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Al el A3t FAlo] AR A3Al FEHAGE. o] A2E TALL T
A A=A st AdaAst AAlel 24 AT AdA Hdg THA 1A
Eaitd IF38 e AZgh A4, AEAAR 59 AdA dde] 2R
o Egtet.

B N5 o] MR AlmAlst AA R F oid FHT Bisk—Austrian A&
ol Rl Bolvt AFA AR FA Y Aol B—oll AL FET = G ¢
ARALE, 2R AxAlst Ao 8 &4 Edl 24 7155 £ Arrow-Debreu
WS REs—BIGEEHAD (013 GEol 222 Y& Ad A43A gevte
Aol wazieh

HeA, = e B WA o & Fa4¢ #A ek 232 GEol &4l

*Ee e AN AA G o] R/ HBEEEBES T84 EE THBHAR

(1985.2.22, A&yl A ¢2F AL 2299 Aelch

1) K.J. Arrow and G. Debreu(1954), G. Debreu(1959) © K.J. Arrow and F.H.
Hahn(1971).

2) C.J. Bliss(1975) ¥ M. Blaug(1975).
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A gh= dlAll " el 7AA o] A U= TAY xHelvl o] =8 FolA s
o &Fo] SraffianAAZ 7| LEHE2 & el shob=ik AA o] & (c]3F NR o]
Zoz GAW)eleh o] £2Y FAE FARYTA dolA HEA YyEoz
A Q1A= 3 9l Lakatosian =184 i F= 2o why 2 (Methodology of Scie-

o] &8)4 NRo]Zo] sted GE o] Eef o

rlﬂ!

ntific Research Programmes ; MSRP) ¢
@ oAl A ol Bel W 4 dg
Hall A el e ohgd dTAHAE wol, %28 T3 FAEE EFAHL AR
et |

A, NRel2dl A A&x F45 T4 A B:LOP%@VE‘ T e A FE W

Al A,
A, ofgAl AAL F ¢ NRoJ &8 Al a4F MSRP webA 2 T4 g+
A, ATAE o HA Hagk AAZAE AMge
24 A7 NRojZo] 2% FF47+ A= 7M€ A EYH
dla, o] 48] =olel sz 84 NRoJ 2o siar Fdaal H7hE A=
A7lell A o) =i ATHHE ¥ W T Aol La¥ Aelrh NR¢]
B9 bl Aol A e HE TR Al Bl EAsE A
GE o] B¥#ol, #Ad=Ik =t vk2a2jke] Axol 2L sl x# 4 2ot
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I. Alg|7tot=nl ARM0|E22e| 7|27Z

WA APsbelEslgl Sraffian AAE, wAs-stzas A5 FHRENE
(surplus approach) ¢} @ el = el A he]sd, ALA | B¥AN UolA A A
E2A 2E 99 AATHES AR 8L 4FY 2PAAY AR E
199l el Sraffian AAE AL ATAA TEUA E A4
=4 4519, 47¢ A. Roncaglia % S<ht #0472
| Qeiyetmal Foaeh

EE oful AAGA Aseksho]l Sahol b BAE BE IS FE

hY

L o
: e

FANAL piAA 2 & FEE S gk 2el, AedslehEstE SUA
3 olAL AL G4E 2E ol BAE A AP FEUHE AL Tehe o) ok
G DAL AW HLREA PREA el AR IAE AL T o T @

WA el 4 e kolm gk
4) A. Roncaglia(1978), p. xi.



