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STAGESIN THE FORMATION OF THE ROMANIAN MENTAL SPACE

POMPEI COCEAN

ABSTRACT - In the evolution of the Romanian mental spager flistinct stages can be emphasized,
each of them bringing its specific contributionite defining and structuring. These stages are the
following: the forerunning, Dacian stage, tH8 @entury B.C. - 106 A.D.; the incipient, Dacian-Ram
stage, 105 — 275 A.D.; the structuring, proto-Roiaarstage, 275 — the6and ' centuries; the
Romanian stage of completion and affirmation, the@&ntury — nowadays. Each stage is characterized
by different forms, in continuous affirmation andg@rovement, of interrelations between the human
communities and the site, of spiritually sublimatif the physical-geographical substratum featws,
the territory inhabited by them.
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As it was mentioned in a series of previous apgrea¢Cocean, P. 2002, 2005, 2007), mental
space, understood in its geographical meaning, lyaaphysically and spiritually defined territorial
aggregate, has been created over a long peridle dvel of several centuries. It has sufferedal r
process of dilution, of sublimation, passing froneastage into another, in a tight correlation wiitl
impact generated by the natural internal evolutlout, especially, by the activity of some external
factors with a major potential of influence.

In the evolution of the Romanian mental space, @stinct stages can be emphasized, each of
them bringing its specific contribution to its defig and structuring. These stages are the follgwin

- the forerunning, Dacian stage, tH8 @ntury B.C. - 106 A.D.;

- the incipient, Dacian-Roman stage, 106 — 275 A.D.;

- the structuring, proto-Romanian stage, 275 — thareél 7" centuries:

- the Romanian stage of completion and affirmatibe,&" century — nowadays.

The forerunning, Geto-Dacian stage, temporally developed between th¥ gentury B.C.
and 106 A.D., but having its beginnings much egréeen from the B century B.C., when Herodot,
describing the Persian expeditions to the Loweruban mentioned the Getae among their enemies.
But a favourable environment for the creation &fitare mental space can be talked about only in the
moment of the edification of the first Dacian statdity recognized in history, the Burebista’s, whe
the Geto-Dacians identified themselves with theittay lain between the northern slopes of the
Balkans in the south, the lower Nistru in the ed&tpded Carpathians in the north and the bendeof th
Danube from the Pannonic steppe towards west (Eigur

An extended territory having the gravitational rud laid over the Transylvanian Basin, a
revealing fact illustrated by lordanes in his wanktitled Getica (6" century A.D.) by using some
historical sources from the’Zentury A.D.(Dacia) sita trans Danubium corona montium cingitu
(“Dacia, situated on the other part of the Danubesurrounded by the crown of mountains”) (Istoria
Romanilor, 2001, vol. I, p. 424). In the perimetérthe same nucleus, the capital of the centralized
Dacian state, Sarmizegetusa Regia, is also posdidsuilt on the heights from the &tie Mountains.

In this stagethe first creation of the physical background df thiterior Romanian mental spataok
place, having as vertebral column the sinuous rasfgthe Carpathians, which became the ideal
shelter, vital resource and defining environmentlfi@ spirit of an independent nation.
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Figure 1. Dacia in the 2% century A.D. Author: Claudius Ptolomaeus.
(Source: Atlas istorico-geografic, 1996)

