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Formulation of the problem. The systemic crisis of society and its economic component has shown
the need to revise the methodology of economics. The purpose of the article is to generalize the
prerequisites for the formation and development of methodological support for removing the critical
situation of domestic economics and practice. The methodological basis of the study is based on the ideas of
prominent scientists and practitioners, methods of dialectics, system-synergetic and interdisciplinary
approaches to the analysis of the methodology of economics. The main hypothesis of the study was the
assumption that the clarification of the functions and elemental composition of the methodology of
economics will provide constructive discussions on its development and adaptation to domestic conditions.
Presenting main material. The loss of control over the system of economics and practice requires a revision
of technologies for their study based on methodological pluralism, focused on identifying opportunities for
transformation of the economy focused on production of goods in the economy of expanded reproduction of
potential human capacity to respond to unconventional situations. The originality and practical significance
of the study lies in identifying the limitations and contradictions of the proposed ways to update individual
scientific paradigms and their systems in the format of a metaparadigm, providing a systematic justification
of the theoretical foundations of the methodology of economics and practice by defining the essence of ,
specifically. The offered list of functions and elemental structure of methodology of economic science
creates an initial basis of their discussion and specification in discussions and educational processes.
Conclusions and prospects of further researches. The effectiveness of the methodology of economics
depends on the constructive dialogue of stakeholders in its renewal. The initial stage of the dialogue should
be to agree on the interpretation of its functions and content. Prospects for further research are related to the
development of reforms, building their logical matrix, which will contribute to the reform of society in
general and its economic subsystem in particular.
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HNEPEIYMOBHU OHOBJIEHHS METOJOJIOI'Ti EKOHOMIYHOI HAYKH
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€KOHOMIYHOI HAYKH 1 IPAKTHKU. Memooonociuna 0cHO8a 00CHiOJiceHts CTBOPEHA 3 116 BUIATHUX BUCHUX
1 IPaKTHKIB, METOIB JiaJICKTHKH, CHCTEMHO-CHHEPTCTHYHOTO 1 MIXKIMCIUIUTIHAPHOTO TTIXO/IB 10 aHATI3y
METOOJIOTIT eKOHOMIYHOT HayKu. OCHOBHOI0 2inome3010 00Ciddcel s CTalo MPUITYIICHHS, 10 YTOYHEHHS
(GYyHKLIH 1 eTeMeHTHOro CKJIaAy METOJOJOTii eKOHOMIYHOT HayKH 3a0e3MeYUTh KOHCTPYKTHBHI TUCKYCIl
o0 ii po3BUTKY 1 afamnTarii 10 BITYM3HIHUX YMOB. Buxkiad ocHogHozo mamepiany. BrpaTa KOHTpPOIhOBa-
HOCTi CHCTEMH €KOHOMIYHOI HayKH 1 MPAKTUKX BUMAarae meperssiay TEXHOJOTIN iX JOCHTiIKeHHS Ha OCHOBI
METOAOJIOTIYHOTO TUIIOPaTi3My, 30pi€EHTOBAHOTO Ha BU3HAYECHHS MOXIMBOCTEH TpaHchopmallii eKOHOMIKH,
30CepeHKeH0] Ha BUPOOHUIITBI TOBapiB, B €KOHOMIKY PO3IIMPEHOTO BiITBOPEHHS MOTEHIIAIBHUX 3110HO-
CTe¥ JIOUHY pearyBaTH Ha 301bIICHHS HETPAIUIIIMHNX CUTYyaMii B )XUTTI. OpucinaibHicms ma npakmuy-
Ha 3HQuuMicms TOCTIIDKEHHS MOJSTae y BU3HAYCHHI OOMEXKEHb 1 CYNEpevYHOCTEH 3alponoHOBaHUX Y
myOMiKalisX MUIAXiB OHOBJIEHHS OKPEMUX HAayKOBHX MapaJHrM i ix cucreMu y QopMaTi MeTamapagurMmu,
3a0e3MedYeHHi CHCTEMHOT0 OOTPYHTYBAHHS TEOPETHYHHUX IIiJICTaB JAOCHTIIHKEHHS METOIO0JIOTii eKOHOMIYHOI
HAYKH 1 IPaKTUKH 33 PaXyHOK BU3HAYEHHS CYTHOCTI MOHATTA «METOAOJIOTISH Ha PiBHI 3arajibHe, 0COOIH-
B€, KOHKpETHE. 3amlpoIllOHOBaHWU TepemiK (QYHKIIH 1 eTeMEeHTHOrO CKIIQAy METOAOJIOTiT eKOHOMIYHOi
HayKH CTBOPIOE BHUXIAHMI 0a3uc X 0OroBOpeHHS 1 YTOYHEHHS B JUCKYCIsX 1 HaBYANBHUX Mporecax Buc-
HOBKU MA NEPCHeKmusu nooarsuux 0ociioxcens. E(QeKTHBHICTE MOOYIOBH METOHOJOTI €KOHOMIYHOT
HayKHU 3aJIOKUTh BiJl KOHCTPYKTUBHOCTI JIAJIOTy 3allikaBJICHUX B ii OHOBJICHHI CTOpiH. BUXiIHUM eTarmom
Jianory HeoOXigHO oOpaTH Y3ToDKeHHS TIyMadeHHS ii QyHKmil i 3micty. IlepcrekTHBY MoganbIimx 10-
CJIiJKeHP TTOB’s13aHi 3 pO3BUTKOM pedopM, MO0y IOBOIO iX JIOTIYHOT MATPHIli, KA CrIpuiATUME pedopMyBaH-
HIO CYCHUTBCTBA B IIJIOMY 1 1Or0 €eKOHOMIYHOT MiZICHCTEMH 30KpeMa.

