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Development of methodological foundations for the development and implementation
of the state policy of reindustrialization of regional systems

Abstract

Object: The purpose of the study is to substantiate methodological issues of state policy and modeling of the dy-
namic development of regional systems as an inseparable triad "ecology-society-economy" in the conditions of various
stages of reindustrialization.

Methods: methods of system analysis and economic synthesis of reindustrialization factors and assessment of their
impact on the development of ecological and socio-economic systems are used, which will increase the effectiveness of
state policy and management decisions in the field of scientific, technical, industrial and environmental policies.

Results: The developed methodology for assessing the state and dynamics of the development of ecological and
socio-economic systems is a tool for further, more in-depth analysis of the development problems of the countries that
are part of the EAEU zone, in solving which it is impossible to do without the use of methods of state regulation of the
economy. It is established that socio-economic policy and the organizational, economic, and managerial mechanisms by
which it is implemented have a significant impact on development. In this regard, it is important not only to determine
the degree of efficiency of the use of available resources, but also to what extent and how to make up for their lack. The
presence or absence of effective policies is reflected in the reduction or growth of barriers to development.

Conclusions: Recommendations on the choice of reindustrialization options are as follows:

— systematic consideration of three interrelated elements: realization of industrial potential, effective use of labor
resources, ensuring normal working conditions and effective employment of the population; advanced development of
infrastructure;

— consideration of environmental effects directly related to the process of re-industrialization;

— a retrospective study of the industrial development of the territory is the most important source of information
for the development of directions for the allocation of productive forces;

— decision-making is based on taking into account social, economic, natural and technological criteria indicators,
which provide for compliance with the principle of coordinating the interests of the subjects of reindustrialization, tak-
ing into account social priorities.

Keywords: state policy, reindustrialization, methodological approaches, regional systems, ecological-socio-
economic systems.

Introduction

The current stage of socio-economic transformations in the countries of the Eurasian Economic Union
(EAEU) zone is characterized by an active search for development prospects. The economic crisis has made
significant adjustments both to the situation in the economies of different countries and to the state of world
markets, requiring a reassessment of the parameters and forecasts of socio-economic development, changing
approaches to the formation of development programs for various sectors of the national economy. But the
most important conclusion, which follows from the analysis of the prerequisites and consequences of the cri-
sis, is that the world is on the verge of large-scale technical, cultural and social changes that require the re-
structuring of the basic foundations of socio-economic systems. In this regard, the governments of the EAEU
countries are forced not just to carry out reindustrialization, but practically to engage in the industrialization
of the economy from scratch, since the industry, due to known political reasons, was completely destroyed or
technologically obsolete (Shelomentsev, at al. 2017). In this regard, within the framework of this study, rein-
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dustrialization is understood as the design and deployment of internal industrial and technological chains that
create use values for both industrial and consumer purposes.

The processes of state regulation of the socio-economic consequences of reindustrialization should be
dynamic and flexible. In all countries with established market economies, the concepts, goals, objectives,
priorities and mechanisms of industrial development have changed with economic development (Taubayev,
Amirova, Borisova, 2019). Reindustrialization is impossible without strengthening the role of the state on the
basis of a comprehensive socio-economic policy in relation to specific industrial complexes and industries.

Currently, research in this area is more focused on the general issues of reindustrialization, including
imperatives, opportunities, challenges, and the impact of global factors and risks on these processes. The is-
sues of public administration are practically not touched upon. The developed foreign concepts are poorly
suited to the conditions in the EAEU countries, so they can only be considered as a basis for studying theo-
retical and practical experience that can be adapted for the countries within the EAEU. In addition, the issues
of modeling the dynamic development of regional systems as an inseparable triad "ecology — society — econ-
omy" in the conditions of various stages of reindustrialization of the EAEU countries have not yet received
proper theoretical and methodological study.

Literature Review

The founders of bringing to the fore the concept of reindustrialization as an innovative approach to the
development of industrial systems can be noted (Stevenson, 1981) and (Roy Rothwell, 1985), who justified
the conditions and prerequisites for this process in the world economy. Also, in this series, we can note the
role of specialized studies of international scientific organizations (National Research Council, 1981),
which have developed methodological recommendations for understanding terminology related to the devel-
opment of reindustrialization processes. The study by (Roy Rothwell, 1985) examines the close relationship
between reindustrialization and the development of science and technology, and determines the priority of
industry development from the point of view of innovation and transition to new technological processes
based on the developments of domestic science. In the future, the development of the theoretical aspects of
the problem of reindustrialization became controversial within the framework of clarifying the terminology
of the process and the various shades of the name of reindustrialization, which was reflected in the study of
(Raggi, 2013).

