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I'onoBa penakuiiinoi koserii
Hikiopos ITerpo Omanacosuy, 1.e.H., mpodecop, 3aBixysad kadenpu QinaHCiB i kpenury UepHiBebKOTo
HaIliOHAJIBHOTO yHiBepcutery imMeHi FOpis dexproBrua

3acTyIIHHK r0JIOBH peJaKuiiiHoi KoJierii
Jlomatuncekuit FOpiit Muxaitnosud, 1.e.H., mpodecop, 3aBimgyBad KahenapH eKOHOMIKH IIANPHEMCTBA Ta YIPABIiHHS
nepcoHaoM UepHiBeIbKOr0 HalliOHATEHOTO yHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi HOpis ®enpkoBmua

BinnosigajabHuii cexperap
Caenko Omexcanap CepriiioBud, K.e.H., IOLEHT, 3aBigyBau KadeapH MDKHAPOOHOI EKOHOMIKHM UepHiBEIbKOro
HaIliOHAJIBHOTO yHiBepcutery imMeHi FOpis dexproBrya

YuieHu peaakuiiiHol KoJierii

Binockypcbkuii Pycinan Pomanosuy, k.e.H., gouent (YepHisui); boponina Onena MukonaiBHa, 1.e.H., npodecop, wieH-
kopecrionnent HAH (KuiB); ByanikeBuu Ipuna Muxaitnisaa, n.e.H., npodecop (Yepwisii); Bepersik Aumpiit Bacumbopuy,
K.¢.H., poueHt (Yepwiswi); ['anymka 3os [BaniBHa, a.e.H., npodecop (Yepwisii); ['puropkis Bacuns Crenanosud, a.¢.-M.H.,
npodecop (Yepwisii); I'pynTkoBcbkuii Bomomumup 1OpiitoBnu, k.e.H., acucrent (Yepwisi); 3amyximsik Bomogumup
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PomaniBHa, a.e.H., mpodecop (Kuis); lnmenuunpkuit [lapno IBanoBud, m.e.H., mpodecop (Yepwismi); [Hunkapyk Jlimis
BacwuiiBHa, i.¢.H., npodecop, wieH-kopecnonaenT HAH (Kuis).

3akop/AoHHI WiIeHH pelakuiiiHol KoJerii

KesiTkoBchkuit €Brewiym, noktop ¢inocodii, mpodecop, (Jloxss, IMombmia); Mauepiniukine IpeHa, JOKTOp Hayk,
npodecop (Binbhioc, Jluta); Hacrace Kapmen, mokrop dinocodii, nmpopecop (Cyuaa, Pymynis); Cangan Sn-Ypoas,
nokrop dinocodii (Ocno, Hopaerist); Copin I'abpien Anton (Sccn, Pymywis); Cpoka Bioxsimep, 1oktop Hayk, mpodecop
(Jombposa-I'ypHiui, [Tonbima).
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SOCIAL ENTREPRENEURSHIP AS AN INNOVATIVE LEGAL BASIS FOR A
DEVELOPMENT OF AN ECONOMY OF THE MODERN STATE (THEORETICAL ASPECT)

The theoretical aspects of the definition of social entrepreneurship as the innovative and legal basis for the
economic development of the national economy, through an analytical comparison of entrepreneurship, innovations
and characteristics of the modern state and legal regulation of economic processes are considered in the article.
Sustainable economic development requires economic progress. The entrepreneur is the one who introduces
innovations and, regardless of the economic cycle (rise or fall), turns regression into economic progress. Social
entrepreneurs, acting on a legal basis, are innovators of economic development. Assuming a high mission of developing
and maintaining social values, they are constantly searching for and relentlessly implementing new opportunities
associated with this mission, for a positive change in society as a whole. One of the problems of the development of
social entrepreneurship is the interference of politicians in this process, with the aim of channeling it in the right
direction. Also, the institution of social entrepreneurship is often reduced by some scientific researchers only to a
narrow solution of everyday social problems. A widespread phenomenon is the development of legal doctrines of the
legal regulation of social entrepreneurship and public-private partnership in this area. This is due to certain
misunderstanding and delusion in the interpretation and application of the definition being studied. The task of social
entrepreneurship today is more significant. The modern economy is capable of successfully developing due to the
introduction of innovations and free competition by social entrepreneurship in the presence of an optimal legal regime.