The main mental product of this periodtiee Geto-Dacian civilizationthe one and only
civilization, as far as originality and level offiafnation are concerned, of mountainous type from
Europe. It was created during several centurigseaslly between the™century B.C. and the™1
century A.D. and it had exceptional accomplishmantbe architectural, economic, social, or cultura
fields (Istoria romanilor, I, pp. 725-788). The @amental binder between man and substratum was
provided in this stage by the extremely tight ditaent of the Dacians to the mountains, that is the
most complex and most difficult to populate, tohmapize form of terrestrial relieDaci montibus
inhaerent ‘Dacians are inseparable from the mountains” - Bldku28, 18;Campos et plana lazyges
Sarmatae, montes uero et saltus ...Daélliny the ElderNaturalis HistorialV, 80; according to
Istoria romanilor |, pp.423-424). From the permarieterface with an extreme, often hostile habiat,
vigorous, proud, and courageous folk has coagukateldasserted itself somatically and behaviourally.
In such a context, the opinion of the historian tKeBradley, according to whom one of the
Antiquity’s noteworthy personalities, the leadertbé Roman slaves’ great rebellion, Spartacus, had
his origins among the population living on the pregerritory of Romania, seems very likely.

In this forerunning stage, one tife spiritual coordinates of the ulterior Romaniarental
edifice such as the main occupations of the populatiomifg, wood-processing, agriculture), a
series of traditions (remained in the folk cultirem the pre-Christian period), mythology of
mountainous origin, etc. also appeared (Cocea2Q®7).
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The incipient, Dacian-Roman stage took place between 106 and 275 A.D. and had as
essential contribution to the genesis of the mesfacethe linguistic and cultural component
transposed in the realities of the place from theilpged position of an administration and an
exceptional political force such as the one of Rmman Empire. It was the moment when the
generalized ethnical melange between the DaciatigtenRomans developed on a great area of the
territory between the Balkans and the Wooded Chigas (Figure 2), and the imposing of the lexical,
morphological, syntactical and phonetic structufeLatin as a matrix in the formation of the
Romanian language took place.
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Figure 2. North-Danubian Dacia during Roman administratiol®§1275 A.D.).
(Source: Atlas istorico-geografic, 1996)

In this period, the limits of the mental spacdarmation did not restrict, as apparently one
may suppose, to the territories included in Roman Dacia, overlapping the nucleus of the Dacian
state (Oltenia, Banat, north-western Wallachiatlsgnn and central Transylvania, southerns&ra),
while extended territories inhabited further onthg Dacians would remain outside. We take into
consideration, firstly, the territories includedtive Lower Moesia province, which included the south-
eastern Transylvania, central and eastern WallaBlubrudja, southern Moldavia, up to the mouth of
the Nistru, and the territories from south of thanDbe up to the Balkans. Secondly, we take into
consideration the wide territories situated sodtthe Danube, in the Morava and Timok basins, also
inhabited by the Dacians, which would by integrdated Upper Moesia. Northen Moldavia, historical
Maramurg, with its north-western extension towards the 8kian Carpathians, Gena, and the
Pannonian plain between the Tisa and the Danubaimetiefinitely outside the official framework of
the Dacian-Roman ethnogenesis, outside the norfivaes of the empire. Only apparently, as the
interrelations between the Dacian-Romans and the Bacians continued uninterruptedly and the
influences of the Dacian-Roman civilization spreacr wide areas outside thenes The free
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Dacians themselves frequently became the vectorthede influences, due to the attribute of
beneficiarus granted by the Romans to the populations fronp#rghery of the empire in the scope
of affirming some harmonious relations of cohabitat Moreover, the Dacian language represented,
at least in the first part of their life togethan easy means of communication between the twaggrou
of populations separated by an artificial, politeministrative barrier (a phenomenon which
frequently appears even nowadays in the cross-boed®ns).

In this context, araureola of mental contact appeared in the north-western, northern and
eastern part of the Roman Dacia and Lower Moesiadj between the mouths of the Nistru and the
Pannonian Danube rivers, mediated by the Geto-Daleiaguage community. As in the physical
structures, geological for example, no matter @rthesistance, the production of some extreme
phenomena (thermic, seismic) has an impact uporsuh®unding areas, in a scale of influences in
direct proportion with the force of impact and trermeability of the environment, the more in adlui
spatial context, with a reduced internal cohedess organically and functionally structured, dshed
territories from the periphery of the Roman empised to be, the propagation phenomenon of the
beneficial influences, economic, social and cultaraplified. The integral taking-over of the Dacian
state’s functions by the Roman administration, dogally superior and, therefore, more efficient, i
its economic and social scopes, played, for alréggons inhabited by the free Dacians, the rolarof
attractive factor of prime importance. From thisnpdorward, up to influencing, firstly at the ldvef
the means of communication, the language, wasajisdep, which the absolute majority of the free
Dacian communities from the present provinces oflddaa, eastern Wallachia, Bucovina,
Maramureg, or Crsana took, assuring this way the germinal bed ohthreogeneity of the subsequent
Romanian language.

