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UvVOD

Ve své bakalafské praci se budu zabyvat piekladem odborného ekonomického textu
z anglictiny do Cestiny. Prace se sklada ze dvou ¢asti — praktické a teoretické. Praktickou casti
je preklad textu. Teoretickd €ast se zamétuje na problematiku odborného textu a funkcnich
styld, parametry odborného stylu a problémy spojené s piekladem odborného textu. Dlraz je
kladen na terminologii, ktera je zadsadni soucasti kazdého odborného textu a jejiz pieklad je pii
prekladu odbornych textl klicovy. Znalost terminologie je zdkladem pro uspésny pieklad
takového textu. Pro ptekladatele je tedy nezbytné osvojit si terminologii daného oboru.

Cilem prace je vytvofit funkéni pieklad vychoziho textu s vyuzitim teorie piekladu.
K ptekladu byl zvolen text z odborného ¢asopisu Journal of Bioeconomics, jehoz autorem je
Peter Soderbaum. Tento text dosud nebyl pielozen do ceStiny. Autorovy Uvahy o chapéani
ekonomie jsou v soucasnosti aktualni a text nabizi zajimavé prolnuti ekonomie a politologie.
Soucasti bakalaiské prace je také glosaf terminil, které se ve vychozim textu vyskytuji,
a samotny vychozi text.

Pteklad byl zpracovan ve voln€ dostupné verzi nastroje CAT Wordfast Pro.



1. PREKLAD CLANKU ,,TOWARDS SUSTAINABILITY
ECONOMICS: PRINCIPLES AND VALUES*

Ekonomie udrzitelnosti: pravidla a hodnoty

PETER SODERBAUM

School of Business, Malardalen University, Box 883, 72123 Vasteras, Sweden
(peter.soderbaum@mdh.se)

Anotace: Mezi moznosti, 0 kterych uvazujeme v ramci pluralistické filosofie, by mély byt
zahrnuty 1 alternativy radikalni (ve vztahu k nazoriim na spolecnost, ideologii a instituciondlni
usporadani). Piestoze vSechny tyto aspekty jsou duilezité a navzdjem spolu souvisi, ekonomie
hraje klicovou roli ve snaze dosdhnout udrzitelné spolecnosti. Neoklasicka ekonomie hlavniho
proudu nedostacuje. Tendenci spoléhat vyhradné na tuto teorii poklddame za soucast
problému, kterému celime.

V souladu s hlavnimi idejemi demokracie navrhujeme tzv. ekonomii udrzitelnosti s dirazem
na etické, ideologické a politické prvky. Je zminovadna instituciondlni teorie, ale navrzené
principy a pojeti casto odraZeji neortodoxni ekonomii a vyvoj v oblasti dalSich spolecenskych
veéd. Neoklasickd ekonomie slouzi jako zachytny bod pro alternativni myslenky

o lidech, organizacich, trzich, rozhodovani, efektivité, racionalit¢, spolecenském vyvoji
avyvoji instituci. Dévat pfednost takovémuto alternativnimu koncepénimu rédmci (nebo
neoklasické ekonomii) neni volba Cisté¢ védecka, jde také o politickou a ideologickou volbu.
V urcité dobé mize dominovat jedno paradigma, ale s ohledem na ideologicka specifika
kazdého paradigmatu by mély byt v demokratické spolecnosti akceptovany a dokonce
podporovany soupetici

teoretické perspektivy.

Klicova slova: védecka teorie, neoklasicka ekonomie, institucionalni ekonomie,
politicko-ekonomicka osoba, politicko-ekonomicka organizace, demokracie,

ideologicka orientace, dialog aktérii



JEL Klasifikace: B52, DO2, D60, Q56, Q57
1. Uvod

Ekologickou ekonomii lze definovat jako ekonomii pro trvale udrzitelny rozvoj nebo
jednoduse jako ekonomii udrzitelnosti. Miize zahrnovat neoklasickou environmentalni
ekonomii, ale jde o3SirSi pojem a vznikla ¢asteCné jako kritika neoklasické ekonomie
(Costanza 1991). Existuji nazory, Ze neoklasickd ekonomie, i kdyz je pro nékteré ucely
uzite¢na, nepomahd zvladat soucasné socidlni a environmentalni problémy a je soucasti

mysleni, které nas do soucasné nejisté situace ptivedlo.

Posudky dostatecnosti neoklasického paradigmatu se zabyvaji komplexnim fenoménem a jsou
subjektivni a dokonce politické povahy. Tyto posudky pochédzeji od odbornikili, politikl
a dalSich osob. Napiiklad v roce 2003 se némecké ministerstvo pro vzdélavani a vyzkum
obratilo na Némecky ustav pro hospodaisky vyzkum (DIW, Deutsches Institut fiir
Wirtschaftsforschung)

v Berliné a zahgjilo vyzkumny program Udrzitelnost a ekonomie. Jednalo se o neobvyklou
zadost, protoze vyzkum DIW se opira témét vyhradné o neoklasickou teorii. Bylo uspotfadéno
n¢kolik workshoptl, které vychazely

z predpokladu, ze pro problematiku udrzitelného rozvoje je teoreticky a metodologicky

ptispévek neoklasické ekonomie ,neadekvatni* (http://www.sustainableconomics.de). Bylo

pozvano nékolik ekologickych ekonomti z Evropské spolecnosti pro ekologickou ekonomii
(European Society for

Ecological Economics), aby prezentovali své nazory.

vvvvv

dostacujici odpovédi, teorie a metody nebo feseni problémt, kterym celime.

Vzhledem ke komplikovanosti, ktera zahrnuje otazky hodnot a ideologie, je rozumné
naslouchat vice hlasim. Princip pfedb€zné opatrnosti uplatnény na této Grovni naznacuje, ze
jisty stupent pluralismu je rozumnéjs$i filosofii neZ prosazovani jediné spravné cesty.
V soucasné situaci je asi rozumné nespoléhat na jedinou alternativu, tento argument by meli

neoklasi¢ti ekonomové znat.


http://www.sustainableconomics.de/

Ekologicka ekonomika neni jasn¢ definované paradigma srovnatelné s neoklasickou ekonomii.
Jednd se spiSe o mezioborové téma s mnoha zdroji inspirace, pokud jde o paradigma
a ideologickou orientaci. To je pravdépodobné spiSe vyhodou nez nedostatkem, ale stale jesté
existuje otazka pfijatelného stupn€ pluralismu. Existuji divody, pro¢ bychom se jako
ekologicti ekonomové méli podivat na naSe vyzkumné a vzdélavaci aktivity a pokusit se najit
soubor principi a hodnot, které uzndvame. Pokusim se o to s védomim, ze existuji odliSné
pohledy

na hlavni premisy ekologické ekonomie.

V nasledujicim textu jsou principy a jejich disledky probirany v souvislosti s:

védeckou teorii

paradigmaty v ekonomii

ideologii v $irSim smyslu

institucemi

Nasleduje diskuse o navrzich tykajicich se zékladnich principti alternativni (institucionalni)
mikroekonomie, jinak feceno alternativniho spole¢enskovédniho pfistupu k udrzitelnosti. Tyto

principy zahrnuji:

. jedince v ekonomice a spolecnosti * obchodni a dal$i organizace
. perspektivy ekonomiky spolu se v§emi druhy aktért,

. s trhy

. « ideje pokroku, socidlniho zabezpeceni a chudoby

. rozhodovani, efektivitu a racionalitu

. demokratické a socialni procesy a vyvoj instituci a



instituce slucitelné se specifickymi vyklady udrzitelného rozvoje.



Cilem ur¢it€ neni nabidnout text vhodny pro vyuku udrZitelné ekonomie, ale spiSe upozornit
na nékteré pftilezitosti k rozvoji ekologické ekonomie. V prvni ¢asti budou strucné popsany
alternativni interpretace pojmu udrzitelny rozvoj a dvé souvisejici a soupefici mySlenky

ekologické ekonomiky.

2. Alternativni interpretace pojmu udrZitelny rozvoj

Ve své zpravé Nase spolecna budoucnost (Svétova komise pro zZivotni prostiedi a rozvoj 1987)
zavedla komise Brundtlandové pojem udrzitelny rozvoj do mezindrodné politického dialogu.
Tato zprava a mnoho dokumenta z konference v Riu de Janeiro v roce 1992 obsahuje nazory
politiki, obCanskych organizaci, pramyslu a dalSich aktéri. Zminéné dokumenty tedy
predstavuji kompromis, ktery legitimizuje mnoho vykladii pojmu udrZitelny rozvo;j.
Pojem udrzitelny rozvoj byl zaveden jako nova, nebo alesponl upravend idea

o spolecenském pokroku, kterda by méla do jist¢é miry nahradit pfedeslé ideje. Byly
zpochybnény obvyklé nazory na riist HDP na urovni stitli a maximalizace zisku na urovni
firem. Zatimco autofi zpravy Brundtlandové naznacovali potiebu ekonomického rhstu pro
odstraiiovani chudoby, v Riu S§lo o zaméfeni se na tifi dimenze: ekonomickou, socidlni
a environmentalni. V souvislosti s obchodnimi operacemi byl zminén pfistup ‘tfikrat

podtrzeno a seCteno” (Zadek 2001), ktery naznacuje, ze monetarni vykonnost uz nestaci.



Protoze ekonomické nebo dokonce socidlni aspekty rozvoje mohou zahrnovat témet cokoliv,
je pravdépodobné jasnéjsi rozliSovat mezi monetdrnimi a nemonetdrnimi aspekty rozvoje.
Nemonetarni aspekty zahrnuji rGzné socidlni a environmentalni indikatory a dopady, ale
mohou se tykat také zdravi a kultury. Jako novinku Ize tedy chapat upozornéni na potiebu
zviditelnéni nemonetarnich aspektii rozvoje, které pfinesla konference v Riu a jeji piiprava.
Pouziti monetarnich indikatorti uz nepostacuje v situaci, kdy je zaznamendvano mnoZzstvi
neudrzitelnych trenddi na globdlni a regiondlni urovni -zmény klimatu, znecisSténi, ztrata
biodiverzity, nemoci nebo chudoba. Tyto negativni trendy by nemély byt pfijimany, ale
potlacovany, pokud je to mozné. 'Pokud je to mozné” poukazuje na fakt, ze non-monetarni
zmény se 1iSi od monetarniho posuzovani v tom, Ze je nutné opatrné¢ posuzovat setrvacnost
nebo dokonce nevratnost. Vedle legitimizace nemonetarnich dopadt (a to ne pouze podle
domnélé monetarni hodnoty) pfinesla konference v Riu potifebu zformulovat jako soucast
dialogu o rozvoji 1 vnitro-generacni a mezigeneracni etickd témata. Pokud mezigeneracni
eticka témata zahrnuji nejistotu, mél by se dodrzovat princip predbézné opatrnosti (Harremoes
2002).

Po vytazeni obvyklych postupti, které se neslucuji se zaméry konference v Riu, zbyvaji
minimaln¢ dvé moZnosti. Jednou je upravit soucasné mysleni, ideologie a institucionélni
usporadani a pokusit se vypotradat s problémy, kterym celime a nechat existujici instituce
v podstaté beze zmény. Jedna se o politiku "ekologické modernizace’, ktera je v soucasnosti
uplatiiovana ve Svédsku a v dal§ich &astech svéta. Piikladem pouZivanych néstroji jsou:
Systém environmentalniho fizeni (EMS) adalsi certifikovana schémata dobrovolného
charakteru, odkazy na specifickd pravidla chovani souvisejici se spoleCenskou odpovédnosti
firem (CSR), metody jako naptiklad posuzovani Zivotniho cyklu (LCA), posuzovani vlivii na
zivotni prostiedi (proces EIA), environmentalni znaceni produktii, nové moznosti spoluprace
mezi prumyslem a vladdami nebo mezi primyslem a environmentalnimi organizacemi,
environmentalni dan¢ s cilem omezit t¢Zbu pfirodnich zdroji nebo Uroven znec€iSténi, trhy

s emisnimi povolenkami a programy pro snizovani chudoby.

Vyhodou téchto nastroji je, Ze povédomi o Zivotnim prostiedi, lidskych pravech a problémech
s chudobou se v riiznych kruzich zvysuje, coZ mize umoznit dalsi kroky v procesu socialnich
a institucionalnich zmén na cesté k udrzitelnosti. Je také pravda, ze nékteré z vySe zminénych
opatfeni a politickych néstroji, jako napfiklad environmentalni dan€, mohou byt velmi ¢inné
pfi transformaci spolecnosti, pokud dojde k jejich rozsahlé implementaci. Ale potencial

takovych nastrojii nebude vyuzit, dokud bude hlavni my$lenkou zména v rdmci soucasného



institucionalniho uspotfadani. Bude nutné podivat se na radikalnéjsi vyklady



udrzitelného rozvoje. Environmentalistika a tvorba politik na vlddni urovni ma tendenci
identifikovat environmentdlni problémy na Urovni ekosystémil (zmény klimatu, poskozeni
ozénoveé vrstvy, zneCiSténi, ztrata biodiverzity atd.) a v ramci neoklasické ekonomické
perspektivy spojuje tyto problémy se selhdnim politicko ekonomického systému (tj. selhani
trhu a vladni selhani). Navrhy tykajici se politickych nastroji jsou vice ¢i méné piimo

odvozeny z takovych pozorovani a ndsledné vztazeny k neoklasické teorii.

Problémy mohou byt ale formulovany na zdkladni urovni. Pokud dojde k problémim
s neudrzitelnymi trendy v oblasti pidy, vody nebo ovzdusi, bude namisté zaméftit se na hlavni
mysSlenky tykajici se védy a o tom, v jakém vztahu je ke spolecnosti a politice, hlavnim
paradigmatiim v ekonomii, dominantni politické ideologii a pfevladajicimu institucionalnimu
usporadani (Soderbaum 2004a). Bude se to tedy tykat vSech spolec¢enskych aktérii. Pokud jde
o podstatu selhani, vedle téch, ktera navrhuji predstavitelé neoklasické ekonomie, existuje

mnoho dal§ich druhii, naptiklad:

. selhani hlavnich myslenek tykajicich se védy

selhani dominantnich myslenek ve specifickych disciplinach jako ekonomie a vedeni
podnikil
. selhdni dominantni politické ideologie

. selhéani existujiciho institucionalniho uspotadani.

Tyto moznosti by mély byt systematicky zkoumany a meéla by se vést oteviena diskuse
o alternativach. Predpoklada se, ze tento druh nového, kritického a tviir¢ciho mysleni budou
podporovat univerzity, ale (stejn¢ jako vSude, kde se setkavaji lid¢) existuji ve vetejné diskusi
v riznych oblastech limity, které, jak uvadi Eva Krasova (2007) nechdvaji znacny prostor pro

obranu hmotnych z4jmi, oportunismus a blokovani nového mysleni.



