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Strategic directions and ensuring food security of the Republic of Kazakhstan

Abstract

Object: The agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstan was and remains a complex universal structuce formed at the
junction of industrial and agricultural production. The complexity of the development of the agro-industrial’coniplex, as
one of the potential drivers of macroeconomics, is determined by the uneven functioning of its constituent industries:
agriculture, industries producing means of production for agriculture, processing industsiesgginfrastructure industries,
which are interconnected. The purpose of this study is that the authors of the article subgtantiatg,th€ problems and com-
plexity of the agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstan in terms of sustainable developmentjyand innovation. The charac-
teristics of the agricultural sector of the economy are systematized.

Methods: Review of the works of researchers, analytical, economic andgstatistical) desk research, systematic ap-
proach.

Results: The current situation in the agricultural sector of Kazakhstamis analyzed: The dynamics of exports and
imports with the EAEU countries are presented; The growth rates of export and"import of agricultural products from
Kazakhstan are calculated; The structure of Kazakhstani exports i§ shewn,jthe export of the most important goods is
reflected; The dynamics of investments in the agro-industtial @@mplexiby type of economic activity is shown; the
growth rate of investments in the agricultural sector of the countrydis calculated. Macro factors influencing the devel-
opment of the agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstangare shownanternal factors of the ineffective development of the
agricultural sector are identified. The negative consequeniees of the long-term implementation of the import substitution
policy in our country are reflected. The scenarios of the development of the agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstan are
considered and their comparative analysis is given(

Conclusions: Strategic directions for the development of the agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstan have been
developed, aimed at reducing the gap between the,agro-industrial complex of developed countries. The results of the
above study can contribute to expandingghe séepe of study on the development of the economy of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan, as well as act as a recommendatory basis for their solution.

Keywords: agro-industrial complex, food security, sustainability, sustainable development, strategic directions,
export, import, EAEU.

Introduction

Sustainable development of the agro-industrial complex, their introduction of innovations and promis-
ing technologies form'a competitive, self-sufficient, export-oriented agricultural sector that can ensure food
security of our,countty, enhance the openness of the domestic agricultural economy, and increase the envi-
ronmentaligemponent,

At the Same timie, the problem of increasing the quality of life of the population, general greening of the
economyiyffood security of the population is becoming more acute every year.

Today,, adlarge-scale impact on the development of the agro-industrial complex, solving the problem of
reproducing the natural environment, obtaining ecologically safe and at the same time biologically valuable
products is unthinkable without an appropriate institutional and legislative framework, social infrastructure,
scientific developments of domestic and foreign scientists, significant investments, etc.

Considering the purpose of this study and the previous review of the literature and identified gaps re-
search gaps, we put forward the following hypothesis: The formation and implementation of a new strategy
of the agro-industrial complex — “reasonable, sustainable and inclusive growth”, which is based on the effec-
tive use of resources and the prevention of population aging, affecting the food security of the Republic of
Kazakhstan.
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Literature Review

In Kazakhstan, the issue of food security was actively identified in the 1990s due to a sharp decline in
the volume of domestic agricultural production, an increase in imports and a negative shift towards foreign
food products in the structure of food resources. Theoretical and methodological issues of food security are
reflected in the scientific publications of the following foreign and Kazakh scientists: Abalkin L.I., Biryukov
A.L, Nikolaeva L.P., Lomakin V.K. (Lomakin, 2014), Balabanov B.C., Esipov V.E., Makhovikova G.A.,
Zubaraev A.E., Matsenovich L., Khodachek A.M., Ivoilova I., Egorova E., Tarasova E., Razinkina E.,
Kartseva A., Afonina B.M., Satybaldin A.A. (Satybaldin A.A. et al, 2020), Gamarnik G.N.,
Bimendieva L.A., Eszhanova Zh.Zh. (Lukhmanova, G.K. et al., 2018), Chikunov O.N., Kaigorodtsev A.A.,
Kazembaeva M.E., Gizzatova A., Zhanbekova Z.Kh.

Nevertheless, questions about the need to determine the priorities for the development of the agrarian
economy recognize modern challenges and formulate strategic prospects for the agro-industrial, complex
have been and remain relevant to the management of Kazakhstan. The scientific and practicalsignificance of
the outlined range of issues necessitated their further scientific research.

Methods

The methodological basis of the study was the works of domestic and foreign s¢ientists ‘@n the problems
of strategic development of the agrosphere, increasing its sustainable development, the leyel of competitive-
ness; the use of tools for strategic analysis, assessment of the conditions and results 6f%the activities of the
subjects of the agro-industrial complex; digital transformation and promising*ateas of the agricultural sector.

