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GETO-DACIANS

RIGHTEOUS AMONG: ALL THRAGIANS

T AND THE MOST

OLONESS AND GONTINUITY
IN THE
CARPATHO-DANUBIAN-PONTIC
AREA,

fundamental traits
of the Romanian people’s history

Fundamental and permanent coordonate
of Romania's history, lawful result of the
Romanian' society’'s evolution, the struggle
for unity and independence represented the
centuries-old ideal and aspiration of the
Romanian people. It ‘was grafted on -the
solid foundation of the Romanian people’s
development, a people born in a single
whole, in the ancient hearth of Dacia, who
has been always living in the Carpatho-
Danubian-Pontic area. :

The struggle for unity and independence
generally characterizes the peoples’ -history
but with some peoples, in certain circum-
stances, it embraces more enhanced forms ;
indubitably this is also the situation of
the Romanian people who represents,
throught their oldness and of their forefa-
thers, too, through their permanence and
continuity, one of the most constant enti-
ties on European level.

From times of yore the Romanians deve-
loped permanently facing difficulties and
hardships of many sorts, innumerable
historical adversities and vicissitudes. The

waves of -migratory populations rushed upon
our homeland for many a century; its
geographical location at the crossroad of
interests of the greatest European empires-
Ottoman, Habsburg and Tsarist — the devas-
tating - wars' waged ‘in the Romanian
Countries’ - territory, the destruction or
alienation of numerous rmaterial and spi-
ritual assets, all this, which sometimes
were added the Romanian Countries’ parti-
tion among the big empires of that time,
considerably hampered the Romanian peo-
ple’s socio-economic progress.

But ' despite of all those hard storms of
history,” with one hand on the plough and
the ~other -on the sword, the Romanian
people preserved its ethnical and State be-
ing, its determination to be united, free and
the' full master of its own country.

The aspiration for -the remaking of the
unitary state, completely and definitively
freed from foreign domination in which the:
Romanians, gathered in a single whole, to
assert their individuality within the mank-
ind, made" itself conspicuous time and again
in the Middle Ages in both political and

il
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GHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRACIANS

During their long history the Geto-Dacians

bravely defended the ancient home and, at

the same time, built an original civilization
in the Carpathian-Danubian-Pontic space

cultural thinking, in military and diplomatic
plans of our forerunnners, becoming, in
the Modern Epoch, the supreme ideal of
the entire Romanian nation, its fundamental
political target.

With good reason the great democrat
historian Nicolae Balcescu wrote in 1850 :
“National unity was the dear dream of our
valiant voivodes, of all our great men who
embodied the people’s individuality and
thoughts in order to show them to the entire
world. It was for it that they lived, worlk-
ed, suffered and died.“'.

The ideal of national liberty inspired,
along the centuries, both the mind, the
heart and pen of the most advanced perso-
nalities of the Romanian culture standing
for the essence of numerous writings issu-
ed on both sides of the Carpathians on this
and the other side of the Milcov river,
keeping thus alive the fire of all the Roma-
nians’ centuries-old aspiration for unity, in

2

spite of artificial, fictitious borders traced
by the big empires on the unitary territory
of the ancient Dacian hearth.

Embraced by the broad popular masses,
this ideal became an impetuous force, the
idea of the Romanian people’s union and
independence having been found in all its
great historical deeds in the modern times
that would reach their climax in the Great
Union achieved in 1918.

*

#

The Romanians’ history is the history of
a steadfast people, moulded in a single
whole, in one and the same habitation area,
in which it followed its own way of action
and manifestation, of forging the material
and spiritual culture “It is a people — Ni-
colae ITorga mentioned which, through
its ancestors has fourfold millenary roots ;
this is our pride and this is our power”.?

Numerous archaeological findings and
written testimonies of the ancient world
attest to the Romanian people’s ancestors,
the Geto-Dacians, who belonged to the great
kin of the Thracians deeply rooted in the
Carpatho-Danubian-Pontic area and about
whom Herodotus, the great historian of the
antiquity wrote 2500 years ago that “they
are the most valiant and righteous of all the
Thracians”. ®

The Getae and the Dacians formed in
fact a single people. The only difference
between the Getae and the Dacians was
of regional geographical position, the former
living in the fields south and east of the
Carpathians, especially on both banks of
the Low Danube and the latter living in
particular, in the mountainous regions of
Transylvania. As a matter of fact, even
prior to Burebista’s times, under certain
circumstances, there were large unions of
Geto-Dacian tribes as often happened in
the days of king Dromichaetes, the wvictor
of the Macedonian king Lisymachus (292
B CY):

In the 1st century B. C. under Burebista’s.
rule, who was appreciated by an ancient
historical source as “the first and the grea-
test of all the Thracian kings” a strong
independent and centralized Geto-Dacian
state was made up that demonstrated by its.
existence, more than 2050 years ago the
conditions propituous to the political unifi-
cation of the Daco-Getae fortefathers, a fact
which laid implicitly at the basis of the:
force-idea of the Romanian people unity.
The state led by Burebista (the 1st cent.
B. C.) exerted its influence on a huge:
territory stretching in the north-west to the:
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Slovakian mountams and the Mid-Danube,
in the north-east beyond the Tyras, so-
uthward to the Balkans, and southeast to
the west Black Sea also including the Greek
towns of the Pontic coast.

Burebista’s epoch prepared the epoch of
Decebalus, the hero-king of the Dacians who
had to face one of the greatest powers of
the antiquity — the Roman empire. Me-
anwhile, ever since Burebista’s time not
only military confrontations took place bet-
ween the Daco-Getae and the Romans but
exchanges of material and spiritual assets
also, blendings of the two civilizations what
would facilitate later on the unifying pro-
cesses on ethnical level, of the material and
spiritual culture.

After the Romans had conquerred a part
of Dacia following the wars in 101—102 and
105—106 (A.D.) which conquest had negative
repercussions, the life in these territories
would know subsequently a new stage of
progress grounded on the interweaving of
the two civilizations and cultures — Dacian
and Roman. Pointing out this phenomenon,
Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu, President of
Socialist Republic of Romania said that:
“in battles and following the co-habitation
process, along the centuries, between the Da-
cians and the Romanians a new people was
born which kept up and developed the best
qualities and virtues of its forefathers .* The
permanence of the autochtonous element was
an essential condition of processes of ethno-
genesis unfolded in the Dacian area.

The withdrawal of Roman administration
and army at the order of emperor Aurelian,
between 271—275, south of the Danube did
not represent a total abandonment of Dacia,
at all. Strong bridge-heads would link the
empire with the north-Danubian region of
the former Roman province and Dacia’s ties
with the Roman world be kept further.

“With an unquenched thirst for liberty,
— Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu  pownted
out — with its determination not to bow
to foreign rule, resolved to always be itself,
the sole master of its life and fate, which
it inherited from the Dacians and evincing
a rational spirit, judgement and creative
passion, bequethed by the Romans, the
Romanian people, that had emerged in the
world, recorded a heroic eventful and great
history spanning nearly two thousand years,
zontinuously developing and strongly asserted
itself in ranks of the peoples and today,
of the nations of the world”.?®

Permanently living in the same Carpatho-
Danubian-Pontic area where their forefath-
ers, the Geto-Dacians, always lived, hence
having millennary historical roots, speak-

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRACIANS

ing a single language, a telling evidence of
their illustrious origin, the Romanians te-
naciously opposed the invasions of the
migratory populations which starting with
the 3rd century A.D. inflicted great da-
mage and devastations, but could not change
the community of life, culture and lang-
uage of our forerunners, their = historical
ascension to higher forms of political and
socio-economic organization. Underlining the
noninterrupted continuity of material and
spiritual life of the Romanian people in
the ancestors’ hearth and retorting to the
attempts at distorting the historical truth
the famous Romanian vriter Liviu Rebrea-
nu said : “What argument can be more
plausible than the existence of that people
in the same places after two  thousand
years ? Just discontinuity would be quite
inexplicable. There were peoples that moved
to another country, there were peoples that
disappeared  completely for ever, but a
people to disappear and disperse for reap-

The taking over by the Geto-Dacians of the
Latin, as well as of several material and
cultural Roman elements brought about, after
a long process, the coming out of a mew
people — the Romanian people (Reproduction
after a allegory-fresco in the Archeology
and History Museum from Constanta)
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pearing ' after ~ many hundreds of  years
exactly in the same places it left, this would
be ‘quite a miraculum that might not occur
but in same books of history with special
sense”. 8

In the period of transition to feudalism
the Romanians had specific forms of or-

ganization : village communitiés, unions of
communities, popular Romanias, knezates,
duchies, voivodeships. They embodied cer-

tain geografical and economic zones and
were called “Lands” with the meaning of
State, of political-administrative organizat-
ions led by dukes or voivodes. The Ro-

The entire attitude of the Dacian soldier
shows dignity, determination, thirst for Ii-
berty (copy of a sculpture by I. Moga)

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL TIIRM}MNS

manians, like the majority of the European
peoples, knew the State pluralism which
corresponded to the feudal, closed character
of the economy but, in spite of their partit-
ion in three countries, just due to their
specificity ‘and ethnical singularity in the
area, to their oldness, their historical exis-
tence revealed incessantly, at the same time,
strong traits of unity illustrated above all
by the language homogeinity - without dia-
lects.

The objective historical process of mak-
ing up the centralized feudal state, as a
result of the development and unification
of the voivodeships on the entire Romanian
territory was made | difficult by both in-
ternal centrifugal tendencies caused by the
process of feudal division typical to thie
entire Europe at that time, and the hardships
engendered by permanent outside mena-
ces. That is why, starting with the 10th
century, the troops of the Hungarian kings,
after their making sedentary life in the
Pannonic Plain in spite of the Romanians’
strong resistance, began to advance into
Transylvania, this process lasting to the end
of the 13th century. But after that date, too,
the Romanians living in the country’s
northwestern part kept up their old orga-
nization in “lands” succeeding in resisting
and perpetuating their material and spiri-
tual' life. Documents of those times, even
those issued by the then office of the IIun-
garian kuggdom mention “terra Blachorum”
(the Romanians’ Land); the Romanian Lands
of  Oas, Lapus, Salaj, Tara Hategului (The
Land of Hateg) Tara Fagarasului (The Land
of Fagaras) Tara Maramuresului (The Land
of Maramuresh) Tara Birsei (The Land of
Birsa) and so many others.

Having a specific organizational structure
quite  apart from the rest of the feudal
Hungarian state, Transylvania preserved
her, autochtonous form of organization
i.e. the voivodeship, common to the other
Romanian Countries. In this sense, the Hun-
garian scholar Losonczy Istvan wrote in
1783 that the “Land of Ardeal (Transylva-
nia’ — t.n.) with which Hungary was conti-
guous in the east was called formerly the
Mid-Dacia”-; referring to the Hungarians'
coming in this area he showed that “the
Hungarian kings ruled over it through the
voivodes - of Ardeal” . (Transylvania)’,” and
the historian -Szilagy Sandor categorically
asserted, that “Never was Transylvania con-
founded with Hungary and they always
formed two. distinct countries”®

In the 13th—14th cepturies, the Romanian,
voivodeships: south and east of the Car-
pathians united together and asserted thein-.
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selves as centralized,
vereign states in the time of Bessarabs'
and Musatins’ dynasty. In harmony with
such realities Mircea the Great (1386—1418)
could call himself : “We Mircea, great Voi-
vode and Prince by the will of God and
with the God’s blessing ruling over and
mastering the entire Land of Ungrovalahia,
and even the regions beyond the mountains,
just to the Tatar regions, over the Lands
of Amlas and Fagaras and ruler of Banat
of Severin and on both banks of all the
Danube to the Greater Sea (i.e. the Black
Sea — n.n.) and ruler of the stronghold of
Dirstor” ; Roman Musat (1391—1394) called
also himself, “We, Roman Voivode of, the
Country of Moldavia from the Mountain to
the Black Sea coast”.®

Starting with that historical epoch a de-
fining reality of the Carpatho-Danubian-
Pontic area was the continuity of the Ro-
manian states, their incessant presence in
an area in which, through developments of
force, most of the states, interrupted their
existence for hundreds of years or Wwere
definitively dissolved. The existence of the
Romanian Countries as separated feudal
states did not affect the ethnical unity of
the Romanian people expressed in the unity
of language and culture, in the similarities
of social and economic structure of the
entire Romanian territory. They maintained
permanently mutual political, economic, spi-
ritual ties and their internal organization

independent and so-

(the ruling, offices, justice, army, other
feudal institutional having been roughly

either identical or similar. Among the threc
Romanian Countries there was a large sys-
tem of economic relations. So that, “..the

first union of the Romanians — N. Iorga
wrote — existed before this idea appeared

in the mind of scholars, it existed in the
perfect unity of the economic life grounded
on the perfect unity of the general life
and Ardeal (Transylvania — nm.) also en-
tered in this life through the Romanian in-
terchange : a single body, a single system
of wveins, one would say a strong one, tra-
versed by the same live blood”.!'°

As for the socio-political life, the Ro-
manians — the oldest and the most nume-
rous inhabitants in Transylvania — were
put to an enhanced political discrimination
for many a century, what made that in
Transylvania the place of their ruling class
be taken by the invaders, that the Roma-
nians be treated as tolerated people both
politically and confessionally.

But this fact did not affect the Ro-
manians’ unity for which the Carpathians
were not, throughout the Middle Arges, a

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRAGIANS

Romans on their coming from the Empire
to Dacia

separating wall but a bridge to shelter, a
linking . bridge. Throughout old Dacia the
successors of the Daco-Romans preserved

uninterruptedly the ancient and generic
name  for all inhabitants of our homeland
— the name of Romanian. For instance,

French historian Jules Michelet underlined |
in this sense that the Romanians “has pre-
served wunaltered everything their forefat-
hers left them : the costumes, the language ,
and especially their great name of Roma- .
nians I’ ' Pointing out the Romanian peo- .
ple’s continuity and unity, chronicler Miron
Costin wrote : “The most genuine naine

5\
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from the first dismounting of Trajan 13
Romdn or Romanus, a name always pre-
served by this people and... the same name
is also given to the Muntenians (Walla-
chians) and Moldavians and those who are
living in Transylvania”. '

Just after the foundation of the Roma-
nian independent feudal states, they had to
cope with the great danger from the south
of the Ottoman Empire. After having con-
quered all of the Balkan Peninsula and
having turned the Bulgarians and Serbians’
states into pashaliks, the Ottoman Portie
come into direct touch with the southern
frontiers of the Romanian countries by the
end of the 14th century. The Romanian
countries’ joint resistance to the Ottoman
danger, the victory won under the rules
of Mircea the Great (1386—1418), Iancu of
Hunedioara (1451—1446), Vlad the Impaler
(1456—1462), Stephen the Great (1457—1504)
and other princes, allowed the Romanian
Principalities, through understandings and
treaties with the Ottoman Porte, concluded

Romans taking by storm the Dacian sirong-

hold of Sarmizegethusa (copy of a stamp in

the collection of the Stamp Cabinet of the
Academy Library of S.R. of Romania)

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST

RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRAGIANS

as early as the 14th century whereby was
acknowledged the Romanian rulers' sove-
reign power and, in exchange of an annual
tribute paid in money to the Sultan, the
Porte committed herself to observe the izo-
manian contries’ independence and  terri-
torial integrity. Even later, in mid — 18th
century, when the Ottomans’ political and
economic pressure on the Romanian coun-
tries increased that did not mean  their
occupation and turning into Turkish pro-
vinces directly administered by the Porte
according to her customs and laws, but by
the above mentioned treaties, known as
“Capitulations” which the Ottoman sources
call ahidname, allowed the Romanian coun-
tries to preserve their political and ad-
ministrative autonomy, to govern them-
selves by their own laws and customs.
By the mid-16th-century, after the Mo-
hacs battle (1526) when the Ottoman
Porte established its rule over Hungary for
one hundred and fifty years, having been
created the Pashalik of Buda, Transylvania
established relations of vassalage to the

Porte as an autonomous principality — a
suzerainty through treaties similar to those
“Ahidname” — having thus a political sta-

tus similar to that of the other two Roma-
nian countries. Such a situation contributed
ever more to the strengthening of the re-
lations between the Romanians on both
sides of the Carpathians, stimulated na-
turally the intensification of the multifa-
rious collaboration between Moldavia, Tran-
sylvania and Muntenia.

As a symbol of their aspirations for unity,
of their historical right to live free and
independently in the ancestors’ hearth, the
Romanian people succeeded in accomplisi-
ing, under the rule of Michael Voivode the
Brave, the political union of all their sons
within the borders encompassing the grea-
test part of old Dacia. After the accomplis-
ment of this act in 1600, Michael the Brave
proclaimed himself “Prince of Wallachia, of
Transylvania and of the whole of Moida-
via”’. With good reason, the official histo-
rian of Gabriel Bethlen, Gaspar Bojtinus
considered the union of the three Romanian
countries as “inevitabilis fatorum lex” (the
accomplishment of a law of an unavoi-
dable destiny).

His contemporaries saw in the brave voi-
vode a “Restitutor Daciae”, then, a new
builder of the ancient Dacia, in the Ro-
manian form.

The Union accomplished under the poli-
tical sceptre of Michael the Brave convin-
cingly evinced the force and authenticity
of the ideal of national unity and liberty.
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THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
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The famous architect Apolodorus from Damasc built at the emperor’s order a bridge, not
less famous, across the Danube to facilitate the Roman troops’ crossing the large river

Chrenicler Szamoskoze, contemporary to
the events revealed the spontaneous soli-
darization of the Transylvanian Romanians
with the troops of Voivode Michael... “the
people of the Romanians living in Transyl-
vania’s villages and hamlets rising to arms
everywhere coalesced with the people com-
ing from Wallachia” 3.

Though short-lived the Union of the three
Romanian countries became a vivid pre-
sence in both the thought and feelings of
the contemporaries and the generations-to
come as well. The memory of the Union
accomplished almost 400 years ago trans-
mitted from an epoch to another, from ge-
neration to generation. The imprescriptible
right of the Romanian people to union and
independence Would represent further on a
fundamental peculiar trait of the thinking
and actions of the great heads of state and
army commanders from Muntenia, Moldavia

and Transylvania that followed Michael the

Brave. So, after Michael the Brave, the
idea of remaking the old "Dacia, the unity
of all the Romanian contries within their
ancestors’ borders dominated the political,
diplomatic and military plans of numerous
voivodes and princes among which Radu
Mihnea, Gabriel Bethlen, Matei Bessarab,
Vasile Lupu, Gheorghe Rakoczy II, Mihnea
111, Serban Cantacuzino, Cohstantin Brinco-
veanu and many others.

The more and more obvoius decline of
the Ottoman Empire, by the end of the

17th  cent., allowed the Habsburg Empire
to take the offensive against the Ottoman
Porte ; this also aimed at the fate of the
Romanian countries. In 1686, following the
victories scored against the Ottomans, the
Austrian army entered into Transylvania
and imposed on Prince Mihai Apafi the
treaty of Blaj whereby the army of occu-
pation had to be admitted in Transylvania
for “spending the winter” there. Using
strong military methods, in 1688, the Hab-
sburgs obtained the Transylvanian Diet's
“willing” renunciation to the Porte's su-
zerainty and the acceptance of the “empe-
ror’'s protection” ; through the Leopold Dip-
lome the emperor in Vienna proclaimed
himself Prince of Transylvania as wzll. The
mutations imposed on the political status
of Transylvania by the Habsburg empire
through the force of arms would be ack-
nowledged by the Porte through the Peace
Treaty concluded at Karlowitz. After the
‘Austrian<Turkish war in 1716—1718, Ol-
tenia was -annexed by the Habsburg em-

- pirefor a period of 21 years (1718—1739)

and the Banat till 1918. There was thus
opened the series of imperialist understan-
dings on the account of the Romanian
people.

' The Romanians’ - feelings of unity en-
hanced along and by the end of the 17th
century Constantin Cantacuzino Stolnicul
(High Steward) pointing out the unity of
all the Romanians wrote : “Speaking about

7,
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Romanians I don’t understand -only the
people living here (Munteria — a.n.), but
also the people living in Transylvania, who
are just more true-born, in Moldavia and
all those living in other regions but are
speaking the same language ...We consider
all of them as Romanians, because all of
them are springing and flowing from the
same well”.

It was also he who underlined firmly
not only the Roman origin evoked by his
predecessors also — but' the - Daco-Roman
origin as well “We have also evidences
— he wrote — that those Romans so clo-
sely merged with the Dacians whom they did
not separate from at any time, not even
when they parted with the Roman empire
and other languages (peoples) came over
them, but they kept up being and so re-
mained to our days”.!'* Dimitrie Cantemir
also revealed the Romanians’ unity writing
“The Chronicle of the Oldness of the
Romanians-Moldo-Wallachians the first part
of which has a telling title : “The Chronicle
of the Oldness . of the Romano-Moldo
Wallachians”.

By the end of the Russian-Ottoman war
in 1768—1774 the Habsburg mobilized the
army and supported the Porte during the
negotiations not to allow the Tsar to receive
too big advantages. As a reward for this
help, the Habsburgs asked the Ottoman
Porte a border rectification in south Gali-
cia on pretext of their need for a strip
of Romanian land to link Galicia with the
Habsburg empire. Presenting a forged map,
the Habsburgs succeded in annexXing a much
larger territory in north Moldavia, a terri-
tory embodying lots of vestiges of the Ro-
manian history, the old capital of feudal
Moldavia, Suceava, included. The cessation
act signed at Palmutca, on the Dniester, in
1774 and included in the Peace Treaty la-
ter on signed at Sistov, between Austria
and the Ottoman Porte, represented a “vio-
lation of the old capitulations”, the Ottoman

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRAGIANS

empire having no right to cede any bit of
land from the Romanian Principalities’
body. The protest of the Romanian people,
boyars and clergy, ahead with the Prince
Dimitrie Ghica against the alienation of a
part of the country’s territory had no echo.
The country’s ruling prince would be mur-
dered by the Ottomans at Jassy, in Octo-
ber 1777. The Habsburg government named,
at the beginning, the new territory with
the mame of “Austrian Moldavia”. But
shortly, in order to conceal the annexation
Austria called this territory “Bukovina” by
the name of the beech forests at Cosmin.

Until 1786 Bukovina was under the Aus-
trian military administration and after that
date was annexed to Galicia as a simple
administrative district of this province hav-
ing been under foreign occupation until
1918.

Following the Russo-Turkish war in
1806—1812 ended with the peace at Bucha-
rest, the Tsarist empire incorporated into
its borders the Moldavian territory stretched
between the Pruth and Dniester.

When, in the process of the' clxssolutlon
of feudalism and of the development of
capitalist relations, the elements of mate-
rial and spiritual unity, of language> and’
culture unity, of ethnical unity and of as-
pirations and ideals were added the dyna-’
mic impulse of the economic progress, the:
conscience of the unity of nation would:
turn into national conscience and the as-
pirations for unity became a political aim,
the aim of unifying all the Romanian forces
into a unitary national state.

Of paramount importance for the struggle
of social and national liberation of the
Romanian people was the revolution in
1784 led by Horea, Closca and Crisan. Marx
wrote that Horea had planned the libera-
tion of his people, he becoming the “sym-
bol of Dacia’s rebirth”. The word “Dacia”
— that would be added that of “Roma-
nia” — became a strong stimulus to unity,

The Romanian people’s ethnogenesis is suggestively illustrated by the big fresco ‘at the
Romanian Atheneum
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a stimulus existing in all historical and li-
terary publications of that time.

| The Revolution in 1821 which opened the
gates of Romania’s modern history, claim-
ing for “justice and liberation” for this
people laid the foundations of the program-
me of making up the Romanian modern
national state unifying the revendications
for social liberation with those for national
liberation — and in long term — the state
unity ‘of .all the Romanians. The revolution,
with -large reverberation amid the Transyl-
made Tudor Vladimirescu,

vanian - masses
its leader, write down those memborable
words : “...in a single thought and in a

single woice with Moldavia to be . able to
win the rights of these principalities by
helping each other”.'®

In historical context defined by the bour-
geois. revolutions in Europe, the Romanian
revolutionaries proclaimed in 1848 the idea
of -the “right’s triumph over the force”
announcing “in the name of the Romanian
Revolution” the Romanian people’s right
to unity and independence. Against that
background the desideratum uttered by the
democratic revolutionary Nicolae Balcescu
had large reverberations: “We want to be
a single nation, a strong and free one
through our right and duty, for our good
and -of the other peoples, because we want
our happiness and we have to do our
duty” 7. Obviating the. open objections on
the part of the great powers, in their ma-
jority, on January 24, 1859 the Romanian
people’s will to unity triumphed again. That
“golden day of our century” as the con-
temporaries called @ it, the Union of the
Romanian Principalities achieved by that
“energic .act . of the nation”, as Mihail Ko-
galniceanu declared, represented the corol-
lary to an objective historical process. The
Union of Moldavia with Muntenia and the
making of the modern state of Romania
represented the starting point and the sup-
porting lever of all efforts made for the
completion of the national and State Unity :
it attracted all the Romanian provinces still
under foreign sway “When Cuza was'elected
as a ruling prince — Transylvanian scholar
Alexandru, Papiu .Ilarian wrote. with good
reason — the enthusiasm of the I[Romanians
i Transylvania was perhaps stronger than
in the Principalities”. '8 ‘

Like the other peculiar and defining acts
of the national history the Union in 1859
was accomplished as an exprassion of the
Romanian people’s will, -representing for
Europe’s peoples,  especially - for; these liv-
ing.in central and southeastern parts of the
continent, a telling evidence of tiranslating
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into -practice the principle of the right to
self-determination, of the union, on - ple-
biscitary bases, of two territories belong-
ing to one and the same people. Later on,
the unification of Italy, Germany and of
other states was accomplished by force, by
the use of arms; the Romanians found the
solution of the plebiscite, the peaceful way,
the same solution to be also used in the
memorable year of 1918, when there ended
the process of making up the unitary Ro-
manian national state. In essence, it was
the solution of the national will, peacefully
employed . by the political genius of the
Romanian people through the utilization of
all possibilities in the historical-diplomatic
context. That is why Romania’s territory
became, in Cuza's time and after that, a
preparing-and starting place of the great
actions and movements of national awaking
for the peoples in south-east Europe ; that
is why the Romanian state was an active
supporter of the struggle for the making
up of the national - independent unitary
states in South-East Europe.

The Union in 1859 and winning of the
state independence in 1877 ushered in a new
stage in the political and national movement
of the Romanians, in the economic, social
and cultural life of Romania, The idea of
national liberty embraced the thoughts and
will of large social strata, of the advanced
bourgeois political forces, of the socialists
and cultural associations having written
down it as the main objective of their ac-
tivity. The Romanians’ struggle in the ter-
ritories under foreign sway for winning
political, economic and cultural rights had
ever stronger reverberations throughout the
country, especially after the establishment
of the Austro-Hungarian dualism in 1867
and of the enforced desnationalization of the
enforced desnationalization of the Roma-
nians in Transylvania.

After the conquest of independence, Ro-
mania turned, to a greater degree, into a
centre of the struggle for national liberation
of all the Romanians in all provinces still
under foreign sway (Transylvania, Banat,
Bukovina, Bessarabia).

By the end of the 19th century and be-
ginning of the 20th there worsenned the na-
tional oppression of the Romanians in the
provinces subject to foreign domination
what would conduce to the intensification
of the struggle for national liberation.

Cultural societies on the entire Romanian
territory, great personalities of the Roma-
nian science and culture — ahead with Ni-
colae Iorga, Octavian Goga, V. A. Urechia,
Vasile Lucaciu, A. D. Xenopol — asserted
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in the first ranks of the struggle for na-
tional unity.

At the beginning of the 20th century, the
social, economic and political development
put before the Romanian nation the ine-
xorable necessity of completing the state
unity, of liberating all the Romanian pro-
vinces subject to foreign sway and of their

union With the Country. Romania took
part — in 1916—1918 — in the first world
war for her just cause — the reunion of

all the Romanians into a strong, indepen-
dent state. In the fights waged during the
World War I for the defense of the home-
land’s soil against the German  militarist
occupants, for safeguarding territorial unity
and integrity, the Romanian army, the broad
people’s masses throughout the country
wrote at Mardasesti, Oituz and many other
places unlasting pages of heroism and self-
denial, of sacrifice and hot patriotism im-
printing upon its fight a popular and na-
tional character.

The tsarism’s collapse, the victory of so-
cialist revolution in Russia sounded as an
ardent call to the fight for the attainment
of the ideals of liberty and independence
of every people in the world. The Roma-

A piece from a Dacian shield discovered at
Piatra Rosie stronghold
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nian people’s struggle integrated, too, wi-
thin the large movement of the peoples for
national selfdetermination and the removal
of foreign domination. It had a mass cha-
racter — bourgeois-democratic, engaging the
working class, peasantry, intelligentsia, the
other social and political forces.

Within the struggle for union an active
part was also played by the strong move-
ment of the Romanians from abroad in-
cluding war prisoners, political and cul-
tural personalities, thousands of volunteers
who organized themselves into national
committees, military units, printed nume-
rous reviews, newspapers, mobilized the in-
ternational public opinion and the influen-
tial political circles at that time to back
up the Romanian national cause (in Russia,
France, Italy, Britain, USA, Sweden a.o.).

Among the leaders of tl.ese actions one
can quote Octavian Goga, Vasile Lucaciu,
Traian Vuia, Take Ionescu, Vasile Stoica,
dr. I. Cantacuzino etc.

In the Romanian provinces subject to
Austro-Hungary’s sway the news of the
victory won by the Russian revoiution awoke
hopes and stimulated ever stronger the
struggle for national liberty. Starting from
the above-mentioned things under given
historical context, on March 27/April 9, 1918
Bessarabia united, through the people's will,
with Romania.

The great popular manifestations and
demonstrations unfolded throughout 1918,
the actions initiated by the Romanian cul-
tural associations and societies for the as-
sertion of the ideas of national unity
expressed the act of will of the entire
Romanian nation.

On october 18, 1918, in the very hall of
the I{ungarian Parliament — symbol of
national oppression — there was read the
historic declaration of independence of the
Romanian nation from Hungary, the first
decisive step towards the achievement of
Union : “Relying on the natural right accord-
ing to which every nation can decide freely
its fate, the Romanian nation in Transyl-
vania want to make use of this right now,
so as free from any foreign immixtures to
decide by itself its place among the free:
nations”.

By the end of 1918 the end of the pro-
cess of making the unitary national state
entered a new stage of swift developments.
The dissolution of Austro-Hungarian mo-'
narchy speeded up the struggle for the
Union of Bukovina with Romania. On,
November 15/28 the Congress of the popu-
lation’s representatives in Bukovina, in a
single voice, decided the  “unconditioned
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Dacian sanctuary (reconstitution)

Union, and for ever, of Bukovina within
her old frontiers with Romania”. The act of
Bukovina’s Union with Romania was en-
thusiastically hailed by the Romanian people
all over the country through numerous ma-
nifestations, telegrams, letters, newspapers
and had large international reverberations.

So, the regions in the High-Lands where
the bones of Stephen the Great and of
other Romanian voivodes were buried, al-
ways Romanian-inhabited territory, along-
side of whom, during the foreign occupation
other nationalities settled down, like Rut-
henians, Poles, Germans, would take than,
after 144 years of foreign domination, their
right place within the unitary Romanian
national state.

Closely linked there unfolded the events
in Transylvania. Through the outburst of
the bourgeois-democratic revolution on
/8/31 October 1918 there was set up the
Romanian National Council “as the single
forum representing the will of the Romanian
people” made up of six social-democrats
and six representatives of the Romanian
National Party. On the entire territory of
Transylvania there were formed district
councils, national and local guards as or-
gans of a large bourgeois — demniccratic re-
volutionary movement acting under the lea-
dership of the Romanian Central National
Council. The manifests issued on November
7/20, 1918 for the preparation of the great
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assembly at Alba Iulia pointed out: “The
irresistible development of human civiliza-
tion drew up our Romanian people, too,
from the darkness of slavery to the light
of self-conscience... We want to live
free and independently alongside the -other
nations of the world”. ?

On December 1, 1918 more than 100.000
people : peasants, workers, intellectuals,
handicrafts gathered together on Horea’s
Field, they came to sanction the law-like.
objective and progressive act of ending the
process of making up of the unitary Ro-
manian national state.

The historic decision of the Union was
taken in an atmosphere of strong enthu-
siasm by the Great National Assembly as
a representative political body of the entire
Romanian nation in Transylvania made up
of 1228 deputies either elected through uni-
versal suffrage by election circles or ap-
pointed by all Romanian institutions in
Transylvania.

The popular assembly of the more than
100.000 Romanians hailed the decision of
union with undepictable enthusiastic fee-
lings, like the local meetings of those left
home as well.

Besides well-known political personalities
and leaders of the national movement there
participated some 150 delegates of the Ro-
mania social-democracy representing almost
70.000 organized workers?®. [ With golden
letters there were written down in the great
book of our homeland’s history — comrade
Nicolae Ceausescu pointed out — the words
of the Resolution adopted at Alba Iulia:
«The National Assembly of all the Roma-
nians in Transylvania and Banat — meeting
through their elected representatives at Alba
Iulia on December 1,1918 decrees the Union
of these Romanians and of all territories
they inhabit with Romania“».

The accomplishment of the Romanian sta-
tes unity marked the achievementof the na-
tional and socio-economic framework for the
development of modern Romania, had a po-
sitive impact upon the entire economic, poli-
tical and social evolution of the country.
Propitious conditions were created for the
development of the society’s progressive for-
ces, of the working class, of its political
party.

The historic act of Transylvania's Union
with Romania was also backed up by pro-
gressive representatives of the Hungarian
people, of the working people belonging to
co- inhabiting nationalities in Transylvania
interested in the abolishment of national and
social oppression. So, in the manifesto issued
on November 3, 1918 signed by famous re-
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presentatives of the Hungarian cultural and
public life, among whom Ady Endre, Bartok
Bela, Kodaly Zoltan, Varga Jeno ‘one could
read : ,We have no pretentions to the sister-
nation — We also consider ourselves a rene-
wed nation, a force now freed on the ruins
of the monarchy. We have cleared our con-
science since we are not forced to be any
longer the pillars of the oppression. Let us
live together in peace, as free nations among
free nations“. 2!

On his turn, the Magyar prefect of the
Arad district, Doctor Varjassy Lajos assert-
ed: ,I find wvery naturally that a people
full of dignity not to accept the slavery any
longer — like we (the Hungarians — a.n.)
did not tolerate it vis-a vis Austria“. ??

In January 1919, through a manifesto the
Saxon population made officially their de-
cision to unite with Romania and there were
conveyed to the Romanian people ,Brotherly
salute and cordial greetings of accomplishing
their national ideals“. The same attitude was
adopted by the Svabiansin Banat who, mee-
ting" at the Congress held at Timisoara in
August 1919 expressed their will to unite
with Romania considering that the ,decision
taken at Alba Iulia is a guarantee for eth-
nical and cultural development”.?23

In January 1919, too, the Jewish population
in Transylvania adhered to the decision of
Union of Transylvania with Romania and of
making up the unitary Romanian national
state.

In the history’s prospect, the great achie-
vements of the Romania people scored in
1918 and sanctioned through the decisions
of the Peace Conference has brought out
into ever stronger relief that Romania was
not among profiteers of an unjust peace, she
did not complete through the victors’ good-
will or through gains brought by the hazard
of a victory in a war. The Union was the
strong, dynamic expression of the Romanian
nation’s will, of the centuries — old aspira-
tions of a people firmly determined to live
where it was born. These coordinates of as-
sertion, of defense of the country’'s unity
and integrity, of preservation of the national
independence and sovereignty which iden-
tified themselves with the Romanian peo-
ple’s ideals marked the guiding lines of the
inter-war Romanian foreign policy.

With good reason President of Socialist
Romania pointed out : ,,The formation of the
unitary Romanian national state is not a
gift, it is not the result of international
conferences ; it is the result of the tireless
struggle for unity waged by the most pro-
gressive forces of society, by the broad mas-
ses of the people, a natural outcome of the
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historical, social and national development
of the Romanian people®, 2*

The peace traties signed at Sain Gerrain
(1919), Trianon (1920) and Paris (1920) inter-
nationally sanctioned a situation created by
the struggle of popular masses, the Union,
the process of which ended at Alba Iulia,
on December 1, 1918, which represented the
natural attainment of the centuries-old as-
pirations of the Romanian people, of the
dream for the attainment of which number-
less generations of forerunners fought and
sacrificed themselves, the accomplishment
of which was an objective necessity of the
very historical development, of the Roma-
nian people's right to live free und united
in its ancestors’ hearth.
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THE GREAT MILITARY
CONERONTATION -

IN al4 B.C.

hetween the Geto-Nacians and the Persians

The anniversary of 2500
years since the first writ-
ten attestation of a de-
fensive war waged by the
Geto-Dacian people aga-
inst one of the strongest

empires of the ancient
times — the Persian em-
pire — places, naturally,

before the Romanian his-
toriography the problem
of deepening and enlarg-
ing the research area of
the political-strategical
context in which the
event we are referring to
took place, of the civili-
zation development stage
attained by the Romanian
people’s ancestors, of their
political-administrative and
military organization as
well.

