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Abstract. The Dobrogea region is considered to be the oldesta geological standpoint and the
most heterogeneous in what concerns its ethnoralifispect. It overlaps two counties: Constan
and Tulcea, of a cumulated surface measuring 15§K0 and an average population of 1 million
inhabitants. Its rural component comprises 1,088gés distributed in 104 communes, mainly
disposed in the central area of the region, bt falsnd in the Danube Meadow and Delta. This
study proposes an analysis of the situation oétliieentic elements preserved in situ as well as out
situ and of the main sources of information regeydne reconstruction of the traditional village of
Dobrogea, such as museums in Dobrogea, BuchaxSiilsin as well as over 30 studied villages
from Dobrogea, offering precious data concerning tiypes of households and ethnographic
landscape determined by the occupations of thépopulation. The cartographic material based
on the data acquired through study and field wionls Dbtained is relevant to the definition of the
authenticity of Dobrogea’s rural component, a \@attiarting point for the development of rural
tourism which would complement seaside tourism.
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INTRODUCTION

Dobrogea’s geographical position has allowed tagian to play an important part in the
Romanian territorial-politic system, aspect whidstbeen highlighted almost a century ago by
Bratescu (1928): Dobrogea is important to Romania mostly due tgdsition at the mouth of the
Danube and by the Black Sea’s coast.li'the context of an accelerated process of girdtain
which is carried through by ectltural leveling and an tirban aggressich the Romanian rural
space, in its most archaic form, represents a deratble inheritance due to the richness and diyersi
of its elements and to their uniqueness and ofigind his study’s objectives is to identify the
reference points which characterize Dobrogea’sitioadl particularities in what concerns its
households and villages, as well as to define sgpeeific models which would enable the concept
of “touristic village' to become the foundation for the developmentitieent types and forms of
tourism in rural areas. Attaining these objectivesuld offer an alternative to the current rural
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development by planning and promoting autochthonelesnents and preserving them in situ.
Moreover, the historical-geographical and geopmalitiparticularities of Dobrogea which have
influenced the modeling of the its villages as wal the diversity of elements which render it
attractive and rich in touristic resources are #sworable to such an endeavor, as Nigdar(2006,
76-77) describes:d' Romanian province encompassing the richest amtigestiges: Greek and
Roman, paleochristian and medieval Roman-Byzartmees; a territory which superposed the
largest number of human civilizations recorded onfanian history; the region comprising the most
diverse habitation condition and the oldest halitaites:
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Figura 1. Dobrogea. Geographical framework and localitesearched by various researchers
(and research studies) in the context of valuirtgentic village of Dobrogea

THE GEOGRAPHICAL FRAMEWORK OF THE ANALYSIS
Dobrogea’s regional system, a component of Romsupialitical territory, is surrounded by
water: on the northern and eastern side by the Dmand by the Black Sea on its western side.
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From a geological and physical-geographical pofntiew, it represents a complex synthesis of
the ‘“oldest territory represented by the North-Dobrogea horsti¢M Mountains) and of the
“youngest which is continuously expanding: the Danube DelfBhe same complexity
characterizes this region from a historical and agraphical point of view, an advantage both for
the ethno-cultural and the architectural heritagehe urban and rural areas. About 1 million
inhabitants populate nowadays (2010) a surface 557D sgkmrepresentingthe territory of
Constama (74.2 %) and Tulcea (25.8 %) counties, distridure104 communes which include in
their administrative circumscription 1,058 villaggable 1). The villages are relatively unequally
distributed at the level of the two counties (58if0Constara) as well as at the level of
Dobrogea’s territory where the density of ruratleetents is higher in the central-northern, central
and south-eastern parts (figure 1). In what corsérrdemographical dimension, the average
Dobrogea village numbers 1,058 inhabitants, figulnéch varies from county to county, yet higher
in the case of Consten(table 1).

