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The Subject and the Method of the Social Economy of Stanisław Grabski

Przedm iot i metoda ekonomii społecznej Stanisław a Grabskiego 

Предмет и метод общественной экономии Станислава Грабского

The  gaining of independence by the Polish  nation  p u t in fro n t of 
the Polish  science, b u t firs t of all in fron t of a ll social sciences, new  
tasks. It w as necessary  to w ork out f irs t of all the  concrete and realistic  
directions of the  developm ent and m ake a choice of the m ost su itab le  
social-econom ic m odel of the reborn  state.

These v ery  problem s, connected w ith  the concrete tasks of th e  p re 
sen t m om ent and no t w ith  pu re ly  theoretical considerations, form  the 
basic con ten t of rich  publicism , num erous program m e descriptions, po
lem ics and controversies in  the P olish  economic though t of the  tw en ty  
y ea rs ’ period betw een the  w ars. In th is period especially no tew o rth y  
are  the  opinions of S tan isław  G rabski who, being the em inent th eo re ti
cian very  ac tive ly  engaged in social-econom ic and political realm , 
develops the  independen t s tandpoin t in the theo ry  of economy.

S tan isław  G rabski (1871— 1949) is w idely know n as a person actively  
engaged in political w ork  w ho u d erw en t significant evolution from  socia
lism  to national dem ocracy. H aving resigned from  P PS  in 1901 he bound 
him self for m any  y ears  w ith  N ational D em ocratic P a rty  in the nam e of 
w hich  he held  num erous functions in the P arliam en t and in the G overn
m en t in the period of the Iln d  Republic. A fter th e  May assassination  on 
Józef P iłsudsk i in 1926 S tan isław  G rabski did n o t take p a r t actively  
in po litica l life). In 1934 he broke up  w ith  the national camp. T ill the
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end of his life he acted as an  indep en d en t politician  *. T hroughout all 
his life S tan islaw  G rabski conducted  active scientific w ork. In 1910— 
1939 he was the  P ro fesso r a t the U n iversity  of Jan  K azim ierz in Lwow, 
and, a f te r  th e  Iln d .W o rld  W ar (afer com ing back from  L ondon in 1945) 
he w as the P ro fesso r of social system s a t the W arsaw  U niversity . The 
w orks of S tan islaw  G rabski, basic for the  theo re tical s tan d p o in t in eco
nom y, w ere crea ted  a t the beginning  and in the f irs t  decade of the X X th  
cen tu ry . T hey w ere  concerned w ith  various problem s of the  theo ry  of 
economy.

S tan islaw  G rab sk i’s con tribu tion  to the  m etheological-cognitive th eo 
ry  of political econom y is th e  m ost s ign ificant one. The outlined  th ere  
th eo ry  of the  socialeconom ic developm ent is w o rth  noticing. He also 
dsveloped the  ind iv idual th eo ry  of values try in g  to join the h istorical 
analysis w ith  th e  elem ents of sub jective  reasoning. A ll ‘these h istorical 
tren d s  find la te r  th e ir  developm ent and system atization  in Social Eco
n o m y  published  in  the  years 1927— 1932.2

In his th eo re tica l trea tise s  S tan islaw  G rabski developed the socio
logical v a rian t of th e  h isto rical tren d .3 On th e  h isto rical score he aim ed 
m ain ly  tow ards th e  sociological and  psychological fo rm ulation  of the 
assum ptions of the  h isto rical school. He vigorously  polem ized w ith  the

1 More definite inform ation about the life and activ ities of Stanisław  Grabski 
m ay be found in  the Polish Biographical D ictionary (Polski S łow nik  Biograficzny). 
Furthermore: M. K o r  n a  u s: S tan is law  Grabski {1871—1949). „Tygodnik Po
w szechny” 1949, nr 28; J. C z a j k o w s k i ,  M.  M a j c h r o w s k i :  Stanisław  Grab
ski. „Tygodnik P ow szechny” 1973, nr 50; Interesting inform ation about the life of 
Stanisław  Grabski are contained in  his biography w ritten  by S. G r a b s k a :  
Stanislxw  Grabski ( 7 I V 1871 — 6 V  1949). „W ięź” 1968, nr 10 (together w ith  the 
unprinted fragm ent of Stanisław  G rabski’s diary).

