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Abstract. In the conditions of regionalization of the economy and globalization of world markets for goods and
services, regions act as independent subjects of competition. In market conditions, regions compete for investment
resources (public, private and foreign), attract taxpayers, as well as for all sources of resources and markets. At the
same time, regions are independent subjects in national and international markets. This study analyzes key indicators
of social and economic development of the regions of Kazakhstan, systematized methodological approaches to
measuring the regional competitiveness by calculating traditional and integrated indicators. We identified the
negative effects of the advancing commodity sector development are as follows: increased socio-economic
differentiation of regions; is the depletion of raw materials. The outstripping development of the commodity sector
leads to the emergence of problem non-raw regions, characterized by a relatively low level of real money income of
the population, low budget provision due to own sources of income.

Key words: region, competitiveness, social and economic situation, gross regional product, regional
development.

Introduction. In all countries of the world - due to differences in geographical location, natural and
climatic conditions, demographic situation, development history and other factors - the regions have
different levels of socio-economic development. This gives rise to many serious social and economic
problems. Therefore, each state strives to improve the standard of living in backward regions, that is, to
pursue a regional policy aimed at leveling the conditions and increasing the level of their development.

The works of Kazakh scientists such as U.Baymuratov|[l], K Kazhimurat [2], O Sabden [3], K
Sagadiev [4], N.Nurlanova [5] and others are of the greatest interest for the study of theoretical approaches
and mechanisms of regional economy management. Their research has touched upon numerous aspects,
beginning with factors, conditions and criteria of competitiveness, and ending with mechanisms for
increasing the competitiveness of regions and the country as a whole.

Despite fundamental methodological and practical studies of domestic and foreign scientists, the main
principles and factors of the development of the regional economy, many problems related to the
integration of statistical assessment of the level of competitiveness of the regions of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. The development of effective mechanisms for improving the structural policy of the region,
the search and development of new competitive opportunities of the region, including by improving the
quality of human capital in a domestic environment economy remain poorly understood.

Modern Kazakhstan is characterized by a high degree of openness of the regions economy, the
tendency towards interconnectedness and interdependence of the regions of the country that are parts of
the global economic system is becoming more and more evident. In addition, economic growth in
Kazakhstan is mainly related to the outstripping development of the commodity sector. If in the raw
regions there is stabilization and even some growth, for developed regions with qualified personnel and
high population density in the past, a decline in production is characteristic, which makes it difficult for
them to transition to market relations. As a result, the socio-economic differentiation of Kazakhstan
regions is increasing, which is becoming increasingly difficult to overcome.
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These circumstances necessitate the development and implementation of new approaches to the
effective use of regional factors and the study of Kazakhstan's interregional ties in order to determine the
specific development strategy for each regions of the country and to ensure the effective development of a
single economic space.

Methodical approaches to the quantitative assessment of the socio-economic development of the
regional economy. The heterogeneity of the country territory according to various characteristics or the
large size of the territory from the point of view of certain study purposes or practical activity necessitate
the division of this territory into parts - regions. At present, the territory of Kazakhstan includes 16 regions
of the country (14 regions, Almaty and Astana). In the Concept of the regional policy of Kazakhstan for
2014-2020 the regions were grouped according to the so-called problem principle [6].

Such grouping of Kazakhstan regions is actual today. The main indicators of social and economic
development of groups regions are given in Table 1.

Table 1 - The main indicators of socio-economic development of Kazakhstan regions in 2017

Share of the region,%
In the total In GRP,% In the volume of In gross In development of
population,% industrial agricultural mvestments in fixed
production,% output,% assets,%
The Republic of 100 100 100 100 100
Kazakhstan

Group 1 13 25 4 1 20

Group 2 6 19 35 2 29

Group 3 21 20 26 18 14

Group 4 32 17 15 35 18

Group 5 7 7 9 18 5

Group 6 21 12 11 26 14

Source - calculated by the author based on data of Agency on statistics [7].

The first group of regions includes the cities of Astana and Almaty - these are regions with a high
level of per capita incomes of the population, diversified industry, developed financial sector and high
scientific and technical potential. At present, development programs for intensive development of
manufacturing industry, infrastructure, scientific, cultural and other centers, formation of tourism and
recreation infrastructure have been worked out and implemented for the cities of Astana and Almaty. The
second group is formed by the Atyrau and Mangistau regions, rich in hydrocarbon mineral resources. The
average per capita incomes of the village in these areas are the highest.

