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The Communist Movement in Rumania, L9L7-L944

The coıırse which the Communisı movement ook depended greatly on the actions aııd aims of üıe Communist
Party of üe Soviet Union tn the peıiod between üe fourding of üe Rumanian Communisı Party in 192l and
the occupation of Rumania by üe Red Arrrıy in Augıst and September 191,4 üıe Soviet party, mainly thıough
is proxies - ıhe Commıınist Interrıaıionat (!o 1943) and ıhe Moscow section of ıhe Rumanian Commıınist Party
(to 19.0+) - defıned the ideological posiüon of üıe Rumanian party on maiır issues, d€termined iıs orgaııizational
structıırgı and often even chose its leaders. In doing so, üe Soviet party seldom took into accoıınt poütical and
social conditions in Rumania, anğ to judge by is srident criticism, iı had litde regaıd for the commiımenı and
organizatioııal compeıencc of the Rıımaııian paıty.
Thıee sages in the developmenı of ıhe Commımisı moyemeııı in Rıımaııia aıe discernible. The fir§t was oııe of
beginnings and coverpd the period of crisis in the §ocial Denocruic Party from üo Rııssian Febrııry and
October revoluıions in l 9 l 7 ıo üe §nal ruptııe bctween Sociıl Democıats and Communiss in }rtay 192 l . Duıing
üe second stage, down !o l93l, üıe rew party strugglcd o organizc iısğIf and to 6ııd its plrco boüı within üıc
internatiorıal commımist moyeıııent and in Rumaniqn public life. Tbe ıiıird and final stagc was inaııgııraıcd by
üe party's fıfü congıess in l93l, which, according o officiıl pty hisoriography, broughı 8 new,
'Bolshevizpdn, aııd, henco, strongerand more üguoıs pargy ino being. This claim isopen O qııestio. Alüıough
üe factionalism that had r€ııt the paıty in the l920s §e€ms to have abaıe«l, üe prty grew weaLr, noı stronger,
as üe political right gıew in srengü and üe posecution of Commuııiss and üe orguıizations sııpporting thun
intensified in üıe 1930s.

l. Histoiography: Soıırces aıü Secondary Works

fuıy study of the Commırıist movernerıt in Rumaııia must ıely mainly upon ınateıials publistıed in Rıımania after
the Communist Party came ıo power in l%7. In ıhe intenvar period the movement received üule scholaly
attention becaıısc üe puty had bcen oııtlawed and was widely regırded as unpariotic, becaıısc it had üule
influence in pubüc affaiı§, uıd becaııse hisorians, sociologiss, aııd other reseaıchers rrere peoocıpied with üıe
peasarıtry and had not yet become int€rest€d in the relatively new class of ıııtan frtory woıters.

After 1947 ıhe Communist moveın€nt, b€cane the object of inrcnse snıdy. A joıırnal,! nıımeıoııs
monographs, aıd collectiors of soııçes weıe published, mainly under the aıı§pıces of üe Iııstinıte for kty
Hisory.z Since these püticatioıs necessarily ıcflectcd üıe idcology ard g@ls of üc Communist Party at arıy
given time, ıhey often lacked obftrctiviry and compreheıuirenegı. lviaııy of these wats were simply
propagandisüc, but the best of thom arç indişensülo fc ı scrioııs snıdy of Comrımism in Rıımsnia.

There is no comprchensive bibliogıaphy of the Rumanian Communist movem€ııt, but a gpod plrce o
begn is wıth Bibliogrfia işıoriü a Roınlııiei.'As for aıEhives, üe wo reposiories of materials on the
Communist movement in Rumania are the Aıchive of the Cenral Committee of the Rumanian Communist Party
and üe Aıchive of the previously mentioned Insdnıte for Histgical and §ocio-poütical SMies, boıh in
Bucharesl No guide o üıeir holdings has been publisheğ but some idea of ıheir variety and importance may
be had by consulting collectioıu of printed soııroes and secondary worts such as üose by Miıcea Mıışat and Ion
fudelearıu and by il4arin C. Süneşu discussed below. The dişosition if thesc two aıchives since üıe change
of regime in December 1989 has apparently not b€en decided qı.

Several collections of soıırces published by üe InstinıE for Party Hisory are indispeıısable, but they

ı It bore üıe title Aıulele lısıiuıulü dı Istorie a Parıidıılü fu pe ltngE Comiıetul Central al Partidıılü
Muncitoresc from 1955 to 1968. Then, until it ceased pubücation in 1989, it was called ,4ıule dc Isıoie and
will be so cited in üis article.

2 It was founded in 195l and dissolved in 1989 and was offıcially Lnown as Instituul de Stııdii Istoice
şi Social-politice de pe lingö C.C. al P.CR. (Ihe Instiuıte for Hisorical and Socio-political Snıdie.s attached
to üıe Cenral Committee of the Rumanian Communist Party).

3 Voı. ı: 1944-ı969 (Bucurşti, 1970), pp. 212-244; Vol. 4: |969-1.974 @ucurEü, 1975), pp. 276-295;
Vol. 5: 1974-1979 (Bucuıeşü, 1980), pp. 265-274ı Vol. 6: |979-l9U (Bucureşıi, 1985), pp. 28|-293.
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mı§t be ısed wiü caution becaıse üıe maıcrials included in üern were caıefully selected o conform o üe
party's ideological and policy coııcerns at üe time of publication. They conain party manifestoes, p,ropaganda

brochuıes, üe minutes of party congıesses, the resolutioııs of üe Cental Committee, arıd excerps from the party
press.a Collectioıs of such soıırces publi§ıed in ıhe l950s put moı€ emphasis on the Rumanian Communist
Party's links wiü the Soviet party and on iE "interııationalist" orientation tiıarı laı€r collections, where üıe
leitmotiv is üe dynamism and indepeıdence of üıe Rumanian Communist Parry.s Other collections of sources
which aıe not concerned specifically wiü the Communist Party do, nonetheless, conain numercuıı documents
about is activities.6

Ttıere is no biographical dictioııary of Rumaniaıı Communists,7 but ıhe Instinıe for hrty Hisory
published a series of usefiıl short biographies of party leaders aııd activiss accompaııied by uıüologies of üıeir
writingsJ Tlıere is no biography of Lucre$u Pğtrğşcanu, but his works began o be re,publisiıed after his
posüuııoıs rehabiliıaıion in 1968.'

The Communist Party gave üe press a high prıority as a cnıcial instnıment for spreading iıs massage
and rallying its supporters. Although üe history of üe Communist press has yet ıo be wriğğtı, ıhe Insünıo for
Party Hi§ttry pubüshed several volumes of exccrpts from the radical socialist, trade-union, aııd Communist prcss
fo üe early l920s.ı0 Naüonal and local new§pryenı and iııırnals are ıepresenteğ and tbe selection of articles
from each publication is preededby an intoduction outlining its histry aıd evalııating its ideological ondencies
and importarıce. Thc excerptı have becn caıefully choseıı o rcflcct the Commuııist hrty's intcrprcaıioı of its
own hisory. fiıerç is also an indispensable bibüography,ıl which troyides dala about üe natioııal and local
press in Rumanian, Hunguiuı and German. iviaııy of üe newspapenı and "bulletins' cited had only brief
existences and aıç not includod in üıe above-mentionad anthologies. Of particular intcığı also i§ a volune of
essays on üterary and culuıral rçviews which werç sympaıhetic to leftist or Commımist caıısq§.ı2It is a ıalııable
inroduction to the study of a ııascenı proletarian cultıııe and in §ome measııre maka§ up for üıe lack of a
monograph on üıe subjecı

' Docııı?ıente din isıorb Pgıiüılü Comuııist din Roınlııia @ırcıııeşti, l95l; 2rd rev. eü, 1953), which
covenı the pğiod l9l7-|94,4: Docııncnıc din istoria Partidııhıi Coınıııist din Roınlııb, Vol. 1: l9l7-|E22
(2nd ed., Bırcııreşti, 1956), Vol. 2: |Y23-1928 @ucureşti, 1953), Vol. 3: lV29-1933 (Bucııreşü 1953), Vol.
4z 1934-1937 @ucureşti, 1957).

5 Docunıente din istoria mişcörii ıııııııciıoreşti din Roııünia, 19I6-]n1 (Bucurçşti, 1966) arıd Docıııentc
din isıoria Partidului Comunisı şi a mişcürii muııciıoreşıi raıolulioıure din RoıııEnia, lnl-Bz4 @ucureşti,
ı970).

6 23 Augııst 1944. Docııınen e, Vol. l: 1939-1943 @ucııreşti, l9&4).

7 A modest beginning was made by lon Popescu-Puıuri and Tiuı Georgescu, Pwıllıori de İlanııri
revolulioıwre @ucureşü, 197 1).

t For the inıerwar period one may coıuulg N. Huscariu, Aleıaııdrıı Consaıtiıuscu (Bucıııçştl 1970);
Mihait Crucearıu aııd Ftorian Tğıığ§oscu, Ncıaıı&u Dobrogcoııı-Glnrea (Bırcııre.şti, 1971); }virin C.
Sığnescu and L. Gergely, Elek Köblöş (Bııcııre-şti, l98).

9 Of interşt here are his Teıe social-politice, 1921-1938 @ucıııeşti, 1975) and Sudii ecoııomice şi
so c ial - po liıice, l 92 5 - 1 94 5 (Bucııreşti, 1 978).

|0 Presa mıınciıoreascğ şi socialisıö din Roıııönia, Vol. 3, part l: September l917-June 1919 @ırcureşti,
197t) and Vol. 3, part2: July 1919-tviay 192l @ucııreşti, 1973), andPresa comıınistö $ a organizaliilor de
masğ create $ conduse de P,CR.,VoL.4: 1921-1924 @ucııreşti, 1978).

ıı Titu Georgescu and Mircea loanid, Presa P,CR. şi a orgwıizaliilor sale dc masE, 1n1-19/U
(Bucurşti, 1963).

12 ivtarin Bucuı (ed.), Revisıe progresiste romöııcşti interbelice (Bucııreşıi, 1972).
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There is no general hisory of üe Rumanian Communist Party for üe period ımder discussion. The
closest one come§ o sırch a wot* is Mirc€a Mıışt and lon Ardelearıu, Roınlııia dııpü Marca Unire,L3 which
is based on üe extensive use of parry aıçhives and in part l provides sometiınes long excerpts from uııpublished
documents. The authors' point of view, particulaıty on ıelaıions between üe Rıırıanian Communisı Puty and
the Soviet Communist Party uıd the Comintern, ıeflec§ the national orieııtation which gıew incr€asingly strrong
after the mid-l960s. Their account may be supplemented for üıe r920s by üıe two very good monogıaphs by
}ı,larin C. Stönescu,ıa which draw extensively on ınaterials in party aıchives. No comparable wort exists fc
üe l930s.

2. Tlıe Foınding of tln Rıı,ıwnian Comnunist Parry

The origins of ıhe Rumanian Communist Party may be traced hck !o 1[9 şoçialint movement of üe lator
decades of the nineteenüı cenuıry.ıs Despite sriking differences in ideology and tactics benveen the Socialists
and later Communists, the moveınens of boıh were conditioned by üe same corıditions at home - an under-
developeğ agraıian economy and a society still overwhelmingly peasarıt in ouüook and aşirations.

