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CROSS-CULTURAL SIMILARITIES AND DIFFERENCES IN FAMILY
RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN KAZAKHS AND KOREANS

Abstract

This article aimed to investigate the main differences and similarities in family relationships
and major life values between Kazakhs and Koreans. The participants were the representatives of
both nationalities of different ages who had an experience of living and working or studying both in
South Korea and Kazakhstan. The methods included online and offline interviews, open surveys in
Russian and Korean languages, which were later translated into English. The results have shown
that there are a lot of similarities, as well as differences, despite the fact that both nationalities
contrast each other in many terms including religious, historic, traditional, outlook and so on. Filial
piety can be pointed out as a main similarity between those nationalities, in spite of distant
background and ideological views. However, attitude towards family relationships and life values
are changing vastly among Koreans, which cannot be said about Kazakhs, where it is diversifying,
but not quickly.

Keywords: family, filial piety, relationships, similarity, values.
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! On-Dapabu amvindazer Kazax ynmmoix ynueepcumemi
Kazaxcman

KA3AK ’KOHE KOPEW YJITTAPBIHBIH OTBACBUIBIK KAPBIM-KATBIHACTAYBI
MOJIEHUAPAJIBIK YKCACTBIKTAPBI MEH AUBIPMAIIBIJIBIKTAPBI

Axoamna

Ocpl Makanaja Kazakrap MEH KOpeWsepAiH OTOAachUIBIK KapbhIM-KaThIHACTAPBIHAAFBI KOHE
OMIpJIIK KYHIBUIBIKTAPBIHJAFEl HETi3r1 albIpMalIbUIBIKTAp MEH YKCACTBIKTAphl KapacTBIPbUIFaH.
Cayannama KaTbicymbuiapsl apacsinga OHTycTik Kopesina na, Kazakcrannma na emip cypy koHe
KYMBIC HEMece OKYy TaKipuOeci 6ap op TypIii JKacTaFbl €Ki YT eKkijaepi 6oyasl. OpicTepre OHIaiH
KoHe o(maiiH cyxOarTap, OpbIC XKOHE KOpeH TUIAEpiHAEri amblK cayalHamanap Kipii, oiap
KeWiHIpeK arbUIIbIH TUTliHe aynapbulgsl. Exi ynr ta Oip-OGipiHe [iHM, TapuXu, IOCTYpI,
IYHUETAaHBIMJIBIK JKOHE T.0. JKaFblHaH KapaMma-KaWllbl KeJeTiHIHe KapamacTaH, cayaJlHaMa
HOTIKEJIEpl KONTEereH YKCACTBIKTap MEH albIpMallIblIBIKTap Oap ekeHiH KepceTTi. Vaeonorusibik
Ke3KapacTap MEH IIbIFy TETiHIH aJbIC aifbIpMaIIbUIBIKTaphIHA KapaMacTaH, MeP3eHTTIK TaKyaJbIK —
€Kl YITKa J1a TOH aliKbIH epekiernikrep. JlereHMeH, 3aMaHayl Kopei oTéachuiapbiHaa 0TOACBUIBIK
KYHIBUIBIKTAp MEH OTOACBhUIBIK KAapblM KAaThIHACTAp KapKbIH ©3Tepil Kelle JKaTKAHBIH Oaiikayra
Oonajpl, KepiciHIle Ka3ak oTOackuIapblHAa OHJal e3repictep OaiikaiMaiabl.

Tyiiin ce3aep: oTOaCkl, IEP3EHTTIK TaKyalbIK, KAPBIM-KaTbIHAC, YKCACTHIK, KYHIBUTBIKTAP.

H.T. Canap’, 2K.5. Toxmapoea’

