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GLOBALIZATION AS A PHENOMENON OF CROSS-CULTURAL
AND IDEOLOGICAL BASIS FORMATION

Abstract. The current era of globalization is a complex and multifaceted phenomenon. One of its most
important aspects is "the gradual formation of a common human humanitarian: cultural, ideological, moral and
ethical basis, which brings together nations and peoples with different civilizations, histories, traditions and
cultures." In today's globalization, in particular, in the formation of its humanitarian foundations must use the cultural
heritage of all civilizations, which will enrich each nation and the world community, but each nation will always
preserve its language, religion and national values, distinguishing between cultures. Imitating the culture of another
nation, which must remain, means inevitably kneeling. However, in recent times there has been a dominance of only
one dominant power in world civilization. In other words, globalization of "Americanization", which relies on the
financial and economic power of transnational corporations, is gaining momentum. Such a trend does not have a one-
sided effect in developing countries, as well as in Europe.

Despite the fact that today the concept of globalization is widely known, D.V. Ivanov points out: “The first
signs of a crisis in the global paradigm of change are obvious. By simulating economic integration, the formation of
a transnational bureaucracy, and the growth of multicommunities, the theory of globalization does not describe
similar new trends that emerged in the late twentieth century: the influence of simulations, as well as computer
revolution and cyber.

In general, the concept of globalization in sociology includes a wide range of events and trends: the
development of world ideologies, the intensive struggle for world order; increasing the number and influence of
international organizations, weakening the independence of nation-states; emergence and development of
transnational corporations, growth of international trade; mass migration and creation of multi-communities; the
creation of global media and the invasion of Western culture in all regions of the world, etc.

Despite extensive research by sociologists in the field of the theory of globalization, modern foreign researchers
show that economic and political concepts are widespread. These studies are often supplemented by an analysis of
cultural opportunities, which is associated with the role of the state, the economy and the technological revolution.

Many authors also point out that global competition has negative consequences, even in the Western labor
market. For example, the German sociologist Erich Veda noted that the restriction of world free trade does not
benefit not only Western countries, but also non-capitalist countries. First, poor countries that have lost Western
markets are "forced to feel hatred of the West." Second, globalization allows the West to shift some of its workers to
higher-paying jobs in order to meet external demand. Third, for Western consumers, globalization means lower
prices for many imported goods” [1].

In some of the works of recent years [2], it is hoped that the increase in prosperity will have an indirect effect
on democracy and a direct reduction in the threat of war and conflict.

Key words: globalization, intercultural, ideological, basis, formation, phenomenon.

Introduction. The current period of globalization is characterized by the West's desire to dominate
culture, especially politically, so it can be conditionally called Westernization. At its core is the
Americanization, because in today's political arena, the United States occupies a leading position in the
world, declaring its hegemony and avant-garde. In this regard, a number of authors talk about the current
era of globalization, first of all, about the Americanization of the world. Russian researchers
V.A. Lisichkin and L.A. Shelepin will consider in detail the means by which it travels [3]. In their book,
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they oppose US policy, arguing that they are largely implementing a long-term program aimed at
"organizing global power".

V.A. Lisichkin and L.A. Shelepin understand globalization as "the creation of a centrally managed
global economic system." They see the United States as the "global empire of evil." Full coverage of
world power involves the implementation of a long-term program for the whole world. As a means to
achieve this goal, they use four weapons: informational, military, environmental and financial. Therefore,
in addition to the main directions of globalization policy, it is necessary to pay attention to the use of the
religious factor in the implementation of modern globalization projects.

And their military means are, first and foremost, to intimidate the world through their powerful armed
forces, to acquire nuclear weapons, and to demonstrate their opposition to nuclear-weapon states through
violence and intimidation. This is done with the aim of "preserving peace in the world." "Should peace be
maintained through war?" the question arises.

And the information impact is reflected on different scales. For example, many political scientists and
politicians emphasize that the world is pursuing a policy of provocation through information. The so-
called "American culture" multiculturalism is not just a model of multiculturalism, but is associated with
the ideologicalization of its values in the world. These values are sometimes incompatible with human
well-being.

The next issue is the structural composition of global processes. Considering the efforts made to
implement global projects, we can note a variety of aspects: military, religious, ideological, philosophical,
legal, moral, economic, etc. In some cases, only one aspect, in other cases two, three or more aspects
prevail. If we analyze the previous attempts at globalization in terms of speed, durability and longevity,
we must take into account all the factors and considerations that guided at that time, in particular, the
decision-makers.

Fernand Brodel points out that in any globalization there are four main aspects that shape the order of
relations: the economic aspect, the social aspect, the cultural aspect and the political aspect. According to
him, these aspects do not affect them individually, they should not be considered individually, as they
together form a system, none of which can be isolated. We need to learn from the experience of the past -
the economic aspect can not be considered in isolation.