At the present stage, instead of theoretical questions, research in the field of reindustrialization of na-
tional economies has come to the fore in the direction of determining readiness, priorities, resource provision
and assessing the impact on national competitiveness. The readiness of post-socialist countries for reindustri-
alization in the context of increasing globalization is considered in the study by (Levin, 2010) which presents
data not only on possible directions of reindustrialization, but also on the misconceptions inherent in stimu-
lating this process in state policy. In addition, we can note the research of (Shih, 2013) and (Panza, 2014),
which consider the key features of the reindustrialization of the United States and the Middle East, and in
comparing the data, the study shows a clear dependence of the reindustrialization process on the level of de-
velopment of countries. If for developed countries reindustrialization is an opportunity to move to a new
technological level, then for developing countries an incorrectly developed and implemented state policy of
reindustrialization can lead to deindustrialization, and to a decrease in the technological level.

It should be noted that now all the countries of the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU), including Russia
and Kazakhstan, have identified reindustrialization on a new technological basis as the main priority for the
development of industry. Therefore, we study not only the features of the reindustrialization process, but also
its impact on the main economic and social processes, so at this stage there are a lot of studies of this nature.
Among them, we can note the study of (Shelomentsev, at al. 2017), which addresses the issues of the region-
al level of reindustrialization in the EAEU countries, from the perspective of a detailed study of the issues of
modeling the dynamic development of regional systems as an inseparable triad "ecology-society-economy"
in the conditions of various stages of reindustrialization of the EAEU countries. This study also raises ques-
tions about the further continuation of the study of reindustrialization processes in the EAEU countries, since
the process is long-term and requires a well-developed state and supranational policy. In the study of
(Nevskaya, et al. 2018) the transformation of the system of indicators of the state economic policy aimed at
stimulating the development of economic potential in order to increase the competitiveness of the national
economy with a priority on the reindustrialization of the Russian economy is considered. Among the Kazakh
authors, [ would like to mention the study by (Aimagambetov, et al. 2016), in which the authors consider the
possibilities of reindustrialization of the national economy from the point of view of ensuring its competi-
tiveness. Assessing the factors of ensuring competitiveness, the authors note the role of national industry and
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the business environment (Davletbayeva, Taubayev, Kuttybai, 2018) as the main actors in the processes of
reindustrialization.

Method

A special feature of the proposed approach is the consideration of the national economies of the EAEU
countries as regional ecological and socio-economic systems. Therefore, first of all, we will define the con-
tent of the concept of "ecological-socio-economic system" in relation to the national economies of the EAEU
countries.

A systematic approach is now a common requirement when analyzing any problem that needs a scien-
tific solution. At the same time, the general concept hides a diverse set of ideas about consistency. In our
opinion, there are three main understandings of the term "system", which complement each other and are
associated with successive stages of scientific research and construction in the economy.

The methodology for assessing the state and dynamics of the development of ecological and socio-
economic systems is a tool for further, more in-depth analysis of the development problems of the countries
that are part of the EAEU zone, in solving which it is impossible to do without the use of methods of state
regulation of the economy (Taubayev, Kamenova, Borisova, Saifullina, 2019).

Methodological provisions for assessing the impact of reindustrialization processes on the socio-
economic development of ecological and socio-economic systems take into account:

— transition of the economy to an innovative development path;

— linking the strategic goals and priorities of the national economies and the EAEU as a whole;

— efficient use of all types of resources.

The results of the assessment of the impact of reindustrialization processes and the development of eco-
logical, socio-economic systems should be the basis for decisions taken by the authorities of the EAEU coun-
tries in the field of scientific, technical, industrial and environmental policies. Decisions should be aimed at
ensuring the sustainable socio-economic development of countries based on the rational use of natural re-
sources.

At the same time, a special role is played by factors related to nature management and environmental
protection, which, through economic mechanisms, affect the socio-economic development of the EAEU
member states as a whole. This is reflected in the main parameters of the vital activity of national economies:
economic growth, income of the population, law and order and public safety, public health, education, cul-
ture, physical culture and sports, accessibility and quality of housing, state and municipal administration.

Results

The traditional view of the industrial system can be formulated in the following terms:

1. The system is closed and has a certain stability of goals and operating conditions.

2. Orientation of the system to mass production of goods and services.

3. The main factor of efficiency is the growth of profit generated in the conditions of rational use of all
resources.

4. The organization and management system is based on the functional division of labor, norms and
rules that ensure the effective use of resources.

The increasing complexity of global political and socio-economic processes is reflected in the active
development of institutional theories in order to find solutions to systemic problems. According to the repre-
sentatives of the socio-institutional direction, the new society is characterized by a significant increase in the
role of man in the economy and the formation of a new type of production, economic and socio-cultural rela-
tions.

The content of modern views on the development of industrial systems can be briefly described as fol-
lows:

1. The system is considered in the unity of the influence of the internal and external environment.

2. Focus on product quality, on meeting the needs of individualized consumers.

3. The main source of profit is the staff with creative potential, as well as the conditions for its imple-
mentation.

4. The management system is focused on the growth of organizational, labor culture and innovations.

There are several approaches to building a system for measuring the socio-economic state, level and
pace of development of the national economy:

— comparison by a single indicator selected as the main indicator;

— comparison of several indicators identified as priority for the socio-economic development of the region;
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— building a system of consolidated socio-economic indicators;

— construction of rating points.