During this study, we used a variety of methodological tools — analyticali economic and statistical, desk
research.

The applied systematic approach was used to substantiatéthedstrategic guidelines for the development
of the agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstan.

Results

The goal of all participants in the system of the agro-mdustrial complex (producers, consumers, inter-
mediaries) is to ensure that end-consumers can,freely purchase products in the required quantity, proper
quality and at an affordable price.

On the other hand, farmers should make a profitythefsize of which would compensate for the costs, as
well as direct funds for strategic developmentjto stimulate entrepreneurial initiative. The agrarian sector de-
termines, on the one hand, the level of quality of life of the population, and on the other, Kazakhstan’s place
in the world agricultural market. Table 1 démonstrates the indicators of export and import of agricultural
products and food in Kazakhstan. Unfortunately, we can state the fact that our agricultural complex has been
import-oriented for a long periodidt i§\necessary to understand that import orientation should not be aimed at
a long-term perspective since it Wil entail'a drop in the level of competition in the national market, followed
by a decline in the quality of manutaéfured products, as well as a high degree of influence and control from
the state.

Table 1. Export and importlof agricultural products and food in Kazakhstan, 2019

Export Import
Name,of product tons price, thousand tons price, thousand
(net weight) USD (net weight) USD
1 2 3 4 5

1. Live animals;/animal products 201 770 297 058 407 486 731263
Live animals 60 408 109 034 15495 89 454
Meat and edible meat offal 23 482 57 803 205 249 272 481
Fish and crustaceans, mollusks and other aquatic
invertebrates 24 576 50453 38 081 92 785
Milk products; bird eggs; natural honey; edible prod-
ucts of animal origin, not elsewhere specified or in-
cluded 87 339 72 824 146 246 272 577
Animal products, not elsewhere specified or included 5965 5945 2414 3966
I1. Plant products 11 120 641 2 395 457 2 037 965 981 814
Vegetables and some edible root vegetables 730 146 147 265 418 934 167 679
Edible fruits and nuts; citrus peel 233910 56 620 615 563 416 856
Cereals 7 224 488 1351 058 416 897 78 641
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1 2 3 4 5
Products of the flour and cereals industry; malt;
starches; inulin; wheat gluten 1 634 968 388 662 352 659 29 735
Oil seeds and fruits; other seeds, fruits and grains;
medicinal plants and plants for technical purposes;
straw and fodder 1287 838 425 808 166 714 86 660
Plant materials for the manufacture of wicker prod-
ucts; other vegetable products, not elsewhere speci-
fied or included 3103 906 582 424
Other types of products of plant origin 6 189 25139 66 618 201 819
II1. Fats and oils of animal or vegetable origin and
their cleavage products; prepared edible fats; animal
or vegetable waxes 239 129 173385 238 799 213 881
IV. Prepared food products; alcoholic and non-
alcoholic drinks and vinegar; tobacco and tobacco
substitutes 784 063 418 590 5 8574968 1,969.992
Prepared foods from meat, fish or crustaceans, mol-
luscs or other aquatic invertebrates 4748 13514 54 688 121 611
Sugar and sugar confectionery 43 643 37 963 436 451 232112
Prepared products from cereals, flour, starch or milk;
flour confectionery 63 245 62 479 146 499 282 590
Products of processing vegetables, fruits, nuts or oth-
er parts of plants 11 506 8811 165 682 216 992
Various processed food products 179 503 2121473 4907 564 1015532
Residues and waste from the food industry; ready-
made animal feed 481 417 83 650 147 085 101 156
Total X 3284 490 X 3 896 950
Note — Compiled by the authors on the basis EEC data, Statistics offoreign,and mutual trade in goods (EEC, 2019)

In 2019, the export of beef from Belarus totthe EAEU\countries amounted to 124.7 thousand tons, the
producer price was 2762 USD / ton, the export price,was 3569 USD / ton, the efficiency level was 29.2%;
revenue — 100.713 million USD; poultry meat: export®=-147 thousand tons, producer price — 1,412 USD /
ton, export price — 1,576 USD / ton, efficiency\level — 11.6%; milk — 207.7 thousand tons, producer price —
490 USD / ton, export price — 834 USD /%oen, efficiency — 70.2%, revenue — 71 457 thousand USD; butter —
74.136 thousand tons, producer price #5524 USD, export price — 5,576 USD, efficiency — 23.3%, revenue —
77,987 thousand USD.

