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THE PREFIGURATIVE CULTURE OF MARGARET MEAD
OR THE ETERNAL PROBLEM OF GENERATION GAP

The article deals with the digital culture and its impact on modern youth and their relationship with
parents. The problem of the Internet’s influence on the changing nature of relations between parents
and children has been raised. The phenomenon of digital generation causes a number of contradictious
opinions. Some people may say that digital generation is living at the origins of the “fourth industrial
revolution”, however others consider, the disease of the 21+ century is digital dependence of young
people. Analysis of the modern research of the digital generation is widespread in foreign, rather than
in domestic science. Most studies in Kazakhstan in the field of generation have only focused on their
peculiarities and impact of the Internet on them. It is necessary to develop a research methodology
and perspective directions for the development of this issue in education. This topic seeks to discuss
relationship between children and parents in the present day. Do we really see the generation gap? The
authors are discussing the issue of the phenomenal occurrence of the prefigurative culture, about which
the well-known American anthropologist Margaret Mead wrote in the 1970s and what the forecasts of
this culture will come in the future. The statistical data of various sources, a comparative analysis of the
youth of modern Kazakhstan and the youth of Europe is analyzed. Authors give examples of the risks and
threats that modern youth face in the global Internet and which role play parents for “digital natives”.
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Maprapetr MuMATIH, npecdourypaTuBTi MOAEHHETI HeMece aKe MeH 6ararapAbIH, MBHFIAIK KAKTbIFbIChI

Makanaaa caHAbIK, MOAEHUET >XKOHEe OHbIH, Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl )KacTapFa acepi TaAKblAaHaAbl. MHTep-
HeTTiH aTa-aHaAap MeH 6aAaAap apacbiHAAFbl KapbiM-KaTbIHACTapAbIH 63repy curnaTbiHa 8Cep eTy Mace-
Aeci keTepineai. Kasipri TaHAQ caHAbIK, ypriak, KyObIAbICbI KONTEreH Kariibl MikipAep TyablpyAa. bacbim
KOMLIAIK OAapAbl TOPTIHLWI MHAYCTPUAAABIK, TOHKEPICTIH 6acTayblHAQ TypFaH GoAallak, yprak, Aer
aTtaca, aA 6ackarapbl, oAap 2T1-FacbIpAbIH XKacTapAblH CAHABIK TOYEAAIAITIH KaAbINTACTbIPATbIH Aep-
Ti aen ecenteiai. CaHAbBIK ypriakTbhl 3amaHayu 3epTTern TaAAay LIETEAAE KeH TapaAfaHbiMeH, 6i3-
AH OTaHAbIK FbiAbIMAQ KewiTey aamyaa. Ocbl cebenti 6iAiM 6epy MeH TapOMeHiH MakcaTTbl Aamy
GarbITTapblHbIH, 3€PTTEY BAICTEMEAIK KYPaAAapbIH 83ipAey KaxKeT.

ByA MakaAaHbl >Ka3yAblH MakcaTbl aTa-aHaAapAblH 6araaapbl MeH «KallblKTaH GacKapy nyAbTiMeH
TybIAFaH» 6aAaAap apacbiHAAFbl YAKEH aALIAKTbIKKA CAaAbICTbIPMaAbl TypAe 6akbiAdy >Kacar OTbIpbir,
Z ypnakTblH aTa-aHaAapbliHbiH GaAaAapbiMEH 63apa KapbiM-KaTbiHAaCbiHA TaAAay >Kacay. TaHbIMaA ame-
pUKaAbIK, aHTpornoAor Maprapetr Mua 1970-KbIAAapbl >Ka3FaH NpedurypaTtMBTi MOAEHMETTIH ManAa
6OAY MaceAeci eHe OYA MOAEHMETTIH GOAXKAMAAPbl aAAaFbl OHXKbIAABIKTA KaHAal OGOAMAk, AereH
cayaA e3eKkTi OOAbIN KeAeai. ABTOpAap 3amaHayu KasakctaH mMeH EyponaHbiH >kacTapbiHa CaAbIC-
ThIPMaAbl TaApay >Kacar, MIHTEpPHET FaAaMABIK, XKeAIAEri Ka3ipri 3aMaHFfbl KacTapAa Ke3AeceTiH Kayin-
KaTepAEPAiH MbICAAbIH KEATIpEAI.

