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Budget quality and the need for risk management

Abstract. The preparation of transparent budget documents requires politicians to explain
complex concepts to a wide range of audiences. This gives tangible benefits. Clear and
transparent budget documents can enhance the impact of policy, budget planning, legislative
oversight and citizen participation. Such reports allow policy makers to send signals about
emerging economic and fiscal trends, helping shape public debate and anticipating future
responses.

An open budget that takes into account economic and fiscal realities in an understandable form
promotes accountability and effective budget planning. This allows civil society organizations to
interact with the budget. This, in turn, strengthens the social contract between citizens and the
state. Certainly, clear writing not only aids relevant authorities in honing their budget strategy
and policy thinking but also contributes to improved and more coherent policy decisions.

The primary objectives of this research encompass an examination of how attributes like
transparency, assessment, and goal accuracy in budget reporting influence budget efficiency.
Additionally, the study explores the influence of risk management as a constraining factor on
the correlation between budget characteristics and the resulting budget reports. In practical
terms, the findings of this investigation aim to enhance the effectiveness of entities involved in
the planning and execution phases, thereby contributing to overall operational improvement.
Keywords: budget reporting, budgeting, budget quality, budget deficit, risk management,
quality, transparency.
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Introduction

Many countries produce voluminous budget documents with reports that take up hundreds
of pages, and thousands of pages of raw data. The main documents are a verbose, overloaded
with terms, a disparate set of strategies, spending programs and insignificant or insignificant
details, with little analysis of macroeconomic or fiscal trends. In some countries, the situation
is different. Budget documents are written concisely and clearly. They focus on up-to-date
information, with a frank analysis of spending and income trends, and clearly explain how
public finances are managed.

According to the IMF estimates, of all the components assessed in the Fiscal Transparency
Code (PBC) according to 46 principles, Kazakhstan complies with good and best practices
according to 16 principles but does not meet the requirements for 22 principles and meets only
the basic requirements for the remaining 10 principles of the PBC. According to the assessment
presented in this report, the practice of ensuring transparency of the budget system is relatively
more effective in the field of budget reporting, budget forecasting and budgeting, while relatively
lower indicators in the field of analysis and management of budget risks, as well as management
of revenues from extractive industries reflect ongoing reforms in these areas.
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Methodology

In this research, targeted sampling was employed, utilizing official data sourced from
financial authorities. In order to sort out the proposed hypotheses, statistical methods were used,
namely, linear regression and, accordingly, interaction analysis (MRA) to clarify. According to
the results of the study, it was revealed that the insecurity of the budget, that is, the deficit has
a bad impact on concreteness, assessment and steadfastness of goals. Risk management has an
indirect effect on the correlation between a competent budget and a deficit, as shown by the
results of the interaction analysis. You can say more, risk management negatively triggers the
insecurity of the budget.

Discussion

Kenis emphasizes the pivotal role of budget quality, determined by characteristics such as
participation, evaluation, feedback, goal clarity, and the complexity of budget goals, in shaping
budget development and behaviour [1]. Notably, active participation in mainly planning is linked
to the creation of a lower-quality budget, and budgetary involvement reduces the inclination
toward budget deficit escalation [2].

Enhancingbudget quality necessitates considering planning criterialike continuity, flexibility,
and accuracy. Achieving these criteria requires establishing a synergistic link between long-term
strategic planning and more operational short-term planning [3]. Furthermore, incorporating
risk elements, in line with the International Federation of Accountants’ definition of risk as
uncertainty affecting goal achievement, is crucial in the planning process. A systematic approach
to risk management, involving identification, understanding, measures, and communication,
becomes imperative [4].

Researchers such as Collier, Bury, Baerdemaeker and Bruggemann were busy searching for
an answer to the question of where the uncovered budgets came from, that is, the deficit. In this
connection, we investigated the issue of risks in the process of budget formation. For this purpose,
an empirical study was conducted. The question was posed as follows. If the risks are managed
will it affect the literacy of the budget and the relevant documents [4, 2]. Conceptually, the study
anticipates providing a fresh perspective on risk assessment in budgeting, considering budget
quality characteristics. From a practical standpoint, the results aim to inform the implementation
of risk management in budgeting processes to curb the trend of budget deficit growth.

