ypOaHnizoBanux Teputopi. 11 ekoaorivHuM BiIOUTKOM MiCTa PO3YMIETHCS «ILIOIIA,
o 3abe3neuyye Horo >KUTTENISIBHICTD, 1 Mipa «HaBaHTAXEHHS» Ha MPUPOIY, SKa
BUHHMKA€E B PE3yJbTaTl 3aJ0BOJICHHS PI3HOMAHITHUX MOTPeO0 MICHKUX MEIIKAHIIIB)»
[2].

B3aemMOBIUIMB 1 B3a€EMONPOHUKHEHHS OCHOBHUX c(ep KUTTEASUIBHOCTI
JIOJJMHU — COIIJIbHOI, €KOJIOTIYHOI Ta €KOHOMIYHOI cdep, BaXKKO BHUSBHUTH, aje
3ryOHO HE BpaxOBYBATH MpPU JOBIOCTPOKOBOMY CTpATEriuHOMY IJIaHYBaHHI.
HeBpaxyBaHHS K €KOHOMIYHOTO YMHHUKA MOKE MPUBECTU JI0 3arpo3u 30epexeHHs
3a3HayeHuX 00'exTiB. HeoOXinHOI YMOBOIO JJisi CTAJOr0 PO3BUTKY ypOaHI30BaHHUX
TEPUTOPi, IO J03BOJSE 3aJOBOJIBHUTH IMOTPEOM HUHINIHLOTO TIOKOJIHHS 1 HE
CTaBUThH M1J] 3arpo3y NOTpeOu MalOyTHIX MOKOJIIHb.

Takum ynHOM, YpOaHi30BaH1 TEPUTOPIi a0 MICTa XapaKTEPU3YIOTHCS CKIIATHOIO
O0aratopyHKIIIOHAJTBHOI TEpPUTOpiaIbHOIO oOpranizamicro. [lpu mepexomi 10
MOCTIHAYCTPIi BOHM HE TUIbKU HE BTPAyalOTh CBO€T MPUBAOIMBOCTI, 8 30UTBLIYIOTH ii.
VYpbanizoBaH1 TepUTOPii HE MaIOTh KOHKPETHOTO BU3HAYCHHS, OJHAK BIAPI3HAIOTHCS
B3a€EMOIPOHUKHEHHAM TPhOX chep — COLIaIbHOI, €KOJOrYHOI Ta €KOHOMIYHOI, 3
TAUPYIOYUMHU IHTEPECaMU JIFOUHU.

B 3B'3ky 3 1uM, B JaHuUWd 4Yac HAWOUIbII aKTyaJIbHUM 1 HPOJYKTUBHHUM
MIAXOAOM 10 BHUBYEHHS, aHali3y, JOBTOCTPOKOBOIO IUIAHYBaHHS 1 YIpaBIiHHSA
ypOaHI30BaHUMHU TEPUTOPIIMH 3ATUIIAETHCA KIACHUYHUM €KOHOMIKO TeorpadidyHuii
MIAX1, SIKAA OM PO3TIIsAaB MICTO SIK HUIICHY TEPUTOPIaIbHY COIIaIbHO-€KOJIOT14HO-
€KOHOMIYHY CUCTEMY.
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As a beginning lets discuss a theoretical and essential concept of the subject.
Every city in a world in a process of their everyday life faces problems, which
appear as a result of different activities of enterprises,citizens, and their
infrastructure. Let's define a cause, effect, and heart for each of these exemplary
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participants. Enterprises presented as a business organization, which is aimed at
producing goods and provision of services.

Inside this part, we talk about recycling — second time using resources which is
already was used by plants and factories. Recycling is also can be used for waste
products of citizens. As for these part, primarily we talk about sorting waste by
categories, for example glass, plastic, paper etc.

Now we can talk about the ways how to in our opinion cities can improve their
resources usage efficiency. First of all, let's define essential notions. Starting
Resources (SR) it’s a different material or any other things which are used by
enterprises and factories in process of their activity. The second one is Already
Worked off Resources (AWR) its materials and waste which is appeared in the result
of production process and can’t be used by the enterprise for another goal, AWR
also can be called as trash.

