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IIpenmer u Metoxn obiiecrBen1oi sxoHommu Crauuciaasa I'pa6ekoro

The gaining of independence by the Polish nation put in front of
the Polish science, but first of all in front of all social sciences, new
tasks. It was necessary to work out first of all the concrete and realistic
directions of the development and make a choice of the most suitable
sacial-economic model of the reborn state.

These very problems, connected with the concrete tasks of the pre-
sent moment and not with purely theoretical considerations, form the
basic content of rich publicism, numerous programme descriptions, po-
lemics and controversies in the Polish economic thought of the twenty
years’ period between the wars. In this period especially noteworthy
are the opinions of Stanislaw Grabski who, being the eminent theoreti-
cian very actively engaged in social-economic and political realm,
develops the independent standpoint in the theory of economy.

Stanislaw Grabski (1871—1949) is widely known as a person actively
engaged in political work who uderwent significant evolution from socia-
lism to national democracy. Having resigned from PPS in 1901 he bound
himself for many years with National Democratic Party in the name of
which he held numerous functions in the Parliament and in the Govern-
‘ment in the period of the IInd Republic. After the May assassination on
Jézef Pilsudski in 1926 Stanistaw Grabski did not take part actively
in political life. In 1934 he broke up with the national camp. Till the



222 S. Duda .

end of his life he acted as an independent politician 1. Throughout all
his life Stanislaw Grabski conducted active scientific work. In 1910—
1939 he was the Professor at the University of Jan Kazimierz in Lwoéw,
and, after the IInd World War (afer coming back from London in 1945)
he was the Professor of social systems at the Warsaw University. The
works of Stanislaw Grabski, basic for the theoretical standpoint in eco-
nomy, were created at the beginning and in the first decade of the XXth
century. They were concerned with various problems of the theory of
economy.

Stanistaw Grabski's contribution to the metheological-cognitive theo-
ry of political economy is the most significant one. The outlined there
theory of the socialeconomic development is worth noticing. He also
d:veloped the individual theory of values trying to join the historical
analysis with the elements of subjective reasoning. All these historical
irends find later their development and systematization in Social Eco-
nomy published in the years 1927—1932.2

In his theoretical treatises Stanistaw Grabski developed the socio-
logical variant of the historical trend.? On the historical score he aimed
mainly towards the sociological and psychological formulation of the
assumptions of the historical school. He vigorously polemized with the

1 More definite information about the life and activities of Stanistaw Grabski
may be found in the Polish Biographical Dictionary (Polski Slownik Biograficzny).
Furthermore: M. Kornaus: Stanistaw Grabski (1871—1949). ,Tygodnik Po-
wszechny” 1949, nr 28; J. Czajkowski, M. Majchrowski: Stanistaw Grab-
ski. , Tygodnik Powszechny” 1973, nr 50; Interesting information about the life of
Stanistaw Grabski are contained in his biography written by S. Grabska:
Stanistaw Grabski (71V 1871 —6V 1949), ,Wiez” 1968, nr 10 (together with the
unpriuled fragment of Stanistaw Grabski’s diary).

* These work being Grabski’s lifework consists of ten volumes which were pu-
blished by Ossolineum in Lwéw: Vol. I. Sociological Basis of Economy (Socjolo-
¢g1czne podstawy ekonomii). Lwéw 1927; Vol. 1I. The Development of Social Econo-
my (Rozwdj nauki ekonomii spolecznej). Lwow 1927; Vol. III. Basic Social Economic
Notions (Zasadnicze pojecia spoteczno-gospodarcze). Lwéw 1927; Vol. IV. The Etate
and the Concern (Cospodarstwo i przedsiebiorstwo). Lwow 1927, Vol. V. The Mar-
ket (Rynek). Lwow 1927; Vol. VI. The Capital (Kapitat). Lwow 1928; Vol. VII. The
Worker’s Relationships (Stosunki robotnicze). Lwoéw 1928; Vol. VIII. The Social Eco-
nomic, Systems (Ustroje spoteczno-gospodarcze). Lwéw 1929; Vol. IX. The Contem-
porary Capitalism (Wspdtczesny kapitalizm). Lwoéw 1930; Vol. X. The Development
Aims of the Contemporary Capitalism (Dgzenia rozwojowe wspétczesnego kapita-
tizmu). Lwow 1932,

