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RADICALISM IN GEOGRAPHY

Theradical approach in geography developed in 1970sasareaction to ‘ quantitative revolution’ and
positivismwhichtried to make geography asaspatia science, with great emphasison locationd anaysis.
It began asacritiquewithin the contemporary liberal capitalistic society but |ater coal esced around abelief
inthe power of Marxian analysis. According toradicalists, inequality isinherent in the capitalist mode of
production. Redistribution of incomethrough taxation policieswill not solve the problemsof poverty,
according to Peet, alternative, environment designs, with removal of central bureaucraciesand their
replacement by anarchistic model sof community control are needed, and geographersshould work towards
their creation.

Thefollowersof radical gpproachin geography mainly concentrated ontheissuesof great socid relevance
like, inequdity, racism, sexiam, crime, delinquency, discrimination againgt blacksand non-whites, females,
exploitation of juveniles and environment resources and the opposition of the Viethamwar in U.S.A.
Eventsof thelate 1960s, such asthe burning of large citiesin thewestern world, student-unrest, worker-
uprisngin Parisin 1968, massive anti-Viethamwar protest actionsand radica cultura reformation exposed
thesocia and palitical irrdlevance of geography asaspatid scienceand proved the hollownessof locationd
andyss.

It wasin thisbackground that theradicdized sudentsand junior faculty memberschalenged thetraditiona
geography (geography asspatia science) and they started publishing articleswith more* socialy relevant’
geographictopicsintheprofessiona journals. In 1969, Antipode—aRadica Journa of Geography was
founded at the Clark University inWorcester (M assachusetts), specifically to publish theresearch papers
of theyounger geographerswith arevolutionary leaning.

Theyoung radical geographers published papersin Antipode dealing with urban poverty, discrimination
aganst women, col oured peopleand minority groups, unegqua accessto socid amenities, crimes, deprivation,
permissivenessand sexism. They aso published articles on underdevel opment, poverty, malnutrition, and
unemployment and resource misusein the Third World countries. Thus, theradicaiststook theside of the
oppressed, advocating their causesand pressing for fundamentd socia change. Inbrief, theradica geography
wasaquest for social relevance of the discipline geography at atime of contradiction and crisesinthe
capitalistic society of thewest.
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Theorigin of theradical geography movement can betraced tothein late 1960s, especially in
theU.S.A. with threecontemporary political issues:

TheVietnamwar,

Civil rights (especidly of theAmerican blacks), and

Thepervasive poverty and inequality suffered by the residents of urban ghettos and deprived rural
areasal of whichwere generating increased socia unrest and tension.
Inthewordsof Peet (1977), radical geography devel oped largely asanegative reaction to the established
discipline (spatia science). Theradical geographersintroduced thestudy of topicssuch aspoverty, hunger,
hedlth, and crimeto human geographers, who had previoudy very largely ignored them.
Thesalient featuresand objectivesof radical geography were:

To expose the issues of inequality, deprivation, discrimination, health, exploitation, crime and
environmental degradationinthecapitaist countries.

To highlight thewesknesses of the pogitivism and quantitativerevol utionin geography which emphasized
ongeography asa‘spatia science’ with athrust onlocationa andysis.

To bring aculturd revolution to eradi cate permissiveness, sexism and discrimination against females.

Toremoveregiona inequdities.

Radicalistsopposed palitical centralization and economic concentration. Contrary to multinationals,
they favoured smd|- scalesdf sufficient socid units, livingin gregter harmony withtheir natura surroundings.

They wereagaingt imperialism, nationalism, nationd chauvinismandracism.

They opposed theideaof the superiority of thewhite and thewest.

According to radicaliststhe man and environment rel ationship may be understood through history. In

other words, themode of production in any society determinesthe economicrel ation among itspeople.

Oneof the objectivesof theradicalistswasto explain not only what ishappening but al so to prescribe

revolutionary changesand sol ution to the social problems.

