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IOAN BOLOVAN, PRIMUL RĂZBOI MONDIAL ȘI REALITĂȚILE 
DEMOGRAFICE DIN TRANSILVANIA. FAMILIE, MORALITATE ȘI 
RAPORTURI DE GEN [The First World War and the Demographic Realities in 
Transylvania. Family, Morality, and Gender Relations], foreword by Liviu Maior, 
Cluj-Napoca: Școala Ardeleană, 2015, 210 pp.  

Professor Ioan Bolovan’s book, Primul război mondial și realitățile 
demografice din Transilvania. Familie, moralitate și raporturi de gen [The First 
World War and the Demographic Realities in Transylvania. Family, Morality, and 
Gender Relations], foreword by Liviu Maior (Cluj-Napoca: Școala Ardeleană, 
2015), comprises a subtle analysis of the Transylvanian demographic disarrays 
caused by the terrible drama of the Great War. The work contains four chapters: 
The first one discusses the general demographic issues (emigrations and 
deportations); the second chapter refers to the natural movement of the population 
(births, deaths, and marriages); the third one focuses on the family and marital 
behavior, while the fourth chapter briefly discusses charity and the relation 
between church and society. The First World War and the Demographic Realities 
in Transylvania also contains an interesting afterword, where the author attacks 
some of the most popular counterfactual hypotheses regarding WWI.   

Ioan Bolovan reveals the importance of this theme, emphasizing the 
unprecedented magnitude of the conflict, and, most of all, the significant human 
sacrifice of the Transylvanian Romanians: “From the perspective of the human 
resources, records show that there were 8.5 million casualties from Europe during the 
First World War, and 1.2 million of these were registered as Austro-Hungarians . . . 
In Transylvania, between 1 August 1914 and 1 November 1918, 926,000 men were 
drafted. Of these, 52.27% were Romanians, i.e. 484,924 men . . .” (p. 24). Naturally, 
some of the Transylvanians crossed the Carpathians to try their luck in neutral 
Romania, which joined the war as late as 1916, but most of them were enticed to 
serve the imperial cause: “Both the leaders of the Romanian National Party and the 
rulers of the two Romanian Churches (Orthodox and Greek-Catholic) urged 
Romanians to remain loyal to the Emperor and enlist in great numbers” (p. 27). 
Moreover, in September 1916, Southern Transylvania became a major war theater 
due to the battles between Romania and the Central Powers (p. 37). We can only 
imagine how excruciating the brotherly conflict between Transylvanians and 
Romanians must have been (among others, the Romanian writers Liviu Rebreanu 
and Ion Agârbiceanu described this situation). 

The Cluj historian shows that war—viewed in its sociological dimension—
basically produces poverty and hunger: “By 1915, the harvest is greatly 
diminished; by 1916 the crop failure is even more dramatic (only in 1915, Austria-
Hungary was forced to import 50,000 grain wagons from Romania)” (p. 46). As a 



 Comptes rendus et notes de lecture 2 148

result of the absence of the mobilized men, women, elderly men, and children 
became responsible for the field labor, and their productivity was significantly 
lower. A fragment from the memoirs of David Prodan illustrates this aspect very 
well: “I remember hunger rather than my school days. In the last years [of the war], 
this has become atrocious . . . The holidays were longer, we had no fuel and no 
supplies . . . Me, grandfather, mother, and my two little sisters had to do all the 
field labor” (pp. 106–109). Moreover, war means illness: “War and famine, 
‘pestilence’ and death—in the collective experience of mankind, all these were 
represented by ‘the four riders of the Apocalypse,’ always symbolizing those 
scourges and sufferings which—not without human intervention—affected both 
armies and the civil population” (p. 60). Furthermore, I. Bolovan shows that more 
than 12% of the Austro-Hungarian soldiers were afflicted by venereal diseases, 
which were more lethal than dysentery, typhus, and TB combined (p. 85). More 
exactly, war means death. The ubiquity of death caused not only pain, but also 
resignation (p. 63); the fatalistic acceptance of the “principle of reality” might also 
explain the fact that towards the end of the war, people were less inclined to go to 
church (p. 136).  

However, the decline in the Transylvanian population cannot be directly 
linked to mortality; this decline was mainly caused by the deterioration of living 
conditions (death can act quietly, poisoning existence), which led to declining birth 
rates. “In other words, the state of war and all its implications (less supplies, less 
fodder, no livestock, no medical care, psychological disturbances, and so on) has 
disrupted birth rates” (p. 65). Besides, in a folklore poem, quoted by the historian, 
the anonymous author complains about the erotic longing caused by the absence of 
sexual alterity: “No one loves/ The pretty girls/ All the lads have gone to battle/ 
There is no more room for joy” (p. 66). In another fragment, collected from the 
archives—we can observe that the excerpts from memoirs and archives add a 
wonderful novelistic flavor to this serious historical work—, we find a description 
of physical longing due to separation: “Domnica asks you to write her a letter to let 
her know when she can come to you. She misses you so much: she would embrace 
you, but you are so far. If God wants, you will be together. Domnica wishes you 
could come home for just one night and sleep in her bed” (footnote on p. 57). 

Morality enters a grey area during the war: on one hand, men find in 
sexuality a release from the permanent death anxiety; on the other hand, women’s 
cohabitation with the male enemy—a form of prostitution—is basically a survival 
mechanism. For example, in England, women were suspected of “khaki fever,” and 
a “feminine police” (p. 80) was established to safeguard chastity. A fragment from 
the Regulation of Prostitution on the South-Eastern Front reminds us of the sexual 
documents, discussed by Foucault, and shows the despair of the authorities, which 
were unable to keep in check the unbridled libido of the soldiers: “How about the 
clash of man against woman?! Because you have fought the war in hostile lands, 
women and girls stand in front of you as enemies and take your health and vigor 
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away with smiling faces. When you get infected like this, you cheat not only on 
your country with the loss of your strength, but also on your loved ones at home” 
(p. 86). Furthermore, from a sociological perspective, the women who had cheated 
on their men and had started to dissociate morality from sexuality became the 
forerunners of another kind of gender relations during and after the war (p. 82). 
While it has undermined the authority of men, revealing their vulnerability, 
infirmity, disease, and death, and while we all became aware of the contingency of 
masculinity (as we can see in many war novels and dramas), the war has also lead 
to the emancipation of the “second sex” (p. 90).  

In the afterword, Bolovan deconstructs some of the “myths” of counterfactual 
history, arguing that Romania had to give up neutrality to regain its historical 
territory (Lucian Boia has a different opinion). According to the Cluj historian—
and his hypothesis is plausible—a great part of nowadays Romania would belong 
to Serbia and Hungary, if Romania refused to join the war (pp. 143–44). The First 
World War and the Demographic Realities in Transylvania. Family, Morality, and 
Gender Relations by Ioan Bolovan is a must read not only for historians, but also 
for those interested in sociology, anthropology, and philosophy. Moreover, even a 
novelist can use the traumatic Transylvanian demography as an inspiration for a 
fictional work. We could also add that the rigorous historical research becomes 
more appealing (and more authentic) on account of the eloquent fragments 
extracted from memoirs and archives.   

Ștefan Bolea  

Ștefan Bolea, PhD, associate lecturer at the Babeș-Bolyai University of 
Cluj-Napoca (Faculty of History and Philosophy). Among other works, he authored 
the volumes Reading the Jungian Shadow in 19th Century Literature (Lanham, 
MD, 2020, forthcoming) and Existențialismul astăzi [Existentialism Today] 
(București, 2019). 

LIVIU MAIOR, UN PĂRINTE FONDATOR AL ROMÂNIEI MARI. 
ALEXANDRU VAIDA VOEVOD [Un père fondateur de la Grande Roumanie. 
Alexandru Vaida Voevod], Cluj-Napoca : Școala Ardeleană, 2018, 256 p. 

