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SOCIAL INDICATORS OF THE QUALITY OF
LIFE OF THE POPULATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN:
ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION

Indicators of level and quality of life are intended to reflect the degree of social and economic
relations in the country. The modern state can develop only under the condition that its economic
and social policy has as its reference point the level of growth and quality of life. This article re-
flects the social indicators of the quality of life of the population of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The
main key indicators of the social block of the quality of life of the population were determined, the
calculation of integral indices was carried out, on the basis of which the typology of the regions
of Kazakhstan on the social block of the level of quality of life of the population was carried out.
The social block of indicators of the quality of life of the population in the regions of Kazakhstan is
presented by statistical data in the dynamics on such sub-blocks as education; science and innova-
tion; health care; culture; security; living conditions; social infrastructure; social security, leisure and
recreation. The key indicators characterizing the quality of the population’s life in the social unit
are: the cumulative education enrollment rate for the population aged 6-24; index of real incomes
of the population; physicians per 10 000 people; housing provision of the population; the number
of recipients of state social benefits. These key social indicators reflect the social well-being of the
population in the regions.

Key words: Republic of Kazakhstan, quality of life of the population, social indicators, typology of
regions, key indicators.
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TAenMBHULL aTbIHAAFbI AMMaKThIK, reorpadms MHCTUTYThI, [epMaHus, Aernumr K.,
2ara okbiTywbl, C.TopaifbipoB aTbiHAaFbl [1aBAOAAD MEMAEKETTIK YHMBepcuTeTi, KasakcraH, MaBAaoaap K.,
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KasakcraH Pecny6Ankacbl emip cypy canacblHbIH,
SAEYMETTIK KOpCeTKiluTepi: TarAay XKoHe OaFaray

XaAbIKTbIH, 6MIp CYpy AeHreri MeH canacblHblH KepCeTKilli eAAeri 9AeYMETTiIK-3KOHOMMKAAbIK,
KATblHACTApAbIH, AaMy AeHreiiH KepceTyre apHaAfaH. Kasipri 3amaHfbl MeMAeKeT BAeyMeTTiK-
3KOHOMMKAABIK, CasiCaTTbIH, a3amaTTapAblH ©6Mip CYpy AEHreri MeH caracblH KeTEepreHAEe FaHa Aamu
anapbl. bya Makana KaszakcTaH XaAKblHbIH, ©Mip Cypy canacbiHblH ©AEYMETTIK KepcCeTKilTepiH
KOpPCETEAl: XaAbIKTblH ©MIp Cypy canacbliHblH SAEYMETTIK OAOrblHbIH Heri3ri KepceTkiwTepi
anKbIHAAAABI, Ka3akCcTaHHbIH, aiMaKTapbiHbIH TUMIOAOTMSCbl XaAbIKTbIH 6MIp CYpy canacbl A€HremiHiH,
SAEYMETTIK OAOIrbIHAQ XKYPTi3iAAl, MHTErpasAblk, MHAEKCTEPAI ecenTey >KYpridiaai. KasakcraHHbIH
OHIPAEPIHAE XaAbIKTbIH ©MIp Cypy canacbiHblH MHAMKATOPAAPbIHbIH SAEYMETTIK GAOrbI AMHaMMKaAa
GiAIM peTiHAE OCbIHAAM KOCAAKbl GAOK OGOMbIHLLIA CTAaTUCTUKAABIK, AEPEKTEPMEH YCbIHBIAFAH; FbIABIM
MEH MHHOBALMSIAQP; AEHCAYAbIK, CaKTay; MOAEHUET; KayinCi3AiK; TYPFbIH Y/ >KaFAQMAQpbl; 9AEYMETTIK
MHQPaKYPbIAbIM; SAEYMETTIK KaMCbI3AAHABIPY >KOHE AEMAAbIC. DAEYMETTIK GiPAIKTEri XaAbIKTbIH OMip
CYPY canacblH CUMaTTaNTbIH HEri3ri KepceTkiwTep: 6-24 >Kac apaAblFbIHAAFbI XaAbIKTbIH OiAIM AeHreiti;
XaAbIKTbIH, HaK Tbl TabbICbIHbIH MHAEKCI; ABpPirepAepMeH KaMTamachl3 eTy; TYPFbIHAAPAbI TYPFbIH YIAMEH
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KAMTaMachbl3 eTy; MEMAEKETTIK SAEYMETTIK XXOpPAEMaKbIAap aAyLUbIAAP CaHbl. Bya Heri3ri aAreymeTTiK
KOPCETKILITEP OHIPAEPAETT XaAbIKTbIH, OAEYMETTIK 8A-ayKaTblH KOpCeTeA|.

