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This book is dedicated to our remarkable generation, the last one educated
under communism but the first one called to shoulder the post-communist
transition. Our dreams, hopes and mistakes ave veflected in Romania’s
tragjectory since 1989.



FOREWORD

I am grateful to the editors of this timely and insightful volume for having
invited me to write a preface. It is an even greater honor to find myself
in the company of such highly regarded scholars as Dennis Deletant and
Tom Gallagher, among others. Throughout the years, I have benefited
from their deep understanding of Romania’s history, politics, society, and
culture. My points delineated here are far from exhausting a multifaceted
and often confusing reality. Ten theses sum up my views:

Thesis 1. In 1989, Romania was the only East European (ex-Soviet
Bloc) country to experience a violent break with the old regime. The
1987 Brasov workers’ rebellion showed fissures in dynastic socialism. The
dramatic changes in Moscow, Gorbachev’s perestroika and glasnost, and
Nicolae Ceausescu’s obstruction of reforms and obstinacy in preserving
an obsolete political and economic system exacerbated social and polit-
ical tensions. The rampant personality cult surrounding Ceausescu and
his wife Elena added insult to the humiliations of everyday life that
Romanians had to endure.

Thesis 2. The mammoth-like Communist Party had no real internal
life. The 14™ Congress of 1989 confirmed Ceausescu’s alienation on the
international scene. Romania was the odd man out and its leader, once
acclaimed as a maverick, was a pariah in both East and West. The economy
was a shambles, resources were shrinking, and there was no light at the
end of the tunnel.

vii
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Thesis 3. Dissent and civil society, decisive components and catalysts
of democratic transitions elsewhere were under enormous pressure in
Romania and could not serve as alternatives to the despot. The sense
of despondency was not crystalized in programmatic documents similar
to Charter 77 in Czechoslovakia. In March 1989, a letter addressed by
six party veterans to Ceausescu called for an end to the country’s disas-
trous course. The regime isolated the authors and kept them under house
arrest. While a symptom of political decay, the protracted revolt of the
Old Guard failed to acknowledge the systemic failure of the one-party
system. Romania needed in-depth, structural changes, not neo-Bolshevik
palliatives.

Thesis 4. In December 1989, Romania experienced a revolutionary
situation. It had become clear to members of Ceausescu’s entourage,
army commanders, and Securitate (secret police) potentates that the Old
Regime was dying and that the dictator had lost his sense of reality.
There was real intraparty opposition, but a few retired military cadres and
disgruntled apparatchiks were not powerful enough to defy the leader.
One dissatisfied apparatchik was Ion Iliescu, a member of the Party’s
Central Committee until 1989. In the 1950s, Iliescu had studied at the
“Molotov” Institute of Energetics in Moscow, where he met the young
Chinese fellow student Li Peng. In the 1990s, Iliescu became increasingly
convinced that world socialism in general, and the Romanian form of
socialism, in particular, needed a substantial overhaul. He discussed these
ideas with a few friends, primarily Silviu Brucan and Petre Roman. Impor-
tant details regarding Iliescu’s mindset in the late 1980s can be found in
the book of conversations I conducted with Iliescu in mid-2003, before
the end of his last presidential mandate.

Thesis 5. A spontaneous revolt started in Timisoara on 15 December
1989 as a protest against the persecution of a Hungarian Protes-
tant pastor. The local authorities cooperated with military envoys from
Bucharest and opened fire against the protesters. In a few hours, the
protest became an anti-regime revolution. “Down with Ceausescu”
became “Down with Communism!” Ceausescu believed that the revolt
was fomented by foreign agents on the payroll of both Western and
Eastern intelligence. He exploited nationalist slogans to mobilize the
Romanians against the “enemies of socialism.” Combining ideological
fanaticism and tactical ineptitude, Ceausescu organized a huge rally which
rapidly became an anti-regime mass protest. On 22 December 1989,
Ceausescu, his wife, and a few loyalists, left Bucharest by helicopter. The
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helicopter was forced to land and the couple was arrested and executed,
following a mock trial, on 25 December. The new regime started with
the downfall and execution of the former leader. The Praetorian Guard
had betrayed him. Over 1,000 people were massacred during Ceausescu’s
last night in power and the subsequent three days. Responsibility for the
post-Ceausescu carnage is still discussed.

