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The article investigates the nature of social orphanhood, the conditions provoking
him and approaches to prevention organization. The author reveals the main risk factors
of social orphanhood. It is shown that the main risk factors can be systematized as follows:
macro-level; an institutional, or an institutional-caused factors; microsocial, or individual
level. It analyzed the concept of “orphan” as an acute social problem and solve it once
and forever impossible. Consequently, the social policy of the state should be rebuilt by
and is directed at improving the situation of the citizens. It is also noted that Kazakhstan
is making great efforts to achieve global standards to improve the quality of life of their
people, including in the field of protection of the rights and interests of children. Children
need to be happy, to grow into full-fledged families have opportunities to develop their
creative abilities, as well as protection in the face of the state. Identified and proved the
main solution to the problem. It is shown that to solve the problem of prevention of social
orphanhood in the country are developed and implemented programs of public services
and their families, children who are subject to social orphanhood.Also, the primary task in
the prevention of orphanhood in Kazakhstan — the priority of supporting and enhancing
the status of social and healthy family, giving the society healthier, able-bodied, educated,
literate generation. The author notes that the number of orphans in our country is increas-
ing every year. The government spends a lot of activities aimed at improving the lives of
children in institutions, developing legislation on new forms of placement of orphaned
children. However, the solution to the problem of social orphanhood and depends on the
activity of the whole society and each person in particular. It presents data of the Com-
mittee of Protection of the children rights of MES RK for 2015 concerning the situation of
orphans and children left without parental care in Kazakhstan. Authors of the article has
made an attempt to find out the population’s estimation of child abandonment increase,
the degree of the respondents” concern about the fate of children without parental sup-
port, their attitude to a child’s placement to a state foster institution, their willingness to
adopt an orphan, the level of the population’s knowledge about the problem of orphans
and children without parental support and about the public authorities” activity in the
solution of orphans” problems. The main results of the research are shown in the article.
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B cTaTtbe MCCAEAYIOTCS CYLLHOCTb COUMAABHOIO CMPOTCTBA, YCAOBMS, MPOBO-
LUMpYIOLLME ero 1 noAxXoAbl K OpraHm3aummn npomAakTMKM. PackpbiBaloTCS OCHOB-
Hble (DaKTOpbl pMCKa COLMAABHOrO CMPOTCTBA. [1oKa3aHo, YUTO OCHOBHbIE haKTOpPbl
pUCKa MOXKHO CUCTEMATM3MPOBATh CAEAYIOLLMM 06Pa30M: MAaKPOCOLMAAbHbIN YPO-
BEHb; MHCTUTYLMAAbHbIE, AU MHCTUTYLIMAAbHO-0BYCAOBAEHHbIE (haKTOPbI; MUKPO-
COUMAAbHBIA, AU MHAMBUAYAAbHbIA YpOBeHb.[1poaHaAM3MpPOBaHO MOHSTUE «CUPO-
TCTBO» KaK OCTpasi CoLManbHas npobaema v peLumTb eé pas 1 HaBCEerAa HEBO3MOXKHO.
CAep0OBaTEABHO, COLIMAAbHAsH MOAUMTUKA FOCYAAPCTBA AOAXKHA ObITh NepecTpoeHa u
HarnpaBAeHa Ha YAyULLEHWE MOAOXKEHUS rPaXkKAaH. Takxke oTMeueHo, uto KasaxcraH
CEroAHs NMpuAaraet GOAbLLIME YCUAUS B AOCTUXKEHUU MUPOBbBIX CTAHAAQPTOB MO YAYY-
LIEHMIO KQueCTBa >KM3HU CBOEro HapoAQ, B TOM UMCAE B 0OAACTH 3aLLMTbI MPAB U UH-
TEPECoB AeTei. AeTU AOAXKHbI ObITb CUACTAMBbBIMM, PACTU B MOAHOLIEHHbBIX CEMbSIX,
MMETb BO3MOXHOCTM AASl Pa3BUTUSI CBOMX TBOPYECKMX CMOCOGHOCTENM, a Takxe
3alUMTY B AMLIE TOCYAQPCTBA. BbisiBAEHbI M 060CHOBAHbI OCHOBHbIE MyTH peLLeHUs
npo6aembl. [lokasaHo, UTO AAS peleHus MPoGAeMbl MPOGUAAKTUKM COLMAABHOTO
CMPOTCTBA B CTpaHe paspabaTbiBAlOTCS M PEAAU3YIOTCS MPOrpammbl, paboTbl ro-
CYAQPCTBEHHbIX CAY>K0 C CEMbSIMM, AETU B KOTOPbIX MOABEPIKEHbI COLIMAABHOMY CH-
potcTBy. [NprBeaeHbl AaHHble KomuTeTa no oxpaHe npas aAeteit MOH PK Ha 2015
I. O MOAOXKEHUM AETEN-CMPOT U AeTeil, OCTaBLUMXCS 6e3 roredyeHusi poAUTeAen B
KasaxcraHe. ABTOpamu CTaTbM MPeANPUHSTA MOMbITKA BbISBUTb OLEHKY HaceAeHeM
MPUYMH POCTA COLMAABHOIO CUPOTCTBA, YPOBEHb 06ECMNOKOEHHOCTH PECTIOHAEHTaMM
cyabbamu AeTeit, ocTaBLUMXCS 6e3 norevyeHusl POAUTEAEN, OTHOLLIEHUE K MOMeLLe-
HUIO pe6eHKa B roCyAAPCTBEHHOE BOCMUTATEALHOE YUPEXXAEHME, TOTOBHOCTb B3SITh
pebeHKa-CMPOTYy Ha BOCMMTaHWE B CBOKO CEMbIO, YPOBEHb MH(OPMUPOBAHHOCTM
HaceAeHus 0 MpobBAeMe AETe-CUPOT U AeTeil, OCTaBLUMXCS 6e3 noneyeHusi poAu-
TEAEN, N O AESTEABHOCTM FOCYAAPCTBEHHbIX OPraHOB BAACTU B peLLeHun npobAem
AeTen-cupoT. B cTaTbe npeACTaBAE€Hbl OCHOBHbIE PE3YALTaTbl MCCAEAOBAHUSI.

