
By, having recently entered the straight Une to their accession to NATO and the EU,South-eastern European countries are objectively determined to re-examine their evolution after1989, to change and to change their governance type.
Democratic populismn slowed down transition in South-eastern European countries. InRomania it was also used ini the 2000 election campaign, but it has become more and more obvious that

- in order to avoid the aggravation of already existmng crises - it should be replaced by a pluralist andfunctional democracy. My thesis is that efficient reforins are not possible i South-easternEuropean countries unless democratic populismn is replaced by a pluralist democracy, in the
least.

I a general, but nevertheless indicative description, transition from democratic populism topluralist democracy means: transition from a language metaphorically called, wNithout taking intoconsideration ail the implications, langue du bois - a language with rather vague concepts, withimpaired critical furiction, reminding of codes of behaviour specific of institutions lefi without people(a language organised around such terms as "democratic system", "kind person", "political dialogue"etc. even afier such ternis have become depoliticised and neutralised) - to a differentiated language thatdefines its ternis and preserves them at a critical distance from reality, taking over the inevitablypolîtical substance of social reality; giving up such general outlook on nature, society and human beingthat focuses on "the general laws of nature and society", "historical destiny", "spiritual value of theindividual" in favour of views that ailow for the dependence of nature on history, of history on thecontext created by hunian initiative, of the individual on the cultural environnient; substitution ofthe interpretation of history from the viewpoint of "the national svirit". of "the international


