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Abstract: Romanian historiography generally states that in Communist Ro-
mania there was no intellectual capable of stimulating a “heresy” comparable 
to those in Yugoslavia (Milovan Djilas), Hungary (György Lukács) or Poland 
(Adam Schaff ). Th is is almost true. While the Romanian Communist/Work-
ers Party (RCP/RWP) despised intellectuals, even if they were docile and obe-
dient, in the upper echelons of the RCP/RWP one could hardly fi nd true in-
tellectuals. However, there were some cases that can challenge this narrative – 
Lucreţiu Pătrăşcanu, Grigore Preoteasa, Miron Constantinescu or Tudor Bug-
nariu. My paper will discuss the case of Tudor Bugnariu, one of the intellectu-
als seduced by the communist project and ideology in interwar Romania, who 
later managed to occupy important offi  ces within the RCP/RWP and the state 
structures. By analyzing the narratives of Tudor Bugnariu’s several autobio-
graphical texts, my paper will examine and explain his becoming and the con-
struction of his self-identity and of his “revolutionary” self.
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Tudor Bugnariu was one of the few intellectuals fascinated by the Com-
munist ideology in interwar Romania. Even if, during the interwar period, he 
was to experience several inconveniences due to his political views – several 
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arrests, inquires, and imprisonment –, he remained devoted to the Commu-
nist cause. With the instatement of the Communist regime in Romania, he 
occupied important offi  ces within the Party and the state structures. Even if 
he was a true believer, he always allowed himself the privilege of reason. He 
paid for his inconsistencies in regard to the general policies of the Party – fi rst 
in 1956, when he failed to comply with the general hysteria of the Party regard-
ing the Hungarian Revolution, as he did not take a fi rm stand against the 
complaints of students, which occurred during the events in Hungary. He was 
thus held responsible for the subsequent student riots in Bucharest, being 
later dismissed from his offi  ce as State Secretary of the Ministry of Education1. 
After a decade, he was to be subjected once again to the Party’s lack of resil-
ience towards a new possible liberalization. In the summer of 1965, after the 
rise in power of Nicolae Ceaușescu, extensive debates occurred amongst stu-
dents in Bucharest regarding the new Party leadership. Th e Securitate retali-
ated in a Stalinist manner: charges, public hearings, and arrests. In this con-
text, Tudor Bugnariu suff ered a new statutory penalty, as he sided with his 
students, trying to prevent the coercive action of the Securitate2. He remained 
all his life a member of the Communist Party, but was never a prisoner of 
conformity, as he always believed in something which he thought was more 
important than the Party. 

Th e present study analyzes six autobiographical texts spanning more than 
a decade (i.e. – 1947, 1949, 1951, 1953, 1954, and 1960), attempting to 
explain how Tudor Bugnariu’s political, social, and intellectual identity was 
articulated throughout the narratives of these autobiographies. Th e six auto-
biographies are documents contained in Tudor Bugnariu’s personnel fi les. 
One of these fi les, in two volumes, is to be found at the National Archives of 
Romania (ANR), and contains four of the six autobiographies3. Th e other two 
autobiographies are contained in another personal fi le of Tudor Bugnariu, 
which is preserved within the University of Bucharest Archives (AUB)4. All of 
them were most likely handwritten, but only two are still in the original, the 
other four being preserved in typed copies. Of the six texts, only one is sig-
nifi cantly longer compared to the others, totaling 34 pages (i.e. – 1951). Th e 
other fi ve are approximately the same size – between six and ten pages. We 
may presume that the 1949 autobiography was drafted at the request of the 
Verifi cation Commission of Party Members, while the 1951 text was written 
during an investigation of the Party Control Commission. Less information is 
available about the other texts – as we do not know the precise circumstances 
that required these follow-ups. In 1947, Tudor Bugnariu was cultural adviser 

1 Blaga 2012: 45; Bosomitu 2014: 253.
2 Ianoși 2012: 441-445.
3 ANR, fund 53, fi le B/264, vol. I (Bugnariu 1960: 7-10), vol. II (Bugnariu 1951: 40-56; 

Bugnariu 1949: 133-142; Bugnariu 1947: 143-150).
4 AUB, fund Cadre, fi le B/516 (Bugnariu 1953: 51-57; Bugnariu 1954: unnumbered).
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within the Ministry of Information (Propaganda), being transferred in this 
offi  ce after a stage as general sub-inspector of the Under-secretariat of State 
Nationalities. In 1953, he had just been reassigned at the Department of Dia-
lectical and Historical Materialism of the “Babeș” University of Cluj, after oc-
cupying a similar position at the “C.I. Parhon” University of Bucharest. One 
year later, while compiling a new autobiography, Bugnariu introduced himself 
as deputy director of the Department of Philosophy of the Academy Institute of 
History and Philosophy in Cluj, an offi  ce he held since July 1, 1953. Finally, in 
1960, Bugnariu was Dean of the Faculty of Philosophy of the “C.I. Parhon” 
University of Bucharest, a position he had been occupying since 1958.

