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If we are to speak about the Romanian Political Science as a discipline that oscillates (swings) between the journalistic approach and the historical temptation, then Filon Morar’s work about representation tries, as much as it goes beyond descriptivism as a manner of writing, to compensate this relapse of the Romanian academism. 

The originality of the paper lies not only in the ingenious approach of the representation concept (comprising both a conceptual approach and a rather realistic one – that is the impact of representation on elections) but also in the novelty of the path undertaken by the author – representation thus becomes a dependent variable, employing concepts like nation, democracy, citizenship, political parties and electoral systems.

What Filon Morar accomplished with his analysis is to convey, in a very complex manner a new understanding of the theoretical political research. The bulk of ideas gives support, in the second part of the book, to a concrete analysis, performed from a teleological outlook, of the effects of the representative political systems in modernity. “The children of democracy” (i.e. political parties, in M. Weber’s words), a phrase that is very telling of the way social interests are articulated become, in the second half of the volume, an independent variable in the study of the representative system in modernity.


Representation becomes autonomous as a concept since it does not only develop in the sense of exemplification and it finds expression in implicit formulas. It would suffice to consider only two examples of political scientists in order to reveal the novelty of this book. As far as G. Sartori is concerned, representation has an ancillary value, it is important only in explaining the sense of democracy; it is of utmost importance only in as far as it lies as a prerequisite of democracy
. As for A. Lijphart, another example of grasping the sense of this concept, representation has a mere implicit value. Representation is assumed, in the analysis Lijphart performs on democratic regimes, as an articulation of various interests performed by political parties and their access to power. That means the act is done for the sake of representativeness. Modern democracies foster a highly accurate representation through the party-type aggregation
. 


This work has an introductory part in which the author presents with scientific accuracy both the challenges of his research and the structure of his analysis: “the first part focuses on the evolution of the concept of political representation and on the forms of representation suggested by the theories of representation (...) The second part of this work is essentially a technical approach that is centered upon emphasizing the objectives and the mechanisms of the patterns of democratic representation” (pp. 7; 10).


Furthermore, Morar depicts the evolution of the concept from theory to practice, the explicit functioning of representation. The author’s philosophical academic background is manifest when he synthesizes his interpretation modus operandi: the quest for various forms of representation is conveyed by the theories of representation, their correlative being the models of representation.


In fact, the key in which this book can be read involves two aspects. On the one hand, we have a vertical extension of the arguments highlighted, given by the quest for the most efficient democratic formula and comprising the fundamental features of the dawn of political modernity. In this respect, representation is manifestly linked to representatives and represented people. The vertical argument firstly takes into account the dawn of political modernity and ends with the most explicit feature of the functioning of democracies, political parties; they become the label of representation. 

On the other hand, we have a horizontal approach. We have at the beginning a section in which several representation theories are emphasized, followed by the focus on the distinction between different models of representation. The epistemological strictness and the extent of references invoked by the author make this work one reliable tool and a point of departure for a subsequent analysis in the field.


Concomitantly, the taking into account of this concept solely in terms of classical theory vs. functional theory gives the opportunity for the author to assess the crisis of representation phenomenon.


The hypothesis the author uses to argument his ideas refers to the fact that the people’s interests, inherently and naturally different, determine different ways of constructing authority. The paradigm of his work, the one that bridges the theoretical and the technical parts of the argument, is centered on the idea of the precedence and the prefiguration of the praxis by the logos (p. 5). In other words, political practice, or the way in which the repartition (distribution) of authority is constructed in the public realm depends very much on the theoretical support.


One of the subsequent premises used in analyzing the actors and the authors of representation is that “(...) the concepts related to the construction of social and political interactions and to the roots of authority and submission derive from the manner the human nature is conceived” (p. 9).


A significant part of the work evaluates the ideas of political representation thinkers, which makes the book important also because of its pedagogical aspect and useful in an afterwards analysis of this concept. The first half of the book –the conceptual one- raises some fundamental question in the light of the effects brought about by the evolution of this concept (that undergoes the social disjunction between the representatives and the represented). Questions like Who?, What?, How? and Why? are answered through the voice of paramount figures in the field of the philosophy of representation, like Sieyes, Rousseau, Tocqueville and The Federalists. 


