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Preparation meeting 
On September 25th we have organised a preparation meeting for all the participants. On the one hand 
this meeting was meant to get to know the participants and exchange practical information concerning 
the study trip. On the other hand this meeting was meant as an introduction to Romania. For this 
occasion there were to speakers invited to learn us more about Romania.  
 
The first speaker was Coen Stork, former ambassador in Romania. He told 
us about his time in Romania, which was before and after the Revolution in 
1989. It was a very interesting lecture and he told us a lot about his 
experiences in Romania, mainly Bucharest, before and after the revolution.  
 
The second speaker was Olaf Tempelman, correspondent for the Volkskrant 
in Romania and writer of the novel “Roemeense lente” (Romanian spring). He 
read a chapter of  this novel to the audience and after that he answered 
questions from the audience.  
 
The participants received an excursion reader and the book of Olaf Tempelman to prepare themselves 
for the study trip.  

October 18 th : the first day, arrival and lecture 
The first day of our study trip started with the flight to Romania. When we arrived at Otepani airport in 
Bucharest we were picked up by Claudiu form CT&Tours, the organisation that has organised transport 
and excursions for us in Romania. The touring car brought us to the hotel and that trip was our first 
meeting with buzzing Bucharest.  The distance from the airport to the hotel was approximately 16 km, 
but it took us almost two hours to get there… The traffic is really awfully crowded in Bucharest. 
After we had checked in at the hotel we had dinner and a lecture at the hotel.  
The participants Gré de Boer and Barbera Jansen have written a report on this event: 
 
Welcome dinner and lecture:  'The relation between the EU and Romania'  
 
By Prof. Adrian Pop , National School of Political Studies and 
Public Administration. 
Who was attended with Alina Mihai . She is the assistant to the 
Executive President of the Eurisc Foundation, the associated 
organisation of the Atlantic  Organisation. She assisted us 
several times during our stay in Romania. 
 
After having arrived at Boekarest and having unpacked our 
belongings, we were invited to have our first Romanian dinner 
which was very tastefully.  
So we were in a good mood when our first lecture of this journey 
started. It was an interesting lecture because we were given a 
brief overview of the temporary Romanian political and economic 
situation. This lecture was given by prof. Adrian Pop and this was 
what his lecture was about: 
 
Romania is a country with a central place in Europe. During its past Romania was influenced by several powers in 
South-East Europe and the Black Sea area. But at the end of the twentieth century Romania was looking with one 
eye to Western Europe. In 1980 (when Romania was a semi independent country in Eastern Europe) Romania and 
the EU signed an economic treaty. 
After the fall of the communist party and its leader Ceausescu in 1989 Romania seriously looked at the EU and 
NATO. 85% Of the population is in favour of becoming a member of the EU and also of the NATO. In 1995 there 
was a consensus of all political parties to become member of the EU. As we know this happened on January 1st 
2007 although there are still some issues which need to be solved, e.g. the corruption on all administrative levels 
and the situation of the orphans. 
 



Romania as a EU member. 
 
Prof. Adrian Pop pointed out 6 issues Romania is dealing with due to this membership. 
 
1. The situation on the borders of Romania. In fact, Romania forms (together with Bulgaria) a border of the EU on 
the Black Sea. Other border are the borders with the Ukraine and Moldavia. On these borders Romania is 
confronted with severe organized crimes like weapon smuggling and human trafficking. Large parts of these 
borders are not guarded. Europe expects Romania to deal with this. Therefore they made some appointments in 
the Black Sea Covenant (April 2007). 
 
2. Migration: Since Romania is the most eastern European border on the Black Sea immigrants for the EU can be 
stopped at the Romanian borders. The EU supports Romania to stay in control of the borders and the immigration. 
There are combined patrols with Bulgaria on the Black Sea.  
 
3a. Pollution of the Black Sea. The Black Sea is one of the most polluted seas of the world. There is a treaty with 6 
countries who have their borders on the Black Sea to stop this pollution. 
3b. Pollution of the Danube Delta. 
Ukraine is destroying the flora and fauna on the Danube Delta, some rare species are already eliminated. At this 
moment Romania is involved in a juridical process at the International Peace Tribunal in The Hague. 
 
4. Energy. 
Romania is an energy transit country. Gas from Russia is routed through Romania. Because the EU doesn't want 
to be independent of Russian gas, it is developing a new pipeline through Romania (the Nabucco project). 
 
5. Culture 
The EU is supporting South East Europe with TV programs and exchange of TV programs. 
 
6. NATO 
Romania is contributing material and manpower in Iraq, Afghanistan and on the Balkan. 
 
European Union concerns. 
 
The EU is monitoring Romania on three programs; 
Juridical processes, agriculture and corruption. If Romania isn't able to get these issues under control, there will be 
European measures. 
 
Romania and her minorities 
At this moment there are no ethnic problems with the Hungarian minority according to Prof. Adrian Pop. They are 
even member of the government. By the way, every minority in Romania has a seat in the parliament. When we 
came to talk about the Roma population the professor was quite clear about this, the Roma are a problem in spite 
of all kinds of special projects, so it must be the Roma who don't want to integrate. 
 
Technology and society. 
At this moment Romania doesn't have the means to meet the high aims of the European (western) society, 
although the last government tried to place computers on every school. 
 
EVALUATION 
Thanks to Prof. Adrian Pop we got a broad view on the Romanian society nowadays and especially on the 
connection Romania and Europe. Although we were sitting with our bellies stuffed with food there were several 
questions and the evening ended with a nice conversation with the professor. It was a good start of our Romanian 
trip. 
 

 



October 19 th: Bucharest 
This day was a very busy day. We started with a visit to the Eurisc Foundation and Casa Nato, where we 
had a lecture. After that we sprinted to the seconday school Mihai Viteazul where we had a meeting with 
teachers and where guided trough the school by students. After this we had a sightseeing tour and 
socio-geographic walking tour in some interesting neighbourhoods of Bucharest.  
 
