Argument to launch PEKEA

Main stream economic thought still claims heritdgem classical political economy although it is
distant and autonomous from other forms of thowgtd knowledge production about Mankind and
Society. These dissidents from the social scieandghe humanities have come to assume that among
the social activities it is possible to identifycategory specific to the economic field. Economists
seeing themselves as specialists of the study isf ditegory, became convinced that economic
behaviour, leading to produce these events, wasdapending on economic facts. This shared belief
led disciples to look for the "natural laws" of eomic activity, searching for invariants that guide
economic behaviour, whatever the circumstanceisnaf &nd place.

Striving to develop a rigorous analysis autonoméresn philosophy, moral philosophy, political
science and various doctrines and ideologies, amaguic thought has emerged, claiming to be
scientific on the basis of its theoretical or axaim constitution of the functioning of economic
activities. Axiomatic economics has gradually elishled itself as a rationale for action, attemptiog
impose its normative implications, summoning reatisty to adapt itself to scientific expert
judgements that are drawn from theory. Althoudhai rejected the social outside its field of ariglys
this economics also imposes its economic doctr@mebeyond the stated economic field that it had
believed when constituting itself, could have bdelimited. Indeed, its theory of economic behaviour
uses a methodology that is, first, indifferenttie bbject of the theorised individual behaviourscivh
are all supposed to be rational utilitarian and;osd, has been rapidly adopted by sociologists,
political scientists, psychologists. None of thenam and social behaviours seem able to escapisto th
methodology.

The 'raison d'étre' of this research programmeeither to take stock of the various difficulties of
interpretation faced by economics nor to try andsgjon nature and relevance of the methods and
tools used by this school of thought. Nor doesiend to survey the attempts at the edge of the
dominant corpus, either from inside or from outsitere-integrate neglected aspects. There ism® ti

to lose either in criticising the inanity of econiogiregarding this or that real world problem, or i
amending this hypothesis or that item of methodgpldigis now time to rebuild a new knowledge on
economic activities on the hypothesis that econa@miivity is a political matter: a relevant anatyst

the wealth of nations, of the production and disttion of this wealth.

Coping with scarcity, effective production and eghie distribution to fulfil human material needs a
both inseparable and linked to intricate behavioBr®duction may not be organised ex ante by
economics, politics taking charge ex post to maikgridution equitable. Moreover the question of
what to produce is crucial, facing the immensityneéds and tasks of human societies. The findlity o
economic activity remains embedded in moral phipbgoand ethics: humans are thinking and their
action has a meaning even before it gives birtlarioartefact, thus behaviour depends on these
meanings.

A political economy able to understand the naturé eauses of the wealth and poverty of nations
cannot be based on an economic corpus detachedditoen modes of knowledge about Man and
Society: all the sciences classified under thellabsocial sciences and the humanities are resiplens
for rewriting the foundations of a political econpnThis project is a first attempt to put at work
altogether all specialists who are willing to goyyted hesitations or taboos that have prevented them
from debating together the nature, causes and dgeashwealth and poverty. In doing so, they are



invited to build a new knowledge on economic atitgi that can only be based on an ethical and
political analysis.

A first draft was written in Penvern in 2001 by Ripe Béraud, Jean Louis Perrault, Pablo Diaz, (frdeft to
right on photo 1) and Marc Humbert (apparently askisomething on photo 2 face in front of Jean Louis
Perrault).
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