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PROBLEMS OF MANAGEMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY IN UKRAINE

Abstract. The economy of Ukraine is constantly in conditions of instability and uncertainty
of further development, therefore, the problem of restoring an acceptable level of economic security
of the state seems to be urgent.

The essential aspects of theoretical and methodological approaches to a comprehensive
assessment of the level of economic security are the subject of numerous scientific studies, but they
do not focus on the mechanism of practical management, which should provide acceptable values of
the estimated indicators.

The special role of individual indicators, their interrelation, interdependence and the priority
of observing their level for the stabilization and development of the economy is substantiated. The
analysis of industrial and investment and innovation security made it possible to determine their
state as unsatisfactory (at the same time, according to some indicators, the situation is characterized
as dangerous, approaching to critical level); the problem of unsatisfactory management of economic
security in Ukraine is identified.

To create an effective management system for the country’s economic security is proposed: to
improve the methodology for calculating its level (differentiation of weight coefficients, application
the criteria for destimulating assessments for indicators of investment and innovation security); to
change its status to compulsory, not recommendatory; to provide reporting of the necessary statistical
data and include it in the list (register) of open data sets that are subject to publication; to conduct
continuous monitoring of indicators status of economic security; to identify trends in changes and
identify problem segments; to develop socio-economic plans (programs) taking into account the
criteria of economic security; to formulate tasks, authorities, responsibility and organize interaction of
executive authorities in order to achieve the target level of state economic security.

Further research is advisable to conduct not only in the direction of improving the
methodology for assessing economic security, but also creating an organizational mechanism for
managing the state economic security, which should ensure an acceptable level of all indicators of
its assessment. Building a balanced system of economic security management in Ukraine and its
practical implementation is a guarantee and at the same time a necessity for the successful
economic development of Ukraine.

Keywords: national security, economic security, industrial safety, investment and innovation
security, depreciation of fixed assets, capital investments.
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MPOBJIEMU YIIPABJIHHS EKOHOMIYHOIO BE3INEKOIO B YKPAIHI

AHortania. ExoHomika VYkpaiHu mnocTiiHO mnepedyBae B yMOBaX HECTaOUIBHOCTI I
HEBU3HAUEHOCTI IMOJAIBIIONO PO3BUTKY, TOMY aKTyallbHOIO BOAyaeThcsl MpoOsieMa BiJHOBJICHHS
MPUMHATHOTO PIBHS €KOHOMIYHOI O€3MEKU AepKaBH.

CyTHICHI acCHEeKTH TEOPETUYHUX 1 METOAMYHHUX MiJXOMAIB 0 KOMIUIEKCHOI OIIHKU PIBHS
€KOHOMIYHO1 0e3MeKku € 00’ €KTOM YUCIEHHUX HAayKOBUX JTOCIII)KEHb, aJleé B HUX HE aKLEHTY€EThCS
yBara Ha MeXaHi3Ml NPAKTUYHOTO YTMpPAaBIIHHA, SAKUA Mae 3a0e3MeYuTH JOMYCTUMI 3HAYCHHS
OLIIHOYHMX 1HAUKATOPIB.

OOrpyHTOBaHO  OCOOJNMBY  pOJb  OKPEeMHMX  IHIMKATOpiB, iXHIl  B3a€EMO3B’S30K,
B3a€MO3AJICKHICTh Ta MEPUIOYEPTOBICTh TOTPUMAHHS IXHBOTO PIBHS JJIs cTaOuIi3alii Ta PO3BUTKY
eKOHOMIKU B 1iiomy. IlpoBenenuil ananiz BUpoOOHMYOI Ta IHBECTHLIHHO-IHHOBALIHHOI Oe3neku
JT03BOJIMB BM3HAUYUTU iXHIN CTaH AK HE33JO0BUIbHUHN (MpU IBOMY 3a OKPEMHUMH I1HAMKATOpPaMH
CUTYyallisl XapaKTepU3yeTbCs K HeOe3NedyHa, 10 HAOMMKYEThCS 10 KPUTUYHOI); iAeHTU(]IKOBAHO
mpoOJeMy HE3aI0BUIRHOTO YIIPABJIIHHS E€KOHOMIYHOI Oe3nekor0 B YKpaiHi Ta HEOOXIiIHICTh
YIAOCKOHAJIEHHS. METOJUKH PO3paxyHKYy 11 CTaHy.

