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Youth entrepreneurship in the Republic of Kazakhstan: concept, problems and solutions

Abstract

Object: The inclusion of the younger generation in entrepreneurial activities is one of the solutions to the problem
of employment, especially aggravated during the COVID-19 pandemic. Considering the importance of the development
of youth entrepreneurship for the processes of innovative transformation of the economy, as well as the relevance of
managing the process of social adaptation of young people, involving them in creative activities'and providing opportu-
nities for maximum personal self-realization, it can be argued that the mechanism for supporting and developing youth
entrepreneurship is a central element in solving social and economic development of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The
purpose of this study is to analyze the causes of youth unemployment in order to determine the variable forms and types
of youth entrepreneurship aimed at solving the problems of youth employment.

Methods: The collected theoretical and practical data on the cause-and-effect factors of the functioning of youth
entrepreneurship were analyzed using the methods of system analysis, structuring information, building hypotheses and
polling.

Findings: On the basis of scientific approaches to understanding the structural elements of youth, the conceptual
essence of youth was systematized, an objective approach to the concept of youth entrepreneurship was determined,
which was considered in accordance with its target, aimed.at carrying out entrepreneurial activities. Moreover, the
cause-and-effect factors of the development of youth entrepreneurship have been determined, a classification of youth
entrepreneurship has been developed according to the main types. Through a survey the situation on the labor market
regarding the problems of the development of youth entreprencurship was studied and ways of solving the problem of
youth unemployment were proposed.

Conclusions: A clear systematization of scientific approaches to the concept of youth entrepreneurship, identifica-
tion of the causes of youth unemployment, problems of the development of youth entrepreneurship will ensure the pro-
gressive development of youth entrepreneurship. to achieve full employment of youth and the population in the labor
market.

Keywords: youth, youth entrepreneurship, business and entrepreneurship, entrepreneurial activity, unemployment,
employment, classification, innovative activity, competitiveness.

Introduction

In modern conditions of the development of a market economy in the Republic of Kazakhstan the prob-
lems of small and medium-sized businesses are becoming especially acute. It is this sector of the economy
that is assigned the main role in the formation of a middle class capable of becoming a reliable support for
the industrial and innovative development of Kazakhstani society. A necessary strategic resource for the de-
velopment of small and medium-sized businesses is active youth employment and youth entrepreneurship.

The allocation of youth entrepreneurship as a special segment of entrepreneurship occurs because, un-
like other types of entrepreneurship, it has its own specific features: innovative activity, innovative thinking;
mobility, flexibility of approaches, quick response to the development of new markets; the ability to con-
stantly update knowledge and skills in accordance with changing production and market requirements; the
ability of young people to withstand the increased work and nervous stress that accompanies entrepreneurial
activity, especially at its initial stage; risk predisposition of young people.

At the macroeconomic level, youth entrepreneurship in the Republic of Kazakhstan has, on the one
hand, socio-economic foundations, and on the other hand, institutional foundations. The socio-economic
foundations of youth entrepreneurship involve solving the social problems of youth, ensuring stable em-
ployment and income for this category of the population. Institutional foundations indicate that youth entre-
preneurship is not just a socio-economic phenomenon, but also become an important and significant institu-
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tion of the market economy, which at a certain stage ensures economic growth, innovation and competitive-
ness of the economic system.

At the present stage the issues of the formation and development of youth entrepreneurship in the Re-
public of Kazakhstan remain poorly researched, there are no clear boundaries of the conceptual apparatus of
youth entrepreneurship, its types, problem-target priorities of reform.

Literature Review

E.G. Shumik, E.V. Belik, M.P. Blinov (2017) believe that the term trends in the formation and devel-
opment of youth entrepreneurship are directly related to the age of the participants in this process.

