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CUNOASTERE - CULTURA SI
PROGRESUL DEMOCRATIEI

Prof.univ.dr. Adrian GORUN

1. Cunoastere epistemici — culturi
— democratie — repere conceptuale
2. Democratia formala si
democratia substantiali (de la
teoria elaborati, Ia modelele

functionale de democratie)

3. Cunoasterea si progresul
democratiei (democratia ca produs
si proces). Posibila reversibilitate a
regimurilor democratice

1.  Cunoastere  epistemici —

culturi - democratie — repere

conceptuale

Toate marile epoci de culturi au propus
meditatiei §i reflectiei teze, principii si
probleme gnoseologice'. Chiar si n culturile si
mentalitifile calificate drept protoistorice,
arhaice, mitologice se structureazi mituri,
imagini si simboluri care comunici despre
semnificatia pe care exponentii acelor culturi o
atribuie cunoasterii, coordonatd esentiald si
existentiald a omului.

Nu existd un concept riguros a ceea ce
in general, desemnim prin cunoastere.
Aceasta, mai ales in misura in care, termenul
utilizat in limbajul uzual este vag, el acoperind
un teritoriu” imprecis, nedeterminat de
referinte §i conotatii eterogene. Dar tocmai de
aceea sunt necesare clarificiri. Mai ales pentru
cd judecata prin care cunoasterea reprezinti
atributul esential si existential al omului nu
poate fi infirmatd. Aceasti judecati devine
constatativi: Un anumit moment de cunoastere
este implicat in orice activitate si angajare

KNOWLEDGE — CULTURE
AND DEMOCRACY
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1. Epistemic knowledge — culture —
democracy - conceptual
references

2. Formal democracy and
substantial democracy (from the
elaborate theory to functional
democracy patterns)

3. Democracy  knowledge and
progress (democracy as product
and process). The possible
reversibility of  democratic
systems

1. Epistemic knowledge — culture
— democracy - conceptual
references -

All the great culture ages have proposed
theses, principles and gnoseolo%ical problems to
the meditation and reflection’®. Even in the
cultures and mentalities qualified as proto-
historical, archaic, mythological, myths, images
and symbols are structures communicating
about the meaning of those cultures exponents
is attributed to knowledge, essential and
existential coordinate of man.

There is no rough concept for what we
generally name knowledge. This, especially to
the extent where the term usually used is vague,
and covers an imprecise “temitory”, not
determined by references and heterogeneous
connotations. But this is way clarifications are
necessary. Especially because the judgement
according to which knowledge is the essential
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umani. In acelagi timp, devine critici si
selectivd: Nu se poate pune pe acelasi plan o
cunoastere elementard, intrinsecd (atribut al
ontisului uman), care se regiseste in codul
genetic ’ ,uman”, in proiectul existential al
fiintei umane (ca si componentd a vietii), cu o
cunoastere obiectivatd, critici, reflexivd. O
cunoagtere elementard reprezintd
universalitatea si identitatea fiintei umane — ca
fiind bio-psihica, socio-culturald si actional,
si este ,cunoastere sau gindire in sens
subiectiv, constdnd intr-o stare a mintii sau a
congtiintei sau o dispozitie spre comportare

sau reactii’”. Prin comparatic  (desi
gradualitatea  planurilor este evidentd),

cunoagterea _obiectivatd, controlatd critic,
reprezintd ,cunoagtere sau gindire In sens
obiectiv, constdnd 1in probleme, teorii si
argumente ca atare™’.

Cunoagterea elementard este spontand,
supusd deopotrivd unor orizonturi de libertiti
si constringeri izvorite atit din codul genetic,
cét si din situatiile de viafd (individuala si de
grup); cunoagterea obiectivat3 este
intentionati., obtinutd prin activititi speciale si
specializate, urmand explicit anumite idealuri
de justete, autenticitate si punere la proba.
Cunoagterea obiectivati este cunoagsterea
epistemica (stiintifica).

La scard culturald si istorici se pot
identifica sisteme de cunoagtere mai mult sau
mai pufin integrate, proprii unor comunitifi
umane determinate, sisteme in care sunt
structurate  diferite genuri de cunoagtere
(diferentiate, sintetizate si ierarhizate mobil):

a) cunoagtere perceptivi, de simt
comun; b) cunoagtere tehnico-pragmaticd; c)
cunoagtere stiintificd; d) cunoastere filosofica;
e) cunoastere miticd; f) cunoagtere religioass;
g) cunoastere artistica.

Totodats, tuturor formelor de congtiing
si ideologiilor (coercitive sau non-coercitive) 1
se asociazi momente gi coeficienti de
cunoagtere specificd. Apoi, in cadrul genurilor
de cunoagtere, pot fi identificate formele de
cunoagtere:

~ a) empiricd - teoreticd; b) pozitivd -
speculativ; ¢) intuitivd - - reflexivi;
e)reprezentativi-simbolicd; f) individuald -

and existential feature of man cannot be denied.
This judgement becomes indicative: a certain
moment of knowledge is involved in any
human activity and commitment. At the same
time, it becomes critical and selective: we
cannot put at the same level an glementary,
intrinsic ~ knowledge (human ontis attribute),
found in the human genetic code, in the
existential project of the human being (as a-
component of life), with an objective, critical,
reflexive  knowledge. The  elementary
knowledge represents the universality and
identity of the human being — as bio-psychic
being, socio-cultural and action being, and it is
“knowledge or thought in subjective meaning,
consisting of a state of mind or consciousness or
a disposition towards behaviour or reactions!””.
By comparison (although the gradualness of the
plans is obvious), the objective knowledge,
critically controlled, represents knowledge or
thought in objective meaning, consisﬁn% of
problems, theories and arguments as such”'®.

Elementary knowledge is spontaneous,
subdued at the same time to some freedom and
constraints horizons appeared both from the
genetic code and the life situations (individual
and group); objective knowledge is intentional,
obtained through special and specialized
activities, explicitly following some justness,
authenticity and probation ideals. Objective
knowledge 1is the _epistemic (scientific)
knowledge.

At cultural and historical scale, we can
identify knowledge systems more or less
integrated, proper to some human communities,
systems where there are structured different
types of knowledge (differentiated, synthesized,
and hierarchised): ‘

a) perceptive knowledge, of common
sense; b) technical and pragmatic knowledge’ ¢)
scientific = knowledge; d)  philosophical
knowledge; €) mythical knowledge; f) religious
knowledge; g) artistic knowledge.

At the same time, all the forms of
conscience and ideologies (coercive or non-
coercive) are associated with moments and
coefficients of specific knowledge. Then, within
the framework of knowledge types, the
following forms of knowledge may be
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colectivi s.a.

Agadar, se discutd despre tipuri de
cunoastere:

1. elementari,

subiectivi;,

2. obiectivatd, elaborati, reflexivi,
criticd, stiintifici, sisteme de cunoastere,
genuri si forme de cunoastere; genurile si
formele de cunoastere, se caracterizeazi $i prin
modalitdtile lor variabile de expresie,
comunicare si difuzare,

In abordarea de fati*, tinand cont de
procesualitatea cunoagterii in general, a
cunoagterii stiintifice, in special, dar si de
cistigurile rezultate din disputa empirism-
rafionalism (mediate in epoca moderni de
criticismul kantian), suntem preocupati de
ilustrarea relatiei: cunoagtere stiintifica-culturs
(indeosebi  cultura  politics)-  progresul
democratiei. Vom insista pe deosebirea dintre
sistemul de cunostinte stiintifice si sistemul de
opinii, pe evidenticrea acelor domenii ale
realului care sunt susceptibile de o cunoagtere
.certd (comparatii cu domenii in care
certitudinile sunt subordonate statisticului), pe
nevoia trecerii (in procesul cunoagterii) de la
aparenta ingeldtoare a lucrurilor la sesizarea
esentei lor, pe existenfa sau non-existenta
mijloacelor adecvate de care dispune subiectul,
la un moment dat, spre a stabili validitatea
unor rezultate ale cunoasterii sau, mécar,
anumite grade de verosimilitate a ei.

