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This vaper is composed of three separate sections, the only thread of unily

Intreduetion

belng thelr relevance %o the psper on "The Semantics of Geners) Toonoulc Eistovy."
Sections 1 through 4 of Part I are concerned with egoeepbusl problisms io economic
theory suvcceszfully molvsd or so reformalated that ss rroblams they no langer

exist. Sectiome 5 and 6 guggest a direetion that a cangeptual extenzion might

take.

Park 11 axplores some of the ideas contained in the concent Yforms of inlegraticanl -

sxtending the area of rola*isuship on basss tmolied in the "Semantics” DEDer.
The kula.rin;, Betylonia through Famrmrapfs Code, snd classical Aphens ars brisfly
discuased for il'ustrative purposas,

Part I1I is su anslysis of sous anthropologlcal mterial which in ite orizginal
presentation by Margaret ¥ead e§emsi to have been prejudged.  The argumsnts
presented in Pert I are 11Xustrated here as is the conceptual extension of Fart Il.

Iv mo senge are sny of the arsuments developed here $o be considered as any
mere than hypothetical in the strictest sense. ihers the vesition concerns
goncertual preoblems, prasmetic ;unsideratiuna will probkaebly always supsrceds the
iﬁealﬁ of loguiry. Thers the pusitioﬁ_:mfﬂrn& empiricsl mstlerisl, the permanent

control clavse of science iy alwavs operstive.
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A twaentisth century higtorian writing of Batylonia during the reign of
Hamearapi would probebly soon lose his Prﬁfeasipnﬁl gtatus if he insisted upon
internreting the materiels from the Codé in terms foﬁur::hema of poilticel |
democracys. It ig obvious to most of us thﬁt the institutional arrangements {(&nd
the motivations chaonsll=d through them) are not of & tyve 1o which such a
scheme 13 at ail sgptlicaebles. And to tho sxtont that such a acheme wera employed,
to such an sxtent would he bo "arong® about. the Eabylonian solution to the zemeral
problew of grdsr in & gocielya .

inere, howsver, our intellectual tradition has deeded to us an awarensss of &
sort in the political realw, it has done the opposite in the ecomomic. From the
sighteenth centary to the pressnt, theres has been an interpretation, =z rerarkable
for its consistency as fur ils inedequacy, of the economic sphers in tome of &
achzma of Eupply;demani—?ric¢_mﬁrket syetem. Just as the authoritgi?gn éﬂgig of
Galileo's time ?ruhibitéﬂ them from looking through the telsscope to.sea the moons
af Jupit&ﬁ 8o has & similar bias pronibited soonomiste from viEWing Dtﬁer social
éystama a8 having economic orzanlezations different from that furmulated by the founding
fathers of Dcnnomi? theorys

' 2,

As slgnificant ax this conceptuel limitation has been, thars is yet another
which functions complementarily. In the faee of the successful develomments of
vhysical thesrles, many sociel agientists have been leéd aither to deny the commonnesa
ik thﬁ'gﬁ&ls of inguniry or to insist upon the application of an identical methodology.
Whereas the farmer response does not repressnt a concevtual zroblem as such, thé latter
does. ounst as the int&lWéctual tradition functione. in limit the scove of inguiry, and
hence what questions will be posed for invEEtigatinﬁ, the methodology améluys&
functiong 1o determine the points for systematic inqujeranS heney implicitly which

of the gurostions posed are the mors significants

il
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In economle theory we can see the limlbingrﬁmnaaquﬁnces of both the intellectual
traditiam ﬁnd.the methodologzieal chuice very clearly. A previgus Tarer, on ths
probiem of method, sugsested that these timitatidns of egonomic theory made
it inzprliceble to the range of thencwena treated in amtﬂropolﬂgical research,
Heither is the empirical scope of sufficiest extent nor is the anslytical scheme
of gufficient v&riabiliﬁg}sinae for the varisble of & systex t0 be treated
zimltaneoucly with 811 other veriables (all elements of the syetem proper heing

i

variatlss),"...it must vary oaly in mamerically quertiiative value on & contimum."
Fioo b,

koA, Tar econemic theory proper such a limitation has hadpconsequences
Certain sabstantive problems are only theoreticaelly solveble becsuse of the complexity

of the differantisl egusbions to bs manipu1§taﬂn Those varisbles systematically trested
A RAg
are selecled on the basia of logical maniuufabi]ity rather then smpirieal eignificance.
F:l,%\m\:.%g e sa danng o e, Fa M;oﬁma s : e
e ERTRE LS for the development of pries thenry inacontext

of an smpirical market system, 1% has been disastrous for the othar sodal sciences,ag
illustrated by anthrn?olugyti,”n |

