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FRONTIER MIGRATION BETWEEN KAZAKHSTAN AND RUSSIA: THE
CASE OF THE WEST KAZAKHSTAN
Abstract
The dissertation is dedicated to research frontier migration between Kazakhstan and
Russia. The given issue is a topical and has an important value for forming of
population policy of border regions and border collaboration of Kazakhstan and
Russia. A conceptual interpretation of the border problems is attempted in the given
work. A special chapter is dedicated for a forming history and peculiarities of
Kazakhstan-Russian border. A practical part of the dissertation is based on social
research materials called “Frontier migration in the western region of KazakhstanRussia border”, which was carried out by the author in July-August, 2009 in WestKazakhstan and Orenburg regions with the assistance of an international program
Center “Bolashak” of the Republic of Kazakhstan and Charles University in Prague.
On the basis of sample survey data the nature, directions and motivation of frontier
migration were analyzed; ethno-demographic situation in the frontier regions was
considered. The carried out research allowed to reveal a number of problems
associated with the frontier migrations in border regions of Kazakhstan and Russia.
Keywords: Frontier migration, Kazakhstan-Russian border, West Kazakhstan,
Kazakhstan, Russia.
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1. INTRODUCTION
The collapse of the Soviet Union and the formation of new states led to dramatic changes in
the geopolitical situation in the vast territory of the Eurasian continent. The disappearance of
a harsh unified system has resulted in entirely new problems for the new states – defining of
border regimes and infrastructure development in the boundary areas in accordance with
international principles. The problem of regulating frontier migrations occupied an important
place. And above all, this problem was raised between Kazakhstan and Russia, because the
Kazakhstan-Russian border is the longest border in the former Soviet space and the secondlongest in the world1.
In the framework of a unified Soviet state frontier migrations did not cause problems and
were not the subject of special research. The collapse of the Soviet Union and the
establishment of border barriers made it impossible to maintain old relationships and
connections. However, migration links between border areas of Kazakhstan and Russia
continue in a fairly intense form, but the nature and methods of movements have changed
significantly.
Early 90's were characterized by large migration flows from Kazakhstan to Russia, which
had a massive and irreversible character, whereas now cross-border movements are
becoming increasingly important and took the form of seasonal and circular migration. Now
we can say that the main migration flows from Kazakhstan to Russia have been exhausted;
the frontier migration came to the foreground. They had occupied a significant place in the
development of regions before, but now their causes and character has changed considerably.
Now, the scope and conditions for their implementation are different.
At the present stage, the migration policy has become part of the Kazakhstan-Russian
bilateral relations. One of the results of their development is to establish more clearly
defined restrictions on border crossings between Russia and Kazakhstan. With the advent of
the Kazakhstan-Russian border, a number of measures had been introduced, making difficult
communication between the populations of the border territories. The border control
tightened repeatedly when entering and leaving the country. This policy has affected the
huge mass of population, as the longest land border in the post-Soviet space had formed
between Kazakhstan and Russia. The process of arrangement of the boundaries and legal
settlement of border relations is quite natural and necessary, so the flow of cross-border
movements became more controlled. However, some issues appeared that are negatively
perceived by most people. This raises several questions, the scientific descriptions of which
has a quite practical significance for the development of demographic and migration policy
in both border regions and in the country in general.
The necessity and urgency of the study is defined by a modern value of border territory
as well. For Kazakhstan, the role of border regions is particularly great because Kazakhstan
1

Only the border between the U.S. and Canada is longer (8,891 km), but it includes 2,475 km of the Canadian
border with Alaska.