Frans Engels wrote a report of the visit to the EURISC Foundation.  
 
Eurisc Foundation  
 
Mister Nicolae Spiroiu, Gen. (r) , the executive director of EURISC was our host. He 
kindly explained to us the purposes of this non governmental organization. 
 
“Eurisc” means: European Institute for Risk, Security and Communication  management. 
This organization is an independent think tank, a platform, a synergy of intellectual power 
and precious experiences in different fields of  our dynamic European society, in order to 
study, to enlighten , to analyse issues related to risk, security and communication. It was 
founded in Bucharest in 1995, also about 6 years after the defeat of the communist 
regime. Before 1989 mister Spiroiu was a general in the Rumanian army, but as he 
assured us, he (also) was just formal a communist, but not in his mind. 
 
Romania is now politically, economically and militarily (NATO) firmly attached to the free 
western family of countries like the USA and The Netherlands. Eurisc  takes his task to improve this completely 
new relationships, not just on European scale, but also on transatlantic and even global scale! Therefore mister N. 
Spiroiu often visited officials in Washington DC, New York (here he worked a long period)  and in The Netherlands. 
He is a friend of the late minister Relus Ter Beek. Circumstantially he told us about all his friends abroad. So,  he  
was not unfamiliar with a certain degree of self estimation, and that is an understatement. 
 
In order to fulfil  the targets mentioned, Eurisc seeks to promote the dialogue, education, training and research on 

major issues of national and international security, focusing on non-military risks, 
primarily natural hazards (as flooding, earthquakes) technological and emerging 
systemic risks, organized crime, corruption, terrorism, illegal migration and traffic, as 
well as on the security culture in relation Romania’s European and transatlantic 
integration processes and the civil-military relations; which is very ambitious, that’s 
for sure! So we were very impressed by this new wave of enthusiasm in Romania 
after the dark period of the communist regime.  
 
Eurisc is also involved within the stability and co-operation in South-Eastern Europe 
and Moldavia; within the formation, the birth of a new geopolitical axis: Caspian Sea 
– Black Sea – Mediterranean  Sea. In this new, post “iron curtain axis” Rumania has 
a pivot function. 
 
Eurisc is also involved with China (we saw a present of a Chinese delegation in the 
office), Russia, Germany, Moldavia (ethnically very close to Romania), Ukraine, 

Caucasus and Central Asia. Eurisc also edits the Romanian Journal for International and Regional Studies (“further 
readings”). 
 
As a former general Mister Spiriou could tell us a lot about the reconstruction of the former, very conservative 
Romanian army to a democratically organized institution. But, the Romanian army was not in Prague in 1968! It 
was very difficult to separate military and political power in the new post communist period. Nowadays in Romania 
the army is subordinated to the public administration, as in Western European nations.  
And the army is now an organization of just professionals, so, no general subscription any more. 
October 25 is the national army day. Romania had during the communist period nevertheless an own political 
course, deviating from the general communist dogmas. So Romania recognized the state of Israel and had 
diplomat relations with the Federal Republic of Germany (FRG). Since 1962 Romanian army officers were no 
longer trained in the USSR. 
 
So we learned a lot about Eurisc and the (national and international ) reconstruction of Romanian society during 
this visit, specially about the Romanian army. We thank Eurisc being so kind to invite us, specially Gen. (r) N. 
Spiroiu.  The given information will be useful for our lessons on geopolitical subjects, that’s for sure. 
 



Fred Oosterbeek wrote a report of the visit to the secondary school 
 
The Mihai Viteazul Secundary School.  
 
A school with a name, but also a school, like in most other (former) East 
European Countries, with a number. 
The name however, refers to the founder (Michael the Brave) of Romania as a 
unitary state. 
The school is a kind of high school with pupils aged between 14/15 till 18/19. 
During the plenary meeting we were informed about projects,activities, the say 
in the matter of pupils and minorities (there were hardly any). 
If we take a look at the so called plan-cadru, much seems to be conformable to 
our so called profielen. So we have the following spezializareas: filologie, � tiin�e sociale, matematic� -informatic�  
and � tiin�e ale naturii.  
 
After that I was so happy to be accompanied by Andra Constantinescu. Andra would pass her examination this 
year and then start to study medecine. She guided me through the old but nevertheless attractive building (with 
exception of the ruthless sounds of the Mihai Broadcasting Corporation during the breaks) and told me a lot. Her 
English was very well. 
She did not live in the neighbourhood of the school, but in an apartment in one of the outskirts of Bucharest. She 
belonged to those happy few, who could attend a school like this thanks to her good marks on the former school. 
She told me that was the only way of selection; later on I heard that having rich parents would also be an important 
possibility to get access. 
However it may be, the mere fact of just attending this school,made them belong to a priviliged group of pupils with 
a guaranteed access to a university. As the pupils were selected, so were the teachers. It was an honour to be 
allowed to teach there, so they told me. 
All pupils seemed to work very hard within a sphere of competition. The matematica/naturii profils were most 
choosen. In spite of all this I had to think about Olaf Tempelman’s remarks on the level of education of Romanian 
engineers. 
A school is a school, is a ….. 
There was  a lack of room for the children in their spare time. There was a small smokers room for teachers. 
Computers were widespread. But on the other hand I saw old furniture, a lack of maps (and Atlasses) and 
chemicals and so on. 
So the best school of Bucharest would probably cause a storm of indignation when situated in the Netherlands. 
 
 
Rudi Knoef and Joep Meijsing wrote a report about the socio-geographic walking tour and the 
sightseeing tour: 
 
Bucharest  
 
We would have been ill advised had we believed it possible to discover Bucharest on a Friday afternoon. 
First: the existence of the Romanian capital has been known to lots of people for a long period of time.  
And second: even beginning to know or understand Bucharest in such a short time  - be it by Citytourbus and  
escorted as well as supported by our capable though very understating guide Alex - would have been illusory. 
The city is simply far too big, too varied and too complex. 
 
