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Abstract
International relations is one of the most impartstadies in scientific world. Conflicts change
relations and images that nations have of eaclhr.ditlerld War Il as the biggest and the most
horrible conflicts of the XX century resulted inatging attitude towards Germany and the
whole German nation. One of the biggest tragedi€desman nation is scar of war. People still
associate Germany with war and those terrible tiofasar. Due to the fact that Kyrgyz people
within Soviet Union fought against regime of Naarm@any, it is very interesting to understand
attitude of old and young generation of Bishkekdode Germany and Germans nowadays. The
present research was based on results of empsucaty. One hundred twenty five respondents
completed a survey that assessed the images thveydiaGermany and Germans. Empirical
survey showed us that people did not forget horobrgvar, however now they have different
attitude towards Germany and Germans. Surprisioflygeneration nowadays have an even
clearer ally image, but at the same time old pebpiee stronger imperialist image. Both old and
young generation indicated lot of positive assoarest with Germany and Germans. This study is
extremely important for European studies becauseshiégds light on relations between

Kyrgyzstan, former Soviet Union country, and Gergppdarmer enemy of the Soviet Union.



Zusammenfassung

Die Untersuchung der Internationalen Beziehungériise der wichtigsten Richtungen in der
wissenschaftlichen Umgebung. Internationale Kotdlikindern die Beziehungen und die
Vorstellung der Nationen Ubereinander. Der ZweiteltWieg als ein der groften und
schrecklichsten Konflikte der Weltgeschichte arelelie Beziehungen zu Deutschland und zum
ganzen deutschen Volk. Fir immer gelassene Kriegeria der Geschichte ist die Tragddie fur
deutsches Volk. Die Menschen verbinden bis zur Datitschland mit dem Schrecken des
Krieges und mit der blutigen Periode der Regierdeg Nazis. Kirgisische Republik im Bestand
Russlands kampfte gegen das Regime des Nazis. Bibsé gibt die Vorstellung, wie sich die
altere und junge Generationen der Stadt Bischkelbeutschland und zum deutschen Volk
verhalt. Diese Forschung basiert sich auf den Hrigebn, die im Resultat der (empirischen)
Erfahrung erzielt wurden. Einhundert finfundzwanRegysonen hatten schriftliche Befragen im
Rahmen dieser Forschung. Die Ergebnisse bestimdi¢eGestalt und Beziehungen der alteren
und jungen Generationen der Stadt Bischkek zu d2blgnd und zum deutschen Volk. Die
Angaben zeigten, dass die Leute den Schrecken deges im Gedachtnis noch haben. lhre
Beziehungen sind doch zu Deutschland und zu Deenseresentlich geandert. Unerwartet ist
die Tatsache, dass die altere Generation die mebgepragte Gestalt der Alliierte hat.
Gleichzeitig hat die altere Generation imperiadictie Gestalt Deutschlands. Die altere und junge
Generationen haben positive Assoziationen Deutsdhiand den Deutschen gegeniber. Diese
Forschung ist ein Beitrag zur Untersuchung derriatigonalen Beziehungen, praziser zu den
Europastudien, denn sie erweitert die UntersuchdergBeziehungen zwischen Kirgisistan und

Deutschland.
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Chapter 1

1.1 Introduction

The present research was made during an academicbyethe senior student of the
European Studies department. The research was lasesbciological survey of Bishkek
citizens. Total 125 people were asked to fill upestionnaires, which were prepared by
researcher. The main goal of the survey was to duidan attitude of Kyrgyz people towards
Germany and Germans and compare differences iromesp of old generation and young
generation. The present research was made to fihétttude of people in Bishkek towards

Germany and Germans in almost 70 years after WWII.

The current research is mainly about relations betwnations. There are hundreds of
different nations living in the world. The tendenafyglobalization represents one of the main
reasons for interacting people and nations withh edber. But what isatior? In order to find
out answer to this question | referred to defimtidictionary by S. I. Ozhegov, Benedict
Anderson’s work “Imagined communities” and work &rnest Gellner “Nations and
Nationalism”.

According to definition dictionary dB.l. Ozhegov, Natich (from lat. natio) is
historically formed substantial community, appeanedhe process of formation of common
territory, economic relations, language, featureshe culture and spiritual values. However,
Anderson, author of one of the most important cpte®n nations, has another definition of

nation According to Andersor\ation

VHALIUA

-u, K. 1. VMcTopudecku CIIOXMBIIASCS YCTOWYMBAas OOIIHOCTH Jt0JIel, oOpasyromascs B
nporecce (OPMUPOBAHUS OOIIHOCTH UX TEPPUTOPHH, SKOHOMUYECKHUX CBSI3€H, JTUTEPATypPHOTO
S3bIKa, OCOOCHHOCTEH KyJIbTYpPhl U JYXOBHOTO 00JMKa. 2. B HEK-pBIX COYETaHUSAX. CTpaHa,
rocynapctBo. Opranuzanus O0bennHeHHbIX Harwid.

Ozhegov S. 1.;Definition dictionary”. Web. 21 April.2012.
<http://ozhegov.info/slovar/?ex=Y &q=%D0%9D%D0%90%DA&86D0%98%D0%AR




“is an imagined political community — and imaginasi both inherently limited and sovereign”

Why it is imagined? Talking about nation as an imad community, Anderson explains that
community isimaginedbecause members hold in their minds mental imagieear community.
A member of the community probably will not be alie know all other members of the
community or interact with them face to face, hilt se/she has similar interests as all the rest
members and identifies him/herself as part of tharaunity. A nation “ismaginedbecause the
members of even the smallest nation will never kmowst of their fellow-members, meet them,
or even hear of them, yet in the minds of eactsliie image of their communiof Community
is imagined as limited because nation is not a imanlAnderson writes “The nation is imagined
aslimited because even the largest of them, encompassinggseghbillion living human beings,
has finite, if elastic, boundaries, beyond whicé Gther nations® Nation is imagined as
sovereign because “nations dream of being fre¢'hations intend to be autonomy. Anderson
states that the gage and emblem of this freeddheisovereign state.

Ernest Gellner in his book “Nation and Nationalisalso gives two definitions of the
word nation:
“(1) Two men are of the same nation if and onlthgy share the same culture, where culture in
turn means a system of ideas and signs and assasiaand ways of behaving and
communicating.
(2)Two men are of the same nation if and only dytlecognize each other as belonging to the
same nation”
Anderson and Gellner have something in common fimidg termnation People hold a mental
image of their community, so they can recognize e belonging to the same community.

But people have image not only of their communhliyt they also hold an image of other

2 Anderson, Benedictmagined Communities Reflections on the Origin Spcead of

Nationalism.Revised Edition, London, New Yokr: Verso, 1983P@nt.

® Anderson, 7

* Anderson, 7

> Gellner, ErnestNations and Nationalism, Cornell Universitshaca, New York, 1994, 7. Print.
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communities, other nations in the world. We alelside by side with representatives of not only
our nationality, but also with representatives dfeo nationalities. Research on relations
between nations and countries is very responsime)plicated but at the same time very
interesting experience. It is complicated becausauthor also belongs to one of the nations and
has his/her own perception of other nations, sthéigesearch can be unconsciously biased. On
the other hand, such researches contribute aldaédeper understanding, realizing the situation

between nations.

1.1.1 Historical background

The topic of the present research goes deep batheitistory. Historical chapter is
based on Laqueur’s book, also on some articles #8OR data base and Russian journal “Mir
| Politika”. A real catch for me as a researchasva book named “Russia and Germany. A
century of conflict» written by Walter Laqueur i®@5. It is a study of German-Russian
relations, a study in mutual misunderstanding ad$Raiand Germany.

For almost 70 years Kyrgyz people were part ofSbgiet Union. History of the Soviet
Union, history of Russia is an essential and inmgodrpart of the Kyrgyz history. For the present
research it is very important to include historibatkground of Russian-German relations: from
Weimar-Moscow relations (and even earlier) till mmporary relations between FRG and the
Soviet Union (and as a result of collapse of thei&dJnion, relations of FRG and the Kyrgyz
Republic). In the world history hardly can we fimibre complicated and inconsistent relations
than relations between Russians and Germans. Marmgs tRussian-German relations were
described as unique love-hate relatfons

According to Walter Laqueur, Russia has had friesmats partisans in Germany, but also
bitter enemies. At certain times Russian-Germagtiogls were extremely tense, though in other

periods relations improved and became warmer.ghteenth century Russia’s struggle against

