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Abstract: This study addresses ways to strengthen Kazakhstan’s legislative
framework for renewable energy deployment, emphasizing Corporate Power
Purchase Agreements (Corporate PPAs). The focus is timely given the country’s
ambition to boost renewable energy’s share to 15% by 2030 and advance
toward carbon neutrality, all of which demand flexible, market-driven solutions.
The core goal is to pinpoint prominent legal obstacles that hinder stand-alone
Corporate PPAs and propose legislative adjustments based on international
experiences, particularly those from Germany and China.

In exploring the regulation of Kazakhstan's renewable energy sector, the
research zeroes in on direct bilateral arrangements between clean energy
generators and corporate consumers. The methodology combines a doctrinal
review of existing laws with a comparative legal analysis of global Corporate
PPA models. The findings reveal limitations such as constrained participant
pools, the absence of standard contractual templates, and no mechanism to
partially blend governmental support with corporate off-take arrangements.
Furthermore, the research highlights the need to establish a domestic system
for “green” certificates, develop model contracts, re-evaluate price controls,
and extend direct contracting to non-affiliated parties. By presenting targeted
legal and institutional guidelines to attract private capital, expand the share
of renewables in the energy mix, and further Kazakhstan’'s decarbonization,
the study contributes practical solutions to meet the country’s environmental
objectives. Collectively, these reforms are projected to foster greater private
sector involvement and accelerate a more sustainable energy transition.
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Issues of improving the normative regulation of the utilization of renewable energy sources
in the Republic of Kazakhstan

Introduction

Kazakhstan'’s interest in scaling up renewable energy (RE) stems partly from its vast natural
resources-abundant sunshine in southern regions, significant wind potential in central and
northern areas, and substantial hydro reserves—combined with a growing commitment to
environmental sustainability. The legal foundation for the country’s RE sector rests primarily on
two principal statutes: the 2009 Law “On Support of the Use of Renewable Energy Sources” [1]
and the 2004 Law “On Electric Power Industry.” [2] Over the past decade, various amendments
have been introduced to these laws to foster greater investment in solar, wind, hydro, and other
non-traditional energy sources. Most notably, a system of state auctions and fixed-price power
purchase agreements (PPAs) was established to spur private participation in the sector, with
the Financial Settlement Center acting as a central buyer. Under this arrangement, renewable
energy producers can secure long-term contracts that guarantee both stable tariffs and priority
dispatch.

While these government-led initiatives have raised the share of RE in Kazakhstan’s energy
balance, in 2023, renewable energy sources generated 6.675 billion kWh, or 5.92% of the
total electricity production [3]. One mechanism increasingly adopted worldwide to accelerate
renewable energy adoption is the Corporate Power Purchase Agreement (Corporate PPA).
Globally, Corporate PPAs allow large industrial or commercial entities to purchase renewable
electricity directly from generators, thus bypassing conventional wholesalers or centralized
auctions. These long-term agreements often provide stable revenue streams for developers
while enabling corporate buyers to meet internal sustainability or ESG objectives. In countries
such as Germany, the United States, and China, corporate offtakes have become prominent
drivers of new wind and solar capacity through bilateral PPAs. The relevance of such market-
based tools for Kazakhstan lies in their capacity to attract independent private investment and
diversify the range of demand-side players involved in clean energy projects.

Kazakhstan has set ambitious targets for expanding renewable energy, aiming to reach
15 percent of its electricity generation from renewables by 2030, with a further trajectory
toward carbon neutrality later in the century [4]. Meeting these goals requires not only state
auctions and feed-in tariff schemes but also complementary arrangements that encourage
private-sector involvement. Corporate PPAs offer a flexible alternative to the more centralized
approach currently embedded in Kazakhstan’s legislation. However, existing regulatory
provisions significantly constrain the use of direct bilateral contracts. The 2023-2024 legislative
amendments reinforce reliance on the Financial Settlement Center and limit direct PPAs to
affiliated entities, thereby prohibiting resale of electricity to third parties [5]. This arrangement
hinders corporate off-takers wishing to purchase renewable electricity for commercial
consumption without establishing a shared corporate structure with the generator. Such
restrictions undercut the potential contribution of Corporate PPAs to Kazakhstan’s renewable
capacity expansion, leaving investors and large industrial or commercial consumers with few
viable options for direct sourcing of green energy.

