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GAUGING THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF DEMOCRATIC NORMS FOR NATION-BUILDING IN KAZAKHSTAN

Being located in the center of Eurasia, Kazakhstan has long been at the intersection of ancient civili-
zations of world and at the crossroads of major transport arteries. Thus it has been a site for a negotiation
of social and economic, cultural and ideological relations between East and West, North and South,
between Europe and Asia. At different stages in history, Kazakhstan has been home to many nations
with distinctive cultural histories which have, in turn, been absorbed into modern Kazakhstan. I n
the pre-1991 period, the first and foremost issue that the Central Asian countries confronted was the is-
sue of nation-building. The experience was that the Central Asian elite belonged to the most conservative
and hardline element of the Soviet political establishment, which strongly resisted Mikhail Gorbachev’s
policy of Glasnost (openness) and democratization. Even during the Perestroika period, the Central Asian
leaders perceived the emergence of various opposition parties and groups in their Republics as a direct
challenge to their position and power. They were preoccupied with the idea of preventing «unproductive
and damaging reforms» and of consolidating their power without democratization and radical changes in
political and state institutions. This, did not stop the discussion of possible «<models of development» for
the Central Asian Republics (CARs), which dominated the intellectual discourse in the region throughout
the 1990s. It was especially intensive in Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan on the eve of the dis-
solution of the Soviet Union and during the very first stage of independence. A number of developmental
models were floated around — the Turkish secular political model versus the Iranian theocratic model, the
Chinese model of gradual economic reform versus Russia’s shock therapy model etc- to mention a few.
Let us consider how today is evaluated the implementation of the Democratic norms for Nation-Building
in Kazakhstan

Key words: Central Asia, democracy, norms and values, national construction, models of the choice
of development.
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K.a3akCcTaHHbIH, YATTbIK, KYPbIAbICbIHAAFbI
A@MOKPaTUSIAbIK, HOPMAAAPAbIH, iCKe acbIpbIAYbIH 6aFraray

EypasumsHbiH, opTacbiHAarbl KasakcraH Ken yakbIT 60Mbl SAEMAET €XKeAri OpKeHMET MeH Herisri
TPaAHCMOPTTbIK >KOA KMbIAbICTApbIHAQ OpHAAachin KeAai. OcblAaniua, MemAaekeTTiH baTbic neH LUbiFbIC,
OHtycTik neH CoaTycTik, Eypona MeH A3us apacblHAAFbl SAEYMETTIK, 3KOHOMMKAAbIK, MOAEHM
JKOHE MAEOAOIMSABIK, KapbIM-KATbIHACTAPAbIH, OpPTaAbliFbl 0OAyFa OipaeH 6ip Herisi 6ap. TapuxTbiH
TYPAI Ke3eHiHae KasakcTaH KenTereH MoAEHM Tapuxbl YKCAC XaAblkTaprFa naHa 60AAbl. 1991 XbiAra
AeniHri keseHaeri OpTaAblk, A3usi eAAepi YLIiH aAFallKbl XKoHe 6acTbl Cypak, MEMAEKETTIK KYPbIAbIC
TypaAbl 60AaTbiH. ToxxipmbeHiH kepceTyiHwe, OpTa A3MSAAbIK, 3AUTA >Kapus (allblK) cagcaTka >kKoHe
AeMoKpaTM3aumara GeACEHAT KapCbIAbIK, KOPCETKEH KEHECTIK CasClM MEeKEMEHIH aca KOHCepBaTMBTI
AEMeHTiHe TUeciAi 6oAAbl. TinTi KanTa Kypy keseHiHae ae OpTaAbiK, A3US AMAEPAEPI 63 eAAepiHAe
TYPAI OMMO3MUMSABIK, MapTULIAAP MeH TOMTapAblH MarMAa OOAYbIH ©3 MO3UMUMSAAPbl MEH YKiMeTke
TikeAen KapcblAbIK, Aern Kabbiaaaabl. OAap «BHAIpICCi3 yoHe XOMKbIH pedhopmMarap» MeH Cascu xoHe
MEMAEKETTIK MHCTUTYTTapAarbl 63 OWAINIH AEMOKPaTM3aLMSChI3 XKOHe PaAMKaAAbl e3repicTepcis
HbIFANTY MAEsIAapbiMeH 6ac KaTbipAbl. Bya 90-wibl >kbiaaap 6OMbl aiMakTa GOAFAH MHTEAAEKTYaAADI
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AMCKYpCTarbl 6acbiMAbIAbIKKa e 6oaraH Opta Asmsa Pecnybamkasapbl (OAP)  yiuiH «aamy YATicCi»
MYMKIHAITT TypaAbl TaAKbIAQyAbl TOKTaTMaAbl. Ocipece, 6yA ypaictep KeHec YKiMeTi KyaaraHHaH KeniH,
TOYEACI3AIKTIH aAfallkbl ke3eHiHae KasakcrtaH, KbipFbi3cTaH keHe ©306ekcTaHAa KapKbiHAbI XKYpin
>KaTTbl. bipkaTap Aamy YATiCi aAbIHABI — TYPiK 3alblpAbl CasiCW YATICIMEH MpaH TEOKPATUAAbIK YATiCiH
CaAbICTbIPFAHAQ, KbITAMABIK, aKblpblH 3KOHOMMKAABIK, pedhopma yAriciMeH PecenaiH Kyiseaic Tepanms
YATICIH CaAbICTbIpFaHAQ, T.6. — xaHe OYA Tek keinbipi faHa. KasakCTaHHbIH YATTbIK, KYPbIAbICbIHAAFbI
AEMOKPATHSIAbIK, HOPMaAAPAbIH, iCKE acbIPbIAYbIHbIH, Ka3ipri TaHAAFbl 6aFaAaybiH KapacTblpanblK..