To address the research task, primary data from a survey of employees in local self-
government bodies will be analysed using regression analysis and simulated regression analysis
(MRA). The budgeting process, as a formal method for future planning, inherently involves
considerations of risk and uncertainty [4]. Risk assessment involves conceptual challenges related
to internal or external events, information visibility, managerial perception, and organizational
systems for risk coping [5].

Collier and Berry classify budget risks based on the budget process and content, including
political and operational risks [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. Negotiations during budgeting may lead to inefficient
resource allocation, representing a political risk. Operational risk arises from the “top-down”
budgeting process and can be minimized through systematic risk management steps [5, 11]. A
structured, managerial approach to risk management is essential for optimal resource allocation
in the budgeting process [12].

The concept of risk management, originating from the private sector, emphasizes a process
involving all elements of the organization to ensure goal achievement. In the realm of budgeting,
its significance becomes paramount, particularly when confronted with political manipulation
of budget policy. This is evident when parties aim to prioritize their interests, often at the cost
of efficient resource allocation [9]. Using conditional variables allows for the consideration of
moderators and intervening variables, influencing the relationship between two variables and
serving as intermediaries, respectively [13].
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Fig. 1 - Impact of budget quality on reporting

According to many principles of the PBC, Kazakhstan follows the good international practice
of public finance management (PFM) and analysis in this area, but the relevant information is
available only for internal use. This lack of public disclosure of information explains Kazakhstan’s
non-compliance with the criteria for certain principles. Multilevel budget reporting is in effect,
which does not always ensure comparability and consistency of data. A rapid increase in
transparency can be achieved by publishing reports already available for internal use, improving
data quality and adopting user-friendly reporting formats, implementing planned PFM reforms
and launching integrated data portals, including on mineral reserves (Kaznedra) and public
investments (Smart Data Ukimet). The transparency and analytical usefulness of reports can be
further improved by clearly linking information in various documents, achieving consistency
in reporting throughout the budget cycle, and explaining differences and changes between
reporting releases.

Budget reporting is consistent with good and best practices on four principles. The Ministry
of Finance (MOF) ensures timely posting of periodic and annual budget reports based on
national and international standards. The rules of budgeting, accounting and reporting have
been harmonized, and ongoing accounting reforms have led to the issuance of consolidated
financial statements on the accrual basis in 2019-2021. However, further improvements are needed
in the institutional coverage and division of the public sector into sectors, in particular with
regard to the inclusion of budget-funded quasi-public entities (CGS) in the relevant subsectors
of the public sector. In addition, further improvement of economic classifications is required
in accordance with international recommendations and ensuring consistency of reporting
throughout the budget cycle for the entire public administration sector and the public sector.
These reforms, together with improved access to and quality of basic data, will significantly
increase the availability of better information, facilitate the harmonization of data from various
sources and create a stronger basis for budget analysis and decision-making.

Certainly, the foundation for crafting budget reports lies in the data obtained through budget
accounting. According to the existing legislation of our country, budget reporting is obligated
to adhere to specific qualitative characteristics [14]: reliability, signifying the authenticity of
transactions and the absence of errors in their accounting representation; completeness, indicating
the inclusion of all necessary information outlined by the budget legislation of our country;
compliance, which means compliance with the provisions of this Code and other regulatory
legal acts on reporting.

Budget reporting includes the following types of reports of state institutions, administrators
of budget programs, the authorized bodies for budget execution and the offices of akims of cities
of district significance, villages, settlements, rural districts, the Government of our country, local
executive body.
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Based on the Conclusion to the report of the Government of our country on the execution
of the republican budget for 2022, revenues to the republican budget (including loan receipts)
amounted to 20,176.8 billion tenge or 100% of the plan. Over-fulfilment was in the amount more
than 2,5 billion tenge. Compared to two years ago, revenues increased by around 4 trillion tenge
and loan receipts by more than 470 billion tenge [15].

