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Abstract The article offers a brief overview of the history of definitions of social economy at European level, the ideological background of the concept and highlights some key dimensions for sociological analysis of social economy. Although the social economy is a reality present in different forms in most human communities, the term has no universally accepted definition nor in international area or in Europe. Attempts of defining and theorizing of the concept is relatively new in relation to practice. This article is a development of conceptual framework chapter from the report „Profit to 
the people” (2012), POSDRU project Social Economy Model in Romania.  

Keywords: social economy, social solidarity, social participation  The term social economy has no universally accepted definition and, consequently, no common juridical framework in Europe. The current international context marked by financial crisis and the expansion of social problems, has brought this concept to the attention of specialists in social sciences, political and economic as well as the attention of government and political class in general. One of the main arguments in this respect is the contribution that brings social economy to increase employment, especially for vulnerable groups. Specialized literature and official documents, identifies two sets of definitions: the first emphasizes the social economy entities, the second basic principles (MMFPS, 2010:20). In this article we propose a brief overview of the history of definitions of social economy at European level, the ideolo-gical background of the concept and presentation of key dimensions for 
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sociological analysis of social economy. This paper is a development of conceptual framework chapter from the report „Profit to the people”, POSDRU project Social Economy Model in Romania.  The social economy is a reality present in different forms in most human communities and has grown naturally from the eighteenth century in the context of industrial capitalism (Cace, Arpinte, Scoican et all, 2010:14). Attempts of defining and theorizing of the concept is relatively new in relation to the social economy practice. One of the first attempts to define the concept of social economy in Europe is found in the Charter of Social Economy adopted in France in 1980 by representatives of the cooperative, mutual and voluntary societies (MMFPS, 2010:20). The Charter requires that the social economy entities work „in a democratic manner, members are in solidarity, equals in rights and obligations” (MMFPS, 2010b:13) and based on the principles of „solidarity, res-ponsibility, freedom, equal opportunities for everyone in the orga-nization and mutual respect“ (MMFPS, 2010:20). One of the official next steps was a European Commission Com-munication in 1989 to the European Council. (Commission of the Euro-pean Communities, 1989) The European Commission emphasizes that although the social economy take many different shapes in all Member States, in some countries is recognized as a distinct economic sector and there are specific regulations to different forms of organization, while in other countries approach of this sector is less structured and theorized, and general economic regulation are used. Entities belonging to the social economy sector, regardless of the degree of regulation found at the legislative level, are organized like businesses with produc-tive activities. In the same document the Commission specified the main characteristics of the organizations belonging to this sector. Moreover, the document considers that whatever name held in different Member States by social economy organizations or even the name carried by the entire sector, they can be identified according to general characteristics 
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of the organization and operation. „The basic principles are solidarity and participation (one member, one vote) of the members, and produc-ers, beneficiaries and consumers are motivated by a sense of indepen-dence and civic purpose” (Commission of the European Communities, 1989:4). In legal terms these entities may be organized as cooperative societies, mutual societies and nonprofit associations. Regardless of goods produced or services offered or the price, social economy organi-zations operate in a competitive environment with traditional orga-nized enterprises. Around the same time is developed one of the classic definitions of social economy belonging to the Valon Council (1990): „Social economy is part of the economy and consists of private organizations that share the following principles: focus on members or community and not revenue generation, independent management, democratic decision-making process and priority for individuals and working at the expense of capital or profit distribution“ (MMFPS, 2010: 21). In March 2000, the Economic and Social Committee issued a docu-ment focus on the social economy and the single market (Economic and Social Committee, 2000). The document stresses the difficulties of developing a common definition of social economy at European level. These difficulties are caused primarily by the development of social economy sector in the economic, social and legal differing from country to country, organizations bearing different names. The solution used by the Economic and Social Committee is a definition based on the main features that differentiate classic enterprises and public sector. Definition should focus on „people-centered objectives and activities”, activities that target the social economy sector „should be the work of its own members, beneficiaries and / or society in order to meet the needs of public” (Economic and Social Committee, 2000:4). The orga-nization shall be open to all persons who meet the criteria and accept the conditions and people’s needs and commitment are of central importance for the organization along with an independent and demo-cratic control and management. 



