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ECONOMIC ASPECTS OF MANAGING AGRO-INDUSTRIAL REGIONS IN IMPROVING FOOD
SECURITY

The article examines the role of economic management of agro-industrial regions in improving food security in
the context of modern socio-economic challenges. The theoretical and practical aspects of the formation of food
security as an essential element of the economic and national security of the state are analyzed. The importance of
the agricultural sector in providing the population with food resources is considered and key factors affecting the
sustainability of food systems at the national and regional levels are identified.

The study analyzed the indicators of agricultural development in the countries of the Eurasian Economic Union
and the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2020-2024, which made it possible to identify the dynamics of agricultural
production and determine the contribution of agro-industrial regions to food security. It is shown that the growth of
agricultural production is one of the key indicators of strengthening food security, along with the level of self-
sufficiency, food availability and the state of agricultural infrastructure. It has been revealed that the effectiveness of
economic management of the agricultural sector largely depends on the scale of government support, investment
activity and the use of integrated regulatory mechanisms.

The methodological basis of the research consists of methods of abstraction, induction and deduction, statistical
and comparative analysis, as well as logical generalization. The official data of the Eurasian Economic Union and
the Bureau of National Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan are used as an information base. It is determined that
improving the economic management of agro-industrial regions, the development of agro-industrial clusters and the
modernization of the material and technical base of agriculture are important conditions for improving food security.
The results obtained have practical significance and can be used in the development of programs for the socio-
economic development of regions and strategies for ensuring food security.

Keywords: food security, economic security, agriculture, agricultural sector, self-sufficiency, agro-industrial
complex, regional economics.

Kinm ce30ep: azvik-mynix Kayincizoiei, 9KOHOMUKATLIK KAYINCI30IK, AYbll WaApYaUbLIblabl, A2Ppapivlk CeKmop,
031H-031 Kammamacoslz emy, aepoeyepkacinmik KeuieH, aﬁmaxmbng OKOHOMUKA.

Knrouesvie cnoea. npodoeoxzbcmeeunaﬂ 6e30nacuocmb, OKOHOMUYeCKdasl 6630716101{00}7117, cejlbcKkoe xo3ﬂ12cm60,
aepaprnZ cexkmop, caM006ecnelteHue, a2p0np0MbluL/l€HHbllZ KOMNJIEKC, pecuOHalbHAA IKOHOMUKA.

Introduction. Food security has become entrenched in scientific and managerial discourse as one of
the key elements of the state's economic security. Maintaining its sustainable level has gradually become a
priority area for the development of national and regional economies, especially in the face of increasing
external and internal constraints. Practice shows that the sustainability of the food system is formed not
abstractly, but through specific economic mechanisms embedded in agricultural and regional policies.

Ensuring food security is based, first of all, on the ability of the economy to self-sustain itself with
basic types of food through domestic production. An additional role is played by the rational use of external
sources - limited purchases of products, the production of which is economically or technologically difficult
within the country. This combination is not limited to a formal balance of imports and exports; it is about
building a manageable and predictable supply chain that is resistant to price and logistical shocks.
Observations of the development of agricultural regions confirm that with a weakening of the domestic
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production base, dependence on foreign markets quickly transforms into a factor of macroeconomic
vulnerability.

The relevance of the chosen topic is determined by the direct relationship between food security and
the state of regional economies and the level of social stability. In agricultural regions, it is agriculture that
concentrates a significant part of employment, investment flows, and infrastructure solutions.
Consequently, the management of the agricultural sector goes beyond the scope of sectoral regulation and
acquires a systemic character. The empirical experience of analyzing regional development programs
shows that without purposeful strengthening of agricultural production, the tasks of food sustainability lose
their practical content.

The purpose of the study is to comprehensively analyze the current state of the agricultural sector and
identify key problems and prospects for ensuring food security. The focus is on the dynamics of agricultural
development as a structural element of economic security, as well as the role of agro-industrial regions in
the formation of sustainable food flows.

To achieve this goal, a study was conducted on the state of the agricultural sector in 2020-2024 in the
EAEU countries, including the Republic of Kazakhstan, from the perspective of its contribution to food
security. Based on the results obtained, a search was carried out for economically sound directions for
increasing agricultural production and increasing the sustainability of food supply. The analytical part uses
tools of abstraction, induction and deduction, methods of statistical analysis and logical generalization,
which make it possible to link quantitative indicators with institutional and managerial factors.