The academic and policy discourse surrounding Kazakhstan’s renewable energy framework
haspredominantly centered onevaluatingstate-drivensupportmechanisms, particularlyauction-
based power purchase agreements (PPAs) and feed-in tariffs, which have formed the backbone
of the country’s strategy to diversify its fossil fuel-dependent energy matrix. Consultancies and
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institutional analyses, such as those by Agora Energiewende [6] and the Financial Settlement
Center for Renewable Energy [7], have underscored the role of centralized procurement models
in attracting foreign direct investment, while simultaneously critiquing structural inefficiencies
in grid infrastructure and balancing mechanisms that hinder scalability. Scholarly examinations,
including work by Tatiana Lanshina and colleagues [6], have further delineated legal and
administrative challenges within Kazakhstan’s electricity sector, emphasizing the urgency of
grid modernization and regulatory harmonization to accommodate variable renewable energy
sources. International comparisons, such as Craig Menzies’ analysis of European corporate PPA
trends [8], highlight the mechanistic gap between Kazakhstan’s current PPA framework—often
criticized for rigid risk allocation and limited investor protections [9]—and globally emerging
bilateral contract models that empower private offtakers. While Kazakhstani scholars like Ainur
Sospanova [8] and Yernar Bilyalov [10] have advocated for legislative reforms to enable corporate
PPAs, the academic literature remains nascent in proposing concrete legal adaptations tailored
to Kazakhstan’s hybrid market structure, which blends Soviet-era infrastructure with post-
independence privatization efforts. This lacuna persists despite recognition in policy documents
such as the UN PAGE report [11], which identifies fossil fuel subsidy reform and environmental
governance as prerequisites for transitioning beyond state-centric renewable procurement.
The prevailing scholarly consensus, echoed in analyses of Kazakhstan's Renewable Energy Law
[12] and recent PPA amendments [13], suggests that existing frameworks inadequately address
currency risk, force majeure protections, and offtaker payment guarantees—critical elements
for replicating international corporate PPA success stories in the Kazakh context.

This article sets out to examine the legislative shortcomings affecting Corporate PPAs in
Kazakhstan and to put forward practical recommendations for boosting private investment
in the country’s renewable energy sector. By considering both national regulations and
international experiences, the research presents legal and policy proposals intended to foster
a more conducive environment for corporate renewable energy contracting. Some secondary
questions steer the analysis:

Which legal barriers create the biggest obstacles for independent Corporate PPAs in
Kazakhstan, and how do they play out in real-world scenarios?

How can best practices from regions such as the EU or China inform possible updates to
Kazakhstan'’s regulatory framework for PPAs?

Which specific legal amendments or new provisions could strengthen the use of Corporate
PPAs, thereby widening private-sector involvement and supporting the government’s climate
and decarbonization aims?

On a theoretical level, this work adds to the conversation on energy-transition strategies by
assessing how laws and policies might more effectively integrate market-driven methods for
obtaining green electricity. As Corporate PPAs grow in global importance, understanding the
interplay between centralized support initiatives and private contractual solutions becomes
increasingly vital. Practically, the findings can assist lawmakers, government officials, and
investors committed to advancing Kazakhstan’s energy sector. By identifying areas where
legislative changes could promote newer financing models, the article may help attract greater
foreign capital and reinforce Kazakhstan's trajectory toward achieving its renewable energy
and climate goals.
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Materials and Methods

This study uses a blend of doctrinal analysis: reviewing key laws and decrees that shape
Kazakhstan's renewable energy landscape and comparative legal research on corporate PPA
structures in selected jurisdictions. Core sourses include the Law “On Support of the Use of
Renewable Energy Sources” (2009, withamendmentsin2023-2024) and the Law “On Electricity”
(2004), alongside with relevant by-laws that govern centralized auctions, define the Financial
Settlement Center’s responsibilities and outline a transtion to balancing-market mechanisms.
Supplementary materials draw from legal commentaries, studies by international institutions
and consultancies (such as Dentons, Pw(C, KPMG, and the EBRD), and academic writings that
delve into the impact of auction-based PPAs on Kazakhstan's investment environment and the
emerging trend of bilateral agreements.

