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In the process of updating the economic model of society there arose the problem of eliminating contradictions in the development of economic science that do
not allow us to solve problems of practice in proven ways. Although these contradictions and methods for their resolving are partially reflected in many scientific
publications, methodological and practical justifications for a comprehensive study of the reserves of the economic science development by combining the provisions
of philosophy and disciplines of the humanities are still relevant. The solution of the problem of unpredictability of functioning and development of the economy
using such a combination of scientific disciplines can be ensured by applying the world view models that enable justifying the vector of attention of scientists in the
subject area of the problem. The constructiveness of the interaction of scientists representing different ontological views of the world depends on improving of the
conceptual and categorical support of their dialogue. A scientific world view in such a composition creates a basis, firstly, for a fruitful discussion of representatives of
various disciplines having a common subject of research, and, secondly, for overcoming the institutional and cognitive barriers to professional mobility of scientists.

It can also serve to develop the mobility of representatives of professional communities of researchers.
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Kusum M. 0., AopoHina M. C.
KapmuHa ceimy e ekoHomiuHili Hayyi

Y npoyeci 0HoB/1eHHS eKOHOMiYHOI Modeni cycninbcmea 8uHuKAG npobne-
Ma 3HAMMSA NPOMUPIY Y PO3BUMKY eKOHOMIYHOI HaYKU, WO He 00380170Mb
nepesipeHumu crnocobamu supiwysamu npobaemu npakmuku. Xo4a yi npo-
mupiyys i cnocobu ix supilueHHs YacmKoeo 3Haliwnu 8idobpaxeHHs y baea-
mbox nybaiKayisx y4eHux, ece we 3aAUWameca aKkmyansHUMU Memodo-
f102i4Hi M NPAKMUYHi 06rpyHMYBAHHA KOMMAEKCHO20 BUBYEHHS pe3epsis

PO38UMKY €KOHOMIYHOI HAYKU WIAXOM KOMBIHYBAHHS MOA0MEHb (inocogii

i ducyunain 2ymarimapHo20 Yuksny. PiwerHs npobaemu HenepedbayysaHoc-
Mi (hyHKUIOHYBAHHSA | PO3BUMKY EKOHOMIKU 3 BUKOPUCMAHHAM MAKoi Kombi-
Hayii Haykogux ducyunaiH MoxHa 3a6e3neyumu, 8BUKOPUCMOBYIOYU Modesi
KapmuHu cgimy, wo 003oaAtomb damu 06rpyHMyBaHHA 8ekmopy yeaeu

gueHux y npedmemHiti eanysi npobnemu. KoHcmpykmueHicmb 83aemoOii

YueHuXx, AKi Ipedcmaensome pi3Hi OHMO02IYHI KAPMUHU c8imy, 3aexumo
8i0 8M10PAOKYBAHHA MOHAMIlIHO-KamezopiansHo20 3abe3nedeHHs ix diasnoey.
Haykosa kapmuHa csimy 8 makili Komno3uuyii cmMeoptoe 0cHOBY, no-nepuie,
0114 nidHOT QuCKycii MpedcmagHuUKie pi3HUX QUCYUNAIH, W0 MaomMb 3a20/1b-
Huli npedmem QocnioxeHHs, no-0pyze, — 047 N000AAHHA iHCMUMYYiliHUX
i KoeHimusHux 6ap’epie npogeciliHoi MobinbHocmi 84eHux. BoHa H moxe
MoCAyHUMU po3sumky mobineHocmi npedcmasHukie MpogeciliHux crinb-
HOm HayKosyje.

