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ANALYSIS OF J. KEYNES'S CONTRIBUTION
IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF ECONOMIC THEORY

The article describes the educational and scientific university environment in which Keynes's talent
was formed, as well as the Bloomsbury Circle of Intellectuals, in which Keynes occupied a prominent place.
The formation of Keynes's specific approach to economic problems, which combine the analysis of real
problems, theory and formulation of the practical proposals, is considered on the example of the early work
of Keynes in the 1910s. The article argues that Keynesianism is the real engine of the modern economy.
Keynes developed methods and apparatus by which the conceptual vision of economics is transformed into
concrete representations of the economic theory. After a long journey, shown in his works ("General Theory
of Employment, Interest and Money"), Keynes developed his vision of economic and social phenomena as an
analytically functional analysis, and finally destroyed the logical capacity of people's faith in the ability of a
free market economy to automatically maintain full employment, identified the possibility of influencing the
regulation of money circulation on prices, exports, imports, production process and employment. Despite
criticism of his theoretical evidence, even his opponents agreed that Keynes's ideas had been confirmed in
practice. At the end of the article are the assessments of Keynes' research by authors and scientists with
different views.
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Introduction. Based on the analysis, the main aspects of the Keynesianism development, economic
theory, the application of economic practice are considered in order to use it in the development of the
country's economy, as well as to reveal the personality of J. Keynes. It should be noted that to nowadays
there is little research on this issue, and isolated studies do not fully reflect the impact of Keynesianism on
the history of the United States, Ukraine and the world as a whole.

In 2021 will be the 75th anniversary of the death of philosopher and economist John Maynard Keynes.
It is time to consider scientific and life biography of Keynes, the main stages of his formation as the greatest
economic thinker of the XX century, his influence on modern economics. Combining scientific,
administrative and editorial activities, Keynes gained international fame for his work on the analysis of the
consequences of the Treaty of Versailles. In the modern period of the world economy development, rich in
new factors of instability, Keynes' intellectual heritage allows researchers to apply his experience of
understanding the crisis in the economy. That is why the chosen topic is quite relevant.

The purpose of the investigation is to explore and summarize information on the historical aspects of
the Keynesianism development, the formation and development of Keynesian theory, and the use of its
achievements in economics and politics, to analyze the idea, functions, and features used in economics.

Presentation of the main material. J. M. Keynes was born on June 5, 1883, in the family of the
Cambridge economist and philosopher John Neville Keynes (1859-1949). After graduating from Eaton
(1902), he entered the Royal College of Cambridge, graduating in 1906. In 1905 he was appointed the
president of the Cambridge Students' Union, and already at this time, his mathematical mind was manifested.
J. A. Schumpeter wrote about J. Keynes: "Art for art's sake was not even remotely his scientific credo. He
could be progressive in anything, but not in analytical methods" [7, p. 357].

In 1906-1914, Keynes worked in the Department of Indian Affairs, however, the political career was
not his calling. And this is especially strange for an Englishman because in his homeland the temptation of
political service is stronger than anywhere else in the world. The work of the Department resulted in the
book "Indian Currency and Finance" (Indian Currency and Finance, 1913). After World War I, Keynes
returned to Cambridge to teach, later becoming the treasurer of King's College. Recognition of his authority
was his appointment in 1911 as editor of the Economic Journal, at which he worked until 1945. Later,
Keynes acquired the weekly The Nation, which he later combined with the New Statesman. In 1915-1919,
Keynes served in the Ministry of Finance and as a representative of the Ministry participated in the Treaty of
Versailles Conference, during which he demonstratively left the British delegation. In 1919 he published
"The Economic Consequences of the Peace" and in 1922 — the "Revision of the Treaty", where sharp
criticism of the Treaty of Versailles made him famous and effectively undermined public support of this
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agreement. Lenin wrote: "Keynes came to the conclusion, that Europe and the whole world with the Treaty
of Versailles were going bankrupt. Keynes resigned; he threw his book in the face of the government and
said: you are doing madness" [5, p. 219]. His first thorough works, "The Money Circulation and Finance of
India" (1913) and "A Tract on Monetary Reform" (1923) were written in the tradition of A. Marshall, with
whom he studied. In the first, he even insisted on the establishment of a gold standard, but in the second he
proposes to replace the gold standard with a regulated circulation of the paper money. In all early works, the
practical side of the issue was emphasized. Keynes advocated stabilizing the national price level for
sustainable business development in the country. In fact, Keynes recommended the use in peacetime of a
monetary system built on the principles of wartime. J. Schumpeter notes two characteristics of this council,
namely: special relevance for England and its short-term nature. In fairness, it should be noted that the author
of the recommendation was a true Englishman, so these recommendations are distinguished by "sober
wisdom and conservatism".

