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INTERNATIONAL EXPERIENCE IN POST-WAR ECONOMIC RECOVERY

Summary. The article is dedicated to analyzing the experiences of countries that successfully rebuilt their econ-
omies after armed conflicts. It examines various strategic approaches implemented by foreign nations to support
their economies under challenging conditions. Key aspects of successful recovery are discussed, including political
leadership, strategic planning, efficient resource management, and international cooperation. The article explores
case studies from Europe, Asia, and other regions where post-war economic reconstruction programs were effec-
tively implemented. It highlights initiatives and measures taken for post-war economic development in countries
affected by military actions. The author analyzes the main lessons from these successful experiences and provides
recommendations for their potential application in Ukraine, especially in the context of current challenges during
wartime and post-war periods, emphasizing the need to stabilize the national economy. The article aims to assist
in formulating strategies and programs aimed at ensuring sustainable development and strengthening economic
resilience in Ukraine during post-war reconstruction. It synthesizes success factors from post-war economic devel-
opment in war-affected countries and proposes success factors for Ukraine's post-war economic development. The
research results establish key directions necessary for further economic development in Ukraine, namely: creating a
stable political environment and robust institutions that uphold the rule of law, protect property rights, and enforce
contracts; modernizing the national security system through the development of the military-industrial complex
and strengthening national identity; preparing a qualified workforce through active development of both public and
private educational institutions; attracting investments in scientific research to foster innovation and the develop-
ment of new technologies; creating a favorable business environment that supports entrepreneurship, innovation,

and investments; and transitioning from raw material exports to finished product exports.

Keywords: post-war recovery, adaptation of the Marshall Plan, development of the economy, analysis of post-
war reconstruction experience, favorable business environment.

Introduction. The Ukrainian economy has faced
significant challenges in recent years. The annexation
of Crimea and parts of Donetsk and Luhansk regions by
Russia in 2014 marked a major economic shock. The
COVID-19 pandemic further exacerbated the situation,
leading to widespread suspension or closure of micro,
small, and medium-sized enterprises due to quarantine
measures. Unable to fully recover from these challenges,
Ukraine's economy suffered another blow with the
onset of full-scale invasion and armed aggression
by Russia. Many businesses were forced to halt
operations due to safety concerns for their employees,
some found themselves in occupied territories, and
others experienced physical destruction of their assets.
Additionally, there has been a shortage of skilled labor
as some workers were displaced due to these conflicts.

Armed aggression or war creates significant obstacles
for the development of both the parties involved in such
conflict and the entire system of international relations.
In addition to battlefield losses, armed conflict leads to
forced migration, refugee flows, capital flight, and the
destruction of societal infrastructure. Social, political,
and economic institutions suffer considerable losses,
resulting in a developmental gap between countries

that have experienced armed conflict and those that
have not. In the context of accelerated and deepened
transformative changes in the global economy in the 21st
century, this gap can become dangerous and threatening
due to the difficulty of overcoming it.

