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INTRODUCTION

Through our research we aim to achieve a complex analysis of the history studies that
explore the topic of the ethnogenesis of the Romanian people in the postwar period (1947-1989),
so that we can capture the state of this problem after a certain level of research was dedicated to
it. Our approach intends to be free of some of the current biases concerning the communist
historiography, as they can be seen in some contributions that are essayistic in nature and that
analyze this period solely from a perspective that emphasizes its excesses — internationalism,
nationalism, the obsession with the Dacian origins, military history, etc.*

Just like in the case of any other problems of history, the one related to the ethnogenesis of
the Romanian people requires some complex analyses (concepts, sources, methods, processes),
that reflect the state of the problem after a certain research period. In our opinion, this
historiographical approach is helpful, because, up until this point, no major study that analyses the
national historiographical production dedicated to the problem of the ethnogenesis of the
Romanian people has ever been published. Instead, there are studies that address the part played
by the Slavs in the Romanian ethnogenesis?, the ethnic attribution of the Dridu® culture, the
relationship between nationalism and the interpretation of archeological materials®. It is also worth
mentioning here the summaries made by Nicolae Stoicescu, which are also valuable in clarifying
the history of the problem®. A significant contribution in this field is that of Andrei Migureanu,
Debates Concerning the Ethnogenesis of the Romanian People in the 50s. From Roller’s Manual
to the History Treatise, that was published in the SCIVA journal, in 2007. This text discusses some
essential aspects of the topic of the Romanian ethnogenesis during the first years of the communist
regime (the impact of the Slavs, the activity of The Commission for the Study of the Development
of the Language and the Formation of the Romanian People, the importance of the archeological

discoveries, etc.).
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Therefore, we tried to identify, largely, how the process of the formation of the Romanian
people was understood at that point and, at the same time, to uncover the viable elements from the
study of the ethnogenesis (the ethical basis, the Romanization, the continuity, the linguistical
aspects, stages, the area of ethnic genesis, etc.). Our research is based on the history works
published between 1947-1989 (treatises published by the Academy, compendiums, thematic
summaries, special monographies, books, research papers, and articles on the topics of
historiography, archeology, epigraphy), and we also took into account books on linguistics, as the
process of the formation of the Romanian people and that of the development of the Romanian
language are interrelated. We did not analyze the contributions that are geographical, ethnographic,
or anthropologic in nature. Moreover, the studies signed by foreign historians were also not
investigated.

In this regard, the main historiographical sources that we have used in this research are:
History of Romania — the sole textbook for 8" grade, secondary class, that was coordinated by
Mihail Roller and published by the State’s Publishing Company in 1947, the first volume of The
History of Romania treatise, published in 1960, under the aegis of the Romanian Academy,
coordinated by Constantin Daicoviciu, The History of Romania, published in 1969, under
managing editor, Miron Constantinescu, History of the Romanian People, published in 1970, under
managing editor Andrei Otetea, The Making of the Romanian People and Language, (Constantin
C. Giurescu, 1973), Continuity of the Romanian People's Material and Spiritual Production in the
Territory of Former Dacia (Ligia Barzu, 1979), Ancient Inhabitants of Dacia, vol. I (Dumitru
Protase, 1980), the treatise The Military History of the Romanian People, vol. |, published in 1984,
coordinated by Ilie Ceausescu, The Origin and the Continuity of the Romanians: Archeology and
Historical Tradition (Ligia Barzu, Stelian Brezeanu, 1991) — a study finished in 1982, that, due to
the censorship, was published after 1989. Our research stops, therefore, at the fall of the
Communist regime.

Our thesis was structured according to the fundamental components that the subject of
ethnogenesis implies (the Romanization, the continuity, the influence of the migratory populations,
the development of the Romanian language), as they are understood and studied in most of the
already mentioned summaries. Therefore, for each of them, analyzed the progress made by the
Romanian historiography during the rule of the communist regime, by also taking into

consideration the previous contributions.



However, before starting to analyze the contributions made between 1947 — 1989 to the
subject of the ethnogenesis, we also presented, in brief, how the same topic was approached in the
preceding period, that is, between the end of the XIX century and the end of the Second World
War. Therefore, the first chapter of this study considers how the best-known Romanian historians
(A. D. Xenopol, Nicolae Iorga, Vasile Parvan) understood the concept of the ethnogenesis. As the
true founding fathers of Romanian history science, these historians offered the scientific basis for
the problem of the ethnogenesis, that the following contributions used as a starting point.