4

borders with five countries of the CIS. For example, only the territory of border regions of
Kazakhstan bordering with Russia occupy 46.7% of all territory of Kazakhstan (Kazakhstan
v 2009 godu. Statisticheskii ezhegodnik Kazakhstana 2010: 9). In the administrativeterritorial terms: 12 out of 14 regions of Kazakhstan and 79 of the 160 administrative
districts are frontier territories. Undoubtedly, the border regions play a significant role in
forming the demographic potential of Kazakhstan. About 73% of the population of
Kazakhstan is concentrated in these border areas, of which 32% lives in the administrative
districts that are directly adjacent to the borders, including 12% of the population lives in the
regions bordering with Russia, 8% – with Uzbekistan, 6% – with Kyrgyzstan, 5.5% – with
China, and 0.2% – with Turkmenistan. Specificity of business activities of border regions of
Kazakhstan is that in most cases they are far away from the Kazakhstan market, but closer to
the markets of neighboring countries. At the same time, the Soviet legacy contributes to the
cross-border cooperation between Kazakhstan and the CIS countries in the form of the
structures of economy, the mentality of the population, and so forth, but the border regions
can use this positional resource to the full extent in case of good neighborly and stable
relations with neighboring countries.
Today, Kazakhstan has accumulated the vast experience in the study of demographic and
migration issues, but demographic and migration problems of border regions still remain
poorly studied. In this connection, a comprehensive analysis of demographic and migration
situation with a view to finding a way for effective solutions to optimize the management of
demographic processes in the border regions of Kazakhstan is becoming a particular
relevance. Insufficient attention to the possible demographic impact in border regions and
the lack of a strategy to address demographic and migration problems can lead to social and
political instability. In this connection, a strategy of demographic and migration
development of border areas becomes especially significant, which play the role of the
outposts, the required level of international economic cooperation in preserving the integrity
and national security.
Relevance of the topic is defined by little knowledge about the problem. The researchers
studied well enough common causes and nature of the migrations of the first half of 90-ies.
They examined the extent and direction of migration flows, exit areas and resettlement of
migrants, and developed the methodology of the study of migration processes. At the same
time, the study of modern frontier migrations between Kazakhstan and Russia is only
beginning. Therefore, the problem of frontier migration is the subject of this dissertation
research. In addition, the study of this issue in regard to regions is necessary for both
understanding this problem in the whole country and clarification its regional dimensions, as
well as the need of complex research of frontier migration in order to develop practical
recommendations.
Thus, the relevance of research topic is due to the today’s objective realities, the need to
develop the conceptual foundations of modern migration policy both in the border regions
and in the country as a whole.
5

Goal and objectives of the research
The purpose of this research is to examine the degree of development and the impact of
frontier migration on the formation of relationships between the neighboring states and the
population of borderlands.
To achieve the goal of study, the following tasks were set:
•

Study the specifics of the Kazakhstan-Russia border and its western section and give
a comprehensive description of the situation, including resources, communications,
ethnic and demographic and other potentials of the borderlands;

•

Explore border formation history and evolution of the border policy;

•

Analyze the ethno-demographic situation in the border zone;

•
•

Study the situation of the Kazakh community living in Russia and the Russians in
Kazakhstan;
Examine causes, intensity and geographical direction of frontier migration;

•

Determine the reasons for the increase / reduction in frontier migration;

•

Study migration potential, migration sentiments of the residents of border regions;

•

Study the impact of border control on the lives of borderlands population, on the
intensity of contacts;

•

Try to determine intensity of frontier migration using Generalized linear models.

The territorial scope of the research
The territorial scope of the research covers the territory of West Kazakhstan. West
Kazakhstan, due to its geographical position is the largest hub of migration processes, and by
the degree of migration activity is one of the leading places in the country. The West
Kazakhstan as none other region of Kazakhstan has the most extensive and diverse border
with the regions of Russia. 12 subjects of the Russian Federation and 7 regions of
Kazakhstan are adjoining the border. Three regions of Kazakhstan share a border with five
provinces of Russia in the West Kazakhstan region. The research on this issue in the region
has actual relevance for both understanding the problems of the whole country and clarifying
its regional aspects.
The chronological framework of the research
The chronological framework of the research covers a long historical period from 1991 to
2011 – a twenty-year period of disintegration of the USSR, and the existence of CIS, and the
new stage in the development of migration processes in post-Soviet space associated with
this. This period is characterized by dramatic changes in migration of population between
Kazakhstan and Russia: the massive and permanent emigration from Kazakhstan to Russia
typical of the early 90's has slowed down, with frontier migration are becoming increasingly
important year after year. Therefore, the timing of this research is determined by changes in
the nature and extent of migration processes and their impact on ethnic and demographic
situation in the border regions of Kazakhstan and Russia.
6