10.Todevelop amorejust, equal, tension free, peaceful and enjoyable society.
Notwithstanding their politicd diversty or clamsfor opennessandinclusion, radica or critica geographies
constitute bounded political projectsand, sometimes, even Utopian visions, albeit often ensconced in
vague pronouncements. But critiquesof existing socia ordersabound at the expense of propositionsfor an
aternative, improved society. If radical or critical geographiesareto haveawider socid impact, then aset
of palitica goasshould bedevel oped around whichradica or critical geographerscanrally and become
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organized. A political project, touching on strategiesand aims, isoffered to promote adialogue on the
meaning and content of radical geographies.

Themeaning of radical geography istypicaly takenfor granted and hardly ever discussed explicitly. A
recent exception hasemerged in thedebateover thestatusand trajectory of thejour nal Antipode.
Inthat exchange, it becameclear that clarifying theterm“radica” iscrucia to being ableevento discussthe
issue. The problem seemssimilar to understanding what “theleft” meansasapolitical perspectiveand
practice. Therecent preferencefor critical over radical geography reflect political devel opmentsoutside
academic contexts, aswell asthe processof ingtitutionalization of radical geographersin universities. In
any case, thereis, just asinthecaseof socialismor theleft, hardly any agreement over the substance of
radicality, or, now, criticality. Thisisdueto thehistorically diverse approachesand social movementsthat
gaveriseto radical perspectives, including within radical geography (e.g., Peet, 1977). Any sort of
homogeneity or even convergence among these approaches might beillusory, but there are substantive
commonalitiesfounded on concernsfor social justice, whose meaning isal so debated.

Theremay therefore beadvantagesto avoiding any programmietic formul ation of an gpproach, but assuming
that peoplea ready know what one meansby radica geography or theleft or socia justice createsunhel pful
ambiguities, especially for thosewho arenot familiar with historica backgroundsand evolving theoretica
frameworks

Yet empowering sexigts, neo-nazis, and businessesisnot usualy regarded asthe sort of project that should
begiven priority. Thereclearly are boundariesto radica geography, however shifting and despiteadiverse
array of politicad commitmentsand socid theories. Thisishighly gppropriate, if theaimsareto contributeto
socid justiceor improvethequality of lifefor al (neutrality isafigleaf for supporting the statusquo). But
such boundariesa soimply political ends, which largely remaintacit and underdevel oped. Seldom are
geographersclear about what exactly they want to accomplishwhen employing aradical gpproach. Instead,
writingsareinterspersed with vaguedlus onsto activism, emanci pation, empowerment, political engagement,
progress, relevance, resistance, socia change, among other such prescriptions. This curiousambiguity
about aimsisnot reflected in the much more clearly defined boundaries, however implicit, of scopeand
subjectsof study.

Not surprisingly, there continuesto be dissati sfaction with conceptualizationsand practices of radical
geography (Blomley, 1994; Wakefield, 2007). Devoting much effort to produce studiesthat promote at
best avaguepoalitical project isnot exactly aninspiring endeavour andit hardly hel psto connect academic
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practicesto socia struggles. Itisdifficult to place one sresearchin context and carry out aproject if the
political endsremain undefined. In other words, the social val ue of academic interventions cannot be
evaluated, appropriate assessment criteriacannot beformulated, and dial ogue about evaluative criteria
cannot be established on thebasisof notionssuch as* progress’ or “emancipation”, sincethe end point of
progressor the oppressive process (or oppressor) areleft to theimagination.

M eaningsof radical geography

Thisleavestheissue of meaning unresolved, but there are descriptions and prescriptions about radical
geography, however insufficient, dispersedinthewritingsof many of thosewho promotearadica geography
(see, for instance, Harvey, 2000). Radical geography can beregarded asageneral approach that seeksto
anayzeroot causesof socid phenomena(rather than physica ones), question the statusquo, and contribute
to“social change” (Mitchell, 2004: 29), whose content tendsto be undefined and even though societies
change constantly anyway. Rarely, some even suggest socialism astheam, but then what constitutes
socidismisnot discussed . Theissueistheneasily monopolized, by default, by thenot very critical geographers
studying what transpiredin the Soviet bloc.