Frozen fish: export from Russia‘®,39¢thousand tons, producer price — 1,094 USD / ton, export price —
1,523 USD / ton, efficiency -39.2%prevenue — 16.8 million USD.

The largest contribution tefthe export volumes of agricultural products was made by the city of Almaty
(16.8%), as well as, Almaty (28.3%), Kostanay (12.3%), Turkestan (8.9%), East Kazakhstan (6, 9%) and the
North Kazakhstan (4%) tegions, the main importer of agricultural products among the EAEU countries is
Russia (65%).

The maingvolume, of*exports of agricultural products falls on wheat (26.9%), flour (14.7%), vegetable
oil (9%)gfeontectionery (9%), fish fillets (4%), and baby food and dairy products (2%). Also, a lot of cotton
fiber@nd processed feed (cake, bran, waste) are exported. The main regions for the export of grain are the
East Kazdkhstan, Akmola, Kostanay regions and cities of Nur-Sultan and Almaty. Traditional grain markets
are CentralpA$ia, Iran, China, and Afghanistan. Oilseeds are exported to Uzbekistan, European countries,
China, Mongolia.

The analysis shows that with the growth of agricultural production and its processing, exports increase.
Thus, the volume of product exports in 2018 compared to 2015 increased by 16.8%, incl. crop production —
by 14.5%, livestock — by 54.8%, processed products (food) — by 19.0%, in total — by 17.8%.

Calculations demonstrate that the volume of exports of agricultural products and food in 2022 will in-
crease in comparison with 2018 by 31.2%, incl. foodstuffs — by 51% and products — by 31.2%. This will re-
duce the import of products by 9.5%, i.e. exports will exceed imports in 2022 by $ 1,963 million.

We are of the opinion that innovative technologies, careful control over the quality characteristics of ag-
ricultural products, new varieties of plants, new breeds of animals, low dependence on energy resources,
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biofertilizers, products with increased nutritional value are one of the strategic directions of development of
the agro-industrial complex, a kind of platform for entering export sector of international trade.

The sphere of circulation of the agrarian sector of the economy, its resource component is characterized
by a number of features, which we, in particular, include:

— high social significance of the final products of the agricultural sector for the development of the
economy of the state in particular and society as a whole;

— a large number of independent producers, from which it follows that an individual farmer is practical-
ly unable to influence the price level;

— full compliance of products with standards and regulations;

— limitation of the dominant resource — land suitable for agricultural production;

— the presence of a small number of entry and exit barriers for participants in the agricultural industry;

— weak mobility of the constituent elements of the agro-industrial complex;

— high level of regulation of agricultural markets by the state;

— low sensitivity of demand to market regulation mechanisms under conditions of saturation ot demand
for food.

The volume of world trade in agri-food products, despite the impact of aggrayating,eonditions (signifi-
cant climate changes; the consequences of a pandemic, food crisis; the transitiog*to¥digital technologies for
the distribution of food products to places of final consumption, etc.), are activelyexpafiding.

The changes that have taken place in the EAEU’s mutual trade are du€tgyboth, the situation within the
region and external factors. The global economy was slowing amid growingfeconomic uncertainty, a slow-
down in trade and industrial production.

Amid increased trade tensions between the world’s largestlecofiomies and tightening conditions in cred-
it markets, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) estimated global economic growth for 2019 at 102.9%.
According to the World Trade Organization (WTO), worldgrade inigoods decreased compared to 2018 by
3% in value terms and by 0.1% in physical volufme (HassanQet al., 2021; Toader & Roman, 2015;
Mekonnena et al., 2021; Raymond et al., 2021).

The difficult situation in the world is refleéted in thetindicators of economic activity in the EAEU re-
gion as well. At the end of 2019, the values of gross domestic product (GDP) growth in the Union as a
whole, the Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus lag behind world indicators and decreased com-
pared to 2018. For the rest of the EAEU member states, outstripping results were recorded.
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Figure 1. Main economic characteristics of the EAEU member states
and the EAEU as a whole (in percent by 2018; in comparable prices)

Note — Compiled by the authors

For the Union as a whole, GDP increased by 1.7% in 2019 (in 2018 — by 2.7%). An improvement in the
dynamics of economic growth compared to 2018 was noted in the Republic of Armenia — 7.6% (versus 5.2%
in 2018), in the Republic of Kazakhstan — 4.5% (4.1%), in the Republic of Kyrgyz — 4.5% (3.8%). The GDP
of the Republic of Belarus increased by 1.2% (in 2018 — by 3.1%), the Russian Federation — by 1.3%
(by 2.5%).
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Industrial production growth also slowed down in 2019. For the Union as a whole, the indicator was
102.4% (in 2018 — 103.7%), Belarus — 101% (105.7%), Kazakhstan — 103.8% (104.4%), Russia — 102.3 %
(103.5%).

