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 INDICATORS OF THE PROCESS OF RELIGIOLIZATION 

Varieties of diverse factors and conditions have determined a complex process of religiousization. Its 
features in Kazakhstan are synchronized with the societal shifts of modernity. The substantive basis of the 
process is religiosity as an integral state of mental culture, which has various projections and determina-
tions for individuals, social groups and society as a whole. The essence and dynamics of religiosity, its 
scale, vectors, and influences are presented as a process of religiousization and are the subject of research. 
Religiolization is not always an obvious phenomenon, and it requires the actualization of interdisciplinary 
capabilities (methodologies, methods, and practices) in specific socio-cultural country contexts. In order 
to identify the factors and indicators of religiousization, the manifestation of specificity, the detection of 
trends, and the analysis of trends, a factual basis of specific social dimensions is needed. These include 
monitoring the religious situation, the study of religious identification, assessment of the perception of 
the institution of religion, its role and functions, and analysis of the influence of significant political ac-
tors on the religious process. The analysis of social dimensions, theoretical reconstruction, and concep-
tualization by means of modern socio-humanitarian studies contribute to the institutionalization of the 
sociology of religion. The practical orientation is related to the understanding of the modern religious 
process as significant for the formation of the Kazakh mentality in the conditions of the postsecularity. 
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Діндарлану үдерісінің индикаторлары

Діндарлану күрделі процесін әр түрлі факторлар мен жағдайлар анықтайды. Оның 
Қазақстандағы ерекшеліктері қазіргі заманның әлеуметтік өзгерістермен үндестірілген. Бұл 
процестің субстантивті негізі менталды мәдениеттің интегралды күйі ретіндегі дәндарлық 
болып табылады, ол индивидтер, әлеуметтік топтар, жалпы қоғам үшін әртүрлі проекция-
лар мен детерминацияларға ие. Діндарлықтың мәні, динамикасы, оның ауқымы, векторлығы, 
әсері діндарландыру процесі ретінде көрінеді және зерттеу нысаны ретінде әрекет етеді. 
Діндарландыру – әрдайым айқын құбылыс емес, ол нақты әлеуметтік-мәдени елдік жағдайларда 
пәнаралық мүмкіндіктерді (әдіснамалар, әдістер, практикалар) өзектендіруді талап етеді. 
Діндарлану факторларын анықтау және индикаторларын, ерекшеліктерін көрсету,  тенденция-
ларды анықтау, трендтерді талдау үшін нақты әлеуметтік өлшемдердің фактологиялық базасы 
қажет. Олардың ішінде: діни жағдайға мониторинг жүргізу, діни сәйкестендіруді зерттеу, дін 
институтының қабылдауды бағалау, оның рөлі мен функцияларын көрсету, саясаттың маңызды 
субъектілерінің діни процестерге әсерін талдау. Әлеуметтік өлшемдерді талдау, теориялық 
тұрғыдан қайта құру, тұжырымдамалау қазіргі социогуманитаристиканың көмегімен дін 
әлеуметтануының институционализациясына ықпал етеді. Зерттеудің практикалық маңыздылығы 
заманауи діни процесті постсекулярлық жағдайда қазақстандық менталитетті қалыптастыру 
үшін маңызды құрал ретінде түсінумен байланысты.
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Индикаторы процесса религиолизации

Многообразие разнопорядковых факторов и условий определили сложный процесс рели-
гиолизации. Его особенности в Казахстане синхронизированы с социетальными сдвигами со-
временности. Субстантивным основанием процесса выступает религиозность как интегральное 
состояние ментальной культуры, имеющее различные проекции и детерминации для индивидов, 
социальных групп и для общества в целом. Сущность, динамика религиозности, ее масштаб-
ность, векторность, влияния предстают как процесс религиолизации и выступают предметом 
исследования. Религиолизация – не всегда очевидный феномен, он требует актуализации меж-
дисциплинарных возможностей (методологий, методов, практик) в конкретных социокультурных 
страновых условиях. Для опредмечивания факторов и выделения индикаторов религиолизации, 
проявления специфики, обнаружения тенденций, анализа трендов необходима фактологиче-
ская база конкретных социальных измерений. В их числе: мониторинг религиозной ситуации, 
исследования религиозной идентификации, оценка восприятия института религии, ее роли и 
функций, анализ влияний на религиозный процесс значимых субъектов политики. Анализ со-
циальных измерений, теоретическая реконструкция, концептуализация средствами современной 
социогуманитаристики способствуют институционализации социологии религии. Практическая 
направленность связана с пониманием современного религиозного процесса как значимого для 
формирования казахстанской ментальности в условиях постсекулярности. 

Ключевые слова: индикаторы религиолизации, постсекулярность, религия, религиозность, 
функции религии.

Introduction

7he proFesses oI religiousization oI .azakh-
stani soFiet\ haYe been intensiYel\ GeYeloping sinFe 
the 1��0s unGer the inÀuenFe oI PultiGireFtional 
global trenGs� on the one hanG� anG are aFTuiring a 
speFial speFi¿Fit\� on the other. 'eiGeologization 
anG GeiGeologization haYe initiateG a reGe¿nition 
oI the status� role anG possibilities oI the institu-
tion oI religion in the liIe oI .azakhstani soFiet\. 
5eligion anG religiosit\ haYe beFoPe the Ge¿ning 
FoorGinates oI the ZorlGYieZ anG Za\ oI liIe Ior a 
signi¿Fant nuPber oI Fitizens. 5eligious selI-iGenti-
¿Fation turneG out to be signi¿Fant in the struFture 
oI iGentit\. 7he transIorPation oI the ZorlGYieZ 
Pentalit\ oI .azakhstanis aFts as a Patri[ Ior the 
reFonstruFtion oI the proFess oI religiousization oI 
soFiet\. In publiF anG politiFal GisFourse� the issue 
oI religion is Fonstantl\ present� anG the inÀuenFe 
oI religion is sFaleG up in eYer\Ga\ praFtiFes. 7his is 
the speFi¿Fit\ oI the post seFular perioG oI religion 
in PoGern FonGitions. &onte[tuall\ releYant Ior sFi-
enti¿F reÀeFtion Zere the areas oI religious stuGies 
relateG to the anal\sis oI .azakhstan
s perFeption oI 
the institution oI religion� religious selI-iGenti¿Fa-
tion� religious FhoiFe� anG inYolYePent in the PoG-
ern religious proFess. 

'uring the perioG oI soYereignt\� there Zas a 
IunGaPental Fhange in the PethoGologiFal anG a[i-
ologiFal paraGigPs in Gi൵erent spheres oI inÀuenFe 

on the ZorlGYieZ Pentalit\� inFluGing in soFio-
huPanitarian sFienFe anG in eGuFation� in iGeolog\. 
7he role anG inÀuenFe oI institutions anG aFtors in-
ÀuenFing the IorPation oI ZorlGYieZs has FhangeG 
(the IaPil\� the s\steP oI upbringing� eGuFation� 
eGuFation� the PeGia� the Internet� etF.). 7he G\naP-
iFs oI attituGinal selI-iGenti¿Fation (inFluGing reli-
gious iGentit\) at the leYel oI soFiet\� groups� anG 
inGiYiGuals is releYant beFause oI the high Gegree 
oI inForporation oI religious Fonte[ts into eYer\Ga\ 
praFtiFes ± on the one hanG� anG the unFertaint\ oI 
the role anG signi¿FanFe oI institutional IaFtors anG 
their iPpaFt on the GeYelopPent oI soFiet\ anG hu-
Pan Fapital ± on the other. 7he sFienti¿F anG praFti-
Fal neFessit\ oI stuG\ing the proFess oI religiousiza-
tion lies in the IaFt that in reFent \ears the state has 
abGiFateG its regulator\ role in inÀuenFing the reli-
gious proFess� anG this approaFh Fontributes to the 
inFreasing inÀuenFe oI religious anG Tuasi-religious 
institutions as PoGels oI soFialization� the sFaling oI 
religious liIest\le anG FonIrontation Zith the Yalue 
regulators. 

Justification of the choice of articles and goals 
and objectives

2ne Fan reFreate a piFture oI religiosit\ in seF-
ularl\ orienteG .azakhstan b\ appl\ing soFiologi-
Fal PeasurePents. 2I great iPportanFe are their 
tePporal GiPension� the unit\ oI PethoGologiFal 
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prinFiples� reliabilit\ oI PethoGolog\� anG FoP-
prehensiYe Yeri¿Fation. SinFe the religious situa-
tion is uniTue in speFi¿F soFio-Fultural realities� its 
FonGition anG trenGs Fannot be FoPPensurate Zith 
other Fountr\-speFi¿F analogues. $ theoretiFal re-
FonstruFtion oI the proFess� baseG on an inFonsis-
tent IaFtual basis� is reTuireG. 7hus� the stuG\ oI 
the proFess oI religiousization has Fertain PethoG-
ologiFal FonGitions. 7he\ are GeterPineG not onl\ 
b\ the FhoiFe oI a neZ obMeFt oI researFh� but also 
b\ the substantiation oI its subMeFt speFi¿Fit\� in-
FluGing the GeterPination oI the t\pe oI researFh� 
the FhoiFe oI PethoGs� the relationship oI noYelt\ 
anG praFtiFal releYanFe. 