2 These work being G rabski’s lifew ork consists of ten volum es w hich w ere pu
blished by O ssolineum  in Lwów: Vol. I. Sociological Basis of Economy (Socjolo
giczne p o d s ta w y  ekonomii). Lw ów  1927; Vol. II. The D eve lopm ent of Social Econo
m y  (R ozw ój nauki ekonom ii społecznej) .  L w ów  1927; Vol. III. Basic Social Economic  
Notions {Zasadnicze pojęcia społeczno-gospodarcze).  L w ów  19^7; Vol. IV. The Etate  
and the Concern (Gospodars two i przedsiębiorstwo).  L w ów  1927; Vol. V. The M ar
ket (Rynek): Lwów  1927; Vol. VI. The Capital (Kapitał). L w ów  1928; Vol. VII. The  
W orker’s Relationships  (Stosunki robotnicze).  Lw ów  1928; Vol. VIII. The Social Eco
nomic S y s tem s  (Ustroje  społeczno-gospodarcze).  Lwów  1929; Vol. IX. The C ontem 
porary  Capita lism  (W spółczesny kapitalizm).  Lwów  1930; Vol. X. The D evelopm ent  
A im s of the C ontem porary  Capita lism (Dążenia rozw o jo w e  współczesnego kapita 
lizmu). Lwów  1932.

3 F. Taylor considers Grabski a.s ’’th e .m ost typ ica l” representative of historical 
sociologism , E. T a y l o r :  The History of the D evelopm ent of Economics,  Vol. II, 
(Historia rozwoju  ekonomiki) .  Poznań 1958, p. 15.



'The Subject and the Method of the Social Economy ... 223

ind iv idualism  of the A ustrian  school, he considered individual m ethods 
as th e  deriva tives of social m otives. Grabski- saw  in economy th e  speci
fic sociology of economic life.

1. THE SOCIOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF ECONOMY

’’Social economy is the  science about economic com m unity life” 4 in 
th is w ay  S tan isław  G rabski begins his work. He explains casually  the 
fo rm ation  and the developm ent of th e  to ta lity  of social norm s, it m eans 
organizational form s and notions regu la ting  economic activ ity  and eco
nom ic com m unity  life.

So w idely  conceived defin ition  resu lts from  the conviction thal 
’’science of social econom y is a p a r t  of social sciences. A nd altogether 
w ith  all the respective social sciences it should be based on the resu lts  
of the  exam inations of the to ta lity  of social life i.e. sociology or social 
philosophy.” 5

Each economic re la tion  betw een people is a t the sam e tim e legal, 
m oral, political, and national, they  cannot be isolated from  one an o th er 
This k ind  of p rocedure w ould be unrealistic  and artific ia l and there fo re  
econom y has sociological character. All the phenom ena of social life are 
closely connected w ith  one ano ther and they  form  only various aspects 
of social com m unities and not separate  realm s, separate  spheres of th is 
social cooperation.

The social com m unity  life exists only in people m u ltitudes. Such 
a m u ltitu d e  coexists socially only w hen it is joined by ’’common goals, 
aims, com m on ac tiv ities.” 6

These phenom ena exist only w hen  a hum an being feels, th inks and 
acts as a p a rt of certa in  com m unity. G rabski proves th a t a hum an being, 
how ever, a lthough he feels, th inks and acts as a p a r t of certa in  common 
en tire ty  he does not feel a t the sam e tim e an individual d iffe ren t from  
o th e r people. So a hum an  being is a t the sam e tim e an ind iv idual ha
ving a feeling of his ind iv iduality  and a p a r t of the  com m unity  whose 
aim s and  tasks d irect his activities. A hum an being lives a t the sam e 
tim e his p rivate  life and the life of the  com m unity.

