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Abstract. This article reveals the political participation of Kazakh citizens
(i.e. participation in demonstrations and contacting the government) by
differentiating rural and urban citizens. Previous scholars mainly focused on
possible reasons why Kazakh people participate in politics and mainly related
it to socio-economic conditions, the political system and corruption in the
country. However, the existing literature pays insufficient attention to urban-
rural disparities. This study attempts to identify the main factors that influence
Kazakh citizens’ political participation. Moreover, it compares and contrasts the
political participation among rural citizens with their urban counterparts. The
results suggest that internet usage and education have statistically significant
impact on intention to contact the government in both urban and rural areas.
With regards to participation in demonstrations, internet usage and satisfaction
with the political system play a significantrole in all sampling units. Interestingly,
religiosity of urban residents is positively correlated with both contacting the
government and participation in demonstrations. In contrast to rural residents,
the educated urban middle class is less likely to attend demonstrations.
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Introduction

This study attempts to incorporate two modes of political participation, namely participation
in protests and the intention to contact the government officials by urban and rural Kazakh
citizens. We observe Kazakh citizens’ political activism has grown over the last decade,
particularly participation in protests. Citizen participation in contentious politics was a rare case
in the 1990s in Kazakhstan, however the colored revolutions 2003-2005 in Ukraine, Georgia and
Kyrgyzstan and the Arab spring had deep impact on political activism of Kazakhstani citizens.
Since 2010, there have been a growing number of protests on the streets, and the biggest
protests are the anti-Chinese protest (2010), Zhanaozen riots (2011), land reform protests
(2016), protests held by mothers of multi-children and protests against the outcomes of the
presidential election (2019).

Many scholars argue that the reasons of protests stem from the following issues: authoritarian
rule, corruption, self-enriching elites, grave socio-economic problems, nepotism and rising
inequality [1, 2, 3]. The expansion of telecommunication technologies has transformed the
political culture of citizens in Kazakhstan. The frequent usage of the internet, mobile phones
and social media such as Facebook, Vkontakte, and Twitter are the main drivers of social
mobilization.

According to Kazakhstan International Bureau for Human Rights, most of the protests are
impulsive in nature, in other words they respond to some changes in the political system or
decisions, and reforms. Another characteristic of protests in Kazakhstan relates to its episodic
and local nature. Schmitz and Wolters (2012) argue that this is due to the vast territory with
huge distances between oblasts and dramatic regional differences that hinder the network
protests [1].

According to Worldwide governance indicators, the ‘Voice and Accountability’ category has
been worsening since 2006 [4]. Similarly, Bertelsmann Stiftung’s Transformation Index (2016)
ranks Kazakhstan as a hard-line autocracy and highlights its repressive environment where
alternative voice is curtailed and viewed as unwelcome [5].

In contrary to political protests, there is a lower political activism in engagement with the
government through existing platforms. New multiple mechanisms of interaction between
the government and citizens have been introduced such as open akimat, public councils, open
dialogue and open budget. While Kazakh citizens are passive and reluctant in co-production of
services compared to Western people, they still approach public authorities to channel some
social, communal or personal problems.

Existing theories on political culture, good governance and others mainly explain political
participation in now advanced industrial countries, determinants of civic engagement and
participation in protests may differ in authoritarian state such as Kazakhstan. Therefore, this
research is the attempt in revealing main determinants of political participation in overall
Kazakhstan and urban-rural settings. Kazakh authorities have been occupied in lowering
protests and increasing civic engagement over the last decade, findings of this research may
provide some hints and clues in proper managing these policies.
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Participation in protests and civic engagement with the government are the two modes of
political participation. Thus, this paper captures these two modes of political participation
as a research target. This study’s research question is: What are the main factors (i.e. socio-
economic, political culture, experience with regime) that affect participation in protests and
contacting the government officials in rural-urban areas? Moreover, the paper aims to compare
and contrast the findings for rural versus urban samples.

Literature review

Existing literature on protests in Kazakhstan does not differentiate between urban and
rural, mainly focuses on state’s response to protests, possible reasons to protests and the
main state actors [1, 2, 3, 6]. Similarly, literature on civic engagement with the government
suggests participation of Kazakh citizens remains low possibly due to the lack of institutional
capacity, bureaucratic obstruction, people’s parochial-subject behavior, lack of trust toward
local governments [7, 8, 9, 10].

Previous research mainly employs qualitative research and secondary data analysis to
examine the issue of political participation. However, this study distinguishes between urban
and rural settings assuming that the two vary in terms of level of education, socio-economic
conditions and political culture. Therefore, this is the first scholarly attempt to demonstrate
that similar factors may affect differently in urban and urban parts of Kazakhstan.

Social mobilization is still in its infancy in Kazakhstan, while huge territory and distance
between regions further hinder the mobilization. Growing inequality also impede collective
action as economically disadvantaged parts of the society are more willing to protest [2, 6]
whilst the financially secured middle-class is fearful of losing their jobs, social positions and
this makes the mobilization a harder task to accomplish. In Western countries, the middle-class
acted as the driving force of democratization and challenged the ancient régime. However, in
authoritarian states middle class is the main beneficiary of existing regimes and thus reluctant
in attending demonstrations [11, 12]. Therefore, we assume that economic conditions may be
one of the factors that contribute to the participation in protests and contacting the government.

