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Abstract. Taking as a basis the scientific study of different concepts in the theory of security, it
is necessary to assume that the inaccessibility of the threat in the absolute sense is impossible. In
fact, there may not be a certain type of threat to a particular object in a specific period of time (if
there is not yet or there is no longer a corresponding danger factor). It is necessary to take into
account that interests are only a small part of a wide range of objects of state protection. This share
differs subjectively and interacts with the implemented financial, economic and social policy,
the productivity of which is largely dependent on the impact of individual groups of people and
parties (based on socio—political preferences). In addition — it is quite a mobile category, which has
the ability to change qualitatively. It is obvious that the danger is one of the many destructive
moments of security, along with those of which have already been discussed, for example threat,
challenge, risk, decline, crisis, cataclysm, destruction, deformation processes, etc. It is necessary to
clarify that the danger in the context of the ‘security triad’ is always modified: in a short time, they
have all chances to transform from the present into the probable and vice versa.

Annomayus. B3siB 3a 0a3y HaydyHOE WCCIEIOBAaHUE PA3HBIX KOHIEMIMH B TEOPUH
0€301acHOCTH, HEOOXOANMO MPEANONOKUTh, YTO HETOCTYITHOCTh YTPO3bl B a0COTIOTHOM 3HAYEHUHU
HEBO3MOXHA. B NEeHCTBUTENBHOCTH MOXET OTCYTCTBOBaTb ONPENEICHHBI BUJ Yrpo3bl s
OTIPENIEIICHHOTO0 00BEKTa B KOHKPETHOM MPOMEKYTKE BPEMEHH (B ClIydae €CIiv €Ille He CYIIECTBYET
WJTU )K€ YK€ He CYIIECTBYET COOTBETCTBEHHOTO (hakTopa omacHocTH). Heobxoaumo nmpuHUMaTh BO
BHUMaHUE TO, YTO MHTEPEChl — OSTO JIHUIIb TOIHKO Majas JOJid IMPOKOrO JHama3oHa OOBEKTOB
TrOCyIapCTBEHHOW  3alUIIeHHOCTH. JlaHHasg J0oms  OTiAM4YaeTcss CYOBEeKTUBHO W BENET
B3aMMOJICUCTBHE C BOIUIOIIAEMOW B JKU3Hb (PUHAHCOBO—IKOHOMHYECKOW M OOIIECTBEHHOM
MOJINTUKON, MPOU3BOAHOCTh KOTOPOH BO MHOTOM HaXOIWUTCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT BO3JEHCTBUSA
OTJENbHBIX TPYII JIIOJEH U mapTuil (Ha OCHOBE COIMAbHO—TIONUTUYECKUX TIpeanouTenuii). Kpome
3TOr0 — 3TO JOBOJBHO TOABUXHAS KaTeropusi, KOTOpass MMEET BO3MOXXHOCTh Kau€CTBEHHO
BHJIOM3MEHATHCA. OYEBUIHO, YTO OMACHOCTH — 3TO OJWH W3 MHOTOYHCIICHHBIX JI€CTPYKTHUBHBIX
MOMEHTOB 3aIIUIIIEHHOCTH BMECTE C TEMH, O KOUX yXe IIIa pedb, K IPUMEPY: yIpo3a, BHI30B, PUCK,
YAoK, KPU3HCHAsE OOCTaHOBKA, KaTakKIM3M, AECTPYKIMS, AePOpMAIMOHHBIE TPOIECCHl H p.
HeoOxomuMo yTOYHHUTH, YTO OMACHOCTHM B KOHTEKCTE€ «TpHabl 0O€30MacHOCTHY» BCETAa
MOIMU(UIUPYIOTCS: B TEPUOJ HEMPOMOJDKUTEITLHOTO BPEMEHHW OHH HWMEIOT BCE IIAHCHI
MEePEBOTUIONIATHCS U3 HACTOSIIIIMX B BEPOSITHBIE U HA0OOPOT.