Thesis 6: Iliescu emerged as the new leader fast and with little opposi-
tion. A new formation claimed to represent the revolutionary forces but
included old communists. Iliescu maintained that the National Salvation
Front had been born spontancously, as an “emanation” of the revolu-
tionary tumult. In fact, it was the result of a planned takeover by forces
interested in prolonging the economic and political hegemony of the
communist nomenklatura. In this respect, Iliescu and his comrades spoke
as revolutionaries but protected the old elites, now in new political garb.
In February 1990, I published an article in “The New Republic” titled
“New Mask, Old Faces” in which I examined the composition of the new
leading team. Behind the revolutionary fagade one could identify former
Communist Party ideologues and Securitate officers.

Thesis 7. In Romania, the post-1989 political landscape included
the return of the old (“historical”) political parties. Two prominent
politicians emerged as vocal proponents of the center-right, outspokenly
pro-Western and anti-communist National Peasant Christian and Demo-
cratic Party. One was former political prisoner Corneliu Coposu; the
other was prominent émigré politician Ion Ratiu. Their commitment to
pluralism represented the opposite of seasoned ideological apparatchik
Iliescu’s world view. Control over electronic media allowed the Front to
portray the democratic opposition as non-patriotic, ready to sell out the
country’s resources to the voracious West. The Liberals and the Social
Democrats criticized the Front’s monopolization of power. In April-May
1990, students demonstrated against the Iliescu regime on University
Square in Bucharest. In June, Iliescu (elected president a month earlier)
ordered the violent disbanding of the protesters. This extralegal resort to
violence deepened the regime’s legitimacy crisis. At that point, Romania
was an authoritarian quasi-democracy.

Thesis 8. Personalities have played a critical role in the democratic
transition. Between 1990 and 1996, Iliescu embodied the interests and
aspirations of the former communist elites who found in his leadership
style and ideological choices a protector. In turn, Iliescu insisted on the
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need for stability and accused his opponents, grouped in the Demo-
cratic Convention, of seditious intentions. The Front changed its name
to the Party of Social Democracy and claimed to be a party of the Left.
This did not prevent Iliescu from including rabid nationalists into the
government. Iliescu and his supporters resisted all efforts to allow former
King Michael to return to Romania. With Coposu’s death in 1995, the
democratic forces lost their most inspiring leader. Yet, the Democratic
Convention won the presidential election in 1996 with a pro-Western
and pluralist program. Accepting the results, Iliescu also accepted the end
of the once all-powerful post-Ceausescu bureaucracy. The new president,
geology professor Emil Constantinescu, was a bona fide intellectual. He
was committed to pursuing Romania’s NATO membership but domesti-
cally endless factious bickering plus pressures fomented by the Iliescu-run
opposition led to a dramatic decline in his popularity. In 2000, Iliescu
was reelected president. The Peasant Party faded away and the Social
Democrats could continue to defy the rule of law.

Thesis 9. Former sea captain and mayor of Bucharest Traian Basescu
served as president between 2004 and 2014. He won the presidency in a
fierce struggle with the Social Democratic leader, Iliescu’s Prime Minister
Adrian Nastase. Basescu’s priority was the anti-corruption struggle and
the consolidation of accountability institutions such as the National Anti-
corruption Directorate. Media moguls and politicians were arrested, tried,
and sentenced—among them, Dan Voiculescu, Sorin Ovidiu Vantu, and
Adrian Nastase. In March 2004, responding to the growing mobilization
of civil society, Basescu formed the Presidential Commission for the Anal-
ysis of the Communist Dictatorship in Romania. On 16 December 20006,
he presented the Commission’s conclusions to Parliament and declared
the communist dictatorship to have been “illegitimate and criminal.” This
was a climactic moment in Romania’s post-communist political and moral
landscape. In January 2007, Romania joined the EU. Five years later, anti-
Basescu forces, grouped in the Social Liberal Union (uniting the Social
Democrats and the Liberals), removed Basescu from office. However,
a referendum brought him back, but his anti-corruption drive stalled.
The system prevailed over a political figure who had tried to overhaul
its most obnoxious features. Social Democrat leader Victor Ponta became
Prime Minister, even after the public found out that he had plagiarized
his doctoral thesis supervised by his protector Adrian Nastase.
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Thesis 10. Former mayor of Transylvanian city of Sibiu, Klaus Iohannis,
defeated Social Democrat PSD presidential candidates twice. Most Roma-
nian citizens saw him as different from the strident, corrupt, and often
irresponsible paragons of the political class, but he has been inter-
ested only in his tranquility. He saw no tensions and ignored successive
waves of civic discontent. This led to a widespread disappointment in
Iohannis and his proteges. A party-movement emerged in 2020 voicing
intense nationalism, nostalgia for the Fascist Iron Guard, and populist
attacks on “globalist institutions.” The Romanian political system seems
strong enough to weather this new challenge. Since 24 February 2022,
Romania has been actively involved in the NATO and EU assistance to
Ukraine. The history of Romanian—Russian relations is instructive enough
to make responsible policy makers, military strategists, and informed
commentators aware of Putin’s propaganda war.

