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SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC BACKGROUND  
OF A CONFRONTATION AS ESCALATION  

OF CONTEMPORARY CONTRADICTIONS1

The author has ascertained the social and economic basis for the current stage of 
escalation of social contradictions. Accumulation of capital stipulates existence of social 
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and economic controversies. In the process of production, capital falls into two functional 
and structural forms: capital as a means and capital as a subject. The value of capital as 
a means is appropriated by a capitalist and constantly increases. The value of capital as 
a subject, which is appropriated by employees, increases at a slower rate. This leads to 
a gap between revenues and wealth of capitalists and employees. This contradiction is 
escalated in the process of financization and globalization. 

Key words: confrontation, capital accumulation, capital as a means, financization. 

JEL Classification: B49.

Problem setting. Uncertainty and the contradiction of development are inherent 
to the modern world. Confrontation is one of social forms of controversy escalation. 
In general, a contradiction is a source of any movement and evolvement. Therefore, 
disruption of mechanisms for resolving social and economic contradictions underlies 
confrontation as a social phenomenon. Capital accumulation is the basis for 
economic development in the market system. This term consists in transformation 
of various production factors into capital, i.e. bearers of the value being able to 
create added value in different forms such as profit, interest income, rent, etc. That 
is to say, accumulation in the market economy is capitalization of production factors. 
This process encompasses primitive accumulation as well as accumulation in the 
process of reproduction of capital. The difference is that primitive accumulation 
transforms those factors into capital, which have not been involved in the process 
of capitalist production. At the same time, accumulation in the process of 
reproduction of capital transforms added value, which has been created in the 
process of capitalist production, into new capital. This is a process of capitalization 
of added value. There is an internal contradiction of capital accumulation, which 
continuously develops. An influence As a result, it transforms into confrontation of 
subjects involved in a process of capital accumulation. 

Analysis of recent research and publications. A problem of confrontation is 
mainly subject to research of social and political or social and psychological 
sciences (Siuriupa, 2004; Borysov, 2016; Vynoslavska, 2016). They are concerned 
with search for sources of confrontation and ways of effective resolving a conflict 
on the level of social and political contradictions. Simultaneously, basic reasons 
are in the very economic relations, examination of which needs peculiar methodology 
of cognition. 

Paper objective. A purpose of the article is to search backgrounds of social and 
economic confrontation on the level of capital accumulation as the basis of 
functioning of the market economy. 

The main material presentation. In the process of production, capital falls 
into two different functional and structural forms: capital as a means and capital as 
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a subject. Capital as a means is the value embodied in tangible means of production, 
technologies, objectified knowledge, institutional and other production conditions. 
Capital as a subject is the value embodied in a person being a participant of 
a production process. Capital as a subject is the value embodies in a person being 
a participator of a production process. This structural and functional division of 
capital differs from division of capital into constant and variable (according to 
a criterion of participation in creation of the value), fixed and circulating (according 
to a criterion of participation in each cycle of production), human and material (by 
a form of embodiment), and indication of other forms of capital (social, intellectual, 
institutional, organizational, et al.). At the same time, it include all existing types 
of capital because there is no capital, which may not be used as a means of production 
(otherwise, it would not be capital) and may not be embodied in a subject of 
production. The very division into capital as a means and capital as a subject enables 
to ascertain peculiarities of reproduction of these types in the process of capital 
accumulation under contemporary conditions. 

Division of added value into capital as a means and capital as a subject in 
a certain proportion occurs in the process of extended reproduction and evolvement 
of production. The proportion between the value embodied in capital as a means 
and the value embodied in capital as a subject will be called capital structure in the 
context of subjects and means. This concept differs from the known classic concept 
of capital structure (the proportion between constant and variable capital stipulated 
by its technical structure and its changes) (Lisovytskyi, 2004) because its components 
are identified according to other principle (capital as a means may comprise 
elements, which are not included in constant capital, e.g. such intangible asset as 
a trademark). 