According to Don Mitchell, aradical geography a so requires commitment to acontext- specific truth,
which | think weakenshisargument for what | rather think intermsof taking empirical evidence serioudly,
just asinthephysical sciences. Fuller and Kitchin, who do not share Mitchell’senthusiasm for truthand
Tightnessand who confuse praxiswith practice, describe* critical” geography asagroup of approaches
that shares* acommitment to: exposethe socio-spatial processesthat (re)produceinequalities between
peopleand places; chalengeand change[sc?] thoseinequalities; and bridgethedivide between theorization
and praxis.

Smith outlinesamore concrete description of theamsof critica geography: “ Critical geography” provides
abroad group identity for scholarsand activistscommitted to aradica restructuring of thesocietieswelive
in: cgpitaiam, heteronormativity, patriarchy, imperiaism, racism and many other formsof oppressionrepresent
theinterlaced targetsof thisgeographical critique.

However, thedesired outcomeof critical geography remainsambiguousbecauseit isbased onopposition
toexisting socid arrangements, rather than on propositionsfor adifferent socid system. Thereis, additionaly,
no attempt to link geographicd critiquewith actionsor strategiesthat contributeto theradica restructuring
of thesocietiesinwhichwelive. Kathryn Mitchell (2006) providesuswith somecluesabout suchlinkage,

intermsof becoming publicintellectuas, but thisdoeslittleto overcomethe problem of ambiguitiesin
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political aimsand unformulated i deas about the sort of social system, or even aspectsthereof, for which
onemight want to struggle.

Someof theingredientsnecessary to conceiving of futureaternativesand aligning academic practiceswith
wider social strugglesalready exist and have even been considered by aminority of human geographers
and other socid scientigts(e.g., Blomley, 2007; Gibson-Graham, 1996). Seeking, describing, and highlighting
exiging dternative practiceswill certainly aidintheidentification of what sort of society wewishtofight for,
but these studieshaveyet to bebrought into adiscussion of theaimsof radica geography, aswill attentiveness
toreally existing democraciesin non-European and extra-statal contexts and the copiousworks and
practicesof anarchist scholarsand activists, who are summarily ignored by most radical geographersor
even excluded from*“theleft” or “sociaism” .

Sofar, the*“real radical geography” that Heynen (2006) advocatesisto methe most constructive
approach to delineating the substance of radical geography, not only in terms of methods, but al so of
political ends. It comes closest to outlining aviable connection with social movementsby basing radical
geography ontheissueof humansurviva inthemidst of materia inequdity. Inthismanner, themain object
of geographers' interventionsistheremova of obstaclesto meeting basic materia needs.

Fundamental inadequaciesof radical geography

Giventheabove and despite Heynen'spromising contribution, thereremain severa fundamenta problems
with radical geography. Therearevirtually no discussionsof political aimsregarding, for instance, what
kind of society radical geographerswant to promote. Thereishardly afrank and explicit engagement
about the appropriatenessof theoretica frameworksused, whichisquiteacontrast to earlier writingsfrom
the 1970s inthejourna Antipode, for instance.

Clearly, not all theoretica approachesareradica or critica inthe sensethat isimplicitly meant by most

radical or critica geographers. But without addressing thisissue, thereisdifficulty evenin establishing

