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advancement of the society the crucial are the promoted by the society ideological priorities, the degree of
vertical mobility and the criteria for financial policies, while ensuring a social cohesion of the market economy.

The article displays methodological significance of the category «the avant-garde power» as the ability
of a society to ensure systematic advancement of scientific, technological and socio-economic knowledge;
sets out the avant-garde mechanism, which is the advancement of science, technology and society through
the acquisition of a breakthrough knowledge; and with the introduction of such an innovative knowledge
achieving the leading position in the competition of civilization. The use of the category of «the avant-garde
power» in the philosophy of technology has revealed a key driving role of the research and development
breakthroughs in the advancement of the society and establishment of the decent relative position of the
society in the global competition of civilizations.

Keywords: the avant-garde power, breakthrough, leading development, knowledge advancement, a method,
scientific and technical knowledge, social and economic advancement, research and development.
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ECONOMIC ETHICS: EPISTEMOLOGICAL STATUS AND CONTENT

As economic ethics understand set of rules, norms, the principles of behavior of managing subjects,
imperatives and the demands made by society to nature of actions and the relations between them. On
degree of the importance and range of problems economic ethics are one of the most important and difficult
component of economic ethics. First of all, economic ethics raise a question of justice and of the expedient
device of the human life, caused by economic and social factors. Object of research of economic ethics is
the behavior of the person, social groups, various associations within economic structures and in relation to
these structures. Investigating a problem of the organization of economy, economic ethics are not engaged in
searches of absolutely humane economic order, disclaiming all existing and possible forms of the organization
of economy as not corresponding to an ideal. The main, fundamental goal of economy is usefulness for life,
service to it as economic activity is guided by needs of the person. The economy can be means, but not the
purpose the crisis caused by a distortion of meaning of economy is otherwise inevitable.

One of important problems of economic ethics is research of the conditions promoting creation of more
humane, in comparison with existing, an economic order in society. Economic ethics carries out accurate
distinction between the coercion caused by economic need, and the coercion caused by structures, created
by the person. Concerning these «compulsory circumstances» it comes to a conclusion that contradicting the
humane cannot be originally expedient and constructive. To the account are subject both rational, and the
moral, humane beginning, thus any their these values should not force out another. In thoughts about moral
it is impossible to lose track of rational aspect of economy and, on the other hand, in the economic argument
it is not necessary to ignore aspect of humanity. The problem of a correlative combination is actual in the
appendix not only to rational and humane, but also to other values. From the economic point of view such
values, as a personal responsibility and private interests, solidarity and collectivism are important first of all.
It is possible to estimate as anti-humane those economic systems and orders which absolutize one of these
values.

Keywords: economic ethics, business ethics, social ethics, culture-centrical approach, social capital,
entrepreneurial ethics, institutional ethics.

The new reality is characterized by that ethical standards and the principles turn into the
social criteria of processes having the objective, institutional status, finds reflection and that to
the place of a traditional ratio of the concepts «morals and economy», «morals and household,
ete. the concepts «economic ethicsy, ete. come. In modern society the type of social regulatlon
integrating in elements of universal ethical values and concrete social requirements, in particular,
of the economic is established. In the center of attention of social ethics there is an ethical
responsibility, it is connected with that the relations in which system each person is directly
included, are mediated and issued by structures of public institutes.

The social ethics is comprehensive as includes ethics of public structures and responsibility
for the mediated interpersonal communication, thereby integrating all main aspects of ethical
responsibility. It seeks to develop such structural organization of the institutionalized life which
would not disturb individual, collective, etc. types of responsibility, and would promote it [2,
p. 24]. The maintenance of social ethics are the theory and practice of responsible existence
of the person in his relations with other people and the nature not in a direct form, and in a
form mediated by public institutes. The social ethics is urged to proclaim and establish such
principles and maxims which fit into a context of social being and are capable to influence it
structurally in compliance with real requirements of society. It takes up the issue of justice of
organization and functioning of public institutes, looks for humane and fair in business and
concrete.

The problem of social ethics consists not in studying efficiency of the project of any public
structure, and in defining how, having realized, it will influence quality of human life [13, c.
78-87]. The social ethics outputs ethical responsibility for a framework of directly personal
responsibility and promotes understanding by mankind of its responsibility for all processes
occurring in society. Thus, it emphasizes, it is necessary to consider requirements of concrete
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usefulness, constructibility, efficiency if it is a question about really useful, instead of the
requirement substituting it «business expediency and justice» [4, p. 1024]. The social ethics is
not limited only to development of standards of justice, humanity. It seeks to find the practical
forms capable really to embody the requirement of a business orientation of ethics.

