Republica Moldova:
o istorie fluida a unui taram de frontiera

Introducere

Acest numar special al revistei PLURAL cuprinde o serie de studii care
initial au fost publicate in engleza in revista EUXEINOS. Governance and
Culture in the Black Sea Region a Universititii din Saint-Gallen, Elvetia
(nr. 15-16/2014), in parteneriat cu Facultatea de Istorie si Geografie a
Universitatii Pedagogice de Stat ,Jon Creanga”. Pentru ca toate aceste studii
prezintd un interes §i — mai cu seami — in Republica Moldova si Romania,
editorii revistei PLURAL au tinut, gratie bunivointei §i sustinerii revistei
EUXEINOS, si publice aceste articole in prezentul numir in limba roména.

Articolele publicate in acest numir se focalizeazi pe transformairile is-
torice care au avut loc pe teritoriul cunoscut astizi sub numele de Republica
Moldova in secolele XIX si XX, perioada in care s-au intalnit §i s-au ame-
stecat diverse influente politice §i culturale. Puternic marcati de ambitiile
expansioniste concurente si de ,misiunile civilizatoare” ale unor entititi
politice puternice care controlau aceastd parte a lumii, populatia locald a
fost supusa mai multor fracturi culturale si unor stratificari suprapuse sub
dominatiile otomand, taristd, roméana si cea sovietici. Cele noua articole
din acest numar exploreaza istoria regiunii printr-o selectie de evenimente
care s-au desfagurat in perioade de rascruce pentru destinul populatiei din
acest tinut. Citite succesiv sau fiecare in parte, studiile vor ajuta cititorul sa
inteleaga istoria intensa si adesea contradictorie a acestui tirdm de frontiera,
urmarind metamorfozele identitétilor localnicilor.

Numarul curent este structurat in jurul anilor cei mai hotaratori ai isto-
riei Basarabiei §i Transnistriei, o atentie sporita fiind acordata secolelor XIX
si XX. Fiecare dintre studiile incluse in acest numar exploreazi un anumit an
care a adus cu sine in acest inut o schimbare politici majora — de obicei, un
transfer de autoritate de la un regim politic la altul — i care a avut efecte cul-
turale, sociale si economice insemnate pentru localnici. Mai exact, autorii
au ales sa-si tese relatirile lor in jurul anilor 1812, 1878, 1918, 1924, 1940,
1941, 1956 si 1991. Desi autorii s-au concentrat pe repere istorice oarecum
evidente in selectarea anilor, ei au luat o cale mai putin conventionala in
alegerea si abordarea subiectelor explorate. Editorii acestei culegeri spera ca
acest compromis intre structurd si continut va permite cititorului si se fa-
miliarizeze cu cele mai marcante perioade ale istoriei inutului i, in acelasi
timp, sa obtina o intelegere mai profunda a problemelor cheie care au preo-
cupat societatea locali de-a lungul timpului.
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Desi diverse in ceea ce priveste perioada aleasa si categoriile de analizj,
temele selectate in aceste studii de caz nu au un caracter spasmodic. Toate
articolele isi propun s examineze tranzitia acestei regiuni de la un regim
politic la altul i, in linii mari, pastreaza scopul de a oferi cititorului o ve-
dere panoramici a istoriei Republicii Moldova si in acelasi timp o intelegere
adecvati a transformarilor ce au avut loc la ,firul ierbii”, in momente de
schimbare crucialid. Autorii scot in evidenta diferite procese si modele de
modernizare puse in aplicare pe parcursul secolelor 19 si 20 in aceasta re-
giune. Aceste procese, fie ele promovate de imperii, state-natiune sau
formatiuni federative, au implicat in mod necesar elitele intelectuale i poli-
tice din regiune, in calitate de agenti reformatori i de mediatori, i totodata
masele populare — ,poporul” -, in calitate de public-tintd si obiect al unui
discurs legitimator.

Dupi cum s-a mentionat mai devreme, teritoriul care face obiectul aces-
tor studii are particularitatea unui tinut de frontierd. Asa cum multi istorici
sunt nevoiti si recunoascd, pana in secolul al XX-lea, Basarabia — si cu atét
mai putin Transnistria — nu a fost niciodata un loc de efervescenta culturala
si intelectuala. Ratiunea de a fi a acestei regiuni periferice, de-a lungul seco-
lelor, in formatiuni statale diverse, a fost mai degraba una strategic, de api-
rare sau expansiune. Este revelator in acest sens faptul ca personalititile cele
mai marcante, desemnate de istorici drept ,romani basarabeni” sau ,mol-
doveni’, s-au format i afirmat pana la inceputul secolului al XX-lea in afara
Basarabiei: la Constantinopol, in capitala Rusiei sau in partea de vest a prin-
cipatului moldav. Dezvoltarea economica si culturala a Basarabiei si Trans-
nistriei a dobandit o insemnitate sporitd mai ales in secolul al XX-lea, atunci
cand anumite modele modernizatoare (si ,ultra-moderniste”) de inginerie
sociald si constructie nationald au inceput a fi testate in scopul integririi po-
pulatiei acestui teritoriu in state nationale sau federative moderne (respectiv,
Romania si URSS). In toate cazurile, modelele de guvernare si de identifi-
care propuse populatiei acestei regiuni au provenit aproape intotdeauna din
afara regiunii, nu au fost o plasmuire ,autohtoni” a elitelor locale.