The attainment of this
objective is facilitated by
the fact that the Geto-Da-
cian people enjoyed the
privilege of having been
mentioned frequently in
the writings of some of
the most famous ancient
writers and in the Euro-
pean historiography, both
in the Middle Ages and
the modern times ; as for
the Romanian historio-
graphy, both in the Mid-
dle Ages and the modern
times ; as for the Roma-

nian historiography there
has always been a quest-
ion of justified pride to
deal with such a subject
with wide reverberations
in contemporary times.
“The heroic struggle of the
Dacians — President
Nicolae Ceausescu poin-
ted out — roused the most
eulogistic appreciations of
the historians of the an-
cient world”!'. Archaeolo-
gical findings and written
testimonies from ancient
times mention the Roma-
nian people’s ancestors,
the Geto-Dacians who be-
longed to the numerous
family of the Thracians?.

All writings about the
Daco-Persian war in 514
B.C. started and start from
an account by Herodotus,
whom the generations-to
come were to call “the
father of history” ; in his
work “Histories” Herodo-
tus wrote that the Geto-
Dacians were the only
ones of the Thracians that
put up “an adamant resis-
tance”3 against the army
under command of empe-
ror Darius I and eulogi-
zed their great feat of
arms with the {flattering
appreciaion of having been
“the most valiant and righ-

teous of all the Thracia-
ns”% a worthy emblem
that the Romanian people’s
ancestors brilliantly carried
along the entire antiquity
and embelished it with
new precious stones dur-
ing all the wars waged
against the armies of other
empires; not less expans-
ionist than ' the Persian
one. .

History’s logic leads us,
willy-nilly, to the conclus-
ion that the great Greek
historian did not mention
that event in his rich
work using so categorical
terms and  exXpressions
due to his sympathy
vis-a-vis the Geto-Da-
cians, but because they
really played an import-
ant place in the ancient:
world, ‘an additional: pe-
remptory evidence having’
been that other 62 famous
authors of those times,’
both of Greek and Latin
language, mentioned their
name and deeds in their
works. It is a truth that
the Romanian = military
historian nurtures legiti-
mate feelings of pride and
profound satisfaction since
he has the nice privilege
of ~recalling the past of
such a people that by heri-
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tage is entirely ours, of
the Romanians who have
been living uninterrup-
tedly in the same hearth
and have been fighting in
the same regions to de-
fend their ethnical being,
their ancestors’ land, their
dignity and independence.

The same appreciations
conduce us to conclude
that the Geto-Dacians’ re-
sistance was not, any mo-
ment, an expression of ha-
zard, of adventures or of
some caprices. On the con-
trary, their whole history
brings out in bold relief
an axiomatic truth, na-
mely that was their way
of living, their mood of
thinking, their way of
behaving and acting, not
paying attention that the
empire had the name of
Persian, Macedonian or
Roman. That is why the
idea of fighting for libertu
chracterizes the first writ-
ten testimonies on the
Geto-Dacians . TUnderlin-
ing the sources of the
Geto-Dacians’ military
strength, President Nicolae

Ceausescu  said : “long
time ago, the Geto-Dacian
population — a part of

the great kin of the Thra-
oians had an advanced
organization, a fact proved
as well during he wars
against the Persians led
by Darius and the Mace-
donians of those times” 6.

In the light of this con-
clusion we are entitle to
assert that two millennia
and a half ago the Geto-
Dacian people had a po-
litical organization that
had passed the stage of
unions of tribes ; otherwise
they could not oppose resis-
tance to the strong and ex-
perienced Persian army. It
is verisimilar that the Ge-
to-Dacians’ political .and
State organization that
bordered upon the Hae-
mus mountains (the Bal-
kans) in the south, upon
the - Pontus Euxinus (the
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Geto-Dacians Archers (Painting by Liviu Suhai)

Black Sea) in the east
and in the north upon the
Meridional Carpathians to
have had an army made
up of two distinct arms :
infantry (footmen) and
cavalry and something si-
milar to a flotilla of the
Danube, an army thus re-
presenting a first-rank es-
tablishment. As a matter
of fact, the defensive war
itself waged against the
Persian army was consi-
dered by the antiquity as
an important event since
Herodotus, so chary of ap-
preciations, insisted upon
it in such an exceptional
manner.

The Daco-Persian war in
514 B.C. took place follow-
ing the invasion of the
FPersian army in Europe.
The plan of operations
worked out by Darius with
the help of his advisers
envisaged, in the main, a
penetration into the “coun-
try of the Scythians who

were in a permanent ba-
lance between the two
continents”” — Asia and
Europe —, with field and
naval troops amounting,
as Herodotus stated, 700,000
fighters and 600 ships.

After had crossed the
Thracian Bosphorus on a
bridge, the footmen em-
barked upon an offensive
northwards along the
coastline whaile the naval
forces. were advancing on
the Black Sea having the
mission of reaching the
Danube and building a
vessel-bridge in the sector
of the present locality of
Isaccea for the use of the
field forces. The field
army had already invaded
the territory inhabited by
the Thracians whose tri-
bes situated on the attack
direction of the Persian
forces, “yielded themsel-
ves to Darius not putting
up any resistance” 8.



On getting into Geto-
Dacians’ lands, who were
the strongest branch of the
great kin of the Thraci-
ans — of those more than
100 tribal and gentilic for-
mations, the biggest and
the strongest were of the
Dacians and Getae @ — liv-
ing beyond the Haemus 10,
the Persian army, which a
chronicler could estimate
in point of its number «as
numerous as leaves and
grass” came up against the
resistance put up by the
Geto-Dacian people. Per-
manently informed about
the advance of the Persian
army ever since its co-
lumns were crossing the
mountainous range inside
of which they were attac-
ked by the Geto-Dacians
— because “the Dacians
had also scouts to watch
the troops’ mowvements and
to reconnoitre the enemy’s
strength, mowvements and
positions” 11 — their com-
mander decided to resort
to a flexible strategic de-
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fense, to direct the main
effort towards more popu-
lated centres, the fortified
settlements representing
veritable resistance points;
in fact, archaeological fin-
dings attested to the fact
that ever since paleolithic
and neolithic ages there
were built moats and
earth walls along the ac-
cess ways towards the
more vulnerable sectors.
The battle is likely to
have been conducted in
three stages closely inter-
woven. In the first stage,
the Geto-Dacian forces
from the first line — i.e.
skilful mounted bowmen
and the footmen selected
from the communities si-
tuated along the enemy’s
advance direction attacked
the Persian detachments
when they were getting
out of the Balkans. The
fighting actions channel-
led, in particular, on di-
rections corresponding, in
the main, to the opened
passes — axes. Of course,

“Dacians” (allegory by Bogdan Stih
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there were also some cases
when the sprightly Geto-
Dacian cavalry and its
skilful bowmen attacked
by surprise Persian deta-
chaments in one or both
flanks. In the second stage,
adopting articulated and
flexible dispositions under
the protection of the first
echelon forces and using
various tactical methods,
the Geto-Dacian army wa-
ged bitter fights, on a
wide front, against the
Persian field forces. In the
third stage, skilfully em-
ploying the favourable
conditions offered by the
Getic environment, at that
time the woods accounted
for 80 per cent of Dacia’s
territory, the footmen to-
gether with the horsemen
embarked upon wide-scale
harassing actions on suc-
cessive  directions and
alignments, a method c_:f—
ten used by our armies
in times-to come which
enjoyed a well-defined-

status in the Romanian



..
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The rbﬁ-@taken by the hug
against the Scythians (514 BC) on which occasion the
cions resistance to the Persian aggressors

military  thinking and
practice. Likely, during
those actions the Geto-Da-
cians sought to attract the
Persian forces to the Da-
nube in order to use the
river as a strategic align-
ment difficult to be cros-
sed by the enemy the
more so as its crossing
means were on the Black
Sea directing towards the
locality of Isaccea. Yet,
did not give up his way
that represented his main
target i.e. the penetration
into the Scythians’ world
and consequently he con-
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e army under the command of Darius I in the expedition
Geto-Dacians put up an auda-

tinued his advance across
Dobrodja, the field army
moving along the coast-
line to be near the large
supporting fleet.

The campaign comman-
ded by the famous Pers-
ian king north of the Black
Sea ended with a complete
failure. Due to the Getae’s
resistance, to the Scyt-
hians’ withdrawal from
the invaders’ way as well
as to the defeats suffered
by the Persians in other
zones, the Persian army
did not succeed in setting
up its control over the

2 e:

Geto-Dacians’ lands at the
Danube and Pontus Euxi-
nus. A well-known Roma-
nian historian wrote that
“Darius’ war ended with
his defeat and he was'
within an ace of losing his
life  beside his entire
army” 12,

The big confrontation in
514 B.C. reveals that the
Geto-Dacians had attained
a high level of political,
socio-economic and ad-
ministrative development,
what gave them the pos-
sibility to put up an or-.
ganized and well-led re-




sistance against the inva-
ders no matter whicn di-
rection would they have
come from. The lapse of
time made the first writ-
ten attestation to show us
the Geto-Dacians 1n a de-
fensive war waged on the
southeastern front after
they had, in the 8th—9th
centuries B.C., quelled the
Scythians’ expansionist
tendencies on the north-
eastern front.

The Geto-Dacian army’s
strategy and tactics were
in harmony with the aims
pursued and in accord
with the developments and
the war’s dynamics. The
fighting methods and
means used by the Geto-
Dacians in order to de-
feat the aggressors, their
flexible military actions
made them be always in
advance in the fights
against the invaders what
made them be unvanquis-
hed and wunflinching on
the lands they considered
sacred and theirs only 13.
One must mention, in the
same place, the Geto-Da-
cians’ precious solderly
virtues. Highly attached to
the land feeding them,
believing in immortality
and considering that in-
dependence was an asset
they could not be depri-
ved of, the Geto-Dacians
were always very wvaliant
and brave fighters1*. Per-
manently concerned with
defeating strong and trea-
cherous enemies, masters
in making fighting weap-
ons and in their skilfully
handling, inventive in em-
ploying working tools as
fighting means, the Ro-
manian people’s ancestors
made, along the millennia,
a bunch of soldierly wvir-
tues that could be found as
factors with particular re-
verberations in the young
military’s conscience, as
human experience embod-
ied in our new military

GETO-DACIANS

doctrine brilliantly sub-
stantiated by President
Nicolae Ceausescu.

The Geto-Dacians' ada-
mant resistance, succes-
sfully crowned, against
the Persian invaders in
514 B.C. marked a bril-
liant and glorious moment,
attested by written history,
symbol, over millennia, of
the love to homeland nurt-
ured by the people of these
lands, of their valiant and
noninterrupted fight for
the defence of the ances-
tors’ hearth. “Thirst for 1i-
berty and justice was be-
queathed by our ancestors,
our forefathers — Presi-
dent Nicolae. Ceausescu
underlined — in his speech
delivered at .the Solemn
Meeting of May 8, 1986
organized on the occasion
of the 65th anniversary
since the setting up of the
Romanian Communist
Party — who fought aga-
inst Darius, against nume-
rous Roman emperors,
than, after a longstanding
cohabitation with the Ro-
mans and the birth of the
Romanian people, against

many other aggressors
during the barbarian mi-
grations and onslaughts

and once with the deve-
lopment of the Statal for-
mations of the three Prin-
cipalitics — the Romanian
Country, Moldavia and
Transylvania against the
Ottoman, Tsarist and Hab-
sburg empires” 15,

The Geto-Dacian people
imposed its name in the
conscience of the ancient
world which perpetuated
in the conscience of the
Middle Agest, of modern
and contemporary times,
its material and spiritual
civilization, its determina-
tion and combat capacitv
and occupying o place of
honour in the works of a
great deal of famous wri-
ters and historians as ve-
ritable jewelry of strategy

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
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and tactics in wars and
battles waged against the
strongest armies at those
times.
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BUREBISTA

the great strategist
of Dacia in the I century B.C.

“The first and the greatest
of all the Thracian Kings”,
as Burebista is called in
an inscription found at
Dionysopolis (today’s Bal-
cic) is that who succeeded
in uniting all the Geto-
Dacian tribes on their vast
habitation area stretched
between the Balkans and
Northern Carpathians, the
Middle Danube and the
west coast of the Black
Sea and thus he founded
the first centralized and
independent Geto-Dacian
state.

Europe of the 1st cent.
B. C. witnessed the emer-
gence of two great perso-
nalities : Caesar in Rome
and Burebista in Dacia.
They did not come to face
one another on the battle-
field because both of them
were Kkilled in the same
way and in the same time.
To better know these two
great personalities of the
ancient world we must
appeal to the numerous
ancient writings of those
times concerning Caesar in
particular. One of then.
Strabon, who lived in the
second half of the 1st
cent B. C. wrote about
Burebista that: “Coming
to rule ov2r his people,
which was exhausted by
frequent wars, Geta Bu-
revista raised it so much
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through exercises, abstent-
ion from wine and obe-

dience to orders, that
within a few years he built
a powerful State, subject-
ing the greatest part of
the neighbouring popula-
tions. He came to be fear-
ed even by the Romans...”.
Strabon  represents the
main source for Burebis-
ta's reigning years. It ‘is
from him that we learned
that the Celts “who were
mixed with Thracians and
Illyrs” were subdued by the
Getae and that Burebista
defeated Chritasiros who
was ahead of the Boii and
Taurisci, Celtic tribes
which reached the terri-
tory of today's Slovakia,
Geto-Dacian inhabited-
lands. Rut highly impor-
tant is the fact that the
Geto-Dacians’ rising to
arms, mentioned by Stra-
bon, was achieved by Bu-
rebista who put an end to
the incessant wars that
exhausted them and did
them so much harm. Bu-
rebista would put an end
to endemical state of war,
would transform the very
essence of military occu-
pation into an instrument
of the State policy. He
would organize a new ar-
my comprising common
people, those recorded in
historical ancient sources

The great Dacian king Bu-
rebista (about 82—44 B.C.)

reconstitution by  Paul

Sima

under the name of comati
that made up the country’s
corps of soldiers. They
would be added some
choise troops, the detach-
ments of noblemen. The
warrior groups would be
transformed into a cohe-
rent tactical instrument to
be trained and accustom-
ed to military discipline
in order to answer the or-
ders and be manoeuvered
highly efficiently.

The succession in time
of the wars waged by Bu-
rebista is not easy to be
established since few sure
sources are at our disposal
today. The first war, it
seems, was that unfolded
at an ambiguously-esta-
blished time (between 82
B.C.-the beginning of Bu-
rebista’s reigning and 62
B.C.), against the Boii and
Taurisci (on the Mid-Da-
nube), Celtic populations
headed by Chritasiros that
had got into the western
Geto-Dacian territories.



Chritasiros ruled over the
Boii who occupied a ter-
ritory at the Mid-Danube,
the habitation centre of
which was at Noricum
corresponding to Styria,
Carinthia and Carmia, pro-
vinces in today’s Austria.
In all likelihood the .Boii
at the Danube succeeded
in imposing their supre-
macy- upon several Celtic
tribes which  penetrated
into today’s territory of
Slovakia and eastern HHun-
gary, among which the
Tauriscii counted too. The
war unfolded somewhere
in the Mid-Danube area
without being localizing
more precisely. Chritasiros
suffered a serious defeat
and as for the Boii and
Taurisci the same Strabon
said that “were razed to
the ground”. In fact there

was destroyed their poli-
tical supremacy only and
the Boii were chased from
the Dacian territories. Af-
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ter their defeat by Bure-
bista, the Boii would settle
down on the territory of
today's Switzerland. The
Tauriscii would continue
to live in northwestern
Slovakia under the Geto-
Dacians’ supremacy where
later on they would be re-
corded in literary sources.
How far northward the
Boii would be traced by
Burebista is difficult to
say. Presumably, the Cel-
tic' coins thesaurus buried
along the Danube from the
turn of the river (up to
Budapest) to Vienna would
mark that way. But know-
ing Burebista’s strategical
qualities we can presume
that he did not cross the
Danube and the pursuit of
the Boii and Taurisci li-
mited to the left bank
only, though lhe way to
the heart of Europe was
open. Where Bratislava
lies today he would erect

a stone walls-fortress.

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
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After the defeat of the
Boii and Taurisci Bure-
bista would take au of-
fensive against other Cel-
tic tribes south of the Da-
nube about which Strabon
asserted that were living
merged with Thracians
and Illyrs, among Which
we should find the Scor-
disci that were living bet-
ween the Morava and
Drina with the centre at
Singidunum (today’s Bel-
grade) whom he would
defeat. “But-Strabon as-
serted — the former (i.e.
the Boii and the Taurisci)
were defeated by the Da-
cians while the latter (the
Scordisci) concluded an al-
liance with them (i.e. with
the Dacians.

After the reconquest of
the territories in west
Dacia and the defeat of
the Cells, the great King
would pay a great heed to
the east, on particular to
the Greek [ortresses on
the western bank of the

Map showing the centralized and independent Dacian state under Burebista
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left Pontus. Burebistia |
would subdue all Greek |
fortresses from Olbia (at
the mouth of Bug-today |

Porutino URSS) to Apollo- |

nia (today Sozopol in Bul-
garia). It is an undubitable
fact we learned from Dion

Crysostomos and con-
firmed by inscriptions
found in some of the

Greek cities what stands
as a clear evidence of an
ample plan politicaly fina-
lized, implying a high
strategy. In order to con-
quer all Greek fortresses
from Olbia to Apollonia
it was not enough a cohe-
rent military organization
only, but, it was needed
a special skill, good know-
ledge about the siege
science, a perfect handling
of an entire arsenal of war
machines capable to de-
molish centuries-old mas-
sive walls. It also required

a tenacious and consistent |

pursue of a political- stra-
tegical target wherefrom
economic advantages de-
rived from. A hypothesis
was formulated according

to which the conquest of !

the Greek fortresses on the
left Pontus would have
had an anti-Roman cha-
racter having been imped-
ed Rome’s expansion to
that quarter of the world.
Such hypothesis is confut-
ed by the alliance that
Burebista concluded with
Pompeius. The seizure
upon the Greek fortresscs

Dacian helmet
discovered at Popesti-Arges

on the Geto-Dacian htto-
ral integrated within the

vast political plan of uni- |
fication of all the Geto- |

Dacians and of making a
strong - state. The control
over some Greek fortres-
ses from Hystria to Odes-
sos was not a
Getic leaders,
Burebista, dit

gatory policy for the con-
solidation of the state
created by Burebista.
Greek fortresses had been
controlled by the Geto-
Dacians under Burebista’s
reign. Recent
all documents
in Greek towns conduced
to a hypothesis according
to which excepting Olbia,
those fortresses = suffered
between 48—44 B.C. when
after the death of Pompeius
they tried to side  with
Caesar what meant a de-
viation from Burebista’s
policy that would end with
their punishment.
Burebista would
fere in the
ween Cnaeus Pompeius
and C. Iulius Caesar. The
two famous generals, each

inter-

of them having an army
on his disposal, were

ready to face one another
again at the beginning of
48 B.C. Caesar had been
defeated in the battle at
Dyrrachium. Burebista
would side with Pompeius
and send Acornion, his
ambassador, to him ; the

Dacian shield discovered
in the stronghold from
Piatra Rosie

novelty. |
preceding |
it also. It |
was a traditional and obli- |

analyzes of |
discovered |

conflict bet- !
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meeting took place in Ma-
cedonia, at Heraklea Lyn-
cestis (between July 7 and
August 9, 48 B.C.) in the
thick of preparations for
a new confrontation with
Caesar, offering to Pompe-
ius military assistance,
first of all, and asking
him, very likely, the ac-
nowledgement and preser-
vation of the Dacian state.
The option of the great
Geto-Dacian king is legi-
timated through Pompeius
interest for the Orient and
the littoral of Pontus Eu-
xinus on the one hand and
on the other, is justified
because the latter had al-
ready defeated Caesar and
disposed of a great deal
of soldiers. But the events
rushed and Pompeius was
defeated in the battle  at
Pharsalus. Burebista, thus,
counted among Caesar’s
personal enemies; this
would prepare to punish
him, like in fact many
other allies of Pompeius
just after he had defeated
his rival and the latter’s
supporters in Rome. Nu-
merous writers speak a-
bout the war that Caesar
planned against the Geto-
Dacians and the Parts.
With this end in wiev he
prepared a large army to
be concentrated in Mace-
donia, but just a little be-
fore leaving Rome, on
March 15, 44 B.C. he was
murdered. In this way the
confrontation between the
Geto-Dacians and the Ro-
mans would be postponed
one century later and the

two commanders did not
come to measure their
strength one against

another on the battlefield.
Burebista would have the
same death,in the same
way and in the same time
or shortly after that, put-
ting down his name among
the most famous strate-
gists of Europe in the 1st
century B.C.
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THE EPOPEE
OF THE

LIBERTY
UNFOLDED

LED BY

DECEBALUS
AGAINST
THE ROMAN
EXPANSION

STRUGGLE FOR

BY THE DACIANS*”

THE HERO KING

The adamant resistance
put up by the Dacians to
defend their liberty in
face of Roman legions had
wide-scale reverberations
in the conscience of the
ancient world, the Daco-
Roman wars having been
recorded as great events
of those times. As a testi-
mony over times stands up
Trajan's Column built at
the emperor’s order to
immortalize @ what had
been already considered

in Rome as a great vic-
tory and a huge gain in
political and military field,
i.e. the transformation of

a part of the dangerous
Dacian Kkingdom into a
Roman  province. From
the Column’s metopes
there stands out in bold
relief the picture of the
great king Decebalus, full
of energy and dignity.
The famous historian Dio
Cassius left us a complete
portrait of the wvaliant
king about whom he said
that “was remarkable in
drawing war plans and
fulfilling them, skilful in
choosing the right time to
attack or to withdraw,
clever in laying traps, deft
in struggle,

knowing

equally how to use a vic-
tory or to save his face
when defeated; for which
reason he wais, for a long
time, an enemy feared by
the Romans (...)°. The an-
cient. historian brought
out in bold relief the re-
markable qualities of the
hero king: great army
commander, skilful diplo-
mat, able to govern, in alli
conditions, all decisions to
be taken.

The Dacians’ defensive
struggle against Roman
expansionism, so heroical-
ly unfolded under Dece-
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Map showing the Dacian state under Decebalus

Dacian noblemen (detail after a scene from Trajan’s
Column)

balus’ rule represented the
acme of a confliet with
much older roots, the Ro-
mans’ advance in the Bal-
kans and towards the

AN N 3 Danube.

SN A N : Decebalus appeared on

SRR e the historical stage at one
of the hardest times, when
both sides — Dacia and
Rome — were facing one

another ready for a deci-
sive confrontation. From
this point of view we
must point. out that in the
days of Dacia’s last king
big. progresses had been
achieved in all domains.
The Dacians’ military or-
ganization had been im-
proved and the armament
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thad developed compared
to Burebista’s time, the
founder of the first inde-
pendent and centralized
state of the Geto-Dacians.
In their workshops au-
tochtonous masters made
the weapons needed by
the Dacian soldiers. Be-
sides the domestic pro-
duction Roman Wweapons
could be also purchased
in the time of Decebalus’
rule; We can see them
on Trajan’'ss Column or
discovered by archaeolo-
gical diggings.

If w2 also consider Dio
Chrisostomus’ accounts
about what he saw in
Dacia when Decebalus was
a king, it is a certainty
that the Dacians had a
standing army which was
training all the time Wwith
a view of the imminent
confrontation. Thus, an
explanation may be given
to the real fact that in
Dacia “one could see
everywere swords, ar-
mours, lances, everywhere
horses, everywhere w:2ap-
ons, everywhere armed
people”. This testimony is
highly important since it
is a confirmation of the
images on Trajan's Co-

lumn and is in accord

§

e

Led by the hero King Decebalus, profiled against the trees
in the upper corner of this picture, the Dacians put up a
stubborn resistance againsti the Romans who had invaded
their territory (a scene from Trajan’s Column)

with archaeological disco- with the Romans, a strong |

veries in pre-Roman Da- state existed in the Geto- ‘

cia. Dacian ethno-historical
Hence, on the eve of area, recognized by all

the highest confrontation | big powers of those times.

Both the kingship and the

Faces and gestures from tumultuous times religion had assured a po-

litical consolidation rely-
ing on the ethnical unity,
the unity of -civilization
and economy. The Roman
danger, which Wwas near-
ing rapidly the Danube
line and was threatening
the Dacians’ independence
represented a ‘factor that
speeded up the organiza-
tion of that new political
unity, more consolidated
than that wunder Bure-
bista’s rule. In the name
of the king there were
gathered taxes either in
money, or cattle or farm
and handicraft products
and all communities were
obliged to give soldiers.
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There was the praclice of
recruiting soldiers in each
community Which conti-
nued to play an active
part in the economic, po-
litical, social and commer-
cial life, but in the mi-
litary one also. The an-
cient world considered the
Dacian state as a sove-
reign state. An inscription
dating from the time of
emperor Domitian read
about “the kingdom of
Decebalus, the Dacians’
king” (regnum Decibali,
regis Dacorum), and an-
other inscription found at
Cyrene named Decebalus
“monarchos” — monarch.
That means that the an-
cient peoples considered
Decebalus a sovereign

king — a rex, a monar-
chos, and not a barbarian
ruler.

The Romans understood
that there, north of the
Danube, there was a state Fiery clash! The entire Dacian people took up to arms!
and a people capable to
jeopardy the Roman rule

T litary situation, on their updm:‘ thl.t form of a pro-
nube ; that is why the whole. The words attri- \'m.('ov, mirrors t;h(‘ Roman
presence of a strong Da- buted to Trajan by Am- PU,I,IC'V o t-hut e

- : ¢ SR v ; The Dacian people, un-
cian state in the Carpa- mianus Marcellinus : “It is der the leadership of king
thians Wwas embarassing in this way that I want Decebalus was then ready
the Roman policy and mi- to see Dacia, reduced to face a strong enemy,

determined to stretch its
The defenders always facing the enemy zll;l((l t](int,l:n?(f\(theq l?i::;ggfr
for the empire.

In winter 85—86 A.D.
the Dacians launched a
strong offensive south of
the Danube which, as Ro-
man historician Tacitus
said, “imperilled our rule”
(the Roman). Emperor Do-
mitian reached  the Da-
nube in 86 A.D. and made
preparations for a wide-
scale confrontation with
the Dacians. Under those
circumstances, in 86 A.D.
Duras-Diurpaneus ceded
Dacia’s throne in favour
of Decebalus recognizing,
even since that time, his
‘qualities of fighter, stra-
tegist, skilful tactician, a
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good connoisseur of the
Romans’ fighting methods;
that was to be proved,
even in the same year,
when the Roman army
that had moved across the
Olt Valley reaching Tur-
nu Rosu (Red Tower) was
defeated and its com-
mander, Cornelius Fuscus
was killed on the battle-
field. But in the next
year, 87 A.D. the Romans
hardly succeeded in de-
feating the Dacians  at
Tapae ;  Decebalus was
thus compelled to ask for
a peace to be concluded.
In 89 a treaty was con-
cluded between the Da-
cian king and Domitian
whereby Decebalus got
some advantages thus
proving he knew “to carry
successfully across a de-
feat® as Dio Cassius told.
But peace could not last
long time. The Dacian
state kept remaining an
obstacle in face of Roman
expansion. On becoming
an emperor Trajan would
take measures with a view
to organizing the campaign
against Decebalus, which
pursued the very conquest
of Dacia. In spring 101
Trajan crossed the Da-

The Roman cavalery rapidly penetrated into Dacia’s ter-

nube ahead of an impres-
sive army. The battle took
place at Tapae, in Banat.
The Dacians Were defeated
with much difficulty. The

Down the picture : the Romans are harvesting wheat sown
by the Dacians — in the left side of the picture — the
Dacians left their working tools and took the arms

battle at Adamclisi fol-
lowed *. Decebalus did
not give up the fight
and' in® Sfront  lof  his
soldiers, together with his
allies  coalesced against
Rome, he would assume a
daring and skilful strate-
gic manoeuvre at the Da-
nube and in Dobrodja
Waereby he pursued to
crush the Roman garrisons
in Moesia and cut off the
links between the forces
commanded by Trajan
extant in Dacia and the
Roman empire. But the
rapid melting of the ices
covering the Danube, the
inadequate behavior of
the allied military effec-
tives sent to support De-
cebalus, the swift concen-
tration of the Roman

troops in Dobrudja, led by
* Read in this review.
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Trajan personally, con-
duced to another result
than Decebalus anticipat-
ed ; so, in spring 102 the
main Roman forces re-
sumed their attack on the
Dacian strongholds in the
Orastiei Mountains. The
development of military
operations compelled De-
cebalus to ask for peace,
this time on difficult
terms for the Dacian king.
Decebalus was compelled
to accept them but with-
out thinking to respect

|
|

them. That is why, he
started as soon as possible
to reconstruct the strong-
holds, the army and his
alliances with his neigh-
bours or the further foes
of Rome. Although Dece-
balus had taken energic
measures with a view of
resuming the fightings the
time was too short be-
cause in 105 A.D. the Ro-
mans would take the of-
fensive again. Around the
capital surrounded by the
Romans and inside of it

After the heroic battles which he skilfully waged against

the Roman army, the brave king Decebalus prefered to

take his life and not to fall into the bands of the con-
querors (scene from Trajan’s Column)
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took place the most stub-
born fightings. Decebalus
succeeded to penetrate the
Roman encirclement and
flee in the mountains to
organize another resistence
point but he was reached
by a mounted detachment.
One relief on the Column
shows the commander
making a sign with the
right finger up, namely
his life would be saved.
Decebalus lies by the roots
of a tree, with the sword
hear his throat in order
to take his life and not
be enslaved.

106 A.D. marks the end
of the epopee of the Da-
cians’ resistance led by
hero king Decebalus, one
of the great personalities
of the world history. But
the liberty struggle would
be continued by both the
Dacians under Roman
sway and the free Da-
cians in Moldavia, Buko-
vina, Maramuresh, Crisana
and Muntenia. The Carps
and Costobocae living in
Moldavia made lots of
incursions in the territory
of the Roman empire. The
victories recorded against
such incursions ware con-
sidered so important that
some emperors took the
triumphal title of Carpicus
Maximus or Dacicus Ma-
Ximus.

The maintenance of
non-interrupted ties bet-

2en the inhabitants of
the entire Dacian space,
the withdrawal of the
Roman troops and admi-
nistration (271—275) as-
sured conditions for the
assertion of the Romanian
people with its peculiar
ethnical-cultural features.
Like its heroic forefathers
the Romanian  people
fought ceaselessly against
all invaders to defend its
liberty, unity and ancient
hearth from the Carpa-
thians to the Danube and
the Black Sea.



THE GETAE-DACGIAN ARMY

organization, equipment, logistics
(5 th century B.C.— I1* century A.D.)

Along their millenary
history the Getae-Dacians
appeared to have had,
as demonstated unequi-
vocally by absolutely
all categories of sources
at the disposal of mo-
dern research (literary,
archeollogical, iconogra-
phic, numismatic, epigra-
phic), a rich material cul-
ture concurrently with
exceptional spiritual vir-
tues, of which the sol-
dierly traits hold an im-
portant share in the re-
ports of contemporary his-
torians.

The harsh and repeated
military confrontations
with aggressors whose mi-

litary potential was more
often than not superior
(Scythians, Persians, Ma-
cedonians, Celts, Bastar-
nae, Romans) imposed the
emergence, development
and continuous improve-
ment of a strong and ori-
ginal military body, suc-
cessfully tested on nume-
rous occasions over ten
centuries of continuous
struggle for defending
freedom and their ances-
tors’ land.

The organizational struc-
ture of the Getae-Dacian
army, especially beginning
with Burebista’s time, 'was
in direet connection with
socio-economic develop-

ment itself, with the in-
ternal evolution of the mi-
litary body, with the ge-
neral military characteris-
tics of the time, with fo-
reign influences, wWith a
specific way of conduct-
ing battle, with tactical
conceptions.

Organization. It is al-
most sure that the exis-
tence of the two arms —
infantry and cavalry —
remained unchanged both
in the phase of local state
formations and during
Burebista’s and Deceba-
lus’ states, namely from
the very beginning they
weare maintained as two
basic components in the
military organization of
the Getae-Dacians. The
earliest mentions about
the soldierly organization
with the Getae between
the Danube, the Balkans
and the Black Sea were
made by Herodotus and
Thucydides, the latter
showing that “the Getae
and the other inhabitants
of those parts are neigh-
bours with the Scythians,
have similar costumes and
are all riding bowmen.
(hypotoxotai)’ 1. Although
the Scythian influence
over the tactics of the
Getae-Dacian army, over
its equipment and organi-
zation cannot be denied
for the 8th — 5th -cen-
turies B.C., Thucydides’
affirmations seems rather
exaggerated, because, as
we see in later re-
ports, cavalry was not
the only arm of the Ge-
tae-Dacians. Nevertheless,
cavalry seems to have
held a somewhat more
important share with the
Getae tribes in eastern
Dacia. It is as bowmen
on horseback that the Ro-
man poet Ovid got to
know them at the turn
between the 1st' century
B.C. and the 1st century
A.D. and described them
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Dacians warriors handliing
a ballista

’ Dacian using a battering-
‘ ram

Dacian archer

in his exile works Tristia
and Ponticae : “(..) Hosts
of horsemen riding, both
Getae and Sarmations |
Swarm every road with
their busy canter / There's
none of them without a
bow and quiver / And in
serpent venom their ar-
5

rowheads are dipped (...)” 2

The account of Arria-
nus, a somewhat later
Roman writer, extremely

verisimilar thanks to its
first-hand source, the
diary of one of Alexan-
der the Great’s generals,
Ptolemaioi, who took part
in operations against the
Getae in 335" B.C., is re-
levant  for ascertaining
that the infantry made
up more than half of the
army of the Getae-Dacian
state formations south of
and within the Carpa-
thians 3. Thus the Getae
formation in the Wallach-
ian plain deployed an

effective of 4,000 horse
soldiers and over 10,000
infantrymen, although its

military capacity was far
bigger than that which
means a ratio of 1:2.5 in
favour of the latter. Suf-
fice it to say that on the
Column and on the me-
topes of the Adamclisi
trophey the Dacian in-
fantrymen hold the bigger
share in the Dacian army.

Burebista and Deceba-
lus were obviously great
reformers of the Getae-
Dacian  military  body.
Accounts by ancient his-
torians, archeological dis-
coveries and the scenes
on the Column and on the
Adamclisi trophey entitle
us to say that. Beginning
with the middle of the 1st
century B.C. and particu-
larly in the second half of
the 1st century A.D., un-
der the impact of confron-
tations with the neighbou-
ring populations, of close
contacts with the Helle-

nistic world and with the

Roman Empire, the Ge-
tae-Dacian army turned
into a strong and up-to-

date army, similar as or-
ganizational type. and
equipment — obviously

retaining its specific cha-
racter and originality —
to the strongest army of
the ancient world — the
Roman army. The reforms
introduced by Burebista
and Decebalus, found in
later accounts, seem to
have concerned primarily
the equipment of the army
and the military facilities.
Thus the two basic arms
which had existed in ear-
lier times are preserved.
A restructuring of the
Dacian army seems to
have taken place in the
second half of the 1st cen-
tury A.D. according to
military units, each hav-
ing as combat banner the
draco or wexillum. Al-
ready in the 60’ies of the
1st century. Jordanes
speaks of duces in the
Dacian army %, major mi-
litary commanders un-
doubtedly of aristocratic
extraction (tarabostes or
pilleati) who led in battle
several units or groups of
units. Similar sources
allow for a differentiation
to he noticed between
combatants with shield
and spear and those equ-
ipped with light armament
(bows, pikes, slings). The
cavalry retained its par-
ticular importance for
carrying out manceuvres or
for fast tactical actions.
As seen on the Column
special units were orga-
nized of bowmen of hor-
seback a traditional com-
bat form with the Getae-
Dacians in eastern Dacia.

