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SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC ASPECTS OF MARKET TRANSFORMATION
IN KAZAKHSTAN (1991-2000)

Annotation. The study of market transformation and liberalization processes remains a relevant area of
interdisciplinary researches. This study is the first to reveal the main problems of economic liberalization in
Kazakhstan in the 1990s, in line with its significance. The article examines the social and economic aspects of the
transition to a market economy in the country.

The study made extensive use of statistical data from the state authorities of the Republic of Kazakhstan.
Analysis of these materials led to the following conclusions. From 1991 to 2000, Kazakhstan’s economy was much
closer to a mixed type than to a market economy. The development of market relations and the liberalization of
the economy in the country were carried out mainly by administrative and command methods, which determined
the characteristics of its further social and economic development. Market transformation influenced virtually all
spheres of the country’s life. Integration into global and regional economic processes, as well as the nature of
internal economic processes, had a major impact on the formation of the country’s raw materials-oriented
economy. The real sector of the economy, the service sector, finance, the tax system, as well as education and
healthcare underwent marketization and liberalization. As a result, a modern consumer society was formed in
Kazakhstan, dominated by market relations and values.

Since the state was the main implementer of major social and economic reforms from the outset, it was the
state authorities that were primarily interested in strengthening their leading position in the economy. This
phenomenon had a particular impact on the course and development of socio-political, economic and cultural
transformations in Kazakhstan.

Keywords: social and economic processes; demographic processes; market transformation; raw material
orientation of the economy; Kazakhstan.

Introduction

As is well known, major political events and reforms in a historical context are often the result of a complex
economic situation in the country. At the end of the 1980s, centrifugal political tendencies intensified in the USSR.
The centre was unable to find a solution for the continued existence of a large country in the face of growing
political ambitions of its multinational population, economic problems and geopolitical confrontation. Kazakhstan
gained independence during a severe political and economic crisis. It gradually became clear that optimal change
in socio-economic conditions for the better was impossible without reforming the economic basis.

The turning points were exacerbated after the collapse of the USSR. Our country, like other republics of
the former USSR and the socialist camp, was faced with the increasingly urgent need for a gradual and consistent
transition to a market economy. It seemed that there were practically no alternative options to market
transformation.

It is well known that the transition to a capitalist economy is fraught with great difficulties and involves
certain risks in achieving the goal [1]. The breakdown of economic relations that had developed in the socialist
economy of the USSR was the main cause of the crisis and served as a starting point for reforming various sectors
of the national economy. In the economies of the union republics, there was a decline in production in virtually all
industries. In the post-Soviet space, there were steady trends of declining living standards, increased migration and
population decline.
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The most important economic problem at the household level was simply the shortage and lack of consumer
goods — food, clothing, footwear, household appliances, household goods, etc. In Kazakhstan in the 1990s, there
was a shortage of basic necessities — foodstuffs (bread, beef, drinking milk, granulated sugar, etc.), hygiene
products, medicines, household goods (washing powder, cleaning equipment, packaging materials, repair goods,
etc.). Inflation rose steadily, accompanied by a shortage of money supply in the country’s economy. Services
(hairdressing, tailoring, shoe repair, transport, communications, banking, etc.) were either just beginning to
develop or were lagging behind, which could not fully satisfy the needs of the population.

The aim of this study is to determine the social and economic aspects of the transition to a capitalist
economy in Kazakhstan between 1991 and 2000. The object of the study is the process of market transformation
in the country, and the subject is the socio-economic orientation of this phenomenon. This article is part of a larger
scientific work —a monograph, the purpose of which is to determine the extent to which market economic relations
have been established in the country and how these relations influence the course of social processes in the country.

It should be noted that similar scientific works can be found among both domestic and foreign researchers.
Nevertheless, given the above theses, we would like to point out that this study is the first to reveal, in accordance
with its significance, the main problems of the marketisation of the economy in Kazakhstan in the 1990s.

Materials and methods

The most important materials for this scientific work were statistical data from the state authorities of the
Republic of Kazakhstan. The collected materials cover the period from 1991 to 2000. Among them are population
censuses, information and analytical brochures, reference books, statistical yearbooks, etc.

