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Moldova is a multi-ethnic state. One third of the country s population is national minorities, including the Gagauz
and Bulgarians. There is material evidence in history that negative stereotypes and conflicts existed between two ethnic
groups in the region in the early 19th century. But over time, relations between the Gagauz and Bulgarians lost their
former acuteness. The article substantiates the need to study ethnic heterostereotypes of the Gagauz and Bulgarians as
a brandtheir ethnic identity. The results of the conducted empirical study of ethnic heterostereotypes of the Bulgarian
and Gagauz youth prove that in the sphere of intergroup perception, these ethnic groups have a problem - distance from
each other. There is a certain tension in the relationship between the Gagauz and Bulgarians, which manifests itselfin a
hidden, smoldering form. It is expressed in social competition, achieved by ethnocentric evaluative comparison of one's
own and another’s group in favor of one'’s own. But, nevertheless, they also have a powerful resource - a positive ethnic
identity, which includes not only a positive self-identification, but also a positive image. The authors conclude that it is
necessary to strengthen the positive ethnic identity of the Gagauz and Bulgarian youth. Increasing intercultural com-
munication and competence is the main way to bring these two closely adjacent ethnic groups closer together.

Keywords: ethnic identity, ethnic stereotype, ethnic heterostereotype, Gagauz, Bulgarians, Republic of Moldova.

PARTICULARITATILE PERCEPTIEI INTERETNICE A GAGAUZILOR SI BULGARILOR
IN REPUBLICA MOLDOVA

Moldova este un stat polietnic. O treime din populatia tarii o reprezinta minoritatile nationale, inclusiv gagauzi
si bulgari. Exista dovezi materiale in istorie ca stereotipuri si conflicte negative existau intre doud grupuri etnice din
regiune deja la inceputul secolului al XIX-lea. Dar, in timp, relatiile dintre gagauzi si bulgari si-au pierdut fostul ca-
racter acut. Autorii sustin necesitatea studierii heterostereotipurilor etnice ale gagauzilor si bulgarilor ca marker al
identitatii lor etnice. Acestia concluzioneaza ca este necesar sa se consolideze identitatea etnicd pozitiva a tinerilor
gagauzi si bulgari. Cresterea comunicarii si competentei interculturale este principala modalitate de a apropia aceste
doua grupuri etnice apropiate identitatea lor etnicd. Rezultatele studiului empiric efectuat al heterostereotipurilor
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etnice ale tinerilor bulgari si gagauzi demonstreaza cd, in sfera perceptiei intergrupale, aceste grupuri etnice au o
problema - distanta intre ele. Exista o anumitd tensiune in relatia dintre gagauzi si bulgari, care se manifesta intr-o
forma ascunsa, mocnitd. Se exprimd in competitie sociald, realizata prin comparatie etnocentrica evaluativa a pro-
priului si o imagine pozitiva.

Cuvinte-cheie: identitate etnica, identitate stereotip etnic pozitiva, heterostereotip etnic, gagauzi, bulgari, Repu-
blica Moldova.

PARTICULARITES DE LA PERCEPTION INTERETHNIQUE DES GAGAOUZES ET BULGARES
DANS LA REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA

Moldova est un état multiethnique. Un tiers de la population du pays est constitué de minorités nationales, dont les
Gagaouzes et les Bulgares. 1l existe des preuves matérielles dans [’histoire que des stéréotypes négatifs et des conflits
existaient entre deux groupes ethniques dans la région au début du XIXe siecle. Mais au fil du temps, les relations entre
les Gagaouzes et les Bulgares ont perdu leur ancienne acuité. L’ article justifie la nécessité d étudier les hétérostéréo-
types ethniques des Gagaouzes et des Bulgares comme marqueur de leur identité ethnique. Les résultats de [’étude
empirique menée sur les hétérostéréotypes ethniques des jeunes bulgares et gagaouzes prouvent que dans la sphére de
la perception intergroupe, ces groupes ethniques ont un probleme - la distance les uns des autres. 1l y a une certaine
tension dans la relation entre les Gagaouzes et les Bulgares, qui se manifeste sous une forme cachée et fumante. Elle
s’ exprime dans la compétition sociale, obtenue par une comparaison évaluative ethnocentrique de son propre groupe
et de celui d’un autre en faveur du sien. Mais, néanmoins, ils ont aussi une ressource puissante - une identité ethnique
positive, qui comprend non seulement une auto-identification positive, mais aussi une image positive de «l’Autrey.
La conclusion est faite sur la nécessité de renforcer [’identité ethnique positive de la jeunesse gagaouze et bulgare.
L’augmentation de la communication et des compétences interculturelles est le principal moyen de rapprocher ces
deux groupes ethniques étroitement adjacents.