One of the most notable examples of post-war
recovery is the economic growth of countries after
World War II, known as the post-war economic
boom (the golden age of capitalism), which began in
1945 and lasted until the end of the 1970s. This period
was characterized by high and stable rates of economic
growth and nearly full employment in European and East
Asian countries, particularly those heavily affected by
the war, such as Japan (the Japanese economic miracle),
West Germany (economic miracle), France (the glorious
thirty), Italy (Italian economic miracle), and Greece
(Greek economic miracle). The experience of rapid
economic growth during this period is particularly
relevant for Ukraine, which requires compensation
for losses from the annexation of Ukrainian territories
and the rapid and high-quality recovery of its war-torn
economy. Moreover, the entire economy needs a new
reconstruction concept that aligns with contemporary
conditions.
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Literature review. The beginning of full-scale
invasion and occupation of significant territories of
Ukraine has become one of the most discussed and acute
topics globally. Ukrainian and international scholars,
political figures, businessmen, analysts, journalists, and
experts express their opinions on the development and
stabilization of Ukraine's economy during both wartime
and post-war periods. To propose effective measures for
today, it is crucial to meticulously and attentively study
the experiences of other countries in crisis recovery.
Ukrainian and foreign researchers, such as T. Jadt [1]
and E. Reinert [2], have studied the importance of the
Marshall Plan in rebuilding European countries. In
the context of post-war recovery processes, significant
are the findings of research by O. Latysheva and Yu.
Chemeris [3], emphasizing the importance of investing
in the real sector of the economy for the development
of key economic sectors in the country. S.V. Ivanova
[4] noted that successful economic reconstruction of
the country requires developing and implementing a
modern concept based on innovative development,
considering the current geopolitical situation. Currently,
there is active discussion on the possibilities of
rebuilding Ukraine based on the post-war reconstruction
experiences of other countries in periodic publications
that feature insights from experts in Ukraine and around
the world. For instance, Ukraine's sole national news
agency, “Ukrinform”, is exploring the adaptation of the
Marshall Plan to Ukraine's current realities [5], while
the newspaper “Government Courier” focuses on the
priorities of rebuilding Ukraine's agricultural sector
during wartime [6] and others.

Aims and objectives. The aim of the article is to
analyze the key factors that have contributed to the
recovery and development of countries after wars
and military armed conflicts, with the purpose of
considering them in the development of a new economic
reconstruction concept for Ukraine.

Methodology and research methods. During
the research, general scientific methods of theoretical
analysis were employed, including logic and historical
periodization,  comparison,  generalization, and
systematization. The study is grounded in the concepts
of the economic school, which emphasizes the pivotal
role of structural changes in the economy driven by
innovation, as well as institutional theory. It draws
upon theoretical developments and practical experience
from Europe in addressing the challenges of effective
recovery and structural transformation of post-war
economies.

Data analysis and results. On February 24, 2022,
Russian forces launched a large-scale invasion into
Ukraine, significantly impacting all aspects of civilian
life. Initially, territories in the Kyiv, Chernihiv, Sumy,
and Kharkiv regions were occupied but later liberated. As
of April 30, 2024, the Autonomous Republic of Crimea
and significant parts of the Donetsk, Luhansk, Kherson,
and Zaporizhzhia regions remain under occupation with
active combat operations ongoing. Ukrainian businesses
outside the main conflict zones began showing signs
of recovery from April 2022. In October of the same
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year, the Russian Federation started missile and drone
strikes on Ukraine's energy infrastructure, resulting in
destruction and prolonged power outages. These events
led to a contraction of approximately 29.2% in Ukraine's
GDP in 2022 (compared to a 3% growth in 2021),
according to data from the Ministry of Economy of
Ukraine [7]. The country's economic situation remains
extremely challenging as of mid-2024, impacting not
only the domestic market but also the global economy,
making it difficult to predict and assess the future impact
and duration of the crisis quantitatively.

There is a widely held opinion that to support the
future of the Ukrainian economy, it is unnecessary to
wait for the conclusion of hostilities and the restoration
of Ukraine's territorial integrity. Instead, it is considered
appropriate to initiate steps and specific projects for the
reconstruction and recovery of the Ukrainian economy
right now.

The main reasons for researching and systematizing
the experiences of developed countries to form a
strategic vision for Ukraine's post-war reconstruction
should be considered as follows (Fig. 1).

In the 20th century, there were several successful and
less successful examples of recovery and development
of economic systems in countries that suffered
significant material and financial losses after military
conflicts. This underscores the importance of studying
such global experiences for the Ukrainian economy to
learn from successful examples and avoid repeating
mistakes. Military conflicts in the 20th century were
quite frequent, and each of the affected parties focused
on economic recovery issues. The 20th-century history
is known for successful examples of post-war economic
recovery in national economies, such as the Marshall
Plan (European Recovery Program), the First Five-
Year Plan of South Korea's government, the post-war
reconstruction of Germany (as part of the Marshall Plan
and separate initiatives), and the reconstruction of Italy
and Japan.