Tabelul 1. Dobrogea. Population and rural settlements, ir0201
(data sources: insse.ro; Ditide Judeene de Statisticdin Tulceasi Constaia)

% from Inhab/

Counties / |Surfacel Total Density Rural total No Nr village leer_ences
No - . - | % [(inhab/ . . no villages
Region (sgkm) | inhabit Population|Dobroged villages | communes (value
sgkm) -~ 11990-201(
/County medium
1 | Constata 7,071 718,330 100/ 101.6] 212,393 29.5 188 58| 1,129 -1
2 | Tulcea 8,499250,64125.8| 29.5| 127,171 51.0 133 46 956 0
DOBROGEA | 15,570/ 969,481 74.2| 62.3| 339,564 47.27 321 104/ 1,058 -1

CURRENT LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE

While a great number of studies concerning the etesmof heritage, the methodological
component, etc. have been published, in what coactte understanding and promotion of the
Dobrogea village, such endeavors are recent andetimin number. The first initiatives of
preserving the elements specific to the Dobrogg#onehave been taken by the Ethnographical
Museums of Sibiu and Bucharest which have “displa@e the '70 some of the specific elements
of Dobrogea, without considerinig situ preservation. Here are some of the studies whieh a
important in what concerns the Dobrogea regionRbmanian Ethnographical Atlg8 volumes),
coordinated by I. Ghinoiu which refers to no lelsant 22 Dobrogea villages, the two volumes of
“Dobrogea. An ethnographical study2003, 2008) coordinated by Maria Magiru or Budi
Monica’s study on The Romanian rural househé]gublished in 2004, mentioning the Dobrogea
region in one of its chapters. This list can bea@d by several papers published by V. éscu
concerning the typology of the Dobrogea villaggeagraphical and multicultural study proposed
by V. Nicoa# (2006) etc. The Museums of Tulcea and Conatdrave managed in the last 4
decades to assemble important collections of etlapbical pieces, characteristic to the
multicultural Dobrogea region, which are also extety valuable.

METHODOLOGY

The logic of such a scientific venture requiresarent answers to questions such as where?
why? and how? The specialized literature mentiopreexistent touristic potential (strictly
referring to the rural space) which is significgnttansforming both quantitatively (decrease,
displacement) and qualitatively (by introducing raod yet atypical models). An ample
bibliographical documentation and a sustained fadtlvity were meant to identify the villages
which preserve the authenticity of the traditionalal Dobrogea and which may represent the
foundation of a highly functional and economicadfficient rural touristic system. Also, in order
to theoretically support the need of such an apggrad the level of the analyzed region, principles,
methods and instruments approved by specializedatitre must be applied, such as: the concept
of integrated tourism (Rieser, 2000), generatingfional territorial systems (lago2000, llie, et
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al. 2009), a durable and touristic development gladning (Hall and Lew, 1998; William, 1998,
Cocean, 2005; Hall, 2005; Ciangnd Dezsi, 2007; Cocean and Filip, 2008). As aaeh method
and instrument of planning and management for adtnitive actors, the diagnostic analysis
allows the identification and the accentuation abdrable and/or restrictive elements for the
development of an integrated touristic system i gfiven region. Methodologically speaking,
another important aspect is that of establishireydptimal parameters for the functioning of a
territorial system organized according to the ctiandstic elements of the concept of touristic
planning (Ciang and Dezsi, 2007, 32-33) such as: modeling thetdeyraccordingly to the
particularities of the genetic factors; maintainiaghigh level of complexity regardless of the
taxonomic level; implementing a systemic approacmceiving transformable and multifunctional
systems; a real quantitative and qualitative kndgée of attractive resources; a professional
evaluation of the environment’s limit of supporiépiso as not to cause unbalances which may
destroy the functioning mechanisms of the systenotler important methodological step is that
of applying a complementary method by combiningoggaphical, ethnographical, historical,
architectural, sociological, economical etc. method\so, the synthesis elements of the
cartographical method substantially contribute e spatial understanding of the represented
phenomena. This endeavor is based on researchodlad@nducted in the studied area, a study of
documents and previous investigations, cautiormeglladministrative actors regarding the threats
of “globalization”, all in order to identify, striere and scientifically prove the benefits of local
solutions as alternatives to universal ones.

