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In times of globalization, the main task in all countries is to formulate
and support the competitiveness of the private economic entities and na-
tional economies. Given the variety of market, criteria are considered, new
ways of improving domestic economic capacity of the country and increase
productivity. With each passing day, the demand for new products and new
production. Competitiveness — it is not only the value of the parameter and
the quality of industrial products, as well as innovation management and
investment activities. Regional ranking was based on the final score assigned
by the results of a comprehensive evaluation of four factors: economic de-
velopment, business climate, the human dimension, the SME survey. At the
end of 2014 in Astana, Almaty and Mangystau have become leaders com-
petitiveness rankings. Analysts Kazakh Forbes analyzed and compiled a list
of the regions and cities of national significance on economic indicators.

Thus, Astana has won first place among 16 regions of the country.
The experts noted that in a situation when economic growth slows and
it becomes a major investor in the state, Astana is a particularly interest-
ing place for business. “It is here that will take place Expo-2017 on the
organization of which Kazakhstan plans to spend about $ 3 billion (about
sequestration posts at the time of writing there was no ranking).

Key words: competitiveness, the organization competitiveness, prod-
uct, market, economic sector.

fanamaaHy >xaraaibliHaa GapAbIK, €AAEPAIH HEri3ri MiHAETI YATTbIK,
LLIAPYaLLbIABIK, MeH XXeKeAereH SKOHOMMKAAbIK, CyObeKTiAepAiH 6acekeaec
KabiAeTiH KaAbINTACTbIPY >XoHe KoAAay GOAbIN TabblAaabl. HapbIKTbIK,
TaAanTapAblH, epeKkLUeAiKTePiH eckepe OTbIPbIN, MEeMAEKEeTTIH illKi 3Ko-
HOMMKAAbIK, MYMKIHAIKTEPI MEH BHAIPICTIK axyaAblH OAQH apbl >KaKcapTy
MakcaTblHAQ >KaHa GarbiTTap GeArianeHyAe. OHAIPICTI XaHala KypyAbiH,
LLIbIFAPbIAATbIH OHIMAEPAIH CypaHbICbIH apTTbIPYAbIH, MaHbI3AbIAbIFbI Ad
apTyaa. bacekere KaGiAeTTIAIK — OHEPKACIMTIK OHIMHIH KYHAbBIK >KoHe
canaAblK, MapamMeTpAepiH faHa KaMTbiMai, COHAQM-aK, KOCIMOPbIH Kbi3-
METIHAEr MHBECTMUMS MEH WMHHOBALMSAbIK, 0acKapyfa, MEHEeAXMEHT
AEHreriHe TayeAAl >KaH-KakTbl yFbiM. PecriybAamrkasa MHAYCTPUAAAbI-
MHHOBALMSIABIK, CTPaTerns HerisiHAe, eHIPAEpAIH illiHAe OaceKkeAecTik
KabiAeTi XKoFapbl >kaHe 3KCropTka 6eliMAEAreH CeKTOPAApPAbl aHbIKTay
APKbIAbI, >KaATMbl OHIPAEPAIH AaMyblHA MHCTUTYLIMOHAAAbI KOAAQY Kepce-
Ty GYriH MEMAEKETTIH Heri3ri MakcaTbl GOAbIN OTbIp.

JKaAnbl anTkaHAQ, eA SKOHOMMKACBIH epre CYMpenTiH eAiMi3ae aAey-
METTIK-9KOHOMMKAABIK, >KaHFbIPTYAbIH 6acTbl 6afbiTbiHbIH Oipi — WMH-
AYCTPUSAAABIK-MHHOBALIMSABIK, AAQMY XaAbIKTbIH SAEYMETTIK >KafaalblH
JKakcapTyFa OH bIKMaAbIH TUMI3ETIHAIM akmKaT. Matepuasabl Kaaan 60A-
CbIH KOAAaHY Tek KaHa Alashainasy.kz ciatemecimen Gipre pykcar eTiaeai.

Tyiin ce3aep: 6aceke, kacinopbiH, 6acekere KabiAETTIAIK, OHIM,
HapblK, 93KOHOMMKAABIK, CaAa.