! Kazaxckuil nayuonanvnwlil ynueepcumem umenu Ano-Dapabu
Pecnybnuxa Kazaxcman

KPOCC-KYJIbTYPHBIE PA3JINYUS 1 CXOACTBA B CEMEHHBIX
B3AMMOOTHOIIEHUAX KA3AXOB M KOPEHIIEB

AnHomayus

JlanHast cTaThbsl HalleJieHAa MCCIIEN0BaTb OCHOBHBIE pa3IW4Ms M CXOACTBA B CEMEHHBIX
OTHOIICHUAX U OCHOBHBIX KM3HEHHBIX LIEHHOCTSX Ka3axoB M KopeiueB. Cpeau y4acTHUKOB ObUIH
NPEJCTaBUTENIN 00X HAIMOHAIBLHOCTEH Pa3HOro BO3pPAcTa, MMEBIIME OIBIT KU3HU U pabOThl WK
yuebbl kak B HOxnHoit Kopee, Tak m B Kazaxcrane. Meronsl BKJIIOYAIM OHJIAWH W OQIiaiiH-
MHTEPBBIO, OTKPBITBIE ONPOCHI HAa PYCCKOM M KOPEHCKOM s3bIKaX, KOTOpBIE IIO3KEe ObUIN
IIEPEBEJICHbl HA AHIVIMIUCKUN. Pe3ynbTaTsl moKa3anu, 4TO CYIIECTBYET MHOIO CXOJCTB, & TaKXkKe
pa3nuYMii, HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO 00€ HAITMOHAIBHOCTU MPOTHUBOIIOCTABIISIIOT IPYT ApYyra BO MHOTUX
OTHOILIEHHUSAX, BKIIIOUYasl PEJIUTMO3HbIE, HCTOPUUECKUE, TPAJULIMOHHbBIE, MUPOBO33PEHUYECKHE U TaK
nanee. ChIHOBHEE OylaroyecTe MOXHO YKa3aTh KaK OCHOBHOE CXOJCTBO MEXAY ATHMHU
HAIlMOHAJBbHOCTSAMH, HECMOTpS HA OTNAJICHHOE IPOUCXOXKAECHHE U HICOJOTUYECKHE B3IJISIBI.
OfHAaKO OTHOLIEHWE K CEMEWHBIM OTHOIIEHUSM M >KU3HEHHBIM LIEHHOCTSAM Y KOPEHIEB CUIIBHO
MEHSIETCsl, UeTro HeJIb3s CKa3aTh O Ka3axax, IJie OHO AMBEPCHPHULUPYETCS, HO He OBICTPO.

KaoueBble cjioBa: ceMbsi, CHIHOBHEE 0J1aro4ecTue, OTHOIICHHS, CXO/ICTBO, ICHHOCTH.

Introduction. When the Joseon dynasty first adopted and introduced the neo-Confucian
worldview, it influenced not only politics, but also became an integral part of moral philosophy in
society among Koreans. The family has been the main unit of society, if we delve into the essence
of the concept of "Confucian strict mores". Filial piety is closely related to loyalty to the
Motherland. For centuries, this perception persists, despite modernization, in Korean society [1].
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Kazakhs, in their turn, did not adhere to any political ideology or lifestyle like Confucianism, but
nevertheless, the family was and is one of the most important aspects of life and society for this
nationality. While studying articles and research papers on this topic, a very small number of
scientific articles or dissertations were found, in which a comparative analysis compared the
cultural differences and similarities of these two nationalities. Therefore, the purpose of this work is
to study in detail and study cross-cultural differences and similarities in family relationships and
values of the two nationalities. The relevance of this work is explained by the scarcity of
information and articles on this topic. Nowadays, there are more and more adults or students who
are forced or want to go abroad for new experience and knowledge due to work or educational
circumstances. Abroad, they might face misunderstandings or, on the contrary, great similarities.
With this article, we want to answer the exciting questions that representatives of the two
nationalities, namely those we mentioned above, would think about.

Literature Review. A lot of research has been related and many articles have been written on

the influence of Confucianism on Family relationships among Koreans. Young-Shin Park and
Uichol Kim [2] have shown in their article what a great impact has had Confucianism on the family
values of Koreans from the earliest centuries, how it has affected their further lifestyle. They have
also mentioned that the attitude in family relationships in Korean families acts as a main factor
further in academic achievements of their children. Moreover, Insook Han Park and Lee-Jay Cho
[3] have investigated this ideology’s impact in depth and have shown the changes in their lifestyle
comparing last decades till 1990 with the attitude towards ideal family relationships from the
dynasty of Joseon. Nevertheless, as it has passed more than 20 years since this research, the values
have not dramatically changed in Korean society.

Kazakhs, in their turn, did not adhere to any political ideology or lifestyle like Confucianism,
but nevertheless, the family was and is one of the most important aspects of life and society for this
nationality. Esuna Dugarova [4] gave an explanation for family relationships in Kazakhstan as a
“small social unit whose members are connected by marital or parental relationship, common
household, and mutual moral responsibility and help” and it is related to not only Kazakhstan, but
the other post Soviet countries too.

While studying articles and research papers on this topic, a very small number of scientific
articles or dissertations were found, in which a comparative analysis compared the cultural
differences and similarities exactly of these two nationalities. It shows how scarce is the amount of
decent comparison researches between Kazakh and Korean family relationships. However, a lot of
research papers, whose authors relied on empirical data and methods while writing their work,
prove that comparative analysis reflects the similarities and differences of different nationalities in a
clear way.