Jlns cTBOpeHHSI €e(QEKTUBHOI CHCTEMH YIIPaBIIHHS EKOHOMIYHOIO O€3MeKor0 KpaiHu
3alpONOHOBAHO: YAOCKOHAJIUTH METOIUKY pO3paxyHKy 1ii piBHA (audepeHmialisis BaroBux
Koe(QILI€HTIB, BBEJACHHA KPUTEPIiB JECTUMYIIOBAIbHUX OLIHOK JUISl 1HAUKATOPIB 1HBECTUIIHHO-
iHHOBaIliiiHOI Oe3meku); 3MIHUTH ii craryc (TOOTO 3aTBepAMTH 1i SIK OOOB’A3KOBY, a He
pPEKOMEHIaIllHY); 3a0e3MeYnuTH OONIK MOTPIOHMX CTATUCTUYHHX [JaHUX 1 BKJIIOYEHHS iX 10
nepeniky (peectpy) HaOOpIB BIIKPUTHUX JaHMX, SKI MiJIATAalOTh ONPHIIIOAHEHHIO; MPOBOJUTH
NOCTIHMI MOHITOPUHT CTaHy iHIUKATOPIB €KOHOMIYHOI Oe3NeKH, BUSBIATH TEHACHIT 3MiH Ta
11eHTU(DIKYBaTH MPOOJIEMHI CErMEHTH; PO3pOOJISATH COLIaTbHO-CKOHOMIYHI IIaHu (Iporpamu) 3
ypaxyBaHHIM KPHUTEPiiB EKOHOMIYHOI Oe3rekw; C(HOpMYITIOBATH 3aBJaHHS, ITOBHOBAXCHHSI,
BIJIMOBIIAJILHICTh T4 OPTaHI3yBaTH B3a€MOJII0 OpraHiB BUKOHABYOiI BJIAIU 3 METOK JOCATHEHHS
IIbOBOTO PiBHS €KOHOMIYHOT O€3IeKH IepKaBy Ta ii CKIIaTHHKIB.

[Tomampmii  AOCHIMKEHHST JOIIIBHO TMPOBOAWTH HE TIABKM B HaIpsMi BIOCKOHAJICHHS
METOAMKH OI[IHKM €KOHOMIYHOI O€3MeKH, a il CTBOpPEHHS OpraHi3alliifHOro MexaHi3My yHpaBIiHHS
€KOHOMIYHOIO OE3IEeKOI0 JCpKaBH, sKa Ma€ 3a0€3MeUUTH NMPUUHATHUN PIBEHb YCiX 1HIUKATOPIB il
ouinku. [loOymoBa BUBaXEHOI CHCTEMH YIPaBIiHHSA EKOHOMIYHOIO Oe3mekolo B YKpaiHi Ta
NOpakTU4YHE 11 BIPOBA/UKEHHS € 3alOpPyKOK Ta OJHOYACHO HEOOXIAHICTIO MAJs YCHIIIHOI'O
€KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BHUTKY YKpaiHU B MalOyTHHOMY.

Knrwowuoei cnosea: HamioHanbHa Oe3rneka, €KOHOMIYHa Oe3neka, BUpPOOHWYA Oe3reka,
IHBECTHULIIMHO-IHHOBAIIIiHA Oe31eKa, 3HOC OCHOBHMX 3ac001B, KaliTalbHI 1HBECTHIIII.

®opwmya: 0; puc.: 1; Tabmn.: 0; 6i6:1.: 16.

Introduction. In the long-term perspective, any system makes efforts for stability, in a
certain way reacting to temporary environmental influences in order to minimize their
consequences. In turn, the economic system is influenced not only by the external, but also by the
internal environment, acting as an object of state regulation within the framework of certain
national interests and at the same time expressing the subjective interests of large capital owners,
which often do not correspond to the national interests of Ukraine. Despite this, the economic
system of Ukraine is often found in conditions of instability and uncertainty of further development.

