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FRONTIER MIGRATION BETWEEN KAZAKHSTAN AND RUSSIA: THE
CASE OF THE WEST KAZAKHSTAN

Abstract

The dissertation is dedicated to research fromigration between Kazakhstan and
Russia. The given issue is a topical and has arortam value for forming of
population policy of border regions and border aodiration of Kazakhstan and
Russia. A conceptual interpretation of the bordebfems is attempted in the given
work. A special chapter is dedicated for a formimgtory and peculiarities of
Kazakhstan-Russian border. A practical part of dissertation is based on social
research materials called “Frontier migration ie thestern region of Kazakhstan-
Russia border”, which was carried out by the authaduly-August, 2009 in West-
Kazakhstan and Orenburg regions with the assistah@n international program
Center “Bolashak” of the Republic of Kazakhstan &idhrles University in Prague.
On the basis of sample survey data the naturegtatiress and motivation of frontier
migration were analyzedethno-demographic situation in the frontier regiovas
considered. The carried out research allowed teealeva number of problems
associated with the frontier migrations in bordegions of Kazakhstan and Russia.

Keywords: Frontier migration, Kazakhstan-Russian border, WHgsizakhstan,
Kazakhstan, Russia.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The collapse of the Soviet Union and the formabbnew states led to dramatic changes in
the geopolitical situation in the vast territorytbé Eurasian continent. The disappearance of
a harsh unified system has resulted in entirely pesblems for the new states — defining of
border regimes and infrastructure development & kbundary areas in accordance with
international principles. The problem of regulatfingntier migrations occupied an important
place. And above all, this problem was raised betwiazakhstan and Russia, because the
Kazakhstan-Russian border is the longest bord#drarformer Soviet space and the second-
longest in the world

In the framework of a unified Soviet state frontieigrations did not cause problems and
were not the subject of special research. The ms#laof the Soviet Union and the
establishment of border barriers made it impossiblemaintain old relationships and
connections. However, migration links between bordeeas of Kazakhstan and Russia
continue in a fairly intense form, but the naturel anethods of movements have changed
significantly.

Early 90's were characterized by large migratiowfl from Kazakhstan to Russia, which
had a massive and irreversible character, whereag cross-border movements are
becoming increasingly important and took the foifnsemasonal and circular migration. Now
we can say that the main migration flows from Kdmdin to Russia have been exhausted,;
the frontier migration came to the foregrouithey had occupied a significant place in the
development of regions before, but now their caaselscharacter has changed considerably.
Now, the scope and conditions for their implemeateare different.

At the present stage, the migration policy has berpart of the Kazakhstan-Russian
bilateral relations. One of the results of theivelepment is to establish more clearly
defined restrictions on border crossings betweessiRuand Kazakhstan. With the advent of
the Kazakhstan-Russian border, a number of meakacebeen introduced, making difficult
communication between the populations of the bor@eritories. The border control
tightened repeatedly when entering and leavingcthantry. This policy has affected the
huge mass of population, as the longest land bardéne post-Soviet space had formed
between Kazakhstan and Russia. The process ofgemant of the boundaries and legal
settlement of border relations is quite natural aedessary, so the flow of cross-border
movements became more controlled. However, somessappeared that are negatively
perceived by most people. This raises several qumsstthe scientific descriptions of which
has a quite practical significance for the develeptrof demographic and migration policy
in both border regions and in the country in gelnera

The necessity and urgency of the study is defined lmodern value of border territory
as well. For Kazakhstan, the role of border regisngarticularly great because Kazakhstan

! Only the border between the U.S. and Canada ggelof8,891 km), but it includes 2,475 km of the &dian
border with Alaska.



borders with five countries of the CIS. For examlely the territory of border regions of
Kazakhstan bordering with Russia occupy 46.7% ldoeatitory of Kazakhstan (Kazakhstan
v 2009 godu. Statisticheskii ezhegodnik Kazakhst2afa0: 9). In the administrative-
territorial terms: 12 out of 14 regions of Kazaldmstand 79 of the 160 administrative
districts are frontier territories. Undoubtedlygetborder regions play a significant role in
forming the demographic potential of Kazakhstan.odtb 73% of the population of
Kazakhstan is concentrated in these border aréaghioh 32% lives in the administrative
districts that are directly adjacent to the bordersluding 12% of the population lives in the
regions bordering with Russia, 8% — with Uzbekis®®¥ — with Kyrgyzstan, 5.5% — with
China, and 0.2% — with Turkmenistan. Specificitypakiness activities of border regions of
Kazakhstan is that in most cases they are far dnwwaythe Kazakhstan market, but closer to
the markets of neighboring countries. At the same tthe Soviet legacy contributes to the
cross-border cooperation between Kazakhstan andCtBecountries in the form of the
structures of economy, the mentality of the popoiatand so forth, but the border regions
can use this positional resource to the full exientase of good neighborly and stable
relations with neighboring countries.