Mots-clés: identité éthnique, stéréotypes ethnique, hétérostéréotypes ethnique, Gagaouzes, Bulgares, République
Moldova.

OCOBEHHOCTHU MEXKI3THHYECKOI'O BOCITPUATUSA TATAY30B
U BOJITAP B PECITYBJIMKE MOJIZJOBA

Mondosa — nonusmnuueckoe cocyoapcmeo. Tpembvsi uacmov HaceieHus, Cmpanbl AGIAEMcst HAYUOHATbHLIMU MEHbULUH-
cmeamu, cpeou Komopvix —eazay3vl u 6oneapvl. B ucmopuu umeromces mamepuanshvie c8UOEmMeIbCmMEd mozo, 4mo Head-
MUBHbIE CIEPEOMUNBL U KOHDIAUKMbL CYUECMBO8AIU MENCOY O8YMSL IMHULECKUMU 2DYRNAMU 6 pecuoHe 6 Hauane 19 eexa.
Ho co epemenem omuowenusi mexcdy 2azayzamu u 6oneapamu nomepsiiu oviiyio ocmpomy. B cmamve obocnosvisaemcs
HEobX00UMOCHb U3YUEHUsl IMHUYECKUX 2emepPOCMePeomunos 2a2ay306 u boneap Kax Mapkepa ux SMHUYecKou UOeHmuY-
Hocmu. Pezynomamovl npogedénnoeo sMnuputeckozo ucciedo8anust IMHUYECKUX 2emepocmepeomunos 6012apckoil u 2azad-
V3CKOUL MONIOOEACU OOKA3ZBIBAIOM, MO 6 Chepe MedCCPYNNOB020 OCHPUSIMUS Y OGHHBIX JIMHUYECKUX SPYNN eCcnib npooiema
- oucmanyuposanHocms opye om opyea. Bo ezaumoommuowenusx eaeay3os u 6oneap cyujecmsyen onpeoenénHds Hanps-
JHCEHHOCMb, NPOSAGTAIOUASCS 6 CKpbimol, mieloujeti popme. OHa BbIPANCEHA 8 COYUATLHOU KOHKYDEHYUL, 00CU2aemou
IMHOYEHMPUCIICKUM OYEHOUHBIM CPABHEHUEM CE0€ll U YYIHCOU SPYNNbL 8 NONb3Y cobcmeennol. Ho, mem ne menee, y Hux
UMEeEemcst U MOWHBLIL Pecypc - NO3UMUBHAS IMHUYECKASL UOEHMUYHOCMb, KIIOUAIOWAs He MOTLKO NO3UMUBHYIO CAMOUOEH-
mughukayuio, Ho U NO3UMUBHbBIL 00pasz «/[py2oco. Jlenaemcsi 61600 0 HEOOXOOUMOCHU YCUTLEHUSL ROUMUBHOL JMHUYECKOU
UOEHMUYHOCIU 2a2ay3CKOU U 60neapcKoll MOnoOéxcu. Tlosvluiene MeNCKYIbMyPHOU KOMMYHUKAYUU U KOMINEMeHMHOCIU
— OCHOBHOU NYyMb K COMUICEHUIO IMUX O8YX OIUZKO COCEOCMBYIOUUX IMHUUECKUX SPYNN

Knrouesvie cnosa: smuuveckas udeHmMuyHOCMb, JIMHUYECKUL CMEPEOmun, SMHUYECKULl 2emepocmepeomun, 2a-
eaysul, boneapul, Pecnybnuxa Monoosa.
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Nowadays, most of the countries can be claimed
as polyethnic or multicultural. “Multicultural so-
cieties are considered to be those countries which
include many (more than two) ethnic groups with
a significant population number, regardless of how
long they have been living in a given territory, whe-
ther they are “indigenous” or migrants, “titular” or
“non-titular” [7, p.14].