G rabski considered the society and  the nation  as a h istorical fo rm a
tion shaped by com m on history . All the  ind ividual goals and aim s m ust 
be sub jected  to it. A ssum ing th a t every  com m unity  of living ind iv idual 
is form ed in o rder to m ain ta in  species he suggests th a t the  system  of

4 S. Grabski: The Social Economy  (Ekonomia społeczna).  Vol. I, Lwówl927', p. 1.
5 Ibid.,  p. 13.
G Ibid., p. 15.
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notions creating  the  conception of the  su p erio rity  of com m unity  over 
an ind iv idual and com m on goals over ind iv idual ones is created  in  the  
m ind of every  h u m an  being. The m oral notions w hich becom e the com 
pu lsory  form s of com m unity  life ” . . .  th e  form s existing  in  the  conscious
ness of an ind iv idual bu t being purposefu l because of the  perm anence 
of th e  ex istence of collective com m unities” a re  created  in such a cli
m ate .7

Such a standpo in t p rom pted  G rabski to aim  at economic studies the 
postu la te  of analysing  the  social goals; it m eans exam ining and ex p la i
ning the  reasons of ob jectively  creating  purposefu l form s of social eco
nom ic cooperation. The fu lfilling  of the  dem ands and desires of an in d i
v idual and the  w hole society takes place w ith in  such form s.

In  G rab sk i’s no tion th e  social ac tiv ity  m eans the p lanned  activ ity  
aim ing a t the  achieving the  possibly g rea te s t effects by m eans of the  
sligh test effort. The purpose of th is ac tiv ity  is providing people w ith  
m ateria l m eans in o rder to supp ly  them  w ith  various, no t only m ateria l 
m eans. He especially  stresses th a t the aim  of the  econom ic ac tiv ity  is 
”no t p rovid ing  people for m ate ria l n eed s” b u t ’’supp ly ing  w ith  m a te 
ria l m eans fo r provid ing  needs.” 8 This ac tiv ity  provides th e  m eans for 
the realization  of the  aim s resu lting  from  the to ta lity  of the  social— cu l
tu ra l life of people.

G rabski w an ts  to take in to  consideration  also the  sociological aspects 
ap a rt from  th e  prax io logical ones. The m ain  aim  which, in his u d ers tan - 
ding, should  be accom plished by social econom y w ould be analyzing of 
th e  developm ent of ob jectively  conditioned form s of economic coopera
tion betw een  people of a given com m unity  in the  sphere  of supplying 
oneself w ith  m ate ria l m eans being in  lim ited  q u an tity  and  serv ing  to 
provide fo r various needs. ’’The science of social econom y has, thus, the  
aim  to investigate  and  exp lain  casually  th e  creation  and th e  developm ent 
as w ell as th e  m u tu a l connections of ob jectively  purposefu l form s of eco
nom ic cooperation fo rm ing  one o rgan izational social system  supply ing  
ind iv iduals and  com m unities w ith  the  m eans of provid ing  for th e ir civi
lization n eed s.” 9

Special in te re sts  of G rabski are  incited  by in s titu tio n a l fram es of eco
nom ic life. Econom ic re la tions are  c reated  u n d er the influence of aim s 
and goals am ong w hich  s triv in g  for riches is the  strongest one.

P o in ting  th a t econom y investigates com m unity  life in  economic 
aspects G rabski stresses th a t th is life has also o th er m u tu a lly  connected 
sides, nam ely  m oral and legal ones. Econom ic activ ity  in its form  is

7 Ibid., p. 32.
8 Ibid., p. 35.
9 Ibid., Vol. I ll, p. 5—6.
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jo in t inseperab ly  w ith  the  to ta lity  of hum an .relationships, w ith  th e  w hole 
legal, m oral and ethnical o rganization  of society.10 Expressing th u s in its 
fo rm  planned  procedure aim ing a t achieving possibly g rea test re su lt by 
m eans of the  sligh test effo rt sociological form  takes economic form.

In  his conclusion G rabski dem ands social econom y to favour f irs t 
of all o rganizational system  of h istorically  conditioned purposefu l form s 
w hich have the  aim  to provide individuals as w ell as com m unities w ith  
m ate ria l m eans serving civilization. ’’The aim  of social-econom ic life 
is providing itself w ith  m ateria l m eans of our civilization life: m oral, 
e thnical, and legal”. 11

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

The theore tica l w orks of S tan islaw  G rabski, created  a t the beginning 
of the  X X th  cen tu ry  and constitu ting  the significant con tribu tion  to 
the  economic science have the characteristics of th e ir period. G rabsk i’s 
th ough t was created  and it developed itself u n d e r the in fluence of th ree  
m ain  trends of the  E uropean economic though t a t the tu rn  of the  X lX th  
cen tu ry : the subjective economics h istorical and  socialistic tren d . The 
d istinc t revisionistic tren d  developed itself on the  te rr ito ry  of G erm any  
and  A ustria. A ll these tren d s left th e ir tra its  in the opinions of the  
young a t th a t tim e w rite r  who, s tudy ing  in B erlin  and n ex t in P aris  and 
Sw itzerland , w as bound w ith  socialistic m ovem ent. The younger G erm an 
h istorical school and conducted by it w ith  the  A ustrian  school ’’d ispute 
about m ethod” had  the g rea test influence on the  theore tical position of 
G rabski.

