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THE ETHICAL AND ECONOMIC
CONDITIONS OF HUMAN BIRTH
AS A PHILOSOPHICAL PROBLEM

The basic economic and ethical arguments in favor of proper treatment of human birth
are considered. It has been analyzed that ethics should be widely considered when defining
goals and means of economic behavior. It has been argued that utilitarianism as an ethical
position should be limited in practice, but bioethics should be more widely used in deter-
mining the motivation for economic behavior.
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boiiuenko M., boituenko H., Illeeuenko 3. Imuyeckue u IKOHOMuuecKue ycio-
6UA POoHCOeHUA ueloseKa Kak unocogckan npodnema. Paccmompensvl 0CHOGHBIE IKOHO-
MuyecKue u dMuYecKue apeyMeHmvl 8 NOJb3Y HAONeHCauie20 OMHOUWEHUSL K POHCOCHUID
yenoseka. [Ipoananuzuposarno, umo 3muKy ciedyem OOabULe YUUMbIBANb NPU ONpedeleHUl
yenei u cpeocms IKOHOMUYECKO20 NoGedeHus. [[oKa3ano, Ymo Ymuaumapusm Kax dmu-
yeckds No3uyus 00axceH OblMb 0ZPAHUYEHHBbIM HA NpaKmuke, 3amo OUOIMUKY cledyem
wupe npumeHsms npu OnpedereHul MOmuBayul SIKOHOMU4EeCK020 N0GeOeHUsl.

Kniouesvle cnoea: poxIeHUE 4eJOBEKa, 3TUKA, SKOHOMMKA, IIPUYMHBI U CIEI-
CTBHS1, IECHHOCTH, PAlJHOHAIBHBIN BBIOOD.

Background. The birth of a person is the result of a whole set of causes,
on the one hand, and has a number of goals and consequences on the other.
In this whole world of determinations and relationships, representatives of
different sciences view only segmentally, with each segment more comple-
menting the other, but only partially intersecting with it — so that the comp-
lex of determinations and relationships studied by every special science
does not completely explain, or minimally explains the complex of deter-
minations and relationships that other, even related, science studies. Only
the holistic study of the world of human birth can reveal the completeness of
the conditions of this birth. And the philosophy is trying to unravel this
entire world — to explain in their entirety all the conditions, rational as well
as irrational, that each time uniquely enable the birth of particular person.
Economic reasons are often used to take like most rational and realistic
whereas ethical reasoning seems to be something unreal and irrational. Still
in real life the very ethical imperatives were all-in-all the main motivators to
economic behavior. The choice to facilitate the birth of a child is one of
such vivid example.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Social philosophy and
ethics reveal several social determinations and relationships around human
birth. Of particular interest it is the correlation of economic and ethical deter-
minations. We could distinguish three areas of the scientific discussion about
ethical and economic conditions of human birth: framework conditions for
social development as conditions of human birth; economic and ethical under-
standing of the value of human life; social and biological identification of a
person at birth.

Framework conditions for social development as conditions of human
birth are investigated first of all by sociologist, political philosophers and
ecologists. British thinker Arthur Caplan [1] is looking for moral values as
a reason for people to give birth and growing up the children in appropriate
way. Contemporary German ecologists, scientists and politicians Ernst Ulrich
von Weizsidcker and Anders Wijkman [2] made an accent on the problem
of overpopulation of the Earth.

Economic and ethical understanding of the value of human life is enough
elaborated, but from opposite values: according to German philosopher Jens
Timmermann recent investigations of Immanuel Kant theory he took the
rigorist ethic position [3], Turkish philosopher Mesut Sert study of Werner
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Sombart theory [4] — Sombart took almost the biological position, while
according to recent investigation of Danish Professor of Business Ethics at
Roskilde University Jacob Dahl Rendtorff German philosopher Peter Kos-
lowski took almost theological position [5]. German sociologists and philo-
sophers Max Weber, Max Scheler, American philosopher John Dewey and
contemporary French philosopher Jean Baudrillard tried to find a proper
composition and balance between economic and ethical position and
American ethicists David B. Resnik and Kevin C. Elliott came to the similar
position now [6].

