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ABSTRACT

The purpose ofthe paper examines the problem of regional development projects (RDP) in monotowns of
Kazakhstan the case of Karagandy region through aims and indicators of implemented programs and projects
in order to understand are applicable for these monotowns and its value.

Methodology. With aim to better understanding the evolution and roots ofinefficiency of RDP in Kazakhstan
on base of Karagandy region monotowns it was adopted a comprehensive review of relevant literature,
government programs and its indicators. The necessity of indicators revision and new approach based on
project management principles (stakeholders and value) is suggested.

Originality / value ofthe research. The paper reveals the current state and revealed the root of inefficiency
of regional development programs in monotowns and ways of their decision. Usability of key objectives and
indicators of regional development programs to single-industry towns of Karaganda region are considered.

Findings. Government programs strongly emphasized the importance of mostly infrastructure projects
however, the aim ofthe programs was to achieve economy diversity. In addition, there were a single indicators
and methodology for all monotowns, which are not suitable for all of them. Government reports regarding
the results of implemented projects showed only improvements on the power grid and water supply networks
but studies and articles in the media state the low efficiency and no impact and value for end-users of these
programs and projects - local community.

Keywords: regional development program, regional development projects, project management, indicators,
value, stakeholder management, PMBOK.

INTRODUCTION

10 years ago the Government of Kazakhstan adopted the Project of the Program for the development of
monotowns in 2012-2020 [1], the results of which should have been impressive: first, the optimization of
monotowns according to the production capacity of operating enterprises, and secondly, the diversification
of the economy and the development of SMEs. Within the framework of this program, projects aimed at
improving infrastructure, diversifying the economy, and improving living conditions of the local community
were implemented. Afterthat, several more programs were adopted, the last ofwhich provides for development
until 2025 [2]. Based on these programs regional departments developed their own programs. Unfortunately,
studies, statistics, government reports, speeches by deputies, and articles inthe media state the low effectiveness,
and some even note the failure of these programs [3-6].

Indicating a problem of low efficiency of regional development programs, projects and a knowledge gap in
this field the paper aims to analyze target and indicators of government programs in order understand are they
suitable for regions and is there any impact of projects implemented based on them on local community as for
end-users. No previous study has investigated the relevance and results of Program's aims and indicators to
the region.

Within the framework of our study we decided analyze relevance of aims and indicators of Regional
Development Programs for monotowns of Karagandy region because of 19 newly planned projects, 14
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projects, or almost 75 %, are in the Pavlodar and Karaganda regions [4]. Karaganda region is the largest
industrial center of the country and one ofthe four leaders among other regions of the Republic. This region
has eight monotowns (Abay, Balkhash, Zhezkazgan, Karazhal, Saran, Satpayev, Temirtau, Shakhtinsk) which
are home to 44 % of the region's population (582.6 thousand people), account for 74 % of the industrial
production ofthe region, 35 % of small and medium businesses operate in monotowns (30 966 units of 87 984
units). Since 2014 (2014-2017), 22.9 billion tenge have been allocated from the national and local budgets
for their development. The analysis of allocated funds shows that the largest share of funds is directed to the
development of infrastructure and improvement of monotowns - 20.9 billion tenge (132 projects) or 91.3 %
of the total amount of allocated funds. Since 2013, seven «anchor» projects were launched in single-industry
towns with an investment amount of KZT 8.2 billion and 520 new jobs were created [7].

Another reason of interest is that despite the established opinion that the average monthly income in most
monotowns does not reach the national level [8] and the difference in salary levels is the one of the main
reasons of internal migration in Kazakhstan [9], this is not applicable to monotowns of Karagandy region. An
example ofthis is the study carried out by Maymurunova [10] in which noted that consumer purchasing power
of Karagandy region is high. Proportion of the population with incomes below the subsistence minimum in
2018 described in statistical compendium also affirm this and shows that this rate is lower than even in wealthy
western part of Kazakhstan and Almaty city. According to this, the rate of standard of well-being and social
inequality level is not critical in this region.

The questions that will be answered according to the results ofthe research are as follows:

RQ1: Are the goals and indicators defined in the regional development programs applicable for monotowns
of Karagandy region?

RQ2: What is the result of projects implemented based on aim and indicators of regional development
programs?

The rest of the article is structured as follows: In Section 2, the literature on the experience of worldwide
and Kazakhstani regional development is presented. Section 3 is concerned with the methodology used for
this study and examine the aims and indicators of regional development programs, its relevance to monotowns
of Karagandy region. Finally, Section 5 presents the findings ofthe research, recommendations and areas for
future studies.

Regional development in the world. Analyzed the data regarding regional development starting from
1960s [11] distinguished that RDP have undergone an evolution from industrial to service-oriented, consumer-
oriented which showed that RDP based on industrialization approach is not always effective. In addition, RDP
principles and values differ from place to place and there is no universal economic theory applicable to RDP.
Moreover, successful RDP require community, trust, and social capital. This study shows that current regional
development should be based on service and consumer-oriented approach and require community: with people
and for people.

Commenting on the experience of western countries [12] states collaboration between local government
authorities and leading consulting companies as McKinsey which portfolio includes more than 150 projects all
over the world during the 10 years and provides knowledge gained from the British practice as:

- It is necessary to evaluate projects and their value as well as risks at the front-end part of the projects,

- Job creation through commercial development is very expensive;

- Professional education projects showed more efficiency than expected;

- Focus on market growth and assist small companies integrate into it in order to inspire creation ofjobs;

- All projects should have a clear strategic vision, aims, and assessment;

- Co-usage oftechnology;

- Raise fiscal responsibility and planning through budget limits;

- Community and political participation: hearts and minds must be won to steward the resources that are
provided;

- Programs’ development should be maintained with participation of community leaders;

- Local community should be informed thatthis is a long-term plan and trusttheir heads, and the management
apparatus must manage the expectations of local community.
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Outlining the experience of Germany in restructuring and recovery ofthe coal industry and coal-producing
regions, Adambayeva [13] notes that it was based on development of higher education and creation of an
appropriate infrastructure and creation of technology parks and knowledge-intensive industries. These
measures, among others, that are steps towards structural change: towards a diversified economy and sustainable
development. In addition, an important aspect is that the organization planning projects must coordinate them
with the local authority and community. Key aspects in their work are such concepts as «communication with
the population», «citizen participation», «qualifications of specialists», «interdisciplinarity», «evaluation of
results», «transparency».