Table 1
Information on the revenues of the republican budget for 2022, billion tenge

Report

for 2022

Approved
budget for
2022

Budget
clarification

2022

Execution

Fact of 2022 to
fact of 2021

% )

RECEIPTS 20176,8 2,6 N 3932,9

Income, including: 12 504,6 12 848,9 15665 | 159634 298,4 BRLTKE 3 458,8

Tax receipts 70579 8919,1 9 816.8 10 026,8 210 | 102,1 | 29689 | 1421

Non-tax receipts 295.4 286,1 3432 4382 95 | 1277 1428 | 1483

Proceeds from the sale of 6.6 23 23 7 47 309 04 1057

fixed assets

Transfer receipts, including: 5144,7 3641,5 5502,7 54914 -11,3 99,8 346,8 | 106,7
National Foundation 4500 2950 4580 4580 0 100 80 | 1018

Repayment of budget loans 176,3 157,4 151,8 178,2 117,4

Loan receipts 3563 4490,3 43574 4035,2 92,6 472,2

The revenues of the republican budget amounted to 15,963.4 billion tenge, which is higher
than the plan by 298.4 billion tenge (by 1.9%), with an increase of 3,458.8 billion tenge or 27.7%
compared to 2021.

Moreover, the dynamics for three years (2020-2022) shows a trend towards an increase in the
revenues of the republican budget in total terms, with the exception of non-tax revenues.

Thus, tax revenues in the amount of 10,026.8 billion tenge with an increase to the level of
2021 occupy a significant share in the structure of republican budget revenues. At the same time,
almost half of the increase in tax revenues (1,385,9 billion tenge) was provided due to economic
growth.

The growth in 2022 by 2021 of the GVA of the non-oil and gas sector (taking into account the
secondary and tertiary sectors) amounted to 18.5%, and the ratio of tax revenues to non-oil and
gas GVA increased by 2 percentage points (12% in 2022).

The other reasons for the increase in revenues are an increase in tax rates, one-time receipts,
amendments to legislation, a reduction in VAT refunds and improved administration.

In 2022, the proportion of tax revenues in the overall revenue composition of the republican
budget rose to 62.8%, marking an increase from the 2021 figure of 56.4%. It’s worth noting that
during 2018-2019, the share of tax revenues remained relatively stable, at 64.8% and 64.5%,
respectively.

Approximately 34.4% of the total revenue for the republican budget is derived from transfers,
amounting to around 5.5 trillion tenge in 2022. This includes approximately 4.6 trillion tenge
from the fund of future, reflecting a 6.7% growth compared to the 2021 figure of 5.2 trillion tenge.

The expenses of the republican budget for last year were approved by the Law of RK “On
the Republican Budget for 2022-2024” in the amount of 17.5 trillion tenge.

In order to implement the Law, the Government adopted Resolution “On the implementation
of the Law of RK “On the Republican Budget for 2022-2024”, which was amended 9 times (in
2020 — 5 times, in 2021 — 9 times).
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According to the results of the refinement32 and 8 budget adjustments, expenditures
amounted to 20.4 trillion tenge, an increase of 17% or around 3 trillion tenge in absolute terms.

Table 2

Information on republican budget expenditures for 2022, billion tenge

Approved | Updated | Adjusted | Deviation —
xecution or -

budget budget budget * | graph4 - graph? g;fph )

y) 3 4 7 8
EXPENSES, total 17496,7 | 20 387,9 20 387,9 20106,8 | 98,6 2891,2 -281,1
EXPENSES 15912,2 | 187951 18 795,1 185325 | 98,6 2882,8 -262,6
(excluding repayment of loans)

Expenses 156454 | 18062,7 18 049.9 17791,8 | 98,6 2404,5 -258,1
Budget loans 263.8 646,3 660,1 655,61 99,3 396.3 -4.5
Acquisition of financial assets 3 86,1 85,1 851 | 100 82,1 0,0
Repayment of loans 15844 15928 15928 15744 | 9838 8,4 -18,5

When comparing the data of the updated budgets with the indicator two years ago, we see
an increase of about 4 trillion tenge (by 25% of the quarter). Five-year-old dynamo shows the
following growth:

- expenses from 9 to 18 trillion tenge;

- budget loans by 2.6 times (from 250 to 660 billion tenge, by 2021: by 0.3 trillion tenge (from
0.4 to 0.7 trillion tenge));

- repayment of loans by 3.3 times (from 0.5 to 1.6 trillion tenge, by 2021: by 0.5 trillion tenge
(from 1.1 to 1.6 trillion tenge)).

