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Abstract

Relevance. The relevance of the study on social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan is conditioned upon the fact that it is an
essential source of social, economic, and environmental wealth, and is also defined as one of the key components in the
policy of developed countries.

Purpose. The purpose of this paper is to cover the integral mechanism of functioning of the segment under study and to
investigate its legal regulation.

Methodology. In this article were used methodological approaches, such as the theoretical methodological approach, the
method of legal hermeneutics, the statistical method, the method of comparative legal analysis, the method of synthesis,
etc.

Results. The results of the study showed that currently social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan fully provides the state with
the completeness of the performance of the functions assigned to it, but to increase this indicator, the practices of advanced
countries, especially the USA, Great Britain, Australia, South Korea, and Malaysia were studied, which will contribute
to the allocation of recommendations for raising the role of effective social entrepreneurship in the region under study.
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Conclusions. This study identifies and covers the theoretical aspect of the implementation of social entrepreneurship,
analyses the legal norms regulating this activity in Kazakhstan, namely the Entrepreneurial Code of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, the Resolution of the Republic of Kazakhstan "Rules for maintaining the register of social entrepreneurship
entities" (2021) and other regulations; the statistics of social entrepreneurship in the cities of republican significance of
Nursultan were analysed in detail Almaty, Shymkent, and other regions; based on this, the advantages of social
entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan and the problems that may stand in the way of the proper functioning of this sector were

investigated.

Keywords: social policy; social enterprise; social effect; foreign practices; non-profit organisations.

Introduction

Over the past decades, the role of organisations that act as
social enterprises has considerably increased and
substantially affected the economic and social components
of the policies of most developed countries. They help in
achieving essential political and social goals [1; 2]. These
include the creation of numerous jobs, sustainability in
development, active civic participation and ensuring equal
opportunities and inclusions. Most of the social enterprises
are innovative, and, based on this, they can solve the range
of problems that were not previously subject to the private
sector or public authorities [3]. However, despite the
above, in many countries, especially the developing ones,
they remain inconspicuous and face numerous issues that
may limit their possible potential. Thus, for the proper
development and  functioning of the social
entrepreneurship sector, public authorities should create
comprehensive support for this segment, including the
legislative consolidation of their legal status, rights,
obligations, as well as permissible measures of state
support [4-6].

The legal regulation of social entrepreneurship of
Kazakhstan has no separate regulation that governs the
activities of social enterprises. Therewith, several policies
are being implemented through the involvement of socially
vulnerable segments of the population in business
activities, in regional and state programmes, support for
social projects, providing tax preferences and advantages
to this type of organisations in the process of public
procurement.

In modern conditions, social entrepreneurship in
Kazakhstan is only gaining momentum in its establishment
and development [7; 8]. Despite the prospects of this
sector, it has several problems that stand in the way of its
proper functioning. These include the difficulty in
obtaining sufficient funding for activities, a low indicator
of public awareness, conflicts of legislation, a low level of
competence among representatives of the conduct of social
entrepreneurship activities, etc. [9]. The most ordinary
form of social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan is non-profit
organisations. Their financing is frequently carried out by
receiving state or foreign grants.

Analysing the term "social entrepreneurship" in a
narrow sense, it should be interpreted as any commercial
enterprise that was created to embody social goals and to
create social value, namely mitigation or reduction of
social problems or market failures, which operates based
on established financial discipline, business practices or
innovations [10-13]. The most "noticeable" areas of social
entrepreneurship are social innovations, the fight against
poverty, the transformative influence of this sphere, the
definition and boundaries of the social segment, drivers for

social entrepreneurs, processes of social organisations, etc.
Singling out the vectors of social entrepreneurship, these
include innovative development and an increase in the
level of importance of social innovations, as well as
inclusive development, which implies the involvement of
isolated segments of the population, social groups and
society as a whole in the informal and formal sectors of the
national economy [14; 15].

Thus, the key area of the study on social
entrepreneurship is the investigation of its legal regulation
and practical implementation in Kazakhstan. This can be
done by studying the theoretical component, which lies in
studying the full-fledged mechanism of social
entrepreneurship and its inherent features in Kazakhstan.
Next, the key part of the scientific research is the
investigation of legal regulation and analysis of legal
norms that govern the activities of social entrepreneurship
in Kazakhstan. To investigate the practical aspect and
functioning of the sector under study, a special role is
played by conducting statistical analysis, which lies in
analysing the subjects according to the territorial
subdivision of Kazakhstan. To identify recommendations
that increase the effectiveness of social entrepreneurship in
Kazakhstan, it is important to study foreign practices in
regulating social entrepreneurship.

