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ABSTRACT

Research Objective is to comprehensively assess the state of food independence in Kazakhstan and to
develop an adapted methodology for calculating the level of food independence, taking into account actual
exports and rational consumption norms.

Research Methodology: includes a systematic review of the literature; general scientific methods: compara-
tive and graphical analysis, statistical analysis, cause-and-effect analysis, generalization. The core analytical
approach is a comparative calculation of indicators using two alternative formulas, the official and proposed by
authors food-independence indicator, in combination with a dynamic analysis for 2020-2024. The comparison
is conducted for aggregated product groups (meat products, milk and dairy products, eggs, fruit and berries,
vegetables, potatoes, and sunflower oil).

Originality and Practical Value of the Study. Based on the justification of the need to distinguish between
the concepts of “food self-sufficiency” and “food independence,” the authors developed a methodology for
calculating the level of food independence, taking into account actual exports and physiological consumption
standards. The approaches and calculations proposed in the work can be used in public administration practice
when forming strategies to increase food independence.

Research Findings. as part of the study, the country's level of food independence was calculated using official
and author's methods for the main product groups, and the results were compared. The identified discrepancies
between the approaches demonstrate the need to revise the current methodological recommendations. According
to the authors' methodology, the greatest shortages are observed for dairy products, certain types of meat (lamb),
fruits and berries, and sunflower oil. In qualitative terms, the level of supply for these groups is characterized as
below critical (cheese and cottage cheese, fruit) and below the low threshold level (dairy products, sunflower oil,
lamb), which indicates the existence of a persistent domestic deficit. An imbalance has been identified, whereby
the growth in exports of certain products (sunflower oil, lamb) is accompanied by continued import dependence
and a deficit in the domestic market, which requires a review of export and import policy.

Keywords: food security, food independence, food self-sufficiency, physiological norm of consumption,
actual domestic consumption, economic availability of food.

INTRODUCTION

The vulnerability of the food sector is clearly demonstrated by recent political events related to geopoliti-
cal tensions. Disruptions in international trade contribute to price increases and limit the availability of certain
food categories.

This is particularly evident in the situations in the Middle East and Ukraine. Regional conflicts and the
military confrontation between Russia and Ukraine, which began in 2022, have serious consequences not only
for Kazakhstan but also for the global food market, as both countries are important exporters of agricultural
products, including grain and oilseeds. The military conflict has exacerbated the rise in global food prices and
intensified existing risks, while the devaluation of the tenge has accelerated the rise in prices of both domestic
and imported products.
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Experience shows that food supply processes are among the most vulnerable to external and internal fac-
tors. Current practice indicates that one of the key ways to strengthen the resilience of the food system is to
develop national production, processing, and modern logistics chains. In this context, a country's ability to
be self-sufficient in food is an important indicator of economic stability and the basis for achieving real food
independence. Thus, food security is becoming a priority for strengthening food independence and expanding
a country's self-sufficiency.

The relevance of food independence is increasing not only due to geopolitical instability, but also in the
context of global processes. As shown by research conducted by Nugroho et al., the sustainability of the
agricultural sector in developing countries directly depends on institutional quality, anti-corruption policies,
and regulation of the impact of economic globalization on agriculture [1,2]. These aspects are particularly
important in the context of increasing competition for food resources and growing dependence of countries on
external markets.

In this regard, issues related to the country's food security through domestic production are becoming par-
ticularly relevant. In our view, given the current geopolitical instability and intensifying competition for food
resources, it is advisable to consider food independence as a key element of food security, without which it
is impossible to fully assess the sustainability of the national food system and respond to external threats in a
timely manner.

It is important to emphasize that in order to develop an effective agri-food policy, it is necessary not only to
strategically strive to strengthen food independence, but also to objectively and correctly determine its actual
state. Insufficient depth of calculation approaches can lead to a distorted picture of the risks and vulnerabilities
of the food system. According to data from the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan (MoA
RK), the level of food independence for most basic food products is over 80%: 87,7% for poultry, 94,7% for
beef, 98,9% for eggs, 86,9% for milk and dairy products, and 99,7% for vegetables [3].

It should be noted that the official methodology for calculating food self-sufficiency is based solely on
the ratio of gross production to actual consumption, without taking into account the rational norms of physi-
ological consumption established by the Ministry of National Economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan and
international organizations. This creates the risk that a formally high level of self-sufficiency may be achieved
against the backdrop of actual underconsumption of essential food categories by the population. In this regard,
there is a need to improve the calculation approach, taking into account rational consumption standards and
accessibility.

Consequently, timely qualitative and quantitative assessment of the country's food self-sufficiency allows
identifying vulnerabilities in the agricultural sector, determining the actual level of dependence on imports,
and developing measures to reduce it. The effectiveness of the country's agri-food policy and, as a result, the
level of food security and well-being of the population directly depend on the decisions made. Thus, the chosen
topic remains relevant over time and emphasizes its scientific and practical significance.

The purpose of the research is to assess the current state of food self-sufficiency and food independence as
key components of food security in the Republic of Kazakhstan and to develop an adapted methodology for
calculating the level of food independence, taking into account consumption patterns and the export-import
balance. To achieve this goal, the following fasks were set: to analyze current domestic and foreign approaches
to defining and calculating food independence and self-sufficiency; to conduct a comparative analysis of pro-
duction, consumption and import indicators for basic foodstuffs; to identify groups of goods with critically low
levels of self-sufficiency and high degrees of import dependence; to develop practical recommendations for
increasing food independence and the economic accessibility of food.

This study uses three interrelated but conceptually different terms. Food self-sufficiency is seen as the ratio
of domestic food production to domestic food consumption, calculated using traditional statistical methods.
Food independence is interpreted as the ability of domestic production to provide the population with food in
accordance with rational (physiological) consumption norms, taking into account export withdrawals. Food
security is used in a broader sense and includes the physical and economic accessibility of food, as well as the
sustainability of the supply system; in this article, the term is used only in an interpretative context and is not
used as a calculated indicator.
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Literature review

Numerous domestic and foreign researchers offer various approaches and interpretations for defining the
concepts of food security, food independence, and self-sufficiency. The review can be analytically structured
around three interrelated debates: the distinction between food self-sufficiency and food independence, the
role of consumption norms in food system assessments, and the influence of exports and import structure on
internal food availability.

The first line of discussion concerns the conceptual distinction between food self-sufficiency and food
independence. Dedkova E.G. et al. [4] defined food security as a state of a country's economy in which the
state's food independence is ensured and the population's needs for physical and economic access to sufficient
quantities of high-quality food products are met. The authors emphasize the importance of distinguishing be-
tween the concepts of «food security» and «food independence»: the latter reflects the degree of a country's
self-sufficiency and its dependence on food imports.

Expanding upon this distinction, several scholars explicitly equate food independence with food self-suffi-
ciency, treating the terms as synonymous in their analyses. For example, N. Shagaida and V. Uzun [5] define
food self-sufficiency as a situation in which production, including reserves, exceeds consumption. Within their
framework, both food independence and self-sufficiency are achieved only in this context, suggesting a strong
conceptual link between the two terms.