Keywords: public-private cooperation, innovation, legal regulation, entrepreneur, social entrepreneur, social
entrepreneurship, economic development; social change; sustainable development; social change; scaling up.

Introduction. In  the conditions  of
decentralization of the local government taking into
account the aggravation of social problems the
difficult political situation and the financial crisis,
the promotion of the formation of social
entrepreneurship as an innovative legal basis for
sustainable economic development is extremely
urgent for modern Ukraine. The task of developing a
social rule of law and the formation of civil society
requires institutional, legal, social changes that
support social innovation.

The purpose of a research is to study individual
current problems of social entrepreneurship, to
theoretically and methodologically examine and
substantiate certain aspects of the definition of a
social entrepreneurship and to identify foundations
of the concept of its innovative and legal role in the
development of an economy for the progressive
development of modern society.

Research methods: comparative legal analysis
and synthesis, logical method, generalization,
economic and legal method.

Formulation of the problem. Social
entrepreneurship carrying out important constructive
functions of economic activity is an effective
mechanism for increasing the level of economic
development and state structure. From a legal point

of view domestic social entrepreneurship does not
exist because of the lack of an appropriate legislative
framework. However, there are some problems of
social entrepreneurship related to its legal regulation,
some interference of politics and the state in its
formation, diminishing its role in the scientific
community due to a reduction to the solution of
narrow social everyday problems of wvarious
categories of the population. For the most part they
relate to the misuse of the terminology of social
entrepreneurship in practice as well as the
insufficient level of domestic scientific research of
this definition and poor knowledge of this
phenomenon of society. The article outlines some
theoretical approaches to the definition of social
entrepreneurship shows its innovative and legal
essence and the importance of the right approach for
developing a legal concept for ensuring the
formation of social entrepreneurship.

Social entrepreneurship is a new opportunity to
participate in the process of creating a democratic
society for an ordinary person, without being elected
as a representative [15, 96]. Social entrepreneurship,
by and large, accumulates in itself the passion of
social mission with the image of business discipline,
innovation and determination. Undoubtedly, our
time has already been formed for entrepreneurial
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approaches to social problems (Dees,1998/2001).
Many government and philanthropic efforts far from
justify our expectations. Large institutions of the
social sector are often perceived as inefficient and
do not meet the requirements of modern society. The
community sees the prospect of social entrepreneurs
in creating the advanced institutions of the new
century. The definition of social entrepreneurship
may be new to contemporaries, but this phenomenon
has existed for a long time. In fact, social
entrepreneurs have always existed, even if we did
not call them. Initially, they created the basis for
many categories, which we now perceive as ordinary
phenomena. The meaning of the new name is
significant in the sense that it implies the removal of
the  boundaries of the segment. Social
entrepreneurship can manifest itself in various ways,
such as social business enterprises, such as
commercial banks for financial incentives for
communities, and hybrid organizations that combine
commercial and non-profit elements such as
homeless educational shelters. The new name helps
to expand the boundaries of the playground. Social
entrepreneurs are constantly looking for the most
effective tools for realizing their social goals.
Nevertheless, although the concept of social
entrepreneurship is becoming more and more in
demand, it gives rise to different views for different
people. This somewhat leads to a certain
misunderstanding and misunderstanding of the
terminology. Most perceive social entrepreneurship
only as non-profit organizations. Others see
businessmen as businessmen, who associate their
activities with the social responsibility of business.
Many modern individuals want to have the
image of a social entrepreneur or adjust to him for
different reasons, not understanding the true essence
of this definition. First of all, it concerns politicians
and officials, for whom social entrepreneurship is an
attractive design. Politicians and statesmen, as a
rule, see themselves as key figures that provide
opportunities and create rules, promote and invest
innovation and social entrepreneurship. They are
constantly trumpeting voters about what positive
changes should come and how the social order
should develop, promise great social initiatives, etc.
Thus laying a large number of "non-entrepreneurial”
components in social entrepreneurship. Their
privilege is to promise the public a high standard of
living and reap the benefits of successful projects.
But politics and entrepreneurship are incompatible
categories in practice. As SANDAL, Jan-Urban
[14,242] pointed out,"politicians often speculate and
play on taxpayer money, which often leads to

disastrous results.” Instead of investing the
taxpayer's money in infrastructure, building
kindergartens and schools, roads, libraries and

healthcare facilities, which is the main of taxation,
very often officials commit acts that fall under the
signs of crime, spending and thinking about
ridiculous and uncontrolled projects that have
nothing to do with the responsibility. The big danger
is that as a result of policy intervention, the true
spirit of social entrepreneurship can be lost.As long
as the promise of politicians does not reach the
result, because too many "non-entrepreneurial®
efforts are included in the definition, then the social
Entrepreneurship will fall into disrepute, and on this
basis, it is necessary to clearly distinguish the notion
of social entrepreneurship with other activities.\What
is the true essence of "social entrepreneurship™? The
answer begins with an understanding of the term
"entrepreneur*[3,4].