H1. Economically disadvantaged groups are more likely to participate in demonstrations and
contact the government

Resource mobilization is another approach that attempts to elucidate the dynamics of
protests in the Post-Soviet countries. Resource mobilization theory stresses the availability of
resources to groups and participants’ positions in the social network. Recentresearch has shown
that availability of resources such as education, usage of the internet, membership in networks
have a strong correlation with contentious politics [1, 6]. Similarly, research demonstrates that
availability of internet has positive impact on civic engagement [13].

HZ2. Higher education positively correlates with political participation.

H3. Usage of internet as a source of information increases the chances of political participation.

Therearewidelyknowntheoriesthatattempttoexplaincitizens’ engagementwithinstitutions.
According to Almond and Verba (1963), if the society does not exercise participation widely
itself, institutional change by the state does not improve or foster participatory democracy [14].
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In other words, even if the state adopts well-designed institutions and rules and the citizens
have limited capacity or interest in politics, then this would not bear fruitful results.

Makhmutova and Akhmetova (2011) find that there is a “very low political engagement in
Kazakhstan probably due to citizens’ indifferent attitude” [15]. Thus, we assume that political
culture and engagement is one of the factors that affect citizens’ political participation.

H4. Higher political culture is positively associated with political participation.

Distrust and lack of confidence in the government is widely discussed in the participatory
literature. Pop-Eleches and Tucker (2013) argue that distrust in public bodies is a communist
legacy that undermines civic participation in post-Soviet space [16]. Research by Mishler and
Rose (1997) indicates alow level of trustin publicinstitutions in post-Communist countries [17].
Similarly, Abbot and Sapsford’s (2011) research provide evidence of low trust in government in
post-Soviet countries including Kazakhstan [10]. Thus, we assume that a low level of trust and
confidence in government agencies is the obstacle in contacting the government.

Hb5. The higher the confidence (trust) in government the more citizens contact the government.

Another factor which might impact civic engagement is religiosity. According to existing
literature, religiosity is positively correlated with civic participation [6, 16]. Pop-Eleches and
Tucker’s statistical results demonstrate that lower religiosity of post-Soviet states contributes
to the participatory deficit in these countries [16].

He6. Religiosity has positive impact on political activism.

Methodology

In the empirical section, the study employs the survey data provided from the sevenths wave
of the World Value Survey (2018), which covers the whole Kazakhstan (i.e. 14 oblasts and three
cities of republican status - Astana, Almaty, Shymkent) [18]. It employs a multistage sampling
procedure and based on Krish grid technique. Overall sample size equals to 1277, for urban
respondents N=755, for rural respondents N=522. However, during the statistical testing the
Stata program excludes some missing data, and thus may provide a lower sample size in the
end.

The dependent variables are operationalized as follows: the question on contacting the
government official (Question #214 in World Value Survey (2018)) has four types of answers:
might contact, have done, would never do, do not know, no answer. Have done and might contact
the government official = 1, would never do=0 and do not know/no answer were defined as
missing values. The next dependent variable is attending peaceful demonstrations (Question
#211), similarly it has four types of answers: might attend, have done, would never do, do not
know, no answer. Have done and might do = 1, would never do=0 and do not know/no answer
were defined as missing values. Based on coding, our statistical analysis assesses an intention
to attend demonstrations and contact the government.

Further, in order to test and measure the hypothesis on economically disadvantaged groups,
the following question is included: “Frequency you/family (last 12 month): Gone without a cash
income” (Question #54) often=1, sometimes=2, rarely=3, never=4. This implies the higher the
level of cash (never=4), the richer the person is, as he never goes without cash income.

The next hypothesis on education employs the related question on the education level of
respondents, with 0 = early childhood education, 1 = primary education, 2 = lower secondary

480 N24(149)/ 2024 JLH. ['ymunes amoindarel Eypaszus yammuoik yHueepcumeminiy XABAPILBICHI.
Iedazozuka. Ilcuxono2us. d1eymemmany cepusicol
ISSN: 2616-6895. eISSN: 2663-2497



Participation in demonstrations and civic engagement: case of Kazakhstan

education, 3 = upper secondary education, 4= post-secondary non-tertiary education, 5 = short-
cycle tertiary education, 6 = bachelor or equivalent, 7 = master or equivalent, 8 = Doctoral or
equivalent, don’t know/no answer/not available /not asked = missing values.

Usage of internet utilizes the question on the information source: Internet (Question #206)
1 = Never, 2 = Less than monthly, 3 = Monthly, 4 = Weekly, 5 = Daily, Don’t know/ no answer =
missing data.

In order to measure our hypothesis on political culture, this study employs two questions
on interest in politics (Question #199) 1 = not at all, 2 = not very interested, 3 = somewhat
interested, 4 = very interested. Another question relates to the membership in political party
(Question #98) 0 = not a member, 1 = inactive member, 2 = active member.

