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Annomayusn. eanb — pa3paboTka v anpoOanys METOAUKH ONPEAeTICHUS MHTETPATHHOTO IMOKA3aTeNs SKOHOMHYECKOM Oe301ac-
HOCTH CEJIbCKOXO3MCTBEHHBIX opraHu3auuil. MerogoJorusi ¥ MeToabl. B 0CHOBE METOAMKYU — OLICHKA CIEAYIOLIMX BUJIOB
(YHKIIMOHATBHBIX COCTABIAIONINX YKOHOMHYECKON O€30macHOCTH: (PMHAHCOBOM, TEXHOJIOTMYECKOH, KaIpOBOM, MPOU3BO-
CTBEHHOMH, pecypcHoi. [To kaxxaoMy By O0TOOpaHa cHCTEMa MHANKATOPOB, OTPAXKAIOIINX COCTOSHUE U 3()(HEKTUBHOCTH UX
¢ynkunonnpoBanud. Bo nzbexxanne caydaiiHBIX KoineOaHWH MPOM3BeAeHA BEIOOpKA MOKa3aTenel 3a 3 rofa ¢ MOCIeAYIONIM
ycpennenueM. Kaxmas cucrema MHIUKAaTOPOB MPOXOIUT MPOIEAYPY HOpMaTU3aIii. Bece 3To MO3BOIIET MPUBECTH CUCTEMY
Pa3HOPOAHBIX TIOKA3aTeed K eAMHOMY OCHOBAHUIO, a 3HAYUT, JA€T BO3MOKHOCTh HHTETPHUPOBATh MX BIuAHUA. C ydeToM 3Ha-
YIMOCTH Ka)KJI0TO MHAMKATOPa, YIaCTBYIOIIETO B pacdeTe, GOPMUPYETCS MHTErpasibHas OIEHKA 10 KaXIO0W TPyIIe MoKaza-
TeJeH, a 3aTeM ITyTeM MPOCTOTO CYMMHUPOBAHUS — MHTETPATBHBIA MOKA3aTeNlb SKOHOMHUYECKOH Oe3omacHOCTH. Pe3ybTaTsl
U o01acTh MpuMeHeHusi. MeTonrka anmpoOUpoBaHa 1Mo JaHHBIM TOJIOBOH OTYETHOCTH CEIHCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX OpraHW3aIUi
Kypranckoit obmactu. Beibopka mpousBeneHa 3a TpU rojga mo paioHam pernona. IIpoBeneHHBIE pacdeTsl MO3BOJSIOT MPO-
pPamKUpPOBATh TEPPUTOPHUU IO YPOBHIO IKOHOMHUYECKOH 0€30macHOCTH M ee (PyHKIIMOHAIBHBIX COCTaBIsAommx. bomee Toro,
METOJIMKA MO3BOJISIET BBIIBUTH HaMOoJee ySI3BUMbIC BHIBI SKOHOMHUYECKON O€30MacHOCTH, a 3HAUUT, IPAaBWIHHO BEIPAO0OTATh
KOMIUIEKC Mep IO ycTpaHeHuto yrpo3. HayuyHas HoBu3Ha. [IpenMyIiecTBOM TakoTo MOAX0/a SBISETCS CIIOCOOHOCTH OTIpesie-
JICHHUS yPOBHS YKOHOMHYECKOH 0€301MacHOCTH KaK OTJCIFHOTO XO3IHCTBYIOIIETO CyObeKTa, TaK U ONPEICICHHON TePPUTOPHH.
[Ipu 3TOM cHcTeMa TIOKa3aTeseH, BKIIFOYaeMBIX B MOZEIh, MOJKET BApPUPOBATHCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT IEJIN UCCIICIOBAHNUSA, CO-
cTaBa (PyHKIIMOHAIBHBIX COCTABISIOMUX. VCIIOIp3yeMBblii MaTeMaTHIeCKI HHCTPYMEHTapuil, THPOpMAIIOHHAs 06a3a 1enaioT
METOIUKY JOCTYITHOW JJIsl MPUMEHEHUS, TPOBEICHIUS aHATUTHUECKHUX HCCICAOBAHHH.

Knroueswvie cnosa: sxoHOMHYECKasi O€30MIaCHOCTh, METONKA, CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBCHHBIC OPTaHU3AINH, HHINKATOP, TPOLEAypa
HOpMaJTU3aIiH, HHTETPAIbHBIN TTOKA3aTelb, PEUTHHT, YTPO3EIL.
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HocTanoBka npodaemsbl (Introduction)

[IpennpusTus arponpoOMBIIUIEHHOTO KOMIUIEKCA 3aHUMa-
10T 0co00¢e MOJIOKEHHE B CUCTEME 00ecIieueHNs HAI[OHAIb-
HOM Oe30macHOCTH rocyaapcTBa. Ha HUX BO3JIOXKEHA, TIPEK/Ie
Bcero, (hyHKIus oOecriedeHus MPOIOBOIBCTBEHHON Oe3omac-
Hoct. Ho MX MeCTO U pOoiib B Pa3BUTHH CEIILCKUX TEPPUTOPHIA
3HAYUTENILHO BBIIIE, TAK KaK Ul OOJIBIIMHCTBA M3 HUX OHU
CTAHOBSITCSI HICTOUHUKOM (JOPMHPOBAHUSI PAOOUMX MECT U CO-
uanpHOro Onaromony4ns HaceneHus. OTcroma obecriedeHne
HKOHOMHYECKON OE€30MaCHOCTH CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX Op-
raHU3alUi CTAHOBUTCS HE TOJBKO YCIOBUEM 3(PPEKTUBHOTO
Pa3BHUTHUSI SKOHOMHKH PErHOHa, HO U MMeeT DIyOOKuil colu-
aJpHBIN acnekT [1, ¢. 9; 2, ¢. 543].

B HayuHO# nuTeparype J0BOJIBHO HIMPOKO U OOCTOSATEIb-
HO PacCMOTpEHa CYIIHOCTh 3KOHOMHYECKOW O0€30MacHOCTH
XO3SICTBYIOIUX CYyOBEKTOB. BbBICKa3bIBaHUsSI HA 3Ty TeMy
MOXXHO BCTpeTuTh B padorax JI. M. Abankuna, O. C. beno-

kpbutoBoid, B. A. Boromornosa, I'. C. Beukanona, C. 1O. I'ma-
3peBa, A. I. I'panbepra,. E. A. Oneiinukosa, B. A. CaBuna,
A. B. CsetrnakoBa, B. K. Cenuarosa, A. H. Cemuna, C. B. Cre-
namwuna, B. JI. Tam6oBuesa, B. U. fpoukuna u ap. [lomumo
OCMBICIICHHSI TCOPETHYCCKUX OCHOB SKOHOMUYECKOM Oe30mac-
HOCTH, HCKOTOPBIC YUCHBIC MPETarafoT METOANICCKHE ITOIX0-
bl K €€ OLICHKE. KaK IpaBUJIO, TAKUEC METOANKHN OCHOBAHBI Ha
WHAWKATOPHOM IOAXO0AE€ U UMEIOT TOCTAaTOYHO O6IHHpHBIﬁ Ha-
00p moKazareseii, CrtoCoOCTBYOIIUX BCECTOPOHHEMY aHATH3Y
M OlleHKe M3ydaemoro sBieHus [3, c. 56; 4, c. 258]. C onHoit
CTOPOHBI, TaKoH moaxoa omnpaBaaH TEM, YTO TAaKOC SBJICHHC,
KaK SKOHOMHYECKast 0€30MaCHOCTh XO3HUCTBYIOIIETO CyOheK-
Ta, BECbMa MHOTOTPAHHO U TPEOyET HCUEPITBIBAOIICTO HCCIIC-
JTIOBaHUS BCEX €ro (pyHKIIMOHAIBHBIX COCTABIISIONINX [5, ¢. 47;
6, c. 21]. Ho, ¢ apyroii CTOPOHBI, TaKWE METOIUKH CTAHOBSITCSI
IPOMO3IKMMH, 3a4aCTyI0 HH(POPMATUBHO HEAOCTYITHBIMH IS
aHaJIMTHUKA, & TOTOMY UMEIOT Y3KYI0 chepy NMpHUMEHEHUsL.
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Llenpro Hay4HOTO HCCIICNOBAaHMS BBICTYNAECT BBIPAOOTKA
METOJIMYECKHX IOAXOJ0B K HMHTETPaJbHOW OIEHKE YPOBHS
HKOHOMHYECKOH O€30MacCHOCTH CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX Op-
raHU3alni, OCHOBAHHBIX HA JOCTYITHOCTH MH(pOPMAIMOHHBIX
pecypcoB, MaTeMaTn4ecKoro U CTaTUCTUYECKOTO0 HHCTPYMEH-
Tapust 00pabOTKU MacCOBBIX JaHHBIX.