®Zdravomyslov, Laqueur
10



Napoleon conciliated relations with Germany. Gerroalture was respected in Russia, German
writers and philosophers were admired in Russiam@e literature (such writers as Shiller)
strongly influenced on the Russians. Laqueur pdilsRussians had always preferred to import
from France fashionable dressing gowns, chocolatiesap novels and mistresses, but from
Germany they imported ideds/arx and Engels’ ideology against Tsarism was lyighpported

by Russian revolutionaries (opposition). During theeat War, imperialist Germany supported
the revolutionary movements in Tsarist Russia.9h7lTsarism was overthrown. After the Great
War and the Revolution, the Eastern orientationaieed a very important factor in German
policies and in Soviet thinking a special place weserved for Germany as weliGerman
proletariat, as Lenin wrote in April 1919, was theost faithful and reliable ally of the Russian
and international proletarian revolutioh.ln 1921 Germany was ruined economically and
militarily helpless, so Lenin believed that Germangnly means of saving herself was through
an Alliance with Russia. Peace treaties after theaGWar stabilized relations between newly
created states of the Weimar Republic and the Sbwvimn. In May 1920 a German-Soviet trade
agreement was signed, by which Berlin undertookraoognize the Soviets as the only
government of Russia. In accordance with the foréigde policy of the NE®, German firms
began to take active interest in trade with Rusdi@. author writes that the great turning point in
Soviet-German relations came in 1922 with the yre&tRapallo. Rapallo became a symbol of a
Russian-German alliance, but it did not constiitgelf such an alliance. The treaty of Rapallo
just provided for the resumption of diplomatic tlestween the two countrié5Also in 1926 a
treaty of Berlin was signed by Soviet Russia andr@ay. Politically both treaties’ impact was

limited. Lacueur emphasizes that the military dediation and the economic ties between two

’Laquer, WalterRussia and Germany. A century of confl@bston-Toronto: Little, Brown and
company, 1965, 19. Print.
8 Laquer 20
° Laquer.20
9 NEP - New Economic Policyus Hosast DxoHomuueckas nonutuka [Novaya
Ekonomicheskaya Politika] —an economic policy psgabby VIadimir Lenin in 1921.
1 Laquer 129
11



countries were of far greater importance. Accordmdreaty of Versailles, Germany was not
allowed to set up training schools for the use efapons. That's why such trainings were
allowed to be conducted by German officers in Rarsserritory, according to Rapallo treaty.
German scientists were sent to Russia to make rds=ainto chemical warfare. This military
collaboration which lasted ten years was kept $etiEhe reason for such military cooperation,
as Lacueur puts it, lies in the profit for bothesd German rearmament after 1933 would have
taken considerably longer without experience gainegussia, especially by air force and tank
officers, whilst the Russians, in their turn, gairtechnical experience from German armament
engineers and staff instructdrsAn author states that Russia cased to appeareim& eyes,
as a counter-force to the West, while Moscow nowkéal upon Germany simply as one of the
countries with which Russians wished only to livel @ooperate to their mutual advantage.
However, the rise of anti-communist and anti-Siaspirit and strengthening influence of
Adolf Hitler strained relations. Nazi-Communist agbns are a study in misunderstanding.
Laqueur writes that the Nazis refused to understahdt Communism was all about and
Russians never ever began to understand that M&t®octialism was a real mass movement.
Russians, he supposed, seem to have thought thata@evorkers (proletariat and peasants too)
would soon be up in arms against HitfgéThat is why the Russians were unprepared in June
1941. Laqueur refers to Sholokhov's “Nauka Nendyisthere Sholokhov describes shock
experienced by Soviet citizens when they realizeat the behavior of the Germans in the
occupied territories was very far indeed from thieditional image of the civilized and orderly
German; they could not at first believe the newsuablmass killings, mass robbery, and brutal
oppression’® Hitler's party believed that Bolshevism is the akof the Jewish and Mongolian

races against the German (Aryan) elements in Ru#giaeording to Laqueur, to the Nazi

 Laqueur, WalterRussia and Germany. A century of conflRbston-Toronto: Little, Brown
and company, 1965, 131. Print.
13 Laqueur 131
4 Laqueur 134
15 Laqueur 23
% Laqueur 24
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ideologist, all leading statesman were Jews: Lamd Tomsky, Lunachersky, Rakovsky, Beria
among thent! It is a well-known fact that Hitler's ideology wamsed on the principle that
Germans are superior to other nations. Accordirlgashov®, Hitler's main plan was to achieve
world domination of the Aryan race lead by pureddolcAryan Germans. Interesting is that
Laqueur writes that many Germans did indeed beltbe¢ their people were superior to the
Slavs®® Nazi divided people into four groups: first levepure-blooded Aryan Germans, second
level — nations with fascism ideology, but not pbleoded Aryans, third level — non Aryan
nation, for serving world Aryan elites and fourévél — “Untermensch®, slaves, those who
were to be killed. The Second World War was thediest and the most terrible conflict in the
world history. Below is some statistical facts abthe Second World War from statistical
researctfRossiya i SSSR v voinah XX veka”

Military number of forces of Nazi Germany and itBeg for the very beginning of the
Second world war constituted 8,5 min. of people.fésthe Soviet Union, they had 4.8 min.
people at the very beginning of the war. Nazi Gerynaent beyond the Soviet Union in terms
of amount of armed forces and quality of technieglipment. A terrible loss of the Soviet
people during the Second World war constituted 26p8in. people. It was the biggest loss

among all participants in the war. Germans and iaasswvere bitter enemies, | would say they

7 Laquer 22

18 lvashov, Leonid. “Geopolitics of the second wosldr.” Scientific and political journal “Mir i
politika” NeO5 (56). Web. February 201#p://mir-politika.ru/archive/229/73%Ivashov
Leonid Grigorievich —Phd in history, professor nfdrnational relations study department of
Moscow State Linguistic University.

19 Laquer149

20 Untermensch (German fander mansub-mansub-humanalso name of journal that was
published in Germany in 40s) Such nations as thws, Jibe Gipsies and some others were
proclaimed as Untermenshen. 11 millions of Jewsuwebe killed (humbers are taken from
Zdavomyslov). Most of them were in the Sovie UniAncording to plan, more than 50% were
completed.

21 Statistical researctiRossiya i SSSR v voinah XX vek&\Veb. April 2012 ttp://www.rus-
sky.com/history/library/w/w05.htm# Toc536603349
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hated each other. Russian provefno ous pyccrozo 300poso, mo ons nemya — cuepmp!” %,
which appeared during that time, describes exéti@ of Russians and Germans towards each
other during that period.

The Soviet Union and Western Alleys gained theovicin this War in 1945. Germany
was occupied and divided in two parts. Division @rmany into West Germany and East
Germany complicated relations. However, the siturathanges after the revolution of 1989 and
the Fall of Berlin Wall. Soviet-German relationspiaved with reunification of Germany and
the new policy of the Soviet leader Mr. Gorbach@erestroika” and “Glasnost”. In 1990 the
Soviet Union fell apart giving birth to 15 new inmlndent republics. Diplomatic relations
between the Kyrgyz Republic and the Federal ReputfliGermany began in 1992. Just in
several months after proclaiming independence ahassy of Germany was opened in the
Kyrgyz Republic. In 1995 an Embassy of the KyrgygpRblic was opened in BonGermany
(within the European Union) and the Kyrgyz Repultieve been partners since the country's
independence in 1991, sharing a political and econodialogue which has continually
expanded. In June 2008, the European Council amdEthhopean Commission under German
presidency of EU published their Joint ProgressdRemn the implementation of the EU Central
Asia Strategy>
The World War 1l left an imprint on mind of both B@ans and Russians. Here | use the word
“Russians”, but | mean not only Russians but alietonations (more than 100 ethnical groups).

All former soviet countries spoke Russian languag®gereas language provides a basic

22«\What is good for Russian, that is death for Gerfian Russian proverb
23 Delegation of the EU to the Kyrgyz RepubRuolitical and economic relation®Veb. January

2012
<http://eeas.europa.eu/deleqgations/kyrgyzstan/egykgtan/political relations/index en.h#m
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mechanism by which individuals are categorized igtoups, and by which stereotypes are

shaped Cultural approaches focus explicitly on languagi@ aepresentation of social grodps.

1.1.2 Why this topic is interesting?

Nowadays, almost in 70 years after the World Waattitude towards Germany changed
a lot. But Soviet history still lives in people’simds and hearts, especially in minds of old
generation who have gone through that terrible Waung people perceive history of the Soviet
Union and Soviet Union itself absolutely differgntMost of young people were not even born
in the Soviet Union. That's the poimthy this research is interestin§o, what we have is - two
generations: those who are close to the times of wiao has gone through those terrible times
and those who got used to live in peace and knawtalar only from history classes and from
words of elder generation. Also we have Germarfgrmer enemy of the Soviet Union. So it is
really very interesting to find out what do fornf&oviet Union’s state think of its former enemy,

Germany, in almost 70 years after war. The resuoitfht be very interesting and unexpected.

1.1.3 Why this topic was chosen?

Let me explain you how did | arrive at his topidiefe are actually two reasons. In
October 2008 European studies department orgastred trip to Germany with help of DAAD
program in Bishkek. It was an amazing trip: wate several cities in Germany and | learned
lot of interesting things about Germany and Germalture. One of the most memorable day
was the excursion to “Haus der Geschichte der Banegeblik Deutschland” (Museum of

German History) in Bonn. It was at that time whefirdt paid attention to German-Russian

24 Stangor, Schaller. “Stereotypes as Individual @nllective RepresentationsStereotypes and
StereotypingEd. C. Neil Macrae, Charles Stangor, Miles Hewstdieav York, London, 1996.
9-10. Print.
% Stangor 10

15



relations problem. Also | was surprised that ambegutiful and modern buildings there are a lot
of destroyed from the WWII churches and building®8erlin, capital of Germany. They are not
reconstructed and still remind people about thatilble time. It seemed to me that through this
German nation expresses their shame on their hisaring the War time. In summer 2010 |

went to Germany again. | received scholarship tonmer school in Germany from DAAD

program in Bishkek and visited Stuttgart city; weerer learning German language and
simultaneously visited a lot of interesting pladgesStuttgart. During excursion to one of the
museums our sights man and guide said words thekt $6 my mind forever. She said: “It is a
huge German tragedy that people all around thedwstrll associate Germany with War and

Germans with fascists”. This was another reasothioking about German-Russian relations.

