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AUDIT OF THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF TERRITORIAL DEVELOPMENT PLANS

Abstract. This article focuses on the disparities between regions that slow down economic growth.
Despite the state creating regulatory and legal conditions to eliminate uneven development, practice shows
the ineffectiveness of current approaches in eliminating regional differences. There is a need to modernize
policies based on new principles and approaches to cope with existing challenges, especially at the regional
level. The main goal is to develop proposals for improving mechanisms for territorial programs that could
contribute to a more balanced and effective development of all regions.

The study uses various methodologies, including clarification and abstraction to define key terms,
retrospective analysis to study historical data, comparative analysis to evaluate the implementation of
programs, a descriptive method for studying international and local experience, and documentary analysis.
At the same time, statistical methods are used to systematize data and scientific analysis to reveal the
relationships between different levels of planning.

The authors recommend enhancing the planning and development of territorial programs through
economic diversification, increasing tax potential, the level of human capital, and reducing bureaucratic
processes. Special attention is paid to optimizing the selection of indicators for a more accurate and timely
presentation of results. These proposals are aimed at a more balanced and targeted approach to regional
development.

Keywords: efficiency audit; territorial development; audit; program, documentary analysis.

H Introduction

The relevance of the topic of auditing the effectiveness of the implementation of territorial
development programs remains high for several main reasons. The state policy should be
understandable to the public in Kazakhstan and is aimed, first of all, at improving the well-
being of the citizens of Kazakhstan. To achieve these objectives, 10 national priorities have
been approved, focusing on the main sectors. These are priorities in three main areas: social,
institutional reform, and economic diversification. To implement these priorities, territorial
development plans are applied in the regions. To date, state programs have been implemented
in domestic practice and transformed into state plans. The purpose of state plans is to change
approaches to solving urgent problems.

However, the problem of uneven development in the regions of Kazakhstan has not been
completely solved and remains relevant to this day. Special attention is paid to the organization
and qualitative assessment of territorial development programs, determining their impact on the
economy, and state audits in developed countries as a means for improving territories.

The scientific novelty of the study is the development of proposals for improvement based
on the theoretical and methodological foundations of auditing the effectiveness of territorial
development programs.
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The purpose of the research is to study the theoretical and methodological foundations
and features of the audit of the effectiveness of territorial development programs and propose
ways to improve it. It will analyze the program for the development of the territory in the North
Kazakhstan region, evaluate the results, and identify problems that arise during the program
implementation. An efficiency audit is applied to the results of territorial development programs
as one of the tools of public administration. Itis a form of checking budget spending widely used
in developed countries. The main task is to determine the social result of budget investments
and prepare proposals to improve the activities of government structures of budgetary policy
and its regulatory legal norms.

The assessment of the effectiveness of public resources and mechanisms for public policy
implementation provides for an efficiency audit, which is widely used abroad as one of the main
types of financial control. The Lima Declaration of the Audit Manual defines auditing as an
integral mechanism of the regulatory system, which consists of identifying negative deviations
from standards approved to eliminate these violations, as well as violations of legality, cost-
effectiveness, and efficiency.

W Literature review

Unlike developed countries that have created a developed local economy and local self-
government, the regions of Kazakhstan are characterized by vast territories and low population
density. The regional socio-economic situation in Kazakhstan shows that today, there are certain
inconsistencies in their development.

In foreign sources, the word «district» is synonymous with the term «region» but in Kazakh
practice, itis used to designate a small-sized territory of the corresponding administrative unit as
an integral part of the region or city.

The next important concept is the development of the territory. «Territorial development» and
«regional development» are often used synonymously. The concept of «territorial development»
still seems appropriate, thereby creating a wide range of phenomena and processes covered by
this concept. Currently, there is no clear definition of the term «territorial development.»

