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Abstract

This paper introduces the methodology to create a baseline equation for the philosophical and social sciences in the behavioral-political-economic-demographic sequence.  It shows that the two major political economic philosophies (Hume-Smith and Marx-Engel) systematized into competing integrated three dimensional behavioral-political-economic models.  It argues that Hume-Smith’s empathy-sympathy behavioral assumptions are a sufficient starting point to create the integrated causal model sought by Tooby and Cosmides.  The author then shows that the prerequisite advances in psychology and demographic studies now exist to generate the universal economic theory sought by von Neumann-Morgenstern and the integrated behavioral-economic method of Camerer, Loewenstien and Rabin – a psychological (i.e., behavioral) social economic model.  By updating Hume-Smith’s work with a modern understandings of psychology, as presented by Fromm and others, a new, integrated societal model as postulated by Harsanyi can be created that intertwines the social and psychological sciences.  The author argues that this fundamentally psychology-based model also can serve as a baseline equation for all social sciences as desired by Leibniz-Wolf, Kant, and Mach, as well as the ahistorical philosophic model noted by Husserl, Heidegger, Tillich, and Strauss.  The author concludes with a discussion of the necessary next steps to generating a detailed model that fuses these disciplines.
Paper Introduction
There are several fundamental steps of determining and completing a baseline equation of the philosophical and social sciences represented in a behavioral-political-economic-demographic sequence that will be presented in this proposal. This system organizes the fields of evolutionary and psychological theories into a coherent model to form the system constant and independent variable in a form compatible with ordinal ranked government form categories as the macro dependent variable suited to merge with macro-economic per capita GNP based theories as the outcome measure. The per capita GNP based general equilibrium theories already integrate economic production rates of change with demographic rates of change and effectively factors in the Malthusian problem into social science models. 

This method organizes several subject areas of the behavioral sciences to effectively turn the ‘soft-studies’ subject areas of ‘foundational’ philosophy (i.e. metaphysical and psychological assumptions), political philosophy and political theory into a micro-macro behavioral instrument measure linked to general equilibrium theory determinants to raise these fields of study to the ratio level of modeling while providing the field of economics with a comprehensive behavioral-political-economic-demographic model. The method of attaining either a ‘behavioral’ ‘economic’ theory implies linking the three areas of psychology of ‘life-force,’ ‘instinctual drives,’ and ‘deliberative cognition,’ to (a) their mass behavioral aggregate decision processes, and (b) the form of elite-mass relations they engender. Linking the three aspects of human psychology to (a) and (b) accounts for aggregate level economic and demographic outcomes, which are measurable. Since the modern specialty fields in the social sciences are essentially derivatives of the three subject areas of foundational, political and economic philosophy, the lateral integration of disciplines necessary to create a systematic behavioral-economic model, actually leads to Mach’s baseline equation of the human studies.
The fundamental steps in determining an X, Y and Z axis continuum set
The first step of reducing the human studies to one baseline equation is the comparison of the major right versus left behavioral-political-economic-demographic models. This process entails several steps. First, the creation of a Hume-Smith behavioral-political-economic-demographic literature review matrix to compare with a Marx-Engels literature review matrix. 

Secondly the literature review matrices need to be reduced to a behavioral, political and economic set of X, Y and Z axis continuums. Since the political and economic models are based on the theorists ‘conception of man,’ it is the psychological system that integrates the model. Therefore it is the behavioral aspect that assumes the X axis position, the Y axis becomes the political process continuum that makes the initial macro connection, which in turn, determines the Z axis ‘growth versus equity,’ or ‘growth versus non-growth’ dichotomies.
The Hume-Smith model can be characterized in three dimensional form as: 
a. The X-axis represents the gradation of non empathy/sympathy versus an empathy/sympathy in society.  

b. The Y-axis continuum represents the method of mass political organization and the level of mass antagonism-or cooperation engendered by the type of government form and the elite-mass relations tendencies.  

c. The Z-axis represents either the growth-equity dichotomy in the fundamental per-capita GNP ratio of C+I+G/n people.   