Ty#in ce3aep: KasakcraH PecriyGAmKachl, XaAbIKTbIH ©6Mip Cypy canacbl, 9AEYMEeTTiK KOpCeTKiLTep,
OHIPAEPAIH TUMOAOIUSIChI, HEri3ri MHAMKATOpAAp.
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CoumanbHble Noka3aTeAm KayecTBa XXM3HU HaCeAeHUs
Pecny6Amkun KasaxcraH: aHaAM3 M oueHKa

[TokasaTeAn ypoOBHSI M KayecTBa >KM3HM HACEAEHMSI MPM3BaHbl OTpakaTb CTEMNeHb pPa3BUTUS
COLMAAbHO-3KOHOMMYECKMX OTHOLLEeHMin B cTpaHe. COBpeMeHHOEe FOCYyAAQPCTBO MOXKET Pa3BMBATbCS
TOABKO MPU YCAOBUM, YTO €ro COLMAAbHasi 1 SIKOHOMMYECKAs MOAUTMKA MMEET CBOMM OPUEHTUPOM POCT
YPOBHSI M KauyecTBa >KM3HM rpaxkAaH. B AaHHOM cTaTbe oTpaykeHbl COLMaAbHblE MOKa3aTeAM KayecTBa
JKM3HM HaceAeHust Pecriy6Amkmn KasaxcraH: ObIAM OMPEAEAEHbl OCHOBHbIE KAKOYEBbIE MHAMKATOPbI
COLMAAbHOTO 6OAOKA KayecTBa >KM3HM HACEAEHMS, MPOBEAEH pacyeT MHTerpaAbHblX MHAEKCOB,
Ha OCHOBaAHMM KOTOPbIX MPOBEAEHA TUIMOAOIMS pPernoHoB KasaxcrtaHa Mo CcoumaAbHOMY 6GAOKY
YPOBHS KayecTBa >kKM3HM HaceAeHusi. CoumanbHblil BAOK MOKasaTeAeil KayecTBa >KM3HU HaCeAeHMs!
no pernoHam PK B AMHaMMKe MNPEACTaBAEH CTaTUCTUYECKMMM AAHHLIMM MO TakMM MOADAOKaM,
Kak 00pasoBaHMe; Hayka M MHHOBALMW; 3APABOOXPAHEHME; KYAbTYpa; 0E30MacHOCTb; >KMAMLLHbIE
YCAOBMS; COLIMAAbHasi MH(PACTPYKTYpa; COLMAAbHOE OfecrneveHne, AOCYr M OTAbIX. KAUEBbIMM
MHAMKATOPaMM, XapakKTEPU3YIOLIME KaYeCTBO XM3HM HACEAEHMSI MO COLMAAbHOMY GAOKY SIBASIIOTCS:
COBOKYTHas AOAS OXBaTa 06pa3oBaHMEM HACEAEHMS B BO3PACTE 6-24 I'.; MHAEKC PEaAbHbIX AEHEXKHbIX
AOXOAOB HaceAeHusl; 00ecrnevyeHHOCTb Bpadamm; 00eCreYeHHOCTb HACEAEHNS KMAbEM; YMCAEHHOCTb
MOAyYaTeAEN OCYAAPCTBEHHbIX COLMAAbHbLIX MOCOOMIA. ITU KAIOYEBbIE COLIMAAbHbIE MHAMKATOPbDI

