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Abstract. This purpose of this review is to recreate the affairs surrounding 
historical monuments during the 1970s in the Socialist Republic of Roma-
nia – SRR, as described in The Bulletin of Historical Monuments – BHM 
after its resumption over a 25-year hiatus. Nicolae Ceaușescu’s state lead-
ership begun in 1965, and an apparent independent and Western-oriented 
foreign policy was formed, meant to individualize the SRR from the Soviet 
Union and the Eastern Block. The BHM contains substantial internation-
al activity reports: brief news, reviews of foreign publications, notable 
international events organized by the SRR, interactions with UNESCO, 
activities of ICOMOS, other international conferences, professional visits 
of Romanian experts in Eastern countries and contributions by foreign 
researchers to the BHM. The most important category of articles refers 
to the consistent collaboration with the Center in Rome. The Center was 
formed during the late 1950s, as one of the most influential international 
collaborative networks, that eventually evolved into ICCROM. SRR was one 
of the pioneer countries involved in practical and scientific collaborations 
in the field, alongside with the Rome Center. On one hand the articles 
addressing international affairs reveal that the Romanian professionals 
were highly involved and connected with their western peers. On the other 
hand, the most significant international legal agreements established be-
tween 1947 and 1989 were accepted in Romania only following the collapse 
of the Totalitarian Regime in 1989. From the international activity and the 
advancement of the field during that period, it emerges that, indeed, the 
quality of the works and professionalism in the field of restoration reached 
a peak, followed by a sudden interruption.

The national activity in the field of historical monuments. The 
communist regime (1947-1989) came with severe censorship and chang-
es: the nationalization of real estate properties, the closure of the private 
economy and the subordination of architects to the state, that became the 
unique client as well. 
The Directorate of Historical Monuments – DHM was the main state 
body that managed the historical monuments activities for the state 
between 1952-1977 and continued and enhanced the restauration tradition 
established since the last quarter of the 19th century [1]. After the major 
earthquake that occurred on March 4, the DHM was silenced and reorgan-
ized. Two main directions of restoration coexisted, the conservative and 
innovative, of Italian inspiration. The two leading supporters of the two 
directions were architects Ș. Balș and Horia Teodoru. Both obtained state 
scholarships at The Romanian Academy in Rome, amongst many other [2] 
and were educated to base their interventions on substantial art history re-
search [3].  Many of the directors of DHM, were also highly trained as they 
were university professors: Duiliu Marcu, Richard Bordenache – became 

chief [4] around 1953, Grigore Ionescu and Curinschi-Vorona, deputy direc-
tor between 1963 and 1968, Bordenache from around 1970 and art historian 
Vasile Drăguț between 1971-1976. 
The authorities restarted the publication of The Bulletin of Historical Mon-
uments – BHM [5]  interrupted for 25-years [6], with a singular number in 
1958, of a dense political infusion. In the 1970s, the contents of the period-
ical publication reveal: historical researches and archeological findings and 
narratives of restorations works, the advancement of the fields of theory 
and practice (protection areas, rural heritage, displacement of monuments, 
micro-professional issues, innovations at a high-quality level) and the third 
category, drawn from the second but more extensive is the systematization 
of historic centers and areas and the fourth – the international activity. The 
main periodical publication renders the professional atmosphere in the 
1970s.
The Commission of Historical and Art Monuments – CHAM [7] within 
DHM had weekly meetings for discussing, adjusting and approving resto-
ration and intervention projects in the 1970s, showing similar preoccupa-
tions as the periodical publication: increasing interest in contemporary 
insertions into monastic assemblies and new construction in historic sites 
– schools, school groups, hotels, spas, car parks. In the secretariat of the 
commission, many significant restorations works and current repairs began 
to be approved without debates among the members of the commission. 
These changes reveal that great trust was placed in the specialists working 
in the DHM, and at the same time, the insertion projects were considered 
the most significant and in need of debates and adjustments. 