Russian experience [14] includes creation of Foundation with project office, launching educational project
Academy for the Development of monotowns and conduxting the annual rating of monotowns. The rating
of monotowns shows results of big educational program including training of project teams of monotowns,
studying the basics of strategic and project management, leadership trainings, team building, and project
change management which gives outcomes. The winners ofthe rating [15] are towns that are gradually losing
the prefix mono- and begin to live a more fulfilling life, diversify their income, relying on new businesses,
building partnerships with entrepreneurs and citizens. This view is supported by Yureva [16], who writes that
monotowns’ development is most effectively carried out on the basis of the project approach and monotown
development projects should provide a close relationship between the goals of strategic development,
public expenditures, outcomes, and the principles and tools of the project approach. Beside of this, effective
management of development programs is impossible without the presence of specialists possessing modern
competences in the field of project management, as well as the corresponding system oftheir motivation for the
result. Zarubin, etal. [17] have highlighted that the distribution and usage ofregional and organizational assets
can be optimized through using project management principles which allows to concentrate them on the main
areas of strategic development. Project management can help to make regional development innovative and
optimize not only regional and monetary resources but of scientific and intellectual potential. It is necessary to
establish methodology and mechanisms of regional project management based on organizational and operating
features (system, process-driven, projection-based, etc.). Another study with expedition to the universities
of Russian Federation monotowns [18] outlined the importance of higher education as social mission in
monotowns, which can prevent the migration of young people and necessity of increasing education «on the
Spot».

The most recent studies in regional development, urban regeneration projects study the salience of
stakeholders [19-24] in order to provide success, their value for good governance [25] which leads to achieving
tangible ones.

Regional development in Kazakhstan. Starting from 2012 the Government of Kazakhstan developed
several Programs for regional developmentand authorities ofallmonotowns published theirown Comprehensive
Development plans for next several years. These plans describe the current economic and social situation ofthe
region and fields that should be upgraded (housing, roads, infrastructure, migration, unemployment, etc.). All of
them aimed to solve problems with infrastructure, migration outflow, unemployment and creating, developing
SME in order to improve the quality of life population in these monotowns. Despite of this all implemented
32 «anchor» projects by 2019 [2] are not innovative in nature, not aimed to diversificate monotowns economy
in the long term and mainly related to extraction or primary processing of raw materials like lime production;
production of sand, crushed stone, sand-gravel mix and other similar uncomplicated productions. This leads to
the expansion of dependency on single-industry companies and commodity curse.

The gap of regional development programs is perfectly emphasized in [5], where authors present deep
analysis ofthem and main conclusions regarding Kazakhstani features are following:

- Top-down administration;

- No requirement regarding how local authorities should attract local private and public;

- Subsidy-based approach that focused on one field;

- Directives and indicators should not be the same for all monotowns and meet their needs, specialties,
advantages and disadvantages.
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Analysis of aims and indicators of regional development programs in Karagandy region. The study
methodology used the systematic approach, which provides methods of logical, statistical analysis and
synthesis based on studies, statistics, government reports, speeches by deputies, and articles in the media.
Considered four key indicators and aims of implemented programs and projects based on them: the level of
migration outflow, unemployment rate, development of engineering infrastructure and development of small
and middle enterprises.

The indicators of the first program, launched in 2012, were announced as follows [1]: reduction of the
unemployment rate (the unemployment rate in each monotown must not exceed 5 % by 2020), development
of small and medium-sized businesses, increase in the share of small and medium-sized businesses, GDP and
GRP growth of these monotowns depending on the regional level. In addition, all Programs cover situation
with migration outflow and infrastructure.

Further, we reviewed the goals and indicators of development programs, their relevance to the Karagandy
region, and whether they were achieved:

1) Reduce the level of migration outflow

Migration outflow is one ofthe well-known signs of monotowns. Internal migration is influenced primarily
by economic and partly by social factors. According to the study [26], 61 % of population from Zhezkazgan
and Satpayev are willing to relocate to other regions of Kazakhstan and Russia and young people (17-20
years old) considering this more than others do. As the main reason for migration, they indicated the lack of
opportunities for young generations, low quality of education and healthcare services, lack ofjobs for women
and no chance for professional retraining, barriers for entrepreneurship and innovation.

The National Bureau of Statistics year on year states [27] the outflow of population from the Karagandy
region, despite the relatively high level of social attractiveness of the region and the balanced labor market
[28] (Figure 1):

Figure 1- Population migration ofthe Karagandy region
Note - based on source [27]

Moreover, SWOT-analysis regarding the development of Karagandy region shows as weaknesses and
threats negative migration balance and low natural increase, low population density, respectively [7]. The
surge in inter-regional migration indicators in 2014-2018 by 2.1 times actualizes the risks of growing social
tension due to the growing load on kindergartens, schools, clinics, hospitals and other social institutions in big
cities like Almaty, Nur-Sultan and absence of demand on them in monotowns [29]. According to the recent
information announced at the meeting on the development of monotowns the economically active population,
especially young people, mostly migrates and the share of the elderly population is more than 11 %, while the
national average is 7.8 % [4-5].

Taking into the account the fact ofnegative migration balance in Karagandy region it can be concluded that
this aims and indicators of regional development programs is not achieved.
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2) Reduction ofthe unemployment rate, %

In accordance with indicators of Program for the development of monotowns in 2012-2020, it was planned
to reduce the unemployment rate in monotowns - to a level not exceeding 5.0 % by 2020. But this indicator
seems not applicable for monotowns of Karagandy region: data from the region development program for 2016-
2020 shows a decrease in the number of economically active population, as well as the number of employees
and self-employed over the period 2014-2016 (Figures 1, 2). At the same time, the number ofthe unemployed
was not changed significantly and it is about 5 %.

Karagandy region labor market dynamics
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m2014 =m2015 m2016

Figure 2 - Karagandy region labor market dynamics
Note - based on source [7]

A unemploymentrate

Figure 3 - Dynamics in decline unemployment rate, %
Note - based on source [7]

The main reasons of above data are the birth dearth, the high level of internal migration of the population
under 18 years [30] of age and increase of mortality rate. Thus, the total mortality for three years (2014-2016)
increased by 0.4 %. The total mortality rate was:

-in 2014 - 9.87 per 1000 population, higher than the national level by 29.4 %, in the ranking 12th place in
the republic;

-in 2015 - 9.81, higher than the national level by 31.3 %, 12th place in the republic;

-in 2016 - 9.91, higher than the national level by 34.5 %, 12th place in the republic [7].
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Considering all this the indicator and aim to reduce the unemployment rate is not applicable for this region
because of population drop. Moreovere, Labor agency report forecasts [31] indicates the shortage of labor in
the region starting from 2022.

