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a Poccuiickasn akaaeMms HapoOAHOro X039MCTBa U rOCyAapCTBEHHOM
cnyx6bl npu MNMpe3unpeHte Poccuiickoin Pepepaumnm

AHHOTauuA: B cTaThe paccMOTpeHbl K/YeBble BOMPOChl obecrnedeHns 6e30nacHOCTM CTpaHbl M3-3a Yrpos,
nexoasawmx ot ctpaH EBpocotosa, CLUA 1 nx COHO3HMKOB. ITW CTPaHbl OTKPLITO 3asBAAIOT, YTO CAENAT BCE, YTOObI
HaHecTn Poccumn BoeHHOe nopaxkeHue Ha none 60s,a B NoCIeayoWeM pasaensT CTpaHy Ha MHOXECTBO MENKMX
rocyaapCTBeHHbIX 06pa3oBaHuMii, 4To6bl Poccus Bonblue HUMKOrAa He cMoria BO3poamTbCs. OCHOBHbIE LLeNN 3TUX
roCyAapcTB BK/KOYAKOT 3aXBaAT PbIHKOB CObITa CBOEM NPOAYKLMM U POCCUIACKMX NMPUPOLHbIX PECYPCOB.

[lns [OCTMXKEHMSI CBOMX Lienei AaHHble CTPaHbl BBOAST Pa3fiMiHble OAHOCTOPOHHUE NMPOTUBO3aKOHHbIE
CaHKLMK, YCTPAUBAIOT TEpPOPUCTUYECKME aKTbl, TPOKCU U rMBpUAHbIE BOMHbI. OHM HE NPUHUMANK NpsMo-
rO y4acTus B 3TUX AeMCTBUSX A0 cOBbITUM B YKpauHe. B OCHOBHOM B BOEHHbIX AEUCTBUSX MPUHUMAIOT
y4acTMe HaeMHWMKKU U BOEHHOCTYXKallme 13 cTpaH, Bxoaawmx B 6nok HATO, noa Buaom nobposonbues. OT
MPsAMOro BTOPXXEHWS YKa3aHHbIX CTPaH YAEPXXMBAET TONbKO Hanuumne y Poccum aTOMHOro M HOBbIX BUAOB
OPYXMS, KOTOPbIE OTCYTCTBYHOT Y HUX.

YunTblBasi M3NOXEHHbIE (aKTOpbl, A1 NPOTUMBOAENCTBUSA Yrpo3aM, MCXOAAWMM OT cTpaH EBpocotosa,
CLUA » nx coto3HMKOB, aBTOp Npeaaaraet nepeBectM 3KOHOMMKY CTpaHbl Ha MOBMAU3ALMOHHYD MoAgenb
Pa3BUTMSA C NOCIELYIOWMM BHEAPEHWEM CTPATENMYECKOrO NIAHMPOBAHUS. ABTOP paCcCKa3biBAET O NpenMy-
Lecteax MObMAM3aLMOHHOW MOAENN SKOHOMUKM Ha NPUMEpPE APYrMX CTPaH 1 OnpeaenseT yoioBus nepe-
X043 K MObUIM3aLMOHHOMY 3KOHOMUYECKOMY Pa3BUTHIO.
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Abstract: The article addresses significant issues of the state's security due to threats posed by the European
Union, the United States, and their allies. These countries openly declare that they will do everything to
inflict a military defeat upon Russia on the battlefield and subsequently divide the country into many
smaller state formations, thus making it impossible to revive the Russian Federation. The main objectives
of these states include the takeover of markets for their products and the seizure of Russian natural
resources.

Such countries impose various unilateral, illegal sanctions and terrorist acts, as well as proxy and
hybrid wars, to achieve their goals. They did not participate in such actions directly until recent events
in Ukraine. Most active participants are mercenaries and military personnel from countries belonging to
the NATO bloc and posing as volunteers. The only thing that keeps these countries from direct invasion
are Russia's nuclear and other types of weapons which they do not have themselves.

Given the factors described above, to counter threats coming from the European Union, the United
States, and their allies, the author proposes to transfer the country's economy to a mobilization model
of development with the subsequent introduction of strategic planning. The author describes the
advantages of mobilization model of the economy using the examples of other countries and defines
the conditions for transitioning to mobilization economic development.
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Introduction

According to European leaders, the economic model
established in 1991, after the «defeat of the USSR in
the Cold War», is considered obsolete. At present, these
rules are not followed either by countries formed after
the collapse of the Soviet Union or by countries that
consider themselves winners. However, things are not
so unambiguous. It is difficult to speak of a victory for
the Western world since, in the classical sense, military
action did not take place but involved individuals from
among the former administration, who were ready to
achieve their mercantile interests by any means.