Bipolaritatea si procesualitatea
cunoagterii trebuie analizate prin raportarea
subiectului ei finit (o finitudine determinati
prin  recunoasterea  limitelor  genetice,
existentiale, potential-actionale — inclusiv de
performantele limitate ale mijloacelor de
investigare) la obiectul infinit (infinitudine
spatio-temporald, dar si a formelor diverse de
manifestare). Totodats, trebuie finut cont de o
evidentd: aceea ci problemele si solutiile
gnoseologice vizeazi si o stare determinati a
cunoagterii (subiective i stiintifice), purténd,
de reguld, amprenta genurilor §i formelor de
cunoagtere care, in fiecare epocd, s-au bucurat
de prestigiu epistemologic, avand chiar rol
paradigmatic.

Cunoasterea cunoagterii nu dispune de

spontand, comunai,

identified:
a) empirical — theoretical; b) positive —
speculative; . c) intuitive: - reflexive; )

representative — symbolic; f) individual -
collective g.a.

therefore, we discuss of types of
knowledge:

1. elementary, spontaneous,
subjective;

2. objectived, elaborated, reflexive, -critical,
scientific, knowledge _systerns, genera
and forms of knowledge; the types and
forms of knowledge , characterized by
their variable modalities of expression,
communication, and diffusion.

In this approach", taking into
consideration the gradual character of
knowledge in general, but also by the benefits
resulting from the empiricism — rationalism
dispute (mediated in the modern age by Kant's
criticism), we are concemned by illustrating the
relation:  scientific knowledge - culture
(especially political culture) — the progress of
democracy. We will focus on the difference
between the scientific knowledge system and
the system of opinions, on highlighting those
field of reality liable of a certain knowledge
(comparisons with fields where certitudes are
subordinated to statistics), on the need of
passing (within the process of knowledge) from
the misleading appearance of things to the
observation of their essence, on the existence or
non-existence of adequate means of the subject
at a certain point, in order to establish the
validity of some knowledge results or at least
certain degrees of its credibility.

Knowledge bipolarity and gradual
character have to be analyzed by reporting its
finite subject (a finitudine established by
admitting the genetic, existential, potential —
action limitations of the investigation means) to
the infinite object (spatial and temporal infinite
and various forms of manifestation). At the
same time, we have to take into consideration
one evidence: that gnoseologic problems and
solutions also focus on a determined state of
knowledge (subjective and scientific), having
the fingerprint of genera and forms of
knowledge which, in every age, have had an

common,
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o ,cale regali”: ea este un moment al
cunoagterii umane supuse actiunii posibilului
istoric. In demersul pe care-1 propunem, atit in
surprinderea  corelatiilor dintre  reperele
conceptuale (cunoastere epistemicd — culturi -
democratie), dar mai ales in dezvoltarea
secventelor de continut privitoare la
democratia formald si democratia substantiala,
a rolului cunoasterii §i culturii politice n
progresul democratiei (dar si in evidentierea
unor limite intrinseci ,teoriei-fantom3” a
democratiei). iteram asumptia ci aprecierea
unei conceptii gnoseologice doar sub aspectul
coerentei gi simplitatii interne, al consecventei
cu proprille ~ei premise teoretice §i
metodologice, este cu totul insuficienti.

fn disputa dintre epistemé si doxa
(paradoxul lui Taminaux) trebuie tinut seama
de presupozitiile premiselor, de consecintele
mai Indepartate. - ale dezvoltirii teoriei
democratiei, de contextele extragnoseologice
(ontologice, psihoantropologice) pe care le
angajeazi.
.. Tabloul contemporan al preocupirilor
si pozitiilor epistemologice este unul extrem
de.variat. O participare la inelegerea societitii
cunoasterii presupune o analizd sistematicd
privind: = .

e marile transformdri interne, de mod sau
stil de gindire produse in stiinta- moderni si
actuald, dar mai ales analiza noului statut
social-economic, cultural §i politic al stiintei in
cadrul societitii informationale;

¢ noile metode §i mijloace care permit

efectuarea cercetdrilor teoretice (logico-
matematice, semantice, metateoretice) i
empirice  (psihogenetice, psihosociologice,
istorice, antropologice, cibernetice etc.),

altidata inaccesibile;

o traditiile filosofice si culturale, curentele
si scolile stiintifice contemporane (empirismul
logic si filosofia analiticd — R. Carnap, C.G.
Hempel; rationalismul critic — K.R. Popper;

fenomenologia - Ed. = Husserl,;
neorationalismul — G. Bachelard, F.Gonseth;
epistemologia  genetici — J.  Piaget;

pragmatismul conceptual — W.v.O. Quine;
noua tebnologie a stiintei — Th.S. Kuhn, St.
Toulmin; realismul ,.gtiintific” — M Bunge, H.

epistemological even with a

paradigmatic role.

Knowing the knowledge has only one
“royal” way: it is a moment of human
knowledge below the historical possibility. In
our steps, both in surprising the the correlations
between conceptual references (epistemic
knowledge — culture — democracy), but
especially in developing the content sequences
regarding formal democracy and substantial
democracy, the role of knowledge and political
culture in the progress of democracy (but also in
underlining some intrinsic limitations of the
“phantom-theory” of democracy) we issue the
assumption that the appreciation of a
gnoseologic conception only under the aspect of
coherence and internal simplicity, of
consistency with its own theoretical and
methodological premises, is not enough

In the dispute between episteme and
gray matter (Taminaux’ paradox) we have to
take into consideration the farther consequences
of democracy theory development, the extra-
gnoseologic contexts (ontological, psycho-
anthropological) it engages.

The  contemporary  picture  of
epistemological concerns and positions is
extremely various. Participating in
understanding the knowledge of society
supposes a systematic analysis regarding:

e great internal transformations, regarding
thought style or form produced in modern
and current science, but especially the
analysis of the new social-economic,
cultural and political status of science

prestige,

within informational society;
¢ new methods and means allowing to carry
theoretical  researches  (logical and

mathematic, semantic, meta-theoretical)
and empirical (psycho-genetic, psycho-
sociological, historical, anthropological,
cybernetic etc.),” which wused to be
inaccessible;

e Philosophical and cultural traditions,
contemporary scientific trends and schools
(logical empiricism and analytical
philosophy — R. Carnap, C.G. Hempel;
critical rationalism— KR.  Popper;
phenomenology -~ Ed. Husserl; neo-
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Putnam - contextualitatea adevirului — R.
Rorty s.a.);

¢ metodele, tehnicile si instrumentele care
conferd cercetirilor epistemologici un grad
mai ridicat de pozitivitate, precum: analiza
directd referitoare la problemele
epistemologice noi pe care le presupune
practica de varf a cercetirii stiintifice; analiza
formalizantd  §i  reconstructia  logico-
matematicd atit a teoriilor stiintifice, c4t si a
conceptelor epistemologice intuitive (teorie,
model, explicatie, predictie, testare, adevir
etc.);

¢ metodele istorico-critice si psihogenetice
(care pun 1in evidentd mecanismele de crestere
a cunoagterii §i modul istoric in care au
evoluat si s-au succedat principalele ipoteze
etc)5 .