Tyiiin ce3aep: CaHAbIK, MBAEHMET, yprak, Oy3biAybl, npedurypatmsTi MaAeHueT, Z yprak, me-
AMAMOAEHMET.
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MpedburypaTnBHas KyAbTypa Maprapet Mua, MAK BeUYHbli KOH(PAMKT OTLLOB U AeTeid

B cTaTbe paccmaTpumBaeTcst unppoBas KyAbTypa 1 ee BAMSHME Ha COBPEMEHHHYIO MOAOAEXKb, MOA-
HMMaeTCst pobAema BAMSHUS MHTepHeTa Ha M3MeHEHMe XapakTepa OTHOLLEHWI MEXAY POAUTEASIMU U
AeTbMu. DeHoMeH LMPOBOro MOKOAEHMS BbI3bIBAET PSA MPOTMBOPeYaLLmX MHeHu. OAHM Ha3biBaAIOT
MX NMOKOAEHMEM OYAYLLErO, KOTOPbIE CTOST Y MCTOKOB YETBEPTOM NMPOMbILLUAEHHO PEBOAIOLIMU, APYTHe
cunTaloT 60Ae3HbI0 21 Beka UM(DPOBYIO 3aBUCMMOCTb MOAOABIX AOAEN. AHAAM3 COBPEMEHHbIX MCCAE-
AOBaHWI UMGPOBOro MOKOAEHWS UMEET LLMPOKOE PacrpoCTpaHeHue B 3apyBHeskHON, HEXXEAU B OTeue-
CTBeHHOI Hayke. HeobxoaMma pa3paboTka METOAOAOTMU MCCAEAOBAHMS U MEPCMEKTUBHbIE HarpaBAe-
HWS Pa3BUTUS AQHHOIO BOMpoca B 06pa3oBaHWMM M BOCMUTaHWMU. LleAblo HanmcaHus AQHHOM CTaTbu
SBASIETCSl @HAAM3 B3aMMOOTHOLLIEHWNIA AETel MOKOAEHUS Z C MX POAMTEASIMU, HAOAIDAQETCS AU BOAb-
IO PaspbiB MEXAY POAUTEASIMU M AETbMU, «POXKAEHHbBIMU C MYABTOM B pyke». CraBuTCs Bonpoc o6
AKTYaAbHOCTM MOHSATUS MpedurypaTMBHONM KyAbTYpbl, O KOTOpO# elle B 70-X roaax nmMcaa M3BecTHbIN
aMepPUKaHCKMI aHTponoAor MaprapeT Mua, 1, KakoBbl OYAYT MPOrHO3bl AAHHOM KYABTYPbI B OAMXKarLLee
AecsTUAeTME. ABTOPbI QHAAM3UPYIOT CTAaTUCTUYECKME AQHHbIE PA3AMYUHBIX MCTOUHMKOB, AEAQIOT CPABHU-
TeAbHbI aHAAM3 MOAOAEXM COBPEMEHHOIO KasaxcTaHa 1 MoAoAe>ku EBponbl, MPUBOAST NpUMepbl prcka

M Yrpo3s, C KOTOPbIMK CTAaAKMBAETCSl COBPEMEHHAsi MOAOAEXKb B TAODaAbHOM ceTn MHTepHerT.
KAroueBble croBa: UMpoBas KYAbTYpa, pa3pbiB MOKOAEHUI, NpeurapyTMBHas KyAbTYpa, MOKOAe-

HWe Z, MeAnakyAbTypa.

