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Annomanus. llean — pazpaboTka U anpoOaIyst METOIMKH ONIPEAeSICHISI HHTEIPAILHOTO ITOKa3aTelst SJKOHOMHYECKOi 6e3omac-
HOCTH CEJIbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHBIX opraHusauuil. MeromoJiorusi ¥ MeToabl. B OCHOBE METOAMKYU — OLICHKA CIEAYIOUIMX BUIOB
(YHKIMOHATBHBIX COCTABIAIONINX 3KOHOMHYECKOH Oe30macHOCTH: (PMHAHCOBOM, TEXHOJIOTMYECKOH, KaIpOBOM, MPOU3BOM-
CTBEHHOMH, pecypcHoi. [To kaxxaqoMy BuAy 0TOOpaHa crcTeMa MHINKATOPOB, OTPAXKAIOIINX COCTOSHUE U 3()(HEKTUBHOCTH UX
¢yakumoHnpoBanua. Bo nzbexxanue ciaydaifHBIX KoineOaHHWN MPOM3BeAeHa BEIOOpKA MoKa3aTesnel 3a 3 rofa ¢ MOoCIeayONIIM
ycpenHenueM. Kaxmas cucrema MHIUKAaTOPOB MPOXOIUT MPOIEAYPY HOpMalu3aiy. Bee 3To MO3BOISIET IPUBECTH CHCTEMY
Pa3HOPOAHBIX TOKA3aTeJe K eAMHOMY OCHOBAHUIO, a 3HAYUT, Ja€T BO3MOXKHOCTh HHTETPUPOBATh X BIUAHUA. C ydeToM 3Ha-
YIMOCTH Ka)KJIOTO WHAMKATOPa, YIaCTBYIOIIETO B pacdeTe, GOpMUPYETCS HHTErpasibHas OIEHKA 10 KaXIOW TpymIe MoKaza-
TeJeH, a 3aTeM IyTeM MPOCTOTO0 CYMMHPOBAHUS — MHTETPATBHBIA MTOKA3aTeNlb SKOHOMHUYECKOH Oe3zomacHOCTH. Pe3yabTaTsl
U odj1acTh NpuMeHeHuss. MeTonrka anmpoOUpoBaHa MO JaHHBIM TOJOBOH OTYETHOCTH CEIHCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3aIri
Kyprancxkoit obnactu. Beibopka mpousBeneHa 3a Tpu rojga mo paioHam pernona. I[IpoBeneHHBIE pacdeTsl MO3BOJSIOT MPO-
pPaHXUpPOBATh TEPPUTOPHU IO YPOBHIO IKOHOMHUYECKOH 0e30macHOCTH M ee (hyHKIIMOHANBHBIX coCTaBisommx. bomee Toro,
METOJIMKA MTO3BOJISIET BRISIBUTH HanbOoJee yI3BUMbIC BUABI SKOHOMHUECKON 0e30MMacHOCTH, a 3HAUYUT, IPAaBWIHHO BEIPab0TaTh
KOMIUIEKC Mep I10 ycTpaHeHu o yrpo3. HayuyHas HoBu3Ha. [IpenmyIiecTBOM TakoTo MOAX0/Aa SBISETCS CIIOCOOHOCTH OTpeie-
JICHHUS yPOBHS YKOHOMHYECKOH 0€30IMacHOCTH KaK OTJEFHOTO XO3IHCTBYIOIIETO CyObeKTa, TaK ¥ ONPEICICHHOW TePPUTOPHH.
[Ipu 3TOM cHcTeMa TOKa3aTesel, BKIIFOYaeMBIX B MOZEIh, MOJKET BAPUPOBATHCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT IIEJIN UCCIICIOBAHMUS, CO-
cTaBa (PyHKIMOHAIBHBIX COCTABISIOMNX. VICIIOIp3yeMBlii MaTeMaTHIeCKI HHCTPYMEHTapuil, THPOpMaIIoHHas 0a3a 1enaoT
METOINKY JOCTYITHOW JJIsi IPUMEHEHUS, TPOBEICHIS aHATNTHIECKUX HCCICAOBaHHM.
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IMocranoBka nmpo6yaemsl (Introduction)

[TpennpusaTrs arpoONpPOMBIIITIEHHOTO KOMIUIEKCA 3aHHMa-
10T 0C000€ MONOKEHUE B CHCTEME O0ECIIeUueHHs HAIMOHAIIb-
HOM 6e30macHOCTH rocyaapcTBa. Ha HUX Bo3/moXeHa, pexie
Bcero, (yHKIus oOecreueHus MPOIOBOILCTBEHHOHN Oe3omac-
HocTH. Ho X MeCTO U pOjib B pa3BUTHHU CENILCKUX TEPPUTOPUIL
3HAYUTENIFHO BBIIIE, TAK KAK JUIA OOJIBIIMHCTBA W3 HUX OHU
CTaHOBATCS] HICTOYHUKOM (hOPMHPOBAaHUS pabOINX MECT U CO-
quabHOTO Oaromonyuns Hacenenus. OTcioma obecredeHne
SKOHOMHYECKOH Oe30MacCHOCTH CebCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX Op-
TaHU3alui CTAaHOBUTCS HE TOJBKO YCIOBHEM 3(()EKTHBHOTO
pa3BUTHS SKOHOMHMKH PErnoHa, HO M MMeeT NIyOoKuil conu-
anmpHBIN acnekT [1, ¢. 9; 2, ¢. 543].

B mayuHOI1 tUTEpaType IOBONBHO ITUPOKO U OOCTOSTEIH-
HO PaccMOTpEHa CYIIHOCTh 3KOHOMHYECKOW 0€301acHOCTH
XO3SIMCTBYIOIMX CyOBEKTOB. BBICKa3bIBaHUSI Ha 3Ty TeMy
MOYXHO BCTPETHUTH B padorax JI. M. Abankuna, O. C. benokpsi-