At the same time, non-linear financing is observed for the acquisition of financial assets (an
increase of 4 times, then a decrease of 6 times and a slight increase last year to the level of 85
billion tenge).

In last year, the amount of inefficiently used budget funds amounted to more than 420
billion tenge.

Inefficiently used budget funds include:

- undevelopment — around 82 billion tenge;

- return of purposed transfers — around 85 billion tenge;

- return of budget loans — around 6 billion tenge;

- the balance of funds of semi-state sector — around 11.5 billion tenge;

- violations identified by the state audit bodies — around 238 billion tenge (including the
Supreme Audit Chamber —38.3 billion tenge, audit commissions — 165.9 billion tenge, the Internal
State Audit Committee and Internal Audit Services — 33.5 billion tenge).
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2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

B [nefficient use of budget funds, billion tenge

as % of total expenditures
Fig. 2 - Dynamics of inefficient use of budget funds, billion tenge

The research employs a survey on risk management and the understanding of authorized
state bodies of a formed competent budget with an eye to the goal in order to make appropriate
calculations and variables. Doing everything according to the document COSO Miller and Robert
need to conduct a survey. This document consists of 10 questions as to whether the authorized
body, when developing the budget, knew the latest innovations, changes and structure of
research documents, regulatory legal acts, decisions of all levels of government. The responses
were evaluated on a Likert scale in the range from 1 to 5.

For hypothesis testing, two statistical models were applied in the study:

1. Multiple regression analysis was used, formulating the regression equation as follows:

Z=c+dl1Y1+d2Y2+d3Y3 +e

where

c—constant, Z -budget slack, Y1 -budget clarity, Y2 -budget accuracy, Y3 - budget estimation,
d1, d2, d3 - regression coefficient

2. An interaction test, also known as moderated regression analysis (MRA), was employed.
The regression equation is formulated as follows:

Z=c+d1Y1+d2Y2 + d3Y3 + d4Y4+ d5Y1Y4+ d6Y2Y4 + d7Y3Y4+e

where

Y4 - risk management, Y1Y4, Y2Y4, Y3Y4 - interaction of first and second,

d4, d5, d6, d7 - regression coefficient too.

Results
Of course, the use of statistical data makes it possible to determine the variables of the study

from different angles. We have considered the variables listed in the table below. Below are the
corridors for variation, averaged indicators, and so on (Table 3).
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Table 3
Numerical ranges of theoretical and actual variation
Variabel Theoretical Actual Average Deviation-
range range Standart
Budget Clarity (X1) 89 8-40 11-40 31,48 5,52
Budget Accuracy (X2) 89 5-25 12-25 17,57 2,87
Budget Estimation (X3) 89 8-40 8-40 35,46 4,65
Risk Management (X4) 89 10-50 25-50 38,87 4,66
Budget slack (Y) 89 8-40 19-40 37,25 3,94

The descriptive statistics offer valuable insights into the respondents” perspectives on key
variables in the study. According to the provided information.

Average Value of the first variable is 31,48. The people who answered the questions consider
the budget clearly.

Average Value of the second variable is 17,57. The people who answered the questions
consider this document to be quite accurate.

Average Value of the third variable is 35,46. The people who answered the questions consider
this document acceptable for assessment.

Average Value of the fourth variable is 38,87. The people who answered the questions
consider risk management acceptable.

Average Value of the fifth variable is 37,25. The people who answered the questions find the
effectiveness of the monitoring carried out over the budget to be quite effective.

The verification of data normality through the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test with a significance
level of 5% is a crucial step. If the significance is greater than 0.05, it implies that the data follows
a normal distribution. Unfortunately, specific results of the test are not provided, so a detailed
interpretation is not possible without the information from Table 4.

Table 4
Results of the normality test

UNSTANDARDIZED RESIDUAL

N 89
Normal Parameters Mean .0000000
Std. Deviation 3.09387064
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 1.081
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .189

It’s great to know that the normality test results indicate that the data residuals are normally
distributed, providing a solid foundation for further analysis.

