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Abstract. This article examines how financing instruments can support the low-carbon
transition of urban tourism small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) in Kazakhstan, with
particular attention to Almaty. The study uses a qualitative review of policy documents, official
financial statistics, programme descriptions and academic literature. It compares public support,
international development finance, commercial lending, microfinance and venture capital in terms
of eligibility, affordability, investment suitability and environmental requirements. The review
identifies a mismatch between the availability of financing channels and the preparation, repayment
and monitoring needs of tourism projects. Its contribution is a context-specific decision framework
that links project readiness, seasonal cash flow and environmental evidence to the selection and
sequencing of financial and technical support. The framework operationalises established blended
finance principles for urban tourism SMEs, it does not constitute a new financial instrument or an
empirically validated funding model. A proposed coordination mechanism connects project
preparation, financing decisions and performance monitoring. Policy priorities include targeted
project preparation assistance, proportionate risk sharing and reporting that distinguishes capital
mobilised from emissions reduced. Enterprise-level data and pilot evaluation are needed to assess
the framework's effectiveness and transferability.

Keywords: low-carbon tourism, tourism SMEs, green finance, blended finance, climate change,
urban tourism, Kazakhstan.

Introduction

Tourism contributes to economic development while both depending on climatic conditions
and generating greenhouse gas emissions through transport, accommodation and related services.
Climate change therefore affects tourism investment, operations and demand, while decarbonisation
requires changes in the technologies and business practices used by the sector [1]. For small and
medium-sized enterprises, the transition raises a practical financing question: how can businesses
fund emissions-reducing investments without undermining their ability to operate and repay debt?
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Kazakhstan's Strategy for Achieving Carbon Neutrality by 2060 establishes the national policy
direction for this transition. Adopted in February 2023, it addresses financing and green investment
alongside sectoral decarbonisation pathways [2]. The green taxonomy adopted in 2021 provides a
classification for eligible green projects, also referenced in domestic green lending products [3].
These policy commitments create a basis for financing improvements in tourism facilities, but they
do not by themselves establish that individual tourism SMEs can obtain suitable credit or demonstrate
the environmental performance of proposed investments.

Research on tourism SMEs identifies interacting financial, managerial, knowledge and
institutional barriers to climate action. Gossling and Reinhold distinguish barriers from the pressures
and incentives that motivate firms, emphasising the role of policy and destination-level organisations
[4]. Research on SME business models also shows why small firms need support to translate
environmental intentions into operational change [5]. In Almaty, Issakov et al. identify managerial,
planning and financing difficulties among small tourism businesses [6]. Their findings provide local
context, rather than evidence about the effects of low-carbon financing. Kazakhstan's SME financing
context provides a further reason to examine access conditions: the OECD documents the importance
of bank lending, public guarantees and alternative financing channels [7].

The analytical problem addressed here is the connection between these two bodies of
knowledge. General SME financing arrangements describe the supply of capital, while tourism and
climate research identifies constraints on enterprise action. A useful financing framework needs to
explain how an individual tourism project moves from identifying an investment to preparing
evidence, obtaining an appropriate instrument and reporting results. For Kazakhstan, the reviewed
sources provide examples of these functions, but do not establish a single, evaluated pathway for
urban tourism SMEs.

This study aims to assess financing opportunities and constraints for the low-carbon transition
of tourism SMEs in Kazakhstan, using Almaty's public support arrangements as an urban illustration.
Its objectives are to examine the policy context, compare financing channels, identify gaps between
programme conditions and project needs, and develop a decision framework for coordinating
financial and technical support. Urban tourism enterprises are understood here to include
accommodation providers, tourism-related food services, tour operators and local visitor services.
Rural programmes are examined as design examples, not as evidence that urban businesses qualify
for them.

The contribution is a sector-specific operationalisation of blended finance principles. The
proposed framework links project readiness and seasonal repayment capacity to instrument selection,
and connects financing decisions to a defined environmental baseline and subsequent monitoring. Its
distinctive application is the joint treatment of these requirements within an urban tourism project
pathway. Coordination, technical assistance and monitoring already form part of established blended
finance guidance [8]; their inclusion alone is not claimed as an innovation. The framework is a
conceptual synthesis for subsequent testing rather than evidence of superior financial or
environmental outcomes.