The research methodology consisted of both general scientific methods (description, analysis, synthesis)
and special scientific methods (time series analysis, descriptive statistics methods). The theory of transition to a
market economy was developed in the works of Russian economists E.F. Borisov, V.I. Vidyapin, A.A. Sobchak,
L. Kozik, O.S. Belokrylova [2], American and German researchers S. Fisher, A. Gelb [3], A. Shipke, A.M. Taylor
[4], Kazakhstani economists O.S. Sabden [5], B.N. Darimbetov [6], S.S. Satubaldin [7], [8], E.K. Sagadiev [9]. In
this article, the authors rely on the theoretical framework developed by the above-mentioned researchers.

Research results

This study has yielded the following results. It has shown that, overall, Kazakhstan's economy from 1991
to 2000 was much closer to a mixed type than to a market economy. The development of market relations and the
liberalisation of the economy in the country were carried out mainly through administrative and command
methods, which is their main feature.

The transition to market forms of economy had a key impact on virtually all spheres of the country’s life
and the course of their transformation. Integration into global and regional economic processes influenced the
formation of the country's raw materials-oriented economy. The real sector of the economy, the service sector,
finance, the tax system, as well as education and healthcare underwent marketisation. As a result, a modern
consumer society was formed, in which market relations and values prevail.

Since the state was the main implementer of major socio-economic reforms from the outset, it was the state
authorities that were primarily interested in strengthening their own position in the economy. This phenomenon
had a particular impact on the course and development of socio-political, economic and cultural transformations
in Kazakhstan.

The economic crisis in the USSR was accompanied by a major political crisis. It should be noted that the
most important tasks of the state authorities are to provide social protection for the population and to regulate this
process with a view to preventing and mitigating negative consequences, such as unemployment, speculation,
excessive property and social differentiation, instability of production, and the backwardness of certain regions in
terms of social and economic development [10]. The political circles in power in the USSR in the late 1980s lost
control of the country and were unable to fulfil these tasks. Nevertheless, in the new political conditions, the
‘people of communism’ were faced with the prospects and risks of a new type of economy and new socio-political
relations.

In the most progressive strata of society, as well as among intellectuals, teachers and scientists, the need
for structural reforms was becoming increasingly apparent. A key aspect or prerequisite for the emerging reforms
was that many enterprises in Kazakhstan were under the control of the Soviet Union and their production was
oriented not only towards their own domestic market, but also towards the external market (conditionally — other
republics of the USSR).

The most important parts of the infrastructure, including all large enterprises, power lines, railways and
motorways, were built in accordance with the construction standards and regulations of a huge socialist country.
When ties between the union republics (for Kazakhstan, mainly the RSFSR and the Central Asian republics) were
severed, many elements of this infrastructure were not modernised and fell into disrepair and decay. Some elements
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of this infrastructure have been preserved and continue to be used in remote areas of Kazakhstan to this day. Thus,
Kazakhstan continues to experience the flaws and advantages of a command-and-control economy.

The crisis in the industry and the agriculture: regression or stagnation?

As shown in Table 1 below, coal production in the country decreased 2.2 times between 1991 and 1999,
reaching its lowest level (58 million tonnes) in 1999. In contrast, crude oil production, including gas condensate,
increased slightly (+0.9%), although production showed a downward trend during the period from 1991 to 1998.
Natural gas production showed similar trends (10 billion cubic metres in 1999).

There was a significant decrease in the production of iron ore (-2.2%), iron ore pellets (-3.15%), copper ore
(-1.2%), chromium ore (-1.5%) and asbestos (-3.7%). Thus, statistical data show that production declined in many
sectors of the mining industry.

Important indicators of production of cereals, coarse flour and granules, grain products (-6.4%); grain flour,
vegetable flour; and finely ground mixtures thereof showed a decrease (-1.5%). The production of fresh bread also
showed a decline (-3.0%), but nevertheless reached its absolute maximum in 1992 (1 million 518 thousand tonnes)
[11].

Table 1 — Production in Kazakhstan during the period 1991-1999.