Today, Kazakhstan has accumulated the vast exgeriarthe study of demographic and
migration issues, but demographic and migratiorblgms of border regions still remain
poorly studied. In this connection, a comprehensivalysis of demographic and migration
situation with a view to finding a way for effeatisolutions to optimize the management of
demographic processes in the border regions of Ketan is becoming a particular
relevance. Insufficient attention to the possibéendgraphic impact in border regions and
the lack of a strategy to address demographic agchtion problems can lead to social and
political instability. In this connection, a strgie of demographic and migration
development of border areas becomes especiallyfisagt, which play the role of the
outposts, the required level of international ecoimocooperation in preserving the integrity
and national security.

Relevance of the topic is defined by little knowgedabout the problem. The researchers
studied well enough common causes and nature ahtbetions of the first half of 90-ies.
They examined the extent and direction of migraflows, exit areas and resettlement of
migrants, and developed the methodology of theystiddnigration processes. At the same
time, the study of modern frontier migrations betweKazakhstan and Russia is only
beginning. Therefore, the problem of frontier mtgra is the subject of this dissertation
research. In addition, the study of this issue @gard to regions is necessary for both
understanding this problem in the whole country eladfication its regional dimensions, as
well as the need of complex research of frontiegration in order to develop practical
recommendations.

Thus, the relevance of research topic is due tdatiay’s objective realities, the need to
develop the conceptual foundations of modern mimmapolicy both in the border regions
and in the country as a whole.



Goal and objectives of the research
The purpose of this research is to examine theegegirdevelopment and the impact of
frontier migration on the formation of relationshipetween the neighboring states and the
population of borderlands.
To achieve the goal of study, the following tasleravset:
» Study the specifics of the Kazakhstan-Russia baaddrits western section and give
a comprehensive description of the situation, idiclg resources, communications,
ethnic and demographic and other potentials obtirderlands;
* Explore border formation history and evolution lné tborder policy;
* Analyze the ethno-demographic situation in the bombne;
* Study the situation of the Kazakh community livimgyRussia and the Russians in
Kazakhstan;
* Examine causes, intensity and geographical dinectidrontier migration;
» Determine the reasons for the increase / reduatifnontier migration;
» Study migration potential, migration sentimentsha residents of border regions;
» Study the impact of border control on the livesbofderlands population, on the
intensity of contacts;
» Try to determine intensity of frontier migrationimg Generalized linear models.

Theterritorial scope of theresearch

The territorial scope of the research covers theitdey of West Kazakhstan. West
Kazakhstan, due to its geographical position iddhgest hub of migration processes, and by
the degree of migration activity is one of the iegdplaces in the country. The West
Kazakhstan as none other region of KazakhstanHhesbst extensive and diverse border
with the regions of Russia. 12 subjects of the Rmnsg-ederation and 7 regions of
Kazakhstan are adjoining the border. Three regadrnisazakhstan share a border with five
provinces of Russia in the West Kazakhstan reditve. research on this issue in the region
has actual relevance for both understanding thielgmes of the whole country and clarifying
its regional aspects.

The chronological framework of theresearch

The chronological framework of the research coweteng historical period from 1991 to
2011 - a twenty-year period of disintegration &f thSSR, and the existence of CIS, and the
new stage in the development of migration processgmst-Soviet space associated with
this. This period is characterized by dramatic ¢gfegnin migration of population between
Kazakhstan and Russia: the massive and permanegitagion from Kazakhstan to Russia
typical of the early 90's has slowed down, witmfrer migration are becoming increasingly
important year after year. Therefore, the timingho$ research is determined by changes in
the nature and extent of migration processes aeai itmpact on ethnic and demographic
situation in the border regions of Kazakhstan ands.
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2. DATA AND RESEARCH METHODS

Data sour ces

This research of frontier migration between Kaz#kh@nd Russia is based on a wide range
of sources. They represent both the primary doctsnen record migration, as well as
generic information provided in the form of sammarvey, reference and statistical
publications. Departmental statistics is also ingoar In the study we used data from
various sources, and although the data has signtfionitations in terms of the coverage of
migrants and migration flows, we have attempteensure its compatibility. Because the
chronological framework of the study covers theiqeesince the Soviet collapse and the
formation of new independent states, such factetsnae and place of writing, the nature of
the sources were considered in the analysis aniterials and documents, i.e. the degree of
reliability of data used, their comparability wetetermined.