Kurouosi ciioBa:

CHUCTEMHa KpHU3a CYCITJIbCTBA, EKOHOMIYHHMU 0a3WcC, MPOTHUPIYYS B OHOBIECHHI mapaanrM, QyHKIII 1
eJIEMEHTH €KOHOMIYHOI METOHOJIOTI].
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MPEJNOCHLIKA OBHOBJEHUSA METOJI0JOI M SKOHOMUWYECKOM HAYKH

Hocmanoexa npobnemsi. CUCTEMHBIH KPHU3UC OOIIECTBA W €0 SKOHOMHYECKOW COCTABIIAIOIIEH
MOKa3aau He0OXOAUMOCTh MEPECMOTPa METOIOJOTMH 3KOHOMHYECKOW Hayku. Llenvio cmambu SBISETCS
0000I1IeHe TPEANOChIIOK (OPMHUPOBAHHUS M Pa3BUTHsI METOAOJIOTHUECKOTO OOECHeueHHs BBIBOJA W3
KPUTHYECKOI CHUTYallil OTEYECTBEHHON SKOHOMHUYECKON HAYKU M MPAKTHKU. Memooonozuueckas ocHO8a
uccnedosanusa Co3llaHa U3 WACH BBIJAIOIIMXCS YUYEHBIX M NPAKTHKOB, METOJIOB AMAJIEKTHKH, CHCTEMHO-
CHUHEPTreTHYECKOTO U MEXIUCIUILTMHAPHOTO MOJIXOJI0B K aHAIM3y METOJOJIOTHHA SKOHOMHYECKOW HAYKH.
Ocnosnoil eunome3oil UCCIe008anUs CTANO TPEANONOKECHNE, YTO yTOUHEHHE (QYHKIMHA W IIIEMEHTHOTO
COCTaBa METOMOJIOTHH 3KOHOMHUYECKOW HayKH 00ECHeYUT KOHCTPYKTHBHBIE AUCKYCCHH IO €€ Pa3BUTHIO U
a/JlanTalliy K OTEeYECTBEHHBIM YCIOBUAM. M3100i1cenue ochosnoco mamepuana. 11oTepsi KOHTpONIHPYeMOCTH
CHCTEMBbl DKOHOMHYECKOW HAyKH M TPAKTHKH TpeOyeT MepecMOTpa TEXHOJIOTH WX HUCCIEeIOBaHUS Ha
OCHOBE METOJIOJIOTHYECKOTO IUTIOpalii3Ma, OPHEHTHPOBAHHOTO Ha  OIpeJelicHHe BO3MOXHOCTEH
TpaHC(OpPMaLMK SKOHOMHKH, COCPEIOTOYCHHONH Ha MPOU3BOJCTBE TOBAPOB, B 3KOHOMHUKY PaCIIMPEHHOTO
BOCIIPOM3BOJICTBA  TMOTCHIMAIBHBIX  CIIOCOOHOCTEH  UelioBeKa  pearupoBaTh  Ha  yBEIMYEHHE
HETPAJMIIMOHHBIX CUTYyalluil B KU3HHU. OpucuHaibHOCMb U NPAKMUYECKAs 3HAYUMOCHb UCCAe008AHUS
3aKJII0YaeTCsl B ONPENCIICHMH OTPAHMYEHUM M NPOTUBOPEUMH MPEIUIOKEHHBIX B IyOJNHKALMIX MyTeH
OOHOBJICHHUS! OTAENBHBIX HAayYHBIX MapaJurM W MX CHCTEMBbI B (opMaTe MeTamnapagurmbl, 0O0ecreuyeHun
CHCTEMHOTO 00OCHOBaHHS TEOPETUUYECKUX OCHOBAHUH MCCIIEIOBAHMSI METOJIONOTHH SKOHOMUYECKOW HAYKH
W TPaKTHKH 33 CUET ONpEeNeNICHHUsI CYLIHOCTH MOHSITUSI «METOIOJIOTHs» Ha YpPOBHE oliiee, 0COOEHHOE |,
KoHKpeTHoe. [IpemioskeHHbli nepevyeHb QYHKIUHA U 3JIEMEHTHOTO COCTaBa METOJO0JIOIMU 3KOHOMHUYECKON
HAYKH CO37[a€T MCXOJHBIA 0a3zuc WX OOCYXKICHWS W YTOYHEHWS B JUCKYCCHSX W YYeOHBIX Ipoleccax
Buvisoovr u  nepcnexmuevl  Oanvhetiwux ucciredosanuti. IHPEKTUBHOCTH IMOCTPOCHUS METOI0JIOTHH
SKOHOMHMYECKOH HAyKH 3aBUCHT OT KOHCTPYKTMBHOCTHM AMAIOTa 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIX B €€ OOHOBIICHHH
CTOpoH. MCXOAHBIM 3TamoM JWaioTa HYKHO BBIOpaTh COTJIACOBAaHHS TOJKOBaHUSA €€ (QYHKIUH u
cojiepkanus. [lepcrieKTUBBI NATBHEHIITNX HCCIIEI0BAaHUN CBSI3aHbI C pa3BUTHEM pedopM, MOCTPOCHHUEM UX
JIOTMYECKOH MAaTpHIbl, KoTopas OyAerT crnocoOCTBOBaTh pedOpMHPOBAHHIO OOIIECTBA B LEJIOM H
SKOHOMHYECKOH MOJICUCTEMBI B YACTHOCTH.