Fernand Broadel emphasizes that it is not just a mistake to take into account the economic factor, it is
a dangerous mistake. "The economic history of the world," he writes, "is the history of the whole world,
based on the prism of economics, viewed from a single point of view, in particular from an economic
point of view." Choosing this approach means using a form of one-sided and dangerous interpretation
from the outset.

According to the Russian scientist R.F. Matveev, "in the past, military, religious and ideological
considerations clearly prevailed over legal and moral considerations. Economic factors were not important
in the past, which was due to the underdevelopment of the economy "[4]. This is one of the reasons for the
instability and short-term nature of real global processes in the past. Today, in some countries, the
economy has risen alongside military and ideological factors, which have become the leading factors in
globalization. However, notes RF Matveev, - there are contradictory trends. On the one hand, "there is a
tendency to internationalize economic and trade relations, which is in the interests of large enterprises, as
well as the interests of all mankind, the successful development of machinery and technology, the interests
of consumers who make up the majority of mankind" [4]. On the one hand, there are constant attempts by
some states to gain significant economic, financial, as well as political unilateral advantages at the expense
of competition and even at the expense of a partner.

This situation is, in fact, probably due to the fear that some or all of the utopian nature of the minority
will dominate the majority. For example, it is argued that "their heads are full of fantastic fears or
apprehensions of the 'world government' type, a government that they think is or is likely to rule us" [5].
Here A.S. Alekseev believes that such power is deceptive.

Even in modern sociology, the social processes of globalization are widely and discussed from
different perspectives. This is also due to the lack of a comprehensive theory of globalization. There are
theoretical views on some aspects of this diverse phenomenon. However, although globalization is a single
complex that requires its own consistent approach, each of these theories lives in isolation from the others.

There are different approaches to globalization. For example, Western scholars such as Wallerstein,
Meyer, and Robertson have differing opinions. According to Wallerstein's theory of the world system, the
world is divided into centers (mature nations) that look over the peripheral regions (developing countries)
[6], — suggests a negative view of globalization.
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Meyer refuted Wallerstein's main argument about the structure of the world system, which consists of
economically prosperous countries and their dependent peripheral countries. According to Wallerstein, the
world system is not only the world of economics, but also the world of the global system of nation-states.
Meyer's main argument is that "world building" is a system that works alongside the world economy, but
is not significantly functionally dependent on it.

Next, we will focus on the views that are neutral on the phenomenon of globalization. Some of them
emphasize the fate of nation-states and their place in the context of globalization. And while some look at
its history, others see globalization as a utopia and need to be ignored. And some saw it as just a historical
process.

Nation-states are not only connected with the world economy, they also influence the process of the
global system. It is a process of globalization, which means that it consists of different societies that
interact with each other to create a world system divided by national interests.

Roland Robertson also pays special attention to national societies. According to him, in order to
create a "single space", the whole world will become more interconnected, where national societies will
one day disappear. Because, in our opinion, many nations and peoples have disappeared or been
swallowed up by others, even though there is no process of globalization to date. The same is true of the
nations and ethnic groups in Russia that are losing their language and mentality. But we must not forget
about the imperial policy and the fact that the nation can not be unique.

One of the directions that gives rise to a neutral or rational approach to globalization is historical.
That is, it does not look at globalization from a positive or negative point of view, but from the perspective
of integration in history, explaining that globalization, which began in the late twentieth century, is the
next cycle.

For example, let's look at some of the views on this channel. In fact, the debate on globalization
emerged in the mid-1980s, developed and promoted by Roland Robertson [7]. According to him,
globalization is a long historical process, the beginning and formation of the preconditions of globalization
dates back to the XV-XVI centuries [8]. M. Waters has the same opinion [9]. However, T. Turborn has
found at least six "waves" of globalization throughout history, the first of which is the expansion of world
religions in the III-VII centuries [10].

Russian scientist DV Ivanov, who disagrees with this view, notes that "globalization in terms of
intensity and prevalence at the macro-social and micro-social levels clearly contradicts the processes that
preceded it." Therefore, such models developed by theorists of globalization are not suitable for the
analysis of trends in the past. Defining these processes as globalization processes, in the opinion of
D.V. Ivanov, "contradicts history, because the patchwork of non-existent features, such as intensity and
inclusiveness, obscures the concept of globalization" [11].

In fact, if we follow Robertson, Waters, and even Therbon, if we attribute any international,
intercultural relations, and geographical discoveries of Europeans from the fifteenth century, and even
changes from the third century, to globalization, we will define it by the concept of "globalization." The
identification of phenomena with different properties on different scales makes "globalization" an abstract
instruction that repeats the movement of people and the results of their activities around the globe from
specific scientific concepts that reveal the specifics of modern processes.

