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Poverty reduction as a factor of ensuring food security in Kazakhstan

Abstract

Object: One of the key factors of economic security is the economic availability ofifood. This directly affects the
problem of poverty reduction. Today, in Kazakhstan, the decline in real incomes ofsthe, population threatens the possi-
bility of meeting the need for high-quality nutrition of citizens. The purpose of the/study'isgo assess the level of poverty
in Kazakhstan and develop measures to reduce it.

Methods: The research methods were: systematic, the method of economig,and“statistical data processing, expert
evaluation, the method of multidimensional comparative analysis of the levelef peverty in the context of the regions of
Kazakhstan and the republic as a whole.

Findings: It is revealed that Kazakhstan ranks 32nd in the rapking,of 123 countries in the world on food security.
This is largely determined by the decrease in the availability, of €00d products as a result of the lagging income of the
population from the increase in food prices. The decrease in‘the ecanomic availability of food occurs as a result of the
increase in poverty indicators. The methodology for agsessing poverty based on the consumer basket does not reflect the
real picture and needs to be adjusted. The underestimation of the Subsistence minimum directly determines the amount
of social payments from the state budget for vulnerable segmentsfof the population, which further aggravates the growth
of the number of poor.

Conclusions: Based on the analysis, a number of recommendations aimed at combating poverty, including organi-
zational, legislative and financial instruments,“are,presented. In particular, it is proposed to revise the methodology for
assessing the consumer basket; set the poverty,line by'the subsistence minimum, as is customary in most countries and
recommended by international experts; develop state programs to promote youth employment; increase the responsibil-
ity of local executive bodies for the implementation of employment programs and the development of regional em-
ployment centers.

Keywords: food security, ecafomic accessibility of food, subsistence minimum, consumer basket, poverty level.

Introduction

The criterion ofitheveffectiveness of the socio-economic policy of any state is the growth of the welfare
of its population."Qne of,the factors of a decent standard of living is not only the provision of employment,
the solution ofyhousing, problems, but also, to a greater extent, the sufficiency of income for proper nutrition.
In moderni conditions, ensuring food security in the Republic of Kazakhstan is becoming particularly rele-
vant.\I hisfis due to negative macroeconomic trends, the impact of external threats on business activity, and a
decrease.in real incomes of the population. A complex combination of external and internal factors, taking
into account'the specifics of the Kazakh economy, characterized by a raw material orientation, negatively
affects the production of food products. Rising prices for raw materials, energy and other factors of entrepre-
neurial activity entail an increase in the cost of food, which reduces their availability for many citizens.
Against the background of rising prices, real household incomes are declining, as the wage level lags behind
the inflation rate in the country. In these conditions, ensuring food security becomes a priority of state policy.

Ensuring food security largely depends not only on the availability of food in the country, their quality
and volume of production. Economic accessibility means the ability to meet the need for high-quality nutri-
tion of citizens. Today, in Kazakhstan, the decline in real incomes of the population threatens the possibility
of purchasing essential food. The reduction in income is associated with a decrease in business and entrepre-
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neurial activity, insufficient social benefits to protect vulnerable segments of the population of the republic,
which leads to an increase in the level of poverty in the country. The purpose of the study is to assess the
level of poverty in Kazakhstan and develop measures to reduce it.

In reality, in Kazakhstan, indicators of the standard of living of the population, the volume and structure
of household incomes and expenditures, as well as criteria for the level of poverty lag behind statistical data,
which further actualizes the topic of the study and causes the need to adjust the methodology for assessing
poverty.

The development of organizational and economic measures to activate entrepreneurial activity will con-
tribute to solving the problem of increasing the level of income, which will solve the problem of increasing
the availability of food.

The development of a set of measures to overcome poverty is aimed at reducing social risks, expanding
opportunities to meet the primary need for quality nutrition. The adjustment of the methodologyifor as-
sessing the level of poverty will help to increase the objectivity of the assessment, whichiwill*entail\an in-
crease in the amount of social benefits for vulnerable segments of the population and will helpito increase the
availability of food for all citizens.