The Marx-Engels model can be characterized as:

d. The X axis represents the level of destructive self-interest elicited by market driven competition versus the level of altruism elicited in a non-competitive non-market system. 

e. The Y axis represents the level of antagonism versus cooperation engendered by the government form and the elite-mass relations tendencies. 
f. The Z axis represents a growth versus equity, and growth versus non-growth dichotomies. However, in a Marxist system, it derives from a C+G/n people format of the centrally controlled system with no private investment (I).   

The behavioral theoretic aspect of the competing Hume-Smith versus the Marx-Engels models requires a brief explanation. The Hume-Smith model assumes competition for resources and mates is natural. Therefore it consists of a constructive competition made possible by an increase of empathy and sympathy in society versus a destructive form of competition of unabated self-interest. Under the conditions of this form of ‘enlightened’ self-interest, which is characterized by ‘fairness,’ mutually beneficial transactions, and positive-sum relationships, which if combined with an increase in the division of labor and increased capitalization of society, then the cumulative effect is a boost in GNP. If the population growth is manageable, the increase in empathy and sympathy in society, reduces antagonism, increases cooperation (modal sense) yielding a higher per capita GNP.  Living standards and relative equity occur simultaneously under these basic success parameters. 
In distinction, the Marx-Engels theory argues that both property and matrimonial rights are unnatural ‘institutionalized’ methods of subjugation of males and females by societal elites solely for economic and sexual exploitation. Therefore, the removal of property rights and matrimonial rights removes this unnatural human convention restoring society to the state of nature where spouses and children were believed to be held in common in their hypothetical history explained in The Family. Under this condition, the absence of the means of subjugation would restore the natural human tendency toward mate selection freedom and altruism, improving elite-mass relations, boosting human cooperation and increasing per capita GNP. Government control over investment instead of the private sector increases objectivity in promoting the public welfare and on that basis improves optimization, efficiency and equilibrium.
The outcome of the 20th century ideological experiments indicates that the behavioral basis of the Marx-Engels mass organizational political and economic theories is grossly inaccurate. What this paper is stressing is that inaccuracies in the X axis behavioral continuum produce the inaccuracies in the macro political and economic continuums. The stifling of the ‘fair’ competition for resources and mates by the centrally controlled non-market system confused the natural selection drive process stifling the human motivational energy needed to maintain the positive business cycle over extended periods of time. 
‘People pretended to work,’ and ‘the government pretended to pay them’ as the popular saying goes, but since people didn’t have to compete for resources in this system they didn’t produce them for others to consume either. It is the motivational ‘energy’ that dropped. The goal of empirical models is to isolate unseen forces. The means of which is to use a lateral integration of disciplines to isolate motivational, or ‘life-force’ energies. The objective is to improve the behavioral model at one end of the equation to reduce causal error in economic theory at the other end.     
In the operational political aspect of the Marx-Engels theory, the distribution of resources by linear programming methods is impracticable in a “billion X billion” matrix. Political distribution did not have the ‘objective’ efficiency that Marx intended. The political process devolved into a system of gross political favoritism, extensive coercion, and black market corruption which operates on a free market basis.
The effect of inefficient and non-objective political distribution and government investment was disastrous to technical innovation despite the development of numerous theoretical mathematicians by its educational system. The shifting of resources towards new inventions was not practical in this system that was designed to limit production of goods for high-end markets that serve elite clientele which are the consumer preference ‘guinea pigs’ in a market system. Without an effective technical innovation-market preference feedback loop to guide investment, the communist bloc countries fell far behind the West in technological gains and labor productivity growth.  
The analysis of the communist system indicates that people still competed for resources and mates exhibiting biologically determined male and female forms of ‘competition and jealousy’ consistent with the findings of modern narrow evolutionary psychology. More importantly, this is the complete opposite of the Marx-Engels behavioral predictions explicitly stated in The Family. When given a choice the political elites chose a free market for themselves to compete for resources and mates, while depriving their natural selection competitors, i.e. the masses, the means of competing fairly with them.

