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Introduction. Changes in socio-economic
trends taking place on the world stage lead to
the need for regular review of approaches to
the management process and, in particular,
public administration. This, in turn, requires
the creation of a development strategy that
takes into account current changes and can
have a positive impact on ensuring the quality
of life of the population. Therefore, one of the
most important elements of the country’s socio-
economic development strategy, which can make
a significant contribution to the justification of
development plans and forecasts, can be the tool
for evaluating strategic documents.

Performance assessment is one of the stages
of the management process, including budget
resources, the use of which is enclosed in the
framework of state programs. The assessment is
an analytical tool for measuring the direct and
final effects of the program implementation,
the level of its effectiveness and impact on the
regulated sphere [1, 2].

Evaluation is a continuous process that
accompanies the implementation of the state
program, from the moment of its creation to its
completion. The fundamental point in evaluating

the effectiveness of the state programis a thorough
analysis of its implementation, obtained results,
the reasons for deviations from the planned
values, as well as the timeliness of making
management decisions based on its results to
improve the effectiveness of the program and/or
developing plans for the future.

The importance of the issue of effective use of
public funds is emphasized in the Address of the
President of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated
October 5, 2018 «Increasing the well-being of
Kazakhstanis: increasing income and quality of
life» [3]

Countries such as the United States, the
Russian Federation, and Germany were selected
to analyze the evaluation of government
programs.

The United States of America. Today, the
United States has the most extensive experience
in program budgeting, since its implementation
began in the 60s of the last century. As part of
its implementation, work is planned to monitor
and evaluate state programs, the mechanism
of which is rationally integrated into the US
budget process.Consequently, both the executive
branch represented by government bodies of
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the Government and the Congress participating
in this process through legislative hearings
and through the General Accounts Office
(Government Accountability Office - GAO) are
involved in monitoring and evaluation. The GAO
isa government Agency with significant resources
and broad powers, unlimited by conducting
financial audits of budget expenditures and
performance audits, and providing for the
implementation of strategic evaluation of state
programs. The GAO reports to Congress and is
one of the main bodies that play a key role in the
system for evaluating the effectiveness of state
programs in the United States.

A feature of the process of evaluating
government programs in the United States is
the participation of the public in the person
of non-governmental organizations, research
centers, independent consultants, universities,
professional associations, associations of citizens,
etc.,
taken into account by executive and legislative
authorities the USA. This in turn has an impact
on improving the quality of state programs
at the development stage and during their
implementation.

The purpose of the evaluation of government
programs carried out by the GAO is to provide
the US Congress with reasonable information
on the implementation of state programs in
accordance with the legislative framework,
verify the accuracy of the information provided
to Congress during the implementation of these
programs, and make sure that the funds are spent
in accordance with the established goals. Also,
in the process of the assessment, the GAO must
determine the possibilities of preventing losses,
the degree to which the planned results are
achieved, find ways to minimize costs to achieve
the goals of the programs and identify the need
for adjustments to the government’s activities to
implement the program.

Thus, the GAO performs an annual analysis
and evaluation of government programs in
order to increase the effectiveness and efficiency
of budget spending, the results of which are
reflected in reports sent to the US Congress. The
Gao’s assessment aims to reduce and eliminate

an alternative assessment of which is

fragmentation, overlap, and duplication of
government program goals and expenditures.

Fragmentation may occur when a state
program is implemented by several departments
in the same direction, overlap when several
departments implement the same activity with
similar goals, and duplication is associated
with the performance of similar functions by
departments in the implementation of a state
program to meet the needs of the same group of
recipients of program results.

Evaluation of programs used by GAO is
carried out according to the types reflected in
the manual “Performance Measurement and
Evaluation: Definitions and Relationships, GAO-
11-646SP, May 2011” [4]:

1. The evaluation of results (outcome
evaluation) reflects the assessment of compliance
of the actual data of the state program with the
planned indicators.

2. The cost-benefit and cost-effectiveness
analysis determine the achievement of planned
results and the cost of resources for the
implementation of the state program. Cost-
effectiveness analysis is aimed at measuring
resources to achieve a goal, while cost-benefit
analysis provides for determining costs and
benefits in monetary terms.

Inaddition, the GAOhas developed a Standard
that defines the form (design) for various types
of assessment — Designing Evaluations: 2012
Revision [5].