Of the six autobiographies, the 1951 text stands out not only due to its 
considerable length compared to others, but also due to the context in which 
it was written. In fact, this precise context infl uenced the drafting of such a 
detailed autobiography. In the summer of 1951, the Organizational Section of 
the Central Committee of RWP requested the Party Control Commission to 
commence an investigation of Tudor Bugnariu in order to elucidate “some 
unclear problems of his past”5. Th is situation was impelled either by a dissatis-
faction of the Party regarding the previous autobiographies, which were in-
congruous, either by a denouncement. Th us, Bugnariu was summoned before 
a committee of inquiry to be questioned about his past in the communist 
movement, in addition to the detailed autobiography he was asked for. It is 
possible that Bugnariu was explicitly suggested the details he was to insist on 
and also those that should not have been missing from his autobiographical 
text. Completely diff erent, but from another perspective, is the 1960 autobi-
ography. Written in a period when the Personnel Offi  ce requirements appear 
to have been relaxed, this text does not diff er fundamentally from the previous 
ones. A brief look at the text may suggest that the document does not contain 
information that would contradict the biographical details of preceding auto-
biographies. But a careful reading of it reveals a text drafted without the past 
precautions. 

Th e present study aims to conduct an analysis of Tudor Bugnariu’s six con-
se cutive autobiographies, which are considered institutional autobiographies, 
concept defi ned by Pennetier and Pudal (see below). Th e review of these doc-
uments will focus on the autobiographical narratives, seeking to establish how 
Tudor Bugnariu attempted to defi ne his multiple identities – social, political, 
revolutionary. Th e survey will try to emphasize both the consistencies of the 
discourse and its discontinuities. Another purpose of the survey will be to 
consider Tudor Bugnariu’s pursuits in fi nding a middle path between his own 
conceptions and ideals, and the Party’s requirements and expectations. 

5 ANR, fund Central Committee of the Romanian Communst Party – Party Control 
Commision, fi le B/3124.
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1. Institutional Autobiographies

Th e six autobiographical texts composed by Tudor Bugnariu can be in-
cluded in the category of institutional autobiography6. Th e concept, as defi ned 
by Claude Pennetier and Bernard Pudal, refers to autobiographical texts com-
piled by the postulants or the party members at the demand of the Personnel 
Offi  ce clerks, documents that are to be preserved within the personnel party 
fi les. Th e drafting of the autobiography was a stage of a more complex process, 
which preceded the admission within the party structures, and also required 
the fi lling in of an adhesion and a questionnaire. Th us, the fundamental diff er-
ence between the literary and the institutional autobiography lies in the key 
coding of the latter – represented by the two documents mentioned above7. If 
the literary autobiography implies freedom for the author in terms of style, 
language, and in determining the signifi cant episodes of his past, the institu-
tional autobiography leaves no room for a global interpretation of the per-
sonal history. Th e past is supposed to be (re) shaped in a manner adequate to 
the Party requirements, as suggested by the biographical sequences included 
in the questionnaire8. Skimming through and fi lling in the questionnaire, the 
postulant was instructed about the milestones of an ideal becoming – in ac-
cordance with the institutional history of the party. Th us, the candidate was 
tempted to order his/her biographical sequences in a natural and perfect man-
ner – as advanced by the historical evolution of the party. Another pressure 
exerted by the questionnaire’s coding grid was rather a psychological one – that 
of the model, and of the ideal self. Besides providing details about the perfect 
institutional past, the same questionnaire implied the image of an exemplary 
militant, and the limits of a paradigmatic biography. Th e aspirant was thus 
“advised” to (re)create his becoming accordingly. Th e institutional autobiog-
raphy and the actual process of drafting it was thus considered by Pennetier 
and Pudal as “a rite of institution which symbolically annuls the private life/
public life separation to the benefi t of the institution, an annulment accepted in 
diff erent ways by the militants, depending on their relationship with the institu-
tion. It (the autobiography – Ș.B.) converts the private secret into an institu-
tional secret, thus consolidating the frontier between <us> and <they>, and also 
between <in> and <out>”9.

Th e institutional autobiography was a current reality within the commu-
nist universe. While the drafting of the document was a mandatory stage in 
the party admission process10, the specifi c context in which the Communist 
Party from Romania carried out its activity – the illegality 

6 Pennetier, Pudal 1996: 53-75; Pudal, Pennetier 2002: 15-39; Pennef 1979: 53-82.
7 Werth 1981: 16; Foucault 1993: 224.
8 Bonvalot 2004: 79-102.
9 Pudal, Pennetier 1996: 59.
10 Werth 1981: 16.
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period – often cancelled this “necessity”. According to several sources, during 
the illegality period, the party admission process was not pedantic. In most 
cases, the mandatory stages were eluded. Th e admission decision was based 
merely on previous activity within or in the service of the organization, while 
the adhesion was sanctioned by simple verbal information11. Th e situation was 
diff erent for the Romanian communists who travelled and relocated for a while 
in Moscow. Several cases argue that rules were not so easy to elude in the Soviet 
Union, the militants being thus required to write detailed autobiographies12. 
After August 23, 1944, with the return to legality, the situation changed pro-
foundly. Th e Communist Party from Romania was to make serious eff orts to 
(re)organize. It is almost certain that in 1944, Th e Communist Party from Ro-
mania din not have an accurate image of its own cadres. Which, by the way, 
were not that numerous. Most of the archival sources, but also the diff erent ac-
counts and testimonies, converge around the number of one thousand mem-
bers13. Th e eff orts of the Personnel Offi  ce clerks, which had to cope and record 
a massive number of adhesions14, were to be doubled by the lack of records re-
garding the old members. Th e personal fi les of the underground party members 
were to be drafted after 1944, when each of them was required to complete the 
party admission process ab initio – they were demanded to supplement their 
party fi les by adding the required documents – questionnaire, adhesion, autobi-
ography (ies).