In Armenia and Kyrgyzstan, the situation improved from 104.2% to 109% in 2018 and in 2019, from
105.4% to 106.9%, respectively.

In the field of agricultural production, compared to 2018, the Union as a whole recorded an increase of
3.4% (in 2018, there was a decrease of 0.1%), including in the Republic of Belarus — by 2.9% (a decrease of
3.4%), the Russian Federation — by 4% (a decrease of 0.2%). A slowdown in growth took place in the Re-
public of Kazakhstan from 103.5% in 2018 to 100.9% in 2019, in the Republic of Kyrgyz — from 102.7% to
102.6%. In the Republic of Armenia, agricultural production decreased by 3.8% in 2019 (in 2018, the decline
was more significant — by 7.2%).

The value of food exports in EAEU mutual trade increased by 8.4% in 2019. Prices for these\goods in-
creased by 3.4% compared to the level of 2018. The increase in the physical volume of supplies,amounted to
0.6%.

Investment activity in the Union as a whole in 2019 increased by 2.6% (in 2018 by 616%). Aslow-
down in the growth of investments in fixed assets was noted in the Republic of Kazakhstanyfrom 117.5% to
108.8% in 2018, and in 2019, in the Russian Federation — from 105.4% to 101.7%/. Thé"mdicator in the Re-
public of Armenia improved in 2018 from 104.5% to 105.1% in 2019, in theyRepublicgof Belarus — from
106% to 106.6%, in the Republic of Kyrgyz — from 103.4% to 105.8%.

The growth in investment activity was accompanied by an increase in theseost of purchasing investment
goods in the Union market and third countries. The value of imports offinveStment goods in mutual trade in-
creased by 6.8% compared to 2018, in foreign trade — by 6.3%,

The slowdown in the dynamics of foreign and mutual tradegwas‘emne of the factors reducing the growth
rates of freight turnover. In the Union as a whole, cargo transpertatien increased by 0.6% compared to 2018
(versus 3.2% in 2018), the Republic of Kazakhstan — by 2.2% (%:3%), the Republic of Kyrgyz — by 4.8 %
(5.2%), the Russian Federation — by 0.6% (2.7%). In the,Republic of Belarus, the growth in freight turnover
of 4.1% in 2018 was replaced by a decrease of 5.8%. In thg,Republic of Armenia, an increase in cargo turno-
ver was registered from 103.1% to 108.9% in 20193¢Eurasian Economic Commission, 2019).

Comparison of the main economic characteristiegyofithe EAEU member states for 2019 is presented in
the diagram (Figure 2).

GDER
150p,
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Figure 2. Comparison of the main economic characteristics for the EAEU member states
and the EAEU as a whole (as a percentage of 2018; in comparable prices)

Note — Compiled by the authors

The slowdown in economic growth in the EAEU as a whole from 2.5% in 2018 to 1.7% in 2019 deter-
mined the dynamics of Russia’s GDP (2.5% in 2018, 1.3% in 2019).

Thus, we can conclude that the export potential in the agro-industrial complex has a place to be, and for
its development it is necessary to apply measures (Eurasian Economic Commission, 2019).
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Table 2 presents Commodity structure of exports and imports of the EAEU member states in foreign
trade with countries outside the EAEU.

Discussions

Possessing rich natural resources involved in the economic processes of the agricultural sector, Kazakh-
stan exports only wheat and aquaculture, i.e., farmers’ economic activity is, by and large, reduced to the ex-
ploitation of natural resources.

A qualitative analysis of literary sources on the problems set by the study led us to the following con-
clusion — the model of the extensive use of natural potential is unpromising. Therefore, the member states of
the European Union (EU) have intelligently approached the formation and implementation of a new strategy
for the agro-industrial complex — “reasonable, sustainable and inclusive growth” (FAO, IFAD, UNICEF,
WEFP and WHO, 2021; Elsevier, 2020).