And yet, on the other hand, we have been there maybe long enough to let Bucharest baffle us as well as charm us. 
If possible: let us fall in love with her. 
 
But even while the city was trying to enchant and to bedazzle us, she was at the same time not able to hide her 
more ugly sides. Too manifest were the marks her history left behind. A history which brought her wealth and 
prosperity and even beauty, as usual for the few, as well as unmistakable traces of much and deep suffering by 
great numbers of her inhabitants. Also as usual.  
For them who kept their eyes open and knew to listen between the benevolent lines from our guide Alex, it wasn’t 
possible to overlook the manifest and overwhelming discrepancies. In architecture and housing, in means of 
transport and in the difference between supermarkets like Carrefour and the poorly stocked alimentarii in the less 
fashionable quarters. 
Even the faces of the passers-by and their outfits showed the unequal opportunities the Romanian capital offered 
her inhabitants. 
 
Bucharest is not a very old town. For a long period of time it was just no more than an inconsistent successful 
marketplace on the banks of a minor tributary of the river Danube. More a cluster of villages growing together, 
whose patterns are still traceable in the location of churches and monasteries. 



As late as second half of the 19e century it started up to become a metropolis, and although Boekarest is build on 
seven hills, like her far ancestor Rome, it took its example from Paris. The Romanian people, that is to say its elite, 
wanted to belong to Western Europe and therefore it had to look like it. So far: l’histoire se repète. 
This period of flourishing conditions lasted during the first half of the 20th century and shows off in much of the 
remaining architecture and the outlay of the city with its broad boulevards, its squares and many parks. 
We could enjoy the many impressing buildings, royal as well as bourgeois in a gaudy variety of styles: baroque and 
classicism and the typical Romanian, so called “ecleptic”style. I.e. all kinds of architectural styles confectioned to a 
kind of bridal cake. 
We remember the Royal Palace, now National Arts Museum, the Romanian National Bank, the Athenaeum, the 
Military Club, and the Faculty of Medical Science. 
From later date buildings as the Museum for the Romanian Tiller of the Soil, the National Museum of Geology and 
the many urban villas to be seen in the side streets of the great boulevards. Dating from the end of that period of 
prosperity even a real sovjet-skyscraper: the Press House. 
 
All this, as said before, along broad boulevards and even broader squares, one with an obliging Arc de Triomphe, 
some with statues blown to greatness, and specked with many green parks. 
 
All this being also spacious enough for the many, many cars – Bentley’s and monstrous SUV’s accompanied by old 
and new Dacia’s – which are continuously, day and night, en route. More correct: not en route, for the Romanians 
are sporting a completely monomaniac way of driving. This: I – want – to – pass -- and – I – want – to – park – 
there behaviour puts the traffic effectively to a halt. Woe betides him or her who has to go to the hospital quick. 
 
We also were shown the architectural heritage of the communist period: The National Theatre, the replica of 
Stalin’s own Russian University en the never completed monster project, meant to house the Romanian 
Communist Party. And then, of course, the concrete ring of apartment buildings clamped around the older city. 
Housings for the mass of labour, robbed from the countryside, mainly by Ceausescu, to feed the ineffective 
industries of communist times. 
Under guidance of our capable Alex we took a stroll around a block of apartment buildings that was nicely situated 
along a freshly gardened park and very well maintained by most of its inhabitants. But because we, on our way to 
this highlight by touringcar, had seen from our coachwindows much more and worse of this concrete, it was not 
difficult to realise how a great many of Bucharest’s 2 million inhabitants still are housed. 
 
Still, it could be even worse. We had to press our guide, but we were given the change to walk around in a real 
shantytown – we couldn’t think of another word – which we had passed by, by accident it looked, in our coach at 
considerable speed. To poor probably. 
 
Also too real. Greater discrepancy with the old and new 20th century buildings earlier shown and the unbridled 
consumentism downtown is hardly imaginable. Decrepit housings under rusting corrugated iron roofs in littered 
premises along dirt tracks, rusting Dacia’s, three legged dogs and the inevitable old ladies. Although there, in the 
midst of these favelas, also the signs of the times.  
The atmosphere of the Wild West. In between the corrugated iron dwellings and the untidy yards raised new 
buildings in the style so typical of people who earned their money quickly. 
 
The intended highlight of our city trip was of course Ceausescu’s megalomaniac edifice, cynical baptised by him as 
The People’s Palace. Now the structure houses the parliament and is more than 20 years after its initial eruption 
still under construction. It sits there on its bare hill and overlooks the matching boulevard Unirii and the vast square 
of the same name with its extensive waterworks. 
The whole project had a great and devastating impact on the Romanians, especially on the people who inhabited 
the area who had to see their housing demolished without warning and had to pick up their lives again with actually 
nothing left.  
What is to be seen today – and we saw that afternoon just the outside - is indeed overwhelmingly huge but 
although we expected to detest it all, we rather liked it. It is bizarre, but, again, it is able not only to baffle the 
onlooker but also to enchant him(/her). 
Probably, with the passing of time, it will be applauded as the works of Haussmann in the Paris of today. 
 
That night, having dined in a restaurant that had the interior of a woodcarver cathedral, full of young people dining 
as well as even younger people waiting on the diners, we walked back to the hotel. We then discovered yet another 
aspect of Bucharest. 
Twenty years after the Revolution we saw glue sniffing children skittish in dark shadows. Old ladies – even at that 
time of night – selling some cooked maize or a self knitted pullover. 
But to whom? 
The people who are driving in their Bentley’s and SUV’s do their shopping elsewhere. 
 
Later, wiser but also sadder, we didn’t know for sure whether we should love Bucharest or hate it. 
Probably both. 



 

October 20 th : into Romania, Transylvania 
This day we left Bucharest for a 2-day trip into Romania, mainly Walachia and Transylvania. It was a 
long day, mainly because we had a very long journey to make with many stops along the way to visit 
interesting places of Romanian Culture.  
 