Although it represented an important stage in the process of adhesion to 
the party structures, the institutional autobiography real purposes laid also 
somewhere else. Th e profound motivations of the practice went beyond the 
more or less trivial need to record statistics about the aspirants. In reality, the 
institutional autobiography aimed two major objectives: besides an individual 
scrutiny of the subject, the institutional autobiography also focused on a more 
complex analysis of the same subject, as part of a specifi c group15. Moreover, 
the autobiographical rhetoric was supposed to develop into a meditation upon 
the private and personal past. Th e purpose of this process was to acknowledge 
the legitimate position within the party structure, but also as a part of the his-
tory of the organization16. Th us, the autobiographical narrative implied a reas-
sessment of the personal past from the perspective of the institutional history 
of the party, its messages and objectives. In this light, the ulterior motive of 
this approach aimed both the subjectivization of the conscience and the past, 
and also the connection and the integration of it within the project of the 

11 Tismăneanu, Vasile 2008: 94; Betea 1996: 13-14.
12 Betea 2001: 150-152; Văratic 2013: 450-452.
13 Crăciun 2009: 17-38.
14 Ionescu-Gură 2005: 209-210; Chiper 1998: 25-44.
15 Foucault 1993: 224.
16 Pennetier, Pudal 1996: 61.
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party, imagined as a historical mission17. Although it seems paradoxical, it was 
not the past that was supposed to give a meaning to the present or the future, 
but actually (and only) the present was legitimate to make history (and even a 
personal history) coherent and comprehensible18. Th us, the narrative themes 
of each institutional autobiography allow us to apprehend how the commu-
nist regime envisaged its past, not necessarily as it happened, but as it was 
supposed to happen19. Th is ambiguous way of constantly reevaluating the past 
infl uenced the emergence of the perpetual practice of the autobiographical 
review, which was to occur regularly and continuously20. Th is routine was 
dictated, at least offi  cially, by the belief in the development of the self and of 
the political awareness of each individual throughout several stages or even 
thresholds, which, once achieved, culminated by providing new insights into 
its own becoming21. In fact, the ulterior motives were quite often more cyni-
cal, being infl uenced by the confused and obscured manner in which the 
party reevaluated its history. Th e major themes of the offi  cial discourse served 
as rules, and were causing alterations, or even mutations in the process of 
comprehending and interpreting the personal history, which was supposed to 
be consistent with the offi  cial history. Above and beyond personal interests, 
affi  nities, compatibilities, and friendships, there always stood an elusive and 
quite vague concept – the party interest, but also the almost ritualistic belief in 
its infallibility22.

Tudor Bugnariu was a character who did not seem to understand these 
“realities” very well. Or perhaps he just chose to ignore them. In any case, his 
institutional autobiographies rarely appear to be adequate, as the subsequent 
constant rewritings bear witness. After 1944, he was compelled to claim his 
place in the Communist Party structures. Marxist intellectual, collaborator 
and then member of the Communist clandestine movement, Bugnariu was 
supposed to be in a convenient position. His militant past, but also his com-
mitment to the anti-Fascist/Communist movement, were both guarantees for 
a reassessment of his social and professional status. His identity as a leftist/
Communist intellectual – which could have been circumscribed to a periph-
ery with deviant accents in the not-so-distant past – was now a condition that 
could be assumed with no fear.

Th e institutional autobiographies were constituted around several major 
themes. Of these, the most important were: a) the social identity; b) adher-
ence to the party or to a structure or organization subordinated to the party; 
and c) the “revolutionary” activity in the service or the benefi t of the party. 

17 Epstein 1999: 184.
18 Boia 2011: 91.
19 Epstein 1999: 188.
20 Hellbeck 2009: 618.
21 Hellbeck 2002: 115.
22 Becker 1960: 33.
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Th e Communist Party’s two decades of clandestine activity added another 
theme to the aforementioned ones – that of political repression, with the sub-
sequent avatars: arrests, penal convictions, and imprisonment. Th e fi rst three 
themes defi ned and delineated the social and ideological biography of each 
individual. Moreover, the aggregation of the social identity, the ideological 
trajectory and, eventually, of the persecution endured in the name of the par-
ty and by virtue of its membership – which could be defi ned as the militant 
identity of each individual – determined a structure that defi ned the political 
capital of the party member. It was this political capital23 that granted someone 
the right to claim a position or a specifi c role within the party.

In this article, one of the points of interest will focus on how Tudor Bug-
nariu constructed and defi ned his identity by skimming through these major 
narrative themes in his six consecutive autobiographies. Our intention is to 
search for clues in order to elucidate how his “revolutionary identity” – social, 
political, and militant – was shaped and articulated, seeking to identify either 
its discursive linearity, or the possible fractures that marked the defi ning of his 
identity over time.

2. Th e Social Identity

Th e social identity of each party member was forged as a concept defi ned 
by several variables. Th e social origin/background was very important, often 
understood as a “healthy” heredity24 that could infl uence the awareness on 
what Marxist philosophy defi ned as class struggle. But equally important was 
the profession, and also the social position, which could have been diff erent 
from that circumscribed by the heredity25. Of course, a rigorous regulation of 
the importance of these criteria, or the prevalence of one as related to the oth-
ers never existed, as the rigid frames of the Marxist interpretation scheme 
would not always correspond to a much more confused and diluted reality. 
Within an unsettled and adaptable society, with an unrepresented proletariat 
and a predominantly rural basis – the case of interwar Romania – the healthy 
social origin ended in being defi ned by poverty in general, and not necessary 
by proletarian heredity – which was, in fact, a rarity. In these circumstances, 
the applicant who was about to draft an institutional autobiography resorted 
to various techniques of manipulating concepts aiming at a “proletarization of 
the social identity”26, which led to the development of an impressive casuistry 
on this topic27.