In the same time, Nicolae Ceauşescu [8] aimed for international recogni-
tion. He continued the previous foreign policy of enhancing relationships 
with the socialist states but in the same time he cultivated illusions of 
friendships with western states. Due to the cult of his personality, the 
humanities and especially historians developed protochronism, that em-
phasized the idea of strong state identity and hence individuality and state 
independence from Moscow, ideologies that were reflected in the field 
of historical monuments. The November 1971 Party Plenary [9] decided 
a greater state interest in particular historical monuments with strong 
national identity features like: the fortresses of the Orăștiei Mountains, 
Alba Iulia, Turda and medieval monuments – such as the monasteries from 
Bucovina. A period of national reorientation of party politics was starting. 
Ceaușescu began to use national history and tradition, and especially in 
the Thracian origin of national identity in both internal and external affairs 
[10]. Cultural heritage became a propaganda tool and gained substantial 
financing.  
International affairs. Prior the new edition of BHM – 1970, according 
to Curinschi’s publication, the main source of information, G. Ionescu and 
Curinschi were designated to participate at many international events [11] 
such as: The 2nd Congress of architects and technicians of monuments, 
Venice, 1964 where the international charter of conservation and restora-
tion was adopted, The constitutive Congress of ICOMOS, Warsow, 1965 
and other events after 1977. According to Curinschi, his book was praised at 
international level by Piero Gazzola - The first president of ICOMOS, coau-
thor of the text Charter from Venice, Ferdinando Rossi Engineer, director 
of Opificio delle Pietre Dure, Carlo Ceschi - Architect – important proffesor
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from the restoration courses in Rome and Vahtang Beridze Academician 
from the Art Academy in Tbilisi. The author seems to have had cordial 
relations at least with professors Roberto Pane and Gazzola, authors of the 
text Charter from Venice. Pane even agreed to participate in a conference 
held by Curinschi in Vicenza on the History of Romanian Architecture. 
Gazzola handed him letters of recommendation, addressed to some fa-
mous personalities in the field from Spain Greece that facilitated his study 
visits in these countries and <<in between the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans, 
The Baltic Sea and Sahara Desert>> [12].  
Another DHM representative that had good external connections was 
Vasile Drăguț, member on the Rome Center Board since 1960. One of 
the first countries that received technical missions from The Centre was 
SRR, amongst France, the German Democratic Republic and Poland [13]. 
Jokilehto mentioned that Drăguț had a similar approach with that of 
Gertrude Tripp - Restorer at Bundesdenkmalamt and Johannes Taubert, 
Vienna, Director of the restoration atelier of Munich in Bavaria, Bayerische 
Landesamt für Denkmalpflege. They all foresaw good scientific outcomes 
in international collaboration. Drăguț introduced his country to The Cen-
tre, and organized seminars with their assistance – “a very difficult task in 
Ceaușescu’s Romania” [14]. Jokilehto remembers [15] that Drăguț was “the 
only person who, during his long membership in the ICCROM Council, 
made questions in the field of humanities. All the others made administra-
tive questions”.  
The most consistent international activity was the collaboration between 
DHM and the Roma International Center for Studies in Conservation and 
Restorations of Cultural Goods. The external frescoes from the north and 
Moldavia monasteries were brought to the attention of The Rome Center 
in 1969 due to unicity, complexity and urgency in conservation and restora-
tion. The Center started to prepare a visit to SRR and requested informa-
tion about humidity, temperature, wind, microclimate for each monument, 
pigment and binder analysis, detailed info about any conservation works 
previously conducted from their Romanian peers. The delegates of The 
Rome Center who visited the North Moldavia Monasteries in October 1971 
were: Arch. prof. Raymond Lemaire (Belgium), Paul Phillipot (Italy) – art 
historian, arch. Paolo Mora (Italy) – mural paintings restorer, Gary Thomp-
son (Great Britain) – chemist and scientific consultant specialized in 
humidity and air pollution problems, an international and interdisciplinary 
team due to the unicity and complexity of the subject. The monasteries in 
Humor and Moldovița were chosen for interventions. The international 
endeavors had two goals, to find optimal solutions and to train new spe-
cialists. The coordinator of the restoration works was the painter Constan-
tin Blendea, who graduated fresco restoration in Italy in 1971, seconded by 
Nicolae Sava. Five students were delegated from the “Nicolae Grigorescu” 
Beaux-Arts Institute in Bucharest the class of monumental painting. And 
DHM delegated seven restorers, one chemist and one art historian – to 
assist the works. [16] Other professionals that participated were Emmerich 
Mahapp (Austria), team manager, Zbigniew Majcherowicz, restorer (Po-
land), Helmut Scholtz, restorer Fritz Buchenrieder, chief restorer (DRG).