2. DATA AND RESEARCH METHODS
Data sources
This research of frontier migration between Kazakhstan and Russia is based on a wide range
of sources. They represent both the primary documents to record migration, as well as
generic information provided in the form of sample survey, reference and statistical
publications. Departmental statistics is also important. In the study we used data from
various sources, and although the data has significant limitations in terms of the coverage of
migrants and migration flows, we have attempted to ensure its compatibility. Because the
chronological framework of the study covers the period since the Soviet collapse and the
formation of new independent states, such factors as time and place of writing, the nature of
the sources were considered in the analysis of the materials and documents, i.e. the degree of
reliability of data used, their comparability were determined.
Research methods
Sample survey specification. In order to study the problem of frontier migration between
Kazakhstan and Russia, we conducted a survey called “Frontier migration between
Kazakhstan and Russia: the case of the West Kazakhstan” in July-August, 2009. The
purpose of the survey was to reveal characteristics, causes and directions of frontier
migration between Kazakhstan and Russia, to analyze the degree of development and the
impact of frontier migration on the formation of relationships between the neighboring states
and the population of adjacent territories.
Sample survey was conducted on both sides of the border, using “vis-à-vis” principle: in
West Kazakhstan (Kazakhstan) and Orenburg regions (Russia). The choice of settlements
was determined by the proximity to the border, as well as the location of border and customs
posts near those places.
The research program includes surveys of residents in following settlements:
• Regional centers: Uralsk (Kazakhstan) and Orenburg (Russia)
• District centers : Aksai (Kazakhstan) and Sol-Iletsk (Russia)
• Settlements located close to the border: Chingirlau (Kazakhstan) and Linevka (Russia)
The sample size was determined to ensure obtaining a representative calculation of key
indicators of frontier migration for the country as a whole and for urban and rural areas. The
1,200 people were interviewed during the survey conducted (including 600 residents of the
border region of Kazakhstan and 600 residents of border region of Russia). Out of these, 300
people (or 50% of respondents) were from the cities of Uralsk and Orenburg (region
centers), 200 people (or 33% of respondents) – from the district centers Aksai and Iletsk and
100 people (17% of respondents) living in the villages Chingirlau and Linevka. The survey
was conducted through a questionnaire, and questionnaires were filled out by the
respondents. The questionnaire consisted of two parts, each of which covers important issues
in accordance with the objectives of the study. The people of frontier regions of Kazakhstan
who had visited Russia and people of frontier regions of Russia who had visited Kazakhstan
were surveyed. Data processing is carried out by using professional statistical package SPSS.
7

Generalized Linear Models. Regression analysis is the research of ties regularity between the
phenomena (processes) which depend on many, sometimes unknown, factors. The essence of
the regression analysis comes to an establishment of a regression equation, i.e. of a type of a
curve between the random varieties (arguments x and function y), to a valuation of a ties
closeness between them, to an authenticity and adequacy of measurement results. The
regression analysis is one of the methods of factors modeling of population migration. It
obviously allows to check the hypothesis of migration dependence from factors, its
determinants.
However in social sciences we often deal with categorical variables not metric ones.
Therefore in such cases we need another statistical model, such as Generalized linear
models. So we use Generalized linear models in the given work. Generalized linear models
refer to more difficult regression models. They are used in such cases when the diagnostics
have shown a failure of simple regression models. Generalized linear model is a
generalization of linear regression model which allows us: to include the categorical
predictor variables along with the continuous ones. In the given work we pay more attention
to the last case when the model includes the categorical predictor variables.
The purpose of the chapter is to analyze the influence of some independent variables x1,
x2, …, xn (age, sex, education, marital status, household income, nationality, citizenship,
place of permanent residence and country of permanent residence) on the dependent variable
y (intensity of frontier migration). Analysis of the problem is done using Generalized linear
models, implemented with the help of an application program package SPSS. For analysis
GLM of frontier was used the data of the sample survey.
3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Features of Kazakhstan-Russia borders
The Kazakhstan-Russia border is one of the longest borders in the world, and separates two
large countries in the post-Soviet region – Russia and Kazakhstan. The features of the
Kazakhstan-Russia border (most of the landscape, infrastructure and demographic
characteristics of the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands) are conducive to intensive crossborder cooperation.
First of all, the length of the Kazakhstan-Russia border is almost 7.5 thousand km
(Agency of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan). The border zone between Kazakhstan
and Russia is a densely populated strip which includes economically developed areas with a
strong industrial base, a high level of urbanization, and a branched structure of
communications. On the Russian side, 12 subjects of the Russian Federation and 70
administrative districts with more than 1,500 communities and over 3 million people are
directly adjacent to the border. On the Kazakh side, the territory of Kazakh border regions
bordering with Russia occupies 46.7% of all territory of Kazakhstan (Vardomsky and
Golunov 2002: 456).
Secondly, the majority of the border passes through the plains of the steppes (foreststeppe, semi-desert) region, and the level of population concentration and industrial
8