3) Developing engineering infrastructure

Analysis of governmental programs and government authorities interview regarding the results of these
programs have shown that they included data mainly on projects for infrastructure improvements [32-34]. The
figures of these improvements are usually are not differ from year to year. Thus, at the end of 2017 reported
that allocated funds will be increased 5-fold to 37.8 billion tenge, and in 2018 the infrastructure of growth
points will improve by 10 %, wear and tear will decrease by 15 %. In addition, at the end of 2018 following
information was published: inthe conduct ofregional development program reduced the wear and tear of water
supply networks by 10 %, and the wear and tear of power grids by 12 %. Despite this, at a meeting on the
development of monotowns the President noted that the engineering infrastructure of single-industry towns is
dismal [4]. However, itis unclear are the projects for engineering development (modernization of utilities) part
of regional development orjust renovation projects with huge budgets and low impact for these monotowns.
Infrastructure development as aim appears in all regional development programs implemented during last 10
years and it is uncertain when it will be achieved and is there any need in infrastructure development projects
where population is crucially outflow.

4) Development of small and medium-sized enterprises / supporting economic diversification and small and
medium-sized enterprises (SMESs)

Over the years of the Program implementation the number of active small and medium-sized businesses
in single-industry towns increased from 25.5 (2012) to 32.4 (2017) or 27 %. In the republic as a whole for the
same period this indicator increased by 34 % [34]. It follows that monotowns lag behind the national average.

Examined the problem of informal youth employment in monotowns of Kazakhstan [6] revealed that small
businesses are poorly developed and mostly represented with enterprises in the sphere of retail trade (sale
and purchase and provision of household services to the population), but other fields, such as processing of
agricultural products, are not thrived. In these towns, it is not easy to establish small businesses for service
people as tutors, beauty industry specialists, pastry makers and others, while «citizens would like to see
projects that help improve local education and organize small and middle-sized businesses in service, logistics,
tourism» [26].

Maymurunova [10] proposes that for SMEs development necessary to not only increase the financial and
entrepreneurial literacy ofthe population, guarantee the openness ofthe government and preferences for SME,
form comfortable conditions for their development but also create complex of actions directed to generation
ofa certain image of a local formation, its advantages and values. Small business in monotowns of Karaganda
region is practically absent in such areas of economic activity as information and communication, health care
and social services. Professional, scientific and technical activities are poorly developed.

Discussion. The paper reveals that main studies on regional development programs and implemented
projects in Kazakhstan have the same understandings of gaps as well as it reveals a lack of focus on value
oriented projects with co-creating value with all stakeholders and especially with local community.

Answering to the research question:

Are the goals and indicators defined in the regional development programs applicable for monotowns of
Karagandy region?

the results of this study indicate that only two of for indicators and aims are essential for monotowns of
Karagandy region: the level of migration outflow and development of SME. As the region is facing with
population drop, the aim to reduce the unemployment rate is not applicable. Engineering infrastructure
development is the most cited results of Programs by official reports and interview of government authorities
in public media and its results are ambiguous.

Regarding the second research question:

RQ2: What is the result of projects implemented based on aim and indicators of regional development
programs?

Ne 2 (143) 109 Volume 2 No. 143



MEMJEKET X3HE BU3HEC: BACKAPY TEOPUACHI MEH NMPAKTUKACbI
STATE AND BUSINESS: THEORY AND PRACTICE OF MANAGEMENT

the current study shows that implemented projects are still inefficient and have not mastered the most
important areas of value oriented, sustainable and innovative activities for these towns.

Concluding the results ofthe study following recommendations are suggested:

- The aims and indicators for each monotown should be indicated based on its features;

- Necessary to establish a new scientific based approach on planning and implementing projects and
programs with intention quality portfolio, program planning, balanced structure of projects with KPI;

- Focus on proper selection and typology of projects based on needs of local community, location and
advantages / disadvantages;

- Control, monitor quality, results and the value ofthese projects;

- Expand the management of regional development through project management practices and principles;

- Insure the inventory of implemented programs and projects to understand their value and outcomes;

- Use lessons learned from implemented projects for future ones;

- Adopt experience of countries similar to Kazakhstan;

Limitations of the study: Current study is based on literature review of regional development projects
in media, government reports and programs. There is no information regarding implemented or planning
projects, their features, management (including project team information, methodology, stakeholders and risk
analysis, monitoring, timetable, results, lessons learned, etc.) available in open resources. Therefore, there
is no opportunity to analyze if there any project management practices, principles, methodology of these
projects, efficiency of project teams but analysis of indicators and aims shows that they were not achieved via
implemented projects. Second, authors considered regional developmentprogram in monotowns of Karagandy
region, which are differ from monotowns of south and north Kazakhstan.

We propose the future research in this field should be based on empirical case studies analyzing
implementation of regional development projects in Kazakhstan.

REFERENCES

1 MpasutenscteoM PK npuHAT lMpoekt lMporpammbl passutvs MoHoropogos Ha 2012-2020 rogbl
[Electronic resource] // Zakon.kz [website]. - 2012. - URL: https://www.zakon.kz/4491772-pravitelstvom-rk-
prinjat-proekt.html (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

2. MocTaHoBneHmne MpaButensctBa Pecnybnmku KasaxcTtaH ot 27 gekabps 2019 roga Ne 990 O6 yTBep-
XAeHnn FocysapCTBEHHOW nporpammbl pasBuTusA permoHoB Ha 2020-2025 rogbl [Electronic resource] //
aninet [website]. - 2019. - URL: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/archive/docs/P1900000990/27.12.2019 (Accessed:
10.04.2022) .