noBoi, B. A. Boromonosa, I. C. Beukanosa, C. 10. I'na3be-
Ba, A. I. I'panbepra,. E. A. Onelinukoa, B. A. CaBuna, A. B.
Csetnakona, B. K. Cenuarosa, A. H. Cemuna, C. B. Crenamm-
Ha, B. JI. Tam6oB1eBa, B. U. SIpouknna u np. [TomumMo ocMbIc-
JICHUSI TEOPETHUYCCKUX OCHOB 3KOHOMHYCCKOI 0€30MacHOCTH,
HEKOTOPBIC YUCHBIC TpEAJIaratoT METOAUYCCKUE TOAXO/IbI K €€
OILICHKE. KaK paBujio, TaKUC METOAUKN OCHOBAHbI HAa MHAU-
KaTOPHOM IOAXOJIE U MUMEIOT AOCTaTOYHO OOIIUPHBIN HabOp
MmokasareJici, CroCOOCTBYIOIMX BCECTOPOHHEMY aHAIM3y U
OIlICHKe u3yudaeMoro siienus [3, c. 56; 4, c. 258]. C onHoit
CTOPOHBI, TaKoMn noaxona omnpaBaaH TEM, YTO TAKOC SABJICHHUC,
KaK 3KOHOMHUYECKasi 0€30MaCHOCTh XO3SHUCTBYIOIIETO CYOBheK-
Ta, BEChMa MHOTOTPAaHHO U TPEOyeT UCUEPITBIBAOIICTO HCCIIC-
JIOBaHMSI BCEX €ro (PyHKIMOHAIBHBIX COCTABISIOMUX [5, . 47;
6, c. 21]. Ho, ¢ apyroii CTOpOHBI, TaKW€ METOIUKH CTAHOBSITCSI
IpOMO3JKHNMH, 3a4aCTyIO I/IH(I)OpMaTI/IBHO HECAOCTYITHBIMU JIA
aHaJIMTHUKA, a IOTOMY UMEIOT Y3KyI0 c(hepy NMpHUMEHEHUsL.
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Llenpto HayyHOTO HCCIIENOBaHHS BBICTYNAET BBHIPAOOTKA
METOJIMYECKHX IOAXOJ0B K HMHTETPaJbHOW OIEHKE YPOBHS
HKOHOMUYECKOH O€30MacHOCTH CEbCKOXO3IHCTBEHHBIX Op-
TaHU3alni, OCHOBaHHBIX Ha JOCTYITHOCTH MH(pOPMaIMOHHBIX
pecypcoB, MaTeMaTn4ecKoro U CTaTUCTUIECKOTO HHCTPYMEH-
Tapust 00pabOTKU MacCOBBIX JaHHBIX.

MeTtonoaorusi u MeToabl uccjenoBanus (Methods)

Pe3yneraTroM HayyHOTO MCCIIEIOBaHHS BHICTYTIAET METO/IH-
Ka WHTErpajibHOM OIICHKU ypPOBHSI SKOHOMHYECKO# Oe3omac-
HOCTH CEJIbCKOXO3HCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alUil ONpeesIeHHON
TEPPUTOPUHU, OCHOBaHHAs Ha CHCTEME WHIWKaTOpOB, OTO-
OpaHHBIX TO CIEIYIOIIMM COCTAaBIISIOIINM SKOHOMHYECKOH
0e30macHOCTH: (DMHAHCOBOM, TEXHOJIOTHYECKOW, KaJpOBOH,
MIPOM3BOJICTBEHHOM, pecypcHOW. [lo kakaoMy WHIMKATOpY
MMEIOTCSI TIOPOTOBBIC WJIM ATAaJIOHHBIC 3HAYEHHS JUIS MPOBE-
JICHUs] TPOLeypbl HOpMallM3allui W MPUBENEHHsT BCEX IIO-
Kazaresel K COIocTaBUMOMY BUAy. bonee Toro, B 1ensiX BbI-
JIeNICHNs] TIPHOPUTETHBIX MTOKa3aTelell B COCTaBe KaKAOH Co-
CTaBJSIOIIEH SKOHOMHYECKOH OE30MacHOCTH TpeJyIararTcs
BecOBbIe 3HaueHus1 koddduiuenToB. B urore nHTerpansHas
OIICHKA YPOBHSI 3KOHOMHYCCKOH 0€30MaCHOCTH pPacCUMTHIBA-
eTCs IMyTeM CYMMHPOBAHUS BCEX MHTEIPAJIbHBIX ITOKa3aTesen
MTOJIBUJIOB SKOHOMHUYECKOi Oe3omacHocTH [7, ¢.257; 8, ¢. 58].

MerTozbl UcceioBaHus, MPUMEHsIEMbIE B paboTe, OCHOBAHBI
Ha CUMOMO03¢ OOBEKTHBHBIX M CYObEKTHBHBIX TIPUEMOB, K KOTO-
PBIM MOYKHO OTHECTH METOJI IKCTIEPTHBIX OLIEHOK, METO/l HOpMa-
JIM3alMK JaHHBIX, METO/BI CTaTUCTHYECKOH 00paboTKu Macco-
BBIX JaHHBIX U Apyrue. [lepuon nccnenosanus — 20162018 rr

PesyabTaThl (Results)

KommiekcHass oOlleHKa DKOHOMHYECKOH 0€30I1acHOCTH
CEJICKOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX OpraHu3aluii OCHOBaHa Ha OTOOpE
CHUCTEMBI MHIMKATOPOB MO KaXKA0H ee cocTapistomein. Mero-
JIMKa BKJIFOYAET CIIC/IYFOIHE 3Tallbl:

1. OTO0p MHIMKATOPOB (PMHAHCOBOM COCTABIIAIONIEH KO-
HOMHMYECKOHW 0e30MacHOCTH M yCTAaHOBJICHHWE UX IOPOTOBBIX
3HaueHwuit (Tabnuua 1). [Ipeanaraemas cucrema mokasaresnei
SIBJIsIeTCSl HamOonee BOCTPeOOBaHHOW M MH()OPMaTHBHOW B
OlIeHKe (DMHAHCOBOTO COCTOSHHS XO3SIHCTBYIOIIETO CyObeKTa,
a TIOPOTOBBIE 3HAYEHHUS SIBJISIOTCS OOIIENPUHATHIMU JUTS KOM-
Mepueckux opranmzanuii [9, c. 314; 10, c. 345; 11, c. 438].
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C nomomiplo IpOoLeAypbl HOpMaIU3alluy [I0Ka3aTeny Ie-
peBonsTCs B K03(GHUINEHTHBII BUA 10 popmyIe:

$3

K _
HII 3

riae K, — ko3 guuent HopManu3anum nokasarens;

©3 — dakTHuecKoe 3HAYCHUE MOKA3ATEIS;

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

[Tpu sTOM eciu 3Ha4YeHHs STallOHA HE COOTBETCTBYIOT I10-
pPOTrOBOMY 3HaUCHHUIO HHIMKATOpa, TO B KAUECTBE 3TAJIOHA BbI-
OupaeTcst HOPOroBoe 3Ha4CHHE.

[ocne sToro 3HaueHUst KO3(PHUIMEHTOB YCpeAHSIOTCS U
PACCTaBISIIOTCSI BECOBBIE 3HAUEHUS] WHAMKATOpoB [12, c.65;
13, c. 23]. Jlnst BEIOpaHHOW CUCTEMBI TIOKa3aTelieii pEKOMEH-
IYIOTCS CICAYIONINE YPOBHU 3HAUUMOCTH KOA(D(PHUIMCHTOB,
rae OONBIINI BeC MMEIOT MOKa3aTelIH ILIaTeXeCHoCOOHOCTH
opranu3aiuu (Tabmuma 2).