Kurouessle ciioBa:

CHCTEMHBII KpH3HC OOIIecTBa, YKOHOMHYECKHH Oa3uc, MPOTHUBOpEYHMs B OOHOBICHHU MapajurM,
(YHKIIMHU H 3JIEMEHTHI 3KOHOMHUYECKOW METOJIOJIOTHH.

YUACOINIUC EKOHOMIUHUX PED®OPM Ne 3(39)/2020

Problem statement. World practice mined by its economic potential. In Ukraine, un-
shows that a country’s activity is largely deter- der current conditions, it remains a problem to v
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find out ways for its preservation and enhance-
ment. To resolve the situation, representatives of
science need to develop methodological support
based on the latest technologies. Although the
tasks of and possibilities for developing method-
ologies have already been described in many
publications, this problem remains very urgent
today. It is due to the fact that the modern world
is rapidly changing. Models of society are dy-
namically developing. Channels of communica-
tion are being intensively updated. The depth
and unpredictability of these processes have
posed a challenge to economics. Its representa-
tives often continue to research the latest pro-
cesses and phenomena using outdated technolo-
gies. Ukrainian economics needs radical updat-
ing. The practical effectiveness of its recom-
mendations, their adaptation to large-scale
changes in society depend on the transformation
of its methodological basis.

The aim of the article is to generalize the
prerequisites for the formation and development
of methodological support to resolve the critical
situation with Ukrainian economic science and
practice.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. The source material for the article is taken
from publications that present the vision of dis-
tinguished scientists and practitioners on modern
problems of economics, topical problems of this
science, ways for updating its methodology. The
ideas of these authors need clarification, adapta-
tion to the new conditions prevailing in Ukraine.
They should be supplemented with an analysis
of the state of the methodology of domestic sci-
ence and possibilities for its development. Sig-
nificant differences, inconsistency of the existing
approaches to the methodology indicate an insuf-
ficient elaboration of the system approach to its
research. The essence, content, conditions for the
formation and development of the economic
methodology do not have a generally accepted
interpretation. The possibility and expediency of
attracting achievements of sciences that are simi-
lar in the subject of study to solve its problems is
not fully presented. In studying methodology, an
orientation towards the unity of its two charac-
teristics — functions and structure — is not always
observed. The problem is professional and at the
same time comprehensible presentation of new
knowledge that contributes to its dissemination
in society and assimilation by the younger gen-
eration in the education system.

The efforts of scientists working in the
field of economics are traditionally aimed at

studying productive forces, production relations.
Today, it should be borne in mind that their na-
ture is changing in connection with the acquisi-
tion and practical development of new
knowledge about their qualitative and quantita-
tive state, their growing dependence on the poli-
tics and culture of society. The processes taking
place in Ukraine require revising the basic tech-
niques of economics, its subject. For this pur-
pose, it is advisable to consider the signs of
methodological crisis of social science formulat-
ed by the famous scientist S. Bulekbaev in the
context of challenges of our time [1, p. 44-56].

In this respect, the following new trends
have emerged in foreign economic science:

- studying the connection between scien-
tific revolutions and world crises;

- enhancing the dynamism of the devel-
opment of theoretical concepts, schools of scien-
tific thought and areas of the science;

- searching for opportunities for coopera-
tion between schools of scientific thought;

- intensifying research at the intersection
of disciplines (behavioral economics, economic
psychology, etc.)

- studying the characteristics of economic
systems in countries with emerging markets;

- developing a paradigmatic analysis of the
history of economics and economic thought.