Several publications followed in BHM by V. Drăguț [17], P. Philippot and P. 
Mora [18] and half of the 3rd number from 1973 of BHM was dedicated to 
the external fresco restoration works in the international campaign at 

monastery [19]. In 1975 The center offered numerous scholarships for the 
training of architects and painter restorers within DHM and also awarded a 
high qualification for the organization of the pilot site at Humor [20].
The other articles published in BHM in the 1970s about international 
relations contain: short news section, collaborations with Italians, The 
Centre in Rome – the most consistent category, ICOMOS affairs, UNESCO, 
activities in socialist countries, events organized in Romania and other.  
BHM in the 1970s often contained random, abbreviated articles that resem-
ble an incomplete puzzle of the international random occurrences present-
ed in condensed lines. The news-mosaic seems to be inspired by western 
and international periodical publications [21]. Important events were de-
scribed, such as: international gatherings, synthesis concerning innovative 
conservation methods on universal historical landmarks, climatic related 
degradations and protection, important archeological findings in remote 
countries on cultural landmarks, iconic publications, open air museums of 
rural heritage or the foundation of professional or educational institutions, 
restoration awards, news about tourism and historical monuments. The 
international section was an innovative trend from the traditional edition 
of BCHM [22]. Tereza Sinigalia was the first author who wrote a brief sec-
tion on foreign activity in 1970 [23] and two other authors continued the 
section Olga Mărculescu [24] and Nicolae Rădulescu [25]. In the beginning 
of the 1970s the section was solitary amongst national news, but was slowly 
being accompanied by large scale international relations articles. In time, 
the international sections became more and more consistent.
A few iconic publications were reviewed in BHM – Cypress Icons [26], 
Romanische Wandmalerei [27] and Architectural monuments in the Soviet 
Republic of Armenia [28], The International Repertoire of Medievalists 
[29] or the Albanian journal Monumentet Tirana [30]. Short articles from 
specialized foreign journals were reviewed: restorations in France [31] and 
the Research Laboratory of Historical Monuments at Champs Sur Marne, 
equipped up to date for the research of different artistic materials and 
techniques, similarities between English and Swiss architecture [32], the 
publication of a Romanian peer in an international periodical [33]. 
Significant international gatherings were held in RSR: The 9th International 
Congress of the Roman Frontier [34], Mamaia, 1972 with 160 delegates 
from 30 countries and The International Conference of the Committee 
EIRENE for classical studies in socialist countries formed in 1957, was or-
ganized twice in SRR [35] in Eforie, 1960 and in Cluj-Napoca, 1972. The last 
one was coordinated by academician C. Daicoviciu and the included lin-
guistics, literature, history, history of philosophy, science and religion, ar-
chaeology, medieval and the survival of antiquity even epigraphy sections. 
USA and western European countries - UK, Austria, Belgium, Switzerland, 
France, Greece, Italy, Poland, Federal Republic of Germany participated. 
Another proof of the strong international relations in the field of historical 
monuments during the 1970s is the National Colloquium organized by 
DHM and the national ICOMOS, Suceava, 1977. P. Philippot was one of the 
keynote speakers, amongst delegates from Italy, Belgium, France, Portugal, 
Yugoslavia, The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic [36]. 