ELEMENTS, INSTRUMENTS, MECHANISMS AND STRUCTURES WH ICH
SUPPORT A TERRITORIAL SYSTEM WITH A TOURISTIC FUNCT ION, BASED ON
SPECIFIC RURAL CHARACTERISTICS

A scientific venture of this sort is based on amressive initial volume of data, more or
less processed, thus engendering results whichhntfagcterritorial reality. Thus, one can observe
the traditional and authentic details which gaverbpreserved, measure the ration between what
is authentic and what is non-authentic and idertif/ elements which can be preserireditu as
well as what has been preservedt'situ” the Dobrogea region. It is obvious that the detation
of the authentic patrimony is due to local authesitand to the lack of implication on the part of
the specialists concerning the decisions concernihg conservation, organization and
management of a rural richness which decreases easpsak. A correct evaluation and a
promotion of the position and responsibilities lo¢ tinstitutions accountable for the management
of this important heritage are adamant. It is thgfoa detailed analysis of the economical, social
and political factors that one can establish tHetems needed in order to integrate the phenomena
suited to this line of activity in logical structs, identifiable at regional level. By synthesizing
these aspects one can finally determine the fundthelements of a model fitting the local
context, the functionality of which is due to therizontal disposition and the vertical hierarchy of
the main actors and institutions responsible f&r dimensioning, dynamics and functioning of
these local territorial systems.

Globalization as opposed to traditionalism and tfRomanian territorial contextare
aspects which have been negatively influenced bgemoty and have, unfortunately, replaced
traditional elements with cheaperkitschy ones. Due to the leveling of cultural values and
through the transforming of preexistent heritage irendible, commercial products, in the context
of an economical regress and population impovergstinglobalization represents the main threat
to preserving traditions and elements of architettpatrimony, both in the general Romanian
context and particularly in Dobrogea.

To sustain this idea, we offer two opinions on thigtter, generated by different mentalities
and cultures at a European level. In an intervietaioed by the publicatiorFbrmula A3 in 2005
(Year XV, nr. 662, 3, April 2005), Evelyne Pivethe President of the Associatio®peration
Villages Roumaines” (Operation Romanian Villagespde several affirmations which should
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interest the main actors responsible for the aeatf an optimal legal and material framework for
preserving the values of the Romanian traditionidhge, as well as the communities and local
authorities. We quote:Romanians should not repeat the mistakes of theteWdesvorld. For
example, in France, a disaster has occurred du@egromotion of a commercial mentality and the
metamorphosis of every single thing in a venditilerefore there aren’t any authentic peasant
elements left. [...] The Romanian villages repredesm monuments of an ancestral civilization
which has been long lost in the West. [...] The Raamarural world symbolizes a reservation of
traditions and values that has been vanished irréseof Europe”(Pivert, 2005)

On the same note, a 2009 article posted on Deutstile’s (a German radio) site entitled
“Postcard from Europe: Romanian countryside transied by EU subsidigSpresented William
Blacker’'s perspective on the matter. The Britistitavrand journalist declaredEU agricultural
subsidies are demolishing a cultural heritage: Rama& historic villages and their architectufe
He added: For a tiny proportion of the money spent on sulzsidj agriculture, the EU could
have ensured that Romania's historic architectuas wroperly legally protected. It did not.