The information basis of the study was the official statistical data of the EAEU and the Bureau of
National Statistics of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2020-2024. The findings are aimed at practical
application in the development of socio-economic development programs and the adjustment of food
security strategies at the national and regional levels.

Literature Review. In the works of Kazakhstani researchers G.K. Kurmanova, B.B. Suhanberdina
and B. Urazova, the emphasis is placed on identifying key factors of agricultural production in the Republic
of Kazakhstan [1]. The authors consistently consider the agricultural sector as a significant element of
resource potential, capable of having a significant impact on macroeconomic dynamics. This approach
seems to be justified, since agriculture, in conditions of spatial heterogeneity of the country's economy,
forms not only the volume of production, but also the stability of regional economic systems.

In a number of studies, agriculture is interpreted as one of the drivers of economic growth, the
functioning of which is based on a combination of labor resources, natural and climatic conditions and
entrepreneurial activity [2]. This interpretation expands the traditional view of the agricultural sector,
shifting the focus from industry-specific to the systemic interaction of development factors. The analysis
of publications shows that it is the combination of natural and institutional conditions that determines the
differences in the effectiveness of agricultural production between regions [3].

Special attention in the scientific literature is paid to the state of the agricultural market in recent years.
The researchers identify the structural constraints of development and justify the need to increase
investment flows as a tool for technological renewal and productivity improvement. Such conclusions are
largely consistent with practical observations of the implementation of industry programs, where the
investment factor is directly related to the sustainability of production results.

In the works of A.A. Satybaldin, the agricultural sector is viewed through the prism of state support
as a system-forming element of economic policy [4]. The author reasonably shows that a comprehensive
mechanism for stimulating agriculture has been formed in the republic, focused on increasing production
efficiency. The focus is on instruments of preferential financing, tax incentives and institutional conditions
that ensure the reproduction of agricultural potential. This logic reflects the practice of countries with
developed agricultural policies, where government regulation is perceived as a factor in stabilizing the
industry.

The research of A.S. Narynbaeva and E.T. Shahman complements this approach, considering the
agricultural market in the context of the competitiveness of the national economy [5]. The authors draw
attention to the raw material orientation of the agricultural sector and associate it with the limitations of
export development. Based on the analysis, a conclusion is formulated about the need to move to deeper
processing and expand export potential. This thesis is significant from the point of view of food security,
since the diversification of agricultural production enhances the stability of both the domestic market and
the country's foreign economic position.
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Main part. Food security is consistently considered in the scientific literature as a key component of
national security and at the same time as an indicator of the effectiveness of economic policy. In practical
terms, it reflects the ability of the State to maintain a stable supply of food to the population under conditions
of external and internal constraints. Economic and agrarian policy in this context is focused on achieving a
high level of self-sufficiency, in which a significant proportion of consumed products is formed by domestic
agricultural production. In expert assessments, the 80% threshold is often used as a guideline that allows
us to talk about an acceptable level of food sustainability.

Strengthening food security is directly related to the development and structural modernization of the
agricultural sector. Agricultural enterprises are the basic element of the food system, and their production
stability determines the dynamics of supply in the domestic market. Observations of the evolution of
agricultural policy show that in conditions of economic turbulence, the agricultural sector is one of the first
to experience financial constraints. The global crisis phenomena of recent years have clearly manifested
themselves in the Republic of Kazakhstan, where a significant part of agricultural producers are faced with
a shortage of working capital and rising costs.

The specifics of agriculture determine the special role of the state in regulating agro-industrial
production. Dependence on natural and climatic conditions, the use of living organisms in the production
process, as well as the key role of land as the main means of production create increased risks that are
unusual for most other sectors of the economy. In such conditions, market mechanisms without institutional
support lose their ability to ensure long-term sustainability of production.

The impact of agriculture on the level of food security is manifested through a set of interrelated
factors. Among them, the degree of provision of the domestic market with products of its own production
and the level of dependence on imports is of particular importance. The availability of strategic food
reserves, formed taking into account short- and medium-term risks, plays an essential role. This system is
complemented by production volumes, economic and physical accessibility of products for the population,
as well as the quality of products. Practical analysis shows that ignoring at least one of the listed elements
leads to asymmetries in the food supply of the regions.

At the present stage, the priority of state policy is related to the development of the agricultural sector
as a highly efficient and competitive sector of the economy. Financial support for agricultural producers is
considered as a tool not only to compensate for industry risks, but also an incentive for technological
renewal. Various regulatory mechanisms are used in the framework of agricultural policy, among which
preferential tax and credit regimes, subsidies and other forms of institutional incentives occupy a prominent
place. Empirical experience in the implementation of such tools confirms that their greatest effect is
manifested when used in a comprehensive manner and linked to regional development programs.