thecriteriathat constitutearadica approach. Consequently, the rel ationship between theory and
practiceiswoefully underdevel oped. Lack of clarity and discussion (which can contributeto clarity)
about political projectsand boundaries underminethe prospectsfor understanding what kinds of
perspectivesor explanatory frameworksare suitablefor what political aims. They aso prevent the
refinement of what political amsareplausblegiven existing socid conditions, asexplained through the
theoretical frameworksemployed to understand social reality. Opagueness about suchissuesmuddles
prioritiesand strategiesfor politica engagement (both inside and outs de academi ¢ settings).
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Anayzing theroot causesof or processesbehind socia phenomenawithout equally addressing the
root causes of or processes behind physical phenomenaisakinto pretending that we can explain
reality on the basisof the experiencesof asingle species. AsHeynen dates, “ Thematerial boundaries
between life and death do not care how wethink about these processes, or even if webelievethey
exig” . Thisisprecisely why physical geography must beradicaized and integrated into astrugglefor
social justiceand asocia system (thegenera politica ams) that needsto beclarified. The subjectsof
andysismust beexpanded and aunified approach must beapriority for aradica geography; otherwise,
technocratswill continueto monopolizethe content of physical geography and cartography. Arguments
for theunification of geographical fieldsarefar from new (Goudie, 1986; Hanson, 1999; Johnston,
1983; Massey, 1999), but, with few exceptions, they have avoided discussing the political aimsand
ramificationsof suchaproject.
Someintegrationiscurrently being achieved in people-environment geographies(e.g., political ecology,
animal geographies), but, asinthecasecritica and radical geography generdly, thereislittleexplicit
argumentation over thekind and amsof politica engagement (e.g., propositionsof dternativefutures),
evenwhentheissueisraised.
Regrettably, most research on people-environment rel ationsfail sto addressphysica processesdirectly,
privileging theanalysisof socid relations(Robbins, 2004). Theuniverseispopulated by many more
entitiesthan us, and they act on theworld independently of and inmutually influencing wayswith us.
S0, being mindful of how ideol ogies shape our understanding of therest of the universe, weshould dso
study therest of the universe and formulate approachesto such astudy that enabletheintegration of
our political amswith everyday realitiesof physical processes.
A didectica materiadisminformed by an egditarian sensitivity could beuseful toward devel opingaunified
geography, if not contributedirectly to creating aradica physical geography. Thelatter wasresuscitated
through therediscovery of Kropotkinand Reclus, along with Marx’sgenera writingsand fragmentary
remarkson nature. Promising stepswere being madein the 1970sand 1980s (e.g., Union of Socialist
Geographers, 1983), but little of thiskind of work hasbecomewidely known or put to practicein academic
geography.
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Radical geography as Social Welfare

Economistsdefined socid welfareasasum total of cardinally measurableutilities of different membersof
the society. An optimum alocation of resourceswas onewhich maximized the socia welfareinthissense
Pareto wasthefirst to part with thistraditional approach to social welfarein two important respects.
Firgt, hergected notion of cardind utility and itsadditive natureand, second, he detached welfareeconomics
from theinter-persona comparisonsof utilities.

Pareto’sconcept of maximum socia welfarewhichisbased upon ordina utility andisa sofreefromvaue
judgments occupiesasignificant placein modern welfare economics.

Pareto optimum may not besufficient condition” for attaining maximumsocid welfarebut itisanecessary
conditionfor it. To repest, Pareto optimum (often called Economic Efficiency) isapositionfromwhichitis
impos-sibleto make anyone better off without making someoneworse off by any reall ocation of resources
or digtribution of outputs. Thus, inthe Pareto opti-mum positionthewel fare of any individua of thesociety
cannot beincreased without decreas ng thewel fare of another member. Before explaining the conditionsof
achieving Pareto optimdity, we shal explain Pareto criterion of eva uating changesin socid welfarebecause
the concept of Pareto optimality or maximum socia welfareisbased upon Pareto criterion of welfare.
Pareto Criterion of Social Welfare:

The concept of Pareto optimum or economic efficiency stated aboveisbased on awelfarecriterion
put forward by V. Pareto. Pareto criterion statesthat if any reorganization of economic resourcesdoesnot
harm anybody and makes someone better off, it indicatesan increasein socid welfare. If any reorganization
or change makeseverybody inasociety better off, it will, according to Pareto, undoubtedly meanincrease
insocid welfare.

Pareto criterion can also be explained with the hel p of Samuelson’sutility possibility curve. Utility
possibility curveisthelocusof the various combinations of utilities obtained by two personsfromthe
consumption of aparticular bundle of goods.