The first two approaches are used in mathematical modeling of both the regional socio-economic sys-
tem as a whole and its structural elements. In the third approach, the principle of selecting and matching in-
dicators is important. To achieve the optimality of the system, methods for constructing indicators are devel-
oped. For each indicator, each region gets its own rank (place) and score in points. Then the standard score
for the indicator as a whole is calculated. You can evaluate a region by a coefficient that is equal to the ratio
of the region's own score to the standard score for a specific indicator. All coefficients will be in the range
from 0 to 1, the higher the value, the better the position of the region according to this criterion.

The territorial proportions of the development of productive forces reflect the participation of each re-
gion in the formation of the economic potential of the country at various stages of its development. This in-
cludes the production and non-production sectors of the economy, which are based on taking into account
numerous, often multidirectional prerequisites and restrictions for the development of territories. The con-
struction of typologies (or typological groupings) of regions is important both for the systematic description
and diagnosis of the socio-economic situation of the regions, and for the implementation of the tasks of the
state regional socio-economic policy. A prerequisite for the development of mechanisms and instruments of
regional economic policy should be taking into account the economic, social, natural, geopolitical and other
significant features of the regions.

In regional studies, methods of typological groupings of regions are widely used. At the same time,
preference is given to the methods of complex groupings, when the division of a set of regions into groups
(types) is carried out according to two or more characteristics taken in combination (combinations). A group
of indicators with a certain thematic focus can be considered as a certain potential of the region in a particu-
lar area of economic development.

The economic advantages of individual countries include the availability of skilled labor, developed ag-
riculture, the capacity and degree of diversification of industrial potential, the presence of a monopoly on
scarce or export resources, the presence of unique industries and monopolistic enterprises, and a favorable
economic and geographical location (border, coastal and transit regions) (Bliakhman, 2014).

With the transition to market - based principles of organizing social production, the competitive strug-
gle of countries for resources to maintain and increase their socio-economic potential has become clear. In
this competition, the comparative conditions of investment and functioning of capital and labor acquire a
systematic character. The main goal and task of various countries is to assert themselves in the market space,
to create an economic and managerial infrastructure that can ensure their success in the competition for in-
vestment, financial, and labor resources. From the point of view of the development of specific industries,
the inflow of capital to a particular region is practically no longer dependent on centralized solutions, but is
determined by the competitive capabilities of the region and the prospects for their expansion. Entrepreneuri-
al capital flows to those countries and regions, as well as areas of activity where it is possible to place com-
petitive production and organize profitable business.

Stable development of ecological-socio-economic system, and, consequently, all of the structural ele-
ments of this system is in direct proportion to the degree of possession of the corresponding potential for de-
velopment, which determines the attractiveness of the country for new and reconstruction of existing facili-
ties.

Based on the above, the methodological basis for assessing the impact of regional factors on the state
and development of national economies in this study is the principles of the allocation of productive forces:

1. Territorial division of labor: improving the competitiveness of the national economy as a result of us-
ing the absolute and relative advantages of the division of labor between countries within their territories,
using the economic benefits of the interregional and international division of labor.

Expected result: formation of effective market specialization, optimal employment structure, economic
relations with other EAEU countries, taking into account economic, natural-resource and historical condi-
tions and features of development, restoration and development of integration ties, conclusion of intergov-
ernmental agreements on mutual supply of products, agreements on joint work on commissioning of produc-
tion facilities, carried out on a mutually beneficial basis.

Risks: the weakness of internal integration, the lack of a common economic space, territorial isolation.

2. Rational and efficient placement of production: bringing production closer to the sources of raw ma-
terials, fuel, energy and consumption areas in order to reduce production costs; improving the environmental
situation
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Expected result: reduction of transport, energy, material and labor costs, increase of economic efficien-
cy of production;

Risks: unfavorable natural and climatic conditions; high cost of living of the population and, as a result,
high cost of labor, or low standard of living; high production costs.

3. Integrated socio-economic development of national economies: development of sectoral and
intersectoral clusters.

Expected result: reduced environmental and production costs, increased employment efficiency as a re-
sult of the agglomeration effect.

Risks: territorial isolation, non-integrated nature of the economy, excessive orientation to the external
market, the desire of foreign partners to direct the development of economic relations along the way of ex-
porting raw materials and products of initial processing from the country.

4. Smoothing the asymmetry of the economic and social development of the EAEU countries: accelerat-
ing the pace of development of not only prosperous, but also backward territories.

Expected result: increased competitiveness and investment attractiveness on the basis of a well-thought-
out development policy, reduction of hotbeds of social tension in the most backward economies that can de-
stabilize the situation as a whole.

Risks: a significant gap between countries in terms of socio-economic development, the inability to
overcome country differentiation over a long period of time, and the lack of financial resources.