L’année du Centenaire de la Grande Union a été célébrée par la parution de 
dizaines d’ouvrages et de monographies consacrés aux événements, aux institutions 
et aux personnalités qui avaient œuvré ensemble pour rendre possible l’union de la 
Bessarabie, de la Bucovine et de la Transylvanie au Vieux Royaume en 1918. 
L’une de ces illustres personnalités de la génération de l’Union a été un 
Transylvain, Alexandru Vaida Voevod, représentant de marque de la vie publique 
transylvaine avant et après 1918. Après plus d’un quart de siècle de recherches 
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dédiées à ce chef politique, qui se sont concrétisées dans des ouvrages de succès 
(Alexandru Vaida Voevod între Belvedere și Versailles (însemnări, memorii și 
scrisori) [Alexandru Vaida Voevod entre Belvédère et Versailles (notes, mémoires 
et lettres)], Cluj-Napoca : Sincron, 1993, 295 p. ; Alexandru Vaida Voevod. Putere 
și defăimare [Alexandru Vaida Voevod. Puissance et diffamation], București : 
RAO, 2010, 187 p. ; Alexandru Vaida Voevod (1872–1950). Między dwoma 
światami, Cluj-Napoca : Académie Roumaine/Centre d’Études Transylvaines et 
Presses Universitaires de Cluj, 2017, 120 p.), le professeur Liviu Maior présente 
aux lecteurs un nouveau volume. Il ne s’agit pas d’un thème qu’il avait déjà 
abordé, mais bien d’une monographie qui vient compléter les volumes d’études et 
de documents rédigés dans les décennies antérieures. La structure de ce nouveau 
volume a été conçue de manière à satisfaire l’objectif assumé par l’auteur, celui 
d’offrir aux spécialistes et au grand public une synthèse de l’activité politique 
d’Alexandru Vaida Voevod depuis sa jeunesse jusqu’à la reconnaissance 
internationale de la Grande Union. Liviu Maior ne s’est pas proposé d’épuiser le 
sujet, il s’est arrêté à deux séquences chronologiques distinctes de la biographie du 
dirigeant transylvain : a) la période de sa jeunesse et de son affirmation dans la vie 
politique de l’Empire austro-hongrois, entre la fin du XIXe siècle et jusqu’à la 
Première Guerre mondiale ; b) l’automne de 1918, lorsqu’on a commencé à 
détacher petit à petit la Transylvanie de la Hongrie dualiste et à préparer l’Union du 
1er Décembre d’Alba Iulia, ainsi que les années de la Conférence de la Paix de 
Paris, 1919–1920, qui a reconnu la Grande Union des Roumains sur le plan 
international. 

Le volume commence par une Introduction consistante, dans laquelle l’auteur 
fait une évaluation historiographique rigoureuse d’Alexandru Vaida Voevod, tout 
en précisant le contexte sociopolitique de son ascension au statut de politicien de 
marque dans l’espace de l’Europe centrale. Les cinq chapitres qui s’ensuivent sont 
relativement équilibrés, témoignant d’une méthodologie adéquate à la recherche 
monographique et d’une bonne connaissance de l’historiographie universelle sur 
les élites politiques de la monarchie dualiste, et non seulement, pendant les 
dernières décennies du XIXe siècle et au début du XXe. L’analyse de la biographie 
de Vaida Voevod au fil de ces cinq chapitres (Alexandru Vaida Voevod în tumultul 
vieții politice din Ungaria [Alexandru Vaida Voevod dans la vie politique de 
Hongrie] ; Alexandru Vaida Voevod și Arhiducele Franz Ferdinand [Alexandru 
Vaida Voevod et l’Archiduc François Ferdinand] ; Sfârșitul Imperiului. Vaida la 
Viena, Berlin și Budapesta [La fin de l’empire. Vaida à Vienne, à Berlin et à 
Budapest] ; Toamna anului 1918. De la Declarația din 12 octombrie la Marea 
Adunare Națională de la Alba Iulia [L’automne de 1918. De la Déclaration du 12 
octobre à la Grande Assemblée Nationale d’Alba Iulia] ; La Conferința de Pace de 
la Paris (1919–1920). Recunoașterea internațională a României Mari și 
problemele ei [À la Conférence de la Paix de Paris, 1919–1920. La reconnaissance 
internationale de la Grande Roumanie et ses problèmes]) suit une chronologique 
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précise, qui correspond à des sous-séquences chronologiques délimitées par les 
évolutions politiques de l’Europe du temps. 

L’ascension de Vaida au sein des élites politiques roumaines de la Hongrie 
dualiste commence au début de 1905, quand la Conférence Nationale des 
Roumains de Transylvanie réunie à Sibiu, le 10 janvier, décide d’adopter un 
nouveau programme du Parti National Roumain et de passer à l’activisme. 
Alexandru Vaida Voevod, à côté d’Iuliu Maniu, Aurel Vlad et Nicolae Comșa, 
fait partie de la commission qui va rédiger le nouveau programme et le statut du 
Parti National Roumain. C’est une bonne occasion pour lui de constater que : 
« Jusqu’au 10 janvier de cette année, nous nous sommes bornés plutôt à espérer 
qu’à vraiment vouloir l’autonomie de la Transylvanie, et nous n’osions même pas 
penser pouvoir la gagner un jour à l’aide des articles de presse et des discussions 
subtiles de nature juridique, de droit public et historique, autour desquelles se 
déroulait notre combat politique » (p. 40 sq.). L’expérience parlementaire acquise 
dans ses mandats de député au parlement de Budapest, la collaboration avec les 
députés slovaques et serbes, les contacts avec les chefs des Tchèques, des Croates 
et des Polonais de la monarchie, avec des politiciens allemands influents, ont 
transformé Alexandru Vaida Voevod en un politicien redoutable, qui s’est fait 
finalement accepter dans le cercle de Belvédère de l’Archiduc François 
Ferdinand. La présence de Vaida et d’Aurel C. Popovici dans ce milieu, qu’on 
voyait de plus en plus comme une alternative désirable et possible à la politique 
ankylosante du souverain François-Joseph, était indubitablement une grande 
réalisation pour les Roumains de Transylvanie. Leurs attentes liées à 
l’amélioration de leur statut politico-économique et culturel étaient intimement 
associées à l’héritier du trône des Habsbourg. Vaida pouvait, dans sa qualité de 
député, entreprendre de fréquents voyages à l’intérieur de l’État dualiste et avoir 
accès à des informations véridiques concernant les différentes actions et 
initiatives des gouvernements hongrois destinées à altérer les structures ethniques 
et confessionnelles de Transylvanie ou à favoriser l’élément ethnique hongrois au 
détriment des autres nationalités dans la partie hongroise de la double monarchie. 
Les rapports qu’il envoyait régulièrement à François Ferdinand jouissaient ainsi 
d’une grande crédibilité. 

