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The Journalistic Path of Pamfil Seicaru (1)
from “ The Quiver to “ The Word

Fanel Teodorasct

Abstract: Pamfil Seicaru is one of the most important journalistst tRamania had. In his long
journalistic career, the terrible journalist createewspapers and magazines, impressed the audience
with his writing, faced the powerful men of thah& and contributed to strengthen the role of media
in the Romanian society. Even if he was not endojelitically or held political and ministerial
positions, after creatinghe Currentnewspaper$eicaru became one of the most powerful people in
the interwar Romania. The journalist's path of kfenge to glory was not eas$eicaru experienced
both success and the bitter taste of defeat.
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Pamfil Seicaru is one of Romanian journalists who haverbjdaft their mark on
journalism interwar era. His journalistic work wsgecial. Until having his own
newspaper, the journalist worked in many newsrooRegardless of the
publication in which he signed, he managed to heed both by readers and by
peers. Pamfifeicaru entered in the world press at the age ovhén he was still
in high school. In June 1911, the young journghisblished the sketch “On an
empty stomach” in the journaFfeamatul /The Quivérfrom Tecuci. His used
signature back then was Pam§ikicaru Popescu.Ffeamatul /The Quivér a
literary and scientific magazine, appeared first@euci, during January-December
1911, bimonthly, having as directors Constantin ®and Dimitrie Sbarnea, and
then to Barlad, from January to December 1912 cttire George Tutoveangi
Dimitrie Sbarnea. In the Barlad stage of the jolyrtize young PamfilSeicaru
discovered the secrets of organizing a publicatidmere he occupied the function
of Editorial Secretary. Since 1912, i.e. after #rel of Freamatul /The Quiver
magazine, he had collaborations with many literagtistic or political
publications.

The experience in magazin®dmuri/Branchésis very important for the young
Seicaru’s journalistic career. The publication weleased at Craiova by Saban-
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Fageel. From this man he learned what was to buildComentul /The Current
newspapethat a “creative passion is always pertinacio(geicaru,Writings from
exile (1), 2002, p. 371Ramuri/Branchesvas one of the few publications in the
country that had their own printing. In one of thartraits gathered under the title
Writings from exile Seicaru notes that “due to his exuberant enthusiasih
optimism capabilities, C. #geel managed to build the pala&amuri/Branches
magazine and publishing housgeicaru,Writings from exile (1)2002, p. 371) We
believe that the example of §aban-Rgegel played an important role when Pamfil
Seicaru designed the creation of tAeaonymous Society The Currefgicaru’s
journalistic activity is interrupted by Romania erihg into the war.

During the “negotiations from Buftea”, Pamffleicaru was in lasi. The young
officer and other employees have asked for hel@.ofArgetoianu, the Romanian
Foreign Minister at that time, in order to releasktrenches-newspaperS€icaru,
Writings from exile (11) 2002, p. 113), and in April 1918 it was releaseendThe
Arena newspaper. The gazette was printed in the typograghics and Prosge
owned by Alfred Hefner, and it was seen as a read the newspaper, of the
General HeadquaterdfRoméania/Romania Along with Seicaru Pamfil in the
newspaper they were: Al. A. Busuioceanu, Al. Hpddemostene Botez, Adrian
Brudariu, lon Vinea, Alfred Hefter, C. larca, |. Gostin etc. In October of that
year, the editorial team spread. It must be said ih parallel withArendThe
Arends activity, Seicaru wrote in other newspapers, more or lessitapb

It is important to note that in this period, ParS#icaru meets Cezar Petrescu. The
two friends go together to Bucharest, where thelpase in January 1919,
“political-literary magazine controversyliena/The Hyenaln a portrait dedicated
to Cezar PetrescuSeicaru mentions the difficulty that the two jouristd
encountered when coming up to the title of theigazne: “We were looking for a
title for hours in the small room of Stirbei Vodaegt, at the coffee shop; we listed
titles only to immediately convince ourselves ttiay did not comply with what
we wanted to suggest to our readétiena The Hyenditle was chosen by Cezar. |
did not like it because it reminded me of an inddctcoward animal, and he
justified the choice, making me a complete thedrgend ideas corpses; corpses
which required rendering a service. The magazing reeased; above the title,
Cezar drew a hideous hyena§e{caru,Writings from exile (1)2002, p. 401)