The first report is written by Stan Wempe and Dorien Keus and is about the Sinaia Monastery.  
 
Sinaia  
 
Castelul Pele�  
After several visits to the St. Nicholas Monastery in Sinaia, Prince Carol decided in 1866 to build a summer 
residence near Sinaia. In 1873 the preparation of the building ground was started and in 1875 the foundation stone 
was set. During the war between Russia and Turkey (the War of Independence 1877-1878) work on the Monastery 
was suspended. The war ended with the Peace Conference in Berlin, where the 
Independence of Rumania was declared.  
 
A year onwards the construction of the castle was resumed. In 1861 the Coronation 
of Carol I as the King of Rumania took place and two years later the castle was 
officially put into use. Under the direction of the architect Karel Limani the castle 
underwent a series of enlargements and adaptations between 1896 and 1914. 
Thereby the German neo-renaissance style was maintained. 
 
The summertime presence of the Royal Familiy attracted the happy few. The nobility, 
politicians and rich merchants built splendid villas in the area of Sinaia. Craftsmen 
and artists found an engagement there. The railway Ploie� ti – Predeal (finished in 
1879) made the journey between Bukarest and Sinaia a lot more convenient. Ever 
greater numbers of travellers visited Sinaia, which called for more facilities. This 
generated the construction of hotels, the Water Therapy Baths, the Music Pavillion, 
Casino and other places of leisure. But Sinaia was also given an economic boost 
through the settlement of industrial companies. At last this resulted in a more systematic approach: parks were laid-
out, more hotels were built and Sinaia became the second city of Rumania that could benefit from the powers of 
electricity (1901). 
 
The castle bears the atmosphere of the nobility that wants to show off as citizens of the world, on the same level as 
the intellectuals. The collection of scientific instruments, medical attributes, weapons and utensils from many 
countries, the library and the imitation of an Oriental atmosphere in some rooms give evidence of these wishes.  
There was also the desire to show knowledge of various trends in art like the baroque, the rococo style and the 
Jugendstil. Some rooms for everyday use are somewhat more cosy, less exuberant. Unfortunately, the matrimonial 
bedroom is not open to the public, which of course raises questions. 
 
Since the days of communism the castle has been in use as a museum. Nowadays, on holidays, the castle is 
visited by a great number of Rumanians, i.e. by those who can afford it. Loads of visitors on slippers are being 
steered from hall to hall by their guides. In the beginning of 1997 the government handed over the castle to the 
Royal Family. Apparently the public authorities have lost their interest in the property: in the meantime it has been 
in the market for about 22 million euros.  
 
The Sinaia Monastery 
The differences between the Peles Palace and the Sinaia Monastery are astonishing. Where the palace is full of 
decoration and externalities, the atmosphere in the monastery is quiet and peaceful. In Sinaia the worldly and the 
sacred meet. 
The monastery has two sections: the original area (built 1690 -1695) and the newer one (1842 - 1846). Both 
sections consist of a courtyard surrounded by low buildings. There’s a church on every courtyard. Unfortunately, 
the oldest church was closed for the public. Every protestant or catholic has to adjust to an orthodox church. 
Characteristic for orthodox churches is that there are no benches nor chairs, just open space. The same goes for 
the newest church of Sinaia Monastery. Walls are covered with religious paintings and pictures of historic rulers. An 
icon in front of the church pulls the attention.  Normally the persons depicted on icons appear impersonal. This icon 
was different, though Saint Sergei and Saint Nicolas, the men portrayed look lively, ordinary people; they seem to 
have real character.  
 
For our professions, the visit to the monastery had no direct importance. However, it helped to understand life and 
culture in Romania. The schoolgirls buying candles at the small shop, the elderly man selling flowers to sacrifice, 
the bus full of Romanian tourists visiting the monastery shortly; they all represent pieces of the colourful puzzle that 



Romania is. 
 
Next stop on our trip was Brasov, where we also visited the Castle where Dracula spent one or two 
nights. The report is written by Jessica Zwijssen and Angela Smit. 
 
 
Brasov, a municipality full of history 

 
Brasov is one of the municipalities of Romania. It is situated in the central part of 
Romania, which is called the Transylvanian region, around 166 km from Bucharest, 
Romania’s main city. The name Brasov has several translations. One is from the 
Hungarian word, Barasu, meaning fortress. The German named the city around 1250 
Kronstadt, meaning Crown city. In both languages, Romanian and Hungarian, Brasov 
is linked to the citadel of Brassovia. In the communist period, Ceausescu renamed 
Brasov and called it Orasul Stalin, to honour Joseph Stalin. This only worked for ten 
years, from 1950 to 1960, thereafter it got back the Romanian name, Brasov. 

 
Like the rest of Romania you can find a lot of remains of their torrential past. Influenced by their great neighbors 
and their Reich’s, such as the Habsburger as the Ottoman. It makes Brasov an interesting region, with a special 
history and a impressive nature. The mountains surrounding the Medieval city gives the visitor the feeling he came 
to a preserved piece of the world, where time seemed to have passed slower then in the rest of Europe. Historically 
speaking there are certain highlights.  In the 13th century, after having lived under a diversification of occupations, 
the first real Romanian school was founded in Brasov. Not long after that Brasov became a German colony. 
Although not happy with this occupation, it made Brasov a trading center with a professionalized merchant.  Not 
surprising that in 1558 Brasov had the first Romanian/Transylvianian printing press. Their last landmark in history 
became the Brasov strike in 1987. This strike was against Ceausescu’s oppression and costed many workers life’s.  
 
