
why freakonomics failed to transform
economics
why freakonomics failed to transform economics is a question that has
intrigued economists, scholars, and enthusiasts since the publication of the
groundbreaking book "Freakonomics" by Steven Levitt and Stephen Dubner. The
book promised to revolutionize the field of economics by applying economic
theory to unconventional subjects and exposing hidden incentives behind
everyday behavior. Despite its widespread popularity and influence on public
discourse, the impact of Freakonomics on the academic discipline of economics
has been limited. This article explores the reasons behind this phenomenon,
examining the methodological, institutional, and cultural barriers that
prevented Freakonomics from fundamentally transforming economics as a
scholarly field. By analyzing the book’s approach, the reception within the
economics profession, and the broader implications for economic research,
this article sheds light on why Freakonomics did not lead to a paradigm
shift. The discussion will cover the methodological critiques, the role of
economic orthodoxy, the challenges of interdisciplinary approaches, and the
sustainability of Freakonomics-style inquiry. Following this introduction,
the article presents a detailed table of contents outlining the main topics
addressed.

Methodological Limitations of Freakonomics

Economic Orthodoxy and Institutional Resistance

Cultural and Disciplinary Barriers

Challenges of Interdisciplinary Approaches

Implications for the Future of Economic Research

Methodological Limitations of Freakonomics
The methodological approach of Freakonomics, while innovative in popularizing
economics, has faced significant criticism within the academic community. The
book's reliance on anecdotal evidence, unconventional data sets, and
provocative correlations often fell short of the rigorous standards
traditionally upheld in economic research. Methodological rigor is a
cornerstone of economics, and deviations from well-established empirical
techniques can limit a study's acceptance and influence.



Use of Anecdotal and Correlational Evidence
Freakonomics frequently employed anecdotal stories and correlations to
illustrate economic principles. Although this approach was effective in
engaging a broad audience, it raised concerns among economists about the
robustness of its conclusions. Correlation does not imply causation, and many
claims in Freakonomics lacked the comprehensive econometric analysis needed
to establish causal relationships definitively.

Data Quality and Replicability Issues
Another methodological concern was the quality and replicability of the data
used. Some of the datasets were unconventional or limited in scope, making it
difficult for other researchers to replicate findings or build on the work.
Replicability is essential for scientific progress, and the inability to
reproduce Freakonomics’ results hindered its integration into mainstream
economics.

Oversimplification of Complex Economic Phenomena
Freakonomics often simplified complex economic behaviors to fit engaging
narratives. While this simplification helped popularize economics, it did not
always capture the nuances and complexities that economists consider critical
for policy formulation and theoretical development. This led to skepticism
about the applicability of Freakonomics’ insights to serious economic
analysis.

Economic Orthodoxy and Institutional Resistance
The economics profession is characterized by deeply ingrained orthodoxies and
institutional structures that can resist change, especially from
unconventional approaches like those presented in Freakonomics. Established
norms, publication standards, and professional incentives shape the direction
of economic research and often favor incremental advances over radical
innovation.

Conservatism in Academic Publishing
Academic journals in economics prioritize methodological rigor, theoretical
contribution, and empirical robustness. Freakonomics-style research, which
often prioritizes novel questions and accessible narratives, struggled to
meet these criteria. As a result, many of its ideas were sidelined in favor
of more conventional studies, limiting their influence on the discipline.



Professional Incentives and Career Constraints
Economists face pressures to publish in top-tier journals, secure funding,
and build reputations within traditional frameworks. This environment
discourages risk-taking and exploratory research that might not yield
immediate or clear-cut results, such as the unconventional inquiries favored
by Freakonomics. Institutional incentives thus play a significant role in
maintaining the status quo.

Dominance of Formal Economic Theory
Formal economic modeling and theoretical rigor remain dominant in the field,
guiding research agendas and evaluations. Freakonomics’ empirical and
investigative style did not always align with this paradigm, leading to its
marginalization within academic economics and limiting its transformative
potential.