Depending on the scope and nature of the manifestation of these factors in a particular socio-economic
environment, the degree of their influence can be quite significant and manifest itself in both positive and
negative aspects, becoming in the latter case barriers to development. Table 1 highlights the most important
ones, which primarily determine the effectiveness of the socio-economic policy implemented in a particular
country.

Table 1. Types of barriers to regional development and areas of their manifestation

The focus of barriers
The ability of the regional economy to effectively use available resources to produce goods
and services in accordance with the requirements of the domestic and foreign markets.
Objective resource opportunities for the implementation of investment development goals
The state of economic development, indicating the degree of economic development of the
territory, determined by the influence of natural and geographical features of the develop-
ment of the national economy
The financial capacity of the national economy to meet the expenditure obligations and
powers assigned to it by the legislation to ensure comprehensive socio-economic develop-
ment, without resorting to external financial assistance.

Types of barriers
Economic

Investment projects
Economic and geo-
graphical features

Financial services

Infrastructure pro-
jects

The level of infrastructure development of the territory, as the most important condition for
attracting and concentrating production and population on the territory of the country, the
development of trade, financial and information services, and innovation.

Social networks

The state and conditions of social development of the territory that determine the standard of
living of the population of the country, resulting from the consumption of economic and
social benefits created by the market and public sectors of the national economy

Demographics

The population, its reproductive capacity, as a result of prolonged exposure on the dynamics
and age structure of the population of the mode of generation, due to demographic and mi-
gratory behaviour of the population.

Labor relations

The state of employment, which characterizes its quality level that meets the standards of the
International Labour Organization (ILO).

Institutional The qualitative level of the management functions performed by the national authorities to
create conditions for the growth of the country's competitiveness, determined by the effec-
tiveness of the state socio-economic policy implemented in the territory.

Ecological The level of anthropogenic load on the environment, which determines the degree of its suit-

ability for the life support of the population and the conduct of economic activity.

Production and tech-
nological

The level of capacity of the real sector to use available resources to solve socio-economic
problems of the development of the national economy.

Note - Compiled by the author

Based on the above basic principles of the development and distribution of productive forces, the main

factors of influence on the development of ecological, socio-economic systems are identified and grouped
into 11 blocks (dominants):
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The first block (economic) factors describes the conditions that define the place and role of the country
in the international division of labor, the degree of export-oriented economic complex of the territory, giving
an idea about the type, level of development and the structure of the production complex.

The second block (investment) forms the investment potential and activity of the country and its re-
gions, attracting investment in the development of the national economy.

The third set of factors characterizes the level of economic development of the territory and indicates
the degree of its economic and infrastructural development associated with the natural and geographical con-
ditions of development.

The fourth set of factors characterizes the financial condition of the territory, due to the budget's full-
ness and the ability of the government to fulfill its obligations to society.

The fifth (infrastructure) block makes it possible to determine the level of development of industrial,
transport, and social infrastructure, which forms the basis for the prospects for the development of the na-
tional economy and its investment attractiveness for both domestic and foreign investors.

The sixth (social) block characterizes the level of social development of the territory and is associated
with the formation of the level and quality of life of the population of a given country, its social well-being,
which determines the potential of migration outflow from the territory of the country or, conversely, its inflow.

The seventh (demographic) block of factors determines the presence and level of development of the
demographic potential of the country, the conditions of reproduction of the population, its gender and age
composition, migration activity, which ultimately forms the country's labor resources.

The eighth (labor) block of factors is closely related to the previous two, which form the basis for the
formation and development of the country's labor potential.

The institutional block characterizes the share of the state's presence in the formation of economic ac-
tivity in the country and its regions and takes into account the impact of the socio-economic development
strategy implemented in the country, including state programs at the federal and regional levels. This set of
factors takes into account the role of the state in creating an environment for improving the country's compet-
itiveness and ensuring its economic and national security.

Tenth unit factors determines the level of ecological well-being of the country, the state of the environ-
ment, which, due to natural and climatic characteristics of the territory or as a result of high environmental
load of sectors on the environment determine the restrictions to further increase production capacity at the
same technological basis.

The last block (production and technological) factors characterizes the level of technological develop-
ment of the national economy and is directly related to the previous one.

When all groups of factors interact, an ecological and socio-economic environment is formed that pro-
motes or, conversely, hinders the development of the territory. Each of the circles of the diagram shown in
Figure 1, and the whole of it, illustrates the essential components of the influence on the nature and level of
development of the system. At the same time, each of the components determines the corresponding group of
factors in the system of barrier influence. The effect of one of the components can largely be determined by
the state of the others.

Investment

. . Foreign
Ecological projects g

Economic

Economic

Financial geographica

State and
development
potential of the
ESES

Institutional Social

Infrastructure
projects

Production and
technological

Labor relations Demographics
Figure 1. Factors determining the state and development potential of ecological and socio-economic systems (ESES)

Note - Compiled by the author
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For example, the presence of production factors will not automatically lead to the development of indus-
trial enterprises, if the level of infrastructure or socio-economic development of the territory does not con-
tribute to the formation of a favorable investment climate.

