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Abstract: The first years of the interwar period brought ganahange within the role that the press playethe
Romanian society. The politicians could not igntre journalists’ opinions any longer. For many Raiaas, tc
be a newspaper editor meant to de the interests of the poor and of the defendlesplpe@he heads of the mc
important political parties were forced to allonetpress representatives in the Parliament andeinmihisterial
cabinets. Thus the journalist turned into a prqgimgl diciator, and the whole press took its “fourth powentel
seriously. PamfilSeicaru is one of those journalists who had the tgneerit of having turned the press intc
fierceful institution, the fourth state power, ajside with the executive, judicial ¢ legislative powers
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The interwar period brought important changes imBoians’ lives. The First World War provok
deep transformations not only in the economic,a-political life, but also in the citizens’ spirit¥he
Romanian political life was profoundly marked b universal vote, the electoral reform provid
the necessary conditions for the appearance ofpoditical actors

The system of political parties underwent througlsignificant evolution characterized by: 1
dissolution of the conservative partiche consolidation of the National Liberal Party, #mergenc:
and the active role of new parties in the Romaipialitical life, the integration within the Romani
state of those parties which led the fight for dinéfication of the historical provincewith the mothe-
country, the emergence of the National Peasantty Phe appearance and the affirmation of
parties of national minorities, the imposition ahse extremist organizations in the political li
(Scurtu, 2010, pp. 106-107)

During thisperiod, the role played by the journalists withire ttcommunity life suffered significa
changes as well. The greater the prestige of timeprword was, the more the journalists’ influe
upon the readers’ political convictions increasdte journcists became soon aware of the new re:
and their endeavor of gaining a place on the palitstage was successful, one of the reasons
the voters’ belief that the politicians at that ¢ifhad one purpose, namely to cultivate “the guiiyb
of the masses overwhelmed by disconter§&i¢aru, 1924, p.

As Pamlfil Seicaru outlined in an article dedicated to the falistdeputies Const. Gongopol, A.
Bardescu and N. Georgescu, the first years ofriteeviiar period brought thournalist’'s dictaorship:
“The revolution that the war caused, changed thdition. The today’s journalist is a dictator
miniature. (...) The oligarchies fall apart in ordermake room to new ones. (...) The new tyranr
setting in, the myth of the print is spreaditround.” Seicaru, 1920, p. 4)
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The new situation of the journalist is also pingethby lon Vinea in an article published in 1922:
“For 50 years, the journalist has been thinkingtimg and working for his exploiter, in exchange fo
his pathetic wage or for his well-calculated rewande the master became powerful. But for ten years
the makers of so many clay caricatures offered fladvaes to perform a sport of demolition through
some flips. The bankers and the bank parties nagimt the newspapers, but the journalists realized
that they could well be the masters of the pulgtimion”. (Vinea, 1984, pp. 34-35)

During the years between the two world wars, theege many cases of famous journalists who
played an active role in the political life. In thake lonescu government (December 1921 — January
1922), Stelian Popescu, the owner of the newspgapisersul was the head of the Ministry of Justice.

In 1926, due to his journalistic activity in theitedial board of the newspaper 6luvantul Nichifor
Crainic was invited to be a member of the goverrtmdexandru Averescu.

Although he claimed that he was not a supportehefGeneral’s politics, Crainic accepted to be in
charge of the General Secretariat of Cults and. A@gminic, 1991, p. 203) In Dan Ciachir’s opinion,
Nicolae lorga “gained his position on the ministebench not only due to his learned man, but also
due to his activity as a journalist. The same thiagld be also said about Octavian Goga.” (Ciachir,
2008, p. 50)

Seicaru’s joining the political life was a naturding. Journalism offere§eicaru the opportunity of
having relations with the personalities of the iingtional and national political life. The directof
Curentul was an independent deputy between 1929 and 1985adt¢ess to the Parliament was
mediated by luliu Maniu, the president of the NatéibPeasants’ Party, who facilitated the entrarice o
some “glory fabricants” into the legislative foru§eicaru was never a member of a political party. He
had taken the decision of being independent sifds,linspired by a discussion with Spiru Hgsna
who advised him to refuse 1.G.Duca’s proposal afdmeing a member of the Liberal Party. (apud
Seicaru, 2002, p. 256)