Natura pe care o studiazi stiintele azi,
hu este o naturd ante-umand; ea este deja
prelucratd si valorizatd cultural. Sistemele de
semnificatii pot fi descifrate numai prin luarea
in consideratie a contextului, apeland la
rezultatele  cercetdrilor © din  domeniul
antropologiei  culturale, psihosociologiei,
istoriei culturii, pundnd accent pe cunoasterea
psihicului social i procesul de ,refacere” a
orizontului de realitate a oamenilor. fn acest
context apeleazi Mircea Eliade la termenul de
»opacitate semantici” care semnifica faptul ci
orice document, chiar contemporan, este
»Spiritual opac” atita timp cAt nu_este
descifrat”, integréndu-l intr-un sistem de
semnificatii: ,,O0 unealti preistorici sau
contemporand nu poate si releve decit
intentionalitatea sa tehnologica: tot ceea ce
producdtorul sau posesorii ei au gindit, au
imaginat, au sperat in relatie cu ea ne scapi™.

Intr-o definitie ce-i exprimi chintesenta
continutului, adevdrul reprezinti valoarea
cunoagterii. Modul de a fi al omului, conditia
umand  (Montaigne, Malraux), fiintd
intru’mister §i pentru revelare” (Lucian Blaga)
— reprezintd fundamentele  universului
axiologic uman. Asa cum judecitile de valoare

nu se identific cu judectile despre valoare, 1a

fel universul axiologic nu se rezumi Ia
universul ontic, nici la cel gnoseologic. Si
aceasta, In primul rdnd, pentru ci valorile sunt

rationalism — G. Bachelard, F.Gonseth;
genetic  epistemology — J.  Piaget;
conceptual pragmatism — W.v.0. Quine;
the new technology of science — Th.S.
Kuhn, St. Toulmin; “scientific” realism —
M Bunge, H. Putnam — the contextuality of
truth—R. Rorty s.a.);

e Methods, techniques, and instruments
granting the epistemological researchers a
higher degree of positivity, like: a direct
analysis regarding epistemological
problems that the top practice of scientific
research supposes; formalising analysis and
logical — mathematic reconstruction of
scientific theories, as well as of intuitive
epistemological concepts (theory, model,
explanation, prediction, testing, truth etc.);

* Historical-critc  and  psycho-genetic
methods (that underline the growth
mechanisms of knowledge and the
historical way in which they have evolved
and succeeded their main hypotheses
etc)zo.

The nature studied by sciences
nowadays, is not an anti-human nature; it is
already processed and culturally valued.
Significations systems may be decrypted only
by taking into consideration the context, calling
the results of the researchers in the field of
cultural  anthropology, psycho-sociology, the
history of culture, placing the accent on
knowing the social psychic in the process of
“rebuilding” people’s reality horizon, In this
context, Mircea Eliade uses the term of
“semantic opacity” which means that any
document, even contemporary ones, is
“spititually opaque” as long as it is not
decrypted, by integrating ‘it in a system of
significations: “A prehistoric or contemporary
tool only reveals its technological intentionality:
everything its producer or owners have thought,
have imagined, have hoped related to it is
unknown to us”*.

In a definition expressing:the content
essence, truth represents the value of
knowledge. Man’s way of being, human nature
(Montaigne, Malraux), ,,mysterious being and
for revelation” (Lucian Blaga) ~ is the grounds’
of the human axiological universe. Just like
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imanente si transcendente atit obiectelor
valorizate, cét gi subiectelor valorizatoare. Este
de mare interes ideea exprimati de un personaj
shakespearean in . ,Trolius 's§i Cresida™
,valoarea nu sti in bunul nostru plac...;
valoarea e gi-n ceea ce prin sine-i pretios si in
acela care pretuieste”. Altfel spus, valoarea se
constituie numai atunci cidnd si acolo unde
ceva (in principiu orice) prezintd pentru cineva
(obligatoriu, fiinta capabild si aprecieze) o
importantd mai mare sau mai micd, implicnd
o relatie specificd intre subiect si obiect.

_ O definitie_posibild: Valoarea este o
relatie de apreciere a unor bunuri sau creatii, in
virtutea corespondentei dintre insugirile lor si
nédzuintele omului.

Pe cale de consecintd, se poate asuma
cd valoarea nu este nici atribut intrinsec al
unor obiecte (materiale sau ideale), nici atribut
intrinsec al subiectului, c¢i un mod specific de

raportare _preferentiald si deziderativd a

subiectului fai de obiect, pe baza unor criterii

sociale’.

, Sistemul de  valori care conferd
identitate structurald unei comunititi este
definit ,,ca sintezi a componentelor culturale gi
de civilizatie admise ca legitime la nivel
comunitar’™, In temeiul interactionalismului
simbolic, cultura este un sistem de «simboluri
colective». TrecAnd peste multitudinea
definitiilor date culturii, consider ci definitia
lui J. Plano este wuna cuprinzitoare si
edificatoare pentru studiul de fati: Cultura
reprezinti ansamblul de modele
comportamentale insugite §i transmise social,
specifice unei societiti. Ca element definitorin
al unui grup national, ea se dezvolti si se
pastreazd prin invidtare, limbid, cunoastere,
folclor, credintd, obiceiuri, traditii, institutii,
atat oficiale, cit si neoficiale. Pe scurt, prin
totalitatea experientei sociale. Intr-o esentd
maximd, avand in vedere inclusiv componenta
sa politicd, se poate spune ci un sistem politic
este modelat de factorii culturali, iar sistemul
politic, 1a rdndul tui, poate provoca modificari
in plan cultural, iofluentind alte modele
comportamentale ale societatii. Aici se impune
o altd remarc3, anume aceea ci existenfa unor
subculturi - sau a unor contra-cultur,

value judgements do not identify themselves
with judgements about value, in the same way

they do not resume themselves to ontic

universe, not to the gnoseological one. This
happens firstly because values are immanent
and transcendent to valued objects and to
valorising subjects. It is of great interest the idea
expressed by a Shakespearian character in
“Troilus and Cressida”: ,, value dwells not in
particular ...; It holds his estimate and dignity /
As well wherein 'tis precious of itself /As in the
prizer”. To put it in other words, values is when
and where something ( mainly anything) has
less or more significance for someone (a human
being capable of appreciation, compulsorily), .
involving a specific relation between the subject
and the object.

A _possible definition: Value is an
appreciation relation of some goods or
creations, in virtue of their correspondence
between their features and man’s hopes.

Consequently, we may assume that
value is not an intrinsic attribute of some objects
(either material or ideal), not an intrinsic -
attribute of the subject, but a specific way of
preferential and desiderative report of the
subject towards the object based on social
criteria®.

The system of values that offers
structural identity to a community is defined as
“a synthesis of cultural and civilisation
components admitted as legitimate at
communitarian level”. Based on the symbolic
interactions, culture is a system of “collective
symbols”. Passing over the multitude of
definitions given to culture, I believe that
JPlano’s is conclusive and edifying for our
study: Culture is the assembly of behaviour
patterns acquired and socially transmitted,
specific to one society.

