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PREFACE TO SECOND EDITION

The literature on the theory of social choice has grown considerably
beyond the few items in existence at the time the first edition of this book
appeared in 1951. Some of the new literature has dealt with the techni-
cal, mathematical aspects, more with the interpretive. My own thinking
has also evolved somewhat, although I remain far from satisfied with
present formulations. The exhaustion of the first edition provides a
convenient time for a selective and personal stocktaking in the form of an
appended commentary entitled, “Notes on the Theory of Social Choice,
1963,” containing reflections on the text and s omissions and on some
of the more recent literature. This form has seemed more appropriate
than a revision of the original text, which has to some extent scquired a
life of its own.

K J. A

Tokyo, Japan
August 1568
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