Growth of the capital structure in the context of subjects and means is 
controversial. Such growth is a regularity of capital accumulation. Owing to the 
technical, technological, organizational, institutional, and knowledge progress, the 
value of capital as a means permanently increases. The value of capital as a subject 
increases at a lower rate or even remains almost constant. Since the value of capital 
as a subject in a reproduction process is appropriated by employees and the value 
of capital as a means is belonged to capitalists, a gap between incomes and wealth 
of employees and capitalists rises. In addition, a process of capital accumulation 
accompanied by growth of its structure in the context of subjects and means in each 
new cycle of reproduction involves a relatively less share of employees. Such 
process is a factor of the increase of unemployment, which, for its part, negatively 
influences a level of employees’ incomes. Thus, the main contradiction of capital 
accumulation constitutes the regular increase of a gap between capital as a means 
and capital as a subject. In the social sphere, such process results in the increase of 
a gap between incomes and wealth of owners of capital as a means and owners of 
capital as a subject. Nowadays, the eight richest persons in the world are estimated 
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to possess wealth that equal to wealth of 3.6 billion of persons. 1 % of the richest 
persons own approximately 50 % of the world’s wealth. Simultaneously, the 
population living in poverty owns only 0.16 % of the world’s wealth (Eksperty 
vyyavili rekordnyy razryv mezhdu bogatymi i bednymi v mire, 2017).

This basic contradiction is affected by a set of factors that strengthen or weaken 
it. Financization of the economy is one of the most influential modern factors. It 
consists in transformation of finances from an instrument mediating real economic 
processes into an instrument being the basis of economic processes. Nowadays, 
financial capital transforms from a mediator of a flow of productive capital into the 
basis of productive capital, similar to money that has only mediated exchange of 
goods in simple commodity production, but has not been the basis of this production 
(commodity – money – commodity) and has transformed from a mediator to the 
basis (money – commodity – additional money). This fact allows scientists to state 
that «modern economics is first of all financial market economics» (Biukenen, 
2004). Detachment of financial capital from the real economy and its comprehensive 
growth are preconditions of the above-mentioned process. The value of all securities 
is ten times higher than the real GDP, whereas in 1980 the world financial assets 
were 1.2 times higher than the real GDP (Rayh, 2012). 

Financization together with globalization forms mechanisms of redistribution 
and concentration of the value by a sovereign owner, i.e. an owner, who performs 
a function of targeting and makes strategic decisions in contrast to a formal owner. 
An owner of car dealership of a certain brand is a formal owner rather than sovereign 
one because he depends on owners (mainly, transnational corporations), who 
vendors automobiles. However, the firm’s owner is a sovereign owner in the sense 
that he may change a sphere of capital investing or leave a business. Nevertheless, 
that is another relation compared to those, where he operates as an owner of car 
leadership. Global financial mechanisms enable transnational companies to 
appropriate added value regardless of a part of the financial and economic space, 
where it has been earned. Such peculiarity enforces the general law of capitalist 
accumulation and shapes it at the global level. 

The law of value of labor power is another important factor providing capital 
accumulation. The value of labor power is determined by the value of means needed 
for normal reproduction of labor force, taking into account historical, cultural, 
institutional, and other factors. Wage of employees may not significantly exceed 
the value of labor force. Otherwise, its owner may cease to be an employee and 
will become a rentier, capitalist, etc. (obviously, it is impossible because such 
process undermines the very basis of capitalist production). For instance, if an 
employee received annual wage being 12 times higher than monthly wage, he would 
lose momentum to work on a daily basis. These circumstances explain a phenomenon 
of freezing real wage in the USA. In «Les Trente Glorieuses», the middle class, 
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revenues of which conformed to the real value of labor force, emerged in the USA. 
Further growth of real salary would mean deviation of salary from the value of 
labor force towards an increase. In addition, such growth would reduce the potential 
of capital. Therefore, mechanisms of competition maintain real salary at a level of 
the value of labor force, which has formed in the USA by the middle of the 1970s 
of the 20th century. Since the 1980s, real salary in the USA has insignificantly 
changed or remained the same despite the growth of labor productivity (Yeshchenko, 
& Samko, 2016). Considerable contradictions are resolved owing to formation of 
links that combine opposites and mediate their movement. For example, 
contradictions between the value and consumption value of a commodity are 
resolved through emergence of money that embodies the value as one of the 
opposites. In turn, the value deals with a commodity as embodiment of the 
consumption value. In addition, the value mediates a commodity flow. Contradictions 
between a man and a woman are resolved through a marriage and childbearing, 
which mediate generation change. 