For our country problems of economic ethics are of particular importance that is connected
with features of historical and cultural development of Russia, and also formation and
development of the market relations in the country. Many modern researchers of economic
ethics criticize the approach considering an economic component of economic and economic
development of the post-socialist countries as main and not considering thus spiritual and
moral component [17, c. 34]. Ethical concepts and categories can successfully be applied to the
analysis of the processes happening in economy, often moral and ethical representations are the
only limiters of economic feasibility. Economic ethics studies compliance of moral standards
to the purposes and values of economic activity. It is not a simple set of certain moral standards,
and represents the tool of the analysis and the solution of the problems arising at participants of
production. Economic ethics finds out, what moral standards, ideals and values can matter for
operating subjects in the conditions of modern economy and society.

The problem of a ratio of morals and economy had been put already in medieval ethics
in which immoral the trade which is carried out for the purpose of extraction of a profit was
considered [5, p. 56-59; 19, c. 144]. Idea of existence of the inconsistent relations between ethics
and economy found reflection in modern discussions that in these spheres the requirements of
morals and profitability enter the inevitable conflict.

Norms and the principles of economic ethics have got development in concepts of the
Protestant and Catholic theologians reflecting over problems of economic morals. The
Protestantism authorized moral consecration of aspiration to profit of owners, established moral
standards for achievement of economic targets, that made possible formation of economic
ethics. For secular option of Protestant ethics conviction that it is possible to be person at the
same time virtuous and succeeding in business, and also representation that moral virtues are
necessary conditions for successful economic activity is characteristic.

Process of formation of economic ethics is in the course of the general tendency of
socialization of the morals connected with transition from ethics of individual virtues to ethics
of social institutes. For understanding of the principle of action of ethical factors in household
economic activity, the system, holistsky approach considering society in its unity and integrity
1S necessary.

In modern economic science the most influential are: naturalistic, anti-naturalistic
(kulturtsentristsky), the technical and centrist research programs differing among themselves
with understanding and the solution of a question of a role of the state, culture, the person and
his psychological, moral motives and the purposes in economic process. In process of growth of
state regulation of economy the increasing popularity receive within anti-naturalistic approach
of the concept of the historical school, adhering to historical and ethical approach to economy.
At sources of this theory — the German sociologists and economists M. Weber, V. Zombart,
G. Shmoller who emphasized the welfare specifics of economic science considering motives
and ways of behavior of the managing subject. In their opinion, the economy studies actions
of the people expressing their sincere life, experiences which, in turn, can be understood on
the basis of estimated motives and the purposes [6, p. 154; 9, c. 34; 23, c. 112]. If M. Weber
and V. Zombart emphasized communication of religion, culture and economy, G. Shmoller
considered economic changes as consequences of changes of maintenance of the sincere life,
being shown in the economic sphere, in other words, it connected the economic relations with
all complex of cultural, psychological, moral and ethical, economic and other factors [3, p.
177-196]. It is necessary to notice that in modern economic science there are also opposite
views which characterize the so-called analytical school denying or assigning a supporting
part to noneconomic factors. But, in our opinion, this model shows unilateral approach for an
explanation of modern realities, that fact is indisputable that the economy experiences on itself
huge influence of culture, as confirmation of that the fact of emergence of such new concepts of
economy as can serve, in particular: «social capital», «the cultural capital», etc.

The social capital, according to F. Fukuyamy, represents «the set of informal rules or the
norms shared by members of group and allowing them to interact with each other» [22, c. 129].
He emphasizes that the social capital is based first of all on spiritual and moral values, such as:
trust, honesty, respect, etc. The social capital is an indicator of real changes in society as is a
basis of the economic capital and the social capital, the is more developed more successfully
and more effectively the economy in society functions.

There is a position starting from A. Smith, claiming that the economy both historically, and
systematically is based on ethics since their major purpose is orientation to public advantage,
the benefit. In the work «The theory of moral senses» A. Smith considered a private interest
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as fundamental incentive of effective managing and, as a result of it, the most important factor
of growth of welfare of society [16, c¢. 151]. He considered that in human nature the moral
beginnings (compassion, sympathy, etc.) are put which induce it to take part in destiny of
other people. He understood natural tendency of the person to like feelings of the neighbor,
to perceive his cares as own as sympathy. The sympathy is a feeling of solidarity with other
people. Solidarity interest to destinies another, according to A. Smith, the same important
property of a human nature, as well as the private interest directed on ensuring own welfare. It
is a question not of full refusal from personal in favor of public, not of altruism as that, and of
consideration of the person as subject at whom the aspiration to achievement of own interests
is limited to interests of other people, thus their private interests promote the general benefit.