As a defining element of a national group, it
develops and preserves by studying, language,
knowledge, folklore, faith, habits, traditions,
institutions, both official and not official. In
short, through the totality of social experience.
In a maximum essence, taking into
consideration its political component also, we

‘may say that a political system is modelled by

cultural factors and political system, in its turn,
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depistabile prin alienarea unor grupuri
importante de grupul cultural dominant, pot
produce ostilitati si tensiuni care, la randul lor,
pot avea ca rezultat violenta, represiunea si, in
ultimd instantd, revolufia sau rizboiul civil.
Iati o tezd de care voi tine cont in analiza
democratiei. Nivelul (subsistemul) culturii, al
congtiinfei sociale, al ideologiei si vietii
spirituale coexistd In sistemul social impreuna
cu nivelul (subsistemul) raporturilor societate
umané-naturd; nivelul (subsistemul)
structurilor sociale si al relatiilor specifice;
nivelul (subsistemul) vietii comunitare.

Apoi, in subsistemul culturii politice
sunt cuprinse:

e ideile, conceptiile, formele de
congtiintd specificd — politic, morala,
filosoficd, artistica, juridics, religioass;

¢ reprezentdrile, mentalititile, opiniile,
stérile de spirit, atitudinile.

Succint, reprezentdnd sfera vietii
spirituale a individului, conditia culturii are
un dublu sens: ea condifioneazi si este
conditionati de mediul social.

Intereseazd impactul ei asupra conditiei
sistemului politic; valorile, aspiratiile produc
comportamente - reprezentative la  nivel
individual, grupal, nafional, international
(indeosebi prin globalizare). Cultura creeazi
traditie, formeazi sisteme autonome de
cunostinte, modeleazi structura unor institutii
(creeazd o alti totalitate a experientei
sociale)’.

Istoria reprezintd martorul de control
asupra valorilor si utilititilor diferitelor
societifi politice. Aceastd judecatd poate fi
emisd atit pentru regimurile democratice, cét
si pentru cele non-democratice, indeosebi in
privinta legitimititii si legitimarii lor.

Democratia este forma politica ce ,.si-a
dovedit in timpuri indelungate, o mare
capacitate de invitare §i un imens potential de
transformare”'’; ea s-a manifestat ca idee a
guvernirii de citre cei multi, transformand
viata politica aproape in aceeasi perioada atét
in Atena (si alte orase — state grecesti), cat si
in statul — cetate Roma'!. Multi autori au
considerat ci exclamatia lui Giovani Sartori:
»Democratie! Numele propus al unui lucru

can cause alterations at cultural level,
influencing other behaviour patterns of the
society. This requires another observation,
namely that the existence of subcultures or
counter-cultures, that may be depicted by
alienating important groups from the dominant
cultural group, can cause ostilites and tensions
that, in their turn, may result into violence,
repression and last revolution or civil war. This
is a thesis that I shall take into consideration in
analyzing democracy. The level (subsystem) of
culture, social consciousness, ideology and
spiritual life work together within the social
system together with the level (subsystem) of
the reports between human society — nature; the
level (subsystem) of social structures and
specific relations; the level (subsystem) of
communitarian life.

Then, in the system of political culture,
there are included: :

¢ Ideas, conceptions, specific conscierice
forms — political, moral, philosophical,
artistic, juridical, religious;

¢ Representations, mentalities, opinions,
states of spirit, attitudes.

Briefly, representing the individual
spiritual sphere, the condition of culture has a
double meaning: it conditions and it is
conditioned by the social environment.

We are interested on its impact upon the
condition of the political system; values,
aspirations cause representatives behaviours at
individual, group, national, intemational level
(especially through globalization). Culture
creates tradition, forms autonomous knowledge
systems, models the structure of institutions
(creates another tonality of the social
experience)*.

History is the control witness upon
values and utilities of different political
societies. This judgement may be issued both
for democratic systems, and for non-
democratic systems, especially regarding their
legitimacy and legitimating,

Democracy is the political form that
“has proven in time a great capacity of learning
and a great potential of transformation™?’; it has
developed as an idea of government by the
people, transforming the political life almost at
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care pu existd”, i-ar fi cuprins opera.

in opinia mea'?, aceasts exclamatie nu
este nici pe departe compromititoare ci,
dimpotrivd, atrage atentia unei multitudini de
probleme pe care le ridicd insusi conceptul de
democratie din perspectiva unei insuficiente
(daci nu chiar a unei crize) epistemice in
domeniu. Diferenfa concept initial — concept
actual, concept actual — realitate factuald este
deopotrivi, una istoricd, dar §i semantici —
tocmai prin extensia referentialului. Abordarile
regimurilor democratice sunt preocupate atat
de- geneza, evolutia si functionarea acestui tip
de regim, dar §i de posibilele evolutii in viitor;
in - acelagi timp, intensitatea si constanta
dezbaterilor nu pot face abstractie de aspectele
istorice comune §i nici de elementele specifice
ale regimurilor democratice. ,Ceea ce
intelegem noi prin democratie nu este ceea ce
intelegea un atenian din timpul lui Pericle —
scric R. Dahl. Notiuni grecesti, romane,
medievale si renascentiste se imbiné in notiuni
din secole mai apropiate, pentru a produce un
amestec adesea extrem de incongtient de teorie
si metode”®. Tocmai de aceea, o definitie
consistentd a democratiei este dificils, dar
stiinta politicd azi ia in considerare tot mai
mult definitia lui Schumpeter: ,,... metoda
democratici este acea ordine institutionald prin
care se ajunge la decizii politice, ordine in care
unele persoane obtin dreptul de a decide, in
urma unei infruntdiri concurentiale pentru
obtinerea votului popular”'®. Definitia are si
merite — ilustrarea caracterului concureniial §i
edificator al alegerilor, includerea principiului
reactiilor previzute (Friedrich), dar este si prea
procedurald, ceea ce  unilateralizeazd
continutul conceptului. Se poate constata ci
democratia — inteleasd ca_metodd, ca ordine
institutionald prin care se ajunge la decizii
politice, este explicitatd prin rangul de mijloc
(in sens kantian, prin scopuri relative,
corespunzitoare imperativelor ipotetice). Dar
democratia este produs (regim politic) si
proces prin care realul (ontisul social)
inglobeazd gradual dezideratul (inteles aici si
ca posibil virtual). Originat in sistemul politic
(ca orice regim politic), regimul democratic
este modalitatea esentiald prin care politicul se

the same time in Athens (and other cities—
Greek states), as well as in the castle state —
Rome?S, Many authors have considered that
Giovani Sartori’s exclamation: ,,Democracy!
The name for a thing which does not exist”,
included its work.

