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Abstract. In the twilight of his life, retired at his residence in Voitesti village (in his own
Villa Luna), the geologist Ion Popescu-Voitesti finalized a manuscript of a book entitled ‘The
geological structure of the Romanian earth’, a synthesis of his theories concerning especially
the tectonics of Romania. Shortly after, he died suddenly, consequence of a heart attack. This
work presents the efforts of his widow Elena to publish the book, recorded by documents in
the archives of the ‘Al. Stefulescu’ of Tg. Jiu Museum. The rough times, at the end of the
WWII, followed by the communist oppression, prevented the widow from successfully
completing this project. The manuscript is considered today as lost, after a real succession
of various attempts of the widow to publish it, all exposed in this article. The Romanian
geological literature was thus deprived of a reference text, which would certainly have been
of great utility to Romanian geologists.

Key words: Ion and Elena Popescu-Voitesti, Romania, geology, unpublished manuscript.

823



Introduction

The professional value of the geologist Ion Popescu-Voitesti (1876-1944)
does not require additional arguments to those already published (Mocioi & Huica,
2017 - with all related references; Sasaran, 2014; Codrea & Popescu, 2017; Codrea
& Farcas, 2023; Stelea & Ghenciu, 2023; Ghenciu & Culescu, 2023; Chepeneag,
2023; Codrea, 2024; Bordeianu, 2024). Any analysis, even brief, of the published
geological contributions issued between the end of the 19" century and the first half
of the last century can only highlight the consistency and value of the data reported
by this geologist with roots in Gorj County, who was consecrated by his university
activity in Clu;.

As it is well known, he stood out in various directions of geology, particularly
in invertebrate paleontology (with a plus in the research of large-sized Paleogene
foraminifera), regional geology (diverse regions of the country), tectonics,
hydrogeology, economic geology (with emphasis on rock salt, oil and gas fields),
paleogeography, pedology, etc. In addition, he was a devoted servant of the
Romanian high geological school, after the years spent at the University of Cluj,
moving then to the University of Bucharest. The current School of Geology of the
Babes-Bolyai University of Cluj-Napoca owes him a great debt for his contributions,
which started after WWI when together with Gheorghe Munteanu-Murgoci (1872-
1925) they laid the foundations of the geological teaching in Romanian, and his work
was continued there by some of his assistants, such as loan Alexandru Maxim (1902-
1968). He did comparable work in the same field at the University of Bucharest, but
for a shorter period, at the end of his career. From that chair he was retired at the age
limit, although we have arguments that he would have wished to continue the activity
which for him embodied a true passion, to which he dedicated himself with all his
being. He was also involved in the activities of Romanian naturalists, being among
the organizers of the First Congress of Romanian Naturalists in Cluj, 1928 (Vasiliu,
1979; Codrea & Farcas, 2023). With such contributions, he represented his native
country at various scientific meetings, at home and abroad.

What makes him an unquestionable place in the history of science in
Romania are the geological writings, not few at all, that he has left to posterity
(Popescu-Voitesti, 1928, 1936a; Mocioi & Huica, 2017 with all related references).
In this category are included the books he wrote and publish, as well as articles
focused on the subjects above mentioned. Some of these books are undoubtedly
‘teaching books’ dedicated to pupils and students. At the University of Clyj it is well
known that until 1919 the entire teaching was taught exclusively in Hungarian and
there were no teaching references in Romanian. Therefore, Voitesti was practically
obliged to fill that gap, and the printed or lithographed courses had just such a target.

After retiring from the University of Bucharest, he continued to write on
geological topics. It would have been difficult to imagine things any other way. His
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last writing was a synthesis on the geology of the country's territory. On it we wish
to stop in this approach. Popescu-Voitesti can be considered the father of the
discipline that is still today taught in Romanian geologic (and geographic) education,
‘Geology of Romania’. This statement is supported by the contents of all the three
successive editions of the book ‘Elements of Geology’, which all include a section
devoted to the geology of Romania, as indicated by the wider extension of the title,
‘with a focus on the geology of Romania’ (Popescu-Voitesti, 1921a, b, 1924, 1927).
The book was dedicated to high school pupils, students and anyone interested in
Earth sciences. A couple of decades ago, geology - with a chapter dedicated to the
geology of Romania - was also taught in Romanian in lyceums, but in recent years
this discipline has been excluded from the curricula. This aspect deserves to be
emphasized, being emblematic for the lack of influence of the geologist decision-
makers in Romanian education. We are in a position to state that this aspect will
negatively influence the decades to come, in which the Romanian society will face,
like all the others, the pressing need for mineral raw materials. On the other hand,
this situation tarnishes the professional legacy of the geologist we are talking about.