Considering the social and cultural progress in human society in the twentieth century, D.V. Ivanov
divides the theoretical research of the classics and modern researchers into subject areas, giving the
concepts of "internationalization" and "globalization", respectively. He called "internationalization" the
growth of a system of economic and political relations at the level of national institutions (states,
intergovernmental organizations, non-governmental, but national organizations), an idea that dates back to
the XIX century and aroused interest in classical theory of development. However, in any case, this
description is not enough to describe the current processes that are qualitatively different from
internationalization.

In fact, internationalization depends only on the national, national, mental nature of globalization,
where it is economic. political, cultural, etc. industries are left out.

Wallerstein emphasizes the differences between local societies - traditional types of empires and the
capitalist world - the economy that emerged in the XV-XVI centuries [12]. Within the world of
economics, there are social groups in the center of the system, in the peripheral region and in the semi-
peripheral region. Groups are divided by the nature of the connections, not by geographical proximity. In
the capitalist world, there are corporations and competition in the economy. There is also a relationship of
exploitation and dependence between the center and the periphery.
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One of the neutrals of globalization is that he does not pay much attention to the concept, and some
people criticize it rationally, but they do not have a very negative emotional outlook.

Proponents of the paradigm of the world system reject the use of the term "globalization", believing
that it is enough to present it simply as a conjuncture [13]. We can explain it as follows: it means giving a
special name to the natural processes that take place in any society, turning them into special terms and
bringing them to the field of study. They don't think it's necessary.

Wallerstein proposes to interpret the empirically determined social changes as the transition of the
capitalist world system to a period of crisis, the beginning of which dates back to 1967-1973. Models of
globalization developed on the basis of criticism of the theory of the world system and the theory of the
global system are an alternative to the models of the global system. Back in 1968, Roland Robertson
argued that culture was crucial in "systematizing" the world, and in the mid-1980s, Roland Robertson
proposed the following thesis: "Wallerstein's model of national economy and the global interdependence
of states is one of the aspects of globalization. The second aspect is that the individual consciousness of
individuals has a special role in the transformation of the world into a "single social place" [14].

Defining globalization as a series of changes that are determined empirically, but by the logic of
transforming the world into a "single place" has allowed Roland Robertson to formulate a much wider
range of this process than global system theorists. In this case, the unity of place means that the conditions
and nature of social interaction are the same anywhere in the world. Events in the far corners of the world
can be the only conditions or elements of social interaction. Simply put, the world automatically
"accumulates." If there are no significant barriers to accumulation, it will have an indivisible integrity to
specific areas of social space [15].

Robertson identifies two directions of globalization: global institutionalization of the living world
and localization of globalization [16]. The global institutionalization of the living world is interpreted as
the organization of daily local interactions and socialization through the direct macrostructural influence
of the world order.

The second direction of Robertson's model of globalization is the localization of globalization not
from "above" but from "below", ie through the localization of interactions with other states and cultures,
the introduction of elements of other national, "exotic" local cultures into everyday life. to display. In mul-
ticultural communities, the categories of "international relations", "clash of civilizations", "transnational
corporations" are practical manifestations of interaction.

In this regard, we can explain the essence of his idea as follows: Globalization - "international
relations”, globalization - "clash of civilizations", globalization - "transnational corporation", that is,
globalization is just a combination of these former concepts.

Robertson's model allows us to formulate globalization not only as structural changes, but also as
changes in the mood of consciousness and interpersonal interactions. At the same time, Robertson's view
of globalization is fraught with the possibility of the existence of an opposition that both exploits and
denies globalization. According to Robertson, the term "global" means not only "international" and
"transnational", but also "transcultural" and "transnational". The concept of global includes all social,
global and local phenomena.

Robertson's approach to globalization was warmly received by many researchers in the 1990s. For
example, theorists such as W. Beck and G. Turborn, who are known for their peculiarities in the study of
modernization, have developed individual models of global society [17]. "What is globalization?" In his
work, Beck introduced the category of transnational social space [18], which basically corresponds to
Robertson's concept of "single place". According to Beck, globalization means "the daily activities of the
economy, information, ecology, technology, transnational conflicts and various dimensions of civil
society".

In Goran Terbourn's work "Globalization", the term "globalization" refers to the process of "world-
wide spread of social phenomena, influence or awareness of the world about something among social
factors" [19]. Thus, Terborn continued on the path taken by Robertson, combining global interdependence
and global consciousness into a single model. Terborn proposes a model of global socialization that
formulates change at two levels (macro and microsocial) and in two directions (individual globalization
and localization of globalization). The theoretical models developed by Robertson, Beck, and Thorborne
re-suggest the type of theory of globalization that is prevalent in sociology today. The spatial reference of
the theory for this direction is the theory.
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The third type of model of globalization was formed in the late 80s and early 90s of the XX century
on the basis of a radically different understanding of the concept of "globalization" spatial referencing
[20]. In 1990, Arjun Appadurai began to lay the foundations for this type of model with his article
"Divisions and Differences in Global Culture and Economy" further developed in the book [21]. He
sees globalization as deregulation - the elimination of the dependence of social processes on physical
space [22].