As noted above, the evaluation of government
programs in the United States can also be carried
out by US executive authorities, in particular,
one of the largest divisions of the US Presidential
Administration - the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB). OMB is actually one of the most
powerful agencies, and its head is a member of
the US cabinet of ministers, along with the US
Presidential Administration.

The legal framework for monitoring and
evaluating U.S. government programs were
established in 1993 with the adoption of the
Government Performance and Results Act
(GPRA), which was aimed at increasing public
confidence in government, improving program
effectiveness, focusing on results, quality of
service, and customer satisfaction [6].
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In 2001-2009, the United States used a program
rating system, the Program Assessment Rating
Tool (PART), developed by OMB to improve
the effectiveness and efficiency of government
programs. The purpose of this rating system was
to:

- increasing program transparency;

- determining the objectivity of the information
provided in the course of their implementation;

- contributing to the efficient distribution of
funds, as well as to the effective functioning of
state bodies.

PART was based on a multi-criteria assessment
of the characteristics of implemented state
programs and was a logically and consistently
constructed system consisting of a list of certain
questions, the number of which depended on the
type of programs that allowed evaluating their
effectiveness. This system of thematic issues was
combined into four problem sections, each of
which was defined by rating assessment, which
were converted into an integral assessment of
the effectiveness of state programs: for each
of the above sections, the goals and structure
of the program; strategic planning; program
management; and program performance results.

In relation to the adoption by the US Congress
in 2010 of the improved Law on the Assessment
of the Performance of State Institutions, the
Government Performance Act Results (1993)
Modernization Act (GPRAMA), the PART
assessment system was canceled.

The adopted Law on performance evaluation
of state institutions is aimed at establishing the
relationship between agencies and departments
in order to implement and achieve common
goals, as well as to prevent duplication of
functions and goals.In addition, this law provides
for the responsibility and accountability of heads
of ministries and agencies for achieving the set
goals, «shifts the focus from a rating system for
evaluating programs to a more realistic setting
of goals and a more in-depth and comprehensive
assessment of results» [7].

GPRAMA is a flexible system for evaluating
the «priority goals» of Federal Executive
authorities in the United States, which has had a
significant impact on the planning and reporting

mechanism.The evaluation of this system is based
on responses to questions that determine the
feasibility of the plan and its compliance with all
requirements.The foreseen questions, combined
in three sections, relate to determining the degree
to which the desired results are reflected in the
plan that is being implemented, the validity
of the strategy and resources to achieve the
goals set, and the achievability of the results
obtained.Three categories of ratings are used for
evaluation: meets the requirements (generally
meets), partially meets the requirements (partially
meets), and does not meet the requirements (falls
well short of meeting) [8].

GPRAMA provides for the responsibility of
Agency management to achieve high-priority
goals that have been cascaded from the Federal
government level to the Agency level.

Based on this, as a result of the evaluation of
state programs, the similarity of the functions
performed, the identity of the goals and
expenditures of each state body is revealed. In
addition, goals can be adjusted, and measures to
reduce or eliminate them can be recommended.

Thus, the study of the US experience reflects
the need to apply a systematic approach in
determining the effectiveness of state programs,
that is, the use of a unified conceptual framework
for evaluation. At the same time, the variety of
functions and competencies of state bodies,
as well as the scope of their activities, make it
difficult to develop a unified system of indicators,
based on which it is possible to adequately assess
the effectiveness of the implementation of state
programs.

In addition, the following methods of
evaluating the effectiveness of the system are
widely used in the world practice:

1. The method of cost-benefit analysis
(developed by K. Weissom, M. Skri-ven) assumes
the implementation of monetization of all costs
and benefits from the implementation of the
program, which makes it difficult, in particular,
to evaluate human capital in monetary terms,
to determine cost savings that do not take into
account the quality of services provided.

2. The method of costand performance analysis
(M. Python) does not require monetization of
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social effects, so the cost of one unit of the result
can serve as an indicator of efficiency. However,
the use of this method is complicated due to
the lack of a standard cost per unit of output.
However, this approach can be applied at the
stage of program development in order to select
the most effective option.

3. The method of integral estimation (M.
Afanasiev, 1. Krivogov) is based on assigning
weight coefficients to the directions of
program implementation, which determine
the requirements for its management and
development quality. Thus, the main directions of
integrated assessment are: goals and objectives,
planning, = management monitoring,
integrated effectiveness and efficiency [9] .