A.V. Ivanova (2013), N.V. Akhiyarova (2009) give directly subjective age limits of youth entrepreneur-
ship, in such a range as 30—35 years, arguing that the this group of society has the maximum potential for
innovative ideas. K. Mannheim (2010) considers youth as a reserve of human resources for adaptation to rap-
idly changing economic and market conditions. According to the scientific views of K. Mannheim, youth is
neither progressive nor conservative, but is considered as the potential for perception of a dynamically
changing culture, civilization, and economy. C.R. McConnell and S.L. Brue (2009) believe that entrepre-
neurship is a systemic dynamic process of connecting all types of available resources into a single process of
producing a good or service. The main idea of K.R. McConnell and S.L. Bru focuses.on the fact that the
sought-for target landmark of entrepreneurship is the process of creation (production) of the final type of any
product or service. In the future, the production process is complemented by a commercial (sales) process,
which leads to education, making a profit. J. Schumpeter (1982) believes that entrepreneurship is the process
of transforming a new idea or invention into a successful innovation. Entrepreneurs' innovation leads to long-
term economic growth. Zh.M. Zhartai (2019) presented a methodological framework that makes it possible
to analyze the qualitative and quantitative parameters of the development of youth entrepreneurship, which
will increase the effectiveness of the implementation of state support for initiatives.

Zh.S. Khusainova, Zh.M. Zhartai (2020) developed the'methodological foundations of the Foresight
model for the development of youth entrepreneurship. We examined the main types of foresight and gave
their characteristics, substantiated the position of increasing the effectiveness of the brainstorming method in
relation to young entrepreneurs. Zh.M. Zhartai, Zh.S. Khusainova, B.S. Esengeldin (2020) presented an
analysis of the development of youth entrepreneurship in the Republic of Kazakhstan. The results of the
analysis will improve the efficiency of the mechanism for supporting young people engaged in entrepreneur-
ial activity.

Method

The key research methods were the methods of system analysis, structuring information, the statistical
method of research, the method of constructing hypotheses, the method of polling. Systems analysis methods
covered analytical and synthetic research methods. Within the framework of the analytical research method
youth entrepreneurship as/an economic category was considered in two components: the conceptual
apparatus of youth and modern scientific approaches to understanding entrepreneurial activity. As a result,
based on the analysis of terminology, a synthetic method was applied, which made it possible to develop a
refined author's definition of youth entrepreneurship. On the basis of the method of structuring information,
theoretical aspects were developed regarding the cause-and-effect factors of the emergence of youth
entrepreneurship, its classification directions of systematization, including types. The search for practice-
oriented information<made it possible to simulate the current economic situation in the field of youth
entrepreneurship: in the Republic of Kazakhstan. The survey method made it possible to determine
probabilistic forecasts and hypotheses for the development of youth entrepreneurship.

Results

The term youth entrepreneurship, using the analytical research method, is relevant to consider taking in-
to account two approaches: subjective and objective.

The subjective approach indicates that the main subject of youth entrepreneurship is youth.

In modern scientific periodicals, global information resources, youth is associated with a social-age
group that has the following attributes:

— age range;

— certain status in society (V.A. Lukov, 2012).

The age range of young people is governed by the legal and regulatory framework of each country sepa-
rately. In the complex, the average age range of young people varies within the following limits:
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— the lower limit is 14—16 years old;

— the upper limit is 25-30 and higher.

When considering youth entrepreneurship, almost all scientists and researchers, both foreign and Ka-
zakhstani, focus on the age qualification. So, for example, in a scientific study of scientists of the Russian
Federation E.G. Shumik, E.V. Belik, M.P. Blinov, it is noted that the term trends in the formation and devel-
opment of youth entrepreneurship are directly related to the age of participants in this process (E.G. Shumik,
E.V. Belik, M.P. Blinov, 2017).

A number of other scientists, such as A.V. Ivanova, N.V. Akhiyarova, within the framework of their
dissertation research directly give the subjective age boundaries of youth entrepreneurship in the range of
30-35 years, arguing that the this group of society has a maximum potential for innovative ideas
(A.V. Ivanova; 2013, N.V. Akhiyarova, 2009).

Along with the age criteria of young people, this category of society is endowed with a certain qualita-
tive status in society, which is characterized, on the one hand, by the transition from childhood to adoles-
cence, and, on the other hand, by the emergence and growth of social responsibility.

The attribute of social responsibility is considered by the German sociologist K. Mannheim; who con-
siders youth as a reserve of human resources for adaptation to rapidly changing economic and market condi-
tions. According to the scientific views of K. Mannheim, youth is neither progressive nor conservative, but is
considered as the potential for perception of a dynamically changing culture, civilization, economy
(K. Mannheim, 2010).

An objective approach to considering the concept of youth entrepreneurship.is focused on the main tar-
get — entrepreneurial activity.