Ty#in ce3aep: OpTanbik, A31si, AeMOKPATHS, HOPMAAAp MeH KYHABIABIKTAP, YATTBIK, KYPbIAbIC, AaMy
TaHAQY MOAEAbAEPI.
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OueHka peaAM3aumu A€MOKpaTUYeCKUX HOPM
AASl HALUMOHAABHOIO CTPOUTEAbCTBA B KaszaxcraHe

Byayun pacnoaoskeHHbIM B LieHTpe EBpasum, Kazaxctan AOAroe Bpemst HaXOAMACS Ha nepeceyeHnm
APEBHMX LUMBUAM3ALMIA MMPA M HA MEPEKPeCcTKe OCHOBHbIX TPAHCMOPTHbIX apTepuid. Takum 06pasom,
CTpaHa MMeeT BCe OCHOBaHMS OblTb B LIEHTPE COLMAAbHO-IKOHOMMYECKMX, KYABTYPHbIX M MAEOAOT M-
Yecknx OoTHoleHuin mexxay Boctokom n 3anaaom, Ceepom m FOrom, mexay Eepornoi 1 Asmein. Ha
pa3AnYHbIX 3Tanax Mcropmm KasaxcraH CTaa pOAHbIM AOMOM AAS MHOTMX HApPOAOB C XapaKTEPHbIMM
KYABTYPHbIMW MCTOPUSIMM, KOTOPbIE, B CBOIO OYepeAb, ObIAM MOTAOLLEHbI COBPEMEHHbIM KasaxcTaHoM.
B nepuoa A0 1991 roaa nepBbIM M rA@BHbIM BOMPOCOM, C KOTOPbIM CTOAKHYAMCb CTPaHbl LleHTpaAbHOM
A3uu, 6bIA BOMPOC rOCYAAPCTBEHHOIO CTPOMTEALCTBA. OMbIT MOKA3blBAET, YTO CPEAHEa3MaTCKast SAMTa
NMpUHAAAEXaAa K HaMbBOAee KOHCEPBATUBHOMY SAEMEHTY COBETCKOrO MOAUTUYECKOrO MCTEOAMLLIMEHTA,
KOTOPbIN PELUMTEABHO COMPOTUBASIACS MOAMTUKE FAACHOCTU (OTKPBLITOCTH) M AeMOKpaTu3aummn. Aaxe B
neproA nNepecTtpomnkn Amaepbl LieHTpaAabHOM A3Mn BOCIPUMHAAM MOSBAEHWE PA3AMYHbIX OMMO3NMLMOH-
HbIX MAPTUI W FPYMM B CBOMX PECnyOAMKAX KaK MPSIMOM BbI3OB MX NO3ULMK U BAACTU. OHM GbiAn 03abo-
YeHbl MAEEN NPEAOTBPALLEHNS «HEMPOAYKTUBHBIX M PAa3PYLUMTEAbHbIX pehopm» 1 YKPEMAEHUS CBOewn
BAQCTM 6€3 AEMOKPATU3aLMM U PAAMKAABHbBIX M3MEHEHWI B MOAUTUYECKMX M TOCYAAPCTBEHHbIX MHCTU-
TyTax. 9TO He OCTAHOBMAO 0OCYXKAEHME BO3MOXKHbIX «<MOAEAEI PA3BUTHSI» AAS LLIEHTPAAbHOA3MATCKMX
pecny6amk (LIAP), KoTopble AOMMHMPOBAAM B MHTEAAEKTYAaAbHOM AMCKYPCE B PErvoHe Ha MpoTsxe-
H1M 90-x ropoB. OCOBEHHO MHTEHCMBHO 3T MPOLECChl NporcxoanAn B KasaxcraHe, KbiprbisctaHe u
Y36ekuncTaHe HakaHyHe pacnasa Cosetckoro Coto3a M Ha CaMOM MEepBOM 3Tare He3aBUCUMOCTH. bbia
B34T PSA MOAEAEN Pas3BUTUS — TypeLkas CBETCKas MOAMTMYECKasd MOAEAb B CPaBHEHMM C MPAHCKOM
TEOKPaTUUYECKON MOAEADBIO, KUTaMCKasg MOAEAb MOCTENEHHON 3KOHOMMYECKON pedhOpMbl B CPABHEHMM
C MOAEABIO LLOKOBOWM Tepanuu B Poccum 1 Apyrue, — 1 3TO AMLLb HEKOTOPble M3 HUX. PaccMoTpmm,
KaK CEroAHsl OLEHMBAETCH peaAm3aums AEMOKPATUYECKMX HOPM B HALIMOHAAbHOM CTPOMTEAbLCTBE B
KasaxcraHe.

