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Introduction

In international  juridical discourse, “hybrid war” is an “umbrella term” designed to indicate various ways of influencing an adversary. Hybrid wars include network-centric, non-linear, creeping wars, proxy wars, rebellion (urban partisan actions), parawars. In hybrid wars, the term “war” is specially emphasized. The term “war” is unambiguously associated with negative unlawful acts.This is intended to exert a corresponding influence on the rational and emotional perception  of all warring parties of military-political reality. The reasons for the emergence of the phenomenon of “hybrid war” are:  “juridical”: they are associated with a ban on the use of armed aggression to resolve interstate contradictions, (Article 2 of the UN Charter); “military”: connected with the actual military inefficiency of the global military- power confrontation, with the trans-nuclear nature of the use of nuclear missiles, forcing to seek indirect means of achieving  ones dominance; “technical”: for the use  means of non-violent confrontation, more relatively inexpensive and effective means have appeared than for the classical military-military confrontation, which is very expensive and technically  complicated. . The financial difference between, for example, installation, deployment and maintenance of a missile defense system, on the one hand, and informational stuffing, on the other hand, is obvious.
In essence, a hybrid war is a post-modern war, it is informal, synthetic, distributed, discrete. It military and non-military components  are coordinated,  that are implemented with reliance on military force: the use of civilian means (economic, financial, informational). The  realization of such methods is traditionally regarded as reconnaissance and subversive activities. There are para-military mechanisms to suppress the enemy. The latter include, for example, almost all electronic warfare (EW) means, jamming the enemy, blind on land, at sea, in the air and even in space. In the world there is a tendency to develop integrated defense systems, in which various weapons systems complement each other. Today, this is especially true for the joint use of air defense and electronic warfare.
The goal of hybrid warfare is to create an atmosphere of constant unease and conflict in a hostile country. The basic principles of hybrid warfare are strategic planning, surprise and secrecy..  
In hybrid wars, the use of irregular military units is increasing, a number of functions and tasks of combatants can be transferred to various contractors for outsourcing. Therefore, hybrid wars involve impersonal troops, crypto armies, private military and intelligence corporations, death squads, insurgents, volunteers, mercenaries and generally combatants of an indefinite genesis
/
In this regard, key  questions of the research: 
1. To what extent are PMCs an instrument of hybrid wars?

2. What is the status and role of Russian PMCs in modern conflicts / hybrid wars?

3. What is the dialectic in international relations of private military force and state?
In the presented research  (PMCs) selected for two reasons. First, due to the ambiguity of the attitude of the world community towards PMCs. The legal status of PMCs and their employees is a matter of serious discussion: it is not always possible to distinguish between PMCs and mercenaries from the point of view of law, which raises concerns of some politicians and public figures in abuses, hiding from the world community the facts of gross PMCs interference in the public affairs of independent states in all areas of their activities. Secondly, the status of Russian PMCs is still in the “gray zone”, despite the fact that Russia has both technical and human potential for the full deployment of this link to ensure its military and state security.
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'Private military companies ”(PMCs)

'Private military companies ”(PMCs) or Private Military Contractors, during the hybrid war (or any other armed conflict) provide a different range of military and  para military services to customers on the basis of a contract and in exchange for material compensation.
There is no single definition of the term “PMCs” in juridical science, although there are a number of attempts: THE MONTREUX DOCUMENT from 2008 and from  2010 International Code of Conduct for Private Security Companies
. We will understand PMCs  as companies offering specialized military services, such as: direct participation in hostilities, strategic planning, reconnaissance, logistics support, training and service. PMCs are a commercial enterprise, this is their main task. But they also fulfill the extremely serious state function of supporting and protecting the state at a number of points, collaborating with it and submitting to it. The demand for PMCs is related to their ability to perform assigned tasks much more efficiently than regular armed forces. This moment in a number of cases  brings some PMCs closer to the shadow market of global military services, transferring some of them to an illegal position.
'Private military companies ”(PMCs) in hybrid warfare.

Of the more than 400 existing private companies, only a few are widely known: Military Professional Resources Incorporated (MPRI), DynCorp and Kellogg Brown & Root (KBR Inc.), Blackwater / Xe Services / Academi (USA); In the UK - Olive Group, Erinys International and Aegis Defense Services, in France - Gallice Security and Groupe-EHC, in South Africa - Executive Outcomes, in Israel - Defensive Shield Holdings and so on.
The world's largest private military service provider is the american Constellis. It is a gigantic, global business empire that works for the US government and large transnational business. This holding includes a number of enterprises,  among them  the most famous PMCs in the world, which perform the corresponding tasks to ensure the contracts of the parent company. Constellis business units are ACADEMI, Olive Group, Triple Canopy, Centerra, OMNIPLEX, TDI, AMK9, Edinburgh International and Strategic Social, as well as all their subsidiaries.
90% of the activities of modern PMCs do not account for any specific military operations. As a rule, they do not attack, do not go on the attack and do not take the city. Although, of course, this was a couple of times in Iraq.

