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Implementation of state business support programs: current situation, analysis and proposals

Abstract

Object: To determine the factors affecting the development of medium and small businesses, as well as to investi-
gate the degree of influence of state support on entrepreneurship in the Republic of Kazakhstan.

Methods: The study used statistical methods of analysis, including multiple correlation-regression modeling.

Findings: The authors put forward and tested hypotheses about the presence of a relationship between the depend-
ent variable “Share of SMEs in GDP” and such factors as “The amount of funds for support for SMEs”, “Employed in
the SME”, “Number of able-bodied population”, “Index of prices for food products”, “GDP per capita”, “Level of youth
unemployment”. To prove or refute these hypotheses, a correlation and regression analysis was carried out. A check of
the variable model for multicollinearity has been checked and the determination coefficient is calculated. The value of
the r-quadratic determination coefficient for the dependent variable “SME share in GDP” is of high value (0.96), which
suggests that the factors included in the model are well described and have a high degree of influence on it. In general,
the regression analysis showed that the resulting model is adequate and reliable.

Statistically significant coefficients were determined for the variables “Able-bodied population”, “GDP per capi-
ta”, “Youth unemployment rate”, that is, the listed indicators play a significant role in changing the “Share of SMEs in
GDP”. At the same time, the factors “Number of working-age population” and “Unemployment rate among youth”
have an inverse relationship with the indicator “Share of SMEs in GDP”.

Conclusions: regression analysis showed that in Kazakhstan there are certain problems in the implementation of
state policy in relation to the development of entrepreneurship. This fact is confirmed by the results of the study. The
main hypothesis about the impact of the “Amount of funds to support SMEs” on the indicator “Share of SMEs in GDP”
was not confirmed. The presence of problems in the distribution of state resources requires constructive state measures
to solve the existing problems.

Keywords: the development of SMEs, GDP, state support, program effectiveness, regression, correlation, factors,
employment of the population, the price index.

Introduction

Entrepreneurship is the engine of economic development of any country and the driving force behind
economic progress. Government programs should serve as a tool to enhance and promote entrepreneurship in
Kazakhstan.

In turn, the socio-economic component that affects the welfare of the country's population as a whole
depends on the effectiveness of the implementation of government measures.

The growth of entrepreneurship gives society positive directions for development. This can manifest it-
self in providing the population with new jobs and, as a result, income growth, which guarantees an increase
in living standards and stability in the future. Healthy competition in the business environment and the de-
velopment of various industries can ensure economic growth and reduce social tensions (Xu et al., 2021).

To date, a distinctive feature of the developed sphere of small and medium-sized businesses is the pres-
ence of its high share in the structure of the country's GDP, which in developed countries is about 50-60%.

Thus, in the UK — 51%, Germany — 53%, Finland — 60%, in the Netherlands — 63% (Mennens et al.,
2022). Meanwhile, today the share of SMEs in Kazakhstan's GDP is 35% (BNSASPR, 2022), which indi-
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cates a weak development of this area, despite the allocated support measures.

The problems of inefficiency of state support measures are laid even before it is received by business.
Thus, according to the KPMG study on state support, the following conclusions were drawn:

- the lack of a full-fledged state support information portal and the presence of only one operator for a
specific state program, most respondents identify as one of the significant operational obstacles to participat-
ing in state support projects;

- according to 90% of respondents, it is necessary to expand industry criteria and “reengineer” govern-
ment programs that stimulate business;

- respondents gave a low rating to the quality of state support for business;

- 34% of enterprises assess the viability and effectiveness of programs as “below average”;

- more than 50% of companies consider the possibility of access to information at the “medium” level
(KPMG in Kazakhstan, 2020).

Thus, the effectiveness of supporting small and medium-sized businesses should be assessed as the ef-
fectiveness of implementing state support programs and improving people's well-being.

Literature review

The problems of the effectiveness of the implementation of state measures to support entrepreneurship
are widely covered both in foreign and domestic scientific literature (Pastran et al., 2021; Patel, Rietveld,
2023).

Balekine E.V. in his writings he proposes to use the following indicators: the number of small enter-
prises; the number of employees in enterprises; the volume of investments in the fixed capital of enterprises;
turnover of enterprises; wage fund at enterprises (Balekine, 2010). The disadvantage of this approach is the
lack of freely available data on the turnover and payroll of enterprises in Kazakhstan.