A policy of economic growth and a policy of employment, which are closely 
related, are the most important forms of movement and resolving contradictions of 
capital accumulation. The policy of economic growth enables to increase an amount 
of capital and thus to compensate the decrease of a share of capital as a subject. 
The policy of employment aims at job creation. The interdependence of these 
policies is complicated. Under conditions of the unchangeable capital structure in 
the context of subjects and means, the policy of economic growth consists in job 
creation. Simultaneously, providing growth through reconstruction in terms of the 
increase of a figure of the capital structure in the context of subjects and means in 
a short-term period leads to job cuts and the unemployment increase. On the other 
hand, the policy of employment may result in the economic growth or restrain the 
growth if there is unproductive labor force. 

The noticed processes are based on properties that stipulate an effect of derivative 
processes and factors, diversity of forms for resolving contradictions of capital 
accumulation. Labor unions, trade unions, tripartism, conceptions of human 
relations, charity, strikes, emigration and immigration processes are forms of 
resolving contradictions concerned with capital accumulation. They may be directly 
oriented towards resolving other problems. Nevertheless, these problems are only 
a  form of manifestation of the basic contradiction concerned with capital 
accumulation. 

Confrontation as a form of escalation of social contradictions emerges, when 
current mechanisms for resolving contradictions do not work and, as a result, 
opposites counter each other disrupting the normal course of social and economic 
development. The very confrontation is one of forms of search for methods of 
resolving dramatic contradictions in this regard. There are two principally different 
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solutions for this situation: a) suppressing the opposite through violent means (for 
example, actions of M. Thatcher against demonstrating miners in 1984–1985); 
b) a compromise. The first method is not a real form of resolving contradictions. It 
only destroys their confrontational form in case of success and transforms a conflict 
into an extreme form (and even armed one) in case of failure. The compromise is 
a normal method of resolving contradictions, which have become too confrontational. 
Therefore, search for compromises should be considered as a new way of overcoming 
confrontation. 

All these peculiarities are fully inherent to Ukraine. However, a number of 
circumstances compound the situation in Ukraine because primitive accumulation 
of capital has occurred in accordance to the inverse model rather than classic one. 
The inverse model is based on the change of the natural order of market relation 
development. Under classic conditions, development of industrial capital, where 
industry is the technical basis of capital, has occurred gradually in the form of 
a paradigm that has extended, encompassing more economic space and creating 
own conditions of functioning, an own market, own infrastructure, etc. The classic 
model contemplates undertaking a transition from small property to greater one, 
from free competition to emergence of various market structures, from free pricing 
to inclusion of mechanisms of government regulation. 

The inverse model of market transformation consists in undertaking a transition 
in the opposite direction: from public property to formation of basics of private 
entrepreneurship; from government monopoly to development of competition 
frameworks; from planned to free pricing. Obviously, the sense of transformational 
processes was another compared to the classic model. Ukraine was enough 
developed industrial country prior to the process of primitive accumulation of 
capital. Therefore, a process of emergence and accumulation of private capital has 
been undertaken through distribution and redistribution of already existing objects 
of ownership rather than in a real economic reproduction process, which forms and 
effective owner. 