KAloueBble cAoBa: coLMaAbHOE CMPOTCTBO, (haKTOPbl PUCKa, MPOGUAAKTHKA,
AETU-CUPOTbI, FOCYAQPCTBO.

Makanaaa Kasipri KoraMAarbl 9AEYMETTIK KETIMAIK TYCiHiriHe aHbikTama 6e-
piain, KasakcraHaarbl XeTiM 6ananap MeH aTa-aHaHblH KaMKOPAbIFbIHCbI3 KaAFaH
6ananapAblH KoFaMAarbl OyriHri >kan-kyiniHe cunattama 6epiareH. CoHbiMeH
Kartap, aBTOpP SAEYMETTIK XKETIMAIKTIH maraa GoAy kayniH GipHelle chakTopAap
APKbIAbI @HbIKTalAbl: MAKPOCOLIMAAABI, MHCTUTYLIMOHAAADBI KOHE MUKPOCOLIMAAABI.
ABTOpAApAbIH, aAAblHa Ka3aKCTaHAbIK, KOFam asamMaTTapblHblH 9AEYMETTIK >Ke-
TIMAIK TypaAbl TYCIHIKTEPIH aHbIKTay MEH 8AeYMEeTTIK XXeTIMAIKTIH ecyi, >eTim
6ararapAbIH TaFAbIPbIHA KaparaiblM XaAblKTblH aAQHAQYLUbIAbIFbIH aHbIKTAY CUSIK-
Tbl MakcaTTap KOWbIAbIM, MUAOTAXAbl 3epTTey >KYPri3iAAi. 3epTTey HaTMXKeci
LLIbIFAPbIABIT, KOPbITbIHAbI KaCaAAbI.