Ion Simionescu's (1910) earlier writing on the same subject can be considered
a mere attempt, with pale extension and content. Moreover, that writing referred to
the territory of the so-called ‘Small Romania’, before the union with Transylvania.
Subsequently, a series of writings by geologists such as Ilie (1956), Oncescu (1957,
1959, 1965), Mutihac & Ionesi (1974), Mutihac et al. (2007), Mutihac & Mutihac
(2010), etc. were dedicated to this type of synthesis. It is interesting to note how in
these writings there is missing exactly one section on the history of this discipline,
as would have been natural. Sandulescu (1980) was the one who gave attention to
the historical aspects of the geological knowledge of the Romanian territory, but he
focused his attention almost exclusively on tectonic aspects, and not on stratigraphic,
paleontological, etc. ones.

Retired at his home (Vila Luna) in the village of Voitesti, the geologist
finalized shortly before his passing, a manuscript entitled ‘The Geological Structure
of the Romanian Earth’ (‘Alcétuirea geologicd a pamantului romanesc’), expressing
his own satisfaction for the work accomplished (Mocioi & Huica, 2017). His sudden
death, which occurred on his return from a hunting party very close to his home
prevented him from sending the manuscript to any publisher. Consequently, the
manuscript was left to his widow Elena Popescu-Voitesti (Fig. 1). As there was a
special feeling between the two of them, she tried her best to publish her late
husband's writing.

The year 1945 was a rough one for all country. It was not a favorable time to
publish scientific papers, as long as the own survival needs took priority. One such
aspect emerges from a letter that Prof. Victor Stanciu (one of the financial donors of
the erection of the Orthodox cathedral in Cluj) and a close Voitesti’s collaborator and
friend at Cluj University (Stanciu, 1936) addressed to her. The Faculty of Geology
in Cluj had been moved to Timisoara as a consequence of the cession of a part of
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Transylvania to Hungary, including the city of Cluj. Stanciu wrote to Elena on
January 6, 1945 from Timisoara, justifying the impossibility of a visit on that date
by the de facto obstacles imposed by the situation in the country: ‘But now it is an
impossibility to travel from Timisoara. In addition to the overcrowded trains, which
only connect twice to Bucharest and which I would face with all the hardships that a
trip today requires, we cannot leave the city, because who knows if we would have
anywhere to return to, as empty houses are immediately occupied. And with good
reason it is done so, there being many people passing through, who must be
somewhere to be accommodated in these times of war and winter.’ (letter in the
archive of ‘Al. Stefulescu’ Museum Tg. Jiu; Fig. 2).

Her first attempt to publish the manuscript in book form (1945-1946) came
relatively soon after her husband's death (1944). As this first attempt failed, it was
not resumed until a number of years later. This aspect is easy to understand: at the
end of WWII Romania was going through a series of troubled years socially and
politically. Mainly after the elections in fall of 1946 won by the communists and their
allies of long memory, the country had entered the sphere of Soviet influence, and
the communist regime that followed for decades in a row was imposed, dictated and
directed by Moscow, in the first years by I.V. Stalin (born, Ioseb Besarionis Dze
Jugashvili) himself. In those years, Elena did not try to publish the manuscript, which
is easy to understand: times were not favorable for such an initiative.

When times changed a bit after Stalin's death (1953), she addressed in this
direction to the Council of Ministers, to the Academy of the Popular Republic of
Romania and directly to Academician Gheorghe Murgeanu (1901-1984), a geologist
of influence in those times. This one had been elected on December 21, 1935 as
corresponding member of the Romanian Academy of Scientists, of which Voitesti
was one of the founding members. This academy was founded by a group of
scientists as a reaction to the imperfections and deviations of the Scientific Section
of the Romanian Academy, which seems to leave very little room for the
representatives of the exact sciences. After the installation of the communist regime,
Murgeanu became a member of the new-born Romanian Academy, which
incorporated the old academy (but, with the decimation after a politically motivated
selection of the old members), and also the Academy of Scientists, which practically
vanished. About Murgeanu, Pauca (1998) wrote that ‘Murgeanu's geological papers
are not only few in number, but none of them has made big wave, which would have
been expected from a university professor, academician, and advisor to the
Geological Committee! (...) Because he liked to talk, he presented at the meetings of
the Institute (n.n., geological) a few communications, but he did not submit them in
writing to the editorial office for publication’. With such a meager scientific
productivity, we can assume that he did not value Voitesti's scientific writings, or
there may even have been a feeling of envy directed towards him.

The requests trended to the specified official addressees were not kept, or if
they were kept, we did not have access to those documents. However, one have good
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reason to believe that the history of the attempts to publish the manuscript is a real
odyssey, but as we shall see, the final fate of the manuscript remains until today
confused, unclear.