Kntouosi cnoea: ekoHoMiYHa HayKa, MPOMUPIYYS, KAPMUHA C8imy, NoHs-
miliHo-kamezopianbHe 3a6e3neyeHHs, MOBibHiCMb y4eHux.
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Kusum H. A., flopoHuxa M. C.
KapmuHa mupa 8 3koHomuyecKoli Hayke

B npoyecce 06HosneHUs 3KoHOMUYECKol Modenu 06uwecmea 803HUKAA
npobnema cHAMUA npomusopeyuli 8 Pa3gUMUU 3KOHOMUYeCKOU HayKu,
He 10380/AWUX MPOBEPEHHbIMU CIocoBbamu pewams npobaems! Mpak-
muKu. Xoms amu npomugopeyus u cnocobbl Ux peweHus 4acmu4yHo Haw-
/U OmpaxeHue 80 MHO2UX MyBAUKAYUAX YYeHblX, 8ce ewe ocmaromcs
aKmyanbHLIMU Memodosoaueckue u npakmuyeckue 060CHOBAHUS KOM-
M71EKCHO20 U3YYeHUs Pe3epeos PassUMUs SKOHOMUYECKoU HayKu mymem
KOMOUHUPOBAHUA MosoxeHul Gunocouu u OUCYUNAUH 2yMAHUMApPHO20
Yukna. PeweHue npobaemsi HenpedcKazyemocmu (yHKYUOHUPOBAHUS
U passumus IKOHOMUKU C UCM0/1b308aHUEM MaKol KoMOUHayuu Hayy-
Hblx QUCYUMIUH MOXCHO 0becriequms, UCronb3ya Modenu KapmuHsl Mupa,
nosgonAowue dams 060CHOBAHUE BEKMOPY BHUMAHUSA yyeHbiX 8 npeod-
memHoli o6nacmu npobsemsl. KoHcmpykmueHocme 83aumodelicmeus
y4eHblX, Ipedcmasaftouux pasauyHle OHMono2u4eckue KapmuHsl Mupad,
308uUcuUm om ynopAdo4eHus noHAMuliHo-Kame2opuassHo20 obecreveHus
ux duanoea. HayyHas kapmuHa mupa 8 makoli Komnosuyuu co3daem
0CHoBY, B80-Mepebix, 044 naodomeopHoli duckyccuu npedcmagumeneli
Pa3NUYHLIX QUCYUNAUH, umerwux obwuli npedmem uccnedoB8aHuUs, 80-
8mopbix, — 044 MpeodoaeHus UHCMUMYYUOHAbHBIX U KO2HUMUBHbIX
6apbepos npoeccuoHansHoli mobuneHocmu yueHsiX. OHa e moxem
nocaymume passumuto mobunbHocmu npedcmagumeneli npogpeccuo-
HA/IbHbIX CO0BUECMB HAYYHbIX COMPYOHUKOB.

Knioyesble cn08a: 3KoHOMUYeCKaA HayKa, npomueopevus, KapmuHa mupa,
ﬂOHHmUﬁHO-KQmeeO,DUGﬂbHOG 06€Cﬂe‘1€HUE’, MobULHOCMb YYEHbIX.
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Problem statement. The ultimate strategic goal of sci-
ence is to provide such positioning of man in a certain subject
area of his life activity that he could effectively solve the prob-
lems arising in it. To achieve this goal, science provides answers
to two questions: how to study an incomprehensible situation
and how to influence it practically.

The world is continuously developing, the subject area of
science is becoming more complicated. This thesis can be fully
attributed to economic science. World experience shows that
the emerging new economic model of society fundamentally
differs from its previous versions not only in lots of compo-
nents, parameters and factors. The very philosophy of econom-
ic development is changing: new factors that until now were in
the field of attention of sociology, psychology, social psychol-
ogy and other human sciences are added to the ones that have
already become traditional for it [1, p. 94]. In this connection,
there arises the task of updating the ways of developing eco-
nomic science itself, removing its contradictions, which do
not allow solving the problems of the subject area in a proven
way. There arises the task of determining the way of developing
the science. Traditionally, in searching for this method there is
an appeal to another related science, which is at a higher level
of abstraction, most often to philosophy. Sometimes it is per-
ceived as the «science of science». But, in fact, philosophy is
not lacking in internal contradictions, although, despite this, it
realizes its mission of creating a platform for development of
scientific disciplines.