The main goal posed to the gunman  in the modern war is to terrorize the local population, provoke the flight of large masses, and ethnic cleansing.
It showed the “Islamic state” (terrorist organization "Islamic State", banned in Russia). Militants come to the village and begin to slaughter the population of one house after another. To knock them out of this point, the regulars have to practically destroy the city with heavy weapons - Assad had to destroy almost half of Syria's cities, which his opponents sought. The only option in which the militants can not be allowed into the city is the presence of a militia that works closely with mobile professional military units, including PMCs. Then the militia manages to quickly mobilize and engage in battle when the militants attack, linking the enemy to the approach of professionals.
Modern PMCs are actively working not only in the so-called third world countries, but also on the territory of the former metropolises. This is the provision of personal security services, and cyber, and financial security. In general, a warning of the full range of possible risks.
'Private military companies ”(PMCs) in Russia

  Today, the international PMC market is almost completely controlled by the Americans and the British. Russia is significantly behind, it was necessary to start 15 years ago.
. 

Why does Russia need this?

  First, without its own PMCs, Russia is losing an enormous profitability market. Secondly, it is a tool to protect the interests of the country, state and business by new means in the new conditions
.
Reason for the lack of serious PMCs in Russia

Lack of relevant legislation to develop them. Russian companies act exclusively as consulting companies, do not have a formal right to carry weapons and conduct active operations to protect a client or cargo. The legislation of the Russian Federation prohibits this - article 359 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation (“Mercenary”). In any market you need to get a license, but for this you need to show the license that was issued in the home region. And Russian contractors simply do not have such documents.

It is necessary to register outside of Russia, but state support is necessary, government contracts are needed, which will increase the effectiveness of PMCs.
Answering a question about why Russia does not assign the status of a participant in hostilities to those who go to Syria as mercenaries of private military organizations, Russian President Vladimir Putin said that employees of private military companies (PMCs), including in Syria, did not represent the Russian state.
"As for private companies, including private security companies, they are really present there, this is not the Russian state, they are not participants in the hostilities." “They solve economic issues related to economic activity - oil production, field development.” “Of course, we acknowledge that even when solving these national economic problems and problems, these people risk their lives, and in general this also a contribution to the fight against terrorism, because they are beating these fields away from the ISIS. But this is not a Russian state or a Russian army, therefore we are not commenting on anything here. "
Therefore, Russia does not have a clear strategy for action in the event of the capture of “unofficial military”. 

Why is there no law on PMCs in Russia?

Four key reasons: 1) fear of the political class and part of society of the uncontrolled number of PMCs and the boundaries of their activities; 2) the fear of the political class of  the possibility of using PMCs by different political forces in their own interests; 3) the competition of various  state departments for the right to control PMCs and the right to be their licensor; 4) the desire of some political forces to keep PMCs in the "gray zone", because a lot of money is spinning through them, from which taxes are not paid. 
However, the first two reasons are not entirely consistent: in the Russian Federation, not a single PMC can arm itself. Here they are not allowed to carry weapons. Therefore, even with the adoption of the PMC law, they will not receive the right to carry automatic weapons in Russia, unlike private security companies, where short trunks are issued. PMCs will have the right to arm themselves only abroad - in the area of ​​the fulfillment of the tasks they received under the contracts.
The last two reasons are more serious, because they are specific to Russia and are difficult to overcome.
The Ministry of Defense, special services and the army in all countries control PMCs. Such control is a mandatory measure, the control of a PMC and the state is the contract, the client of the PMC in most cases is the parent state through its ministries and departments. For example, American PMCs perform a number of tasks under the programs of the US State Department, English - MI6, etc. In Russia, with its established practice of interaction between security forces, the struggle for such control is extremely important and even existential. At the beginning of 2018, a draft law on PMCs was introduced to the State Duma. But the document was not adopted. The exact reason is not known, but most likely the relevant departments could not agree on who will control the PMCs, for example, the Russian Guard or the Ministry of Defense.
The last reason, corruption, is particularly specific for Russia. Investigations of Russian media such as Fontanka. ru, RBC, Novaya Gazeta, and the Alexey Navalny Anti-Corruption Fund convincingly showed the almost monopoly position of Yevgeny Prigozhin in government procurements of the Ministry of Defense and military-dependent structures. Legal entities associated with Prigogine receive the lion's share of orders for the construction and maintenance of military camps, cleaning, occupy almost the entire military food market, which is completely closed to the structures of the “Concord” holding and its restructuring promises many problems. A similar situation is with the maintenance and construction of military camps. Apparently, the military department can no longer refuse the services of a monopolist, although it is unlikely that the leadership of the Ministry of Defense is happy with this state of affairs.
Existing Russian PMCs.