European countries suffered significant damage from
the war, which led to infrastructure and industrial losses.
Agricultural production was only 83% of the 1938 level,
industrial production was at 88%, and exports were only
59%. Economic ties between European countries were
disrupted. The Marshall Plan is the most successful
economic recovery program for countries post-war.
This initiative was developed and implemented by
U.S. Secretary of State George C. Marshall after the
end of World War II to rebuild Europe. The program
included funding for agriculture in European countries
aimed at producing local goods under controlled use of
funds by the U.S. government to minimize corruption
risks. Details about the Marshall Plan are presented in
Table 1.

The European Recovery Program, known as the
Marshall Plan, was launched in 1948 in response to
significant economic and social challenges in Europe,
including five million destroyed homes and widespread
hunger. Only 17 countries accepted the assistance
from the US government, although it was offered to
all war-affected nations. One of the instruments of this
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Figure 1. Reasons for researching and structuring the experience of military
and post-military reconstruction in developed countries

Source: [8]

Table 1
Characteristics of the Marshall Plan Reconstruction Program
The goals of the plan

1) Assistance in rebuilding infrastructure, industry, and agriculture in war-torn European countries.

2) Stimulating economic growth to strengthen democratic institutions in aid-receiving countries.

3) Reducing the influence of Soviet communism in Europe through support for economic recovery and strengthening
international security measures.

4) Promoting free trade and creating conditions for economic cooperation between European countries and the USA.

The main requirements of the U.S. government

1) Recipient countries of aid from the USA needed to implement economic reforms aimed at strengthening market
mechanisms, reducing inflation, and improving the efficiency of enterprises and other economic entities.

2) Governments of these states were required to ensure transparent economic policy-making and honest accountability
to their citizens and international partners.

3) It was necessary to promote international cooperation in regional and global economic initiatives.

4) Recipient countries were expected to remove representatives of communism from government and refrain from
selling strategically important goods and developments to USSR countries.

Consequences of the plan

1) Financial aid allowed European countries to quickly rebuild their economies.

2) Strengthening democratic institutions in recipient countries, reducing the threat of political radicalism and
communism.

3) Opening markets to international trade, stimulating economic growth worldwide.

4) Deepening transatlantic relations between the USA and Europe, which became a crucial foundation for further

cooperation.
5) Enhancing integration processes in Europe, which later became the basis for the creation of the European Economic

Community and the further development of the European Union.
Source: [9]
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aid was financial investments from the United States,
totaling over $17 billion over four years (equivalent
to approximately $210 billion today). Of this amount,
20% consisted of low-interest loans, while 80% was
provided as outright financial aid. It is important to
note that the Marshall Plan primarily aimed to restore
industrial capacity. From 1945 to 1947, Europe received
$14 billion directly for infrastructure rebuilding [10].

The distribution of funding under the Marshall
Plan was carried out taking into account the needs
and economic condition of each country. Money was
allocated for the restoration of industry, infrastructure,
agriculture, and other sectors of the economy
(Table 2).

As seen from the table, the highest amount of
assistance was received by the following countries:
United Kingdom, France, West Germany, Italy and
Trieste. The smallest amount of assistance was allocated
to Iceland, Portugal, and Ireland. Specific funding
amounts varied for each country. For instance, the
United Kingdom received the largest volume of aid

due to extensive war damage to its economy, while
smaller amounts were allocated to countries that were
relatively more capable of independently rebuilding
their economies.

The Marshall Plan envisaged a detailed mechanism
for providing financial assistance to European countries.
The funding mechanism under this plan included several
key steps (Figure 2).

