N

N

Postures and practices of economists

Gaél Plumecocq

» To cite this version:

Gagél Plumecocq. Postures and practices of economists. 67. Congrés de PAFSE, May 2018, Paris,
France. 17 p. hal-02784937

HAL Id: hal-02784937
https://hal.inrae.fr /hal-02784937

Submitted on 4 Jun 2020

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci- destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
entific research documents, whether they are pub- scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
lished or not. The documents may come from émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
teaching and research institutions in France or recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
abroad, or from public or private research centers. publics ou privés.


https://hal.inrae.fr/hal-02784937
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

F’os‘tures and prac’rices of economists:

COnvergence or divorce?

\Introduction
The French academic context is relativey o
Data and method Classification
tensed ot i e
Contradictions between: weeuo AT

MASTROIANK =
H "us"... ” ...and "them" @ R

*

U
Claim for unicity of the discipline

| Cunrr:ixélti;([iil:irrcs-subuu( Iv .
H ‘ ITALANA Conclusions: No definitive answer

DANIELA Eﬂtt
- 00 TR

Some shared foundations (instrumentalism)

To what extent economists

(WhiCh ones) share iden tity? Mainstream is as diverse as the heterodoxies

They dissemble more than they resemble

@ QueStion SyStems of Improve the research design (eg. equivocal
thoughts and beliefs proposals)




Contradictions between:

" "

LS Lo ...and "them"

(who are WE?) (who are THEY?)

Claim for unicity of the discipline

Contradictions about
identities

Corporatist level
Whalt isit to bean economist ?
Epistemological level
Whatisitto bea economist 7

Normative level
Whal are the admi ns that m

A priori diverse



I ILIAUICUTIUITO A
identities

Corporatist level

What is it to »¢ an economist ?

Epistemological level

Whatis it to ¢ a oo economist ¢

Normative level

What are the bl that makes a 200 economist?




F’os‘tures and prac’rices of economists:

COnvergence or divorce?

\Introduction
The French academic context is relativey o
Data and method Classification
tensed ot i e
Contradictions between: weeuo AT

MASTROIANK =
H "us"... ” ...and "them" @ R

*

U
Claim for unicity of the discipline

| Cunrr:ixélti;([iil:irrcs-subuu( Iv .
H ‘ ITALANA Conclusions: No definitive answer

DANIELA Eﬂtt
- 00 TR

Some shared foundations (instrumentalism)

To what extent economists

(WhiCh ones) share iden tity? Mainstream is as diverse as the heterodoxies

They dissemble more than they resemble

@ QueStion SyStems of Improve the research design (eg. equivocal
thoughts and beliefs proposals)




Data and method
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(1st semester 2015 ) . '
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Classification

Indentify these groups

For each proposal, how different is the
evaluation within the group vs. in the
rest of the sample (Wilcoxon test)?

Proximity analysis

Which groups are closer (more distant) ?

e sample st

In terms of methodological practices

sum Luz- 1%

Average of absolute difference for each proposal (
AFEP/Heterodox = 0,07, and AFSE/Neither = 0,08
But, Neoclass/Neither = 0,31

0,99
0,48 0,65
0,70 0,53 02

Heterodox/Neoclass = 0,71, and AFSE/AFEP = 0,58




members members members members

Women, Insecure
employment, Elders, (and non-HDR)

Youngests

CRITICAL REALISTS 9 INSTITUTIONALISTS

24,2% 27,4% 20,2% 28,2%

Posture / conception Moy. Diff. (test) Moy. Diff. (test) Moy. Diff. (test) Moy. Diff. (test)
Realism 2,7 0,8 (**%) 3,5 38 0,6 (**) 33
Constructivism 29 2,9 24 0,4 (%
Instrumentalism 4,2 4,1 4,1 44
Conséquentialism 24 2,6 2,7 2,0 0,5(%
Critical realism 42 1,1 (***) 3.2 3.2 29 0,6 (***) rationa
Mecanistic 2,7 0,7 (**) 1 (**%) 3,2 29 COOl‘di
Evolutionary 33 0,5 (**) 0,9 (***) -1 (**%)
Forecasting 23 0,7 (**%) , 1,1 (***) . 2,5 04(%
Decision-making 3,7 0,3 (*) 39
Resource allocation 1,8 0,6 (***) L 0,8 (***) I 2,0
Optimality 1,7 -1,2 (**%) 1,3 (***) 0,9 (***) 0,6 (**)
Exclusive 4,7 0,3 (**) \ 0,6 (**¥) 4,5
Inclu51ve GE . |'2 (".) R 0‘8 (l‘.) _0'8 ('t‘) 0’9 (.‘.)
Situated Rationality 38
Cognitive Rationality 2,2 -1,3 (**¥) , 0,9 (***) Y ) 0,5 (**%)
Argumentative Rationality 33 1,1 (***) -1,4 (**%) I
Maximisation Rationality 1,6 -1,9 (**¥) X 1,2 (***)
Calculator (perfect) Rationality 1,4 -1 (***) 0,9 (***)
Bounded Rationality 1.4 -1,4 (**%) 1,7 (**%) 0,7 (**)
Secondary hypothesis 3,1
Institutionalism 44 0,3 (*%) 0,6 (***) phenom
Naturalism T+ : 12(**%) T (**) : 0.5 (%)
Contractualism 2,8 0,8 (***) LI(***) 0.6 (**) Skeptica
Negative 35 . ' 0,7 (***) ) 0,5 (*%)
Perfect markets 0,6 (**) 0,6 (**) 0,6 (**) 0,4 (**) - markets
Fictional 43 - markets
How equilibrium is reached @ -1,1 (**¥%) L1(***) -1,4 (**¥%) ’ 1 (**%)
Political simulations 2,2 -1,2 (***) 1(***) Rejectio
Partial equilibrium 3,1 0,5(*%)