7his stage oI the stuG\ oI the proFess oI religiou-
sization is assoFiateG Zith the FonFeptualization oI 
soFiologiFal PeasurePents oI 2021 on a representa-
tiYe saPple in all regions oI .azakhstan. 7he stuG\ 
Zas FonGuFteG in the FonGitions oI panGePiF assoFi-
ateG Zith the spreaG oI ForonaYirus inIeFtion in the 
territor\ oI .azakhstan� but against the baFkgrounG 
oI signi¿Fantl\ rela[eG Tuarantine restriFtions. 7he 
aGult population oI .azakhstan� ageG 18-65 \ears� 
Pen anG ZoPen� liYing in urban anG rural areas oI 
.azakhstan in 14 regions anG 3 Fities oI national iP-
portanFe Zere the subMeFt oI the stuG\.

Scientific research methodology

7he researFh PethoGolog\� researFh prograP 
Zere GeYelopeG b\ the authors oI the proMeFt anG the 
¿elG stage (IroP $ugust 12 to SeptePber �� 2021) 
anG statistiFal proFessing oI results Zas FonGuFteG 
b\ the &enter Ior %usiness InIorPation� SoFiologi-
Fal anG 0arketing 5esearFh �%IS$0 &entral $sia� 
(unGer the sFienti¿F superYision oI the %IS$0 
3resiGent� 'r. SoFiolog\ 3roIessor /. *ureYiFh)� on 
reTuest oI the Institute oI 3hilosoph\� 3olitiFal SFi-
enFe anG 5eligious StuGies oI the 0inistr\ oI (Gu-
Fation anG SFienFe oI .azakhstan. 'ireFt Panage-
Pent oI the ¿elG soFiologiFal researFh Zas FarrieG 
out b\ $. SkuratoY� heaG oI %IS$0
s IntegrateG 
5esearFh 'epartPent. 

The main part

3opulation surYe\ Zas FonGuFteG in the teFh-
niTue oI personal IorPalizeG interYieZ� b\ )aFe-
to-)aFe PethoG (in .azakh or 5ussian� GepenGing 
on the responGent
s preIerenFes) Zith obserYanFe 
oI all sanitar\-epiGePiologiFal Peasures. 7he Tues-
tionnaire Zas prograPPeG on speFializeG platIorP 
SurYe\ StuGio� GesigneG Ior publiF opinion polling 

on tablet FoPputers (&$3I PethoG ± &oPputer $s-
sisteG 3ersonal InterYieZing). 7he usage oI &$3I 
PethoG e[FluGes the Gata input stage� ZhiFh is pe-
Fuliar to the FlassiFal paper surYe\. SurYe\ StuGio 
soItZare alloZeG to Fontrol the Fourse oI ¿elGZork 
in the operational PoGe: to obserYe the real-tiPe 
iPplePentation oI saPpling b\ regions� to FoorGi-
nate the Zork oI regional teaPs� to Farr\ out auGio 
Fontrol oI the Gata. 7he stuG\ useG a ranGoP Pulti-
stage Fluster saPple� representing regional (oblast)� 
settlePent� genGer anG age� anG national FharaFter-
istiFs oI the general population. 7he saPple size Zas 
1�500 people. SaPpling error at the �5� Fon¿GenFe 
interYal GiG not e[FeeG �2.5�. 5epresentation oI 
the struFture oI the general population in the saPple 
Zas ensureG b\ Tuoting b\ se[ anG age anG national 
FharaFteristiFs� b\ region (oblast) oI resiGenFe. 7he 
Gatabase Zas proFesseG using speFializeG soItZare 
I%0 S3SS (Yersion 2�). 7he proFessing stage oI 
the Gatabase inFluGeG proFeGures Ior FoGing open-
enGeG responses. %aseG on the h\potheses proposeG 
b\ the e[eFutors oI the proMeFt� the signi¿FanFe oI 
the GepenGenFies Zas testeG in the proFess oI Gata 
anal\sis. 7he linear anG PultiIaFtorial GepenGenFies 
IounG to be signi¿Fant Zere Gispla\eG anG inter-
preteG in aGGitional Paterial in the IorP oI linear 
Gistributions anG Fross tabulations.

$ Pass surYe\ oI the population solYeG the prob-
leP oI stuG\ing inGiFators oI the religiousization 
proFess: the perFeption oI the role anG signi¿FanFe 
oI the institution oI religion in the liIe oI inGiYiGuals� 
groups� anG soFiet\ in terPs oI its IunFtional sig-
ni¿FanFe� the G\naPiFs anG state oI religious selI-
iGenti¿Fation� the inÀuenFe oI religious Iaith/belieI 
in a religious organization on the realization oI FiYil 
rights anG obligations� etF.

In orGer to assess the proFesses oI religiousiza-
tion in .azakhstan� to iGentiI\ the speFi¿Fs anG Ge-
terPine the iPpaFt on the GeYelopPent oI .azakh-
stani soFiet\ anG huPan Fapital� a IorPalizeG surYe\ 
oI three e[pert Fohorts Zas FonGuFteG. 7he IolloZ-
ing tasks Zere aGGresseG: a) to FlariI\ the role anG 
IunFtions oI religion in relation to the trenGs oI its 
inYolYePent in the politiFal Fonte[t� b) to highlight 
the Post signi¿Fant FonGitions anG IaFtors that haYe 
GeterPineG the religious situation in .azakhstan in 
the 1��0s anG at present� F) to GePonstrate the posi-
tiYe anG negatiYe FonseTuenFes oI religiousization 
proFesses in .azakhstan Guring the \ears oI inGe-
penGenFe� etF. 

7he sePi-IorPalizeG interYieZ PethoG Zas 
useG� ZhiFh Zas baseG on ¿lling out a Tuestion-
naire using SurYe\ StuGio soItZare. 7hirt\ e[perts 
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ageG 26 anG oYer IroP $lPat\� Nur-Sultan� Sh\P-
kent� anG 14 oblast Fapitals (tentatiYe Gistribution) 
Zere interYieZeG in .azakh or 5ussian. &atego-
ries oI e[perts: 1) 10 FiYil serYants� FonFerneG Zith 
anal\sis oI the religious situation (2-3 represen-
tatiYes oI the &oPPittee on 5eligious $൵airs oI 
the 0inistr\ oI InIorPation anG SoFial 'eYelop-
Pent� heaGs oI GepartPents/GepartPents or leaGing 
speFialists)� �-8 representatiYes oI GepartPents/
GepartPents oI regional akiPats or akiPats oI Fit-
ies oI national status ($lPat\� Nur-Sultan� Sh\P-
kent)� inYolYeG in the interaFtion betZeen the state 
anG religious assoFiations� 2) 10 representatiYes oI 
seFular orienteG intelligentsia (�-8 teaFhers oI reli-
gious stuGies). 

7hus� the GeterPination oI the obMeFt� subMeFt� 
goals� obMeFtiYes� PethoGs� anG researFh approaFhes 
Zas GiFtateG b\ the praFtiFal neeG to organize the 
eYiGenFe base oI soFial PeasurePent in orGer to 
proYiGe FoPprehensiYe Yeri¿Fation Ior subseTuent 
theoretiFal reFonstruFtion anG trenG reFonstruFtions 
oI the proFess unGer stuG\. 

7he ePpiriFal stage is FonneFteG Zith the ¿elG 
researFh� proFessing oI the results oI Pass surYe\ 
in the prograP S3SS� presentation oI TuantitatiYe 
PeasurePents in the IorPat oI tables. 7he PethoG 
oI Yisualization is assoFiateG Zith the interpreta-
tion oI TuantitatiYe Gata in Fharts� FoPparatiYe 
tables� GiagraPs. 7he PethoGs oI eYent anal\sis� 
Fontent anal\sis� GisFourse anal\sis are applieG in 
FonneFtion Zith the interpretation oI the IaFtual 
basis oI the researFh on the basis oI TualitatiYe 
PeasurePents. 7heoretiFal stage is FonneFteG Zith 
appliFation oI PethoGs oI theoretiFal GesFription� 
interpretation� FoPparison� generalization� Fon-
Feptualization� reFonstruFtion in the PoGel. $ll 
PethoGs aFt Putuall\ FoPplePentar\� their use 
proYiGes subMeFtiYit\ anG FonFreteness oI sFienti¿F 
anG praFtiFal results.