Thus, the presented methods define only
Generalapproachestoevaluating the effectiveness
of government programs and measuring the
effectiveness of budget expenditures related
mainly to the provision of budget services. At
the same time, these methods do not fully cover
the issues of integrated assessment of programs,
the relationship between its elements and their
impact on the overall assessment of effectiveness.

Russian Federation. the
effectiveness of state programs in the Russian
Federation is made in accordance with the
approved decree of the Government of the
Russian Federation dated August 2, 2010 No. 188
«Procedure for developing, implementing and
evaluating the effectiveness of state programs of
the Russian Federation» [10]. The effectiveness
of state programs is assessed by the accounts
chamber of the Russian Federation, ministries
and agencies.

State programs of the Russian Federation
subprograms the
corresponding structural elements and Federal
target programs (FIP).

State programs in Russia are submitted
for public discussion, as well as preliminary
discussion by councils of public performers. State
programs are approved by the Government of

and

Evaluation of

consist  of containing

the Russian Federation after discussion.

The developed state program contains a
passport of the state program, a passport of
subprograms, a passport of Federal target

programs through which the state program will
be implemented, priorities and goals of state
policy, a list and characteristics of structural
elements of the state program subprogram, basic
legal measures, alist and information about target
indicators and indicators of the state program,
information about the financial support of the
state program, the amount of funding, rules for
granting subsidies, the plan of implementation of
the state program.

In Russia when government programmes
are being prepared, and additional supporting
materials, such as: characteristics of the current
state of socio-economic development, progress
expected results, risks of
realization of the state programs, the rationale for

description of

the set of subprogrammes and programme, the
description of measures of state regulation in the
sphere of implementation of the state program,
justification of the necessary financial resources,
characteristics of the relevant areas of economic
and social development, methods of evaluating
the effectiveness of the state program, information
about the procedure for collecting information
and methods for calculating indicators of state
programs, the main parameters of the need for
labor resources [11].

The Russian evaluating
state and industry programs shows the need

experience of

for an intermediate and final evaluation. An
interim assessment is carried out during the
implementation of a state or industry program.
In some sources, this assessment is called
diagnostic or forming an idea of a state or
industry program.The final assessment is usually
called a generalization assessment.

The assessment includes several stages:

- Setting the purpose of program evaluation;

- Defining the task for evaluating the program;

- Planning an assessment, defining methods
and tools for collecting information;

- Collecting  information about the
implementation of the program;
- Analysis of information on the

implementation of the program;

- Preparation of the report [12].

When forming a report on the results of
evaluating state and industry programs, the
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expert judgment of the state auditor is allowed.
When evaluating government and industry
programs, of observation, study,
questioning, and interviewing are used.

Two main methods are used for evaluating
state and industry programs in Russia: the
complex method and the method of indicator-
based assessment [13].

The complex method makes it possible to
assess the implementation of the state program,
allows a general assessment of the results
obtained in all areas and indicators, and also
allows a comprehensive assessment of the
effectiveness of state and industry programs.

In turn, the method of
assessment allows you to evaluate indicators for
their achievement by qualitative and quantitative
characteristics.To apply this method, it is
necessary first of all to determine the indicators
of the state program that will be used in the
assessment. As indicators, parameters can be
used to assess the quality of implementation
of the state program. The indicator method of
evaluating state programs involves comparing
the planned and actual values of indicators of
state programs.

The complex method of state programs
involves the use of an approach-evaluation of
the final results of the program.When applying
the first approach, the assessment is carried out
by calculating a comprehensive indicator of
the effectiveness of a state or industry program
by comparing the forecast and actual results of
state and industry programs.This method is
used when a certain stage of a state or industry
program is completed, or after the entire program
is completed.This method of assessment allows to
evaluate the effectiveness of the implementation
of state or industry programs, as well as calculate
the damage from not achieving the final results
of programs [14].

Thus, the experience of the Russian Federation
shows that the assessment of state and industry
programs should be carried out individually.
Conducting a preliminary and final assessment
allows you to compare the effectiveness of
activities, as well as assess the degree of
achievement of the final goals. At the same time,

methods

indicator-based

the disadvantage of conducting an assessment
is a lot of expert assessments, which have a
characteristic feature of distorting the final result.

Germany. Evaluation of public projects in
Germany plays an important role at the regional
level. The prerequisites for the introduction of
an assessment system in Germany are related to
the ongoing social policy, the need to develop a
system of planning and preliminary assessment
of the results of the implementation of state
and industry programs. The main idea of the
evaluation system is to control the expenditure of
public funds [15].

