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Summery
Key words: modernization, progress, political party, doctrine of National Liberal Party

The objective of the present paper is to analyze of Romania’s modernization in the
Romanian liberal doctrine. In order to accomplish this analyze we had first of all, to present
the definitions given by the literature of sociality to the concept of modernization, but also to
present the debates which were born regarding the theory of modernization. The importance
of the chosen theme can be seen in the fact that, as Robert Corneiro wrote, the theory of
modernization is based on the idea of the human progress'. In the literature of specialty have
been identified three senses which can be associated to the concept of modernity. The first
sensc is a general one, and is synonymous with any type of social progress, but it is also
relative because it is applicable for any historical period. The second sense represents the
concept of modernity defined as totality of social, political and cultural transformations which
have appeared in the occidental society from the XVIth century. From this point of view,
modernity implies a series of characteristics as: industrialization, urbanization, rationalization,
birocracy, capitalism, individvalism and others, representing the process by which a society
becomes modern. This way, modernity and modernization are complementary, the first one
defining a status, and the second a process. The third sense of the modernization concept has
as a starting point the underdeveloped societies and describes the process through which they
reach the same level with the developed and modern socicties, with which they are going to
share the same space”,

The origins of modernization have been found in the Enlightenment Era, when the
idea of the technological progress appeared and which will give humanity a greater control
over the nature. Among the first who have explicitly tied the economical development and the
cultural change was Antoine de Condorcet. He considered that the technological progress and
the economical development will inevitably bring changes in humans’ moral values®, The idea
of human progress had a great impact over the social philosophers, but was opposite to the
notion of ,,social decline”, according to which the humanity is directing itself to a dark age.

Those anti-modern visions have been characterized by Edmund Burke in the paper called

Robert Corneiro, Evolutionism in Cultural Anthropology, Westview Press, Boulder, 2003.

P Sztompka, The Sociology of Social Change, Blackwell Publishers, Oxford, 1994, p. 129,

* Jean-Antoine Condorcet, Nicolas de Caritat, (1795), Sketch for a Historical Picture of the Progress of Human
Mind, Hyperion Press, Westport, 1979,



Reflections on the Revolution in France®, but also by Thomas R. Malthus who has developed
a theory of demographic disasters which find their echo in the contemporaneous conceptions
about the ecologic risks and the limits of growth’.

Modern state is the product of a unique civilization. This product is still in a
developing process in which the old and the new fights about the social order. In order to
understand the new we must see the old, we must understand which was the old social
structure that, under the influence of liberal ideas, gave birth to a new civic state. The old
structure was not a primitive one, because man has always lived in ,,societies” organized in
different forms, Today, in the most part of the world seen from the historical point of view,
we can distinguish two forms of social organization, which are variable. On one hand, we can
find the small ,kingdoms”, but on the other hand, we can find the big societies which are
variable from the point of view of their spread and degree of civilization®,

The versions over the theory of modernization have renewed after the Second World
War, when the superpowers — capitalist and communist — have exposed opposite ideologies
concerning the principal lines to follow in order to reach modernity’. More than that, the
opinion that any simple theory of modernization has a short existence appeared. This is why
the theory of modernization must be always reviewed. To this aspect we also add the fact that,
even though the classic theories of modernization — in West, but also in the East — believed
that religion and ethnic traditions will come to an end, those assumptions have proved to be
unreal, and Huntington believed that the political disputes will always have cultural bases,
reflected in the religious traditions of the society®.

It is very important to distinguish between sociological classic theories concerning
social change and the theories of modernization. The first are the ones which tried to
understand the transformation process of the European societies from the end of the XIXth
century, ant the second ones began to appear at the middle of the XXth century. Although the
main theme of both types of theories is the change, they are different by their starting point,
by the categories used as a model for transformation and its role as main target’, In the present

paper we considered that we must remember some of the most important theories of

E Burke, (1750}, Reflections on the Revolution in France, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1999,

Uh‘lCh Beck, Risk Society, Ed. Sage, Londra, 1992,

L T. Hobhouse, Liberalism, Oxford University Press, London, 2009, p. 4.