KaloueBble cAoBa: LleHTpanbHas Asug,
CTPOUTEABCTBO, MOAEAb BbIOOpPA PA3BUTKSI.

AEMOKpaTnd, HOpMa M UEHHOCTb, HalUMOHaAbHOE

Introduction

The experience was that the Central Asian elite
belonged to the most conservative and hardline el-
ement of the Soviet political establishment, which
strongly resisted Mikhail Gorbachev’s policy of
Glasnost (openness) and democratization. Even dur-
ing the Perestroika period, the Central Asian leaders
perceived the emergence of various opposition par-
ties and groups in their Republics as a direct chal-
lenge to their position and power. They were pre-
occupied with the idea of preventing «unproductive
and damaging reforms» and of consolidating their
power without democratization and radical changes
in political and state institutions. In each of the five
countries of Central Asia — Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
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Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan, political
institutions of democratic government and market-
oriented economies were adopted soon after these
nations attained independence in 1991. As these
countries entered into the first stages of transition,
the leaders of each of the Central Asian countries
spoke in favour of the establishment of democratic
institutions and secular government. Following in-
dependence, each of them adopted a constitutionally
limited, representative form of government and a
legal and regulatory framework in accordance with
international standards [1].

Today Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan seem to be
making steady progress towards the development of
democratic or quasi-democratic polities. Evidently,
the current Constitution of the Republic of Kazakh-
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stan approved through a national referendum in Au-
gust 1995 and ratified in September 1995 replaced
the previous constitution of 1993. The Constitution
provides for a democratic, secular state and a Presi-
dential system of government. State governance is
divided among the executive, legislative and judi-
cial branches. The President is considered the su-
preme authority of the state. In October 1998, the
Constitution was amended to provide for a 7-year
Presidential term instead of 5 years. However, in
2007 the term of the President has reverted back to
5 years from the existing 7 years starting from 2012.

Kazakhstan has no historic memory of a state,
nation, or a democratic society before 1991. It
achieved success in building its national institutions
and developing its economy. It is important for Ka-
zakhstan to continue with its experience of a young
democracy as it has also been playing a role on the
global stage such as the Chairman of the OSCE.
Such developments in the democratization process
of Kazakhstan have given the country a new iden-
tity in the post-Soviet world. It is against this back-
ground that this paper seeks to examine the process
of promoting democratization in Kazakhstan, in the
post-1991 period, with particular focus on the re-
forms in the country’s political structure as part of
nation-building in the country.