Every City has own set of SR and AWR which is used and thrown out by local
enterprises. Local area can be understood not only as a City Area, in additional it’s a
factory and manufactures in the immediate area around, which is can interact with
City Infrastructure. The main point is a built a 2-layer infrastructure which will work
with AWR of different users and compare it's to SR of other users, as a result, a huge
part of a material which was trash before using this infrastructure can be used as SR
by other enterprises (for example huge woodworking factory of the furniture factory,
only using their AWR can provide much of needed SR for some amount of cutlery
and toys manufacture). Built up of the first layer, starts from prepare and conduct a
team of professionals which is been aimed at analyzing all of registered factories and
manufactures to compare their SR and AWR and make a database, which shows
expediency of launching Sustainability Infrastructure Project.

On the second layer, we must provide analyze of waste which produced and
going to trashes by citizens, sure these steps require separate garbage collection. But
here is, inside trash, a specialist can also find some of SR for different factories, for
example, New Year Trees which is going to trash after holidays every year can be
delivered to the firewood manufacture, etc. So second layer infrastructure require
waste sorting and analysis of waste product to improving recycling, and positive
effect on citizen footprint.

For the completion. Let's name and point motivation, or in other words
underline WHY our Cites need's a Sustainability Infrastructure. Using the Open Data
platform of Global Footprint Network, we can find information about Biocapacity
per person and Ecological Footprint per person, if calculate the difference of these
indexes, we can easily know how much every country effect on world ecology.

For better understanding of FOOTPRINT we must talk about GDP, more
precisely about part of harmful industries inside every country GDP. Effective
sustainable usage of recources give a way for a countree to make much bigger
industries with lower FOOTPRINT. About BIOCAPACITY, it’s a index which
depends of the area of the country, and show us how much of AWR can be trashed.

In recent analyses conducted in the 2014 year, scientists count that for
producing $0.350 trillion (2015@indexMundi) GDP Ukraine effect on world with
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1.76 Footprint compare to number of earth, as for France, they effect 2.79 Footprint
for producing $2.75 trillion (2015@indexMundi). Using a simple counting we can
decide that for producting 1 trillion GDP Ukraine is use in 5 time's more
FOOTPRINT then France.

Compeering of Ukraine and France is objective because biocapacity of both
countries is equal 2,7(opendata@Global Footprint network). These counting shows
up necessity of improving Ukrainian industry and bussines rules up to European
standards and higher.

INDIE ECONOMICS: NEW ECONOMICS PARADIGM

I. V. POKUTSA, PhD

O. M. Beketov National University of

Urban Economy in Kharkiv,

Marshala Bazhanova St, Kharkiv, 61002, Ukraine
pokutsa@ubkr.net

Economics today is beginning to look like an expensive knowledge-producing
conveyor. This is a high-budget industry represented by large highly specialized
groups of authors with research funds which increases every year (Table 1). This
situation in modern economics, not only in Ukraine but also in the EU countries,
creates high entrance barriers in science for motivated and skillful individual
researchers.

Besides it leads to government and private monopolies in science and large
scientific organizations and communities’ consolidation (Fig. 1); educational
institutions dependence on budget funding. As a result, these processes lead to
deficiency in economics with new ideas, approaches and methods, causing its
centralization, technocratic narrowly focused specialization depending on funding.

Table 1 — R&D by sector, EU-28, 2006-2016, (%, relative to GDP)*

R&D Sector 2006 |2007 (2008 (2009 |2010 |2011 |2012 (2013 |2014 |2015 |2016

Business enterprise

12| 1,12 | 1,16 | 1,19 | 1,19 | 1,24 | 1,27 | 1,28 | 1,30 | 1,31 | 1,32
sector

Government sector | 0,23 | 0,23 | 0,24 | 0,26 | 0,25 | 0,25 | 0,25 | 0,25 | 0,24 | 0,24 | 0,23

Higher education

0,39 | 0,40 | 0,42 | 0,46 | 0,47 | 0,46 | 0,47 | 0,47 | 0,47 | 0,47 | 0,47
sector

Private non-profit
sector

0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02 | 0,02

* Retrieved from: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

The solution of the problem can be a new flexible and transparent concept of
economics: the ‘indie-economics’ paradigm as opposed to ‘traditional economics’.
The closest semantic terms to ‘indie-economics’ are °‘indie-culture’ and ‘indie-
capitalism’. ‘Indie capitalism’ was implemented by B. Nussbaum [1] as socially
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