Presenting main material. Doctor of
Economic Sciences S. Ivakhnenkov, having
studied the approaches to the methodology of
science by US scientists, recommends analyzing
their experience in researching business prob-
lems [2, p. 37]. However, when conducting the
analysis, it makes sense to consider the warnings
of the academician M. Zveryakov. He advises,
firstly, to determine, as the starting point of the
movement of the country’s science, a specific
point on the historical axis where it is located.
This point will allow to select a set of sequential
actions to modernize its economy. Secondly,
when determining the starting point, it is advisa-
ble to abandon obsessive stereotypes [3, p.
24].This means that foreign approaches should
be perceived exclusively as a source of ideas for
transforming domestic science and not as tech-
niques that are ready to implement. Ukraine
needs to diagnose its own problems in the econ-
omy and find ways to solve them with considera-
tion for the peculiarities of the existing and
emerging trends in the development of society.
In this regard, we can agree with the opinion of
O. Stryzhak, “The crisis in the economy of
Ukraine affects all areas of its society without



exception, primarily, causing a negative impact
on the sphere of production and social sphere.
Under conditions of economic collapse, the solu-
tion of problems of stabilization of social and
economic sphere is impossible without applying
methodological tools of economics updated ac-
cording to the demands of time, whose main task
at present is searching for ways to exit from the
protracted crisis” [4, p. 130].

This is not an easy task. Modern methodo-
logical problems of domestic economics are due
to the following reasons:

- complication of obtaining new
knowledge requiring the development of theoret-
ical and practical research of cognition methods;

- lack of experience in forming methodo-
logical attitudes of research based on the rules of
philosophy;

- need to systematize and streamline re-
search methods of various schools of scientific
thought;

- limited opportunities to obtain objective
information about the real state of the economy;

- recognition by the majority of research-
ers of the need to develop and use a multilevel
concept of scientific method,;

- lack of a generally accepted vocabulary
of scientific texts, their saturation with non-
trivial terms that limit their understanding.

Further in the text, we present the vision of
some distinguished scientists on topical prob-
lems of the economy and society, indicating the
need to increase the attention of science to them
and develop a proper scientific method.

Professor of the Kyiv National Economic
University named after Vadim Hetman I. Malyi
in a report at an international conference identi-
fied the most pressing practical problems of eco-
nomics as follows, “The development of society
in the 21° century is a complex and determined
system, which is characterized not only by
common market laws but also by the growing
influence of psychological, mental, genetic, po-
litical, and other components that condition the
specifics, pace and adaptability of each national
economic system to new realities” [5, p. 59-60].

At the same conference, N. Tomchuk-
Ponomarenko expressed the belief that the sys-
tem of market relations (price, monetary, finan-
cial, competitive ones, etc.) created in Ukraine
over the last decade is only similar in form to
those operating in developed market economies.
They are often directly opposed or significantly
distorted. The author is concerned about the par-
adoxes of the domestic economy, which have no
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analogues in the world. One of them, for exam-
ple, is that, according to world practice, a coun-
try’s spending of 25 % of GDP during one or
two years inevitably leads to a national catastro-
phe. In Ukraine, the consumption is more than
60 % of GDP, but the catastrophe is hardly ob-
served [6, p. 151].

A Russian academician S. Glazyev sees
the economy as a particular source of problems.
He believes that many of them are due to the na-
ture of the government’s response to scientific
recommendations. According to him, “Theories
that question the claims of the ruling elite to
their dominance in society as well as the right to
a monopoly of absolute truth do not receive ap-
proval by authorities, or the public conscious-
ness, or the system of mass education” [7, p. §].
The author recommends to pay attention to the
fact that in the nascent economy, called the
knowledge economy, the results of economic
activity are exchanged neither according to the
law of marginal utility nor according to the law
of value [7, p. 13].

To solve the practical problems of the
economy, it is necessary to change the attitude of
society to science. Constructive development
and dissemination of scientific knowledge will
increase the reliability of decision-making, abil-
ity to control critical situations and solve prob-
lems of anticipation of the future and its con-
scious formation.

In 2015, Head of the Chair of Economics
and Finances of the Altai Academy of Econom-
ics and Law, Doctor of Economics, Professor
Yu. Shvetsov wrote that the available theoretical
research in the field of economics is almost use-
less since it is based on a set of knowledge that
is, firstly, morally obsolete, and, secondly, de-
tached from universal values. The author be-
lieves that economic laws should be inextricably
linked with the inner world of a personality and
his/her spiritual and moral guidelines [8, p. 54].
Based on this, we can conclude that economic
theory in its current form has lost its status and
requires not just a revision of individual ele-
ments but a complete rethinking of all its meth-
odological principles. In the article published in
2016, the author writes, “The internal content of
a market economy in the form of a holistic and
coherent scientific theory is lacking, and there is
only a pseudo-scientific concept of organization-
al mechanism for maintaining the viability of the
capitalist system, together with a recipe for the
treatment of its key chronic weak spots. Of
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course, such a shaky methodological basis can-
not be sound...” [9, p. 286].