TyiiiH ce3aep: aAeyMeTTIK XEeTIMAIK, KayinTi ¢pakTopAap, aAAblH aAy Liapa-
AQpbl, XKeTiM 6aranap, MEMAEKET.
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Since the late 80’s — early 90-ies of the XX century, the problem
of children left without parental care, has become particularly
acute in the social practice of society. The scholarly circulation
introduced the category of «social orphansy», developed theoretical
and methodological foundations of the study of the phenomenon of
childhood, determined new approaches to study it in the changing
conditions of society, to identify the different factors in connection
with the growth of social disadvantage families.

Currently, in everyday speech and in theoretical studies are
widely used two concepts: an orphan (orphanage) and social orphan
(social orphanhood). Orphans — children under the age of 18 years,
who have died two or a single parent. Social orphans — a child
who has the biological parents, but for some reasons not engaged
in raising a child and do not care about him. In this case, care of
children takes over society and the state. These are children whose
parents are not legally deprived of their parental rights, but does
not actually care about their children. Social orphanhood — a social
phenomenon, caused by presence in society of children left without
parental care due to the deprivation of parental rights, recognition of
parents incapable, missing, etc. [1].

Precise statistics about how many children in the world is
brought up in institutions, are available, but presumably more than
10 million. Statistics consistently confirm only one fact — the number
of such children is growing steadily.

In every country and every society has always been and will
be orphans and children who for various reasons are left without
parental care. And in this case, society and the state takes care for
the development and education of these children.

In our country today there are over 33,000 of orphan children.
According to the statistics, over the past 15 years in the country
adoptions 50,332 children, of which 40 925 — Kazakhs, 8860 — and
547 foreign nationals — family-foreigners. It turns out that for every
458 people there are 1 orphan, and every 136 children left without
parental care [2].

Social orphans in the first place — product of asocial family,
parents’ alcoholism, drug addiction, as a result of child abuse.
Secondly, they are product of families, fallen into the severe, life-
crisis situation — loss of a job the parents, illness, a child with a
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disability, etc. The third source — pedagogical
inconsistency of many fathers and mothers, the loss
of traditions of family education, neglect of children
because of excessive employment or of indifference
parents. Fourth — psychological and material lack of
readiness for parenthood, especially among young
single mothers who abandon their child is still in the
hospital or, even worse, throws it to someone else’s
door. It’s not all factors of social orphanhood. [3]

Social orphanhood is the phenomenon in
which fully embodied anomie state of the modern
family and the whole society. Maternity and child
care is not only the most important social needs
of women, but also the underlying physiological
mechanism that has evolutionary nature. This, in
turn, means that the human element, being the most
perfect in nature, should internalize only the most
humane manifestations of ontological properties
and qualities. The behavior of the modern man
reveals that his fundamental biological needs are
questioned. According to the Committee on the
Protection of Children of the Ministry of Education
and Science of Kazakhstan, there are about 32
thousand orphans and children left without parental
care. Nine thousand children being raised in
orphanages. Particular concern is the spread of the
so called of social orphanhood, more than 80% in
the contingent of orphans are children left orphans
with living parents, and one in three children in this
category, the so-called state-owned children placed
in children’s homes [4].

As the analysis reveals, annually more than 900
parents are deprived of parental rights, more than
two thousand children fall into boarding schools, on
account of the internal affairs bodies are composed
of more than 12 thousand disadvantaged families,
in which lives more than 18 thousand children [5].

Many researchers of social orphanhood, as
the main causes of the spread of this phenomenon
is called the crisis in modern family, calling
abnormalities in her major factor in the spread of
social orphanhood.

Thus, the family can be considered as a risk
factor, and violations in family structure — as a
source of orphanhood.