Ignatyuk N.A. offers the following interpretation: «Territorial development is a development
that provides positive dynamics of indicators of living standards and quality of the population»
[1]. Lazhentsev V.N. gives another definition: «Territorial development is a gradual directed
change in the spatial structure of production forces, the process of balanced and effective use of
natural resources, material, technical and human potential, the formation and qualitative change
of territorial and economic systems» [2]. The territorial development of Shvetsov is understood as
the mode of functioning of the regional system aimed at stable, balanced, and positive dynamics
of social, economic, resource, and environmental potentials of the territory and parameters of the
level and quality of life of the population.

Vorobyov V.N. and Udalov F.E. give the following definition: «Territorial development is the
objective functioning of the subjects of the territory, based on a sustainable and balanced
increasein socio-economic, natural resource, innovative, economic, logistical and other potentials
and aimed at improving the quality of life of the population and solving other priorities of the
established system « [3].

The countries that represent the successful experience of regional policy are of the greatest
interest to us: the United States, China, and the member States of the European Union. The
elimination of territorial contradictions and the smoothing of the differentiation of economic and
social life of economic regions, the center, and the periphery in these countries mark the general
trend of socio-economic growth and the great prospects of addressing social justice issues.

The procedure for evaluating the effectiveness and auditing of regional development programs
varies from country to country, considering the country specifics. In the studied developed
countries, such as Canada and Finland, the Regional Development Agency carries outits activities
at the regional level. In Canada, for example, Regional Development Agencies are seven federal
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governmentagenciesresponsible for solvingmajor economic problems and creating jobs specific
to their regions for economic development, diversification, and development.

B Materials and methods
The use of many methods in scientific research allows us to examine the topic completely. As
noted, they are:

« refinement and abstraction — definition of the concept of «territory,» disclosure of the
concept of «development;»

+ retrospective analysis of the data on the North Kazakhstan region in previous periods;

« comparative analysis-comparison of indicators of the development program of the North
Kazakhstan region and their implementation;

+ descriptive method and review of foreign and domestic experience in conducting an audit
of the effectiveness of regional documents;

« documentary analysis — for the analysis of regulatory legal acts and reports on the
implementation of the program on the issue of conducting an efficiency audit;

+ statistical methods — collecting facts from official sources, systematizing data) — to
analyze the achievement of target indicators and indicators of the program;

+ scientific analysis and synthesis were used to determine the relationship between the
territorial development program and the higher documents of the state planning system.

B Results and discussion

The documents of the state planning systeminclude plans for theregional development, the city
of Republican significance, and the capital. The Supreme Audit Chamber and audit commissions
of regions, cities of republican significance, and the capital conduct an efficiency audit in
implementing the documents of the state planning system by the «100 procedural standards for
External state audit and financial control for performance audit».

The assessment of the implementation of programs for the development of the territories of
the North Kazakhstanregionis carried out by the regional Audit Commission within the framework
of audit activities by the list of objects of state audit for the corresponding year and expert and
analytical activities. Theassessmentis carried out by conducting state audits, analytical activities,
and collecting and analyzing information.

During the audit of the development program of the North Kazakhstan region, the assessment
included the following stages: planning, conducting, creating a report, and implementing the
evaluation results. In preparation for the evaluation, a preliminary study of development and
action plans, other regulatory legal and legal acts regulating their implementation, and official
statistical data is carried out.

The audit program development and issues of expert and analytical activities are carried
out considering the following evaluation indicators: 1. basic: efficiency, economy, productivity,
performance, materiality, perspective; 2. special indicators.
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the level of implementation the ratio of actual budget
of the activities of the expenditures of the Territory
Territory Development Development Program to its
Program planned Level

Special indicators:

the effectiveness of
the level of implementation achieving the goals and
of the tasks set for each objectives, target indicators
direction of the Territory and performance indicators
Development Program of the Territory Development
Program

the effectiveness of the use
of budget funds allocated for
the implementation of the
Territory Development
Program

efficiency of management of
the implementation of the budget funds and assets of
indicators provided for in the the state, including in
forecast of revenue revenues accordance with the
to the local budget. requirements of the budget
system

Figure 1. Indicators used in the ADB performance audit
Source: based on [4]

The evaluation of the results of the state audit of the Territory Development Program was
carried out according to the indicators «efficiency» and «effectiveness,» the results of which
indicated the following [4].