Professor of Taras Shevchenko National
University of Kyiv A. Galchynskyi believes that
the time has come to radically improve the orien-
tation of economics, “If the canonical theory fo-
cuses on development as an increase in material
wealth, the new interpretation of the correspond-
ing problem suggests going beyond a purely ma-
terial determinancy of economic reality, domi-
nance of the entire complex of processes associ-
ated with the development of the human person-
ality, his/her intellectual wealth, creative spiritu-
al potential. The economy that produces goods is
being transformed into the economy of expanded
reproduction of human capital, the human econ-
omy” [10, p. 8]. The idea of A. Galchynskyi is
supported by E. Balatskyi, Chief Researcher of
the Central Economics and Mathematics Insti-
tute of the Russian Academy of Sciences, who
has been studying practical problems of the
economy for almost 20 years. In his opinion, the
number of factors (including non-economic ones)
influencing its state has increased, economic
theory being not able to cope with the task [11, p.
158]. The author believes that today’s economic
systems are characterized by four major features:
multifactoriality, high dynamism, significant role
of information resource and mentality of busi-
ness entities [12, p. 75].

Doctor of Philosophy at the Kazakh Ablai
Khan University of International Relations and
World Languages S. Bulekbaev sees the cause of
the crisis in modern science in the absence of its
metaparadigm. Today, many traditional funda-
mental concepts of consciousness, man, society
do not quite adequately reflect reality. The world
has changed so radically that it is quite natural
that many old concepts lose their explanatory
potential and methodological status. The under-
standing of this fact is already becoming wide-
spread today. Indeed, many distinguished aca-
demic economists could neither predict the eco-
nomic crises that broke out in the world nor ex-
plain their true causes. In trying to explain the
causes of a crisis, scientists restrict themselves to
recognizing the weakness of the explanatory po-
tential of the branch of science they study. How-
ever, this problem goes beyond a separate disci-
pline. It is associated with the general metapara-
digm of modern science, which is outdated and
does not meet the demands of time [1, p. 45].

Dealing with problems of economic theory
and practice, most scientists arrive at to a con-
clusion that it is necessary to increase attention

to the philosophical level of the methodology of
economics. The widespread dialectical method
of research needs to be supplemented by other
philosophical and methodological ideas that can
strengthen the scientific substantiation of the
guidelines for the development of this branch of
science.

The dependence of economics on links
with philosophy is emphasized by V. Kolpakov,
Head of the Sector of Social Philosophy at the
Russian Academy of Sciences. In 2008, he drew
attention to the fact that until the middle of the
XX century economists’ interest in philosophy
was sporadic. Today, economic research is in-
creasingly becoming an area for applying ideas
of philosophy of science, a kind of applied epis-
temology [13, p. 83]. V. Kolpakov warns that the
revolutionary transformations of economics have
distinctive features. According to him, “The the-
oretical understanding of the economic founda-
tions of society corresponds to the model of not
one paradigm but several theories that are in
complex relations with each other. Evolutionary
transformations of the economic organism of
society at each of its qualitatively new stages do
not completely destroy all previous forms of
management. Various ontological foundations of
scientific paradigms can exist simultaneously,
complementing each other. Thus, passing from
one paradigm to a kind of matrix of paradigms,
we use a more realistic model for the develop-
ment of scientific knowledge about such com-
plex objects as economic systems. The leading
factors in the change of paradigms are socio-
cultural influences and the desire to orient the
economy towards a man who is not reducible to
economic one” [13, p. 86].

Thus, methodology as a field of
knowledge has a paradigmatic basis that forms a
conceptual scheme for posing and solving urgent
problems. In all periods of development of eco-
nomics, there observed a gradual transformation
and change of concepts, hypotheses, assump-
tions. In this science, many approaches and
trends that accompany the evolution of the eco-
nomic system of society and are realized in the
corresponding paradigms are developing. New
hypotheses are being formulated; methods for
their verification are being elaborated; concepts
and categories, information support are being
updated. The ideas about the resource potential
of a person in the economic environment and its
model are changing, the motivation of labor ac-
tivity is becoming more complicated. In practice,
the distributed-cooperative organization of labor,



regulated by job descriptions, is complemented
by a cooperative-distributed organization, fo-
cused on the full use of the collective creative
potential of employees.

This allows to draw the most important
conclusion: it is necessary to reach a deeper level
in considering the relationship between econom-
ic paradigms. It is advisable to recognize the
need for a metaparadigm, which makes it possi-
ble to create an integral picture of economic real-
ity as a single common basis for a dialogue be-
tween representatives of particular paradigms
but, nevertheless, allows for differences in as-
sessing the situation on their basis. The purpose
of the metaparadigm is to present a generalizing
theoretical characteristic of a number of related
paradigms. This means that the object of its re-
search is paradigms and theories taken in inter-
connection. The practical implementation of a
metaparadigm depends on the presence of cer-
tain political and economic prerequisites.