To really explore Brasov, and to understand why it is protected by Unesco you have to stay at least for a day. Not 
having that time, you can only visit the highlits, like Biserica Neagra, both ports, the Poarta Schei and the poarta 
Ecatherinei. It will take the visitor back to the Medieval times. Although the center of the city and the square are quit 
crowdy, you still can enjoy the great sites. Still, surrounding the center there are enough little streets where you can 
wonder by just on your own. Where in Bucharest, piece and quietness are rare, in  Brasov it still is available. No 
parked, old cars on the pavement in the real old center. The real tourist attraction, the Biserica Negra (The Black 
Church), called like that after a catastrophic fire in 1689 where the outside became pitch black, was unluckily 
closed. We could only cherish it from the outside. A piece of the church is under construction, hopefully not to well 
because for us the biggest attraction was the fact that you could really see the years giving this building its 
character.  
 
The style of the houses in Brasov is also typically, although in the neighborhood you see houses similar to them. 
They are typically because of the attics. They’re not real attics, definitely not made for living, but for house 
ventilation. Still there are no windows to cover the small openings. These openings make the houses airy in 
summer, and in  the winter it is perfect for wash to dry up. Outside the houses are good conserved and brightly 
colored.  In the streets outside the regular shops, little merchants try to sell their goods, no medieval goods, but 
popcorn. But, not the popcorn machines, no these merchants still manage to make them the old-fashioned way. 
One of the biggest restaurants on the square is a Chinese restaurant. A joy to visit, not for the food but for the 
interior. Very Victorian. Is this restaurant a sign of globalization or was this the only foreign food Ceausescu 
allowed during his dictatorship? We had to little time to find out and our guide (which really was exceptional 
because he was really mister know it al – in a pleasant way) could not give an answer to this question. It makes 
Brasov interesting enough to come back for. With the Hollywood-like name-sign in the hills  it is easy to find back.  
 

That is not our opinion on the Bran castle. This visit worked on our 
recognition. The visit within the castle was like a crowded tour in the Anne 
Frank house. The difference however is that in the Anne Frank house 
there’s a lot of history to be seen; Bran castle was or to crowded to see 
anything, or there was nothing to be seen. 
 
Although not read by everybody,  Bram, Stoker’s novel of Dracula still is 
very known. Film stills and pictures are in everybody’s  frame of reference. 
Though, this can not be said about our tour in the castle. Firstly, inside it is 
much too crowded. In stead off getting the real expression of how it was to 
live in the castle, our only intention was too escape as soon as possible. 
This might cover up the story around Dracula but it could not be the 

meaning of the tour. The only fun we had in the crowd was thanks to a group of Italians. The Italian men were 
dressed up as Dracula. It did resort effect, due to the narrow step cases. Secondly, if the castle wants to be more 



then just a day-trip they have to make more effort out of the history of the castle. Make an exhibition out of the 
history of the royal family of Wallachia. Next you could inform the people how the Dracula myth began.  
 
A visit to the Bran castle is nothing without some historical background information. The Bran castle was in hands 
of Vlad II, King of Wallachia. He was a member of the Order of the Dragon. This order this stood up against the 
Islamic expansion of the Ottoman Empire and therefore protected Eastern Europe and the Holy Roman Empire. 
King Vlad II in order to popularize the order used the dragon sign as much as he could.   
 
In 1436, his son became prince of Wallachia, and got the title Vlad III. His son was in that better known as Vlad the 
Impaler. This for his heroic fighting against the powerfull neighbors of Wallachia, the kingdom of Hungaria and the 
Ottoman Empire. Vlad II used to impale his opponents, therefore his nickname, the Impaler. The story of Dracula is 
based on this cruel way of fighting and combined with his fathers title, Dracul. Dracul in Romanian meant devil. 
Later in other writings translated as dragon (see order of the dragon) or demon. In 1442 Vlad III was removed from 
the throne because of disloyalty to the Hungarians. He came back on the throne in ’43, with the help of the Turks, 
but it did not lasted for long, Vlad got assassinated in December the same year. He was scalped by Hungarian 
assassinators.  
 
Of course there is some discourse between the general interest of the common tourist and that of a historian, but 
looking into the future, the castle has to come along both sides. More information is the key word. And on the other 
side the entertainment. A lot of that can be found outside the castle. The market is lovely, and next to Dracula’s 
merchandize you can find real old-fashioned  craftwork. That will keep the tourist coming, they won’t be disturbed 
by the fact that Vlad III only passed the castle and might have stayed over for only two days. Hopefully his 
descendent, Dominic von Hapsburg (a New York city architect) gets a fair price for it. This being his only interest in 
the castle since he got it back in 2005 (new law of the Romanian government allowing all restitution claims) after it 
got taken away in 1948 by the Communist government of Romania. The communist history seems closed, now the 
Romanians have to see how to make money out of their history just to keep it conserved for next generations. And, 
yes we think it worth it! 
 
After the visit to Brasov we travelled further on into Romania to our destination for that evening: 
Sighisoara. It took very long, but at the end it was worth it: Sighisoara is a beautiful medieval village. We 
slept in the citadel in a very romantic, wooden hotel which was situated in the walled city. The houses 
and streets were very old and it was not hard to imagine you were 2 or 3 century’s back in time.  

October 21 st : Snow, Sighisoara and Sibiu and the long way back  to Bucharest. 
After we woke up and had breakfast in our scenic hotel we were surprised to see that the city was 
covered in snow. When we arrived in Romania, the temperature was 26 degrees, and a few days later 
there was snow. This was very weird, but it was so incredible beautiful to see the medieval city of 
Sighisoara covered in snow! This day we explored Sighisoara and Sibiu and due to the bad weather it 
took an awful long time to get back to Bucharest.  
 
The report on Sighisoara and Sibiu is written by Gerrit Andeweg en Ed van den Berg. 
 
Sighi � oara a.k.a. Schassburg (German)  
 
We arrived in Sighi� oara late in the evening and went straight to our hotel. It was raining and rather cold for the 
time of year. Our hotel, Casa Epoca, was in a medieval citadel. After dinner we had a short time to visit the local 
cafes and to get a taste of the Romanian nightlife. Young people here enjoy, just like their Western-European 
counterparts, having small talk and drinks.  
 
