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The 1864 Agrarian Reform and the acknowledgement of Romania’s 

independence in 1878 led to an acceleration of the modernization process 
within the Romanian space, but also of the process of its integration within 
the European economic and political system. This meant the beginning of a 
series of transformations of the Romanian economic and social realities, 
some of them extremely painful for a significant part of the population and 
with a destabilizing potential for the new state that appeared on the 
European political stage. 

As the obtaining of state independence was followed, in 1883, by the 
signing of a political and military alliance with Germany, Romania becoming 
thus the main partner of the Reich in the Balkans, the Berlin Chancellery 
showed a natural interest in the potential threats against the stability of its new 
ally. This interest was reflected, as it should have been, by the reports of the 
accredited German diplomats in Romania after 1878, who identified, as the 
main danger for the long-term survival of the Romanian state, the social 
tensions that had appeared as a result of the process of integration in the 
European economic system and allotted a very generous space to present the 
various problems that appeared in the relations between various social 
categories within the Romanian extra-Carpathian space and their 
consequences. 

The present study is meant to depict as faithfully as possible the image 
of the Romanian society as it is revealed by the reports of the German 
diplomats within the period between Romania’s gaining its state 
independence and the peasant uprising in 1907. In the first part of this study, 
published here, I tried to depict the most interesting aspects in the German 



 
 
 

diplomatic documents regarding the situation of the Romanian rural 
universe after 1878 – the peasants’ houses, their clothing and food, the 
sanitary situation among the peasantry and the various recurrent disease 
affecting it, the manner in which the 1864 agrarian reform was implemented 
and its consequences, the system of agricultural agreements and its 
aftermaths, the social tensions that appeared in the rural environment and 
the assessments regarding the existing uprising potential. Besides the 
information mentioned above there is also the presentation of the Reich’s 
diplomats’ considerations regarding the situation of the Romanian workers, 
of the Romanian public servants and the ways in which their selection and 
professionalism influenced the well functioning of the state and, finally, the 
situation of the Romanian social elite – the great land owners – and the 
transformation it had undergone as a result of the Adrianople Treaty and, 
especially, of the 1864 agrarian reform. 

The usefulness of such an approach does not reside in the novelty of 
the information, but in the reflection of the manner in which the economic 
and social transformations in Romania of that period were perceived by the 
German officials of the time whose vision was directly influenced by the 
data provided by their representatives in Bucharest. This is the reason for 
which I tried to report as faithfully as possible the manner in which the 
Romanian realities were reflected in the German diplomatic documents, 
allotting a generous space to quotations from the used sources and limiting, 
as much as possible, personal interventions upon the subjects dealt with. 
Thus, the resulting image is an eminently subjective one, being influenced 
by the economic and political interests that the German diplomats were 
representing, but also by the preconceived ideas of these public servants of 
the Reich, who, although highly educated, came from a background which 
was, to a large extent, totally different from the Romanian one. Naturally, 
the ordering of the quite vast documentary material and the translation of 
the documents belong to me but I hope this has not significantly influenced 
the general picture of the Romanian society, as reflected in the German 
diplomatic documents of that time. Given the fact that building an objective 
image of a determined historical period presupposes to compare and 
contrast as many subjective sources as possible, by the present material I do 
nothing else but making available the information contained by such a 
historical source, undeservedly ignored so far.  

 
 
 