The following hypothesis on confidence is based on a related question on confidence in
the government (Question #71) 1 = none at all, 2 = not very much, 3= quite a lot, 4 = great
deal. Finally, religiosity is measured by the frequency of prayers which relates to all religions
in Kazakhstan (Question #172): How often do you pray? 1 = Never, 2 = less often, 3 = once a
year, 4 = only on special holidays, 5 = only when attending religious services, 6 = several times
each week, 7 = once a day, 8 = several times a day. The control variables include the following:
gender, age and satisfaction with the political system. Details of coding for control variables are
specified in Table 1.

Table 1
Coding for control variables

Variable Measurement and coding

Contact the government official Question 214:

might contact =1,

Have done =1

would never do =0,

do not know/ no answer = missing value
Political action: attending lawful/
peaceful demonstrations Question 211.

Might contact=1,

Have done=1

would never do =0,

do not know, No answer = missing value

Political party Question98: Active/Inactive membership:
political party not a member=0,

inactive member=1,

active member=2

Pray Question172: How often do you pray?
Never=1,

less often=2,

once a year=3,

only on special holidays=4,

only when attending religious services=5,
several times each week=6,
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once a day=7,
several times a day=8

Interest in politics

Question199: Interest in politics
not at all=1,

not very interested =2,
somewhat interested= 3,

very interested=4

Education

Question275: Highest educational level: Respondent [[SCED
2011] scale base from 0 to 7

0= early childhood education,

1= primary education,

2=lower secondary education,

3=upper secondary education,

4= post-secondary non-tertiary education,

5= short-cycle tertiary education,

6= bachelor or equivalent,

7= master or equivalent,

8=Doctoral or equivalent, don’t know/no answer/not available/
not asked = missing values.

Satisfaction with the political
system performance:

Question252: Satisfaction
not satisfied at all=1,

be increasing tendency
completely satisfied =10

Female

Question260: Sex: Female=1 male =0

Confidence in Government

Question71:
none at all=1,

not very much=2,
quite a lot=3,
great deal=4

Cash

Internet as a source of information

Don’t know = missing value

Question54: Frequency you/family (last 12 month): Gone
without a cash income

often=1,

sometimes=2,

rarely=3,

never=4

Question 206

1= Never

2= Less than monthly

3= Monthly

4= Weekly

5= Daily

Don’t know/ no answer = missing data

Source: World Value Survey 2018,

Kazakhstan [18]
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Table 2

Differences in socio-demographic, political engagement and experiences with regime
between rural and urban residences, 2018 Kazakhstan

Pooled Rural Urban
Sample size
1277 521 756
100% 40.8% 59,2%

Gender

Male 45,22% | 46,64% | 44,24%
Female 54,78% 53,36% | 55,76%
Interest in politics

not at all 12,54% 11,32% 13,38%

not very much 43,65% | 44,34% | 43,18%

somewhat 33,15% 3493% | 31,92%
very much 8,62% 8,45% 8,74%
Confidence in government

None at all 4,08% 3,65%

Not very much 25,16% 17,66%

Quite a lot 46,47% 46,07%

Great deal 22,10% 32,05%
Satisfaction with political system

Not satisfied at all 1,88% 0,58% 2,78%
2 2,82% 3,26% 2,52%
3 3,45% 4,22% 2,91%
4 9,25% 12,09% 7,28%
5 17,55% 19,00% 16,56%
6 15,60% 11,52% 18,41%
7 14,11% 13,82% 14,30%
8 11,05% 11,71% 10,60%
9 5,33% 5,95% 4,90%
10 completely satisfied 11,44% 9,79% 12,58%
Pray

Never 13,24% 11,52% 14,44%
Less often 2,74% 2,50% 2,91%
Once a year 3,53% 2,11% 4,50%
Only on special holidays 18,73% 22,84% 15,89%
Only when attend events 20,22% 19,96% 20,40%
Several times each week 12,70% 9,60% 14,83%
Once a day 11,44% | 13,05% | 10,33%
Several times a day 11,05% | 13,24% 9,54%
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Member of the party

Not a member 83,15% 82,92% 83,31%
Inactive member 9,25% 8,64% 9,67%
Active member 1,57% 2,88% 0,66%
Cash

Often 9,09% 6,14% 11,13%
Sometimes 26,49% 27,45% 25,83%
Rarely 29,47% 36,47% 24,64%
Never 32,68% 28,60% 35,50%
Internet usage

Never 24,84% 32,05% 19,87%
Less than monthly 6,27% 9,98% 3,71%
Monthly 5,49% 7,49% 4,11%
Weekly 16,38% 12,86% 18,81%
Daily 42,87% 33,97% 49,01%

Source: author’s work based on data from World Value Survey, Kazakhstan [18] Note: missing
data was excluded, % from the total number of respondents in each unit of analysis

As seen from Table 2, rural residents have a higher confidence in government, 32.5%
responded that they have a great deal of confidence, whilst it is merely 15.23% for their urban
counterparts. It is striking that almost 3% of the rural respondents responded that they are
active members of political parties in comparison with 0.66% of urban respondents. Lussier
(2011) mentions the existence of mobilized participation in authoritarian and patrimonial
political regimes [19]. In other words, rural residents are active members of the dominant
Presidential party “Nur Otan” and perhaps this “participation is sponsored and guided by the
local government in order to legitimize its claim to power” [20]. The index on cash illustrates
that in urban areas 11.13% respondents mentioned that they often gone without cash income
that is almost double of that for rural respondents. Next, internet usage is much higher in urban
areas with almost 50% of respondents mentioning their daily usage of internet as a source of
information whilst only 33% of rural citizens indicated the internet as a daily usage.