Materials and Methods

This study was performed using various methodological
approaches that reveal the mechanism of regulation of this
legal branch. Thus, the theoretical methodological
approach helps cover the concept and essence of social
entrepreneurship by analysing its inherent features and
principles of implementation of such activities. The
dogmatic method covers the essence of social
entrepreneurship in the form of an analysis of the legal
norms that govern this activity, namely the Entrepreneurial
Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan [16], the Resolution
of the Republic of Kazakhstan "Rules for maintaining the
register of social entrepreneurship entities" [17] and other
regulations. For the study of statistical data on the conduct
of social entrepreneurship, a statistical method is of
particular importance, which reveals this functioning based
on its investigation in the territorial divisions of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, namely in cities of republican
significance and regions. The method of legal
hermeneutics allows analysing the information obtained,
considering them through the lens of legal study. To
compare practices with foreign countries, such as the USA,
Great Britain, Australia, Malaysia, and South Korea, a
comparative legal method was employed, which allows
studying the sector of functioning of social
entrepreneurship in these countries in more detail, as a
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result of which it is possible to highlight their advantages
and disadvantages, as well as to consider possible
recommendations for their application in the activities of
social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan. The method of
logical analysis provided an opportunity to explore all
aspects of a theoretical and practical nature in the context
of statistical data research and law enforcement practice to
understand the functioning of social entrepreneurship in
Kazakhstan. The importance of using such a
methodological approach as a synthesis method is
conditioned upon the fact that thanks to its introduction
into the study, it is possible to obtain information about the
integral mechanism of social entrepreneurship based on the
theoretical and practical information provided.

Thus, this study was carried out in several stages.

1. The first stage of this study investigates the
theoretical component, which is based on the examination
of the concept of social entrepreneurship, the coverage of
its inherent attributes and features, as well as the
identification of the principles of functioning of social
entrepreneurship by studying it as an integral mechanism.

2. The second stage is based on the study of social
entrepreneurship, based on regulations that govern this
type of activity in Kazakhstan. To conduct a greater
analysis of the functioning of the segment under study,
statistical data of cities of republican significance and
regions of Kazakhstan are important, which allows
studying the level of efficiency of its activities.

3. The third stage provides a comparative legal analysis
that examines the activities of social entrepreneurship in
the advanced countries of the world, namely the USA,
Great Britain, Australia, Malaysia, and South Korea, and
compares their legal practices with social entrepreneurship
in Kazakhstan. The information obtained will help
consider the advantages that may be further introduced into
the activities of social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan.

Results and Discussion

Theoretical study of the mechanism of social
entrepreneurship
The activity of social entrepreneurship should be
interpreted as a novel approach to the conduct of
organisational activities, which makes provision for a
combination of social orientation with internal economic
stability. Frequently, it tends to develop in those segments
that do not receive adequate state support; therewith, there
is a fairly strong relationship between the provision of
financing by state bodies and the implementation of
projects by social entreprencurship [18; 19]. Analysing
approaches to the interpretation of  "social
entrepreneurship", it can be disclosed as a process of
satisfying social needs and intensifying social changes
through the use of new combinations of resources. This
approach allows describing social entrepreneurship as a
process of value creation using new combinations of
resources designed to obtain social benefits through the
activation of social change and satisfaction of social needs;
this approach also allows identifying social
entrepreneurship as a process of production of goods and
services [20].

It is worth mentioning that social entrepreneurs form a
model for the implementation of their activities according

to unique features. The profit lies in this case in an increase
in the indicator of social welfare. This type of activity is
considerably different from ordinary entrepreneurship.
Social entrepreneurship is the sphere of activity where the
implementation of economic activity is aimed at solving
important problems of society, which is carried out through
the effective functioning of economic entities. The inherent
features of social enterprises are social impact,
accumulation of resources, innovation orientation,
financial stability, entrepreneurial approach, development
of novel approaches and solutions to solve problems,
sustainable positive impact on society, self-sufficiency,
replicability, scalability [21].