Moldova is a multiethnic state, its territory is a
unique intersection of the slavonic, roman and turk
cultures. One third of the population (% 35.5) is the
national minorities, that are made up of Gagauz, and
Bulgarians, as well.

According to the latest census data, Gagauz
make up 4.5 % of the republic population. In terms
of population, the Gagauz occupy the fourth place
after the Moldovans (the titular ethnic group), Ukra-
nians and Russians. The Bulgarian population in the
country is 1.8% of the total population of the coun-
try (without Transnistria). In ATU Gagauz Yeri, the
number of Gagauz is 83.8% of the total population
of the region, Bulgarians - 4.9% [13].

Bulgarians and Gagauz of Moldova are represen-
tatives of ethnic groups whose ancestors moved to
the territory of modern Moldova in the 18th century
from the territory of modern Bulgaria. The ancestors
of today's Bulgarians live in Bulgaria. The Gagauz
people do not have a “historical” homeland, they
had been formed as an ethnic group on the territory
of Moldova. Both ethnic groups are close in their
cultural and daily traditions, historical destinies;
both belong to the same religious branch (Orthodox
Christians) and both live in the historical region of
Budjak in stripes or mixed. Therefore, these ethnic
groups should be considered together in the context
of their ethnocultural development.

The relevance of research

The study of the phenomenon of ethnic identity
of ethnic groups of the Gagauz and Bulgarians in

the psychological aspect seems to us relevant, since
ethnic identity has a great predictive potential. It
has both stability, the ability to be passed on from
generation to generation, and variability, the ability
to “hide” in a latent state and become more active
in a situation of interethnic interaction or a com-
mon external threat.

In the context of the study of the ethnic iden-
tity of the Gagauz and Bulgarians, it is advisable
to study their ethnic stereotypes. A stereotype is an
image created by the historical practice of intere-
thnic relations and almost does not lend itself to
arbitrary change, has powerful psychoenergetics. It
allows the group to identify itself in the vortex of
history [10].

When studying the ethnic identity of the young
people of the Gagauz and Bulgarians, we proceeded
from the fact that the ethnic stereotype is a basic,
emotionally evaluative component in the structure
of ethnic identity. Preferences and assessments to-
wards your own and the other groups are manifes-
ted are manifested through this ethnic identity.

To understand the peculiarities of the content
of ethnic stereotypes of Bulgarians and Gagauz, a
study conducted by the Moldovan psychologist L.1.
Kaunenko is of interest. on the problem of the per-
ception of time and sociocultural changes through
collective memory by various ethnic groups (inclu-
ding Bulgarians and Gagauz [4, p. 49-58].

To study this problem, she included the questi-
on in the survey: “What events should your chil-
dren remember?” This question was borrowed from
the research of A.V. Kuznetsova, who studied the
collective memory of significant events in various
social groups [5, p. 106]. It makes it possible to
track trends in the construction and transmission of
memories, as well as to understand how represen-
tatives of ethnic groups, on the one hand, reflect on
sociocultural changes in society, and on the other
hand, what is ready to transmit to the younger ge-
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neration, since “one of the powerful mechanisms
for transmitting the ideas of the collective memory
into the future is a directly realized desire to create
the desired image of the past in the younger gene-
ration. “filled with happy moments, travel, vacation
trips”; “To remember that they had a good childho-
od, when everyone loves them, presents them with
purchases, and pays attention.” The next most im-
portant category is “Traditions, customs, history of
the people (21%) —“traditions and customs of the
people so as not to lose the history of the people”;
“Must remember the history of their people”; “To
know and honor traditions”. It can be concluded
that among a group of Bulgarians, the main seman-
tic categories for intergenerational transmission are
the subcategories “Transfer of traditions, family
events”. Historical events occupy an insignificant
place (6%) (event in Odessa on May 2; World War
10).

