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METHODOLOGICAL BASIS OF ECONOMIC GEOGRAPHY
(part 1)

B.0. Yepnos. METOJOJIOI'TYHI 34CAJIH EKOHOMIYHOI FTEOPTA®IL Cbv0200mi 2no6anvi exonomiuHi 3MiHu 6UMA-
2aromy supiutyeamu 6a2amo nUMansb, N08 A3AHUX He MINbKU 3 YOOCKOHANEHHAM HOGIMHIX MEXHONO02I 8 NPOMUCTIOBOCHI, CLILCLKOMY
eocnooapcmsi, ane i 8 coyianvhil cgepi po3s a3anHi npodrem SHYmpiwHIX i 308HIWHIX Miepayill Hacenenus. Lli numanna 0o 60-x
pp- XX cm. 6x00unu cKkiadosorw uYacmuHo 00 eKOHOMIuHOi ceocpadhii. Exonomiuna ceocpagia y yeil nepiod 0ocsena 3HAYHUX
yenixis, Oyna 6UHaAHa He MibKU y Hawliti Kpaini, a u 3a pyoesicem. CeIOUeHHAM Yb0o20 MPIyMQy OYIU MIdCHAPOOHI HAYKOBI KOH@ e-
penyii ma wucnenni nyonikayii. Ilicis mpusanoi ouckycii ekonomiuna ceoepagis ax oKpema camoCmiliHa HAYKa nepecmand iCHy8a-
mu. Tomy nocmana npobnema 3’ SICY8AHHA CYUACHO20 CMAMYCy eKOHOMIUHOL ceozepaii 6 cucmemi ceoepa@iunux HAYK, OCKIIbKU Ys
HAyKa, Ha OYMKY OKpeMux ceozpaie, smpamuia camocmiliHicmes i Cmaia neHUM npuoamrkom cycninvrol eeoepagii. Hacnpasoi
B0HA € CAMOOOCMAMHBOIO HAYKOI. [{151 008€0eHHA Yb020 MEEPONHCEHHA HAMIYEHT WAAXU NOOATLUUUX OOCTIONCEHD.

Knwuoei cnosa: exonomiuna zeocpaghis, coyianvha, coyiaibHO-eKOHOMIUHA, CYCRITbHA 2e02paqhis, 83aEM038 aA3KU | 6NUEl,
Kpu3sa eeozpagii, OUcKycis, mpama camocmitiHoCmi, H08i 00CTIONHCEHH.

B.O. Yepnos. METOJOJIOTHYECKHE OCHOBBI SKOHOMHYECKOH I'EOTPA®HH. Ce200ns 2no6aivhuie s5K0H0-
MudecKue usMeHeHus: mpeoylom peuienuss MHO2UX BONPOCO8, CEA3AHHBIX He MOIbKO C YCOBEPULCHCMBOBAHUEM HOBEUUUX MEeXHOA02UlL
6 NPOMBIUIECHHOCMU, CENbCKOM X035icmee, HO U 8 chepe peuienusi npoodiemM GHYMPEHHUX U GHEWHUX MUuspayuil HaceneHus. dmu
sonpocwl 00 60-x 2e. XX 6. Obiau cocmagHoll 4acmuvlo dKOHOMUYECKOU 2eozpaguu. Dxonomuyeckas eeoepadus 8 s3mom nepuoo 0o-
Ccmuena 3HaYUmMenbHbIX YCnexos, Oblia NPUHAHA He MOIbKO 6 Hawiell cmpate, HO u 3a pybescom. Ceudemenbcmeom smozo mpuympa
ObLIU MENCOYHAPOOHbIEe HayuHble KOHpepenyuu u MHozouuciennvle nybrukayuu. [locne npodonicumensvroil OUCKYCCUU IKOHOMUY e-
cKas 2eocpaus Kax omoenvbHas camoCmoamenvHas Hayka nepecmana cywecmsosams. 1109momy 03HUKIA npobrema blACHeHUs
COBPEMEHHO20 CTNAMYCA IKOHOMUYECKOU 2e0epaghuil NOIONHCEHUS CPedU eCnecmeeHHO-00UeCm8eHHbIX HAYK, NOCKOIbKY dMd HAYKA,
10 MHEHUIO OMOENbHbIX 2e02pahos, NOMepsia CamoCmMoamMeIbHOCb U CMAld ONpederéHHbIM OONOIHEeHUeM 0OuecCmeeH ol 2eo-
epaguu. Ha camom Oene oma aensaemcs camocmosmenvHol HAYKou. [na 00Ka3ameibcmea 3mo20 YmMEepiCOeHuss HameyeHsl nymu
OanbHeuuux uccie0o8anuil.