Once in the park | accidentally heard such conwersadbetween a young boy and his

grandfather:

— Granddad, can we say that Germans are bad?

— Why do you think so? — asked an old man and smiled.

— They started a War...

— But it doesn’t mean that all Germans are bad peopig darling.

— Hm...Do you like Germans? — asked a boy.

— ... —an old man didn’t know what to answer to hisngson. He just smiled, but

there was an unbearable pain in his eyes...

I don’t know what did that old man answered hisngison later on, but | know that it was quite

difficult for him. There’s no doubt that this maagsed through the horror of that war. Being an
accidental observer of this conversation, | remaedbeny experience in Germany and started to
think on this, as a result later | started this kvdduring the war time these two nations were
enemies to each other. Nowadays everything chaageédermany is one of the most important
partners at the world arena for many former Saseeintries, including the Kyrgyz Republic.

16



1.1.4 Research Questions

The purpose of this research is to answer theviitig research questions:
* Have peoples attitudes towards Germany and Geroreamgyed?
 How do young and old generations perceive GermadyGermans?

* Do young and old generation of Bishkek have d#iferattitude towards Germany

and Germans? And what is the difference?

1.2 Literature review

The present research is based on works of botreweahd Russian authors. Survey design and
methodology was based on Mr. Oppenheim’s wtgkiestionnaire Design, Interviewing and
Attitude Measurementand “The Basics of Social Researcldy Earl Babbie Definition and
explanation of the term “nation” was mainly based Benedict Anderson’s work “Imagined
Communities” and Ernest Gellner’'s work “Nations axdtionalism”. For the purpose of the
present research | used the following works on entwgory: “Image Theory, Social Identity,
and Social Dominance: Structural Characteristicad dndividual Motives Underlying
International Images” by Dr. Michele G. AlexantferShana Levin, P.J.Henry, “Images and
Affect: A functional Analysis of out-group sterepss” by Dr. Michele G. Alexander, Marilynn

B. Brewer and Richard, K, Herrmann, very interggtnticle” Poccus u pyccxue 6 coepemenrom

nemeykom camocosnanuu®™ by Andrei Grigorevichzdravomyslo¥® from Russian academic

%6 Dr. Michele G. Alexander - Ph.D. in Social Psyldgy from Texas A&M University, 1996),
a former professor of University of Maine, whosarmary research focus was on intergroup
relations, with specific emphasis on the assoaidbietween stereotyping and behavior.

27 zdravomyslov, Andrei. “Russia and Russians in modgerman self-consciousness.”

“ Obwecmesennvle nayku u cospemennocms [Obshestvennye nauki i sovremenno$t|3.4(2011).
Web. <http://ecsocman.hse.ru/data/959/363/1218/yDRAWOM®BIx20a.9..pdé
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2%

and multidisciplinary journal O6wecmeennvie nayku u cospemennocmyp™" (“Obshestvennye

nauki i sovremennost”). This article was takemfrelectronic archive of the journal.

1.2.1 Image Theory by different scholars

In order to understand image of Germans and Gerropt{yrgyz people we should

understand what dmageis, what kind of Imagedo people have, how does tisages appear

in people’s mindsAlso an image of a nation is directly correlatgth Attitudes.This chapter is
divided into three parts. First of all it is praeti to find out what aattitudeis and which factors
affect attitude of people. After that we can finat 6how does an image of the nation appear in
minds of people” and “what are main components wiidem an image of nation” described by
Mr. Zdravomyslov. The last section of this paragrgpesents five special images of the nation
described by Dr. Michele G. Alexander, which | fimdry useful and extremely related to the
topic of the present research. | take Dr. MicheleA&xander’'s work on image theory as basis
for my hypothesis. Moreover, | used similar codimgthod and took some questions while
developing questionnaire for empirical survey. Mo$tsuppositions and assumptions were

developed out of above-mentioned literature.

Image of nation is represented éiyitudestowards a natiorfirst of all let’'s understand
what is an attitudeAccording to Oppenheim, the study of attitudes &dsng and complex
history in social psychology. Usually an attitudeexpressed in speech or behavior only when
the object of the attitude is perceived. A perseacts on the object when he/she confronts the
situation or object of attitude. Attitudes are femsed by beliefs (the cognitive component) and

often attract strong feelings (the emotional congmwhich may lead to particular behavioral

28 Andrei Grigorevich Zdravomyslov — PhD. Philosoptiyector of Sociology Centre of
national self-comprehension under Russian Indep#ndstitute of social and national problems
?» Social science and modernityanslation)

18



intents (the action tendency componéfit)ypically, attitudes do not exist in isolation hiit the
individual. They generally have links with compotsenf other attitudes and with the deeper
levels of value systems within the perdbrBo, we can say that attitudes are formed by the
surrounding conditions of the person. An attitudepehds on many factors like: family,
education, self-identification, maturity, valueslaso on. Talking about attitude towards a nation,
it can be also formed out of different factors likgerson’s own nationality, education
background, ideology, self-identification, valuemge, family etc. This is good basis for
suppositions, which | present in paragraph 2.5p8spions also made out of the following work

of Mr. Zdravomyslov.

Russian scholar Mr. Zdravomyslov A. @.his research on Russia and Russian people in
minds of modern Germans, described and discusseddetailed theme on image of other
nation. He pointed out three the most importantstirents of image structure. According to
Zdravomyslov, an image of nation is formed out (4f. image of government (considered not
only in political context, but also in historica(g) complex image of acting politicians and (3)
image of‘nation” , including national features, specifies and celtdhese three constituents of

image are included in general context of relatioesveen nations.

Zdravomyslov believed that image of Russia is aoegéd on the basis of the certain selection
of those materials which are formed by Russianetgpatself. So, we can generalize this
statement, saying that not only image of Russiaf@rmed according to this scheme. One nation
forms image of other nation out of materials whtblat (other) nation produces themselves.
However, this material of a nation may be seletigdifferent countries differently, to present a
certain nation under certain perspective (anglbg Wway how a certain nation is represented in a
certain country depends on national interests igf ¢buntry. From my experience | can prove

this statement, saying that many times | noticed YSA is represented in Russian mass media

30 Oppenheim“Questionnaire Design, Interviewing and Attitude A4@rement.2001,24. Print.
31 Oppenheim 26
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extremely negatively (I guess Americans do the samith Russians), Kyrgyzstan (after
revolutions) was represented in Russian mass maia negatively, even though within the
country there are also some positive things, wlaieh not taken into consideration. It can be

added that historical background also plays rokaénprocess of material selection about nation.

Regarding second constituent of the image of natibcan be added that not only acting
politicians of the certain country play role in fimng image of the nation, but also historical
politicians. Zdravomyslov pointed out three poldits that influence image of Russia and
Russians in German society: M. Gorbachev, B. Edid V. Putin. Each of them is perceived
ether negatively or positively. For example, GoH®acas initiator of destruction of “totalitarian

system” and as person, who gave birth to unitedm@ny, is perceived very positively by

Germans, whereas Elcin is perceived negativelyhis case | would suppose that for former

soviet people there are three main politiciangHler, K. Adenauer and Angela Merkel.

In research made by Zdravomyslov, image of natiomfure and national features are
represented by specific features named by Germamsgdempirical research. Similar approach
Is made in present research. Image of Germans anchdy is determined out of description

and features named by respondents during empigasahrch.

| found very interesting findings of Mr. Za@myslov on attitudes of Germans toward
Russians and vice versa. Results of conducted wumv2000 showed that Russians have more
positive attitude towards Germans, while Germans ndd like Russians. Zdravomyslov
explained why Russians have more positive imag&eaimans and why Germans have more
negative image of Russians. It is very importanttfi@ present research because Kyrgyz people
and Russian people are all former Soviet peoplepardeption of Germany and Germans by
Russians and Kyrgyz people should not differ mugt, Russians have positive images of
Germans because of several factors: First, withiortshistorical period of time method of

developing image of Germans changed several tidesording to Zdravomyslov, during pre-
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war period German language, history and Germamreulivere respected by Russians, during
War time Russians hated Germans However duringpeaod Soviet leaders’ position towards
Germans was developedl'dtiepsl mpUXOAST M yXOAAT, @ HApOJ HEMELKHi, rOCYIapCTBO

1% Out of this Zdravomyslov stated that Russiansndd make ordinary

HEMCLKOC OCTacTCsA
Germans responsible for crime conducted by Nazi@ay. Another factor is that in 1980s,
after public disclosure of crimes conducted duistglin regime in the Soviet Union (GULAG,
Katyn, political repressions in 1930s and othemes) destroyed idealized image of Soviet
regime and Soviet Union. Zdravomyslov underlineat thfter that Soviet people started to hate
their past, their history, they realized that “s\nation” is not better than “German nation”. The
last factor that makes Russian people have positmage of Germans, according to
Zdravomyslov, is critical attitude towards themsslv Russians realize that they are lazy,

whereas they realize that Germans are really hatdmg and progressive. So, Russians think

that it is good to learn from Germans, to gain klealge from Germans.

