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ARCHETYPAL FOUNDATIONS OF THE
DOMESTIC ECONOMY TRANSFORMATION

Abstract. The author's vision of the institutional nature of social transfor-
mations taking into account the influences of existing archetypes is presented.
The conceptual and categorical analysis of an institute, institutionalism, and
societal transformations is offered to prove the ideas. In particular, theoretical
and methodological institutional aspects that directly influence on the course of
social transformations in Ukrainian society are considered, taking into account
the influence of archetypes. According to the results of a conceptual-categorical
analysis, the basic properties of institutionalism which include time lag , sys-
tem, set of rules — formal, informal, determined by social archetypes are identi-
fied. The purpose is to form a structure of social interaction, under which the
mechanisms are laid and social transformations can take place. Based on the
generalization of theoretical approaches, it was found that the institute, creating
a symbiosis with archetypes, is a system of formal and informal socio-economic
rules, which are determined by the powerful duality of both long and short-term
goals, limiting the relationship between individuals in economic, legal, socio-eco-
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nomic, innovation spheres and help to identify the historical conditions under
which the socio-economic mechanisms of social transformation are created. It
is suggested to consider the Institutional-archetypal approach as a ruling one
in distinguishing the general and special path of country’s development, since
there is an individual national matrix, which was formed under the influence
of archetypes. It is concluded that the problem of ensuring the sustainability of
socio-economic processes in society at the existence of public transformations
implying the existence of an institutional-archetypal matrix but the considera-
tion of problems of institutional influence on transformational processes, occur-
ring in Ukraine lacks a comprehensive vision taking into account the impact of
social archetypes,providing timely establishment of thorough scientific concepts
relating to institutional theory that defines the archetypal social transformation
under the influence.
Keywords: institutions, institutionalism, social transformations, archetypes.