In the process of globalization, a "global cultural flow" is formed, which is divided into five cultural-
symbolic space-flows (landscapes): ethno-space (ethnoscapes) - with the flow of tourists, immigrants,
refugees, migrant workers; financial space (finansscapes) - with capital inflows; mediascapes - with a
stream of images; ideological space (ideoscapes) - is formed by the flow of ideology.

Malcolm Waters' work "Globalization" contains the logic of replacing the local / global dichotomy
with the territorial / non-territorial dichotomy [9]. Globalization is interpreted as a set of processes
associated with the dominance of symbolic exchanges, leading to the deregulation of social events.
According to Waters, the foundation of the theory of globalization is the concept of the relationship
between social organization and territory.

Waters analyzes globalization in the field of culture based on the concept of Appadurai. The
"dimensions" of culture in Waters' theory are as follows: sacriscapes - defined by a simulated stream of
religiosity; ethnoscapes - observed through simulations of ethnic similarity; economic space (econoscapes)
- is reflected in the flow of value and capital simulators; mediascapes - information is represented by a
stream of simulators; leisurescapes - entertainment and impressions, for example, are created by tourist
simulators [9].

Summing up the analysis of theoretical models of globalization, Ivan Ivanov proposed three types -
the global system (Giddens, Sclera), global socialization (Robertson, Beck, Terborn), social deregulation
(Appaduri, Waters). We see that the "formulation" generates three "waves" or "directions". Through this
paradigm, he argues that "any empirically determined process of change is interpreted as an aspect, part,
or a form of globalization." For example, Robertson, Appaduri and Terborn introduced into the concept of
globalization the growth of separatism, cultural and religious fundamentalism, social movements against
globalization, Waters - consumerism, Beck - the escalation of environmental problems. However, the
expansion of the theory of globalization was achieved by eliminating the paradigmatic differences in the
concept of "local / global".

There are also debates among experts about the main reasons for concern about globalization, such as
"whether it is global free trade or the development of technology." In recent years, the reputation of those
who believe that the development of technology is a more important factor than globalization is gaining
ground [23].

9. 90yosB
K. A. flcayu atbiHaarsl XanblKapajiblK Ka3ak-Typik yHuBepcureti, Typkicran, Kazakcran

KAhAHJAHY UAEOJIOTUAJBIK )KOHE MOJAEHUET APAJIBIK
HET'I3 KAJIBIIITACTBIPY ®EHOMEHDbI PETIHJAE

Annoranusi. Kasipri skahannany ke3eHi — Kypaeni opi KenKbIpibl KyObuibic. OHBIH MaHbBI3/bl aCTIEKTUIEPiHIH
Oipi — «ommeOip Kanumbl axaMl TYMaHHUTAPIBIK: MOICHUTAHBIMIBIK, WICONOTHSIIBIK, MOPAJhIBIK-ITHKAIBIK
Heri3nepai OipTiHAen KaJdbIITacTRIPY, OCHl apKBUIBI TYPIIi ©PKEHHETKE opi TYPJIi TAPHXKa, TOCTYP MEH MOACHUETKE
We YITTap MEH XalbIKTapAbl JKaKbHAaTa Tycemi». Kaszipri skxahanmany OapbeIChiHIa, aranm aWTKaHIa, OHBIH
TYMaHUTapJbIK HETI3AEPiH KAIBINTACTHIPYIa aJaM3aTThIH OapiiblK OPKEHHUETTIK arbIHIAPBIHBIH MOJIEHH MYPAChIH
naiijananybl KepeK, MyHbBIH 031 op XaJIbIKThI KOHE QJIEeM/IIK KaybIMaCThIKThI OalibITa TyCcepi aHbIK, JereHMeH, apoip
YIT 63 MOJICHUETIHIH apaxiriH apIpaTa OTBIPBII, TUIIH, AiHIH, YIATTHIK KYHbUIBIKTAPbIH MOHT1 CaKTAaIl KATybl KaXeT
©3re YITTHIH MOJICHHUETIHE CIIIKTEY — epIKCi3 Ti3e OYry JereH ce3. AJlaiifia COHFbI YaKbITTa dJICMIIIK OpKCHHUETTE Oip
FaHa YCTEM JIep:KaBaHbIH OachIMIIBIK TaHBITYBI Oaiikaiyna. backarra aiTkaHma, TPAHCYITTHIK KOPIIOPAIHsUIAPIbIH
Kap)Kbl-OKOHOMUKAJIBIK KyaTblHa apKa CYHEeWTIH «amepuKaiaHablpy» >xahannanybl OeyieH ajbin keneni. MyHzaai
YpIic maMymibl eniepie, COHBIMEH KaTap Eypomana na Oip»kakThl )KaKChl dCep TYABIPMAiIbL.