A central methodological step involves comparing Kazakhstan's legislative stance with how
similar challenges are handled in Germany and China, two places that show different strategies
for renewable energy liberalization, corporate PPA rules, certification of green power, and the
balance between government subsidies and private deals. Through doctrinal analysis, the paper
explores explicit and implicit legal obstacles to corporate PPA transactions in Kazakhstan,
focusing on matters like ownership rules, pricing controls, and the recognition of green
certificates. Comparative insights come from case studies of how Germany and China address
these same issues, highlighting legislative reforms or incentives that may offer useful models
for Kazakhstan. The scope is limited to reforms enacted from 2023 onward, including those
that affect allowable methods for selling renewable energy, tighten requirements for bilateral
arrangements, and set new price caps. While the paper does briefly touch on the financial
feasibility of corporate PPAs, namely, tariff levels and investor risk factors, it does not undertake
a detailed economic analysis of project viability or cost-effectiveness, as that lies outside its core
objectives.

Results and Discussion

Kazakhstan'’s policy architecture for renewables rests on two foundational legal instruments:
the Law “On Support of the Use of Renewable Energy Sources” (2009, amended 2023-2024) and
the Law “On Electricity” (2004). These statutes have shaped a centralized model wherein the
Financial Settlement Center (FRC) enters into long-term power purchase agreements (PPAs)
with renewable energy developers through an auction-based system, offering either fixed or
auction-derived tariffs that include indexation. The chief policy motivation for this approach was
to ensure reliable revenue streams for novel renewable energy ventures, especially in a context
where coal-fired plants have historically dominated the generation mix. This method also
attracted international financing opportunities, notably for solar, wind, hydro, and other lower-
carbon projects seeking stable off-take arrangements under government-backed contracts. As
a result, the share of renewables in the national energy matrix grew to around 4.5 percent by
2023 [14]. However, these legal provisions have only marginally addressed the possibility of
direct, non-subsidized bilateral transactions, often referred to as Corporate PPAs. In practical
terms, most attention remains directed toward the FRC as a single buyer rather than enabling
flexible direct sales between independent developers and industrial or commercial consumers.

JLH. I'ymunes amouindarel Eypasus yammuoik yHusepcumeminiy XABAPIIBICHI. Ne2(151)/ 2025 151

KyKbik cepusicobl
ISSN: 2616-6844. elSSN: 2663-1318



D.A. Kassymbekov, A.M. Yergali, O.N. Tlepbergenov

Recent amendments in 2023 and 2024 reinforce this centralized paradigm by allowing
renewable producers to either participate in state-run auctions and finalize a PPA with the FRC
or conduct independent sales exclusively to affiliated consumers. Under these rules, a generator
choosing to rely on a Corporate PPA without state support must forfeit various benefits, such as
guaranteed offtake or indexed prices, and remains strictly barred from selling to non-affiliated
third parties. In addition, legislators have instituted maximum allowable prices for such bilateral
transactions to avert what they term “excessive” electricity tariffs [15]. These constraints carry
significant repercussions for potential buyers: any large commercial or industrial entity that
lacks an ownership link to a generator is effectively shut out from concluding a direct renewable
energy contract. This rigid setup contrasts sharply with international practices where corporate
purchases span diverse industry sectors and operate under a range of financial and contractual
models [5]. Consequently, Kazakhstan’s market for corporate off-take remains narrowly
focused on projects tied to a unified ownership structure, limiting the scale and diversity of
direct renewable procurement.

Comparative lessons shed crucial light on pathways other jurisdictions have followed to
accelerate corporate involvement in renewable electricity sourcing. Germany, for instance,
was historically known for feed-in tariffs (FiTs) and market-premium schemes that required
generators to hand over the “green” attribute to the system operator [16]. The Renewable Energy
Sources Act (EEG) [17] codified a prohibition on “double compensation,” thereby preventing
subsidized generators from selling electricity as “green” to corporate offtakers. Such a setup
hampered the growth of Corporate PPAs unless project developers declined public support in
favor of purely market-based agreements. Over time, however, Germany'’s shift away from high-
value FiTs and its decrease or elimination of certain surcharges on renewable consumption
have made unsubsidized PPAs more appealing. By reducing financial burdens on end-users,
the German government effectively expanded the range of prospective corporate buyers.
Furthermore, many industry bodies have drafted standardized contract templates, helping to
mitigate transaction costs and uncertainty in corporate deals. Several major corporations thus
increasingly opt for direct PPAs to fulfill sustainability goals, acknowledging that unsubsidized
projects, once considered financially daunting, are becoming economically viable.