3. Kannaknapos [. MNporpamma pa3BuTus MOHOTOpPoA4OB He feicTByeT - genyTat [Electronic resource] //
Total.kz [website]. - 2020. - URL: https://total.kz/ru/news/gossektor/programma_razvitiya_monogorodov_
ne_deistvuet__deputat_date_2020_12 09 14 06_32 (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

4. MonHblid TekcT BbicTynneHns K. TokaeBa Ha COBelaHWy No BOMPOCaM PpasBUTUA MOHOrOPOfOB
[Electronic resource] // Xabap 24 [website]. - 2021. - URL: https://24.kz/ru/news/policy/item/508360-polnyj-
tekst-vystupleniya-k-tokaeva-na-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-razvitiya-monogorodov (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

5. Junussova M., Beimisheva A. Monotowns of Kazakhstan: Development Challenges and Opportunities //
In: Koulouri, A., Mouraviev, N. (eds) Kazakhstan’s Developmental Journey. - Palgrave Macmillan, Singapore,
2021. - P. 211-247. - DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-6899-2_8.

6. BeiicembaeB C., IHce6aeBa C., MongokaHoB [l. Hu k ceny, Hu K ropogy: MNMpo6nema HedopManbHOM
3aHATOCTU MONOAEXM B MOHOropofax KasaxcrtaHa. - AcTaHa: Paper Lab, 2017. - 65 c.

7. Mporpamma passutua KaparaHguHckoi obnactu Ha 2016-2020 rogbl. YTBepxaeHa peweHuem Xl
ceccum obnacTtHoro macnuxata Ne 263 ot 12 gekabps 2017 roga. - KaparaHpbl, 2017. - 184 c.

8. KamanueBa A. Bo3poxaeHue MOHOropofoB: 6bITb unn He 6bITb? [Electronic resource] // Ekonomist

[website]. - 2020. - URL: https://ekonomist.kz/kamaliyeva/vozrozhdeniye-monogoroda (Accessed:
10.04.2022) .
ISSN 2789-4398 110 Central Asian

e-1SSN 2789-4401 Economic Review


https://www.zakon.kz/4491772-pravitelstvom-rk-prinjat-proekt.html
https://www.zakon.kz/4491772-pravitelstvom-rk-prinjat-proekt.html
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/archive/docs/P1900000990/27.12.2019
https://total.kz/ru/news/gossektor/programma_razvitiya_monogorodov_
https://24.kz/ru/news/policy/item/508360-polnyj-tekst-vystupleniya-k-tokaeva-na-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-razvitiya-monogorodov
https://24.kz/ru/news/policy/item/508360-polnyj-tekst-vystupleniya-k-tokaeva-na-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-razvitiya-monogorodov
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-6899-2_8
https://ekonomist.kz/kamaliyeva/vozrozhdeniye-monogoroda

rOCYOAPCTBO N BU3SHEC: TEOPUA N MPAKTUKA YTIPAB/TIEHNA
STATE AND BUSINESS: THEORY AND PRACTICE OF MANAGEMENT

9. Aldashev A., Dietz B. Economic and spatial determinants of interregional migration in Kazakhstan //
Economic Systems. - 2014. - Ne 38(3). - P. 379-396. - DOI: 10.1016/j.ecosys.2013.10.004.

10. Maymurunova A. A. Small and medium entrepreneurship as a factor of innovative development of
single-industry towns of Karaganda region // Scientific proceeding ofthe Belarusian state economic university.
- Minsk, 2020. - P. 366-372.

11. Pike A., Rodriguez-Pose A., Tomaney J. What Kind of Local and Regional Development and for
Whom? // Regional Studies. - 2007. - Ne 41(9). - P. 1253-1269. - DOI: 10.1080/00343400701543355.

12. YckoBa T. B., Morman J1. ', Tkauyk C. H., Hectepos A. H., JlnutsnHosa H. KO. MoHoropog: ynpasne-
Hue pasBuTnem / NoA pea. 4.3.H. T.B. YckoBoii. - Bonorga: MCOPT PAH, 2012. - 220 c.

13. AgambaeBa H. Heo6x04MMOCTb CTPYKTYPHbIX N3MEHEHN MOHOropoAoB KasaxcTaHa u 3agayun MecT-
HOro ynpasneHus. OnbIT Fepmannm // FlonnTUKa Ha MECTHOM YPOBHE - aKTyaslbHble U NPO6eMHbIE BOMPOCHI.
PekomMeHpaTenbHOe nocobue a1 cy6bEKTOB MeCTHOro ynpasneHusa B KasaxcTtaHe. - Hyp-CynTaH: Tunorpa-
thusa «IndigoPrint», 2020. - C. 231-247.

14. O thoHpge [Electronic resource] // ®oHA pa3suTus moHoropofos [website]. - 6.4. - URL: httpi/moHo-
ropoga.pgp/about (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

15. MopaBeneHbl MTOrM peinTuHra moHoropofos 3a 2019 rog [Electronic resource] // ®oHg pa3Bmutna mo-
HoropogoB [website]. - 2020. - URL: http://moHoropoga.pdp/news/podvedeny_itogi_reytinga_monogorodov_
za_2019_god/ (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

16. FOpbeBa T. B. MNMpoeKTbl pa3BUTUA KaKk MHCTPYMEHT AuBepcuunkalmm saKOHOMUKM ropoga // BecTHUK
KeMepoBCKOro rocygapcTBeHHOro yHmeepcuterta. Cepusa: MNMonmtuyeckue, COLMOOrMYecKne  3KOHOMMUYe-
CKue Hayku. - 2018. - Ne 2. - C. 172-176. - DOI: 10.21603/2500-3372-2018-2-172-176.

17. Zarubin V., Tkhakushinov E., Kuizheva S., Nekrasova S., Ovsyannikova T. Conceptual Specific of
Project Management of Regional Economy Development // Asian Social Science. - 2015. - No 11(14). -
P. 306-313. - DOI: 10.5539/ass.v11n14p306.

18. 9kcneguuma BLUD oTnpaBunack Ha Ypan, 4Tobbl M3yunTs paboTy By30B B MoHOropogax [Electronic
resource] // HauuoHanbHbIA MccnefoBaTenbCkuii YHUBEPCUMTET «Bbiclwas wkona sakoHoMukn» [website]. -
2018. - URL: https://ioe.hse.ru/news/219227581.html (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

19. Radulescu C., Ovidiu S., Radulescu G.M.T., Radulescu A., Radulescu M. Management of Stakeholders
in Urban Regeneration Projects. Case Study: Baia-Mare, Transylvania // Sustainability. - 2016. - Ne 8(3). -
Article 238. - DOI: 10.3390/su8030238.