The Socialists'acc€,ptaııco of tvlarıisrrı in üıe l880s and 1890s as üıeir üıegçtical guidc and üıe çıeation
of The Social Democratic Party of Worters of Rıımania (Partidııl Social-Deıııocra al Mııııciorilor din Roıılniaı
PSDMR), the first naıion_wide working*lass party, in 1893 were cnıcial eyenis in the deııelopment of their
movemenL In ıhe enüusiasııı of new beginnings they intended trı bring about a radical raıısformation of
Rumanian society. Yeı, üıey chose the ctlıodox }v{ar:ıist ryproach to development, as orpoıınded by üeir lcading
theorisı Consantin Dobrogearıu-Gheıea (1855-1920). In a series of woris culminating n Neobbögia N*
serfdom) in 1910, his critique of Rumania's economic and social development in the nineteenıh century, he
aıgued that Rumaııia was destined o follow üıe paıtı alıeady taken by the advarıced indıı§trial councies of
Western Europ. He üus as§igıed to üe new saialist party tin task of accelerating üe growüı of capitalist
economic relations and boıırgeois-tib€ral poütical insüuıtions as perequisites for ıhe raıısitiorı o socialism. He
repeatedly emphasized üe imporunce of indusrialization and parliamentary strugge and tended to treat the
peasaııtry and agricutuıre as of strictly secondary importuıce.ıo

Da§pite fuilfu| high hopes, the PSDMR did not pro§,per. Membership remained small (only 6Jm in
1907, the high point): local organizations outside Buclıaıest wge few and often irıacüve; and tiıe paty elected
only one deputy to parliamenı in 1895 and none at dl betweerı 1899 and l9l8. Nç did the gty have notable
succe$ı i1 mglilizing is ınain constinıency - üe ıırban woıters: in r9l2 membership in trade unions reached
a high of 9J00, which re,pıesenıed but a small fractigı of üıe toul number of worters engaged in industry,
conımerce, arıd raıısporation. These disappointing results led to ideological uncertainty aııd iııcessarıt infıghting
and caused the dissolution of the party in 1899. It was eveııüıally ıporgBnized in 1910 as The Social Democratic
Pw (Partidııl Social Deıııocra; PSD) and resumed regular political activity. Noırcthelcss, üe party continııed
to be rent by factionalism. The majaity of its leaders favged evolutioııary social changc, while a miınrity, üe
radical left wing from which the "maıimalist" sugnrters of üe Russian Revoluüon of l9l7 would emerge, was
anxious o use violerpe - strikes and supet derıoıscaüors - o forçç the government to make maix political and
economic concessions.

Shortly after Rumania entered üıe First World War in August 1916 the PSD all but ceased activity, as
the govemmenL partly in response to strong anti-war sentfunent among socialists, closed down local paıty clubs,
suspended publication of party newspaperst and arıpsted a number of activists. The German occııpation of

1l Vol. 2,pert 1: 1918-1933 (Bucureşti, 1986), pp. 153-2l:6,sü-ffi, and Vol. 2,pıt2: November
l933-Septeınber 1940 @ııcureşü, 1988), pp. 40847|.

|' Mişcarea munciıoreascö din Roıııania tn anii 1921-1924 (Bucuıeşü, l97|); Mişcuea mıınciıoreascö
din RomEnia ?n anii 1n4-1928 (Bucııreşti, 1981).

'5 The following may be consulted for background: Constantin Titel Pere.sca, Socialismııl tn Roıııania
(Bucureşü, U%5]), pp. 5|-274ı Keiıh Hirchins, "Rumania", in ivtaıcel van der Linden and Jiirgen Rojahn
(eds), The Formation of Labour Movements, 1870-1914, Vol. 1 (I-eiden, 1990), pp. 369-3V2.

ı6 Consandn Dobrogearıu-Gherea, Neoiobögia (Bucuıeşti, 1910), pp. 35, 4|4,3'75-377, 487489.
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Buchaıest in December 1916 effectively severed conıact§ between party organizaüons in Wallachia and
Moldavia Rumanian social democracy üıs reached the lowest poinı in is fomıııes since the founding of the
party in 1893.

The rovolution of Febıııary 1917 in Russia broıuiıt about a general revival of activity by Rumanian
socialists, but everı more impcaııt in üıe long ruıı wüı üe enthısiasrı iı aroused among radicals wiüıin the
parry.ı7 The laner organized their fust importarıt anti-war demonsuaıion in April in ıaşl at which oııe of üeir
leaders, Mihait Gheorghiu Bujor (l881-1!l64),ıt hail€d tho "boıırgeois{cınocratic ıpvolution" in Russia as üıe
beginning of a new era for üe eııtirç Eııropean worting class and ıırged his listeners to §parc no effort to extend
is benefis o Rumania In ttay andJune Bujor, Cristian Rakovski (1873-194l),ı9 a Bulgarian-born tiıeorist
of ttıe Rumanian PSD wiü importaııt links to üe intcrnational socialist movement, and oüıerradicals fled from
Moldavia to Odessa, in southerıı Rıssia. From here they planned o organize a ıevolution in Rumarıia on the
Russian model. They formed a Rumanian Commitee of §ocial Demaratic Action, which began immediatety
to campaign for perce aınong Rııınarıian worteış in Odessa and soldiers on üe lııloldavian fronı They made no
secret of their intenıion to extend the Rıssian relolution 'bepnd üe Pnıt Riveı" as a precondition fg social
and political change.D In place of "Rumanian ısarisını, ıhey ıırged üe creation of a republic, in which the
people, now sovereigr1 would choose a constiuıent assembly o eıırct a sweeping program of refcm.a

Until Ocober 1917 Rıımaııian radical socialisn in Rııssis thıs accepted the idea of a boıırgeois_
democıatic ıpvolution in üıeir country. Tlıey saw no possibility of a proletırian rçvolution b€caııse, in üıeir vieu
the economic and social corıdiüoıs for it had not yet manııEd. Alüough üıey şoke in glowing terrıs abouı üıe
revolution in Ruscia, üey were ıınc€rtain aboııt what prccisely was happeııing. They peıceived only a single
revoluüonary moveııı€nı and did rcı diff€rcııtiate betrveen Iıdeıısheviks and Bolstıeviks. Nor did üıey ınate any
şecifıc mention of Lcııin and his program.

The Bolshevü seizııre of power in Ocober aııd inrcnsive Bolstıevik wooing of pıospective foıeigıı
supportenı soon persııaded ıho Commitıee of Social Democratic Acüon and other Rumaııian scialists o change
üeir position on armed insıınection and üıe imminence of a proletarian ıevoluüon in üıeir own coııntry.2z By
the end of 1917 the radicals were p,oclaiming a proleıarian revolution in Rumania boüı necessary and possible
and were praising the Bolstıeviks' seizııre of power in Peoogıad as üe model they üemselves intended o follow.
They manifested their commitment o üıe Bolsheviks by deııoııırcing üıe entaııce of ıhe Rumanian amıy ino

17 Vasile Liveanu, "Iııflııeııga ıevoluçiei nıse din febnıEio l9l7 tn Roıııinia", Stı.dii. Rcyiııö de Isaric,
Vol. 9, No. l (l95Q, pp. 15-43.

ıt See the inroducory essay by Nicolae Copoiu in Mihail Gheorghiu Buiır, §cnen social-politicc (1%)5-

J96l) (Bucurşti, l99), pp. 7-80.

ı9 A compreheıuive sody of Rakovski's extraofrdinary caıe€r is Rarcis Coıtc, Clıristiııı Rüovski (1873-
1941). A Political Biography (Boulder, 1989). Al§o ııseful is the innoduction by ton Iacoş o Gistian
Racovski, Scrieri social-politice (1900-1916) @ııcıırşıi, |977), pp. 5-35.

P Docııınente din isıoria PutiMui Coınııııist Romdıı, VoL l, pp. 13, 15-16: manifestoes of üıe
Committee of Social Democratic Action, July 1917.

r Docıınenk din kıorb nişcğrii nııııuiıorcşti din Roınlnia, 19l6-1nl, p. 59: manifesto of the
Committee of Social Democratic Action, July l9t7.

2 The secondary üt€rauııe on üe influence of üe Ocober Revolution in Rumania is abundaııt, but
interpr,eations of its §gnificaırcc have vried over ıime. Pııblications in the l95& and early l960s wert
urııestrained in their praise of the October Revolution as a caalyst of üıe revolutionry movement in
Rumania. Works in ıecent years have been moıp re.scrved The following roüde general accoıınl§: Vasile
Livearıu, 1918. Din istoria luptelor revolı4ioııare din Roınlııia (Bucıııeş4 1960), pp. 159422); Keith
Hitchins, "The Russian Revolution and the Rumanian Socialist Movement, 1917-1918', Slaıic Raıiew,Yol.
27, No. 2 (1968), pp. 268-289. A useful bibüography is Pete Constantinescu-[aşi, Victor Cherestşiu,
Ludovic Jord6ky, Lırcrğri şi pııblicaçii din Roııılnia despre Marea Revolı4ia Socialist[ din Octombrie
( l 9 1 7 - 1 944 ) (Bucııre.şti, 1!b7).
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Bessarabia in support of Rumanian nationalists as a "critninal ağac&n on the Russian Revolutiona aııd by
organizing a Rumanian Military Revolutionary Commiuee in Odessa on 28 December o defend the Bolsiıevik
cause in tiıe province. But their efforts wer€ to ııo avail, since they and üeir sııpportcnı weıe few in number aııd
lacked orgarıization. The Rumaniaıı army completcd its occupaüon of Bessarabia in Febrııary l9l8, aııd German
armie.s resumed üeir offensive in üe Utraina, occupying Odessa on 13 Maıch. The Cqıımitee of Saial
Democratic Action appaıently ceased to furrction, for tirre is no mention of it again until July l9l8, when it was
merged with anotıer Rumanian revolutioııary organizatiğı.

In üe fiıst half of 1918 the Bolsheviks took the initiative in forming new Ruınanian socialist
organizaüons !o sene their own purpose§ in Russia arıd Rumania2'fuııong them werc üe Autonoınoııs High
College forRusso-Rumanian Atrair§ in Peuograğ which was o mobilize all Rıımanian ıcvolutioarics in Rus§ia
to promote Bolshevü aims; üıe Rumanian "foreip group" arached o üıe Cenral Commiuee of üıe Rıssian
Communist Party, whose ınsk was !o aıoııse a proletarian class conscioume$ı among Ruınanian pıisonas of war
in Russia reorning horrıe; and üıe Rumanian Commıınist Revolutionary Commiüeo, an amatgamation of the now
defunct High College for Russo-Rumaniaıı Atrairs and Commiree for §ocial Derıocratic Actio, which was o
engage in p,ropaguıda work eşecially among Rumanians in Bessarabia in an effort to nsave" the region for üe
Bolsheviks. The manııer in which these organizations came ino being uıd üıe tas|ıs which the Bolsiıeviks as-
signed üıeın inauguıated üe tadition of Russian anü laıer, Sovietparty dominaüon of üıe Communist moyement
in Rumania

In ıhe meaııtime, in Bırharest, in German-occupied Rıımania miütant Social Democras resumed
activity and made the goals of the Russian Revoluüorı üıeir own. They formed a Commiuee of Action to
propagate revoluüonary ideas among üıe workers and chose as is secretary Alexaıı&ıı Consıantinescu (1872-
1949), one of üe leaders of üıe pıe-war socialist tade-union moyemenl In Sçtembu 1917 he and loarı C.
Frimu (1871-1919), a militant who belonged to üe worters' wing of the PSD, ağerded the third Zimmenvald
Conference in Sıockholm, wher€ they met the Bolstıevik deleption and gained first-hand infcırıuion about the
revolutionary sinıation in Russia In Janııary 1918 üe Commiteo made conact with üıe Commitee of §aial
Democratic Acüon in Odşsa and througt it wiüı Bolsiıevik prryagandiss who weıt active amoıg Russian
troop§ on ıhe Moldavian fronı By üıis time Consıantine.scu and his colleagırcs, who now called üıernselves
'iviaximalists", weıE demanding the overtlırow of "boıırgeois-landlord powet'' in Rımıania, thc immediarc
coııfiscation of all ttıe meaııs of poduction, aııd the divisio of luge and sınall estatc§ aınong the pcasmry.!

It was evideııt to ıııany in the PSD üat the militant§ were benı on a ooıır§e totally contry rı the long-
held moderate, evolutioıary ideals of Rumanian socialdemocracy propoundedby CqısıanıinDobrogeanu€heea
An atıempt in April l9l8 to recorıcile üıe right and center factions with the radical left endpd in failuıe, a§ üıe
later demanded that the paIty assııme its primordial ıole as the ıevoluüoııry vanguard of üıe proleuriaır
Noneüelşs, all sides agıeed to hold aprrıy congres§ in ğd€r to "t€store harmony'. Buı the miüans were
unappeased" They organized ttıe "Maximalist Fedention of Rumarıia" ("ivtaximalist" was thcir terın for
Bolstıevik) and arempıed o enlist the support of üıe Rııssian party in carrying out a pıoleıarian revolution in
Rumania. They also pıoposd to the Rumanian Revolutionry Communist Comminee in Mccow that togeth€r
they take control of üe PSD and mold it ino a disciplined instrument of rçvolution.' rnese ains fitıed in
perfectly with the plans of the Russian Bolshevits to prcmote revolution abroad, and they thus speeded up their
own plans to mobilize Rumanian revoluüonaries.

