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This study aims to identify the associations between multiple identities (ethnic, civil, religious, Soviet,
civilizational) and two types of social capital (bridging and bonding) in two post-Soviet republics: Estonia
and Kyrgyzstan. In both republics, the sample included representatives of two generations of ethnic Rus-
sians and representatives of the ethnic majority (the Estonians and the Kyrgyz), with at least 150 respon-
dents in each group, so the total sample was 1,296 respondents. The authors used their own techniques to
evaluate multiple identities, and a modified version of the social resource generator was used to evaluate
bridging and bonding social capital. The results of the study showed that the younger generation in the
post-Soviet space tends to have lower social capital, especially the bridging one. "Soviet" identity in the
ethnic Russians is not associated with social capital, whereas in the representatives of the ethnic majority it
is. Religious identity proved to be an important factor of both types of social capital in all the groups consid-
ered. The civic identity is linked to the bridging social capital in the Russians in both republics. Among the
Estionian and Kyrgyz young people, ethnic identity is strongly associated with their bonding social capital.
Also, the "European" identity of both generations of the Estonians demonstrated a strong association with
the bonding social capital.
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eMHSIIONIMM U CBSI3BIBAIOIINM) B JBYX IOCTCOBETCKUX pecityOmukax — Jcronun u Kuprusuu. B o6enx
pecty6inKax B BBIOOPKY BOILIU IPEACTABUTENNU ABYX MOKOJECHUI 9THUYECKUX PYCCKUX U TIPEACTABUTE ]
STHUYECKOTO OOJIBITMHCTBA (3CTOHIIEB M KUPTU30B) He MeHee yeM 110 150 peciioHIeHTOB B KaxK 101l TpyIIIIe.
Takum o6paszom, obrast Bbibopka cocrasusia 1296 pecrioneHToB. [1jist OleHOK MHOKECTBEHHbIX M/IEHTUY-
HOCTEH CIOTb30BAINCH ABTOPCKUE METOIUKH, JIJIST OLIEHKH COEIMHSIONIETO 1 CBSI3BIBAIOIIETO COITMATBHOTO
KanuTaza — MoandUINpoBaHHas BepCUs TeHepaTopa COIUAIbHBIX PECYPCOB. Pe3yIbTaThl Hccaie[0BaHMs
MOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO y MOJIOJOTO TIOKOJIEHUST Ha TIOCTCOBETCKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE HAOJMIOAAIOTCS TEHCHIN K
CHUZKEHUIO COTHATBHOTO KAalMTAa, 0COOEHHO coenHsiiontero. «CoBeTCKas» MIEHTHIHOCTD He CBsI3aHa ¢
COIUAIBHBIM KAIIUTAJIOM 3THUYECKUX PYCCKUX B PACCMOTPEHHBIX pecityOinKax, a y mpejicTaBuTesieil ar-
HIYECKOro OOJIBIIMHCTBA — CBsi3aHa. PeiurnosHast HIeHTUYHOCTh OKa3aJiach BaKHBIM (haKTOPOM 060MX
BUJIOB COIMAJIBHOTO KAaNUTAA BO BCEX PACCMATPUBAEMBIX IpyMIax. [paskrancKas nAeHTUIHOCTD CBSI3aHa
€ COCJIMHSIONIIM COI[HATILHBIM KAITUTAJIOM Y PYCCKUX B 00enX peciybrkax. Y MOJOIEKU CPEI OCTOHIEB
U KUPTU30B ATHUYECKAS] UJEHTUYHOCTD SIBISIETCST (DAKTOPOM, 3HAYUTETHHO COTIPSIKEHHBIM C UX CBSI3bIBATO-
UM COLUAIBHBIM KalMTagoM. TakKe «eBpOoIeiicKast» UACHTUYHOCTh Y 0O0UX TTOKOJIEHUI 3CTOHIIEB MPO-
JICMOHCTPUPOBAJIA CUJIBHYIO COTIPSIKEHHOCTD CO CBSA3BIBAIOIIUM COIMATIBHBIM KallUTAJIOM.