A decent amount of articles and scientific papers were devoted to the comparative analysis of
family relationships between two or more nationalities, as Koreans and Americans, Koreans and
Vietnamese, etc. For instance, Kyu Taik Sung [5] compared the perception of motivations for filial
piety and reciprocal obligation between Americans and Koreans. The research have shown that for
Koreans family harmony, filial respect and attachment are main values, whereas Americans
reflected different motivations for parental care. As another example, Young-Me Lee and Karyn
Holm [6] have compared Korean Immigrants in America and Koreans’ family relationships, its
changes, adaptation and all of its influence on depression. The investigation and empirical data have
displayed that, despite different lifestyles and outlooks, Koreans in America could save their values
and filial piety in another country. Nonetheless, according to the conclusion, the attitude is
changing, especially among younger generations in the USA, so they are becoming more and more
similar to the American population.

According to all of these studies, it can be said, that there have been done quite robust work on
investigating Korean nationality’s family relationships and comparative analysis with different
nationalities, but in comparison there is a deficiency of clear and credible research papers and
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dissertations on Kazakh nationality’s family relationships and comparative analysis with different
nationalities.

Research questions

* What are the main values in the life of Kazakhs and Koreans?

* How are their family relationships different or similar? Do representatives of these
nationalities notice similarities?

Methods. Research design. This study utilized several types of research approaches:
ethnography research method has been used to study in depth the behavior and cultural background
of the representatives of both nationalities. The research method of phenomenology was used,
because the main research question implied to the topic of phenomena of the “values” by these two
nationalities. Moreover, the grounded theory approach, cross-sectional studies were exploited,
because we collected the data according to the Koreans’ and Kazakhs’ notices and thoughts. This
new information will be implied in further development of these topics. To organize all the
interviews and surveys, we needed to gather a group of people from both nationalities. The
individual interviews and open surveys were main necessary approaches in this topic. The
comparative analysis was also significant to study this topic, because the data was contrasted and
compared.

Sample and setting. The sample consisted of 23 people at the age of 19-50 in order to see the
difference of the answers. The selection criteria were: 1) adults who work in South
Korea/Kazakhstan (the age and the place of work doesn’t matter), 2) students of both countries who
are currently studying at universities, 3) people who have been living already in Kazakhstan or
Korea for many years.

Translation Procedure. All interviews and surveys were held in Russian, Korean and translated
into English.

Data analysis. The data was collected and coded in order to shorten the information and get the
main idea.

Tools: questions for interviews, (due to the current situation questions interviews were adapted
into survey in the Google form), google surveys.

These were the main questions which were used in the interviews for the research:

1. How long have you been living / working /studying in Kazakhstan or South Korea?

2. What did you like the most about the new country / nationality?

a) People’s mentality and relationships between each other;

b) Culture;

c¢) Traditions and history;

d) Quality of life;

e) Climate;

f) Nothing from mentioned above;

g) Other.

3. What is considered as a main value for your nationality?

a) Family and family relationships;

b) Career promotion and path;

¢) Achievement of individual goals;

d) Self-development;

e) Other.

4. Have you noticed any similarities or differences in the behavior of the nationality of the
hosting country with your own?

a) Yes, a bit;

b) Yes, many;

¢) No, none;

d) No, at all.

5. If yes, could you give any examples?
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6. How did these similarities or differences help you to somehow overcome so-called “culture
shock” or make easier the adaptation process in a new country?

7. Do you think family relationships are still one of the main values in a modern world?

a) Yes;

b) No;

c¢) I don’t know.

8. If not, why has it changed, in your point of view?

9. Do you think, it is needed to remain the same: perceptions, values, family relationships?

Results and Discussion.

Sample. A total of 23 representatives of both nationalities: Kazakhs and Koreans have taken
part in this poll. Over 26% of them have lived in South Korea and Kazakhstan for more than 5
years, 13% of them 3-5 years, 30% of them for 1-2 years and left 30% have lived for less than a
year. They were asked overall 9 questions, some of the questions were open and could be completed
with their opinion.

Group of Korean representatives mentioned climate of Kazakhstan as the most pleasant aspects
of residence, whereas Kazakhs have chosen quality of life in South Korea as the most enjoyable
thing. Culture, traditions and history have reflected the same proportion among Koreans (each
37,5%), people’s mentality and their relations were in the 3™ place by 25%, while quality of life has
not been chosen a lot among them only by 12,5%. It can be understood in comparison, because
Kazakhstan is still one of the developing countries in many terms, such as economic, whereas South
Korea is in top developed countries in the world.

In contrast to Koreans, younger generation of Kazakhstan are influenced and impressed greatly
by K-wave, that is why the 2" and 3" most common preferences have been taken place by culture,
traditions and history variants (66,7% and 53,3%). Another remarkable moment is that Kazakhs are
tend to find more parallels between the behavior and relationships of those two nationalities. This
might be one of the huge advantages in adapting to a completely new country with a foreign
language for them.