The concept of entrepreneurs has a long history
in the field of business. Its main attribute was the
formation of value based on innovation [5,108-111];
[20]. Austrian economist Joseph Schumpeter
founded this fundamental concept of value creation,
contributing to what may be the most influential idea
of entrepreneurship. Schumpeter defined in the
entrepreneur the force necessary to stimulate
economic progress if the economy does not become
static, structurally immobilized and prone to
corruption. Enter the Unternehmer, Schumpeter's
Entrepreneurial ~ Spirit,  which  identifies a
commercial opportunity - whether it's a material,
product, service or business - and organizes an
enterprise  to implement it Successful
entrepreneurship, he argues, triggers a chain
reaction, encouraging other entrepreneurs to repeat
and ultimately spread innovation to the level of
"creative destruction,”"” a state in which a new
enterprise and all associated enterprises effectively
provide existing products and services, and business
models are outdated. Schumpeter sees the
entrepreneur as an agent of change in a larger
economy[10].

What is social entrepreneurship?

In our opinion, the clearest definition of social
entrepreneurship is provided by SANDAL, Jan-
Urban. It comprehensively and capacitively reflects
the true essence of social entrepreneurship. Social
entrepreneurship[14,237] is a new way of
participating in the process of developing the
democracy for the common person. This is the true
essence of social entrepreneurship.

Nevertheless, there is still a huge gap between
theory and practice. The most characteristic problem
of the modern development of social
entrepreneurship is the interference of politics in
social entrepreneurship in order to subordinate it to
certain established rules. However, as recent world
events show, many citizens, including our
compatriots, today do not want to stay away from
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political processes. They want to take an active part
in the common life of the society be active in the
electoral process. As soon as they learn about new
opportunities for active participation in social
development they are motivated by the desire to
devote their ideas and forces to the innovative
process to turn ideas into productive projects. And
certainly all of them are pouring changes into social
development, which significantly raises the standard
of living of society. Social Entrepreneur [16],[19,
215-222],[22] is a free person man or a woman
whose mental health allows him or her to do
business as a social entrepreneur when the business
gives a surplus of costs and a person who represents
his private property for production means and
controls the process development as a social
entrepreneur and motivated by personal and internal
stimulus, conducts social entrepreneurship without
any dictation from outside forces, leadership or
control by the central authorities.

Thus, they contribute to economic progress,
which is the driving force behind the development of
democracy. It is these individuals who are the true
entrepreneurs and innovators[14,239].

When it comes to entrepreneurs, those that are
aimed at developing, we see that they do not form a
specific social class [22]. These people are strong
people, they act by themselves, and not as a group of
people, they do not copy each other, they have no
common goals, and they do not unite as social
groups, such as landowners, workers or capitalists.
Entrepreneurs are not the result of political activity
or do not depend on it, they do not have privileges or
political power, and they are not elected or
appointed. They only represent themselves [17].

The definition of social entrepreneurship and a
social entrepreneur has traditionally been widely
misleading not only among politicians and
government officials, but also among academics.
Some modern authors, echoing politicians, often
justify the need to use the institution of social
entrepreneurship as a legal mechanism for solving
social problems and meeting the individual needs of
citizens and legal entities. A number of researchers
have justified the need for state support for social
entrepreneurship, the creation of a legal framework
for its legal regulation, and also sees public-private
partnership as one of the key tools for the
development of social entrepreneurship, etc. The
most vivid manifestation of the doctrinal concept of
civil means of meeting the personal needs of citizens
in the social sphere through the development of
social entrepreneurship is observed in the scientific
circles of post-Soviet countries such as Belarus,
Russia. Barkov A.V. Grishina Ya.S. [1, 272-275]
and  other authors  believe that social
entrepreneurship  acquires a new level of

understanding as an intersectoral interaction of the
state, business and civil society in solving various
social problems using innovative technologies, the
legal provision of which is carried out by the
harmonious impact of private and public legal
instruments[7, 9-18].