3 ¥ Tayler considers Grabski as "the most typical” represeniative of historical
sociologism, E. Taylor: The History of the Devélopment of Economics, Vol. II,

(ITistoria rozwoju ekonomiki). Poznan '1958, p. 15.
LY
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individualism of the Austrian school, he considered individual methods
as the derivatives of social motives. Grabski saw in economy the speci-
fic sociology of economic life. '

1. THE SOCIOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF ECONOMY

"Social economy is the science about economic community life” ¢4 in
this way Stanislaw Grabski begins his work. He explains casually the
formation and the development of the totality of social norms, it means
organizational forms and notions regulating economic activity and eco-
nomic community life.

So widely conceived definition results from the conviction that
“science of social economy is a part of social sciences. And altogether
with all the respective social sciences it should be based on the results
of the examinations of the totality of social life i.e. sociology or social
philosophy.” 8

Each economic relation between people is at the same time legal,
moral, political, and national, they cannot be isolated from one another
This kind of procedure would be unrealistic and artificial and therefore
economy has sociological character. All the phenomena of social life are
closely connected with one another and they form only various aspects
of social communities and not separate realms, separate spheres of this
social cooperation.

The social community -life exists only in people multitudes. Such
a multitude coexists socially only when it is joined by "common goals,
aims, common activities.” ¢

These phenomena exist only when a human being feels, thinks and
acts as a part of certain community. Grabski proves that a human being,
however, although he feels, thinks and acts as a part of certain common -
entirety he does not feel at the same time an individual different from
other people. So a human being is at the same time an individual ha-
ving a feeling of his individuality and-a part of the community whose
aims and tasks direct his activities. A human being lives at the same
time his private life and the life of the community.

Grabski considered the society and the nation as a historical forma-
tion shaped by common history. All the individual goals and aims must
be subjected to it. Assuming that every community of living individual
is formed in order to maintain species he suggests that the system of

1 S. Grabski: The Social Economy (Ekonomia spoteczna). Vol. 1, Lwow 1927, p. 1.
5 Ibid., p. 13.
6 Ibid., p. 15.
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notions creating the conception of the supecriority of community over
an individual and common goals over individual ones is created in the
mind of every human being. The moral notions which become the com-
pulsory forms of community life ... the forms existing in the conscious-
ness of an individual but being purposeful because of the permanence
of the existence of collective communities” are created in such a cli-
mate.? . :

Such a standpoint prompted Grabski to aim at economic studies the
postulate of analysing the social goals; it means examining and explai-
ning tha reasons of objectively creating purposeful forms of social eco-
nomic cooperation. The fulfilling of the demands and desires of an indi-
vidual and the whole society takes place within such forms.

In Grabski’s notion the social activity means the planned activity
aiming at the achieving the possibly greatest effects by means of the
slightest effort. The purpose of this activity is providing people with
material means in orde'r to supply them with various, not only material
means. He especially stresses that the aim of the economic activity is
”not providing people for material needs” but "supplying with mate-
rial means for providing needs.” ® This activity provides the means for
the realization cf the aims resulting from the totality of the social—cul-
tural life of people.

Grabski wants to take into consideration also the sociological aspects
apart from the praxiological ones. The main aim which, in his uderstan-
ding, should be accomplished by social economy would be analyzing of
the development of objectively conditioned forms of economic coopera-
tion between people of a given community in the sphere of supplying
oneself with material means being in limited quantity and serving to
provide for various needs. "The science of social economy has, thus, the
aim to investigate and explain casually the creation and the development
as well as the mutual connections of objectively purposeful forms of eco-
nomic cooperation forming one organizational social system supplying
individuals and communities with the means of providing for their civi-
lization needs.” ®

Special interests of Grabski are incited by institutional frames of eco-
nomic life. Economic relations are created under the influence of aims
and goals among which striving for riches is the strongest one.