Materials and methods

Conceptual basis

Green finance directs financial resources towards environmental and sustainable development
objectives, including the management of environmental risks [9]. Sustainable finance has a broader
scope, incorporating environmental, social and governance considerations; transition finance
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supports improvements from an enterprise's existing environmental performance towards specified
goals [10]. In this article, low-carbon tourism finance refers specifically to support for investments
with an identifiable emissions-reduction rationale. Biodiversity protection, resource efficiency and
sustainability certification may provide additional benefits, but are not treated as proof of reduced
greenhouse gas emissions.

Blended finance uses development finance to mobilise additional commercial resources for
development objectives. Its design requires attention to additionality, local conditions, risk allocation,
coordination and results [8]. Here, it is examined as one component of a wider financing system.
Grants, ordinary commercial loans and venture capital can also support suitable projects without
necessarily forming a blended transaction. This distinction avoids treating every combination of
institutions or funding sources as blended finance.

The comparison focuses on four practical dimensions: eligibility and access requirements;
financial terms and repayment constraints; suitability for the investment's scale and stage; and
environmental screening and technical support. These dimensions provide the structure for Table 1
and for the proposed project-routing framework. They do not form a numerical index, and no weights
or efficiency scores are assigned to the instruments.

Methodology

The study uses a qualitative desk review of publicly available secondary sources. Its unit of
analysis is the financing instrument or programme, rather than an individual enterprise. The evidence
includes national policy documents, the OECD's Kazakhstan SME financing assessment, official
banking statistics, Almaty municipal information, provider disclosures and peer-reviewed literature.
The literature provides the conceptual basis; official programme and product documents establish the
conditions of the specific financing examples.

Sources were selected for their relevance to SME finance, tourism, environmental investment
or the institutional context in Kazakhstan. For numerical financial terms, priority was given to the
issuing institution or regulator and to information specifying the relevant period and borrower group.
Table 1 identifies the source and date of each example. The programme evidence principally concerns
2020-2025; Nurbank's published terms approved on 6 May 2026 are included as a separately dated
product update, checked on 16 September 2026. Historical terms and current product disclosures are
not pooled into a market-wide rate estimate.

The review organises the evidence thematically around access, affordability, project
preparation, environmental requirements and coordination. Programme descriptions are compared
across the four dimensions above, while broader banking indicators are used only to describe the
financing environment. A nominal loan rate, an annual effective rate, a subsidised borrower rate and
a grant are recorded as different measures. A missing or insufficiently specified value is not replaced
by an estimated range. Table 1 is consequently a comparison of documented examples and
institutional functions, not a representative survey of all lenders.

The conceptual framework is derived by linking the identified project requirements to the
functions offered by the reviewed instruments. Published programme conditions and statistics are
distinguished from the authors' proposed coordination arrangements and financing pathways. No
interviews, enterprise survey, lender-level dataset, econometric estimation or primary measurement
of emissions is included. Almaty illustrates the urban policy setting; the study does not estimate the
prevalence of financing barriers among Almaty tourism enterprises.

The design supports an institutional comparison and the development of testable propositions.
It cannot establish the causal effect of a financing instrument on tourism investment, determine an
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optimal subsidy or verify that the proposed framework improves emissions outcomes. Differences in
source dates, programme eligibility and reporting coverage also limit direct comparisons. These
constraints are considered when interpreting the results and setting priorities for future research.

Results

Public support and the Almaty context

Public support provides an established channel through which SMEs can access subsidised
lending and guarantees. The OECD's Kazakhstan assessment documents the role of the Damu
Entrepreneurship Development Fund in these arrangements [7]. These mechanisms are relevant to
tourism where the enterprise and investment meet the applicable programme criteria. General SME
support should, however, be distinguished from finance explicitly linked to emissions reduction.