The odyssey of a manuscript

In the archive of the ‘Al. Stefulescu” Museum of Tg. Jiu (herein after,
abbreviated: ASMT]J) are kept some documents related to this case. From what was
preserved, it can be understood that the professor's widow tried repetitively after her
husband's death, to print the geological synthesis in question.

The first attempt was for sure in 1945, one year after her husband's death, as
long a letter signed by the geologist Stefan N. Cantuniari (1883-1958) (in archive of
ASMT]J; Fig. 3) dated February 6, 1946, refers to book chapters already seen by
geologist David M. Preda (1886-1963) and summarily analyzed by lon Atanasiu
(1892-1949):

‘Highly esteemed Madam Prof. VOITESTI,

Following your approval, confirmed in writing, I have entrusted to Mr.
PREDA and Mr. ATANASIU the two chapters of "Structure of the Romanian earth"
indicated for some revisions and additions.

Prof- PREDA shortly returned me the unmodified text, with the reasoning that
his views are different from those of the author.

Prof. I. ATANASIU, being absent from Bucharest for a while, was able to get
acquainted with the text a little later, so that only a few days ago he sent me back the
part he had reread, with some small corrections, in accordance with his personal
studies in the Moldo-Basarabian Plateau.

In the meantime, while skimming through the text of the work myself,
generally made up of chapters with a classical background and structure, I could see
that some retouching is needed here and there, even some retouching of the wording,
of punctuation and especially some underlining, both for the ease of reading and for
the uniformity of the whole work.

I have also carefully considered the known "vulnerable" parts, which I
consider to be eliminable by appropriate wording, without forgetting the geologist's
license and even obligation to treat geological units independently of the country
borders!

However, I believe that we can now hand the work over to the Royal
Foundations, which keep the drawings of the plans redone and paid for by them since
last summer. I hope that although their Committee is composed entirely of men of
letters, there will be no difficulty in printing a scientific work of the value and
usefulness of that of our late colleague and friend.
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And on this occasion I ask you to forgive my slowness in writing, though
motivated by abnormal circumstances; which did not stop me from keeping the care
of an achievement as dear to us as to you.

Until we receive your reply with new provisions - as I don't know your latest
connections with the Foundations - I will continue with the revision of the text
(especially the punctuation and underlining for the typeface).

Together with my wife, we wish you health and good thoughts.
Wednesday, February 6, 1946 S. N. Cantuniari’

At the end of the letter it is more than likely recorded in holograph by Elena
Voitesti that a reply was sent on March, 1 a reply that was probably not kept.

We have not at our disposal her document addressed to the Romanian
Academy of Scientists, but a report issued after its incorporation into the new
Romanian Academy mentioned data issued as result of the General Assembly of the
Academy of Scientists on November 16, 1947 (ASMTJ 19223; Fig. 4). From the
report its results that the printing of the book was (...) a duty, both to Romanian
science and to the memory of our colleague, to print this particularly important work,
which represents the synthesis of all the researches up to the most recent ones, on the
geology of Romania, made by one of the most competent specialists. But as it is a
massive work - approx. 450 pages - and therefore very expensive, we requested the
support of the forums able to help us. After negotiations with the Royal Foundations,
which at one point had reached a favorable point, we had to give up this solution.
We turned to oil companies and financial institutions, obtaining a grant of
50,000,000 lei from "ROMANIAN-AMERICAN" Soc. and another of 10,000,000 lei
from the NATIONAL BANK OF ROMANIA. We had the prudence to commit this fund,
purchasing the necessary printing paper and executing the printing of photos. With
this face, we can say that we have saved the I.P. VOITESTI fund of 60,000,000 lei,
which otherwise would have been swallowed by the abyss of the stabilization
blockade. (...) Since the work of the late Prof. .P-VOITESTI, by its content and the
ideas expressed, continues to keep its topicality and especially its special practical
interest for the specialists called to solve the economic problems related to the
geological structure of the country, without speaking about the value of the author's
original scientific concepts, which have long since won a place of honor in the world
geological literature; and since the printing of the work could today be easily and
quickly carried out, having the necessary printing paper (...) I have the honor to
propose to consider printing this work as soon as possible, establishing also in
agreement with the current owner of the work, Mrs. Elena Voitesti, the author's
widow, the rights due.’

Unfortunately, the typewritten copy of this report is undated, so we do not
know who the author of the proposal is. What we do know for sure is that it was not
printed at the time. This text clearly illustrates that the steps directed towards the
Royal Foundations had been finalized with failure. On the other hand, those
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Foundations were in their turn, like the entire Royalty of Romania, on the verge of
dissolution dictated by the communist regime and under the influence of communist
Moscow. King Michael had to abdicate, as is well known, and then to leave the
country for decades in a row.