Pointing that economy investigates community life in economic
aspects Grabski stresses that this life has also other mutually connected
sides, namely moral and legal ones. Economic activity in its form is

7 Ibid., p. 32.
¢ Ibid., p. 35.
9 Ibid., Vol. I1I, p. 5—6.
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joint inseperably with the totality of human relationships, with the whole
legal, moral and ethnical organization of society.1® Expressing thus in its
form planned procedure aiming at achieving possibly greatest result by
means of the slightest effort sociological form takes economic form.

In his conclusion Grabski demands social economy to favour first
of all organizational system of historically conditioned purposeful forms
which have the aim to provide individuals as well as communities with
material means serving civilization. "The aim of social-economic life
is providing itself with material means of our civilization life: moral,
ethnical, and legal”. 11

2. THE POSITION OF GRABSKI IN RESPECT TO THE PROBLEMS
OF DISPUTE ABOUT METHOD

The theoretical works of Stanistaw Grabski, created at the beginning
of the XXth century and constituting the significant contribution to
the economic science have the characteristics of their period. Grabski's
thought was created and it developed itself under the influence of three
main trends of the European economic thought at the turn of the XIXth
century: the subjective economics historical and socialistic trend. The
distinct revisionistic trend developed itself on the territory of Germany
and Austria. All these trends left their traits in the opinions of the
young at that time writer who, studying in Berlin and next in Paris and
Switzerland, was bound with socialistic movement. The younger German
historical school and conducted by it with the Austrian school "dispute
about method” had the greatest influence on the theoretical position of
Grabski.

Classical economy as well as the subjective one were of opinion that
certain objective economic laws of general validity govern the economic
system. The historical school was strongly against this opinion. The re-
presentatives of this school thought that such laws do not exist because
other specific, national laws govern the development of each country.
The task of economy is thus searching for these specific, national laws
of social economic development. Economic laws, postulated historians-

10 I,, Guzicki and S. Zurawicki write that in the handling of the subject of eco-
nomy Grabski is close not only to Spann but also to Veblen or Schéfle (L. Gu-
zicki, S. Zurawicki: The History of the Polish Social-Economic Thought
1914—1945. (Historia polskiej mysli spoleczno-ekonomicznej 1914—1945). Warszawa
1974, p. 13). )

11 S Grabski: The Social Economy. Vol. III, p. 15.
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~economists, should be considered very concretely, in connection with
defined conditioned of time and place. These laws are always relative,
never absolute. Only the laws of nature are absolute but the laws of the
development of societies camnot be treated as "the laws of nature” be-
cause there are no general regularities in a human society. Political
economy cannot be, thus, treated as theoretical science but the histori-
cal one.

Considering the matter generally the representatives of historicism
blamed theoretical economy for excessive development of abstract ana-
lysis and conducting it by deductive method. They opposed vulgar empi-
rism, the description joined with elements of classification, and the
method of induction to vulgar empirism. 12

The basic divergence between metheological postulates of the
Austrian school (psychological) and the younger historical school led to
the already mentioned "dispute about method”, started in 1873—1884.
The leading representatives of both schools: K. Menger and G. Schmoller
were the partners in this dispute. The dispute concerned the essence
of political economy as -science and the basic assumptions of
the investigative method. K. Menger defends the theoretical, abstract
and deductive character of economy. He thinks that the task of science
is formulating general laws which can be used to all the economic
systems. The starting point of theoretical economy are psychic characte-
ristics of an individual as a consumer. These characteristics have com-
mon and timeless value.

G. Schmoller gives evidence of the weak points of such a conception
of political economy. He points to the historical changeability of econo-
mic life and economic laws. Contrary to the extreme individualism of
the Austrian school he stresses the importance of the social point of
view upon the economic phenomena and processes.