The best form of interaction between the state
and private business in world practice is recognized
by these and some other authors as public-private
partnership (PPP) .They see the vector of
development and improvement of legislation on
public-private partnership, taking into account
advanced foreign law enforcement experience the
value orientations of social entrepreneurship, not
aimed at making a profit, but on ensuring the
priority of social effect over the economy. The best
form of interaction between the state and private
business in the world practice is recognized by these
and some other authors as public-private partnership
(PPP)[1, 277].

Here it is necessary to pay attention to the
following aspects of social entrepreneurship.
Emphasizing the individualistic nature of the
methods of pure theory, Schumpeter noted in his
time that every researcher bases his scientific
analysis, one way or another, on individual needs
and their satisfaction. Such an approach, in his
opinion, is conditioned by a twofold essence. First,
because we need to know individual needs.
Secondly, it is conditioned by the need to know
individual wealth. At the same time, the initial for
the theory is that each market demand is
individualistic, and on the other hand, it is often
altruistic or social. Society shapes individuals and
directly affects their economic value, to give them a
remote approach to the likeness. The scientist
concludes that only free competition leads to such
results, which can be represented by curves of social
utility. Social entrepreneurship signals the imperative
to drive social change, and it is that potential payoff,
with its lasting, transformational benefit to society, that
sets the field and its practitioners apart [10].

Therefore, we can assume that social
entrepreneurship can not be oriented only at meeting
the personal needs of citizens, because in this case it
loses its essence and focus on innovative
transformation of society. Social entrepreneurship is
an innovation and legal force for modernizing the
modern national economy as a whole. Since, by
accumulating innovation, determination and social
mission, it acts lawfully and purposefully in the
interests of the democratic development of society.

There are serious doubts about the possibility of
state support of social entrepreneurship, as well as
the creation of public-private partnership in this
area. Along with the foregoing positions of
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researchers there are opposing points of view, which
have a basis [14, 237-240; 9].

SANDAL, Jan-Urban rightly makes [14,241] a
sound conclusion that Public and private cooperation
(PPC) is a ridiculous phrase for mixing private and
public interests, but public funding for social
entrepreneurs and projects is a waste of taxpayer
money and is an obstacle to development. Political
state decisions about what to produce give society
more than what already exists while democratic
development requires new attitudes and approaches
that produce new products, services and provide new
working opportunities and improve the quality of
life for all and not only a certain group of supporters
and beneficiaries of the system. Any attempt to take
control of the process of social entrepreneurship by
politicians, government officials or the knowledge
industry etc. will be a failure. No one can create
social entrepreneurs - they are self-created and self-
motivated. With this approach you can fully agree
[16].

In other words state intervention in the
development of social entrepreneurship the
introduction of strict legislative support for it and the
strengthening of state-legal regulation of the
economy, as a rule, lead to negative results.
Therefore, it is difficult to agree with those
researchers who see in the absence of a legislative
framework on the legal regulation of social
entrepreneurship as one of the reasons for its
inadequate spreading on the domestic expanses. It
should be very cautious approach to the issues of
legislative  regulation ~ of  modern  social
entrepreneurship. Since the role of lawmaking in
promoting economic development is not always
perceived unambiguously[6,7-20], [13, 2-10],
[2],[11]. Certain  publications of domestic
researchers emphasize the importance of legislative
regulation of social entrepreneurship and this, of
course[8,81-91],[12,34-39]. According to Gorishna
N. [12,35-38] activation of the development of
domestic social enterprises requires the development
and adoption of a legislative framework for their
functioning, the introduction of effective
mechanisms to attract commercial structures and
non-profit organizations to create enterprises with a
clearly defined social purpose. One of these
mechanisms, the author believes, could be the
introduction of new organizational and legal forms
that reflected the organizational and legal status of a
social enterprise and provided for understandable
and favorable conditions for its taxation.

Because too often, a law has been painted as a
villain frustrating the efforts of social entrepreneurs
to create businesses aimed at making a profit for
owners and benefits to society. Proceeding from this
it is necessary to emphasize the importance of

having an optimal functioning legal and regulatory
system for the development of an effective market
economy and as a consequence harmful
consequences that may result from improper
regulatory frameworks for production, employment,
investment activities, productivity and living
standards.