Vlcky Randall, Robin Theobald, Political Change and Underdevelopment, 2nd edition, Duke University Press,
Durham, 1998,
8 Remaking of the World Order, Simon and Schuster, New York, 1996,
? Dan Chiribuci, ‘Tranzifia postcomunistd si reconstructia modernitégii In Roménia, Ed. Dacia, Eikon, Cluj-
Napoca, 2004, pp. 49-52,




modernization, as for example: the smelserian theory of structural differentiation — which
concentrated on the effects of the economic development over social structures'; T,
Parsons’s theory — which considered that modernization represents the passing from a
particularistic social life to a universalist one''; W.W. Rostow’s theory — according to which
the societies can be placed in one of the five categories or stages of economic development
that he author identified at that time — traditional society, the preparing, the over passing of
the development barriers, the reinvestment of the national product on international markets
and the ,,mass consume”n; McClelland’s theory - which referred to the intensity of the need
of development which is different from one person to another and which corroborates with the
persons’ need of doing well and of progressing from the point of view of the efficiency and of
results'’; and the emancipative theory of democracy — according to which, the birth of free
expressing values can ensure the social force which operates in favor of democracy, helping
to its implementation where it does not exist, but also to its consolidation where it already
exists, improving this way the efficiency of democratic institutions',

We considered that in order (o determine the meaning given to the concept of
modernization by the liberal doctrine we must present the models which stood at the base of
modernization. This way, we identified some models, as for example: the model of the wise
leader — elaborated by Niccolo Machiavelli, whose work stands, as Viorel Cernica observed,
at the bases of the politic and of the theory of modern politics, The main significance of this
work which produces the detachment from the medieval political thinking is tied to the idea of
separating politic from moral, of the different normatively of the two stages of the human
existence. We have seen that the modern political thinking, has structured around the
authority, making it its main problem and accepting as a model the excessive distinction
between politics and moral, opening a new evolution line whose objective, detached from the
old political thinking, was to research the political phenomenon. Before Machiavelli, the
Fortress and the Man (Leo Strauss) have been considered, together, the object of the political
thinking, but through its work, the man disappears and the state subsists. The consequence of

this disappearing is the ,,aneantyzation” of the purpose of the ,,ideal fortress” as a base for any

N T Smelser, Mechanisms of an Adjustments to Change, in T. Burns (edit.), Industrial Man, Penguin,
Harmondsworth, 1969, pp. 43-68.

"' Dan Chiribuct, op. cit., pp. 57-58.

2 Ibidem, pp. 60-61.

B, McClelland, The Impulse to Modernization, in Myron Wiser (coord,), Modernization, The Dynamics of
Growth, pp. 29-39.

" Ronald Inglehart, Christian Welzel, op. cit., p. 299.




fortress (Platon), or conceived as an ideal starting from the real fortress (Xenophon, Aristotle,

Thomas de Aquino, Thomas Morus)™?,

Then, we have referred to the model of the social contract which is based on the idea
delivered by H. Grotius. The politologiccal reconstruction of H. Grotius is based on the idea
that man as is a social and rational being. As a social being, man lives in ,,communities”, and
as 4 rational being man is forming ,,political” forms of cohabiting based on laws, This way,
the configuration of human nature is determined by sociability and rationality. From the
juridical point of view, this configuration is named ,natural law”. ,,The rule of the right
reason, which also serves as a natural rule, after its appropriation with natural reason”'®
represents the content of the natural law,

Third, we have referred to the model of the pensioned reason of the state organization,
which is based on the social ontology of Thomas Hobbes, and which is dominated by a
politologiccal type of discourse whose object is the political phenomenon — the state and the
citizen — and its construction in human nature, Th., Hobbes refers to the norms which institute
state authority — which cannot be represented outside its relation with the rights and functions
of the citizen. State’s authority must be absolute in order to exercise its function of
maintaining peace in the relations between people who have given up their natural state,
characterized by war. Although absolute, the authority is instituted by a contract between
people, and it responds to a human need, and its main purpose must be the satisfaction of the
human need: of peace, generated by fear ,,for a violent death”. This way, the authority is
under the norm, the state is sovereign, and the soverain’s functions are exercised by a
representative, whose acts are governed by law'’, The direct or representative democracy
means that the action of the political body has its source in the will of each person'®. Th.
Hobbes is one of the thinkers who have established the bases of the modern political thinking,
his work being qualified by the literature of specialty as being one of the ,fundamental
instances of the political thinking from the beginning of the modern era”"’.

At last, the nationalist model of Baruch Spinoza, that was created starting from the

system thought by H. Grotius. The main object of the philosophy of Baruch Spinoza is

represented by the rationality of the human environment, whose expression is the society, The

" Viorel Cernica, Cetatea sub blocada ideii, Schifa fenomenologici a istoriei gandirii politice, Institutul
european, Iagi, 2005, pp. 142-143.

16 Hugo Grotius, Despre dreptul rizboiului si al picii, Ed. $tiintificd, Bucuresti, 1968, p. 108,

7 Viorel Cernica, op. cit., p. 177.

'® Pierre Manent, Istoria Intelectual a Liberalismului, Humanitas, Bucuresti, 1992, pp. 51-52.