JOURNAL OF SOCIAL ECONOMY 
 

Vol. 2 • Nr. 1/2012 25 

Moreover, the Committee insists that organizations working in social economy are not primarily profit-oriented, but „must be economically efficient so that they can use financial surpluses to achieve objectives” (Economic and Social Committee, 2000:4). The term „social economy” re-fers to an organization that is „involved in economic activity” and, on the other hand, the adjective „social” should be understood both as mutual self-help and public spirit” (Economic and Social Committee, 2000:3). The social economy can catalyze „employment opportunities in sec-tors of social services, culture, leisure, education and environmental pro-tection not only through hard work but also thru using new technolo-gies”. In this context, the social economy „contribute to social integration of vulnerable groups” (Economic and Social Committee, 2000:2), but not limited to this. „Social economy activities are ways of meeting the needs of members and beneficiaries who are either ignored or incompletely covered by the free market or the State.” „These activities are very diverse and are found in all sectors of economic life” (Economic and Social Committee, 2000:1). Social economy, as development model is rooted locally and plays an important role in social cohesion. From a legal perspective, the Economic and Social Committee docu-ment identifies four types of organization of social economy entities: cooperatives, mutual societies, associations and foundations – also recognizing that not all of these forms of organizational entities are belonging to the social economy, as there are entities of other legal forms belonging to social economy sector. Given these forms of organization, the European Commission in 1998 set up a Consultative Committee for Cooperatives, Mutual Societies, As-sociations and Foundations (CMAF) (Economic and Social Committee, 2000:3). In 2002 CAP-CMAF (Permanent European Conference of Co-operatives, Mutual Societies, Associations and Foundations) drafted the Charter of Principles of Social Economy (MMFPS, 2010: 20). According to this Charter the social economy has two sub-sectors: the commercial (business) and the noncommercial. „Sub-commercial sector of the social economy consists essentially of cooperatives and mutual societies, 
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business groups controlled by cooperatives, mutual societies and other social economy organizations, other similar businesses, such as those controlled by the workers in Spain (sociedades laborales), and certain nonprofit institutions serving companies in the social economy” (CIRIEC, 2007:6). Sub-noncommercial sector is „composed of associa-tions and foundations, although they may be encountered and organiza-tions with other legal forms of organization. This sector consists of all social economy organizations on national accounts criteria consider non-commercial producers, meaning those who provides most of their output free or at very insignificant economically” (CIRIEC, 2007:6). It is important to note in the historical context, the fact that the 
Charter of Principles of Social Economy in 2002 was actually the second Charter, first being adopted in France in 1980 (revised in 1995) by representatives of the sectors cooperative, mutual and voluntary. The first Charter entitled Social Economy Charter, emphasized principles underlying social economy sector „solidarity, responsibility, freedom, equal opportunities for everyone in the organization and mutual respect (all associations are also the owners)” (MMFPS, 2010: 20). In 2007 the International Centre for Research and Information on Public Economic, Social and Cooperative (CIRIEC) developed at the request of the Economic and Social Committee a conceptual and com-parative study of social economy situation in the European Union. In agreement with the conceptual delimitations of the Charter of Principles 
of Social Economy, CIRIEC Report proposes the following working definition: „The set of private companies formally organized, feature with decision-making autonomy and freedom of association, created to meet the needs of members through the free market by producing goods and provision of services, insurance and financing, the making and distribution of any profits or surpluses among members is not directly related to capital contribution or contributions paid by members, each having one vote. The social economy includes private organizations formally organized, feature with decision-making auto-nomy and freedom of association, which provides commercial services 
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for households and whose surpluses, if any, can not be acquired by businesses they create, control or finance” (CIRIEC, 2007:5). Based on conceptual delimitation brought by this definition, the report identifies common characteristics of both sub-sectors (com-mercial and noncommercial) of the social economy (CIRIEC, 2007:5-6): 1. are private, in other words, not part of or not controlled by the public sector; 2. have a form of organization, in general, legal personality; 3. have decision-making autonomy, which means that have full capacity to choose and dismiss the management, as well as to control and organize all activities; 4. enjoy freedom of association, in other words, the association is not mandatory; 5. any distribution of profits or surpluses among members of users, if that occurs, is not proportional to the capital contribution or contri-butions paid by members, but with their activities or transactions within the organization; 6. pursuing an economic activity in itself, to meet the needs of individuals, households or families. For this reason, social economy organizations are considered organizations of people, not of the capital. They work with capital and other resources than the monetary, but not for capital; 7. are democratic organizations. Except for voluntary organizations providing non-households services, organizations and leading at primary level in the social economy sector are using the principle of „one person, one vote” in the their decision-making processes, regard-less of capital contribution or contributions paid by members. Organi-zations at other levels are also organized democratically. Members only have majority control or decision-making organization. The report points out that the working definition of social economy includes and voluntary nonprofit organizations, non-commercial service to households, even if they do not have a democratic structure and do not respect the democratic control – equal voting rights („a 
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person, a vote”). The reason is that this approach allows prominent social action organizations in the tertiary sector that produce social goods or are of social interest, of an indisputable social utility to be included in the social economy. In 2009, on February 19th, European Parliament adopted a resolu-tion concerning the social economy (European Parliament, 2009) which stressed that the social economy plays a key role in the European economy combining profitability with solidarity, creating improved quality jobs, enhancing social, economic and regional cohesion, generat-ing social capital, promoting active citizenship, solidarity and a type of economy that gives priority to people and supporting sustainable development and social, technological and environmental innovation. The document also states that social economy is based on a social paradigm that corresponds to the fundamental principles of European social and welfare model, whereas the social economy plays a key role today in preserving and strengthening this model by regulating the production and provision of many social services interest. By this resolution the European Parliament asked the European Union and Member States to support this new area through a series of actions: recognition of social enterprises and developing a legal framework that defines their legal status, access to credit and tax incentives organiza-tions will carry out such activities help develop micro-credit. In this respect, EU funding through the European Social Fund, Human Resources Development Human Resources Development Operational Programme 2007-2013, Priority Axis 6 „Promoting social inclusion”, Key Area of Intervention 6.1: „The development of social economy”.  The report „Profit to the people” (2012), POSDRU project Social 
Economy Model in Romania, the social economy is defined as a type of economy that combines in an efficient manner individual with the col-lective responsibility to produce goods and / or provision of services aimed at economic and social development of a community and whose main purpose is social benefit. Social economy is based on private initia-
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tive, voluntary and cohesive, with a high degree of autonomy and respon-sibility, with an economic risk assumed and limited profit distribution. 
Ideological foundation of the social economy The industrial revolution which marks the end of the eighteenth-century Europe is synonymous, in terms of M. Lallement (1997:61-63), with the social invention. In fact, industrialization and urbanization (urban development knowing an explosion in this period) traditional social ties are deconstructed and economy begin to detach from the society, operating autonomously. In this context a new class is develop-ing – „unstable and sometimes rebellious” (Lallement, 1997:61). These developments bring with them and what the early nineteenth century designates as „social problem” heavy working conditions, promiscuity and lack of hygiene, alcoholism, prostitution, delinquency etc. To ad-dress these issues political and scientific efforts engaged in order to learn more about the social. Such studies are undertaken both empirical and theoretical approach. Ideological foundations of the social economy are rooted in social and philosophical approaches of this period. Cace (Cace, Arpinte, Scoican et all, 2010:14-15) refers in his book, 