Finally, possibly to reach harmonization of opposite interests because there is the certain hidden
order, allowing to operate collision of interests of individuals within the market competition so
that it promoted enhancement of the general benefit. A. Smith chooses model of competitive
market economy as it focuses private interests of participants of the market on achievement
of the general benefit, thereby promoting behavior of certain economic subjects in the spirit
of humanity. He realized the importance and importance of ethical aspect of the organization
of market economy. The classical concept of the market developed by A. Smith, has nothing
in common with extremes in approach to a problem of the organization of an economic order:

decisions cannot be based on absolute freedom, on the contrary, on collectivist coercion.

Economic immorality was peculiar to some extent to the doctrine B. Mandevil considering
defects as a source of the general benefit [11].

Economic ethics try to analyse moral quality of new economic opportunities and to establish
unity and internal communication of economical household activity with moral consciousness
of society. Ethics are considered as some kind of instance checking and estimating moral
quality of economic events and processes, such, for example, as the market, the competition,
about their compliance and compatibility with moral values and ideals of modern society. The
economy represents a cultural and historical phenomenon therefore no economic system can be
abstracted from real human wants, desires and other conditions. The question of an essence of
economy is inseparable from ethics. Economic structures often hide under themselves valuable
preferences and ideals. Economic decisions finally have ethical characters, it belongs even to
purely pragmatical decisions. Planning, the competition, profitability etc. caused by economic
activity of the person and with all the pressure should not contradict the principle of human
justice. Rationally reasonable economic regularities do not contradict requirements of human
justice as the economy is a product of a human civilization, and its regularities are defined by
its valuable installations and orientations even if they oppose the subject of economic activity
as objective force. These regularities are implanted in rationality, they belong to need of the
same sort to which justice and therefore at all the business orientation are subject to an ethical
assessment belongs also. In this sense of concept of justice and economic rationality, despite
their belonging to various measurements, finally are inseparably linked among themselves.
This communication is found out that all ethical contains a component of objective usefulness,
and all objective the useful contains moral elements [12, c. 74].

The question of an essence of managing belongs to the sphere ethical, one of the reasons of
it is that fact that the economy is the institute created by the person and for the person. It makes
sense in that measure in what the economy serves requirements satisfaction of the person if it
does not satisfy the most important needs of the person, it becomes senseless, absurd. The main,
fundamental goal of economy is usefulness for life as economic activity is guided by needs
of the person [14, c. 106]. The economy can be means, but not the purpose the crisis caused
by a distortion of meaning of economy is otherwise inevitable. According to modern Swiss
theologian A. Rich: «the main aspirations and the related major humane ethical decisions in
public or economic spheres are similar on the essence to religious belief and have character of
the obligation. They do not seek to find the status of the dogmatic principle which is not subject
to revision, once and for all recognized true and applying for objective obligation for all. It
is rather, they are considered as mobile, subject to criticism and capable conviction to a self-
reflection, assuming the analysis and interpretation of traditional representations and subjective
experiencey» [15, c. 110].

For modern economy difficult schemes of process of production with a large number
of participants of this process and increasing their interdependence are characteristic.
Interdependence is understood as dependence of results of actions of the certain participant of
production not only on its personal efforts, but also that other participants of this process do. For
understanding of specifics of economic ethics it must be kept in mind the next moments: first,
— the general ethically the significant result is result of actions of a huge number of participants
of production in a bigger measure; secondly, — it is very difficult to estimate a contribution of
the certain person or the enterprise at a cumulative social production for the reasons of labor
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division, anonymity of the production, amplifying interdependence, etc.

The moral in market economy should not be reduced only to moral motives of participants
of production or their individual moral qualities. Studying of moral behavior and moral motives
has to be an important component of the functional analysis of all market economy and its
elements.

As initial norm in economic ethics the principle of solidarity which is understood as
the modern version of «a golden rule of moral», existing in the history of ethics in various
modifications is considered. The main issue here is the question of that, as well as in what forms
in the conditions of modern economy to realize this principle. In order that the requirement, the
rule of personal will had moral and ethical character, they have to be universalized, generalized.
The benefit as the supreme value characterizes «originality» of moral standards and values and
reflects solidarity of all people. According to Yu. Habermasa is inherent in ethics «communicative
rationality» as which he understood the rationality based on recognition only «the good bases» and
essentially different from «strategic rationality», based on economic counts of benefit or profit of
participants of a production activity [1, p. 201].