The publication was released in Bucharest, fromudgnto March. The editorial
staff worked in Cerfuti starting with April until the end of the year, @t it was

brought back to Bucharest. It must be said thae Hyenaworked, with

interruptions, until February 1924. Over the yeamiong the publication staff
there were important names of Romanian cultureh sgsc Demostene Botez, lonel
Teodoreanu, Tudor Arghezi, Al. Busuioceanu, lonBarPerpessicius, Lucian
Blaga, Gala Galaction, N. lorga, D. Karnabatt, Mmulescu etc. As noted lon
Hangiu, “besides polemical articles for the goveeninor opposition, institutions
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and politicians,HienadThe Hyenahas fixed headings: entrapmemer pedes

apostolorum books and magazines” (Hangiu, 1996, p. 227). iagazine was

noticed since its first issue and Pan$fdicaru was invited by Constantin Mille to
write for Adevirul/ The Truthand Diminega/The Morning Also, in February

1919, N.D. Cocea released the newspa@érearea /The Callirfigand suggested

the young journalist to join the editorial team.eNeicaru’s collaboration of at the
Cocea’s newspaper lasted only three months.

Seicaru continued to write fohdewvirul/The Truthand Diminega/The Morning
until May, when he accepted the proposal of lanomdfor to take the lead, along
with Cezar Petrescu of the newspapacovinafrom Cerrauti. Bucovina combated
the Liberal Party policy, defended by “The voiceBifcovina, and promoted the
National Party of Romanians in Bukovina. AccordiegPamfil Seicaru, by that
time, the newspaper of Cernauti was under the tehgeof Ghita Stoica, who left
the newspaper’s editorial office after a scandalvpked by an article of his in
which Austrian students companies were ridicul&idaru, Writings from exile
(1), 2002, p. 402) In a letter to the historian &fatin Radu, Pamfi§eicaru shows
why he agreed to go in Cernauti: “Unbelievable veag®0 lei per month, when |
was gaining half afdevarul/The Truthit was clear that more than the difference
in wages tempted us &ucovina for us to know the mood of the new state
population Bomania, from the Nistru to the TisaSeicaru, 1992, p. 119.)
Meanwhile,Seicaru took care of the releases of series of Qériwd Hiena/The
Hyena

Bucovina advocated for the improvement of unioralinconstitutional areas with
the country of all Romanian historical regions. Thazette had assumed also the
role of the popularization of Romanian literatunghe north of the country. In the
two pages of the newspaper there could be read edserpts from works by
authors such as lon CreandAl.A. Busuioceanu, lon Gorun, Al. Cazaban etc.
Thus, the newspaper wanted to remove the effecpolafy pursued for decades,
by the Austrians, who “worked with great zeal tstdit the Bucovina Romanian
spirit.” (Seicaru, “What should retain Bucovina's people?”’199p. 1) In this
respect, it is worth mentioning tlogen letteraddressed b§eicaru to the mayor of
Cernauti that delayed to replace the statue of Q&dieabeth, who was in front of
the government palace, with the poet Mihai Eminestwften wondered, Mr.
Mayor, what's the point in having the statue, gtelaesthetic in fact, of the Queen
Elizabeth, now, when for ever, Bucovina will rem&omanian? [...] I'm sure Mr.
Mayor that you know that the Culture and Literat@eciety is trying to raise
money for the monument of the Romanian poet Mikailinescu. How Elizabeth
statue will raise all, ought to donate Society emrulture and literature. Thus,
through you, the City Hall would facilitate and teasthe raising of this monument
that would adorn the city, making great honor ia thean time the Romanians in
Bucovina. “Seicaru,Open letter to Mr. Mayor of Cernautl919, p. 1)
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The editorial office led bySeicaru did not hesitate to harshly criticize the
government policy. For example, between 23 Septene 1 October, on the first
page, just below the title of the newspaper it appe the next message on citizen
participation in elections for the nomination oétimembers of first Parliament of
Great Romania: “The election became a mere formdliey will take place under
the regime of the state of siege and censorship,asle that instead of an
unnecessary constitutional comedies we should sdsgiee elections, only for
government candidates to be appointed deputiesibisterial decree. It is even
fairer and more logical.”