MeToaoJiorusi u MeToabl uccenoBanusi (Methods)

Pe3ynbraTroM HayqyHOTO MCCIIEIOBAHHS BHICTYTIAET METO/IH-
Ka WHTErpajibHOM OICHKH ypPOBHSI SKOHOMHYECKOI Oe3orac-
HOCTH CEJIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alMil ONpeesIeHHON
TEPPUTOPUHU, OCHOBaHHAs Ha CHCTEME WHJIWKaTOpOB, OTO-
OpaHHBIX IO CJICAYIOUIMM COCTABJISIONIMM 3KOHOMHYECKON
Oc30macHOCTH: (DUHAHCOBOM, TEXHOJIOTHYCCKOM, KaJIpOBOH,
MIPOM3BOJICTBEHHOM, pecypcHOH. [lo kakaoMy WHIMKATOPY
MMEIOTCSI TIOPOTOBBIC WJIM ATAJIOHHBIC 3HAYEHHS JUIS TPOBE-
JICHUSI TIPOLIETypbl HOpMallM3allui M MPUBEICHHS] BCEX IO-
Kazaresel K COlocTaBuMOMY Buay. boiee Toro, B 1esiX BbI-
JIeNICHNs] TIPHOPUTETHBIX TOKa3aTelell B COCTaBe KaKIoH co-
CTaBJSIOIIEH YKOHOMHYECKOH OE30IacHOCTH TpeJyIararoTcs
BecoBbIe 3HaueHus1 koddduiuenToB. B urore nHTerpansHas
OIICHKA YPOBHSI 3KOHOMHYCCKO 0€30MaCHOCTH pPacCUHMTHIBA-
eTcs IyTeM CYMMHPOBAHUS BCEX MHTEIPAJIbHBIX ITOKa3aTesen
MTOJIBUJIOB SKOHOMHUYECKO# Oe3omacHocTH [7, ¢.257; 8, ¢. 58].

MerTozbl UcceoBaHus, MPUMEHsIEMbIE B pab0OTe, OCHOBAHBI
Ha CUMOMO03¢ OOBEKTHBHBIX M CYObEKTHBHBIX TIPUEMOB, K KOTO-
PBIM MOYKHO OTHECTH METOJI IKCTIEPTHBIX OLIEHOK, METOJl HOpMa-
JIM3AlUK JaHHBIX, METObI CTAaTUCTHYECKOH 00paboTKn mMacco-
BBIX JaHHBIX U Apyrue. [lepuon nccnenosanus — 20162018 rr

PesyabTaThl (Results)

KomriekcHast OlLleHKa DKOHOMHYECKOH 0e3011acHOCTH
CEJILCKOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX OpraHu3aluii OCHOBaHa Ha OTOOpE
CHUCTEMBI MHIMKATOPOB MO KaXKA0H ee cocTapistomein. Mero-
JIMKa BKJTFOYAET CJIC/IYIOIIHE dTallbl:

1. OTO0p MHIMKATOPOB (PMHAHCOBOM COCTABIISIONIECH KO-
HOMHMYECKOW Oe30MacHOCTH M yCTAaHOBJICHWE UX ITOPOTOBBIX
3HaueHuit (Tabmuua 1). [Ipeanaraemas cucrema mokasaresnei
SIBJIsIeTCSl HauOosiee BOCTpeOOBaHHOW M MH()OPMATHBHOW B
OlIeHKE (DMHAHCOBOTO COCTOSTHHS XO3SIHCTBYIOLIETO CyObeKTa,
a TIOPOTOBBIC 3HAYEHHUS SIBJISIOTCS OOIIENPUHITBIMU JUTSI KOM-
Mepueckux opranmzanuii [9, c. 314; 10, c. 345; 11, c. 438].

ArpapHblit BecTHUK Ypana Ne 10 (189), 2019 r.

C noMomIbI0 IPOLEAYPbl HOpMaIU3aluy [I0KA3aTeIH Ie-
peBonsTCs B K03(DGHUINEHTHBII BUA 1O popmyIe:

$3

K -
HII 3

rie K, — ko3 guiuent HopmManu3aium nokasarens;

O3 — dakTHuecKoe 3HAYCHUE MOKA3ATEIIS;

O — 3TanoH (MakCUMaJbHOE WM MUHHMAJIbHOE 3HAUCHHE
TOKa3aress B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT MPEANIOYNTAeMON TEH/ICHIINH).

[Tpu »TOM ecitu 3Ha4YEHUsI dTaIOHA HE COOTBETCTBYIOT I10-
POTrOBOMY 3HAUCHHUIO MHIMKATOPa, TO B KAUECTBE 3TAJIOHA BbI-
OupaeTcst HOPOroBoe 3Ha4CHHE.

[Tocine sToro 3HayeHUst KO3()UIMEHTOB YCPEAHSIOTCS U
pPacCTaBISIFOTCSI BECOBBIE 3HAUEHUS] MHIAMKATOpOB [12, c.65;
13, c. 23]. Jlist BEIOpaHHOW CHUCTEMBI MOKa3aTeNicii pEKOMEH-
JIYFOTCSL CJICAYIONINE YPOBHU 3HAUUMOCTH KOA(D(PHUIMCHTOB,
rae OONBIIMI BeC MMEIOT MMOKa3aTelH IUIaTeXeCHoCOOHOCTH
opranu3zaiuu (Tadmuma 2).

Wurerpanbubiii nokasarens (MIT) kaxmol cocrapisronen
HKOHOMHUYECKOH Oe3omacHocTH ((pUHAHCOBOW, TEXHOJIOTHYE-
CKOH, KaJ]pOBOMH, MPOU3BOJICTBEHHOM, PeCypCHOI) pacCUUThI-
BaeTcst mo opmyiie:

Hn:xl'd1+x:2'd2+"'+ xn'dn’(z)

(M

TJIE X, X,, X, — CPEJIHHE 3HAYE€HNs HOPMAIM30BaHHBIX KOd(PpHu-
LIUCHTOB;

d,d, d —Bec xodpdunuenra.

[Tpn 5TOM BO3MOXKHBI CIIEIYIONIHE XapaKTEPUCTHKN (PyHK-
LIMOHAJILHBIX COCTABJISIONIMX SKOHOMHYECKOW 0€3011acHOCTH
opranu3zaiuu (Tadmuma 3).

[IpoBeneHHBIN aHANH3 WHAMKATOPOB (HMHAHCOBOW 0Oe3-
OIACHOCTHU OMPEIENNII XapaKTEPUCTHKY CEIbCKOX03SHCTBEH-
HBIX OpraHu3aluil Kakaoro paioHa (tabmuua 4). Huskuii n
KPUTHUYECKUH YPOBHU (PUHAHCOBOM 0E301TaCHOCTH CBU/ICTEIb-
CTBYIOT O TOM, YTO HEKOTOpPbIC OPraHM3aIMH, HAXO/SIIHECs B
MumikuackoM, CadaxyneBckom, Ketockom, Kapramonbckom,
JIeOsKBEBCKOM M IpyTUX paiioHax, He CMOINIM B ITOJTHOM 00b-
€ME pacCuuTaThCs M0 CBOMM 00s3aTeNIbCTBAM, a aHaJIM3 I10-
Kazaresnell (MHAHCOBOH YCTOWYMBOCTH CBHJETEIBCTBYET O
BBICOKOW (DMHAHCOBOM 3aBHCHUMOCTH CEIILCKOXO3SIHCTBEHHBIX

Tab6muna 1
MupukaTops! GMHAHCOBOIT 6€30IACHOCTHU
HNnaukarop IMoporosoe 3nauenue
KoadhdumueHT Tekyieit TMKBUIHOCTH >20
Kosdduiment aBroHOMUM >0,5
KoaddummenT obecrieueHHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIMU 0OOPOTHBIMHU CPEICTBAMHU >0,1
Koadduiment obopaunBaeMoCTH 000POTHBIX AKTHBOB > 1,0
YpoBeHb peHTa0CTPHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO KamluTana, % =7
Table 1
Indicators of financial safety
Indicator Threshold value
Coefficient of the current liquidity >2.0
Autonomy coefficient >0.5
Coefficient of security with own current assets >0.1
Coefficient of turnover of current assets >1.0
Level of profitability of the cumulative capital, % >7
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Tabnuna 2
VpoBens 3HaunMMoOCTH (Beca) K03 PuueHToB PMHAHCOBOIT 6€30IMaCHOCTI
HNupuxarop Bec unaukaropa
KoadduimenT texyeit IMKBUHOCTH 0,35
Koadduipent aBroHOMuM 0,15
KoadhdumueHT 006ecrnedeHHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIMU 000POTHBIMH CPECTBAMHE 0,20
Koaddumment obopaurBaeMocT 000POTHBIX aKTHBOB 0,20
YpoBeHb peHTa0eIbHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO Kanurana, % 0,10
Table 2
Significance value (weight) of coefficients of financial safety
Indicator Indicator weight
Coefficient of the current liquidity 0.35
Autonomy coefficient 0.15
Coefficient of security with own current assets 0.20
Coefficient of turnover of current assets 0.20
Level of profitability of the cumulative capital, % 0.10
Tabnuna 3

3HavYeHNA U XapaKTepUCTUKU MHTET palbHbIX MOKa3aTeeit
(QyHKIMOHATBHBIX COCTABISIONINX IKOHOMINYECKOI Oe30ImacHOCTH

3HaueHHe MHTErPAJIbHON OLIEHKH

XapakTepucTuka

0,9 u Gonee Bricokuii ypoBeHb
0,7-0,8 HopmanbHblit ypoBeHb
0,5-0,6 Cpennnii ypoBeHb
0,3-0,4 Huskuit ypoBeHb
J0 0,2 Kputnueckuit
Table 3
Values and characteristics of integrated indicators functional components of economic security
Value of integrated assessment Characteristic
0,9 and more High level

0.7-0.8 Normal level
0.5-0.6 Average level
0.3-0.4 Low level
Jlo 0.2 Critical

OpraHu3alfil, HaXOIAMMXCA B 3BEPHUHOTOJIOBCKOM, AJbMe-
HeBCKOM, [10I0BUHCKOM U Jpyrux paiioHax.

