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CE VA FI IN TREI ANI ?

Discursul inaugural rostit de
Andrei MARGA,
la primirea titlului de Doctor Honoris
Causa al Universitatii ,,1 Decembrie
1918”, Alba lulia,
6 decembrie 2010

De la un proaspat laureat al titlului de
doctor honoris causa se asteaptd nu numai
sd aduca multumiri, ci s1 sa formuleze un
punct de vedere privind domeniile in care se
simte stdpan. Am scris de spre filosofia
contemporand si-mi vine mereu in minte
intrebarea : ce mai ramane din filosofia de
acum cincizeci de ani in era globalizarii ?
Am scris despre teologii majori ai secolului
ultim si ma intreb : de ce nu reusesc
intelectualii actuali sd integreze nelinistile
marilor  teologi? Am  scris  despre
argumentare si-mi pun intrebarea: de ce se
lasd contemporanii nostri persuadati de atat
de multe argumente false si argumentari rau
construite? Ma Intreb dacd proiectul
european postbelic mai este bine 1inteles
dupa trei extinderi ale Uniunii Europene,
daca s-au preluat cu acuratete, cel putin in
cultura de la noi, termenii precum
democratie sau laicitate, dacd nu cumva
secularizarea are nevoie de corectura, daca
sensul vietii nu a devenit, totusi , confuz la
oamenii de astizi. Imi pun multe alte
intrebari de filozofie sau sociologie si
incerc raspunsuri proprii, pe datele vietii
actuale.

Dar nu interogatiile mele sunt
importante, ci ceea ce se Intreaba cei carora
am onoarea sa ma adresez. De aceea, in
cuvantul mei inaugural, ca membru al
acestei prestigioase Universitati, as pleca
dintr-un alt loc. Un cunoscut director de ziar

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IN THREE
YEARS FROM NOW?

Inaugural Speech presented by
Andrei MARGA,
when receiving the Doctor Honoris Causa
title of “December 1%, 1918” University,
Alba Iulia,
December 6, 2010

From a recent laureate of the doctor
honoris causa title, people expect not only to
give thanks, but also to formulate a viewpoint
regarding the fields he feels he can control. I
have written about the contemporary
philosophy and I always think about the
question: what has remained from the fifty
years ago philosophy in the globalization age?
I have written about the major theologians of
the last century and I wonder: why cannot the
current intellectuals integrate the anxieties of
the great theologians? 1 have written about
argumentation and I wonder: why our
contemporaries accept to be persuaded by so
many false arguments and badly constructed
argumentations? I wonder if the post-war
European project is better understood after
three extensions of the European Union, if we
have taken over accurately, at least in our
culture, terms such as democracy or
secularism, wunless secularization needs
corrections, unless the life sense has become
confusing for the people nowadays. I think
about many other questions related to
philosophy or sociology and I try to give my
own answers based on the information of the
current life.

However, my interrogations are not
important, but what the ones whom I have the
honour to address to are important. This is
why, in my inaugural speech, as a member of
this prestigious University, I would start from
another place. A famous executive of journal
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si televiziune m-a intrebat zilele trecute :
,»ce va f1 in urmatorii trei ani?”. Nu sunt ,
desigur, profet, dar avem nevoie de
raspunsuri la astfel de intrebari, iar un
universitar care 1si ia in serios indatoririle
este obligat sa le dea.

Imi amintesc, insa, in prealabil, doua
situatii: prima s-a petrecut prin 1923, cand
distinsul rector al Universitdtii din Cluj,
Iacob Iacubovici, a respins cererea de

intrare In universitate a agronomilor
spunand: ,acestia nu sunt finca de
universitate!”. Putem  comenta  daca

renumitul chimist de atunci a avut dreptate
sau nu, dar un motiv rdmane de retinut: nu
poti fi universitar fara a fi intelectual, iar un
intelectual presupune, totusi, o conceptie
civica si morald si un angajament explicit
pentru aceasta, pe langd multe altele. A
doua situatie se petrece sub ochii nostri:
dacd un universitar se desprinde din ticerea
adesea oportunistd si, oricum, costisitoare
de la noi si formuleaza o opinie in chestiuni
ale societatii, diplomatii de carton si noii
politruci, ce prolifereazd in regimul actual
din Romania, pun imediat intrebarea aparent
adanca: cu ce partid este oare acela?
Sofismul e simplu: se crede ca orice opinie
este partinicd si, deci, patatda de
subiectivitate, incat orice vorbitor in viata
publicd ar fi bine sda fie cel mult un
participant care asculta.

Imi asum deliberat rispunderea de a
discuta pe fatd chestiuni de viatad, cu
argumente fireste, chiar daca risc, la randul
meu, sd fiu taxat drept ,,politic” . Replica
mea e simpla: tara, singura, de altfel, care a
proclamat  dupa 1989  ,apolitismul”
intelectualilor, Romania, o duce cel mai rau
in Europa comunitara, iar pretinsii apolitici
s-au dovedit a fi anodini propagandisti de
sezon. Imi asum ceea ce Toma d’Aquino
spunea cu intelepciune »prostia este
pacat” — iar Angela Merkel a afirmat recent,
cu toatd energia: ,crestinismul nu este
apolitic”, incat, prin implicatie,
intelectualul, demn de nume, nu este
nicidecum apolitic.

and television asked me a few days ago: “what
will happen in three years from now?” Of
course, I am not a prophet, but we need
answers to this sort of questions, and a
professor who takes seriously his duties is
forced to give them.

