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Bernard Maris Text of Epilogue

Lettre ouverte aux gourous de l'économie qui nous prennent pour des imbéciles
Epilogue

What are economists for?
If economics is the science of the market, they are useless &ndash; we have known it for a long time (since Keynes), and
we get confirmation now from the most ultra orthodox (Debreu).
If the economy is a science that predicts the future, then the greatest economist is Madame Soleil [a famous French
astrologer]
If economics is the science which deals only with "trust", then the greatest economist is Freud. If economics is the
science which deals only with "transparency", then the greatest economists are accountants, policemen, customs officers
or judges.
If economics is a religion, then Camdessus is the high priest of it, but the best economist will remain Pope John Paul II.
If economics is only gossip and chatter, many journalists can aspire to be awarded the Golden Palm.
Every activity has a social utility. Even parasites are useful: they allow to highlight the so-called "useful" people. Just as
there is nothing "harmful" in ecology - except in empty heads of hunters - it is rare to be unable to associate a utility to a
part of the social body. The parable of Saint-Simon, which showed that the wealth of France would not decrease if we
removed many lazy people, writers and others, is questionable, and the same holds for the uselessness of the ancient
Greek and music taught at University. So ... What are the casuists of utilitarianism for?
Unquestionably the "experts", the merchants of economic tales have a function of exorcism of the future. In a world
without religion, they have the same function as gurus and cult leaders - and many of them combine the two businesses.
They also play the role of bards, shamans or witch doctors of Indian tribes who talk incessantly to prevent the sky from
falling on the heads. They are the inexhaustible storytellers of irrational, credulous, illiterate and but not uncultured
societies that are no doubt more cheerful than ours.
But what have the children of Smith, Marx and Keynes to do? Are they condemned to play the roles of sorcerer, high
priest or guru?
Obviously not. They can denounce the merchants of confusion, promote economics as a science of man, and not as a
hard science, they can question history, civilizations, they can think about value and wealth. They can denounce
efficiency and productivity - or simply leave it to business managers, they are paid for it! - And they can return to
psychology, sociology, history, philosophy. Thinking about labor, time, money. In short, they can go back to Smith,
Keynes and Marx.
They can also go for soup and sell their beautiful science for the lentils of expertise, and be content with the role of the
fool whose legs are pulled twice a year when growth projections are presented, and every day when the Russian mafia
recycles dollars which have been loaned to it in false candor.
But then, they should not speak of "quality assessment" or "technical correction"
Let them put a pointed cap, a red nose, let them wag with their ears and tickle the armpits.
What were economists for, one will ask a hundred years from now? To make people laugh.
(English . Alain Alcouffe]
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