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Abstract. Protests frequently emerge as amanifestation of societal grievances,
shedding light on various challenges faced by the population. In response,
governments can adopt diverse strategies to address these issues. These
include engaging in dialogue with protest organizers to negotiate solutions and
implement policy changes, or employing repressive measures such as deploying
security forces, imposing curfews, or restricting assembly rights.

This study examines the state's response to the social protests that erupted
following the 2019 presidential election in Kazakhstan. While previous research
has explored triggers, key actors, and barriers to social mobilization in Central
Asia, particularly Kazakhstan, this study adopts a novel approach. Utilizing
content analysis of presidential speeches and video analysis of protests, it
assesses the state's reaction. The findings reveal that the immediate response
to the protests was marked by legal restrictions and suppression. In contrast,
the state's long-term strategy involved attempts to address the socio-economic
demands of the protesters through dialogue and accommodation.

The study illustrates a complex and evolving interaction between the state
and civil society in Kazakhstan. The state's response combined both conciliatory
and repressive measures, tailored to the specific circumstances and perceived
threat levels of the protests. This dual approach enabled the state to maintain
control while demonstrating a readiness to engage with societal concerns
through negotiation.
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State response to social protests: exploring the dynamics of civil society and state dialogue

Introduction

Citizen participation in contentious politics (e.g., signing petitions, wearing stickers, and
protests) was a rare case in the 1990s in Kazakhstan, however, the colored revolutions of 2003-
2005 in Ukraine, Georgia, and Kyrgyzstan and the Arab spring had an impact on the political
activism of Kazakhstani citizens. Since 2010, there has been a growing number of protests on
the streets. The most evocative protests are the anti-Chinese protests in 2010, Zhanaozen riots
in 2011, the land reform protests in 2016, the protests of mothers of many children and the
protests against the results of the presidential election in 2019.

According to the Kazakhstan International Bureau for Human Rights (KIBHR), most of the
protests are impulsive; in other words, they respond to some changes in the political system or
decisions, reforms. Nasimova et al. argue that protests since 2010 have undergone a process of
depoliticization, with social issues taking precedence (Nasimova, Buzurtanova, and Saitova, 2019).
For instance, in 2017, only 5.5% of protests focused on political matters, whereas a significant
majority, approximately 78%, centered around social issues (Nasimova et al, 2019). Another
characteristic of protests in Kazakhstan relates to their episodic and local nature. Wolters argues
that this is due to the vast territory with huge distances between oblasts and dramatic regional
differences that hinder the network protests (Schmitz and Wolters, 2012). According to Worldwide
Governance Indicators, Voice and Accountability has been worsening since 2006. Similarly,
Bertelsmann Stiftung’s Transformation Index ranks Kazakhstan as a hard-line autocracy and
highlights its repressive environment where alternative voice is curtailed and viewed as unwelcome
(Bertelsmann, 2016). However, McGlinchey argues that the Kazakh government tends to elicit
accommodationist responses compared to its counterparts in Central Asia (McGlinchey, 2009).

This study seeks to investigate the protests that occurred immediately following the 2019
presidential election in Kazakhstan, with the primary research question being: What is the
state's response to political protests? The paper is structured as follows: the authors begin
with a literature review and theoretical framework that contextualizes protests in post-Soviet
countries. The methodology section outlines the data collection process, which involved content
analysis and videography. The findings section presents a triangulation of all findings and tests
the main hypothesis, while the study concludes with a brief discussion and conclusion.

Literature review

Any social movement reflects existing social conflict and represents a series of challenges for
power holders. Those challenges become especially critical and hinder the stability of existing
regimes when incumbents experience legitimacy and trust crises. According to Giugni and
Passy, social movement activities can be classified based on their stance on goal, ranging from
agreement to disagreement with current policies, and the type of involvement, ranging from
discourse to action (Giugni and Passy, 1998). According to this classification, protest actions are
proposed as a typical means “that movements have at their disposal to reach their goals”. And
represents an “extreme” case when consensus on the political decision is not achievable and
discursive and communicative measures are not effective.
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Picture 1. A typology of social movement activities (Heath, 1997)

Protests are also recognized as an indicator of the incumbent’s popularity and according
to Hafner-Burton et al. forceful supersession or use of coercive measures against election-
related protests is an incumbent's effort to fend off threats to their power (Hafner-Burto, Hyde,
and Jablonski, 2014). And “government-sponsored” forceful suppression of protests initiated
by opposition or potential voters, recognized as a common process. Empirical evidence from
studies exhibits that election-related protests become increasingly successful in contributing
to the cancellation of an election or the resignation of the incumbent. However, “successful”
achievement of the protest’s goal is highly dependent on institutional constraints and legal
limitations on the incumbent’s ability to exploit a monopoly over violence.