Despite the clarification and adjustments to the parameters of the regional budget, its
indicators were not implemented during the execution of the regional budget. Thus, according
to the» expenses « section, the full development of budget funds was not provided; the plan
was 199,811,941.3 thousand tenges, and in fact, the implementation amounted to 199,703,015.4
thousand tenges, or 99.9%, that is, 108,925.9 thousand tenges was not implemented.
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Figure 2. Planned and actual values of the budget during the implementation of the program
Source: based on [6]

From 2016 to 2022, there was a process of increasing the budget aims of the Regional
Development Program implementation of the North Kazakhstan region from the planned value.
Inexecutingtheregional budget, targeted transfers allocated to budget program administrators
from the Republican budget for individual budget programs were adjusted to the downside for full
development, including due to the untimely performance of works and services by contractors.
The assessment of the effectiveness of planning the revenue part of the local budget 2019,
including the principles of the budget system, showed insufficient efficiency of revenue planning.
When calculating the assessment of the tax potential for personal income tax, Social tax from
income taxed at the source of payment, the planned increase in wages of certain categories of
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civil servants, employees of organizations withheld at the expense of the state budget, employees
of state-owned enterprises is not taken into account.

In the absence of appropriate justifications for the changes, clarification of budget parameters
was allowed, which is a principle of validity violation of the budget system of the Republic of
Kazakhstan.

Changes %
21%
-13%
B _
— I .
2016 2017 2019 2020 2021 2022

Figure 3. Changes in planned and actual budget values during the implementation of the program
Source: based on [6]

It was not implemented only due to the savings in the planned value of 2018. Thus, the
assessment of the effectiveness of planning the program implementation, including the principles
of the budget system, showed insufficiently effective planning.

According to information from local executive bodies, shortcomings were identified in the
planning and the list of target indicators for monitoring the program implementation. During the
program implementation, the problem of «partial performance» of target indicators was identified,
in which case, at the time of submission of the report, data for the 3rd quarter of the reporting
year are taken as a basis that, there is no complete information on the performance of indicators
for the reporting period. Usually, official statistical data of the Bureau of National Statistics are
formed based on the year results on March 25 following the reporting year. Therefore, the question
arises of drawing up a report on the implementation of the program/plan for the development of
the territory when the information is fully formed, postponing the reporting period.

Direction 1: Development of the

o Number of indicators
region's economy

Goal 2. development of the region's competitive industry that ensures the
development of manufacturing industries

Goal 3. creation of conditions for increasing the competitiveness of agribusiness
entities

Goal 4. creation of conditions for improving rural life support and increasing
the potential of rural areas

Goal 5.creation of favorable conditions for the development of small and
medium-sized businesses in the region.

Goal 6. industrial and innovative development of the region

Figure 4. Structure of the 1st direction of the development program of North Kazakhstan region
Source: based on [11]

For five years marked partially fulfilled, 123 target indicators, or 23.6% of the total volume of
planned indicators, were accepted for the report, that is, about 1/5 of the list of target indicators
was practically not implemented since monitoring of these indicators was not carried out again
after submitting the annual reporting. Among the category of» partially implemented « indicators
were the main economic indicators: gross regional product per capita, growth of labor productivity
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in the manufacturing industry for the past year, index of real cash income, etc. Also, 34 indicators,
or 11.4%, were not implemented.

Considering the relationship between the implementation of the program indicators and
changes in the quality of life of the regional population, the analysis of the target indicators of the
1st goal of the first direction «development of the region's economy» was carried out.