After Stalin's death the geologist’s widow resumed the approaches to various
forums, especially to the Romanian Academy, but also to the Council of Ministers.
Therefore, we have on hands a letter received from the Academy of the P.R.R.
(Popular Republic of Romania), Section of Geology and Geography, dated January
25, 1957 (original in ASMT]J archive; Fig. 5), which at the end of the letter indicates
the name of the geologist Alexandru Codarcea (1900-1974; the one who outlined and
defined the Severin thrusting nappe in Southern Carpathians; Sdndulescu, 1980), but
which is signed in fact by Gheorghe Murgeanu, bears witness to this:

‘Dear Madam,

In connection with the work of the late Professor lon Popescu-Voitesti,
received at the Section on September 7, 1956, in order to advise on the
appropriateness of its publication, we inform you that at the first meeting of the
Section - held after the finalization of the thematic plans for 1957, - on October 27,
1956, the above work was discussed.

On this occasion, it was shown that the paper, being written many years ago,
is outdated by the current level of geological knowledge of the territory of our
country, but that it still represents, for the time at which it was written, a valuable
contribution to the study of the geology of the Romanian territory.

The brief analysis that was made of the work in the meeting of the Section,
revealed a series of inconsistencies and ideas outdated by current knowledge, which
does not justify its printing as a treatise or specialized course, but rather, as
"Posthumous works" of Professor lon Popescu-Voitesti. This was the reason why the
Section decided to set up a commission to analyze the work in detail and to submit
proposals to the Section regarding the possibility of printing it.

However, the work being voluminous, its examination will take a long time
until the Section will be in a position to make a final decision.

In the meantime, we remain of the opinion expressed above that the work
could appear - and this only after it has been researched by the above-named
commission - under the title of "Posthumous Works"

‘G. Murgeanu’

The official tone of this letter reeks in every sentence, but it is noteworthy
that at least the signatory did not address the widow with the usual formula of those
times, ‘comrade’. A subsequent letter addressed to Murgeanu (ASMTJ Inv. 22268;
Fig. 6) on September 6, 1959, which shows the bitter disappointment derived from
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the lack of action of the one in whom he had placed his hopes, also indicates that the
approaches in the interval 1956-1958 were more numerous, but they were not kept:

¢ Dear Mr. Murgeanu,
February 29, 1956
September 7, 1956
September 27, 1956
January 25, 1957 ....
November 5, 1958

Please allow me to begin with this string of dates - which, of course, you
know what they refer to, and I believe that between January 25, 1957 and November
5, 1958 you also honored me with two visits, thus answering my letters whose dates
I no longer know.

These given dates and the time that has elapsed from the first one until today
(three years and six months) show with painful evidence - painful for me - how long
I waited and especially how much patience I had, patience that if you qualify it as
angelic, is too trite and too understated.

And why have I waited patiently? Because each time you have given me hope,
reassurance, even inspired me with confidence. Each time when you came to me, you
were extremely kind enough to offer me, besides assurances, the best candies in
Bucharest, and their sweetness, please believe me, does not surpass the bitterness
that crept and nestled in my soul, still waiting and seeing that nothing is being done
for the memory of the distinguished geologist Voitesti.

And, as this is the situation at the moment, I ask you, Mr. Murgeanu, very
insistently, to be kind enough to return to me the typing and the figures.

Probably, in your long absence from the country, you entrusted the typescript
to a person for safekeeping, but I think that the most appropriate place would have
been in my drawer, instead of in a drawer other than yours at the Academy; this to
avoid indiscretions.

Will you please let me know where and when I can pick it up.

If, within 15 days of your receipt of this letter, you have not realized my wish
and my request, 1 shall be forced to follow another path in order to recover my
husband's work, entrusted to you by the Council of Ministers in September 1956.

Allow me to refer also to the letter of the Academy of the PR.R. of 25 January
1957, signed by you. You stated there that the work would be published. Everything
remained a dead letter.
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You also told me, among other things, that Voitesti's posthumous paper (dated
1944) was ‘outdated’. It would be inadmissible not to have made great progress in
the geology of Romania, when for 15 years, dozens of teams of young geologists have
been working in the field for 6 months a year, being inspected, controlled, and
verified by experienced geologists.

However, I have no hesitation in saying that Voitesti's work - a work of
synthesis - is unique of its kind for the geology of our country, if you have read it, 1
am sure that you think so too. His theories are still standing today, and only if they
would be disseminated to be known, they could be taken as a basis for discussion
among specialists, which would certainly bring much new and powerful light in the
‘the geological structure of the Romanian Earth’.

Let me end with a remark in your favor. What does 3-4 years matter to a
geologist who looks at the past in hundreds and thousands of years? For him, 3-4
vears are a small, infinitesimal fraction of time compared with the age of the Earth,
whose mysteries he wants to know.