As both Burebista and
Decebalus conceived and
carried out conquest and
destruction of strongholds,
castra or fortified points
of various enemies, this

indicates the existence of



siege troops and techni-
ques. Worth mentioning
also is the fact that Da-
cia’s strong defensive sys-
tem in the 1st century
B.C. and the 1st century
A.D., made up of strong-
holds, fortified settlements,
successive barrages in pas-
ses? implied the existence
of a corps of specialists
and technicians in mili-
tary architecture, some
coming from the Hellen-
istic or Roman world to
the court of the Dacian
kings and adequately
paid.

Criton, Trajan’s physi-
cian during the Dacian
wars, supplies informat-
ion about Decebalus ap-
pointing prefects to lead
the strongholds, one of
the measures to improve
the traditional Getae-Da-
cian body. Those praefecti
must at the same time
have been the comman-
ders of the military units
stationed in the strongh-
olds and which participat-
ed in defence, together
with the entire population
of the respective zones.

Special mention must be
made of the fact that the
tough confruntations with
the Roman empire fully
confirmed the truth ac-
cording to which without
the entire people taking
part in battle any attempt
at winning a war is do-
omed to fail from the
very beginning. That is
why in case of aggression
against Dacia’s own terri-
tory, as in 87, 88, 101—102
and 105—106 the whole
population in the enemy
advance zone was involved
in the defence effort,
which included harass-
ment, surprise = attacks,
destruction of goods in
certain zones, the use of
the ground for resistence
actions, evacuation of non-
combatants in previously
established places — tra-
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ditional combat methods
handed dowa from one
generation to another like
a live flame to the Roma-
nian people.

Equipment. Perhaps
more than in any other
field, armament and equi-
pment allowed for origi-
nality and traditionalism
on the one hand and re-
ceptivity for outside in-
fluences on the other hand
to blend the most, with
the fusion taking place it
all levels. In earlier times
(the 8th-4th centuries B.C.)
portable weapons Were
predominant ; short, strai-
ght swords with  heart-
shaped guard and hilt
with jutting-out antennae
(akinakes) as well as
bows and arrows with
arrowheads of the “foot”
type. In the following cen-
turies (3rd B.C. 1st A.D.)
the “national” weapon of
the Getae-Dacians became
the curve combat knife,
with the edge on the in-
side, called in Latin sicca,
a peculiar and widely
spread weapon in the Car-
pathian-Danubian  space.
The efficiency of the
weapon imposed . and
maintained it along the
centuries. In combat, along
with the sicca, also the
falx was used, a bigger
sword with long stem and
curved edge, often repre-
sented, just as the former,
on the Column and in ar-
cheological digging. As re-
gards  arrowheads, the
“foot-type disappears
from the Getae-Dacian
world, being replaced by
three-edge bronze arrow-
heads, arrowheads made
of ftriangular iron plate
with a concave basis and
classical arrowheads, with
two wings and a whole
for being connected to
the stem, extensively used
for a long time.

In the whole Getae-Da-
cian area, however, the
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most spread pieces of ar-
mament were the spears,
a basic weapon with the
Getae-Dacians, of various
shapes and types, but
unitarily spread in the
Dacian space.

The equipment worn by
the Getae-Dacians, as it
appears from archeologic-
al digging or other dis-
coveries, was made up of
Attic-type bronze helmet
(Gostavatu, county OIlt),
big, oval shield, with
umbo in the middle for
reinforcement, small, oval
shield (parma) or half-
moon shield (pelté). The
mail coat or the -cuirass,
as attested by the disco-
veries at Cugir and Po-
pesti were indeed used
by the Getae-Dacians alt-
hough no such pieces of
equipment appear on the
Column. Besides the ccm-
bat equipment proper se-
veral parade pieces were
discovered in the Getae-
Dacian area (in treasures
or individually) consisting
of gold or gilt silver hel-
mets — a token of dig-
nity and richness — such
as those of Cotofenesti,
county Prahova, Agighiol,
county Tulcea, Peretu,
county Teleorman, and
others. Widely spread
were harness pieces, indi-
cative of the importance
of cavalry with the Getae-
Dacians.

Already in Burebista's
time, if not earlier, as an
undeniable sign of the
modern character of their
armament, the Dacians
adopted and wused war
machines (ballista, manu-
ballista, siege towers,
rams) by means of which
they laid siege to Roman
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THE FORTIFICATION SYSTEM
OF THE GETAE-DACIANS

A settled nation of far-
.mers but also of crafts-
men, with milleniums-old
roots in the Carpathian-
Danubian-Pontic space,
the Getae-Dacians had
always shown particular
care fo rebuilding fortifi-
cations which should
enable them to wage de-
fence battles with better
chances of success against
all those who, in the
course of history, tried to
encroach upon their terri-
tory, coveting the assets
they had accumulated
through peaceful work.

With the beginning of
the Iron Age, the move-
ments of some populations
in neighbouring areasand
their military pressure
against the territory inha-
bited by the Getae-Da-
cians — Wwhose distinct
ethnic traits had just star-
ted to take shape — was
conducive to more efforts
for building fortifications
as strong as possible. A
number of characteristics
of the defence systems
used in various geo-
graphic zones of Dacia
had already emerged in-
dicating the existence of
some strong political mi-

litary formations. In jud-
ging the fortifications of
the Iron Age, until not
long ago the specialists
considered as most cha-
racteristic and most im-
portant the major earthen
strongholds in the west
and east of this territory,
occupying areas of scores
of hectares and surroun-
ded by moats and walls
of impressive size. To this
category belong the pre-
cincts of Sintana, country
Arad, Cornesti, county Ti-
mis, Ciceu-Corabia, coun-
ty Bistrita-Nasaud !, Stin-
cesti, county Botosani?,
Mosna, county Iasi?® Bei-
daud and Bestepe, county
Tulcea4, etc. Recent re-
search has shown that
although did not have the
spectacular character of
the above fortifications,
the military architecture
in the southern zone was
particularly advanced for
that time in Europe and
its specific was to linger
in the area for nearly one
millenium. Thus at Gra-
distea, county Vilcea and
most probably at Porta-
resti, county Dolj, small,
round fortresses, small in
size (about 1 ha.) were

The ruins of the Dacian stronghold from Costesti

erected already in about
1000 B.C. surrounded by
a wall over 5 m. thick;
the wall consisted of two
double wall faces made of
stone slabs and big bloks
of baked clay, sometimes
as big a 2—2.2 m, and
between them filling of
pressed clay and also a
complex structure of logs
which connected the sto-
ne faces, going upwards
for another 3—5 m.?% In-
teresting to underline is
that this technique of
building walls of stone,
earth and wood had been
considered a Celtic in-
vention, and consequently
it is called in literature
“murus gallicus” (Celtic
wall), but the fortresses
at Gradistea and Porta-
resti are several centu-
ries older than the Celtic
ones, and this justifies us
to call this construction
system “murus Thracicus”-
Thracian wall. Towards
the middle of the 1st mil-
lenium B.C. in the same
geographical area there
were a number of forti-
fications which appeared
as a result of the evolu-
tion of the above type
and of new southern in-
fluences ¢.

Space does not allow
for an analysis of various
technical and tactical cha-
racteristics of fortifications
in wvarious zones of Da-
cia during the millenium
prior to the building of
the “classical” Dacian ci-
vilization and of the form
of state organization. We
shall only recall that be-
sides the exceptional tech-
nical achievements men-



tioned above we must
mention the fortress on
“Catalina” hill at Cotnari,
county Iasi?. As for the
strategic concept under-
lying the erection of for-
tifications, we believe that
special mention must be
made of the defensive
system built by the Getae
political formation in nor-
thern Dobrogea in the
9th—6th centuries B.C. —
a chain of fortification
spaced out at 8 km. from
each other on the bank of
the Danube and on the
lake shores so as to be
successful in barring the
road of possible raids of
the ftribes of warlike
heardsmen in the steppes
north of the Black Seas?.
An identical case is that
of the fortification at Voi-
vodeni, county Mures
where the defence line
that closed the top of a
hill was provided with
4 triangular “bastions”
with 2 smaller ones jut-
ting out, in between a
fact which allowed for
extremely effective cross-
{ire.

Beginning with the 2nd
century B.C. and espe-
cially in the following
century archeological e-
vidence proves a conside-
rable multiplication of
fortifications, especially in
the intra-Carpathian zone.
The defence of the Dacian
space was secured by a
series of different types
of defensive works. Thus
the “acropolises” of the

great “davae” — main
economic centres, also ful-
filling important political
and religious functions —
were reinforced, their prin-
cipal defensive element
being huge defence moats,
about 60 m wide and as
deep as 30 m, completed
with walls and pallisades
of less important size. The
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choice of this type of de-
fence must be sought in
the relatively low areas
of the acropolises which
did not allow for big
walls to be erected (be-
cause it would have sen-
sibly diminished the area
of the settlement), in the
high density of the built-
in area and in the build-
ings being made of wood ;
as the maximum flight of
an incendiary arrow was
about 60 m, the width of
the moat, added to the
height of the wall and of
the palisade practically
sheltered the settlement
from being set on fire by
incendiary arrows during
a conflict. Such huge
moats have been disco-
vered at Pecica, county
Arad® in the west, at
Popesti, county Giurgiu in
the south and at Poiana,
county Galati, Brad and
Réacatau county Bacau on
the Siret 19.

The major centres were
indeed fortified but also
numerous settlements of
lesser importance were
protected by means of
moats, walls and palisa-
des, such as those at A-
ghires, county Cluj, Ber-
nedea, county Mures, Bu-
charest-Radu-Voda, Cu-
cuis, county Hunedoara,
Cladova, county . Arad,
Susturogi, county Bihor,
etc. Sometimes the forti-
fications of settlements of
intermediate importance
were fairly strong, con-
sisting, besides the moat,
of a real wall made of
wood and earth, such as
that at Arpasul de Sus,
county Sibiu!l, of a wall
made of wood, earth and

stone, such as that at
Stenca-Liubcovei, county
Caras-Severin !> or even

of a stone wall, such as
that at Sighisoara 13,
Characteristic fortificat-
ions of that time, howe-
ver, are the fortresses lo-
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Part of the precincts wall
of the Dacian stronghold
from Blidaru

cated on mountain peaks,
which had made histo-
rian Florus to say that
“the Dacians cling to their
mountains”. Most of them
were technically of the
old, local Hallstatt tradi-
tion ; their walls were
made up of slabs of lo-
cal stone linked by means
of clay and very often
they did not surround the
entire precinct, but just
barred the easiest access
for an attack. Sometimes,
however, the walls did
not only go round the en-
tire hill, but there were
several successive walls,
allowing for the defence
to continue even after the
enemy had got over the
first wall. Obviously wood
was a building material
extensively used for this
category of fortifications,
too. Geographically such
fortresses are widely
spread, being denser, how-
ever, in the intra-Car-
pathian area, such as
those at Banita, county
Hunedoara (the first con-
struction phase), Bogart,
county * Covasna, Casin,
county Harghita, Cimpuri-
Surdus. county Hunedoara.
Deva-Cozia Hill, = Ghin-
dari, county Mures, Jigo-
din and Leliceni, county
Harghita, Marca, county
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Map showing the fortification on Dacia’s territory (Ist

century B.C.—Ist century A.D.)

Sdlaj, Mihaileni and Ra-
cos, county Harghita, Sa-
ratel, county Bistrita-Na-
saud, Tilisca, county Si-
biu t(he first construction
phase) and others 14,
Chronologically those for-
tresses were used until
the Daco-Roman wars in
101—102 and 105—106.
At a number of fortres-
ses (Piatra Neamt-Bitca
Doamnei, Cetateni, county
Dimbovita, Polovragi,
county Gorj) an “improve-
ment” of the traditional
technique is seen, un-
doubtedly under the in-
fluence of the advanced
construction methods used
at the system of fortifi-
cations around Sarmizege-
tusa. Thus the stone blocks
are partially cut to size,
the wall is seen to have
had inside and outside fa-
ces and quadrilateral to-
wers existed inside the
precinct ; the slopes were
laid out through the crea-
tion of terraces (some-
times those were entirely
made of material brought
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from elsewhere) broken by
slopes calculated so as to
confer good stability and
at the same time to be
obstacles difficult to over-
come. The system of ter-
races was used also at
fortresses of the first ca-
tegory, although they are
specific to the third ca-
tegory 15.

The most advanced for-
tifications were built to
defend Dacia's capital, at
Sarmizegetusa Regia. Con-
ceived by the Dacian kings
as s unitary defence sys-
tem which was enlarged
and improved for one and
a half centuries, the for-
tifications in the south-
west of Transylvania —
and especially those in the
Orastie Mountains — con-
stitute a unique pheno-
menon in Europe, outside
the borders of the Roman
state.

The wals of those for-
tifications, 2—3 m wide,
were made of two faces of
periectly cut lime slabs
between which there was
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chip-
pings and. earth, the so-

a filing of stone
called “emplecton”. For
the inside pressure of the
“emplecton” not to dis-
lodge the wall faces, the
blocks on opposed . faces
were linked by means of
logs whose ends, cut in
the form of a swallow’s
tail were fitted in morti-
ses of the same shape cut
in stone. In some cases
the walls were entirely
made of wood; more of-
ten than not, however,
the stone wall rose only
as high as about 2 m, and
from there upwards the
wall was made wither of
sun-baked bricks or of
wood and earth. The pre-
cincts of the fortresses
are most diverse in shape :
regular as in the case of
the fortresses as Costesti-
Blidaru and Luncani-Pia-
tra Rosie, irregular as at
Gradistea Muncelului, re-
latively oval, covering the
entire top of the hill, as
at Capilna, county Alba,
and sometimes as in the
case of Costesti-Cetatuie,
county Hunedoara, the
fortification defended only
the most vulnerable part.
The mest complex and the
most complete fortresses
are those at Blidaru and
Piatra Rosie, each of them
having undergone a num-
ber of restorations and
additions in the course of
time, so that in the last
phase they appeared as
having towers at every
corner of their precincts.
Besides the corner-towers
there were also dwelling-
towers inside and combat
towers located in strategic
points outside the for-
tress, so that the complex
of fortifications showed
remarkable strength and
efficiency.

As shown by recent at-
tempts at architectural re-
constitution at Blidaru 1
the precinct of the first
fortress was not provided



with patrolling path and
parapet because the wall
was too narrow (2 m) the
defence being performed
exclusively through  the
cross-fire of the defenders
in the towers. The second
precinct, to the west, was
more exposed to attacks
initially built in the same
and therefore, although
system as the first, it was
re-made so as to have pa-
trolling path and battie-
ments, and even roofed
combat platform for the
war machines that “co-
vered” the access road and
the terrace where the
drinking water cistern was
located.

The  fortification sys-
tem which defended Sar-
mizegetusa Regia was ma-
de up of over 10 fortres-
ses (some of them for-
mer fortitied tribal cen-
tres later included in the
Dacian state and re-infor-
ced by means of superior
techniques) and of over 30
independent towers, as
well as a number of
moats and walls which
barred the main accesses
(some of them former for-
tified tribal centres later
includde in the Dacian
state and re-inforced by
means of superior tech-
niques) and of over 30
independent towers, . as
well as a number of
moats and walls which
barred the main access
roads towards the zone,
such as those at Cioclo-
.vina-Ponorici and the
Transylvanian Iron Gates.
The farthest limits of this
system are: to the north
the stronghold at Piatra
Craivei, county Alba, to
the south that a Banita,
county Hunedoara, to the
west that at Deva — the
Fortress Hill and to the
east the fortress at Brea-

During the Daco-Roman
.wars, although the for-
tresses in the outer chain
za, county Brasov.
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enjoyed  better  natural
conditions of defence than
those on the Gradiste ri-
ver, in ail probability they
were not able to resist the
Roman attack for long,
because they had just been
included in the defensive
system, some with fortifi-
cation work still unfi-
nished and without a net-
work of outpost - towers
around, which should al-
low them to hold a
“front” and to keep in
touch with the bulk of
the army. They were most
probably surrounded, iso-
lated and deprived of sup-
plies, especially water. In
return the second defence
line allowed the Dacian
army to perform manoeu-
vres along interior lines
and so made protracted
resistence possible : the
Roman army was held
before the fortifications at
Costesti from the autumn
of 101 to the summer of
102 and it seems that it
was only the attack of the
Moor cavalry across the
mountains that made De-
cebalus accept peace. Mo-
reover, as the bulk of the
invading army was held
in this fortified zone, De-
cebalus was able to carry
out a major strategic ma-
noeuvre on the lower
course of the Danube in
the winter of 101—102, ai-
med at cutting the links
of the Roman troops in
Dacia with the empire
and at destroying them.
The considerable con-
struction effort made by
the Dacian state in lay-
ing out the territory for
defence turned out to be
extremely efficient; on
that basis the army was
able to conduct long and
fierce battles for defend-
ing the country's freedom
and independence. It was
only defeated because of

the superiority in num-
bers, equipment and or-
ganization of an ' empire

r14—15,

' constitution of the
- fortresses see
. mescu, Introducere in arhitec-
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reached the

which had
climax of its power un-
der one of the best gene-
rals it ever had, emperor
Trajan.
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GETO- DﬂCIﬂNS

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
"RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRAGIANS

The anniversary of 2500
years from the Persians’
expedition led by Darius
to the Lower Danube in
514 B.C. turns again our
attention on the main

source referring to those
events, i.e. Histories by
Herodotus.

We are fully aware of
the importance of the fact
that the oldest informa-
tions about Dacia's inha-
bitans two millennia and
a half ago were gathered
and transmitted by = the
»Father - of History* him-
self. It is true that as
early as the 8th century

REREADING WERDD

r Dr. VIRGIL CANDEA

He-

B.C., beginning with
siod, ancient writers as

Arctinos, Simonide from
Keos, Hecateu, Eschil,
Pindar, Sofocle, Hellani-
cos and Pherekide from
Athena! had knowledge
about the country stret-
ched north of the Danube
and its inhabitans, about
the Thracians, Getae, Scy-
-thans, Therizae, Crobizae
‘and other peoples, ‘about
“the people of Hyperbo-
reans, servers of Apollo’™?
from whose lands the Da-
nube springs, the left
coast of the Black Sea,
the White Island (of the
Snakes) and about Zal-
moxes’ teachings. But--no-
body offered more infor-
mations about the Getae,
than he did, in the con-
text of the populations
living on the left Pontus,
first of all the Scythians,
as a part of the large kin
of the Thracians, howevér
different from the latter

34

Professo

fory”? And if not,

_ments only.

because they had a coun-
try of their own, their
own beliefs, customs and
peculiar traits.

The main definition on
the Getae that Herodotus
left, namely “the most va-
liant and righteous of all
the Thracians”® we Kknow
now by heart and quote
it with justified pride sin-
ce it  establishes excep-
tionale traits for our fore-
fathers. As for informa-
tions about Zalmoxis and
the Geto-Dacians’'  faith
one should mention here

that historians, research-
ing various myths and' re-
ligions, have given it a
particular heed *. The same
attention was paid to the
relation established by an-
cient writers between the
Hyperboreans and the Ge-
tae ; thus, their history is
rooted in the very mytho-
logy 5. But, knowing all
passages from Herodotus
referring to the Getae, the
older or newer exegesses
and comments upon these
news, does it really mean
we have exhausted the in-
estimahle source offered
us by the ,Father of His-
then
a question arises: How
must Herodotus be re-
read ?

Not only for sparing
their efforts, but as a me-
thodological criterion also,
our contemporaries . have
got, accustomed to read
the classic texts in frag-
How many
could make a boast of

|
|
|
|
|
|

having read Illiada wholly
or a treatise by Aristote-
les, or From the founda= -
tion of Rome by Titus Li-
vius or Histories by Taci-
tus, The Divine Comedy
or Faust, even  if ' they
know their content broad-
ly speaking or are able to
quote some. remarkable
excerpts from these
works? So do many: histo-
rians with Herodotus, too :
considering only special

subjects dealt with, the
attention is paid only to
e St L

i1

e St

01

Heroddtus

those fragments referring
to a people, a zone, a con-
flict without the .specialist
ventures to read all’ nine
books of the “Histories”.
It is an overlooking of a
forest becausé of an exces-
sive attention heeded to
some trees. Proceeding in
this way we shall nbvér
know better the tl‘ees of



concern because they are
not placed in their real
environment and their va-
lue cannot be judged in
comparison with the
neighbouring trees.
Herodotus was acknow-
ledged “the attention and
scruples of an author de-
serving of reading histo-
ry % He was said to ha-
ve_judged his contempora-
ries severely : “he brought
out in bold relief their
brilliant deeds but without
emphasis and their mis-
takes without bitterness” 7.
His long travels, the vast
territories covered, the va-
rious peoples known ei-
ther directly or from the
others’ accounts made him
_judge objectively, had rat-
her conduced him to jud-
gements on existence than
on value. He kept both

from blaming and idealiz-.

ing also. He had a keen
critical mind able to de-

fend him from legends
and miraculous world
that a greedy curiosity

could have attracted to-
wards. “One .could find
in his works traces from
the sophists ; but personal
opinions are expressed not
frequently and he prefers
to let the reader judge by
himself” 8. Herodotus was
a keen observer having
been at he same time a
thinker of the human phe-
nomena. His work emits
a philosophy of history
and it is of no avail to
pretend him in his ac-
counts, an equal tone ex-
pressing indifference. To
really understand how he
considered the Getae, how
he judged them or how he
appreciated them When
-wrote about their faithin

immortality® one must
read the Histories on
their whole. Only then

the reader will be able
to see among that sea
of tribes,

kins‘ and

GETO-DACIANS

all for the excesses

populations of, the An-
cient World, with the
most strange, sometimes

“barbarian” customs and
ways of life judged by a
representative of the Hel-
lenistic civilization {(one
of the most remarkable,
at that time, in the Medi-
terranean Basin), the clear
image of a people well
defined through its brave-
ry, justice and cult to im-
mortality, guided by a
disciple of Pitagoras. And
if Herodotus was reserved
and cautious vis-a-vis Zal-
moxis and his under-
ground abode (“I do not
reject what he was said
about, neither do I belie-
ve those accounts too
much; but it seems to me
that he lived many years
before. | Pitagora”)!® he
has no doubts as for the

"Getae's qualities. His ac-

counts disagree, in the sa-
me Book IV, with the pic-
ture of the bloody Scythi-
ans  who were sacrificing
to Ares, were boasting of
the number of their ene-
mies’ scalps tied to hor-
ses’ rein or were dranking
from the vanquished’s
skulls. The Getae are not
said to have sold their
children to the foreigners
“as the other Thracians
were  doing” !,  neither

- that they would let their

daughters to couple with
anybody. And if the harsh-
ness of the Scythians did
not impede Herodotus con-
sider them the single wise
people “on this side of
Pontus” where. do live
“the most backward peo-
ples from all countries” 12,
so much the = more he
appreciated the Getae who
were not to be blamed at
and
cruelty of those warlike
neighbours. .

Such considerations in-
vite to a complete reading
of the “Histories” in or-

‘der to see the whole com-

THE BRAVEST AND THE MOST
RIGHTEOUS AMONG ALL THRAGIANS

sha-
wherefrom the ol-
dest picture of this coun-

plex of lights and

dows
try's inhabitants has de-
tached.

The expedition led by
Darius in Europe, that
confrontation between two
continents and two big ci-
vilizations of the Ancient
World that two millennia
and a half separates us,
will focus, this year, the
attention of the Romanian
specialists because, in the
context of those memora-
ble events the light of his-
toriography war, for the
first time, strongly thrown
upon the Getae. Making
efforts to better under-
stand our forefathers we
must not forget our obli-
gation to read Herodotus’
Histories completely. And
with this end in view to
read the complete transla-
tions of his work, an ef-
fort that the Romanian
culture made as far back
as three centuries ago
through that translation
found by Nicolae Iorga at
Cazula, recently re-edited
by Liviu Onu®® in a criti-
cal edition.

1. See the texts of these
authors referring to Dacia
and Getae in Izvoare privind
istoria Romdniei, I, Bucha-
rest, 1964, pp. 2—23.

2. Pindar, Olimpicele, III,
17 ; Scolii la Olimpice, 1II,
25 a (Izvoare, pp. 13, 15).

3. Istorii, IV, 93 (Izvoare,

p. 49).
4. Rich literature on this
subject is mentioned by Mir-
cea Eliade in chapter Zal-
moxis in his book De la Zal-
moxis la Gingis-han. Studii
comparative despre religiile
si folclorul Daciei si Europei
Orientale, translated by Maria
and Cezar Ivanescu, Bucha-
rest, 1980, pp. 28—86.

5. The attempt so much
controversial (although not
appreciated enough) made by
Nicolae Densusianu Dacia
preistoricd, Bucharest, 1913
was followed by a resume of
his book published at Paris
in 1936—1937 by a Romanian
author under the pseudonym

(continued at 76 page)
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* THE ARMIES
*O0F MAJOR
* EMPIRES

with which the getae-dacians were confrunted

During their great but eventful history
the Getae-Dacians had to fight heroically
up to the supreme sacrifice to defend their
being and their ancestral land against nu-
merous aggressions. The ethnic identity, the
state independence and integrity of the
Getae-Dacians were put in serious jeopardy
especially by the major empires of the
time : the Persian empire, which, during
Darius I's reign (521—486 B.C.), when the
Getae-Dacians’ staunch resistence to his ex-
peditionary corps in 5i4 won them the first
mention in the written history, comprised
the territories of Iran, Mesopotamia, Punjab,
Syria, Asia Minor and Egypt; the Macedo-
nian empire, which, under Alexandre the
Great (335—323 B.C.) stretched from the
Adriatic Sea to the Indian Ocean and from
the Danube and the Caucasus to the north
east of Africa, with tendencies to extend
its rule also in the Dacian Carpathian-Da-
nubian-Pontic area; the Roman empire
which had reached the climax of its ex-
pansion (an area of about 3.3 million sq. km.
and 54 million people) under Trajan (98—
117 A.D.), the emperor who faced Deceba-
lus’ military genius and the death-despising
valour of our autochtonous ancestors, the
Dacians, in two terrible wars. !

Considering that the wvirtutes of the Ge-
tae-Dacian people are strongly evident also
from the military might of the empires
they were faced with for six centuries, in
the following we shall make brief presenta-
tions of the Persian, Macedonian and Ro-
man armies.

The Persian Army. The Persian empire,
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the result of successive brutal conquests,
was a medley of tribes and peoples which
had little to do with each other and were
fundamentaly different in development le-
vel, form of economic activity, language and
culture. During the reigns of kings CyrusII
the Great and Cambyses II (that is between
559 and 522 B.C.) The Persians exerted mi-
litary domination over the countries sub-
jected by them. Darius I, who after san-
guinary intestine fighting restored the unity
of the Persian Achaemenid state, introduced
all over the vest territory of the empire a
stable administrative system, pursuing pri-
marily to strengthen central authority, a
goal he attained with support from the
army. ®

The empire was devided in 20 provinces,
called satrapies, headed each by a satrap,
a king of governor general, assisted and
watched by a secretary, who kept in direct
touch with the sovereign. The satrap com-
manded unlimited rights over the popu-
lation in the respective governorship and
held wide administrative, and in the border
provinces such as Egypt and Asia Minor, also
military attributions. The military garrisons
in the major cities, however, were headed
by special military commanders who were
not answerable before the satraps. The ge-
nerals in wvarious satrapies were subordi-
nated to the five main commanders, who
had under them the armed forces in se-
veral satrapies, made up a nucleus of
Persians and local troops whose command-
ing officers were likewise Persian.?

Whenever a wide-scope expedition was



started, such as that organized and con-
ducted against Greece by Darius and then
by Xerxes, the number of troops was con-
siderably increased — to hundreds of thou-
sands — by taking on mercenaries and by
massive recruitments of contingents from
among the subjected veovles, which retai-
ned their customs, traditional weapons and
fighting methods. This impaired the cohesion
of the units, the commanding activities, the
organization and holding of military ac-
tions. *

The basic arms in the Persian army were
the heavy and light infantry and the ca-
valry ; it also had chariots and elephants.
An important “arm” of the empire’s army
was the fleet, which accompanied the land
army all the time during the major cam-
paigns. The naval forces were supplied by
the Phoenicians and by the Greek towns
in Asia Minor.

Darius I created a royal guard made up
of 10,000 fighters caled “the immortals”, se-
lected from among the best warriors of the
Persian fighter people (Kara); that effec-
tive was maintained constant permanently
irrespective of the casualties.

As for weapons, from archeological disco-
veries, representations on bass-reliefs and
descriptions of Greek historians, it can be
said that the Persian fighter war equipped
with a long sword without a hilt guard, or,
according to other representations, a short,
akinakes-type sword, with a richly orna-
mented sheath, bow and arrows (of various
types) spear; archeological finds and re-

Persian archers

presentations also show battleaxes (with
broad or narrow edge). Shields were used
for individual protection, although accord-
ing to Herodotus it seems that shields were
not very usual with ordinary fighters, and
also mail coats, made of inter-connected
metal plates and helmets.

The most spread weapons with the Per-
sians, however, were the spear and the
bow, mentioned in most cases with Persian
warriors. When Darius I had a bowman re-
presented on the gold coin of the empire,
circulated al over the eastern Mediterra-
nean he demonstrated that the low was the
top favourite battle weapon with the Per-
sians.

The combat tactics of the Persians was
based on amount and number, the attacks
being performed through huge squares.> In
most cases the fight was opened by char-
riots, provided with scythes at the axles, in
numerous cases playing the role of shock
forces, together with the elephants, and then
the cavalry carried out actions to hit the
flanks, while the infantry accomplished the
victory. :

The Persian army had an extensive lo-
gistic service, with storehouses and roads
which enabled fast supply and troop move-
ment, and with a well-manned corps of
good engineers and pontoneers; the latter
had a major role in building the bridge
of boats accross the Hellespont in 515 . or
514 B.C. — the first man-made bridge to
connect the two continents, Asia and
Burope and in securing the Persian army’s
crossing the Danube near Isaccea at about
the same time.

Seen as a whole the Persian military or-
ganism apears extremely heterogeneous,
slow, and devoid of flexibility and this lent
the Persian army basic shortcomings. That
is the reason why, with all their overwhelm-
ing superiority in numbers the Persians.
were not able to win after 50 years of wag-
ing war against the Greeks. When Phidip-
pides ran 150 miles to tell Athens about
the Marathon victory, only to die after-
wards, he heralded not only the safe-guard-
ing of freedom and independence for the
Greecks of the time but also the checking
of the assault of Oriental despotism towards
Europe.

The Macedonian Army. Macedonia, as a
distinct state in the north of Greece had
a gradual but sure affirmation among the
powers in oriental Mediterranean beginning
with the second half of the 5th century
B.C., when it was involved in the Pelopon-
nesian war on the side of Sparta. In the
mid 4th century B.C. Macedonia acquired
the status of big Mediterranean power, due




to the strong personality of King Philip II
(359—336 B.C.) and to his reforms in the
political-military field. ’

After the disaster he inflicted upon the
forces of Athens and Thebes at Charronea,
Philip II applied a number of reforms, be-
ginning with the replacement of the Greek
polis with the territorial state. In this. con-
text he granted particular attention to
strengthening the army into an instrument
of force capable to serve the expansionist
goals of the Macedonian policy.®

He divided the country into circumscript-
ions which had to supply effectives to the
army, every Macedonian being compelled
to serve under arms. The military body was
made up of infantry to which the petty
owners. and the poorer strata were con-
scripted : heavy infantry (phalanx, made up
of pezetairoi), intermediate infantry (hypa-
spitai), and light infantry (psilitai) and of
cavalry : heavy cavalry, representing the
king's personal guard and levied from the
aristocracy (hetairoi) and light infantry
(prodromoi), and in addition there were spe-
cial troops for sieging and assaulting fort-
resses.

As one who had got trained at the higher
military school of the time, that in Thebes,
Philip IT adopted the tactical system of the
phalanx. Because the Macedonian foot sol-
diers were inferior in combat to the Greek
ones, the phalanx, as organized by the king
of Macedonia, was more compact, exclusi-
vely conceived as an impregnable shock
mass, the individual action of the soldier,
such as for instance hand-to-hand combat,
having a secondary, even minor role.

The main weapon was the sarissa, a
specifically Macedonian spear, between 5.5
to 7 metres long (as compared to only 2
metres with the Greeks) varying with the
row in the phalanx of the soldier carrying
it. The {first row of fighters had shorter
spears and the spears became longer and
longer with every additional row, so that
the soldiers at the back of the phalanx
supported their spears on the shoulders of
those in front. By this method the format-
ion was really studded with spears in
front, acquiring a particularly high shock
force. In return the movement and front
changes of the phalanx were slow, while
its extremely vulnerable flanks had to be
protected by soldiers provided with light
weapons and by cavalry.?

Besides the sarisa, the fighters were also
equipped with a short sword, shield, ar-
mour, helmet, shank plate. )

Alexander the Great inherited such an
army and brought to it some improvements,

especially in the functional and tactical
fields. Thus, during the campaigns the pha-
lanx was meant to retain most of the ene-
my forces, while the cavalry played the role
of main offensive weapon, used not ‘only
against the enemy cavalry but also against
the enemy infantry. Alexander paid parti-
cular attention to the technical services —
mobile towers, rams, heavy and light cata-
pults, etc.,, and to the supply, administrat-
vices, to the system of vrelaying infor-
ion, medical assistance map making, ser-
mation and orders by couriers and optical
signals, etc. 8

Securing good command and organization
of the army and of its actions, always in-
novative in strategy and tactics — one of
the novelties that must be stressed is that
after victory he pursued the enemy army
and destroyed it — Alexander, who had
700 casualties in his campaigns?® extended
his rule over numerous countries and peo-
ples and, after having dismantled the Ahe-
menid empire in the battles at Issos (333
B.C.) and Gaugamela (331 B.C.) he created
the second world empire. This short-lived
empire disintegrated after Alexander Ma-
cedon’s death, giving rise to the Hellenistic
world and civilization.

The Roman Army. Rome’s expansion from
a city-state with an area of 2,000 sq. km.
at the end of the 5th century B.C. to an
empire whose border length amounted to
9,000 km. at the beginning of the second
century A.D., which through -consistency
and durability represented a unique pheno-
menon in history, is primarily owed to its

Roman soldiers




military imight. Either in war or in peace-
time, -either for conquests or for defence,
the basic; factor of Roman power had al-
ways ‘been the miltary. 1°

In the following we shall mainly present

the Roman army as it was restructured
during the reign of Octavianus, who intro-
duced a government form called Principate
or Empire.
" While during the Republic the Roman
state had a temporary, citizens’ army un-
der the authority of the Senate, in the
Empire, although the former principle was
not abolished, actually a profesisonal mi-
litary force emerged, with a permanent
character, whose supreme command was
exercised by the emperor (imperator).

The troops of every imperial province
made up a separate army (exercitus pro-
vinciae) under the command of the gover-
nor (legatus Augusti pro praetore), who, as
a delegate of the emperor, enjoyed the
concurrent capacities of high civil magistrate
and of general on the territory under his
authority. Most important of all Were the
armies on the Rhine, the Danube and 1n
the Orient.

Enlistment was done, as a rule, on a vo-
luntary basis or by conscription from among
all young men between 18 and 22 years
of age in all social classes of free men. For
the duration of the military service the
soldiers received a gratification — stipen-
dium — 750 denarii per year) and when
they became veterans they enjoyed a dis-
charge premium either in money, as a kind
of pension paid just once (3,000 denarii)
or in kind, as smal plotts of land '

As earlier, the army was made up of two
main elements : the legions, in which the
military service lasted for 10 years and the
auxiliary formations, for which the service
lasted 25 years and practically even longer.

The legion (legio, “assembly”) with ef-
fectives between 5,000 and 6,000 combatants
(most of them infantrymen — pedites —
and a few hundreds cavalrymen — equites)
recruited from among the Roman citizens,
represented the basic tactical unit in the
Roman army, appearing superior to the
Greek and Macedonian phalanx through
structure, mobility, flexibility, maneouvra-
bility, speed, efficiency in action — quali-
ties which made its lasting fame. Quoting
Vegetius’ admiring affirmation that “un-
doubtedly a god inspired (to the Romans)
the legion”, marshal Maurice of Saxa ap-
preciated that it was such a formidable
corps that it was able to undertake the
greatest deeds* 12 i R

The subdivisions of a legion were the
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cohorts (cohortes), ten in number, of which
the first was made up of 1,000 men (mil-
liaria) and. the others of 500" each (quinge-
nariae). Each cohort had three maniples
(manipula) and every maniple two centuries
(centuriae).