The current stage of instability is associated with the features of Ukraine’s chosen European
integration policy, the introduction of which has both positive and negative consequences for the
economic security of the state and its residents. Unfortunately, the negative consequences, so far
known, put the Ukrainian government in an extremely difficult position about the possibility of
economic maneuver to restore and further support the state’s economic security at the required level.
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National security is a prerequisite for the existence and development of the state, the
realization of its national interests. In general, agreeing with the opinion of the American researcher
D. Kaufman and other co-authors of the publication «US National Security: A Frame work for
Analysis» that «security in an objective sense reflects the absence of threats to the basic values of
society, but subjectively it is determined by the absence of fear that these values may be destroyed»
[1, p. 12], we add that security in objective terms can be considered as the absence of threats to the
national interests of the state. Interpreting the concept of «national interest», which was identified in
the middle of the twentieth century, the scientific works of G. Morgenthau [2] and J. Rosenau [3],
in which national interest is considered in the dynamics of the development of understanding
approaches its essence, can be interesting here.

Economic security, on the one hand, is an important component, and on the other hand, a
prerequisite for the existence and integrity of the entire national security system of the state. Thus,
the Law of Ukraine «On the Fundamentals of National Security of Ukraine» [4], which was in force
until 2018, defined national security as «protection of the vital interests of a person and citizen,
society and the state, which ensure sustainable development of the society, timeous identification,
prevention and neutralization of real and potential threats to national interests» in various fields,
including economic and public administration. It was noted that ensuring national security is
possible with provided an effective state policy is implemented in the foreign, military, domestic,
economic, scientific, technological, environmental, information, social and humanitarian spheres, as
well as in the field of civil protection.

The definition of national security was acquired in a certain transformation in the Law of
Ukraine «On the National Security of Ukraine», which was adopted in 2018 to replace the previous
law «On the Fundamentals of National Security of Ukraine». So, in the new law, national security is
already defined as «the protection of state sovereignty, territorial integrity, democratic
constitutional order and other national interests of Ukraine from real and potential threats» [5].

At the same time, the «National Security Strategy of Ukraine» [6] notes that the
achievement of its goals requires a qualitatively new state policy aimed at effectively protecting
national interests in the economic, social, humanitarian and other fields. In this case, one of the
main directions of the state policy of national security of Ukraine is determined to ensure the
economic security.

This approach is consistent to international experience in formation a national security
system. So, in the national security strategies of most of the leading countries of the world,
including the USA [7], not only military, foreign policy, domestic political security, but also
economic, energy and other components of national security are reflected.

Given the above, the relevant problem of restoring an acceptable level of economic security
of the state on the basis of the developed criteria and constant monitoring of their achievement by
public authorities.

Analysis of research and problem statement. A significant number of scientific works by
both foreign and domestic scientists and researchers are devoted to the problems of economic
security and its components. Much attention is paid to the definition of the essence of the concept of
«economic security», theoretical and methodological approaches to the intergral (comprehensive)
assessment of the level of economic security of the state and its individual components,
identification of threats and risks and their impact on the state of economic security. Scientific
interest is caused by publications of such scientists and researchers as I. A. Blank, V. D. Bazilevich
[8], A. N. Bandurka, A. 1. Baranovsky [9], A. N. Bilomistny, A. S. Vlasyuk, K. S. Goryacheva,
I. A. Gubareva, M. M. Ermoshenko, Z. S. Varnaliy, T. Vasiltsiv, A. E. Glinskaya, L. Guryanova,
A. B. Kaczynski [10], K. M. Kramarenko, V. V. Kuzmenko, V. I. Muntiyan, A. V. Orlik,
E. M. Rudnichenko, T. V. Sak, V. M. Sobolev [11], A. I. Sukhorukov, A. Yu. Tarasenko,
L. Shevchenko, V. T. Shlemko and others. These publications are devoted to the definition of the
essence and components of economic security, as well as factors affecting its condition. At the same
time, the publications of A. S. Bogma, V. M. Varenik, V. M. Geyets, V. V. Martynenko,
T. M. Zavor, N. V. Zachosovoi, A. B. Kaczynski, A. V. Mazhul, A. V. Timoshenko,
A. V. Khavanova, Yu. M. Kharazishvili [12; 13] and others are devoted to theoretical,
methodological and methodological approaches to assessing the level of economic security.
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Given the scientific value of the published results of studies to determine the essence and
assess the state of economic security of the government, we would like to note that they are
somewhat incomplete in nature, since they do not focus on the mechanism for translating their
results into a practical platan with the specification of the subject-object composition of the real
system of managing the national ukrainian economy, which should ensure an acceptable state of
economic security and be responsible for this.