Knrouesvie cnosa: sxonomuyeckas ceocpaghus, coyuanbHas, COYUaibHo — IKOHOMUYECKas, obuecmseennas ceocpadusi, 63au-
MOCGA3U U GNUSHUSL, KPUUC 2e02papuu, OUCKYCCUsl, NOMePst CAMOCMOSMENbHOCMU, HOBbLE UCCIeO08AHUS.

Verify the meaning of words, and you will save  creasing role of social science research has become

the mankind from half of their delusions.  more evident in providing nation-building, econom-

(Rene Descartes) ¢ restructuring in conditions of almost absolute pri-

vatization, commodity and market relations, sudden

enhancement of social economic directions, incredi-

bly fast growth of social inequality, disastrous de-
cline of agriculture, aggravated political processes.

Under these conditions, «there was a need, on

the one hand, to strengthen the theoretical, especial-

ly methodological and methodical potential of the

national geographic science that would allow it as

the geography of many developed countries to put

Today, as a result of the accelerating processes
in the state and its economy restructuring there is a
requirement for not only the fundamental changes in
geographic science but also in the disproportion be-
tween natural, historical and social directions in ge-
ography. More active development of the social ge-
ography in foreign countries is explained by the
market needs, profits, competitions, social inequali-
ty. But now all these have come to our state. An in-
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and solve the most complex problems of environ-
ment, territorial aspects of social and economic de-
velopment and the interrelation of the natural condi-
tions, economy, culture, health and social well-
being of a man. On the other hand, there is a com-
plicated problem of active inclusion of geographic
science in solving many practical problems of social
revolution on the extremely difficult and rich for
unpredictable events of the present stage of its de-
velopment» [9, p. 8]. Certainly, there may be an
immediate opinion that an important role has to be
played by economic geography, but the priority is
given to social geography. There is a problem of
finding out a status of economic geography in the
contemporary rapidly changing world.

Analysis of the latest researches and publica-
tions. Scientists study mainly problems of social
geography but they don’t leave behind attention to
economic geography, in particular: M.D. Pistun
«Theoretical Basics of Social Geography» (1996);
O.H. Topchiev «Basics of Social Geography»
(2001); O.l. Shablii «Basics of Social Geography»
(2012), and others. O.1. Shablii developed his classi-
fication of social sciences, which united 61 sciences,
he referred to economic geography as «a block of
main disciplines, alongside with geography of popu-
lation, social and political geography» [27, p.
20-21].

However, O.H. Topchiev ambiguously affirms
that «soviet «economic geography» gradually has
been transforming for the past ten years» from an
independent science first in «economic and social»
and later in «social and economic». Nowadays, this
transformation comes to its logical conclusion,
namely: from «social geography» in which econom-
ic geography is one of the components of social ge-
ography» [25, p. 179]. But, O.H. Topchiev, in an-
other work on the geosphere, notes that «additional
derivatives of geosphere are possible. For example,
sociosphere can differentiate in economy sphere
(social production processes), and in the sphere of
spiritual lifey [26, p. 79]. Thus, we can say that as a
result of the complex and lengthy scientific way
economic geography lost its independence.

The purpose of research is to determine the
current status of economic geography, which in the
opinion of some economic geographers has lost its
independence and has become an addition to other
social geographical sciences, although these scienc-
es have not yet fully established today or have insuf-
ficient theoretical and methodological grounds but
economic geography is included in their structure.

The research objectives are to establish the
causes of economic geography changing meaning in
the system of geographical sciences.

Statement of the main material. Philosophy, as
the science of the general principles of being and

knowledge, the essence and general natural laws,
society and thought, forms the general system views
on the world and place of a man in it. Philosophy,
acting as a general methodology of the objective
knowledge world, gives every science a chance, in
particular economic geography, to ground its own
methodological basis. Today, the favourable condi-
tions have developed for such grounds.

Firstly, the progressive development of philos-
ophy with its inherent systemic vision of the world
has led to the isolation of geographical landscapes,
the essence grounds of geographical surface of the
Earth, ways of existence which is the geographical
form of the matter motion. Conversion from geolog-
ical form of the matter motion in geography allows
to study the history of geography origin that ex-
plains the theory of geography and is actively
formed.

