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PURPOSE OF THE STUDY. METHODOLOGY 



The inventory of global indicators  

 
 

1) The State/the Market 

2) Global/Local; extreme cases: a) 

glocalism – when global tendencies 

and local interests functionally 

interfere; b) populism – the 

explosion of localism, of the 

autarĐhǇ of ͚the eǆit͛; 
3) Substance/Form; extreme cases: 

a) the communion between People 

and Ideas; the people and the 

communities receive cognitive and 

value support when they need it; b) 

͚The SuďstaŶĐe without Forŵ͛: 
people abandoned in 

igŶoraŶĐe/͛false kŶowledge͛ aŶd 
mental/axiological turmoil; 

 

 

4) Public Intelligence/Public Stupidity 

(to solve or not to solve a social matter in 

such a manner that the consequences 

generate or do not generate more 

problems which are more numerous and 

severe than the initial issue was – to see, 

among many other examples, in an 

European and autochthonous context, 

the issue of property over agricultural 

lands and the issue of how the largest 

agricultural farms are organised); 

 

5) Individual/Community (the 

communion between individuals and 

communities, the mutual support/war 

between individuals and communities; 

from anarchy to totalitarianism). 

 



Country Index - AN INTERDISCIPLINARY APPROACH 

 

The methodological outline of the use of global indicators  

• Global indicators derive from the intersection of two strategic axes concerning the 

processes and combustion of community development, such as, in a first example, 

the State and the Market. Each axis is comprised of numerical values ranging from 

-10 to +10. The intersection of the axes generate four quadrants/spheres of 

reference:  

a) the sphere of healthy growth (intelligent communities); values ranging from 0 to 

10, on both axes; the state and the market support each other; 

b) the sphere of catastrophic crisis; values ranging from 0 to -10, on both axes; both 

the state aŶd the ŵarket are ͚ruiŶed͛, ͚Đollapsed͛; 
c) the sphere of risk/crisis; the state scoring under 0 and the market scoring close to 

10; the market controls the state; 

d) the sphere of risk/crisis; the market scoring under 0 and the state scoring close to 

10; the state controls the market. 



The Theoretical Model of Co-evolution 
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Risk/Crisis 
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An example of Index that could be re-

defined in the logic of our theoretical 

model  

2017 Index of Economic Freedom, 

http://www.heritage.org/index/book/methodology;  

Romania is on the 20th position in a regional ranking with a General Index of Economic 

Freedom of 68,7 (see http://www.heritage.org/index/country/romania).  

 

The geŶeral iŶdeǆ  ”Rule of law” is Đoŵposed of 
3 sub-indicators:  

Property Rights - 63.9,  

Government Integrity - 45.9,  

Judicial Effectiveness - 58.5. 

 

http://www.heritage.org/index/book/methodology
http://www.heritage.org/index/country/romania


MANY THANKS. 