Now, regarding the direct impact of budget quality the budget on the usefulness of the final
conclusions on the budget. It is assumed that the quality of the budget has a bad effect on its
control. What does the regression analysis show us about this (Table 5).
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Table 5
Regression analysis results
Variabel Beta Coeffisient Standar t-  Probability
Coeffisient value error value
Constanta (a) 13,717 3,512 3,906 0,000
Clarity (bl) (0,054) 0,091 0,606 0,546
Accuracy (b2) (0,474) 0,166 2,862 0,005
Evaluation (b3) (0,198) 0,085 2,333 0,022

Table 5 provides valuable information about the coefficients of each independent variable.
The results of the test demonstrate that the regression model is statistically significant for
predicting variables. Thus, the hypothesis of negative influence made above is correct. This
conclusion does not solve the first problem.

In the future, in-depth studies on the impact of risk management are required. That is, is
there a correlation with cooperation between competent planning and the reduction of treasury
money.

Conclusion

The audit results revealing a significant impact of budget quality, particularly clarity and
accuracy of assessment, on budget reporting support the acceptance of the study’s hypothesis.
This implies that the quality of the budget plays a substantial role in reducing the creation of
budget slack by members of the budget committee.

So, there is no statistical significance between risk management and the correlation of budget
literacy and its reporting. Total direct regression between these indicators indicate a pretty decent
opposite effect. The conducted interaction test, in order to convince the assumptions made,
confirms that a competent budget can directly affect its reporting. Thus, the study concludes
the following. Risk management itself does not serve as a deterrent in the studied dependencies.

In terms of contributions, this study adds valuable insights to the realm of management
accounting. Firstly, it expands the existing literature on budget quality by recognizing its
crucial influence. Secondly, the study emphasizes the importance of considering the budgeting
process as a multifaceted task, contributing to the growing body of research acknowledging
the complexity of budget-related studies. Overall, these findings have implications for both
academic understanding and practical applications in the field of management accounting.

References

1. Kenis I. Effects of Budgetary Goal Characteristics on Managerial Attitudes and Performance // The
Accounting Review. —1979. - LIV (4). - P. 707-721.

2. Baerdemaeker J. & Bruggeman W. The impact of participation in strategic planning on managers’
creation of budgetary slack: The mediating role of autonomous motivation and affective organizational
commitment // Manage, Account Research. — 2015. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mar.2015.06.002.

3. Blumentritt T. Integrating strategic management and budgeting // Journal of Business Strategy. —
2006. - 27(6). - P. 73-79.

4. Collier P. M & Berry A. J. Risk in the Process of Budgeting // Management Accounting Research. —
2002. - 13. -P. 273-297.

5. Belkaoui A.R. Behavioral management accounting QUORUM BOOKS Westport, Connecticut,
London. —2002.

Axonomuueckas cepust Becmnuxa EHY um. /1.H. T'ymunresa Ne 4/2023 285
ECONOMIC Series of the Bulletin of L.N. Gumilyov ENU



K.A. Abdykulova, D.B. Muratova, ].S. Tenizbaeva

6. Collins F. The Interaction of Budget Characteristics and Personality Variabels with Budgetary
Response Attitudes // The Accounting Review. — 1978. — LIII(2). — P. 324-335.

7. Utomo D.C. Indonesian Local Governments” Budgeting Practices: A Theory Of Managing The
Harmonising Of Interests. — 2015.

8. Anthony R.N. & Govindarajan V. Management Control Systems, Eleventh Edition, McGraw-Hill
Companies, Inc, U.S.A. —2004.

9. Magner N. R. & Johnson G. G. Municipal Officials Reactions to Justice in Budgetary Resource
Allocation // Public Administrative Quarterly. — 1995. — 18(4). — P. 439-456.

10. Garamfalvi L. Corruption in the public expenditures management process. Paper presented at 8th
International Anti-Corruption Conference, Lima, Peru, 7-11 September. — 1997.

11. Schiff M. & Lewin A.Y. The Impact of People on Budgets // Accounting Review. — 1970. - April. — P.
259-268.

12. Tummala V.M. Rao & Leung Y.H. A risk management model to assess safety and reliability risks //
International Journal of Quality & Reliability Management. — 1996. — 13(8). — P. 53 — 62.

13. Yilmaza Emine et al. Do organizational politics and organizational commitment affect budgetary
slack creation in public organizations? // Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences. — 2014. — 150. — P. 241
- 250.