To prove his ideas, J. M. Keynes chose quantitative theory in its Cambridge version (M =k * Q * P).
In "The Treatise on Monetary Reform" (1923), J. M. Keynes proposed a new version of the Cambridge
equation, in which he linked liquidity to the norm of required bank reserves:

M=P (K +1K"),

where M — money supply (amount of paper money or other means of payment); P — the unit price of
consumption ("cost of living" index);

K i K - equivalents of the number of consumption units that people want to keep in cash
(respectively, in the form of cash and bank deposits);

r — rate of the required bank reserves [3, c. 41]. In fact, the original theory of Keynes's liquidity
advantage was presented in its original form.

A turning point in the history of British society was the First World War, as well as a number of
serious upheavals after it, and the Great Depression became the most important link in this chain. Keynes's
revolutionary ideas were, of course, a response to it, to the difficulties that British society faced after the First
World War. Keynes was interested in the American experience in dealing with the Great Depression, and
twice in 1931 and 1934, he traveled to the United States, where he met with the architects of the New Deal.
The "Laboratory of Life" for him moved to the United States, where President Roosevelt began to conduct
the "New Deal". Keynes's economic concept gave Roosevelt's reforms a second wind and met with an
enthusiastic reception in the United States. In the "General Theory of Employment, Interest, and Money"
(1936), Keynes sought to create a "general theory" in which the theory of the classics is a special case, that
is, to include not only stationary but also depressive. economy [4, p. 55]. In this book, the author tried to link
the main categories of the market (employment, interest, and money) by causation. For this purpose, he
studied the aggregate values of national income, employment, demand, supply, investment, public
procurement, and so on. Thus, Keynes is dominated by a causal approach in contrast to the functional,
typical of the Lausanne and Cambridge schools, and the focus is on the problem of quantitative analysis.

Keynesian aggregate demand — in fact, Marshall's aggregate individual demand, and aggregate supply
is the aggregation of the firm's optimal output. In both authors, short-run equilibrium acts as a central
problem of analysis. However, if Marshall's investments automatically flow from savings, then in Keynes it
is not always the case, if in Marshall full-time employment is a constant value, then in Keynes's case, it is
variable [2, p. 504].

An important role in the "General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money" is played by the right
to moral choice, which was formed in Keynes under the influence of J. E. Moore (1873-1958). At the
beginning of the XX century, it became clear that the former values of the Victorian era had already been
exhausted, so the young English liberals, including J. M. Keynes, began to criticize the moral values of the
Victorian era with its dictates of the public morality. This does not mean that they denied public morality,
but they believed that social norms were important, but not as absolute truths, but only as useful guidelines.
On the contrary, the individual has the right, relying on intuition and his own vision of the situation, to go his
own way. He has the right to give all actions (his own and others') a personal assessment, which may differ
from that formed in society, to act in accordance with its rules of morality and in fact meant a revision of the
postulates. According to Keynes, each era must redefine what the state should do, that is, resolve the problem
of distinguishing between public and private activities. According to Keynes, money is not just a veil over
deals, but a source of energy that makes a market economy work. The relationship between people and
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goods, expressed in monetary terms, acquires an independent existence and significance, which is a mixed
economy can no longer be ignored, as did the classic economists.