The proto-Romanian stage began with the withdrawal of Roman administratiooni Dacia,
in 275, and temporally extended up to the beginmihthe & century, when the osmosis with the
Slavs was definitively adjudicated through thetat@ssimilation.

In this period, the territory of old Dacia becamgemuine ethnogenetical melting pot, having
as nucleus of reference the Roman Dacia, wheresdgen generations, enough, we consider, as
number and length of time, to certify a new reatifythe place, a new and original matrix of human
society coagulated from the mental point of view.

The proto-Romanian stage offers us the image obarian space, where the Carpathians and
the Transylvanian Depression, surrounded by thentadu heights, represent the territorial system of
reference, that ideal melting pot for the perfadbineal metamorphosis of the Romanian people. Its
external limits remain those of Burebista’s Dadfee (Balkans, the Nistru, the Wooded Carpathians,
the Pannonian Danube), the withdrawal of Roman adtnation towards south of the Danube,
removing, north of the river, the limes from thethern Transylvania and the Alutan one, a generator
for about two centuries, of a genuine scission betwthe Geto-Dacian communities, once reunited.

A special situation appears in the case of the -Geiman territory situated south of the
Danube, including Tribalia firstly, where the Romadministration continued to persist after 275
A.D., Emperor Aurelianus organizing here two praés with the Dacian ethnonirDdcia Ripensis
andDacia Mediterranea), which doubtlessly proves both its belonginghe bld Dacian state and to
the space of the Romanians’ ethnogenesis. In this ghe Dacian-Roman ethnical mixture continued
to enhance during the following centuries, favoulsdthe maintenance of the region under the
influence of the Roman Empire and, later on, ofBlggantine one, but the insertion of the Bulgarjans
starting with the 8 century, and their early political emancipatiod te a gradual adjudgement, but
never total (as it is proven by the Vlach populatsiill living in great number in the region) ofeth
mentioned space.

Having as fundamental supporting pillars, just lé&e indelible seal, the antecedents of the
Dacian and Dacian-Roman civilization, whose exegyai accomplishments in the architectural,
town-planning or economic fields are localized stplace (Sarmizegetusa Regia, Sarmizegetusa
Ulpia Traiana, the auriferous exploitation sitesique in the world, from Rga Montar#), the proto-
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Romanians continued, in a natural manner, thetgairinheritance of the predecessors, distillingpit
to the level of a new language and culture, the &oam one.

The migration of the Slavs in thé" @entury represented the greatest danger and tilsé mo
severe exam, developed on historical scale, foRtimanian mental space. Firstly, by its development
in a period in which the structuring of the respexctplace was not finished, was not complete;
secondly, by the unprecedented massiveness andsexieof the impact. The penetration into the
Romanian mental edifice from all the four cardipaints (eastwards, on the main direction, by the
Eastern Slavs, from the north and west by the Wessavs branch, and from the south, by the
infiltration, in the Balkan region, starting witt4 A.D. of the Bulgarians), transformed it into the
well-known “Latin island in a Slave sea”, a presetvfact, with a single exception (the westward
opening through the narrow split window in the $ldelt by the sedentarization in the Pannonian
Plain, beginning with 896 A.D., of the Magyars) e\ater a millennium and a half.