The essence of this strategy is the efficient use of resources and the prevention of population aging. The
European Union has set the following complementary priorities in its strategy: TS

— knowledge and innovation — as the main elements of competitiveness;

— resource-saving, low-carbon, and competitive economy;

— inclusive growth-social orientation, territorial integrity, high employment rat

We believe that Kazakhstan should consider the positive experience of i menti U agrarian poli-
cy; update the mechanism for implementing the program for the integrate e ent of rural areas — the
core of the agrosphere; apply a competent and balanced approach to the ien of an agricultural policy

strategy; to coordinate professionally all levels of development of the
end our agrarians could not only provide the domestic marketgwit
port supplies. From our perspective, the main macro-factors th
ment of the agro-industrial complex of Kazakhstan from a st
natural disasters; actions to combat the pandemic; high

ro=industrial complex, so that in the
ighsquality food but also carry out ex-
ignificant impact on the develop-
rspective are climatic transformations,
of Asian economies. We attributed
: average investment in the agricultural
wpoor condition of agricultural land; social
weak deurbanization, low wages, lack of infra-
structure, etc.) (Kozlova & Dubrovina, 2021; Ushach

= Total, including:

= Agriculture, forestry and fishenes
Industry

= Mininz and quartyiag

= Manu acturing industry
Electnicity, gas, stean andair conditionng

= Water supplr, sewerage system, control overthe collection and digribution of waste

= Constriction
= Wholesale and retail trade; repair of cars and motorcycles
» Transport and storage
= Accormodaion and cateting services
= Information and commuricaton
" Financial andinsurance achivities
= Real estate operations
Professional, scient fic and technical activities
= Administrative and support activ:tics
Public administration and defenss; comaulsory socid security
Educalivn
= Health care and social services
= Atts, entertainment and recreation

= Provision ofother types o services

Figure 3. Investment structure by economic activity

Note — Compiled by the authors
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Figure 3 demonstrates the structure of investments in Kazakhstan. The share of investments in the agri-
cultural sector is 139.2% (Statistical data of the Bureau of National Statistics of the Agency for Strategic
Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan) of the total volume of national investments. This is an
insufficient amount of investments for a qualitative leap in the Russian agricultural sector of the economy,
for the possibility of using innovative technologies, for entering new world markets, and for the opportunity
to become an export-oriented agro-industrial complex.

Ushachev 1.G. (Ushachev, 2018) considers two ways of strategic development of the agro-industrial
complex of the Russian Federation: target and inertial. Today, the government of our country is proposing
another third scenario — an innovative and breakthrough one. From the point of view of scientists and politi-
cians, it is the choice of one of the scenarios that will allow the industry of the agro-industrial sector not only
to actively develop but also in the future to enter the international market space. Table 3 presents a compara-
tive characteristic of the above scenarios for the development of the agro-industrial complex.

Table 3. Analysis of scenarios for the development of the agro-industrial sector in Kazakhstan

Scenario name Scenario description Plus Minuses

Target Alignment of the average Increase in wage growth Inyestmentgrowth doubled
annual growth rate to the
maximum ideal value, in
order to ensure the devel-
opment of the industry on
the world stage

Inertial Slow recovery from the cri- | Doesn't require a hightin- Requires a long time period;
sis vestmentyflow: decline in living standards,
degradation of the industry

Innovative breakthrough Based on the accelerated Agroindustrial‘¢emplex Requires a high investment
development of innovative 4qsuppott at allilevels flow
technologies

INote — Compiled by the authors on the basis Ushachev I.@yStrategic directions of sustainable socio-economic development of the
lagro-industrial complex of Russia (Ushachev, 2018)

According to Table 3, we can state that the disadvantage of the two development scenarios is a manda-
tory investment in the agro-industrial complexi Even though the level of investment flows is rather low, the
Russian economy will have to make findneiallinvestments in the agricultural sector. Otherwise, the agro-
industrial complex of our country willdagibehind others seriously and for a long time.

Conslusions

Based on the analysis and study of*a sufficient number of literary sources, bills and regulations on the
problem considered in this article; weshave formulated the following strategic vectors or strategic directions
that allow us to give a different configuration for the development of the agro-industrial complex of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan:

— State support and dévelopment of legislative norms and programs for the application of the latest
technological developmetits (new agricultural products, new breeds of animals, biofertilizers, highly produc-
tive livestock, new types of plant fibers, biofuels, organic farming, etc.).

—~I’ong-term “@ednomic incentives (material incentives, preferences, preferential taxation) for the im-
plementation of|programs, projects, concepts of innovative development of the agricultural sector.