Cultural and Disciplinary Barriers
Cultural factors within economics and the broader academic community
contributed to the limited transformation driven by Freakonomics. The
disciplinary culture values certain methods, topics, and modes of
communication that may conflict with the approach taken by Freakonomics.

Preference for Technical Language and Formalism
Economics as a discipline increasingly emphasizes mathematical formalism and
technical language. Freakonomics, by contrast, aimed for accessibility and
popular appeal. This divergence created a cultural disconnect between
Freakonomics and the academic community, limiting its uptake among
professional economists.

Disciplinary Boundaries and Specializations
Economics is highly specialized, with researchers often focusing on narrow
subfields. Freakonomics’ broad and interdisciplinary approach made it
difficult to categorize within existing specialties, resulting in challenges
for integration and acceptance.

Public Engagement vs. Academic Rigor
The dual goals of public engagement and academic rigor are difficult to
balance. Freakonomics prioritized engaging storytelling to reach non-
specialists, which sometimes came at the expense of the detailed analysis



expected in scholarly work. This tension contributed to differing receptions
in popular and academic circles.

Challenges of Interdisciplinary Approaches
Freakonomics sought to apply economic reasoning to diverse fields such as
crime, education, and parenting, promoting an interdisciplinary perspective.
While this approach has merits, it also faces significant challenges that
limited its transformative impact on economics.

Complexity of Integrating Different Disciplines
Integrating economics with sociology, psychology, and other social sciences
requires bridging methodological and conceptual gaps. Freakonomics’
simplified application of economic principles to complex social phenomena
sometimes overlooked these intricacies, reducing the credibility and depth of
its analyses.

Resistance from Other Disciplines
Other social sciences may resist economic interpretations that seem reductive
or overly focused on incentives. This disciplinary tension can hinder
collaboration and the acceptance of interdisciplinary insights, limiting
Freakonomics’ broader academic influence.

Limited Institutional Support for Interdisciplinary
Research
Academic institutions often maintain rigid departmental structures and
funding mechanisms that do not favor interdisciplinary work. This structural
limitation reduces opportunities for Freakonomics-style research to flourish
and shape economic thought comprehensively.

Implications for the Future of Economic
Research
The experience of Freakonomics highlights several important considerations
for the future trajectory of economic research. Understanding why
Freakonomics failed to transform economics can guide efforts to foster
innovation and broader relevance in the discipline.



Need for Methodological Innovation Coupled with
Rigor
Future economic research can benefit from combining the innovative, real-
world focus of Freakonomics with stringent methodological standards.
Advancements in data science and econometrics provide tools to pursue
unconventional questions while maintaining academic rigor.

Importance of Institutional and Cultural Change
Transforming economics requires changes in institutional incentives and
disciplinary culture that encourage risk-taking, interdisciplinarity, and
public engagement without compromising quality. Reforming publication
practices and funding priorities may facilitate this shift.

Balancing Accessibility and Complexity
Effective communication of economic research to the public remains essential.
Striking a balance between accessibility and analytical depth can enhance
economics’ societal impact while preserving its scholarly integrity.

Embracing Interdisciplinary Collaboration
Promoting genuine collaboration across disciplines can enrich economic
analysis and address complex social issues more comprehensively. Building
institutional support for such collaboration is a critical step forward.

Key Factors Limiting Freakonomics’ Transformation of
Economics

Methodological critiques related to data and causality

Institutional conservatism in academic economics

Cultural preferences for technical rigor over popular appeal

Challenges inherent in interdisciplinary research

Structural barriers within academic institutions



Frequently Asked Questions

Why did Freakonomics fail to transform the field of
economics?
Freakonomics failed to transform economics primarily because it
oversimplified complex economic theories and relied heavily on anecdotal
evidence, which limited its academic credibility and impact on mainstream
economic research.

Did Freakonomics face criticism from professional
economists?
Yes, many professional economists criticized Freakonomics for prioritizing
entertaining narratives over rigorous empirical analysis, which hindered its
acceptance as a serious contribution to economic theory.