Research results. For implementation the final standings of the «National Security Strategy
of Ukraine» in 2013, the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of Ukraine developed
guidelines for calculating the level of economic security of Ukraine [14], which provides the
possibility of a comprehensive analysis of certain indicators and identifying threats to the economic
security of the state. Herewith, economic security is understood as «the state of the national
economy, which allows to keep stability to internal and external threats, ensuring high
competitiveness in the global economic environment and characterizes the ability of the national
economy to sustainable and balanced growth» [14, p. 2]. Despite this definition, the current state of
the national economy cannot be characterized as corresponding safety criteria.

Despite the fact that there are various theoretical and methodological approaches to
determining the level of economic security of the state, we consider it appropriate to apply the
methodology proposed by the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of Ukraine [14]. It
provides for the calculation of the integral index, based on the definition of nine sub-index, which,
in turn, are defined as the weighted average of a certain number of primary statistical indicators.

In accordance to these guidelines in the context of economic security, industrial safety takes
first place. Production is the basis of the economy, the source of GDP, taxes, government revenues,
wages and so on. Therefore, among the indicators of industrial safety, special attention should be
paid to the state of depreciation of fixed assets (the mentioned methodology consists of four
indicators for this index in industry, construction, transport and agriculture). The technological lag,
the low level of competitiveness of the national economy is characterized by the state of fixed
assets, their level of depreciation. Obviously, age-worn (obsolete) fixed assets slow down economic
development. Under such conditions, it is impossible to achieve high levels of GDP, added value,
labor productivity, energy efficiency, and the production of competitive products that are in demand
at the foreign markets. All this, in turn, affects budget, monetary and other macroeconomic
indicators. Accordingly, an innovative type of development becomes impossible, which is a
guarantee and at the same time a necessity for the existence of the state and achievement of an
economic situation corresponding to the level of developed countries.

An assessment of the degree of depreciation of fixed assets by the characteristic values that
determine the level of economic security shows that in industry the situation is characterized as
dangerous, which is approaching to critical. So, for the period 2009—2018, that is, over the past 10
years, the indicator has not approached to satisfactory value (50% depreciation). At the beginning of
the period, the best indicators were observed in 2011—2013 and amounted to 56.8—57.3%, which
corresponds to a level that is approaching unsatisfactory. The worst state was in 2015 — 76.9% and
characterized the situation as close to a critical level. In 2016, the situation improved compared to
the previous year, but the value of 69.4% of fixed assets depreciation in industry is a dangerous
level. It should be noted that for the period 2015—2016 the level of depreciation in industry was
worse than in the economy as a whole by 11.3—16.8%.

Depreciation of fixed assets in transport sphere in 2009—2014 was even beyond the critical
level and amounted to 83.9—97.9%, but in 2015 the situation improved and in 2016 reached to
50.6%, which almost corresponds to a satisfactory level. However, these positive changes require a
separate analysis and evaluation, because they are associated only with the revaluation of fixed
assets in the formation of the public joint-stock company «Ukrainian Railways».

Significantly better indicators has construction as depreciation of fixed assets in 2009—2015
almost corresponded to a satisfactory level of 46—53%, and in 2016 were between the optimal
level for the destimulator and stimulator.

The lowest level of depreciation of fixed assets is characterized by agriculture, the
characteristic values of the indicator for the period 2009—2016 always were between the optimal

ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online) 3 1 5



OIHAHCOBO-KPEAUTHA [ISIbHICTb: MPOBJEMY TEOPIT I IPAKTUKK 2020 N2 4 (35)

level for the destimulator and stimulator. In addition, some negative trends in the period 2012—
2015 with annual indicator degradation from 32.6% in 2011 up to 38.9% in 2015 stopped, and in
2016 the situation even improved slightly (37.3% of depreciation). This situation of fixed assets in
agriculture sphere provides an optimal level of food security and its positive dynamics [15].

In the economy as a whole, the degree of depreciation of fixed assets over the past 19 years
has never had an optimal value and was marked by negative dynamics, at which a satisfactory level
was crossed in 2006 and unsatisfactory in 2008; in 2010 — a dangerous level and in 2014 —
a critical level (Fig.). In 2015, the situation changed rapidly, the indicator crossed a critical and
dangerous level and reached an unsatisfactory level; in 2016, the positive dynamics continued, the
indicator at the level of 58.1% depreciation characterizes the condition better than unsatisfactory,
but still far from satisfactory; in 2017, there was again an improvement up to 55.1% of depreciation,
but in 2018 again, deterioration up to 60.6%, that is, worse than an unsatisfactory level.
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Fig. Assessment of the degree of depreciation of fixed assets in Ukraine according

to safety criteria
Source: Compiled according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine [16] and based on methodological recommendations
for calculating the level of economic security of Ukraine [14].