Social Economy in Europe, to a CIRIEC Report (2007:11-13) summary of the main historical milestones of firsts European forms of social eco-nomy in the United Kingdom, Germany, Spain, Italy and France.  
Table 1. Historical milestones of firsts European forms of social  

economy in the United Kingdom, Germany, Spain, Italy and France  
Country Historical milestones of social economy forms 

United Kingdom 
– the socialist current influence: W. Thompson, G. Mudie, W. King, T. Hodgskin, J. Gray, J. Bray; – 1824-1835: connection of the unions associated with the so-cialist movement in the context of workers' empowerment classes; – 1831-1835: eight coordinated by the cooperative unions and of the unions movement; establishment of the Grand National 
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Country Historical milestones of social economy forms Consolidated Trade Union , uniting all British trade unions; – 1844: W. King founded the Rochdale cooperative that have a total of 28 workers; Rochdale cooperative principles were adopted by all types of cooperatives; – 1895: establishment of International Co-operative Alliance (ICA) in London; 
Germany 

– promoters of industrial workers association movement: L. Gall, F. Harkort, S. Born; – pioneers of collectivism: urban – VA Huber Schultze-Delitzsch; rural – FW Raiffeisen (in 1862 he founded the first credit union in Anhausen and in 1877 founded the German Federation of Rural Cooperatives of Raiffeisen type); – 1876: adoption of a special legislation on rural mutualism and mutual aid societies of workers; 
Spain – 1840: Barcelona silk weavers have set up the first union, the 

