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Land tax as the main element of the economic mechanism for efficient land management

Annotation

Object: To review the impact of land tax on the efficiency of agricultural development. To review the procedure
for calculating land tax in Kazakhstan. To study the features of land tax collection. To consider improving the taxation
of agricultural land resources.

Methods: During the course of the study, we used statistical data analysis and methods of comparative analysis.

Findings: This paper reviews the aspects of agricultural land plots taxation. We have analyzed a number of factors
affecting the effective taxation of land resources in Kazakhstan. We have performed a comparative analysis of land tax-
ation in the EAEU countries. We have identified key components affecting land taxation and the main parameters of
their functional efficiency.

Conclusions: This paper analyzes the current state of land taxation. We have developed proposals for the devel-
opment of land taxation and improvement based on cadastral valuation. The results of the study allow us to conclude
which of these aspects affect the effective land management.

Keywords: Base rate, special tax regime, land tax, single land tax, object of taxation, land plot, tax rate, tax bene-
fits, soil quality score, cadastral value.

Introduction

Effective incentives for land taxation should form the basis for the development of land relations in Ka-
zakhstan and increasing the competitiveness of its economy. To a great extent, the system of land taxation is
merely fiscal in nature and does not encourage the efficient management of land resources; there are no ben-
efits for agricultural land users, depending on how efficiently they manage land resources.

Kazakhstan’s experience on the introduction of land tax has shown that the tax legislation has a number
of weaknesses to it, while the land tax itself, in its current form, no longer corresponds to economic realities.
Taxation of land resources requires Kazakhstan to improve the efficiency of their use. Currently, land quality
steadily tends to deteriorate, the content of humus, nutrients, vegetation species composition and its produc-
tivity decreases, which reduces the potential of agricultural production, while there is no significant im-
provement in this issue due to the lack of financing.

At the same time, the study of land taxation and the development of proposals for regulating this phe-
nomenon in Kazakhstan features characteristics of most countries at the formation stage.

Literature review

In the course of the research, we have analyzed scientific papers on land taxation by Russian and for-
eign scientists: Mashael M., Weith T., Barkmann T., Gaasch N., Rogga S, Straufl C., Zscheischler J. Ivanov
N. etc.

Local authors studying land taxation and carrying out research: M.Kh. Zhanbusinova, G.A. Mayrimova,
Zh.T. Seyfullin, R. Dithard, A. Musayeva, R. Karenov, A. Aoulov, R. Andarova, T. Ischuk, etc., as well as
statistics published in local and foreign periodicals.

Results
The significance of the land tax for agricultural production is related to the use of land as the main

means of production, in contrast to other industries, for which land is the space where economic activity
takes place. (Mashael, M. (2020)
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Tax policy takes one of the leading places in state regulation of effective land management.
Land, the main wealth of any state, is of particular importance in the conditions of the Republic
of Kazakhstan.

Nowadays, agricultural producers hold agricultural land leases with the state for a period of 49 years.
These leases can be extended after the initial period expiration. In this way, with legally established state
ownership of agricultural land, the lessee becomes an actual owner (Shurr A. 2018). 111

1. One of the features of a land value tax in Kazakhstan is the availability of special tax regime for farm
households on the basis of payment of the single land tax, where the product is the cultivation and production
of agricultural products, the presence of land plots in private property rights and (or) land use. The purpose
of the land tax is to provide economic methods for the rational land management and generation of budget
revenues for the implementation of measures for land management, increasing the fertility of land, their pro-
tection, and for the socio-cultural development of the territory. Land Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan
2003).

Land tax payers are individuals and legal entities having objects of taxation:

2. On the right of ownership;

3. On the right of permanent land use;

4. On the right of primary gratuitous temporary land use (Land Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan
2003).

Land fees are charged in three forms: Land tax, rent, and standard land price. Let us take a closer look
at the land tax. Annual land tax is levied on landowners, landholders and land users, except for tenants. This
tax is applied to agricultural land based on its composition, quality, and location. Land taxation in Kazakh-
stan is currently carried out in accordance with the Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan "On taxes and other
mandatory payments to the budget" in the form of annual fixed payments per unit of land area.

Next, let us compare the land tax legislation in the EAEU member states. The Republic of Armenia,
the Republic of Belarus, and the Republic of Kazakhstan have a two-level tax system (republican and lo-
cal levels); the Kyrgyz Republic and the Russian Federation have a three-level tax system (state-federal, re-
gional, and local levels).