So, the geologist cannot consider as a delay a time interval even shorter

In expectation, within the above-mentioned time limit, of a reply which will
satisfy the request expressed in this letter, please accept the assurance of my best
regards.

6 September 1959
Bucharest of. p 37
Calea Mosilor 113°

Faced with a deadline, and in order to avoid unpleasant reverberations at the
level of the Council of Ministers, Murgeanu drafted and sent the following holograph
reply sent as a letter addressed to Elena Voitesti, in September 17, 1959 (ASMTJ Inv.
22266; Fig. 7):

‘My esteemed Mrs. Voitesti,

Having returned from Karlovy Vary, where [ was sent to nurse my health, [
found your lines. Please forgive me if I will not be able to submit the manuscript of
the work you have entrusted to me by the deadline you have set, and here is why.

Last year, in the autumn, when the papers to be published in 1959 were being
planned, I again presented Professor Voitesti's paper to the plenary of Section V, to
which I belong, with the request to be included in the editorial plan. The Section
approved my request, the paper was planned for 1959, and it was decided that the
revision should be entrusted to the geologist Grigore Popescu, a researcher at the
Institute of Geology-Geography of Section V. Grigore Popescu is a very experienced
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geologist, over 40 years old, and the Section was of the opinion that he was able to
do the revision requested by the Academy Publishing House.

Unfortunately, a few sessions later, the editorial plan was redrafted, in
accordance with the suggestions of the Academy's management, and deeply
modified. The same plenum of Section V informed me, ‘with regret’, that Professor
Voitesti's work was no longer included in the 1959 plan and that its publication
would be delayed. My insistence could not be taken into consideration and the
decision of Section V to postpone the publication remained valid.

1 did not want to tell you this so as not to cause you disappointment. Now [
realize that I was wrong, not knowing the decision of the Fifth Section plenary, you
are blaming me for not publishing the paper.

Reading your lines, I realized that your trust in me is completely shattered
and that there is nothing left for me to do but return your manuscript.

1 immediately looked for Grigore Popescu but I learnt that he is on the field
in Jitia, in the former county of Rimnicu Sarat. I wrote him a letter asking him as
soon as he comes to Bucharest to return the manuscript to me in the state of revision

().

Please believe that when Gr. Popescu's arrival in Bucharest, I will be in
possession of the manuscript for submission. I regret very much that, at the moment,
I cannot tell you the date on which I will return the work to you as I do not know it
myself. But I will keep you informed of Gr. Popescu's answers in which the date of
its return will be mentioned.

Your letter caused me great bitterness. I understand very well that it was
written in indignation that the publication of the work is so long delayed. I am not
responsible for this long delay. I am only a cog in the great mechanism of the
Academy.

I was particularly impressed by the fact that you interpret my deference to
you as hypocrisy, as an attempt to cover up, by kindness, my despicable character.

I cannot forget, however, that I have been your and Prof Voitesti's guest and
have enjoyed a warm, affectionate welcome in the past.

Please accept, dear Mrs. Voitesti, the assurance of my respect
G. Murgeanu ’

The manuscript was probably returned to her in autumn, at the time when the
geologists in the field were returning to Bucharest. What is certain is that Elena
resumed her endeavor for publication the following year, this time not to the
Academy Publishing House but to the State Technical Publishing House in Bucharest
through its director, dated March 20, 1960, registered under no. 4660 of 22 March
1960 at the State Technical Publishing House (Archive ASMT]I; Fig. 8 a,b):
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“To
THE STATE TECHNICAL PUBLISHING HOUSE.
BUCHAREST

I, Elena Popescu-Voitesti, widow of lon Popescu-Voitesti, university
professor of Geology, residing in Bucharest, Calea Mosilor 113 C, Tudor
Viadimirescu district, have in my handwriting his last work: The geological structure
of the Romanian Earth, a work that has not yet seen the light of the printing.

I allow myself to make it available to the State Technical Publishing House
to be printed as a "posthumous work" and I warmly request that the attention it
deserves be given to this work and its author.

Professor Voitesti was active in all fields of geological sciences, making
important contributions in both the scientific and the practical-economic fields; as a
crowning achievement of his meticulous and long research, in the last year of his life
- retired - he elaborated a synthesis work that remained in typescript: "The
geological structure of the Romanian Earth" a work not only of large dimensions
(450 pages with 98 figures and maps), but also - as the specialists who have skimmed
it state - of an undeniable and permanent scientific value through the documentary
material it contains on the geology of the Romanian Earth.

This work represents the synthesis of his entire scientific activity in the field
of geology and its dissemination would be of great use to specialists, students and
all those who are interested in the evolution of geological science in our country.