Risk factors of social orphanhood can be
systematized as follows:

* macro-level form a system-wide or macro-
risk factors of social orphanhood: the social and
economic processes occurring in the region (poverty,
unemployment, social tensions, interethnic and
religious conflicts, wars, natural and man-made
disasters); the crime situation in the society as a
whole, including the level of youth and underage

crime; low level of culture, family and children
values, a widespread practice of ill-treatment of
parents with children, the prevalence of alcohol
and drug abuse, unenlightenment in questions
of contraception and the prevalence of underage
pregnancy; advertising of alcohol, beer, nicotine,
propaganda of cruelty and violence in the media;

— an institutional, or an institutional-caused
factors include: disruption of the functioning of social
institutions associated with socialization, upbringing
and education of children (family, school, pre-school
and after-school facilities); factors associated with
the community — living in neighboring disadvantaged
environment, community disorganization, lack or
absence of relations with neighbors, particularly
narcotization and criminalization of youth environment;

e microsocial, or an individual, the level of
education the following factors: the negative features
of the physical, mental and intellectual development
of the child, the poor state of his health, the specific
features of his life; hyperactivity and impulsiveness,
low intelligence and mental deficiency, exclusion
and lack of social responsibility, friendship with
peers involved in a criminal activity and drug users;
current economic conditions of life of the family;
low income, poor housing conditions, educational
status, family culture, emotional, social immaturity,
alcoholism, drug addiction, rejection nature of
parents, the violation of their physical and mental
health; medical and social problems (disability,
chronic illness of family members); socio-
demographic factors (incomplete or large family, a
family with a remarriage and half children, a criminal
history of family members); dysfunctional parent-
child relationship as a factor of deprivation: the
social and psychological problems associated with
destructive emotional and conflicting relationships
between spouses, parents and children; pedagogical
failure of parents [6].

Kazakhstan today has made great efforts to
achieve global standards to improve the quality of
life of the entire population, including in the field
of protection of the rights and interests of children.
Children need to be happy, to grow into full-fledged
families, to have opportunities to develop their
creative abilities, as well as protection in the face
of the state.

In Kazakhstan, there are prerequisites for the
transition to an alternative system of orphanages
to protect the rights of pupils — this adoption,
guardianship, foster care. The general opinion of
experts, it is necessary to speed up the process of
introducing the infrastructure of innovative social
services covering risk families and their children,
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and family caregivers, and children in residential
institutions. There is an acute question of the
organization of flexible network services at the
local level, which will introduce the prevention of
abandonment of babies at maternity hospitals, and
to work with families at risk, as well as the creation
of special services, which would be psychologically
working with adoptive parents.

Today it is very important to try to understand
what is the basis of of social orphanhood as to
provide effective assistance to children. It must be
acknowledged that in Kazakhstan there is a fully
organized service of social workers, there is no
institution of social assistance to the family. Social
work is divided into several sectors: work with
children of different categories (gifted in need of
special pedagogical approach, etc.), adolescents,
young people, single people, etc. This could
include support for young families, assistance in
solving housing problems, social reorientation. Not
developed uniform standards for minimum social
services to families who find themselves in difficult
situations, for the prevention of social orphanhood.

To solve the problems of orphans and children
left without parental care, the Kazakh lawmakers
have laid the legal provisions in the Law of RK
«About the Rights of the Child in the Republic of
Kazakhstan», «On Children’s Villages and Houses
of Youth», «Marriage and Family», «About the state
social order «,» On social, medical and educational
support for children with disabilities «and other
regulations.

The main ways of solving the problem —
optimization of family living arrangement of
children left without parental care, as well as
the development of regional models of care and
support, taking into account the specifics of
the national-cultural component and traditions.
Attracting people to the problem of family
placement of orphaned children (informing
the public about family forms of children, the
possibility to take the children to grow up in a
family, raising legal literacy of citizens in the
matter of family placement of orphans and children
left without parental care). Organization of social
work in the system of prevention of orphanhood
poses the problem of qualified staff. To work with
complex contingent needs both professional and
life experience, as well as tolerance, openness
to new experience, readiness to professional and
personal growth.