Formulating these valid critical remarks-Schmoller could not, howe-
ver, present the right point of view. The negation of the presentéd Men-
ger way of uderstanding of economic laws was leading Schmoller to the
negation of the possibility of formulating general laws governing econo-
my. The postulate of taking into consideration the historical changeabili-
ty of economic phenomena was expressed in vulgar empirism — the
description of history of economic.life. Apart from that aiming for trea-
ting economy as one of the elements of social life led to the loss of essen-

12 The dispute about the prevalence of induction or deduction is, as it is known,
aimless. In the scientific reasoning the both ways are necessary to cognizance.
O. Lange: The Political Economy, Vol. I (Ekonomia polityczna, . I). Warszawa
1967, p. 179.
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tial characteristics of cconomic relations and deleting the demarcation
line between economy and other social sciences.!3

This dispute about method lasted for quite a long time not passing,
generally, over Germany because the influences of the historical school
were smaller. After some time the dispute weakened because Schmoller
partly changed his view. He partly accepted the nomethical character
of economy not resigning at the same time from broadly developed
historical method.!4

Grabski is of the opinion that the historical investigations of the
social-economic phenomcna do not exclude precise analisis of their gene-
ral essence or their mutual relationship and its inherent regularity. The
historical trend, limited to the description, classification, and compara-
tive analysis of phenomena cannot, similarly to positivism in philo-
sophy, give the method in the precise meaning of this word i.e. the
theory of learning the phenomena, the explaining the necessity of their
existence in a given form. The works of this trend ie. collecting and
a critical study of the factual material are, of course, useful and necessa-
ry for futher development of economy.

On the other hand the fault of the "precise school” is, in the opi-
nion of Grabski, free cofining of the spheres of its investigations. It
analyses the phenomena typical for a given period of economic deve-
lopment, without the connection with their historical evolution. It
treats an economic entity as autonomical, living outside society and
entering only occasionally and at its own descretion the contact with
other autonomical entities.!5

The distinctiveness of the methodological position of Grabski is seen
on this background. He opposes "the naive realism” of the historical
school which, dealing only with quantative relations of goods and service
between each other, made directly the content of notions, i.e. characteri-
stics attributed to economic goods, the subject of its investigations and
treated them as objective, existing independently of human consciousness
facts of the outside world. The sense of the motto that economic laws

13 The synthetical information about the dispute about method can be found in:
J. G6rski, W, Sierpinski The History of the Universal Economic Thought
1970—1950 (Historia powszechnej mys$li ekonomicznej 1870—1950). Warszawa 1872, .
p. 123—124. '

S Grabski: Zur Erkenntnislehre der wvolkswirtschaftlichen Erscheinun-
gen. Lipsk 1900. This paper is cited by G. Schmoller (in:] Grundiss der allgemeinen
Volkswirtschaftslehre Vol. II, Lipsk 1904, p. 193. Schmoller’s work makes the
synthesis of the outpul of the younger historical school and it is generally consid-
ered as the peak of achievements of the German historism; (Taylor, The Histo-
ry..., Historia..., p. 23).

135S, Grabski: Zur Erkenntnislehre..., p. 103.

15*
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should act at their own lies in this conception because they are the
consequence of the eternal order of the world. It was near hence to the
negation of the real meaning of time and place conditions. The historical
school, as the reaction against such “absolutism”, stresses the direct
dependence of economic phenomena upon conditions of place and time
the consequence of which is their changing character which conditions
relative importance of economic laws. The critique of this school depen-
ded, however, only on the historical investigation of final conclusions
of classical economy. It did not consist, as Grabski stresses, of episto-
mogical formulating of the relation of social economic phenomena to the
individual as a subject. 16, ’

3. THE THEORETICAL CHARACTER OF SOCIAL ECONOMY

Grabski did not treat the problems of the metheology of social eco-
nomy as art for art’s sake but was convinced that a method and
2 theory of learning economy undergo evolution depending of factual
changes of the problems of economy.' Real life set forth the problem
of the totality of a social estate. Traditionally it was defined in the
historical as "the entirety of individual and corporational estates exi-
sting in the state in the mutual hierarchal relation”.18