In my opinion®’, this exclamation is not
compromising, but on the contrary, it draws the
attention of many problems of the concept of
democracy itself from the view of an epistemic
lack (or even a crisis) in the field. The
difference between the initial concept — current
concept — actual reality is both historical and
semantic — through the extension of the
referential. The approaches of democratic
systems are concerned both with the genesis,
evolution and working of this type of system, as
well as with its possible evolutions in the future;
at the same time, the intensity and constancy of
debates cannot exclude common historical
aspects or the specific elements of democratic
systems. “What we understand by democracy is
not what an Athenian from Pericles’ time used
to understand— says R. Dahl. Greek, Roman,
Medieval, and Renaissance notions combine
from more recent centuries, to produce a
mixture - of theory and methods which is
sometimes unconscious™®. This is why, a
consistent definition of democracy is difficult,

but political science today takes into
consideration Schumpeter’s definition more and
more: ,,... democratic method is that

institutional order for reaching to political
decisions, orders where people get the right to
decide, after a concurrent confrontation for
getting popular vote™?. This definition has
credits — illustrating the concurrent and edifying
character of elections, including the principle of
predicted reactions (Friedrich), but at the same
time it is also too procedural, which makes the
concept content too unilateral. We can establish -
that democracy — understood as method, as
institutional order for reaching political
decisions, is explained through the middle rank
(in Kant’s meaning, through relative purposes,
comresponding to hypothetical imperatives). But
democracy is a product (political system) and
process through which reality (social ontisO
includes the desiderate gradually (understood
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fenomenalizeazd in ipostaze deziderat si
ipostaze real. Concret, 1in  guvernarea
exercitatd de ,multi” si idealul exercitrii
guverndrii de citre citi mai multi. Ea este,
deopotrivd, un proces inclusiv si exclusiv, un
regim politic, dar §i un mod de guvernare (de
viatd). Ea implici, deopotrivd, potentia si

a

potestas, puissance $i pouvoir. Ea este, in
esentd, un regim al puterii politice, dar si o
mésurd a gradului in care acest regim (ca
deziderat al autoguvernirii) satisface conditia
umand intr-un asemenea tip de comunitate, iar
aceastd misurd — ca rezultat al autoevaludrii
individuale (ca medie statistici al acestor
autoevaludri), implicdi imanenta culturii
politice si, pe cale de consecinti, a unui grad
de cunoagtere. Constiinta de sine a individului
va contine elemente sistematice (si nu doar
spontane), in misura In care ea se
fundamenteazi 1in structuri cognitive i
axiologice. In grade si ranguri diferite. Functie
de nivelul' acestor grade si ranguri,
consecintele democratiei vor fi receptate mai
mult spontan sau mai mult elaborat. Gradul de
prelucrare (capacitatea individului) al faptului
democratic brut va conduce la opinii
(subiectual verosimile), sau la cunostinte (cu
atributele de adevirate si temeinice). Aici este
terenul (in acest interval) de diferentiere intre
»perceptia fantomid” a democratiei, ,teoria
fantom3” si o teorie stiintifics. Intre opinia
verosomil subiectuald, opinia obiectivati
(opinia publicd) -§i cunoagterea stiintifics a
democratiei. Dar cum democratia este regimul
exercitdrii puterii de citre cei multi, cu
tendinta dezirabild, de citre cat mai multi este
cert cid opinia publicd devine standardul
(etalonul) de raportare 1in elaborarea
rispunsului la intrebarea: cit de bun este
regimul democratic? $i chiar in angrenajul
globalizdrii  §i  societdtii  cunoasterii,
reconstructia  experimentelor  democratice
trdite, acceptarea guverndrii democratice drept
axiomd, acceptarea extinderii sferei de
participare politicd §i a ideii universalitatii
votului, a pluralismului i compromisului, a
contamindrii pozitive in planul
internationalului nu reprezinti argumente
suficiente spre a indica justificarea si

here as a possible virtual). Originating in the
political system (as any political system),
democratic system is the essential way for the
politics to transform into desiderate hypotheses
and real hypotheses. In fact, government
exercised by “the many” and the ideal of
exercising the government by as many as
possible. It is at the same time, an inclusive and
exclusive process, a political system and a form
of government (of life). It involves at the same
time, potentia and potestas, puissance and
pouvoir. It is mainly a system of the political
power, but a measurement for the degree in
which this system (as self-government
desiderate) complies with the human condition
in such a type of community, and this measure
— as result of individual self-evaluation (as a
statistic mean of these self-assessments),
involves the immanence of political culture and
consequently a degree of knowledge. Man’s
self-conscience  shall include systematic
elements (not just spontaneous), to the extent to
which it is fundamented in cognitive and
axiological structures into different degrees and
ranks. In accordance with the level of these
degrees. and ranks, the consequences of
democracy shall be received more
spontaneously and more elaborately. The
processing degree (individual’s ability) of ‘the
gross democratic act shall lead to opinions
(subjectively credible) or knowledge (with real
and grounded attributes). This is the field
(within this interval) of differentiation between
the “phantom reception” of democracy, “the
phantom theory” and a scientific theory,
between the credibly subjectual opinion, the
objective opinion (public opinion) and the
scientific knowledge of democracy. But taking
into consideration that democracy is the system
of exercising the power by the many, with a
desirable tendency, by as many, it is certain that
public opinion becomes the standard of
reporting in elaborating the answer to the
question: how good is the democratic system?
And even wunder the circumstance of
globalization and the society of knowledge, the
reconstruction of lived democratic experiments,
accepting the democratic government as an
axiom, accepting the extension of the political
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legitimitatea regimurilor democratice
comparativ cu cele non-democratice. Mai
mult, judecitile normative nu se pot substitui
judecdtilor obiective. Réspunsul la aceste
provociti nu poate fi formulat decdt prin
punerea in discutie a conceptelor de
democratie formald si democratie substantiala.

2 Democrd;id formali si democratia
substantiald

: Este stiut cd anticii nu tratau politicul
.ca pe un «obiecty ce revendicd o «metodd»
_specifici reprezentatd din stiintele naturii, ci il
considerau un .regim (politeia) ce conferd
_societdfii  semnificatiile  sale - centrale,
~punandu-i in ordine institutiile i regulile,
modeldnd moravurile si stilul de viatd al
membrilor s3i”".

in conceptia anticilor, politicul
reprezenta concomitent;

¢ un mod de organizare a Cetiii;
e un mod de viati pentru cei din Cetate

Aici 1si are sorginte distinctia intre
democratia formald si democratia substantiald,
dar -si. coexistenta acestora. Astfel, dacd
democratia este redusi doar la realizarea
modelelor de organizare a Cetiitii, atunci ea
-este formald; dacd dimpotrivd, politicul este
abordat concomitent ca mod de organizare a
Cetafii si ca mod de viaii pentru cei din
Cetate, democratia este formali si substantials.
, Regimurile democratice, ca orice tip de
regim politic, contin tensiuni imanente,
tensiuni manifestate - indeosebi in planul
incercirilor de modernizare institutionald,
urmare a nemultumirilor fatd de functionarea
regimului  existent (limitele regimului
democratic) raportate la modul dorit de
organizare a Cetitii. Aceste limite dovedesc
mentinerea  tensiunilor infre democratia
formald, bazatd pe elaborarea si respectarea
regulilor si  procedurilor (inclusiv  pe
constructia institutionald) §i democratia
substantiald, care are ca finalitate rezultatele
procedurilor formale in privinta bun#stirii
cetétenilor,

Democratia formald este conditia sine
qua non- (dar insuficientd) a democratiei

participation sphere and the idea of vote
universality, pluralism and compromise,
positive contamination within the international
plan are not enough arguments to indicate the
justification and legitimacy of democratic
systems in comparison to non-democratic ones.
Moreover, normative judgements cannot
replace objective judgements. The answer to
these challenges cannot be formulates unless
discussing the problems of formal democracy
and substantial democracy.

2. Formal democracy and substantial
democracy

It is known that Ancient people did not
treat politics as an “object” claiming a specific
“method” represented by nature sciences, but
looked at it as a system (politeia) offering the
society its central meanings, “putting its
institutions and rules in order, modelling the
needs and lifestyle of its members™.