' Viorel Cernica, op. cit., pp- 181-182.



reason of the human state organization is the reason. This is the bases of the citizen duty of
respect for the civil law. In the literature of specialty it is considered that if we must deal with
rationality and sociality, then we can also discuss about o political philosophy which is based
on the idea of the possibility of the human condition to be in agreement with the rules of
reason. Among the significant problems for the history of the political thinking implemented
by Spinoza we recall: human nature, the state, the liberty; the social contract, private civil law
and justice; religion and state®.

As a plus to the presented aspects, the present paper also refers to the paradigms of
modern political thinking. Those paradigms must be identified by the way we understand the
concepts of ,,public” and ,,private”. For the individualist paradigm, ,,private” is the dominant
feature, with the meaning of life and individual property. The particularistic paradigm does
not benefit of either of those terms: the private — understood as individual will — is in balance
with the public — understood as a general will. At last, the universalist paradigm puts the
accent on the public identified with human universal ~ being understood differently by the
thinkers who accept this paradigm — human universe appears as humanity at Kant, and as
power will at Nietzsche®.

The references to the liberal doctrine have been made in the last part of the first
chapter from the present paper, when we approached aspects related to the politic theory?, to
the definition of the ideology™, but also aspects related to the complexity of determining the
liberal doctrine and to the actuality of the liberal positions vs. the idea of modernization.
Regarding the political doctrine, we have adopted the same position as L.-P. Zipértan, who
believes that any political doctrine must, built itself as a theoretical image of a society, of the
social, political, cultural and geopolitical structures which define it. More than that, any
doctrine must contain a conception about the identity of a certain society and about the ways
it conserves itself in its fields of activity, and also to contain a set of ideological sentences in
which the theories and conceptions are subordinated to the promotion of the interests and
ideals of a certain social group. Finally, the political doctrine must contain a set of sentences
through which are provided practical and efficient ways to accomplish its project in society™.

Basing on the fact that the fundament of the modernity is essentially liberal, V.

Naumescu names liberal doctrine as ,,the modern world doctrine”, In addition, the author

0 pierre Manent, op. cit., pp. 191-192.

*! Viorel Cernica, op. cit., p. 195,

%2 L-P. Zipértan, op. cit., 1994, pp. 10-11.

2 D, L. Seiler, Introduction A la Science politique, Ed. U-L-B, Bruxelles, 1992,
* L.-P. Zapérfan, op. cit., 1994, pp. 25-26.




recalls that the liberals refer themselves to a common set of values and principles, to a
minimal nucleus of understanding social, economic and political life*>. The author goes for an
unifying approach of the liberalism, in the detriment of the pluralist one, citing a series of
classic schools and consecrated authors who pointed that it is not the content of the ideas that
distinguishes them from the supportets of other modern political doctrines, but is the style, the
mode and the approached method which is specific liberal. Individual approachement of the
life is rationale, based on experimenting, on free investigation and critique. Liberalism is
characterized by a constant presence in the space of European thinking, which explains the
distinct steps that it followed in its historical evolution. The formulated theses in the phase of
classic liberalism are still the nucleus of the liberal current. In the literature of specialty,
classic liberalism is presented as the product of ,spiritual unrest of Occidental Europe, of the
inside tensions that have marked its evolution, and which are in tide connection with social —
political — real dynamism, with the evolution of facts which, in a certain continuity, have led
to the discontinuity which characterize modern era”.

In the chapter entitled Romania’s modernization, we have referred strictly to the
building of the Romanian modernity, but we have presented a certain historical period,
between 1800-1914, The beginnings of Romanian modernity were placed by the Romanian
historians to the beginning of the XIXth century, at the same time as the movement leaded by
Tudor Vladimirescu. This aspect is founded on an ,,ideology of a synchronic evolution”, and
not on the identification of some characteristics which define modernity. According to D.
Chiribucd, from a sociologic point of view, we can identify two types of the beginning of
Romanian modernity. First of all, there is the beginning of the modernization process, when
the hole attention is directed over the identification of the factors which produced
modernization, as for example the economical transformations which took place after
Romania’s entrance in the European economic circuit by The Adrianople Treaty and The
downier Convention with Austria, but also the ,,import of the liberal ideclogy”. Second, there
is the establishment of the reference picture at the moment the first signs of modern
institutions appeared?’.

Modern state has, as we showed, its beginning in the authoritarian order and in the
religious, political, economic, social and ethic protest over this order, which has represented

the beginning of liberalism. Although liberalism initially appears as a critique with negative

%V, Naumescu, »Despre liberalism in Romania” — Realitiifi, dileme, perspective, Ed. Fundatiei pentru Studii
Europene, Cluj-Napoca, 2001, pp. 11-33.

* Liviu-Petru Ziipértan, op. cit., 1994, pp. 87-88.