Romania is a UNESCO member since 1956, hence concerning activities 
were published as well. The final report of the meeting of experts on the 
training of architects and technicians in the conservation of monuments 
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and historic centers – UNESCO, Pistoia, Italy, 1968 [37] and the Report 
on the 15th General Conference of the UNESCO, Paris, 1968 [38] were 
published in the BHM. The publication mentions a UNESCO Mission in 
Romania [39] in 1975, that promoted the good governance of the world 
on problems raised by the preservation, restoration and enhancement of 
cultural heritage. 
Some of the DHM were delegated for professional exchanges in foreign 
countries. V. Drăguț [40] wrote in 1971 the ongoing restoration works and 
archeological findings in Bulgaria. Adrian Corvătescu [41] visited The Polish 
People’s Republic and wrote about the powerful organization of the activity 
in the field of historical monuments. A documentary trip on rural heritage 
to the Polish Republic was organized with international participation [42] 
in 1972 in the framework of documentary exchanges between SRR and the 
Polish Republic [43].
Sometimes foreign researchers published in BHM: Vlasta Dvorakova 
(Czechoslovakia), Peter Fister (Yugoslavia), Walter Miler Arendt (Fed-
eral Republic of Germany) [44] Silvio Curto [45]. Even P. Gazzola [46], 
the president of the Scientific Council of the International Institute of 
Castles – signed an article about the 11th Scientific Meeting, 1971, and the 
representative of the SRR was professor G. Ionescu. 
Several international gatherings were presented in BHM. The European 
year of Architectural Heritage, Zurich, 1973 It was the preparatory confer-
ence for the launch of the celebratory year. 300 delegates from 27 countries 
of different specialties discussed the programming of the year under the 
theme A future for our past. The article does not mention a Romanian 
presence [47].  Later on, the annual session of scientific communications 
of DHM, 15-17 of May, 1975 under the auspices of the same theme A future 
for our past was described, without mentioning any international presence 
[48]. Other events were described in the BHM. The seminar on the integra-
tion of contemporary architecture near ancient buildings, Kazimierz Dolny, 
1974 was organized by the International Union of Architects in collabora-
tion with the ICOMOS, Europa Nostra and the Polish Society of Architects 
described without mentions regarding the participation of SRR delegates 
[49]. The international colloquium Safeguarding the historical cities of 
Bruges, 1975 was presented by a set of principles for the rehabilitation of 
the historical city without mentions about the SRR delegation [50]. The 
Conference organized by the local authorities in Prague, 1975 about the 
historical monuments and surrounding areas from the city was attended 
by the Romanians Cristian Moisescu (who rehabilitated the Voievodal 
Palace in Bucharest, the Gabroveni and Manuc Inns) and Marinel Daia, the 
deputy director of DHM and architect [51].
The International Council on Monuments and Sites – ICOMOS – was 
founded as a non-governmental organization in 1965, when a telegram sent 
to the Romanian delegation led by professor Curinschi, deputy director 
of the DHM forbade the engagement of SRR – considering the adherence 
<<an unwanted intrusion in the internal affairs>>, although no prohibition 
had been expressed prior leaving the country [52]. In a few years SRR be-
came a member of ICOMOS. At the General Assembly of ICOMOS held in 
Paris in November 1970, Romania’s adhesion was accepted, but there isn’t 
information about the national delegation. It has also been established that 
the Romanian DHM professionals will contribute to the scientific periodi-

cals Monumentum and Bulletin de l’ICOMOS and there were discussions 
about organizing international ICOMOS events in SRR [53]. Soon the 
SRR formed its national organization after the state reconsidered its prior 
decision following the international activity in Bucovina [54]. The national 
members of The National Committee of ICOMOS were appointed within 
DHM and other cultural significant institutions: Richard Bordenache 
president, Ș. Balş secretary, Constantin Bălan, members - Virgil Bilciurescu, 
V. Draguţ, Grigore Ionescu, Emil Lăzărescu [55]. National [56] or interna-
tional meetings with active delegates from SRR [57]were briefly presented 
in BHM. During The 4th General Assembly “The Small Town”, Rothenburg, 
Germany, May 1975 [58], Drăguț was elected as general rapporteur of the 
assembly and president of the Program and Budget Committee. 