The mechanism was designed to ensure efficient
use of financial resources and support the recovery of
economies in Europe after World War I1.

Thus, under the Marshall Plan, significant financial
assistance was provided to European countries for
post-World War II reconstruction. It contributed to
strengthening infrastructure, industry, and agriculture,
fostering economic recovery in the region.

Another equally successful example of post-World
War II recovery was Japan. Japan's economic recovery
after World War II is one of the most successful and
rapid in world history. Key aspects of this process are
detailed in Table 3.

Table 2
Funding for Countries under the Marshall Plan, USD millions
Country 1948-1949 1949-1950 1950-1951 Total
Austria 232 166 70 488
Belgium and Luxembourg 195 222 360 777
Denmark 103 87 195 385
France 1 085 691 520 2 296
Germany (FRG) 510 438 500 1448
Greece 175 156 45 366
Iceland 6 22 15 43
Ireland 88 45 — 133
Italy and Trieste 594 405 205 1204
Netherlands 471 302 355 1128
Norway 82 90 200 372
Portugal — — 70 70
Sweden 39 48 260 347
Switzerland — — 250 250
Turkey 28 59 50 137
United Kingdom 1316 921 1 060 3297
Total 4924 3652 4 055 12 741
Source: [11]
Table 3

Key Aspects of the Japanese Economic Miracle

Point of reforms

Characterization

American aid and reforms

After the end of the war, the United States administered the occupation of Japan and actively
assisted in its economic reconstruction. American aid included financial support, technical
assistance, and consultations on economic reforms.

Land reform The Japanese government implemented a series of reforms aimed at strengthening
infrastructure, developing industry, and supporting agriculture. New land laws were
introduced to improve the management of land resources.

Export Strategy Japan focused on exports, which allowed it to earn foreign currency and attract investments.

This strategy enabled the country to quickly restore its external trade turnover and become
a significant player in the global market.

Corporate Reforms

Reforms in corporate governance and legislation were implemented to support the
development of the private sector and stimulate innovation in industry.

Source: grouped by author
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Definition of
needs

Negotiation of
agreements

Providing
financing

Monitoring
and control

eCountries recipients submitted applications describing their
economic and social needs related to post-war recovery.

eAfter approving the applications, the US government entered
into agreements with each country, specifying the terms of aid
provision, funding amounts, and mechanisms for their transfer.

*The funds were transferred through various channels, such as
non-repayable grants or small loans with low interest rates.

eContinuous monitoring of fund utilization and achievement of
results was conducted. Recipient countries were required to
submit reports on the use of funds and the achieved successes.

Figure 2. Mechanism of funding according to the Marshall Plan

Source: grouped by author

These measures contributed to the creation of the
Japanese “economic miracle”, which led to significant
growth in Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and raised
living standards in the country throughout the 1950s to
1970s.

For Ukraine, the experience of South Korea's post-
war recovery, particularly through its first Five-Year
Plan of rapid industrialization, could be insightful.
This experience is less known in Ukraine compared
to the Marshall Plan, yet it holds greater potential for
Ukraine's benefit. Overall, it is well-known that the
implementation of the Marshall Plan brought significant
positive outcomes for post-war Europe. However,
firstly, the economies of most European countries were
industrialized before the war. Secondly, Europe had
political, social, and state institutions that, although
affected by the war, were not entirely destroyed.
Therefore, the Marshall Plan was primarily aimed at
economic recovery and development.

The term “Korean economic miracle” describes the
rapid economic growth of South Korea from the 1960s
to the 1990s. The main aspects that underpinned the
“economic miracle” in South Korea include:

1. Export-oriented strategy. South Korea developed
an active export strategy, focusing on the production
of light industrial goods such as textiles, electronics,
automobiles, and shipbuilding. This strategy facilitated
the accumulation of substantial foreign currency
reserves and the influx of foreign investments.

