
PROPAEDEUTIC (I) – WHAT WE WANT? 

In the last decades, the economic discipline in its hypostasis of Economics (i.e. positive economic 
theory) was, and also currently is, subject of radical and massive critics not only from the non-
economists (including physicists!), but also from notorious economists, including Nobel Prize 
awarded. The perspectives of such critics are very different, starting from the conceptual bases, 
focusing on the methodological framework, and ending with the predictive potential. Of course, 
although the initial critics were been focused on the mechanical ways of economic thinking (by taking 
over the Newtonian paradigm in physics), other points became very hot in last years: the required 
interdisciplinary character of Economics, the issue of the truth in the economic field (larger: in the 
social field), the required evolutionary nature of Economics, because the evolutionary nature of the 
society, and even the requirement of a new formalism in Economics based not anymore on the 
differential equations (which indicate the cinematics only, but not the dynamics – i.e., the causality – 
in the economic process) and so on.  

Under this heading, that is now inaugurated, all such issues, questions, and problems will be 
identified, classified, and examined in order to find their justification, their rationality, and their 
potential to improve or, most radically, to lead us towards rebuilding the economic theory. In the 
same time, some critics in mirror will be delivered to the critics already thrown into the ether, in order 
to establish if some of them could stay at the basis of a conceptual and methodological reconstruction 
of Economics. This is the reason for which the heading is called „Rebuilding Economics”.  

Such a mission implies, of course, many and strong difficulties. Probably, some crucial issues staying in 
the front of the philosophy of Economics (larger: of the philosophy of social disciplines) will cannot be 
bypassed: the nature of causality in the contingent field of the economic (or social) world, the nature 
of the testability in the economic (or social) world, including an examination of the Popper’s 
falsifiability, the relations subject-object, the return to a Moral Economics (which could be named, 
without any other semantical problems, Moral Economics instead of Economics), etc.  

Fatally, the list of the issues discussed or proposed to be discussed under this heading, could be 
uncomplete or, sometimes, without a too big signification. In any case, we consider such a heading 
could incite the specialists in the philosophy of economic discipline, and not only, to examine or re-
examine the ways in which our discipline could be more appropriate to achieve its mission in 
understanding, modelling, predicting, and interpreting the economic phenomena and processes in the 
current days or, why not, to improve ourselves from the moral point of view.  

Briefly, our main aims in proposing and managing this heading can be systematized as follows: 

a. closely re-examining of the concept of economic, both from historical and logical perspectives, 
in order to delimitate it from other natural or social „animals”; 

b. trying understand the grounds of the economic phenomenon and process, especially if they 
simply happen or, by contrary, are anthropically produced (or, still, they follow a „third road” – 
a mix between natural and anthropic ways); 

c. evaluating of the mandatory interdisciplinary character of the economic theory or discipline 
(including its interferences with Thermodynamics, Biology, Quantum Mechanics, History, 
Topology and so on); 



d. putting under analysis the economic methodology in vogue, in order to extract their 
weaknesses and the virtues, taking into consideration the economic (larger: the social) 
specificity; here, some very popular tools like probabilities – and their „master”: econometrics 
–, differential equations, Gauss bell and so on, will be revisited and interpreted; 

e. re-examining the testability of the economic hypotheses, under the Popper’s aegis, in order to 
establish the appropriateness (or not) of such factual punctual testing (perfect – or not much – 
for the natural field, where the predictability is 100%); putting into discussion of a new test 
based on the confirmability procedure (Vienna Circle); 

f. revisiting of the mix between normativity and the phenomenology in economic (larger: in 
social) prediction; on a wider plan, the relationship between the teleology and eutaxiology in 
prediction could be examined; 

g. meditating on the nature and the signification of the truth in the economic (larger: in the 
social) enunciations; the economic pragmatism; 

h. critically discussing on the rationality, irrationality, and a-rationality in the economic decision 
and behavior; 

i. examining of the role of the conviction or belief in the economic behavior, outside the 
standard rationality; 

j. re-assessing the concept of the economic modelling and of the economic model, beyond the 
orthodox systems of equations; 

k. identifying the necessity, opportunity and possibility the economic theory or discipline change 
its orientation from a positive discipline (Economics) to a moral or normative one (Political 
Economics). 

Of course, following the above mentioned subjects or the suggestions coming from readers of the 
publication, other subjects of themes could be approached and debated in the marge of economic 
theory reconstruction aimed under this heading.  

Essentially, our heading aims to intellectually incite all the specialists, decision makers, or simply 
persons interested in the economic and social field to re-reflect on the grounds of the economic 
theory or discipline. It is possible the economic theory be not a scientific one (it could be, for example, 
a simple hermeneutics in the worst case, or a praxeology, in the best one). Even in the case in which 
the economic discipline cannot be supported as being a science, it is still worth to discuss on that, 
since the society is deeply and necessarily sunken into the economic phenomenon. 

The heading now presented is not quite an academic one. The opinions will be delivered, justified, 
and „demonstrated” not in a way completely rigorous, including, for example, mathematical tools. 
They aspire rather to aware on some fundamental unsolved questions and problems which still bloke 
the development of the economic thinking. Some of such questions or problems come from the 
historical way the economic theory followed, others were conserved by the Nobel Prize awarded not 
really for Economics, but for Mathematics applied on the economic phenomenon. 

We now begin. We invite all of you to sincerely debate the subjects or themes proposed, and, of 
course, many others aimed to the same purpose. The Market for Ideas is always waiting for you.  