According to Dadashev A.Z., it is recommended to apply the indicators of the growth of the overall
profitability ratio, equal to the ratio of the sum of the balance sheet profit (or the volume of goods produced,
services rendered) to the total costs with the conditional distribution of the share of support (Dadashev,
2018).

Vasilyeva M.V. in his research, he proposes to include such a factor as “individual characteristics of the
enterprise” for evaluating efficiency (Vasilyeva, 2019). The disadvantage of this approach is that this ap-
proach is unrealistic to implement in Kazakhstan, where uniform requirements for subjects have been adopt-
ed. The only exception is regional programs.

In the works of Kuznetsov Yu.V., Bykova N.V. such indicators are: the number of enterprises that have
benefited from support; increase tax revenue through support; budget efficiency; the share of innovative
SMEs in the total volume of enterprises that received support (Kuznetsov, Bykova, 2017). This approach
deserves attention, since it is proposed to introduce an indicator of “innovation”, which can give impetus to
the development of the economy as a whole.

According to the works of Glukhov K.V., Chebashev I.A., Mikhalevsky A.V., the effect of support
measures can be assessed by such indicators as changes in the number of SMEs, the number of employees in
SMEs, changes in revenue, calculated business activity indices according to the OECD (Glukhov et al.,
2021). This method, with the exception of the “change in revenue” indicator, can be taken into account when
assessing the effectiveness in Kazakhstan.

A review of domestic literature was also carried out. On the topic of interest to us, the study was con-
ducted by Shaikhutdinova A.K., Selezneva 1.V., Abdildina S.S. and others (Shaikhutdinova et al., 2019).

Thus, taking into account all the studies on this topic, it can be noted that the authors highlight the main
indicators of the effectiveness of the implementation of state measures to support entrepreneurship, namely:
growth in employment; development and growth of business entities; the volume of their products.

Methods
The study used statistical methods of analysis, including multiple correlation-regression modeling.

Results

Correlation — regression analysis.

At the first stage of the study, a selection of factors presumably influencing the development of SMEs
was carried out. These are such as:

- 'Y —the share of SMEs in GDP (%);

- X1 — amount of funds to support SMEs (million tenge);
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- X2 — employed in SMEs (persons);

- X3 — the number of able-bodied population (thousand people);

- X4 — food price index (%);

- X5 — GDP per capita (thousand tenge);

- X6 — youth unemployment rate in % (15-28 years).

The dependent variable in this case will be the share of SMEs in GDP — Y, independent variables — X1,
X2, X3, X4, X5, X6.

For the study, official statistical data of the Republic of Kazakhstan for the period from 2010 to 2021
were used.

At the second stage of the analysis, the selected factors were checked for multicollinearity. This is done
in order to protect oneself from undesirable consequences, such as: too large parameter errors, obtaining in-
correct signs and inaccurate estimates of regression coefficients, and others.

In this regard, before building the model, it is necessary to carefully check the factors for multicolline-
arity and eliminate it. To do this, use the matrix of paired correlation coefficients (Table 1).

Table 1. Correlation matrix

Variables 4 X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6
Y 1
X1 0,83 1
X2 0,97 0,65 1
X3 0,69 0,68 0,67 1
X4 0,48 0,20 0,47 -0,11 1
X5 0,90 0,69 0,65 0,69 0,22 1
X6 -0,87 -0,61 -0,56 -0,72 -0,15 -0,65 1
Note — compiled by the authors based on data obtained using MS Excel

Partial correlation coefficients show the tightness of the relationship between the resulting feature and
the input factors. According to the comparative criteria, the expediency of including one or another factor in
the model is established. It is also possible to rank indicators using the partial correlation coefficient (Ta-
ble 2).

Table 2. Ranking factors

Factors Correlation coefficient value
X2 — Employed in SMEs 0,97
X5 — GDP per capita 0,90
X6 — Youth unemployment rate -0,87
X1 — Amount of funds to support SMEs 0,83
X3 — The number of able-bodied population 0,69
X4 — Food price index 0,48

Note — compiled by the authors

Further, according to the data obtained in Tables 1 and 2, we will analyze the relationship between the
parameter “Share of SMEs in GDP” and the above indicators:

1. The correlation between the variables “Employed in SMEs” and “Share of SMEs in GDP” has the
highest value (0.97). Moreover, the factors have a direct positive relationship, that is, the growth of one leads
to the growth of another factor (the growth of the employed population leads to an increase in the share of
SMEs in GDP), i.e. employment is one of the main indicators of the increase in the “Share of SMEs in
GDP”.