%" Dan Chiribuci, op. cit., pp. 73-74.
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aspect, whose purpose is to destroy the obstacles towards human progress, according to L. T.
Hobhouse the modern state means more than encorporating liberal elements®.

The problem of the origins of liberalism in Romania was debated in the Romanian
literature of specialty, and the conclusion that imposed was that liberalism appeared in
Romania as a consequence of the extinction of feudalism and as an effect of ascension of the
bourgeoisie. From this point of view, liberalism is presented in opposition with absolutism
which conceives the rulig of the society in relation to the exclusive interests of a single
dominant class — noblemen. Repressing any contestatary spirit and refusing any direct
communication with society and being founded on dogmatic norms, absolutist political
regime in contradiction with liberal thinking ,,anchored in the social and economical reality”
of a people. According to Apostol Stan the liberal model of political thinking is definitely
related to the enlightenmentzg. In this sense, he talks about ,scientific and cultural
enlightenment, on different degrees and among many people”. The ,cultural enlightenment”
appears firstly at the level of the political leading class of the noblemen. This aspect allows a
better understanding of the social and economic mechanisms. But the essential condition for
the ,cultural enlightenment™ is the development of the public teaching and of the national
culture, Through culture, the social classes understand better individual interests and the
general imperatives of development. From this point of view, liberalism is seen as being
dependent of the enlightenment, which in order to determine the development of the society
must always accompany the political thinking™,

In the time of AlLCuza, there were distinguished two periods of liberalism. The first
one was during the political regime under the Convention from 1858, and the second after
1864, during the system of Cuza — imposed with the purpose of reformation. By the end of
this second period, due to the control over the liberal political aspirations, political liberalism
found itself in the impossibility of an opened affirmation. The literature of specialty has
identified the liberal objectives during Cuza’s ruling, which were for the restoration of the
political regime based on political parties. In the paper dedicated to this certain historical
period, Apostol Stan, has showed that the evolution of liberalism had recorded a period of

stagnation in its affirmation in the Romanian society’’,

LT Hobhouse, Liberalism, Oxford University Press, London, 2009, pp. 6-7.
Plérre Caunu, La civilisation de I'Europe des Lumi?re, Paris, 1971, p. 504,
Apostol Stan, Originile ]1beral1smu1u1, n Apostol Stan, Mircea Iosa, Liberalismul politic in Roménia, de la

IS

Apostol Stan, Grupan gi curente po]xtlce in Romamamtre Umre $1 Independenti, Bucuresti, 1979, pp. 37 — 49.
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Another aspect to which we have concentrated in the second chapter of this paper is

the elaboration of the Constitution from 1866 — whose bases can be traced back in the
legislative tradition of the period when took place the Revolution of Tudor Vladimirescu, but
also in the programs from 1848 whose ideas were included in the Constitution Project of the
Central Commission from Focsani, and also in the constitutional accomplishments during the
ruling of Al T. Cuza®®. Gh. Tacob shows that the Constitution was corresponding to the
development necessities of Romania in its path towards modernization™. The Constitution
contains provisions referring to: the Romanian territory; the Romanian right; the state powers;
finances; army; the constitutional revision; general, transitory and additional dispositions. Tt
also contained a series of principles, as for example: the principle of national sovereignty, the
principle of hereditary monarchy; the inviolability principle of the monarch, the principle of
representative governing, the principle of power separation in state, the principle of
ministerial responsibility, and others; and guarantied the equality of laws, the liberty of
conscience, of press, of education, of meetings, the inviolability of residence and of person,
the right to associate; prohibiting the reintroduction of the death penalty, of censure, of class
privileges and of monopoles, etc.

Other essential points were represented by the consolidation of the Liberal National
Party, the ,,by ourselves” concept and the ,,accomplished fact™ policy, but also the references
to the liberal efforts for winning the independence of Romania, the period of moderate and
reformist liberalism. ,, By ourselves” concept was expressed by LC. Britianu after the
independence war, in relation to the country’s economic necessitics and it was , the axe of the
entire politic of the party during its existence”. According to L G. Ducal, the concept
represents ,the unlimited trust of the liberal national party in the power of life of the
Romanian people”; significance that, in practice, has realized by the promotion of a politic
meant to contribute to the country’s economic development. This concept referred to all
activity sectors, and also to the external politic which meant, among others, the adoption of
economic structures for Romania’s modernization. By the application of the ,,by ourselves”
concept was realized the development of the small peasant property, and beginning with 1881,

along with the Law which provided peasant’s property and a system of selling the work land

* Yoan C. Filitti, Izvoarele Constitutiei de la 1866 (Originile democratiei roméne), Bucuregti, 1934; Angela
Banciu, Rolul Constitugiei de la 1923 in consolidarea unititii nafionale (Evolutia problemei constitujionale in
Roménia interbelic#i), Bucuresti, 1988.