Actors and institutions Following field investigations and the analysishibliographic
sources, one can assert that Dobrogea has novedcpioper attention from local and national
actors in order to preserve its architectural pairiyin situ. Even though its original heritage was
rich and diversified, the new millennium has untedea changed, impoverished Dobrogea:
valuable elements have been displaced or presénveilu and then replaced by contemporary
elements or have simply been destroyed due tokadhmterest etc. Even though the Dobrogea
village, be it situated in the Delta, the Meadow the Black Sea orifiland’, represents in itself a
form of in situ preservationthis conservation is nevertheless misguided, atititionalized and
developing according to the stages of economicalgnass or regressTherefore, we can
differentiate two major types of initiativeqstitutionalized“inside of” (in situ) and “outside
Dobrogea” (out situ);villages still preserving their traditional valudse to the “rediscovering of
patrimonial richness” by the contemporary community

a.) The in situ institutionalized initiativggimarily include the museum-like institutions of
Dobrogea, an important factor in preserving thénigectural identity of Dobrogea’s habitat, be it
that of the damp meadow or delta or that of thestaad “inland”, which can provide precious
information to those interested in developing thermmy of the region through a rural tourism
based on authenticity and real traditional val@@sthese institutions and their accomplishments,
according to the diversity of sources, we may nwmenftable 2)The Museum of Ethnography and
Folk Art of Tulcea holding a collection ofabout 8,000 pieces which compose a priceless
ethnographical anthology of folk art and clothingllections, ethnographical elements and
photographical documerits The North-Dobrogea Village Museum of Enisadasynthesis of the
traditional household specific to the region of eaRazim of the beginning of the 2@entury
represented by an architectural ensemble presénvsiti?, including: the house (porch and two
rooms) and annexes equipped with specific instrusn@he kitchen, the summer oven, the stable,
the granary, the shed, the fountain, agricultwels, Dobrogea’s traditional painted horse wagons,
fishing gear, tools and products for cooperagethsng, bee-keeping, pottery and sewing) as well
as by an interior collection of specific elememisaracteristic to household activities and crafts;
“Panait Cerna”Memorial Houseg situated in the middle of Cernea village, is ooty a symbol of
a famous author but also houses a permanent exhiicated to the arts and craft of the
beginning of the 20 century and is decorated with traditional peasdements (furniture and
fabrics dating from the same periodjhe Museum of Oriental Art of Babadalgoused by
Panaghia Residencis build in the architectural style of the regiamaracterized by traditional
elements typical for the Turkish and Tatar commasibf DobrogeaThe Eco-Tourism Museum

! Data source: http://www.dw-world.de/dw/articleA®05885,00.html
2 Data source: http://www.info-delta.ro/orasul-tidez3/muzeul-de-etnografie-si-arta-populara--142.htm
% Data sourcehttp://tulcea-info.ro/muzeul-satului-nord-dobrogesnisala; http://cimec.ro/P/Ghid/6975506_1;
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Center “Danube Delta”of Tulcea is a symbol of the delta as it offeregiwus information on the
socio-cultural environment of this region, exhibiitraditional fishing tools, fishermen’s dailydif
details, data concerning the methods used to peserd prepare fish etthe Folk Art Museum
of Constara has been the first museum to have started, sif&e72, the preservation of
traditional values of the Dobrogea region.

b.) The institutionalized initiatives “outside ofDobrogea or villages of Dobrogea
preserved out sitare characteristic to the 1960s. The idea of pvesgelements of architectural
patrimony specific to the region of Dobrogea wasnpoted by museum outside of Dobrogea: The
Village Museum from Bucharest, The Museum of Fotk & Bucharest, The Museum of Folk Art
of Sibiu (table 2).

Table 2. Local and national actors in order to preservarithitectural patrimony institutionalized
“inside of” (in situ) and“outside Dobrogea” (out situ)

Name of institution | Localisation | Components
A | In situ —inside of Dobrogea

- about 8000 pieces which compose a priceless gthpbical

The Museum of Ethnography Tulcea anthology of folk art and clothing collections, mtigraphical

and Folk Art elements and photographical documehts”

The North-Dobrogea Village . - architectural ensemble preservéd sitl?, the house and
2 Enisala - . e

Museum annexes equipped with specific instruments
3 Hpoinsagé Cerna” Memorial Cerna - with traditional peasant elements

- elements typical for the Turkish and Tatar comities of

Dobrogea

The Eco-Tourism Museum T - exhibiting traditional fishing tools, fishermen'daily-life
w N ulcea ]

Center “Danube Delta’ details

The Folk Art Museum Constgn | - the preservation of traditional values of thebfgea region.