Kasipri tagna sxahannaHy KOHIECNIMACHIHBIH KEHIHEH TaHBIMAII O0TybIHA KapamactaH, [1.B. ViBaHoB Obutail nen
KepceTeni: «O3repicTepAiH xahaHABIK MapaTuTMachIHBIH JaFlapbICKa YINBIPAYBIHBIH ajJFalliKbl Oenrinepi Kesre
YPBIHBIT TYP. OKOHOMHUKAJBIK BIKIANAACY, TPAHCYJITTHIK OIOPOKPATHSHBIH KAJbIITACYbl, MYJIbTHKAYBIMIAC-
THIKTapABIH ©Cy YpIICTepiH yKcaTa YJATLIeH OTHIphIN, >kahaHmaHy Teopmscel XX FachIpABIH COHBIHA Kapai
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TYBIHIAFaH YKCac J>KaHa YPHICTepAi, aTanm adTKaHIa, SKOHOMHKAIAFbl, cascaTTarbl, MOINCHHETTErl IIbIHAMbI
3aTTap/blH OPEKETTEPAiH OPHBIH ayBICTHIPATBIH OOpa3mapIblH — CUMYJLILMSIIAPIBIH dCep €Tyi, COHBIMEH Kartap,
KOMIBIOTEPITIK PEBOIONHS KOHE KHOSPMOICHUETTIH KaJIbIITACYybIH CypeTTeMEHIi.

XKanme! anranga, oleyMeTTaHyAarbl )KahaHJaHy YFBIMBI OKUFalap MEH YPAICTEpAiH KEH ayKbIMBIH KaMTHIbL:
QNIEMIIK HMICOJIOTHSUIAPABIH JaMybl, QJIEMIIK TOPTINl OpHATY YVINIH KapKbIHIBI Kypec >KYpPridy; XajbIKapaiblK
YIBIMIAp/IbIH CaHbl MEH OCEPIHIH YJIFAIObl, YITTHIK MEMJICKETTEep TOYEICI3/IriHiH dJcipeyi; TPAaHCYITTHIK Kopropa-
LUsUIap/AbIH Naiia 0oybl MEH JaMybl, XalblKapajblK caylaHbIH ecyi; jKalmai KapKblHIbl KOIli-KOH MEH MYJIbTH-
KaybIMIACTBIKTAPBIH KYPBUIYbl, FamamMablKk BAK KypeUlybl MeH oJeMHIH OapiblK aiMakTapbiHa OaThIC
MOJIEHUETIHIH OKTEMIr KoHE T.0.

OlleyMeTTaHyLIbIIap TapanblHaH jkahaHIaHy TEOPHSCH! CalachlHIa JKYPri3iireH KOMaKThl 3epTTeyjiepre Kapa-
MacTaH, Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl IIETENAIK 3ePTTEYIIIep HEri3iHeH 3KOHOMHKAJBIK JKOHE CasCH TYXKbIpbIMIaMaiapIblH
TapaJFaHABIFBIH KepceTinm oTeip. By 3eprreynep, kem »Kar[aiiia, MOIEHHM MYMKIHIIUTIKTEpre KacajfaH Tajaay
ApKBUTBI TOJIBIFBINT KEJedi, MYHBIH 631 MEMJICKETTiH, JKOHOMHUKAHBIH JKOHE TEXHHKAJIBIK PEBOJIOLMSIHBIH pOiHe
GalTaHBICTBI OOJIBII KEe.

CoHBIMEH KaTap KONTEreH aBTopiap TapamblHaH jkahaHABIK OocekelecTik, TINTi OaThIC ennepiHiH eHOeK
HapBIFBIHIA Ja Tepic cajiapra OKeJill OThIP JEreH JAepeK KenTipinil. MoceneH, HeMIC dJIeyMEeTTaHyIIBIChl DPUX
Benenin mikipiHiie, aneMIiK epKiH cayaHbl MEeKTey 0aThIiC eNjepiMeH Koca, KaUTAINCTIK eMeC dJIeM elIEPiHiH Jie
naiinaceina acnaiapl. BipiHinigeH, 6aTebic MEMIIEKETTEPIHIH HAPBIFBIHAH albIpbLUIFaH Keneh enaep «barbicka aereH
JKEK Kepy cesimiH OactaH kemryre mMaxOyp». Exinmiinen, xahanpany «barbicta >KyMbICHIBIIapAbIH Oip Oeuirin
CBIPTTaH CYpaHbIC OOJYBI YILIH JKOFaphl JKajaKbl TOJICHETIH )KYMBICKa aybICThIpPYFa MYMKIHAIK Oepeai. YIIiHIIieH,
0aTpIC TYTHIHYIIBUIAPHI YIiH jkahaHaHy KelTereH MMIIOpT Tayap OaranapbIHBIH TOMeHeYiH Oinaipeni» [1].