Despite the way the events occurred then, the
countries of the European Union and the USA are
still working against the development of the Russian
economy, trying to acquire natural resources only at
advantageous prices, ignoring market relations, which
they were so compulsively dragging us into during the
1990s. According to Russian President V.V. Putin, in
these years, «our national economy has become orient-
ed toward the West as a source of raw materials». He
sees the reasons for this in the focus of the new busi-
ness on making profits.

Such countries impose various unilateral, illegal
sanctions and terrorist acts, as well as proxy and hybrid
wars, to achieve their goals. Initially, they were not di-
rectly involved in these wars, but now they are engaged
in the territory of Ukraine. Most active participants are
mercenaries and military personnel from countries be-
longing to the NATO bloc posing as volunteers. The only
thing that keeps these countries from direct invasion
are Russia’s nuclear and other types of weapons which
they do not have themselves.

The history of invasions

Historical facts regarding centuries of Western expan-
sion and military invasions indicate a real threat posed
by these countries. Over the past 200 years, European
coalitions have repeatedly tried to invade the Russian
territory. In 1812, French troops were led by Napoleon
Bonaparte, then in 1918, the countries of Western Eu-
rope and their allies (Britain, France, Germany, Roma-
nia, USA, Japan, etc.). In 1941, more than 20 countries
led by A. Hitler (Germany, Austria, Hungary, Italy, Roma-
nia, France, Finland, Bulgaria, and others) invaded the
Soviet Union. At that time, the USA and Great Britain
took a wait-and-see attitude and started participating
in the European theater of military actions only on June
6, 1944, when it became clear that the USSR could win
even without their participation.

When Germany was defeated, the new world order
was established based on the Yalta-Potsdam agree-
ments (treaties). However, right after the war, the
United States and its allies started looking for ways to
impose their hegemony. In his Message, V.V. Putin also
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spoke about this and noted the hostile position of the
United States of America in forming the unipolar world
based on their interests: «After the collapse of the
USSR, the United States and its satellites began to build
an American-style world, in which there is only one
master, one ruler. To achieve this, they started rudely
destroying all the foundations of the world system laid
after». When they could not achieve their plans, they
declared a «cold war». This war was announced to
weaken and conquer the Soviet Union and the countries
of the socialist system.

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, a new world
order based on neocolonialism was established, when
«in the colonized countries local products were bought
at low prices and products from the patron states were
sold at inflated prices», with globalism as the ideologi-
cal foundation. The Rector of the St. Petersburg Mining
University, V.S. Litvinenko, argues: «The roots of neo-
colonialism go back to the era of colonialism when the
most progressive nations of that time, possessing ad-
vanced fleets, became wealthy by expropriating values
from Africa, Asia, and America».

Later, Western European countries and the United
States attempted to collapse Russia and used the for-
mer Soviet republics and regions (Georgia, the Chechen
Republic) as instruments for achieving these goals.
Here, we can also mention the expansion of the NA-
TO military-political bloc, which deployed bases in
countries that had previously been part of the Soviet
Union. Having failed to achieve their plans through the
abovementioned countries, the next target was Ukraine,
one of the most significant parts of the former Soviet
Union, and, as Russian President V.V. Putin noted in
his message: «Here, for decades, neo-Nazi ideology has
been imposed, financed by Western countries, just as
in the 1930s, when Western European financial groups
brought nationalists to power in Germany. The leaders
of Western Europe say openly about their intention to
inflict a strategic defeat on the battlefield and destroy
Russia forever».

The mobilization model of economic development
Given the factors described above, to counter threats
coming from the European Union, the United States,
and their allies, it is essential to transfer the country’s
economy to a mobilization model of development with
the subsequent introduction of strategic planning since
experience shows that those countries (China, India,
Japan) which have implemented such a model, are ef-
fectively developing their economies.

The transition toward a mobilization model of the
economy will allow Russia to effectively resist the
aggressive actions of the European Union, the United
States, and their allies, developing the domestic pro-
duction of goods and services and accumulating the
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necessary funds for the transformation towards a new
technological level. V.S. Litvinenko, Rector of St. Peters-
burg Mining University, pointed out the advantages of
developing domestic consumption and cited China’s
experience in promoting domestic consumption: «In
2006, the share of exports in China’s GDP was 36 %.
Later Beijing decided to focus on the development of
domestic demand, which significantly increased the
welfare of its citizens and led to dropping the share of
exports to 18 %». The need to «develop domestic de-
mand» was mentioned by Russian President V.V. Putin
in his message to the Federal Assembly.