B | “outside of” Dobrogea or villages of Dobrogea preseed out situ

“Cherhana” fisherman from Mahmudia (Tulcea County)

- Fisherman household from Mahmudia (Tulcea Couynty)

Low Windmill from Enisala village (Tulcea CountyXIX

4 | The Museum of Oriental Art Babadag

o

Century
- Storey Windmill from Dunaiu de Sus village (Tulcea
County),
1 The Astra Museum of Sibiu - Storey Windmill from Freitei village (Tulcea County),
Traditional FolR - Windmill Sailing from Curcani village (ConstanCounty),

comuna Negrgi
- Windmill Sailing “Caciulata” from Bestepe village (Tulcea
County),
- Vortex Fountain and Animal Traction from Chirnoge
village (Constata County),

- The strugglimg ferry from Topalu (Constajh

2 | The Museum of Folk Art Bucharest - Folk creation

- Windmill from Sarichioi village (Tulcea County) IX
Century, moved in 1953

- Windmill from Valea Nucarilor village (Tulcea Coty) XIX
Century, moved in 1965

Bucharest | - Windmill from Enisala village (Tulcea County), X&entury,
moved in 1965

- specific houseloders from Ostrov Village (CongiaBounty)
- specific houseloders from Jurilovca Village (TedcCounty)

- “cherhana” from Jurilovca village (Tulcea County)

National Museum of Village
“Dimitri Gusti”®

4 Data source: http://www.info-delta.ro/orasul-tie28/muzeul-de-etnografie-si-arta-populara--142.htm

® Data sourcehttp://tulcea-info.ro/muzeul-satului-nord-dobrogesisala; http:/cimec.ro/P/Ghid/6975506_1;
® Data source: http://tulcea-info.ro/casa-memotjsaait-cerna/;

” Data source: http://tulcea-info.ro/expozitia-deaesrientala-casa-panaghia-babadag/;

8 Bucursi colab, 1995

9 Data sources: http://www.muzeul-satului.ro/dobeod®®_sarichioi.php; http://ran.cimec.ro/
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In order to establish a model for a touristic \gkaof Dobrogea, an important part is played
by the studies which have been published on thgestor these are the only sources which can
provide elements of local specificity. One suchadsdurce is th@nline Ethnographic Atlas of
Romania, offering information regarding different typologiesf villages, according to the
predominant occupations of the population and §ipetatural resources. Another such material is
entitled“The identification and Evaluation of Landscape @itilizations)”, analyzing the cultural
and architectural heritage of 38 villages (20 fronicea County and 18 from ConstarCounty).
Several landscapes which deeply influence the nwogly and functionality of the traditional
village have been identified in Dobrogdlae ethnographic piscicultural landscapéthe Delta, its
and tributaries and ponds; tethnographic agricultural landscapeomprising villages from plain
areas whose inhabitants mainly cultivate plantg #thnographic pomicultural /viticultural
landscape is a subtype of the agricultural landscapmprising Murfatlar and Nicwdil vineyards.

Famous artist§ have painted villages specific to Dobrogea: taelitonal village with its
characteristic houses can be admired in TonitZ2ds3scu’s orSirato’s paintings and which can
inspire us as well as provide us with visual infation for determining the characteristics of the
traditional village of Dobrogea.

The architectural typology of the village of Dobeagis diversified due to the physical-
geographical conditions previously mentioned, te tiistorical background as well as to the
different ethnicities present in the region. In@rdo complete a historical atlas of the Romanian
settlements of Dobrogea, Magiru and his collabasa(@003, 18) have established, according to
particularities described by Millescu, three village typologies: villages set up the side of
Danube: Ostrov, Oltina, Ddreni, Vlahi, Rasova, Cochirleni, Seimenii Mici, 8eni, Ciobanu,
Garliciu; villages which are farther from the bamfthe Danube: Bheasa, lon Corvin and Saraiu;
and settlements situated in the central north aréaguyor, Gradina, Mircea Vod etc (figure 1).