But first I remember two situations: the
first one happened in 1923, when the
distinguished rector of the University of Cluj,
Iacob lacubovici, rejected the demand of the
agronomists to enter the university, arguing:
“these are not for the university yet!”. We
may comment if the famous chemist was right
or not, but a reason is left to keep: you cannot
be in a university without being an
intellectual, and an intellectual supposes a
civic and moral conception and an explicit
commitment for this, beside many other
things. The second situation happens right
now: if someone in the university detaches
from the silence often opportunistic and,
anyway, expensive and formulates an opinion
related to the problems of the society, the
carton diplomats and the new instructors
proliferating in the current system of
Romania, immediately ask the apparently
deep question: what party is this supporting?
The sophism is simple: it is believed that any
opinion is subjective so that any speaker in the
public life should be at most a participant who
listens.

I deliberately assume the responsibility
to discuss straight problems of life, with
arguments, of course, even if I risk, at my
turn, to be taxed as “political”. My answer is
simple: the country, actually the only that has
proclaimed the intellectuals’ indifference for
politics after 1989, Romania, lives worse and
worse in the European Community, and the
pretended indifferent people for the policy
proved to be harmless seasonal propagandists.
I assume what Toma d’Aquino said with
wisdom— “stupidity is a sin” — and Angela
Merkel has recently affirmed with all her
energy: “Christianity is not against politics”,
so that, by implication, the intellectual,
dignified for his name, is not at all against
politics.
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Vreau sda raspund , asadar, la
intrebarea :’ce va fi in trei ani in Romania?”
lau 1n seama deciziile care au dus la situatia
actuala, de la care trebuie, in orice caz, sa
plecam, pe care vreau si le evoc succint. O
fac la Alba Iulia, caci aici, in locul Marii
Uniri si al reangajarii moderne a Romaniei,
raspunderea analizei trebuie sa fie mai
mare. Ne amintim, fireste, ce se scrie in
insufletitoarea  Declaratie de la 1
Decembrie 1918: ,In domeniul vietii
publice, se va instaura un regim de
guvernare democraticd. Drept de vot
universal, secret, egal, pe bazd de sistem
comunal, pentru toti cetdtenii barbati si
femei ce au implinit varsta de 21 de ani.
Deplina libertate pentru presda, drept de
intrunire si de asociatie. Libera manifestare
a spiritului si a raspandirii ideilor.”

Unde ne aflam acum cu tara noastra?
Sa amintim doar cd Guvernul Romaniei din
2009-2010 a ,reusit” ,performanta” de a
scadea cu 1/3 PIB-ul Romaniei , de a genera
peste 600.000 de someri, de a mari datoria
tarii la peste 90 de miliarde de Euro, de a
tdia veniturile cetdtenilor cu 25-63% si de a
demotiva toate generatiile. ,,Performanta”
este rara in Europa si in lume si nici o
devizd n-a fost mai flagrant contrazisa, de
faptele celor care au cultivat-o, pe cat este
deviza ,,Sa trditi bine!” lansata in 2004!

Autoritdtile Romaniei nu au la aceasta
ord nici o proiectie de viitor pentru tara, nici
un proiect major nu este in curs de realizare,
populatia tanjeste sa lucreze, dar unitatile se
inchid (dupa ce s-au inchis peste 30.000 de
unitati in ultimii doi ani!). in 2008, , The
Economist” scria cd Romania va suferi
datoritd ,,incompetentei” decidentilor, iar
Comisia Europeana arata, in 2009, ca
Romania este  vecind ,incapacitatii
administrative”. Recent, Banca Mondiala
acuza proiectul de buget 2010 ca este facut
odupa ureche”. In fapt, in 2009-2010
Romania a devenit univoc ,lanterna rosie” a
Uniunii  Europene.  Toate  evaluarile
obiective, internationale (inclusiv temerea
deunazi exprimata la Washington DC, a

Therefore, I want to answer to the
question:’what will happen in three years
from now in Romania?” 1 consider the
decisions that have led to the current situation,
from which we have to start, anyway, that I
want to evocate succinctly. I do it in Alba
Iulia, because here, in the place of the Big
Unification and of the modern recommitment
of Romania, the analysis responsibility should
be bigger. Of course, we remember what is
written in the inspiring Declaration firom
December 17, 1918: “In the public life field, it
will be installed a democratic governing
system. The right to universal, secrete, equal
vote, based on a communal system, for all the
citizens, men and women, aged 21. The full
freedom for press, the right to meetings and
association. The free expression of the spirit
and of spreading the ideas.”

Where are we now with our country?
Let’s mention only that the Romanian
Government from 2009-2010 “has managed”
the “performance” to decrease with 1/3
Romania’s GIP, to generate more than
600.000 unemployed persons, to increase the
country’s debt to more than 90 billion Euro, to
cut the citizens’ incomes with 25-63% and to
demotivate all the generations. “The
performance” is rare in Europe and in the
world and no motto was more flagrantly
contracted by the facts of the ones cultivating
it as the motto “Live well!” launched in 2004!