A proper unification of paradigms is pos-
sible provided that an appropriate methodologi-
cal support is created. In 2006, V. Ryazanov,
Doctor of Economics, Professor, Honored
Worker of Higher Education, stated that the cri-
sis situation in the science contributes to increas-
ing the attention of academic economists to its
methodology. As an argument, he cited the re-
sults of a study by M. Blaug, according to which,
during the crisis of 1980-1991, 28 individual and
collective monographs on economic methodolo-
gy were published [14, p. 3]. At the same time,
V. Ryazanov believes that economic theory must
be turned towards the real economy, in every
possible way encouraging scientific research
based on analysis of real economic practices, no
matter what difficulties arise in this case [14, p.
18].

Members of the National Academy of Sci-
ences of Ukraine V. Bazylevich and V. Iliin, as a
result of their research, conclude, “Only meth-
odological reflection is capable of solving the
grandiose problems related to overcoming the
crisis of modern economic theory. Economics
has no future without a systematic and conscious
and not only intuitive, sporadic use of philosoph-
ical methodology since only it allows revealing
the complex systemic nature of both the struc-
ture and the interrelationships (essential and
functional) of economic processes and phenom-
ena” [15, p. 59].

In the study quide (2018) edited by Head
of the Department of Philosophy and Methodol-
ogy of Science, Doctor of Economics
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I. Dobronravova, the necessity of orientation in
the development of the methodology of science
to its worldview-based model is argued. Philo-
sophical substantiation of worldview ensures the
adaptation of new scientific ideas to the existing
system of knowledge [16, p. 20].

But, so far, the epistemological and meth-
odological crisis in economics continues to
deepen, which causes a discrepancy between the
real state of the economy and the actual level of
the practical value of economic knowledge.
Many scientists believe that one of the reasons
for the obsolescence of the theoretical provisions
of economics is the ignoring of changes in the
role of a person, his/her intellectual and moral
potential by its representatives.

A Ukrainian scientist Professor
V. Bilotserkivets has been exploring the possi-
bilities of introducing an innovative model of a
new economy in Ukraine for several years. He
believes that the solution of methodological
problems can become a reliable basis of mecha-
nisms for enhancing innovation [17, p. 7].

Vice-Rector of the Kyiv National Eco-
nomic University A. Kolot draws attention to the
fact that the new economic model uses a specific
structure and hierarchy of factors. In this regard,
he writes, “Let’s pay attention to the following
fundamental circumstance. In the traditional
economy, man is, so to speak, in the possession
of technology, serves it. In the new economy,
which is developing rapidly, man and technolo-
gy change places, i.e., technology already serves
a person, and often even substitutes him/her in a
technological process. At the same time,
knowledge and other intangible assets, the re-
production of which (production, functioning,
and sale) is carried out according to other laws,
acquire considerable importance” [18, p. 20].
The author believes that under these conditions,
economic sciences will be able to fully fulfill
their mission only if their methodological basis
is updated. An integral part of the updating is
using the potential of an interdisciplinary ap-
proach [18, p. 21].

This idea is supported by O. Stryzhak. She
draws attention to the fact that crisis situations
are observed in all spheres of Ukrainian society.
In this situation, it is necessary to consider that
economics, in fact, is an organic unity of eco-
nomic theory and economic methodology. In
connection with the change in the subject field of
research in economic science, its development
can be ensured by applying the principle of
methodological pluralism [19, p. 143].
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A person’s attempts to solve his/her prob-
lems, including in the field of economics, influ-
ence his/her thoughts. Professional psychologists
are actively engaged in studying possibilities for
directing a person’s thoughts towards finding
reasons of the discrepancy between his/her ideas
about the real source of a life problem. It con-
cernes both the sphere of cognition and that of
transforming reality. They study thinking pro-
cesses using a tool for regulating human activity,
which is called “methodology”. The command
of applying methodology ensures continuous
improvement of the search for ways out of un-
regulated incomprehensible situations. Method-
ology as a practice of thinking is actively studied
by representatives of the school of scientific
thought of A. Furman [20]. The intentions of
psychologists are developing towards the crea-
tion of a special profession of a methodologist.
A professional methodologist is delegated the
function of directing the flow of a person’s
thoughts into a meaniniful activity. However,
this thesis raises doubts. The fact is that the
change in the situation is directly related to its
real practical nature, which has a disciplinary
description. It is unlikely that a specialist in
changing the financial flows of the economic
system will be able to resolve contradictions in
the labor motivation of personnel. In addition,
the terminological support of the recommenda-
tions of psychologists is quite specific. It will be
difficult to use for people from other disciplines.
Moreover, even among psychologists the content
of the terms is interpreted ambiguously.

Based on the above information, we can
draw a conclusion. The ongoing changes in the
state require filling economics with research in
the field of methodology. On this path, it is nec-
essary to encourage methodological research not
only in dissertations, monographs, and articles.
The crucial moment in solving the methodologi-
cal problems of economics is the introduction of
relevant disciplines into education curriculum.

In modern science, there are many meth-
odological approaches concerning various areas
of research and reflecting the specifics of a cer-
tain research activity. Therefore, it is very im-
portant to determine the starting positions, meth-
ods of studying and transforming the object un-
der investigation in order to obtain a holistic
view of its state and development opportunities.