Resear ch methods

Sample survey specificatiom order to study the problem of frontier migratibetween
Kazakhstan and Russia, we conducted a survey céledntier migration between
Kazakhstan and Russia: the case of the West Kazakhsr July-August, 2009. The
purpose of the survey was to reveal characterjstesises and directions of frontier
migration between Kazakhstan and Russia, to andhgeealegree of development and the
impact of frontier migration on the formation ofagonships between the neighboring states
and the population of adjacent territories.

Sample survey was conducted on both sides of treehousing “vis-a-vis” principle: in
West Kazakhstan (Kazakhstan) and Orenburg regiBassia). The choice of settlements
was determined by the proximity to the border, afl as the location of border and customs
posts near those places.

The research program includes surveys of resideritdlowing settlements:

» Regional centers: Uralsk (Kazakhstan) and OrenfRugsia)

 District centers : Aksai (Kazakhstan) and Sol-KgfRussia)

» Settlements located close to the border: Chingifk@azakhstan) and Linevka (Russia)

The sample size was determined to ensure obtamirgpresentative calculation of key
indicators of frontier migration for the country asvhole and for urban and rural areas. The
1,200 people were interviewed during the surveydooted (including 600 residents of the
border region of Kazakhstan and 600 residents afdsaegion of Russia). Out of these, 300
people (or 50% of respondents) were from the cibédJralsk and Orenburg (region
centers), 200 people (or 33% of respondents) — tradistrict centers Aksai and lletsk and
100 people (17% of respondents) living in the gdéla Chingirlau and Linevka. The survey
was conducted through a questionnaire, and questims were filled out by the
respondents. The questionnaire consisted of twis,peach of which covers important issues
in accordance with the objectives of the study. peeple of frontier regions of Kazakhstan
who had visited Russia and people of frontier regiof Russia who had visited Kazakhstan
were surveyed. Data processing is carried out mguysofessional statistical package SPSS.
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Generalized Linear Model®Regression analysis is the research of ties ragutstween the
phenomena (processes) which depend on many, soesatinknown, factors. The essence of
the regression analysis comes to an establishnientegression equation, i.e. of a type of a
curve between the random varieties (arguments xfamction y), to a valuation of a ties
closeness between them, to an authenticity anduadgqof measurement results. The
regression analysis is one of the methods of facteodeling of population migration. It
obviously allows to check the hypothesis of migmatidependence from factors, its
determinants.

However in social sciences we often deal with catiegl variables not metric ones.
Therefore in such cases we need another statisncalel, such as Generalized linear
models. So we use Generalized linear models imitren work. Generalized linear models
refer to more difficult regression models. They ased in such cases when the diagnostics
have shown a failure of simple regression modelengBlized linear model is a
generalization of linear regression model whichovall us: to include the categorical
predictor variables along with the continuous omeshe given work we pay more attention
to the last case when the model includes the catadgpredictor variables.

The purpose of the chapter is to analyze the inftaeof some independent variables
X2, ..., % (age, sex, education, marital status, householdme¢ nationality, citizenship,
place of permanent residence and country of permtaasidence) on the dependent variable
y (intensity of frontier migration). Analysis oféhproblem is done using Generalized linear
models, implemented with the help of an applicafwogram package SPSS. For analysis
GLM of frontier was used the data of the sampleeyr

3. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Features of Kazakhstan-Russia borders

The Kazakhstan-Russia border is one of the longasters in the world, and separates two
large countries in the post-Soviet region — Russid Kazakhstan. The features of the
Kazakhstan-Russia border (most of the landscap&asiructure and demographic

characteristics of the Kazakhstan-Russia bordeslamde conducive to intensive cross-
border cooperation.

First of all, the length of the Kazakhstan-Russader is almost 7.5 thousand km
(Agency of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhgtarhe border zone between Kazakhstan
and Russia is a densely populated strip which dedueconomically developed areas with a
strong industrial base, a high level of urbanizgtiand a branched structure of
communications. On the Russian side, 12 subjectshef Russian Federation and 70
administrative districts with more than 1,500 conmiies and over 3 million people are
directly adjacent to the border. On the Kazakh ,sile territory of Kazakh border regions
bordering with Russia occupies 46.7% of all terjitof Kazakhstan (Vardomsky and
Golunov 2002: 456).

Secondly, the majority of the border passes thrainghplains of the steppes (forest-
steppe, semi-desert) region, and the level of mau concentration and industrial
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infrastructure in the border areas is quite latdewever, the number of permanent cross-
border communication paths that cross the bordaradianeet the needs of communication
between the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Russderation at all sections.