The integrated application of mechanisms for the development and regulation of the agricultural sector
has a direct impact on the level of food security as a structural element of national security [6]. In this
context, quantitative indicators of production acquire analytical significance, allowing us to assess the real
state of the food system.

One of the basic indicators of food security is traditionally the volume of agricultural production. Its
dynamics reflect both the production potential of the agricultural sector and the results of the economic
management of agro-industrial regions. Table 1 presents data on agricultural production in the EAEU
countries and in Kazakhstan for 2020-2024, allowing us to trace general trends and identify the features of
national dynamics.

Table -1
Agricultural Production in the Eurasian Economic Union Countries, 2020-2024 (million USD)*
Year 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 Change in 2024 (compared to 2020-2023)
2020 2021 2022 2023

EAEU 119936,6 | 137972,1 | 163942,1 | 135054,8 | 132302,2 | 123656 | 5669,9 | 31639,9 | 2752,
(total) 6
Including:

Kazakhstan | 154410 | 177213 | 182522 | 167104 | 17642,1 2201,1 -79,2 -610,1 | 931,7

* compiled based on source [7]
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Analysis of the data in Table 1 allows us to record a steady positive trend in agricultural production
in the EAEU countries during 2020-2024. The total volume of agricultural production in the association
increased from USD 119,936.6 million in 2020 to USD 132,302.2 million in 2024. During the period under
review, the increase amounted to $12,365.6 million, reflecting the overall expansion of the agricultural
sector and confirming its role as one of the stabilizing elements of the economies of the participating States.

A similar, albeit more volatile trajectory can be traced in the Republic of Kazakhstan. In 2020, the
volume of agricultural production was estimated at $15,441,0 million, in 2021 there was a noticeable
increase to $ 17,721.3 million, and in 2022 the maximum level for a five-year period was recorded at
$18,252.2 million. The subsequent decline in 2023 to $16,710.4 million was followed by a recovery in
2024, when the figure reached $17,641.1 million. Such dynamics indicate the sensitivity of agricultural
production to external economic conditions and internal structural factors, while maintaining an overall
upward trend over the period under review.

The growth in the cost indicators of agricultural production reflects not only an increase in the physical
volume of output, but also price shifts in agricultural markets. The price increase is largely due to the rise
in the cost of raw materials, material resources and associated production costs, which is especially
noticeable in the context of global inflationary processes [7]. In practical terms, this situation requires
careful interpretation of growth indicators, since a nominal increase in volumes is not always equivalent to
a real expansion of production potential.

The assessment of the population's food supply involves taking into account a wider range of
macroeconomic parameters. In this context, the key indicator is gross domestic product per capita, the
dynamics of which is presented in Table 2. GDP accumulates the results of economic activity, including
the production of goods and services, and allows us to correlate the development of the agricultural sector
with the overall level of economic well-being. The analysis of this indicator provides the basis for a deeper
understanding of the relationship between the growth of agricultural production and the possibilities of
sustainable food supply.

Table — 2

Gross Domestic Product per Capita in the Eurasian Economic Union, 2020-2024 (USD billion)*
Year 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 Change in 2024 (compared to 2020-
2023)
2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023

EAEU (total) 1750,1 | 2119,1 | 2657,4 | 2457,6 | 25816 | 8315 462,5 | -75,8 | 1234
Including:
Kazakhstan | 1711 [ 1971 | 2253 | 2618 | 2860 | 1149 | 889 | 607 | 242

* compiled based on source [7]

The analysis of the data in Table 2 reflects the steady growth of the total gross domestic product per
capita in the EAEU countries over the period under review. In 2020, this figure was 1,750.1 billion US
dollars, while by 2024 it reached 2,581.6 billion US dollars. The cumulative increase over five years was
estimated at $831.5 billion, which is equivalent to an increase of 32.2%. The most pronounced expansion
of economic activity was recorded in 2022, when the indicator reached $2,657.4 billion. Such dynamics
indicate the recovery processes and adaptation of the economies of the Union countries to external shocks,
which creates a more favorable macroeconomic environment for solving food sustainability problems.