The Bolsheviks organized a conference of Rıırıaniaıı revolutionary goup§ in Russia and Rurıania in
Moscow in October l9l8 in order o bring cohesion and discipline !o their movement by obliging üem o adopt
Lenin's theses on üıe strucnırç and tasks of a paıty of pıofessional revolutionaries. [niıerent in the Bolshevik§'

B Docııınente din isıoria Partidıılü Comunist Romöıı, Vol. 1, pp. 33-37.

a Robert Deutsch, "Din activitaıea şi tupta gnıpıırilor revoluçionarilor rom6ııi din Rusia pentru apöraıea
puterü sovietice", n Stııdii $ ıuteiale fu istoie conıemporanE, Vol. 2 @ucureşti, 1962), pp. 43346l.

u Docwnente din istoria Pgtidıılü Comunist Romaıı, VoL 1, p. 27: manifeso of "a gıoup of maximalist
56çialig6", December 1917.

5 Liveanu, 19 18, pp. 263, 265.

n lbid., p.27I.
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strategy was thei, intention ıo bring üe Rumanian ıevoluÜoııary movement fully ıınder their contol They üus
proc€eded to engineer the fusion of all Rumaııian revoluüonary gıoups in RıJssia ino a single organizaüon
known as üıe Rumanian section of thc Russiarı Communist Pary. Thc ırcw body lost no time in carrying out its
assigııed ıasks. It sent oııt a dirpctive ıo ıhe miliıants in Rumarıia exhorting them o creatc a ıEw party of cocı-
mitted revolutionaries who whould cease all coqeration with 'reformers" aııd "o11ıotrhnists" and would make
an alliance of the p,roletariaı aıd poor peasantry uıd üe seizııre of power their overriding corıcern.a

In Bııcharesı Alexanüu Consantinescu arıd the lvIa:riınalists, who now openly called üeınselves
Communiss, §ıcpped up üeir propaganda rctivities and rpcruirnent of new megıbers. Thcy were uııstinting in
their praise of üe Bolshevik Revolüio uıd ıırged the Rumaııian wcting class to follow the example of üıe
Russiarı proletariaı in building a rrw society where man woııld no longa exploit man and the welfare of all
would be üıe guiding principle.P Yeı üey were ıeluctaııt to break wiüı üıe PSD as long as hope remained of
winning over 8 majaity of is leadğrs fa their ıevolutioııry coıınıc. At a meeting in Bırchaıest in Deceınber
1918, shctly aftcr üe ıviüdııwal of German occupaıiaı fme§, üıe vuioııs factions ı€aciıed a fragile
compıomise. In üeir 'Declaraıion of hinciplcsn, üıcy acknowledged evenıs in Ru§sia by rejccdıng Constantin
Dobrogeanu4herea's thesis thaı ıevolution in Ruıırania was depeııdent upon developments in Westcııı capiulist
countries uıd by pralaiming the Rus§ian Revolution ıho initiaıor of wgld revolution. Alüıouglı üey üıs
accepted revolution as imminent and üoııght thaı üe dicutorsiıip of the proleıriaı wa!ı one fcııı it might tate,
they offered no şecific plan ıo accomplisiı üese goals and made no mention of a ıeıoluüoııary alliance beııveen
üe peasaııry and üıe poletriaı Instead, üıey listed a number of desirable ecorpmic aıd poüücal poütical
reforms and rpcommended le$ meaı§ to achieve üem.30 The Declaration üus did noüing to heal the breach
benveen moderate§ and radicals"

oııce again ev€nt§ in Rııssia roved decisive. The founding of üe Thiıü or CommunisL Inomational
in Moscow in iviaıçh 1919 broııgİıt the divisioııs wi&in thc Rumanian Social Democratic Party to a climaı. The
L/taximali§ts pressed fc tho immediato affiliation of the party with üe comintem, acüorı which üey üought
would reinforce üıeir campaign to oveıthıow the Rumanian govenımenl They were now led by Alexandrıı
Dobrogeaııu-Gherea (1879-1937), the son of Consanin, who, appaı€nüy iniluanced by Tloısky, championed
world revolutioı, and by Boris Ştepaınv (1883-1969), a Bulgarian, who was o bc the leader of üıe October 1920
general srike and seçıery geırcral of the Rumaı,ian Commıınist fuy in üıc htc l930s" A numbcr of pımg
inellectıals also joind üe raııks of üıe }vtaximıliss. Amaıg üem was Lucre4iu Pürüşanu (l90Gl954), a
lawyer uıd sociologisq who was ıo become a leading Marıist inteıpııcter of Rııınania's sociıl and economic
development ıl lviaıcel FaııLer (18961937), who held a doctorao in political science and as an official in üe
Cominıem was ıeşoıısible for Rıınaııian paıty affairs in üe l920s aııd early l930s, aıd his wife Ana Rabinovici
(1893-1960), who was activp in the Rııınaniaıı bııreau in Moscow for mırh of the inrcrırr perioül2 The
aüempt§ of üe iviaximalists at dirçcı action culmiııaıed in the calling of a general srita in October 1920.3 Iı
failed completely o crcatc a rovolutioııgy sinıation and provoked haısh governmuıt repression.

The fırst round of negotiatios over üıe affitiations of üe PSD with the Cornintern took place betıveen

r lbİd.,pp.272-273.

§ Docwııenıe din isıoria Putidıılü Comunisı RomOıı, Vol. 1, p,p. 67-89: a brochııre entiüed, "Un aıı de
la revolulia rusğn, which was published in November 1918 by "The Communist Wortgs of Rumania'.

30 Docııınenıe din istoria mişcörii munciıoreşıi din Roıııania, 19l6-]n1, pp. I23-I28.

3ı Pompiüu Teodor (ed.), Djn gtııdirea materialisı-isıoricü romöıuascö (1921-1944) @ucııreşü, 1972),
pp. 115-145. Immediately after the Second World War Pğtrğşcaııu wa!ı a member of ıhe Poütical Bıııçau of
the Rumanian Communist Party aııd Minister of Justice until l98, when he was arrsst€d and later executed.

32 ivlarcel Pauker was a victim of Stalin's grcat purg9s. Ana Paııker rotıırrıed tcı Rumania in üe wake of
üe Red Army in September 1944 and was a member of ıhe Political Bıııeaıı of the Rıımaııian Communist
Party and Minister of Foreign Affairs until she was pıırged in |952. There is no scholaıly biography of
either.

33 Nicolae Goldberger (ed.), Greva generalü din Roıııönia, 1920 @ucuıeşti, 1970), pp. 151-357
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October arıd December |920.34 The six-man Rumaniarı delegation inclııded Alexarıüıı Dobrogeaııu€herea
David Fabian (1895_1937), üe edior of üıe paıty organ, Socialismııl (Socialism), and Gheorghe Cristescu (1882-
|973), |aıor on, secretary general of the Rumanian Commurıist Paıty. They sopped fırst in Kharkov ıo discuss
üe terms of affıliaıion with Cristian Rakovski, who now headd the Uirainian provisiorıal goyenıment and was
a prominent offıcial of the Comintem. In Moscow they met Grigori Ziııoviev and Nikolai Bııkiıarin, memben
of üe Executive Comminee of üıe Cominterrı, who criticiz€d the Rumaııian paıty's irronsistent tıptics and
demarıded üe exclusion of urııeliable individııals from üıe party, üe acce,ptance of a new party cental commiree
which üe Comintern leader§ üemselves would nomiııaıe, aıd subcdiııation o the Balkan Communist
Federation, a braııch of the Comintem intended to a!ısıuı€ its conrol over thç ıuı§cent Commuııist paıties of
Souüeastern Eıııope. The majority of üe Rumanian delegates accepted all üe conditions sp€cified for affiliıtion
wiüı tire Comintern anĞ as events weı€ to stıow, ürcby inexticably bound the funıre Rumaniaıı Commımist
Party to Moscow. But they did not speak for üe entiıe PSD.

A biuer struggle now bıoke out wiüin üe party over affiliation wiüı üıe Comintem and the
tıarısformation of üe §ocial Democraıic into a Commurıist Party. Tiıese issues weıp paıanount aı the long_
awaited party congIess, which took plrce in Buchaıp.* on }day 8-12,192|.'5 The cnıcial voto on boü afEliatigı
wiü the Cominorn and üe creation of a Commıınist Party, which was takeıı on üe evening of ivlay 1l, resulted
in a large majoriry - 428 a 11l - in favor of üe rçsolution But before üe delegaıes could pıoceed to adqt üıe
prognm and sanırcs of üıe new Pgüd Socialisı-Coınıııisı, as it was initially call€d, the police broke into üe
meeting hall and arrested a large number of delegates on the grouııds thaı üey were plouing to overttırow the
govenımenl Thus, what came to be İnown as üıe fiıst congrc§s of ıhe Rumanian Corımunist Party ended in
corıfusion. The rıew paıty had no pognm or staüıtEı and no cerıtral commiuee. But üortly after the heakup
of üe congıess, probably on lvtay 13, a number of Communiss who had elııded the potice disparched a fcrııal
letter of adhesion o the Comintem in Moscow.36

3. Rumania between ılıe World Wars

The fortunes of ıhe new Communist Party wer€ to a great extent dependerıt upon üe nauıre of Rumaniaıı §ociety
as it had emerged tıom üe war. The territory of Gıeaığ Rııınaııia had alnost doııbl€d through üe rcquisiüon
of new pıovinces, bııı üe domiııant agiculiııal cbaracter of üıe economy and society had not significaııüy
changed, deşite the rccession of Transylvania and üıe Baııat, wherp indısuializatio and ıırbanizaıion weı€ m(re
adrıanced üıan in üıe Otd Kingdom (Ruınaııia before 1918). For üıe coıınry as a whole about 82% of the
population (20 million in 1939) continued o depend upon agıiculnıre as their primary g)urce of incorrıe.
Conditions on the land slowly improved, but üe agraıian problem defred a comprehensive solution. The gıeat
landed esıates of the pıe-war era had disappeared, becaııso of extensive land refcm, and millions of hectges
had been distributed o peasants, but üe pıocess of diffeıentiation wiüıin the peasantry corıtinued unabated. Large
numbers of smallholdeıs had ıoo liule land to support ftçfu fanilies, whilğ maııy oıhers sank inlo üe class of
agriculuıral laborers who had no land ü all and nıımbered nearly 50,00 in 1930. Aboıi 18% of üe popıütion
lived in ciües and towns, but rıany of ıhe lauer wert moıe rırral than ırban. Buchaıest, the capital, was by far
the largası city witiı about 870,000 inhabitants in 1939 (next came Ch§iniu wiüı about 120,000 inhabitants).
Buchaıest was also the indusrial aııd finaııcial center of üe country, and it was from here that üe srıall, but
powerful, upper boıırgeoisie exeıcised iıs economic and poütical dominance of üıe counry. At üıe oüıer end of
üe social scale the ıırbaıı working class grew steadily as üe pace of industrialization accelerated. For üıe
majority of workers conditions of labor weıE pq)r arıd salaries were low and often did not cover even the

! Clara Cuşna-Mhailwici, Florea Dragne, Gheorghe |Jnc, Mişcarea ıruıncitoreascü din RoıııEnia, 19]6-
1921. Fğurirea Partidıılü Comanist RoıııEn (2nd rev. ed., Bucurşti, 1982), pp.293-299.

35 For narrative accounts see: Vasile Liveanu, "Date privind pregütirea şi desfilşuraıea Congrasului t al
Partidului Comıuıist din Rom6ııia", ın Stııdii şi ııuıeriale de istorie contemporaıü, VoL 2 (Bucıırçşti, 1962),
pp. 163-197, and Cuşnir-Mihaitwici et al., Mişcarea muııciıoreascğ din Roııünia, ]9]6-1nI, pp. 33G357.
A record of the debaıes in üıe congress, as publistıed n Socialismul, is to be found in Docıııııenıe din işoia
mişchrii muııciıoreşti din RoıııEnia, ]916-1nI, pp. 680-733.