Washington, DC Vladimir Tismaneanu

Vladimir Tismaneanu is Professor of Political Science at the University of Mary-
land, College Park. Well-known for his studies on Central and Eastern Europe,
especially Romania, his birth country, his most recent publication is Putin’s
Totalitarian Democracy: Ideology, Myth, and Violence in the Twenty-First Century
(Springer, 2020), co-authored with Kate C. Langdon, as well as dozens of other
books, chapters, and articles that discuss Cold War history, communist regimes,
post-communist democratization, ideology, and nationalism.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Denmnis Deletant

It is logical that a volume that addresses developments in Romania
over the last thirty-five years should use as its reference point the same
editors’ volume Post-Communist Romania at Twenty-Five (Lavinia Stan
and Diane Vancea, eds., Lexington Books, 2015). As was the case with
that set of analyses, the starting point from which to assess Romania’s
evolution since 1990 in this collection of studies is the nature of the
collapse of communism there. The violent manner of Nicolae Ceaugescu’s
demise set Romania’s experience of political change apart from that of
the other East Central European states and was itself an indication that in
Romania the peaceful overthrow of dictatorship was impossible. Whereas
Ceausescu succeeded in uniting Romanians in opposition to him, his fall
threw them into confusion. The legacy of totalitarian rule in Romania was
therefore markedly different from that elsewhere. In the words of one of
the young “revolutionaries” wearing the tricolor armband of red, yellow,
and blue whom I met guarding the entrance to a Bucharest metro station
shortly after my arrival in Bucharest with the BBC in late December
1989, “we want real democracy, not Romanian democracy.” The miners’

D. Deletant (X)
Woodrow Wilson Center, Washington, DC, USA
e-mail: ddeletanmt@gmail.com
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incursions into Bucharest in 1990 and 1991 bore the hallmarks of the
tactics used by the communists in Romania in 1945 and elsewhere in
East Central Europe to subvert democratic order and bring themselves to
power.

Yet the overthrow of Ceausescu did lead to a political revolution: a
single-party monopoly was removed; multi-party elections—albeit flawed
in 1990—were held, the command economy was dismantled, and censor-
ship abolished. Choice became possible, and options could be exercised.
There was a democratic transfer of power in 1996 when the neo-
communists suffered their first defeat at the ballot-box since 1990. At
the personal level, possession of a passport became a right, not a privi-
lege, in early 1990, and therefore restrictions on travel abroad by the state
were removed, and the reviled abortion decree, introduced by Ceausescu,
was immediately rescinded. The rule of law was, nevertheless, fragile,
and reform of the judicial system was sorely needed. The political will
to bring senior politicians to court to face credible charges of corruption
was lacking in the first two decades after the revolution.

In Romania, the impetus for reform and the adoption of democratic
institutions came from outside rather than from within. The Interna-
tional Monetary Fund, the Council of Europe, and the European Union
(EU) have been the major catalysts of reform, and the need to satisfy
the requirements of these institutions in order to achieve integration into
the so-called “Euro-Atlantic structures” spurred and guided the reform
process in Romania. In joining NATO and the EU, Romania moved from
uncertainty about its position and future in Europe to certainty. NATO
and EU membership offered political and economic stability, providing
an anchor for the reforms upon which Romania had embarked since
the overthrow of communist rule. Romania’s admission to NATO on
29 March 2004 following the decision taken at the Prague Summit, in
November 2002, and her adherence to the EU on 1 January 2007 were
the most notable successes in terms of politics and economics registered
by the country. As a further sign of its commitment to the NATO alliance,
Romania signed an agreement with the United States on 13 September
2011 to station a ballistic missile defense system at the Deveselu air
base near Caracal, some 150 km (90 miles) to the south-west of the
capital, Bucharest. The base was commissioned on 10 October 2014
and forms part of the second phase of the European Phased Adaptive
Approach (EPAA)—the US national contribution to a NATO missile
defense architecture.