Privatization and inflation have become the two main forms of primitive 
accumulation of capital in Ukraine. The former has created a formal opportunity 
of private enrichment and the latter has opened channels of implicit redistribution 
of welfare. Simultaneously, they exempt employees from «extra» property and 
allow the others to concentrate a considerable part of public wealth in their 
hands. 

Such process of private property formation brings a whole other institutional 
figure of an owner to center stage. This owner aims at multiplication of welfare 
through financial mechanisms of asset redistribution rather than at formation of 
new value in a real production process. Thus, it turned out that enterprises privatized 
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in Ukraine did not become more effective compared to public ones (respective 
research has been conducted in Institute of Economy and Prognostication of the 
NAS of Ukraine). The very owners tend to consume «demonstratively» as described 
in «The Theory of Leisure Class: An Economic Study of Institutions» of T. Veblen 
(Veblen, 1984). For some years, Ukraine has had the highest rate of import of 
expensive automobiles and remained relatively enough poor country. There is 
a social and genetic type of an owner, who aims at enrichment through financial 
and distributive methods, possesses unique experience, and has achieved political 
power used as a means of enrichment in Ukraine. Obviously, not only such owners 
have formed in Ukraine. Nevertheless, they have obtained almost monopolistic 
economic and political power and cannot abandon ways of enrichment that have 
provided them with wealth and power. 

Simultaneously, a considerable share of the population have not gained particular 
benefits and even have worsened own position due to primitive accumulation of 
capital in the inverse market transformation. Small and medium-sized businesses 
have faced very complicated conditions of survival and development. This fact 
stipulates the social and economic background for confrontation of the society and 
power. Due to insufficient development of civilian structures and institutional forms 
of providing social balances, the society has not been able to advance their interests 
in non-conflict forms. As a result, contradictions were reflected in confrontational 
forms of Ukrainian’s two Maidans, which, however, did not resolve the 
contradictions, but rather worsened the situations. The last took the confrontation 
form at the expense of activation and a negative synergetic effect of interaction of 
a number of social and economic, civilizational and historical, external political, 
cultural and spiritual, regional and unitary, metal and behavioral contradictions. 

Hence, primitive accumulation of capital in the process of inverse market 
transformation has not transformed into accumulation of capital on the reproduction 
and production basis across the economy (the current GDP is lower than the rate 
of 1990). It has resulted in significant social stratification, escalation of all the social 
and economic contradictions, and confrontation between the insufficiently organized 
society and power. The society has not acknowledged results of market 
transformation, privatization, and capital accumulation as legitimate. The power is 
not able to offer an appropriate compromise to the society. The society is destined 
to the confrontational form of interaction between the society and power until 
institutions find a way for legitimization of results of primitive accumulation of 
capital. 

There are a number of principally important peculiarities of capital accumulation 
in Ukraine, which extend social and economic frameworks of confrontation. 
Formation of the destructive basis of economic growth is one of such peculiarities. 
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Countries, which have accumulated capital according to the classic model, had 
formed an enough balanced internal market. Then, capital accumulation has 
exceeded scopes of an internal market and required external expansion. In such 
case, development of international division of labor enabled to indicate national 
advantages and conduced to fulfillment of the economic potential. 

Unlike the mentioned countries, Ukraine has adapted to various fragments of 
the world economy as a supplier of raw materials due to combining of the inverse 
market transformation and globalization processes based on market principles. 
Simultaneously, the government had not solved a problem of formation of 
a developed and balanced internal market, internal demand and supply. As a result, 
internal demand has been restricted at the expense of underdevelopment of 
enterprises oriented towards the internal market and low incomes of the employed 
population and distorted at the expense of an excessively high part of «demonstrative» 
demand of a low number of rich persons. In such case, economic growth has led 
to strengthening of structural disproportion through the increase of a share of export-
oriented commodity production. Such economic growth, on its own, gradually 
creates basics for a profound crisis, which becomes inevitable. Recent events in 
Ukraine illustrate the above-mentioned statements. 