36 Docıınenıe din istoria mişcürii muncitoreşıi din Roıııania, 1916-192]. pp, 733-734.

7

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



necessities of life.
Rumania was a consdnıüonal moııaıchy based upon a Westem-style parliamuıtary system of

govenımenl Although universal male suffrage tıad beeıı enacted after üıe war aııd there was nearly complete
freedom of prus, üe political system in practice fell short of the model. The party in power aı election time
could almost always assııre iself of victory by mobilising a large aııd obedient bureaırrrcy o hold üe
opposition in check, and üe execuıive was by far üıe dominanı bıaııch of goverıımenı The world economic
depre§on, which stnıck Rumania wiüı particular foıce in ttrc early l930s, was a lpy€rç blow o thc goponens
of genuine democratic govenımenl The extreme right gathered §trengü. In 1938 King Carol tr put an end to
üe post-war experiment in democıacy wiüı tip establi§hıııent of a royal dictaıorsiıip, which was followed by a
fascist and üıen a miliıary dictaıoship benreen 1%G1944.

The economic and social smıcnırc of intenvar Rumania set fcıııidable obstacles in üe way of a
collectivist, internatiorıalisı movement represented by üe Rumanian Communist hıty. The aşirations of üe
peasants at all levels for land of üıeir own, üeir devotion o ıeügion, eveıı if only formıl in ınany cases, and
üeir reşecı for nadiüon made rçcruitment in üıe country§ido difficulı fg the Commıınist Party. I\ıtoreover, the
mental climate of üıe village pcrsııaded marıy Frty leaders that üıe peasaııt was corıserııüive by natıııc and
unlikely to be moved by üıeir vision of the new prolearian order, aıd üus ıhey neglected üe village, even üıe
agricultııral proletariaç which reprcsented a poıenüally §trong coıısüuıency. The modest level of industrialization
and ıırbanization kept üe factory working class, üe party's prefemJ constinıcncy, ıelatively snatt in nıırıber.
Here, too, the iniluence of the village per§i§ted, for the main soıırce of ıırban labor was the coıırıtr5ısidc, wh€re
class consciousness was liule developed. The Commuııist hty al§o had to combaı a deep sense of paıriotisrıı
in boüı the city and üc village. It had been snengüerıed by üıe union of Tiaıısylvania, Bessrabıa, and Bııkovina
with the Old Kingdom in 1918 and it cut across c|ass line.s, caısing Communist appeals o intemational
proletarian soüdarity to fall on deafears.

4. Tlıe Organizatioıul Sıructwc of tlu Ruııunian Coııııtuııist Prty

After the dişpeısal of the congr€ss in tlay 1921 the organization of the new §ocialist-Commımist Party
proceeded slowly. A provisiuıal executive commitee, composed mainly of inteltecnıal§ ftom Buchaıest,
including lviarcel FaııLer aııd Lucreliu Pütrişanu, was formed in December l92l. lt§ primary ,9rlr§ w€ıp to
arrange üe holding of a ıpw party congr€s§ and o cgıductpırty bısinness in the int€rin. The speed wiü which
the Comintern arıd üıc Balkan Communis Fedcıation recogıizcd üe commitrco suggpst§ ttp cxistcııcc ahcady
of close liııis between Bııchare.§t aıd ivioecow.

What camc ıo be tnown laıer as üe second congı€ss of üe Rumaııian Communist Party was ftıatly
held, in secıet, in Ptoişti, north of Buctıaıest, on Ocober 34, tEzLİı The üıirty-fon delegates agıeed on üıe
organizaüonal strucuııe of üe party and üıe nıles of merıbersiıip. Thg sünıtc, tğım opıovisional', but
gu[gtaıııinlly in force unül üıe end of the §ecoııd Woıtd War, endowed üe prty wiü iE official name, The
Communist Party of Rumania (Partidııl Coıtıuaııisı din RonıOııia; PCR), and dcfined iı as a scction of the
Communist tnternatiorıal, who§e nüıeses aııd decisionsn weıE o bc binding on all merıbers and comminecs of
üe new party. Furttıer evidence of subordination to the Comintern was üıe provision allowing the liatter's
Executive Commiuee and congrasses o annul any decision of a party congr€ss c confereırce. Aftcr seaing forttı
the party's position on üıe agrarian problem, trad+union organization, and minciües, üe congrcss chose a
Cenral Committee, wiıh Gheorghe Oistescu as seğetary gerıeral" to manage pğqy aftiı§ until üe next congrc§s.

The party was barely tolerated by the govonmenq aııd in lYU ilwas formally outlaşıed on üıe grounds
üat is was gııilty of incitement to rebellion and civil war. Fo two decades, from 1924 unül August 1944, the
PCR was forced to carry on its activities underground or indirectly through front organizatiors. It was subject
to continuous harassment by government auüorities, and many of iB members were aııested and imprisoned
Noıable among üe pubüc trials of Communisıs was the one held in Bucharest from April to June 1925.§ To
avoid almost certain imprisonment 16 of üe 51 defendaııts, aınong them Alexandrıı Dobrogeaııu-Gherea ivtarcel

37 For a narrative account see Sığrıescu, Mişcarea ınaııciıoreasü din Roınlnia tn anü 1921-1924, pp.
154-|73, The minutqs of üe congıess, first publi§hd n Socblisııul, may be foıınd in Docılıııcntc dh istorb
Partidului Comunisı şi a mişcöii mınciıoreşti revoluçioııare din Roınfiııia, 1921-1924, pp. 304-363.

3t Stğnescu, Mişcarea muncitoreascE din Roınanb in anii 1924-1928, pp. 4548.
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Paüer, and David Fabian, left ıhe coııntry, some for üe Soviet Union. Of the reınaining dcfendaıııs, twelve were
acquiııe4 including Gheorghe Cristescu, while others wer€ sent€ııced o from tiııee months to tcıı yeanı in prisqı.
Simitar trials were held in ıhe laner l920s in many provincial cities. The rials of 76 defendaıı§ beforç a miüory
tribunal in Cluj in üe fall of 1928, at which 37 defendans were foıınd guilty 8ıd received stiffprison terms and
fines, aEracted widaspread auentionj' Tho party's fruıt organisations wcıe subiıctod to a ıegulr campaigı of
intimidation, which culmiııaıed in 1934 in üe government's banning of many of therı. Dııring üe late t930s
and üıe Second World War üe position of the PCR became deşeıate. When üe royal dictalorship, which came
to power in 1938, dissolved all potitical partie§ and affiliated organizaıion§ Communisı lead€rs halted üe
activities of groups associaıcd with üeir party in ordcr o avoid massive repıcssive meı!ıııı€s. Dııring üıe
dictaıonhip headed by Gerıeral lon Anonescu &om 1940 ıo 194,4 üıe majority of Communisı lead€r§ weıp in
prison, and by üe end of the period üıe general memberstıip had shnııü ıo abouı 1,000.

Governrnent persecution stıarply curtailed üe rctivitiaş of üıe party. In |924.the Cenral Commicee
decided to op€rato as an illegal orğanizarion. In the view of lvtaıcel Paıık€r, Dayid Fabian, Alexaııdrıı
Dobrogeanu€herea, and Boris Şofaııov, it was the only effective way fa ıhe party to pıppaı€ the coııııtry for
üe proletarian rerrolution Ghcoghe Cristescu, on ıhe oücr hand, thougbt üe pospccts fc rpvolution dim, aııd
he ıırged his colleagııcs o mainain a legal paıty organization if they eırpected to attrrct a nı8!§ following and
create suiıablo coıditions for ıpvoluıion.€

Illegality was üe counıe choseıı. As a reşılt, üe pargy foıınd ü ditrculı to ı€cruit rew mcmbers,
organize cells in factories and oüıer insünıtions, and create aıd mainain a nation-wide neıwork of local brarches.
Membenhip üıus ıerıained small Procise figıııes are ıınıvailablc, but ıhe parly secms o have had about 2,000
members n 9n @efoıe the }riay 1921 congıess üe still unitd PSD i§ estimsıed to havo had bctween 45,000
and 100,000). The nıırıber of Communist Party members roso ıo a high of 5,000 in 1936 and thcn fell o about
1,000 as of August |9U:| Minorities constituted a relıuirıely lage peıccnıage of the party's mcmbcrship. They
were dıawn ıo it particularly by is intemationalisı ciığact€r. Jews, mainly üe younger gerrcration, who favoıpd
assimilation, were corıvinced ıhat üey could fııd a place for thsmselves in Rumaniaıı society only if the existing
economic and social srucnıre were drastically changed. Aleıarıüı Dobrogeaııu-Gheıea, }vlaıcel and AnaPaıteı
and David Fabian belonged to this group. Hungarians in Tluısylvania aııd Bulgariaıs in Dobrudja, gı üe other
haıd, sought !o pıotoct üeir natioıul ideııtity by gaining üıe right of selfuot€rmfuıation. Elek l6blös (1887_
1938), a woıtg who was §€cretary geırral of üe prty in ıhc mid-1920s, ıtpresenıed üe former, Boıis Ştefanov
and Dmiti Krostıııev, who rose to pıomfuEnce in üe pcgy in üc l930s, thg laıer. All üese minğity baders
regarded ıhe Commıınist Party a§ the be§t hope of uıdermining the 'unjıst' political and saial foıındaıions of
Greater Rumani#z

Governmenıposecution reinfgçed the auüoiariaıı, uııdemocıatic ıendcncies pesentin the party from
its beginnings. Congrcsses had o be held in secıpt and oııside Rıımania - üe third in Vienna (l9%»,the foıırtiı
in Khaıkov (1928), and ıhe fıfth arıd fınal pıe-Wcld War tr congress in Mşcow 093l) - and participation was
limited ıo a few leaders aııd selected activisu. The undergıouıd cbracter of the party incıEas€d its dependencc
on the Soviet Communist Party, which tt ıoııgh the Cominoın rıogated to itself the rigbt o chose party loadcrs
and deıermine their poütics.

Two şpecial @nters of influence wiüin the paıgy emerged in the laıe l90s. One was formed by üıe
extensive neıwork of C-ommunist leaders and acüviss in prisons, rıotably in Doftarıa and Tirgu-Jiu Heıe, becaııse
they had üe sıaıus of poütical detainees, they weıe able to carry on popaganda activiües, formulao poücy, and

39 Petru Bunta, "'lviat€le proces comunist' din 1Y28, de la Cluj", Aııııarul lıısüruufui dı Isıorie şi
Arheologie Cluj,YoL |5 (|972), pp. 405425.

o }rlarin c. stğnescu, "probleme ale teoriei şi p,racticii revoluçiorıaıe dezbğtute de plenara c.c. al
P.C-R. din iuüe L925",Anale fu Isıorie, Vol. 18, No. 5 (1972), pp. 37-50.

n' Robert R. King, A History of the Romanian Communisı Parry (Stanford, 1980), pıp. 17-18.

a2 There is no substanüve discussion of these issues in Rumanian Communist hisoriognphy.
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coııımunicate wiü supporters ouıside prison through a variety of legal front organizatioıs.a3 Nooble arnorıg
üem wge Ajuorııl ioşı (Red Assistarıce), founded ın 1924 o provide imprisoned Communiss wiüı legal and
maıerial supporlg and Apbarea PatrbticE (Pariotic Defeııse), which was establistıed in 1940 for the same
pıırpose uıd as a popular front orgarıizaıion extended aid o other opponents of üe Aııtonescu dicaorship.§
The oüıer center of influence was üe political bıııeaıı of the PCR abroa( which was esablished in Vienna in
1927 with the blessing of üıe Comint€rrı.fIt was tıeaded for a time by Elek Köblös ard David Fabian, neiüer
of whom could safely retum to Rıımania Liule has been wriuen about the "external bıııEaun, but it was often
at odds with the party leaderstıip in Rumania uıd appears io have been üe forenınner of üe Rumaniaıı
Communist section in Moscow in the 1930s, which was, in effect, simply a brarıch of the Soviet Commımist
Party.o

5.Tlu Role of ılu Cominıern

The Communist Internaıional exeıcised a decisive influerpe over every aşect of PCR affairs, from organization
and personnel to ınaİx decisions on poliücal tacücs and economic policy. The promotion of the best interest of
üe Soviet Union was üe guiding principle behind üıe Cominıem's relaıions wiüı üe PCR. lleııce, the larer was
often obliged ıo adopı poücies in domesıic affairs and forcign relations thaı werp cğıEry o the beliofs and
aspirations of üe overwhelming maprity of üe popılation and thıs compounded üıe hostility üıey felı toward
the party. To bc stııç, üe PCR wilı rppıesented aı congıessas of üe Comintern and partlclpaıcd in üe wğt of
some of it§ commiüee.g, but üıose members who carried the most weight ısııally belongcd !o Rumanian party
organizations in üe Soviet Union.{