Table 1. System of taxation of agricultural producers in the EAEU member states

Taxation | The Republic . The Republic of The Kyrgyz The Russian
system of Armenia The Republic of Belarus Kazakhstan Republic Federation

Special tax | Land tax Single tax for producers of | Single land tax Land tax Unified agricultural tax

treatment agricultural products

Tax base |Land area Monetary expression of  |Land area multiplied |Land area Monetary expression
multiplied by |gross revenue from sales |by its estimated value | multiplied by |of the incomes, re-
its estimated | (works and services) and the land tax | duced by size of ex-
value non-operating income rate penses

Tax rate 0 1,0% No more than 0,5 % 0 6,0%

Note: (Analysis of the current regulatory systems of the agri-food market in the EAEU member states in terms of taxation, lending,

insurance, price regulation and the licensing system. 2015)

Tax legislation states the taxation principles for agricultural producers of the Parties have a common ba-
sis, i.e. the level of tax burden for this category of economic entities is significantly lower than under the
generally established regime (agricultural producers receive a special preferential tax system). At the same
time, the Parties have different basic tax rates. Since January 1%, 2012, the Republic of Belarus has been see-
ing a reduction in the income tax rate. Previously, the income tax rate was 24%, which is 6% more than the
current one.

Thus, the Kyrgyz Republic has the lowest rate of 10%, and since 2013, the profit rate in the Republic of
Belarus has been 18% compared to the Russian Federation and 20% to the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Along with the special tax regime, Kazakhstan has a regime that exempts farms and individual farmers
from all types of taxes, replacing them with a single land tax, the calculation base for which is the land plot
area multiplied by estimated value. Tax rates under this regime never exceed 0.5%. Land tax calculation is
based on the land plot area multiplied by the estimated value. Thus, of the above-mentioned mechanisms for
paying a Single tax, the one used in the Republic of Kazakhstan within the framework of the Single land tax
appears to be the most profitable and easy to use.

The positive side of this mechanism is that it offers simple financial reporting, unlike the tax mecha-
nism. In the Republic of Kazakhstan, agricultural land is subject to land tax. They are charged only land tax,
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which is set as a percentage of the cadastral value of land owned and/or used. No other tax applies. (Analysis
of the current regulatory systems of the agri-food market in the EAEU member states in terms of taxation,
lending, insurance, price regulation and the licensing system. 2015).

Basic land tax rates for agricultural land, industrial land, and other non-agricultural land located outside
of built-up areas, as well as some other categories, are set per hectare and differentiated based on natural soil
fertility expressed in bonitet points. (Consolidated analytical report on the state and use of land in the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan for 2018).

Farms and agricultural holdings in Kazakhstan have a progressive tax rate ranging from 0.15% to 0.6%
depending on the land plot area. (Andarova R.K. 2016).

Basic land tax rates for built-up areas are set per square meter of area depending on the area category.

A simplified system in the form of a single land tax can be applied for farms and agricultural holdings,
that is calculated depending on the cadastral (estimated) value of agricultural land (0.1%). (Consolidated
analytical report on the state and use of land in the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2018).

The Land code of the Republic of Kazakhstan provides the following definition: "Agricultural land is
recognized as land provided for the needs of agriculture or intended for these purposes. Agricultural land
includes agricultural areas and land occupied by on-farm roads, communications, closed reservoirs, land rec-
lamation network, buildings and structures necessary for the functioning of agriculture, and other land. (Land
Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan 2003).

As is evident, agricultural land is recognized as land provided for the needs of agriculture or intended
for these purposes. This definition shows that the category of agricultural land is represented by two types:

— Land provided for agriculture needs;

— Land intended for these purposes, i.e., those that can be used for the production of agricultural prod-
ucts in terms of their quality.

According to Professor M.D. Spektor, agricultural land provided for agricultural purposes occupies a
special position in the unified land fund of the country. A peculiarity here is that they determine the volume
of food and raw materials produced for industry. Any reduction in this category of land leads to a decrease in
agricultural products. (Spektor M.D. 2016).

The total agricultural land area in Kazakhstan in 2017 was 177.8 million hectares, including 146.9 mil-
lion hectares of pasture fields, 26.7 million hectares of arable lands and fallows, and 4.2 million hectares of
hayfields.