Wurerpanbubiii nokasarens (MIT) kaxmol cocrapisromei
HKOHOMHUYECKOH Oe3omacHocTH ((PpUHAHCOBOW, TEXHOJIOTHYE-
CKOH, KaJ]pOBOM, MMPOU3BOJICTBEHHOM, PeCypCHOI) pacCUUTHI-
BaeTcs mo hopmyiie:

Hn:xl.d1+x2-d2+...+ xn'dnﬂ(z)

)

TIE X, X,, X, — CPEIHHE 3HAYEHN HOPMAIIM30BAHHBIX K0P pH-
LIUCHTOB;

d,d, d —Bec xoapdunuenra.

[Tpu 5TOM BO3MOXKHBI CIIETYIONIHE XapaKTEPUCTHKU (yHK-
LUOHAJILHBIX COCTABJISIONIMX SKOHOMHYECKOH 0€30I1acHOCTH
opranu3aiuu (Tabmuma 3).

[IpoBeneHHBIN aHANH3 WHAMKATOPOB (HHAHCOBOWN Oe3-
OTIaCHOCTHU ONPEIENNII XapaKTEPUCTHKY CEIbCKOX03HCTBEH-
HBIX OpraHu3aluil Kakaoro paioHa (tabmuua 4). Huskuii n
KPUTHUYECKUH YPOBHU (PUHAHCOBOHN 0€301IaCHOCTH CBUICTEIb-
CTBYIOT O TOM, YTO HEKOTOpPbIE OPraHHU3aIllH, HAXO/SIIIecs B
MumikuackoM, CadaxyneBckom, Ketockom, Kapramonbckom,
JIeOsKBEBCKOM M IpYyTUX paiioHax, He CMOIIIM B ITOJHOM 00b-
€ME pacCuuTaThcs M0 CBOMM 00s3aTeNbCTBAM, a aHaIM3 I10-
Kazarenedl (MHAHCOBOH YCTOWYMBOCTH CBHJETENBCTBYET O
BBICOKOW (DMHAHCOBOM 3aBHCHUMOCTH CEIILCKOXO3SIHCTBEHHBIX

Tab6muna 1
MupukaTops! GMHAHCOBOIT 6€30IaCHOCTHU
HNnaukarop IHoporosoe 3nauenue
KoahdumnmeHT Tekyieit THKBUIHOCTH >20
Koadduiment aBroHoMuu >0,5
KoaddummenT obecrnieueHHOCTH cOOCTBEHHBIMH OOOPOTHBIMHU CPECTBAMHU >0,1
Koadduiment obopaunBaeMocTH 000POTHBIX AKTHBOB >1,0
YpoBeHb peHTa0CIPHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO KaluTana, % =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 3HaunMoCTH (Beca) K03 PuueHToB PMHAHCOBOIT 6€30IMaCHOCTI
HNupuxarop Bec unaukaropa
KoadduimeHT texyeit TMKBUIHOCTH 0,35
Koadduipent aBronomMun 0,15
KoaddumueHt 06ecrneueHHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIMU 000POTHBIME CPEICTBAMH 0,20
Koaddumment odbopaurnBaemMocT 000POTHBIX aKTHBOB 0,20
YpoBeHb peHTa0eIbHOCTH COBOKYITHOTO KanuTana, % 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 MIOKa3aTeneit
(QyHKIMOHATBHBIX COCTABISIOUINX IKOHOMINYECKOI Oe30ImacHOCTH

3HayeHHe MHTErPAJIbHON OLIEHKH

XapakTepucTuka

0,9 u 6omee Bricokuii ypoBeHB
0,7-0,8 HopmanbHblit ypoBeHb
0,5-0,6 Cpennnii ypoBeHb
0,3-0,4 Huskuit ypoBeHb
Ho0 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
o 0.2 Critical

opraHu3alui, HaXOMAUIUXCS B 3BEPHHOTOJIOBCKOM, AJbMe-
HeBCKOM, [10IOBUHCKOM U Jpyrux paioHax.

2. OTOOp MHIUKATOPOB TEXHOJIOINMYECKON OE30IaCHOCTH:

— (hoHIO0TIAYA;

— (hOHIIOPCHTAOCTHHOCTD;

— k03¢ GUIMESHT 000PaYNBACMOCTH 3aI1acoB;

— xoaddurmeHT obopaunBaeMocTH NeOUTOPCKOW 3a/101-
KEHHOCTH;

— peHTabeIbHOCTh OOOPOTHBIX aKTHBOB.

C momoIpo npoLenypbl HOpMalM3aluy MMOKa3aTeIn Te-
peBonsT B KO3(D(OUIIMEHTHBIN BUJI, 3aT€M YCPEIHSIOT U pac-
CTaBJISIIOT BECOBBIE 3HAYEHUS HUHIUKATOPOB (Tabnuua 5). Hau-
OoJIbIIIME 3HAUSHHUST BECOB MPEAJIATAFOTCS 110 MTOKa3aTeNsIM OT-
JIaY¥ OCHOBHBIX M 000POTHBIX (DOHJIOB.

Huskuit 1 KpUTHYECKUH YPOBHM TEXHOJOTHYECKOH 0e3-
OITIaCHOCTH CBs3aH I/I36I)ITO'-IHBIM YPOBHEM 3amacoB, ¢ U3JIUII-
HUM HAKOIJICHUEM HEIIPUT'OJHBIX K UCIIOJB30BAHUIO MaTCcpra-
J0B (Tabnuia 6). HeadekTruBHOE HCTIONB30BAHME 3aM1aCOB U
HapyHmeHUusA MPOU3BOJACTBCHHOT'O UKJIA UMCCTCA B 3BepI/IHO-
rojoBckoM, MokpoycoBckoM, beno3epckom, LlennaHoM paii-
oHax. 3HaueHHe koddduireHTa 060paunBaeMOCTH JIeOUTOP-

CKO#1 33/I0JDKEHHOCTH HAaXOJHUTCSl HUXKE CPETHETO MOKa3arels
mo obmactu B llemurnom, IleryxoBckom, Kapramomnbckom,
[[yganckom, KypTamslickoM paifoHax, 4TO CBHUIETEIbCTBY-
eT 0 Hea(pekTuBHON paboTe OpraHU3aIMil ¢ MOKYIATSIIMU
JU00 O MPOAAKE MPOMYKIIMU B KPEIHT.