Woe=a a3 Hikmd 9 FHelslobmiR REER] FRK 25
sh2A 2 AelE F3e TR ol B A ek WA 1wE A4F
2@ ARl YA BuaA wEAAEE A Fs, A2 Marxian 2
ANl F5A Geote A4 stzasste THA. S8 WA, 15
© 23 WEEL 4%l Aow 4a4es Wed G2 gz, 2844
9 FAE ALFYAAY 34 AFERE 2 0l AY A5k glvkn YA
E RA AAQzste TR,

oA NRo| &8 7 LF2E 44nA,
4 NRo| B¢ £Ad2e2 54295 Al L5el Azl oleh,

1. ®ERE

49 24 ALFYAANA AGA AZA Qqrt FESH I, ol - o)A
¥ Ad 2 53 AdA T FEH, ARSI AAA Lelzked] wiEE =
Tt FolAleh. e FAEFAEAA oL e 25 A, F A3
Aoz A4EAq 43Uz F9s Ladvde opd GAARAA &5
H Adeg dAste b 205w P o]dd =FATY QA TEHE T
TE TR b dde desule 25 iy ElNHEA 3ddc QA
B de A A FAd A A& s s Aladd daHA A 44 o
24 AT 28 dd v F2 AAFdd £FdAd A 2dte, ASAT
78 24 AA ] g4 A £5AFAA AfRen 4R

2. HEWey 2MH (methodological wholism)

s

NRo|2& AAH d4e 4593 QoA ALAAFAY $4 (135 5
st AL Adsta, 2 A4l A43H A (ﬂlu )sh, 2RAERY ¥AA &
Adl ARk Frhx FAR. AP EFALE b A4 FEIOE o] Rk, Az
229 Asld Fuargd ARA dHA B Adek A ABA
% (support = bearer)e] Avkx ik wWebd AW AsgL AU 43
F2AA Az Fae, 7 e JFNA et

rhx

5) Fikmby ABR 2K YN ZEEQ8) ¥ BEAERY AL 5T
HHEL T O'Neill(1973) & b bzt

6) Az T2 YA Asld AFTALY AAAY TAHALLEY AdA gAY 235
78] A5 EAAL] FAad ojdsd, FaMN AL AT Euo) A8 & E.Nagel
(1961) & R. Bhaskar(1979)-¢-, =8z Atsle] 4 Zme) AM AL A, Giddens(19
ME Z2d> v
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3. R¥AFE (long period method)

AU e AAA A ol FE FelA FEUF - FFNEE ¥ FEA
o] @34 3| F4be) (terminal state) 24 S| rh, FELEYAA L o] Aoz
THte Al fdornE 24 AAA BoozA A5gs 23 o] FA4
28] £33 AdNsks HNS ALFAAAY £FIHE olAstE o YA
EAAel g ol Erta Hol gk old WA A WEE 4o E &
AL Al EAAQ W2z A wHebA, 2 90t dAAHe Ao A TR

Y

NR o] Eo sz, o]4¢ A 7hA7 nAS—vt2as A5 71Ed4 A%
£ NRoj&e] T4H7 A Adgeld 2
& ofvth NRoJEL of Ao =&
ot ozd TAH o|Re] olgA =
E7HE WM g8 TS o] & Axnslz e
D Sgd
T A=

@ QA AE"

AAQF} o] 48] H#Y S5 ok 442 Sraifa AL o &

& A4
T2 AT At 9AL o195tk P 2 A% Sraffian A4l 49 L. L
Pasinetti & A7le] &&4e” A¢d + A& Aolvh F8F AL dF3 o %
T 5k shie T2 AEAATS =54 FY 1Y SAd g4 AR

ol
= g4 red AFdve Felvh 2ed, e A @ £52NTE BSo
24 2R
Dl A ARz el7h Fifies AFdee AL AFFadest Fo44 debe

A4S BEEE, AL B ASS et AdAAs SPHd0e ARG AF

mlo

>>a

7y dFe]l AATEE 23EF 1A ol EAAV TAE 5 U F, ALAAF
s e FAAFEY A nA S BN = FA ATl Asld oo JEE R G
A% A 23" vk 2 o] sisAe]l $ee FAld GEFE =iAA ¢
erz, $9% desad 4AQFE Y ach

8) P. Sraffa(1960), p.33.