Statutul periferic al regiunii in ultimele doua secole si mai devreme au
marcat profund nu doar identitatea locuitorilor sii, dar si procesele demo-
grafice, economice, culturale, precum si practicile de guvernare ale regimu-
rilor politice si strategiile de supravietuire ale populatiei locale. Articolele
din acest volum sugereazd, cu aplicare pe anumite exemple, ci una dintre
preocupirile majore ale diferitelor autorititi succesive au continuat si fie
sentimentul slab si instabil de loialitate al populatiei din aceasta tara fata de
regimurile respective. In consecintd, atentia autorilor graviteaza asupra in-
teractiunilor dintre autorititile proaspit stabilite (in 1812, 1918, 1940 sau
1941) si populatia locala a acestei regiuni, fie ci e vorba de elite sau ,mase”
Dupa cum se poate vedea din aceste studii, elitele locale si oamenii de rand
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au imbritisat cu prudentd anumite strategii de integrare, acomodare §i au-
to-conservare in fata eforturilor de centralizare §i omogenizare ale noilor
centre de putere politica si in raport cu autoritatile si elitele recent implan-
tate. Tranzitia de la o administratie la alta a costat intotdeauna eforturi in-
semnate de adaptare si de autolegitimare din partea localnicilor, dupi niste
reguli si criterii exogene, aduse de noile autoritati. Aceste eforturi variau de
la dorinta de integrare totald in noile structuri pani la refuzul sau incapaci-
tatea oricirei forme de cooperare cu noile autoritati. Totodata, noile admi-
nistratii si-au ajustat strategiile de guvernare in raport cu populatia locala fie
prin cautarea unui modus vivendi cu institutiile, legile si obiceiurilor locale,
fie prin transformarea lor radicald, prin mijloace, deseori, represive.

Studiile lui Victor Taki i Andrei Cugco evidentiaza actiunile atente
de echilibrare a acestor principii opuse ale puterii, dupa incorporarea ter-
itoriului dintre Prut §i Nistru in Imperiul Rus in 1812. Autorii reugesc sd
analizeze in aminunt incercirile eterogene si adesea contradictorii ale
birocratilor taristi pentru a defini statutul si functionarea acestei noi gu-
bernii, reflectind in acelasi timp asupra unui model potrivit de guvernare
a regiunii. In acest sens, acestia au urmarit si armonizeze in mod eficient
traditiile locale cu interesele si ambitiile imperiului. Formarea acestei gu-
bernii din punct de vedere administrativ si simbolic a fost, in cele din urm4,
punctul de convergenta si rodul unui compromis intre viziuni aparent con-
tradictorii, dar in esenta ea a proiectat deopotrivia ambitia expansionista a
Imperiului Rus si misiunea sa ,civilizatoare”. Incepand cu a doua jumitate
a secolului al XIX-lea, odatd cu crearea statului national romén, Basara-
bia a devenit o zoni de interes a proiectului national romanesc. Dupa cum
demonstreazid Cusco, caracterul contestat al regiunii nu s-a cristalizat in
forma unor naratiuni coerente si continue, desfasurate pe parcursul intre-
gii perioade anterioare primului rizboi mondial. Cu toate acestea, unele
momente de tensiune sporita la nivel discursiv intre Imperiul rus si statul
romén indicd in mod clar o ,competitie simbolici” asupra Basarabiei intre
rivalii vecini.

Abia dupa sfarsitul primului rizboi mondial, intr-un context
international favorabil pentru Romania, Basarabia a devenit parte a statu-
lui national roman. Fiind parte a acestui stat, Basarabia a devenit un obiect
de disputid apriga intre Bucuresti si Moscova pe parcursul intregii perioade
interbelice, aceasta din urmai pretinzand dreptul sdu de a guverna fosta gu-
bernie a Imperiului Tarist. Articolul Svetlanei Suveici complicd istoria
triumfatoare glosata in mod traditional in legaturd cu unirea Basarabiei cu
Romania in 1918. Ea arati ci elita politici, economica si sociald a Basara-
biei nu a perceput acest eveniment drept o ruptura radicald cu trecutul, ci
mai degraba l-a abordat prin prisma amestecata a experientelor trecutului,
a confuziilor prezentului si a sperantelor de viitor. Aceste elite au detinut
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forme de identitate multiple, formate in limitele spatiului conventional im-
perial care cultiva valori si sentimente de apartenenti distincte. Confruntate
cu turbulentele sociale izbucnite in Imperiul Tarist, elitele basarabene au
avut de facut o alegere dificila. Ele au incercat si navigheze cu atentie prin-
tre fisurile politice ale situatiei contemporane, negociind cu inclinatia lor
principala de apartenenti la spatiul rusesc (in cadrul ciruia acestea erau o
parte a unei elite imperiale mai mari), agteptand de la statul romén protectia
proprietatii si securitatea personald in conditiile unui razboi fratricid in Ru-
sia dupi ce bolsevicii au preluat puterea. Statutul de autonomie in cadrul
statului roman acordat Basarabiei in primavara anului 1918 a avut menirea
de a a inmuia tranzitia regiunii de la un regim politic la altul si de a potoli
preocupirile populatiei. Dupa cum sustine Suveici in studiul ei, eliminarea
autonomiei sase luni mai tarziu a intirit convingerea elitelor basarabene ci
unirea cu Roménia a fost o solutie temporari si ca viitorul regiunii se afla in
cadrul unei Rusii democratice. In asteptarea unui tratat de pace care urma
sd pecetluiasca soarta Basarabiei, membrii elitelor basarabene isi indreptau
pe ascuns sau fitis eforturile pentru a convinge opinia publici europeana
de faptul ca Romania ar fi ocupat Basarabia cu forta §i ca Basarabia ar fi
apartinut sferei ruse.