3. OT6op MHAMKATOPOB KaJIpOBOW OE30MaCHOCTH OpraHH-
3aIUH:

— CpeIHeronoBas BipaboTKa 1 paboTHHKA;

— K03 (QUIMEHT COOTHOIICHHS CPEIHETOIOBOI BHIPAOOT-
KU ¥ CPEIHETO/IOBOM 3apaO0THOM IJ1aThl;

— CTEICHb YOBJIECTBOPEHHOCTH YCIIOBUSIMH TPY/A;

— CTEIEHb YJOBJIECTBOPEHHOCTH OILIATOM TpyAa.

C nomoIIbIo NpoLeTypbl HOpMaI3alluy MOKa3aTel! nepe-
BOJST B KOO(D(DUIIMEHTHBIN BHJ, 3aT€M YCPEIHSIOT U pacCTaB-
JISTIOTCSI BECOBBIC 3HAYCHMS MHIUKATOPOB (Tabmwuia 7). bonee
BBICOKYIO 3HAYUMOCTb MMCIOT KOJIMYCCTBCHHBLIC IMOKA3aTCIIu,
TaK KakK COJep)KaT OObCKTUBHYIO OIICHKY KaJpOBO# Oe3omac-
HocTH. CTeneHb yNOBIETBOPEHHOCTH YCIOBUSMHU M OILIATOM
TpyAa MOCTPOCHBI Ha JKCIIEPTHOI OIIEHKE PECIIOHICHTOB U
oleHUBaroTCs 1o 10-0aIpHOM 1IKae.
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Tab6muna 4
Mupukaropsl puHAHCOBOIT 6€30MACHOCTH, B cpemHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
HNnaukaropsl
Kosppuumenr Ko>dpduun- | Yposens 3navyenne | XapakTepucTHKA
Paiion o01acTu K:Ha;b ?:;I:;:l- Koaddpuun- (:S)ecch;elclsg: eHT 000pa- | peHTadenb- | MHTErpajib- ypomf" ¢unan-
. €HT aBTOHO- YHBAEMOCTH | HOCTH COBO- | HOI'O IIOKa3a- | coBOii Oe3omac-
[ILEH JTHKe- MHH CIBEHIBIME | 5opoTHbIx | KynHoro Ka- TeJst HOCTH
BHIHOCTH 000pOTHBIMH o
AKTHBOB nurtajiaa, %
cpeacTBaMu
MOoKpOyCOBCKHH 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 Cpenuuit
Kypramsimickuii 3,36 0,76 0,61 1,24 23,04 0,50 Cpennuit
IIyyanckuit 3,60 0,66 0,58 0,89 41,93 0.47 Huskuit
YacToo3épckuit 2,27 0,69 0.41 1,22 8,56 0.40 Huskuit
IyMuUXHHCKHUH 1,59 0,74 0,30 1,22 17,67 0,38 Huskuit
ITpuToOONBHEI 1,89 0,57 0,32 1,06 26,47 0,36 Huskuit
Bapramumackui 1,76 0,55 0,18 1,34 32,52 0,35 Huskuit
JlaaMaToBCKUH 2,25 0,53 0,17 1,44 22.65 0,35 Huskuit
Karaiicknit 2,02 0,53 0,32 1,22 14,84 0,35 Huskuit
[TagpuHcKHit 1,92 0,60 0,21 1,11 23,95 0,33 Huszkuii
AnbMeHeBCKHit 1,99 0,58 0,08 1,35 16,19 0,31 Huskuii
IOprameickui 1,66 0,58 0,19 1,25 6,36 0,31 Huskuii
MakymuHckui 1,73 0,53 0,21 0,94 15.82 0,29 Kputnueckuit
TleryxoBCcKHit 2,47 0,54 0,24 0,93 4,90 0,29 Kpurnueckni
IlennaubIi 2,11 0,47 0,35 0,47 18.26 0,28 Kpurnueckni
JIeOsKBEBCKU 1.49 0,43 0,16 1,00 19.83 0,27 Kpurnuecknit
3BEPHHOTOIOBCKUI 2.54 0,46 0,04 1,00 27.26 0,26 Kpurnuecknit
Kapranonsckuii 1,66 0,40 0,18 0,84 20,11 0,25 Kputnueckunii
KeTtoBckuii 1,56 0,57 —0,18 1,59 9,21 0,24 Kputudaeckuit
TlomoBuHCKUM 2,36 0,50 -041 2,02 16,57 0,23 Kpurnueckuii
Bbenozepckmii 5,62 0,75 0,49 0,90 10,38 0,15 Kpurnueckuii
MHUIIKHHCKHI 0,98 0,33 -0,17 1,09 17,31 0,15 Kputuueckuit
CadakyieBckuii 1,08 0,12 -0,57 1,00 35,26 0,02 Kpurnueckuii
Table 4
Indicators of financial safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
o Coefficient Coeﬁif:ient. of | Coefficient L‘zftvaelfi(l)g ;;f- I{alue of an | Characteristic ‘of
District of the area Autonomy | security with of turnover 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
Al’'menevskiy 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 0.47 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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Tabmuna 5
VpoBeHs 3HauNMMOCTH (Beca) K03 PUIMEHTOB TEXHOTOTMYECKOIT 6e30IIacCHOCTI
HNuaukarop Bec nnaukaropa

doupooTaaua 0,25
®DoHIOPEeHTA0CTBEHOCTD 0,15
Koa¢ppumnment o60paunBaeMOCTH 3a11acoB 0,25
Koadh¢urnueHt 060paunBaeMOCTH IeOUTOPCKOM 33 J0TDKCHHOCTH 0,20
PenrabensHOCTH 00OPOTHBIX 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
Tabnuia 6
VIHpuKaTOpPHI TEXHOTOTMYeCKOI 6€30IaCHOCT, B CpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
HNnaukaTopsl
Koa¢pdu- I:zzd;dﬁr:;;— Mpuxonurcs 3HaueHue XapakTepucTHKA
Paiion obactn | domnoor- | POIOPEN | MY | qygaeyoeru || IPRORAM AT | | meaor o
AL P | wocrs, % | Baemoctn Aebutopekoit 000pOTHBIX aK- Telst ONACHOCTH
3anacoB 3AI0JIKCH= THBOB, P.
HOCTH