Suite à sa prestation politique, validée au niveau international, Vaida reçut de 
la part de la direction du PNR la mission de présenter dans le Parlement de 
Budapest, le 18 octobre 1918, la déclaration d’indépendance que les chefs du PNR 
avaient adoptée quelques jours auparavant. Le IVe chapitre présente le politicien 
transylvain comme l’homme du moment historique de l’automne 1918. Le 18 
octobre 1918, Alexandru Vaida Voevod a évoqué devant les parlementaires de 
Budapest la volonté de la nation roumaine de Hongrie de décider seule de son 
destin, d’acquérir l’égalité des droits avec les autres nations du monde en vertu des 
principes démocratiques que le président des États-Unis, Woodrow Wilson, avait 
énoncés au début de 1918 :  
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 Honorée Chambre ! Le temps n’est pas encore venu de clore le bilan de 
la guerre mondiale… Mais le résultat de la guerre est important : 
l’acceptation par toutes les nationalités du principe de l’égalité des 
droits entre les nations, qu’elles soient grandes ou petites. Il a été très 
douloureux pour nous, qui nous nous sommes toujours jugés et appelés 
“nation”, d’être considérés et traités par le pouvoir d’État comme des 
nationalités… Mais la seule voie est celle de la totale sincérité, de la 
reconnaissance entière, de l’acceptation des assises vraiment 
démocratiques, vraiment chrétiennes, vraiment wilsoniennes. Et au 
moment où, jouissant des mêmes droits, nous allons rencontrer des 
nations égales, nous pourrons nous donner la main, alors que des 
rapports sincères n’ont jamais existé entre opprimés et oppresseurs. Il 
faut donc œuvrer pour que nous tous soyons libres et jouissions des 
mêmes droits et des mêmes rangs. Il ne faut pas avoir de longues 
discussions là-dessus, il suffit de donner à chaque nation de Hongrie la 
possibilité de fonder son organisation nationale, pour avoir un 
partenaire de discussion, non pas entre les cadres restreints de ce pays, 
car ce problème ne sera pas tranché par des politiciens à courte vue, qui 
aimaient s’appeler “hommes d’État” ; ce problème est maintenant 
international, c’est une question d’honneur pour l’humanité, qu’on se 
doit d’honorer et de résoudre. Et je souligne que ce n’est pas ma 
personne insignifiante mais toute la nation roumaine qui a parlé par ma 
voix, et que dans ces moments historiques, chaque Roumain sent la même 
chose, son cœur est pénétré par les mêmes sentiments, les mêmes désirs 
et espoirs, dont je me fais maintenant le porte-parole1.  

Le dernier discours que Vaida avait prononcé dans le Parlement de 
Budapest, le 18 octobre 1918, l’a définitivement imposé dans la galerie des grandes 
personnalités de la nation roumaine de Transylvanie, place qu’il a continué à 
honorer avec honnêteté et professionnalisme après l’Union de 1918, défendant les 
droits de la Roumanie à la Conférence de la Paix de Paris, en 1919–1920. Le Ve 
chapitre du livre s’arrête aux questions débattues à Paris, révélant l’habileté de 
négociateur d’Alexandru Vaida Voevod, ainsi que sa capacité de bien comprendre 
les évolutions historiques du temps. À la différence d’Ionel Brătianu, nature assez 
inflexible, il s’est montré ouvert au dialogue avec les partenaires alliés et 
disponible à faire des concessions raisonnables, afin de ne pas péricliter les intérêts 
majeurs de la Roumanie à la Conférence de la Paix. Comme le professeur Liviu 
Maior l’a bien remarqué, Vaida s’est avéré très habile à la fois comme membre de 
la délégation dirigée par Brătianu et comme chef de cette délégation : « ses 
                                                            

1 Ion Popescu-Puțuri, Ștefan Pascu (dir.), 1918 la români. Documentele Unirii, vol. VII, 
București, Editura Științifică și Enciclopedică, 1989, p. 39 sqq. 
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relations anciennes avec les dirigeants des nationalités, membres des délégations 
des nouveaux États, Tchèques, Slovaques, Polonais, Serbes, etc., permettaient un 
dialogue ouvert et, implicitement, une réponse commune aux différentes questions 
discutées pendant la Conférence. La chance énorme que Vaida a eue de participer 
activement à un moment crucial de l’histoire européenne et non seulement ne s’est 
pas résumée à son engagement dans les débats politiques. Comme il allait le 
reconnaître à plusieurs reprises, ce moment a représenté une véritable école 
politique au sommet, qui a marqué sa personnalité et a contribué à son activité 
ultérieure en tant que premier-ministre, ministre et parlementaire » (p. 198). 

Le volume ci-présent constitue non seulement une contribution honnête à la 
célébration du Centenaire de la Grande Union de 1918 d’un grand historien de la 
Transylvanie, fondateur d’une école historiographique et (ré)fondateur d’une 
institution (le Centre d’Études Transylvaines de l’Académie Roumaine), mais aussi 
le point final d’un cycle historiographique d’auteur sur une personnalité exemplaire 
qui avait marqué l’histoire de la Roumanie pour plus d’un demi-siècle. Après les 
autres volumes dédiés à Alexandru Vaida Voevod, le professeur Maior développe 
dans le présent livre une problématique historique qui n’est pas que régionale, car 
l’activité publique et politique de Vaida a dépassé les frontières provinciales, 
nationales, s’inscrivant sur la trajectoire sélecte des grands hommes d’État qui 
avaient influencé l’histoire des pays européens avant et après la Grande Guerre. Ce 
nouveau volume du professeur Liviu Maior se recommande par son architecture 
générale, par son écriture soignée et son style captivant, par le cours logique de 
l’exposition des événements et des analyses. 

Ioan Bolovan 

Ioan Bolovan est professeur des universités à l’Université Babeș-Bolyai de 
Cluj-Napoca (Faculté d’Histoire et de Philosophie) ; chercheur dans le cadre du 
Centre d’Études Transylvaines de l’Académie Roumaine. Il a notamment publié : 
Transilvania între Revoluția de la 1848 și Unirea din 1918. Contribuții demografice 
[La Transylvanie entre la Révolution de 1848 et l’Union de 1918. Contributions 
démographiques] (Cluj-Napoca, 2000) et, en collaboration avec Ioan-Aurel Pop, 
Istoria Transilvaniei [Histoire de la Transylvanie] (Cluj-Napoca, 2015). 

ELIZAVETA GAUFMAN, SECURITY THREATS AND PUBLIC 
PERCEPTION. DIGITAL RUSSIA AND THE UKRAINE CRISIS, Coventry: 
Palgrave Macmillan, 2017, 222 pp. 

During the last years, international attention has been focused on Russia and 
particularly on its leader, Vladimir Putin, trying to understand his political actions 
and implemented policies, as well as his hostility towards Europe and America. In 
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this context, Elizaveta Gaufman’s book, Security Threats and Public Perception. 
Digital Russia and the Ukraine Crisis, published in 2017, comes as a breath of 
fresh air, by suggesting readers to look beyond official statements and positions 
and traditional historical approach, so they can relate to the perspective of millions 
of Russians, in the online environment. The book is a comprehensive analysis of 
how enemy images are created and turned by the government into security threats, 
then disseminated by the media to the public audience, in order to support and 
argue certain securitization measures.  

As the author argues, her approach is different from that followed in previous 
works, to the extent that it relies very much on the examination of a large amount 
of social networking data, for investigating how the audience perceives certain 
threats and accepts them as existential threats. Gaufman uses three elements, 
namely securitization, enemy image, and collective memory, to explain the 
enmification process, focusing on digital Russia, because, as she states, this space 
“provides remarkable sociological data, seldom researched and interpreted by 
international relations scholars” (p. 8).  

The book is structured in 10 chapters, each divided in several subchapters, 
and also contains figures and tables supporting the statements and the findings of 
the author.  

In the Introduction (Chapter 1), the author gives arguments related to her 
motivation for investigating this topic, and defines the concepts that she has 
worked with in her research, which will be retrieved in the examples and analyses 
presented in the following chapters. She also raises certain questions related to the 
conditions under which threat narratives are successful, these questions being used 
as a starting point for the entire research. The last part of the introduction contains 
a short presentation of each chapter, which enables the reader to visualize the 
structure and follow the analysis more easily. 

Chapter 2, entitled Defining Securitization, Enemy Images, and Memory, 
presents some theoretical framework related to threat narratives, based on which 
the author carried out her research. Particularly, the author focuses on the 
securitization theory and its criteria for success, namely the implementation of 
political measures and acceptance of these measures by the audience.  

Chapter 3, Identifying Threat Narratives, contains a presentation of the 
methodology used to achieve the objectives set out in the previous chapter, 
explaining how the specific threat narratives were selected for this research, what 
methods were used for the analyses, as well as the challenges faced throughout the 
study. 