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
coal, million 130 127 112 105 83 77 73 70 58
tonnes
crude oil, 27 26 23 20 21 23 26 26 30
including gas
condensate,
million tonnes
natural gas 8 8 7 4 6 7 8 8 0
(gross output),
billion cubic
metres
iron ore, 22 18 13 11 15 13 13 9 0
million tonnes

iron ore pellets, 890 7 892 5705 822 212 5 465 6 520 2 864 2814
thousand tonnes

copper ore, 2527
thousand tonnes | 35596 | 35559 33715 6 21592 22 026 31382 | 31044 | 28773

chrome ores, 2103 2 417 1796 1603

thousand tonnes | 3 616 3452 2 968 1103 2 406
asbestos, 517 140 161 182 155 139
thousand tonnes 387 272 135

Continuation of Table 1

Cereal grains,
coarse meal and

pellets, and 363 342 313 254 141 87 86 79 56
other cereal

products,

thousand tonnes

Flour from 2014 1970 1940 1960 1575 1593 1528 1 546 1262

cereal crops and
vegetable crops;
mixtures
thereof, finely
ground,
thousand tonnes

fresh bread, 351 1518 1591 1508 853 631 559 514 450
thousand tonnes
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As shown in Table 2, between 1991 and 2000, gross agricultural output increased 1.6 times, including crop
production (2.3 times) and livestock production (1.01 times). For comparison, it should be noted that agricultural
production continued to grow in the subsequent period from 2000 to 2007: in 2005, it increased 1.1 times
(compared to 2000), and in 2007, it increased 1.13 times. The industry's gross output reached its peak in 1999,
amounting to 128%. Overall, the indices of the physical volume of gross agricultural output showed an increase.
However, in this case, the statistical data are not explicit indicators of a crisis in agriculture.

Table 2 — Indices of physical volume of gross agricultural output in Kazakhstan in 1991-2007 (as a
percentage of the previous year).

Index of physical volume of gross agricultural output
in total crop production | animal husbandry
1991 72,8 55,6 98,2
1992 1214 150,4 90,7
1993 91,3 86,7 106,8
1994 82,5 78,6 89,8
1995 75,3 72,8 80,8
1996 91,8 102,4 79,2
1997 97,5 100,6 92,6
1998 79,4 67,1 95,7
1999 128,0 166,2 101,0
2000 95,8 92,0 100,0
2001 117,3 128,5 103,2
2002 103,4 102,9 104,2
2003 102,1 99,9 105,0
Continuation of Table 2
2004 99,5 95,1 105,6
2005 107,3 109,5 104,6
2006 106,2 107,7 104,5
2007 108,9 113,8 103,8

Contrasting data for the period from 1991 to 2000 showed the main indicators of construction activity
(Table 3) — the volume of contract work (an 8.3-fold increase), the total area of residential buildings constructed
(a decrease of 0.19%), and the total area of residential buildings constructed by individual developers (a decrease
of 0.8%).

As shown in Table 4, there were no dynamic changes in the development of the transport network (Table
4). Having decreased by 0.9%, the length of public railways remained at the same level during the first decade of
independence. In contrast, the total length of trunk pipelines increased 5.1 times (including oil pipelines, which
increased 1.9 times). Statistical data show an increase in the role of the oil industry (crude oil and gas production)
in the overall structure of the economy during the period under review. Indirectly, they demonstrate an increase in
the raw material orientation of the country’s economy.

Table 3 — Dynamics of key indicators of construction activity in Kazakhstan in 1991-2007.

Scope of contract work Total area of residential Total area of residential
buildings constructed buildings constructed by
individual developers
million tenge | asa percenta- ge | thousand | as a percent- | thousand as a
of the previous | square tage of the | square percentage of
year metres previous year metres the  previous
year
1991 18 76,7% 6 130 77,9 1133 97,3
1992 261 44,2 5 046 82,3 1122 99,0
1993 3058 69,8 3856 76,4 1057 94,2
1994 41 546 78,9 2322 60,2 764 72,3
1995 77 624 61,5 1663 71,6 628 82,2
1996 61 965 63,1 1407 84,6 699 1113
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1997 65 454 103,3 1344 95,5 851 121,7
1998 74 803 105,1 1132 84,2 803 94,4
1999 71 250 88,8 1105 97,6 843 105,0
2000 150 677 178,5 1218 110,2 910 107,9
2001 253 690 159,6 1506 123,7 1094 120,2
2002 388 977 141,2 1552 103,1 1159 105,9
2003 424 994 104,0 2111 136,0 1432 123,6
2004 527 793 117,9 2591 122,7 1781 124,3
2005 817 821 147,4 4992 182,4 2 505 145,9
2006 1441 236 128,6 6 245 125,1 3680 146,9
2007 1617 464 105,7 6 679 107,0 3 856 104,8
Table 4 — Length of the transport network in Kazakhstan in the period 1991-1999
1199 | 11992 | 11993 | 1199 | 1199 | 1199 | 1199 | 11998 | 11999
1 4 5 6 7