CoHFBI KbUIIApIAFbl )KYMBICTAPABIH Keibipeynepinae [2] an-ayKaTThlH apTybl IEMOKPATHSFa )KaHama TYPIC
acep €Till, COFBIC IeH KAKTBIFBICTAp KayIiH TiKeJIeld CeHiNTyre bIKIaJIBIH TUTI3el JeTeH YMIT 0ap.

Tyiiin ce3nep: xxahanmany, MoIEHHAPAIBIK, HACOJIOTHSIIBIK, HET13, KaJBIITACTHIPY, KYOBUIBIC.

A. A0yoB

MexayHapoaHbIi Ka3aXCKO-TYPELKUI YHUBEPCUTET
uM. Xomxu Axmena fcasu, Typkecran, Kazaxcran

TIOBAJIM3ALINA KAK ®PEHOMEH ®OPMUPOBAHUS
MEXKKYJbTYPHOU U UAEOJIOT'MYECKOHN OCHOB

AnHoTanus. HerHemHss 3moxa riao0anu3ayy SBISEeTCS CI0XKHBIM U MHOTOTPaHHBIM siBlicHHEeM. OIHHM 13
Hambolee BaXKHBIX ACIHEKTOB SBISIETCA «IOCTETIeHHOe (opMupoBaHHe o0OmEed TyMaHUTapHOW: KyJIbTYypHOH,
UICOJIOTUIECKON, MOpPANbHOM W JSTHYECKOW OCHOB, KOTOpas OOBEOMHACT HANWA W HApONBl C Pa3HBIMHU
MUBIIIN3AIUSMI, UCTOPHAMH, TPAIUIMAMA U KYJIBTypaMm». B yCIOBUSAX COBPEMEHHOW III00aNn3alni, B YaCTHOCTH,
npu (GOpMHUPOBAHHUU CBOMX TyMaHHTAPHBIX OCHOB HEOOXOAMMO HMCIOJIB30BaTh KYJIBTYPHOE HACIEINE BCEX LIUBHIIM-
3anui, KOTOpoe 000TaTHT KaXIyI0 HALMIO M MEPOBOE COOOIIECTBO, HO KaK/asi Halus BCeraa OyaeT COXPaHATh CBOH
SI3BIK, PEJINTHIO M HAIMOHAJIbHBIE IIEHHOCTH, pa3iuuas KylbTyphl. [loapaxars KynbType Apyroil Haluu, KOoTopas
JTOJDKHA OCTAaThCs, O3HaYaeT HeM30€KHO CTAHOBUTHCS Ha KoJieHH. OHAKO B MOCIIEIHES BPEMsl B MUPOBO# IMBUIIA3A-
8058 [lOMI/IHl/IpyeT TOJIBKO OJHA CUuJia. I[pyl"l/IMl/I cJioBaMu, rno6ann3au1/1;1 ((aMepI/lKaHI/ISaHI/II/I», KOTOpaﬂ ormpaeTc;I Ha
(hMHAHCOBYIO U PKOHOMHYECKYIO MOIIb TPAHCHAIIMOHAIFHBIX KOPIIOpaIuii, Habupaet 000poTsl. Takas TeHICHINS HE
HUMEET OJTHOCTOPOHHETO () (eKTa B pa3BUBAIOIIUXCS CTpaHaXx, a Takke B EBporre.

HecmoTps Ha TO, 9TO CeroHs KOHIEHIIHS MI00ann3anuy mupoko u3sectHa, J[.B. iBanoB otmeuaer: «IlepBrie
MpU3HAKH KpU3WCa B TIO0ANFHOW MapagurMe IEepeMEeH OYeBHUAHBI. MoIenupys SKOHOMHYECKYIO HHTETPALHIO,
(hopMupoBaHHE TPAaHCHAMMOHAIBHOW OIOPOKPATHH M POCT MHOTOOOIIMHHEIX COOOIIECTB, TEOPHS TI00ATH3AINMH HE
OTHCHIBACT AHAJIIOTUYHBIC HOBBIC TCHICHIIMH, MOSIBUBIIMECS B KOHIIE IBAALIATOTO BEKA: BIMSHUEC CUMYILILUH, a
TaK)Ke KOMITBIOTEPHAS PEBOTIONHS U KHOSPHETUYECKUE TIPOIIECCHI.

B niennomM monsTHE TII00ATU3alMK B COIIMOJIOTMH BKITIOYAET B c€0s IMUPOKHA CTIEKTP COOBITUH W HAMpPaBICHUIA:
pa3BUTHE MHUPOBBIX HACOJIOTHH, WHTCHCHBHas Ooprba 3a MHPOBOH MOPSAAOK; yBEIHMYEHHE YHCIA W BIHSHUSL
Me)KI[yHapOZlH])IX opraHmauMﬁ, ocna6neH1/1e HE3aBUCUMOCTHU HAIIMOHAJIBHBIX FOCyI[apCTB; BO3HUKHOBCHHUEC U
pa3BUTHE TPAHCHAI[MOHAJIBHBIX KOPIOpAIM, POCT MEXIyHAPOTHONH TOPTOBIJIM; MAccoBas MHUTpAlMs M CO3JaHUC
MYJIBTHOOIIECTB; co3nanue riobanbHeix CMU u BTOpKeHUE 3amafHON KYJIbTYPhI BO BCE PETHOHBI MUPA | T. [I.