23 Bourdieu 1994: 31.
24 Fitzpatrick 1989: 251-271; Fitzpatrick 1990: 70-80; Fitzpatrick 2000: 11-13.
25 Fitzpatrick 1990:76-77.
26 Pudal, Pennetier 2002: 59.
27 Werth 1981: 20.
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Along his six consecutive autobiographies, Tudor Bugnariu does not grossly 
manipulate the terms that defi ne his social origin, being faithful to an identity 
assumed from the start. However, a careful analysis of these documents reveals 
several techniques through which Bugnariu nuances his discourse on this top-
ic. On one hand, he does not assume his petit-bourgeois social origin – consis-
tent with his father’s social status, which is subtle ignored by the relation to his 
father’s position – who was a civil servant. Even more, he tends to trivialize this 
detail by translating the discussion towards his paternal grandfather’s condi-
tion – peasant from Bistrița County. To be more precise, Bugnariu refers to his 
father as “son of a peasant”, and only then as a civil servant. But he is cautious 
in terms of details. With only one exception – the 1947 autobiography – his 
grandfather is referred to as “a middle class peasant” and not simply as a peas-
ant. A detail which, if ignored or hidden, could have caused more damage 
than if stated bluntly28. As for the references to his maternal social origin, they 
remain circumscribed to the same rhetoric. Without many infl ections, his 
mother is presented as being part of a family of “scholars” – sometimes “intel-
lectuals” – from Năsăud County.

An even closer analysis reveals other nuances also. Th e 1947, 1949, and 
1951 autobiographies suggest a process over which Bugnariu agrees to disclose, 
in a gradual and cautious manner, all the details of his social origin. If in 1947 
his father is referred to as “a son of a peasant”, in 1949 he becomes “the son of a 
middle class peasant”, while in 1951 he is “the son of a middle class peasant” who 
inherited some parcels of land after the death of his parents. A similar pattern is 
easy to be noticed in the case of his mother’s ancestry: if in 1947 and 1949 he 
chooses not to mention what his mother inherited from her parents – also some 
parcels of land in Cluj – in 1951 he no longer ignores this detail.

As it was mentioned before, the social identity was not defi ned only by a 
presumed healthy social origin, but as a matrix that comprised several defi ning 
elements. Th e Party was not interested only in the individual’s ancestry, but 
also in the environment in which they grew and developed. Th is concept re-
ferred to the members of the extended family, the in-laws, but also to their 
social origins, social statuses, and even their political options. Tudor Bugnariu 
had some diffi  culties in adjusting his discourse related to this topic, off ering 
details with extreme caution. If in 1947 and 1949 he does not refer at all to 
this matter, he does it thoroughly in 1951 – most likely instructed or even 
requested by the Personnel Offi  ce clerks. Within the subsequent autobiogra-
phies, the same details are always mentioned.

Another important aspect on which Bugnariu’s rhetoric insisted relates to 
his sophisticated tendency to proletarize his ancestry through subtle narrative 
techniques. In this respect, Bugnariu does not employ grossly distorted or 
even invented information, but he proves himself to be very willing to refer to 

28 Epstein 2003: 134.
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facts and details that were not easy – or were downright impossible – to verify. 
Th us, his proletarization is achieved by depicting the adequate and tolerable 
environment of his becoming – as his family is portrayed. Two of the six auto-
biographies that are the subject of our analysis – the 1951 and 1953 ones – al-
locate extensive considerations in this respect. Bugnariu off ers detailed infor-
mation on his parents’ political views, and their attitude towards the political 
opinions of his youth. Th us, even if he states that his family ambience was 
“suitable for the development of democratic (bourgeois) beliefs, both his parents 
are mentioned as possessors of progressive ideas. Moreover, Bugnariu asserts 
that his father’s healthy social origin allowed him to cast doubts on the regime’s 
viability and lawfulness. However, as Bugnariu meticulously explains, his so-
cial status never allowed him to draw conclusions beyond these doubts. As for 
his mother, Bugnariu portrays her as having “more revolutionary views” – as she 
was a declared an atheist, and had “broader” political views29. To sum up, his 
family environment was one that condemned petty politics, reactionary mani-
festations, and fascist opinions. Th is was proved even by the fact that his (and 
his sister’s) political views were not denounced or criticized, but dealt with max-
imum understanding by both the parents and the other sisters. Two years later 
(1953), within a subsequent autobiography, Bugnariu insists once more on 
these details, adding some strident nuances – even if his parents were not mem-
bers of a political party, they encouraged him in his revolutionary attitude.

All these details revealed by Tudor Bugnariu’s autobiographies allow us to 
draw some succinct conclusions. First of all, the social identity of an individu-
al appears as a susceptible and versatile concept30. More precisely, it appears to 
be defi ned not by strict rules, laws, or conventions, but by each individual’s 
inner capacity to accept, or if appropriate, surmount his/her own condition. 
Second of all, social identity often ended up articulated around the recurrent 
themes of Communist propaganda. Th us, the postulant redefi ned his own 
social identity, but also the self – which recurrently ended diluted within a 
proletarization process31 – by adopting the totalitarian rhetoric, but also by 
ignoring and eluding what was not to be said.