Only reasonable legal regulation of business and
entrepreneurship contributes to economic growth.
This means not only an effective legal framework
that encourages freedom of competition and
entrepreneurship but also guarantees a reliable
financial market infrastructure, including the
simplicity of the business registration procedure as
well as procedures that facilitate the closure of a sick
business as well as the restructuring and restoration
of potentially profitable enterprises. In this regard,
coming out of the foregoing, it is important to
emphasize that it is social entrepreneurship as
legitimate activities for the benefit of society that is
the innovation and legal basis for the development
of the national economy [11].

On the other hand, it is considered that the
"heavy" regime of legal regulation ultimately leads
to the worst consequences from the standpoint of
economic results. Since it is usually associated with
inefficiencies in the activities of state structures,
administrative delays, high costs of administrative
formalities, lengthy legal proceedings, higher
unemployment and a high level of corruption, low
productivity and weaker investments. In this regard
one should heed the opinion of SANDAL, Jan-
Urban, who rightly emphasizes that an increase in
the level of economic development efficiency can
occur on the basis of economic incentives or as a
result of radical changes in the political system of
the state. Such a legal foundation for innovative
development of the economy is the adoption and
adoption of the rule of law on the human right to
economic freedom and independent choice[14, 237-
239].

Proceeding from this it is necessary to
emphasize the importance of having an optimal
functioning legal and regulatory system for the
development of an effective market economy and as
a consequence harmful consequences that may result
from improper regulatory frameworks  for
production, employment, investment activities,
productivity and living standards.

Conclusions. 1. Modern society constantly faces
various obstacles in the development of democratic
reforms. Social entrepreneurship is a real innovation
and legal basis for the revival of the national
economy and economic progress. Accumulating
around the social mission of innovation, business
discipline and determination, social entrepreneurs
are able to make a positive contribution to the public
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renewal by their efforts, constantly on the move and
not stopping at the achieved. Therefore, it deserves
fair criticism that a number of researchers identify
the main role of social entrepreneurship in solving
the narrow social and everyday problems of the
population. Since such an approach borders on the
wrongful imposition on social entrepreneurs of
responsibility for failures and shortcomings of state
social policy on the part of state bodies in addressing
these issues.

2. The desire of some politicians to subordinate
social entrepreneurship to certain rules of the game
or impose their mission, as a rule, does not have a
social effect, but only leads to undermining the true
meaning of this innovative entity. Politics and social
entrepreneurship are not compatible.  Social
entrepreneurs operate outside politics. Also in this
regard the proposals of the state support of social
entrepreneurship and public-private partnership in
this area are very doubtful. No one can create social
entrepreneurs - they are self-created and self-
motivated [14, 240-241]. On this basis, the concept
of social entrepreneurship with other activities
should be clearly delineated.

3. The emergence of social entrepreneurship
necessitates the development of a certain system of
regulatory and legal regulation of this phenomenon.
However, in this process, as in the state-legal
regulation of the economy as a whole, extremes and
over-regulation should be avoided. The regulatory
and legal basis for the innovative development of the
economy is laid by the assertion of the rule of law on

the human right to economic freedom and
independent choice. Only a reasonable legislative
regulation of commercial activities contributes to
economic prosperity. This includes an effective
regulatory legal system that guarantees freedom of
competition and entrepreneurship, a stable financial
market infrastructure, including the ease of
registration procedures for business.

The author of this publication was tasked with
covering only some aspects of the development of
social entrepreneurship, which are set out above in
full. Given the wurgent need for a proper
understanding of the role of social entrepreneurship
in modern society, the subject of its promising
scientific research as an innovative and legal basis
for the development of the national economy can be
the consideration of this legal category through the
prism of the realization by entrepreneurs of the
human right to economic freedom.

Today for our Fatherland the development of
social entrepreneurship is a real opportunity to
overcome the huge disparity between the poor and
the rich to reconstruct the raw material subordinate
economy into the production growth economy,
reduce financial dependence on international funds
and develop an effective strategy for sustainable
social and economic development in order to
achieve a high level of world recognition. That is
why modern European advanced states chose
entrepreneurship and education as the benchmark of
their nation model.
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Anomauisn
Bixmop Cepeoa

COLIAJIBHE IIIIPUEMHUITBO SIK IHHOBAIIHHA IIPABOBA OCHOBA PO3BUTKY EKOHOMIKH
CYYACHOI JEPXKABH (TEOPETUYHMIA ACIIEKT)