Significant differentiation in the socio-economic state and dynamics of the development of ecological
and socio-economic systems is largely due to resource availability, geographical location, climatic conditions
and a number of other objective factors. At the same time, along with this, socio-economic policy and the
organizational, economic, and managerial mechanisms by which it is implemented have a significant impact
on development. In this regard, it is important not only to determine the degree of efficiency of the use of
available resources, but also to what extent and how their lack is compensated. The presence or absence of
effective policies is reflected in the reduction or growth of barriers to development.

Based on the above methodological approach, the ESES are divided according to their belonging to a
particular group:

1) with a low level of barrier risks in development;

2) the average level of barrier risks;

3) with high barrier risks.

If the gap between the minimum and maximum values of the indicator is too large, and the step interval
increases significantly, the search for the minimum and maximum values is reduced to finding the most
common minimum or maximum values of this indicator in the selected range, and then determining the
weighted average value.

Conducting both a general analysis and an analysis of individual blocks of indicators will help identify
weak links in socio-economic development and develop more effective measures to eliminate or reduce the
impact of development barriers that have a negative impact on the ESEC, as well as strengthen the effect of
positive factors.

Discussion

When assessing the impact of reindustrialization processes on the development of ecological and socio-
economic systems, we proceed from the fact that in the modern economic theory and practice of regional
research, there is a variety of methodological materials, but there are no specific methods of diagnosis and
forecasting. This should be solved the issue of obtaining reliable information about the features of the socio-
economic situation in a particular region, comprehensive assessment and integrated analysis of statistical,
sociological and other information about the socio-economic situation in the territory, the development of
socio-economic development of the territory and preparation of recommendations aimed at overcoming the
negative and support the positive trends of socio-economic development, bring these recommendations to the
relevant authorities and management.

Conclusion

Thus, the features of the author's approach to the choice of reindustrialization options are as follows:

— systematic consideration of three interrelated elements: realization of industrial potential, effective
use of labor resources, provision of normal working conditions and effective employment of the population;
advanced development of infrastructure;

— consideration of environmental effects directly related to the process of re-industrialization;

— a retrospective study of the industrial development of the territory is the most important source of in-
formation for the development of directions for the allocation of productive forces;

— decision-making is based on taking into account social, economic, natural and technological criteria
indicators, which provide for compliance with the principle of coordinating the interests of the subjects of
reindustrialization, taking into account social priorities.

The development of effective economic tools for solving the strategic tasks of reindustrialization of the
national economy is not limited to justifying the scale of state support for the industrial sector.

At the same time, the effect of improving economic instruments is to:

— ensuring the global competitiveness of a particular country and its regions;

— stimulating the process of consolidating the resources of the national economy for accelerated growth
and changing its structure;

— development of human capital, improvement of spatial and qualification mobility of the population;

— improving the environmental situation to balance economic development;

— improving the quality of public goods management, including natural resources.
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The degree of achievement of the set goals determines the sustainability and dynamism of the development
of the national economy, as well as the formation of potential for its future development.

The development of public policy implementation tools means:

— justification of clear criteria for assessing the effectiveness of reindustrialization in the areas of nature
management and environmental protection, as well as their correlation with strategic goals and tactical objec-
tives of socio-economic development in general;

— socio-economic forecast of the consequences of the transformation of existing and the introduction of
new economic mechanisms and tools;

— the sequence of decisions and actions to introduce innovations in the mechanisms and tools of public
administration.

The recommendations, based on the relevant conclusions and conclusions, should be:

— focused on specific activities and addressed to specific public administration bodies;

— practical, that is, feasible in the medium term and taking into account legal and other restrictions;

— cost-effective, that is, the results, and the activities associated with them, should not exceed the costs;

— focused on specific socio-economic outcomes.
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E.b. AiimaraméetoB, A.U. Urnatwok, I'.H. Amuposa, E.U. Bopucosa

OHipJaik skyiienepai KaliTa MHAYCTPUAIAHABIPYABIH MeMJIEKETTIK casicaThIH J3ipJiey MeH icke
achIPYABIH dicTeMeTiK HeTi3aepiH 1aMbITy

Anoamna

Makcamul: 3epTTeyliH MaKcaThl MEMIICKETTIK CasCATTBIH OiCTEMEIIK MOCENCNIEpiH HEri3ey JKoHe KaliTa
WHAYCTPUSUIAHABIPYIBIH Op TYPJi Ke3CHJAEPi KaFmalbIHIA «9KOJIOTHUS — COIMYM — 3KOHOMHKAa» a)KbIpamac YIITIri
PETIHIE OHIPIIK KYHEISPAiH CEPIIHIII JaMYBIH MOJICIBICY OOJBIN TaObLIabL.