infrastructure in the border areas is quite large. However, the number of permanent crossborder communication paths that cross the border do not meet the needs of communication
between the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Russian Federation at all sections.
Thirdly, the border regions of Kazakhstan differ substantially in their resource, raw
materials and communication potential. The majority of Kazakhstan’s natural resources are
located in the western and northern regions bordering Russia. Cross-border cooperation
between Kazakhstan and Russia has a diverse character: in the security and regulatory
regime of border crossing, production, trade, commercial, financial, transportation,
humanitarian (social, educational, cultural), environmental and other fields. All these are
conducive to intensive cross-border cooperation and to interaction 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 the border is an important feature of the
Kazakhstan-Russia border area. According to 2009 estimates, there are about 27 million
people living in the Russian regions adjacent to Kazakhstan, or 18.8% of the population of
Russia (Russian Federal State Statistics Service). The population of the Kazakh regions
adjacent to Russia is 5.5 million people, or 34.4% of the population of Kazakhstan (Agency
of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan). The demographic potential in the border regions
of Russia is nearly 5 times higher than in the border regions of Kazakhstan, and it has a
tendency to increase in favor of the Russian border regions, whereas an imbalance between
the population of Russia and Kazakhstan has a tendency to decrease because of total
population decline in the Russian Federation and population increase in the Republic of
Kazakhstan over the last ten years.
In 1989–1999, migration flow from Kazakhstan helped stabilize the demographic
situation in the Russian border regions, and compensate for a natural decline in population.
In contrast, the population of border regions of Kazakhstan suffered heavy losses; during the
1989–1999 period, their population decreased by 815 thousand people, representing 65.5%
of total population decline in Kazakhstan (Agency of Statistics of the Republic of
Kazakhstan). Slavic people from Kazakhstan moved largely to the neighboring Russian
regions. As a result, ethno-demographic balance has shifted in favor of Kazakhs in almost all
regions of the Kazakhstan part of the Kazakhstan-Russia border areas. Between 1989 and
2009, the size of the Russian population of Kazakhstan was reduced to 2.3 million and 1.0
million of those, or 44%, were the Russian population of border regions of Kazakhstan,
adjacent to the Russian Federation. The outflow of the Slavic population from the border
regions of Kazakhstan which still have a high proportion of Russians continues in an
intensive manner, although outflow of the Russian population displays a decreasing tendency
in comparison with the previous period. The greatest loss was suffered by the East
Kazakhstan region and North Kazakhstan. However, 1.8 million Russian people live in
seven regions of Kazakhstan bordering Russia, representing almost 48% of Kazakhstan's
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Russian population, and the border regions of Kazakhstan are still the regions where the
Russian population is concentrated (Agency of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan).
Thus, this data indicates that the population of the border regions in the 1990s entered a
period of downward demographic development. A sharp drop in population growth is a
characteristic feature for the two countries – Russia and Kazakhstan in general. In
Kazakhstan, the situation has changed due to mass emigration of the Slavic population from
the country, whereas in the border areas of Russia, it was an influx of population from
neighboring regions of Kazakhstan that has helped to straighten out the demographic
situation, while maintaining and even increasing the total population. As a result, the ratio of
population in the Russian and Kazakhstan borderlands has changed. The imbalance has
increased in favor of Russia: in 1989– 4.12 times more people lived in the above-mentioned
areas of Russia than in the border regions of Kazakhstan; by 1999 it was 4.78 times more,
and in 2009 it was 4.84 times more (Agency of Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan).
Migration ties between the borderlands of Kazakhstan and Russia are continuing in quite
an intense form, but the nature and methods of movements have changed significantly: the
massive and irreversible migration from Kazakhstan to Russia, which was characteristic for
the 1990s, has been exhausted. In support of the hypothesis of our study, it was determined
that frontier migration plays an increasing role, which became the main form of migration
processes in the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands. Frontier migration far exceeds all other
forms of migration in the border regions. The Kazakh diaspora in Russia and the Russian
diaspora in Kazakhstan are the main basis for the existence and development of such
migration networks.
Frontier migration on the western side of the Kazakhstan-Russia border
Descriptive analysis of frontier migration. As we noted before, for the purpose of specific
analysis of frontier migration we carried out a sample survey of the population on both sides
of the border according to “vis-à-vis” principle – in the Orenburg and West Kazakhstan
region. The west section of the Kazakhstan-Russia border was deliberately chosen, as it is
the largest junction of the migration process and in terms of migration activity, it holds top
position in the Kazakhstan-Russian migration exchange.
Based on our analysis of survey data, we can draw the following conclusions about
frontier migration between Kazakhstan and Russia:
• Despite its division by border and the strengthening of border controls at checkpoints, a
single space in terms of social and economic relations is preserved. About half of the
population of the borderlands continues to travel to a neighboring country to a greater or
lesser extent, with 14% travelling at least several times a month. The most visited cities in
the Russian Federation by the population of the West Kazakhstan region are located in the
Orenburg, Samara and Saratov regions, because of the presence of relatives there, and for
other travelling purposes (medical treatment, buying goods for the home, etc.).
• A great source of integration between our two countries is the personal relationships
between the borders communities established over decades. The most important factor in
10
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•