C Ka>KAbIM AHEM pacTeT CrpOoC Ha HOBble TOBApPbl M HA HOBblE MPOM3-
BOACTBA. KOHKYPEHTOCMOCOBGHOCTL — 3TO LEEHHOCTb M MapameTp He TOAb-
KO KayecTBa NMpPOM3BOACTBEHHbIX TOBAPOB, a Tak)Ke YrnpaBAeHMS MHHOBa-
UMMM M MHBECTMLMW B AEITEAbHOCTM opraHudaumu. PaHxxupoBaHue
PErnMoHOB MPOU3BOAMAOCH HAa OCHOBE MTOrOBbIX GAAAOB, MPUCBOEHHbIX
Mo pe3yAbTaTaM KOMIMAEKCHOM OLEeHKM YeTblpex (pakTOpOB: 3KOHOMUYeC-
Koe pasBuTHe, GM3HEC-KAMMAT, YeAoBeveckoe usmeperue, onpoc MCB.
Mo ntoram 2014 roaa, ActaHa, MaHrucray n AAMaTtbl CTaAM AMAEPaMM
pelTUHra KOHKYPEeHTOCMOCOOHOCTU. AHAaAMTUKM KasaxcTaHckoro Forbes
NMPOBEAM aHaAM3 U COCTABMAM CMMCOK OOAACTEN M FOPOAOB pecrny6-
AMKQHCKOrO 3HaYeHMs Mo 3KOHOMMYECKMM MOKa3aTeASIM.

Tak, AcTaHa 3aHsgAa nepBoe MecTo cpear 16 perMoHOB CTpaHbl. IKC-
nepTbl 3aMETUAM, UYTO B CUTyaLMM, KOTAQ POCT SKOHOMMKM 3aMeAAseT-
Csl, @ OCHOBHbIM MHBECTOPOM CTAHOBMTCS FOCYAQPCTBO, ACTaHa SBASET-
€Sl 0COOEHHO MHTEPECHBIM AAS GM3HECA MeCTOM. «MMeHHO 3aech ByaeT
npoxoauTb Expo-2017, Ha opraHm3aumio kotoporo KasaxcraH naaHmpyet
noTPaTUTbL MPUMEPHO $3 MAPA (COOOBLLEHUIT O CEKBECTPE HA MOMEHT MOA-
rOTOBKM PENTUHIa He BbIAO).

KAtoueBble cAOBa: KOHKYPEHTHOCTb, OpraHM3aums, KOHKYPeHTHOCMO-
COBHOCTb, MPOAYKT, PbIHOK, 3KOHOMMYECKAs OTPACAb.
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The Message of the President Nursultan Nazarbayev to people
of Kazakhstan noted that one of the main strategic interests of the
republic’s foreign policy is becoming one of the 50 most competitive
countries of the world and strengthen the country’s competitiveness
in international markets. Competitiveness issues occupy a special
place in the field of economic development, as they are one of the
conditions of industrial-innovative development and the liberaliza-
tion of foreign trade activities of the republic.

In modern conditions the competitiveness of the country is an in-
dication of the status and prospects of development of the economic
system, determines the nature of its participation in the international
division of labor, acts as a guarantor of economic security and the
ability to produce goods and services that satisfy the requirements of
the global market, the implementation of which runs on the welfare
of the population [1].

The article analyzes the competitiveness and innovation po-
tential of the economy of Kazakhstan based on global indices of
various international organizations. Showing the country’s achieve-
ments and weaknesses in these areas.

In the developed Strategic Plan of Development of Kazakhstan
till 2020 priority actions that create conditions for post-crisis de-
velopment of the country, focused on improving the business and
investment climate, strengthening the country’s financial system
and improving the efficiency of public administration. Qualitative
growth in the economy will be based on the physical infrastructure
modernization, human resource development and strengthening of
the institutional framework to facilitate accelerated industrial-inno-
vative development of the country. One of the strategic goals set by
the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan NA Nazarbayev, was
the country’s entry into the 50 most competitive countries with a
favorable business climate that allows to attract significant foreign
investments in non-primary sector of the economy.