Now let’'s see some special images of nation on hvihe present research was based.
According to image theory, the structural featuoésnternational relations play an important
role in determining the specific images countriessén of one anothéf. Dr. Michele G.
Alexander points out three critical structural teas that lead to associated images: (1) goal
compatibility (2) relative power/ capability (3)ladive cultural status, or sophistication. Author
states that these three dimensions determine thregiportunity appraisals of the other nation,
which then generate behavioral tendencies towaed nidition and evoke specific cognitive

schema, or images of that natf§nThe present research will be based on theserésaais well.

32 Hitlers comes and goes, but German nation, Gestsa remains behind (continues to exist) -
translation

33 Michele G. Alexander. “Image Theory, Social Idgntand Social Dominance: Structural
Characteristics and Individual Motives Underlyimgernational ImagesPolitical Psychology
Vol. 26, No. 1 (Feb., 2005), 27-45STORAUCA Lib., Kyrgyzstan. Accessed 24/10/2011
02:22. Web. fttp://www.jstor.org/stable/3792498
3 Michele G. Alexander, 29
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In her work “Image Theory, Social Identity, and Social DominancStructural
Characteristics and Individual Motives Underlyingtérnational Images”she points out 5 types
of international images: enemy image, ally imagarbbrian image, dependent image and
imperialist image. She states that these five imagest in both the political science and social
psychology literatures. Let’'s see how the authacdbes these five images. Dr. Michele G.
Alexander writes that with the enemy image, one smers the other nation as evil,
opportunistic, and motivated by self-interest. &remy imagés one of the most popular images
among international scholars. Afly imageresults, when an international relationship isrobef
by positive goal interdependence, similar capabilénd similar cultural stats The third,
barbarian imageportrays the other nation as destructive, intimidp and irrational, led by
highly emotional leaders who could obliterate ona/en nation at the slightest provocafion
The dependent imageharacterizes other nation as vulnerable, disazgdn and generally
ineffective, incapable of taking care of itself aimdstrong need of guidance and direction
Imperialist imageis described as a perception of another natiomash more powerful and

culturally superior, dominating, controlling.

*Michele G. Alexander 27-30
3¢ Michele G. Alexander 27-32
37 Michele G. Alexander 27-32
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Table

138
Table 1. Images of Other Nations as a Function of Goal Compatibility, Relative Status,
and Relative Power
Relationship Pattern of Other Nation Image of Other Nation
Goal compatibility Ally
Status Equal
Power Equal
Goal incompatibility Enemy
Status Equal
Power Equal
Goal incompatibility Dependent

Status Lower
Power Lower

Goal incompatibility Barbarian
Status Lower
Power Higher

Goal incompatibility Imperialist
Status Higher
Power Higher

However here we can add criticism on this studyinggthat it is not completely developed. This
study discusses more negative images, skippingiyp®ginages. Among positive there is only an
ally image, which is described as goal compatipdihd equal status and power. However there
is no classification of image with goal compatityiland unequal status and power. This image

can be added as “neutral image”.

38 Michele G. Alexander 30
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1.2.2 Why is this work contributing new/ importantideas to the literature?

The present research is unique in terms of bdiaditst one in Bishkek on this topic.
The purpose of this researcheisploratiori®. According to Earl Babbie, exploratory studies are
quite valuable in social scientific research. Tlaeg essential whenever a researcher is breaking
new ground, and they can almost always yield nesigitts into a topic for researéhThere are
no other researches on the image of Germany ani@sramong Bishkek citizens and Kyrgyz
people in general. So, there’s no exact study orR@Qywhat makes this research more valuable
for understanding the attitude towards Germany &wfmans among all soviet people.
Kyrgyzstan is one of the fifteen former Soviet reles. Legacy of the Soviet system, Soviet
mentality, the way of thinking are still deep innds of Kyrgyz people. So it is quite interesting
what do they think of the nation that representadeaemy during the War time. An old
generation of Kyrgyzstan passed through thosecditfivar time, many of them were at war and
fought against regime of NAZI-Germany. On the canty young generation of Bishkek doesn’t
know much about war. They were born in peace andrmfaced war; they don’t know how it is
to live during the war time. Almost each family tidather, brother or son during the war time.
Old people experienced this loss, whereas youngleeknow it from the words of elder
relatives. Time helps to forget negative thingsardes attitudes. This work is my little

contribution to the international relations study.

%9According to Earl Babbie, there are three most compurposes of research: exploration,
description and explanatiomhe Basics of Social research
0 Babbie, EarlBasics of Social researchiSA. 1999, 73. Print.
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1.2.3. Hypothesis

Based on the described theories and literatureewgvi developed the following

hypothesis:

(1) Old generation of Bishkek has negative attitudeatols Germany and Germans in
comparison with young generation, who has positivage.

(2) Young people are more likely to endorse “ally” geawhereas old people might still

have “enemy” image.

These are the main hypotheses which are to baeltesempirical part.

Moreover | developed several suppositions:

1) Probably people will name Hitler as one of the nmgstanding people of Germany.

2) There is a supposition that older people would prefer to visit Germany (and never
ever wanted) in comparison with young people.

3) There is an assumption that young people wouldkttimat our countries should
cooperate, whereas old people still might have skime of fear of Germany. And as a

result they would probably be against cooperation.
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Chapter 2
2.1. Methodology

2.1.1 Sampling

In order to answer research questions, a surveycaducted. 125 respondents took part
in survey. Sampling was based on judgment of rekearand the purpose of study. According to
Earl Babbie, this method is call®lrposive or Judgmental Samplimethod. People were

divided into two age categories: young generatifsam15-35 and old generation - from 60-90.

Young generation: This subgroup can be dividedhimed main parts: pupils, students,
mature people (from 23-35, in this case). Theref@ue districts in Bishkek city, so | took one
school per district and asked 10 pupils per schdbke following schools were selected:
Pervomayskiy district — schodk 70, Sverdlovakiy district — schodk 52, Leninskiy district —
schoolNe 13, Oktyabrskiy distict — schodk 64. Pupils of 9 -11" grades were asked to fill
questionnaires. As for students, | took three maiiversities in Bishkek: Kyrgyz National
University, Kyrgyz Russian-Slavic University and Arican University in Central Asia and
asked 15 students per university. Mature peopleeveeiected randomly, within 10 mature
respondents there were teachers, sellers, mandgerslators, state officials, unemployed and

etc.

Old generation: Purposive and judgmental samplingthod gives a researcher an
opportunity to select respondent by his/her owrgiaednt. So | visually selected old people and
asked them to answer my questions. There werecdtifts in conducting survey among old
people, that is why number of old generation regmnéatives is much lower than number of
young generation representatives. This was compahday qualitative interviews with old

people.

41 Earl Babbig‘The Basics of Social ResearchJSA. 1999, 94. Print.
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Table 2. Place Quantity Total quantity

SchoolNe 70 10

SchoolNe 13 10

SchoolNe 52 10

SchoolNe 64 10

2.1.2Collecting empirical data

Collecting of empirical data took one month (fro@.@L.12 till 23.02.12). Respondents
were asked at such places as universities, schpol, offices (central and two districts),
telecom, shops, bus stations, buses, trolleybuses e street. Two different design of
guestionnaire were used for old and young peopleortler to make easier filling out my
qguestionnaires for old people, questionnaires vdesgigned with bigger and bald lettering. In
practice, mostly | filled out questionnaires by rlys old people were just giving their
responses. It was much easier to conduct surveyg@iymung people than among old people. As
for young generation, | asked pupils and studehtthex end of the classes, while they were
sitting in classrooms or in corridors and hallsspanses of more mature people were included

as well. | asked mature people in different plaaed tried to select as different people as
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possible. For example, a teacher at school and pioged, taxi driver (while | was going home
by taxi) and worker of governmental sector (miryistf international affairs) and at streets. It
should be noted that people were asked very ofteaqueues (in bank, in shop, at post offices).
Especially it worked very well when | was askingl geople. While waiting for their turn in
gueues at post offices they were glad to answeguegtions. Another popular place where old
people are concentrated is municipal transportréeearch purpose | took once a bus and twice
a trolleybus Nr. 9). It was very uncomfortable &k @eople in buses and trolleybuses, but it was
very effective (especially in trolleybuses). Als@sked old people at courtyards of houses, at
streets, near markets (Vostok-5 market-bazar)palkelards (Erkindik) while they were walking

with grandchildren.