APXETHIIHI OCHOBU IHCTHTYHIOHAJII)HOf
TPAHCO®OPMAIII BITYN3HAHOI EKOHOMIKI

Awnoranis. IIpencraBieHo iHCTUTYIIOHATBHY TPUPOJY CYCIIJIBHUX TPaH-
copmartiii 3 ypaxyBaHHAM BILUIMBIB iCHyIOUMX apxeTutiB. /[ moBeneHHs
JIYMOK 3allpOIIOHOBAHO MOHATIHHO-KAaTeropiaJbHUN aHasi3 IHCTUTYTY, iIHCTHU-
TYIIOHAJMI3MY, CyCHIJIbHUX TpaHcdopMaliil. 3o0KkpeMa, BU3HAUYEHO TEeOpeTH-
KO-METOJI0JIOTIYHI IHCTUTYIIOHAJIbHI acleKTH, [0 NIPSIMO BIUIMBAIOTh Ha Xijl
CyCHiJTbHUX TpaHchopMalliii B YKpaiHCbKOMY CYCITIJIbCTBI 3 ypaxXyBaHHSIM
BIIJINBY apXeTHIiB. 3a pe3yabTaTaMy MOHATIHHO-KAaTErOPiaJbHOTO aHaJi3y BU-
3Ha4Y€HO OCHOBHI BJIACTUBOCTI IHCTUTYIIIOHAJI3MY, a came: YaCOBUI Jiar; CUCTe-
MY, CYKYIHICTh IpaBuJa — (GopmMaibHUX, HeOpPMaJbHUX, SIKi BU3HAYAIOTHCS
CYCHIJIBHUMU apXeTullaMu; MeTy — (popMyBaHHS CTPYKTYPHU COIliaJibHOI B3a-
€MO/Ii1, 32 IKO1 MOXKYTb 3aKJIaJlaTuCs MeXaHi3MU Ta 3/[1IMCHIOBATUCS CYCIIJIbHI
Tpancgopmarii. Ha ocHOBI y3arajibHEHHST TEOPETUUHUX ITIAXOIB 3'SICOBAHO,
10 iHCTUTYT, CTBOPIOI0YM cMOi03 i3 apXeTuamu siBJsie cob6oto cucremy hop-
MaJIbHUX Ta HedOPMaJbHUX COIIaJIbHO-€KOHOMIYHMX IIPaBUJI, sIKi BU3Haya-
I0THCSI TTOTY’KHOIO JIBOEJHICTIO SIK JJOBTOTEPMIHOBHUX, TaK 1 KOPOTKOYACHUX 11i-
Jieii, o 0O6MeXKYIOTh BIIHOCHMHY MiX 1HAMBiZaMU B eKOHOMIYHIH, cOIiabHiii,
MpPaBOBili, COIiaIbHO-eKOHOMIUHIH, IHHOBaIiliHi chpepax Ta CIPULIOTh BU3HA-
YeHHIO iICTOPUYHUX YMOB, 3a IKUX CTBOPIOIOTHCS COIliaJIbHO-eKOHOMIYHI MeXa-
HI3MU CYCHIJIBHUX TpaHcdopMalliil. 3alporoHOBAHO PO3TIsAIaTH [HCTUTYIII-
OHAJIbHO-APXETUITHUI MiAXi/ SK BU3HAYAJIbHUI IIPU BU3HAYEHHI 3arajbHOrO
i 0COOIMBOTO MIJISIXY PO3BUTKY KPAiHU, OCKIJIbKU TepeabadyaeThest iCHYBaHHS
IHAWBIIyaITbHOI HAIIIOHAJIBHOI MaTPHILi, 1110 cchopMyBaJiacs Iiji BIJINBOM apXe-
tunis. JloBeneno, mo npobiema 3abe3neyeH s CTajl0CTi COlialbHO-eKOHOMIY-
HUX TIPOTIECIB y CYCHIIBCTBI MPHW iCHYBaHHI CYCIiJIBHUX TpaHcdopmaliiii re-
peabayae icHyBaHHSI IHCTUTYIIHO-apXeTUITHOI MaTpulli. Po3risay npobieMu
IHCTUTYIIOHAIPHOTO BILIMBY Ha TpaHchOpMaliitHi mpolecH, ki Big0yBaoTh-
cs1 B Ykpaini, 6paKye KOMIJIEKCHOTO GayeHHsI, 32 SIKOTO BPaXOBYEThCsI BILIHB
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CYCHIJIBHUX apXeTHIIiB, M0 Hepeabayae CBOEYACHICTh CTBOPEHHS TPYHTOBHOI
HAYKOBOI KOHIIEIIIii, IKa CTOCYEThCS IHCTUTYIIOHABHOI TEOPii, 1110 BU3HAUAE
CyCHiJTbHI TpaHcdOopMaIii miji BIJINBOM apXeTHIIiB.

KmouoBi cioBa: iHCTUTYTH, THCTUTYIIIOHAJI3M, CYCITJIbHI TpaHcdopMmailii,
apXEeTHUIIH.

