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Abstract

Corruption remains one of the most critical challenges hindering socio-economic development worldwide. Its
effects are complex and far-reaching, weakening state institutions, eroding public trust, distorting resource allocation, and
exacerbating social inequality. This phenomenon negatively impacts both individual quality of life and the broader
trajectory of national development.

The socio-economic consequences of corruption manifest at multiple levels. At the micro-level, it contributes to
increased poverty and inequality, as well as the deterioration of essential public services such as healthcare and education.
At the macro level, corruption undermines national competitiveness, reduces foreign and domestic investment, impedes
innovation, and leads to the inefficient use of public funds.

This study examines the multifaceted impact of corruption on society and the economy, with a particular focus on
the Republic of Kazakhstan. Despite ongoing reforms and modernization efforts, corruption remains a serious obstacle to
strengthening institutions, improving governance, and achieving sustainable economic growth. The legacy of the Soviet
administrative system and the complexities of transitioning to a market economy have created structural conditions that
facilitate corrupt practices. These issues are common across post-Soviet states, but they are particularly evident in
Kazakhstan.

In the Kazakhstani context, corruption hampers infrastructure development, diminishes the quality of public
services, and reinforces social stratification. As a result, public confidence in government institutions is weakened, while
long-term development prospects are curtailed. The inefficient allocation of state resources, limited innovation, and
declining investment attractiveness collectively contribute to stagnation in living standards and reduced social mobility.

This research aims to analyze the socio-economic implications of corruption in Kazakhstan, identify key drivers
behind its persistence, and assess its broader effects on national progress. The findings are intended to inform future anti-
corruption strategies and support the development of more transparent and accountable governance.

Keywords: corruption, damage of corruption, public service, impact of corruption on the economy, impact of
corruption on the social sector.

Introduction

The socio-economic consequences of corruption remain a key concern for ensuring the stable and
sustainable development of any state, and the Republic of Kazakhstan is no exception. In recent years, this
problem has attracted increasing attention from both government bodies and international organizations such
as the OECD, GRECO, the World Bank, Transparency International, and the United Nations Development
Programme.

Despite efforts to combat corruption, it remains a significant barrier to the country's development.

Corruption in Kazakhstan hinders economic growth, redistributes public resources in favor of narrow
interest groups, degrades the quality of services provided to citizens, and deepens social inequality. The socio-
economic consequences of corruption include reduced public administration efficiency, increased poverty,
inequality in access to social goods, and heightened social tension.

The relevance of researching this topic lies in the fact that Kazakhstan, as a developing country with a
transition economy, faces unique challenges stemming from historical and cultural factors inherent to post-
Soviet society. Corruption-related issues have a serious impact on economic growth, social stability, and the
relationship between citizens and state institutions. Therefore, it is crucial to conduct in-depth research into
the impact of corruption on Kazakhstan's socio-economic development, identify the specific nature of these
consequences, and develop effective methods to mitigate them.

Issues of combating corruption and assessing its socio-economic consequences are widely addressed in
the works of both foreign and domestic researchers. A significant contribution to the study of corruption in the
Republic of Kazakhstan has been made by Kazakhstani scholars and practitioners such as M.S.Narikbayev,
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S.F.Udartsev, Zh.K.Kusainov, A.B.Baimenov, M.A.Sarsenbayev, and G.K. Nurpeisova, as well as analytical
centers operating within government institutions.

In the works of Kazakhstani authors, corruption is examined as a systemic problem in a transitional
society, associated with institutional weakness, imperfections in legal regulation, distortions in administrative
culture, and insufficient public oversight. Thus, M.S.Narikbayev emphasizes the importance of fostering an
anti-corruption legal culture and strengthening the rule of law as key prerequisites for the sustainable
development of the state. S.F.Udartsev, in turn, focuses on the constitutional and legal aspects of combating
corruption and highlights the role of democratic institutions in reducing corruption risks.

Understanding the mechanisms and consequences of corruption at the societal and economic levels will
allow for the development of more targeted and effective anti-corruption strategies, improve the quality of life
for citizens, and increase trust in state institutions, all of which are particularly important for the continued
sustainable development of the country.