In Chapter 4, The USA as the Primary Threat to Russia, the author analyzes 
the most important and substantial threats connected to the USA, within the wider 
context of the Western threat, consisting of two categories: the geopolitical threat 
and the cultural threat. The first one is presented, according to the author, through 
four anti-American discourse types: liberal, social, sovereign, and radical anti-
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American. These basically refer to the high degree of liberalism in the USA and 
low degree of welfare state, the inconsistency between their human rights discourse 
and actual actions, and to the extreme political power expressed through actions 
that are harmful to sovereignty. The cultural threat is mainly linked to the EU, 
whose threatening potential is linked to deviant values, explained in detail in 
chapters 6 and 7, referring to blasphemy and homosexuality. 

Chapter 5, entitled Fascism and the Ukraine Crisis, focuses on how fascism 
is perceived in Russia, being considered one of the most serious existential threats 
to the country. This perception is based on their memory of World War II, also 
known as the Great Patriotic War, which is remembered as the most traumatic 
event in Russian history. This war has imprinted “powerful image in the popular 
imagination” (p. 1), as the author points out, because it represents a defeat over 
fascism but, most importantly, due to the fact that it enabled the “survival of the 
nation of Russia in the face of extinction” (p. 103). The events that took place in 
Ukraine are linked by the Russians to the figure of Stepan Bandera, considered by 
Ukrainians as a fighter for independence, but presented in Soviet and Russian 
historiography as a fascist and insurgent. According to Gaufman’s findings 
following the analyses of social media and blogs, the words most frequently 
associated to the events and the crisis in Ukraine include: Maidan, Russian Spring, 
genocide, propaganda, and fascism (used by both pro-Russians and pro-
Ukrainians, referring to different things). Several composed words were also noted, 
describing the events or the actors involved, such as: Rashism (Russia+Fascism) 
and Maidauny (Maidan+Down Syndrome); in addition to various parallels (such as 
the one between Putin and Hitler), Soviet posters accusing USA of Nazism and of 
implication in the organization of Euromaidan, and caricatures displaying anti-
American messages, such as a Russian statue beheading the Statue of Liberty, were 
used to show Russia’s victory against the USA. 

Both Chapter 6, entitled Blasphemy: Threats to Russia’s ‘Spiritual Bonds,’ 
and Chapter 7, Sexuality Must Be Defended, refer to the threats generally linked to 
Western society, and particularly to the European Union. As the author points out, 
it is not only the political aspects that differentiate Russia from other countries, but 
also its high moral and conservative values. Thus, the uniqueness of Russia’s (post-
Soviet) identity is proven through its spiritual, virtuous, and well-read nation, as 
opposed to the Western identity, whose peoples are described as corrupted, 
sexualized, and stupid. Blasphemy, in the view of Russian political and religious 
leaders, refers to acts that are unacceptable in Russian society, especially feminism, 
which is believed to lead to the destruction of the motherland. In the same realm, 
related to morality, another threat identified by the author is sexuality, specifically 
homosexuality, that the Russians are explicitly condemning at all levels. They even 
passed a law banning any propaganda related to non-traditional sexual relations. 
Homosexuality is also considered an existential threat, represented by Gayropa 
(Gay-Europa), which can “corrupt Russia, and eventually lead the country to 
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extinction” (p. 146). An interesting observation made by the author is that the term 
homosexualism is more often used instead of homosexuality, which probably 
comes from linguistic norms used in the Soviet-era for defining a disease. The 
digital space analyzed by Gaufman indicates that words such as pedophilia, drug 
abuse, propaganda, deviation, perversion, sadism, threat, kids, disease, violence, 
are often associated with homosexuality.  

Gaufman underlines that the reader should not believe that the intolerance 
manifested by Russians exists only at discourse level, this being only a false 
impression. In order to support this argument, she points out to the large number of 
attacks and even hunting carried out by radical groups on persons suspected of 
non-traditional sexual orientation. 

Although it is officially acknowledged that sexual orientation should not be 
punished, the author notes, based on her research, that by associating 
homosexuality with pedophilia, the government confirms that it represents an 
existential threat and provides a convincing argument for the need to adopt political 
measures for child protection, even though these measures are often discriminatory.  

Chapter 8, Migration, explores the anti-migrant feelings manifested in 
nowadays Russia, both against international (external) migrants and against 
internal ones (Russian citizens from the North Caucasian republics), as a part of the 
wider problem of nationalism.  

In Russia, the people (social networks), the government, and the media refer 
to different ways of representing migrants: friendship of peoples, ethnic criminality 
(referring to criminal activities), culture conflict (threats of cultural influences), 
inter-ethnic strife, conspiracy of power, and, recently, terrorism (physical danger). 
The first three are widely propagated in the media. Some of these are related to 
relatively recent events, such as the two Chechen Wars.  

These discourses address different levels of threat, such as in the case of 
terrorism and ethnic criminality, which are associated to criminal activities and 
physical danger, targeting ordinary citizens. In the case of culture conflict and 
conspiracy of power, it is the Russian community and identity which are threatened 
by cultural influences and certain political interests, while the friendship of peoples 
targets the entire Russian state.  

Generally, as resulting from the author’s research, there is a tendency to 
emphasize the origin of migrants, and by associating them to a territory, this 
territory can then be associated to a threat. Another observation is that usually non-
Slavic-looking people are viewed as migrants, and it is often considered that they 
have poor Russian language skills, no professional training, and they do not 
observe the rules of hygiene. In the media, as well as in the digital space, migrants 
are often compared to Russians, emphasizing characteristics such as barbarism, 
violence, underdevelopment, illiteracy, as opposed to the civilized, controlled, 
developed, and literate Russians, pointing out also the religious affiliation (Muslim 
vs. Christian). 



11 Comptes rendus et notes de lecture 157

According to the author, it is worth mentioning that there is a certain 
antagonism, at government level, with regard to migration, as the official position 
supports diversity and presents Russia as “a home for peaceful coexistence of 
different ethnic groups” (p. 184), but on the other hand, the migration policies and 
regulations are tightened, to prevent migrants from entering the central part of 
Russia, especially Moscow. 

Chapter 9, Lesser Threats, addresses a number of threats identified with 
regard to Russia and its people, which do not fulfill all the necessary criteria to be 
considered a successful securitization. These threats are either not addressed 
through any political act, or they are simply not accepted (or no longer perceived) 
by the audience as a threat. Here, the author discusses the threat represented by 
China, the Jews, Estonia, and Georgia. The author’s research in the digital space 
revealed that words like technology, Olympic Games, tourism, or economy, are 
commonly associated to China, thus not being perceived as an existential threat. 
The public opinion corresponds to the government’s position that does not view 
China as a threat either, although the author argues that it should, given its long 
territorial border with Russia, previous military altercations between the two 
countries, as well as the fact that the Russian ground military forces are 
outnumbered by the Chinese ones. 

In the case of Jews, analyses of the social networks indicate that anti-
Semitism is present in many messages, but these are related to conspiracy theories, 
and have no statistical significance. Moreover, at government level, there were no 
anti-Semitic statements nor any specific laws or policies targeting the Jews, even if 
in the Soviet era, certain restrictions on movement, education, and profession were 
implemented.  

With regard to Estonia and Georgia, the perceptions are related mostly to the 
Great Patriotic War (Estonia) or to the war between Russia and Georgia. Gaufman 
suspects that this is probably due to the “lack of collective memory embeddedness 
of both countries as threats, or their general perception as ‘non-existential’ threats” 
(p. 198). 

The Conclusions Chapter begins with an overview on the existential 
threats identified and discussed in the previous chapters, and the methodology 
the author applied, among which she mentions big data analysis, 
“complemented by close reading and visual semiotic analysis” (p. 203). She 
also points out that her study required reconceptualization of certain felicity 
condition arguments proposed by other researchers, in order to bring something 
new and original, namely the focus on the people’s perceptions with regard to 
existential threats, without leaving aside the government’s position and 
discourses.  

Further on, the author presents the challenges faced during the research, such 
as the fluidity of the social network landscape and the significant amount of data 
available, as well as the high degree of changeability of public opinion, which she 
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tried to overcome by using the Integrum World Wide software for the long-term 
tracking of mass media, and the research data made available by the Levada 
Analytical Center. 