Oodicmepi: KaliTa WMHIYCTpUSUTAaHIBIPY (GaKTOpIAphIH KYHen Tangay >KOHE SKOHOMHKAJIBIK CHHTE3/ICY KOHE
OJIAPABIH IKOJIOTHSIIBIK-9JICyMETTIK-9KOHOMHKAIBIK KYHENepIiH AaMyblHa dcepiH Oaramay omicTepi maimamaHbLIIb,
OYJ1 FBUIBIMU-TEXHUKAJBIK, OHEPKICINITIK JKOHE TAOMFATTHI KOpPFAy CascaThl CAACBIHIAFhl MEMJIEKETTIK cascaTr IIeH
OacKapyIIBUTBIK MISTIIMASP I H THIMAUTITIH apTTBIpyFa MYMKIHIIK Oepei.

Homuorceci: DKOMOTHSAIBIK-0JICyMETTIK-9KOHOMHUKAIBIK XYHeTIepIiH Kai-Kyldi MEH JaMmy CepriHiH OaraaymblH
ozipienren omicremeci EADO ailimarbiHa KipeTiH eNiepliH JdaMy IpoOieMallapslH OAaH api, HEFYpIBIM TepeH
TaNIayabplH Kypaibl OOJBIN TaObUIAIBI, OJapAbl IICHIyAe YKOHOMUKAHBI MEMIICKETTIK PETTCeY OAICTEpiH maiimananOaii
icTey MyMKiH emec. JlamMmyFa oleyMeTTiK-3KOHOMHUKAJBIK CascaT JKOHE OHBI JKY3€re achIpPaThIH YHBIMIACTHIPYIIBLIBIK,
SKOHOMHKAIBIK, OacKkapy TeTIKTepl aWTapibIKTail ocep eTeTiHi aHbIKTanasl. OcblFaH OaifmaHeicTHl Kojnma Oap
pecypcTappl NaiganaHy THIMAUICIHIH JOpeKeciH aHBIKTay FaHa eMecC, COHBIMEH KaTap OJIapAbIH JKETiCIeyLIIiri
KAHIIIAJIBIKTBI J)KOHE Kalall TONBIKTHIPBUIATHIHEI Ja MaHBI3ABI. THIMAI cascaTThIH OOJyBl HEMece KepiCiHIme 0oiIMaysl
JlaMy KeJeprilepiHiH ToMeHAeyiHae HeMece ocyiHIe KopiHic Tadaabl.

Kopuvimuinowvl: Kaiita HHIYCTpUSITaHIBIPY HYCKATAPHIH TaHIay OOWBIHINA YCHIHBICTA:

— e3apa OailTaHBICTHI YIII JIEMEHTTI JKYHWeNi Kapay: eHEpKOCINTIK JJIeyeTTi iCKe achIpy, €HOEK pecypcTapbliH
THIMII Taigana”y, KajdbIIThl €HOCK >KaFmaiapblH >KOHE XaJbIKTBl THIMII XYMBICTICH KaMTyIbl KaMTaMachl3 €TY;
UH(PaKYPBUIBIM/IBI O3BIHKBI JAMBITY;

— KaiiTa MHAYCTPHUSIIAHABIPY YIAepicTepiMeH TiKenel OailaHbICThI SKOJOTHSIIBIK 3apAanTapAbl eCeTKe aly;

— ayMaKTBIH WHAYCTPHSUIBIK JaMybIH PETPOCIEKTUBTI 3epJAeiey OHIIprill KYIITEp. i OPHAIACTBIPY OaFBITTapBIH
93ipIiey YIIiH MaHBI3IBI aKMapaT Ke3i OO0JIBIT TaObLIAIE;

— mrenrMaep KaObuImay — QIEYMETTIK  OachIMIBIKTapIbl  €CKepe  OTBIPHIN, KalTa HHIYCTPUSUIAHIBIPY
CyOBEKTUICPIHIH MYIICNCpIiH Kelicy KaFMIaThIH CaKTayAbl KO3ICHUTIH OJICYyMETTIK, YKOHOMHKAIBIK, TaOWFU KOHE
TEXHOJIOTUSIIBIK, OJIIIEM KOPCETKIIITEPiH SCeNKE AyFa HETi3IeNe/Ii.

Kinm ce30ep: MeMIIEKETTiK cascaT, KalTa WHAYCTPYSUIAHABIPY, OMICTEMENIK TOCUIAep, OHIPIIK JKyHenep,
9KOJIOTHSUIBIK-0JIEYMETTIK-DKOHOMHUKAIIBIK XKyiternep.