Corruption is a pressing issue not only for certain countries but for nations

Currently, although the model of public administration has been renewed and new mechanisms for
combating corruption have been developed, new forms of corruption are emerging day by day within the
framework of globalization policies and global transnational economic partnerships [1].

A set of measures aimed at eradicating corruption has been implemented since ancient times. However,
despite improvements in legislation and working conditions in contemporary society, this epidemic persists. It
is essential to view corruption not only through the lens of public administration and economics but also as a
social phenomenon. Corruption is a testament to the perpetual imperfection of human nature [2].

According to information from the United Nations, the annual global amount of bribes totals one trillion
US dollars. As a result of this offense, the economies of countries around the world lose approximately 2.6
trillion US dollars each year. This figure, in turn, represents 5% of the global gross domestic product [3].

In the Republic of Kazakhstan, the damage caused by corruption incidents has exceeded 92 billion tenge
over the past six years [4]. This amount represents the total of direct damages; in addition to direct harm,
incidents of corruption also result in economic and social indirect damages [5]. The amount of indirect
damages is likely to be several times greater than that of direct damages. However, the tools for calculating
and assessing indirect harm are not functioning within the public administration apparatus.

The socio-economic consequences of corruption are an important topic attracting the attention of many
scholars, economists, and political scientists. Among the authors who have studied the impact of corruption
on society and the economy, the following can be highlighted:

Adam Smith, an economist, studied the impact of corruption on economic development. In his works,
he demonstrates how corruption leads to a decrease in investment, the deterioration of public services, and the
slowdown of economic growth, particularly in countries with transition economies [6].

Richard Thaler, a professor of economics, explored how corruption affects social inequality and the
quality of public governance. His works emphasize that corruption can create barriers to the development of
democracy and undermine citizens' trust in state institutions [7].

Roger Garrison investigated the role of corruption in reducing economic efficiency and the development
of the shadow sector. They concluded that corruption leads to inefficient resource redistribution and acts as a
barrier to long-term sustainable economic growth [8].

Daron Acemoglu, an economist and co-author of the book Why Nations Fail, researched the impact of
corruption on the economic development of India and China. In his analysis, he found that high levels of
corruption are associated with slower economic growth. When governments are susceptible to corruption,
investment in critical sectors such as infrastructure and education decreases, negatively affecting long-term
development prospects [9].

In her work "Corruption in Public Procurement: Causes, Consequences, and Cures," Tina Sgreide
examines corruption in the procurement of goods and services. While the focus is on bureaucratic
administration, the analysis also addresses the political dimension. The author examines three key aspects of
procurement-related corruption. The first aspect deals with the problems arising from the widespread nature
of this type of corruption. The second focuses on the mechanisms through which this illicit activity is carried
out. The third aspect discusses practical strategies for combating corruption. Special attention is given to issues
of accountability and the regulation of private companies, with an emphasis on the importance of political
commitment as a crucial condition for the successful implementation of reforms [10].

In the research by Joras Ferwerda, loana Deleanu, and Brigitte Unger (Corruption in Public
Procurement: Finding the Right Indicators), the focus is placed on preventive measures. Based on data from
criminal investigations, several corruption indicators in public procurement have been proposed, which are
considered potentially viable risk indicators.
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However, the question arises. how effective are these indicators when only corrupt procurements are
analyzed? Using data from 192 public procurement cases, 96 of which were associated with corruption and 96
were not, the study focuses on identifying the most significant indicators of corruption risk.

The results show that only a few of the proposed indicators are strongly linked to corruption, with eight
of them—such as large tenders, lack of transparency, and collusion among participants—most accurately
predicting the likelihood of corruption. The study also successfully addresses one of the challenging tasks in
criminological research: selecting a representative sample, making the findings a valuable tool for improving
corruption detection, enhancing investigations, and reducing corruption risks [11].