Ekologicka ekonomie je precedent. Mezi ekologickymi ekonomy existuje napéti, pokud jde
o zpiisoby vnimani svéta a tato napéti by méla byt feSena oteviené a konstruktivné. Jednou
z hlavnich otdzek je, jaky vztah zaujmout k hlavnimu proudu neoklasické ekonomie.
Environmentdlni ekonomie existuje od zacatku sedmdesatych let dvacatého stoleti a jde
o roz$ifeni neoklasické ekonomie. Ekologickd ekonomie je vice pluralistickd. Periodikum
Ecological Economics publikuje ptfispévky alternativni i neoklasické, pfiCemz ty neoklasické
prevladaji. Méla by ekologickd ekonomie respektovat fakticky monopol neoklasického
paradigmatu na katedrach ekonomie na celém svété s tim, ze neoklasickd ekonomie do sebe
zacleni alespon nékteré z jejich argumentll, nebo existuji dobré divody, pro¢ toto konkrétni
paradigma napadat v souvislosti s tématy udrzitelnosti? Mél by byt nasledovan vySe popsany

ptiklad némeckeé spolkové vlady a zdirazitovana potfeba néceho nového a odlisného?

Ze dvou soupefticich vizi Ize jednu oznaclit jako “sty¢nou ideu” ekologické ekonomie a jeji
ambici je spojit dominantni paradigma v ekonomii s dominantni teoretickou perspektivou
v ekologii, ale nechat ob& paradigmata v zdsadé¢ nedotCend. Druhd vize md za cil
zpochybnovat zakladni ideje hlavniho proudu neoklasické ekonomie ve vztahu k udrzitelnosti.
Aby se predeslo nedorozuméni toto zpochybniovani je soucasti pluralistické filosofie
a pfispévky neoklasické ekonomie k ostatnim tématlim a c¢astecné i k udrzitelnosti nejsou
popirany. Neoklasicka ekonomika je i v této studii pokladana za uzitecnou, presnéji feceno za

zachytny bod pro formulaci alternativ.

3. Principy souvisejici s védou ve spolecnosti a politice

Prvni soubor principi ekologické ekonomie popisuje védecké teorie a roli védy ve spolecnosti:



1. Véda je soucasti spolecnosti, neexistuje mimo ni.

2. Prestoze uznava dulezitost pfirodnich véd pro environmentalni otazky, ekologicka
ekonomie by méla byt primarné poklddana za spolecenskou a politickou védu a ne za
roz$iteni ptirodnich véd.

3. Vyzkum a vzdélavéani, a to na univerzitach i obecnéji, je ovlivnéno spolecenskymi
hodnotami a ideologii. Je tfeba opustit pozitivisticky nazor

0 hodnotové neutralnim vyzkumu.

1. Pravidla a ideje demokracie jsou pro univerzitni vyzkum a vzd€lavani stejné platna jako
pro ostatni ¢asti spolecnosti.

2. Meélo by dojit k pokusu o oteviené zformulovani hodnotové baze vyzkumu, vzdélavacich
aktivit a univerzitni politiky ve form¢ formulace hlavniho cile organizace (viz pozn.¢.1)

3. Prestoze objektivita hraje roli v kazdém vyzkumu, pochopeni subjektivity aktért
(naptiklad jejich ideologické orientace) v riiznych rolich je velice dulezité pro chapani
procesi socialnich a institucionalnich zmén.

4. Aktéfi, ktefi se ucastni dialogu o rozvoji (v€etné univerzitnich odbornikit) by méli mit na
zéklad¢ zodpovednosti povinnost sklddat Gcty za své argumenty a postupy.

5. S demokracii je kompatibilni pouze urcity stupen pluralismu s ohledem na védecké teorie,
paradigmata a ideologii.

6. Uvnitf pluralismu je béznou situaci existence jednoho dominantniho paradigmatu. M¢lo by
se jednat o vysledek férového soupeteni, ne o monopol a protekcionismus.

Uz dlouhou dobu existuje snaha odd¢lit univerzity od vlad a politik. Je to spojeno s védeckou
teorii pozitivismu. Podle této myslenky je pravda poznavana systematickym pozorovanim jevi

v pfirod¢ a spolecnosti. Znaky tohoto védeckeho



pohledu jsou objektivita, hodnotova neutralita, testovani hypotéz s cilem zjistit pravidelnosti
souvisejici s ur€itym fenoménem. V soucasnosti je mozné odkazovat na "perspektivismus’
(Fay 1996) a navrhovat, Ze vedle pozitivismu existuji soupetici nebo dopliujici védecké
teorie, napfiklad hermeneutika a socidlni konstruktivismus. SpiSe nez vyhradni zamé&feni na
pravidelnosti zacal byt respektovan zdjem o jedinecnost a "kontextualismus” (Toulmin 1990)
a jednou z praktickych forem vyzkumu se staly ptipadové studie (Soderbaum 2000, str. 26 -
31).

Védu je tfeba vnimat jako soucast spolecnosti, protoze vyzkum ve spolecenskych védach,
a vlastné veskery vyzkum, je ovlivnén ideologii a hodnotami (princip ¢. 3 viz vyse). Jak
prohlasuji Gunnar a Myrdal (1978, str. 778), ve spoleCenskych védach ’stdle ohodnocujeme’.
778). Myslenky o takzvané dobré véd¢é musi byt tedy preformulovany. Akademicky odbornik
by mél usilovat o to, aby c¢inil vSechny kroky vyzkumného procesu védomée a oteviené
diskutovat o tom, jak proces ovlivnily ideologie a hodnoty (volba oblasti vyzkumu, zvolena
teoreticka a ideologicka perspektiva, volba zplisobu, jakym jsou formulovany problémy,
pouzité¢ metody, zpiisob, jakym jsou prezentovany empirické vysledky atd.). Jak rozumi
akademicky odbornik naptiklad udrzitelnému rozvoji nebo dal§im mySlenkam o spoleCenském

pokroku?

Pojem ideologie tak jak je pouzit vySe, by mél byt chédpan v Sir§Sim smyslu a nemél by byt
omezen na vZité politické ideologie jako naptiklad liberalismus nebo socialismus. Ideologie se
tykéd vztahu prosttedkl a cill. MiiZze se vztahovat k urcité otazce a tykat se urcitych oblasti
politiky jako naptiklad zdravotnictvi nebo Zivotniho prostfedi. V piipadé¢ environmentalni
politiky preferuji n€ktefi dobrovolna opatifeni na urovni firem a jednotlivcl, zatimco dalsi
vyzdvihuji politiku direktivniho ftizeni (podle ideologického slovniku neoklasickych
ekonomil). Existuji samoziejmé i stiedové pozice a dalsi relevantni aspekty pro rozliSovani

mezi politikami.



Pojem demokracie (princip ¢. 4 viz vySe) oznacuje otevienou spolecnost, ve které je
vSeobecné chapan pojem prava a fadu a jednotlivci a organizace nesou odpovédnost.
Odpovédnost se tyka spolecenské kontroly a misto koncentrace moci piredpoklada délbu moci
mezi organizacemi a aktéry. Znakem demokracie je také dlivéra v konstruktivni tlohu dialogu
a schopnost a ochota pfijmout existenci vice nez jedné perspektivy (ndzoru, ideologické
orientace). Toto piijimani dalSich perspektiv md omezeni, protoze perspektivy, které stoji v
protikladu k demokracii do n¢j nepatii. (viz pozn. ¢.2)

Opakem pluralismu je monismus, idea o jediné legitimni perspektiveé ve véde a ve spolec¢nosti.
Monismus muze byt negativné popisovan jako "fundamentalismus’ a muze byt cestou ke
koncentraci moci a diktatute. Nazorové systémy, které odmitaji soupetici perspektivy, maji
vice druhti. Mize se jednat o systémy politické, nabozenské a dokonce védecké. Prestoze mezi
neoklasickymi ekonomy jista diverzita existuje, pouzivané ucebnice jsou jasné¢ monisticke,
takze neni zcela chybné hovofit o "trznim fundamentalismu’. Podle mého nazoru legitimizuje
ideologie neoklasické ekonomie specificky druh globalizace. Lid¢ véfi, ze pro spole¢nost je

obecné dobré¢, pokud maji korporace pravo proniknout se svymi produkty do celého svéta.

Z tohoto uhlu pohledu je ziejmé, ze obory jako ekonomie nebo fizeni podnikli by nemély mit
jen jedno paradigma, protoze takova situace by redukovala katedry ekonomie a obchodni
akademie na centra propagandy. To se uz katedram ekonomie a v menSim rozsahu

i obchodnim akademiim stalo.

Jaké dusledky ma tato situace pro ekologickou ekonomii? Prvnim tvrzenim je, ze tradi¢ni ideje
objektivity, které jsou spojeny s pozitivismem, jsou dosud na riznych trovnich vyzkumného
procesu pro ekologickou ekonomii relevantni, ale ne dostatecné. M¢lo by byt podporovano
vyuzivani védeckych teorii vice navazujicich na humanitni a spole¢enské védy, jako naptiklad
hermeneutika, nauka o strukturdch vypravéni a diskurzu, coz pfispéje ke stupni pluralismu.

Diskuse o postnormalni véde vede stejnym smérem (Funtowicz a Ravetz 1991, 2003).



Periodikum Ecological Economics vydavané Mezinarodni spolecnosti pro ekologickou
ekonomii (International Society for Ecological Economics, ISEE) je oznafovano za
transdisciplindrni. To ovSem neni dostatecné. Koncept transdiciplinarity mé tendenci
naznacovat syntézu nebo sty¢nou plochu ekologické ekonomie a spojeni dvou zavedenych
oborti. Navic je tfeba zminit pluralismus a poukdzat na to, ze nase idea neni zaloZena na
jediném paradigmatu a pracujeme s riznymi teoretickymi perspektivami a vice nez jednou
syntézou. Rada odbornikii v USA se naneitdsti vyhyba oteviené kritice neoklasické ekonomie,
zatimco vétSina ¢lentt Evropské spolecnosti pro ekologickou ekonomii (European Society of
Ecological Economics) ji pokladd za soucast problému a tudiz vidi kritiku jako nezbytnou

soucast feSeni (viz pozn. ¢.3).

4. Principy souvisejici s paradigmaty v ekonomii a fizeni podniki

Principy tykajici se perspektiv v ekonomii vychazeji z vétsi ¢asti z vySe zminénych principt,

které souviseji s védeckou teorii a ilohou védy ve spolecnosti:

1. Vyzkum a vzdélavani v ekonomii a fizeni podniki by mély téZit z mnoha védeckych
teorii.

2. Hlavnimi principy ekonomie a fizeni podniki by mélo byt interaktivni studium
(s ptispévkem z mnoha oborti) a pluralismus.

3. Mél by byt podporovan vyzkum, ktery oteviené zkoumad ideologii a hodnoty hlavniho
proudu ekonomie a fizeni podniki. Podrobné zkoumani by se mélo tykat takeé
alternativnich teoretickych perspektiv. Subjektivita riiznych aktéri (véetné akademickych
odbornikll) by méla byt zkoumana a oteviena dialogu.

Koncepcni ramec ekonomie vzdy hral klicovou roli v dialogu o rozvoji a je stale velmi
vyznamny. Je stile jasn€ji chipano, Ze neoklasicka perspektiva nevyhovuje vSem cilim.
Neoklasickd ekonomie je v soucasnosti zpochybiiovana mnoha aktéry vcetné student
a profesort ekonomie (Fullbrook 2003, 2004). Existuje Mezinarodni konfederace asociaci pro

pluralismus v ekonomii (International Confederation of Associations for Pluralism in

Economics, ICAPE, viz. www.icape.org) zahrnujici piiblizn¢ 30 asociaci. V ramci této

zastteSujici organizace jsou pfipravovany texty podporujici pluralismus ve vyuce ekonomie.



Hlavni proud vyzkumu a vzdélavani v oblasti fizeni podnikli s diirazem na monetdrni
vykonnost je v mnoha ohledech souc¢ésti neoklasické tradice, ale ptijimé informace z ostatnich
spolecenskovédnich obori, pokud je pokladé za uzite¢né a relevantni. Existuje zde jisty stupeni
pluralismu a Casto je respektovana kritika teorii a praxe fizeni (Ferraro 2005). Organizacni
teorie se napiiklad spiSe zaméfuje na vice druhll organizaci, misto aby se omezovala na
obchodni organizace, a n¢kdy bere v tivahu mocenské vztahy a ideologii (Jackson 2000,

Brownova 2000).

Jaké disledky to ma pro ekologickou ekonomii? Na samém zacatku upozoriioval Richard
Norgaard (1989, 1994, viz také Soderbaum 2004b) na potiebu pluralismu v ekologické
ekonomii. Pluralismus by nem¢l byt chdpan jako slabost védeckého oboru, ale spise jako silna
stranka odrazejici existenci riznych ideologickych orientaci v demokratické spolecnosti.
Velkym problémem soucasné spolecnosti je neschopnost neoklasickych ekonomi pfipustit
kritiku a pluralismus. Neoklasicka perspektiva v ekonomii je pouze jednim z vice moznych

paradigmat a soucasnd tendence branit jedno paradigma a vyhybat se kompetici musi skoncit.

Pokud se ucta k neoklasické ekonomii stane charakteristickym znakem ekologické ekonomie,
nase mezindrodni a regionalni asociace Castecné ztrati smysl existence. Pro neoklasické
environmentalni ekonomy jsou k dispozici jiné asociace a periodika. Soucasti vysvétleni je, Ze
nekteti vlivni ekologisté, stejné jako zastupci ostatnich ptirodnich véd, maji néco spole¢ného

s neoklasickymi ekonomy, konkrétné pozitivismus.

Ptikladem je konference ISEE v Montrealu v roce 2004, na které byli dva neoklasicti
environmentalni ekonomové, Partha Dasgupta a Karl-Goran Mailer, ocenéni Bouldingovou
cenou za ekologickou ekonomii. Oba piisobi v mezinarodnim Beijerové institutu ekologické
ekonomie ve Stockholmu (Beijer Institute for Ecological Economics), ktery je pokladan za
instituci, kterd brani neoklasickou ekonomii a hdji vySe uvedenou myslenku sty¢né plochy.
Prestoze jisty stupen pluralismu by mél byt charakteristickym znakem naSeho oboru,
opakovani neoklasickych idei neni v soucasnosti pfili§ inovativni nebo progresivni. Dasgupta
a Maler rozhodné patii mezi respektované neoklasick¢ ekonomy, ale maji daleko
k otevienému a interdisciplindrnimu pfistupu, ktery prezentuje v fad¢ svych publikaci Kenneth

Boulding (1956, 1970).



Clenové ISEE, ktefi toto rozhodnuti podpofili, byli v§ichni &leny americké spoleénosti a byli
spiSe ekology nez ekonomy. Na konferenci v Montrealu, kde byla cena udélena, néktefi
¢lenové ISEE protestovali s tim, ze cena by méla respektovat dilo Kennetha Bouldinga.
Pozitivni strankou je, Ze v roce 2006 cenu obdrZel Richard Norgaard z Kalifornské univerzity
v Berkeley. Jeho mySlenky a €innost jsou daleko bliz§i Bouldingové myslence. Tyto dvé
udalosti naznacuji, ze diskuse ma smysl a ze nékteti vedouci ¢lenové ISEE jsou pfipraveni

prehodnotit své myslenky.