A "social entrepreneur” is an individual who prioritises
the achievement of a certain social mission, the
implementation of which will favourably affect the part of
the population that needs to solve this issue. To fulfil such
a mission, an entrepreneurial approach is required, as it
provides an opportunity to carry out economic activities
within the framework of a financially stable and innovative
company. The distinctive features of  social
entrepreneurship from other forms of entrepreneurship are
the focus on fulfilling a social mission, i.e., the activity is
aimed at meeting social needs in the necessary areas [22].
Further, the connection of economic and socio-oriented
activities is noted, which indicates the dependence of the
level of efficiency on the financial stability of the
organisation. The implementation of this activity is
possible in those organisations that have a strong culture in
the field of innovation and whose activities are fairly
transparent [23].

Highlighting the organisational culture of social
entrepreneurship, it also has its characteristics. These
include innovation orientation, commitment to the idea, the
realisation of needs in conditions of insufficient material
benefits, flexibility, encouragement of initiative, creative
approach to work and delegation of authority. Thus,
summarising "social entrepreneurship" and considering its
characteristics, the institutionalisation of social enterprises
should be noted; making profits that are distributed among
the participants of the organisation and directed to charity
and various social projects; forming a stable network
around social organisations with numerous horizontal and
vertical connections; the main purpose of social
organisations lies in solving numerous socially significant
issues; social projects of these organisations are long-term
and aimed at improving the level of public welfare; when
combining social innovation and entrepreneurship, social
entrepreneurship modifies or forms rules for public life,
and also allows coordinating a field of activity close to
social entrepreneurship [2].

Having analysed the term "social entrepreneurship"
from the standpoint of various approaches, the question of
its consolidation in the provisions of regulations, as well as
the study of the specific features of legal regulation of
social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan, is of particular
importance.

Legal regulation of social entrepreneurship in
Kazakhstan and its practical implementation

In the policy of Kazakhstan, social entrepreneurship is a
fairly "new" area and is described by many changes to
regulations. Thus, for example, the Law of the Republic of
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Kazakhstan No. 52-VII "On amendments and additions to
some legislative acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan on
entrepreneurship, social entrepreneurship and compulsory
social health insurance" [24] was adopted. An important
innovation is also the creation of a register of social
entrepreneurs and its maintenance according to the Rules
for maintaining the register of social entrepreneurship
entities [17]. In addition, the state implements
organisational measures to create jobs and stimulate labour
skills, as well as implements the social integration of
certain categories of citizens, an Atlas of new professions
and competencies of Kazakhstan and relevant social
services have also been created.

A prominent step in the further establishment and
development of social entrepreneurship is the Concept of
the Social Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan, which aims
to regulate social entrepreneurship, will be based on
fundamental principles, including the principle of
solidarity and responsibility of citizens and the state. A
considerable role in the Concept is given to the
development of financial support tools for social
entrepreneurship [25]. Another major step in Kazakhstan's
policy is the adoption of the Law on Social
Entrepreneurship, which will be appropriate from the
standpoint of international trends and standards.

The main tasks of social entrepreneurship, which help
in revealing its essence, are regulated in Article 79-2 of the
Entrepreneurial Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan [16].
Among these, ensuring the participation of business
entities in solving social problems should be mentioned, as
well as in assisting in the employment of socially
vulnerable segments of the population, the promotion of
goods produced by social entrepreneurs, services provided,
namely through personal labour participation of various
segments of the population. However, it should be
considered that these include only the segments of the
population defined in Article 79-3 of the Entrepreneurial
Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan [16].

Therewith, highlighting such a task of social
entrepreneurship as "ensuring the participation of social
entrepreneurship entities in solving social problems
through the introduction of innovations and assistance in
the provision of social services" should be considered
incorrect, since this area of activity should be one of the
key tasks for public administration for the development of
social entrepreneurship.

The establishment of this legislative norm is
conditioned upon the incorrect perception of foreign
practices. That is, the legislator of Kazakhstan does not
consider that, for example, in Poland, the national policy
for solving the tasks of social entrepreneurship lies in
providing support to social enterprises and implementing a
support scheme for any entities that fit the established
criteria [26; 27].