One of the agricultural land issues is that all regions of the Republic show a steady trend of land quality
deterioration, a decrease in the content of humus, nutrients, vegetation species composition and its productiv-
ity, which reduces the potential of agricultural production. (State program for the development of the agro-
industrial complex of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2017-2021. 2017).

As one of the benchmarks, the previous industry program "Agribusiness-2020" has set an increase of
grain yields to 14 c/ha in 2020 and to 20 c/ha in 2030. These kinds of goals are quite achievable if domestic
farmers are provided with affordable financing tools to purchase the necessary agricultural equipment, high
quality fertilizers and increase crop rotation to reduce land degradation. (Karenov R. 2015).

We feel important to note that according to the UN, as a result of environmental degradation processes,
7-10 million hectares of arable land are irretrievably lost annually in the world, which is the basis of life for
21-30 million people (with the current norm of 0.3 hectares per person). The problem of soil depletion is rel-
evant for developing countries, where the share of medium and highly depleted soils is usually around 20-
30% (including 30% in China, and 20% in India). (Ayulov A. 2016).

The basic tax rates on agricultural land (except for land provided to citizens for personal subsidiary
farming of dacha construction) are set per hectare and are differentiated by the quality of the soil expressed
by bonitet points considering natural and economic zoning. (Land Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan.
2003).

Fixed rates of land tax per 0.01 ha apply for land provided to citizens for personal subsidiary farming,
dacha construction, and gardening.

Basic tax rates for the built-up area lands are calculated per 1 sq. m of area depending on the cost of ter-
ritory development, built-up area status, and the purpose of taxable land plots.

For industrial, transport, communications, defense, and other non-agricultural land, base rates are set
per 1 ha of land area depending on the cost of developing new land of similar quality, instead of being with-
drawn from agricultural turnover.
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Basic tax rates on agricultural land are set per 1 ha and are differentiated by the quality of the soil, in
proportion to the bonitet points. A bonitet point is a conditional unit that expresses cadastral valuation of a
land plot.

At the same time, data from the zoning scheme for agricultural territories based on natural and other
conditions are taken into account as well. This includes landscape features, location, reclamation status, wa-
ter availability, etc. (Seifullin Zh.T. 2018).

Another feature of setting tax rates in the Republic of Kazakhstan is that they depend on the bonitet
point, i.e., on the level of economic value of the land plot, thereby determining the market component when
calculating the final amount of land tax.

Feature of a land value tax in Kazakhstan is that special tax regime for farms or agricultural holdings
can be applied on the basis of the single land tax, which applies to the activities of farms or agricultural hold-
ings for the production of agricultural products (except excisable), in the presence on the territory of Kazakh-
stan of land plots on private and (or) land use rights. (Kolosov N. 2018).

Rather high are costs associated with a high share of arrears on property taxes and land tax from indi-
viduals and, accordingly, with the need for compulsory collection of these taxes. (Ischuk T. 2018). 13

In accordance with the tax legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan, different land use tax rates apply
for each category of farms.

For agricultural enterprises, basic rates on agricultural land are set per hectare and are differentiated by
the quality of the soil. For the steppe and dry-steppe zone lands, basic rates of land tax are set from 0.48 to
202.65 tenge in proportion to the bonitet points. For the semi-desert, desert and foothill-desert zone lands,
basic rates are set from 0.48 to 50.18 tenge in proportion to the bonitet points.

Basic tax rates for agricultural land provided to individuals for personal household (subsidiary) farming,
gardening and dacha construction, including land for construction, are set in the following amounts:

1. 20 tenge per 0.01 hectares for areas up to 0.50 hectares;

2. 100 tenge per 0.01 hectare for areas over 0,50 hectares.

Farms or agricultural holdings are entitled to independently choose one of the following tax regimes:

1. A special tax regime for farms or agricultural holdings;

2. A special tax regime for subjects of small business;

3. A generally established procedure.

The object of taxation for the calculation of a single land tax is the estimated value of a land plot set on
the basis of the act of determining the estimated value of land plots issued by the authorized state body for
land management.

Calculation of the single land tax by farms and agricultural holdings on arable land is made by applying
progressive rates of 0.1% to 0.5% based on the total land plot areas to their total estimated value.