2. Government investments and infrastructure
projects. The South Korean government actively

supported the country's industrial development by
pouring significant state investments into rebuilding
infrastructure, improving education, and advancing
science. This included the construction of transportation
networks, energy grids, ports, and airports.

3.Focus on quality education and technology.
South Korea invested substantial amounts of money
into the development of higher education and scientific
research. This approach enhanced the qualification of
workers across all sectors and fostered the development
of innovative technologies.

4. Flexible and effective industrial policy. The
government regulated the economy while providing
sufficient freedom for the development of private
enterprises. These actions allowed South Korean
businesses to quickly and effectively adapt to changes
in global market conditions.

5.Flexible and effective industrial policy: The
government regulated the economy while ensuring
sufficient flexibility for private enterprises. This allowed
businesses to quickly adapt to changes in global market
conditions.

The main direction of action for the South Korean
government was industrialization with planned GDP
growth rates of up to 7% annually. Initially aiming
for this ambitious target was scaled back to 5.4%, but
actual GDP growth rates in South Korea exceeded
even 7% [12]. Despite initial recommendations to
orient the economy towards the agricultural sector, the
government made the correct choice in favor of post-war
industrialization, particularly in the active development
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of the steel industry. The uniqueness of this approach
lies in South Korea's lack of sufficient resources or an
adequate number of skilled professionals for developing
the steel industry, unlike modern-day Ukraine. The
Korean economic miracle facilitated the transformation
of South Korea from a low-development country into
one of the world's leading industrial nations.

The economic recovery of West Germany after World
War II deserves attention as it is also one of the most
impressive examples of rapid and successful economic
reconstruction in history. The main key aspects of this
process are presented in Figure 3.

All these measures allowed West Germany to
transform from a war-ravaged country into one of the
leading industrial and economic powers in the world by
the mid-1950s.

Today, Ukraine finds itself in quite difficult
circumstances that have significantly undermined the
country's economy. Considering the successful post-
war reconstruction experiences of other countries,
it would be appropriate for Ukraine to leverage this
experience, adapting it to modern requirements and the
current situation. In our opinion, the Marshall Plan was
one of the most successful post-World War II recovery
projects. It provided countries with the necessary
financial resources, cutting-edge technical assistance
at the time, and support in reforming economic and
political systems. Adapting and refining this experience
will be extremely valuable for Ukraine in developing

a post-war recovery strategy. The main provisions of a
modernized Marshall Plan for Ukraine may include the
directions presented in the figure 4.

As we can see, the Marshall Plan, which is over
75 years old, can be adapted to modern conditions in
Ukraine. In implementing this plan, not only the USA
but also European countries will participate, making it
even more promising for our country.

Thus, if we consider the possibility of adapting
modernized aspects of the Marshall Plan to Ukrainian
realities, several potential directions and principles for
rebuilding Ukraine after the conclusion of the war can
be identified:

1) Economic Recovery and Infrastructure. This
involves a comprehensive plan to rebuild infrastructure,
industry, and agriculture, especially in the most affected
regions of Ukraine.

2) Implementation of Economic and Administrative
Reforms. These reforms aim to improve governance,
reduce corruption, and ensure transparency in
government procurement and financial operations.

3) Active Social Support for Ukraine's Population.
Particularly focusing on vulnerable groups affected
by the full-scale armed aggression of the Russian
Federation, including access to free medical services,
education, and housing. Special attention should be
given to combatants and their families.

4) International Cooperation and Support. This
includes fostering trade development, attracting

Figure 3. Key Aspects of West Germany's Development after World War 11

Source: grouped by author
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NEFENCE & SECURITY

Figure 4. The main provisions of a modernized Marshall Plan for Ukraine

Source: grouped by author

investments for economic recovery, leveraging
international organizations, government aid programs,
and private sector engagement.

These directions could form the basis for developing
and implementing a similar plan for Ukraine aimed at
stimulating economic development and recovery after
challenging economic conditions or conflict.