2. GDP per capita (0.90) has a positive, rather high correlation with the “Share of SMEs in GDP”.

3. The indicator “Youth unemployment rate” (-0.87) negatively correlates with the “Share of SMEs in
GDP”.

4. The indicator “Amount of funds to support SMESs” has a direct positive relationship with the “Share
of SMEs in GDP” (0.83), but occupies only 4th position in the rating of factors.
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5. The correlation between the “Number of able-bodied population” and “Share of SMEs in GDP”
was 0.69.

6. The least influence, among all factors, on the “Share of SMEs in GDP” is the “Food Price In-
dex” (0.48).

Thus, to find a multiple regression, all variables were used, since their high and sufficient relationship
with the effective feature was revealed. And also there is a lack of multicollinearity between the factors.

Let's build a multiple regression (Fig.).

Regression stat

Multiple R 0,984
R-square 0,968
Normalized R-square 0,963
Stand. Error 1,081
Observations 48
ANOVA

df S5 MS F  |Cognif. F
Regres. 6 1451,679| 241,9466| 207,0631| 4.98E-29
Remains 41 47.90718| 1,168468
Total 47 1499 587

Coef. | Stand. Error | (-stat P-value | Low 935% | Up 95%

Y-intersection 1539138 6261183 245822 0,01828| 274666| 2803609
X1 The amount of funds to support SMEs -0,00004 0.00004| -0.89346| 0.37682| -0,0001| 000005
X2 Employed in SMEs 0 0| 069356 049187 0 0,00001
X3 The number of able-bodied population -0.01815 0,006| -3.02304 0.0043| -0,0302| -0,00602
X4 Food price index 022533 011199 201199 0,05082| -0.0008| 04515
X5 GDP per capita 0.00656 0,00212| 3,09467| 0.00354| 000228| 001084
X6 Youth unemployment rate -2.36454 0.54695| -432315 0.0001| -34691| -125995

Figure. Regression analysis results

Note - compiled by the authors based on data obtained using MS Excel

Figure shows:

- R-square is 0.968, which indicates a high level of influence of independent variables on the dependent
one, and also indicates the high quality of the constructed model,;

- The high significance of the regression equation is demonstrated by the F value, which is less
than 0.05.

Let's make a multiple regression equation:

y \u003d 153.9 - 0.018 * X3 + 0.007 * X5 - 2.365 * X6

Interpretation of the resulting model:

1) An increase in employment per 1,000 people is accompanied by a decrease in the share of SMEs in
GDP by 0.018%;

2) An increase in GDP per capita by 1 thousand tenge will increase the share of SMEs in GDP by
0.00656%;

3) An increase in the youth unemployment rate by 1% will lead to a decrease in the Share of SMEs in
GDP by 2.365%.

Statistical evaluation of the model.

We calculate the table value F of the Fisher criterion and compare it with the observed F:

Fobs = 207.06 > Fcrit = 2.7. This means that the constructed multiple regression model is reliable and
statistically significant.

Let us estimate the regression coefficients for significance. We use several verification methods:

1) The value of P — for coefficients should be no more than 0.05. This is the probability of error. In the
constructed model, the coefficients for the variables X3, X5, X6 are significant, since they correspond to the

Cepusi «9koHomumkay. Ne 3(111)/2023 29



A.K. Atabayeva, N.M. Lebayev et al

condition P-value < 0.05.

2) We find the tabular value of Student's statistics and compare it with the observed value. Since Tobser
> Tcrit = 2.45 for variables X3, X5, X6, the regression coefficients b3, b5 and b6 are statistically significant.

3) If the upper and lower limits of the confidence interval have different signs for the same variable (for
example, the lower 95% is positive and the upper 95% is negative), then the regression coefficients are not
significant. In our model, the lower and upper bounds have the same signs of the variables X3, X5, X6, so
these regression coefficients are significant.

Thus, the evaluation of the model showed that the coefficients b3, b5 and b6 have statistical signifi-
cance for the variables X3, X5, X6.

The regression analysis carried out allows us to summarize the results of the study:

1) in increasing the share of SMEs in GDP, such indicators as:

- X3 — The number of able-bodied population;

- X5 — GDP per capita;

- X6 — Youth unemployment rate in %.