Based on the cancellation of the development program of the North Kazakhstan region and the
currentfunctioning of thedevelopment plan of the North Kazakhstanregion, the study analyzed the
indicators for 2016-2020. According to Figure 4, the first goal of the first direction «development
of the region's economy» is «sustainable development of the region's economy.» Evaluation of
state programs is carried out in two directions: assessment of the quality of the formation of the
state program; assessment of the implementation of the state program.

1. The assessment of the quality of formation of the state program allows us to determine the
degree of its elaboration and consists of the following blocks: the evaluation of the stability of the
composition of indicators of the state program; assessment of the number of indicators during
the reporting year that do not have specific values or have specific values of a preliminary nature;

2. The assessment of the implementation of the state program consists of the following blocks:
the evaluation of the achievement of the planned values of the indicators (indicators) of the state
program for the reporting year; assessment of the implementation of control events of the state
program in the reporting year [47].

1. The coefficient of stability of indicators of the state program is calculated by the formula:

NIST 4« 100%

NIt (M

where:

SC,, — coefficient of stability of the composition of indicators (indicators) of the state program;

NI, — the number of indicators (indicators) in which monitoring was carried out in the reporting year
and during the last three years (the reporting year and two years preceding the reporting year) or the
methodology for calculating them since the start of monitoring has not changed;

NI, — the total number of indicators (indicators) that have been monitored at least once over the past
three years (the reporting year and the two years preceding the reporting year).

SCsp =

The assessment of the stability of the composition of the indicators of the program for the
development of the territory of the North Kazakhstan region for 2020 for 2016-2020 in the new
version, monitoring of 57 indicators in 2020 that were in effect during the implementation of the
state program for the development of the territory of the North Kazakhstan region was carried
out. In total, 130 indicators were monitored for 2016-2020, of which 73 were excluded by 2020.

SCop = % x100% = 43,8

Thus, the coefficient of stability of the composition of the indicators of the state program is
equal to 43.8%.

The assessment of the number of indicators that do not have actual values for the reporting
year or whose actual values are preliminary is carried out based on the average growth
coefficients of the indicators of the state program compared to the values of the indicators of
the previous period.

In part, the assessment is aimed at optimization of the selection of the composition of
indicators that consider the timing of the formation of accurate information on their achievement;
reduction of the timing of the presentation of Final accurate data on indicators.

Calculated by the following formula:

Slyp = —2E2_ 4 100%

Nltotal (2)
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where:

Sl,, — share of indicators (indicators) that do not have actual values for the reporting year or whose
actual values are preliminary;

NI, — the number of indicators (indicators) that do not have actual values for the reporting year or
whose actual values are preliminary in nature;

NI .., — the total number of indicators (indicators) of the state program.
Share of indicators of the North Kazakhstan Region Development Program for 2016-2020 for 2020,
which do not have exact values.

32
SIBD = E * 100% = 56,1

Table 1. Calculation of indicators for 2016-2022

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
NI 39 54 54 32 32 13 59

BD

NI 130 125 129 57 57 24 132

total

Source: based on [11]

In 2021, 13 indicators out of 24 were not achieved in the ADB program of North Kazakhstan
region, SI,, = 54,1%. The development plan of the North Kazakhstan region for 2021-2025
provides for 132 target indicators for implementation for 2022, of which 27 indicators were
partially fulfilled due to the lack of annual data, 32 indicators were not implemented. S/, =44,6%.

The assessment for the block in question is calculated as follows:

— «low level» — the share of indicators (indicators) that do not have specific values for the
reporting year, the actual values of which are preliminary is 10% or more;

— «average level» — the share of indicators that do not have specific values for the reporting
year, the actual values of which are preliminary, is from 5% (inclusive) to 10 %;

— «high level» — the share of indicators that do not have specific values during the reporting
year, the actual values of which are preliminary less than 5%.

In terms of assessing the number of indicators for the period 2016-2020 that do not have
specific values or have some values of a preliminary nature, a «low level» is given by analyzing
the ADB of the North Kazakhstan region.