Posensanymo meopemuuni acnekmu poii coyianbHo20 NiONPUEMHUYMBA AK THHOBAYIUHOI ma NpPasoeoi OCHOBU eKOHOMIYHO2O
po3sumxy Hayionanvhoi exonomixu. OOHi€I0 3 npodiem po3sUMKY COYianbHO20 NIONPUEMHUYMBA € BMPYUAHHA NONIMUKIE V yell
npoyec 3 Memoio HANpasieHHs Uo20 6 NpPasulbHOMy Hanpsamxy. Kpim moeo, incmumym coyianbHo2o niONpuEMHUYmMSa 4acmo
OpicHMOBaHUll OeAKUMU HAYKOBUMU OOCTIOHUKAMU Juule HA BY3bKe GUPIUEHHS NOBCAKOEHHUX coyianbhux npobiem. UYepes
ananimuyne 00CAI0NCeHHs NIONPUEMHUYMEA, THHOBAYIL A 0COOIUBOCENL CYYACHUX NPODTIeM NPABOBO20 Pe2YIt08AHHA eKOHOMIYHUX
npoyecie Oynu 3poOaeHi 8UCHOBKU NPO HEeBION0GIOHICMb NOEOHAHHA COYIANbHO20 NIONPUEMHUYMEA 3 NOAIMUKOIO, ab0 iH@opmayis
npo ii ponv neped piwennam coyianvHux npocpam oomozocnooapcme. Hacenenna. 3aminiorouu ghynxyii opeanie oepoicagnoi énaou
Ha peanizayito coyianvbroi nonimuku. 3a60aHHAM COYianbHO20 NIONPUEMHUYMBA € PAOUKATbHE OHOBNIEHHA CYCHITbCMEA, 3ACHOBAHE
HA BUKOPUCMAHHI THHOBAYIUHUX NIOX00I8, HaKonuueHux Hagkoao coyianvuoi micii. Coyianvhi nionpuemyi, wjo Oiroms HA NPasosiil
OCHO8I, € HOBAMOPAMU eKOHOMIUHO20 3pOCmants. TIpunyckaiouu 8UCOKy MiCito pO36UMKY i NIOMPUMKU COYIATbHUX YIHHOCMELl, 60HU
NOCMIUHO WYKAIOMb | HEBNUHHO YCEIOOMIIOIOMYb HOBL MONCIUBOCHI, NO8'A3AHI 3 YI€I0 MICIE, 34 NO3UMUBHT 3MIHU 8 CYCHITbCMEBI 6
yinomy. Iowupenum ssuwjem € po3pobKa npagosux OOKMPUH NPABOBO2O Pe2YNI0BAHHS COYIANbHO20 RNIONPUEMHUYMEA MA
0epIcasHo-npusam1o20 napmuepcmea y yiti cghepi. Lle nos'azano 3 nesHum HeNOpPO3YMIHHAM i into3iclo 8 maAyMayeHHi ma
3aCMOCY8aHHi GUEUEHO20 BU3HAUEHHA. 3a80aHHA COYIANbHO2O NIONPUEMHUYMBA CbO2OOHI € Oinbul 3HauHum. Bnpoeadoicenns
iHHOBAYIl HA OCHOBI BINLHOI KOHKYDEHYil 34 HAAGHOCMI ONMUMATLHO20 NPABOBO20 DENCUMY O00380NUMb eKOHOMIYI YCHIUWHO
po3susamucs yepes coyianbie niONPpUEMHUYMEO.

Kniwouosi cnoea:. Oepoicasno-npueamue chispobimnuymeo, iHHOGAYii, Npagose pe2yniogamHHs, NiONpuemeysb, CoYianbHUll
nionpuemeysb, CcoyianvHe NIONPUEMHUYMBO, EKOHOMIYHULL DPO36UMOK, COYIANbHI 3MIHU, CMALULl PO3BUMOK; COYIANbHI 3MIHU;
Macumaby8anHs.