The role of public procurement during the pandemic is examined in the research by Eva Thomann,
Federica Marconi, and Asya Zhelyazkova. In their works, they emphasize that, in the context of the global
COVID-19 crisis, procurement became a key tool for responding to emergencies.

The authors highlight that while public procurement plays a critical role in effective crisis response, it
remains vulnerable to corruption. During the COVID-19 pandemic, procurement norms were significantly
simplified to ensure the rapid supply of medical equipment. However, these changes increased corruption risks,
requiring careful attention. The article investigates the impact of crisis regulatory measures on corruption risks
and perceptions, as well as changes in the interaction between the state and businesses and in the procurement
regulatory environment.

A comparative analysis is conducted using data from legal studies, contract data, and surveys of public
administrations (N = 445) and businesses (N = 175) in Italy and Germany. Surprisingly, objective corruption
risks increased similarly in both countries. Key factors in the perception of corruption were the low
competitiveness of procedures, unclear regulatory requirements, and the politicization of bureaucracy. To
prevent inefficiencies and loss of public trust, crisis regulations should establish clear, transparent rules that
support competitive procedures and maintain the independence of bureaucratic institutions [12].

According to authors Michela Gnaldi and Simone Del Sarto, crisis periods create favorable conditions
for corruption due to weakened regulatory frameworks, reduced oversight, and rapid increases in funding
volumes. Public procurement systems are particularly vulnerable to corruption risks during such times, as they
play a central role in implementing crisis response measures.

In their work, the authors present a carefully selected set of indicators signaling corruption risks in crisis
conditions, along with a framework for their analysis and calculation. This approach uses temporal disruptions
caused by crisis circumstances to statistically identify companies or public contractors with varying levels of
risk. The proposed framework accounts for the variability and scale of corruption threats associated with crises
and provides effective mechanisms for mitigating them [13].

Dr. Peter Adoko Obicci argues that political practices and the functioning of bureaucracy under
conditions of corruption determine the effectiveness of public procurement implementation in a given context.
However, empirical research in this area remains insufficient. This work analyzes the interactions among
politics, bureaucracy, and corruption in the public procurement process, identifies existing issues, and proposes
potential solutions grounded in Weberian and game-theoretic frameworks in the context of developing
economies.

The study is based on a thorough analysis of existing literature and relevant sources, which were
reviewed and adapted to achieve the research objectives. The main argument is that public procurement in
developing countries becomes less effective and fails to ensure an optimal price-quality ratio due to the
intertwining of politics, bureaucracy, and corruption. Politicians and officials in these countries are heavily
reliant on corrupt mechanisms, which leads to public dissatisfaction and hinders the effective implementation
of procurement processes.

Based on the analysis, the author concludes that limiting corruption channels, especially those affecting
procurement operations and activities, can improve conditions in developing economies. Additionally,
adapting international experience and best practices in the context of globalization is recommended to enhance
the effectiveness of public procurement [14].

Robert Klitgaard, a political scientist who developed the corruption formula, studied how corrupt
government processes contribute to increased inequality between the rich and the poor. He noted that this is
linked to limited access to resources for low-income citizens and the insufficient participation of these groups
in political decision-making processes influenced by corrupt officials [15].

In her scholarly work, Alina Rocha Menocal notes that corruption undermines the institutional
foundations of sustainable development and negatively affects social stability and democratic processes. She
emphasizes that corruption becomes an obstacle to effective governance, deepens inequality, and limits
citizens' opportunities to participate in decision-making [16].
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Additionally, the Anti-Corruption Research Center (ARC) and other international organizations, such
as the World Bank and the UN Development Programme (UNDP), regularly publish studies on the impact of
corruption on the economy and social stability. These organizations examine how corruption affects citizens'
trust in government institutions, poverty levels, and access to education and healthcare.

Thus, most authors working on corruption agree that it has a multifaceted impact on society and the
economy, reducing the efficiency of public governance, deteriorating the quality of social services, and
hindering social and economic development.

Direct damages resulting from corruption crimes refer to the financial and property losses incurred by
the state budget as a result of illegal activities. Examples of such situations include the abuse or misuse of
official powers by public officials, illegal involvement in entrepreneurial activities, bribery, and embezzlement
of state property.