At the same time, factors X3 and X6 have an inverse relationship with the dependent indicator Y.

2) coefficients for variables X1 — the amount of funds to support SMEs; X2 — employed in SMEs; X4 —
Food price index — not statistically significant.

This suggests that in Kazakhstan there are problems related to the support of entrepreneurship and the
development of small and medium-sized businesses. To solve these problems, additional government
measures are needed.

Discussions

A wide discussion of the topic of state support for entrepreneurship and the effectiveness of measures
taken in this area can be observed not only in domestic, but also in foreign literature.

In the works of A.A. Ryadchin, one of the evidence of high-quality government measures in favor of
business entities is the positive dynamics in the number of small enterprises (Ryadchin, 2019). In our opin-
ion, the quantitative effect cannot give a complete picture of the effectiveness of government measures.
There are many qualitative indicators, the consideration of which will lead to a real analysis of the effective-
ness of the work of state bodies in relation to the development of business processes.

T. Fuller in his study offers an additional indicator of the effectiveness of state support programs — the
significance of the program among subjects who want and receive assistance (Fuller, Moran, 2022). We
agree with the author and believe that the introduction of this indicator of performance evaluation in Kazakh-
stan is possible and necessary due to the absence of any restrictions and difficulties in its implementation.

We agree with the opinion of Saginova O.V., Zavyalova D.V., Kiriyenko A.P., Sanalina L.V., who pro-
pose to single out a mandatory list of criteria for the effectiveness of support programs: the number of SMEs
per 10 thousand population; share of SMEs in total GDP; number of able-bodied population; unemployment
rate; the total amount of budget expenditures for supporting SMEs per inhabitant (Saginova et al., 2019). In
general, this approach is applicable to analyze the effectiveness of support measures in Kazakhstan.

Conclusions

The National Development Plan of the Republic of Kazakhstan until 2025 establishes the main direc-
tions of the state to create a diversified and innovative economy. Meanwhile, the implementation of the cur-
rent policy regarding the development of entrepreneurship does not fully correspond to this goal. This fact is
confirmed by the regression analysis carried out in the framework of the study. The main hypothesis about
the impact of the “Amount of funds to support SMEs” on the indicator “Share of SMEs in GDP” was not
confirmed. The presence of problems in the distribution of state resources requires constructive state
measures to solve the existing problems. State programs aimed at the growth of SMEs do not give the ex-
pected results. Insufficient efficiency of government programs may also be due to the allocation of a limited
amount of budgetary funds for priorities and approaches to support entrepreneurship.

Supporting small and medium-sized businesses is an important task for the state, as this sector of the
economy plays a key role in creating jobs, stimulating innovation and ensuring sustainable economic growth.
However, there are various problems and challenges that governments may face when trying to support small
and medium-sized businesses: availability of funding, bureaucratic barriers, insufficient knowledge and skills
in business management, tax burden, competition with large companies, lack of access to markets and cus-
tomers, lack of support and advice, etc.

To solve these problems, states can take various measures, such as reducing the tax burden, providing
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incentives and subsidies, training and support for entrepreneurs, simplifying bureaucratic procedures, etc.
Effective support programs should be part of a long-term economic development strategy, not tempo-
rary measures.
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A.K. AtabaeBa, H.M. JlebaeB, M.K. Anues, JI.E. Annmena, III.T. baiiken:xuna

KacinkepuaikTi KogayablH MeMJIEKETTIK 0araapiaMaliapbiH icKe acbIpy:
aFBIM/IAFBI JKAFail, TAaJAay KIHe YChIHBICTAp

Anoamna:

Maxcamwr:OpTa XKoHE MAFbIH OW3HECTIH AaMyblHa dcep eTeTiH (hakTopiapnasl aHBIKTay, coHnmaii-ak Kaszakcrax
PecnyOnmkachIHIAFBI KOCITIKEPITIKKE MEMIICKETTIK KOJNIAYABIH dcep eTY TOPEkKECiH 3epTTey.

Odici: 3epTTeyae TallayablH CTATHCTHKAIBIK OIiCTepi, COHBIH IMIiHAE KON KOPPEISIISIIBIK-PErPECCUSITBIK MO-
JIeNTbICY KOJIIAHBUIIBL.