In authoritarian countries, participation in protests is a risky matter, therefore, drivers in
authoritarian countries differ compared to now advanced countries. Income and education
levels are highly positively correlated in participation in contentious politics in advanced
industrial countries and the middle class played a significant role in regime change (Verba,
Schlozman and Brady,1995; Dalton, Van Sickle and Weldon, 2010). However, in authoritarian
countries, citizens with higher education are reluctant to participate in protests because they
are the main beneficiaries and their income depends on the existing regime. There is a high
opportunity cost for the middle class and this is the reason for free riding on participation of
economically disadvantaged groups (Campante and Chor, 2014; Achilov, 2017).

Many scholars argue that the reasons for protests in authoritarian countries stem from
the following issues: authoritarian rule, corruption, self-enriching elite, grave socio-economic
problems, nepotism and raising inequality (Kubicek 2011; Nasimova et al., 2019; Schmitz &
Wolters, 2012). The expansion of telecommunication technologies has transformed the political
culture of citizens in Kazakhstan. The frequent usage of the internet, mobile phones and social
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media such as Facebook, Vkontakte, and Twitter are the main drivers of social mobilization.
Achilov’s quantitative analysis illustrates a strong correlation between the frequent use of
social media by Kazakh respondents with intentions to participate in protests (Achilov, 2017).

Ruijgrok’s quantitative study employed country-year data from 1990 to 2013, and it displays
a positive correlation between internet usage and an increase in the number of protests
(Ruijgrok, 2017). In authoritarian countries, information through the internet facilitates the
process of mobilization and decreases the transaction cost for oppositional movements. Results
of protests vary in authoritarian countries. Vladisavljevi¢ examines protests of communist
Poland and Yugoslavia (1980) and post-Communist Ukraine and Serbia (2000, 2004, 2014).
According to the scholar, protests themselves are insufficient to bring regime changes, only
when protests are augmented with other factors such as structural conditions (i.e., financial or
economic crisis), elite conflicts and international factors (i.e. international aid for democratic
opposition, breakdown of the USSR), substantial political change is possible.

Hale’s research examines the colored revolution in post-Soviet space and explains the reason
of why colored revolutions shaped Ukraine, Georgia and Kyrgyzstan (Hale, 2005). He relates
it to the lame-duck syndrome, where the incumbent is unpopular and is expected to leave his
office, and the elite are aware of this, can orchestrate collective mobilization. This was the case
in Kyrgyzstan, where local elites were more independent vis-a-vis central power; therefore,
the elite could challenge the power and, with the help of huge masses, oust the incumbent.
In contrast, Radnitz provides an alternative view on why protests resulted in revolutions and
toppled regimes in Ukraine, Georgia, and Kyrgyzstan (Radnitz, 2010). In Radnitz's view, this
relates to early economic reforms where privatization, economic liberalization established new
capitalist elites whose interests put them at odds with the existing regime (2010). Therefore,
business elites played a crucial role in financing and mobilizing mass protests. This created a
stronger opposition and facilitated regime change in the above countries.

The presence of a collective action problem suggests that individuals often have conflicting
interests over common-pool resources and therefore fail to cooperate (Radnitz, 2010). Social
mobilization is still in its infancy in Kazakhstan, a huge territory, and the distance between
regions also hinders the mobilization. Growing inequality also impedes collective action as the
economically disadvantaged partofthe society is more willing to protest, whilst financially secure
middle-class individuals fear losing their jobs, social positions, and this makes mobilization a
hard task to accomplish (Achilov, 2017).

A theory of modular diffusion by Beissinger can explain the contentious politics in Central
Asian states (Beissinger, 2007). Modular diffusion states that previous social mobilizations in
similar contexts may have an impact on other states in the same region, that is to say, the model
of mobilization may emerge in one country and expand to other states through the impact of
ideas, behaviors,and models. The Tulip Revolution in the Kyrgyz Republic and its transformation
of the political system are a lesson for neighboring states that share similar characteristics.