Background and Discussion

When we talk about the process of Kazakh de-
mocratization in terms of nation-building, there are
two positive factors which can be highlighted. The
first has been the introduction of Ombudsman under
the President of Kazakhstan in the autumn of 2002
and the second is a Permanently Acting Delibera-
tion (PAD) created in December 2002 in Almaty.
PAD is a body, initiated by the Government of Ka-
zakhstan, working on democratisation and develop-
ment of civil society. All political parties, move-
ments, public organisations and trade unions were
invited to have dialogue with the government. Only
the Communist Party, Republican People’s Party
of Kazakhstan and Democratic Choice ignored
PAD and expressed their irreconcilability with the
organs of power. In sharp contrast to the first two
meetings of PAD, the third meeting of PAD which
was held in Astana failed because of disagreement
among the participants on issues related to the laws
on elections, mass media and political parties. Legal
reforms constitute another important aspect in post-
independence Kazakhstan. The Western countries
have helped Kazakhstan enormously in political
and legal reforms, through assistance in the estab-

lishment and funding of Non Governmental Organ-
isations. NGOs are oriented to the programme of
educational improvement in Kazakhstan aiming at
promoting consciousness for the need of political,
legal, social and economic reforms in Kazakhstan.
The object behind this is to make people aware of
the process of transition from totalitarianism of the
past to democracy [2] (Carother 1997: 18).

President  Nazarbayev  identifies  seven
fundamental elements of democratization and
political liberalisation which are necessary for
political reform in Kazakhstan (Nazarbayev 1998):

— The electoral process must be honest,
representative and encourage the fullest participation
of candidates and voters.

— The second major element underlined by the
President in the political democratization package
is the strengthening of the role of parties in the
country’s political system.

— For stability and succession of power in
Kazakhstan, strengthening and providing autonomy
for Majilis and Senate seemed appropriate to the
President. The President believes in the greater
responsibility of the Parliament to build up a
responsive government.

— A key element of democratisation is recognised
as strengthening the role of Non-Governmental
Organisations in building a civil society.

— The President acknowledged an independent
judiciary as the pillar of a democratic society.

— He emphasized the building of a free,
uncensored and independent press.

— It is necessary to increase women’s
representation in all branches of authority, as it is a
question of social equality.

President Nazarbayev expressed his belief that
‘Only a free democratic society will be a guarantor
of our stable and happy life in the near future. My
nation deserves freedom in this terrible and bloody
century’ (Nazarbayev 1998).

Reforms in the political structure in terms of
methodology: a legal approach

The post-independence government was
structured by the 1993 constitution with a strong
executive parliament and judiciary. In practice the
administration of Nursultan Nazarbayev dominated
the governance in the country after its independence
[3].

The Executive

The constitution formalised the enhanced
powers that President Nazarbayev assumed upon the
dissolution of parliament in early 1995. It continued
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the previous constitutional definition of Kazakhstan
as a unitary state with a Presidential form of
government. The 1995 constitution expanded the
President’s powers to introduce and veto legislation.
The President has the powers to appoint the council
of Ministers, headed by a Prime Minister and
several state committees. The President has the
power to declare state of emergency during which
the constitution can be suspended. The only grounds
on which a President can be removed are infirmity
and treason, either of which must be confirmed by
a majority of the joint Upper and Lower House of
the new parliament. In the event of such a removal
from power, the Prime Minister would become the
temporary President [4].

The Legislative

The 1993 constitution created a unicameral
parliament, which was to replace the 350 seat
Supreme Soviet when the mandates of its deputies
expired in 1995. Under the 1995 constitution, the
parliament consisted of two houses, the Senate and
the Majilis, both operating in continuous sessions.
The Majilis has 67 representatives, including one
from each of 55 districts having roughly equal
population, and the Senate has forty seats. Direct
elections for half of the seats are held every two
years. The initiative for most legislative actions
originated with the President. If a law passed by
the parliament faces the President’s veto, a two-
third vote of both houses is mandatory to override
the veto. A similar margin is needed to express
no confidence in a Prime Minister, an action that
requires the President to name a new Prime Minister
and Council of Ministers [4].