1 INTRODUCTION 3

Romania, then, sits firmly within the strategic interests of NATO and
the United States. The Dniester River is 80 kilometers from Odessa, the
main port on the Black Sea for Ukraine. The Prut River is about 300
kilometers from Bucharest, the capital of Romania. That strategic interest
is linked to the emphasis placed by the United States and the EU on the
rule of law, one which is motivated by their concerns that NATO and EU
members not abuse power in such a manner as to threaten their internal
stability.

A major consequence of EU membership has been a tremendous
upsurge in labor mobility, with almost three million Romanians estimated
to be working in Italy, Spain, the United Kingdom, and France. Remit-
tances to Romania from these workers represent a significant proportion
of Romania’s foreign currency earnings. The value of workers’ remit-
tances to Romania was estimated by the World Bank to represent 2.87%
of the country’s Gross Domestic Product in 2022. Other benefits of EU
enlargement for Romania have been an increase in the competitiveness of
domestic products under pressure from the single market, a higher level
of consumer protection, and greater responsibility toward the environ-
ment. Another positive factor in the Romanian economy is the country’s
large domestic consumption base, with the largest consumer market in
South-East Europe, and the fifth most populous country of all major East
Central European states.

Corruption poses a challenge to the stability and security of the state.
When they joined the European Union on 1 January 2007, Romania
and Bulgaria still had progress to make in the fields of judicial reform
and corruption. The EU decided to establish a special Cooperation and
Verification Mechanism (CVM) to help both countries address these
outstanding shortcomings. The conditionality in the satisfaction of the
requirements for the lifting of the CVM in respect of Romania was only
finally lifted by the European Commission in its report of 22 November
2022. In Transparency International’s Corruption Perception Index for
2022, Romania ranked 46th out of 180 states (where 1 = the lowest
level of corruption). It stands alongside Hungary (42) and Bulgaria (43)
with the highest score for corruption of an EU member. Although signif-
icant steps have been taken over the last three years in the drive against
corruption among members of the political and business elite, Romania
has still some way to go.
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Major obstacles in the path of Romania’s progress toward economic
development and bureaucratic efficiency proved to be a lack of admin-
istrative capacity and widespread incompetence in the public domain.
In November 2012, the EU delivered stinging criticism of Romania’s
inability to access EU funds. The country took up little more than 12%
of the 19.6 billion euros in EU Structural and Cohesion funds it was
eligible to receive in the 2007-2013 budget cycle. In autumn 2012,
the Romanian government suspended EU programs meant to modernize
infrastructure, and the country permanently lost funding amounting to
200 million Euros for its inability to submit viable projects in time.
This failure to take advantage of EU money obviously slowed down the
implementation of measures required under the acquis communautaire.

Under the EU budget for 2014-2020, agreed in Brussels on 8
February 2013 and capped at 960 billion euros, Romania was set to
receive 22.99 billion euros, some 2 billion euros more than it received in
2007-2013. The biggest share was allocated to environment and trans-
port (over 20% each). Romania was also allocated 17.5 billion euros
in funds for agriculture in 2014-2020 under the common agricultural
policy, up from 13.8 billion euros in 2007-2013. However, Romania’s
absorption of European money under the 2014-2020 financial frame-
work stood at only 50% by the end of 2020. This has raised concerns
that Romania’s capacity to disburse EU funds lingers over the influx
of some 30 billion euros allocated to the country from the European
Recovery and Resilience Facility (RRF), in addition to the 50 billion
euros provided in the regular EU budget for Romania for 2021-2027.
The RRF entered into force on 19 February 2021 and is designed to
“mitigate the economic and social impact of the coronavirus pandemic
and make European economies and societies more sustainable, resilient
and better prepared for the challenges and opportunities of the green and
digital transitions.” Romania’s ability to spend such sums remains prob-
lematic in respect of the RRF, which must be allocated rapidly and spent
entirely by 2026.

Romania’s current demographic trends have also generated long-term
economic and political challenges. The population has been in decline
since the fall of communism in 1989. The World Bank estimates that
from a peak of 23.2 million in 1990, the population of Romania stands in
2022 at 19.65 million, largely as a result of emigration of the young to the
West. This dynamic threatens to undermine long-term economic growth



1 INTRODUCTION 5

and poses major challenges in the funding of pensions and healthcare as
continuing decline will leave an ever smaller workforce.