The special political situation of Great Romanimpels the state authorities to be
very careful with what it is published in newspapesnd a journalist as Pamfil
Seicaru could not enter into conflict with the reggetatives of the Power.
Consequently, the newspaper, that he led, felt rabvigmes the anger of
Censorship. Not infrequently, following thatervention of censors,Bucovina
came up with pages almost empty, instead with paphg removed from some
articles, having introduced the next word “censtiréthe issues of 10 October and
4 November, for example, the wocdnsoredappeared 20 times. If we think that
the gazette had only two pages, we may say thanhtberention of the censors was
considerable. Also, some items were eliminated@gtileaving only the signature
of the author. Such a situation encountered A. Bembifiveanu, in issue 199 of
the newspaper, dated November 27, 1919.

Pamfil Seicaru’s name figured on the frontispiece of thevsgaperBucoving in
the position of director until December 1919. BaelBucharest, he continued to
releaseHiena/Hyenaand accepted lon Mihalache’s proposal to ggdm Noui/
The New Country the Peasant Party newspaper. Thus, the publication’s
management that defended the interests of the misasas insured by Pamfil
Seicaru and Eugen @giun, a party representative. The editorial secyet@as
Cezar Petrescu, and among the collaborators the:w2em. Theodorescu
(signing D. Ghirca), Gib Mifescu, Victor lon Popa, I. Livianu etc. Mill lonescu
Berbecaru was in charged of publishing the newspdfsra nou: /The New
Countrypresented to the public the peasant ideology ajidighted, since its first
issue, that “the war for the union of all Romaniat®wed that the peasants,
although they were unlearned, they were much vpeeple than the scholars from
cities believed, until then.” (Mihalach@ara noui /The New Countryl919, p. 1)
In the pages of the gazet§eicaru showed that “the Peasant Party organizes in
class party to give full bright force to the clagsisciousness of the peasantry and
to specify at the same time its purpose in suchptexnmechanism in the social
life.” (Seicaru,Class Party 1920, p. 1) The journalist indicated that the Jae¢s
stretch “the hand of all democratic forces to reetive oligarchy octopus that is
caught on to the thousands of tentacles, dominatisgmasses.”Sgicaru, The
revolutionary peasantty1920, p. 1) PamfiBeicaru signed not only the articles
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with political content but, as we might think, balso ‘Cronica teatrafi /The
Theatrical Chronicl&.

In April 1921, PamfilSeicaru released the newspap@rd /The Timé&, which will
run until September of that year. At th@ra /The Timetalented journalists
collaborated such as: D. Karnabatt, N. DavidesamiCPetrescu, Victor lon Popa
etc. Ora /The Timenewspaper had unfortunately a short Iffeicaru explains this
by saying that “the newspaper was too intellectwefusing to make even a
minimal concession to the public tast§g&icaru,Writings from exile (11),2002, p.
365). Another interesting phase of terrible jouista career isGandirea /The
Thinkingmagazine. Since May 1928eicaru was part of the editorial board of the
publication. The first article in this magazine teh bySeicaru was registered in
October 1921 and its title was “Between the Fresmoth German book”. According
to his confessions, Pamfieicaru participated in the organized literary nregiof
Géandirea /The Thinking in 1923, “through provincial towns with Mihail
Sadoveanu, G. Tutoveanu, G. ToparceanistdPel Teodoreanu, Al. Cazaban,
lonel Teodoreanu, Nichifor Crainic, Demostene BpEazgen Titeanu, G. Bacovia,
lon Minulescu.” §eicaru,Writings from exil€l), 2002, p. 435) Since the issue 7-9,
in July-August 1927, Pamfifeicaru was not listed anymore as a member of “the
editorial team”. It is worth pointing out that ihg early journalistic career, Pamfil
Seicaru used more signaturesSPArc (TheAreng lasi, 1918); P. Arcal (idem);
Pamfil Popescigeicaru The Quiver Tecuci, 1911); Scalbhe Hyena Bucharest,
1919);Sar (idem);Saru (idem); PSeicaru The Quiver Barlad, 1912).Guarding
1973, p. 693)