2. The assessment of the planned values achievement of the state program indicators during
the reporting year based on the degree of achievement of the indicators (indicators) of the state
program. The degree of achievement of all indicators of the state program is calculated by the

formula:

Yot1DA

where:

- DA, — degree of achievement of all indicators of the state program;
- DAPq — degree of access to g-indicator;

- M — the total number of indicators of the state program.

The degree of achievement of all indicators of the 1st goal of the program for the development of
the territory of the North Kazakhstan region «sustainable development of the region's economy:

1+090+099+0,78+0,71+ 0,94 + 0,78
I =
7

*100% = 87,1%
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Thus, the degree of achievement of program indicators (DA) in 2020, it is equal to 87.1%.

— «low level» — the degree of achievement of all indicators of the state program and its
structural elements is less than 70%;

— «average level» — the degree of achievement of all indicators of the state program and its
structural elements is from 70% (inclusive) to 90%;

— «high level» — the degree of achievement of all indicators of the state program and its
structural elements is 90% or more.

The program for the development of the territory of the North Kazakhstan region is assigned
an «average level» in assessing the achievement of the planned values of the indicators of the
state program for 2020.

The final assessment of the quality of the formation and implementation of the state program
is given based on an arithmetic average assessment, taking into account that the «low level”
is equal to 1, the «average level» — 2, and the «High Level» — 3. At the same time, intermediate
levels are introduced when rounding:

— «below average» (the arithmetic mean is within the boundaries of 1.3 to 1.7 (all inclusive)

— «above average» (the arithmetic mean is at the border from 2.3 to 2.7 (all inclusive).

Thus, the final assessment of the development program of the North Kazakhstan region for
2016-2020, both in terms of quality and implementation, is «below average.»

Table 2. Final assessment of the quality of formation and implementation of the program for the
development of the territory of the North Kazakhstan region for 2016-2020

Assesment of the quality the formation of the state program

Indicators of state program
composition stability
assessment

No specific values for the reporting year or the actual values of
the preliminary character indicators estimation quantity

Assessment of the achievement of the planned values of the indicators of the state program for
the reporting year

Assessment of the achievement | Assessment of the share Assessment of the
of the planned values of the of executed indicators implementation of the activities
indicators of the state program (indicators) of the state of the state program for the
for the reporting year program during the reporting reporting year
year

Average level Average level

Source: based on [11]

Based on the above, it should be noted the need to change the composition of indicators of
the Territory Development Program, increase high-level indicators characterizing the industry
as a whole, ensure the stability of the composition of indicators, and stop the practice of annual
exclusion of indicators from the monitoring of the state program. Also, the development of the
territory requires high-quality planning and development.

B Conclusion

To assess the role and impact of programs and plans for the development of territories in the
system of state planning documents, we analyzed the program for territorial development in the
North Kazakhstan region.

To solve this problem, a comprehensive assessment of the territorial development program
in the North Kazakhstan region and socio-economic indicators was conducted using statistical
methods. The assessment tools used, complementing each other, helped to reveal the program
implementation features. The innovation in the joint use of conceptually different approaches

Ne 3 (64)2024 | 13



CENTER FOR

TEOPUA UMETOAO10IUA ESEP &

EVALUATION

made it possible to get a comprehensive idea of the regional state and to analyze qualitative
causes and factors affecting regional development. This made it possible to prepare objective
and constructive proposals for their further development.