Aunnomauusn
Buxmop Cepeda

COLHUAJIBHOE NPEANNPUHUMATEJIBCTBO KAK UHHOBAILIMOHHO-ITPABOBASI OCHOBA PA3BBUTHUS
3KOHOMMWKHA COBPEMEHHOI'O I'OCYJAPCTBA (TEOPETUUYECKHWMA ACITEKT)

B cmamve uznooicenvl meopemuyeckue acnekmuvl ponu COYUATbHOZO NPEONPUHUMAMENbCMEA KAK UHHOBAYUOHHO-NPABOBOU
OCHOBbI IKOHOMUHECKO20 PA3GUMUS HAYUOHATLHOU SKOHOMUKY. OOHOI U3 npobiem pa3eumus COYUATbHO20 NPEeONPUHUMAMENbCMEA
A6NIAEMCS BMEUAMENbCMEO NOTUMUKO8 8 SMOM NPOYECcC ¢ Yelblo HANpAsieHus e2o0 6 NpasuibHoM Hanpaeienuu. Kpome mozo,
HeKomopble HAYYHble UCCLe008AMeNl YACMO OPUSHMUPYIOM UHCIMUMYM COYUAIbHO20 NPEeONPUHUMAMENIbCMEA MOLbKO HA Y3KOe
peuierile NoBCeOHEBHbIX COYUANbHBIX npobrem. Ha ocrose ananumuyecko2o ucciedo8anus npeonpuHuMamenscmed, UHHOBAYUU U
0coOeHHoCmell COBPeMEHHbIX NpoOieM Npago8o20 Pe2yIUpO8aHusi IKOHOMUYECKUX NpoYeccog Obliu COelaHbl 6bl800bL O
HeyenecooOpasHOCmuU COYeMaHus COYUAILHO20 NPEONPUHUMAMENbCMEA C NOTUMUKOU Wil UHGOpMayuu 0 €20 poiu 00 PeuleHus
COYUALHBIX NPOSPAMM  OOMOX035UCmE. HaceleHue. [loOmensiss QyHKyuyu opeanos 20CyO0apCcmeeHHOU 61ACmU HA  Pearu3ayuio
COYUATLHOU NOIUMUKU. 3A0a4a cOYUATbHO20 NPEONPUHUMAMENbCIEA - SO PAOUKATbHOE 0OHO8IeHUe 00Wecmsed, OCHOBAHHOE HA
UCNONB30BAHUY UHHOBAYUOHHBIX NOOX0008, HAKONIEHHbIX 80KpYe coyuanvrol muccuu. Coyuanvhvle npeonpuHumament, Oeucmeys
HA 30GKOHHbIX OCHOBAHUSX, SIGISIOMCS HOBAMOPAMU IKOHOMUYecKo20 pocma. IIpeononazas 6blCOKYI0 MUCCUIO paseumus u
N000EPIACAHUSL COYUANLHBIX YEHHOCMEL, OHU NOCMOSIHHO UWYM U HEYCMAHHO Peaiu3yiom HOBbLe 603MOICHOCU, CEA3AHHbLE C IMOU
Muccueti, 015l NO3UMUBHBIX U3MEHeHUll 8 obuecmee 6 yenom. Pacnpocmpanenuvim sigieHuem S6usiemcst paspabomra npasosbix
OOKMPUH NPABo8020 Pe2yIUPOo8anusi COYUANbHO20 NPEeONPUHUMAMEIbCMEA U 20CYOAPCMBEHHO-YACIMHO20 NAPMHEPCMEA 8 MOl
chepe. Dmo cea3aHO ¢ ONpedeleHHbIM HeOONOHUMAHUEM U ULTIO3Uell 8 MOIKOBAHUU U NPUMEHEHUU U3YYUAeMO20 ONpeoeleHUs.
3aoaua coyuanvrozo npeonpunumamenscmea ce2oous bonee sHauuma. Buedpenue unnosayuil Ha ocnoge c60000HOU KOHKYPeHYUU
NpU  HATUYUU  ONMUMATBHO20 NPABOBO20 PENCUMA NO36OIUNM  IKOHOMUKE YCHEWHO pPA3BUBAMbC 34 CYem COYUANbHO2O
NPeONnPUHUMAMETLCMEA.

Knroueswte cnoea: cocydapcmeenno-uacmuoe compyoHUYeCmao, UHHOBAYUU, NPABOGOe pe2yiuposanue, NpeonpuHUMAamens,
COYUANbHYLIL  NPeOnPUHUMAMETb, COYUATbHOE NPEeONPUHUMAMENbCME0, IKOHOMUYECKoe pasgumue; COYUdlbHble NnepemMeHbl;
YCMOUuUBoe paseumue; CoYUaIbHble NepemeHbl; pacluupeHue.
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