Call for Abstracts:  "The New and Old Institutionalisms in Development - Testing and  Expanding their Adequacy"

The Development Studies Assocation of UK and Ireland has accepted a panel proposal which I put (with Ioana Negru) for their conference 2-4 Sept., 2009.

Abstracts are needed via email by 27 April 2009.  The topic is Institutionalisms in Development, and I am putting full details below.  Interested applicants can also use the web link to find out more about DSA and its annual conference.  Every other year it is 3 days, this year in Ulster, Northern Ireland.  The alternate years it is a one-day conference.

 

"The New and Old Institutionalisms in Development - Testing and  Expanding their Adequacy"

Convenors – Wendy Olsen And Ioana Negru
Contact Email:  wendy.olsen@manchester.ac.uk

General DSA Conference Theme Heading - "Clashing Values", see http://www.devstud.org.uk/ for Conference 2009 details.

In development studies, development economics is well known to be divided into several competing schools, of which at present the new  institutional economics is arguably dominant.  However because  development economics lies within development studies, and covers many topics (including subsistence production and caring), it is open to a more transdisciplinary approach to the study of the economy.   In this panel we push hard at the boundaries of new institutional  economics (NIE).  Instead of taking its precepts as given, we use a  mixture of empirical examples and theoretical argument to challenge  some basic tenets. Among these, the treatment of time/causality is an important issue that has been dealt with extensively in the  school of thought 'old institutional economics'.  Review volumes by  Hodgson, Ha Joon Chang, etc. have already shown the there are  overlaps between the old and the new.  Arguments by Harriss, Dower and Dow would suggest that NIE is not sufficient as a theoretical framework in itself.  Works by North seem to ignore the old institutionalist economics (OIE) authors.  This unfortunate omission disregards the value of well-respected contributions from Veblen, Granovetter, Hodgson and many others of the OIE school.  It is in most cases an accidental omission, but difficulties arise if the methodology of science used by the OIE authors differs from that of the NIE authors, because the two sets are then mutually inconsistent.

The panel chairs (Wendy Olsen, Ioana Negru, Samantha Watson) will try to encourage a widening knowledge of the rich ‘old institutionalist’ economics.  We will do this in a spirit of pluralist scientific enquiry.  We are active in the Association for Heterodox Economics, which along with several 'sister' organisations (notably the European Association for Evolutionary Political Economy and the SASE) advocates a pluralist awareness of the rich opportunities that come from having 2-3 theories, rather than just one, for a given phenomenon. It is important to show that ‘heterodox economics’ has more than just theoretical importance.  Specifically we want empirical studies in this panel to show practical implications of the old and new institutional economics.

Papers in this panel can try to offer more clarification of the role of specific contexts in which institutions _appear_ to be the same but causally are  differentiated.  A second area of difference is in the treatment  usually given to families, relationality, caring, and the  non-commercial economy.  These are central in the 'old'  institutional economics, notably for Veblen, but missing or  simplified in the new institutional economics (NIE). Thirdly we can  consider how different disciplines take up changing institutions  (whereas NIE mainly allows only "economic" causes).  Fourthly the  study of power has been rejected by NIE and this is an area of  contradiction.  Papers from anthropology and politics are welcome to  broach questions of power.  A fifth (but not final) difference is in  the actual assertions about how evolution takes place.  Sociologists tend to stress agency and reflexive action, while NIE tends to see  systems as mechanical.  To participate in the panel you may like to  comment on how actual institutions are changing and especially who  is trying to mold them.  Do the agents use voice, loyalty, or exit?   What difficulties do agents have? What are the causes of 
successful  attempts to mold institutions?

Those submitting papers to this panel will want to be open-minded in  listening to other papers.  The aim is to be pluralist and  multi-disciplinary.  The link with "Clashing Values" is fundamental  - is development economics acceptable as a value-neutral policy  science, or is it wiser to become a more explicitly ethical science  as the 'old institutionalists' recommend?   and in specific cases,  are institutional change processes partly a matter of a 'clash of  values' of the participants?  If so this will have implications for  research methods.  For some researchers, the attempt to move toward  transdisciplinarity will be challenging.  A big shift in ethics is  involved, but this shift brings development economics closer to  development studies more broadly. It is therefore likely to be  worthwhile.

We are currently timetabled as Panel Number 5 on the 2nd of Sept. 2009:

	DATE/
DAY
	SLOT
	PANEL NUMBERS (large purple numbers) ALLOCATED TO STREAMS
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	3 (2pm)
	
	
	10
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	6
	
	15

	
	4 (4pm)
	5
	12
	
	
	8
	
	13
	

	Fri 4th 
	5 (11am)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


These may well be subject to change but this slot is very small and so we have to review the papers that are offered.  Send a detailed abstract please.