In economic ethics allocate two directions: individual ethics, or «ethics of preferences» and
institutional ethics, or «ethics of restrictions». The main distinction between them consists in
understanding of the mechanism of implementation of moral obligations in economic activity.
So-called «individualistic» theories address to moral consciousness of managing subjects.
Implementation of moral requirements is put here in dependence on preferences of those who
makes the decision and bears responsibility for economic activity. «Institutional» theories
place emphasis on morally mediated influence on so-called «game courses», connected with
frame order, 1. e. conditions of a production activity which are shown in a look «coercions
or restrictions with merits of case». In the conditions of the competition it does not make
sense to look for moral aspects in separate actions of participants of economic production, in
«game courses». Moral and ethical problems of economy cannot be solved by certain acting
individuals but only collectively, together, as desirable moral behavior of the businessman or
the businessman possibly provided that also other participants of this process are also ready to
commission of similar actions. Readiness for such behavior is possible only in case for each
certain acting subject is unprofitable, first of all, financially, to violate collective arrangements.

It is expedient to be guided on neutral in relation to logic of competitive fight moral values,
doing them significant in rules of the game which are equally effective for all participants of the
market. Results of activity of participants of production are defined by frame order therefore if
results of economic activity are unacceptable for the moral reasons, it is necessary to change
rules of the game as to expect existence of moral motives and reasons in separate actions of
businessmen (game courses) is useless. Morality of actions of economic subjects is provided
not so much with moral intentions and motives, how many logic of economic efficiency,
establishment of rules for these actions. It is possible to receive the moral importance of actions
of participants of the market only in rules of the game, which o6mie3naunmsti for all participants.
Rules of the game are formed on the basis of the progressive moral consciousness, rich moral
experience of the individual. Specifics of economic ethics consists that morality of actions is
reached, as a rule, not thanks to good will, and due to logic of a situation which can be morally
neutral or even morally negative. And in it the paradoxicality of economic ethics is found: the
person is compelled to be moral besides even the desire.

In the modern economic theory of morals the morals are understood as defined «the public
capital which according to the theory of the public benefits is subject to special conditions of
production and preservations». Ethical standards and values are considered as some kind of
investments into the public cooperation, capable to bring economic advantages to society as a
whole. In this sense moral standards and rules are understood not as restriction of freedom of
the individual, and as ensuring the greatest freedom, providing reliability and definiteness of
mutual behavioural expectations. In this sense morals it is possible to consider as certain «the
collective self-obligation» on advantage of all people which can be explained proceeding from
economic interests of certain participants of the market. Supporters of this economic theory
of morals come to a conclusion that as a whole favourably and domination of the general
competition conducting to a growth in prosperity and prosperity of society is useful for society.

The modern market economy is in many respects in a contradiction with altruistic morals
and ethics of individual virtues. To understand difficult dialectic interrelations between moral
motive and social result, it is necessary to consider the general rules which define the certain
operations procedure which has received the name a frame order, i. e. an order operating in a
certain economic framework [21, ¢. 76]. The frame order unites the general rules of behavior in
the sphere of the modern economic activity, observed by subjects of managing. The frame order
includes the general norms and rules for actions which have to be observed at their commission,
the Constitution, legal laws, and also moral and cultural standards of behavior concern to that, for

221



ISSN 9125 0912  Bicuuxk J{HinporeTpoBcbkoro yHiBepcutety, 2013, T. 20, Bum. 23 (2) diocodist

example. Reliability of mutual behavioural expectations is provided with deduction of specific
actions of individuals in a frame order therefore there is possible a behavior coordination,
and also probably long-term planning. According to Martin Bucher, the director of Institute
of economic ethics of University of Saint-Gallen (Switzerland), the moral bases of modern
system of managing it is necessary to look for not in direct moral and psychological motives of
actions of economic subjects, and in the institutional mechanisms acting in economic actions
as a certain framework, restrictions [8, c. 123]. It is necessary to seek for formation of such
system of rules which will provide individual moral behavior and ethics of individual virtues
as a whole.

Moral problems of economy have backbone character and therefore decide not a separate
character, and the general subject of managing. In order that in the conditions of modern
production to make valid moral values, it is necessary to create the corresponding economic
order, a frame order therefore economic ethics often characterize as ethics of an order. Within
these rules subjects of economic activity are guided by own interests and such economic order,
according to the German researchers of economic ethics of B. Sutor and K. Homan, is capable
to use most effectively knowledge for a society growth in prosperity since only he is capable to
install the mechanism of distribution of this knowledge as which they consider the market and
the competition [18, c. 23].