Table 2. Basic land tax rates in proportion to bonitet points in the Republic of Kazakhstan

Bonitet points Tax rate, tenge
1-10 0.48-2.41
11-20 2.89-4.82
21-30 5.31-9.65
31-40 14.47-24.12
41-50 28.95-38.60
51-60 43.42-53.07
61-70 57.90-82.02
71-80 86.85-110.97
81-90 115.80-144.75
91-100 149.57-193.00
Over 100 202.65
Note: (Seifullin Zh. 2018)

Non-agricultural land that is part of built-up areas, industry, specially protected natural areas, forest and
water resources and is used for agricultural purposes is also taxed at the basic rates of agricultural use. In this
case, calculating the tax is based not on category or location of the land plot, but the peculiarity of the scope
of its specific functional and target application: the agriculture. (Seifullin Zh. 2018).
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Calculation of the unified land tax on pastures, natural hayfields and other land plots used in activities
covered by the special tax regime is carried out by applying the rate of 0.2% to the total estimated value of
land plots.

Table 3. Calculation of the unified land tax on arable land based on the total area of land plots to the total estimated
value of land plots

No. Land area, ha Tax rate
1 Below 500 0.15%
) 501 to 1.000 0.15% of the estimated value from 500 hectares + 0.3% of the esti-
’ mated value from hectares over 500 hectares
3 1.001 to 1.500 0.3.% of the estimated value from 1,000 hectares + 0.45% of the
i ’ estimated value from hectares over 1,000 hectares
4 1,501 to 3.000 0.4.5% of the estimated value from 1,500 hectares + 0.6% of the
’ i estimated value from hectares over 1,500 hectares
5 Over 3.000 0.6.% of the estimated value from 3,000 hectares + 0.75% of the
i estimated value from hectares over 3,000 hectares
Note: (Seifullin Zh.T. 2018)

Using proposals of local executive bodies, local representative bodies have the right to increase the
rates of the unified land tax, however, no more than ten times on agricultural land not used in accordance
with the Land Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Thus, calculation of the single land tax for 2017 is determined as follows:

— For arable lands, by applying the rates (set out in the table above) based on the total area of land plots
to the total estimated value of land plots;

— For pastures, by applying a rate of 0.2% to the total estimated value of such pastures.

However, when calculating the single land tax, it is necessary to take into account the adjustment of
rates established by local representative bodies.

Let us consider the characteristic features of the availability of agricultural land in various forms of le-
gal entities in Kazakhstan. Agricultural enterprises (large farms): on average, land area can vary from 5 to
20,000 hectares. There are farms with 500,000 to 1 million hectares of land.

Farms (small and medium-sized farms): peasant farms in southern and northern regions differ markedly
from each other in the size of the cultivated land area. On average, one farm’s land area in the southern re-
gions can vary from 3 to 500 hectares; in the northern regions from 50 to 10 thousand hectares or more.
Farms of the rural population (small farms): usually, a private plot/vegetable garden with a size of 0.10 to 0.5
ha. (Dithard R. 2019).

According to the data presented on the website of the State Revenue Committee of the Ministry of Fi-
nance of the Republic of Kazakhstan, in general, there is an increase in budget revenues from land tax over
the years. Nationwide, the receipt was 14,935.1 million tenge in 2015, 15,255.1 million tenge in 2016,
15,353.3 million tenge in 2017, and for 10 months of 2018 it amounted to 14,801.5 million tenge.

The largest tax revenues for land use by region were recorded in the city of Almaty (2,820.1 million
tenge) and the Karaganda region (2,073.0 million tenge).

Table 4. Land tax receipts by regions for 2014-2018, million tenge

. Deviation
Regions 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2018/2014, %

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Akmola 487.6 392.0 283.7 283.7 434.9 -9.7
Aktobe 659.1 595.8 518.3 324.5 480.5 —27.1
Almaty 794.7 773.7 829.5 520.6 831.6 +4.6
Atyrau 455.1 481.6 499.9 403.1 476.5 +4.7
East Kazakhstan 1,401.9 1,350.4 1,364.1 1,145.5 1,183.1 —15.6
Zhambyl 365.1 354.8 361.2 248.4 347.5 —4.8
West Kazakhstan 231.9 182.0 180.4 128.7 200.3 -13.6
Karaganda 2,660.1 2,475.2 2,475.0 1,914.6 2,073.0 —22.1
Kyzylorda 270.3 273.1 290.3 239.5 296.4 +9.6
Kostanay 477.6 612.7 377.3 268.6 474.7 —0.6
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Mangistau 536.3 570.6 489.7 428.2 431.6 —19.5
Pavlodar 1,895.0 1,885.9 1,776.4 1,365.9 1,607.8 —15.1
North Kazakhstan 402.3 288.9 262.1 206.6 386.6 -3.9
Turkestan 1,004.1 948.9 1,132.8 800.1 1,606.0 +60
City of Almaty 2,247.5 2,540.4 3,032.6 2,318.6 2,820.1 +25.4
City of Astana 1,287.8 1,209.1 1,247.5 1,362.6 1,150.9 —10.6
Total 15,176.4 14,935.1 15,255.1 11,959.1 14,801.5 —2.4
Note: (http://www.minfin.gov.kz)