Social and biological identification of a person at birth was a topic for
ethics, biologists and researchers in the field of cultural studies, but for some
philosophers as well. American philologist, a founder of the academic field
of postcolonial studies Edward Said according to Fikret Guven made a disclosure
of cultural basis of social identity [7]. British ethologist Richard Dawkins [8]
and American biologist Siddharhta Mukherjee [9] take confront positions in
issue of abortion. Ethical approach to solving such confrontation could be
formulating with help of some contemporary Norwegian ethicist Torbjérn
Tannsjo’s [10] ideas.

In each of these areas there are several prominent publications —
classic as well as recent — but a general philosophical view on these condi-
tions is lacking.

The aim of the article will be to find out integrity of all determinations
and relationships around human birth by examining the mutuality of ethical
and economic conditions of it.

Materials and methods. The issue is based on analysis of philo-
sophical texts on the problem of economic and ethical motivation of human
behavior. The methodology of the article takes into account the importance
of human life as a social value. A basic methodology in this study is an
axiologically rethought of Pierre Bourdieu’s structural constructivism [11].
It should reveal the correlation of existing value structures with the creation
of new values by people: first of all about the correlation of moral values
and ethical ideals.

Results. Framework conditions for social development as conditions
of human birth.

All attempts to comprehend the conditions of birth of a person with
a high probability can lead to two opposite results: either a cynical formal
and rational variant calculation of the benefits of birth, or a value-rational
opportunistic assertion of absolute inviolability of life. The first option is
classically considered utilitarian theory of morality, the second — the Catholic
concept of the sanctity of life as such. Each has its own strong arguments,
but each has serious drawbacks that will be discussed. In any case, neither
one nor the other can be methodology of our study — after all, these are
theories that not only exclude one another but also do not take proper
consideration of the subject area of one another.
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By the way, not only utilitarianism or Catholicism considers the prob-
lem of fertility from a philosophical point of view. At the same time it is
necessary to carry out only preliminary prepared ethical researches, without
trying directly to apply ethical theory to life situations. The initial dilemma
we take for consideration is the dilemma of ethical and economic attitudes
toward human birth.

The birth of a child is never an accident — not only in human society,
but also in other social communities that form almost all living organisms.
However, the reasons for choosing a child’s future father by child’s future
mother, as well as the mother by the father are significantly different from
the reasons in the world of animals. French philosopher and sociologist
Pierre Bourdieu identified features of a "matrimonial strategy" of people,
which, although not amenable to exhaustive rationalization, still are not the
result of blind action by biological forces. In particular: "Matrimonial stra-
tegies are often the resultant force relations within a family group, and these
relationships can only be understood by referring to the history of that
group, in particular, the history of previous marriages" [11, p. 106]. However,
there are a number of other, more general conditions, both social and natural,
in particular biological, in addition to the family, intimate conditions of human
birth. All of them are somehow reflected on family terms, expressed in them.
However, in order to see and understand these complex determinations
in seemingly obvious and simple family relationships, one must first clearly
state these externalities to the family, the social and natural conditions that
determine it.

The human right to birth is at first sight one of the most obvious
natural human rights [12]. However, such an attitude may seem anthropo-
centric, humanism can be regarded as an attempt of a person to wish what
he or she wants to be true for everyone and everything in the world. On the
other hand, the natural sciences are inclined towards an impartial and, to
some, non-anthropological view on human birth. Yes, the representatives of the
Club of Rome pay attention to the problem of overpopulation of the planet
Earth [2], and in this light, the problem of human birth becomes already
a problem for all living things — humans more displace all other species of
life on the planet, rather than facilitate their conservation and free further
evolution. Thus, high birth rates have become an environmental problem for
all other species on the planet. But for humanity itself, the high birth rate, as
well as the birth of a person, is not in itself an obvious blessing, as it seems
to most modern humanities. At one time, Thomas Malthus [13], and earlier
Jonathan Swift, drew attention to the economic disadvantage of high ferti-
lity: by itself, without taking into account the development of science,
increasing production efficiency and other factors of human development,
high fertility leads to increased poverty, famine and premature death. Swift
even sarcastically suggested a "simple and effective solution" to this problem —
if given permission to use poor children as a food resource [14, p. 6].
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Despite all the savagery of such a proposal, from a moral point of view, it
does not look so irrational from a naturalistic, "economic" point of view.
However, as Swift had expected, British society at one time was horrified
by this prospect — and it still looks horrible today.