Any logical argumentation regarding the maintenawicthis island, in spite of its remarkable
attractiveness it had upon many people, especigllyn the migratory ones (just to mention the
presence in this area of the greatest gold oreseaptbitations from Europe, a fact which also
motivated the Roman expansion north of the Danwdaa)not omit two elements which any researcher
in good faith is obliged to affirm: the superiomaidistrative organization, of Roman origin, and the
more evolved, more expressive and, hence, moractue language of the proto-Romanians.
Moreover, in this equation it can be included asothspect, put forward by the historical research:
“when two nations come into contact, the one whachahhigher prestige imposes itself linguistically
(Istoria romanilor, Il, p. 226). Or, the result thfe respective interaction doubtlessly proves ihat
belonged to the Romanians.

It is obvious that in the absence of these atteibuthe territory of the old Dacia would have
been as the ones around the “island”, from UkralP@and, Slovakia, Czech Republic, Serbia or
Bulgaria, integrally Slavized, and the evolutiontiké Romanian mental space stopped for good. It is
beyond doubt that the assimilation of the Slavs wesle especially by means of language and
superior culture, a fact which eliminates any iptetative temptation regarding the lack of contiyui
and the ethnogenesis of the Romanians in anotlaeegban the archetypal Carpathian one (Cocean,
P., 2007).

An important role in the coagulation of the Romaniaental space in the proto-Romanian
stage, of the maintenance and continuity of itsitsial support in an unsettled historical periodgts
as the one of the migrations, was playedhyistianity, the presence of Holy Apostle Andrew among
the Geto-Dacians from the Lower Danube being seghaince the end of thé &entury A.D.

The completion and affirmation, Romanian stage began in the '8 century, after the
complete assimilation of the Slavs penetrated theoRomanian ethnogenetic space, and continues
even nowadays. From a territorial, physical, matesupport point of view, the analyzed mental space
has its limits already outlined: the Nistru Corrideastwards; the Wooded Carpathians, northwards;
the Tisa River, westwards and the Balkans, souttisvagenerally, it integrates, without significant
changes, the territory of Burebista’s Dacia, hathgg Transylvanian Basin as the “central placeatwof
organization and structuring. The peripheral destsim of the constitutive attributes remains, athin
case of all nations, a reality, fervently exploiteg other nations or ethnical groups the Romanians
entered into competition with, being forced either retreat inwards, or to face, for centuries,
assimilation. We refer to the territories betweba Nistru and the Bug, adjudged by the Russians
(Ukrainians), to those from the western part, fil@annonia, gradually conquered by the Magyars, to
the right side of the Lower Danube taken into thigBrians’ possession, or to the south-western part
of the old Dacia, extended under the form of a debp axially cut through by the Timok Valley,
adjudged by the Serbians.

An example of the manner in which the Romanian @jlknetic space has stinted itself is
offered by the territory situated on the right safehe Danube, where, although the Romanization of
the Dacians was longer, being conquered earlishbyRomans and found, after the Roman retreat
from the north of the Danube, under their influefarea longer period of time, inclusively throudtet
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agency of the Byzantine Empire, the rapport betwiherRomanians (Vlachs) and Bulgarians became
gradually favourable to the latter. And this, ewiough, between 1185-1393, the “Romanian-
Bulgarian Czardom” existed here, founded by thénégi family (Asan brothers, Petru and Igni
Kaloianul), of Romanian origin, and the respectt@te occupied at a certain time (thd' t&ntury)

the whole northern part of the Balkan Peninsul&ywben the Black Sea and the Adriatic Sea (Istoria
Romanilor, I, pp. 427-438).

The spiritual component was also brought into ¢pehrough the finalized ethnogenesis of a
new nation, the Romanian one, resulted from thaillaeanélange of the autochthonous, Dacian
population, with the Roman colonists. The mostvate result of the ethnical interference is the
appearance and the affirmation of the Romanianuiage, of Latin origin, capable, since th& 6
century, to impose itself in front of the Slav laage, generalized under the form of different diale
in the whole eastern part of Europe. A vigorousglaage, which has selectively taken over the
allochthonous influences it had temporarily conte icontact with and has distilled them in terms of
great semantic expressivity. And, above all, & imnguage without dialects, of unrivalled unifagmi
on the entire territory of its use.