Literature Review

The problems of ensuring food security are widely discussed in the,World ecenomic literature
Prosekov A. Y. & Ivanova S. A. (2018), Christophe Béné, Deborah Bakker, Moniea Juliana Chavarro, Brice
Even, Jenny Melo, Anne Sonneveld (2021). With the unity of opinions on ifS essencejand objectives, there is
a discrepancy in the criteria and methodology of assessment. In a number ofisttdiés, food security is assessed
on the basis of the Global Food Security Index (GFSI) and the Food 'Security”Scale (FIES) (Allee et al.,
2021). Simulation and predictive models are also used, which allowithe authors to develop agri-food policy
measures.

In scientific research, special attention is paid to the igsues,of feod quality, taking into account envi-
ronmental problems, and the problems of providing ateoufitry withyits own food production are widely dis-
cussed Devereux S., Béné C. & Hoddinott J. (2020), CalabreseyE.J. (2013), Capone R., El Bilali H., Debs P.
et al. (2014). However, in our opinion, all theséymodels d@ynot contribute to solving the problems of food
security, as they explore its individual aspects. In oupopinign, the issues of economic accessibility in the sci-
entific literature are not given due attention.

A large number of studies have been devoted to the study of poverty problems. The scientific founda-
tions for improving the standard of living#ig,the\conditions of the growth of the world economy were laid by
well-known scientists, including A. Atkinson, JXGreer, T. Kalan, A.S en, J. Foster and others.

The problems of poverty in thefreseareh of modern authors are studied mainly from the point of view of
social security Yu L. Rong & LiX. Yun (2021), Navruz-Zoda B. (2021), Yu Yanni, Huang Jinghong (2021).
At the same time, the research.is daminated by a subjective approach related to the peculiarities of a particu-
lar country. The result of the development of the theory and methodology of assessing the standard of living
is an approach adoptedgqn werld practice based on the assessment of the subsistence minimum and the food
basket.

Kazakhstan also‘uses a"poverty assessment based on the calculation of the subsistence minimum. How-
ever, due to the glabal eeonomic crisis and the increasing complexity of the influence of numerous factors,
this appreach1§,0bjectively outdated. In the conditions of new economic realities, an objective assessment of
the problems,of paverty reduction in Kazakhstan as the main factor in ensuring food security is necessary.

Methods

In the,eourse of the research, general scientific, including systematic, analytical, economic and statisti-
cal data processing, and expert evaluation methods were used.

A systematic approach to data selection made it possible to systematize the official statistical indicators
of the Bureau of National Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan, characterizing the level of poverty in the
Republic and by region. The method of economic and statistical data processing was used as the basis for
horizontal and vertical analysis to assess the quantitative and qualitative parameters of the poverty level. The
methodology for assessing the standard of living based on the use of the subsistence minimum and the con-
sumer basket has been criticized as not corresponding to the objective realities of the republic in modern
conditions.
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Results

Food security presupposes a state of the state's economy that is able to provide, through its own produc-
tion, basic types of food to all citizens of the country in the quantity and quality that are necessary for their
viability (Kajgorodcev A.A., 2019).

A number of components of this concept are presented in the economic literature. In particular, the fol-
lowing:

- physical accessibility, assuming a sufficient number of safe and nutritious products;

- economic availability of food of the necessary volume and quality for all segments of the population;

- autonomy and independence of the national food system;

- reliability, assuming the stability of the national food system to seasonal, weather and other fluctua-
tions;

- sustainability, meaning the ability of the national food system to expand reproduction.

Considering the aspect of the autonomy of national food security, it should be emphasized thatall,coun-
tries of the world depend on food imports to one degree or another. Meanwhile, accordingte, the Eurasian
Economic Commission, Kazakhstan provides itself with food by 83% in 2022, behind Belarusy(94%) and
Russia (90%). Among the EEA countries, it is ahead of Kyrgyzstan (81%) and Armepia (73%):

According to the World Food security ranking, which evaluates financial aceessibility, product quality
and safety, as well as sustainable development, Kazakhstan rose from 41st to 32fid placesedt of 113 countries
in 2022, surpassing Russia, Belarus, Azerbaijan and Uzbekistan (Table 1). Aeeerding to the FAO classifica-
tion, Kazakhstan today belongs to the third favorable group of states in tefms©f food security on a par with
China, Australia, as well as countries in Europe and North America.

