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ABSTRACT. The idea of censure from
Rousseau is released  along with the
dictatorship, but although the French thinker
separates it from the dictatorship, placing it in
a democratic regime, non-totalitarian, so it
becomes dangerous by ambiguity. In the view
of Rousseau, censorship is necessary in the
society, for the preservation of good habbits

without which the written law has no longer

power.

Jean-Jacques Rousseau este considerat,
pe bund dreptate, pdrintele tuturor opiniilor
politice moderne, ceea ce a §i generat
revendicarea lui de cétre toate curentele
politice.

Opera 1ui de cipitdi, Contractul social,
este atit cel mai bun exemplu de guvernare
declarat -democratics, dar contine si sdmburii
autoritarismului etatic.

Ideea de vointd generald, in numele
cireia suveranul are libertatea de a decide,
- deschide calea spre dictaturd, justificAnd-o.
Ideeca este fintr-atdt de prolificd, incét
interpretatd de liberali este parghia prin care
dictatorul poate fi infranat in ambitiile sale
personale. De asemenea, ideea de contract
social care poate fi reziliat de cetdfenii care
considerd ci reprezentantii investiti si-au
depisit mandatul este profund democratici si
liberald. Tot in spirit liberal, revolutia este
repudiati fiind consideratd un eveniment care
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ABSTRACT. The idea of censure from
Rousseau is released along with the
dictatorship, but although the French thinker
separates it from the dictatorship, placing it in
a democratic regime, non-totalitarian, so it
becomes dangerous by ambiguity. In the view
of Rousseau, censorship is necessary in the
society, for the preservation of good habits
without which the written law has no longer
power.

Jean-Jacques Rousseau is in good
reason considered the .father of all modem
political views, which has caused his claiming
by all political trends.

His basic work, Social Contarct, is both
the best example of democratic declared
government, but it also contains the starting
points of the etatic authoritarism.

The idea of general will, in the name of
which the sovereign has the fréedom to decide,
opens the way to dictatorship and justifies it.
The idea is so prolific that when interpreted by
liberals is the way for preventing the dictator
in its personal ambitions. Also, the idea of
social contract that may be terminated by the
citizens considering that invested
representatives have finished their mandate is
profoundly democratic and liberal. In liberal
spirit as well, revolution is excluded as it is
considered an event disturbing the society and
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tulburd societatea, riscdnd si o destrame.
Demersul autorului, in toate scrierile politice,
este de a teoretiza un guverndmint care si
preintdmpine si s facd inutild orice revolutie
care nu poate fi acceptati nici ca solufie
extremi. Totusi, situatia extremd a existentei
dictaturii este posibili, dar dictatura este
ultima solutie pentru a preveni revolutia.
Ordinea sociald este impusd prin
reglementdri flexibile. Rolul legii este de a se
plia dupa evenimente si de a norma situatii
concrete, oricare ar fi ele. ,Inflexibilitatea
legilor, care le impiedicd s se mlidieze dupi
evenimente, poate, in anumite cazuri, si le
facd vitdméitoare si, in timp de criza, si
pricinuiascd piejrea statului. Ordinea si
incetineala formelor cer un anumit riigaz de
timp, pe care uneori imprejurdrile nu-l
ingaduie.”! Existi insi posibilitatea ca
legiuitorul sd nu fi previizut o situatie concrets
la care legea este inflexibild din motivul
nevinovat c# nu poti prevedea totul. Cum, la
Roussean, flexibilitatea legii este doar
teoretici pentru ci are In spate o voin{d
generald  considerati Intotdeauna  bund,
evenimentele nepreviizute isi vor gisi o reactie
nepotrivitd sau nici o reactie, deoarece legea
intdreste atdt de mult institutiile statului,
- concretiziri ale voinfei generale, Incat ele nu-
si pot suspenda efectul de la sine. Situatia
aceasta este fird iegire: pe de o parte legea si
institutiile nu pot da o solutie la evenimentul
neprevizut, iar pe de altd parte incilcarea legii,
fnseamn# actiune Impotriva vointei generale.
Socialigtii au dat o solutie pentru aceasti
situatie, pretins rousseauists, revolutia, ceea ce
fnseamnd reconsiderarea intregului regim
politic si recrearea lui pornind de la alt
fundament. Génditorul francez vine cu o
solutie diferitd: “niciodatd nu trebuie si pui
stavild puterii sacre a legilor, decat daci este
vorba de salvarea patriei®, iar “stivilirea”
legilor inflexibile nu se face prin revolutie, i,
fie prin schimbarea administrativi a
guverndmantului, fie prin dictaturd. “Daci
primejdia este de asa naturd incit aparatul
legilor impiedica luarea misurilor de apdrare,
atunci este numit un sef suprem, care reduce la
ticere toate legile si suspendd pentru un

risking dividing it. The author’s approach in
all his political writings, is to put into theory a
government that would foresee and make
useless any revolution that cannot be accepted
as an extreme solution either. Still the
extreme situation of dictatorship is possible,
and dictatorship is the last solution for
preventing revolution.