* Gh, Tacob, op. cit., p. 224.
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which belonged to the state®®. In the literature of specialty concerning the modern history of
Romania, referring to the period between the Great Union and the Independence, it speaks
about the ,,accomplished fact” policy™. Tn this context, we presented the opinion of Cavour
who believed that: ,,The union of the Participates and the consulting of the people’s vote is the
beginning of a new era in the political system of Europe”36. On the other hand, we also found
opinions according to which the ,accomplished fact” policy is an overreaction or a
speculation of historians. According to C. Ridulescu-Motru ,,The real truth is other. The
authority of the accomplished fact in 1866 comes from the fact that the ones who could have
prevented the fact did not desire or could not do so. This is always the case of the
accomplished fact in history, as it is in human life in general. What is desired and it is not
stopped, is always accomplished’™’.

Liberalism needs a robust thinking opened towards individuals and groups which lead
them and it must enjoy the legitimacy of the first ones. This is the formula expressed as a
principle of liberty of expression. This principle means the creation of a certain space where
individuals and groups can live their lives and where public institutions are needed™. As it is
shown in the literature of specialty, the main elements of liberalism are: civil libetty, fiscal
liberty, personal liberty, social and economic liberty, domestic liberty, local, racial, national
and international liberty and popular sovereignty™. The accomplishment of the Great Union
has put Liberal National Party in front of the necessity to adapt its doctrine to the new
conditions of life of the Romanian society. Defining, in 1923, liberal doctrine, I. Gh. Duca
showed that it is based on four pilons: order, democracy, nationalism and social harmony. In
what concerns the concept of nationalism, it was defined as ,,the progress (...) founded on the
development of national forces”. Gh. Iacob’s conclusion was that Liberal National Party was
close to the real necessities of the society, having a determined role in the establishment of the
strategy for the development of the country, in opposition with the conservatives who,

although agreed with the modernization, have followed it according to their own conception

** Mircea Tosa, Conceptul ,,prin noi Tngine”, in Apostol Stan, Mircea losa, Liberalismul politic in Roménia, de la
origini pina la 1918, Ed. Enciclopedici, Bucuresti, 1996, pp. 207 -211,

¥ Leonid Boicu, Diplomatia europeand si triumful cauzei roméane (1856-1859), lasi, 1978; Dan Berindei, Epoca
Unirii, Bucuregti, 1979; Gh. Cliveti, Roménia si Puterile Garante. 1856-1878, Iasi, 1988; Gh. Platon, Istoria
modernd a Roméniei, Bucuresti, 1983,

% Dan Berindei, Epoca Unirii, Bucuregti, 1979, p. 95.

%7 C. Ridulescu-Motruy, Regele Carol I si Destinul Roméniei — Discurs tinut la Academia Romdnd, 26 mai 1939,
in Din viata Regelui Carol I. Mirturii, Bucuresti, 1939, p. 273.

* William A. Galston, Liberal Pluralism, The implications of Value Pluralism for Political Theory and Practice,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2002) 2004, p. 3.

* L. T. Hobhouse, op. cit., pp. 8-14,
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about the evolution of the society. In the consideration of this aspect, for liberals, the
conservatives were a party ,,0f control prepared, at need” to govern the country‘m.

In the Romanian literature of specialty it was considered that from certain points of
view, liberal doctrine resembles the conservative one. The elements that lead to this
conclusion are: the promotion of nationalism, of constitutionalism and of pluralism. Although
conservationism contains a small dose of liberalism, the three mentioned aspects are used by
the liberals for the transformation of the entire society by economic and political
development, while the conservatives are using them for the rich and educated population. So,
we must show that the main purpose of the liberal docirine, in opposition with the
conservative one, was an opened one, from the political point of view, toward the whole
population. For this reason, liberalism confronted with conservationism, especially under the
ruling of Cuza. The main point of this confrontation is represented by the conception about
social reform which, from the liberal point of view, meant multiple structural changes, related
to the property and agrarian relations*'

Classic liberalism refers to the freedom of spirit and mind so that we deal with
reasonable facts’ interpretation and not with the obedience to the authority. For this reason,
the literature of specialty believes that classic liberalism is the product of Enlightenment®.
Classic liberalism was born as an ideology of the XVIIth and XVIIIth centuries, ideology
which referred to the rights of the individual of engaging in the sphere of the behavior free
from the governmental control or of the one exercised by the religious authorities. In its
Leviathan (1651), Th, Hobbes was talking about the tyranny of the central authority towards
the individual, while in Wealth of Nations, A. Smith was providing us with a positive vision
over the following of the individuals’ own interest in the economic operations defined by
minimal state rules. Although he saw the difficulties imposed by individual liberalism for the
maintenance of the social unity, as he shows in the paper A Theory of Moral Sentiments, the
author saw the liberalism’s interest in producing ,the greatest good for the many™*. So,
liberalism has represented a, emancipation of the enlightenment towards the tyranny of the

mercantilist monarchy and towards the aristocracy. This classic conception over liberalism is