E.b. Aiimaram6etoB, A.!. Urnatiok, I'.H. AMuposa, E.U. Bopucosa

Pa3BuTHe MeTOoAUYECKHX OCHOB Pa3padoTKU M Peanu3aluy rocy1apcTBeHHoi
MOJUTHKHN PEHHIYCTPUAIU3ANNU PETHOHATbHBIX CHCTEM

Annomauyus

Lenv: 1enp ucciaeqoBaHUs 3aKII0YAETCS B 000CHOBaHHH METOJHUYECKHUX BOTIPOCOB TOCYIAPCTBEHHOH MOJUTHKH U
MOJICTIMPOBAHUS TUHAMHUYHOTO PAa3BUTHS PETHOHAIBHBIX CHCTEM KaK HEpa3pbIBHON TPHUAMbl «9KOJOTUS — COLUYM —
HKOHOMHKA» B YCIOBUSIX PA3JIMUHBIX ITATIOB PEHHAYCTPHUATU3AIINH.

Memooui: VIcnionb30BaHbl METO/bI CUCTEMHOTO aHANN3a U SKOHOMUYECKOI0 CHHTe3a (DAKTOPOB PEHH/IYCTPHAITH-
3allMU M OIICHKH WX BIIUSHHS HA PAa3BUTUE 3KOJOT0O-COIMO-IKOHOMUYCCKUX CHUCTEM, YTO IMO3BOJIUT MOBBICUTH 3D dek-
TUBHOCTB TOCYJAPCTBCHHOW IMOJIMTHKY ¥ YIPABICHUCCKUX PEIICHUN B chepe HayIHO-TCXHHUUCCKOW, IPOMBIIIICHHON 1
MPUPOJOOXPAHHON TIOTUTUKH.

Pesynomamei:  PazpaboTaHHass METOAMKA OLEHKH COCTOSHHS W JUHAMHUKH Pa3BUTUS  HKOJOTO-COIUO-
9KOHOMHYCCKUX CHCTEM SIBIISICTCS MHCTPYMCHTOM I JalbHEHIIero, 6ojee riay0OKoro aHanu3a HpoOiieM pa3BHTHS
cTpaH, BXxoaamuX B 30Hy EADC, B penieHu KOTOPBIX HEBO3MOXKHO 00OUTHCH 0€3 HCITOBb30BAHUS METOI0OB TOCYAAPCT-
BEHHOTO PETYJINPOBAHUS SKOHOMHKHU. Y CTAHOBJICHO, YTO CYLIECTBEHHOE BIIMSIHUAE HA Pa3BUTHE OKA3bIBAIOT COI[HATIBHO-
HKOHOMHYECKAsl MOJHUTHKA M T€ OpPraHU3al[HOHHbIC, YKOHOMHYECKUE, YIPABICHYECKHE MEXaHU3MbI, KOTOPHIMUA OHA
OCYIIECTBIISICTCS. B CBS3M ¢ 3THM Ba)kHOE 3HaYCHHE MPHOOPETAET HE TOJILKO ONpeesieHne cTerneHH dPPEKTHBHOCTH
HCTIONIb30BaHHS UMEIOLIHMXCS PECYPCOB, HO U TO, HACKOJBKO M KAKMM 00pa3oM BOCHOJHSETCS UX HeJAO0CTaToK. Hamudue
WM, HA000POT, OTCYTCTBHE 3P PEKTUBHOM IMOJUTHKH OTPAXKACTCS B CHIDKEHUH WA POCTE OaphepoB pa3BUTHSL.

Bvi600vl: PexoMeHganum no BbI0OpY BApUAHTOB PEUHIYCTPHAIH3AIIH 3aKITI0YAI0TCS B CIIETYIOLIEM:

— CHCTEMHOE PACCMOTPEHHUE TPEX B3aMMOCBSI3aHHBIX JIEMEHTOB: PEeai3aliy MPOMBIIUICHHOTO OTCHIAANA, (-
(hEeKTUBHOTO MCIOIB30BaHUS TPYIOBBIX PECYPCOB, 0OCCIICUCHUST HOPMAIBHBIX YCIOBUH Tpyaa U 3¢ ()EKTUBHOMN 3aHATO-
CTH HACEJICHHSI;, OTIEPEIKAIOIICE Pa3BUTHE UHPPACTPYKTYPHI;

— YYeT 3KOJOTHYCCKHX TOCIIEACTBUMN, HEMOCPEACTBEHHO CBA3aHHBIX C MPOIIECCAMH PEUHAYCTPUATH3AIIHH;

— PETPOCTICKTUBHOE H3YYCHUEC WHAYCTPHAIBHOTO PAa3BUTHS TEPPUTOPHU SIBISCTCS BAXKHEHIIUM HCTOYHUKOM
nHpopmanuu is pa3paboTKK HANPaBJICHUH pa3MELICHUsI TPOU3BOANTEIBHBIX CHUIT;
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— NPUHSATHE PENICHUH 0a3UpyeTCs Ha yYeTe COIMATbHBIX, SKOHOMUYECCKHX, MIPHUPOTHBIX W TEXHOJIOTUYCCKUX KPH-
TEepHATBHBIX TIOKa3aTeNeH, MPeIyCMaTPUBAIONINX COOIOACHUE MPUHIINAIIA COTTIACOBAHMS MHTEPECOB CYOBEKTOB PEUH-
TyCTPHAIHM3ALNHN C YIETOM COIHATIBHBIX IPHOPUTETOB.