In the Republic of Kazakhstan, the dynamics of GDP per capita is characterized by more intensive
growth. In 2024, this figure exceeded the level of 2020 by 114.9 billion dollars, which corresponds to an
increase of 40.1%, and reached 286.0 billion dollars. For comparison, it should be noted that in 2017 its
value was 171.1 billion dollars. The data obtained reflect the expansion of the country's economic potential
and the growth of total incomes, which creates additional opportunities to support the agricultural sector
and increase food availability.

Against the background of macroeconomic changes in the republic, measures aimed at increasing the
production of livestock products have intensified. This area traditionally occupies an important place in the
structure of agricultural production, since meat and its processed products are among the basic elements of
the food ration. Special attention is paid to the production of livestock and poultry intended for slaughter,
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as one of the most representative segments of the industry. The dynamics of meat production for 2020-2024
is presented in Table 3, which makes it possible to assess the contribution of animal husbandry to food
security and to trace structural changes within the agricultural sector.

Table — 3

Livestock and Poultry Slaughter Production in the Eurasian Economic Union, 2020-2024
(all categories of farms, thousand tons)

Year 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 | Change in 2024 (compared to 2020-
2023)
2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023
EAEU (total) 14 010 14172 | 14361 14 747 14953 943 781 592 206
Including:
Kazakhstan 1169 1231 1045 1120 1169 0 62 124 49

* compiled based on source [7]

Interpretation of the data in Table 3 makes it possible to link the growth in livestock production
primarily with changes in the structure and use of livestock. In a generalized form, the relationship between
the scale of meat production and the intensity of reproductive processes in the industry is traced. At the
same time, quantitative changes in livestock do not always directly correlate with the final output results,
which indicates the increasing role of technology, productivity and organizational factors.

According to the data for the five-year period, multidirectional dynamics is recorded in the EAEU
countries: with a decrease in the number of cattle, the total volume of meat and poultry production shows
growth. In 2024, production reached 14,953 thousand tons against 14,010 thousand tons in 2020, which
corresponds to an increase of 943 thousand tons, or 6.3%. The least pronounced expansion of production
was recorded when compared with 2023, when the increase was only 206 thousand tons. This configuration
of indicators indicates a gradual transition from extensive development factors to more intensive forms of
animal husbandry organization.

In Kazakhstan, the dynamics of meat and poultry production in all categories of farms is relatively
stable. Since 2020, the maximum increase has reached 124 thousand tons, which is equivalent to 10.6%,
while the increase in volume in 2024 compared to the previous year was limited to 49 thousand tons, or
4.1%. This slowdown in the pace of expansion reflects the impact of external economic constraints affecting
the agricultural sector along with other sectors of the economy. Practical experience in analyzing the
industry confirms that in the context of the global crisis, animal husbandry remains inertial, but loses some
of its dynamics, which increases the importance of targeted economic management measures and
production support.

Conclusion. The conducted research confirms that food security occupies a central place in the system
of socio-economic development of countries and regions, and agriculture is its key material basis. An
analysis of the dynamics of agricultural production in the EAEU countries and in the Republic of
Kazakhstan for 2020-2024 showed that, despite the impact of global economic shocks, the agricultural
sector retains the ability to restore and form a sustainable food supply. It is revealed that the growth in the
cost indicators of agricultural production and livestock products reflects both the expansion of output and
the change in the price environment, which requires a comprehensive interpretation of the results. The
scientific novelty of the study is to substantiate the relationship between the economic management of agro-
industrial regions, macroeconomic dynamics and the level of food security. The practical significance of
the findings is shown in the possibility of their use in the development of regional programs for the
development of the agricultural sector, the adjustment of government support measures and the formation
of strategies for food sustainability. The prospects for further research are related to an in-depth analysis of
the effectiveness of individual agricultural policy instruments and an assessment of their impact on the
long-term sustainability of food systems.
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Karan6aes B.T., JKaran6aesa M.T., Anean6aeBa A.K., Yrerenona K.C.