Kniouesvte cnosa: coeiuHsAIONINI COIMATbHDBIN KalTUTAJI, CBA3bIBAIOIINI COIMAIBHBIN KalluTal, 0Be-
pue, MOCTCOBETCKOE MTPOCTPAHCTBO, MHOKECTBEHHbIE HIIEHTUIHOCTH.

Dunancuposanue. Vccienosaiie BbinoaHeHo npu GUHAHCOBON TojiepkKe rpanta Poccuiickoro nayurnoro goma
(mpoext Ne 20-18-00268 «Hosas Pycckas Inacnopas 30 jet cirycTs: AeHTHYHOCTD, COITMAIBHBIN KalTUTa, MEKKYJIb-

TYPHbIE OTHOIICHMS ).

Jlna wurater: Tamapxo A.H., Yyixuna H.B. B3anMocBsI3b MHOKECTBEHHBIX HICHTUIHOCTEH 1 COIIMAIBHOTO KanuTala Ha
MIOCTCOBETCKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE: MEKITOKOIEHHBIN ananun3 // KyabrypHo-ucropudeckas rcuxosorust. 2021. Tom 17. Ne 4.
C.65—73. DOLI: https://doi.org/10.17759/chp.2021170407

Problem Statement

Studies dedicated to social capital are highly rel-
evant, because social capital is society’s most important
intangible asset, encouraging economic development
and improving the population’s health and wellbeing
[3; 11; 13; 17; 22]. The latest research, carried out dur-
ing the current COVID-19 pandemic, shows that social
capital is an effective means of countering the spread
of the disease, and the countries or regions with more
substantial social capital are more efficient at deploying
anti-COVID measures [6].

In this paper, we shall consider the social capital of
the communities in two post-Soviet countries, Estonia
and Kyrgyzstan. Furthermore, we shall study the links
between social capital and various types of social iden-
tity (multiple identities). Social capital can be defined as
a range of resources available to an individual or a group
through social connections [16].

A number of researchers [7; 19] have focused on
social capital as a source of various means of assisting
an individual with different life goals. On the micro-
level, social capital can be viewed as a social resource
possessed by individuals; and is thus referred to as
“individual social capital” [24]. This paper will deal
with social capital specifically on the individual level;
in other words, we will be studying individual social
capital. R. Putnam suggested dividing social capital
into in-group social resources (bonding social capital)
and out-group social resources (bridging social capital)
[21]. In this study, we shall use the term “bonding so-
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cial capital” to describe the social capital received from
members of the same ethnic group [12; 15]. Social capi-
tal sourced from other ethnic groups shall be described
as “bridging social capital” [14; 15].

Existing studies show that there is a lack of social
capital in the post-Soviet space, accompanied by diffi-
culties with forming said capital. Trend analysis reveals a
decline of social capital in post-Soviet countries between
1991 and the early 2000s, with the Baltic states as an
exception [10]. The latter have not undergone the same
sharp reduction of social capital. Other studies, dedicat-
ed specifically to the dynamics of trust (which is a key
component of social capital) in the post-Soviet space,
have shown that trust diminished significantly in most
post-Soviet countries after the collapse of the USSR in
1991, not recovering by 2011 [23].

This decline can be partially attributed to the chang-
es in the identity of the nations that were once part of
the USSR, as well as to shifts in the balance of status
among ethnic groups. The latter primarily concerns eth-
nic Russians, who stopped being the “state-forming”
group in the former Soviet republics. In this context, we
find it important to examine the nature of the links be-
tween the different types of social identity, on the one
hand, and the social capital, on the other hand, among
the ethnic majority and ethnic Russians in the post-So-
viet republics.

The studies done to date highlight the strong link be-
tween identifying with a group and being ready to invest
one’s resources into this group’s wellbeing [9; 18]. We
will apply this idea in our own study as well, but with
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slightly different emphasis: if people share the same iden-
tity, they are more inclined to mutual cooperation and
aid. Consequently, we will be able to assess the contribu-
tion of various types of social identity, or multiple iden-
tities [4], to the respondent’s individual social capital
(that is, the number of people from the respondent’s own
ethnic group and other ethnic groups who are willing to
provide them with various types of assistance).