2. OTOOp MHIMKATOPOB TEXHOJIOIMYECKON OE30IaCHOCTH:

— (hoHIO0TIAYA;

— (hOHIIOPCHTAOCTHHOCTD;

— k03¢ GUIMESHT 000PaYNBACMOCTH 3aI1acOB;

— xoaddurmeHT obopaunBaeMocTH NeOUTOPCKOW 3a/1071-
KEHHOCTH;

— peHTadeIbHOCTh OOOPOTHBIX AKTHBOB.

C nomoIIpIo mpoLeypbl HOpMaIM3aluy MOKa3aTeH Ie-
peBonsT B KOO(D(UIIMEHTHBIN BUJI, 3aT€M YCPEIHSIOT U pac-
CTaBJISIIOT BECOBBIE 3HAYEHUS UHIUKATOPOB (Tabnuua 5). Hau-
OoJIbIIIME 3HAUCHHUST BECOB MPEAJIATAFOTCS 110 MTOKa3aTeNsIM OT-
JIaY¥ OCHOBHBIX M 000POTHBIX (DOHJIOB.

Huskuil 1 KpUTHYECKUH YPOBHU TEXHOJIOTHYECKOH 0e3-
OITIaCHOCTH CBs3aH I/I36I)ITO‘-IHBIM YPOBHEM 3amacoB, ¢ U3JIUII-
HUM HaKOIJICHUEM HEIPHUT'OJHBIX K UCIIOJB30BAHUIO MaTcpua-
si0B (Tabnuia 6). HeadpekTuBHOE MCMOIB30BAHME 3aM1aCOB U
HapylmeHusa MPOU3BOJACTBECHHOT'O HUKJIA UMCCTCA B 3BepI/IHO-
rojoBckoM, MokpoycoBckoM, beno3epckom, LlennaHoM paii-
oHax. 3HaueHHe kKoddduieHTa 060paunBaeMOCTH JCOUTOP-

CKO#1 33/I0JDKEHHOCTH HAaXOJUTCSl HUXKE CPEITHETO MOKa3arels
mo obmactu B llemuunom, IletyxoBckom, Kapramonbckom,
[[yganckom, KypramsplickoMm paifoHax, 4TO CBHUIETEIbCTBY-
eT 0 Hea(pekTuBHON paboTe OpraHU3aluil ¢ MOKYIaTeIIMU
JU00 O MPOAAKE MPOLYKIIMU B KPEIHT.

3. OT6op MHAMKATOPOB KaJIPOBOW OE30MACHOCTHA OpraHH-
3aIUH:

— CpeaHeronoBas BhipaOoTKa | paboTHHKA;

— K03 QUIMEHT COOTHOIICHHS CPEIHETOI0BOM BHIPAOOT-
KU ¥ CPE/IHETO/I0BOM 3apab0OTHOM IJ1aThl;

— CTEICHb YJOBJIECTBOPEHHOCTH YCIIOBUSIMH TPY/A;

— CTEIEHb YJOBJIECTBOPEHHOCTH OILIATON TpyAa.

C nomoIIbIo IpoLelypbl HOpMaIM3alluK T0Ka3aTel! nepe-
BOJSIT B KOO(D(DUIIMEHTHBIN BUJI, 3aT€M YCPEIHSIOT U pacCTaB-
JISTIOTCSI BECOBBIC 3HAYCHMS MHIUKATOPOB (Tabmwuia 7). bonee
BBICOKYIO 3HAYUMOCTb MMCIOT KOJIMYCCTBCHHBLIC IMOKA3aTCIIu,
TaK KakK COJepKaT OObCKTUBHYIO OLICHKY KaJpOBOM Oe3omac-
HoCcTH. CTeneHb yNOBIETBOPEHHOCTH YCIOBUSMHU U OIUIATOMN
TpyAa MOCTPOCHBI HAa DKCIIEPTHOH OIIEHKE PECIOHJICHTOB M
olieHHBaroTCs 1o 10-0aIpHOM 1IKase.
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Tabnuna 4
Mupukaropsl puHAHCOBOIT 6€30MACHOCTH, B cpemHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
HNnaukaropsl
Koa¢punuent Ko>pdpumu- |  Yposens 3navyenne | XapakTepucTHKA
Paiion o6aacru I?S??;imf_ Kosddpumm- (])iﬁoic::[ezgg__ eHT 000pa- | peHTale/ib- | MHTErpalib- ypoBHst ¢punan-
| TeXY" | el aBTomo- YHUBAEMOCTH | HOCTH COBO- | HOTO NOKa3a- | coBoii 6e3onac-
THEH JTHie MHHU CTBEHHIMH 00OpPOTHBIX | KYIIHOIO Ka- TeJs HOCTH
BUAHOCTH 000pPOTHBIMU N
AKTHBOB nurtaiaa, %
cpeacTBaMu
MoxkpoycoBCKui 21,50 0,78 0,63 0,88 9,78 0,68 Cpennuit
[IIarpoBckuit 4,29 0.82 0,68 1,08 16,29 0,52 Cpennuii
Kyprambimckuii 3,36 0,76 0,61 1,24 23.04 0,50 Cpennuii
IIyuanckuii 3,60 0,66 0,58 0,89 41,93 0.47 Huskuit
YacToo3épckuii 2,27 0,69 0.41 1,22 8,56 0,40 Huskuit
IIyMUXHHCKUH 1,59 0,74 0,30 1,22 17,67 0,38 Huskuit
ITpuTOOOIBLHEIH 1,89 0,57 0,32 1,06 26.47 0,36 Huskuit
Bapramunckunit 1,76 0,55 0,18 1,34 32,52 0,35 Husknii
JlamMaToBCKHH 2.25 0,53 0,17 1,44 22.65 0,35 Huskuit
Karaiicknii 2,02 0,53 0,32 1,22 14,84 0,35 Huskuit
[lagpuHCKHA 1,92 0,60 0,21 1,11 23,95 0,33 Husknmit
AJbMEHEBCKUIA 1,99 0,58 0,08 1,35 16,19 0,31 Husknit
FOprameimckuii 1,66 0,58 0,19 1,25 6,36 0,31 Huskuit
MakynHCKHi 1,73 0,53 0,21 0,94 15,82 0,29 Kputnueckni
TleTyxoBCKHit 2,47 0,54 0,24 0,93 4,90 0,29 Kputnuecknii
IlennHHbBIA 2,11 0.47 0,35 0,47 18.26 0,28 Kputnueckni
JIeOsxpeBCKuUit 1,49 0,43 0,16 1,00 19,83 0,27 Kpurnueckuii
3BEpUHOIOJIOBCKUIA 2,54 0.46 0,04 1,00 27,26 0,26 Kputnuecknit
Kapranonscknit 1,66 0,40 0,18 0,84 20,11 0,25 Kputnuecknit
KeroBcknii 1,56 0,57 -0,18 1,59 9.21 0,24 Kpurnuecknii
TTonoBuHCKMIT 2.36 0,50 —0,41 2,02 16,57 0,23 Kpurnueckni
Benosepckuii 5,62 0,75 0.49 0,90 10,38 0,15 Kpurnuecknit
MumkuHCcKnit 0.98 0,33 —0,17 1,09 17,31 0,15 Kpurnuecknit
CadaxyneBcknil 1,08 0,12 —0,57 1,00 35,26 0,02 Kpurnueckni
Table 4
Indicators of financial safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
G . Coefficient of | Coefficient Le.ve; ?f prof- Value of an | Characteristic of
District of the area oefficient Autonomy security with of turnover itability of integrated | level of financial
of the cur- . the cumula- indicator safety
rent liquidity coefficient own current of current tive capital, in
assets assets o
Mokrousovskiy 21.50 0.78 0.63 0.88 9.78 0.68 Average
Shatrovskiy 4.29 0.82 0.68 1,08 16.29 0.52 Average
Kurtamyshskiy 3.36 0.76 0.61 1.24 23.04 0.50 Average
Shchuchanskiy 3.60 0.66 0.58 0.89 41.93 0.47 Low
Chastoozyorskiy 2.27 0.69 0.41 1.22 8.56 0.40 Low
Shumihinskiy 1.59 0.74 0.30 1.22 17.67 0.38 Low
Pritobol’nyy 1.89 0.57 0.32 1.06 26.47 0.36 Low
Vareashinskiy 1.76 0.55 0.18 1.34 32.52 0.35 Low
Dalmatovskiy 2.25 0.53 0.17 1.44 22.65 0.35 Low
Katajskiy 2.02 0.53 0.32 1.22 14.84 0.35 Low
Shadrinskiy 1.92 0.60 0.21 1.11 23.95 0.33 Low
Almenevskiy 1.99 0.58 0.08 1.35 16.19 0.31 Low
Yureamyshskiy 1.66 0.58 0.19 1.25 6.36 0.31 Low
Makushinskiy 1.73 0.53 0.21 0.94 15.82 0.29 Critical
Petukhovskiy 2.47 0.54 0.24 0.93 4.90 0.29 Critical
Tselinnyy 2.11 047 0.35 0.47 18.26 0.28 Critical
Lebyazh’evskiy 1.49 0.43 0.16 1.00 19.83 0.27 Critical
Zverinogolovskiy 2.54 0.46 0.04 1.00 27.26 0.26 Critical
Kargapol’skiy 1.66 0.40 0.18 0.84 20.11 0.25 Critical
Ketovskiy 1.56 0.57 -0.18 1.59 9.21 0.24 Critical
Polovinskiy 2.36 0.50 —0.41 2.02 16.57 0.23 Critical
Belozerskiy 5.62 0.75 0.49 0.90 10.38 0.15 Critical
Mishkinskiy 0.98 0.33 -0.17 1.09 17.31 0.15 Critical
Safakulevskiy 1.08 0.12 —0.57 1.00 35.26 0.02 Critical
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Tabnuna 5
VpoBensb 3HauMMOCTH (Beca) K03 PUIMEHTOB TEXHOTOIMYECKOIT 6e30IIacCHOCTI
HNuaukarop Bec nnaukaropa