In the Ancient people’s view, politics
was at the same time;

e A way of organizing the town;
s A way of life for people inside the town

This originates the distinction between
formal democracy and substantial democracy ,
but their coexistence also. Therefore, if
democracy is reduced to developing the forms
of organizing the Town, then it is formal; if, on
the contrary, politics is approaches at the same’
time as a form of organizing the Town and way
of life for people inside the Town, democracy is
formal and substantial.

Democratic systems, like any type of
political system, include immanent tensions,
appeared especially in the plan of institutional
modernization trials, due to complaints about
the existent system (the limitations of the
democratic system) reported to the desired way
of organizing the Town. These limitations prove
the persistence of the tensions between formal
democracy, based on elaboration and
compliance with the rules and procedures
(including on institutional construction) and
substantial democracy which has the finality of
formal procedures results regarding citizens’
welfare.
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substantiale, ca democratie in_actu (mod de
viatd); prima este mijlocul de atingere si
realizare a conditiei umane dorite si asteptate,
iar cea de-a doua exprimi misura in care
cadrul institutional-normativ elaborat,
construit si aplicat transform3 conditia umans,
adicd modul de viatd pentru cei din Cetate.
Ori, cum societitile democratice formalizate
sunt prin natura lor plurale (contindnd chiar
comunitdti plurale), creeazd jmplicit si
implacabil nu doar poliarhii, c¢i §i ierarhii
(natural-obiective, dar mai grav, de tip
oligarhic). Asteptirile, dorintele se
structureaz, la randul lor in:

a) opinii subiectual - verosimile (nivel
de viafi individual acceptat / respins /
contestat});

b) perceptii ale grupurilor,
comunitafilor obiectivate — opinia public
(nivel de viatd acceptat / contestat);

c) forme de congtiinti elaborate (teorii,
doctrine, ideologii), referitoare la capacitatea
democratiei formale in a transforma conditia
umani dintr-o comunitate (evaluarea obiectiva
a progresului/stagndrii/regresului nivelului de
viati functie de democratia formals). Si din
acest punct de vedere, conduita poate fi
Jjustificativa / contestatoare.

Toate cele trei forme de structurare a
agteptérilor sunt comparative (fie pe intervale
de timp, fie, atunci cand regimurile
democratice  succed  regimurilor  non-
democratice, comparatiile sunt realizate prin
prisma conditiei umane), iar indicatorii
utilizati vizeazi nivelul de viafii asa cum este
el perceput (individual sau la nivelul unor

grupuri) sau cum rezultdi din analizele
fundamentate stiintific. Impactul
congstientizarii rezultatelor raportirii

agteptdrilor la impliniri se evidentiazi in
comportamente (la vot, la actiuni de sustinere
sau contestare — comportamente active — sau
abfinere, pasivitate, absenteism
comportamente pasive).

Formal democracy is the sine qua non
condition (but not enough) for substantial
democracy as in actu democracy (way of life);
the first one is the way to reach and achieve the
desired and expected human condition, and the
second one expresses the extent to which the
elaborated, built and enforced institutional and
normative background transforms human-
condition, meaning the way of life for people in
the Town. And, knowing the fact that
formalized democratic societies are plural by
nature (including even plural communities),
they implicitty and implacably create not just
poliarchies but hierarchies also (natural —
objective, and more seriously, oligarchic type
ones). Expectations, desires are structured in
their turn into:

a) subjectial - credible opinions
(accepted / rejected / contested individual
lifestyle);

b) perceptions of groups, objectived
commuunities — public opinion (accepted /
contested lifestyle);

¢) elaborated forms of conscience
(theories, doctrines, ideologies), regarding the
capacity of formal democracy to transform
human condition from a community (objective
assessment of progress/ stagnation/ regress of
lifestyle in accordance with formal democracy).
From this point of view, conduct may be
Justifying / contesting.

All its three forms of structuring the
expectations are comparative (either on time
periods, either, when democratic systems
succeed  to  non-democratic  systems,
comparisons are made through the view of
human condition), and indicators used focus on
the lifestyle as it is perceived (individually or at
the level of some groups) as resulting from
scientifically grounded analyses, The impact of
being aware of the results of expectations
reporting to achievements is underlined in

‘behaviours (to vote, support or contestation

actions — active behaviours — refrain, passivity,
absence — passive behaviours).
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POSIBILITATI (BAROMETRU REALIZARI - ASTEPTARI) /
POSSIBILITIES (ACHIEVEMENTS — EXPECTATIONS BAROMETER)
Asteptiri/

l ; l | Expectations

0(0%). 0,25(25%) 0,5(50%) 0,75(75%) 1(100%)

-Realiziri /
Achievements

. Cazul L. Situatii irealizabile Case L. Achievable cases
1.1. 0 asteptiiri 1.1. 0 expectations
1.2, 1 asteptirisil L.2. 1 expectations and 1
realizdri (0 % achievements (0 %
deficit de lack of
realizari), situatie achievements), ideal
ideald case
. Case II. Achievable cases for 1
Cazul II. Situatii posibil de expectations
realizat pentru I agteptiri 2.1. Achievements with
E values: (0,75+1) (0,25 lack
2.1. Realiziiri cu valori: of achievements)
(0,75+1) (0,25 deficit de
realizari)

% Asteptari/

Expectations

000%) . 0,5(50%) 0,75(75%) 1(100%)

H Realizdri /
. Achievements

Comportament activ / Active behaviour
Sustinere-contestare / Support-contestation

m Justificare statistic / Statistically justification
Publicul, eterogen ca medie statistics, sustine regimul. /
People, eterogeneous as statistic mean, support the system
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2.2, Realiziri cu valori: (0,5+0,75) (0,5 deficit de realiziiri) / Achievements
with values: (0,5+0,75) (0,5 lack of achievements)

Agteptiri /
4 Expectations

00%)  0,25(25%) 0,5(50%) 0,75(75%) 1(100%)

h’ . Realiziiri /
Achievements

Comportament activ / Active behaviour

- {Susﬁnere—contestare / Support-contestation

Justificare rezervati / Reserved justification

2.3. Realiziri cu valori: (0,25+0,5) (0,75 deficit de realizari) / Achlevements
with values: (0,25+0,5) (0,75 lack of achievements) .

W Agteptiiri/
: Expectations
0(0%) 0,25(25%) 0 5(50%) 0,75(75%) 1(100%)

Realizéri /
Achievements

Comportament activ / Active behaviour

Predominant statistic-contestare / Mainly statistic —
~ contestation

Comportament pasiv / Passive behaviour

Agteptare / Wainting

2.4. Realiziri cu valori: (0+0,25) ( 1 deficit de realiziri) / Achievements
with values: (0-+0,25) ( 1 lack of achievements)

o Agteptari/
Expectations

0(0%) 0,25(25%) 0,5(50%) 0,75(75%) 1(100%)

Realiziri /
Achievements
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under the

3. Cunoasterea si progresul
democratiei (democratia ca
produs si proces)

»Prin adoptarea acestei asumptii
(identificarea cadrului firesc al democratiei in
statul — natiune - n.n.) scrie R. Dahl, ceea de
multe ori nu se recunoaste, este cit de
profund a afectat limitele si posibilitatile
democratiei trecerea istoriei de la statul-cetate
la statul-natiune. Transformarea este atit de
profund3 Incét, dacd un cetéifean atenian din
secolul-al V-lea ar apiirea brusc in mijlocul
nostru (fiind atenian, ar trebui si fie neaparat
birbat), probabil ar considera ci ceea ce
npumim noi democratie este ceva cu totul
stréin, neatrigitor si nedemocratic. Unui
atenian din vremea lui Pericle, democratia
noastrd i s-ar pirea departe de a fi
democratie, in primul rind din cauza
consecinfelor asupra vietii politice si a
institutiilor politice, ale trecerii de la nivelul
stat-cetate, mai intim §i mai participativ, la
giganticele forme de guverniméant, mai
impersonale si mai indirecte, din ziua de azi.”
— R. Dahl, Democratia si criticii ei, Iasi,
Institutul European, 2002.