The government has an analytical center that
contributes to the development of a strategic
vision in the development of state programs and
their implementation.

The system for evaluating the effectiveness of
state and industry programs in Germany is based
on the «Leistungsmessung» system, which aims
to analyze the internal and external effectiveness
of the state program. The following parameters
are used in the assessment: beneficiary needs,
achievability of results, risks, and alternative
strategies [16].

A financial audit is conducted to carry out a
qualitative assessment of the effectiveness of the
implementation of state and industry programs.

The evaluation of state and industry programs
in Germany is based on the Charter for the
evaluation of state policies and programs of the
German evaluation society. According to this
Charter, evaluation provides data on the state
program and the results of its implementation.

State programs are evaluated using the
principles of plurality, distance, competence,

respect for the individual, transparency,
timeliness, and responsibility.

These principles are used for external
evaluation of government and industry

programs. In turn, it is almost impossible to
describe principles that can be applied in any
environment. Thus, during the evaluation of state
and industry programs, appraisers have to resort
to the use of the method of expert evaluations.
The system of evaluation of state and industry
programs does not limit the use of the method
of expert evaluations, with the development of
design using a logical model.
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The logical model for evaluating state
programs is a scheme that describes the logic
of implementing a state program, using its
resources to achieve the final goal. This model
makes it possible to determine the cause-and-
effect relationships between the results of the
implementation of the state program [17].

Quantitative and qualitative characteristics
of state and industry programs are evaluated
by evaluating changes in the target and actual
indicators of programs.

Thus, the experience of evaluating state and
industry programs in Germany shows that there
isnounified methodology for evaluating state and
industry programs. In General, the methodology
for evaluating state and industry programs is
based on the principle of expert evaluations, as
well as on the indicator evaluation of quantitative
and qualitative parameters of state programs.

Conclusions and recommendations. Analysis
of foreign experience concerning the methodology
for assessing the impact (impact) of funds
allocated for economic development indicates the
use of various methods for evaluating strategic
documents. The experience of countries such as
USA, Germany, Russia shows that the increase
of efficiency of budgetary expenses is provided
through the application of tools for assessing
the effectiveness of the strategic documents that
require public expenditures to achieve specific

quantitative results provided by the respective
state programs.

In addition, it should be noted that the
increasing role of evaluating strategic documents,
including evaluating the results of implementing
state programs, occurs in the context of increasing
the role of the state in strategic planning.

Important in applying the program evaluation
tool in foreign practice is the importance of the
responsibility of officialsimplementing programs,
as well as increasing the level of accountability
and efficiency of the use of public funds.Also, a
special feature of the assessment used in foreign
countries is the need to have specific indicators
in the budget that provide an opportunity to
evaluate the state programs being implemented.
In addition, there is a focus on evaluating the
effectiveness of government programs from the
perspective of a citizen, consumer, and taxpayer,
and attracting external experts to it.

Also, the experience of countries reflects
the need to apply a systematic approach in
determining the effectiveness of public programs,
that is, the use of a unified conceptual framework
for evaluation. However, the variety of functions
and competencies of state bodies, as well as
the scope of their activities, make it difficult to
develop a unified system of indicators, based
on which it is possible to adequately assess the
effectiveness of the implementation of state
programs.

References

1.  Twuxommpos b., ®penxean A. Frenkel A. O eanHOI cOIMaAbHO-9KOHOMITIECKON MOAUTHKE W CTPATeTN-
YeCKOM II1aHUPOBAHUY //DKOHOMMYecKas moantuka. -2017. T. 12. -Ne4. — C. 89.

2. Aseppsanosa H.H. CymHoctn 1 HazHaueHMe AOKyMEHTOB TOCYy4apCTBEHHOTO CTPATermyecKoro IAaHn-
poBaHIsA B coBpeMeHHON Poccnn. 3akoHozareanctso. -2015. -No7. - P. 25.

3. Ilocaanme ITpesugenta PecriyOamkm Kaszaxcran «PocT ©4arococTosiHms Kas3axCTaHIIEB: ITOBBIIIIe-
HIe J0XOJOB M KadecTBa KM3HM» OT 5 okTsa6ps 2018 roga [Daexrpon. pecypc] — URL: https://www.akorda.

kz/ru/addresses/addresses_of

president/poslanie-prezidenta-respubliki-kazahstan-nnazarbaeva-narodu-

kazahstana-5-oktyabrya-2018-g (JaTa oOparmennt: 20.06.2020)
4. Performance Measurement and Evaluation: Definitions and Relationships. [DaexTpon. pecypc] — URL:
http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-11-6465P (Jara obpamenns: 20.06.2020).