Analysis of recent researches and publications. An
authoritative specialist in the field of science studies A. Stepin
states that in the philosophical and methodological literature
of recent decades, the fundamental ideas, notions, and con-
cepts that form relatively stable bases for the development of
specific empirical knowledge and the theories explaining them
are increasingly becoming the subject of research. As the most
important components forming the foundations of science the
author singles out scientific world view, ideals and norms of
scientific knowledge, philosophical foundations of science [2;
3]. Since such elements of science as «world view» and «sci-
entific world view», on the one hand, do not have a universally
accepted interpretation, and, on the other hand, are increas-
ingly mentioned by experts as a system-forming component of
building new scientific theories, it is they that are determined
as the subject of this article.

The aim of the article is not in formulating the only and
final version of the world view of economic science (as a special
component of knowledge), but in determining the possibility of
its development and application in different situations arising
in science and practice. At the same time, such a development
involves the use of philosophical analysis, economic theory,
provisions of disciplines of the humanities to justify solutions
of non-standard problems arising in the work.

Presentation of basic material of the research. The
source material that serves the basis of the article is character-
ized by significant contradictions and discussion points, so it
makes sense to provide interpretations of the content and es-
sence of the basic concepts and categories used to convey ideas
in the text. The structure of philosophical knowledge in this ar-
ticle is represented by its following components: epistemology,
gnoseology, ontology, phenomenology, axiology. The analysis
of dictionaries, textbooks and monographs made possible the
following options for defining these components.

Epistemology is a philosophical and methodological dis-
cipline in which the available knowledge as such, its organi-
zation, structure, functioning, and development are studied.
Gnoseolology is a branch of philosophy that solves the prob-
lems of determining the necessary and sufficient conditions
for human cognition; the possibility of creating a variant of
knowledge acceptable to the scientific community; the pur-
pose and content of everyday, religious, scientific philosophi-
cal knowledge. Ontology is the study of being as a whole, the
realities of the world surrounding man, the basic properties
and structure of this world. Disciplinary ontology is a system of
ideal images of the real world (subject area) represented in the
theory of a certain scientific discipline. Phenomenology is the
study about unconditional (i.e., without using recommenda-
tions of traditional cognitive technologies) description of the
experience of cognitive consciousness and identification in the
experience of essential features that can become the basis of a
new scientific theory of cognition. Axiology is the study of the
importance for man of the truth stated by science to satisfy his
needs, the study of perception by man of new knowledge as
valuable for him.

Since the subject of this article is the concepts of «world
view» and «scientific world view», in substantiating the termi-
nological support for the study, let us dwell on their analysis in
more detail.

The generalization of the relevant literature [4-6] al-
lowed to conclude that the content of the concept of «world
view» is stated by scientists in the triune essence: as a result
of the development of knowledge; as a prerequisite for devel-
opment of a certain area of specific scientific disciplines; as a
link in knowledge, uniting philosophy and theory of science. In
publications, this concept is most often analyzed in the context
of its evolutionary development accompanying the develop-
ment of civilizations.

In the scientific world, it is generally accepted that the
world view, like any cognitive image, simplifies and schematiz-
es reality. The world, as an infinitely complex, developing real-
ity, is always much richer than the ideas about it that developed
at a certain stage of social and historical practice. The world
view singles out in the infinite variety of the real world pre-
cisely those of its essential connections the knowledge of which
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constitutes the main goal of science at a particular stage of its
historical development.

The social significance of world view lies in the fact that
it largely shapes people’s behavior and their interaction with
the world. It serves as a program of behavior for the individual
and collective defining the set of operations used by people to
influence the world, the rules for their use in activities and the
motivation for this activity.