Discussion. The analyzed international experience
of post-war economic development in various
countries highlights the value of success factors for
implementation in Ukraine. However, to successfully
implement these factors, two main actions are necessary.
Firstly, it is crucial to formulate the foundations for
developing a programmatic document for the recovery
and development of the Ukrainian economy, similar to
the Marshall Plan. Secondly, it is important to construct
a mechanism for implementing such a programmatic
document that minimizes corruption risks, ensures

effective collaboration among all process participants in
the recovery, and directs their actions towards achieving
the set goals. Clearly, the recovery of the Ukrainian
economy will be a lengthy process requiring strenuous
coordination of efforts from all participants.

Conclusions. Summarizing the results of analyzing
the experience of post-conflict recovery in countries and
considering the transformations in the global system
in the 21st century, several key directions for further
economic development in Ukraine can be identified:

1. Creating a Stable Political Environment and
Strengthening Institutions. This involves active reforms
and developing effective mechanisms to prevent
corruption and abuse of power. It requires establishing
institutions that ensure the rule of law, protect property
rights, and enforce contracts.

2. Transforming National Security Provision. This
includes developing the military-industrial complex
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(MIC) and supporting national identity to foster societal
unity. Ensuring a sense of security is crucial for effective
economic development and involves implementing
policies to counter propaganda, including anti-
propaganda measures at both national and international
levels.

3. Preparing Educated and Qualified Workforce. This
involves developing private educational institutions and
collaborating with the private sector to align with labor
market needs. A robust national education system is
crucial for strengthening national identity and fostering
the personal development of students.

4. Attracting Investments in Research and
Development.  Stimulating innovation and the
development of new technologies through investments
in scientific research and design work is essential. The
government should facilitate private sector investments
in these areas through tax incentives and other financial

stimuli, while also investing in state-funded research

programs.
5.Creating a Favorable Business Environment.
Promoting  entrepreneurship,  innovation,  and

investments requires simplifying regulatory norms,
reducing bureaucracy, supporting a stable banking
sector, ensuring access to capital markets, and providing
financial support to businesses through credit guarantees
and other mechanisms.

6. Transitioning from Raw Material Exports to
Finished Product Exports. Administrative support for
businesses entering foreign markets and the application
of export incentives are crucial for shifting from raw
material exports to finished product exports.

These directions define the key aspects of Ukraine's
economic development strategy aimed at improving
citizens' quality of life and strengthening the national
economy.
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MIXHAPOJHUM JOCBIJ MMICIABOEHHOI'O BZIHOBJIEHHS EKOHOMIKA