doupooTaaua 0,25
®DoHIOPEeHTA0CTBEHOCTD 0,15
Koa¢pumnmenT 060paunBaeMOCTH 3a11acoB 0,25
KoadhpurnueHt 060paunBaeMoCTH 1eOUTOPCKOM 33 J0/KCHHOCTH 0,20
PenrabenbHOCTH 0OOPOTHBIX aKTHBOB 0,15

Table 5
Significance value (weight) of coefficients of technological safety

Indicator Indicator weight
Capital productivity 0.25
Profitability of fixed assets 0.15
Coefficient of turnover of stocks 0.25
Coefficient of turnover of receivables 0.20
Return on current assets 0.15
Tabnuua 6
VIHpuKaTOPBI TEXHOTOTMYECKOII 6€30aCHOCT, B CpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
HNnaukaropsl
Koa¢dpu- I:zzd;%):::' TMpuxomaurest 3HaueHue XapakTepucTHKA
Paiion o6aactn | @ownoor- | POIPEN | MIOH | qygaewocru || IPROMAOT | O | o bor-
AL P | wocrs, % | Baemoctn Aebutopcekoii 000pOTHBIX aK- Telst ONACHOCTH
3anacoB JAL0IKCH= THBOB, P.
HOCTH

[yvyanckuit 1,56 133,23 1,07 2,13 0,32 0,58 Cpennuii
TTonoBuHCcKMit 0,64 11,47 2,31 13,48 0,19 0,56 Cpennnii
lymuxuHCcKuii 1,31 25,77 1,58 8,74 0,21 0,53 Cpennuii
Baprammnckuii 0,96 36,01 1,32 7,47 0,30 0,49 Cpennuii
CacakyneBcKuii 1,66 25,83 1,11 4,89 0,21 0,48 Cpemamii
JlammaroBckuit 0,98 26,63 1,64 6,98 0,19 0,47 Cpemnamii
Kypramprmickmii 1,01 43,93 1,57 441 0,18 0,45 Cpennnii
Karaiickuii 1,13 21,87 1,56 7,01 0,10 0,44 Cpenuuii
KetoBckuit 0,76 8,40 2,04 6,26 0,14 0,44 Cpemuuii
[Tagpunckuit 0,92 27,81 1,10 7,32 0,25 0,43 Cpennnii
IOprampiickuii 0,74 8,02 1,40 18,19 —-0,02 0,43 Cpennuii
AbMEHEBCKUIA 0,49 15,76 1,40 12,27 0,14 0,42 Cpennuii
3BEpUHOTOJIOBCKHI 0,77 42,71 0,95 7,74 0,26 0,42 Cpemamii
Kapranomnsckuit 1,31 27,75 1,28 2,33 0,17 0,41 Cpemnamii
JIebsxbeBCKUi 1,21 23,96 1,11 7,11 0,08 0,39 Huskni
[TputoGobHbIH 0,59 30,38 1,04 9,07 0,16 0,37 Husknii
Yacroos€pckuii 0,58 10,89 1,35 8,04 0,12 0,36 Hwuzkuit
[TaTpoBckuii 0,67 27,30 1,10 6,20 0,18 0,36 Hwuskuit
MutkuHCKuI 0,71 10,98 1,35 6,17 0,10 0,35 Huzkuit
MoxpoycoBckuii 0,61 18,14 0,96 8,36 0,07 0,31 Huzkwmit
Benosepckuit 0,61 17,04 0,97 6,54 0,08 0,30 Huskuii
MaxymmHCKHA 0,51 16,13 1,02 6,47 0,09 0,29 Kputnuecknit
ITeryxoBckmii 0,57 5,64 1,43 3,30 0,01 0,27 Kputnaecknit
LlenuuubIN 0,54 42,26 0,83 1,20 0,08 0,24 Kputnueckuit
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Table 6
Indicators of technological safety, on average for 2016-2018
. Indiaftors - Value of an Characteris-
Pl e [ cuptar | iy of| Sfeientaf [ Colfeienaf [ ofion | mgracd | 1710
productivity fixed assets stocks receivables rent assets indicator safety
Shchuchanskiy 1.56 133.23 1.07 2.13 0.32 0.58 Average
Polovinskiy 0.64 11.47 2.31 13.48 0.19 0.56 Average
Shumihinskiy 1.31 25.77 1.58 8.74 0.21 0.53 Average
Vargashinskiy 0.96 36.01 1.32 7.47 0.30 0.49 Average
Safakulevskiy 1.66 25.83 1.11 4.89 0.21 0.48 Average
Dalmatovskiy 0.98 26.63 1.64 6.98 0.19 0.47 Average
Kurtamyshskiy 1.01 43.93 1.57 4.41 0.18 0.45 Average
Katajskiy 1.13 21.87 1.56 7.01 0.10 0.44 Average
Ketovskiy 0.76 8.40 2.04 6.26 0.14 0.44 Average
Shadrinskiy 0.92 27.81 1.10 7.32 0.25 0.43 Average
Yurgamyshskiy 0.74 8.02 1.40 18.19 -0.02 0.43 Average
Al'menevskiy 0.49 15.76 1.40 12.27 0.14 0.42 Average
Zverinogolovskiy 0.77 42.71 0.95 7.74 0.26 0.42 Average
Kargapol’skiy 1.31 27.75 1.28 2.33 0.17 0.41 Average
Lebyazh’evskiy 1.21 23.96 1.11 7.11 0.08 0.39 Low
Pritobol’nyy 0.59 30.38 1.04 9.07 0.16 0.37 Low
Chastoozyorskiy 0.58 10.89 1.35 8.04 0.12 0.36 Low
Shatrovskiy 0.67 27.30 1.10 6.20 0.18 0.36 Low
Mishkinskiy 0.71 10.98 1.35 6.17 0.10 0.35 Low
Mokrousovskiy 0.61 18.14 0.96 8.36 0.07 0.31 Low
Belozerskiy 0.61 17.04 0.97 6.54 0.08 0.30 Low
Makushinskiy 0.51 16.13 1.02 6.47 0.09 0.29 Critical
Petuhovskiy 0.57 5.64 1.43 3.30 0.01 0.27 Critical
Tselinnyy 0.54 42.26 0.83 1.20 0.08 0.24 Critical
Tabnuna 7
YpoBens 3HaUMMOCTH (Beca)ko3¢PpuiueHTOB KagpoBoii 6esonacHOCTH
Nupuxarop Bec unaukaropa
Cpenneromosas BeIpadoTKa 1 paboTHHKA 0,30
KoadduimeHT cOOTHOIIEHHS CPeIHETOI0BOM BBIPAOOTKH M CPEAHET0I0BOI 3apabOTHOMN TIIaThI 0,40
CTeneHpb yIOBIETBOPCHHOCTH YCIOBUAMH TPpyaa 0,15
CrerneHb yI0BIETBOPEHHOCTH OILIATOM Tpyaa 0,15
Table 7
Significance value (weight) of coefficients of personnel safety
Indicator Indicator weight
Average annual development of 1 worker 0.30
Coefficient of a ratio of average annual development and average annual salary 0.40
Degree of satisfaction with working conditions 0.15
Degree of satisfaction with compensation 0.15