One special subchapter is dedicated to summarizing and discussing the 
empirical findings for each chapter. The final subchapter presents the contributions 
of this research to multiple fields, such as security and post-Soviet studies, 
nationalism, sociology, and gender studies, as well as some limitations of the study, 
especially related to the fact that the “peculiarity of the Russian digital landscape 
can be difficult to decipher” (p. 212), because of the paid “trolls” used by the 
government to steer discussions on the Internet, which may affect results to some 
extent. 

This book covers a relatively short period of time, namely 2011–2015, but 
provides a thorough analysis of the events that took place during these years, 
especially the electoral protests (2011–2012), the anti-American attitude which led 
to the adoption of several laws targeting it and its people (banning international 
adoptions—targeted against Americans, and the foreign agents laws), debates on 
and attitudes towards sexuality and fascism, connected to the crisis in Ukraine 
(2013–2014), and attitudes towards migrants and anti-migration policies. All these 
are discussed from the point of view of the threat they represent to the Russian 
nation and values. 

Although using a sophisticated language, with a significant amount of 
specialized concepts and terms, clearly aiming at scholars, this is indeed a 
fascinating book, providing insight into the views of Russians with regard to these 
still current issues affecting Russia, by analyzing and observing the “human 
behavior in its natural ‘habitat’” (p. 36), and pointing out how certain threats are 
perceived and to what extent they are debated and represent a “subject of debate 
and sedimentation on the popular level” (p. 54). Thus, this book is a valuable 
contribution to the literature related to security threats and especially to Russia, 
since it examines the Cyrillic digital space, otherwise not accessible to researchers 
who do not speak Russian.  

Laura Mihaela Brie 

Laura Mihaela Brie, PhD student, Babeș-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca 
(Faculty of History and Philosophy), Population Studies and Minorities History 
Doctoral School. Among other works, she authored “Population Dynamics in 
Dobrogea under the Ottoman Empire Rule” (in the volume Osmanlı Dönemi 
balkan Şehirleri, Ankara, 2016) and “Romanian-Ukrainian Relations and New 
Challenges” (in the volume Identity and Dialogue in the Era of Globalization, 
Târgu Mureș, 2019). 
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FIONA REID, MEDICINE IN FIRST WORLD WAR EUROPE. SOLDIERS, 
MEDICS, PACIFISTS, New York: Bloomsbury Academic, 2017, ePDF, 263 pp. 

The 100th anniversary of the end of the First World War provides the 
opportunity for many researchers to focus on different aspects of the war and its 
consequences, while using various types of sources. In this context, we would like 
to bring to attention the most recent work signed by Dr. Fiona Reid, assistant dean 
at Newman University, Birmingham. Her main interest is the cultural and social 
response to modern war, mainly the use of drugs, home-made medication, and 
alcohol by the soldiers. In addition to these subjects, her other articles focus on the 
psychological issues of the soldiers after the First World War.  

The main question the author asks in this book is the following one: “Is war 
good for medicine?”. In an attempt to answer this question, she offers different 
perspectives on the medical system during the war, the implication of the 
government, the new developments in medicine during this time, and the manner in 
which people (soldiers, doctors, and nurses) perceived medical care. As the title 
already suggests, the book is based on the views of three main groups: soldiers, 
doctors, and other personnel, as well as pacifists, i.e. men who did not want to go 
to war, and joined medical associations instead. 

The first chapter, War is Good for Medicine, introduces the reader to the 
history of the medical personnel participating in war, from Antiquity to the 20th 
century, and the role played by women. Subsequent to an overview of the 
historiography of medicine during war, the author analyzes the challenges doctors 
had to face in war time, new wounds and new methods of treatment. As a result of 
the First World War, there were new developments in orthopedic surgery, 
amputations, and blood transfusion. In addition, new types of illnesses developed 
during the war, such as gas gangrenes, trench foot, and even psychological 
traumas. Another subject presented here is the relationship between soldiers and 
the medical personnel, namely the hate and mistrust towards doctors and orderlies. 
Nurses were sometimes portrayed as strong women who were harsh and even beat 
up wounded soldiers. The chapter concludes with an overview on the structure of 
this book.  

Chapter 2, entitled From the Trench to the Hospital, commences with a 
presentation of the medical care of the population in Germany, France, and 
Belgium, and continues with a subsection on the army medical service. After this, 
the author gives a thorough description of the medical system in France and 
Germany before and during the war. One presented issue is the infestation with 
lice, which were responsible for the transmission of the trench fever. A new disease 
that appeared during the war was the trench foot. The author offers a description of 
this disease and reveals how doctors were unable to stop it, because as soon as the 
soldiers were treated, they had to return to the trenches and live in the same 
conditions, so that they developed it again. 
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The third chapter, Iconic Wounds: Gas, Shell Shock, Facial Injury, discusses 
the subject of the most overwhelming wounds that affected soldiers. Using the 
personal memoirs of soldiers, the author provides a description of the symptoms 
and effects of gas and mustard gas, as many soldiers exposed to them died a couple 
of days later. Another illness developed by many soldiers was a psychological one, 
i.e. shell shock. This was a serious condition. The doctors and the government tried 
to treat the soldiers, and even special hospitals were created. One measure of 
treatment used in Britain, France, and Germany was electrotherapy. This method 
provoked indignation in France, but in Germany, electrotherapy alongside with 
other rough treatments seemed to be very effective. During the war, new 
innovations in plastic surgery were developed mainly because more patients were 
available. In France, Britain, and Germany there were approximately 280,000 men 
with facial wounds. This part of the chapter outlines the manner in which society 
viewed them and the personal experiences of soldiers with such wounds.  

The next chapter, Ordinary Soldiers and Ordinary Pain, focuses on different 
ways by means of which soldiers tried to cope with life in the trenches. They used 
drugs, such as opium and cocaine, in order to medicate themselves, to forget 
certain things, or to gain courage. Alcohol was consumed on a large scale. Even 
some military officials supported the idea of giving soldiers alcohol for its 
tranquilizing effect. In both cases, the governments tried to block the selling of 
drugs and alcohol to soldiers. Different tonics were another method for treating or 
preventing diseases. Companies persuaded families to send to their loved ones 
different tonics, which were supposed to be miraculous. Another subject treated 
here is that of self-inflicted wounds. Soldiers who wanted to escape war even for a 
little while harmed themselves or pretended to suffer from shell shock. On the 
other hand, there was another group of soldiers who were already in hospital and 
tried to pretend that they had not recovered. In this case, the role of the doctors was 
to devise new methods for observing and discovering them in order to send them 
back to the battle field. 

Chapter five, entitled ‘We Did Not Fight’: Medical Pacifism and War, 
focuses on the last main subject announced in the title of the book. In the first part 
of this chapter, the author explains the way in which various medical organizations 
were created, starting with the Red Cross and the related societies in France, 
Britain, and Germany. The other two medical associations were the Religious 
Society of Friends and the Friends Ambulance Unit, consisting of people who did 
not want to go to war as soldiers, but still felt the need to fulfill their civic duty by 
helping their country. The second part of the chapter contains descriptions of the 
men enrolled in these associations, the issues they faced, the way they were viewed 
by soldiers, and their own war experiences.  

The last chapter, Lessons and Legacies: ‘Blood Swept Lands and Seas of 
Red,’ is dedicated to the conclusions. It reveals the struggles of the homecoming 
soldiers. Many men were hurt, disabled, and had to reintegrate in their families and 
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society. After the war, state programs were created with regards to medical care, 
such as the Ministry of Health in Britain and the Ministry of Hygiene in France. 
Also, the pacifist associations grew even stronger after the war. The author now 
returns to the question asked at the beginning of the book, i.e. whether war was 
beneficial for medicine. Her response is that it is difficult to answer this question 
even now, after 100 years. There were some marvels made in medicine due to the 
war, and many wounded soldiers managed to get better and live their lives fully, 
but some innovations probably prolonged the war.  

