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THE  MYTHS  OF  THE ROMANIAN  COMMUNISM

The Western anthropologists in the second half of th 20th century were attracted to the study of the Eastern European alterity and their research is materialized in a series of works of social anthropology.

Obviously, an interpretation of what the socialism has represented for the communist countries and implicitly for Romania, constituted the object of many Romanian social studies. This study offers a vision from the inside of the communist phenomenon and in this respect it initiates interdisciplinary dialogues  in order to retrace the impact of what communism had been and had meant for us. The aim of this study is to resuscitate the interest for the investigation of the communist epoch ( an epoch marginalized by the ones who have lived it and which is almost forgotten ) and to offer a full understanding of  today’s Romanian identity. The anthropology of communism also investigates a contemporary history which is beyond  the archives  because it has the opportunity to interogate people that have to tell another story , different  from the official story. This new manner of investigation concentrates  on deciphering the “myhological load “ of the political and historical discourse  , of literary texts  and artistic images.

The book was edited by The History of the Imaginary Center and  was  written by thirteen researchers , researchers in more than one field “ students,  teachers of history, filologists and architects, all coordinated by professor Lucian Boia, a renowned historian of the imaginary. The theoretical approach has moved to a plurality of discourses, offering multiple points of view  at the confluence of multidisciplinarity .

The diversity of discussions comes as an antidot for the solution of preserving the distance( this presupposes entrusting the study to foreign or Romanian exiled researhers ) and it escapes the vicious circle of studying your own history.

From this point of view, the distance is no longer preserved, fact that is explained by the interest for understanding Romanian contemporary society.

The study deals with several themes : the myhology of the “new man “, the problems of the false women’s emancipation (the artificial feminist movements) , the search for the glorious literary and historical past and the contradictory discoursive variations on the theme of literary and historical identity, collectivisation in the satelite states of the USSR , imposing stereotypes (Procust’s bed ) , the religiousity required by the unique party, the totalitarism in architecture and the solutions to stop today’s echoes of the past, which can still be heard.

All these discourses have the same main theme : the duplicity of the communist ideological discourse, the double discoursive mythology  that leads to the coexistence of contaries, determinism and voluntarism, liberalism and totalitarism, internationalism and nationalism. Man’s freedom becomes slavery, women’s emancipation has an undeclared purpose (on the one hand, extending the labour force in industry and on the other hand dismantling family autonomy ), the “new man “ is an anti-man , the national poet becomes A. Toma ,who after a moment of glory is totally forgotten. Communist mythology which was forced inside people’s consciousness is full of logical inadvertences – this is the common  idea of all the studies.The masses of people make history , the exponent of the masses is the party and the party is the leader in oder words. This double mythology is capable of explainig why the material anihilation of communism is more facile than the intellectual anihilation.The discourse on architecture and urbanism is probably the one who proves it best. It is imperative that urbanistic research should be made beforehand and that the public opinion should be educated in the field of architecture and that out of more projects there should be chosen the optimum one.

The three studies dedicated to urbanism and architecture offer a very wide perspective , both  temporally and spatially and also offer explicit solutions in order to bring the urbanistic plan back to its trajectory after the fall of  the communist regime. A short history of the evolution of our capital city’s architecture is presented untill the moment of Ceausescu’s regime, then viable solutions are given to get over this dezastruous moment.

Lucian Boia rhetorically justifies the choice of his subject , underlining the necessity of discussing communism. The young generation is now taught almost nothing about communism , as in the history and literature schoolbooks a very poor section is dedicated to it.

The discoursive style of all the studies oscilates between the academic and didactic style  so that the reader may have a wider and larger vision on what communism has meant  for our country. 

The study as a whole is very important , as it is one of the few works dedicated to the anthropology of communism and written by Romanian researchers. Even if the authors are not anthropologists , they offered the reader a local perspective on the realities of communism.

Unlike other works written by Western anthropologists (Said Kligman, K. Verdery),this study concentrates less on social problems in favour of the mythological and ideological issues.