This was made possible due to the formation of ded-
icated state bodies with specialized powers to regulate
such relations. Litvinenko V.S. noted the efficiency of
state control over economic activity in China, where the
State Administration of Market Surveillance operates:
«The mere statement about the intention to check for
monopolistic collusion was enough to turn down the
stock market quotes, which were at multi-year highs.
Futures on coking coal and coke dropped immediately
by 9 %, aluminum and zinc - by more than 6 %, and
other energy carriers and base metals were also sig-
nificantly adjusted. Centralized state control is required
for the continuous functioning of the PRC’s planned
economy».

According to S.Yu. Glazyey, in its traditional mean-
ing: «..mobilization economy is such a system of
regulation of economic activity, which allows ensur-
ing the fullest possible use of available production
resources». Academician of the Russian Academy of
Sciences L.I. Abalkin defined the mobilization model of
the economy as follows: «I would interpret the mobi-
lization economy as an anti-crisis economy associated
with extraordinary circumstances» [Abalkin, 2000].
According to Professor A.G. Fonotov from the Nation-
al Research University Higher School of Economics,
a mobilization economy is: «Development oriented
towards extraordinary goals using emergency means
and exceptional organizational forms...» [Fonotov,
1993. P. 88]. Professor I. Belskikh considers that if we
want to support the SWO in Ukraine: «We must shift
to a mobilization model of the economy, not just with
words but with actions».

Nevertheless, some are against the transition to
a mobilization model of the economy. For example, a
banker and professor of the Higher School of Econom-
ics, E. Kogan, said: «The transition to a mobilization
economy makes no sense - on the contrary, market
participants should be given more freedom».

Based on the statements of the mentioned sci-
entists concerning the necessity of transition to a
mobilization model of economy, we can highlight the
statement of A.S. Bakanov, and we fully agree with his
words, that: «The economy of a country, the resources
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Figure 1. Algorithm of economic transition
to a mobilization model
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of which are concentrated and used to counter threats
as much as possible, and where the state plays the
leading role in such economy, can be considered as a
mobilization economy. And it is the only actor capable
of mobilizing the necessary resources across the state
to address the challenges of preserving the identity»
[Bakanov, 2013].

Conditions and prerequisites for transitioning to
mobilization model of the economy

The transition to a mobilization economy model re-
quires certain conditions, such as the existence of real
threats to the security of the country and the decision
to address these threats, the identification of a dedicat-
ed government body to mobilize the resources of the
country to implement the decisions taken, on which
emergency measures are implemented to mobilize the
economy of the country (see Figure 1).

To convert the economy to a mobilization model,
there must be extraordinary conditions in the form of
intractable global threats that menace the integrity of
the state. When such threats arise, the current model
of individualistic capitalism is incapable of meeting
global challenges and ensuring the integrity and inde-
pendence of the country. In such a case, the state forms
a team capable of mobilizing management methods,
which ensures a unified approach to economic man-
agement, uniform and complete implementation of
planned activities, allocation of material resources, and
strict control over prices. Furthermore, the population
must want to preserve its identity and statehood and
be prepared to overcome any temporary hardships and
sacrifices to save the homeland.

To achieve these goals, state authorities must com-
ply with some conditions that allow a rapid, coherent,
and short-term transition to a mobilization model of the
economy to overcome the global threat (see Figure 2).

According to A.S. Bakanov, the transition to a mobili-
zation model of the economy implies the following: «To
reach the primary goal, we need to withdraw resources
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Figure 2. Conditions for transitioning to a mobilization model of the

economy
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ers of privatized companies, when
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Conditions for the economy's transition to a mobilization model
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from other less essential sectors of the economy. Using
predominantly non-economic means of influence on the
actors whose responsibility is to achieve the goals. Bring-
ing all economic actors together into a single team, ad-
dressing a common problem together» [Ibid. P. 87-92]. We
should note that mobilization measures are introduced to
achieve the primary objective, and when this objective is
reached, the implemented economic measures should be
loosened. The economy returns to a planned functioning
model, with developed domestic production meeting the
population’s needs.