Classical econom y as w ell as th e  subjective one w ere of opinion th a t  
ce rta in  objective economic laws of general valid ity  govern the economic 
system . The h istorical school was strong ly  against this opinion. The re 
p resen ta tives of th is  school though t th a t such law s do not exist because 
o th e r specific, na tional law s govern the developm ent of each country . 
The task  of econom y is th u s searching fo r these specific, national law s 
of social economic developm ent. Economic laws, postu lated  h isto rians-

10 L. Guzicki and S. Żurawicki write that in the handling of the subject of eco
nomy Grabski is close not only to Spann but also to V eblen or Schafle (L. G u- 
z i c k i ,  S. Ż u r a w i c k i :  The History of the Polish Social-Economic Thought  
1914— 1945. (Historia polskiej m yś li  społeczno-ekonomicznej 1914— 1945). W arszawa 
1974, p. 13).

11 S. Grabski: The Social Economy.  Vol. III, p. 15.

15 — Annales..,
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-econom ists, should  be considered very  concretely , in connection w ith  
defined  conditioned of tim e and place. These law s are alw ays re la tive , 
nev e r absolute. O nly  the' law s of n a tu re  are  absolu te b u t the  law s of th e  
developm ent of societies cannot be tre a ted  as ’’th e  laws of n a tu re ” be
cause th e re  are  no general reg u la ritie s  in a hum an  society. Political 
econom y cannot be, thus, tre a ted  as theo re tica l science b u t the  h is to ri
cal one.

C onsidering th e  m a tte r  generally  the  rep resen ta tiv es  of historicism  
b lam ed theo re tica l econom y for excessive developm ent of ab strac t an a 
lysis and  conducting it by deductive m ethod. T hey opposed v u lg ar em pi- 
rism , th e  descrip tion  jo ined w ith  elem ents of classification, and the 
m ethod  of induction  to v u lg ar efnpirism . 12

The basic d ivergence betw een  m etheological postu lates of the 
A u strian  school (psychological) and th e  younger h istorical school led to 
the a lread y  m entioned  ’’d ispute abou t m ethod”, s ta rted  in 1873— 1884. 
The leading rep resen ta tiv es  of bo th  schools: K. M enger and G. S chm oller 
w ere th e  p a rtn e rs  in th is d ispute. The d ispute concerned the essence 
of po litical econom y as science and  the basic assum ptions of 
the investigative  m ethod. K. M enger defends th e  theoretical, ab strac t 
and deductive ch a rac te r of economy. He th inks th a t  the task  of science 
is fo rm u la tin g  general law s w hich can be used to all the  economic 
system s. The s ta rtin g  poin t of theo re tical econom y are psychic ch a rac te
ristics of an ind iv idua l as a consum er. These charac te ristic s  have com
m on and tim eless value.

G. Schm oller gives evidence of the w eak points of such a conception 
of political econom y. He poin ts to the h isto rical changeab ility  of econo
m ic life and econom ic laws. C o n tra ry  to the  ex trem e indiv idualism  of 
the  A u strian  school he stresses th e  im portance of the social poin t of 
view  upon the econom ic phenom ena and processes.

F o rm u la tin g  these valid  critica l rem ark s Schm oller could not, how e
ver, p re sen t th e  r ig h t po int of view. T he negation  of the p resen ted  M en
ger w ay  of u d erstan d in g  of economic law s w as leading Schm oller to the  
negation  of the possib ility  of fo rm u la tin g  general law s govern ing  econo
my. The postu la te  of tak ing  into consideration the  h isto rical changeabili
ty  of econom ic phenom ena w as expressed  in v u lg ar em pirism  — the 
descrip tion  of h is to ry  of econom ic life. A p art from  th a t aim ing for tre a 
ting  econom y as one of the elem ents of social life led to the  loss of essen-