A research that analyzes the topic of the ethnogenesis as it is presented in the studies
published between 1947 and 1989 cannot be complete without considering the political and
ideological development that occurred during the same time period. Therefore, in the second
chapter, we followed the main stages that the historiography went through during the totalitarian
rule (the Stalinist age, the liberalization period, and the end period of the regime, that was
characterized by communist-nationalism), by utilizing the contributions made by historians such
as Alexandru Zub, Andi Mihalache, Vlad Georgescu, Gabriel Moisa, etc. With regard to this, we
referred to the ideological aspects and also to the pressures that the historians were under at the
time. Moreover, we analyzed the regime’s attitude towards history as a science, the norms of
interpretation imposed during the main stages of the history of the Romanian people, the
institutional reforms that influenced the development of history as a science, as well as the
metamorphoses that the opinions of the specialists in the field went through in time.

As we have mentioned before, our research took into account the fundamental components
of the process of the ethnogenesis of the Romanian people (the Romanization, the continuity, the
influence of the migratory populations, and the development of the Romanian language), as they
are usually presented in historiography. Therefore, in the third chapter, we analyzed the
Romanization problem. As a fundamental process of the Romanian ethnogenesis, the
Romanization of the Getae-Dacians was a subject of interest for Romanian intellectuals since the
second half of the X1Xth century. In the period that is of interest to us, the contributions made to
this topic by Romanian historians, archeologists and linguists were numerous and varied. These
contributions explore the stages and the factors of the Romanization, the way in which the process
was carried out in the area north of the Danube river, the intensity with which it took place, from
one area to another, difficulties in providing a definition, etc. Some of the most relevant

contributions that should be mentioned are the studies authored by Nicolae Gudea and Hadrian



Daicoviciu regarding the definition of the process of Romanization, the research of Dumitru
Protase, Ligia Barzu, and I. 1. Russu on the topic of the Romanization of the province of Dacia,
and, finally, the works of Gh. Teodor, Ion Ionita, and Nicolae Gostar regarding the process of
Romanization in the territories located north of the Danube river that were not part of the province
of Dacia. In fact, we will structure this section according to these three aspects.

The fourth chapter examines the Daco-Roman continuity in the northern part of the
Danube, after the evacuation of Dacia by Aurelian. A controversial aspect over the years, the
problem of continuity was somewhat of a recurrent motif of the Romanian historiography. Given
its political implications, the bibliography referring to this matter is completely overwhelming.
The time period that is of interest to us is the most prolific in this sense. Therefore, especially
because of the results of the systematic archeological digging campaigns carried out during the
communist regime, the image of the evolution of the Daco-Roman society changed significantly.
Among the researchers who brought significant contributions to the topic of continuity, we should
mention lon Nestor, Maria Comsa, ConStantin Daicoviciu, Dumitru Protase, Ligia Barzu, etc.
However, this issue was dealt with by most of the Romanian historians who analyzed the subject
of the ethnogenesis, as well as by the scholars who focused on linguistics, archeology, or
epigraphy. In this section of our thesis, we systematized the research referring to the subject of
continuity and the general evolution of the population located north of the Danube river during the
first millennium. Therefore, to start, we spoke about the Daco-Roman continuity and the evolution
of the population located north of the Danube river until the Slavic invasion, and, later, we focused
on the end period of the Romanian ethnogenesis (the VI-IX/X centuries).

The topic the continuity and, in general, the evolution of the Daco-Roman society
throughout the first millennium, is also related to the issue of the influence of the migratory
populations on the indigenous population, an aspect that will be discussed in the fifth chapter of
our thesis. The contributions to this issue are, generally, divided into two categories: investigations
that speak about the first invasions, including the Goths, the Huns, the Gepids, and the Avars, and
studies that focus on the second wave of migration that started with the coming of the Slavs and
the Bulgarians. When it comes to this second wave of migrations, there is a divergence in the
opinions expressed by scholars (for instance, those of Maria Comsa and Ion Nestor); the most
controversial aspects are those related to the entry of the Slav the territory of modern-day Romania,

and the role that they played in the formation of the Romanian people.



The linguistic aspects regarding the development and the evolution of the Romanian
language are closely related to the topic of the ethnogenesis. In this respect, the sixth chapter
addressed the studies that focused on the development of the language. Even though some
historians wrote about the subject, at the very least tangentially, the crucial contributions were, of
course, those of the linguists. In the period that we have analyzed, the most representative scholars
of the Romanian linguistic school (Alexandru Rosetti, Alexandru Graur, lorgu lordan etc.) were
at the height of their careers, and, thus, the progress made in this field was decisive.

Finally, the seventh chapter of our study, called When, Where and How Was the Romanian
People Formed? aims to be an outline of the research done on the subject of the ethnogenesis that
was published during the communist regime. As part of this chapter, we set out to illustrate how
the postwar historiography relates to these essential aspects of the ethnogenesis when compared to
the prewar historiography approach. We tried to illustrate the opinions presented by all the scholars
mentioned in the thesis and to identify the common denominator (if it is the case) in regards to the
place, the time, and the way in which the Romanian people was formed.