Asociación de Tejedores, while the mutual provident society 
Asociación Mutual de Tejedoresi, became in 1842 the Campañia 
Fabril de Tejedores; 

Italy 
– in first third of the nineteenth century there were numerous mutual aid societies that preceded the first cooperative; – 1853: mutual assistance society Societa operaia di Torino led to the establishment of the first consumer cooperative – Magazzino 
di Providenza di Torino, to protect members of the purchasing power of employees; 

France 
– the socialist current influence: C.-H. de Saint-Simon, Fourier C., L. Blanc; – 1834: first major workers' cooperative was founded in Paris, 
Association des Bijoutiers Chretienne en Doré, by J.-P. Buche, a disciple of Saint-Simon; – 1847: workers' associations were behind the 2500 mutual aid societies which had 400,000 members and 1.6 million benefi-ciaries. 

Source: CIRIEC, 2007:11-13 in Cace, Arpinte, Scoican et. all, 2010:14-15  
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In terms of ideological approach the social economy ideas are cir-cumscribed booth to the left (socialism) – promoting equality and rights of all citizens to engage in political activities, economic and social – and to the right (liberal) – promotes maximization of the welfare based on freedom. The socialist doctrine, which occurs in response to socio-economic and political disorders that grinds Europe of the late eighteenth century and early nineteenth centuries, is based on what Marx called „utopian socialism”. We find representatives of utopian socialism especially in two European countries: Robert Owen in UK, and Claude Henri de Saint Simon and Charles Fourier in France. These socialists are seeking an social ideal „creating – inspired by nature – schemes of the utopian society, community of goods exempt from the egoism of the people” (Lallement, 1997:69). Social ideal of utopian socialists is synthesized in a real ordering myth: that of „communitarian city”. R. Owen „militates in using a science of production” (Lallement, 1997:71), belief that he successfully implements its own textile factory. Here he makes his true innovation in education of children, reduction of working time and the fight against poverty. Tries, in 1824, in USA, to found a community of „perfect equality”, New Harmony, but the project failed after approx. two years (primarily due to Owen's insufficient involvement in communities’ government). Owen returns to United Kingdom where he participates to creation of the first national confederations. Owen's ideas were the basis for establishing the first cooperative (1844) in Great Britain. In France, Saint-Simon praised the working class (“owners, indus-trialists, merchants, farmers, chiefs and workers”) and is critical to „the useless of the military, legislators, metaphysicians and other bourgeois” (Lallement, 1997:75). Saint Simon's thesis is that „the general interest of society coincides with the interest of „producers”. In 1828, some followers of Saint-Simon established „The Church of Saint-Simon”. They understand the religious feeling as a factor in regeneration of humanity, promoting a lifestyle based on love and brotherhood. Fourier designs, 
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in turn, an alternative social organization based on a „social math” through which he build „social compartments” in which every indivi-dual is self circumscribed. „These compositions would be to take shape in organized communities that are called by Fourier „Phalanstères” (Lallement, 1997:77). Unlike the utopians Saint-Simon and Fourier that emphasize on production to build an alternative society, anarchist Pierre Proudhon relies on the exchange. Proudhon militates for a „philosophy of recipro-cal exchange”, „equality statements, the defense of freedom and justice”, for which „envisages the establishment of free capital loan” (Lallement, 1997:81). In his view, the Centralist State must be replaced with federalism (“the fairest and efficient alternative”), defined as a free association of political collectivities in which members provide their credit through a mutual commitment. A bit later, the economist Charles Gide claimed the necessity of a „Cooperative Republic” (to replace the state), achieved by mutual aid, self-organization of society through various forms of cooperatives, social associations, etc. In 1904 Gide published a book considered clas-sic in cooperative study Consumers' Co-operative Societies. These ideas should be understood by the common goal: „to find and implement means [...] with which can be created an artificial society where people will live in a spontaneous harmony” (Lallement, 1997:73). Liberal doctrine argues that the state should get involved only in critical situations to support poor population categories, without any source of income. Unlike the doctrine of the left, liberal views do not support the existence of a moral foundation for slaughtering distri-bution resulting from the market mechanism. „Far from being identified with its economic form, liberalism is a doctrine of general human rights as an individual” (Lallement, 1997:53). The approach is not a macro-, as in socialism, but is a micro-, the position of an individual on the market is reflected by his productivity. A distribution of wealth would be counter-productive and, moreover, would affect the very foundation of society: individual rights and freedoms. In fact, for the promoters of the 
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liberal ideas, the society does not exist as a distinct entity, „but the sum of individuals and relationships that they establish between them. In contrast with the ambitions of a society total transformation of the left ideology, the right doctrine rather aims to improve various social institutions and their flexibility to meet various social categories. In this sense, one of the institutions goals should be to reduce conflicts in order to „establish cooperation obligations”, sustainable development of eco-nomic cooperation being clearly advantageous to a conflict situation. An example of such an institution is cooperative, and German economist Herman Schulze-Delitzsch is considered a pioneer (CIRIEC, 2007:12). Schulze-Delitzsch founded the first cooperative bank which aimed to support small and medium enterprises, artisans and farmers with middle state. In this way, the individual entrepreneur is supported, and the development of small and medium enterprises contributes to creating jobs that can be accessed by the pauper, thus contributing to poverty reduction. Schulze-Delitzsch focused on urban areas, while Friedrich Wilhelm Raiffeisen (CIRIEC, 2007:12) targeted the rural areas. Raiffeisen adds a strong liberal christian solidarity which also approached him, in same time, to socialism. He created the savings and credit cooperatives in poor rural areas in Germany which were based on christian solidarity and were targeting social and economic insertion of individuals and families. In 1877 he founded the German Federation 
of Rural Cooperatives of Raiffeisen Type. Both the left’s and right’s doctrine ideas marked the development of modern social economy concept. Although leftist ideological legacy is far richer, the contemporary social economy concept includes rather liberal ideas. 