Gagauz prioritize “Family” (62%) as the most
significant category that they would like to broad-
cast to children is: “birthdays of each family

9 [13

member”, “to meet on these days”, “birthdays of
relatives”, “own childhood”, “Time spent with fa-
mily.” The subcategories “Family Holidays” and
“Relationships” were equally divided (50% each).
The second most important category is “Historical
events” (16%) - “proclamation of the Gagauz repu-
blic”, the independence of the Republic of Moldo-
va”. The third category is the category “Traditions,
customs, history of our people” (13%) - “to honor
the customs and traditions of our people, wherever
we are”. So, for the Gagauz group, the semantic ca-
tegories for intergenerational transmission are “Fa-
mily”, “Historical events”, “Traditions, customs,
history of their people”.

So, the study of the perception of time and so-
cio-cultural changes through collective memory
among ethnic groups of Bulgarians, Gagauz, revea-
led that one of the basic categories (through which
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sociocultural changes in society are perceived) is
the category “Family”. The most frequent events
they highlight are those related to family celebrati-
ons, rituals, and family relationships. Difficulties in
categorizing and reflecting socio-cultural changes
in society in the perception of the world among re-
presentatives of ethnic groups activate the catego-
ries of the “close circle” - family, kindred interge-
nerational solidarity.

The features revealed by the researcher of the
perception of the youth of the Gagauz and Bulgari-
ans of time and socio-cultural changes through col-
lective memory leave their mark on the formation
of their ethnic stereotypes.

It should be noted that an ethnic stereotype can
be autostereotype by its nature (i.e., describing
one’s own group) or a heterostereotype (i.e., de-
scribing another ethnic group), reflecting, albeit in
a distorted or transformed form, objective reality:
the properties of two interacting groups and the re-
lationship between them.

The aim of our research was to study the ethnic
heterostereotypes of the Gagauz and Bulgarians.

The sample consisted of 329 people. These are
young men and women 18-25 years old, students of
the Comrat State University (stationary, correspon-
dence departments, as well as students of advanced
training courses at the university). Study region:
ATU Gagauz Yeri of the Republic of Moldova.

Ethnic stereotype was investigated by us using
the basic methodology - “Diagnostic test of attitu-
des” (DTO) by G.U. Soldatova [9]. It allowed to
measure the parameters of an ethnic stereotype, na-
mely: the degree of agreement - ambivalence (A);
intensity, strength of the stereotyped effect - seve-
rity (S); general positive or negative perception of
the object of stereotyping - directionality (D); con-
tent is a set of characteristics attributed to an ethnic

group.



We first identified the average values of the coe-
fficients of ambivalence (A), severity (S), direction
(D) of mutual heterostereotypes of the Gagauz and
Bulgarians (hereinafter - ASD).

Then the heterostereotypes of the Gagauz / Bul-
garians were compared. The comparison was carri-
ed out on the basis of comparing their coefficients
of ambivalence (A), severity (S), direction (D). To
assess the reliability of the data obtained, the Dunn
test for multiple comparisons with the Bonferroni
correction was used.

Further, the content of ethnic heterostereotypes
was analyzed. For this, for each ethnic group (Ga-
gauz and Bulgarians), the average scores were
calculated for all 24 qualities of the method. The
qualities that received the highest scores (above 3)
were considered stereotyped, the most typical for
this ethnic group.

Let us present the results of the study of ethnic
heterostereotypes of student youth of the Gagauz
and Bulgarians.