The third group includes East Kazakhstan, Karaganda and Pavlodar regions, rich in natural mineral
and raw materials. Here mining and processing industries using local raw materials, as well as machine
building, light and food industries have developed. Regional development programs for the second and
third groups of regions provide for the diversification of industrial production mainly in processing
industries, the development of entreprencurship in agriculture, the development of transport and
communications infrastructure. At the same time, special attention is required for measures to protect the
environment, especially on the shelf of the Caspian Sea.

The fourth group includes Aktube, Zhambyl, Kostanay and South Kazakhstan regions, rich in natural
resources and significant agricultural land. In the regions of this group per capita incomes of the
population below the average republican level; approximately the same economic base and equal
directional structure.

Here, the regional policy should be aimed at implementing measures for the further use of the
potential of large enterprises, the development of industries serving agriculture.

The fifth group includes the West Kazakhstan and North Kazakhstan regions, where the machine
building industry is mainly developed, and there are significant areas of agricultural land. In addition, the
West Kazakhstan region has developed oil and gas production.
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Here an important strategic line should be the modernization and renewal of machine-building
enterprises, primarily the defense industry.

The sixth group unites Akmola, Almaty and Kyzylorda, with developed agricultural production,
except for oil production at Kumkol in Kyzylorda region. The average per capita income of the population
is lower than the average republican level, although the Kyzylorda region is allocated (due to the
development of the Kumkol oil field). Here the main attention of the regional policy should be given to
the development of small and medium-sized enterprises processing agricultural products, as well as
procurement, marketing, etc. Due to low living standards in these regions, it is necessary to develop and
implement projects to create and develop industrial production.

The growth of Kazakhstan's competitiveness is impossible without sustainable development of the
regions. That is the key in the Strategy of Territorial Development of the Republic of Kazakhstan up to
2020 approved by the Decree of the Head of State [8].

Let us consider the problem of socio-economic differentiation of the regions of the Republic of
Kazakhstan based on the results of the competitiveness rating of the regions of Kazakhstan prepared by
the Agency for Investigating the Return on Investment (AIRI) in early 2017. The ranking of the regions of
the Republic of Kazakhstan was compiled using an index method similar to the method used in the global
competitiveness rating, published by the International Institute for Management Development (IMD). In
this rating, competitiveness is measured based on such indices as the index of economic activity,
government effectiveness, business efficiency and infrastructure. These indices are calculated as a
weighted average of several indicators. For example, the index of economic activity includes the following
parameters: international trade, external investment [9].

In order to determine the components of the indices reflecting the level of development and
competitiveness of the region, first of all, a number of indicators have been identified that will be taken
into account when identifying the competitiveness of the region. An important condition for constructing
an index that would most fully reflect how competitive a particular region is the choice of adequate
indicators that should fully reflect the criterion of competitiveness and basic competitive advantages,
reflect the progressiveness of the industry structure, and be statistically accessible and contain a minimum
subjective interpretation. The choice of indicators is also determined by the availability of statistical data
on these indicators.

Thus, the main indicators of the rating of the republic region are:

- Index of economic development;

- Index of the standard of the population living;

- Index of scientific and innovative development;

- Index of infrastructure development of the region.

To compile and calculate the indices, country rating strategies were applied taking into account the
specificity of the regions' competitiveness. The methodology of country ratings is a way of aggregating a
number of particular indicators (criteria) into a more general indicator characterizing the relative positions
of the country (region) in this indicator. A distinctive feature of the ratings is the scaling of indicators, the
essence of which is to bring the indicators measured in different units (in percent, monetary, etc. units) to
immeasurable values in the range from 0 to 1 (where 0 will correspond to the worst result among regions,
and 1 - respectively, the best). The scaling will be done by converting from formulas (1) or (2):

Iij = in - Xmini /Xmaxi - Xmini (1)
Iij :1 = in = Xmini /Xmaxi = Xmini (2)

where: Xji is the i-th index of the j-th region; Xmini is the minimum value of the i-th index among all j-th
regions; Ximax is the maximum value of the i-th index among all j-th regions.