Judiciary

The constitution retains the provision of
Presidential appointment of all judges in the republic.
Whereas the 1993 constitution specified the terms
of service for judges, the 1995 document made no
mention of length of service, suggesting that judges
would serve at the discretion of the President (Glenn
1996). The 1995 constitution makes no provision
for the State Arbitrate Court Provisions, for the new
judiciary clearly subordinates all other courts to the
Supreme Court, which has a consultative role in
appointing senior judges (Glenn 1996).

In 2007, the Parliament of Kazakhstan under-
went its most radical transformation over a decade
when seats were added to both senate and Majilis,
with the latter body elected exclusively through a
system of proportional representation, with nine
members elected from within the 400 member As-
sembly of Peoples [6] (Bowyer 2008: 7). But it is
noteworthy that the concentration of power in the
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hands of an experienced statesman and administra-
tor like Nazarbayev during the critical years of tran-
sition has proved fruitful for Kazakhstan which has
withstood the difficulties in its economic and socio-
political transition. Following are some features of
the domestic reforms:

—Kazakhstan passed to anew form of governance
with many powers of the President being transferred
to the Parliament, thus effectively constituting a
presidential-parliamentary Republic.

— The Government is to be formed on the basis
of the Parliament majority.

— The size of the Parliament is expanded with
the Lower House being formed on a proportional
basis.

— The term of the President has been reduced
from 7 years to 5 years, starting from 2012.

— Kazakhstan de-facto abolished the death
penalty, which is allowed only in case of terrorism
with heav human casualties and mass killing at the
time of war.

As an outcome of the 2007 amendments, the
key powers are transferred from the President to
the Parliament. The new changes are thus aimed
at increasing Parliament’s authority in forming
the Government, thus reducing the powers of the
President.

The task of economic reconstruction undertaken
immediately after independence was extremely
complex. The Soviet styled planned management
of economy was dismantled; the government’s
finance and the banking system were reformed and
the new currency, the Tenge (KZT) was introduced.
Small and middle size businesses and housing were
privatised. Foreign investment fl owed into the
country to develop the rich natural resources. Though
immediately after independence there was hardship
and a decline in the economy, by the end of the
1990s, economic restructuring bore fruit. In the year
2000, the government introduced its ‘Strategy 2030’
outlining the economic priorities and objectives over
aperiod of thirty years. In an important speech made
in September 2001, the President outlined the aims
for the years up to 2010 in political and economic
matters. This included the doubling of GDP by that
date and increase in investment.

Aftermath the Presidential Election of 2005

Kazakhstan’s Presidential election of 2005
became an important milestone in Kazakhstan’s
history with implications for the future and the
wider region. In September 2005, Kazakhstan’s
President Nursultan Nazarbayev had declared his
commitment to ensure the forthcoming election to
be ‘free, fair and transparent [7] (OSCE/ODIHR
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2006). US Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice,
on a visit to Astana earlier in October 2005, said
‘with the Presidential election in December 2005,
Kazakhstan has an unprecedented opportunity to
lead Central Asia toward a future of democracy and
to elevate US-Kazakhstani relations to a new level’.
Nursultan Nazarbayev was re-elected for a new term
in the Presidential election held on 4 December
2005 receiving the support of more than 90 per cent
of those who voted. It is believed that Nazarbayev
drew lessons from the Presidential elections in other
transitional countries in Central Asia.

Like 2005, Kazakhstan’s Presidential election of
2011 too proved to be a major boost to the political
stability in the country. Nazarbayev was re-elected
for a third term with 95% of the votes and 90%
turnout, against three nominal candidates. It is to
be noted that Nazarbayev called the early poll after
rejecting parliament’s vote for a referendum to
extend his term until 2020, bypassing presidential
elections scheduled for 2012 and 2017. It may also
be recalled that at the time of his re-election in
2011, Nazarbayev gave indications that conditions
were ripe for moving from a single-party to a multi-
partyparliament. In order to achieve that goal, on
January 15, 2012, pre-term elections were held for
the 107-seat Majlis, the parliament’s lower chamber.
The country-wide voter turnout was recorded as 75.5
percent of all the registered voters [8]. As per the
report of the Central Electoral Commission, the final
tally of the vote was as follows: The presidential
party Nur Otan [Fatherland’s Light] garnered 81
percent of the votes cast; the party Ak Zhol [Bright
Path], 7.5 percent; and the Communist People’s Party
(CPPK), 7.2 percent (Kazinform, 17 January 2012).
While these parties cleared the required 7 percent
representation in the parliament, four other parties
could not meet that benchmark. As such Nur Otan
got hold of 83 seats, Ak Zhol eight seats, and the
CPKK seven seats, out of the 98 contested seats in
the parliament. On January 16, 2012, the remaining
nine seats were allocated by the Assembly of the
People of Kazakhstan (a consultative body of ethnic
groups) to representatives of ethnic minorities.