Social identities make it easier for people to find their
bearings in the social reality, building a foundation for
social connections [18]. If a person sees that they belong
to the same social category as another person, they will
have more reasons to form social ties and provide mutual
aid. Therefore, the stronger individuals identify with a
given group, the more they are inclined to help and sup-
port other members of the same group; which is the es-
sence of social capital if we are looking at individual so-
cial capital specifically. This assumption is confirmed by
a number of empirical studies (find an overview of them
in 18, pp. 30—31).

As the socialization of the older and younger genera-
tion took place under different conditions (during the
Soviet period and after the USSR’s collapse respective-
ly), and as certain social identities may be expressed to
different degrees, this study compares results displayed
by two generations among the ethnic majority and the
ethnic Russians in each republic (Estonia and Kyrgyz-
stan). Notably, the number of ethnic Russians differs
greatly in these two countries. It is also worth addition-
ally pointing out that the previous intergenerational
studies on social capital have documented a difference in
social capital among respondents belonging to different
generations [1]. These findings, among other insights,
give us reason to believe that there are intergenerational
differences in the social capital of respondents who were
socialized before and after the collapse of the Soviet
Union.

In light of the above, this study shall seek to answer
the following key questions.

1. To what extent does the salience of various com-
ponents making up the individual social capital of ethnic
Russians, on the one hand, and members of the ethnic
majority, on the other hand, differ in Estonia and Kyr-
gyzstan?

2. Which of the multiple identity types of different
generations among the Russian and native population of

the post-Soviet republics can be linked to the respective
generations’ individual social capital?

Method

Table 1 describes the parameters of our sample. We
surveyed ethnic Russians and members of the ethnic ma-
jority in Estonia and Kyrgyzstan.

Instruments

1. Individual Social Capital.

1.1. Social support resources. Here, we used a modified
version of the “resource generator” [5]. We assessed the
number of friends and acquaintances from the respon-
dent’s own ethnic group and the ethnic out-group that
would be ready to provide different types of assistance.

1.2. Number of close friends. We assessed the number
of close friends within the same ethnic group and from
the ethnic out-group.

1.3. Frequency of contacts with close friends. We as-
sessed the number of interactions with close friends both
from the same ethnic group and from the ethnic out-group.

2. Generalized trust. Generalized trust is not a part
of individual social capital, but it serves as the basis for
forming social capital at the level of the community and
society. For this reason, we added an assessment of the
generalized trust among respondents to our study.

2. Multiple Identities. We used a 5-point scale to as-
sess the following types of multiple identities among the
members of the ethnic groups that took part in our survey:
ethnic identity, civic identity, religious identity, “Soviet”
identity, and “civilizational” identity (Turkic for the Kyr-
gyz respondents and European for the Russian and Esto-
nian respondents). Each identity type was assessed across
4 aspects. The consistency reliability of the scales measur-
ing identity was higher than 0.7 for all groups.

Results

Table 2 shows the results of comparing social capital
indicators across two generations in the samples of Rus-
sians and Estonians respectively.

Table 1
Sample
Youth Adults
N % female N % male

Russians in Estonia 152 35,5 234 40,2
Russians in Kirgizstan 150 28 150 41,3
Estonians 151 53,3 159 53,5
Kirgizs 150 27,3 150 36,7
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Table 2 reveals the following trends. In both samples,
the younger generation possesses more bonding social
capital than the older generation. In terms of bridging
social capital, there are no significant intergenerational
differences within either ethnic group, but its absolute
value is low. The older generation has a higher general-
ized level of trust. As for the number of social ties (close
friends and contacts therewith), the trends in the group
of Russians are similar to the values for social capital:
younger Russians have a higher number of in-group
friendships and a greater density of in-group contacts.
Among Estonians, the younger generation also has more
friends from the in-group; the other indicators do not
reveal any major differences. This allows us to conclude
that young people from both ethnic groups are more in-
clined to build their social capital on the basis of ethnic-
ity than their elders.

