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The concept of cultivation of the Romanian 
languages explicitly formulated within the cultural 
program of the Romanian Enlightenment. The ideal 
of regeneration, specific to this ideology, consists in 
reshaping the Romanian society and the old culture 
upon new and modern foundations. In this sense, 
the instrument of language receives a tremendously 
important role, to the purpose of its fast and systematic 
improvement: „No cultural progress without an 
evolved and enriched, or “cultivated” language could 

ever be possible. This is the fundamental cause for 
which the Romanian Enlightenment grants special 
attention to the language issue, through considerable 
preoccupation and effort, by literally initiating within 
the Romanian culture the systematic discussions about 
language.”1

Although an education in philology was in most 
cases practically inexistent at the time, there is no 
scholar not to have expressed views towards the ideal 
of cultivation of the language.  Framed as they were by 
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This research underlines the magnificent role the language played at the time of the 19-th century, being a 
means of spiritual union, an element for the preservation of nationality and an expression of our historical origin 
and continuity. Each journalist views language as a political argument, a part of the political program, an element of 
national cohesion, main player in the course of development, emancipation and unity. According to the orientation 
of the time, the unity of the language triggered the unity of the people in a national state. The problem of the 
Romanian language was widely debated in the press of the time. A special attention is given to the development of 
the national-patriotic feeling, the result of a close connection between language and nation.
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a patriotic act of cultural progress and Romanian 
renewal: “Everywhere around, the talk goes about 
national «rebirth» and «regeneration», and the interest 
in language can in general be explained essentially only 
by the feelings of patriotism”16.

The relation between language and the national 
conscientiousness is revealed by Iosif Vulcan, in whose 
opinion the patriotic feeling ought to pre-empt among 
the efforts of cultivation of the language: “Only in this 
way can we secure a future, if we strive to prefer our 
own language, traditions and race over the foreign 
ones”17. In a different article, the same author insists 
upon the idea that the language individualizes the 
nation, with an overwhelming role in the progress of 
society: “Language is everything: life, national existence 
and assurance of the future”18. In this vein, “Not 
cultivating your own language equals suicide! (…) 
Take away their language and you have caused them to 
become extinct forever!”19.

To Ioan Micu Moldovan, language is “the most 
precious treasure of each nation; it, together with the 
isolated individuals, provides a difference from other 
nations and keeps them all united–and culture in 
its true meaning, by its light-spreading endeavours, 
frees the mind from prejudices and releases the heart 
from evil inclinations. Through it and only through 
it can we reach true freedom”20. Dr. C. Diaconovici 
shares the ideas of I. Micu Moldovan, declaring that 
language “is what imprints the character of a nation 
by her origin, keeping it long lasting and immortal. A 
language mirrors the nation’s life and the manner of 
thinking.”21

Opinions about language and about the overlap 
of the language and nation concepts in Romanian 
minds are formulated by a certain I. G. B., who, on 
quoting P. I. Renier, claims: “Language is the banner 
of nationality and he who has no language has no 
homeland”22. And to the Romanian people, “language 
and nation have been and still are one”. The speech 
held by philosopher Grigorie Pletosu, with the title 
Criterion of nationality expresses the same vision: 
“Nationality is therefore based on conscientiousness. 
A person having reached the awareness of the language 
identity and uniformity of its origin is a nation, just as 
an individual having attained a conscience is a person. 
Nationality is a nation’s individuality and personality of 
the people. And because the race and origin are given 
in the language as a heard expression of the content 
of conscience based on the human psychological and 
physical organism, so it results that the language is the 
true psychological criterion of nationality; (…). In a 
language lives the nation”23.

In an article meant for teachers, V. Roman states 
that language is the soul of the nation,   “the sanctuary 
of the people. To taint or rapture it means to pluck 
out her life from the roots. Any people on this earth 

would regard such an attempt as a crime and each of 
them strives fiercely to defend themselves against it. In 
the language stays the life of a nation, in the languageis 
her spirit incorporated, the language is the kind and 
expression of her inner being”24, a principle also 
expressed by Athanasie Marienescu: “In the language 
in which a people expresses their thoughts can be 
found the full expression of their nationality”25.

The definition of language also comprises its social 
essence: “through the language, people have united 
with themselves”26, as well as the role of the linguistic 
instrument in the development of society: “man, 
through mediation of the language, has appropriated 
himself to social life, which is the inexhaustible well 
of countless good things for the entire humankind.”27

Functionally defined, “language is the pile of 
words a certain nation uses to express what they 
feel and think”28, hereby revealing its essential role 
as communication means between members of a 
community. 

Constantin Erbiceanu highlights the inter-
conditioning between language, nation and religion: 
“A people without its own language cannot claim to 
be a nation since it lacks one of the vital elements of 
the foundation for the edifice of a nationality. Without 
its own religion, language and without mores, a 
nationality cannot take shape. The lack of language for 
a people has always been the major hurdle in its efforts 
to agglutinate and affirm itself as a nation.”29

By the interest shown and the space granted to the 
issue of cultivation of the Romanian literary language, 
the analyzed publications have offered occasions for a 
prolific exchange of opinions, facilitating the finding 
of appropriate solutions and becoming arenas of 
affirmation of the most progressive conceptions about 
language. 
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