A3BIK-TYJIIK KAYIIICI3AII'TH APTTBIPYJJA ATPOUHAY CTPUSIUIBIK OHIPJIEPAI BACKAPY IbIH
9KOHOMMKAJIBIK ACHHEKTIJIEPI

AHgaTna

Makanaaa Ka3ipri oJIeyMeTTiK-9KOHOMUKAJIBIK ChIH-KaTepJiep *KaFaalblHIa a3bIK-TYJIK KayINCi3airi JeHrenin
apTTHIpYAa arpoOMHAYCTPUSUIBIK OHIpIep/Al SKOHOMHKAJIBIK OacKapyAblH pejli KapacThIpbUIFaH. MeMIIeKeTTiH
SKOHOMHKAJIBIK JKOHE YITTHIK KayilCI3AiriHiH MaHbBI3ABl DJEMEHTI peTiHAe a3bIK-TYJIK Kayilci3mirin
KaJIBINTaCTBIPYIbIH TEOPHSIIBIK JKOHE NPAKTUKAIIBIK aCTIEKTIIEpl TalaH/bl. XaJlbIKThl a3bIK-TYJIK pecypcTapbIMeH
KaMTaMachl3 eTy/Ier arpapJiblK CeKTOPABIH MaHbI3bl Kapasi/ibl )KoHE YIITTHIK KOHE OHIPIIK JeHreieperi a3bIK-TYIK
KYHeNepiHiH TYpaKTBUIBIFBIHA OCep eTEeTiH Herisri ¢akropmap aiKeHAanabl. 3eprrey OaprichiHaa Eypasnsibix
SKOHOMHKAIBIK 0JaK enepine xone Kazakcran PecnyOinkaceiana aysut mapyambuIbIFeIH 1aMbITy 0b1H 2020-2024
KBUITIApJAFsl KOPCETKIMTepi TaImaHAbL, OWI aybll MIapyalIbUIBIFEI ©HIMI OHAIPICIHIH CEpIiHIH aHBIKTayFa XOHE
arpOWHIY CTPHUSUIBIK OHIPIIEPIiH a3bIK-TYIIK KayiNCi3AiriH KaMTaMachl3 eTyre KOCKaH YIeciH alKbIHIayFa MyMKIHIIIK
Oepai. AybUT IIapyambUIBIFBl OHIIPiCI KOJEMiHIH ecyi ©3iH-631 KaMTaMachl3 €Ty IeHIeHiMeH, a3bIK-TYNIKTiH
KOJDKETIMIUTITIMEH JKOHE arpapIiblK MHPPaKyphUIBIMHBIH Kai-KyHiMeH KaTap a3bIK-TYIiK Kayilci3AiriH HEIFauTyIbIH
HEeTi3ri WHIUKATOPJIapbIHBIH Oipi OOJBIN TaOBUIATBIHBI KOPCETUIreH. ATrpapiblKk CEKTOPIbl JKOHOMHUKAIBIK
Oackapy/IbIH THIMJILIIT KeOiHece MEMIIEKETTIK KOJjay ayKbIMbIHA, HHBECTHLIMSIIBIK OCJICEHILTIKKE XKOHE PeTTeYIiH
KEeIICH/II TETIKTepiH KoyiaHyFa OaiIaHBICTBl €KEHI aHBIKTAIABL. 3epPTTeYAiH oliCHAMaIBIK HETi3i abCcTpakius,
WHITyKLUS )KOHE 1Ty KIIMsl, CTATUCTHKAJIBIK XKOHE CaJIbICTHIPMAIIbI Ty, COHJIal-aK JOTUKAIIBIK JKalllbUIay SicTepi
Oonapl. AKmaparTelK 0Oasa periHae Eypasusiblk dKOHOMHKAIBIK onak mneH Kaszakcran PecmyOmmkackl ¥ ITTBIK
CTaTUCTUKA OIOPOCHIHBIH PECMH JIepeKTepi MaiifanaHbulgbl. ATPOUHIYCTPUSIIBIK OHIpJIEpAl SKOHOMHKAIBIK
0acKapyIbl JKETUIIIPY, arpOeHEPKICINTIK KIacTepiepAi AaMbITy KSOHE aybUl INapyarlbUIBIFBIHBIH MaTepHAIIBIK-
TEXHUKAJIBIK 0a3aChIH JKAHFBIPTY a3bIK-TYJIK KayiINCi3IiriH apTTHIPYIBIH MaHBI3ABI MIAPTTAPHI OOJBIN TaOBLIAIEL.
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SKOHOMMYECKHUE ACIHEKTbBI YIIPABJIEHUS ATPOUHAY CTPUAJIBHBIMU PETHOHAMMU B
HOBBIIIEHUM MTPOIOBOJIbCTBEHHOM BE3OIMTACHOCTH