12 The dispute about the prevalence of induction or deduction is, as it is known, 
aim less. In the scientific reasoning the both w ays are necessary to cognizancp.
O. L a n g e :  The Political Economy, Vol. I (Ekonomia polityczna,  t. I). W arszawa 
1967, p. 179.
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tia l charac teristics of economic re la tions and deleting the dem arcation  
line betw een  econom y and o ther social sciences.13

This d ispute about m ethod lasted  for qu ite  a long tim e no t passing» 
generally , over G erm any because the  influences of the h istorical school 
w ere sm aller. A fter some tim e the dispute w eakened because Schm oller 
p a rtly  changed his view. He p a rtly  accepted the nom ethical ch arac te r 
of econom y not resigning  a t the sam e tim e from  broadly  developed 
historical m ethod .14

G rabski is of the opinion th a t the h istorical investigations of the 
social-econom ic phenom ena do not exclude precise analisis of th e ir  gene
ra l essence or th e ir m u tu al re la tionship  and its in h eren t regu la rity . The 
h isto rical trend , lim ited  to the description, classification, and com para
tive analysis of phenom ena cannot, s im ilarly  to positivism  in philo
sophy, give th e  m ethod in  the precise m eaning of th is w ord i.e. the 
th eo ry  of learn ing  the phenom ena, the explain ing  the necessity  of th e ir 
existence in  a given form . The w orks of th is  tren d  i.e. collecting and 
a critica l s tu d y  of the  'factual m ateria l are, of course, usefu l and necessa
ry  for fu th e r developm ent of economy.

On the o th er hand  th e  fau lt of the ’’precise school” is, in the  opi
nion of G rabski, free cofining of the spheres of its investigations. It 
analyses the phenom ena typ ical fo r a given period of economic deve
lopm ent, w ithout' the  connection w ith  th e ir h istorical evolution. It 
trea ts  an economic en tity  as autonom ical, living outside society and 
en tering  only occasionally and a t its own descretion the  contact w ith  
o th er autonom ical en titie s .15

The d istinctiveness of the  m ethodological position of G rabski is seen 
on th is  background. He opposes ’’the  naive realism ” of the h istorical 
school which, dealing only w ith  q uan ta tive  re la tions of goods and service 
betw een  each o ther, m ade d irec tly  th e  conten t of notions, i.e. ch a rac te ri
stics a ttr ib u ted  to economic goods, the  subject of its investigations and 
trea ted  them  as objective, existing independen tly  of hum an consciousness 
facts of the outside w orld. The sense of the m otto th a t economic law s

13 The synthetical inform ation about the dispute about method can be found in: 
J. G ó r s k i ,  W.  S i e r p i ń s k i  The History of the Universal Economic Thought 
1970— 1950 (Historia pow szechnej m yśli ekonomicznej 1870—1950). W arszawa 187*2, 
p. 123—124.

14 S. G r a b s k i :  Zur Erkenntnislehre der volkswirtschaftlichen Erscheinun
gen. L ipsk 1900. This paper is cited by G. Schm oller [in:] Grundiss der allgemeinen  
Volkswirtschafts lehre  Vol. II, Lipsk 1904, p. 193. Schm oller’s work makes the 
synthesis of the output of the younger historical school and it is generally consid
ered as the peak of achievem ents of the Germain historism; ( T a y l o r ,  The Histo
ry..., Historia..., p. 23).

15 S. G r a b s k i :  Zur Erkenntnislehre..., p. 103.

15*
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should act a t th e ir  own lies in th is  conception because they  are the 
consequence of th e  e te rn a l o rd e r of the  w orld. It was n ea r hence to the  
negation  of the rea l m ean ing  of tim e and  place conditions. The h isto rical 
school, as the  reaction  aga inst such ’’abso lu tism ”, stresses the d irect 
dependence of economic phenom ena upon conditions of place and tim e 
the  consequence of w hich is th e ir  changing ch a rac te r w hich  conditions 
re la tiv e  im portance of economic laws. The critiq u e  of th is school depen
ded, how ever, only on th e  h isto rical investigation  of final conclusions 
of classical economy. It d id  no t consist, as G rabski stresses, of episto- 
m ogical fo rm u la tin g  of the  re la tio n  of social economic phenom ena to the  
in d iv idua l as a s u b je c t .16.