Nékterym Ctendiim s pozitivistickym vzdélanim miZze vySe uvedeny ptibeh ptipadat zvlastni.
Slo vice o subjektivitu, nazory a zkuSenosti specifickych jednotlivcll nez o vysledek napiiklad
dotazniku vyplnéného skupinou ¢lenit ISEE. Tento piibeéh vlastné doklada dileZitost
kontextualismu jako mozné cesty k poznavani svéta (viz odstavec ¢.3). Vypravéni jednotlivca
mohou byt velmi diilezité a prispivat k nasemu chapani. Jak naptiklad chapou nebo interpretuji
aktéti (odbornici, politici a dalsi) spojeni se specifickymi otdzkami vyuziti pidy a vodnich
zdroji pojem udrzitelny rozvoj? Na druhou stranu je jasné, ze argumenty n¢kolika jednotlivei

sotva zodpovi vSechny otazky ohledné spolec¢enskych jevi a rozvojovych procesu.

Korporace, nérodni i nadnérodni, maji zna¢nou moc a také politicky vliv. BohuZzel pouze
velmi mald ¢ast ¢lankd v periodiku Ecological Economics se zabyva otdzkami obchodu
a zivotniho prostfedi, jako naptiklad spolecenskd odpovédnost firem (CSR) a systém
environmentalniho fizeni (EMS). Bylo by mozné argumentovat, ze pro tento ucel existuji jina
periodika. Soucasti nami narokovaného zajmu o vedeni by mél byt i podil vSech druht aktért

na tomto



vedeni. Je mozné si vS§imnout, Ze periodikum Ecological Economics publikuje velmi malo
¢lankl o environmentalnich organizacich. Pro¢ tomu tak je? Pokud jde o obchod (coZ je dano
naSimi idejemi), mély by nds zajimat vSechny moZnosti, jak se vyhnout zjednoduSujicim
mySlenkdm o obchodnich operacich. Na makrourovni nelze piedpokladat dobry vykon
v socidlni a environmentélni oblasti, pokud se obchodni organizace zamétuji vyhradné na

monetarni vykon.

5. Principy souvisejici s demokracii a ideologii

Principy tykajici se ideologie a demokracie vychazeji z vétsi ¢asti z jiz popsanych principli:
1. Stfedem kazdého dialogu o hodnotach a ideologii musi byt demokracie.

2. Hodnoty, etické a ideologické otazky musi byt v akademické sféfe oteviené diskutovany
a ne zakryty védeckym Zargonem, ptipadné jinak.

3. Véda nemulze diktovat spravné hodnoty, které budou pouZzivany pro tvorbu politik
a rozhodnuti.

Postaveni demokracie nad ostatnimi druhy vlady by mélo byt respektovano. V piipadé
neoklasické ekonomie jsou priority opané -na prvnim misté je trh. Demokratické poZadavky
hraji vedlejsi roli. V nejlepSim piipadé lze hovofit o takzvané monetarni demokracii,
pomeétovano ochotou platit za alternativni komodity nebo soubory komodit. Oteviené feceno,
neoklasicka teorie je postavena na mechanistické a neosobni ideologii trhu (a dalSich moZznych
ideologiich). Otazky odpovédnosti a skladdni Ut jsou systematicky zlehovany nebo
obchazeny.

Jak poznamenava David Korten (2001), existuje Gzky vztah mezi neoklasickou



ekonomii a neoliberalni ideologii. Dlraz na riast HDP a mezinarodni konkurenceschopnost
sdileji obé perspektivy, stejné jako diraz na osobni vlastnictvi a efektivitu nizkonakladové
vyroby.

Neoklasické paradigma mé mnoho obranct, ktefi maji rizné divody. Neoklasicti ekonomové
maji samoziejme na teorii hmotny zéjem. Jejich vyzkum a vyukové aktivity jsou zaloZeny na
této konkrétni perspektivé a nové myslenky by je mohly vyvést z rovnovahy. Nekteii

neoklasi¢ni ekonomové se s touto ideologii ztotoziuji.

Vyzyvatelé neoklasické teorie nejsou vzdy vitani s nadSenim. Divodem, proc je tato teorie pro
mnoho aktér pfitazlivd, mize byt to, Ze nevznasi otazku odpovédnosti a sklddani ucta.
Neoklasicky koncepéni ramec byl mnoha zpisoby institucionalizovéan, a to na mistni, ndrodni
a celosvétové turovni. Piikladem instituce na celosvétové urovni je Svétova obchodni
organizace (WTO) zalozend na neoklasické teorii obchodu. Dalsim piikladem je Nobelova
cena za ekonomii, ktera dle ocekavani hraje konzervativni roli. Nejednd se o klasickou
Nobelovu cenu a je pfedmétem znacné kritiky, ale i tak hraje dilezitou roli ve hie o moc (viz

pozn. €. 4).

Jelikoz ¢innost univerzit je soucdasti spolecnosti a demokracie vedoucim principem vlady, véda
nemuze diktovat ‘spravné hodnoty” za ucelem rozhodovani nebo rozdélovani zdrojii na
celospolecenské trovni. Neoklasickd analyza nékladii a vynost je zalozena na premisach, ze
pro hodnoceni alternativ ve vetejném rozhodovani by méla byt pouzivana specifickd ideologie
trhu a ze existuje spoleCensky konsensus v otazce zplisobu hodnoceni projektd, programi
a politickych rozhodnuti. Tento ptedpoklad o konsensu je chybny, zvlast¢ v piipadé ze se
jednd o environmentélni otdzky feSené ekologickymi ekonomy (Mishan 1980, Sdéderbaum
1983). Co z toho vyplyva pro ekologickou ekonomii? Zaprvé to, ze otazky hodnot, etiky a
ideologie by mély byt

v periodiku Ecological Economics diskutovany castéji. Toho Ize dosdhnout mnoha zpisoby.
Jednim z nich je povzbuzovat a pfitahovat piispévky od vizionait, ktefi pfispivaji k
probihajicimu dialogu o rozvoji. Dal§im je vyloucit pfispévky zaloZené na analyze nékladi a
vynosu a takzvaném kontingencnim ocefiovani jako neslucitelné s demokracii. VySe uvedena

podpora pluralismu nezahrnuje ptipady, kdy je demokracie nahrazena technokracii nebo



jinymi druhy fundamentalismu.

6. Principy souvisejici s institucionalnim uspotradanim.

Vyse uvedené principy navrzené pro védecké teorie tvoii podklad pro pochopeni

soucasného a budouciho institucionalniho uspotadani:

| Pfestoze zde pulsobi setrvacnost a =zavislost na ptfedchozim vyvoji, instituce
a institucionalni uspotfadani se v priibéhu Casu vice ¢i méné méni.

2 Instituce a institucionalni uspotadani by tedy nemély byt chapany jako dan¢, ale spiSe
zpochybniovany: vzdy existuji alternativy, které mohou byt lépe slucitelné se specifickymi
rozvojovymi cily.

3 Instituciondlni uspotfddani v urCitém casovém okamziku je vysledkem historickych
procesii a probihajici mocenské soutéze, ktera zahrnuje mnoho aktérti a systémtl.

4 Teoretické a ideologické perspektivy v ekonomii se podileji na legitimizaci

nebo delegitimizaci specifickych institucionalnich uspotradani.

5. Pro usnadnéni procesu zmény ve sméru instituciondlniho uspotadani slucitelného
s udrzitelnym rozvojem musi byt feSena témata paradigmat a ideologie.

Znalost neoklasické ekonomie a jejich alternativ je diilezitd pro pochopeni procest

spoleCenské a institucionalni zmény, ale znalost samotna nestaci. Hraji zde roli vSechny

aspekty mentalni mapy jednotlivce. V této praci byly predstavy o védé, ekonomii a ideologii

oznaceny za zéaklad pro pochopeni toho, co



pokladame za funkéni nebo nefunkéni instituce. V knize When Corporations Rule the World
se timto tématem zabyva David Korten (2001). Ukazuje kombinace procesli zmén, které se
navzdjem podporuji, naptiklad propagandu neoliberalismu a pokracujici davéru
v neoklasickou ekonomii. Korten knihu uzavird optimisticky a upozorfiuje Ctenafe na jejich
odpové&dnost a piilezitosti citdtem dalSiho vizionafe, Willise Harmana (Korten 2001, str. 233):
»Zamérnou zménou vnitiniho obrazu reality mohou lidé zménit svét.

Podle téchto argumentd je jednou z metod k pochopeni procest instituciondlnch zmén
zam¢éfit se na interpretaci jako na klicovy krok. V jiné praci (S6derbaum 2004a, str. 353 -354)

byly navrzeny Ctyfi paralelni procesy:

. interpretace fenoménu

. pojmenovani fenoménu

. manifestace

. pfijmuti (dosazeni legitimity)

Jako ptiklad poslouzi vySe zminé€né systémy environmentalniho fizeni. Vysledkem tlaku
vefejnosti a dobrovolné iniciativy podnikli jsou certifikacni schémata jako naptiklad
mezinarodni norma ISO 14 001. Byla pfijata myslenka, Ze v podnikani nejde jen o monetarni
vykon, ale také o environmentalné Setrné chovani (a Ze snahy o zlepSeni environmentalnich
o fizeni environmentalnich dopadi byly zavedeny podobnym zplisobem jako aktivity
systematického fizeni zaméfené na jiné aspekty obchodnich vysledkii (kvalitu vyrobkl nebo
pracovni prostfedi). Nové aktivity byly oznaceny jako ISO 14 001 a EMAS (systém kvality
fizeni z hlediska Setrného pfistupu k zivotnimu prosttedi systém, ktery se odliSuje vétSim
diirazem na publicitu environmentdlnich vysledkll) a projevuji se v cinnosti reviznich

organizaci, environmentalnich koordinatort, certifikaci a podobné.

Uspésnost instituce bude zaviset na koncep¢ni a ideologické orientaci riznych



aktérti a sociokulturnim klimatu riiznych nazorovych arén nebo spolecnosti obecné. Lze si
povSimnout, Ze ISO 14 001 je popularnéjsi (i mezi nadnarodnimi spole¢nostmi) v nékterych
evropskych zemich nez v USA. To naznacuje, Ze mimo zminénych Ctyf paralelnich procest
musime zminit také tyto koncepty -aktér, agenda a aréna a znovu upozornit na roli, kterou
hraje kooperace mezi jednotlivci. Malardalenska univerzita byla prvni univerzitou ve Svédsku
a pravdépodobné v Evropé, kterd zavedla certifikaci podle normy ISO 14 001 (viz pozn. ¢.5).
Mezinarodni standardiza¢ni schémata jako naptiklad norma ISO 14 001 pisobi na mnoha
urovnich, od lokdlni po celosvétovou. Dv¢ instituce nebo procesy zmén instituci se mohou
navzajem podporovat, ale mohou pisobit i proti sobé. V pozadi téchto procest stoji dilezita

otazka interpretace. I v tomto ptipad¢ jsou nase ekonomické nazory soucasti problému.

Z implikaci, které pfinasi ekologickd ekonomie, se do popiedi opét dostava dulezitost
koncepcnich rdmct a teorie. Instituce, které se jevi jako brzda vyvoje smérem k udrzitelnosti,
si zasluhuji kritické posouzeni. Kli¢ovou uvahou se pii hledani alternativy k WTO stava

kritika teorie mezinarodniho obchodu a formulace alternativni teorie.

Dal$im doporucenim pro periodikum Ecological Economics je, aby podporovalo ptipadové
studie, které se zabyvaji specifickymi procesy instituciondlni zmény. Jak argumentuji
specificti aktéfi pro potiebu institucionalni zmény specifického druhu a jaké jsou argumenty
téch, ktefi jsou proti konkrétnim interpretacim a postuptim? Timto zpisobem se aktéti mohou
poucit pfi ¢teni riznych argumentd. Lidé si uvédomi existenci mocenskych vztaht, ptilezitosti
ke zménadm a prekazek. Doufejme, ze poroste pocet aktérii, ktefi pochopi, ze jejich osobni

interpretace a jejich volby mohou né¢eho dosahnout

7. Prvky trvale udrzitelné ekonomiky



Nastésti mame k dispozici alternativy neoklasické ekonomie. Osobné preferuji institucionalni
ekonomii, tak jak ji zformulovali Thorstein Veblen, John R. Commons, K. William Kapp
(1950) a Gunnar Myrdal (1972), ale existuji i jiné (v n€kterych ohledech podobné) alternativy.
Ty jsou casto oznacovany jako socidlni ekonomie, politickd ekonomie nebo evolu¢ni
ekonomie. Feministickda ekonomie je podobnd soucasné institucionalni ekonomii, ale miize
také oznacovat neoklasicky obor, ktey se zaméfuje na roli Zen ve spolecnosti (Perkinsova

2007).

7.1. Politicko-ekonomicka osoba (PEP)

Neoklasickd ekonomie vyslovuje predpoklady o “¢lovéku ekonomickém’. Tento model je pro
nckteré specifické ucely uziteCny. Jednotlivei jsou v zésad€é chépani jako konzumenti
a vydélecné ¢inné osoby a optimalizuji své chovani v kontextu trhu. Predpokladaji se

egoistické motivy chovani a jedinec mechanicky reaguje na signaly trhu.

Predstavitelé ostatnich smérti maji spole¢nou tendenci upozoriiovat na limity teorie uzitku,
ktera je soucasti neoklasického modelu (Lofstedt 2005). Etickych teorii je mnoho a o etickych
tématech by se mé¢lo diskutovat a ne je chapat jako dana. Toto plati zejména v souvislosti se
zde probiranymi otazkami udrzitelnosti. Odkaz na politicko-ekonomickou osobu (PEP,
Political Economic Person) je odpovédi na tento navrh (Soderbaum 2000, s. 33-41).
Ptedpoklada se, Zze jedinec se fidi svou ideologickou orientaci. Ta souvisi se vztahem
prostiedkil a cilli a je mozné ji chapat z hlediska soucasné pozice jedince, Zadanou budouci
pozici a plany, jak cile dosahnout. Etické a dalsi aspekty se jako soucast ideologické orientace

budou mezi jednotlivci lisit a budou se ménit u kazdého jedince v ¢ase jako vysledek dialogu.

Role spojené s trhem (spotiebitel, vydélecne ¢inna osoba, poskytovatel ptijcek) jsou dalezité
pro chapani ekonomie a rozvoje, ale totéz plati pro role jako odbornik, rodi¢, obcan nebo ¢len
z4jmové skupiny. PEP stavi na referenénim rdmci Gzce souvisejicim se socialni psychologii
a jejimi koncepty jako motiv, role, vztah, aktivita, ideologicka orientace, identita, sit’ a zivotni
styl (tamtéz). Jednotlivec se v pribéhu Casu uci a méni své chovani, ptizplisobuje se ménicimu
kontextu (socidlnimu, kulturnimu, instituciondlnimu, hmotnému -ptfirodnimu a clovékem
vytvafenému). Vztahy nejsou jen antagonistické (jako v neoklasické teorii), ale také
kooperativni. Spravné fungujici jedinci maji silné ego, ale také vazbu k dal§im jedincim

a lokalnim, regiondlnim a ndrodnim komunitdm (obecné¢ i1 ke globélni). Nema smysl hovorit



o udrzitelnosti, pokud ptfedpoklddame, ze jedinec si nedé€ld starosti ohledné dopadi na dalsi

jedince nebo piirodu v lokalnim, regionalnim a globalnim kontextu.