*“Gh. Tacob, op. cit., pp. 239, 242
4 Apostol Stan, Liberalii sub domnia lui Al I Cuza, in Apostol Stan, Mircea losa, Liberalismul politic in
Romﬁma, de la origini péni la 1918, Ed. Enciclopedici, Bucuresti, 1996, pp. 77 ~ 79.

Humc, David. An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding, Oxford University Press, New York, 2000.

B A. Smith, The Theory of Moral Sentiments, Cambridge University Press, New York, 2002.

14




different from the usual meaning given today to the term ,,liberal”**, which also got the name
of ,,neoliberal perspective”, which, in turns, got the name ,,neocon” (or ,,neoconservativc”)45.

In the opinion expressed by Valentin Naumescu we can talk about a real doctrine of
the modern world, as far as the bases of modernity is liberal. The author believes that passing
over the ,,variants” of liberalism, ,,the solution is that all liberals have a common set of values
and principles, a minimal nucleus of understanding politic, economy and social life”. In his
analyze, the author identifies two major attempts of defining liberalism: the minimalist or
essentialist vision — which searches a common point for the liberal expressions, and the
pluralist vision — which has identified a veritable ,family of liberalisms”, of theories and
schools appreciated as being liberal*,

A special chapter of the present paper was consecrated to the Constitution of Romania
from I1923. In connection with it we have presented the role of political parties to the
elaboration of the Constitution, the project presented by Romul Boild, but also the principles,
rights and liberties provided by it. There were identified three main ideas which were
common to all political groups: the national idea, the idea of democratic evolution and the
idea of the constitutional monarchy. The necessity to readjust the orientations and strategic
directions, according to the new objectives imposed by the social, economic and cultural
transformations, has determined some parties and political personalities to elaborate different
constitutional projects. This way, the Constitution from 1923 had four projects. The project of
the Liberal National Party, created at the studies circle of the party and published by D. R.
Ioanifescu, contained the basic ideas of the neoliberal doctrine and of the liberal program. The
debate of this project an important contribution was brought by V. Britianu®’. There is also
the project elaborated by Romul Boil¥, which appeared at Cluj, in the Sumer of 1921, and
which also represented the point of view of the Liberal National Party, because it had its own
constitutional project, which considered the decision elected at Alba-Tulia, as a model for the
organization of the Romanian state. This project is relevant for the importance and the
significance of the decision from Alba-lulia, but also for the attempt to include in it
democratic ideas concerning the resolution of the problem caused by the minorities.

Expressing the Transylvania bourgeoisie’s intetests, the project of R. Boil} did not include the

4 Gary Gutting, Pragmatic Liberalism and the Critique of Modernity, Cambridge University Press, New York,
1999,

45 Albert Hunter, Carl Milofsky, Pragmatic Liberalism, Constructing a Civil Society, Palgrave McMillan, New
York, 2007, pp. xi-xii.

* Valentin Naumescu, op. cit.,, 2001, p. 11.

4 Angela Banciu, op. cit., pp. 52, 55.
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principle of the nationalization of the underground, accepting the necessity of the maintenance
of the property right and fighting openly against the ,communist conception of the
property”48.

The Constitution from 1923 has maintained the general principles expressed by the
Constitution from 1866 and reproduced almost the entire text of that one. Unofficially, it was
chosen the solution of the revision of the old constitution, but officially, it was said that it was
a new fundamental law. More than that, in comparison with other revisions, when only the
texts revised were published in the Official Gazette, this time it was published the entire
Constitution, as a whole new text. ,,Formally it was a new Constitution; but in fact, it was the
old Constitution revised”. In spite the fact that it was contested during its adoption, the
Constitution from the 29th of Mars 1923 was finally accepted unanimously, being applied by
all political factors®,

The Constitution from 1923 has imposed itself due to the evident force of the liberals
who, in their approach were supported by the king, but also due to the most of the principles
and previsions included, serving the interests of the Romanian bourgeoisie, and integrating
the idea of social progress and of national unity in one integrated conception, taken over by
most parties which came to the governing of the state during the interwar period. It
consecrated the domination in state and in society of the bourgeoisie class, offering the
juridical frame for the evolution and the consolidation of its power in the interwar period.
Most of the constitutional previsions referred to the social and political organization, to the
rights and liberties of citizens, and to the formation and functioning of the state bodies, to the
administration and justice. The constitution has expended the frame of emancipation and of
participation of the citizens to the public life. At the same time, it contained a series of
discrepancies between law and reality, between principles and the reality of their application,
between ,,their recognition” and their guaranty, opening the path for their reconsideration in
the process of evolution of the interwar Romanian society> . More than that, as Toan Scurtu
showed, the Constitution from 1923 is the reflection of the development stage of the

Romanian society™ .