Introduction

The first industrial revolution, which has begun
in the second half of the 18th century, marked the de-
velopment of mechanical production (construction
of railways, launching a steam engine), gave rise to
the spread of mass production, namely, the launch
of electricity (the second industrial revolution), be-
fore the forthcoming of personal computers and the
Internet (the third industrial revolution). The fourth
industrial revolution, the main features of which are
the Internet, mobile devices, the global flow of in-
formation, artificial intelligence and robots, marked
a new way of human life in the 21* century. As K.
Schwab says at the heart of the fourth revolution,
“production has been developing through human
cognitive activity” (Schwab, 2016, 12). We are al-
ready observing how it goes into all spheres of our
life in “huge steps, from commercial platforms such
as Airbnb, Alibaba, to 3D printing, drones and ar-
tificial intelligence” (Schwab, 2016, 13). Even the
film industry, starting from the zero years, shows the
viewer a large block of films devoted to the effects
of information-digital technologies on humans. So
in the film “Limitless” (2011), the hero of Bradley
Cooper drinks “magic pills” to improve brain func-
tion, and in the film “Blade Runner 2049 (2017),
people struggle with artificial creatures - replicants.
In the movie “The Circle” (2017), the characters try
to understand what lies beyond the general avail-
ability of Internet space, can we talk about human
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security, about his personal privacy, when his whole
life is under the strict control of social networks. It
should be noted that in the last five years there have
been even more such films raising the problem of
the influence of the digital world on a person.

The scientific world today turned its face to infor-
mation technologies and saw the close connection of
the new era of civilization with all areas of science,
from technology to humanities. Anthropologists
are developing a new field of media anthropology,
cultural scientists: media culture, ethnographers:
digital ethnography. New concepts in education are
emerging: digital humanities, virtual ethnicity, etc.
In Kazakhstan, the program “Digital Kazakhstan” is
taking place (Digital Kazakhstan 2018), and in the
world they are launching the projects “Digital Au-
tumn” (Central Communications Service. Ministries
of information and Communications of the Republic
of Kazakhstan 2018), “German Children’s Online
University” (Goethe-Institute Russland n.d.).

For the first time about digital culture wrote
many American, English and European scientists.
There are Ch. Gere, K. Schwab, M. Prensky, D.
Buckingham, O. Oldenburg, J. Palfrey, U. Gasser,
F. Stalder, S. Turkle and others. While studying the
phenomenon of digital culture, we identified a lack
of a systematic study of the phenomenon of digital
culture and digital generation in Kazakhstan. Re-
search on the subject has been mostly restricted to
limited comparisons of using internet of population,
which aims have people in different ages by work
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in the digital space etc. However, few writers have
been able to draw on any systematic research into
relationship between parents and children living in
the Internet era. In our article we suppose, that digi-
tal culture, namely Internet has an impact on chil-
dren and adolescents and affects on the generational
change.

Research methods
This scientific study was based on general logi-
cal methods such as: analysis, synthesis, description.

Main part

Behind the euphoria of getting the right infor-
mation in the short term, the sense of all-accessibil-
ity, freedom and transparency in the world of digi-
tal technologies, the awareness of a large range of
opportunities for personal growth, there is a danger
how digital technologies can negatively affect the
development of an individual. “For us, individuals,
it will have a multifaceted impact; affect our iden-
tity and the various facets of its manifestation: our
ideas about privacy, property, consumer behavior,
how much time we devote to work and rest, how we
develop our career and improve our skills. This will
affect how we make friends and develop relation-
ships, the hierarchies we depend on, and our health.
And it is possible that, faster than we can assume, it
can lead to such forms of increasing human capa-
bilities that will make us question the very nature of
human existence. Such changes cause us excitement
and fear at the same time, because we are racing at
an unprecedented speed” (Schwab 2016, 78). In our
opinion, the threat from the relationship of people of
different generations, there is a risk of conflict of in-
terests of people of different social strata. The digital
world will raise the problem of self-determination of
a person, his identity. “We are on the threshold of a
radical systemic change, to which people will have
to continuously adapt. As a result, we can witness
the increasing polarization in a world that will sepa-
rate those who accept the changes and those who
resist them. These potential divisions and tensions
that it generates will be aggravated by the boundary
between the generation that grew up in the digital
world and knew only it, and the generation that was
born earlier and must adapt to the new conditions”
(Schwab 2016, 78). The transformations are taking
place all over the globe will not bypass the system
of cultural practices of communicating people. The
history of culture, according to the American anthro-
pologist Margaret Mead (1901-1978), considered
from the point of view of the evolution of ways of
interaction of generations in the field of transmission