European friendships. Our research reveals both a considerable pres-
ence of Romanian specialists in the international environment, certainly 
broader than emerges from this research, but also a rich involvement in the 
activities of the SRR of some prominent specialists from Italy, Luxembourg, 
Vienna, Italy, the UK and other. Added to these are the international posi-
tions held by Vasile Drăguț and the international respect for the Romanian 
specialists that emerges also from other described contexts, as well as the 
importance of Gazzola and Philppot’s personalities involved in the resto-
rations on the territory of the SRR. The international relations of the Ro-
manian specialists in the 1970s are remarkable, with all the constraints and 
restrictions imposed by the state regarding relations with Western Europe.
On one hand the information on international relations published in BHM 
is extensive, addresses both western and eastern subjects, on topics such 
as international meetings, rural heritage, tourism, education, restoration of 
historic centers and cities, translation, restoration, archaeological discover-
ies, innovative conservation projects, field organization in other countries 
and significant publications. On the other hand, BHM was asymmetrical 
in its coverage, omitted details about Romanian representatives at global 
gatherings and displayed selective amnesia toward most of the interna-
tional legal agreements launched between 1947-1989, that have not been 
adopted due to political restrictions. Most of them were signed, translated 
and published in the BHM only after the fall of the totalitarian regime, 
without any critical observations. For example, in 1972, Sinigalia wrote that 
CHAM discussed a list of historical monuments that bared universal value 
[59], formed on similar criteria to the present classification requirements 
of The UNESCO World Heritage List. The article does not mention The 
UNESCO World Heritage Convention launched on 16 November 1972, that 
was adopted in Romania only in 1990, after the fall of the Communist Re-
gime. Most of the national monuments displayed in Sinigalia’s article were 
enlisted in the World Heritage List gradually, only after 1993. The collabo-
rations and activities between the DHM and the Center in Rome and with 
the Italian peers were amongst the most significant. What was behind the 
connection? Could it have been that the Romanians integrated the Italian 
approach after the second World War and the numerous scholarships 
the Romanian had in Rome? Professional affinity? Latinity? The Romani-
an scholarships in Italy? Did the personalities of V. Drăguț, G. Ionescu, 
Curinschi or others count? Were there affinities between the famous art 
historians Drăguț and Philippot based on professional respect? Was it 
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Moldova de Centrul Internațional de Studii pentru Conservarea şi Restaurarea 
Bunurilor Culturale şi de Direcția Monumentelor Istorice din R. S. R., 17 iulie-13 
septembrie 1971” in BMI, 4/1971, p. 75; P. Mora, P. Philippot, “Problema tencuielilor în 
restaurarea monumentelor” in BMI, 4/1972, p. 66. 
19. V. Draguţ, ing . I. Istudor, I. Neagoe, N. Sava, D. Dumitrache, O. Boldura, C. Labin, 
J. Bartos, V. Grimalschi, ŞT. Grimalschi, M. Lăzărescu, AL. Efremov, “Şantierul pilot 
de restaurare - pictură - de la biserica fostei mănăstiri Humor”, campania 1972 in 
BMI, 3/1973, pp. 53-79.
20. V. Drăguț, “Adunarea generala a Centrului international de studii pentru con-
servarea şi restaurarea bunurilor culturale” in RMM-MIA, 1/1975, p. 93.
21. Les monuments historiques de la France, Gazette des Beaux-Arts, probably 
official letters from foreign heritage institutions and other publications received by 
post at DHM.