Resource mobilization is another approach thatattempts to elucidate the dynamics of protests
in the post-Soviet countries. Resource mobilization theory stresses the availability of resources
to groups and participants’ positions in the social network. Recent research has shown that the
availability of resources such as education, usage of the internet, and membership in networks

Gumilyov Journal of Sociology N22(151)/ 2025 93
ISSN: 3080-1702



Kochiigit Zh., Bodaukhan K.

have a strong correlation with contentious politics (Achilov, 2017). Subversive clientelism
is the approach that highlights the role of elites in protests. Political protests are not a mere
interaction between the state and citizens, however, there is a third actor that contributes to the
evolution of relations in contentious politics - independent elites. According to Hale, McFaul,
and Radnitz, elites play a significant role in the processes of protests; whether the elite is loyal
to the incumbent or in favor of alternative forces that challenge the incumbent determines the
balance of power (2005; 2002; 2010).

Data collection and methodology

To answer the research questions, the content analysis of two speeches of President Tokayev
was subjected to NVivo analysis.

a) Presidentof Kazakhstan Kassym-Jomart Tokayev’s State of the Nation Address, September
2,2019.

b) Speech by the Head of State K. Tokayev at the Second National Council of Public Trust,
November 20, 2019.

The rationale behind the selection of these speeches relates to the topic and the venue of the
speech; the former speech’s topic states “Constructive dialogue - the basis of stability,” which
was delivered a couple of months after the election and protests. Whilst the latter one was
delivered to the National Council of Public Trust. Thus, these Speeches are perceived as both a
reaction to political protests following the election and a novel avenue for state-society dialogue.

Moreover, responses of the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the General Prosecutor’s office, and
the Ministry of Information were subject to content analysis. The study employs a data-driven
inductive-coding approach.

Since the protests were already held, access for firsthand observational data is not available;
therefore, an alternative way of observation - video reports of these events were chosen as
a main data source. Since the protests were attracting the attention of official opposition-
related mass media as well as active contributors of social media, there was an abundance of
video materials reporting from the scene. Video and other digital audiovisual materials are
widely recognized by scholars as an important form of research data, and video technology
offers expanded possibilities for looking at interaction and communication in various ‘natural’
settings (Knoblauch and Schnettler, 2012). Since the use of video has important consequences
for the focusing process in ethnographic studies, Knoblauch and Tuma perceive videography as
a specific form of focused ethnography (2020). Interpretive video analysis in this study is based
on the basic phenomenological and methodological assumptions of interpretive social science,
implying that any action is guided by meanings, therefore, they cannot merely be observed.
According to Schutz, meanings can be distinguished between the ones thatactors themselves link
with their actions, that is ‘constructs of the first order’, and the meanings that outside observers
conceive, these are ‘constructs of the second order’ (Schutz, 1962). Therefore, while interpreting
the ‘object), we also simultaneously involve the observer’s knowledge. And according to Heath,
to identify the visible action that constitutes the situation, hermeneutic activity involves
not only describing and explaining action itself, but also determining the knowledge that is
needed to understand the situation and actions (1997). Objectivity of the method is ensured
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by relying on interpretations of only observable actions and excluding theoretical assumptions,
or actors’ invisible factors like motives, subconscious desires, or attitudes. Thus, the rationale
for employing the methodology of videography in this study is to expand the data collection
methods to improve the internal validity of the study and ensure the consistency and reliability
of research findings.

Audio-visual data for videography was selected based on the convenient judgmental
sampling strategies. Trustworthiness of the data, especially validity, objectivity, and reliability
designated as a basic eligibility criterion for sampling. To ensure correspondence of data to
predefined trustworthiness “standard”, the following sub-criterion were identified for sample
selection: video materials should be published on official media channels, the venue and time of
the event should be identifiable, and video data should not contain subjective interpretation of
the recorded events. The guiding principle for achieving an adequate sample size was a point of
“data saturation”, when it is observed that adding more video data does not result in additional
perspectives or information. In conformity with the abovementioned criterion, 4 videos
reporting 4 hours and 27 minutes of pre-election protests, and 3 videos reporting 2 hours and
35 minutes of post-election protests were selected. Access to videos is given in the appendices.