Almaty's municipal account of SME support reported that 2024 subsidies covered 2,298
continuing projects and 875 newly approved projects, the latter involving KZT 82.8 billion in loans.
It also reported a final borrower interest rate of 8% after subsidisation. The same publication
described proposed 2025 allocations of KZT 32.6 billion from the local budget and more than KZT
20 billion from the national budget, including support for priority sectors such as tourism [11]. The
figures refer to broader SME support, not a portfolio restricted to low-carbon tourism. The 8% figure
is a reported subsidised rate, not a verified annual effective rate.

Green eligibility is already present in parts of Kazakhstan's support system. In 2022, UNDP
reported that its eligible-technology catalogue had been incorporated into the national green
taxonomy and that green SME loans at 8% were included in Business Road Map 2025 [12]. It would
therefore be inaccurate to describe public support as entirely lacking environmental criteria. However,
the reviewed Almaty municipal information does not report tourism-specific emissions outcomes.
The policy opportunity is to make existing green eligibility rules usable for tourism projects and
connect support to transparent outcome reporting.

International programmes and technical assistance

International initiatives illustrate different forms of support and different beneficiary groups.
UNDP's announcement of the second Eco-Damu phase specified a programme period of 2020-2024
and loans for eligible rural residents near protected areas. The stated nominal annual rate was 6%,
with an effective annual rate not exceeding 6.7%, and the eligible activities included ecotourism [13].
This is a dated rural programme example; it cannot be generalised to all international finance or
assumed to be available to urban tourism SMEs.

The EU-funded SUSTOUKA project, implemented in 2020-2023 under SWITCH-Asia,
focused on sustainability practices, certification, resource efficiency and access to green finance for
tourism MSMEs in Kazakhstan [14]. The EBRD's Green Economy Financing Facility (GEFF)
channels funding through participating financial institutions and provides technical advice on eligible
technologies and investment preparation [15]. These examples show how environmental expertise
can support financing access, while their different functions preclude the use of one common interest-
rate range. Grants and advisory assistance are not zero-interest loans.

A further historical example is the UNDP—Damu support package announced in February 2020.
It combined expert assistance, interest support, guarantees and investment reimbursement. The
release illustrated a borrower rate of approximately 5% against an average bank rate of 15%, and
reported reimbursement of investment costs of up to 40% [16]. The reimbursement percentage is not
an annual loan rate. The example demonstrates a combination of support instruments; its reported
terms should not be presented as a current or universal offer. UNDP subsequently described an energy
upgrade at the Parus youth camp in Zerenda, where reported utility savings helped service debt [12].
This programme account illustrates the proposed investment logic, but does not independently

215



Bulletin of the IUTH, Volume 3(13), 2026

establish its applicability to urban tourism SMEs.

Commercial bank lending

Bank credit offers a channel for financing larger investments, but aggregate lending volumes
do not establish affordability for an individual tourism enterprise. The financial regulator reported 21
second-tier banks as of 1 January 2024. During 2023, lending to the economy rose by 22.4% to KZT
27.9 trillion, while SME loans increased by 13.3% to KZT 5.7 trillion. In December 2023, the
weighted average rate on tenge loans to non-bank legal entities was 18.7% [17]. This last indicator
covers a broader borrower population than tourism SMEs and is not an annual effective rate or a
lender quotation.

Nurbank provides a documented example of a taxonomy-linked green business loan. Its
published terms approved on 6 May 2026 specify financing in tenge at nominal annual rates of 22.5—
23.5% and annual effective rates of 25.6-34.0%, with investment financing for up to 84 months [3].
These are the advertised conditions of one product at a stated date, rather than a market range. The
product illustrates that green classification and concessional pricing are separate characteristics.
Borrower-specific affordability depends on projected cash flow, investment returns, fees and
available support.

For tourism projects, repayment appraisal should consider the timing of visitor revenue as well
as the investment's expected energy savings. A guarantee may address a collateral shortfall but does
not automatically make debt service affordable or ensure a lower rate. Conversely, an interest subsidy
cannot substitute for a credible investment plan. These distinctions inform the proposed framework
in the Discussion.