22. Ratoiu, Op. Cit., Passim.
23. T. Sinigalia, “Fişier” in BMI, 1/1970, p. 79. 
   T. Sinigalia, “Ştiri” in BMI, 2/1971, p. 79.  
24. O. Mărculescu, “Fişier “Informations UNESCO”, iulie, 1970” in BMI, 4/1970, p. 79. 
25. N. Rădulescu, “Meridiane” in RMM-MIA, 2/1976, p. 94, “Meridiane artistice” in 
RMM-MIA, 1/1977, p. 96, “Meridiane artistice” in RMM-MIA, 2/1977, p. 95. 
26. Paul D. Popescu, “Athanase Papageorgiou, Icoane din Cipru, Ed. Nagel, Geneve, 
Paris, Munich, 1969” in BMI, 2/1970, p. 74.
27. V. Drăguț, “Otto Demus, Max Hirmer, Romanische Wandmalerei, Hirmer Verlag, 
München, 1968” in BMI, 1/1972, p. 76.
28. T. Sinigalia, “S. Mnaţakanian şi N. Stepanian, “Architectural monuments in the 
Soviet Republic of Armenia”, Leningrad, Leningrad, Editura Aurora, 1971, 68 p. + 108 
il.” in BMI, 4/1973, p. 78. 
29. V. Drăguț, “Repertoriul internaţional al medieviştilor”, Poitiers,1971 in BMI, 2/1973, 
p. 78.
30. Maria Irina Cantacuzino, ““Monumentet”, Tirana, 1971” in BMI, 1/1973, p. 78.
31. I. Şerban, ““Les monuments historiques de la France” 1, 1973” in BMI, 2/1973, p. 79.
32. Radu Creţeanu, “Anul european al conservării” în Anglia (“The Architectural 
Review”, nr. 885/noiembrie 1970 şi 886/decembrie 1970) in BMI, 4/1971, p. 79. 
33. The author pointed out that <<there is nothing in England that can be com-
pared with the BHM in Bucharest>>.  Mihail Stephanescu, ““The archil frontierelor 
romane” in BMI 4/1972, p. 76.
34. Valentina Buşilă, “Cel de-al IX-lea Congres Internaţional al frontierelor romane” 
in BMI 4/1972, p. 76.
35. Alexandra Ștefan, “A XII-a Conferinţă internaţională a Comitetului “ EIRENE”” in 
BMI, 2/1973, p. 77.
36. T. Sinigalia, “Colocviul „Conservarea și restaurarea picturilor murale”, Suceava, 
2-7 Iulie 1977” in RMM-MIA, 2/1977, p. 96.   
37. “Raportul final al reuniunii experţilor privind formarea arhitecţilor şi tehnicienilor 
în domeniul conservării monumentelor şi centrelor istorice (UNESCO). Pistoia 
Italia) 9-14 septembrie 1968” in BMI, 2/1970, pp. 75-79.
38. Recomandări ale UNESCO privind păstrarea bunurilor culturale puse în pericol 
prin lucrările publice sau particulare in BMI, 3/1970, pp. 76-78. 
39. The UNESCO delegates were Prof. Guglielmo de Angelis d’Ossat, arch. Ernest 
Martin, Norman Brommelle. T. Sinigalia, “Misiune UNESCO în România” in RMM-
MIA, 2/1975, p. 93.
40. V. Drăguț, “Note de drum în Bulgaria” in BMI, 1/1972, p. 77.
41. He wrote about the diversity of monuments and restoration methods and efforts 
to restore cultural heritage. There were approximately 35,000 national monuments 
and the National Service for Restoration had 400 diverse specialists and approxi-
mately 3,500 skilled workers, constituted in 15 branches or services located through-
out the country.  Adrian Corvătescu, “Activitatea de restaurare a monumentelor 
istorice din R. P. Polonă” in BMI, 1/1973, pp. 75-77.
42. Yugoslavia, Bulgarian Republic, USSR, Czechoslovak Republic, The German 
Democratic Republic and the SRR

Drăguț and his diplomatic skills? Was it a good professional training in-
herited through the traditional apprenticeship system of several Romanian 
generations? Was it Ceaușescu’s ambition to present a high scientific level 
as an external image of SRR? Was it the substantial financing? Was it the 
thorough research and scientific approach on the Romanian side?  