According to the Global Competitiveness Report of the World
Economic Forum for 2012-2013, Kazakhstan took the 50th place
in the ranking of the most competitive countries of the world. The
Global Competitiveness Index of the World Economic Forum’s
ranking of countries in terms of the competitiveness of their econo-
mies by assessing 12 performance indicators. «Kazakhstan raised
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its rating on the 1 position and took the 50th place
in this year. The advantages of the country are a
flexible and efficient labor market (15) and a sta-
ble macroeconomic environment (23), while many
countries are not effective in these areas. The main
challenges for Kazakhstan are the areas of health
and primary education (97), the competitiveness of
companies (94), as well as potential potential for in-
novation (84) «[2].

It should be noted that this position is the best
in the history of Kazakhstan’s participation in the
ranking of the Global Competitiveness Index (GCI)
in 2005. Kazakhstan is the second result among the
CIS countries after Azerbaijan (39th place). Rus-

sia occupies 64th place, Georgia — 72th, Armenia
— 79th, Ukraine — 84th, Moldova — 89th, Kyrgyz
Republic -121th place. Tajikistan this year did not
submit their data.

Improving positions of Kazakhstan was ob-
served in most factors of competitiveness, however,
there was a decrease in some positions. The most
significant progress was noted by the factor of inno-
vative potential (84; 19), in which Kazakhstan has
improved its ranking by 19 positions. There have
been positive changes for items such as the Insti-
tutes (55; 11), financial market development (103,
12) and the market efficiency of goods and services
(56; 15).

Table 1 — Ranking of Kazakhstan in the Global Competitiveness Index for 2012-2013

Factors 2012 2013 Change
Overall rating of Kazakhstan 51 50 1
I.Group: General requirements 47 48 -1
Institutions 66 55 11
Infrastructure 67 62 5
Microeconomic environment 16 23 -7
Health and primary education 92 97 -5
IL.Factors efficiency 56 53 3
Higher education and training 58 54 4
Efficiency of the mgrket for goods 7 56 15
and services
Labor market efficiency 19 15 4
Financial market development 115 103 12
Technological readiness 55 57 2
Market size 55 54 1
II1.Group: Factors of innovative 104 87 17
development
The competitiveness of companies 9 94 5
Innovation potential 103 84 19

Since 2012, the Global Competitiveness Index
(GCI) Kazakhstan participates as countries with
economies in transition from the 2nd stage (stage of
effective development) to the 3rd stage of develop-
ment (stage of innovation development).

The total average rating of Kazakhstan is 4.41
(4.38 in 2012), which allows the country to stay in

the ranking between Italy (49) and Portugal (51).
For the fifth year in a row in the championship
ranking keeps Switzerland (1st place in the rating,
unchanged compared to the previous year). Three
most competitive countries of the world remains
unchanged. It — Switzerland (1), Singapore (2) and
Finland (3). In the 10 most competitive countries of
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the world dominated by European countries. Also
in the 10 are 3 Asian countries, including Singapore
is the second competitive country in the world, and
Hong Kong and Japan took seventh and ninth places,
respectively. This year for the first time the United
States improved its ranking, rising by 2 points in the

o1

el

last four years. It is important to note that the coun-
try’s best 10’s are characterized by a high level of
innovation and a strong institutional environment.

Comprehensive assessment of the level of de-
velopment of the innovation sphere in Kazakhstan
and some other countries is shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1 — The index of the level of innovation, 2013

Changes in the rating of innovative development of Kazakhstan for the period 2006-2014 years presented,

in Table 2

Table 2 — Changes in the rating of innovative development of Kazakhstan for the period 2006-2014 years