7he FhoiFe oI the researFh topiF Zas GiFtateG b\ 
its une[ploreG in .azakhstan
s sFienti¿F GisFourse� 
anG the praFtiFal releYanFe Ior the GeYelopPent oI 
approaFhes in the iPplePentation oI publiF poliF\ 
Zith regarG to the religious proFess anG its iPpaFt on 
the iGenti¿Fation taFtiFs anG GeYelopPent strategies 
oI both soFiet\ anG the inGiYiGual.

Stages oI the researFh inFluGeG: organizational 
(GeYelopPent oI researFh PethoGolog\� soFiologi-
Fal researFh prograP� thePatiF rubriF oI the prob-
leP)� ¿elG stage oI soFial PeasurePents� stage oI 
ePpiriFal interpretation oI soFiologiFal researFh 

Gata� theoretiFal stage in the IorPat oI Gesk researFh 
(theoretiFal reFonstruFtion).

Hypotheses of the study: 
- 7he religious proFess in PoGern .azakhstan is 

s\nFhronizeG Zith global anG regional trenGs in the 
IunFtioning oI religiosit\� but� at the saPe tiPe� has 
its oZn speFi¿Fs.

- 7he Pass anG speFializeG (e[pert) perFeption 
oI the religious proFess haYe GisFrepanFies in Geter-
Pining the role� Peaning� anG IunFtions oI religion 
in the liYes oI .azakhstan
s Fitizens.

- 7he e[pert FoPPunit\ laFks a PethoGologi-
Fal anG a[iologiFal Fonsensus on the IunFtioning oI 
religiosit\� ZhiFh is GeterPineG b\ the inYolYePent 
oI religion as a Za\ oI liIe.

- 7he proFess oI religiousization oI .azakh so-
Fiet\ is FharaFterizeG b\ G\naPiF Fhangeabilit\� 
ZhiFh Fon¿rPs its FontraGiFtor\ iPpaFt on the Ge-
YelopPent oI soFiet\ anG huPan Fapital.

Results and discussion 

1. 7he stuG\ Faptures the speFi¿F phenoP-
enon oI religious selI-iGenti¿Fation� ZhiFh points 
to the iPpressiYe sFale oI nonFonIessional belieY-
ers� the hiGGen atheist FoPPitPent. :hen Geter-
Pining their Furrent ZorlG-YieZ status� 12.5� sa\ 
the\ are belieYers� partiFipate in the liIe oI the re-
ligious FoPPunit\� Fonsistentl\ IolloZ religious 
norPs� anG leaG a religious liIe� 36.1� also Ge-
sFribe thePselYes as religious� tr\ to obserYe reli-
gious norPs� Yisit PosTues� FhurFhes� anG houses 
oI Zorship rarel\� onl\ on holiGa\s� etF. 34.�� 
oI responGents iGentiI\ thePselYes as belieYers� 
but Go not partiFipate in the religious liIe oI the 
FoPPunit\� obserYing Fertain religious norPs 
anG haYing their oZn iGeas about religion anG 
Iaith. 7he Fohort oI non-belieYers is representeG 
b\ 8.1� oI non-belieYers Zho respeFt belieYers� 
4.1� oI those Zho are inGi൵erent to religion� 
2.3� oI those Zho are opposeG to religion (athe-
ists)� anG 2.2� oI responGents Zho soPetiPes 
Yisit pra\er houses anG plaFes oI Zorship. $na-
l\zing Fhanges in their religiosit\� 6�.3� oI the 
responGents inGiFateG that the\ haG not FhangeG 
their attituGe to Iaith anG FonsiGer thePselYes be-
lieYers� 16.�� ± haYe not FhangeG their belieIs� 
Zere anG are atheists� �� ± haYe FhangeG their 
ZorlG YieZ to religious YieZs anG beFaPe belieY-
ers� 1.�� ± haYe FhangeG their religious belieIs to 
atheistiF YieZs� 4� IounG it Gi൶Fult to ansZer.
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In the Fountr\ rating oI religiosit\ (the inter-
Yal rankings Zere FonGuFteG in 2008� 200�� anG 
2015) .azakhstan rankeG 43rG out oI 152 Fountries 
surYe\eG (8zbekistan rankeG 36th� 5ussia 50th� 
.\rg\zstan 56th� 7urke\ �0th� anG 7urkPenistan 
�1st) (https://noneZs.Fo/GireFtor\/lists/Fountries/
relgiousness). 7he inGiFator Zas the nuPber oI 
noPinall\ religious people. )oreign GisFourse on 
religiosit\ YieZs .azakhstan as a PoGeratel\ reli-
gious state. $FForGing to :IN/*allup International 
(201�) surYe\s oI the religious belieIs oI oYer 66�000 
people in 68 Fountries� it Zas IounG that 6 in 10 peo-
ple ZorlGZiGe (62�) FonsiGer thePselYes religious� 
Zhile less than a Tuarter (25�) FonsiGer thePselYes 
non-religious anG �� FonsiGer thePselYes athe-
ists. (https://ZZZ.gallup-international.bg/en/3600�/
religion-preYails-in-the-ZorlG/). InterYal surYe\s 
FonGuFteG b\ the I)35I oI the 5. 0inistr\ oI (Gu-
Fation anG SFienFe (200�-2021) note that 52� to 
83� oI responGents iGentiI\ thePselYes as belieYers 
(in Yarious Fonnotations). InFluGing 13�-1�� Fall 
thePselYes praFtiFing belieYers� leaGing religious 
Za\ oI liIe.

2. 7he role oI religion in .azakhstani soFiet\ 
Zas assesseG b\ both the population anG e[perts. 
$ GeterPinistiF anal\sis oI the FonGitions anG IaF-
tors Ior the unIolGing oI religiousization IroP the 
perspeFtiYe oI e[perts reYealeG that the state anG 
G\naPiFs oI the religious proFess in .azakhstan 
are eYiGent anG are FaptureG not onl\ b\ statistiFal 
reporting regarGing the nuPber oI plaFes oI Zor-
ship� the inFrease in religious sites� the e[pansion 
oI opportunities Ior Fitizens to reFeiYe religious 
eGuFation anG enlightenPent� but also b\ the aP-
biYalent attituGe oI Gi൵erent Fohorts oI people to 
these phenoPena Gue to the aPbiYalent inÀuenFe 
oI religion. 

7he assessPent oI the Fhanging role oI religion 
b\ the population reYealeG that Ior the Zhole Pas-
siI oI .azakhstan responGents� alPost eYer\ seF-
onG (46.6�) responGent positiYel\ anG eYer\ seY-
enth (14.1�) responGent negatiYel\ assesseG the 
groZing inÀuenFe oI religion. 7he stagnation oI 
the role oI religion is perFeiYeG positiYel\ alPost 
ten tiPes Pore oIten (21.5� ± �the role oI religion 
is not Fhanging anG that is gooG�) than negatiYel\ 
(2.5� ± �the role oI religion is not Fhanging anG 
that is baG�). (Yer\ si[th responGent (15.3�) ¿nGs 
it Gi൶Fult to assess the Fhanging role oI religion in 
soFiet\.

In the Fonte[t oI selI-iGenti¿Fation b\ ZorlG-
YieZ the Post proPinent position is that oI true 
belieYers� or belieYers Zith a religious Za\ oI liIe 
(hereaIter reIerreG to as 5o/): 6�� oI this Fohort� 
as Zell as 58.8� oI noPinal belieYers anG 3�.4� 
oI non-belieYers haYe a positiYe assessPent oI the 
groZing inÀuenFe oI religion. 7he positions oI non-
belieYers are as IolloZs: alPost one in three (30.3�) 
are non-belieYers Zho partiFipate in ritualisP� one 
in Iour (25.6�) are non-belieYers Zho respeFt be-
lieYers� one in si[ (16.4�) are inGi൵erent to religion� 
anG 14.�� oI atheists are positiYe about the groZing 
inÀuenFe oI religion. 35.3� oI atheists� 32.8� oI in-
Gi൵erent to religion� 24.3� oI non-belieYers partiFi-
pating in ritualisP� 20.5� oI non-belieYers respeFt-
ing belieYers� 14.4� oI non-FonIessional belieYers� 
10.�� oI noPinal belieYers� 5.4� oI true belieYers 
assess the groZth oI inÀuenFe oI religion in soFiet\ 
negatiYel\. 

$ssessPent oI the role oI religion in .azakh 
soFiet\ is aPbiYalent� inGiFating its aPbiYalent iP-
paFt IroP the perspeFtiYe oI GeYelopPent goals� anG 
reTuires an obMeFtiYe� FoPprehensiYe anG unbiaseG 
anal\sis.