Table 3
Differences in intention to attend demonstrations and contact the government between rural
and urban residences, 2018

WVS 7" wave Political action: attending lawful/ Contacting
2018 peaceful demonstrations the government official

Pooled |Rural Urban Pooled | Rural Urban

Would never do 71,47% | 71,17% | 74,30% 39,34% |44.34% |36,84%

Might do 18,18% | 19.00% |17,18% 33,07% |34.36% 33,44%

Have done 2,51% |2.88% |2,32% 17,95% |12.86%% |21,36%

Don’t know 7,84% |595% |[6,19% 9,64% |8.45% 8,36%
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Source: World Value survey 7 wave Kazakhstan (N=1277) [18], % from the total number of
respondents

According to Table 3, it can be observed that urban citizens are more active in contacting the
government official (21.36% in urban settings compared to 12.86% among rural residents).
In general, the intention to contact the government (around 51%= 33.07%+17.95%) is much
higher compared to intention in attending demonstrations (around 22%=18.18%+2.51%). We
assume this relates to the repressive society and authoritarian regime conditions present in this
country.

Table 4
Summary statistics for key variables
Variables Pooled Mean Rural Sd Min Max

Urban Pooled
Cash 2.87 2.82 2.85 0.98 1 4
Confidence 2.88 2.75 3.07 0.79 1 4
Party 0.13 0.11 0.15 0.38 0 2
Pray 4.80 4.70 4.94 2.12 1 4
Internet 3.48 3.76 3.06 1.68 1 5
Demons 0.22 0.21 0.23 0.41 0 1
Contactg 0.56 0.59 0.51 0.49 0 1
Satisfaction 6.33 6.39 6.24 2.22 1 10
Female 0.54 0.55 0.53 0.49 0 1
Age 41.24 39.94 43.13 14.21 18 86
Education 4.79 5.12 4.29 1.70 0 7
Interest 2.38 2.37 2.40 0.81 1

Findings and Discussion

The dependent variable is dichotomously measured through logistic regression. To interpret
the beta coefficients we need to take into account that change in independent variables is
associated with the probability of contacting the government contgov=1 and intention to attend
demonstrations=1, via the maximum likelihood approach:

logit (Probability of contgov) = B+ B, cash + B, conf + B, pray + + 8
ﬁs’ interest ﬁS’ satisf+ u

+ + +
5Sfemale BS’pparty ﬁSeduc

where the effect of independent variables on the binary dependent variable will be estimated.
In the logit model, B_1 measures the change in the probability of success when Xj changes,
holding all other factors fixed. Therefore, logit multiple regression provides the probability
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estimate of independent variables on the intention to participate in demonstrations and
contacting the government official.

Table 5
Factors affecting contacting the government (Logit)
Moderating effect Pooled Rural Urban
B/SE/Sig. B/SE/Sig. B/SE/Sig. B/SE/Sig.
Political
culture
Interest in -0.006/0.018/-0.08 | -0.075/0.159/-0.47 0.032/0.119/0.28
politics
Member of the 0.308/0.87/1.64* 0.028/0.280/0.10 0.416/0.279/1.49
party
Socio-
demographic
Education 0.04/0.045/1.07 | 0.166/0.041/4.01*** | 0.156/0.064/2.43** | 0.182/0.061/2.97**
Female 0.254/0.139/1.82* 0.298/0.231/1.29 0.184/0.189/0.97
Pray 0.017/0.046/0.38 | 0.033/0.023/1.44 -0.008/0.055/-0.16 | 0.120/0.046/2.59%**
Internet 0.529/0.11/4.60%** | 0.302/0.043/6.95*** | 0.505/0.075/6.71*** | 0.163/0.059/2.74***
Cash -0.086/0.070/-1.23 | -0.007/0.125/-0.06 | -0.075/0.090/-0.84
Urban 0.915/0.801/1.14
Experience
with
regime
Satisfaction -0.025/0.031/-0.80 -0.091/0.052/-1.74* -0.011/0.043/-0.27
Confidence -0.084/0.090/-0.94 -0.071/0.150/-0.47 -0.052/0.125/-0.67
Urbaninternet | -0.305/0.161/-1.89* | -1.283/0.524/-2.45 | -1.790/0.890/2.00 ** | -1.313/0.721/-1.82*
Religurban 0.105/0.061/1.73*
Educurban 0.011/0.0619/0.18 Prob>chi2=0.0000 Prob > chi2=0.0000 Prob>chi2=0.0001
Cons. -2.35/0.58/-4.02*** | pseudo R2=0.0774 pseudo R2=0.1357 | pseudo R2=0.0522 N=
N=956 N=386 520
Prob>chi2=0.0000
pseudo R2=0.0343
N=1044