Cominıern interfereııce in üe organizaüon of üe PCR was srikingly evident aı the foıırüı party con_
gıess, which was held in Kharkov, in the Urcaine, on 28 June - 7 luly 19?3!9 The Cominterrı convoked üıe
congıess and selecıed its paıticipaııts wiüıout consulting party officials in Buctıaresı The repıesentatives of the
Cominıern, in üe fırst instarıce, Bohumfr ğmeral, a member of tiıe Central Commiıtee of üıe Czechoslovak
Communist Party, who was ıhe effective chainnan of üıe congress, saw to it üaı the discussions and resolutiorıs
followed üıe line set down by the Cominteın. The latıer maııifested its lack of esteerı for the leadership of the
Rumanian party by withholding a full voıe from atl butone of üe eightpıasentorformermembers of is Cenual
Comminee. When, noneüeless, a few delegaıcs vc,ntııred ıo debatc üıe merits of a Comintern_spoısmed
resolution o exclude all prcvious members from üe new Cenral Commiuee, §meral accused tlıem of obsrucdng
üe work of üıe congress and warned ıhat unless üıey dasisted he would telegraph the Comintern in l\ıtoscow "fc
instructioııs". The debaie c€ased forthwiü, and otiıer proposals brought before üe delegates concerning sırh

1l Olimpiu ivlaüchescu, Torme dc organizare şi rezistenti ale comuniştilor şi antifasciştilc din lagh şi
inchisori", Aıale de Isıoric,YoLP., No. 1 (l97O, pp. 81-93, and "Lııptı hrtidului Comunist Rom0n pğıtru
a$rarea miliıan$lor revolulioııari din inchisori, peııtnı regim politic", Rcııista de Isoric, VoL 3l, No. 6
(1978), pp.961-978.

g Olimpiu lviaüchescu, "Ajutorııl Roşun, n Organizaiii de nüE legale şi üegale crcaıe, coııdııse saı
influenlaıe de P.CR. (henceforüı, Organizalii dc ıtıosd), Vol. l @ucııreşü, 1970), pp. L25-A2.

45 Olimpiu Matichescu, Afirarea Patrioticö @ucuraşti, 1971), pp. 7-138.

6 Stinescu, Mişcarea muncitoreascö din Romania in anii 1924-1928, pp. l15-116.

a7 An accounı of the acüviıies of Rumanian Communisıs in the Soviet Union dııring the interwar period
and the Second World War has yet to be written.

€ Little has beçn writon şecifically about üıe relations between üe Comintern and ttp PCR. Besides
üe general works by Muşat and Aıdealeanu and Sığııescu, see lviarin C. Stğnescu and Nicolae Popescu,
"Paıtidul Comunist Romfuı şi congresele Internalionalei a III-a", Anale de Isıorie , Vol. 2l, No. 5 (1975), pp.
48-68.

49 Muşat and Ardealeanu, Ronıania dııpü Marea Unire, Vol. 2, part 1, pp. 593-610.
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crucial maiters as üe national question in Rumania evoked only perfunctory cotıınents beforo being appoved-
The iınal importaııt act of üe congressı was the elecıion of a new party Central Commiuee, whose members
could not ıake offıce without üıe approval of üe Comintern. The new body was composed of persons who were
litüe known in Rumania and had had only a modest role in party activiües. For example, üıe new secretary
general was Viıali Holostenko, who had panicipated in üıe labor movement in Rumania in 1920 and l92l, but
had left ıhe country for gmd n LY22. At ü,e time of üe foıııü congr€ss he was a member of the Cenral
Committee of üe Commıuıist Party of üe U}raine and an activist of the Cominterıı.

Deşite its dominarrce of Rumarıian party affairs, üe Cominterrı was pofoundly disappointed wiü is
cüenı and kept up a consant barrage of criticism. On ıip peasant question, for example, at the fifüı congıess of
üe comintern n L924 vasil kolarov, üe Bulgarian communist leader aııd the head of thc Balkan communist
Federaüon, sharply attacked üe PCR for its failure to grasp ıhe revolutionary potential of üıe peasanEy arıd !o
undertake susained propaganda acüüties in üe village,In |926 üıe Comintern took both üıe right and üıe left
"deviationists" in üıe parıy ıo ıaslq the former because üey had overestimated üe level of capiıalistdevelopment
in Rumania and thought ıhat revolution was at hand. Tho effect of such pubüc ıebııke.s was to sow confiısion
and discord wiüin üe PCR and to render a coherent approach o agarian poblems impossible. Yet, üıe
Comintern iself was often irıconsistent because it had continually ıo adjust is thecetical staııce to meet the
chaııging prrcücal inteıpss of ths Soviet Commurıist Party. Thus, at the same time it was chastising üe
Rumanian Communist Party for a lack of revolutioıary zeat by flirting wiü üe Rumaııian hasaııı Party, it was
auempting to unite Rumanian Peasarıts aııd oüıer peasarıı parties in Souüeasıem Europe ino a powerful
federation of workers' arıd peasans' sıa[ğs.$

The Comintern also had a decisive voice in tiıe fcıııulation of üe Rıımanian party's naüonality poücy.
Here again üe interests of üe Sovia Unim were paıanounL Two main pinciples gufol€d üıe Comirıtem. The
first had to do wiıh Bessarabia, which the fledgling Bolshevik state had losı o Rumania in 1918. At the fifth
congress of üıe Comintem in l9?A, a shgt time after ıhe breakdown of negotiaıions between the Rıımanian and
Soviet govenıments over üe fuuıre of üıe province, Dmitri ir4aııuilsky, a leading member of üıe Cominom's
Execuüve Commiuee, offered up a new definiüon of imientism io cover over üe case of Bşsarabia He called
his idea "revolutionary irredontism", and it came inıo play when a wğkers' and peasaııs' stat€ (the Soviet
union) had claims against a boıırgeois staıe (Rumania). such a siüıation, he concluded, which requiıed a
Communist party aı all cosıs !o suppğt ıhe rvğters' and peasants' sıaıe.sı Here, üeıı, was üıe justificaıion, if
any was needed, for üe Comintern's deınand that üıe PCR work for üe "-et rrrın of Bessaıabia o the Soviet
Union The other principle which üe Comintem forçed ııpon üe Rumanian party concerned üıe ethnic miıprities
in Rumania in üe fint iıstance, the Hungariaııs of Traıısylvania. It demaııded that the minoriıies be graııted üıe
right of selfdetermination, including secession from Rumaniq5ı reasaıing thaı such a poücy would heighteıı
tension benreen the minorities and üe Rumaniaıı stale aııd would thııs concibute significaııtly io ıhe
desabilization of the latıer arıd hasten the advent of revolution. This was a heavy bıırden for üe PCR o beaı
at a time of enhanced naıional feeting following tiıe cıeation of Greater Rumania in t9l8.

The Comintgıı undertook a drastic r€organization of üe PCR in üıe lao l920s. Uııdoubtedly reflecting
Stalin's concerns now that he was in charge of üıe Sovieı party, it intended to puı an end to the debiüıııting
factionalism which had rent üe Rumaniaıı party sinco is founding by forcing upon it a strucnıre and discipline
in conformity with tlıe Salinist model. As usual, üe Comintern found it necessary to accommodaıe üeory o
immediate Soviet objectives. In a significaııt change of auiuıde it adopted üe ıhesis that Rumania, üough still
largely agricultural, had, nonetheless, acquiıed a boıırgeoisie and had fallen under ıhe domination of inıematiorıal
capital. In accordance wiü such reasoning, it now treated Rumaııia as an "advanced post' for the auack being
planned by Western imperialiss on üe Soviet Union and summoned üe PCR to ııse all its resoıırces o
discourage Rumania's panicipuion in üe enterpise.

To make üıe Rumaniarı party what it had so far failed to become - an efficient instrument of Soviet
poücy - üe Comintern convoked the fifth congre.§s of üıe PCR in Moscow in December t93t. It selected üıe

5o George D. Jackson, Comintern and Peasant in East Ewope, ]919-1930 (New York and London,
1966), pp. 252-253.

5| Protolçoll. Fihfıer Kongrefi der Koınınunistisclun Inıernaıionale, Vol. 2 (tlambıırg and Berlin, 1924),
p.627.

sl lbid., p. 628.
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delegates, who, as g5ııal, accçtod the Comintern's ag€nda53 They scorrrcd both the 'righti§ts', who accepted
Dobrogeaııu-Gherea's theory of neoserfdom aııd üıus penisted in believing tiaı ıhe coming revolution in
Rumania would be boıırgeoisdemocraüc, and üe "leftis§n, who werç certain that üıe poletariuı ıpvolution was
at haırd. Inst€a( they adopted lıninist ıheay. They agreed üaı the ıçvoluüon would be boıırgeois-dsmocratic,
but irsisted üıu iı would be canied out not by üe boıırgeoisie but by 61 alliınc€ of the woıking class and the
pour peasarıtryİ rne Comintern again chose üe new Cennal Committee and appointed a non-Rumanian,
Aleksander Danieluh a member of üe Poli§ı Corımunist Party and a Cominıern acüvisç as secıetary guıeral.
Recent Rumanian Communist historiography has judged üis congress a wateısiıed in tho idoological and organi_
zaıional development of üe party.ss Certain authors have been mce categorical, praising the decisions of the
congresı as üe beginnings of a rue Communist Party in Rumaııias Tlıese claims notwithsıaııding, the Soviet
Communist Party continııed to dominate üıe Rumanian party thıough üe Comintern aııd üe Rumanian Com_
murıist bııreau in Mccow.

The Comintem used auxiliary bodies o monitor the efficierrcy and loyalty of the Ruıııanian prQy. The
most important was the Balkan Communist Federaüonİ which was founded in 1920 on üe init'ıative of the
Bulgarian Communist hrty and had as is offrcial objective üe freeing of the Balkan peoples from Westerıı
imperialism ttııoııgh thp prolewian ıpvolution. Yet, righı &om its beginnings üece w8!ı never any doubt that üıe
Federation had been dasigned to sene üe inteıest§ of Soviet Ru§sia" The Sovieı Communist hrty conceived
of üe Federation as simply a conveytr belı betweeıı üıe Comintern and the Baltan Commıınist parties.It tud
no intention of sponsoring a tnn Balkan bloc of Communist parties, which might challenge iıs aıücity, and
thus it stipulat€d ıhaı üıey be represented only as iııdividııal erıtitie.s at Comint€rn congı€s§c§. The Cominıern
reaM the Rumanian party from üıis perşective, aı leası in the l92O§. It judgpd Rıımania's society aıd econorıy
to be şsentielly Bı|ken, aııd thus argud that a successful rçvolutbn üıert could be cani€d oıt only on a Eıı_
Balkan scale and within the frameıvork of a Federaıed Soviet Saialisı Rçubüc of Souıheasterıı Eııropeaıı
stıtes.st Thc Rumanian party accepted üese theses at its second congrc§ı n |Y22 and, üııs, rcquiesced in a
policy contrary o the age_old ııational aspirations of tho major§ of Rımıanians. In any casc, tbe effective life
of üe Balkan Communist Federation was shoıt Dq§pite its elaboıatc cganizatiorıal apparanıs, the Comintern
made little use of its services, p,refening, instea4 to deal directly wiü indiyidııal Cmmuııist paıties.

Alüıough Rumaniın Communiss yielded publicly o üe Comintem at pğty coıurcsses aııd similar
gaüıerings aııd incorporaıcd Cominıcrn diıtctiııes in parry ptogram§t sometimes y€rbatiın, üıey weıe by no meaı§
of one mind in applying iıstructigıs from Mccorv to cıiücal social and ccorpmic issucs. In the lg20s the
Comintern and the Soviet Communist Party met such recdcitrance with reprimaııds and personnd changes. In
the 1930s, after Stalin's accession t<ı power, oposition to }doscow's will became üfe.ıtırçaoning, aııd many
prominent Rumanian Commımists in ıhe Soviet Unio who weıp sışected of disloyalty p€rishd in üe gıeat
pıırges of 1937 and 1938. Among tiıem were Aleıaııüıı Dohogeaııu€herea, David Fabiaıı, Elek Köbl6, and
}v&rcel Pauker.