There has been, in several respects, a failure of the Romanian polit-
ical elite since the December 1989 revolution. Autocratic impulses and
unpredictability have characterized the attitudes and actions of succes-
sive Romanian governments and the bureaucracy. This present volume
seeks to highlight and address those factors that have continued to
shape Romania’s political and cultural transformation, in the broadest
sense, during the thirty-five years after communism. The “Institutional
Choices and Weaknesses After 1989” are presented and discussed by
Florin Anghel. Essentially, the choice presented to the electorate was
between a parliamentary, a presidential, or a semi-presidential system since
the cards were seriously stacked against King Michael’s return as king. He
resided outside the country and had few opportunities to speak directly
to the Romanian people, since Ion Iliescu and the National Salvation
Front dominated the radio and television and the pro-monarchy press
had limited circulation in rural areas. Michael, Anghel argues, provided
no concrete plan for his return as head of state. Ultimately, Romania
chose a French-inspired semi-presidential system that allowed the pres-
ident to dominate the government structure as a powerful head of state,
but which, according to Anghel, “continues to cripple the Romanian state
structure, leading to several unintended consequences and dysfunctions
that are detailed in other chapters of this book.”

“An Overview of Cabinet Demographics,” authored by Alexandra
Horobet, Claudia Ogrean, Dana Alexandru and Robert Oprescu,
describes the post-communist Romanian political elite and argues that
the personal attributes and connections of cabinet ministers have impeded
post-communist development. For each cabinet minister, the authors
scrutinized their academic qualifications acquired before appointment to
cabinet and the demands of their cabinet office. Their conclusions are
that “on the one hand, Romania exhibited high cabinet instability, as
evidenced by the large number of cabinets appointed from 1989 to 2023,
the short average ministerial tenures, and frequent government reshuffles.
Such instability suggests a lack of strategic foresight in governance and an
inability to advance policy agendas. Even if presumably animated by best
intentions, Romanian ministers were unable to hold onto their seats for
long enough to enact meaningful policies and reforms.” On the other
hand, the authors contend, “the country showed a remarkable coherence
at the elite level. Indeed, ministers were drawn from a very narrow elite
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that included academics and state officials, but few businessmen. This was
perhaps a legacy of the communist regime, which viewed entrepreneurs
with apprehension, a result of the inappetence for politics of the Roma-
nian business elite, or even a sign that academics are more preoccupied
with the common good and therefore more eager to serve.” The authors
also found that many cabinet ministers lacked the educational qualifica-
tions and professional backgrounds needed to fulfill the responsibilities
included in their portfolios. While some ministers possessed qualifications
directly related to their positions, nominations were influenced by group
interests and political affiliations more than expertise in relevant domains.
As they point out, “the persistent under-inclusion of women in cabinets
showed the limited range of perspectives available to them and the disre-
gard for their skills in a country that remains staunchly paternalistic in its
outlook. With one exception, women were allowed to join the cabinet
only a full decade after the collapse of the communist regime.”

The clash between formal and informal norms in post-communist
Romania is explored by Clara Volintiru and Edit Zgut-Przbylska in their
contribution entitled “The Eroding Force of Informal Rules: Romania
Between Democracy and Europeanisation.” Their conclusion is that
the prevalence of informal norms has eroded electoral and governance
processes. Because informal linkages are stronger than formal ones, insti-
tutional coordination between state and non-state actors and among
different government agencies and levels remains underdeveloped and this
has impeded the country’s ability to absorb EU funding. During the past
two decades, tensions have emerged within the Romanian public adminis-
tration when mechanisms such as the Control and Verification Mechanism
and the reporting, monitoring, or evaluation procedures required by
the implementation of EU-funded projects tried to reinforce formal
constraints that support rule of law. When financial incentives were strong
and EU funds were available, Romanian public institutions aligned with
formal procedures or legal requirements. In contrast, numerous strategic
plans were not enforced, remaining credible only on paper.