In studiul siu, Petru Neguri propune o analizi socio-istorica a scriito-
rilor moldoveni dupa anexarea Basarabiei de catre Uniunea Sovietici in iu-
nie 1940 pani la recuperarea acesteia de citre autoritatile romane in iunie
1941. Depasind interpretarea maniheista (colaborare traditoare sau rezis-
tentd eroicd), aplicatd de obicei comportamentului intelectualilor localnici
in iunie 1940 de citre istoricii si intelectualii din tabdra dominanti, Negura
demonstreaza ca majoritatea scriitorilor basarabeni care au rimas pe terito-
riul ocupat de sovietici au urmat o serie de ratiuni individuale sau de grup
atunci cind au rimas in zona ocupata §i au cooperat cu autorititile sovieti-
ce. Aceste ratiuni erau legate fie de pozitia ideologici (regionalisti sau soci-
alisti) anterioari a scriitorilor, fie de identitatea lor etnica (evreiasci), fie de
toate acestea impreuna. Pozitia ideologici a scriitorilor isi sporeste insem-
natatea in contextul radicalizarii regimului politic din Romania spre sfarsi-
tul anilor 1930 si a dictaturii regale, precum si in conjunctura internationald
din acea perioada. Autorul examineazi de asemenea mecanismul binar de
incluziune si excluziune pus in functiune de catre autorititile sovietice in
scopul inrolirii si integrérii scriitorilor basarabeni in sistemul cultural so-
vietic. Scriitorii ,transnistreni” (cei care au venit la Chisiniu din fosta Re-
publici Autonomi Sovietici Socialisti Moldoveneasci), supravietuitori ai
unei ,selectii” brutale realizate in cadrul epuririlor in masi din 1937-1938,
au obtinut rolul privilegiat de ,ghizi” si ,tutori” ai scriitorilor basarabeni si
aveau menirea si-i familiarizeze pe acestia din urma cu normele si ,limba-
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jul” sovietic, urmand si actioneze ca mediatori intre nou-veniti i autoriti-
tile sovietice.

Studiul Dianei Dumitru fortifica argumentul potrivit caruia autoritatile
romane erau in mod clar constiente de sensibilitatea situatiei in Basarabia,
atunci cind aceasta ficea parte din Romania Mare, dar si de sentimentele
amestecate ale basarabenilor fata de autorititile roménesti. Articolul Dia-
nei Dumitru ofera o perspectivi asupra unei perioade de reevaluare drastica
a populatiei basarabene — in vara anului 1941, care acum este examinata
prin prisma loialittii si gradului siu de devotament fatd de autoritatea ro-
maneasci restabilitd. Autoarea demonstreazi ca concluziile la care au ajuns
reprezentantii administratiei roméane erau ambivalente. Intr-un fel, basa-
rabenii erau considerati ci ar fi fost ,contaminati” de contactul lor cu re-
gimul comunist in perioada ocupatiei sovietice din 1940-1941. In acelasi
timp, aceastd populatie era vizutd ca o parte integranta a natiunii roméne.
In conformitate cu logica nationalisti a unui stat etnocratic, romanii basa-
rabeni erau perceputi drept categoria sociald demni de cea mai mare incre-
dere, pe cind celelalte grupuri etnice indigene erau suspectate ci manifestd
sentimente anti-roméanesti sau anumite afinitati cu regimul sovietic, si prin
urmare nu beneficiau de acelasi nivel de incredere. Totusi, resentimentele
autoritatilor romane (in mare parte stirnite de umilintele indurate in 1940)
s-au ciocnit cu necesitatile imperative ale prezentului. Daci trecutul cerea
pedepsirea ,colaboratorilor” cu puterea sovietica si rizbunarea statului ro-
man, atunci interesul prezentului i viitorului aducea la suprafatd necesitatea
stabilizarii puterii politice si gisirea unui mod de reconciliere cu populatia
locald din aceasta regiune. Din punctul de vedere al oficialilor romani, basa-
rabenii ar fi trebuit sa fie supusi unui proces de ,reabilitare” inainte de a re-
veni inapoi la ,normalitate”. Pani atunci, insd, populatia locald nu putea si
se bucure de incredere deplini si din acest motiv ea urma si fie administrata
de elemente devotate, predominant functionari proveniti din Vechiul Regat
sau reprezentanti verificati ai elitelor basarabene care s-au refugiat in Roma-
nia dupi anexarea sovietica din 1940.