14. Budget Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 95-1V dated December 4, 2008. [Budget Code of
the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 95-1V dated December 4, 2008]. - Available at: https://adilet.zan.kz/rus/
docs/K080000095_ (Accessed: 10.09.2023).

15. Zaklyuchenie k otchetu Pravitel’stva Respubliki Kazahstana ob ispolnenii respublikanskogo
byudzheta za 2022 god. [Conclusion to the report of the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the
execution of the republican budget for 2022]. - Available at: https://www.gov.kz/memleket/entities/esep/
documents/details/470570?lang=ru. (Accessed: 10.08.2023).

K.A. AGapikyaosa, M.b. Myparosa, 4.C. Teansoaesa
M. X Ayramu amoindazor Tapas enipaix yrusepcumemi, Tapas, Kasaxcman

bioaxeTTiH camachl JXd9He ToayeKeadepai OacKapy KaXKeTTiairi

Anparna. AmblK 6I04XKeTTiK Ky>KaTTapasl JaliblHAAy cascaTKepAepaeH KeH ayAuTopusra Kypaeai
TY>KBIpBIMAaMaaapAasl TYCiHAIpy Al Taaall eTeai. bya alitapabikTait apTHIKIIBIABIKTap 6epeai. HakTol >xoHe
amplK, OIOAXKETTIK Ky>KaTTap cascaTThIH dcepiH, OI0AXeTTiK >KocIapaayAabl, 3aHHaAMaAbIK KajaraJay/bl
JKoHe aszaMaTTapAblH KaTBICYBIH KyIllelTe adaanl. MyHjai OasHAaMadap AUPeKTUBAABIK OpraHjapra
AaMBIIl KeJe >KaTKaH 9KOHOMMKaABIK >KoHe (PUCKaAABIK TeHAeHLMsAap TypaAbl CUTHaAjap >KiOepyre
MYMKiHgiKk Oepeai, 6ya KoraMABIK IIiKipTaJacTapAbl KaABIIITacTBIpyFa >KoHe 0OoJaIlak >KayalTap/bl
DoaKayFa KOMeKTece .

DKOHOMUKAABIK >KoHe (PUCKaAABIK IIBIHABIKTHI TYCiHyre 0OAaTBIH TypAe KapacThIpaThH AIITBIK
O104xeT ecern Oepyre >KoHe TMiMAI OIOAXETTIK >Kocrapaayfa bIKHaa eTedi. Bya asamaTThIK Kofam
yiibIMAapbiHa OIOAKeTIeH e3apa dpeKeTTecyre MYMKiHAIK Oepeai. bya o3 keseringe asamartap MeH
MeMAeKeT apachlHAAFbl KOFaMABIK KeaiciMai HbIFaliTagbl. EH ©acTbichl, HAKTHI >Ka3y aKTiciHiH €31 TmicTi
opranjapra OIOAXeTTIiK cTpaTerus MeH cascaTKa KaTBICTBI ©3 OiidapblH JKeTiadipyre KoMeKkTecedi, Oya
casicaTThI >KaKChIpaK >KoHe A9ieKTi TaHJayFa aKeaeai.

Bya seprreyain exi makcaThl Oap: OipiHimigeH, MaKcaTTapAblH alKbIHABIALIFLI, OaraJaHybl >KoHe
AdAAITI CHAKTHI OIOAXKETTIK ecerTiAik KacueTTepiniy 0104XeT ThiMAiairine acepin seprrey. Exinmigen, 6ya
3epTTey ToyeKea MeHeAXKMeHTiHiH 0I04KeTTiK KacueTTep MeH OI0AXKeT ecelTepi apachlHAarbl OaliaaHbICKa
KeJepri KeATipeTiH aliHBIMaabl peTiHAe acepiH Tekcepai. Ic xysinge Oya sepTreyaiH HoTMKeAepi OHBI
AalibIHAQY Ke3iHae XKocIlapAay MeH OpbIHJAayFa OalfAaHBICTHI OpraHAap KbI3MeTiHiH THiMAiAiriH apTThIpyFa
BIKITAA eTeAl.