All this draws attention, in particular, to the relation between ethics
and economics as the point of intersection of humanitarian and natural,
social and biological views in general and in the issue of human birth
in particular. An important role in this could and should play a bioethics
defining the boundaries of human life, for example helps to define the moral
and legal status of the human embryo. Even without delving into the medi-
cal and legal side of the case, one can acknowledge the inevitability of an
ethical view of the human right to birth, with which economic science must
be considered. But for this ethical judgment must also take economic ratio-
nality into account, not deny of it.

Arthur Caplan rightly points out: "These days, it is uncommon to hear
commentators on higher education accuse those who spend time studying
the humanities in college or university of being foolish. The idea that
a person might take courses in philosophy, psychology, religion, the arts,
sociology or politics strikes many as simply ludicrous ... how utterly wrong
are those people who see the value of education only in terms of a career
opportunities it creates ... the discoveries, inventions, and findings that make
the most difference in our lives are just as likely to emanate from the
humanities and social sciences side of the intellectual landscape as they are
from technology, science, and engineering" [1, p. 6]. This impact, however,
is not at all obvious if it has to be constantly reminded and explained. This
influence itself does not require any special recognition of the public — the
important fact is the constant perception by the "physicists" the ideas of
"lyricists", as well as perception by economists the ethical arguments. This
fact explains, above all, not the magical charm of "lyricists" and not the
indestructible naivety of "physicists", but the simple and inviolable truth:
although the science describes the world of nature, science still serves
human beings and humanities study and knows human needs better then
science. However, there are several related circumstances that require special
and additional clarification and argumentation in favor of the humanities.
The main among them is the need to formulate adequate motivation for the
choice of humanitarian specialties by talented entrants for further education.

The formation of due respect for humanities among economists
is primarily important — both for students and their professors, economists
in the field of economy as well as others in non-academic applied fields.
It seems that educators and economists, each individually, are not viewed
these tasks as interconnected — while their successful solution seems to be
deeply interdependent. In particular, bioethics exemplifies that ethics-based
education trains not only economists and entrepreneurs who are able to
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produce goods and services without failing ethical standards, but also con-
sumers ready to support ethically responsible production through their
choices of purchases. Mutual concern of producers and consumers — not
only in the sphere of economy, but also in the sphere of ecology, in the
sphere of politics, in other vital spheres of society, to create the precon-
ditions for transformation of all social life on new bioethical grounds.

It is important that the movement from ethics to economics and from
economics to ethics is not merely counter-intuitive but coherent in order to
avoid a scenario that, while seemingly facing each other, ethics and eco-
nomics would not disperse, "like ships in the sea" that is, with parallel
courses. After all, there is a real danger — and not just a theoretical one —
that ethical economics and economic ethics can be formed in parallel, and
not help but interfere with each other, forming not only different but some-
times incompatible practical recommendations. The prospect of overcoming
such a fatal coincidence is offered by bioethics. This may not be the only
means of reconciling the interests and values of ethics and economics, but
today it is considered as one of the least developed and still one of the most
promising. However, it is first necessary to define more clearly the mutual
dispositions of ethics and economics.

Economic versus ethical understanding of the value of human life.

The tendency for the separation of ethics and economy has emerged
a long time ago, later it only deepens. Even in the modern Christian economic
ethics by Arthur Rich [15], we come across ideas of an economy focused on
the common good rather than the pursuit of private entrepreneurial interest.