2.1.3. Difficulties in collecting empirical data

« Old people very often refused to answer questi@twlse of distrust and fear.
They distrustfully asked why | need this responaed why I'm asking them.
Mostly old people reacted negatively when they tighat they will be asked
about Germany and Germaasd that this is a research project of a sestizaent
of American University of Central AsiaEven when | explained that
questionnaires are anonymous and | need their mespofor my thesis project,

most of them didn’t want give their responses.

(This is the reason why sampling is not equal flor people and for young

people)

e It was difficult to conduct survey among old peoplecause of their problems
with health. They could not stay for a long timeoat place, they did not hear
well, they did not understand some questions, Bad to explain one question

several times. As a result it took a lot of time.
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e When | was conducting survey the weather was vely. cProbably, People
would be more enthusiastic to give their respoifsesvas warmer.

e Some pupils and students took questions not verguse They gave deliberately
false responses. Such responses were excludedemadhot counted.

* Some respondents from old generation were very iemat While giving their
responses, some of them cried (one case) and ngchegative reaction. It made
me feel uncomfortable.

* Some people were too busy to give responses anskectto answer questions.

2.1.4 How data was analyzed. Questionnaire (*seetAthment 1)

Analyzing data is one the most important partshef tesearch. Analyses were made by
researcher without using any special sociologidal gfograms. Questionnaire consists of 10
guestions. Some of them were developed similarlguestions in research of Dr. Michael G.
Alexander. Analyses were different from Alexandevaerk, but some ideas were taken from her
work. However if in Alexander’s work it worked well faced some obstacles in analyzing data
using coding like she did. I'll describe difficids and problems later in the next chapter.
Altogether analyzing data was very interesting andcessful, in the end it gave me interesting
results, which became basis for my conclusionsrdler to make questionnaire more interesting
and flexible, both questions and statements werleded. | used both close and open questions.
First four questions identify respondent in ternfs gender, age category, education and
occupation. There are three open-question: Que&itiflease write down your associations
with the word “Germany; question 6‘Please write down your associations with the word
“Germans” and question 8‘Can you name outstanding people of Germanyl*iese questions
will clarify what kind of associations people haweth words “German” and “Germans”.

Respondents were asked to write down 3 associatates | divided all collected associations in
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several groups. In order to avoid influencing dde@cher’s opinion and subjective division of

associations, several (more than three) groupssufcgations were developed:

» “Adjectives and nouns that describe evidently pesitattitude towards
Germany/Germans”,

» “Adjectives and nouns that describe evidently negatattitude towards
Germany/Germans”,

* “Wealth, Social stability”,

» “Description (music, food, cars)”,

* “Associations related to War”,

* “Division of Germans into Two categories: formeresmies (negative) and
modern Germans (positive)”,

* “Germans are ordinary people as we are” and

* “Relatives living in Germany;

» “other associations (neutral)”.

Associations were divided into these categorieth@énprocess of analyzing. Questions 5 and 6
were the most interesting to read and analyze.eTaer a lot of outstanding people in Germany,
so question 8 will show whether people are famivégh them or not. In the end we can see how
many times a person was named among old and yocemgyations and is there any differences.
There are two close (Yes/No) questions: QuestidiVa@uld you like to visit Germany?and
guestion 9“Do you think our countries should cooperate?These questions will show us a
willingness to contact with Germans. People withsifiee attitude probably want to visit
Germany and are more likely support cooperatiomwbdenh Germany and Kyrgyzstan. One can
claim that it is not correct enough to considerpogses to question 7 as indicator of
positive/negative attitude towards a nation. Suppr@ach was used by Dr. Michael G.

Alexander. She used this question in order to ilemhether people think that it's dangerous to
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go the country or not, in other words it identifisdeat. So, | think it could be used in some
measure as an indicator of positive/negative aiitDifficulties and criticism on this will be
also discussed in the next paragraph. Questionw/érd a preparation of a respondent to answer
the most complicated and part of the questionnajtegstion 10. Images of Germany and
Germans were assessed with eight statements uspmn Likert-type response scile
(1=strongly agree, 5=strongly disagree), two statein per image (ally, enemy, barbarian,
imperialist). Dependent image was not taken intosateration due to improbability of Germany

being dependent on Kyrgyzstan.

The following statements for each image were cateti combined into scale. It should
be mentioned that | took Dr. Michele G. Alexander&search work as an example. The
difference is that she used reverse coding foinadlges she was researching. | use only two
reverse-coding statements, and two-parallel codAlty: “I think that Germany is working hard
for peaceful international relations, including i§yz-German relations” and “Germans care only
about their own interests.” (reverse-codBdemy:“l think we should trust Germans in spite of
that we were fighting them during Soviet times” di@@ermany has hostile interests toward
Kyrgyzstan.” (reverse-code@arbarian: “Violence is out of control in Germany” and “Powar
the hands of Germans is a dangerous thing foraalhties, including Kyrgyzstan.” (parallel-
coded) And finally,iImperialist: “I think that Germans are arrogant and are corednthey are
superior to others” and “Kyrgyz will never ever $&developed as Germans” (parallel-coded).
| used reverse and parallel coding in order to tadl reliability of given responses. Statements
were developed so that it was impossible to useayweverse coding. If we can exclude
unreliable responses for reverse-coded statemeritb{5 were excluded because one obviously
cannot agree or disagree to both statements. & doe make sense, because statements are

controverting each other), in parallel-coding warea excluded responses. In parallel-coding

> Babbie 127
Likert scale — a format in which respondents akedgo strongly agree, agree , disagree or
strongly disagree
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statements logically should be scaled identiciligwever if statements scaled differently, it can
be interpreted in its own way.

Statements will be preliminary counted by prob#&piiif answers. I'll use “collapsing” response

categories, which means that 1=strongly agree aragr2e will be combined (1,2) and

4=disagree will be combined with 5=strongly dis&gf4,5), 3=maybe will remain the same . For

Ally and Enemy Images (reverse-coded) there aseVven) possibilities:

1,2-45 Ally image (opposiie Enemy image)

1,2-3 Close to ally imafgose to opposite to enemy image)
3-45 }

3-3 Neutral

3-1,2

45-3 } Close to oppositeAlly image (close to enemy image)
45-1,2 Opposite to Ally imagdEnemy image)

1,2-1,2 excluded

4,5-45 } excluded

For Barbarian and Imperialist Images (parallel-a)dbere are 9 (nine) possibilities:

12-1,2 Barbarian image, Impeiiiat image

1,2-3 close to Barbarian imagclose to Imperialist image
3-1,2 }

1,2-4,5

3-3

45-1,2

4,5-3 }

3-45 close to opposite torBarian image (Imperialist image)
4,5-45 Opposite to Barbarian age (Imperialist Image)
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| usedbivariate analyses methtiwhich means that | constructed explanatory bivartables
for each image. In constructing tables a conventalted percentage dowmvas used. So, the
table should be read across a f@wEach table includes independent variatge (Young
generation and Old generation) and dependent Vasidmage.Conclusions is made according

to interpretation of bivariate tables.

Chapter 3

3.1Findings

The present research gives clear image of howraddyaung people of Bishkek perceive
Germany and Germans. The following chapter will vehall results in graphs and tables.

Interesting is that some finding were unexpectetisamprising.

The total number of respondents constituted 125%t6M which are female and 51 male.

E Female
M Male

Considering each generation separately, we hawe &3nale and 37% male for old

generational and 57% and 43% accordingly for yogereration.

43 Babbie 349
44 Babbie 359
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O female
B male

old young
generation generation

3.1.1 Associations

First, let's see what kind of associations peopleehon Germany and Germans. As was
described in methodology chapter, associations vvriled into groups. Associations are
shown in tables, so it is easier to perceive infdram. In tables below you can find associations
of people with words “Germany” and “Germans”. Thergentage indicates how many
respondents from old and young generations sephama#ened this association. It should be
mentioned that | didn’t count total number of resges by associations because one respondent
could give several associations which would besti@sl into three different groups, or one
respondent could give three associations relatexhiy one group. As | supposed many words
(associations) were repeated, especially amongenération. Representatives of old generation
have almost similar associations, whereas younglpsoassociations differ from each other
gradually. | see the reason of this tendency ifedkht way of thinking of old and young people.
Old people got used to think similarly, they usedie in a country with strong ideology, where
all people had to think similarly. No freedom of ndpno freedom of choice, no freedom at all
during soviet times resulted in almost similar aesnof old people. Now there is no ideology in

our country, there is freedom of word and thougfiteat is why Kyrgyz youth has no
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standardized way of thinking and perception of wweld. So, young people named sometimes

surprisingly different associations.