5. Designing Evaluations: 2012 Revision
GAO-12-208G (JdaTa obparmenns: 20.06.2020)

[DaexTpon. pecypc] — URL: http://www.gao.gov/products/

6. Designing Evaluations: 2012 Revision (SupersedesPemd-10.1.4). Gao-12-208G. [DaekTpoH. pecypc] —
URL: http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-12-208G (Jara obparmenms: 20.06.2020)
7. Kysenkyaos A./A. Jokaaa «OpraHusarus cTpaTerndeckoro MOHUTOPUHTA U ayAuTa B CUCTEMe TOCy-

AapCTBEeHHBIX ITpOTrpaMM I IIPOeKToB», Mocksa, 2011.

222 Ne 3/2020

A.H. Tymunres amvindazor EYY xabapurvicvirvin akonoMuxa cepuscol
ISSN: 2079-620X, eISSN: 2617-5193



S.B. Makysh, B.A. Auyezova

8. Program Management 2010: A study of program management in the U.S. Federal Government. PMI
Institute. [9aexTpon. pecypc] — URL: http://www.pmi.org/Business-Solutions/~/media/PDF/Business-Solutions/
Government%20Program%20Management%20Study%20Report_FINAL.ashx (dara ob6parmennus: 20.06.2020)

9.  Evalution of the effectiveness of state programs A.I'. bpeycosa // Becrauk OmMckoro yHusepcurera.
Cepus «DOxoHomuka» -2015. -Ne2. — C. 128-136.

10. Ilocranosaenne IIpasuteanctsa PO ot 2 aprycra 2010 roga Ne188 «[lopsaok pa3spaboTKy, peaansarum
1 onleHKM 5(PpPeKTUBHOCTU TOCYyAapCTBeHHBIX Tporpamm Pd» (c mamenenusamu 17 moas 2019 roaa)

11. Hwmkyamna V.E., Xomenko V.B. Onenka 5¢pPpeKTUBHOCTI MPOTPaMMEI COINAaAbHO-5KOHOMIYIECKOTO
passuTns pernona. // Ctparerns passutus pernosa. - No§(143), -2010. - C. 34.

12. Xaxkmmos P.P., Xabupos I A. OreHka ypoBHsI TOCy4apCTBEHHOTO PETyAUPOBaHUs AeATeAbHOCTY CeAb-
CKOXO3SJICTBEHHBIX OpTaHmM3anuii. // MaTepuaabl BCepOCCUIICKON Hay4yH.-IIPAKT. KOH(. C MeXAyHapOAHBIM
ydacteM B pamKax 18 MexayHapoaHOI crelnaAnu3ipoBaHHON BbIcTaBKU «Arpo-Kommaexc»-2018». —Yda:
bamxupcknin 'AY, 2008. — 283-287 c.

13.  Armn O.E. OcHOBHEBIE TPUHITUIIEI ¥ MeTOAIecKre 5QpPeKTUBHOCTII TOPOACKHUX I1eAeBBIX ITporpamMm //
DKOHOMMKa Meraroamncos u pernonos. -2010. -Ne 2-7 C.

14. Mlapos A.9. OCHOBEI METOAOAOTHM COTAaCOBAHHON OLIeHKY BPPEKTUBHOCTU U Pe3yAbTaTUBHOCTH TO-
CyAapCTBeHHBIX IIporpaMM // YIpaBaeHue sKoHoMuueckumu cucreMamu. -2012. -No7. — C. 65.

15. Anforderungen an Wirtschaftlichkeitsuntersuchungen finanzwirksamer Mafsnahmen nach §7
Bundeshaushaltsordnung — P. 13-16. [in German]

16. Begleitmaterial zu den Standards fiir Evaluation, Gesellschaft fiir Evaluation e.V-P. 23-26. [in German]

17. McLaughlin J.A. & Jordan G.B. Logic models: A tool for telling your program’s performance story.
Evaluation and Program Planning. -1999. -Ne22, -P. 65-72.