Main results of the rescarch

Analysis of the data of the average values of the
coefficients of ambivalence (A), direction (D), se-
verity (S) of mutual ethnic heterostereotypes reve-
aled that the Gagauz and Bulgarian youth have a
positive ethnic identity, since all indicators are with
a+sign (table 1). It is worth noting here that earlier
we have revealed a positive self-identification and a
positive image of other ethnic groups (Moldovans,
Russians [13]) among the youth of the Gagauz and
Bulgarians. The youth of Bulgarians, as well as the
youth of the Gagauz, have low indicators of orien-
tation (D) of mutual heterostereotypes. The weakly
expressed strength of the stereotypical effect (S)
in both ethnic groups indicates a certain distance
between the youth of the Gagauz and Bulgarians
relative to each other.

Table 1. Average values of the coefficients of
ambivalence (A), severity (S), orientation (D) of
ethnic heterostereotypes - youth of Gagauz and

Bulgarians
Heterostereotype
Assessment type parameters

A S ! D
Heterostereotype of 0.67 E 0.07 E 0.07
Gagauz R
Heterostereotype of 0,69 0,08 | 0,07
Bulgarians

Source: The author’s calculations based on research data:
“Ethnic identity of student youth in the conditions of
labor migration of the population in ATU Gagauz Yeri.
2019 [12].

We can suppose that long-term living nearby,
possibly, leads to the fact that the mechanism of psy-
chological defense is triggered, when a high blurring
of the image of the “others” is manifested through
a decrease in the severity of the stereotype. There
is material evidence in history that negative stereo-
types and conflicts existed between two ethnic gro-
ups in the region in the early 19th century. But over
time, relations between the Gagauz and Bulgarians
lost their former acuteness [11].

In order to identify the differences between whi-
ch objects of assessing the ethnic stereotype of the
Gagauz and Bulgarians are statistically significant,
we used the Dunn test for multiple comparisons with
the Bonferroni correction.

Among the students Gagauz, statistically signifi-
cant differences were revealed when comparing the
auto-stereotype of the Gagauz with the heterostere-
otype of the Bulgarians (Z = 0.926, p = 0.001), as
well as when comparing the image of the “I”” of the
Gagauz with the heterostereotype of the Bulgarians
(Z=1.570, p=0.001), which indicates differentiati-

MOLDOSCOPIE



on (one’s own - another) of the Gagauz youth from
the Bulgarian ethnic group at the group and perso-
nal levels. The heterostereotype is characterized by
a high level of ambivalence and a low strength of the
stereotyped effect.

Among the students Bulgarians, statistically sig-
nificant differences were revealed when comparing
the auto-stereotype of Bulgarians with the heteros-
tereotype of the Gagauz (Z = 1.375, p = 0.001), as
well as when comparing the image of the “I”” of Bul-
garians with the heterostereotype of the Gagauz (Z
=2.315, p=10.001), which also can be considered as
the evidence of the differentiation (one’s own - ano-
ther) of Bulgarians from the Gagauz ethnic group at
the group and personal levels. The heterostereotype
of the Gagauz people is characterized by a high level
of ambivalence, low emotional saturation.

We were surprised by the empirical data obtained
among the youth of Bulgarians in the image of the
Gagauz and among the youth of the Gagauz in the
image of the Bulgarians, described above, because
these groups have been living side by side for a long
time. It seems that two moments can be at work here:
the first is the difference between the Turkic and Sla-
vic cultures, this is one “watershed”, the second is a
long-term residence nearby, which sometimes gene-
rates a certain distance for the self-preservation of
the group. The phenomenon identified by us requires
special research in the field of interethnic relations
between Bulgarians and Gagauz, social perception
of each other.

Ukrainian historian A.V. Shabashov explained
such a distancing in relations between the Gagauz
and the Bulgarians by the fact that the Gagauz, being
ethnoculturally close to the Bulgarians (as a result of
centuries of living nearby), can exist as an indepen-
dent ethnic group only with a certain distance from
them, focusing not on common features, but diffe-
rences with the Bulgarians. Moreover, these diffe-
rences can be exaggerated and even lead to dislike.
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In his opinion, this is one of the main functions of
ethnicity at the psychological level: to differentiate
the representatives of “one’s own” group, of “one’s
own” ethnic group from representatives of “foreign”
groups. Additionally, the closer ethnic groups, the
researcher believed, the more motivation for such
a confrontation in order to preserve their own eth-
nicity. And vice versa - the more another ethnos is
removed by culture and other characteristics from its
own, the more it is not similar, the more the attitude
towards it is even and neutral [11].