How did Freakonomics’ approach differ from
traditional economics?
Freakonomics used unconventional questions and storytelling to explain
economic concepts, focusing on incentives and human behavior, whereas
traditional economics relies more on formal models and statistical methods.

Was Freakonomics’ popular success a barrier to its
academic influence?
Its popular success made Freakonomics more of a cultural phenomenon than an
academic one, which may have reduced its influence in scholarly economic
circles that prioritize methodological rigor.

Did Freakonomics change economic research methods?
While Freakonomics popularized the use of data analysis and interdisciplinary
approaches, it did not fundamentally change economic research methods, which
remain focused on formal modeling and econometrics.

How did Freakonomics impact economic education?
Freakonomics introduced economics to a broader audience and inspired interest
in the subject but did not significantly alter economics curricula or
teaching methods in academic institutions.

What role did Freakonomics’ narrative style play in



its failure to transform economics?
The engaging narrative style made economics accessible but also led to
criticisms that it sacrificed depth and rigor for entertainment, limiting its
transformative potential within the discipline.

Did Freakonomics influence any specific areas within
economics?
Freakonomics influenced behavioral economics and the study of incentives by
highlighting real-world applications, but it did not revolutionize the
broader field of economics.

Could Freakonomics have transformed economics if
approached differently?
Potentially, if Freakonomics had combined its engaging storytelling with more
rigorous empirical research and collaboration with academic economists, it
might have had a greater impact on transforming the discipline.

Additional Resources
1. The Limits of Freakonomics: Why Economics Resisted Change
This book explores the reasons why Freakonomics, despite its popularity,
failed to fundamentally alter mainstream economic thought. It delves into the
institutional rigidity of economics as a discipline and the challenges posed
by entrenched academic norms. The author argues that Freakonomics'
unconventional methods were more of a novelty than a transformative force.

2. Beyond Freakonomics: The Struggle for a New Economic Paradigm
Examining the aftermath of Freakonomics' success, this book analyzes attempts
to build on its approach and why they often fell short. It highlights the
difficulties in reconciling Freakonomics' storytelling style with rigorous
economic modeling. The narrative addresses the gap between popular economics
and academic acceptance.

3. The Economics of Change: Why Freakonomics Didn’t Rewrite the Rules
This work investigates the broader dynamics of change within economic theory
and why Freakonomics did not lead to a paradigm shift. It focuses on the
resilience of traditional economic frameworks and the skepticism faced by
behavioral and unconventional economics. The author discusses how
institutional and cultural factors delayed any significant transformation.

4. Freakonomics and the Persistence of Orthodoxy
This book critiques Freakonomics' impact, arguing that while it challenged
some assumptions, it ultimately reinforced economic orthodoxy. Through case
studies, it shows how Freakonomics' provocative examples were absorbed
without altering foundational theories. The analysis centers on the limits of



popular economics in academic reform.

5. Popular Economics vs. Academic Economics: The Freakonomics Divide
Focusing on the divide between popular economic writing and scholarly
research, this book explains why Freakonomics’ influence was largely confined
to public discourse. It discusses the differing goals, methods, and audiences
of the two spheres. The author suggests that the failure to bridge this
divide limited Freakonomics' transformative potential.

6. Why Freakonomics Failed to Disrupt: An Institutional Perspective
This book takes an institutional approach to understanding Freakonomics'
limited impact on economics. It examines academic publishing, funding, and
career incentives that favor traditional research over innovative approaches.
The author argues that systemic factors in the economics profession hindered
Freakonomics' broader adoption.

7. The Sociology of Economic Ideas: Freakonomics in Context
By situating Freakonomics within the sociology of knowledge, this book
analyzes how social dynamics within the economics community affected its
reception. It explores issues of authority, legitimacy, and gatekeeping in
economic thought. The book highlights the social barriers to Freakonomics
becoming a catalyst for change.