280



http://www.bulletennauki.com/

Broanemens nayxu u npaxmuxu [ Bulletin of Science and Practice T. 5. Ne4. 2019
https://www.bulletennauki.com DOI: 10.33619/2414-2948/41

Keywords: socio-economic protectedness, government, society, enterprise, employee, threat,
protectedness, interests, economics, analysis, system.

Knroueswie crosa: COIHMAJIBHO-OKOHOMUYCCKAA 3allMIICHHOCTh, TIOCyaAapcCTBO, 06H_IGCTBO,
IMpCAIpUATUEC, pa6OTHI/IK, yrpo3a, 3allMII€HHOCTh, HHTEPEChl, DKOHOMHUKA, aHAJIN3, CUCTEMA.

The traditional understanding of security in the human community is based on such a category
as an external or internal enemy. Following this thesis, security can be guaranteed only by defeating
the enemy. As a result of such a victory, the results of the influence of the source of the threat on the
public or another object, according to the researchers, are expressed:

- in the loss of the object of those own properties;

- in the loss of those own elements by the object;

- in the loss of links between segments of the object;

- in the loss of the facility's ability to develop;

- in weakening the functions of the object;

- in the complete destruction of the object, etc.

At the same time, in fact, the point orientation and the role of the subjective factor in the
emergence of the threat experts denote such forms of danger:

- a call-an array of events, not every time threatening the essence, but requiring a response to
them,;

- a risk-the possibility of adverse and unnecessary results of the work of the subject [1, p. 87];

- threat — a more specific and specific type of danger created by the purposeful work of
destructive forces, an array of criteria and moments that pose a threat to the basic needs of the
individual, society, economic entity, country.

The degree of probability of occurrence and manifestations distinguish between threats: real
and probable.

The factor of the existence of the already studied values of security was chosen the position of
‘stability’ (the ability of the object to save or restore the initial state of the subsequent impact of
threats and dangers on it) (Table).

Table.
THE CRITERIA FOR HAZARD CLASSIFICATION

Classification criterion Dangers
Form of existence Danger, risk, challenge, threat
The probability of Abstract, concrete, real
Force of impact on the object Acceptable, allowable, emergency
Scale, spatial characteristic Global (universal), regional, country (local)

Note: development of the author.

The study of the threat implies the following nuances: identifying the source of the threat,
danger, systematization of hazards, their prediction, identification, determination of the degree of
threat, etc.

At the same time, in the literature it is possible to meet the systematization of the structure of
relations that develop in the process of describing the dangers, while socio-economic relations in
the presented section are considered rather narrowly and unilaterally, assuming only professional
training, training, maintenance of physiological and psychological state, the standard of living of the
population [2, p. 51].
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Taking as a basis for the study of advanced approaches, we proposed the following definition,
methodologically providing further study of socio-economic security in the system of state
protection: security-inaccessibility, prevention, destruction, minimizing the threat (risk, danger,
challenge), protection of the object from the influence of internal and external forces (factors)
capable of causing harm to it or eliminate.

This definition allows you to mark the following security types:

- hypothetical security-the absolute absence of threats, including the ability of some unsafe
environments, phenomena for society;

- real security-the ultimate security against threats, the ability to fully confront them.

Taking as a basis the scientific study of different concepts in the theory of security, it is
necessary to assume that the inaccessibility of the threat in the absolute sense is impossible. In fact,
there may not be a certain type of threat to a particular object in a specific period of time (if there is
no already or there is no corresponding hazard factor).

It is necessary to take into account that interests are only a small part of a wide range of
objects of state protection. This share differs subjectively and interacts with the implemented
financial, economic and social policy, the productivity of which is largely dependent on the impact
of individual groups of people and parties (based on socio—political preferences). In addition — it is
a quite mobile category, which has the ability to change qualitatively.

It is obvious that the danger is one of the many destructive moments of security, along with
those of which have already been discussed, for example: threat, challenge, risk, decline, crisis,
cataclysm, destruction, deformation processes, etc.it Is necessary to clarify that the danger in the
context of the ‘security triad’ is always modified: in a short period of time they have all chances to
transform from the present into the probable and Vice versa.