Doua decenii mai tarziu, autorititile sovietice au manifestat preocupiri
similare legate de loialitatea populatiei locale. In conditiile relaxirii sistemu-
lui represiv in contextul politicii de destalinizare, multe dintre sentimentele
si ideile pana atunci reprimate ale locuitorilor RSSM au fost exprimate pen-
tru prima data in public. In afara de diferite nemultumiri cu caracter econo-
mic si social, centrul s-a aritat alarmat in special de ,atitudinile nationaliste”
afisate de intelectualii moldoveni. Chiar daca asemenea atitudini au fost ex-
primate doar de o fractiune minoritara a acestui grup, apelurile la unire cu
Roménia pentru a scipa de guvernarea Moscovei si pentru ca moldovenii sa
redevind stipanii sortii lor au fost percepute ca o amenintare vitali la adresa
regimului sovietic. In timp ce in perioada interbelici preocuparea primor-
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diald a statului roman a fost raspandirea ideologiei comuniste printre ba-
sarabeni, autoritatile sovietice se aritau ingrijorate de ideea atagamentului
istoric, lingvistic si cultural al basarabenilor la natiunea roméana. Intr-adevar,
aceste apartenente culturale nu au fost sterse in timpul regimului stalinist,
iar problema recunoasterii identititii limbii moldovenesti cu cea roména a
revenit in fortd in perioada post-stalinisti. In noul context creat de rapor-
tul secret, pronuntat de Hrusciov la cel de al XX-lea Congres al PCUS in
1956, incercarile anterioare de creare a unei limbi moldovenesti diferita de
cea roménd au fost calificate drept o denaturare comisa de politica natio-
nala stalinistd. Intelectualii moldoveni au favorizat o apropiere a vocabula-
rului standardizat moldovenesc de cel roménesc, precum si adoptarea unui
sistem gramatical comun. Aceste eforturi au favorizat, potrivit afirmatiei
lui Igor Casu, o ,revolutie tacitd” care a avut loc in RSSM: in 1957 o noud
gramatici a limbii moldovenesti a fost adoptati oficial, fapt care a permis o
apropiere partiald intre RSSM si Roménia. Acest lucru a avut, intre altele,
consecinte directe asupra politicii de cadre, din moment ce ea implica re-
negocierea relatiei dintre elitele culturale de origine transnistreana si elite-
le basarabene. Elitele originare din Transnistria (fosta RASSM) au dominat
pina la jumitatea anului 1958, fiind atasate de un grai autohton moldovean
rusificat, cel in care au fost educati inainte de 1940 in RASSM. Elitele ba-
sarabene, din contrd, au fost familiarizate cu limba romana literard, folosita
in Romania interbelica, cdnd Basarabia ficea parte din Romaénia. Casu ar-
gumenteazi ca victoria simbolica in cazul problemei limbii literare moldo-
venesti / romane si problema gramaticii au avut consecinte imediate si de
lungi durata asupra RSSM si a moldovenilor. De fapt, ea practic pregiteste
si anticipeazi agenda Perestroikii, care va fi pusa in aplicare incepand cu a
doua jumatate a anilor 1980.

Cronologia evenimentelor din ultimul deceniu sovietic in Republi-
ca Moldova, care au culminat cu independenta din august 1991, este atent
reconstituitd in articolul lui Sergiu Musteatd, care contureazi o dinamica
oarecum ambivalenti a tranzitiei democratice in aceasti fosta republica so-
vietica. Pe de o parte, moldovenii, ca si multe alte nationalititi din URSS,
si-au revendicat masiv drepturile si libertatile lor legitime (libertatea de
exprimare, autonomie etno-nationald si administrativd) la sfirsitul anilor
1980. Cu toate acestea, autorul ne aratd ci o mare parte a societatii mol-
dovenesti (precum si intreaga societate sovietici) a rimas ezitantd in fata
acestor schimbiri tumultuoase. In jurul anului 1990, elitele reformatoare
deopotriva cu cele conservatoare duceau o lupti politica intensa pentru a
convinge aceastd ,majoritate ticutd” si se aldture fie sustinatorilor schimba-
rii, fie fortelor favorabile status quo-ului. Evenimentele din anii 1989-1991
pot fi interpretate anume in lumina acestei dinamici (si negocieri) politice
si sociale oscilatorii intre agentii schimbirii i fortele conservatoare. Aceasta
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lupti nu a incetat dupi declaratia de independenti din 27 august 1991 (in
urma esudrii puciului pro-sovietic de la Moscova). Dupi razboiul din 1991-
1992 din Transnistria si deteriorarea brusci a nivelului de trai pe parcursul
urmatorilor ani, in 1994 majoritatea populatiei Republicii Moldova a sus-
tinut venirea la putere a unui partid format din fostele elite administrative.
yRevolutia cu cintece” de la sfarsitul anilor 1980 si inceputul anilor 1990
a dus la dezamagiri profunde pe fundal de crize si precarizare, o nostalgie
pro-sovietica generalizata si, la nivel politic, la o ,restauratie de catifea” de
lunga durati.