OTpa>kaloT COLMAAbHOE CAMOYYBCTBME HACEAEHMS B PErMOHaX.
KaroueBble caoBa: Pecrniybarka KasaxcraH, Ka4ecTBO JKM3HM HACEAEHNS, COLMAAbHbIE MOKa3aTeAu,

TUMOAOIMA PErMOHOB, KAIOYEeBbl€ MHAMKATOPbI.

Introduction

Improving the quality of life of the population is
the most important task of the social and economic
policy of the state. The state policy of the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan is defined as socially oriented,
aimed at the long-term development of qualitative
indicators of the population’s life. To achieve this,
the state develops and implements many state de-
velopment programs: “Strategic Development Plan
of the Republic of Kazakhstan until 20207, Strategy
“Kazakhstan-2050: a new political course of the
established state”, Message from the President on
October 5, 2018 “Growth of Welfare Kazakhstan
people: raising incomes and quality of life”, etc.

Quality of life is recognized by the international
community as one of the main indicators charac-
terizing the level of development of countries. The
search for new ways of economic development has
led to the realization that only the quality of life can
most express the goals of the world community, be-
cause the humanity is on the way of transition to a
new civilization - “quality civilization”.

Quality of life is a broad and multifaceted con-
cept and should be considered in four aspects: eco-
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nomic, demographic, social and environmental. It
includes not only the level of consumption of ma-
terial goods and services (standard of living), but
also health, life expectancy, the state of the envi-
ronment, etc.

The existing objective difficulties in the mea-
surement and comprehensive assessment of the
quality of life are due to the fact that the quality of
life covers directly or indirectly almost all spheres
of human activity, many of which cannot be quan-
tified. Until now, the scientific community has not
developed generally accepted set of indicators for an
objective assessment of the quality of life.

One of the many approaches to assessing the
quality of life is an economic approach. It uses to
analyze social indicators of quality of life. Social in-
dicators are often described as “statistical structures
based on observations, usually quantitative that give
us an idea of a certain aspect of social life” (Kordos,
1990). However, not all data obtained from statisti-
cal and sociological surveys can be used as social
indicators.

A social indicator can be as objective indicators
reflecting the position associated with a specific as-
pect of public life, and which indicates changes in
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this position, as well as subjective indicators showing
how various segments of the population consider the
objective position (or its change). Using subjective
indicators, you can provide independent assessments
of people participating in the study. These assess-
ments depend on the individual value system.
Geographical approach to quality of life re-
search is indispensable. Geographical science con-
siders the quality of life as an integral phenomenon,
determined by many factors, namely human health,
economic, social, political, environmental, and nat-
ural and other conditions of his life, as well as the
subjective assessment of the individual of various
aspects of his life. It should be noted that the geo-
graphical approach to the definition of the quality of
life differs from others in that geographers, in addi-
tion to the social and economic sphere, distinguish
the environment as one of the fundamental factors in
shaping the quality of life of the population.

Material and methods

The informational basis of the work was statisti-
cal and stock materials of the Committee of Statis-
tics of the Republic of Kazakhstan using the sys-
tem, analytical, comparative-geographical methods.
The linear scaling method for calculating indices of
quality of life of the population used in calculating
the human development index, based on determin-
ing reference points (maximum and minimum val-
ues of indicators) and thus shows the real location
of the indicator of each specific region between do
them. The scoring method: as reference standards or
standards can be selected: the maximum or average
value of this indicator for a specific region or place;
the actual value of this indicator for the base period
(previous year, any other period); rational norm re-
flected in regulatory and legal documents.