Findings and analysis

Content analysis

Results of the content analysis exhibits that the most frequent words in the analyzed
President’s speeches were “the government” (40 times), citizens (HaceseHue, epadxcdane 31
times), to provide (16 times), development (33 times), business (15 times), increase (13 times),
social (14), responsibility (10 times) and Elbasy (10 times).

Similar findings emerged from the coding frequencies conducted in NVivo, highlighting that
speechesby K. Tokayev predominantly address themesrelated to reforms and social initiatives.
These themes can be categorized into six broad categories: reforms, social policy (support of
multi-child family, increase the salary, education, medical services), interaction between the
state and society (the public, public protests, alternative view, the National Council of trust,
accountability), non-state actors (small-medium enterprise, the quasi-state sector, researchers
and scientists), state actors (First President Elbasy, Ministries, the government, regions: urban
policy), political initiatives has a lower references (encouraging women in politics, Parliament
opposition, registration of new parties). Quantification of frequent words and coding illustrates
that the President views the demands of the protestors through economic reforms and social
changes. The speech acknowledges the responsibility of the state and at the same time, there isa
clear message that the policy of the First President Elbasy will remain. Therefore, political reforms
are not an urgent agenda and are expected to be fulfilled in a gradual phase. This is apparent from
the coding (attached), where political initiatives have fewer references in the speech.

Video-analysis

The findings from videography demonstrate limited forceful responses on the part of state
bodies. However, it's noteworthy that the forceful state reaction is not uniformly distributed
across all protests, and the state's response strategies to protests exhibit heterogeneity.
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An analysis of the communicative interactions between protestors and the state, observed
in their natural context, reveals that during the initial stages of protests, coercive measures
and suppression were the primary communication strategies employed by the state. These
protests were a response to announcements regarding the upcoming presidential elections
and commenced on May 1st. The analysis indicates a lagged correlation between the scale of
protests and the level of the state’s forceful response. Protests exhibited an accumulative nature,
reaching their peak participation between June 9th and 12th, while subsequent "unscheduled"
protests after the election, starting from July 6th, showed declining participation trends. The
state's use of coercive measures mirrored the accumulative nature of protests with a lag. During
the pre-election protests on May 1st, the state made attempts to initiate constructive dialogues,
that was initiated by the representatives of local law enforcement, internal affairs departments,
and the akim of the Medeu region in Almaty acting as the main mediators.

However, protestors displayed resistance, coupled with skepticism and distrust towards the
dialogue and attempts by state representatives. Analysis of recorded protests indicates that the
primary aim of the call for dialogue was not genuine communication but rather the peaceful
suppression of protests. Despite this, the central message of the protestors remained focused on
the demand for freedom of choice, and any efforts by state representatives to initiate dialogue
were met with chants from the protestors: “We have a choice” (“Y nac ecmb 8b160p”) and “Disgrace”
(“llo3op”). However, as the protests continued, the discourse became increasingly fuzzy, diverse,
and unsystematic. Protestors began addressing a wide range of issues, including socio-economic
concerns, inequality, unemployment, economic decline, accountability, corruption, and political
reforms.

It's worth noting that the state's forceful reaction varied among different protests. During
the first pre-election protests, participants were detained by the police only after two hours
of demonstration. Initially, state representatives attempted to suppress the protests using
physical barriers and threats of arrest due to the illegality of unpermitted protests. However,
the “ineffectiveness” of these measures led to actual suppression and detention. Interestingly, in
Astana, representatives of the city's law enforcement departments even attempted to negotiate
with protestors. They offered to release detained protestors if others agreed to end the protest.

Furthermore, video analysis revealed that during the early pre-election protests, participants
appeared as a homogeneous group with a common interest in claiming political and civil
rights. However, as time progressed, the homogeneity of protestors diminished, leading to
the emergence of scattered and highly segmented groups. These included "Oyan, Qazagstan,”
advocating for political reforms and freedom for political prisoners; "Zheltogsan," emphasizing
socio-economic issues, accountability, and vindication of movement participants; "Nur Otan"
(now “Amanat”) supporters calling for peaceful development and sustainability, as well as
various other unorganized groups.