Methodologically speaking, we utilized concepts and ideas originating from the western
historiographical schools, that are also used by some Romanian historians such as Alexandru Zub
and Andi Mihalache. In this respect, even though we showed some interest in the more significant
authors, our analysis "focused on the historical speech, and not on its agents". According to this
principle, considering the time period that is of interest to us, "the historian has to resist the
temptation of being moralizing, to show resentment, or to open gratuitous discussions".
Furthermore, the outrage concerning the historical materialism serves no useful purpose®. As Al.
Zub” wrote: "he who wants to understand history does not have to let himself fully captivated by
the perspective offered by the epilogue, but to try to reconstruct things in their true chronological
occurrence”. The historian, as Andi Mihalache also argues, does not have to strive to make
discoveries, "but to propose some explanatory figures of the past, to sort out the facts that are the
object of his research, to link them together and to introduce a type of logic in the evolution of a
linear time"8, This idea best defines our endeavor, which aims to be a conclusion, a systemic

analysis of a stage in the national historiographical research of the ethnogenesis. Grouping all
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these "facts” in chronological order, based on different problems related to the issue of the
formation of the Romanian people, seemed to us the best approach, that allows a somewhat
coherent view of the fundamental aspects of the ethnogenesis process. However, this method is
not without fail, as the subject of the ethnogenesis cannot be exactly divided into distinctive parts,
that would allow for a concise, algorithmic analysis. Because all the components, (the
Romanization, the continuity, the influence of the migratory populations, the linguistic
component) often intertwine, it inevitably led to some reiterations and redundancies.

We feel obliged to point out that we did not solely intend to offer an analysis that assessed
the viability of the opinions expressed at the time, by comparing them to the newer interpretations
proposed by new research. Instead, we attempted to offer a "bare-boned" presentation of the ideas,
by often linking them to the ideas expresses before 1947. We focused our attention on the
achievements of the historiography of the ethnogenesis process between 1947-1989 by paying

close attention to the progress made in the areas of the methodology, arguments, and interpretation.

CONCLUSIONS

After systematically analyzing the studies dedicated to the problem of the ethnogenesis that
were published between 1947-1989, we have reached the following conclusions.

Firstly, we believe that the study of the ethnogenesis falls, generally, in the same line of
tendencies regarding the evolution of the status of history and the problems of history that are
specific to the communist regime. Therefore, during the first years of the new regime, we can
discern a certain interpretation of the process from the perspective of historical materialism and
the "brotherly” Romanian-Soviet relationships (class conflict, the slave society, the liberation from
the Roman rule, the peaceful nature of the Slavic invasion, the important role of the Slavs in the
formation of the Romanian people and the development of the Romanian language). Moreover,
when considering the end period of the Dej’s rule, and Ceausescu’s era, we can identify a stage
when the constraints that the historians were subjected to were minimal (the 60s and the beginning,
and maybe halfway through the 70s), but also a period (starting from halfway through the 70s until
the fall of the communist regime) when Ceausescu’s obsessions (protochronism, the fight for

peace, the ancientness of our people, the aggrandizing of the Dacian roots) are more and more



present in the discourse about the formation of the Romanian people. We are of the opinion that
we cannot speak about a dichotomy — scientific or ideological — of the contributions published
during this period. In general, the contributions that closely reflect the regime’s ideology are easy
to identify, as the authors (that are usually approved by the regime) that sign them have a
propensity for writing summary-oriented studies, unvarying conclusions, for giving clear-cut
"solutions”, all of which are in accordance with the official guidelines. In this respect, we can say
that most of the studies that we have analyzed are authentic scientific research projects in which,
most often, the influence of the ideology was not exacerbated.

Secondly, it could be argued that, in this time period, the framework within which the
problem of the ethnogenesis and, overall, the Romanian scientific history has evolved was
favorable. Here, we specifically refer to the financial and material conditions that were provided
by the communist state for historical research studies (especially for archeological research), to
the well-organized institutional framework, as well as to the flourishing scientific activities (the
number of history journals, of annual museum sessions and of annual archeological reports grew
in numbers, and new important work-tools were introduced). However, one of the first aspects that
come to mind when we think about the favorable conditions provided by the communist state to
history as a science is to what extent the official ideology interfered with the historical research,
or what was the price paid by historians to ensure the effective operation of their activity. In our
opinion, by strictly referring to the problem of the ethnogenesis, we believe that the view expressed
by Vlad Georgescu regarding the communist historiography (this topic was covered in the second
chapter of the thesis) is, in a way, one-sided, willing to accuse and to classify the community of
historians according to some cases of servility and compromises. It is true that the main voice
(among historians) of the anticommunist Romanian dissident movement had to be unyielding,
accusatory (justifying, thus, the act of rebellion), but we have to take into consideration the fact
that, apart from some compromises, during the already mentioned time period, valuable
contributions were made. Even though the criticism of the regime is justified, and the act of
dissidence is admirable, his ideas about the communist historiography (that were expressed in the
"midst" of the battle, as the events were unfolding), paints a picture that, in our opinion, is too
gloomy. In this respect, by assuming a more impartial perspective, as expressed by Al. Zub and
Andi Mihalache, we consider that the historian has to refrain from being moralizing and to