Romanian authorities have no projection
for the future of the country, no major project
is developing, the population wants to work,
but the units are closing (after closing more
than 30.000 units in the last two years!). In
2008, ,,The Economist” wrote that Romania
would suffer because of the “incompetence”
of the deciders, and the European Commission
showed in 2009 that Romania is the neighbour
of the “administrative incapacity”. Recently,
the World Bank has accused the 2010 budget
project for being made “by ear”. In fact, in
2009-2010 Romania became univocally “the
red lantern” of the European Union. All the
objective, international evaluations (including
the fear of “bankruptcy” expressed in
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»falimentului’) sunt negative in privinta
actualei Romanii.

Mai profund decat orice, Romaénia
traieste, sub multe aspecte, cel mai grav
declin institutional de la alegerile din 1948
incoace. S-a intrat in Uniunea Europeana
(incepand cu decizia din decembrie 1999),
in NATO (incepand cu pregatirile din
1996), dar meritul nu apartine nicidecum
liderilor de astazi: nici unul dintre acestia
nu a fost in stare sa inchida vreun capitol de
negocieri, nici unul nu are la activ vreo
faptd remarcabild. Alegerile prezidentiale
din 2009, probabil singulare in Europa
actuald, au reluat ,traditia” din 1948: nu a
contat ce au votat oamenii, ¢i cum S-au
numadrat voturile (dupd ce ministrul de
interne  a fost inlocuit brusc!), iar
ambasadele Romaniei (incepand cu cea de
la Paris), au facut executari de voturi cu
vitezd record pe continent! Apoi — tot ca
premiera continentald — presedintele (uzand
de arbitrara sa confundare cu ,,suveranitatea
poporului”) a rupt o bucata din PSD si o
alta din PNL (impotriva votului nominal si a
votului cetdtenilor) si si-a creat partidute la
purtitor. S-a ajuns astfel la ,,democratia
aritmetica” ce guverneaza astdzi Romania ,
cu rezultatele amintite, si, apoi, la o Curte
Constitutionald (prin deformarea, devenita
reguld, a votului in Camera Deputatilor ).
Presedintele s-a instalat in fruntea unei
ierarhii, numitd pe drept ,africand”, in
lucrarile de drept constitutional, 1si
orienteaza fara orizont cetele de fideli (ce
amintesc de trupetii din anii treizeci) i
dirijjeazd cu rezultate mediocre o tard
deocamdata inmarmurita. Samuel
Huntington vorbea de emergenta unui
,Sistem pretorian”: Romania confirma
diagnoza: o presedintie ce destructureaza
institutiile §i cauta fara ezitare ,,uzurpari
constitutionale” (precum slabirea
Parlamentului) si ,,uzurpari legislative”
(reducerea la tdcere a unor cetateni) pentru
a promova un sistem ciocoiesc.

Romania este astdzi pradd unei
patologii politice, pe care oricat am fi de

Washington DC”) are negative regarding the
current Romania.

Deeper than anything, Romania lives,
under many aspects, the most serious
institutional decline since the 1948 elections.
We entered the European Union (starting with
the decision from December, 1999), in NATO
(starting with the preparations from 1996), but
the achievement does not belong to the leaders
nowadays: none of them was able to close any
chapter of negotiations, none of them has
accomplished any remarkable act. The 2009
presidential elections, probably singular in the
current Europe, retook over the 1948
“tradition”: it was not important what people
voted, but how the votes were counted (after
the minister of intern affairs was suddenly
replaced!), and the embassies of Romania
(starting with the one in Paris), made vote
executions with a record speed on the
continent! Then — still as a continental
premiere — the president (by wusing his
arbitrary confusion with the “people’s
sovereignty”’) broke a piece of PSD and
another one of PNL (against the nominal vote
and the citizens’ vote) and created little parties
for him. We got thus to the “arithmetic
democracy” governing Romania nowadays,
with the mentioned results, and then to a
Constitutional Court (by deforming the vote in
the Chamber of Deputies, fact that has become
a rule). The president has installed himself in
front of a hierarchy called “African”, in the
constitutional law papers, he directs his
faithful hordes (that remind us from the
troupes in the ‘30s) with no horizon and leads
with mediocre results a country that is amazed
for the moment. Samuel Huntington spoke
about the emergence of a “praetorian system”:
Romania confirms the diagnosis: a presidency
that destructures the institutions and looks
with no hesitation for “the constitutional
usurpations” (such as the weakening of the
Parliament) and “legislative usurpations”
(reducing some citizens to silence) in order to
promote an upstart system.

Romania is nowadays a pray for a
political pathology that, as indulgent as we
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ingdduitori , este realist sd o ludm in seama.
Prima patologie a politicii romanesti actuale
este ,,guvernarea prin antagonizare”: acum
se cautda conflictualizarea celor care
lucreaza in sfera privatd cu bugetarii, mai
ieri au fost opusi Intreprinzatorilor salariatii,
acum cativa ani, tinerii au fost mobilizati
contra celor mai devreme ndascuti §i asa mai
departe. Da rezultate o astfel de politica? Se
vad bine 1n jur rezultatele: stagnare in epoca
celei mai accentuate dinamici din lume,
necompetitivitate, reducerea, fie si relativa,
a performantelor si, pand la urma, saracia.
De ,,guvernarea prin antagonizare” se
leagd imediat alte patologii. Prima este
»disfunctia prezidentialismului actual”
presedintia se interpreteazd pe sine ca o
fortd in lupta deschisa (fie cu Parlamentul,
fie cu opozitia, fie cu pensionarii, ori cu
poporul) si stimuleazd o ,,competitie
sdlbaticdi  (savage  competition)”, in
conditiile unei politizari mai extinse decat
oricand si decat in orice altd societate. A
doua este ,,fuga de raspundere a celor care