A world view is not a simple set of «photos» of objects,
processes, properties, etc. It includes not only the reflected
objects but also the position of the reflecting subject, his/her
attitude to these objects. And the position of the subject in the
world view is as real as the objects themselves. Moreover, since
the reflection of the world by man is not passive, but active, his
relation to objects is not only generated by these objects but
also capable of changing them (through activity).

Currently fundamental concepts and ideas forming the
bases for development of specific sciences are increasingly be-
coming a subject of scientific and methodological researches.
The scientific knowledge underlying the analysis presents a
holistic developing system called «scientific world view». A sci-
entific view of the world singles out in its infinite variety those
essential connections the cognition of which constitutes the
main goal of science at this stage of its development. It acts as
a specific form of systematization of scientific knowledge and
at the same time is a reflection of a certain philosophical world
view [2, p. 188]. A scientific world view is usually considered as
the most general reflection of reality, in which all the scientific
theories admitting mutual agreement are brought together in a
systemic unity. In other words, a world view is a holistic system
of ideas about the general principles and laws of life. A scien-
tific world view gives man not only the knowledge but also un-
derstanding of how the world works, what laws it is governed
by, what lies at its basis and what place man himself occupies in
the universe. During revolutionary transformations of human
society these ideas radically change [7, p. 34].

Being a holistic system of ideas about the general proper-
ties and laws of the objective world, a scientific world view is a
complex structure that includes as its components the general
scientific world view and scientific world views of individual
sciences (disciplinary ontologies).

The scientific world view of disciplinary ontologies has
a paradigmatic character. In the role of a paradigm it reflects
the identity of beliefs, values, ethical rules and norms accepted
by a certain part of the scientific community and ensuring the
existence of a scientific tradition. These characteristics are built
into the structure of a scientific world view and for a fairly long
period define a stable system of knowledge that is disseminated
using the mechanisms of learning, educating, upbringing, and
popularization of scientific ideas.

To clarify the role and functions of a paradigm, T. Kuhn
in his time introduced the scientific concept of «disciplinary
matrix». Its analysis involves defining a group of scientists re-
lated to conducting a case study. In addition to general rules of
scientific activity of this group of scientists, it is mandatory for
it to have an analogous interpretation of the basic concepts used
in science. Such a process provides a constructive exchange of
views and recommendations in resolving the contradictions

that arise in the subject area of science and technologies of its
research.

Many scientists are paying attention to the necessity of
a permanent conceptual and categorical updating of the scien-
tific world view. For example, V. Stepin writes, «Any cognition
of the world, including the scientific, in each historical epoch
is carried out in accordance with a certain «grid» of categories
that fix a certain way of dividing the world and synthesizing its
objects» [2, p. 261].

Today the compliance with this requirement is very
important, since the nonlinear thinking used in the emerging
post-nonclassical world view is saturated with specific terms.
This complicates the spread of constructive technology solu-
tions of problems of science and practice. As a result of study-
ing various complex systems that are capable of self-organi-
zation, new nonlinear thinking develops, such characteristics
as instability, irreversibility, and non-equilibrium come to the
fore. These processes form not only a new world view but also a
new language addressed to the problem of this new conceptual
view within the framework of the problem under investigation
(3, p. 5-17].

The visibility of the representations of scientific world
views, the filling of them with a constructive terminological
basis ensures their understanding not only by specialists in this
field of knowledge but also by scientists specializing in other
sciences and even by well-educated people who are not directly
engaged in scientific activity.

As regards economics, this requirement is categorical.
The point is that the behavioral model of economic theory
that is being formed in the applied plane, though already has
a history of development, but, firstly, is still not provided with
the generally accepted methodological tools, and, secondly, it
is built using the ideas, principles, technologies of various sci-
entific disciplines of the humanities. This is said and written
by many scientists related to various sections and hierarchical
levels of this science (for example, [8-11], and others).