HecmoTpss Ha OOIIMpHBIC WCCICIOBAHUS COIMOJIOTOB B OOJIACTH TEOPUH TIIO0ANIM3AIUN, COBPEMEHHBIC
3apyOCIKHBIC HCCIIEIOBATENN TOKA3EIBAOT, YTO YKOHOMHYCCKHIE U MOJUTHYSCKUE KOHIICIIIUH IIIMPOKO PaCcIpOCTpa-
HEHBI. DTH WCCIICAOBAHMS YacTO JOIMOJIHSIOTCS aHAIM30M KYJIBTYPHBIX BO3MOXHOCTEH, YTO CBS3aHO C POJIBIO
TOCyIapcTBa, SKOHOMHUKH U TEXHOJIOTHYECKON PEBOIOIUH.
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MHorue aBTOpHI TaK)Ke OTMEYAIOT, YTO TI00albHass KOHKYPEHIMS MMEeT HeTaTHBHEIC TOCIEACTBUS Jake Ha
3amaHOM pBIHKE Tpyda. Hampumep, Hememnkuit commonior Opux Bema oTMeTwn, 4To OrpaHHYeHHE MHPOBOI
CcBOOOHOW TOPTOBIM BBITOJHO HE TOJBKO 3alaJHBIM, HO M HEKAIMUTAUCTUICCKUM CTpaHaM. Bo-miepBbIX, OeqHbIe
CTpaHBI, MOTEPSBIINE 3aMaHbIC PHIHKH, «BBIHY)KICHB YyBCTBOBATh HEHABUCTH K 3amaay». Bo-BTOphIX, rirobannsa-
U TIO3BOJISIET 3amajy MepeBOANTh HEKOTOPHIX CBOMX PaOOTHHKOB Ha OoJiee BRICOKOOIUIaYMBaeMbIe paboune MecTa
JUI  YIIOBIETBOPEHUS] BHEIHEro CIpoca. B-TpeTbHX, Ui 3amajiHblX MOTpeOuTeneil riodanu3alus oO3Hadaer
CHIDKEHHE 1IeH Ha MHOTHE UMIIOPTUPYEeMbIe TOBaps» [1].

MOXHO HaAEATHCS, YTO B HEKOTOPBIX paboTax MOCHeAHUX JeT [2] yBenudeHue OJarocoCTOSHHS OKaXKeT
KOCBEHHOE BJIMSHHE Ha JIEMOKPATHUIO U IMPUBEIET K MPSIMOMY CHUKEHHIO YTPO3bl BOMHBI U KOH(IIHMKTA.

KioueBsie ciioBa: riobanm3anys, MeXKYJIbTYpHBIH, HII€0NIOrHUecKui, 6a3uc, popmupoBanue, heHOMEH.

Information about author:

Abuov Amrekul, the actor of culture, of The Republic of Kazakhstan doctor of philosophical sciences, professor
The vice predident on the social support and upbrining issues «Akhmet Yassawi International Kazakh-Turkish
University, Turkestan, Kazakhstan; naukakaz@mail.ru; https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4408-3923

REFERENCES

[1] Vede Erich. Power shifts, the struggle of cultures and globalization // Internationale Politik. N 6, 1997.

[2] John R. Oneal and Bruce M. Russet, The Classical Liberals Were Right: Democracy, Interdependence, and Conflict
1950 - 85 // International Studies Quaterly, Vol. 2, 1997. P. 214-263.

[3] Lisichkin V.A., Shelepin L.A. Global Evil Empire. M., 2001. 214 b.

[4] Matveev R.F. Methodological and theoretical problems of globalization // "New" Russia: national interests in a global
context. Materials of the Russian inter-university scientific conference "New" Russia: national interests in a global context:
December 7-8, 2001, M., Russian State Humanitarian University, 2001. 3 p.

[5] Alekseev A.S. Globalization: Are New Empires Possible // Science and Life, N 3, 2008, P. 3-11 (11 p.).

[6] Eshleman J. R. Cashion, B. G., Basinco L. Sociology and Introduction, Third Edition. Harper Collins Publishers,
USA, 1988.

[7] Robertson R., Lechner F. Modernization, Globalization and the Problem of Culture in the World-Systems Theory //
Theory, Culture & Society. 1985. N 3.

[8] Robertson R. Globalization Theory and Civilization Analysis // Comparative Civilizations Review. 1987. Vol. 17.

[9] Waters M. Globalizacao. Oeiras, 1999.