8. Freakonomics and the Myth of Disruption in Economics
This book challenges the narrative that Freakonomics was a disruptive force
in economics. It argues that Freakonomics’ insights were largely incremental
and that true disruption requires deeper methodological shifts. The author
critiques the media-driven hype and contrasts it with the slow pace of
academic evolution.

9. Reimagining Economics: Lessons from Freakonomics’ Unfulfilled Promise
Reflecting on Freakonomics’ legacy, this book offers insights into what it
would take to truly transform economics. It combines critiques of
Freakonomics with proposals for methodological and institutional reforms. The
author advocates for a more interdisciplinary and open economics to overcome
the stagnation highlighted by Freakonomics’ limited impact.
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offer one of the first systematic critiques of cliometrics, new institutional economics and Douglass
North’s work.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Why Nations Fail Daron Acemoglu,
James A. Robinson, 2013-09-17 NEW YORK TIMES AND WALL STREET JOURNAL BESTSELLER •
From two winners of the 2024 Nobel Prize in Economic Sciences, “who have demonstrated the
importance of societal institutions for a country’s prosperity” “A wildly ambitious work that
hopscotches through history and around the world to answer the very big question of why some
countries get rich and others don’t.”—The New York Times FINALIST: Financial Times and Goldman
Sachs Business Book of the Year Award • ONE OF THE BEST BOOKS OF THE YEAR: The
Washington Post, Financial Times, The Economist, BusinessWeek, Bloomberg, The Christian Science
Monitor, The Plain Dealer Why are some nations rich and others poor, divided by wealth and
poverty, health and sickness, food and famine? Is it culture, the weather, or geography that
determines prosperity or poverty? As Why Nations Fail shows, none of these factors is either
definitive or destiny. Drawing on fifteen years of original research, Daron Acemoglu and James
Robinson conclusively show that it is our man-made political and economic institutions that underlie
economic success (or the lack of it). Korea, to take just one example, is a remarkably homogenous
nation, yet the people of North Korea are among the poorest on earth while their brothers and
sisters in South Korea are among the richest. The differences between the Koreas is due to the
politics that created those two different institutional trajectories. Acemoglu and Robinson marshal
extraordinary historical evidence from the Roman Empire, the Mayan city-states, the Soviet Union,
the United States, and Africa to build a new theory of political economy with great relevance for the
big questions of today, among them: • Will China’s economy continue to grow at such a high speed
and ultimately overwhelm the West? • Are America’s best days behind it? Are we creating a vicious
cycle that enriches and empowers a small minority? “This book will change the way people think
about the wealth and poverty of nations . . . as ambitious as Jared Diamond’s Guns, Germs, and
Steel.”—BusinessWeek
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Summary of Freakonomics by Steven D.
Levitt and Stephen J. Dubner QuickRead, Alyssa Burnette, The study of economics can be wilder
than you think. Have you ever wondered why we make the money mistakes that we do? With such a
wealth of financial advice available, it seems stunning that we could make such bad investments or
foolhardy purchases. Freakonomics uses the principles of economic analysis to unpack this concept
for us and explain why we make the choices we do. And through Levitt and Dubner’s critical study,
you’ll learn the surprising truth about how we can apply economics to every facet of our lives from
dating to big purchases! Do you want more free book summaries like this? Download our app for
free at https://www.QuickRead.com/App and get access to hundreds of free book and audiobook
summaries. DISCLAIMER: This book summary is meant as a preview and not a replacement for the
original work. If you like this summary please consider purchasing the original book to get the full
experience as the original author intended it to be. If you are the original author of any book on
QuickRead and want us to remove it, please contact us at hello@quickread.com.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: The Political Economy of Development
Kate Bayliss, Ben Fine, Elisa Van Waeyenberge, 2011-05-06 Any student, academic or practitioner
wanting to succeed in development studies, radical or mainstream, must understand the World
Bank's role and the evolution of its thinking and activities. The Political Economy of Development
provides tools for gaining this understanding and applies them across a range of topics. The
research, practice and scholarship of development are always set against the backdrop of the World
Bank, whose formidable presence shapes both development practice and thinking. This book brings
together academics that specialise in different subject areas of development and reviews their
findings in the context of the World Bank as knowledge bank, policy-maker and financial institution.
The volume offers a compelling contribution to our understanding of development studies and of
development itself. The Political Economy of Development is an invaluable critical resource for
students, policy-makers and activists in development studies.