1. “Adjectives and nouns
Germany/Germans”,

that

describe evidently positive attitude

Old Generation

Young generation

Well-mannered — 3%
Self-confident — 2,6%
High qualified specialists — 10%

—

Q

3

|_

Good country — 7%, Reliability — 1%,
discipline — 10%, Orderliness 1%,
very positive associations — 5%, Comfort — 1%,

- humane nation — 1%, Discipline — 1%,

&g | orderliness — 13,3%, High quality — 3%

% clean country — 7% Freedom — 1%

O | Rule of law — 17% Professionalism — 1%
Civilized country — 3,3% Education — 4,2%
Cooperation with Germany — 9% German quality (clothes, technics) — 5,2%
Hard-working — 17%, Discipline — 2%
well-mannered- 10%, Accurate — 3%,
discipline — 6,6%, Hard-working — 5,2%,
smart — 7%, Economical — 1%,
honest — 6% , friendly — 7%, Responsible — 4,2%,
accurate — 1%, Smart- 2%
educated — 6,6%, Brothers — 1%,
good people — 23%, Interesting people- 1%
educated — 6,6% Modern — 1%,
reliable — 1% Intelligent — 2%,

% Discipline — 3% Punctual — 7,3%

£ | Law abiding — 10% Sociable- 2%

8 Punctual — 6,6% Friendly — 5%

Quality — 1%

Good people — 6,3%
Polite — 1%,

Funny — 1%
Discipline-2,5%
Educated people — 3%
Accurate — 5,2%
Punctual — 2%
Civilized — 2%

Hard working — 4%

towards
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The first group of associations is call&djectives and nouns that describe evidently peosit
attitude towards Germany/Germangiccording to Table 1 we can see that in Bishkek it
generation and young generation have some posisiseciations with Germany and Germans. It
is very surprising that old people have more pesitassociations with word Germany than
young people. Total 72,6% of old Generation ingidapositive associations about Germany,
while among young generation the total number ¢tes 18%. If we compare associations, we
can see that 7% of old people indicated that Geynsa good country, whereas we don’t have
such association among young people. Interestitigais17% of old people think that Germans
are hard-working and only 5,2% of young people hsweh opinion. According to the table 1,
we can see that 23% of old generation indicatedn@es as good people, only 6, 3% young
people think the same. Both young and old peopl&ktthat Germans are friendly, smart and
disciplined. It is very surprising that so many @eople have positive associations with word

Germany and Germans, while young people indicassl positive words.

2. “Adjectives and nouns that describe evidently nizgaattitude towards

Germany/Germans”,
~ Old Generation Young generation
Q
3
|_
- Hate — 1%,
S | Negative — 10%,
% “Only negative comes to my mind” — 1%
o
Arrogant — 13,3% Arrogant — 6%
Cruel — 10% Pedants — 7,3%
% Not very good people — 2% Hitler — 1%
£ | Nationalists — 1% Killers — 2%
8 Pedants — 10% Cruel - 5%
Scrupulous — 3% Rude — 1%
Evil — 7% Greedy — 2%
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Now let’s see next group of associations calkdjectives and nouns that describe evidently
negative attitude towards Germany/Germari)% of old people said that they have negative
associations with word Germany. Comparing negatsssciations of young and old people with
the word “Germans” in table 2, we can see that etterations have negative associations
almost similarly. 13,3% of old people and 6% of ggueople think that Germans are arrogant.
Also they think that Germans are cruel and pedalmtieresting is that young people didn’t
indicate anything negative about Germany (!), wasrg2 % of old people said that they

associate Germany with negative words.

3. “Wealth, Social stability”

- Old Generation Young generation
Q
3
|_
Developed country — 33% Money 2%
wealthy — 14%, Great country,
High level of life — 10% , Developed country 19%
>, | Good life — 7% Good life 2%
8 | Great country — 2% Flourishing country with
% Power — 3,3% good economic situation 10%
O | peace — 3% Civilization 3%
An example for other countries 1%
Power — 3%
«»n | Germans are living very good — 10% Good life 3%
é Living in developed country — 10% Lucky -6%
8 Lucky -3% Developed culture — 2%

Regarding the third group of associatiWgealth, Social stability”,it can be said that people in
Bishkek think that Germany is very developed couniith high level of life. 19% and 33% of
young and old people accordingly indicated thisrdua survey. 6% of young people believe

that Germans are lucky because they live in sumlrihing country with good economic
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condition. More than 90% of old people and 52%airyg people during a survey talked about

German social stability and level of life.

4. “Associations related to War”

Old Generation

Young generation

P
3
=
War — 36,6% War — 29,4%
Hitler — 13,3% Hitler — 17%
o fascism — 3,3% Nationalism — 2%
é Front, difficulties (related with war) -4% Fascism — 13,6%
8 Losses — 3,3% Il Reich — 1%
Lost relatives in war — 10% Losses — 1%
Concentration camps — 1%
Former enemies — 27%, Former enemies — 1%
Losses-7% War — 8%
Fascism — 23,3% Fascists — 17%
War — 3,3% Nationalism — 3%
% Occupants — 3% Hitler — 6,3%
% Race superiority — 3% Killers — 4.2%
o

Jewish killers — 1%
Nazi-Germany — 1%

Arian nation — 1%

According to expectations, there were a lot of elsgimns with war. So | developed such group
of associations d@#\ssociations related to War"Table 4 shows that both young and old people
of Bishkek associate Germany and Germans with Warcentage of associations of Germany
with war is very high: 36,6% of old generation aP8,4% of young generation associates
Germany with War. Associations with ruler of thezZN&ermany, Hitler, are also very popular

among people in Bishkek: old and young people ha®st the same percentage 13,3% and
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13,6%. Germany is associated with the word Fasomre among young generation. However,
describing Germans, 23, 3% of old people indicatedd Fascism. Young people (17%) unlike
old people indicated Germans not with word Fasclsm with word “Fascists”. We can see that
people still keep in mind terror and horror of Wiane. It should be noted that during conduction
of survey among old generation, a researcher tatkedch old person separately. Talking about
associations with war old people was very upse Tespondents, participants of war, couldn’t
even hide their tears. Old people were very ematiagrhen they were talking about war time.
Some of them perceived it too close to heart. &stng is that people were talking about war,
that they lost their relatives and comrades, btit@tsame time most of them were quite positive
to modern Germany. A lot of old people strictlyider Germany in two categories: old Germany,
modern Germany. That is why | developed group sbeaiations calledDivision of Germans
into Two categories: former-enemies (negative) armatlern Germans (positive)Almost half

of all respondents among old generation strictiydéid Germany to former enemies and current
partners. It is very interesting consistency, bseaanly few young people strictly divided
Germany into these two categories. According tgrdian, we can visually see that 47% of old

people divided Germany into two categories, andyoiPo among young people.

O Old generation

B Young generation
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5. Description (music, food, cars)” Table 5

Old Generation

Young generation

Germany

Culture — 7%
Democracy — 7%

EU - 13,3%

Parliament — 3%
Education, science — 3%
Reichstag — 1%

Transport
Mercedes — 8,4%
BMW — 4,2%

Cars — 10,5%

Autobahn — 3%

Mechanic engineering — 2%
Metro (S-bahn) — 3%

General

EU - 14%

German language - 1%

Germans — 9%

Berlin — 11,7%

Berlin wall — 2%

Politics

Parliamentarism — 1%

Federalism — 2%

Merkel — 2,5%

Schengen zone — 1%

Good roads — 1%

Power — 3%

Culture (food, drinks, football)
Oktoberfest — 2%

German Beer — 17%

German Sausages — 6,3%

Chocolate, bakery — 2%

German football - 14%

Strudel — 2%

Quality

Technology — 9,4%

Adjectives

Conservatism -1%

Accuracy — 2,1%

Economics

Production, Companies, economy — 7%
Other

Life in Germany, DAAD, Au-pair, nothing
comes to my mind, big shoes, “Ah So!”,
museums, discipline, science, rock-bands,
cinema, fashion, shops, black color, rain
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Germans

Description Description

Blonde- 4%
Accurate — 13,3% Tall — 3%
Marks — 1% Europeans — 5%

History — 1%
Fashionable — 5%

General

Germany, EU, Berlin — 12,6%
German language — 3%

Other

Beer and sausages- 10,5%
Football — 7,3%

Idea — 1%

Smiling — 1%

Economic — 1%

German ovcharka — 1%
Movies, cimena — 3%
Production — 1%

Quality — 1%

One of the most interesting groups of associatisnBescription. This group includes such
associations as food, drinks, cars, culture anérogieneral and neutral associations. Young
generation surprised me with different interestiegcriptive associations with Germany. Within
this group | created sub-groups: transport - inetucll associations with cars, metro, and
automobiles, general, Culture — included food, ldsjrfootball, Quality, economics etc. We can
see that young people comparing to old people hnawe creative, interesting and unexpected
associations. They take this life more easily dradrtassociations are “light”. For example a lot
of young people associate Germany with beer, fdlpth@usages, car, big shoes and rock-bands.
Old people have more serious associations; theymame concentrated on political situation,

culture and history.

Also some people think that Germans are the sample@s all the rest. Very popular answer

was “Germans are ordinary people as we are!”. Thathy | created this group of association
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and called it‘Germans are ordinary people as we arel'7% of old people and 5% of young

people gave such answer.