The transformation according to formula (1) is realized if large values correspond to the best
result and according to formula (2), if the lower values correspond to the best value. To obtain the value of
the integral coefficient, it is the first necessary to find the arithmetic average of the simple partial
coefficients (formula 3):
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Further, the obtained values must be transformed according to the formula (4):

i
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Iaverage =1 averagej ~ I average min /I average max ~ I average min (4)

This transformation (formula 4) is necessary to bring the value of the coefficients of the region
| — ge [0:1]. Thus, in the ranking there will always be regions with the best (Lpora ge= 1) and

worst (L . = () indicators, and the remaining regions will be located relative to these extreme ones.

verage

Analysis of the economic environment of regional development. Carried out calculations made it
possible to group the regions according to the level of competitiveness in general, and also for this or that
indicator in particular.

Knowing that the index can take values from 0 to 1, we can distinguish three groups of regions with
equal intervals:

- 1 group - high level of competitiveness: 0.66 <I <1.0;

- 2 group - average level of competitiveness: 0.33 <I <0.65;

- 3rd group - low level of competitiveness: 0.00 <I <0.32;

16 regions participate in the rating: 14 regions and the cities of Astana and Almaty (Fig. 1).

@

0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1

Kyzylorda l“ 0

Jambyl s 0,02
Almaty @ 0,03
South Kazakhstan ssmm .05
Mangistau h 0,25

West Kazakhstan | 0,31
Kostanay | 1: : 0,39
Akmola — 0,4
North Kazakhstan | 0,48
East Kazakhstan | 0,48

Aktube 0,62

Karaganda ‘ 0,68

Pavlodar @ : 0,71
Atyrau | 0,82

Figure 1 - Competitiveness index by regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2017.

Note: prepared by the authors

The most competitive regions are still Almaty city, Astana city and Atyrau region. The least
competitive regions are Almaty, Zhambyl and Kyzylorda regions. However, in 2017, compared with 2016,
the ranking among outsiders has changed: the rating of Almaty region rose to 2 positions, and Zhambyl
and Kyzylorda regions dropped to 1 position.

In determining the competitiveness index of the region, indicators such as per capita GRP, investment
in fixed assets, poverty level, industrial production, unemployment, etc. are taken into account. The
following table gives some key indicators that are included in the region's competitiveness index. Table 2
shows that the cities of Almaty and Astana, Atyrau region are relatively high in the rating, however this
same regions is at one of the last places in terms of the standard of the population living. The average level
of competitiveness prevails in Karaganda, Pavlodar and East Kazakhstan regions (Table 2).
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Table 2 - Components of the competitiveness index of the regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan in 2017

GRP per capita Investments in Depth of The number of The volume of
fixed capital poverty subjects of small industrial
enterprise production
Unit of measure thousand tenge million tenge % unit tenge, KZT
Republic of Kazakhstan 1665,3 4026 480 0,9 837 083 15929052
Akmola 11053 111025 1,3 32 598 236 417
Aktube 1.889.8 328 751 0,5 35570 1253915
Almaty 6589 299 409 0,3 113 368 444 202
Atyrau 6413,6 836 980 0,5 31012 4319754
West Kazakhstan 21682 127 050 0,9 27583 1480716
Jambyl 603.3 97016 0,6 39 727 185 715
Karaganda 17694 213065 0,6 55 855 1325357
Kostanay 12896 127 123 0.9 42298 563976
Kyzylorda 14641 142172 0.8 21574 1063126
Mangistau 3273,5 296 063 1,1 27 593 2 064 855
South Kazakhstan 580,9 215 308 1,8 135262 377180
Pavlodar 11631 178 999 1,5 75196 822 907
North Kazakhstan 1665, 3 4026 480 0,9 837 083 15929 052
Fast Kazakhstan 11053 111025 1,3 32 598 236 417
Astana city 2 90461 447 257 0,4 49 001 177 360
Almaty city 34188 350 328 0,2 94 420 532 750

Note: prepared by the authors

In addition, these regions have more developed electricity infrastructure. Regions of the southern zone
have a relatively low level of socio-economic development due to the smaller number of large industrial
enterprises and weak resource availability.

The regions with an average level of competitiveness are five of the sixteen surveyed regions:
Aktube, East Kazakhstan, North Kazakhstan, Akmola and Kostanay regions.

The list of regions with a low level of competitiveness increased from four to six: West Kazakhstan
and Mangystau regions left the ranks of regions with an average level of competitiveness, joining South
Kazakhstan, Almaty, Zhambyl and Kyzylorda regions.

