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Die Securitate in SiebenbÃ¼rgen (The Securitate in
Transylvania) is the result of the annual conference
of the German- and Romanian-based Arbeitskreis fÃ¼r
SiebenbÃ¼rgische Landeskunde (Association for Tran-
sylvanian Studies) in Jena, Germany, in 2010. The basic
idea behind this project, whichwas realized with the sup-
port of the Institute for German Culture and History in
South Eastern Europe in Munich (IKGS), was to focus on
minority groups in Transylvania in the communist era.
The book is divided into three parts in order to provide a
broad overview of the methods employed by communist
Romaniaâs secret police, the Securitate, to besiege and
undermine the countryâs minority groups, âespecially in
the fields of their most visible and most important forms
of expression, churches and literatureâ (p. 7). Five contri-
butions are devoted to âThe Securitate in Romanian So-
cietyâ as a general phenomenon; six articles cover âThe
Minorities and the Infiltration of the Protestant Church-
esâ; and another five deal with âThe Securitate and Lit-
erature.âThe book is rounded off with Anton Sterblingâs
essay, âThe Motif of Freedom and the Activities of the
Securitate.â

The chapters in the first section stand out through
their critical, indeed often highly original, examinations
in the field of research as a whole. In the first arti-

cle, provocatively entitled âThe Resistance that Wasnât:
Romanian Intellectuals, the Securitate, and âResistance
through Culture,ââ DragoÅ Petrescu puts an end to the
widespread assertion that there was a broad âresistance
through cultureâ in communist Romania. His intensive
study of records proves quite the contrary, as several
groups of intellectuals kept rather good relationswith the
regime: âSuch cases, which generated ample public de-
bate, lead to the conclusion that resistance through cul-
ture meant rather a strategy with which to ensure the
same degree of vertical mobility as well as professional
respectability. On no account were they a form of dissi-
denceâ (p. 35).

In his contribution âThe Romanian Orthodox Church
and the Securitate,â Gerd Stricker shows the difficulty
of the questions of guilt, collaboration, and a lack of
resistance. However, he leaves the reader a little puz-
zled: Stricker rightly criticizes the restricted access to the
records of the Orthodox Church, which obstructs efforts
to ascertain the degree of mutual exploitation and collab-
oration between the church and the regime. At the same
time, the authorâs conclusion that the problem of the Ro-
manian Orthodox Churchâs political past will solve itself
âby biological meansâ does not really give a helpful an-
swer to the issues currently at hand (p. 68).
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Georg Herbstrittâs study, âTransylvania in the
Records of GDRâs State Security Service,â is devoted
to comparative and inter-relational approaches between
East Germany and Romania. He states that the âforeignâ
Ministerium fÃ¼r Staatssicherheit (MfS) of the GDR and
the âlocalâ Securitate in fact had similar working meth-
ods, even if their respective interests in the region es-
sentially differed: the MfS merely gathered information
on Transylvania, while the Securitate implemented real
acts of suppression. However, the Romanian German
writers were of particular interest to both services: with
their transnational activities and communication chan-
nels, these writers were constantly suspected of transfer-
ring and spreading subversive ideas among the citizens
of both the GDR and Romania. Herbstritt states that the
MfS records can contribute very little to the regional his-
tory of communist Romania.

Martin Jungâs chapter, âA Burdensome Heritage:
The Present-day Perspective of the Securitate in Roma-
nia,â provides a sound overview of different issues con-
cerning the aftermath of the communist era and the Se-
curitateâs legacy. He examines developments in dealing
with the relevant archival materials, treatment of for-
mer informants and collaborators, legislation, and cor-
porate Aufarbeitung after 1989. Ultimately Jung locates
âthe Securitate in the common narrative of âCommu-
nism in Romaniaââ by analyzing the highly publicized
report of the Presidential Commission for the Analy-
sis of the Communist Dictatorship in Romania (Comisia
PrezidenÈialÄ pentru Analiza Dictaturii Comuniste din
RomÃ¢nia, CPADCR): with the Romanian parliament
and President Traian BÄsescuâs adoption in 2006 of the
commissionâs final report, the primarily oppositional
narrative against the group of profiteers of the events in
1989/90 around President Iliescu has gained official sta-
tus in Romanian discourse (p. 111).[1] Jungâs assessment
is rather ambivalent: On the one hand, one might estab-
lish a rather high degree of disappointment with how the
country has developed since 1989. On the other hand,
Jung recognizes several milestones of Aufarbeitung, for
instance, the increasing accessibility of the Securitate
records, which have been administrated by the National
Council for the Study of the Securitate Archives (Con-
siliul NaÈional pentru Studierea Arhivelor SecuritÄÈii,
CNSAS) since 1999.