3. Th e Adherence to the Party 

Within the institutional autobiographies, the adhesion to the Party, or 
even to a structure subordinated to the Party, was rarely presented as a fact in 
itself, but rather as a process that often encompassed a revelation and/or an 
initiatory path32. Moreover, the applicant often tended to emphasize 

29 Ibidem.
30 Halfi n 2011: 3; Fitzpatrick 1990: 73.
31 Halfi n 2011: 54.
32 Hellbeck 2009: 618.
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the causality of the entire process. Th e supposed revelation and the subsequent 
adhesion were never fortuitous, and never occurred in a context of ignorance. 
On the contrary, each aspirant meticulously presented his/her initiatory path, 
explaining the profound meaning of the so-called transformation33. Th us, the 
aspirants were compelled to comprehensibly comment on the events and facts 
– some of them anecdotal – which were supposed to explain in a coherent 
manner the biographical turning point. In other cases, the lack of explanation 
is substituted by another narrative technique, by which the revelation becomes 
a fundamental moment – as the individual’s previous existence is totally ig-
nored. In this respect, the revelation acquires the value of a second birth34, as 
the subject’s biography makes sense only in light of his/her fi rst contacts with 
the Communist movement35.

Tudor Bugnariu’s revolutionary becoming was a tortuous one, although it 
was not marked by inquires or uncertainties. Bugnariu proved himself to be very 
rigorous when he explained his revolutionary becoming throughout the six auto-
biographies. On the one hand, the (trans)formation process of his political iden-
tity acknowledged the political context in which he grew up and was educated. 
Th us, Bugnariu assumes not only the ethnic identity of his family – the Roma-
nian one –, but also the Hungarian one, correspondent to the circumstances of 
his early education – as he attended primary school in Budapest, where his fa-
ther was a post offi  ce clerk. Th e appeal to this double identity is serene, as it ig-
nores or even omits the undeniable ethnic tensions between Romanians and 
Hungarians on the eve of World War I. Th rough this narrative, Bugnariu wish-
es to emphasize the spirit of national tolerance acquired or even inherited from 
early childhood. On the other hand, and beyond these details, it is important to 
point out the fact that, while skimming through Bugnariu’s autobiographies, it 
is easy to distinguish the existence of an initiatory matrix, implied in the same 
manner over the years. Th us, in Bugnariu’s case, the revelation was in fact a 
lengthy initiatory path36, marked by several events or facts.

First of all, a very important element of Bugnariu’s initiatory route was the 
Béla Kun Budapest “Commune” (1919). With few exceptions, Bugnariu re-
counts the 1919 events in Budapest as an inception. He was contemporary 
with the Budapest “Commune”, as he experienced it on the spot. Even if he 
was only a child, he insists on the detail, as he tries to demonstrate that the 
1919 events had a crucial impact over his becoming. Th e “Commune” not 
only impressed him, but also biased his future existence, even if he also admits 
that he was not able to fully comprehend the profound meanings of those 
“revolutionary changes”37. Th e appeal to this explicit moment had at least two 

33 Halfi n 2011: 120-121.
34 Pennetier, Pudal 1996: 59.
35 Halfi n 2011: 126.
36 Hellbeck 2002: 125.
37 Bugnariu, 1951: 40.
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purposes. On the one hand, it emphasizes the idea of belonging to a genera-
tion which, although not directly involved in “doing” the Revolution, wit-
nessed the profound changes implied by it. Moreover, and on the other hand, 
by evoking the Revolution – be it the Bolshevik or the Hungarian, as is the 
case – the applicants also tried to suggest that they belonged to a generation 
reared in the spirit of the Revolution, and infl uenced by the “new breeze” the 
event propagated38.

Another piece in Bugnariu’s initiatory path was represented by the “scouts” 
experience – an organization he was part of during his youth, and which he 
believed infl uenced his revolutionary becoming. Th e episode is recounted can-
didly in 1947, and with cautions in the subsequent autobiographies. It is impor-
tant to stress, however, Bugnariu’s insistence in recalling the experience, even if 
he nuances his position on the institution: in 1949 he admits the “cosmopolitan, 
thus wrong orientation” of the movement; in 1951 he states that the movement 
was both “internationalist and cosmopolitan”; in 1954 he mentions that when he 
was a “scout”, the organization was “not yet contaminated by chauvinism”; while 
in 1960 he acknowledged the “diversionist” orientation of the movement. De-
spite these nuances, Bugnariu seemed to remain convinced of the importance of 
this experience in his becoming equation, as he always made a point of its deci-
sive impact. Th is particular experience encouraged him to develop an interest in 
community, egalitarianism, religious and ethnic tolerance, but also comprehen-
sion for the suff erings of the oppressed, as he always pointed out.

Tudor Bugnariu’s initiatory path becomes fl uent during his university stud-
ies. Along the six autobiographical texts, Bugnariu thoroughly and carefully jus-
tifi es his successive options: the attachment to the “progressive” student groups, 
and the natural opposition towards the “hooligan policies” of the fascist students 
– supporters either of the Iron Guard, either of the LANC (National Christian 
Defense League), which were interwar Romanian Fascist parties. In these cir-
cumstances, his option for a “democratic” student group, coagulated around the 
review Curentul vremii (Current Times), was thus anticipated. His future politi-
cal options were to be established on these grounds: his presence within the 
initiative committee of Cluj Antifascist Movement, and also his adherence to 
the National Anti-Fascist Committee, organization in which he had been ap-
pointed as secretary of the Cluj branch. Related to this fact, it is important to 
point out a detail only suggested by Bugnariu – that the National Anti-Fascist 
Committee was, in fact, a conspiring structure, operating under the authority of 
the Communist Party. Bugnariu constantly mentions “comrades Kohn Hillel, 
Jósza Béla, and Fazekas József”39 as the persons who gave him instructions re-
lated to his activity as secretary of the Cluj branch.