The tactical formation of the legion, ‘spe-
cifically Roman and established already
during the initial phase of the Republic,
consisted in a three line disposition, eche-
loned in depth — ‘the youngest soldiers
(hastati) in the front line, those of medium
age (principes) in the second and the oldest
(triarit) in the last line. The flanks of the
front were always supported by cavalry
formations (turmae) made up of 30 horse-
men each, distributed at the two extremi-
ties as “wing” (alae) in wvariable numbers,
according to necessity, with more cavalry-
men at the wing more indicated for of-
fensive maneouvres or more menaced by
the superiority of enemy cavalry. In move-
ment every individual legion or an army
made up of infantry and cavalry subunits.
organized a vanguard and a rear guard,

The auxiliary troops (auxiliares), recrui-
ter from provinces with long-standing war-
like traditions, which had long been in-
cluded in the Roman state structures, were
made up of cohorts of infantry and alae
of cavalry, some made up of 1,000 and
most of 500 military each. The effectives of
the auxiliary cavalry were much bigger than
those of the legions. Besides the regular
auxiliary troops, the Roman army got sup-
port also from a numerus (“number of
people” of unspecified amount) of allies,
supplied by the provinces of by the client
countries outside the empire, which took
part in battle with their own organization
and with their own arms (Syrians, Palmy-
rans, Moors, Germans, etc.), but under the
command of Roman officers,

For himself, as the supreme army -chief,
Augustus set up a praetorian guard, made
up of nine cohorts (cohortes praetoriae),
each with 1,000 infantrymen and of a ca-
valry group. All praetorians were re-
cruited from among the Roman citizens in
Ttaly and served under arms only 16 years.

These cohorts accompanied the emperor
during the campaigns and took part in
battles. Besides the praetorians, the em-

peror also had a private guard made up of
foreign horse- and foot-solidiers of doubt-
less confidence.

Moreover, Augustus set up three cohortes
urbanae, with police role and seven co-
liortes wvigilum, each with 1,000 men, as
night guard and fire-fighting squads.

Octavianus Augustus paid much attention
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to the military fleets in Italy, -which had a
major naval unit for the Mediterranean,
based at Missenum (classi Missenatium) and
another for the Adriatic, at Ravenna (clas-
sis Ravennatium) and also to the smaller
units, operating in the waters of the coast
provinces and along the major rivers, the
Danube included.

The military command and hierarchy 13
retained what was essential in the republi-
can traditions, with the specific character
determined by the existence of imperial
autority. The supreme commander of the
army was, as shown before, the emperor,
before whom the military took an oath. He
appointed the generals who acted as his
delegates (legati) and the other officers. The
second highest military office after the im-
perator was the general commander of the
praetorian guard (praefectus praetorio). The
legion had as unique chief a legatus Au-
gusti legionis of senatorial dignity and un-
der him were six higher officers whose so-
cial extraction was indicated by the width
of the purple stripe bordering their tunic
ing from the senatorial class and tribuni
— tribuni laticlavi (with wide stripe), com-
angusticlavi (with narrow stripe) belonging
to the equestrian order. After them fol-
lowed praefectus castrorum (the prefect of
the camps), as a rule promoted from among
the low-rank officers for personal merits,
professional experience and expertise. A
fleet was commanded by a praefectus clas-
sts, of equestrian dignity.

The lower officers were the commanders
of the centuries of foot-soldiers (centurio-
nes) and the commanders of the cavalry
turmae (decuriones) promoted from among
the rank and file depending on seniority
or by choice. As they made up the greatest
number of army staff, they were decisively
instrumental in the training and behaviour
oi the soldiers in battle. That is why it is
considered that although the former dist-
ance between the higher and lower officers
was not abolished during the empire, it was
sensibly narrowed 4.

The pety officers — principales — [ul-
filled most varied functions, according to
their name : beneficiarii, speculatores, co-
mentariensis, questionarii, a.c.

The cavalry units of the auxiliary troops
were commanded by a praefectus alae and
the infantry units by a praefectus cohortis ;
the cohortes milliariae, however, were hea-
ded by a tribunus cohortis.

The armament, equipment and food for
the soldiers were secured by the state.
The main offensive weapons of the soldiers
in the legions were the two-edge, short,
wide sword (gladius) the spears (a shorter
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one — pilum and a longer one — hasta);
for defence they had a big rectangular
shield convex on the outside like a cylinder
segment (scutum) made of wood and co-
vered with leather and metal fittings, a
metal helmet (galea) und a cuirass for the
chest called lorica : lorica segmentata, made
of wide straps of thick leather which al-
lowed for free movement of the body, lo-
rica squamata made of scales or lorica ha-
mis conserta made of mail. The auxiliary
troops wore a lorica made of one piece of
leather, an iron or leather helmet, an oval
or hexagonal shield (clipeus) and used as
offensive weapons the gladius and hasta.
The horse soldiers, wearing similar cuiras-
ses and helmets, fought with a smaler, round
shield (parma) with a sword or dagger and
with a long spear (lancea, contus). Besides
the individual armaments the army made
externsive use of war machines, tormenta,
based on the force produced by the elasti-
city of turisted cords, which, when eased.
threw arrows and other projectiles at great
distance (catapultae, ballistae). Those Were
wheel-mounted and drawn by mules. High
platforms made of logs (aggeres), wheel-
mountedtowers, rams (arietes) and other
devices for pulling down walls and forcing
gates open were used for sieging stron-
gholds.

The famous discipline of the Roman sol-
dier was maintained by both very severe
punishments and attractive incentives.

The Roman military rules were based on
the principle that the soldier must have
something to do all the time, primarily in
point of military training — drills of arma-
ment handling, riding, fencing, maneouvres
and marches several times in a month, a.o.
The legion introduced the march in step
during which the soldier had to carry his
entire armament, equipment and food in
stages of 24 km. a day and even 30—40 km.
in case of need. Besides military drills and
real battle the soldiers were used to buiid
fortifications, strategic roads and for other
works — from swamp draining to erecting
public buildings. This continuous activity
made them strong and resistent to the pri-
vations of the service and made them
nimble in battle.

It is with such an army, only with an
effective increased to 30 legions, with a new
personal guard — equites singulares 5 —
from among the auxiliaries, to replace the
seditious praetorian guard and with an in-
creased offensive spirit, turned into a po-
werful instrument of his expansionist policy
that Trajan put into application his plan



THE CARPATHO-DANUBIAN-PONTIG AREA

The Main Background of the ethnical-cultural
unity of the Romanian people

Romania’s territory —
George Vilsan noted — is
like an “alternation of
mountains, hills, plateaus
and fields, helping each
other like a symphony
made upof more parts but
yielding a whole full of
harmony” 1.

That unity of construc-
tion of the Carpatho-Da-
nubian-Pontic area condu-
ced to a remarkable eth-
nical unity on its entire
stretch. The Carpathians’
mountainous arch did not
represent a separating
barrier in the Romanian
people-inhabited lands at
all, but through its redu-
ced altitude (only 8,3 per
cent of the total mountai-

nous regions passing be-
yond 1500 m in point of

altitude), through the great
deal of deppressions, both
intra — and sub-Carpa-
thian, nice places of an-
cient habitation, well pro-
tected and easily to be
defended, through the
great number of passes
and gorges traversing it in
all directions that created
a large network of roads
it made easier the human
intracirculation on the
entire Romanian territory.
“This arch of the moun-
tains with the sub-Carpa-
thians and neighbouring
hilly and timbered regions
represented a veritable
natural fortress of millen-
nary cohesion and resis-
tance of our people”? By
mid-17th  century Paul

from Alep, visiting Walla-

chia, reproduced his dis-
cussion with Preda Brin-
coveanu, the big vornic
(chamberlain and supre-
me judge) of the country,
“a passionate lover of his-
tory” and attributed to
him  these remarkable
words about the Carpa-
thians’ importance for the
Romanian resistance
struggle. “We — the Ro-
manian high official —
would have been said —
have no castles in our
country. Instead of cast-
les and fortresses we
have  these mountains
and (these) woods that
cannot be seized by
any foes. Had the case
been differently, had we
had any castles on our
lands, the Turks would
have driven us out [rom
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them”. Of course, — Paul
from Alep wrote convin-
ced by the accounts of his
collocutor — this is the
reason far which the Turks
never had enough power
to conquest the Romanian
Country (Wallachia) or to
remain on its territory,
and unguestionably the
vornic was right in what
he said” 3.

The Romanian geogra-
phical millieu early offe-
red his inhabitants at
least three common pe-
culiar traits : - complemen-
tary existence of riches in
various regions ; the prac-
tice - of some handicrafts
linking the people to the
respective region, but also
the emergence of various
handicrafts ; the possibili-
ty and necessity of a per-
manent concentric circu-
lation both from outer
regions towards Transyl-
vania and the Carpathians
and inversely as well.
These common features
orientated the entire eco-
lar political and social in-
nomic and social activity
to unitary forms, to simi-
stitutions, with a perma-
nent tendency of unifica-
tion on the entire Carpa-
tho-Danubian-Pontic area.

All Romanian history
has brought out in bold
relief the unifying role
played by the Carpatho-
Danubian-Pontic space
through its basic structu-
re and characteristics. The
early emergence of the
Geto-Dacian people or nio-
re precisely its outlining
as a distinct people from
the numerous masses of
the Thracians took place
on this territory which fa-
voured a more rapid social
and economic develop-
ment with centripetal ten-
dency on the Carpathians.
It was here too, that the
centralized and indepen-
dent Geto-Dacian state
led by Burebista was set
up and flourished the Ge-
to-Dacian civilization in
the days of Decebalus ;
Dacia — a state-fortress

— had its capital just in
the Carpathian mountains
and they would offer

them, like the Danube and
the Black Sea also, fa-
vourable conditions for the
defence against her sirong
foes.

The Romanian people’s
history has been develop-
ing in one and the same
habitation area. In tihe
time of migratory popu-
lations’ invasions, the re-
sistance centre was in the
Carpathians in particular ;
these mountains represen-
ted at those hard times a
veritable complex of na-

tural fortresses. The in-
vaders — steppe popu-
lations — could not but
withdraw in face of the

strong barrier of the Car-
pathians and when some
groups succeeded, howe-
ver, in penetrating inside
the Carpathian arch they
were either destroyed or
assimilated.

The formation of the
Romanian knezates and
voivodeships took  place
in hidrographic basins and
depressions but with their
back always leaning on
the Carpathians and in
some cases the Romanian
State formations stretched
on both sides of the Car-
pathians as a supreme ar-
gument that these moun-
tains could not separate
the brothers. Each Roma-
nian state formation ma-
nifested tendenciens to
unification into ever lar-

“The Dacians”

ger State entities what
would conduce to the
making up of the Roma-
nian mediaeval countries :
Transylvania, Moldavia and
Muntenia * that” also leant
against the mountains. In
fact, it would be difficult
to conceive, without the
Carpathians, that ada-
mant resistance of the Ro-
manian people, crowned
by so many brilliant vic-
tories in face of numerous
aggressions of the strong
neighbouring expansio-
nist states and empires.
The mountains, alongside
woods and forests — as
the historical sources at-
tested to — often shelte-
red the people from neigh-
bouring regions whenever
their life and goods had
been threatened by fo-
reign invaders.

If the times' vicissitudes
impeded the making and
lasting of a single Roma-
nian state in the Middle
Ages, the unification ten-
dencies of the Romanian
countries permaneitly
manifested embracing va-
rious forms of different in-
tensity from an epoch to
another dependig on histo-
rical circumstances. Their
solid ground was lying in
their common origin, clo-
se economic, political, cul-
tural and religions ties,
the same lays and the
impressive linguistic uni-

(painting by Liviu Suhar)



ty. It was on this solid

ground that there unfolded

the unifying efforts of
Iancu of Hunedoara, Ste-
phen the Great, Ioan Voi-
vode the Brave and of ma-
ny other political persona-
lities and army comman-
ders. The tendencies to the
achievement of a Roma-
nian political unity would
be brilliantly confirmed
by the great deed of Mi-
chael the Brave in 1599—
1600. Through the wide-
scope actions he carried
out as well as through the
political-diplomatic  rela-
tions he established on the
European scale Michael
the Brave uplifted to a hi-
gher level both the desti-
nies and horizon of the
Romanian history*. The
Union of 1600, although
of short standing, carried
in it the ancient secrets
of the Romanian people's
life turning along the ti-
me into a veritable torch
to the light of which all
the generations-to come
of the struggle for union
would direct their steps

The idea of Romanian
unity., community and con-
tinuity became in the field
of cultural-spiritual preoc-
cupations, too, the main
idea that w»out its stamp
on the activity unfolded
by the Romanian huma-
nists in the 18th century :
Grigore Ureche, Miron
Costin, Constantin Canta-
cuzino and the erudite
prince Dimitrie Cantemir ®.

Remarkable  contribu-
tions to the development
of the Romanian langua-
ge, the spirit of Romanian
unity and solidarity were
also other writings of
that epoch. For instance,
about - “Cazania” (Collec-
tion of homiliaries) or “Ro-
manian Book of + Tea-
chings” by Varlaam, Nico-
lae Torga said that due
to its function and wide-
spread was.a “work - of

national unity, a unity
achieved in the peoples’ -
souis” 6,

In the second half of
the 18th century and the
beginning of the 19th, the
leaders of the Transylva-
nian School would inter-
weave the enlightenment's
spirit with the irradiation
force of national conscien-
ce.

The great historical
events in the first half of
the 19th century, the re-
volutions in 1821 and
1848, would focus mainly
on the unity of all Roma-
nians, as their primary, as
a national target. Anima-
ted by the desire to re-
move the Phanariot rulers,
the revolution led by Tu-
dor Vladimirescu contri-
buted to the consolidation
of the Romanian Princi-
palities’ autonomy and
called through its leaders’
very words to the union
of -the Muntenians’ might
with the Moldavians' sin-
ce “we are of the same
origin, we have the same
customs ‘and live under
the same rule, so as “being
with one voice and thought
with Moldavia to be able
to win the rights of three
Principalities helping each
other” 7,

The Union did polaryze
the efforts of all active
forces of the population,
became the dear cause of
all enlightened: minds of
the country and was em-
braced with passion and
admirable self-denial by
the broad masses. In the
context of a large-scope
movement closely linked
with all threads of preced-
ing unity tradition, wmo-
dern Romania became a
reality through the great
act of January 24, 1839
with Muntenia under the

_sceptre of Alexandru loan

Cuza and through the am-
ple programme of reforms
which united Moldavia

. that characterized the

“epoch of Union".

" The Great Union, a cen-
turies-old aspiration of
the Romanian people was
achieved in, the contexf of
final developments of the

First World War, of the
social and national unrests
unfolded in Central and
East Europe at thai time.
Accomplished on the prin-
ciple of the peoples’ right
to self-determination and
their integration into na-
tional states, the comple-
tion of State unity in 1918
within the borders of the
entire Romanian nation
was the result of its
struggle crowned by its
own historical evolution
under conditions and on
development ways specific
to the Romanian people.

Keen connoisseur of ihe
Romanian geography and
history, Emmanuelle Mar-
tonne, the great French
geographer considered that
through the achievemens
of the Romanians’ natio-
nal unity, the political
geography had to consider
Romania “as one of the
most wonderful and solid
new formations in the new
Europe” 8. “From the view-
point of mnational history,
historical, past and futu-
re — he wrote — the Car-
pathians represent a wvital
element for Romania...
This Romania having the
Carpathians like an axis,
like a backbone, is, from
geographical viewpoint, a
we2ll equilibrated state,the
gravitation centre of
which is just there where
there are the very springs
of the mnational life” .
The Romanians' political
unity was considered by
Emm. de Martonne like a
brilliant revenge of geo-
graphy against history, a
revenge of natural envi-
ronment against the un-
justice and arbitrariness
of  historical evolution
which had kept the Ro-

manians in different sta-
tes. Romania — Emm. de
Martonne wrote — ap-
pears before us not as a
state born from the diplo-
mats’ mere fancy, not as
a state fabricated on the
strength  of an  abstract
principle, but, in a way,

(continued at 76 page)
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SUME SEQUENCES
FROM THE ROMANIAN PEOPLE'S
STRUGGLE
FOR INDEPENDENGE AND UNITY

in the Middle Ages (the14 th-18 th centuries)

Part and parcel of the Romanian ideal
for sociai justice, liberty and national unity,
“the union of the Romanians into a singie
state, an independent state in point of both
the domestic and foreign afftairs” gave a
stimulus, as Cezar Bolliac, the 1848 revolu-
tionary said, to the “national feelings all
over Romania ever since history began to
tell us something about Dacia”!. The con-
science of a common origin, grounded on
identity of language, traditions and customs,
the identity and at the same time the eco-
nomic complementarity of the communities
situated on both sides of the Carpathians,
the imperious need to defend themseives

against a common foe first, the migratory

“Posada Victory” — 1330 (painting by Vin-

tila Facaianu)

tribes moving down from the Baltic regions
or from Asia’s inmost depths, then the Hun-
garian and Polish kingdoms, the Golden
Horde, the Ottoman, Habsburg and Tsarist
empires — made the Romanians early un-
derstand the “it is within their union that
the power lies”.

“When  the North wanted to go
towards the South, when the West wan-
ted to reach the East — Nicolae Iorga con-
cluded — they met here”? what explains
why “history finds the Romanian here, abo-
ve all /../ as a soldier”® The permaunent
menace which, after the withdrawal of the
Roman legions southwards, began to hang
over the territory north of the Danube com-
pelled the Romanians to adopt specific
forms of political and military organization
like confederations (unions) of village com-
munities (“the popular Romanias”), kneza-
tes or voivodeships (“duchies”) which had
in Romanian the generic name of “Lands"”
and in the then foreign writings the “vlahii”,
“valahii” “terra blachorum™ etc.,, as parts
of the single Romanian “Country”-i.e. “Ro-
mania” (Balac, Blokiimannaland or accord-
ing to subsequently introduced name in Bor-
giano’s World Map (Borgiano's Mapamond
— “Magna Valachia” — i.e. “the Grea Ro-

‘mania”). After Aurelianus’ withdrawal,
the migratory tribes were faced with
the strong resistance of — as Mar-
mertinus mentioned, quoted by Nicolae
Jorga — a peasant host (army), the

cavalry of the common peasants (ignari agri-
colae) . The same peasants who, Dbeside
their working tool also used as a weapon,
“did not have other weapons but bows and
arrows”, withstood, by the end of the 9th
century — the beginning of the 10th cen-
tury — under the command of “dukes” (voi-
vodes) like “Gelu the Romanian, “Salanus’,
Glad, Menumorut the aggression of
the migratory tribes which the history
would record after the conquest of
the “land” inhabited by Slovaks and Roma-




nians, as the land of Ung or Ungvar, under
the name of “Hungarians’’ In the Ilong-
standing fights waged by the Romanian for-
ces againt the Hungarians and Ilater on,
against the mediaeval kingdom of Hungary,
there was set up, in the 11th century, the
Romanian Country of Transylvania (“Valahia
Transiuana"). The resistance struggle star-
ted under the sword of voivode Giulea in
1002—1003 against the annexionist policy
carried on by the kings in Buda would pro-
long to the early 14th century under voivo-
des as Roland Bors (1282 1284, 1283—1293
and Vladislav (Ladislau) Kan (1294—1315).
The latter, through the peace treaty of Sze-
gedin (April 8, 1310) recognized the suze-
rainty of king Charles I Robert de Anjou
(1308—1342), to whom he handed back Hun-
gary’s crown captured in 1305. That treaty
sanctioned the status of Transylvania as
distinet ethnical and political entity, sepa-
rated from the Hungarian kingdom, with
its own administrative — territorial and mi-
litary organization, linked to the Hungarian
king by virtue of the feudal vassal relations,
through the oath sworn by the voivode to
the crown, as Flandra was bounded to Spain
or Aquitannia to England. It was a reality
which famous Magyar historians trying to
explain its causes synthetically resumed as
follows: Transylvania and Hungary mnever
confounded one another and they always
formed two distinct countries” because “the
Transylvanian compass needle” “fixed to-
wards the Orient because of the population
/ Romanian — a.n. |/ belonging in its great
majority to the Oriental church |/ Orthodox
— amn. /, while Hungary was orientated to-
wards the West ever since the time of its
first king” .

In the same epoch of the consolidation
of Transylvania's unified voivodeship, writ-
ten sources mention referring to the Ro-
manian resistance put up to the big Mon-
gol-Tatar invasion (1241) the invaders' fights
with the “peoples of wvalahi” (ulaghi) east
and south of the Carpathians, as well as the
fights with the armies of the “white Roma-
nians” (ulakut) from the “land of Asan”.
Indeed, the Tatars were put up resistance
by both the voivodeships of Moldavia aand
Muntenia headed by dukes like “Mishelav”
(called Seneslau in the Diplome granted in
1247 by king Bela 1V of Hungary to the
knights of the Ioanit order) and the whole
.armed forces of the Asans’ empire (imperiul
asanestilor) 7.

Founded in the wake of the anti-byzanthi-
ne uprising in 1185—1186 by the Balkan
Romanians led by voivodes Petru and Asan
with the help of the Cumans and Bulga-
.rians north of the Balkan Peninsula, that
“empire” of the Romanians and Bulgarians
.was the second feudal state which, in the
12th — 13th century mirrored the Romanian
will of liberty and union® A century later,
a new independent Romanian state emer-

Among the great batiles fought by Stephen
the Great, the ruler of the Romanian pro-
vince Moldavia, for the ancient home’s de-
fence is the one fought at Baia (1476) against

the strong army led by Matei Corvin

ged on Europe's map — the Romanian
Country of Muntenia (“Wallachia”). The
event took place in the context of the fights
waged for repelling the Buda kings' preten-
tions to suzerainty. The process of formation
and consolidation of the big Muntenian voi-
vodeship is telling by linked to the defeat
of the aggressive forces headed by king
Charles I Robert de Anjou at Posada in
1330,° which defeat was inflicted by the
“great army” of the voivode Bassarab I
(1310—1352). After that victory the process
of unification continued towards of mouths
of the rivers of Sireth and Pruth in the Da-
nube, through the outburst of a long war,
in 1343, against the Golden Horde, which
war would be ended by the Wallachian prin-
ces two decades later following the exten-
sion of their borders near Cetatea Alba.

In their political programme, the Walla-
chian princes — successors of the dynasty
founder, Bassarab I —, who called themsel-
ves voivodes “of all the Romanian Country”
wrote down as a main objective, the unifi-
cation of all the Romanian “Lands*. Gra-
dually, fighting against the expansionist
Hungarian tendencies, against the Golden
Horde as well, they united under their rule
the Romanian “Lands” of Severin, Amlas,
Fagaras and the entire south-east Moldavia,
a territory which, in their memory, the Ro-
manians north of the Danube had called
Bassarabia.

The year of the “foundation” of the Ro-
manian Country of Moldavia (“Wallachia
Minor”) is considered 1359 when, in the
wake of the victory recorded by the trocps
headed by Bogdan !°, the Hungarian suze-
rainty was removed, the victorious voivode
ascending the throne of Moldavia under the
name of Bogdan I (1359—1365).

In a similar context, also fighting on two
fronts, against the Tatars and the Byzan-
thines, there was completed the process of
unification of the Romanian territories bet-
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ween the Danube and the Black Sea. This
“Land of the Romanians’ as mentioned by
the Venetians!' by the mid-13th century,
called by the Persian historian and geogra-
‘pher in 1321, under the name of ,Alualah”
was unified by the rulers of the “Land oi
Carvuna” (Cavarna), the three brothers Ba=
lica, Teodor and Dobrotita . Remaining the¢
sole ruler over those territories, Dobrotita
(c. 1348—1386) was recognized by the By-
zantines as the despot of that region, sub-
sequently named, in his memory, Dobrogea
(The Dobrodja).

By the end of the 14th century, through
their firm struggle against foreign aggres-
sions, the Romanians created several cen-
tralized feudal states, the main mission of
which was to become, in the centuries-to
come ,the assertion of the full independence
and the accomplishment of the union, in
the hearth of old Dacia, of the united Ro-
manian state of all the Romanians -— i.e.
“Romania”. 1t was for her — Nicolae Bal-
cescu concluded after a profound analysis
of the -entire Romanian political and mili-
tary history over the 14—18th centuries —
that Mircea the Great and Stephen the Great
fought all their long life and incurred upon
them the awful onslaught of the Turks; it
was for her that Michael the Brave fell kil-
led in the field near Turda, it was for hei
that Serban Cantacuzino drank poison, it
was for her that Horea suffered a terrible
death being broken on the wheel” '%. Rely-
ing on the broad popular masses, on the
peasantry — the main force of the struggie
aaginst foreign domination, for winning and
defendig the independence” !* the great Ro-
manian voivodes strived to make true the
Romanian ideal of liberty and union, under

The brilliant feats of arms of the great
voievode Mihai Viteazul (Michael the Brave)
under whose flag the first political union
pf - the Romanian countries took place —
deeply impressed Europe’s peoples (In the
picture — reproduction after a work of ihe
epoch in which the battle of Goraslau in
1601 is described)

conditions when, after 1388 the Romanian
area became one the main targets for the
aggressive operations launched by the grea-
test ‘military powers of the 14th-17th centu-
ries, namely the Ottoman Empire. — The pea-
santry, on their whole, (both free peasants
and serfs) constituted, according to a do-
cument from the time of voivode Mircea the
Old (1386—1418), the  so-called tgreater
army” 15, T~ facelf ™ iofiikthe Ottoman
danger, Dobrodja and Muntenia uni-
ted together in 1388—1389 .Making commion
front against the aggression, the Romanian
Countries (Muntenia, Moldavia and Tran-
sylvania) fought, as a confederation, under
the sword of the Muntenian voivode Mircea
the Great (1386—1418) in 1394—1335 and
1400—1402, of the Transylvanian Prince
Tancu of Hunedoara between 1441—1456, vr
of the Moldavian Stephen the Great (1457—
1504) in 1475—1476). Dreaming of the full
liberty and union the Romanian peasant-
soldiers heroically fell in the great battles of
European reverberations waged at Rovine
(May 17, 1395), Nicopole )September 25, 1936),
Varna (November 10, 1444), Kossovopolje
(October 17—19, 1448), Codrii Crasnei (Crasna
Woods) (September 5—6, 1450), in lhe anti-
Ottoman campaigns led by Vlad the Impaler
(1461—1462) at Baia (December 14—135, 1467),
at Vaslui (January 10, 1475), Réazboieni-Va-
lea Alba (July 26, 1476) or Codrii Cosminu-
lui (October 26, 1497) *.

"In the defensive wars, facing the armies
of the Hungarian and Polish kingdoms; ‘the
Ottoman-Tatar forces especially, fighting
jointly, the Romanians from the three sister=-
countries : Muntenia, Moldavia and Tran-
sylvania strongly felt the necessity of achiev-
ing their State unification, their Union as
a’single guarantee for securing their inde-
pendence. In that period there chrystallized
the idea of remaking the unitary state
within the borders of ancient Dacia through
the unification of all the Romanian countries_
into the unitary political body that “was
Dacia in olden times”!®>. The Romanians’
struggle for union relying on the conscience
of their lineage unity was a reality that
the very foes had to take into account.
Tellingly, “even Silileyman (Soliman the
Magnificent — a.n.) feared that had he tried
to seize upon Transylvania, or Wallachia
(Muntenia — n.n.) or Moldavia, all these
countries would have coalesced and defend-
ed themselves jointly, a union easily to be
achivwwed due to the “identity of language” !".
Voivodes as Petru Rares (1527—1538, 1541—
1546), Despot Voda (1561—1563) or Alexan-
dru Ldpusneanu (1552—1561, 1564—1568)
fought for the remaking of the wunitary
state aiming at translationg into fact that
“Dacian idea” of turning the Romanian
Countries’ confederation, periodically achiev-
ed by the joint anti-Ottoman battlefront,
into a single State reality. That who accom-
plished for a short while (1539—1600) that
Romanijan desideratum through putting up



a strong resistance to the Ottoman, Tatar
forces, to the Hungarian and Polish nobil-
ity’s troops, of the Roman-German Empire,
too, was Michael the Brave, Prince of Mun-
tenia (1593—1601) who was “I, Voivode Mi-
chael, through the God’s will, Prince of all
the Romanian Country, of Transylvania, and
of all Moldavia” '8, But his work would be
brutally destroyed through the double armed
intervention, Polish-Habsburg, and the mur-
dering of the Union's Prince, at the height
of his soldierly glory, on August 9/19; .1601,
in the camp at Cimpia Turzii (Turda Field)
in Transylvania, a murdering ordered by the
imperial general Giorgio Basta. Through
such acts, the Habsburgs succeeded in re-
placing gradually, in some Romanian terri-
tories, “the Turkish wood yoke” with the
“Austrian iron one” : in Transylvania (1699),
Banat (1718), temporarily in Oltenia (1718—
1739), north Moldavia (Bukovina, 1775), pro-
vinces in which the Romanians were “un-
questionably the oldest and the most numer-
ous people”, as emperor Ioseph II (1765—
1790) stated, but they were “tortured and
overburdened with injustices”!?. Yet, the
foreign aggression could not make forgotten
that bright moment of the Union achieved
in 1599—1600. In the whole 17th century
the princes of the Romanian Countries foll-
owed the political programme of the unifier-
voivode, the climax having been reached
in 1658—1660 when Constantin Serban,
Gheorghe Stefan and Mihnea Radu III (nam-
ed in the memory of his valiant predecessor
as “Michael”) raised up the stindard of the
anti-Ottoman struggle for the achievement
of the full independence and union. Unfor-
getable did sound than, for the generations-
to come, the words full of patriotic meaning
uttered by Gheorghe Stefan, Prince of Mol-
davia : “Had better the dogs of our lands
eat us than flee to foreign lands” 2°. Under
circumstances of the aggravation of the
Ottoman and Habsburg domination in the
18th century the generations-to come took
over the stindard of the struggle waged for
the reconquest of the full independence and
union thus transforming the old ideal into
a political programme of the entire Roma-
nian nation. In Muntenia and Moldavia,
tens - of thousands of young people fought
as -volunteers against the Ottomans_ in the
wars of coalition initiated by Russia and
Austria, the voice of their representatives
having been heard at the Peace Congresses
when they asked their Union (Focsani, Bu-
charest, 1772—1773). In the provinces sub-

ject to the Habsburg Crown either the out-
lawry or uprisings, the miners’' strikes turn-
ed into frequent manifestations of the Ro-
manian social and national aspiratins: cli-
maxing -with the big popular uprising in
Transylvania in 1784 when Horea, the leader
of the Romanians’ armed 'struggle against
feudal and national oppression entered his

contemporaries’ conscience under the name
of “Horea — Rex Daciae”. He would find
his death on the scaffold crying : “I die for
my people”, but his aspirations and of the
thousands of peasants, handicraftsmen, mi-
ners who followed him transmitted further
to the successors of those who fell heroic-
ally, embodied into a few words that would
represent the mobilizing slogan of the Roma-
nian revolutions in the modern epoch :
“Justice and liberty. Liberty and Union”.

Senior Lieutenant MIRCEA DOGARU
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in the fulfilment of the Romanian ideals

of social justice,
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The multimillenary history of the Roma-
nian people comprises a number of land-
marks which highlight its ascending road
towards the completion of its aspirations of
social progress, national independence and
unity. Those landmarks are events of so-
cial, political, military history. In their un-

Michel the Brave’s triumphant entrance in
Alba Iulia” (reproduction after a fresco)

%

national independence and unity

folding the action of the masses was asso-
ciated with that of major personalities of
the time, thus pointing to the commitment
of the most advanced forces of the Roma-
nian society in the struggle for the setting
up of a unitary and independent national
state and for placing it on the foundations
of social justice. “The major movements of
social and national liberation, such as the
revolution of Horea, Closca and Crisan, Tudor
Vladimirescu’s revolution, the bourgeois-de-
mocratic revolution, the carrying out of the
Union in 1859, the 1877 independence war,
the peasant uprising in 1907 and other num-
berless social and national battles, President
Nicolae Ceausescu underlines, demonstrate
with the power of facts the dialectical unity
between the national and social struggles,
and the fact that concurrently with defend-
ing its ancentral land and its existence, our
people resolutely fought for social freedom
and justice, in order to be full master over
its destiny”. During the transition phase
from feudalism to capitalism such a land-
mark was the 1784 revolution headed by
Horea Closca and Crisan.

At that time, Transylvania, an ancient
Romanian land, had the status of a grand
principality within the Habsburg empire. Its
political structures, howaver, were determin-
ed by the alliance concluded in 1437 by the
Magyar nobility, the Saxon patriciate and
the Szeckler chiefs ; those political structures
were based on the elimination of the Ro-

.manians — the autochtonous and majority

population of Transylvania — from the poli-
tical life and their reduction to the status
of “tolerated”. The attempt made by Michael

-the Valiant, the first to unite the Romanians

(1600), to dislodge those structures during his
rule of Transylvania (1599—1601) did not



produce the results expected because of the
great prince’s assassination.

In the first half of the 18th century bishop
Inochentie Micu worked energetically for
obtaining equality of rights for the Roma-
nians in Transylvania with the other “na-

tions” (Magyars, Saxons, Szecklers). The
stubborn opposition of the Diet of Transyl-
vania — which comprised the priviledged
states of the principality — and the lack of

any support from the Court in Vienna cau-
sed Tnochentie Micu’s action to fail ; he has,
however the merit of having formed the
nucleus of the programme of the fight for
national emancipation of the Romanians in
Transylvania.

The rural world of Transylvania did not
stay away from the social-political struggle.
The close association between social and na-
tional claims was determined by the fact that
over three fourths of the serfs in Transyl-
vania were Romanians. “The social struggle
of the Romanian serfs”, academician D. Pro-
dan writes, “undoubtedly had also national
reasons. Their struggle for emancipation was
the popular basis of the struggle for eman-
cipation of the Romanian people itself”.
Preceded by peasant unrest and movements,
the popular revolution of 1784 formulated a
programme permeated by peasant radicalism,
which requested the liquidation of the feu-
dal regime and the distribution of nobiliary
estates among the peasants. Included in the
ultimatum presented on November 11 to the
nobility under siege in the town of Deva,
.that programme had an even more radical
outlook than the programmes of the revolu-
tions in the next century. As Al. Papiu Ila-
rian notes, “In 1784 .he (Horea) proclamed
arm in hand in a remote and barely known
small country of Eastern Europe the prin-
ciples which were to triumph in the most
enlightened and most civilized country of the
West and of the world five years later”,
a reference to the presence in the program-
me of Horea’s revolution of goals similar to
those of the French revolution, which broke
out in 1789.

The repression of the 1784 popular revo-
lution and Horea's and Crisan’s execution
did not stop the struggle for social and na-
tional emancipation of the Romanians in
Transylvania, which, during the reaction pe-
riod following Joseph II's death (1790) went
through an important moment — the claim-
ing action, based on the deepning and de-
velopment of Inochentie Micu's programime,
known as Supplex Libellus Valachorum
(1791).

Held while the national ideology — a su-
perstructural reflex of the formation of the
Romanian nation — was undergoing a full
process of crystallization, those struggles
and actions, irrespective of the province
where they took place, expressed aspirations
and wishes of the entire Romanian com-
munity. Already in 1784 Horea’s contempo-
raries saw in him a “rex Daciae”, that is a

“Principalities Union” (painting by Nicolae
Grigorescu — Union Museum from Iassy)

fighter for the restoration of the earlier Da-
co-Roman unity.

In the new conditions at the beginning of
the 19th century, the banner of the struggle
for national independence and social pro-
gress was taken over in Wallachia by Tudor
Vladimirescu, the leader of the 1821 revo-
lution. The two Danubian principalities
— Wallachia and Moldavia — were under
the domination of the Ottoman Porte, but
thanks to their staunch resistence they had
managed to impose the recognition of and
to maintain their status of autonomy. Faced
with the intensification of the struggle for
national liberation of the Romanians in the
two principalities at the beginning of the
18 th century, the Ottoman Porte tried to
secure control over them by setting up the
Phanariot regime (1711—1821) during which
political autonomy was limited and the eco-
nomic exploitation of Moldavia and Walla-
chia was intensified.

The more ruthless Ottoman
made all socio-political forces in the two
Romanian provinces perceive more keenly
the need for re-gaining independence. Pea-
sants, townspeople, boyars — each class
from the view point of its own interests —
understood that the removal of Ottoman
domination is the fundamental condition for
the progress of the Romanian society. Soli-
dary as to the national goal of the revolu-

domination
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tion — national independence — the socio-
political forces which took part in the re-
volution were divided as to their specific
economic and social targets : while the
boyars wanted to preserve and enlarge their
priviledges, the peasantry pursued to put an
end to the harsh bondage and fiscal exploi-
tation, while the burgeoning bourgeoisie
tried to cut its way towards political power.