of social and cultural experience can be represented
as formation of its three types — postfigurative, co-
figurative and prefigurative. Giving a definition to
all three types of culture, she considers the experi-
ence passed from a more mature generation to the
younger. “The older generation”, writes M. Mead,
“assumes that there is still general agreement on the
nature of the good, the true and the beautiful, that
human nature with its innate mechanisms of percep-
tion, feeling, thinking and acting essentially remains
unchanged. And she predicted”. I believe we are on
the verge of developing a new kind of culture, one
that is as much a departure in style from cofigura-
tive cultures, as the institutionalization of configura-
tion in orderly and disorderly — change was a de-
parture from the postfigurative style. I call this new
style prefigurative because in this new culture it will
be the child and not the parent and grandparent —
that represents what is to come” (Mead 1973, 74).
By the beginning of the twentieth century, when
a new form of the nuclear family was actively de-
veloping, consisting only of children and parents,
the role of the older generation of grandmothers
and grandfathers seems weak; it fades into the back-
ground (Grossbart, McConell 2002, 66). The cog-
nitive culture is formed under the influence of new
conditions, when in a situation of continuous change
of space, the experience transferred from parents to
children becomes irrelevant, loses its strength and
young people have to make decisions based on the
experience of their peers. Prefigurative culture de-
velops when people face unfamiliar and signifi-
cantly changed circumstances, like when a new
era appears. In such situations, the older genera-
tion is limited in adaptability to knowledge and
experience tied to the past. Young people in pre-
figurative culture are primarily focused on the pres-
ent and the future and are less bound to the past than
their parents and grandparents. Thus, children in a
prefigurative culture can lead the way, rather than
follow in the footsteps of their older relatives. What
we are observing today. “Today, all of a sudden, in
all parts of the world, where all nations are united
by an electronic communication network, young
people have a commonality of experience, the ex-
perience that has never been and will not be for the
older ones. Conversely, the older generation will
never see in the life of young people a repetition of
their unprecedented experience of change, replacing
each other. This generation gap is completely new,
global and universal. Today’s children grow up in a
world that the elders didn’t know, but some of the
adults foresaw that this would happen. Those who
foresaw were harbingers of a prefigurative culture
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of the future, in which the impending is unknown.
(Mead 1983, 235).

In this article, we raise two problems. One lies
on the surface, it is associated with threats and risks
of the Internet space for children.

In March 2013, the international project “Das
EU-Kids Online Projekt” was held in Switzerland,
where one of the co-organizers was the University
of Zurich. In the project, children aged 9-16 years
old and their parents were interviewed.

The goal of the project is to find out what risks
and threats children face while online. “The results
showed that 97% of all children use the Internet at
home, 83% in the living room, 58% in their room.

Also, many use the Internet (66%) at school. One
third of children (30%) use the Internet everywhere”
(Hermida, Signer 2013).

Particular attention should be given to the dura-
tion of use of the network. On average, the network
is used for more than one hour (66 min). Moreover,
the authors of the study emphasize that there are
practically no sociodemographic, socioeconomic,
and gender differences. Only age. Using the Internet
depends on age. The older the child, the more he
uses the Internet. 15-16 year olds use the Internet 96
minutes a day almost three times as many as 9-10
years old children with 35 minutes a day (Table 1)
(Hermida, Signer 2013).

Table 1 — Duration of the network’s use from www.eukidsonline.ch (Hermida, Signer 2013).
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Taking into account, Swiss researchers went fur-
ther and examined the risks that children faced on the
Internet. So cyber mobbing touched 5% of Swiss chil-
dren. The main location of cyber mobing takes place
in social networks, where children spend most of their

Table 2 — Screenshot from the website (Tengri News 2016)
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time. It also concerns Kazakhstani children. Accord-
ing to the website “www.tengrinews.kz”, Kazakhstani
children overtook even children from the USA and Eu-
rope in using the Internet as a means of communica-
tion, and therefore in using social networks (Table 2).