At the same time, the authors O. Botkin, A. Sutygina, and P. Sutygin [6] disagree with this and believe that
if the excess of production over consumption is observed at a low level of consumption of products by the
population, then we cannot talk about the achievement of food independence. The authors argue that food in-
dependence and food self-sufficiency are not identical, so they propose different methods for their calculation:
food self-sufficiency represents the proportion of domestically produced food products in personal consump-
tion, whereas food independence is achieved only when the population's needs for domestic food products are
not lower than the norms of rational consumption.

Kazakhs scientists similarly consider the concepts of «food independence» and «food self-sufficiency» as
synonyms, indicating the importance of the concept of food self-sufficiency. According to Belgibaeva A.S.,
Denisova O.K., Dauletkhanova J.D., [7] the countries with food self-sufficiency should produce at least as
much food as they consume. However, this methodology assumes that consumption volumes are sufficient
in themselves, ignoring the potential emergence of implicit deficits caused by a decline in consumption. This
argument highlights the vulnerability of approaches that focus solely on measuring production indicators and
insists on the need to introduce a normative component into the assessment of food systems.

The officially approved methodology applied in Kazakhstan further illustrates this issue: food indepen-
dence by types of food products is considered secured if their annual production in the country is not less than
80 percent of domestic consumption (Order of the MoA RK No. 380, November 18, 2024) [8]. According to
the approved document, food independence in Kazakhstan is identified with food self-sufficiency. However, in
our assessment, this methodology allows to determine only the level of self-sufficiency, but does not provide a
full assessment of food independence, taking into account the export-import balance and the norms of rational
consumption.

The second major debate in the literature adresses the role of consumption norms in assesing food systems.
Several modern foreign studies by Beltran-Pena, A., Rosa, L., and Paolo, D. [9], define food self-sufficiency
as the ability of a state to meet its domestic demand for caloric nutrition solely through its own agricultural
production, without relying on external supplies. However, according to a number of researchers, production
surpluses arising from reduced or insufficient consumption cannot serve as a reliable indicator of food indepen-
dence[6]. This position is consistent with Clapp [10], who emphasizes that food self-sufficiency makes sense
only when it is correlated with the sustainability of domestic production, economic accessibility, and rational
nutritional standards. From this perspective, rational consumption norms serve as a reliable indicator of hidden
food shortages and nutritional quality, especially when purchasing power declines or structural changes occur
in the diet.

The third line of research focuses on the impact of exports and import structure on internal food availability.
Clapp and Moseley [11] draw attention to the risks of high import dependency and underdevelopment of local
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supply chains, which became particularly acute during the COVID-19 pandemic. Von Braun et al. [ 12] empha-
size the role of scientific innovation and food system transformation in increasing actual food independence
and resilience to global shocks. The latest FAO global report (2023) also notes that only a balance between
own production, sustainable consumption, and affordability can ensure reliable food security in the face of
urbanization and global change [13]. Empirical studies of crisis periods support this conclusion, emphasizing
the importance of strengthening food self-sufficiency in crises and showing that formal self-sufficiency may
coexist with high import dependence and internal vulnerability [14,15].

Among the quantitative methods aimed at assessing self-sufficiency, the approach proposed by E.N. An-
tamoshkina, who uses the self-sufficiency coefficient Kc, calculated on the basis of the ratio of domestic pro-
duction volumes and rational consumption norms, deserves attention. The advantage of this approach is its
physiological validity and simplicity of calculation, but it does not take into account such important factors as
exports and foreign trade structure [16].

In turn, the study by Tleuberdinova et al. proposed a method for assessing food self-sufficiency based on the
comparison of actual average per capita consumption with the volume of domestic production [17]. Despite the
value of this approach for analyzing the current availability, it does not allow to objectively assess the degree
of food independence, because it does not take into account the normative needs of the population. Both ap-
proaches emphasize the importance of domestic resources, but require supplementation for a comprehensive
assessment of the sustainability of the food system.

Overall, the literature indicates that existing approaches to assessing food independence, which focus on
production volumes, are not suitable for import-dependent economies such as Kazakhstan. Because they do
not take into account the difference between self-sufficiency and independence, ignore the real needs of the
population, and do not sufficiently analyze export-import dynamics. Formal self-sufficiency can be achieved
by reducing average per capita food consumption. However, this does not reflect real food independence. Food
independence cannot be ensured by reducing actual food consumption.

Thus, the modern food system dictates the need for objective and adequate assessment to ensure food inde-
pendence. Our study solves this problem by integrating rational consumption norms and foreign trade factors
into the assessment of Kazakhstan's food independence.

MAIN BODY

Methods. During the research, the data sources were official statistical materials of the Bureau of National
Statistics of the Agency for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2020-2024,
MoA RK, FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations) reports, regulatory and legal acts.

Within the framework of this study, rational (physiological) consumption norms are compared with na-
tional analytical indicators. The actual level of consumption of the population and the indicators of sufficiency
calculated according to the current methodology of the MoA RK are used as analogues. Such a comparison
allows us to identify cases of formal sufficiency achieved at an underestimated level of consumption and to
justify the limitations of the existing practice of assessing food independence.

The study was conducted in two stages. The first stage involved collecting and analyzing data on the pro-
duction, consumption, and import of basic foodstuffs. A comparative analysis was carried out of per capita
consumption trends for individual categories of food products against rational consumption standards. In the
second stage, a comparative dynamic analysis of food supply indicators and their compliance with food inde-
pendence criteria for the period 2020-2024 was carried out. The calculations were performed using official
methodology and the author's own approach.

The theoretical part employed general scientific methods: comparative and graphical analysis, grouping,
measurement, generalization, analysis, and synthesis. Statistical analysis was used as a key tool, allowing us
to track the dynamics of food production, consumption, and foreign trade, which enabled a comprehensive as-
sessment of the country's current level of food independence.

To calculate the Food Self-Sufficiency Ratio (FSSR), the official formula from the Methodological Recom-
mendations approved by Order of the MoA RK was applied, formula 1[8]:
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Vp
FSSR = —T+ 100%, (1)

where:

FSSR - food self-sufficiency ratio, %o;

Vp - volume of production of food products, tons;

Vdc - volume of actual domestic consumption of food products, tons.

In determining actual domestic consumption of food products (ADC), the volume of imported products is
included[8]. This approach most accurately reflects how much national production satisfies domestic demand
and helps establish the real level of dependence on external supplies. This indicator is calculated according to
the following formula 2:

ADC = Vp + Vi — Ve, 2)

where:

Vi - volume of food imports, tons;

Ve - volume of food exports, tons.

In accordance with methodological recommendations, calculations should be made for each type of food,
but in the framework of this study, goods were grouped into aggregated categories for the purpose of general-
ization and comparability of data.

Existing calculation approaches, including those by E.N.Antamoshkina and Tleuberdinova et al., mainly
emphasize either actual consumption or the production-consumption balance. This highlights the need for a
universal indicator that reflects real self-sufficiency. Such an indicator should consider domestic production,
export scale, and rational consumption norms.