Article 79-1 of the Entrepreneurial Code of the
Republic of Kazakhstan [16] defines the term "social
entrepreneurship". Thus, this norm stipulates that this is an
entrepreneurial activity of social entrepreneurship entities
that contributes to solving problems of citizens and society
and is implemented according to the conditions that are
prescribed in Article 79-3 of the Entrepreneurial Code of
the Republic of Kazakhstan [16].

This definition is quite general, which allows its
application to various subjects. That is, without clear
criteria and boundaries, it can be applied regarding subjects
that are not conceptually or cannot be considered from an
objective standpoint as subjects of social entrepreneurship,
as well as regarding the kind of activity that by its essence
cannot be social entrepreneurship. Thus, to avoid
ineffective application of measures to provide support for
social entrepreneurship and the development of possible
corruption activities in the implementation of this type of
support, attention should be paid to the detailing or
explanation of the term "social entrepreneurship”
consolidated in the Entrepreneurial Code of the Republic
of Kazakhstan [16].

For a more detailed analysis of the functioning of social
entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan, it is necessary to explore
the subjects of social entrepreneurship. According to the
"Rules for maintaining the register of social
Entrepreneurship entities” [17] approved by the Decree of
the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan", there are
4 categories of social entrepreneurship entities. According
to Subparagraph 7, Paragraph 2 of the Rules, the subjects
of social entrepreneurship of the first category should
include those subjects that will contribute to the
employment of certain categories of citizens, provided that
according to the results of the previous year, the average
annual number of persons among the employees of these
persons will be at least 50%, and the share of wages will
be at least 25% [17]. This category of persons should
include persons with disabilities, parents or legal
representatives of a disabled child, pensioners, and citizens
of pre-retirement age, persons exempt from serving
sentences from the penal enforcement system, persons
without a registered place of residence and other persons
approved according to Subparagraph 7, Paragraph 2 of the
Rules.

Next, according to Subparagraph 8, Paragraph 2 of the
Rules, subjects of social entrepreneurship of the second
category include those entities that contribute to the sale of
manufactured goods, services rendered and work
performed to citizens of those categories that are approved
in Subparagraph 7, Paragraph 2 of the Rules [17].
Therewith, the share of income from the implementation
of this type of activity should be at least 50% of the total
income of social entrepreneurship entities, and the share of
the net income received for the previous calendar year,
which is aimed at the implementation of this type of
activity for the current calendar year should be at least 50%
of the net income received.

Considering the subjects of social entrepreneurship of
the third category, according to Subparagraph 9, Paragraph
2 of the Rules, these include those entities that carry out
activities for the production of goods, provision of services
and performance of work for the disabled to create
conditions for them that allow them to overcome or
compensate for the limitations of their life, as well as
intended for the category of persons according to
Subparagraph 7, Paragraph 2 of the Rules, which provides
a goal in the form of creating equal conditions with other
citizens and opportunities to take part in socially useful
acts [17]. However, the share of income from the
implementation of this type of activity should be at least
50% of the total income of social entrepreneurship entities,
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and the share of the net income received for the previous
calendar year, which is aimed at the implementation of this
type of activity for the current calendar year should be at
least 50% of the net income received according to such
types of activities as social and household services, social
and medical services, social and psychological services,
social and pedagogical services, social and labour services,
services for improving communication potential, for the
production of medical equipment, implementation of
curricula, organisation of recreation or rehabilitation of
disabled people or pensioners, access to vehicles for
disabled and low-mobility groups of the population.

As for the subjects of social entrepreneurship of the
fourth category, Subparagraph 10, Paragraph 2 of the Rules
singles out the group of entities that implement their
activities, provided that the share of income from the
implementation of such activities should be at least 50% of
the total income of social entrepreneurship entities, and the
share of the net income received for the previous calendar
year, which is aimed at the implementation of this type of
activity for the current calendar year should be at least 50%
of the net income received from among such activities as
psychological and pedagogical services aimed at
strengthening and supporting the family, general education

30
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curricula, environmental protection, providing
psychological assistance to children with disabilities
opportunities, provision of medical and social assistance to
pupils and students who have difficulties in mastering
curricula, conducting training for volunteers and
employees of non-profit organisations of a social
orientation, cultural and educational activities, providing
various kinds of assistance to the categories of persons
specified in Subparagraph 7, Paragraph 2 of the Rules [17].