If this eritical position is meintairsble far snciology and anthropolagy, how
much more appropriate it ia for suneral econamic history ! By sepsrating the terms
in the yhrasa, one ' gan #ee the inapplicability of economic theary at ﬂﬂce- Hiatary
impliaes tia whole bemperal range of men's activities, nhviuuslyf%nnpﬁ of inguiry
mach wider then that hended down to us in the acheme of inter?retatiah of economic
thsory Prﬁper. Geﬁaral.impliaa a level of absirsetion and interﬂependence

inconcelvable in terms of the emglytical echeme of sconamic theory. &t this point,

one is faced with the conceptusl implications of the term sconomics. By what

empirical referents can ita cxtent be limited withoat the limitetions basieczlly aitering
gither the smpiricel rengse implicd in the term history or the analystical range
implied in the tarm goneral? The answer tu this problaw. isyof ecourse, to be

found in the ares of concectusl clarificatlon.
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Iy we compare the discussions ranging about thysical versus social écience
theoriesz in terme of the structures of the thﬂarie%, one point becomss cutstandingly
clear, Iﬁ hath fiélds, the logical firucture cof Bn empirical generalisation iz the Eamﬁ:
if a,%,¢, then &. Whereas, infie physics! scisnces the gquestion of spplicebility
ofy fea azamgle,wbﬂ to its eﬁpirical referant is seldom raised, in the aocial -
sclonces thia is the central ares of discu=sion. In octher words, in the rhysicel
gcispces there sxists a well defined criteria as to the walidity of the zpwlicability
of concepts to phenomena, In the aocisl eelaneces such B eriterda does not exist
and conseguently most of the élescuseisn concerns whethar o given phenomencon is
"g® pr ig Mi." This is the range of the dimcuzsion af the famous Oikos controversys
Such a controversy resolves ints a pssudoeproblem once tha initiel stepe in
conceptual elari“ication are taken. Three sieps, interrslastsd but logically distinet,
are comnrized in this operation: denotatlon of the empiricsl eontsnt of the concept.
(thlickj}quazectihiiity' fven ¥ises) of thé concept in terme of preseribed
logieal rules, and specification of the DPE:aticns¥n terms of which ths concept will
e used. {(Bridgman). Through suck a procedure ths terms "aM, “h”..“a“, and "d" %ill hawe °
'mesning.? (ss deofined by the procﬁdgr;}}and whebher or not ths aassrtion containing |
the terme ie true or false will be a matter of confromtabions

5. |

For eécomemic history, thes zroundwerk for = ch & procedura has been laid in the

paper on "The Bsmantics of Gensral Ecoonomic History"™. The great significarce

of this brief erposition lies precisely ln its remcval from the area of vssudo-

- - : : : Fh, Seo
problem the whole dlscussion of economy and econcmics and,tutiing,it on & level at

which assertions formulated in terms.of the concertual framework can be tested and either
ceonfirmed or ﬂisconfirmad; ,Heed1e:s to #ay, the spcond grest area of philoscphical |
analysis, postulatiomal Gﬁ%ﬂiffﬂatiﬁnj {T2igl} has herdly beea touchsd, but since

this devends Lo & great extent upon comcentual reconstruetion in light of ﬁmpiric&L
resesrch, such an sttempt %f this time would be prchabiy rogarded more gs plety than

T




AS %ciancs.

Initially, the paper diatingﬁisﬁea betweon formal economics es that branch of ratimel
action in which the m-ans are specified as scarce relative to the ends to which they
may bea allaﬂat:djand subastantive economy as those émpirinal relationships comprising

man's dependency for mstedal satisfaction of his wanbs or his natursl and social

environmante {That these are combined in the compound use of the term economic
and that this use ls contemporarily apopllcable 1z pointed out =z being "legieally
incidental.") In denoting the empiriczl cmtient of the term economy the paper
states also what an economy is not.