Itshouldbenoted thatthesefindingsarenotaperfectreflection ofrealitybecause the employed
methodology has its limitations that require consideration and proper response by researchers.
Especially, the realities portrayed in video records of the protests can be manipulated by the
person who filmed the protests and contain prejudice, and might reflect nothing more than
scenes chosen from a larger reality. Therefore, deep and adequate knowledge of the political
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environment, socio-economic issues on the ground, and a holistic view of the context are crucial
for objective analysis. This paper endeavors to provide insights by reflecting on available data
and video material, social and political context.

Conclusion

The state's response to social protests can vary widely depending on political, social, and
economic factors, as well as the prevailing political culture and governance structures within a
country. However, prioritizing dialogue, inclusivity, and proactive policy measures is often key
to effectively addressing the underlying issues fueling protests and promoting social cohesion
and stability.

Findings obtained by the study exhibit low mobilization of citizens, scattered and segmented
interests of protestors, and an impulsive, episodic, and local nature of protests. According to
video data, the authors observe an immediate state reaction to protests and legal restrictions
imposed upon participants of protests. Physical suppression of protests emerged as the primary
strategy available to incumbents to stabilize the political situation in the short term, leading to a
decrease in the scale of protests. Overall, in the long run, the state demonstrates responsiveness to
societal needs and actively works to accommodate protesters' requirements and dissatisfaction.
It allowed for defusing immediate tensions and also laid the foundation for long-term stability,
inclusive governance, and social progress. The content analysis of the President’s speeches showed
that the state holds an accommodating position toward the protesters’ requirements and is willing
to introduce a wide range of socio-economic reforms in Kazakhstan. When the state is responsive
to societal needs and endeavors to accommodate protesters' grievances and dissatisfaction, it
often signals a commitment to addressing underlying issues and fostering social cohesion.

In conclusion, the analysis of the state's response to the social protests following the 2019
presidential election in Kazakhstan reveals a nuanced interplay between repression and
conciliation. This study demonstrates that while the state's immediate reaction to protests is
often characterized by legal restrictions and suppression, there is also a concurrent effort to
engage in dialogue and address socio-economic grievances over the longer term. This dual
approach aligns with the findings of Giugni and Passy on contentious politics in complex
societies, which suggest that in environments marked by diverse social and political dynamics,
the strategies of both state and non-state actors are shaped by the intricate interactions between
various societal factors (Giugni and Passy, 1998). Political conflict must be understood within
its broader socio-political context. The case of Kazakhstan illustrates how state responses are
tailored not only to manage dissent but also to navigate the complex fabric of societal needs
and demands. Thus, understanding the state's strategy requires an appreciation of this balance
between control and accommodation, reflecting the broader patterns of contentious politics in
complex and evolving societies.
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KouiiuruT K.'*, BogayxaHn K.2
'Eypasusinbik cymaHumap/slk 3epmmeysaep uHcmumymol, Acmaua, Kazakcmau
2C.Celigpynnun amoiHOarsl Kazak AepomexHukasslk 3epmmey YHusepcumemi, Acmaua, KazakcemaH

MeMJieKeTTiH, 9/leyMeTTiK Hapa3bLIbIKTapFa peaKiUsChl: a3aMaTTBIK KOFAM MeH MeMJIeKeT
apacbIHAAFbI AMaJIOT AUHAMHUKACBIH 3€epTTey

Anpgarna. Kapceuiblk kebiHece KoFamMAarbl Hapa3bUIbIK IeH KUbIHABIKTApAbl KepceTei, a3aMaTTap
Tal 60JIFaH KOFaMJarbl MaceJiesiep MeH KUbIH/bIKTapAbl allKbIHAaibl. ByJ1 HapasblIbIKTapFa Xayan
petinzie 6uiik OGipHelle KoJyAbl TaHAAaybl MYMKiH. OJiap HapasbUIbIK, YHBIMAACTBIPYLIbLIAPBIMEH
’)K9He HapasbUIbIK Giajipyi TonmTapAblH ekinjepiMeH auasorka kipicyi MymkiH. Bysn osapibiy
MaceJieJiepiH ThIHJAy, MYMKIiH IiemiMaep GOMbIHIIA Kesicce3gep XKYpridy *oHe HapasblIbIKTAPAbIH
TYIKi cebenTepiH Lielyre apHaJIfaH casicaTThIK e3repicTep eHrisyai KamTuabl. COHbIMEH KaTap, Uik
eKiZilepi KapChbLIBIKTBI 6acy VIIiH penpecCHBTI Iapasiapfa »KYriHyi MyMKiH, MbIcaJibl, Kayilcisaik
KYLUTEepPiH XKYMBLIABIPHIIN, IeMOHCTPAHTTAp/bl TapaTy, KOMeHJAHTTBIK, CaFaT eHri3y HeMece XKUHaLy
EePKIH/ITiH leKTey CUAKTHI.