7.2. Politicko-ekonomicka organizace (PEO)

Idea organizace je v neoklasické ekonomii extrémné zjednodusujici. Jedinou organizaci je
podnik a jeho ucel je podobné zjednodusSujici: maximalizace zisku. Neptedpoklada se zadny
konflikt zajml (nebo rozdily v ideologické orientaci, feCeno nasi terminologii), coz naznacuje,
Ze organizace je fizena metodou top-down a direktivné. Za efektivni je pro podnik pokladana

maximalizace zisku, coz ptispiva k efektivni trzni ekonomii.

Mnoho zjednodusujicich ptedpokladi (o jedincich, organizacich, trzich a efektivit¢)
zformulovanych neoklasickymi ekonomy souvisi s preferenci matematického jazyka a metod
prezentace. Tento jazyk, pfestoze je pro nckteré ucely uziteCny, ma sva omezeni. Logické
uvazovani neni omezeno na matematiku a v souvislosti s otazkami udrzitelnosti musi byt
matematika podfizena kvalitativnimu uvazovani. Nasim cilem by neméla byt snaha zachranit

neoklasickou teorii ani jeji zplisob prezentovani problému a tdajna feseni.

V protikladu k neoklasickym piedpokladiim si musime pifedstavit organizace a entity, ve
kterych neni jednotlivec skryty, ale viditelny. Navrhujeme tedy koncept politicko-ekonomickeé
organizace (Political Economic Organization, PEO). Ctenai se mozna divi, kde se v pojmech

politicko-ekonomicka osoba



a politicko-ekonomicka organizace vzala politika (viz pozn. ¢. 6). Neméla by byt osobni sféra
chranéna pied politikou? Odpovédi je, Ze osobni sféra je velice dillezita, ale zabyvame se zde
vetejnymi zalezitostmi. UdrZitelnost je vefejnd a politickd otdzka a primdrnim zdrojem
pravidel pro feSeni politickych otdzek je demokracie (spiSe nez trhy). Spolecenska
odpovédnost (a povinnost skladat Gcty) jednotlivcl a organizaci je brana vazné a je oteviena
dialogu. Pojmy PEP a PEO ve srovnani s 'Clovékem ekonomickym” a organizaci pouze
maximalizujici zisk predpokladaji svobodu ideologického a politického tsudku. Koncepty
efektivity a racionality se stdvaji otevienymi a vztahuji se k ideologické orientaci
vyhodnocujiciho aktéra.

Podle ptedpokladit PEO je kazda organizace ovliviiovana formulaci hlavniho cile organizace,
kterou vice ¢i méné sdili ¢lenové a podilnici dané organizace. Formulace hlavniho cile
organizace je oteviena diskuzi a nékdy upravena nebo radikdlné¢ zménéna ve vztahu k otazce
udrzitelnosti nebo z dalSich divodi. Formulace hlavniho cile také ukazuje zésadni hodnoty
organizace a liSi se napfi¢ organizacemi (obchodni spoleCnosti, organizace obcanské
spolecnosti, cirkve atd.). Monetarni kritéria a dopady jsou dilezité pro kazdou organizaci, ale
to samé plati pro nemonetarni kritéria. Bylo by chybné domnivat se, Ze obchodnim
spolecnostem zélezi pouze na zisku. Prestiz, moc a spoleCenské vztahy jsou také dulezité a
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akcionaru.

7.3. Politicky vyklad trhu

V neoklasické ekonomii jsou trhy pro analyzu klicové. Jsou chapany a popisovany
mechanistickymi pojmy. Jednotlivci jsou konzumenti a vydéleéné €inné osoby, interaguji
s podniky na trzich a odpovidaji na ceny. Dokonald konkurence je dobrd pro spolecnost,
kartely a monopoly jsou Spatné. Tento model a pohled na trhy je jeden z mnoha moZnych.
Pojmy PEP a PEO ndm daji odliSny vychozi pozici, pro kterou jsou pro ekonomii dilezité

trzni a mimotrzni vztahy. Zaméime se na PEP a PEO jako aktéry na trzich.



Kazdy aktér je soucasti vice ¢i méné vzitych trznich vztahl v souladu se svou ideologickou
orientaci nebo formulaci hlavniho cile organizace. Kazdy aktér ma véEtsi ¢i mensi zdjem na
vysledcich ostatnich aktéri na trhu a spolecnosti jako takové. Mize dochazet ke konfliktim
a antagonismu, ale také ke spolupraci na zakladé spoleénych zajmi. Uastnici trhu mohou
jednat o cenach a mzdach z hlediska férovosti a spravedlivosti. Podobné¢ mohou i vnéjsi
pozorovatelé, ktefi se transakce piimo neucastni, posuzovat férovost (nebo slucitelnost
s udrzitelnym rozvojem) takové specifické trzni transakce. Takovy externi aktér by také mohl

s ohledem na svou ideologickou orientaci usoudit, ze aktér A zneuziva aktéra B.

Tato situace se li§i od té bézné v neoklasické ekonomii nebo obchodni teorii. Pfi chapani
trznich vztahd hraje roli divéra. Vykonny feditel spolecnosti A se jist¢ stara o financni
vykonnost spolecnosti A, ale mize se také starat o zisk a vykonnost dodavatelii a odbérateltl.
Realita business-to-business vztahli se od neoklasického zjednoduseni velmi lisi (Ford 1990,

Soderbaum 2002).

Neoklasickd teorie obchodu ma tendenci vnimat obchod jako vztah mezi narody. Ve
skute¢nosti probiha obchod mezi podniky nebo dokonce vnitropodnikové. Transakce mohou
byt navic komplexni a zahrnovat mnoho komodit. Soucasné institucionalni teorie se nesnazi
ukézat, ze mezinarodni obchod je vzdy prospéSny pro obé strany. SpiSe naznacuje, Ze
posuzovani obchodu je véci ideologické orientace pozorovatele. Aktéfi podilejici se na
transakci a aktéfi stojici mimo ni mohou dojit k odliSnym nebo dokonce protikladnym
hodnocenim. Do hry vstupuje multifunkcionalita a etické otazky jako détska prace nebo nizké
mzdy. Multifunkcionalita poukazuje na to, Ze v mnoha ptipadech je obchod nejen véci ceny
a kvantity, ale také rtiznych dopada na ucastniky v kazdé zemi, kterd se na obchodu podili.
Ekologicti ekonomové nemohou ignorovat dopady na krajinu nebo sklenikové plyny

produkované dopravou zbozi. Naopak je musi dikladn¢ zvazit a provést odhad externalit.

Ve Svédsku je outsourcing v soucasnosti b&Zznym fenoménem. Vyroba je systematicky
presouvana do zemi s niz§imi mzdami za uc¢elem snizeni vyrobnich nékladii a spotiebitelskych
cen. Podle perspektivy neoklasické ekonomie jde o normalni a pro vSechny ucastniky
prospdsny proces. Zaméstnanost ve Svédsku se snizuje a zvySuje se v jinych zemich.
Primyslové znecisténi se presouva do jinych zemi a ovliviluje jejich Zivotni prostiedi
a ptirodni zdroje. Pfeprava zboZi miiZe narstat a vést k nariistu sklenikovych plyni. Podle zde

navrzeného koncepéniho ramce zalezi (vzhledem ke sloZitosti oCekavanych dopadil) na



ideologické orientaci, zda chédpeme konkrétni pifipad outsourcingu jako prospéSny pro

spole¢nost nebo ne. Nelze o tom rozhodnout neutralné na zakladé ekonomické teorie.

7.4. Efektivita a racionalita jako otazka ideologické orientace

Ucelem tohoto ¢lanku je naznacit smér vyvoje ekonomie udrZitelnosti. Zavéreéna poznamka
se bude nicméné tykat otdzek rozhodovani a efektivity. Neoklasicka teorie se zamétfuje na
optimalizaci uzitku spotfebitelii a zisku podniki (v matematickych pojmech) nebo na
optimalizaci pro celou spolecnost (v pen€znich pojmech) pomoci analyzy nakladii a vynost
(CBA). Soucasna ’institucionalni ekologickd ekonomie” maximalizaci nebo minimalizaci
z analyzy nevylucuje.

Naopak, hlavni myslenka rozhodovani odpovida kvalitativni, kvantitativni a mnohostranné
ideologické orientaci tvlirce rozhodnuti a stejné tak kvalitativni, kvantitativni a mnohostranny
"profil dopadu” kazdé zvazované alternativy.

Pozi¢ni analyza ve svém pfistupu k rozhodovani jednotlivci, organizaci a spole€nosti stavi na
této myslence (Soderbaum 1973, 2000, 2005, 2007). Podobné jsou témata efektivity
a racionality otdzkou znalosti dostupnych aktérim s riiznou ideologickou orientaci. Soucasti
analyzy se timto zplisobem stavd uvazovani o etice a kvalitativnich i kvantitativnich
nemonetarnich faktorech. Ugelem analyzy je tuto problematiku oziejmit, spide nez ji vyfesit
diktovanim hodnot, které maji byt uplatiovany. Kone¢né rozhodnuti je véci politikli nebo
jinych osob s rozhodovaci pravomoci.

Pozi¢ni analyza je postavena na prepokladu, Ze monetarni a nemonetarni dopady maji byt v
prubéhu analyzy feSeny oddélen¢. Nemonetarni toky a pozice jsou dulezité stejné jako penézni
kapital (nebo pozice). Nemonetarni aspekty se navic li§i navzajem a také od monetarnich
aspektil. Znecisténi (nemonetarni tok) se mize akumulovat (z pozi¢niho hlediska). Je nutné
feSit otazky setrvacnosti a nevratnosti misto jejich vytésnéni.

Ptedlozil jsem zde argumenty ve prospéch pozi¢ni analyzy a dalSich volnéjSich a ideologicky
otevienych metod rozhodovani. Pro ziskani dalSich informaci o moZznych postupech
a pokracujici diskusi 1ze doporucit specialni cast periodika Integrated Environmental and
Management (IEAM). Vychazi z konference Ekologie ve spolecnosti ndkladii a vynosu
potadané v Roskilde v Dansku (v ¢ervnu 2004), na které Nick Hanley reprezentoval zastance

analyzy nakladi a vynosii (CBA), ja zastance alternativnich pfistupii a Robert Costanza
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aktért establishmentu, pak by méla byt pouzita® (Hanley 2006, S Soderbaum 2006, Costanza
2006).

8. Zéavérecné poznamky

Otazky udrzitelnosti jsou komplexni a vyloucit tuto komplexnost neni pravdépodobné vhodné
(Morgan 1986, s. 16). Neoklasickd ekonomie je zalozena na ftad¢ specifickych
zjednodusujicich predpokladii a je pouze jednou z mnoha teoretickych perspektiv, o kterych je
mozné uvazovat. Soudsti problémi v otdzce udrzitelnosti je pievaha neoklasického
paradigmatu a naivni myslenka, Ze pravdu mize ve védé reprezentovat v dany moment pouze
jedno paradigma. Ekologi¢ti ekonomové by se tedy meéli konstruktivné podilet na kritice

neoklasické teorie a na vytvoreni soupeficich ekonomickych a spolecenskovédnich teorii.

V kratkém ¢lanku neni mozné ptesné vystihnout vSechny alternativy neoklasické teorie, které
byly navrzeny béhem fady let a v riiznych kulturnich kontextech. Neni také mozné poukazat
na vSechny relevantni pfispévky ekologickych ekonomi nebo seskupeni riznych druht

netradi¢nich ekonomii, které v soucasnosti existuji.



Misto toho jsem se zaméfil na ideologické a politické prvky v ekonomii. Existenci fady
mySlenkovych proudd jako je napiiklad socidlni ekonomie, feministickd ekonomie,
instituciondlni ekonomie a rtizné varianty ekologické ekonomie lze caste¢né pochopit
s ohledem na ideologické a politické zavazky jejich ¢lenl. Socidlni ekonomové Casto zmitiuji
roli spoluprace a humanistickych hodnot, feministi¢ti ekonomové poukazuji na (Casto Spatnou)
pozici zen v ekonomice a ekologi¢ti ekonomové tvrdi, Ze se seridzné¢ zabyvaji ekosystémy

a ptirodou.

Tento postieh a predchozi argumenty naznacuji, Ze vybér konkrétniho paradigmatu je ¢aste¢né
politickou a ideologickou volbou a ne vyhradné véci ‘dobré védy’. Pro nckteré ekonomy
a aktéry (mozné tomu tak je vice v kulturnim kontextu USA) je politicka ekonomie oznacenim
pro varianty marxistické a radikalni ekonomie. Jak jsem se ale snazil ukdzat, neoklasicka
ekonomie je také druhem politické ekonomie a existuji i jiné politické alternativy neoklasické

teorie nez konkrétn¢ marxistické varianty.

Oteviené feceno, obrana neoklasické ekonomie je soucasti politické obrany dominantnich
zpisobll mysleni a chovani v zépadnich zemich. KdyZ sdéluje americky prezident svétu, ze
o americkém zivotnim stylu se jednat nebude, souvisi to casteén¢ s neoklasickym
predpokladem, Ze preference spotiebitelii jsou dané (a tedy mimo analyzu). Rada evropskych
politikii projevuje stejnou neochotu zpochybiovat zivotni styl ve svych vlastnich zemich, ale

netikaji to vetejné. Evropsti politikové jsou tedy méné¢ upiimni nez americky prezident.

Politické a ideologické prvky jsou také relevantni pfi snaze pochopit probihajici dialog uvnitt
ISEE. Zastanci myslenky sty¢né plochy zaujali politickou pozici naznacujici, ze v ramci
neoklasického paradigmatu nevnimaji zadné vazné problémy. Jsou soucasti perspektivy
ekologické modernizace a nechtéji riskovat pokles popularity mezi ekology a ekonomy
hlavniho proudu. Dalsi skupina ekologickych ekonomil je ptesvédcena, ze ideologicka
a védeckd Cast neoklasické teorie je soucasti problému a Ze neoklasickd ekonomie neni pro

ekonomii udrzitelnosti dostate¢na (feceno slovnikem DIW projektu zminéného v tivodu).



Dobrym piikladem je doktorskd prace C. B. Hanssonové (Hanssonova 2003). Obratila se
s zadosti 0 zaznamenavané rozhovory na dvé odlisné skupiny neoklasické environmentdlni
ekonomy a zastupujicich myslenku sty¢né plochy (spojenych s dfive zminénym Beijerovym
institutem ve Svédsku) a tvrdi, Ze piestoze ob& skupiny maji co nabidnout, nevéii v jejich

schopnost vyporadat se s otdzkami udrzitelnosti v soucasné spolec¢nosti.

