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By the end of the 80’s, the military-industrial complex (MIC) occupied
a dominant position in the economy of the USSR.

A sharp decline in the share of national defense spending has led to the
destruction of technological chains and, as a result, to the loss of many important
high-tech technologies, high-tech equipment, and highly qualified personnel.
Currently, the average profitability of defense enterprises is 6.7%, which is
significantly lower than the level for the industry as a whole.

In recent years, major problems in the organization of the defense industry
have become even more acute. There are big gaps in the legislative sphere that
need to be closed urgently.

The process of technical re-equipment of the Armed Forces can take more
than one decade and include solving problems not only in the actual production of
Weapons and Military Equipment, but also training qualified personnel, organizing
fundamental and applied research, creating and promoting new technologies. All
this does not fall within the scope of existing market instruments and requires the
constant presence of the state in the organization of the defense industry, a rational
combination of market mechanisms and state planning.

The positive side of state presence in the economy is obvious — focus on the
most significant activities that will bring significant effect in the long term, the
formation of the economy on the principle of a single organism, of a subordinate
to perform common tasks.

But the disadvantages of state intervention in the economy are also obvious:
private enterprises that have received a state order with a guaranteed rate of profit
are not inclined to struggle to reduce production costs when forming the price of
products and the rate of profit. In addition, the role of distributors of state orders
increases, which leads to an increase in corruption of officials.
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It is obviously advisable to combine the positive aspects of these two
approaches — competition, which is inherent in private business, and long-term
public administration. Moreover, the state itself must constantly take care of
creating an effective competitive environment as a factor of dynamic development.

Therefore, the organization of effective interaction between the defense
industry and private business is currently an important state task. Its relevance
is due not only to the need to create well-equipped Armed Forces that fully
meet modern global challenges, but also to the need to restore the rhythmic and
dynamic functioning of one of the most important sectors of the economy, which
can become a driver for the development of the entire machine building industry.

Private businesses are not only risk-averse, but also have a higher degree
of responsibility for their economic and investment decisions. Private sector
investment often has greater sustainability and greater returns.

With the arrival of private business in the defense industry, fresh ideas will
appear, energetic and enterprising people will work, able to overcome frozen
traditions and provide a qualitative breakthrough.

Private businesses need not only profit, but also the rthythm of its receipt,
stability of the order system and other operating conditions. Therefore, in order to
attract private businesses, it is necessary to provide them with constant, as clear
and reliable information as possible.

Currently, the cooperation between the defense industry and private business
mainly takes place in two forms — in the form of a state contract and privatization.
This is clearly not enough. There are a number of constraints that prevent its
expansion, the main of which are economic.

The development of cooperation between business and the defense industry
at the state level should follow the path of creating conditions for public-private
partnership (PPP). Such a form of economic and business development as PPP
has been widely developed abroad. All the leading manufacturers of Armed and
Military Equipment in the United States and Europe are non — governmental, but
the participation and influence of the state in their activities is quite large.

The development of the defense industry by the state alone is inefficient already,
and in the medium term it is economically impossible. It is important to promote
public-private partnership in the defense industry, including by simplifying the
procedures for creating new defense industries. New private companies can be
the source of technological breakthroughs that can radically change the industry.
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CoBpeMeHHbIEe MAPDKETHHIOBbIE CTPATErun
0eJI0pyCCKUX NMpPeANPUSTHI JIerKoil NPOMBIILJIEHHOCTH

Jazapuux V. C., cmyo. IV k. BI'Y,
Hayu. pyk. Knumosuu JI. A., kano. sk. nayx, ooy.

Jlerkast MpOMBIIIJICHHOCTD SIBJISIETCS] OMIHOW M3 OCHOBHBIX OTpaciieii Gemopyc-
CKOM SKOHOMHKH U €KETOIHO MpuHOCHT cTpane 10 2% BBII. Ognako Ha qanHbri
MOMEHT OeopyccKasi Jierkasi IPOMBIIUICHHOCTh HaXOIUTCSl B HEYIOBIETBOPU-
TEJIFHOM COCTOSIHHH. Bo MHOTOM 9TO ompezensieTcs TeM, 4T0 3HaYnTeTbHast JOJIs
MIPOM3BOICTBEHHOr0 Tapka ycrapena (okoso 50% Bcell TEXHUKH), a ChIpbeBast
0a3a He Bcerzna OTBeYaeT COBPEMEHHBIM CTaHAapTaM. B cBoro ouepens, otu ax-
TOPBI OTPHULATENIBHO CKA3BIBAIOTCS HA TIOTPEOUTENHLCKOM CIIPOCE M TEMITaX pocTa
skcmopTa [1].

Buemmsis TOPIOBJII TOBapaMn JIETKOM IIPOMBIIIIICHHO CTN
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Pucynoxk 1. — BHenHsst ToproBisi TOoBapaMu JIETKON TTPOMBIIITIEHHOCTH
Pecny6nuku benapycs.

Hcmounuk: codcTBeHHAs pa3paboTka Ha OCHOBE [2].

Tak, MOXKHO C/IeJIaTh BBIBOJ, YTO CPEAHETOIOBOM TEMIT POCTa HKCIIOPTA MPO-
JIYKLUH JIETKOH IPOMBIIICHHOCTH YBEIMYHBACTCS 3HAYUTENHLHO MEJICHHEE, YeM
UMIIOPTa, XOTS 10 00beMaM dKCIIOPT Bee ellle MpeBbimaeT nMnopt. Kpome Toro,
9KCIIOPTHBIE IIOCTABKHU OCYIIECTBILIFOTCS IPEUMYIIECTBEHHO B CTPAHBI OJIFIKHETO
3apy0exbs, YTO TOBOPUT O HEAOCTATOYHOM MPOPaOOTAHHOCTH BHEITHUX PHIHKOB
MOTPEOUTENTHCKUX TOBAPOB [2].
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