In Kazakhstan, the social entrepreneurship sector has
established itself as a rather promising vector, which has a
great social, economic, and spiritual impact. Thus, as of
2017, Kazakhstan had about 120 social entrepreneurs in
different regions of the state, such as Almaty, Shymkent,
Astana, Kostanay and others, but as of 2021, 250 social
entrepreneurs were registered in the country, whose
activities are aimed at implementing social projects in the
field of education, tourism, ecology, catering, and other
areas [28]. To -evaluate the effectiveness of the
development in this area, it is proposed to consider data on
registered subjects of social entrepreneurship in the context
of regions (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. The number of registered subjects of social entrepreneurship as of 2021

Source: Bureau of National Statistics of the Agency for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan

[28].

Notably, these statistics indicate that the sphere of
social entrepreneurship is developing rapidly. An example
of this is also what social programmes are implemented
through the activities of these organisations in different
territorial divisions.

Thus, in the Aktobe region, thanks to the
implementation of these programmes, an ice palace, a
children's rehabilitation centre for children with cerebral
palsy, a Centre for Nuclear Medicine and others were
erected [29]. The implemented social programmes also
provided subsidies to employers, through which they can
equip workplaces for people with disabilities. The I-SEED
project was implemented in Atyrau, which offers
innovative interactive training for young people with the
aim of developing and popularising  social
entrepreneurship [29].

Other social projects include Menin Elim, which
develops the social infrastructure, promoting the
accessibility of various population categories to higher

standards of living, culture, social environment, sports, and
education. Within the framework of this project,
programmes were also implemented to teach social
entrepreneurship to citizens, children's sightseeing tours
were organised, graduates of the orphanage were trained
with the possibility of providing further employment [29].

International  practices in  regulating social
entrepreneurship and recommendations for improving
the efficiency of the sector in Kazakhstan

Analysing the foreign practices of the development of
social entrepreneurship, it is worth noting the policy of the
United States. It is characterised by the absence of a special
federal law on social entrepreneurship, as well as there is
no unified state certification system [30]. That is, any
social organisation, regardless of its legal form, is entitled
to certification from any rating agency. It is also inherent
in US policy to provide guarantees, provide preferential
loans, and also guarantee access to social entrepreneurs to
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perform social procurement of various government
agencies [31]. What is equally important, the state takes
part in a socially oriented partnership in various forms.
Noting the legalisation of the status of a subject of social
entrepreneurship by obtaining the status of "B
corporation”, the advantage of this approach lies in its
universalisation, which considers the interests of all
categories of persons regardless of their legal form [2].

The legislative approach of Great Britain lies in the
uniqueness of the criteria necessary to acquire the status of
a public interest corporation, legalises the subject of social
entrepreneurship and provides its activities with a special
socio-entreprencurial  orientation [32]. Thus, the
Companies Act [33] makes provision for the division of all
companies according to a general criterion into limited and
unlimited companies. The liability of the participants of the
limited companies is limited to shares or guarantees, while
the liability of the second group is unlimited. The second
division of companies makes provision for the division into
public and private. They can be both limited and unlimited.
The third approach stipulates a special type of company,
which is specified in the Act as a "Public Interest
Company"; such may be companies whose liability is
limited to shares or guarantees.

In the practices of South Korea, an essential role is
assigned to the government in the development of social
entrepreneurship. It develops and implements economic
policy, as well as uses its resources to achieve its goals.
The Government also offers financial subsidies to business
entities at the initial stage of formation and tax benefits. It
is also worth highlighting the inherent features of social
enterprises in South Korea. These include a strong
dependence on the policy of the government, which has the
right to interfere in the policy of social entrepreneurship,
the prerequisite for the creation of social entrepreneurship
is the activity of the government, as well as social
organisations act as a tool through which the government
can implement national policy [34; 35].

Analysing the policy of Australia in the context of the
development of social entrepreneurship, it is worth
mentioning that it is described by a high percentage of
educated entrepreneurs. Australia's policy in the field of
social entrepreneurship requires initial investments and
provides its own investments for the start-up [36; 37]. The
financial support group comprises various categories, but
frequently these are government programmes, donations or
grants, further investments from families, employers,
banks, or other financial institutions, private investors,
venture capital, as well as Internet crowdfunding. The
share of volunteers in the organisation of social
entrepreneurship activities is about 50%. At present,
Australia's policy in the field of further development of
social entrepreneurship has numerous prospects and can
hold a leading position for quite a long time.