frontier migration is the preservation of relationships between the residents of borderlands.
Almost half of the respondents have cross-border relationships, with about 80% of them
staying in touch with those relations on a regular basis. This is why many of the
respondents pointed out during questioning that the delimitation of borders, strengthening
of border and migration control hits people's ability to communicate freely with each other
the hardest. This problem is noted as the most urgent for the residents of the borderlands.
The second largest group of reasons for trips to Russia for the residents of borderlands is
the purchase of household goods, and traveling for medical treatment to Russian clinics.
They often give opportunities related to obtaining employment or to the implementation of
their commercial services as advantages of their place of residence.
An analysis of migration plans showed that most (77.3% of respondents) people do not
intend to emigrate from the country. The majority of those wishing to move in the coming
years are Russian, in most cases planning to move to Russia. Kazakhs and representatives
of other nationalities often simply want to live in economically developed countries. Most
people who plan to leave are of active working age (20-49 years), with higher education.
Migration plans clearly point to the "west", with no one planning to move to the countries
of Central Asia. The leading motives for peoples’ departure are a desire to improve their
economic situation, as well as to live near relatives. More than half of the respondents
stated that their homeland and relatives and friends living near to them have prevented
them from moving.
The survey showed that there is a certain tendency towards a reduction in trips of the
residents of borderlands to the Russian Federation. Amongst those who have been there in
the past three years, 40% of the respondents still go there, 37% go less and only 14% go
more often. A decrease in trips is associated, on the one hand, with a lack of personal need
for them, and on the other hand, with the complexities of crossing of the KazakhstanRussia border (queues at the border, customs and border controls). About 2% of
respondents who have crossed the border in recent years did so at least once by passing
through border and customs posts.
Frontier migrations between Kazakhstan and Russia have clearly become seasonal in
nature. According to the survey, 80% of all visits were performed in the summertime.
The strengthening of customs inspections and overly strict border controls were named as
amongst the major inconveniences in crossing the border. This was attributed to the
distant location of border posts. Every third respondent had encountered some
inconvenience on Russian territory due to the presence of domestic nationalism, and
harassment on the grounds of nationality.
It was interesting to discover public attitudes to the border delimitation and the prospect of
introducing a visa regime. Residents consider border delimitation, above all, as a positive
process. This makes their lives more secure due to the establishment of strict rules and
controls over those crossing the border. The most common negative aspects mentioned
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were the complication of border crossings and reduced contact between the residents of
borderlands.
Most respondents opposed the introduction of a visa regime as a measure of further
tightening of border control (83.8% of West Kazakhstan region respondents and 81.0% of
the respondents in the Orenburg region), while 6.3% and 6.7% respectively of the
respondents supported this idea. The more regularly people go to Russia the higher the
proportion of opponents of a visa regime amongst them. For each third respondent, the
visa regime will be an insurmountable obstacle to travel, every tenth respondent will go
less often, and only for each fifth respondent will nothing change.
Respondents primarily associated improving the lives of borderlands population with the
border crossing regime, i.e., border crossings should be facilitated, minimizing controls at
the border.
Two thirds of the respondents have a very friendly attitude towards Russia as their
homeland, considering it a friendly country and a good neighbor, with the other
respondents displaying a neutral attitude. This indicates approval of the integration policy
of the countries. The main priorities in the development of interstate cooperation between
Kazakhstan and Russia, in their opinion, should be cooperation between the countries in
the fields of education, culture and health. The respondents believe that the governments
of Kazakhstan and Russia need common economic programs and projects. Development
of relations between the neighboring countries at the state level is also important for the
people of the borderlands.
Migration scales are influenced by a variety of socioeconomic, ethno-demographic and
cultural factors, which have a different degree of development in different areas of the
Kazakhstan-Russia border. The problem of identity is closely connected with many
factors, although territorial, ethnic, and age-related factors have the most influence on
frontier population identity. Self-identification is an identification of someone with a
certain social group or community, accepting its objectives and value system, the
perception of the person as a member of this group or community. So, the vast majority of
all respondents – more than 80% of respondents of the West-Kazakhstan region - identify
themselves as citizens of Kazakhstan. This is the situation in the frontier regions of the
Russian Federation. This allows us to say that self-identification is an expression of
loyalty to and trust in the state in which they are living. There is a sufficient differentiation
between the basic ethnic and age groups for this item. Territorial identification works
through the identification of a person as an individual as an inhabitant of a certain region
and population center. At the same time, the Russians have a higher level of ethnic selfidentification. Around 2.0% of respondents give a nostalgic identification, which is
defined by such people identifying themselves as Soviet. A significant marker for a given
form of identification is the respondent’s age, that is, basically, people of elder age born
during the Soviet period. Ethno-psychological problems substantially influence selfidentification. As our research has shown, a small group of Russians in Kazakhstan still
12