  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Somebody Should Do Something Michael
Brownstein, Alex Madva, Daniel Kelly, 2025-09-16 A novel and scientific approach to creating
transformative social change—and the surprising ways that each of us can help make a real
difference. Changing the world is difficult. One reason is that the most important problems, like
climate change, racism, and poverty, are structural. They emerge from our collective practices: laws,
economies, history, culture, norms, and built environments. The dilemma is that there is no way to
make structural change without individual people making different—more
structure-facing—decisions. In Somebody Should Do Something, Michael Brownstein, Alex Madva,
and Daniel Kelly show us how we can connect our personal choices to structural change and why
individual choices matter, though not in the way people usually think. The authors paint a new
picture of how social change happens, arguing that our most powerful personal choices are those
that springboard us into working together with others—warehouse worker Chris Smalls’s
unionization at Amazon is one powerful example. Taking inspiration from the writer Bill McKibben,
they stress how one “important thing an individual can do is be somewhat less of an individual.”
Organized into three main parts, the book first diagnoses the problem of “either/or” thinking about
social change, which stems from the false choice of making better personal choices or changing the
system. Then it offers a different way to think about social change, anchored in a new picture of
human nature emerging across the social sciences. Finally, the authors explore ways of putting this
picture into practice. Neither a how-to manual nor an activist’s guide, Somebody Should Do
Something pairs stories with science (plus some jokes) to help readers recognize their own power,
turning resignation about climate change and racial injustice into actions that transform the world.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Economics in One Virus Ryan A. Bourne,
2021-04-07 A truly excellent book that explains where our pandemic response went wrong, and how
we can understand those failings using the tools of economics. —Tyler Cowen, Holbert L. Harris
Chair of Economics at George Mason University and coauthor of the blog Marginal Revolution Have
you ever stopped to wonder why hand sanitizer was missing from your pharmacy for months after
the COVID-19 pandemic hit? Why some employers and employees were arguing over workers being
re-hired during the first COVID-19 lockdown? Why passenger airlines were able to get their own
ring-fenced bailout from Congress? Economics in One Virus answers all these pandemic-related
questions and many more, drawing on the dramatic events of 2020 to bring to life some of the most
important principles of economic thought. Packed with supporting data and the best new academic
evidence, those uninitiated in economics will be given a crash-course in the subject through the
applied case-study of the COVID-19 pandemic, to help explain everything from why the U.S. was
underprepared for the pandemic to how economists go about valuing the lives saved from
lockdowns. After digesting this highly readable, fast-paced, and provocative virus-themed economic
tour, readers will be able to make much better sense of the events that they've lived through.
Perhaps more importantly, the insights on everything from the role of the price mechanism to trade
and specialization will grant even those wholly new to economics the skills to think like an economist
in their own lives and when evaluating the choices of their political leaders.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Effectual Entrepreneurship Saras
Sarasvathy, Glen B. Wheatley, 2025-05-27 Whether you come to this book as an entrepreneurship
student, a corporate manager, someone seeking regenerative social change, or a seasoned creator of
new ventures, you already know that entrepreneurship is the primary engine of growth, innovation,
and financial self-reliance. What you will discover in this book is that there is a science to
entrepreneurship—a shared logic that can be observed in expert entrepreneurs across industries,
geographic locations, and time. We call this logic effectuation—which means working with things
already within your control to co-create valuable new futures with people who want to work with
you. At the heart of the book you will find the four core principles of effectuation that expert
entrepreneurs follow when creating new ventures, products, and markets: Start with your means Set
affordable loss Form partnerships Leverage contingencies In this book, each of these core principles
is explained through cases, stories, thought exercises, and a variety of practical applications.