After a delicious breakfast the next morning, we went on a sightseeing tour of the citadel. Rain drops were replaced 
by snowflakes. Suffice to say temperatures did not rise overnight. The first stop should have been the museum 
which is situated in one of the nine towers of the citadel still intact. But it was too crowdy inside the small building 
because an elementary school was visiting as part of its excursion. Not a regular sight in Holland by the way: 
school excursions on a Sunday. So Alex, our guide, changed his plan and headed for the Church on the Hill.   After 
climbing the 172 covered steps to reach the church at the top it turned out to be closed for another half an hour. 
Did I already mention it was snowing? During our wait Alex told us about the history of the church. Once inside we 
saw 500-year old frescos. One fresco displayed a knight fighting a dragon while his wife was watching?! We didn’t 
get an explanation.It was painted in 14th century. 
                  
About eleven o’ clock we left Sighi� uara for Sibiu. The trip took us through Romania’s countryside. A big contrast 
with the towns we had seen so far. The infrastructure in the “peasants’ country” was bad. Roads were muddy as a 
consequence after the rain and snowfall. Very small farmhouses with promanades. No luxury cars as in Bucarest 
here as it is one of Romania’s poorest regions. 



Sibiu: cultural town of 2007  
 
After supper we took a guided tour of the historic center of Sibiui. This city was founded by German colonists in the 
12th century. They gave it the name Hermannstadt. Some German dialect is still noticeable. Many buildings are 
built in Saksian style with the distictive small roof windows; so-called ‘slave’s eyes’. 
 
We started with the wallside of the town. Build by the Tartarians after the Turkish destroying of the city.                      
 
Sibiu has also a citadel.  We passed two squares. The large one, Piata Mare, is well renovated and very clean. In 
comparison with squares in Western-European cities there are less terraces and shops because people here are 
less affluent. Prosperity does increase however. It was a pity that the weather was bad with rain and snow still 
coming down on us. It was rather quiet on the streets. Romania does not attract many tourists yet and since the 

country is quite religious even less people were out and about on this Sunday. A nice 
question to figure out is how most people in Romania spend there Sunday. 
 
We visited the small square, Piata Mica, with the ‘Liar’s Bridge’. The story goes that one 
who’s telling a lie while standing on or crossing this bridge, he will be destroyed.  But after 
Ceausescu crossed this bridge no one believes this story anymore. 
 
Finally we visited the most famous church in town. The orthodox cathedral is similar to the 
St. Sofia’s Cathedral. It was built in the first years of the 20th century. We were impressed 
by the wealthy interior and its splendid architecture. We were lucky that a women’s choir 
was singing Christian songs a capella during 
our visit. Impressive to hear even for a 
heathen. 

 
  
We left Sibiui late in the afternoon and arrived in our hotel in Bucharest 
late in the evening feeling very tired. It had been a long but interesting 
day. Perhaps it was a bit too touristy however, and more attention 
should have been paid to the country’s troubled recent history. We 
didn’t even take a look at a farmhouse or former ‘kolchoz’ for example. 
Something that would have been of great interest to our geography 
teachers. A lesson learned for a next visit! 
 
 

October 22 nd : The rest of Bucharest 
After a good night sleep we left for the Palace of the Parliament were we have booked a English guided 
tour. Unfortunately the member of Parliament, Mr. Cristian Boreanu, who we would have met cancelled 
our appointment, which was a pity, because know we didn’t get a lot of insight information about the 
Romanian politics.  
 
A report of the guided tour is written by Wim Visser and Remco Visser.  
 
Palace of parliament  
 
Inspired by buildings of communist leaders in China and North-Korea Ceausescu decided that he would build the 
same buildings in Bucharest. 
 
A huge part of the old centre was demolished for the project. Two neighbourhoods with 21 churches, 6 
synagogues, and 30,000 homes had to make way for the complex which consisted of the Palace of the people, a 
boulevard and the administrative buildings and residential buildings along it. 
 
After the Pentagon near Washington DC the palace of the people was and is the largest administrative building in 
the world. Between 1984 and 1989 20,000 people worked on the building and Ceausescu supervised the work 
almost every day. When something he didn’t like was added to the building, it had to be removed completely and 
changed to fit his taste. 
 
The purpose of the palace of the people was to house all administrative agencies and a lot of the higher personnel 
working there. Offices and apartments were build on the upper floors and the lower floor were ceremonial halls and 
halls where the meetings of the Communist Party were held. Approximately 4 billion euro’s were spend in the 
communist years. No one knows the exact amount because no one was counting. The palace measures 270 m by 



240 m, 86 m high, and 92 m under ground. It has 1,100 rooms, 30 halls, 4 restaurants, 2000 employees, 450 
offices and is 12 stories tall, with four additional underground levels currently in use. Another four still not 
completely finished. 
 

Along the Bul. Unirii the Centru Civic was build. Most 
of the buildings were apartments for party members. 
The four km long boulevard ran to the Piata Unirii 
where the older parts of the  town began.   
Understandably not every Romanian was happy with 
the place of the building and the name of it. It was a 
palace of the people...without the people. 
Since 1997, the building is the house of the Chamber 
of Deputies. The Senate joined them there in 2005. 
The Palace also has various conference halls that can 
be rented. In 2004 the National Museum of 
Contemporary Art opened inside the west wing of the 
Palace of the Parliament. The Museum and Park of 
Totalitarianism and Socialist Realism, also opened in 
2004. There is a cafeteria for the use of the deputies 
and Senate. In the basement there are a swimming 
pool, sauna and sports facilities. Parts of the building 

(some of the west wing, some of the east wing, parts of the second floor, basement 3 and everything below) are yet 
to be completed. Currently, a new underground parking lot is being built under the building. 
 
A lot of Rumanians don’t agree with the choice of this building as the new parliament building. The government 
wanted to do something useful with the building. Demolition is more expensive than using the building.  
It costs around 5000 Euro a day to maintain the building and keep it as it looks now.  
 