— Improveément of land relations (transparent, guaranteed rights of farmers are needed).

— Environmental insurance (as a tool to support sustainable production).

— Increasing the awareness of agricultural producers.

— Expansion of access of private household plots (personal subsidiary plots) to large sales markets.

— Stimulating the inflow of investments in the creation of new and modernization of existing agricultur-
al farms.

— Building a multi-level system of cooperation as a fundamental basis for the survival and preservation
of the village.

— Support for the diversity of the agricultural sector (for the effective development of the
agroeconomy).
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— Scientific, technical and technological training of personnel (training of potential personnel, profes-
sional retraining and advanced training of personnel directly under the requirements and conditions of the
enterprise itself).

— Social support of villages and small towns (active occupancy of rural areas with agricultural produc-
tion, thereby providing the rural population with jobs, as well as preserving the rural contingent).

— Prevention of climatic challenges and timely provision of necessary actions to preserve agricultural
products.

Existing food insecurity forecasting systems may need to be complemented with additional data and
methods to capture these novel pathways of food insecurity. So far, evidence on COVID-19’s effects on
food demand (e.g., household purchasing power) is mixed. The impact on food supply is limited to certain
supply chains for inputs and higher-value, perishable foods. The effects vary strongly by context possibly
due to the role of relief packages. More information is required on social protection coverage, including for
low-income households and informal workers.

Evidence also suggests that actors in the informal midstream food supply chain pl@yed'an important role
in explaining the resilience of food systems in low- and middle-income countries. Howeyer, they are often
overlooked in current data collection and research efforts (Feyertag et al., 2019).

This list of strategic directions due to the influence of economic, political gclimatic;and other factors
can be expanded and supplemented. However, we must understand the main thing — theproposed strategic
directions are aimed at reducing the gap between the agro-industrial complexgof Kazakhstan and developed
countries.
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Ka3zakcran Pecnmy0inKacbIHBIH CTPATETHSJIBIK OAFBITTAPHI KIHE
a3pIK-TYJiK Kayinci3airin KaMmTaMachia, ery

AHoamna

Makcamor: Ka3akcTaHHBIH arpoOeHEPKACINTIK Kellei oHEPKACINTIK JKoHE aybll IIapyallblIbIFbl OHJIIPICIHIH
TOFBICHIHJA KAJIBINITACKAH Kypaeni oaMOeban KypbUIbIM OONEbI KeHe Ooybln Kana Oepeni. MaKpOIKOHOMHKaHBIH
QueyeTTi JpaiBepIiepiHiy Oipi peTiHAe arpoeHEePKICIITIK KEIICHAl TaMbITYIbIH KYPJEIUIiri OFaH KIpeTiH cajaiapIblH
OipKenKi KyMbIC ICTeMEYIMEH aHBIKTalabl: ayblUl INaPyalIbUIbERI, ©HEPKACII, aybul MIapyallbUIBIFbl YIIIH OHJIIpic
KypaJllapblH ©HIpy, KaiTa eHjaey, MHQPaKYpbUIbIM caiajiapsl, Oyiap e3apa OaitmaHbeicThl. 3epTTEyAiH MakcaTbl —
Makajla aBTOpJIapbl TYPaKThl JaMy >KOHE MHHOBALMSIAp TYPFhICBIHAH Ka3akcTaHHBIH arpOeHEpPKICINTIK KEIIeHIHIH
mpobeManapsl MEH KYPICSNiTiriH Heri3aenai. DKOHOMUKAaHBIH arpapIiblK CEKTOPBIHBIH CHUIIaATTaMAaJIaphl KYHEeJIeHTeH.

Ooici: 3epTrey KaOMHETTIK (MapKETHHITIK), 38pTTCy pPETiHIE KiKTeneadi, KalTamama (alblH aja) akmapaTThl
KUHAY SKOHE Tangay OKYpri3iimi, agzdlm ‘@idTKaHga KepCeTKITepAi Kapay koHe Tanmay yimmiH Kaszakcran
PecriyOnukaceiblH  CTpaTeTHSsUIHIK |, KOCTIapiaady JkoHe pedopmamap >KeHIHAErT areHTTiri YJITTHIK CTaTHCTHKA
OropocsiHbIH koHe Kazakctan Pecuy@ianKaeplHbIH ¥ ITTHIK 9KOHOMHUKA MUHHCTPJIITIHIH CTATUCTUKANBIK KMHAFBl MEH
CalTBHIHBIH J€peKTepi Maii1anaHbHiIbI.