understand the past in its legitimate horizon. Therefore, even though the intrusion of the ideology



in the field of science was, at some points, brutal, and the subservient attitude that some historians
showed to the party — indisputable, we have to add that the proximity of some historians such as
Constantin Daicoviciu or Andrei Otetea to the political sphere, made it possible for those in the
history field to maintain professionalism. Moreover, there is a tendency in the case of some
contemporary essayistic contributions to easily label some of the studies that were published before
1989 as ideological. When assessing some of the contributions, it is important to keep in mind that,
in many cases, the authors inserted quotes from the "opus™ of the ruler, references to the party’s
documents or fragments, and phrases from the Marxism-Leninist classics, only as a way for the
study to pass the censorship. We add, however, that this entire matter has to be approached with
precaution and in a nuanced manner.

Thirdly, we note the lack of theoretical interest and of a clear and comprehensive definition
of the concepts utilized in characterizing the components of the ethnogenesis process, as the
dominant approach utilized is direct, factual, and non-speculative. For instance, when it comes to
the space where the Romanian people could have formed, only generic, generalizing terms are
utilized such as Charpato-Balkanic, Charpto-Danubian, the northern Danubian territory, the
southern Danubian territories. Furthermore, in the case of the Romanization, the attempts to
explain this fundamental process are recent (starting from 1978), and most of the authors of the
summary studies that we have analyzed have no refined terminological or methodological interests
when examining this ethnolinguistic and cultural process. Our analysis shows that this process was
understood especially from the perspective of the language and the material culture.

Maybe the most interesting aspect that our research had in sight is related to the various
opinions expressed by the specialists about the importance given to the various historical sources
(archeological, linguistic, literary) used in evaluating the problems of the Romanian ethnogenesis
process. Therefore, we noticed a certain "intellectual self-interest” among the researchers, as each
of them argued that their field of choice brings the most important contribution to the elucidation
of some of the aspects of the process of the formation of the Romanian people. We believe that,
because of this reason as well, the subject of the ethnogenesis produced so many controversies
among the Romanian historians.

Consequently, after analyzing the 1947-1989 historiography on the subject of the
ethnogenesis of the Romanians, it appears that the ethnogenesis is seen as a process that includes

the Romanization, the Dacian and the Daco-Roman continuity, and the relationships with the other



barbarian populations. In this time period, the Romanization and the continuity are considered
essential components of the formation of the Romanian people. As we have demonstrated above,
the research concerning these two problems was considerably enriched in the time period that we
have analyzed. It is especially worth pointing out, the theoretical contributions made about the
Romanization phenomenon, as well as the fact that this process was particularly understood from
a cultural and linguistic point of view. Moreover, very important were the explanations proposed
by historians in relation to the romanization of the territories located north of the Danube river that
remained outside of the province of Dacia, a subject that, even though it arose divergent views
from historians and archeologists, has gained some consistency when compared to the previous
historiographical approaches. Interpretative and documentary progress was also made on the topic
of continuity. Furthermore, maybe the most important accomplishment of the time was that of
providing archeological proof for the Daco-Roman continuity of the north-Danubian population.
Taking all of these aspects into account, the image of the evolution of the Romanian population in
the area north of the Danube river and the development of the overall process of the formation of
the Romanian people appear to be better defined when compared to the previous historiography.
The Romanian people is considered a descendent of the oriental romanity; the territory
where it was formed is vast, and it included wide areas north of the Danube, as well as a significant
area of the territories located south of the Danube. Without emphasizing too much on the
ideological aspects of the period (internationalism, the obsession with the Dacian origins, the
denial of the role played by the Slavs in the ethnogenesis, the formation of the Romanian people
in the Ilird century), issues that can be understood by reference to the ideology of the time, it can
be stated that, in general, the historiographical research published between 1947 — 1989 managed
to impose a "standard" view of the ethnogenesis, that can only be changed by epistemological and
interpretative nuanced research; the ethnic basis of the Romanian people consists of the main
factor, the Geto-Dacian, over which the Roman component was superimposed, and, later, the

Romanized population absorbed the Slavs, thus forming the Romanian people.
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