According to the author's concept, indirect damages resulting from corruption crimes refer to the
disruption or cessation of the operational system within a particular field due to illegal activities concerning
the allocated material assets aimed at solving a specific problem.

In the Republic of Kazakhstan, records are kept of the types of corruption offenses, the officials who
commit them, and information on direct damages and their recovery. This accounting is carried out by the
Committee on Legal Statistics and Special Accounting of the General Prosecutor's Office of the Republic of
Kazakhstan.

Additionally, while there is a wealth of research in the academic world on the direct harms of corruption
in our country, very few researchers study the indirect consequences of these crimes, and the topic remains
largely unexplored.

Materials and methods of research

The object of the study is the socio-economic consequences of corruption in the Republic of Kazakhstan,
as well as the activities of state bodies and public organizations in the field of anti-corruption. The object
covers both direct manifestations of corruption, affecting the efficiency of public administration and the quality
of public services, and indirect consequences, including social inequality, reduced public trust in state
institutions, and limitations on the country’s investment attractiveness.

The empirical basis of the study is content analysis, a process of systematically collecting specific
information related to the topic under investigation, which is crucial for gaining a deep understanding. The
study allows monitoring the representation of various perspectives on the consequences of corruption through
the analysis of official documents, media publications, and public opinion. The results of the content analysis
reveal the problem's objective nature [17].

The normative-legal framework includes the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the laws of
the Republic of Kazakhstan, Government resolutions, and national reports on anti-corruption efforts. The use
of this method enables the identification of effective ways to implement preventive anti-corruption measures
and to assess the roles and responsibilities of public organizations and state institutions.

In addition, the study employed quantitative research methods. Within this approach, data collection,
processing, analysis, and summarization were carried out. The data for the study were obtained from the
official portal of the Committee on Legal Statistics and Special Accounting of the General Prosecutor’s Office
of the Republic of Kazakhstan (qamqor.gov.kz), national anti-corruption reports, foreign scientific journals,
and books.

The article demonstrates that qualitative research provides definitions and descriptions of the harms
caused by corruption. At the same time, quantitative methods examine the frequency and scale of these harms,
as well as the prerequisites and measures related to corruption [18]. During data analysis, descriptive and
inferential statistics were processed, and the author also conducted correlation and regression analyses. The
analysis is interpreted in the main and concluding sections of the article.

The comprehensive approach, combining content analysis, quantitative methods, and normative-legal
analysis, allows corruption to be studied as a social, economic, and legal phenomenon, ensuring the
completeness and reliability of the research findings.

Results and discussion

Corruption adversely affects not only the proper functioning of the state apparatus but also the socio-
economic relationships within society, public trust in state institutions, the state's reputation on the global stage,
and investor interests.

The Indirect Effects of Corruption on Socio-Economic Relationships in Society.

1. Causes Social Inequality. In an environment rife with corruption, trust in fair competition diminishes.
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2. Hinders Property Declaration. When members of the public see or hear that representatives of large
businesses evade taxes through bribery, they may also choose not to declare their own property to avoid taxes
or may register their assets in the names of individuals who receive state benefits.

3. Reduces Public Trust in Power Institutions. There is a decline in public trust in government
institutions, leading to doubts about the legality of their decisions.

4. Increases Corruption in Law Enforcement Agencies. When corruption proliferates within law
enforcement agencies, it can increase the number of organized crime groups and pave the way for collaboration
between these two entities [19].

However, there is no specific formula for calculating the indirect damages resulting from corruption
offenses globally. This is because corruption cases are unique and possess distinct characteristics, and their
impact can vary across individuals within society.

According to the author's concept, the damages resulting from corruption can be scientifically classified
into the following groups.

Damage of corruption

Direct damage Indirect damage

Damage to an

Damage to the state Damage to society

individual

Figure 1 - Types of damage caused by corruption
Note: complied by the authors

Direct Damages of Corruption refer to material losses that have been embezzled from the state budget
or have not reached the budget due to corrupt offenses.