In the course of the analysis of the budget stability of the regions — the regional financial
system is usually unstable, which, on the principle of feedback, inhibits the regional economic
development and leads to even more lag, which accelerates uneven development, deepens and
thusleadstoanincreaseindisparities between them. To increase financial stability, itis proposed
to diversify the economy considering competitive advantages, to develop new promising areas
in the economy, to increase tax potential and the level of human capital, to create favorable
conditions for doing business, and to reduce bureaucratic processes.
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Anoamna: Makanada 5KOHOMUKANBIK 6CYOi bacenOememin auMakmap apacblHoaesl Oucnponopyusiza baca
Hazap ayoapuiiaovl. CouviMen Kamap, memaexkem OIpKeiKi emec 0amyovl Jcot0 Yulin HOPMAMUBTNIK-KYKbIKINbIK
AHCa20All Hcacan HCAmKaHbIHA KAPAMACMAH, maxcipube eHipiiK atblpMaublIbIKMapobl HCOH MAKCAMmapvliHa
KOl JicemKizyoeei Kazipei macindepoiy muimcizoicin kopcemin omuipeansl aman ominedi. Ocvlean OatliaHbl-
cmul OHIPAIK deHeelloe Jcana Kasuoammap men maciioepee Hezizoenzen Casicammbl HCAHEbIPMY Kadicemmisi-
2l myvlHOatiovl. 3epmmeyoiy He2izel Makcamovl — 6apivlK AUMAKmMapobly meHeepimoi Hane muimoi 0amyviHa
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bIKNAJ eme alambvlH ayMakmelx 6a20apiamanapobl icke acvlpy memikmepin Hceminoipy 60UbIHUA YCLIHBICIAD
azipney.

3epmmey neeizei mepmunoepoi aublKmay yulin HaKmulidy JicaHe adCmpakyusiayovl, mapuxu oepexmepoi
3epmmey Yulin pempocnexmusmi manoayobsl, 6a20apiama eHiMOLiciH 6aganray yulin carblcmvlpMaibl manod-
VObl, XALIKAPATLIK JCIHE AHCEPSLNiKmi madcipubeni 3epoeney Yulin Cunammamanslk manoayobl HeaHe HOpMA-
MUBMIK KYKbIKMbIK akminepoi a3ipaey Yulin Kyaucammosly maioayovl Koca aianoq, apmypii aoicmemenepoi
natioananaosl. ConviMer Oipee cmamucmukaivlk a0icmep Maaimemmepoi JHCYUeney HCIHe HCOCNAPLAYObIH
apmypii Oeneelnepiniy apacblHOazbl DAIAHLICMAPObL 3ePMMEY YULIH bLILIMU MALOAYIAP YUliH KOLOAHbLIA-
Obl.

Homuoicecinoe sxonomukanvl apmapanmanobipy, CarblKmulk aieyemmi apmmulpy, aoamu Kanumai oeqeeli-
iH apmmuipy dHcane OIOPOKPAMUANBLIK NPoYecmepoi KblCKApMY apKblLibl AyMAaKmulK 0a20apiamanapobl H#ocnap-
1Ay MeH 0amblmyobl Hcemindipy YcviHvliadvl. Homuowcenepdi 0anipek Jcane yaKmolivl KOPCENy Vilin Kopcen-
Kiuumepoi manoayovl OHMAatllanobIpy2a epeKuie Hazap ayoapuliaovl. byn yceinvicmap oyipiik 0amyobly Heayp-
JIbIM MeHOeCmipiieeH JHcaHe MaKCammol KO3KApAcvlH KYpy2a 06a2elmmanean.

Tyitin co30ep: muimoinik ayoumi, aymaxmapovl 0amulmy, ayoum, 6a20apiama, Kyscammmolk, mauioay.

AYOUT SOPPEKTUBHOCTU PEANTU3ALIUUN TEPPUTOPUAJIbHbIX NMJIAHOB PA3BUTUA

CepukoBa M. A.* CepukoBal. C.

PhD, goueHT K.3.H., npodcbeccop

EBpasuincknin HaunoHanbHbIW yHUBepeuTeT  KaparaHguHckui yHuBepcuteT KasnoTpebcotosa

M. J1.H. T'ymuneBa KaparaHpa, KaszaxctaH

AcTaHa, KasaxcTaH e-mail: serikovagul@mail.ru

e-mail: madina2281@mail.ru https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9013-7059
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9832-8885

Maxkcum I. A.

