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Abstract 
 
Due to the subservience to the previous regime, many professional historians were considered 
untrustworthy and discredited as interpreters of past and present in the former eastern 
communist countries. Their evolution after glasnost and perestroika contained some important 
steps.  First, they challenged the communist political taboos under glasnost’ and deconstructed 
the communist political myths and historical synthesis. Second, they restituted the national pre-
communist history as well as the popularization of national traditions and heroes. Third, in most 
countries, the mid-1990s witnessed first attempts to counter the dominant trend of national 
history by re-integrating the communist past as an integral part rather than a historical 
aberration. In Romania some scholars turned politicians and the others focused on national 
democratic development in place, before communism took over. The recommendation is for 
“professionalism and openness”. 
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