[yvyanckuit 1,56 133,23 1,07 2,13 0,32 0,58 Cpennnii
TTonoBuHCcKkMit 0,64 11,47 2,31 13,48 0,19 0,56 Cpennuii
TymuxuHCKHiA 1,31 25,77 1,58 8,74 0,21 0,53 Cpennuii
Baprammnzckuii 0,96 36,01 1,32 7,47 0,30 0,49 Cpennuii
CadakyneBcKuii 1,66 25,83 1,11 4,89 0,21 0,48 Cpemamii
JlamMaToBCKHiA 0,98 26,63 1,64 6,98 0,19 0,47 Cpemamii
Kyprampimickuii 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 Cpenumuii
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 Cpennuii
IOprampimckuii 0,74 8,02 1,40 18,19 —-0,02 0,43 Cpennuii
AbMeHEBCKHIA 0,49 15,76 1,40 12,27 0,14 0,42 Cpennuii
3BEpHUHOTOJIOBCKHI 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 Cpemamii
JlebsxpeBCKUit 1,21 23,96 1,11 7,11 0,08 0,39 Huskni
[Tputo6oIbHbIH 0,59 30,38 1,04 9,07 0,16 0,37 Husknii
Yactooz€pckuii 0,58 10,89 1,35 8,04 0,12 0,36 Huskuit
[TaTpoBckuii 0,67 27,30 1,10 6,20 0,18 0,36 Huzkuit
MukuHCKu#I 0,71 10,98 1,35 6,17 0,10 0,35 Huskuit
MokpoycoBcKuit 0,61 18,14 0,96 8,36 0,07 0,31 Huzkwit
Benozepckmii 0,61 17,04 0,97 6,54 0,08 0,30 Huzkuit
MaxkyumHCKHAR 0,51 16,13 1,02 6,47 0,09 0,29 Kpurnueckuit
[eTyxoBcKkwii 0,57 5,64 1,43 3,30 0,01 0,27 Kpurnaeckuii
LlenuuHbIN 0,54 42,26 0,83 1,20 0,08 0,24 Kpurnyeckuit
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Table 6
Indicators of technological safety, on average for 2016-2018
L Indiaftors - Value of an Characteris-
el [ cuptar | iy of| el [ Cofeienaf [ S pfion | gracd | 1710
productivity Jixed 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 KagpoBoil 6e3omacHOCTH
HNupuxarop Bec nunaukaropa
Cpenneronosas BeIpadoTKka 1 paboTHHKA 0,30
KoadduimeHT cooTHOIIEHNS CpeTHETOI0BOM BBIPA0OTKH U CPEAHET0I0BOI 3apabOTHOM TIIaThl 0,40
CreneHpb yIOBIETBOPSCHHOCTH YCIOBUAMH Tpyaa 0,15
CreneHp 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 3HaueHue cpernHer BbipaboTku 1 paboTHU-
KOM HAaxOIMTCSl Ha YPOBHE HH)KE CPEIHEro 1o 00JacTH, 4TO
CBUJICTENBCTBYET O nedurmre padoyeit cuibl (Tabmuma 8).
39t10 MOATBEPKAACTCA CTATUCTUICCKUMU JaHHBIMU, COTJTIACHO
KOTOPBIM MIPOU30IILIO COKPAILIEHNE YUCICHHOCTH PA0OTHHKOB,
3aHATBIX B CEILCKOM X03sicTBe Ha 707 uenoBek win Ha 9,5 %
B cpaBHeHnu ¢ 2015 . CommacHO NMpOBEAEHHBIM OMPOCaM IO
BBIOOpPOYHOMY 00cienoBanuto, 82 % pabOTHUKOB YIOBIETBO-
PEHBI YCIOBUAMU TpyHa U 66 % ymoBIEeTBOPEHbI 3apabOTHON

TJIATOH.
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4. Ot0op WHAMKATOPOB MPOU3BOACTBEHHOH Oe30macHo-

CTH:

— KalMTaJI00T/Aa4a;
— 3aTPaTOEMKOCTH;
— 0e3yOBITOYHBIIH 00BEM HPOAAXK;
— YpOBEHb PEHTAOETBHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIX HCTOYHHKOB
(buHaAHCHPOBaHUS;
— YPOBEHb PEHTa0CIFHOCTH 3aeMHBIX HCTOYHHKOB (hHHAH-

CHUpPOBaHUA.
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Ta6muna 8
Mupukatopsl KagpoBoil 6e30macHOCTH, B cpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
HNuaukaropsl
Koa¢ppuuuent
Cpenneronopas COOTHOMICHUT | v yopepy, YA0B- 3HaveHnne MH- | XapaKkTepuCTHKa
Paiion o0nacTu BBIPaGOTKA CPEHETo10BOM JIETBOPEHHOCTH Crenenb y108- TerpajibHOr0 | YPOBHS KaJipoBOii
1 paGoTHuKa, BhIpadoTKH " YCJIOBHSIMH JICTBOPEHHOCTH | - o cazarenst 6e30nmacHOCTH
THIC. p. CPEAHEro10Boii Tpyna onIaToii Tpyaa
3apadoTHoii
IJIAThI
Ilyuyanckuii 3296,28 16,08 46,33 7,67 0,89 HopmanbHblii
CadakyneBckui 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 Cpenuunii
Kararickuit 1326,51 7,88 43,00 8,00 0,54 Cpennuit
Kapranonsckuii 1151,77 6,85 46,00 8,00 0,51 Cpennuii
TTonoBrHCKMIT 1272,64 7,55 42,00 6,00 0,49 Huskuit
IIyMUXUHCKUH 1018,83 7,41 43,00 6,67 0,48 Huzkuit
Kertosckuii 1687,72 4,80 40,33 6,67 0,47 Huszkwmit
IleTyxoBCKHIt 1014,55 6,84 42,67 6,67 0,47 Huskwmit
IagpuHCKHA 1513,89 6,07 35,67 6,67 0,47 Huskwmit
JanmaTtoBckui 904,98 4,39 49,00 9,00 0,46 Huzkuit
KypTraMplckuit 1063,05 5,37 43,00 8,00 0,46 Huszkwmit
MOKpOYCOBCKHIt 111746 6,23 39,33 6,67 0,45 Huskuit
IIpuTo60aLHELI 1040,02 6,73 40,00 6,33 0,45 Huszkwmit
IITaTpoBCKUiA 945,48 4,69 41,33 7,33 0,42 Huszkwmit
3BEpHUHOTOJIOBCKUI 868,40 4,72 46,00 6,33 0,41 Huskuit
IlenuHHBIN 925,51 6,44 32,00 4,67 0,39 Huskuit
MaxymHCKHI 947,22 5,37 37,67 4,67 0,38 Huskwmit
YacToo3épcKuii 717,85 441 39,00 6,33 0,37 Huszkwmit
AJBMEHEBCKUIA 667,02 3,96 37,33 7,00 0,36 Huzknmit
benozepckuit 677,58 431 42,00 5,33 0,36 Huskuit
IOprameiickuii 868,36 3,78 37,00 6,00 0,36 Huzkwmit
MHUIKHUHCKHI 934,41 4,60 32,00 3,33 0,33 Huzkuit
Table 8
Indicators of personnel safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
Cogﬁ‘icient ofa Degree of sat- Value of an Characteristic o
District of the area Average annual | - ratio of average isf;zgctionfwith D egree of sf”' integratec{ indi- | level of personnfl
development of | annual develop- X . isfaction with
working condi- . cator safety
1 worker ment and average tions compensation
annual salary
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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Tabmuua 9
VpoBeHs 3HauNMMOCTH (Beca) K03 PULIEHTOB IPON3BOACTBEHHOI Oe30MacHOCTHI
HNuaukarop Bec unaukaropa
Kanuranoornaua 0,20
3arparoeMKOCTh 0,10
Be3yOpITounsIi 00BeM pomax 0,25
YpoBeHb peHTa0eIbHOCTH COOCTBEHHBIX HCTOYHHKOB (DMHAHCHPOBAHUS 0,20
YpoBeHb peHTa0eIbHOCTH 3aeMHBIX HCTOYHUKOB (pHHAHCUPOBAHHMS 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 momoIpio Ipoexypbl HOPMATIH3AMK OKA3aTeNn Ie-
peBOAAT B KOX(PPHUIUEHTHBIA BU, 3aTeM YCPEOHSIOT U pac-
CTaBIISIIOTCS] BECOBBIE 3HAUSHISI MHANKATOPOB (Tadmwmma 9).