Note: Stars indicate levels of significance: ***p<0.01 **p<0.05 *p<0.10

Logit regression analysis on rural and urban population finds strong support in favor of
the hypothesis on education (Table 5), and in all sampling units the coefficient on education is
statistically very significant. The higher the education levels, the higher the chance of contacting
the government. Thus, we fail to reject the null hypothesis on education. Another independent
variable that is significant in all sampling units is the usage of the internet as a source of
information; the coefficient on the internet use is statistically very significant (Table 5). Thus,
we fail to reject our hypothesis on usage of internet concerning contacting the government.
This means that in authoritarian societies such as Kazakhstan usage of the internet provides
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alternative views about the political system and impacts people’s political awareness. In
contrast, without internet access people may rely highly on pro-government TV channels and
be unaware about their political rights, new initiatives and opportunities, which lead to a less
chance to approach the government officials.

Religiosity is positively related to contacting the government in urban settings, which is
statistically very significant (t statistics on variable Pray=2.59, table 4). However, although rural
respondents are more religious (13.24% responded that they practice religion several times
a day which is much higher than in urban settings), religion does not seem to have impact on
civic participation in rural areas. We fail to reject the hypothesis on religiosity concerning urban
residents; however, we reject the null on religiosity with regards to rural setting.

Interestingly, for rural areas satisfaction with the regime plays a significant role, despite the
marginal statistical significance of the coefficient on satisfaction in rural sampling (t statistics
=-1.74, table 4), it can be interpreted that the higher the level of satisfaction with government
officials, the lower the intention to contact the government in rural settings, holding all other
variables fixed (ceteris paribus effect in multiple regression). The dissatisfaction model posits
that citizen participation increases due to the dissatisfaction and distrust in the government
[21]. As long as Kazakh rural citizens are satisfied with the government, they hold less intention
in contacting the government.

According to the findings, females participate more in general which is marginally significant
at the 10% level, females with many children have a strong voice and influence in decision-
making in Kazakhstan. According to the existing literature, particularly females with children in
authoritarian countries are proactive in political participation [22].

Based on these findings displayed in table 4, we reject our hypotheses on political culture
(membership in parties, confidence), economically disadvantaged groups as they are statistically
insignificant in urban-rural samplings. Although in overall population membership in the party
is marginally significant (t=1.64), still it provides an insufficient result in terms of political
culture as both urban and rural samples indicate no significance on this independent variable.

Prior to making any final comparison between urban-rural areas in terms of religion and
internetas a source of information, we design a moderating effect analysis in order to crosscheck
these findings.

The results of interaction term on three interested variables on urbaninternet, religrurban
show marginal significance at 10% significance level, this means urban residents who use
internet as a source of information contact less compared to rural residents. Based on rural and
urban sampling we failed to reject our hypothesis on usage of internet as a source of information,
which increases the chances of political participation. When we want to compare this across
urban-rural settings we employ interaction term and revael that urban residents with internet
contact less compare to rural residents (t=-1.89, table 4).

Further, the independent variable on religiosity measured by the frequency of pray is
insignificant in rural and statistically very significant in urban, whilst in moderating effect model
religurban is marginally significant (t=1.73) which implies that religious urban people contact
the government more compared to the base group (i.e. rural religious people). However, we need
to bear in mind that there is still 10% of chance that we are wrong in considering that religious
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urban people contact the government more compared to the base group. The existing literature
states that religious people tend to attend religious places frequently (mosques, churches etc.)
and have a habit to be involved in civil society (NGO, trade union, youth organization) [23, 16].
This, in turn, increases their participatory political culture and subsequently they are more
engaged with local institutions. Why urban religious people contact more compared to rural
religious people is perhaps due to the absence of NGO, civil society institutions in rural areas of
Kazakhstan where religious people can enhance their participation culture. Contrary to this, in
urban areas religious citizens are active and have more platforms to enhance their participatory
political culture through engaging in NGOs and other institutions. Thus religious urban citizens
are more likely to contact the government.

In sum, if the policymakers intend to improve civic engagement of rural citizens with
local government, based on our findings the authority should provide access to the Internet
as the interaction term on urban internet also states that they contact less compare to rural
internet users. Next, given the more religiosity in rural areas they are reluctant in contacting
the government, thus we assume this is due to the absence of civil society organizations that
may improve rural citizens’ political awareness, and the local authority should create more
platforms and opportunities for civil society organizations in rural areas.

logit (Probability of attend.demons) = 8+ 8, cash + 8, conf + B, pray + + §

+ + +

Sfemale ﬂ3pparty ﬁ3educ
- +

3 interest ﬁ 3 satisf u

Table 6
Factors affecting participation in demonstrations (Logit)
Moderating effect Pooled Rural Urban
B/SE/Sig. B/SE/Sig. B/SE/Sig. B/SE/Sig.