APXETHUITHBIE OCHOBBI MTHCTUTYIIUAJIbHOM
TPAHC®OPMAIIUU OTEYECTBEHHOI 9 KOHOMUKHU

AnHotanuda. IlpezacrtaBieHo aBTOpcKoe BHEHME HWHCTUTYIHMOHATbHON
PUPO/IBI OOIIECTBEHHBIX TpaHCcHOpMAIIHil P yueTe BIAUSHUS CYIECTBYIO-
IUX apXeTUIoB. B KayecTBe JoKa3aTeIbHON 6a3bl MPEIJIOKEH KaTeropuasib-
HBIIl aHAJIW3 MOHATHUH, CBA3aHHBIX C MHCTUTYTaMH, UHCTUTYIMOHAIU3MOM,
ob61IecTBeHHBIMI TPaHChOPMATIMAMU. B 4acTHOCTH, OTIpe/ieIeHbl TEOPETUKO-
MEeTO/I0JIOTUYECKUe MHCTUTYIMOHAIbHbBIE aClIeKThl, KOTOPbIE IPSIMO BJIUSIOT
Ha X0/ 00IIeCTBEHHBIX TpaHC(hOPMAIUI B YKPAMHCKOM OOIIECTBE C YUETOM
BJIMSHUS apXeTUIoB. B pesyibraTe MOHATUHHO-KaTeTOPUAJIbHOTO aHAJIN3a
olrpe/iesieHbl OCHOBHBIE CBOMCTBA MHCTUTYIIMOHAIN3MA, @ UMEHHO: BDeMEHHOM
Jlar; CuCTeMa, COBOKYITHOCTD IpaBuJl — (hopMasibHbIX, HehOPMaIbHBIX, KOTO-
pble OTPEAEAIOTCs OOMECTBEHHBIMI apXeTUiaMu; 1ejib — (hOopMUpOBaHUE
CTPYKTYPBI COIMAJIbHOTO B3aMMO/IEHCTBUS, TP KOTOPOM MOTYT (HOpMUPO-
BATHCSI MEXAHM3MBI U OCYIIECTBJIATHCS o0IecTBeHHbIe Tpanchopmanuu. Ha
OCHOBe 000OIIEHUs] TEOPETHUECKUX TOJXO0B TOIBITOKEHO, YTO UHCTUTYT,
cosmaBasi cMMOMO3 € apXeTUIaMu, TIPEJICTaBIseT co00 cucTeMy (hopmasib-
HBIX U He(OPMATbHBIX COIMAJIbHO-9KOHOMUYECKUX IPABUJI, ONpeessseMbIX
JBYEJIMHCTBOM KaK JIOJITOCPOYHBIX, TaK U KPAaTKOCPOUHBIX IleJield, OrpaHuyu-
BAIOIIMX OTHOIIEHUS MeXAY WHAMBUIAMHU B 3KOHOMUYECKOH, COIMaJIbHOM,
IPaBOBOIl, CONMUAIbHO-9KOHOMUYECKON, MHHOBAIIMOHHOI cdepax u crnocob-
CTBYIOT OIIpejieJIeHUI0 UCTOPUYECKUX YCIOBUI, IPU KOTOPBIX (POPMUPYIOTCS
COIUATHHO-9KOHOMUYECKNE MEeXaHU3Mbl OOINIECTBEHHBIX TpaHChOPMaInii.
[Tpensoxeno paccmMaTpuBaTh MHCTUTYIHOHATbHO-APXETUITHBIN TOAXO/ Kak
OTPEIEISIIONIUI TPY BBIZIEJIEHUU 0COOOTO MyTH Pa3BUTHS TOCYIapCTBa, 1MO-
CKOJIBKY TIpejiliojiaraeTcsl CcyllleCTBOBaHME HAIMOHAJIbHOW MaTpuIlbl, cdop-
MUPOBAaBIIECs MO/ BJAUsSTHIEM apXeTunos. /lokazaHo, 4to mpobiaema obec-
MEeYeHUsT YCTOMYNBOCTU CONUATBHO-9KOHOMUYECKHUX TIPOIECCOB B OOIIECTBE
IPU CYIIECTBOBAHUK OONIECTBEHHBIX TpaHchOpMaImii Tpejrnoiaraer cyiie-
CTBOBaHMe MHCTUTYIMOHAJIbHO-apXeTUITHON MaTpuilbl. PaccmoTpenuio mpo-
6JieMbl MHCTUTYIIHOHATBHOTO BIMSHUS Ha TpaHCHOPMAIIMOHHBIE TIPOIIECCHI,
npoucxo/diue B YKpanute, He XBaTaeT KOMILJIEKCHOTO BUEHUS, IPU KOTOPOM
YUUTBIBAETCS BJAUSHUE OOIIECTBEHHBIX apXETUIIOB, YTO MPELYCMATPUBAET
CBOEBPEMEHHOCTH CO3/[aHUSI HAYYHOU KOHIENIINHU, Kacalolelcss MHCTUTYIU-
OHAJIBHOU TEOPUU, KOTOPAst OnpeesisieT 00IecTBeHHbIE TPaHCHOPMATIIH O]
BJIMSTHUEM apXeTUIIOB.