There are multifaceted scientific approaches to the concept of entrepreneurial activity, which in turn are
delimited into historical stages.

Within the framework of the 20th century, the most accurate definition of entrepreneurship was pre-
sented in the works of K.R. McConnell, S.L. Brue. According to these scientists, entrepreneurship is a sys-
temic dynamic process of connecting all types of available resources into a single process of producing a
product or service (McConnell K.R., Bru S.L., 2009).

The main idea of K.R. McConnell and S.L. Bru focuses on the fact that the sought-for target landmark
of entrepreneurship is the process of creation (production) of the final type of any product or service. In the
future, the production process is complemented by a commercial (sales) process, which leads to education,
making a profit.

Another approach to the definition of entrepreneurship was put forward by the Austrian-American
economist J. Schumpeter. According to him, entrepreneurship is the process of transforming a new idea or
invention into a successful innovation. Creation of innovations by entrepreneurs leads to long-term economic
growth (J.A. Schumpeter, 1982). Entrepreneurial activity is logically interconnected with the concept of
“business”. Despite the fact that in practice business and entrepreneurship are often identified, they have a
different theoretical essence./Business is a systematic process of receiving, earning the accumulation of
funds, both in entrepreneurial and other activities.

It should be noted that in'most cases entrepreneurial activity is always associated with business as a re-
sult. In the reverse order, a business may not always be entrepreneurial.

In the 21st century entrepreneurship has taken on new qualitative forms and targets. Along with busi-
ness, the targets forentrepreneurial activity are:

—social goals;

— environmental goals;

— humanitarian goals (D. Bornshtein, 2015, T.V. Ershova, 2016).

In modern information sources there are general, logical, non-systematized concepts of entrepreneurial
activity, which are focused on the ultimate goal — making a profit. So, for example, in Wikipedia (the free
encyclopedia) entrepreneurship is interpreted as an independent activity of citizens, focused on the systemat-
ic receipt of profit under the following conditions: use of property, sale of goods, performance of work, ser-
vice; responsibility for risk; registration of an entrepreneur in accordance with the established procedure.

Analysis of approaches to the definition of entrepreneurship allows us to model the concept of this term,
which is reflected in accordance with Figure 1.
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Figure 1. The main structural elements of the conceptual apparatus.of entrepreneurship

Note: compiled by the authors

The conceptual apparatus of youth entrepreneurship can be represented in accordance with the Figure 2.

| Young entrepreneurship |

v

| Socio-economic phenomenon |
|

v v
| Social and age groups | Entrepreneurship ability
v v
| Age of 18-35 | | Resource potential
v v
| Social and age groups | Production of a product or service
v

| Commercialization process |

Figure 2. The main structural elements of the conceptual apparatus of youth entreprencurship

Note: compiled by.the authors

The main criteria for youth entrepreneurship are age qualifications and entrepreneurial ability. Similar
approaches take place in scientific research of other scientists.

Thus, in the scientific presentations of Russian researchers it is noted that citizens under 35 are young
entrepreneurs. In other information resources it is noted that youth entrepreneurship is a comprehensive sys-
tem of measures aimed at accumulating entrepreneurial thinking, abilities, starting opportunities for an entre-
preneurial activity and adapting to modern market relations among young people.

Youth entrepreneurship has its own cause-and-effect factors, which, in our opinion, should be divided
into two areas:

— problems of youth employment (unemployment);

— striving to meet needs.

The dominant factor in the development of youth entrepreneurship is the problem of youth employment
(unemployment).

Youth employment problems are most associated with natural unemployment, which in turn includes
such subspecies as:
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— frictional unemployment;

— structural unemployment.

The natural level of unemployment is characterized by a situation in the labor market when the total
number of citizens in search of work is roughly comparable to the total number of vacancies in enterprises,
firms, companies and other organizations.

The natural unemployment rate is characterized by the following trends:

— the process of training (teaching young people in universities, colleges);

— the process of finding a job when moving from one job to another (frictional unemployment);

— the process of training and retraining of personnel, the search for a new job in connection with the
closure and the emergence of new types of industries under the influence of factors of scientific and
technological progress (structural unemployment).

Taking the above into account, it should be assumed that natural unemployment, including that inherent
in young people, is inevitable and natural. Along with natural unemployment, youth employment. problems
can be associated with cyclical unemployment, which is directly dependent on the conjuncture cycles of the
economic system. This type of unemployment is comparable to the problems of a significant economic
downturn (K.R. McConnell, S.L. Brue, 2009).