Thirdly, the border regions of Kazakhstan diffebstantially in their resource, raw
materials and communication potential. The majaoity)Kazakhstan’s natural resources are
located in the western and northern regions bangeRussia. Cross-border cooperation
between Kazakhstan and Russia has a diverse omaractthe security and regulatory
regime of border crossing, production, trade, comneciak financial, transportation,
humanitarian (social, educational, cultural), eonmental and other fields. All these are
conducive to intensive cross-border cooperation tandteraction between the populations
of the Kazakhstan and Russia border regions.

An ethnic-demographic situation in frontier regions

A densely populated region on both sides of theddéwois an important feature of the

Kazakhstan-Russia border area. According to 20@G@nates, there are about 27 million

people living in the Russian regions adjacent taakastan, or 18.8% of the population of

Russia (Russian Federal State Statistics Servide). population of the Kazakh regions

adjacent to Russia is 5.5 million people, or 34@Pthe population of Kazakhstan (Agency

of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan). Tleendgraphic potential in the border regions
of Russia is nearly 5 times higher than in the bomgions of Kazakhstan, and it has a
tendency to increase in favor of the Russian boregions, whereas an imbalance between
the population of Russia and Kazakhstan has a meyd& decrease because of total
population decline in the Russian Federation anpuladion increase in the Republic of

Kazakhstan over the last ten years.

In 1989-1999, migration flow from Kazakhstan helpstbilize the demographic
situation in the Russian border regions, and comsgitenfor a natural decline in population.
In contrast, the population of border regions oz#&lkhstan suffered heavy losses; during the
1989-1999 period, their population decreased bytBhGsand people, representing 65.5%
of total population decline in Kazakhstan (Agencly Statistics of the Republic of
Kazakhstan). Slavic people from Kazakhstan movedels to the neighboring Russian
regions. As a result, ethno-demographic balanceshified in favor of Kazakhs in almost all
regions of the Kazakhstan part of the KazakhstassRuborder areas. Between 1989 and
2009, the size of the Russian population of Kaztakhgvas reduced to 2.3 million and 1.0
million of those, or 44%, were the Russian popalatof border regions of Kazakhstan,
adjacent to the Russian Federation. The outflowhefSlavic population from the border
regions of Kazakhstan which still have a high prtipa of Russians continues in an
intensive manner, although outflow of the Russiapytation displays a decreasing tendency
in comparison with the previous period. The grdaless was suffered by the East
Kazakhstan region and North Kazakhstan. Howeved, nMillion Russian people live in
seven regions of Kazakhstan bordering Russia, septeng almost 48% of Kazakhstan's



Russian population, and the border regions of Klagt@k are still the regions where the
Russian population is concentrated (Agency of Stasi of the Republic of Kazakhstan).

Thus, this data indicates that the population eflibrder regions in the 1990s entered a
period of downward demographic development. A slangp in population growth is a
characteristic feature for the two countries — Russnd Kazakhstan in general. In
Kazakhstan, the situation has changed due to nmaiggagion of the Slavic population from
the country, whereas in the border areas of Rus#si@as an influx of population from
neighboring regions of Kazakhstan that has helmedttaighten out the demographic
situation, while maintaining and even increasingtiital population. As a result, the ratio of
population in the Russian and Kazakhstan bordesldras changed. The imbalance has
increased in favor of Russia: in 1989—- 4.12 timesawpeople lived in the above-mentioned
areas of Russia than in the border regions of Kastak; by 1999 it was 4.78 times more,
and in 2009 it was 4.84 times more (Agency of Stas of the Republic of Kazakhstan).

Migration ties between the borderlands of Kazakhsiiad Russia are continuing in quite
an intense form, but the nature and methods of memés have changed significantly: the
massive and irreversible migration from KazakhgtaRussia, which was characteristic for
the 1990s, has been exhaustiedsupport of the hypothesis of our study, it wasedmined
that frontier migration plays an increasing roldieth became the main form of migration
processes in the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlandsti€ranigration far exceeds all other
forms of migration in the border regions. The Kdrakaspora in Russia and the Russian
diaspora in Kazakhstan are the main basis for ttistemce and development of such
migration networks.