ITpoBeneHHbIe pacdyeTsl CBUAETENBCTBYIOT, 4To 2 (8 %)
paiioHa XapaKTepU3YIOTCA CPEHUM yPOBHEM IIPOU3BOCTBEH-
HoH OezomacHocTH, 3 (13 %) paifoHa MMEIOT KPUTHUYECKHNA
yposeHb u 19 (79 %) paiioHOB BXOZST B 30HY HU3KOTO YPOBHS
MIPOU3BOACTBEHHON Oe3omacHocTH (Tabmuia 10). Bxox paii-
OHOB B KPUTHYECKYIO 30HY CBSI3aH C BBICOKMMH 3HaYECHUSIMU
TaKHX MTOKa3aTesiel Kak 3aTpaToeMOCTh U 0e3yOBITOUHBIH 00b-
€M IIpoJax.

5. OT0op MHANKATOPOB pecypCcHOM Oe30mMacHOCTH:

— (hoHIOBOOPYKEHHOCTH;

— cyMMa 00OpOTHBIX CpeliCTB Ha 1 pabOTHHKA;

— MOJYYEHO BEIPYYKHU OT MpoAax Ha 1 pabOTHHKA;

— MOJYYEHO MPHUOBLIH OT IpoJaxk Ha 1 paboTHUKa;

— (hoHIpEHTAOCIBHOCTS;

— k03¢ GUIIEHT 000PaINBAEMOCTH 0OOPOTHBIX CPEIICTB.

C moMoIpI0 MpoUexypbl HOPMATIH3AMK OKA3aTeNn Ie-
peBOAAT B KOX(PPHUIUEHTHBIA BUJ, 3aTeM YCPEOHSIOT U pac-
CTaBIISIIOTCS. BECOBBIE 3HAYCHUS WHAWKATOpoB (Tabmuma 11).
Bonee BrIcOKHE yienbHbBIE 3HAYEHHS IPHCBOCHBI TOKA3aTEIISIM
3¢ PEKTHBHOCTH NCTIONB30BaHMS PECYPCOB ITPOMN3BOCTBA.

ITo pesynbraram ananuza tosnbko HydaHckuii palioH BXO-
IUT B HOPMaJbHYIO 30HY, 10 palfoHOB 001acTH UMEIOT Cpea-
HUI YpOBEHB pecypcHO# Oe3omacHoCTH U 13 paiioHOB — HU3-
kuit (Tabmuma 12).Takas cuTyanus cBsi3aHa C BEICOKOH BapHh-
aruel mokasateneil 3PQEKTUBHOCTH HCIIONB30BAHUS MMEIO-
mieiicst pecypcHoOi 0a3bl.

B utore uHTerpajibHas OLEHKAa YPOBHS 3KOHOMHUYECKOU
6e3onacHocTH (OB) paccunThIBaeTCs Tak:

OB =®b + Tb + Kb + IIb + PB, 3)
rae Ob — uHTErpaNbHbIA OKa3aTeNs PHHAHCOBOM Oe301mac-
HOCTH;

Th — wHTErpajbpHBIM IOKa3aTellb TEXHOJOTHUYECKOH Oe3-
OTIaCHOCTH;

Kb — uHTerpabHBIN OKa3aTeh KaIpoBOH O€30IIaCHOCTH;

[1b — mHTETpanpHBIN MOKa3aTeIh MPOU3BOICTBECHHON Oe3-
OTIaCHOCTH;
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PB — uHTeTpabHBIN NOKa3aTeNb peCypcHON 0E30IacHOCTH.

Jlna nHTepnpeTanuy UHTErPalbHOM OLEHKH YPOBHS KO-
HOMMYECKOH 0€3011aCHOCTH TpeyIaracTcsl CIeayomas mKajia
(tabnuna 13).

B wurtore Meromuka mo3BOJIIET MPOBECTU PAaHKUPOBAHHE
paiioHOB 00JaCTH 10 YPOBHIO 3KOHOMHYECKOW 0€30IacCHOCTH
(Tabnuna 14).

Takum 00pa3om, TPOBEICHHBIN aHAJIM3 TT03BOJIHII BHISIBUTH
BCEro OJIUH PalloH C HOPMAJIBHBIM YPOBHEM 3KOHOMMYECKON
6e3omacHocTH, 9 palloHOB cO cpeqHUM ypoBHEM M 14 paiio-
HOB ¢ HU3KUM. Kak 1MoKa3bIBalOT pacyeTsl, Cpey BCeX (yHK-
LMOHAJILHBIX COCTABJISIONIMX SKOHOMHYECKOH 0€30I1acHOCTH
CEJILCKOXO3SIICTBEHHBIX OpraHU3aluil Hanbosee ysI3BUMBIMU
ocraroTcs (PMHAHCOBAs, TEXHOJIOTHYECKast M MPOU3BOJCTBEH-
Hast Oe30macHOCTh. B urore mpu BeIpabOTKE MEPONIPHUATHIA 1O
YKPEIUICHHUIO YPOBHS 3KOHOMHYECKOH 0€30IMacHOCTH XO3sH-
CTBYIOIIUX CyOBEKTOB JOJIDKHBI OBITH YYTEHBI BHYTPEHHHUE U
BHEIITHHE YIPO3bI 10 KaXJOH ee cocrasistomei. O0o3Haue-
HHE YIpo3 N0 (yHKIMOHAIBHBIM COCTABIISFOIMM 3KOHOMHYE-
CKOI1 0€30ITacCHOCTH MO3BOJIMT BHIPA0OTATh NMPaBHIIBHBIN Ha-
00p AeHCTBUI O UX ITPEOIOJICHUIO MM HUBEINPOBaHUIO [ 14,
c.249; 15, c. 613].