Political 0.706/0.16/4.17***

culture

Interest in 0.234/0.107/2.17 ** | 0.534/0.189/2.82 *** 0.005/0.149/0.04

politics 0.372/0.187/1.99** 0.086/0.292/0.30 0.558/0.286/1.95

Member of

the

party

Socio-

demographic

Education 0.053/0.056/0.95 0.079/0.050/1.58 0.232/0.078/2.95 *** 0.01/0.077/0.02

Female -0.053/0.169/-0.31 -0.005/0.273/-0.02 -0.051/0.280/-0.22

Pray 0.084/0.061/1.37 0.083/0.031/2.67 *** 0.085/0.068/1.26 0.247/ 0.063/3.88***

Internet 0.323/0.147/2.20** | 0.258/0.059/4.37 *** | 0.288/0.090/3.20 *** | 0.271 / 0.091/2.98 ***

Cash -0.167/0.082/-2.03 ** | -0.181/0.146/-1.23 -0.094/0.112/-0.84

Urban 2.667/1.183/2.25**

Experience

with regime

Satisfaction -1.307/0.057/-2.28 |-0.119/0.038/-3.11*** | -0.129/0.065-1.98** |-0.139/0.053/-2.63***

Confidence -0.048/0.106/-0.46 -1.22/0.173-0.71 -0.026/0.153/-0.17
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-4.229/0.874/ -4.83

Prob>chi2=0.0000

Prob>chi2=0.0000
pseudo R2=0.0746
N=977

Prob>chi2=0.0000
pseudo R2=0.1449
N=396

Urbaneduc -0.02/0.073/ -0.39

Urbanin- -0.16/0.076/-2.15**

ternet -0.201/ 0.208/

Religiou-

surban -0.97

Urbanin- 0.146/0.082/1.78*

terest -0.66/0.21/-3.11%**

Const. -2.702/0.647/-4.17 4.021/1.080/-3.72 -2.634/0.935/-2.82

Prob>chi2=0.0000
pseudo R2=0.0821
N=529

pseudo
R2=0.0726
N=1004

Note: Stars indicate levels of significance: ***p<0.01 **p<0.05 *p<0.10

According to Table 6 statistical analyses on intention to participate in demonstrations
provides differed results compared to the previous dependent variable on contacting the
government. Although variable on internet similar to the previous result and it is statistically
very significant in all sampling units. Higher the usage of the internet as an information source
higher the intention to participate in demonstrations, this implies that internet serves as a
networking platform and source to the alternative views about socio-economic and political
system in Kazakhstan. We fail to reject our hypothesis on internet usage that is positively
correlated with political activism. Similarly, coefficient on satisfaction is statistically very
significant in all sampling units, displaying that higher the satisfaction the less the chance to
participate in protests. This implies that protesters are those people who are highly dissatisfied
with political system.

Further, similar to the result on contacting the government the coefficient on religiously is
statistically very significant in urban setting. However, the variable on religiosity does not have
impact on intention of participation for rural respondents, table 5).

Interest in politics is the variable through which we measure political culture of citizens;
we fail to reject our hypothesis on political culture for rural respondents and in the whole
population as well. Moreover, membership in political parties has a significant effect at 5% level
on the dependent variable in general population. Thus, we can draw inference that political
culture has impact on participation in demonstrations in Kazakhstan, holding all other variables
fixed (ceteris paribus effect). Likely, coefficient on cash is statistically significant at 5% level in
general population, this result implies that people who never goes without cash are less likely
to participate in demonstrations. In other words, economically advantaged strata are less likely
to participate in demonstrations; therefore, we fail to reject our hypothesis on economically
disadvantaged groups for the pooled sample.
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In order to crosscheck our findings and better compare urban-rural settings; we additionally
conduct moderating effect analysis. The findings of interaction term between urbaneducation
are statistically significant at 5% level (t=-2.15), this implies that urban educated middle-class
tend to less attend demonstrations compared to the base group. This is consistent with the
prior regressions we have done previously on urban and rural samples, where education is
statistically significant only for rural areas (table 5).

Religious urban citizens are more likely to attend demonstrations and the findings of
moderating effect is marginally significant at 10% significance level (t=1.78). Similarly, result
of moderating effect on urban interest is consistent with the prior findings, urban citizens with
higher interest in politics are less likely to attend demonstrations (t=3.11).

In sum, determinants of the participation in demonstrations vary compared to contacting
the government. Usage of internet has a positive relation with the dependent variable for
both urban and rural settings, religiosity is positively associated with dependent variable
only for urban residents, educated urban residents with interest in politics participate less in
demonstrations compared to religious and educated rural residents. The policy-makers intent
to decrease the growing number of protests, according to our model people attend protests
due to dissatisfaction with political system in both rural and urban areas. Protesters are the
representatives of lower strata because our model illustrates that educated urban people who
possess interest in politics deter themselves in participation of demonstrations.

In authoritarian countries participation in protests is a risky matter; therefore, drivers in
authoritarian countries differ compared to now advanced Western countries. Income and
education levels are highly positively correlated in participation in protests in advanced
industrial countries and the middle class played a significant role in regime change [24, 25].
However, in authoritarian countries citizens with higher education are reluctant to participate
in protests because they are the main beneficiaries and their income depends on the existing
regime. There is a high opportunity cost for the middle class and this is the reason for free riding
on participation of economically disadvantaged groups [6, 11, 12].