KioueBble coBa: WHCTUTYTHI, HHCTUTYIIMOHAIN3M, O0IECTBEHHBIE TPAHC-
opmaruu, apXeTuribl.
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Formulation of the problem. The
current state of the domestic economy
is determined by the reform, including
the evolution of the archetypes, in all
the spheres of life, other endogenous
and exogenous factors of influence. The
implementation of the reform is aimed
at providing profound changes in the
society, which is impossible without
understanding the methodology of
institutionalism, which underlies the
dominant archetypes, its determinants,
evolutionary laws, which allows to
clarify the actions of the social laws
and determine the course of the social
transformations. With the gradual so-
cio-economic transformations taking
place in the Ukrainian society in order
to accelerate the country’s integration
into the world economic system, the
requirements for methods of analysis
and forecasting the consequences of
decisions made in the management of
the economy are increasing. There is a
need to ensure a reliable forecasting of
the functioning of the Ukrainian econ-
omy in the short and long term, which
allows for sound decisions about stra-
tegic and tactical challenges. In this
connection, it is promising to use the
modern economic and mathematical
methods and simulation modeling to
analyze and evaluate the priorities of
the socio-economic policy of Ukraine,
with due regard to the influence of the
national archetypes. The data used for
assessment is astounding in diversity.
In particular, most scholars consider
the macroeconomic values to be the
most objective starting point for analy-
sis, but it is rather limited to account
for institutional tendencies, archetypal
manifestations, and use of factual mate-
rial, without which predictions are less

likely and socio-economic processes
occurring, the social archetypes that
determine the existence of a system of
institutional matrices, and thus affect
the social transformations, are subject
to less adjustment and influence. This
determines the relevance and timeli-
ness of the topic stated by the authors.

Analysis of the recent publica-
tions. In the writings of foreign and
domestic researchers one can find sci-
entific work devoted to the methodol-
ogy of institutionalism. In particular,
D. North [1] analyzes the institutional
changes and functioning of the econo-
my; O. A. Gritsenko [2] determines the
place of the state in the institutional
environment; O. O. Prutska [3] con-
siders the economic behaviour based
on an institutional approach, indirectly
touching the archetypes and analyzing
deregulation as a way of improving the
quality of the archetypal-institutional
environment, and others. The issue of
actualization of the institutional and
archetypal provision of the state regu-
lation of the economy needs further in-
vestigation.

The purpose of the article. Sub-
stantiation of the archetypal founda-
tions of the institutional transforma-
tion of the domestic economy as a
scientific-theoretical basis of transfor-
mational changes, taking into account
the influence of the social archetypes.

Presentation of the main material.
Recent research has attracted interest
in the study of the institutional and re-
lated archetypal influences on the level
of the social development. It cannot be
said that the issue of institutionalism
has not been addressed by scientists,
on the contrary, the number of them is
increasing every year, but the magni-
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tude of the questions, the use of mainly
foreign theoretical evidence, makes the
problem open for further research in
the national knowledge space. In par-
ticular, the foundations of the institu-
tional-archetypal were detailed in the
writings of the well-known scientists
who considered themselves to be the
followers of three waves: classical insti-
tutionalism (Veblen T., Gelbraith J. K.,
Polanyi K., etc.); neoinstitutionalism
(Buchanan J., Coase R., McNeill J.,
North D., Peyovic S., Poser R., Stigler
J., Williamson O., etc.); and modern
institutionalism (Bouye R., Nash ]J.,
Teveno L., Favro O, etc.).

In terms of the institutional ap-
proach, understanding how the econom-
ic system works, how the social trans-
formations take place requires account
of the very complex relationships be-
tween the society and the economy, that
are determined by the existence and in-
fluence of the social archetypes. The re-
lationship between them is determined
by a set of institutional constraints, that
are a form of ensuring the functioning
of the economic system. Institutions in
relation to the archetypes are the key to
understanding the relationship between
the society and the economy and the
key to the impact of these relationships
on the economic growth (or stagnation
and decline). Ultimately, institutions
are fundamental factors in the function-
ing of the economic systems in the long
run, determining the social transforma-
tion. It should be emphasized that the
continuous influence of the social ar-
chetypes, which may change the insti-
tutional matrices, is constantly taken
into account.