For Mihaela Serban, in the thirty-five years after the collapse of
communism in Romania, there is a major gulf between word and deed
in the application of the rule of law, as shown in her chapter entitled
“Are We There Yet? Romania’s Semi-Peripheral Rule of Law.” The law
is either not applied, or selectively applied. As she writes, “Romania’s
struggle to create and sustain a rule of law culture has been channeled
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in the direction of anti-corruption, itself the result of converging pres-
sures—f{rom above (the EU), and from below (popular dissatisfaction and
push back).” Frequent legislative changes, the regular use of emergency
ordinances, and the limited and non-transparent policy-making processes
are perhaps the biggest obstacles to the rule of law, together with the
limited attention paid to fundamental human rights. Yet there is reason
for optimism, as indicated by what Serban regards as a significant victory
in the realm of justice reform for building a rule of law culture.

Marius Ghincea and Marian Zulean analyze “Protracted Transition:
The Civilian Control over the Military and Intelligence,” which they
consider to be unsatistactory due to: the lack of complete internalization
of democratic norms of horizontal control; the emergence of an aloof
military distrustful of civilian leaders; the over-centralization of authority
within the Supreme Council of National Defence (CSAT); and the
absence of a civilian expert body providing guidance and technical support
to the judiciary and the parliamentary standing committees in their over-
sight activities. The authors also suggest several policy pathways aimed
at overcoming the current challenges and improving civilian control over
the military and intelligence services. These policy recommendations are
designed to enhance the democratic character and effectiveness of civilian
control. They are made against the background of an erosion of trust in
democratic institutions, and the security threats to Romania generated by
Russia’s war against Ukraine, both of which pose significant challenges
for civilian control over the services.

“Romanian Parties and Post-Communist Democracy” is the subject of
the contribution by Sorina Soare and Mattia Collini. Their penetrating
analysis shows how the major societal changes that have taken place in
Romania since the revolution have impacted party politics. Since the
earliest post-communist election organized in the early 1990s, the initial
fragmentation diminished, with Romania achieving political consolidation
like most countries in the region, although there was a slight increase in
the number of effective parties in the last two elections (held in 2016 and
2020). This numerical stabilization is supported by a decrease in total
volatility. Romania has a relatively closed and stable party system, but
between elections the parliamentary dynamics show fragmentation and
instability. As Soare and Collini note, “Romania’s post-communist party
politics, like a pendulum, depends on the quality of its democracy. While
for almost three decades the pendulum has swung towards the European
values enshrined by Article 2 of the Treaty on European Union, it is now
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influenced by the appeal of a traditional social order that brings it back to
the grey limbo of the early 1990s. Against this backdrop, the outcome of
the 2024 elections remains uncertain, with the AUR becoming the second
strongest party, according to the polls. This might prove dangerous, since
local, European, legislative, and presidential elections are all due to be
held in the same year for the first time since Romania joined the EU.”

Radu Cinpoes offers a detailed examination of the state of civil society
mobilization in Romania, thirty-five years since the collapse of commu-
nism, in a chapter entitled “The Challenges of Political Protest and
Democratic Representation.” He argues that disenchantment with elec-
toral politics is manifested by a significant decline over time in voter
turnout, and by the fact that trust in the main political institutions
(parties, parliament, and government) is currently at an all-time low (and
among the lowest in the EU). As Cinpoes writes, “given the very low
level of civic participation in Romania, the risk here is that one set of
actors that lack the legitimacy given by their democratic representation
status (parties, parliament, government) is being challenged by a different
set of actors suffering from the same shortcomings. Some political parties,
including the AUR, are also occupying an overlapping space: being both
part of the power structures (through their presence in parliament) and
trying to undermine those structures, therefore blurring the represen-
tation issue even further. Moreover, the highly polarized positioning
of these political adversaries renders any path for collective deliberation
impossible.” Thus, what characterizes the Romanian political landscape
thirty-five years after the demise of communism is, according to Cinpoes,
a “dialogue of the deaf.” In other words, “reactive pressure via street
protests results in minor short-term gains (changes of government, some
concessions to demands) followed by elections, reconsolidation of power
structure and back-tracking on decisions, with the main loser out of these
engagements being democracy.”

The intersection of symbolic and political power in the case of the intel-
lectual elites of post-communist Romania is addressed by Delia Popescu
in “Political Anachronism and Elite Political Culture: The Lacunae
Theory,” a chapter which sketches the discourses and assessments of
the public sphere coming from several Romanian public intellectuals
(Vintila Mihailescu, Lucian Boia, Sorin Adam Matei, Mona Momescu,
H. R. Patapievici, and Liviu Andreescu) and articulates what she calls the
lacunae theory of the public sphere in Romania. The theory is a consid-
eration of how society understands its problems and conceives of their