Table 3 provides an intergenerational comparison of
social capital indicators among ethnic Russians living
in Kyrgyzstan and the Kyrgyz people. Young Russians
living in Kyrgyzstan are ahead of their elders in terms
of both bonding and bridging social capital. The Kyrgyz
people display the opposite trend: both types of social
capital have higher values among the older generation.
Generalized trust is higher among the older Russians
and the younger Kyrgyz. Moving on to the number of

friends and contacts with them: in the group of Russian
respondents, members of the older generation have a sta-
tistically significantly higher number of friends within
their own group; the Kyrgyz display a similar trend.
Other indicators do not possess any statistically signifi-
cant differences (Table 3).

At the next stage of our analysis, we tested the links
between multiple identities and the individual social
capital of respondents from all 8 subsamples of our study.

Fig. 1 illustrates the conceptual model that we tested
during our study.

This model was tested via multi-group structural
equation modeling. We assessed the links in pairs of
groups that shared a status/age, in each republic, as fol-
lows: 1) Russian youth in both republics; 2) Russians in
both republics; 3) Estonian and Kyrgyz youth; 4) older
Estonians and Kyrgyz.

Among young Russians living in Estonia, there is no link
between multiple identities and social capital. Among young
Russians living in Kyrgyzstan, ethnic and civic identity have
a positive correlation to bonding social capital, while civic
identity also correlates to bridging social capital.

Older Russians living in Estonia display a positive
correlation between religious identity, on the one hand,
and both bonding and bridging social capital, on the
other hand. The ethnic identity of older Russians works

Table 2
Individual Social Capital Among Two Generations of Estonians and Russians Living in Estonia
Group Russians in Estonia Estonians
Adults Youth t Adults Youth t
Variable M (SD) M (SD) (M,SD) | (M, SD)
Bonding SC 1,90 (0,55) | 2,21 (0,66) -3.73% %% 2,18 (0,73) | 2,42 (0,66) -2,73%%
Bridging SC 1,49 (0,55) | 1,40 (0,52) 1,28 1,58 (0,74) | 1,43 (0,47) 1,75
Generalized trust 332(0,73) | 2:89(0,76) | 434*** | 3,29(0,77) | 3,08 (0,72) 2,27*
Number of close friends (Russians) | 3,82 (1,07) | 4,16 (0,99) -2,44* 322 (1,34) | 2,50 (1,27) 4,38%#%*
Number of close friends (Estonians) | 2,67 (1,27) | 2,06 (1,29) 3,43%%* 4,31 (0,86) | 4,15(0,94) 1,43
Frequency of contacts with close 3,36 (0,92) 3,83 (0,95) -3, 74%%* 2,76 (1,09) 2,53 (1,19) 1,52
friends (Russians)
Frequency of contacts with close 2,40 (1,17) 2,09 (1,20) 1,92* 2,76 (0,85) 3,67 (0,87) 0,76
friends (Estonians)
Table 3
Individual Social Capital Among Two Generations of the Kyrgyz People and Russians Living in Kyrgyzstan
Group Russians in Kyrgyzstan Kyrgyz
Adults Youth t Adults Youth t
Variable M (SD) M (SD) (M,SD) (M,SD)
Bonding SC 1,97 (0,57) | 217(0,61) | -2,93* | 295(0,88) | 2,66 (0,80) 3,02%%
Bridging SC 1,63 (0,66) | 1,93(0,73) -3,66%** 1,75 (0,72) | 1,43(0,51) 4,3%%%
Generalized trust 2,97 (0,79) | 2,77 (0,69) 2,35% 3,26 (0,87) | 2,86 (0,82) 4,05%%*
Number of close friends (Russians) | 4,43 (0,79) 3,92 (1,01) 4,80%** 4,43 (0,76) 4,49 (0,81) -0,65
Number of close friends (Kyrgyz) | 3,62 (1,34) | 3,40 (1,31) 1,43 3,11 (1,37) | 2,62 (1,38) 3,05%*
Frequency of contacts with close 3,88 3,89 -0,06 4,0 (0,72) 4,44 (3,25) -1,61
friends (Russians)
Frequency of contacts with close 3,16 3,41 -1,90 2,68 (1,27) 2,58 (1,36) 0,65
friends (Kyrgyz)
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against bridging social capital, in both Estonia and Kyr-
gyzstan alike. Civic identity, by contrast, is connected
positively to bridging social capital in both groups. In
Kyrgyzstan, the religious identity of Russians has a posi-
tive correlation to their bonding social capital