According to experts (JSC "Center for Marketing and Analytical Studies"), to increase
competitiveness, Kazakhstan should pay more attention to the development of regions, using available
resources to create regional clusters. However, there is a huge gap between Kazakhstan's regions in many
social and economic indicators. Most of the regions have a low level of competitiveness, and none of them
received a high rating of productivity level [10].

Based on the results of my research, aimed at ranking the regions of Kazakhstan on a set of statistical
indicators. Obtained results made it possible to identify the weak points of cach of the regions, as well as
their initial advantages relative to the average republican level [11]. For analysis, publicly available data
were taken from the official website of the Statistics Agency of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

All 19 official indicators we shared into three groups (categories): the economic and social sphere, as
well as the standard of living of the population. For maximum objectivity all of them are considered either
relative to the population of the region, or in percent. Most of the indicators reflect the situation for 2017.
Ranking by a set of statistical indicators allows you to determine the problem of the relevant region for
one or another parameter relative to other administrative-territorial units. In the event that the region
occupies a place in the parameter from the 1st to the 6th, this indicator is defined as a good one - "does not
require intervention" from the local executive authorities. If the region takes place from the 7th to the
10th, then its position on this criterion is characterized as a borderline - "requires point measures" on the
part of the executive bodies.

If the region takes place from the 11th to the 16th, the situation is characterized by the indicator as
critical and, accordingly, "requires prompt, comprehensive intervention". According to the results of my
research, the relevant administrative-territorial units were conditionally divided into three groups:

- lead regions — Astana city, Atyrau region, Almaty city, as well as Aktube, Mangistau, Pavlodar
regions (1-6 places respectively);
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- regions with average indicators - West Kazakhstan, Karaganda, Almaty, Kyzylorda (7-10 places
respectively);

- outside regions - East Kazakhstan, Kostanay, North Kazakhstan, Akmola, South Kazakhstan and
Zhambyl (11-16 places respectively) (Table 3).

Table 3 - The results of ranking the regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan for the complex statistical indicators for 2017

Ne The regions of Kazakhstan Total score categories Final place
The economic sphere Social services The standard of living

1 Akmola 12 14 13 14
2 Aktube 2 9 2 4
3 Almaty 11 3 14 9
4 Atyrau 1 4 4 2
5 West Kazakhstan 8 10 7 7
6 Jambyl 16 7 15 16
7 Karaganda 10 12 6 8
8 Kostanay 9 15 9 12
9 Kyzylorda 14 6 12 10
10 Mangistau 4 2 5 5
11 South Kazakhstan 15 5 16 15
12 Pavlodar 6 11 7 6
13 North Kazakhstan 13 13 11 13
14 Fast Kazakhstan 7 16 10 11
15 Astana city 5 1 1 1
16 Almaty city 3 7 2 3

Note: prepared by the authors

The results of the ranking reflect the basic level of development of the regions, due to its geographical
location, the quality of the raw materials base, or a special status. The result of the region on the sum of
seats also reflects the level of its attractiveness for the republican elites. The city of Astana in the level of
production of innovative, as well as industrial products per inhabitant is the 14" place in both indicators.
The high place (the fourth) for GRP (Gross Regional product) is provided at the expense of the non-
production sector. The critical level of crime and the high cost of the food basket are characteristic not
only of Astana, but also of Almaty. The reasons for both cities are general: in the first case - increased
attractiveness for migrants, as well as a comparatively low proportion of unregistered crimes, in the
second - the excess of demand over supply due to the high level of income of the population.

A number of common problems have been identified in Atyrau and Mangistau regions. Most of them
are due to the raw nature of their economy. In the areas under consideration, low indices for the
production of industrial products per capita, a high level of prices (a living wage), as well as a low quality
of pedagogical personnel were recorded. According to such indicators as meat production and price level,
Mangistau region occupies the last places. The least number of problem sectors was recorded in Aktube
and West Kazakhstan regions. Areas of outsiders ranking, mostly having low rates in all three arcas and
for most of the statistical indicators under consideration, is the South Kazakhstan region, ranking fifth in
terms of the set of indicators in the social sphere, due to the country's lowest death rate from oncological
discases, as well as the second place in terms of natural population growth and the level of crime; and
Zhambyl region, as well as North Kazakhstan, which has good aggregate indicators in the social sphere
(7th place). At the same time, the region occupies the 16th and 15th places in the economic sphere and the
standard of living of the population respectively.