Social orphans in Kazakhstan due to several
reasons, first and foremost, it is a crisis of the family
institution, which is caused by poverty, a significant
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number of families, the prevalence of alcoholism and
related domestic violence. The primary objective in
the prevention of orphanhood in Kazakhstan — the
priority of supporting and enhancing the status of
social and healthy family, which gives the public a
healthy, able-bodied, educated, literate generation.

Another line of work in the system of
prevention of social orphanhood — support and
rehabilitation of disadvantaged families, usually
with severe distress. The reason for this situation
is the lack of mechanisms of early detection of
dysfunctional families and mothers at risk for
rejection of a newborn baby. Of course, the more
effective is to work with families in the primary and
secondary recovery technologies. For operation
with heavy dysfunctional families must be created
multi-service support, part of which would include
psychologists, social workers, drug treatment,
doctors and social workers to help families
overcome the current difficulties and to ensure the
child normal social and biological conditions of
existence. Timely support to the family, helps to
prevent the development of the crisis and putting
the child to substitute care.

According to the Committee for the protection
of children’s rights of MES RK total number of
children in school for orphans and for children left
without parental care for 2015, all children — 8181,
distinguish two types of status: orphans — 1506 and
children RWCP (remained without care of parents)
— 6675, by age: 0-3 years — 726 4-6 years — 755,
7-10 years — 1601 11-13 years — 1966, 14-18 — 3133,
by sex: boys — 4655, girls — 5326 [7]. Every year
the number of orphans in our country is increasing,
although the state spends a lot of measures aimed
at improving the lives of children in institutions,
developing legislation on new forms of placement
of orphaned children. However, the solution to the
problem of social orphanhood and depends on the
activity of the whole society and each person in
particular.

In order to identify population’s attitude to the
problem of social orphanhood was conducted pilot
survey in Almaty. The object of study were chosen
the city’s population aged 23 to 55 years: 56% of
women and 44% of men. To determine the point of
view of people on the causes of social orphanhood,
respondents were asked to select more than one
answer.

According to our datathe majority of respondents
are concerned about the fate of children left without
parental care — 42% «are concerned», «concerned,
but not overly» — 20%, «no, that’s not my problemy
— 18% «difficult to answer» — 20% (Figure 1).
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mare concerned
m concerned, but not overly
=no. that's not my problem

m difficult to answer

Figure 1 — The excitement for the destiny of children left without parental care (personal position of the respondents)

The main reasons of social orphanhood 55%
of respondents believe the spread of alcoholism
and drug addiction, 21% — the decline of morality
in the family and society. There were no significant
differences of opinion among men and women.On

third place in the ranking of the respondents predict
growth of divorces, the increase in the number of
single-parent families. But the growth of social
orphanhood is currently tied with the economic
situation in the country — 10%. (Figure 2)

) 559
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50% ~

40% -

30% - 21¢

10
20% - 14
10% -
0% T T 1
the spread of the decline of arowth of tied with the

alcoholismand  morality m the divorces €conomic
drug addiction  family and society situation

Figure 2 — The reasons of social orphanhood

To the question «How do you think, are make
anything city officials, to combat the social orphan-
hood?» A large number of respondents said that all
measures are taken for combating with this problem

—43%, 25% of respondents believe that certain mea-
sures are taken, but they think this is not enough,
11% answered that no, nothing, and 21% — difficult
to answer this question. (Figure 3)

difficult to answer this question

no. nothing

certain measures are taken, but they think this is
not enough

allmeasures are taken for combating

43 %4

0% 5%

0% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

Figure 3 — Evaluation of city authorities action to combat social orphanhood
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Another important point was noticed in receiv-
ing answers to the question: «How do you feel about
the placement of children in the state institutional
care”».17% of respondents believe that it is a very

positive and necessary measure, 30% — answered
that it can be done only in extreme cases, 40% —
negative, it ruining the child and breaks his fate.
(Figure 4)

40%

mpositive and necessary measure

monlyin extreme cases

negative

m difficult to answer

Figure 4 — The attitude of children placement in the state institutional care

But we can assume that concern is more abstract
and does not bind to the personal readiness for real
action. This is evidenced by the answers to follow-
up question: «Could you take in your family a child
left without parental care» (Figure 5).