References

1. Tihomirov B., Frenkel A. O edinoy sosialno-ekonomicheskoi politike i strategicheskom planirovani
[On unified socio-economic policy and strategic planning], Ekonomicheskaya politika [Economic policy], 12(4),
89(2017). [in Russian]

2. AveranovaN.N. Sushnostiinaznachenie dokumentov gosudarstvennogo strategicheskogo planirovania
v sovremennoy Rossii [The essence and purpose of state strategic planning documents in modern Russia],
Zakonodatelstvo [Legislation], Ne 7, 25(2015). [in Russian]

3. Poslanie Prezidenta Respubliki Kazahstan «Rost blagosostoyanye kazahstansev: povyshenie dohodov
i kachestva jizni» ot 5 oktyabrya 2018 goda [Message of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan «increasing
the welfare of Kazakhstanis: increasing income and quality of life» dated October 5, 2018] [Electronic resource]
Available at: https://www.akorda.kz/ru/addresses/addresses_of_president/poslanie-prezidenta-respubliki-
kazahstan-nnazarbaeva-narodu-kazahstana-5-oktyabrya-2018-g (Accessed: 20.06.2020). [in Russian]

4.  Performance Measurement and Evaluation: Definitions and Relationships. [Electronic resource]
Available at: http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-11-646SP (Accessed: 20.06.2020). [in English]

5. Designing Evaluations: 2012 Revision. [Electronic resource] Available at: http://www.gao.gov/products/
GAO-12-208G (Accessed: 20.06.2020).

6. Designing Evaluations: 2012 Revision (SupersedesPemd-10.1.4).Gao-12-208G. [Electronic resource]
Available at: http://www.gao.gov/ products/GAO-12-208G (Accessed: 20.06.2020).

7. Kuzenkov A.L. Doklad «Organizatsya strategicheskogo monitoring I audita v sisteme gosudarstvennyh
program i proektov» [Report « Organization of strategic monitoring and audit in the system of state programs
and projects»], -Moscow. -2011. [in Russian]

8. Program Management 2010: A study of program management in the U.S. Federal Government. PMI
Institute. [Electronic resource] Available at: http://www.pmi.org/Business-Solutions/~/media/PDF/Business-
Solutions/ Government%20Program%20Management%20Study%20Report_FINAL.ashx (Accessed: 20.06.2020).

9.  Evalution of the effectiveness of state programs A.G. Breusova, Vestnik Omskogo universiteta. Seria
«Ekonomika» [Bulletin of Omsk University. «Economy Series»]. 2015. -No2. — P. 128-136.

10.  Postanovlenie Pravitelstva Rossiiskoy Federatsii ot 2 avgusta 2010 goda N2188 «Poryadok razrabotki,
realizatsii i otsenki effektivnosti gosudarstvennyh program Rossiiskoi Federatsii» (s izmenenyamina 17 yulya

Axoromuneckas cepus secmuuxa EHY umenu A.H. Tymunresa Ne 3/2020 223
ECONOMIC Series of the Bulletin of the L.N. Gumilyov ENU



Foreign experience in evaluating state programs

2019 goda). [Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation No. 188 of August 2, 2010 «Procedure for
developing, implementing and evaluating the effectiveness of state programs of the Russian Federation «(as
amended on July 17, 2019)]. [in Russian]

11. Nikulina L.LE.,, Homenko I.V. Ocsenka effektivnosti programmy sosialno-ekonomicheskogo razvitya
regiona [Evaluation of the effectiveness of the program of socio-economic development of the region], Strategya
razvitya regiona [Development strategy of the region], 143(8), 34(2010). [in Russian]

12. Hakimov R.R. Oscenka urovnya gosudarstvennogo regulirovanya deyatelnosti selskohozaistvennyh
organizasii [Assessment of the level of state regulation of agricultural organizations] / R.R. Hakimov,
G.A. Habirov// Materialy vserossiiskoy nauch.-prakt. konf. s mezhdunarodnym uchatiem v ramkah 18
Mezhdunarodnoy spesializirovannoy vystavki «Agro-Kompleks [Materials of the all-Russian scientific and
practical conference with international participation in the framework of the 18th international specialized
exhibition «agro-Complex—2008»] (Ufa, Bashkirskii GAU, 2008, 283-287 p.). [in Russian]

13. Yanin O. E. Basic principles and methods for evaluating the effectiveness of urban target programs, The
economy of megacities and regions]. 2010. No. 3, P. 2-7 [in Russian]