There is a need to develop an alternative approach because of the limitations of the established standard
methodology. In this methodology, food independence is defined as the ratio of production to actual domestic
consumption in physical terms. It is considered ensured when domestic production reaches at least 80% of
consumption. This approach, described in the official methodological document, does not always allow an
objective assessment of the country's real food resource endowment. It fails to consider important aspects such
as rational consumption norms. In this regard, the authors proposed a formula to estimate the share of domestic
food remaining in the domestic market based on the following parameters, formula 3:

Production—Export

Food independence = * 100%, (3)

Population * Consumption norm

This approach allows not only to take into account the retired volumes of products (in the form of exports),
but also to correlate them with the normative needs of the population, which, in our opinion, provides a more
accurate and applied assessment of the level of food independence for certain categories of products.

The comparative nature of the methodology used allows for an empirical assessment of the differences be-
tween existing practices and the proposed approach to measuring food independence, reflecting the main idea
stated in the title of the article.

Results and discussion. The basis for ensuring food security of any country is, first of all, the ability to self-
sufficiency in food from its own production, which implies a sufficient level of development of the agricultural
sector. However, if the excess of production over consumption is observed at a low level of food consumption
by the population, we cannot claim to have achieved food independence. This may indicate a low level of eco-
nomic accessibility to food products.

Therefore, we consider it necessary first of all to compare the level of food consumption with the estab-
lished rational consumption norms (Table 1).
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Table 1 - Dynamics of per capita consumption of main types of foodstuffs in Kazakhstan, kg

Indicator 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 Consumption norm Consumptiop asa %
of the norm in 2024
Meat and
meat products 83,7 82,3 78,2 80,1 82,7 78,4 105,5
including:
beef 23 24 23,7 24,6 25,6 20 128,0
pork 3.4 34 3.3 3,2 3,3 5,5 60,0
lamb 6,1 5,5 5,4 53 53 10 53,0
horse meat 5,9 5,7 6,2 6,7 7,0 15,5 452
poultry 21,9 22,1 18,1 21,1 22 16 137,5
Bread products and
cereals 140,3 133,8 128,0 124,4 124,0 109 113,8
Fish and seafood 15,1 14,8 14,1 14,0 14,2 14 101,4
Milk and dairy
products 2594 2432 226,4 2272 232,9 301 77,4
Eggs (units) 199,1 193,9 194,6 202,0 206,4 265 77,9
Fruit and berries 78,7 76,8 73,0 76,3 80,4 132 60,9
Vegetables 86,4 80,6 77,6 78,5 80,7 149 54,2
Potatoes 50,1 46,3 45,0 45,0 45,4 100 45,4
Sunflower oil 14,0 13,3 12,8 12,8 12,8 12 101
Note: compiled by the authors based on the source [18]

Over the past five years, the structure of nutrition in Kazakhstan has undergone gradual changes, but sev-
eral key imbalances in the diet persist. The assessment of the population of Kazakhstan's consumption of
the main types of foodstuffs showed that, for most areas, there is still a slight decrease in consumption com-
pared to 2020. Between 2020 and 2024, a decline in consumption is observed for bread products, potatoes,
as well as fish and fish products. Consumption of various food products is below the established rational
norms. Vegetables (54,2%), fruits (60,9%), milk (77,4%), and eggs (77,9%) are below the consumption norms.
In 2024, the country's potato consumption per capita was 45,4 kg, which is significantly lower than the average
of 100 kg per year.

Consumption of meat and meat products remains high — 82,7 kg/person in 2024, especially poultry and beef
meat, which exceed the consumption norm by 37% and 28% respectively; however, at the same time, there is
insufficient consumption of other types of meat: mutton and horse meat are consumed 2 times less than the norm.

As a result, we can say that at the current stage, the main food areas that require increased attention from
the perspective of food self-sufficiency are milk and dairy products, eggs, as well as vegetables and fruits, as
low consumption in these areas has persisted throughout the period. The reasons for underconsumption of
some types of food products can be both insufficient production and low economic accessibility. Therefore, it
requires to analyze the dynamics of food production (Table 2).

Table 2 - Production of main agricultural and industrial products in Kazakhstan

Indicator Total production volume, thousand tons PrOduCthljl volume per
capita, kg
2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2023 2024
All types of meat 1168,5 1231,1 1044,6 1120,0 1167,8 56,3 58,1
including:
beef 521,8 540,2 383,8 399.,3 4294 20,1 214
pork 87,4 83,7 56,6 554 50,2 2,8 25
lamb 152,9 155,4 134,9 137,0 132,8 6,9 6,6
horse meat 142,9 151,2 157,3 167,4 171,1 8,4 8,5
poultry 236,5 272,6 287,0 335,7 358,7 16,9 17,8
Bread products and cereals
4430,2 39442 4365,7 4306,8 4230,1 2164 2105
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Fish 36,3 45,5 51,2 37,8 37,4 1,9 1,9
Raw milk (total yield

( yield) 6051.4 62472 3354,5 34728 3571.9 174,5 177,7
Milk and dairy products 50.4 50,7
(industry) 971,5 992,0 951,4 1003,2 1019,5
Milk and dairy
products(converted to 164,3 167,3
milk) 3218.,0 3290,4 3158,0 3269,2 3362,5
Eggs, million units 5047,2 4814,6 4506,7 4406,8 4461,1 221,4 221,9
Fruits and berries 4423 440,1 440,2 412,8 3733 20,8 18,6
Vegetables 4590.,9 4768,5 4792,6 4425.9 3781,0 2224 188,1
Potatoes 4006,8 4031,6 4080,5 2046,8 2634,6 102,9 131,1
Sunflower oil 351,3 331,1 552,2 537,1 632,2 27 31,4
Note: compiled by the authors based on the source [18]

Speaking about the state of production of major agricultural and industrial products, it is worth noting that
the analysis shows several key trends and features. The total volume of meat production in Kazakhstan fluc-
tuated in different years. For example, in 2021, there was a peak of meat production —1231,1 thousand tons,
followed by a sharp decline to 15,1% in 2022 and amounted to 1044,6 thousand tons. In 2023-2024 there was
a gradual increase, and by 2024 the production volume was 1167,8 thousand tons of livestock meat in slaugh-
ter weight, an increase of 4,2% compared to 2023, returning to the level of 2020. However, we see that this
volume of meat produced does not cover the needs of the population: per capita production is much less than
the level of consumption, 56,3 kg in 2023 and 58,1 kg in 2024, which is about 70,2% of the consumption level.

Looking at individual types of meat, beef production decreased sharply in 2022 compared to 2021 (from
383,8 to 540,2 thousand tons) by almost 29%, but by 2024 production recovered to 429,4 thousand tons. Still,
it is worth noting that the volume of beef produced covers the demand by more than 80% over the last 2 years.
As for pork, there has been a prolonged decline, which can be attributed to a decrease in pork consumption in
the country. In 2024, the production is 50,2 thousand tons, i.e. down by 40% compared to 2020.

Despite the fact that mutton production in Kazakhstan is steadily declining (by 13% in 2024 compared to
2020), Kazakhstan ranks 16th in the world's mutton producer ranking, with a share of 1,2% (155,4 thousand
tons per year), fully covering the domestic market's needs. Based on the consumption of 5,3 kg per person and
Kazakhstan's population of 20,1 million, the total consumption of mutton in the country is slightly more than
106,5 thousand tons. Production of mutton in 2024 was about 132,8 thousand tons. However, as noted, lamb
consumption has been steadily declining year on year; per capita consumption is half the norm. The only type
of red meat that is not experiencing declines, but on the contrary, is steadily growing is horse meat - from 142,9
thousand tons in 2020 to 171,1 thousand tons in 2024.