Up to the last moment of his life, he polished and prepared it, leaving it ready
for printing, but by the brutal separation from life (4 Oct. 1944) he could not realize
it.

1t is the only work of its kind for the geology of our country and it would put
at the disposal of the researchers of our country's terrains a series of data:
geological, tectonic, paleontological, stratigraphic, systematized and correlated
according to the major geological units of our country.

And Prof. Voitesti's theories, which are well known, could be taken as a basis
for discussion among specialists, which would bring a new and strongly guiding light
in the geological formation of the Romanian Earth.

The paper is composed of two parts:

Part I — INTRODUCTORY.

A. - Paleogeographic evolution.

B. - Structural units.

C. - Intimate geological composition of the Carpathian structural units.
Part I - DESCRIPTIVE.

A. - The Banat Mountains and the neighboring Plain.
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B. - The Southern Carpathians of Oltenia.

C. - The Southern Carpathians between Olt and Prahova.

D. - The Getic Depression.

E. - The Southern Bend Carpathians with the Sub Carpathians and the
plain in front.

F. - Eastern Carpathians and Sub Carpathians.

G. - Moldavian Plateau and Moldavian Plain with the mouths of the
Danube.

H. - Dobrogea.

1. - Apuseni Mountains.

J. - Transylvanian Basin.

K. — Maramures Basin.

The literature used is listed at the end of each chapter.

The work consists of 448 typed pages (41 r. at 62 beats) and 98 figures and
maps.

It goes without saying that the work needs to be revised as far as some
geographical data are concerned; and after this operation will be carried out, 1
warmly ask you to kindly accept that this work - "posthumous work"” - be printed in
the State Technical Publishing House, thus making a large gesture of homage to the
memory of a man who devoted his life to science and to the initiation of youth into
this science.

Fight for peace!
Bucharest
Calea Mosilor 113 C.
20, March, 1960 Elena Voitesti

It is important to mention that in the upper segment of the first of the pages
was written in holograph: 'Manuscript has been retained in the editorial office
(including drawings)', signed indecipherably, 22. III. 960.

The content of this book is important, because it gives insight into the
geologist's conception of the geological structure of the Romanian territory. In this
chapter, there is a mix between geographically outlined units (e.g., Banat Mountains
and neighboring Plain, Getic Depression, Moldavian Plateau and Moldavian Plain
with the mouths of the Danube, Dobrogea, Apuseni Mountains) vs. units with
geological structural significance (e.g., Transylvanian Basin, Maramures Basin) is to
be noted. At the time of the writing of this book, the structural boundaries in the
present geology of Romania were far from being defined as such, as they appear for
example in Sdndulescu's book (1984). The first part of the book is also the most
challenging, the one that amplifies our frustration at not having it available for direct
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study. However, it is clear that the beginning of the approach (A) seen through the
prism of the paleogeographic evolution of the territory of Romania is in the logic of
the synthesis on this subject, which had been the subject of the article published in
Cluj only eight years ago (Popescu-Voitesti, 1936b). In the second chapter (B) of the
first part there is certainly the structural rationalization of the area in question, which
would have provided us with the latest conception of the geologist author. Finally,
the third chapter (C) of the first part probably dealt with aspects focused on the
Carpathian tectonic structures, so it centered on the problems related to the
Carpathian orogen. It would have been particularly useful to know what were the
divisions of this orogen and how they were defined at the end of a professional career
in which the tectonic studies had been always a priority.

In this context, Elena made one last intervention, this time directed to the
brilliant geologist Ion Bancila, from which we learn (Archive ASMT]; Fig. 9): ‘For
over 15 years, this work has been sitting in various drawers, sometimes hidden,
sometimes not, from prying eyes.

I won't tell you all its odyssey, because it is long and causes me much
bitterness.

Now, recently, a small group of young geologists have approached me to
present it to the State Technical Publishing House, asking for it to be printed and
distributed.

1 presented myself with it on Tuesday, March 22 this year, at the Publishing
House and I had the impression that it was skimmed with much interest in its contents
and with a desire to make Voitesti's theories known. I was made very welcome, the
work remained there.

But, of course, this work needs a lot of rework, so entrust it to a competent
person.

I was asked whom [ would recommend for the job.

I have taken the liberty of saying your name - and yours alone - without any
"and", without any "or".....

I was thinking about the very good relations that existed between you and my
husband, collaborating within the Faculty of Geology of the University of Bucharest.

I remembered that he cherished you both as a man and as a scientist and
always spoke to me with joy of this close and good understanding.

On Thursday, March 24, there was a meeting at the Publishing House, at
which this matter was put on the agenda. I was sorry that you were not able to attend
this meeting, which also discussed the work.