Table 1. Kazakhstan's place in the ranking of countries on food security in2021-2022

Top Country Overall assess- Accessibility Assoftment Quality and| Natural resources
place ment safety and sustainability
2021
1 Irish 84,0 92,9 75,1 94,0 74,1
2 Austria 81,3 90,5 75,2 91,2 65,7
3 Great Britain 81,0 9T 72,7 89,6 69,0
4 Finland 80,9 91,7 66,2 93,8 75,1
5 Switzerland 80,4 89,0 76,9 86,4 65,1
9 USA 79,1 88,7 71,0 94,3 61,3
11 Germany 78,7 90,1 69,3 87,8 66,0
23 Russia 74,8 86,9 64,9 85,8 59,9
36 Belarus 70,9 86,3 57,0 82,8 56,3
41 Kazakhstan 69,2 83,0 58,5 81,0 51,9
78 Uzbekistan 53,8 49,3 51,3 65,1 55,4
2022
1 Finland 83,7 91,9 70,5 88,4 82,6
2 Irish 81,7 92,6 70,5 86,1 75,1
3 Norway 80,5 87.2 60,4 86,8 87,4
4 France 80,2 91,3 69,0 87,7 70,3
5 Netherlands 80,1 92,7 70,7 84,7 69,2
13 USA 78,0 87,1 65,1 88,8 69,4
19 Germany 77,0 87,9 67,0 79,9 70,8
32 Kazakhstan 72,1 78,0 67,2 76,3 65,4
43 Russia 69,1 77,8 61,4 78,7 56,6
55 Belarus 64,5 67,8 61,9 69,0 58,5
73 Uzbekistan 57,5 52,7 56,4 64,6 57,9

Note — Global Food Security Index

It should be noted that currently there is no law on food security in Kazakhstan. At the same time, the
Government has developed a Plan to ensure food security of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2022-2024. It
includes 3 main directions — physical accessibility of food products, economic accessibility of food products,
guality and safety of food.
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Among the measures to ensure the economic accessibility of food products, an important role is as-
signed to the problem of poverty reduction. Despite the system of economic levers and mechanisms operat-
ing in the republic, the problem of poverty in Kazakhstan is still relevant, it is especially acute in rural areas.
Due to the slowdown in economic growth and increased inflation, wages lag behind price increases, which
cause a decrease in real incomes of the population.

In the structure of household expenditures, the share of food products increased over the period 2018-
2022 from 48.5% to 51.1% (in accordance with Figure 1). This is happening against the background of a de-
crease in the share of paid and other services, as well as non-food products. At the same time, the least afflu-
ent 40% of the country's citizens spend 59% on food. During the pandemic, the majority of the population
barely made ends meet. The increase in the inflation rate also caused a decrease not only in income from
work, but also in social benefits, which aggravated the situation in low-income families living on sacial ben-
efits.

120 -
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| |
Taxes, loan payments and other 71 7 74
expenses
M Paid services 21 15,7 16,5 17,1
H Non-food products 23,5 22,9 23,3 23,7 24,7
B Food products ,5 50 53,9 52,8 51,1

Figure 1. Structure of household
Note — compiled by the author on the basis @

ditures in the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2018-2022, in %
the Bureau of National Statistics

ta (Fig. 2), the share of thegpepulation of the republic with incomes below the subsistence minimum in-
creased from 2.7% in 2017 @' 9 in 2022. This is due to the lag in nominal incomes from the inflation rate,
an increase in unemployment during the pandemic, and a reduction in the number of self-employed. At the

same time, the sha e population with incomes below the cost of the food basket is relatively stable and
averages 0.1% ofdhe ulation of the republic.
Poverty assessment
6 5,3 5,2 5,2
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B The proportion of the population with incomes below the subsistence minimum

B The proportion of the population with incomes below the cost of the food basket

Figure 2. Assessment of the poverty level in the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2017-2022, in %
Note — compiled by the author on the basis of data from the Bureau of National Statistics

Cepus «3koHomumkar». Ne 4(112)/2023 69



R.K. Berstembayeva, D.A. Tleuzhanova et al.