MaructpaHT

EBpasunmnckni HaLuMoHanbHbIN YHUBEPCUTET
M. J1.H. T'ymunesa

AcTaHa, KasaxcTtaH

e-mail: maximgulnur11@gmail.com

Annomauyun: B cmamve axkyeHmupyemcs HUMAHUE HA OUCIPONOPYUSX MeHCOY DecUOHAMU, KOMOopble
3aMeO0nA0mM IKOHOMUYECKUll pocm. Buecme ¢ mem, noduepkusaemcesi, umo, HecMomps Ha CO30aHue 20cyoap-
CMBOM HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBLIX YCA0UU OJisL YCMPAHEHUSI HEPABHOMEPHO20 PA3GUMUSL, NPAKMUKA NOKA3bLEAEeN
Hea(hpekmueHocmo mekyuux nooxo006 6 OOCMUNCEHUU Yelell YCMPAHeHUs. PeUOHAIbHbIX paziuduil. B cessu
€ IMUM, 803HUKAEN NOMPEOHOCMb 8 MOOEPHUZAYUU NOTUMUKU HA OCHOBE HOBLIX NPUHYUNOE U NOOX0008, 0CO-
OEHHO HA PecUOHATILHOM YPOSHE, YMOoObl CRPASUMbCS ¢ Cyuwecmeyiowumu evizosamu. OCHOBHAS Yelb UCCNe)0-
BAHUS 3AKIIOUACMCSL 8 PA3PAbOmKe NPeOsIONCEHULL NO VIYHUEHUIO MEXAHUZMOS8 PEalu3ayuu meppumopuaibHblx
npocpamm, Komopwvle mo2iu 0bl cnocobcmeosanmv bonee COANAHCUPOBAHHOMY U IPDEeKMUSHOMY pPaA3BUMUIO
8cex pecuoHos.

B uccnedosanuu ucnonv3yiomest pazniuunvle Memooonro2uu, 8KI04Ask ymouHeHue u abcmpaxyuio 0Jis onpeoe-
JIEHUsL KTTIOUeBbIX MEePMUHO8, PemMPOCNEKMUBHDBIL AHANU3 OISl U3YUEHUs, UCHOPUYECKUX OAHHBIX, CPABHUMENbHbLIL
aHanus OJisk OYeHKU BbINOJIHEHUsL NPOCPAMM, ONUCAMENbHBIN MEMOO 05l U3YUEHUSL MENCOYHAPOOHO20 U MeCh-
HO20 Onblma, a maxdce OOKYMEHMANbHbLIL AHAIU3 OISl NPOPAOOMKU HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBLIX akmos. Bmecme ¢
mem, NPUMEHSIOMCA CMAMUCIMUYecKUe Memoobl O CUCEMAMU3AYUYU OAHHBIX U HAYYHBIN AHATU3 OJis U3yye-
HUSL 83AUMOCE53ell MeNCOY PATUYHBIMU YPOSHIMU NIAHUPOBAHUSL.

B pesynbmame promendyemces ynyuuienue nIaHUposanus u pazpadomru meppumopudibiblx npocpamm de-
pe3 ousepcupurayuro SIKOHOMUKU, NOGbIUUEHIUE HALO208020 NOMEHYUANA, YPOBHS UEel0BEYECKO20 KANUMAnd u
cokpaujenue 6ropoxpamuyeckux npoyeccos. OmoenvrHoe GHUMAHUE YOeIsiemcs ONMUMU3ayuu omoopa nokasa-
mernetl 0151 bonee MOUHO20 U CE0EEPEMEHHO20 NPEOCMABIeHUs. Pe3VIbMmamos. dmu npedsiodceHus HanpasieHsl
Ha opmuposanue bonee cOANAHCUPOBAHHO20 U YETeHANPABIIEHHO20 NOOX00d K PA3GUMUI0 PECUOHOS.

Knroueswle cnosa: ayoum sghgpexmusrnocmu, pazgumue meppumopuil, ayoum, npocpamma, OOKYMeHmapHbiil
ananus.
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