Young Estonian and Kyrgyz respondents display the
same pattern that we already encountered before: there
is a positive correlation between the salience of their
ethnic identity and bonding social capital. At the same
time, Kyrgyz respondents also show a negative correla-
tion between this type of identity and bridging social
capital. Civic identity works against bridging social cap-
ital among young Estonians; among young Kyrgyz, the
situation is reversed. The “Soviet” type of identity has
a negative correlation to bonding social capital among
young Estonians, unlike their “civilizational” (Europe-
an) identity, which correlates positively to bonding cap-
ital. Notably, “Soviet” identity does not demonstrate any
other links, either among young Estonian respondents or
among young Kyrgyz respondents.

0
Help 0
0
1| Number of i
friends Bridging SC
0, 1
1 |Freq. of
cont. with fr
0
1 He]:p 0
0
Number of Bonding SC
friends
0 1
1 |Freq. of cont.
with fr.

Older Estonians and Kyrgyz display no links between
civic and religious identity, on the one hand, and social
capital, on the other hand. The supra-ethnic identities —
the past “Soviet” identity and the current “civilizational”
identity — displayed the largest number of links to social
capital. Among the Kyrgyz respondents, the “Soviet”
identity is associated with bonding social capital. Both
groups also link this identity to bridging social capital.
“Civilizational” (European) identity has a positive cor-
relation to bonding social capital both among younger
and older Estonians. In the group of Kyrgyz respondents,
we can observe a positive correlation between “civiliza-
tional” (Turkic) identity and bridging social capital.

Discussion
We shall now remind the reader that the goal of this

paper was to study the link between multiple identities
and social capital among members of two generations,

Ethnic

Civic

Religious

"Soviet"

"Civilizational"

Fig, 1. The Study’s Conceptual Model

Table 4

The Link Between Multiple Identities and Individual Social Capital (Multi-Group Model
for Young Russians Living in Estonia and Kyrgyzstan)

Dependent: Bonding SC Bridging SC Model fit
Soc. Cap.
oc. ~ap . Russians in Russians in Russians Russians in . Measurement
Predictor: . . . Unconstrained .
Identity Estonia Kyrgyzstan f | in Estonia p | Kyrgyzstan 8 weights
Ethnic -0,01 0,17* -0,11 0,02 CFA=0,960; CFA=0,954;
Civic 0,09 -0,08 0,01 0,33*** x/df=1,58; ] o /df=1,57;
- RMSEA=0,045; RMSEA=0,044;
Religious 0,10 0,19%** 0,08 -0,05 ! ¢
PCLOSE=0,665. | PCLOSE=0,703.
“Soviet” -0,09 -0,04 -0,07 0,11
“Civilizational” 0,12 -0,04 0,01 -0,15 A CFI' = 0,006

*p<=0,05; **p<=0,01; ***p<=0,001;+The metric invariance is hereinafter present at A <= 0.01, allowing us to compare the re-

gression coefficients of the respondent groups.

69




Tamapro A.H., Uyiixuna H.B. B3aumoces3o MHO}CECMBEHHIX ...
Tatarko A.N., Tsuikina N.V. The Relationship Between...