The entire activity of DHM presented in BHM demonstrates that the 
national professionals were aware of the natural international progression, 
were in synchronicity with the west and demonstrated a remarkable scien-
tific alignment and recognition, in contrast to the state’s official passivity 
concerning international legal agreements. The Romanian professionals 
aligned their knowledge with the theoretical and practical developments in 
restoration at international level. The works undertaken during the 1960s 
and 1970s were held in high regard by international groups and continue to 
reverberate in the professional Western society.

References.
1. Aurelian Trișcu, ”100 de ani de la înființarea Comisiunii Monumentelor Istorice” în 
RMI, 2/1992, pp. 3-4.
2. C. Nicolescu, “Conservarea monumentelor istorice in trecut” in BMI, 1/1970, p. 40.  
3. Ș. Balș 1928 - 1929 had a scholarship at The Romanian Academy in Rome. V. Drăguț, 
“Profil: Ș. Balș” in RMM-MIA, 2/1977, p. 89. 
4. Gheorghe Curinschi-Vorona, Arhitectură, urbanism, restaurare, Editura Tehnică, 
București, 1996, p. 6. Other publications by the same author – Centrele Istorice ale 
orașelor: protejare și restaurare: valorificare urbanistică a monumentelor de arhi-
tectură: sistematizare și reconstrucție, Editura Tehnica, București, 1967, Restaurarea 
monumentelor istorice, Editura Tehnica, București, 1968.
5. Buletinul Monumentelor Istorice/ Revista Muzeelor și Monumentelor - Monu-
mente Istorice și de Artă BMI and RMM-MIA (Bulletin of the Historical Monuments 
– BHM/ Magazine of Museums and Monuments - Historical and Artistic Monuments 
MMMH-AM). 
6. The Bulletin of the Commission for Historical Monuments – BCHM – 1908-1945, 
Buletinul Comisiunii Monumentelor Istorice – BCMI, București, 1908 – 1945. 
7. The National Heritage Institute Archive.
8. President of the Council of State as of 1967 and president of the Socialist Republic 
of Romania – SRR as of 1974.
9. “Conştiinţa noastră profesională, o conştiinţă politică” in BMI, 1/1972, pp. 3-4.
10. Dennis Deletant, Keith Hitchins, Mihai Bărbulescu, Pompiliu Teodor, Șerban 
Papacostea, Istoria României, București, Corint, 2014
11. The second cycle of studies on urban renovation of the Economic Commission 
for Europe of the United Nations, Budapest, 1970, The XIII International Congress of 
History Moscow, 1971, Meeting of the Permanent Committee of Historic Urban Sites 
of the International Federation for Housing, Urban Planning and Spatial Planning 
(FIHUAT), Labeck, 1973 as it was revealed after the fall of the communist regime 
Ghe Curinschi-Vorona, Op. Cit., p. 7.
12. Ghe. Curinschi-Vorona, Op. cit, p. 6.
13. Jukka Jokilehto, ICCROM and the Conservation of Cultural Heritage. A history of 
the Organization’s first 50 years, 1959-2009 (Rome, ICCROM, 2011), p. 61. 
14. Jukka Jokilehto, Op. cit., p. 61. 
15. J. Jokilehto, Op. Cit., p. 41. 
16. T. Sinigalia, “Picturile exterioare de la monumentele din nordul Moldovei în atenţia 
specialiştilor UNESCO” in BMI, 1/1971, pp. 77-78. 
17. V. Drăguţ, “Prima perioadă din activitatea restauratorilor UNESCO în ţara noastră 
s-a încheiat”, BMI, 4/1971, p. 74; V. Draguţ, “Cea de a VII-a adunare generală a Centrului 
Internaţional de Studii pentru Conservarea şi Restaurarea Bunurilor Culturale” in BMI, 
2/1973, p. 78.