The number of people who agreed to take the
child for upbringing is large enough — 65%, but

the dominant position is «Yes, but if he/she is a
relative of miney» (50% of respondents). The num-
ber of respondents who chose the answer «yes,
of course» small — 7%.Do not willing under any
circumstances to take care of the child — 9% of
respondents. 19% of respondents did not answer
the question.

100% - A A

0% T

Yes, but if he/she
is arelative of
mine

ves, of course

: 1
did not answer
the question

no, don't agree

Figure 5 — «Could you take in your family a child left without parental care?»

Relationship to families raising foster chil-
dren, was a pronounced positive. The majority
of respondents (71%) have a positive attitude to
families raising foster children, and there are not
significant differences between men’s and wom-
en’s opinion. 5% of respondents believe that the
family is doomed to difficulties and disappoint-
ments. In an embodiment of the «Other» were
those answers, like «if the child got into a good
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family, it is positive», «positive, if they are love
as their own child.»

On question of the questionnaire about
“support families who take children to his family,”
respondents could select more than one answer.
“What kind of support will primarily be needed
families who takes children?” — Financial aid —
40%, improving the living conditions -31%, helping
teachers, psychologists, lawyers — 29% (Table 1).
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Table 1 — Opinion about the support of families, who takes children

Financial aid 40%

improving the living conditions 31%

helping teachers, psychologists, lawyers 29%
nothing 0

The following conclusions were made on the
basis the conducted research:

Devices problems of orphans are one of the
priorities of social policy. The main task of the state
is the transition from the education of children in
residential care to family forms.

Measures will not change the situation, if
the problem of placement of orphans will not be
attracted public attention.

Survey results indicate that the majority of
the respondents are concerned the fate of children
left without parental care. Relationship to families
raising foster children, is a positive one, but take the
child’s upbringing not ready every.

The majority of respondents have expressed the
view that the placement of a child in a children’s
home is possible only in extreme cases, and some
answered that it is a necessary measure.

Most of respondents think that families who
takes care of orphans are in need of financial
assistance, improvement of living conditions,
giving less attention to the qualified pedagogical,
psychological and legal assistance.

The survey showed that in our city special role
take informing citizens about the possibilities of
family placement of children. The information take
advisable place where it is accessible to almost
everyone: on television and radio (videos, public

service announcements, special programs), in print
media, booklets, brochures, etc.

It is also necessary to organize psychological
and pedagogical training of citizens who want to
take a child into their family. We believe that these
measures will contribute to solving the problem of
social orphanhood.

In any case, orphanhood — is loneliness of child.
It may force the young man to protect themselves
— being rescued from loneliness, he retreated to
the intensive labor of the soul, continuing self-
development, often at an accelerated pace. If
the self-defense mechanisms are not produced,
orphanhood, like any loneliness can lead to profound
underdevelopment personality.

Orphanhood — an acute social problem and
it is impossible to solve it once and forever.
Consequently, the social policy of the state
should be restructured and is aimed at improving
the situation of citizens of Kazakhstan. After all,
everyone knows that it is easier to prevent than to
eliminate. But the prevention of social orphanhood
—it’s not just a matter of family policy departments
and public organizations. This is a matter for each
of us. Only depends on us whether or not our
children are surrounded by affection and care, will
make a loving parent or child of a severe, never
healing psychological trauma.
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