In Keynes's theory, the percent rate is a variable that links the amount of money in circulation to the
complex structure of the demand for money. The percent is the price of the liquidity waiver. The components
of the demand for money differ in their "sensitivity" to the interest rate, namely: the transactional motive
does not depend on the interest rate, while the speculative motive depends, the motive of caution in some
cases depends, in others it does not.

M. Blaug wrote: "If Keynes's theory contains something truly new, it is precisely a deliberate critique
of this belief in the internal restorative forces of the market mechanism. Having read Keynes, one can deny
every single element of his argument, one can question even the logical capacity of the whole Keynesian
scheme, but it is impossible to maintain faith in the ability of a free market economy to automatically
maintain full employment" [1, c¢. 607]. Therefore, Keynes's theory became the justification for the excuse of
the state activity in the economy and thus reflected the transition to a mixed economy. She formulated the
countercyclical goal of the state regulation (part-time), indicating the main means of achieving it during both
recession and recovery.

At the same time, B. Seligman believes that Keynes's economic theory has failed to rise to the level of
true political economy. This was because Keynes's theory considered human behavior to be the driving force
behind the economic process. Economic relations were defined by them as a result of relations between
people and groups. Therefore, to change the behavior of economically important groups, it is necessary to
effectively use government policy. However, in his conception, none of these groups ever shows their own,
only its inherent social interests.

According to B. Seligman, Keynes's theory includes too many technical elements and does not
investigate the social causes behind them. Keynes sees the main task in achieving economic equilibrium,
admiring the quantitative side of the economic processes, rather than their origin and mechanism of
operation. Keynes's social philosophy is based on the belief in continuous economic development, which,
however, does not provide for absolute equality [6, p. 505].

Starting work on the book "General Theory of Employment, Interest and Money" Keynes argued: "I
will present evidence that the postulates of the classical theory are applicable not to the general but only to
the special case since the economic situation it considers is only a limiting case of the possible equilibrium
states. Moreover, the characteristics of this special case do not coincide with the features of the economic
society in which we live, and therefore their preaching leads astray and leads to fatal consequences when
trying to apply the theory in practice" [8]. Keynes proposed a radical way to avoid violent crises and mass
unemployment. The course of his opinion and the corresponding methodological conclusions are as follows:
savings during the depression — detrimental; lower prices or freezing wages do not add economic stability;
money serves not just as a cover for production, but as a source of energy that forces the capitalist economy
to work; rising prices should be welcomed as it stimulates investment and economic activity; price stability
can be ensured only through the mechanism of setting the discount rate by the Central Bank of the country
and consciously regulation of monetary requests. However, if in the event of an unforeseen increase in
prices, demand outweighs supply, then there is inflation with severe social consequences: falling real
incomes, deteriorating relations between creditors and debtors, the violation of the usual economic balance.
Growing demand for money leads to higher prices and also increases the mass of banknotes. But moderate
inflation is quite tolerable in economic life and allows you to prevent negative consequences. Therefore, in
his work Keynes lays out completely new regulation principles of the national economy, namely:

1) refutes the basic statement of the classics and neoclassicists about the non-interference of the state
in the economy. Substantiates the position that the decisive role in preventing the crisis and unemployment
should be played by the state, which intervenes in the distribution of all income and concentrates in its hands
significant monetary and other resources in order to actively influence the economy;

2) to ensure full employment of workers should focus not on the supply of the goods offered by the
classics, but, over against, to develop demand in every way — to expand the purchasing power of the
population and the purchase the new means of the production by entrepreneurs. For this, the state must
increase the amount of the new capital expenditures on production and increase expenditures for other socio-
economic purposes, using higher taxes and the issuance of more money;