Results and discussion

The works of geographers have enriched the ex-
isting methods of quality of life with their complex-
ity, spatial aspect of the study. It should be noted
that geographers used a combination of objective
and subjective approaches to assessing the quality
of life of the population.

From the position of social and economic ge-
ography, quality of life is one of the key categories
that allows you to measure the social, economic and
environmental performance of territories. Social and
economic systems include the specifics of the life
values of the population of a particular territory, sat-
isfaction with life in general and its individual ele-
ments, resources of territories, living conditions of
people, etc (Ostasiewicz, 2004; Ruzevicius, 2014:

28). As a structural concept, quality of life includes
the quality of the population (demographic charac-
teristics, health, education), the quality of the liv-
ing environment (natural and environmental condi-
tions, the economic development of the territory, the
development of social infrastructure, the level of
personal safety senses) and the quality of the popu-
lation’s activities (labor, leisure, everyday life, spiri-
tual, cultural and social and political) (Jankowska,
2014: 5; Marcel, 2014: 167).

Russian economic geographers, such as the
founder of population geography, R.M. Kabo, the
founder of economic geography, N.N. Baransky and
others suggested the need to study the territorial dif-
ferences in the way people live. As it can be seen
from research, in the 60—70s of the 20th century the
very concept of “quality of life” was not directly
used in the works of Soviet geographers.

Modern Russian geographers in their research
offer their own definitions and methods for assess-
ing the quality of life, analyze the quality of life of
the population in individual regions of the Russian
Federation, various types of settlements, and give
practical recommendations for improving the qual-
ity of life in individual territorial entities.

Along with the ecological and geographical ap-
proaches to the study of quality of life, individual
researchers allocate epy separately synthesizing
ecological-geographical approach based on the fol-
lowing positions that the factors and indicators of
differentiation of the living environment affect the
quality characteristics of the population, primarily
health and quality of life.

Kazakhstan scientists in the field of economics,
sociology, ecology and other sciences researched
various aspects of the problems of the quality of life
of the population. However, the geographical ap-
proach to assessing the quality of life is poorly rep-
resented by domestic geographers (National Atlas of
the Republic of Kazakhstan, 2010).

Proceedings on the assessment of habitat quality
can be found in researches of A.Zh. Abilov (Abilov,
2013: 142). In the researches of Sh.M. Nadyrov the
problems of the spatial organization of the territory
of the Republic of Kazakhstan and quality of life of
the population of Kazakhstan inclusively are con-
sidered (Nadyrov, 2008: 300). In the doctoral the-
sises of E.Zh. Imashev and B.V. Shkurinsky the sep-
arate socio-geographical, economic-geographical,
environmental-geographical indicators of the West
Kazakhstan region are considered (Imashev, 2011;
Shkurinsky, 2014: 35).

In the scientific works of G.N. Nyussupova and
her PhD students A.M. Kalimurzina and G.K. Kai-
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ranbayeva quality of life and its various indicators
are considered from the point of view of territorial
differences at the macro-, meso- and microlevels
(Nyussupova, 2011: 75).

In the scientific project “Development and cre-
ation of an electronic atlas of socio-demographic
development of the regions of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan using GIS technology and information pro-
tection” under the supervising of G.N. Nyussupova
a detailed analysis of socio-demographic indicators
of the quality of life is conducted and the atlas of the
socio-demographic development of the Republic of
Kazakhstan is created (Nyussupova, 2015).

In this project, the key indicators that charac-
terize the quality of life of the population of the
regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan are selected
to calculate the integral indices of social indicators.
The social block of indicators of the quality of life
of the population of Kazakhstan by the regions in
the dynamics presents by statistical data on 9 sub-
blocks: education; science and innovation; health
care; culture; security; living conditions; social in-
frastructure; social security, leisure and recreation.
The key indicators characterizing the quality of the
population’s life in the social unit are: the cumula-
tive education enrollment rate for the population
aged 6-24; index of real incomes of the population;
physicians per 10 000 people; housing provision of
the population; the number of recipients of state so-
cial benefits. These key social indicators reflect the
social well-being of the population in the regions
(Nyussupova, 2018; Atlas of socio-demographic
development of the regions of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan).