decid” : acestia arunca vina nereusitei pe
orice ,,Criza mondiala”, »Hgreaua
mostenire”, »colapsul Greciei”,

comportamentul supusilor etc.), fara ca
vreun moment sd isi asume vreo raspundere
in generarea vizibild a crizelor actuale. A
treia este ,constitutie fara
constitutionalism”: cei care conduc imping
societatea Intr-o luptd in care nu se mai
respecta nici macar Constitutia, ei Insisi
(cum s-a observat , de pilda, la formarea
majoritdtii guvernamentale alternative, in
2009) cautand sa se sustragd controlului
constitutional. A patra este ,,conceperea
instrumentalistd a legilor”: legile promovate
spre Parlament de cdtre decidenti nu sunt
concepute pentru a exprima interesul public,
ci spre a satisface interese de grup aflat in
luptd. A cincea este ,,dictatura majoritatii
aritmetice”: ideea profundd a democratiei
dintotdeauna si de pretutindeni — aceea dupa
care s-ar putea ca un singur cetatean sa aiba
dreptate 1n fata ecrasantelor majoritati
aritmetice — a ramas straind actualilor lideri

can be, it is realistic for us to consider. The
first pathology of the current Romanian policy
is “the governing through antagonization”:
now they look for the conflicts of the ones
working in the sphere private with the
budgetary employees, until recently they
opposed to the waged entrepreneurs, a few
years ago, the young people were mobilized
against the ones born earlier and so on. Does
such a policy have results? We can see well
the results in the area: stagnation in the age of
the most emphasized dynamics in the world,
lack of competitiveness, reduction, even if it is
relative, of the performances and, finally,
poverty.

To “the governing through
antagonization” we immediately connect other
pathologies. The first one is “the dysfunction
of the current presidentialism”: presidency is
interpreted as a force in the open fight (either
with the Parliament, or with the opposition, or
with the retired people, or with the people)
and stimulates “a savage competition”, in the
conditions of a politicization more extended
than anytime and than in any other society.
The second one is “the deciders’ run from
responsibility”: these put the guilt of failure on
anything (“world crisis”, “difficult
inheritance”,  “Greece’s  collapse”, the
behaviour of the subjects etc.), without
assuming, not even for a moment, any
responsibility in the visible generation of the
current crises. The third one is “constitution
with no constitutionalism”: the leaders push
the society into a fight where not even the
Constitution is respected, and they (as it was
noticed, for example, when forming the
alternative governmental majority, in 2009)
want to get away from the constitutional
control. The fourth one is “the instrumentalist
conception of laws™: the laws promoted
towards the Parliament by the deciders are not
conceived in order to express the public
interest, but in order to satisfy the interests of
the fighting group. The fifth one is “the
dictatorship of the arithmetic majority”: the
deep idea of the democracy forever and
everywhere — the one according to which one
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din Romania , iar deciziile se adopta,
mecanic, cu majorititi aritmetice. A sasea
maladie, care incoroneazd oarecum panoplia
nefericitd a patologiilor politicii de astazi
din Romania , este mitul ,,guvernului tare”:
la noi se proclama obsesiv dezideratul
»guvernului tare”, in vreme ce orice tard
civilizata prefera ,,guvern competent”. In
practica, la noi, se ajunge, astazi, la
compromisuri de neadmis pe seama
adevarului si performantelor.

Nu aceastd situatie o voi descrie ,
insd, ci alta, care a facut-o si o face
posibila: este vorba de proasta intelegere a
democratiei de catre cei care conduc, care
face ca democratia sda nu se mai
deosebeasca indeajuns de ,consultarea
maselor” din regimul de tristd amintire sau
de ,democratia faptelor” a militantilor
extremismului de odinioard. Este o
neintelegere care transformd democratia
intr-o simpla unealtd de promovare a
intereselor de ,gasca” (pentru a folosi
limbajul actualei puteri, caruia un distins
intelectual iesean 1i cautd zadarnic
echivalentul in latind!) si de controlare a
societatii. Vreau sa ilustrez ideea
neintelegerii democratiei de catre
autoritatile actuale din Romania prin trei
observatii.

Prima se referd la confundarea
legitimitatii cu legalitatea. Trec peste faptul
ca la guvernantii de astdzi nu este vreun
semn cd inteleg ce Inseamna legitimitate. Ei
cred cd, dupa un scrutin legislativ la care au
participat 40% dintre alegatori, iar partidul
lor a obtinut in jur de o treime dintre
voturile exprimate, totul este in reguld. In
fapt, spus fara ocolisuri, in Romaénia
actuald, nu existd legitimitate a deciziilor,
chiar daca, fortand “democratia aritmetica”,
se obtine o legalitate chinuitd. Oriunde in
lume, astfel de guvernanti ar fi precauti,
daca ar avea cultura legitimarii.

Este straniu comportamentul
“alesilor”: stiind bine ca nu vor mai fi alesi
a doua oard, cinismul intrece orice limita
inregistratd In democratiile europene. Peste

citizen could be right in front of the
overwhelming arithmetic majority — remained
unknown for the current leaders in Romania,
and the decisions are adopted mechanically by
means of arithmetic majorities. The sixth
disease, some kind of queen of the unhappy
panoply of the politics nowadays in Romania,
is the myth of the “strong government”: we
proclaim obsessively the desideratum of the
“strong government” while any civilized
country prefers a “competent government”. In
practice, we get nowadays to unacceptable
compromises according to the truth and to the
performances.