In a spirit of wide collaboration with the
movements of national emancipation of the
peoples in the Balkan Peninsula subjected
by the Ottoman Porte, Tudor Vladimirescu
conducted negotiations with the leaders of
the Eteria with a view to coordinating the
anti-Ottoman actions, but Alexander Ypsi-
lanti and his circle not only failed to under-
stand the need for common action but tried
to take Tudor Vladimirescu's place, as soon
as the latter took over power in Bucharest,
. as well.

The main instrument of Tudor’s authority
was his army,,conceived as a military force
and also as ra political body, a function
revealed by the name given to it: “The
People’s Assembly”. Made up mostly of
peasants who had answered the call in the
Proclamation of Tismana-Pades, “The Peo-
~ple’s Assembly” was to secure the exertion
of revolutionary power by Tudor, once in-
dependence was won.

The hostility of the three great empires
— Ottoman, Czarist and Habsburg — to-
wards the revolution created unfavourable
foreign circumstances and ultimately allowed
the Ottomran Porte to repress the revolution
after Tudor Vladimirescu had been killed
by the Eterists. The main outcome of this
was the abolition of the phanariot regime
and the consequent speedier ripening of the
social-political forces involved in the revo-
lutionary renewal of the Romanian society.

The 1848 Romanian revolution, an inte-
grant part of the major revolutionary wave
which swept Europe that year, cast light
once more on the unitary character of the
development of the Romanian society, des-
pite state pluralism and the foreign rule
over some parts of the Romanian territory.
The similarity of revolutionary program-
mes in Moldova, Wallachia and Transylva-
nia, as well as the active work together of
the leaders of the Romanian revolution il-
lustrate the identity of goals and aspira-
tions of the Romanians all over the terri-
tory of old Dacia. To eliminate the ana-
chronistic structures inherited from the feu-
dal system, to modernize institutions and to
win national independence and unity were
the main goals of the revolution, whose
public wording, however, had to take into
account the political context generated by
the proximity of the three empires which
opposed the revolution. In Transylvania,
where the Romanians were subjected to

two-fold opression — social and national —
the feeling of national unity with their
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brethren across the Carpathians was vi-
gorously expressed by the thousands of pea-
sants who attended the Assembly at Blaj
(May 3—5, 1848) in the slogan they chanted:
“We want to join the Country”. The force
of the revolutionary trend was revealed,
among other things, by the setting up in
Bucharest of a new authority, born in the
revolution, by the provisional government
exerting power for three months, to be
followed by an ad-interim rule. It was only
the Ottoman Porte's brutal intervention,
upon the urge of Czarist Russia that put
an end to this phase of revolutionary power.
The short-sightedness of the Hungarian re-
volutionaries, including L. Kossuth — who
not only failed to understand the need to
acknowledge the national claims of the Ro-
manians but decided to incorporate Transyl-
vania into Hungary as well, divided the
forces of the revolution and created major
obstacles on the road of Romanian-Hunga-
rian revolutionary collaboration. The Hun-
garian government's attempt to enact its
decisions by force eventually brought about
fighting, in the course of which the region
of the Western Mountains became, under
Avram lancu's leadership, a real bastion
of Romanian freedom. The efforts made by
Nicolae Balcescu, the most remarkable re-
presentative of the 1848 revolutionary go-
vernment, to put an end to the fighling and
to bring together the forces of the Hunga-
rian and of the Romanian revolutions against
the Vienna Court were only partially suc-
cessfull. When Kossuth finally decided to
take the road of concilliation, his under-
taking appeared rather tardy: the Habs-
burg and Czarist armies crushed the Hun-

‘garian revolutionary army.

1849 seemed to mark the full triumph of
conservative and reactionary powers in
central-eastern and south-eastern Europe.
However, although defeated, the national
and revolutionary forces had not been de-
stroyed. On their side was a greater power
than any one of the three empires : the pro-
gress of history itself. Naturally the Roma-
nian nation had to find its adequate poli-
tical framework which could be no other
than the national state.

In the new political context created by the
conclusion of the Crimean War (1853—1856)
the status of Wallachia and Moldavia be-
came an international problem, because of
its European implications, to be discussed
at the Paris Congress (1856). Requested to
present its wishes, the population of the two
Romanian principalities clearly expressed
its will to be united in one single state,
Romania. The big powers did not meet that
claim, deciding to maintain the two princi-
palities as distinet political entities, with
just a few institutions in common. With
remarkable political shrewdness the leaders
of the struggle for union used the fact that



the text of the decisions taken by the Con-
ference of the big powers in Paris (1858)
did not expressly rule out the possibility of
one and the same person being elected to
the thrones of Iasi and Bucharest, in order
to elect colonel Alexandru Ioan Cuza as
prince of Moldavia (January 5, 1859) and of
Wallachia (January 24, 1859). The union be-
tween Moldavia and Wallachia laid the basis
for the modern Romanian state and secured
conditions for the Romanian society to de-
velop rapidly towards an independent and
unitary national state. During Alexandru
Ioan Cuza's reign (1859—1866) a number of
reforms was carried out, the most important
among them being the agrarian reform (1864)
which made a decisive contribution to the
consolidation and modernization of the Ro-
manian state.

The next step that the Romanian political
factors saw fit to undertake was to win full
state independence, that is to break off any
dependence links with the Ottoman empire.
The opportunity presented itself with the
new phase of the Oriental crisis between
1875—1878. The proclamation of independ-
ence on May 9, 1877 was followed by the
Romanian army’s participation in military

operations south of the Danube against the

Ottoman military forces, its help being re-
quested by the Russian High Command,
which was having difficulties at Pleven. In
particularly difficult circumstances — which
by the association of dense fire with engineer
works heralded the position war of 1915—
1918 — the Romanian army showed out-
standing courage and heroism at Pleven,
Rakhova, Smrdan and Vidin, which brought
it, along with the victory, the appreciation
and eulogies of foreign observers. The con-
clusion of peace brought back the ancient
Romanian land of Dobrogea within the bor-
ders of the Romanian state (1878).

The proclamation of independence was
perceived in the Romanian territories under
foreign rule as a sign of the forthcoming
accomplishment of national unity. The im-
plementation of that ideal was wanted by
all social classes and categories.

When the first world war broke out, Ro-
mania rose in arms to free its Transylvanian
brethren, then under the rule of the Aus-
trien-Hungarian monarchy. Romania's join-
ing the war did not pursue to occupy any
ioreign territories. In the huge clash be-
tween the two major blocs — The Entente
and the Central Powers — Romania was
inspired only by the wish for national unity.
Drawing upon it a coalition of German,
Austrian-Hungarian, Bulgarian and Turkish
forces, the Romanian army had to face an
enemy superior in effectives and military
equipment. Compelled to withdraw in Mol-
davia — after fierce battles heroically fought
by its soldiers — the Romanian army defend-
ed that part of the national territory where

the supreme state authorities had taken

s

[méges from the Great Assembly from Alba
[ulia — December 1, 1918 (photography of
the epoch)

refuge, with legendary valour in the battles
of Marasti, Marasesti and Oituz.

When the Czarist Empire and the Austrian-
Hungarian monarchy collapsed, the Roma-
nians then under the rule of these anachro-
nistic empires, real “prisons of the peoples”
got the possibility to express their will to
join their brethren in Romania freely and
in democratic forms. In assemblies held in
succession, climaxing with that at Alba Iu-
lia on December 1, 1918, the will was clear-
ly expressed that all Romanians should be
comprises within the borders of one and the
same state — the Romanian national unitary
state, which thus restored the ancient Dacian
unity.

The peace treaties of 1919—1920 gave in-
ternational recognition to the Great Union,
carried out through the struggle and sacrif-
ice of the Romanians. It thus accomplished
an aspiration that had animated generations
upon generations of fighters for national
independence and unity and completed an
objective historical need ; all this lent the
Romanian unitary national state a character
ot irreversible historical reality. Looking
back in time, 1600, 1784, 1821, 1848, 1859,
1877 and 1918 appear therefore as steps of
national development to which socialism
and especially the “Nicolae Ceausescu Era”
brought brilliant crowning, worthy of our
forerunners’ sacrifices.
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THE ANTIFASCIST
AND ANTI-IMPERIALIST
REVOLUTION
OF  SOCIAL AND NATIONAL
LIBERATION OF AUGUST
1944

a crucial moment

August 23, 1944. Romania saw the out-
break of the antifascist and anti-impe-
rialist revolution of social and national
liberation which was to have paramount

consequences for the overall historical
evolution of the Romanian people and for
the outcome of the second world war too.

A new government made up of the
four big antifascist parties in the country
— the Social-Democrat Party, the Com-
munist Party, the National Peasant Party
and the National Liberal Party — replac-
ed the old ministerial cabinet of marshal
Jon Antonescu, supported by the Third
Reich. The main documents containing
Romania’s new orientation in matters of
domestic and foreign policy were broad-
cast on the radio.

At home all dictatorial, antidemocratic
measures pertaining to the old regime
were removed, and real democracy was
proclaimed, with the political life envi-
saged to unfold upon constitutional bases.
A convincing proof of his new orienta-
tion was the fact that not only the parties
that had led an open activity in the years
of the world conflicts were allowed to

in the Romanian people’s history

take a stand in the political arena but
the Communist Party which had worked
underground since 1924 also became a
ruling party.

In point of international relations the
new government considered severed all
ties with Hitler Germany and the Euro-
pean states under its umbrella, and in
reply to the german trcops’s aggression
declared war on Germany, the IRRomanian
army waging battle on the Wehrmacht
forces on the national territoy. At the
same time, all state decision-makers em-
barked on a comeback to the traditional
foreign policy and the alliance with the
United Nations coalition. These acts of
foreign policy were achieved by virtue
of the Romanian state's imprescriptible
rights to sovereignty and national inde-
pendence, and in consensus with the na-
tion's will they materialized an option
free from any constraint of Romania’s
supreme political decision-makers.

All the changes undergone by the
domestic political regime and in the
sphere of Romania's international relat-
ions were unconditionally supported by
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the whole Romanian people, unanimous
action being a fundamental coordinate of
the revolution initiated most olutely.

Why did this rising in arms against the
foreign occupation, and the resclute as-
sumption by the Romanian nation of its
imprescriptible right to decide its own
lot alone constitute a rewvolution ?

An answer to this question should take
into acount several aspects of the histo-
rical situation in Romania in the summer
of 1944. In the conditions when the
country was led by a dictatorial regime
that had banned citizen rights and free-
doms, a political change likely to secure
a comeback of democracy was in itself
a revolution of social liberation. More-
over, this political change undergone on
August 23, 1944 was rounded off by an
element o extreme importance seen in
historical perspective. On August 23, 1944
the Romanian Communist Party whose
political programme provided, as early as
its foundation in 1921, the winning of
political power and the achievement of

a classess society free from oppression,
became a ruling party. Another worker
party, the Social-Democrat Party was a
cooparticipant in the makeup of the new
power installed on August 23, 1944. Thus,

the process of the Romanian society’s
revolutionary transformation gained a
safeguard of continuity, an important

lever in the struggle against conservatory
political powers of bourgeois orientation
as the working class had its political
forces represented in the government.
This capital aspect of the August 23, 1944
act — the participation of worker parties
in the exercise of state power — bestowed
a character of social liberation upon the
revolution.

Through the assertion of a new system
in foreign policy, through the open fight
against German military troops on the
national territory, through claims to have
the fascist Vienna Award of August 30,
1940 annulled and to see the territory
snatched by fascist powers reintegrated
to the homeland, the August 23, 1944 act

Facsimiles from Romanian documents concerning the events triggered off on August

23, 1944 : Poster printed by the

Romanian Communist Party, the Operational Di-

rective, press statements




also featured the traits of a national libe-
ration revolution. Firmly proclaiming the
state’s full independence and sovereignty,
the Romanian people's rising in arms on
August 23, 1944 pointed to a paramount
fact : the whole nation was opposing its
armed force to a big imperialist power —
Hitler Germany — whose troops had in-
vaded the national territory. The fact that
this decision was taken against fascist
imperialism — represented by the Third
Reich — accounted for the attribute “an-
tifascist” attached to the Romanian revo-
lution, evincing the organic rejection of
fascism by the nation.

This vigorous anti-imperialist orienta-
tion of the Romanian revolution was
made plain in the memorable declaration
of independence, dated August 23, 1944 :
“The Romanian people wants to be the
sole master of its destiny. Whoever should
oppose our freely adopted decision that
does not make a breach upon anybody’s
rights, is an enemy of our kin.”!

A basic aspect of the August 1944 Ro-
manian revolution was the military one.
The new government set up by the revo-
lution — mainly military — called the
entire national soldierly body to begin
the fight against Wehrmacht troops.

This order — also contained in the
proclamation broadcast by the head of
the state and supreme commander of the
army — was promptly accomplished by
the army. Thus, it performed a “front-

turning® which is unequally important
and complex in the history of the second
world war and even in the general
history of armed conflicts. “Turning the
arms” expresses the complex mission ful-

“Insurrection
Armed”
(picture by
Albin Stanescu)

filled then by the Romanian
immediately ceased battles against the
Soviets, waging a terrible war against
the German enemy in the southern wing
of the Eastern front, struck free of the
German battle disposition and, concomi-
tantly began to fight the Wehrmacht,
down to a single man, without fail.

On August 23, 1944 Romania’s effectives
numbered more than 1,171,000 military,

army ; it

Medical personnel on duty ! The wounded
is led away from the {front Ilines
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August 20). The Reich also disposed of
875,000 it for battle. The new enemy, the
Wehrmacht had on Romanian territory
over 626,000 military (part of them en-
gaged in the Iasi—Kishinev offensive of
important effectives (its own or its allies’)
in the neighbourhood of Romania which
could be used to repress the Romanian
revolution. Thus, there were {wo strategi-
cal groups in the Balkans (in Yugosla-
via, Greece and Bulgaria), — (22 German
divisions and 11 Bulgarian ones), in Hun-
gary and the occupied northern part of
Romania other divisions belonging to the
Wehrmacht and its ally, the Hungarian
army (21 big military units).

Despite this unbalanced ratio of forces,
the Romanian army with the support of
the entire people, went into battle fear-
lessly. Until August 31st, 1944 the Roma-
nian army performed an ample military

operation prepared by the strategical
directive issued by the High Command
on August 23, 1944. Follow the items of
this widescale military operation, unfold-
ing on 8 days:

— mopping up the enemy who had
organized about 800 points of resistance
inside Romania, the Romanian army hav-
ing to perform both classical military
operations (in Bucharest, Prahova Valley,
in the Turnu Severin area) and guerilla
operations.

— opening up a new European battle-
front against the Wehrmacht on the sepa-
ration line alignment between Romania
and Hungary imposed on Romania through
the August 30, 1940 Vienna Award, and

on the country's western, south-western
and southern frontiers; that new front
— about 1,400 km long — was to be de-
fended by the Romanian army alone until
the first decade of September 1944 when
the Soviet allied forces joined in ;

— retreat from Moldavia — partly
through battles — to the country’s inner
areas of the big units which until August
23 had been fighting on the Soviet-Ger-
man front, with a view to being chanell-
ed to the new anti-German front opened
beyong the Carpathians; the units that
could not withdraw, opened up hostilities
against the German troops in the retreat
areas, finally joining the advancing Soviet
troops (the Romanian “Bukovina” fron-
tier guards brigade in Northern Moldavia).

This huge operation — taking place on
about 200,00 sq km — required effectives
of the Romanian army amounting to

465,659 military. Following the victory
scored two thirds of the national terri-
tory (150,000 sq km) were liberated
through Romanian effort, over 60,000
enemy military were put out of combat
(among whom 14 generals), the German
command was deprived of the possibility
to organize in-depth resistance on favour-
able alignments (the Focsani-Nidmoloasa-
Galati-Danube-Carpathians fortified line)
and of natural sources indispensable for
continuining the war (the petroleum in
the Ploiesti area, in particular).

A sum total of the military-strategical
and logistic consequences of this wide-
scale military operation conceived and

performed by the Romanian military
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body with the help of the entire people
prompted the assertion that the Roma-
nian revolution of August 1944 shortened
the second world war by 200 days. This
assertion made at the end of the war by
allied commentators was historiographic-

ally proved through comparisons with
other allied military operations in the
final stage of WW2, and according to
testimonies by foremost participants in

the political-military event of 1939—2945.2

In other words, the Romanian revolu-
tion of August 1944 featured the unmis-
takable traits of a crossroad event in the
national history :

— it pushed the nation on the road of
accelerated political-social and economic

development, the act of August 23 being
the starting point of a rapid evolution
to socialism in Romania ;

— it marked the country's true winn-
ing of independence, the act of August 23
proving tellingly the whole nation’s re-
solve to unanimously oppose any domi-
nation, occupation or pressure (constraint)
by any big, imperialist power ;

— it unleashed a victorious war of na-
tional liberation and territorial reintegra-
tion (completed on October 25, 1944
through the reintegration of the northern
part of Transylvania to the homeland),
lasting to the final defeat of the Third
Reich on the territory of Hungary, Cze-
choslovakia and Austria).

Lying at the foundation of present-day
socialist Romania, an example for the
whole nation at moments of historical
crossroads, the act of August 23, 1944 is
symbolic of the Romanian people's over
2,500-year history. The reasons behind it
— the maintenance of independence and
sovereignty, territorial integrity, multi-
lateral social progress — are those behind
all the other grand historical accomplish-
ments strewing a long existence in which
it is a memorable landmark.

“The achievement of the August 23

historical act” — Romania’s President,
Nicolae Ceausescu underlined — “in the
favourable international conditions

brought about by the victories of the
Soviet and allied armies, by the struggle
of the peoples in Europe against German
fascism, ushered in a new era in the
Romanian people’s millenary history.” 3

1. Documente privind istoria militard a po-
porului romdan. 23—31 august 1944, part. I, Ed.
Militara, Bucharest, 1977, p. 6.

2. 1lie Ceausescu, Florin Constantiniu, Mi-
hail E. Ionescu, A Turning Point in World
War II — 23 August 1944 in Romania, East
European Monographs, Columbia University
Press, New York, 1985.

3. Nicolae Ceausescu, Romdania pe drumnul
construirii societdtfii socialiste multilateral dez-
voltate, vol. 24, Ed. Politica, Bucharest, 1984,
b o Pl
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The Getae-Dacian army

(continued from page 29)

strongholds and castra.
The bunkers of the Bli-
daru stronghold were
most probably laid out
for the use of such wea-
pons.

Logistics. The fortifica-
tions, besides their rolein
defence and in providing
shelter for the troops and
for the population, were
also craftsmen’s centres
which produced armament
and equipment for the
army. Iron exploitation in
Dacia, dcwn to the 2nd
century A.D. was mostly
done in open quarries.
Numerous kilns for re-
ducing ores, slug lupms
and residue of molten
metal, ironsmiths’ tools
speak for themselves
about the scope of acti-
vities which in case of
war served the needs of

service Wwith any army,
therefore also with the
Dacian army, Wwere the

means to transport the
troops over long distances,
which, when Dacia became
a strong state, had to
cope With more difficult
tasks in shifting troops
quicly over long distan-
ces. On the Column and
on the metopes of the
Adameclisi trophey there
are numerous representa-
tions of two — and four
— wheel carts belonging
to the Dacian army, Which
must have been used for
carrying subsistence or
troops.

Seen as whole, the Ge-
tae-Dacian army (exerci-
tus Dacorum — as the
sources mention it) fuily
reflects the high stage of

army under
Burebista and Decebalus
became a modern army
for that time, being prac-
tically the second biggest
army of ancient Europe
after the Roman one, as
regards both numbers and
tactics and training. It
can be surmised that Da-
cia’s army had absolutely
all combat means and me-
thods in its arsenal. En-
dowed with this solid mi-
litary rganization  the
Getae-Dacian people wag-
ed an incessant centuries-
old struggle for freedom,
unity and for safeguard-
ing its national entity, en-
riching the universal he-
ritage of martial arts.

tae-Dacian
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to conquer Dacia Which haunted him
already when he got the imperial purple 6.
It took Trajan six years to break the ener-
getic retort and heroism of a staunch and

proud people to deserve the title of Dacicus.
The self-sacrificing defence of Sarmizegetusa
has gone down in history as an example of
thirst for freedom, just as the tragic death
of king Decebalus, who preferred to kill
himself so as not to deccrate the triumphant
chariot of the Roman emperor remains an
immortal example of honour and dignity.
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Our historical evolution and develop-
ment here — as a people and nation —
are characterized by the multilateral and
permanent struggle to preserve the in-

dependent life, for unity, Iliberty and
independence. This is the reason why
the science of history, serving the truth
and approaching elements of a more or
less remote world from us, enlarges the
horizon of knowledge and consolidates
the beliefs regarding the road covered
between the times of that neolitic art
masterpiece, “The Thinker” of Hamadjia
and-for instance-Michael the Brave,
the wunifier of the three Romanian
provinces or the nowadays’ founders of
the greatest Romanian construction —
the Danube-Black Sea Canal, which
changes favourably the geography of the
ancient Romanian territory, called Dob-
rudja. In other words, today, more than
yesterday, multiplyng the sources of
past and present times, there also in-
creased undoubtedly the volume  and
quality of information and interpretations

_ referring to events through which the
. Romanian people acquired an exemplary

and complete historical experience, co-
vering “along the millennia, according
to the objective laws of the historical
evolution, the social systems known on
the universal plan”!, building up a ma-
terial and spiritual civilization and carry-
ing out fierce and numerous battles for
liberty and social justice, for defence of
national existence and autonomy, for
progress and civilisation.

The study of the historical realities and
of the values of the south-eastern Eu-
ropa generally and of the Carpathian-
Danubian-Pontic space particularly em-
phasizes one of the basic truths of history
in this part of the world, according to
which we have always been here. We
had not to look for and conquer our native
land, because we were born here, toiled and
struggled here. But we had always to
defend our land, stubbornly facing foes,
almost always overwhelming in point of
number and combat equipment. This
land has been crossed by invaders pur-
suing its seizing over floods of migratory
peoples and armies of the greatest po-

e — -
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wers of the last 2500 years. We have
remained, resisted, fought and built up.
So came in our language that deep, clear
and lapidary thinking: “Streams flow,
rocks remain”. But steadfastness required
“huge sacrifices and offerings”? And
not on'y once but so many times. “One
could say — the Romanian President,
Nicolae Ceausescu stresses — that there
is not a single inch of land not to have
been watered by the tears and the blood
of our fathers and ancestors. But, over-
coming huge hardships, mathcing the
supreme sacrifice when needed, our pre-
decessors made everything to defend
our people’s existence, liberty and dig-
nity, for the grandeur of our nation, for

its development on the way of progress .

and civilisation” 3.

Occupations
of a settled

pations

= .even todi
ins
moun-
s core in the
land cultiva-
arley, wheat, rye, oat,

pea € ding, cereal grinding,
lather le breeding, process-
ing of the' om the vast and rich

woods, bee B g, fishing and hunt-
ing, mining and metal processing to
make tools, weapons ornament items
ete. of iron, gold, silver, tin, cooper etc.,

weaving of textile fibres, twigs an
animal hair, pottery etc. — all are, above
all occupations characteristic t S
way of life. Arts have also my

pitious conditions, proof :be
nies about fiddle accomp:
the flutes, reed pieps;:
gards two highly ag
practised in ang N invoke
two prestigious 1 ¢ e resist-
ed in. time, d ce, as-
doctors

‘one has not
“healing the
the body, or
U, this is pre-
10st deseases re- i
eek doctors, the
»wtake into account
h they should take
ot feel well it is

art feels well 5, Then
hose “Getica” he writes
athers, which practised
ou could see one scru-
studying the increase
Sof the moon, another watching
lipses...” 8, Convincing are also

itext the two following mate-
: the sacred enclosure and
t ar sanctuary from the heroic

@sonance capital — Sarmizegethusa ; the
overy at Dumbrava (Jassy county)
the rare burned clay plate, represent-
the Sun, the Moon, the Earth and
+ planets near a boat. The boat

of course, in accord with the written
evidence by Flavius Arrianus, after
which in the year 335 B.C. the Getae
had “many boats, found here in abun-
dance, because the inhabitants of the
Ister banks used them for fishing or
to cross to each other or for piracy pur-
poses”’. The existence of the numerous
mentioned navigation means demonstra-
tes some other occupations of our an-
cestors : timber boat building navigation
and fishing — these also specific to a
stable, settled people.

All occupations implying stability in
space and time proves the construction
vocation shown by the Romanian people
under the shelter of the defence shield,
fighting twenty-five centuries against

re-
fessions

all kinds of enemies — to preserve its
ethnic existence,
dependence.

unity, liberty and in-
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The liberty and independence — threa-
C l l tened by the enemy — stimulated t
in 326 B.C. the entire Geto-Dacian

ease eSS Strugg e le living in the Bugeac plain,
ing and annihilating by su

for the preservation | cedonian forces of Gener

the governor of Thraci

Of Zhe level[ed Alexander the Great t

the city of Olbia. A t

- ruled over the porgs the
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The abundence and the beauty of the B.B. the
Carpathian-Danubian-Pontic  space at- 0 iohtor & prth of Da-
tracted many grabbing foes. Of course, i , lured in
the Romanians and their forefathers had the epdless» d, Agathoc-
to defend their home and life. Even the les the g king and
first written evidence about the Getae, ty. But neither
dated 2,500 years ago, as well as otherw ' j eed from capti-
later documents register epic moments 5s of the wise
that amazed the historians: the organ 9 years would
zation of the fierce and fearless resis- : Gcto-Dacians’  lands.
tence both against the greatest military s N armies — harassed,
powers of the time — the Persi again  surounded
pire, then the Roman Empire: der. And once again

kindness and skill
ete, who freed his
struggle to defend their exchange for peace and
and independence. od territories on the right

To maintain the existence A Danube. To the same ideals
for unity, liberty and independé: erty, independence — the
Geto-Dacians nsed aga1 i : cian people dedicated their
against the Pe1 two centuries against the
king of kin by Oroles, against the
vast and B.C.).

peoples s vear 70 B.C., Burebista set up
called by Vast centralized and independent
fairest of acian state, that increased the possibi-
the river t es, the scope and intensity of the

by the
getting
miliated

iggle for unity, liberty and indepen-
e. The 200,000 fighters this leader
send in fight® — as Strabon as-
5 us — the fortified settlements, the
5, the large economic potential, the
ent demographic situation, the al-
ance concluded with Pompeius, regard-
ing the relaxation of future Dacian-Ro-

: u- man relations, then the reinstallment of
ruggle of  Dacian rule over the west-Pontic cities
the 10,000 in% orsemen of Tyras, Histria, Tomis, Callatis, Dio-
and the entire Ge people living nysopolis by the lightning actions of
in the Wallachian p :the Ma- 55—44 B.C. etc. all show politico-mili-
cedonian invasion, co nd  led tary clearsightedness, good state admi-
by “the ruler of the world the con- nistration, tactical and strategic genius
queror of the world” as th&" ancient — therefore, exceptional and undeniable
world would name Alexander the Great. qualities of the great king Burebista —




as well as the firm determination of the
whole Geto-Dacian people to fight aga-
inst any aggressor.

The climax of the struggle for the de-
fence of the land of our forefathers has
been reached by the ancient Dacian sta-

te during the reign of the hero king De-

cebal, decisively confronted with the
Roman Empire, then in full expansion.
The numerical and technical superiority
of the aggressor, each time in the years
87, 88, 101—102 and 105—106 was coun-
tered by the whole panoply of actions,
forms and methods specific to the strugg-
le of the entire people: the use of Ro-

man Empire experts who took refugee °

in Dacia and the turning of the Orastid
mountains into a real fortress, the iri;
crease of the economic potential of the
country to fully support the military. ef
fort, the fortification system s:tl»‘eh{
ing, the preparation of the po

bours (Sarmats, Yazigs and Roxolan
Marcomans and Quad -

tia), the regroup
treating of force
front of the inva

~on terrain, destructi

1ing together ge-
symbiosis  process
ment, the interweav-
Wilisations — Dacian
and Roma Which the Romanian
people emerged@@ e continuous resis-
tance fight in th® occupied part of Da-
cia as well as the numberless actions of

s

with
ing of

-

the free Dacians against the imperia
rule determined the retreat of the Roman
army and administration -seuthilef the
Danube. The Romanian..: smained
in the place, resisteds

of mi-

gratory peoples, be: 1g  on
new bases the ttical and
s, popu-

es, which

and territo-
ic, spiritual,

Romanians
old

he
t in their
firmly assert
nt points out
g of these relations
ouldn’t have  been
ong all these territories,
bulation that lived here
ad not been a close unity
*of view” !, And this in
s when our people had as neigh-
48 great empires of the time,
sed our people being the aim
manent foreign domination po-
o endure great hardships, to fight
avy fights to defend its liberty, in-
endence, its own being, its forefat-
* land”. This is the time when the
maining of Romanian on the forefat-

s’ land registers evidence of great
atstorical and then affective value, as
the evidence conveyed by the

Magyar
Chronicle “Gesta Hungarorum?”, when
Menumorut addressed to a Hungarian

messenger : “tell Arpad, your Duke, that
we owe him, as a friend to another
friend 'all he is in need of, being he a
foreigner and lacking much. But = the
land he asked from our goodwill should
we never give him... neither for love nor
for fear”!. This is also the time when
historiography recorded the struggle
against Hungarian, Polish and Ottoman
expansions — which were a real danger
for the independece of the Romanian
people-struggle fought by the great Ro-
manian Princes, the Wallachian Bes-

sarabs, Moldavian Musats, Transylvanian
Princes and the Romanian
Dobrudja.

rulers of
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The resistance
struggle
of the Romanian
feudal states
against
the invaders

For centuries, Transylvania was co-
veted by the Hungarians coming frorx
Asia, whose aggression determined the

riposte and resistance of the Romania
recorded by the Anonymus' and othet
documents, as the Chronicon Hongar
rum by Simon of Keza, the Vien

painted Chronicle, the Ger man: Chromcl(,

of Hildesheim as well as in the dipl
mas of the Hungarian king
nian Countrys of Transylvania.
taining its existences autg

institutions, being led by vo
Hercurius in 1111, Eustatlu
Poland between 1283—
country and H
mained tw
the right
The Hun
stopped

the Some

b2}

ated na-

tion”. Tolera ountry, by
aggressors and ) arge terri-
tories — Marar e of the
Western Carpathia jaintained
their independence. la itself

bred  as
and or-

remained autonomous, ad
a voivodate, led by a voive

ganized in counties, the aggressive Hun-

garian kingdom not being able to inte-

grate it.

In the south, between the Carp
and the Danube, the Joanites
Diploma (1247) registered th’
of the Romanian principac
and Farcas, as well as
Seneslau — led principa
Litovoi, to defend its bert
and autonomy, ref e
Magyar king and op ¥ force
of arms. Fallen in owed
on throne by This

would lead th oIitipal
formation being
succeded b jus), then
by the latte who un-
of the
onomic po-

ance with

bed him in
e (1323), and in
he Tartar inva-
some victorious
en 1324—1328.
ory north of the
bears the name of

iment of the struggle
ving south of Car-
during this period,
eir independence, was in
of 1330, when the Hungarian
Robert de Anjou, after
he  Severin, refused the
proposed by  Bassarab I
 threatening him to  pull
fbeard out of his hiding
@ penetrated into the coun-

arassed and decimeated, lacking
pply sources — as otherwise were the
tvading armies — the invading Magyar

y hase been forced to retreat and
ed on its return way somewhere in
mountains, in a narrow place named
sada. Here, as we find from the
hna painted Chronicle — “a lot of
achians” climbed on rocks striked
ciless and surprisingly against the
my, using arrows, stones and tree
nks. Four days lasted the fierce batt-
es (November 9—12). The invaders
we find from the Chronicle — caught
“as fish in the net” staggered “like wind-
beaten reed”, and were crushed ; Kking
Carole Robert himself escaping being
disguised. The state independence of the
Romanians south of Carpathians triumph-
ed again. After 15 years, being again
threatened, this time by the Tartars led

by Othlarms, the Romanians of the
three sister  countries — Wallachians,
— I‘e_

Moldavians and Transylvanians




moved the danger from the borders
through their common efforts.
East of the Carpathians crown, “the

powerful people of this land”, attested
in a document of the papal office '* from
October 4, 1332, has also had and has to
face numerous invaders. Reference mo-
ments : 1325, together with Polish, Rut-
henian and Lithuanian troops, the Ro-
manians fought against the army led by
the prince of Brandenburg'®; in 1340
they support the Hungarian king, Luis
de Anjou to remove the Mongolian dan-
ger from the east; in 1352—1353 came
into being the defence mark from Mol-
davia led by Dragos, voivode of Mara-
mures ; in 1359 the Romanians won the
state independence of Moldavia u’ld@l
the rule of Bogdan.

The old Romanian lands between the
Danube and the Black Sea — Doblud]@

whose center has in sources previous to V¥

XIV-th century the name of:“Cavarn
Country” or “Carvuna Count
also experienced. The storm
fought by our ancestors to de
liberty and independence agamst,
rous aggressors.

An inscriptions from 9
Jupan Dimitrie and a 8
nena, at the hea
tions, Tatu-Tatos
lav. Under the 1
1346 and then of
son, Ioancu, the Reman
rudja was eons

‘pire and of Gen
Ioancu conclu n ALY,
] caty.

By

idja
the
the
al-

dal
on
of our
of their
, unity and
‘ e leadership of
R, Mircea the Great,
Stephen the Great,
and of other heroes
'y, who in the fight
armies scored bril-
o considered above
tindependence of tRe

of our
with the
liant victorie
all the liberty “ag

fact the taking up of arms by the enti-
re people — knew its glorious times and
acted heroically and skilfulls i
the invaders. ;

In 1600 the Romanias
the first time, one
dreams : the accor
Union of all Ro
state, lawful and:

firmed and e tory. The
great unifi was
treacherousl; the idea of

ries, the aim
te on Dacia’s

)@= destroyed, be-
o0ts in the cons-
bple.

iso recorded im-

d other social cate-
social justice and
bbilna ; in 1514 the
Doja.

e Romanian
eople in the

eginning with the popular revolution
d by Horea, Closca and Crisan (1784)
the Romanian countries, embark on the
road of revolutions which open the mo-
dern era in the Romanian people’s histo-
ry, entailing revolutionary changes in
the components of the Romanian society
and in the interconnexions of these com-
ponents : economic, social, political, ideo-
logical etc. Peasantry — the social class
which “for hundreds of years had been
the main defencing force of the country...,
the main social, patriotic, progressive
and revolutlonary force of the socie-
ty” 7 — will show again its revolutio-
nary potential, completing it by join-
ing it with the actions of other large
social categories during the revolutions
of 1821 and 1848, of 1839 Union and
the Independence War of 1877—1878 —,
crucial moments in the country’s history
which made their contribution to the
rapid social development and marked,
at the same time the country’s evolution

country. DUl’inf’ e entire Romania.n to capitalism as well as the working
Middle Ages, “the greater army” — in class emergence on the scene of history.
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revolutions’era |
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The first world war one of the
great events that dominated the beginn-
ing of the XXth country — represents
another crucial moment for Romanians.
Taking part in this war, the Romanian
people was not guided by invading and
territorial annexation intentions. After
two years of “neutrality but with the
standing-by weapons”, giving -in to the
pressures exerted by the Entente, the
leading circles decided entering the war
by the side of Britain, France and Russia,
which promised to fulfil the desideratum
of our national unity. When the German

.and Austro-Hungarian forces had occu-

pied the largest part of our territory, the
patriotic  forces took to arms, gathered

-all their strength and decided to resist,

at any cost, to the invading armies.
Unforgettable will remain in the Roma-
nian people’s history the heroic battles
from Maérésti, Marasesti and Oituz which
proved, once again, that the iron will

of the Romanian peope, who defend its
right to life and liberty can not be bro-
ken. After the fall of the Habsburg Em-
pire and the Tzarist one, there appeared

the possibility of victoriously crowing
the Romanian people’s national libera-
tion struggle, of ending the process
the Romanian unitary national sta
mation, the Great Popular
Alba Iulia proclaiming on
1918 Transylvania’s Union
therland. Thus, it has been ful
century-old will of our peo
of the objective laws of
people’s national an

development '8, <

historical j
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ing state.:
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nian peop
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litary braver
tedness matchi
mission to lead

a -sigh—
> of their
is fierce

struggle for preserv el o)
reconquering Romania’s and in-
dependence endangered b sm, the

most serious conflagration triggered off
in 1939 — the Second World War — by

<.

the odious Vienna Diktat, according to
which the north-east part of the country
was torn out, as well as by Romania
engagement, contrary to her

will, in the war against the Sovi
During the crucial moments th
the Romanian Communist
most lucid and curageous:
of the nation, made cl

means to save the cc I 30
strophe, united the one

large stream against m,
led them in the..figh g the
army insurrecti for
the victory o d anti-
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inst Nazi Ger-
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$ ral potential in-
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sitation by the about
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ill the end of the
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great turning point has
largest opened flank the
has ever known”!?, at a
— as the Soviet represen-
e Conference in Paris po-
8 “Germany’s fate was far
clarified” 2, which “will
#p the end of the war” (Radio
pndon, August 24) being “one of the
ast decisive events of the whole war”
w York Times, August 25). This
sed the crushing of the German mili-
disposition in the Balkans (“Prav-
August 27) and had an “overwhelm-
importance not only for this country
for the whole Balkan  peninsula
dadio Moscow, August 27) because it
applied “the strongest blow Germany has
received" (Le Figaro, August 30).
Taking part in the war until the final
victory over fascism, efficiently making
her contribution to free Hungary, Cze-
choslovakia and Austria, Romania made
great human and material sacrifices : on

the battlefields our losses came to 170 000
including killed, wounded and missing ;
in the country the economic effort raised
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to about 1,2 milliard dollars (level in
f.y. 1938). These elements rank Roma-
nia fourth among the United Nations
contribution to the anti-Hitlerite war.
After 194%, the most fruitful years
in the century-old history of the country
have followed. Problems regarding unity,
liberty, national independence, army’s
democratization, the present national mi-
litary doctrine, national defence system

— new and functional in all its compo-
nents and connexions — all these have
been found original, viable solutions of
great theoretical and practical value due
to the exceptional contribution made by
the Romanian Communist Party. In this
way, Romania’s unity, liberty and inde-
pendence have reached today the highest
point of their development. In the pe-
riod that followed the IXth Congress of
the Romanian Communist Party, C
people wisely led by his general
cretary and president of the R‘cpubﬁc,
has got the greatest achievements of
century-old history. '
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Grounds of the Romanian Military Doctrine

THE ENTIRE PEOPLE'S
STRUGLLE
FOR THE HOMELAND'S
DEFENGE
EROM THE GETO-DACIANS
TILL NOWADAYS -

The historical truth, of wide audience
has attested to, through the very strength
of the deeds, that the entire people’s struggle
for the defence of the ancient land has pro-
ved to be the main peculiar feature of the
Romanian history, tormented but very glo-
rious.