If in centrally operated economy the priority is given to observance of collective interests, in
market economy — to interests of the individual, economic freedom and a personal responsibility,
thereby market economy, it is possible to tell, receives the status egoistical, and the centralized
economy — altruistic system. Own interests, personal responsibility, economic freedom have to
be estimated on the basis of a sootnositelnost and should not be equated to egoism manifestations.
These values can degenerate and be reduced to egoism if they are torn off from opposite values,
interests of all members of society, that is if the called values are erected in the absolute. Both
egoism, and opposite quality the altruism sacrificing own interests, represent distortion of the
humanistic beginning inherent in the person. Behind each of fundamental economic systems
there are certain values.

The market economy is based on freedom, responsibility and personal interest of economic
subjects. The centralized economy — on a social duty, solidarity and common interests of the
people who are engaged in economic activity. In both cases it is a question of indisputable
values which can be considered originally humane only on condition of their correlation
with each other that excludes absolutization both those, and others. Opposite values of two
main economic systems can be ethically justified only when their relativity is realized. From
such «relative» understanding of the valuable preconditions standing behind each of systems,
follows that the principles both market, and a state planned economy can be perceived only in
correlation to a valuable complex of opposite system. Opposition of a free and state planned
economy not quite correctly: neither absolutely free market, nor the centralized economy in
pure form does not exist.

The decentralized planning conducts finally to instability in macroeconomic, to social
injustice and serious consequences for environment that calls into question into existence of
the most market system and dictates need of frame planning and management of economic
processes. Total central planning, according to one of authoritative researchers of ethical
economy of P. Kozlowski, conducts to inefficient, inapplicable managing at the microlevel,
promoting social, economic crises and shocks that causes of correction by means of market
elements [10, c. 231]. The adjustable market economy which is guided by criteria of the general
benefit meets requirements of humanity. The economy organized in this way sets as the purpose
human life service in the broadest sense of the word: the social market economy does not allow
neither unilateral prevalence of interests of the capital, nor formation of structures of the power
over the market therefore, contrary to the uncontrolled capitalist market, this system makes
the demand of its regulation. Improvement of the humanity put in it has to become the most
important problem of further development of social market economy.

Part of economic ethics are enterprise ethics. If subject of moral requirements in economic
ethics are mainly the state institutes, in enterprise — the separate enterprises, businessmen and
managers [20, c. 70-78]. Enterprise ethics staticize the morals and profit relations in management
of the enterprises and deal with an issue, what moral standards and the principles can be
realized in the conditions of modern production. Problem of enterprise ethics is acquaintance
of the enterprises with alternative options of activity on the basis of which they can realize
lawful moral requirements in the conditions of competitive economy. A peculiar option of the
«individualistic» direction of enterprise ethics are ethics of business which are understood as
the discipline studying application of ethical principles to business situations. Ethics of business
represent studying of compliance of moral standards of activity of the commercial enterprise
[7, c. 64]. It represents the tool of the analysis and the solution of moral tasks which arise at the
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person who is engaged in business. In ethics of business the problems characterizing valuable
discrepancy of interaction of traditional morals and modern economy are especially sharply
shown. Questions of relationship between universal and corporate ethics, about the annex of
the general ethical principles to concrete situations of adoption of economic decisions, and also
questions of social and moral responsibility of business, etc. are the most actual. Acquaintance
to economic ethics not only will help businessmen, managers more freely to be guided in
the complex problems arising at adoption of important decisions, but also will help to create
certain «ethical infrastructure» which would promote development and improvement of market
economy and the market relations.
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Pazin O. C. ExoHoMiyHa eTuKa: enicTeMOJIOTTYHII cTATYC i 3MiCT.

Iin exoOHOMIYHOI0 €THKOI0 PO3YMIIOTh CYKYIHICTH PABUJ1, HOPM, IPUHIUUIIIB MOBEIIHKHU rOCHOAAPIOKYHX
cy0’€KTiB, iIMIepaTHBH i BUMOTH, 1110 TP’ IBJISIIOTHCS CYCIIIJILCTBOM 10 XapaKTepy Aili i BiTHOCHH Mik HUMH.
3a cTyneHeM 3HAYYIIOCTI i Aiana3oHy npod/eM rocnoaapchbka eTHKA € OHI€I0 3 HAWBAKIMBIIIION0 i CKJIATHOIO
CKJI2JI0BOI0 eKOHOMIYHOI eTukH. [ocnofapebka eTHKa HacaMIepe/l CTABUTh MIMTAHHS NPO CIPaBeIIHBiCTh
i mpo JOUiIbHUN YCTPil KUTTS JIIOAMHH, 10 OOYMOBJIEHI €KOHOMIYHUMM i COLiAJILHUMHM YUHHHUKAMM.
IIpenMeToM gocaiTKeHHS] TOCIOAAPCHKOI €THKH € MOBEIiHKA JIIOIMHH, COLiAJILHUX I'PYII, Pi3HUX 00’ €1HAHb
B PaMKaxX eKOHOMIYHHX CTPYKTYP i Mo BiAHOIIEHHIO 10 UX cTPYKTYP. JocaixKyioun npodieMy opranizauii
€KOHOMIKH, rOCIIOapChKa eTHKA He 32iiMa€ThCsA NOUIYKAMHU a0COJIIOTHO TYMAHHOI0 €KOHOMIYHOI0 IMOPSIJKY,
3anepevyouu Bcei icHyroui i MoxkimBi ¢opmu opramizanii ekoHoMiku sik He BianoBiaHi ineasy. ['osioBHOIO,
(pyHIaMEHTATBEHOI0 METOI0 €KOHOMIKH € KOPUCHICTB /151 *KUTTSH, CJIY:KiHHS oMY, OCKIJIBKH rocnogapcbka
JifIBHICTD OPiEHTY€EThes HAa mMoTpedu monuHu. ExoHoMika Moske OyTH 3aco00M, aje He MeTOI0, B iHILIOMY
BHIA/KY, HeMHHY4Ya KPU33a, BUK/JIHMKAHA CIIOTBOPEHHSIM CEHCY eKOHOMIKH.