Stanistaw Grabski stresses that synthetical notion of social estate
cannot be created of equiponderant and arboreal individual estates. Obser-
ved separately as well as among others individual estates reveal always
only a managing man as a representative of individual needs and
aims. The social character of the social estate points out to the fact that
it is not the extended or complex individual estate, it is not the organized
activity but the organization of relations between people developed in
the process of managing. It is thus not only the product of economic
activity but the assumption, the condition of this activity. As a result
Stanistaw Grabski defines the social estate as a totality of proper,
mutually conditioned relations of identity, coordination and subordina-
tion of people and their groups. These relations are of psychic nature
and they exist between individuals in connection with their estimation

18 About the Grabski's standpoint look on also: M. St. Karpinski: The
New Form of the Dispute about the Method of Economics (Nowa postaé sporu
o metode ekonomiki). Lwow 1937, and by the same author: The Historical Rudi-
ments of the System of the Social Economy by prof. Stanistaw Grabski (Histo-
ryczne podstawy systemu ekonomii spotecznej), ,Przeglad prawa i administracji”,
R. 62, Lwoéw 1937.

17 S Grabski: The Essence of the Value as the Social-Economic Phenome-
non (Istota wartosci jako zjawiska spoleczno-gospodarczego). Krakéw 1904, p. 37.

8 G. Schmoller: Grundriss.., Vol. 1, p. 98.
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of economic .goods as material means of fulfilling general individual
needs.1®

Social economy is the science about culture, the "science of spirit”
concludes Grabski. The social estate is thus the totality of spiritual
phenomena and their relations. '

On the basis of social estate understood in this way Grabski solves
the problem of relation in which the individual entity is to the social
entity of spiritual life of an individual what is important for the histo-
rical method. This solution depends on introducing social sciences as
a subject and the understanding objectively purposeful forms of cons-
ciousness connected with mutual relations between people.

An individual is not only a subject but also the object of society.
He is under the influence of the society but as the entity
in itself it also influences the society in a certain way. Because
of this reason people realize that social phenomena exist outside
them as objective states which influence them and people, on the other
hand, influence these social phenomena on the principle of specific
mutual linkage. The contents of the states of human consciousness have
a repercussion on the ouside life. As a result of this they are formulated
not as the typical for them form of psychic relations but as the processes
of the ouside world which can be learned on the basis of impressions
recepted from them and which stand outside a human being but are con-
nected with him. These impressions can be formulated either as attri-
butes of the outside or as the results of the influence on the environ-
ment or as the rules outside an individuality, the rules of his activities.
This is thus the essential content of the category of social phenomena.2?

The simplest and the most determinant form of these phenomera i.e.
relations between people and their groups consists in this that mana-
ging people estimate their estates in the same way i.e. from the position
of the same social needs felt as their own. These phenomena are thus
connected with the certain relation of identity (identity of the estimates
on the social scale). The manifestations of these relations are the product
taking place in human consciousness objectivization of economic judge-
ments which manifests itself in the fact that the results of judgement
have their repercussion outside an- individual and are recepted as the
immanent properties of goods and service. The consequence of this is
the coordination of these impressions into the form of defined notions
which can be named as "the basic economic notions” because they con-
stitute the basis for all other economic relationships. "The most basic

1 S, Grabski: The Social Economy. Vol. L. p. 46—47.
20 There is so~called ”formula of understanding” in Stanistaw Grabski’s sys-
{em, Zur Erkenntnislehre, p. 126,
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social forms of economic coexistence between people are thus basic
notions of economic goodness, economic value, property and riches com-
monly acknowledged by the main injunctions of all our economic acti-
vities, estimates and purposes.” 2!

The starting point of the considerations over the method of social
economy must be the analysis of the attitude of an individual towards
social phenomena, the solution of the antinomy of an individual as
a subject and object of society. This search for solution in- Stanistaw
Grabski’s system is the notion of objectively purposeful forms.