Domnivam se, ze prace Hanssonové je druhem studii aktérd, které mohou hodné nabidnout
a Ze jeji zaméefeni na akademické odborniky je velmi uZzite¢né. U€ini akademické odborniky
zodpovédné za své argumenty. Rostouci pochopeni politickych a ideologickych prvka naSeho
postoje k n€kterym otdzkdm ndm pomiiZze pochopit a pfijmout existujici rozdily mezi ¢leny
a skupinami v ISEE. Ideologické rozpory nejsou $patné, jsou zndmkou fungujici demokracie.
Kazdé védecké seskupeni, které¢ se zamétuje vyhradné na ochranu jednoho paradigmatu a ve

kterém nedochdazi k napéti a seriéznimu dialogu, neodpovida naSim soucasnym potiebam.

Navazani kontaktu a zlepSeni vztahli mezi riiznymi kategoriemi ekologickych ekonom nebo
environmentalistd mimo akademickou sféru neni dostate¢né. Méli bychom se ucastnit dialogu
se vSemi vlivnymi kategoriemi aktéri jako napfiklad s politiky, odborniky z obchodni sféry
a riznymi urovnémi vedeni statu. Jednim z pfistupl je rozhovor a dialog. Dal§im je studium
textd riznych vizionafd nebo studium toho, jak rizni aktéfi vnimaji soucasné instituciondlni
usporadani (Korten 2001). Mlzeme se mnoho naucit nejen z interakci uvnitf univerzit, ale

také od aktéra, ktefi Cerpaji své zkusenosti vné€ univerzit.

Dobrym vychozim bodem je v téchto studiich ptfedpoklad rtznorodosti v kazdé kategorii
aktérti. At uz jde o kategorii vedoucich pracovnikll v podnikani nebo ekologickych ekonom,
lidé v dan¢ kategorii nejsou vSichni stejni. Mezi neoklasickymi ekonomy existuji rozdily, které

by mély ptinaSet diskusi a pouceni.



Poznamky

1.

Tak jako predstavitelé obchodu hovoii o formulaci hlavniho cile organizace nebo
firemnich hodnotach, i univerzity maji formulace hlavniho cile. Tyto cile mohou byt
formulovéany jako dobré kvalita vyzkumu a vzdélavani, ale také jako pfispivani k trvale
udrzitelnému rozvoji ve vSech jejich aktivitach. Nekteré britské univerzity se vydaly timto

smérem stejné jako Mélardalenska univerzita ve Svédsku.

Jeden z mych zdroji se domniva, Ze neni jisté, zda demokracie vyfesi problém, kterym
¢elime. Souhlasim, ale vétim, Ze demokracie je nase hlavni nad&je. Demokracii Ize posilit,
napiiklad piekondnim protekcionismu a koncentrace moci, Pokud dobfe funguje, je
demokracie pomoci pravidel transparentnosti, odpovédnosti, povinnosti skladat ucty atd.
systémem spolecenské kontroly a bezpecnosti. Demokracie je navic systémem pro feSeni
problémii, ve kterém piisobi mnoho aktéri. V diktatufe je nutné véfit a zaviset na
diktatorovi. Problémem je nevratnost a setrvac¢nost v tom smyslu, ze nahradit diktatora
neni snadné, pokud si to nékdo pieje. Ale souhlasim, Ze znepokojeni je na misté. Jak
piekonat setrvacnost, ktera v souvislosti s otazkami udrzitelnosti charakterizuje soucasné

USA a Evropskou unii?

Aby se predeslo nedorozuméni - je také pravda, ze nckteti Celni ekologicti ekonomové

nalezi k americké ¢asti Mezinarodni spolecnosti pro ekologickou ekonomii (ISEE).

Den pied vyhldaSenim ocenénych pro rok 2004 jsem na dysfunkéni roli této ceny

upozornoval v deniku Dagens Nyheter, prednich Svédskych novinach (Soderbaum 2004c).

Stalo se tak v roce 1999 a velky podil ma Christina von Oelreich, kterd uspé$né
presvédcila rektora a dalsi, Ze to miize mnoha zplsoby vylepSit obraz a vykonnost

univerzity.

Dalsi, kdo vychazi z predpoklada zdtraznujicich politicky aspekt lidského chovani jsou

Faber a spol. (1997) a Jakubowski (2000).



2. ODBORNY PREKLAD

Pti prekladu odborného (mimouméleckého) ekonomického textu se v daleko lepsi vychozi pozici
nachazi prekladatel, ktery je zaroven odbornikem v oboru ekonomie. Zakladem uspé$ného
piekladu odborného textu je v prvni fadé dodrzeni vyrazového standardu odborného stylu, volba
spravnych jazykovych prostifedki a znalost terminologie daného oboru.

Prekladatel se tak ujima role odbornika na design textu a pfijima odpovédnost za sviij produkt.
Preklad jako takovy je tedy vlastné komunikacnim aktem, pii kterém dochazi k piekonani

kulturnich bariér a hlavni kritéria piekladu jsou uréena specifickou funkci ptekladu pro ptijemce.

V piipadé odborného textu se jedna hlavné o presnost a jednoznacnost informace.

Preklad texti vytvofenych v takzvané globalni anglictiné (autory, pro které neni angliCtina
matefskym jazykem) miize vyzadovat navic posouzeni kvality zdrojového textu a jeho tpravu. *

Do hry tak vstupuji naptiklad i kulturni, typologické a reSerSni kompetence prekladatele.

' SNELL-HORNBY, Mary. The turns of translation studies: new paradigms or shifting viewpoints?,
s.59

> SCHAFFNER, Christina. Translation in the global village. Buffalo: Multilingual Matters, s. 6
tamtéz, s. 7.



3. PREKLADATELSKA ANALYZA VYCHOZIHO TEXTU

Analyza vychoziho textu je tradicn¢ prvni fazi ptekladatelského procesu. NejrozsifenéjSim
modelem piekladatelské analyzy je v souCasnosti model Christiane Nordové, ktery se zabyva
analyzou vnétextovych faktorti. Gromova (2010) navrhuje zjednoduseni tohoto modelu na hlavni

faktory: zamér autora, typ textu, Gtenafe, umisténi textu, jazyk a piekladatelsky zamér a metodu.’

V této prvni fazi jsou pomoci strategie top-down® zkoumany vnétextové faktory, které uréuji
komunika¢ni funkci textu. Zajimaji nas informace o autorovi, misto a datum publikace

prekladaného textu a dalsi.
3.1 Vnétextové faktory podle modelu Ch. Nordové
Vysilatel

Autora textu je mozné jednoznacné identifikovat. Jedna se soucasné o vysilatele i ptivodce textu.
Peter Soderbaum pisobi od roku 1995 na Milardalenské univerzité ve Svédsku a publikuje
odborné ¢lanky a knihy zabyvajici se tematikou trvale udrzitelného rozvoje, ekonomie, politiky
a jejich propojeni. Publikované texty nebyly dosud pielozeny do Cestiny. Rodnym jazykem autora
je Svédstina, uzitym jazykem je standardni varianta anglictiny. Pfi pfekladu VT bylo tedy nutné
uvédomit si rozdily mezi Svédstinou a anglictinou a predpokladat nestandardni prvky zptsobené
interferenci. Piikladem muze byt absence prubéhového Casu ve Svédsting, pouzivani pritomného
¢asu pro vyjadfovani budoucnosti, ptedpfitomny Cas v piipadech, kdy angli¢tina pouziva minuly
prosty a naduzivani genitivu a Cast€jSi vyuzivani ekvivalentu vazby there + verb. Ve VT se vSak

tyto chyby neobjevuji. Casté vyuzivani vazby there + verb je ve VT napadné.

> GROMOVA, E. Teéria a didaktika prekladu odbornych textov . In: GROMOVA, Edita,
Milan HRDLICKA a Vitézslav VILIMEK. Antologie teorie odborného prekladu: vybér

z praci ¢eskych a slovenskych autort. 3., aktualiz. a dopl. vyd., Na OU 2. Ostrava: Universitas
Ostraviensis, 2010, s. 41

* NORD, Christiane. Text analysis in translation: theory, methodology, and didactic
application of a model for translation-oriented text analysis.



Zamér vysilatele / kanal (médium)

Nordové uvadi, ze zamér vysilatele odpovida zakladnim komunikativnim funkcim a je zdkladem
obsahovych a formdlnich aspekti textu. VT byl publikovan jako védecky ¢lanek v odborném
casopise Journal of Bioeconomics urCeném odborné veiejnosti. Tento Casopis je podle
vydavatelstvi Springer zaméfen na povzbuzovani kreativniho dialogu mezi biology a ekonomy
a mezioborového vyzkumu.’

Piijemce (adresat) textu

Predpokladanym piijemcem VT je odbornik v oboru ekonomie nebo zivotniho prostfedi. Pfi
prekladu je mozné ocekavat na strané pfijemce znalost dané tematiky. Pfijemce bude mit
pravdépodobné dostatecné védomostni a zkuSenostni zdzemi. Autor predpokladd motivovanost
Ctenafe — kladny postoj ke sdélované zkusenosti a piesvédcuje o konkrétnim druhu pfistupu k jim
popisované problematice.

Misto a ¢as

Tyto udaje maji vyznam pro stanoveni aktualnosti textu. Cas produkce VT je 2007 a &as recepce
2011. VT je tedy aktualni a v obdobi mezi produkci a recepci nedoslo ke zméné jazykovych,
stylovych nebo komunika¢nich norem. Mistem produkce textu je Svédsko a text nevznikl

piekladem ze Svédstiny, ale byl napsan anglicky. V textu se nevyskytuji kulturné specifické prvky.
Funkce textu / motiv

Funkce ptekladaného textu je informativni a apelativni (apelova). Zamérem autora je presvédcit
Ctenafe o dulezitosti probiraného tématu a spravnosti autorem prosazovanych variant feseni.

Subjektivnost textu je nizka.

Textové funkce odpovidaji ur€itym typam textu. VT Ize na zaklad¢é vnétextovych faktorti zaradit

mezi texty odborného stylu.

> http://www.springer.com/economics/environmental/journal/10818



3.2 Vnitrotextové faktory z hlediska teorie funkénich styli

Obecna charakteristika odborného stylu

Knittlova uvadi jako zadkladni slohovy postup odborného stylu vyklad — problém je vysvétlovan,
objasiiovan, jsou uvadény argumenty, piiklady a v textu se postupuje piisné logicky.® Text
obsahuje prvky intertextovosti, nachdzeji se v ném vlozené texty — citace, odkazy a poznadmky.
Nejdutlezitéjsi je u tohoto typu textd obsah a pfi prekladu je na prvnim misté ptesnost. Osobnost

autora se v odborném stylu projevuje malo.’

Hybridnost styli

Text ma i1 funkci apelacni, kterd je typickd pro texty publicistické. Na nékolika mistech se v textu

vyskytuje osloveni ¢tenare ve forme fec¢nickych otazek

...are there good reasons to challenge this particular paradigm in relation to sustainability issues?

a instrukci
Let us focus on PEP and PEO as actors in markets.

V nékterych ¢astech textu se objevuji subjektivni ndzory autora — I believe, in my judgement, Some

readers ... may find.

Uvedené prvky jsou pro odborny styl neobvyklé. Na zakladé sd€leni autora textu je zfejmé, ze text
vznikl rozpracovanim pfispévku a powerpointové prezentace pro konferenci o ekologické

ekonomii. Tyto prvky zistaly v textu pravdépodobné za ucelem udrZeni pozornosti ¢tenare.
Prvky odborného stylu ve vychozim textu

Téma textu je jednoznacné a jednotné. Struktura a kompozice textu je piehlednd, horizontalné je
¢lenén na titul, kapitoly, podkapitoly a odstavce. Kapitoly a podkapitoly jsou zvyraznény tu¢nym
pismem a c¢islovany. Vertikdlni ¢lenéni zahrnuje pozndmkovy aparat, ktery neni pfili§ rozsahly,

a odkazy na citovanou literaturu.

® KNITTLOVA, Dagmar, Bronislava GRYGOVA a Jitka ZEHNALOVA. Pieklad a piekladani. 1. vyd.
Olomouc: Univerzita Palackého v Olomouci, Filozoficka fakulta, 2010

" HRDLICKA, M. Odborny text a jeho translace. In: GROMOVA, Edita, Milan HRDLICKA a Vitézslav VILIMEK.
Antologie teorie odborného prekladu: vybér z praci ¢eskych a slovenskych autord. 3., aktualiz. a dopl. vyd., Na
OU 2. Ostrava: Universitas Ostraviensis, 2010, s. 72



Aktuélni vétné Clenéni typické pro odborny styl klade na zacatek véty téma, které je znamé a po

ném nasleduje réma.

V ptipad€ odborného stylu je velmi Castym jevem pasivizace: reference has been made to a ‘triple
bottom line’, Having excluded business-asusual as not being compatible with the intentions of the
Rio conference, at least two options remain.. Na druhou stranu je vzhledem k typu textu
prekvapujici uzivani idiomatickych vazeb: putting all eggs in one basket, under this umbrella,
case in point. Jedna se o prvky, které byly podle autora v textu pro odborny Casopis zachovany

z puivodni prezentace.



4. Terminologie

Terminy jsou pro odborny styl charakteristické a jejich preklad se fidi pravidly. Casto dochazi

k normalizaci terminologie v mezinarodn& vyznamnych oborech.®

V textu se vyskytuji Ctyfi skupiny terminii. Jsou to terminy obecné, terminy pochazejici
z jinych obort, terminy specifické pro dany obor a terminy, které nové zavadi autor textu.

Do skupiny terminti obecnych patii naptiklad:

theory of science, phenomena, market, rationality, society, predilection, philosophy, paradigm,
institution, pluralism, monism, means-ends relationship, multi-functionality, interface idea,

path-dependance
Do skupiny terminti charakteristickych pro jiné obory patii napiiklad:

institutional theory, mental maps, monetary performance, mission statement, contextualism,

perspectivism, policy instruments

a vétSina zkratek ptitomnych v textu, napiiklad LCA, EMS, EMAS, CEO, EIA, GDP nebo
CSR.

Terminy specifické pro dany obor, zde konkrétn€¢ environmentalni ekonomii:

sustainability economics, ecological economics, neoclassical economics, precautionary

principle, bio-regionalist, ecological modernization, biodiversity.

Kategorii terminli zavadénych autorem zastupuji terminy political economic person a political
economic organization. Tyto terminy byly autorem vytvofeny podle jeho vyjadfeni v roce
1999. Tyto terminy nemaji v Ceském jazyce zazity ekvivalent. V jejich ptipadé bylo tedy
mozné pouzit pouhé prekodovani, jak Handkova (2010) oznacuje situaci, ve které dochdzi
k prostému prevzeti piisluiného internacionalizmu.’

Pti pfevodu terminologie voli prekladatel mezi n¢kolika piekladatelskymi postupy

— jedna se o deskriptivni ekvivalent, funkéni ekvivalent, kulturni ekvivalent, kalk,

$ POSTOLKOVA, B. POSTOLKOVA. O &eské terminologii. Praha: Academia, 1983, s. 18

o HANAKOVA, M. Termin z hlediska prekladu odborného textu. In: GROMOVA, Edita, Milan HRDLICKA
a Vitézslav VILIMEK. Antologie teorie odborného piekladu: vybér z praci Eeskych a slovenskych autor. 3.,
aktualiz. a dopl. vyd., Na OU 2. Ostrava: Universitas Ostraviensis, 2010, s. 46-47.



modulaci, naturalizaci, synonymum, transpozici, transferenci (pfejaté slovo) a provizorni

preklad.'