38 Hellbeck 2002: 116.
39 Bugnariu 1947: 145; Bugnariu 1949: 135; Bugnariu 1951: 43; Bugnariu 1954: - ; Bug-

nariu 1960: 8.
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Curiously, Bugnariu presents the moment of admission into the party, 
which was supposed to be the most important event, and even the climax of 
his initiatory path40, in quite a succinct manner. Moreover, the details of this 
specifi c event are largely inaccurate. In 1947, Bugnariu states that his party 
admission occurred in the fall of 1933. Two years later, the event is mentioned 
as occurring in 1934, without any other clarifi cations. Within his 1951 auto-
biography, Bugnariu provides a more thorough description of the event – 
which occurred in early 1934, after he attended a conspiratorial meeting. In 
1953, Bugnariu changes once again his discourse related to the event, deliver-
ing a new scenario: “in the fall of 1934, the Party honored me by accepting 
me as a member”41. A similar story is reported in the subsequent autobiogra-
phies – the 1954 and 1960 ones – specifying in the latter the same detail 
about a conspiratorial meeting that preceded the event. Th is specifi c detail 
allows us to believe that this is a plausible scenario.

Th e paucity of information related to what was supposed to be a very im-
portant moment in his Communist existence confi rms the fact that, for Bug-
nariu, the moment was not a fundamental one, but rather a culmination of a 
path he chose from early childhood. Th e adherence to the party is ordinary, 
quite natural, and occurs as a result of the cursus honorum Bugnariu covered 
with patience. Th is manner of recounting the initiatory path that does not 
insist on the moment of acceptance is intended to suggest linearity, consis-
tency, and also the lack of doubts.

Related to this important theme of the autobiographical discourse, it is 
necessary to address some additional features. Beyond the due consideration 
assigned to the moment of adhesion or the initiatory path, some of the ap-
plicants chose to insist on yet another relevant detail – that of revolutionary 
precocity. In this respect, the previous considerations acknowledge Bugnariu’s 
tendency towards the idea of him acquiring a class conscience since early child-
hood. In most cases, this concept is introduced as a progressive and thorough 
process, proven by several events that gradually inoculated the applicant’s be-
liefs and ideas on social injustice, the misery of the masses, etc. Th ese ideas 
and beliefs allowed them to better and sooner understand the justness of the 
Communist cause.

4. Th e “Revolutionary” Activity

Th e institutional autobiographies requirements implied detailed consider-
ations regarding the applicant’s activity in the service of the Party – as a mem-
ber of the Party, of the Youth Union, the Trade Unions, or any other structure 
subordinated to the Party. Th e main coordinates of the narratives related to 

40 Halfi n 2011: 45.
41 Bugnariu 1953: 51.
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the “revolutionary” activity were actually implied by the questionnaire, which 
sought to record statistical data on: the specifi c context of the party admission, 
the conspiratorial connections, presumable factional attitudes, and also the po-
tential statutory penalties sustained. Th e rhetoric related to this particular se-
quence of each militant’s past was defi ned by two variables: the social identity 
and the ideological trajectory. In this regard, one can easily discern several 
types of narrative on this topic. While every applicant drafted his/her autobi-
ography considering a detailed and emphasized outline of their activity, the 
purpose of which lays in the interest of the Party, the techniques and means 
by which they achieved this goal diff ered from case to case42. Th e Party was to 
be served in a specifi c manner by the workers, in another manner by the intel-
lectuals, and otherwise by the activists or the apparatchiks. To be more precise, 
each one advanced a personal history replete with details and activities spe-
cifi c to their statute and role within the movement. Th e workers were de-
manded to initiate and participate at protests and strikes43, the intellectuals 
were confi ned to media and propaganda activities, while the apparatchiks were 
requested to ensure the undisturbed functioning of the organization. Of 
course, the limits of competence and expertise that were to be put in the ser-
vice of the Party were not necessarily rigid, as the duties one was assigned 
might have been circumscribed to another type of activity. Th us, a specifi c 
context could have caused a (new) conversion or a/another biographical turning 
point that was to singularize the applicant’s existence44. In this category we 
may include the cases of those who traded and left behind everything for the 
Communist cause. Th is is not necessarily Bugnariu’s case.

Tudor Bugnariu’s activity in the service of the Party was not out of the 
ordinary, being subsumed to practices and specifi c activities and interests of a 
leftist intellectual. His ideological option for the clandestine Communist 
movement was confi ned to the realm of journalism and organizational activi-
ties. Bugnariu was not to step up to the level of an activist with responsibilities 
within the conspiratorial sphere. However, along the six autobiographies, 
Bugnariu endeavored to maximize his contribution to the Communist cause, 
by listing in detail his activities in support of the Communist movement. 
With patience and accuracy, he enumerated all the undertakings which he 
considered to have contributed to the Party interests during illegality, even 
those related to “mobilizing the public opinion”. Besides the simple enumera-
tion, it is important to point out another signifi cant characteristic related to 
Bugnariu’s deeds in the service of the Party. To be more precise, his activity 
was not classifi ed as a sum of tasks, but rather as actions serenely and indul-
gently consented by the Party. Th e rigors of illegality, and especially the risks 

42 Lazar 1998: 35-42.
43 Pennef 1979: 53-82.
44 McAdam 1989: 744-760; Hirsch 1990: 243-254.
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and perils involved, were mentioned in an unemotional manner, seen as com-
mon and ordinary, and thus acceptable and taken for granted without any 
doubts. Moreover, the narratives related to these matters seemed to always try 
to emphasize the idea of linearity. Th ere were no doubts and no hesitations 
mentioned. Th e discontinuities were simply surmounted. Th e general impres-
sion when reading such a text is that of a continuous struggle, during which 
the applicant specifi ed he did not surrender and never strayed from his pur-
poses and ideals.