14.  Sharov L.F. Osnovy metodologii soglasovannoi osenki effektivnosti i rezultativnosti gosudarstvennyh
programm [Fundamentals of the methodology for the coordinated assessment of the effectiveness and efficiency
of state programs], Upravleniye ekonomicheskimi sistemami [Management of economic systems], No7, 65(2012).
[in Russian]

15. Anforderungen an Wirtschaftlichkeitsuntersuchungen finanzwirksamer Mafinahmen nach §7
Bundeshaushaltsordnung P. 13-16. [in German]

16. Begleitmaterial zu den Standards fiir Evaluation, Gesellschaft fiir Evaluation e.V-P. 23-26. [in German]

17.  McLaughlin, J.A., & Jordan, G.B. Logic models: A tool for telling your program’s performance story,
Evaluation and Program Planning, No22, 65-72(1990).

C.b. Makpim, B.A. Ayesosa
A.H. I'ymunres amuvirdazor Eypasus yammorx ynusepcumemi, Hyp-Cyaman, Kasaxcman

MemaekeTTik OaraapaaMaaapAabl OaraaayAbIH IIeTeAAiK TaXKipmoeci

AnpaTtma. Jamy >xocrapaapsl MeH 004’KaMAapbIH Heri3Aeyre edeyai yAec Koca alaThlH eAAiH 91eyMeT-
TiK-DKOHOMMKAABIK JaMy CTpaTeTMsChIHBIH MaHbI3AbI DA€MeHTTepiHiH Oipi cTpaTernsablK Ky>KaTTapAbl Oarasay
Kypaasl 00Aybl MyMKiH. MeMAeKeTTiK KapakaTThl THiMAi IalijadaHy MaceaeciHiH MaHBI3ABIALIFE KaszakcTan
Pecrrybaukacs Ilpesuaentiniyg 2018 >xprarsr 5 KazaHaarsl «KasakcraHABIKTapABIH 94-ayKaTBIHBIH ©CYyi: TaObIC
IIeH TYPMBIC callachlH apTTEIpY» JKoajaybiHAa aTan KepceTtiareH. MeMaekeTTik OardapaamMadapabl OaraaayAbl
taazay yuria AKII, Peceir Pegepanusace >koHe ['epMaHns CIHABI ea4ep TaHAAAABL.

Tyiiin ce3gep: Oarasay, MeMAeKeTTiK OarjapaaMasaap, TUiMAiAiK, MeMAEKeTTiK KopAap, Kap>KbLABIK ayANT,
ToyeKeaaep.

C.b. Makpi, B.A. Ayesosa
Espasutickuiti nayuonaronvil ynusepcumem um. /. H. T'ymunresa, Hyp-Cyaman, Kasaxcman

3apy6E)KHhII7[ OIIBIT OLI€HKM IroCy AapCTBEHHDBIX IIPOTpaMM

AnnoTtamus. OAHUM 13 BayKHEMIMX DAeMEHTOB CTpaTerny COIMaabHO-9KOHOMIIECKOTO Pa3BUTHS CTpa-
HEI, KOTOPBII MOKEeT BHECTHU CyIlIeCTBeHHbIN BKAaJ B 0O0CHOBaHMe I1AaHOB 1 IIPOTHO30B Pa3BUTMsL, MOXKET CTaTh
MHCTPYMEHT OIIeHK!M CTpaTerndecKux A0KyMeHTOB. BaxkHOCTh Bormpoca 9(PpPeKTUBHOTO MCII0Ab30BaHNs TOCY-
AAPCTBEHHBIX CcpeacTs nogdyepkupaercs B Ilocaannm Ipesngenra Pecnybanxu Kasaxcran ot 5 oxrsa6ps 2018
roga «Poct 6aarococTosHNA KazaXCTaHIIEB: MOBHIINIEHNEe JOXOA0B U KadecTsa KM3HIM». /A5 aHaAM3a OIeHKN
roCy4apCTBeHHBIX ITporpamMm Oblan oToOpansbl Takue crpanbl, Kak CIIA, Poccuiickas ®eaepanst u ['epmanns.

Karogesnie caoBa: oIleHKa, roCyAapCTBeHHbIE IIPOTPaMMEI, 5(PPeKTUBHOCTE, TOCyJapCTBeHHbIe (POHABI, PUI-
HaAHCOBBIN ayAUT, PUCKIA.
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