In general, pe durata ultimelor doud decenii fiecare dintre anii discutati
mai sus, cu contextul lor istoric respectiv, au constituit subiectele unor dez-
bateri istoriografice aprinse si dispute continue dintre partide politice ad-
verse, precum i miza unor ,razboaie memoriale” zgomotoase. Sustinitorii
discursului istoric nationalist i apdratorii ,ortodoxiei memoriale” au pro-
clamat anumiti ani drept ani fondatori ai natiunii sau ai ,poporului nostru’,
si au calificat alti ani drept ,pagini negre” ale ,istoriei noastre”. In mod si-
milar, perioadele ce au urmat acestor evenimente cruciale au fost clasificate
si interpretate in aceeasi cheie maniheici si eshatologici. Dimensiunea me-
moriald — si, deci, polemica — este inscrisd, implicit sau explicit, in continu-
tul tuturor studiilor din aceastd culegere. Majoritatea studiilor participa la
o dezbatere academica, dar cu implicatii simbolice si identitare inevitabile,
prezentand un punct de vedere alternativ (daci nu opus) celui dominant in
mediul istoriografic si intelectual din Republica Moldova si din regiune (Eu-
ropa Centrala si de Est). Studiul lui Alexandr Voronovici propune o anali-
za salutabild a instrumentalizarii ,materialului” istoric pe post de blocuri de
constructie in anumite proiecte politice contemporane. Studiul siu pune in
evidenti calculele politice complexe ale elitelor politice si intelectuale din
Transnistria, care iau in consideratie potentialele avantaje si dezavantajele
includerii in discursul legitimator al regiunii separatiste a credrii Republicii
Autonome Sovietice Socialiste Moldovenesti in 1924, in calitate de statalita-
te fondatoare a Republicii Moldovenesti transnistrene nerecunoscute.

Asa cum transpare din istoria relatata in acest volum, teritoriul actual al
Republicii Moldova nu a fost niciodati un subiect geopolitic autonom ina-
inte de 1991. Numerosi lideri de opinie, actori politici i oameni de rand re-
fuzd, pani astazi, si-i accepte deplina autonomie si legitimitatea intrinseca.
In mentalitatea colectivi a multora, Republica Moldova si populatia care lo-
cuieste pe acest teritoriu continud si-i perceapd mai degrabi apartenenta la
zona de influenti ruseasci sau la cea romaneasca. Si din aceastd perspecti-
vd, Moldova a fost §i va rimane in viitorul apropiat o zona frontaliera fluida.

Diana Dumitru, Petru Negurd



Moldova: A Borderland’s Fluid History

Introduction

This special issue of PLURAL comprises a series of articles initially pub-
lished in English in EUXEINOS. Governance and Culture in the Black Sea
Region (no. 15-16/2014) of the University of Saint-Gallen, Switzerland, in
collaboration with History and Geography Faculty, Pedagogical State Uni-
versity ,Jon Creangd”. Since these studies present a special interest for read-
ers in the Republic of Moldova and Romania, the editors of PLURAL, with
the generous support and permission of EUXEINOS, decided to publish
these articles in Romanian in this issue.

The following articles focus on the historical transformation that oc-
curred in a territory where various political and cultural influences met and
mingled, and which today is known as the Republic of Moldova. Strongly
influenced by the competing expansionist ambitions and “civilizing” mis-
sions of the powerful political entities that historically controlled this part
of the world, the indigenous population was subjected to multiple cultur-
al fractures and overlaying stratifications under Ottoman, Tsarist, Roma-
nian, and Soviet dominance. Nine articles explore the history of this region
through a selection of events, which arguably form a crucial timeline for the
destiny of the populace inhabiting this land. When read in their entirety,
these studies will assist the reader in scrutinizing the dense and curious his-
tory of this borderland zone and contemplating the metamorphoses of the
locals’ identity.