Public railway 14,5 14,4 14,4 144 | 144 | 144 | 144 14,4 14,4

tracks®,

thousand kilometres

Tram tracks?, km 135,5

Trolleybus tracks?, 297,6

kilometres

Main pipelines, 18,5 185 | 18,8 | 19,7 | 164

thousand kilometres 35,5 5,7 7,1 7,9

of which: 9,6 6,5

oil pipelines - 8,9 0,1 9,9 5,8 6,9

gas pipelines 35,5 - - 0,1 0,1

Inland waterways,

thousand kilometres 0 4,0 4,0 4,0 3,5 3,5 3,9 3,9 4,3

Motorways,

thousand kilometres 6,6 87,3 87,9 7,6 87,3 87,2 | 83,3 85,2 85,2

According to other statistical data, the country's gross domestic product grew 4.8 times between 1993 and
1996, industrial production grew 31.2 times, and agricultural production grew 2.2 times [12]. The monetary income
of the population during this period increased 36.8 times [13]. Therefore, based on quantitative statistical
indicators, it can again be concluded that it is not possible that the country was experiencing a deep economic
crisis.

The standard of living of the population of Kazakhstan in a transitional economy.

During 1997-1999, the lion's share of the population's monetary income (Table 5) was earned from
employment (80% in 1999). Social transfers and other monetary income accounted for 11% and 9% respectively
in 1999. In the structure of household cash expenditures (1999), consumer expenditures accounted for 87%,
expenditures on food products for 52%, on non-food products for 23%, on paid services for 25%, on taxes,
payments and other payments for 5%, and on other expenditures for 8%. Over a three-year period (1997-1999),
only consumer spending showed an increase (by 1%), including paid services (by 6%). For comparison, let us look
at the data for 2001, when the share of consumer spending reached its maximum (97%), spending on paid services
was 22%, and taxes, payments and other payments showed zero values (Table 6) [14].
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1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007

Cash 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

income —

total

including:

income

from

employment 79 77 77 76 76 77 80 82

activities 80 79 80

Social 97 18 19 18 18 16 14

transfers 11 12 11 11

Other cash 9 9 9 0 6 5 5 6 5 4 4

receipts

Table 6 — Structure of cash expenditures of the population of Kazakhstan in 1997-2007
1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007

Consumer 86 87 87 86 97 96 96 95 94 94,1 | 93,6
spending
for food 56 54 52 50 54 52 50 46 45 42 42
products
Continuation of Table 6
non-food 25 24 23 26 27 29 29 32 32
items 26 24
for paid 19 22 25 22 23 25 26 26 26
services 24 22
Taxes, 5 5 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0,1 0,2
payments and
other charges
Other 9 8 8 10 3 4 4 5 6 5,8 6,2
expenses

Statistical data for 19992000 (Table 7) show an increase in the number of legal entities by 3,606. In 2000,
76,373 peasant (farmer) households produced goods worth 87,567,000 tenge.
In 1998, the subsistence minimum reached 39%, falling to 31.8% by 2000 (Table 8). Accordingly, the cost
of the food basket fell to 11.7% by 2000, the poverty depth index decreased to 10.3%, and the poverty severity
index, on the contrary, increased to 4.0% [14].

Table 7 — Key indicators of small business in Kazakhstan in 1999-2000

Number of entities, units Number of employed persons, Output, million tenge
thousand
legal sole peasant legal sole | Peasant legal sole Peasant
entities traders (farmer) | entities trade | (farmer) entities | trader | (farmer)
househol rs households S househol
ds ds
1999 30172 340,7
2000 33778 76 373 385,0 265,5 87 567
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Table 8 — Income inequality in Kazakh

stan in 1997-2000 (in %).