A human being lives thus at the same time the social and private
life. .

All the economic activities undertaken because of personal reasons aim
at the goodness and the permanence of the community to which he
belongs. The motives of activities are individual but acting individuals
establish their attitudes to others in social forms. ”The form of mutual
relationship between people is social, their content is individual.” 22

Historical categories are the basic economic notions in the system
of social economy of Stanistaw Grabski and they shape themselves
differently in each historical epoch. The explanation of their mutual re-
gularity cannot be rational but genetic (as it has been conditioned
throughout the ages). The complete understanding is possible only by
joining the ”“empirical” and ”casual” explanation, stresses Stanislaw
Grabski. "Strictly (..) inductively only the contemporary social—eco-
nomic life can be examined and even this not totally because it cannot
be examined with the proper connection with the past from which it
can be developed. In order to recreate this past we must use inductive
and deductive analysis of the monuments which remained.” 23

We can see clearly from in this way outlined frames of the historical
method worked out by Grabski how much should have been corrected
and specified in the so-called historical method from the end of the X1Xth
century. In order to do this Grabski develops for it again the broad
understanding background by establishing the notions of social econo-
mic phenomena, their categories and factors as well as the theory of
social estate. The conception of the dual consciousness of an individual
as the subject and object has here the central role. As a consequence of
presenting Stanistaw Grabski’s system we must stress not this what joins
him with the historical school but first of all what differentiates him
from this school. The methodological standpoint of the social economy
of Stanistaw Grabski is the wholy individual work.

21 Grabski: The Economy (Ekonomia). Vol. III, p. 16.
2 Ibid., Vol. I, p. 18. ‘
# Ibid., Vol. III, p. 9,
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STRESZCZENIE

Artykul przedstawia w ogélnym zarysie poglady Stanistawa Grabskiego na
przedmiot i metode ekonomii politycznej. Stanistaw Grabski (1871—1949) byl czo-
lowym ekonomista a jednoczesnie znanym dzialaczem polityeznym juz w latach
poprzedzajacych I wojne $wiatowa, a nastepnie w okresie II Rzeczypospolitej.

W teorii ekonomii S. Grabski rozwijal socjologiczng odmiane kierunku histo-
rycznego. W ekonomii (nazywanej ekonomia spoleczna) widzial Grabski swoistg so-
cjologie zycia gospodarczego. Definiuje ekonomig spoleczng jako nauke o gospodar-
czym wspblzyciu ludzi. Jest ona czescig nauk spolecznych i wraz ze wszystkimi in-
nymi szczegélowymi naukami spolecznymi powinna opiera¢ sie na wynikach ba-
dan socjologii, jako nauki ujmujacej caloksztalt zycia spolecinego.

Istotne znaczenie majg rozwazania S. Grabskiego dotyczace metody ekonomii
spolecznej. Najwiekszy wplyw na teoretyczne stanowisko Grabskiego w ekonomii
miala niemiecka szkola historyczna i toczony przez nig ,spér o metode” z austria-
cka szkolg psychologiczng. Spér dotyczyl istoty ekonomii politycznej jako nauki
i podstawowych zalozen metody badawczej. K. Menger (szkola austriacka) bronil
teoretycznego, abstrakcyjnego i dedukcyjnego charakteru ekonomii. Jego oponent,
G. Schmoller, wykazujgc stabe strony takiej koncepcji ekonomii politycznej, docho-
dzi do zaprzeczenia mozno$ci sformutowania ogélnych praw rzadzacych gospodarks

Czesciowa zmiana stanowiska G. Schmollera (uznat on mozliwo§é istnienia
w ekonomii tzw. praw okresowych) wiaze sie ze stanowiskiem S. Grabskiego w tej
kwestii, ktory w wydanej w rozprawie w jezyku niemieckim zabierajac glos w spo-
rze, wykazal moznos¢é nomotetycznosci ekonomii bez rezygnacji z szeroko rozumia-
nej metody historycznej.