China’s trajectory differs in historical context but arrives at a somewhat comparable
outcome: corporate procurement of green power outside a rigid feed-in tariff regime. The
National Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) put forward guidelines that enable
renewable energy facilities to engage in “Green Power Trading,” selling power to industrial
entities at mutually agreed rates. Alongside these deals, official Green Certificates, issued by
relevant government authorities, certify the renewable origin of each unit of electricity [18].
This structure maintains certain provincial quotas for renewable consumption, requiring
localities or industries to secure green energy in proportion to set mandates. The approach
merges top-down administration—through mandated targets and partial price oversight—
with bottom-up market transactions. As a direct outcome, China has substantially broadened
its corporate offtake landscape, where companies operating in electronics, manufacturing, or
export-oriented segments seek renewable electricity for both economic and reputational gains.
Pricing mechanisms remain relatively open, allowing parties to negotiate above or below any
benchmark as long as overarching guidelines are observed.
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When placed alongside these examples, Kazakhstan's framework reveals several areas
needing reform. First, the 2023-2024 amendments prohibit developers from combining partial
auction-based support with private corporate sales, eliminating opportunities for mixed revenue
streams or flexible balancing between subsidized and unsubsidized capacities. Developers must
make an all-or-nothing choice: secure stable FRC contracts or pursue unsubsidized sales to an
affiliated buyer, thereby forsaking state-backed price guarantees. This stands in stark contrast
to jurisdictions where a single project may allocate part of its generation under government
support and another portion under direct corporate deals. Second, Kazakhstan’s regulatory
architecture lacks any recognized mechanism to demonstrate the renewable origin of electricity
sold directly. Europe employs Guarantees of Origin, while China has official Green Certificates,
ensuring that both sellers and buyers can document their environmental attributes. Kazakhstan,
meanwhile, relies on voluntary instruments like I-REC, which lack formal standing within the
country’s legislative framework [19]. As a result, companies aiming to highlight renewable
consumption for ESG or carbon neutrality commitments gain little from local direct PPAs if no
official accreditation system validates their green purchases.

Another drawback emerges from the lack of a standardized contract form, creating legal
uncertainties that can discourage both investors and corporate buyers. While the government has
extensively codified the PPA template for auction-based deals with the FRC, it has not provided
equivalent guidance for direct corporate transactions. As a result, parties often spend time and
resources crafting custom clauses on liability, penalties, force majeure, and price indexation, raising
transaction costs and complicating financing. By contrast, in countries like Germany, specialized
organizations—such as EFET or the Renewable Energy Buyers groups—have introduced
standard templates that clearly distribute risks and have gained acceptance from lenders, thereby
simplifying negotiations and due diligence. In Kazakhstan, however, the lack of similar guidelines
increases the perceived risks around corporate deals, leading many domestic or international
stakeholders to see the state-run auction system as the only viable approach.

On top of this, the Kazakh framework offers no provision for partial state guarantees or
insurance measures for unsubsidized PPAs. Lenders commonly examine factors like currency
volatility, balancing market charges, and the default risk of corporate buyers. In numerous other
jurisdictions, governments offset some of these risks, whether through partial credit guarantees,
structured arbitration mechanisms, or subsidized coverage of imbalance costs, particularly
when private contracts align with national decarbonization targets [13]. Absent parallel
measures in Kazakhstan, developers and corporate off-takers face significant uncertainties,
hindering project bankability and dampening buyers’ willingness to commit long-term.

Revisiting these policies could deliver substantial advantages, positioning Kazakhstan more
in line with the dynamic systems seen in Germany and China. As a first step, removing the
requirement for an affiliated relationship would allow unrelated companies’ source clean energy.
This policy shift would grow the renewables market and attract fresh participants eager to manage
their carbon footprints. Next, a certified green energy program, following established practices
like Europe’s Guarantees of Origin or China’s provincial certificates, could allow corporate buyers
to credibly track and validate their renewable consumption. Oversight of such a scheme could
be entrusted to a designated office within the Kazakh energy ministry or a relevant regulatory
authority. Additionally, drafting and endorsing a standard corporate PPA template - potentially
in collaboration with global donors or trade groups—would help streamline negotiations. Such a
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template would provide clarity on key terms, assign risks in line with international models, and
give financial institutions greater confidence in the enforceability of these agreements.