From what has reached my ears, I have the impression that your presence
and your answer were expected in order to take a decision.
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1 ask you very warmly not to refuse me this support. For 15 years I have been
living with the desire and hope to revive my husband's name and fame; I made an
attempt with the geology book for high school but it did not succeed.

For this work, - a synthesis of his entire thinking in Geology - based on data
known up to 1944 - I struggled a lot.

I know that revision and reworking will require a lot of hard work, a lot of
sacrifice, but I believe that you will not regret it when you see that you have
contributed to the revival of the spirit of Voitesti. (...)’.

This is the last document on the subject to which we have had access. It is,
however, clear that the manuscript in question by lon Popescu-Voitesti has never
been printed either by this publishing house or by any other, and its fate after this
date becomes deeply unclear.

Concluding remarks

After 1960, Popescu-Voitesti's typed manuscript plain and simple vanished.
It is unlikely that this time the widow Elena Voitesti was able to recover it from the
publisher. Deprived of a decent income - as was the case for not a few elderly people
of Popular, and then Socialist Romania - she had to make a living by typing various
texts for diverse benefactors. Hence the unpleasantness that ended in court, with
allegations that through her work she had supported legionary intellectuals such as
Dinu Pillat (Steinhardt, 2008).

Despite searches of many of geologists and ourselves, it could not be found
in the archives of the Bucharest Geological Institute. The publishing house where it
was deposited, which subsequently became Technical Publishing House (Editura
Tehnicd), ceased its activity in 2014, for reasons of profitability. There might be a
possibility that the manuscript is deposited at the National Archives, but looking for
it there would be like looking for a needle in a haystack. If it ever turns up from that
direction, it would be more the result of a happy happening. Brief, there are relatively
few chances that this manuscript will be found and even less, that it will be valorized.
At present, its value would be historical indeed, if we are to judge by the many
decades that have elapsed since it was written. However, it would have an importance
for understanding the evolution of geological knowledge of the Romanian territory
and as a benchmark for outlining the progress in Romanian geology and the
development of the discipline named ‘Geology of Romania’.

What we know for sure is that a book (1956) written by geologist Mircea Ilie
(1904-1974) bears a title identical to the one Popescu-Voitesti thought up for his own
book. Is it a coincidence, or did he had the opportunity to consult the manuscript?
Anyway, the references of the book does not show this.
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We conclude with a few lines addressed by Voitesti's disciple Stefan
Mateescu, to the widow of the geologist from Gorj (letter from October 3, 1944,
ASMT]J Inv. 20181; Fig. 10): ‘Together with Professors Mrazec and Murgoci,
Professor Voitesti has worked all his life to the growth and development of the
tectonic school in Romanian Geology. That he was not understood by so many
geologists - is not surprising: ordinary people - even in science - look with disbelief
at the one who builds with toil and clairvoyance a new path in the science of his
country. Even when they pretend to understand these new principles applied in other
parts of the world, they refuse them for our country (...). That is why Professor
Voitesti could be appreciated by the scientific world outside our frontiers, but he was
surrounded by an icy atmosphere in the country. However, Prof. Voitesti will remain
a head of a new school! His memory will live with his work.’ It is possible in this
short message to summarize the values of Popescu-Voitesti's life as a geological
scientist and to trace the evil plots that hastened his end. Lo and behold, those close
to him knew them.
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Anexe
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Fig. 2. Facsimile of the first page of the letter addressed by Prof. Victor Stanciu to
Elena Popescu-Voitesti.
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tétd gtiingifice 1n domeniul geologiei gL difuzave.s el ar £,
do mare folos specialigtilor, studeniilor pi twturor celor ee
ae intersseacd de evolufis gtiinfed geolorice In fara nnunlr'l‘

Finfi in ultims oliph m viefii, & glefuit-o §1 & prese:
tit-o, lhsfnd-o gatn pentru tipirive, insd prin desprinderea
brutals de viaih (4 oct. 1944) ma @ putut-o Tealiss.

Este unicm lugrare de mcest gen pamtru geologis §EFAL
noastre ¢i ea ar pune 1 Lar lor
$0ri4 mosstre o serie co date: geologice, tectonice, paleonto—
glee, stratigratioe, siste=mtizabe gi corslate duph marile umi—
tETL geologice ale firil moastr