It must be added that the journalist’s decisiofpto the active political life upset Nicolae lorgane
of the persons who played a significant rol@éicaru’s journalistic career. According to the bi&n,
the director ofCurentulsold himself(Curentul1929, p. 5)

Seicaru was a supporter of the peasant movementeas a special bond between him and lon
Mihalache, a bond which started in the trenchegnduhe First World WarSeicaru, 2002, pp. 282-
283). Due to this friendship born on the battlefi§leicaru accepted Mihalache’s proposal to organize
and lead, together with EugenaCiun, Tara Noui, the gazette of the Peasants’ Party. The newspaper
presented to the public of peasants’ ideology hin éditorial board of this publication, the jouisgl
truly understood the great force of the Press: “Qag a telegram from Arad arrived at the editorial
board of the newspap&ara Noui. A group of peasants asked that an editor shauidn behalf of
the Peasants’ Party. (...) Nobody wanted to acceptpifoposal (...) Not to upset the peasants from
Arad, we decided to name lon Florea as a candidatihat time he was on duty at the editorial board
(...) After three weeks the result totally bewilderes: this unknown candidate, with no quality
whatsoever to stir the voters’ attention, withoatrlg sustained by an organized party, had twice the
votes obtained by the candidate from the Natioaaty? (Seicaru, 2002, p. 304)

The journalist was a declared enemy of Parliamemarin his opinion, “universal vote was like a
flood which is pouring over and bringing to light #ne rottenness out of the forgotten bumps. The
most stupid and unconscious had won, because Byu@Edd unconsciousness use demagogy.”
(Seicaru, 1921, p. 11). Due to this reaspeicaru felt obliged to explain his decision of rimgnfor a
seat on the Chamber: “For a journalist — even thilean he has a slight esteem for the Parliamentary
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system — the tribune of the Chamber might servamsactive annex of the newspaper, a precious
addition, an extra constraint for those who bearrdsponsibility of governing. A minister does not
feel obliged to answer to a newspaper articletdan interpellation, yes.Seicaru, 1928, p. 1)

Pamfil Seicaru gave a special attention to the problemth@few territories both in his newspaper
and in the Parliament.

In the first issue ofCurentul the journalist published an editorial dkxrdealul Economic(the
Economic Ardealul) which lacked the support frora #dministration in Bucharest. One year later, in
his first discourse in the Chambé&egicaru mentioned the following situation: “Gentlamé do not
blame anybody, but | can say that the Romaniartigalliclass was not ready for the national unity.
(...) This was the source of this political regiosali which is actually the protest of the country
which demands a large, real and administrativerdealezation!” (Curentul 1929, p. 5)

Another sensitive issues highlighted $gicaru in the Chamber and within the editorial<Cafentul
was theagricultural debts “In 1931, the situation of (small, medium andgiy agriculturers’ situation
was dramatic: all of them were in debt. The systimmaximum prices applied to agricultural
products in contrast with the excessive protecsionof industry, the absence of credits for agricelt
pushed the agriculturers towards usury.

It was accepted a standard interest of 12% whitle#y, through different surpluses, reached a 16%.
Agriculture produces only 4-5%. Now we can underdtavhy the agriculturers did not succeed in
covering the interests, and the debts accumuladdtirned almost the whole country into a quasi-
property of banks. (...) Two years later, the sarberll party and national peasants’ party which had
fought against the project of conversion, labeltregs anarchic, considered themselves as thetorisia
of this idea. Since 1930, | have daily denouncesl dramatic situation of agriculturers within the
Curentul columns. As a deputy of the Chamber Commission,ak wne of the backers of the
conversion law project."Sgeicaru, 2002, pp. 128-129)

The journalist was a supporter of monarchy. In Nober 1925, in an article published @urentul
the journalist explained his position claiming theonarchy is the only form through which a nation
finds its own concentrated rhythm, the movemeng,liiis spiritual axis.” §eicaru, 1925, p. 1)
According to his own confessionSgicaru had Antoine de Rivarol as his raw model,ran€h
journalist who backed the French monarchy durimgRBvolutionary era.