9) L.L. Pasinetti(1974), A5-64 iz,



WRozow Hikke o Hestolmik REERY BHK 27
b AH4-g vdebd el NRo| B4 #Fradel & A3AFY 48FFE 2
Aste A3 Eskd Aladd gsiA FolAga Hel U

el Agdd FAAE FUEEZS HAYY FAS A2k 28 Sraffian
AAdAE dat 229 A o] wobEdAw, A Jd-&3 HMreol&
7l 2elz o A B3 ol fEakell —&;Y BA S AL w2t
A Fe] FAAE EAEE d8 J1E FAA Tl &&E dAlEE Jlwe] A
Uxicta 449 F gk F el AFT B A e EAe] FRHEE AF
o R w3 EH] sFFo| Sraffian A Y A& HAMA 5L L
L27elga 44 ol frt gt @

DY g FE] FoiA™, 9 HAHTEL by YA AAAA
o 9std FAdez AYHr) oJPE NRoJE/FER o] SraffianAAl«] &3
A AnAste FHEHG BRS TEsE A2S AR 2y dAd A% Fx
T Eoivh AhRE g eH, D dof Aol 2 QAo Fifdmel ol Feizlvka A
=t

Il. MSRP o 2|8t 74

1. MSRP o B3

NR o] 8¢ 3 7l3t7] HalA 27t A-&3ts MSRP = g7t ddez 95
London School of Economics o) 51 Popperian 33 @ 3o Hextz 4 2-F3t
rh 1974 el {3t Imre Lakatoso] oJs)4 1970 el A& gleh o] MSRP
& Lakatos 3t#ke]l = Popperian s}std$215¢ 4102 AL 75z
o]z & MSRP & T.S. Kuhn ¢ siziciq] o] Ze sehdds A& Pop-
perian F&FF=vRA FFI AEF Lo TRz D FARIAFY
doiAq EAd W Eo2A £Fn Ytk

MSRP & W ¢-& 4xuse ¢4, FAAEFIAY 2449 F F4& %3

10) P. Sraffa(1960), A&, p.v. “Fost FF4 F¥Y dozd 4743e o sH3}d
A w7t e 25 2E AAAY FgEdelEs ¢5d A 4AH 9
vz AFss ¢ Aelvh -z A4k, 2F AL AH FoA A 457

11) Sraffa =441 A4 A6 A th-gah o] Fatgivh “o] FH-L Adam Smith o 4
Ricardo 74=x19] o] mA = AASFAEY B AW, “GA L4 Bk olHE A3
of wzksle] gtef.” pov.

12) ] £4¢ dFA 3= G Radnitzky and G. Andersson(1978)¢] 55| g+t
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HE=z2ad HiERd o #elstotnik KiEERS HRR 29

O

A7l o ol el v o] BE wEA FAE 2z debe A4S AUE
2, AR AFE 5L o1 EY AFel A 1¥A AHLAHE AT + Ut

oJRA A, A 1950 W FAAA Az FAAYFANAE o) B B
= AEA AA A ool ddo] Belebe THEEMR ohiel, AFA AA o ol
A TyoA B o] B4 Tozhe ZHEHRS el A AgRche Ao A4sgls

AFHe 1 &g 4% MSRP £ o] 3743599 A5A-¢ whygEL
T2 et A A ¢ Zx deh Kuhnd sy o4 szivigl

[+

9 Ade] FAAQ 4E& P AAe, Lakatos 9] MSRP 4= SRP 9 )
dol BUT YL JUeh SRP A shatd 4L FHA UL AN A9 o
EARY o EE, 3 EAHAE Q25T Q99 wAARAA 2R e

A TRAARESE o] R gl

(1) r#x% (hard core)

SRP & 4 =i A EH A=, dT7qAL ol 3% AFA AAd o
A, s F2A4L Jeldcl o 2 So], Newtonian 243 B4 Newton
o A dgYANS B YA olo] ARk Fue wha SRPE At
& A Rke) g4 Yok (convention)o] a4 PHEAEHA, W wHA
oz et 9d ¢k Aow AFAY,

(2) fRZELE (protective belt)