One of the options for explaining such a distance
between the Gagauz and Bulgarians is also found in
the articles of historian N.V. Anikin, who studied the
problems of ethnic identification of the Gagauz. This
is how he explains the distance between Bulgarians
and Gagauz at the present stage: “During the turbu-
lent political events of 1989-1991, which led to the
emergence of national autonomy within the Repu-
blic of Moldova in 1994, the Bulgarians and Gagauz
of the Moldovan part of Budjak were again divided,
into this times the administrative boundaries of ATU
Gagauzia and Taraclia region. The political elites of
the Bulgarians and Gagauz were unable to modera-
te their own ambitions and transform the historical
unity of the two peoples into political forms. And
the administrative boundaries were drawn without
taking into account ethnic, cultural and economic
aspects, artificially dividing the Bulgarian-Gagauz
population compactly living in the region by state
and administrative boundaries. Hence, a certain dis-
tance between the Bulgarians from the ethnic groups
of the Gagauz and the preservation of mutual clai-
ms and frictions between the Bulgarian and Gagauz
political elites, which complicates the long-standing
ties between the two historically close peoples” [1,
p. 21].

Researchers when living nearby for a long time,
as a result of cultural borrowing, ethnic groups can
sometimes have a certain “blur” of each other’s



images. In addition, these groups belong to diffe-
rent cultures: Bulgarians - to Slavic [2], Gagauz - to
Turkic [1; 8]. Therefore, another assumption is pos-
sible: these features of heterostereotypes relative to
each other can be caused to a certain extent by the
psychological defense of the image of their ethnic
group.

Further, in order to make clear the obtained re-
sults, we analyzed the content of mutual ethnic hete-
rostereotypes of the young Gagauz and Bulgarians.

When analyzing the content of ethnic heteros-
tereotypes, we proceeded from the assumption that
stereotypes are determined by the specifics of the
stereotyped group, the duration and depth of histori-
cal contacts with other ethnic groups. The most ste-
reotyped qualities were those that were assessed at
the level of 3 points and higher (table 2.).

Table 2. Mutual ethnic stereotypes of Gagauz
and Bulgarians students

Gagauz about Bulgarians | Bulgarians about Gagauz

The most  |Average The most  |Average
frequent frequent
qualities qualities

talkative 3,17 talkative 3,36

thrifty 3,17 temperamental| 3,33

greedy 3,03 persistent 3,22

stubborn 3,01 proud 3,17

temperamental| 2,95 active 3,13

active 291 hot-tempered | 3,13

Source: The author’s calculations based on research data:
“Ethnic identity of student youth in the conditions of
labor migration of the population in ATU Gagauz Yeri.
2019 [12].

As you can see, among the youth of Bulgarians
and Gagauz, the “end-to-end” quality of all assess-

ments is - sociability as a manifestation of the com-
municative sphere.

Bulgarians include irascibility in the image of the
Gagauz, which is well-founded. Our survey of the
Gagauz youth regarding the typical features of the
representatives of their group also revealed that the
Gagauz people sometimes characterized themselves
as hot-tempered and stubborn. So the image of the
Gagauz people among the youth of the Bulgarians
has grounds for adequacy.

As, however, the youth of the Gagauz people in
the image of the Bulgarians are noted for frugali-
ty and greed. The researcher of the Gagauz ethnos
A.V. Shabashov noted that the Gagauz people had
ideas about the greed and avarice of the Bulgarians
in the past [11]. Back in the early 19th century, V.A.
Moshkov, characterizing the Bulgarians, noted that
the Gagauz people say that they are a greedy and
stingy people. He wrote that the Bulgarian or toucan
is a common noun for the Gagauz. The phrase “ali
Bulgar (toucan)” literally translates: “exactly like a
Bulgarian, with the meaning “greedy, like a Bulga-
rian”, which means: to call a person a Bulgarian and
accuse him of stinginess [8]. . Kaunenko’s research
on the ethnic identity of the youth of Bulgarians also
noted a high stereotyping in the auto-stereotype of
the characteristics of economy [3].

