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Summary 

 

Despite its proclivity to offer both ex-ante and post-hoc insights (a well-known hallmark of 

scientific rigour), the science of economics (n.b., a social science), which is so often invoked in 

international relations as well as in national debates, continues to be a haven for contradictions, 

not only inside doctrines, ideologies and theories, but also amidst doctrinarians, ideologists and 

theorists. Differences in opinion typically stem from the sets of values and axioms chosen, with 

additional nuances provided by personal socio-cultural circumstances across time and space. 

Pluralism is a rare luxury, so to speak, in natural sciences. With their routine testing of verifiable 

and falsifiable hypotheses, fields such as physics, chemistry, biology etc. usually yield final 

pronouncements on the topics being investigated, which are then capitalised upon through 

technology. Only infinitesimally small margins for error are admissible in their implementation. 

For instance, launching a rocket fully relies upon the law of conservation of momentum; 

computational accuracy thus makes all the difference (including between life and death). 

Likewise, differences in economic judgement (not only in calculations) – that is, in determining 

what is true and what is false – do have consequences of their own. Although they may be less 

conspicuous, they are no less severe. 

If we were to make use of an analogy with its cousins in the natural sciences, we could say 

economics appears to be a science in the process of “terraforming”, where some areas have 

been consolidated while many others still remain muddy, but are nevertheless presented as 

solid, settled ground. One such falsely settled region is the one that deals with the (overarching) 

principle governing inter-human relations as well as the (optimal) configuration of the societal 

system. Following millennia of “generic” philosophical pondering (and only a few centuries of 

“genuine” economic thought), the moment came for a reckoning of sorts to encapsulate all the 

wisdom harvested throughout history. Thus, the market (via private property) is allegedly the 

force that governs the scarcity of resources, unless it fails, in which case the state (as the public 

regulator) restores the order; this, however, begs the question: who and for whom restores said 

order? Motivated either by the pursuit of wealth or the dream of social justice, people tend to 

bounce between markets and states, between national jurisdictions and, ultimately, between 

principles (though mostly in an opportunistic rather than scientific fashion). Regardless of these 

choices, there is a (singular) scientific truth that can inform us and guide our actions; that truth 
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exists in esse, even though it may be rendered refutably sophistic or relativizably sophisticated 

in situ. 

The meta-theme of the present thesis is ruled by the principle of comparatism as a legitimate 

means of assessing economic judgements – both in theoretical and historical / practical / 

applicative order. “Comparative economics” is a popular phrase nowadays as its analytical and 

conceptual tools are in a perpetual state of transformation and refinement. Traditional 

comparative economics, a product of the debates on economic calculation in socialism back in 

the 1930s, was dedicated to the study of the contexts in which the plan or the market could 

deliver greater efficiency. “The new comparative economics”, which rose to prominence after 

the fall of socialist regimes in 1989, focused on explaining the differences in the performances 

of the various “models of capitalism” implemented by various countries. Each capitalist 

economy is host to a combination of public and private institutions that serve a range of 

purposes such as selecting political leaders, solving property disputes, (re)distributing wealth 

and the governance of companies. What this has failed to achieve, in my opinion, is to 

unequivocally pinpoint the fact that exerting coercion beyond the point of enforcing liberty and 

property is, along with the demon(et)ization of contractual self-regulation, unsustainable. 

I therefore maintain that there is an absolute, non-relativizable superiority of voluntary social 

solutions (or that “economic means” are superior to “political means” as per Oppenheimer’s 

dichotomy). Of course, they must be strictly defended by a public, lawful order that does not 

create artificial entitlement, but enforces the natural order of private property and legitimately 

established contracts. With that said, the present thesis does not attempt to proclaim / reclaim 

with naive definiteness an irrevocable, implacable and enforceable verdict on an issue that has 

been the subject of age-long debates, but sets forth a more modest goal. Rather, it aims at 

drawing attention to the existence of a perspective that is concurrent and concatenated to 

comparative economics. We can first of all speak of comparativism at the level of 

epistemological and methodological perspectives. Secondly, this adds several nuances and 

layers to the comparability of policies and institutions. Thirdly, this leads to a revision of the 

comparative conclusions yielded by field analyses. The present paper further highlights three 

areas in which multi-level comparativism is useful: the corporate environment, the cultural 

sector and the circular economy. 