At the same time, Werner Sombart points to a key difference between
Christian ethics and economic logic: Christian love and concern for a peace-
ful life goes against the competition practices on which the modern market
economy is based [4; 16, p. 122]. "All the qualities of an entrepreneur we
have come to know as the necessary conditions for success: resoluteness,
stability, perseverance, tirelessness, rapid focus on a goal, toughness, cou-
rage to take risks, daring — all of these are rooted in the powerful, life-giving
worth above the average level of vitality. Rather, the obstacle to the activity
of the entrepreneur is, on the contrary, the strong development of inclina-
tions to the feeling, which usually creates a strong superiority of sensual
values" [16, p. 153]. Sombart also names several other prerequisites for the
development of capitalism, but the most effective one is the entrepreneurial
activity that is driven by a "powerful life force". Thus, Christian-theolo-
gically-minded thinkers put the conditions before the economy, regardless
of market considerations, while market defenders such as Sombart insist on
the autonomy of economic activity and on its internal ethos of economic
victories and the rule of the winner of market competition. Sombart parti-
cularly urgently insists on the honesty of the victories of a true entrepreneur

* All quotations from foreign language sources are given in the translation of the
authors of the article.
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who develops production, and contrasts this "honest" economic affair with
financial speculations as an activity of "Héndler", who only parasites the
classical economy and destroys it [16, p. 206-213].

However, already modern representative of economic ethics Peter
Koslowski goes back to rigorism of ethical autonomy, from which he, in the
spirit of Kant’s own philosophy, tries to derive the rules of economic
behavior from moral law (though already bypassing religion) — just as Kant,
deduced the right, and perhaps even partially, the policy from the ethics [3].
According to Kozlowski, economic ethics "is an ethical theory that uses eco-
nomic tools of analysis, ethical theory related to economics, just as political
economy is a political theory that uses economic analytical tools" [17, p. §].
Jacob Dahl Rendtorff wrote: "...there is a close interaction between culture,
ethics and economics in the definition of the basis for economic markets.
According to the definition of Koslowski, economic ethics or ethical eco-
nomy is a theory of the economy and of ethics. As an ethical economy, it unites
ethical and economic judgments and constitutes the complement of political
economy" [5]. But this argumentation itself does not give non-religious ethi-
cal grounds for economic activity.

That is why many have considered utilitarianism as the most "mate-
rialistic" version of ethics: if ethics is what is good for the individual,
including what is beneficial to them, than this would seem to be a true ethic
of economic activity! However, in real life, everything is not so straight-
forward and not so simple. Even utilitarianism does not treat all personal
goods as benefits — John Stuart Mill distinguishes between high and low
pleasures [18], thus eliminating the possibility of reducing all benefits
to material. Value ethics and virtue ethics not only decisively derive ethical
justification beyond material goods but also offer a radically different
understanding of economics itself — namely, in Aristotle’s spirit as a common
good (in which security and material wealth are not the only public good),
or in the style of the philosophy of values of Max Scheler [19] and John
Dewey [20], who undoubtedly place spiritual and intellectual values above
material ones as priority motivators of human behavior — both political and
economic. The difference with Kant and Koslowski’s deontology is that
ethics here does not impose a "cynical" economy on the outside of its norms,
and the economy itself is regarded as intrinsically humanistic.

On the one hand, a simple and reckless orientation only to the profit
of the utilitarian version of the "economic man", of course, ultimately leads
to the deepening of the global crisis of humanity: in a war as well as in
a situation of aggravation of the crisis, someone dies, but some, few, but the
cynical and fast one who adopting new rules of the game, gets much faster
and much more enriched. Therefore, as the media are somehow interested in
developing terrorism as the best provider of the most "interesting" news
(which Jean Baudrillard has convincingly argued in the recent past [21]), the
crisis for the most typical "economic men" is a wonderful window of oppor-
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tunity, not a disaster. If for most people the crisis is lossmaking, and for some
of them even carry premature and painful death, such a general situation
cannot serve as a basis for economic development. The short-term and easy
enrichment of some does not create incentives for the development of the
economy as a whole and the sharp decline in purchasing power of most
people will inevitably result in the loss for all market participants.