O Old generation B Young generation

| was surprised that so many old people have velstiiving in GermanyPeople associate
Germany with their relatives, who live in Germarhatt is why | developed such group as
“Relatives living in Germany.’23% of old people have relatives in Germany; tgdhts is their
children, but also brothers, sisters, sons and ldaugin-law. Only 3% of young people

associate Germany with relatives, living in Germany

O old generation

B young generation

percentage
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3.1.2 Outstanding people of Germany

Names How many timesit was Names How many times it
named by Old was named by
Generation Young generation

Adolf Hitler 53,3% Adolf Hitler 66,3%
Angela Merkel 43,3% Angela Merkel 51,5%
Karl Marx 30% Otto von Bismarck 16,8%
Friedrich Engels 23,3% Goethe 11,5%
Mozart 13,3% Einstein 11,5%
Bach 13,3% Schumacher 9,4%
Otto von Bismarck 10% Heidi Klum 8,4%
Emanuel Kant 10% Football players 7,3%
Kohl 10% Karl Marx 5,2%
Erich Maria Remarque 6,6% Schroeder 4,2%
Nietzsche 6,6% Erich Maria Remarque 3,1%
Goethe 6,6% Tokyo hotel band 3,1%
Oliver Kan 3,1%

- Bach 2,1%

Wilhelm Il 2,1%

Fredrich Anti 2,1%

Emanuel Kant 1%

Nietzsche 1%

Mozart 1%

K. Adenauer 1%

Friedrich 11l 1%

Freud 1%

Ramstein 1%

Mendelsohn 1%
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According to my suppositions, Adolf Hitler was ooéthe most popular answers among
people in Bishkek. Both old and young generaticar®ed Hitler very often. 66,3% of young
people and 53,3% of old people named Hitler. Vempssing that young generation named
Hitler even more often than old generation. Angdkrkel was also named very often both
by young and old generations. Interesting is thahgeople as Marx and Engels were very
popular among old generation, whereas only 5,2 %xNMad none of them named Engels.
The reason is that many young people don’t evenwknbo were Marx and Engels, but for
old people these names are very significant. Yopegple named a lot of different
outstanding people of Germany such as Heidi KlunamBein, Tokio Hotel band,
Schumacher and popular football players. Here weseee that young people know much
more different outstanding people of Germany thkh people. Again old people named
almost similar people. Young people named more lpedput none of them named such

people as Kohl or Engels.

3.1.3 Do people want to visit Germany?
According to question 7 “Do you want to visit Gemy@” 53% of old people gave positive
answer and 47% gave negative answer. Regardinggymewple, 88% said that they want

visit Germany and 12% don’t want to go there.

Young
generation

B No
OYes

Old generation

0 20 40 60 80 100
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Chart clearly shows that almost half respondentddfieneration don’t want to visit
Germany. More than half would like to visit GermaRggarding young people, we can see
that they are more enthusiastic about visiting GelynHowever even among young people
some don’t want to visit Germany. There is no ddbbt we cannot say that those people
who want visit Germany have positive attitude ta¥gaGermany and those who doesn’t —
have negative. According to Dr. Michele G. Alexarsdeork, this question identified threat.
There was no questions asking why a person wamsiittonvant to visit Germany, but many
old people were very categorical answering to dlisstion. So, it can be concluded that old
people might have fear, dislike of Germany. Anotfeason of such results might also have
to do with age: old people have less curiosityy e not so enthusiastic about travelling as

young people.

3.1.4 What do people think about cooperation betweeGermany and Kyrgyzstan?
Interesting results gave us question 9 “Do youkthivat our countries should

cooperate?”

83% of old generation think that our countries dtdatooperate and 17% don’t think so,

among young — 92% gave positive answers and 8% rgayative answers.

100+

OYes
B No

ANA NN

Old generation Young generation
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Both old and young generations of Bishkek find caapfion between our countries very
positive. We can conclude that people really thindd Germany is one of the most important

western partners of Kyrgyzstan.

3.1.5 Image of Germany
Question 10 was one of the most important oness kee results according four
images described by Dr. Michele G. Alexander. Tlaeefour tables below for each image:

ally, enemy, barbarian and imperialist.

Ally image
Statements: “I think that Germany is working havdgeaceful international relations,
including Kyrgyz-German relations” and “Germansecanly about their own interests.”

(reverse-coded)

Old generation Young generation
1,2/4,5 Ally image 77% 55%
1,2/3 Close to ally image 1%
3/4,5 3% 22%
3/3 Neutral 3% 9%
3/1,2 Close to opposite to ally image | 7% 6%
4,5/3 10% 7%
4,5/1,2 Opposite to ally image

While analyzing ally image, 8 answers were excludedause of inconsistency. Among old
generation 100% constituted answers of 30 respasdamong young generation 100%
constituted answers of 87 respondents. We canhsgeneither old people nor young have
“opposite to ally image”. 77% of old people and 5%%young people have ally image.
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Close to ally image is more popular among youngeggion: young generation — 23%, old

generation — 3%. 17% of young people have clospposite to ally image, while among old

people percentage constitutes 13%. Out of thietal can see that among both old and

young generations ally and close to ally imagevarg popular. If we combine and compare

percentage of “ally” and “close to ally image” vess‘close to opposite to ally image” and

“opposite to ally image”, we have for old generatiéd3% versus 17% and for young

generation 78% versus 13%. Neutrality constitut&df8r old generation and 9% for young

generation. Out of this it can be said that bothganeration and young generation have ally

image or close to ally image.

Enemy image

Statements: “I think we should trust Germans itespf that we were fighting them during

Soviet times” and “Germany has hostile interestgto Kyrgyzstan.” (reverse-coded)

)

Old generation

Young generatiof

N

1,2/4,5 Opposite to enemy image 76% 65%
1,2/3 Close to opposite to enemy image 4% 7%
3/4,5 4% 17%
3/3 Neutral - 1%
3/1,2 Close to enemy image - -

4,5/3 12% 8%
4,5/1,2 Enemy image 4% 2%

During analyzing enemy image, 11 answers were erdu Among old generation 100%

constituted answers of 25 respondents, for youngplpel00% constituted answers of 89

respondents. Close to opposite to enemy image 8&vef old generation and 24% of young

people. Let's combine percentage of “opposite tengn image” with “close to opposite to

enemy image” and compare with percentage of “Enienage” combined with “Close to enemy
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image”. For old generation percentage constitui¥% 8ersus 16% accordingly, and for young
generation — 89% versus 10%.

Out of these two tables it can be concluded th#t btd and young people have ally image of
Germany. Tables above disproved second part ofthgps thayoung people are more likely to

endorse “ally” image, whereas old people might &tilve “enemy” image. Old people also have ally

image of Germany.

Barbarian image
Statements: “Violence is out of control in Germaayid “Power in the hands of Germans|is
a dangerous thing for all countries, including Kyzstan.” (parallel-coded)
Old generation Young generation
1,2/1,2 Barbarian image 3% 6%
1,2/3 Close to Barbarian image - -
3/1,2 8% 1%
1,2/4,5 Close to Barbarian Image 3% 3%
3/3 Neutral 3% 5%
4,5/1,2 Close to Barbarian image 10% 4%
4,5/3 Close to opposite to Barbarian | - 16%
3/4,5 image 3 7
4,5/4,5 Opposite to Barbarian image 70% 58%

It should be noted that if respondent put stroragjyee or agree (1, 2) at least for one statement
“Violence is out of control in Germany”, “Power the hands of Germans is a dangerous thing
for all countries, including Kyrgyzstan”, researchreferred this answer to barbarian image.

Let’'s see how many people have pure barbarian arelgpposite to barbarian image. Barbarian
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image have 3% of old people and 6% of young pedpbposite to barbarian image have 70% of
old people and 58% of young people. As all respprgéh “strongly agree” and “agree” were
assumed as barbarian, let's see how many peopkel@barian and close to barbarian images.
For old generation percentage constituted 24%,yfming generation — 14%. Opposite to
Barbarian and close to opposite to barbarian infegee 73% of old generation and 81% of
young generation. So here we can see that peoplshkek have opposite to barbarian image of
Germany; however some people still have barbarraage of Germany. And there is a
difference between old and young generation. Me@pfe from old generation harbor barbarian

image in contrast to young people.

Imperialist image
Statements: “I think that Germans are arrogantardonvinced they are superior|to

others” and “Kyrgyz will never ever be so developsdGermans” (parallel-coded).

Old generation Young generation
1,2/1,2 Imperialist image 67% 17%
1,2/3 Close to imperialist image 3% 2%
3/1,2 10% 10%
1,2/4,5 10% 7%
33 - 8%
4,5/1,2 - 6%
4,5/3 Close to opposite to imperialist | - 10%
3/4,5 image 3% 10%
4,5/4,5 Opposite to imperialist image 7% 24%
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Regarding imperialist image, 80% has imperialistl @ose to imperialist image among old
generation and 29% among young generation. Opptsitenperialist image and close to
opposite to imperialist image have 10% of old peapid 44% of young people. There are two
special categories, which cannot be referred neitbeémperialist image nor to opposite to
imperialist image. First category is people whoeagrwith statement “Germans are arrogant and
are convinced they are superior to others” andgdesd with statement “Kyrgyz will never ever
be so developed as Germans” constitute 10% amahgy@heration and 7% among young
generations. Another category is people who digabmeith first statement and agreed with
second statement. However none of representativeddogeneration refer to this category,
among young people only 6% included in this catgg@ut of this table we can clearly see that
old people are more likely to have imperialist immad Germany than young people. This can be

referred to the first obvious difference betweeneagations.

Chapter 4
4.1 Analysis
4.1.1 Do findings prove or disprove Hypothesis?