At the end of each chapter, the author gives an additional reading list on the 
subject, with both primary and secondary sources, and almost every source is 
followed by a description. The bibliography is very vast and shows the variety of 
sources used by the author, from primary sources, such as memoirs, journals, 
military-medical texts, to secondary sources, such as books, journal articles, films, 
and even websites. There is also an extensive index at the end of the book.  

This work provides us with a new perspective on medical care during the war 
and manages to outline the struggles of doctors and soldiers, as well as the positive 
innovations in medicine. Although well organized, the author acknowledges the fact 
that her book is not exhaustive, this being the reason for which she encourages 
further readings. The originality of this book consists especially in the variety of 
sources. It uses new materials (such as films and war posters), which only recent 
studies consider as sources. The merit of this book resides in the correlation between 
personal stories, official documents, and other secondary sources. It offers a very 
accurate description of medical care and medicine during the First World War.    

Izabela Georgiana Coroian 

Izabela Georgiana Coroian, PhD student, Babeș-Bolyai University of 
Cluj-Napoca (Faculty of History and Philosophy). Among other works, she 
authored “The Seasonality of Mortality in Three Transylvanian Settlements in the 
Second Half of the 19th Century” (Romanian Journal of Population Studies X, no. 
1, 2016) and “Application of ICD-10 on causes of death from burial parish 
registers from Transylvania” (PHILOBIBLON. Transylvanian Journal of 
Multidisciplinary Research in the Humanities XXIV, no. 1, 2019).  

GHEORGHE CLIVETI, ROMÂNIA MODERNĂ ȘI “APOGEUL EUROPEI,” 
1815–1914 [Modern Romania and “Europe’s Apogee,” 1815–1914], București: 
Editura Academiei Române, 2018, 1162 pp. 

The year 2018, considered as “centennial year” at most levels of Romanian 
society, was also prolific in terms of the local historiographical productions 
grouped under this generic. From the multitude of works printed by many 
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publishing houses, some inevitably draw our attention for various reasons. One of 
these is the book of Professor Gheorghe Cliveti, dedicated to the Romanians and 
the Romanian state viewed in the context of international relations in modern 
times: Modern Romania and “Europe’s Apogee,” 1815–1914. 

From the first visual contact, this work impresses with its size, for it 
comprises 1162 pages in A4 format. It was printed in a highly professional manner 
at the Romanian Academy Publishing House in Bucharest, in the year in which 
this institution celebrated seven decades of business since 1948, as is stated on its 
own site2 and the way one can deduce from the first cover of this work. This book 
was anticipated and prepared by various other historiographical works of Professor 
Cliveti, published over the years of a special university career: România și Puterile 
garante 1856–1878 [Romania and the Guaranteeing Powers 1856–1878] (Iași, 
1988); Izvoarele istoriei relațiilor internaționale. Epoca modernă [Sources for the 
History of International Relations. The Modern Age] (Iași, 1993); România și 
crizele internaționale 1853–1913 [Romania and the International Crises 1853–
1913] (Iași, 1997); Concertul european. Un experiment în relațiile internaționale 
din secolul XIX [The European Concert. An Experiment in the International 
Relations of the 19th Century] (București, 2006); Prolegomene la studiul relațiilor 
internaționale. Epoca modernă [Prolegomena to the Study of International 
Relations. The Modern Age] (București, 2009); Europa franceză și cauza română 
(1789–1871) [French Europe and the Romanian Cause (1789–1871)] (Iași, 2010); 
România și “alianțele germane,” 1879–1914 [Romania and the “German 
Alliances,” 1879–1914] (Iași, 2015). Beside these titles, there are other tens of 
texts published in various other volumes and scientific publications pertaining to 
this field, in which the expert eye of the specialist tried to decipher and give the 
audience eager to understand the evolution of the international relations of the 19th 
century a suitable “key” for obtaining a most eloquent image of the way 
Romanians and Romania have passed from the level of “European problem” to 
that of the kingdom recognized and affirmed in a seemingly consolidated and 
stabilized European system. 

The book consists of the Cuprins [Table of Contents] (pp. 7–8), followed by 
the author’s Prefață [Preface] (pp. 9–12) and three major parts, each with four or 
five chapters (Partea I. Cauza română [Part I. The Romanian Cause], pp. 13–270; 
Partea a II-a. Constituirea României și garanția colectivă a puterilor europene 
[Part II. The Formation of Romania and the Collective Guarantee of the European 
Powers], pp. 271–606; Partea a III-a. Vechiul Regat, “Marile Alianțe” și originile 
Primului Război Mondial [Part III. The Old Kingdom, the “Great Alliances,” and 
the Origins of the First World War], pp. 607–1110). The book ends with the 
Concluzii [Conclusions] (pp. 1111–1114), a Synopsis (pp. 1115–1118), and an 
absolutely necessary and very useful Indice [Index] (pp. 1119–1160) that helps 

                                                            
2 See http://www.ear.ro/prezentare.php, link accessed in December 2018. 
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and greatly facilitates the search and identification of information and details in the 
dense structure of this opus. 

As shown in the Introducere [Introduction], the historiographical perspective 
envisaged by historian Gheorghe Cliveti is a vast and ambitious one, his previous 
achievements representing steps of this extensive construction, which discusses the 
place and the role of Romanians and Romania in the context of international 
relations, with its natural implications resulting from previous analyses and 
approaches, i.e. history of treaties, diplomatic history, and history of international 
relations. This generous space and time frame represented “Europe’s apogee,” an 
expression inspired by the French historian Robert Schnerb3 and which, as the 
author states, “should be understood in nuance,” since “it simply does not concern 
a growth or development level reached by Europe during the 19th century.” At the 
same time, “to the historical time of Europe’s apogee in the world was connected 
the emergence of modern Romania,” developing from the European cause level to 
the international prestige and status acquired by the Old Kingdom in the decades 
before the First World War.  

Following these commentaries, it becomes even more evident that this is a 
synthesis work combining both the elements which are specific to the evolution of 
historical research over the last forty years as well as the Romanian 
historiographical accomplishments related to the themes under consideration. This 
fact is confessed by the author, with subtle and fully justifiable contentment and 
personal satisfaction:  

However, beyond the conceptual or methodological debates, the study of 
history observes, following analysis directions and aiming towards 
synthesis, rules also called “classical” for quite some time now. On 
documentary bases and in the adequate reading horizon, the historian 
operates factual reconstitutions in a most critical manner, subjecting 
them to qualifiable professional interpretations. To the great theme 
concerning the European implications in the edification of modern 
Romania, I have devoted long-term efforts for documentations and 
reflections initiated also by my activity at the University Department and 
for coordinating some research centers. These achievements followed 
natural steps, from special studies, appearing along time in specialty 
journals or thematic volumes, to monographs. These steps could be 
climbed by the historiographical text, which, given its nature, is one 
based on demonstration, always “in progress,” and not one born out of 
inspiration, of pure creation with unique valences (pp. 11–12). 

                                                            
3 Robert Schnerb, Le XIXe siècle. L’Apogée de l’expansion européenne (1815–1914), vol. VI of 

Histoire générale des civilizations, published under the supervision of Maurice Crouzet (Paris: 
Presses universitaires de France, 1955), with several re-editions and re-publishings. 
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The first part of this work, Cauza română [The Romanian Cause], can also 
be regarded as an excellent presentation of the importance of the nations as 
emerging actors on the scene of international relations, since from the end of the 
18th to the end of the 19th century, “the assertion of modern nations passed through 
the classical phase” (p. 15). The chronological segment referred to here by the 
author (1815–1849) comprises essentially the major structural transformations 
taking place on the European continent under the influence of the Great French 
Revolution. In this context, the Romanian cause began to be known through the 
events of 1821, when the movement led by Tudor Vladimirescu represented, as the 
author points out, its “political statement” (p. 44), a cause which, until then, had 
not become known in any way in those times’ Europe: The European Order did 
not lead to the internationalization of the “Romanian issue” nor to the fulfillment of 
the hopes of the Romanians regarding the placement of the Principalities under the 
guarantee of the “concerted Powers.” The “Romanian issue” or the Romanian 
cause was becoming heavily loaded with data and meanings “in the labyrinth of 
eastern imbroglios.” It acutely sensed the implications of setting Romanians in 
distinct political-administrative components, depending on what was or was not 
under the incidence of the European Order of 1815. Transylvania, Banat, and 
Bukovina, which were parts of the Austrian Empire, belonged to that Order. The 
Principalities of Moldova and Wallachia were sinking into the “eastern labyrinth,” 
while Bessarabia was disappearing in the mist laid by Russia between the 
territories and populations under the Romanov scepter and Europe that was 
tempted by the areas and certainties of modernity (p. 40).  