On the other hand, in order to be practically successful, any ethical
position, even seemingly the most correct theoretically and autonomously in
its moral rightness, must find the logic of profitable economic activity asso-
ciated with it [6]. In fact, the strongest ethical position is that which provi-
des the most profitable economic action strategy. A classic example is Max
Weber’s research on the selective affinity of Protestant ethics and the spirit
of capitalism. At one time, as Weber showed, the most rigorous ethical justi-
fication for certain ways of pursuing benefits was one of the main sources of the
initial modernization of all European civilization [22]. It could be assumed
that this was an exceptional social phenomenon, but if one carefully studies
the history of mankind, it turns out that all of it is based on exceptional
events. The number of such events does not decrease over time, but only
grows: humanity is constantly engaged in creativity, changing not only its
environment, but also itself — thanks to all new discoveries, new ideas [1].
Ethics is not the only generator of new ideas in all spheres of knowledge,
but in the field of social relations — it is probably the very case. The bio-
ethics is in the same situation as economic theory and practice that is forced
to re-examine its grounds in the light of recent circumstances, when both the
sources and applications of social wealth change dramatically, and the
understanding of essence of public wealth that should be reconsidered.

Social and biological identification of a person at birth.

The human social and biological identity are interrelated, and if in tra-
ditional society biological identity has predominantly defined social identity,
then in modern society, social identity increasingly defines biological iden-
tity. If, from birth, the child, along with his or her race, ethnicity, gender,
health status, has already acquired a certain "corridor" of social opportu-
nities, now these characteristics either lose their decisive influence or may
be altered. Most recently a non-Caucasian, female, or child with a disability
had very little opportunity to build a successful social career. Although pre-
viously such a violation of social and human rights was considered some-
thing natural and self-evident, it is now clearly visible the ideological, eco-
nomic and cultural grounds for such decisions. Postcolonial studies, such as
Edward Said’s works, may serve as a distinct but striking example of disclo-
sure of such prejudices [7; 23]. However, some biological characteristics are
still the subject of discussions, for example in considering of abortion or
negative pregnancy recommendations. But now it is becoming increasingly
apparent not biological, but rather the social justification for decisions in
favor of a positive or negative solution to such issues.
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Let us consider not the anachronisms, but the first cases of new prob-
lems of social assessment of human biological identity. Among them, medical
practice cases are particularly illustrative and already well-analyzed. To the
analytics already done, sometimes it is enough to just add some philo-
sophical appraisals to get them into an advanced form that gives grounds for
a confident ethical stance. But such situational ethical analysis is not a suffi-
cient — one should take a proper ethical theory for it. Indeed, critic of the
theological approach and the popularizer of science, Richard Dawkins pro-
poses, on the basis of medical research, and in particular genetic analysis,
to make abortion decisions or to ban children from couples who have a high
probability of birth children not only with genetic diseases, but also with
a genetic predisposition to "ordinary" diseases. In particular, Dawkins points
out that "But it’s safe to say an early embryo before the nervous system
develops can no more feel pain than a pumpkin or a beetroot" [8], and from
this concludes the moral safety of abortion at an early stage of pregnancy.
Moral arguments in favor of abortion are manifested in Dawkins as a means,
while the goal is closer to economic considerations: a sick child will not be
a source of income for economy, but rather a bottomless pit, a cost item that
will always be unprofitable. At the same time most of utilitarians accept that
a sick child will suffer, and therefore he or she will not want to live
him/herself. In the contrast, one can refer to the position of the Siddhartha
Mukherjee, who, on the example of his own family history, shows how carriers
of one gene care about each other, including sick family members [9]. Such
care makes them all happy. Such care is the motivation for everyone of them
to work better enough to provide the whole family. The selfish of misinter-
preted utilitarianism and the misinterpreted gene theory by Richard Dawkins
contrasted to collectivism and moral virtues in justifying a social behavior
strategy based on the knowledge of genetics by Siddhartha Mukherjee. In our
view, the second position is a much better and more stable justification for
economic behavior than the first.