However, 1 will not describe this
situation, but another one that has made it
possible: it is about the bad understanding of
the democracy by the leaders, that makes the
democracy not to be different enough from the
“consultation of the masses” of the system of
sad memory or from the “democracy of the
facts” of the militants of the old extremism. It
is a misunderstanding that transforms the
democracy into a simple tool of promoting the
interests of “gang” (I am using the language of
the current power, a word for which a
distinguished intellectual from lasi seeks in
vain its equivalent in Latin!) and of
controlling the society. I want to illustrate the
idea of misunderstanding the democracy by
the current authorities in Romania by means
of three observations.

The first one refers to the confusion
between legitimacy and legality. I ignore the
fact that the current leaders do not seem to
understand what legitimacy means. They
think that, after a legislative scrutiny where
40% of the electors participated, and their
party obtained around a third of the expressed
votes, everything is alright. Actually, in other
words, in the current Romania, there is no
legitimacy of the decisions even if, by forcing
“the arithmetic democracy”, we obtain an
oppressed legality. Anywhere in the world,
such leaders would be precautious, if they had
the legitimacy culture.

The “elected people’s” behaviour is
strange: knowing that they will not be elected
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noapte, unii devin “independenti” (ceea ce
este, in fond, ilegal, oricand acestia putind
fi actionati in justitie de catre cei care i-au
votat cu sigla unui partid cu tot!) si
relativizeaza, oportunist, toate opiniile lor
anterioare. Altii spun in privat ceea ce cred
cu adevarat despre guvernanti, pentru ca in
declaratii publice sa 1si umfle pieptul, ca
eroici aparatori ai liniei partidului.
“Reprezentarea poporului” care i-a ales au
uitat-o cu totul, In numele “mandatului
imperativ” al partidului, care {ii tardie in
solutii proaste.

Guvernantii actuali din Roménia nu
inteleg ca democratia nu se lasd redusa la
numaratoarea voturilor si la stabilirea celui
care are un vot in plus. ,,Democratia
aritmeticd” 1 “dictatura = majoritatii
aritmetice” au fost criticate plenar de
cultura democratica a lumii civilizate, iar un
democrat onest stie cad un consens cat mai
larg, mai ales atunci cand aritmetica este
subtire (cateva voturi in Parlament in plus)
sau discutabild (in definitiv, ce ar fi fost
dacd la alegerile prezidentiale din 2009
numdrarea voturilor ar fi fost alta? sau daca
se lua in seamd victoria in tarda a
candidatului rival?) este solutia inteleapta.
Carpaticii democrati de mucava nu inteleg —
se vede prea bine — ce inseamnd democratia.
Pana la urma, pentru ei, poporul este cel
care nu este bun (dupd cum arata si remarca
unuia: “nu se obtin banii de la Bruxelles,
caci se lucreazd cu romani!” sau invitatia
recentd a presedintelui la “a folosi libertatea
castigata pentru a parasi tara”).

Peste toate, cei care administreaza
Romaénia actuala nu inteleg legatura
indisolubild dintre democratie si valoarea
profesionald a reprezentantilor. Precum
odinioara Ceausescu, putereca apeleaza la
persoane de calitate indoielnica, incat, pe
de-o parte, sa nu fie vreun pericol de
concurentd din partea acestora si, pe de alta
parte, sa se poatd oricdnd arunca vina pe
cineva. La randul lor, persoanele acestea
reproduc nivelul redus de competentd si
onestitate: cei pe care 11 numesc sunt,

for the second time, the cynicism crosses any
limit registered in the European democracies.
Suddenly, some of them  become
“independent” (that is basically illegal because
they can be acted in justice anytime by the
ones who had voted them, including the logo
of the party!) and relativize in an opportunist
manner all their previous opinions. Others say
in private what they really think about the
leaders and, in the public declarations, they
are proud, heroic protectors of the party line.
“The representation of the people” who
elected them was completely forgotten by
them, in the name of the “imperative
mandate” of the party that drags them into bad
solutions.

The current leaders in Romania do not
understand that democracy is not reduced to
counting votes and establishing who has more
votes. “The arithmetic democracy” and “the
dictatorship of the arithmetic majority” have
been plenary criticized by the democratic
culture of the civilized world, and a honest
democrat knows that a larger consensus,
especially when the arithmetic is thin (some
votes in plus in the Parliament) or discussable
(after all, what would have happened if the
votes had been differently counted at the
presidential elections from 2009? Or if we had
considered the victory of the rival candidate
inside the country?) is the wise solution. The
democrat Carpathians of pasteboard do not
understand — it is clear — what democracy
means. After all, for them, the people is not
good (as it is shown by the remark of one of
them: “we do not obtain money from
Brussels, because we work with Romanians!”
or the recent invitation of the president to “use
the achieved freedom for leaving the
country”).

Moreover, the ones who administrate
the current Romania do not understand the
indissoluble connection between democracy
and the professional value of the
representatives. Like Ceausescu in the old
times, the power calls dubious persons
whereas, on one hand, there is no
competitiveness danger from them and, on the
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deopotriva, mai curand incompetenti, docili,
agresivi, cu destule pete la activ. O tard care
are nevoie, ca de aer, de persoane
competente §i  integre, capabile sa
imagineze, sa gandeasca si sd implementeze
solutii chibzuite, cade astfel prada unor
administratori nepriceputi, care o trag in
jos. Cu un pret urias, insa, pe care il
plateste, ceas de ceas, inevitabil, fiecare
cetatean.