B39 T8 FAE AT gl FEoRA, 22A sdY APow o F
AF gk, 4gA A} ol 2A MY BAAEE ARA A5 ARAAAE &
H ‘HEMR (correspondence =+ bridge rule)o] o]e] &3hri, Rl oA A
A 1AL o] 23dY 3, dA = dsld 904 93 e HAHES
A ==

(3) %R igst (heuristic)

ol Aol = LAY FERIGSH (negative heuristic) 31 MRy 3 RIGST (positive he-
uristic) o] glvk. A FAs 4EHE ATYEE FFHE PP EHY FFE AE
o] e}, ’

theol AFA AN TY S AAN Q& AYA WEEE Y A
ol BE TASA AAA 2T T ATHFE A2E ARl A9
SRP ¢ Fefd 494-& w2 o] AHd] Jal4 Q3=A Ak )AL “dhapxl
SRP &} o] 24 o|9A HAAN T MEg o] &4 AWsert, Il 33 E o
A FHm 29 Ertd AF—HEAH o QA FHI A 2 JE



SRP &= T3l vl&e] of 54 UAXA ol Zradsd 44820,
ol 24 WA AT »Adch

2w, MSRP 4] o] 24 71& 4
Az vdpeld madd 5+ Aok

A, olw AlEFH kA o) o] ‘A<%313) (mature science)d] Lslrt ok

AA7k? 2 =2A 5 st

ro
—a
ro

7N

el

o ‘o) 4 %33 (immature science)dl| <Lel=rte] EA 7} ook Lakatos & 9 n)
= AgF FYoig AggY TR (=HAST), A eyt TR(=
AQF) Rt “ 4S8 —SRP 22 ol $o14 g3t wkxl o714 ez
14, Adaod sjHee o Fold Q& Ad AvA Fr W4 2 F

2oy FEg,

A, B = ol &o] A5 Sebe Aol 1A FHoEL ohga 2
1 El

o}, o] J]F& s]Ex oz K.R. Poppere

%1

ik

N

d

4218 SRP, F o] 2AA(T,, T Ty )& muskxt. =z @iidEme
1

Aol Bl ksl Rl ool AAas HAA 4AY 2EA A4L Folgon
A QeiArh 2E R 4 FolEo] AlE Adol Y WA 2 AdA

SupFe Zevia a7k 2w FdolEol Aol Rur o % xdxq A
A WEe 2 A%, 223 SRP & o 2452 ARA clehz A = o

2334 WE& 2 Adupsh B2s]w, 7 SRPL AYHoz AnAoleln ezl

o] F #ulelA SRP7F AuAlelw, A AwAolw ¥ gow R4
(degenerating)O] oh a2z A HAH AL F Aol B oA Fao] e
A wkE o 2A 7FHch

AN

Shgo] 4 ‘=elol W Fo] A SRP 79 AWAES HAs wxh ol SRP
& ohE SRP7} ohedl Al2A$ $347d Ragyad 43
@ SRP,: SRPiuct v 2 A9A W4¢ 2Eeh %, SRP: SRPu] 3]
A sl AY WA £3 s A 24 414 (novel fac) & o 7L,
@ SRP:E SRP:¢| 51744 43¢ 4%} &, SRP.S ghats]A 28 2 e A
94 W4& SRP| 2o 9.

15) 1. Lakatos(1970), p.135.

16) 1. Lakatos(1970), p. 175.

17) K.R. Popper(1963), #1034 “Truth, Rationality, and the Growth of Scientific
Knowledge” k=,