Dawkins’ like-minded people are even ready to edit the human genome
to exclude such bodily characteristics in genome carrier, such as the propen-
sity to gain weight. However, more thorough genome studies show that not
individual genes but gene combinations are usually responsible for certain
human biological characteristics. Thus, the genome plot "responsible" for
obesity is likely to, in combination with other sites; provide other, important
and useful human characteristics [24]. Therefore, by "excluding" obesity,
the genome editor can "exclude" a number of important for human qualities,
and the entire positive, as well as all the negative consequences cannot be
calculated. If only some of the properties of the genome regions are known
to mankind, even a careful study of them will never give an answer as to
their full significance to humans, and all the characteristics of the genome
will never be known. This requires the development of a certain respectful
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attitude towards the biological basis of human identity and the introduction
of certain restrictions and warnings regarding social interventions. But such
respectful attitude itself is the social position.

Criticizing theology and, in general, creationism as the epistemolo-
gical position on which theology is based, one should not, however, reject
the moral arguments to which they refer. After all, the sanctity of life is
a concept that we believe is more widely used than just the sphere of religion.
The value of the sanctity of life may be based on the values of God or the
absolute, but it may itself be the basic value on which other values are based.
Albert Schweitzer considers the sanctity of life as unconditional and without
further justification [25], also apparently close Van Rensselaer Potter [26]
and Peter Singer [27] recognized it. In fact, this position includes all those
who do not dare to give one last word in deciding not to have a baby — and
yet dare to give birth.

Cases of paternity, surrogacy, etc. are just the application of this general
principle of the sanctity of life. One can read more about questions similar
to the test-tube baby case: the case of the baby from three parents [28], the
Baby K. case [29] and more. But in any case, it may be a desire to promote
the birth of a child as a primary goal. Only under this condition it is possible
to take into consideration the question, what to do with the so-called
"genetic material", which was not used for the birth of the baby. Only then,
there are no questions about any third-party experiments with this material,
only then there is no question of improper handling of embryos, etc.

Conclusion. Modern economic theory and practice are increasingly
based on ethical theory and practice. For example, bioethics becomes not
only means for justification, but also to motivation of economic behavior.
If we remain at the positions of utilitarian ethics, then, at first glance, human
embryo looks like "genetic material" and cannot be identified not only as
a potential person, and accordingly the various utilitarian uses that may result in
economic benefits contrary to the values of humanism. So utilitarianism as
ethical position seems to be practically limited applicable. Thus, the issue of
birth decisions is increasingly dependent from the social identity understand-
ding: for example, recognizing the social properties of an embryo is a deci-
sive argument against abortion, while some researchers consider it doubtful
enough to terminate pregnancy.

The due economists’ respect for humanities is primarily important for
the successful development of economics and economy. Although the science
describes the world of nature, science still serves human beings, and huma-
nities discover human needs better then science. In order to be practically
successful any ethical position should find the logic of profitable economic
activity associated with it. Ethics is one of the main generators of new ideas
in the field of social relations. Ethics of values and ethics of virtues not only
decisively derive ethical justification beyond material goods but also offer
a radically different understanding of economics itself.
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boiiuenko M., boituenxo H., Illesuenxo 3. Emuuni ma ekonomiuni ymoeu napoo-
JHCEHHA NIOOUHU AK (inocohcvka npodrema.

Ilocmanoexa npoonemu. Hapoooicents moounu, wo € pe3yiomamom Oii Yinoeo KoMn-
JIeKCY NPUYUH, Mae neped cobor HU3KY Yinell ma HAcuiokis. Yeecw yeil yinichuil ceim oemep-
MIHayill ma 36 A3Ki6 Hamazaemvcs po3kpumu Qirocois — nosacHumu yci payioHanvHi ma
ippayionansvHi yMosu, AKI wopazy VHIKANbHUM YUHOM YMOXCIUGTIOIOMb HAPOONCEHHS came
yiei' KOHKpemHoi T0OUHU. B peanvHomy dcummi came emuyni iMnepamueu OViu OCHOBHUMU
MOMUBAMOPAMU eKOHOMIYHOT No6ediHKu. Bubip cnpusiiHs HapOOXNCEeHHIO OUMUHU — OOUH
3 MAKUX ACKPABUX NPUKIAOIS.