Anoranist. CrarTs NPUCBSYCHA aHANI3y JOCBILY KpaiH, SIKI YCIIIIHO BIXHOBHIIM CBOT GKOHOMIKH IiCIIst 30pOii-
HUX KOHQIIKTIB. ¥ cTarTi 6ys10 pO3MISHYTO Pi3Hi CTPATEriuHi MiAXOAH, SKi Oy/n peati3oBaHUMK 3apyOiKHUMHU Kpa-
iHaM¥ JU1sl NIITPUMKH CKOHOMIKH Y CKJIa[IHUX YMOBaX. PO3IIA/AI0TECS KIFOYOBI CIIEKTH yCHILIHOTO BiIHOBICHHS,
30KpeMa MOJITHYHE KePiBHUITBO, CTpaTeriuHe IiaHyBaHHs, e(EeKTUBHE YNpaBIiHHSA pecypcamMy Ta MiKHApOAHA
criBnpar. Crarts po3niagae keiicu €Bponu, A3ii Ta iHIIKUX PErioHiB, e BAAINM YUHOM OyJIH peajli3oBaHi Iporpa-
MH €KOHOMIYHOIO BiJIHOBJICHHSI IiCJIsi BOEHHHX KpH3. BucBiTiieHo pyiii Ta 3aX0M MiCISIBOEHHOTO €KOHOMIYHOTO
PO3BHTKY OKPEMHX KpaiH, siKi OCTPaX/IailH Bijl BIHCKOBHX Iiii. ABTOPOM Oy/I0 IIPOAHAITI30BAHO OCHOBHI YPOKH
TaKUX YCIIXHUX JIOCBi/IIB 1 peKOMEHaIii 1010 X MOXKIIMBOTO 3aCTOCYBaHHS IS YKpaiHHU, OCOOIMBO Y KOHTEKCTI
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MMOTOYHHUX BUKJIMKIB BOEHHOTO 1 IMICISIBOEHHOTO TEPioy Ta HEOOXIMHOCTI cTabuTi3aIlii HaioHAIbHOT EKOHOMIKH.
Crarrs Mae Ha MeTi J10IOMOI'TH (POPMYIIOBAHHIO CTPATEriii Ta NPOrpaM, CPsIMOBAHNX Ha 3a0C3IEYCHHS CTAlIOr0
PO3BUTKY Ta 3MilIHCHHS €KOHOMIYHOI CTIHKOCTI YKpaiHU B yMOBAX MiC/IIBOEHHOI PEKOHCTPYKLL. Y3aranbHeHo (pak-
TOPH YCIIiXy IICIIBOEHHOTO PO3BUTKY €KOHOMIK ITOCTPaKIAIHNX BiJ BifHH KpaiH i HA OCHOBI I[bOTO y3araJlbHCHHS
3alpOINOHOBAHO (PAKTOPHU YCIIXy MICISIBOEHHOTO PO3BUTKY €KOHOMIKHM YKpaiHH. Pe3ynbraTté mpoBeaeHOTo J0CIi-
JUKCHHSI BCTAHOBMJIM OCHOBHI HANpPSIMH, SIKi HEOOXiTHO peallizyBaTH B MPOILECi MOAATBIIONO PO3BUTKY CKOHOMIKH
VkpaiHu, a came: CTBOPEHHS CTa0lJIbHOTO MOJITHYHOTO CepeIOBHIIA Ta MOTYKHHUX IHCTUTYIIH, 110 3a0e3MeuyoTh
BEPXOBCHCTBO I1PaBa, 3aXKCT IPaB BIACHOCTI Ta BUKOHAHHS KOHTPAKTIiB; MOJCPHIi3allis CHCTEMH HalliOHAJIbHOI 0e3-
TIEKX Yepe3 PO3BUTOK BiCHKOBO-IIPOMHUCIIOBOTO KOMIUICKCY Ta 3MIITHCHHS HAIlIOHAJLHOT 1/IGHTUYHOCTI; TiIFOTOBKA
KBaJli(hiKOBaHOI po60qo'1' CHJIH YePEe3 aKTUBHUIH PO3BUTOK SIK JICPXKABHNUX, TAK 1 IPUBATHUX OCBITHIX 3aKJIa/iB; 311y~
YCHHSI IHBECTHILIH Y HAYKOBI JOCIIJUKCHHSI JUIsl CIIPUSIHHS IHHOBALISIM Ta PO3BUTKY HOBHX TEXHOJIOTH; CTBOPEHHSI
CHIPUATIMBOIO Gi3HEC-CEPEIOBHIIA, LIO MiATPUMYE IINPHEMHUITBO, IHHOBALIT Ta HBECTHLLI; Iepexix BiX eKc-
MIOPTY CHPOBHHU JI0 €KCIIOPTY TOTOBOT IMPOIYKIIii..

Ki1r04oBi cj10Ba: MOBOEHHE BiHOBJICHHS, afanTalis iaHy Mapiiania, po3BUTOK €KOHOMIKH, aHaJi3 AOCBiILy
MMOBOEHHO1 BiAOYIOBH, CHIPUATIUBE Oi3HEC-CEPEAOBHIIIE.
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