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. Aimurzina, . Yessengeldin, . Kamenova

 ASSESSMENT  OF  THE  EFFECTIVENESS  OF  THE  MODERN
TAX  MECHANISM  IN  KAZAKHSTAN

nnotation

The article notes that today the complex system of goals of the modern tax mechanism should be
built taking into account the hierarchy of dominant needs of social development and must take into
account the financial nature and purpose of taxes. As practice shows, the main goal of tax regulation
should be to ensure optimal socio-economic development of society. When ensuring the strategic needs
of the company, it is necessary to allocate fiscal, economic and social goals of tax regulation.

The authors of the article consider the issues of improving the functioning of tax policy by developing
and implementing measures to modernize the tax mechanism by achieving a scientifically based compromise
between the economic interests of various subjects of tax policy, which provides the most effective solu-
tion to the set of problems of socio-economic development of the country in the existing conditions.
Authors analyzed the level of the tax burden of Kazakhstan, the dynamics of receipts of value added tax,
corporate income tax and individual income tax in the revenue part of the state budget in recent years. It
is emphasized that the main directions of improving the tax mechanism should be: ensuring the necessary
level of tax revenue in the country’s budget system, creating incentives to increase tax revenues, main-
taining social balance in the country by tax methods, creating fair conditions and appropriate incentives
for taxpayers in various economic conditions, evaluating the effectiveness of the tax mechanism at each
stage of the country’s development.

The article offers specific recommendations for improving the assessment of the state of the
modern tax mechanism.