Kopvimeinowi: Asropnap «KI1O-geri ILIOb yneci» Toyenni aitupiMansickl MeH «L1IOB-T Konayra apHanFaH Ka-
paxar kenemi», «l1IOb-Te xyMbpICTIeH KaMThIIFaHaap», «EHOEKKke KaOimeTTi XalblK CaHbl», «A3BIK-TYJiK OaFachIHBIH
uHaeKci», «Kan 6acwina makkangarel KIO», «Kactap apachlHAarkl )KYMBICCBI3BIK JACHIEH1» CUSIKTBI akTopriap apa-
CBIHIAFBl OAalTaHBICTHIH OONYBI Typalibl THIIOTE3aJap/Abl ajFa TapTTHl KOHE ChIHAAbl. Byn rumoresamapabl monenaey
HEMece TePiCKe MIBIFApy YIIiH KOPPEIAIUsIIBIK-PETPECCHUTBIK TaAay KYpri3inai. Moaens alHbIMAIbUIAPBIHBIH MYJIhb-
TUKOJUTMHEAPIIBUIBIFEI TeKcepiin, netepmunanus kodddunuenti ecentenni. «KIO-meri HIOB yneci» Toyennai aifHbI-
Mauisl yiriH R-kBajgpaT nerepMuHaiys ko3¢GGHIMeHTiHIH MoHI )xoFapsl MaHTe ue (0,96), Oy Mozesbre eHri3iireH ax-
TOpJIap JKAKCHI CUTIATTANTHIHBIH JKOHE OFaH 9cep eTY/IIH JKOFaphl IopexkKeciH KkepceTei. JKamsl anFania, perpecCHsuIbIK
Tangay HOTHXKECIHE abIHFAaH MOJICIb aJeKBATThI )KOHE CEHIMII €KeHIH KOPCETTI.

«EHOekke KaOimeTTi Xabiky, «Kan O0aceiHa makkannarsl JKIO», «Kactap apackliHIAaFb! )KYMBICCHI3/BIK ICHICHi»
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aifHpIMaNbUIAPbl OOWBIHINA CTATHCTHKAJIBIK MAaHBI3Abl KO3(D(GUIMEHTTEP AHBIKTANIbBI, SFHM aTajdFaH KePCETKIIITep
«XKIO-neri LIOB ynecin» e3repryne MaHbI3Abl poil aTkapaisl. byn perre «EHOeKke KabijeTTi XaJIbIKTBIH CaHbD» )KOHE
«Kacrap apacbIHIaFrbl )KYMBICCBI3IBIK AeHreii» dakropnapsl «KIO-zgeri ILIOB yrneci» kepceTkimiMeH kepi OaiiiaHbic-
Ta.

Tyorcvipimoama: Perpeccusutblk Tannay KasakcraHna KoCIIKepIliKTi TaMbITyFa KaThICTBI MEMJIEKETTIK CasicaTThl
XKysere acblpyna Oenrini Oip mpoOnemanapablH 0ap eKeHiH KepceTTi. byl (akt 3epTTey HoTHXKellepiMeH pacTajiajbl.
«I1OB-THI KONAyFa apHANFaH Kapaxar kejeMiHiH» «KIO-zperi ILIOB yiueci» kepceTkimine acepi Typabl HEri3ri ru-
moTe3a pactaiMaabl. MeMIleKkeTTiK pecypcTapabl Oeyne mpobiaeManapabH 0oiysl Oap mpobiiemManapsl ISy YIIiH
CBIHIAPJIBI MEMJICKETTIK IapajIapAbl Taual eTei.

Kinm ce3dep: 11IOb mamysr, JKIO, memnekeTTik Koimay, OarmapiaMaHBIH THIMIUIT, PErpeccHs, KOppersus,
(akTopnap, )KyMBICIICH KaMTy, Oara MHIEKCI.

A.K. AtadaeBa, H.M. Jle6aeB, M.K. Annes, /I.LE. Anumesa, II1.T. baliken:xuna

Peanm3anus rocyiapcTBeHHbIX IPOrpamMM MOAIEPKKH OU3Heca: TeKylas CUTyauus,
aHAJIU3 U MPeIJI0KeHUsI

Annomauyus:

Leny: OnpeaenuTs (GakTopsl, BIMAIONINE HA Pa3BUTHE CPEAHETO M Manoro OU3Heca, a TakkKe MCCIEN0BaTh CTe-
IIeHb BIUSHUA TOCYJapCTBEHHOM MOJAEPKKU Ha MpeNpuHIMaTenbCTBO B Peciybnuke KazaxcraHs.