The orientation of youth entrepreneurship in solving the problems of youth: unemployment is touched
upon in the scientific works of Kazakh scientists D.E. Mukhambetova, S.Ch. Primbetova, who note that
youth entrepreneurship plays a certain role in solving social and economic-problems (D.E. Mukhambetova,
S.Ch. Primbetova, 2020).

Taken together, in general, the cause-and-effect factors of youth entrepreneurship are presented in Fig-
ure 3.

| Young entrepreneurship |

v

| Cause-effect factors |
I

v v

Solving problems of employment (unem- | Meeting the needs
ployment) e ~
I o .
_’I Natural unemploymeng | : Individual needs of youth :
|
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Structural | === A ——— -
Biological
— Qyclic | Material
Social
Potential economic profits ]SEIt)ﬁgillal
Aestheti
—}| Development of the economic system | esthetie
—}| The economic growth |
) Increasing innovation activity
—}| Increasing competitiveness |
| Small and medium business development

Figure 3. Causal factors of youth entrepreneurship

Note: compiled by the authors

Along with solving the problems of unemployment, youth entrepreneurship involves solving the prob-
lems of meeting the initial basic economic needs, both their own and public. This leads to the development
of the economic system, economic growth, increased innovation and competitiveness of the economy, in-
cluding through the development of small and medium-sized businesses.
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Classic types of entrepreneurship correspond to youth entrepreneurship. Basic types of youth entrepre-
neurship are formed, in accordance with Figure 4, by subject matter and by organizational and legal form. By
subject matter, youth entrepreneurship is subdivided into:

— industrial entrepreneurship — the target is the organization of the production of goods and services;

— commercial entrepreneurship — the target is trade and intermediary activities;

— financial entrepreneurship — the target is the provision of financial services (A.N. Asaul, 2009).

According to the organizational and legal form, youth entrepreneurship is divided into three types:

— sole ownership (individual entrepreneurship) — a form of entrepreneurial activity by one citizen in

his own interests;

— partnership — conducting entrepreneurial activities in which two or more citizens agree on the own-

ership and management of an economic entity;

— corporation — doing business, in which economic activity is based on share capital divided into

shares owned by direct and indirect participants in the business process.

The optimal initial option for the development of youth entrepreneurship is individual entrepreneurship,
which in the future, within the framework of development, can be transformed into a partnership or corpora-
tion (joint stock company).

| Classification and types of youth entrepreneurship |
|

v v
By subject matter | By organizational
and legal form
Manufacturing entrepreneur- 0 o
ship Sole ownership |
Commercial entrepreneurship | Partnership |
Financial entrepreneurship | Corporation |
v v
To size | On a subjective basis |
Small business | Company |
Medium business | Firm |
Large business | Farms |
v
On an objective basis |
Classic entrepreneurship |
Innovative entrepreneurship |

Figure 4. Classification and main types of youth entrepreneurship

Note: compiled by the authors

The organizational and legal forms of youth entrepreneurship closely correlate with the types of entre-
preneurial activity in terms of size:
— individual entrepreneurs, as a rule, form the sphere of small business (the number of employees is up
to 50 people);
— partnerships can correspond to both the sphere of small and medium-sized businesses (the number of
employees is from 50 to 500 people);
— corporations are identified with large-scale entrepreneurship (the number of employees is more than
500 people).
An important type of youth entrepreneurship forms a subjective attribute. Within the framework of this
feature, the following types of youth entrepreneurship should be designated:
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— enterprises — organizations performing one or more functions for the production and distribution of

goods and services in the country's economy;

— firms — organizations owning and managing the activities of two or more enterprises;

— farms — enterprises in the system of the agrarian complex.

It should be noted that the basic postulate of the formation and development of youth entrepreneurship
is the creation of small businesses.

On an objective basis, youth entrepreneurship can be implemented both in the classical and in the inno-
vative format, which provides for:

— manifestation of leadership qualities and generation of new ideas;

— production and release of innovative goods and services;

— improvement of existing goods and services on the market;

— application of innovative business models in the practice of entrepreneurial activity;

— a systemic focus on innovative management and marketing;

— the use of innovative technologies in production.