* Tbidem, pp. 56-57.

® Eleodor Focseneanu, Istoria Constitutionald a Roméniei (1859-1991), Editia a IT-a reviizuti, Ed. Humanitas,
Bucuresti, (1992) 1998, p. 60.

 Ibidem, pp. 75-77.

*! Joan Scurtu, Din viafa politici a Romaniei (1926-1947). Stdiu critic privind istoria Partidului National
Tardnesc, Ed. Stiinifici si Enciclopedics, Bucuresti, 1983, pp. 24-25.
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The last chapter of the present paper contains references to the actual doctrinal
debates, where we have analyzed the concept of tradition and Romanian liberalism in the post
comunist period and in present. The collapse of the communism in Romania, in December
1989, followed shofl:ly by the submit disappearance of all structures of power of the
communist regime did not represent but vaguely the end of the communism and the beginning
of the period of transition. Institutional reform in Romania has begun by changing of the
names of the institutions and of the uniforms, and had remained for a long time only at a
symbolic level. As a consequence, on this hypocrite foundation, it began the building of the
Romanian political spectrum. In the traps of this game were caught simple people who kept
the frustrations produced by the disappearing of socialist egalitarism. This is how the first
clectoral campaign from the Spring of 1990 was made, and we can clearly see the
»democratic primitivism” and the ,,high hate accumulated in society in only a few months of
political pluralism”. Unused with the diversity of options, people went to vote determined by
the idea that political parties in opposition were nothing but the ,,enemies of the nation’s
peace”. The division of the society in two political and cultural rival blocs: workers on the
outskirts and intellectual elite, has profoundly and long termed marked Romania’s post
communist transition >, which seems that is still developing today, at 21 years after the fall of
communism.

The consolidation of the Liberal National Party has began only in 1995, after its
request to come back in the Democrat Convention, and at the same time with the formation of
the alliance with a parliamentary party from CDR, Civic Alliance Party leaded by the Senator
Nicolae Manolescu, alliance which functioned a certain period of time under the name of
ACL (Civic-Liberal Alliance). In the context of the electoral year 1996, the central body of
the Liberal National Party has chosen victory in elections of CDR, aspect that has made the
liberal party from extraparlamentar party a government party. This happened in the context in
which the two smaller formations with liberal orientation (PAC and PL) did not pass the 3%
line necessary in order to enter Parliament. But it seems that this failure of those two
formations, and the success of the Liberal National Party have represented the ingredient
necessary for the reunification of the Liberal National Party>,

Along with the presentation of the post communist transition stage, we also presented
the objectives of the Liberal National Party, imposed until 2000, but also the basic principles

which qualifies it as a European liberal party, and the necessities imposed by the new social

52 Valentin Naumescu, op. cit., 2001, pp. 50-55.
%3 Ibidem, pp. 64-69.
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conditions, whose implementation is imperative in order for us to talk about Romania — as
modern and democratic state. Enrolling to the demands of the European liberalism concerning
the fact that ,,liberty must be defined in relation with man as an individual, and not with social

groups seen separately from the individuals that compose them”>*

, the fields in which the
National Liberal Party desires to bring essential changes are: education, research, culture,
youth, civil society, health, public administration and justice, economy and politic. According
to the new vision of the National Liberal Party, the liberty is more the a value, it represents a
condition which makes possible the consecration of the values. The liberal ethique is
composed of some essential values from the economic and politic point of view, as for
example: tolerance, dialogue, trust, contract and property™ .

At the Extraordinary Congress from the 5th of Mars 2010, the National Liberal Party
has established its future political objectives. Those express mainly the promotion of values
and of national interests, of the political pluralism and the consolidation of the democratic
system and of the national security, the defending the rights of man and his family, the
protection, the guaranty, the consolidation and the expansion of private property, of the
exchange of economical and cultural values, and of the free and equal access to the education.
Within the Congress the National Liberal Party has declared itself liberal party, member of the
Liberal, Democrat and Reformative European Party and of the Liberal International. We must
see that, in opposition with the attitude manifested after 1989, of denial its traditions, in 2010,
within the Congress, the National Liberal Party assumed its history and tradition, the
representation of liberal civic ideas and values, and of the Romanian democratic right. In this
context, and in accordance with its political Program, National Liberal Party established
different objectives for the period after 2010, according to the traditional principle ,by
ourselves”, but also according to the liberal democratic and capitalist values™,

Liberal state is a democratic state. In the liberal vision, democracy represents the
characteristic that makes possible adapting government to the demands of the governed®’.
References to the democracy are relevant for states that choose a model of liberal democracy.