Microfinance and venture capital

Microfinance can provide a route for smaller enterprises, although its suitability depends on the
loan amount, total borrowing cost and repayment terms. In 2024, the EBRD announced a financing
package of up to USD 25 million for KMF, then operating as a microfinance institution, through its
Women in Business and Youth in Business programmes [18]. The package demonstrates an
inclusion-oriented financing channel and associated support; it is not evidence that its loans were
earmarked for tourism decarbonisation. Adapting comparable channels to small efficiency
investments would require explicit eligibility criteria and affordable terms. No general MFI interest-
rate range is inferred from this example.

Venture capital serves a different investment logic. Qazagstan Investment Corporation's
account of the regional venture market reported more than USD 80 million in Kazakhstan deals during
2023, with activity concentrated in early-stage investments and sectors including FinTech, artificial
intelligence, HealthTech and PropTech [19]. Such investment may support scalable tourism
technologies, including energy-management or mobility solutions, but the reported total cannot be
interpreted as tourism or climate finance. Equity is most relevant where technological uncertainty and
growth potential are compatible with investors' risk expectations; it is not a routine substitute for
credit to modernise an established accommodation business.

Cross-instrument findings

The comparison reveals several distinct functions: support for borrowing costs or collateral,
preparation of environmentally eligible investments, provision of debt at different scales, and risk
capital for innovation. Their coexistence does not establish that tourism enterprises can move easily
between them. The potential gap is between identifying an improvement, documenting its viability,
finding an eligible source of finance and verifying the outcome. Broader research on eco-innovation
in Kazakhstan's SMEs provides relevant context, but does not supply tourism-specific evidence of
these relationships [20].

Table 1 presents documented financial examples alongside the authors' assessment of their
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possible relevance. It avoids ranking channels by headline rates because the dates, borrower groups
and support mechanisms differ. The evidence supports a case for more deliberate project preparation
and coordination; it does not demonstrate that every tourism investment requires several sources of

finance or public concessional support.

Table 1 — Financing channels and documented examples relevant to low-carbon tourism
investment

Financing Documented financial

channel terms
Public 8% final borrower rate
SME after subsidy; not identified
support as an annual effective rate.
. Eco-Damu: 6% nominal
Internation .
al annual rate; effective
ogTamme annual rate <6.7%.
IS) & Advisory support has no
loan rate.
. 18.7% weighted average
Commerci
al bank rate on tenge loans to non-
lendin bank legal entities; not an
& effective rate.
Nurbank: 22.5-23.5%
Green nominal annual rate; 25.6—
bank 34.0% annual effective
product rate. Investment term up to
84 months.
Borrower rate not specified
Microfinan in the cited EBRD
ce announcement; no general
range inferred.
Venture Equ1ty te@s are
capital negotiated; an annual loan
rate is not applicable.
UNDP illustrated a
Blended borrower rate of about 5%
support C.
after support; investment
example

reimbursement up to 40%.

Relevance and limits

Established support channel.
Municipal figures cover SMEs
generally; tourism emissions
outcomes are not reported.

Eco-Damu: eligible rural areas
near protected sites.
SUSTOUKA and GEFF
illustrate technical support; no
common rate applies.

Historical context for credit
costs. Not a tourism SME rate,
market range or offer to a
specific borrower.

Taxonomy-linked product in
KZT. Eligibility does not imply
subsidised pricing; lender
appraisal applies.

KMF inclusion programmes
illustrate a small-enterprise

channel, not dedicated low-

carbon tourism finance.

Potential route for scalable
innovations. Venture market
totals do not identify tourism or
climate investment.

Historical package combining
assistance and financial
support. The 40% refers to
investment costs, not loan
interest.

Source and period

Almaty municipal
report; 2024 support
and proposed 2025
allocations [11].

UNDP, Eco-Damu
phase 2020-2024 [13];
SUSTOUKA 2020-
2023 [14]; GEFF [15].

Financial regulator;
December 2023
indicator, report as of 1
January 2024 [17].

Nurbank; terms
approved 6 May 2026;
checked 16 September
2026 [3].

EBRD financing
announcement for
KMF, then an MFI;
2024 [18].