Studying and analyzing the main scientific approaches to understanding the essence and economic role
of youth entrepreneurship, we can conclude that youth entrepreneurship is an integral element of traditional
entrepreneurial activity and forms a kind of reserve and potential for production opportunities, economic
growth, innovation and competitiveness of the country's economy. Youth entrepreneurship is implemented
through variable forms, types and is focused both on meeting social needs-and on solving problems of youth
employment. The dynamic progressive development of youth entrepreneurship; contributes to the achieve-
ment of a progressive level of natural unemployment and full employment of young people and the popula-
tion in the labor market.

As for the study of the situation in the Republic of Kazakhstan, the economic characteristics of the pop-
ulation aged 15-34 in the Republic of Kazakhstan are presented in accordance with Table 1.

Table 1. Economic characteristics of the population aged 15—34 years in the Republic of Kazakhstan

Indicator 2016 2017 2018 2019
Labor force, person 3.993 400 3975100 4 022 900 3 955 700
The share of the labor force in the total labor force; % 44,38 44,03 44,02 42,9
Employed population, people 3 780 300 3768 500 3 807 200 3753 300
Employees, people 2 896 000 2 909 000 2 974 000 2 900 000
Self-employed, person 884 300 859 400 833 400 853 700
Nominal unemployment rate, % 5,34 5,2 5,36 5,12
Real unemployment rate, % 32,53 32,16 30,89 31,29
Note: compiled by the authors on the basis of Statistical compilations “Demographic Yearbook of Kazakhstan”, “Employment in
Kazakhstan”

The unemployment rate can'be reduced by developing youth entrepreneurship. Among the problems
that hinder the development.of youth entrepreneurship are:

— personal or motivational difficulties of young people (Larchenko A.V., 2015);

— lack of‘professional and specific knowledge in the field of entrepreneurship, theoretical support and
experience (Laricheva A.A., 2014; Petrishche V.I1., 2015).

—thedack of a clear legislative definition of the concept of “youth entrepreneurship” and, as a conse-
quence, the impossibility of identifying its subjects for the purposes of accounting and analysis, which pre-
vents an objective assessment of the effectiveness of the legislative and executive measures taken
(A.O. Zhidikova, M.S. Rakitina 2014; V.I. Ignatov, 2015).

As part of the study, a survey was conducted among student youth of the Pavlodar region. The survey
involved 600 schoolchildren, undergraduate and graduate students, of whom 450 were girls and 150 were
boys.

The conducted research has shown that more than 54 % of the respondents are interested in organiz-
ing their own business. At the same time, 30 students already have a business, 202 students plan to
do business during their studies, 95 — after studies; the rest believe that they will not engage in entrepre-
neurial activity (Figure 5).
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Figure 5. The structure of students for forecasting the conduct of entreprencurial activity.
Note: compiled by the authors

Thus, on the part of young people, the level of those interested in organizing their. own business is quite
high. 60 % of students starting from the 3rd—4th year already earn extra money. At the same time, the study
showed that students mostly do not work in their specialty (J.M. Zhartai, 2019). One of the main reasons for
the current situation in the youth labor market is the imbalance in the professional training of young special-
ists and the existing demand for labor in the labor market. Currently the situation with the staff in many in-
dustries, services and education has acquired a systemic and problematic nature. Long-term workers leave
their jobs due to their age, and the necessary influx of young people.is not observed.

Mechanisms for promoting youth employment in the Republic of Kazakhstan can be divided into two
broad areas:

— general mechanisms for the formation of youth employment;

— mechanisms focused on youth participation in business entrepreneurship.

In order to reduce youth unemployment in infrastructure terms, from a theoretical point of view, a spe-
cial role is assigned to “employment centers”. The employment center is a specialized place in which media-
tion is carried out between entrepreneurs and unemployed or hired workers looking for a new job. Typically,
the employment center owns a databaserof job vacancies from different companies and a database of job
seekers.

State employment centers, in addition to help in finding a job, carry out a general study of the demand
and supply of labor, provide information on the required professions, provide vocational guidance, retraining
young people, register the unemployed and pay benefits at the expense of the state budget.

The leading element of the general mechanisms for the formation of youth employment in the Republic
of Kazakhstan, in accordance with Figure 6, is the training of professional personnel (training of young peo-
ple in colleges and.universities-under the programs of professional, higher and postgraduate education).