18. P. Philippot şi P. Mora, “Raport asupra activității şantierului pilot organizat în



300 - INNOVATION WITHIN HERITAGE

43. Ioana Cristache Panait, “Unele probleme privind arhitectura populară de lemn din 
Polonia” in BMI, 4/1973, pp. 75-77. 
44. Vlasta Dvorakova, “La legende’ de Saint Ladislas decouverte dans l’eglise de Velka 
Lomnica” in BMI, 4/1972, pp. 25-42.
Peter Fister, “Taberele” ţărăneşti antiotomane din Slovenia; probleme comune cu 
bisericile fortificate transilvănene in BMI, 4/1972, pp. 67-71, 
Walter Mlier Arendt, “Mozaicul lui Dionyssos de pe partea sudică a domului din 
Koln” in BMI, 4/1972, pp. 72-74.
45. Silvio Curto, “Un templu rupestru din Nubia în Muzeul egiptean din Torino” in 
BMI, 1/1972, pp. 70-73.
46. P. Gazzola, “A XI-a reuniune științifică a Institutului Internațional al castelelor” in 
BMI, 1/1972, p. 73.
47. V. Draguț, “Conferinta de la Zurich pentru “Anul european al patrimoniului arhi-
tectural”” in BMI, p. 73.
48. T. Sinigalia, “Un viitor pentru trecutul nostru” in RMM-MIA, 1/1975, pp. 93-94.
49. “Seminar pe tema integrării arhitecturii contemporane în vechile ansambluri, 16- 
19 oct. 1974, Kazimierz Dolny” in RMM-MIA, 1/1975, p .92.  
50. “Colocviul internaţional “Salvgardarea oraşelor istorice” - Bruges, 12- 15 mai 1975” 
in RMM-MIA, 1/1975, p. 92. 
51. Arh. Cr. Moisescu şi arh. Marinel Daia. ““Monumentele isrorice şi mediul încon-
jurător al orașului Praga”, Praga, oct. 1975” in RMM-MIA, 2/1975, p. 92.
52. Ghe. Curinschi, Op. cit., p. 7.
53. T. Sinigalia, “Fişier” in BMI, 1/1970, p. 79. 
T. Sinigalia, Ședința trimestrială a comitetului national român ICOMOS” in BMI, 
2/1971, p. 74.  
54. O. Mărculescu, “Şedinţa de constituire a Comitetului Naţional ICOMOS” in BMI, 
3/1970, pp. 75-76.
55. Olga Mărculescu, “Dispoziţia de constituire a Comitetului Naţional ICOMOS” in 
BMI, 3/1970, p. 75.
56. T. Sinigalia, Ședința trimestrială a comitetului national român ICOMOS” in BMI, 
2/1971, p. 74.
57. E. Greceanu, “Simpozion ICOMOS cu tema: “Integrarea arhitecturii contempo-
rane în ansamblurile istorice” ” in BMI, 4/1972,  p. 75. 
V. Antonescu, Gh. Dinuţă, “Simpozionul internațional ICOMOS “Protecția arhitec-
turii populare” – Cehoslovacia” in BMI, 4/1972, pp. 77-78.  
V. Drăguţ, “Colocviu ICOMOS, Salonic, octombrie, 1973” in BMI, 4/1973 p. 74.   
Georgeta Stoica, “Colocviul Internaţional ICOMOS “L’architecture vernaculaire et 
son adaptations aux besoins de la vie moderne”, Plovdiv, 24 sept.-2 oct. 1975” in 
RMM-MIA, 2/1975,  pp. 91-92.
58. V. Drăguț, “Cea de-a IV-a adunare generala a ICOMOS: Rothenburg o. d. Tauber, 
mai 1975” in RMM-MIA, 1/1975, p. 93.
59. T. Sinigalia, “Din activitatea Comisiei Monumentelor Istorice și de Artă” in BMI, 
4/1972, pp. 77-78.



INNOVATION WITHIN HERITAGE - 301