[10] Therborn G. Globalizations: Dimensions, Historical Waves, Regional Effects, Normative Governance // International
Sociology. 2000. N 2.

[11] Ivanov D.V. The evolution of the concept of globalization.: www.ecsocman.edu.ru/db/msg/1804

[12] Wallerstein I. The Modern World System I: Capitalist Agriculture and the Origins of the European world-economy in
the Sixteenth Century. New York, 1974. 15 p.

[13] Abu-Lughod J. Going Beyond Global Babble // Culture, Globalization and the World-System. Ed. by A.D. King
London, 1991, 28 p.

[14] Wallerstein 1. Globalization or the Age of Transition? // International Sociology. 2000. N 2. 250 p.

[15] Robertson R. Lechner F. Modernization, Globalization and the Problem of Culture in the World-Systems Theory //
Theory, Culture & Society. 1985, N 3; Robertson R. Globalization Theory and Civilization Analysis // Comparative Civilizations
Review. 1987, Vol. 17.

[16] Robertson R. Mapping the Global Condition: Globalization as the Central Concept // Global Culture. Ed. by
M. Featherstone. London, 1990. P. 15-17.

[17] Beck W. Risk Society: Toward a different Art Nouveau. M., 2000; Ther- born G. European Modernity and Beyond:
The Trajectory of European Societies 1945-2000. London, 1995.

[18] Beck U. Was is Globalisierung? Frankfurt a. M., 1998, 55 p.

[19] Therborn G. Globalizations: Dimensions, Historical Waves, Regional Effects, Normative Governance // International
Sociology. 2000. N 2. 154 p.

[20] Appadurai A. Disjunctive and Difference in the Global Cultural Economy // Global Culture. Ed. by M. Featherstone.
London, 1990.

[21] Appadurai A. Modernity at Large: Cultural Dimensions of Globalization. Minneapolis, 1996.

[22] Appadurai A. Disjuncture and Difference, 301. p.

[23] Paul Krugmann, Pjp Internationalizm, Cambridge, MA, 1996.

— 241 =



ISSN 1991-3494 4.2020

Publication Ethics and Publication Malpractice
in the journals of the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan

For information on Ethics in publishing and Ethical guidelines for journal publication
see http://www.elsevier.com/publishingethics and http://www.elsevier.com/journal—-authors/ethics.

Submission of an article to the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan implies
that the described work has not been published previously (except in the form of an abstract or as part of a
published lecture or academic thesis or as an electronic preprint,
see http://www.elsevier.com/postingpolicy), that it is not under consideration for publication
elsewhere, that its publication is approved by all authors and tacitly or explicitly by the responsible
authorities where the work was carried out, and that, if accepted, it will not be published elsewhere in the
same form, in English or in any other language, including electronically without the written consent of the
copyright-holder. In particular, translations into English of papers already published in another language
are not accepted.

No other forms of scientific misconduct are allowed, such as plagiarism, falsification, fraudulent data,
incorrect interpretation of other works, incorrect citations, etc. The National Academy of Sciences of the
Republic of Kazakhstan follows the Code of Conduct of the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE),
and follows the COPE Flowcharts for Resolving Cases of Suspected Misconduct
(http://publicationethics.org/files/u2/New_Code.pdf). To verify originality, your article may be
checked by the Cross Check originality detection service http://www.elsevier.com/editors/plagdetect.

The authors are obliged to participate in peer review process and be ready to provide corrections,
clarifications, retractions and apologies when needed. All authors of a paper should have significantly
contributed to the research.

The reviewers should provide objective judgments and should point out relevant published works
which are not yet cited. Reviewed articles should be treated confidentially. The reviewers will be chosen
in such a way that there is no conflict of interests with respect to the research, the authors and/or the
research funders.

The editors have complete responsibility and authority to reject or accept a paper, and they will only
accept a paper when reasonably certain. They will preserve anonymity of reviewers and promote
publication of corrections, clarifications, retractions and apologies when needed. The acceptance of a
paper automatically implies the copyright transfer to the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of
Kazakhstan.

The Editorial Board of the National Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan will monitor
and safeguard publishing ethics.

——345——



Bulletin the National academy of sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan

[IpaBumna opopmiieHHs cTaThH IS My OJIMKALUK B )KypHaJle CMOTPETh Ha CalTe:

www:nauka—nanrk kz
ISSN 2518-1467 (Online), ISSN 1991-3494 (Print)

http://www.bulletin—science.kz/index.php/en/

Penakropst M. C. Axmemosa, /]. C. Anenos, A. Axmemosa
Bepctka Ha kommbrotepe 4. A. A6opaxumosoii

Tloamucano B neuats 14.08.2020.
®opmar 60x881/8. bymara odcernas. [Ieuars — puzorpad.
21,6 n.n. Tupax 500. 3aka3 4.

Hayuonanvnas akademus nayx PK
050010, Anmamul, ya. Lllesuenxo, 28, m. 272—13-18, 272—13—-19