Peste toate, insd, din pacate, sardcia
inunda cu repeziciune, din nou, Roméania —
fapt care ar trebui sd 1i pund cel putin pe
ganduri pe propagandistii politici din zilele
noastre. Efectele sunt multiple: neputinta
capitalizarii, scurgerea rapida de resurse si

pierderea prestigiului international.
Bucurestiul este  vizitat  rar, din
complezenta, reprezentantii romani

conteaza doar formal (daca nu cumva sunt
ignorati sau atipesc la reuniuni, cum se
poate observa in tot mai multe filmari),
adesea ei nu inteleg problemele puse in
discutie, singurele institutii internationale
(precum CEPES), care mai existau la
Bucuresti, au fost desfiintate, nu s-au putut

folosi resursele Uniunii Europene si
sustinerea SUA.
La  aceste premise launtrice

Romaniei actuale, sunt de adaugat, pentru a
putea raspunde la intrebarea “ce va fi 1n trei
ani?”, premise contextuale. Le enumar cat
mai succint. Competitia internationala
stimulata de globalizare si de criza
declansata in 2008 se va intensifica. Centrul
economic al lumii se mutd in Asia de Sud-
Est. SUA ramane principalul actor al lumii,
dar China se ridica la rangul celei de a doua
supraputeri, Rusia revine printre fortele
hotaratoare, iar alianta Franta, Germania,
Rusia va avea un cuvant mai greu de spus.
Societdtile avansate trec deja la “noua
economie”, iar “statul social” este supus
unei revizuiri profunde si promitatoare.

Ce va fi Romania in urmatorii trei
ani depinde de ceea ce ea face acum, in
conditiile date de premisele amintite. Nu se
poate raspunde concret la intrebarea “ce

other hand, we may always accuse someone
else. At their turn, these persons reproduce the
reduced level of competence and honesty: the
ones they assign are at the same time
incompetent, docile, aggressive, having
enough marks at present. A country that needs
imperiously competent and incorruptible
persons who are able to devise, to think and to
implement wise solutions, is the pray of some
unskilled administrators that pull it down.
With a huge price paid, unavoidably, by every
citizen, permanently.

Moreover,  unfortunately  poverty
quickly drowns Romania again — fact that
should make the political propagandists of
these days think twice. The effects are
multiple: the impossibility of capitalization,
the fast leakage of resources and the loss of
the international prestige. Bucharest is rarely
visited, for complaisance, the Romanian
representatives are only formally important
(unless they are ignored or unless they fall
asleep at the reunions, as we may notice in
more and more videos), they often do not
understand the discussed problems, the only
international institutions (such as CEPES),
that were in Bucharest were abolished, we
could not use the resources of the European
Union and the support of USA.

To these inside premises of the current
Romania, we add contextual premises, in
order to be able to answer the question “what
will happen in three years from now?”. T will
enumerate them as succinctly as possible. The
international competition stimulated by the
globalization and by the crisis unleashed in
2008 is emphasized. The world economical
centre moves to South-Eastern Asia. USA
remains the main actor of the world, but China
gets the rank of the second superpower,
Russia comes back among the deciding forces
and the alliance between France, Germany,
Russia has more and more influence. The
advanced societies already pass to the “new
economy”’, and the “social status” is submitted
to a deep and promising revision.

What will happen in Romania in three
years from now depends on what it does now,
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este de facut?” fara a lamuri in prealabil
“cine poate face?”. Cu datele pe care le are
la activ (alegeri fracturate, incapacitate
administrativd, = imbratisarea  modelului
african, selectarea mediocrilor in roluri
publice etc.) actuala putere — presedinte,
guvern, aparat — nu va scoate Romania din
cea mai grava criza a istoriei ei moderne.
Daca se va incerca prelungirea acestei
puteri — ceea ce este de asteptat sa se forteze
— situatia romanilor se va inrautati, fie si in
termeni doar relativi.

Eroarea politicii actuale este de
directie — Tnainte de a fi de alte naturi, si ele
importante. Atunci cand la inceputul anului
2009, s-a configurat dezechilibrul bugetar,
in loc sa se consulte specialisti reali si sa se
caute o directie de dezvoltare pentru
Romania, s-a apucat directia comprimarii
activitatilor — care a fost si este oriunde in
lume contraproductivd. Spus mai simplu:
abordarea oficiala din Romaénia, a crizei
financiare si economice Inceputd in 2008,
este eronatd! Nu s-a lamurit nici un moment
provenienta crizei (cum s-a produs criza? ce
decizii au fost luate in prealabil? cine le-a
luat? a cui este raspunderea?) si se izoleaza,
in abordare, deficitul bugetar, ce este acuzat
exclusiv, de structura bugetului, ultima re
rupe de economie, iar economia de politici
si de miscdrile din societate. Izolarile
acestea, triple, ar fi chestiune de interes
doar euristic daca nu s-ar lua decizii pe baza
lor. Aceste decizii nu dau rezultate nu
numai pentru cd ating interesele foarte
multor oameni, nu doar pentru cd cetdtenii
sunt afectati si-si exprimd nemultumirea.
Ele nu dau rezultate deoarece sunt gresite
tocmai din punct de vedere economic, iar
dovada peremptorie este imprejurarea ca
nici o tara nu practica astfel de “solutii”.