Atribuirea calificativului de
democratic pentru un regim depinde de un

sistem de conditii, 1ntre care rolul
determinant este detinut de: caracterul
nerestrictiv.  al  participirii  electorale;

capacitatea cetifenilor de a-gi exercita liber
activitiitile considerate fundamentale pentru
organizarea votului; posibilitatea exercitirii

(" Comportament activ / Active behaviour

Contestare / Contestation
Comportament pasiv / Passive behaviour

Neimplicare / Non-involvement
Regimul democratic pus sub semnul intrebdrii (posibile
violente, revolutii, rizboaie civile). / Democratic system
sign of question (possible violences,
\_ revolutions, civil wars posibile).

3. Knowledge and progress of
democracy (democracy  as
product and process)

»By adopting this assumption
(identifying the natural framework of
democracy in nation — state - n.n.) says R.
Dahl, which is not admitted very often, is
how profoundly the passing from town-state
to nation-state has affected the limitations and
possibilities of democracy. The
transformation is so profound that, if an
Athenian citizen from the 5% century
appeared among us suddenly (as an Athenian,
he must be a man), he would probably think
that we think as democracy is something
completely strange, unattractive and non-
democratic. An Athenian from Pericles’ times
would think of our democracy as far from
democracy, firstly because of the
consequences upon the political life and
political institutions, of passing from a town-
state, more intimate and participating, tot he
gigantic forms of government, more
impersonal and more indirect.” — R. Dahl,
Democracy and its Critics, Iasi, European
Institute, 2002.

Giving the attribute of democratic to a
system depends on certain conditions, among
which the determining role is held by: the
non-restrictive  character of  electoral
participation, the citizens’ ability to - freely
exercise  their  activiies  considered
fundamental for the vote orgamization; the
possibility to exercise the rights considered
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drepturilor considerate indispensabile pentru indispensable for democratic life (meetings,
viaja democraticd (aduniri, expunere, presi). exhibition, press). These conditions are

La aceste conditii se adaugi cele formulate de
R. Dahi:

I. A formula preferinte; 1I. A-si
exprima preferintele; III. A-si vedea propriile
preferinte cantarite in mod egal in actul de
guvernare” .

Se desprind:

A. coordonata istoricd a
democratiei (democratizarea)
B. cele doud- dimensiuni ale
democratizérii
a. dimensiunea contestirii in
relatia cu autorititile
b. dimensiunea participarii
influente
A. Coordonata istorici a democratiei
(democratizarea)

A. TRANFORMARI
DEMOCRATICE

—= -

completed by those formulated by R. Dahl:

1.  Formulating preferences; IL
Expressing preferences; III. Seeing its own
preferences eciually weighed within the
government act

The following appear:

A. The historical 'coordinate of
democracy (democratization)

B. The two sides of
democratization

a. The side of contesting in the
relation with the authorities

The size of influent participation

A. The historical side of democracy
(democratization)

A. DEMOCRATIC
TRANSFORMATIONS

3 m
Matl:lcea
{persistent Statul Unjuni
&) natiune (confeder
a - atil)
micului transnatio
stat-cetate) nale
Pa;it::i';;'e Sistem de Mecanisme st )
a institutil lnstirte:::lglnale
autoguvern absolut noi transnational
\_are_J e J
Complexul de Transferul de
“Demos”“Kratia institutii suveranitate
= +
Democratie Relatii

transnationale

=democratie

NOTA:

1. Transformérile (democratice) — adaptiri

(conceptuale) — conotatii(noi),
2. Li#rgirea sferei modelului (de la

[ ~ X ~
( I II I
Persisten ]
t matrix Nation Unions
" (of the state (transn
small ational
town-~ confede
state) rations)
\— J Y,
Dire - I ™~
particip ¥
n to self- new of and
govel;nmen In;titutions :,'.:c:';:m'.:
. J J
| |
Complex of Transfer of
"Demos”Krat || institutions sovereignty
1a = ! +
Democracy || Transnationa
1 relations
=democracv

NOTE:

1. Transformations (democratic) — ada
{conceptual) — connotations (new),
2. Enlarging the pattern sphere (from
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democratia participativa) —
democratia  (reprezentativd) —
transfer de legitimitate asupra

organismelor internationale,

3. Caracterul inclusiv si exclusiv al
participarii,

4. Fecunda contaminare (pozitivd sau
negativd) a democratizirii (indeosebi
in era globalizirii).

B. Dimensiunile democratizarii (la
nivelul statului - natiune)

. Dimensii.._
.- unea

| M Sthe closed
(t'_°" size. opportunit \[ “hegemon
) hmuﬁ on) ies sphere (B3 - jesto’
ation - “concuren
tial
oligarchi

participating democracy) -
democracy  (representative) —
transfer of  legitimacy  upon

international organisms,

3. Inclusive and exclusive character of
participation,

4. Profitable contamination (positive or
negative) of democratization

(especially in globalization age).
B. Sizes of democratization (at the
level of nation-state)

Enlargmg From

Contesta

continues
Enlarglng “ tobe
- activities. _ contralled:
(partlcipatio by
[ g broad::  dominatin..-
- systems. . gelites, -
2 . . althqugh_ o
2 rieptat!o, . there are - °
systems -
RETRL ) -~ where
~compulsority. " everybod-’
‘concurential) y has the
= - opportuni. . -
ty to
participat -
\;_J
R j i)
leerallzarea +cupr|nderea-dem cratizarea . sl beraliztion +inclusion= democratization
oA Reglmuri ‘poliarhi S o -. Poliarchic systems.”
(mcnun grup nu este in masurd’ ‘dea lua: : (no group can take gver the power; power is
. puterea este dlvizaté - k. ] dwnded) )

.7 Controlul. - -
. responsabiliziril- |
* guwernantilor. -

I 1
( Democratia. | [ Democra:ia fa.’ ]
: "v.-_—'vllrl‘ﬁtl'ra‘l‘e,- s e iesire

NOTA: Procesul nu este ireversibil.
Explicatiile sunt sustinute de
democratizarii.

Controllin the
governors
resnnnsibility

_

The

*

Democraéy at
[ Ceenatry

NOTE: process is ot

fazele irreversible. Explanations are supported by
the democratization phases.
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Evolutia de la regimuri nedemocratice
citre regimurile democratice (Dankwart
Rustow).

a) Conditia preliminara: acordul general al
participantilor cu privire la apartenenta la o

comunitatea politicd

lupta intre grupuri de elite
b) Lupta dintre grupurile de elite nu se
finalizeazd prin victoria ,,decisivd” a unui
grup asupra celorlalte, «¢i printr-un
reprezintd

compromis. Compromisul
deopotrivi refuz (delimitarea elitelor de

interesul de grup) si acceptare (tolerarea
reciprocd fintr-o conviefuire ce permite

The evolution from non-democratic
systems to democratic systems (Dankwart
Rustow).

a) Preliminary condition: participants’
general consent regarding their belonging to
the political community

fight between groups of elites

b) The fight between groups of elites is not

finished through the “decisive” victory of a

group upon the others, but through a

compromise. Compromise is at the same

refusal (marking the elites of group interest)

and acceptance (reciprocal tolerance within

living together which allows to initiate .
competition, but also the approval for

entering to competition).

declansarea competitiei, dar si acordul
privind intrarea in competitie).