Years
Components
2006 2007 2008 2009 20010 2011 2012 2013 2014
Innovation potential 59 70 75 62 78 102 116 103 84
Ability to innovate - 62 64 50 50 75 101 92 74
Quality of the research | 5, 53 63 58 80 12 121 108 102
organization
Company costs forre- | 44 57 65 62 60 84 107 94 77
search and development
Cooperation of universi-
ties and business in re- 54 63 71 64 77 111 119 90 79
search and development
State procurement of
high-tech products 45 56 62 59 62 83 93 71 58
Availability of scien- | gq 100 98 83 74 91 106 104 98
tists and engineers
Patents per 1 million. | ¢4 67 83 72 85 81 81 65 67
people

As we can see from Table 2, Kazakhstan has
consistently improved its position in the ranking,
moving up consistently. Although it should be
noted that in the pre-crisis period of Kazakhstan on
the development of innovation was on 59 place in
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the ranking of 104 countries. In addition to these
indicators, also taken account of the boom and the
following innovation index components, such as:

— Technological innovation and the degree of
penetration,
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— Technological readiness,

— The introduction of technology at the
enterprise level,

— The prevalence of foreign technology licensing,

— As far as direct investments bring new
technologies to the country,

— The quality of science and mathematics
education,cooperation of universities and industry
in research and development,

—The quality of R & D institutions and scientific
and technical equipment,

— Protection of intellectual property, access to
venture capital

Ease of initiatives in business, the level of
administrative barriers. In addition to the WEF
rankings, there are other indices of innovative
development, in which Kazakhstan is also present.
The most famous in the world of theory and
practice of comparative analysis of the innovation
development of the countries are as follows:

The Global Innovation Index (Index, GII), which
is calculated by the analytical center of the Lausanne
business school INSEAD, Switzerland [3].

International BCG Innovation Index (Index
BCG, mff BCG), which is calculated by experts of
Boston Consulting Group, USA.

Innovation capacity index of international re-
search structure EFD -Global Consulting Network.

Innovation Index of the European innovation
scoreboard (Eigoreap Innovation Scoreboard Sum-
mary Innovation Index, SII).

The above indices differ in their components,
algorithm integration and scale of values of the in-
dicators. The most relevant and popular among the
experts is considered by the Global Innovation In-
dex INSEAD.

INSEAD Global Innovation Index is calculated
since 2007. The business school INSEAD experts.
The Global Innovation Index is composed of 80 dif-
ferent variables that describe in detail the innova-
tive development of countries at different levels of
economic development. The index is calculated as
a weighted sum of the scores of the two groups of
indicators:

Disposable resources and
innovation: Institutions;

— Human capital and research;

— Infrastructure;

— The development of the internal market;

— Business Development.

— Achieved practical results of the innovation
(Innovation Output):

— The development
knowledge-based economy;

conditions for

of technology and

The results of creative activity. Thus, the final
index is the ratio of costs and effects, allowing you
to objectively evaluate the effectiveness of efforts to
develop innovations in one country or another.

BCG International Innovation Index is
calculated in US according to the method of the
Boston Consulting Group. GII BCG index includes
six sub-indices:

— Fiscal Policy;

Other policies (education policy, trade policy,
regulatory policy, intellectual property policy,
immigration policy, infrastructure policy).

— Other policies (education policy, trade policy,
regulatory policy, intellectual sobstven—nosti policy,
immigration policy, in the infra-structure of the
policy);

— innovative environment (public education,
quality of the workforce, quality of infrastructure,
the business environment);

—R & Dresults (R & D investments, publications
and knowledge transfer, etc.);

— Business performance (high-tech exports,
productivity);

— The impact of innovation on society.

The focus of the BCG model focuses on the
cash flow of the organization, which is sent either to
conduct transactions in a particular business area, or
arises as a result of such operations.

It is believed that the level of income, and
cash flow is in a very strong function of the rate of
market growth and relative share of the organization
in this market. The rate of growth of the business
organization determine the pace at which the
organization will use the money cash [4].

The BCG model basic business objectives of
the organization suggests the growth rate of profits
and the masses. At the same set of allowed strategic
decisions as to how to achieve these goals, limited
to four options:

— Increasing the share of business organization
in the market.

— The struggle for the preservation of the share
of the business organization in the market

— Maximum use of the organization of business
position in the market.

— Exemption from this type of business.