Indirect Damages arise from illegal activities concerning allocated material assets aimed at solving a
specific problem, resulting in the disruption or cessation of operations within that sector.

Based on the findings of the qualitative research presented in the article, indirect damages can be
classified into three groups..

1. Indirect Damages to the State and Power Institutions. These damages lead to ineffective changes in
the state's current or strategic plans.

2. Indirect Damages to Society. The embezzlement or misappropriation of material assets allocated
from state institutions or other financial sources to address pressing social issues, or the poor resolution of
these issues through corrupt practices, contributes to a decline in public trust in government institutions. A
decrease in public trust in government bodies can lead to political instability, which, in turn, can trigger a series
of actions that harm national security.

Individual harm due to corruption. This is particularly evident in the judicial and law enforcement
sectors. Criminals can evade imprisonment through bribery, and victims may be unable to fully defend their
rights as a result. Corruption typically involves a collusion between two parties that leads to the violation of
existing laws. By analyzing the diagram, one can identify the indirect harm caused by certain types of crimes,
in addition to the direct damage.

Corruption-related crimes, such as embezzlement and property misappropriation, have a significant
economic impact on the state and government institutions. The obtaining of permits from state regulatory
bodies through bribery inflicts indirect harm on society. For example, an individual who acquires a driver's
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license through bribery represents a potential danger to society. Similarly, a diploma obtained through bribery
may lead to a lack of qualifications among educators, posing a threat to future generations.

The Most Common Types of Corruption Crimes
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Figure 2 - The Most Common Types of Corruption Crimes
Note: complied by authors based on National anti-corruption report for 2023

A positive trend has been observed in the reduction of bribery cases among government officials and
those equated to them. However, 2,797 cases of bribery have been registered among these categories of
individuals in the last five years. Despite widespread promotion of the ideology of morality and zero tolerance
for corruption in society and among public servants, the continued high number of bribery cases is concerning.
Over the past two years, around 14,000 events have been held across the country to promote moral ideology.
This area requires further in-depth study, and the author intends to continue exploring this topic in subsequent
articles.

Corruption Crimes/Established Damage (million tenge)
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Figure 3 - The Most Common Types of Corruption Crimes
- Registered Corruption Crimes and Damages from Completed Corruption Cases (million KZT)
Note: complied by authors based on open data from legal statistics Republic of Kazakhstan — gamqor.gov.kz

According to the legal statistics provided by the Committee on Legal Statistics and Special Accounting
of the Prosecutor General's Office of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the number of corruption crimes has
decreased by 30% compared to 2019, or by 683 cases (from 2,375 in 2019 to 1,692 in 2023).

However, the trend over the past three years has been stable, with no sharp changes. On average, we can
observe about 1,700 registered crimes.
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As indicated in the second diagram, while the number of corruption crimes has decreased, the direct
damage to the state has increased. The amount of damage identified in 2023 is greater than the total damage
identified over the previous five years. We can also see from the third diagram that the average amount of
damage per registered corruption crime has increased. In 2018, the average direct damage to the state from a
single corruption offense was 1.4 million tenge, whereas last year, a single corruption crime caused direct
damage of 30.1 million tenge to the state.

Russian scholar Professor M. Drugov, in his research, discusses the increase in direct damage corruption
causes to the state and suggests that this may lead to the elimination of all risks and the tightening of laws to
combat corruption within government institutions. The scholar uses the example of the procurement processes
in the Russian Federation.

He notes that Russia’s procurement processes are more complex compared to those in other countries,
as everything is monitored, checked, and reported. This complexity arises from Russia's underdeveloped anti-
corruption culture. As a result of stricter laws, requirements have become more stringent. These requirements
are perceived as obstacles by the business community, leading to more individuals seeking to circumvent them.

However, the strictness of the law and oversight of all processes prevent public officials from making
favorable decisions in response to small bribes from participants in government procurement who do not
comply with legal requirements. Consequently, this leads to an increase in the value of bribes [20].