Social order is required by flexible
regulations. The role of law is to adapt itself
according to events and regulate actual
situations, no matter what they are. “The
inflexibility of laws, that prevent them from
adapting to events, may, in some cases, make
them harmful, and during crisis, cause the
state loss. The order and slowness of forms
require for a certain period of time, that
sometimes circumstances does not allow.”
There is also the possibility that the lawmaker
had not foreseen an actual situation to which
the law is inflexible from the not guilty reason
that one cannot foresee everything. Because,
for Rousseau, the flexibility of the law is just
theoretical because it is based on a general will
always considered to be good, unpredicted
events will have an inadequate reaction or no
reaction at all, because the law strengthens the
institutions of the state, which are factual
things of the general will so much, that they
cannot suspend their effect by themselves.
This situation has no exit: the law and
institutions on one hand cannot give a solution
to the unpredicted event, and on the other
hand, breaching the law means action against
general will. The socialists have given a
solution for this situation, apparently
Rousseau’s, the revolution, which means
reconsidering the entire political system and
recreating it starting from another fundament.
The French thinker comes with a different
solution: “we must never stop the sacred
power of the laws, unless in the case of saving
the country”, and “preventing inflexible laws
cannot be made through revolution, but by
administratively changing the government, or
by dictatorship.”If the danger is so big that the
laws apparatus prevents the measures of
defence, then a supreme chief is appointed,
who cancels all the laws and momentarily
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moment autoritatea suverani.”? Cum se
impacd existenta dictaturii care anuleazi
actiunea legii cu vointa generald instituitd prin
contract social? Vointa generald are ca scop ca
‘statul si nu piari. Aceasta este cea dintdi
intentie a poporului si de aceea, dacid numai
dictatura mai poate salva statul, ea este de
preferat. Revolutia nu va salva niciodati statul,
ea 1l dizolvd, dandu-i posibilitatea renasterii,
dar aceasta nu este certdi. Cum se instituie
dictatura intr-un stat in care vointa generald
manifestatd in lege nu a presupus-0? Rousseau
dd solutia: “In asemenea cazuri, rare §i vidite,
se iau masuri pentru siguranta publicd printr-
un act particular care lasd grija aceasta in
sarcina celui mai vrednic”” Adicd, printr-un
act particular, care nu este lege, deci nu va
contraveni  vointei generale, -~ Adunarea
Legislativa, hotériste sd numeasca un dictator,
indeplinind astfel un act de guvernimant sau
act administrativ.  Dictatorul  suspendd
autoritatea legiuitoare, voce a vointei generale,
o face si tac#, o sileste si tacd. El domini
‘vointa generald, fird a o putea reprezenta; de
aceea dictatorul nu poate face legi, acestea
fiind apanajul vointei generale. Suspendind
legiferarea, el actioneazd in nume personal,
vointa generald neavénd altd posibilitate decat
s# asculte hotérarile dictatorului.

Dictatura . devine, dacd nu legald, cel
putin legitimatd de primejdia iminentd
impotriva statului §i are, 1n opinia lui
Rousseau, limitiri temporale®. Termenul
trebuie precizat de legivitor si trebuie si
acopere numai perioada de crizd, exemplul
istoric latin arfitdnd ci termenul de 7 luni pe
care il practicau era suficient de lung, incét cei
mai multi dictatori au abdicat inainte de
implinirea lui. De asemenea, un termen scurt
este de preferat pentru cid nu 1i di timp
dictatorului s se ocupe de alte planuri decét
de cele pentru care a fost mandatat.