Living, studying and working in another country individuals compare and contrast
unconsciously most of the times with previous representations of their nationality. The results show
that Koreans have a tendency to notice it more often than Kazakhs, because approximately 87,5%
of them have seen the similarities, compared to 66,7% Kazakhs. There might be a reason of the
years of living experience in the hosting country, because over 70% of surveyed Koreans have been
living in Kazakhstan for more than 5 years. One of the most common similarities that they had
mentioned are “respect for elders”, “hospitality”, “both nationalities know how to be thankful even
for little things, and that helps a lot at workplace and in life”, “climate of both countries and
appearance of those nationalities are alike each other’. As they had noted earlier, these things help
them a lot in adaptation process and not to suffer from “culture shock”. As for the difficulties,
Koreans have mentioned language as the most difficult moment, whereas, Kazakh-speaking
students mostly find it easy to learn Korean language, because they are similar in many grammatical
constructions and have the same morphology system which is “agglutinative”.

Moreover, Kazakhs have written a lot of differences which individuals neither cannot see in
Kazakhstan, nor helped them to overcome “culture shock”, because they have not felt it. The
differences were more pleasant rather than inconvenient, such as “high quality service system”,
“politeness for foreigners”, “greater responsibility relation for everything”, “respect for surrounding
people”.

Pre-last question’s results were almost the same for both nationalities with indicators of 87,5%
and 73,3%. Despite different background, religion and traditions life values of family relationships
are similar for both nations. However, last question’s results show that Kazakhstan’s generations
assume that it might be changed in the future to career path or self-realization, etc. Koreans’ think
in another way and suppose it would remain the same in the future. Before organizing the poll,
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expectations were different, because other nationalities might think that Koreans tend to choose
career over family relationships, conclusion has shown otherwise.
Table 1 — What Koreans liked the most about Kazakhs as a nationality and Kazakhstan as a

country (participants could list several from below)

Title Per cent (Koreans) Per cent
(Kazakhs)
People’s mentality and their relationships with each other 25% 60%
Culture 37,5% 66,7%
Traditions and history 37,5% 53,3%
Quality of life 12,5% 93,3%
Climate of the current residence 50% 13,3%
Nothing from the list 0% 0%
Other (Food, variety, etc.) Has not been 6,7%
mentioned
Table 2 — The main life values in their nationality (participants could name several)
Per cent (Koreans) Per cent (Kazakhs)
Family and family relationships 62,5% 93,3%
Career promotion and path 37,5% 53,3%
Achievement of individual goals 25% 40%
Self-development and self-realization 25% 40%
Table 3. Observation from own experience on similarities by representatives
By Koreans By Kazakhs
Yes, a lot 25% 40%
Yes, a bit 62,5% 26,7%
No, at all 0% 20%
Not many 12,5% 13,35

Table 4 — Participants’ view on whether family relationships are still major life values in a

modern world

Koreans’ opinions Kazakhs’ opinions
Yes 87,5% 73,3%
No 12,5% 0%
I don’t know 0% 26,7%

Table 5 — Perception, filial piety and values should remain the same / we have to maintain that

balance
Koreans Kazakhs
Yes 75% 46,7%
No, it must change 0% 13,3%
No, it can be changed, there is a possibility 25% 40%
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Conclusion. This article focused on the discovery and investigations of great similarities and
differences in family relationships and life values of Kazakhs and Koreans, relied on the real-life
experience of representatives of two nationalities. These findings offer a deeper understanding and
comprehension of two distinct cultures by comparative analysis. This investigation suggests that
despite different background and having their unique features these two nations are mostly similar
in outlooks towards family relationships and life values. It is expected that the article will be a help
for students and researchers in finding out some more information and adapting process in a
completely new community sharing some common views with them.

However, this investigation has several limitations. Firstly, the poll and survey was conducted
without any critical criteria towards participants. The results might have been different if there was
a specific criteria for the attendants. Secondly, the answers might have been different if the living
period in another country was the same for all participants. In this article’s poll majority of
respondents from South Korea, living in Kazakhstan, have been living there for more than 5 years,
whereas Kazakhs’ experience of residence period in South Korea was with a huge difference
starting from 1 year to 5 years. Koreans might have had a wider background in understanding
Kazakhs’ culture in our poll due to the mentioned factor, rather than Kazakhs. Thirdly, all the
surveys and polls have been conducted online due to the current circumstances (COVID-19 and
social distancing). The results and answers would have been more detailed otherwise. Despite the
limitations this research has shed light on the topic of cross-cultural differences and we hope it
would be a valuable source for the researchers who focus on investigation of Korean culture and
history and for all the people and students who are interested in this area.
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