Our visit 
 
Unfortunately, the planned meeting with a member of parliament was cancelled. We wanted to interview him about 
the economic situation Romania is in at the moment. The new membership of the EU and their role in the union 
were topics we would have liked to discus with him/her.  
 
The visit became a high-speed tour of the palace with a lot of information about the size of the building and it’s 
various purposes. We saw numerous halls and flights of stairs with huge amounts of marble, wood and crystal 
chandeliers. The actual parliament was not in the tour. It can be visited but not by...tourists. After an hour of 
running through the corridors of the palace, we stood outside in the rain again. Only to experience the sheer size of 
the building by trying to walk around it. Most people in the group disliked the exterior of the building. A concrete 
mountain. The interior was much nicer, although here also large spaces were the rule.  
 
The building has a prominent place in Bucharest. Not many people think very positive of the building but it’s there 
and it is not going away. Maybe in the distant future people will look differently upon the building. A monument to 
the last dictator that ruled a communist Romania. 
 
 
After the, for some people disappointing, tour at the Palace of Parliament, everyone had a couple of 
hours spare time to visit Bucharest on their own. Many went shopping or strolling trough the streets in 
the cold rain and storm.  
 
In the afternoon were invited to the Dutch Embassy, or in fact, to the home of the deputy ambassador, 
Mr. Hans Sandee.  We had two lectures and a cocktail afterwards. It was a huge success.  
 
The report is written by Jacomijn Kruithof and Ineke van den Berg.  
 
The Dutch Embassy  
 
Our group was welcomed by the deputy ambassador of the Netherlands, mr. Hans Sandee. Somewhat later mr. 
Jan Korteweg, defense attaché, joined us. The purpose of this visit was to receive information on the political and 
economic position of Romania as a new member of EU and NATO. Also the relationship between Romania and the 
Netherlands and matters of security were discussed. 
 
Lecture by deputy ambassador Hans Sandee 
 



Mr. Sandee characterized the present political situation in Romania as a  “stable instability”. The main political 
problem is the “war between palaces”: the ongoing conflict between president Basescu and prime minister 
Popescu about the definition of their competences.  
Last year the Parliament tried to remove the president from office, but was unsuccesful. Moreover, the row 
between coalition parties in government resulted in the withdrawal of the prime minister’s Christian Democrat party 
from the government. 
In mr. Sandee’s opinion this situation of instability is very unfortunate for Romania, because it weakens the ability 
of the administration to deal with the vast economical problems the country is facing. Planning is weak, and 
investment in problem areas is insufficient. The European Union views this political situation with concern, because 
economic measures must be taken that are painful for the Romanian population, and political support for the 
present administration is weakening.   
 
The Kosovo issue.- As to foreign affairs, in some respects the position of Romania differs from the formal position 
of the EU. For instance, Romania does not support the Atasari plan on Kosovo, because Serbia does not agree 
with it. From Romania’s point of view, this matter should be resolved in full cooperation with Serbia, and  unanimity 
in the UN’s  Security Council is conditional.  
One of the reasons for this opinion is that the independence of Kosovo might establish a precedent for ethnic 
groups within Romania. Another motivation is the fear of the formation of a “Great Albania” , and  -last but not least 
– identification with Serbia is strong  because both nations share the same Orthodox religion. 
 
The Moldavia issue.- Althoug Moldavia has been an independent republic for some time, in a way Romania still 
regards it as a part of its own. Although Moldavia has no plans to join the EU,  Romania encourages this, and this 
attitude is looked upon as paternalistic. Moldavia still has a reservoir of cheap labour. This can help Romania fill the 
gaps that were caused by the departure of a considerable part of its labour force to Italy and Spain, an exodus that 
took place in the last few years.   
 
The Black Sea issue.- Romania’s position provides access to the Black Sea. This might be important for the EU in 
connection with the energy supply. Gas could be transported directly from Kazachstan via the Black Sea and 
Romania to the EU, which makes Europe less dependent on Russia and strengthens Romania’s position in the EU.  
The environment is another issue here:the EU assists Romania to prevent pollution of the Black Sea border and 
the Danube Delta. 
 
In mr. Sandee’s view, the EU has a very positive image. People link the EU to improvement, progression, and 
access to funds. Still, membership is on a conditional basis; there is a strengthened supervision on the 
development of fight against corruption, a  reform of the judicial system  and a more efficient organisation of 
agriculture. Every six months Romania must report on the progress in these fields to a special EU commission. 
Agricultural funds may be partly witheld if specified conditions are not met. The Dutch embassy is sometimes 
consulted on these difficulties, and can provide useful advice and information.  
 
With regard to investments, the Netherlands still are the most important foreign country, although meanwhile there 
are competitors in the field. The main interests are in banking, insurance, transport and logistics  and in agricultural 
business. 
 
Military attaché Jan Korteweg 
 
The second speaker in the embassy is the military attaché F. Korteweg. He is also accredited in Bulgaria and 
Hungary. 
 
NATO will transform the Romanian army into a small and powerful intervention army. The number of actively 
deployed military personnel will fall from 90,000 at present to 75,000 in 2013. In this transformation process a great 
sum of money will be reserved for personnel. Romania participates in many foreign military actions: a.o. 
Afghanistan, Iraq and Kosovo. 
 
The liberals in the House of Parliament want to withdraw the 1,600 military men in Iraq. The president is against 
this withdrawal as he supports the USA. 
 
There are many bilateral contacts between Romania and The Netherlands: a.o. training and equipment (for 
example laptop computers and meteorological-equipment. There is an operational collaboration in Bosnia. On the 
long term this will prove to be a win-win situation. At present a lot of second-hand and old Russian equipment is 
being used. Bulgaria is facing the same problems. 
 
The answer to the question whether there is a possibility of a border conflict between Ukraine and Romania in the 
near future is that this is very unlikely. Both countries keep a high profile and make their presence felt. 
 