Ceea ce riméne incert §i nediscutat de
Roussean este modalitatea de a elimina un
dictator care nu respectit termenul stabilit de
Legiuitor. Probabil solutia extrema la dictaturd
ca solutie extremd este numai revolutia, dar

suspends the sovereign authority.”'® How does
the existence of dictatorship that cancels the
action of the law get along with the general
will established through a social contract? The
general will has the purpose of preventing the
state to be lost. This is the first intention of the
people and that is why only if dictatorship may
save the state, it must be chosen. Revolution
can never save the state, it dissolves it and
gives it the opportunity to be born again, but
this is not sure. How is dictatorship established
in a state where the general will has not
assumed it? Rousseau gives the solution: “in
such cases, which are rare and obvious,
measures are taken for the public safety
though a particular act that leaves its concern
into the hands of the worthiest one.”!!
Meaning, through a particular act, which is not
law, unless breaching the general will, the
Legislative Meeting decides to appoint a
dictator, accomplishing thus " an act of
government or an administrative act. The
dictator suspends the law authority, the voice
of the general will, makes it shut up forces it to
shut up. It dominates the general will, without
being able to represent it; that is why the
dictator ‘cannot make laws, this being the
attribute of the general will. Suspending the
promulgation, he acts on his own, and the
general will has no other possibility unless to
obey the dictator’s decisions. Dictatorship
becomes if not legal, at least legitimate by the
immanent danger against the state and has, in
Rousseau’s view, temporal limitations' The
term has to be stipulated by the lawmaker and
has to cover only the period of crisis, the Latin
historical example indicating that the 7-month
term that they practised was long enough, so
that most dictators abdicated before it ends.
Also, a short term is preferred because it does
not give the dictator time to handle other plans
besides the ones he had been mandated for.
What is not sure and not discussed by
Rousseau is the way to eliminate a dictator
that does not comply with the term established
by the Lawmaker. Probably the extreme
solution to dictatorship is only the Revolution,

! Rousseau’s examples are based in \Ancient experience. Therefore, “the first way
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Rousseau se fereste si pronunte cuvantul pe
care 1l detesta.

El considera ci in starea sociald niscutd
prin contract social, chiar daci este suspendati
vointa generald, nu existd primejdia abuzului,
ci aceea a banaliziirii folosirii acestei
magistraturi.  Rutinizarea  dictaturii o
permanentizeazd, viciind spiritul poporului i
alterdnd voinfa general3,

Epoca noastdi este trecuti prin
experiente istorice in care investirea unui
dictator a finsemnat si permanentizarea
dictaturii, in care ideea de limitd temporald a
dictaturii este o gluma. Dacid Rousseau ar fi
triit experienta postrevolutionard din Franta,
si-ar fi schimbat cu certitudine opiniile despre
necesitatea istorici a dictaturii. El are dreptate
pand la un punct: dictatura suspendd vointa
generald, legile si este inlocuitd cu vointa
dictatorului, in schimb se ingeali asupra
faptului ¢ permanentizarea ei nu este nici un
pericol.

Semnul evident al unei dictaturi, in
sensul ei modern, este existenta cenzurii.

Cenzura, la Rousseau, trebuie infeleasi
pornind de la ideea de sanctiune reglementati
de lege. Existd, astfel, necesitatea de a apira

but Rousseau avoids to pronounce the word he
detests.

He thinks that in the social state
appeared through a social contract, even if
suspended by the general will, there is not the
danger of abuse, but that of trivialization of
using  this  magistracy. Dictatorship
routinization makes it permanent, damaging
the people’s spirit and altering general will.

Our age has passed though historical
experiences where a dictator investment has
also meant making the dictatorship permanent,
where the idea of temporal limit of
dictatorship is a joke. If Rousseau had lived
the post-revolutionary experience in France,
he would have definitely changed his views on
the historical need of dictatorship. he is right
up to a point: dictatorship suspends general
will, laws and it is replaced by the dictator’s
will, in retum he is mistaken about the fact
that making it permanent means no danger.

The obvious sign of a dictatorship, in its
modern meaning, is the existence of censure.

Censure, at Rousseau, has to be
understood starting from the idea of law
regulated penalty. Therefore, there is the need
to protect written law and unwritten law.