3) for public management of the economy, it is necessary to develop such economic and mathematical
models that reveal the quantitative relationships between the main indicators of the national economy. The
use of these models allows putting the regulation of all economic activities on a scientific basis.
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Keynes's main theoretical tool was macroeconomic analysis. The theories, that existed in the XIX —
early XX centuries, were mainly microeconomic. They studied the activities and behavior of the individual
entities and operated only with the number that falls within their scope, and since the 1870's in economic
theory was completely dominated by the microeconomic approach: maximizes its benefits. It was assumed
that economic entities operate in conditions of perfect competition, where the efficiency of the firm was
identified with the efficiency of the economy as a whole. This approach implied a rational distribution of the
resources in the national economy and, in fact, did not allow for the possibility of long-term violations of the
economic system. Keynes put the study of the dependences and proportions between aggregate economic
values (national income, savings, investment, and aggregate demand) in the first place because he saw the
main task in achieving national economic proportions.

Keynes's active scientific opponent, Friedrich Hayek, believed, as he writes in his memoirs, that
Keynes did not attach importance to his ideas and would change them fairly quickly: "I was afraid that
before I finished my analysis, he would change his mind again. Although he called it a general theory, it was
all too obvious to me that this treatise was time-bound and represented a current policy need" [9]. Later
Hayek regretted this mistake bitterly: "More than any other work, "General Theory", he strongly contributed
to the dominance of macroeconomics and the temporary decline in interest in this commodity. I don't know
why "General Theory" had such a huge influence. At that time, I was surprised and did not think that she
would succeed" [9]

The basis of Keynes's theory was the belief that the solution to the most important economic problems
lies not on the supply side of the resources, but on the demand side, which ensures the realization of these
resources, the so-called effective demand (sum of the consumer costs and investments). Keynes focused on
the factors analysis that determines the dynamics of personal consumption and investment. According to
Keynes, the increase in personal consumption is a stable function of income growth, and the role of other
factors is insignificant. At the same time, with increasing income, the marginal propensity to consume
decreases and this is the most important reason for the decrease in the average share of consumption during
the increased phase of the economic cycle long-term perspective. Keynes linked this dynamics of consumption
to the so-called "basic psychological law" — a decrease in the share of consumption and, consequently, an
increase in the share of savings with increasing income. Today, this position is clear to every student studying
economics, but only the genius of Keynes allowed to identify and justify this simple truth.

Keynesian theory, as mentioned above, assumes the active role of the state in stabilizing the economy,
believing that the role of money in economic development (changes in collective demand and collective
supply) is secondary for the following reasons:

1) complexity and uncertainty of collective demand and money supply;

2) the velocity of money is variable and is determined by fluctuations in interest rates;

3) consumption function, which fixes the relationship between the dynamics of the consumer spending

and current income;

4) rigidity of prices and wage rates.

Keynes presented a macroeconomic description of four characteristics: income, savings, investment,
consumption. For these characteristics, Keynes derived the equation using the marginal propensity to
consume, the advantage of liquidity, and the marginal efficiency of the capital.

In this article, there is no need to detail the material that has become part of any standard textbook of
the economic theory, but note that showing that in a developing economy, there is a trend of outpacing
savings over investment, Keynes put in order the economic policy the problem of the investment incentives.
He believed that changes in the size of the desired investment costs are the root cause of fluctuations in total
production and income, and, being much less stable than consumer spending, investment plays a crucial role
in economic downturns. Keynes also believed that the state should provide initial investment in conditions of
the insufficient effective demand from consumers and the private sector of the economy, without neglecting
indirect methods of stimulating investment.