The disciplinary ontology of economic science should
be built on basic categories, which, in turn, form the structures
of concepts and theories of those disciplines that are attracted
in order to more fully reflect the reality of economic phenom-
ena and processes. The renewed (to be more exact, created)
scientific world view of economic science from the point of
view of philosophy is at the phenomenological stage. The
qualitative realization of this stage will create prerequisites for
the formation of a new paradigmatic basis of economic theory.
The study of economic ontologies allows scientists: a) revis-
ing the categorical «dictionary» of the science, creating new
(sometimes interdisciplinary) categories reflecting the current
state of practice and science as well as their actual problems; b)
carrying out an original purge of the scientific language, elimi-
nating ambiguities and clarifying concepts; c) defining and
formulating the world view and methodological prerequisites
of economic theories, showing the interrelation of the latter
with theoretical and practical achievements and problems of
other sciences.

Certain ideas for updating the economic scientific
world view can be found in the works of famous scientists and
practicing businessmen. For example, the Ukrainian scientist
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A. Chukhno defines the direction of changing the accents of
economic science, «Material wealth, which for centuries was
the dominant form of wealth, at the highest level of civiliza-
tion is inferior to the wealth of the human person. It becomes
the main, dominant form of social wealth... Man cannot con-
sume more than he needs. A different matter is socio-cultural
and spiritual needs. There is no limit to their consumption. For
there are no limits to the development of man, his abilities»
[8, p. 45]. Another Ukrainian scientist, A. Gritsenko, in his ar-
ticle «The fundamental and current reasons for the renewal of
classical political economy» writes, «The modern global crisis,
which engulfed the whole society, has revealed contradictions
and disproportions not only in the development of economy
and finance but also in economic theory itself. The economic
theory presented by the mainstream was not able to provide
answers to the problems set by the time, explain the essence of
the processes occurring in society and predict the main trends
of development» [9, p. 45].

The Russian scientist Yu. Shvetsov believes that the
laws of economics cannot be ethically emasculated; they must
be inextricably linked with the inner world of a person and
his/her spiritual and moral guidelines. Therefore, economic
theory in its current form, with its complete rejection of the
latter, has outlived itself and needs not just a revision of its
individual elements but a complete rethinking of all method-
ological principles. «Modern economics, for which since time
immemorial has been prepared the fate of tracing paper fix-
ing the movement of material wealth in the communicating
vessels of society entangled in the net of the market that is
driven by it to a standstill, became a veritable theater of the
absurd», writes the author [10, p. 53]. Further, he sets out
his attitude to the opinion of other scientists. Nobel Laureate
Robert Lucas, in no way embarrassed by his position, directly
states the goal he pursues in his studies, «The construction
of a mechanical, artificial world, populated by the interacting
robots that economics typically studies...». Economic theory,
in his opinion, is «something that can be put on a computer
and run». Therefore, J. Kay is a thousand times right when he
makes a deadly verdict, «The modern economist is the clini-
cian with no patients, the engineer with no projects. And since
these economists do not appear to engage with the issues that
confront real businesses and actual households, the clients do
not come» [10, p. 54].

The specialist in management O. Vihansky notes, «The
market is dynamic and constantly changing. Entrepreneurs
have to face unprecedented in scale and depth changes oc-
curring today in both the national and global economy» [11,
p. 20]. Management in its classical sense has died, as it teaches
to operate the organization under rules. Now we need a non-
standard approach. One should manage differently and by all
means better than his competitors. Then there is a chance to
win. And it is necessary to rely on intellect, professional sense,
analysis of the situation, strategic forecast. This is creativity [11,
p. 22]. In the monograph «Business at the speed of thought»
B. Gates, one of the founders of the Microsoft empire, advises
to use fundamentally new methods of business management
and personnel management to succeed. His main recommen-
dations are as follows: a) stop perceiving workers as cogs of

a complex machine, switch them to intellectual activity; b) in-
crease the speed of adapting to changing situations, for it is it
that the life and death of a corporation depends on; c) learn
to turn bad news into the possibility of making non-standard
decisions; d) constantly work to increase the total corporate IQ
of the staff. It was through the use of non-traditional levers of
influence on the staff that Bill Gates began to earn more than 6
thousand dollars per minute [12].