In the Republic of Kazakhstan, when training youth in the framework of vocational education, the fol-
lowing tasks are solved at a systematic level:

~development.and implementation of state general educational standards for vocational education, their
updating taking into account the situation on the labor market and structural changes in the economy;

— creating conditions for increasing the availability of vocational education;

— support for the non-state sector of vocational education;

— organization and development of social partnership in the vocational education system;

— expansion of international cooperation on training and retraining of personnel in educational institu-
tions of vocational education (Zh.S.Khusainova, Zh.M. Zhartai, 2020; Z.Zhartay, Z.Khussainova,
B. Yessengeldin, 2020).
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Figure 6. Modern mechanisms to promote youth employment in the Republic of Kazakhstan

Note: compiled by the authors

Along with the general mechanisms for ensuring employment and employment of youth, in the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan the formation of mechanisms focused on the participation of youth in business entrepre-
neurship is considered as a strategic direction. These mechanisms provide for:

- organization of activities and functioning of regional business incubators;

- functioning of republican youth associations, associations aimed at the development of youth entre-
preneurship;

- formation of the infrastructure of consulting and financial support for youth entrepreneurship;

- development of the activities of entrepreneurial universities.

Conclusions

Summarizing the above; it should be noted that motivational reasons, starting conditions for young peo-
ple, state support are not sufficient conditions for starting a business. Young people often lack basic
knowledge to run their own business. The development of youth entrepreneurship will be facilitated by the
process of integrating thevinterests of educational institutions, entrepreneurs, the population (the public) and
public authorities, which will achieve a synergistic effect.

To solve the problems of youth entrepreneurship the state should involve civil society institutions, pub-
lic and‘non-profit organizations, and entrepreneurs themselves. At the same time, it is important to under-
stand that young people should be a direct participant in the solution of regional problems and should not be
exclusively in the role of an object of education, training and socialization. These measures, in our opinion,
will contribute to the development of youth entrepreneurship, creating comfortable conditions for it; the
state, in turn, can initiate the mass attraction of young people to entreprencurial activity.
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Kazakcran PecnyGukachbIHIAFbI JKacTap KICiMKepJIiri:
TYCiHiri, MaceJiesiepi ’k9He 0J1apAbIH HIELITY JKOJAAPbI

Anoamna

Maxcamui: YKac yprIaKkThl KOCIIKEpITiK KbI3METKE KOCy oJiap YIIiH acipece, muenenickeH COVID-19 nangemMuscer
KE3CHiHJe JKYMBICTIEH KaMTy MpoOeMachIHbIH memiMaepiHiy Oipi Oombim Tabbutagpl. DKOHOMHUKAHBI HHHOBAIHSIIBIK
TpaHcopManmsiay TMporecTepl YIIIH jKacTap KOCIIKEpJiriH JaMbITYAbIH MaHBI3JIBUIBIFBIH €CKePCEK, COHIal-aK,
JKaCTapIbIH 9JICYMETTIK OeHiMIeny mpoIleciH OacKapyIbIH ©3EKTLIIr, OJap bl IIBIFAPMAIIIBUIBIK KBI3METKE TapTy KOHE
KEeKe ©31H-031 JKy3ere achblpyFa MYMKIHJIIK Oepy, »actap KOCIIKEpJiriH Kojijaay jKoHE JaMmbITy MexaHu3mi Kazakcran
Pecry0nuKkachbIHBIH QJ1€yMETTIK-OKOHOMUKAJIBIK JaMy MaceIeIepiH MICHTy [iH OpTalbIK 3JIEMEHTI OOJIbIN TaOblIa bl et
aiityra Ooiazpl. 3epTTey/iH MaKcaThl KACTap/IbIH )KYMBICIICH KaMTBUTY ITpo0iieMalapblH IeIyre OaFrbITTalnEaH KacTap
KOCIITKePIIITiHIH BApHATHBTI HBICAHIAPBl MEH TYPJIEPiH aHBIKTAy MAaKCAaTBIH/IA KACTap )KYMBICCHI3IBIFBIHBIH Maiina 6oy
ceOenTepiH Tanmay.