Besides every militant’s glorious activity during illegality, the Communist 
Party was also very interested in statistically recording the possible inconsis-
tencies in everyone’s clandestine biography. Th ese precise details were to be 
summarized in a specifi c title of the questionnaire. Th us, the applicant was 
specifi cally suggested to list, while drafting his autobiography, his possible 
factional attitudes, and also the presumed statutory sanctions received. Th e 
two points of interest had specifi c purposes: on the one hand, to survey the 
individual’s attitudes during the major crisis that impacted the brief history of 
the Communist Party from Romania (the sectarian disputes between Vitali 
Holostenco (Barbu) and Marcel Pauker (Luximin) in the late 1920’s45; the 
similar disputes which occurred in prisons during World War II46; but also the 
major struggle between the imprisoned Communists and the group led by the 
General Secretary of the Party – Ștefan Foriș, which ended with the purge of 
the latter in April 194447). On the other hand, the Party was also interested in 
recording the minor setbacks which had occurred during the two decades of 
illegality; this led to the disclosure of propaganda material and the implied 
technical support (printing presses, storage places), as well as to the arrest and 
conviction of several party members.

Few Party members could claim a fl awless past, Tudor Bugnariu being no 
exception. It is important to underline that his narratives on this topic did not 
fl uctuate. Still, even if he never claimed an irreproachable past, we can easily 
trace a tendency to minimize the errors, often represented as negligence, omis-
sions or misconducts. Even the formulas by which he admits the past errors 
suggest the same tendency to attenuate their magnitude: in 1947, before list-
ing his previous misconducts, he refers to it as “diff erences of opinion”; two 

45 In the late 1920s, Th e Communist Party from Romania’s leadership was practically di-
vided between an external Politburo, located in Berlin and led by Vitali Holostenco (Barbu), 
appointed by the Comintern, and the local Communist leaders, whose preeminent fi gure was 
Marcel Pauker (Luximin). Th e dispute ended with the intervention of the Comintern, which 
purged them both and established a new interim leadership. Further details: Tismăneanu 1998: 
29-34; Tismăneanu 2008: 46-48.

46 During World War Two, the Communist Party from Romania’s leadership was contested 
between several factions, mainly because the connections with the Comintern were lost, due to 
the belligerence context. Th us, several disputes between these factions occured: most of them 
opposing the imprisoned Communist leaders. Further details: Tănase 2004: 361-362.

47 Diac 2014: passim.; Cătănuș 2012: 105-125.
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years later, the same events are depicted as “divergences of opinion (…) and 
certain deviations”, while in 1953, he reports it as “serious hesitations”. If with-
in most of the autobiographical texts, these issues were disclosed at the end of 
the narration, by a simple listing, the 1951 autobiographical text is an excep-
tion. Within this detailed autobiography, the past errors were not just listed, 
but also accurately explained, and included in the comprehensible context of 
the autobiographical narrative. Th is performance of self-criticism had several 
purposes. On the one hand, it intended to place the individual in an inferior 
and subordinated position, from which he was compelled to continued and 
sustained eff orts in order to raise his moral and political level48. On the other 
hand, the same errors or simple deviations were to be translated as steps of an 
evolutionary process, understood as formative and instructive49. Another im-
portant aspect we need to emphasize refers to the diminishing of these re-
quirements over the time. Already in 1954, and even more so in 1960, Bug-
nariu found himself free to ignore his alleged past errors – a proof that the 
Party reassessed his position in the petty stakes of its illegal history.

5. Th e Repression

Th e two decades of illegal activity infl uenced not only the lives of the 
party members, but also their subsequent autobiographical narratives. Th e 
risks and the harshness of illegality shaped the autobiographical discourse to a 
great extent, as the party members allocated extensive considerations to the 
political repression – the surveillance of the authorities, the arrests, the investi-
gations and the inquires, the trials, and even the imprisonment – they had to 
endure50. Founded in 1921 as a subsidiary of the Th ird Communist Interna-
tional (the Comintern), the Communist Party from Romania was outlawed in 
192451. Its subsequent history meant two decades of illegality under the spec-
ter of criminal legal repercussions. Th e adherence to the party structures was 
soon to become a venture, while the party members were to accept the im-
plied perils. Th e dangers proved to be not only real, but also numerous, fre-
quent, and continuous. Th us, most of the party leaders who were to be as-
signed senior positions after the end of World War Two experienced at least 
one arrest in the past, and many of them were also imprisoned or merely in-
terned in concentration camps.

Tudor Bugnariu’s militant identity is articulated in relation with the abuse 
he suff ered at the hands of the authorities for his political options. Along the 
six autobiographical texts, Bugnariu patiently and thoroughly reports on his 

48 Halfi n 2001: 317-319.
49 Hellbeck 2002: 124.
50 Wolikow 1996: 108-110; Vigreux, 1994: 98-99.
51 Tănase 2004: 60; Tismăneanu 2005: 79.
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successive arrests, all incurred because of his activity in the service of the party, 
or just the cause: in January 1935 he experiences a fi rst arrest, followed by a 
month of detention; however, this arrest was to culminate with a ten-month 
conviction, once the trial was adjudicated in November 1935; in July 1936, 
he was once again sentenced to a year in prison, a penalty that was to be re-
duced by two months after the appeal; in July 1940, Bugnariu was adminis-
tratively interned in the Caracal concentration camp, from where he was ren-
dered to the Hungarian authorities, who confi ned him in another camp, at 
Someșeni; after a while, the Hungarian authorities evicted him over the bor-
der, once again in Romania.  