Kopvimuinovr: KazakcTaffHbIH aEpapiblK CEKTOPBIHAAFEI aFbIMIAFbl Jkaraaid tanpanasl, sran EADO ennepimen
SKCTIOPT NEH MMIOPT JUHAMUKACH JCHIHBULIBL, 3KCIIOPTTHIH oHe KazakcTaHHAaH aybul IIapyallbUIBIFBI ©HIMIEPI
UMIIOPTHIHBIH ©CY ‘KapKBIHBI €CeNTeN/l; Ka3aKCTaHABIK OKCIOPTTHIH KYPBUIBIMBI KOPCETUIIi, aca MaHBI3/bI
TayapnapJblH OKCIOPTBY | OCPINTeH; HSKOHOMHUKAJIBIK KBI3MET Typyiepi OOHMBIHINA arpOOHEPKACINTIK KELIeHTe
WHBECTHLMSUIAPABIH JAKHAMHKACHl KOPCETUITEH; eNIiH arpapiblKk CEKTOPbIHA WHBECTHLIMSUIAPIBIH ©Cy KapKbIHBI
ecenrrenyi. KasakeraHHBIH,arpooHEPKACINTIK KEIICHIHIH TaMybIHa oCep eTeTiH MakpodaKTopIap KepceTinmi. ArpapIbiK
CEKTOPABIH THIMCI3NIAMYBIHBIH 11IKI (akTopiapbl aHBIKTAN/BL. Bi3/IiH eniMi3ie UMIOPTTHI alIMacThIPy CasiCaThlH y3aK
Mep3iMAl igKe @EhIpyIBIH Tepic cangapbl KepiHic TanTel. Ka3akcTaHHBIH arpoOeHEpKICINTIK KEIICHIH AaMBITY
CIICHApHHIAEP] KapaIbl )KOHE OJapFa CAJIBICTBIPMAIIBI TANIAY KaCalIbl.

Tyocoipoidtoama: JlaMbIFaH —enIepliH arpoeHepKICiNTIK KelleHi apachIHAAFbl AJIAKTHIKTHL KBICKApTyFa
OarpITTanFaH © Ka3aKCTaHHBIH arpOOHEPKICINTIK KEHMICHIH JAMBITYBIH CTPATETHSUIBIK  OaFbITTaphl  O3ipJICHII.
JKyprizinren 3eprrey Hotkenepi Kazakcran PecryOnikachbHBIH S5KOHOMHKACHIH JaMbITy OOMBIHIIA 3epJieliey IIeriH
KEHEWTYyTe BIKIall €Ty, COHJali-aK oJlap/bl MIelly OOMbIHIINA YCHIHBIMABIK HETi3 0oJ1a anajipl.

Kinm coe30ep: arpoeHepKaCINTIK KELIeH, a3bIK-TYJIK KayilCi3/iri, OpHBIKTBUIBIK, aYbUI IIAPYalIbUIbIFbl, OPHBIKTHI
JlaMy, CTPaTerusuIbIK OarbITTap, 9KCIopT, umMnopt, EADO.
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CrpaTernyeckue HanpaBJieHUs U odecneyeHne MPOI0BOJIbCTBEHHOI 0€30MacHOCTH
Pecnyoiuku Ka3zaxcran

Annomauyusn

Ilenv: ArpornpoMblinuieHHBIH KoMmIuieke Kazaxcrana Obul M OCTaéTCsl CIIOKHOM yHUBEpPCAbHOW CTPYKTYpOH,
c(OpMUPOBAHHOI Ha CTHIKE NMPOMBIIUICHHOTO M CEJILCKOXO3SMCTBEHHOTO Mpou3BoacTBa. CioxkHocTh paszsutus AlIK,
KaK OJTHOTO M3 NOTEHIHAJbHBIX JIpaliBEPOB MAaKPOIKOHOMHKH, OIPEAEIIIETCS HEPAaBHOMEPHOCTHIO ()yHKIIMOHUPOBAHHUS
BXOJSIINX B HETO OTPACIEH: CENBCKOE XO3SIMCTBO, OTPACIH, MPOU3BOSIIINE CPEACTBA MPOU3BOJICTBA VIS CEILCKOTO
XO03sICTBa, TIepepadaTHIBAONINE OTPACTH, HHPPACTPYKTYPHBIE OTPACiIH, Oe3yCIOBHO, B3aMMOCBS3aHBI MEXIY COOO.
Ilenpro JAaHHOTO MCCIIENOBaHMS 3aKIIOYACTCS B TOM, YTO aBTOPAaMH CTaTbH OOOCHOBBIBAIOTCS MPOOJIEMBI M CIIOXKHOCTh
arpoNpOMBIIIIIEHHOTO KoMIulekca Ka3axcrana ¢ TOUKM 3peHHs] yCTOHYMBOTO Pa3BUTHA U MHHOBAIMHA. CHCTEMAaTH3UPO-
BaHbI XapAKTEPUCTUKHU arpapHOTO CEKTOPa 3KOHOMHUKH.