5

o

Ho




HE= 2 o kRl AT Helstol =i REERY HER 31

® SRP,4 235144 234 W4 F dvte S5

2 v AT o] 71E2 SRP 54 W &o] Aol B oz vad $ Jdb
ZApollal FEAS Zerh. 284 G2 A%, 5 SRP Eo] A= A ZFe 2gs
of A F& A e Fe Af, AN 3 YabA el AFEL okF A
A A gsrer, = Jd3 FE 4 §&A 2Ega 4A4dn Yk o] FAE
53] A3 A A8 by B4 =96 AATF—F A" S g A e obF o
TS FA Hel AT B gy fas A aH (effective closed
system) ] Q1A TAHE 7FeA sk AE 4z Adgse Uk W Fe), &
o2 QT AL AgaAANA EAEe 1 A, A3 FAde A 43 SRP
£ WAt F89 SRP 7L e S 44 o & 43¢ AT U4, g8 =
doll AL o3l APH W& F4£E ibste A7 €3 ek &9 ‘Kuh-
nian K Y FA7L kD 7 ek dF B, AAFIAE 24T} o] 2¢ o
At AA Yol A Kuhnian £44o] Fubd givke AF4do] de] QA=A ¢ ®

o] A& FH3| AzFojok At ojul ARl EY WY EA FAE A4 I
AT A FPrpe Ao, AspA o] vjmws & o] FFY B Furt FYsHA
2 A 494 € 54 g AT A e AR E ATE 0
w o] ofurh 2 AR L 2RI EAEA derh oA A, FEFEH
7He A AR w8 ol ALF HAAd A8 AR Al At 7] 2w
RAA ] A ejok et AT A7 AT LAEH]) okt

ol 4Fe] W&-& sokd nAh

© 5371 wAbe] S AL AEHQ o) Bo] ok}, o] EA ot

© A A4 wkss] AAA - FHA o2 AR & ek A 1A SRP
b Hlasde] dolg o5 dx, HEA =k FAAogiwl SRP A A2 #43)
2 FE glvh SRP 7 £43817] A E 28302 RAuAq A52x Zu},

@ old SRP7F w557 Hallde 2Ao] W5 E ZEhe AL Bol: A
2E2E E5REH, 22 ¢ AT 9% SRP 7 S48 oF giut

o] &4 Hrte AlA o)y Wby slmAo|vh, &F, SRPY AHIA dax

el e TradA AAH A 1A FAA4 L AT A YA,
TIALR 4% FAEAE SRP 9 ¥4 439 F =6 B¢ FAASEY
3ol ek

® &3 EAl, F Al AEA Aol o] Bol AA AYA PN AT}

18) R.D.C. Black et al.(1972)-¢ 3 8ls] ubg,
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9 J. Fatwell(1982)

19) J. Worrall(1974)
20) E.J. Nell(1972), M. Hollis and E.J. Nell(1948) 2 V. Walsh and H. Gram(1983)

21) M. Hollis and E.J. Nell(1948), A. Roncaglia(1978), V. Walsh and H. Gram(19
&3




WRZz2W Hikied 9T FelstolmiRk KHHERY FHER 33
B E Rl AR gtk TIAoe WYRSEL AgASEd sl 49
Azz, g4usst g ol Bole d& & ¢ich oAelA F.H Hahne) e
EELEN

“of A4Hom Folgl BRIyl Al 1A B suke] WA LAE o] Hats
A @oh oW AAdE o| 2% Neanderthal Acl4%e] AFsAE e 7
o] e, "

AA, GEo| & FRAQ o] Bolmz ehshd @b Fgo] gk o] F3
o] 9 2L £EUE & ARl LAAGE 1AL 45 A Bl 7
Qgteh £ GEol 2L A0d T F34 24 (A3, 7y $)E SAA o
24 TH4Ee R @ a8, 295 &0 GEolRel FRHo|m, =eiA
ARA ey & A Syvhn 4 Agehd, 1 —3—4%@4’-%1?‘“%}45 48 (term)
S 2A¢ TEE FAY AY9A A2 FieA Tak zndq o
Wake Aok ARdelatt AL ALA ALY Lo I VA HAEE
ik (inter-subjectivity) o]99) o}F AE ohjete: Fol A4 gom g

28 o4 Wb GEolBol A%z g £7Y Ao BolatE Aol ne
AR o 7 3B W& ARk @AA, dAD o Aol BAA A &
AnA ol AL Aolg AR BB TRA ARl E AP & 2AAQ
Aol ek ® slAqk GE o] 2-¢ BYgo] T 3¢ A43]o] Bojrk,

