
WHAT THE ECONOMIC ORDER IS IT? 

 

The concept of order is extremely abstract and involves considerations which can range from the purest 

transcendentalism (such as the phenomenological one) to the most radical materialism. In general, human 

action is of three categories: a) theoretical action – it concerns the object/object interaction (e.g. physics 

or mathematics); b) practical action – aims at the subject/subject interaction (e.g. politics or religion); c) 

praxiological action – it concerns the subject/object interaction. Of course, there are no pure "versions" 

of any of the three categories of action, however, their distinction can be made based on the dominance 

of one of the three distinct relationships which can occur between subject and object. In this conceptual 

context, we suggest that economic action in society is a praxiological type of human action. At least two 

important arguments can be made in favour of acceptability of this suggestion: 

a. the economic has as the reason to be the procurement of the principles of biological existence of 

the individual. The present individual is a natural individual of biological type that is connected, 

from an entropic perspective, with the non-anthropic natural environment. This means that the 

acquisition of the principles of biological existence of the individual demands, as a crucial 

function, its interaction with the natural environment – but let’s observe this is the very definition 

of human action of praxiological type, that is, the subject-object interaction; 

b. the economic also constructs the means of achieving the goal (generally, the procurement of neg-

entropy) that involves the non-anthropic nature. The economic inter-action of the individual 

generally involves two types of means: 1) anthropic means – that is, inter-actions with other 

individuals, generated mainly by the division of labour which, in turn, necessarily leads to the 

exchange of activities with other individuals; 2) non-anthropic means – that is, inter-actions with 

the non-anthropic natural environment. The category of non-anthropic means, indispensable in 

the economic process (at least, for the moment), therefore forms the second argument in favour 

of considering the economic as a praxeology. 

Examining the concept of economic order requires examining, firstly, the concept of order as such. We 

propose that three predicates of sufficiency can lead (through their simultaneous verification) to the 

concept of order. 

• (PSO1) sensitive observability: the phenomenon underlying the finding (or non-finding) of an 

ordered configuration must be observable at the sensitive level, even though, of course, after the 

physiological sensation, follows the perception, the conceptualization, and judgment (reasoning), 

which ultimately lead to the formulation, by universalization, of the order in question; 

• (PSO2) intellectual observability: if PSO1 involves the natural senses of the cognitive subject, 

PSO2 implies the intellect of that subject. As we know, perception is the form which 

consciousness gives to the sensation. For the formation of concepts and the preparation of 

judgments, the intellect of the subject is needed, in order to transforms perception into concept. 

Conceptualization is the crucial stage in the deductive identification of order; 

• (PSO3) catalogue registration: the application of the first two predicates of sufficiency leads only 

to the possibility of notifying an order. The effective notification of the order occurs only if the 

result of the PSO2 application is found in the already existing catalogue of possible orders (such 

a catalogue must be, of course, accessible to the cognitive subject in question). 

A brief discussion could be useful here: 

a. how does the cognitive subject come into possession of the catalogue containing the list of already 

known orders (with the basic characteristics, the defining ones, to ensure the recognizability of 

each one)? Obviously, only as a result of previous experience, therefore it will have to be accepted 

that this catalogue is of a posteriori type; 



b. how is the conceptual sketch of the new possible order compared to the catalogue records actually 

carried out? Someone might ask, here, the postulation of a fourth predicate of sufficiency that 

would guarantee this operational capability. We consider, however, that this predicate would be 

redundant, which is why we presume that the cognitive subject has the required intellectual 

capacity in the simple basis of its quality as a cultural subject;  

c. if the cognitive subject does not find, in the catalogue, the order that it seems can be identified on 

the basis of the first two predicates of sufficiency, how does it proceed? Here are two alternative 

options: 

c.1. s/he "decrees" that there is no order in the phenomenon concerned; here is a type 1 of error – 

rejecting a true hypothesis; 

c.2. s/he completes the catalogue with the new presumed order, with the distinguishing 

characteristics from those already existing in the catalogue; here is a type 2 of error – admitting 

a false hypothesis. From a logical point of view, if we do not accept a priori nature of the order 

catalogue, the catalogue is formed, over time, and for each cognitive subject in part, exclusively 

by practicing type 2 of errors; 

d. are there catalogues of orders that are over-subject (over-individual)? The answer is, obviously, 

affirmative: in the society a common (social, community) order catalogue operates (and is 

admitted at the level of all individuals). Their inclusion in the common catalogue is made by 

democratic "vote"; 

e. both the order catalogues of individuals and those at community (social) level are, in their turn, 

on fields of interest or on typological fields: ontological orders, gnoseological orders, axiological 

orders, praxiological orders, etc. 

Based on the three sufficiency predicates set out above, a logical definition of the concept of order can 

now be formulated: order is a spatial and temporal configuration that characterizes a phenomenon or 

process and is detectable as such a configuration, meaning that it is intelligible to the observer 

empirically competent from cognitive and performative point of views. 

In order for any order to be of the economic order type, we propose that two additional predicates of 

sufficiency be verified simultaneously, namely: 

• (PSO4) social nature of the phenomenon: the phenomenon in question must be a phenomenon 

that does not exist (does not appear or disappear) other than through social inter-action. As it is 

known, the social "objects" exist only if and insofar as they represent artifacts, that is, they are 

results of the action (more precisely, of the inter-action) of the individuals. A social "object" 

disappears if the social inter-action that gave rise to it ceases; 

• (PSO5) entropic nature of the social phenomenon: as it is known, the economic property refers 

to the property to involve entropic exchange between the individual (or social groups, considered 

as a set of individuals) and the non-artefactual nature (although the economic, on the line as 

indicated by Lionel Robbins, is still considered to be that property related to the scarcity of 

resources in relation to the needs – along this line being developed the ridiculous neoclassical 

economic quantitative modelling and not only –, the definition of the economic must be restricted 

to the entropic processes; in this sense, see also the important suggestions made by the Romanian 

economist Nicholas Georgescu-Roegen in his work The entropy Law and the Economic Process, 

Expert Publishing House, 2nd edition, Bucharest, 1996). 

Therefore, in order to have an economic order, the five predicates of sufficiency must be verified 

simultaneously. 