Katharina Lenski reveals in her article, âThe Broken
Mirror: Methodical Considerations on Dealing with the
Stasi Records,â how closely scientific and personal mo-
tivations coincide in this field of research. As the co-
founder of the ThÃ¼ringer Archiv fÃ¼r Zeitgeschichte,

she declares herself personally involved, both as a sci-
entist and a civil rights activist in the GDR; it was ob-
viously the quality of her own experience that raised
her doubts about the reliability of surveillance records.
Therefore, rather than limit herself to the sources of
the service archives, she consults a variety of different
sources. In this fashion, one can escape the great temp-
tation to simply adopt the worldview offered by the se-
cret service records; instead she draws on âdiaries, let-
ters, photographs, records from memory, samizdat and
all the documents [â¦] which may provide information
about the concrete reality of thinking and living of each
personâ (p. 117).

Raising a rather concrete claim through the title of
the volume–the activities and reception of the secret
service in a certain region of communist Romania–this
volume only partially meets the expectations raised: as
mentioned above, the articles in the first section fortu-
nately go far beyond the issues promised by the vol-
umeâs title and pose important questions about issues
concerning ethnic or confessional minorities in Transyl-
vania. Regarding the bookâs structure, however, the in-
terdisciplinary approach could have been pursued with
more consequence: section 3, âThe Securitate and Liter-
ature,â may have deserved to be integrated into the gen-
eral historical context, as the majority of these contribu-
tions, though written predominantly by literary schol-
ars, deal with historical issues. Cristina Petrescuâs chap-
ter, âA Witness against the Securitate: Herta MÃ¼ller
vs. the File âCristina,ââ shows, in particular, the value of
applying interdisciplinary approaches combining litera-
ture, political science, and history.

On the other hand, apart from the five papers dis-
cussed above, which deal with general non-regional is-
sues, nearly all contributions dwell on minority issues:
seven papers cover questions on the German minority
(Silviu B. Moldovan, Hannelore Baier, Virgiliu TÄrÃ¢u,
Liviu Burlacu, Stefan Sienerth, Michael Markel, and
Cristina Petrescu), while just one examines the Hungar-
ian minority (Stefano Bottoni), and two deal with reli-
gious confessions with explicit reference to Transylvania
(DezsÅ BuzogÃ¡ny and Corneliu Pintilescu). Thus, at its
core, this volume is actually about the German minority
group(s) in Romania. However, the minority-related case
studies in sections 2 and 3 provide a wide range of inter-
esting, at times innovative, aspects to the study of the Se-
curitate records, offering the basis for more comprehen-
sive and comparative projects. Nevertheless, Transylva-
nia (âSiebenbÃ¼rgenâ) is definitely more than the his-
tory of its confessional and ethnic minorities. Therefore,
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the corresponding research would benefit from turning
to questions of contact points, parallels, and commonal-
ities between the âmajorityâ and the âminorityâ instead
of emphasizing âthe special fate of the minoritiesâ (p. 7).

The heterogeneity of this volume, with its ethno-
regionality, national perspectives, and transnational ap-
proaches, can be seen as a result of the fact that the histo-
riography of the issue âSecuritate and minoritiesâ is still
in its infancy. However, this should not have impeded
an attempt to produce a concluding synthesis at the end
of the volume, something that is conspicuously missing.
It seems that one of the results is the realization that it is
not particularly useful to apply âthe region,â as such, as a
heuristic category. However, the question of âthe region-
alâ in authoritarian and centralist Romania should not
be considered worthless. It would only require a modi-
fied research design to make this approach more fruitful.
Group-related aspects (for example, the collective assign-
ment of guilt to the Romanian Germans after World War
II, as described by Hannelore Baier in her paper âTar-
get and Tool: The German-speaking Minority Groups
and the Securitateâ) can be complemented with further,
preferably differentiated, biographical pictures from the
region. This is demonstrated by Stefano Bottoni in his
study âIntegration, Collaboration, Resistance: The Hun-
garian Minority in Transylvania and the Romanian State
Securitate,â by comparing the biographies of the Roma-
nian Hungarian politician Imre MikÃ³ and the Roman

Catholic bishop of Alba Iulia Aron MÃ¡rton. Stressing
the discrepancy between personal beliefs and collective
responsibility, this comparison reveals that it makes no
sense to simply cite the content of the Securitate records
without daring to offer a sophisticated and courageous
interpretation. It is this approach that will show us the
undoubtedly tremendous gaps in the Securitate records,
as those documents were written for internal recipients,
such as the superiors and henchmen of the party nomen-
clature, rather than for posterity.

The majority of the contributions in this volume re-
flect, whether consciously or not, the personal involve-
ment in this period of suppression and fragile biogra-
phies. Even if this subjective position is revealed in the
contributions concerned, it seems that there is a general
lack of reflection on this hybrid phenomenon of coming
to terms with oneâs personal past and oneâs scholarship.
Making fruitful what cannot be avoided remains a task
for further research.

Note

[1]. Presidential Commission for the Analysis of the
Communist Dictatorship in Romania, Final Report, by
Vladimir Tismaneanu et al. (Bucharest, 2006), accessed
May 12, 2015, http://www.presidency.ro/
static/ordine/RAPORT_FINAL_CPADCR.
pdf.
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