B 14 paiionax 3nadeHue cpenHeld BbipaboTku 1 paboOTHU-
KOM HaxOIMTCsSl Ha YPOBHE HH)KE CPEHEro 1o 00JacTH, 4To
CBUJCTENBCTBYET O nedurmre padoyeit cuibl (Tabmuma 8).
910 TOATBEPKIAACTCA CTATUCTHUICCKUMHU JaHHBIMH, COITIACHO
KOTOPBIM MPOU30IILIO COKPAILIEHNE YUCICHHOCTH PAOOTHHKOB,
3aHATBIX B CEILCKOM X03s11cTBe Ha 707 uenoBex win Ha 9,5 %
B cpaBHernu ¢ 2015 . ComtacHO MpOBEAEHHBIM OMPOCaM IO
BBIOOpOUHOMY 00cienoBanuto, 82 % pabOTHHKOB YIOBIETBO-
PEHBI YCIIOBUSIMH TpyJa U 66 % ynOBIETBOPEHBI 3apabOTHOM
[J1aToM.
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4. O160p HMHAUKATOPOB IPOU3BOJACTBEHHON 0O€30IMacHO-
CTH:

— KanuTajaooT/aya;

— 3aTPaTOEMKOCTb;

— 0e3yOBITOYHBIN 00BEM IPOAAK;

— YpOBEHb PEHTA0EIBbHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIX HMCTOYHHKOB
(buHAHCHPOBAHWUS;

— YPOBEHb PeHTA0CIBHOCTH 3a€MHbBIX HCTOUHHKOB (hHHAH-
CUPOBaHMSI.
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Ta6muna 8
MupukaTops! KagpoBoii 6e30macHOCTH, B cpexHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
Nuaukaropsl
Koa¢ppuuuent
Cpennerononasi COOTHOMICHUT | ooy, YAOB- 3HaveHne MH- | XapaKkTepHCTHKA
Paiion od1acTu BBIPabOTKA CPEIHCTON0BOR JIETBOPEHHOCTH Crenenb y108- TerpajibHOr0 | YPOBHS KaJipoBOii
1 paGoTHuka, BhIpadoTKH " YCTOBHSIMH JICTBOPEHHOCTH | o azarenst 6e30nmacHOCTH
THIC. p. CPEAHEro10B0ii Tpyra onJiaToii Tpyaa
3apadoTHoi
IJIAThI
Ilyuyanckuii 3296,28 16,08 46,33 7,67 0,89 Hopmanbublii
CadaxkyneBckuit 1685,57 12,75 48.00 8,67 0,70 HopmanbHblii
JleOsKbeBCKUit 1636,30 13,08 45,67 7,33 0,68 Cpeanuii
Bapramunckuit 1512,64 10,95 32,67 4,33 0,54 Cpennuii
Kararickuit 1326,51 7,88 43,00 8,00 0,54 Cpennuit
Kapranonsckuii 1151,77 6,85 46,00 8,00 0,51 Cpennuii
TlomoBuHCKHUI 1272,64 7,55 42,00 6,00 0,49 Huskwmit
[IyMUXUHCKUH 1018,83 7.41 43,00 6,67 0,48 Huskuit
Kerosckuii 1687,72 4,80 40,33 6,67 0,47 Huszkwmit
IleTyxoBCKHMIt 1014,55 6,84 42,67 6,67 0,47 Huszkwmit
IIagpuHCKHA 1513,89 6,07 35,67 6,67 0,47 Husknmit
JlanmatoBCcKHit 904,98 4,39 49,00 9,00 0,46 Huszkwmit
Kyprambimckuit 1063,05 5,37 43,00 8,00 0,46 Huszkwmit
MoOKpOYCOBCKUH 1117,46 6,23 39,33 6,67 0,45 Huskwmit
[IpuTOOOaBHBIH 1040,02 6,73 40,00 6,33 0,45 Huzkuit
IIlaTpoBCcKuiA 945,48 4,69 41,33 7,33 0,42 Husknmit
3BEpPHUHOTOJIOBCKUI 868.40 4,72 46,00 6,33 0,41 Huskuit
IlenuuubIin 925,51 6,44 32,00 4,67 0,39 Huskwmit
MakymnHCKUH 947,22 5,37 37,67 4,67 0,38 Huzkuit
YacToo3Eépckuii 717,85 441 39,00 6,33 0,37 Huszkwmit
AJIbMEHEBCKHI 667,02 3,96 37,33 7,00 0,36 Huskmit
Benosepckuit 677,58 431 42.00 5,33 0,36 Huszkwmit
IOprameiickuii 868,36 3,78 37,00 6,00 0,36 Huskwmit
MHUIIKUHCKHA 934,41 4,60 32,00 3,33 0,33 Huskuit
Table 8
Indicators of personnel safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
Co.eﬁicient ofa Degree of sat- Value of an Characteristic o
District of the area Average annual | - ratio of average isffctionfwith D egree of sat- im?egratecjlr indi- | level of personnfl
development of | annual develop- hing condi- isfaction with cator safety
1 worker ment and average working compensation
annual salary tions
Shchuchanskiy 3296.28 16.08 46.33 7.67 0.89 Normal
Safakulevskiy 1685.57 12.75 48.00 8.67 0.70 Normal
Lebyazh’evskiy 1636.30 13.08 45.67 7.33 0.68 Average
Vargashinskiy 1512.64 10.95 32.67 4.33 0.54 Average
Katajskiy 1326.51 7.88 43.00 8.00 0.54 Average
Kargapol’skiy 1151.77 6.85 46.00 8.00 0.51 Average
Polovinskiy 1272.64 7.55 42.00 6.00 0.49 Low
Shumihinskiy 1018.83 7.41 43.00 6.67 0.48 Low
Ketovskiy 1687.72 4.80 40.33 6.67 0.47 Low
Petuhovskiy 1014.55 6.84 42.67 6.67 0.47 Low
Shadrinskiy 1513.89 6.07 35.67 6.67 0.47 Low
Dalmatovskiy 904.98 4.39 49.00 9.00 0.46 Low
Kurtamyshskiy 1063.05 5.37 43.00 8.00 0.46 Low
Mokrousovskiy 1117.46 6.23 39.33 6.67 0.45 Low
Pritobol’nyy 1040.02 6.73 40.00 6.33 0.45 Low
Shatrovskiy 945.48 4.69 41.33 7.33 0.42 Low
Zverinogolovskiy 868.40 4.72 46.00 6.33 0.41 Low
Tselinnyy 925.51 6.44 32.00 4.67 0.39 Low
Makushinskiy 947.22 5.37 37.67 4.67 0.38 Low
Chastoozyorskiy 717.85 4.41 39.00 6.33 0.37 Low
Al'menevskiy 667.02 3.96 37.33 7.00 0.36 Low
Belozerskiy 677.58 4.31 42.00 5.33 0.36 Low
Yurgamyshskiy 868.36 3.78 37.00 6.00 0.36 Low
Mishkinskiy 934.41 4.60 32.00 3.33 0.33 Low
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Tab6muna 9

VpoBens 3HaunMOCTH (Beca) K03 PULEHTOB IPON3BOACTBEHHOI Oe30MacHOCTH

HNuaukarop Bec unaukaropa
Kannranoornaua 0,20
3arparoeMKOCTh 0,10
Be3yOpITounbIili 00BeM pomax 0,25
YpoBeHb peHTa0eTbHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIX HCTOYHHKOB (DMHAHCHPOBAHUS 0,20
YpoBeHb peHTa0eIbHOCTH 32eMHBIX HCTOYHUKOB (pHHAHCUPOBAHMS 0,25
Table 9
Significance value (weight) of coefficients of production safety
Indicator Indicator weight
Output capital ratio 0.20
Cost intensity of resources 0.10
Profitable sales volume 0.25
Level of profitability of own sources of financing 0.20
Level of profitability of loan sources of financing 0.25

C momoIBI0 MpoLeLypsl HOPMaIH3aluy MTOKAa3aTeIH Te-
PEeBOAAT B KOA(PPHUIUEHTHBIA BUJ, 3aTeM YCPEOHSIOT U pac-
CTaBIISIIOTCS] BECOBBIC 3HAUCHHSI MHANKATOPOB (Tabmnwmma 9).

ITpoBeneHHbIE pacdeTsl CBUACTENBCTBYIOT, 4To 2 (8 %)
paiioHa XapaKTepU3YIOTCSA CPEHUM YPOBHEM ITPOM3BOICTBEH-
Hol OezomacHocTtH, 3 (13 %) paifoHa MMEIOT KPUTHUYECKHNA
yposeHb 1 19 (79 %) paiioHOB BXOZST B 30HY HU3KOTO YPOBHS
MIPOU3BOACTBEHHON Oe3omacHocTH (Tabmuia 10). Bxox paii-
OHOB B KPUTHYECKYIO 30HY CBSI3aH C BBICOKHMH 3HAYCHUSIMU
TaKHX MOKa3aTesiel Kak 3aTpaToeMOCTh U 0e3yOBITOUHBIH 00B-
€M ITPoJaK.