The assessment of the level of poverty in the regional context allows us to draw the following conclu-
sions.

Analyzing the dynamics of the proportion of the population with incomes below the subsistence mini-
mum, it should be noted the growth of the indicator in all regions of Kazakhstan (Table 2).

Table 2. The share of the population of the Republic of Kazakhstan with incomes below the subsistence minimum, in %

Oblast 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Republic of Kazakhstan 2,7 4,3 4,3 5,3 5,2 5,2
Abai - - - - - 5,9
Akmolinskaya 2,9 4,2 4,3 5,9 6,4 6,0
Aktobe 1,9 2,9 3,0 3,5 3,7 4.4
Almaty 2,4 3,7 2,9 4,0 4,2 3,8
Atyrau 2,8 2,5 2,5 3,0 3,3 3.3
West Kazakhstan 2,7 3,2 3,7 3,9 4.4 4.2
Zhambylskaya 3,5 4,6 4,8 5,8 5,3 5,0
Zhetysuiskaya - - - - 5 5,5
Karaganda 1,6 2,3 2,5 3,0 3,2 3,8
Kostanay 2,4 4,1 3,4 3,5 34 5,0
Kyzylorda 3,0 4,9 4,9 5,8 5,5 5,0
Mangystau 3,3 4,9 4,3 5,7 8,6 8,1
South Kazakhstan 5,0 - - - - -
Pavlodar 1,7 3,1 3,8 39 3,9 3,9
North Kazakhstan 3,3 4,7 5,6 6,7 55 5,7
Turkestan 6,6 10,6 10,8 12,2 9,8 9,7
Ulytau - - - - - 2,2
East Kazakhstan 1,8 6,3 6,2 6,5 55 4,8
Astana 0,8 0,9 152 15 2,2 1,9
Almaty 1,0 2,8 2,8 4,9 5,2 4,8
Shymkent 0,2 2,5 2,8 5,0 55 6,6
Note — compiled by the author on the basis of data from the Bureau of National Statistics

Among the regions of the republic in@which this indicator exceeds the national average value are
Akmola, Zhambyl, Mangystau, Turkestan region and Shymkent. The most favorable situation is developing
in Aktobe, Atyrau, Karaganda, Kostanay, Paulgdar regions and Astana. In our opinion, this fact is explained
by the fact that these are regions where industry and entrepreneurial activity are developed, the decisive fac-
tor is the employment of the papulation with high-performance labor. In regions with a high level of poverty,
in our opinion, there are large families¥o€used on receiving social benefits from the state. The high level of
poverty in the Mangystau s€giop istexplained, in our opinion, not only by socio-demographic factors, but
also by the high level of foodgprices in this region. At the same time, the situation in cities and rural areas is
even more aggravated. Sociahinequality causes a different level of accessibility in food.

Despite the factjthatsthe, estimated value of the subsistence minimum is very low, according to official
data for 2022, 1,082 theusand people with incomes below the subsistence minimum were recorded in the
republic. Accerding te,unofficial data, this figure exceeds 1.5 million people.

Another important criterion for assessing extreme poverty is the comparison of the income of the popu-
lation, with theleost of the food basket. If the value of food products is 55% of the value of the consumer bas-
ket, then this indicator is 20,563 tenge per person.

Accarding to experts, in 2021, 4.7 thousand households in the republic had incomes below the cost of a
food basket. The number of citizens living in these households amounted to 28.1 thousand people. At the
same time, most of them live in large families. In 2022, according to statistics, the situation has changed for
the better, so the number of households with incomes below the food basket has decreased to 3.3 thousand
with a population of 20.3 thousand people.