Knwuesvie cnosa: TOCyJapCTBCHHAA MOJIMTHKA, PECUHAYCTpHUAaIU3alnud, MCTOANYCCKHUC TTOAXO0AbI, PETHOHAJIBHBIC
CHUCTEMBI, 3KOJIOTO-COMNO-DKOHOMHYCCKNUEC CUCTCMBI.

References

Aimagambetov, E., Stefanov, D. & Kuttybaeva, N. (2016). Assessing the level of competitiveness of the Republic of
Kazakhstan on the basis of world rankings analysis. International Journal of Economic Perspectives. 10. 101-112.

Davletbayeva, N., Taubayev, A. & Kuttybai, M. (2018). System problems of entrepreneurship development in Kazakh-
stan regions in conditions of globalization. IDIMT 2018: Strategic Modeling in Management, Economy and Society.
26th Interdisciplinary Information Management Talks. pp. 113-119. Retrieved from https://idimt.org/wp-
content/uploads/proceedings/IDIMT proceedings 2018.pdf

Levin, S.M. (2010). Alternatives to institutional development of frontier and post-socialist countries: mythologems of «post-
industrialism» and «globalism» and the real trends, Institutional Research Journal, Vol. 2, Issue 1, pp. 6-16

National Research Council. (1981). Reindustrialization or New Industrialization: Minutes of a Symposium. Washing-
ton, DC: The National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/19675.

Nevskaya, N.A., Garnov, A.P., Brykin, A.V. & Malakhova, E.V. (2018). National Competitiveness as the Object of
Indicative Planning in the Context of Re-industrialization. European Research Studies Journal, Volume XXI, Spe-
cial Issue 1, 148-155, DOI: 10.35808/ersj/1167

Panza, L. (2014). De-industrialization and re-industrialization in the Middle East: reflections on the cotton industry in
Egypt and in the Izmir region. The Economic History Review, 67(1), 146. doi: 10.1111/1468-0289.12019

Raggi, P. (2013). Industrialisation, désindustrialisation, ré-industrialisation en Europe: Le cas de la sidérurgie lorraine
(1966-2006). Rives méditerranéennes, no 46,(3), 11-28. doi:10.4000/rives.4478.

Roy Rothwell, (1985). Reindustrialization and technology: Towards a national policy framework. Science and Public
Policy, Volume 12, Issue 3, June 1985, Pages 113130, https://doi.org/10.1093/spp/12.3.113

Shih, Willy C. (2013). «The Re-Industrialization of the United States?» Wirtschaftspolitische Blatter 60, N. 2. Pp. 297—
312.

Stevenson, A.E. (1981). Reindustrialization: politics and economics. United States: N.p., Web.
doi:10.1080/05775132.1981.11470659.

Taubayev A.A., Amirova G.N., Borisova E.I. The main trends in the development of science-intensive economy in the
conditions of reindustrialization of the countries of the Eurasian Economic Union. —//Economic series of the Bulletin
of L.N. Gumilyov. — Ne 3. — 2019. — p. 55-63

bnsixman JI.C. PernonanbsHele 1 MakpopernoHanbHble OCHOBBI HOBOM nHAycTpuanu3aunu / JI.C. biasxman // [Ipobnems
coBpeMeHHOM skoHOMHKH. — 2014. — Ne 1 (49). — C. 7-18.

TaybaeB A.A. ®opmupoBanue B KazaxcraHe HHCTUTYITHOHATLHOW CPEIbI pa3BUTHS BHICOKOTEXHOJIOTHYHOTO CEKTOpa U
WHHOBAITMOHHOTO TpennpuHuMarenbctBa / A.A. Taybaes, A.b. Kamenosa, E.W. Bopucosa, F0.M. Caiidymmnna
// KopriopaTuBHOE yIipaBJieHHE ¥ MHHOBAIIMOHHOE pa3BuTHE dKoHOMUKH CeBepa. — 2019. — Ne 1. — C. 104-111.
DOI: 10.34130/2070-4992-2019-1-104-111

Illenomennes A.I. MopnenupoBaHue CcleHapyeB AMHAMHUYHOTO Pa3BUTUS  PETHOHAJIBHBIX  JKOJIOTO-COLHO-
SKOHOMHYECKUX CHCTEM B YCIIOBISIX PEHHIYCTpHANIN3aluy cTpaH EBpa3suiickoro 3KOHOMHYECKOTO COI03a: MOHOTP.
[Texct] / A.T.Illemomennes, A.A.Taybaes, [.b. bepr, J.H. Vneiobmmes u np. — Kaparanma: Mz
TOO «PEGASO», 2017. — 250 c.

Cepusi «9koHomumka». Ne 1(101)/2021 25