In Kazakhstan, poultry meat consumption is the second largest in terms of volume. Over the past 5 years,
the poultry meat market has demonstrated steady growth, with an increase of 34%. Such dynamics is due to the
development of domestic production, which is driven by the introduction of innovative technologies, govern-
ment support for the industry, and modernization of poultry farms. Increased demand for poultry products is
driven by population growth and a gradual shift in people's eating habits towards healthier and more nutritious
products.

Milk production in Kazakhstan grew steadily from 2020 to 2022. In 2022, about 6 million tons of milk (all
categories of farms) were produced - 2% more than the level of 2021. In 2021, growth was comparable (nearly
+2%), the volume was about 6,2 million tons. In 2020, production is estimated at about 6,0 million tons. Per
capita, this corresponds to about 320-330 kg of milk per year (in terms of raw milk). Nevertheless, in 2023,
the revision of statistics has led to a decrease in the official volume to 3,42 million tons - in fact, only market-
able milk actually coming from cows is taken into account, without the previous inflated estimates in private
farms. The new calculation approach makes direct comparison difficult; however, expert estimates suggest
that actual gross milk yield in 2023 is virtually unchanged, remaining at ~6,4 million tons (old methodology).
Thus, in 2023 and 2024, the volume of dairy products produced in terms of milk was only 163.4 and 167.3 kg
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per capita, with consumption of 227,2 and 232,9 kg respectively, i.e. production covers about 70% of actual
consumption and only 55% of the norm in 2024. This indicates dependence on imported dairy products.

The egg market also shows a negative trend in the industry over the last 5 years, with egg production vol-
umes declining by 11,61% between 2020 and 2024. The domestic market remains fully secured, but there is a
decrease in the difference between consumption and production.

Vegetable production in Kazakhstan has met and even exceeded domestic demand in recent years. From
2020 to 2023, there was a gradual increase in production of 1% annually. Production volumes are influenced
by agro-climatic conditions and the availability of irrigation. Thus, 2021 showed an average yield for veg-
etables, as drought-hit rainfed areas were compensated for by the main vegetable-growing regions (South
Kazakhstan, Zhambyl oblasts) through irrigation. In 2023, moisture problems (especially in southern oblasts
due to low river water levels) also limited the harvest of vegetable crops.

Potato is one of the key food products in Kazakhstan, and its production for 2020-2022 shows a smooth
growth and full coverage of domestic needs. However, according to the statistics for 2023, the harvest signifi-
cantly decreased by 50,1% to 2046,8 thousand tons in 2023. This is primarily due to a 52% (94,7 thousand
hectares) reduction in sown area in 2023 compared to the previous year (199,5 thousand hectares). In general,
vegetable production is more than sufficient, with significant export potential; however, actual vegetable con-
sumption by the population is below the norm.

Fruit production is also extremely low, with about 440,000 tons produced per year from 2020 to 2022, and
production in 2023-24 falling by 6% and 10%, respectively, compared to previous years. The production for
the last year (18,6 kg) covers only 23,1% of current consumption and only 14,1% of the norm. The ratio of
production and per capita consumption in Kazakhstan is presented more clearly in Figure 1.

250 227,2 228,2
£02°206.4

200
150
100 80,1 82 3
45,4
O 1
Meat Bread Fish Dairy  Eggs,units  Fruit = Vegetables Potatoes
products products
EE Per capita consumption, kg 2023r. B Per capita consumption, kg 2024r.
= Production volume per capita, kg 2023r. —Production volume per capita, kg 2024r.

Figure 1 — Ratio of production and consumption per capita in Kazakhstan
Note: compiled by the authors based on the source [18]

According to the comparative analysis, it can be seen that insufficient production is particularly evident in
dairy products, meat products, fish, and fruit. There is a particularly large negative gap between production and
consumption of dairy products, eggs, and fruit. In addition, the actual consumption of these product groups by
the population consistently falls short of the normative values, despite formally sufficient production volumes.
This indicates that the identified food self-sufficiency is formal in nature and is achieved through underesti-
mated consumption levels rather than through actual compliance with the normative needs of the population.

The above analyses provide a general picture of self-sufficiency and food independence of the country.
However, for a more complete and objective understanding it is necessary to analyze the indicators of food
imports, as it reflects the degree of dependence on external markets and allows to identify potential risks in
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ensuring food independence. This will make it possible to assess which types of products are not covered by
domestic production and to develop priority areas for their substitution or development of relevant industries.

Further calculations included indicators of imports, exports, ADC, as well as the share of imported food
products (Table 3). The calculation of this indicator is of fundamental importance for assessing the level of
food independence, as it demonstrates the degree of dependence of the country on external supplies and forms

the basis for the development of measures to reduce import dependence.

Table 3 — Import, export, ADC and share of imports for major food products in Kazakhstan (2020-2024)

Product 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
215,1 197 175 177,9 158,4
Al types of meat 24,3 33,8 433 55,3 81,7
1359,3 13943 1176,3 1242.,6 1244,5
15,8% 14,1% 14,9% 14,3% 12,7%
25,1 19,4 6,6 12,2 12,3
Beef 9,4 7,3 18,3 15,8 22,1
537,5 552,3 372,1 395,7 419,6
4,7% 3,5% 1,8% 3,1% 2,9%
0,03 0,026 0 0,032 0,03
Lamb 1.4 1,3 10,3 7,8 17,5
151,5 154,1 124.,6 129,2 1153
0,02% 0,02% 0% 0,02% 0,03%
1834 168,5 156,9 155.9 135,7
Poultry meat 12,6 24,7 14,7 31,5 42
407,3 416,4 4292 460,1 4524
45,0% 40,5% 36,6% 33,9% 30,0%
171,3 158,2 167,4 175,8 182,9
. . 56,9 57,9 37,7 25,6 29,3
Milkc and dairy products 1085,9 1092,3 1081,1 1153,4 1173,1
15,8% 14,5% 15,5% 15,2% 15,6%
34,5 332 35,3 37,3 47,7
32 3,6 2,7 3 3,9
Cheese and cottage cheese 67 69 7 79 90
51,3% 47,9% 48,8% 47,1% 51,8%
344 36,6 39,3 47 4477
Fish 14,5 16 14,8 14,1 11,5
56,2 66,1 75,7 70,7 70,6
61,2% 55,4% 51,9% 66,5% 63.3%
117,5 159,9 126,8 235 87,4
Eges 176 202,9 201,7 148,1 43,1
4988,7 4771,6 4431,8 4493,7 4505,4
2.4% 3.4% 2,9% 5.2% 1,9%
562,8 590,8 574,1 580,5 780,3
Fruits and berries 102,2 69.4 22,6 74,9 97,1
902,9 961,5 991,7 918,4 1056,5
62,3% 61,4% 57,9% 63.2% 73.9%
384,5 478,9 549,5 441,3 424.6
Vegetables 232,8 201,7 232 214,5 380,4
4742.,6 5045,7 5110,1 4652,7 38252
8.1% 9.5% 10,8% 9.5% 11,1%
75 102 52,9 61,9 59,7
Potatoes 356,9 199,4 241,7 411,5 563,9
37249 39342 3891,7 1697,2 21304
2,0% 2,6% 1,4% 3.6% 2.8%
105 94 108,4 94,8 119,5
Sunflower oil 115,1 87,9 233,6 372,7 483.5
341,2 3372 427,0 259,2 268,2
30.8% 27.9% 25.4% 36.6% 44.6%
Note: Values in each cell are presented top to bottom as Import, Export, ADC, and Share of imports (%). Units: thousand tons;
for eggs — million units. Source: compiled by the authors based on the source [18]
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For some categories of food products, there is a tendency to reduce the share of imports, which is a positive
sign of the development of domestic production. However, in a number of positions there is still high import
dependence, especially fish, cheese and cottage cheese, fruits and berries, as well as poultry meat.