In addition, such situation leads to excessive vulnerability to external demand 
and undermining economic sovereignty of the country. This contradiction 
manifests in the social sphere: it encourage confrontation between export-oriented 
part of the economic elite and representatives of nationally directed capital, 
between liberals supporting unlimited free trade and protectors of the internal 
market. Obviously, such collision is not peculiar only to Ukraine. For instance, 
the victory of D. Trump in the US presidential elections was stipulated by the 
very public discontent concerned with a policy of free trade, which had led to job 
loss and, according to J. Fox, undermined the production fundament of the USA 
and economic security of Americans (Faux, 2016). In Ukraine, consequences of 
an inadequate economic policy are more disruptive and a confrontation is sharper 
because of a low level of development, a high share of indigent persons, and 
a significant income gap. 

Conclusions. Consequently, contradictions being inherent to capital 
accumulation under condition of the inverse market transformation combined with 
globalization processes are the main factors determining social and economic 
backgrounds for a confrontation in Ukraine. These basic contradictions fall into 
a number of derivative contradictions, controversies, and conflicts and form the 
general confrontational scope. The most important forms of elimination of 
contradicting parties, which are considered to be relevant and urgent issues, are as 
follows: unemployment; a low rate of salary; inadequate mechanisms of social 
insurance and retirement pay; degradation of villages; disproportions in the spatial 
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development of regions and cities; social stratification; grey economy; corruption; 
demographic disproportions. 

Search of methods and forms, which are adequate to the economic position of 
Ukraine, for resolving of contradictions related to capital accumulation through 
redeployment from the distribution sphere to the sphere of a real process of extended 
reproduction accompanied by corresponding corrections of economic and social 
proportions through achievement of a compromise between the civil society, 
business, and power is a cardinal way for elimination of the social and economic 
background of a confrontation. 

REFERENCES
Biukenen, Dzh. M. (2004). Suspilni finansy i suspilnyi vybir: dva protylezhnykh bachennia 

derzhavy [Public finance and public choice: two opposing visions of the state]. 
Kyiv: Akademiia [in Ukrainian].

Borysov, O. (2001). Prychyny sotsialno-ekonomichnykh konfliktiv v Ukraini [Causes of 
socio-economic conflicts in Ukraine]. Retrieved from http://www.ya.org.ua/old/
brochure/2001/002/003.htm [in Ukrainian].

Eksperty vyyavili rekordnyy razryv mezhdu bogatymi i bednymi v mire [Experts revealed 
a record gap between the rich and the poor in the world]. (2017). Retrieved from 
http://www.rosbalt.ru/world/2017/01/16/1583374.html [in Russian].

Faux, J. (2016). Trade policy – time to start over. Retrieved from http://www.epi.org/
publication/u-s-trade-policy-time-to-start-over/. 

Lisovytskyi, V. M. (2004). Teoretychni problemy «Kapitalu» K. Marksa [The theoretical 
problems of Capital K. Marx]. Retrieved from http://buklib.net/books/24536/ [in 
Ukrainian].

Rayh, R. (2012). Posleshok. Ekonomika buduschego [Afterbush. Economy of the future]. 
Moskva: Karera Press [in Russian].

Siuriupa, V. M. (2004). Osnovy konfliktolohii ta teorii perehovoriv [The basics of 
conflictology and theory of negotiations]. Kyiv: Kondor [in Ukrainian].

Veblen, T. (1984). Teoriya prazdnogo klassa [Theory of an idle class]. Moskva: Progress 
[in Russian]. 

Vynoslavska, O. V. (2016). Funktsii ta struktura spilkuvannia [Functions and structure 
of communication]. Retrieved from http://www.ebk.net.ua/Book/psychology/
vinoslavska_psihologiya/part5/5202.htm [in Ukrainian].

