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Abstract

This book is about the topic of consociational democracy, a concept highly
debated in the comparative political science literature since its appearance in
the late 1960s. The aim is to offer a synthesis to the Romanian public about
consociationalism, one of the most influential models of ethno-political settle-
ment in ethnically divided societies.

The first part of the volume offers a presentation of the consociational
democracy model, as formulated and developed by Arend Lijphart during a
period spanning almost four decades. Beside the strengths of the model, its
problems are also addressed, the critiques being grouped under three different
headings. The first subsection presents arguments against consociationalism
grounded in the theory of democracy (the democratic deficit of consociational
democracy), while the second reviews some of the methodological, epistemo-
logical and meta-theoretical shortcomings of Lijphart’s model. The third sub-
section dedicated to the critiques provides a summary of the debate between
Lijphart and Donald Horowitz, the latter scholar being the proponent of the
arguably most important alternative model for institutional design in deeply
divided societies. The theoretical part of the book also discusses issues related
to terminology, clarifying the relationship between the concepts of consocia-
tional democracy, consensus democracy and power-sharing.

The second part of the volume contains four case studies about success-
ful European political systems based on a consociational design. These are
South Tyrol (Italy), Belgium, Northern Ireland and Macedonia. The case se-
lection is simply motivated by the relative success achieved by the institu-
tional design, a comparative analysis that does not select on the dependent
variable being planned for a future volume. Each case study begins with a
short description of the demographics of the analyzed society and the his-
tory of the conflict, which is followed by the analysis of the most important
political institutions and their development. In all four cases the consoci-
ational elements of the design are highlighted, and related to the original
model proposed by Lijphart. The case studies end with an assessment of the
consociational solution, the most important shortcomings and disfunction-
alities also being addressed. The case studies are followed by a comparative
section, which also contains a synthetic table about the four analyzed sys-
tems. This table provides information not only about the concrete form in
which the defining elements of consociational democracy are materialized,
but also other data, such as the way the design was reached (internal nego-

N\

178



A4

ABSTRACT

tiation or external imposition), the most important documents and the legal
guarantees for the continuation of power-sharing.

The final part of the volume revisits the issue of the applicability of the con-
sociational democracy model for Romania, a society that can be considered
to be divided, primarily due to the presence of a large Hungarian minority
that is conceived of by its leaders as an autonomous society, or at least as a
self-standing segment of Romanian society. Although the literature in Roma-
nian or Hungarian language about this topic is not very large, there has been
some discussion and debate about consociationalism in Romania, the main is-
sues addressed being the nature of Romanian democracy (whether it displays
certain consociational features or not), and the chances of adopting (various
elements of) a consociational design in the country. The most important body
of literature in this sense is a debate that took place in the bilingual journal
Provincia in 2000-2001. After reviewing this debate (and other relevant pub-
lications about the topic), the volume ends with the standpoint of the author
about the issue of consociational democracy in Romania. In our opinion, the
current political design in Romania clearly falls short of consociationalism,
despite the regular participation of the main political party of the Hungarian
minority in the power coalitions. The main reason for this is that there are no
guarantees for participation in government, this being completely contingent
on political bargains struck with the leaders of the Romanian political parties.
Moreover, all the guarantees of consociational type (like vetoes or segmen-
tal autonomy) are absent. Consequently, stating that Romania displays even
some of the defining features of consociational democracy would amount to
conceptual stretching. In what it concerns the chances of adopting a conso-
ciational design in Romania, the conclusion is that a regional and perhaps
multi-level design that provides incentives for both the Hungarian minority
and the Romanian majority (which is, however, a minority in certain regions
of the country) could be more feasible than a power-sharing solution at the
national level, as illustrated by the cases of South Tyrol and Northern Ireland.
However, given the recent developments in Romanian politics, the chances for
any type of consociational settlement seem to be rather bleak.

179