The regional picture of extreme poverty is also uneven. As can be seen from the presented data, the
share of the population with incomes below the cost of the food basket has increased in Akmola, Mangystau
regions and the city of Almaty. Most families with incomes below the cost of a food basket live in Almaty:
869 households. Tellingly, despite a decrease in the number of families by 1.4%, the number of citizens liv-
ing in these households increased by 47.5% over the year. In the Akmola region, 789 families were recorded
with a population of 6.5 thousand living in them, an increase of 52.5% over the year. This is followed by the
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Mangystau region, which is home to 3.4 thousand people (789 households), here the increase is even more
significant — 52.6%.

Table 3. The share of the population of the Republic of Kazakhstan with incomes having incomes below the cost of the
food basket (in %)

Oblast 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Republic of Kazakhstan 0,1 0,1 0,1 0,2 0,1 0,1
Abai - - - - - 0,1
Akmolinskaya 0,2 0,3 0,2 0,3 0,5 0,4
Aktobe 0,1
Almaty 0,1 0,1 0,2 0,1
Atyrau
West Kazakhstan 0,2 0,1 ... ...
Zhambylskaya 0,1 0,1 0,1 0,2
Zhetysuiskaya - - - - 3 0,2
Karaganda 0,1 0,1 0,2 0,4 0,2 02
Kostanay 0,1 0,4 0,2 0,4 0,0
Kyzylorda 0,1 0,1
Mangystau 0,4 0,2 0,2 0,5 0,1
South Kazakhstan 0,1 - - - - -
Pavlodar 0,0 0,2
North Kazakhstan 0,6 0,1 0,1 0;2 0,2
Turkestan 0,2 0,2 0,1 0,3 0,2 0,1
Ulytau - - - - -
East Kazakhstan 0,8 0,4 0,4 0,2 0,0 0,6
Astana 0,1 0,1
Almaty 0,1 01 0,0 0,2 0,3 0,2
Shymkent 0,1
Note — compiled by the author on the basis of data from the'Bureau of National Statistics

Thus, the aggravation of problems with poverty“in,the‘republic causes the need to take drastic measures
to reduce it.

Discussions

The difficult geopolitical situationgassociated with the economic consequences of Russia's war with
Ukraine has not slowed down, to affect the domestic market of Kazakhstan. The republic lost access to a
number of raw materials marketstin ‘Russia and Belarus, which were also the main suppliers of a number of
food products — meat and meat progucts, dairy products, cereals and vegetables. The domestic market cannot
meet the demand of citizehs of*the“republic for a number of food products, inflationary expectations of
households have led to a jump’in food prices.

In these conditions, the“real incomes of the population are declining, which requires the government to
take urgent measureste reduee poverty.

In order to preventiunderestimation of the level of wages, the law “On the Republican Budget” adopted
annuallyestaBlishes minimum wages and pensions. Companies and individual entrepreneurs, assuming the
hiringfof labor, mustépay wages exceeding this indicator. In addition, the Government of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan eonstantly indexes all social benefits and standards.

The,problems of poverty assessment are directly related to the quantitative definition of its criteria. The
definition‘@f'the poverty line itself varies significantly across countries. For international comparisons, 2 in-
dicators of the poverty line are recommended: $3.2 per day per person for lower-middle-income countries
and $5.5 per day for higher-middle-income countries.

In Kazakhstan, the poverty line is set at 70% of the subsistence minimum. In the Russian Federation,
these concepts coincide (Berstembayeva et al., 2021).

The subsistence minimum in 2022 in Kazakhstan is 37389 tenge, respectively, the poverty line of 70%
is 26 172 tenge.

The subsistence minimum is a certain minimum level of income per person, which in Kazakhstan is set
as the value of the minimum consumer basket. It includes expenditures on food and non-food products. The
structure of the subsistence minimum has undergone changes in recent years. Since January 1, 2018, the
share of non-food products is 45% of the subsistence minimum.
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Expenditures on food products are calculated based on the norms of food consumption and the level of
prices for them. The norms of food consumption have been developed by the Kazakh Academy of Nutrition
on the basis of ensuring energy value at the physiological level. This indicator is the same throughout Ka-
zakhstan, despite significant regional and gender-age differences.

