
ISSN 2521-6503     2 (17), 2017110

The article describes the mechanisms of state management of innovative development of 
the region taking into account the positive world experience, which are based on the high level of 
state regulation of the innovation development of the country whose task is the final transition of 
the economy to the innovative model of development.

Innovative activity is characterized by a high degree of risk and complexity. The mere ex-
istence of internal motivations and potential is not enough to initiate innovation. The sphere of 
active state support is mainly “fundamental science” as a stage of the innovation process. Scien-
tific developments and ideas can not be directly applied in production and economic activities. 
The state, as a result, basically acts as a guarantor of providing entrepreneurship with one of the 
most significant measures of the innovation process, namely: scientific ideas and knowledge.

The article systemizes the mechanisms of state management of innovative development of 
the region taking into account the positive world experience, based on the high level of state regu-
lation of the country’s innovative development, whose task is the final transition of the economy to 
an innovative development model.

Today, experts identify three interrelated links responsible for scientific research within the 
innovation process. First, universities whose main merit in recent years is not only the training of 
specialists in the field of high technology, but also the creation and commercialization of techno-
logical developments. Secondly, national laboratories that deal, as a rule, with state orders. And, 
thirdly, innovative clusters or technoparks, the characteristic feature of which is the concentration 
of research centers and high-tech production in a certain territory.

Summarizing the above and taking into account the available information on the develop-
ment of the institutional environment for innovation in other regions and countries of the world, it 
can be concluded that the problems faced by individual states in the development of innovation 
are approximately the same. The article presents the experience of individual countries of the 
world, which implement measures for state support and stimulation of innovation activities.

It is important to emphasize that each of the countries considered chose their own solution 
to these problems: in which country the main emphasis is on substantial state support for devel-
opments, where the issue of tax incentives for scientific developments is on the first place, and the 
issue of supporting authors of the results of intellectual activity is differently resolved.

However, in spite of economic and other conditions, similar directions and solutions are 
observed, according to which the developed countries of the world are moving towards their goals 
in similar ways. Foreign experience shows that the issues of state regulation of innovative devel-
opment are realized both through direct participation in the innovation initiative and through in-
direct support and development of the innovation infrastructure.
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Without the construction of an adequate mechanism that takes into account the already ex-
isting system of legal regulation, it is impossible to achieve the goal of innovative development of 
the region. In this respect, the study of foreign experience is very important and, especially, in 
the system, and not snatching individual institutions from the complex that is implemented in this 
country. The mechanical borrowing of a separate institute without understanding its place in the 
system of measures to stimulate innovative development in a given country is ineffective, because 
each institution, each support activity, is formed taking into account other activities implemented 
in regulatory and legal acts.
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