QIC account of the
2023 regional venture
market; published
2024 [19].

UNDP-Damu package
announced 14
February 2020 [16].

Note: Rates refer to the stated programme or observation period and are not directly

comparable. No market-wide rate is inferred from individual examples. Rural eligibility does not
imply access for urban enterprises. GEFF terms depend on the participating institution. Source:
authors’ compilation from the sources identified in each row.
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Discussion

Interpretation and contribution

The review suggests that the financing challenge is partly one of matching projects to support.
An enterprise may have an eligible environmental investment but lack the technical evidence required
for appraisal. Another may have a viable project and sufficient repayment capacity but inadequate
collateral. A third may have uncertain commercial prospects that make additional debt unsuitable.
Treating these situations as a single shortage of cheap finance can lead to poorly targeted
interventions.

This interpretation is consistent with tourism research that distinguishes knowledge,
management and financial barriers [4]. It also follows established blended finance guidance rather
than treating coordination as a newly discovered principle [8]. The contribution is the translation of
these insights into an explicit decision process for Kazakhstan's urban tourism SMEs. Table 2
identifies what is adopted from established approaches and what is specified in the proposed
application. Figure 1 shows the sequence and feedback relationships. Neither the diagram nor the
decision rules constitute empirical validation.

Table 2 — Established blended finance principles and the proposed sectoral contribution

LG LS CH A CG Authors’ urban tourism application

on finance principles
Proiect Technical assistance anda ~ Assess readiness before financing; refer missing
JeC credible project pipeline audits, baselines or business plans to preparation
preparation .
support investment. support.
Additionality and

Route each project according to its demonstrated
constraint, investment scale and stage; retain an
ordinary commercial route.

Instrume appropriate risk allocation
nt selection guide use of development
finance.

Financial structures should  Assess seasonal visitor revenue alongside
Repayme

. fit local conditions and expected energy savings; adjust payment timing
nt design . . .
project risks. only where debt remains affordable.
. Partner roles and Use a common dossier and a municipal referral
Coordina e . . .
tion responsibilities require function; preserve separate technical assessment and
explicit arrangements. financier approval.
Monitor financial Report access, repayment and environmental
Results  mobilisation and results separately; use both absolute and occupancy-
development outcomes. adjusted measures where relevant.

Source: authors’ synthesis of OECD guidance [8] and the tourism and Kazakhstan evidence
reviewed above. The right-hand column specifies the proposed application, not a claim that these
functions are absent from prior blended finance practice.

Proposed financing and coordination framework

The framework begins with a project assessment covering four inputs: the proposed technology
and investment scale; baseline energy use or emissions; enterprise cash flow and repayment capacity,
including seasonal variation; and project readiness, including technical documentation and eligibility.
Technical and financial appraisal should remain distinct. An environmentally beneficial project may
be financially unviable, while a profitable investment may not meet the environmental requirements
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for targeted support.

Project routing follows conditional rules. Where a credible baseline or investment plan is
missing, preparation assistance precedes a financing decision. Where a project can obtain suitable
commercial finance without support, it follows an ordinary commercial route. For a viable project
with a documented access gap, support is matched to the constraint: a partial guarantee for insufficient
collateral, or a justified subsidy or concessional component for an affordability gap. Small equipment
improvements may use appropriately priced microcredit, whereas larger retrofits may require longer-
term bank finance. Scalable innovations with uncertain early cash flows may be considered for equity.
Projects that remain unviable or environmentally ineligible return for redesign or are not financed
through the proposed green window.

Only the support needed to address the demonstrated constraint should be considered, subject
to programme rules and public budget limits. Support should not replace finance that would have
been available on acceptable terms without it. Selection also requires disclosure of fees, currency
exposure, maturity and the repayment schedule. Seasonal restructuring can change payment timing,
but cannot correct a persistently inadequate level of operating cash flow.