20. Yang R. J. 2013. An investigation of stakeholder analysis in urban development projects: Empirical or
rationalistic perspectives // International Journal of Project Management. - 2014. - Ne 32(5). - P. 838-849. -
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/jijproman.2013.10.011.

21. Wang J., Yang Y., Huang H., Wang F. Stakeholder Management in Government-Led Urban
Regeneration: A Case Study ofthe Eastern Suburbs in Chengdu, China// Sustainability. - 2022. - No 14(7). -
Article 4357. - DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/su14074357.

22. Bumbalova M., Takac I., Tvrdonova J., Valach M. Are stakeholders in Slovakia ready for community-
led local development? Case study findings // European Countryside. - 2016. - Ne 2. - P. 160-174. - DOI:
10.1515/euco-2016-0013.

23. Arsova S., Genovese A., Ketikidis P. H., Alberich J. P., Solomon A. Implementing Regional Circular
Economy Policies: A Proposed Living Constellation of Stakeholders // Sustainability. - 2021. - Ne 13. -
Article 4916. - DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/su13094916.

24. Loibl W., Walz A. Generic regional development strategies from local stakeholders’ scenarios - the
Montafon experience // Ecology and Society. - 2010. -Ne 15(3). - Article 3.

25. Waheduzzaman. Value of people’s participation for good governance in developing countries
/I Transforming Government: People, Process and Policy. - 2010. - Ne 4(4). - P. 386-402. - DOI:
10.1108/17506161011081345.

26. Uzakova Sh., Beimenbetov S., Shildibekov Ye. Value-oriented approach in Kazakhstani regional
development projects // Problems and Perspectives in Management. - 2021. - Ne 19(4). - P. 352-361. - DOI:
10.21511/ppm.19(4).2021.28.

Ne 2 (143) 11 Volume 2 No. 143


http://%d0%bc%d0%be%d0%bd%d0%be%d0%b3%d0%be%d1%80%d0%be%d0%b4%d0%b0.%d1%80%d1%84/news/podvedeny_itogi_reytinga_monogorodov_
https://ioe.hse.ru/news/219227581.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/jijproman.2013.10.011
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14074357
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13094916

MEMJEKET X3HE BU3HEC: BACKAPY TEOPUACHI MEH NMPAKTUKACbI
STATE AND BUSINESS: THEORY AND PRACTICE OF MANAGEMENT

27. Murpaums HaceneHUst N0 Nony Mo ropogam u panoHam o6nacTtu [Electronic resource] // Bropo Hauuo-
Ha/IbHOM CTATUCTUKMN ATEHTCTBA MO CTpaTernyeckomy niaHWpoBaHuio n petopmam Pecny6nmkmn KasaxcrtaH
[website]. - n.d. - URL: https://stat.gov.kz/ (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

28. bekTtneesa [1. OueHKa (haKTOpPOB BHYTPEHHE MUTpauumn B pernoHax KasaxcrtaHa// Journal of Economy
and Finance. - 2020. - Ne 3-4. - C. 47-62.

29. Xycynoea A. MUrpauMoHHbIA MasaTHUK: 4YTO BaXKHO Y4YecTb B MporpaMmax pasBuUTUA PernoHoB?
[Electronic resource] // Ekonomist [website]. - 2019. - URL: https://ekonomist.kz/zhussupova/migracia-
mayatnik-pereselenie (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

30. Ministry of National Economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Committee on Statistics, Office of
Statistics of the Sustainable Development Goals. Children of Kazakhstan - Statistical Compendium. - Nur-
Sultan 2019. - 69 p.

31. OnpegeneHne noTpebHOCTM B Kagpax MATuneTHnin nporHos (2017-2022 rr.). - Ministry of labor and
social protection of population, 2017. - 333 c.

32. 17 TbIC. CNELManucToB NOMYUYUIN NIbTOTHbIe BIOMKETHbIE KPeAUTbl Ha MOKYMKY XW/bs N0 nporpamMmme
«C gunnomom B ceno» [Electronic resource] // OgunumanbHbllii MHQOPMaLMOHHbIA pecypc MNpembep-MuHuc-
Tpa Pecny6nmkmn KasaxctaH [website]. - 2019. - URL: https://primeminister.kz/ru/news/17-tys-specialistov-
poluchili-lgotnye-byudzhetnye-kredity-na-pokupku-zhilya-po-programme-s-diplomom-v-selo____ (Accessed:
10.04.2022).

33. MoHoropoga KasaxctaHa: npuwiio BpemMs peanbHbix gericteuin [Electronic resource] // OdumynanbHblii
NH(OPMaLMOoHHbI pecypc Mpembep-Munuctpa Pecny6nukn KasaxctaH [website]. - 2013. - URL: https://
primeminister.kz/ru/news/monogoroda-kazahstana-prishlo-vremja-realnyh-dejstvij (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

34. PacwunpeHHas konnerns MH3 PK: utorn gestensHocTtun 3a 2020 rog v nnaHbl Ha 2021-i [Electronic
resource] // OdwmumanbHbii MHPOPMaLMOHHBLIA pecypc [Mpembep-MuHuctpa Pecnyb6nukn KasaxcTaH
[website]. - 2021. - URL: https://www.primeminister.kz/ru/news/reviews/rasshirennaya-kollegiya-mne-rk-
itogi-deyatelnosti-za-2020-god-i-plany-na-2021-y-192260 (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

35. Mpanues b. C. MpegnpuHumMaTenbCknii NOTEHLMaN B MOHOropogax pecny6ankyu KasaxctaH: npo6ne-
Mbl U UHCTPYMEHTHI NoBbiWweHns // beHeuunap. - 2018. - Ne 30. - C. 34-40.

REFERENCES

1 Pravitel'stvom RK prinyat Proekt Programmy razvitiya monogorodov na 2012-2020 gody. (2012).
Zakon.kz. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from https://www.zakon.kz/4491772-pravitelstvom-rk-prinjat-proekt.
html (In Russian).

2. Postanovlenie Pravitel'stva Respubliki Kazahstan ot 27 dekabrya 2019 goda Ne 990 Ob utverzhdenii
Gosudarstvennoj programmy razvitiya regionov na 2020-2025 gody. (2019). Addet. Retrieved April 10, 2022,
from https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/archive/docs/P1900000990/27.12.2019 (In Russian).