This problem can be successfully solved if
the following conditions are met. Firstly, meth-
odological approaches must be consistent with
the goals and objectives of the study. Secondly,

it is advisable to use several approaches corre-
sponding to one or several levels of methodolo-
gy: philosophical, general scientific and specific
scientific ones. Moreover, it is necessary to en-
sure the coordination of the applied methodolog-
ical approaches in order to investigate a particu-
lar object comprehensively, in all its intercon-
nections.

Effectiveness of the discussion of method-
ological issues in the scientific world can be
greatly facilitated by solving the following prob-
lems. Firstly, the formulation of generally ac-
ceptable versions of the concepts “methodology”
and “methodology of economics”. Secondly, the
definition of the essence (list of functions) of
methodology. Thirdly, the specification of its
content (list of constituent elements). These
tasks are directly related to the refinement of the
structural elements of a particular research para-
digm.

As for the task of clarifying the concepts,
it is usually solved by analyzing the ways pro-
posed in the literature, with consideration for the
goals and subject of research. But, with regard to
methodology, the analysis showed a lot of con-
tradictions. For example, in the study of two phi-
losophers of the Sumy Pedagogical University,
V. Tsykin and Yu. Tarelkin, the following con-
clusion was obtained, “In modern scientific cir-
culation, the terms “methodology”, “methodo-
logical foundations” of science, “methodological
functions’ of science, “methodological problem”,
etc., are widely used. Their application is com-
pletely ambiguous, and these words often have
different meaning. From the available definitions
presented by scientists and subjects of their re-
search, it is clear that some authors understand
methodology as theory considering a certain
method, others — as a method itself, in particular,
a general philosophical method. Some research-
ers interpret it as the totality of all methods used
in science, the rest of them see it as the totality
of philosophical and non-philosophical sciences,
which provide the initial principles for solving
complex theoretical and practical problems. Au-
thors read different meaning into this concept
and often change it explicitly or implicitly in the
process of thinking. That is why some clarifica-
tions and development of ideas that correspond
to the maximum to the actual content and objec-
tives of the methodology are required” [21, p. 5].

We offer to discuss in the scientific world
the interpretations of the definition of the con-
cept “methodology”, obtained as a result of the
analysis of the publications. At the general level:



“The doctrine of the structure, logical organiza-
tion, methods, and tools of activity”. At the par-
ticular level: “A conceptual presentation of the
purpose, content, research methods, ensuring the
receipt of the most objective, accurate, systema-
tized information about processes and phenome-
na”. At the singular level: “The scheme (algo-
rithm) or plan for solving the tasks of scientific
research”. Methodology as a field of knowledge
about research techniques and methods, study of
ways for attainment of truth and exact
knowledge is based on a scientific paradigm that
forms a conceptual scheme for posing and solv-
ing urgent problems.

As for the task of clarifying the functions
of methodology, its solution is practically not
suggested in the publications, the work of
M. Klymenko [22, p. 42] being an exception. In
other publications, the functions of methodology

are sometimes given without setting this problem.

The situation with the structural composi-
tion of methodology is no simpler. Based on a
sample of 15 publications by reputable scientists,
it was found that the set of characteristics of
methodology is called the aggregate in 50 % and
the system in 65 % of them. One fourth of the
publications uses the concept of aggregate with a
further regard to systematisity. In the list of ele-
ments of methodology, almost all authors distin-
guish methods and techniques as the basic ones.
Sometimes other elements (e.g., principles) are
singled out. Some authors suggest considering
such elements as the history of economics, the
study of ideals and standards of economic
knowledge, the study of worldview guidelines
and values of economists, and much more.

There observed a difference in the subor-
dination of such elements of methodology as
methods and techniques. Sometimes techniques
are defined as basic elements with the subse-
quent clarification that techniques are an ana-
logue of the method. Sometimes the opinion is
expressed that only new, special or particular
methods and techniques can be added to the list
of elements of methodology. About 20 % of sci-
entists consider the determination of the object
and subject of research to be a function of meth-
odology. Almost 40 % of them consider the se-
quence of actions, selection of stages to be part
of methodology. The authors of half of the pub-
lications draw attention to the need for parallel
formation and development of both methodology
for studying the problem and methodology for
transforming practice. Unfortunately, well-
known and distinguished scientists either do not
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present a convincing analysis of the structural
composition of the methodology proposed by
their colleagues or criticize it in their own favor.

The presence of schools of scientific
thought in the scientific environment contributes
to the formation of specific methodological con-
cepts. This fully applies to economic science.
The Ministry of Education and Science of
Ukraine has developed standards for the registra-
tion of research results by authors qualifying for
scientific degrees. The standards envisage such a
component as methodological support of re-
search. The analysis of dissertation abstracts has
shown differences in the presentation of infor-
mation in thy corresponding subsection. Some-
times it only provides a list of methodological
tools. The works in which these tools are tied to
the subject of their use can be considered more
valuable.