“Do the top military men from former communist days constitute a problem”, was another question. The answer 



was that although the military structure is still quite hierarchical, there is a deliberate policy to appoint more young 
officers in the military staff (and also in the ministries). They have received their training in western countries. Also 
the showing of own initiative is no longer frowned upon, but increasingly being appreciated. 
 
Romania is a member of the Stabilization Study Group and in that capacity receives materials that are also in use 
in other NATO-countries and are thus interoperable, making collaboration possible. 
 
Following this very interesting presentation, there was ample opportunity for questions and discussion.  
Afterwards cocktails were served, and the deputy attaché’s wife and employees of the embassy joined us for an 
informal get together.   
 
 
After the visit to the embassy we had to hurry to be in time at the Academy of Economic Studies, where 
we were supposed to have 2 lectures followed by a discussion with students. Unfortunately when we 
arrived there seemed to be a misunderstanding, because there were no lectures, but only discussions 
with students…  
 
The report of this discussion is written by Theo Hoebink and Harry van den Berg 
 
Academy of Economic Studies  
 
Originally it was planned that our delegation was going to attend to a lecture of professor Silviu Negut, about the 
upcoming role of Romania in the Black Sea  region and the energy security and geopolitics in general, but it proved 
to be a spontaneous meeting with some hundred students. 
 
Before that we were invited to visit the library. Here we were welcomed by the director dr. Liviu Vlad. He proudly 
informed us about his library (a former supermarket) and specially about the enormous wall paintings by the 
Romanian artist Gabin Bala� a. 
 

The debate with and among the students was a very lively 
one. Quite a lot of issues were discussed and 
professionally directed by a young female discussion 
leader.  
 
Inevitably, the debate started with the problem of the 
Romanian people how to cope with the communistic past. 
There proved to be quite some differences of opinion 
among the students:  
A student in philosophy stated that one should never 
forget the damage that the communist regime has 
caused, while a student of justice reacted that the 
Romanians have to forget and should unprejudiced take 
up the challenges of the future. 
 

It is impossible to summarize all the things that passed during the discussion.  Suffice it to reproduce the most 
striking parts as stated by the students: 

�  Romania has always been influenced by foreign countries. The accession of the EU fits in the Romanian 
tradition.  

�  The disposition of young Romanians is westward: the vast majority of the students is fluent in western 
foreign languages. Only a small minority studies Russian language. 

�  There is a big gap between the intellectual elite and the man in the street. There are many people who are 
hardly capable to cope with the actual process of modernization. 

�  The position of Romania in the Balkan region (actually is Romania no Balkan country, as the Balkans begin 
south of the Danube river) is a crucial one.   

�  The economic potential of Romania in the EU could be: 
o The ecological agriculture 
o Distribution and collection of tradeflows across the Black Sea 
o The intellectual capital e.g.informatics 

�  Turkey is a non European country 
 
After almost two hours of debate there was hardly time for a further informal exchange of points of view, as our 
schedule was rather strict. 



Unfortunately there was no time to speak to the students in person after the discussions, because we 
had to hurry to the city centre for our farewell dinner at the typical Romanian restaurant Caru cu Bere. 
Which became a very nice and lively evening.  

October 23 rd : the last day of the study trip 
This day was the last day of our study trip to Romania. We had only one appointment and after that we 
went to the airport to go home. The meeting took place at the Media Monitoring Agency with Ioana 
Avadani, the director of the Center for Independent Journalism. 
 
The report is written by Vidjay-anand Jhinkoe and Herman Dekkers 
 
Center for Independent Journalism  
 
As a result of the press freedom after December 1989 there was a huge “media explosion” (also referred to as 
“mushrooming”) in Romania. This resulted in a lot of new radio stations (400) and television stations (200).  
Before1989 the radio and the television was state operated and consisted mainly of political propaganda. 
There was not enough money allocated by the government (an overall budget of 400,000 for 22 million inhabitants) 
to keep these stations in the air. Therefore some had to close and the others started a search for advertising 
money.  As a result the media is not always “clear and clean” with the information that is given to the public.  Rich 
politicians also dominate the media.  This is not a healthy development, mainly because most Romanians believe 
(a credibility percentage of 60 – 70%) what the media is writing and broadcasting. 
Due to the money shortage not all the media could continue and the less used media, such as newspapers, are 
having severe difficulties. TV and radio has also decreased, but internet use is rising. 
 
As previously referred to, the media is also often used for political ends, so the information is not always correct.  
The role of the media is becoming increasingly difficult.  Another reason for these difficulties is the lack of 
innovation. So the media needs to undergo a lot of change. 
The media is also sometimes corrupt; they can blackmail companies in order to get advertising money. 
The government's vision of the media world is very liberal; their only “task” is to divide the media money. 
To solve the media problem the allocation of the media money should be different.  However due to the problems 
in the government this will not to be solved in the immediate future. 
 
After joining the EU in January 2007 the role of the media in Romania has been changing and the state and the 
media achievements have changed in the same direction. The entrance of foreign companies into the mix has also 
changed the media dynamics. The advertising budgets of these companies are huge, so the smaller, local media 
are not always successful in competing. 
 
The subject matter and content of the media is also changing; topics on Russia and other non- EU members are of 
less importance than previously.  The “EU- press” is getting a larger part of the media coverage. 
 
The journalists also have difficulties with the media.  Not all journalists can handle the new press freedom. There 
are no concrete rules for the media and therefore journalism in Romania is not of a very high quality, especially 
when you compare it to the other EU members. This can be seen as a process which has to develop.  The aim of 
the media is to get connected to the users. The new generation of Romanians has to change this. 
 
 
After the very interesting lecture of Ioana Avadani and her colleagues the ‘study’ part of our trip ended 
and we got transferred to the airport. Where we were stunned by the incredible high prices of food and 
drinks (for example: one tin can of diet coke and a banana has set me back € 5,50!).  
 
The flight back home went fluently and after we arrived at Schiphol everyone said goodbye to each other 
and went home, probably to get a good night sleep and recover from the intensive study trip to Romania.  
 
 