According to Professor Cliveti, the actions taking place in the previously 
mentioned Romanian space become equations for contesting the continental 
formula established in Vienna, thus joining those “dissolution forces” preparing the 
transition to national states’ Europe. In his view, this is the way in which both the 
events of 1821–1822 and those of 1848–1849 should be understood, the latter ones 
being fully framed by a fundamental shake of the orders established in numerous 
parts of the old continent. Despite its failure, the revolution of 1848–1849 in the 
Romanian space has imprinted the “Romanian issue” into the European public 
awareness, developing with increasing intensity both in terms of regional realities 
as well as from the point of view of the relations, discussions, and agreements 
between the Great Powers of that time. Therefore, the national victory of 1858–
1859 was not something coming out of the blue; it had been prepared with tenacity 
and patience by an entire generation that forged its ideas and assumed its historical 
purpose during the tumultuous years of 1848 and 1849 without hesitation, a fact 
repeatedly outlined on the pages of this book. This is why Constituirea României și 
garanția colectivă a puterilor europene [The Formation of Romania and the 
Collective Guarantee of the European Powers] (the title of this book’s second part) 
refers to the logical continuation of the accumulations and struggles carried out by 
the revolutionaries of 1848 for the necessity to obtain the recognition and assertion 



19 Comptes rendus et notes de lecture 165

of the Romanian cause at European level. After the so-called “small union” of 
1859, a decisive stage for the accomplishment of the national program began. 
During this period, the bringing of the foreign prince, the achievement of state 
independence, the formation of a national economic framework, and, ultimately, 
the fulfillment of the ideal of the Romanian unity represented not only challenges 
of an entirely different magnitude, but they also were vital goals, whose attainment 
confirmed the justice of the Romanian cause and crowned the struggle of the 1848 
generation. 

All great objectives—from the unification of the Principalities in 1859 to the 
proclamation of the Kingdom in 1881—as well as the entire modernizing process 
of the Romanian state and the Romanian society in the second half of the 19th 
century were “under the omen of a fulfilled fact” (p. 305), in “this century’s spirit,” 
and under an imperative that, in some moments, became synonymous with a 
certain way of understanding progress and the necessity of modernization, with all 
the positive and negative aspects involved, namely the destruction of the stages. 
Operating with the rich data and information accumulated with tenacity and 
patience along decades of research, the author reiterated, on this occasion, some 
judgments for re-establishing various “veiled” aspects engrained in our 
historiography on logical fundaments that entirely correspond to historical realities. 
One such example would be the number of Guaranteeing Powers in Paris, in 1856, 
which were six, and not seven, as is commonly known even today. As Professor 
Cliveti showed,  

In conclusion, it results from the contents of the diplomatic documents 
issued in 1856 Paris, from the very logic of active stipulations (contractual, 
synallagmatic) that Turkey could not guarantee for itself (passive!). And 
such a result implies the emptying of the content of the synonym 
Guaranteeing Powers – Signatory Powers (Contracting Powers) of the 
Treaty of March 30; this synonym “tempted” almost all those who have 
used the phrase or meaning of “seven Guaranteeing Powers” (p. 302).  
 
In conclusion, we regard ourselves to be fully entitled to claim that Turkey 
was a signatory or contracting party to the Paris Treaty of 1856 and its 
subsequent acts, and not a Guaranteeing Power as well. In addition, we 
believe there were six and not seven Guaranteeing Powers, a conclusion 
imposed by quantitative clarifications and also by qualitative ones 
regarding some particularly interesting aspects in connection with the 
evolution of international relations in the 19th century (p. 304).  

The achievement of state independence in the context of the “Great Eastern 
Crisis” of 1876–1878 and the proclamation of the Kingdom in 1881 represented the 
culmination of the program of national essence affirmed and embodied by the 1848 
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generation. Beside the accomplishment of these major goals, the young Romanian 
Kingdom has also secured, since 1883, its inclusion into an alliance that proved to 
be necessary, despite all the shortcomings that resulted from it, with numerous and 
sometimes painful implications in economic and national issues (the often tense 
relations with the Austro-Hungarian Empire were decisive for the various attitudes 
and reactions of the Romanian politicians). In this context, the “Danube issue” was 
very important, for it implied, as the inspired author points out, not only “European 
arguments, rivalries, or interests of the Great Powers,” but also “the violation of 
Romania’s rights pertaining to this river” (p. 674). 

Compared to the generally known reference points of European and national 
modernity, the outstanding amount of information in this book may be difficult to 
assimilate by a non-specialist and even by a reader who is interested in and familiar 
with the evolution of international relations in the 19th century. However, Professor 
Gheorghe Cliveti was not content with confining to the simple narration of events 
and their meanings. He presented personal assessments that allow interested 
readers to see other perspectives relating to the contexts of some moments, which 
were ignored or treated inappropriately in our historiography. One example in this 
regard is the Serbian-Bulgarian conflict of 1885–1886, also known as the 
“Bulgarian crisis” (pp. 984–1014). For various reasons, the peace that officially 
ended this conflict (Bucharest, 1886) represented the first moment when it became 
obvious that the prestige of the Kingdom of Romania had taken an ascending 
course, owed also to the alliance system it had joined just a few years ago as well 
as to the exceptional personality of King Carol I. Nevertheless, after Otto von 
Bismarck’s “forced withdrawal” from the helm of German foreign policy in 1890, 
and after the increasingly evident domination intentions of Austria-Hungary, 
manifesting in the direct relations with Romania during the last years of the 19th 
century until 1914 (p. 1087 ff.), it became evident that the strategic security 
desideratum of the Romanian state in relation to the alliance it had joined in 1883 
had to be submitted to a tough and pragmatic reassessment. From the point of view 
of the Balkan Wars of 1912–1913, the situation had become more than clear: 
“Already ‘withered’ at the time of its ‘renewal in 1913,’ the Austro-Hungarian-
Romanian alliance became completely ‘dry’ during the summer of that year, as the 
Old Kingdom assumed, through the armed intervention against Bulgaria and the 
presidency over the Bucharest Peace Conference, the ‘closing’ of the third 
(according to German ‘calculation’) Balkan War” (p. 1109). The last important 
goal of the national essence program, i.e. the political unity of all the Romanians, 
remained to be reached under completely different circumstances. 

The perusal of a work like Modern Romania and “Europe’s Apogee,” 1815–
1914, although hampered by the unusually large amount of information and 
perspectives offered by the author, is proving to the full benefit of the researcher 
and the passionate reader of history. The abundance of data is fully justified given 
the themes to which Professor Cliveti has been dedicating his activity for decades. 
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The usefulness of such a historiographical endeavor is, in our opinion, indisputable, 
for it exhibits the characteristics of a history treatise compelling to a future more 
serious and closer examination of some of the great subjects of Romanian 
modernity in the international context. The lines written so far seem insufficient to 
us for revealing the importance of such an audacious enterprise as credibly as 
possible. 