From this perspective, analyzing the data allows us to conclude that while petty corruption has decreased
in our country, high-level corruption or political corruption has increased.

Average Damage Amount per Corruption Offense in
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Figure 4 - Average Damage Amount from Each Registered Corruption Crime (million KZT)
Note: complied by authors based on open data from legal statistics Republic of Kazakhstan —
gamgor.gov.kz

Conclusion

Corruption remains one of the most pressing and systemic issues hindering Kazakhstan’s socio-
economic development. Throughout this work, it became clear that direct and indirect forms of corruption are
closely interconnected, with their consequences often overlapping. There is no need to contrast them in terms
of the degree of harm they cause — what matters is understanding that each manifestation of corruption triggers
a chain of negative processes that affect various areas of public life.

The most effective mechanism for combating corruption, as evidenced by both international and
Kazakhstani experience, lies not only in stricter control measures but also in fostering a strong culture of
integrity — among civil servants and within society at large. It is worth emphasizing that reducing corruption
to purely economic losses is insufficient: the problem runs much deeper, and its social consequences are often
even more destructive.

The data reviewed confirms that corruption leads to inefficient use of budgetary resources, lower quality
of implemented projects, and a decline in public trust toward state institutions. What is particularly concerning
is its impact on youth — a prevailing sense of injustice, lack of transparency, and unequal opportunities
undermine young people’s motivation to pursue education, honest work, and civic participation.
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In addition, political stability is also at risk. Transparency in decision-making is diminished, and reforms
are often perceived as mere formalities. All of this, in combination, obstructs the achievement of long-term
sustainable development goals.

Thus, an effective anti-corruption response must be comprehensive. This includes improving legislation,
enhancing mechanisms of public oversight, increasing legal awareness, and most importantly — building trust
between the state and its citizens. Only under such conditions can Kazakhstan significantly reduce corruption
risks and move toward a fairer and more sustainable model of national development.
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KA3AKCTAHIAFBI CBIBAMJIAC )KEMKOPJIBIK: OJIEYMETTIK -
IKOHOMMUKAJIBIK CAJITAPBI ’KOHE MEMJIEKETTIK BACKAPYT' A 9CEPI

AHgaTna

Cei0aiinac >keMKOPJBIK JkahaHIBIK ayKpIMJa QJICyMETTIK-’KOHOMUKAIBIK JaMyFa KeAepri KeNTipeTiH Herisri
Mocenenepin Oipi Gonbin Kana Oepemi. OHBIH canmapbl KypAeni opi KONKBIPJIbl: MEMJIEKETTIK WHCTHUTYTTap.blH
JncipeyiHe, XalbIKThIH OWIIIKKE JereH CEHIMiHIH TeMeHJeyiHe, PecypcTap/bl oilerci3 0ejyre >KoHE oJeyMETTIK
TEHCI3JIKTIH KYlIeoiHe akeneai. by KyObIbIc sKeke aJJaMHBbIH eMip CYpY canacblHa FaHa eMec, COHa-aK eJl JaMybIHbIH
JKaJITbl OAFbITBIHA J]a TEPIC dcep eTei.

Cei0aiinac KEMKOPJIBIKTBIH QJIEYMETTIK-DKOHOMUKAIBIK —cajlapbl opTYpJ JeHreijae KepiHic Tabaspl.
MukpojeHreiizie 01 KeAeIiKTiH apTybIHa, TEHCI3IIKTIH TepEHAeYiHe, IEHCAYIIbIK CaKTay MeH O11iM Oepy CUSIKTBI HeTi3ri
KOFaMJIBIK KBbI3METTEP/IiH CanachblHbIH TOMEHJEYiHe bIKIaj ereni. MakpojeHreiie o enjiH 0acekere KaOlIeTTilirH
TOMEHJICTE/I, WHBECTUIUS KOJEMIH KBICKAPTaIbl, MHHOBAIMSIHBI TEXKCHII MOHE MEMIICKETTIK KapaKaTThl THIMCI3
naiinananyra ceber 0oabl.