KasaxcTaHcKue AeTH Yalle CBepCTHUKOB M3 APYriX CTPaH CUAST B COLCETAX - HOBOCTU MHTepHeT-WHaycTpuy | Tengrinews
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According to Professor Dr. Uwe Hasebrink
from Hans Bredow Institute of the University
of Hamburg (Picture 1) (Picture 2), when he
conducted the survey of German children and
their parents, and parents and children, agree

on one opinion that the abilities that are needed
to work with media technology, are different.
Parents agree, they do not understand much and
have to learn from their children in the new world

of media culture.

Picture 1 — Source from the public lecture of prof. Uwe Hasebrink in the Zurich University on the 16.10.2018

According to professor, the media threat is
that parents, not having media skills, possessing
conceptual thinking, as against their children who
have clip thinking since childhood, are not able to
prevent threats associated with undesirable content
of the resource. According OECD (Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development) there are
online risks for children:

Risks associated with Internet technologies,
which include unwanted or harmful Internet content,
online extortion, cyberbullying, contact risks, etc.);

Risks associated with consumption (online
marketing, the sale of unhealthy foods);

Risks associated with the protection of
information (hacking account, theft of personal
data).

Picture 2 — Source from the public lecture of prof. Uwe Hasebrink in the Zurich University on the 16.10.2018

American researchers identify three groups of

threats to the psychological safety of children and
adolescents on the Internet:

— unwanted contact (which can lead to sexual
abuse);

— cyberbullying: insults, aggressive attacks,
harassment on the Web;

— “dangerous” materials (pornography, videos,
images and texts of a sexual, extremist nature,
incitement to violence). (Godik, 2011).
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Exploring the interests of young Internet
users in Kazakhstan, experts at Kaspersky Lab
have found that 77% of their Internet activity is
accounted for by means of communication, the
overwhelming share of which is occupied by social
networks. The threat of social networks has been
confirmed by the Swiss project. Based on numbers,
cyber mobbing is most often found on social
networks. 2% of children answered that it was

through social networks that they received threats.
In addition, with increasing age, children receive
more often threats. While 9-10 years old children
do not yet have experience with cyber mobbing,
6% of all 15-16 year olds have already been cyber
mobed in social networks. In 13% of the threats,
it came through messages, 11% of the chat, 8%
— on the websites of games, 21% in another way
(Table 3) (Hermida, Signer 2013).

Table 3 — Places where children have faced Cybermobbing (from www.eukidsonline.ch) (Hermida, Signer, 2013);

Tabelle 8: Wo Kinder Cybermobbing im Internet erlebt haben Alter
in % 9-10 11-12 13-14 15-16 alle
in einem sozialen

Netzwerk 0 ! 3 6 2

via Instant Messaging 0 1 1 1 1

in einem Chatroom 0.2 1 1 0.3 1
auf einer Spiele Webseite 1 0.2 1 0 0.4
via E-Mail 0 0 1 0 0.1

auf andere Art 0 2 1 1 1

iberhaupt Mobbing im
Internet erlebt 1 S 6 7 S

To solve this problem, it is important to adopt
a problem solving strategy. In addition, in our
opinion, under the new conditions, as Margaret
Mead predicted, it is within the framework of the
prefigurative culture that the family becomes a close
friend to each family member. The child, having the
necessary skills to work with the Internet network,
has not acquired the skills of elementary human
communication, because of his inexperience, does
not always understand that his actions on social
networks can have negative consequences. Parents
have a great opportunity to get closer with the child,
playing by the rules of our time. Learning from
children, they approach them, the gap or conflict
of generations is narrowed, children and parents
get the opportunity to look at the world with their
own eyes. The study which has been conducted
in 2017 by the staff of the University of Narxoz
(Almaty), an interesting fact was noticed that proves
Don Tapscott’s theory that the N generation (Net
generation) creates a new culture that all generations
have been invited to, but which must be understood
and to accept. “For parents, teachers, politicians,
managers and advertising agents, there is no more
important issue than how to find out how the new
generation will apply its digital knowledge. In this
book, we proceed from the hypothesis that we can
learn a lot about the new generation, if we take a
little attention to the children and show the same
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interest in new technologies as they are.” (Tapscott
1998, 15).

