 CRITIC

" “huiman: behaviour, which is like saying that
‘of: the logical aspect of human behaviour..

B

-‘ﬂhu

‘.that -men - .are, ecor-omlsmg'

,""wor]d in*which ‘we . live:

eﬁorts :
f -,

_ Dr. H. G. PEARCE'S
ICISM - of

““The Economic Pattern
'by ‘Cyrit Renwick and G. A. J, Sxmpson-Lee

in- the means——end
Here we are

L3l The metaphysics - of ~econcmy -
'1at1(msh1p is. reserved for. the. next.  chapter..
ithat;

economics is .a study of the . econ,
A “?;ﬂlc is the study

At any. rate we
conomising. is,.some kind of human act. ‘Now . action
‘e”latlve to its object. Hence it is.specified or
e it o from its. formal object. .- So the act of
conomising ;- ‘has no: meaning; ;until, we . are told s what it is
But we are not told. On the
cori’rary the authors ring the changes and after. telling us
~that. théy .are :going to. ‘answer the question, “What is the
.economising. -aspect of human behaviour?” they end up [pS]
by telling us. that the gquestion they set out to answer is
hi is: the choosing aspect of human behaviour?”
As:we have: seen,. -economy is ‘an adequatmn of means. to
fence: the. economnist studies some human - adequation
of feans to ends.” Ihdeed as economics is by common - con-
..Sent oné; -of -the; social sciences it must study some. secial
~hence :natural adequatmn of ‘means to end. Now there are
many ways ‘6f economising human activity G.e.- adequating
effort “expended to: results “intended). . Thus logic economises
rnenta]. power, technique -economises the mental and physwal
powers of man the producer, a good legal system economises
humah efforts,. and even human lives, in the settling of per-
d'xsputes, and so forth. But. as we have seen the
ki owWs nothmg about such economy for he pxopelly
1. economy of human effdrt- which is both
sans): and the result- (finis effectus) of. the
ts.. And, as we have also seen, through
“the” study: of’ his formal ob;ect “products - as. priced, . the
-economist is- gradually led to_see that natural marvel called

~the- body -economig, ie,. the natural co-ordination of diverse.

‘producers, and the ural - or social adequation between
Vol eﬁorts' and-.-human -satisfactions, ie. between. the .

and the final cause of: our socialised prodiiction,
mwrmc eéconomiy or system, The economist

is: ‘the. e
. studxes ‘that somal economy of effort which arises in exchange
of ,products and the resultant:natural -economy which is our .

! te,..common.. ‘good;” which flows. from ’chﬁ1 natural pursuit
~of ‘the 'economy. of effort through exchange which, as we saw,
Jis the abatract common. good which all men seek.
descending from, the metaphysics: of ends
hology. of human ends downs to the economics
ne ! i “human; end—economy of effort = through
‘exc] ﬁnve—tbe authors wander off into a. psychological treatise
_on;;.choosi And,;« as. is.. always the ' case; economists. who
“know little economics know . less about psychology. And we
are immediately told: that this cheesing aspect. of © human
‘behaviour. helps to, shape. the; whole..world in which we live.
Herice' nomics logically - becomes. a study of the whole
*Which is. absurd!
'becomes a- choice science’ and. ‘ot & .natural science,
is; absurd‘ {I‘hus the. poor.  high-school, pupil is introduced to
an an 1ys1s of W‘la(; goes on in Tom Brown’s mind.
vy TR 3 i -effected: through, - the . sentence:

pen ng is" seen strlctly ‘as: -spending- ie. as the
d'efsnred exchange: I have_ produ(_:ed some=

~freedom;

] mles of ﬁeedom
i d-acertificate of social- service,

Inmdentally it
Which |

THE: STANDARD

Fébrﬁaﬂr

. of value, the common bearer of opt.tons the conimon  medium

nlsmg aspect . of -

: pl.‘.

of calculatlon, or.. the, concrete, mamfestatlon of the abstract
1 le whxch umﬁes the exchange—economy
'Legally money is also the -Jegal- tender for debt.
Pathologically money 1s also- the common medium of
1ansom

- To .resume,
as an introduction to economics then it should be a much
more profound and accurate analysis that is exhlblted
here. Choice is mot the -taking of one thing: and the rejection
of: other things.—election and rejection. For these are a two

_which .have been in some way compared or united. They

are contingent alternatives- wh1ch are. not self-explanatory, but
become alternatives -only in view of some .one. end. Every
contmgent supposes a necessary. If I am free to buy a
plane-ticket of a bhoat-ticket to New Zealand-—free to choose
the one or the other—this is umintelligible unless I already
intend to go to New Zealand.” If I am not fixed about the
end then.I am nct free about the means ie. I cannot choose,

.Hence choice is. psychologlca]lv defingd as a power elective

of means with a view to the end, or the acl of election is

.defined as an act of will fowards a good as by means ordered

to an. end. Now what is Tom Brown's end? Here we land

- in the depths of natural phxlosophy Surely. such an “approach"

to economics is only .a running away from economics, ie.
escapism.’ But without- any psychological analysis a logician’s
apprentice could see that choice could not be defined as. elec~

-tion and.rejection. ie. as choice apd non-choice! This is choice

logic!”

Finally, even if choice ‘were the rejection of one thing.and
election of another, ‘this would not be what.the authors.need
for explaining Tom Brown’s choice. For Tom did not choose
one thing but one combination of many things. And not of
theniselves are dwelse things united but there must be some
cause: of, their union: "And what is the .principle which, even
in this illustration, unities all the combinations wehérof “Tom
chooses one. Clearly it is the iwo shillings which were
“assumed.” What a rpity that these assumptienist economics
vgould not obey their own rule and keep ‘their “assumptions’
clear
trap of discussing Tom’s chojces (which is psychology) 1nstead
of dlscu=smg Tom’s two shillings (which is certainly an
econgmic matter),

Such an approach to economics (despite: all its c01np1ex1ty
for. the master and all its traps for the beginner) would at
least be .an ecenomic annroach to economics, whereas to
approa"h it through choices is ncn-economic. It is to approach

economics through. a cmlcept which, as we have seen, the

econcmist as an economist is not competent to define.
(To be continued)

If analycls of Tom Brown’s mind is needed.

Thus by neglect of their- own. rule they . fall into..the-

; Now to _the. psychologist spending |

’t' I consxder .an, equlvalent of what I pre- :
fo ‘the market 'S6 Tong as-¥ held the: money
6 my. -command over the |
products) of others Thus. money is an instpument :
those who do violence to a community’s




