Seeking  reconciliation between the social ideal and economic science: L.Walras      and M.I. Tugan-Baranovsky  
In the history of economic science, the place of these scholars is defined primarily by their achievements in one particular area. For the vast majority of economists,  L. Walras is, first and foremost, the author of the general equilibrium theory and one of the  founding fathers  of marginalism[footnoteRef:1], M.I. Tugan-Baranovsky - a scientist who has made a notable contribution to the theory of cycles and crises, and the author of original ideas in the field of monetary theory[footnoteRef:2].   Their researches in other fields, particularly in  social economics and social philosophy were left outside  of the mainstream economic science, while these scientists themselves saw this particular area of their research  not only important, but,  to a certain extent,  determining the direction of economic research[footnoteRef:3].  Even though there may not be a clear correspondence between a scientist’s views in economic field and those beyond this field, understanding of social and philosophical views and social attitudes of the scientist enables us to consider his achievements in   the economic field in a broader context, and,  sometimes, from a new perspective.  [1:  See, e.g.,   Schumpeter J. Ten Great Economists from Marx to Keynes. L.:Routledge, 1952. Ch. 2. ]  [2:  See, e.g., Nove A. Tugan-Baranovsky, Mikhail Ivanovich // The New Palgrave. V. 4. P. 705.    ]  [3:  Seligman B.B.  Main Currents in Modern Economics. L.:Routledge, 1990. Ch.4. 
On Walras’s ideas in social philosophy see, e.g.: Cirello R.  The 'Socialism' of Leon Walras and His Economic Thinking // Amer. j. of economics and sociology. 1980. V. 39 (3).P. 295-303; Koppel R. The Walras paradox// Eastern econ. j. 1995. Vol. 21 (1). P. 45-55.] 

Walras and Tugan-Baranovsky are, in a sense, antipodes. They belonged to different generations and followed different national intellectual traditions, they had different ideas about the future of economic science and the role of new research methods (mathematical ones)[footnoteRef:4], and they were attracted by different fields of economic science.  At the same time they  had  common views on some problems: they  saw  economic science a deductive one,   accepted, though to varying degrees,  the theory of marginal  utility, supported the cooperative movement[footnoteRef:5] and favored  the idea of socialism (although they understood socialism in different ways ). Finally (and that is a very important issue), both  scholars were raised in  the spirit  of the nineteenth century and were deeply concerned with searching for the social ideal, with  solving  the social question and the establishment of a more just social system.  They relied on scientific knowledge to achieve these goals  and  were believing in the ability of people to take a decisive step in this direction.  Both  Walras and Tugan-Barnovsky were  not only seeking the social ideal, but were also  trying  to reconcile economic science, i.e. scientific knowledge, with this  ideal[footnoteRef:6].  The attempt to carry out this ambitious task was unsuccessful, but it defined the watershed between nineteenth- and twentieth-century economic science, the achievements of these scholars in the economic field have become  an integral part of the latter.     [4:  Walras L.  Théorie mathématique de l’échange // Journal des economists. 1878.  Ser. 3. Vol.34. Avril –Juin. P. 5-21, Allisson F., Raskov D. From correspondence between L. Walras and V. Bortkevich: Pages of the History of the Lausanne School //  Vestnik of StPSU, Ser.5. Issue 1. Unknown M.I. Tugan-Baranovsky /  L.D. Shirokorad, A.L.  Dmitriev (eds.).  St.Petersburg, 2008.]  [5:  Walras  not only praised the cooperative movement and saw it as a  way to introduce  democratic principles  into capitalist system, but also was its active participant. (Boson M. La pensée sociale et cooperative de Leon Walras. P., 1963, Hebert C. Leon Walras et les associations populaires // Rev. d'économie politique, 1988, 98(2). Tugan-Baranovsky regarded cooperation as a form of organization of production  and distribution opposed to capitalism, and saw the cooperative movement as a movement towards democracy and socialism ( Tugan-Baranovsky M.I. Social  foundations   of cooperation. Moscow,  1916).  ]  [6:  Walras L. Studies in Social Economics. Routledge, 2014; Daal J. van  General Ideas about Science, Social Science and Economics, Pure Economics and Social Economics// Walras L. Studies in Applied Economics. Routledge, 2004. Vol.1. P. XX- XXXIII;  Tugan-Baranovsky M.I. Socialism as a Positive Doctrine. Petrograd,1918, Modern Socialism in its Historical Development. Tugan-Baranovsky M. I. Socialism as a Positive  Doctrine. Petrograd, 1918, Modern Socialism in its  Historical Development.  St. Petersburg, 1906, Towards a Better  Future. St. Petersburg,  1912 .  ] 

The ideas of L.Walras’s and M. I. Tugan-Baranovsky concerning the social ideal and the  ways to reconcile it  with economic science and scientific economic knowledge are the subject of the paper, where they are analyzed in the context of the developments that took place in economic science in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. 
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