In the context of defense — in fact, the local share of measures that ensure the measured and
normal development of the economy. In this case, with a certain assumption, it is possible to
recognize that all kinds of mechanisms and tools aimed at ensuring the sustainable development of
the economy have every chance to be used as measures for the defense of socio—economic security.

The scope of main interests, selected in consultation with spheres of social structures, show
the need to study more Ist methodologically important nuances in the analysis of safety. We are
talking about the types of security, its components and nuances [3, p. 12]. In most cases, security
experts consider it appropriate to introduce the term ‘types of security’ when considering the issue
presented.

The types of security include financial, economic, political, military security, etc. This
division is based on the variety of spheres of society and the individual. So, types of safety contain
properties of a condition or directly the public object, or criteria of its activity. Taking into account
this precedent, we consider it appropriate to single out social and economic security as a separate
type of security.

The difficulty in ensuring social and economic security in our country was actualized in
connection with the transition from the administrative system of management to the market [4-5].
At the stage of transition from XX to XXI art. when modifying the political, financial and economic
systems, the exposure of the Belarusian economy not only to internal changes and their results, but
also to the influence of other countries and the global economy as a whole, state, and in particular
socio-economic, security acquired a special meaning.

The policy of ensuring the social and economic security of the Republic of Belarus is
currently based on the officially adopted normative documents, the basic of which is the
Constitution of the Republic of Belarus and the Concept of national security of the Republic of
Belarus [6].
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In this case, socio—economic security is considered as a system that includes external and
internal factors, the main interests of the objects of the protection — the individual, society,
economic entity, country, actual and probable dangers, and subjects of security.

In addition, it is impossible not to take into account that the quality and effectiveness of
practical work to ensure the socio—economic security of the state are largely dependent on the
content and research of the security issue, in agreement with which it is implemented — on the
theory.

We are not faced with the task of conducting an in-depth analysis of conceptual and
categorical approaches related to socio—economic security, since the presented problem is studied
quite extensively in a number of well-known works [1, p. 31; 7, p. 207; 8, p. 53; 9, p. 107; 10, p.
657, 11, p. 79; 12, p. 40; 13, p. 6; 14, p. 28; 15, p. 49; 16, p. 24; 17, p. 88].

More common at the moment is considered to be an objective approach to the definition of
the essence of socio—economic security, according to which: socio—economic security — the
position of protection of the basic needs and interests of public facilities in the financial, economic
and moral spheres from internal and external challenges, dangers and threats [18, p. 62].

This approach shows that the economic and social security of the person is under threat if the
individual is deprived of access to productive resources (land, capital, labor, technology); in the
case of which is the property of the individual property, rights and guarantees he has selected; if the
individual has no opportunity to fully exercise the corresponding rights in the event of disability.

The object of socio-economic security is not only the person but also the country, the
government, society as a whole, its different spheres, the economy as a whole, its different segments
and components, the public sphere, economic entities.

According to V. K. Senchagov, socio-economic security is the position of the economy and
government structures, which guarantees the protection of state interests, social development of the
state as a whole, the necessary defense potential, including in the most adverse situations in the
internal and external environments.

The protection of the interests of the state is guided and guaranteed directly by the possibility
of power structures to form mechanisms for the implementation and defense of the interests of
people, maintaining the socio-political strength of society.

Taking as a basis the study of advanced approaches to the definition of socio-economic
security, it should be noted that the evolution of the current period in the theory of socio-economic
security is reflected in the postulation of the following conceptual provisions:

- interpretation of security in the field of socio - economic security of the country, and not as a
point sector of the complexity of the defense of state interests;

- the traditional division of security threats into internal and external with priority (in real
conditions) of internal dangers (here it is necessary to understand that borders between them are
erased);

- non-market Genesis of socio-economic security, as the emergence of these problems is
caused not only by objectively relevant negative manifestations of market regulation, but also the
dangers of a subjective and functional way of life due to regulatory failures;

- the need to determine the security thresholds to obtain an effective tool to identify the most
vulnerable factors of the economy and the use of statistical data in the adoption of state decisions in
the field of regulation of the reproductive process;

- taking into account the state interests of security in the public sphere in the formation of the
forecast and the program of economic development of the state.