1924 is bringing the explosion of Panigicaru’s career. During that period, the
journalist was working with theNeamul Roménesc/The Romanian Nation
newspaper, of N. lorga. The personal life of therjalist PamfilSeicaru was
strongly influenced by the personality of Nicolagrga. In September 1917,
returned from the front, the offic&eicaru Pamfil went to lasi, home of the great
historian, to expose the spiritual state of thas¢hie trenches. That was when a
special bond between the two began. Although hedicdonsidered himself a man
of his entourageSeicaru was often invited to participate in tripsdaaby the
professor in the provinces of Oltenigeicaru appreciated N. lorga and did not
allow anyone to buckle his image. Mircea Eliad¢ pelrsonally what could happen
to those who dared to attack the great profess@uléantul/The Word the young
Eliade made the imprudence in an article to créicthe “method” of N. lorga
work, claiming, inter alia, that, for many year® ho longer read, but skimming
through books. The article was to provoke a reghgaake in the editorial office:
“The day after the article, going on to the editofind Pamfil Seicaru chased by
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anger: You've done it to us!, hissing it betwees ta@eth. [...] From that moment
on, | was not allowed to write about lorga@uvantul/The Word][...]" (Eliade,
1997) Between lorg8eicaru there were also tensions, however, and Hatites
were fought, often in the newspaper pages. For pkgniviu Rebreanu shows in
his Diary that in the spring of 1938urentul/The Current'slirector was scolded
badly by the great historian, “that digs everywhéecause the king said in a board
meeting that he loveeicaru.” (Rebreanu 1984, p. 140)

Neamul Roménesc/The Romanian Nati@s brought to Bucharest as “the organ
of the rally of all those who, in parties or in &duh to them, wanted a life
supported by the national realities” (lorga, 19@2396), on May 10, 1906. After
the national unity in 1918Jeamul Roméanesc/The Romanian Natieffected the
economic, social and political troubles of the doynin the early 1924, Nicolae
lorga’s newspaper had a very small circulation. dékcate situation of the gazette
is described by Nichifor Crainic: “The newspaperyed without readers, with
mediocre fillings, that always accompanied the &g article, always interesting.”
(Crainic, 1991, p. 188) According to Panfeicaru, this situation was because the
great historian “had no technical understanding,aocepted to fit into the
technique.” §eicaru, 2007, pp. 265-266)

In March of 1924, the close friends of N. lorgaided to surprise him; he was in
Paris, at that time making tideamul Roméanesc/The Romanian Natomodern
newspaper. In a work dedicated to the great hatoiPamfilSeicaru speaks of the
close friends’ “conspiracy” “...a number of profess devoted people of Oltenia
decided to use his absence from the country to nodkéeamul Roméanesc/The
Romanian Natiom newspaper in the true sense of the word. Atetigm, N. lorga
will have had a pleasant surprise and he woulddumd in the fulfilled fact.”
(Seicaru, 2002, p. 190) §. Fageel assumed the role of organizing a committee
responsible for raising the needed funds to achieseyoal. The amounts collected
by the Committee of §. Fageel were not sufficient to ensure the functioning of
the newspaper until it would have gained finandérelependence. The money
problem was solved by Enacovici Titus, a membethef National Democratic
Party, which made a contribution of 800,000 lei.

Thus, in the issue of 24 February it was made ¢dleviing announcement: “From
March 1,Neamul Roméanesc/TiRomanian Natiomwill appear in large format in 4,
6 and 8 pages per day. The Editorial office havigeal the daily collaboration of:
Nichifor Crainic, Cezar Petrescu, Al. Lascarov-Mmtdnu, G.M. Ivanov, Apostol
Culea and Victor I. Popa took care of the pageimestto the cultural lifeNeamul
Romanesc/TheRomanian Nationwill continue this campaign with increased
powers to restore the moral order in the politida domain.” The lead of the
editorial team was provided by Pamfieicaru. In early 1924, terrible journalist
was among the collaborators of tReamul Roméanesc/TH&omanian NationTo
understand what issues preoccupied him duringpihiod we will list names of a
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few titles of articles bearing his signature “Ecomo Recaps” (16 January),
“Political Perspectives” (17 January), “Studentsl @arliament” (January 30 ),
“The Justice is shaken” (8 February), “Politics aleanagogy” (9 February), “The
banking feudalism” (16 February).