1 Project assessment

Technology and scale « Environmental baseline
Seasonal cash flow » Readiness and eligibility

I l Readiness gap

l Ready

Preparation assistance

Audit and baseline
Business plan

2 Financing decision
Financial viability « Access constraint « Stage

v

|

v

Commercial finance

Viable without support
Loan size and term fit
the investment

Targeted support

Viable with an access gap
Guarantee and/or justified
concessional component

Equity finance

Scalable innovation
Early cash flow uncertain
Investor appraisal required

|

l

l

Monitoring feedback

3 Implementation and monitoring
Access and delivery « Financial performance ¢ Environmental outcomes

Figure 1 — Proposed project pathway for low-carbon investment by urban tourism SMEs

Source: authors’ conceptual framework. Coordination through an existing SME support
Structure connects the stages. Projects that remain unviable or environmentally ineligible are
redesigned or excluded from the green window. The pathways are conditional options, combining
every instrument is not required.

A coordination function could be organised through an existing municipal SME support
structure working with tourism associations, technical advisers and participating financiers. Its
proposed tasks are to provide a common project dossier, refer applicants to suitable instruments and
maintain comparable monitoring records. Technical assessors would check environmental eligibility
and the baseline; lenders and investors would retain their own approval responsibilities. This
allocation is a design proposal, not a description of an institution already operating in Almaty.
Integrating it into existing support channels should be evaluated against the administrative cost of
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creating a separate facility.

The common dossier would record the enterprise's activities, investment cost, baseline energy
use, expected savings, cash-flow scenarios, requested support and reporting responsibilities.
Forecasts should account for changes in occupancy and operating hours. For example, lower energy
use per guest-night can coexist with rising total consumption if an accommodation business expands.
Both absolute and activity-adjusted indicators are therefore needed before attributing an
environmental improvement to the financed investment.

Monitoring would cover three separate outcomes: access and implementation, financial
performance, and environmental performance. Access measures could include application
completion, approval and time to financing; financial measures could include private capital
mobilised, subsidy cost and repayment performance. Environmental measures should record energy
savings and greenhouse gas reductions against an explicit baseline, using disclosed conversion factors
and an appropriate adjustment for weather or occupancy. Emissions boundaries must be stated,
especially where visitor transport is outside the enterprise's control. Monitoring requirements should
be proportionate to project size so that their cost does not prevent microenterprises from participating.

Policy implications and research limitations

For Almaty, a practical next step would be a limited pilot within existing SME support
arrangements. It could combine an energy audit and investment-preparation service with a transparent
referral process to participating financiers. The purpose would be to test whether a common dossier
and clear eligibility rules improve the progression from application to implemented investment. It
would not assume that all approved enterprises require a subsidy or that any particular rate guarantees
affordability.

The pilot would allow two propositions to be examined. First, preparation assistance may
increase the proportion of eligible tourism projects that reach a financing decision. Second, matching
support to a documented collateral or affordability constraint may achieve more additional investment
per unit of public support than an undifferentiated subsidy. Both propositions require enterprise-level
evidence, a credible comparison group and attention to selection bias. The present document review
cannot test them.

Several limitations qualify the framework. Provider disclosures describe intended conditions
rather than realised access or borrower outcomes. Aggregate banking and SME support statistics
cannot identify the financing gap in tourism. Rural programmes illustrate design choices but have
different eligibility rules and operating environments. The selected examples also span different
periods, and the review is not an exhaustive mapping of every lender or programme. Future research
should examine enterprise applications, rejected projects, realised loan terms and measured
environmental outcomes. This would establish whether the proposed routing process adds value
beyond the support arrangements already available.

Conclusion

The review identifies a practical mismatch between the functions offered by Kazakhstan's
financing channels and the preparation, repayment and monitoring requirements of low-carbon
tourism investments. Its main contribution is a conceptual decision framework that connects these
requirements at project level. It adapts established blended finance principles to urban tourism SMEs
and makes the proposed instrument-selection rules explicit.