Considering the practices of Malaysia, it is noted that
in 1997 the country was in a state of economic crisis [38;
39]. As aresult, many social issues were aggravated, which
resulted in an increase in unemployment and social
inequality. To solve these problems, the state government
began to implement a fairly substantial number of social
programmes and highlighted the development of social
entrepreneurship as one of the key vectors of national
policy. However, since the state took an active part in the

development of the social entrepreneurship sector, the first
attempts to combine socially oriented activities with
commercial ones were perceived rather sceptically.
Currently, social entrepreneurship in Malaysia is described
by dependence on public funding and government policies
[40].

Recently, Singapore has been among the leading
countries in the development of the social entrepreneurship
sector [41]. At present, there is a social institution in
Singapore, the activities of which are coordinated with
social enterprises. The development of this vector helps
provide the state with high dynamics in the formation of
social entrepreneurship. The efficiency of this sector is
conditioned upon the favourable conditions provided by
the state, namely low taxes, which depend on the size of
the authorised capital of the organisation, as well as the
complete absence of barriers, i.e., high requirements for
novice business entities [23; 42; 43].

Proceeding from the analysed world practices of
advanced leading countries in the development of social
entrepreneurship, it is important for Kazakhstan to develop
a special strategy for the development of this vector in its
national policy. This strategy should be aimed at creating
favourable conditions for the functioning of this sector and
include several areas. These include the sphere of policy
and regulation, which will act as statutory regulation of the
sector by the state; the development of human capital,
which manifests itself in the provision of professional
training for segment employees; information and
communication, which acts as the development of
information and consulting support; the sphere of
financing, which provides an opportunity to endow social
enterprises with financial support for the segment with the
possibility of creating an investment fund for a social
organisation [44-47].

As additional requirements to the state strategy for the
development of social entrepreneurship, it is necessary to
add a revision of tax incentives to encourage investment in
the social entrepreneurship sector; reform of the regulatory
framework that governs the activities of social enterprises;
promotion of the social entrepreneurship sector among the
population; increasing the level of public confidence in this
segment; development of social entrepreneurship
infrastructure; development of a platform for dialogues to
exchange experience between entrepreneurs.

Thus, having analysed the legal regulation of social
entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan, it has good prospects for
further development and is a successful example of
combining business and spreading the values of socially
responsible behaviour in modern society.

Conclusions

The conducted study of the legal regulation of social
entrepreneurship suggests that its current development on
the world stage plays a rather significant role as it provides
an opportunity to resolve many social issues, which
ultimately reduces the level of social tension. The current
situation of social entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan
demonstrates that it has good prospects in its development
and constitutes a way to solve many social problems,
educate the future young generation of the country and
promote such a global trend as "social entrepreneurship".
The main regulations that govern the activities of social
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entrepreneurship in Kazakhstan are the Entrepreneurial
Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan and the Rules for
Maintaining the Register of Social Entrepreneurship
Entities. According to the "Rules for maintaining the
register of social Entrepreneurship entities", there are four
categories of social entrepreneurs, each of which has its
specific features and target vectors in the implementation
of its activities.

At present, there are numerous social projects in
Kazakhstan that expand the accessibility of categories of
the population to higher standards of life, culture, social
environment, sports and education, carry out the process of
teaching social entrepreneurship to citizens, organise
children's sightseeing tours, train graduates of an
orphanage with the possibility of providing further
employment, and also provide subsidies to employers,
through which they can equip workplaces for people with
disabilities.

Having studied the international practices, each of the
analysed practices has its inherent features. Thus, the US
policy is characterised by the right to certify a social

interest corporation, legalise a social entrepreneurship
entity and provide its activities with a special socio-
entrepreneurial orientation; Australia's policy has a high
percentage of educated entrepreneurs and the provision of
training programmes; South Korea the same depends on
the government's policy and its financing, but in general
has good development trends.