Percentage of population with | Poverty The Gini Income ratio
incomes below ? depth 2 severity of | coefficient for | between the
subsistence cost the food poverty ? | 20% population | richest and
minimum basket groups poorest 10% of
the population,
times ®
1997 38,3% 12,74 12,1 3,1 0,338 10,2
1998 39,0 16,24 12,8 3,8 0,347 11,3
1999 34,5 14,5 13,7 5,5 0,332 9,4
2000 31,8 11,7 10,3 4,0 0,307 8,3

Data on the labour market provide a clear picture of living standards. Between 1991 and 1998, the
economically active population fell by 663,600, the level of economic activity by 2.7% and the number of people
in employment by 1.588.600. The unemployment rate rose significantly (by 5.6%) to 13.1% [14].

Table 9 — Key labour market indicators in Kazakhstan, 1991-1998.

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
Economically 7716,2 7577,8 6 963,4 7118,2 | 7359, 7 489,5 7 440,1 7 052,6
active population, 8
thousand persons
Level of 68,6 67,0 61,5 63,5 66,8 68,7 68,8 65,9
economic activity
of the population,
%
Employed 7716,2 7577,8 6 963,4 6581,8 | 6551, 6 518,9 6472,3 6 127,6
population, 5
thousand persons
Employment rate,
% of: 68,6 67,0 61,5 58,7 59,5 59,8 59,9 57,3
Population aged
15 years and
older 86,9
Economically 100,0 100,0 100,0 92,5 89,0 87,0 87,0
active population
Employees, 7 389,5 7 210,2 6 594,4 6029,8 | 5466, | 49184 42713 | 37830
thousand persons 4
Share in the 4,2 4,9 5,3 8,4 16,6 24,6 34,0 38,3
employed
population, %
Unemployed - - -
population, 536,4 808,3 970,6 967,8 925,0
thousands of
people
Unemployment - - - 75 11,0 13,0 13,0 13,1
rate, %

The mutual influence of social and economic and demographic processes in Kazakh society.

One of the negative consequences of the political and economic crisis of the 1990s was population decline.
In scientific and scientific-journalistic literature, this phenomenon has been called the ‘demographic pit’
(‘demographic cross’). The country saw an exodus of skilled Russian-speaking people who had previously been
employed in industry, infrastructure, education and healthcare. The loss of former political positions and the
change in the dominant ideology had a certain impact on the development of migration processes among the
country's ethnic groups of European origin.
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According to demographic data, the mortality rate in certain regions of the country (North Kazakhstan
Region, East Kazakhstan Region) exceeded the birth rate (a similar trend has persisted in these regions to this day)
[14], [15].

In the course of its sovereign political development, the country has become characterised by an
authoritarian style of government. This phenomenon is linked to the following fact. Many countries with large
territories have authoritarian political regimes [16]. The protection of territory is the most important state interest
and the main idea for development strategies. Another feature of large states is that changes in the socio-economic
situation in the regions depend on decisions made at the centre. Therefore, for the majority of the population,
especially in the regions, a low level of initiative is characteristic feature.

Conclusion

The political aspects mentioned above have had and continue to have a particular impact on the course and
development of socio-economic processes. Due to the decline in production in many sectors of the economy, the
socio-economic situation in Kazakhstan remained difficult throughout the period 1991-2000. The decline in
economic relations had a negative impact on the demographic system and led to increased migration in some
regions of the country.

The modern structure of Kazakhstan's economy has also developed largely under the influence of external
factors, such as the country's integration into regional and global economic processes and the consideration of the
needs of developed economies. Therefore, the socio-economic development of modern Kazakhstan is a promising
area for further interdisciplinary research.
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Jocmyp3unos P.K., Meneyoaes E.N.
KA3AKCTAHJAFbBI HAPBIKTBIK TPAHC®OPMALIUAHBIH OJIEYMETTIK-
SKOHOMUKAJIBIK ACIIEKTIJIEPI (1991-2000 7KK.)

AnpaTtna. HapbIKTeIK TpaHcdopMmanus oHe BIPBIKTaHABIPY YPICTEpiH 3epleney OyriHri KyHre neiiH
MOHAPAJIBIK 3EPTTEYJICPIIH apachlHIa ©3¢KTi OarbIThl OOJNBIN TaObUTaAbl. OCBI 3epPTTEY ©31HIH MaHBI3IbUIBIFbIHA
coiikec KazakcTanmarsl SKOHOMHKAIIBIK KaThIHACTAP/IbI BIPBIKTAHABIPYIBIH HEri3ri mMocenenepin XX FachIpabH
90-m1bI KBUTAAPBIHAA aFall peT amajabl. Makananga eneri HapbIKThIK SKOHOMHKAJIBIK KaThIHACTAPFa KOIIYHiH
QJIEyMETTIK-9KOHOMUKAIIBIK, ACTIEKTIJIEP] YCHIHBUIBII OTHIP.