Presented in the concise, modular, graphical form made popular in previous editions, Effectual
Entrepreneurship is perfect both for those seeking to become entrepreneurs, and those already in
the thick of things! A wealth of thought-provoking material, expert advice, and practical techniques
resides in these pages and on the accompanying website: www.effectuation.org.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: How Economics Explains the World
Andrew Leigh, 2024-09-03 “If you read just one book about economics, make it Andrew Leigh's
clear, insightful, and remarkable (and short) work.” —Claudia Goldin, recipient of the 2023 Nobel
Prize in Economics and Henry Lee Professor of Economics at Harvard University A sweeping,
engrossing history of how economic forces have shaped the world—all in under 200 pages In How
Economics Explains the World, Harvard-trained economist Andrew Leigh presents a new way to
understand the human story. From the dawn of agriculture to AI, here is story of how ingenuity,
greed, and desire for betterment have, to an astonishing degree, determined our past, present, and
future. This small book indeed tells a big story. It is the story of capitalism – of how our market
system developed. It is the story of the discipline of economics, and some of the key figures who
formed it. And it is the story of how economic forces have shaped world history. Why didn’t Africa
colonize Europe instead of the other way around? What happened when countries erected trade and
immigration barriers in the 1930s? Why did the Allies win World War II? Why did inequality in many
advanced countries fall during the 1950s and 1960s? How did property rights drive China’s growth
surge in the 1980s? How does climate change threaten our future prosperity? You’ll find answers to
these questions and more in How Economics Explains the World.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: The Sustainable Economics of Elinor
Ostrom Derek Wall, 2014-02-24 Elinor Ostrom’s Nobel Prize-winning work on common pool property
rights has implications for some of the most pressing sustainability issues of the twenty-first century
— from tackling climate change to maintaining cyberspace. In this book, Derek Wall critically
examines Ostrom’s work, while also exploring the following questions: is it possible to combine
insights rooted in methodological individualism with a theory that stresses collectivist solutions? Is
Ostrom’s emphasis on largely local solutions to climate change relevant to a crisis propelled by
global factors? This volume situates her ideas in terms of the constitutional analysis of her partner
Vincent Ostrom and wider institutional economics. It outlines her key concerns, including a radical
research methodology, commitment to indigenous people and the concept of social-ecological
systems. Ostrom is recognised for producing a body of work which demonstrates how people can
construct rules that allow them to exploit the environment in an ecologically sustainable way,
without the need for governmental regulation, and this book argues that in a world where ecological
realities increasingly threaten material prosperity, such scholarship provides a way of thinking about
how humanity can create truly sustainable development. Given the inter-disciplinary nature of
Ostrom’s work, this book will be relevant to those working in the areas of environmental economics,
political economy, political science and ecology.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: The Shortest History of Economics
Andrew Leigh, 2024-02-20 Explore the human story of economics ... 'The secret of economics is that
the most powerful insights come from a handful of big ideas that anyone can follow.' This small book
tells a big story. From ancient times to the modern world, The Shortest History of Economics
unearths the hidden economic forces behind war, innovation and social transformation. It traces how
capitalism and the market system emerged, and introduces the key ideas and people who shaped the
discipline of economics. From the agricultural revolution to the warming of our planet, Andrew
Leigh tells the story of economics that ranges across centuries and continents, highlighting the
diversity of the discipline. He delves into the radical origins of the game of Monopoly, why the
invention of the plough worsened gender inequality, how certain diseases shaped the patterns of
colonialism, the reasons skyscrapers emerged first in American cities, and much more. The result is
an illuminating, entertaining book about the economic ideas and forces that shape our world. 'This
short book is bursting with insights about economics, illustrated by memorable stories and historical
events. People who are curious about but confused by economics will learn enough from this volume