5. OT0op MHANKATOPOB PeCypCcHOM O0€30MacHOCTH:

— (hoHIOBOOPYKEHHOCTE;

— cyMMa 00OpOTHBIX CpeNCTB Ha | pabOTHHKA;

— MOJYYICHO BBIPYYKHU OT MpoAax Ha | paboTHHKA;

— MOJTYYEHO MPHUOBLIN OT Mpofaxk Ha | paboTHUKa;

— (hoHIPEHTAOCIEHOCTE;

— K03 GUIIEHT 000PaINBAEMOCTH 0OOPOTHBIX CPEICTB.

C momoIBI0 MpoueLypsl HOPMaTH3aluy MTOKa3aTeIH Te-
PEeBOAAT B KOA(PPHUIMEHTHBIA BUJ, 3aTeM YCPEOHSIOT U pac-
CTaBIISIIOTCSL BECOBBIC 3HAYCHUS WHAWKATOpOB (Tabmumma 11).
Bornee BrICOKHE yIenbHbBIC 3HAYEHHS IPHCBOCHBI TOKA3aTEISIM
3¢ PEKTUBHOCTH UCTIONB30BaHHS PECYPCOB MPOMN3BOCTBA.

ITo pe3ynbraram ananuza tosbko lydaHckuii palioH BXO-
IUT B HOPMaJbHYIO 30HY, 10 palfoHOB 001aCTH UMEIOT Cpea-
HUH YpOBEHB pecypcHO# Oe3omacHOCTH U 13 paiiloHOB — HU3-
kuit (Tabmuma 12).Takas cuTyanus cBsi3aHa C BBICOKOH Bapu-
aruel mokasaTteneil dPPEKTHBHOCTH HMCIIONB30BAHUSA HMEIO-
ieiicst pecypcHOi 0a3bl.

B wtore unHTerpasiibHas OLEHKAa YPOBHS 3KOHOMHUYECKON
6e3omacHocTH (OB) paccuuThIBaeTCs Tak:

Db =®b + Tb + Kb + IIb + PB, 3)
rae Ob — uATErpanbHBINA OKa3aTeb PHHAHCOBOM Oe3omac-
HOCTH;

Tb — wWHTerpaidbHBIN MOKa3aTeNlb TEXHOJOTHUYECKOH Oe3-
OTIaCHOCTH;

Kb — uHTeTpaNbHbIi TOKa3aTeh KaIpoBOH O€30IIaCHOCTH;

[1b — mHTETpanpHBIN MOKa3aTeIh MPOU3BOICTBCHHON Oe3-
OTIaCHOCTH;
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PB — uHTETpaIbHBIN OKA3aTeNh PECypPCHON OE30ITaCHOCTH.

Jlna nHTepnpeTanuy UHTErPalbHOM OLEHKH YPOBHS KO-
HOMMYECKOH 0€301TaCHOCTH TpeJIaracTcs CIeayoast mKajia
(tabnuna 13).

B wurtore Meronnka HO3BOJIIET MPOBECTU PAaHKUPOBAHHE
paiioHOB 00JACTH 10 YPOBHIO SKOHOMHUYECKOW O€30I1acCHOCTH
(tabnuna 14).

Takum 00pa3om, IPOBEICHHBIN aHAJIN3 TTO3BOJIHII BHISIBUTH
BCEro OJIUH PalloH C HOPMAJIBHBIM YPOBHEM 3KOHOMMUYECKON
6e3omacHocTH, 9 palloHOB cO cpeqHUM ypoBHEM M 14 paiio-
HOB ¢ HU3KUM. Kak 1OoKa3bIBalOT pacyeTsl, Cpeiy BCeX (yHK-
IIMOHAJILHBIX COCTABJISIONIMX SKOHOMHYECKOH 0€3011acHOCTH
CEJILCKOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX OpraHu3aluil Hanbosee ys3BUMBIMU
ocraroTcs (PMHAHCOBAs, TEXHOJIOTHYECKast ¥ MTPOU3BOJICTBEH-
Hast 6e30macHOCTh. B urore mpu BeIpabOTKE MEPONIPHUATHIH MO
YKPEIUICHHUIO YPOBHS YKOHOMHYECKOH 0€301MacHOCTH XO3sH-
CTBYIOIIMX CyOBEKTOB JOJDKHBI OBITH YYTCHBI BHYTPEHHHUE U
BHEIITHHE YTPO3bI 10 KaXJOH ee cocrasistomei. O0o3Haue-
HHE YIpo3 N0 (yHKIMOHAIBHBIM COCTABIISIFOIMM 3KOHOMHYE-
CKOI1 0e301TacCHOCTH TO3BOJIMT BHIPAOOTATh MPaBHIBHBIN Ha-
00p JeHCTBUI MO MX ITPEOAOJICHUIO MM HUBEINPOBaHUIO [ 14,
c.249; 15, c. 613].

Ob6cy:xnenue u BbiBoAbI (Discussion and Conclusion)

