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The  volume  “Tendential  Modernity,  Reflections  on  the  Modern  Evolution  of  Society”,
published by Constantin Schifirne  ț at Tritonic Publishing House (Bucharest),  explores the
classical  literature  on  modernity  and  develops  a  comparative  analysis  of  modernization
processes in various geographic areas and "theatres of modernity" - Asiatic Modernity, Latin
American Modernity, others, - including them into a larger picture of modernity. The author,
professor of sociology at SNSPA, uses this extended mapping in order to identify elements to
be included in a more appropriate model designed to frame those cases that did not succeed in
achieving prosperity and systemic development  and allow him to argue for  a  "tendential
modernity".  This categorization covers a set of characteristics in many aspects different from
the pattern of integrated transformations of subsystems during phases of modernization that
have imprinted the modern history of Western European countries.

The book is composed of eight sections. The first chapter addresses principles and
characteristics of modernity - the cultural program and the political and social program of
modernity-. It explores diverse meanings of modernity assigned by classical studies, and lists
attributes  relevant  to  his  own  approach.  The  quest  for  more  appropriate  definitions  of
modernity to cover variants distinct from the western cases led him to coin the concept of
tendential modernity  for countries like Romania, that instead of a functional integration of
diverse  domains  -  culture,  ideas  and economic  development  -,  remained for  a  long time
blocked in a state of economic precarity during the diverse phases of modernization.

The 2nd chapter - Modernization, the path to modernity -, argues that modernity is the
organic result of processes of modernization. So, modernity could be approached as a specific
goal, whose dimensions and structural components have to be achieved through the evolution
of societies. Moreover, he argues that some standards can be defined and identified in the
modern history as specific marks of modernity, facilitating the evaluation of the degree to
which  the  western  model  was  implemented  in  different  countries.  He  points  out  that
“modernization processes had to deal with a versatile institutional environment – decisions
and actions kept changing – a fact that had an obvious impact on the depth and duration of
modernity.  In  the  societies  of  tendential  modernity,  modernization  does  not  include
transforming  the  whole  but  occurs  only at  political,  institutional  and  legal  frames.”
(Schifirneț, 2016:166)

The 3rd chapter provides knowledge upon ten definitions of modernity, depending on
theoretical and methodological  decoupages,  such as reflexive modernity, liquid modernity,
organized  modernity, multiple  modernities, referring to  specific  areas’  Asian modernity  –
Japanese  Modernity,  Chinese  modernity  –,  and  Latin  American  modernity,  the  Indian
modernity  which he labelled as a "mistaken modernity." Schifirneţ considers that "In India,
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modernity is similar to what we said about Romania: we have modernity, but we do not have
the modern man, so a modernity without the modern man." (2016: 76). 

In the 4th chapter the author examines the concepts of tendential and tendentiality - as
distinctive features of these versions of modernity, whose paradoxical trait is the dominance
of the lack of modernity compared to the extent of modern features, and as a resistance to
modern changes. The difference between the reference model of Western modernity and the
various cases of tendential modernity emphasizes the distance through a list of comparisons:
“continuous and sustainable development vs. discontinuous and inconsistent development”,
“urbanization vs. ruralisation”, “strong middle class vs. middle class in minority”, “effective
bureaucracy vs.  inoperative  bureaucracy”,  “democratization  of  society vs.  trends  towards
authoritarianism”,  “strong  civil  society  vs.  incipient  civil  society”,  “individualism  vs.
collectivism”, etc.

Chapter V, Elites, between rhetoric and reality of modernity, emphasizes the role of
elites as necessary promoters of modernization within the society on the behalf of modern
culture,  as  a  universal  discourse  based  on  topics  that  continue  to  remain  inspirational:
freedom, democracy and justice.  He points out that intellectuals “have to live in social and
economic contexts that scarcely support those values” (Schifirneţ, 2016:167), which is why
they must confront a permanent contradiction between universal values and ideals and their
materialization in the precariousness of economic and social contexts.

Chapter  VI, The  space  of  modern  development,  highlights  the  importance  of  the
development of modernity and the production of space in the affirmation and support of the
principles  and  norms  of  modernity,  as  well  as  the  role  of  attitudes  and  motivations  of
individuals and groups at a large scale, to support changes in economy, culture, and society.

A significant thesis concerning the contribution of the state to the implementation of
modern projects is discussed in the 7th chapter, The State – producer of modernity, in which
Schifirneţ argues that “because of state intervention, modernity appears only as a trend”. The
achievement  of the modernization process is  far  from being materialized due to a causal
determination:  an institutional  form which is  not  built  on modern premises  and does not
reflect a modern organization in its structure,  cannot provide or efficiently administrate a
successful project of modernization, which requires both a different institutional design as
well as a different organizational culture.

In  conclusion,  in  the  case  of  tendential  modernity  (TM)  the  original  cluster  of
dimensions is not translated into the different subsystems of reality to allow real changes;
thus, societies remain suspended in an endless project of modernity.
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