Likely, middle-class educated Kazakh urban citizens are less likely to attend demonstrations.
This implies that the government should pay more attention on problems of lower strata, the
cash variable in pooled model also statistically very significant (t=-2.03, Table 6) with negative
sign, which can be interpreted as the richer the person there is a less likelihood in attending
demonstrations. This justifies our assumption that economically advantageous strata are less
likely to participate in protests. The authorities should pay more attention on issues raised by
the lower strata in Kazakhstan.

However, these models (tables 5 and 6) are not immune to endogeneity bias. There are
possible limitations in terms of omitted variables, which relate to political and economic
institutions. It is preferred to conduct statistical analysis with panel data when World Value
Survey publishes the next wave survey results, panel data may assist in excluding time-constant
unobservable variables. Another concern relates to the question on binary dependent variable
whether the respondent contacted the government’s official, more proper question would be
whether the respondent contacted the municipal government in rural areas.
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Another limitation of the findings related to the number of observations in the model, the
total N given by the World Value Survey equals to 1277, however after running the regression
number of observations falls dramatically for the pooled model from 1277 to 956, 977 (tables
5 and 6). This is due to the missing value, however we need to be cautious and subject those
dropped observations to the scrutiny as it may decrease the research validity. In my view, World
Value Survey entails too many answers that contribute to missing data such as do not know, no
answer, not available, not asked, missing. All these types of data generate the missing value in
the end and decrease the internal validity of the study.

The logit regression provides small Pseudo-R squared in all units of analysis; it ranges from
3% to 14%. Wooldridge (2008) states that despite the small R squared if we have a large data
size, we are still able to estimate precisely the effect of explanatory variables on the dependent
variable [26]. Given the N=1277 by the World Value Survey, we assume estimates in logit
regression of this study are still valid and reliable.

Conclusion

This study attempted to reveal the main factors that affect citizens’ political participation.
The result suggests that internet usage and education have statistically significant impact
on intention to contact government officials across both urban and rural areas. Concerning
participation in demonstrations, internet usage and satisfaction with the political system plays
a significant role in all sampling units. Interestingly, religiosity of urban residents is highly
positively correlated with both contacting the government and participation in demonstrations.
The interaction term on religious urban citizens indicates that (albeit at the 10% significance
level) religious urban residents attend and contact the government more compared to rural
residents.

The key contribution of this study to existing research stems from the differentiation of
Kazakh citizens by rural-urban residency areas. Although variables on education, internet usage
and satisfaction play a statistically significant role on urban-rural intentions to participate in
politics, the explanatory variable on interest in politics determines rural citizens’ participation
in demonstrations. This implies that political culture and awareness are one of the determinants
of rural resident’s political participation. Given their higher religiosity, lower usage of the
internet and higher confidence in government compared to urban counterparts, rural residents
tent to participate less (table 3). This should be due to lower political culture and an absence
of civic organizations in rural areas, which might decrease their participatory political culture.
The explanatory variable on religiosity reveals that although it is lower among urban residents,
it affects political participation of urban residents. Moreover, findings demonstrate that urban
residents who possess higher education and interest in politics attend demonstrations less
compared to rural residents. This finding is contrary to the thesis that the middle class drives
democracy and consistent with the literature on protests that highlights passive middle class
in authoritarian countries [11, 12]. Thus, the middle class (educated and with higher political
culture) in urban areas of Kazakhstan attend demonstrations less perhaps due the fear to lose
social positions, jobs and other benefits.
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KK, Nasner6aesal, LA. Makyn6aeBal, M.M. lloceHOB?
'KazaxkcmaH Pecny6aukacwl [IpesudeHmiHiH sjcaHbiHdaFsl Memaekemmik 6ackapy Akademusicyl,
Acmana, Kazakcmah
2UanuHolic ynusepcumemi, YpoaHa-Llamnetin, AKI