The Ethnographic Atlas of Romar(ieoordinated by I. Ghinoiu, 2003) is another doeam
offering information for the construction of the dab of traditional villages. Within the above
mentioned document 23 villages have been studigd1(f, among which a number of 11 villages
from Tulcea County (C.A Rosetti, Casimcea, Céarjel&@hilia Veche, Luncait, Niculitel,
Peceneaga, Sf. Gheorghe, Stejaru, Visterna, Valgzamor) and 12 from Constan County
(Cochirleni, Comana, Dobromir, Istria, Oltina, @str Pagtera, Runcu, Sitea, Sipotele, Topalu,
Valu lui Traian). The first volume of the Ethnoghap Atlas of RomaniaThe Habitat,contains
highly useful information concerning the structared the architecture of the household of the 22
villages. Among the constituent parts of the hooth which compose its image, partially
determined due to field information and from thenRmian Ethnographical Atl&sand due to the
villages included in the area of analysis, thedfelhg elements are of great importance: the
occupation of inhabitants, the technical charasties of the house, the fence and the gate
(including the construction materials), the wellndmills etc. Based on these elements, there are
several types of households that can be builpfathem which characterize Dobrogea’s traditional
particularities. Thus, the models can be included iproject portfolio which may be found in
every townhouse of Dobrogea and they can be vieaged compulsory source of inspiration for
anybody who wishes to build within the traditionatal area of Dobrogea.

To conclude we consider that through field documentation poty is an important
database being built/updated, but also an impoitdatmation support in order to complete the
other specific objectives of a complete measureerdfore, in order to determine the touristic
potential of a region/place, a variation of the mfifaable elements must be made by including the
ones that create specificity and those which cdferdntiate the touristic places/regions not

% Data source: http://clasate.cimec.ro; Bunuri saleimobile clasate in Patrimoniul Culturaltidaal
™ The Romanian Ethnographical Atlas coordinated. §Hinoiu, The Romanian Academy Publishing Housé vblume
The Habitat (2003); 3rd volume Traditional techr@gAlimentation(2003)
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through quantitative values, but through a degfgeeservation of the authentic and traditional in
comparison with the meaning of allochtonous elesienthe ones that alter in time the specificity
of a place identified as keeper of tradition. Aldwe reference framework can be improved though
an evaluation at the level of place not at thelle¥¢erritorial administration, for it is known & a
commune can include several villages whose dispo$dierritorial lands affiliates them in
completely different functional territories. In ti®anube Delta, along with the touristic potential
this unique place offers the European aréfze household of this area is developing by presgrv
most of the traditional architecture, especially tbne of the houses of Lipova, a great attraction
for the Romanian and foreign tourists. Nowadaysstnod the houses are made out of modern
materi?zls combined with building materials specfiic the Dobrogea area, such as thatch and
wood'.

Another objective which supposes precise stepgarhption activity of the values of the
local patrimony, among the local participants anihwheir help, is the promotion of the
preservation and protection of the traditional hauticin situ village and the local and national
legislative support. Thus, the promotion of normmtacts for the preservation and protection of
the authentic patrimony is very important becatise@ids actions that led to its diminution. This
step is compulsory in order to limit the proporg8oof the disaster from the qualitative point of
view, which affects the authentic values of a tiadal village. The lack of experts in the fielddan
in the decision-making structures has creattHitectural monstefs which are analysed from
the point of view of their placement, the purpo¢heir building, the context of their appearance
and their authentic and traditional concept.

We believe that the above mentioned identified apdthesised elements can bring a
substantial contribution to the creation of somarisiic village models whose value will be
determined by the degree of traditional specificitye also believe that an element which has a
patrimonial value, characterised as a unique elermgthin a modern environment can be
deteriorated, rendered insufficiently profitableamsimilated, and is not sufficient to determine a
functional touristic system.
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