When considering land tax revenues by region, the largest decrease by 27.1% was noted in the Aktobe
region. An increase in the tax was recorded in the Turkestan region. This increase was due to combining data
with the former South Kazakhstan region. The second position of land tax increase was noted in the city of
Almaty. This is associated with increased business activity in this region.

The low share of tax revenues to the budget from agricultural activities in some regions indicates a low
tax base, which was caused by the unprofitability of many farms, or low profitability of production in them,
which exacerbates the inability to fully utilize the resource potential. Short-term loans with high interest rates
allow only current expenses to be realized, while implementation of expanded reproduction of land resources
requires long-term funding.

To date, no changes have been made to the Tax Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the basic rates
of payment for 1 ha (for agricultural land) and 1 m? (for the built-up area land), which have not been changed
for more than 10 years.

In the course of the ongoing reforms, the established peasant farms, their associations and cooperatives
have significantly changed the structure of agricultural production. They produce half as much as individual
farms. To date, households produce more than 50% of the gross agricultural output and the volume of their
production increases annually (Table 1).

2019

2018

2017

2016

2015

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

B Agricultural enterprises B Peasant farms = Individual farms

Fig. 1. Gross output of agricultural products (services), million tenge

Note: Compiled based on (https://stat.gov.kz, 2019)

Figure 1 shows that in 2015, peasant farms produced agricultural products for 904,542.90 million tenge,
and households for 695,111.30 million tenge. Production volume at agricultural enterprises tends to increase.
In turn, we would like to note the problems as well. According to preliminary data of the Ministry of
Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the volume of gross agricultural output for 2019 increased by
0.9% compared to 2018 and amounted to 5,239.9 billion tenge. At the same time, production of livestock
products increased by 4%, and production of crop products decreased by 1.7%. Specific problems of crop
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production are as follows: irrational use of arable land, fertilizing resources availability issues, insufficient
number of granaries, deterioration of the phytosanitary situation, water supply and land condition issues. (In-
formation and analytical review for the parliamentary hearings on the topic: "Issues of the development of
the agro-industrial complex" in Nur-Sultan. 2020).

Currently, there are six types of tax regimes in agriculture. For peasant farms, there is a special tax re-
gime based on a single land tax that is calculated taking into account the estimated value of the land plot. For
agricultural producers, there is a special regime or 1-3% of sales depending on the enterprise form.

To improve the land taxation system, we propose to apply the coefficient to the cadastral value. We be-
lieve that changing the existing system of land taxation based on transitioning to calculating land tax depend-
ing on the cadastral value of land plots will meet the market requirements and encourage land users to ra-
tionally and efficiently use land resources and replenish the state budget. (Janbusinova M. 2015).

Local authorities are not sufficiently aware of the land owners, land plot areas, so it is difficult to de-
termine the object of taxation and taxpayers. One of the reasons for this is the shared ownership of individu-
als, where determination of their respective shares appears difficult. Subsequently, cadastral registration and
assessment for these lands appears just as difficult. Land tax performs an important function of replenishing
the local budget.

Cadastral valuation is necessary for the formation of the tax base for land tax, while market price is
necessary for its owner. Market price is an integral category, without which the land market cannot exist. A
collateral price is necessary for the pledge of land as a guarantee for obtaining a loan, so one of the most ef-
fective ways to attract long-term loans in agriculture is to pledge a land plot. Therefore, a legislative proce-
dure is necessary to regulate these economic categories in matters of land use, since it is the purchase and
sale, lease, and pledge of land that express the right of ownership of a land plot.