3. 7he positions oI e[perts belonging to GiI-
Ierent soFio-proIessional groups: 1) goYernPent 
o൶Fials responsible Ior iPplePenting poliFies in 
the sphere oI interaFtion Zith religions)� 2) seFu-
larl\ orienteG intelleFtuals (Mournalists� teaFhers oI 
religious stuGies� religious sFholars� N*2 repre-
sentatiYes� etF.)� anG 3) representatiYes oI religious 
assoFiations anG theologians haYe GePonstrateG 
a Yariet\ oI positions� baseG on their ZorlG-YieZ 
preIerenFes. 

7he e[perts ± representatiYes oI traGitional anG 
neZ religious assoFiations (hereaIter 52s) ± up to 
�0� Fertainl\ support the inFreasing role oI reli-
gion in soFiet\. (Yer\ seFonG seFularl\ orienteG 
e[pert (50�) anG eYer\ ¿Ith state ePplo\ee (20�) 
agree Zith theP. (Yer\ ¿Ith e[pert ± both state oI-
¿Fials anG seFularl\ orienteG intelleFtuals ± sees the 
inFreasing role oI religion in soFiet\ as a negatiYe 
trenG. &iYil serYants are the Post aPbiYalent: the\ 
eTuall\ regarG the stable role oI religion in soFiet\ 
as a positiYe (20�) anG negatiYe (20�) trenG. It is 
noteZorth\ that in all three e[pert Fohorts 10�-20� 
¿nG it Gi൶Fult to ansZer the Tuestion� inGiFating a 
situation oI unFertaint\ in assessing the role oI re-
ligion in the GeYelopPent oI .azakhstani soFiet\.  
()igure 1).
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Figure 1 ± ([perts
 eYaluation oI the iPpaFt oI religion on the liIe oI .azakhstani soFiet\ (b\ Fohort� �)

4. $ FoPparatiYe anal\sis oI the state anG G\-
naPiFs oI the religious situation� taking into aFFount 
Fhanges in the role anG plaFe oI religion in the &en-
tral $sian region anG in .azakhstan b\ the e[perts 
shoZeG that their G\naPiFs are not s\nFhronizeG� 
inFluGing:

± the situation is seen as FoPpliFateG b\ the risks 
oI a spontaneous proFess� but at the saPe tiPe it is 
not \et FritiFal� subMeFt to the inÀuenFe oI the YeFtor 
oI stabilit\ anG thereIore reTuiring speFial poliFies� 
saiG 56.�� oI e[perts in relation to &entral $sia anG 
23.3� in relation to .azakhstan�

± the situation is GeYeloping in line Zith obMeF-
tiYe proFesses� Zith IaYorable IoreFasts Ior the pres-
erYation oI stabilit\ Ior &entral $sia 10� oI the e[-
perts anG Ior .azakhstan ± 53.3��

± the situation is GeYeloping spontaneousl\� the 
proFess Fannot be FontrolleG� the result is unpreGiFt-
able anG Fontributes to instabilit\ Ior &entral $sia 
10� oI the e[perts anG Ior .azakhstan ± 3.3��

± the situation has no releYant PeasurePents� 
the proFesses are hiGGen anG their intensit\ stipu-
lates a pessiPistiF GeYelopPent IoreFast� ZhiFh Zill 
leaG to Fhaos Ior &entral $sia� ZhiFh is noteG b\ 
3.3� oI the e[perts anG 6.�� Ior .azakhstan. 

$n anal\sis oI e[pert positions inGiFates the un-
GerestiPation oI the IaFtor oI religiosit\ in .azakh-
stan as an essential Ieature oI the IunFtioning oI not 
onl\ the Fultural but also the soFial� eFonoPiF anG 
politiFal lanGsFape. 7he proFesses oI religiousiza-

tion in .azakhstan are not Flearl\ Yisible� anG their 
PeGiateG e൵eFt Pust be stuGieG s\stePatiFall\.

5. 7he anal\sis oI the FonGitions Ior the Ge-
YelopPent oI the religious situation in .azakhstan 
in the 1��0s anG in the present� baseG on e[pert 
assessPents� has shoZn that religious aspirations 
both preYiousl\ anG noZ are GeterPineG b\ general 
soFio-Fultural anG politiFal IaFtors oI GeYelopPent� 
anG Zere proPpteG b\ the neeG to seek Yalue anG 
PeaningIul pillars oI liIe in the IorPat oI iGeolog\� 
Poralit\� ps\Fholog\ oI behaYior� anG ethniF selI-
iGenti¿Fation. 

II in the 1��0s the aFFentuateG preFonGitions Ior 
turning to religiosit\ Zere the absenFe oI iGeolog\ as 
a signi¿Fant FonsoliGating basis oI soFiet\ (43.3�) 
anG the Gesire to preserYe the traGitional IaPil\ 
struFture (43.3�)� noZaGa\s the IaFtor oI Paintain-
ing the traGitional IaPil\ struFture Zith an appeal to 
religion is signi¿Fantl\ inFreasing (56.��). 7here is 
a signi¿Fant inFrease:

± the neeG oI IelloZ Fitizens to struFture their 
liYes b\ religious institutions Zith the help oI ap-
propriate norPs� regulations� traGitions� etF. (IroP 
33.3� in the 1��0s to 53.3� Furrentl\)� 

± the Gesire to aFhieYe religious iGentit\ as a sig-
ni¿Fant FoPponent oI ethniF Fulture anG Pentalit\ 
(IroP 23.3� in the 1��0s to 43.3� Furrentl\). 

7hese aFFentuations signal the risks anG pres-
sures on traGitional struFtures anG IorPs oI the IaP-
il\ institution� the laFk oI PeFhanisPs Ior soFializa-
tion� regulation anG norPalization oI eYer\Ga\ liIe 
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b\ seFular institutions� anG the neeG Ior traGitional 
ethno-FonIessional selI-iGenti¿Fation.

6. $n anal\sis oI the PotiYations Ior Fhanging 
the ZorlGYieZ anG FonYerting .azakhstanis to reli-
giosit\ reYealeG their priorit\ in publiF opinion. 5e-
sponGents Zere o൵ereG soFial� e[istential� ps\Fho-
logiFal� gnoseologiFal IaFtors� as Zell as religious 
PotiYations thePselYes. 

7he ¿rst group oI IaFtors Fontributing to turning 
to religion inFluGeG personal PotiYations: FonFern 
Ior the IaPil\ ± 50.2�� personal groZth ± 28.8�� 
Geath oI a loYeG one ± 21.��� realization oI Iree tiPe 
± 1�.3�� laFk oI prospeFts anG Fon¿GenFe in the Iu-
ture ± 15.2�� anG e[perienFing FliniFal Geath ± �.��. 

7he seFonG Post signi¿Fant group inFluGeG re-
ligious anG Tuasi-religious aspirations: gratituGe to 
*oG Ior suFFess ± 32���� striYing to ¿nG spiritual-
it\ ± 26�3�� neeG to think about the Peaning oI liIe 
± 25�5�� inFrease oI neeG to be Floser to *oG Zith 
age ± 1����� Gesire to atone Ior sins ± 1��5�� aFtiYe 
aFtiYities oI religious organizations to attraFt neZ 
PePbers ± 10���.

7he thirG group oI IaFtors inFluGeG soFial Po-
tiYes� GeterPineG b\ the situation oI eFonoPiF� Por-
al GeYelopPent oI soFiet\: soFial inMustiFe ± 25�0�� 
the Geterioration oI the Paterial situation ± 20�5�� 
the GeFline oI publiF Poralit\ ± 1��3�� the groZth 
oI FriPe� Grug aGGiFtion ± 13���. 

7he Iourth group oI IaFtors IorPeG FognitiYe 
intensions: Gesire to unGerstanG une[plainable phe-
noPena ± 12���� inIorPation YaFuuP ± ��1�. 

In the PotiYational struFture oI orientation to re-
ligiosit\ the population GePonstrates the preYalenFe 
oI neeGs relateG to the searFh Ior Porall\ stable bas-
es oI PeaningIulness oI oZn liIe anG its iPPeGiate 
surrounGings in a situation oI transIorPation oI the 
soFial orGer anG Zeakening oI the supporting role 

oI institutions oI soFialization. 0otiYations to turn 
to religiosit\ Gue to the Geterioration oI the Poral 
liIe oI soFiet\ are Tuite signi¿Fant� ZhiFh IorP the 
Gisposition oI iPPoral non-religious anG Poral reli-
gious Za\ oI liIe.