Allowing more flexible approaches - where a project could sell part of its output through
FRC auctions and another part via corporate deals - would open up more complex revenue
strategies. Policymakers might also weigh partial guarantees, such as safeguarding developers
against certain imbalance penalties or including currency and inflation indexes in corporate PPA
rates, to increase the appeal of direct deals. A further measure would be to establish clear rules on
how corporate PPAs interact with the balancing market, ensuring that developers can accurately
predict supply deviation costs while grid operators can maintain stable operations [5].

Introducing these adjustments would turn Corporate PPAs into a standard component
of Kazakhstan’s renewable energy environment, rather than a cumbersome alternative. As
part of a broader move to tap private investment in large-scale clean energy projects, direct
contracts could help shift some procurement responsibilities to corporate players, easing
immediate pressure on the government while still promoting national decarbonization goals.
Given Kazakhstan’s ambitions for deeper engagement with global climate initiatives and trade
frameworks that prioritize low-carbon supply chains, validated Corporate PPAs would boost
investor trust and show readiness. to adopt transparent, globally recognized energy policies.
This progression should also spur innovation, from new financial instruments and co-investment
prospects with multinational firms to the development of local renewable energy supply chains.

By leaning toward these practical solutions, Kazakhstan can better leverage the worldwide
trend of corporate-led green energy sourcing. Doing so would also position the country to
reap reputational benefits from partnerships with ESG-focused companies. As global market
requirements evolve—including carbon border adjustments and net-zero obligations—
Kazakhstan’s ability to supply verified green electricity through well-regulated corporate
PPAs could become a distinct competitive edge, indicating its capacity to meet demanding
sustainability benchmarks. Ultimately, beyond simply expanding the potential customer base for
renewable power, a more open, standardized method of engaging in PPAs should foster greater
diversity in the national energy mix, strengthen links with advanced markets, and ensure that
recent policy strides deliver enduring economic and environmental gains for the country.

Conclusion

Kazakhstan’s move toward renewables showcases the successes of its centralized auction
approach but also reveals the pitfalls of depending too heavily on state-backed PPAs. Recent
legal changes have tightened the rules for direct transactions, leaving corporate buyers with.
Few options for green electricity unless they share ownership ties with the generator and opt not
to use auction-based subsidies. Comparisons with the EU and China highlight the importance
of policy environments that support voluntary corporate purchases, include credible green
certification programs, and allow flexible pricing for unsubsidized power. Reforms that lift
affiliation requirements, introduce a nationally recognized green certificate scheme, and create
a standard contract framework would let Kazakhstan tap into the growing trend of corporate-
led renewables. These steps would boost legal certainty for investors, lower the government’s
costs for renewable expansion, and align the sector more closely with the country’s stated
decarbonization objectives. Future research stands to benefit from broader engagement with
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industrial users, financiers, and policymakers, aiming to pinpoint how best to implement these
proposals and investigate possible ripple effects in adjacent Central Asian markets. Establishing
a solid legal basis for Corporate PPAs thus presents a timely chance for Kazakhstan to cement
its rising status as a regional frontrunner in sustainable energy.
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O Bonpocax coBepLIEeHCTBOBAHUSA HOPMAaTUBHOIO PeryJIMpOBaHMA MCII0/Ib30BaHUSA
BO306GHOBJIAEMbIX MCTOYHUKOB 3HepruM B Pecny61uke Kazaxcran

AHHOTanus: /laHHOe HccJle/JoBaHUE MOCBSILIEHO BOIPOCAM COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUS 3aKOHOIATEIbHON
6a3bl Pecny6siku Kaszaxcrtan B cdepe BO30OHOBJIIEMOW 3HEPreTHKH, C OCOOBIM AKIIEHTOM Ha
KopriopaTuBHbIe corallleHUs1 0 3aKynkax 3jieKTpo3Hepruu (Corporate PPAs). AKTya/lbHOCTb TeMbl
006yC/I0BJIEHA CTPEMJIEHUEM CTPAHbI NMOBBICUTh JI0JII0 «3eJieHOW» 3HepreTuku Ao 15% k 2030 rogy
U MPOABUHYTHCS K YIJIEPOAHO-HEUTPAJIBbHON 3KOHOMHKE, YTO TpPebyeT OoJiee TMOKUX, PhIHOYHBIX
MexaHU3MOB. KittoueBasi 11eJ1b paboThl 3aKJ/1I04aeTCs B BbIIBJIEHUH OCHOBHbIX IPAaBOBbIX NPENSATCTBUH,
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3aTPYAHAKIIUX 3aK/JI0YeHUe aBTOHOMHbBIX COIVIAlleHHMH O 3aKyIKax, a Takke B GOpPMyJUPOBAHUHU
3aKOHOJaTe/JbHbIX peKOMeH/Jalui C y4eTOM MeXyHapOJAHOTO OIbITa, B YacTHOCTH ['epManuu u Kurad.