The current volume is structured around the most decisive years of the
history of Bessarabia and Transnistria, with an exclusive focus on the 19*
and the 20" centuries. Each of the included studies explores a particular
year which brought a major political change — usually a transfer from one
polity to another — to this land, and which had significant cultural, social,
and economical effects for local residents. Specifically, the authors chose to
weave their accounts around the years 1812, 1878, 1918, 1924, 1940, 1941,
1956, and 1991. While the authors focused on somewhat obvious historical
milestones in their selection of years, they took a more offbeat path in their
choice of explored subjects. The editors of this volume hope that this felici-
tous combination of structure and content will allow the reader to familiar-
ize him or herself with the highlights of Moldovan history and, at the same
time, gain a deeper understanding of the key issues consuming the local so-
ciety over time.
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While clearly differing in terms of timing and categories of interest, the
selected topics of the case studies do not have a spasmodic character. All
articles are deeply anchored in the investigation of this region’s transition
from one polity to another and in their ensemble aim to provide the reader
with a panoramic view of Moldovan history and a proper grasp of the trans-
formations at the grass-root level during the cardinal political changes. The
authors stress various processes and models of modernization put into mo-
tion during the 19" and 20" centuries in this region. They take note of the
actions promoted by the incumbent empire, nation-state, or federal forma-
tion, and examine the incongruous involvement in these actions both of the
regional elites (political and intellectual), as agents of reformation or medi-
ators, and the masses — “the people™either as a target public, or as a legiti-
mating discourse.

As mentioned earlier, the territory investigated by these studies has the
idiosyncrasy of a borderland. As many historians will be forced to agree, un-
til the 20™ century Bessarabia (and in particular Transnistria) could not be
described as a realm of cultural and intellectual buoyancy. When integrated
into various state formations, the perceived core mission of this peripheral
area was predominantly a strategic one, either of a defensive or of an ex-
pansionist character. It is revealing in this sense that the majority of illustri-
ous personalities selected by historians as “Romanian Bessarabians” or as
“Moldovans” were educated and established themselves outside Bessarabia
until the beginning of the 20" century: in Constantinople, in Russia’s cap-
ital, or in the western part of the Principality of Moldova. The economic
and cultural development of Bessarabia and Transnistria sped up during the
20" century, when some of the modernizing and “high-modernist” mod-
els of social engineering and national construction started to be tested in
order to integrate the population of this territory into rivaling states / po-
litical regimes (correspondingly Romania and the USSR). In all these cases
the models of political governance and identification imposed on the popu-
lation of this region were imported from the outside and were not an “au-
tochthonous” production of the indigenous elites.

The peripheral status of the region during the last two centuries and
earlier profoundly shaped not only the identity of its inhabitants, but also
demographic, economic, and cultural processes as well as the practices of
governing political regimes, and the survival strategies of the local popula-
tion. The articles in this volume tend to suggest that one of the major con-
cerns of various incumbent regimes continued to be the unsettled sense of
loyalty of the population of this land. Accordingly, the authors’ attention
gravitates towards the interactions between the freshly established authori-
ties (be it 1812, 1918, 1940, or 1941) and the indigenous population of this
region, both elites and “masses.” As visible from these studies, local elites
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and ordinary people were cautiously embracing strategies of integration, ac-
commodation and self-preservation, while facing the centralizing and ho-
mogenizing efforts of new centers of political power and dealing with the
new authorities and their implanted elites. The painful transition from one
administration to another usually forced the locals to make significant ef-
forts to legitimize themselves and adapt to the rules and criteria imposed
by new authorities. These efforts varied widely from integration into the
new structures of the incumbent regime and to the refusal or inability to co-
operate with the new authorities. Simultaneously, the new authorities were
compelled to adjust their strategies of governance towards the local popula-
tion, either attempting to find a modus vivendi with the institutions, laws,
and indigenous customs, or through their radical transformation, some-
times by using repressive means.

The studies by Victor Taki and Andrei Cugco highlight these care-
ful acts of balancing these opposite principles of power after the incorpo-
ration of the territory between Prut and Dniester into the Russian Empire
in 1812. The authors manage to detail the heterogeneous and frequently
contradictory attempts of the tsarist bureaucrats to define the status and
functioning of this new gubernia, while contemplating what would be the
appropriate model for governance of this region. In doing so, they aim to
effectively fit together both the local traditions and the interests and am-
bitions of the empire. The administrative and symbolic formation of this
gubernia was, in the end, the point of convergence and the fruit of compro-
mise between seemingly contradictory visions, but in essence it projected
together the expansionist ambition of the Russian Empire and its “civiliz-
ing mission.” After the second half of the 19" century, once the Romanian
national state was created, Bessarabia became a zone of interest of the Ro-
manian national project. As Cusco demonstrates, the contested character of
the region did not crystallize in the form of two coherent and continuous
narratives that spanned during the whole pre-World War I period. Yet some
moments of heightened discursive tension between the Russian and Roma-
nian polities clearly indicated the “symbolic competition” over Bessarabia
among the neighboring rivals.