In general, for meat, there is a steady development of export potential with a simultaneous reduction in im-
port dependence. For example, the share of imports for all types of meat decreased from 15,8% to 12,7%. At
the same time, exports more than tripled in 5 years from 24,3 to 81,7 thousand tons. Imports of beef decreased
by 2 times over 5 years, while exports increased 2,3 times. ADC of beef decreased from 552,3 thousand tons
to 419,6 thousand tons, primarily due to active exports and insufficient production growth. However, high
exports with limited herd growth may lead to shortages in the domestic market. The growing export of mutton
also reduces its availability for domestic consumption, as imports are practically absent, while exports have
increased more than 12 times.

Almost half of meat product imports consist of poultry meat. This indicates a continuing dependence on
external supplies, although import volumes are gradually declining: since 2020, the decline has been 26% at an
average rate of 8% per year. These figures demonstrate the effectiveness of the government's import substitu-
tion policy, but the share of imported products remains high.

The level of import dependence for milk and dairy products remains stable at around 15% for the entire
period under review. At the same time, ADC for the period 2020-2024 shows moderate growth (+8%), reflect-
ing steady consumer demand for dairy products. Cheese and cottage cheese remain among the dairy products
with a consistently high share of imports — around 48-52%. The import structure is dominated by expensive
hard cheeses and specific types of products, the production of which requires technology and highly skilled
personnel. Therefore, domestic production is developing at an insufficient pace to displace imports.

A key factor is the almost twofold decline in exports, which indirectly supports domestic consumption but
at the same time indicates a decline in the competitiveness of domestic dairy products in foreign markets. This
is due to fluctuations in the quality of raw materials, the obsolescence of some equipment, and high production
costs due to dependence on imported feed.

Based on the analysis, it has been established that the fish and fruit and vegetable segments remain highly
dependent on imports. The share of imports in actual domestic consumption of fish consistently exceeds 60%,
while for fruits and berries it is growing and reaches about 74%.

This dependence is caused, on the one hand, by the limited natural and climatic resources and the season-
ality of agricultural production, and on the other hand, by the low level of development of aquaculture and
intensive horticultural technologies, as well as the underdeveloped infrastructure for storage and processing of
products and the lack of large investments in these industries.

An analysis of the situation with sunflower oil and lamb during the period under review reveals a contradic-
tory trend: growth in export volumes is accompanied by continued import dependence and insufficient domes-
tic supply. This imbalance is due to systemic structural factors. Increased exports lead to a reduction in supply
on the domestic market, while the existing import structure does not provide adequate compensation for the
domestic deficit, which creates a sustained dependence on external supplies. This confirms that export growth
can be accompanied by a domestic deficit and does not ensure food independence.

Thus, the analysis of the structure and dynamics of actual domestic consumption of food products, taking into
account imports and exports, made it possible to identify key groups of products with a continuing high degree of
import dependence, in particular in the dairy, fish, poultry, and fruit and berry segments. Trends show that despite
overall growth in consumption and partial expansion of domestic production, a significant portion of the domestic
market for many items still depends on imports. This circumstance poses a threat to the country's food security in
the event of global price spikes, logistical problems, and restrictions on international trade.

In this regard, it is logical to proceed to the next stage of analysis — assessing the level of food self-suf-
ficiency and independence, which involves a final evaluation of the ratio of domestic production, population
needs, and the degree of self-sufficiency for the main food commodity groups.

At the same time, for a comprehensive assessment of the country's food security, the indicators of food
independence and food self-sufficiency, calculated according to the methodology of the MoA RK, were com-
pared with the results of calculations using the author's methodology, which allows for a more flexible consid-
eration of internal and external factors (Table 4).
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Table 4 — Calculation of the level of food independence in Kazakhstan, %

Food self-sufficiency ratio/Food independence Food independence
(according to the methodology of the MoA RK) (author's methodology)

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
All types of meat 86,0 88,3 88,8 90,1 93,8 91,3 94,1 76,2 30 80,6
Beef 97,1 97,8 932 | 964 [11013
Lamb 81,0 81,1 63,6 64,9 57,4
Poultry meat 58,1 65,5 66,9 73,0 79,3 74,8 81,5 86,8 95,5 98,5
Milk  and dairy) g9 5 90,8 88,0 87,0 86,9 | 562 | 565 | 529 | 542 | 551
products
Cheese and

53,5 57,3 54,9 56,7 52,4 11,7 12,6 12,5 13,9 14,6
cottagecheese
Eggs | 1012 | 1009 [ 10,7 | 98.1 990 | 983 | 916 | 89 | 808 | 829
Fruits and berries 49,0 45,8 44,4 44,9 35,3 14,8 16,1 12,9
Vegetables 94,5 93,8 95,1 98,8
Potatoes
Sunflower oil

100% > 50-79% - low level of sufficiency
80-99% - adequate level of sufficiency 50 % <

Note: compiled by the authors

This comparative analysis shows the extent to which domestic production and the availability of goods
within the country correspond to the regulatory values necessary to maintain national food independence.

A comparison of calculations using official and proprietary methodologies shows a similar overall trend:
for most food categories, supply is at a satisfactory level and shows positive dynamics (meat, eggs, vegetables,
potatoes). For example, the level of meat, in general, and beef, in particular, is consistently close to or even
exceeds the norm. According to the author's approach, the indicators show fluctuations, but in general exceed
75%, which indicates significant potential for self-sufficiency. At the same time, there is a stable insufficient
degree of satisfaction of demand for chicken, cheese, cottage cheese, as well as fruits and berries, which identi-
fies them as key areas for state support and development of domestic production.

In accordance with the current methodology of the MoA of the RK, the level of food independence for
certain types of products, in particular milk and eggs, in the period under review is assessed as secured on the
basis of a comparison of production volumes and actual consumption. At the same time, actual consumption
for these groups remains below rational norms, which indicates the existence of formal security that does not
reflect the achievement of the normative level of food security for the population. This justifies that formal
food security can be achieved even with an underestimated level of consumption, which limits the analytical
validity of production-oriented indicators.

It is worth noting that when comparing the results of assessing the level of food independence obtained
using two approaches, significant differences are revealed in some categories of goods. For example, in catego-
ries such as dairy products and lamb, the indicators are significantly lower in the author's methodology, which
is due to the consideration of physiological consumption standards and export supplies.