The affirmation process of the Romanian mental sphas not lacked obstacles and
difficulties. One of them was the one generatedheyMagyars’ expansion towards east, beginning
with the 11" century, when the territory situated east of tfiga,T Criana, Maramure Banat and
Transylvania were conquered one by one. The Traasidn basin, the nucleus of the Romanian
ethnogenetic space, became, for several centtinescene of some attempts of substitution, through
colonizations and assimilations, of the Carpatlieshetypal mental space with a structure of another
type, belonging to the temporary masters (Hungarythe 11"-16" centuries, Habsburg Empire,
between 1699-1869 and, finally, Austro-Hungarywmssn 1869-1918). In this territory, we assist,
beginning with the 12 century, with the colonization of Hungarians, Seek and Transylvanian
Saxons, at dragmentationand enclavizationof the initial Romanian mental space, due to the
appearance of some stripes and buffer-corridorsjpasing allochthonous population, frequently
inserted between the “land”tflra”) type entities, and bringing their contributioa increasing the
lands’ degree of isolation and autarchy (The Lahdaramurg, The Land of Og The Land of
Lapus, The Land of Silvania, The Land of Chioar, Thentlaof Nasaud, The Land of the Mg The
Land of Beiy, The land of Zarand, The Land of Béarsa, The Langigaras, The Land of Amlg, The
Land of Haeg, The Land of Alrd). A very important fact must be also mentioneesite isolation,
different administrative, economic and social etioly including the affirmation of some specific
cultural manifestations (especially at the folkldegel), all these “lands” preserve an overwhelming
Romanian ethnical structure and the same Romargéamgubge, without noticeable regional
differences. By way of proof, in the moment of thieidividualization, the conscience of nation and
language was fully formed, being nothing else hetftagments of a unique mental space found in an
advanced phase of its structuring and affirmatigmch did not make possible, despite the pressures
was subjected to along history, the dissolution #red substitution with the mental edifices of the
others.

Another adverse factor to the natural, harmoniot@utéion of the Romanian mental space
was represented by its division during almost seesmuries (the T4century-1918) into three distinct
politico-administrative entities: Moldavia, Trangghia and Walachia. The three Romanian
geographical-historical provinces were, during thigrval, under the incidence of the expansionist
desiderata of no less than three empires: TurRsisian and Austro-Hungarian, with all the negative
consequences derived from this situation (the fagdransformation of their territories into battle
scenes, politico-administrative mutations due ® dhtting-up of some territories and their joiniog
the respective empires, etc.). The Carpathiansbentainous region of forming the archetypal
mental space of the Romanian people, became, &iglynonly on administrative level, a separating
line between the Romanian communities situated ath Isides of their ridges. Although in the
absolute majority of cases, the mountainous ridd@s,to their attributes of natural obstacles, ispa
people and coordinate their evolution in differehitections, in the present case the respective
phenomenon is totally missing. There is anotheisputable argument that, in the moment in which
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the borders were set up on the Carpathians, theaRiam mental space had already had a coherent
internal architecture, well-articulated and praadticindestructible.
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Figure 3. Romania between 1918-1940.
(Source: http://ro.wikipedia.org/wiki/Imagine:Ronan1930_judete2.svg)

In the short period of the first union of the Roiiaan provinces accomplished by Mihai
Viteazul in 1599-1600, and afterwards, of the tvecaties from the inter-war period, 1918-1940, the
analyzed mental space comes to overlap the pattiethe Romanian ethnogenetic space almost
accurately. Since 1945, together with the forcquhsation of the Northern Bucovina and of Basarabia
from Romania (Figure 3), it has evolved into a redmcture, more restricted in area, but preserving
the majority of the old Dacia’s territory and, esipdly, the overwhelming ratio of the Carpathian
region (excepting its northern and southern extiies)i where it took shape, asserted and emphasized
itself as a material and spiritual constructiorique in vitality and stability.