A linear trend calculation proves that even improvement in some periods did not affect the
overall negative trend; the angle of the straight line indicates a high probability of a return to a
dangerous and even critical level in the coming years, while saving all the influence factors
unchanged.

It should be noted that the indicator of depreciation of fixed assets in the whole economy is
not provided by the reviewed methodology, which, in our opinion, is its drawback and needs to be
adjusted. Assessment of the general level of depreciation proves that a satisfactory and optimal
condition of fixed assets in some sectors cannot compensate for the critical level in others spheres,
therefore such assessment must be necessarily carried out.

Obviously, improving the state of fixed assets is possible only by investing in fixed assets.
Therefore, consideration of the state of indicators of investment and innovation security will
determine and evaluate the trends of the coming years. Among the fourteen indicators, the most
indicative in this regard is the assessment of the ratio of gross fixed capital formation to GDP and
the share of the cost of innovations in the volume of capital investments.

Over the past ten years, only in 2007—2008 the state of gross fixed capital formation (% of
GDP) in Ukraine was characterized as a stimulant at a satisfactory level (27.5 and 26.4%,

316 ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online)



FINANCIAL AND CREDIT ACTIVITIES: PROBLEMS OF THEORY AND PRACTICE 2020 N2 4 (35)

respectively), but with negative dynamics. In 2009, the situation deteriorated sharply and the
indicator reached to a critical value (18.4%). Since 2010, the state of this indicator has been at a
level that does not correspond to the characteristics of the stimulator with an annual drop up to
13.5%, only in 2016 there was a slight improvement (15.1%).

It should be noted that indicators of investment and innovation security according to this
methodology have characteristic only for their assessment as a stimulator, but in Ukraine we
consider it necessary to input criteria for destimulating assessments. For example, the input of such
estimates for the state of gross fixed capital formation with an interval of 2% will characterize the
state of the destimulator as optimal in 16%, satisfactory in 14%, and unsatisfactory in 12%. Such
characteristics will give a more pessimistic assessment.

The situation is aggravated by the size of the share of innovations in the volume of capital
investments, which for the period 2010—2018 is between a dangerous and unsatisfactory level.
That is, too high part of financial resources is allocated for overhaul or acquisition of used (non-
new) equipment (machines). Under such conditions, fixed assets cannot be updated either
physically, or even less morally. Limited financial resources are used inefficiently and, accordingly,
the economy does not have powerful sources for intensifying development and innovation.

In recent years, a number of different reform and development strategies have been adopted,
namely: «Public Financial Management System Reform Strategy for 2017—2020», approved by
the CMU in 2017 (the previous «Public Financial Management System Development Strategy» was
approved by the CMU in 2013). and was implemented during 2013—2016); «Strategy for
Sustainable Development Ukraine 2020» (approved by Presidential Decree in 2015); «Strategy for
Public Administration Reform of Ukraine for 2016—2020» (adopted by the order of the Cabinet of
Ministers in 2016); «Energy strategy of Ukraine for the period up to 2035 «Security, energy
efficiency, competitiveness» (approved by the order of the Cabinet of Ministers in 2017); «Strategy
of innovative development of Ukraine for 2010—2020 in the context of globalization challenges
(approved by the Resolution of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine dated 21.10.2010 Ne 2632-VI)» and
other state programs and reforms. But they have mostly declarative character. At assessing the state
of the economy, individual data are given without taking into account the level of economic
security, the proposed measures are well-known slogans about incentives, development, efficiency
and so on. Planned (forecast) indicators for different scenarios are not sufficiently substantiated, as
evidenced by their further non-fulfillment. In addition, they do not assess measures to comply with
acceptable indicators of economic security in general and in terms of its components. Existing plans
(budgets) do not take into account and do not focus on achieving at least a satisfactory state of
indicators. For example, the forecast of economic and social development of Ukraine for 2018—
2020 (approved by the resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of 31.05.2017 Ne 411) notes that
during this period «the gradual transition from consumer to innovation-investment model of
economic development, on which economic growth will be based», but in this document there are
no estimates of forecast indicators for all scenarios regarding economic security criteria.