Two theoretical models of representation are of great importance for Morar: the French one and the American one. While the French-type representation tends to socially assimilate and to integrate the citizens, resorting to the idea of people sovereignty and general will, the American one rather calls attention to the existence of different interests among individuals; the latter one is merely relativist in approach, being less integrative in action as it is the case of the French manner of displaying the idea of representation. 


The two models of representation are constructed starting from the individuals’ interests; the interest in general becomes the independent variable in the explanation the author offers for political representation
. 

It worth mentioning that the author bridges what is being called the classical field of representation and the modern one through universal franchise. The electoral experience becomes the object of exercising representation: “... the voter can learn from his own electoral experience and next time he has, at least the ground for a better choice ... We could say the electoral experience is cumulative and it can be perfectible” (p.113).

The moving towards a system of representation comprised of the interest articulation within parties and party-systems is possible if we are to take into account the extension of the franchise. The universal suffrage, theoretically speaking, bears no value in itself in the quest for a democratic regime (in the sense of an enhanced participation) but it is merely an auxiliary. Morar finds also the proof for his argument. In France, after 1792 we do not have an overwhelming electoral participation. Explaining this fact, the author remains confined to the above-mentioned key-concept in defying participation and hence, representation- the individual interests. The French case is a clear-cut example where the individual does not have a prospect of his interests that need to be adjacent to his own knowledge. Because he does not know, he has no interest and, furthermore he will be indifferent to casting his vote.

The subject of political parties as determinants of a participative democracy conveys the author’s academic interests. The manner this topic is approached confers scientific accuracy to this work. However, Morar does seem to minimize perhaps the most important aspect in the becoming of political parties– the shift from individual, private interests, to general ones (i.e. the construction of ideology). In over sighting the importance and the sense of ideology in the becoming of political parties, Morar introduces the organizational coherence as the main feature of a political partisan composite. 

The theoretical approach of the relation political party – electoral system tries to detach itself from the monopoly of Duverger’s theory. The author merely tries to disaffiliate from the so-called social determinism in the sense that electoral systems do not determine party-systems. This aspect engenders a problematic connected to political development, in his view: whether or not we can speak of political enduring advantages only because of an efficient electoral system (p. 153). The response to this problem Morar resort to G. Sartori: democracy can be of course implemented formally everywhere, the process of settling –and that is the real challenge- stands for the accordance of the citizens’ attitudes and expectations to the regime; or, in other words, the problem is where we do not have outputs from the citizens.

The final part of this book concerns the models of representation, which are emphasized as the utmost technical manner in which citizens consign their representatives. The inferential manner stands, at this point of argumentation, for the analytical feature of the book. In analyzing the different types of suffrages, the author introduces variables like freedom, justice and effectiveness. The two main categories of suffrages (plural and proportional) vary with the importance conferred upon those funding concepts. 

Starting from a conceptual notion of political representation and reaching the utmost clear expression of this representation through political parties, suffrages confer functionality and efficiency to this evolving argument. 

The whole of the arguments pursued by Morar in this book provide the analytical allegiance this work tends to have; a quest that goes beyond the grill of political philosophy and purports a complex research structure. The way in which Morar deals with his own fears, striving to surpass the sometimes oblivious descriptivism and the recurrent retort to psychological determinants in constructing a theory of representation gives strength to his work. In fact, this book constitutes a guiding mark for a future analysis on this topic in the Romanian Social Sciences; the author himself may have used it as a reference for his later book, this time taking into account representation and the way it is reflected in post-communist Romania– Democracy of Privileges. The Choosing of the Chosen in Romania. (Paidea, Bucuresti, 2001*).
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� G. SARTORI emphasizes that “modern democracy is based on a) the rule of bounded majority; b) electoral procedures and c) the  representative consigning of power” in Teoria Democratiei Reinterpretata,Editura Polirom, Bucuresti, 1999, p. 52.


� A. Lijphart- Modele ale democratiei, Editura Polirom, Bucuresti, 2000, see ch. 5 “Sisteme de partide”.


� “... the two revolutions founded on two different institutional logics: social unity and the merges of peculiar interests in the frame of a general interest from France opposed the debate, the compromise and the balance between various personal interests and group interests from America. The conception to which these interests confer the equilibrium and the substance for general interests has won in America…” Cf. Filon MORAR-   Reprezentare politica: actori si autori, Ed. Paidea, Bucuresti, 2001, p. 7  


* my translation, original title Democratia privilegiilor. Alegerea alesilor in Romania, Paidea, Bucuresti, 2001
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