The immediate policy priorities are to connect technical project preparation to existing SME
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support, match financial assistance to a demonstrated access constraint, and monitor investment and
environmental outcomes separately. A limited Almaty pilot could test this approach before wider
adoption. The study does not establish the model's effectiveness or an optimal financing mix; those
conclusions require enterprise-level data and comparative evaluation.
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KITHAMATTBIH  O3TEPYI JKAFJAHUBIHIA KA3AKCTAHIAFBI KAJIAJIBIK
TYPUCTIK KOCIIIOPBIH/IAP/IBIH TOMEH KOMIPTEKTI JIAMYFA KOIIIYIH
KAPKBIJIAH/IBIPY

Anoamna. Maxanrada Kazaxcmanoaswl Kananielk mypusm CAldcblHbIY WASLIH JHCIOHE Opma
kacinopvinoapvinviy (LLIOK) memen xomipmexmi Oamyza Kowlyin KOAOAUMbIH KAPHCHINAHOLIPY
KYpanoapvl Kapacmlpulibin, Aimamol KanacblHbly madxicipubecine Hazap ayoapuliaovl. 3epmmey
cascu  JcoHe  0AOAPNAMANBIK  KYIHCAMMApObvl, — PeCMU  KAPICHLILIK — CIAMUCMUKAHDL,
bazoapramanapovly CUNAMmMamaiapvlH HCIHE SbLIbIMU dJ0eOUemmi Cananivlk mandayea He2iz0eneeH.
Memnexemmix K010ay, XanelKapaivlk 0AMy KApHCbICbl, OAHKMIK Kpeoummey, MUKPOKAPHCHLIAHObIDY
JHCOHE BEHYUYPIbIK KANUMATL KOAHCEMIMOLTIK, KAPAHCOLIbIK WApMmap, UH8eCMUYUAA CIUKECMIK HCIHe
IKONIOUSLTIBIK MATANMAP MYPELICHIHAH CANbICIMBIPBLIAObL. 1a10ay KaAPAHCLIIAHOBIPY APHALAPLIHBIY
O0ybl MeH mMypucmix x#obaiapovl 0aublHOAy, Kapvi30vl emey AHcoHe Hamudicenepdi 6axvliay
Kasicemminikmepi  apacvlHOazel — CalikeccizOikmi  Kkepcemeodi. 3epmmeydiy  yaeci HcoOOAHbIH
OaUbIHOBIRbIH, MAYCHIMObIK AKWIA ARbIHbIH JCIHE IKONOSUSANLIK He2i30eMeCiH KapiCulIblK dpi
MEeXHUKANbIK KOI0AY KYPAl0apblh mayoay pemminiciMen OauianbiCmoulpamoii MyHcolpblMOAMAbIK
Mooenb YevlHyoan mypaovi. Moodenv apanac Kapicoblianovlpyobly KAIbINMACKAH KAUOAmmapbit
gananvix mypusm LIOK-mapvina Oetiimoetioi; on dcana Kapocvl KYpanibl Hemece Muimoiniel
IMAIUPUKATBIK MYPELIOAH 0dNeN0eHeeH Y2l peminOe YCbIHbLIMAUObI. YCbIHbIIAH Yillecmipy memici
AHCOOAHBL OAUBIHOAYObL, KAPAHCHLIAHOLIPY MYPALbl WEUWIMOI JHCIHe Hamudicenrep MOHUMOPUHSIH
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batinanvicmuipaosl. Hezizei ycvinbimoap scodanapovl 0aublHOAyead HblCAHAIbI KOMEK Kepcemyoi,
mayekenoepoi He2i30i O6ny0i dHoHe MAaAPMbLIAH KANUMAL MeH a3aumbvlieaH WbleapblHObLIAPObL
bonex ecenke amyovl Kammuowl. MoodenvOiy muimoinici MeH 632e Hca20aunapea Koa0aHbLIYbIH
bazanay ywin KaCcinopuln 0eneeliinoe2i 0epexmep dHcane NUuIommaulK mexcepy Kaxcem.

Kinm ce30ep: momen xomipmexmi mypuzm, mypusm canacvinoazvl LIOK, ocacvin
KapaACblIaHObIPY, apanac KapiCblIaHObIpY, KIUMAmmyly 632epyi, Kaianvlk mypusm, Kazaxcman.