Deep regional differences exist in the average per capita output of industrial products, agriculture,
services rendered by enterprises and organizations of the service sector, and other analyzed economic
indicators. The unevenness of economic development has led to a significant gap in social indicators
assessing the potential of regional systems in Kazakhstan. "Coefficient of variation" shows how wide the
spread of macroeconomic indicators in the regions. At the same time, he does not take into account the
fact that the minimum and maximum values can be quite different from the others and can be a kind of
"emissions". However, in combination, both coefficients give a fairly complete picture of regional
differentiations. For clarity, we will give data on the breakdown of the most important indicators (Table 4).
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Table 4 - "Coefficient of variation" by the values of macroeconomic indicators in the regions of Kazakhstan

2007 2012 2017
Region | Absolute Region Absolute Region Absolute
values of the values of the values of the
indicators indicators indicators
1. GRP per capita, thousand tenge
The maximum value Atyrau | 289.7 Atyrau 17972 Almaty city | 4896,3
The minimum value Jambyl | 43.8 North 143,1 North 6679
Kazakhstan Kazakhstan
The difference 6,6 times 12,6 times 7,3 times
2. The average monthly nominal wage
The maximum value Atyrau | 41,6 Atyrau 65,2 Atyrau 165.9
The minimum value Jambyl | 12.3 Jambyl 22,5 Jambyl 61,8
The difference 3.4 times 2.9 times 2.7 times
3. Nominal income, thousand tenge per month
The maximum value Atyrau | 382 Almaty city | 51,7 Atyrau 106,1
The minimum value Jambyl | 11,3 North 14,3 North 28,1
Kazakhstan Kazakhstan
The difference 3.4 times 3,6 times 3.8 times
Note: prepared by the authors
Table 5- Indicators that determine the level of the HDI of the Republic of Kazakhstan in 2017
Region GDP per
Literacy Coverage |capita, dollar| Index | Theindex of | Indexof | HDI, HDI,
ALE, | rate, % | training m from | USA, PPP | ALE education income 2016 2016
year 6 to 24 years, %
Akmola 70,6 99,610 (71,6 16869.86 .76 0,903 ,856 840 0,76
0 3
Aktube 72,4 99,790 (71,8 23741,03 79 0,904 913 869 0,79
0 2
Almaty 71,8 99,352 66,6 11366,29 78 0,884 ,790 818 0,76
0 )
Atyrau 72,5 99,696 (73,8 79447,02 79 0,911 1,115 939 0,78
0 D 5
West Kazakhstan (71,7 99,699 80,4 30077,38 17 0,933 952 888 0,78
0 8 7
Hambyl 71,9 99,640 [70,1 10229.89 78 0,898 72 817 0,76
0 2 -
Karaganda 70,9 99,720 72,0 25132,33 .76 0,905 922 864 0,77
0 5 8
Kostanay 70,7 99,742 66,2 17472,29 .76 0,886 ,862 837 0,76
0 2 4
Kyzylorda 71,9 99,764 68,0 17052,47 78 0,892 858 844 0,76
0 D 3
Mangistau 73,2 99,710 (73,1 37956,05 .80 0,908 991 901 0,79
0 3 8
South 72,6 99,714 (73,7 9889,400 79 0,910 167 823 0,76
Kazakhstan 3 9
Pavlodar 71,5 99,696 69,3 25647,02 7 0,896 926 866 0,78
0 5 4
North 70,5 99,537 63,3 16468.75 15 0,875 852 828 0,76
Kazakhstan 0 8 2
East Kazakhstan (70,9 99,660 68,9 18549.87 .76 0,894 872 844 0,77
0 5 7
A stana city 74,8 99,890 91,8 61742,19 .83 0,972 1,072 958 0,84
0 2
Almaty city 75,3 99,852 96,4 59840,97 .83 0,987 1,067 964 0,83
0 8 0

Note: prepared by the authors
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In order to simplify the procedure for identifying the balance of regional development, we propose, as
an alternative or additional key performance indicator, to apply the universal integrated indicator - the
Human Development Index (HDI), widely used in international practice, also called the Human
Development Index (HDI), reflecting the quality of life of the population. The main goal of the concept of
human development is not the growth of the country's GDP, but the expansion of the possibilities for the
development of the individual and the freedom of his choice. The basis of the concept of human
development is the following postulate: the value of human life is not that man is capable of producing
goods, but that he is the goal of this development.

In this study, using the example of 2016, we calculate the index for all regions of Kazakhstan and
compare the dynamics of this index with 2006 - the last year of its official publication by region (Table 5).