(changing the government by reducing functions) was used by the Roman Senate when
appointing the consuls, through an established form, to take actions for saving the republic.
The second method, ora, was used when one of the two consuls appointed a dictator. [This
appointment was made during the night in, as if they were ashamed to put one man above the
laws. (Rousseau’s note.)]. The example of this practice was given by Alba in Rome. At the
beginning of republic, dictatorship was often called, because the state was not established
enough to be able to maintain only through the force of its constitution. Because back then
customs made many precautions useless, there was no fear that a dictator would abuse its
authority and try to keep it longer that it should have been. On the contrary, it seemed such a
great power that it was considered a burden for the one being appointed that he hurried to
escape it as soon as possible as if the duty to keep the place of laws was too hard and
dangerous.”

** Rousseau is among the first anthropologists that take into consideration public opinion,
stipulating its significance in a free society and drawing its attention upon the means to
transmit information that could form or reform it. That is why representatives of the
Enlightenment will try to launch the correct information towards the public, an example being
the Encyclopaedia.

*ikcAlthough the law does not regulate ethics, legislation is the one giving birth to them;
when legislations is weak, ethics degenerate, but then the censors’ judgement cannot do what
the force of laws has not done already.”
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legea scris# si legea nescrisd. Legea scrisi este
datd de Legiuitor si reprezintd vointa generald
iar legea nescrisi este morala poporului, mai
puternici decat legea scris3, fiind si izvor al
acesteia. Voinia poporului s-a manifestat
continuu, chiar si tnainte de existenta statului
si natiunii, iar ea a luat forma moralei. De
aceea morala trebuie pastrati la fel de atent ca
si legea. Rousseau atacid problema cenzurii,
reclamind  necesitatea  instituirii  unei
magistraturi exceptionale, al cirei scop nu este
aplicarea legii scrise, ci péstrarea legii
nescrise, adici a moravurilor. “Declararea
vointei generale se face printr-o lege, decla-
rarea judecatii publice se face prin cenzura.
Opinia publicd este un fel de lege, al cirei
slujitor este cenzorul, care se mérgineste s-o
aplice la cazurile particulare, asa cum face §i
principele.” Mai mult, institufia cenzurii
publice se concretizeaza prin constituirea unui
tribunal cenzorial.

Ce rol poate avea cenzura intr-o
societate liberd si democratici? Nu cumva
Rousseau se referd la instituirea cenzurii in
situatiile de criz, totodati cu dictatura?

Rispunsul lui Rousseau este: nu!
Institutia cenzurii nu aparfine vremurilor
tulburi, ci este “declararea opiniei publice”,
tribunalul cenzorial fiind ,crainicul opiniei
publice”, nu arbitrul ei!

fn esents, din natura poporului se vor
naste opiniile sale despre bine, plicut, dorit.
Opiniile nu au ca izvor doar natura popular,
ci si evenimentele reprezentative pentru acel
popor, iar acestea pot tine de hazard si pot fi
un riu exemplu care va crea o rea opinie
publicd. Opinia publici**¢ se indeparteazi
deseori de natura purd a omului. “Iubim
ntotdeauna ceea ce este frumos sau ceea ce ni
se pare ci este frumos; dar asupra acestei
judecdti oamenii se ingeald; asadar, tocmai
aceasti judecata trebuie si fie reglementati.””’
Opinia publici formeazi moravurile. Orice
popor este interesat si aibd moravuri bune, dar
trebuie vegheat asupra opiniilor sale care stau
la baza moravurilor. Legea, ins#si, se bazeazi
pe moravurile unui popor prin impunerea
scrisd a respectiirii unui comportament socotit
cuviincios. Dar legea*'* nu merge in

Written law is given by the Lawmaker and
represents general will and unwritten law is
the people’s ethics, much stronger than written
law, being its spring also. People’s will has
permanently developed, even before the
existence of the state and nation and-it has
taken the form of ethics. That is why, ethics
has to be preserved as careful as the law.
Rousseau attacks the problem of censure,
claiming the need to establish an exceptional
magistracy, which does not have the purpose
of enforcing written law, but preserving
unwritten law, meaning ethics. “Declaring the
general will is made through a law, declaring
public judgement is made through censure.
Public opinion is a kind of law, whose servant
is the censor, who does not enforce it in
particular cases like the principe does.”'
Moreover, the institution of public censure is
established though a censorial court of law.

What role can censure have in a free and
democratic society? Doesn’t Rousseau refer to
the establishment of censure in situations of
crisis at the same time with dictatorship?

Roussean’s answer is: no! Censure
establishment does not belong to bad periods,
but it is the “establishment of the public
opinion”, the censorial court of law being “the
spokesman of public opinion”, and not its
arbitrator!

