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Abstract 
Higher education is defined as a factor of social mobility - with equal access and as a factor of 

differentiation fixation - in the absence of such equality. In general, Kazakhstan has the resources to 
provide access to higher education for all categories of young people, regardless of income level: there 
is the rise of higher educational institutions, including private ones. Each year, number of educational 
grants 

in universities increase. However, the development of paid forms of higher education and the 
growth of spendings on training for admission by state grants suggests that the economic barriers for 
obtaining higher education has increased. Despite the increase in the overall performance of admission 
to universities their accessibility for students from low-income families has decreased. The possibility 
of obtaining a quality education are differentiated in the context of different social groups. 

The article presents an empirical interpretation of the data of sociological surveys. The study is 
based on a survey, which was conducted among students aged 17-29 years in the cities of Nur-Sultan, 
Almaty and Kazakhstan's five regions (Eastern, Southern, Western, Northern and Central regions) was 
conducted. The sample represents Kazakhstan student youth and covers 600 respondents. The study 
results are processed and analyzed using the licensed software SPSS for Windows (version 21). 

Keywords: higher education, youth, accessibility, barriers, starter educational capital, family 
resources. 
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ЖОҒАРЫ  БІЛІМГЕ  ҚОЛЖЕТІМДІЛІК  МƏСЕЛЕСІН  ҚАЙТА  ҚАРАСТЫРУ: 

ƏЛЕУМЕТТАНУЛЫҚ  ТАЛДАУ 
 

Аңдатпа 
Жоғары білім əлеуметтік мобильдікке ықпал ететін фактор жəне əлеуметтік жіктеу факторы 

да бола алады. Егер жоғары білімге қолжетімділік сақталса – əлеуметтік мобильдікке мүмкіндік 
ашылады, əлеуметтік теңсіздік орын алса – əлеуметтік дифференциация болады. Жалпы, 
Қазақстанда əлеуметтік-экономикалық жағдайына тəуелсіз барлық жас категориялары үшін 
жоғары білімге қолжетімділік кеңеюде: жоғары оқу орындарының саны, соның ішінде 
жекеменшік оқу орындары артуда. Сонымен қатар, жылдан жылға білім беру гранттарының 
саны көбеюде. Дегенмен, жоғары білім алудың ақылы формасының дамуы мен білім беру 
грантының иесі атану үшін ұлттық тестілеуде жоғары көрсеткіш жинау мақсатында ақылы 
дайындық курстарын алу қажеттілігі жоғары білімге қолжетімділіктің экономикалық 
кедергілерінің артқанын көрсетеді. Жоғары оқу орындарына қабылданатын жастардың 
санының жалпы артуына қарамастан, олардың қолжітімділігі аз қамтылған отбасы санаттары 
үшін төмендеді, яғни сапалы жоғары білімді алу мүмкіндігі əлеуметтік топтар бойынша 
жіктеледі. 

Мақалада əлеуметтанулық зерттеудің нəтижелері ұсынылған. Сұрау 17-29 жас 



аралығындағы студент жастары арасында жүргізілген, жəне Нұр-Сұлтан, Алматы қалалары мен 
Қазақстанның бес аймағын (Шығыс, Оңтүстік, Батыс, Солтүстік жəне Орталық аймақтар) 
қамтыды. Іріктеу жиынтығы студент жастарын репрезентациялайды жəне  жалпы  600 
респондентті қамтиды. Зерттеу деректері лицензиялы Windows-қа арналған SPSS (21 нұсқасы) 
бағдарламасы арқылы өңделген. 

Кілт сөздер: жоғары білім, жастар, қолжетімділік, кедергілер, бастапқы білімдік капитал, 
отбасылық капитал. 

 
Шнарбекова М.К. 

1
 

1
Казахский национальный университет имени Аль-Фараби 

 
ПЕРЕОСМЫСЛЕНИЕ  ДОСТУПНОСТИ  ВЫСШЕГО  ОБРАЗОВАНИЯ: 

СОЦИОЛОГИЧЕСКИЙ  АНАЛИЗ 
 

Аннотация 
Высшее образование определяется как фактор социальной мобильности, при равном доступе 

его получения, и как фактор дифференциации - при отсутствии такого равенства. В целом, в 
Казахстане реализуется процесс обеспечения доступа к высшему образованию для всех категорий 
молодежи, независимо от уровня дохода. Наблюдается рост числа высших учебных заведений, в 
том числе частных, также ежегодно увеличивается количество образовательных грантов. Однако, 
развитие платных форм высшего образования и необходимость использования платных курсов 
для поступления в вуз по государственному гранту свидетельствует о том, что экономические 
барьеры для получения высшего образования возросли. Несмотря на рост показателей приема в 
университеты, их доступность для студентов из малообеспеченных семей снизилась. Таким 
образом, возможность получения качественного образования дифференцируются в разрезе 
разных социальных групп. 