Keynes's practical program. In the final part of his work, Keynes insisted on two ways to expand
production: "I would gladly agree that it is most reasonable to launch an offensive on both fronts at once. In
an effort to establish a socially controlled amount of investment, in order to ensure a gradual reduction in the
capital efficiency limit, I would at the same time support all measures aimed at increasing the propensity to
consume, because whatever we do in the field of investment is unlikely to maintain full employment with the
existing propensity to consume. Thus, there are sufficient grounds for simultaneous action in two directions -
and increase investment, and increase consumption to a level that, given the existing propensity to consume,
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would not only correspond to the growth of investment but would be higher" [8]. Keynes considered the
organization of the public works, as well as the consumption of civil servants, to be the main tools for
influencing the growth of the propensity to consume. We can say that the last pages of the work have
become a kind of theoretical testament and providential position, where he points out that people are
especially looking forward to a deeper diagnosis, especially ready to accept it and try in practice everything
that will give at least some chance of success. Continuing Keynes's view, it should be said that the new
solutions help to determine economic orientations in an era of unregulated globalization, productivity growth
based on intangible factors, and, consequently, is not the basis for wages informal institutions, and, as a
result, with contradictions in property relations. A significant legacy in these circumstances is the age-old
ideas of Keynes.

Estimates and significance for descendants are important for a historical figure, but for the person
himself and his influence on the surrounding reality, the evaluations of his outstanding contemporaries are
also important. It is clear that his followers and adherents expressed enthusiastic assessments, but more
interesting opinions of those who argued with him. Lionel Robbins, head of the economics department at the
London School of Economics and Political Science, had many heated discussions with Keynes in the 1930s.
Observing Keynes at the beginning of the negotiations with the Americans on the preparation of the Bretton
— Woods agreements, Robbins wrote: "Keynes was in his clearest and most convincing mood and the effect
was immediate. At such times, I often find myself thinking that Keynes should be one of the best men who
ever lived — fast logic, flying intuition, bright imagination, broad vision, an incomparable sense of the
expressive language, all coming together to a few degrees to exceed the limit of ordinary human
achievement" [11]. Philosopher Bertrand Russell called Keynes one of the smartest people he knew:
"Keynes's intellect was the sharpest and clearest, I have ever known. When I argued with him, I even felt
confused, and I don't often feel stupid" [12] The most prominent contemporary critic of Keynes was the
economist and philosopher Friedrich Hayek. His views on economics were sharply opposed to Keynes's, but
after his death, Hayek wrote: "He was the only, truly great man I had ever known, and for whom I felt
boundless admiration. The world will be very impoverished without it" [13]. There were many critics of
Keynesian theory. Monetarists were the first to start the offensive (monetarism, like classical liberalism in
general, views the market as a self-regulating system and opposes excessive state intervention in the
economy). A feature of this areca was to pay close attention to the money supply in circulation, which they
consider a determining factor in economic development. The main point of criticism was the issues of the
economic policy (inflation, employment policy, etc.). The initial preconditions for this critique were
formulated by Milton Friedman (1912—2006) in his "Essays on a Positive Economy" (1953), "Capitalism and
Freedom" (1962), and later in "The Freedom of Choice", co-authored with Rosa Friedman (1979). His
methodology is neo-positivism, which pragmatic to combine reconcile rationalism and empiricism. The
theory is based, in his opinion, on the emergence of an abstract hypothesis as a result of the agreement of
researchers, from which empirical predictions are derived. If they are confirmed by practice, then the theory
is considered fair, if not, it is rejected. Since the practical proposals of the Keynesians failed, their theory
must be rejected, but a similar fate may befall monetarism, as this theory is directly dependent on an endless
number of confirmations and can always be found that contradict it. This is all the more difficult to do, as
many of the monetarists' preconditions are clearly unrealistic (perfect competition, price flexibility,
completeness of economic information, the dependence of national income growth on the growth rate of
money supply, etc.). The methodological vulnerability of monetarist theory has drawn criticism from both
Keynesians and more consistent supporters of classical liberalism. If the focus of Keynesians is on effective
demand, then their critics focus on the supply of goods and services. In the 1970s there was even a special
direction — "supply economics" (A. Laffer, J. Gilder, M. Feldstein, etc.). To improve the economy, they
believe, it is necessary to reduce taxes and provide benefits to corporations, reducing the state budget deficit
will under these conditions contribute to the recovery of the economy.