The thriftiness of the Bulgarians (and for the Ga-
gauz people - greed) was reflected in the works of
oral folk art of the Bulgarians: proverbs, sayings,
became the subject of anecdotes. So, far beyond the
borders of Bulgaria, the humor of the inhabitants of
one of the cities of Bulgaria - Gabrovo is known.
Excessive frugality and greed of Bulgarians are the
main themes of their anecdotes.

In classical Bulgarian literature, the name of the
protagonist of the eponymous work of the famous
Bulgarian classic Aleko Konstantinov “Bai Gagno”
has long become a household name in Bulgaria: he
is spontaneous in his unrestrained greed. It is worth
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noting, though, that in critical judgments about Bai
Gagno, two main lines took shape. According to one,
“... Bai Gagno is a national or racial, biological or
cultural, but, in any case, not a socio-historical or
class type with a set of the most unsympathetic fea-
tures. According to another line, researchers deny
the national character of the image and believe that
it reflects the qualities that are not specific to Bul-
garians, and the general ones are inherent in any
uncultured people” [6, p. 91].

Conclusions

So, an empirical study of the ethnic heterostere-
otypes of the youth of the Gagauz and Bulgarians at
the present stage, when the Moldovan society is un-
dergoing profound transformations, revealed that:

* The youth of the Gagauz and Bulgarians have
mutual ethnic heterostereotypes - positive. Positi-
ve self-identification and a positive image of other
ethno-contact groups (Moldovans, Russians) can
be the basis for the successful integration of the
youth of the Gagauz and Bulgarians into the eth-
nocultural space of the country, as well as for the
formation of civic identity, since tolerance in inte-
rethnic relations is formed on the basis of positive
ethnic identity.

* Mutual heterostereotypes of Bulgarians / Ga-
gauz students are characterized by a low level of
stereotyping. They are diffuse, ambivalent, charac-
terized by a low level of severity and focus.

* We assume that the distance of ethnic groups
from each other, on the one hand, is due to the ci-
vilizational border “Slavic - Turkic”, on the other
hand, psychological protection during long-term
territorial cohabitation and rapid ethno-cultural
transformations in society. Defense mechanisms
are activated, and then some ethnic markers, inclu-
ding qualities, become a protective cordon. But for
a more substantiated answer to this phenomenon,
special research is needed.
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* The most stereotyped qualities of mutual ima-
ges of Gagauz and Bulgarians are sociability, acti-
vity, temperament. But there are also peculiarities
of each image of an ethnic group: for the Gagauz it
is pride, perseverance, hot temper, and for Bulgari-
ans it is economy, greed, stubbornness.

Further monitoring of heterostereotypes of va-
rious ethno-contact groups on the territory of the
country in conditions of cohabitation and rapid
ethnocultural transformations in society is very im-
portant, since heterostereotype is an image created
by the historical practice of interethnic relations, it
almost does not lend itself to arbitrary change, has
great predictive potential.

Thus, there is a certain tension in the relation-
ship between the Gagauz and Bulgarians, which
manifests itself in a hidden, smoldering form. It is
expressed in social competition, achieved by eth-
nocentric evaluative comparison of one’s own and
another’s group in favor of one’s own.

Enhancing intercultural communication and
competence is the main path to the rapprochement
of these two closely adjacent ethnic groups, where
the main principles should be:

1. Development of understanding of another
culture through a better awareness of their cultural
identity, the characteristics of their culture.

2. Development of knowledge and a positive
interest in everything new and unfamiliar that can
be found in another culture - in traditional norms,
customs, and behavioral characteristics that differ
from one’s own.

3. Development of the qualities inherent in a
multicultural personality, the formation of openne-
ss and readiness to accept intercultural differences,
the development of tolerance towards representati-
ves of different cultures.
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