S transferenci se b&zné setkdvame v piipad€ vlastnich jmen, nazvl periodik (Journal of
Bioeconomics), instituci a adres (School of Business, Milardalen University, Box 883..).
Ptikladem modulace je nahrazeni putting all eggs in one basket: nespoléhat na jedinou

alternativu, které 1épe odpovida uzu ¢eského odborného textu.
Transpozice je vyuzita napiiklad v pfipadé zmény plurdlu phenomena na singular fenomén.

Dobrym ptikladem provizorniho piekladu jsou terminy politicko-ekonomickd organizace
a politicko-ekonomické osoba, které zavedl autor VT a které nemaji ustaleny cesky protéjSek.
Lze tedy piedpokladat, ze se jejich pieklad ustali, pokud se tyto koncepty v ¢eské odborné
literatuie uchyti.

Velmi Castym feSenim (a zdrojem terminti v Ceské terminologii obecné) je naturalizace.
Prikladi naturalizace lze v textu nalézt celou fadu: rationality — racionalita, paradigm —
paradigma, pluralism — pluralismus, ideology — ideologie, neoclassical economics —

neoklasicka ekonomie.

V piipad¢ zndméjSich organizaci je vhodné pfi piekladu jejich nazvli pouzit kalk, t.j.
doslovny pieklad. Ptikladem je naptiklad Ministry for Education and Research,

pteloZeno jako ministerstvo pro vzdélavani a vyzkum.

" Newmark, P. A Textbook of Translation. 1. vyd. New York: Prentice-Hall International, 1988, s.
81-89



5. Zavér

Cilem mé bakalarské prace byl preklad ¢lanku Towards Sustainability Economics: Principles
and Values z odborného ekonomického ¢asopisu Journal of Bioeconomics.

V prabéhu prekladu jsem se setkal s problémem, jak zajistit koherenci textu pii piekladu
v prostfedi nastroje CAT — piekladatel zde mize mit tendenci soustfedit se na pieklad

jednotlivych segmentii a zanedbat navaznost jednotlivych ¢asti textu.

Nekteré terminy bylo nutné dohledavat v publikacich zaméfenych na terminologii, kdy se

zejména osvéd&il Vykladovy slovnik vybranych pojmi z oblasti environmentalni ekonomie."!

Jako ptinosna se ukdzala také komunikace s autorem textu, pii které¢ doslo k vyjasnéni ptivodu

textu.

"I RITSCHELOVA, Iva, Antonin BRANZOVSKY, Miroslav HAJEK, Eva TOSOVSKA, Karel PULKRAB a Jan

KENDER. Vvykladovy slovnik vybranych pojmu z oblasti environmentalni ekonomie.
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8. ANOTACE

Key words: Translation analysis, text analysis, extratextual and intratextual factors,

translation, economics

Anotace v CJ: Cilem této bakalaiské prace je pieklad odborného ekonomického textu. Sestava
z praktické a teoretické ¢asti. Praktickou casti je preklad vychoziho textu, teoretickd Cast se

zaméiuje na metodiku a problémy spojené s prekladem.

Vychozi text, jehoz autorem je Peter Soderbaum, byl publikovan v roce 2007 v Casopise

Journal of Economics a jedna se o prvni pieklad tohoto textu do ceStiny.

Annotation: This thesis is based on the translation of a specialised text focusing on economics.
It consists of a practical and a theoretical part. The practical part consists of the translated text

and the theoretical is focused on the methodology and issues connected with translation.

The source text written by Peter S6derbaum was published in the Journal of Bioeconomics in
2007 and had not been translated into the Czech language before.
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Towards Sustainability Economics: Principles and Values

PETER SODERBAUM School of Business, M“alardalen University, Box 883, 72123 Va“ster’as, Sweden (peter.soderbaum@mdh.se)

Synopsis: Radical alternatives, in terms of our ideas about science in society, about economics, ideology and institutional arrangements,
should be included among possibilities considered within the scope of a pluralistic philosophy. While all these aspects of our mental maps are
interrelated and important, economics plays a key role in attempts to get closer to a sustainable society. Mainstream neoclassical economics is
not enough. The tendency to exclusively rely on this particular theory is considered part of the problems faced. A ‘sustainability economics’
more in line with dominant ideas of democracy is proposed, emphasizing the ethical, ideological and political elements. Reference is made to
institutional theory but the principles and concepts suggested are in many ways similar to other kinds of heterodox economics and
developments in other social sciences. Neoclassical economics is used as a point of reference in pointing to alternative ideas about human
beings, organizations, markets, decision-making, efficiency, rationality, progress in society and institutional change processes. Predilection for
such an alternative conceptual framework (or for neoclassical economics) is not exclusively a scientific choice but as much a matter of
political and ideological preferences. One paradigm may be dominant at a time, but because of the ideological specificity of each paradigm,
competing theoretical perspectives should be accepted and even encouraged in a democratic society.

Key words: theory of science, neoclassical economics, institutional economics, Political Economic Person, ideological orientation, Political
Economic Organization, democracy, actor dialogue

JEL classification: B52, DO2, D60, Q56, Q57

1. Introduction

Ecological Economics can be defined as economics for sustainable development or more simply ‘sustainability
economics’. This may include neoclassical environmental economics but is broader in scope and has partly
emerged as a criticism of neoclassical economics (Costanza 1991). Some argue that neoclassical economics,
while being useful for some purposes, is not very helpful in tackling present social and environmental challenges,
and is part of a mental map that has brought us to the present precarious situation.

Judgements on the sufficiency of the neoclassical paradigm refer to complex phenomena, and are subjective
and even political in character. These judgements are made by scholars, politicians, and others. For instance, in
2003 the German Ministry for Education and Research turned to the German Institute for Economic Research
(DIW, Deutsches Institut fur Wirtschaftsforschung)



in Berlin for advice, and initiated a research program on ‘Sustainability and Economics’. This was a somewhat
unusual appeal to DIW, its research competence almost exclusively based on neoclassical theory. A series of
workshops were arranged, based on the premise that the theoretical and methodological contribution of
neoclassical economics to sustainable development is ‘inadequate’ (http://www.sustainableconomics.de). Some
ecological economists from the European Society for Ecological Economics were invited to present their views.

In relation to the present challenges there is room for humility. Nobody can seriously argue that he or she
knows the final answers about relevant theories and methods, or the final solution to the problems faced. In
relation to the present complexity, including issues of value and ideology, there are reasons to listen to many
voices. The precautionary principle, applied at this level, suggests that a degree of pluralism is a wise philosophy
rather than preaching the one and only way ahead. Putting all eggs in one basket is probably not a wise rule of
thumb in the present situation, an argument that should be familiar to neoclassical economists.

Ecological economics is not a clear-cut paradigm comparable to neoclassical economics. It is rather an
interdisciplinary theme with many sources of inspiration in terms of paradigm and ideological orientation. This is
probably more of an advantage than a deficiency, but there is still an issue of the appropriate degree of pluralism.
There are reasons we as ecological economists should look back on our research and educational activities to try
and find some set of principles and value orientations we believe in. I will make such an attempt knowing that
there are other views on essential premises for ecological economics.

In what follows, principles and their implications will be discussed in relation to:

. Theories of science

. Paradigms in economics

. Ideology (in a broad sense)

. * Institutions This will be followed by a discussion of proposals concerning basic principles
. for an alternative (institutional) microeconomics (or if one prefers: an alternative social science approach
to sustainability). These principles will refer to:

. the individual in the economy and society;

. businesses and other organizations;

. perspectives on the economy with all kinds of actors;

. markets;

. ideas about progress, welfare and poverty;

. decision-making, efficiency and rationality;

. democratic, social, and institutional change processes; and

. institutions compatible with specific interpretations of sustainable development.


http://dx.doi.org/http:/www.sustainableconomics.de
http://dx.doi.org/http:/www.sustainableconomics.de

The idea here is certainly not to present a textbook in sustainability economics, but rather to point to some
opportunities for advancing ecological economics. As a first step, [ will briefly discuss competing interpretations
of sustainable development, and point to two related (and competing) ideas about ecological economics.

2. Competing interpretations of sustainable development

The Brundtland Commission with its report ‘Our Common Future’ (World Commission on Environment and
Development 1987) made sustainable development a catch-phrase for the international policy dialogue. The
report and the many documents from the 1992 Rio de Janeiro conference reflect the opinions of politicians, civil
society organizations, industry, and other actors. The mentioned documents therefore represent a compromise
that legitimizes many interpretations of sustainable development.

Sustainable development was launched as a new, or at least modified idea about progress in society that should
somehow replace previous ideas. Business-as-usual in the sense of GDP growth at the national level, and profit
maximization at the company level, was thereby challenged. While the authors of the Brundtland report indicated
a need for economic growth to counteract poverty, the Rio process focused on three dimensions: economic, social
and environmental. In relation to business operations, reference has been made to a ‘triple bottom line’ (Zadek
2001) suggesting that monetary performance is no longer enough.

Since economic and even social aspects of development can include almost everything, I believe it is more
clarifying to differentiate between monetary and non-monetary aspects of development. The non-monetary
aspects include various social and environmental indicators and impacts, but may also refer to health and culture.
The novelty of the Rio conference and preparations for it can thus be interpreted as pointing in the direction of
making non-monetary aspects of development more visible. Using monetary indicators is no longer enough in a
situation where a number of global and regional unsustainable trends have been observed concerning climate
change, chemical pollution, biodiversity loss, illnesses, or poverty. Such negative trends should not be accepted
but rather reversed when possible. The qualification when possible points to the fact that non-monetary changes
differ from monetary reasoning in that inertia and even irreversibility have to be carefully considered. In addition
to making non-monetary impacts legitimate (and not only through some alleged monetary value), the Rio
conference indicated a need to articulate intra-generational and inter-generational ethical issues as part of the
development dialogue. The precautionary principle (Harremoes 2002) should be observed when inter-
generational ethical issues involve uncertainty.

Having excluded business-as-usual as not being compatible with the intentions of the Rio conference, at least
two options remain. One is to modify present thinking, ideologies, and institutional arrangements in an attempt to
cope with the problems faced, leaving the existing institutions essentially intact. This is the ‘ecological
modernization’ policy followed so far in Sweden and other parts of the world. Some of the instruments applied
include: Environmental Management Systems (EMS) and other certification schemes of a voluntary kind,
reference to specific codes of conduct indicating the meaning of Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR), methods
such as Life Cycle Analysis (LCA), Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), environmental labelling of
products, new partnerships between industry and government or between industry and environmental
organizations, environmental taxes to reduce extraction of natural resources or levels of pollution, markets for
pollution permits and poverty reduction programs.



One advantage of these instruments is that awareness about environmental, human rights and poverty issues is
increasing in many circles, which may facilitate further steps in a social and institutional change process towards
sustainability. It is also true that some of the above measures and policy instruments, such as environmental
taxes, can be very powerful in transforming society if implemented on a large scale. But the potential of such
instruments will not be utilized as long as the main idea is one of modification within the scope of present
institutional arrangements. More radical interpretations of sustainable development have to be brought into the
picture.

Environmental science and policy deliberations at the governmental level tend to identify environmental
problems at the ecosystem level (climate change, ozone layer degradation, chemical pollution, biodiversity loss
etc), and as part of the neoclassical economics perspective, connect these problems with failures of the political
economic system (e.g. ‘market failure’ and failure of government). Proposals concerning policy instruments are
more or less directly derived from such observations and then related to neoclassical theory.

Problems can, however, be formulated at more fundamental levels. If things go wrong in terms of
unsustainable trends concerning land, water or air then it becomes very relevant to focus on dominant ideas about
science and how it relates to society and politics, dominant paradigms in economics, dominant political ideology,
and dominant institutional arrangements (Soderbaum 2004a). This means that all kinds of actors in society should
be challenged. Using the vocabulary of ‘failures’ there are many types of failures besides those suggested by
neoclassical economists:

. failure of dominant ideas about science;

. failure of dominant ideas in specific disciplines, such as economics and business management;
. failure of dominant political ideology; and

. failure of existing institutional arrangements.

Such possibilities should be systematically investigated, and various alternatives should be opened for debate.
Universities are supposed to encourage this kind of new, critical, and creative thinking, but (as is the case
everywhere people meet), there are social limits to public debate within different arenas, leaving considerable
room for the defence of vested interests, opportunism, and ‘blockage’ of new thinking, to use the vocabulary of
Eva Kras (2007).



Ecological economics is a case in point. There are tensions among ecological economists concerning ways of
perceiving the world, and such tensions should be dealt with openly and constructively. One major issue is how
one should relate to mainstream neoclassical economics. Environmental economics has existed since the early
1970s and is an extension of neoclassical economics. Ecological economics is more pluralistic. The journal
Ecological Economics includes alternative as well as neoclassical contributions, the latter tending to overcrowd
the former. Should we as ecological economists respect the near monopoly position of the neoclassical paradigm
in departments of economics all over the world, hoping that neoclassical economists will internalize at least some
part of our arguments, or are there good reasons to challenge this particular paradigm in relation to sustainability
issues? Should we follow the example of the German government as previously described, insisting on the need
for something new and different?

Of the two competing visions, one can thus be labelled the ‘interface idea’ of ecological economics, where the
ambition is essentially to link the dominant paradigm in economics with the dominant theoretical perspective in
ecology, while leaving each paradigm essentially intact. The other is to fundamentally question the basic ideas of
mainstream neoclassical economics in relation to sustainability issues. To avoid misunderstandings, this
questioning is part of a pluralistic philosophy where the possible contributions of neoclassical economics to other
fields and even in part to sustainability, is not denied. Neoclassical economics is regarded as useful even in the
present paper, more precisely as a point of reference in attempts to articulate alternatives.

3. Principles related to science in society and politics

A first set of principles for ecological economics refers to theories of science and the role of science in society:

1 Science is part of society, not outside or separate from it.

2 While acknowledging the importance of natural science in relation to environmental issues, ecological
economics should primarily be regarded as a social and political science (not an extension of natural science).

3 Research and education at universities, and more generally, are coloured by values and ideology. The
positivistic idea of value-neutral research and education must be abandoned.

4 The rules and ideals of democracy are as relevant for university research and education as for other parts
of society.

5 Attempts should be made to openly articulate the value basis of research, educational activities, and
university policy, in terms of its mission statement.

6 While objectivity has a role in any research, the subjectivity of actors (for instance their ideological
orientation) in different roles is extremely important in understanding social and institutional change processes.
7 Actors participating in the development dialogue, university scholars included, should be held
responsible and accountable for their arguments and practice.

8 Only a degree of pluralism with respect to theories of science, paradigms, and ideology is compatible
with democracy.

9 Within the scope of pluralism, one dominant paradigm is a common situation. This should be the result

of fair competition, not of monopoly and protectionism.