The communist experiment suggests that the behavioral optimization of mass organizational theories runs more along the lines of the Hume-Smith model. The communist system distorted the natural selection drive process on the behavioral and political side of the equation, and the per capita GNP dropped on the outcome measure side of the equation. In addition, the analysis determined here is transferable to tyrannical and despotic political systems as well, meaning that this analysis and method has extensive external validities. 
These steps illuminate the main metaphysical-psychological assumptions of the ideological non-centrally controlled free-market systems in contradistinction to the centrally controlled non-market (or heavily regulated) classical economic systems founded upon the “labor theory of value.” The ‘three continuum’ method of analysis makes it possible to examine the primary societal ‘problem’ that the Marx-Engels theories were attempting to correct. 
They were attempting to reduce class distinctions in the production-consumption, and production-distribution processes, but in actuality they killed the motivational energies underlying the long-term positive business cycle. The capitalist system is based upon competitors ‘instinctually’ trying to leap-frog their economic competitors in two main ways, (a) product improvement and exclusivity at the high-end of the market, and (b) reduction in unit price to increase market share at the middle and low ends of the market.  Marx was trying to limit the high price of luxury items purchased by the rich, and as a result, the initial target market for innovative products was stifled, consumer preference towards new products was never decided, and investment was never directed to the wishes of the mass consumer. The communist political system was a debacle wherever it was instituted. 
What is important to note is that the misunderstandings in the behavioral aspect of the theory to achieve a ‘human ideal’ was at variance with the natural selection drives shaped by nature itself over deep time. Human psychical shaping has to be consistent with inherent psychical shaping to create positive growth political and economic cycles. Mass organizational theories are only as good as their behavioral bases.  

In closing, the three axis continuums of the Hume-Smith behavioral-political-economic framework forms the starting point of arriving at a three dimensional continuum set required to eliminate its opposite and reduce the entire philosophical and social sciences to one equation. Once the advances of the 20th century behavioral and economic sciences are applied to the Hume-Smith three dimensional ‘first approximation,’ then one discovers that the Kantian autonomy-heteronomy distinction is the common element of competing object-relations and personality theory schools of thought. This leads to the idea that the X axis can be updated to a ‘biophilous productive character orientation’-‘necrophilous sadomasochistic character orientation’ dichotomy of Fromm to ‘value’ human motivational energies on the X axis continuum. This forms the basis of reorganizing psychological frameworks to begin the process of creating an instinctual drive stimulation and cognition optimization (mass education) model (modal sense) that links to the common Y axis that varies directly to the Z axis of Smith, which can be updated with neoclassical economic models based on the underlying concept of ‘marginal utility.’  
The new updated three dimensional continuum set is termed a Kant-Pareto model because the entire human studies can be depicted in a system of psychological-political-economic-demographic series of equilibriums and optimums that is consistent with the end goals of achieving improved living standards and relative equity simultaneously. Since rising living standards and equity are the shared topics of each of the macro philosophical and social sciences, this can become a shared model of the human studies disciplines that can be expanded into mathematical depiction with the optimal-nonoptimal outcomes of game theory. This complex psychological model that compliments the complex data collection mathematics of economic theory runs parallel to the idea of Harsanyi that economics should move past the single motive theories of ‘self-interest’ based on the ‘rational actor premise’ of expected utility and include the tandem motive of the pursuit of ‘social status’ inherent in human evolutionary behavior.  

The author believes that all the barriers of replacing the three levels of foundational, political, and economic philosophies of the classical economic philosophers of the Enlightenment Era with a series of confirmed empirical frameworks depicted in intricate algebraic formulae is now possible. This proposal could only briefly discuss the continuum sets in relation to the communist experiment to illustrate the process of reducing the human studies to one equation. The further depiction of the variable and outcome measure set in terms of qualitative interdisciplinary frameworks, and further causal deduction from other government form processes is covered in another paper which can be made available.
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