feel uncertainty. The Russian population in Kazakhstan represents the second and third
generation of local Russians. “They clearly recognise their otherness from the Russians in
Russia, having formed a special subculture”, uncomfortable both in Russia and in
Kazakhstan. In all probability, the frontier region between Kazakhstan and Russia
represents a sufficiently comfortable territory of residence for the above mentioned
Russian population. It is no surprise that 2.5% of West-Kazakhstan region respondents
consider themselves citizens of the Russian Federation, of whom a large proportion have
Russian citizenship. Russian citizenship for this group of people serves as a kind of
“security guarantee” or “in order not to feel isolated from Russia”. So, as the selfidentification analysis of the population of the Kazakhstan-Russia border area has shown,
the problem of identity is closely connected with many factors, though territorial, ethnic,
and age-related factors have the most influence on frontier population identity. The survey
can describe the extent of a serious problem – the presence of a group of people among
the population of Kazakhstan with residence and apartment in Kazakhstan while being the
citizens of another state, in this case Russia. For this group of people, it is quite obvious to
have high migration mobility. This group is very significant for the border areas, since
only territorial proximity increases the mobility of people and promotes the formation of
such groups.
Generalized linear models of frontier migration. On the basis of the sample survey data, we
also studied relationships between the social characteristics of respondents and their intensity
of frontier migration. We used a generalized linear model (GLM) to analyze the influence of
the social characteristics of respondents on the intensity of frontier migration. Direct,
apparent or mediated connections between the intensity of frontier migration and social
characteristics were discovered, and the relative importance of each characteristic in
different kinds of settlement (city, district and village) and country (Russia, Kazakhstan)
were determined.
• The generalized linear model results show four out of the nine examined independent
variables exhibit a statistical significant effect on the intensity of frontier migration,
essentially in all computed models – place of permanent residence, country of permanent
residence, sex and age. In some models, marital status, nationality, citizenship and
education of respondents have an influence on the intensity of the frontier migration.
• Regardless of country and place of residence, men are more mobile than women. The
main reason for women’s low mobility is that they (unlike men) are deeply involved in
looking after the household (childbearing and raising of children, housekeeping etc.). The
study also shows that the urban population is more mobile than the rural population. This
may be explained by the employment of the rural population. The population in rural areas
is mostly engaged in housekeeping, farming etc.
• People older than 50 years are more mobile than people in younger age categories in all
models. The mobility of people over 50 is somewhat high in comparison with young
people. Here, the mobility displayed by those of an older age may be explained by several
13