B xope ucciefoBaHUA NpoaHa/IM3MpOBaHa IpaBoBasg 0asa, peryJvpymoolias BO300OHOBJISIEMYIO
3HepreTUKy B Ka3axcTaHe, cak[ieHTOM Ha IpsAAMble IBYCTOPOHHME COTJIalleHUA MeXy NIPOU3BO/J-UTeNIMHU
«3eJIeHOW» 3HepPrMyM U KOpHOPaTHBHBIMU NOTPeOUTEeNsIMU. MeTo[0/10rM4ecKO OCHOBOM MOCJYKUJI
JIOKTPUHA/IbHbBIN (HOpMaTUBHBIN) aHA/IU3 JIeUCTBYIOLEr0 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA, @ TAKXKE CPABHUTEIbHbBIN
IIPaBOBOM IOAX0/| K IPAaKTHKe COIVIALIEeHU O 3aKyTKax B APYTUX OPUCAUKLUAX. [lo1ydeHHbIe pe3y/IbTaThl
CBU/IeTe/IbCTBYIOT O HAJIMYUU Psifia OTPaHUYeHUH: Y3KUU KPYT NOTeHMa/IbHbIX Y4aCTHUKOB, OTCYTCTBHUE
eJJMHbIX Ia6J0HOB JIOTOBOPOB, a TaKXKE HEBO3MOXKHOCTb YaCTUYHOI'O COBMELIEHHUS rOCyJapCTBEHHON
NOJJilep>KKU C KOpPIOpaTUBHBIMU 00s3aTeJbCTBAaMM IO 3aKynkaM. Kpome Toro, nogyepkuBaeTcs
He0o6X0ZMMOCTb BHeIpeHHsI HAallMOHAJIbHON CUCTEMBI «3eJIeHbIX» CepTUPUKATOB, pa3paboTKU THIOBbIX
JIOTOBOPOB, [lepecMOTpa LJeHOBbIX OTPAaHUYEHUH U pACIIMPEHUS BO3MOXXKHOCTEN NMPSMBIX KOHTPAKTOB
JJ1s HeadpdUINPOBaHHbIX KOMIAHUM. Ha ocHOBe JaHHBIX BBIBOAOB Ipe/JiaraloTcs LieJieBble IPaBOBble
Y UHCTUTYLMOHAJIbHBIE MEPBbI, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIHE PHUBJIEYEHUIO YACTHOI'0 KalMTasIa, YBEJUYEHHUIO JOJIU
BUD B aHeprob6asaHce U NpoABUKEHHIO JekapboHusanuu B Kazaxcrane. OxxupaeTcst, 4T0 3TU pePopMbl
YCUJIAT y4acTHe YaCTHOTO CEKTOpa U YCKOPAT NepeXoZ, K 6osiee yCTONYUBOM 3HepreTHKe.

KiloueBble cj10Ba: BO306GHOBJseMas 3HepreTuka, KoprnopaTuBHble PPA, 3akoHoJaTesbCTBO,
KasaxcTaH, npaBoBoe peryJiMpoBaHue, 3Hepromnepexos, «3eJéHble» cepTUPUKATHI.
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KaszakcTaH Pecnny6/1MKacbhIHAA )KaHAPThLIATBIH 9HEPrUs Ko3AepiH naiigaaaHnyabl HOpPMAaTHUBTIK
peTTeyai xKeTiIAipy MaceJiesiepi TypaJibl

