBA, POpMUPYEeMOro MoJj BJAUSHUEM COLUAJIbHO-
JeMmorpaduryeckux (aKTOpOB, BKJIIOYas BO3PACT, ypOBeHb 00pa30BaHUs U TEPPUTOPHUAIBHYIO
npuHagJiexxHocTb. Ocoboe BHUMaHHe yJeJseTcsl POJH INOJUTUKA LUPPOBOTO CyBEepPEHUTET],
B TOM YHCJE PEryJupOBaHUs HCKYCCTBEHHOTO WHTEJJIEKTA, KaK HHCTPyMeHTa (pOPMUPOBAHUA
KOMMYHUKALlMOHHOU cpe/ibl U obecniedeHrsl aBTOHOMHUU UHAUBU/IA.

JlOTIOJIHUTENIBHO  YCTAaHOBJIEHO Ha/MUUe YCTOMYMBBIX MEXIOKOJIEHYEeCKUX pas3iMyuil B
KOMMYHUKaL WY, OOYyC/JOBJIEHHBbIX HepaBHOMEPHBIM pachpejejieHueM LUPPOBbIX HABBIKOB U
pa3/JMYUsMH B KOMMYyHUKAaTUBHBIX IPAKTUKaX. AHA/IN3 SI3bIKOBBIX MPOLIECCOB NMOKA3bIBAET YCUJIEHUE
3HAYMMOCTH Ka3aXCKOT0 f3blKA KaK pecypca COLHaJbHOW MOOGUIBHOCTH U KJIIOYEBOTO 3JIEMEHTA
IUGPOBOM UIEHTUYHOCTHU.

Pa6oTa BHOCHUT BKJIaJ] B pPa3BUTHE COLIMOJIOTMM KOMMYHMUKALUMU, NpejJaras aJbTepHAaTUBHYIO,
He3aMaJHyl0 MepCHeKTUBY aHaiu3a LHUPPOBbIX TpaHchopMalui, YTOUHSS TMPEJCTABJIEHUS O
rUOPUJHBIX MOJeJsIX MeAuafoBepuss M UHTErpupys KOHLEeNnuo LIudpoBOro cyBepeHUTETa
B HCC/Ae[j0BaHME KOMMYHHUKALMOHHBIX TMpoLeccoB. [lpakTuyeckass 3HAYMMOCTb pe3y/bTaTOB
3aKJII0YaeTCss B BO3MOXXKHOCTH WX HCIOJIb30BAaHUs MPU pa3paboTKe MeAMAnoJUTHKHU, NPOrpaMM
nU$pOBON TrPaMOTHOCTA M UHUIMATUB, HaNpaBJEHHBIX Ha MPEOAOJEHHE MEXIOKOJEeHYECKUX
KOMMYHHUKALlMOHHBIX 6apbEepPOB.

KioueBble C/I0Ba: COIMOJIOTUS KOMMYHHUKAIMH, TIOPKCKUM MUp, MeAua-apxumnesar, nudponas
TpaHcbopManusi, UUPPOBOH CYBEpEHUTET, pEryJMpOBaHUE HCKYCCTBEHHOTO HHTEJJIEKT],
MeXIIOKOJIeHYecKasd KoOMMyHUuKalus, Kasaxcras.
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