
1 
 

EVOLUTIONARY ECONOMICS (I) 

1. Evolutionary ontology 

The evolutionary ontology, in its proper and systematic theoretical construction, begun with the seminal 
work On the Origin of Species, by Charles Darwin. While the ontological evolution of the un-animated 
world has, for a long time, been underlined by natural sciences, especially physics, it is now, based on 
Darwin’s theory, the biological world that has entered the evolutionist paradigm. From here, towards the 
social world evolutionary model was only a small step. But, there is a crucial difference between the 
natural evolution – both of un-animated or animated entities – and the social evolution. The differentiator 
is the presence of two very specific ingredients the human being is endowed with: the rationality, and the 
free will. Both the ingredients are dominantly involved in the social evolution, and exceed the impact of 
the general natural evolutionary „forces”.  

In such a context, is really the social field ontological? In other words, is it a reality independent from the 
subject (or from the subjectivity), that is, is it objective like, for example, the natural world? Indeed, the 
social „objects” are not exactly objective, in the standard acceptance of this concept. They are special 
„objects” (that is, things, properties or relationships) causally generated through the inter-subjective inter-
actions and inter-connections. We talk not about the social as being objective, but about the social as 
being objectified. So, in the sense of the objectified inter-subjectivity (the third world of Popper), the social 
field is endowed with the predicate of the ontology. Since the human beings are under the evolutionary 
paradigm, the social ontology is, in turn, of an evolutionary ontology type. Ones could say we have here a 
soft ontology – I wouldn’t want to reject such an interpretation (remember, for example the ontologizing 
force of the perlocutionary sentences). 

2. Evolutionary rationality 

The social world is an inextricable (that is, impossible to be paternalized) mixture between project and 
emergence. The project is based on the ineluctable purposeness of individuals, on the one hand, and on 
the specific axiological determination of individuals, on the other hand. Purposeness and valueness are 
the two pillars which the human being (as social being) rise on. The rationality, as biological potential, is 
socially conditioned and augmented. The social impact on rationality is exerted through intermediation of 
the purposeness and valueness. This way, the social life gain its inherent predicate, namely the 
evolutionary rationality. By evolutionary rationality we understand that rationality which co-evolves with 
its environment, either natural or social. This co-evolving is of the same type with the natural (un-animated 
or animated) world co-evolving, however with three crucial differences: a) the rationality has a much great 
level of autonomy face to its environment, which allows it to anticipate the environment pressures; b) the 
rationality could have its own „programs” of changing the environment – this program is non-random, but 
purposeness and valueness based; c) the reaction rate of the rationality to the environment changes is not 
automatic, but based also on purposes and values, such that, together with anticipated or constructive 
reactions, the evolutionary rationality can have inertial or flexible reactions. It can be said that the 
evolutionary rationality is that rationality which creates (or can create) its own evolution.  

3. The free will 

The second ingredient of the social evolution is the free will. The free will can, of course, be assigned to 
any subject – either non-cultural, i.e. incapable to have representations, that is, perceptions independent 
from the in actu presence of  the object of that perception, or cultural, i.e. capable to have representations. 
In the case of the cultural subjects, the free will is the power or capability to oppose to the social necessity, 
that is, to the imperative social norms. Two logical consequences arise here: a) the free will, as a capability 
to oppose, does not work regarding the natural necessity; b) the free will is correlated with the social 
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normativity, that is, with the rationality (taking into account that, majoritly, the social normativity is tye 
result of the social rationality, i.e. of the rationality). Being related to the social evolution, the free will has 
an inherent property of an evolutionary process. New social imperative norms arise, other social 
imperative norms dissapear, and, such a way, the free will changes its sphere of opposition, that is, it 
evolves. Obviously, a linkage must be made between the evolutionary rationality and the evolutionary free 
will: while the evolutionary rationality has an active role in its co-evolution eith the environment, the free 
will has rather a passive (adaptive) role. Only by its oppositions to the social imperative norms, the free 
will could signalise for the rationality the „points” in which the social norms (that is, the environment) 
must be actualized (modified). Such indirect role of the free will for the rationality was long been identified 
and examined by praxiologists as theoricians of the efficient action.  

4. Economics and the evolutionary model 

Economic is a component of the social. Economic activity is a species of the social activity, even a very 
idiosincratic activity because it involves the natural, the biological, and the rational (while the other social 
activities do not involve, in a significant degree, the nature). So, more than other social activities, the 
economic one involves the evolutionary property which the nature, the biological and the rationality are 
endowed. In my opinion, there are three directions by which Economics should be reconstructed: a) the 
conceptual direction: Economics as an evolutionary theory of the human praxiologic dimension; b) the 
epistemological direction: economic knowledge as a knowledge of achieving the goals (as proxies for 
human purposes and values), not as a knowledge of the truth; c) the methodological direction: economy 
as a topological space of human praxiological inter-actions (which implies a new formalism, without any 
connections to the current physical equations). Of course, an evolutionary theory of the economic 
phenomenon is still waiting to be built (the current analogies, without doubts, ingenious and interesting – 
see, for example, Winter amd Nelson – are, however, simple analogies imported from biology, not a 
genuine evolutionary theory). In my opinion, the institutionalism is the closest model which an 
evolutionary theory of Economics could (and should) be edificed on.  

5. What should Economics take a look towards 

By now, only two large knowledge fields were been visited and valued by Economics: classical Mechanics, 
and Psychology (especially the cognitive Psychology). For both, a lot of Nobel Prize for Economics was been 
granted. But such grants only did block the incursions of economists into the more appropriate fields of 
knowledge and action aimed at to give their theory the necessary and mandatory social vocation to replace 
its current natural vocation. In such a context, I believe responsible economists, who desire to genuinely 
develop Economics, not only to write ingenious article about an illusory Economics, must focus their 
attention and research on, at least, the following topics: 

• positively, what is (or normatively, what should be) the „eco-genetic code” which puts the 
foundations of the evolving economic field and behaviour; 

• how ethics penetrates (or should penetrate) the economic rationality as well as the free will, and 
how this penetration causes or conditionalizes the evolutionary property of the economic 
„animal”; 

• how could we formalize the economic action, decision, and evaluation, taking into account the 
real economic subject, not an ideal homo œconomicus apparatus of „divine” optimizing; 

• how other obviously connected disciplines (theories) to Economics, aside cognitive Psychology, 
could be convoked to help Economics to reinvent itself (for example: Quantum Mechanics, 
Medicine, History, Topology). 