Even at the stage of monitoring the state of economic security, the appropriate state
institutions fail to fulfill their functions. So, on the official website of the Ministry of Economic
Development and Trade in the section «Economic Situation and Macroeconomic Forecasting» there
is a subdivision «State of Economic Security», but it contains only «Report on the State of Food
Security in 2013», which was posted on 19.08.2014. The indicators presented in this report do not
correspond to those which approved in the methodology; in addition, their assessment by
characteristic values is absent. That is, the ministry does not fulfill the order, which established that
the calculations should be carried out twice a year (paragraph 4 of the general order [14]). So,
unfortunately, we can confirm that in Ukraine there is actually no management system (including
regulation) of the country’s economic security.

To create an effective economic security management system in Ukraine, we consider it
expedient: to improve the methodology for calculating (determining) economic security in general
and its separate components; approve it at the legislative level with the status of mandatory rather
than recommendatory; ensure the accounting of the necessary statistical data and their inclusion in
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the list (register) of open data sets, which are subject to publication; conducts continuous
monitoring of the state of indicators of economic security; to develop socio-economic plans
(programs) taking into account the criteria of economic security.

Conclusions. The study showed that the state of economic security of the government is
determined by the state of its components and can be characterized by many indicators integrated
into a comprehensive (generalizing) indicator (index). An important component of economic
security, determining the possibility of ensuring it by creating the resource potential of economic
development, is industrial and investment-innovative security.

As a part of industrial safety, special attention is paid to such an indicator as the degree of
depreciation of fixed assets, as its value makes it possible to assess the physical worn down of the
equipment used to create added value. Analysis of dynamics of this indicator in 2000—2018 allowed
to assert that the degree of depreciation of fixed assets tends to increase, and in 2014 even reached a
critical level. This indicates the presence of an identified problem, which has been leveled for a long
time and now poses a significant threat to industrial safety. A number of objective and subjective
factors are prerequisites for its appearance. The objective ones include: insufficient funds for the
purchase of technologically new and productive equipment, which is not produced in Ukraine and for
the purchase of which currency resources are needed; the exchange rate is not profitable for importers;
problems with the expansion of markets for even high-quality products that can be produced using
new technologies and new equipment; the need to staff training which could work on such equipment
and so on. Subjective factors include the reluctance of capital owners to invest in the renewal of fixed
assets due to reduced profitability of the business, the presence of problems with the protection of
property rights, the unpredictability of the macroeconomic situation, monetary policy and so on.
Therefore, the solution of the problem of a high level of depreciation of fixed assets and, accordingly,
the unsatisfactory state of production safety is possible only if the funds are invested in fixed assets
for the purpose of its expanded reproduction and renewal.

In this regard, we suppose that in determining the integrated index of economic security in
the first place and with a high weighting factor should be investment and innovation security, which
is a prerequisite for ensuring production and other components of economic security.
Methodological recommendations for calculating the economic security of Ukraine, approved by
the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of Ukraine, should be finalized in the context of
focusing on investment and innovation security by changing its weighting factor and adding
characteristic values to assess indicators as destimulators.

So, to create an effective economic security management system in Ukraine, it is advisable
to: review and refine the method of calculating the level of economic security in terms of greater
differentiation of weights ratios for its constituent elements and the definition of priorities; regularly
(twice a year, as indicated in the methodology) to perform calculations on the updated methodology
in order to identify trends in indicators and identify problem segments; to formulate tasks, powers,
responsibilities and to organize interaction of executive authorities for the purpose of achievement
of the target level of economic safety of the government and its components.

Further research in this area is needed to create a conceptual framework for forming a
balanced system of economic security management in Ukraine, substantiate the interaction of
individual components of economic security and differentiation of their weights ratios in calculating
the integrated indicator of economic security.

Jlitepatypa

1. Kaufman D., McKitrick J., Leney T. US National Security: A Framework for Analysis. Lexington, MA : Lexington Books,
1985. 584 p.

2. Morgenthau H. J. In Defence of the National Interest. Washington DC : University Press of America, 1982. 306 p.

3.  Rosenau J. National Interest. International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences. New York, 1968. Vol. 11. P. 34—40.