Yeshchenko, P. S., & Samko, N. H. (2016). Finansializatsiia u vodoverti hlobalnoi 
ekonomiky [Financialisation in the tramway of the global economy]. Kyiv: Znannia 
Ukrainy [in Ukrainian].

Article details:
Received: 05 January 2018 
Revised: 07 February 2018 
Accepted: 17 February 2018



20

ISSN 2411-5584.   Економічна теорія та право.   № 1 (32) 2018

А. А. ГРИЦЕНКО 
член-корреспондент НАН Украины, доктор экономических наук, профессор, за-

меститель директора Института экономики и прогнозирования НАН Украины, 
Украина, г. Киев 

Е. А. ГРИЦЕНКО 
доктор экономических наук, профессор, профессор кафедры экономической те-

ории Национального юридического университета имени Ярослава Мудрого, Украи-
на, г. Харьков 

СОЦИАЛЬНО-ЭКОНОМИЧЕСКАЯ ОСНОВА КОНФРОНТАЦИИ 
КАК ОБОСТРЕНИЯ СОВРЕМЕННЫХ ПРОТИВОРЕЧИЙ

Раскрыто социально-экономическую основу современного этапа обострения 
социальных противоречий. Сущность социально-экономических противоречий за-
ложена в накоплении капитала. В процессе производства капитал распадается на две 
разные функционально-структурные формы: капитал-средство и капитал-субъект. 
Стоимость капитала-средства, присваиваемая капиталистом, в результате прогресса 
постоянно увеличивается, а стоимость капитала-субъекта, присваиваемая наемными 
рабочими, растет меньшими темпами. Это приводит к разрыву между доходами 
капиталистов и наемных рабочих. Это противоречие обостряется в процессе финан-
сизации и глобализации.

Ключевые слова: конфронтация, накопление капитала, капитал-средство, 
капитал-субъект, финансизация. 
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СОЦІАЛЬНО-ЕКОНОМІЧНЕ ПІДҐРУНТЯ КОНФРОНТАЦІЇ  
ЯК ЗАГОСТРЕННЯ СУЧАСНИХ СУПЕРЕЧНОСТЕЙ

Постановка проблеми. Сучасний світ характеризується невизначеністю та су-
перечливістю розвитку. Конфронтація є однією із соціальних форм загострення су-
перечностей. А суперечність узагалі є джерелом всякого руху і розвитку. Основою 
економічного розвитку в ринковій системі є накопичення капіталу. Цей процес 
охоплює як первісне накопичення, так і накопичення в процесі відтворення капіталу. 
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Накопичення капіталу має внутрішню суперечність, яка знаходиться в безперервно-
му розвитку. Ця суперечність під впливом певних чинників загострюється та пере-
творюється у конфронтацію суб’єктів, що включені в процес накопичення капіталу. 

Аналіз останніх досліджень і публікацій. Основний пошук у дослідженні 
соціально-політичних протиріч концентрується на виявленні джерел конфронтації 
та способів конструктивного розв’язання конфлікту на рівні соціально-політичних 
суперечностей. У той час як суттєві причини конфронтації треба шукати в глибинах 
економічних відносин, дослідження яких потребує особливої методології пізнання. 

Формулювання цілей. Метою статті є пошук глибинних основ соціально-еко-
номічної конфронтації на рівні накопичення капіталу як основи функціонування 
ринкової економіки. 