To solve the above issues, we propose to establish a single agricultural tax that combines eight types of
payments (VAT, CIT, groundwater tax, social tax, transport tax, corporate property tax, agricultural land tax,
environmental emission charges). Its size should be determined on the basis of the land type, the bonitet
point or cadastral value, and the share of the received income. This will create economic incentives for a
more efficient use of land and will help to bring the sector out of the shadows.

Discussion:

The identified features of domestic competition and the proposed ways to improve the domestic econ-
omy’s competitiveness can be considered for the formation of state programs for the competition develop-
ment. It was necessary to eliminate a whole number of bureaucratic issues and provide the possibility of us-
ing leased land property as collateral when obtaining a loan. The goal is also to provide land that has not
been used before, and thus increase the level of agricultural production.

Conclusion:

Research on the effective use of land resources taxation as a basis for sustainable rural development has
shown the following:

— The current system of land taxation of agricultural objects does not meet the objectives of the intro-
duction: land tax is not an incentive for production. The tax also does not function as an equalizer for the
activity conditions of agricultural producers on the one hand, and other economic entities on the other.

— The existing approach to the calculation of land tax in the Republic does not contribute to the inten-
sive development of agriculture and does not play a regulatory role. Revenues from the land tax are small
and do not contribute to the regulation of agricultural production related to land protection, increasing its
fertility, cash payments to agricultural producers working in worse conditions, etc.

— The economic aspect of land relations regulation consists in the implementation of the principle of
paying land use through land taxation and rent, land valuation and price zoning, which allow conducting
market operations with land, and selling land plots to the state and land use rights, and developing mortgage
(collateral) lending to the peasantry. Assessment of land and establishment of the procedure for withdrawal
allow the buy back and compensation for losses and damage, both to land users and the state.

— In the current conditions, it is extremely relevant to strengthen the role of the land tax as an important
source of formation of the revenue part of local budgets, and to address the issue of its administration and
further improvement of the collection mechanism. A solution to these issues will contribute to the improve-
ment of its distribution, and therefore, equalization of economic conditions of farming in lands different by
quality and location, growth in agriculture, preservation and increase of fertility, which ultimately will con-
tribute to a significant increase in the revenues of the land tax to local budgets of RK. With the further devel-
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opment and expansion of the market economy, improvement of land relations, development of a legal
framework in terms of land ownership and use, tax revenues from land use will grow.
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M.A. Yanuena, [[.L. Coi3abIKOBa

7Kep caJbIFbl :kep pecypcTapbiH THIMAI NaiiiaJaHyIbIH IKOHOMHUKAJIBIK
MeXaHM3MiHiH Heri3ri 3JieMeHTi peTiHae

Anoamna

Makcamui:  YKep caNbIFBIHBIH  aybll INAPyallbUIBIFBIH  JaMBITYJBIH —THIMAUITIHE oCepiH  KapacThIpy.
Kazakcranmarsl )ep CabIFBIH €CenTey TOPTIOiH KapacTwipy. JKep CalbIFBIH Caly epeKIIeNIKTepiH 3epTTey. AYBUT
IIapyaIIbUIBIFBIHAAFE JKep PeCypCTapblHa CaJIbIK Cay bl )KETUIIIPYNI KapacThIpy.

Ooicmepi: 3epTTey OapbICHIHAA CTATUCTHKAIBIK ICPEKTEepAl Tanmay >KoHE CalbICTBRIpMAalbl Talgay omicTepi
KOJIIAHBUIIBL.

Homuowcenepi: Makanana aybul IIapyambUIBIK JKep y4acKeJepiHe CalblK Cally acleKTilnepi 3epTTelNreH.
Kazakcranmarbl skep pecypcTapblHa THIMJI CalblK callyFa acep eTeTiH Oipkarap (akropiapra Tanjay >Kyprizijiui.
EADO enpepinzeri xep cajbiFbl OOMBIHIIA CANBICTBIPMAIIBI Tajiay Kacayuabl. JKep calbIFbIHA 9cep €TETiH Herisri
KOMITOHEHTTEP >KoHE ONapblH (pyHKIMOHAIABIK THIMIUTITIHIH HETi3r1 mapaMeTpiepi aHbIKTaIbl.