Bugnariu’s narrative related to these events is not vindictive. He does not 
asserts an alleged brutal nature of his several arrests and interrogations and 
even acknowledges that he was only subjected to “moral pressures”52. Similarly, 
Bugnariu does not refer almost at all to the conditions of imprisonment, al-
though the communist propaganda rhetoric often insisted on this specifi c 
topic, emphasizing its inhumane feature. And still, his autobiographies are not 
necessarily out of the ordinary, as Bugnariu considers other issues to be the 
important ones. Quite often, the Party proved to be more interested in the 
attitude adopted by the imprisoned, instead of his allegation related to the 
hardships endured. To be more precise, the Party was concerned with the 
position of the individual in relation to the Communist prison organization 
– in terms of acceptance or rejection53. Th e acceptance within the Communist 
prison organization indicated and confi rmed one’s status as a member of the 
Party. Th e refusal, however, could be infl uenced by several circumstances, 
most often by the cowardly and treacherous attitude during the trial, or prior 
to the arrest54. It essentially represented a statutory penalty. Th ese assessments 
allow us to understand Bugnariu’s reluctance to refer to this sensitive and 
critical issue. With only one exception – the 1951 autobiography –, Bugnariu 
recounts his imprisonment experiences with paucity, merely listing the succes-
sive episodes. Th e cause of his reluctance is easily understood from his 1951 
autobiography, along which he extensively tries to justify the refusal of the 
prison party organization to acknowledge him as its member.

Besides the references to the acute forms of repression, the autobiographi-
cal narratives also related to other issues: the quasi-permanent surveillance, 
intimidations, or any other abuse of legal provisions. Bugnariu accurately re-
fers to the numerous house searches, the censoring of the diverse publications 
he worked for, and also the continuous surveillance, which sometimes pre-
vented him from resuming the connection with the Party. Moreover, he also 
mentioned the complications and obstacles of his political activity, which 

52 Bugnariu 1951: 44.
53 Tănase 2004: 332-339.
54 Tănase 2004: 334-335.
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were not few, nor insignifi cant: following his fi rst arrest, he was dismissed 
from his position as a school professor; also, his successive arrests and impris-
onments would have compelled his mother to sell what she inherited from her 
parents – two parcels of land in Cluj – in order to pay the criminal fi nes Tudor 
Bugnariu received in addition to the criminal convictions.

6. Conclusions

Th e biography of Tudor Bugnariu, which I have not insisted on in this 
article, tells us the story of a maladaptive. It also recalls the image of a charac-
ter which was not quite capable to fi t the limits circumscribed by the Party’s 
conduct rules. Other details of the same life story unfold the drama of an in-
tellectual who felt compelled over time to become critical and voice his inner 
convictions. Bugnariu was a Communist intellectual, and a true believer, even 
if he never denied himself the privilege of reason. It is what his successive au-
tobiographies were supposed to reveal in an unequivocal manner. However, a 
superfi cial review of these texts, one which does not take into account the 
other signifi cant episodes of Bugnariu’s biography, could be misleading. His 
permanent eff orts to adjust the autobiographical narrative are not at all cyni-
cal, but rather illustrate the cautious manner in which Bugnariu tried to de-
fi ne his relationship with the Party and Communist regime. Th e same eff orts 
also emphasize his struggle against the temptation of conformism. If the auto-
biographical discourse is not monolithic, it is because Bugnariu was faithful to 
an ideal (i.e., the Communist ideology), and rarely appealed to the several ob-
scure manners in which the Party (re)evaluated and (re)interpreted this ideal. 

Tudor Bugnariu was never a privileged character of the Communist re-
gime, as he had to pay over the years for his every iconoclastic gesture. His life 
could be described as a continuous high-wire act, as the life of a person tempt-
ed to fi nd a middle path to satisfy both the Party and his conscience. Still, it 
is to be noted that his reluctance towards the inconsistency of the Party poli-
cies addressed the apparatus and never challenged the system itself, as his dis-
satisfactions seemed to be related to a presumed loss of “revolutionary” values 
and ideals.

Bugnariu’s successive autobiographies articulate his several identities – so-
cial, political, militant, and revolutionary – within the limits of these frame-
works. His becoming and the subsequent construction of his identities are cir-
cumscribed to a linear and undistorted rhetoric. On the one hand, Bugnariu 
fi rmly addresses certain beliefs and circumstances that punctuated his becom-
ing, even if sometimes those beliefs were detrimental to him. Th e specifi c de-
tails that seemed to fracture his autobiographical narrative were often supple-
ments required by the Personnel Offi  ce clerks. A thorough insight upon these 
additions proves that they do not contradict the general narrative, but merely 
suggest a nuanced description of it. On the other hand, Bugnariu proved to 
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be cautious and wise in articulating his identities in correspondence with the 
Party’s standards and regulations. Still, he does not achieve this purpose by 
grossly distorting his biography, but through several discreet manipulating 
techniques – proletarization of the self, prudent omissions, and nuanced trans-
lations of certain episodes from his past.
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