Secondly, the philosophical categories of gen-
eral, special and individual enable geographers to
study the object of geography — the geographical
surface of the Earth, that for its complexity gives
way except for philosophy, — at three levels: global
or planetary (general physical geography), regional
or state (regional geography) and local (regional
ethnography). A dialectical method, as the methodo-
logical basis of knowledge of the natural and social
reality, «in relation to scientific knowledge performs
the integration and unifying function, overcoming
apparent at first glance the incompatible and the op-
posite of natural and scientific and social
knowledge, identifying internal unity, universality
of these different spheres of human knowledge, ex-
plaining it as a reflection of the material unity of the
world, which is in the process of continuous move-
ment and development» [8, p. 7]. This allows the
theory of geography «to plunge into the essence of
the research objects, to remove the imaginary inde-
pendence of separate phenomena, to lead them to an
internal basis as a manifestation of the inner nature
of the geographic relationship system» [20, p. 17].

Geography is the science about «the laws of
space-time systems development, which are formed
on the earth’s surface (on a scale of general geo-
graphic and thematic maps) in the process of inter-
action between nature and society, the methods of
regulation of these systems and their management.

«Space-time system is a landscape and land-
scaped areas, oceans and seas, river basins, lake hol-
lows, biogeocoenoses, territorial and production
systems (complexes), industrial hubs and industrial
areas, economic areas, transport networks and sys-
tems, the city as a system and system of cities, areas
of settlement, resort areas, etc. Each of these sys-
tems has to be examined in interaction of nature and
society,that is the essence of all geographic science,
its unity and integrity» [23, p. 11].
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Today, to understand the unity of geography
and to find out individuality of the objects to study
physical and economic geography in this unity is
extremely difficult, because most geographers have
not consensus of opinion. This refers particularly to
economic geography: today, it is unknown what
status it has. Has economic geography stopped to
perform its functions yet and become an insignifi-
cant addition to other sciences? And what kind of
science is it at present: social, social and economic,
social or still economic and geographic?

These questions ought to be studied and ascer-
tain a place of science in the system of natural and
social sciences. They are basic to the methodologi-
cal justification. Without solving the main problem,
it is not possible to solve partial ones, as the one
«who takes to solve partial problems without solv-
ing the general, nevertheless will face these general
problems» [15, p. 368]. However, it is important not
to let this problem be «lost in a lot of other problems
or a huge variety of contrary opinions; the most im-
portant here is to approach the question in terms of
research, namely not forget the underlying historical
ties, to look at this problem from the viewpoint of
the historical origin of the known phenomenon, the
main stages in its development, and that is actual for
it today» [16, p. 67].

In the middle of the 60-s of the XX century the
theory of economic geography was put forward by
M.M. Baranskyi’s ideas, and his followers quietly
rested on their laurels; it affirmed that «economic
geography plays a more important role in the socie-
ty. This is well illustrated by the International Geo-
graphical Congress for the last ten years in which
economic geography was and remains a widely
acknowledged «Queen» [28, p. 5].

However, the situation changed dramatically in
the 70-th years. The powerful attack began on eco-
nomic geography, its existence as an independent
science was questioned, since the economic geogra-
phers did not understand the differentiation of geo-
graphic science and thus, expressed their criticism
towards it, namely:

1) economic geography is «in crisis situationy
because of «its ill-founded methodology», ill-
defined of the scientific research subject, «insuffi-
ciently shown up of an inherent mechanism of eco-
nomic and geographic processes and phenomenay,
and its coordinating and integrating role in solving
interdisciplinary problems of rational use, the envi-
ronment protection and its preservation «gradually
goes to economists, and not the economic geogra-
phers» [1, p. 14];

2) economic geography lacks the «highest level
of its content, similarly, general natural geography»
[20, p. 144; 7, p. 305; 22, p. 24];

3) the state of economic geography «is not up
to the level as a number of related sciences and
practice needs» [20, p. 148] and it falls behind of
life [17];

4) «a spatial (territorial) approach is caused by
«sprawling» economic geography because of ill-
defined research subject» [5, p. 288]. As to the crisis
of economic geography, foreign geographers ex-
pressed, too [29; 30].

What happened with such, at first sight, pros-
perous science as economic geography? The reason
was in ideologization.

Ideologization of all geography was manifested
in different forms. «The fight with various «ideolog-
ical» movements affected adversely the develop-
ment of geography in the 30-s-50-s years of the XX
century. The fundamental ideas of geography were
declared by scholasticism, a man always was op-
posed to nature. Anthropogeography and demogra-
phy were defeated and political geography was de-
pressed» [9, p. 63].