�. $ FoPparatiYe anal\sis oI the IunFtions oI re-
ligion in the perFeption oI the population (as a Zhole 
Ior the PassiI) anG e[perts (Zithout GiYiGing into 
Fohorts) reYeals peFuliarities:

- e[perts plaFe greater ePphasis on e[istential-
ps\FhologiFal (in the Fonnotation �Fontributes to the 
relieI oI Pental e[perienFe anG pain�)� religious anG 
ZorlGYieZ IunFtions� Zhile the population plaFes 
greater ePphasis on norPatiYe-regulatiYe (in the 
Fonnotation �eGuFates Poralit\� Geters IroP iPPor-
al aFtions�)� Fultural-retranslational� spiritual-Poral� 
e[istential-ps\FhologiFal� anG religious anG ZorlG-
YieZ IunFtions�

- the integratiYe IunFtion (in the Fonnotation 
�Fontributes to the uni¿Fation oI soFiet\�) is eYalu-
ateG siPilarl\ in status (5-6 plaFes in the hierarFh\ 
oI IunFtions)� but higher b\ the e[perts (�0.0�) than 
b\ the population (51.6�)�

- the religious anG ZorlGYieZ IunFtion in Gi൵er-
ent Fonnotations (�proPotes puri¿Fation oI the soul� 
repentanFe�� �Flari¿es the Peaning oI reFonFilia-
tion Zith Geath�� �shoZs the Za\ to saYe the soul to 
eternal liIe�)� anG the e[istential anG ps\FhologiFal 
IunFtion (in the Fonnotation �helps to ¿nG the Pean-
ing oI liIe�) are eYaluateG b\ e[perts higher than 
the population both in status hierarFh\ anG in large-
sFale ePboGiPent�

- the Yalue-PotiYational IunFtion in the Fonnota-
tion �religion� Fontributing to the P\thologizing oI 
liIe� tunes up the positiYe perFeption oI realit\� is 
assesseG siPilarl\ b\ the population (8th plaFe) anG 
e[perts (8th plaFe) (7able 1).

Table 1 ± 3erFeption anG ranking oI the IunFtions oI religion b\ the population anG e[perts (in � oI the nuPber oI responGents)

Functions of religion Population Experts
Status

% place % place
1 2 3 4 5 6

(GuFates Poralit\� Geters IroP iPPoral aFtions 68,1 1 �3�3 4 (GuFational-regulatiYe
&ontributes to the preserYation oI national Fulture 

anG traGitions 66,5 2 53,3 � &ultural anG 5elational

Spirituall\ enriFhes people 66,2 86��

2

Spiritual anG 0oral
%rings peaFe oI PinG anG helps to oYerFoPe Gi൶Ful-

ties 65,4 3 86�� ([istential anG 3s\Fho-
logiFal

&ontributes to puri¿Fation oI the soul anG repentanFe 61,5 4 86�� 5eligious anG 2utlook
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1 2 3 4 5 6
8nites Zith Fo-religionists 5���

5
66�� 6 IntegratiYe

&oPbines spiritual Ieelings anG pain 5��2 �6�� 1 ([istential-3s\FhologiFal
3resFribes rules oI FonGuFt in eYer\Ga\ liIe 5��0 66�� 6 5egulatiYe

)osters soFial Fohesion 51,6
6

�0�0 5 IntegratiYe
+elps ¿nG the Peaning oI liIe 51,3 �6�� 3 ([istential-3s\FhologiFal

&lari¿es the Peaning oI reFonFiliation Zith Geath 4��6
�

�0�0 5
5eligious anG 2utlookShoZs the Za\ to the salYation oI the soul to the 

eternal liIe 46,8 �0�0 5

&ontributing to the P\thologisation oI liIe� tuning in 
a positiYe perFeption oI realit\ 34,8 8 50�0 8 9alue-0otiYational

Illusor\ notions oI liIe� Go not Fontribute to the 
proper soFialization oI the person� preGeterPining 

the GeFline oI huPan potential
31,2

�
16�� 10 :orlGYieZ-presFriptiYe

5eplaFes the IunFtions oI seFular institutions (eGuFa-
tional� eGuFational� Fultural� iGeologiFal� etF.) 2��6 33,3 � &oPpensator\-$FtiYit\

7he anal\sis oI e[pert opinions anG responGents
 
assessPents oI the IunFtions oI religion reFonstruFts 
the IolloZing hierarFh\: 1) religion is preGoPinantl\ 
reFognizeG as a PethoG oI spiritual anG Poral inÀu-
enFe on inGiYiGuals anG soFiet\� 2) IolloZeG b\ the e[-
istential anG ps\FhologiFal IunFtion oI the institution 
oI religion� ZhiFh helps to oYerFoPe the Gi൶Fulties oI 
liIe� 3) in the PiGGle oI the hierarFh\ is the eGuFational 
anG regulator\ IunFtion� assoFiateG Zith the norPing 
oI behaYior b\ religious presFriptions� 4) then the re-
ligious anG iGeologiFal IunFtion� assoFiateG Zith the 
Petaph\siFs oI spiritual anG Poral liIe� is Fhosen. 

8. 7he transIorPation oI .azakh soFiet\ sinFe 
inGepenGenFe appears as a perPanent proFess that 
has FoYereG all spheres oI liIe� inFluGing Poral anG 
spiritual. 7o a greater e[tent� it reÀeFteG the groZth 
oI heterogeneit\ anG beFaPe an inGiFator oI soFietal 
shiIts. In the suFFessiYe stages oI GeiGeologization 

anG re-iGeologization� the IorPer institutions oI in-
ÀuenFe on the ZorlGYieZ Zere GeIorPeG� anG neZ 
teFhnologiFal Fapabilities� interesteG subMeFts anG 
aFtors inÀuenFing the Pentalit\ ePergeG. $FForG-
ing to the population
s assessPent oI the inÀuenFe 
oI Yarious aFtors on Fhanging the role oI religion 
in PoGern .azakh soFiet\� not onl\ the subMeFts 
oI religious aFtiYit\� but also goYernPent agenFies 
($genF\ Ior 5eligious $൵airs) anG politiFal aFtors 
(3resiGent oI the 5.� 3arliaPent oI 5.) Pake PaMor 
e൵orts to inFrease the nuPber oI belieYers (in the 
range oI Yalues IroP 26.�� to 66.��). 7he seFonG 
signi¿Fant position is the aFtiYit\ that Fontributes to 
the groZth oI iPportanFe oI religion in soFiet\� in 
politiFs (in the range oI Yalues IroP 3.3� to 33.3�). 
In the thirG position is the proPotion oI the rights 
oI Fitizens to IreeGoP oI religion (in the range oI 
Yalues IroP 6.�� to 36.��) ()igure 2).

Figure 2 ± 3eople
s assessPent oI the aFtiYities oI Yarious aFtors in relation to the religious proFess (as a Zhole Ior the PassiI� in 
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�)
�. 7he e[perts
 eYaluation oI the positiYe anG 

negatiYe results oI the religious proFess Guring the 
\ears oI inGepenGenFe has reYealeG that the posi-
tions are aPbiYalent in the oYerZhelPing PaMorit\ 
oI the seleFteG Friteria: one anG the saPe Fonse-
TuenFe is eTuall\ assesseG as positiYe anG negatiYe 
Ior .azakhstani soFiet\. 

$ slight aGYantage oI positiYe FonseTuenFes is 
noteG Ior suFh IaFtors as 

- InFrease in the aFtiYit\ oI belieYing .azakhs 
(11.6�)� 

- *roZth oI \oung people
s religiosit\ (11.1�)� 
- IPproYePent oI Poral Zell-being in the pro-

Fess oI IolloZing a religious Za\ oI liIe Ior an in-
Freasing nuPber oI .azakhstanis (11.1�)�

- groZth in the nuPber oI IaPilies� ZhiFh leaG a 
religious Za\ oI liIe (10.6�)�

- the ePergenFe anG GeYelopPent oI inIrastruF-

ture relateG to religiosit\ (halal inGustr\� religious 
tourisP� labor FolleFtiYes organizeG b\ religious aI-
¿liation� etF.) (10.6�)�

- aFhieYePent oI religious GiYersit\ (10.6�).  
7he e[perts FonsiGereG the IaFt that .azakhstan is 

losing its positions as a seFular state anG GriIting toZarG 
the status oI a religious state (�.1� in the negatiYe eYal-
uation� FoPpareG to 3.4� in the positiYe eYaluation) to 
be a signi¿Fant negatiYe IaFtor (FoPpareG to the as-
sessPent oI the saPe inGiFator as positiYe). $Pong the 
PoGeratel\ negatiYe FonseTuenFes� e[perts FonsiGer 
tZo inGiFators: 1) religiosit\ has beFoPe a Parker oI 
eYer\Ga\ Fulture (Flothing� s\Pbols oI religious aI-
¿liation� pra\er praFtiFes� etF.)� anG 2) .azakhstan is 
beFoPing a Pore seFular state. ± �.4�� anG 2) .azakh-
stan is beFoPing part oI the IslaPiF ZorlG ± �.3�. 