Ananiz ocmannix 00cnioxcens i nyoniKkayii noxazas, wo NONpU HAA6HICMb OKPEeMUX
HAYKO8UX 00POOOK, 3aTUUAEMbC HEBUPIUEHOTO BANCIUBA HAYKOBO-NPAKMUYHA NPoOIemMa
w000 BUHAUEHHS CRIBBIOHOUICHHS eMUYHUX MA eKOHOMIYHUX YUHHUKIB TI00CbKOI NOBediHKU
3a2anom i NPUUHAMMA PIUEeHHS U000 HAPOO’CEHHS OUMUHU 30KPeMd.

Mema cmammi — 3’sicysamu YinicHicmb yCix OemepMiHaYiti Ma 63aEM038 A3Ki8 HABKOI0
HAPOOAHCEHHA TTOOUHU, BUBUATOUU B3AEMOZANEHCHICINb eMUYHUX MA eKOHOMIYHUX 1020 YMO8.

Mamepianu ma memoou. Y npoyeci 00CHONCEHHS GUKOPUCIIAHO MemO0 aKciono-
2IUHO NePeoCMUCIEH020 CIPYKIYPHO20 Koncmpykmusismy I1°epa Bypobe.

Pe3ynomamu odocnioxcennsn. Bucynymo cinomesy npo iCHYBaHHA 3aNEHCHOCIT MIdIC
EKOHOMIYHO YCNIWHON NOBEOIHKOW 1 Il HANENCHUM emUudHUM OOIPYHMYSAHHAM, HANPUKILAO,
w000 NPUIHAMMS PIULeHHST NP0 HAPOOMCEeHHs TIOOUHU. 3a pe3yrvmamamu ybo2o O0Caio-
JHCEHHS 3aNPONOHOBAHO, 30KpeMa: GIOitimu 6i0 NPAKMUKU NPOMUCMABTIEHHS eKOHOMIYHOT
emuKu K meopii payioHanrbHOi NO8EOIHKU I emUYHOI eKOHOMIKU K MAKOI, o pueopucmuyHo
NPUNUCYE eKOHOMIYI MOPATIbHI NPUNUCU, pO3podUMU Db PO32OPHYMY eMUYHY MOMUBAYIIO
EKOHOMIUHOI NOBEOIHKU HA OCHOBI AHANI3Y HAABHUX MOPATIbHUX NPAKIMUK, 0OMEeHCUMU 3ACMo-
CYBAHHA emuKyU YMUIimapu3my 68 eKOHOMIuHitl meopii i npakmuyi, 36epHymucs 00 6a308ux
npuHyunie GioemuKyu npu GUPIUEHHI NUMAHb HAPOONCEHHsT OUMUHU, GUHAMU NPIOpUmMen-
Hicmb coyianvHol i0enmugpixayii ocobucmocmi Hao bionoziunoio mowo. Peanizayis yux npo-
no3uyiil cnpusimume Cnie8iOHECEeHHIO SUPIULEHHST NUMAHHS HAPOOXNCEHHs. HOOUHU 3I CMpa-
mezi€lo eKOHOMIUHO20 PO36UMKY CYCNITbCMEA.
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Bucnoeku. Exonomiuna meopisi ma npakmuka 0eoani Oiibiie IpYHMYIOmbCs Ha emut-
Hiti meopii ma npaxmuyi. Hanpuxnao, 6ioemuxa cmae He minvKu 3acodom 01 6UNpasOanHs,
a 1l 01 MOmuBayii eKOHOMIYHOT NOBEOIHKU. AKWO MU 3aTUMUMOCA HA NOZUYIAX YIMULIMAPHOL
emuKuy, mo, Ha nepwull noaso, JOOCbKUl eMopion euensdac ax "eenemuunuil mamepian”,
i tiloeo MooicHa He nuuie He i0enmuikysamu sAK NOMEHYIUHY T0OUHy, aie, 8i0n08ioHO,
MOJCHA 3HAUMU UOMY DI3HOMAHIMHE YMUNIMapHe UKOPUCTNAHHS, 5Ke MOXCe MAmu C80iM
HACIOKOM eKOHOMIYHI 8U200U, W0 cynepeyams YinHocmam aymanizmy. Tomy ymunimapusm
AK emudHa NO3UYis € NPAKMUYHO 00MEICEHO 3ACMOCO8HUM. TaKum YUHOM, NUMAHHS piuieHb
npo HAPOOICeHH s, 0edali OLbLUe 3aedCUnb 6I0 POYMIHHS COYIATLHOL IOeHMUYHOCME: HANPUKIAO,
BU3HAHHA COYIALHUX G1ACMUBOCHIEN eMOPIOHA € BUPILUATIHUM AP2YMEHMOM Npomu abopmis,
mMOoOi K OesiKi OOCTIOHUKU 88AXHCAIOMb e OOCUMb CYMHIBHUM OJIsL NPUNUHEHHS. 842IMHOCM.