THE HOLARCHY OF THE ROMANIAN MENTAL SPACE

Being a complex territorial and spiritual organisamder the impulse of internal needs of
hierarchical structuring, but also under the imgHatxternal destabilizing forces, which have warke
upon it during all the analyzed evolutionary pesioithe Romanian mental space has created a skries o
subdivisions, of strictly-hierarchized taxons, sastfollows:national mental spag¢grovincial mental
spaces ethnographical mental spacesd habitational mental spacg€ocean, P., CiaigN, 1999-
2000; Cocean, P. 2002). Together with the assetfidhe great cities, especially of the capitajcét
derived taxon appeared, that is theetropolitan mental spacesssimilable, as functions and
characteristics are concerned, to the ethnograpnieatal spaces.
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Consequently, the mental space receives a holaothifiguration (Figure 4), the superior
holon integrating the entity proper, the nationaéoof maximum generality, clearly differentiated,
both structurally and functionally, in rapport withe mental spaces of other people the Romanians
have interfered or cohabitated with.

National mental space

Provincial mental spac
Ethnographical
mental space

Figure4. The holarchy of the Romanian mental space.

The Romanian national mental space represents the superior, generalizing entity, tecea
over a long period of time, through a complex psscef organic distillation, of sublimation of matte
into spirit and of creating a territorial unit, iestructible in its uniqueness. In its genesis, fthe
above-mentioned, distinct stages can be identifteat, is the Dacian stage, the Dacian-Roman stage,
the proto-Romanian stage, and the Romanian stagéel first stage, the material frame of the
subsequent mental space, centred on the Carpatlwassdefined; in the second stage, due to the
Dacian-Roman mixture, the main means of communminatthe language of Latin origin, was
foreshadowed and the Roman cultural matrix was emphted; in the third one, specificities
appeared, and in the fourth stage, structure ametiins were finalized.

The Romanian mental space, but also of other peoplerates with fundamental structural
elements, of maximum generality and relevance, sasherritory (seen as an indispensable
environment, as a sine qua non existential respuaeguage(as the main socio-systemic binder),
andculture (the creative summing up of all specificities)intludes into its matrix thethnogenesijs
the one of the Romanian people being accomplisimidely in sity, in the Carpathian-Danubian-
Pontic region, fact which explains the inclusiontleé continuity of existence and affirmation in the
same hearth among its supreme values.

Provincial mental spaces have their crystallizing periods beginning withetld" — 11"
centuries, when the first forms of Romanian pdiitiorganization appeared as result of the
coagulation of the village communities and the appece of knezats (clusters of villages) and
voievodats (princely states). They become releiatite 14" century, when all three Romanian states,
Moldavia (Moldova), Transylvania (Transilvania) avtllachia Tara Roméaneasy individualize as
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state entities. They include a series of provirgesh as Bucovina, Basarabia, Moldavia (in restlicte
sense), Maramuge Crisana, Banat, Transilvania (in restricted sense)er@t Muntenia, Dobrogea
(Figure 5). The common denominator of all theseapas the Romanian language, remarkable for its
homogeneity, and the consciousness of belongireg uniqgue mental space, the Romanian one. The
differences appear, however, at the level of ietations with the physical environment, of their
transcendence into spirituality, as self-identifica, etc., and form a cumulus of elements which
generate the attribute dfucovinean, basarabean, moldovean, maragamge crisgan, hindrean,
transilvanean (ardelean), oltean, munteandobrogean This attribute contain a series of behavioural
and cultural peculiarities, which differentiatesecamother, generating the image of a mosaic meant t
halo the whole through its structural polychronwygenerate the so beneficial diversity in unity.
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Figure5. Provincial mental spaces of Romania.