OaHUM 3 BasKJIMBHX 3aBIaHb FOCNOJAPCHKOI eTHKH € T0CTiIPKeHHS] YMOB, 1110 CIIPUSAIOTH CTBOPEHHIO Oibx
TYMAHHOT0, B HOPiBHSIHHI 3 iCHYI0UHM, eKOHOMIYHOT0 NOPAJKY B cycniibeTBi. [ocnonapcska eTHka NpoBOANTH
YiTKe po3MeKyBaHHS MizK PUMYCOM, BUKJIMKAHIUM eKOHOMI4HOI0 HeoOXiAHicTIO, i mpuMycoM, 06yMOBIEHHM
CTPYKTYPaMHU, CTBOPEHHMMH JIOAUHOI0. Y BiIHOLIEHHI LMX «IPUMYCOBMX OOCTABMH» BOHA NPUXOAUTH 10
BHCHOBKY: Te, III0 CyllepeYdTh TYMAHHOMY He MoOske OyTH cHpaBji JONiIBHUM i KOHCTPYKTUBHUM. O0IiKy
NiVIralTh K palioHalbHe, TaK i MOpajbHe, TYMaHHe HA4YaJI0, MPH IbOMY KOJHA 3 IMX IiHHOCTell He
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TMOBMHHA BUTICHATH iHIIY. ¥ MipKyBaHHSAX NP0 MOPaJibHe MOKHA BMIIYCKATH 3 IOJIS 30py palioHAIbHUMN
acneKT eKOHOMIKH i, 3 iHIIOro 00Ky, B eKOHOMIYHIli aprymeHTauii, He ¢JIil iIrHOPYBaTH acHeKT I'YMAHHOCTI.
IIpodiema cniBBiAHOCHOTO MOEAHAHHS AKTyaJbHAa B J0aTKY He TLILKH 10 PalioOHAJIBLHOIO Ta T'YMaHHOIO,
aJjie i 10 iHIuUX WiHHOCTe|. BaskJIMBUMU 3 eKOHOMIYHOT TOUKH 30pPYy € HacamIlepe/l TaKi WIHHOCTI, Ik oco0ucTa
BilNOBiga/IBHICTH Ta 0cO0MCTI iHTepecH, coigapHicTh i KoJekTHBI3M. MOKHA OLIHUTH K AHTUT'YMAHHI Ti
€KOHOMIYHI ccTeMH i NOPSAAKH, AKi a0COTIOTH3YIOTh OHY 3 IIUX LiHHOCTeIA.

Kouoei cnosa: eKOHOMIYHA €THIKa, AII0BA €THKA, COLATbHA €THKA, KYIBTypa, COLUATBHII KalliTas, MiIpHEMHHIBKA
€THKa, IHCTUTYIIIHHA €TUKA, COIliaTbHa BiITOBIIATHHICTD.

Pa3zun A. C. DxoHOMHYeCKAsI ITHKA: INUCTEMOJIOTHYECKHUIl CTATYC U COepPIKAHMeE.