Marginal Conditionsof Pareto Optimality:

Pareto concluded from hiscriterion that competition |eadsthe soci ety to an optimum position but he

had not given any mathematical proof of it, nor he derived the marginal conditionsto befulfilled for

achievement of the optimum position.
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Thesemarginal conditionsar ebased on thefollowingimportant assumptions:

Eachindividud hashisown ordina utility function and possesses definite amount of each product and

factor.

Production function of every firm and the state of technol ogy isgiven and remains con-stant.

Goodsare perfectly divisble.

A producer triesto produce agiven output with theleast-cost combination of factors.

Every individua wantsto maximizehissatisfaction.

Every individua purchasessomequantity of al goods.

All factorsof production are perfectly mobile.

Given the above assumptions various marginal conditions (first-order conditions) required for the
achievement of Pareto optimum or maximum social welfare are explained below:

TheOptimum Distribution of Productsamongthe Consumer s Efficiency in Exchange:

Thefirg condition reaesto the optimum distribution of the goodsamong the different consum-erscomposing
asociety at aparticular point of time. Thecondition says. “ Themarginal rate of substitution between any
two goods must bethe samefor every individua who consumesthem both.”

Themargina rate of substitution of onegood for another so asisthe amount of onegood necessary to
compensatefor thelossof amarginal unit of another so asto maintain aconstant level of satisfaction. So
long asthemarginal rate of substitution (MRS) between two goodsisnot equal for any two consumers,
they will enter into an exchange which wouldincreasethe satisfaction of both or of onewithout decreasing
the satisfaction of the other.

TheOptimum Allocation of Factors. Pareto Efficiency in Production:

The second condition for Pareto optimum requiresthat the available factors of production should be
utilized inthe production of productsin such amanner that it isimpossibleto increase the output of open
firmwithout adecreasein the output of another or to increase the output of both the goods by any re-
alocation of factorsof production. Thissituationwould beachievedif themargind technica rateof subgtitution
betweenany pair of factorsmust bethe samefor any two firms producing two different productsand usng
both the factorsto producethe products. But it isworth mentioning that there are several pointsonthe
contract curve and each of them representsthe optimum allocation of labour and capital asbetweenthe
two firms. But which one of themisbest cannot be said on the basisof Pareto criterion because movement
alongthecontract curvein either direction represents such factor reallocation whichincreasesthe output of

one and reducesthe output of another firm.
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Optimum Direction of Production: Efficiency in Product Mix:

Thiscondition relatesto the pattern of production. Thefulfillment of thiscondition determinesthe optimum
quantitiesof different commoditiesto be produced with the given factor endowments. Thiscondition states
that “themargind rate of substitution between any pair of productsfor any person consuming both must be
the sameasthe margina rate of transformation (for the commu-nity) between them.” According tothis
condition, for the attainment of maximum social welfare goods should be produced in accordance with
consumer’spreferences.

The Second-Order and Total Conditionsof Pareto Optimality:

Themargind or thefirst order conditionsexplained aboveare‘ necessary’ but not sufficient for theattainment
of maximum socia welfare becausethe margina Conditionsby themselvesdo not guarantee maximum
welfare.

Themarginal conditionscan befulfilled evenat theleve of minimum welfare. To attain themaximum
socia welfare position second-order conditionstogether with themarginal conditionsmust be satisfied.
The second order conditionsrequirethat all indifference curves must be convex to theorigin and all
transformation curves concavetoit in the neighbourhood of any portion wheremarginal conditionsare
sidfied.

But even the satisfaction of both (first and second order conditions) doesnot ensure the largest
maximum welfare becauise even when margina conditions (first and second order) arefulfilled, it may till
be possibleto moveto aposition where socia welfareisgreater. To attain the maximum social welfare,
another set of conditionswhich arecalled by J.R. Hicksasthe*total conditions must also be satisfied.

Thetotal conditionsstate, “ That if welfareisto beamaximum, it must beimpossibletoincrease
welfare by producing aproduct not otherwise produced or by using afactor not otherwiseused.” If itis
possibletoincreasewdfareby such activitiesthe optimum positionisnot determined by margina conditions
aone.