AHHOTAINA

B craTthe paccMOTpeHa POJIh SKOHOMHYECKOTO YIPABICHHUS arpONHIYCTPUAIEHBIMA PETHOHAMH B TIOBBIIICHUN
YPOBHS TPOJIOBOJIBCTBEHHOH O€30MacCHOCTH B YCIIOBHSX COBPEMEHHBIX COIMAIbHO-9KOHOMHYECKHX BEI30BOB.
[IpoaHamM3MUpPOBaHEI TEOPETUICCKHE W IPAKTHUECKUE ACTIEKTHl (HOPMUPOBAHUS TIPOJOBOIIECTBEHHON 0€30MacHOCTH
KaK Ba)KHEHIIIETO AJIeMEHTa SKOHOMUYECKOW M HaIlMOHAFHON 0€30MacHOCTH TocyaapcTBa. PaccMoTpeHo 3HaueHme
arpapHOro CEeKTopa B O0ecCIeueHHH HACEJCHHS IPOJIOBOJIBCTBEHHBIMH pECypcaMH W OIpEeIeNeHBl KITIOYEeBBIS
q)aKTOpBI, BJIMAKOIINEC HA yCTOﬁ‘II/IBOCTB IIPOAOBOJIBCTBEHHBIX CUCTEM HAa HATMOHAJIBHOM U PETHOHAJIBHOM YPOBHAX.

B xome wccienoBaHMS TPOAHAIM3WPOBAHBI IIOKA3aTENHM PA3BUTHS CEIBCKOTO XO3SHCTBA B CTpaHax
EBpasuiickoro skoHOMHUYECKOro coro3a u B Pecry6nmke Kaszaxcran 3a 2020-2024 rosl, 9TO MO3BOJMIO BBISIBUTH
JAMHAMHUKY IIPOU3BOJACTBA CEJIbCKOXO3SIHCTBEHHOMN MPOAYKIMU U ONIPEACTINTD BKJIA] ar pPOUHIAYCTPUAJIBHBIX PETMOHOB
B o0ecredeHne IpOAOBOILCTBEHHONW Oe3zomacHocTH. Iloka3aHo, 4TO pPOCT OOBEMOB CENBCKOXO3AHCTBEHHOIO
IIPOM3BOJICTBA SBJISETCS OTHUM U3 KIFOUEBBIX MHIUKATOPOB yKPEIIJIEHHUS IPOOBOILCTBEHHOI 0€3011acHOCTH, HapsiLy
C YpOBHEM CaMOOOECIIEYEeHHOCTH, JOCTYIHOCTBIO IPOJOBOJBCTBHS M COCTOSHHEM arpapHoil MHQPacTpyKTypHI.
BesiBieHo, 4TO 3(QEKTUBHOCTH SKOHOMUYECKOTO YIIPABICHUS arpapHbIM CEKTOPOM BO MHOTOM 3aBHCHT OT
MacuTaboB rocy1apCTBEHHOM MOJIEPKKH, THBECTHIIHOHHOW aKTHBHOCTH M ITPUMEHEHHS] KOMIUIEKCHBIX MEXaHU3MOB
peryJiupoBaHus.

MeTO}IOHOFH‘ICCKy}O OCHOBY HMCCJICIOBAHHUA COCTABUJIM METO/bI a6CTpa1<an, WHAYKOUU W JOCTYKIHH,
CTaTHCTHYECKOTO M CPaBHHUTEIHHOTO aHAJM3a, a TaKKe JIOTHYECKOro obobmieHns. B kadecTBe MHPOpPMAIIMOHHON
0a3pl HCIIOJIb30BAaHBI O(HIMaTbHBIE JaHHBIE EBPa3sHIICKOTO 3KOHOMHYECKOTO CO03a W biopo HaIlmoHaIbHOU
craructuky Pecmybnmuku  Kazaxcran. OmnpeneneHo, 9TO COBEPIICHCTBOBAHWE HSKOHOMHYECKOTO YHPABICHHUS
arpOMHIYCTPHATIBHBIMA PETHOHAMH, PAa3BUTHE arpOIPOMBIIIICHHBIX KIACTEPOB M MOJACPHH3ALHUS MaTepHaIbHO-
TEXHUYECKON ©a3bl CEIBCKOTO XO3SMCTBA SBIAIOTCA BaXXHBIMH YCIIOBHSIMH ITOBBIIICHHUS IIPOJIOBONBCTBEHHOM
6e3omacHoctu. IlomyueHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl UMEIOT NPAKTHYECKYI0 3HAYUMOCTh M MOTYT OBITh HCIIOJIB30BaHbBI MPU
pa3paboTke mporpaMM  COLHMAJIbHO-DKOHOMHYECKOTO  Pa3BHTHS  PETHOHOB M CTpaTerHmid oOecnedyeHus
IIPOJIOBOJILCTBEHHOM O€30MaCHOCTH.
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