Ockhl 3epTTeyze chldainac >KeMKOPIIBIKTBIH KOFaM MEH 3KOHOMHUKaFa ocepi aH-)KaKThl KAPACTHIPBLIBII, EPEKIIe
Hazap Kazakcran PecnyOnukacbiHa aynapburrad. JKypriziminm skaTkaH pedopmanap MEH KaHFBIPTY LIapajapblHa
KapaMmacTaH, Cbl0aiyiac >KEMKOPJIBIK MHCTUTYTTapAbl HBIFAUTYFa, MEMJICKETTIK OacKapy camachlH apTThIpyFa JKoHE
TYPaKThl SKOHOMUKAJIBIK ©CY/li KaMTaMachl3 eTyre eJeylli Keaepri KenTipin oTslp. KenecTik skiMIIiiK XyHeHiH Mypachl
MEH HapbIKTBHIK JKOHOMHKara KONy YAEpICIHIH KYpPIENIiri >KeMKOpJBIKKA OeliM KYpBUIBIMIBIK JKaFJaiinapsl
KaJBIITaCTRIPABL. By)r Mocene mocTkeHeCTiK KeHICTIKTETi enjiepre ToH, Oipak Ka3akcTanma alikbIH OaifKanaib.

Kazakcran karjgaiiblHma —celOaiiiac KeMKOPIBIK HHOPAKYPBUIBIMHBIH = JIaMyBIH TEXKEHIi, MEMJICKETTIK
KBI3METTEP/IIH CalachlH TOMEHJETEdl JKOHE OJIEYMETTIK JKikTemynmi kymedTeni. COHBIH cajjapblHAH XaJIBIKTHIH
MEMJICKETTIK OpraHjapra JEreH CeHiMi oJiCiper, eNjiH y3aK Mep3iMIi jJaMy MepCreKTHBaIapbl mHieKTeneni. by
3epTTeyliH MaKcaThl Kaszakcranmarbl cplOaifiiac >KeMKOPJIBIKTHIH SJIEYMETTIK-9KOHOMUKAIBIK CalIapblH Tajlay, OHBIH
TYPaKTbl CUIIAT aly ceOenTepiH aHBIKTAYy JKOHE OHBIH YITTHIK JaMy OapbIChIHA ocepiH Oaranay. AJIBIHFaH HOTHXKENEp
TUIMIIpEK JKOHE alIbIK MEMJIEKETTIK OacKapy KyHeciH Kypyra OarbITTaifaH OoJamak chlOaiinac )KeMKOPIBIKKA KapChl
MEXaHU3MJIEP/Ii d3ipIieyre HeTi3 0oa araibl.

Herisri ce3mep: cerbaiiinac s>xeMKOPJIBIK, JKEMKOPJIBIKTAH KEITeH 3aj1all, MEMJICKETTIK KBI3MET, KEMKOPJIBIKTHIH
HKOHOMHKaFa 3Cepi, )KEMKOPJIBIKTHIH SJIEyMETTIK canara acepi.

KOPPYIIIIUSA B KASAXCTAHE: COHUAJIBHO-9KOHOMHNYECKHE
HOCJEACTBUA U BIIMSAHUE HA TOCYJAAPCTBEHHOE YIIPABJIEHUE

AHHOTAIUA

Koppymius no-npexxHeMy ocTaéTcsi OIHOM U3 KIIIOYEBBIX YTPO3 COLMANbHO-3KOHOMHYECKOMY Pa3BUTHIO BO BCEM
mupe. E€ nociencreus HOCAT KOMIUIEKCHBIM U MHOTOYPOBHEBBINM XapakTep: OHA MOAPHIBAET MHCTUTYTHI IOCYIapCTBa,
CHIDKAeT JoBepue OOIIEeCTBa K BIIACTH, HCKaXKaeT paclpeiefieHHe PECypCOB U YCHIMBAET COLMATbHOE HEPABEHCTBO. DTO
HETaTUBHO CKa3bIBAETCS KAaK Ha KauyeCTBE XM3HU OTAENBHBIX TPaXAaH, TaKk W Ha OOIIeM BEKTOpe HAaI[OHAJIbHOTO
pasBUTHA.