A similar situation can be observed with sunflower oil: according to the author's methodology, the level of
supply shows a downward trend, despite the overall growth in production. This is because the calculations also
take into account the significant growth in export volumes, as a result of which most of the products manufac-
tured are exported outside the domestic market, which effectively reduces the availability of goods for domes-
tic consumption. Domestic sunflower oil producers produced 632,200 tons of their product in 2024, but since
a significant part of the production — 483,500 tons — was exported, store shelves are filled with imported oil.

At the same time, the share of imports in the domestic market remains high—44,6%—which points to a
paradoxical situation: despite growth in production and export potential, the domestic market is forced to par-
tially cover demand through imports. It should be noted that export growth significantly outpaces the growth in
total production. This creates a situation in the market where, despite more than sufficient production, consum-
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ers experience a shortage of domestic products and are forced to buy imported ones, reducing the actual level
of food independence in this area.

To highlight the differences between the assessment methods used, the study identified product groups with
the greatest discrepancies between food self-sufficiency and food independence indicators. The most signifi-
cant deviations in 2020-2024 were identified in the groups of milk and dairy products, fruits, vegetable oil,
and certain types of meat. For these categories, formally high self-sufficiency values in a number of years were
combined with food independence levels below the critical threshold or close to the low threshold, indicating
the existence of an internal deficit. The main mechanisms behind the identified discrepancies are export ex-
emptions, the discrepancy between actual consumption and rational norms, and the structure of imports.

Thus, the differences between the methodologies are due to the fact that the author's approach focuses not
only on gross production, but also on the real balance of the domestic market, taking into account actual ex-
ports, consumption standards, and the potential for seasonal fluctuations, which provides a more conservative
and realistic assessment of the level of food independence.

The most important factor influencing the level of food independence is the economic accessibility of food.
Low economic accessibility due to rising food prices can lead to malnutrition among certain population groups
and increase social tensions, despite the country's formally high level of gross production. The above analysis
shows that the average per capita consumption of certain types of food in Kazakhstan (mutton, horse meat,
dairy products, and fruit) is well below the established consumption standard. This may indicate low economic
accessibility of food products.

As shown by the results of the research [19], even with sufficient food production, the actual level of con-
sumption may remain low due to limited household incomes and the high share of food costs. This points to
the importance of analyzing economic factors when assessing food independence, even if these factors are not
directly reflected in the calculation methods used.

According to the data of the Bureau of National Statistics, the average expenditure of a Kazakh family
on food in 2024 amounted to 1977,3 thousand tenge. This is 6,1% more than was spent in 2023. The share
of spending on food remains very high: 50,6% of total household spending is on food products, making the
country one of the leaders among countries with the highest share of food costs. For comparison, in developed
countries this figure rarely exceeds 15%. Overall, over the past 5 years, the share of food spending in Kazakh-
stan has not fallen below 50% (Figure 2).

2500 55,0%
54,0%

2000
53,0%
1500 52,0%
1000 >1.0%
50,0%

500
49,0%
0 48,0%

2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
mmm Household cash expenditure on food products, thousand tenge
=O=Share of household cash expenditure on food products in total consumer expenditure, %

Figure 2 — Household expenditure on food products in Kazakhstan
Note: compiled by the authors based on the source [18]
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The analysis shows that the purchasing power of the population of Kazakhstan is low and that food products
are not sufficiently affordable in the required quantities and assortment. The most important factor in ensur-
ing the affordability of food is the socio-economic development regime and the corresponding growth and
differentiation of real incomes of the population. It is for this reason that food security policy is of a general
economic rather than a sectoral nature.

Thus, based on the analysis, it can be concluded that even with a formally sufficient level of gross produc-
tion and security in a number of areas, the actual level of food independence may decline due to the limited
economic accessibility of certain types of food for a significant part of the population. To ensure food security,
it is necessary not only to develop domestic production, modernize processing, and establish modern logistics
chains to reduce import dependence, but also to take measures to increase the economic accessibility of food
for the population.

CONCLUSION

The results show that while Kazakhstan's agricultural sector and some processing areas are improving,
structural imbalances still exist. These issues prevent the country from reaching full food independence. As
shown in results, a comparison of data on gross production, actual domestic consumption, and physiological
consumption standards revealed a mismatch in the supply of a number of key commodity groups. This is par-
ticularly true for dairy products, fish, cheese and cottage cheese, fruits and berries — these categories remain
the least sustainable in terms of domestic production and economic affordability. The analysis demonstrates
that formal food security can be achieved even with an underestimated level of consumption, which limits the
analytical validity of production-oriented indicators.

The study revealed a key problem with the existing methodology for calculating food independence, pri-
marily due to its narrow focus on production and consumption indicators: its limited coverage of factors af-
fecting the actual state of food self-sufficiency. The discrepancies identified between the official methodology
for calculating food independence levels and the author's proposed approach demonstrate the need to revise
the current methodological recommendations. In particular, the use of a more flexible calculation that takes
into account the share of exports and rational consumption standards allows for a more objective assessment
of food independence and the identification of hidden risks.

An imbalance has been identified, which confirms that export growth can be accompanied by a domestic
deficit and does not ensure food independence. It is important to note that the trend of export growth coupled
with dependence on imports creates a paradoxical situation: part of the production is exported outside the
country, while the domestic market continues to experience a shortage. This is particularly evident in the case
of sunflower oil, lamb meat, and dairy products. This imbalance requires clearer regulation of export and im-
port policy and the development of mechanisms that would guarantee priority satisfaction of domestic demand.

An analysis of household expenditure patterns shows that food remains unaffordable: food expenditure in
Kazakhstan consistently accounts for over 50% of total expenditure, which is significantly higher than in de-
veloped countries and indicates low purchasing power among a large segment of the population. This confirms
that food security policy should be considered not only in terms of physical access to food, but also in close
connection with the level of income of the population and the effectiveness of the state's social policy.

Thus, the results of the study confirm the relevance of the chosen title and demonstrate that the comparative
and methodological focus stated in it is fully realized in the text of the work.

Based on the research conducted and the empirical data obtained, the following practical recommendations
aimed at improving the country's food security have been formulated:

1. Improve the methodology for calculating the level of food independence — it is recommended to take
into account not only the ratio of production to consumption, but also the share of exports, as well as the
standards of rational physiological consumption for individual groups of goods. A distinction should be made
between the concepts of “food self-sufficiency” and “food independence,” since formally high levels of self-
sufficiency can be achieved even with a decrease in per capita food consumption, which does not reflect the
real level of food independence, since food independence cannot be achieved by reducing actual food con-
sumption by the population. In this regard, it is advisable for the MoA RK to initiate a review and update of the
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current methodological recommendations for calculating the level of food independence. This will improve the
accuracy of calculations, reduce the risk of overestimating the level of food independence, and allow this data
to be used to formulate a more informed agricultural policy.