Bysn 3eprrey 2019 xbUIFbl Npe3ueHTTIK cadjaynaH KeliHri Kasakcrangarbl oJieyMeTTiK
KapCbLIbIKKA GUUIIKTIH, »KayaObIH TasigayFa apHajaraH. OpTanblK A3usaarbl, acipece KazakcTaHgarbl
KapCblIbIKTapFa apHaJiFaH OYpBIHFbl 3epTTeysep KebiHece HapasbLIbIK cebenTepiHe, Heri3ri
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aKTOpJIapFa *K9He dJIeyMeTTiK MOoOWJIU3alUsAFa KeJlepri KeJTipeTiH MaceJiejepre Hasap ayAapfaH
60J1ca, 6ys1 3epTTey e3relie TACLIAI KonAaHaAbl. [Ipe3suieHTTiH celiyiereH ce3/iepiHe KOHTEHT-aHaIU3
’KOHEe KapChLIbIKTAapAblH, OelHeaHa/lM3iH MalJasaHblll, MeMJIEKETTiH KapChLIbIKKA peaKLUsIChIH
TYCiHyre apHaJifaH. 3epTTey HoaTHKesepli MeMJIeKeTTiH KapCbLIbIKKA OafFbITTaJfaH a/IFallKbl
IIYFBII >Kayabbl KYKBIKTBIK, lIeKTeyjJepMeH, 6acy liapajapblMeH CUNATTajJaTbIHbIH KepceTegli. AJ
y3aK Mep3iMAl nepclneKTUBaJia MeMJIeKeT HapasblbIK KacaylblIapAblH 9/1€yMeTTiK-3KOHOMUKAJIbIK
TajlallTapblH KAHAFAaTTAHABIPY YLIiH JUAJOT OPHATYFA XKaHe 0JIap/bl eCellKe a/lyFa ThIpbICa/bl.

3eprTey KasakcTaHAarbl MeMJIeKeT IeH a3aMaTTbIK KOFaM apacblHAAFbl KypZeJsi oHe JaMblIl
KeJle XaTKaH KapbIM-KAaTbIHACTbl KepceTehl. TasijaHFaH HapasbLIbIK LlapajapblHa MeMJIEKeTTiH
KayaObl KaFAal/iblH, HAKTbl CUNATbIHA »KoHe KapPCLIBIK, Xacayllbliap TYAbIpaThbIH Kayill JeHTeliHe
GaliIaHbICThI GeliM/Ie/ITeH )KoHe penpeCcCUBTI Iapaaap/ibl KAMTHUbL. ByJ ToCci MeMeKeTKe KaFAal bl
6akKpliayZia ycTall, KOFaMHBIH MaceJ/ie/lepiH Ilelly YIIiH JWaJIOT TeH KeJicceszep Kyprisyre JaiblH
eKeH/IiriH KepceTyre MyMKiH/ik Gep/i.

Herisri yreIMAap: KypbUIBIMABIK casgcaT, a3aMaTTbIK KOFaM, MacCc-MeJiua, CasgCh MdJEHUEeMT,
KOFaM/|bIK, CEHiM, casiCi JJMHAMHUKa, BUJ €0 aHA/IN3, KOHTEHT-aHaJIU3

Kouiinrut 2K.'*, BogayxaH K.2
!Espasutickuli uHcmumym 2ymMaHumapHslx uccaedosaHuti, Acmaa, Kazaxcmau
?Kazaxckull azpomexHuyeckuli uccaedogamenwvckutl ynusepcumem um. C .Cetiynnuna,
AcmaHa, KazaxcmaH