Romania s-a umplut intre timp de
mistificari, care Tmpiedicd inainte de orice
discutarea onestd a situatiei. Se decreteaza
de sus ca numai cu o persoand anume
“Romania va traversa desertul”. Ca nimeni
nu are proiecte alternative. Ca de vina este
“criza mondiala”. Ca am fi dupa doua

in the conditions given by the mentioned
premises. We may not answer concretely to
the question “what can we do?” without
solving the problem of “who can do it?”. With
the information it currently has (fractured
elections, administrative incapacity,
embracing of the African model, selecting the
mediocre people for the public roles etc.) the
current power — president, government, device
— will not get Romania out of the most serious
crises of its modern history. If we try to
prolong this power — what is expected to be
forced — the Romanians’ situation will get
worse, even in relative terms.

The error of the current policy is
directive (before having other important
natures. At the beginning of the year 2009,
when it was configured the budgetary
unbalance, instead of consulting real
specialists and of seeking a development
direction for Romania, we took the direction
of compressing the activities — that has been
counter-productive anywhere in the world. In
other words: the official approach in Romania
of the financial and economical crisis that has
started in 2008 is wrong! It has never been
cleared the crisis provenience (how was the
crisis produced? What decisions were
subsequently made? Who made the decisions?
Whose responsibility is it?) and it is isolated,
in approach, the budgetary deficit that is
exclusively accused by the budget structure,
the last economy break and the economy of
policies and of movements in the society.
These triple isolations would be a problem of
heuristic interest if there were not decisions
made based on them. These decisions do not
give results only because they reach the
interests of very many people, not only
because the citizens are affected and they
express their dissatisfaction. They do not give
results because they are economically wrong
and the peremptory evidence is the
circumstance that no country practices such
“solutions”.

Romania has been meanwhile filled
with mystifications that stop the honest
discussion of the situation. It is decided from
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decenii de erori. Si altele. Ca si in anii
optzeci, inaintea de 1inlocuirea lui
Ceausescu, este de procedat astazi la
demistificari si la aducerea pe agenda
publica a veritabilelor probleme ale tarii.

Situatia tdrii  este pe muchie
(tehnologic, economic, social, politic,
cultural), incat la intrebarea “cati ani vor
trebui reparatiei celor stricate in 2009-
2010?” economisti de buna calificare spun
aproape automat opt-zece ani. Este adevarat
ca Paul Krugman argumenta nu de mult ca
si criza din 1929 s-a incheiat abia in 1945!
Eu cred ca schimbarea politica neintarziata
din Romania ar pune tara in migcare in trei-
sase luni, iar un nou mod de dezvoltare ar
putea fi instalat destul de repede, cu cetédteni
priceputi si devotati. In putini ani, Romania
nu numai cd ar inlatura daunele grele ale lui
2009-2010, dar ar reintra 1intre tarile
respectate ale lumii.

Nu vreau sd proiectdm utopii sau sa
ne lasdm in seama reveriilor. Dar nici nu
este cazul sd se cedeze actualelor directii §i
persoane, demult compromise. Este vorba
de a ne clarifica si de a actiona energic, ca
altddatda la Alba Iulia. Pun in joc, fie si
numai numindu-le aici, sapte concepte ale
schimbarii: “stat ca pazitor al ordinii”,
“democratie ca forma de viatd”, ‘“noua

industrializare”, “consolidare a pietei
interne”, “independenta justitiei”,
“descentralizare prin subsidiaritate”,

“reconstructia democraticd a statului” si
lansarea dialogului in societate.

Deunazi, la Torun si Roma m-a
intdmpinat aceeasi Intrebare: ce ati face in
Romaénia, ce devizd ati recomanda? Am
raspuns fard ezitare cu o formuld biblica
deja folositd cu succes de multe ori in
istorie: “Nu va fie fricd!”. Am addugat, insa,
o formula cu aceeasi origine: “Sa trdim in
adevar!”. Curajul si adevérul ar fi timpul sa
redevina virtuti carpatice! Dar se cuvine sa
fim lucizi: nu pot deveni astfel de virtuti
fara actiunea constientd si responsabild a
intelectualitatii.

Ce va fi peste trei ani? sa raspund la

above that only with a certain person
“Romania will cross the desert”. That nobody
has alternative projects. That the “world
crisis” is guilty. That we suffer the
consequences of two decades of errors. And
others. Like in the °‘80s, before replacing
Ceausescu, nowadays it is to proceed to the
demystifications and to bringing to the public
agenda the real problems of the country.

The situation of the country is at limit
(technologically,  economically, socially,
politically, culturally), so that, to the question
“how many years does the reparation of the
things broken in 2009-2010 need?” good
economists answer almost automatically 8-10
years. It is true that Paul Krugman has
recently argued that the 1929 crisis ended in
1945! 1 think that the early political change in
Romania would mobilise the country in three-
six months, and a new developing way could
be quickly installed, with skilled and devoted
citizens. In a few years, Romania not only
would remove the hard damages of 2009-
2010, but it would also re-enter among the
respected countries of the world.