to be conversant for life. Andrew Leigh is not only an engaging writer, he is charming and fun as
well -- something that cannot be said of all economists!' -- Caroline M. Hoxby, Donya Bommer
Professor of Economics, Stanford University 'If you read just one book about economics, make it
Andrew Leigh's clear, insightful, and remarkable (and short) work. Learn why we are richer, live
longer, have healthier children, are monumentally more productive and are happier than our
ancestors.' -- Claudia Goldin, Nobel Laureate, Henry Lee Professor of Economics, Harvard University
'Leigh takes the reader on an engaging romp through key moments in the world's economic history
that created the economies we see today around the globe. It is essential reading for anyone looking
to understand today's economy.'-- Betsey Stevenson, Professor of Economics, University of Michigan,
and co-author of Principles of Economics
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: From Political Economy to Economics
through Nineteenth-Century Literature Elaine Hadley, Audrey Jaffe, Sarah Winter, 2019-09-26
Focusing on the transition from political economy to economics, this volume seeks to restore social
content to economic abstractions through readings of nineteenth-century British and American
literature. The essays gathered here, by new as well as established scholars of literature and
economics, link important nineteenth-century texts and histories with present-day issues such as
exploitation, income inequality, globalization, energy consumption, property ownership and rent,
human capital, corporate power, and environmental degradation. Organized according to key
concepts for future research, the collection has a clear interdisciplinary, humanities approach and
international reach. These diverse essays will interest students and scholars in literature, history,
political science, economics, sociology, law, and cultural studies, in addition to readers generally
interested in the Victorian period.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Handbook of Behavioural Change and
Public Policy Holger Straßheim, Silke Beck, 2019 Behavioural change has become a core issue of
public policy. Behavioural instruments such as ‘nudging’ apply insights from behavioural economics
and behavioural sciences, psychology and neurosciences across a broad range of policy areas.
Behavioural insights teams and networks facilitate the global spread of behavioural public policies.
Despite an ever-growing amount of literature, research has remained fragmented. This
comprehensive Handbook unites interdisciplinary scholarship, with contributions critically assessing
the state and direction of behavioural public policies, their normative implications and political
consequences.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Economic and Business issues in
Retrospect and prospect Kerem Gökten, Ahmet Arif Eren, 2019-03-10 There is a strong view that
economics is the academic discipline that best represents the claim of positive science among social
sciences. Economics has undergone significant transformations after its emergence as a science.
Despite all these transformations, the feature containing positive and normative elements has not
changed. While economists from the political economy tradition focus on qualitative studies that
relate to other social sciences, especially political science and history, a group of economists adopt
the qualitative methods of natural sciences to analyze economic problems. There is a debate among
economists on how to understand social reality and what kind of science the economy should be.
Business is a discipline that has declared its relative independence from economics over time.
Business is a research field that encompasses a wide range of areas ranging from organizational
behavior of individuals to the firm’s production and marketing strategies. This book contains articles
on essential topics related to these disciplines, which have an in- separable relationship between
them. Academicians contributing to the book have produced works on current topics of discussion as
well as key subjects that remain important in economics and management.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Applied Welfare Economics, Trade,
and Agricultural Policy Analysis G. Cornelis van Kooten, 2021-10-08 Providing a broad-based
background for analysing economic policies, this textbook brings economic rationality to political
decision making.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: In and against Development Ben Fine,