HABITATION ACOMODARE

(se au in vedere si ACU

factorii REGULILE,
contextuali: NORMELE $1 Cele trei
memoria istorici PROCEDURILE valuri ale
a  democratiilor DEMOCRATIC democrati
abandonate, E zdirdi (S.
contaminarea (pot fi si riscuri, Huntingto
pozitivi sau  generatoare  de n)
negativi, crize, c¢e * pot .

istent .sau d la
absenfa piefei  ciderea
tiale regi ilor

etc.) democratice)

NOTA: 1) Cele valuri ale

HABITATION GETTING
(contextual factors FAMILIAR WITH
are taken into DEMOCRATIC
consideration: RULES, The three
historical memory REGULATIONS waves of
of abandoned Al democratizati
democracies, PROCEDURES on (8.
positive or negative  (there may be risks, Huntington)
contamination, causing crisis that
existance or  may lead to the fall of
absence of democratic systems
competitional
market

democratiziirii ilustreazd fluxul si refluxul
regimurilor democratice®,

2) Caracterul ireversibil (sau
reversibil) al democratizarii depinde de
factori ce caracterizeazi democratia formald
(constructia  institutionals, autoritatea si
legitimitatea institutiilor democratiei,
pluralismul dezvoltat, pluripartidismul real si
functional, cultura politica, legiferarea
durabild, ordinea politicd interni i

internationald stabild, accentuarea efectului

de_domino al proceselor de democratizare)
cdt si mai ales democratia substantiald
(eradicarea  siriciei, ritmul reformelor
economice §i politice, statutul social al
individului, puterea exemplului modelului
democratic, slibirea si limitarea presiunii

NOTE:1) The three waves of democratization
illustrate the flow and backflow of
democratic systems®.

2) The imreversible (or reversible)
character of democratization depends on
factors characterizing formal democracy
(institutional ~construction, authority and
legitimacy of democracy institutions,
developed pluralism, real and functional
pluripartidism, political culture, sustainable
certification, stable internal and international
political order, focusing on the domino effect
of democratization processes) and especially
substantially democracy (finishing poverty,
the thythm of economic and political reforms,
individual social status, the power of example
of the democratic pattern, weakening and
limiting the pressure of backflow by limiting
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refluxului  prin  limitarea consecinfelor
regimurilor autoritare).

Factori entropici

Teza Ilui Seymour Martin Lipset:
sistemele economice care reugesc s creeze si
s4 mentind un regim democratic sunt cele mai
dezvoltate. (indicatori: venit/locuitor; grad de
instructie; procentul de urbanizare; nivelul de
industrializare; accesul la mijloacele de
comunicare; grad de civilizatie).

Conform tezei, o concluzie eronati,
care ar conduce la urmitoarea lege
sociologic#:

Toate sistemele socio-economice care
depdgesc anumite trepte de industrializare,
‘alfabetizare, urbanizare si venit/locuitor vor
da nastere unor regimuri democratice.

Aceastd asumptie este contrazisd de
realitatea factual — istorica.

Aceasti tezi trebuie reformulati,
tindnd cont de urmaétoarele aspecte:

- in afirmarea democratiei nu sunt
prioritare  caracteristicile  agregate  ale
sistemului  socio-economic, c¢i absenta
dezechilibrelor si- inegalititilor semnificative
dintre diferite grupuri sociale; afirmarea unui
regim democratic se realizeazd atunci cénd
inegalitdtile sunt tinute sub control i se reduc
dezechilibrele;

- proritar nu este nivelul de
dezvoltare socio-economics, ci modalitatile
prin care acesta a fost realizat; aceasta, mai
ales in misura In care tentativele de realizare
pot conduce la metode autoritare i la
destabilizarea  sistemului. Importanti este
aici de subliniat, distinctia Ini Huntington
intre modernitate si modernizare (luind in
calcul diferentele dintre progresul lent i rata
naltd, foratd a modernizarii).

Concluzie: eforturile suportate in timp
indelungat in sustinerea unei rate inalte a
modernizarii, conduc  implacabil la
instabilitatea puterii politice si regimului
democratic, ficndu-se posibild prabusirea
lor. Rata inalti a modernizarii, sustinuti
perioade indelungate, submineazi democratia
substantiala®®.

Se mai impune o concluzie general:
conceptul de democratie, asa cum a fost el

the consequences of authoritative systems).
Entropic factors
Seymour Martin Lipset’s thesis:
economic systems that manage to create and
maintain a democratic system are the most

developed ones. (indicators:
income/inhabitant; training degree;
urbanization  percentage; level of

industrialization; access to media; civilisation
degree).

According to the thesis, a wrong
conclusion that would lead to the following
sociologic thesis:

All the social and economic systems
that go beyond certain industrialization steps,
alphabetization, and income/inhabitant will
give birth to democratic systems.

This assumption is contradicted by the
factual-historical reality.

This thesis has to be reformulated,
taking into consideration the following
aspects:

- in affirming democracy, aggregate
features of the social and economic system
are not prioritary, but the absence of
significant unbalances and inequalities
between different social groups; the
appearance of a democratic system is
achieved when inequalities are kept under
control and unbalances are reduced;

- the social and economic
development level is not of priority, but the
ways in which it has been achieved; this
especially to the extent in which attempts of
achievement may lead to authoritative
methods and unbalance the system. It is
important to  underline, Huntington’s
distinction  between  modernity  and
modernization (taking into consideration the
differences between the slow progress and
high, forced level of modernization).

Conclusion:  efforts made for
supporting a high level of modernization for a
long time, implacably lead to the instability
of political power and democratic system,
making it possible for them to collapse. The
high level of modernization, supported for
long periods, undermines substantial
democracy?®,
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elaborat §i care a fundamentat ,teoria
fantom#™ a democratiei, se dovedeste azi — in
contextul societiitii cunoasterii — inconsistent
si ineficient. Trecerea de la ,teoria fantoma”
la teoria stiintifici a democratiei nu se
realizeaz3 firi a se {ine cont de rispunsuri la
intrebari de tipul:
= ce este poporul?
= din cine este constituit poporul?
= care sunt dimensiunile democratiei?
* de ce se amplificii caracterul utopic al
idealului democratic?
= de ce ,,democratia ,, semnifici:
o un grup distinct de institufii si
practici politice;
© unsistem de drepturi;
o o ordine sociald si economici;
o un sistem ce asigurd anumite
rezultate dezirabile;
© un proces unic de lvare a unor
decizii colegiale obligatorii
ete.

A general conclusion is also required:
the concept of democracy, as elaborated and
grounded the “phantom theory” of democracy
is proved today — in the context of knowledge
society” inconsistent and inefficient. Passing
from “the phantom theory” to the scientific
theory of democracy is not achieved without
taking into consideration answers of the
type:

®  What are the people?
=  Who are the people made of?
* Which are the sizes of democracy?
* Why does the utopia character of
democratic ideal increase?
= Why does “democracy” means:
o A distinct group of institutions
and political practices;
o A system of rights;
o A social and economic order;
o A system providing certain
" desirable results;
© An unique process of taking
compulsory collegial decisions
etc.
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