Frontier migration on the western side of the Kazakhstan-Russia border

Descriptive analysis of frontier migratios we noted before, for the purpose of specific

analysis of frontier migration we carried out a gérsurvey of the population on both sides

of the border according to “vis-a-vis” principleir the Orenburg and West Kazakhstan
region. The west section of the Kazakhstan-Russiddr was deliberately chosen, as it is
the largest junction of the migration process anterms of migration activity, it holds top
position in the Kazakhstan-Russian migration exgean

Based on our analysis of survey data, we can dhewfdllowing conclusions about
frontier migration between Kazakhstan and Russia:

» Despite its division by border and the strengthgroh border controls at checkpoints, a
single space in terms of social and economic watiis preserved. About half of the
population of the borderlands continues to traweh iheighboring country to a greater or
lesser extent, with 14% travelling at least sevena¢és a month. The most visited cities in
the Russian Federation by the population of thet\Wagakhstan region are located in the
Orenburg, Samara and Saratov regions, because pfrésence of relatives there, and for
other travelling purposes (medical treatment, bgigoods for the home, etc.).

* A great source of integration between our two coestis the personal relationships
between the borders communities established oweadés. The most important factor in
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frontier migration is the preservation of relatibips between the residents of borderlands.
Almost half of the respondents have cross-bordatiomships, with about 80% of them
staying in touch with those relations on a regiasis. This is why many of the
respondents pointed out during questioning thattienitation of borders, strengthening
of border and migration control hits people's &pilo communicate freely with each other
the hardest. This problem is noted as the moshtrfge the residents of the borderlands.

» The second largest group of reasons for trips tesRufor the residents of borderlands is
the purchase of household goods, and travelingniedical treatment to Russian clinics.
They often give opportunities related to obtainemgployment or to the implementation of
their commercial services as advantages of thageobf residence.

* An analysis of migration plans showed that most3%« of respondents) people do not
intend to emigrate from the country. The majoritytmse wishing to move in the coming
years are Russian, in most cases planning to nioReissia. Kazakhs and representatives
of other nationalities often simply want to liveesonomically developed countries. Most
people who plan to leave are of active working @e49 years), with higher education.

» Migration plans clearly point to the "west", witlb mne planning to move to the countries
of Central Asia. The leading motives for peoplesparture are a desire to improve their
economic situation, as well as to live near rekgivMore than half of the respondents
stated that their homeland and relatives and fediving near to them have prevented
them from moving.

» The survey showed that there is a certain tendémeards a reduction in trips of the
residents of borderlands to the Russian Federadiorangst those who have been there in
the past three years, 40% of the respondentgstithere, 37% go less and only 14% go
more often. A decrease in trips is associatedherohe hand, with a lack of personal need
for them, and on the other hand, with the compilexibf crossing of the Kazakhstan-
Russia border (queues at the border, customs andetaontrols). About 2% of
respondents who have crossed the border in reeams yid so at least once by passing
through border and customs posts.

» Frontier migrations between Kazakhstan and Rusaie Itlearly become seasonal in
nature. According to the survey, 80% of all visisre performed in the summertime.

» The strengthening of customs inspections and owrigt border controls were named as
amongst the major inconveniences in crossing theldoo This was attributed to the
distant location of border posts. Every third respent had encountered some
inconvenience on Russian territory due to the praseof domestic nationalism, and
harassment on the grounds of nationality.

It was interesting to discover public attitudeshe border delimitation and the prospect of
introducing a visa regime. Residents consider roddémitation, above all, as a positive
process. This makes their lives more secure dubeastablishment of strict rules and
controls over those crossing the border. The mosinton negative aspects mentioned
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were the complication of border crossings and redumontact between the residents of
borderlands.

Most respondents opposed the introduction of a vegame as a measure of further
tightening of border control (83.8% of West Kazaklnsregion respondents and 81.0% of
the respondents in the Orenburg region), while 6.8% 6.7% respectively of the
respondents supported this idea. The more regutedple go to Russia the higher the
proportion of opponents of a visa regime amongsinthFor each third respondent, the
visa regime will be an insurmountable obstacleréwdl, every tenth respondent will go
less often, and only for each fifth respondent nathing change.

Respondents primarily associated improving thesligeborderlands population with the
border crossing regime, i.e., border crossings Ishio@ facilitated, minimizing controls at
the border.

Two thirds of the respondents have a very frienaliiytude towards Russia as their
homeland, considering it a friendly country and eodj neighbor, with the other
respondents displaying a neutral attitude. Thiscatds approval of the integration policy
of the countries. The main priorities in the depah@nt of interstate cooperation between
Kazakhstan and Russia, in their opinion, shouldd@peration between the countries in
the fields of education, culture and health. Thepomdents believe that the governments
of Kazakhstan and Russia need common economicgrsgand projects. Development
of relations between the neighboring countrieshatdtate level is also important for the
people of the borderlands.