Under the institute A. Oliynyk
means “a set of formal, fixed in the law
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and informal, fixed in the common law,
boundaries that structure the interac-
tion of the individuals in the economic,
political and social spheres” [4, p.188].

A more common and methodologi-
cally sound definition can be found in
J. Lafta: “Institutions are understood
to mean a set of socio-economic rules
that operate under historical condi-
tions, over which individuals or groups
of individuals are largely unremark-
able, both in the short and medium
term. From an economic point of view,
these rules are intended to determine
the conditions under which the indi-
vidual or collective choice of the al-
location and use of the resources may
be exercised. In this sense, institutions,
unlike markets or organizations, do
not become mechanisms of coordina-
tion; they help to determine the socio-
historical conditions under which such
mechanisms can be laid” [5, P. 12].

Interesting is J. Lafta’s argument
about the understanding of the eco-
nomic institutions as mechanisms —
regulators of the economic functions.
The characteristic of such institutions
is “the relations that include, as appro-
priate, components of the power, force
interactions between the individuals or
their groups” [6, P. 13].

One of the founders of the institu-
tional economic theory, Veblen T. inter-
preted institutions as units of selection
in the evolutionary process of the Dar-
winist type [7, p. 13]. These research-
ers are close to identifying the impact
of the archetypes, but do not take them
into account.

In defining institutions, J. Hodgson
considers the last long-term systems of
rules that have been established and
entrenched and that give structure to




the social interactions [8, p. 11]. That
is, the definition focuses on the essence
of the system of the social rules.

Many features in common with the
preceding have the definition of Searle
J.: institute — a special type of social
structure, which includes codified rules
of interpretation and behaviour. Some
of the rules are related to the conven-
tional symbols or values, such as in the
case of money, etc. [8, P. 12].

Thus, these definitions make it pos-
sible to determine the basic properties
of institutionalism, to which we attrib-
ute a time lag — long-term or short-
term; system, set of rules — formal, in-
formal, socio-economic; the goal — the
formation of the structure of the social
interaction, a special type of social
structure, contribute to the definition
of the socio-historical conditions under
which such mechanisms that regulate
economic functions can be laid.

Based on the generalization of the
theoretical approaches, we conclude
that the institution, creating a sym-
biosis with the archetypes is a system
of formal and informal socio-economic
rules, which are determined by the
powerful unity of both long-term and
short-term, limiting the relations be-
tween the individuals in the economic,
social, legal, socio-economic, innova-
tion spheres and help to determine the
historical conditions under which the
socio-economic mechanisms of the so-
cial development are created.

The institutional-archetypal ap-
proach involves considering the eco-
nomy not as a static system, but as a
dynamic process that is constantly
in motion, changed and transformed.
“Technological ~and  institutional
changes (transformations) are the keys

to understanding the general and eco-
nomic evolution, which is appropri-
ately dependent on its path...”, — noted
D. North [1, P. 198].

The institutional-archetypal ap-
proach eliminates the question of the
general and particular path of the de-
velopment of a country, since it as-
sumes the existence of an individual
institutional matrix in each country
formed under the influence of the ar-
chetypes, namely, the interlocking of
the interconnected formal rules and in-
formal constraints that guide the coun-
try’s economy, different from the path
of development of another country.

The commonality of the borrowed
rules of the game in the countries with
different institutional systems leads
to significantly different consequenc-
es. Although the rules are the same,
but the mechanisms and practices for
monitoring the compliance with these
rules, the rules of conduct and subjec-
tive models of the actors are different.
Therefore, the real incentive system
and the subjective assessment by the
actors of the consequences of the deci-
sions made are the others.