reasons. First of all, the population aged 50+ is not such an old population; 50-60 year-old
people are still at an active age and can work and travel. Secondly, they may have
relatives and friends from the Soviet period further away. The population aged 50+
represent people who were born in the USSR and lived within one Soviet state. That is to
say, people born in the USSR do not lose relations and friends just because they now live
in different states. In contrast, young people are more focused on internal migration, that
is, the younger the population is, the weaker the external relations.
• So, the intensity of frontier migration basically depends on such indexes as place of
permanent residence, country of permanent residence, age and sex. As such, household
income does not play any part; this means that economic reasons are in some way
suppressed. On the other hand, social and family relations are very important, in as much
as the crossing of the border in order to visit relatives and friends is one of the principle
reasons for migration. The given event may be explained, on the one hand, by the
migration system theory (as discussed above), and on the other hand, by the network
theory, that is, by the availability of interpersonal relations in which the migrants interact
with their relatives and friends who had left for the other country. The reasons for such
relations cover different types of support (information exchange, financial aid, etc.).
Relevance of concepts and study results
In addition, this dissertation attempts to consider the frontier migration between Kazakhstan
and Russia through the prism of the global concepts of international migration. There are a
lot of concepts regarding international migration; we have mentioned some of them. These
concepts of international migration have given us the opportunity to analyze frontier
migration between Kazakhstan and Russia, to explain trends and patterns of frontier
migration. These concepts correspond to the reality of the Kazakhstan-Russia border and
give us the opportunity to explain the reasons for frontier migration, migrants’ behaviors,
and the impact of historical and political processes on the development of frontier migration
between Kazakhstan and Russia.
• So, based on the basic tenets of the theory of migration systems (Kritz, Lim and Zlotnik,
1992: 1-16), we can say that both Kazakhstan and Russian citizens living in the
borderland area are quite closely related to each other in their daily lives. Contacts
between inhabitants of frontier territories are predetermined by the existence of historic,
cultural, economic or political bonds between countries. And according to a theory
migration system, the probability of an international migration is especially great between
former colonial states and their former colonies (which Russia and Kazakhstan were). The
reason for this lies in administrative, transport, communication, investment, cultural,
linguistic and other bonds which were established in the Soviet period. Here, an important
role is played in particular by cultural and geographical proximity and the geopolitical
position of these two states. The stability of migratory bonds is determined by migratory
systems – kindred and other bonds of inhabitants of these states. And the main basis for
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the existence and development of such migratory systems is Kazakh diaspora residents in
Russia and Russian diaspora in Kazakhstan.
• The concept of "internationalist" culture. As the peripheries of national states, border
areas, due to their intermediate position, have themselves acted as "centers of
development." These centers develop through social networks and cross-border economic
relations (trade, exchange of information, cultural and educational exchanges, etc.). So,
we can say that the Kazakhstan-Russia borderland is the "center of cooperation" between
the two countries - Kazakhstan and Russia. Because of its periphery, these border regions
are remote from the national markets, but because they are located at the border, they have
access to the markets of the neighboring state. The concept of "internationalist" culture,
which forms among the population of border regions, benefiting from cross-border
contacts, was developed by American geographer, O. Martinez. It is based on years
studying the border between the United States and Mexico (Martinez, O. 1994: 304).
Here, a concept of “internationalist” culture is applicable which is formed amongst the
inhabitants of frontier regions, turning frontier contacts to their advantage, in so far as a
sufficient part of Kazakhstan and Russian migrants go into the neighboring country to
solve personal issues – shopping, studying, for medical purposes, etc. So, in the
borderlands between Russia and Kazakhstan, this culture is characterized by increased
mobility and receptiveness to innovation. The study shows that the population of border
regions is acutely aware of their special interests and is able to exist in several conflictfree "cultural worlds" – the nationwide culture and their ethnic culture, foreign cultures
and the specific culture of the border region.
• Self-identification. People’s identity is deeply modified in the new conditions because of
the growing "mixture" of different ethnic and other groups. More and more people have
complicated identities, associating themselves with two or more ethnic and cultural
groups. There are growing cultural and linguistic, religious and other identities that are not
always clearly related to a specific territory. This leads to a relative weakening of national
identity, as people tend to identify themselves with their specific place of residence – the
municipality, region, or being part of a separate nationality or social group, in order to
isolate themselves from "outsiders" (people of other nationalities, faiths, etc.) by strict
administrative barriers. The study has shown that the number of such people is small in
the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands, but it is not insignificant (although it displays a
decreasing tendency compared with previous studies). The vast majority of respondents of
the West-Kazakhstan region identify themselves as citizens of Kazakhstan. Thus we can
say that self-identification is an expression of loyalty and trust to the state in which they
are living.
• The concept of transnational migration. In the given case, if we follow the concept of
German researcher L.Pries (Pries 1996: 456-472), the respondents who associate
themselves as a “citizen of Russia” are trans-migrants, who are living in “sending”
(Russia) and “accepting” (Kazakhstan) communities and forming a trans-national