TMon 3KOHOMHYECKOH JTHKOI TMOHUMAIOT COBOKYNMHOCTH MPAaBHJ, HOPM, TPUHIIUIOB TMOBeIEHUS
XO03MCTBYIOIIMX CY0ObEKTOB, MMIIEPAaTHBbI U Tpe0OBaHUs, NpelbsiBisieMble O00IIECTBOM K XapakTepy
AeiicTBUii M OTHOLIeHUH Me:k1y HUMM. 1o cTeneHn 3HAYMMOCTH M IMANIA30HY NP00JieM X03s1iicTBeHHAs ITUKA
SAIBJISIETCS OJHON W3 caMoOii Ba:KHOM M CJIOKHOHM COCTABJISIIOIIEH YKOHOMHYECKOH 3THKH. X0351liCTBEHHAasI
9THKA MNpeKIe BCEro CTABUT BONPOC O CHPABEMIMBOCTH U O 1€J1ecCO00Pa3HOM YCTPOIiCTBE KH3HH
YyeJi0BeKa, 00yCc10BIMBaEMbIX IKOHOMUYECKUMH U colUANbHbIMHU (pakTopamu. Ilpenmerom uccienoBanus
XO0351/iCTBEHHOI ITUKH SIBJIsSIeTCS MOBeeHHe YeI0BeKa, COUMAILHBIX IPYII, Pa3JH4YHbIX 00beIuHEeHHil B
pPaMKax YdKOHOMUYECKHX CTPYKTYP U M0 OTHOIIEHHIO K 3TUM cTPyKTypam. Uccienys mpodieMy opraHu3auumn
IKOHOMMKH, XO3sIfiCTBEHHAsl ITHKA He 3aHUMAeTCsl MOMCKAMH A0COJIOTHO T'YMAHHOT0 JKOHOMHYECKOIo
NMOpsiika, OTPULAS BCe CYLIECTBYIOIIMEe M BO3MOXKHbIe (POPMBbI OpPraHU3alUMHM 3KOHOMHMKH KAaK He
cooTBeTCTBYIOIIME Haeady. [l1aBHOM, GyHAaMEHTAIbLHON LeJbI0 JKOHOMHMKHU SIBJIsIETCS MOJIE3HOCTb ISt
JKM3HH, CJIy:KeHHe eii, IOCKOJIbKY X03s1iicTBeHHAasl 1eATeIbHOCTH OPUEHTHPYETCSl HA MOTPEOHOCTH YesI0BeKa.
IKOHOMHMKA MOKeT ObITh CPEeJICTBOM, HO He 1eJIbI0, B MPOTHBHOM CJIyuyae, Hen30e:KeH KPU3HC, BbI3BAHHBIH
HCKa’KeHHEeM CMbICJIa DKOHOMHUKH.

OaHoil M3 Ba:KHBIX 33124 XO03SIHCTBEHHON 3THKHU SIBJIsIeTCS MCC/IeI0BaAHUE YCJOBHIi, ClIOCOOCTBYIOLIMX
c031aHuI0 0oJiee TYMAHHOI0, 110 CPABHEHHIO € CYUIECTBYIOIIUM, IKOHOMUYECKOT0 NMOpsiiKa B 00LIecTBe.
Xo3s1iicTBeHHAasl ITHKA MPOBOIUT YeTKOe Pa3jMuue MeKIy NMPUHY:KIeHUEM, BLI3BAHHBIM YKOHOMHUYECKOI
He00X0AUMOCTBI0, M IPUHYK/IeHHeM, 00yCJIOBJIEHHBIM CTPYKTYPaMH, CO3IAHHBIMH Ye10BeKoM. B oTHOIIeHuM
ITHX «IPUHYIUTEJbHBIX 00CTOSITEILCTB» OHA MPUXOAUT K BHIBOAY O TOM, YTO NPOTHBOpeYalee F'yMAHHOMY
He MO:KeT ObITH MOJJIUHHO 11eJ1eCO00PA3HBIM U KOHCTPYKTUBHBIM. YUeTy NMOJIeKAT KaK pallioOHAIbHOe, TAK
"

HPABCTBEHHOE, TYMAHHOE HAYAJI0, IPH 3TOM HHU OHA MX 3THX LIEHHOCTeil He 10J’KHA BBITECHATH APYIYIO.
B paccykaeHusix 0 HpABCTBEHHOM HeJIb3§l YIIYCKATh M3 MOJIsl 3peHUs] PALIMOHAIbHBIH ACHEKT YJKOHOMHUKH
U, C APYroii CTOPOHBI, B IKOHOMUYECKOI apryMeHTAlUH He cJielyeT UTHOPUPOBATH ACMEKT F'YMAHHOCTH.
IMpoGsieMa COOTHOCUTEJHHOIO COYETAHUSI AKTYaJIbHA B MPUJIOKEHUH He TOJBKO K PAalMOHAJILHOMY H
TYMAHHOMY, HO ¥ K IPYTUM LEHHOCTSIM. Ba’kHBIMH € 3KOHOMHMYeCKOM TOYKH 3peHMs ABJSIIOTCS Mpesk/ie Bcero
TaKkve LEHHOCTH, KaK JUYHAS OTBETCTBEHHOCTh U JUYHbIe MHTEPEChl, COJIMIAPHOCTb M KOJIJIEKTHBH3M.
MOo:KHO OLIEeHUTh KaK AHTUTYMAHHbIE T€ IKOHOMHYECKHe CUCTeMbI U NMOPSIAKH, KOTOpPble a0COIIOTUZHPYIOT
O/IHY U3 DTHX IIEHHOCTeH.