  Today, all the world PMCs, they are divided into:

- military provider companies;

- military consulting companies);

- military Support Companies
Of all the PMCs operating in Russia today (and there are only three or four of them), only the PMC of Wagner refers to the latter, and that is not certain. The largest - Global Security Solutions (GSS) and Moran Security Group are mainly engaged in the first two activities.

Global Security Solutions (GSS)

  It was created on the basis of the reformed "RSB-Group" ("Russian Security Systems"). GSS is well known in the professional market. Until the company got on its feet in terms of Russian legislation, contracts and subcontracts come from the same Americans and the British, as well as from a number of local players in various troubled regions.
The company is engaged in the implementation of tasks organization of logistic  chains, risk analysis of the client: political, geopolitical, military and financial. An  assessment of the prospects of projects in hot spots. The company prognoses  the development of events in a particular region to optimize the implementation of tasks to protect the interests of the client and eliminate negative manifestations in the territory of his activity. For example, the american Triple Canopy or the british Olive Group are doing this.
In addition, the company is engaged in preventing attempts at political negative influence aimed at defeating the interests of Russia. And also, in the case of relevant contracts, the company is engaged in  the protection of the interests of the pro-russian  national governments of the so-called fragile states. The company operates exclusively under contracts concluded with foreign governments. And only with those governments and organizations that are recognized by the UN.
 “GSS has a very serious principle that the company is trying to adhere to. The company is committed to ensuring the safety of people or facilities. And if, for example, an object was attacked and this attack was successfully repulsed, the company believes that this is a puncture. Because there was an attack in general. The main task, as GSS sees it, is to stop any possibilities of attack even on distant approaches ” 

Now GSS has representative offices in Austria (Vienna), USA (Los Angeles), Germany (Munich), United Arab Emirates, as well as in Sudan and South Sudan. This is important because Russia has good opportunities to carry out tasks of different complexity and different directions in the regions  of Middle East, North Africa, Sahara-Sahel. The United States and a number of other countries,  from  these regions also , have less room for maneuver there.

For example, in 2017, GSS carried out demining of a cement plant in Benghazi in Libya on the basis of a contract with the owners of this plant.
Moran Security Group - MSG.

 It has been working since 2011.It  is engaged in many tasks, including ensuring maritime security. The complex of tasks of the company includes: providing special information about the presence of a threat in the water area, logistics in the conditions of a pirate danger and military operations in the sea area; armed escort of ships by the company's specialists, convoy of ships (“Moran Security Group” ships) with armed specialists. The Moran Security Group also has its own small fleet.  PMC Moran Security Group cooperates with such companies as: Sovcomflot OJSC, Murmansk State Maritime Dry Cargo and Passenger Shipping Company, Sevmorneftegeofizika OJSC, Unicom Management Services (Cyprus) Ltd. All these campaigns are in one way or another connected with oil and its transportation.
The company employs military and civilian specialists who have undergone special training, with experience in the Middle East, Central Asia and Africa.
PMC Wagner. - an informal military organization that took part in the hostilities in the Donbass (on the side of New Russia) and in Syria (on the side of the Assad government
.
Slavic corps

The core of the future Wagner PMC was formed on the territory of the Syrian Republic. In the fall of 2013, the Russian managers of the private military company Moran Security Group, registered Slavonic Corps Limited (the Slavic Corps) in Hong Kong,  and this  company, although in the office of the Moran Security Group, recruited 267 volunteers under a contract with the Syrian Ministry of Oil and Mineral Resources. The Slavic corps was divided into two companies - “Cossack” and “Slavic”.
The future commander of PMC Wagner, Dmitry Utkin, also ended up in this group. Retired Lieutenant Colonel Utkin signed a contract with the Moran Security Group after he was dismissed from the post of commander of the 700th separate special forces detachment of the 2nd separate GRU special brigade, stationed in Pechora, Pskov Region. Then he was not yet a commander and was not Wagner. The pathetic call sign he took after the Syrian business trip/