6. Critical Issııes for tlu PCR

Agriculnııe, paıadoxically, was perhaps the major domesıic problem conftıonting üe PCR. The predominance

5' Docııınente din isıoria Putidüü Coııunist din Roınlnia (Bııcuışti, 195l), pp. lO7-109, 111-113.

g lbid., p. 109.

55 Muşat and Ardealeaıığ, Romania dupö Marea Unire, VoL 2, paıt 1, p. 64l.

56 Nicolae Popescu, "Congresul al V-lea - etapö importanti ln dezvoltarea Partidulü Comunist Romfuı",
Anale de Isıorie, Vol. 17, No.6 (1971), pp. 55-69.

5? A comprehensive discussion of üıe activities of üe Bdkan Communist Federaüon may be found in
Joseph Roüschild, Tlu Communisı Party of Bulganc §ew Yoıt, 1959), pp.223,258,

5' Docıınenıe din istoria Partidıılui Comunist şi a mişcörii muncitoreşti revoluÇioıure din Romania,
1 92 1 - 1 924, pp. 334, 336.
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of agricuituıe in the Rumanian econoıımy raised serioıs questioıs about thc coıııı§'s funıIE paıh of
development, speciiically, the imminence of the boıırgeoisdcmocratic and proletarian rcvolutiond9 and the role
of üe peasarı§ in üıem. Rumanian Communiss had liale §ucoes§ in aıracting a following in üe vil|ages, and
the revolutioııary alliance of üe p,roleıriaı and poor peasaııtry ııever mıtorializpd. The reasons ue clean üıey
failed to enıınchte a clear aıd corısisterıt agrğian policy, and they engaged in only sporadic organizational wort
in rural areas. Thus, they could have liule hçe of overcoming üe widgspead peasaııı sıışicion of Communism
as destructive of private property and religion. The Comintern was of no help becaııse it obüged Rumaniarı
Communists to adopt pıogıams which alieııated tarse segment§ of üıe peasarıtry.o

Consuntin Dobrogeaııu€her€a's theory of neoserfdom exercised an extraordirıary hold over Rıımarıian
Communiss in üıe 1920s. He argued n Ncoiobögia in 1910 üaı Rumanian socialists musl focııs ıheir efforts
on removing all obsıacles in üe countr5rcide to üıe development of capialism and, in particulr, m§t suppon
the small indeperıdent peasaııt producer a!ı a builder of capitalism in agriculuııc, all necessary steps in pre,paring
üe way for the boıırgeoisdemocratic tpvolution iviarçel Puılıer, uking his cue from Dobıogeaııu-Gherea, argrıed
at üe fourtiı congress of üe Comint€rrı in l92,lhü the Rumanian Communisı Party could exist as a party and
as a revoluüorıary movement only if it understood how o pprorch üıe rııral popıılation in a proper way. He
insisted, for exagıple, that it distinguish üıe peasanı srııallhold€r, who, he thougbt, could be won over by pıomises
that üe revolution would not ouch his lan4 from thc poc, landless peasant who rvoul4 h€ had no doubt,
immediaıely embrace the ıpvolution in rcnım for land from cxpropıiated e$atesjı The esseııcc of Dobrogeaııu-
Gherea's üeory is also evident in üıe Rumanian party'§ fırsı agrarian pfogıaın, which rvas drawn up by his son,
Alexanüıı, in 1924.@

Thıoughout the l920s the Rumaniaıı prty *ıcmpted to put Dobrweaııu€herçı's idea§ into p,ractice.

At iıs third congıess n lYU it instructed i§ members to undertaie an intensiııe cganizing campaign in üe
villages.a The "right wing" of the party pıırsued an alliance wiü the Peasaııı Prty an( afrB |Y26, with its
succe§sor, ıhe National Peasaııt Party, as a mcanı of tustening ıhe outbrçak of Üıe boıırgeois{emocraüc
revolution. Dobrogeaııu-Gherea's theory also had is pııoporıents within üe Rumanian communist Bııreau in
Moscow. Solomon Timov (1898-?) wnote a lengüy critique of the agrarian poblem in Rumaııia in üe niııeteeııü
and twentieüı centuries in which he differed wiü Dohogearıu-Gherea's analysis.g Yeı at üıe same time in
other works he aproved of üıe lauer's euıphasis on the rre€d to elimiııaıc all obstacles tıı üe progıess of
capialism in Rumania and üıerçfoıe welcomed the advent of the Rumanian Natiorıal Prty to power in 1928,

59 See, for example: S. Cut§rcanu, "Elucidarea problemei caracterulü revoluçiei, imperaıiv a activiüği
ideologice şi politice a P.CR. in arıii 1921-193l", Sıııdii. Revisıö de Isıoic,YoL?A, No. 3 (l91), pp.487-
500.

o Rumanian communist hisoriography has exaggerated ihe extent and effecüvere,ss of prty popaganda
and orguıuational activities in üıe villages. This tendency is evident in üe following worts, which,
noneüeless, provide valuable information about Communisı ıactics: iı[arin C. Sürıescu, "Din acüviarca
P.CR. privind problema Frğneascğ in anii 1922-1928", Aııale de Istoie, Vol. l l, No. 6 (1965), pp. 150-
164; Alexandru Gh. Savu, 'Despre activiatea P.CR. la saıs şi dezvoltarea luptei maselor ığrğrışti ln anii
|929-1933", n Stııdii şi maıeiale fu istoie contemporaııö, Vol. 2 @ucııreşü, 1962), w. 239-297; Tiru
Georgescu and Gheorghe I. Ioniğ, "Acüvitatea P.Ci. pentru atragerea maselor ığrğne.şti la lupa imponiva
exploatörii bıırghezo-moşiereşti şi a pericolului fascist in anü l934-febrııarie 1938", Aııale de Istorie, Vol. 9,
No. 5 (1963), pp.43{/; Aliança clasei ııuııciıoüe cu 1öröniııua ınıııcitoare h Ronünia @ucıııeşti, 1969),
pp. |43-243.

6L Bulleıin of ılıe N Congress of ılw Coııııruınisı Inıerıwıional (Moscow), No. 21,2 December I922,pp,
18-20.

62 Solomon S. Timov, Agrarnyi vopros i bestiaıskoe dvizluniı v Rumynii. Aııti-ıwoiobagit 6ntik3
neokıeposıniclıeskoi ıeorii K. Dobrodzlıaıııı-Geria) (Moscow, 1928), p. 268.

6l lbid., pp.274-278.

g lbid.,pp.45-92.
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becaıse of is support for industrialization and fgeign inve.şğnenl6
In üe late l920s and early 1930s üıe Corrıinıeın hanhly criücized the Rumanian party's reliaııce on

Dobrogeanu-Gherea's üeory of development, becaı§e of its essentially non-revolutionary character. A
soengtiıening of capiıalism ıhrough sıtpport of boıırgeois and peasant parties now ı8n counter to tip Soyiet
Union's a§se§sment of Rumaııia as a base for a "Western impoialist atıac,k". Thııs, Cominterıı leaders
admonished, only revoluüoııary struggle which aimed ü und€rıııining existing poüücal aıd social strııctıııps was
a perıııissible tacüc in Rumania All üese ınatre§ aroused bitıer coııooversy wiüin the Rumanian party. They
were not setüed, aı ıeası formally, unü 193l, when the fifth party congrcüıs promised !o comply fully wiıh the
Comintern's directives.6 Althoııgh üe party undertook varioıs initiatives in üe coıuıry§ide aiıned mainly aı
üe poor peasanry, by üe end of ıhs 1930§ it had little to show fg is effors.

The nationality problems had not been a serious issue for Rumanian socialists before üe First World
War, siııce ıho Old Kingdom had a reiuively small and dispened minority popu|ation (roıuily 8%, according
to üıe ceısıs of 1899). But after the war üıe accession of large norı-Rumanian populations, eşecially of compact
mas§es of Hungarians in Traıısylvania Q9% ot the popııtıuion in hisorical Trarısylvania, |0,4Eo in üıe Banat,
and23.17o in Crişııa and lvtaramııreş, according to the census of 1930), obüged the Ruınarıian party to fcıııulate
a nationality policy. The Comintern's resolution in 1920 became the ouciısone for the prty thıoughout üıe
interwar period. The Comintern's admonition aı a meaıuı of urdermining boıırgeois ıegimes and prıomoting
revolution by promising self-deorminaüon, inclıding üıe right of secessimİ was forınally adopted at üe
Rumanian party's third congress in tYZ4.6t It r€affırmed this poücy at its fourü and fifth congrcs§es and, in
conformity wiü Comintern instnıcüons, condemrıed üe Rumanian state aIı "imperialist' and'colonialisı".o

One fateful consğluenco of such a policy waıı to weaken the Rumaniaı Commuııist Party's auüıority
in two provinces wiü large non-Rumaııian populations - Bessarabia and Dobrudja In the foımer a numbcr of
undergıound organizaıions, paıroni?€d by üe Comintenı, caıried on activities designed to reunite the province
wiüı the Soviet Union.7o In Dobrudja üe Bulgarian Dobrudja Revolutionary Organization, after |{25 a
Communist organization, was in pinciple subordinate to the Rumanian Communist Party, buı in frct mainaiıpd
direct lirıks to the Bulguian Communist Party in Sofıa and üıe Comintorn. Until its dissolution in l%0 it sougiıt
üo detach üe entire province from Rumania and esablish it as an independent surc beluıging o a Comintern_
şponsored Federated Batkan Repüüc. The Rumanian party acquiesced in its activities, buı, in frcL seeııs o hıve
given it no supportJı

6 Jackson, Comintern aııd Peasanı, pp.2ffi-?fİ.

6 Muşat and Ardeleanu, @ Vol. 2, part l, pp, 631433,637.

fl Proıokoly kongressov Koıııınıııisticlıeskogo Internatsioıula. Vıoroi Kongress Kominterıa (Iiul'-aıgııst
1920 il (Moscow, 193), pp. 490496.

r Docııııenıe din istoria Putidıılü Coınınisı ün RoıııEnia @ııcurşü, 1951), pp. 5G,5l.

o Muşat and Ardeleaııu, @ Vol. 2, part 1, pp. 606{08, 637{38, citing
materials from party archives.

10 Isıoriia Moldavskoi §§i, VoL 2 (Kishinev, 1968), pıp. 247-259,265-n3,279-303,3L7-334. Recent
Soviet historiography emphasizes üıe liııks beıween Soviet arıd Bessarabian party organizations and all buı
ignores ttıe role of the Rumanian Communist Party in üe province. See, for example, Oclıerki istorü
Kommanisıiclıeskoi Parıii Moldaui (3rd rev. ed., Kishinev, 1981), pp. 205-2,47. Rumanian hisoriography
offers litıle of substance on üe whole question of relations betşreen the central party organ§ in Buchuast and
the Bessarabian provincial organization, an indicalor of the latter's considerable aııtonomy.

7ı Muşt and Ardeleanu, Ronania dııpö Marea Unire, VoL 2, part 1, p. 627, foouıoıe 20l; Roüıschild,
The Bulgaian Coııımııııist Parry, p.2V2i Nissaıı Oren, Bulgarian Coıııınıııism. Tlıc Rod to Power. 1934-
/944 §ew York arıd [ondon, l97l), pp. 138-143. Bulgarian hisoriography has had much morc üan
Rumanian o say on üe matıer. See, for example, üıe deıailed accoıınt of üe activities of the Dobnıdja
Revolutiorıary Organizaüon in lvan Georgiev, Dobrııdzlw v borbata za svoboda, 1913-1940 (Sofh, 1962),
pp. 63437, and an up-to-daıe survey n Kraıka istoriia na Dobrodzla (Varna 1986), pp, 2M-2I6.
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There aıe indicatiorş üat in üe laıe 1930s üe CPR was ready ıo modi& its sund on the nadorulity
question. Alüough in üe 1920s it had supported the Comintern's goal of dismembering Greaıo Rumania, now
it changed is poücy ıo suit üıe convenience of üıe Soviet Union. The latteı atarmd by the growing power of
Nazi Germany, §tressed üıe need for close cooperation among all anti-fascist forces and encoııraged the çıeation
of popular fıons in Festern Europe. Nonetircless, as laıe as May 1940 üıe Comintern continırcd o admonisiı üıe
PCR to ap,ply the doctrine of self{etermination and secession o those proünces 'coııqueredn by "imperialist"
Rumania in l9l8.72 It had in miııd, rırst of all, Bessarabıa and üe Rumaniaıı party duüfully incorporated üe
admoniüon ino its own propagaııda maıerial. The result was to a[ienaıe potontial allies for its popular front
among liberals and peasant leaders who were critical of existing economic and social conditions and demanded
reform, but who steadfastly defended the Rumanian natiorıal sate.