Iar teoriile Frof, Voitegtd, cunoscute, ar paten fi lus

oa bozd de discufle Intre specialigti, ceease ar aduce o Iwsi_

g

moukl gt puternio fadrumitoave in aloRtuiren seoloplel 4 Phi=
afntalul roafnesc,

lucrarea se compune dim doul piril:
Fartes I=& <INTRODUCTIVA.
Ao~ Broluiin puleoseograrios,
B,= Usft8iile structurale,
#a= Alclituirea geolosich fatimk a unitffilor
strusturals carpatice.
Fariea II~a.~DESCRIFTIVA.
Aa- sunfis Banatulul g1 Gtmpis veetnd .
3.-Carpatid meridionsli ss Oltented.
C.= Carpaitd moridionnld dntre Oit gi Franows,
Du- Deprosiunes gaties,
E.- Cerpofld curburidl seriddonale om subearpafil
#4 ofmpia din rags,
Fu- Carpatfi gi Suvoarpajis oriemtald,
Bu= Fodigul moldovenesc ¢f Cimpia moldovensasch
ou Gurile Dandrii.
.= Tobropes..
I,- Mmits Apuseni.
J, Bastnul Tramsilvamies.
E.= Bagimul Msramicopulud .,
Jdteratura folosith este indicats la finele Tleckreis din a—
cente capitols,

dmerares caprinde 448 pagini dactilografieto { 41 ¥, a
62 bELEL) 1 98 fioord gi hirjd,
£ dels sime fajeles ci lucrarea Lrel Ezatid fn
¢ooaca privegte unele date geosrafiocsj iar aceastl opera-
t1e g¢ va efectua, vk rog chlduros si tineveifl a accepta ca
#ceasthl lucrave -,luerare pontust™- s fis TAPGrith In Editura
Telnich de Stat, f@efnd prim aceast ¢f un gest larg de omagiu
meuoriel unul om care §i-a consmcrat vists piiiafed s iniftersd
tineretulul fn aceastd griinih.
Is lupth pemtru pacel
Bu
nu“:_:'z::{mr us e, w ’,hl‘,r
20 martie 1960, L

Figs. 8 a,b. Facsimile of the letter addressed by Elena Popescu-Voitesti to the State
Technical Publishing House in Bucharest, in March, 1960; in 8 b. there are the
chapters of Ion Popescu-Voitesti’s manuscript.
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Stimate Dommule HANCILA,

Ca sk mu vk ripese pres =mult timp, intru de-a drapiul
fn subtiect = felul aceatsl dorisori.

Frobtabil ptifd, ob soful meu m lEsat ) In dactilogrash
o lugrare de siniszf, lucrars de dimensiung nari ( 450 pagini,
ou 98 de fiiurd §4 hitrfi) intitulatd @ Alclituirea peclogioll &
phntntulud rominesa™.

’ . De pente 15 Ani, aceastd lucrars sth mustritoars In di-
varss sertare, uneori feritd, alteori ma, de ookl indisarsgi.
A Ha vé spun tostd odises ei, olol ® lungh gi-al produce
multé a=frdciune,

o Acum, '.l'ilun.h un Frup mio de tineri peolopl au interve=-
Hﬁﬂp-ﬁﬁ llr‘ﬂ‘ll:lnnht in Editura Tehnich de Stat, ructnd si
-:MW gl difuzata,

-7 | W-am presentat ou ea marti fa 22 martie s.o. la Editurd
ﬁ.‘lww efl 8 fost riAsfoltd ou mult Lateres pentrd
Wﬂ g4 ou doringa de & a-e fmoe cumoscute teoriile

Clpd Voitegti., Mi=-s=a fhout o prinire foarte bimevoitpare; luera-—
‘TEA A rimas acolow

| .w.. aspregit accasth lucrars oare nevoe de milte re—
tugerd, deci Ineredinfatii unel persoame cospetents.

“Aa fost Intrebatd pe cine &gl recomanda pentra aceastld

: Mi=an perais & spune muuele Dv, = gi munai al Iv.- fird

’m n "H' ihl niecl um .ill- Bt Ew
_ : HII m0est rispuns meam gindit 1a relatiile foarte iume
care au -mﬂt intre Dv. §i soful neu, colabortnd in cadrul
W de mlum al lhhruiﬂui din Bucuregti.

ﬂ*ﬁ iMJnjautl o el v prefuia atft ca om, cit ¢
ca om de gtiingh gi=mb vorbes totdesmuma cu (ucurie de nceastd
iﬁ'ﬁlﬁ 18 M m‘,‘ml«l

- Joi h 24 martie & fost o gedintd la Editurd, gedinid
ﬂ*mﬂ introdus §i Aceastd chestiune pe ordimea de »i. ii-a

rut réu nliu afd putut lua parte la aceastd comsilituize,

‘ﬁﬁﬂ wveridt oi de lucrare,

L e |

Fig. 9. Facsimile of the first page of the letter addressed by Elena Popescu-Voitesti
to Ion Bancila, the ultimate hope...
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Fig. 10. Facsimile of the last page of the letter addressed by Prof. Stefan Mateescu
to Elena Popescu-Voitesti, a synthetic point of view of a competent follower on the

geological scientist lon Popescu-Voitesti.
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