Table 5
The Link Between Multiple Identities and Individual Social Capital (Multi-Group Model
for Older Russians Living in Estonia and Kyrgyzstan)
Dse(f’c‘f“g:l‘)"t: Bonding SC Bridging SC Model fit
Predic'tor: Russiafls in | Russiansin Russiaps in | Russians in Unconstrained Measurement weights
Identity Estonia p | Kyrgyzstan | Estonia f | Kyrgyzstan
Ethnic -0,04 0,12 -0,28* -0,18* CFA=0,934; CFA=0,937;
Civic -0,09 0,12 0,58%** 0,35%** o/df=2,12; o/df=1,99;
Religious 0,58 0,42+ 0,26 0.16 EgLSgSAE%O?g; %E“fgg‘;f’bofg;
“Soviet” 0,07 -0,05 0,09 0,08 T o
“Civilizational” 0,07 0,06 -0,05 0,03 A CF1=0,003
#p<=0,05; **p<=0,01; ***p<=0,001;
Table 6
The Link Between Multiple Identities and Individual Social Capital (Multi-Group Model
for Young Members of the Ethnic Majority in Estonia and Kyrgyzstan)
Dependent: Bonding SC Bridging SC Model fit
Soc. Cap.
Predictor: Estonian B Kyrgyzp | Estoniansp | Kyrgyzp Unconstrained Meast‘lrement
Identity weights
Ethnic 0,44%** 0,33* 0,15 -0,30* CFA=0,914; CFA=0,928;
Civic -0,13 -0,01 -0,28* 0,36* x/df =2,28; /df =2,44;
Religious 0,04 0,00 0,02 0,17 RMSEATQ0N | RMIEAO6Y
“Soviet” -0,31%%* -0,01 0,06 0,06 T o
“Civilizational” 0,20* 0,01 0,02 0,03 A CFI=0,013
*p<=0,05; **p<=0,01; ***p<=0,001;
Table 7
The Link Between Multiple Identities and Individual Social Capital (Multi-Group Model
for Older Members of the Ethnic Majority in Estonia and Kyrgyzstan)
Dependent: Bonding SC Bridging SC Model fit
Soc. Cap.
Predictor: Estonianp | Kyrgyzp | Estoniansp | Kyrgyzp Unconstrained Measgrement
Identity weights
Ethnic 0,17 -0,12 0,02 -0,20 CFA=0,956; CFA=0,946;
Civic 0,12 0,21 0,22 0,14 /df =1.91; o/df = 2,05;
Religious 0,14 -0,03 0,20 -0,04 R I
“Soviet” -0,04 0,29** 0,28* 0,29** o T
“Civilizational” 0,34* 0,06 -0,20 0,19 A CFI=10,01

*p<=0,05; **p<=0,01; ***p<=0,001;

representing the ethnic Russians and the ethnic major-
ity living in two post-Soviet republics, which differ by
the size of the Russian population, namely Estonia and
Kyrgyzstan.

First and foremost, we should note a certain reduc-
tion of social capital, specifically bridging social capital,
among younger respondents, as compared to their el-
ders. In Estonia, young people (Russians and Estonians
alike) have more bonding than bridging social capital;
their bonding social capital also has higher values than
among the older generation, while their trust level is
lower. This affirms that members of the younger genera-
tion within both ethnic groups primarily see social sup-
port resources within their own ethnic group and look
outside the group for support to a much lesser extent.
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Young Russians living in Kyrgyzstan are ahead of their
elders in terms of both bridging and bonding social capi-
tal. Using J. Berry’s concept, this is evidence of the dual
connections to both cultures [2]. Russian youth living in
Kyrgyzstan strive to adapt to this context. At the same
time, it is important to remember that one of the pos-
sible reasons behind this trend is that there are very few
Russians in Kyrgyzstan, making this “dual” cultural ex-
perience inevitable. Among the Kyrgyz respondents, the
trend is reversed: the older generation exhibits both dual
cultural connections and higher generalized trust. This
points to the older Kyrgyz generation having more social
capital than the younger.

Overall, our general assumption that multiple identi-
ties can be associated with bridging and bonding social
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capital indicators has been confirmed. The links that we
discovered reveal a number of fairly interesting trends.
First of all, we must note that religious identity makes an
important contribution to the social capital of Russians
living in the former Soviet republics (as exemplified by
the two countries that we studied). This is most typical
of the older generation, and much less so of the young-
er generation. Surprising as it may seem, it is religious,
not ethnic identity, that bolsters bonding social capital
among Russians in the republics in question. For Rus-
sians, religion serves as a link to the rest of their people
and a powerful source of social capital. The local ethnic
majority (Estonians/Kyrgyz) does not assign this func-
tion to religious identity.