Analyzing empirical data gave interesting and urex@d results. Let me remind my hypothesis:

(1) Old generation of Bishkek has negative attitudeaiols Germany and Germans in
comparison with young generation, who has posithage.
(2) Young people are more likely to endorse “ally” gpawhereas old people might still

have “enemy” image.

Results show us that old people have positive imaig€&sermany and Germans, so both
hypothesis are disproved. There is no doubt thétgeheration remembers horror of war, old
generation closer to that terrible time of war. Heer, old people do not have negative attitude

towards modern Germany. They strictly divide Nagr@any from modern peaceful Germany.
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A lot of old people associate Germany and Germaitls War, but not because of negative
attitude towards Germany. Young people also aseo@armany and Germans with War. This is
our history and people cannot forget it. Of cowtekpeople still have pain in their hearts. When
| was conducting survey among old people | coutsmw difficult it is to remember war. Many
of them lost their relatives, friends in wéWe should not blame Germans and Germany for
this. It is history” — said one responderitt is very important to divide Nazi Germany from
modern Germany. | hate Nazi Germany, but | respeotdern Germany”— said another
respondent. Many old people associated Germanysanahans with very positive words. Tables
above proved that old generation of Bishkek haveexan clearer ally image and opposite to
enemy image. Regarding young people, as | suppitegdhave positive image of Germany.
Also results show us that old people in Bishkekehemperialist image of Germany. Interesting
is that old people are more likely to have impé&staimage than young people. 44% of young
people have opposite to imperialist image. Nowadaygh has more rights, more freedom than
during Soviet times. Results show us that youthhwisr equality and independence and
probably that is why almost 50% of young peopleehapposite to imperialist image. There are
few people among both old and young generation stitidkeep soreness and hard feeling about
Germany. This people cannot forgive Germany anohéall German nation for the war. But in
70 years after war majority keep in mid horror adrpbut at the same time they have positive

image of Germany and believe in future cooperdbiemveen our countries.

4.1.1 Do findings prove or disprove assumptions?

There were three assumptions:

1) Probably people will name Hitler as one of the nmagstanding people of Germany.
2) There is a supposition that older people would prefer to visit Germany (and never

ever wanted) in comparison with young people.
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3) There is an assumption that young people wouldkthhmat our countries should
cooperate, whereas old people still might have skime of fear of Germany. And as a

result they would probably be against cooperation.

Results show us that old people gave almost sirailawers. This means that people got used to
think similarly because of soviet ideology. Thitgpposition was also proved. Representatives of
both old and young generations named Adolf Hitlerywoften. As it was assumed, a lot of old
people (almost half of all respondents among oldega&tion) don’t want to visit Germany,
whereas young people would visit Germany with gpé@dsure. That can be explained by fear of
Germany by old generation or less curiosity. Myt lassumption was disproved: 83% of old
generation believes that our countries should c@tee for young people this number
constituted 92%. So, both young and old peoplekthitat Germany and Kyrgyzstan should

cooperate.

Chapter 5

5.1 Conclusion

The purpose of this research was to answer th@fimlg research questions:

« Have people’s attitudes towards Germany and Gerclzersged?

 How do young and old generations perceive GermadyGermans?

* Do young and old generation of Bishkek have d#ferattitude towards Germany

and Germans? And what is the difference?

Results show that people’s attitude towards Gernamy Germans changed. If during
post-war period people still hated and didn't li&ermany and perceived Germans as their
enemies, nowadays people have positive image ah&@wgr and Germans. People do not blame

modern Germany for war. For Kyrgyz people Germangrie of the most developed countries.
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Most young people want to visit Germany. Kyrgyz plecsee Germany as partners and would
like to cooperate with Germany very much. Indeed pkople and young people have

differences in perception of Germany and Germans.

First of all, young people are more progressive amégtive. That is why young people
have different interesting and unusual associatratis Germany and Germans. Young people in
comparison with old people have more so calledhtligassociations. Young people did not
name any “Adjectives and nouns that describe evidently negatattitude towards
Germany/Germans”’whereas old people named such associations as’,“liatgative” etc.
Surprisingly more people among old generation ifledt Germans“as we are”. Second
difference is that young people are more likelywigit Germany than old people. Probably old
people have less curiosity than young people. Tdreynot interested in having leisure time
abroad; they don't find it interesting to go abro@ae of the most important differences is that
old generation have imperialist image of Germangamparison with young generation. There
are also some points that both old and young peagrkee with. For example both old and young
people think that our countries should cooperafecddrse, old and young people have different
attitudes in some cases, but in the end it happsepethat old and young people have same
positive attitude towards Germany and Germans. Betlerations have ally image of Germany
and opposite to enemy image. Results show us thatOi after war old generation have
imperialist image of Germany instead of enemy imagereover old generation have an even
clearer ally image of Germany. Young people alseehgery positive image of Germany. There
is no doubt that this result makes readers happguse cooperation between our countries is
very important and positive process. This reseamttributed a little piece of information to
international relations study, mainly to Europedundg. I'm sure that this work is a good
contribution to the ES departments. People can mawve a clear picture of attitude of Bishkek
youth and old generation towards Germany. Restdtsery interesting and it will be even more

interesting to compare these results with futurekaon this topic.
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Attachment 1 (Questionnaire — original in Russian)

Amepukanckuii YHuBepcutet B LleHTpanbHoii A3umn

AHKeTa

( [laHHOE aHKETHPOBAHUE MPOBOAUTCS C IS0 HAYYHOTO UCCIICOBaHUs. AHKETHPOBAHUE

AHOHHMHO. )
1. Tlon oM o X
2. Bospacr o 15-30 o 60-90
3. Oo0pazosanue 0 Her o Cpeanee o Cpeane-cnenmanbHoe O Briciiee
4. 4 - O yYeHHK O CTYICHT O paboTaro O MEHCHOHED
5. Uro B epByto ouepenb Npuxoaut Bam B rooBy, korna Bel ciasimmTe CIoBO

10.
1

«['epManusi»? (TpH CI0Ba)

Yto B NEpBYIO O4YCPCAb IPUXOIUT Bam B roJIOBY, KOTr'da BEI cablmmTe citoBo

«HeMupI»? (TpH ciioBa)

Brl Ob1 X0Tenu nmocetuts ['epmannto? 0 la o Her

HazoBute u3BecTHBIX jroaei ['epmanun?

Kak BbI 1ymaeTe ctout jiu KbIpreisctany corpyaauuath ¢ ['epManueii?

o/Jla oHer

ITocraBbTe Hauboee noaxoasyo nudpy or 1 1o 5B kBaapar

= 0a, 2 = ckopee cezo 0a, 3 = 603M0JHCHO, 4 = ckopee 6ce2o nem, 5 =

KamezcopudecKu Hem)

T cpMaHud CHOC06CTByeT YIYUHICHUO MCKAYHAPOAHBIX OTHOIHCHI/If/’I, BKJIKO4Yas OTHOLICHHUS C

KI:IpFBIBCTaHOM

repMaHI/IIO KpOMEC CBOUX MHTCPCCOB HUYCTO HC 3a00THT

Hawm crout noBepsTs HEMITAaM, HE CMOTPS Ha TO, 9TO MBI, B coctrae CCCP, BoeBam ¢

HuMH B Benukoit OteuectBenHoi Boiine
I'epmanms nMeeT BpaKaeOHBIN HACTPOH IO OTHOMIEHHUIO K KBIprei3cTany
B HemerkoMm 001mecTBe MPONBETAIOT HACHIINE U TTOIaBICHNE
CunpHas ['epMaHus O4eHb OMacHa sl APYTUX CTpaH, BKiIrodas Keipreizcran
Hemiisr BEICOKOMEpPHBIE U yBEpEHHBIE B CBOEM IIPEBOCXO/ICTBE JIIOIN

S nymato, uto KbIprei3ctan HUKOIla HE JOCTUTHET YPOBHS pa3BuTus ['epmanuu
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Attachment 1 (Questionnaire — translation in Ennjlis
American University of Central Asia

(This questionnaire is conducted for the purposeséarch. Questionnaire is anonymous.)

1. Gender oM oF

2. Age o 10-30 0 60-90

3. Education o School certificate o Specialist oUniversity degree

4. You are... o0 a pupil o a studento I'm working at O a pensioner
5

. Please write down your associations with the wi@ermany” (three words)

6. Please write down your associations with the w@drmans” (three words)

~N

Would you like to visit Germany? yes ono

o

Can you name outstanding people of Germany?

9. Do you think our countries should cooperate?es o no

10.Please put the most appropriate number from 1(ie=8trongly agree,5=strongly
disagree)

o | think that Germany is working hard for peacefiérnational relations, including KG-

Ger. relations

o Germans care only about their own interests

o | think we should trust Germans in spite of thatwere fighting them during Soviet
times.

o Germany has hostile interests toward Kyrgyzstan

o Violence is out of control in Germany

o Power in the hands of Germans is a dangerous toirajl countries, including
Kyrgyzstan

o | think that Germans are arrogant and are conditioey are superior to others.

o Kyrgyz will never ever be so developed as Germans
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