Migration scales are influenced by a variety ofigeconomic, ethno-demographic and
cultural factors, which have a different degreedefelopment in different areas of the
Kazakhstan-Russia border. The problem of identtycliosely connected with many
factors, although territorial, ethnic, and agetedafactors have the most influence on
frontier population identity. Self-identificatiors ian identification of someone with a
certain social group or community, accepting itgeotives and value system, the
perception of the person as a member of this goowgommunity. So, the vast majority of
all respondents — more than 80% of respondentseof\est-Kazakhstan region - identify
themselves as citizens of Kazakhstan. This is itis@tgon in the frontier regions of the
Russian Federation. This allows us to say thatidelfitification is an expression of
loyalty to and trust in the state in which they Bag. There is a sufficient differentiation
between the basic ethnic and age groups for thms.ifTerritorial identification works
through the identification of a person as an intlial as an inhabitant of a certain region
and population center. At the same time, the Raosdmave a higher level of ethnic self-
identification. Around 2.0% of respondents give astalgic identification, which is
defined by such people identifying themselves ageboA significant marker for a given
form of identification is the respondent’s age,ttisa basically, people of elder age born
during the Soviet period. Ethno-psychological peohd substantially influence self-
identification. As our research has shown, a smalup of Russians in Kazakhstan still
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feel uncertainty. The Russian population in Kazékigepresents the second and third
generation of local Russians. “They clearly recegrheir otherness from the Russians in
Russia, having formed a special subculture”, uncotable both in Russia and in
Kazakhstan. In all probability, the frontier regidretween Kazakhstan and Russia
represents a sufficiently comfortable territory m@sidence for the above mentioned
Russian population. It is no surprise that 2.5%M#dst-Kazakhstan region respondents
consider themselves citizens of the Russian Fadaraif whom a large proportion have
Russian citizenship. Russian citizenship for thisug of people serves as a kind of
“security guarantee” or “in order not to feel ideld from Russia”. So, as the self-
identification analysis of the population of thez@ihstan-Russia border area has shown,
the problem of identity is closely connected witany factors, though territorial, ethnic,
and age-related factors have the most influendeamier population identity. The survey
can describe the extent of a serious problem ptesence of a group of people among
the population of Kazakhstan with residence andtapnt in Kazakhstan while being the
citizens of another state, in this case Russiatlismgroup of people, it is quite obvious to
have high migration mobility. This group is verysificant for the border areas, since
only territorial proximity increases the mobility people and promotes the formation of
such groups.

Generalized linear models of frontier migratiddn the basis of the sample survey data, we
also studied relationships between the social cteniatics of respondents and their intensity
of frontier migration. We used a generalized lineadel (GLM) to analyze the influence of
the social characteristics of respondents on thiengity of frontier migration. Direct,
apparent or mediated connections between the ityeos frontier migration and social
characteristics were discovered, and the relatimportance of each characteristic in
different kinds of settlement (city, district andlage) and country (Russia, Kazakhstan)

were determined.

» The generalized linear model results show four afuthe nine examined independent
variables exhibit a statistical significant effemh the intensity of frontier migration,
essentially in all computed models — place of pewnaresidence, country of permanent
residence, sex and age. In some models, maritdlsstaationality, citizenship and
education of respondents have an influence omtieasity of the frontier migration.
Regardless of country and place of residence, mermere mobile than women. The
main reason for women’s low mobility is that theynijke men) are deeply involved in
looking after the household (childbearing and regjef children, housekeeping etc.). The
study also shows that the urban population is mawbile than the rural population. This
may be explained by the employment of the ruraluteton. The population in rural areas
is mostly engaged in housekeeping, farming etc.

People older than 50 years are more mobile thapl@eao younger age categories in all
models. The mobility of people over 50 is somewhigh in comparison with young
people. Here, the mobility displayed by those oblter age may be explained by several
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reasons. First of all, the population aged 50+oissnich an old population; 50-60 year-old
people are still at an active age and can work @adel. Secondly, they may have
relatives and friends from the Soviet period furtlaevay. The population aged 50+
represent people who were born in the USSR and lnighin one Soviet state. That is to
say, people born in the USSR do not lose relatamtsfriends just because they now live
in different states. In contrast, young peoplerage focused on internal migration, that
is, the younger the population is, the weaker #tteraal relations.

* So, the intensity of frontier migration basicallgpgnds on such indexes as place of
permanent residence, country of permanent residerg®e and sex. As such, household
income does not play any part; this means that @oan reasons are in some way
suppressed. On the other hand, social and fanmdyioes are very important, in as much
as the crossing of the border in order to visiatreés and friends is one of the principle
reasons for migration. The given event may be éxpth on the one hand, by the
migration system theory (as discussed above), anthe other hand, by the network
theory, that is, by the availability of interperabmelations in which the migrants interact
with their relatives and friends who had left fbetother country. The reasons for such
relations cover different types of support (infotrna exchange, financial aid, etc.).