Representatives of the leading trend of the new classical economy (J. Mutt, R. Lucas, T. Sargent,
N. Wallace, R. Barro, etc.) tried to build a more consistent theory by bringing a single microeconomic basis
for the analysis of macroproblems. They focus on economic agents who are able to adapt quickly to
changing economic conditions through the rational use of the information (the theory of rational
expectations). Since each individual is able to adapt properly in a changing world, there is no need for state
intervention in the economy. Consistently defending neoclassical postulates, proponents of the theory of
rational expectations are reviving the ideal market model. Taking back to the XIX century, they are
abstracted from the phenomena typical of the mixed economy in the second half of the twentieth century
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(imperfect competition and the public sector, unemployment and inflation, crises and anti-crisis policy, etc.).
In addition, the new classics undervalue the time required to collect and process information, as well as the
different information capabilities that different actors have. It turns out that a housewife is more able to
overcome the uncertainty factor and to process economic information than professional economists and
specialized government agencies. Proponents of the theory the social choice formed in the 1950s and 1960s
tried to overcome this shortcoming, namely: J. Biukenen (1919-2013), G. Tallock (1922-2014), M. Olson
(1932-1998), W. Niskanen (1933-2011), D. Mueller, R. Tollison, and others. Criticizing the Keynesians, the
representatives of this theory questioned the effectiveness of government intervention in the economy.
Consistently using the principles of classical liberalism and the methods of marginal analysis, they actively
invaded an area that has traditionally been considered the field of the scientists' political activity, lawyers,
and sociologists, called "economic imperialism". Analyzing the failures of state regulation, the
representatives of the theory of social choice did not analyze the impact of monetary and financial measures
on the economy, but the very process of government decision-making.

Their main premise is that people act in the political sphere, pursuing their personal interests and that
there is no impassable line between business and politics. Therefore, scientists of this school consistently
expose the myth of the state, which has no other goal than to care for the public interest. "Rational
politicians", in their opinion, support primarily those programs that increase their prestige and increase the
chances of winning the next election. Thus, the theory of social choice tried to more consistently implement
the individualism principles, extending them not only to all commercial activities but also to the state. Along
with the failures of the market, more and more people began to write about the failures of the state, for
example, in 1974 Biukenen's work "Borders of Freedom" was published, after which the citation index of his
works increased sharply. However, the theory of the social choice has failed to overcome the known
abstractness and detachment from the life of the neoclassical paradigm in general, and above all its non-
historical nature, the absolutization of the market stage of the world civilization development.

Let's summarize the past 80 years of debate between Keynesians and neoclassicists. Both consider a
system of interconnected markets: economic goods, money market, labor market to establish a common
economic balance. Both approaches believe that the market mechanism is able to ensure balance in all
macroeconomic markets. However, if the neoclassicists in the model of general equilibrium come out with
perfect price flexibility, the Keynesians do not share this view. If the neoclassicists believe that household
consumption depends on the interest rate, they make it dependent on the amount of disposable income, based
on a combination of savings and investment, while Keynesians do not share this view. Neoclassicists believe
that the interest rate reflects the marginal productivity of the capital, while the Keynesian interest rate
expresses the price of money, which ensures the stock's balance by optimizing the structure of the basket.
Neoclassicists believe that the usefulness of money is determined by the usefulness of goods that can be
bought with their help. In Keynes, an important role is played by the advantage of liquidity, which reflects
the usefulness of money as a special kind of goods. Thus, the Keynesian position better describes the
situation in the short term, when the market mechanism is affected by the market power of monopolies, the
consequences of the administrative pricing, uncertainty in decision-making by economic agents. On the
contrary, the neoclassicists better explain the functioning of the market system in the long run, when the
economic system strives for general balance at full employment.