Solidarity and social participation Solidarity and social participation are key concepts in every social economy entity. In Dictionary of Sociology coordinated by C. Zamfir and L. Vlăsceanu solidarity is defined as a „community of interests, ideas, 
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beliefs, feelings, opinions, generate of action in a unitary manner” (Zamfir, Vlăsceanu, ed., 1993:596). The sociologist E. Durkheim made, since 1893, difference between two types Solidarity: mechanical soli-darity and organic solidarity in his famous book De la division du travail 
social. Mechanical solidarity, specific to archaic societies, characterizes a community where members are similar each other, live similar feelings and are motivated by the same values and beliefs due to a strong affiliation of individual consciousness to a collective conscious-ness, the differences being blurred. In this case solidarity is understood as relations of obligation and exchange. In turn, organic solidarity is typical of the modern societies, with multiple interdependence and complex economy and arises from a social division of labor. This type of solidarity is characterized by the differentiation of individuals, indivi-dual conscience being dominant and each member of the community exercising its own functions, unlike those performed by other members and, equally, indispensable. The concept of organic solidarity Durkheim used is very similar to what we understand today by social solidarity. Assuming the ideas of Baldwin (1990), in the Dictionary of Social Policy social solidarity is defined as „a special form of interdependence: that form of interdependence that is not reducible to reciprocity based on individual interests. Social solidarity is different from charity in that it involves interdependent relationships and not simply dependency” (Pop, ed., 2002:739). In sociological literature social solidarity is examined closely related to social cohesion, social inclusion and community spirit and very often these concepts are considered synonymous. Social solidarity is, in essence, the jointly share by a number of individuals of an amount of risk and is associated with a social justice model. Basically, social solidarity means taking risks in the entire society, every individual who passes through a risk situation can be helped. In this sense, social solidarity is „the embodiment of the principle of individual equality before the need: all individuals, at some point during their existence, may be in „need” [...] Costs for defense needs are redistributed to those 
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for which they are easier to bear. [...] Social solidarity is therefore that assumed interdependence, making the benefits to be distributed according to needs and the costs depending on the possibilities” (Pop, ed., 2002:740). Associated to the concept of solidarity we can bring into question the concept of economic solidarity that is, compared to the social economy, an overall smaller and more directly oriented to issues such as social cohesion, combating exclusion and creating jobs.  Participation is a concept that implies both a subjective dimension – involvement and an objective dimension – integration. Involvement is achieved by attitudes, aspirations, knowledge, beliefs, expectations, engagement and integration through actions and interactions. Partici-pation responds to human need for emotional security and belonging, but also individual and social orientation. A low participation rate indicates a state of social atomization and isolation and, even more, of anomy in society. Vlăsceanu (Zamfir, Vlăsceanu, ed., 1993:420-421) identifies two forms of participation depending on the degree of the social transparency: visible participation (manifest) and invisible participation (latent). „Visible participation reveals itself through a network of actions, interactions and social relationships. It highlights social activism mechanisms.” This may be the expression „of a con-sciousness of the commitment and integration, but it can be generated by the very way in which the structure of social relationships which an individual belongs is organized and operates”. In contrast, invisible participation is characterized by lack of social activism, and at the individual level „resides in the intentions and provisions, analysis and reflection, comparison and distinction”. Participation rates tend to maximum levels when the visible and invisible participation coincide. Such a situation is met if the purposes, interests, individual motivations are congruent with the openings and opportunities of social structure or if the social structure is organized so that its normal functioning is based on the participation of each individual. 
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In general, the concept of social participation issues the actions of individuals integrated into a larger group or less, faced with a situation, problem, task. The glossary of social policies concepts define social action as „means of actions designed to directly meet certain collective needs (food, housing, education and culture.), or to achieve an objective through planned allocation of resources and appropriate means” (Zamfir, Vlăsceanu, ed., 1993:18). Contemporary society values the participation and cooperation involving „party autonomy and a moral of respect, standing to the basis of subjective responsibility” (Zamfir, Vlăsceanu, ed., 1993: 512-513). The social development shifts the focus from the „objective responsibi-lity „, collectively, to „subjective responsibility”, individual. A postmodern approach of local development targeting participation is participatory development, i.e. development programs focus on specific needs of individuals and fostering their participation in solving community problems: development should be redefined from the bottom up to meet local conditions and subjective concerns. Some authors (Ionescu, 2004) distinguish between: social action (which means intervention into local communities) and community develop-ment (which means intervention with the local community). „The organization and community development is the empowerment of communities so that they get themselves to solve problems they face and to take control of projects, programs that affect their members. The strategy involves the process by which a community passes from one state to another, a process that fosters community out of passivity” (Ionescu, 2004:284-285). 
Sociological assessment of social economy potential In the following we propose a hypothetical model for assessing the potential of social economy in a community. The model aims to evaluate the emergence and development of different forms of social economy. 
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This model is elaborated in this article, in a hypothetical manner, and need to be confirmed or refuted in a future research. Research conducted by the Soros Foundation Romania (2011:7-9) shows that beyond the similarities and differences between communi-ties due to specific geographical, economic or cultural, there are many common elements that facilitate the development of social economy projects: activism, performance, experience, openness and solidarity. Continuing the analysis, the study focuses on three concepts associated to social economy: individual initiative (very weak among people in rural areas, is the preferred individualism and consumerism in short term to the detriment of associative and investment), associability (accepted only at a declarative level, practice demonstrating the identifi-cation with communist practices – collectivization and CAP-s) and solida-rity (measured, also, as very low, and volunteering almost nonexistent). Our hypothetical model aims to propose a sociological assessment of the potential of the social economy and is based on two concepts defined in the first chapter: social solidarity and social participation. Social participation, as noted, involves both an individual dimension, latent and an action dimension, focusing the group which involves associability. Our model assumes that the emergence of social economy is possible only where there is a certain level of social solidarity and social participation in the community. A third concept propose in our model is need. 
Figure 1. Sociological assessment of social economy potential –  