The activitie.s and pronouncemenıs of üıe PCR in üe l930s were tied even more closely than in üıe
previous decade o üe foreign poücy objectives of üıe Soviet Union. The most striking evidence was üe party's
aüempt to organize a popular froııt agaiısı Nazi Germany uıd the extr€mo righı ü home3 Althoııgh recent
Rumanian hisoriography aributes the party's acüoıs o pariodsm, thaı is, üe defense of Rumania's
independence aııd tenitorial integrity, Rumuıian Comınuniss, in fact, continued to follow üe often conradicory
diıectives of üıe Comintern, which, as usııal, was serving as a Foxy fc the Soviet Communist Party. Thıs, they
conıinued to urgo üe breakup of "imperialist' Rumaııia and biııerly aüıEked such pıwpecüve partıers in üe
anıi-fascist coalition as üe Social Democratic Party, their chief rival for the support of ıııbaıı worters, aııd the
National Peasarıt Party, which effectively shut üe Communist out of m6t rııral areas in thğ Old Kingdom.

Rumanian Communist leaders decided in 1933 to und€rtake a susained campaign against the rising
exreme right üde in Rumania They creatcd a fr,ont organization, Tlıc Natiorıal fuıti-fascist Commirırt (Comiuul
Nalioııol Anlifascist), whose primary ıesk ylş to rally support for thc cause from all üc broadly dcmocraüc
elements of Rumanian society, including Social Democraıs uıd "pıogıessive' National PeasantsJa Ttıe role of
üe Comintern seems to have been crucial, for the leadership of the whole uııdertating was put in the hands of
two persons who were beholden o üe Soviet Communisı Party: Ana Paıüer, who renırned from Moscow in
1934, and Dmitri Krosiınev, a Bulgarian and a meınber of üıe Dobnıdja Revolutioııary Organization and in 1935
the editor of üc Rumanian party's illegal newşper, Sctnıeia Crhe Spart). Neiüıer was noıed as a corpiliaior.
Alüough üe party sporsaed a nıımber of &onı org;anizations aııd won eııdorsemeııts for is campaigp fom a
few prominent inıellecnıals, it failed ıo gain control of üıc anti-fascist movemenL In July 1936 the Ceııtral
Committee admiued failure and as r€a§oıuı read off a liuny of stıorrcomings, which sugge.§t how licle pıogI€ss
the party had made in honing is poliücal skills since 19l: failııre o establish close, permaırcnt lintı with üe
masses of workers and üe agriculuıral poleıariaı uıd "rnn-partisan" elemeııts generallş neglect of üe elected
represenıaıives of üıese classes in own and village couııcils, cooperatives, aııd oÜer insdnıtions; an inability o
adjust o new "objective condiüons" and üıs to modify ıhe party's long-soııding hosüle aüinıde owud the
National Peasarıt Party and is reaunent of üe rade unions as simply an arena for sruggle against reformers
and Social Democrats; and üe persistence of the "şiriı of command" in dealing with parry and non_party
insütuıions and groups coupled with a lack of undersıanding of ttıe specifıc role of each in the common
struggle.?5 Alüıough üe arıti-fascist coalition achieved modest success in a few elecüoıu in 1936 and 1937,76

72 Muşt and Aıdeleana, Romönia dupö Marea (Jnire, Vol. 2, part2,pp.47047L,

73 The literaıııre on üe subject is abunüııı Gheorghe I. Ioniğ P.CR. şi ıııasele populare (1934-1938)
(Bucureşü, 1971) is standard fare, exaggerating ttıe role of üe Rumaniarı Communist Parry and its iııfluence
:ımong workers and intellechıal§. On üe party's use of üıe press see Vasile M. Budrigü, "Din activiıatea
anti-fascistğ a Paıtidului Comunist RomArı iıı anii l935-L937", Revisıa dc Isıorie, Vol. 35, No. 1l (1982),
pp. ll73-t190. A useful survey is Ognjana llrisimov4 "k Parti Communiste Roumain et la luüe des forces
d6mocratiques en Roumanie conte la rğacüon et le fascisme pendant lş anndes 30 du }o(e §iğcle', Eaıdes
Balkanioue.s. VoL 2l, No. 1 (19E5), pp. 3-2l.

74 Titu Georgescu, "Comitetul Naçiorıal Antifascist", n Organizaçii de masö, Vol. 1, pp.392410.

75 Muşaı and Aıdeleanu, Romdnia dupE Marea (Jnire, Vol. 2, parl 2, p. 431, citing maıerial ftom ıhe
parıy aıchives.
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iıs inability to attract a large nation-wide following was manifest in the parliamentary elections of 1937, in which
it sufferd a crushing defeaı It received less üıan l% of ıhe votes.

The PCR continued !o follow üe lead of the Sovieı party in üe larer 1930s as üıe international sitııation
worsened. The signing of ıhe German-Sovict non-aggıassion pact on Augıst 23, L939 may have disconcerted
individual party manbers, but üıe leaders prai§ed üe documenı as a major contribution ıo peacc and as a clever
undoing of üıe efforts of 'Anglo-Fıench imperialists" to provoke a "slaughter" between Gerırıany and üe Soviet
Union as a meaı§ of fıırüıering üeir designs for world domination.z Subordination o the Soviet Commuııist
Party also explaiıu üe reactiorı of üe Rumanian party to üe losses of territory sustained by Rumania in the
summer of 1940. It denounced üe so-called Diktaı of Vieıına of Augıst 30 by which Hitler awarded ııorthern
Trarısylvania ıo Hungary, but it offered no criticisrı of ıhe Soviet Union's seizıııç of Bessrabia aııd ıprüern
Bukoüna in June. Instead, iı rejoiced üıat üıe worters and peasanıs of these terrilorie§ had be€rı liberated-7ı
The party, of coıırse, condemned üe German invasion of the Soviet Union in Jıııp 1941 aıd Rumania's
participuion in the German war effort'9 The puty ıpsumed is efforts to form an anti-fascist celiıion, buı by
this time the majority of is leaders were in prison and is munbenhip had fallen drastically. De§pite mode.st acts
of rşistance ıo üıe fuıonescu military dicaorstıip,rc it rernaiıpd an ineffective poüticat foıçe untit after üe
anival of üıe Red Army and Soviet occupaüon auüorities in Augıst aıd §epıcmber 1944.

7. Front Organizations

After iıs baııning n lg% the Rumanian Communisı Party ried o carry on its activities through a vriety of legal
organizations. In poliücs its main iısrument was The Worten' and Peasaııs' Bloc (Bbcul Mıınciıoresc-
TErönesci BMT), which it founded iIı |925. The primary task of the BMf was to rally sııpport for economic
and social reform among individuals aııd groups who weıt commitıed o derıaratic ideals aııd might thus be
persuaded to second ttrc PCR in oüıeı related activities.tl But since üıe PCR was not pcpred o make
signifıcant concessioıu on fundamenal issues of doctrine and tactics, ıhe BIııII had no §ırccess in aaracting ttıe
support of üe National Peasaııt and Social Democıatic parties, €xc€pt for a few individual§ and srıall şlinter
group§. The leaders of ıhese partie§ shunned g1 ı|liançç wiü a paıty they ıeguded as iıuignificaııt and an
instrument of a fceign pow€r.

76 Ghecghe I. Ioniğ 'Succesglo fo4elor deınocratice din Rominia ln alegerile comuııale şi judcpne din
anü 19361937", Stı.dil. Revisü dc Isoie, Vol. lE, No. a (1965), pp. 785-805. It is not cler how much of
the voıc was supplied by üıe Communist hrty and how much came ftom its gtnen.

n Scinıeia,8 September 1939 and Lııpta de clasö (Itıa Class Struggle), üıe 1nrty's illegal theoretical
jounıal, December 1939, cited in Mıışat and Aıdelearıı, Roıııaııia dııf, Moea anirc, VoL 2, wt}p.469.

't Docwnenıe ün isıoria Partidulü Comunisı ün RoıııEnia @ucııışti, 195l), p. 30B: a manifeso drawn
up on 8 August 1940.

79 Maria Covaci, "Lııpta foçlor paniotice populare din Romfuıia fu frırıte cu P.CR.,lmpotiva
fascismului şi solidarizaıea cu lııpa Uniunii Sovietice contra Germaniei ııazistc (194Gl941)", n Tradilii de
solidaiıaıe internalioıwlisıö romfııo-sovietice @ucııreşti, |972),pp.298-310.

s Olimpiu Matichescu, "Activitatea desftrşııraıa de P.C-R" cu prilejul zilei de 1 iviai pennu organizarsa
luptei oamenilor muncü imporiva dicanırii miliıaıe-fasciste şi a rğzboiutui hiüerist (1941-19ı{4)", Revisıa
Arhivelor, Vol. 7, No. 1 (1964), pp. 133-165; Traian Udııea, "Acliuni ale Patidului Comunist Romfuı pentnı
feurirea Fıontului Patriotic Antifascist (L94L-l94)", Stııdii. Revisıö de Isıoie, YoL ?1, No. 3 (191), pp.
537-561; Dominu1[. Pğdurearıu, "Aspecto privind activitatea dcsfdşuraia de Comiıenıl regional Dobrogca al
P.Ci. pe linia sabotğrii maşinii de rğzboi hitleriste lrı perioada l91G1944", Aıııurın lıu;tiuulü de Isaric
şi Arheologie (Iaşi), Vol. 18 (198l), pp.42943E.

8ı Florea Dragne, "Blocul muncitoresc-ğikıesc", n Organizaçii dc masö, Vol. l, pp. 258-310; Andrei
Cardoş, "Crearea Blocului Muncitoresc-fdıönesc", Anuarul Insürurului de Isarie şi Arluologie (aşi), Vol.
15 (1978), pp.319-394.
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The existence of üe BMf and üıe modest challenge it prercııted o Communist orttıodoxy provoked
biııer conroversy wiüin üe PCR. The Comintern weighed in wiü strong accusatioııs nga|uıı üe party n LY26
for is cooperation with boıırgeois parties, which, it claimeğ would prevent üıe aüerqıce of a Rumaniaıı Soviet
Republic to a Balkan Worters' uıd Peasaııts' Federation and theıeby delay üe rchievemenı of üe "Rumanian
revolution".ız As the struggle inteıısified üe supporters of the Comintcrn succccded in expelling Gheorghc
Cristescu from the party, because he had, they c|aimed, denied üe leading ıole of üe pıoletciat in the rçvolution
by collaboraıing wiü boıırgeois poüticians.

The effectivencss of the BMl may be gagd by üe rçsuls of parliamaııry elccüoıs.In lY?6, lYn,
and 1928 it polled less than 2?o of üıe vote aııd gained no sğaıs in parliamenı But in 193l, at üe height of üıe
grcat economic depesion, it obtained 73Jll vors (2.5?o\ and elected five depııties to parliamaıı (their election
was subsequently annulled, and they never took their seas). In 1932 the BMT won only 994l votes (.32?o),and
in the following yec an ordinance dissolving work€rs' organizaüons associated with the Communist hrty
broughı its activities o an end.

Aftef 1933 üe PCR carried on iıs political activity thıough various front or allied paıties. Among üe
more important ones were The Plotıghmen's Front (Fronul Plugarilor), foıındcd in 1933 in Traıısylvaniq which
had as iıs primary conoern üe welfare of the pocer peasaııtryı from among whom it drew the bulk of its mem_
benj3 h cooperaıed ıvith üe PCR in the liıtter's aıtempt o form a coaliüon of anti-hscisı gFoup§ and parties
in üe mid-l930s. But it remained a prwincial organizaıionı and in each of üe two prliamentry elecüoıs in
which it paıticipaıed (t933 and |937) it obained less üan .3% of üe vote and no seaıs. Similar o the Froııt
in its economic and saial aims, but drawing is srengü mainly from the Hungarian peasant§ aıd wckers of
Trarısylvania, was The Uniqı of Ungariuı Waters (Magyar Dolgoük Szövcs€geı ivlADOSZ), which was
founded in Tirgu-Mııraş, in Truısylvania, in Lg3/'.u It worted closely wiü üe PCR and üe Ploughmen's
Front, but remained a small, regional party. The Deınocratic Blcr, (Blocul Deıııocratic), formed in 1935, and its
succes§ori The Democratic Union (aniııııea Democratic6), formed in 1937, attempted to draw leftist forces ino
a broad democraıic coalition tpaded by üe communist party§ but neithg ağırcEd a significant following.