M iveouthe economy ls not comprised in econcmic institutions but is rather
co=terminous with soclety. It cannot function apart from the culture,

the motivations and valuabtloms of wihich permesaté the society. *

The paper goes on to discuss further points in the concentuel enslysis of economy

R e VoL L i . .
ani taferitically) analysamand define institutionally desesse three ¢oncepls of

i — ans i

';. economic &nelysis, trade, money, EQMFMrkata. Al'thoush these w11l be returned to
bﬁam-@i B G
- later, at this peint, I would like tnhclarify & set of conceptusl relations implicit
in the gbove quotationm.
Whether, &5 used in current soclologlesl theory, the concept of functional
b !
vrerequiaitesof a socisl syatem 1s tantelogicel or not, it does serve to point up
those aress of exiatence which an analyeis of an emplricel soclety mast take
eccount of -  In general we can ﬂiﬂfinguish three minimal sreas, the maintenance of
the psychological coundition of the members, the maintenancs of the physical conditisne
of the memhera; and the maintenancs of & certain ammunt of ecordinstion in their
/ conmbikrong & B :
activities directed towarde such widkbsdmsmimws., Ip other worde, it is useful to
think of any society as ﬂfﬁaﬂiﬁingﬁtﬂ members in such 8 way that they sre blolaglieslly
and psychologleally provided fore Shifting the foens of formulation from the needs
I . ;
of the secliely to thepeeds of the members, the probdlems can be stated szs the
satisfaction of material eénd non-meterizl wants &s culturelly defined snd institutionzlly

directed. 4s such the problems sre tkese ¢f economy, motivetion, &nd crdsr. By

epnlying a scheme uf'interpretﬁtlﬂn the essectial elemsnts of which are summed up in

-l



the phrase price-deiermining, competitively-orgenized market system, economic theory
reduced the problems of wotivation and order to that of ecomouy. In its policy
fapmuletion s the doctrine of laissez-faire, the oroblews of order (political end

1

i

gzl econsiderations) wers defined as adjscent and subservient to that aspect of the
merket which wes co-ordinative snd the problams of motivatidn (meaning, values, idealn),
were defincd as mere mechanisms 5o insare the depzndsncy of the membere of the socieby
on such 2 system. Wormative considsrations asid&, the range of preblems which are
oropsrly the field of econcmic history, sccliclozy, and anthropoliozy excluded by such
. & schemz of interpretations is very great. I, the lisht of contemporary develorments
ore ceén insist that the popt sizoificant vroblemsars excluded.

The farmilation of the cnnneﬁt gconpmyrut forth in the YSsmantics!" naper
rastores & cencentus) balance to the reletions between ondsr, economy, and
motivation. The emmirically open guestions, regarding the relstlons betwsen activitiss
dirgeted towards the sablsfaction of material mrte snd the polities-legsl structurs
and betwsen these activities and the motivabions vtilized by the institutional

1

arrangsimants, bhecomns fnrmulzté&ble-
Be

Aovorosaching 2 set of hiﬂtb;icﬁl materials with this general formulstion, ome
reglizes very quickly that whereas fairiy sxplicit meteriel, i.e., factual dalam,
is abundent ccnoerning the culturally defined ﬂ&hEPi%l neede, the institutional
arrangements which function to sabisfy these, and thoe ways in which coordination of
the activities directsd towards these is achisved, very 1ittle is avail&ﬁlc regardaz
metivationa,  I& ?;Lﬂﬂ seem then, that althowugh it iz iwporiant to consider the
aspect of motivation theorstizaliy, we cennot develop 2 sst of propositions from
ampifieﬁl m teriale. Rathar, at the prasent stage of our knowledge, 1t would e=em
mora fraitfal {o gzo to the daba, develop sats of propoesiticns regarding the aress of
sesnamy and order, keseplaog in mind, hﬂwaver; the Ezﬂéifically formalated cultaral
goals to the axient Ethat tha%e are available, aﬁd then to hypothesize regsrding the

mﬂtiﬁ?%timna required for the fonctboning of the system as smplriecally given and
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