Peaknus rocysapcTea Ha COlMa/IbHbIE MPOTECThI: H3YyYeHUe JUHAMHUKH AUAJIOra IPAXKJaHCKOTO
0611eCTBA M FOCyAApCTBa

AnHoTanus. [IpoTecTbl YaCTO BO3HUKAIOT KaK IPOSIBJIEHHE 00IECTBEHHBIX HEeJ0BOJILCTB, BbISIB-
Jisisl pas3JityHble NPo6JeMbl, C KOTOPbIMU CTaJKUBaeTcsl HacejieHWe. B oTBeT Ha 3TU NpoGJIeMbI
NpPaBUTEJbCTBO MOXKET IMPUMEHSATb pasJiudyHble CTpaTerud. ITO MOXKeT BKJOYATb [AUAJOr C
OpraHu3aTopaMU MPOTECTOB [Jifl OUCKA pPelleHUWU U pealru3aluU MOJUTUYEeCKUX U3MEHEeHUH WU
NpUMeHeHHE pPelnpecCUBHbIX Mep, TAKUX, KaK pa3BepThiBaHHE CUJI 6€30MaCHOCTH, BBeJleHhe KOMeH-
JIAHTCKOTO Yaca Ui OrpaHruYeHre paBa Ha cOGpaHusl.

B naHHOM uHCCAefOBaHMU aAHAJM3UPYETCS peaKlMs ToCyJapCTBa Ha COLMA/IbHble MPOTECTI,
BCIIBIXHYBIIIME TOCJIE NMPe3uIeHTCKUX BbI60poB 2019 rona B KazaxcraHe. B To BpeMs Kak npe/blAyIiye
HCCJIeJIOBAHUSI COCPEJIOTOYMJIMCh Ha TpUITepax, KJWUYEeBbIX aKTOpax M Oapbepax ColjhajbHON
Mo6uu3anuu B lleHTpasbHOU A3ud, ocob6eHHO B KaszaxcTaHe, 3To HcC/ie/joBaHUEe MPUHUMAET UHOU
noaxo/. Ucnosib3yst KOHTEHT-aHaIu3 NPe3UJeHTCKUX peyell U BUJle0aHa/In3 NIPOTECTOB, OHO OLlEeHUBAaEeT
peaki1Io rocy/ilapcTBa. Pe3ysibTaThl IOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO HEME/IJIEHHAs peaKIys rocyAapCcTBa Ha IPOTECThI
XapaKTepu3oBajiacb MPAaBOBbIMH OTPAaHHMYEHUSIMH U TOJaBJeHHEM. B m0JrocpoyHON mepcrneKkTUBe
rocy/lapCTBO CTPEMHUJIOCH Y/IOBJETBOPHUTL COIMO3KOHOMUYECKHE TPEOOBAHUS NMPOTECTYIOIIUX Yepes
JIAJIOT U MONBITKH YYECTh UX UHTEPECHL.

HccnenoBaHue AEMOHCTPUPYET CJIOKHOE U Pa3BUBAIOIIEECs B3aUMOJIEMCTBUE MEXAY FOCylapCTBOM
U TpaXJaHCKUM o06ilecTBoM B KasaxcrtaHe. Peakius rocysapcTBa Ha MpOTECThbl coyeTajsa Kak
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NPUMUPUTEJIbHbIE, TAK U PENpPecCHBHbIE MepPhl, B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT KOHKPETHBIX 06CTOSATENBLCTB U
ypoBHS perceived yrpo3bl. ITOT ABOWHOM MOAXO/ MO3BOJIUJ FOCYIAPCTBY COXPAHUTDH KOHTPOJIb HAJ,
cuTyalnuel, oOJJHOBPEMEHHO JEMOHCTPUPYsS TOTOBHOCTb K JMAJIOTy U IeperoBopaM II0 BONpOcCaM
06111eCTBEHHbBIX TPO6JIEM.

KiroueBble C/I0Ba: coCTs3aTe/IbHAsA MOJUTHKA, FPAXK/IAaHCKOe 06IIECTBO, MACcC- Me/iia, MOJUTHYECKas
KYJIbTYpa, 0611eCTBEHHOE JI0BEPHE, TOJIUTHYeCKas IMHAMHUKA, BU/I€0aHAJIN3, KOHTEHT-aHaJIn3.
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