These decisions suggest that BCG model
depends on the type of business organization in
the strategic space. Currently, an international
innovation index company no longer expects to
focusing on a model calculation of the Index’s top
50 innovative companies.

Index of innovative features (Innovation
Capacity Index, ICI) calculated an international
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research structure EFD — Global Network. The
calculation uses the following indicators: indicators
on innovation expenditures, product innovation, its
own means of financing innovation, new technology
and education personnel. ICI index includes five
sub-indices with variable 61:

— human capital, training and social integration;

— Institutional environment;

— Use of IT (information technology);

— R & D (research and development);

— legal framework.

— European Innovation scoreboard Index —
Innovation Union Scoreboard (IUS)

At the beginning of the 2000s as part of a
Eurobarometer poll, conducted by the European
Commission, was carried out an additional survey
Innobarometr, the results of which have been issued
in the form of the corresponding report. In the
future, this survey has become an annual event. In
2010, Inna Barometer was dedicated to innovation
in the public sector and was conducted among 4000
European public organizations. The results showed
that the organizational and process innovations are
gaining more and more widespread in government
agencies, that is embodied in simplifying customer
access to information, better quality to meet their
needs, as well as the improvement of the working
conditions of civil servants.

The methodology of calculation of these indices
improved every year, and is reflected in the annual
report entitled “Scoreboard innovative achievements
of the European Union (Eigoreap shpouaiop
Scoreboard)”. 2010 in connection with the advent of
the European Union initiative “Innovation Union”,
which aims to increase innovation activity of the EU
economy by 2014 and envisages the creation of a
single European Research Area report was named
“Innovation Union Scoreboard”.

This study was carried out to identify the threats
and opportunities in the sphere of innovations for
certain regions and countries. Under the innovation
in the economic sense, the European Commission’s
experts understand the successful implementation
of ideas in the market or improved product,
process or service. Following this interpretation,
the comparison of the innovation capacity of
States regarded as a comparison of specific criteria
for defining the innovative base of innovative
activity (quantitative characteristics), innovative
development (qualitative characteristics).

In 2009, the innovative development index is
calculated on 29 indicators, however, in the report
for the year 2010 their number was reduced to
25 indicators that better cover the development

ISSN 1563-0358

of the national innovation system.. At the same
time 19 indicators were collected were combined
and developed 5 new from the previous report, 2
indicators.

The report (the IUS) state also differentiated
by average annual growth in the innovative
development of the five-year period (this is made
corresponding matrix).

As we can see, these indices are complex
hierarchical measuring systems. A comparison
of these indices also shows that these indices are
different set of blocks, the content and the number
of variables, the algorithm information integration
and scale of values of the indices, making it difficult
to compare the results of measurement of innovation
development of countries, particularly Kazakhstan.
Let us consider in detail the index from INSEAD.

International Business School the INSEAD,
Cornell University (Cornell University), and the
World Intellectual Property Organization (World
Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO) presented
an analytical report «Global Innovation Index
2013» (Global Innovation Index 2013), in which
Kazakhstan on the level of innovation has taken 84
place among the 142 countries of the world. It should
be noted, despite the differences in the methods of
calculating ratings, GIK WEF in 2013 Kazakhstan is
also on the 84 place on the innovation potential [5].

This research holds INSEAD since 2007, and
currently it is the most comprehensive set of indi-
cators of innovation development in different coun-
tries of the world. In 2013, the study covers 142
countries, which together produce 98.7% of world
GDP and are home to 94.9% of the global popula-
tion. The Global Innovation Index is composed of
80 different variables that describe in detail the in-
novative development of countries at different lev-
els of economic development. The study’s authors
believe that the success of the economy is linked as
with the presence of the innovation potential and the
conditions for its implementation. Therefore, the in-
dex is calculated as a weighted sum of the scores of
the two groups of indicators

— the resources and conditions for innovation:

— Achieved practical results of the innovation
(InnovationOutput):

The final index is the weighted average cost ratio
and the effect that makes it possible to objectively
evaluate the effectiveness of efforts to promote
innovation on a global scale. Also, given the index
of efficiency of innovations, which is calculated as
the ratio between the cost of innovation subindex
subindex and effect (results) innovation. This, the
rating of the global innovation index (GII) INSEAD
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represented by four major evaluations — the overall
index, the two sub-indices and the index of the ef-
fectiveness of innovation.