Through this work, historian Gheorghe Cliveti has once again proved his 
outstanding analytical capacities. He is one of those historians providing beautiful 
fundaments for the real demystification and re-discussion of some issues of major 
significance in the context of Romanian modernity. Thus, there are serious reasons 
for this work to be considered as a reference point in the Romanian historiography 
of the modern age and international relations, undoubtedly beneficial to all those 
interested in and eager to understand the Romanian cause and the evolution of the 
Romanian state in relation to the political and diplomatic equations specific to the 
European continent. 

   Mircea-Cristian Ghenghea 

Mircea-Cristian Ghenghea, PhD, scientific researcher III at the Alexandru 
Ioan Cuza University of Iași (Research Department of the Faculty of History). 
Among other works, he authored the volumes Pro Bucovina. Repere istorice și 
naționale [Pro Bukovina. Historical and National Landmarks] (edited in 
collaboration with Mihai Bogdan Atanasiu, București, 2010) and Cu și despre 
români. Reflecții publicistice astriste [With and About the Romanians. Journalistic 
Reflections Related to ASTRA] (Iași, 2011). 

IOAN LUPAȘ, PRĂBUȘIREA MONARHIEI AUSTRO-UNGARE ȘI 
IMPORTANȚA ISTORICĂ A ZILEI DE 1 DECEMBRIE 1918 [The Fall of the 
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and the Historical Importance of 1 December 1918], 
edition, introductory study, notes, and indices by Mircea-Gheorghe Abrudan, Cluj-
Napoca: Academia Română, Centrul de Studii Transilvane, 2018, 127 pp. 

The 100th anniversary of the Great Union was perceived by a great number of 
writers as a fruitful opportunity. In this period, various syntheses, monographs, 
bibliographies, collective volumes, collections of studies, and editions of 
documents were printed and released to the book market. Among these works are 
some exceptional masterpieces that we believe will be regarded as important 
documents dedicated to the Great Union. In this category, we can successfully 
include the collection of studies dedicated to the Great Union, signed by 
Academician Ioan Lupaș. This collection was edited by historian Mircea-Gheorghe 
Abrudan and published by the prestigious Center for Transylvanian Studies in 



 Comptes rendus et notes de lecture 22 168

Cluj-Napoca. It appeared thanks to the financial support of the Orthodox 
Metropolitan See in Cluj-Napoca, an institution that succeeded to understand its 
mission related to the centennial anniversary of the Great Union.  

This work presents the steps in the fall of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
and the accomplishment of national unity by the Romanian people in 1918. Those 
moments were deeply felt by Ioan Lupaș, who was delegated to the Great National 
Assembly in Alba Iulia (as priest of the Săliște Parish). He was a member of the 
Great National Romanian Council (founded on 1 December 1918) and General 
Secretary at the Ministry for Religious Affairs and Public Education, a part of the 
Ruling Council (the interim government of Transylvania from 1918 to 1920). 

Mircea-Gheorghe Abrudan belongs to the generation of young researchers 
who were trained in the atmosphere of the Babeș-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca 
and were guided by historian Nicolae Bocșan. He graduated from this university 
and pursued PhD studies in modern history. He is mainly interested in the history, 
the evolution, and the connections between the Orthodox Church and the Lutheran 
Church of Transylvania between the 1848–1849 Revolution and the Great Union 
(1918). His doctoral thesis was published in 2015 and was awarded by the 
Romanian Academy with the Dumitru Stăniloae Prize. As a researcher at the 
George Barițiu Institute of National History in Cluj-Napoca, historian Mircea-
Gheorghe Abrudan continued to practice open research and started to study the 
First World War and the Great Union. As a result of this work, he published a 
series of studies and specialized articles as well as a volume in which he discusses 
the persecution of Transylvanian intellectuals at the beginning of 1916. 

This volume starts with a complex and complete presentation of the life and 
activity of Ioan Lupaș and his contributions to the Great Union. The author 
highlights his efforts made for describing the facts of the Great National Assembly 
in Alba Iulia. For Mircea-Gheorghe Abrudan, this subject is not a novelty. Over the 
years, he has published many articles dedicated to Academician Ioan Lupaș. Some 
of these pertained to the 50th anniversary of his death. 

By completing the bibliography of Ioan Lupaș and elaborating on his 
contribution to the Great Union and the research works referring to this phenomenon, 
the editor draws our attention to a series of texts written by Ioan Lupaș and published 
in a collective volume as well as in the periodicals of that time (in Almanahul Societății 
Academice Petru Maior [Almanac of the Petru Maior Academic Society], Anuarul 
Institutului de Istorie Națională Cluj [Yearbook of the National History Institute of 
Cluj], Cuvântul Poporului [The Word of the People], Transilvania [Transylvania]): 
1918: note istorice [1918: Historical Notes] (pp. 45–54), Prăbușirea monarhiei austro-
ungare și Republica Cehoslovacă [The Fall of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and 
the Czechoslovak Republic] (pp. 55–62), Prăbușirea monarhiei austro-ungare și 
Adunarea de la Alba-Iulia [The Fall of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and the 
Assembly in Alba Iulia] (pp. 63–80), Dezagregarea monarhiei austro-ungare și 
eliberarea Transilvaniei [The Disaggregation of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and 



23 Comptes rendus et notes de lecture 169

the Liberation of Transylvania] (pp. 81–96), Toți împreună: 1 Decembrie 1918 
[Everyone together: 1 December 1918] (pp. 97–100), Scriitorii și Adunarea de la Alba-
Iulia [Writers and the Assembly in Alba Iulia] (pp. 101–106), Proclamațiunea de la 
Alba-Iulia [The Proclamation of Alba Iulia] (pp. 107–110), Importanța istorică a zilei 
de 1 Decembrie 1918 [The Historical Importance of the Day of 1 December 1918]  
(pp. 111–122). 

These texts are published in observance of the norms and rules of this kind of 
intellectual approach. The explanatory notes increase the value of this scientific 
endeavor. The exquisite graphic design highlights the scientific skills of the editor, who 
pays homage to the masterpiece of Ioan Lupaș, the founder of the Cluj-Napoca 
Institute of History (today, the George Barițiu National Institute of History). 

Thus, the great importance of the volume prepared by Mircea-Gheorghe 
Abrudan resides in recovering and editing the texts authored by Ioan Lupaș. Today, it 
is very difficult for the large public to access these texts because they are no longer 
available in the great libraries. By studying and analyzing the eight articles written by 
Ioan Lupaș, we can understand that he was not a regular historian, but an important 
personality with a strong sense for duty. Moreover, these facts reveal the great human 
resources the Romanian nation had available during the First World War. Without 
them, the organization of the people, the administration of Transylvania and Banat, and 
the Great National Assembly in Alba Iulia would not have been possible.  

In the end, we would like to highlight the most important aspect of the 
scientific approach of historian Mircea-Gheorghe Abrudan. As an expert in the 
masterpiece of Ioan Lupaș, the editor sensed the pedagogical dimension of the texts 
included in the volume. For the young generation, they are a model of sacrifice in 
terms of knowledge. We consider that the message of the texts published by 
Mircea-Gheorghe Abrudan is important for us today. The volume can be regarded 
as formative reading that is meant to keep alive the sacrifice of our ancestors. 

Based on the value of the presented ideas, this research fulfills all the criteria of a 
scientific work, with an exceptional graphic design and cover. This book will represent 
an important referential point for all the scientists who are interested in the life and 
activity of Academician Ioan Lupaș. We are confident that this research will be 
included in the personal libraries of history specialists as well as in those of the readers 
who are passionate about history, and that it will be used in future researches.  

Mihai-Octavian Groza 

Mihai-Octavian Groza, PhD student, Babeș-Bolyai University of Cluj-
Napoca (Faculty of History and Philosophy). Among other works, he authored the 
volumes Marele Război în memorialistica românilor din Sebeș [The Great War in 
the Collective Memory of the Romanians from Sebeș] (Cluj-Napoca, 2018) and 
Sebeșul și Marea Unire: memorii, acte și documente [Sebeș and the Great Union: 
Memoirs, Records, and Documents] (Cluj-Napoca, 2018). 