At the same time, it should be noted that the composition of the consumer basket varies significantly by
country. In Kazakhstan today, the minimum consumer basket includes 43 items of food products, previously
it included only 20 items.

The analysis showed that the current practice of assessing the level of poverty does not correspond to
the real state of affairs and cannot serve as an objective basis for calculating social benefits.

Conclusions

The fight against poverty requires a revision of the methodology of its assessment. In our opinion, first
of all, it is necessary to adjust the composition of the consumer basket. Since the subsistence minimum
serves as a guideline for calculating social benefits and assessing the level of poverty, the modern practice of
assessing it does not stand up to criticism, since it does not reflect the real state of affairs, FORits, objective
assessment, a thorough analysis is necessary not only of the composition and quantity efyfoody but-also of the
price level for them, taking into account the differentiation of the regions of the republicglmaddition, there is
a significant difference between this indicator in urban and rural areas.

To solve the complex of problems aimed at combating poverty, an integrated approach is needed, in-
volving organizational, legislative, and financial mechanisms. In particular gwe gonsider it appropriate:

- in order to create effective state guarantees to neutralize social risksgthe methodology for assessing
the consumer basket should be revised:;

- legislatively establish the poverty line by the amount of‘the ‘Stlbsistence minimum, as is customary in
most countries and recommended by international experts;

- increasing the incomes of the population through thegactivation, of entrepreneurship, effective levers
and incentives are needed for this purpose;

- development of state programs to promote youth employment;

- increasing the responsibility of local exegutive bodies for maintaining the unemployment rate at a
minimum, for this purpose, regional employment centers should be developed;

- in order to level out social inequality, it is necessary to increase the amount of the non-taxable mini-
mum for individual income tax, as well as to differentiate its rates in accordance with the level of income of
citizens.

The implementation of these measures Will>contribute to a comprehensive solution to the problems of
poverty reduction and will help to neutralize social risks, since unemployment and poverty can have negative
consequences in the form of an inCrease in€rime and aggravation of social conflicts.
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P.K. BepcrembaeBa, /I.A. Taey:xkanosa, JI.K. Cap:kanos, K. A AmaHreabaneBa
KeneitnikTi azaiity Kazakcranmarsl a3bIK TYJIiK Kayincizairin kaMramMaesi3 ety (GakTopbl peTiHae

Anoamna:

Maxcamvl: DKOHOMMKAIBIK KayilCi3miKTiH Herisri (akTopiapblHBiH O0ipl — a3bIK-TYJIKTIH YKOHOMHKAJIBIK
KoJDKeTiMainiri. Byn keneitnmikTi azaiity macenecine Tikened ogep edeni. byringe Kazakcranma XasbIKThIH HaKThI
TaOBICHIHBIH TOMEH/ICY1 a3aMaTTapIbIH calajibl TAMaKTaHyFayIer €l KaKSTIIITiH KaHaFaTTaHIBIPY MYMKIH/ITIHE Kayil
TOHIIpyAe. 3epTTeydiH MakcaThl KasakcTaHIarsl KeICWIIIK JECHIEHiH Oaranay >KoHE OHBI TOMCHICTY >KOHIHZIETI
Hrapajgap/sl a3ipiey.

Odici: Maxkamana KyHemik, JepeKTepli dKOHOMUAKABIK-CTATHCTHKANBIK OHJEY 9IICi, capanTaMaiblK Oaramay,
KaszakcraH MeH »Kaimbl pecmyOnmuKa eHipiaepi OeniHICIHEE KemeWmiK IeHreifiH aHBIKTay YINIH KeIeeMIl
CaJIBICTBIPMAJIBI TAJIAY JJIICI MaiilaaHbUTFaH.