Regarding the relevance of the liberal democracy, in general, or from an economic point of

>4 Elena Filip, Liberalism §i dezvoltare. Principii pentru o educatie liberal, Lumen, Iagi, 2009, p. 43.

Ludw:g von Mises, Liberalism in the Classical Tradition, third edition, tradusi de Ralph Raico, Cobden Press,
San Francisco, 2002; Rich de Vos, Capitalismul generos, Bd. Almatea, Bucuresti, 2001; Elena Filip, op. cit.;
Alexandru Florian, Fundamentele doctrinelor politice, Ed. Universitars, Bucuresti, 1998; Friedrich Hayek,
Dreptatea sociald ca atavism, in Adrian-Paul Iliescu (coord.), Filosofia sociali a lui Friedrich Hayek, Polirom,
Ia$1 2001.

Statulul Partidului National Liberal aprobat 1a Congresul Extraordinar din 5 martie 2010, Capitolul II, art. 6.

Ludw1g von Mises, Liberalism in the Classical Tradition, third edition, tradusy de Ralph Raico, Cobden Press,
San Francisco, 2002, p. 42,
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view, Sylvia Chan says that we must take into consideration its feasibility. In this context, she
refers to the famous ,.end of history” presented by Fr. Fukuyama who refers to the fact that
the (riumph of liberal democracy is based on the collapse of the soviet bloc which confirmed
that liberal democracy is the unique model of good and of effective government of the modern
world™®, There are also references to a very popular opinion between 1950-1960, concerning
the fact that the non-liberal democratic societies, undeveloped from a political point of view,
needs ,,political modernization” by applying the model of ,liberal democracy” — model on
which the concept of ,.good governance” is based. Among the supporters of the sentence ,,all
good things come together” there are some who constantly refer to the necessity of liberal
democracy, while others see it as a ,,veritable acquisition™.

Determining the theoretical bases of the liberal democracy, C.B. Macpherson
considers that their nucleus is made up by the conception and practices meant to materialize it
concerning the role of the individual in the society, in his relation with it. This individualism
was elaborated in the XVIIth century as an answer to the Christian tradition of the natural law,
in order to affirm the belief in man’s liberty and in the progress of his condition which are
eventually going to give the whole substance of the liberalism. ,,Rejecting the traditional
concepts of society, justice and natural law, Hobbes will formulate his theory about political
rights and obligations on the interest and life of individuals based on moral equality of all
humans or, as the puritans say in their theory, on the centrality of man in politic, in the same

way as J. Locke does™®

. According to J. Bentham utilitarism represent a reaffirmation of the
individualist principles elaborated especially by Hobbes.

Even thought, later, to this individualism was added the idea of morale value of the
community and then of the actval pluralism, its substance is given by the idea that the
individual, by his nature, is owner of his own capacities and he is free to engage in exchange
reports with other owners. In this conditions ~ Macpherson writes that — political society is
nothing but an artifice destined to protect this property and to maintain order in exchange
reportsﬁl.

The success of the democracy depends, greatly, of the way the electorate uses the

opportunity to choose. The exercise of the popular government is, in fact, a way of education

3 Prancis Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last Man, Penguin, London, 1993.

5 Sylvia Chan, Liberalism, Democracy and Development, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2002)
2004, pp. 22-23.

¢ B. Macpherson, La théorie politique de I'individualisme possessif de Hobbes & Locke, Ed., Gallimard, 2004,

g. 16.
! Ibidem, p. 19.
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the population. Government must affect and must be affected by its relations with all those
who are governed. For its good adjustment, it must take into consideration all social classes of
population, otherwise we cannot talk but about an uninformed government. The democracy
comes along with the internationalization process, within multilateral relations®.

The future of democracy is in close relation with the general progress of civilization.
The organic characteristic of the society is an ideal one. Political progress cannot be
mentioned without the progress of all parties. Nation, as a hole, cannot be entirely free as long
as it fears from another nation, The social problem must be seen as a hole. This problem is
one of the weaknesses which characterize the modern movements of reform. The spirit of the
specialist has invaded the political and the social activity, and man dedicates his entire energy

(o a certain cause, ,.in an almost cynical manner, in comparison to other causes”®,

S2 1. T, Hobhouse, op. cit., pp. 60-61.
% Ibidem, pp. 63-64.
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