Therefore, welfarewill bereally maximum if themargina aswell astotal conditionsare satisfied. But
suchasocia optimumtooisHot auniqueone. Itisoneof alargenumber of optima. Thewholeanalysisof
conditionsof Pareto optimality assumesagiven distribution of income.

With achangeinthedistribution of income Pareto optimality will be achieved with different output-mix
of variousproductsand different allocation of variousfactorsamong products. Thus, anew optimum will

emergedueto redistribution of income and thereare no criteriato judge whether the new optimum isbetter
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or worsethanthe previoussocid optimum. Thiscan beknown only with thehelp of someva uejudgments
regarding incomedistribution which hasbeen ruled out by the Pareto criterion.
Perfectly Competitive Equilibrium and Par eto Optimality:

Inour above analysi swe have explained thevariousmargind conditionsof attaining Pareto optimality
or, in other words, optimum allocation of resources. It hasbeen claimed by severd economiststhat perfect
competitionisanidea market formwhich ensuresthe attainment of Pareto optimality or maximumsocia
welfareasit fulfillsal themarginal conditionsrequired for the purpose.

Perfect Competition and Optimal Distribution of Goodsor Efficiency in Exchange:

Under perfect competition pricesof all goodsare given and samefor every consumer. Itisal so assumed
that consumerstry to maximizetheir satisfaction subject to their budget constraint.

Perfect Competition and Optimal Allocation of Factors:

The second marginal condition for Pareto optimality relatesto the optimal allocation of factorsin the
production of variousgoods. Thiscondition requiresthat for theoptimal alocation of factorsmargina rate
of technical substitution (MRTS) between any two factors, say |abour and capital, must bethesameinthe
production of any pair of products.

Thisconditionisa so satisfied by perfect competition. For aproducer working under perfect competition
pricesof factorsheemploysare given and constant and heisin equilibrium (that is, minimizeshiscost for
agivenlevd of output) at the combination of factorswherethe givenisoquant istangent to aniso-cost line.
Perfect Competition and Optimum Direction (i.e. Composition) of Production: Allocative Eco-nomic
Efficiency:

Themost important condition for the attainment of Pareto optimum isonewhich refersto theoptimum
direction or composition of production. In other words, this condition requires how much amounts of
different goods should be produced and resourcesallocated accordingly.

Thisrefersto thegenera condition for optimum allocation of resourceswhich hasa so been called the
conditionfor General Economic Efficiency and Generd Pareto Optimum. Thiscondition Satesthat margina
rate of substitution between any two commoditiesfor any consumer should bethe sameasthe marginal
rate of transformation for the community between these two commodities.

Fundamental Theorem of WelfareEconomicsand ItsCritique:
It has been shown above that perfectly competitive equilibriumisPareto optimal. Thisiscalled

fundamenta theorem of welfare economics. Thisisalso called theinvisiblehand theorem. Thebdlief that
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competitive market economy provides an efficient means of alocating scarce resources goes back to
Adam Smith who argued in hisfamous book “Wealth of Nations’ that individualswho pursuetheir self-
interest, they operating through market promote the welfare of othersand welfare of the society asa
whole. Thusindividua consumersseek to maximizetheir own satisfaction and producerspursueto maximize
their own profits. Even though promoting the interests of the society asawholeisnot apart of their
intention but they areled by theinvisibleforcesof market system to promotetheinterest of the society as
awhole,

A Critical Evaluation of Pareto Criterion and Par eto Optimality:

Pareto criterion and the concept of Pareto optimality and maximum socia welfarebased onit occupy
asignificant placein welfare economics. To judgethe efficiency of an economic system, the notion of
Pareto optimality hasbeen used.

It hasal so been used to bring out the gains of trading or exchange of goods between individuals. But
even Pareto criterionwhich rulesout comparing those changesin policieswhich make someworse off has
been asubject of controversy and has been criticized on severa grounds.

First, it hasbeen alleged that Pareto criterion isnot completely freefrom value judgements. The
supportersof Pareto criterionclamthat it providesuswith an‘ objective criterion of efficiency. However,
this has been contested.