4. TIpo ocHOBM HaIioHaNBHOI Oe3meku Ykpainu : 3akoH Ykpainu Big 19.06.2003 Ne 964-1V (y pemakuii Big 07.11.2017).
Bioomocmi Bepxoenoi Paou Ykpainu. 2003. Ne 39. URL : http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/964-15.

5. IIpo HamioHanbHy Oe3mexy Ykpainum : 3akoH Ykpaiau Bim 21.06.2018 2469-VIII. Bioomocmi Bepxoenoi Padu Yxpainu. 2018.
Ne 31. URL : https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2469-19.

6. Crparerist HanioHanbHOI Oe3mekn YKpaiHM : 3aTBep/pKeHO pimeHHAM Pann HamioHanmbHOI Oe3nekn i 00OpoHM YKpaiHM Bif
26.05.2015 Ne 287/2015. URL : http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/287/2015.

318 ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online)



FINANCIAL AND CREDIT ACTIVITIES: PROBLEMS OF THEORY AND PRACTICE 2020 N2 4 (35)

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

National Security Strategy. URL : https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/2015 national security strategy.pdf.
Bazylevych V., Prykazyuk N., Tlusta H. Vectors of economic development of Ukraine in the terms of financial security.
Financial and credit activity: problems of theory and practice. 2017. Vol. 1. Ne 22. P. 288—299.
Bapanoscpkuit O. 1. @inocodis Oeszmexu : monorpadis : y 2 1. Kuis : YBC HBY, 2014. — T. 1 : OcHOBH €KOHOMIYHOT
i (biHaHCOBOT Oe3MeKH eKOHOMIYHUX areHTiB. 831 c.
Kaunncekmii A. b. InaukaTopu HaioHamBHOT OE3MEKW: BH3HAYEHHS Ta 3aCTOCYBAaHHS iX TPaHUYHHX 3HAYEHBb : MOHOTpadis.
Kuis : HICH, 2013. 104 c.
Cobones B. M., Cobonea M. B. MerozmonoriuHi 3acaay JOCIIJDKSHHSI €KOHOMIUHOT Oe3rekr B YKpaiHi y Cy4acHUX yMOBax.
Dinancoso-kpeoumna disibHicms.: npodaemu meopii ma npakmuku. 2015, 4. 2. Ne 19. C. 186—194.
Xapasimiai 10. M. Metomonoriuni miaxoau A0 OMIHKA PiBHS €KOHOMiuHOI Oe3neku Ykpaiuu. Hayka ma Hayko3Hagcmeo.
2014. Ne 4. C. 44—58.
Xapazimsini 0. M., [lpons €. B. [IporHo3yBanHs iHIUKAaTOPiB, MOPOTOBUX 3HAYECHb Ta PiBHSI €KOHOMIYHOI Oe3meku YKpaiHu
Y CepeIHbOCTPOKOBIH MepcrekTrBi : anamit. noros. Kuis : HIC/, 2014. 117 c.
Metonn4Hi peKOMEHAALIl M0N0 PO3paxyHKy piBHS €KOHOMIYHOi Oe3nmekn YKpaiHH : 3aTBepIKEHO Haka3oM MiHicTepcTBa
E€KOHOMIYHOTO PO3BHUTKY i TOpriii Ykpaiau Bix 29.10.2013 Ne 1277. URL : http://www.me.gov.ua/Documents/List?lang=uk-
UA&tag=MetodichniRekomendatsii.
borma O. C. AHani3 piBHS eKOHOMiYHOI Oe3nekn YKpaiHM 3a OCHOBHUMH CKIanoOBHMH. Haykosuil eichux Yoccopodcvkozo
HayioHanbHo20 yHigepcumemy. Mixcnapooni eionocunu ma ceimoge 2ocnooapcmso. 2016, Bum. 8. Y. 1. C. 11—14.
JeprxaBHa ciryxba cTaTHCTUKY YKpaiuu : odiuiiiauii caift. URL : http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua.

Cmammio pexomendosaro 0o opyxy 02.12.2020. © Kyxapesa O. O., Jluca O. B., lllanosan B. M.