Obcy:xnenue u BbiBoAbI (Discussion and Conclusion)

[Mpennaraemas MeTomuKa o0nanaeT psAAOM IIPEUMYILECTB,
KOTOpBIE MO3BOJAT MPUMEHATh €€ KaKk Ha YpOBHE OTAEIBHO
B3ATOTO CyOBEKTa XO3SIMCTBOBAHUS, TAaK M 10 COBOKYIMHOCTH
TakoBbIX. Habop mokasarenell (MHAMKaTOpPOB), BXOASAIIMX B
Ka)XIYIO COCTABIISIONLYI0, MOXKET OBITh PACIIMPEH, JOTIOIHEH
B 3aBHCHMOCTHU OT LI€JAM HCCIEJOBAaHMUS M HAYYHBIX MPEAIo-
YyTeHU aHaiduTuka. [IpuMeHsieMbli MaTeMaTMYeCKHi HWH-
CTpPYMEHTapHUi He OTSATOIIEH ITpoleAypaMH 00pabOTKH CTaTH-
CTHUYECKUX JaHHBIX, a 3HAYUT, JOCTYNEH K HCIOIb30BAHUIO.
COBOKYITHOCTh WHIMKAaTOPOB IOCTPOEHa MO oQUIHaIbHON
OTYETHOCTH CEIIbCKOXO3AHCTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alUil, UTO TAKKe
CBUJIETENBCTBYET O €€ JOCTYIHOCTH B aHATUTUYECKUX HCCIIe-
JIOBAHUSX.
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Tabmuua 10

VupukaTops! Hpou3BOACTBEHHOI 6€30MaCHOCTH, B cpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.

HNHaukaropbl
Beay6uitou- Zggg:;opc?:l ngseﬂb peH- 3HaueHue | XapaKTepUCTH-
Paiion o6acTu Kanuraso- | 3arparoem- | Hblii 00beM | cOOCTBEHHBIX TADEALHOCTH | MHTEIPAJIb- | KA YPOBHI PO~
oTaaua, p. KOCTb, P. npoxa, HCTOUHMKOB 3a€MHBIX UCTOY- | HOI'0 IIOKa3a-| U3BOJACTBCHHOH
THIC, P. (pumancuposa- HHUKOB qmna:[cn- TeNs 6€e30MacCHOCTH
wust, % poBanus, %
Ilygyanckuii 0,63 0,64 25,52 41,93 77,78 0,65 Cpennuii
Kypramsimickuit 0,70 0,86 52,83 23,04 63,79 0,51 Cpennuii
IlaTpoBcKuii 0,58 0,82 44,34 16,29 55,30 0,46 Huskni
LIyMUXUHCKHI 0,58 0,79 28,70 17,67 32,57 0,46 Husknit
Bapramunckuii 0,66 0,78 47,08 32,52 35,50 0,45 Huszkwmit
3BEpHHOTOIOBCKHI 0,57 0,75 40,07 27,26 33,92 0,45 Huzkwmit
CadakyneBckui 0,52 0,75 36,52 35,26 11,26 0,42 Huzkwmit
JlanmaTtoBckuii 0,75 0,87 61,03 22,65 2391 0,40 Huszkwmit
[lagpuHCKHIA 0,54 0,77 41,80 23,95 30,35 0,40 Huskwmit
Karaiickuit 0,74 0,82 42,36 14,84 15,02 0,39 Huskuit
TTpuT00OIBHBIH 0,64 0,89 83,72 26,47 27,33 0,39 Huszkwmit
Kapranonsckmit 0,57 0,79 41,59 20,11 11,91 0,35 Huskwmit
AJIbMEHEBCKHUI 0,64 0,90 64,83 16,19 17,87 0,34 Huskwmit
JIeOsKbeBCKHiA 0,63 0,91 57,83 19,83 12,60 0,34 Huskuit
MoOKpPOYCOBCKUI 0,50 0,92 78,03 3,78 35,00 0,34 Huszkwmit
Benmosepckuit 0,47 0,91 61,12 10,38 29,69 0,33 Huzkuit
KeroBckuit 0,58 0,83 45,64 9,21 11,47 0,33 Huskuit
ITosoBHHCKHUI 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 Huszkwmit
MHUIIKUHCKHAN 0,62 0,91 65,44 17,31 6,67 0,31 Huskuit
MaxkyIIHCKHA 0,51 0,91 78,35 15,82 15,67 0,30 Huskwit
[{enMHHBIN 0,34 0,81 46,78 18,26 14,76 0,29 Kpuruueckuii
IOpramelickmit 0,62 1,02 128,37 6,36 8,64 0,27 Kputnueckuii
TleTyxoBCcKuUi 0,57 1,02 287,71 4,90 4,66 0,24 Kputnueckuii
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 intensity Profitable ability of own | of profitability integrated | of level of pro-
capital ratio of resources sales volume sources of loan sources indicator duction safety
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
Yurgamyshskiy 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¢pPpuiueHTOB pecypcHOil 6esomacHOCTH
Nuaukarop Bec nunaukaropa