For all the above-mentioned key indicators the
calculation of indexes were made using the linear
scaling method in the dynamics for 1999-2017. The
linear scaling method is based on determining refer-

ence points (maximum and minimum values of indi-
cators) and shows the real location of key indicators
of each specific region between them.

All key indicators of the quality of life of the
population of the regions of the Republic of Kazakh-
stan for 1999, 2009, 2017. were correlated accord-
ing to 5 types of quality of life: with a high level,
with a level above average, with an average level,
with a level below average, with a low level.

Carrying out a typology on key indicators of
social indicators revealed that in 1999 the indicator
of the cumulative share of education enrollment at
the age of 6-24 years old was the highest in Almaty
(90.4%), the lowest figure was recorded in Astana
(58.5), Almaty and Zhambyl regions (63.4% and
63.7%, respectively) (Information-analytical system
“Taldau” of the Committee of Statistics of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan).

In 2009, the highest level of the total share of ed-
ucation coverage was recorded in Almaty (123.9%)
and Astana (88.2%), and the lowest share was in
Kostanay (66.8%) and Almaty (61.3%). and North
Kazakhstan regions (60.2%).

The analysis of the types of regions by the level
of the cumulative share of education enrollment at
the age of 624 years, from 1999 to 2009, showed
that this indicator in Astana increased by 30%. Since
2009, Almaty and Astana are leaders in this indica-
tor. Also, the West Kazakhstan and Karaganda re-
gions are included in the type of regions with an
average level of the cumulative share of education
enrollment. Kostanay, Almaty and North Kazakh-
stan regions are included in the type with a low level
of this indicator.

In 2017, a high level of the cumulative share
of educational attainment remains in Astana and
Almaty, low rates - in Kostanay, Almaty and North
Kazakhstan regions (Table 1).

Table 1 — Typology of the regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan by the level of the cumulative share of education coverage of the

population aged 6-24

Types of regions with the Years
level of aggregate education
enrollment 1999 2009 2017
s Almaty Almaty
With high level Almaty Astana ‘Astana
Index Range Higher than 0,90 Higher than 0,85 Higher than 0,85

Hicher than averace Aktobe; Mangystau; Mangystau; West Kazakhstan; West Kazakhstan;
& & Atyrau; West Kazakhstan; Karaganda Karaganda;
Index Range 0,70 - 0,90 0,75 -0,85 0,75 -0,85
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Karaganda: South Kazakhstan; Aktobe; Zhambyl
Average level Pavlgo dar- > Atyrau; South Kazakhstan;
’ Aktobe Akmola; Atyrau;
Index Range 0,68 - 0,70 0,71 - 0,75 0,71 - 0,75

Below average

Kyzylorda; Akmola;
East Kazakhstan; South
Kazakhstan;

East Kazakhstan; Zhambyl;
Pavlodar; Kyzylorda;

Mangystau; Pavlodar;
East Kazakhstan; Kyzylorda;

North Kazakhstan; Kostanay; Akmola
Index Range 0,65 - 0,68 0,67-0,71 0,67-0,71
Low level Zhambyl; Almaty; Astana Kostanlgz;zé\kltrll; ?,g: North Kostanlgz;zﬁkl}rlrsl ?;3/1: North
Index Range below 0,65 below 0,67 below 0,67

Conducting a typology of the regions of Ka-
zakhstan in terms of the index of real incomes of the
population revealed that in 1999 the highest indica-
tor was recorded in West Kazakhstan (129.7), Al-
maty (177.6), Mangystau (117.2), Zhambyl (114.7)
regions and in Almaty (116.6). Low indices of the
population’s real income in 1999 were in Karaganda
(104.4) and in East Kazakhstan regions (101.0).