2025-03-31 Long self-proclaimed as “Knowledge Bank”, the World Bank is as active as criticised in
its endeavours across scholarship, ideology and policy in practice, serving US interests in the age of
globalisation, neoliberalism and financialisation. This Volume focuses on the Bank’s scholarship,
meticulously criticising it and assessing alternatives. Its analytical framing draws upon economics
imperialism in general, and its evolution through three phases. Corresponding phases of new, newer
and newest development economics are identified, with the World Bank taking a leading role in
each, with implications for the expanding scope of development economics and its contestations with
development studies.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Fostering Sustainable Development in
the Age of Technologies Rohit Sharma, Anjali Shishodia, Ashish Gupta, 2023-12-13 Fostering
Sustainable Development in the Age of Technologies highlights the interplay between various
disruptive technologies such as Artificial Intelligence, Autonomous robots, Big Data Analytics,
Blockchain, Cloud Computing, and Digital Twins, and holistic sustainable development.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: The Politics of Actually Existing
Unsustainability John Barry, 2012-02-23 Going against both the naive techno-optimism of 'greening
business as usual' and a resurgent 'catastrophism' within green thinking and politics, The Politics of
Actually Existing Unsustainability offers an analysis of the causes of unsustainability and diminished
human flourishing. It makes a case for seeing that it is profound and deepening unsustainability and
growing injustice that characterizes the modern world. The books locates the causes of
unsustainability in dominant capitalist modes of production, debt-based consumerism, and the
imperative for orthodox economic growth. It suggests that valuable insights into the causes of and
alternatives to unsustainability can be found in a critical embracing of human vulnerability and
dependency as both constitutive and ineliminable aspects of what it means to be human. Rather than
seeing invulnerability as the appropriate response, the book defends resilience, the ability to 'cope
with' rather than 'solve' vulnerability, as a more productive strategy. The Politics of Actually Existing
Unsustainability offers a trenchant critique of the dominant neoclassical economic groupthink, which
the book argues must be seen not as some value-neutral form of 'expert knowledge' but as a
thoroughly ideological 'common sense' that has corrupted and limited creative ways of thinking
about and through our current predicament. It offers a green political economic alternative which
replaces economic growth with economic security, and views economic growth as having done its
work in the minority, affluent world, which should now focus on human flourishing and lowering
socio-economic inequality and fostering solidarity as part of that new re-orientation of public policy.
Complementing this green political economy, the book outlines and develops an account of 'green
republicanism', which represents an innovative and original contribution to debates on the political
responses to the crises and opportunities of global unsustainability. The Politics of Actually Existing
Unsustainability draws widely from a range of disciplines and thinkers to produce a highly relevant,
timely, and provocatively original statement on the human predicament in the twenty-first century.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: The Global and the Local: An
Environmental Ethics Casebook Dale Murray, 2017-03-06 In The Global and the Local: An
Environmental Ethics Casebook, Dale Murray presents fifty-one actual, unique, and compelling case
studies. The book covers a wide variety of environmental topics from those as global as overfishing,
climate change, ocean acidification, and e-waste, to those topics as local as whether we should place
salt on the driveway during winter, construct rain gardens, or believe we have a duty to hunt. The
book also features an easy to read, yet rigorous introductory section exposing readers to ethical
theories and approaches to environmental ethics. By interweaving these theoretical considerations
into long and short case studies, Murray illuminates a comprehensive range of the most pressing
environmental issues facing our biosphere both today and in the future.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Leaders With Substance: An Antidote
to Leadership Genericism in Schools Matthew Evans, 2019-10-25 Leadership is an ill-defined
domain, drowning in abstract theories and models of expertise. School leadership suffers from this
lack of a satisfactory and useful definition of leadership, and has of late been drawn in to generic



approaches to school improvement which have left the workforce feeling anything but `well led'.
How do we put `substance' back in to school leadership? This book draws on the lessons of cognitive
science and explores the specific things that school leaders do, arguing for a notion of school
leadership rooted in the realities of leaders' daily experiences. It presents a case for how school
leaders can develop their expertise and, in doing so, places domain-specific knowledge at the heart
of school improvement efforts.
  why freakonomics failed to transform economics: Stories Economists Tell John P. Tiemstra,
2012-12-19 A Christian approach to economic analysis requires that humans be thought of not as
maximizing their own private economic welfare, but rather as making moral choices with their
resources. Professor Tiemstra lays out the methodology of this approach in the first section of this
book. He then applies it to real economic problems, including poverty and economic justice,
environmental sustainability, and globalization.
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