* econom
* econom




20% are 76% are 20% are
"heterodox" "heterodox"

56% of the "neoclass")

80% are
"heterodox" "heterodox"

(44% of the "neoclass")

74% are AFEP

73% are AFEP | 65% are AFSE | 72% are AFEP
members

members members members

Women, Insecure
employment,
Youngests

Elders, (and non-HDR)

CRITICAL REALISTS INSTITUTIONALISTS

24.2% 27.4% 20.2% 28.2%
Moy. Diff. (test) Moy. Diff. (test)
0,6 (**) i3

29 2.9 24 0.4(%
4.2 4,1 4,1 4.4

Moy. Diff. (test) Moy. Diff. (test)

2,7 0,8 (**¥) 3,5 8
2,7




members members members members

Women, Insecure
employment, Elders, (and non-HDR)

Youngests

CRITICAL REALISTS INSTITUTIONALISTS 2 \
. «@ General agreements
24 2% 27.4% 20,2% 28.2%

Moy.  Diff. (test) Moy.  Diff. (test) Moy.  Diff. (test) Moy.  Diff. (test) Instrumental posture (scientiﬁcally and

2.7 0,8 (***) 35 38 0,6 (**) 33 lt ll

29 29 27 24 04(%) politically)

42 4,1 4,1 44 . . . 0 .

>4 Y X T 050" Economic reality is defined by (i) situated
S S B Y s BRI - B B L Tuw M  Tationality, and (ii) the importance of rules in

2,7 0,7 (**) 39 1 (***) 3.2 29

33 39 0,5(**) 4,2 0,9 (***) 2,8 -1 (**%) Coordlnatlon Settlngs

23 0,7 (***) 3,6 1,1 (***) 28 2,5 0,4 (%

3,7 41 03 (%) 40 3,9 Economics deals with social phenomenons
1,8 0,6 (***%) 29 0,8 (***%) 25 2,0

21,2 (**%) 3,5 1,3 (***) C g 0,9 (***) 3,0 0,6 (*%)

4,7 0,3 (**) 4,1 0,6 (***) 4,7 4,5

. - Characteristics of heterodoxies

! : ;! _]'2 (‘.‘) 3‘4 0‘8 (.‘.) ! :: ! _0'8 ("') 3‘5 0'9 (...)

3,7 3,8 3,5
13 39 09 (**%) 30 36 0.5 (*%) Rejection of "optimality": neither markets nor economics
a1 1,1 (***) 38 XIERPTERN|  define optimal society's functioning
-1,9 (***) 39 12(***) 3,1 33
1(**%) 29 0.9 (***) 23 21 Skeptical as regard to economics:
-1,4 (***) 38 1,7 (***) 2,8 2,1 0,7 (**)
2,7 2,6
4,0 0,3 (**) 4,7 0,6 (***) 4,0
-1 (***) 33 1,2 (***) @ -1 (**%) 28 0,5(*)
0,8 (***) 42 1L,1(***) 29 0,6 (**) 3,5
33 4,0 0,7 (***) 3,1 0,5 (**)
0,6 (**) 2,8 0,6 (**) 0,6 (**) 2,7 0,4 (*%) - markets do not enables reaching equilibrium and optimum
42 4.4 4,1 - markets sould not function in reality as in theory (pure and perfect)

_1'1 (“‘) 3.4 l.l (.“) _]'4 ("') 1 (“.)
1,2 (***) 1(***) 3,0 34 Rejection of Naturalism (markets are not "natural")
0.5 (**) 3,6 33

- economics cannot and sould not define optimal society's functioning
- economics concepts and tools are not fit to understand social
phenomenon)

Skeptical as regard to social role of markets
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Average of absolute difference for each proposal (
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n

NEO-
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methodological

51% of the economists in the sample use econometrics
(37% uses modeling)

Only 11% use experiment as a method

NEO-
INSTITUTIONALISTS s L
, Econometrics (30%)
Monography (48%) Econometrics (38%) Inferdiews (40%) Modeling(33%)
History (58%) Modeling (35%) B S
2.9 2.2 2.8 |

Nb method declared (2.3 in gen. pop.)
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