[Mpennaraemast MeToIMKa 00NIaAACT PSIOM ITPEUMYILECTB,
KOTOpBIE MO3BOJAT MPUMEHSTh €€ KaKk Ha YPOBHE OTAEIBHO
B3ATOTO CyOBEKTa XO3SICTBOBAHUS, TaK M 10 COBOKYIMHOCTH
TakoBbIX. Habop mokasarenell (MHAMKaTOpPOB), BXOASIINX B
Ka)XJyI0 COCTABIISIOILYI0, MOKET OBITh PACIIMPEH, JOTIOJIHEH
B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT L€ HMCCIEJOBAaHUS M HAYYHBIX MPEANO-
YTeHU aHaiduTuka. [IpuMeHsieMbli MaTeMaTHMYeCKHi WH-
CTPYMEHTApHi He OTSATOIIEH ITpoleaypaMu 00pabOTKH CTaTH-
CTHUYECKUX JaHHBIX, a 3HAYUT, JOCTYNEH K HCIOIb30BAHUIO.
COBOKYITHOCTh WHJIMKAaTOPOB IOCTPOEHA MO OQUIHaIbHON
OTYETHOCTHU CEIILCKOXO3HCTBEHHBIX OPraHM3alUil, UTO TAKKe
CBUJIETENBCTBYET O €€ JOCTYMHOCTH B aHAIUTUYECKUX UCCIIe-
JIOBAHUSIX.
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Tabmuua 10
VupukaTops! Hpou3BOACTBEHHOI 6€30MaCHOCTH, B cpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
HNuaukaropbl
Beay6birou- Zggzﬁl:;opc?:l ngseﬂb peH- 3HayeHue | XapaKTepUCTH-
Paiion o6aacTu Kanuraso- | 3arparoem-| HbIii 00beM | cOOCTBEHHBIX TADEILHOCTH | MHTEIPAJIb- | KA YPOBHI PO~
oTaaua, p. KOCTb, P. npona, HCTOUHMKOB 3a€MHBIX UCTOY- | HOI'0 IIOKa3a-| U3BOJACTBCHHOH
THIC. P. (pumancuposa- HHUKOB qmﬂa;{cn- TeNs 6e30MacHOCTH
wust, % poBanus, %
Ilyyanckui 0,63 0,64 25,52 41,93 77,78 0,65 Cpennuii
Kypramsinickuit 0,70 0,86 52,83 23,04 63,79 0,51 Cpennuii
IllaTpoBcKuii 0,58 0,82 44,34 16,29 55,30 0,46 Huskni
LlymMuxuHCKHI 0,58 0,79 28,70 17,67 32,57 0,46 Husknit
Bapramunckumii 0,66 0,78 47,08 32,52 35,50 0,45 Huskni
3BEPHHOTOJIOBCKHUI 0,57 0,75 40,07 27,26 33,92 0,45 Husknii
CadakyneBckuii 0,52 0,75 36,52 35,26 11,26 0,42 Husknit
JlanmaToBCKui 0,75 0,87 61,03 22,65 2391 0,40 Huskuii
[lagpuHckuit 0,54 0,77 41,80 23,95 30,35 0,40 Huskwuit
Karaiickuii 0,74 0,82 42,36 14,84 15,02 0,39 Hwuskwuit
ITpuT000IBHBIN 0,64 0,89 83,72 2647 27,33 0,39 Huskuit
Kapranonbckuii 0,57 0,79 41,59 20,11 11,91 0,35 Huskni
AJIbMEHEBCKHH 0,64 0,90 64,83 16,19 17,87 0,34 Husknii
JIeOsmKbeBCKMIA 0,63 0,91 57,83 19,83 12,60 0,34 Huskuit
MoOKpOyCOBCKHIA 0,50 0,92 78,03 3,78 35,00 0,34 Huskni
benmosepckmit 0,47 0,91 61,12 10,38 29,69 0,33 Husknit
KeroBckuit 0,58 0,83 45,64 9,21 11,47 0,33 Hwuskwuit
TTosioBHHCKHUI 0,65 0,90 71,63 16,57 13,60 0,33 Husknit
YacToo3Eépckuii 0,64 0,91 68,01 8,56 15,12 0,32 Huskui
MUIIKHHCKUH 0,62 0,91 65,44 17,31 6,67 0,31 Husknit
MakymmuHCKUH 0,51 0,91 78,35 15,82 15,67 0,30 Huskuit
LlenuHHBIN 0,34 0,81 46,78 18,26 14,76 0,29 Kputnueckuii
IOpramsinickuit 0,62 1,02 128,37 6,36 8,64 0,27 Kputnueckuii
[TeTyxoBcKkuii 0,57 1,02 287,71 4,90 4,66 0,24 Kpurnueckuii
Table 10
Indicators of production safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
Cost Level of profit- Level Value of an | Characteristic
District of the area QOutput . . Profitable ability of own | of profitability integrated | of level of pro-
capital ratio intensity sales volume sources of loan sources indicator duction safety
of resources of financing of financing
Shchuchanskiy 0.63 0.64 25.52 41.93 77.78 0.65 Average
Kurtamyshskiy 0.70 0.86 52.83 23.04 63.79 0.51 Average
Shatrovskiy 0.58 0.82 44.34 16.29 55.30 0.46 Low
Shumihinskiy 0.58 0.79 28.70 17.67 32.57 0.46 Low
Vargashinskiy 0.66 0.78 47.08 32.52 35.50 0.45 Low
Zverinogolovskiy 0.57 0.75 40.07 27.26 33.92 0.45 Low
Safakulevskiy 0.52 0.75 36.52 35.26 11.26 0.42 Low
Dalmatovskiy 0.75 0.87 61.03 22.65 23.91 0.40 Low
Shadrinskiy 0.54 0.77 41.80 23.95 30.35 0.40 Low
Katajskiy 0.74 0.82 42.36 14.84 15.02 0.39 Low
Pritobol’nyy 0.64 0.89 83.72 26.47 27.33 0.39 Low
Kargapol’skiy 0.57 0.79 41.59 20.11 11.91 0.35 Low
Al’'menevskiy 0.64 0.90 64.83 16.19 17.87 0.34 Low
Lebyazh’evskiy 0.63 0.91 57.83 19.83 12.60 0.34 Low
Mokrousovskiy 0.50 0.92 78.03 3.78 35.00 0.34 Low
Belozerskiy 047 0.91 61.12 10.38 29.69 0.33 Low
Ketovskiy 0.58 0.83 45.64 9.21 11.47 0.33 Low
Polovinskiy 0.65 0.90 71.63 16.57 13.60 0.33 Low
Chastoozyorskiy 0.64 0.91 68.01 8.56 15.12 0.32 Low
Mishkinskiy 0.62 0.91 65.44 17.31 6.67 0.31 Low
Makushinskiy 0.51 0.91 78.35 15.82 15.67 0.30 Low
Tselinnyy 0.34 0.81 46.78 18.26 14.76 0.29 Critical
Yureamyshskiy 0.62 1.02 128.37 6.36 8.64 0.27 Critical
Petuhovskiy 0.57 1.02 287.71 4.90 4.66 0.24 Critical
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Tabmuua 11
Vposens sHaunMocTH (Beca)k03¢ppuiueHToB pecypcHoil 6esomacHOCTH
Nuaukarop Bec unaukaropa
DOHI0BOOPYKEHHOCTb 0,15
Cymma 000pOTHBIX CpesICTB Ha | paboTHHKA 0,10
[TonyueHo BBIpYYKH OT Mpojiax Ha | paboTHHKA 0,15
[Tomyueno nmpuObLTH OT MposiaXk Ha | paboTHHKA 0,20
DoHIOPEHTAOCTLHOCTh 0,20
Koaddurment obopaunBaeMocTi 000POTHBIX CPEACTB 0,20
Table 11
Significance value (weight) of coefficients of resource safety
Indicator Indicator weight
Armament fixed assets 0.15
The sum of current assets is at 1 worker 0.10
Proceeds from sales on 1 worker 0.15
Sales profit on 1 worker 0.20
Profitability of fixed assets 0.20
Coefficient of turnover of current assets 0.20
Tabnuna 12
VIHpuKaTOpPBI pecypcHOIT 6e30MaCHOCTY, B CpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
Nupnkaropsl
: s 3 ] g -
s | g% | zg | 28 | & | &2
2 2 g 2 | 5E E | £5
E - g a8 . 2 E & - 3Hauenne XapakTtepu-
Paiion o6nacTu g = 2= = £ EE= | &, £'§ 5 | MHTerpaib- | CTHKA YPOBHs
zS S~ g o E B O =X S = 5 | HOro mokasa- | pecypcHoii 0es-
= =S8 35 gsf = = E & Tels OIACHOCTH
s | s | 25 | s | £ | E3
z 5% = | E5 |z | ZE
§ g =% | 22 | § | 2%
o = = F
Hly4aHckuit 2137,6 2038,4 3296,2 1188,9 133,2 1,61 0,79 HopmanpHblii
KeroBckuit 2867,1 2117,7 1687,7 150,2 8,4 0,81 0,39 Huskwii
CadakyneBckuii 1119,6 1103,0 1685,5 382,7 25,8 1,63 0,38 Huskuit
Bapramunckuii 1570,0 1525,3 1512,6 3372 36,0 1,01 0,37 Huskuit
HlanpuHckuit 1639,8 1566,0 1513,8 343,9 27,8 0,99 0,37 Huskuit
JleOsKbeBCKUH 1314,4 1311,2 1636,3 130,6 23,9 1,25 0,33 Huskwii
[TonoBuHckui 2016,9 1936,3 1272,6 119,6 114 0,65 0,31 Huskuit
[enuuHBINH 1756,9 1721,4 925,5 166,0 42,2 0,53 0,31 Huskwii
Kapranonscknit 875,5 851,0 1151,7 2232 27,7 1,37 0,30 Huskni
Karatickuii 1438,4 1242,8 1326,5 108,8 21,8 1,08 0,30 Huskwii
[TpuroOompHBII 1835,2 1752,7 1040,0 107,4 30,8 0,56 0,30 Hwusknit
Kyprampimckuit 1036,9 996,17 1063,0 155,9 439 1,07 0,29 Kpurnueckuit
MaxyurmHCKHN 2122,4 1877,0 947,2 73,0 16,1 0,50 0,29 Kputnuecknit
MoxkpoycoBCKUi 1745,1 1732,1 1117,4 87,2 18,1 0,65 0,29 Kpurnueckuit
3BEpHUHOTOIOBCKHH 1150,1 1102,0 868.,4 198,2 42,7 0,82 0,28 Kputnuecknit
[atpoBckuii 1609,1 1409,2 945.,4 156,6 27,3 0,67 0,28 Kpurnueckuit
lymuxuHCKHN 1352,7 1127,5 1018,8 178,6 25,7 0,93 0,28 Kputnuecknit
ITetyxoBckuit 1850,1 1840,5 1014,5 -3,1 5,6 0,57 0,26 Kpurnueckuit
JlanmmaTtoBcKuit 1075,6 864,1 904,9 116,7 26,6 1,05 0,25 Kputnuecknit
AJIbMEHEBCKHI 1776,8 1392,1 667,0 73,3 15,7 0,49 0,24 Kpurnueckuit
MuUmkuHCKui 1386,2 1308.4 934,1 74,9 10,9 0,72 0,24 Kputnuecknit
Yacroosépckuii 1333,3 1208,8 717,8 66,8 10,8 0,60 0,21 Kpurnueckuit
FOpramermckmii 1255,0 1121,5 86,3 -16,0 8,0 0,78 0,21 Kputnuecknit
Benozepckuii 1080,5 1049.,9 677,5 60,4 17,0 0,65 0,20 Kpurnueckuii
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Table 12
Indicators of resource safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
@ kS S =
S T 5 S« ES A £33 . .
3 S 58 ~ = g Value of an | Characteristic
District of the area Q § S é § g & ‘§ SR integrated | of level of re-
3 ST e & =g ‘é g indicator source safety
g s S NS £ S 'S 3
N S S o S S
D] £ £ 1< 3
= S A &}
Shchuchanskiy 2137.6 2038.4 3296.2 1188.9 | 133.2 1.61 0.79 Normal
Ketovskiy 2867.1 2117.7 1687.7 150.2 8.4 0.81 0.39 Low
Safakulevskiy 1119.6 1103.0 1685.5 382.7 25.8 1.63 0.38 Low
Vargashinskiy 1570.0 1525.3 1512.6 337.2 36.0 1.01 0.37 Low
Shadrinskiy 1639.8 1566.0 1513.8 343.9 27.8 0.99 0.37 Low
Lebyazh’evskiy 1314.4 1311.2 1636.3 130.6 23.9 1.25 0.33 Low
Polovinskiy 2016.9 1936.3 1272.6 119.6 11.4 0.65 0.31 Low
Celinnyy 1756.9 1721.4 925.5 166.0 42.2 0.53 0.31 Low
Kargapol’skiy 875.5 851.0 1151.7 223.2 27.7 1.37 0.30 Low
Katajskiy 1438.4 1242.8 1326.5 108.8 21.8 1.08 0.30 Low
Pritobol’'nyy 1835.2 1752.7 1040.0 107.4 30.8 0.56 0.30 Low
Kurtamyshskiy 1036.9 996.17 1063.0 155.9 43.9 1.07 0.29 Critical
Makushinskiy 2122.4 1877.0 947.2 73.0 16.1 0.50 0.29 Critical
Mokrousovskiy 1745.1 1732.1 1117.4 87.2 18.1 0.65 0.29 Critical
Zverinogolovskiy 1150.1 1102.0 868.4 198.2 42.7 0.82 0.28 Critical
Shatrovskiy 1609.1 1409.2 945.4 156.6 27.3 0.67 0.28 Critical
Shumihinskiy 1352.7 1127.5 1018.8 178.6 25.7 0.93 0.28 Critical
Petuhovskiy 1850.1 1840.5 1014.5 -3.1 5.6 0.57 0.26 Critical
Dalmatovskiy 1075.6 864.1 904.9 116.7 26.6 1.05 0.25 Critical
Al'menevskiy 1776.8 1392.1 667.0 73.3 15.7 0.49 0.24 Critical
Mishkinskiy 1386.2 1308.4 934.1 74.9 10.9 0.72 0.24 Critical
Chastoozyorskiy 1333.3 1208.8 717.8 66.8 10.8 0.60 0.21 Critical
Yurgamyshskiy 1255.0 1121.5 86.3 —16.0 8.0 0.78 0.21 Critical
Belozerskiy 1080.5 1049.9 677.5 60.4 17.0 0.65 0.20 Critical
Tabnuna 13