a hypothetical model 
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If there are unfulfilled needs by the free market or by the State and there is a intensity of these needs, based on the existence of a minimum rates of solidarity and participation is possible the development of social economy. Operationalization of these three dimensions to the variables and then in to measurable items can lead to a quantitative assessment of the potential development of different forms of social economy in a community. 
Conclusion The concept of social economy is relatively new in the scientific literature occurring in official communications in Europe in the early 80s. In the literature and official documents, we can identify two sets of definitions: the first emphasizes the social economy entities, the second the basic principles. Nor at present times there is no internationally accepted definition. However, the practice of social economy is much older than the attempts of theorization. This fact led, in the early nineteenth century, to the development of a series of works that theorize this practice. These early theoretical ideas underlying the modern concept of social economy. The concept of social economy was circumscribed both to the left ideology, facing towards equality and rights of all citizens to engage in political activities, economic and social, as well as to the right ideology, which promote the welfare maximization in the framework of indivi-dual freedom. Despite the richer leftist ideological baggage, the current trend of defining the social economy is to adopt the right ideology. Solidarity and social participation, basic conditions of the emergence and development of social economy, are satisfied to a minimum due to association with negative communism experiences (collectivism, patri-otic work). Actions to encourage the spirit of solidarity and social participation can transform the social economy in an economic force generating working places. 
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