The unfolding of historical events, in the
lapse of time, has attested to the fact that
the main peculiar trait of the Romanian
people’s multimilennary history has always
been its heroic- and ceaseless fight for exis-
tence and independent development in the
ancestors’ hearth at the Carpathians, the
Danube and the Black Sea. Inexorable cir-

cumstances made that here, in this geogra-
phical area of the European continent, early
emerge and intersect expansionist tendencies
of domination and oppression by concurrent
kingdoms and empires. Given the conditions,
proving a particular vitality and tenacity
“it had to face numberless storms along the
centuries, had to stand up against migratory
peoples, to face the attacks from great neigh-
bour empires which were coveting its riches
and sought to bring it to its knees. But in
spite of the exceedingly hard conditions it
was living in, in spite of all hardships of
history, the Romanian people has stayed on
steadfastly, preserving its national identity,
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working staunchly for its economic, social
and cultural development, for progress and
civilization” L.

“History shows — President Nicolae
Ceausescu points out — that while working
for the country's progress our people has
always been prepared also for defending
it. More than once in the past, people were
keeplng also weapons near the ploughs and
implements ready as they were at any mo-
ment to defend the ancestors’ land’ 2.

The Getae’ adamant resistance against
the 'Persian invasion that finally determined
Darius to give up his expansionist projects
at the Lower Danube made that year 514
B.C. mark a glorious and brilliant moment
put down by written history at the beginn-
ing of modern history® — a symbol in
centuries to come of the love for homeland
proved by the people of these places, a
symbol of their adamant, ceaseless struggle
for the defense of the ancestors’ hearth.
These ancient virtues would be proved
further on in the days of the great kings
and army commanders like Burebista and
Decgbalus when the Dacian state reached
a high level of organization and the Geto-
Dacian society recorded a level of deve-
lopment and prosperity on a par with the
great civilizations extant at that time. By
his grandiose work — the setting up of
tl}e first centralized and independent Da-
cian state, one of the most important sta-
tes of the antiquity, able to cheek the
R_oman expansions for many a year, Bure-
bista presents himself, as one of the grea-
test personalities of the Romanian history.
His military strategy pursued the defense
of the Geto-Dacian inhabited territories
by the use of all kinds of combat means,
ignoring any sacrifices. To achieve this
target the great commander had in view to
engage all the people in the defensive ef-
fort, the entire population capable to inflict
losse§ on the aggressor® A new stage of
flourishing and glory would open once with
Decebalus‘ ascending the throne of the Da-
cian state, a man gifted with exceptional
political and military talents. His reign
would write down in history an everlasting
page fu}l of multiple significances uplifting
on a higher stage the Geto-Dacians’ resis-
tang:e and struggle for the defence of their
ancient hearth. The big Daco-Roman wars
in 101—102 and 105—106 A.D. fully illus-
trated the vitality, the Geto-Dacian people’s

huge capacity of resistance and bravery
skilfully and heroically led by its great
king against the strong and experienced Ro-
man legions. Documents of that time re-

corded that in those fights Decebalus rgzlied
upon the whole population who actlv_ely
participated in the battle without sparing
any efforts® It was only due to it that our
forerunners could oppose such a firm resis-
tance to the greatest empire of that time
and gain victories of wide reverberations
in the European ancient world.

The employment of the entire people
alongside the army as a solution for checking
strong aggressors and for securing the state’s
survival has turned into a permanence in
both the political outlook of the great voi-
vodes and army commanders of the Roma-
nian Countries like Bessarab I, Mircea the
Great, Iancu of Hunedoara, Vlad the Impaler,
Stephen the Great, Michael the Brave and
others. Referring to the oldness of this sol-
dierly tradition Nicolae Iorga asserted that
“the oldest public organization of the Roma-
nians relied on everybody's duty to fight”®,
and Nicolae Bilcescu, on his turn, wrote
that “in case of need or when the homeland
was in danger the multitudes were risen
to arms /../ In no country, as in the Roma-
nian Countries, this general arming hap-
penned so often”?. The entire people’s
struggle for the country’s safeguarding was
to prove its decisive role especially in the
big anti-Ottoman confrontations in  the
14th—16th cent when direct military actions
often intertwinned with the armed and
even un-armed resistance of the population.
Special stage in the development of the
concept and practice of the popular mas-
ses’ rising to arms was represented by the
big Romanian social and political move-
ments in the 18th and 19th centuries cli-
maxing with the 1784 revolution led by
Horea, Closca and Crisan and the 1821 re-
volution when the “people’s army” was
headed by Tudor Vladimirescu. “Without
arms we cannot free our country”$ Tudor
Vladimirescu asserted ; that is why he call-
ed all inhabitants to enlist: “everybody
capable to bear arms against the enemy of
this country’s rights, come to me to see
how brave you are” ‘.

If in the mediaeval times the entire
people’s participation in the defense of the
ancient lands revealed itself, preponderantly,
as a military practice that the voivodes re-
sorted to under the events’ pressure, on the
eve but especially during the 1848 Revolu-
tion in Mo!davia, Muntenia and Transylva-
nia, the idea of arming and engaging the
entire people in the defensive struggle, ex-
pression of all Romanians’’ unity, was
uplifted to the rank of principle, theore-

tized and stipulated in various reform-pro-
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grammes, works and later on in official
state documents '°.

The 1848 desiderata had a remarkable
influence on the history’s development, es-
pecially after the Principalities’ Union in
1859. For the first time in the country’s
history the armed pouwer benefitted by cfi-
cial regulations sanctioned in laws passed
by supreme national leadership. The large
engagement of popular element in the struc-
ture of the defensive system stood for the
object of two important laws passed in
1864, respectively in 1868, referring to the
“masses’ military training” and the organi-
zation of the army which was to com-
prise : the standing army ; the active mi-
litia — dorobanti and the bordermen ; the
town guard; non-active militia and the
multitudes. The war of independence in
1877 greatly benefitted by these regulations.
Then, on the battlefield the measures taken
for the population’s military training, for
enhancing the country’s armed power were
to fully prove their importance. The pro-
blems of the entire people’s struggle for
the homeland’s defense were widely debated
in the documents of socialist movement in
Romania. In the outlook of some theorists,
a part of the population was to fight, arm
in hand, alongside the standing army while
the rest, depending on circumstances, had to
take part in various other forms of support-
ing the war effort and in case of a tempo-
rary occupation of some territories had to
lead the armed and un-armed resistance
struggle, through as ingenious and efficient
means as possible, till the occupants’ driv-
ing away. A moment of reference was to
be the setting up, in May 1921, of the Ro-
manian Communist Party.

Dignified continuer of the Romanian
people’s  revolutionary and democratic
struggle, the Romanian Communist Party
proved tc be the main internal political for-
ce which fully grasped the threat posed by
fascism and nazism for Europe's liberty and
peace, for Romania’s fate and actively mi-
litated for rising to arms both the army and
the entire people if the country would be in
danger.

There followed hard years for the
Romanian people, marked by the brutal
interference of fascist organizations in the
country’s political life, the territorial amputa-
tion suffered through the loathsome Vienna
Diktat, the setting up of the military-fascist
dictatorship under the pressure exerted by
Hitler’'s Germany, the German troops’ en-
trance into our country and its driving in
the baneful war against USSR. Serving with
self-denial the most ardent aspirations of

the entire Romanian people, the communists”
party was the initiator of the union of all
revolutionary, democratic and patriotic for—
ces, the organizer of the wide-scope resistance
movement of the broad popular masses to
overthrow the dictatorial regime, to drive
away the Hitlerite troops and get the coun-
try out of the disastrous war in which it
had been engaged so as to regain the home-
land’s independence and sovereignty. “The
Romanian Communist Party — heading the
general antifascist fight, firmly acting under
the particularly difficult conditions of under-
ground activity for rallying all national pa-
triotic forces against the war unleashed by
Hitler Germany and for Rou.ania’'s with-
drawal from the anti-Soviet war she had
been dragged into against the will of her
people, for the joining the antifascist coal-
ition with the military forces inclusive of
the generals and officers in superior com-
mands !!. In those days of ordeal the com-
munist party took a string of measures
among which of great importance was the
formation of some armed forces of the
working class, veritable revolutionary fight-
ing nuclei that were to be completed with
all the patriots eager for fighting arm in
hand against Antonescu’s dictatorship and
Hitlerite troops. “Resistance against the
fascist dictatorship and the war — general
secretary of the party underlined — em-
braced various forms coming to the partisan
warfare and the creation of the patriotic
formations (...)"” 2.

It was remarkable strategical option of the
party grounded on the most valuable in-
heritance of the Romanian people’s fighting
past. Highly telling is the appreciation made
by President Nicolae Ceausescu according
to which “(..) understanding that the libe-
ration of the homeland cannot be but the
outcome of the participation of the whole
people, that the people must take its fate
into its own hands and that for this it
must form armed people’s units, the Party
switched over to the setting up of patriotic
guards, which also played an important
role in the fight for the carrying through
of the national anti-fascist insurrection, for
the country’s liberation, in the building of
the socialist system in Romania” '2.

The entire revolutionary activity and
struggle of the communist party at the
time — in the political, social and military
fields climaxed with the implementation of
the grandiose historic act of liberation of
August 23, 1944.

By its content, traits and physiognomy,
the antifascist and anti-imperialist revolu-
tion of social and national liberation wrote
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down a new and glorious chapter in the
multimillennary traditions of struggle of the
Romanian people.

After the liberation and the fully winning
of the political power by the working class,
the Romanian Communist Party, the leading
force of the entire Romanian nation, had
to solve numerous and complex problems
in the ample process of making and deve-

loping the new society’s technica'-material

basis, of achieving a unitary socialist
economy.
“The * building up of socialist society

— President Nico_ae Ceausescu points out —
takes place in the complex international
conditions determined by the existence of
the policy of force, of military conflicts
and wars, of maintaining the danger of a
world war. Under such circumstances so-
cialist -Romania is in duty bound to take
all necessary measures for the development
of her defense capability, for the army’s
organization, training and equipment, so as,
in any circumstances, it to be able to per-
form its sacred mission to the people, to
defend the revolutionaryA achievements, its
independence and sovereignty”!*. In order
to solve this major desideratum the
Romanian Communist Party elaborated, on
new, scientific grounds a clear political-
military concept which, in essence, states
that  “the homeland’s defense is a duty of
every citizen ; under present-day conditions,
in case of war, not only the army, but also
all the citizens must be ready to fight for
the defense of the homeland’s liberty, sove-
reignty, and integrity. We consider that
an anti-imperialist war, a war of defence
cannot be but a popular- war -and that
victory will be won not only at the battle
front, but through the general fight of the
whole people”!®. On this ground there yas
built a doctrinal-military edifice the founder
of which is the country’s president himself.
Synthetizing the genuine assets of the
Romanian military thinking, in the light
of the dialectical and historical materialism,
capitalizing on the glorious fighting tradi-
tions of the Romanian people, relying upon
the ‘requirements of military science and

of socialist system and taking into account
the evolution of international situation and
the requirements of military scence and
practice in our days, the Romanian military
doctrine combines into a single whole the
conception, theses, principles and solutions
referring to the preparation, mobilization
and practical employment of the human,
material and moral forces of the nation
in order to deliver a firm riposte to any
aggression led against our country.
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Attitudes:

HISTORY MU

ST BE

WRITTEN AS IT WAS

The science of history respecting and
revealing the truth and only the truth
facilitates the nearing and understanding
among people, peoples and nations. Only
on this way it may perform the lofty
mission of “magistra vitae” for the man-
kind. Therefore the historical past should
be presented as it was always revealing
realities which have demonstrated their
viability in historical retrospect.

In the Carpatho-Danubiano-Pontic area
the Romanians and their forefathers
constantly manifested themselves as an
independent entity and fought heroically
and steadily to defend their independence
and ancient land having been here a
permanent factor of progress and civili-
zation. For more than two mellenia and
a half the incontestable fundamental co-
ordinates of their evolution have been
their multimillenary oldness, steadfast-
ness in the same hearth and lasting
along the time in spite of all the life’s
vicissitudes. Historians of unquestionable
value starting with Herodotus, Strabon,
Arrianus, Dio Cassius etc. and further on
the great personalities of the mediaeval,
modern and contemporary historiography
have recognized all these peculiar traits
of the “most waliant and righteous of
the Thracians” and of their descendants
as fundamental and indubitable histo-
rical truths of glorious existence.

In spite of these incontestable realities
there still could be found detractors who
takes the liberty — although they have
not this right — to write history as they
wish and not as it was ignoring, minimiz-
ing or mystifying historical moments
and events from the Carpatho-Danubian-
Pontic area. Such pseudohistorians flag-
rantly violate the most elementary norms
and requirements of the science of
history, placing themselves out of it,
abdicate from the professional deontology,
falsify the truths concerning other
people's history, injures their national
dignity and contravene the international

law relaunching revizionist theses and
ideas and gravely affecting the relations
of good neighbourhood and understand-
ing among nations. In this respect some
examples are self-evident.

Persevering against the truths of his-
tory the “Historia” magazine printed in
the People's Republic of Hungary has
commenced to “re-write” history as some
historians wish for and not as it was,
forgetting that in this domain also, the
truth and only the truth is sovereign.
Theses and ideas demonstrated for a long
time by rigurous scientific work as being
erroneous and wrong are presented today
in the pages of “Historia” in another
cover, the authors .forgetting” that the
fundamental trait of the truth is objecti-
veness and — liking or disliking — it
is just only one. The target of those
writing for “Historia” is quite a chimera,
they wishing to demonstrate that the
Hungarians would have had the “right
of the first comer” in the Romanian
Country of Transy!vania; when having
“dismounted” they would not have found
here any people and consequently, they
seized by right over this territory. To
hunt such an illusion “Historia”, no. 2/
1986 lodges the falsehood and untruth
mystifying and denying historical rea-
lities.

Gyorify Gyorgy (“Historia” no. 1/1986)
or Makkai Laszlo (“Historia” no. 2/1986)
endeavour to make from the Romanian
Country of Transylvania an empty, unin-
habited territory, a “terra deserta”, on
the Hungarian nomads’ coming in the
11th century, they having been thus
“obliged” to populate it. It is the new
song of an older theory about the “de-
mographic void” which would have follo-
wad the withdrawal of the Roman rule
from Dacia province in 271 — as the
above mentioned ones assert. So, Roes'er
redivivus ! In fact, over 271—275 the
Roman army and administration with-
drew from Dacia under the pressure of
the migratory populations and the Ro-
manian people — wWhich came into being
through the Dacians’ and Romans’ living
together and the blending of the two
peoples’ civilizations — stayed on. Over-
whelming and indubitable are the argu-

ments pleading for the Romanians’ stea-
diness in their ancient hearth. Archaeo-
logy egives evidences of the people’s
continuity in this territory after Aure-
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lianus’ withdrawal as well : at Sarmi-
saegethusa the old buildings and forti-
fications stand for proofs of life after
271—275 also; at Apwum (Alba Iulia)
the vast necropolis has more than 1500
Christian graves of the 4th-12th cent.
inhumation ; at Napoca (Cluj-Napoca),
Potaissa (Turda), Porolissum (Moigrad),
Tibiscum (Caransebes), Dierna (Orsova)
ete. there are lots of historical vestiges :
constructions, hundreds of objects, thous-
ands of coins ete. dated exactly in the
period in which today's Hungarian “His-
toria” alleges that a “demographic void”
would have been; traces of Romanian
habitation in the centuries following
Aurelianus’ withdrawal (bronze and silver
coins, paleoChristian objects etc.) can be
found in 12 of the former Roman camps
spread throughout today's Transylvania
dweiings, objects and jewe's attesting te
the Romanians’ continuity and lasting
in this habitation area were discovered
and researched in tens and tens of sett-
lements in the old Dacia’s territory ;
Latin inscriptions dated the IVth-Xth
cent. like that from Micia (Vetel) “Quar-
tine Vivas”, the donation from Biertan
“Ego Zenovius votum posui”, other in-
scriptions discovered at Porolissum and
Gornea in the Banat etc. — all of them
confirm our forefathers’ permanence in
the Transylvania hearth and confute the
absurd, preposterous and interested theory
of the “demographic void” after the Ro-
man withdrawal from the province of
Dacia. Then, wherefrom the idea that
“the entire Romanized population might
follow the army and the civil adminis-
tration” ? Academician Makkai Laszlo
(researcher on Transylvania's populating,
counsellor at the Institutie of Historical
Sciences of the Hungarian Academy of
Sciences) must know that History does
not work with “might be”; absolutely,
there is no archaeological evidence, either
written, epigraphic, linguistic, toponimic
or hydronimic etc.: to attest to an entire
people’s dislodgement on the other side
of the Danube. Such an absurdity can
exist only in the mind of those wanting
only a certain “populating of Transylva-
nia” namely, in an empty, uninhabited
land. Another variant of the - above-
mentioned “theory”, leaving aside the
premise of an empty territory in Tran-
sylvania on the Hungarians’ coming,
settles here instead, in that period, other
populations whose ethnic origin is — of
course — quite different from the Ro-
manian one.

By invoking “Gesta Hungarorum® (The
Hungarians’ Deeds) by Anonymus, Mak-
kai Laszlé asserts that the Hungarian

reaching the Roma-
Transylvania would
have found there Slaves and Bul-
garians. Such a ‘“reveation” could
be come to, only by mystifying the do-
cument we have referred to. In the 17th
chapter, king Bela’s secretary wrote very
clearly that Tuhutum (Tétény), the chief-
tain of a Magyar tribe, on reaching these
places, had to fight with a Romanian,
Gelu, the Romanians’ Duke, the real
leader of Transylvania: “Gelou quidam
Blachus dominium tenebat” ; “Gelou dux
Blachorum” ; “Gelou wvero dux Ultrasil-
vanus”’. As for the territory, it was in-
habited by Romanians and Slaves : “Bla-
sii et sclavi”. But M. L. breaks off the
quoted passage Where that suits him
because he wants to expel the Roma-
nians from the mediaeval Transylvanian
stage.

But the “historian” does not stop here.
He goes further and makes the shoking
assertion that in the Romanian Country
of Transylvania “the Romanian sett-
lements, from their emergence, by
the end of the 12th century, were
situated in the mountaneous zones
only”. In this sentence there are two
flagrant untruths: there is no question
of the Romanian settlements’ emergence
by the end of the 12th century because
the hearths of the Transylvanian Roma-
nians have existed here and have been
hot always from times of yore; they
did not live only in the mountains but
also in the entire Carpatho-Danubiano-
Pontic area as so many archaeological
proofs attest to.

Mention shou'd be also made that the
same magazine lodges two variants —
it’s right, belonging to different authors
— concerning “the Romanians’ emergence
in Transylvania”. If - Makkai Laszlo
“brings” the Romanians in the Ro-
manian Country of Transylvania by
the end of the 12th century, another
article makes them “appear” in
their ancient country simultaneously
with the Szeklers and the Saxons,
namely at the beginning of the
13th century. Thus, the Romanians’ pre-
sence Wwas postponed for a little while.
Why ? Inconsistency ? Rather an unlaw-
fu! game of history in which some per-
sons’ wish is placed before the historical

truths. The authors of such “studies” did
not agree Wwith one another upon this
question, neither wupon History which
does not care of them and has the habit
of attesting to the Romanians’ multimil-
lenary o!dness in the Carpatho-Danu-
biano-Pontic area and their continuity
of living in the same hearth with-a few

nomads, While
nian Country of
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similitudes in history. These indubitable
truths, confirmed by the very reality in
this area have been acknowledged even
by Hungarian historians. About two cen-
turies ago, Huszti Andras wrote in “The
Mediaeval and Contemporary- Dacia”
(@fy ésinti] wDaciaw+ L7910 Py 8) aiihihe
Getae’ (the Geto-Dacians’) descen-
dants are living today also and
they live there where their parents lived,
speak the language that their parents
spoke formerly... 'Which is a sure evidence
that ‘cannot deceive us that they are in
Transylvania the descendants of the old
Roman colonists”.

The ethnical structure of the Romanian
Country of Transylvania is another do-
main Where the “Historia” review,
through the agency of its contributors,
achieves hard to understand statistic per-
formances. So, assertion is made that
here, over the 16th — 17th cent., there
were “three main ethnic entities: Ma-
gyar, Romanian and German (Saxon)”;
the priority in enumeration would like
to also show the demographic share of
each ethnic entity.

To “demonstrate” the preponderance of
the Magyar ethnic element in the me-
diaeval Transylvania the authors do not
stand aside forgeries and distorsions of
the real facts or even genuine “scientific
acrobatic tricks”. So, the different wars
that the Romanian Country of Transyl-
vania was compe.led to lead, over' that
period for the defense of her own poli-
tical being, coa'esced with the other two
Romanian Countries, Moldavia and Wal-
lachia, time and again — Wwould have
inflicted human casualties on the Ma-
gyar ethnic entity only, without affecting
the Romanians. That is to say that the
enemy sword — Ottoman, Habsburg, Po-
lish or Tatar — was choosing and putting
to its edge the non-Romanians only, just
for allowing the Romanians to multiply!
Such fibs allude to other things, too, by
offending the sacred patrimony of the
Romanian heroism which has always
stood for a shield of liberty and inte-
grity of the ancient hearth and of Eu-
rope as Wwell. Asserting such things
there is denied that the Romanian
peop'e has always defended its ho-
meland. And nobody is allowed to
offend the glorious national past of

struggle of the Romanians, the most
precious inheritance bequeathed by our
forefathers to the generations of nowa-
days’. -

History proves the truth in this do-
main also: the Romanians have always
been in great majority in Transylvania !
‘As far back as in 1374, Papa Grigore IX

had knowledge of the existance of “great
many peoples named Romanians” (mul-
titude quorundam popolorum qui Vala-
chores vocantur”). After the 1800 -even
official Hungarian documents confirmed
this ethnical reality : 59.450/, Romanians,
26,030/, Magyars, 9,330, Germans (Katus
Laszlo, “Transylvania’s peoples before
1918, “Erdely néper, 1918, elott, pp. 24—
27). Once again the Szeklers were includ-
ed into the Magyars to complete the
figure. Explanations for such a situation,
similary to that given by the 1700 : as
for the Magyars the demographic regress
would be due to the “vicissitudes, deci-
mating the lives at stormy times”; as
for the Romanians the demographic in-
crease is justified through the “often im-
migrations and the substantial natural
growth”. How “unjust” can you be, life :
you decimate . the non-Romanians “at
stormy times” and take care of the Ro-
manians at the same “stormy times” and
in the same area! And everything is
done with the purpose of making them
exceed the Magyars in point of number.
Joseph II himself recognized that “un-
questionably, the Romanians are the old-
est and most numerous inhabitants of
Transylvania”’, and before 1848 Kovari
Laszlo was entitied to assert that “here
there are over one million Romanians
and 213.000 Hungarians and one could
travel in Transylvania many a day with-
out hearing a single Hungarian world”.
All statistics have evinced that really
the Romanians have always counted for
the overwhelming majority in Transylva-
nia exceeding in point of their number
the other ethnical entities altogether (see
“The Countries of Magyar Crown”,
“Magyar Korona Orszagaibank, 1910, II,
rész. Budapest, 1912). In spite of those
realities in 1867 Hungary annexed the
Romanian Country of Transylvania ru-
ing over it for 51 years.

On December 1, 1918, as a result of
the people’s will plebiscitarily voiced the
Great Assembly at Alba Tulia decided
Transylvania’s Union with the Country.
The Great Union of 1918 was a law-like
achievement, was the Great Justice of
history which brough back the ancient
Romanian Transylvanian land within
Romania’s natural borders and the people,
who had been subject to foreign sway
for so long time came back into the large
Romanian family. Later on, referring to
the ethnical reality in Transilvania, the

patron himself of the loathsome Vienna
' EDITORIAL BOARD

(continued at 92 page)
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THE MEMORY OF THE FOREFATHERS’ LAND

ARCHAEOLOGICAL
DISCOVERIES,

testimonies of the oldness

and continuity

of the Romanian people

Researching the past de-
cades has brought impor-
tant contributions to the
knowledge of human com-
munities inhabiting Roma-
nia’s current territory.

Archaeological digs for
the Palaeolithic unearthed
an important number of
silex implements dated
back to the lower Palae-
olithic in the river gravels
(ca 1,000,000—100,000 B.C.)

The Middle Palaeolithic
(100,000—40,000 B.C.) was
testified either in settle-
ments, in caves (Baia de
Fier, Borosteni, Ohaba Po-
nor, Nandru etc), or in
open areas, especially on
the terraces of rivers (Mi-
toc, Ripiceni, Boinesti a.o.).
Of special relevance is the
Ripiceni-Izvor settlement
where on 12-m depth nu-
merous layers are super-
posed, starting with the
lower Palaeolithic up to
late Middle Ages (the
18th century). -

Two_ big cultures were
defined for the wupper
Palaeolithic (40,000—10,000
B.C.) on the current ter-
ritory - of « this country,
starting’ with. the Banat
aurignacian (Romanesti,
Tincova, Cosava), the Oas

Land one (Boinesti, Cali-
nesti, Remetea) or the gra-
vetian in Moldavia, such
as the group of settle-
ments in the middle Prut
area or in south-eastern
Moldavia, attested by other
three cultures whose hun-
ters took the summits of
the Eastern Carpathians
(Scaune, Ceahlau, Bardosu-
(Scaune, Ceahlau, Bardo-
su-Bicaz-Chei). Moreover,
mention  should be made
of the hunters-fishermen
communities inhabitating
the Portile de Fier area
(Dubova, Ogradena, Ostro-
vul Banului-Gura Varii
etc.).

Recent research points to
the fact that the beares
of the Neolithic painted
pottery culture (5500—2500
B.C.) were situated in
time somewhere at mid
four millennium BIC,
while the linear pottery
culture communities came
later.

In central Muntenia the
Dudesti culture was iden-
tified whose features were
to be resumed by the Va-
dastra culture, Oltenia. The
Turdas culture developed
in Transylvania, akin
through the OIlt line to

belonging
culture,
discovered in Dolj district

Clay statuette
to Girla Mare

munities. At the same time
the Dudesti culture com-
in Dobrudgea the Haman-
gia culture communities
blossomed, with their
characteristic ornamented
pottery and clay statuettes
— of which the most ex-
quisite example is the
famous “Thinker” — a
culture developing in pa-
ralel with the Boian cul-
ture.

The content of the pre-
Cucuteni culture was also
defined in the past de-
cades.

In the Carpathian-Bal-
kan space the Gumelnita
culture took shape and
blossomed, with its western
variant, Salcuta, while in
Moldavia, the Cucuteni
culture, part of the Ariusd-
Cucuteni-Tripolic complex,
spreading in sout-eastern
Transylvania up +to the
middle Dnieper. The origin
of these cultures is mostly
local.

The study of the Eneo-
lithic cultures, in particu-
lar of Gumelnita and Cu-
cuteni, iliustrate under va-
rious aspects — strongly
fortified settlements, spa-
tious solid dwellings, or-
naments on pottery, the
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practice of agriculture with
animal-drawn ceramics —
the apex of late Neolithic
communities. Thorough re-
search on Cucuteni settle-
ments (Habasesti, Trusesti,
Tirpesti) rise the question
of an advanced system of
socio-économic organiza-
tion.

For the early bronze pe-
riod (end of the third
millenium, beginning of
the second millenium B.C.)
a defining element was
metal an processing ac-
tivity attested by copper
axes. A representative cul-
ture of the period is Glina,
taking wup the former
areas of the Cotofeni cul-
ture, a synthesis of the
local stock in its area of
emergence.

The middle bronze pe-
riod provides the amplest
and most expressive exam-
ple of development within
the second millennium
B.C. At the time, over a
vast area, first in the area
of the middle Tisa and
the lower Mures, the Pe-
riam-Pecica culture surged,
while in north-eastern
Walachia and south-watern
Moldavia, the Monteoru
culture, in central and
southern Walachia the Tei
culture, in Oltenia the
Verbicioara culture, in
Crisana the Otomani cul-
ture, in Maramures the

Sauciu de Sus culture, and

in northern Moldavia the
Costisa culture, with sett-
lements attesting to stable
populations engaged in
agriculture and cattle rais-
ing.

Towards the end of the
bronze age characterized
by a remarkable progress
of metalworking, the Cos-
logeni cultures — whose
bearers populated Dobrud-
gea and Bugeac — and the
Nona culture — spreading
in the area between the
Dniester and the Transyl-
vanian plateau, greatly
flourished.

In the first iron age,
over a relatively short
time corresponding to the
12th  ¢. B.C. the whole
Carpathian-Danubian-Pon-
tic space, through specific
cultures, fell in the Hall-
stattan cultural ensemble.
The Susani culture is at-
tested by some discoveries
(Virtop, Zimnicea) through
well-defined Hallstattan
groups Wwhich, for ° the
11th ¢, B.C. made up an
ensemble characterized by
decorated pottery with va-
ried impressed motifs in
the Portile de Fier and
Babadag areas. These led
to the Cozia-Brad culture,
in southern Moldavia, with
its maximum blossoming
in the 10th—11th centuries
B.C. These Hallstattan
complexes make up a cul-
tural ensemble with a dis-

tinct character related by
all archaeologists, foreign
and Romanian, to the
groups of the Thracidn
kins mentioned first in
Homer’s poems.

The early Hallstattan
period  (1200/1100—800/750
B.C.) was characterized by
an exceptional metal-work-
ing activity. In the 12th c.
B.C. bronze tool and wea-
pons production reached a
climax ; the first iron im-
plements were manufac-
tured then and it is also
to that time that numerous
artistically achieved gold
artifacts date back. The
economic boom brought
about a true demographic
explosion accounting for
the Hallstattization of the
entire Carpathian-Danubi-
an-Balkanic space towards
the end of the second mil-
lennium B.C. when the
formation of the Thracian
ethno-cultural group was

completed.
The middle Hallstattan
period (800/700 — about

650 B.C.) best represented
by the Basarabi culture
stretching on a consider-
able area of this country
in the 8th—7th centuries
B.C. a result of local dev-
elopment, including Banat,
the Romanian Plain, cen-
tral and southern Moldavia
and the Mures basin.

In direct relation with
the bearers of the Basa-




The stronghould ruins from Pacuiul lui Soare, Constanta,
district

i
{

rabi culture are attested
the communities in south-
eastern Moldavia (Birsesti
culture) and in northern
Walachia and Oltenia (Fe-
rigele culture) in the late
Hallstattan period (about
650—500/400 B.C.).

The autochthonous cul-
ture of this area for the
whole period beginning
with the emergence of the
Geto-Dacians on the histo-
rical stage at the end of
the 6th ¢. B.C. can be cal-
led Geto-Dacian. This cul-
ture within the seccnd age
of iron in the 4—3 cen-
turies B.C. was, fully struc-
tured, complex and flour~
ishing. Starting with the
mid 2nd ¢, B.C. it greatly
blossomed and .become a

unitary culture in its
hearth ranging from the
Slovakian Carpathians to
the Balkan Mountains and
from the middle Danube
to the Dniester. The for-
tifications and settlements,
the dwellings and sanc-
tuaries, tools, ornaments,
and pottery were identical
throughout this area.

The scope of research
also bears on the Roman
and late Roman ages up
to the fall of the Danu-
bean limes since the ques-
tion of the Roman con-
quest and rule, of the
process of synthesis of the
Romanian people has al-
ways been a priority of
Romanian archaeological
study (1st—3rd - centuries

ADY.  Ta ..this : respect;
stress should be laid on
the fact that the long co-
habitation of Dacians and
Romans is richly attested
by archaeological digs.
For the archaéological
and historical reconstruc-
tion of the period of pas-
sage to feudalism (3rd—
10th centuries) a systematic
research was devized in-
cluding the whole proble-
matique of the first mil-
lennium A.D., the data
leading to the full re-
construction (archaeological
and social-historical) of the
period. The research fo-
cused on the reconstruc-
tion of the material and
spiritual culture of the
autochthonous people. The
archaeological excavatiorfs
within strong settlements
such as the Budureasca,
Ipotesti, Straulesti, Ba-
neasa, Militari, Dulceanca,
Botosana, Chidniceni, Cos-
tisa, Duiesti, Izvoru-Bahna,
Sirna a.o. in the 5th—7th
centuries point to a rural
population mingling in its
unitary culture the -old:
Dacian traditions and the
Romans customs. )
Archaeological digs in a
number of settlements dat-
ing back to the 9—I11th
centuries, at Dridu, Bucov,
Capidava, Dinogetia, Pa-
cuiul lui Soare. Obirsit etc.
amply  contributed to en-

riching . the Romanians’
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cultural horizon owing to
the fact that the Dridu
culture features within its
main elements, an indispu-
table Daco-Roman tradi-

tion. These studies de-
monstrated the continuity
and unity of Daco-Roman
tradition elements within
the Dridu culture.
Archaeological  activity
in this country gained a
strong impetus particularly
in the twenty years after
the Ninth Congress of
the Romanian Communist
Party, since President
Nicolae Ceausescu at the
head of the Romanian so-
ciety. In this period Ro-
manian archaeology wit-
nessed a spectacular dev-

Part of the ruins from Tibiscum settlement

elopment. Following the
urges of President Nicolae
Ceausescu archaeologists
do their utmost to enrich
the national cultural-scien-

tific thesaurus in an at-
tempt to learn more about
the ancientness of the Ro-

Re-reading
Herodotus

{continued from page 35)

of Geticus, a resumé used

with particular attention by
Gaston Georgel, Pierre Gris-
son, Claudio Mutti for the

whyperborean“
Dacia’s past.

6. P. Giguiet, Iniroduction
10 his tranmsiation of Histoires
d’Hérodote, 8-e, ed., Paris,
DTV,

IR Qn.wctt., oDt SV

8. Dictionnaire des oeuvres
de tous les temps et de tous
les pays, éd. Laffont Bom-
piani, 2-e éd., II, Paris, 1955,
p. 635.

9. Istorii, IV, pp. 94—96, He-
rodotus had to have paid a

aspects of

special attention to these in-
formations having been sen-
sitive to religious phenomena
and he himself initiated in

the misteries of Hellenistic
traditions.