“WRE ALFYY 224 A S4L FAUA? FREE oA 248 29
Aoz AFe ol R, A7) AHYFE AF}E HHE oA £ Axold,

AAFY S RN FH4L el ARHe] gm, 15 AAT B o4
A QAEHE AL FEA G olAE FANAS obd, AA A4 ola Y o}
2 U Ao Aok (F2R 44D, aAd, GEolZd ##A ot
AN 24 24 Aso) o2 GEol 29 AYFYA e 123
o ASHE A9 A4 A9Es fasAn Loz A8 5 9ek

Zoz GEolEo] AxAs AA LY AfA £eld wlng doju=al, 24
L A8 AAANE FAASE FEol42e 24 FAAR FrhE Faol

L

M

22) F.H. Hahn(1981), p.127.

23) M. Hollis and E.J. Nell(1948), E.J. Nell(1972) ¥ A. Roncaglia(1978) =.

24) o] FAE Aupt AAYA =Y AzA 2HY 4A god, F¥d 2L o
=2 HHE ¥4 dol Ak thal grlolviet TR G o F RAALE o]ss KX
£+ #}=x387] nped

25) F.A. Von Hayek(1948), p.6.



34 REBHA
gk a3, o] F4& NRoJ &9 ¥544E dads & /M e2A AA
e Ad AQgs Fgz GEol o =Ew, AFExd BOATE(wn
rate of interest)o] Aubd o 2E FEehA vt Ak A9 AFE JAAE
A (numeraire) 2 AP ske] 2AY Hozy FAL wd e 8 FAAY
$& FEEA Ak Selsb AYA GEo| Bell Aol o] AR, FHIAE,
aElm ERA4—wA 2 eld m¥d glel Ao 4T gk, dUud
o FYe A& A g B Ae AT T drh

s14re] Alelgbebmste] FA-L A A7 w, NRe|&& whyjidoe ATA

E g RAz delslz @
3. AlelztorEst AR B AT

(D & %

AzlA ol st AR AR AR AA FEH D A TFTALELA A ol
2 oklo] 1A AAMFF AAAFY 44 2L WEE olsEE AAe]
o}, e 3 o] Adl WE BFTaew o Ze#act (wholism) o] A o4 a2 A A=l
L2

Az A o gk T M-S 2YEtE ol AAE A A A=A,

AFEY 252 W xaln dvk ARFAAANA

Az AR w, Ade B2 Aalo] Fab AT AR A9 A%e] DA

26) J. Eatwell and E.J. Nell(1976).
27) EE AN 2z



WRezzay HERd A FelsloleRk RHERY FER 35
AE 245

FehA, ALFYAAY A4 GEo B AL ¥ wUAFE He) gk ST
AR, 2FANA D AFAA Foz EFAc)

@ ‘ol AAY 2AAG $EFEAL 7] AHA AN A (tendency law)o]
A £ A 40 244 FH skt

® ‘AN FMEAE /EH2e AHAFERY 2F =% 4TS
2, 22-% A3 R A AW Y (sociopolitical power)e] A AFH =
24 #5Fstel

ol ARl Ee] WAHor gl At EHd 5 gobe A& T
St

® ‘DI AAAA AP A2} T, ohiwl FuHA R A
g3 2 FEH s EE BTdket’

o8] A st WAAPL Az DAHA QRdsie] don, FEHo2E F
e AE dvh 28" o1¥A Ve Ae] NRoJES 544 stodsht v
Helshebn At A E, o) ostojrlo]Fo] Sraffian A WARAE ol &
g &+ Y

V. AMejstotzxnt Ariol &L 7t

o] Al 4= NRo|2Y FAANAE A A3]AH g9 Md¢ Alvlots
st AA RS0 o] B o2 sl o] TPl Ml 288 whgs] AA
Pgobe A¢ 2 oz24, FA9 A& NRojRe] 2AA wA
A7l old 9w, ek ASIto 24 AFHs 6 v Eitke AEE EE3H
el
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] Abstract [

A Methodological Reformulation of Neo-Ricardian
Economic Theory in Terms of Lakatosian

Methodology " of Scientific Research Programmes

Hyun-Ho Song

A group of economists called Neo-Ricardian has made the claim that
they are now in a position to provide an alternative theoretical frame-
work capable of competing with Neoclassical economics. In addition, they
haveasserted that their approach is in full line with the Classical-Marx-
ian tradition, with some difficulties in the latter corrected.