Kopvimuinowr: Kazakcran a3bIK-TyJIiK Kayincidairi OoiibiHma aixemuin 113 enminin peltuHricinge 41-mi opeinaa
eKeHI aHBIKTaJJbl. byl keOiHece a3bIK-TYINiK OaBachlHbIH ©CYIHEH XaJbIKTBIH TAOBICBIHBIH apTTa KaJybl HOTH)KECIHJE
a3pIK-TYJIK  TayapiapblHa KOJDKCTIMJIUIIKEIH TOMEHACYIMEH  aHbIKTadaabl.  AB3BIK-TYJIKTIH  SKOHOMHKAIIBIK
KOJDKETIMIUIITIHIH TOMEH/eyi KeHACHIiK \IeHreHiHIH JKOFapbulaybl HOTHXKeCiH/e naiaa Oonaabl. TyThiHyIIBI ceOeTiHe
HETI3ZIereH KeJIeIikTi Oaranay QHMICTCMECigHaKThl KOPIHICTI KOpCeTIeal xoHe Ty3eTyali Kaxker ereni. KyHkepic
JICHIeHiHIH TOMEH/ICY] XaJbIKTBEH,OCAMTOITAPHl YIIiH MEMIIEKETTIK OFOJKETTCH TOIICHETIH QJIEYMETTIK TOJIeMICPIiH
MeIIIIEPiH TiKeIel aHbIKTal I, Oy KeACHIIep CAaHBIHBIH OCYiH OJJaH d9pi KYIICHTe .

Tyorcoipoimoama: TamnaydAerizinae KeneislikneH Kypecyre OarbITTaiFaH OipKaTap YCBIHBICTap, COHBIH iIIiHIE
YHBIMIACTHIPYIIBUTHIK, 3aHHAMANBIK JKOHE Kap KbUIBIK Kypalliap YChIHBUIFAH. ATall aiiTKaHIa, TYThIHY ceOeTiH Oaranay
o/licHaMachlH KalTa Kapay'YCHIHBLIA/EI, KOITEICH eNepAc dACTTEriAel )KOHEe XallbIKApaNbIK Capallibuiap YCHIHFaH
KYHKOpIC JieHredi OOWBIHIIA Keleimik ImeriH Oenriney; »acTapAbl JKYMbBICKA OpHAJACTBIpyFa KapleMJecyliH
MEMJICKETTIK OaEIapiaMaiapbiH 93ipJey; *KYMBICIICH KaMTy OaraapiraMaiapbiH iCKe achIpy KOHE XalIBIKTBIH OMIp CYpy
camachpifi aPTTHIPYs, XAIBIKTHI JKYMBICTIEH KaMTYABIH OHIPJIK OPTANBIKTAPBIH JAMBITY YIIIH JKEPTiTiKTI aTKapyIIbl
oprafijap ABIHBKayaTKePIIiITiH apTTBIPY.

Kinm ce3dep: a3bIK-TYIIIK KayilCi3airi, a3pIK-TYIIKTiH 3KOHOMHUKAIBIK KOJDKETIMALIIT], KYHKOpiC JeHrei, TYThIHY
ceberi, KENEUINK JTeHreli.

P.K. bepcrembaeBa, /I.A. Taey:xkanoBa, /I.K. Cap:xanos, ZK.A. AMaHreabaneBa
CoxkpaieHue 0eTHOCTH Kak (pakTop odecnedeHus MPOAOBOJILCTBEHHOM Oe3onacHocTu B Kazaxcrane

Annomayus:

Lenv: OgHUM U3 KIIFOYEBBIX (PAKTOPOB IKOHOMHUYECKON OE30MACHOCTH SBJIIETCS SKOHOMHYECKAs IOCTYITHOCTH
MIPOAOBOJILCTBHA. DTO HAPSAMYIO BIMSCT Ha mpobiemy cokparienus: oennoctu. Ceronns B Kazaxcrane cHIKeHHE pe-
QIBHBIX JIOXOJOB HACEJICHHS CTABHUT IOJ| YIPO3Y BO3MOXKHOCTH yJOBJICTBOPECHHUS MOTPEOHOCTH TPaXKIaH B KAYCCTBEH-
HOM nuTaHuu. 1lenpIo uccienoBaHus SIBISCTCS OIICHKA YpoBHS OeqHocTr B Kazaxcrane u pa3paboTka Mep IO €ro CHH-
JKEHHUIO.
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Memoowi: B kadecTBe METOJOB HCCIEIOBAaHHMS aBTOPHI HCIIOJIB30BAJIM: CHUCTEMHBIH, METOJZ SKOHOMHUKO-
CTaTUCTUUYECKON 00pabOTKM NaHHBIX, SKCHEPTHYIO OLEHKY, METOJ MHOTOMEPHOTO CPaBHHUTEIBHOTO aHAJIN3a ypPOBHS
OexHOCTH B pa3pese pernoHoB KazaxcraHa M peciyOIMKH B LIEIOM.