If we make a generalized comparison between the eth-
nic and civic identities in terms of how they correlate to
both types of social capital, we will discover that, overall,
ethnic identity lies at the foundation of bonding social
capital and may, in some cases, work against bridging so-
cial capital, which is linked to civic identity. The positive
link between civic identity and bridging social capital can
be observed in most of the groups selected for the study,
except for young Estonians. This means that civic identity
can serve as the basis for social capital, particularly among
Russians in post-Soviet republics. As for why the group
of young Estonians exhibited a negative correlation be-
tween civic identity and bonding social capital, this ques-
tion remains open-ended and requires further study.

European identity, as our research shows, is of great
importance for bonding social capital among Estonians.
More than that: among older Estonians, thisis the identity
that has ties to bonding social capital, unlike the narrower
identities, civic and ethnic. In other words, the growth of
the European identity has the capacity to form the foun-
dation for bonding social capital in Estonian society.

We'vealsoincluded “Soviet identity” into our analysis,
assuming that it might be linked to bridging social capital
among the older members of different ethnic groups in the
former Soviet republics. A possible reason for this is the
so-called sense of common destiny [8] among the older
generation. This sense forms the background for shared
identity, having a positive impact on bridging social capi-
tal, as people feel inclined to support those who have the
same “destiny”. This assumption was partially reaffirmed
in our study. It turns out that the Russian population in
the republics in question does not have any connection
between its Soviet identity and social capital, while the
ethnic majority (Estonians and Kyrgyz) associates this
social category primarily with bridging social capital,
which correlates to it positively. It is also important to
note that we only found the link between “Soviet” iden-
tity and bridging social capital (and bonding social capital
as well, among Kyrgyz respondents) in the older Estonian
and Kyrgyz generation. Young Kyrgyz do not exhibit this
link at all, while young Estonians demonstrate a negative
correlation between “Soviet” identity and bonding social
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capital, which instead correlates positively to “European”
identity. In other words, those young people who, to some
extent, embrace the Soviet past, risk being left without
any social support, while those respondents who have
a more salient European identity are characterized by a
higher level of social support among members of their own
ethnic group.

Conclusion

The study that we have carried out allows for the fol-
lowing conclusions. Firstly, our analysis of bridging and
bonding social capital across two generations of Rus-
sians and members of the ethnic majority of Estonia and
Kyrgyzstan has led us to believe that in the post-Soviet
space, there is a trend towards a decline in the bridging
social capital of the younger generation. We think that
this phenomenon is connected to the changes in the so-
cial identity of the younger generation, both among Rus-
sians and the ethnic majority, which occurred after the
collapse of the USSR.

Civic identity among Russians living in the post-
Soviet republics correlates positively to bridging social
capital. In other words, this identity can become a bridge
between Russians and the native ethnic groups of the re-
spective republics, serving as one of the sources of more
diversified social capital. We have also discovered that
the “Soviet” identity of ethnic Russians living in the
post-Soviet republics in question does not correlate to
any type of social capital. Whereas among the ethnic ma-
jority, the “Soviet” identity of the older generation gets
linked positively to bridging social capital (and bonding
social capital as well, in the case of Kyrgyz respondents).

Rather unexpectedly, religious identity has a ma-
jor impact on both types of social capital (bridging and
bonding) among ethnic Russians. Apparently, religious
identity is one of the important factors sustaining the
community of ethnic Russians in the post-Soviet repub-
lics that we examined.

Among the younger people from post-Soviet republics,
ethnic identity has a positive impact on building up bond-
ing social capital within their ethnic group. Conversely,
the groups of ethnic Russians from both republics dem-
onstrate a negative relationship between ethnic identity
and bridging social capital. Furthermore, bonding social
capital among Estonians (both younger and older) is tied
to how much they express their European identity; in oth-
er words, it is this identity that, in many respects, brings
the Estonian community closer and encourages mutual
support within this community. The group of Russian
respondents does not exhibit any ties between European
identity and either type of social capital.

We would like to emphasize that the trends that we re-
vealed require further tests and clarifications among other
respondent groups from other post-Soviet countries.
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