The abstract concept of “institu-
tional matrix” logically summarizes the
various real links of the archetypes and
institutions that can be observed in re-
al life. These are legal and social norms,
rules and sanctions, conciliation pro-
cedures and laws, traditions and cus-
toms, organizations and legal acts,
etc. [7]. The specific characteristics of
each national model are defined in the
overall relationship in their structure
of the basic and complementary addi-
tional institutional matrices. Thus, in
the U-matrix coordinates the econo-
mic institutions of the market, political
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institutions of the federation (building
society, starting from the bottom of
the individual independent territorial
communities) and subsidiary values
(subsidiarity as a principle means the
priority of the individual relative to
the community of which he stands), in
which the priority of the Self over We
is fixed [8]. Here we see a sufficiently
well-defined influence of the social ar-
chetypes.

Public administration can also iden-
tify some of the problems of Ukraine’s
institutional recovery:

1. creation of conditions for the
development of “decent” public insti-
tutions that can ensure the socio-eco-
nomic development of the state;

2. formation of favourable condi-
tions for the functioning of all the
branches of the power.

The bearer of the power is the peo-
ple, but in order to realize this, institu-
tional conditions are needed, that is, it
is necessary:

3. an extensive stable system of law;

4. a powerful human rights protec-
tion system;

5. an extensive system of informing
the people.

6. law — protection of the state
structure, is: The Security Service of
Ukraine; The State Bureau of Inves-
tigation; Anti-Corruption Court; The
National Agency for the Prevention of
Corruption; the National Guard; Mi-
nistry of International Affairs;

7. institutional conditions for the
functioning of the institution of the ju-
diciary: legal protection of the rights of
the judges.

Public institutions interact with the
system of the public institutions. The
President, by virtue of his function and
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role as guarantor of the Constitution,
becomes the focus of the both systems.
The President is the guarantor of the
institutional invariant of the society.
All the activities of the guarantor of
the constitution should be aimed at
ensuring the effective, efficient and
active functioning of the branches of
the power, as fundamental archetypal
principles of the society. The role and
status of the President as the guaran-
tor of the Constitution must be secured
institutionally and be based on the ar-
chetypes.

It should be noted that an institu-
tional structure has been formed in
Ukraine that does not always fit the
matrix of its socio-economic traditions
and does not take into account the ar-
chetypes. It also does not fit either the
Anglo-Saxon model of the institutional
structure of the society or the conti-
nental one.

The characteristic features of the in-
stitutional structure of the Ukrainian
society include: the institute of anti-
law. That is, the rules of the law, if used,
are very selective.

Directing the transformation of the
institutions or resisting those that have
already formed and exerting appropri-
ate influence on the whole (space) con-
tinuum of the society. The presence of
the institutes and the links between
them creates a society invariant. This
invariant provides the self-reproduc-
tion of the system. A special place is
taken by the judiciary. All the institu-
tions are interconnected and closely
intertwined. Loss of the influence of
some of them will certainly cause deg-
radation of the others. Institutions in-
fluence the social transformations and
distort the archetypes [9, 10].




Conclusions. The generalizations of
the research suggest that the problem
of ensuring the sustainability of the so-
cio-economic processes in the society
and the correct direction of the social
transformation, firstly, is the difficult
determination of the matrix priorities
with respect to the institutional-arche-
typal matrix in the country; secondly,
the domination in Ukraine during a
certain time of the command-admi-
nistrative system has influenced the
formation of the communitarian pro-
perty not only as a public, but as arche-
typal despite the fact that the mental
factors are one of the most influential
in initiating the processes of different
nature; thirdly, when considering the
problem of the institutional impact on
the transformation processes occur-
ring in Ukraine, domestic scientists are
limited to separate works, sections in
monographs, which detracts from the
consideration of institutionalism from
the standpoint of a complex, syste-
matic, process-based approach in com-
pulsory consideration of influences of
the society that is, from the creation of
a thorough domestic scientific concept
that relates to the institutional theory
that determines the social transforma-
tions under the archetypal influence.
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