Hanesxxcna noeaza exonomicmie 00 2yMaHimapuux HAyK nepeoycCim 8axciueéa O
VCRIUUHO20 PO38UMK) eKOHOMIUHOI meopii ma npakmuku. [Ipupoonuyi Hayku, onucyiouu cim
npUpooU, 8ce e CLyHcamny J0OUHi, Npome 2yMAHIMAapHi HAYKU GUAGTAIONb Nompeou TH0OUHU
Kpauge, Hidic npupoOHudi. /[ns moeo, wob 6ymu npakmuyHo YCHiWHOW0, 0y0b-5Ka emuyHa
no3UYist NOBUHHA 3HAUMU JIOZIKY 6UCIOHOT eKOHOMIYHOT OIsIbHOCMI, N8 A3aH0l 3 Heto. Emuka
€ 0OHUM 3 20JI0BHUX 2eHEpamopie HO8UX idell y cgepi coyianbnux gioHocun. Emuxa yinnoc-
meli [ emuKa 4ecHom He Juue BUSHAUAILHO 8UB0OAMb eMUYHI OOTPYHMYBAHHA NO3A Mame-
pianeHumu brazamu, ane i NPONOHYIOMb KAPOUHAILHO IHUE PO3YMIHHA CAMOI eKOHOMIKU.

Kniowoei crosea: HapoIKEHHS JTIOJUHU, €THKA, EKOHOMIKA, TPUYMHHU 1 HACTIAKH,
IIHHOCTI, parioHaIbHUI BHOIp.
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CIEIN®IKA COLIAJBHUX IIPAKTUK
JOBIPUYMX BIIHOCHH
Y HNEPEXIIOHUX CYCIITJIBCTBAX

Cmamms npucesiyena noutyKy npocHOCMUYHUX nioxo0ig 00 GU3HAYUEHHS OUHAMIKU
mpaHcghopmayii nepexioHux cycninbcme, OOCHIONCEHHIO COYIANbHUX NPAKMUK O008IPUUX
BIOHOCUH — CMOCYHKI6 110008I. 3’3C08aHO, WO GUMIDIOBAHHS [HMEHCUBHOCMI, 6apIAMUG-
Hocmi, cghep pO3N0BCIOOIHCEHHS, KITbKOCMI a0enmié COYIanbHUX NPAKMUK CMOCYHKIG JIH0-
008i, a Makoxc MOOeNO8AHHA NPOYECi8 iIX po32opMAaHHA HA pIieHI Momuseayil iHOUsiois,
V38UHAEHUX COYIANbHUX Oiti MA ICHYIOUUX COYIANbHUX THCTRUMYYILL € eDeKMUBHUM ) NPOSHO-
3y6anHi nepebizy cycninoHUx mpancgopmayii y HecmaodilbHUX YMOBAX.

Knwuoei crnosa: mepeximHe CyCINIbCTBO, COIiajibHE MPOTHO3YBAaHHSA, COILiaJIbHI
MPaKTHUKH, TabiTycC, JOBipYi BITHOCHHH, CUMYJISIKPH JTFO0O0BI1, OTTaHOBAaHI I[iIHHOCTI JTI000BI.
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