It was only after the end of the World War I, under an international
context favorable for Romania, that Bessarabia became part of the Roma-
nian national state. While part of this state, Bessarabia formed an object of
fierce dispute between Bucharest and Moscow during the entire interwar
period, the latter claiming its own rights to govern the former region of the
Tsarist Empire. Svetlana Suveicd’s article complicates the usual triumpha-
list story of the union of Bessarabia with Romania in 1918. She indicates
that the Bessarabian political, economic and social elite did not perceive
this event as a radical rupture with the past, but rather approached it from
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the mixed prism of the past experiences, present confusions, and future
hopes. These elites held multiple forms of identity, shaped around the con-
ventional imperial space which cultivated distinct values and sentiments of
belonging. Once faced with the erupted social turbulence in the Tsarist Em-
pire, the Bessarabian elites had a difficult choice to face. They tried to care-
fully navigate through the political rifts of the contemporary situation and
trade their primary inclination of belonging to the Russian space (where
they were part of a large imperial elite) for the protection of their property
and personal security by the Romanian state under the conditions of a rag-
ing war in Russia after the Bolsheviks seized power. The status of autono-
my within the Romanian state granted to Bessarabia in the spring of 1918
was meant to soften the region’s transition from one polity to another and
to appease the population’s concerns. As Suveici argues in her study, the
abolition of autonomy six months later strengthened the Bessarabian elites’
conviction that the union with Romania was a temporary solution and that
the future of the region lies within a democratic Russia. In their anticipa-
tion of a peace treaty which would seal the fate of Bessarabia, the members
of Bessarabian elites either covertly or openly directed their efforts towards
persuading the wider European public that Romania occupied Bessarabia
by force and that Bessarabia belonged to the Russian sphere.

In his study, Petru Negura proposes a socio-historical analysis of Mol-
dovan writers after the annexation of Bessarabia by the Soviet Union in
June 1940 until her recovery by the Romanian authorities in June 1941.
Going beyond the Manichaean interpretation (treacherous collabora-
tion or heroic resistance) usually applied to the local intellectuals’ behav-
ior in June 1940 by contemporary mainstream historians and intellectuals,
Negura shows that most Bessarabian writers who remained in the territo-
ry occupied by the Soviets had a number of individual or group reasons
to stay in the occupied zone and to cooperate with the Soviet authorities.
These reasons were related to the writers’ previous ideological (regionalist
or socialist) positions, to their ethnic (Jewish) identity, or to all of these si-
multaneously. The writers” ideological positions were especially significant
when put into the context of radicalization of the political regime in Roma-
nia during the late 1930s and the royal dictatorship and in particular inter-
national conjuncture. The author also examines the binary mechanism of
inclusion and exclusion set up by the Soviet authorities in order to enroll
and integrate the Bessarabian writers into the Soviet cultural establishment.
The ‘“Transnistrian’ writers (coming to Chigindu from the former Molda-
vian Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic), the survivors of a lethal ‘se-
lection’ of the 1937-1938 purges, were entitled to play a privileged role of
‘teachers’ toward the Bessarabian writers and were meant to coach the latter
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into the new Soviet norms and ‘language’, and to act as mediators between
newcomers and Soviet authorities.

The study by Diana Dumitru reinforces the idea that the Romanian au-
thorities were clearly aware of the sensitive situation inside Bessarabia while
part of Greater Romania and of the Bessarabians’ mixed feelings towards
the Romanian administration. Dumitru’s article offers a window into a time
of the Bessarabian population’s categorical reappraisal — the summer of
1941-, examined through the prism of loyalty and its degree of faithfulness
towards the reestablished Romanian authority. The author infers that the
conclusions drawn by the representatives of the Romanian administration
were ambivalent. The Bessarabians were deemed to be, in a way, “contami-
nated” by their contact with the communist regime during the 1940-1941
Soviet occupation. Yet at the same, this population was viewed as an inte-
gral part of the Romanian nation. Very much in line with the nationalistic
logic of an ethnocratic state, the Bessarabian Romanians were perceived as
the most trustworthy social category, while other indigenous ethnic groups
were suspected of anti-Romanian sentiments, were considered to share an
affinity for the Soviet regime, and did not enjoy the same level of confi-
dence. However, the Romanian authorities’ resentments (mostly aroused
by the humiliations endured in 1940) collided with imperious necessities
of their present. If the past demand the punishment of “collaborators” with
the Soviet power and the revenge of the Romanian state, then the interest of
the present and future brought to the surface the necessity to stabilize polit-
ical power and to find reconciliation with the local population from this re-
gion. In the views of Romanian officials, the Bessarabians had to undergo a
process of “rehabilitation” before returning back to “normality” Until then,
the local populace could not be fully trusted and had to be administered
by devoted elements, predominantly functionaries originating from the Old
Kingdom, or verified member of the Bessarabian elites who took refuge in
Romania after the Soviet annexation of 1940.