10. InGiFators oI the proFess oI the religiousiza-
tion oI .azakhstani soFiet\ reFeiYeG a sFale oI pri-
orities� GepenGing on the e[perts
 selI-iGenti¿Fation 

Zith proIessional aFtiYities (7able 2).
Table 2 ± ([perts
 assessPent oI the signi¿FanFe oI inGiFators oI the proFess oI religiousization oI .azakhstani soFiet\ (b\ e[pert 
Fohorts� plaFe in the hierarFh\)

Estimated indicator of religiousization Civil servants 
Civil servants 

Secularly oriented 
intelligentsia 

Representatives of tradi-
tional and new religious 

communities

%oth traGitional anG non-traGitional religiosit\ are on the rise 1 1 1

5eligious situation is stabilizeG� PaniIesteG obYiousl\� 
preGiFtable

2 1 2

7he intensit\ oI inFrease in the nuPber oI belieYers in traGi-
tional religions is the saPe as in non-traGitional religions 3 1 2

<oung people are Pore oIten FonYerteG to non-traGitional 
religions

2 2 3

7he religious situation rePains G\naPiF� hiGGen anG unpre-
GiFtable 3 2 2

7he peak oI non-traGitional religions
 aFtiYit\ is oYer� anG 
the population preIers the traGitional religious FhoiFe that 

FoinFiGes Zith ethno-Fultural iGentit\ 
3 2 2

3resFribeG ethno-Fultural religiosit\ Feases to be an algo-
rithP Ior religious FhoiFe. (thniF GiYersit\ is representeG in 

all traGitional FonIessions anG in the neZ 5&s. 
3 1 3

$ FonstruFteG religiosit\ (s\nthesis oI IragPents IroP Gi൵er-
ent religions� Fults� anG traGitions) GeYelops G\naPiFall\. 3 3 2

5eligiosit\ (noPinal) has beFoPe an elePent oI eYer\Ga\ 
Fulture oI the Passes anG elite 3 3 3

0issionar\� prosel\tizing Zork is Pore intense in non-traGi-
tional 5&s than in traGitional 5&s - 4 -
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10. 7he assessPent oI the FonIorPit\ oI .a-
zakhstan
s poliF\ in the sphere oI religion Zith to-
Ga\
s neeGs shoZeG that 46.�� oI e[perts belieYe 
it is neFessar\ to Fonstantl\ iPproYe state poliF\ in 
orGer to inÀuenFe religious proFesses anG preYent 
the risks oI instabilit\. 2ne in ¿Ye e[perts (20�) 
belieYe the state shoulG not iPplePent a poliF\ on 
religion. (Yer\ tenth e[pert (10�) notes that state 
poliF\ in the sphere oI religion Peets neeGs beFause 
it Fontributes to the proFess oI IslaPization oI soFi-
et\. (Yer\ tenth e[pert belieYes that the state poliF\ 
Goes not ForresponG to ZorlG e[perienFe beFause it 
Goes not FoinFiGe Zith the prinFiple oI seFularisP. 
6.�� oI e[perts saiG that state poliF\ Goes not Forre-
sponG to neeGs beFause it restrains the GeYelopPent 
oI the religious proFess.

11. $ GisFourse anal\sis oI e[pert opinions on 
the ke\ tasks oI interaFtion betZeen the state anG 
religions in PoGern .azakhstan has reYealeG the 
range oI opinion-reFoPPenGations.

:ith regarG to traGitional religions. In .azakh-
stan� the state Pust perIorP the regulator\ IunFtion 
in relation to the sphere oI religious aFtiYit\. )or 
this purpose it is neFessar\ to Fontrol the aFtiYities 
oI all the 52s� inFluGing the traGitional religions in 
the Fountr\� to responG anG� iI neFessar\� regulate 
the religious proFess. It is neFessar\ to IolloZ the 
prinFiples oI seFularisP anG respeFt the religious 
traGitions oI all peoples. ([perts aGYoFate relations 
baseG on GePoFratiF prinFiples anG huPan rights. $ 
person has the right to Fhoose hoZ to liYe his liIe� 
Zhat to belieYe in� anG the state shoulG proteFt these 
rights.  

7he neeG to GeYelop state poliF\ in the sphere oI 
religion taking into aFFount the real situation (glob-
al� regional� national) Zas noteG. 7o this enG� the 
state Pust Fonstantl\ anal\ze the Furrent religious 
situation anG iGentiI\ trenGs in its GeYelopPent anG 
anal\ze threats anG risks. 

7he state anG religions shoulG not FoPpete� it is 
neFessar\ to interaFt. -oint prograPs Ior the GeYel-
opPent oI Poralit\� eGuFation oI FhilGren anG \outh 
on the basis oI uniYersal huPan Yalues are iPpor-
tant. 

([perts insist on Fontrolling anG Ponitoring the 
GissePination oI inIorPation Zith religious Fontent. 
$long Zith Fontrolling the situation in the GeYelop-
Pent oI \outh PoYePents Zith regarG to the reli-
gious FoPponent� it is neFessar\ to Freate FonGitions 
Ior inIorPational support oI \outh on religious is-
sues. 

([perts belieYe that the state Pust help the peo-
ple in general anG belieYers in partiFular Zith reli-
gious Ge¿nition� to inFrease the nuPber oI belieY-
ers anG to return to traGitional religions. 7he state� 
ensuring Fontrol oYer the aFtiYities oI 52s� supports 
the positiYe soFial iPpaFt oI 52s on soFiet\ anG the 
ÀoFk. 

7he national seFurit\ oI the 5epubliF oI .a-
zakhstan anG the state oI proteFtion oI the national 
interests oI the 5epubliF oI .azakhstan IroP real 
anG potential threats IroP the iPpaFt oI religion on 
the 5epubliF anG the people shoulG be a priorit\. 
0oGernization oI the aFtion plan Ior an operational 
response to potential threats is reTuireG.

2n relations Zith non-traGitional religions� e[-
perts IorPulateG the IolloZing ke\ tasks oI inter-
aFtion Zith the state. 7he state shoulG Fontrol but 
not in an\ Za\ inIringe upon the rights oI non-tra-
Gitional religions. 7hat is Zh\ the state regulates the 
sphere oI religious aFtiYit\ anG assists the popula-
tion oI .azakhstan in IreeGoP oI FhoiFe oI religion 
in aFForGanFe Zith the &onstitution oI the 5epubliF 
oI .azakhstan anG the laZ. 

5estriFtions on aFtiYit\� striFt Fontrol anG reli-
gious anal\sis Pust be baseG on the laZ. It is neFes-
sar\ to aGopt the e[perienFe oI neighboring states 
to Fontrol religious FoPPunities that are non-traGi-
tional Ior the Fulture oI the people oI .azakhstan: to 
Ponitor their aFtiYities� Fontrol the Zork oI Pission-
aries� not to inIringe on the rights oI non-traGitional 
52s. 

It is neFessar\ interaFtion betZeen non-traGi-
tional religions anG the state. In orGer to aGapt non-
traGitional religions to traGitional Yalues� Zork Pust 
be Gone to GeYelop suFh Tualities as religious toler-
anFe. 

7he GeterPining IaFtor in the relationship Zith 
non-traGitional religions shoulG be the �Go no harP� 
prinFiple. It is iPportant Ior the state to support the 
positiYe inÀuenFe oI 52s on soFiet\ as a Zhole anG 
parishioners in partiFular. Non-traGitional religions 
Pust be Iull-ÀeGgeG subMeFts oI the religious proFess 
in .azakhstan.

:ith regarG to Tuasi-religious PoYePents anG 
groups oI a GestruFtiYe nature� e[perts IorPulateG 
a range oI substantiating MuGgPents. 7he state Pust 
Fross the Furrents oI a GestruFtiYe nature� eraGiFat-
ing the sourFes oI inÀuenFe anG Farr\ing out reha-
bilitation anG re-soFialization Zork on a legal basis. 
II belieYers are peaFeIul� anG there is nothing but 
*oG in their religious iGea� then the state shoulG not 
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perseFute belieYers. $ll Furrents oI a GestruFtiYe na-
ture shoulG be unGer the Fontrol oI the state� it is 
iPportant to Farr\ out targeteG Zork on religious 
eGuFation. 