In the 40-s years of the XX century «Leningrad
affair» was falsified, «the defeat of Leningrad Uni-
versity was organized by A.A. Voznesenskyi, the
fight with «rootless cosmopolitan» was started.
Ya.S. Edelshtein, an outstanding geographer, died in
prison, V.M. Shtein, Dean of the Geography Faculty
of LSU, was repressed» [6, p. 128].

At this time orientation of all geography was
unilaterally pragmatic, especially its social sphere.
«The dogmatism and blindness following the lead-
ers’ instructions prospered in geographic science.
Narrow regional studies were encouraged,they pur-
sued specific objectives, without considering gen-
eral problems of science, without searching and
analysis of the objective laws of the natural envi-
ronment and society development » [10, p. 7].

In the 60-s of the XX century «a thaw» began,
but it quickly passed, creating a period of «stagna-
tion» in which all the negative trends extended in
geographical science. These are: «antistate and anti-
social personnel policy, creation of privileged «no-
menclature» caste in science, political ban on the
profession, in other words, science did not allow for
talent and questioning to develop. «Dissidents» had
not been shot yet, but they were persecuted and sent
to «mental hospitals» and denaturalized» [6, p. 129].

As V.M. Kaotliakov noted, the result of the
aforesaid «was the de-intellectualization of science;
in the USSR geography began to dramatically lag
behind the world level in many positions. This is
especially evident in areas of social geography.
Most studies were conducted «in the interest» of
BAM, transfer of the river flow, etc. These studies
led to the loss of culture of scientific work facilitat-
ing separation of Geography from the fundamental
sciences... Theoretical analysis was largely of scho-
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lastic character, and mostly was grounded in the
foreign works that had been recognized (D. Harvey,
P. Haggett, R.Johnston and others)» [10, p.7].
Moreover, the distortion of the scientific normal
form activity «opened the way for causal scientists,
but with good questionnaire and well-connected
with the local elite. If we take into consideration that
corruption, bribery, dressing, protectionism, sec-
tionalism penetrated in science, you can imagine
how polluted it was by careerists, ignorant people
and hoodwinkers. However, these figures had got all
the advantages of geography at international scien-
tific forums» [6 p. 129]. Here, the foreign geogra-
phers’ dictums should be remembered. For example,
an outstanding French geographer said about the
state of the world geography: «Crisis? — Certainly, it
is! The scientific discipline that does not know a
crisis, will fall into slumber, begin to die... So if you
want — a crisis! The crisis has its positive and nega-
tive phenomenax [14, p. 6-7].

If we take into consideration the fact that at this
time in the world scientific geographical literature
denoted that the economic geography was in a deep
long crisis, as well as all geographical science [6, p.
97; 18, p. 17], we can only imagine the confused
state of the economic geographers who suddenly
found themselves on the complicated way. Not
much remained in this science, as it comes from the
criticism of economic geography, namely: «meth-
odological basis» is absent in it, «object is not clear-
ly defined», «higher level of its content is not suf-
ficed», «it does not correspond to the needs of the
practice», it lags behind life, etc.

It is interesting to note that everybody was sat-
isfied with such scientific development. For exam-
ple, 100 collections on «Problems of geography»
were issued by Moscow Affiliate of the Geograph-
ical Society of the USSR for 30 years (1946-1976),
among of them 16 related to economic geography,
10 — population geography and geographical areas,
2 — geography of services and geography of tourism
[24, p. 227]. Economic geographers were untrou-
bled, and suddenly they found out that the cause of
all that was economic geography!

Analysis of publications on economic geogra-
phy for all these years has shown that in economic
geography everything was grounded by these same
authors. Then a question arises: Has economic geog-
raphy as science exhausted itself? But is it so? It
appears that there is some truth in this because
«gradually modern economic geography was accu-
mulating new facts which did not fit into the frame-
work of the existing concept, formed critical posi-
tions in relation to the existing theoretical principles,
and new socio-economic and geo-environmental
situations demanded new solutions» [19, p. 155].
But there were no new solutions.

After a short time, «new solutions» came out of
wastes of history and it was called sociologization
of science.

In principle, this change of the research direc-
tion should be considered as a natural phenomenon,
since it reflects the new social order of society,
which coincided with the beginning of social prac-
tice sociologization.