Against Pareto criterionit hasbeen said that to say that apolicy changewhich makes some better off
without others being worse of f increases social welfareisitself avaluejudgement. Thisisbecausewe
recommend such changeswhich pass Pareto criterion.

Theimplication of thisassertion will become obviouswhen the personswho gain asaresult of policy

change aretherich and those who remain where they were before are poor. Therefore, to say onthe

bas sof Pareto criterion that whenever any policy change which, without harming anyone, benefits
some peopleregardless of whoever they may be, increasessocia welfareisavauejudgement which
may not be accepted by al.

Second, animportant limitation of Pareto criterionisthat it cannot be applied tojudgethesocid

desirability of those policy proposa swhich benefit someand harm others. Such policy changesare

quiterarewhich do not harm at least someindividual sin the society.
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Thus, Pareto criterionisof limited applicability asit cannot be used to pronouncejudgementsona

maj ority of policy proposaswhichinvolveaconflict of preferencesof twoindividuas.

Toevauate socia desirability of those policy changeswhich benefit someand harm others, we need to
makeinterpersona comparison of utility which Pareto criterion refusesto do. Thus, “ Pareto criterion
worksby sidestepping the crucia issue of inter-persona comparison and incomedistribution, that is, by
dealing only with caseswhere no oneisharmed so that the problem doesnot arise’.

Theindeterminacy isthe consequence of consider-ing anincrease in welfare to be unambiguously
defined only if animprovement in oneindividual’s position isnot accompanied by adeterioration of the
position of another. Theindeterminacy can only beremoved by further valuejudgments.”

Aboveall, achief drawback of Pareto-optimality analysisisthat it acceptsthe prevailing income
distribution and no attempt ismadeto find an optimal distribution of income, sinceit isthought that there
doesnot exist any objective, value-freeand scientific way of finding optimal distribution of income.

Thus, Pareto optimality analysisremainseither silent or biased in favour of status quo on theissue of
incomedistribution. Further, Pareto optimality analysismay lead to recommend the prevailing income
distribution whereamagjority of the population liveson the subsis-tencelevel or below the poverty line
whileafew livealifeof affluence. Thus, “ Ultimately, the Paretian gpproach can be consdered thewelfare
economists' instrument par excellencefor the circumvention of theissue of incomedistribution.”

Further, criticizing Pareto criterion Prof. Amartya Sen has pointed out that the successthat the criterion of
Pareto optimdity hasachievedin judging thedesirability of asocid stateor apolicy changeisvery limited.
So, according to him, thisisnot agood and adequate criterion for judging socia welfare.

Further, Prof. Sen hascriticized Pareto optimality onthe basisthat it identifieswell-being with utility and
capturestheefficiency aspectsonly of utility-based accounting. It may benoted that utility isinterpretedin
twoways, Firdly, itissaidtomean‘ happiness . Secondly, itisinterpretedinthe senseof ‘ desire-fulfillment’.
Heisof theview that utility doesnot alwaysreflect well-being. Heisof theview that peopleliving alife of
great misfortunewith littlehope and opportunitiesmay get more utility or happi-nessevenfromsmal gains.
But that should not beinterpreted that thereisasignificant improvement in their well-being.
Themeasure of utility inthe sense of happiness may not reveal the true picture about the state of his
deprivation. Hethuswrites The hopel essbeggar, precariouslandlesslabourers, the dominated housewife,

the hardened unemployed or the over-exhausted cooliemay al take pleasurein small mercies, and manage
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to suppressintensesuffering for thenecessity of continued survivd, but it would beethically deeply mistaken
to attach correspondingly small va ueto thelossof their well-being because of their survival strategy.

For an adequate measure of well-being thesevariablescannot beignored. “In compar-ing different economic
systemsor comparing different ways of organizing agiven economy, the possibility that some of these
variablesmight beaffected cannot beignored. Thus, areorganization that giveseveryonemoreincomeand
leisuremight not improvethewelfare of the community if at thesametimeit limitsindividua freedomsor

requiresthe abandonment of cherished cultural traditions.”
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