Proceeding from the above, recommendations were
made that can increase the level of efficiency of the
development of the social entrepreneurship sector in
Kazakhstan; it was based on the development of 4 principal
areas: policy and regulation, information and
communication, financing, and human capital
development. Additional requirements were also proposed
for a greater reformation of the segment under study.
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AHoOTAaWisA

AKTyaJIbHiCTb. AKTyaJ'IBHiCTB )lOCJ'Ii)l)KeHHH couiaanoro Hi)alI/ICMHI/IIITBa B Kazaxcrani 3YMOBJICHA THM, IO BOHO €
BAXKJIMBUM JPKCPEIIOM couiaanoro, €KOHOMIYHOI'0 Ta €KOJIONIYHOTO 6aFaTCTBa, a TAaKOXX BH3HAYAETHCA AK OJHaA 3
KIIFOYOBUX CKJIAJOBUX Y HOJ'IiTI/IIIi PO3BUHCHUX KpalH

Merta. Metoro mi€i cTaTTi € BHCBITJICHHS IUJIICHOTO MeXaHi3My (GYHKIIOHYBaHHS JOCII/KYBaHOTO CETMEHTa Ta
JIOCITIJDKEHHS OTO TIPaBOBOTO PETyJIIOBAHHSI.

MertomoJiorisi. Y cTaTTi BUKOPUCTAHO TaKi METOJOJOTIYHI IMIXOIU, K TEOPSTUKO-METOMOJOTIUHUM ITiJIXiJl, METO.
MIPaBOBOI TEPMEHEBTUKHU, CTATUCTUYHUEH METOJI, METO/T IIOPiBHSIILHO-TIPABOBOT'O aHAIII3Y, METOJT CHHTE3Y TOIIIO.

PesyabraTn. PesynbraTé JOCHIPKEHHS TOKa3add, IO Hapasi comiajbHe mianpueMHHITBO B KazaxcraHi Iiyikom
3abe3nedye NOBHOTY BUKOHAHHS JIEPKaBOIO ITOKIAACHUX HA Hel QYHKIIIH, ajie JuIsl MiIBUILEHHS IIbOT0 MOKa3HUKa OyJio
BHMBYEHO NPAKTHKU IepeoBUX KpaiH, ocobnuBo CILA, BexnkoOpuranii, ABctpaiii, [liBnennoi Kopei Ta Manaiisii, mo
CHPUSTAME BHIUICHHIO PEKOMEHJALIN IIOA0 IJIBHIIEHHS pOoJli e€()EeKTHBHOIO COLIAJILHOTO IiANPUEMHHLTBA B
JIOCITIJDKYBaHOMY PETiOHi.

BucnoBkn. Y JaHOMy [OCH/DKEHHI BH3HAUYCHO Ta BHUCBITJICHO TEOPETHYHWH AacleKT peaiizalii CoUialbHOro
MiPUEMHUIITBA, TPOAHATI30BaHO IIPaBOBI HOPMH, MIO DETrYNIOIOTh JaHy AisuibHicTh B Kaszaxcrani, a came
[Mignpuemauntpkuii koneke PecryOmiku Kaszaxcran, [loctanoBa PecmyOniku Kazaxcran "I[lpaBuia BefeHHS peecTpy
cyO'ekTiB conianbHoro mianmpuemMHunTea" (2021) Ta iHII HOPMATHBHO-TIPABOBI AaKTH; AETaJbHO MNPOaHATI30BaHO
CTaTUCTUKY COIaJIbHOTO MiIIPUEMHUITBA B MiCTaXx pecrnyOliKaHChbKOro 3HaueHHsi HypcynraH AJIMaTHHCBHKOI,
[IInMKeHTCHKOT Ta IHINX 00JIacTel; Ha OCHOBI ITHOTO AOCII/DKEHO NepeBart ColiaabHOro mianpueMHunTea B Kazaxcrani
Ta MpoOJIeMH, SIKi MOXKYTh CTATH Ha 3aBaJli HAIEKHOMY (DYHKI[IOHYBaHHIO IbOTO CEKTOPY.

Karwu4oBi caoBa: comiaspHa IIONITHKA; COIaiIbHE MiIPUEMHHUNTBO; COLIaNbHUN edeKT; 3apyOiKHHHA JOCBif;
HEKOMEPIiiHI opraHizaii.
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