Relevance of conceptsand study results

In addition, this dissertation attempts to consitherfrontier migration between Kazakhstan

and Russia through the prism of the global conceptaternational migration. There are a

lot of concepts regarding international migratiare have mentioned some of them. These

concepts of international migration have given he bpportunity to analyze frontier

migration between Kazakhstan and Russia, to explia@nds and patterns of frontier

migration. These concepts correspond to the reafitthe Kazakhstan-Russia border and
give us the opportunity to explain the reasonsfifontier migration, migrants’ behaviors,

and the impact of historical and political procesea the development of frontier migration
between Kazakhstan and Russia.

* So, based on the basic tenetgha theory of migration systen(isritz, Lim and Zlotnik,
1992: 1-16), we can say that both Kazakhstan andsiRuo citizens living in the
borderland area are quite closely related to edbleran their daily lives. Contacts
between inhabitants of frontier territories aredatermined by the existence of historic,
cultural, economic or political bonds between coest And according to a theory
migration system, the probability of an internaibmigration is especially great between
former colonial states and their former coloniekiph Russia and Kazakhstan were). The
reason for this lies in administrative, transpadmmunication, investment, cultural,
linguistic and other bonds which were establistmrethe Soviet period. Here, an important
role is played in particular by cultural and gequriaal proximity and the geopolitical
position of these two states. The stability of raigry bonds is determined by migratory
systems — kindred and other bonds of inhabitanthedge states. And the main basis for
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the existence and development of such migratoriesys is Kazakh diaspora residents in
Russia and Russian diaspora in Kazakhstan.

The concept of "internationalist” culturés the peripheries of national states, border
areas, due to their intermediate position, havem#isdves acted as "centers of
development.” These centers develop through soetaorks and cross-border economic
relations (trade, exchange of information, cultumatl educational exchanges, etc.). So,
we can say that the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlatiet iscenter of cooperation” between
the two countries - Kazakhstan and Russia. Becalugg periphery, these border regions
are remote from the national markets, but becawseadre located at the border, they have
access to the markets of the neighboring state.cbheept of "internationalist" culture,
which forms among the population of border regiohenefiting from cross-border
contacts, was developed by American geographerM@rtinez. It is based on years
studying the border between the United States aedidd (Martinez, O. 1994: 304).
Here, a concept of “internationalist” culture ispagable which is formed amongst the
inhabitants of frontier regions, turning frontiesntacts to their advantage, in so far as a
sufficient part of Kazakhstan and Russian migrayasinto the neighboring country to
solve personal issues — shopping, studying, foricaédpurposes, etc. So, in the
borderlands between Russia and Kazakhstan, thiareuls characterized by increased
mobility and receptiveness to innovation. The stalgws that the population of border
regions is acutely aware of their special interesid is able to exist in several conflict-
free "cultural worlds" — the nationwide culture atiebir ethnic culture, foreign cultures
and the specific culture of the border region.

Self-identification.People’s identity is deeply modified in the newndibions because of
the growing "mixture” of different ethnic and othgnoups. More and more people have
complicated identities, associating themselves watlo or more ethnic and cultural
groups. There are growing cultural and linguistetigious and other identities that are not
always clearly related to a specific territory. §heads to a relative weakening of national
identity, as people tend to identify themselveswiteir specific place of residence — the
municipality, region, or being part of a separasiaonality or social group, in order to
isolate themselves from "outsiders” (people of pth&tionalities, faiths, etc.) by strict
administrative barriers. The study has shown thatrtumber of such people is small in
the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands, but it is neigmficant (although it displays a
decreasing tendency compared with previous studiég) vast majority of respondents of
the West-Kazakhstan region identify themselvesitizens of Kazakhstan. Thus we can
say that self-identification is an expression ofalty and trust to the state in which they
are living.

The concept of transnational migratiom the given case, if we follow the concept of
German researcher L.Pries (Pries 1996: 456-4723), réspondents who associate
themselves as a “citizen of Russia” are trans-migtawho are living in “sending”
(Russia) and “accepting” (Kazakhstan) communitiesl dorming a trans-national
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community simultaneously. As research shows, oftans-migrants do not focus on
integration, and this is confirmed by our researstzs well. The trans-migrants crossing
international borders and staying in another cqukéep up social relations with their
native country.