The new format of the newspaper, the article sigmgdPamfil Seicaru occupied
the most visible position in the newspaper, inti half, the columns 3-4. Also
the written headlines were highlighted by the fomhich was clearly different
from those used for other items. These tricks wer&inly well known bySeicaru
ever since he was editorial secretary in the jduFreamitul/The Quiver The
newspaper was now enjoying a successful markeCrainic tells that, at the end
of March, the professor returned from Paris anderadtop at Craiova, where he
was shown the newspaper’s collection. The pubboatedited in a new format
would be categorized by the great historian as ‘@st&fn newspaper”. (Crainic,
1991, p. 188.) The harmony in the newspaper suivigknost four months.
Following an incident that had as protagonists Dmagu and Vddescu-Rcoasa a
collaborator of the Professd§eicaru expelled the latter from the newspaper. In
response to this decision after mergindrumarea/The Guidelinewith Neamul
Romanesc/The Romanian Natignlorga fired three of Pamfifeicaru’s most
important collaborators. The professor’'s decisiawl lthe following justification:
“He wanted a political newspaper and that is whydeenanded the Calabria’s
people hats to leave, i.e.: Nichifor Crainic, CePatrescu and Victor lon Popa”
(Seicaru, 2002,Writings of exile(ll), p. 192). After the dismissal of three
journalists, PamfilSeicaru left theNeamul RoméanesfThe Romanian Nation’s
editorial office.

Atfter the collapse ofeicaru team, N. lorga newspaper has lost its luatet in a
note published on the front page of the newspap& duly 1950, right next to the
professor’s article, there was the following anrmmment: “During these months
of holiday, in which political and social eventsthe country and abroad, are not
likely to reclaim a too long developingeamul Romanesd@he Romanian Nation
will appear at 12 o'clock of the day, in only twages. The heavy sacrifices that a
newspaper has to fight nowadays - and a partyigallihewspaper particularly -
the technical difficulties that seem like they against it, and on which all the
press once gave the alarm, we have imposed thigsfmoeal measure. But as our
friends and readers can find, even from this nuglfieyou had to reduce the
reserved special collaborations, we can be, ahenpist, in terms of political
timeliness and events of the day, just as a steebmplete as any other. “The
editorial dissolution led byeicaru Pamfil, after an “unexplained mood” of the
greatest journalist “that our race gave - Nicolaegd” (Crainic, 1928, p. 1.),
created the premises of the releas€wiantul/The Word

After he left the editorial staff of thleamului Roméanesc/The Romanian Nation
the journalist convinced Enacovici Titus to give thg role of financier of the
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newspaper of Professor N. lorga to financially sapghe release of a new
newspaper €uvantul/The Word Enacovici provide new media company about 12
million lei.

As shown in the very first issue of the newspaene out on November 6, 1924,
the editorial team consisted of the following editand contributors: C. Gongopol,
Pamfil Seicaru, Cezar Petrescu, Nichifor Crainic, lon Dra@M. Ivanov, P.
Costin, T. Devechi, Al. Radian, Al. Maniu, L. Blag&/f. lonescu, I. Tolan etc. The
gazette was printed in Eminescu typography. Thet fiffice of Cuvantul /The
Wordwas located on the 4 Lutheran Street. The newigatliin was directed by C.
Gongopol. But he was director in name only, as shbw Crainic: “He composed
his chronicles of flat puns and move away safglgrainic, 1991, p. 189)

The program was brought to the public in the fisstie of the newspaper, by three
articles. In “What isThe Word, an article signedThe Word, where is spoken of
the impartiality of the editorial team: “A politidg independent newspaper written
by intellectuals who, at the same time, have nokém the formal links with a
party where they gave their whole collaboratiohis bne that they would seek to
exploit the equivoques amateurs and the commeng@onents of our press
enterprises. Quvantul /The Word 1924, p. 1) In the “Prologue to a political
investigation”, G. (C.) Gongopol revealed the “nealéments inCuvéantul /The
Word “according to the set guidelineSuvantul/The Wordundertakes a political
inquiry on the more or less smooth roads, morehalight or in twilight of the
party ... It seems nothing new and yet it will b&s for the first time an
independent newspaper is determined to take tlodér seriously.” (Gongopol,
1924, p. 1) Finally, the article “What The Word signed by Nichifor Crainic, is
given the mission to which the editorial team elsroWe wish that our inkpot is
the cleansing hurricane cave. We believe in thength of the word. Of the
corrosive and tonic word. It created the worldkitocked it down and it will
rebuild it.” (Crainic, 1924, p. 1) The newspapeit@d declared to be the defenders
of militant traditionalism of Eminescu and suppdrtdhe National and Peasant
Party, political parties which merged in 1926.

