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Abstract: Since its rise until now, economics has not had the subject of its study
as a whole precisely defined, in the way that would meet requirements placed on
intersubjectivity in a broad community of economists. Because of this, there arise
numerous misunderstandings, even disputes between representatives of several
schools of economic thought. Some schools or streams of thought try to deal with
the problem by placing an attribute before the word economics. However, that does
not solve the problem, on the contrary — it clearly points to an internal diversity of
economics, which is something that does not suit the science. Because of this, in fact,
social economic conscience still does not exist in a narrower sense of the concept.
A principle problem of a scientific discipline is a precise determination of the part
of objective reality in question and the formulation of this chosen part of reality to
investigation (the subject of investigation). In the case of economics is is mostly not
quite clear. It often happens that an economist claims to be studying objective reality,
while in fact manipulating with abstract constructions, or mental models, which more
or less severed from the objective reality. By analysing the mental model construed
above some objective/real-life entity, need not considered as a drawback or mistake,
however, it has to be clearly communicated in an adequate scientific way. If this
done, then a clear boundary given between the subjects of exploration/investigation
constructed above objective/real-life reality and the subject of investigation of some
mental model. If mental models which make up a particular scientific whole fulfil
on a higher level intersubjectivity requirements and a particular community of
economists shares and uses them in this way, then we can speak about the existence
of economic conscience of the given community. The aim of the present paper is to
demonstrate the importance of clear determination of subject of study/investigation
and specifically deal with new possibilities of cultivating methods of studying/
exploring mental models, or virtual economies supported with advanced ICT
products and services, applied information science (Al), computational intelligence
(CI) and cognitive sciences. Proper using these new means, methods and tools to
explore virtual economies this way helps in increasing quality of scholarly/scientific
outputs, as well as intersubjectivity within a large community of not only academic
economists, but also non-academics, including politicians. This at the same time also
helps in increasing the quality of cognition of objective/real-life economic processes,
enable to cultivate imagination of each entity related to complex dynamic processes
going on in a real-life socio-economic reality. We illustrate simple forms of this kind
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of activity by experimenting in virtual laboratories created in STELLE, iDMC and
in Excel.
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1 Uvod

Rozvoj globalnej vedomostnej ekonomiky a stale lepSie moznosti pre subjek-
tivne az voluntaristické zasahovania do nej ekonomicky silnymi subjektmi kladie
pred ekonomiu velké vyzvy. Osobitne sa to tyka katastrofického vyvoja v Europ-
skej unii, v dosledku ktorého sa na adresu ekonomie ozyva kritika zo vSetkych
stran. Nemyslime si, Ze ta kritika je neopravnena, je vSak nekompetentna a adre-
sovana v uvedenom kontexte nespravnym smerom. Sotva totiz mozno obviniovat’
ekonomiu za nieco, ¢o je vo vyluénej pravomoci politikov, Statnych tradnikov
a byrokratického aparatu. Zval'ovat’ zodpovednost’ za to, ¢o sa v ostatnych rokoch
deje najmi v Eurozone na ekondémiu a teoretikov, je nehoraznost’. Na druhej strane
opravnenou je ta kritika, ktora vytyka ekondmii, Ze nevie vystizne vysvetlit' (zlyha-
nie pozitivnej funkcie ekondmie), tobdz dat’ usmernenie ako von z marazmu (zly-
hanie jej normativnej funkcie). V uvedenej suvislosti mozno suhlasit’ s tym, ze eko-
ndémia nie je na urovni sudobych poziadaviek. Ale na mieste je aj otazka: ,,A bola
vobec niekedy? Do tejto hortcej témy by sme si netrafali zabrdat’. Predsa si v§ak
neodpustime rekriminovat’ vyrok vyznamnej anglickej ekonomky Joan Robinso-
novej, ktora koncom Sest'desiatych rokov minulého storoc¢ia na konferencii v Smo-
leniciach adresovala ekondémii priblizne toto: ,,Ekondmia je este stale akoby nevy-
cvalanou kobylou...“. Sotva mozno tvrdit, Ze po vySe Styridsiatich rokoch sa nie¢o
vyraznejSie zmenilo. A ked sme sa uz dotkli Angli¢anky, tak v zaujme rodovej
rovnosti pripomenime, ze aj slovutni ekondémovia vyslovia niekedy vyrok, ktory
by od nich nikto nec¢akal. Nemame na mysli nikoho iného ako samého J. M. Key-
nesa a jeho gnomu o dlhodobom horizonte hospodarstva: ,, ... v budticnosti aj tak
budeme vsetci mrtvi ...“. Ked'Ze tento nevyvratiteny vyrok sa uz davnejsie napl-
nil aj v jeho pripade, nepatri sa pripominat’, ¢o je ulohou vedy, totiz ak si ekono-
mia vazne narokuje patrit’ do tejto kategdrie. Dnes sa nieCo také ako jeho gnoéma
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