Memoowr: VccnenoBanue kiaccupuuupyercs Kak KaOMHETHOE (MapKeTHHI'OBOE) MCCIEAO0BAHUSMOLLT TIPOBEICH
cOOop M aHaIIM3 BTOPUYHOH (TIpeBapUTeNbHO) HH(OpMALUK, B YaCTHOCTH, ISl PACCMOTPEHHS@M aHaji3a Iokasareien
OBbUIM HCIIOJBb30BaHbl JaHHbIE CTATHCTHMYECKOro COOpHMKa W caiita Blopo HalMOHANBHON CTaTHETMKMRALCHTCTBA I10
CTpaTern4eckoMy IUIaHMPOBaHHIO W pedopmam PecnyOnmku Kazaxcran MwuHHCTEpCTBa HaHMBOHANBLHON SKOHOMHKH
Pecny6immku Kazaxcran.

Pesynomamer: TIpoaHnanu3aupoBaHa TeKyllas CHTyalus B arpapHoM cekrope Kaszagerawa, T.¢. nmpencrasieHa Ju-
HaMHUKa 3KcIopTa ¥ uMnopra co crpaHaMu EADC; paccunTaHbl TEMITBI POCTa HKCTIOPTA WUMITOPTA CEIbXO03MPOLYKINT
n3 KaszaxcraHa; mokaszaHa CTPYKTypa Ka3aXCTaHCKOTO 3KCIIOPTa, OTPAKEH SKCIIOPTUBAKHEHIINX TOBapoB; MOKa3aHa
JMHAMHKA WHBECTUIMH B arpOIPOMBIIUICHHBIH KOMITIEKC M0 BHJAM 3KOHOMHYGCKOMH AEATEIHHOCTH; PACCUUTAH TEMII
POCTa MHBECTHIUH B arpapHbIi CEKTOp CTpaHbl. I1okazaHbl Makpo(haKTOPHI, BAMSIOMIEHa pa3BUTHE arpOIIPOMBIIIUICH-
Horo komIutekca Kazaxcrana. BrisBieHs! BHyTpeHHNE (aKTOPHI HEIPPESKINBHOIO pa3BUTHS arpapHOro cekropa. Ot-
pa’KeHBI HETATUBHBIE MOCIEACTBHS AOJTOCPOYHON pealn3alnyl MOJUTHKN HMIEPTo3aMeNIeHus B Hamel crpane. Pac-
CMOTPEHBI CLIEHapUH Pa3BUTHS arpolpOMBIIIIIEHHOT0 KoMIulekca KazaxcTaHa v 1aH X CpaBHUTENILHBIA aHaIN3.

Bvisoov: PazpaboTaHbl cTpaTernyecKkue HalpaBJIeHHs Pa3BUTH@rpOWpOMBINUICHHOrO KoMIulekca KasaxcraHa,
HalpaBJIieHHbIE Ha COKpAIllEeHHE Pa3pblBa MEXAY arpornpOMBIINEHHBIM “KOMIUIEKCOM DPa3BUTHIX CTpaH. Pe3ynbraTbl
NIPUBEICHHOTO HCCIIEOBAaHUS MOTYT CIIOCOOCTBOBAaTh PACIHINPEHHIORIIPE/ICIIOB HM3Yy4YSHUS! MO PAa3BUTHIO SKOHOMHKHU
Pecny6nnku Kazaxcran, a Taxoke BBICTYNaTh peKOMEHAATEIbHON OCHOBOH 110 UX PEIICHHUIO.

Kntouegvie cnosa: arponpoMBIIUIEHHBIH KOMIIEKC, JPOIOBOIILCTBEHHAsI 0€3011aCHOCTh, YCTOWYHBOCTD, CEIbCKOE
XO3AHCTBO, YCTOWYHNBOE pa3BUTHE, CTPATEIrMUECKIE HAIPaBIGHMS, SKCIIOPT, UMIopt, EADC.
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