2. Develop measures to improve the economic accessibility of food, including through price regulation for
socially significant goods and income support for vulnerable groups. Kazakhstan currently has a mechanism
in place for setting maximum prices for socially significant food products, as well as stabilization funds to
smooth out seasonal price fluctuations. In a number of regions, agricultural fairs are held and direct deliver-
ies from producers are organized. However, given the persistently high level of inflation and the significant
share of household expenditure on food, these measures are not sufficient to fully address the problem of low
economic accessibility of food. This requires stronger state support for household incomes and more flexible
price regulation instruments to protect the most vulnerable groups.

3. The basis of the state's food security is the development of agriculture. Therefore, it is important to
continue supporting farms, introducing innovative agricultural technologies, expanding the feed base, and
developing the infrastructure for storage and distribution of products. Agro-industrial clusters and coopera-
tives should be developed to bring together small producers, reduce costs, and increase the competitiveness of
domestic products. It is also advisable to improve state support measures for horticulture, greenhouse farming,
and aquaculture through grant programs, subsidies for irrigated land, and the construction of logistics centers.

4. Focus state support on developing import-substituting industries, especially for those types of products
that remain highly dependent on imports. The analysis showed that over the past five years there has been a
steady trend towards an increase in the total volume of food imports. In 2024, the volume of food imports in
Kazakhstan increased to $5,348.7 million, which exceeded the 2020 level by 1.5 times. The growth rate of
imports compared to 2020 was 55%. This dynamic reflects the growing dependence of the domestic market
on external supplies and indicates continuing imbalances in the development of certain sectors of the agro-
industrial complex, which requires additional measures to stimulate import substitution and the development
of domestic production.

The MoA RK is systematically working to increase production volumes and import substitution for import-
dependent food items. The task of strengthening food security is planned to be solved through the implemen-
tation of investment projects. By 2027, it is planned to implement 780 investment projects worth 2.3 trillion
tenge, including 170 projects worth 855 billion tenge for import-dependent goods [3].

However, it should be emphasized that the measures being implemented at the current stage are not sufficient
to radically reduce import dependence, given the steady growth in import volumes for a number of commodity
items and the continuing structural imbalances in the production and logistics chain. This requires further expan-
sion of support for import-substituting industries and increased efficiency of the programs being implemented.

5. Control export volumes of socially significant food products to ensure that supplying the domestic mar-
ket remains a priority. For example, in the case of vegetable oil, a significant portion of production is exported
despite the continuing share of imports and the needs of the domestic market. It is therefore recommended that
flexible mechanisms for regulating exports be developed, such as setting thresholds, quotas, or monitoring the
balance of production, consumption, and exports, in order to prevent shortages and price pressure within the
country.
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O31H-031 KAMTAMACHI3 ETYJEH A3BIK-TYJIK TOYEJCI3JAITTHE:
QICTEMEJIIK KO3KAPAC JKOHE KABAKCTAHJIAFBI "KAFJAWJBI BAFAJIAY

P. C. SIxynuna', A. A. Kypmanaauna', V. Filimonau?
'K.)KybanoB atbiHgarsl AKTe0e oHIpITiK yHuBepcuTeTi, Akrobe, Kazakcran
*Cyppeit yuusepcuteri, ['mndopn, ¥ipiOpuranus

AHIATHA

3epmmeyoin maxcamol. KazakcTaHHBIH a3bIK-TYJIIK TOYEIICI3/IIr JKaFIalbIH KEIICH/ I Oaraiay )KoHE HaKThI
9KCHOPT TIEH TYTHIHYABIH YTHIMIbl HOPMAJIAPbIH €CKEpE OTBIPBII, a3bIK-TYJIK TOYENCI3AIriHIH ACHreriH
ecenTey/IiH OeHiM/IeNTeH 9IICTEMECIH d3ipIiey.

3epmmey 20ichamacel oACOUETKE KYUETl UIONYAbl KAMTHUIbI, JKYMBICTa JKaJIbl FBUIBIMU QJICTED
- CaIBICTBIPMAJBl JKOHE TpadHKalblK Taljay, CTaTHCTUKAIBIK Taijay, ceOern-callapiblK, JKallbuiay
KOJIAAaHbIIIbL. Herisri Tanmamalslk Tociin eki Oanamansl (hopMysiaHbl MaiiianaHa OTBIPBIN, KOPCETKIIITepAi
calbICTBIpMaltbl ecenTeyaeH Typajbl: 2020-2024 )xpuiaapra apHaJiFaH CepITiH/l TATJayMeH YHIIECTIPUITeH a3bIK-
TYJIIK TOYEJICI3IriHIH pECMHU JKoHE aBTOpIap ycbiHFaH kKoadduimenti. CanpIcThIpy OHIMAEPIIH OipiKTipiITreH
TomnTapel (€T OHIMAEPi, CYT JKOHE CYT OHIMAEPI, KYMBIPTKA, JKEMICTED MEH KHJIEKTEep, KOKOHICTED, KapTOI
JKOHE KYHOAFbIC Malbl) YIIiH JKYPTi3iJii.

3epmmeydiy mynuyckanviebl MeH npAKmuKaIbli KYHObLIbIEbL. «A3BIK-TYIIIK 631H-031 KAMTaMachl3 €Ty JKOHE
«@3BIK-TYJIIK TOYEJCI3IIr» YFHIMAAPBIH QKbIPaTy KAKETTUIITH HETi3[ey apKbUIbl aBTOpIap HAKTHI SKCIIOPT
NeH (PM3HOJIOTHSUIBIK, TYTHIHY HOPMATHBTEPIH €CKEePE OTBIPBII, a3bIK-TYJIK TOYEJICI3IriHIH JICHIeHiH ecenTey
onicreMeciH a3ipneni. KyMbIcTa YCBIHBUIFAH TOCUIIED MEH ecenTeyliep a3bIK-TYNIK TOYeJNCI3MITriH apTThIpy
YKOHIHJIET1 CTpaTeTusIap/ibl KABINTACTBIPY Ke3iH/Ie MEMJICKETTIK OacKapy TOKipHOECIH e KOJIaHbLTY bl MyMKiH.

3epmmey nomuocenepi. 3epTTey ICHOEPIHIE OHIMHIH HEri3ri TonTapbl OOWBIHINA €JJIIH a3bIK-
TYJIK TOYEJCI3JITiHIH JCHICHI PEeCMH KOHE aBTOPJIBIK djicTeMe OOMBIHINA €CENTeN Il YKOHE HOTHXKEIep
canbICTHIPBULABL. Tociaep apachiH1aFbl aHBIKTAJIFaH ANIIIAKTHIKTAP KOJJIAHBICTAFBI 9/1iCTEMETIK YChIHBIMAAPIbI
KaliTa Kapay KaKeTTUIIrH KepceTe/i. ABTOp IapblH 9/licHaMachl OOMBIHINIA €H KOIl TaIlIIbUIBIK CYT OHIMIEPI,
eT TypJepi (KoH €Ti), JKeMICTep-)KUJICKTEP JKoHE KYHOAFbIC Maibl OOMbIHIIA OariKaiaspl. Camnaibik MOHIE OChI
TorTap OOWBIHIIIA KAMTaMacChI3 €TiTy JICHIeHi 1IIKi TalIIBUIBIKTBIH OOTYBIH KOPCETETIH KPUTUKANIBIK (1pIMIIIiK
neH cy30e, JKeMic) KoHe TOMEHTI IIeKTi ACHreleH (CYT eHiMIepi, KyHOarbic Maifbl, KOH €Ti) TOMEH OOJbII
cunarTanasl. JKekenereH eHiMaep (KyHOAarbIC Maifbl, KOW €Ti) SKCIIOPTBHIHBIH OCYi1 1IKI PHIHOKTa HMITOPTKA
TOYENIUIIK TIeH TANIbUIBIKTBIH CAaKTaTybIMEH KaTap >KYPETiH TEHIepiMCI3JiK aHBIKTaIIBI, OyJl KCIOpPT-
UMIIOPT casiCaThbIH KalTa Kapay bl Tajar eTell.