DOHI0BOOPYKEHHOCTh 0,15
CymMma 000pOTHBIX CpesCTB Ha | paboTHHKa 0,10
[TonyueHo BBIpYYKH OT NMpojiax Ha 1 paboTHHKA 0,15
[ToyueHo mpuOBLTH OT NposiaX Ha | paboTHHKA 0,20
DoHTOPEHTAOCTEHOCTh 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
Tabnmuna 12
VIHpuKaTOPBI pecypcHOII 6e30MaCHOCTY, B CpegHeM 3a 2016-2018 rr.
Nupnkaropsl
: s 3 ] g -
| =% | 55 | 2F | & | &2
2 2 £ 2 | 5E E | &5
g = g - 2 : & - 3Hauenne XapakTepu-
Paiion o6aacTu - Sa= = 2 222 | & | 55 |MHTerpaik- | CTHKA ypPOBHS
29 S =g - B O =X S = 5 |HOro mokasa- | pecypcHoi oe3-
= =S 55 gsf = =l % & Tels OIACHOCTH
= | iz 22 | Ex | B | B3
z 5% s~ | Ex |z | ZE
§ g =% | 22 | & | Z:
o = = =
I yganckuit 2137,6 2038.,4 3296,2 1188,9 133,2 1,61 0,79 HopmanbHbrii
KetoBckuit 2867,1 2117,7 1687,7 150,2 8,4 0,81 0,39 Huskuit
CadaxyneBckuit 1119,6 1103,0 1685,5 382,7 25,8 1,63 0,38 Huzkuit
Bapramusckuii 1570,0 1525,3 1512,6 3372 36,0 1,01 0,37 Huskuit
[MagpuHCKMit 1639,8 1566,0 1513,8 3439 27,8 0,99 0,37 Huzkuit
JleOshKbeBCKHIA 1314,4 1311,2 1636,3 130,6 23,9 1,25 0,33 Huskwuit
TTonoBuHCKMIA 2016,9 1936,3 1272,6 119,6 11,4 0,65 0,31 Huzkuit
IenuHHBIH 1756,9 1721,4 925,5 166,0 42,2 0,53 0,31 Huzkuit
Kapramonbckuit 875,5 851,0 1151,7 2232 27,7 1,37 0,30 Huszknit
Karatickwmii 1438.4 1242.8 1326,5 108,8 21,8 1,08 0,30 Huzkuit
ITpuToOOMBHBIIH 1835,2 1752,7 1040,0 107,4 30,8 0,56 0,30 Huszknit
Kyprampimckuit 1036,9 996,17 1063,0 155,9 439 1,07 0,29 Kpurnueckuii
MakyImmuHCKHI 21224 1877,0 947,2 73,0 16,1 0,50 0,29 Kpurnaecknii
MoxpoycoBckuii 1745,1 1732,1 1117,4 87,2 18,1 0,65 0,29 Kpurnueckuii
3BEPUHOTOJIOBCKUIN 1150,1 1102,0 868.4 198,2 42,7 0,82 0,28 Kpurnaeckuii
[TarpoBckuii 1609,1 1409,2 945.,4 156,6 27,3 0,67 0,28 Kpurnueckuii
TymMuxuHCKHiA 1352,7 1127,5 1018,8 178,6 25,7 0,93 0,28 Kpurnueckuii
TletyxoBckuit 1850,1 1840,5 1014,5 -3,1 5,6 0,57 0,26 Kpurnuecknii
JlamMaToBCKHiA 1075,6 864,1 904,9 116,7 26,6 1,05 0,25 Kpurnueckuii
AnbMeHEeBCKUH 1776,8 1392,1 667,0 73,3 15,7 0,49 0,24 Kpurnuecknii
MHUIIKHHCKHUIH 1386,2 1308,4 934,1 74,9 10,9 0,72 0,24 Kputnueckuit
Yactooz€pckuit 13333 1208,8 717,8 66,8 10,8 0,60 0,21 Kpurnueckuii
IOpramsimckuit 1255,0 1121,5 86,3 -16,0 8,0 0,78 0,21 Kputnueckuit
Bbenozepckuit 1080,5 1049,9 677,5 60,4 17,0 0,65 0,20 Kpurnueckuit
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Table 12
Indicators of resource safety, on average for 2016-2018
Indicators
@ 3 S x
S 5 S« ES s £33 . .
3 s = s ~ S g Value of an | Characteristic
District of the area Q % S é § g 2 ‘§ SR integrated | of level of re-
‘S - g~ q‘é =g ‘§ § indicator source safety
S > NS = | & S3
S 37 2 g S SRS
X ) oy = oy S
= S A o
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 MOKa3aTe/ s MHTET PATbHOIT OIIeHKM 9KOHOMITYECKOI 6€30ImacHOCTH

3HaueHHe MHTErPAJIbHOI OLIEHKH

XapakTepucTHKA

4 u bonee Bricokwuii ypoBeHB
34 HopmaneHbIi ypoBeHBb
2-3 CpenHuii ypoBeHb
1-2 Huskuit 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

PeiiTuHT paiioHOB 110 YPOBHIO 9KOHOMUYECKOIT 6€30IaCHOCTHU

HNHTerpajibHble NOKa3aTeJ COCTABIAIOIIMX IKOHOMUYECKOI
6e30MACHOCTH 3HayeHUE UH- XapakTepucTHKa
Paiion o61acT Ornanco- | Texmonorm N T Tiponssor- TerpajbHoOii | IKOHOMHUECKOii 0e3-
" . Pecypcnoii | Kaapooii . OLEHKH ONACHOCTH
BOHU YEeCKOH CTBEHHOHU
[yvyanckuit 0,47 0,58 0,79 0,89 0,65 3,38 HopmanbHbiit
Kyprampimckmii 0,5 0,45 0,29 0,46 0,51 2,21 Cpennuit
Bapramunckuii 0,35 0,49 0,37 0,54 0,45 2,2 Cpennuii
lymuxuHCKHN 0,38 0,53 0,28 0,48 0,46 2,13 Cpenauit
MoxpoycoBCKuit 0,68 0,31 0,29 0,45 0,34 2,07 Cpenanuii
IaTpoBckwii 0,52 0,36 0,28 0,42 0,46 2,04 Cpenanii
Karaiickumit 0,35 0,44 0,3 0,54 0,39 2,02 Cpeanuii
JIeOsKBEBCKHI 0,27 0,39 0,33 0,68 0,34 2,01 Cpenamii
CadakyneBckuii 0,02 0,48 0,38 0,7 0,42 2 Cpeanuii
1agpuHCKHIA 0,33 0,43 0,37 0,47 04 2 Cpemamii
JlanmMaTtoBckmit 0,35 0,47 0,25 0,46 0,4 1,93 Huskuit
ITomoBuHCKHUI 0,23 0,56 0,31 0,49 0,33 1,92 Huszknit
KeroBckuit 0,24 0,44 0,39 0,47 0,33 1,87 Huskuit
[TputoOoabHEIHI 0,36 0,37 0,3 0,45 0,39 1,87 Husknit
3BEPUHOTOJIOBCKUM 0,26 0,42 0,28 0,41 0,45 1,82 Huskuit
Kapranonsckuit 0,25 0,41 0,3 0,51 0,35 1,82 Husknit
ANbMEHEBCKUH 0,31 0,42 0,24 0,36 0,34 1,67 Hwuskuit
Yacroo3&pckuit 04 0,36 0,21 0,37 0,32 1,66 Huszknit
IOpramsimckuit 0,31 0,43 0,21 0,36 0,27 1,58 Huzkuit
MaxymmHCKuiA 0,29 0,29 0,29 0,38 0,3 1,55 Huzknit
ITetyxoBckuit 0,29 0,27 0,26 0,47 0,24 1,53 Huzkuit
IemuHHBIIH 0,28 0,24 0,31 0,39 0,29 1,51 Huzknit
MHuUIKUHCKHH 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 Huszknit
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 0.46 051 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
Yurgamyshskiy 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
S E-mail: marinal512_93@mail.ru

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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