The content and changes in the world view of these
people are not presented clearly in the scientific style by publi-
cations. But the analysis of the relevant literature showed that
practical recommendations for building a scientific world view
that are practically acceptable to be used in science are pre-
sented in the textbook on philosophy by P. Alekseev, A. Panin
[13, p. 17]. The models of scientific world views, on the basis of
which well-known scientific theories were built, are presented
in Fig. 1.

Reason Consequence
Necessity
a)
Time Space
Matter Motion
6)

Fig. 1. Philosophical coordinates of a scientific world view
a) classical mechanics; b) the theory of relativity

P. Alekseev, A. Panin give an explanation of features of
the relationship between the philosophical model of a world
view and similar models of specific scientific disciplines, «We
should pay attention to the following point: the impact of
philosophy on the construction of individual theories is not
integral but fragmentary, local. Only certain ideas, concepts
(or their groups), separate philosophical principles possess
the «penetrating» power. Particular scientific knowledge turns
out to be selective not only in relation to various philosophi-
cal concepts but also in relation to various categories and
principles within this philosophical system of categories» [13,
p. 18]. Practice [14; 15] showed the expediency of transform-
ing the system of its philosophical coordinates into the system
of categories that determine the vector of attention of scien-
tists in the subject area of the problem. A variant of the on-
tognosiological scheme of such a modeling of a world view is
shown in Fig. 2.

The presented model ensures studying the reserves of
development of synergetic opportunities of the open system of
economic and social processes at an enterprise that functions
under conditions of increasing instability, non-equilibrium,
nonlinearity of internal and external environment. On its basis
it is possible to build models of organization of the processes,
maintaining order in them or moving to a new order in the
spiral of development. Based on the information in Fig. 2, it
is possible to build a system and synergetic behavioral model
of an enterprise, provide substantiation of the corresponding

230

Mpo6rnemn ekoHomMikm Ne 3, 2017



ExoHoMiuHa Teopis

concept, its terminological support, principles and methods of
research and transformation of the subject area, its qualitative
and quantitative analysis.

A scientific world view in such a composition creates a
basis, firstly, for a fruitful discussion of representatives of dif-
ferent disciplines having a common subject of research, and,
secondly, for overcoming the institutional and cognitive bar-
riers to professional mobility of scientists. It can also serve to
promote the mobility of representatives of professional com-
munities of research workers. An example of the realization
of the latter role of a scientific world view is presented in the
publication by A. Rodny [16].

Cycle (spiral) Consciousness
Sense
a)
Socio-economic Collective
processes cohesiveness
Capital
b)
Labor activity Orgqnlzathnal
citizenship

Economic and social
needs

(9]

Fig. 2. General scientific world view and coordinates of
studying the socio-economic potential of the organization
and the employee
a) epistemological world view; b) ontological coordinates
of studying the potential of the organization; c) ontological
coordinates of studying the potential of the employee

Conclusion

In general, the following conclusions can be drawn
from the above materials. The speed of changes in life and
their radical nature creates significant problems for mankind
in conducting the timely investigation and transformation of
the economic reality. Science is forced to look for new ways
of studying crisis situations and developing recommendations
for decision-making. The completeness of the study of com-
plex critical situations is ensured by combining techniques
and technologies of various disciplines of the humanities. The
constructiveness of the interaction of scientists representing
different ontological views of the world depends on improving
the conceptual and categorical support of their dialogue. It is
expedient to select as the next object of attention the study of
possibilities for using the provisions of cognomics, case study,
culturedigma, chaos, the «golden section», spiral dynamics of

consciousness, still timidly offering themselves for the «kitch-
en» of the academic economist when constructing a scientific
world view.
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