In Kazakhstan, only the HDI country indicator is officially calculated, which averages the regional
differences in terms of the quality of life and does not give a complete picture for the development of an
adequate territorial policy for each region separately. Based on the calculation results, we group the
territories according to the quality of life for the convenience of analysis (Table 6); ALE - here is the
average life expectancy measured in years, PPP - is the purchasing power parity, measured in US dollars.

Table 6 - Ranking of regions by HDI for 2006 and 2016

Region HDI, 2006 Region HDI, 2016
Astana city 0,842 Almaty city 0,964
Almaty city 0,830 Astana city 0,958
Mangistau 0,798 Atyrau 0,939
Aktube 0,792 Mangistau 0,901
West Kazakhstan 0,787 West Kazakhstan 0,888
Atyrau 0,785 Aktube 0,869
Pavlodar 0,784 Pavlodar 0,866
Karaganda 0,778 Karaganda 0,864
East Kazakhstan 0,777 East Kazakhstan 0,844
South Kazakhstan 0,769 Kyzylorda 0,844
Almaty 0,764 Akmola 0,840
Kostanay 0,764 Kostanay 0,837
Jambyl 0,764 North Kazakhstan 0,828
Akmola 0,763 South Kazakhstan 0,823
Kyzylorda 0,763 Almaty 0,818
North Kazakhstan 0,762 Jambyl 0,817

Note: prepared by the authors

According to the results of Tables 5 and 6, the HDI in 2016 increased in comparison with 2006 in all
regions of Kazakhstan, which indicates the growth of citizens' well-being, the growth of economies in the
regions and, as a result, the improvement of the quality of life of the people of Kazakhstan. Leading in the
ratings of 2006 and 2016 years Astana and Almaty, Atyrau, Mangystau, Aktube regions, West
Kazakhstan region they are closely followed by Pavlodar, Karaganda regions and East Kazakhstan region.
The remaining arecas have less high indicators, while their place in the rating of 2016 changed compared to
2006.

Kazakhstan in 2006 was part of the group of countries with an average HDI of 0.782. Recall that all
countries in the world, according to the classification used by UNDP, are ranked according to the level of
the HDI into four groups:

1) with a very high HDI index > 0.9;

2) with a high HDI index > 0.8;

3) with an average of 0.5 <HDI <0.8;

4) with a low HDI index < 0.5.

Along with the UNDP classification, some scientists proposed an alternative classification of
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countries, which found practical application:

"1) countries with the highest level of human development (HDI 0.900 and above) - 25 countries;

2) advanced groups of countries with an average level of human development (HDI from 0.820 to
0.899) - 25 countrigs;

3) the second group of countrics with an average level of human development (HDI from 0.735 to
0.819) - 50 countries;

4) the lowest group of countries with an average level of human development (HDI from 0.570 to
0.734) - 29 countrigs;

5) countries with a low level of human development (HDI from 0.450 to 0.569) - 26 countries;

6) countries with a critically low level of human development (HDI below 0.450) - 22 countries "[12].

According to UNDP classification in 2016, four regions of Kazakhstan were included in groups with
a very high level of HDI. This city of Almaty (0.964), the city of Astana (0.958), Atyrau region (0.939)
and Mangystau region (0.901). All the remaining fourteen regions had indexes above 0.8 and were
included in the group with a high HDI. The lowest indicator for the level of the human development index
in 2015 is the Zhambyl region (HDI = 0.817), which is 1.1799 (=18%) less than the region with the
highest Almaty city index (HDI = 0.964).

Conclusions of the study. Research on public management of regional development highlights
various priority areas of regional policy, the choice of which most often corresponds to one or another
scenario of development.

However, most regional scientists agree that given process of structural diversification of the
economy, regional policies should be prioritized as a priority area of regional policy.

Despite the frequent use of the term "structural policy", it is still not established its established
definition. In the most general form, structural policy is seen as the impact of government bodies on all
types of economic structure [13]. And in this case, within the framework of the structural policy,
industrial, innovative, investment and other types of policies will be singled out, and the goals and
objectives of these types of policies will be based on the goals and objectives of economic restructuring.