Kopuimeindei: Makanana >xep CaJbIFBIHBIH Ka3ipri »kargaibl Tanganapl. KamacTpielk Oaranay Herizinzme sxep
CaQJIBIFBIH JaMBITY JKOHE JKETUINIpYy OOMBIHINA YCHIHBICTap OasHmaiasl. JKypri3inreH 3epTrey HOTHIKENepl aTayiFaH
ACITIEKTUICPAIH KalCBICHI JKep pecypcTapblH THIMJI MaiianaHyFa acep eTell JereH KOPBITBIHIBI XKacayFa MYMKIHIIK
Oeperi.

Kinm ce30ep: 6a3aibIK MeepiaeMe, apHabl CATBIK PEKUMI, )Kep CAIBIFBI, OipTyTac JKep CaJIBIFbI, CAJBIK CaTy
00BEKTICI, JKep yJacKeci, CaJbIK MOJIIIepIeMeci, CalbIKTHIK KSHIIIKTED, TOMBIPAK OOHUTETIHIH Oanmapsl, KaJlaCcTPIIbIK

KYHBI.
M.A. Yanuena, [[.LA. Coi3abIK0OBa

3eMeJbHBIN HAJOT KaK OCHOBHOH 3JIEMEHT YKOHOMHYECKOT0 MEXaHH3MAa
3(peKTHBHOrO MCNOJIL30BAHUS 3eMeIbHBIX PECypCOB

Annomauyus

Lenv: PaccMOTpeTh BIMSIHHE 3€MEIHHOTO Hallora Ha 3P QEKTUBHOCTh PAa3BUTHS CEIBCKOTO XO3SHCTBA, a TaKkKe
TIOPSIOK MCYHCIICHUS 3eMenbHoro Hanora B Kazaxcrane. M3yunth 0COOCHHOCTH B3UMaHHS 3eMeNbHOro Hayora. Pac-
CMOTpPETh COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUE HAJIOTOO0I0KEHUS CEeIbCKOX03IHCTBCHHBIX 36MEIIBHBIX PECYPCOB.

Memoovl: B xonie McciaeoBaHUs UCTIONB30BANINCH CTATUCTHICCKUN aHAU3 JaHHBIX W METOJBI CPAaBHUTEIHLHOTO
aHau3a.

Peszyromamei: B cTaThe M3ydYeHBI acIEKTHI HAIOTOOOJIOKCHUS HA CEIBCKOXO3SHCTBCHHBIC 36MEIIbHBIC YYaCTKH.
OcymiecTBieH aHanu3 psja (HakTopoB, BIUSAIOMMX Ha 3((eKTUBHOE HAIOr000I0KEHNE 3eMETIbHBIX pecypcoB B Kazax-
crane. JlaH CpaBHUTEIFHBIN aHATIH3 IO 3eMEIBHOMY HaJIoroo0noxeHuto B crpanax EADC. BrIsSBICHBI KIFOUEBHIC CO-
CTaBJISIONINE, BIUAIONINE HA 3eMEIbHOE HAJIOT000JI0’)KEHNE M OCHOBHBIC TIapaMeTphl UX (QYHKIIMOHAIBLHOU d(hexTHB-
HOCTH.

Buvisoosi: B cTaThe NMpoOaHATU3WPOBAHO COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSHHE 3€MENBHOTO HAIOT00010XeHUs. M3I105KeHbI
TIPEAJTIOKEHUS TI0 PA3BUTHIO 3€MEITLHOTO HAJOTOOOJIOKEHHS U COBEPIIICHCTBOBAHHUIO Ha OCHOBE KaIacCTPOBOH OICHKH.
Pe3ynbTaThl MpOBENEHHOTO UCCIICIOBAHMS TIO3BOJISIOT CIENaTh BBIBOJ, KAKHE M3 MEPEUNCIICHHBIX aCIIEKTOB BIHMAIOT Ha
s pexTHBHOE UCTIONB30BaHUE 3€MEBHBIX PECYPCOB.

Knroueewvie cnosa: 6a3oBasi CTaBKa, CICIUANBHBIA HAJIOTOBBIA PEXHUM, 3€MEIBHBIN HAJIOT, CIMHBIA 3eMEIbHBIN
HAJIOT, 00BEKT HAJIOTOOOJIOKCHHUS, 3eMETBHBIH YUaCTOK, HAJIOTOBAsl CTaBKa, HAJIOTOBBIC JBTOTHI, OAJUTEI OOHHUTETA MT0YB,
KaJacTpoBasi CTOMMOCTb.
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