The analysis shows that the top ten world lead-
ers in the field of innovation has not changed com-
pared to the previous year.

Table 3 — countries — participants rated INSEAD, the sample for 2013-2014

E)(itla ég)c j)rifl (O:Flo 8?)1) S/ci(r)lrfhe Sub-index Tshlfb?gzztx(/)f Sub-index Th.e effect of

Country the ranking ranking costs/ place place costs/ place sub-index/ place

2013 2014 2013 2014 2013 2014
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Switzerland 68.2 1 66.59 1 68.0 4 68.5 1 66.52 7 66.65 1
Sweden 64.8 2 61.36 2 68.8 3 60.7 2 67.86 5 54.86 3
Singapore 63.5 3 59.41 8 74.9 1 52.0 11 72.27 1 46.56 18
Finland 61.8 4 59.51 6 67.5 6 56.1 5 66.67 6 52.35 8
Klljrfgzii)(in 61.2 5 61.25 3 68.0 5 54.5 6 68.50 4 54.30 4
Netherlands 60.5 6 61.14 4 62.9 15 58.2 3 64.18 10 | 58.09 2
Denmark 59.9 7 58.34 9 67.4 8 52.5 9 66.34 8 50.35 14
Hong Kong 58.7 8 59.43 7 72.0 2 45.5 25 70.65 2 48.21 15
Ireland 58.7 9 5791 10 67.4 7 49.9 14 64.09 12 | 51.73 11
USA 57.7 10 60.35 5 66.3 9 49.1 16 69.19 3 51.42 12
Kazakhstan 319 84 32.73 84 414 67 22.4 105 49.72 69 | 24.73 10
Russia 37.9 51 37.2 62 42.0 60 33.8 49 43.77 52 | 30.62 72
Latvia 47.0 30 45.24 33 51.4 36 42.6 27 51.107 | 33 | 39.37 37
Source: compiled by the authors based on the report data INSEAD, 2014

In the ranking of countries in terms of innovation
capabilities and results continue to lead Switzerland.
It is followed by Sweden, the United Kingdom, the
Netherlands, United States, Finland, Hong Kong,
Singapore, Denmark and Ireland.

Indicators Sweden and Switzerland indicate
that both countries occupy a leading position in all
the criteria of the Index, consistently getting into
the list of 25 countries with the best performance.
United Kingdom demonstrates a well balanced
performance in innovation (taking fourth place as a
cost, and the results of innovative activities), despite
the relatively low growth of labor productivity. The
United States, which still enjoy preimuschest—vami
its powerful educational base (this applies in
particular to the leading universities), significantly
increased the cost of software development and
employment in knowledge-intensive industries. The

last time the United States entered the top five in
2009, when they occupied the first place.

The countries with the best indicators of the
level of innovation demonstrated remarkable
stability, experts say. If you look at the top 25
countries in terms of innovation, the rankings show
that some states are changing their place within their
respective groups, but none of them did not leave the
group. This can be explained, among other things,
the fact that successful innovation leads to a kind
of vicious circle: on reaching a certain critical level
of investment attracted investment, talent attracts
talent, innovations and generate innovation.

According to the study, there is a new dynamics
of innovation in the world, despite the persistence
of deep inequalities and sustainable in this area
between the various countries and regions. The
most significant innovation gap exists between
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the countries are at different stages of economic
development. On average, countries with high
income per capita is much ahead of the country
with lower income to all innovative options.
There remains a profound inequality in the field of
innovation between different geographical regions,
especially if we compare the average high-income
countries to that of countries in other regions of
the world, such as Africa and many parts of Asia
and Latin America. European countries continue
to develop at different rates, leading innovation
countries of Northern and Western Europe, they
are catching up with Eastern European and Baltic
countries, and smaller than those of the country of
Southern Europe.