Sociologization is a general direction of all sci-
ences and social practice, closely connected with
humanization, which manifests itself in increasing
attention to the social aspects of development. In the
30-s years of the XX century, M. Baranskyi wrote
about the need in sociologization of geography. In
this period anthropogeography and demography de-
velopment was interrupted in the former USSR, and
all «unnatural» geography was practically led to the
study of the economic sphere of the society. Then
sociologization was «choked», it was explained by
the industrial development of economy and scien-
tific dogmas and bans that existed after the defeat of
anthropogeography and demographics. Thus, «pro-
duction definition of the essence of economic geog-
raphy where the population was seen as a labor re-
source and some masses which consume industrial
products and food» was formed for many years and
attached to the geographical science and responsible
scientists [17, p. 23].

In late 60-s — early 70-s of the XX century, at
first, sociologization of science suffered «doubtful
revival», and then there was a «more rapid» devel-
opment. Ya.S. Nymmyk, exploring the basic theo-
retical problems of sociologization in economic ge-
ography and the formation of social and economic
geography, cleared up that in 1968 Yu.H. Saushkin
(«the socio-economic territorial system» and «socio-
economic spatial system») and A.M. Kolotiievskyi
with the Tartu’s scientists («the socio-economic ter-
ritorial complex» and «sOCi0-economic region»)
introduced the foundations of a conceptual fund [19,
p. 155].

Later, in the 70-s years of the XX century, such
outstanding economic geographers as N.T.
Ahafonov, E.B. Alaiev, S.B. Lavrov, V.V. Pokshy-
shevskyi and others affirmed that economic geogra-
phy should be called socio-economic or even wider
— the social science [2; 13; 21]. S.B. Lavrov and
N.T. Ahafonov, analyzing the actual problems of
economic geography at the XXIII International Ge-
ographical Congress (IGC, 1976), noted that we
should distinguish the social and economic geogra-
phy as an independent science. After S.B. Lavrov
and H.V. Sdasiuk, describing the development of
modern economic and social geography, noted that
«the leading role of the modern world geography
belongs to social and economic problems» [14,
p. 6; marked in bold by the author]. The authors af-
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firmed that «the underlying sociologization process-
es pervade all economic geography, make it eco-
nomic and social, and they are two inextricably
linked into one subsystem of geographical sciences.
Not non-social economic phenomena. Not «non-
social» economic development» [14, p. 10]. There-
fore, vast majority of the economic geographers
were surprised by the results of the XXIII Interna-
tional Geographical Congress because in some ge-
ographers’ domestic and foreign reports, «with all
the differences in methodologies dominant, was the
idea of «sociologization» of economic geography
and the formation of social and economic geogra-
phy» [12, p. 4]. And since the beginning of the 80-s
years of the XX century in scientific articles and
works it was confidently noted that in the 70-s «eve-
rywhere economic geography is social and eco-
nomic» [14, p. 11; underlined and marked in bold
by B. Chernov]. All this is cleared up quite evident-
ly in the scientific views of E.B. Alaiev.

Thus, after the Congress E.B Alaiev was first to
carefully admit that the term «economic geography»
in relation to the discipline, as it is treated in sci-
ence, is narrow compared with the contents of the
scientific discipline; in any case, the term «socio-
economic geography» might be more perfecty [2,
129]. And in 1980, the scientist categorically (ex-
pression of Nymmyk S.Ya.) affirmed: «Now it is

time to emphasize that domestic economic geogra-
phy has transformed into social and economic geog-
raphy» [3, 89; underlined by B. Chernov]. However,
any justification was not said by the author.

But then some adherents appeared which sup-
ported «birth» and existence of socio-economic ge-
ography extremely emotionally. N.K. Mukitanov,
Z.E. Dzenis, Yu.V. Porosionkov, M.D. Sharyhin,
S.A. Kovaliov and others wrote about the need of
socio-economic geography development. Analyzing
these publications, S.Ya. Nymmyk noted that, for
example, N.K. Mukitanov confined only a general
statement of the need of social geography as the on-
ly true way of geographical knowledge sociologiza-
tion. Z.E. Dzenis correctly spoke of the need to
ground the research objects of social and socio-
economic geography, but he did not substantiate
them. The actual problems of content and methodo-
logical problems of socio-economic geography have
not been considered by other researchers.

The actual methodological question remains
unclear: how geographic science correlates with
economic geography, social, socio-economic and
political geography. These methodological construc-
tions hide internal inconsistency that defines the
relationship between the sciences. The answers to
these and other questions require further thorough
study.
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