3. THE TH E O R E T IC A L  CH A R A C TER  OF SO C IA L ECONOM Y

G rabski did no t tre a t th e  problem s of the m etheology  of social eco
nom y as a r t fo r a r t ’s sake b u t w as convinced th a t a m ethod and 
a th eo ry  of lea rn in g  econom y undergo evolution depending of factual 
changes of the  problem s of econom y.17 R eal life set fo r th  the problem  
of the  to ta lity  of a social estate . T rad itionally  it was defined  in the  
h isto rical as ’’the  en tire ty  of ind iv idual and corporational estates ex i
sting in  the s ta te  in th e  m u tu a l h ie ra rch a l re la tio n ” .18

S tan isław  G rabski stresses th a t sy n th e tica l notion of social esta te  
cannot be created  of equ iponderan t and  arborea l ind iv idual estates. O bser
ved sep a ra te ly  as w ell as am ong o thers ind iv idual estates reveal alw ays 
only a m anaging m an as a re p resen ta tiv e  of ind iv idual needs and 
aims. The social ch a rac te r of the  social esta te  po ints out to the fac t th a t 
it is no t the ex tended  or com plex ind iv idual estate , it  is no t the  organized 
ac tiv ity  b u t the  organ ization  of re la tions betw een  people developed in 
the  process of m anaging. It is th u s n o t only th e  p roduct of economic 
ac tiv ity  bu t the  assum ption, the  condition of th is  activ ity . As a re su lt 
S tan isław  G rabski defines th e  social esta te  as a to ta lity  of proper, 
m u tu a lly  conditioned re la tio n s of iden tity , coordination and subord ina
tion of people and  th e ir groups. These re la tions are  of psychic n a tu re  
and th ey  ex ist betw een  ind iv iduals in connection w ith  th e ir  estim ation

16 A b out the G ra b sk i’s sta n d p o in t look  on also: M. St. K a r p i ń s k i :  The 
N ew Form of the Dispute about the Method of Economics (Nowa postać sporu  
o m etodę  ekonomiki).  L w ó w  1937, and by the sam e author: The Historical R u d i
m ents  of the S ys tem  of the Social Economy by  prof. S tanisław  Grabski (Histo
ryczne p o d s ta w y  sy s tem u  ekonomii społecznej) , „Przegląd praw a  i adm in is tracj i”, 
R. 62, L w ó w  1937.

17 S. G r a b s k i :  The Essence of the Value as the Social-Economic Phenome
non (Istota wartości jako z ja w isk a  społeczno-gospodarczego).  K rak ów  1904, p. 37.

18 G. S c h m o l l e r :  Grundriss...,  V ol. 1, p. 98.
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of economic goods as m ateria l m eans of fu lfilling  general ind iv idual 
needs.19

Social econom y is the science about cu lture, the ’’science of sp irit” 
concludes G rabski. The social esta te  is thus the to ta lity  of sp iritu a l 
phenom ena and th e ir relations.

On the basis of social estate  understood in this w ay G rabski solves 
the  problem  of re la tion  in w hich the ind iv idual en tity  is to the  social 
en tity  of sp iritu a l life of an ind ividual w hat is im p o rtan t for the  h isto 
rical m ethod. This solution depends on in troducing  social sciences as 
a sub ject and the u nderstand ing  objectively  purposefu l form s of cons
ciousness connected w ith  m u tu al re la tions betw een people.

An individual is not only a subject bu t also the object of society. 
He is u n d er the influence of the society bu t as the en tity  
in itself it also influences the society in a certain  way. Because 
of this reason people realize th a t social phenom ena exist outside 
them  as objective states w hich influence them  and people, on th e  o ther 
hand, influence these social phenom ena on the  principle of specific 
m u tu a l linkage. The conten ts of the  states of hum an consciousness have 
a repercussion on the  ouside life. As a re su lt of this they  are fo rm ulated  
no t as the typ ical for them  form  of psychic re la tions bu t as the processes 
of th e  ouside w orld w hich can be learned  on the basis of im pressions 
recep ted  from  them  and w hich stand  outside a hum an being b u t are  con
nec ted  w ith  him . These im pressions can be fo rm ulated  e ith er as a t t r i 
bu tes of the  outside or as the resu lts  of the influence on the env iron 
m en t or as the  ru les outside an ind iv iduality , the  ru les of his activities. 
This is thus the  essential conten t of the category of social phenom ena.20