In the ordinary state of consciousness, the feelihgn external threat gives rise to a
desire to minimize or even to cease contact withramanted or dangerous neighbor: if it
is not possible to get rid of him, if it is imposk to subdue, control, or resettle him
elsewhere, then it is necessary to isolate onésealf this neighbor. Entire countries have
applied this strategy by erecting "great walls"n-Ghina, England (separating England
from Scotland), Berlin, and today in the Middle Eagth the Israeli government wanting
to protect Israelis from Palestinians through tbestruction of a great wall (Kolossov
2003: 44-59). A survey conducted in the West Kagtdinand Orenburg regions showed
that the population of border areas see the inttiolu of a visa regime between
Kazakhstan and Central Asian countries and betRemssia and Kazakhstan as a solution
to the problems of drug trafficking and illegal magon from Central Asia, which
corresponds to roughly the same idea: to protegt ffom “"them". However, experience
has shown that border walls only aggravate thesblgms. Isolation creates ignorance;
ignorance creates fear and mistrust, and such @epm#wn of a neighbor is the most
powerful obstacle to reconciliation and findingealrsolution.

. CONCLUSION

The research suggests that the border has not le@rbarrier constraining the
development of trans-boundary contacts, even thothgh Russian side has been
strengthening border controls year on year, citiggneed to ensure security.

Border barriers between the two neighboring staté®se inhabitants have always had
family and economic relations and who continue taintain these relations, have
seriously complicated the lives of people both imz&khstan and in Russia. The newly
imposed barriers have worsened and complicated alheady difficult course of
socioeconomic transformations for people in the temuntries, intensifying their
economic isolation and periphery.

At the same time, as the survey shows, as longraltive openness is maintained, the
border territory may provide some benefits to restd, who are in favor of interstate
integration and are able to make a profit from s#osrder contacts for themselves and
their families. In the long run, this may give agthal incentives to the development of
the territories on both sides of the border.

Solving the population problems and regulation afration processes in the border
territories can be most effectively addressed atldlcal level by the administrations in
border areas. Their policies and concrete actstrengthen the relationship between
neighboring countries, creating favorable condgidar economic, social and cultural
cooperation will result in real improvements in thes of their people, and preserve the
benefits of open borders between friendly countries
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5. RECOMMENDATIONSFOR HOW TO TREAT THE BORDER ZONE AND
RELATED FRONTIER MIGRATION

Transforming the boundaries of the former Sovietiodn the border regions, and the
opportunities and challenges of cross-border catjoer require a deliberate policy aimed at
resolving the situation in the Kazakhstan-Russiad&dands with the adoption of specific
measures:

* In our view, the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands hasle resources, manufacturing and
human capacity, the efficient management of whicle @& give a significant boost to the
development of Kazakhstan-Russian relations. Fonymigions, especially the border
regions and areas directly adjacent to the boxess-border cooperation is one of the few
opportunities to overcome a peripheral positiorhimitheir country, improve living standards
and meet the cultural and other needs of the ptpaldn addition, in our opinion, frontier
migration can stimulate the economic developmemtepiressed border areas and cross-border
cooperation of neighboring states.

» Frontier migration, its regulation and organizatiand procedures of implementation should
be part of the state migration policy. In our vietvjs necessary to develop a simplified
border-crossing regime for the residents of boateas. In the future, with the growth of
economic relations between Kazakhstan and Rudseéa,rdle and importance of frontier
migration will increase, and it will become a commdorm of communication and
relationships, with not only economic advantagesemrmous spiritual and human potential,
but also carrying a significant potential of intagjon processes.

* The nature and extent of frontier migration is ¢seefluenced by the degree of arrangement
of the border. Delimitation and sufficient checkmsiwill streamline the process and create
normal conditions for the residents of border ragioThe introduction of quotas and
restrictions will affect the vital interests of ¢gr groups. Strengthening border controls and
access controls will lead to irrecoverable migmatioom Kazakhstan (lead to increase of
emigration from Kazakhstan). In this regard, thersome point in developing cooperation
with neighboring countries, primarily with Russmahich accounts for about 80% of the
migration exchange, to allow free migration, inchglfrontier migration.

* The resource of frontier migration between neighigprcountries can be particularly
effectively used in the development of interactbmiween the large neighboring settlements
of Russia and Kazakhstan. Such cities can becongires" of cooperation of border areas,
especially in trade and economic relations.

» The problem of crossing the Russian border shoaldiéwed not only in terms of security of
the state, but also from the standpoint of thera@stts of the migrants themselves, who are
experiencing some discomfort when passing the baalgrol.

» Some efforts to facilitate cross-border communaratbetween settlements adjacent to the
border are undertaken, as reflected, for examplethe opening of simplified border
checkpoints for residents of border areas betweassiR and Kazakhstan. However, these
efforts are still insufficient, because they cagage only a relatively small proportion of the
population of neighboring regions whose centersl@cated far enough from the border in
cross-border cooperation.
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