In 2009, there was a decrease in the index of real
incomes of the population in all regions of Kazakh-
stan. The highest rates were mentioned in the North
Kazakhstan (106.0) and Zhambyl regions (105.7),

and low rates - in Aktobe (90.6) and Mangystau re-
gions (84.6).

The analysis of the types of regions by the level
of the index of real incomes of the population re-
vealed that in the period from 1999 to 2017, the
Karaganda and East Kazakhstan regions from the
type with a low level of this indicator turned into
the type above the average. In 2017, the Mangystau
and South Kazakhstan regions were included in the
type of regions with a low level of the index of real
incomes of the population among the regions of the
Republic of Kazakhstan (Table 2).

Table 2 — Typology of the regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan by indices of real money incomes of the population

Types of regions with the Years
level of real incomes of the
population 1999 2009 2017
. North Kazakhstan Atyrau
High level West Kazakhstan Zhambyl East Kazakhstan
Index Range Higher than 0,7 Higher than 0,4 Higher than 0,46
Almat West Kazakhstan Karaganda
. Y Akmola; Astana Zhambyl
Higher than average Mangystau
Almaty city; Zhambyl Kyzylorda Aktobe
y ey, y East Kazakhstan Kostanay
Index Range 0,57 -0,7 0,3-0,4 0,42 - 0,46
South Kazakhstan Karaganda .
Average level Aktobe; Kyzylorda Atyrau 21‘?;21’1 N\)(\)/I;ESE Eﬁiﬁfﬁiﬁﬁ
Astana South Kazakhstan >
Index Range 0,5-0,57 0,26-0,3 0,35-0,42
Atyrau; North Kazakhstan . .
Below average Pavlodar; Akmola Kostanay; Pavlodar Pavlodar; .Kyzylorda
K. Almaty city; Almaty Almaty; Almaty
ostanay
Index Range 0,43-0,5 0,2-0,26 0,25-0,35
Low level Karaganda Aktobe Mangystau
East Kazakhstan Mangystau South Kazakhstan
Index Range below 0,43 below 0,2 below 0,25
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The typology of the regions of Kazakhstan in
terms of physicians per 10,000 people showed that
in 1999 the type of level of regions with a high rate
included Almaty (74.8 per 10 thousand people) and
Astana (67.3 per 10 thousand people). Moreover,
low rates were noted in Karaganda (24.4 per 10
thousand people), North Kazakhstan (23.3 per 10
thousand people) and Almaty (20.7 per 10 thousand
people) regions.

In 2009 and 2017, the type of regions with a
high level of physicians per 10,000 people included
Almaty and Astana, exceeding the national average
by 2 times. Karaganda region has moved to the type
of regions with a higher average level. The regions
with a low level of physicians per 10,000 people
from 1999 to 2017 remain Almaty (23.3 per 10 thou-
sand people) and Kostanay (26.6 per 10 thousand
people) regions (Table 3).

Table 3 — Typology of regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the level of physicians per 10 000 people

With level above an average The South Kazakhstan

Types of regions with level of Years
physicians per people 10,000
people 1999 2009 2017
. . Astana Astana Astana
With a high level of Almaty Almaty Almaty Almaty
Range index over 0,600 over 0,600 over 0,600
West Kazakhstan Aktobe; Karaganda;

East Kazakhstan: Karaganda; Aktobe

With level below an average Zhambyl Akmola; South

Aktobe; Kyzylorda Pavlodar; Mangystau East Kazakhstan
Index range 0,2 -0,6 0,2 -0,6 0,3 -0,6
Kyzylorda; Mangystau
Kyzylorda
With the average level Pavlodar The West Kazakhstan The West Kazakhstan.
East Kazakhstan Atyrau The South Kazakhstan;
y Pavlodar
Index range 0,13-0,2 0,13-0,2 0,15-0,3
Kostanay; Atyrau .
Akmola; Mangystau Akmola; South Kazakhstan North Kazakhstan;