It seems indisputable that socio-economic security — an element of the basis of state
protection, its mandatory part in line with the financial, economic, political, social, military, etc., it
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has taken the position of an important part of the entire system of state protection. It is concluded
that socio-economic security is the key to sustainable, measured and measured development of the
state, its independence.

So, the purpose of the state strategy is to provide such a level of economic development,
which would form viable circumstances for the existence and full-fledged formation of the
individual, socio-economic strength of society and maintain the unity of the country, able to safely
resist the influence of internal and external hazards. Based on the above, financial and economic
circumstances affect not only the state of the individual or the territory but also the entire state
affects all areas of work, which, at first glance, in no way related to this opinion.

It should be noted that socio-economic security implies a state of the economy in which the
defense of the financial and economic interests of the individual, society, economic entity, country,
public policy direction and competitiveness is guaranteed.

At the same time, the definition of the term ‘socio-economic security’ in the integrated system
of state protection should include the following provisions:

1. Socio-economic security is not considered an end in itself, it is only one of the main
mandatory indicators of state protection of any country and is tightly intertwined with other types of
security: financial, economic, political, public, military, information, etc.

2. It is impossible to guarantee unconditional socio-economic security, but it is possible to
guarantee a certain degree of safety from adverse external and internal hazards.

3. The object of defense can be considered vital socio—economic interests—meaningful needs
of the individual, country, society, economic entity in public security. At the same time,
organizations cannot be considered as carriers of these interests as material objects. If we are talking
about collectives, then it is necessary to perceive public groups, that is, the components of society
(civil society or the country, if we are talking about state organizations).

4. The location of objects of social and economic security in accordance with the principles of
formal logic has the ability to be: a person, a country, a government, a society, an economic entity. A
person does not have the opportunity to be an absolute subject of ensuring socio-economic security,
due to the fact that this is only the public side of the bio-social being-a person, and in the essence of
his behavior are just real needs: food, housing, etc.

5. It is impossible to ignore the focus on increasing the number and solidity of challenges,
dangers and threats in the financial and economic sphere, which is due to various reasons, but just
with the contradiction between the limited physical resources on Earth and the rise in demand for
them.

6. It should be understood that the challenges, dangers and threats in the financial and
economic sphere have all chances to have internal and external sources, characterizing the internal
and external characteristics of socio—economic security.

Based on the above, it seems likely and appropriate to form a more generalized definition of
socio-economic security of the person, country, society, economic entity as part of the system of
state protection.

Socio—economic security 1s a mandatory element of the system of state protection,
inextricably linked with the financial, economic, political, social and military units, characterized by
the state of security of the main interests of the person, country, society and economic entity in the
financial, economic and public spheres from internal and external challenges, dangers and threats.

This definition does not allow to fully disclosing the issue. It is in constant dynamics and has
the ability to be adjusted; it has all the chances to make additions and changes. At the same time, it
reflects the whole essence of the problems, which makes it possible to move to a more serious study
of the role of socio-economic security of the Republic of Belarus in the system of state protection.
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This fact makes it possible to form a definition of the concept of socio-economic security in the
Concept of national security of the Republic of Belarus.

Due to the fact that the theoretical and methodological basis for the analysis of security
problems was the objectivist approach to the study of socio-economic security, in accordance with
it, socio-economic security has the ability to be considered as the security of the main interests of
public facilities in the financial and economic sphere from internal and external challenges, dangers
and threats.

In the context of the presented approach, socio-economic security is studied as a situation in
which sustained financial and economic recovery, the satisfaction of social needs at a sufficient
level, effective management.
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