Tytiin co30ep: a3bIK-TYNIK KAYINCI3OIri, a3bIK-TYJIIK TOYEJCI3/iri, a3bIK-TYJIKIICH ©31H-631 KaMTaMachl3
€Ty, a3bIK-TYJIKIICH ©31H-031 KAMTaMachI3 €Ty JCHIeHi, TYThIHY/IbIH (PU3UOJOTHSIIBIK HOPMACKI, HAKTHI 1IIKi
TYTBIHY, a3bIK-TYJIIKTIH YKOHOMHUKAJIBIK KOJDKETIMJILIITI.
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AHHOTALIUAA

L]env uccneoosanusi. KOMITIIEKCHAs OIIEHKA COCTOSIHHS TTPOIOBOJIBCTBEHHON He3aBHCHMMOCTH Kaszaxcrana
U pa3paboTKa aJanTHUPOBAHHOW METOJIUKH pacu€ra YPOBHS IPOJOBOJILCTBEHHOW HE3aBHCUMOCTU C yUETOM
(hakTHIEeCKOT0 YKCTIOPTA M PAIMOHABHBIX HOPM IMTOTPEOICHUSI.

Memooonoeuss uccredosanus BKIFOYAET CUCTEMATHYSCKUN 0030p JIUTEPATyphl, OOIIICHAYYHBIEC METOIbI:
CPaBHUTEIBHOTO W TpadUUIeCKOTO aHaIM3a, CTAaTHCTHYECKOTO aHaln3a, MPUIHHHO-CIICICTBCHHEIN,
o0o0mierre. OCHOBHOHM aHATUTHYECKUH TIOJXOJ 3aKJIFOYAETCsl B CPAaBHUTEIBHOM pacyere IMoka3aTeliel ¢
HCIIOJIb30BAaHMEM JIBYX AlIbTEPHATUBHBIX (hOPMYJI: OPHUIIMATBLHOTO U IIPEIaraeMoro aBTopamMu KodhhuiueHTa
MPOJIOBOJIbCTBEHHOW HE3aBUCUMOCTH B COYETAHMM C JAMHAMHYECKUM aHanu3zoMm Ha 2020-2024 roppl.
CpaBHEHHE TIPOBOIUTCS JUIsI arpeTUPOBAHHBIX TPYNI MPOIYKTOB (MSCOMPOTYKTHI, MOJIOKO U MOJIOYHEIE
MIPOJYKTEHI, I, PPYKTHI U SITOJIBI, OBOIIH, KAPTO(DETh U MOJICOTHETHOE MACIIO).

OpucunanbHocmsb U NPAKMUYECKAs YeHHOCMb Ucciedosanus. Ha ocHOBe 000CHOBaHHUS HEOOXOAMMOCTH
pasrpaHUYeHUsT TOHATHH  «IIPOJOBOJIBCTBEHHAs  CaMOOOECHEYEeHHOCTh» H  «IPOJIOBOJILCTBEHHAS
HE3aBUCUMOCTB», aBTOpaMu Oblia paszpaboTaHa METOAMKA pacuyéra YPOBHS MPOJOBOJILCTBEHHON
HE3aBHCUMOCTHA C YYETOM (DaKTHYECKOTO OSKCIOPTa W HOPMATHBOB (PH3UOJOTHYECKOTO MOTPEOICHHMS.
[Ipennoxennpie B pab0OTe MOAXOJBI U PACYETHI MOTYT OBITh MCIIOJIb30BAHbI B MPAKTHKE TOCYIAPCTBEHHOTO
yHpaBJieHus pu (POPMUPOBAHNHT CTPATETHH 110 TIOBBIIIEHUIO TIPOIOBOIBCTBEHHON HE3aBUCHMOCTH.

Pesynomamur uccnedosanusi. B pamkax ucciieioBaHusl ObLT pacCuMTaH MO O(PUIIMATIBLHON M aBTOPCKOM
METOJIMKE YpPOBEHH IPOJOBOIBCTBEHHOW HE3aBHCHMOCTH CTpPaHBI IO OCHOBHBIM TpyIIaM TPOIYKTOB WU
COIIOCTABJICHBI PE3YJIbTaThl. BBISBICHHBIC PACX0XKICHUS MEXK/TY ITOIX0JaMH IEMOHCTPUPYIOT HEOOXOIUMOCTh
IepecMoTpa JIEHCTBYIONINX METOIUYCCKHX pekoMmeHmannid. [lo MeTomosioruum aBTOPOB, HAMOOJBIINI
JIePUITUT HAOIFOIAETCs IO MOJIOYHBIM MPOJIyKTaM, OT/ICIbHBIM BHUaM Msica (OapaHuHa), ppyKTaMm u sirogam
1 TIOACOTHEYHOMY Macily. B KauecTBEHHOM BBIpaKEHHH ypOBEHB 00ECIICUCHHOCTH IO JAaHHBIM TPyIaM
XapaKTEePU3yeTCsl KaK HAXOSIIUNCS HIDKE KPUTHUYECKOTO (ChIP M TBOPOT, (DPYKTHI) U HU3KOTO MOPOTOBOTO
YpOBHSI (MOJIOUHBIE MTPOMYKTHI, TTOJICOTHEYHOE Maciio, OapaHnHa), YTO YKa3bIBAeT Ha HAIMYNE BHYTPEHHETO
nedurmrta. BeisBieH qucbanane, mpu KOTOPOM POCT SKCIIOPTA OTACNIBHBIX MPOAYKTOB (MIOACOTHEYHOTO Maca,
OapaHWHBI) COMPOBOXKIACTCS COXPAaHECHHEM MMIIOPTO3aBUCUMOCTH U Ne(HUIINTa HAa BHYTPEHHEM PBIHKE, YTO
TpeOyeT nepecMoTpa SKCIIOPTHO-UMITOPTHON TIOJTUTHKH.

Kouegvle cnosa: poIoOBOILCTBECHHAS 0€30MTACHOCTH, TIPOIOBOJILCTBEHHASI HE3aBUCUMOCTH, TTPOJOBOJIBCT-
BEHHasi CaMOO0ECIIEYeHHOCTh, YPOBEHD POJIOBOJILCTBEHHOW CaMOOOECIICUeHHOCTH, (PU3MOIOrHYecKast HopMa
notpedIieH s, haKTUIECKOe BHYTPEHHEE MOTPEOICHHE, SKOHOMHYECKAs JOCTYITHOCTh IMPO0BOJILCTBHUS.
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