When comparing the overall performance of a
global index of innovation and the level of GDP
per capita, the report is divided into three groups
of states:

The first group of «innovation leaders» includes
countries with high income, such as Switzerland,
the Scandinavian countries, Singapore, Britain, the
Netherlands, Hong Kong, Ireland, the United States,
Luxembourg, Canada, New Zealand, Germany,
Malta, Israel, Estonia, Belgium, South Korea,
France, Japan, Slovenia, Czech Republic and
Hungary. These countries have successfully built
an innovative ecosystem in which the investment in
human capital thrive in fertile and stable innovation
infrastructure, creating favorable conditions for
increasing the level of knowledge, technology
improvement and development of creativity.

The second group of “innovators, students” in-
cludes countries with an average level of income,
such as Latvia, Malaysia, China, Montenegro, Ser-
bia, Moldova, Jordan, Ukraine, India, Mongolia,
Armenia, Georgia, Namibia, Viet Nam, Swaziland,

Paraguay, Ghana and the Senegal. Because of the
low-income group includes Kenya and Zimbabwe.
This group of countries with medium and low in-
come show growth of innovative achievements by
improving the institutional framework, training the
workforce, improve the innovative infra-structure
of deep integration with the global financial and
other markets, and the development of the busi-
ness community, even if progress in these dimen-
sions are not It is uniform across all segments in
the country.

The third group of “laggards” includes countries
characterized by the weakness of their innovation
systems. In this group of countries can be found
both in high and middle-income countries.

This year Russia took the 62 place in the gen-
eral rankings, between Jordan (61) and Mexico (63),
losing just 11 positions. Among the BRIC countries,
Russia ranks second after China (35th place), but if
the trend continues, the other two countries in this
group may soon get around to it in the ranking —
Brazil already has 64 and India — 66th place.

Among the CIS countries Russia ranks third
after Moldova (45) and Armenia (59). According
to the report, the strengths of Russia related to the
quality of human capital (33 place), business devel-
opment (43), the development of knowledge (48),
and infrastructure (49). Hinders the development of
innovations imperfect institutions (87th place), low
levels of development of the internal market (74)
and the results of creative activity (101).

Which group includes Kazakhstan in this rank-
ing? Despite the complexity of the calculations, Ka-
zakhstan with an average level of income is surely
among the second group of “students-innovators”,
although the index of efficiency of innovations in
2013, we were on the 126-th place. (Table 4)

Table 4 — Changes in Kazakhstan’s rating indicators of the Global Innovation Index 2008-2014

Years Place ::Iltll(liengverall Points Efficiency rating Points

2008 61 2.45 - -
2009/2010 72 2.85 - -
2010/2011 63 3.05 77 -
2011/2012* 84 30.32 112 0.52
2012/2013 83 319 131 0.54
2013/2014 84 32.7 126 0.6

*Note: from 2012 scores have changed because of the complexity of the index calculation methodology
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Retrospective data on the index of INSEAD for
the years 2008-2014 shows clearly improved balanced
scorecard, but the ranking of the country has worsened
— with 61 seats Kazakhstan dropped to 84th place [6].
In addition, Kazakhstan should strive to improve the ef-
ficiency index of innovation, as it shows the country in
which innovative ideas are better translated into practi-
cal results. Thus, despite the fact that while a number
of indicators, our country can not substantially move
up in the global ranking, Kazakhstan still has every
chance to enter into the world elite of technology in
the next two decades. Formation of innovative activity
will allow Kazakhstan to use a powerful intellectual
potential to change the raw material orientation of the
economy and accelerate socio-economic development
in general.

Specifics of economic development of
Kazakhstan’s economy shows that the main
directions of formation of competitive economy of
the country should be:

— the development of infrastructure and
economic regulation mechanisms;

— the formation of scientific-technical and
innovative production capacity;

— creation of an effective management system,;

— encourage the development of high-tech and
service industries;

— the development and effective use of human
potential.

Each area is characterized by a certain
group of factors that influence the formation of
competitiveness.
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