3HaveHM A MOKa3aTeNs MHTEI PATbHOIT OIIeHKM 9KOHOMITYeCKOI 6€30ImacHOCTH

3HayeHHe MHTErPAJIbHON OLIEHKH

XapakTepucTHKA

4 u 6onee Bricokwuii ypoBeHB
34 HopmanbHbliii ypoBeHb
2-3 CpenHuii ypoBeHb
1-2 Huskwii ypoBeHb

Jol Kputnueckuit

Table 13

Values of an indicator of integrated assessment of economic security

Value of integrated assessment Characteristic
4 and more High level
3—4 Normal level
2-3 Average level
1-2 Low level
Less than 1 Critical
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Tabmuua 14

PeiiTHHT palioHOB 10 yPOBHIO 9KOHOMIYeCKOII 6€30MacHOCTH

HNHTerpajibHble NOKa3aTe/Ju COCTABIAIOLIIMX IKOHOMUYECKOI
3 6e30MACHOCTH 3HayeHue HH- XapaKTepnchma
Paiion o61acT Onnanco- | Texronorm ; T Tipomssor- TerpajbHoOii | IKOHOMHYECKOii 0e3-
. . Pecypcnoii | Kaxposoii . OLEHKH ONACHOCTH
BOH YeCKoHu CTBEHHOU
[yuyanckuit 0,47 0,58 0,79 0,89 0,65 3,38 Hopmanbubiii
Kypramprmckmii 0,5 0,45 0,29 0,46 0,51 2,21 Cpennuit
Baprammunckuii 0,35 0,49 0,37 0,54 0,45 2,2 Cpennuii
ymMmuxuHCKIH 0,38 0,53 0,28 0,48 0,46 2,13 Cpennuit
MoxpoycoBCKui 0,68 0,31 0,29 0,45 0,34 2,07 Cpennuit
[laTpoBckuii 0,52 0,36 0,28 0,42 0,46 2,04 Cpennuit
Karaiickuit 0,35 0,44 0,3 0,54 0,39 2,02 Cpennuii
JleOsoxpeBCKui 0,27 0,39 0,33 0,68 0,34 2,01 Cpennuit
CadakyseBckuii 0,02 0,48 0,38 0,7 0,42 2 Cpennuii
[lagpuHCcKuit 0,33 0,43 0,37 0,47 0,4 2 Cpennuit
JlanmvaTtoBckuii 0,35 0,47 0,25 0,46 0,4 1,93 Huzkuit
TlomoBuHCKUM 0,23 0,56 0,31 0,49 0,33 1,92 Huzkwmit
KeroBckuii 0,24 0,44 0,39 0,47 0,33 1,87 Huzkuit
[IpuroOonpHETI 0,36 0,37 0,3 0,45 0,39 1,87 Huzkmit
3BEPUHOTOJIOBCKHIA 0,26 0,42 0,28 0,41 0,45 1,82 Huzknit
Kapranonbckuii 0,25 0,41 0,3 0,51 0,35 1,82 Huzkwmit
AJIbMEHEBCKUI 0,31 0,42 0,24 0,36 0,34 1,67 Huzkunit
YacToo3épckuil 0,4 0,36 0,21 0,37 0,32 1,66 Huzkwmit
IOprampimckuit 0,31 0,43 0,21 0,36 0,27 1,58 Huzkwmit
Makymm1HCKH 0,29 0,29 0,29 0,38 0,3 1,55 Huzkuit
ITetyxoBckuit 0,29 0,27 0,26 0,47 0,24 1,53 Huzkuit
Ilenuuanpiii 0,28 0,24 0,31 0,39 0,29 1,51 Huzkuit
MHUIIKUHCKHH 0,15 0,35 0,24 0,33 0,31 1,38 Huzkuit
benozepckuit 0,15 0,3 0,2 0,36 0,33 1,34 Huzkwmit
Table 14

The rating of areas on the level of economic security

Integrated indicators of components of economic security Value of L.
. 5 . Characteristic of
District of the area Fi . Technologi- . integrated . ;
inancial cal Resource | Personnel | Production assessment economic security

Shchuchanskiy 0.47 0.58 0.79 0.89 0.65 3.38 Normal
Kurtamyshskiy 0.5 0.45 0.29 0.46 0.51 2.21 Average
Vargashinskiy 0.35 0.49 0.37 0.54 0.45 2.2 Average
Shumihinskiy 0.38 0.53 0.28 0.48 0.46 2.13 Average
Mokrousovskiy 0.68 0.31 0.29 0.45 0.34 2.07 Average
Shatrovskiy 0.52 0.36 0.28 0.42 0.46 2.04 Average
Katajskiy 0.35 0.44 0.3 0.54 0.39 2.02 Average
Lebyazh’evskiy 0.27 0.39 0.33 0.68 0.34 2.01 Average
Safakulevskiy 0.02 0.48 0.38 0.7 0.42 2 Average
Shadrinskiy 0.33 0.43 0.37 0.47 0.4 2 Average
Dalmatovskiy 0.35 0.47 0.25 0.46 0.4 1.93 Low
Polovinskiy 0.23 0.56 0.31 0.49 0.33 1.92 Low
Ketovskiy 0.24 0.44 0.39 0.47 0.33 1.87 Low
Pritobol’nyy 0.36 0.37 0.3 0.45 0.39 1.87 Low
Zverinogolovskiy 0.26 0.42 0.28 0.41 0.45 1.82 Low
Kargapol’skiy 0.25 0.41 0.3 0.51 0.35 1.82 Low
Al'menevskiy 0.31 0.42 0.24 0.36 0.34 1.67 Low
Chastoozyorskiy 0.4 0.36 021 0.37 0.32 1.66 Low
Yuregamyshskiy 0.31 0.43 0.21 0.36 0.27 1.58 Low
Makushinskiy 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.38 0.3 1.55 Low
Petuhovskiy 0.29 0.27 0.26 0.47 0.24 1.53 Low
Celinnyy 0.28 0.24 0.31 0.39 0.29 1.51 Low
Mishkinskiy 0.15 0.35 0.24 0.33 0.31 1.38 Low
Belozerskiy 0.15 0.3 0.2 0.36 0.33 1.34 Low
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Methods of integrated assessment of economic security
of agricultural organizations

M. A. Sumarokova'®, N. D. Gushchenskaya'
'Kurgan State Agricultural Academy named after T. S. Maltsev, Lesnikovo, Russia
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Abstract. Purpose. Development and testing of methods for determining the integral indicator of economic security of agricul-
tural organizations. Methodology and methods. The methodology is based on the assessment of the following types of func-
tional components of economic security: financial, technological, personnel, production, resource. For each type of selected
system of indicators that reflect the status and efficiency of their operation. In order to avoid random fluctuations, a sample of
indicators for 3 years was made, followed by averaging. Each system of indicators is in the process of normalization. All this
makes it possible to bring the system of heterogeneous indicators to a single base, and, therefore, makes it possible to integrate
their effects. Taking into account the importance of each indicator involved in the calculation, an integral estimate is formed
for each group of indicators, and then — by simply summing — an integral indicator of economic security. Results and scope.
The method was tested according to the annual reports of agricultural organizations of the Kurgan region. The sample was made
for three years in the regions of the region. The calculations allow to rank the territory according to the level of economic se-
curity and its functional components. Moreover, the method allows to identify the most vulnerable types of economic security,
and, therefore, to properly develop a set of measures to eliminate threats. Scientific novelty. The advantage of this approach is
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the ability to determine the level of economic security, as a separate economic entity, and a certain territory. In this case, the sys-
tem of indicators included in the model may vary depending on the purpose of the study, the composition of the functional com-
ponents. The used mathematical tools, information base make the methodology available for application, analytical research.
Keywords: economic security, methodology, agricultural organizations, indicator, normalization procedure, integral indicator,
rating, threats.
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