3. Kaliakparov, D. (2020). Programma razvitiya monogorodov ne dejstvuet - deputat. Total.kz. Retrieved
April 10, 2022, from https://total.kz/ru/news/gossektor/programma_razvitiya_monogorodov_ne_deistvuet__
deputat_date_2020_12 09_14 06_32 (In Russian).

4. Polnyj tekst vystupleniya K. Tokaeva na soveshchanii po voprosam razvitiya monogorodov. (2021).
Habar 24. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from https://24.kz/ru/news/policy/item/508360-polnyj-tekst-vystupleniya-
k-tokaeva-na-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-razvitiya-monogorodov (Accessed: 10.04.2022).

5. Junussova, M. and Beimisheva, A. (2021). Monotowns of Kazakhstan: Development Challenges
and Opportunities. In: Koulouri, A., Mouraviev, N. (eds) Kazakhstan’s Developmental Journey. Palgrave
Macmillan, Singapore, 211-247, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-6899-2_8.

6. Bejsembaev, S., Insebaeva, S. and Moldokanov, D. (2017). Ni k selu, ni k gorodu: Problema neformal'noj
zanyatosti molodezhi v monogorodah Kazahstana. Paper Lab, Astana, 65 p. (In Russian).

7. Programma razvitiya Karagandinskoj oblasti na 2016-2020 gody. Utverzhdena resheniem XIII sessii
oblastnogo maslihata Ne 263 ot 12 dekabrya 2017 goda. (2017). Karagandy, 184 p. (In Russian).

ISSN 2789-4398 112 Central Asian
e-1SSN 2789-4401 Economic Review


https://stat.gov.kz/
https://ekonomist.kz/zhussupova/migracia-mayatnik-pereselenie
https://ekonomist.kz/zhussupova/migracia-mayatnik-pereselenie
https://primeminister.kz/ru/news/17-tys-specialistov-
https://www.primeminister.kz/ru/news/reviews/rasshirennaya-kollegiya-mne-rk-itogi-deyatelnosti-za-2020-god-i-plany-na-2021-y-192260
https://www.primeminister.kz/ru/news/reviews/rasshirennaya-kollegiya-mne-rk-itogi-deyatelnosti-za-2020-god-i-plany-na-2021-y-192260
https://www.zakon.kz/4491772-pravitelstvom-rk-prinjat-proekt
https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/archive/docs/P1900000990/27.12.2019
https://total.kz/ru/news/gossektor/programma_razvitiya_monogorodov_ne_deistvuet
https://24.kz/ru/news/policy/item/508360-polnyj-tekst-vystupleniya-k-tokaeva-na-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-razvitiya-monogorodov
https://24.kz/ru/news/policy/item/508360-polnyj-tekst-vystupleniya-k-tokaeva-na-soveshchanii-po-voprosam-razvitiya-monogorodov
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-6899-2_8

rOCYOAPCTBO N BU3SHEC: TEOPUA N MPAKTUKA YTIPAB/TIEHNA
STATE AND BUSINESS: THEORY AND PRACTICE OF MANAGEMENT

8. Kamalieva, A. (2020). Vozrozhdenie monogorodov: byt' ili ne byt'? Ekonomist. Retrieved April 10,
2022, from https://ekonomist.kz/kamaliyeva/vozrozhdeniye-monogoroda (In Russian).

9. Aldashev, A. and Dietz, B. (2014). Economic and spatial determinants of interregional migration in
Kazakhstan. Economic Systems, 38(3), 379-396, DOI: 10.1016/j.ecosys.2013.10.004.

10. Maymurunova, A. A. (2020). Small and medium entrepreneurship as a factor of innovative development
ofsingle-industry towns of Karaganda region. Scientific proceeding ofthe Belarusian state economic university,
Minsk, 366-372.

11. Pike, A., Rodriguez-Pose, A. and Tomaney, J. (2007). What Kind of Local and Regional Development
and for Whom? Regional Studies, 41(9), 1253-1269, DOI: 10.1080/00343400701543355.

12. Uskova, T. V., logman, L. G., Tkachuk, S.N., Nesterov, A. N. and Litvinova, N. Yu. (2012). Monogorod:
upravlenie razvitiem. ISERT RAN, Vologda, 220 p. (In Russian).

13. Adambayeva, N. (2020). Neobhodimost' strukturnyh izmenenij monogorodov Kazahstana i zadachi
mestnogo upravleniya. Opyt Germanii. Politika na mestnom urovne - aktual’nye i problemnye voprosy.
Rekomendatel'noe posobie dlya sub"ektov mestnogo upravleniya v Kazahstane. «IndigoPrint», Nur-Sultan,
231-247 (In Russian).

14. About fund. (n.d.). Monocities Development Fund. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from http://monogoroda.
rf/about (In Russian).

15. Podvedeny itogi rejtinga monogorodov za 2019 god. (2020). Monocities Development Fund. Retrieved
April 10, 2022, from http://monogoroda.rf/news/podvedeny_itogi_reytinga_monogorodov_za_2019_god/ (In
Russian).

16. Yureva, T. V. (2018). Proekty razvitiya kak instrument diversifikacii ekonomiki goroda. Vestnik
Kemerovskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Seriya: Politicheskie, sociologicheskie i ekonomicheskie
nauki, 2, 172-176, DOI: 10.21603/2500-3372-2018-2-172-176 (In Russian).

17. Zarubin, V., Tkhakushinov, E., Kuizheva, S., Nekrasova, S. and Ovsyannikova, T. (2015). Conceptual
Specific of Project Management of Regional Economy Development. Asian Social Science, 11(14), 306-313,
DOI: 10.5539/ass.v11n14p306.

18. Ekspediciya VSHE otpravilas' na Ural, chtoby izuchit' rabotu vuzov v monogorodah. (2018). National
Research University Higher School of Economics. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from https://ioe.hse.ru/
news/219227581.html (In Russian).

19. Radulescu, C., Ovidiu, S., Radulescu, G. M. T., Radulescu, A. and Radulescu, M. (2016). Management
of Stakeholders in Urban Regeneration Projects. Case Study: Baia-Mare, Transylvania. Sustainability, 8(3),
238, DOI: 10.3390/su8030238.

20. Yang, R. J. (2014). An investigation of stakeholder analysis in urban development projects: Empirical
or rationalistic perspectives. International Journal of Project Management, 32(5), 838-849, DOI: http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2013.10.011.