Odici: Xacrap KocimKepiri KYMBICBIHBIH CeOeT-cangapiblK (akTopiIapsl TYpalbl )KHHAIFAH TCOPUSIIBIK JKOHE
NPaKTHKAJBIK ACPEKTep XKyHesi Tajgay, aknapaTThl KypbUIbIMIAy, THIIOTE3a KYpy JKOHE cypay oiicTepiH. MaimanaHa
OTBIPBII TaJaHABL

Kopvimuinowr: YKactapaplH KypbUIBIMIBIK 3JEMEHTTEpIH TYCIHYAIH FBUIBIMH TOCUIAEpi-HETI3IHIe KacTap/blH
KOHLENTYaIIbl MOHI JKYHEJICH i, KOCIKEPIIK KbI3METTI JKY3€re achlpyFa OarbITTalFaH MaKCcaTThl OarnapbiHa COHMKec
KapacThIPbUIATHIH JKacTap KOCIMKEpJiri TY)XKbIpbIMIamMachlHa OOBEKTUBTI Ke3Kapac aHblKTayiabl. CoHOal ak, kacrap
KOCIMKEPJITiH aMBITYIBIH CeOem-caanapiblk (GakTopiaapbl aWKbBIHIAIIBI, KacTap “KOCIMKEPJIriH HEri3ri Typiepi
OoitpiHIIa JkikTey a3ipaeHni. CayanHama >KYpri3y apKpUIbl €HOSK HapbIFBIHIAFBI JKacTap KOCIKEpIIriH AaMbITy
npoOiemanapblHa KaThICTBl JKarJail 3eplesieHi JKOHE >KacTap JKYMBICCHI3/IBFBL IPOOJIEMAChIH ILIENIy JKOJIJaphl
YCBHIHBIIIBL.

Tyorcvipuimoama: YKactap KociKepiiri YFbIMBIHA FRUIBIMH KO3KapacTapabl HaKThI XKyleney, )KacTap apachIHIarbl
JKYMBICCBI3/IBIK ceOenTepiH, *KacTap KOCIIKEPIiriH JaMbITy MpoOJeMaTapblH aHBIKTAy jKacTap MEH XalbIKThl €HOeK
HaPBIFBIH/IA TOJBIK XYMBICIICH KAMTYFa KOJI JKETKI3y YIIiH jKacTap KOCIIKEPIIriHiH yIeMelli JaMyblH KaMTaMachl3 eTyTe
MYMKIiHIIK Oepeni.

Kinm ce30ep: xactap, jxacTap KOCIIKep:iri, OM3HecC >KoHE KOCIMKEpIiK, KOCIMKEPIiK KBI3MET, KYMBICCHI3JIBIK,
JKYMBICTICH KaMTY, CBIHBINITAY, HHHOBAIMSIIBIK OEJICeHIUTIK, OoceKereKaoiIeTTiiK.

J.H. AiiT:kanoBa, M.M. Berentaen, C.K. KynszoBa, A.A. Tutkon

MoJioeskHoe NpeAIPpUHAMATEILCTBO B Pecniybimke Kazaxcran:
MOHSTHE, MPO0JIEeMBbI M MyTH PelIeHHs

Annomayus

L]ens: BriroueHne B NpeIIPUHAMATEIBCKYIO JAESTEIBHOCT MOJIOJIOTO TIOKOJICHUS SIBIISIETCS JUIS HUX OJHHAM M3
pelIeHu# MpoOIeMBl TPYIOBOM 3aHITOCTH, OCOOCHHO obOocTpuBiieiics B mepuon nmannemun COVID-19. YuuteiBas
BaXKHOCTH Pa3BUTHSI MOJIOJICKHOTO TIPEATPHHAMATEIHCTBA IS TIPOIIECCOB HHHOBAIMOHHOW TpaHC(HOpMAIHK SYKOHOMH-
KH, a TaK)Ke aKTyaJbHOCTH YIIPABICHMS IIPOLIECCOM COIHMANBHON alalTallii MOJIOJCKH, BOBIICUCHHUS €€ B CO3UAATENb-
HYIO JIESTETHHOCTh W MPEAOCTABICHUS BO3MOXKHOCTEH T MaKCHMAaTbHON JTMIHOCTHOW CaMOpeatn3aliui, MOKHO yT-
BEP)KIaTh, YTO MEXAHM3M HMOJACPKKHA M Pa3BUTHS MOJOACKHOTO MPEANPUHUMATEIBCTBA SBISETCS [EHTPAJIBHBIM 3J1e-
MEHTOM pelIeHHs MPobJieM COIMAIbHO-KOHOMUYeCKoro pa3BuTus Pecriyonuku Kaszaxcran. Llenb qanHoro rccnenoBa-
HUS 3aKIII0YAeTCs B aHAJIN3E NPUYNH BOZHUKHOBEHUS MOJIOACKHON 0e3pabOTHIIBI C IIETBI0 ONPEICICHIs BapUaTHBHBIX
(hopM# BUIOB-MOJIOAEKHOTO IPEINPUHUMATENBCTBA, OPUEHTHPOBAHHBIX HA PEIICHUE MTPOOIIEM 3aHATOCTH MOJIOJIEKH.