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community simultaneously. As research shows, often trans-migrants do not focus on
integration, and this is confirmed by our researchers as well. The trans-migrants crossing
international borders and staying in another country keep up social relations with their
native country.
• In the ordinary state of consciousness, the feeling of an external threat gives rise to a
desire to minimize or even to cease contact with an unwanted or dangerous neighbor: if it
is not possible to get rid of him, if it is impossible to subdue, control, or resettle him
elsewhere, then it is necessary to isolate oneself from this neighbor. Entire countries have
applied this strategy by erecting "great walls" – in China, England (separating England
from Scotland), Berlin, and today in the Middle East with the Israeli government wanting
to protect Israelis from Palestinians through the construction of a great wall (Kolossov
2003: 44-59). A survey conducted in the West Kazakhstan and Orenburg regions showed
that the population of border areas see the introduction of a visa regime between
Kazakhstan and Central Asian countries and between Russia and Kazakhstan as a solution
to the problems of drug trafficking and illegal migration from Central Asia, which
corresponds to roughly the same idea: to protect "us" from "them". However, experience
has shown that border walls only aggravate these problems. Isolation creates ignorance;
ignorance creates fear and mistrust, and such a perception of a neighbor is the most
powerful obstacle to reconciliation and finding a real solution.
4. CONCLUSION
• The research suggests that the border has not become a barrier constraining the
development of trans-boundary contacts, even though the Russian side has been
strengthening border controls year on year, citing the need to ensure security.
• Border barriers between the two neighboring states, whose inhabitants have always had
family and economic relations and who continue to maintain these relations, have
seriously complicated the lives of people both in Kazakhstan and in Russia. The newly
imposed barriers have worsened and complicated the already difficult course of
socioeconomic transformations for people in the two countries, intensifying their
economic isolation and periphery.
• At the same time, as the survey shows, as long as a relative openness is maintained, the
border territory may provide some benefits to residents, who are in favor of interstate
integration and are able to make a profit from cross-border contacts for themselves and
their families. In the long run, this may give additional incentives to the development of
the territories on both sides of the border.
• Solving the population problems and regulation of migration processes in the border
territories can be most effectively addressed at the local level by the administrations in
border areas. Their policies and concrete acts to strengthen the relationship between
neighboring countries, creating favorable conditions for economic, social and cultural
cooperation will result in real improvements in the lives of their people, and preserve the
benefits of open borders between friendly countries.
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5. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR HOW TO TREAT THE BORDER ZONE AND
RELATED FRONTIER MIGRATION
Transforming the boundaries of the former Soviet Union, the border regions, and the
opportunities and challenges of cross-border cooperation require a deliberate policy aimed at
resolving the situation in the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands with the adoption of specific
measures:
• In our view, the Kazakhstan-Russia borderlands have rich resources, manufacturing and
human capacity, the efficient management of which able to give a significant boost to the
development of Kazakhstan-Russian relations. For many regions, especially the border
regions and areas directly adjacent to the border, cross-border cooperation is one of the few
opportunities to overcome a peripheral position within their country, improve living standards
and meet the cultural and other needs of the population. In addition, in our opinion, frontier
migration can stimulate the economic development of depressed border areas and cross-border
cooperation of neighboring states.
• Frontier migration, its regulation and organization, and procedures of implementation should
be part of the state migration policy. In our view, it is necessary to develop a simplified
border-crossing regime for the residents of border areas. In the future, with the growth of
economic relations between Kazakhstan and Russia, the role and importance of frontier
migration will increase, and it will become a common form of communication and
relationships, with not only economic advantages and enormous spiritual and human potential,
but also carrying a significant potential of integration processes.
• The nature and extent of frontier migration is greatly influenced by the degree of arrangement
of the border. Delimitation and sufficient checkpoints will streamline the process and create
normal conditions for the residents of border regions. The introduction of quotas and
restrictions will affect the vital interests of large groups. Strengthening border controls and
access controls will lead to irrecoverable migration from Kazakhstan (lead to increase of
emigration from Kazakhstan). In this regard, there is some point in developing cooperation
with neighboring countries, primarily with Russia, which accounts for about 80% of the
migration exchange, to allow free migration, including frontier migration.
• The resource of frontier migration between neighboring countries can be particularly
effectively used in the development of interaction between the large neighboring settlements
of Russia and Kazakhstan. Such cities can become "engines" of cooperation of border areas,
especially in trade and economic relations.
• The problem of crossing the Russian border should be viewed not only in terms of security of
the state, but also from the standpoint of the interests of the migrants themselves, who are
experiencing some discomfort when passing the border control.
• Some efforts to facilitate cross-border communication between settlements adjacent to the
border are undertaken, as reflected, for example, in the opening of simplified border
checkpoints for residents of border areas between Russia and Kazakhstan. However, these
efforts are still insufficient, because they can engage only a relatively small proportion of the
population of neighboring regions whose centers are located far enough from the border in
cross-border cooperation.
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