21. Wang, J., Yang, Y., Huang, H. and Wang, F. (2022). Stakeholder Management in Government-Led
Urban Regeneration: A Case Study of the Eastern Suburbs in Chengdu, China. Sustainability, 14(7), 4357,
DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/su14074357.

22. Bumbalova, M., Takac, I., Tvrdonova, J. and Valach, M. (2016). Are stakeholders in Slovakia ready
for community-led local development? Case study findings. European Countryside, 2, 160-174, DOI: 10.1515/
euco-2016-0013.

23. Arsova, S., Genovese, A., Ketikidis, P. H., Alberich, J. P. and Solomon, A. (2021). Implementing
Regional Circular Economy Policies: A Proposed Living Constellation of Stakeholders. Sustainability, 13,
4916, DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/su13094916.

24. Loibl, W. and Walz, A. (2010). Generic regional development strategies from local stakeholders’
scenarios - the Montafon experience. Ecology and Society, 15(3), 3.

25. Waheduzzaman. (2010). Value of people’s participation for good governance in developing countries.
Transforming Government: People, Process and Policy, 4(4), 386-402, DOI: 10.1108/17506161011081345.

27. Uzakova, Sh., Beimenbetov, S. and Shildibekov, Ye. (2021). Value-oriented approach in Kazakhstani
regional development projects. Problems and Perspectives in Management, 19(4), 352-361, DOI: 10.21511/
ppm.19(4).2021.28.

Ne 2 (143) 113 Volume 2 No. 143


https://ekonomist.kz/kamaliyeva/vozrozhdeniye-monogoroda
http://monogoroda
http://monogoroda.rf/news/podvedeny_itogi_reytinga_monogorodov_za_2019_god/
https://ioe.hse.ru/
http://dx.doi
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14074357
https://doi.org/10.3390/su13094916

MEMJEKET XX3HE BU3HEC: BACKAPY TEOPUACHI MEH NMPAKTUKACDI
STATE AND BUSINESS: THEORY AND PRACTICE OF MANAGEMENT

28. Migraciya naseleniya po polu po gorodam i rajonam oblasti. (n.d.). Bureau of National Statistics ofthe
Agency for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from
https://stat.gov.kz/ (In Russian).

29. Bektleeva, D. (2020). Ocenka faktorov vnutrennej migracii v regionah Kazahstana. Journal of Economy
and Finance, 3-4, 47-62 (In Russian).

30. Zhusupova, A. (2019). Migracionnyj mayatnik: chto vazhno uchest' v programmah razvitiya regionov?
Ekonomist. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from https://ekonomist.kz/zhussupova/migracia-mayatnik-pereselenie
(In Russian).

31. Ministry of National Economy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Committee on Statistics, Office of
Statistics of the Sustainable Development Goals. (2019). Children of Kazakhstan - Statistical Compendium.
Nur-Sultan, 69 p.

32. Opredelenie potrebnosti v kadrah Pyatiletnij prognoz (2017-2022 gg.). (2017). Ministry of labor and
social protection of population, 333 p. (In Russian).

33. 17 tys. specialistov poluchili I'gotnye byudzhetnye kredity na pokupku zhil'ya po programme «S
diplomom v selo». (2019). Official information resource ofthe Prime Minister ofthe Republic of Kazakhstan.
Retrieved April 10, 2022, from https://primeminister.kz/ru/news/17-tys-specialistov-poluchili-lgotnye-
byudzhetnye-kredity-na-pokupku-zhilya-po-programme-s-diplomom-v-selo (In Russian).

34. Monogoroda Kazahstana: prishlo vremya real'nyh dejstvij. (2013). Official information resource ofthe
Prime Minister of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from https://primeminister.kz/ru/
news/monogoroda-kazahstana-prishlo-vremja-realnyh-dejstvij (In Russian).

35. Rasshirennaya kollegiya MNE RK: itogi deyatel'nosti za 2020 god i plany na 2021-j. (2021). Official
information resource of the Prime Minister of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Retrieved April 10, 2022, from
https://www.primeminister.kz/ru/news/reviews/rasshirennaya-kollegiya-mne-rk-itogi-deyatelnosti-za-2020-
god-i-plany-na-2021-y-192260 (In Russian).

36. Praliyev, B. S. (2018). Predprinimatel'skij potencial v monogorodah respubliki Kazahstan: problemy i
instrumenty povysheniya. Beneficiar, 30, 34-40 (In Russian).

AVMMALTblI AAMbITY BATAAPTAMANAPBIHbIL EPEKLIENIKTEPI: OPTA/bLY
LASALCTAH MOHOUAJTANAPBI HETI3IHAE TAONJAY

. T. ¥Y3akosal*, A. AI. OcnaHoBal I'. T. ¥3ak2
1Satbayev University, Anmartbl, Ka3saucrtaH Pecrny6amkacsl
25PN Communications, Anmatbl, KasaucTtaH Pecny6nukacol

ALUOATNA

3epTTeymMaucaThbl: KaparaHabl 06/bICbIHbLL MOHOLaNnanapbiH YNri petiHge ana oteipsin, KasaucraHaars
euipnepai gambiTy >Kob6anapbiHblL MacefeciH atuapbiiraH 6argapnamanap MeH >kobanapAbll, MaucatTapsl
MEH KepceTKIiLTepiHiL OCbl Lananapra CaiKecTIriH XaHe LaHWwanbiyThl LYHAbl €KEHIH LapacTbipy.

3picHamachl. KasauctaHaarbl elipnepii 4aMblTy )Xo6anapblHblL, 3BOMOLUMACK MEH TAIMci3giriHiy TYN Ta-
MbipblH TYCIHy YwiH KaparaHgbl 061bICbIHbIL, MOHOUaanapbiH YAri peTiHAe ana oTbipbin, C3likec 3gebuer,
MeM/IeKeTTiK 6argapnamanap >X3He onapAbll, KepceTKiwTepiHe Tangay >xacangbl. KepceTkiwTepai uaita
Lapay LaxXeTTifliri aHe xxobanapabl 6acuapy uaruganapbiHa canikec (MY /aeni Tapantap MeH LyHAbIIbIL) He-
ri3fenreH xaua Tacifl yCbIHbINAbI.

KabuHeTTik Tangay sgebuetn uapacTblipy MeH )Xobanapgbl 6acuapy 60WbiHWa 6iNiM XXUHArbIHbIL,
HycuayneirblH (PMBOK) [1] Tangayra Herisgenin >xkacangsbl.