PE3IOME

CraTba npepacTtaBifier B o0wux ueprax naraager CranmcnaBa I'paGckoro Ha
npeAMeT M MeTOJ HOoANTH4YecKkoi sxoHomuu. Craumciaas I'pabekwmit (1871 — 1949) 6w
BbIAAIOIIMMCHA 3KOHOMMCTOM M OALIOBPEMEHHO BUAHLIM MOJUTUHECKMM JeATeJIeM yIKe
B TOJbl Nepej NEepPBOii MMPOBOI1 BOIHOM, a 3aTeM B Oypaya3uoit Iloabule.

B Teopuyu skoHomuu C.T'paGckuit pa3sBuMBajl COLUMOJIOTMYECKYH) Pa3HOBUAHOCTBL MC-
TOPUYECKOTO llanmpaBjelina. B skoHoMMuM (Ha3bIBaeMOt OOILIeCTBEHHOM 3KOHOMMEN) OH
BUZeJ CBOEro poja COLMOJIOTMIO XO3AMCTBEHHONM MXU3HU. Y4éHnli ompegenser o06-
LIECTBEHHYI0O SKOHOMMIO KaK HayYKy O XoaaiicrBeHHoM obulexutum mmozgest. Ona
SIBJIAETCA COCTaBlOM 4YaCThI0 KOMILJIEKca oOblLlecTBEHHBIX HayK M BMeECTe CO BCEeMMU
APYTUMM HYacTUbIMM OOleCTBeHHBIMM HayKaMM JAOJMHO ONMPaThCA Ha PpPe3yJbTaThbl
MCCIe0BaHMII COLMOJIOrMM KaK HayKM, paccMaTpMBamwllell o6ilecTBEHHYIO MU3HBb
B LIEJIOM.

CyuiecTBelioe 311aueHmMe umeroT pasmbluuiienuna. C. pabekoro o Metone obiuie-
CTBEHIION SkoHnoMuy. Haubosee 3aMeTHO BJAMAHME HA TEOPETUHUECKYIO IIOIULUIO
C. I'pabckoro, okasalllioe HeMelKON MCTOPMYECKON LIKOJION M ee cnopoM O MeToje
O aBCTPUICKOM NCMXOJIOTUYecKoM wKkosoin. Crnop Kacancs CyTH IOJMTUYIECKON 9KO-
HOMMM KaK HAayKM ¥ OCHOBHBIX NPEANOCHIZIOK UCCIeJ0BATENLCKOro MeToha. K. Men-
rep (aBCTPMICKAsA IIKOJa) PaTOBaJ 3a TeopeTudeckult, abCcTPaKTHbIA U NOAYKTHUB-
HbI1 XapakTep skouomuu. Ero onmnouent, I'. IlIMoanep, ob6HapymuBaa YA3BMMLIE
CTOPOIibI TaKOM KOHUENUUM MOJUTHUHECKON 9KOUOMMM, NPUXOJUT B KOHLIE K OTDHU-
LaHMIO BO3MOMKHOCTHM COPMyIMPOBATE OOLLIME 3aKOHB! XO3ANCTBEHHOM. FKU3IHH,
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YacTuunoe nameHenme mMuenua I'. [IImonnepa (npU3HaHue BO3MOFMKHOCTM CYLLECT-
BOBaHUA B 9KOHOMMM TaK Ha3blBAE€MBIX BPEMEHHBLIX 3aKOHOB) CBA3aHO C ITO3ULIUENH
C. -I'paGcxoro B Ha3paHHOM Bornpoce. B u3gaHHOJ) Ha HeMeUKoM fA3bIKe B 1900 romy
pabore C. I'pabGckmit, OTHOCACH K NPeAMETY CIIopa, A0Ka3aJ BO3MOMKHOCTbH HOMOJIO-
I'MYECKOro xapaxTepa 3KOHOMMM 0e3 oTKasa OT MCTOPMYECKOTO MeTojAa B ILIMPOKOM
CMBICJIe.