Kmiouegvie cnoséa: >KOHOMHYECKas OSTHKA, JENOBAs 3THKA, COLMATbHAas STUKA, KYyIbTypa, COLMAIbHBIA KaruTa,
TPEIPUHUMATENBCKAS STHKA, MHCTUTYLIMOHATIbHAS 9THKA, COLIMAIBHAS OTBETCTBEHHOCTb.

Hamiiinmuia go penxonerii 28.02.2013 p.
YIAK 1 (09)
K. B. Paiixepr
Oodecckuii HayuoHaneHwlil yHusepcumem umenu M. H. Meunukosa

AHTPOIIOJIOI'MYECKA S ®NJIIOCODU A JIFOABUT'A ®OH BEPTAJTAH®U

B uentpe anTponosornyeckoi ¢pusiocopun JI. pon beprasandu cTouT yenoBek Kak CHMBOJIMYECKOE
KUBOTHOE. Yesl0BeK B OT/IMYHE OT JAPYTUX KHBOTHBIX CIIOCO0CH CO3/1aBaTh BCEJICHHYI0 CHMBOJIOB, KOTOpast
3aMellaeT MUP «Bellleil», peBpallas TeM caMbIM IPUPOY B KYJIbTYPY. AHTponosoruyeckas puinocopus Jl.
(on Bepranandu BbinosiHsAeT GyHKUMIO KPUTHKHU KYJIbTYPBI.

Knrouegvie cnosa: gpunocockas anmpononozus, Kpumuxa KyJibmypbl, 00ujds meopus CUCHeM.

B 1937romy aBeTpumiickuii Ononoru pmrocod JIronsur pon bepramandu(1901-1972)Bniepbie
TOBOPHT O CO3/IaHUH TaK HazbIBaeMol «o0teit Teopun cuctem» (allgemeine Systemlehre). Bo
BTOpO# nosioBuHe 1940-X rogoB OH HAYMHAET Pa3zpaboTKy OOIIel TEOPUU CUCTEM KaK «JIOTUKO-
MaTeMaTHYECKON TEOopHmW», KOTOpas JIOJDKHA Oblla NMPHBECTH K YHH(HKAIIMM BCEX HayK.
OnHako, HeCcMOTpsI Ha TO, 4T0 bepranandu ctaBut 3a1aqy co3nark OOIIYO TEOPUIO CUCTEM Kak
«JIOTUKO-MaTeMaTH4eCKYI0 KOHIICTIIIHIOY», OH MTPEI0CTEPEraeT OT Ype3MEPHOTO HCIONb30BaHHS
MaTeMaTHYeCKOTO MOJECTMPOBAHUS M aKCHOMAaTHUECKHX MOCTPOCHUH B CHCTEMHOM ITOAXOME,
TIOTOMY YTO OHH «HE OTCBUIAIOT HU K KAKOH pPeallbHOCTI, «HE BEAYT B ICHCTBUTEILHOCTH HU K
KaKHM OTKPBITHUSIMY» U «ITyTarOT MMOHSATHS C BEIIAMI» B YaCTHOCTH M MOTYT IIPEBPATHTH OOIILYIO
TEOPUIO CHCTEM B «(HOpMy COBpeMEHHOM cxomacTUKu» B 1esioM [10, p. 192-193]. Takas Touka
3penusi bepranangu Obula BbI3BaHA TEM, YTO MapaUIeNIbHO C pa3paboTKON oOIIel Teopuu
cucteM BO BTOpoil mosnoBuHe 1940-X rofgoB OoH Hadan pa3padareiBaTh CBOKO (hHUI0CODCKYIO
AHTPOIIOJIOTHIO, KOTOPYIO OH CaM Ha3bIBall «aHTporojorundeckas guiaocodus». CoOCTBEHHO,
00Iasi TEOpUsI CUCTEM SIBJISICTCS YaCThbIO M MHCTPYMEHTOM MO3HAHHUSI aHTPOIOJIOTHYESCKOM
dunocopun bepranandu.

«AnTporonoruueckas  ¢unocodpusi»  bepramaHpum  SABISETCS MOYTH  HEM3YUYEHHOMH
224