In one of the portraits entitlesicrieri din exil (Writings from Exilethe founder oCurentulmentions:
“Reading, | cannot remember exactly which volum@fiPromenades littéraires if | am not wrong
the 2% volume — Remy de Gourmont introduced me to Rivesfadbm | have been grateful ever since.”
(Seicaru, 2002, p. 354) Pam§ikicaru was an adept of Charles Maurras’s politieds, which he had
discovered in 1915, when he was a student, whdding Enquéte sur la monarchi€or the French
poet, monarchy meaotder, calm and disciplingSeicaru, 1931, p. 218).

The relation between Pamfkicaru and the Royal House was a special one dthiageign of Carol

Il. The journalist enjoyed the king's appreciatiaas Liviu Rebreanu underlined in hjisurnal.
(Rebreanu, 1984, p. 14Qgicaru confesses that in 1933, engineer N. Malaga representative of
king Carol Il and the liberal I.G. Duca met at liém in Ciorogérla, in order to negotiate the
establishment of a new governmerfiei€aru, 2002, p. 271) According to some authSescaru
played an important part within the king’s compahlus, in the autumn of the year 1934, the director
of the newspapeCurentul king Carol I, Elena Lupescu, Ghifirescu had tried to command the
death of Corneliu Zelea Codreanu. (Heinen, 200840)
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Despite these fact§eicaru tries to withdraw from the king’s companyddfiena Lupescu seems to
have been the main reason. “The king’s concubiag’the journalist used to name her, had the ability
of controlling the king, thus becoming responsibfemany wrong political decisions taken by the
king. The director oCurentulends up hating Carol Il. Martha Bibescu mentiotied PamfilSeicaru
“wants a radical solution at all costs — to chasayathe dog [Carol II], the bitch [Elena Lupescupa
the dog [the Great Voievode Mihai]”. (apud Scu@004, p. 318) This hatred will last for many years,
the journalist explained his reasons in a lettelressed to Radu Valentin: “Cursed was th®f7June,

the day when there came back this man, who prepleedecline of the Country, and his son to finish
his father’'s work. Monarch was abolished on Aug@gt, 1944, through an act of capitulation with no
conditions.” Seicaru, 1992, p. 121)

At the end of the interwar period, Panffgicaru had no public position. Even so, the joushalayed

a significant role on the political stage. Afterr@all’s abdication, PamfilSeicaru became a close
friend of Marshal lon Antonescu. In July 1941, afeomania had joined the war and after the release
of Basarabia, at the Marshal's reque&ticaru made a long official tour with a propagatidis
purpose. He was received at Vichy by Marshal PettirMadrid by Franco (the king of Spain), at
Lisbon by Carmona (the president of Portugal) an@liveira Salazar (the real leader). This tour was
mentioned by Mircea Eliade in his memorie. (Eliatie97, p. 379)

This close relation betweejeicaru and Antonescu brought him the fame of ardkfieof antisemitic
policies promoted by the Government. In this resdeC. Butnaru made the following comment: “He
fully supported Marshal Antonescu’s policy agaitet Jews.” (Butnaru, 1993, p. 209)

According to theFinal Reportof the International Commission for the Study loé tHolocaust in
Romania, the journalist had supported, througtphidications, the Romanian politicians’ antisemitic
actions since 1938. The data made public by thisnsission show that Pamffleicaru was guilty of
supporting the government run by Octavian Goga, Wwiitiated normative acts with a powerful
antisemitic character, among which the law of ettizhip revision. (apud loanid, Frilirsg lonescu,
2005, p. 96)

Seicaru’s attitude was explained by N. Caradino, whentions in his memories thaUfiversul
DimineataandCurentul their economic, literary, political supplementgre large entrepriese which,
through their nature, had to follow the conditiomgposed by the regime.” (Caradino, 1992, p. 192)
On the other hand, General Gheorghe lon showsRhbatfil Seicaru promoted during the war “a
politics which supported the German line, but heeédn an indirect way, | might dare say, in a
camouflaged manner. His political attitude was ohsgly anticommunist, that is why especially
during the German-Romanian alliance, he promotpdoaGerman attitude, but he has never hidden
his inclination for the West.” (Gheorghe, 19969p)