10. Ibid. IV, 96 (Izvoare,
p. 49). Herodotus’ doubts

were grounded, at the be-
ginning of the 3rd century
Hermippus Callimachus no-
ticed that in fact Pitagora
was that ,who imitated the
Thracians’ teachings* (FHG,
III, 41). Vasile Parvan re-
constituted the priorities in
his Getica (ed. Radu Flo-
rescu, Bucharest, 1982, pp. 81—
93, 95) stressing upon the
Thracian roots of Greek
Orphism, of Pitagorism as
well as the Hellenic tendency
to look for the origins of
the immortality doctrine in
Egypt only.

manian people and its
ancestors.
11, 1Ibid., V, 5 (Izvoare,

P 6T

12. Ibid., IV, 46 (Izvoare,
Pt 1)

13. As for the Romanian
translations of Herodotus’
Histories the situation is as
follows : integral translations :
Cazula 17 cent. (edited by
Nicolae Iorga, Valenii de
Munte, 1909 ; Liviu Onu, Bu-
charest, 1985) ; Adelina Piat-
kowski and Felicia Vaut Stef,
Bucharest 1961—1964 ; partial
(all in Bucharest) Dimitrie
Bolintineanu 1859 (Book I°
with the intention, not
achieved, of an integral
translation) ; Al. Gr. Sutu,
1879 (Book IV, of interest for
the Geto-Dacians’ history) :
P. M. Georgescu, 1893 (a
short from of Histories) ; Di-
mitrie 1. Ghica, 1894—1895
(Book I—IV).

The Carpatho-Danubian-Poniic Area

(continued from page 43)
as the logic result of an
evolution” '°.

Had we to sum up in
only few words the im-
portance of the relation
existing between Rcma-
nia's geographical environ-
ment and her history we
would say that Romania's
position and geographical
structure represented an
important factor for the
building and keeping up
of the Romanian ethnical
bloe, a force generating
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— factor in the establish-
ment of political and spi-
ritual physiognomy of to-
day’s Romania.

1 George Valsan, Constiintd
nationald s$i geografie, Cluj,
1937, pp. 41—42.

2 Victor Tufescu, Rom,nia.
Naturda. Om. Economie, Ed.
Stiintifica, Bucuresti, 1974,
p. 13.

3 Caldatori straini despre
tdrile romdane, vol. VI, Ed.
Stiintifica si Enciclopedica,
Bucuresti, 1976, p. 256.

4 St. Stefanescu, Mihai Vi-
teazul si resurectia romd-
neasca de la sfirgitul secolu-
lui al XVI-lea, in ,Studii si
articole de istorie“, XLVII—
XLVIII, 1983, pp. 275—286.

5 Natiunea romdnd. Gene-
zd, afirmare, orizont contem-
poran, Ed. Stiintifica si Enci-
clopedica, Bucuresti, 1984,
pp. 33—44.

6 N. Iorga, Istoria literaturii
romdnesti. Introducere sin-
teticd, Ed. Minerva, Bucuresti,
1977, p. 96.

7 Documente privind istoria
Romdniei. Rdascoala din 1821,
vol. II, p. 33.

8 Emm. de Martonne, Lu-
crdri geografice despre Romd-
nia, Ed. Academiei R. S.
Romania, 1985, p. 65.

9 Ibidem, p. 64.

10 Ibidem.



Mdgura, commune, Buzdu
Burebista’s Memorial :
Aftenie dedicated King Burebista, the
maker of the first centralized and in-
dependent Dacian state (cca. 80—40 BC)
monumental sculptural work highly sug-
gestive and impressive. Conceived in
1979 in the well-known open sculpture
camp organized at Magura Buzaului,
placed on a nice lawn, at the foot of a
forest, in a highly beautiful landscape
this work carved in white stone .of Ma-
gura, ronde-bosse, is made up of two
elements : the head of Burebista — “the
greatest king of Thracia” who “was
feared even by the Romans” as ancient
literary sources pointed out —, of im-
pressive sizes; a huge arm, on which
the head of the Geto-Dacian king is
resting, stretched laterally as if he wanted
to shield protectively in his palm the
entire Carpatho-Danubiano-Pontic area
that he ruled over more than two mil-
lennia ago. The face of the great unifier
of the Geto-Dacians is vigourously carved
expressing dignity, will and steadfastness.

county,
Sculptor Radu

Deva, municipality, Hunedoara county.
The equestrian statue of Decebalus. Un-
veiled on February 29, 1976 this memorial
rises stately in the heart of the town,
in “Dr. Petru Groza” Square; behind it

haughty mountains are rising in the
distance. Prestigious work of famous
sculptor Ion Jalea — author of other

important sculptures of public forum,
among which the equestrian statue of
Mircea the Great erected at Tulcea,
Union's Memorial at Focsani, the statue
of Alexandru Ioan Cuza at Galatzi —,
the equestrian statue of Decebalus is a
homage rendered to the hero-king of
Dacia (87—106 A.D.) under whose reign
the Dacian state reached a remarkable
development in various fields — politic,
economic, urbanistic and military. This
statue, ronde-bosse, carved in a figurative
style, with vigorous lines expressing force
and lastingness is 4.40 m in height; it
is casted in bronze; the statue shows

Decebalus (Deva)

us the Dacians’ hero-king on the horse-
hack holding in his left hand the Dacians’
fighting flag-draco (a Wwoolf head with
snake body) —, and in his right hand his.
sword-daca (a short sword, like a falchion)
Looking at the peaks of the mountains
where there were the defense fortresses
of his state the face of the illustrious.
king of Dacia shows firmness, bravery,
steadfastness and dignity. Towering over
surroundings by its massivity this work
is materialized into a statics symbolizing
the Dacians’ steadiness in their ancestors’
land ; at the same time it shows the
care watch of the great king over his
people’s quietness and the image of the
Dacian fighter watching - the borders of
his homeland. On the frontispice of the




pedestal on which is erected the equest-
trian statue, of 2.10 m in beight, having
the shape of a simple vessel made up of
reinforced concrete plated with white
marble there is carved the name of
the hero-king of the Dacians: “DECE-
BALUS”. In the last five decades nu-
merous sculptural works of public forum
have been erected in the memory of the
great Dacian king (at Cluj-Napoca, Dro-
beta Turnu Severin, Jassy, Orastie, Sla-
nic, Tapia and Timisoara).

Cluj-Napoca, municipality, Cluj county.
The equestrian statue of Michael the
Brave. Placed in the Michael the Brave
Square, in the heart of the town, the
memorial is the work of the well-known
sculptor Marius Butunoiu, author of nu-
merous and appreciated sculptural works
and compositions of public forum. This
memorial unveiled on December 17, 1976
pays homage to the personality of the
great voivode of all Romanians, Michael
the Brave (1593—1601), under whose rule
there was achieved in 1600 the first
political union of the three Romanian
states — Muntenia, Moldavia and Tran-
sylvania —, thus repeating in the me-
diaeval times the deed of large world
reverberations accomplished almost 1700
years ago by the great king Burebista
and anticipating the full union of all
the Romanian-inhabited territories of
December 1, 1918, an act of will of the
entire nation that sanctioned the making
of the unitary Romanian national state,
This statue, sculptured in the figurative
style, ronde-bosse, bronze casted, 7'm in
height showes Michael the Brave in a
classic attitude : on the horseback, with
the right hand he holds the reins' and

his left hand rests on the hilt guard;
his eyes are taking a keen look at the
borders of the Romanian unitary and
centralized state achieved under his rule.
Both the socle and the pedestal are made
up of reinforced concrete, plated with
travertine. On the main facade of the
pedestal in the form of a simple ship
there is mounted the seal-emblem of
Michel the Brave as a voivode of the
three Romanian countries including both
the Walachian eagle, the Transylvanian
lions and the Moldavian bison and the
folowing text in relief: “Michael the
‘Brave, Voivode of the Romanian Coun-
try, of Transylvania and all Moldavia”.
The socle, conceived as an equilateral
triangle with the tops cut off thus
suggesting once again the unity of the
three Romanian countries — has lateraly
three bronze bas-reliefs (36 sq.m.) showing
the main moments of Michael the Brave’s
reign : the battle at Calugareni the
voivode’s entrace in Moldavia and his
coronation at Alba Tulia. At the basis of
the pedestal, to which 12 steps are rising,
there are the coats of arms of the three
Romanian countries placed on each side
of the pedestal, The memorial, on its
whole, is a symbol of all the Romanians’
unity achieved under the victorious
sceptre of Michael the Brave.

Tirgu Jiu, municipality, Gorj county.
The statue of Tudor Vladimirescu. Erect-
ed in “Tudor Vladimirescu Square” the
statue is the work of sculptor Constantin
Balaceanu and was made at the request
of a students’ committee from - Gorj
county led by well known historian
Grigore Tocilescu having been unveiled
on November 20, 1898. Of classic con-




ceiving, with = details precisely carved,
this statue, ronde-bosse, bronze-casted,
2,55 m in height, shows Tudor Vladimi-
rescu in a firm and. dignified attitude

holding in this right hand a sword and -

in the left one the flag of the revolution
under which the revolutionary of Oltenia
province gathered up, the nucleum of the
revolutionary army that he organized and
led. On the whole the statue shows the
influence of the famous picture by Theo-
dor Aman that presents the leader of
the 1821 revolution. On two of the
pedestal’s sides, made up of white stone
(of 3 m in height) there are fixed bronze
plates representing a stag (the former

coat of arms of Gorj county) and res-
pectively, the crossing of the OIlt river
by the pandours (by the well known
lithography signed by C. Isler). A mov-
ing lion, bronze casted, placed on the
faced of the monument suggests the
bravery and -the combat power that
characterized Tudor Vladimirescu.

Calafat, town, Dolj county. The Mo-
nument of Independence. The centennial
celebration of national independence oc-
casioned the assertion, through wide-
spreading creations full of significances,

Michael the Brave’s Statue (Cluj-Napoca)

of the Romanian monumental sculpture
among which remarkable monuments can
be found at Calafat, Constanta, Corabia,
Craiova, Giurgiu, Iasi, Oradea, Vaslui.
The Monument of Independence in Ca-
lafat, locality which in 1877 was to enter
in history as the place wherefrom on
February 26 — here having been one
of the main points of the defensive dis-
position -at the Romanian army at the
Danube — there was fired the first gun
agains the fortress of Vidin, as an aswer
to the Ottoman bombardment, is the work
of sculptor Pavel Bucur and was unveiled
on August 21, 1980. Placed on the bank
of the Danube, just where in 1877—1878
there was deployed the artillery battery
“Stephen the Great” the monument, im-

pressive by both its height — 15 m —
and the area of the bas-reliefs — cca.
25 sq.m. —, is made up of two distinct
elements : a massive pedestal made up
of reinforced concrete plated with tra-
vertine, in the shape of a parallelipiped
artistically carved ; a statuary group made
up of white stone showing three person-
ages : a gunner (in the middle), a hunter
(on the right) and a dorobantz (on the
left) symbolizing the main arms of the
Romanian army that bore the brunt of

Tudor Vladimirescu’s Statue (Tg. Jiu)
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Independence Monument (Calafat)

the Independence War. The hunter is
showed on watch, the gunner holds in
his hand a flag largerly unforled and
the dorobantz is sounding the alarm. The
casting lines are firm and the group, by
its statics, evolves firmness and might.
This group is flanked by artillery pieces
suggested through their caracteristic ele-
ments : the wheels of a gun carriage and
barrels. On the socle there are mounted
bas-reliefs showing suggestive scenes
from the Romanian troops’ crossing the
Danube that fought to sanction on the
battlefield the proclamation of Romania’s
state independence. On the upper part of
the socle there are carved in high relief
the years marking the centennial anniv-
ersary of the national independence of
the Romanian people: “1877—I1977".

Tisita, commune, Vrancea county. The
Monument of Victory. Erected near
historical plains at Marasesti, the mo-
nument at Tisita stands for a homage
granted to the hero soldiers in the hot and
gory year 1917 when they stopped the
impetuous German offensive aiming at
breaking through the Romanian front at
Marasesti. A work of sculptor Oscar Han
— author of well known plastic creations
of public forum among which the equest-
rian statue of Michael the Brave at Alba
Tulia, statues of Constantin Brincoveanu

Victory Monument (Tisita)

and Mihail Kogalniceanu in Bucharest,
statue of Stephen the Great at Piatra
Neamt, statue of Mircea the Great at
Turnu Magurele —, the monument was
unveiled on September 21, 1931 Known
also under the name of Victory at Mara-
sesti, the monuments is in fact a haughty
statue, ronde-bosse, bronze casted, of
2.50 m in height, showing a woman hold-
ing in both her hands, over her head,
a huge sword, ready to hit the invading
enemy. The personage symbolizes the
people risen to arms and the victory it
scored in the confrontation with his
homeland’s foes. The socle of the statue,
in the shape of a pyramid, made up of
reinforced concrete and plated with ar-
tificial stone, 5.30 m in hight has mounted
on the main facade, to the basis, a white
marble plaque with the inscription : “We
won't be passed by ! 1917”°. This text
reminds of the famous orders given by
General Eremia Grigorescu — “We won't
be passed by !” given in the first battle
fought at Oituz in autumn 1916 when he
was commanding the 10th Infantry Di-
vision and “We won’t be passed by either
here !” given on the occasion of the
battle at Marasesti in summer 1917 when
be was commanding the First Romanian
Army.

MARIN BARBOI




DARIUS I, KING OF THE
PERSIANS ((522—486 B.C.),
son of Hystaspes, in the
Achaemenids family, se-
cond- founder and great
organizer of the great Per-
sien empire after Cyrus.
A special place in his re-
forming oeuvre was taken
‘by the remake of the mi-
litary body. He structur-
ed the army into two
basic elements : permanent
troops, whose core was re-
presented by the royal
guard made up of cavalry
and pedestrians (ten thou-
sand people), and the mi-
litia unis recruited only 1n
case of war, from the 20
‘satrapies. The consolida-
tion of armed power en-
abled Darius to pursue an
aggressive policy, with the
‘focus on the western and
north-western frontiers of
the Persian state, towards
Thrace. In order to seize
the straite leading from
the Aegean to the Black
Sea, “the king of Kings"
started an expedition, in
514 B.C. against the Scythi-
ans when, as related by
Herodotus, the Getae north
of the Danube put up a
staunch resistance against
the Persians.

Closing in on the Aegean
region inhabited by Greeks,
Darius started a system-
atic drive towards the
west, in an attempt to con-
quer all the Hellenic ter-
ritories. To this end he
dispatched a military ex-
pedition under general De-
modekes that crossed the
whole Greece reaching Ta-
rent. In order to conso-
lidate the southern flank,
Darius conquered Barca
and strengthened his po-
sitions on the Libyan
shore, in rothern Africa.
He waged war against the
Schythians on the north-
ern flank and penetrated
into Thrace. Starting the
war against the Greeks,

Alexandru Macedon

Dromichaites

Burebista

Darius conquerred Thrace,
Byzantion, Samos and
other Greek islands, comm-
ing to the shores of the
Aegean from where he
was to wage direct war

against the Greek states
that would give him a
firm and heroical reply.

Darius, one of the great-
est ancient commanders of
army, a skilful organizer
and wvaliant soldier, was
given a successful retort
by the Schythians, Greeks,
and Geto-Dacians — the
ancestors of the Romanian
people who firmly defend-
ed their hearth.

ALEXANDER MACEDON
(THE GREAT). Born in
356 B.C., at Pélla, died at
only 33, on June 13, 323
B.C., at ‘Babylon. Son of
Philip II of Macedonia,
disciple of Aristotle.
Crowned a king upon his
father’s assassination (336
B.C.) he repressed the up-
rising of the Greek cities
started in Thebes (335 B.C.)
and resumed the battle
for the Danubian frontier,
trying to subject the local
tribes. Unable to defeat
Syrmos, their leader, also
assisted by the Daco-Getae
on the left bank of the
Danube, Alexander = the
Great crossed the river
somewhere near the OIlt
mouth. There he faced the
armed resistance of the
Daco-Getae, over 10,090
foot soldiers and about
4,000 infantry men, as
highlighted by ancient
writer Arrian, who after
an open-field battle tried
to mount their defence in
a fortified settlement
which they soon abandon-
ed for more safety. The
heroic defence of the Geto-
Dacians in the dramatic
clash with Alexander the
Great’s army struck a deep
echo in the ancient world
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and proved, at the same
time, the Geto-Dacian re-
sistance, their role in shat=
tering the Macedonian
plans of expansion into
this area. After the
completion of the Balkan
campaign, Alexander the
Great crossed the Hellles=
pont (334 B.C.), starting his
long victorious campaign
against the Persian Em-
pire. He defeated the Per=
sian army at Granicus
(334 B.C.) and Issos (33
B.C.) and conquered Phoe-
nicia and Egypt. Alter the
decisive battle of Gauga-
mela (331 B.C.) against
Darius III, he conquered
between 330—327 B.C. the
cities in the centre of the
Ahemenid Empire (Baby-
lon, Susa, Ecbatana, Perse-
polis), the eastern satrapies
of Bactriana and Sogdiana
and unfolded a campaign
in north India (327—325
B.C.). After Alexander the
Great's death, the wvast
empire created by him
(stretching to the Danube
and the Indus) was dis-
mantled into several bo-
dies politic, known as Hel-
lenistic kingdoms.

Besides precious inform-
ation on the Daco-Getae's
life in the northern bank
of the Danube and their
political-military  history,
on the abnegation of the
Romanian people's ances-
tors in defending their
homeland against the for-
eign aggressor, the same
Arrian, left us a compre-
hensive characterization of
the man, commander and
soldier who was Alexander
the Great. According {0
the ancient historian “He
was a man of a good
stature, very vigorous, ex-
tremely agile and daring
like nobody else; he was
passionately seeking for
any opportunity to gain
glory and plunged head-
way in the thick of the
battle (...) he was endowed
with extraordinary acumen
especially in wooly situa-
tions and when he pos-
sessed -all the data of a
situation he always knew
how to pick the best so-
lution.- He was a great
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Decebalus

Trajan

master at mustering his
army in the most suitable
formation, at equipping it
with weapons and imple-
ments. And he had also
the gift of bracing up his
people, filling their hearts
with hope and dissipating
fear at difficult moments
through the example of
his own derring-do.”

DROMICHAITES (4th—
3rd  centuries. B.C)). A
Daco-Getic king over =2
state stretching left and
right of the lower Danube,
Dromichaites firmly fought
to end the political-mili-
tary expansion of the Hel-
lenistic kingdom of Thrace
over his' land. Towards
300 B.C. he defeated and

made Agathocles prisoner,
son of Lysimachus, the
ruler of the kingdom. In
292 he rejected another
ample expedition by Lysi-
machus who, after having
ransomed his successor,
crossed the Danube at the
head of a numerous, hard-
tested and well-equipped
army. There he had to
cope with the Daco-Getic
army made up of “men
very skilled at war”, as
related by ancient histo-
rian Pausanius. Using the
tactics of withdral and “the
burnt land”, creating a
sort of demo-economic void
in the path of the enemy,
plus attribution moves, the
troops commanded by Dro-
michaites scored a decisive
victory that was more con-
clusive than the 300 B.C.-
one over the Thracian-
Macedonian army, plagued
by thirst, privations and
badly discouraged. Lysi-
machus and the remnats
of his army were taken
to the city of Helis where
peace was concluded bet-
ween the two rulers, by
which Dromichaites gained
the cities on the right of
the Danube and gave his
enemy the following warn-
ing : “Why did you forece
yourself, against nature, to
bring your soldiers to a
land where no foreign
army can find a chance of
escape wunder the blue
sky ?” ; the two heads of
state - struck an alliance
scaled by the Getic king's

marriage to Lysimachus's
daughter.
The military successes

scored by the Geto-Dacian
state against the Hellen-
istic kingdom of Thrace
are due to Dromichaetes’
several attainments such as
political acumen, organiza-
tional and commanding
skills. He was one of the
ancient commanders of
army who, sensing the im-
portance of calling to arms
the majority of the popu-
lation to defend the land
against an enemy superior
in number and equipment,
realized that in order to
annihilate the solid Hel-
lenistic phalanx he had to



expand his archery cavalry
and his foot soldiers. From
this point of view his rule
was a fruitful period in
the moulding of Daco-Ge-
tic military structures and
the improvement of the
means to wage and pursuc
a defence war by calling
to arms the entire people.
Dromichaites was not oniy
a great army commander
but also a politician and
diplomat of exception. And
he proved it when he sub-
mitted to the people's
assembly — the decision=-
making corps of his body
politic — the lot of Lysi-
machus and his compa-
nions.

BUREBISTA (b. ante
82 — d. 44 B.C.) The anci-
ent sources call him “the
first and greatest of all
Thracian kings”. Bure-
bista was the founder of
the first centralized and
independent Dacian state,
an expression of the cre-
ativity of the Romanian
people’s ancestors, as the
event came to acquire ex-
ceptional significance in
Romania’s national history.
At first leader of a state
nucleus, he gradually unit-
ed the other Geto-Dacian
bodies politic so that, as
related by ancient geog-
rapher Strabo “in a few
years he managed to founa
a great rule.” In order to
unite and defend his state,
Burebista successfully
fought the Taurisci, the
Boii, the Scordisci, the
Bastarnae, the Sarmati,
the Greek state-cities
between Olbia and Apoi-
conflict between Gnaeus
Pompey and Julius Gaes-
lonia and against the
Romans, siding, in the
ar, with the former. His
vast territory  stretching
west and north-west to
the middle Danube and
“Morava, to the Beskids
in the north, and Olbia
in the south, also includ-
ing Dobrudgea while the
southern frontier was re-
presented by the Haemus
Mountains. The campaigiis
unfolded by the Dacians

over that period led to
the creation of a powerful
and comprehensive state,
deemed one of the big-
gest powers of antiquity.
In otder to keep up the

military effort, Burebista
had an army of over
200,00 soldiers, throwing
into battle the majority

of the apt men ; his stre-
tegy was an. active one
and he consistently ap-
plied the principle of
concentrating forces and
means unto the decisive
attack directions. He mi-
nutely prepared his cam-
paigns both militarily
and politically. Such as,
for instance, his expedit-
ions against the Taurisei
and Boii Celts, carried on
in the conditions of a
worsening antagonism
between Rome and Ger-
many at the Rhine, and
a weaker Roman offensive
in central Europe. More-
over, in order to achieve
a better security for his
state. against -the inroads
of the numerous enemies
he carried out prevention
actions such as the Ma-
cedonia and Illyria ones
and erected  a complex
system of fortifications
with the centre in Tran-

sylvania, built in the
technique of the local
population, called “murus

dacicus”. The Dacian ging
Burebista galvanized and

individualized the Daco-
Getic military art whose
characteristics, enriched

by generations upon gen-
erations, are to be found
in the Romanian thinking
and practice of all times ;
he also enhanced the
tactics and strategy of the
Romanian people's an-
cestors into the highest
standard of ancient mili-
tary art.

Burebista, a  parumount
personality of the Roma-
nian people’s history ac-

complished the highest
aspiration after liberty,
unity and independence,

and bequeathed to his
successors ‘a peerless he-
ritage that left a decisive
stamp on their future his-

torical evolution at all
levels.

DECEBAL (b — d. 106)
The Daco-Getae’ “hero-
king”, he took the count-
ry’s helm at a time  of
maximum threat over
Dacia by the Roman Em-
pire. In a first campaign
he organized the state’s
defence against the rep-
ressive acts perpetrated
by emperor Domitianus ;
thus, in 86 his armies
mopped up the Roman
legions of general Fuscus
while in 88 he was defeat-
ed by the troops of ge-
neral Tetius Iulianus at
Tapae. He managed to
conclude peace with the
latter and thus sheltered

he continued to prepare
the country’s defence.
Therefore, when emperor

Trajan relaunched Rome’s
expansionary policy to the
Danube and the Carpath-
ians, Decebal. put up a
fierce well-organized res-
istance, culminating with
the two defence wars
waged by the Dacians
against the Romans bet-
ween 101—102 and 105—
106. In both cases the
Roman armies were more
than once embarassed by
the fierce reply of the
Dacians. For instance, after
advancing to Sarmizege-
tusa, the Romans crossed
to Tapae (101), in the
narrow forests-clad spot
called Transylvania's Iron
Gate and there they re-
sponded only at great
costs to the deft strategic-
al moves on inner lines
masterminded by Decebal.
Part of his forces, supp-
orted by the Roxolani und
Burii allies launched a
counterattack in Moesia
Inferior, in order to isol-
ate the enemy troops adv-
ancing into Dacia. Realiz-
ing the danger, Trajan
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The unfolding o the
two Daco-Roman  wars

shows that Decebalus, that
military genius of the an-
cient world conceived a
well-thought campaign
plan comprising several
- hypotheses of action. The
campaign plan worked out
by Decebalus leant on tre
main idea of defending
Dacia on successive align-
ments concurrently with
strong offensive attacks
taken by surprise aiming
at exhausting Trajan’s for-
ces, shaking their courage
and reducing their combat
capacity. Considering the
Romans’ effort direction,
acting at an convintent
moment, Decebalus pursu-
‘ed to launch, together
~with his allies, a strong
counter-offensive in order
to score the decisive re-
sult : the liberation of the
entire Dacian territory.

" Convinced that Trajan
would embark upon an
offensive, with all his for-
ces, towards the centre of
the Dacian state in Oras-
tiei Mountains in  order
to conquest Dacia as soon
as  possible, Decebalus
envisaged the carrying out.
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_ to continue its

with the help of his aliies,
Burii and Sarmatians, of
a strong counter-offensive
operation in the Bast :
the group of forces was
to penetrate thnough the

passes of the Oriental
Carpathians, to cross the
Danube in East Moesia
Minor, in the Dobrodja

where had to crush the
weak Roman garrisons
made up of  auxiliary
troops s | then ™ it “had
pene-
westwards to
Trajan’s com-
munications with the
empire and finally, to
catch the Roman army,
engaged in Dacia, between
two fronts, te isolate and
to destroy it.

It is obvious that it
was a grandiose campaigh
plan in harmony with De-
cebalus’ talent, military
genius and strategical ca-
pabilities, which had been
carried out exactly would
have yielded as the f{inal
result “one of the most
terrible disasters ever
suffered by the Romans"'.

We must state that this
plan “representing for
our national military his-

tration
intercept

strategical
operation  planned  and
carried out at the scale of
the entire Carpatho-Danu-
bian-Pontic area”?2  was
exactly carried out in eve-
rything depended on the

tory the first

competence and military
capacity of the  Dacian
king or on the value of

the forces which he .com-
manded or collaborated
with. The secret of ne-
gotiations carried on with
his allies, the preparation
and concentration of his
forces, and their deploy-
ment on the new theatre
of operations was so well
kept up that Trajan, who
hoped to end the war
with Decebalus just before
coming winter, had no in-
formations and did not
imagine anything about
the plans against him.
This was also the reason
for which Trajan rejected
the Burii’'s ultimatums
since he did not find
another threat on  their
part except an interven-
tion, alongside Decebalus
aiming at strengthening
Sarmisaegetusa’s  defense
and not ai all an offen-
sive strategic manceuvre



just in Moesia Minor. He-
re Trajan expected, at
least, weak actions aiming
only at plunderings that
his  auxiliary garrisons
could casily repel. Just at
that moment Trajan heard
an amazing piece of news.
A long way off, in eastern
Moesia Minor large for-
ces including Dacians, Bu-
rii and Sarmatians had
crossed the Danube and
took' by assault the weak
Roman' garrisons there
deployed -and some of
these forces continued
their advance towards ilie
Balkans ®.

Unfortunately for Dece-
balus, the daring strate-
gle maneuvre that he con-
cevied would strike aga-
inst an insuperable obsta-

cle- — the weather evolu-
tion. Winter, so hard in
other years was highly

gentle that year making
difficult -the crossing, on
the Danube’s ice, of the
Dacian and allied forces.
Those -who crossed the ri-
ver started the siege of the
Roman castres in Moesia
Minor while the Sarmatian
heavy -artillery would ma-
ke its  way towards tae
heart of the province
crushing the Roman for-
ces met on their way.

On learning those bad
news Trajan rapidly un-
derstood the danger that
his communications witi
the empire be cut off due
to the skilful manoeuvre
carried out by Decebalus
— his gifted enemy who,
in fact, had the initiati-
ve?t all the time.

As a consequence, the
wise emperor acted ra-
pidly : he left around Sar-
misaegethusa, in face of
Decebalus, only strictly
needed forces to keep up

the gained positions and
with the rest of his for-
ces he would direct to-

wards Drobeta wherefrom,
once With the sncw’s melt-
ing, he would move to the
new theatre of operatiois.
To the Romans’ chance the
snow melted much earlier
than usually and the first
echelon with the ships full
of troops and war mate-
rials was put in action.

I

Arriving in one of the Da-
nubian harbours, at Novae
(Sistov) or Sexaginta Pris-

ta (Russe) Trajan landed
immediately and riding
in front of his cavalry
troops, auxiliary infantry

and his guard moved im-
mediately to the threat-
ened region °.

After he had delected
in a first fight the Sar-

matian cavalry, which
began to retreat, Trajan
continued to trace the
Dacian and allied forces

moving to the Sipka for
crossing the Balkans. A
new fight took place in
which both the Dacians
and their allies, though
taken by surprise by su-
perior forces, in point of
number, at dead of night,
fought bravely and stub-
bornly. But they would
be finally defeated. The
Roman intervention stopp-
ed at due time the mo-

vements of these forces
south - of the mountains
wherefrom they  could

continue their actions®.

But during those two
fights ‘Trajan met only

avanguard detachments of
the Dacians and of Dece-
balus’ allies. A third eche-
lon of his allies, the stron-
gest one, which, after
had crossed the Danube
at the month of the Si-
reth river, concentrated
in' the northern Dobrodja
could still, by both their
number and quality of
the fighters : Dacians.
Burii - and Sarmatians, to
bdlance the fate of the
war.! Informed in due
time, Trajan gathered =all
his forces and moved to
meet his enemy ; the con-
frontation took place at
Adameclisi, there where
the road forks towards
two main passes of  the
Balkans: Sipka and Ha-
meija. *“The fight  took
place on the plateau at
Adamclisi, there where
the Dobrodjan steppe is
meeting - with. the first
pre-Balkan forests, at the
turn of longitudinal road
of Scythia - Minor west-
wards, towards Durosior
and' Balkan passes. It was




Adameclisi
Monument — Constanta

Metopes on

a highly bloody battle,
the amplest and Mmost
adamant of all ones de-
picted on the Column™’.
In that battle Trajan en-
gaged all categories of
troops at his disposal:
auxiliary cavalry and in-
fantry, legions, pretorian
cohorts, the emperor's
personal guard and the
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artillery (cattapults and
balistas).

Trying to get a
tration south-wards the
Daco-Buro-Sarmatian for-
ces deployed a well-arti-
culated group which was

pene-

to take the offensive on
moving. But in spite of

this fact, through the ju-
dicious coordination  of
their efforts, both in time
and space, pursuing parti-
cularly to reach the junc-
tion point between the
cohorts and alae, the allied
horsemen and  footmen
strongly stroke the enemy
dispositions, succeeding in
creating difficulties for
the highest Roman  lea-
dership which had to Te-

sort to its .last rezertes
and cven to put into the
fight those troops intend-

ed to defend the camp —-
a practice used ‘seldom
enough in the annals of
the Roman military art”*
The stubbornnes of that
battle is also suggested bv
the scenes engraved on
the Columns: heaps of
deads among the Dacians.
Burii and Sarmatians :
wounded for the Roman
legions and auxiliaries
for the first time the
sculpter showed a camp
full of prisoners captured
from the battlefield, Tra-
jan eulogizing the braverv
of his troops and award-
ing those that distinguish-
ed themselves in the
bitter fightings. Dio Cas-
sius presented it as the
most ferocious battle as-
serting that many fell
dead, on both sides, that
the number of the Roman
wounded was so great
that bandages having been

not enough Trajan him-
self tore up his clothes
to make bandages for

dressing the wounds and
mm memory of those 4,000

dead — huge number for
those times and for a
victorious army — he or-

dered an altar to be er-
ected, where religious ser-
vices be made every year
In 108, at Trajan’s order.
at Adamclisi was built a
triumphal memorial to

glorify the victory won.
the single one of this kind
erected under Trajan’s
reign and one of the few
ones built in the times
of the Roman empire, a
monument that renders
homage to both the Ro-
man army’'s sacrifices and
to the Dacian people’s
valiancy and sacrifice, the
hercical behavior and
contempt for death of De-
cebalus’ soldiers.

This insistent glorifica~
tion of the Adamclisi batt-
lefield, unique on all huge
theatre of Trajan's wars
can be explained througl:
the exceptional importan-
ce of the Romans' victory.
a dearly paid victory, de-
cided only in extremis®?
“At Adamclisi Trajan was
on the wverge of a cata-
strophe and was SuUCCESS=
ful miraculously” . Once
with the battle at Adam-
clisi which evinced the
hot love for liberty, he-
roism, bravery and spirit
of sacrifice of the Dacian
people, the campaign m
Moesia Minor ended. But
it did not mean the end
ob the war that would
become more fiery, the
Romans paying an expen-
sive price for each piece
of land conquerred from
the eternal Dacians.
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Museum Testimonies

GETO-DACIAN

e insignia ¢

Creators of an advanced civilization, the
Getae-Dacians used, in order to distinguish
themselves, symbols whose tradition is lost
in the mist of time.

Obviously in antiquity and in more re-
cent times, the most representative mark
was the banner, Carried as a rule in mili-
tary confruntations, the banner was meant
to hearten the combatants and to  show
the road to follow .

As for the Dacian banners, we know today
that the military units distinguished them-
selves through banners of different shapes
and colours. The infantry units used a mark
made up of a piece of cloth bordered with
fringes (in different colours, to differeatiate
between various formations) bearing on it
the representation of a snake. The respec-
tive cloth was fixed on a pole or spear
so as to be high enough to be seen from
the distance 2.

The cavalry troops were identified
through a representation called “the Da-
cian dragon”, a wolf'shead with the mouth
wide open, made of metal and fixed on
a pole® When passing through the metal
teeth of the wolf’s head the wind produced
a strong whistling. Often the two types of
banners were used in parallel and someti-
mes the symbol signs merged into a spe-
cific image : a snake with a wolf’s head *.

The earliest representation of the Dacian
banner is printed on a ceramic pot dating
from the 3rd century B.C., discovered at
Budureasca, county Prahova. Although it
was made by means of a shallow incision,
one can distinguish the snake with a wolf’s
head in a side view, looking towards the
right. The wolf’s head, supported on a strong
neck, shows specific trait for that animal :
keen eyes, short and upright ears, big mouth.
The big-scaled body of the snake ends
in several stripes which evoke a piece of

Dacian flag (detail from Trajan’s Column)

cloth fluttering in the wind. The whole
representation, depicted on a perfectly ver-
tical line, is supported by -a pole on the
wolf’s neck.

Trajan's Column makes known other as-
pects in connection with the Dacian ban-
ner, which is rendered on the colum more
massively and more. ondulating, so as to
bring in bolder relief the strong clash of
will and force between the = combatants.

Significantly, the snake -of the Dacian

banner of yore was preserved in the Ro-

manian heraldic heritage over centuries.
Thus in a miniature of rare beauty made
in three colours (red, yellow and blue) on
a document issued in 16145 by the chan-
cellery of the ruler of Wallachia Radu Mih-
nea (who, in order to show his kinship
with Iancu of Hunedoara’s family, called
himself Radu Mihnea Voievod Corvinul®,
one can find two winged snakes decorating
some letters. Nearly two and a half cen-
turies later, in 18597 the snake was. in-
cluded in an expressive seal emblem, coiled
in such a yay as to link two naked bodies,
an expression which renders, by means
specific to the art and science of heraldry,
the aspiration of the Romanians towards
national unity, an aspiration based on com-
mon origin.