Historically there has been an ambition to separate universities from government and politics. This is connected
with positivism as a theory of science. The idea is to seek truth by systematically observing what goes on in
nature and society. Objectivity, value-neutrality, testing of hypotheses to learn about regularities concerning
specific phenomena, are features connected with this particular view of science. Today, reference can be made to
‘perspectivism’ (Fay 1996), suggesting that in addition to positivism, there are competing or complementary
theories of science, such as hermeneutics and social constructivism. Rather than exclusively focus on regularities,
an interest in uniqueness and ‘contextualism’ (Toulmin 1990) has become respected, with case studies as one
practical form of doing research (Soderbaum 2000, pp. 26-31).

Science has to be seen as part of society, since social science research, and indeed all research, is coloured by
values and ideology (principle 3 above). ‘Valuations are always with us’ in social science research as argued by
Gunnar Myrdal (1978, p. 778). Ideas about ‘good science’ therefore, must be slightly reformulated. The scholar
should strive to become conscious about all steps in the research process, and openly discuss how values and
ideology are involved (choice of area of research, theoretical and ideological perspective chosen, choice of the
way problems are formulated, of the methods used, the way empirical results are presented, etc.). How does the
scholar understand sustainable development, for instance, or other ideas about progress in society?

The term ‘ideology’ as used above should be understood in a broad sense and not limited to established
political ideologies, such as liberalism or socialism. Ideology refers to a means-ends relationship and can be
issue-related, referring to specific policy areas such as health or environment. In environmental policy, some
prefer to rely on voluntary measures by business and individuals, while others emphasize command-and-control
policies (to use the ideological vocabulary of neoclassical economists). There are, of course, positions in
between, and other relevant dimensions for distinguishing between policy options.

‘Democracy’ (principle 4 above) indicates an open society, where law and order is commonly understood, and
individuals and organizations are accountable. Accountability refers to social control and presupposes that power
is divided between organizations and actors rather than concentrated. Democracy is also about believing in the
constructive role of dialogue, and the ability and willingness to accept the existence of more than one perspective
(opinion, ideological orientation). This acceptance of other perspectives has its limits, since perspectives that
contradict democracy itself are not included.



The opposite of pluralism is monism, the idea that only one perspective is legitimate in science and society.
Monism can be negatively referred to as ‘fundamentalism’ and may prepare the way for concentration of power
and dictatorship. Belief systems that exclude competing perspectives are of different kinds. They may be
political, religious, and even provided in the name of science. While there is some diversity among neoclassical
economists, the textbooks used are clearly monistic, suggesting that it is not totally wrong to speak of ‘market
fundamentalism’. In my judgement, the ideology of neoclassical economics legitimizes a specific kind glob-
alization, where it is believed to be generally good for society if business corporations have the right to penetrate
every part of the globe with their products.

From this point of view, it becomes clear that a discipline such as economics or business management should
not limit itself to one paradigm, since that would reduce departments of economics or schools of business to
ideological propaganda centres. This has actually happened to departments of economics, and to a lesser extent,
business schools.

What are the implications of this for ecological economics? A first assertion is that traditional ideas of
objectivity connected with positivism are still relevant for ecological economics at stages in the research process,
but are not enough. The use of theories of science more connected with humanities and social sciences, such as
hermeneutics and the study of narratives and discourses should be encouraged and will contribute to a degree of
pluralism. The debate on Post-Normal Science points in the same direction (Funtowicz & Ravetz 1991, 2003).

The journal Ecological Economics is referred to as the ‘trans-disciplinary’ journal of the International Society
for Ecological Economics (ISEE). This is reasonable but not enough. Trans-disciplinary as a concept tends to
imply the synthesis or interface idea of ecological economics, focusing on the link between two established
disciplines. In addition, reference to pluralism is needed, suggesting that we reject a singular paradigm foundation
and work with different theoretical perspectives, or more than one synthesis. Unfortunately, many scholars in the
USA avoid open criticism of neoclassical economics, while a majority in the European Societ}; of Ecological
Economics regard it as part of the problem, and thus view criticism of it as necessary to a solution.

4. Principles related to paradigms in economics and business management

The principles concerning perspectives in economics largely follow from the above principles related to theories
of science and the role of science in society:



1 Research and education in economics and business management should benefit from many theories of
science.

2 Interactive learning (where many disciplines contribute) and pluralism should be leading principles for
economics and business management.
3 Research that openly scrutinizes the values and ideology behind mainstream economics and business

management should be encouraged. This scrutiny should also be applied to alternative theoretical perspectives.
The subjectivity of different actors should be scrutinized and opened for dialogue, scholars included.

The conceptual framework of economics has played a key role in development dialogue over the years, and is
still very influential. It is increasingly understood that the neoclassical perspective does not suit all purposes.
Neoclassical economics is now challenged by many actors, students and professors in economics included
(Fullbrook 2003, 2004). An International Confederation of Associations for Pluralism in Economics (ICAPE; see
www.icape.org) exists, with some 30 supporting associations. Under this umbrella, textbooks for pluralism in
economics education are being prepared.

Mainstream business management research and education, with its emphasis on monetary performance, is in
many ways part of the neoclassical tradition, but it also learns from other social science disciplines when judged
useful and relevant. A degree of pluralism is present, and the criticism of management theories and practices is
often respected (Ferraro 2005). Organization theory, as an example, focuses on many kinds of organizations
rather than narrowly limiting interest to business organizations, and may even take power relationships and
ideology into account (Jackson 2000, Brown 2000).

What are the implications of this for ecological economics? At an early stage, Richard Norgaard (1989, 1994,
see also Soderbaum 2004b) pointed to a need for pluralism in ecological economics. Pluralism should not be seen
as a weakness of a scientific field but rather a strength reflecting the existence of different ideological orientations
in a democratic society. The failure of neoclassical economists to open the door for criticism and pluralism is a
major problem in contemporary society. The neoclassical perspective is just one among other possible paradigms
in economics, and the present tendency to protect one paradigm while avoiding competition must end.

If reverence to neoclassical economics is made the hallmark of ecological economics, then our international
and regional associations partly loose their raison d’"etre. There are other associations and journals for
neoclassical environmental economists. Part of an explanation seems to be that some influential ecologists, like
other natural scientists, find that they have something in common with neoclassical economists: positivism as a
theory of science.

An example is the 2004 ISEE conference in Montreal, where two neoclassical environmental economists,
Partha Dasgupta and Karl-G"aler, were awarded the Boulding Prize in ecological economics. Both have roles in
the International Beijer Institute for Ecological Economics in Stockholm, which is regarded by many as an
institute in defence of neoclassical economics, advocating the above mentioned ‘interface’ idea. While a degree
of pluralism should characterize our field of science, the repetition of neoclassical ideas is not very innovative or
progressive today. Dasgupta and M~ aler are certainly respected as neoclassical economists, but far from the open
and interdisciplinary attitude of Kenneth Boulding (1956, 1970) in his many books.
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Those in the ISEE committee who backed the decision were all from the US society, and were ecologists rather
than economists. At the 2004 ISEE meeting in Montreal, where the award was presented, some ISEE members
protested, arguing that the award should respect the spirit of Kenneth Boulding’s work. The positive side of the
story, as I see it, is that the 2006 award went to Richard Norgaard of Berkeley University, a person whose ideas
and activities are much closer to the Boulding message. These two events, and the story as a whole, suggest that
debate is meaningful and that some leading members of ISEE have listened and are ready to reconsider their
ideas.

Some readers educated in the positivistic tradition may find the above story strange. It is subjective and
emphasizes the opinions and experiences of specific individuals rather than being the result of a questionnaire to
a sample of ISEE members. In fact, this story-telling exemplifies the importance of contextualism as a possible
way to learn about the world (cf. 3 above). The stories told by individuals as actors can be very relevant and add
to our understanding. For instance, how do individuals as actors (professionals, politicians or other) related to
specific land-use or water issues understand or interpret sustainable development? At the same time it is obvious
that the arguments of a few individuals seldom tell the whole story about social events and development
processes.

Business corporations, whether national or trans-national, are powerful and have political agendas.
Unfortunately, only a very limited number of articles in Ecological Economics have focused on issues of business
and the environment, such as Corporate Social Responsibility and Environmental Management Systems. One
may argue that there are other journals for this purpose. But our claimed interest in governance should include all
kinds of actors as being part of governance. It may furthermore be observed that very few articles have been
published in Ecological Economics about environmental organizations. Why is this so? In the case of business
(given our common ideological commitment) all kinds of departures from simplistic ideas about business
operations should be of interest. One cannot expect good performance in social and environmental terms at the
macro level if business organizations focus exclusively on monetary performance.

5. Principles related to democracy and ideology

The principles regarding ideology and democracy largely follow from, or are related to, the ones already
presented:



1 Democracy has to be central to any dialogue about values and ideology.

2 Value, ethical, and ideological issues have to be openly discussed in academia, rather than hidden
behind scientific jargon or in other ways.
3 Science can never dictate correct values to be applied for policy or decision-making.

The priority of democracy over and above other rule systems should be respected. In the case of neoclassical
economics, the priorities are reversed: the market comes first. Normal imperatives of democracy play a negligible role.
At best one refers to a ‘monetary democracy’ in terms of willingness to pay for alternative commodities or bundles of
commodities. To be more explicit, neoclassical theory is built on a mechanistic and impersonal market ideology
(among other possible ideologies). Issues of responsibility and accountability are systematically downplayed or
avoided.

As observed by David Korten (2001), there is a close relationship between neoclassical economics and neo-
liberal ideology. Focus on GDP growth and international business competitiveness is shared by both perspectives,
as is the emphasis on private property and low cost production efficiency.

The neoclassical paradigm is defended by many and for different reasons. Neoclassical economists have, of
course, vested interests in the theory. Their research and educational activities are based on this particular
perspective and new thinking may be experienced as a disturbance to their equilibrium. Some neoclassical
economists may have internalized their ideology.

Those who challenge neoclassical theory are not always greeted with enthusiasm, perhaps due to its
attractiveness for many actors since it does not raise issues of responsibility or accountability. The neoclassical
conceptual framework has become institutionalized in many ways, at local, national, and global levels. The
World Trade Organization, based as it is on neoclassical trade theory, is one example on the global level. Another
example is the Bank of Sweden Prize in Economic Sciences in Memory of Alfred Nobel, which, not
unexpectedly, plays a conservative role. This is not a normal Nobel Prize, and is much criticized, but it still plays
an important role in the ongoing power game.4

Since the activities of universities are part of society, and since democracy is a leading principle for
governance, science can never dictate ‘correct values’ for purposes of decision-making or allocating resources at
the societal level. Neoclassical Cost-Benefit Analysis is built on the premises that a specific market ideology
(among possible market ideologies) should be applied in valuing alternatives for public decision-making, and that
there is consensus in society about this particular way of valuing projects, programs and policy options. This
assumption about consensus is not correct, especially not in relation to the environmental issues dealt with by
ecological economists (Mishan 1980, Soderbaum 1983). What does this mean for ecological economics? One
implication is that issues related to values, ethics, and ideology should be discussed more often in the



journal Ecological Economics. This can be done in many ways. One is to encourage and invite contributions by
visionaries such as those who contribute to the ongoing development dialogue. Another is to exclude papers built
on cost benefit analysis and so-called contingent valuation as not being compatible with democracy. Our previous
plea for pluralism does not include cases where democracy is replaced by technocracy or other kinds of
fundamentalism.

6. Principles related to institutional arrangements

The previous principles suggested for theories of science form a background to understanding present and future
institutional arrangements:

1 Although inertia and path-dependence are involved, institutions and institutional arrangements change
more or less over time in one direction or another.

2 Institutions and institutional arrangements should not be regarded as a given but rather problematized:
there are always alternatives to present arrangements that may be more compatible with specific development
objectives.

3 The institutional arrangements at a particular point in time are the result of a historical process and an
ongoing power game with many actors and networks involved.

4 Theoretical and ideological perspectives in economics play a role in legitimizing or delegitimizing
specific institutional arrangements.

5 To facilitate a change process towards institutional arrangements compatible with sustainable
development, the issues of paradigm and ideology must be raised.

Knowing about neoclassical economics and its alternatives is important for understanding social and institutional
change processes, but knowing is not enough. All aspects of an individual’s mental map are involved. In the
present paper I have pointed to ideas about science, economics, and ideology as basic to our understanding of
what is regarded as successful or dysfunctional institutions. This is essentially the theme in David Korten (2001)
book When Corporations Rule the World. He points to combinations of change processes that support each other,
for instance the propaganda for neo-liberalism and the continued reliance in many circles on neoclassical
economics. Korten leaves us on an optimistic note, however, pointing to the responsibility and opportunities of
his readers by a citation from another ‘visionary’ Willis Harman (Harman in Korten 2001, p. 233), who said ‘By
deliberately changing the internal image of reality, people can change the world’.

Along these lines of reasoning, one way of understanding institutional change processes is to focus on
interpretation as an essential step. Elsewhere (Soderbaum 2004a, pp. 353-354) I have suggested four parallel
processes:

. interpretation of a phenomenon;
. naming a phenomenon;
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. manifestation; and
. acceptance (achieving legitimacy).

The previously mentioned Environmental Management Systems may serve as an example. Certification schemes,
such as ISO 14 001, emerged as a result of public pressure and voluntary initiatives by businesses. It was
increasingly understood that business is not only about monetary performance, but also about environmental
performance (and that efforts to improve environmental performance need not be bad for business even when
judged in narrow monetary terms). Just as there are systematic management activities focusing on other aspects
of business performance (quality of products, work environment), the ideas of similarly managing environmental
impacts emerged and became established. The new activities were named ISO 14 001 and EMAS (European
Union Eco-Management and Audit Scheme, a slightly different system with more emphasis on publicity of
environmental performance), and became manifested in auditing organizations, certificates, environmental
coordinators and the like.

The success of an institution will depend on the conceptual and ideological orientation of different actors and
the socio-cultural climate of different arenas or societies more generally. It may be noted that ISO 14 001 is more
popular (even among trans-national companies) in some European countries than in the USA. This suggests that
in addition to the four parallel processes mentioned, we must refer to concepts such as actor, agenda, and arena,
once more pointing to the role of cooperation among individuals. Malardalen University was the first university
in Sweden, probably in Europe, to become certified according to ISO 14 001 ;

International standardization schemes such as ISO 14 001 act on many levels (along with other institutional
change processes), from local to global. Two institutions or institutional change processes may mutually support
or counteract each other. Behind all these processes the issue of interpretation is important. And here again, our
ideas about economics are part of the picture.

Among implications for ecological economics, the importance of conceptual frameworks and theory once more
comes to the fore. Critical examination of institutions that appear to hinder efforts towards sustainability is very
much warranted. In preparing for some alternative to the WTO, criticism of international trade theory and
formulation of an alternative to this theory becomes a key consideration.