Pamfil Seicaru continued to being interested in the palitinterests of the country even when he was
in exile. Around year 1948, Pamflkicaru joins the Association of Romanian Combatémtsch will
become the Association of the Former Romanian Ctambs) and makes efforts of organizing a team
of volunteers who might run a guerilla war on th@rnian territory. (Fruriz 2001, pp. 70-74)

Starting with 1953, through the magazlriberty and Justicessued in Spain, the journalist brought to
the Western political leaders’ attention the prablef the European regional federalization. He
proposed the organization of “The United StatethefCentral and Eastern Europe” or of “the United
States of Central Europe and Balkans”. This fedstabn was supposed to have the following result:
“The political evolutionmposes the creation of a federation of states.
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Thus one could imagine a federation including AastriCzechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania,
Yugoslavia, Bulgaria and Albania, eventually Greecel Turkey as well.” (apud Fruhzp. 148)
Seicaru’s belief was that Europe had to producecam@mic, political and administrative unification
in order not to be the victims of the errors coneditby the leaders of the global superpowers. In
order to be world-wide known, the journalist todle thecessary steps in organizing @engress of
the Nations Beyond the “Iron Curtinivhich was to be held in Madrid. In February 19%#, Spanish
Government approved the idea of this congress statbleshed that the big event should take place in
the autumn of the same year. At this congressetivare expected to participate delegations from
Albania, Austria, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Croat&erbia, Poland, Hungary, Germany, Finland,
Slovakia, The Baltic Country, Ukraine, Georgia, @hiKorea, etc. The congress papers, which were
supposed to take place under the presidency diitierican deputy, Michael Feighan, were no longer
held: “Since January 1955 we have no more newstahewcongress. If it had been held, we would
have found out, one way or another, from letterdrom what Seicaru wrote or published later.”
(Frunz, p. 152)

During the interwar periodyeicaru had the reputation of supporting “each gowemt which came to
run”. (Crainic, 1991, p. 235) The journalist coulot get rid of this fame even when being in exile.

was said to have been a collaborator of the Ceausegime and to have represented the interests of
the communists from Bucharest in the West. Povéinty,health problems, solitude, and the desire to
visit his country before his death were apparetmyelements which led to this situation.

In a study published in 2009, Sorin Gabriel tdrshows that Pamfi§eicaru was a collaborator of the
Secret Services, and his code name was “Vlad”. Bdggnning of the journalist's collaboration with
the Secret Services could be traced back to ye&s, & the author of the papgtublicaiile Curentul,
Carpgii si Stindardul in arhivele Secudifii (1975 — 1989)/ Publications Curentul, the Carpiains
and Stindardul in the archives of the Secret Ses/id975 — 198%nentioned, when he was released
by Nicolae Ceagescu through a secretly held decree.

At that time, the journalist was 72. Ignihighlights that the founder @urentul never assumed his
support of the Ceausescu regime openly: SBicaru preserved this relative freedom of thought
throughout his collaboration with the Secret SexsicThis makes us think who manipulated who.”
(lonita, 2009, nr. 14, p. 71) Due to this collaboratianseéems that, during August, 22-30, 1975,
Pamfil Seicaru made a visit in the Socialist Republic ofrfRmia. Seicaru’s purpose was that of
meeting Nicolae Ceaascu. As the latter was in Neptun at that times, théeting never took place.

The efforts made by the journalist on the politist@ge and in the journalistic domain as well were
appreciated by all those who knew him or read Hisles. Leontin Jean Constantinescu claimed that
Seicaru does not have “a political vision” (Constaescu, 1998, p. 29), and René Al. De Flers shows
that, in an interview published by Liviualéna in a volumeCartea neagé a ceagismului/ The Black
Book of the Ceausescu reginamfil Seicaru “has never had a clear political view'a(@hg, 2004,

p. 245), the reason being his lack of interestalitips.

Despite this kind of opinions, General Gheorghellelieved that Pamfeicaru “had, as every cynic
man, a remarkable political sense” (Gheorghe 18861 p. 99), and Mircea Calenco mentioned that
the opponents of the fearful journalist were guifya sin that could not be forgiven: they did not
acknowledge his merit of having transformed thesprimto a fearful institution — the fourth state
power. (Colgenco, 2002, p. XIII)
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