Zhambyl; North Kazakhstan

Kostanay Akmola; Atyrau

Kazakhstan Zhambyl; Kostanay
Zhambyl
Index range 0,060 - 0,13 0,050 - 0,13 0,050 - 0,15
Karaganda
With the low level The North Kazakhstan Almaty Almaty
Almaty
Index range lower than 0,060 lower than 0,050 lower than 0,050-

The analysis of the types of regions of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan in terms of housing provision
showed that in 1999 the high rates were in Pavlodar
(20.2 square meters per person), Karaganda (20.0
square meters per person) and Kyzylorda (19.1
square meters per person) regions. Low rates were
in South Kazakhstan (13.8 square meters per per-
son) and Kostanay regions (13.8 square meters per
person).

In 2009, the regions with high housing provision
were Astana (21.5 square meters per person), Kara-
ganda region (21.3 square meters per person) and
Pavlodar (20.7 square meters per person) regions.
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The low level of housing provision was recorded in
Mangystau (15.8 square meters per person), Zhamb-
yl (15.7 square meters per person) and Almaty (15.6
square meters per person) regions.

Analysis of the types of regions in terms of
the level of housing provision for the years 1999-
2017 showed that there is a positive trend in the
republic. The type with a high level of housing
provision of population includes the cities of
Almaty and Astana. Since 2009, their indicators
have increased and in 2017, the indicator of hous-
ing provision exceeded the national average by
8 square meters per person. Almaty region (18.5
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square meters per person) and Zhambyl region
(16.3 square meters per person) were included in

the type of regions with a low level of housing
supply (Table 4).

Table 4 — Typology of regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the level of housing provision of the population

Types of regions with level Years
security of the population with
housing 1999 2009 2017
. Pavlodar; Karaganda Astana; Karaganda Astana
With high level Kyzylorda Pavlodar Almaty
Index range over 0,35 over 0,45 over 0,70
The North Kazakhstan Th%lj:;tﬂaKz;zali((};stan Karaganda; Mangystau
With level above an average Almaty ‘y & Pavlodar; Akmola
Akmola Almaty; Akmola Kostanay; Aktobe
East Kazakhstan Y
Index range 0,25-0,35 0,35-0,45 0,50 - 0,70
East Kazakhstan
With the average level The West Kazakhstan South Kazakhstan The North Kazakhstan
Aktobe
Index range 0,13-0,25 0,25- 0,35 0,45- 0,50
. Atyrau;
Atyrau; Mangystau Aktobe The West Kazakhstan
With level below an average Zhambyl Kyzylorda East Kazakhstan
& Almaty The West Kazakhstan
Astana Atyrau Kyzylorda
The South Kazakhstan
Index range 0,050 -0,13 0,20 - 0,25 0,35-0,45
The South Kazakhstan Mangystau; Zhambyl
With low level Kostanay Almaty Almaty
Zhambyl
Index range lower than 0.050 lower than 0,20 lower than 0,35

The analysis of the types of regions of Kazakh-
stan in terms of the number of recipients of state
social benefits revealed that in 1999, the South Ka-
zakhstan (111,971 people) and Almaty (75,527 peo-
ple) regions had a high level. The lowest level was
in Mangystau (18,420 people) region and in Astana
(15 831 people).

In 2009, South Kazakhstan (114 334 people)
and Almaty (79 398 people) regions were among the
regions with the highest rate of recipients of state
social benefits. Low rates were in Atyrau (20 762

people), Mangystau (20 139 people) regions and in
Astana (17 609 people).

Analysis of the types of regions by the level
of recipients of state social benefits for 1999-2017
showed that the number of recipients of social ben-
efits is growing in the republic. The type of regions
with a high level of recipients of social benefits in-
clude Almaty, Karaganda and South Kazakhstan
regions. The type of regions with a low level of
recipients of state social benefits include West Ka-
zakhstan, Mangystau regions and Astana (Table 5).