Memoovr: CoOpaHHBIE TEOPETUUECKHE U PAKTHYECKUE JaHHbIE O IPUYUHHO-CIIEICTBEHHBIX (hakTopax (yHKIHO-
HUPOBaHMSL. MOJIOJIS)KHOTO MPEANPUHUMATEIBCTBA ObLUIM IPOaHAIM3UPOBAHbI C UCIIOJIB30BAaHHEM METO/I0B CHCTEMHOTO
aHaJM3a, CTPYKTypUpOBaHus HH(OpMAaLUK, TTOCTPOCHHUS THITOTE3 M OIIpOca.

Pesynvmamei: Ha ocHOBE Hay4HBIX MOJXO0/I0OB K TIOHUMAHHUIO CTPYKTYPHBIX DJIEMEHTOB MOJIOJICKH OblIa cucTeMa-
THU3MPOBAHA MTOHATHHHAS CYITHOCTh MOJIOJIC)KH, ONpe/esieH 00BEKTUBHBIN MOIX0/] K HOHITHIO ‘“MOJIOJIEKHOE TIPEIPH-
HUMATEIHCTBO’, KOTOPOE PACCMOTPEHO B COOTBETCTBHH C €TO IEJIEBHIM OPHESHTHPOM, HANIPABICHHBIM HA OCYIICCTBIIC-
HUE TPEANPHHAMATEIBECKON JEeSITeIBbHOCTA. bollee TOro BBIABICHBI MPUYHHHO-CICACTBEHHBIE (PaKTOPHI PA3BUTUS MO-
JIOJIS)KHOTO TPEIIPUHUMATENBCTBA, pa3paboTaHa KITaCCUPHUKAIAS MOJIOICKHOTO TPEATIPHHAMATEIHCTBA IT0 OCHOBHBIM
BugaMm. IlocpencTBoM mpoBeneHUs ONpoca U3ydeHa CUTyalusl Ha PhIHKE TPYyJa OTHOCHUTEIBHO MPOOJIeM pa3BUTHS MO-
JIOJEKHOTO MPEIIPUHIMATENECTBA U TPEATIOKEHBI Iy TH PELICHUS IPOOIEMbI MOJIOIS)KHOW Oe3paObO0THIIB.

Bowisoowvr: UéTkas cucremaru3anyusi HayYHbIX MOJXOJI0B K IMOHSATHIO MOJIOJISKHOTO MPEAIPUHIUMATEIbCTBA, BbISB-
JICHWE MPUYUH 0e3paboTHIIbI CPeAr MOJIOJEKH, MPOOJIEM Pa3BUTHSI MOJIOAEKHOTO HPEeINPUHUMATENBCTBA TTO3BOJIST
00ecIeuuTh MOCTYNaTeNbHOE PAa3BUTHE MOJIOJECKHOTO MPEIIPUHUMATENBCTBA Ui JOCTHKEHUs TIOJIHOW 3aHSATOCTH
MOJIOICKH M HaceJIeHHs Ha PhIHKE TPYAa.
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Youth entrepreneurship in the Republic of Kazakhstan:...

Kniwouesvie cnosa: MoaoaeKb, MOJIOACKHOE MPEINPUHUMATEIBCTBO, OU3HEC U MTPEANPUHUMATEIBCTBO, MIPEAPH-
HUMATENbCKasl JIeATEIbHOCTh, 0e3paboTHIIa, 3aHITOCTh, KIACCH(UKAIMS, HHHOBAIIMOHHAS AKTHBHOCTh, KOHKYPEHTO-
CIIOCOOHOCTb.
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