Виклад основного матеріалу. У процесі виробництва капітал розпадається на 
дві різні функціонально-структурні форми: капітал-засіб і капітал-суб’єкт. Капітал-
засіб є  вартістю, втіленою в  речових засобах виробництва, у  технологіях, 
в об’єктивованих знаннях, інституційних та інших умовах виробництва. А капітал-
суб’єкт є вартістю, втіленою в людині, яка є учасником процесу виробництва. У про-
цесі накопичення капіталу як основи розширеного відтворення і розвитку виробни-
цтва відбувається розподіл додаткової вартості у певному співвідношенні на капітал-
засіб і  капітал-суб’єкт. Закономірністю накопичення капіталу є  зростання 
суб’єктно-засібної будови капіталу, яка має суперечливий характер. Вартість капіта-
лу-засобу внаслідок техніко-технологічного, організаційно-інституційного і знаннє-
вого прогресу постійно збільшується, а вартість капіталу-суб’єкта зростає меншими 
темпами або навіть залишається майже незмінною. А оскільки вартість капіталу-
суб’єкта у відтворювальному процесі привласнюється найманими робітниками, 
а вартість капіталу-засобу належить капіталістам, то збільшується розрив між до-
ходами капіталістів і найманих робітників. Таким чином, основна суперечність на-
копичення капіталу полягає в закономірному зростанні розриву між капіталом-засо-
бом і капіталом-суб’єктом, що в соціальній сфері виражається як збільшення роз-
риву між доходами і статками власників капіталу-засобу і власників капіталу-суб’єкта. 
На цю основоположну суперечність впливає ряд чинників, які її посилюють чи по-
слаблюють. Одними із найбільш впливових сучасних чинників є фінансизація еко-
номіки та глобалізація, які дають змогу транснаціональним компаніям привласню-
вати додаткову вартість незалежно від того, в якій частині фінансово-економічного 
простору вона створювалася. Важливим чинником накопичення капіталу є закон 
вартості робочої сили. Заробітна плата найманих робітників не може суттєво пере-
вищувати вартість робочої сили. Інакше, її власник перестане бути найманим робіт-
ником, а стане рантьє або капіталістом. Найбільш важливими формами руху 
і розв’язання суперечностей накопичення капіталу є політика економічного зростан-
ня і політика зайнятості, які тісно пов’язані між собою. Політика зростання дає 
можливість збільшувати масу капіталу і таким чином компенсувати зменшення 
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частки капіталу-суб’єкта. А політика зайнятості ставить завданням створення робо-
чих місць. Конфронтація як форма загострення соціальних суперечностей виникає 
тоді, коли існуючі механізми розв’язання суперечностей не спрацьовують і проти-
лежні сторони стають у конфліктне протистояння, яке порушує нормальний хід со-
ціально-економічних процесів. 

Висновки. Головним чинником, що визначає соціально-економічне підґрунтя 
конфронтації в Україні, є суперечності, притаманні накопиченню капіталу в умовах 
інверсійного типу ринкової трансформації, поєднаної з глобалізаційними процесами. 
Ці базові суперечності розгалужуються в цілу низку похідних суперечностей, проти-
стоянь та конфліктів і створюють загальне конфронтаційне поле. Кардинальним 
шляхом усунення соціально-економічного підґрунтя конфронтації є пошук адекват-
них економічному стану України способів і форм розв’язання суперечностей нако-
пичення капіталу шляхом переводу його з розподільчої сфери у сферу реального 
процесу розширеного відтворення з відповідними корекціями економічних і соці-
альних пропорцій на основі досягнення компромісу між громадянським суспільством, 
бізнесом і владою.

Коротка анотація до статті
Анотація. Розкрито соціально-економічну основу сучасного етапу загострення 

суспільних протиріч. Сутність соціально-економічних протиріч закладена в накопи-
ченні капіталу. У процесі виробництва капітал розпадається на дві різні функціо-
нально-структурні форми: капітал-засіб і капітал-суб’єкт. Вартість капіталу-засобу, 
що привласнюється капіталістом, внаслідок прогресу постійно збільшується, а вар-
тість капіталу-суб’єкта, що привласнюється найманими робітниками, зростає мен-
шими темпами. Це призводить до розриву між доходами і статками капіталістів 
і найманих робітників. Це протиріччя загострюється в процесі фінансизації та гло-
балізації. 

Ключові слова: конфронтація, накопичення капіталу, капітал-засіб, капітал-
суб’єкт, фінансизація. 
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