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, may emerge i n  a v a r i e t y  of ways. I n s t i t u t i o n s  may prescribe them, 
emad them, a d  various s o c i a l  r s c e s  may gradually c rea te  them. 

The c e n t r a l  purpose of t h i s  a r t i c l e ,  however, is  t o  formulate a hypothesis r e l a t i ng  only 
t o  the  l a s t  of these  processes--so-called evolutionary norm formation. 

Since norms, argues t h e  author, a r e  but "expectations s t a t i n g  t h a t  something should 
or  must be the case n,  i n  explaining t h e  emergence of norms, "we explain  under what c o d  i- 
t i o n s  M i v i d u a l s  express  new normative statementsn (P. 139). In the  case of evolutionary 
processes, of course,  "norms and/or measures for  t h e i r  enforcemnt  a r e  not e x p l i c i t l y  
s t a t e d  o r  plannedt1 (p. U l ) .  Rather they are, argues t h e  author,  t h e  r e p l 1 l L o f ' m  
s o c i a l  development. 

-In t r ac ing  t& evolutionary emergence of narms i n  l a rge  groups where bargaining is 
impossible and a singlq coercive inst i tut- ion is  lacking,  Opp draws heavily from s tud ies  
on man's t r a n s i t i o n  t o  a g r i c u l t u r a l  s o c i e t i e s ,  the  a c t i v i t i e s  of Indian t r i b e s ,  and c l a s s  
behaviour. According t o  h i s  theory, t h e  process of evolutionary norm formation has a t  
least f i v e  d i s t i n c t  phases. F i r s t ,  t h e r e  occurs, he says,  "the emergence of recurrent  , 
behaviorn where Itpatterns are  associated with r e l a t i v e l y  high G n e f i t s  and low cos tn ,  
w E r e  "%havioral r e g u l a r i t i e s  emerge through i n a t i a t l o n  or successrul  models (p. 3 2 )  
and/or where such s t r u c t u r a l  var iables  as communication and t h e  degree of homogeneity are 
not  "a cons t ra in t  which r e s t r i c t s  the r e a l i z a t i o n  of c e r t a i n  preferencesn (p. 143). Second, 
says  Opp, comes Itthe formation of preferencest1, based on t he  "net u t i l i t y  of recurrent  
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behaviortt, on i t s  " intr insic  valuen (P. I44 ) . Third , @p hypothesizes, $he ar t iculat ion 
of normative statements, which are  merely "the eas i e s t  s t rategy for  informing others (about ) 
what one wants them t o  don, (P. l.45 ) . Fourth, theorizes the author, comes the acceptance 
a d  in terna l iza t ion  of no=, provi$ed t h a t  they themselves a re  

in t r ins i ca l ly  rewarding and that  deviating from the 
norm i s  in*rinsically costlyn. Finally,  thinks Opp, there comes the a r t icu la t ion  of 
"measures f o r  e normsn (p. 146) .  

What i m p s  does t h i s  hypothesis have f ~ r ~ e o o n o m i c  models of norm formation 
t h a t  scholars l i k e  Olson have posited? Opp says t h a t  they are threefold. F i r s t ,  since 
ntransaction cos ts  entai led i n  reaching an agreement on a particular norm do not occur i f  
the conditions described i n  our model are  givenn, it meang,explains the author, t ha t  "even 
if the  cos t s  of organizing a col lect ive decision on a cer ta in  norm are tremendous, the 
norm may nevertheless emergen (p. l47). Second, says Opp, naccording t o  our model, the 
perceived influence on providing a norm i n  a group i s  i rrelevantn,  and "the same holds 
t r u e  f o r  the d i f fe rent  e f f ec t s  of group s imi l .  And the  ex terna l i t ies  t h a t  are relevant- 
t o  the emergence of norms, l a s t l y ,  Itmay be of a d i f f e ren t  kind from those usually dea l t  
with i n  economicsN (p. l.48). 
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