ConnanbHO-3KOHOMUYECKHE MOCIEACTBUSL KOPPYILIUH MPOSBIAIOTCS HAa Pa3iIMUHbIX YpoBHsAX. Ha MukpoypoBHe
KOPPYHLHUS CIIOCOOCTBYET POCTY OCAHOCTH M HEPAaBEHCTBA, CHIKAET KauyecTBO OA30BBIX I'OCYAAPCTBEHHBIX YCIYT, B
YaCTHOCTH, 31paBOOXpaHeHHs, oOpazoBaHus. Ha MaxpoypoBHe OHa ocialiseT KOHKYPEHTOCHOCOOHOCTb CTpaHbl,
MPEISATCTBYET BHYTPEHHMM W BHEIIHMM HMHBECTHLUAM, CAEPKUBACT WHHOBALIMOHHOE PAa3BUTHUE W IPUBOIMT K
Hed((HEKTUBHOMY HCIIOJIb30BAHHIO OIOJUKETHBIX CPE/ICTB.

B cratbe paccmarpuBaeTcsi MHOTOIIAHOBOE BO3/EHCTBHE KOPPYIIMM Ha OOLIECTBO M SKOHOMHUKY C OCOOBIM
akieHToM Ha Pecniyoimky Kazaxcran. HecmoTps Ha mpoBoquMble peOpMbI ¥ MOJIEpHU3ALMOHHBIE YCHIIHS, KOPPYIIIIHS
MPOAOIKAET OCTaBaThbCsA CEPHE3HBIM MPEMATCTBHEM Ha INYTH YKPEIUIEHUS HMHCTUTYTOB, MOBBIIICHUS KadecTBa
TOCYJJapCTBEHHOIO0 YIPABJIEHUS U YCTOMUMBOIO 3KOHOMMYECKOro pocra. Hacnemue coBeTckoil aAMHHUCTPaTHBHOMN
CHCTEMBI U CIIO)KHOCTH II€pPeX0/ia K PHIHOYHOH HKOHOMHKE OOYCIIOBHJIM HAJIMUUE CTPYKTYPHBIX IMPEAIIOCHIIOK JUIS
KOPPYIIUOHHBIX MPAKTUK. DTU YEePThl XapaKTEepHBI Ul OOJBIIMHCTBA ITOCTCOBETCKUX CTpaH, HO B KazaxcraHe oHM
MIPOSIBIISIIOTCSL OCOOEHHO OTUYETIIHBO.

Koppynuus caepxuBaer pazBuTHe HHPPACTPYKTYPhI, YXYAIIAET KaY€CTBO FOCYAapCTBEHHBIX YCIYT U yriryOuisier
COLIMAJIBHOE paccioeHue. B pesynbpTare cHIKaeTCs JoBepue HaceIeH sl K TOCy1apCTBEHHBIM OpraHaM, OrpaHUYUBAIOTCS
YTO OrpaHHYMBACT JIOJITOCPOYHBIE MEPCIEKTUBBI pa3BuTHs. PaboTa HanpaBiieHa Ha aHAIN3 COLMATbHO-DKOHOMUYECKUX
nocneAcTBUi Koppynimu B KasaxcraHe, BbisBIeHHE (HAKTOPOB €€ YCTONYMBOCTH M OLIEHKY €€ BIUSHHS Ha MpPOTrpecc
rocyapcra. Pe3ynbrarbl MOTYT OBITh MCIIONB30BaHBI JUISI COBEPIICHCTBOBAHHS AHTUKOPPYILIMOHHON TOJNUTHKH W
HOCTpoeHHs 00JIee MPO3PaYHON CUCTEMBI YIIPABIICHUSL.

KuaioueBble cioBa: xoppymuus, ynepd OoT KOPPYILHMH, TOCYAapCTBEHHas Ciyk0a, BIMSIHHAE KOPPYIIMU Ha
HKOHOMUKY, BIMSIHAE KOPPYIILIMHM HA COLUATIBHYIO Cepy.
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