The emerging awareness of the need for this trans-
fer is evidenced by events occurring in the country,
which in our view, are directly linked to the mobiliza-
tion of the economy. Thus, on 8 February 2023, First
Deputy Prime Minister A. Belousov announced that the
Russian government proposed a voluntary one-off con-
tribution to the state budget from big businesses: «Due
to the positive financial results in the past year and
the large sums of money accumulated by companies in
2022»1, Bloomberg also confirmed that big businesses
has a large amount of money: «There has been a good
inflow of capital to the government and big companies
from the export of natural resources»?2, and the sum of
85 trillion rubles was announced during parliamentary
hearings in the State Duma of the Russian Federation.

The experience of withdrawing money from previ-
ously privatized companies is already a global practice.
For example, in the United Kingdom, a «windfall tax»
was introduced in 1997, a tax on «windfall income».
For this purpose, in the 1980s, a specific methodology
was developed to assess the «excess profits» of own-

1 Shakirov A. The Russian government discusses a one-time volun-
tary contribution to the budget from large businesses. https://
www.kp.ru/online/news/5132852/

2 Tairov R. Bloomberg reported on the growth of capital expendi-
tures of businesses in Russia by 6 % in 2022. https://www.
forbes.ru/biznes/484716-bloomberg-soobsil-o-roste-kapital-
nyh-rashodov-biznesa-v-rossii-na-6-v-2022-godu

In 2012, there was an attempt in
our country to introduce a one-off
contribution to close the question of illegal privatization
and legalization of new owners, but the «privatizers»
ignored the proposal. Probably, society was not pre-
pared for such extraordinary measures at the time, and
the people who «privatized» the big companies were
under the protection of the liberal lobby and foreign
«friends»3. At present, we see the circumstances for
legitimate money withdrawal from big businesses, and
this is due to the weakening of the liberal lobby without
the support of foreign «partners». The situation is also
complicated by sanctions imposed by EU countries, the
US, and their allies. They aimed to confiscate the money
and assets of Russians who hide their excessive profits
in offshore and foreign banks. These actions resulted in
a situation when the individuals are forced to keep their
assets in domestic banks, and the supervisory authori-
ties will know the real amount of their funds.

The possibility of making such payments in our
country is guaranteed by Federal Law, which explicitly
states that: «...organizations can bear the costs for mo-
bilization training work that is not subject to compen-
sation from budgets»*.

The transition to a mobilization economy is also
dictated by the fact that historically when wars start,
all states put their economies on a mobilization path of
development to accumulate the resources and achieve
one primary goal: defeating the enemy. Moreover, un-
der the conditions described the market situation for
the products needed to achieve this goal is changing
considerably. The market economy cannot reorient the
entire economy towards this goal, as not all market

3 A «windfall tax». The authorities reported on the discussion with
the business of a voluntary contribution to the budget. https://
www.yaplakal.com/forum3/topic2570681.html

4  Federal Law No. 31-FZ of February 26, 1997, Art. 14. «On Mobili-
zation Preparation and Mobilization in the Russian Federation»
(as amended and supplemented, entered into force on November
15, 2022). Consultant Plus. http://www.consultant.ru/docu-
ment/cons_doc_LAW_13454/
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mechanisms work well because of the existing profit
orientation.

The domestic experience of mobilizing the economy
for a common goal during the Civil War, the reconstruc-
tion of the country’s economy in the 1920s and 1930s,
the Great Patriotic War, and the restoration of the
economy after its end should also be considered. There
is only one example of post-war economic reconstruc-
tion, and that was because 1710 cities and towns, over
70 000 villages, and 3 850 factories were destroyed
during the Great Patriotic War. In addition to financial
losses, the country lost more than 20 million lives of its
working-age population. Almost 30 % of the national
wealth was lost, and in the occupied territories roughly
2/3 of the material base was destroyed. Despite such
severe damage, the country was able to quickly rebuild
its war-torn economy due to the mobilization economic
model. Five years after the war, the country’s industrial
potential had already recovered almost twice as much
as it had been in the 1940s.
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Conclusion

In conclusion, we would like to point out that the time
has come to shift the country’s economy to a mobiliza-
tion model, as the global threats that have emerged are
a real menace to the country’s security; this has hap-
pened because of the peripheral nature of Russian capi-
talism, the loss of many industries that are crucial when
the Western world and its allies are targeting Russia for
a weakening and military defeat. Under these condi-
tions, the transition to a mobilization economy model
will allow for the successful countering of threats to the
country’s national security.

The transition of the economy to a mobilization
model using the potential of the fuel and energy sec-
tors will enable the country to make effective use of all
opportunities for prosperity, develop its productive po-
tential, avoid dependence on countries carrying neoco-
lonial ideas, counter all threats, preserve statehood and
civilizational identity, ensure sustainable development
and reach the level of the currentlyleading countries.
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