12. 7here is no Fonsensus in the e[pert FoP-
Punit\ regarGing the intensit\ oI the YeFtors oI 
traGitional anG neZ religions
 inÀuenFe on soFi-
et\ (7able 3). 4uantitatiYe anal\sis shoZs that 
the positiYe assessPents oI the inÀuenFe oI tra-
Gitional religions are tZo tiPes higher (�3.4�) 
than those oI neZ religions (36.��). In Fontrast� 
assessPents oI the negatiYe iPpaFt oI traGitional 
religions (13.3�) are halI as high as those oI neZ 
religions (26.��). 7he Gata inGiFate an aPbigu-
ous perFeption oI the role oI religion in the liIe 
oI soFiet\� oI the neeG to iPproYe the interaFtion 
betZeen the state anG religions� anG oI a balanFeG 
anG FonstruFtiYe position regarGing religion as a 
soFial institution.

Table 3 ± ([perts
 eYaluation oI the inÀuenFe oI traGitional anG 
neZ religions on the liIe oI .azakhstani soFiet\ (in total� in �)

Impact Assessment Traditional 
Religions 

New 
Religions

(൵eFt Signi¿Fant positiYe 66�� 16��
InÀuenFe is negligible 

positiYe 6�� 20�0

No e൵eFtiYe iPpaFt 6�� 16��
InÀuenFe is insigni¿Fant anG 

rather negatiYe 3,3 6��

Signi¿Fant negatiYe iPpaFt 10�0 20�0

7he e[perts
 FoPparatiYe eYaluation oI the Pan-
iIestation oI personal Tualities GepenGing on the re-
ligious/non-religious iGenti¿Fation oI .azakhstan
s 
Fitizens reYealeG that 

- 5eligiousl\-inYolYeG Fitizens haYe less soFial 
anG FiYiF initiatiYe than Fare anG responsibilit\ Ior 
the IaPil\ PiFroFosP�

- Non-religiousl\ orienteG inGiYiGuals haYe 
loZer inGiFators oI responsibilit\ Ior the iPPeGi-
ate enYironPent (Fare Ior the \ounger generation� 
responsibilit\ Ior the IaPil\)�

- Insu൶Fientl\ high inGiFators oI inYolYePent in 
labor relations� in unGerstanGing the goals oI soFiet\ 
GeYelopPent Zere noteG both Ior religiousl\ Poti-
YateG anG religiousl\ inGi൵erent inGiYiGuals�

- the reGuFeG position oI aFtiYe Fitizenship anG 
patriotisP oI religiousl\ FoPPitteG .azakhstanis 
reTuire speFial attention. (7able 4).

Table 4 ± 0aniIestation oI personal FharaFteristiFs GepenGing 
on the religious/non-religious iGenti¿Fation oI inGiYiGuals 
(e[perts in general� in �)

Personal characteristics Religious 
affiliation

Non-religious 
Identity

/oYe Ior loYeG ones �6�� 23,3
&are Ior the \ounger anG 

olGer generation �0�0 40�0

5esponsibilit\ Ior ourselYes 53,3 53,3
5esponsibilit\ Ior the IaPil\ 66�� 43,3

&ritiFal thinking 20�0 83,3
7oleranFe Ior Gissent 53,3 56��

InFlusion in labor relations 40�0 56��
InGi൵erenFe anG negatiYisP 
to the obMeFtiYes oI soFial 

GeYelopPent
40�0 53,3

$FtiYe Fitizenship 23,3 �3�3
3atriotisP 23,3 �6��

7hus� the inGiFation oI basiF FiYiF Tualities in 
the proMeFtion on the religious FoPPitPent oI inGi-
YiGuals reYeals the problePs oI iPproYing the Pulti-
leYel soFialization oI inGiYiGuals Ior the purposes oI 
GeYelopPent oI soFiet\ anG aFhieYing the obMeFtiYes 
oI a FoPpetitiYe .azakhstan. 

Overview 
.azakhstan
s stuGies oI religiosit\ are not \et 

GistinguisheG b\ their s\stePatiFit\ anG su൶FienF\� 
ZhiFh is Gue to the stage oI IorPation oI GoPes-
tiF theoretiFal religious stuGies anG the soFiolog\ oI 
religion. 7heoretiFal anG PethoGologiFal anG prob-
lePatiF Fonte[ts oI the substantiation oI our prob-
lePs reYeal that researFh GisFourses are baseG on a 
reaGing oI ZorlG e[perienFe� Zhen religion in post-
PoGernit\ is seen as an essential IaFtor oI soFietalit\ 
(3arsons� 1�66: 5-2�). 

7he preGoPinant a[iologiFal Patri[ in .azakh-
stan has been the perFeption oI religion as a Peans 
oI saFralizing basiF soFial bonGs ('urkheiP� 1�60: 
64�). &oPpliPentarit\ in the attituGe toZarG reli-
gion as a soFial institution is baseG on the paraGigP 
oI its abilit\ to Freate soFial FonstruFtions Zith a 
higher orGer oI �saFreG being� anG Fontribute to the 
stabilization oI soFiet\ (%erger� 1�6�). 

0eanZhile� there is no uni¿eG anG Fonsistent 
unGerstanGing in assessing the plaFe anG role oI re-
ligion in the soFietal struFture oI seFular soFieties. 
SinFe the 1��0s� the soFiolog\ oI religion has been 
e[perienFing a Frisis oI epistePes. It has been reF-
ognizeG that the e[planator\ resourFes oI FlassiFal 
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theories FreateG b\ 2. &oPte� +. SpenFer� anG (. 
'urkheiP Zith respeFt to religion anG its institu-
tional PaniIestations are not su൶Fient to e[plain the 
phenoPenon oI the neZ religiosit\� its G\naPiFs� 
anG its essential FharaFteristiFs (7a\lor� 200�: 8�6). 
7he inFreasing FoPple[it\ oI ZorlG-relationship 
interaFtions anG the reeYaluation oI traGitional anG 
neZ institutions reTuireG the GeYelopPent oI Fon-
Fepts that ZoulG FonsiGer the institution oI religion 
in Fonte[t Zith other IorPs oI soFialit\. 7he e[is-
tenFe oI religion anG its transIorPations in PoGer-
nit\ are interpreteG in the Fonte[t oI seFularization/
GeseFularization anG Founter-seFularization. 

In the theoretiFal reFonstruFtion oI PoGern soFi-
etalit\ 0. (liaGe Ge¿neG the saFreG anG the seFular 
as tZo inGepenGent PoGes oI e[istenFe� as tZo Za\s 
oI being in the ZorlG� tZo situations oI e[istenFe 
aFFepteG b\ Pan in the Fourse oI histor\ ((liaGe� 
1��4: 144). 7heir Foe[istenFe is FonGitioneG b\ a 
FoPple[ proFess oI seFularization� GeseFularization 
anG FounterseFularization. 3. %erger pointeG to the 
seFularization/GeseFularization penGuluP (%erger� 
1�6�: 132� %erger�1���: ��4). Ɋ. Stark linkeG seFu-
larization Zith PoGernization anG FonFluGeG that the 
FontePporar\ religious proFess is FarrieG out unGer 
FonGitions oI pluralization� rationalization� teFhnol-
ogization� inIorPatization� urbanization� ZhiFh are 
the PainstreaP oI postseFular soFiet\ (Stark� https://
inGe[artiFles.FoP/reIerenFe/soFiolog\-oI-religion/
seFularization-r-i-p/). 

+aberPas urges :estern soFiet\ to reFognize the 
aGYent oI the postseFular era� in ZhiFh a neZ t\pe oI 
FoPPuniFation ± �a tZo-Za\ proFess oI learning� ± 
is signi¿Fant� as a result oI ZhiFh seFular soFiet\ is 
enriFheG Zith religious Yalues anG �Fares about the 
FontinueG e[istenFe oI religious FoPPunities in a 
relentlessl\ seFularizing enYironPent� (+aberPas� 
2008). &asanoYa rethinks theoretiFal FonFeptions oI 
seFularization (&asanoYa� 2006: �-22). 

7he transIorPation oI religious traGitions anG 
the PultipliFation oI the �Parket oI religious Pean-
ings� reTuire a reFonsiGeration oI epistePologiFal 
attituGes toZarG the GiYersit\ oI ZorlGYieZs� the 
abilit\ to aFTuire one
s oZn religious iGentities� anG 
toleranFe Ior other belieIs. 7he iPperatiYes oI Iaith 
transPission in aFForGanFe Zith ethno-Fultural tra-
Gition are FruPbling� anG the neeG to interpret the 
neZest religiosit\ is groZing in the Fonte[t oI plu-
ralistiF ZorlGYieZs. 7he soFiolog\ oI seFulariza-
tion anG GeseFularization� anG the phenoPenon oI 
FounterseFularization� are Putuall\ FoPplePentar\ 
anG thereIore reTuire FoPbining the e[planator\ re-

sourFes oI FlassiFal soFiolog\ Zith PoGern FonFepts 
that GesFribe the YeFtor G\naPiFs oI religion anG re-
ligiosit\ (+aberPas� 2011).