The sim plest and the m ost determ inan t form  of these phenom ena i.e. 
re la tions betw een people and th e ir groups consists in th is th a t m an a
ging people estim ate  th e ir  estates in th e  sam e w ay i.e. from  the position 
of the  sam e social needs fe lt as th e ir  own. These phenom ena are thus 
connected w ith  the certain  re la tion  of id en tity  (identity  of the estim ates 
on the  social scale). The m anifesta tions of these re la tions are  the product 
tak ing  place in hum an consciousness objectivization of economic judge
m en ts w hich m anifests itself in the  fact th a t the  resu lts of judgem ent 
have th e ir repercussion outside an  individual and are recep ted  as the 
im m anen t p roperties  of goods and service. The consequence of th is is 
the coordination of these im pressions into the form  of defined notions 
w hich can be nam ed as ’’the basic economic notions” because th ey  con
s titu te  the basis for all o ther economic relationships. ’’The m ost basic

19 S. G r a b s k i :  The Social Economy.  Vol. I. p. 46<—47.
20 There is so-called ’’form ula of understanding” in Stanislaw  Grabski’s sy s

tem, Zur Erkenntnislehre, p. 126,
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social form s of economic coexistence betw een people are  thus basic 
notions of econom ic goodness, economic value, p ro p e rty  and  riches com 
m only acknow ledged by the  m ain  in junctions of all our economic ac ti
v ities, estim ates and pu rposes.” 21

The s ta rtin g  po in t of th e  considerations over the m ethod of social 
econom y m ust be th e  analysis of th e  a ttitu d e  of an ind iv idual tow ards 
social phenom ena, the  solu tion of the  an tinom y of an indiv idual as 
a sub ject and object of society. This search  for solution in S tanislaw  
G rab sk i’s system  is the notion  of ob jectively  purposefu l form s.

A hum an  being lives th u s  at the  sam e tim e the  social and p riv a te  
life.

All the  economic activ ities u n d ertak en  because of personal reasons aim  
a t the  goodness and  the perm anence of th e  com m unity  to w hich he 
belongs. The m otives of ac tiv ities are ind iv idual b u t acting ind ividuals 
estab lish  th e ir a ttitu d es  to o thers in social form s. ’’The form  of m u tu a l 
re la tionsh ip  betw een  people is social, th e ir con ten t is ind iv idual.” 22

H istorical categories are  the basic economic notions in  the  system  
of social econom y of S tan islaw  G rabski and th ey  shape them selves 
d iffe ren tly  in each h isto rical epoch. The exp lanation  of th e ir  m u tu a l re 
g u la rity  cannot be ra tio n a l b u t genetic (as it has been conditioned 
th ro u g h o u t the  ages). The com plete understan d in g  is possible only by 
jo in ing  th e  ’’em p irica l” and ’’casual” exp lanation , stresses S tan islaw  
G rabski. ’’S tric tly  (...) inductively  only  th e  con tem porary  social—eco
nom ic life can be exam ined  and  even th is not to ta lly  because it cannot 
be exam ined  w ith  th e  p roper connection w ith  th e  past from  w hich it 
can be developed. In  o rder to rec rea te  th is past w e m ust use inductive 
and  deductive analysis of the  m onum en ts w hich rem ained .” 2,3

W e can see c lea rly  from  in  this w ay  outlined  fram es of the h istorical 
m ethod  w orked out by  G rabski how m uch should  have been corrected  
and  specified in the so-called historical m ethod  from  th e  end of th e  X lX th  
cen tu ry . In o rd e r to do th is G rabski develops fo r it again  the  broad 
u n d ers tan d in g  background  by estab lish ing  the  notions of social econo
m ic phenom ena, th e ir  categories and factors as w ell as th e  th eo ry  of 
social estate. The conception of the dual consciousness of an  indiv idual 
as the sub ject and object has here  the  cen tra l role. As a consequence of 
p re sen tin g  S tan islaw  G rab sk i’s system  we m ust s tress no t th is w ha t joins 
h im  w ith  the h isto rica l school bu t firs t of all w h a t d iffe ren tia tes  him  
from  th is  school. The m ethodological s tandpoin t of the social econom y 
of S tan islaw  G rabski is the w holy  ind iv idual work.