With regard to our own experience in re-
searching economic problems, we propose a
possible list of the functions of the economic
methodology proposed by M. Klymenko to be
discussed by the scientific community. It in-
cludes determining the methods for obtaining
scientific knowledge, reflecting dynamic pro-
cesses and phenomena; defining the way in
which the research goal is achieved; ensuring
comprehensiveness of obtaining information
about the process or phenomenon under study;
clarifying, enriching, systematizing terms and
concepts of economic science; organizing the
use of new knowledge in practice.

Further in the text, elements of the meth-
odology and definitions of their content are pre-
sented.

Problem, which is a task the method for
solving which has not yet been proposed. Scien-
tific problem — the state of “knowledge of igno-
rance” of qualitative and quantitative changes,
development trends of a certain phenomenon or
process. Problematic situation of practice (prob-
lem of practice) — contradictions that actually
exist in socio-economic reality the methods and
algorithms for solving which are currently un-
known, incomprehensible.

Object of research, which is any aspect,
level, or stratum of reality, phenomenon or pro-
cess, explicitly or implicitly containing socio-
economic contradictions and generating a prob-
lematic situation towards which the process of
cognition is directed.

Subject of research, which includes the
properties and characteristics of the object that
most vividly reflect the contradictions hidden in
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it, the problem being investigated. The subject
displays the relationship between the problem
and the object of research.

Goal, which implies obtaining still un-
known knowledge about a phenomenon or pro-
cess and further useful application of this
knowledge in practice.

Paradigm, which includes certain explana-
tory theories and concepts, on the basis of which
models can be formed, the main concepts of re-
search are determined, the system of thought is
formed.

Task, which is a problem that has once
been solved, but the methods for solving it re-
quire clarification.

Method, which is a way for searching, de-
veloping, constructing, substantiating, transfer-
ring new knowledge, skills, the aggregate of
procedures and operations related to theoretical
and empirical knowledge, cognizing reality,
transforming and using all things.

Technique, which is sometimes associated
with method. But there are also opinions focused
on singling out technique as a separate element
of methodology. There are no logical interpreta-
tions of the content of this element of methodol-
ogy in the literature.

Principle, which is the most abstract defi-
nition of an idea (the initial form of systematiz-
ing knowledge), a rule that arose as a result of
the subjectively meaningful experience of people.
The list of such principles can include purpose-
fulness, objectivity, integrity, dynamism.

Approach, which is a more general catego-
ry than method is. It provides the methodological
orientation of research in situations where the
subject area of science is still methodologically
imperfect. Within the framework of one ap-
proach, a certain set of methods is used.

Model, which is a limited list of essential
characteristics of the subject under study. There
are many ways to represent models: schematic
ones, which have the form of a scheme, technol-
ogy map, diagram, block diagram; structural
ones, which are presented in the form of a matrix,
graph, vector, reflecting the relative position of
elements in the system; functional ones, which
reflect the processes of functioning of the simu-
lated object.

Methodology, which is a set of methods,
ways for appropriate performance of a certain
work including research.

Notion, which is a symbolic reflection of
essential properties of objects of the surrounding
world, identified as a result of analytical work.

Category, which is a maximally general
fundamental (generic) concept that reflects the
most essential, regular connections and relation-
ships between reality and cognition.

Concept, which denotes a category that
corresponds to a real phenomenon and process
of the surrounding reality.

Construct, which is a theoretical category
of a hypothetical nature that is subject to empiri-
cal testing.

Term, which is a word or phrase that is the
name of a notion. Each specific science has its
own system of terms.

Conclusions and prospects of further
researches. In general, based on the above mate-
rials, the following conclusions can be drawn.
The world in which a person lives is constantly
changing, it requires updating the techniques for
adapting a person to it. In this process, the role
of methodology of economics, ensuring the de-
velopment of both the productive forces of so-
ciety and its spiritual culture, is very important.
The efforts of scientists working in the field of
economics are traditionally aimed at studying the
productive forces, production relations. Both of
them change due to the acquisition and practical
development of new knowledge about their qual-
itative and quantitative state. The processes tak-
ing place in Ukraine require revising the tech-
niques for studying the economy using methodo-
logical pluralism, which can ensure the trans-
formation of the economy that produces goods
into the economy of expanded reproduction of
human capital. Its effective implementation is
possible if scientists come to an agreement on
the interpretation of the content and essence of
the methodology of science in general and the
methodology of economics, in particular. The
effectiveness of discussing the problems of
methodology in the scientific world can be great-
ly facilitated by formulating generally acceptable
interpretations of the concepts “methodology”
and “methodology of economics”, the definition
of the essence (list of functions) of methodology,
and the specification of its content (list of con-
stituent elements). Prospects for further research
on the topic of the article are opening due to the
forthcoming development of reforms. The most
important is the issue of creating a holistic de-
scription of the methodological matrix of re-
forms, which will contribute to the development
of clearly defined reform tools.
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