В статье представлена эмпирическая интерпретация результатов социологического 
исследования. Опрос проводился среди студентов в возрасте 17-29 лет, проживающих в городах 
Нур-Султан, Алматы и пяти регионах Казахстана (Восточный, Южный, Западный, Северный и 
Центральный регионы). Выборка репрезентирует казахстанскую студенческую молодежь и 
охватывает 600 респондентов. Результаты исследования были проанализированы с помощью 
лицензионного программного обеспечения SPSS для Windows (версия 21). 

Ключевые слова: высшее образование, молодежь, доступность, барьеры, стартовый 
образовательный капитал, семейные ресурсы. 

 
Introduction 
In modern reality, education is becoming a kind of social "elevator" which is able to raise or hinder 

the movement of actors to different floors in the hierarchy of educational (and of standing behind them 
- social) positions. The political and economic changes taking place in our country in the last decade 
have actualized the issue of analyzing current situation of the accessibility of education for Kazakh 
youth, that is socially differentiated in a new way, much more polar than ever. Moreover, the greatest 
significance acquires the discourse of higher education accessibility. On the one hand, this is due to the 
fact that higher education, opposed to the general, is not guaranteed by the state to all categories of 
young people. On the other hand, higher education is legitimately (by assigning diploma) promote 
occupying different socio- economically heterogeneous positions and thus ensuring social reproduction 
and creating social inequality of their position depending on the amount of material, cultural, power, 
symbolic resources owned in the long term. 

The changes taking place in higher education of Kazakhstan are a response to the new demands of 
the labor market and society, as well as a response to new consumer demand of youth. In recent years, 
the number of higher education institutions has increased and, accordingly, so did the number of 
students. In addition to tuition free education, paid education market is developing. So, presumably, an 
increase in the number of HEIs and admission number expands opportunities for acquiring higher 



education. However, the simultaneous development of fee-based forms of education and paid services 
of preparation for entrance exams narrows the opportunities for children from low-income families to 
enroll in universities, especially in the prestigious and highly demanded ones. In this aspect the question 
arises: "What is the fundamental inequality in access to higher education in general and to quality higher 
education; to universities or professions?" 

The importance of higher education in the structure of life values of young people 
Raising the level of education is one of the main stages in the lives of young people, especially in 

today's world with its stiff competition in the labor market. Today receiving a high-quality education is 
one of the important life aspirations of young people. 40.7% of Kazakhstani youth aged 18-29  had 
already received it (according to self-assessments), and 47.8% expect to do so. But 8.5% of young 
people consider a good education as inaccessible for them. Presence of higher education serves as a 
sign of social status and is interpreted as mandatory, as evidenced by the results of regular sociological 
surveys of  young people. According to a study for a large part of Kazakhstan's youth higher education 
is important - 83%. The position "very important" has been chosen by more than half of the respondents, 
and other third believe that higher education is "rather important". Higher education is not important 
only for 15.8% of young people. 

 

 
Fig. 1. The significance of higher education for Kazakh youth, N = 1000 

 
According to a sociological study conducted by the Research Center "Youth" in 2015, plans for 

34.9% of the surveyed youth is in the foreground for higher education in the next five years. 47% of  
young people in Kazakhstan consider higher education its first (bachelor) and second (master) level 
necessary to achieve success in life. 

Table 1. 
Distribution of answers to the question "What, in your opinion, the level of education is sufficient 
to succeed in life?" 

Answer Options % 
Incomplete secondary (basic) 2,0 
Secondary education (technical, college, school, etc.) 7,4 
Higher education (including bachelor and master) 47,0 
Scientific degree, PhD 10,1 
Education does not determine a life success 25,7 
Difficult to say 7,8 
Total 100,0 

 
The importance of family resources in accessibility to higher education 
R.Boudon distinguishes between primary and secondary effects of family resources in education. 

The primary effects are directly determined by the influence of the economic well being of families to 
the academic achievements of children [1]. Children from families with higher income study better than 
their counterparts from low-income families. Since the families with higher income provide their 
children with the best conditions for the development of high educational capital [2: 16]. As a result, 
high academic achievements define their future more ambitious educational choice [3-5]. A secondary 



effect is determined by the impact of the economic well being of families for educational choices of 
children regardless of their academic achievements. Even if children have the same achievements, 
children of high-income families aspire to a higher level of education than children from low-income 
families [6-8]. As the sources of inequality of opportunities for young people for entering universities, 
along with the material factor can act the social status of their parents (type of activity, employment, 
education) and social resources of the family (family, friends) [9]. In this aspect, in the vulnerable group 
can be included even capable high school graduates, if they are to compete for admission to HEIs with 
someone who has not only material but also social resources. 