I do not want to project utopias or to
dream. But we should not give up in front of
the current directions and persons that have
been compromised a long time ago. It is about
clarifying and acting energetically, like in
Alba Iulia in the old times. I involve, even
only by naming them here, seven concepts of
the change: “the state as the guardian of the
order stat”, “democracy as a life style”, “the
new industrialization”, “reinforcement of the
inside market”, “justice independence”,
“decentralization by subsidiarity”,
“democratic reconstruction of the state” and
launching the dialogue in the society.

The other day, in Torun and Rome, I
found the same question: what would we do in
Romania, what motto would you recommend?
I answered with no hesitation with a Biblical
formula already successfully used many times
in history: “Do not be afraid!”. But I also
added a formula having the same origins:
“Let’s live in the truth!”. The courage and the
truth should become Carpathian virtues again!
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intrebarea cu care am inceput. Dacad se
continud ceea ce este acum, atunci vom
avea o tard lovitd de sdracie, la coada
Europei, In care unii se vor bucura ca au
ceva mai mult decat altii. Dar toti vor
suferi, fizic si nefizic, sub o cohorta de
trupeti care vor avea o victorie poate ceva
mai putin stingheritd decat a fratilor de
spirit, adoptati incult si, poate, involuntar,
precum Goebbels sau Sauckel. Imi
amintesc cd 1n dramatica dezbatere din
Germania anilor treizeci asupra cauzelor
prabusirii democratiei in tara sa Thomas
Mann a atras atentia asupra venirii la
conducerea tarii a categoriei celor mai
necalificati si mai corupti. In interventia la
:”Vocea Americii”, din 10 aprilie 1945,
celebrul romancier tragea astfel bilantul:
,,In Germania acum doisprezece ani, ultimii
si cel mai de jos, din punct de vedere uman,
au venit la conducere si au determinat fata
tarii”.  Bilantul era trist, catastrofa
Germaniei se produsese. La noi trebuie,
oare, asteptatd prabusirea mai departe, fie ea
si pasnica?

Daca curajul si pasiunea adevarului
vor prevala, daca intelectualii acestei tari isi
vor spune cuvantul, atunci va fi altfel. Ne
amintim ce spunea Seaton Watson: ,toate
trasaturile mentionate, mizeria taranilor,
brutalitatea birocraticd, educatia falsd si o
clasa privilegiata careia 1i lipseste orice simt
al responsabilitdtii sociale, ai cdror cei mai
privilegiati membri au fost gata sa-si
tradeze de la o zi la alta principiile, in
schimbul unei primiri la liderul suprem,
toate acestea au existat In Romania in grad
proeminent”. lar acestea le scria un foarte
mare filo-roman, in cartea Eastern Europe
between the wars (Cambridge University
Press, 1945). Citez, 1in continuare:
,Democratia nu poate inflori in astfel de
atmosferd. Procesul decdderii a mers in
Romania mai departe decat in alte parti ale
Europei rasaritene. Nici un progres nu va fi
facut pana cand nu se abandoneaza aceste
metehne iar o noud abordare va fi pregatita
sa-i 1a locul. Perioada tranzitiei va fi lunga

But we should be lucid: they cannot become
such virtues without the conscious and
responsible action of intellectuality.

What will happen in three years from
now? [ should answer to the question by
means of which I have started. If we go on as
we do right now, we will have a poor country,
the last one in Europe, where some will be
glad that they have a bit more than others. But
everybody will suffer physically and non-
physically, under a group of troupes that will
have a smaller victory, perhaps, than the one
of their spirit brothers, non-culturally adopted
and, maybe with no will, such as Goebbels or
Sauckel. I remember that, in the dramatic
debate in Germany in the ‘30s on the causes
of the democracy crash in his country,
Thomas Mann attracted the attention to the
country leading by the category of the most
unqualified and corrupted people. In the
intervention to:”America’s Voice”, from April
IOth, 1945, the famous novelist concluded:
“Twelve years ago, in Germany, the last and
the lowest ones, from the human viewpoint,
came to lead and determined the country
face”. The conclusion was sad, Germany’s
catastrophe had been produced. Should we
expect the crash, even if it is peaceful?

If the courage and the passion of the
truth prevail, if the intellectuals of this country
say their words, then it will be differently. We
remember what Seaton Watson said: “all the
mentioned features, the peasants’ misery, the
bureaucratic brutality, the fake education and
a privileged class with no sense of social
responsibility, =~ whose  most privileged
members were ready anytime to betray their
principles, in exchange for the supreme leader,
all of these prominently existed in Romania”.
And these were written by a great philo-
Romanian in the book Eastern Europe
between the wars (Cambridge University
Press, 1945). 1 further quote: “Democracy
cannot blossom in such an atmosphere. The
decline process has gone further in Romania
than in other parts of the Eastern Europe.
There will be no progress until we leave these
bad habits and a new approach is ready to
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si dureroasd. Dar atunci cand va fi
incheiatad, marile energii si calitati ale
poporului roman, al doilea ca efectiv si
probabil cel mai talentat in Europa
rasdriteand, 11 va asigura acea pozitie
onorabild pe care nu a fost inca in stare sa o
atingd . Nu ar fi cazul ca intelectualii sa se
decida si sa incheie astazi, in sfarsit, acea
tranzitie lungd si dureroasa?

replace it. The time of transition will be long
and painful. But when it is contracted, the big
energies and qualities of the Romanian
people, the second one as effective and
probably the most talented one in the Eastern
Europe, it will provide for it that honourable
position that it could not reach”. Should not
the intellectuals decide and finally contract
today that long and painful transition?
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