Thus, balanced sustainable development in a crisis of the economy is impossible without interrelated
regulation, by improving existing economic and legal mechanisms, the natural resource and industrial
sector, which requires a comprehensive consideration of social, economic and environmental factors,
optimization of consumption resources. The need to implement this approach is relevant for the regions of
Kazakhstan, since the republic, having a significant part of the world's resources, still has an imbalance
both between the needs of the region in resources and the availability of available sources of
replenishment of resources, and between the existing material base and plans for its development; between
the requirements of intensification of economic growth and the principles of sustainable economic
development; between the real state of human capital and the needs of the modernized economy in labor
resource.

A.AGmvombmHOBa', A. Temmposa®, C. ¥Ocynosa’, T'. Tananéaesa*

"KopkeIT ATa aTbiHaarsl KpI3bLIopaa MEMIICKETTIK YHHBEPCHTET,
>3 C. Ceiipy nmm aTsHaars Kasak arpoTeXHUKANBIK YHHBEPCHTETI

KA3AKCTAHJAFEI OHIPJIK AWBIPMAIIBITEIKTAP YPAICTEPI JKOHE BAFAJIAY

Annotranmsa, Hapeik >kargaifbIHIA OHIPIAC) HHBCCTHUINLAIBIK PECYPCTap YIONH (MCMIICKCTTIK, MKCKC >KOHC
IICTCITIK), CANBIK-TONCYIN KOCIMOPBIHAAPABI TAPTY, COHBIMCH Oipre, OapibBIK PEeCypcTap Ke3aepi MCH OTKi3y
HAPBIKTAphl YIIiH 63apa canbicka Tycedi. COHbIMEH Oipre, eHIpPIEP YITTHIK >KOHE XaJbIKAPAIBIK HAPBIKTApIA 63
aIbIHA JKeKe CyOBeKT OOMbIN Tabbumanbl. ATanMemn 3eprreyae KazakcraH eHIpIEpiHiH 91y METTIK-9KOHOMHKAIIBIK
JAMYBIHBIH OACTBI KOPCETKIMITEPI TAJITAHAABL, OHIPIIK O3CeKeTe KAOUICTTIMIKTIH OJIIEMAEPIH aHBIKTAY 1A JICTYPII
JKOHE MHTETPAIABI KOPCETKIMITEP Il ECENITCH OTHIPHIII, dAICHAMANBIK OaFBITTAP JKYHEICHET].

Tyiiin cezaep: oHIp, O3ceKeTe KAOLICTTINIK, dICYMETTIK-3KOHOMHKAJBIK >KaFAal, eHIpJIK INIKi 6HiM, eHIpIIK
Jamy.
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14 KBI3bLIOPAHHCKHI TOCY JAPCTBCHHBIH YHHBEPCHTET HMCHH KOpKbIT ATa;
>3 Kasaxckuii arpoTexnudeckuit yuupepcurer uvenn C. Ceiihy mmmma

OIIEHKA U TEHJEHIIAA PETHOHAJIBHBIX PA3JIMUMI B KABAXCTAHE

AHHOTAIMSL. B PBIHOYHBIX YCIOBHAX PETHOHBI COCTA3AKOTCA MEKAY COOOH 32 MHBECTHIHOHHBIC PECYPCHI
(TOCY IApCTBCHHBIC, YACTHBIC W HWHOCTPAHHBIC), MPHBJICUCHUS MPCINPHATHH-HATOTOIUIATEIBIIHKOB, 4 TAKOKE 32 BCE
HCTOYHHUKH PECYPCOB W PBHIHKA cObITa. [IpH 3TOM PETHOHBI SBJLIFOTCS CAMOCTOSTCIBHBIMH CYyOBEKTAMH HA
HAUMOHABHBIX H MCKIYHAPOAHBIX PBHIHKAX. B JaHHOM HCCICAOBAHHH AHATH3HPYIOTCHA KIFOUCBBIC MOKA3ATCIH
COIMABHO-Y)KOHOMHYECKOTO PA3BHTHS PErHOHOB Ka3zaxcTaHa, CHCTEMATH3HPYIOTCA METOAOJOTHICCKHE MOAXOIBI K
H3MCPEHHIO PETHOHATBHOH KOHKYPCHTOCIOCOOHOCTH My TEM PACUETA TPAJHIHOHHBIX H HHTETPATBHBIX MOKA3ATCIICH.

KirodeBbie C/10BA: PETHOH, KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTD, COLHMATIBHO-KOHOMHYECKOES MOJIOKCHUS, BAJIOBBIA
PETHOHAIBHBIN MPOY KT, PETHOHAIBHOC PA3BHTHE.
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