The thesis hereby employs a triadic structure: (I) an assessment of the current didactic and 

scientific progress; (II) an exposition of the applications of comparative economics; (III) an 
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estimation of professional developments and achievements. A relevant habilitation thesis is 

more than a mere administrative act or a display of one’s own merits; it is an abridged testament 

to an intellectual creed that is founded on the following convictions: (1) beyond any mechanical 

and metrical analogies (many of which are, in fact, plain paralogical exercises), economics is, 

first and foremost, a study of man as an agent, not as an atom, as a person in a society, not as a 

particle in a substance; (2) economics is a social science with the properties of unity as well as 

uniqueness and, if we arbitrate between its paradigms (even if we do so arbitrarily), we will see 

both its complementarity and non-substitutability with other social sciences; (3) economics is 

decidedly logical (more specifically, mono-logical, not poly-logical) in its finely articulated 

reasoning, which does not depend on the culture, class, gender or race of its investigators or 

those of its subjects; (4) economics is the same within and among nations, while the laws that 

govern national and international changes and exchanges are the same and only require 

identifying the specific (transactional) costs; (5) economics can only stay unchanged in its 

epistemic essence and, although sciences tend towards progress, they do this not only by simply 

discovering novelty, but also by recovering truths from the past. 

Part I – titled “Scientific accumulations in the didactics and research of comparative 

economics, devoted to the study of international relations” – marks my “coming of age” as an 

economist (after 18 years as an academic). At present, as Associate Professor in the Department 

of International Business and Economics of the Bucharest University of Economic Studies, I 

teach World Economics and Entrepreneurship in International Business at undergraduate level, 

and Comparative Economics, Political Diplomacy and Consular Practices, International 

Relations: Theories and Policies at master’s level, all of which are abundant in multi-level 

comparative analyses. Furthermore, as a researcher, I’ve published and presented over 100 

papers both nationally and internationally, most of them as the main author, with 15 of these 

papers being indexed in the Web of Science. I have also received prestigious awards from the 

professional community. I am the editor of the well-reputed Œconomica journal and reviewer 

for other similar journals. Additionally, in over two decades as a journalist, I have written about 

1000 articles which have earned multiple accolades, and I have further expanded my passion 

for this activity by founding several publications (The Market for Ideas as well as others). 

Part II – titled “The market-state binomial in comparative economics, in the framework of 

corporate business, cultural sector and circular economy” – outlines three of the most refined 

and elaborate areas of academic interest, explored both didactically and scientifically. The 
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analysis of the corporate environment reveals the distorted relations between the various 

stakeholders from within and outside the corporation as a result of the institutional redesign of 

the market by the state, clarifying along the same lines the convergence between profitability 

and corporate social responsibility. The analysis of the cultural economy brings forth an original 

argument in favour of the economic freedom of cultural expression, explaining that the real 

sustainability of our spiritual heritage can only be built on a solid infrastructure grounded in 

private property over critical resources. The analysis of the circular economy underscores the 

illusion of economic sustainability brought about by statist, collectivistic and purportedly 

corrective interventions, demonstrating that the desirable behaviours of reducing-reutilising-

recycling as implemented in a coercive institutional framework are paper-thin at best. 

Part III – titled “University career and developing routes towards the comparative economics 

of inequalities, technologies and outer space conquest” – extends the thread of scientific 

investigation carried out within the familiar spectrum of comparative economics (and property-

inspired institutional analysis), combining didactic efforts with those aimed at expanding the 

horizon of own research. The didactic component intends to rebuild the structure of the course 

titled Comparative Economics along the aforementioned principles, i.e., by overcoming deeply-

rooted preconceptions and finding new ways to draw the interest of students in scientific 

research (which is already on the decrease) as well as innovative means of screening and 

signalling the individuality of students (as opposed to traditional mass teaching). The research 

component seeks to accomplish both intra-disciplinary refinements and inter-disciplinary 

collaborations to study less well-known areas, such as wealth/power inequalities, resonances 

between the cultural/creative sectors and industrial revolutions, or the exploration and 

exploitation of outer space, the new frontier for both private entrepreneurship and public 

governance. 

I am aware that, in science (and beyond), what has been said is always less than what could and 

should be said, and it is up to each of us to add even a single useful molecule to the proverbial 

droplet in the ocean of knowledge. 

 


