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CLIOMETRICS (II) 
 

1. In the issue, what is the metrics of social process? 

To measure is not only an intellectual propensity of humans, but it is, probably, one of the crucial cause 
because of which we are here and can put that question (more exactly, the measuring was the evolutionary 
way by which the humans avoided the error of first order – that is, to take as false something being true – 
in their history). However, to measure is one, but to introduce a metrics is another. To introduce a metrics 
in a field of reality (either objective, or subjective or objectified) means to grid that reality by a logic of 
being and of becoming. In fact, in a deep sense, a metrics implies, at a minimal level, a kind of regularity 
and, at a maximal level, a kind of lawfulness. So, Cliometrics implies to endow the historical reality with 
such a lawfulness. Remember Econometrics cannot say us something about economic reality without 
supposing a pattern of knowing the economic reality concerned, usually named distribution of 
probabilities (of events or of errors of measuring). Similarly, Cliometrics must accept such a pattern of 
historical becoming, as a minimum basis of intelligibility. There have been, of course, in the past, many 
other attempts of endowing the historical becoming with patterns of behaviour, and many of them reach 
a very high level of generality and abstraction (including the Marxist theory). In my opinion, Cliometrics 
put a much more modest target in the matter – to get some quantitative measure (and assessment) of the 
historical becoming by using the statistical acquisitions regarding the measuring tools of large populations.  

2. Could be Cliometrics saved? 

Essentially, I think Cliometrics is an exacerbation of the quantitativistic fundamentalism (even at a larger 
scale than Econometrics does). The historical „truth” is not a correpondence-truth in Popper’s sense. The 
post-dictions on the historical events are impossible at least for two reasons: a) irrepeatability (or the 
singularity) of the historical events (like any other social events, including the economic ones); b) non-
counter-factuality of the historical events. Because a counter-factuality triggers another (alternative) 
„logic” of history, the mental experience of the counter-factuality is of no usefulness. So, without 
falsifiability based on post-dictions, the correspondence-truth is not working. In such a context, I cannot 
see ways to use Cliometrics in order to test our true knowledge on the history. However, it could be a way, 
but it implies a radical change on the concept of truth in the social field, including the historical one. In 
other occasions, I have reffered to such a kind of truth, which must be based on teleology, not on 
rationality (as the correspondence-truth does), so I do not address this issue here. In any case, Cliometrics 
should follows a theory of history which allows the numerical quantifications of the historical events (for 
example, like Gödel’s numericalization of logical propositions in his theorems of incompleteness), but not 
inversely, as it happens now. Unfortunately, we have not yet ever so much as a qualitative theory of the 
„logic” of history (of course, I refers here to the social history, not to the natural one), so the less it is 
justified to edify Cliometrics as it is understood today. In conclusion, I think Cliometrics is based on nothing 
from theoretical point of view, so, in such a context, probably it is a new label for an inexistent concept. 

3. Should be Cliometrics saved? 

As Cliometrics seems to be, my answer is resolutely negative. Probably 90% from the econometric 
„scientific” articles published across of the world are simply scams (part of them could be even frauds, in 
order to please the mainstream and, consequently, to advance along the professional career). In my 
opinion, there are two categories of analysts (which are not overlaping, althoug the exceptions are not 
missing): a) writers of articles, and b) researchers. Cliometrics could help many of writers of articles to get 
their purposes, but not more than that. From scientific point of view, Cliometrics is „on air”, consequently 
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it cannot be of any usefulness if applied tale quale. In my opinion, even more obviously and more rapidly 
than Econometrics, Cliometrics will prove its breaking from the social/historical world which, 
fundamentally, can be known and understood especially qualitatively, not... numerically. Of course, in 
social field (for example, in the economic one – see the so-called Econophysics) have been and will always 
be fashions. Fortunately, they pass inherently, sooner or later, but unfortunately, till pass, they can 
contaminate many authentic specialists besides the much more many structurally impostors.  

4. Can Economics integrate the History without Cliometrics? 

My answer to the issue arisen is not only simple positive, but it is more than that: it is outrightly positive. 
Economics is already very late in integrating history in its knowing process. After awarenessing of the 
wrong way based on Mechanical equations in describing the humans behaviour, the first change in the 
Philosophy of Economics was to integrate the Psychology (cognitive or behavioural). As I understand, the 
today stage of this process is the integration of Experimental Psychology (see the recent awarded Nobel 
Prizes for Economics), not a rational one, but this stage could be of usefulness as beginning. But, in the 
absence of a Rational Cognitive Psychology, the Experimental Psychology resembles with Cliometrics in 
the absence of a rational theory of History. I think Economics should integrate the History separately from 
Cliometrics. More precise, the History should be integrated by Economics via evolutionary (or, which is 
equivalent, institutional) Economics, which have already acquired sufficient gains of both theoretical and 
methodological nature. Humans do not only suffer from the history, but they also build the history. The 
concept of co-evolution is nowhere more at home than into the binomial economy – history. So, 
economists should to institute a strong and irreversible commitement (what Nozick would name – a 
personal principle) to turn their eyes and minds to the history as Economics’ boat. Of course, as I said 
before, to the qualitative history. 

5. Cliometrics and the New Historical Approach 

Some analysts ecstasily talk about a relationship between Cliometrics and a New Historical Approach. The 
qualificative new is, as it is well-known, used periodically, for all kinds of ghosts – in economic or political 
life, in methodological approaches, etc. (remember how many new waves, new revolutions and so on you 
read about almost every year). A new approach, in any field and of any nature, should verify at least certain 
conditions to be qualified as such. I think the most important condition stay about the theory which 
support and recommend the new approach. What is the new concept on the history Cliometrics could 
provide? The numerical quantification of the historical events? The numerical testing of the historical 
truth? What else? My opinion is Cliometrics is simply an over-heating of its adepts. No matter if some 
historical facts could be approximated and evaluated quantitatively (in somen case, such a quantification 
is, of course, not only useful, but even mandatory – for example how many troups were been angaged 
into a war), what is important here is the Cliometrics aspire to provide value judgements and, based on 
them, reasons for the history course (causalities, necessary emergences and so on). To be observed 
Econometrics has the same addiction (of course, the common word metrics is the explanation for such a 
kinship between Econometrics and Cliometrics). I think in knowing and understanding the social field the 
metaphysics and the positivism are equally necessary. A delicate and fine balance between the two 
ingredients must be created and held. Cliometrics brings only positivism in the very social discipline as the 
History. To receive scientific citizenship, something more is required. Econometrics has, for the moment, 
more decence than Cliometrics – it is, however, based on a theory (mathematical statistics) which has a 
great force of convincing. Cliometrics has still much to work towards such a direction.    