The attitudes of the neoclassicists and Keynesians to Pareto-optimality and the problem of money
neutrality differ (Table 1). If the neoclassicists believe that the market is able to independently provide a
Pareto-optimal state of general balance, the Keynesians do not share this view, believing that money plays a
significant role in this process.

Table 1 — Differences in the approaches of the neoclassical and Keynesian scientific schools to the
issues of Pareto-optimality and neutrality of money

Is the market able to provide
Theories a Pareto-optimal state Neutral or money?
of the general balance?

Neoclassical Yes Yes

Keynesianism No No
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The economic crisis of 2008-2010 also helped to revive criticism of the methodological preconditions
of the modern mainstream (market efficiency, rational expectations of its participants, etc.), the beginning of
the search for new philosophical foundations of economics. During the crisis, special attention was paid to
macroeconomic models, their imperfections and detachment from the real problems of the real economy.
Many participants in modern discussions have noted the high fragmentation of modern economic models and
the growth of this fragmentation in the last decade. To this was added an extraordinary fascination with
formalism, which stems from the desire to mathematically rigorously describe economic life, deriving all the
variety of existing processes from a priori given preconditions, which leads to the emergence and growth of
the "ontological gaps". It is these trends that characterize the growing interest in the philosophy of economics
in general and in Keynesianism in particular.
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P. B. Mann, H. B. lnbuenko, H. b. Tuukona, I'. O. bapanos
AHAJII3 BHECKY Jx. KEMHCA Y PO3BUTOK EKOHOMIYHOI TEOPII