Reference

Kaufman, D., McKitrick, J., & Leney, T. (1985). US National Security: A Framework for Analysis. Lexington, MA: «Lexington
Books».
Morgenthau, H. J. (1982). In Defense of the National Interest. Washington DC: University Press of America.
Rosenau, J. (1968). National Interest. International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences. New York.
Verkhovna Rada Ukrainy. (2003). Pro osnovy natsionalnoi bezpeky Ukrainy: Zakon Ukrainy vid 19.06.2003 Ne 964-1V
(v redakcii vid 07.11.2017) [n the basics of national security of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine of 19.06.2003 Ne 964-I1V (as amended
on 07.11.2017)]. Vidomosti Verkhovnoi Rady Ukrainy — Bulletin of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 39. Retrieved from
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/964-15 [in Ukrainian].
Verkhovna Rada Ukrainy. (2018). Pro natsionalnu bezpeku Ukrainy: Zakon Ukrainy vid 21.06.2018 Ne 2469-VIII [On the
national security of Ukraine: Law of Ukraine of June 21, 2018 2469-VIIIL]. Vidomosti Verkhovnoi Rady Ukrainy — Bulletin of
the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 31. Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2469-19 [in Ukrainian].
Rada natsionalnoi bezpeky i oborony Ukrainy. (2015). Stratehiia natsionalnoi bezpeky Ukrainy: rishennia vid 26.05.2015
No 287/2015 [National Security Strategy of Ukraine: approved by the decision dated 26.05.2015 Ne 287/2015]. Retrieved from
http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/287/2015 [in Ukrainian].
National ~ Security ~ Strategy. (n.  d.). Retrieved  from  https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs
/2015 national security_strategy.pdf.
Bazylevych, V., Prykazyuk, N., & Tlusta, H. (2017). Vectors of economic development of Ukraine in the terms of financial
security. Financial and credit activity: problems of theory and practice, 1,22, 288—299.
Baranovskyi, O. L. (2014). Filosofiia bezpeky [The philosophy of security]. Kyiv: UBS NBU [in Ukrainian].
Kachynskyi, A. B. (2013). Indykatory natsionalnoi bezpeky: vyznachennia ta zastosuvannia ikh hranychnykh znachen
[Indicators of National Security: definition and application of the limit values]. Kyiv: NISD [in Ukrainian].
Soboliev, V. M., & Sobolieva, M. V. (2015). Metodolohichni zasady doslidzhennia ekonomichnoi bezpeky v Ukraini u
suchasnykh umovakh [Methodological principles of economic security research in Ukraine in modern conditions]. Finansovo-
kredytna diialnist: problemy teorii ta praktyky — Financial and credit activity: problems of theory and practice, 2, 19, 186—
194 [in Ukrainian].
Kharazishvili, Yu. M. (2014). Metodolohichni pidkhody do otsinky rivnia ekonomichnoi bezpeky Ukrainy [Methodological
approaches to assessing the level of economic security of Ukraine]. Nauka ta naukoznavstvo — Science and science, 4, 44—58
[in Ukrainian].
Kharazishvili, Yu. M., & Dron, Ye. V. (2014). Prohnozuvannia indykatoriv, porohovykh znachen ta rivnia ekonomichnoi
bezpeky Ukrainy u serednostrokovii perspektyvi [Forecasting of indicators, threshold values and level of economic security of
Ukraine in the medium term]. Kyiv: NISD [in Ukrainian].
Ministerstvo ekonomichnoho rozvytku i torhivli Ukrainy. (2013). Metodychni rekomendatsii shchodo rozrakhunku rivnia
ekonomichnoi bezpeky Ukrainy: zatverdzheno nakazom vid 29.10.2013 Ne 1277 [Methodical recommendations for calculating
the level of economic security of Ukraine: approved by the order dated 29.10.2013 Ne 1277]. Retrieved from
http://www.me.gov.ua/Documents/List?lang=uk-UA &tag=MetodichniRekomendatsii [in Ukrainian].
Bohma, O. S. (2016). Analiz rivnia ekonomichnoi bezpeky Ukrainy za osnovnymy skladovymy [Analysis of economic security
of Ukraine main components]. Naukovyi visnyk Uzhhorodskoho natsionalnoho universytetu. Mizhnarodni vidnosyny ta svitove
hospodarstvo — Scientific Bulletin of Uzhhorod National University. International relations and the world economy, 2, 1,
11—14 [in Ukrainian].
Derzhavna sluzhba statystyky Ukrainy. (n. d.). Ofitsiinyi sait [Official site]. Retrieved from http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua
[in Ukrainian].

The article is recommended for printing 02.12.2020. © Kuhareva O., Lysa O., Shapoval V.

ISSN 2306-4994 (print); ISSN 2310-8770 (online) 319