Another recommendation for the journal Ecological Economics, is to encourage case studies that exemplify
specific institutional change processes. How do specific actors argue for institutional change of a specific kind
and what are the arguments of those opposing this particular interpretation and action? In this way the actors
themselves may learn from reading about the different arguments, and people in general will become aware of
existing power relationships and the opportunities as well as obstacles for change. Hopefully, an increasing
number of actors will understand that their personal (choice of) interpretations will make a difference.



7. Elements of a Sustainability Economics

Fortunately, there are alternatives to neoclassical economics. My own preference is institutional economics in the
tradition of Thorstein Veblen, John R. Commons,

K. William Kapp (1950) and Gunnar Myrdal (1972) but there are other (in some respects similar) alternatives.
Labels used for such alternatives are social economics, political economics, or evolutionary economics. Feminist
economics often turns out to be similar to the present institutional economics but may also refer to neoclassical
studies focusing on the role of women in society (e.g. see Perkins 2007).

7.1. Political Economic Person assumptions

Neoclassical economics starts with assumptions about ‘economic man’. This model of human beings is useful for
some specific purposes. Individuals are essentially regarded as consumers and wage-earners optimizing their
behavior in a market context. Egoistic motives are assumed and the individual is mechanistically responding to
market signals.

Representatives of other schools have a common tendency to point to the limitations of utility theory built into
the neoclassical model (Lofstedt 2005). There are many ethical theories, and ethical issues should be
problematized rather than taken for granted. This is particularly so in relation to the sustainability issues dis-
cussed here. Reference to a Political Economic Person (PEP) is a response to this challenge (Soderbaum 2000,
pp. 33-41). It is assumed that an individual is guided by her ideological orientation. This refers to means-ends
relationships, and can be understood in terms of the present position of an individual, the desired future
position(s), and ideas about how to get there. As part of this ideological orientation, ethical and other aspects will
vary between individuals, and will change over time for each individual (as a result of dialogue).

Market-related roles (consumer, wage-earner, lender of money) are important in understanding economics and
development, but the same is true of roles as professional, parent, citizen, or member of a public interest group.
PEP builds on a frame of reference closely related to social psychology with concepts such as motive, role,
relationship, activity, ideological orientation, identity, network and life-style (Ibid). The individual is learning and
modifying behavior over time, adapting to a changing context (social, cultural, institutional, physical man-made,
and natural). Relationships are not only antagonistic (as in neoclassical theory) but also cooperative. Healthy
individuals have a strong ego but are also related to other individuals, and to local, regional, and national
communities (even to the global commons). It becomes meaningless to speak about sustainability if it is assumed
that the individual is not concerned about impacts on other individuals or nature, in a local, regional, or global
context.
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7.2. Political Economic Organization

The idea of organizations in neoclassical economics is extremely simplistic. The only organization considered is
the firm, and the assumption about the purpose of the firm is similarly simplistic: maximizing monetary profits.
No conflict of interest (or differences in ideological orientation, to use our language) is assumed, which suggests
that the organization is a top-down, command-and-control organization. Maximizing profits is assumed to be
efficient for the company, and contributes to an efficient market economy.

Many simplifying assumptions made by neoclassical economists concerning individuals, organizations,
markets, or efficiency, relate to a preference for mathematical language and presentation technique. This
language, while being useful for some purposes, has its limitations. Logical reasoning is not limited to mathemat-
ics, and in relation to the sustainability issue, mathematics must be subordinated to qualitative reasoning. Our
purpose should neither be to ‘save’ neoclassical theory, nor its preferred way of presenting problems and claimed
solutions.

Contrary to neoclassical assumptions, we must imagine organizations and entities where individuals are
visible, rather than hidden. The concept of Political Economic Organization (PEO) is suggested. A reader may
wonder why the word ‘political’ appears in Political Economic Person and Political Economic Organization.6
Should we not protect a private sphere outside politics? My answer is that this private sphere is extremely
important, but we are dealing with public affairs. Sustainability is a public and political issue, and democracy
(rather than markets) is the primary source of rules in dealing with political issues. The social responsibility (and
accountability) of individuals and organizations is taken seriously and becomes open for dialogue. In a more
positive sense, PEP and PEO assumptions suggest a freedom of ideological and political judgement among actors
when compared with ‘economic man’ and the exclusively profit-maximizing organization. Concepts of efficiency
and rationality become open issues and are related to the ideological orientation of the actor making the
evaluation.

According to PEO assumptions, each organization is guided by a mission statement that is more or less shared
by the members and stakeholders of the organization. The mission statement is open to debate and sometimes
modified or radically changed in relation to the sustainability issue or for other reasons. A mission statement
points to the core values of an organization, and will vary between organizations (business companies, civil
society organizations, churches, etc.). While monetary considerations and impacts are important for any organi-
zation, the same can be said about non-monetary considerations. It is an illusion that only profits matter for
business corporations. Prestige, power, and social relationships are normally relevant, and the opportunity for
CEOs to profit personally from company operations sometimes appears more important than shareholder value.



7.3. Political interpretations of the market

In neoclassical economics, markets are at the heart of analysis. Markets are understood and described in
mechanistic terms. Individuals are consumers and wage-earners, and interact with firms in markets and respond
to prices. Perfect competition is good for society and cartels or monopolies are bad. This model and view of
markets is only one among many possibilities. Reference to PEP and PEO will give us a different starting point
where market and non-market relationships are important in the economy. Let us focus on PEP and PEO as actors
in markets.

Guided by their ideological orientation or mission statement, each market actor is part of more or less
established market relationships. Each actor is more or less concerned with the outcome for other market actors
and society at large. There may be antagonistic elements and conflict, but also perception of common interests
and cooperation. Market actors may discuss prices and wages in terms of fairness and justice. Similarly, outside
observers who are not immediate parties of a transaction may also judge the fairness (or compatibility with
sustainable development) of specific market transactions. Such an external actor may also conclude, with
reference to her ideological orientation, that market actor A is ‘exploiting” market actor B.

This is a different world from that of neoclassical economics or trade theory. Trust becomes an issue in
understanding market relationships. The CEO of company A is certainly concerned about the monetary
performance of A, but may also care about the profits and performance of suppliers and customer companies. The
reality of business-to-business relationships is very different from neoclassical simplifications (Ford 1990,
Soderbaum 2002).

Neoclassical trade theory tends to see trade as a relationship between nations. In reality, trade is often between
companies, or even intra-company trade. Furthermore, transactions may be complex, involving many
commodities. Rather than attempting to show that international trade is always good for both trading parties, and
thereby society at large, the present institutional theory suggests that judgements on trade are a matter of the
observer’s ideological orientation. Actors positioned inside or outside the transaction may end up with different
and even opposing judgements. Multi-functionality and ethical issues about child labor or low wages may enter
the picture. Multi-functionality points out that in many cases, trade is not about price and quantity alone, but
about the multidimensional impacts on all stakeholders in each trading country. For ecological economists,
impacts on landscape or the greenhouse gasses from commodities transportation cannot be assumed away, but
should be carefully considered and estimated.

Today, so called outsourcing is a normal phenomenon in Sweden. Manufacturing is systematically moved to
countries with lower wages to reduce production costs and prices for the consumers. As part of the neoclassical
economics perspective, this is thought to be a normal and beneficial process for all parties involved. Employment
is reduced in Sweden and increased in other countries. Pollution from manufacturing is moved to other countries,
affecting their environment and natural resources. Transportation of goods may increase with the resultant
greenhouse gasses. According to the conceptual framework proposed here, it is instead a matter of your
ideological orientation, given a many-faceted picture of expected impacts, whether a particular case of
outsourcing is ‘good’ for society or not. It is not something that can be concluded in a value-neutral way from
economic theory.



7.4. Efficiency and rationality as a matter of ideological orientation

The purpose of this article is to indicate a direction for sustainability economics. A final comment will be made,
however, on issues of decision-making and efficiency. Neoclassical theory focuses on the optimization of
consumer utility and business profits in mathematical terms, or optimization for all of society in monetary terms
through Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA). In the present ‘institutional ecological economics’, maximizing or
minimizing is not excluded from analysis. Instead the main decision-making idea matches the qualitative,
quantitative and multidimensional ideological orientation of a decision-maker with the equally qualitative,
quantitative and multidimensional expected ‘impact profile’ of each alternative considered. Positional analysis
builds on this idea in its approach to individual, organizational, and societal decision-making (S oderbaum 1973,
2000, 2005, 2007). Similarly, issues of efficiency and rationality are a matter of the knowledge available to
different actors with their ideological orientations. In this way, ethical deliberations and non-monetary
considerations (qualitative as well as quantitative) become part of the analysis. Furthermore, the purpose of
analysis is to illuminate an issue rather than solving it by dictating the values to be applied. The final solution is
up to the politicians or other decision-makers.

Positional analysis is built on the premise that monetary and non-monetary impacts should be kept separate
throughout the analysis. Just as monetary stocks (or positions) and flows are important, the same holds for non-
monetary flows and positions. Furthermore, non-monetary dimensions differ among themselves and from
monetary dimensions. Pollution as a non-monetary flow may accumulate (in positional terms), and different kinds
of inertia and irreversibility become issues to be considered rather than assumed away.

I have argued here in favor of positional analysis and other disaggregated and ideologically open approaches to
decision-making. To get a more complete picture of possible approaches and ongoing debate, a special section of
the Integrated Environmental and Management (IEAM) journal can be recommended. It is based on the ‘Ecology
in a Cost-Benefit Society’ conference in Roskilde, Denmark (June 2004), where Nick Hanley represented the
advocates of CBA, I represented those who favor alternative approaches, and Robert Costanza represented a
more pragmatic attitude: ‘If CBA can be used to convince establishment actors, then it should be used’ (Hanley
2006, Soderbaum 2006, Costanza 2006).



8. Concluding comments

Sustainability issues are complex, and assuming away this complexity is probably not a good idea (Morgan 1986,
p. 16). Neoclassical economics is built on a number of specific simplifying assumptions, and is just one among
many theoretical perspectives that could be considered. Part of the problem in sustainability issues is the
dominance of the neoclassical paradigm, and the na"ive idea that only one paradigm can represent the ‘truth’ in
science, at any one point in time. Therefore, ecological economists should constructively participate in the
criticism of neoclassical theory, and in the articulation of competing economic and social science theories.

It is not possible in a short article to do justice to the many alternatives to neoclassical theory that have been
suggested over the years and in different cultural contexts. Neither has it been possible to point to all the relevant
contributions by ecological economists, or the associations of different kinds of heterodox economics that exist
today.

I have instead focused on the ideological and political elements in economics. In fact, the existence of many
schools of thought, such as social economics, feminist economics, institutional economics, and different versions
of ecological economics, can partly be understood with reference to the ideological and political commitments of
the associations’ members. Social economists often refer to the role of cooperation and humanistic values,
feminist economists point to the (often weak) position of women in the economy, and ecological economists
claim to take ecosystems and nature seriously.

This observation plus our previous reasoning suggest that the choice of a particular paradigm is partly a
political and ideological choice and not only a matter of ‘good science’. For some economists and actors (perhaps
more so in the US cultural context), political economics is a label used for versions of Marxist and radical
economics. But, as I have tried to show, neoclassical economics is also a kind of political economics, and there
are political alternatives to neoclassical theory other than the specific Marxist versions.

To put it more bluntly, the defence of neoclassical economics is part of a political defence of dominant
thinking habits and behavior in Western countries. When the US president tells the world that the American
lifestyle is not open for negotiation, this is not completely unrelated to a neoclassical assumption of consumer
preferences as given (and thereby outside analysis). Many European politicians appear equally unwilling to
question lifestyles in their own countries, but are not willing to say this publicly. In this way European politicians
may be less honest than the US President.

The political and ideological elements are also relevant in attempts to understand the ongoing dialogue within
ISEE. Those who advocate the interface idea have chosen a political position that suggests they do not see any
serious problems with the neoclassical paradigm. They are part of the ecological modernization perspective and
do not want to take the risk of becoming unpopular among mainstream ecologists and economists. Another group
of ecological economists is convinced that the ideology and science of neoclassical theory is part of the problem,
and that neoclassical economics is ‘inadequate’ for sustainability economics (to use the vocabulary of the DIW
project mentioned in the introduction).



The doctoral thesis in human ecology by Carina Borgstrom Hansson (2003)isa case in point. She contacted
representatives from two different groups in California for tape-recorded interviews: neoclassical environmental
economists and bio-regionalists. She also scrutinized written material from ecological economists of the interface
category in Sweden (connected with the aforementioned Beijer Institute), and declared that while each group had
something to offer, she was sceptical of their ability to seriously tackle the sustainability issues of present society.

I believe that the kind of actor studies exemplified by Borgstrom Hansson have much to offer, and that her
focus on scholars is very rewarding. This will make each scholar responsible and accountable for their arguments.
An increased understanding of the political and ideological elements in our positions on issues may help us
understand and accept existing differences among members and groups in ISEE. Ideological tensions are not bad,
they may be a sign of a living democracy. Any scientific association that exclusively focuses on the protection of
one paradigm with no tensions and serious dialogue seems to be far from our present needs.

It is not enough to establish contacts and improve relationships between different categories of ecological
economists or environmentalists outside academia. We should enter into a dialogue with all influential actor
categories, such as politicians, business professionals, and various levels of government. Interview and dialogue
is one approach. Another is to study the texts of different visionaries or to study how the present institutional
arrangements are perceived by different actors (Korten 2001). We can learn a lot not only from interactions
within universities, but also with actors who derive their experiences outside universities.

In these kinds of actor studies, an assumption of heterogeneity in any actor category is a good starting point.
Whether this category is business leaders or ecological economists, members within the category are not all the
same. There are differences among neoclassical economists, and these differences should be debated and learned
from.
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Notes

1. Just as business leaders refer to mission statements or core values for their organizations, universities have mission statements. These may be
formulated in terms of good quality of research and education but also as contributing to sustainable development in all their activities. Some
British universities have moved in this direction, as has M"alardalen university in Sweden.

1 One of my referees suggested that one cannot be sure of democracy solving the problems we are facing. I agree but believe that
democracy is our main hope. Democracy can be strengthened, for instance by overcoming the kinds of protectionism and power concentration
discussed in this article. When working well, democracy through rules about transparency, responsibility, accountability, etc. is a social
control and security system. Democracy is furthermore a system for problem-solving with many actors involved. In the case of dictatorship,
one has to believe in and rely upon the dictator. Irreversibility or inertia becomes an issue in the sense that it is not easy to replace a dictator if
someone wishes to do so. But I admit that the concern raised is important. How do we overcome the inertia in relation to sustainability issues
characterizing present USA and present EU?

2 To avoid misunderstandings, it is equally true that some of the leading ecological economists belong to the US part of the
International Society for Ecological Economics (ISEE).

4. The day before the announcement of the 2004 winners, I was pointing to the dysfunctional role of this award in Dagens Nyheter, a leading
Swedish newspaper (S"oderbaum 2004c).
1 This happened in 1999 and was largely the result of one dedicated person, Christina von Oelreich, who succeeded in convincing
the Rector, and others at the time, that this could strengthen the image and performance of the university in many ways.
2 Among others who start from assumptions emphasizing the political aspect of human behavior are Faber et al. (1997)&
Jakubowski (2000).
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