3eprrey OGaprichiHna Kazakcran PecnyOnmkachl MeMIIEKETTIK OpraHapblHbIH CTATUCTHKAJIBIK JepeKTepi
KeHiHeH nainananpuiabl. Ockl MaTepuaiiappl Tanaay Keleci HoTixkenepre anbin kenai. bipinmineH, Kazakcran
skoHoMHKackl 1991 sxpuraan 2000 sxpUTFa ACHiH HApPBIKTHIK 3KOHOMHKAFa KaparaH[a apajiac THIIKE djiaeKaiiia
aKbIH 00s11bl. EXiHIIIEH, enjie HApBIKTHIK KaThIHACTAP/Ibl JaMBITY KOHE SIKOHOMHKAHBI BIPBIKTAHBIPY OachiM
TYp/ie SKIMIIUTIK-KOMaHAAJIbIK diCTEPMEH XKY3€ere achlpblULIbl, OYJI OHBIH OJaH 9pi AJIEYMETTIK-OKOHOMHKAJIBIK
JIAMYBIHBIH €peKIICTIKTepiH aiKkpiHaanbpl. HapbIKThIK TpaHchopMalys ic KY3iHAE eJIiH TIPLIUIK OpeKeTiHiH
OapJIbIK cajajapblHa Heri3ri acep eTTi. OJeMJIIK KHE OHIPIIK SKOHOMHUKAJIBIK IPOLECTEP/IiH KYPbLUIBIMBIHA KipY,
IIIKI 9KOHOMUKAJIBIK YPAICTEpP €71 3KOHOMHKACBHIHBIH ILIMKIi3aTThIK OAaFbITTBUIBIFBIH KAJBINTACTBIPYFa CENTIriH
TUTI3]11. DKOHOMHKaHBIH HAKTBI CEKTOPBI, KbI3MET KOPCETY Cajlachl, KAPXKbI, CAJIBIK XKYiieci, CoOHfan-aK ouiM Oepy,
JeHCayNbIK CaKTay cajajapbl MapKeTH3alusfa MEH BIphIKTaHAbIpyFa yiuslpaasl. Hotmwxecinme Kaszaxcranma
HApBIKTHIK KaThIHACTAp MEH KYHIBUIBIKTAp OachkM OOJNATHIH Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbI TYTHIHY KOFaMbl KaJIbITACTHL.

Mewmiieker Oacrankbl >Kargaiiarbl Ipl  QNEeyMETTIK-DKOHOMHKAIBIK pedopManiapblH HEeri3ri icke
achIPyLIBICH OONFAaHABIKTaH, HAK OCHl MEMJIEKETTIK OMJIIK eH aJIbIMEH SKOHOMHUKAJAaFbl KETEKIII TO3UIHsIIAPIb]
HBIFaiiTyra Myazgeni 6onael. MyHzait KyOsuibic KasakcTaHmarsl KOFaMIBIK-CasiCH, SKOHOMHKAIIBIK XKOHE MOJICHU
KaiiTa KypynapAblH 6apbIChl MEH JaMybIHA €peKIIe 13 KaJIIbIPIbL.

KinT ce3gep: oneyMeTTIK-DKOHOMHKAIBIK  YpAICTep; aeMorpadusuiblK — YpAICTEep;  HAPBIKTHIK
TpaHcdopmanus; SKOHOMUKaHbBIH HMIMKI3aTThIK Oarnapel, KazakcraH.

Hocmyp3unoB P.K., Meneyoaes E.W.
COLIUATIBHO-9KOHOMHUYECKHUE ACHEKTBI PEBIHOYHOM TPAHC®OPMAILIMH B
KA3AXCTAHE (1991-2000 rr.)