7. $saG FonFeptualizes the genealogiFal per-
speFtiYe oI the IorPation oI �religion� anG its PoG-
ern binar\ �other� ± �seFular�� GeYeloping the Fon-
Fept oI religious-seFular binarit\. ($saG� 2003). 

0oniFa :ohlrab-Sahr anG 0arian %urFharGt 
IorPulateG the FonFept oI Pultiple seFularit\� Ge-
¿ning it as IorPs oI Gi൵erenFe betZeen religious 
anG other soFietal (non-religious) spheres Zith their 
institutional inFarnations anG reIerent problePs 
(:ohlrab-Sahr� %urFharGt� 2012: 85�-�0�).

0arkus 're�ler� Ge¿ning religiousization as a 
heuristiF terP� notes that although not all sFholars 
use it� the phenoPenon itselI is a releYant subMeFt 
oI researFh in the aFaGePiF literature. In the Furrent 
Fonte[t� religiousization Fan be Ge¿neG as �the Ges-
ignation oI Fertain spaFes� praFtiFes� narratiYes� anG 
languages as religious� ('re�ler� 201�).

In 5ussian religious stuGies� the stage oI post-
seFularit\ is seen as �a neZ aPbiguit\ FonFerning 
the relation �religious ± seFular� (.\rlezheY� 2011: 
100-101). 3ost-seFularit\ iPplies a Gialogue be-
tZeen the seFular-seFular anG religious FonsFious-
ness in PoGern soFiet\ anG is GesFribeG in terPs 
oI �e[tra-FhurFhliness� PultiFonIessionalisP� pro-
Ianit\� FharisPa� neospiritualisP� neognostiFisP� 
transFenGentalisP� non-institutionalisP� priYaF\� 
s\nFretisP� Ge-FonIessionalisP� pantheisP�� etF. 
(.arpoY� 2012: 136). 

SoFiologists oI religion e[plore the paraGo[es 
oI post-seFular soFiet\ (%eloYa� 2013: 36-40)� 
noting the FontraGiFtor\ FharaFteristiFs oI the reli-
gious anG seFular Ior the neZ� post-seFular stage. 
It is postulateG as an a[ioP that Ze liYe in a post-
seFular soFiet\ anG in a postseFular ZorlG. $nG 
this is the point oI Geparture Ior an\ reÀeFtion on 
seFularisP anG FleriFalisP� on the GisFourses oI 
seFularisP in PoGernit\ (8zlaner� 2013). $ FoP-
paratiYe anal\sis oI seFularisP anG posteFularisP 
in 5ussia anG in the ZorlG (.\rlezheY� 2013). 
5ussian researFhers� in the Fonte[t oI soFiologi-
Fal theor\
s e[planator\ PeFhanisPs� stuG\ the 
religious proFess b\ PatFhing the theoretiFal Fon-
Fepts oI :estern sFienFe Zith their oZn situation. 
0oreoYer� there are no analogous PoGels (Sine-
lina� 200�). 

7hus the FonFept oI seFularization is FonsiGereG 
in international sFienti¿F GisFourse as a basiF para-
GigP Ior inYestigating the speFi¿Fs oI the religiou-
sization oI soFieties.
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Conclusion

7he traMeFtor\ in unGerstanGing the speFi¿Fit\ 
anG iGentiI\ing inGiFators oI the religious proFess is 
reFonstruFteG on the basis oI publiF opinion anG e[-
pert assessPents� anG presents itselI as a soFial reli-
giosit\ GeterPineG b\ the Fonte[t oI liIe. 7he reIrain 
oI the GePanG Ior religiosit\ sinFe the soYereign Ge-
YelopPent is the absenFe oI iGeolog\� the neeG oI 
IelloZ Fitizens in struFturing inGiYiGual anG IaPil\ 
liIe b\ PeaningIul goals� Peanings� anG norPs� anG 
the unÀagging Gesire Ior ethniF anG religious selI-
iGentit\. 

5eligiosit\ in .azakhstan is IorPeG Zith a great-
er Gegree oI unFertaint\ oI the ¿nal result� ZhiFh is 
PaniIesteG in the aPbiYalenFe oI assessPents oI the 
inÀuenFe oI religion b\ both e[perts anG the popula-
tion. 7he Fonstant transIorPation oI the state boG\ 
responsible Ior interaFtion Zith the sphere oI reli-
gion Goes not Fontribute to the FonsistenF\ oI the 
poliF\� thereIore it Goes not IorP its FonsistenF\ anG 
reGuFes the e൵eFtiYeness. In Panagerial aFtiYit\ it 
is iPportant to FoPPensurate the interrelation oI 
strategiF goals anG taFtiFal tasks� to proFeeG IroP 
the unGerstanGing that the proFesses oI IorPation� 
GeYelopPent� anG IunFtioning oI ZorlGYieZ Fulture 
haYe the properties oI Fontinuit\� Guration� eYolu-
tion� anG suFFession. In this proFess� the role oI reli-
gion as a soFial institution Pust be FritiFall\ reFon-
siGereG. InFluGing starting Zith the Ge¿nition oI its 
status in the s\steP oI institutions.

7he neeGs oI the PoGern stage oI GeYelopPent 
oI .azakhstani soFiet\ shoulG be reÀeFteG in a 
PoGernizeG PoGel oI seFularisP� ZhiFh in its turn 
shoulG FoYer the Zhole range oI interests oI the sub-
MeFts oI religious liIe in orGer to ¿nG anG e[press 
their Fonsensus� to Park the Iault lines. 2nl\ unGer 
these prereTuisites Zill it Peet the goals� Yalues� anG 
iGeals oI a seFular state� anG ensure harPonization 
oI the interests oI belieYing anG non-belieYing Fiti-
zens anG the state. 

It is neFessar\ to reYise the basiF iGeologePes 
regarGing the state poliF\ in the sphere oI religion� it 
is neFessar\ to iPproYe state regulation oI the legal 

sphere oI relations Zith religious assoFiations. )or 
the state regulation anG preYention oI risks relateG 
to the IraFture oI Pentalit\� Ior aFhieYing Fonsensus 
anG harPonization oI GiYergent ZorlGYieZ positions 
it is neFessar\ to GeYelop a &onFept oI Spiritual anG 
&ultural SeFurit\ oI soFiet\ Zith the anal\sis oI the 
state� risks� threats anG opportunities� GeYelopPent 
oI Peasures that shoulG be praFtiFall\ iPplePenteG 
anG take into aFFount the interests oI Gi൵erent target 
groups in all regions. 

3rolongeG interGisFiplinar\ researFh Zith 
the Ponitoring oI a Yolatile anG little preGiFt-
able religious situation� Zith the stuG\ oI trenGs 
in religious anG seFular ZorlGYieZs� Zith the 
FoPPensuration oI FonIessional anG nonFonIes-
sional religiosit\� Zith PultiGireFtional trenGs 
anG trenGs in the proFess shoulG beFoPe perPa-
nent. 7he reFonstruFtion oI .azakhstan
s PoGel 
oI religiousization reTuires the Papping oI the re-
ligious palette� ZhiFh is not aFhieYeG b\ Peans oI 
soFial statistiFs or aFFounting� but is reproGuFeG 
in sFienti¿F researFh. InterGisFiplinar\ IunGaPen-
tal anG applieG researFh on religiousization neeGs 
to be strengtheneG. 

7he proFess oI religiousization oI .azakhstani 
soFiet\ is beFoPing a signi¿Fant IaFtor in inÀuenF-
ing soFial institutions� intelleFtualization proFesses 
anG the state oI huPan Fapital in .azakhstani soFi-
et\. 7he Iurther researFh searFh problePatizes the 
realization oI the possibilities anG prospeFts oI a 
seFular state� reGuFes the risks oI unstable balanFe 
betZeen the seFular anG religious Fontent oI soFi-
et\� IorPs a GePanG Ior praFtiFal tools to inÀuenFe 
the ZorlGYieZ Fulture oI .azakhstan
s Fitizens� anG 
Fontributes to iGentiI\ing the tasks oI proper so-
Fialization oI the population� Zith an ePphasis on 
\oung people. 

7he stuG\ Zas FonGuFteG unGer the IunGing oI 
the &oPPittee oI SFienFe oI the 0inistr\ oI (Gu-
Fation anG SFienFe oI the 5epubliF oI .azakhstan 
(grant № $50�25���� �3roFesses oI religiousiza-
tion in .azakhstan: speFi¿Fit\� trenGs� iPpaFts on 
the GeYelopPent oI soFiet\ anG huPan Fapital (in-
terGisFiplinar\ anal\sis)�.
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