The Communist Party relied heavily on wlıai, üeoıeıically, constituted its chief reservoir of sıpıport -
the p,roletariaı. claiming o be üe only tue repesentative of üe proleıariaı, it gave prlorlty to the oganization
of the ıuban woıters in Commıuıisı-led unios and sought to placc iüıelf at the head of thc cntiıe labğ
moyemenLı6 h all üese endeavors iı was largely ıınsıccessfiıl. Tte nuııbcr of cgınizad wqtırı romaincd
relatively small dııring üıe interrrraı period - in 1938 there were only about 80,00 out of a totıl worlforçc of
roughly 1,200,000 engaged in indıstry, mining, coııımencg, and traıışcation The Communis§' main
competiors were üe §ocial Dernocrais, whom üey coıııinııally deııounced as "traitors of üe worting class', but
whose unions commanded the allegiance of üıe rnairity of organized wukers. A critical nııning-point fa üe
Communists and for üe organized labor movement in gen€ral was ıhe split benveen Communists üd §gcialis§
at üıe congrcss of labor unions held at Cluj in 1923. The Socialiss won üıe crırial votes, aııd üe Commmists
proceeded to form üeir own General Council of Unitary Syndicates (Coıısiliu Geıural al Siıüicaıebr Uniıare')
in Buchaıest laıer ıhaı year. Alüough üıe banning of the party n 1924 imped€d cganizatioııal acüvity, puty
leaders, proclaiming ıhe indusrial proleıariaı üe *base" of üe party, ıırged üeir followers o intens§ ıheir

t2 Stğnescu, Mişcarea munciıoreascE din Romania tn anii 1924-1928, pp. 104-105.

t3 Gheorghe I. Ioniğ and Gheorghe fului, Froruul Plugailor (Bucııışti, 1970), pp. 13-131. An earüer
history, pubüshed before üıe Communists came to power and containing nıımero$ excerpB from contempo_
rary sources is Gheorghe Micle, Rğscoala püınanıulü @ucureşü, [1945]), pp. 17-35l.

& Ladislau Banyai, "Uniunea oamenilor muncü maghiari din RomAnia (M.A.D.O.SZ.)", i, Organüaçii
de mosE, Vol. 2 @ucurşti, 198l), pp.36-79.

'5 Gheorghe I. Ioniğ "Blocul Democratic", and ton lacoş, "Uniunea Demoçıatiçğ", ın Organüaiıi de
masğ,YoL,2, pp. 13-35, 158-175.

86 A general survey of üe rade-union movement beıween 1921 and 1944, which emphasizes (and
overestimates) the role of the Communist Party is Florea Dragne, eı al., Mişcarea sindicalö ün Romfinia,
Vol. 1 (Bucureşü, l98l), pp.3|7-574.

|7

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



acdviüe§ in üe nade unions.n But üe majcity of workers proved resisıant o Communisı revolutioııary slogarıs
and apocalyptic aims.

The party accompüshed litıle, as ıhe repeaıed atucks by Comintem officials orı the party's "inactivity"
ıımong üe workers and self-criticisın by party leaders üemselveş reveal.tt Most galling o Comintern officials
was the small part played by Rumanian Communists in üe incıeased stike activity dııring the ecoııomic crisis
of |929-|933. They accısed üıe Rumanian comrades of having isolaıed üıeınselves from üe woıting ınaı{ıes
and of allowing "şontarıeity" to guide üıe actions of workers.tg Noneüeless, üe PCR had one noıable succes§,
which helped o dispel is repuıation fg ineffectiveness. This was ttp srike at üıe railıoad woıkstıops in the
Grivila section of Bucharest in Febıııary 1933. One of its chief organizen was the Communist secretay of the
railıud workers' central commiüee, Gheorghe Ghecghiu-Dej, who after l9t4 became üe head of the PCR.P
The bloodshed ıtıaı resulıed from clashes benveeıı üe workers aııd toops and üıe nıımerous tials, irrlıding thaı
of Gheorgiu-Dej, who was impisoned ııntil 1944, gave üe party much pubücity and favorably impessed iıs
critics in üıe intemaüonal Communist movemenı, but none of this improved its position in political life or üe
labor movement aı home. In üe lıuor l930s a weakened Communist Party tried to cr€aıc a 'ıınited worters'
fronı" as part of is arıti-fascist mobilizaıion campa,ign,gı but üe PSD rejected its overnıres for a perırıanent
fusion of all labor organizaüons.

The Rumanian Communisı Party cıeated sğparaıo organizations for yourıg peopte and womeıı. The
Union of Communist Yoııh (Uniııııea Tiııcrctüü Coınıııisc, Lrrc), which was fouııded m |Y22, was at first a
legal mass organization desigtrcd o appeal broadly to democraıic sndents and young worters. To obscıııe its
association wiü üe Communist Party iı initially called iıself The Union of Socialist Youttı (UniııııcaTineretului
Socialisı). Bü in L92A, as goy€nuııenı persecution of the Commıuıisı Party intersifie( it geaıed is activities
more closely to üıe aime§ of üo party, adopted üe name, UT€, and became formally afEliıted wiü üe
Communist Youü International, which was şonsoıed by the Soviet Communist Party.n Undoubtedly, such
action was taken at the behest of the Cominıerıı, which was intent upon traıısforming üe Rumanian party and
its associatcd bodies ino a disciplincğ committed ıcvolutionary org;anization. The UTC was eşecially active
in Buchaıpst and other larger ıırban centers and worked wiüı üe Communisçled trade unions, üıe BMf, and non-
Communist süıdent goups. In üıe earty l930s its most pressing ask was o mobilize stııdeng and other young
people for üıe anü-fascisı popular fronı In Buctıaıest aııd other cities in 1936 it managed to organize
demonstration§ wiü ıhe youıh gıoııps of oüer potias opposed to fasci§n, but the larer were not inclined to entgr
into a formal alliance wiü the UTC. In 1936 üıe Cominıerrı, again asserting is aııthority over Rumanian
Communist affair§, ordered üıe dissoluüon of üe UTC orı üe gıounds that iı had rted in too "§€cığiann a
müıner aı a time when üe corİEcı octic requiıed üe forıİıation of broad ınass organizatio§ to combatfascisın.
As usuat, üıe Rumanian party made these directives is own policy. To some extcnt another youth organizatiuı,

n Docıımenıe dk isıoria Potidıılü Coınaııist din Roıııönia, Yol. 2, pp. 309-311.

8t lbid., pp. 410413, 4I942L; Tlıe Coıııınıııist Inıernatioıul between ılıe Fifıh aıü Sinh World
Congresses, ln43 (London, 198), p. ?52. For a brighter view of things see N. Nicolaescu, "Crearea
sindicatelor unitare şi locul lor in mişcarea munciloreascğ revolu$orıarö din Romirıia in anii |923-1929",
Sıııdii. Revistö de Isıorie, Vol. 26, No.6 (193), pp. 1235-1250.

" Onu, Hisıory of ıhc Roınanian Communist Party, pp.21-22.

90 The literaüıre on üe Grivila srike and other strikes of the period is extensive and gives üe Commu-
nist Party most of üe credit for organizing and leading üem. A sandard account is 1933. Luptele revo-
lulioııare ale munciıoilor cefer$ıi şi petroüşrt (Bucııreşti, l97l).

9ı Ion lacoş, "Concepçia P.CR. cu privire la sindicate şi la unitatea mişürii sindicale in RomAnia (|92|-
1940)', Revista dı Isıorie, Vol. 37, No. 12 (1984), pp. 1196-1211.

92 The most comprehensive accolırıt of üe early years of the UTC is Constantin Petculescu, Crearea
tJniunii Tinereıului Comunist @ucıııeşti, 1972). Various asp€cts of üe UTC's activiües are covered in the
collective work: Tinereıul Comunist tn acliuıw. Contribı4ii la isıoria Uniunii Tinerealui Comunisı din Ro-
mönia (Buc|$eşü, 1972), pp. 37-368.
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The Democratic Suıdenı Front (Fronıul Sıııdenlesc Democraı), took up where üıe LJTC had left off.93
Establistıed in 1935 by a coalition of Communist, National Peasarıt, arıd independenı suıdents aı üe Universiry
of Bucharest, but diıected by Communists, iı was the type of mass organization favorpd by the party and the
Comintern ı§ a counterweight o extremo right snıderıt associatiorıs. Brarıches were establi§ıed in several other
major universities, and a nuınber of intellecrualı supported iç but membersiıip remained small and
accomplishmen§ were few. It was dissolved in 1938 wiü the advenı of the royal dictaıorship. The UTC was
revived in 1939 in order ıo provide a weakened party wiü badly needed supporl It shared wiü the parQy a
precarious existence dııring üıe Second World War.

Since women made up a signifıcant paıt of üe worif,orce in certain industries, teıtile§, for example,
üe Communist Party repeatedly asserted üe importaııce of their participation in is revolutioııary sruggles.r
It undertook o organize women workers as early as üıe second party congess n L922 by establishing The
Cenral Commission of Propaganü among Women (Comffia Centakl dc Propgaııü printre Femei).Is
primary tesk was o bring wom€n fully ino üıe labor movemenç and it included aıııong is memben Gheorghe
Cristescu, Alexandru Dobrogeanu€herea, aııd Ana Paüer. After is banning in IY?A, because of is association
wiü üıe Communist Party, is work was carried on by The Women's Ciıcle (Cercul Feııuilor), which was
aüached o üıe Commıuıisıs' Gerıeral Coıııril of Uniıary Syndicaıes. By üıe end of the d€cade, despite repeat€d
promises, ıhe party had dorıe üttle o trovide working women wiü ıhe meaııs of achieving üeir own
emarıcipation.They were not even reprcsenıed on üe General Council of Uniıary Syndicaıes.9s Atthough the
party formed a number of women's organizations in üıe 1930s, notably, The Society for the Protection of
Women arıd Children (Socieıaıea pentu Proıeclia Femeii şi a Copilulw)İ whose main ta§k was to provide
medical assisonce and education, it was no more successful thaıı in the l920s in aıdowing üe working women'§
movement with a viable orgarıization and is own leadenhip. A§ in many other spheres of activity, üe illegal
staEıs of üıe party hampered is work, but its failıııes heıE, too, must be auributed in paıt !o a lack of
organizaıion and initiative and is widespread impopularity.

This sketch of üıe Rumanian Communist movement in the interwar period will have suggested many questions
requiring üorough, impartial investigaıion. Balarıced accounis of the movemenı's place in Rumaniarı politics aııd
society may be expected as aıchives aıe made available to researchers in üe wake of üıe change of regime
initiaod in December 1989. In tiıe mearıtime, for reason§ suggested in üe foregoing pages, one can orıly
conclude üıat üıe Rumanian Communist Party between I92l. uıd 1944 exercised üule inflııence on üe course
of Rumaniarı poüücat and social life.

93 The fullest account is Florea Dragne and Consuntin Perculesca, Fronıul Sıudençesc Democrat
(Bucureşıi, 1977).

9a Several articles provide a useful survey of üe working women's movemenL On the 1920s see:
Olimpiu Matichescu and Lya Benjamin, "Cercurile femeilor munci!@ıe", n Organizaçii de ııusğ, Vol. l, pp.
51-74. See also: Elisabeta Ioniğ "Prima organizaçie cominisü de femei din Rom6rıia", Rcviıta Arhivelor,
Vol. 59, No. 4 (1982), pp. 352-361, and "M§carea revol4iorıarö şi democraıicğ de femei din Rom6rıia in
perioada lglE-lgzl4", Anak de Isıorie, Vol. 32, No. 6 (19E6), pp. 65-78.

95 Matichescu and Benjamin, "Cercıırile", pp. 72-73.

96 B. Duçescu, "Societatea pentru protecçia femeü şi a copiluiui - organizağe de masğ creati şi
indrumağ de P.Ci,. (1935-1936)",Anale de Isıorie, Vol. 10, No. 3 (1964), pp. 106-120.
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