AnHoTanus. M3ydeHue npoueccoB ppIHOYHON TpaHC(HOPMALMU U JIHOSpaT3alii 10 CHX TIOp SIBIISIETCS
aKTyaJbHbIM HAIPaBJICHHEM MEXKANCIUIUIMHAPHBIX HaydHbIX paboT. Hacrosiee wnccienoBaHWE BIIEPBBIE
PAacKpBIBAaET COOTBETCTBEHHO CBOEH 3HAYMMOCTH OCHOBHBIE TIPOOIEMBI IHOEpamM3aliyl 3KOHOMHYECKHX
ornomennii B Kazaxcrane B 90-x romax XX Beka. B craThe paccMaTpHBalOTCS COIMAIbHO-?KOHOMHUYECKHE
ACIIEKTHI IIEPEX0/Ibl K PHIHOYHBIM 3KOHOMHWYECKUM OTHOIIECHHSM B CTPaHE.

B xone nccnenoBanus ObIIM MMPOKO UCTIONB30BAHBI CTATUCTUYECKHE JAHHBIE TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIX OPTaHOB
Pecrry6nukn Kaszaxcran. AHanW3 JaHHBIX MaTepHalOB NPHBEN K CIEAYIONIMM pe3ylbTaraM. ODKOHOMHKA
Kazaxcrana ¢ 1991 mo 2000 roxsr 6b11a Topaszo OMMKe K CMEIIAaHHOMY THITY, YeM K PHIHOYHOW SKOHOMHUKE.
Pa3BuTHE PHIHOUHBIX OTHOMICHWH M JHOepanu3anys SKOHOMUKH B CTPAaHE OCYLIECTBIISUIACH MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO
aJIMUHHCTPATUBHO-KOMAH/AHBIMH METO/IAaMH, YTO ONpPENEeNMIO OCOOCHHOCTH €€ NalbHEHIIEero COMHaIbHO-
9KOHOMHYECKOT0 pa3BUTHsL. PeIHOUHAS TpaHC(hOpMAIHs OKa3ana KII0YEBOE BIMSHNE MPAKTHYECKH Ha Bce chephl
KHU3HEACSTEIbHOCTH CTPaHbl. BXOX/IeHNE B CTPYKTYPY MUPOBBIX M PETMOHAIBHBIX YKOHOMHUYECKHX TPOIIECCOB,
a TaKKe XapakTep BHYTPEHHHX IKOHOMHYECKMX IIPOIECCOB OKa3aJd OONbINOE BIMSHHE Ha (OPMUpPOBAHHE
CBIPbEBON HANpPaBIEHHOCTH 3KOHOMHKH CTpaHbl. PeanbHBIH CEKTOp 3KOHOMHKH, c(epbl yciyr, (HHAHCOB,
HaJIOTOBasi CHCTEMa, a Takke cdepbl 00pa3oBaHMs, 3IPaBOOXPAHEHHs MOABEPIVIUCH MAapKeTH3alMH |
nmmbepanuzanyi. B pesynprare B Kasaxcrane Ob1io c(opMHPOBaHO COBpEeMEHHOE OOIIECTBO MOTpeOsIeHHs, B
KOTOpPOM Npeo0IIaaloT PIHOYHBIE OTHOIICHHS U IIEHHOCTH.
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ITocKONMBbKY OCHOBHBIM PEAIM3ATOPOM KPYHHBIX COLMATBLHO-?KOHOMUYECKHX PehOpPM U3 IEPBOHAYATHLHOTO
HONOKEHHUs SABJISJIOCHh TOCYAPCTBO, MMEHHO TOCYIApPCTBEHHAs BIACTh ObLIA MPEXJIE BCETO 3aHHTEPECOBAHA B
YKpEIUIEHHH BEAyIUX MO3UIMH B 3koHOMHKe. [10106HOE SBIEHUE HAOKUIO OCOOBIH Clie/l Ha XO[ U PasBUTHE
00LIECTBEHHO-MIONUTUYECKUX, SKOHOMMUECKUX U KyIbTYPHBIX Ipeodpasosanuii B Kazaxcrane.
KiloueBble €/10Ba: COLMANTBHO-3DKOHOMUYECKHE IIPOLECCHI; AeMorpaduueckue HpoIecChl; PhIHOYHAS
TpaHChOpPMAIUS; CHIPhEBAsk OPHEHTAIU YKOHOMUKH; KaszaxcTaH.
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