Cuvantul /The Wordhad as gravity center the article, under the gueearnf
journalist’s signature. This feature of the newspawas highlighted by Mircea
Eliade in hisMemoirs “... for me, as for all my generation, ti@ivantul/The
Word was not a newspaper as any other. We consideratbri¢ of a journal,
because the articles were signed”. (Eliade, 199128) The political articles were
written by Pamfil Seicaru, C. Gongopol and Nichifor Crainic, who somefs
signed his articles “Radu Miroslav’. Cezar Petreseho signed also as “lon
Darie”, wrote comments for non-political events.gireer Enacovici Titus wrote
economic articles. It must be said that his sigmatuas also encountered Jlara
noui/ The New CountryFor example, the issue of June 29, 1919 the regvesof
the Peasant Party, the engineer Titus Enacovi@dnthat the “owners do not
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declare the exact extent of their estates” (Enatoi®19, p. 1). Thus, it is possible
thatSeicaru and Enacovici would have met at the editoffice of 7ara noui/The
New Countrynewspaper, that is before thBldamul Romanes@he Romanian
Nation episode”.

The good organization of editors and quality agsclwould soon make the
Cuvantul /The Worda successful newspapetuvantul /The Wordbecame the
gazette of the intellectual elite. According to Mimea, Seicaru “was the animator
of the newspaper and without the title, he wasdfief-editor, and his signature
was the most sought” (apud Victor Leaf, 2001, R2)34A.P. Samson shows also
that the terrible journalist was “the loudest arm tmost read editor of the
newspaper” (Samson, 1979, p. 101). Moreover, thel@of Seicaru occupied the
best position on the first page: the middle threkurons in the center pages.
Despite the success of the newspaper, the gloiggef Seicaru atCuvantul/The
Wordwas not long.

The editorial team remained unchanged until 192@&mNichifor Crainic became
the Editorial Secretary at the Ministry for Relig® Affairs and Arts. Having
accepted the position of Editorial Secretary, NmwhCrainic assumed the role of
appointing the man who would keep the heading weéKluminica/Sunddy
which was destined foeligious mattersuntil he would be returned to the editorial
office. The editors circulated the names of twosgde replacements: T. Arghezi
and Gala Galaction. Crainic had another proposalvds hard to decide because |
did not find this kind of written journalistics. 8sng through the Capsa coffee
shop | saw Nae lonescu and | remembered that hdispett in Ideea
european/The European Ideaeveral unsigned notes in defense of orthodoxy. |
returned to our editorial office and proposed Namebcu” (Crainic, 1991, pp. 203-
204).

The editors ofCuvantul /The Word showed disbelief in the capacity to do
journalism of the proposed one. In addition, insthdays, there were rumors about
a scandal that occurred at the Banca Blank thatwved manly Nae lonescu. It was
said that, as general director of the Center Bofaltsified the balance sheet for a
significant amount, with which he would have boughiilla in Bonaparte Park. It
is also said that Aristide Blank had given up tiheai to notify the police after Nae
lonescu was bound by a written declaration thatvbald return, in installments,
the amount of nearly one million lei, acquired bguid. Finally, Nae lonescu was
supported by editorial team and, after a shoriogeof time he became the man of
confidence of Enacovici Titus. Winning the confidenof Enacovici, he was
entrusted with the task of reorganizing the editloream. According to the plan
established by Nae lonescu, the places on the pageall types of articles were
assigned in rotation, to each journalist. Thus,nin head of the editorial staff had
taken the right of Pamf#eicaru to write the article in the center of thmstfipage.
“Finally, as shown Nichifor CrainicSeicaru, who left the axis of the newspaper
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and, frankly, treasured Nae lonescu, was disposenh fthe editorial team.”
(Crainic, 1991, p. 205) lon Vinea stated that #reilble journalist “received quietly
the blow. He knew what to expect. The instrumerdftifmation and fight, created
after a work of over a year, would fall into thenda of another, of a person more
resourceful than he was.” (apud Victor Frisn2001, p. 343)

In late 1927, Pamfifeicaru and other journalists have left the editaféice of
Cuvantul /The Wordonly to releaseCurentul/The Currentone of the most
important Romanian newspapers from the interwar era
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