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New data illustrate the extent to which economists have stopped discussing each other’s work.

Once upon a time, economists regularly used to publicly criticise each other’s work in academic journals. But not any more.

In Figure 1 | have illustrated the degree to which economists have stopped debating. The data have been culled from Jstor, the online database of academic
journals. To estimate the number of debating articles for each year, | searched for articles with “comment”, “reply”, and/or “rejoinder” in their titles, as these are
the key words used to indicate a comment on someone else’s article and a reply to that comment. | did the search for the five most prestigious economics

journals. | then used the total number of articles in those five journals in each year as the denominator.

Figure 1
Debate in the Big Five Economics Journals, 1920-2013
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Note: The series shows the number of articles in the big five economics journals
that contain ‘comment’, ‘reply’, or ‘rejoinder’ in the title as a percentage of all arti-
cles published in that year. The big five are the American Economic Review, Econo-
metrica, the Journal of Economic Literature, the Journal of Political Economy, and the
Quarterly Journal of Economics.

Source: Calculated from http://www.jstor.org (accessed 29 August 2014).

Figure 1 shows how there was a dramatic increase in the level of debate in economics from the 1920s through the 1960s. Then, however, there was an equally
dramatic fall. At the peak level, in 1968, fully 22 per cent of the articles published in these journals appear to have been related to debate. By 2013, however,
just 2 per cent were.

Why did this rise and fall happen?

The rise in the debates began in the 1930s, presumably as economists suffered from pangs of Great Depression-inspired doubt. Keynes did most to increase
the level of debate, while the strength of Marxist ideas must also have played an important part in encouraging a culture of cantankerousness. Paul M. Sweezy,
North America’s leading Marxist economist, for instance, contributed to the debates in these journals (see Sweezy 1950a, 1950b, 1972).

The decline in debate then appears to have been associated with the emergence of a ‘neoliberal’ hegemony from the 1970s onwards. Keynesianism wilted,

while Marxists were forced back into their niche publications. It is notable, for example, that Robert Pollin, arguably North America’s leading Marxist economist
today, has only ever published one, six-page article in any of these journals (see Pollin 1985).
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The rise, then, was associated with the challenges to the old liberal orthodoxy, while the decline has been accompanied by the establishment of a new liberal
orthodoxy. That, at least, would be my rough sketch of what happened.

The question then becomes whether it mattered. In my opinion, a lack of debate would not matter if economists had successfully answered all the questions
they are supposed to ask. Recent events, however, suggest that they may not have done.
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