Economic accessibility of higher education for families is defined by two parameters: the 
possibility of education on a fee basis, and the ability to use various forms of preparation for entrance 
exams. In the total sample, the majority of families (61.4%) are willing to "invest" into the child's 
education (according to self-assessments), but for 14.5% - paid education is not acceptable at all and 
14.5% can allocate some money from the family budget on education, but they are not sufficient to 
study at HEIs of Kazakhstan. The sharp difference appears between the affordable expenses and the 
tuition fee of HEI for families from rural areas. 

Willingness to give education to a child on a fee-basis is expressed not only in the big cities, but 
also in rural areas (58.3%). Of course, in big cities this figure is higher by almost 20% and is equal to 
76.2% (Fig.3). 

 

 
 

Fig 2. Accessibility of paid education in different social groups 
 
Analysis of the possibilities of using additional preparation for entrance exam that in the context 

of the location, no statistical differences in terms of additional preparation was revealed. 
 
Table 3 Ranging students' responses to the question "Have you had an additional preparation at 

school for entrance exams?" in section of location 
 

Response option Youth of major cities Youth small cities Youth from rural areas 
Yes 65,2% 64,8% 69,5% 
No 34,8% 35,2% 30,5% 

Total 100,0% 100,0% 100,0% 
 
However, the possibilities of youth of small and medium-sized cities are limited in additional 

preparation on a fee-basis. Among them, 46.9% attend paid additional classes, while in the big cities 
this figure is 56.2%. Even in rural areas the figure is slightly higher. This is due to the relatively high 
cost of paid preparation courses in small towns against the backdrop of "available" preparation courses 
of low quality in rural areas. 



 
Fig 3. Ranging of the responses of student youth to the question "Please indicate the form 

of additional preparation" in the context of location 
 
The educational plans of graduates to some extent depend on the parents' income. Thus, low-

income families (less than 100 $) do not even consider the option of studying in foreign universities. 
Also in this group number of considering to study in specialized secondary educational institutions 
(colleges, technical schools) is higher than in other groups where parents' income is higher. 

 
Systemic barriers to accessibility of higher education 
Analyzing the accessibility of higher education, it is important to pay attention to the tendency of 

more early differentiation paths to its receiving. The emergence of specialized and private schools 
differentiate the level of knowledge and create new restrictions for graduates of regular schools, 
including rural ones. In rural areas and small towns educational choice is often determined or rather 
limited not only by family resources, but also by the volume of the starter educational capital of the 
graduates. Starter educational capital is formed in school, depending on the type and quality of 
education. In this context,  the accessibility of higher education begins to be considered through the 
level of school education.  Choice of school is determined not only by the financial situation of parents, 
but also by the degree of their concern for the future of their child and understanding the importance of 
formation of high quality educational capital of the child. 

 
Fig 5. Educational plans of school graduates in the context of type of schools 

 
Thus, graduates of private schools (mainly children from families with higher income) in large 

cities are to the larger extent focused on foreign universities and considering studying in specialized 



secondary educational institutions. While graduates of regular schools (mostly children from low-
income families) are more focused on domestic HEIs, including middle range universities. In the 
education market graduates of regular schools become more vulnerable and often cannot compete. This 
problem is relatively easy solved only by those who have enough material resources to pay for tutor 
services and in a short time to prepare the graduate for entrance exams. In other cases, graduates of 
public schools (in rural and small towns) are in a worse position in terms of access to higher education 
in competition with graduates of specialized and private schools (living in large cities). 

 
Conclusion 
Analysis of the situation of education accessibility in Kazakhstan revealed the following trends on this 

issue: 
• In the public consciousness of youth, there is high setting for receiving higher education, which 

is determined by a key criterion for success in life according to their evaluations. 
• The differences expressed in intents are implicit. Plans to receive higher education - 93.9%, 

including 23.2% in foreign universities. However, in practice, there is the influence of the material well 
being of a family and starter educational capital of a graduate (type of school) on accessibility to higher 
education. 

• Inequality is revealed at the level of school choice. Since starter educational capital of the child 
is formed in the school and affects the possibility of entering universities through high / low indicators 
of entrance examinations. Further study is necessary to determine the dependence factors of the choice 
of school. What lies in the basis of choice: the ability of the child or parents' income. 

• In general, higher education is no longer a prerogative of high-income families. High indicators  
of students graduating from schools are revealed, regardless of the economic situation of families, which 
increases the tendency of "universal higher education." However, social differentiation is expressed in 
terms of high quality education, which is likely related to a specific HEI and its "brand". 

• The inequality of access to higher education is also reflected in the choice of prestigious / non- 
prestigious HEIs and specialties. 
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