Pesyromamei: Briseieno, uto Kazaxcran 3anmmaet 41-e mecto B peiituare u3 113 cTpan Mupa 1mo mpomoBOIbCT-
BEHHOH 0€301acHOCTH. DTO BO MHOT'OM OIPEAENSAETCS CHHKEHHEM JIOCTYITHOCTH IPOJOBOJIBCTBEHHBIX TOBApOB B pe-
3yNIbTaTe OTCTABAHUS JOXOIO0B HACEIEHHS OT POCTa IIEH Ha MPOAOBONbCTBHE. CHIDKEHHE SKOHOMHYECKOH JOCTYITHOCTH
MIPOJIOBOJILCTBUS ITPOMCXOAUT B PE3yJbTaTe yBEIWYEHHs MOKazaTeaeld OeHOCTH. MeTomonorus OLeHKH OeHOCTH Ha
OCHOBE MOTPEOUTETHCKON KOP3UHBI HE OTPAXKAET PealbHOM KapTHHBI M HYKIAETCS B KOPPEKTUPOBKE. 3aHIKCHHUE TIPO-
KMTOYHOTO MUHMMYMa HAIPSIMYIO ONpEAeIsIeT pa3Mep COLMaIbHBIX BBIIUIAT M3 TOCY/IapPCTBEHHOTO OIOJDKETA JUIS Ysi3-
BHMBIX CJIOEB HACEJIEHHS, YTO elle OoJbIe ycyryOseT pocT Yncia OeJHbIX.

Buisoowvr: Ha ocHOBe MpoBeIeHHOTO aHAJIM3a MMPECTaBIICH Psijl pEKOMEHIALNH, HalpaBiIeHHbIX Ha 60prOy ¢ Oen-
HOCTBIO, BKJIIOYas OPTaHHW3AIMOHHBIC, 3aKOHOAATEIbHBIC M (PUHAHCOBBIE MHCTPYMEHTHI. B wWacTHOCTH, NMPEIIOKEHO
MIEPECMOTPETh METOJIOJIOTHIO OLEHKH MOTPEOUTEIbCKOH KOP3WHBI, YCTAaHOBHTH YEPTY OCAHOCTH IO NPOKHTOYHOMY
MHHAMYMY, KaK 3TO MPHHITO B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CTPaH M PEKOMEHIOBAHO MEKAYHAPOIHBIMH JKCIICPTaMifippa3padoTaTh
roCyJapCTBEHHbIE MPOTPaMMBI COJEHCTBUSA TPYNOYCTPOUCTBY MOJOAEXKH; MOBBICUTh OTBETCTBEHHOCTH MECTHBIX MC-
TIOJTHUTEIBHBIX OPraHOB 33 PEajM3allfI0 MPOTPaMM 3aHATOCTH W IOBBIIICHNE KadecTBa )KU3HM HACEICHUs, pa3BUTHE
PETrMOHAJIBHBIX HEHTPOB 3aHATOCTHU HACCJICHUS.

Knroueevie cnosa: ponoBOIBCTBEHHAs 0E30MAaCHOCTD, SKOHOMHUYECKAs JOCTYIMHOCTH \IPOFOBOIHCTBUS, MPOKH-
TOYHBI MUHUMYM, TIOTPEOUTENbCKAsI KOP3UHA, YPOBEHb O€THOCTH.
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