Anpgartna: by 3eprtey Kasakctan Peciy6imkacbiHAaFbl 2KaHAPThIJIATBIH SHEPTUS KO3/lepiH AaMbl-
TyFa 6aFbITTA/IFaH 3aHHAMaJ/IbIK 6a3aHbl XKETUAIpY MacesiesiepiHe apHaaibl, acipece KoprnopaTUBTik
3JIEKTP 3HEPTHUSCBIH caThbill any Kesicimaepine (Corporate PPAs) 6ackiM/bIK Gepeni. TaKbIpbINTHIH
e3ekTiniri 2030 *KbliIFa Kapal «KacbLi» 3Heprus yiaeciH 15%-Fa fAediH apTThIpyFa KoHe KeMipTeKcis
3KOHOMMKaFa KeIIyre YMThLIybIHA OAWJIAHBICTBI, OYJ MKeMJi, HapblKKa OAaFbITTAJIFAH TEeTiKTepAi
Tajal eTefi. 3epTTeyAiH Herisri MakcaThbl — TAyeJICi3 CaThIIl aly KeJicCiMAepAiH »acajyblHa KeJepri
KeJITipeTiH Heri3ri KYKbIKTBIK TOCKaybLIJapAbl aHbIKTan, [epmanus meH Kpitaili Taxipubesnepi
Heri3iH/e 3aHHAaMaJIbIK YCbIHBICTApP YChIHY.

3eptTey 6GapbichiHAa KaszakcTaHAaFbl »KaHAPTHUIATBIH 3HEPreTHKa CaJlaChlHbIH, KYKbIKTBIK
peTTesyi KapacThIPbLI/Ibl, 6ACThI HAa3ap KaHAPTHLJIATBIH 3HEPTUs 6HAIPYIIiiepi MEH KOPIOPATHUBTIK
TYTBIHYLIbLJIAD apacbIH/JaFbl TiKeJel eKDKaKThl KeJiciMJepre ayaapbuiAbl. OJlicCHAMaJbIK Herisre
KOJIZIAHBICTAFbl 3aHHAMAaHbI IOKTPHUHAJIBIK (HOPMATUBTIK) Ta/IJay *)KOHE dJIEM/IiK CAThIII Ty KeJticiMiep
TIKipubeciHe CaMbICThIPMAaIbI-KYKbIKTBIK Ta/1Aay albIHAbL AJIBIHFAH HOTHKeJep OipKaTap lekTeyepai
alKbIH/AM OThIP: 9J1€YeTTi KAThICYIbLIAPAbIH IIEKTeyi, yArinik kesiciMiapTTap/piH 60/1Maybl, COHAAN-
aK MeMJIEKETTIK KoJiJayAbl KOPMOPATUBTIK caThlill aly MiHAETTeMeJepiMeH >KapThlIakl YIITACTbIPY
TeTiKTepiHiH *KOKTbIFbl. COHBIMEH KaTap «XKaCbLI» CepTUPUKATTAPAbIH YATTHIK KYHeCiH eHri3y, yarijiik
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KeJticiMIapTTapAbl 93ipJiey, 6aFa LieKTey/epiH KaliTa Kapay »koHe adduinupieHOereH KOMIaHusIap
YLIiH TikeJsiell KeJiciMIIapTTap MYMKIH/ITiH KEHEUTY KaKeTTiJiri atan eTisieni. Ocbl KOPbIThIHABLIAPFA
CylieHe OTBIPBII, XeKe KalmWuTaJl/[bl TapTyFa, SHEPTeTUKAJBIK TeHrepiMJeri *KaHapThlJIaTbIH 3HEPTUS
y/eciH kebelTyre xoHe KaszakcTaHmarbl JeKapOOHU3ALMSAHBI IrepijieTyre bIKNaJA eTeTiH MaKCaTThl
KYKBIKTBIK, K9He HWHCTUTYLMOHA/NABIK Llapajap YCbIHbLIAJbL. bya pedopmasap Keke CEeKTOP/bIH
GeJiceH1i KAaThICYbIH KYLIENTIN, OpHBIKThI 9HEepPTeTUKaFa KOIYAi xKele/eTe i el KyTiiei.

KinT ce3aep: »kaHapThblJIaThIH 3HEPreTUKA, KopnopaTuBTik PPA, 3aHHaMa, KazakcTaH, KYKbIKTBIK
peTTey, 3HepreTUKAJbIK aybICY, «KacblLI» cepTUdUKaTTap.
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