As it stands, the Neo-Ricardian position is distinguishable from the or-
thodox Marxist view, in that the former explicitly rejects any version of
labor theory of value and its exploitation implications. On the other hand
it is also opposed to the Neo-Kevnesian standpoint which takes the irre-
ducible uncertainty in economic life as its crucial explanatory variable.
Neo-Ricardian are most interested in the long run economic positions,and
they regard the element of uncertainty as relevant only to the transitory
short run states.

In this paper, we attempt to reformulate the characteristic structure of
Neo-Ricardian theory to see whether their claims could be reasonably jus-
tified. For this purpose, we employ a philosophical methodology (MSRP)
developed by Imre Lakatos as an appropriate logical framework of refor-
mulation. MSRP provides us with the means for identifying the structural
components of any scientific theory.

After completing a reformulation of Neo-Ricardian theory, we enter into
the stage of appraising its theoretical adequacy. Our general point is that

while it may be considered one of the conceivable prospective ways in
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which-the dominance of economic thinking by the Neoclassical orthodoxy
could be challenged, it does not seem to equip itself with any powerful
positive heuristic: it is one thing to claim that the major events observed
to be occurring in the real capitalist economies must be approached from
such and such viewpoint; but, it is quite another thing to advance persua--
sive grounds why that is intelligibly so. It need be demonstrated that
the viewpoint adopted is capable of creating real hypotheses with adequate -
explanatory and predictive power.

To present a synoptical outline of our analytical results, the following
three points are particularly important, all of which show that the central
Neo-Ricardian concepts have now very problematical status and are not
cohesively articulated.

First, for all its theoretical importance attached to it, the Neo-Ricardian
concept of social surplus is not rendered intelligible in any satisfactory
way. We are merely given a set of unjustified assumptions concerning
necessary subsistence, physical maximum output and total final demand,
which together make the concept of surplus something like a definitive
rather than explanatory term. But in order to go beyond the almost
trivial point that every human being lives a life which is more or less
constrained by his social set-up, the Neo-Ricardian reference to socio-poli-
tical factors must be fully articulated so as to show their real modes of
operation for the emergence of surplus phenomena. Before this is done,
we remain to be unconvinced by their appeal to vague sociological catego--
ries,

Second, even the fundamental relationship between physical surplus
and profit which Neo-Ricardians take to be firmly established through
innovative work of P.Sraffa does not in fact securely hold. As M.C, Ho-
ward has shown, the proof of it is critically dependent upon the Neo-Ri-
cardian uniformity principle. This leads us to our lastremark. That is to
say, in its turn the uniformity principle stating that the long run position
is to be characterized by uniform prices, uniform rate of profit and uni-

form wage rate has no compelling theoretical reason. In terms of Neoclas-
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sical general equilibrium framework it is at least possible to conceive to
the contrary. So it is just one more member of the Neo-Ricardian set of
stipulative codes,

In sum, all these points force upon us the impression that the camp of
Neo-Ricardians is not yet sufficiently prepared to make headway toward
consistent and systematic evolutionary path of research programme. This
does not imply that their potential perspective is without any merit. But
we suggest that for its creative problemshift its holistic concepts need be
related to the real mechanisms of action by social groups under consider-
ation. This theoretical move would involve the investigation of such mat-
ters as power resources, the cohesive degree of organization, group soli-
darity, and the pattern of leadership which would be mobilized by the
members of any social group who find themselves in similar situation and
striving toward certain common goals. It amounts to saying that Neo-Ri-
<cardian perspective may well be developed by incorporating some kind

-of analysis of social power exercized through collective action,