Y cmammi nadaecmuvca xapaxmepucmuxa HaguanNbHO20 i HAYKOBO2O YHIBEPCUMEMCHKO20 CepedosuIyd,
8 sskomy popmysaecs manaum Ketinca, a makooic brnymcoepiiicokozo eypmka inmenexmyanis, 6 sikomy Ketince
sauimas nomimue micye. Ha npuxnadi paunix pobim Keiinca 1910-x pp. posenanymo gopmysanns
cneyugiunozo nioxody Ketinca 00 exoHomiunux npobnem, wo 00’ €OnHye ananiz peaibHux npoodnem, meopiio
ma @QOopMyI06aHHs NPAKMUYHUX NPOno3uyiu. Y cmammi 00800umbvbCs, WO KEUHCIAHCMEo € OIUCHUM
dguzynom cyuachoi exonomixu. Ilepenomuum momenmom y Haykosux odocsieHennsx Keiinca cmanu Ilepwa
c8Iimosa BillHA, A MAKoJIC P50 Ceplo3HUX NOMPSCiHb nicasn Hei, i Benuxa denpecisi 6yna HAUBANCIUBIULOIO
JIAHKOI0 8 yboMy aanyrosi. Pesonoyitini idei’ Ketinca, 36uuaiino, 0yau ionogioown Ha Hei, Ha mi mpyOHOWi,
3 AKUMU 3IMKHYI0CS Opumarncvke cycninbemgo nicas Ilepwoi ceimosoi gitiHu. Amepukaucvkuii 00c8io
6opomwvbu 3 Benukoio Oenpecicio sayixasus Ketinca. Hozo exonomiuna xomyenyis nadana pegopmam
Pyzgenvma opyee ouxauns i Oyaa i3 3axonnennsam nputinama y CILIA. 32iono 3 Ketincom epowi — we npocmo
8yanb HAO Y200amu, a 0dcepeno eHepeii, wjo 3MyWye npayoeamu puHKo8y eKOHOMIKY. Bionocunu midxc
AI00bMU [ MOBAPAMU, WO BGUPANCAIOMBCA 6 2POoulosill Gopmi, Hadbysaioms CAMOCMIUHO20 ICHYBAHHI
i 3HAYEeHHs, AKe 8 YMO8aX 3MIUAHOI eKOHOMIKU 8Jice He MOJCHA IeHOpY8amu, SIK ye poOunu eKoOHOMICHmu-
Kkaracuku. Biocomxosa cmaska 6 meopii Ketinca € 3MiHHOW0, W0 N08’A3y€ KilbKicmb epouteti 8 00iey
31 CKIAOHOIO CMPYKMYPOI0 NORUMYy Ha epouti. Biocomox — ye yina 8iomosu 6io aikeionocmi. Komnonenmu
NORUMY Ha 2pouti PO3PIZHAIOMBCS 30 CEOEID (UYMIAUBICTNIOY» 00 HOPMU BIOCOMKA, A came: MPAHCAKYIUHUL
MOMUG He 3anedxicums 6i0 NPOYEHMHOI CMmasKu, moodi AK CHeKYIAMUSHUL MOMUE 3aNeHCUMb, MOMUG
00epedcHocmi JHc 8 OOHUX BUNAOKAX 3ANENHCUMb, 8 THWUX — Hi. 1 0106HUM MeopemuyHUM THCMPYMEHMOM
Ketinca cmas maxpoexonomiunuii ananiz. Teopii, wo icuysanu 6 XIX — na novamxy XX cm., 6yau 20106HuUM
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YUHOM MIKPOEKOHOMIYHUMY. Bonu odocnidocysanu Oisnvuicms | NOGEJIHKY [HOUGIOYaibHUX cyO €kmis
i onepysanu nuuie KinbKicmio, wo exooums 6 ix cehepy. Buxionow ocnosor meopii Kevnca cmano
NePeKOHAHHS, WO BUDIUUEHHS HABANCIUBIUUX eKOHOMIYHUX NpOOIeM JedCumb He HA CMOPOHI NpOono3uyii
pecypcie, a Ha CMOPOHI NONUMY, WO 3abe3neyyc peanizayilo yux pecypcis, max 36aH020 eQeKmusHo20
nonumy (cymu cnogicugqux eumpam ma ingecmuyiti). Ocnosny yseaey Keiinc npudinue ananizy ¢axmopis, uo
BU3HAYAIOMb OUHAMIKY 0CODUCMO20 CNOXCUBAHHA ma ingecmuyiti. Bin po3pobus memoou i anapam, 3a
JONOMO2010  5IKO20 KOHYenmyanvHe OaueHHsi eKOHOMIKU NepemeoproEmMbCsl HA KOHKPEmH VABNEeHHs
eKkoHomiunol meopii. Ilpotwoswu mpueanuil uiisx, HOKA3aHull y Uo2o pobomax («3azanvha meopis
sauuamocmi, giocomka i epouteiin), Keiinc supobus ceoe OauenHs eKOHOMIUHUX [ CYCRITbHUX A8UW 5K
AHANIMUYHO BYHKYIOHANbHUL AHATI3, @ MAKONC OCIAMOYHO 3PYIUHYEAB N02IUHY CNPOMOICHICMb Gipu nt00ell
¥y 30amuicmy GiNbHOI PUHKOBOI E€KOHOMIKU ABMOMAMUYHO NIOMPUMYEAMU NOBHY 3AUHAMICMb, GU3HAUUS
MONCIUBOCTI  BNIUBY PESYNIOBAHHA 2POUL0B020 00i2y HA YIHU, eKCHOpMm, iMNnopm, GUpOOHUYUL npoyec
i 3aunamicms Hacenenus. Hessadxcarouu Ha Kpumuky 1io2o meopemuyHux OOKA3i8, HAGIMb 1020 ONOHEeHMU
noeoduaucs, wo idei Ketinca 3000ynu niomeeposicenus Ha npaxmuyi. Hanpuxinyi cmammi nagoosamucs
oyinku 0ocrioddicenv Ketinca agmopamu i 8UeHUMU 3 PISHUMU NOSTAOAMU.

Knrouoei cnosa: Ketinc, no6i npunyunu 6 eKOHOMIYHIU HAYYI, KEUHCIAHCMBO, eKOHOMIKA, eKOHOMIUHA
meopis.
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