More than two decades later after the second takeover of the Bessara-
bian region, the Soviet authorities were not spared of similar concerns re-
lated to the faithfulness of local population. Under the relaxed conditions
facilitated by de-Stalinization, many of the repressed feelings and ideas
of inhabitants of the MSSR were first voiced in public. Aside from vari-
ous grievances of economic and social character, the center was especially
alarmed by the “nationalistic attitudes” displayed by the Moldovan intel-
lectuals. Even if expressed only by a tiny minority, the calls to unite to Ro-
mania, to escape from Moscow’s rule, and to become the masters of their
own fate were perceived as a vital threat to the Soviet regime. While dur-
ing the interwar era the Romanian state’s primary concern was the infiltra-
tion of Communist ideology among Bessarabians, the Soviet authorities’
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unease was fostered by the idea of the Bessarabians’ historical, linguistic
and cultural affiliation with the Romanian nation. Indeed, these cultur-
al connections were not obliterated during the Stalinist regime, and the is-
sue of recognition of the Moldavian language as Romanian returned with
full force in the post-Stalinist era. In the new context created by the secret
speech, the previous attempts to forge a Moldavian language different from
Romanian were portrayed as part of the distortion of the Stalinist national-
ity policy. Moldavian intellectuals favored a rapprochement of the standard
vocabulary of Moldavian to the Romanian one as well as the adoption of a
common scheme of grammar. As Igor Casu claims, these efforts fostered a
“tacit revolution” took place in the MSSR: in 1957 a new grammar of the
Moldavian language was officially adopted, which allowed for the desired
rapprochement. This also had direct consequences for cadre policy too,
since it implied a renegotiating of the relationship between the Transnis-
trian cultural elites and the Bessarabian elites. The Transnistrian elites were
dominant until mid-1955 and attached to a Russified Moldavian vernacu-
lar, the one they were educated in before 1940 in the MASSR. The Bessara-
bian elites, by contrast, were attached to the Romanian literary standard,
which was used in interwar Romania when Bessarabia was a part of Roma-
nia. Casu attests that the symbolic victory over the Moldovan/Romanian
literary language and the grammar issue had immediate and long run conse-
quences for the MSSR and the Moldovans. It basically prepared and antici-
pated the agenda of Perestroika starting in the 1980s.

The chronology of the events from the last Soviet decade in Moldova,
which culminated with its independence in August 1991, is thoroughly re-
constituted by Sergiu Musteati in his article and shows a somewhat ambiv-
alent dynamic of the democratic transition in this former Soviet republic.
On the one hand, the Moldovans, like many other nationalities from the
USSR, massively expressed claims of legitimate rights and freedoms (free-
dom of speech, ethno-national and administrative autonomy) in the late
1980s. However, certain data revealed by the author indicate that a large
part of Moldovan society (and the entire Soviet society as well) remained
hesitant in face of those tumultuous changes. Around the year 1990, the re-
formist and conservative elites alike carried out an intense political battle
to persuade this ‘silent majority’ to join either the proponents of change, or
the forces favourable to status quo. The events of the years 1989-1991 can
be interpreted in the light of these back-and-forth social and political dy-
namics —and negotiations — between the agents of change and conservative
forces. This fight did not stop after the declaration of independence on 27*
of August 1991 (following the fail of the pro-Soviet putsch in Moscow). Af-
ter the 1991-1992 war in Transnistria, and the sudden deterioration of the
standard of living in the following years, the majority of the Moldovan pop-
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ulation supported the coming to power of a party consisting of the former
administrative elites in 1994. The ‘singing revolution’ of the late 1980s and
of the early 1990s resulted in to profound disappointments, pro-Soviet nos-
talgia and, at a political level, a long ‘velvet restoration.

In general, during the last two decades each of the discussed years and
their related historical context have been subjects of fierce historiograph-
ical debates and continuous wrangling between opposing political parties
as well as vociferous “wars of historical memories (and commemorations)”
in the Republic of Moldova. The supporters of a national historical narra-
tion and “memorial orthodoxy” proclaimed certain years as the founding
years of the nation, or of “our” people, and categorized other years as “black
pages” of “our history”. In a similar way were categorized the periods that
followed after these watershed events; all equally interpreted in an eschato-
logical key. The memorial dimension and its polemic aspect are implicitly
or explicitly inscribed in the content of the studies included in this volume
as well. Most of these studies, which take part in an academic debate with
inescapable symbolical and identity implications, present an alternative
or even an opposite view to the dominating paradigm of interpretation of
history among the pundits and intellectuals from the Republic of Moldo-
va and Central and Eastern Europe. The study by Alexandr Voronovici in-
cludes a fine analysis of the instrumental usage of historical “material” as
building blocks for contemporary political projects. His research display
the complex political calculations of the Transnistrian political and intellec-
tual elites, when contemplating the potential benefits and drawbacks of the
inclusion into the separatist region’s legitimizing narrative of the creation of
the Moldovan Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic in 1924, as the first
statehood of the unrecognized Transnistrian Moldovan Republic.

As clearly visible in the history narrated in this volume, was the terri-
tory of the contemporary Republic of Moldova was never an autonomous
geopolitical subject until 1991. As part of this particular historical constel-
lation, some individuals and political actors refuse to accept its full auton-
omy and intrinsic legitimacy even until today. In the collective mentality of
many people, the Republic of Moldova and its inhabiting populace contin-
ue to belong either to the Russian or Romanian areas of power. From this
perspective, Moldova was and will still be a fluid borderland for the foresee-
able future.

Diana Dumitru, Petru Negurd