Generation Z, which is generally considered by
children born since 2000, really forms a new set of
values or a new look at old values. Modern scientists
D. Palfrey and W. Gasser, D. Tapscott, D. Stillman,
K. Haibach and S. Bollman, economist N. Howe
and the historian W. Strauss, devoted their works to
this question.

The generation of which, we say, according
to the theory of N. Howe and W. Strauss is called
the Z generation. An interesting fact is that this
generation is also called the generation of “artists”,
based on the archetype, which is based on an
identical age indicator, the time that takes shape
their event, a series of basic attitudes, in relation
to culture, family, risk, etc. They conducted an
analysis of all generations (“prophets”, “nomads”,
“heroes”, “artists”). In their opinion, the generation
born in the period from 1923-1943, and in 2000
to the present, belongs to the archetype “artists”.
Both were born during the crisis. Both those
and others are faced with social and political
contradictions, which determine their similarity
(Howe, Strauss 2000). Generation Z was influenced
by internetization and virtualization, which was
the cause of their multitasking, clip-art, but also
“silence”, self-care, and isolation. This issue is
devoted to many works, but our attention is drawn
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to the statistics, namely how the family participates
in the development of the child from generation Z.

The Organization for Economic Cooperation
and Development (OECD) in the summer of 2018
conducted a study in 19 countries of the world
with 20,000 respondents aged 18 to 70 years. The
purpose of the interview was to reach out to public
opinion regarding the perception of risks and the
response of the government. What social and

economic risks are important to them? How long do
most people make ends meet without government
assistance? Are people willing to pay more in the
form of taxes and social security contributions for
certain government services? We are interested
in the fact that in the list of three risks and fears,
people of all ages are afraid of getting sick and
dying, not having a pension and financial security,
having fear for a family.

TEOPUSA MNOKOJIEHUN
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Picture 3 — Generation theory according to the project “RuGenerations — Generation Theory in Russia” (K Fund Media.
Enterpreneurship. Education. Books. 2017).
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issues ~ The OECD Risks That Mater Survey 2013

The OECD Risks That Matter Survey 2018

To find out more about people’s perceptions of social and economic risks and how well they think
their govermment reacts to those risks, the OECD recently launched a brand-new cross-national
survey — ine OECD Risks That Matter Survey,

From March to April 2018, the OECD spoke to a sample of 20 000 adutts from 19 countries. People
were asked about their top social and how wellthey think th t

responds to their needs and expectations, and what policies they would like to see put in place in
future.

“This brief provides a first set of resuits from the OECD Risks That

~

Fear of illness and disability increases with age
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Picture 4 — Risks and fears are facing by people from OECD (OECD 2018 “Risks that Matter: Early Results from the 2018 OECD
Cross-National Survey on Social and Economic Risks.” Policy Brief on the Future of Work. www.oecd.org/social/risks-that-matter.htm)

Research of the Narxoz University (Almaty,
Kazakstan) has shown that for today’s adolescents,
the family is one of the most important values in
life. 75% of adolescents trust relatives and friends
(Kaldygulova, Kosnazarov 2017). The study, which
we began with a survey of schoolchildren in the East
Kazakhstan region, also has confirmed the same
result. First place in the list of values is family. The
family for the young person means trust, openness,
protection.

40

Conclusion

Thus, we can conclude: the prediction of Margaret
Mead about the emergence of prefigurative culture
has become a reality. On the one hand, digitalization
has given the child a new tool to adapt to new living
conditions, on the other hand, it has given him the
power to manage his life and the life of society.
In all the studies we analyzed, we cannot say that
the eternal conflict between parents and children
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has become aggravated. It seems to us that this is  perception of their child. Probably, life in modern
a time when, on the contrary, children and parents  conditions can be represented as a game that has its
can be closer to each other as never before. Parents ~ own rules, in which players play, who understand
should only transfer universal values through a new  the rules of this game well.
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