Memoouwi: Tlpu npoBeieHNU UCCIIEAOBaHUS ObUTH HCIIOJIb30BaHbl CTATUCTHYECKUE METO/bI aHaIn3a, B TOM YUCIIe
MHO>KECTBEHHOE KOPPEIALUOHHO-PEIPECCUOHHOE MOJEIMPOBAHHUE.

Pesynsmamui: ABTOpamMH BBIIBUHYTBI H MPOTECTUPOBAHBI TUMOTE3B! O HAIMYMH B3aUMOCBSI3U MEXy 3aBUCHMOM
nepemerHoil «monss MCB B BBII» n takumu daxrtopamu, kak «o0beM cpenctB Ha momnepxky MCBy», «3aHATeIe B
MCB», «KOMHYECTBO TPYIOCHOCOOHOTO HACEICHUS», «MHAEKC IIEH Ha MPOJOBOJIBCTBEHHBIC TOBAph», «BBII Ha mymry
HaceJeHUs», «YPOBEHb MOJIOJICKHON Oe3paboTuipy. [ NOKa3aTenbCTBa MM ONPOBEP)KEHMS AAHHBIX THIOTE3 OBLI
IIPOBEIECH KOPPEILMOHHO-PETPECCUOHHBIN aHanu3. BrINoaHEeHa MpoBepKa MEPEMEHHBIX MOAEIN Ha MYIbTUKOJIIHHE-
apHOCTh, M paccyuTaH KO3(h(HUIMEHT JeTepMHUHAINH. 3HaUeHHE KO3 PHUIMeHTa AeTepMUHannu R-KBaapar Uil 3aBH-
cumoit nepemenHoit «gons MCB B BBII» umeer Bricokoe 3HaueHue (0,96), 4To roBOpUT O TOM, YTO BKIIOUCHHBIE B
MoJieb (PaKTOPBI XOPOIIO OMMCBHIBAIOT U UMEIOT BHICOKYIO CTENeHb BIHMSHUs Ha He€. B nenom, perpeccuoHHbIil aHanu3
MOKazall, 4To IMOJIy4eHHas MOJIeNb aJIeKBaTHA M HajekHa. CTaTUCTUUECKH 3HAYMMBIMH ONpe/esIeHbl KOI(PPHUIUCHTHI
IIPY TIEPEMEHHBIX «YHCICHHOCTh TPYAOCIOCOOHOTO HaceneHus», «BBII Ha nymry HaceneHus», «ypoBeHb 0e3paboTHIIbI
cpeay MOJIOJASKN», TO €CTh NEepedyHCICHHbIe MOKa3aTeld HTParoT 3HAUYUTENbHYIO poib B M3MeHeHuH «1oau MCH B
BBII». [Ipu aTOM (hakTOph! «4HCIEHHOCTh TPYAOCIIOCOOHOTO HACEICHHS» U «yPOBEHb 0€3pabOTHIIBI CPEIn MOJIOEIKI
HUMEIOT 00paTHYIO 3aBHCUMOCTH ¢ TIokazaresneM «maoiisit MCB B BBII».

Bvi6oowl: PerpeccroHHbII aHanM3 ToKas3all, 4ro B KazaxcraHe cymiecTBYIOT OonpeelieHHbIe POOIeMBbI ITpoBee-
HUSI TOCYAapCTBEHHON TOJIMTHKY B OTHOIICHUN Pa3BUTHS IPEANPUHUMATENBCTBA. JJaHHBIN (hakT MOATBEPKIAIOT MOITY-
YEHHBIE pe3yNbTaThl ucciaenoBanua. OCHOBHAs TMIOTE3a O BIMSHUU «CYMMBI CpeAcTB Ha nopjaepxkky MCb» Ha noka-
3arenb «noiast MCB B BBII» He moarBepamiack. Hammuaue mpobiem pacipeenieHus TOCYIapCTBEeHHBIX PECYPCOB Tpe-
OyeT KOHCTPYKTHBHBIX TOCY/IaPCTBEHHBIX MEp [UISl PEIICHNUS CIOKUBIIUXCS TPOOIEM.

Knioueswie cnosa: pazsurne MCB, BBII, rocynapcTBeHHas nojanepxka, 3ppekTHBHOCTb MPOrpaMm, perpeccus,
KOppensus, GakTopbl, 3aHATOCTh HACEICHUS, WHICKC IIeH.
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