In essence, people’s nature give birth to
opinions on good, pleasant, desirable.
Opinions do not come from the popular
nature, but from the representative events for
that people, and they may depend on hazard
and can be a bad example that will create a
bad public opinion. Public opinion***often
gets further from the pure nature of man. “We
always love what seems beautiful to us; but
people are wrong on this judgement; therefore,
this judgement has to be regulated.”* Public
opinion forms ethics. Any people is interested
in having good ethics, but we have to watch
upon its opinions that are the basis of ethics.
The law itself is based on people’s ethics by
requiring the compliance with an adequate
behaviour in writing. But the law*** does not
work in depth, to establish the rules of simple
behaviour, of taste, of manners etc. This is the
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profunzime, péni la a impune regulile
comportdrii simple, ale gustului, manierelor
etc. Aici este locul desfasuririi opiniei publice
si a moravurilor. Opinia publici este judecata
pe care o formuleazd poporul asupra unui
lucru, iar moravurile sunt modelele de
comportament populare bazate pe opinia
publica. Moravurile rele rezult3 din opinii rele,
adicd erori colective de judecati. Tocmai
pentru ci sunt posibile aceste erori de judecati
este necesard interventia Legiuitorului care,
prin lege scris3, fixeaza bunele moravuri; dar
el reglementeazd numai pe cele generale, cele
particulare raméndnd locul libertitii de
comportament. Aici este locul interventiei
cenzurii §i tribunalului cenzorial: rolul lor
fiind de a elimina micile opinii eronate, erori
colective de judecatsi ce stau la baza relelor
moravuri. Cenzura este utili intr-o societate
sindtoasd moral. “Urmeazé de aici ¢ cenzura
poate sd fie de folos pentru pistrarea
moravurilor, dar niciodatd pentru restabilirea
lor. Instituiti cenzori cita vreme legile au
putere; de indatd ce gi-au pierdut-o, nu mai e
nici o sperantd; nimic legitim nu mai are
putere atunci cand legile nu o mai au.”® Rostul
cenzurii este de a menfine moravurile
impiedicand coruperea opiniilor, pastrindu-le
puritatea prin aplicatii intelepte, si citeodati
chiar statomicindu-le cind sunt frici
nehotiirate. Altfel spus, cenzura este intruparea
opiniei publice corecte, a bunelor moravuri si,
aplici infelept judecata sa la cazuri precise.
inteleass in felul acesta, cenzura nu mai

este apanajul dictaturii, ci al stirii sociale

instituite prin contract social.

Ne intrebdm asupra libertitii individuale
intr-o astfel de societate, asupra relatiei dintre
voinfa general¥ si libertatea individului. Daci
putem fi de acord ca in societatea in crizi si
instituim dictatura, ne fintrebim, daci nu
cumva si in afara situatiei de crizi nu suntem
in fafa unei dictaturi ce controleazi totul, pani
la opinia publica, ale c#rei erori le trimite intr-
un tribunal cenzorial — magistraturd distincti
in stat. Intentia lui Rousseau este onesti. El
esie revolutionar in epocd prin felul de a
intelege actiunea politicd, dar Rousseau se
raporteazd la Vechiul Regim si, fati de

place where public opinions and ethics take
place. Public opinion is the judgement
formulated by the people upon a certain thing,

and ethics are the popular patterns of

behaviour based on public opinion. Bad ethics
leads to bad opinion, meaning collective errors
of judgement. This because there are possible
these errors of judgement, it is necessary the
Lawmaker’s intervention who, by written law,
establishes good ethics; but he regulates only
the general ones, and the particular ones being
in the place of behaviour freedom. This is the
place censure and censorial court of law
interferes: their role is to decrease the small
wrong opinions, collective errors of judgement
that are the basis of bad ethics. Censure is
useful in a morally healthy society. “It thus
results that censure may only serve for
preserving the ethics but never for re-
establishing them. Appoint censors as long as
laws have no power; as soon as they lost it,
there is no hope; nothing legitimate has power
when laws do no longer have.”'* The purpose
of censure is to maintain ethics preventing the
opinions corruption, preserving their purity
through wise applications and sometimes
establishing them when they are  still
undecided. To put it in other words, censure is
the embodiment of correct public opinion,
good ethics and it wisely applies its judgement
for actual cases.

Understood like that, censure is no
longer the attribute of dictatorship, but of the
social state established through a social
contract. .