Ethnographical mental spaces overlap some segments of the previously analypades, into
which, territories humanized by a population whk same traditions, customs, folklore, etc., déffier
in rapport with the adjoining regions, integratgamically. A population able to create an authentic
and original rural culture, affirmed as fundamemtabtential attribute. They overlap accurately 1Be
“tari” (“lands”, “pays”), identified on both sides dhe Carpathian range (Figure 6), but also some
provinces such as the ones of the forest dwelfpi&i@reni”) from the Poiana Rusdvountains, the
Arges Hills, the Codru Ridge, etc.

The consistency of the ethnographical mental spacéearly superior to the provincial one
because of the very tight attachment to the Igeiaitsal values of maximum resonance. They become
components of the social behaviour and are oftem $e antithesis: gentleness - aggressiveness,
diligence - laziness, stability - instability, orgaation -disorganization, generosity — avarice,
hospitality — inhospitality, etc. (Cocean P. 2008)e self-identification of man with the place isich
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more profound and makes direct reference to splréind behavioural specificities, transformed and
often displayed without reserve as genuine regitimainds”.
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Figure 6. Ethnographical mental spaces of Romania.

Habitational mental spaces are instituted in the basic cell of any mentakcepao matter of its
size and structural and functional complexity. Tlweyncide with a person’s locality of origin and
long-term living, the place where a person develoigsfirst concrete representations of reality and
whose common laws he imprints into his behaviouwteurthe form of some genuine unconditioned
reflexes. Their name derives from adjectivizing tbeality’s toponym: Zagra -zagrean Vidra —
vidrean Lupsa —lupsan, etc.

The habitational type spaces form, by summing up,ethnographical space, enjoying,
however, a great functional individuality within iThe more reduced dimension and complexity
confer a more pronounced degree of homogeneity.ifiteerelations established between them are
permanent and generate a genuine competition ariglabnd spiritual level, which ensure their
affirmation on clearly-defined social and cultucabrdinates.

In the past, during the period of traditional rusalciety, the preservation of these mental
spaces’ peculiarity was ensured by population’segansedentarization within the limits of local
sphere. Together with the increasingly humerouslamger outputs from the autarchic type, closed or
semi-open spatial system of the profound Romanimal ispace, the uniqueness of the habitational
mental spaces diminished, its specific elementagoeivalled and sometimes even substituted for
allochthonous ones.
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Metropolitan mental space has always defined especially the capital-citibe, beneficiaries
of some political, economic, social or culturalriétites, which impose themselves in such a
significant manner in the public consciousness thay receive the attribute of superior existential
values (especially in rapport with the adjoiningas of inferior level). Sarmizegetusa Regia dutiiveg
Dacians, Ulpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa in the DaRiaman period, Cluj, Alba lulia, Suceavasila
Craiova, Targowte and Bucurgi in the medieval stage, Bucgtein modern and contemporary
period represented the nuclei of such derived mespiaces, functionally privileged in comparison
with the other equivalent spaces (ethnographical).

The structuring of the metropolitan spaces is rdifferent from the above-mentioned ones,
through the role of retort the urban environmenfersf to the interferences of different types.
Practically, a process of feature dissolution dfitational, ethnographical or provincial spacesetak
place, features which the new-coming populatiorriesr at least in the first generation, in its
individual or collective mental. It adheres, by ichpubstitution, to the values of the place, which
assimilates and, implicitly, affirms.

An analysis of the metropolitan mental spaces foedlon the great cities (Cluj Napocasija
Timisoara, Constga, Braov, Craiova, Ploigi, Sibiu etc.) emphasizes the same affirmation
phenomenon of some regional entities from the aealycategory, but where the provincial or
ethnographical imprint is much more visible. Thg/ a¢ank and its polarizing potential are decisive
factors in imposing thmental aura and its territorial resonance.
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