21 G r a b s k i :  The Economy (Ekonomia).  Vol. I ll, p. 16.
22 Ibid,, Vol. I, p. 18.
** Ibid., Vol. I l l ,  p. 9,
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S T R E S Z C Z E N I E

Artykuł przedstawia w  ogólnym zarysie poglądy Stanisław a Grabskiego na 
przedmiot i m etodę ekonom ii politycznej! Stanisław  Grabski (1871— 1949) był czo
łow ym  ekonom istą a jednocześnie znanym działaczem politycznym  już w  latach  
poprzedzających I w ojnę św iatową, a następnie w  okresie II Rzeczypospolitej.

W teorii ekonom ii S. Grabski rozw ijał socjologiczną odmianę kierunku histo
rycznego. W ekonom ii (nazywanej ekonom ią społeczną) w idział Grabski sw oistą so
cjologię życia gospodarczego. D efiniuje ekonomię społeczną jako naukę o gospodar
czym współżyciu ludzi. Jest ona częścią nauk społecznych i wraz ze w szystkim i in 
nym i szczegółowym i naukam i społecznym i powinna opierać się na wynikach ba
dań socjologii, jako nauki ujmującej całokształt życia społecznego.

Istotne znaczenie mają rozważania S. Grabskiego dotyczące metody ekonomii 
społecznej. N ajw iększy w pływ  na teoretyczne stanowisko Grabskiego w  ekonomii 
miała niem iecka szkoła historyczna i toczony przez nią „spór o m etodę” z austria
cką szkołą psychologiczną. Spór dotyczył istoty ekonomii politycznej jako nauki 
i podstaw ow ych założeń metody badawczej. K. Menger (szkoła austriacka) bronił 
teoretycznego, abstrakcyjnego i dedukcyjnego charakteru ekonomii. Jego oponent,
G. Schm oller, wykazując słabe strony takiej koncepcji ekonomii politycznej, docho
dzi do zaprzeczenia możności sform ułowania ogólnych praw rządzących gospodarką

Częściowa zmiana stanowiska G. Schmollera (uznał on m ożliwość istnienia  
w ekonom ii tzw. praw okresowych) w iąże się ze stanowiskiem  S. Grabskiego w  tej 
kw estii, który w  wydanej w rozprawie w  języku niem ieckim  zabierając głos w  spo
rze, w ykazał możność nom otetyczności ekonomii bez rezygnacji z szeroko rozum ia
nej m etody historycznej.

Р Е З Ю М Е

Статья представляет в общих чертах взгляды Станислава Грабского на 
предмет и метод политической экономии. Станислав Грабский (1871 — 1949) был 
выдающимся экономистом и одновременно видным политическим деятелем уж е  
в годы перед первой мировой войной, а затем в бурж уазной Польше.

В теории экономии С. Грабский развивал социологическую разновидность ис
торического направления. В экономии (называемой общественной экономией) он 
видел своего рода социологию хозяйственной жизни. Учёный определяет об
щественную экономию как науку о хозяйственном общежитии людей. Она 
является составной частью комплекса общественных наук и вместе со всеми 
другими частцыми общественными науками должно опираться на результаты  
исследований социологии как науки, рассматривающей общественную жизнь  
в целом.

Существенное значение имеют размышления. С. Грабского о методе общ е
ственной экономии. Наиболее заметно влияние на теоретическую позицию  
С. Грабского, оказанное немецкой исторической школой и ее спором о методе 
о австрийской психологической школой. Спор касался сути политической эко
номии как науки и основных предпосылок исследовательского метода. К. М ен- 
гер (австрийская школа) ратовал за теоретический, абстрактный и дедуктив
ный характер экономии. Его оппонент, Г. Шмоллер, обнаруживая уязвимые 
стороны такой концепции политической экономии, приходит в конце к отри
цанию возможности сформулировать общие законы хозяйственной жизни.
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Частичное изменение мнения Г. Ш моллера (признание возможности сущ ест
вования в экономии так называемых временных законов) связано с позицией  
С. Грабского в названном вопросе. В изданной на немецком язы ке в 1900 году- 
работе С. Грабский, относясь к предмету спора, доказал возможность номоло- 
гического характера экономии без отказа от исторического метода в широком  
смысле.