Another symbol, which in time became
specific to the local inhabitants of this land
is a feminine character carrying a curved
sword. This representation is found on an
original source, the coin Provincia Dacia,
struck in the 3rd century A.D. when the
Roman rule was still in force. One -side
of the coin shows a feminine character
Wearing a fur cap and carrying in her right
hand a banner with the letters D.F. (Dacia
Felix) and in her left hand a curved sword,

To her right and left sides are the in-

87



signias that remind one of the Roman le-
gions: ‘a  lion and an . eagle. This
motif, too, appeared to be very enduring.
Towards the middle of the past century the
Romanians in Transylvania, which had
started their struggle for social and natio-
nal emancipation, suggested the Vienna
authorities to. renew the coat of arms of
Transylvania by including a new field,
which was to show exactly the composition
on the coin Provincia Dacia®, as a plastic
attestation of the unbroken oldness of
the Romanians in their ancestral land.
Expressing the major ideal of natio_ne_ll
unity a new law referring to Romania’s
coat of arms!® passed in 1867 decided that
the escutcheon should be supported by a
woman wearing a folklore costume and
carrying a curved sword in her hand, and
a lion — elements taken over from the
image on the coin mentioned above.
Another interesting aspect in connection
with the symbols of former Dacia is the
fact that an expressive composition. was
attributed to the “kingdom of Dacia” in the
Middle Ages. Data about that coat of arms
are found in both domestic and foreign
sources. When tackling the history of Mol-
davia in his chronicle, Nicolae Costin '
presented a coat of arms showing two lions
rampant facing each other and supportn}p
with their forelegs a crown, descrihed in
his own words as follows, “Dacia’s  seal
consisted of two lions”. Of the fo-
reign sources we shall dwell on the most
important collection of coats of arms, mostly
of south-east European states, Paul Vite-
zovi¢'s Stemmatographia '?. The work com-
prises, besides the coats of arms of Walla-
chia, Transylvania and Moldavia, also a
composition attributed to Dacia. A pyramid
fills the field of the escutcheon to its up-
per part; on either side two lions rampant
facing each other. Interestingliy, the escut-
cheon comprising this image has on top
a closed crown, which, unlike most repre-
sentations of this kind ends in a sphere
rather than in a cross-bearing globe, prgof
of the ract that it referred to a time prior
to the introduction of Christianity in Da-
cia. The state whose coat of arms is descri-
bed above was, according to Paul Vitezo-
vi¢, destroyed following the Roman con-
quest and the waves of invasions that fol-
lowed in the next centuries. The above
author interprets each of the elements of
the composition, showing that “the pyramid
stands for accomplishment and excellence
of glory acquired through concern for wvir-
tue, existing in Dacia down to Decebalus’
reign” 13, - These insignia, = too, "are to
be found in the treasure of later Ro-
manian heraldry. Significatly, one of the
compositions attributed to the “king of
Wallachia” Litovoi'* in the armorial made
in the second half of the 13th century by
the French Vijimberger ! comprises a field
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with red and gold bars on which there are
two lion's feet, while a lion is engraved
on a seal issued by Mircea the Great’s chan-
cellery at the beginning of the 15th cen-
tury !. Seen in this context the emblem of
the seal used by Michael the Valliant as
ruler of the three Romanian provinces!?, in
which the coats of arms of Wallachia and
Moldavia are accompanied by two lions (as
we saw — the old crest of Dacia) undoub-
tedly attests to the idea of restoring Da-
cia, as a major condition for the existence
and progress of the Romanian people.

All these symbols being taken over clearly
proves the perennial character of some in-
signia, the permanence and oldness of the
autochtonous population and convincingly
attests to the fact that the re-assessment
of insignia originating in the pre-heraldic
epoch was meant to bring out the link bet-
ween past, present and future, as a means
to boost the struggle for national inde-
pendence and unity.

1. A particularly beautiful and comprehensive
definition of the banner is found in the well-
known work Invdtdturile lui Neagoe Basarab
cdtre fiul sdu Teodosie, Bucuresti, 1970, p. 296.

2. Anton Velcu, Steagurile Romaniei, in Ro-
ma’;}}ia‘s Encyclopaedia, Bucuresti, 1935, vol. I,
p. 74.

3. Ibidem, see also Maria Dogaru, Aspiratia
poporului roman spre unitate gi independentd na-
tionala, Album heraldic, Ed. Stiintifici si Enci-
clopedica, Bucuresti, 1981, p. 11.

4. Anton Velcu, op. cit.

5. State Archives Bucharest, stock Manastirea
Dealul, XI/3 orig.

6. See Stanica Vitalie, Radu Mihnea Voievod
Corvinul, stdpin al Moldovei s$i Tdrii Romdnesti
(1623—1626) in the volume ,Stefan Metes la 85 de
ani“, Cluj-Napoca, 1977, pp. 263—268.

7. C. Moisil, Unele reminiscente din timpul
propagandei pentru wunire, in ,Arhiva Romaniei®,
VII, 1941, p. 126. See also M. Dogaru [nsemne
heraldice reflectind ideea wunitdtii nationale, in
»Revista arhivelor®, vol. XLI, Year LVI, supple-
ment, 1979, pp. 206—222.

8. Iudita Wincler, Moneda Provincia Dacia, in
~Studii si cercetdri de numismatica“, vol. V, 1970,
p. 149.

9. Mihai Popescu, Stema Ardealului cerutd de
romani dupd 1848, in ,Convorbiri literare®, LVIII,
1926, pp. 216, 218.

10. .Monitorul®, official journal of
No. 75 of 2/14 April, 1867, pp. 450—451.

11. Nicolae Costin, Letopisetul Tarii Moldovei de
la zidirea lumii pind la 1600, p. 172.

12. The complete title of the work is Stemma-
tographic sive armorium Illyricorum descriptio,
delineatio et restitutio (stemmatography or des-
cription, drawing and restitution of the coat of
arms of the Illyrians) issued in Vienna, 1701.

13. Ibidem, p. '18.

14. See M. Dogaru, Stema voievodului Litovoi,
in ,Magazin istoric“, Year XIX, No. 10 (223), Oct.
1985. pp. 6—8.

15. Jean N. Manescu, Cu privire la originea
stemei Tarit Romanesti, in ,Cercetdri numisma-
tice*, Vv, 1983, pp. 183—196. >

16. This seal validates the alliance treaty con-
cluded by the prince of Wallachia with the king
of Poland (Vladislav) in 1411. Library of ‘the
Academy of the S. R. of Romania. Facsimile.

17. For the biogravhy referring to this source
see M. Dogaru, Sigiliile, marturii ale trecutului
istoric, Ed. S$tiintificA si Enciclopedicd, Bucu-
resti, 1976, pp. 60—61.
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AN IMPORTANT WORK
WHICH HAS BEEN AWARDED

A PRIZE

BY THE ROMANIAN ACADEMY

In November 1983, the
Academy of the Socialist
Republic of Romania
awarded the prize “Stefan
Gheorghiu” to the volume
*Transylvania — An An-
cient Romanian Land” by
Lieutenant-General DBr.
Ilie Ceausescu, printed in
French by the Military
Publishing House in 1983,
as an acknowledgement of
the highly _scientific and
patriotic-educative value of
the work dealing with an
historical subject dear to
every Romanian. From its
very publication, first in
French and English, thea
in Romanian, the work
enjoyed the attention and
appreciation of the special-
ists in history, the central
press and other periodicals
containing laudatory re-
views. As a matter of fact
large fragments of the
volume had been publish-
ed in editorial avantpre-
miere in “Scinteia tinere-

tului”?, “Romania 'today”
¢{n French, English . and
German), “Saptamina”,

“Apararea patriei” and
“Military Life” reviews.
Extensive commentaries
were published in “Scin-
teia”, “Apararea patriei”,
“Flacara”, Suplimentul li-
rar-artistic al “Scinteii ti-
neretului”, “Military Life”,
“Familia”, “Tribuna” etc.

“Written in an attractive
style, with revealing theses
and conclusions which does

the Romanian historio-
graphy credit, the volume
“Transylvania — An An-

cient Romanian Land” re-
presents for the spreading
abroad of the truth on
our national history, for
all those concerned with
the  Romanian  people’
struggle for unity and in-
dependence, an indispens-
able instrument, of acute
actuality, impresses by its
pages with thorough-going
and multiple significances”
(“A book of the Historical
Truth” in “Scinteia” from
February 18, 1984).
“Based on several in-
disputable documentary
sources, interpreted highly

objectively, the author
succeeds in offering the
reader a valuable historical
retrospective of this old
Romanian territory. Organ-
ically integrated in count-
ry’s history, following the
fundamental coordinates of
the Romanian people’s
development, the history
of Transylvania appears to
be a fresco of our national
history from the oldest
times down to the pre-
sent (...)
Lieutenant-General Dr.
Ilie Ceausescu book is
an excellent answer given
to the denigrators of the
Romanian people’s true
history and a wonderful
instrument of patriotic
education for the genera-
tions of readers of the
Socialist Romania  (...)*
(*An Important Contribu-
tion to the Knowledge of
Our People’s History” in

SHlacaralas ot SNIarch et
1984).
H) An exceptional

work which happily com-
pletes the Romanian histo-
riography in a moment in
which some historians
abroad, unfortunately as-
sume the right to write
about the Romanian
people’s history so beauti-
ful so clear and so great
in deeds, glaringly violat-
ing the scientific objective
spirit, indispensable to a
profesional in the froat of
historiography” (“Transyl-
vania’s Praise” in “Fami-
lia” from February 1984).

The - volume published
on the eve of the 65th an-
niversary since the sett-
ing-up of the Romanian
unitary national state
enjoyed special apprecia-
tions by  several foreign
newspapers and _news
agencies. “France Presse”
news agency issued a
commentary revealing that
this  work comes with
evidence for the formation
of the Romanian people in
between  the  Ist—IIIrd
centuries and not in the
IXth—XTITth centuries, the
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“truth.

way some historians ab-
road assert, without foun-
dation, guided by interests
alien from science, from
the objective historical
The commentary
also underlines the thesis

Jlargely dealt with by the

author according to which
“Transylvania’s annexation
to Hungary took place as
late as 1867 and not in the
XIITth as some historians

abroad wrongly, tenden-
tionsly or hostily main-
tain”. The main ideas of

the volume, illustrated in
the “France Presse” agency
commentary were resumed
and emphasized in the
larger context of the pre-
sent Romanian historio-
graphy, in articles publi-
shed in important dailies
from Holland, Switzerland
and Portugal. This fact
confirms the major in-
terest the work “Transyl-
vania — An Ancient Ro-
manian Land” enjoyed
from its very publication.

PAGES
OF WORLD
MILITARY
THINKING
vol. 1 and 2

Two more volumes of
scientific works dedicated
to the military phenome-
non were issued recently
by the Military Publish-
ing House in a series in-
tended to offer the con-
military thinking in the
chance to get acquainted
with the best products of
militarq thinking in the
world along the centu-
vies!. This new book re-
lease is felt as an act of

culture from all points of
view.

The reason for this as-
sertion resides primarily
in the work of those who
made it possible to put
together such an anthology
which, so far, covers the
Antiquity (Vol. I) and the
Mediaeval period down
to the beginning of the
Modern period (Vol. II).
The volume comprises all
the great names of the
Greek-Roman antiquity
who wrote about the his-
tory of their time: Hero-

dotus, Thucydides, Plu-
tarch, Tacitus, Dio Cas-
sius, Diodorus of Sicily.
Extremely rich but less

known cultural zones are
explored, too, such as
China with Sun Tzi and
India with Kautiliya. The
Byzantine heritage is re-
presented by Maurice and
Kekaumenos, the feudal
era by Machiavelli, Crom-~
well, Frederic the Great,
Suvorov and Guibert, the
18th century and the first
half of the 19th century
by Napoleon, Jomini and
Clausewitz.

The range of themes co-
vered by the two volumes

1 ,Gindirea Militard Uni-
versald“, the Military Pu-
blishing House, Bucharest,
Vel. T,.:1984, Vol. . X, 1985,
edited by Col. Dr. Simion
Pitea and Col. Dr. Ghcorghe
Tudor.

is equally varied, as long
as it refers to the struc-
ture of military realities
and concerns : the com-
mand of the major battles
of antiquity, army orga-
nization, qualities reques-
ted from military leaders,
how to conduct a siege,
ranging to higher theore-
tical consideration on;
the' art of war, the defi-
nition of war ,tactics, stra-
tegy and martial arts.

Consistently pursuing
the idea to present to the
readers the place of the
Romanians in the world
history, the editors of the
anthology presented, in
due place and with due
stress, the heritage of the
Romanian military think-
ing. While the antiquity
presents the military art
and organization and so-
lidieriy virtues of the Ge-
tae-Dacians indirectly,
through the agency of
Greek and Roman histo-
rians, the Mediaeval and
the subsequent periods of-
fer us direct tesimonies
of the military reality in
this area through Roma-
nian writings and chroni-
cles, about prince Basa-
rab, Mircea the Great,
Vlad the Impaler and Ste-
phen the Great. As for the
road towards theoretical
considerations, it was to
be brilliantly followed by
Neagae Basarab, Dimitrie
Cantemir, Tudor Vladimi-
rescu, Nicolae  Balcescu,
Mihail Kogédlniceanu and
General Gheorghe Adrian.

What is culturally im-
portant is not only the
valuable contents of the
two volumes, their skilful
structure so that today's
reader is made aware of
perennial assets, the logic
of continuity and discon-
tinuity in this movement
of ideas, but also the
cultural communication,
through the work of su-
perior instruction it invol-
ves.
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Another fact is added
to the above considera-
tions, namely that by its
nature the book under re-
view has all the qualities
of an instrument of scien-
tific work, made availa-
ble for those who study
the military phenoimenon.

We are therefore fully
justified to say that this
is an act of cultural re-
stitution, meant both to
glorify the past and to
enrich the thinking of our
contemporaries.

Captain

CORNEL CODITA

The collection

“PAGES

OF THE MILITARY
HISTORY

OF THE ROMANIAN
PEOPLE”

Initiated and coordina-
ted by the chairman of
the Romanian Commission
of Military History, Lieu-
lenant-general Dr. Ilie
Ceausescu, the prestigious
collection “Pages from the
Military History of the
Romanian People” was, al-
ready since its first issue
(1973) a prestigious suc-
cess of Romanian histori-
cal research as it provi-
ded an ample historical
fresco of the Romanian
army.

Although having various
subjects, the studies in vo-
lumes 1—4 and 10 are uni-
tary in point of overall
problems they tackle,
from feats of arms of our
Getae-Dacian ancestors to
the contemporary era, in
point of the analysis of
the Romanian military
phenomenon : training for
the defence of the
homeland, military drills,

the organization of the
army and its relations
with the socio-political
forces in the course

of  time. Issue num-
ber 5—6 (1979) approaches
the second world war,
bringing out defining as-
pects regarding Roma-
nia’s participation in the
fight against the Hilerite
Wehrmacht. The 7th vo-
lume analyses the - time
span betwen the end of
the 18th century and the
first two decades of the
20th century, laying stress
on the- creation of mo-
dern military structures,
on the role played by
the carrying out of the
army in the struggle for
Union of the Romanian
Principalities, for regain-
ing state independence, for
completing state unity.
Volume 8 deals with the
national military system
after the first world war
down to August 23rd,
1944, witk the military
policy of the revolutiona-
ry, progressive, democra-
tic forces, and with that
of the higher leadership
of the army and of the
ruling circles. Issue num-
ber 9 (1981) brings out the
defining traits of the Ro-
manian military policy
worked out in the histori-
cal period inaugurated by
the anti-fascist and anti-
imperialist revolution for
social and national libe-
ration on August 23rd,
1944 down to the 12th
Congress of the Romanian
Communist Party. The vo-
lume moreover presents
the highly important tasks

outlined by Romania's
president Nicolae
Ceausescu, at the review
assembly of the active
and basic cadres of the
army in 1980. The - 11th

volume (1983) deals with
the main aspects and sta-
ges of the history of
Transylvania in the con-
text of the Romanian peo-
ple’s history. The studies,
covering a long period of
time, from the earliest ti-
mes down to our days
bring out Transylvania's
belonging to the Roma-
nian land, the role played
the carrying out of the

by this
vince in the centuries-old

Romanian pro-

struggle for the creation
of the unitary and inde-
pendent national state —
Romania. Volume 12 (1984)
comprises studies worked
out by foreign authorson

the Romanian military
history. They reflect the
interest shown in the

world today for the achie-
vements of contemporary
Romania, for the prestige
won by its firm policy of
defending national inde-
pendence and sovereignty,
by its foreign policy
meant to build a world of
peace and understanding.
Issue No. 15 (1984) ana-
lyses the causes and fac-
tors which enabled the
preparation, triggering off
and successful unfolding
of the revolution in Au-
gust 1944. Volume 16 co-
vers a wide range of poli-
tical, economic and mili-
tary aspects which bring
in bold relief undeniable
truths regarding the im-
portant contribution made
by Romania and its army
to the defeat of the third
Reich, to the victory
against fascism, and the
huge human and mate-
rial effort made by the
Romanian people in the
struggle for freedom and
independence.

MIRCEA SOREANU
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Attitudes :

{continued from 72 page)

Diktate would declare on August 28, 1940
that the population’s structure — con-
sidering Hungary's position as favourably
as possible — was as follows: 1.5 mil-
lions Hungarians, 3 millions Romanians
and 600,000—700,000 Germans (Documents
of German Foreign Policy, Series D, wvol.
X, doc. 40).

In fact, what does “Historia” no 2/1986
pursue when fundamental truths of the
Romanian people’s history are denied ?
It is obvious: the nostalgia of the days
of yore, for ever vanished has become
a desire — not only once plainly asserted
in these “studies” — for the revival of
anachronistic states of affaires blamed
by both history and the international law.
Because, to which state does one of the
authors refer when writing about Tran-
sylvania as being the “territory east of
the country” ?

Distorsions, forgeries, mystifications,
misinterpretations are also present in
other works deficient in scientific pro-
bity which run counter to the funda-
mental assets promoted by the science
of history.

So, the work by Antonina Kuzmanova

“Romania’s Balkan Policy” com-
prises some theses contravening the his-
torical realities, which theses conduce to
the maiming of truth, either through
omission, through falsifying documents,
or through their truncating. So, Roma-
nia’s foreign policy of defending the ter-
ritorial statu-quo in the inter-war years
is presented as «counterrevolutionary”
having an “anti-Soviet tendency” and a
“consistent anti-Bulgarian trend”.

We are surprised at the Bulgarian rese-
archer’s atitudine who neglects the fact —
quite obvious for any historian of good
faith and with clear conscience — that the
main target of the Romanian foreign
policy in the inter-war period was the
maintenance of the unitary national sta-
te’s independence and sovereignty, com-
pleted on December 1, 1918 on the basis
of the 1918 plebiscitary Decisions whose
legitimacy was recognized at the Paris
Peace Conference, that in her position
of founder member of the League of Na-
tions, Romania remained, throughout that
period loyally to the Convenant of this
international organization pursuing the

consolidation of peace and security on
the basis of the international law. In
1920 the Romanian government declined
France's proposal to take part in a war
against the Soviet Union, a fact men-
tioned in the report, dated March 31,

1920, sent by France'’s minister at Bucha-
rest, Henri Cambon to the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs: “I have probed the Ro-
manian government with a view of con-
cluding an agreement which leaving Po-
land all her liberty of mowvement would
invite Romania to stretch along the Black
Sea. The Romanian government rejected
this offer showing that its does not look
for any ventures beyond its frontiers”.
(Archives of France’s Ministry for Foreign
Affairs, series Europe 1918—1919, Poland,
vol. 137, report no. 168, Bucharest, March
31, 1920). In August 1928 Romania along-
side the USSR adhered to the Briand-
Kellog Pact that banned the resort to
war for the settlement of the inter-state
conflicts. Alongside of USSR and other
siates concerned Romania signed in July
1933, in London, the Convention on defin-
ing the agressor and the territory and
on June 9, 1934 the diplomatic relations
between Romania and USSR were re-
instated.

Stick to the same constant orientation
in 1938—1939 Romania was the single
country which supported Czechoslovakia
invaded by the German troops, allowed
the Soviet aircraft to fly across her ter-
ritory and refused to take part in the
territorial partition of this country ; in
1939 when Poland was attacked Romania
gave shelter to the Polish refugees, go-
vernment and this country’s leadership,
to a great deal of Polish military as well.
Add to it that in Romania fascism came
to power not earlier than in September
1940, when in other European countries
it had already installed for a long time ;
this postponing was due to the heroic
struggle of all democratic, patriotic re-
volutionary forces led by the Romanian
Communist Party and as a matter of fact
it kept its power for four months only,
the Iron Guard having been outlawed
afterwards (January 1941).

For Antonina Kuzmanova, the Balkan
Entente and the Little Entente would
have played the role of a “regional gen-
darme”, and “the rea' orientation of the
Balkan pact was directed against Bul-
garia”.

But, it is known that the Balkan
Entente coalescing Greece, Jugoslavia,
Romania and Turkey, concluded on Fe-
bruary 9, 1934 manifested itself as a
defender-factor of the independence, so-
vereignty and territorial integrity of the
four member-countries ; it was an open,
defensive regional alliance of peace,
security and collaboration. In fact, even
Christina Daneva-Mihova, another Bul-
garian researcher of the international
relations, recognizes that “the Balkan Pact
aimed at rising a barrier against the eco-
nomic and political goals pursued by

92




fascist Italy and Hitler’s Germany in the
Balkans by keeping up the statu-quo as
it was established at the Versailles Con-
ference”. She also appreciates correctly
that in 1933 the Little Entente “endea-
voured to win Bulgaria to its side through
Lipartite or tripartite agreements” point-
ing out that the Bulgarian government
declined such proposals (Christine Da-
neva-Mihova, La diplomatie francaise et
la preparation du Pacte Balcanique —
1934, in Studia Balcanica, no 9, Sofia,
1975, pp. 31—39).

Beside the perplexity roused- by -the
spreading of such theses — with obvious
political purposes — a question should
be put quite legitimate, namely, if their
authors are actually historians because
this lofty profession asks for permanent
rigorism and scientific objectiveness in
showing the truth. Or, those who gives
up this fundamental norm of their pro-
fession cannot be historians at all.

Against the truth also takes a stand
works like that of Alexei Antosiak en-
titled “Towards the Balkans”, reprinted
in 1984 — works that takes the liberty

of distorting the historic moment
of the triggering off of the anti-

fascist and anti-imperialist revolution of
social and national liberation of August
23, 1944, the significance of this event
in the history of the last world confla-
gration and Romania’s participation in
the anti-Hitler war. Distorting the reality,
there are authors who minimize or even
ignore such obvious realities. As a matter
of fact, on August 23, 1944, the Romanian
army, on its whole, disjointed from the
German dispositions and turned weapons
against Hitler’s Germany. The Third and
Fourth Romanian Armies were committed
to the inner regions of the country con-
comitantly fighting against German units,
interpolating them as it was the case of
the detachment led by colonel Nistor
Teodorescu in north Moldavia. Starting
with August 26, large units of the Third
and Fourth Romanian Armies would take
part in mopping up the national terri-
tory — actions appreciated by Alexei An-
tosiak as having been “crushed” on August
23 — which armies were advancing to-
wards Ploiesti-Bucharest area with a view
of their subsequent commitment in Tran-
sylvania.

Also it is against the very reality re-
minding only the “insurgents in Romania”
when, it is known, that more than

460,000 military supported by the entire
Romanian people took part in the opera-
tions against the Wehrmacht troops in
Romania in August ’44 liberating the
central and southern regions of the coun-
try through their own military effort.

As it is well known Romania’s capital
was mopped up from enemy resistance
before the arrival of the Soviet troops,
namely in the morning of August 26,
1944 and in the night of August 27
to 28 the enemy troops in the outskirts
of the capital were broken down ; con-
comitantly fights were led at Ploiesti and
in Prahova Valley, at Brasov, Arad, Lu~
goj, Alba TIulia, Turnu Severin, Zimnicea,
Oltenita, Calarasi, Fetesti, Cernavoda,
Slobozia, Buzau and in other zones of the
country. The casualties inflicted upon the
enemy raised -to 5,000 killed, over 56,000
prisoners, or which 14 generals, and large
quantities of armament and combat equip-
ment. On August 30, 1944 the Soviet troops
entered into Bucharest freed by the Ro-

manian army and the patriotic combat

formations with the population’s strong
support. In fact, the Soviet troops’ ad-
vance towards the Romanian-Jugoslav,
Romanian-Bulgarian borders and north
of the Carpathians was absolutely unim-
peded by any obstacle and benefitted by
the large assistance of the Romanian
population. Revealing the wide-scale con-
sequences of the Act of August 23, 1944
“News Chronicle” of August 25 pointed
out that the German flanc remained
open; and the military commentator
showed that Romania’s action “undermi-
ned the structure of the subsequent re-
sistance in the Balkans /.../ The Russians
have now unimpeded communications
along 600 km from Bessarabia to Hun-
gary’s frontiers”. The “Pravda” news-
paper of August 28, 1944 underlined that
“Romania’s ousting the war means Ger-
many’s collapse...”. In face of such reali-
ties we ask ourselves how can be reduced
the sizes of this act to a simple “coup
d’etat” ? Moreover, how is it possible to
distort the historical truth so far that
to write that the liberation of the oil-
fields and of Romania’s capital marked
“the attainment of the target aimed at
by the Jassy-Kisshinew operation ?"

The sacrifice of the 8,586 men — kil-
led, wounded and missing — in the clas-
hes with the Hitlerite troops over August
25—31, 1944 stand for an eloquent proof,
of the entire Romanian army’s partici-
pation in the victoriously carrying out
of the antifascist and anti-imperialist
revolution of social and national libera-
tion, a sacrifice that nobody is allowed
to offend. Unquestionably, history must
be written as it was. To misinterpret
millennia from the existence of a steady
and peaceful people is a national offense,
an encroachment on the peoples’ inalie-
nable rights to independence, to be the
masters of their ancient hearth, an en-
croachment that nobody should venture
to, never and nowhere.
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From the Activity
of the Romanian Commission of Military History

ROMANIA’S CONTRIBUTION
TO THE VICTORY OVER AXES
IN THE ATTENTION OF THE SCIENTIFIC
AUDIENCE FROM USA

From the beginning of this year until
February 5, a delegation of Romanian his-
torians were on a lecturing tour in several
university centres in the United States of
America. The tour followed a bilateral meet-
ing ot the Romanian Library in New York
where, at the end of last year, during the
session that is to become regular, the
Romanian and American specialists debated
the Romanian contribution to the defeat of
the Axes in the second world war and
Romania’s post-war historical evolution. This
debate together with the lecturing tour
happily concided with the coming out in
US.A. of a work signed by Romanian
historians devoted to the impact August 23,
1944 act in Romania had on the whole
development of the World War Two. At
the debate in New York, the American side
was represented, among tohers, by professor
St. Fischer-Galati (University of Boulder-
Colorado) Robert Wiener (Massachussets
University) George Ursul (Emerson College-
Boston) Kristopher Kimmich (Brooklyn Col-
lege — New York) Paul Hiemstva (in charge
with East Europe at Fullbright Foundation)
ete.

The group of Romanian historians who
delivered lectures in different centers from
U.S.A. (researching instituts, universities)

included univ. prof. Pompiliu Teodor DSc
(Cluj University) Ph. D. Alexandru Dutu,
editor-in-chief of the magazine “Revue des
études sud-est europeenes”, Ph. D. Gheorghe
Buzatu, scientific secretary of the Institute
of History and Archeology “A. D. Xenopol*
— Iassy, professor Ion Patroi D. Sc., director
of the Center for Social Sciences in Craiova
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and Major Mihail E. Ionescu D. Sc. chief
of the military history section from the
Military Theory and History Studies and
Research Center in Bucharest. Combining
the lectures with the scientific research in
the American libraries and archives (at the
National Archives in Washington, they had
the inestimable support of the specialist
John Taylor) and getting to know different
aspects of the American university scientific
life, the group of Romanian historians —
supported by I.R.E.X. organization — covered
a large area in the so vast territory of the
research and university life from U.S.A. In
Washington or Boston, in San Francisco or
Houston, at Maryville (Missouri) or Omaha
(Nebraska), at Tucson (Arizona) or Columbus
(Ohio) as well as in other places, the
Romanian specialists held fruitful debates
with  an scientifically informed audience,
interested and receptive. Continuity and
change in the premodern and modern
civilization, the political unity in Romania’s
modern history. Romania’s evolution during
the second World War, cultural interferences
in the Romanain space in the last centuries
and others were subjects that brought about
interesting, sometimes prolonged, discussions,
the pertinent and solid information being
accompanied by adequate interpretation, the
mutual questions building up a dialogue
based on understanding each other’s point
of view and the possibility of their con-
vergences.

The representative of the Romanian Com-
mission of Military History lectured especial-
ly ‘on the Romanian role in defeating the

Axes in the last world conflict ; answering



" the interest of the researchers from the
Institute for East-West Security Studies he
underlined in a lecture followed by debates
on the subject — the historical roots of
- the Socialist Romania’s military doctrine :
. country’s defence by whole people's fight.
~ At the same time, during the American-
* Romanian session held in New York City

Graduate Center (February 3, 1986) it was

stressed — under the title “Continuity and

Change in Romania’s Contemporary History"
* — the socialist revolution did not mean, as

in other countries’ with similar

the crushing of the old army and the build-
~ing up, on such an empty place of a new
- one, totaly torn apart from tradition.

The series of lectures about Romania’s
contribution to the United Nations’ victory
in Europe in Mai 1945 started at the Mili-
tary History Center in Washington, where
- the interest and solicitude of its leadership,

headed by general William Stofft, arranged

a meeting and a lively dialogue with the

specialists of this institute. Their manifested

interest towards the “technical aspects“ of

“the turning of weapons” by the Romanian

army in August 23, 1944 was to be reiterated
“ numerous times and in many other places

during the discussions with the interested

American audience.

At the Rice University (Texas) was held
the lecture “Romania in the Second World
War, Her Role in the Defeat of the Axes,”

; impeccable arranged by the well-known spe-
~ cialist in the history of European south-east

D. Sc. Gale Stokes. Teachers, specialists
and students from this university of high
reputation integrated,v by their questions
" and .commentaries, this historical moment
into the larger context of the Romania’s
contemporary history, thus proving their
knowledge of the problem and a new mo-
dern way of _understanding the historio-
graphic inquiry, as well.

Benefitting by the enthusiastic support of
prof. Richard Frucht, specialist in Romania’s
history, author of a well informed book on
. the Romanian Danube, the lecture at Mary-
ville TUniversity (Missouri) gathered an-
audience of about 200 persons (teachers,
students, citizens of the town). The range
of interests of this audience showed its
desire of adequately understanding the
Romanian history, the students’ propensity
to “de visu” knowing of today Romania’s
realities, making itself evident.

The interested audience from. Omaha State
University (Nebraska) interested due to the
efforts to spread knowledge about the
Romanian history made by prof. Walter
Bacon, well-known specialist in the Socialist

situation, -

Romania’s military doctrine-properly under-
stood the problem under discussion.

The same background was with the
audience in Boston College, where prof.
Radu Florescu and prof. George Ursul —
enthusiastic promoters of the Romanian
studies in U.S.A. — assured a high quality
of the debate.

At Brooklyn College — where college
president’s kindness created a highly cordial
atmosphere at the Institute for East and
Central European Studies of New York
Columbia University-here professors Harold
Legel, the institute’'s director and Robert
Austerlitz, arranged a special framework for
the debate, the American specialists showed
themselves interested in the directions of
the Romanian historiography research and
its achievements. Romania’s contributions to
the victory over fascism in Europe in Mai
1945 was pointed out with the occasion of
the recent publishing of the Romanian book
in the U.S.A. which was considered by the
present specialists as a noteworthy achiev-
ement and a beginning which should be, by
all means, continued in order to make the
American scientific audience familiar with
Romania’s history. The same interesting
debates and the same conclusions at New
York City Graduate Center, where profes-
sor Randolph Braham, a native of Romania,
manifests himself as an objective researcher
of our history.

Fruitful meetings and debates took place
with other known American specialists in
the field of social sciences as well : Steve
Gammon, the executive director of. the
American Historians Association, professor
Edward Luttwak of Georgetown University
in Washington — an expert of the historical
evolution” of the universal strategic thought
— U. Gruber of Rice University (Houston),
professor Stephen Larabee of Institute for
East-West Security Studies in New York,

. prof. Peter Pastor (Motclair College — New

Jersey) and others.

On the whole, the scientific carried on
in the U.S.A. by the Romanian historians’
delegation convincingly showes that such
actions strongly stimulate the mutual know-
ledge, assure a correct information of the
problems under discussion, enough reasons
for continuing and multiplying such con-
tacts.

Major Dr. MIHAIL E. IONESCU
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Military personalities
of the ancient world

(continued from page 83)

passed to a  defensive
strategy in Dacia’s mount-
ain area and headed
towards Moesia Inferior
where, at Adamclisi, in
the silvatic-steppe region
of south-western Dobrud-
gea, scored a victory et
the price of heavy losses
amounting to 4,000 dead,
a huge rigure for a con=
queror at the time. Dur-
ing the twenty years of
resistance against the most
powerful army of antigu-
ity, commanded by one
of the great strategists of
the time, Decebal show-

ed remarkable qualities
in point of strategy,
extraordinary organizat-
ion, extreme firmness
and = mobility in -decis-

ion-making, intuition, and
a high skill in manoeuvr-
ing according to the pecu-
liarities of the battlefield.
Owing to all these tihe
Dacians, most of them up
in arms, managed to pres-
erve their liberty for a
long time. Overwhelmed
by the number and fight-
ing means of the advers-
ary, Decebal was comp-
elled to withdraw and
prepare new - forces, but
he committed suicide in
order not to fall prisoner.
His  dignified soldierly
behaviour deeply impress-
ed his contemporaries and
successors, ancient authors
deeming him a symbol of
love of the homelnad: a
man “skilled in the art of
war and deft in his deeds,

knowing when to give an
assault and when to with
draw, a master at laying
traps, wvaliant in battle,
apt to deftly make use of
a victory and to make ihe
most of a defeat, things
for which he made a
redoubtable enemy for the
Romans for quite a time.”
(Description by historian
Dion Cassius). At the same
time, the defence war
experience of the Dacians.
as conceived and master-
minded by Decebal was
to be subsequently taken
over and improved by the
Romanian military art.

TRAJAN, MARCUS UL-
PIUS TRAJANUS (b.
Sept. 18, 53, Italica, d.
August 13, 117, .Selinus),
the first provincial (a na-
tive of Hispania), who
became a Roman empe-
ror, a position which hea
held between 98—117. Son
of general M. Ulpius Tra-
ianus whom he accompa-
nied, in the Orient and
Germany campaigns (71—
81). After taking over the
reign of the empire, he
pursued a poised foreign
policy of expansion at all
frontiers, mainly at tihe
Danube and in the Orient.
against the Dacians and
the Parthians. He waged
two very serious wars aga-
inst the Dacians who dJdel-
ended their land and

national body. During the
first war (101—102) the
Roman troops crossed the

Danube and advanced
towards Sarmizegetusa, the
capital of the Dacian sta-
te; met by the army led
by Decebal the Romans
scored a heavy-toll victory.
Yet a surprise attacks by
the Dacians and their
allies, the Roxolani and
the Buri, given in Moesia
Inferior and ending with
the Romans getting the
upper hand after fierce
clases at Adamclisi, put a
halt to the imperial for-
ces’ advance into Sarmi-
zewetusa and  brought
about peace. In the second
war, 105—106, Trajan lun-
ged against the  central
Dacian state, in the Oras-
tie mountains, waging a

continuous siege. After a
heroic  defence involving
the majority of human

and material resources,
Decebal withdrew outside
the citadel of Sarmizege-
tusa ; closely pursued, the
Dacian king committed
suicide in order mnot to
fall prey to the encmy.
The campaigns in Dacia
and its turning into a
Roman province of impe-
rial status meant the
conquest of the most po-
werful state at the Roman
Empire’s northern  fron-
tier. In the east, Trajan
annexed Arabia Pefraea,
in 105—106, while in 110
he attacked Parthia with
a view to annexing Ar-
menia. In 114 he incor-
porated Armenia and DNie-
sopotamia.

For his special military
qualities proved in the
campaigns he had led, and
particularly for his acu-
men in solving political
matters, the Renaissance
humanists deemed Trajan
“the prototype of the ideal
statesman.”
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PYMBIHCKHX #/l€alJIOB IO COLHAJbHOH CNpPaBeJJHBOCTH, HE3aBHCHMOCTH H HAlHOHAJbHOM
eauncrBe @ AHTHQAUIHCTCKAsi H AHTHHMIEDHAJHCTHYECKAS PEBOJIOLHS COLHAJIBHOTO H Ha-
IIHOHAJIBHOTO OCBOOOX/eHHsI aBrycra 1944-ro roga @ PyHnaMeHTaJbHble HCTHHBI HallHO-
HaubHOH HCTOpHH @ OcHOBBI BoenHOH JOKTpHHEI @ OrtHowenne @ IlamMATh KOKyMeHTOB
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