Table 5 — Typology of regions of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the level of recipients of the welfare social benefits

Types of regions with the Years
level of recipients of the
welfare social benefits 1999 2009 2017
South Kazakhstan South Kazakhstan
. . South Kazakhstan
With high level Almaty Almaty Almaty; Karaganda
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Index range over 0,5 over 0,5 over 0,4

. East Kazakhstan Karaganda East Kazakhstan
With lae://:iaatlove an Karaganda East Kazakhstan Zhambyl
g Zhambyl Zhambyl Almaty
Index range 0,2-0,5 0,2-0,5 0,2-04

Almaty; Kostanay

Almaty; Kostanay

. . Kyzylorda; Kyzylorda; Kostanay
With the average level Akmola; North Kazakhstan ‘Akmola ‘Aktobe: Akmola
Kyzylorda; Pavlodar
Index range 0,13-0,2 0,13-0,2 0,12-0,2
West Kazakhstan North Kazakhstan; Pavlodar;
With level below an Aktobe Aktobe; Pavlodar; Astana
average Atyrau West Kazakhstan Mangystau; North Kazakhstan
Index range 0,050-0,13 0,090 - 0,13 0,091 - 0,11
With low level Mangystau Astana; Atyrau West Kazakhstan Astana
Astana Mangystau Atyrau
Index range lower than 0,050 lower than 0,060 lower than 0,091

Conclusion

According to the results of the typology of the
regions by social indicators it was revealed that
there is an improvement in the social status of the
population in the whole republic. Since 1999, there
has been an increase in the total share of education
coverage by 4.4%, reaching in 2017 71.5%.

Analysis of the types of regions by the level of
the index of real incomes of the population revealed
that in the period from 1999 to 2017, the Karaganda
and East Kazakhstan regions from the type with a
low level of this indicator turned into the type above
the average. Mangystau and South Kazakhstan re-
gions in 2017 entered to the type of regions with a
low level of the index of real incomes of the popula-
tion among the regions of the Republic of Kazakh-
stan

In 2009 and 2017, the type of regions with a
high level of physicians per 10 000 people included
Almaty and Astana cities, exceeding the national av-
erage by 2 times. Karaganda region has moved to
the type of regions with a higher average level. The
regions with a low level of physicians per 10 000
people from 1999 to 2017 remain the Almaty and
Kostanay regions.

According to the level of provision of the
population with housing provision for 1999-2017
showed that there is a positive trend in the repub-
lic. The type with a high level of housing provision

ISSN 1563-0234

of population includes Almaty and Astana cities.
Since 2009, their indicators have increased and in
2017 in these cities the housing provision index ex-
ceeded the national average by 8 sq.m. per person.
The type of regions with a low level of housing
provision included Almaty and Zhambyl regions.
The housing provision of the population increased
from 16.4 sq.m. per person in 1999 to 21.4 sq.m.
per person in 2017

According to the level of recipients of state so-
cial benefits for 1999-2017 this indicator is grow-
ing in the republic. The type of regions with a high
level of recipients of social benefits include Almaty,
Karaganda and South Kazakhstan regions. The type
of regions with a low level of recipients of state so-
cial benefits include the West Kazakhstan, Mangys-
tau regions and Astana.

Kazakhstan has proclaimed a policy of building
a welfare state with high standards of living. This
position is reflected in the messages of the head of
state. This is confirmed by the current Message of
the President “Growth of the welfare of Kazakh-
stanis: improving incomes and the quality of life”,
which is a sustainable strategy for improving the
quality of life of Kazakhstan people (N.Nazarbayev,
2018). The core of the Message has become a social
theme. The President of Kazakhstan stressed that the
state fulfills all of its social obligations, provides sal-
ary increases, and takes measures to solve the hous-
ing problem.
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