We are wondering upon the individual
freedom of the individual in such a society,
upon the relation between the general will and
individual freedom. If we can agree that in the
society in crisis we should establish
dictatorship, we are wondering if outside the
society in crisis we are facing a dictatorship
controlling everything, to the public opinion
whose errors it sends to a censorial court of
law - distinct magistracy in the state.
Rousseau’s intention is homest. It is
revolutionary in his times through the way of
understanding political action, but Rousseau
relates to the Old System and in comparison
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regimul care arunca in beciurile Bastiliei pe
critici este, intr-adevir revolutionar. Rousseau
isi intemeiazd cenzura pe ideea apérdrii
bunelor moravuri si opinii, Vechiul Regim
cenzura opinia criticd din punct de vedere
politic, iar intre cele doud feluri de opinie este
o pripastie imensd. Cu toate acestea, ceea ce
scrie Rousseau despre dictatur, opinie publicd
si cenzuri a fost finteles abuziv in anii
revolutiei franceze. Revolutionarii au preluat
ideile de justete a dictaturii 1n timp de criza si
de tribunal cenzorial si l-au aplicat atroce,
chiar impotriva opiniilor rousseauiste.

Concluzionind, in opinia lui Rousseau,
cenzura este necesard in societatea civild
pentru pastrarea moravurilor bune, fird care
legea scrisdi nu mai are putere. Pentru el
cenzura este necesard unde se incalcd legea
bunului simf, ca modalitate de a-i proteja pe
ceilalti.

Addugim c# cenzura opiniei publice,
chiar prin judecarea cazurilor particulare in
tribunalul cenzorial, se deosebeste de cenzura
politici a dictatorului care judeci si condamni
opiniile contrare lui, pornind de la premisa ci
dictatorul are intotdeauna dreptate. in primul
caz este vorba de efortul de a pastra bunele
moravuri, in cel de-al doilea, de a péstra
nestirbitd autoritatea dictatorului. in fond,
cenzura opiniei publice si a moravurilor este
un concept dificil de determinat, astfel incét, in
méana magistratului care sanctioneazi poate
insemna orice, de Ia gindul nespus in public,
la libertatea intrunirilor, libertatea de miscare,
pand la actul public imoral. Ideea de cenzura,
oricdt de voalatd ar fi ea, este periculoasi
numai prin faptul ci existd, singura acceptatd
fiind doar autocenzura ghidata de morala.

Judecind rousseauist, in starea sociald
care a compromis natura umand buni la
origine, se poate crea “omul omului”, omul
nou — cum i s-a spus mai térziu, prin politica si
prin educatie. Omul educat nu are nevoie de
cenzurd deoarece va avea interiorizate bunele
moravuri §i opinil. Instituirea cenzurii, ca
magistraturd  in  stat, reprezintd esecul
educatiei. Complemetaritatea dintre educatie si
politicd in crearea “omului nou” nu mai este
posibild odati cu esecul educatiei deoarece

with the system that threw critics to Bastille,
he is really revolutionary. Rousseau bases its
censure on the idea of good ethics and
opinions, the Old System censured critical
opinion from the political point of view, and
between the two types of opinion there is a
huge hole. Still, what Rousseau writes about
dictatorship, public opinion and censure has
been abusively understood in the years of the
French Revolution. Revolutionaries have
taken the ideas of dictatorship justness during
crisis and censorial court of law and applied it
in atrocious ways, even against Rousseau’s
opinions.

In conclusion, in Rousseau’s view,
censure is necessary in the civil society for
preserving good ethics, without which written
law has no power. For him, censure is
necessary where the law of common sense is
breached, as a way to protect the others.

We add that the censure of public
opinion, even by judging the particular cases
in censorial court of law, is different from the
political censure of the dictator that judges and
sentences opinions contrary to his, starting
from the premises that the dictator is always
right. In the first case, we are talking about the
effort of preserving good ethics, and in the
second, of preserving dictator’s authority
intact. Actually, the censure of public opinion
and ethics is a difficult to establish concept, so
that in the hand of the sentencing magistrate it
can mean anything, from the unsaid thought in
public, to the freedom of meetings, the
freedom to move, to the immoral public act.
The idea of censure, as hidden as it may be, is
dangerous through the fact that it exists, the
only one accepted being the self-censure
guided by moral.