The "Slavic Corps" as a single unit ceased to exist in October 2013. The first battle of the “corps” was the last, followed by disarmament and evacuation to Moscow. In Vnukovo, two charters from Syria were met by FSB investigators. The Moran Security Group men were detained, charged with mercenarism. The fighters were interrogated and sent home, having previously seized electronic information carriers.
Six months later, many of them met in Crimea as “polite people” who disarmed Ukrainian military bases. A year later, with a small in the South-East of Ukraine, a previously unknown, well-armed and equipped unit appeared - PMC Wagner.
Unofficially, they are called "cleaners" and saboteurs. Wagner and his team are credited with firing grenade launchers of the chief of staff of the 4th DPR brigade, Alexander Bednov (Batman), undermining the ghost brigade commander, disarming the special forces brigade, and repressing among the "Cossacks" operating in the east of the Lugansk region. However, there is no single point of view on the involvement of Wagner PMCs in these liquidations and events 
Summer 2015 is a turning point. Pros from all over the country came to Wagner: who were attracted to the terms of payment, whom were “the opportunity for professional growth,” whom were ideological. A serious team is being formed at the base in Molkino, near the village of Molkino in the Krasnodar Territory (training grounds for military unit 51532, known as the “10th GRU Special Forces Brigade”,)  are located there. In September, fighters begin to descend to their duty station in Syria
.

It is difficult to say how many total PMC contractors were transferred to Syria, the estimates vary widely, but if until September 2015 they were dozens of fighters, today they are hundreds, if not thousands. In Syria, Wagner PMCs, apparently, rarely sits in the trenches, the soldiers are mainly involved in sabotage- reconnaissance and reconnaissance groups, they also control supply bases and accompany VIPs in the "green zone"

Financing is the biggest secret of PMCs. Most soldiers of fortune do not know the name of their commander, almost no one knows who pays them.
As early as June 26, 2017, the Fontanka Internet newspaper published documents from which it follows that the oil fields controlled by ISIS will be mastered by the Russian LLC Euro Policy after the liberation of these territories from militants. A memorandum was signed between Euro Policy LLC and the Syrian Ministry of Oil and Mineral Resources in December 2016, according to which Euro Policy undertakes to release “oil and gas fields, refineries, other oil and gas infrastructure” captured by terrorists, and then protect them . Syria agrees to pay off Euro Policy LLC, transferring a quarter of the revenues from the liberated deposits to the company. And in addition, Syria has pledged to separately pay the costs of military operations to liberate oil and gas fields. Euro Policy LLC launched a stormy activity in Syria, having already opened its office in Damascus in May. Fontanka found out that Euro Policy  is a company affiliated with the famous St. Petersburg businessman Yevgeny Prigozhin.
Prospects for Russian PMCs.

  There is reason to believe that Russian PMCs will eventually acquire the desired legal status, and that Russian business operating abroad will pay attention to Russian PMCs and resort to their services. There is a draft federal law on PMCs that permits PMCs to participate in counterterrorism operations of Russian troops abroad, to protect allied Russian states, and to protect oil fields when it is not practical to use a regular army.

The need to legalize private military companies in the post-Soviet space is indicated, first of all, by the foreign experience of their activities. Today, the existing Russian PMCs are trying to be in the center of events, to understand what is happening, and to use every opportunity to work normally, in compliance with international standards, earn money, and perform certain tasks. Including in the name of the interests of Russia. However, how and to whom PMCs should be subordinate in Russia remains an open topic.
Conclusion
Key  questions of the research: 
1. To what extent are PMCs an instrument of hybrid wars?

2. What is the status and role of Russian PMCs in modern conflicts / hybrid wars?

3. What is the dialectic in international relations of private military force and state?
PMC services are used by many states as a universal instrument of political influence. PMCs are quickly becoming an alternative instrument of international peacekeeping in the world. This means that, among other things, these companies promise great opportunities for business, and for qualified and unqualified personnel  - new jobs.
Using private military companies in hybrid wars allows you to:

- hide from the world community the facts of gross interference in the state affairs of independent states in all spheres of their life activity; 
- exert foreign policy influence on the domestic policy of states in the right direction; 
 - for the United States to represent and contribute to the interests of the American economy in other countries; to solve the problems of the inversion of American weapons and equipment by organizing its sale to other states.
Games with your own private army, when the potential profit goes to the corporation, and all the bumps fall on the military, this is very convenient. Thus, in the promising future, the role of private military companies will increase.
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