JeMoHCcTpanusa/iapFa KaThICy KoHe a3aMaTThIK OesiceHAinik: KazakcTaH »KaFgaiibl

Anparna. bys MaKasiaZia ayblJ koHe KaJjla a3aMaTTapblH aXKbIpaTa OTBIPHII, Ka3aK a3aMaTTapbIHbIH,
casicy KaThICYHI (1epyJiepre KaThICY >koHe YKiMeTINeH 6aillaHbICybl) 3epTTeneAl. by 3epTTey deMaik
KyHAbLIbIKTap 2020 gepekTepiHiH HerisiHze »Ky3ere acTbl. BypbIHFBI 3epTTey/iep Kas3ak, XaJKbIHbIH
cascaTKa apaJjiacyblHblH, bIKTMMaJ cebeNTepiHe TOKTaJsblll, OHbl HeTi3iHEH eJfleri dJieyMeTTiK-
3KOHOMMKAJIBIK, KaFJailJlapMeH, casicU KYHeMeH KaHe cblbalijiac :KeEMKOPJIbIKIIEH 6alJIaHbICThIPFaH.
bipak, Ka/la MeH ayblJ apacblHAaFbl alblpMallblIbIKTAPFa XKeTKIJIKCI3 KeHia 6eJiHreH. bysa 3epTTey
KasakcTaH asaMaTTapblHbIH CasiCM KaTbICyblHa acep eTeTiH Heri3ri ¢akTopJiapAbl aHBbIKTayfa
apHasiraH. COHbIMEH KaTap, 0J1 aybl/l a3aMaTTapbIHbIH CasACU KATbICYbIH KaJsaJblK TYPFbIHJapMeH
CaJILICTBIPA/IbL. 3epTTEY HITHXKECi, UHTEPHETTI Malja/aHy MeH GijiM AeHredi Kasajaa Aa, aybLIJIbIK
KepJiepJie Jie YKIMeTIeH 0aiJlaHbICy HHUETiIHe CTAaTUCTHUKAJBIK TYPFbIaH MaHbI3/bl 9Cep eTeTiHiH
kepcetezi. lllepysnepre Karbicy GOHbIHIIA, TYpFbIHJApPJbIH, UHTEPHETTI MaifjajaHybl »oHe casicu
Kylere KaHaraTTaHybl ayblJl MeH KaJa YUIiH MaHbI3/bl peJl aTKapabl. Kasa TypFeIHJApbIHbIH, [liHTe
»KaKbIH 00J1ybl YKiMeTIeH 6aliJlaHbICYFa KoHe LlepyJiepre KaTbICyFa acep eTefi.

Ty#iH ce3aep: azaMaTThIK KOFaM, CasiCU KaThICY, eMOHCcTpauusaaap, KasakcraH, allbIK yKiMeT
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KK, JaBner6aesal, 'A.Makyn6aeBa’, M.M./lroceHOB?
1Akademus 2ocydapcmeentozo ynpasienus npu Ilpeaudenme Pecnyb6auku Kazaxcmat,
AcmaHa, Kazaxcmau
2Ynusepcumem Hanuonolic, Yp6aHa-1llamnelin, CIIA

Yyactue B ACMOHCTPpAIUAX U IrpaXKAdHCKAA aKTUBHOCTb: Kelic Kazaxcrana

AHHOTanuA. B JaHHON cTaTbe pacKpblBaeTcs NOJUTHYECKOe yyacTve rpaxaaH KasaxcraHa (T.e.
y4acTHe B JeMOHCTPALUsX U KOHTAKTax C MPaBUTEJbCTBOM) nyTeM AuddepeHUALMU CETbCKUX U
ropoAcKux xuTese. [Ipeapiayiive yueHble B OCHOBHOM (OKYCHPOBAIMCh HA BO3MOXKHbBIX NPUYHUHAX
y4acTHs Ka3aX0B B IOJIUTUKE U B OCHOBHOM CBSI3bIBaJIH 3TO C COLMAJIbHO-3KOHOMHUY€ECKHMHU YCI0BUSIMHY,
NOJIMTUYECKOW CUCTEMOMW U KOppyn1yel BcTpaHe. 0JHaKO B CylleCTBYIOL el IMTepaType He,OCTATOYHO
BHUMaHUA yAeJI1eTCs pa3JIuduaM Mexy FOpoJoM U iepeBHeN. B JaHHOM Hcc/iejoBaHUU IPeAIPUHATA
HOTBITKA OINpEeAeJUTb OCHOBHbIE (PAKTOPBI, BIAUSAIOLIME HA MOJHUTHUYECKOE YIaCTHE Ka3axCTaHLEB.
BoJiee TOro, oH cCpaBHUBAaeT U NPOTUBONOCTABJIAET NOJUTUYECKOE yYaCTHE CeJbCKUX XKUATeJel C UX
TrOPOJCKUMH KoJljleraMy. Pe3y/nbTaThl 0Ka3bIBalOT, YTO MCIOJIb30BaHUE UHTEPHETA U 06pa3oBaHue
OKa3blBalOT CTAaTUCTUYECKU 3HAYMMOe BJIMSIHHe Ha HaMepeHHUe CBs3aThC C NPAaBUTEJNbCTBOM KakK
B FOPOJCKUX, TaK U B CeJIbCKUX paloHax. UTo KacaeTcs ydyacTvd B JeMOHCTPaLHUsX, UCI0Jb30BaHUe
WHTepHeTa W Y[ OBJETBOPEHHOCTb IOJUTHUYECKOH CUCTEMOM HWIpalT 3HAYMUTEJbHYI0 pOJIb BO
BCeX eJWHHULAX BbIOOPKU. MHTepecHO, YTO PEJUTHO3HOCTb TOPOACKHX JKUTEJEH IMOJIOKUTETbHO
KOppeJIUpyeT KaK C KOHTaKTaMHU C BJIACTAAMH, TaK M C Y4acTHEM B JeMOHCTpaLUAX. B oTivyne ot
CeJIbCKUX KUTeJiel, 00pa30BaHHbIN rOPOJICKOUN cpeIHUM KJIacC peXxe MocellaeT JeEMOHCTPAIUH.

Kio4yeBble c10Ba: TpakJaHCKoe 00I1ecTBO, TOJIUTHYECKOe ydacTHe, leMOHCTpanuy, Kasaxcrah,
OTKPBITOE IPAaBUTEIBCTBO
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