A. AIBAHOBA™, JK. AJIMEBA", A. TAHKHBAEBA’
'Ka3axckuii HallMOHAJILHBIN YHUBEPCUTET UMEHH anb-Dapadu
(Kazaxcran, Anmatsl), e-mail: adbanova_aizhan@live.kaznu.kz

O®HHAHCHPOBAHHE IIEPEXO/IA I'OPOJCKHX TYPHCTCKHX ITPEJIIPHATHH
K HU3KOYTJIEPO/THOMY PA3BHTHIO B KA3AXCTAHE B YCIIOBHAX H3SMEHEHUA
KITHMATA

Annomayusn. B cmamve paccmampusaromcs QUHAHCOBble UHCMPYMEHMbL NOOOEPIHCKU
nepexooa 20poocKux Manvlx u cpednux mypucmckux npeonpuamui (MCII) Kasaxcmana x
HU3KOY21epOOHOMY PA38UMUI0 C 0COObIM GHUMaHUuem K Aimamul. Hccnedosanue OCHOBAHO HA
KAYyeCcmeeHHOM aHANU3e CMpameudeckux OOKYMeHmos8, oQuyuaibHol GUHAHCOBOL CMAMUCTUKU,
ONUCAHULL NPOCPAMM U HAY4YHOU aumepamypsl. 1 0cyoapcmeeHuas nodoepiHcKa, MeicoyHapooHoe
@unancuposanue pazeumus, OAHKOBCKOE Kpeoumosauue, MUKPOQDUHAHCUPOBAHUE U BEHUYDHbIL
Kanumai CONOCMAsisitomes No YCA08USIM OOCHYNA, CIOUMOCU, COOMBENCMBUI0 UHBECTNUYUOHHbBIM
HOMPEeOHOCMAM U IKOI02UHeCKUM mpebosanusim. Bulssisemces necoomeememaue mexncoy Haruyuem
KAHAN08  (DUHAHCUPOBAHUSL U  NOMPEOHOCMAMU — MYPUCHICKUX —NPOEKMO8 6 NOO20MOBKe,
00CIYIHCUBAHUU O0NI2A U MOHUMOPUHZEe pe3yibmamos. Brnao uccnedosanusi zaxmouaemcsi 6
NPeoNodNHCEeHUU  KOHYENMYAIbHOU MOOenu, CeA3blealoujeli 20MmoBHOCMb NPOEeKMd, Ce30HHbll
OEHEMNHCHBIU NOMOK U IKOI02UHEeCKOe 0DOCHOBAHUE C 8bIOOPOM U NOCTIE008AMENbHOCHbIO (PUHANHCOBOI
u mexHuyeckol noodepxcku. Modenv adanmupyem NpUHYUNvl CMEUAHHO20 (QUHAHCUPOBAHUS K
eopoockum mypucmckum MCII; ona ne npedcmagnsemcs HOBbIM PUHAHCOBLIM UHCIPYMEHMOM UU
IMAUPUYECKU NposepeHHoll  cxemoll. [Ipednacaemvlil Mexanuzm KOOpOUHayuu 00beouHsem
NnOO020MOGKY NpOeKma, NpuHsmue @OUHAHC08020 peuteHuss u MoHumopuHe. Ilpuopumemmbie
PEKOMEHOayUY  6KIIOUAIOM  AOPECHYI0 HOMOWbL 6 NO020MOBKe NPOEKmos, 000CHOBAHHOE
pacnpeoenenue puckos u paz0eibHulil Yuém npueieuéHHo20 Kanumaid u COKpAuéHHbIX 6b10POCO8.
s oyenxu sghghexkmusnocmu u npumeHuMOCmu Mooenu HeobXo0UMvl OaHHble NPeOnpusmull u
NUIOMHAsS NPOBEPKA.

Knrwoueswvie cnosa: nuskoyenepoonswii mypuzm, mypucmckue MCII, 3enénoe ¢punancuposanue,
cMewanHoe puHancuposanue, usMeHeHue Kiumama, 20poockoi mypusm, Kasaxcman.

225


mailto:adbanova_aizhan@live.kaznu.kz