Tyiiin ces3aep: O0AXeTTiK ecemnTiaik, OI0aXeTTey, OIOAXKeT caIlachl, OIOA’KET TaIlIIIBIABIFbI,
ToyekeaepAi Oackapy, cara, alIbIKTHIK,.
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K.A. AGapikyaosa, M.b. Myparosa, A.C. Teunsoaesa
Tapascxuii pezuonarvhvitl ynusepcumem um. M. X Ayramu, Tapas, Kasaxcman

KadgecTBO 0104XeTa 11 HeOOXOAVMOCTD YIIPaBA€HNsI PUCKaMI

Annoranus. Ilogroroska mnpospauHbIX OIOAKETHBIX AOKYMEHTOB TpeOyeT OT IOAUTUKOB
Pa3bICHEHNS CAOXKHBIX KOHIIEIIINII IIMPOKOMY KPYTY ayAUTOPpUIAL. DTO AaeT OLIyTHMBbIE IIPEUMYIIeCTBa.
Yerkue m mpospadyHble OIOAKETHBIE AOKYMEHTBI MOTYT YCUAUTDH BO3AEVICTBUE IIOAUTUKM, OIOA’KeTHOe
IL1aHUpPOBaHNe, 3aKOHOJaTeAbHBIII HaA30P U yJacTye rpakAaH. Takue 40K1aAbl HO3BOASIOT AVPEKTYBHBIM
OpraHaM IIOCBLAaTh CUTHAABI O Pa3BMUBAIOIIVIXCS DKOHOMMYECKUX U (PUCKAABHBIX TEHAEHLIIX, IIOMOras
¢opmupoBaTh 0OIIeCTBEHHbIE Ae0aThl I IIPeABOCXMIasl OyAyIiyie OTBETHLIE MEPHIL.

OTKpBITHIT OIOAKET, YIUTBHIBAIOMINII DKOHOMMYecKue 1 (PUCKaAbHblE pealAry B AOCTYIIHOW AAs
IIOHMMaHMs QopMe, CIIOCOOCTBYeT ITOAOTYETHOCTU U DPPEKTUBHOMY OIOAKETHOMY ILAaHMPOBAHUIO.
DTO MO3BOAseT OPraHM3alNAM I'PakAaHCKOTO OOIeCcTBa B3alIMOAeNCTBOBAaTh C OI0AKEeTOM. DTO, B CBOIO
ouepeab, YKpeIlaseT OOIIeCTBEHHBII 40TOBOP MeXAY IpaKAaHaMU M rocyapcrBoM. Vl, 94To ocobeHHO
Ba’KHO, CaM aKT SCHOTO IIMCbMa IIOMOTaeT COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMM OpraHaM yCOBEpPIIEHCTBOBATb CBOE
coOCTBEHHOE MBIIIAeHNe B OTHOIIEHNY OI0AKETHON CTpaTerny M MOAUTUKY, YTO IPUBOAUT K AYYIIEMY I
0o.ee T10CA€40BaTeAbHOMY BHIOOPY HOAUTUKI.

JaHHOe 1ccaeA0BaHMe IIpecaeAyeT ABe IIeAN: BO-IIEPBBIX, U3YINTh BAVISHIIE TAaKVX KaueCTB 010 A>KeTHOTL
OTYETHOCTH, KaK sICHOCTH, OLIeHKa 11 TOYHOCTD Iieaeit, Ha 9P PeKTUBHOCTD OI0AKeTa. BO-BTOPEIX, B AaHHOM
uccaeA0BaHNY OBIAO IIPOBEPEHO BAVSHIE PUCK-MEHeAXXMEHTa KaK CAep KMBAIOIlell IlepeMeHHOI Ha
B3aMIMOCBSI3b MeXAY OIOAKEeTHBIMM KadyecTBaMM U oTdeTaMu OroxkeTa. Ha Ipakrike pe3yAbTaThl HTOrO
mccaeA0BaHI OyAyT ClIOCOOCTBOBATH ITOBBIIEHNIO P (PEKTMBHOCTH AesATeABHOCTY OPTaHOB, CBA3aHHBIM C
IL1aHUPOBaHVEM I MCIIOAHEHUEM IIPU ero IIOATOTOBKe.

KaioueBble caoBa: Ol0a>KeTHas OTYETHOCTb, OIOA’KeTHpOBaHIE, KadecTBO O1o4XKeTa, AepUIUT
6104>KeTa, yIIpaBAeHNe pIICKaMI, Ka4eCTBO, IIPO3PavHOCTD.
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