3epTTeygil Gipereiniri/ LyHAbINbITLL. Byn 3epTTey euipnepai faMmbiTy obanapbiHbIL, MOHOLananapaars!
uasipri >xargavibiH, TUIMCI3gITiHIL TYN TambIpblH XX3HE LWewWy XOAapbliH ainubiHgaigsl. ©uipnepgi gambi-
Ty >o06anapbiHbIl, Herisri maucarrapbl MeH KepceTKiwTepiHiy KaparaHgbl 06/bICbIHbIL MOHOLUaanapbiHa
CIMKECTITi LapacTblpblagbl.
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3epTTey HAITI>KeNepi: ewipnepdi gambiTy Xob6anapbl Ke6iHe MHBPALYPbIAbIMIA LAThICTbl X06anapabil
Maubl34blnbirbiHa M3H GepreH. Anaiiga, >kobanapfbll MaucaTbl 3KOHOMUKaHbI apTapanTaHablpy egi. Co-
HbIMeH uaTtap, 6apnbiy, MoHouananap YWiH calikec Kene 6epMeiTiH OIpTEKTI KepCeTKIWTEpP MEH 3ficHama
KenTipinreH. XY3ere acbipbiairaH )obanap »aiblHAa MEMIEKETTIK ecen Gepyniep 3/EKTP X3He Cy Xeninepi-
He UaTbICTbl H3TIXKenepai kepcetegi, Oipay 3epTreynep meH BAKM mauananapbl 6yn 6argapnamanap MeH
Xob6anapably, TAIMAINITIHIL TEMEHAITIH XK3He 0/1apAblL HEri3ri TYTbIHYLWbINAPbI - XEPrifiKTi Xanbula acepi
MEH LYHAbINbITbIHbIL XXOLUTbITbIH KepCeTesi.

TyiiH cB3gep: euipnepai gambiTy 6argapnaMachkl, euipiepfi gambliTy ob6anapbl, )o6anapgbl 6acuapy,
KepceTKiWTep, LyHAbIbIL, MY Oaeni Tapantapgbl 6acuapy, PMBOK.

OCOBEHHOCTW NMPOITPAMM PETMOHAJNIBHOI O PA3BUTUA:
AHATN3 HATIPUMEPE MOHOITOPOAOB UEHTPAJIBHOITO KA3SAXCTAHA

L. T. ¥3akosal*, A. . OcnaHoBal I'. T. ¥3ak2
'‘Satbayev University, Anmatsl, Pecny6niuka KasaxctaH
2SPN Communications, AnmaTbl, Pecny6numka KasaxcTaH

AHHOTALNA

Llenb cTaTby paccMoTpeTb Npob6iemMy NPOEKTOB pernoHansHoro passutusa (MPP) B MoHoropogax Kasax-
CTaHa Ha npumepe KaparaHAuMHCKON 06/1acTh Yepes Lenn n nokasaTesin peasm3yemMbiX NPOrpaMMm 1 NpPOeKTOoB,
YTOObI NOHATL, MPUMEHWUMBI /I OHW 4719 3TUX MOHOTOPOJ0B M KaKoBa UX LEHHOCTb.

MeTopgonorusa. C uenbio Nyywero NOHUMaHMA 3BONKOLUMN N KOpHeW HeathdekTueHocTm MPP B KasaxcTaHe
Ha npumMepe MoHoropofoB KaparaHgMHCKOM 06nacTu 6611 NpOBeLEH KOMMJIEKCHbI 0630p COOTBETCTBYHOLLEl
NUTepaTypbl, rOCYLapCTBEHHbIX NPOrpaMM 1 UX nokasatenei. MpegnoxkeHa He0O6X0A4MMOCTb MepecMoTpa no-
KaszaTenei un HOBbI/i NOAXOA, OCHOBaHHbIA Ha NPUHLMNAX yNpaBieHNs nNpoekTamun (3aMHTepecoBaHHble CTO-
POHbI U LLEHHOCTb).

OpuruHanbHOCTb / LLEHHOCTb uccnefoBaHus. CTaTbsi pacKpbiBaeT TEKYLLEe COCTOSHUE U BbISBASIET KOPHY
Hea(heKTMBHOCTUN NPOrpaMm pPernuoHasbHOro pasBuTUA B MOHOrOpoAax U NyTU UX pelleHuns. PaccMoTpeHa
MPMMEHUMOCTb K/HOYEBbIX Lenei n MHANKATOPOB Nporpamm pasBuMTUS PErMOHOB K MOHOropojam KaparaH-
[IMHCKOR o6nacTu.

Pe3ynbTaThbl 1UccnefoBaHua. MNpaBUTeNbCTBEHHbIE NMPOrpaMmMbl MOLYEPKUBAIN BAXHOCTb MpPeuMylLLecT-
BEHHO WH(PACTPYKTYPHbIX NPOEKTOB, OAHAKO LEenbid nporpamm 6bin10 AOCTMXEHWe pasHoo6pasnsa 3KOHO-
MWKKW. KpoMe TOro, 4715 BCEX MOHOTOPOAO0B CYLLEeCTBOBANN eiNHbIE NOKa3aTeIM U METOA0M0MMSA, KOTOpble He
NoAXOAAT ANS BCeX U3 HUX. MMpaBUTeNbCTBEHHbIE OTHETLI O Pe3y/ibTaTax peasn3oBaHHbIX MPOEKTOB MoKasanm
TO/IbKO YNYYLUEHUSA B 3/IEKTPOCETAX U CETAX BOJOCHAOXEHUA, HO uccnefosaHua U ctate B CMUW roesopATt o
HU3KOM 3 (HEKTUBHOCTU M OTCYTCTBUM BAUAHUA W LEHHOCTU ANA KOHEYHbIX N0Ab30BaTeNeil aTux nporpamm
M MPOEKTOB - MECTHOro coo6lLecTsa.

KntoyeBble cnoBa: nporpamMma perMoHanbHOro pasBuTuA, NPOEKTbl PErMOHAIbHOTO Pa3BUTUA, YIpaBieHue
NpPOeKTaMun, NHANKATOPbI, LLeHHOCTb, YNpaB/ieHWe 3anHTepecoBaHHbIMKN cTopoHamu, PMBOK.
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