Judging in Rousseau’s style, in the
social state that compromised good human
nature at its otigin, we may create “the man of
man”, the new man — as later called, through
politics and education. Educated man does not
need censure because it will interiorize good
ethics and opinions. Censure establishment, as
state magistracy, is the failure of education.
The complementarity. between education and
politics in creating “the new man” is no longer
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politica se instituie, in primul rind, prin
invétarea ei.

Societatea contemporand este reticenti
nu numai la ideea de cenzurd, ci chiar si la
termenul de cenzurd. Buna cenzuri se aplicd
mereu camuflaté sub diverse concretiziri: legi,
reguli, norme de conduitd etc. Ceea ce scapi
reglementiirii actelor normative, nu scapi
regulilor interne ale organizatiilor, astfel ci
aproape  tot  comportamentul  omului
contemporan este reglementat §i cenzurat sub
diverse aspecte. Nu s-a pistrat ideea
tribunalului cenzorial care, pentru
contemporani, este hidoasa.

Ideca de cenzuri la Rousseau este
lansatd aldturi de cea de dictaturd, dar cu toate
ci ginditorul francez o desparte de dictaturd,
plasénd-o in regimul democratic, non-totalitar,
ea devine periculoasd prin ambiguitate. Istoria
a si dovedit cum abordarea fugara a unei idei
importante, ca si cum ar fi de la sine infeleasa,
conduce la aplicarea ei in mod abominabil.

possible with the failure of education because
the politics is firstly established by learning it.

Contemporary society is sceptical not
only towards the idea of censure, but to the
term of censure itself. Good censure is always
camouflaged under different aspects: laws,
rules, behaviour regulations etc. what misses
the regulations of normative acts, does not
miss from the internal regulations of
organizations, so that the entire behaviour of
contemporary man is regulated and censured
under different aspects. The idea of the
censorial court of law which is hideous for
contemporary people has not been preserved.

Rousseaw’s idea of censure is launched
together with that of dictatorship, in spite the
fact that the French thinker separates it from
dictatorship, placing it in the democratic, non-
totalitarian system, it becomes dangerous due
to its ambiguity. History has proven how the
fugitive approach of an important ideas, as if
understood per se, leads to its abominable
application.

! J.-1. Rousseau, Contractul social, Editura Antet, Bucuresti, p.111

2 Ibidem, p. 111.
3 Ibidem, p. 111

* Exemplele lui Rousseau se bazeazi pe experienta anticd. Astfel, “primul mijloc [schimbarea

guvernimantului prin reducerea funciilor, n.n.] era folosit de senatul roman cand 1i insircina pe consuli, prinir-o
forma consacratd, sa ia masuri pentru satvarea republicii. Al doilea mijloc ora folosit atunci cand unul dintre cei
doi consuli numea un dictator. [Aceastd numire se ficea noaptea, si in taind, CH si cum le-ar fi fost rugine sd pund
un om mai presus de legi. (Nota lui Rousseau.)]. Exemplul acestei practici l-a dat Alba la Roma. La inceputurile
republicii, s-a facut foarte adesea apel la dictatur, dat fiind ca statul nu avea inci o asezare destul de trainici
incdt si se poatd mentine doar prin forta constitutiei sale. Cum pe atunci moravurile ficeau si fie de prisos multe
precautiuni care ar fi fost necesare in alte timpuri, nu exista nici teama ¢ un dictator ar abuza de autoritatea sa si nici
cé ar incerca s& o péstreze peste sorocul hotérat. Se pirea cd, dimpotrivé, o putere atit de mare ar fi fost o povard
pentru, cel ciruia i se didea, atit de grabnic ciuta si scape acesta de ea, ca si cum sarcina de a tine locul legilor ar
1i fost prea grea i prea primejdioass.”

* Ibidem, p. 114.

** Rousseau este printre primii antropologi care iau in discuie opinia publici, precizind importanta ei intr-o
societate liberd si atrdgénd atentia la mijloacele de propagare a informatiilor care o pot forma sau reforma. De
aceea luminigtii vor si incerca si lanseze spre public informatia corects, exemplu elocvent fiind Enciclopedia.

7 Ibidem, p.114 :

**+*+“Desi legea nu reglementeazd moravurile, legislatia este aceea care le di nagtere; cind legislafia stibeste;
moravurile degenereaza, dar atunci judecata cenzorilor nu va putea si faca ceea ce forta legilor nu va fi ficut.”

® Ibidem, p.114

? J.-J. Rousseau, Social contract, Antet Publisher, Bucuresti, p.111
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