However, it is to be noted that Nazarbaev
was to serve the country for 7 years until the new
election is held in 2012. But last month in January
2011, the lower house of Kazakhstan’s parliament
adopted an appeal to President Nazarbayev on
holding a referendum to extend his presidential term
until December 2020 [9]. As such a Daft Law «On
amendments to the Constitution of Kazakhstany»
was approved at a joint session of the Kazakh

Parliament. The amendment to paragraph 4, Article
146 provides an opportunity to prolong the powers
of the President — Leader of the Nation by holding a
referendum. The bid to cancel the next election, due
in 2012, provoked an outcry, prompting Washington
to describe it as a «setback for democracy» on
January 4, 2011. But on January 6, 2011, President
Nazarbayev rejected the measure to keep him in
power until 2020. «Nazarbayev’s decision to reject
the proposed referendum probably stems mainly
from his wish to be seen to be observing democratic
norms, while at the same time reaffirming his
widespread public support,» Anna Walker, a
Central Asia analyst at London-based Control Risks
consultancy, told EurasiaNet.org. «It also gives
him an opportunity to burnish his credentials as an
international statesman, worthy of a place on the
world stage.»

The OSCE Chairperson-in-Office, Lithuanian
Foreign Minister Audronius Azubalis, also
welcomed decision by the President of Kazakhstan
not to hold a referendum on extending his term
of office. The decision was made after the
Constitutional Council on January 31, 2011 had
found the law on extending the presidential term
by referendum unconstitutional. Without objecting
to Nazarbayev’s continuing presidential tenure, the
council determined that resorting to a referendum in
the form proposed, instead of presidential elections,
would not correspond with the constitution. The
council also found that replacing presidential
elections with areferendum could cause animbalance
between the powers of the presidency and those of
other state institutions [10] (Kazinform, Khabar
news agency, January 31). Under the constitution,
presidential elections are to be held at five-yearly
intervals. While the constitution also provides
for the expression of popular will by referendum,
the extension of presidential powers to 2020 by
referendum would have skipped the presidential
elections due in 2012 and 2017.

Conclusion

The technocratic model and the programme of
reforms make Nazarbayev’s regime quite different
from the regimes of Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan,
and from that of Russia. Nazarbayev did not ignore
democratic procedure. However, he limited this ‘pro-
cedure’ within certain frame work and his ‘rules of
the game’. Nazarbayev and some other Central Asian
Presidents have also been emphasizing on ‘Asian val-
ues’ and the peculiarities of Central Asian democracy
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[11]. Besides, the policy of maneuvers and compro-
mises with different social, ethnic, tribal and political
groups, and the moderate technocratic programme
of reforms, allows Nazarbayev to broaden the social
and political base of the President of Kazakhstan.
His flexibility has attracted wide social support in
Kazakhstan and even the Russian ethnic community
voted for Nazarbayev which is evident from his re-
election as the President in both 2005 and 2011 elec-
tions. Further the last parliamentary elections saw a
successful accomplishment of Kazakhstan’s goal of
moving from a single-party to a multi-party parlia-
ment. Kazakhstan’s OSCE Chairmanship in 2010
can be treated as a best ever proof of its gaining an
international recognition in terms of commitment to

democratic reforms in its internal as well as external
policies. It can, thus, be concluded that implementa-
tion of democratic norms in Kazakhstan appears to be
in a positive direction given the fact that not only so-
cio-economic reforms but also political reforms have
contributed much to nation-building in Kazakhstan
that experienced one party-rule for a long time. Presi-
dent Nazarbayev says: «Some people will consider
our mission and strategy as an idle talk. Others will
say that Central-Asians, in particular Kazakhstanis,
are not able to become «real» Snow Leopards. As a
Kazakh saying has it: «Dust doesn’t stick to a quickly
walking person». Thus, time will put everything on
its proper place, and he who walks will cover any dis-
tance» [12].
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