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Michael or the Iron Guard, onto a new and higher

tanced curiosity and empathy that is the hallmark
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the hands of Communist Romania’s secret police,
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Various political parties ruled the Romanian

ous identity but rather consolidating and purify‐

state throughout this tumultuous period, and sev‐
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As the preceding sentence intimates, the book

members
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far too much to cover in a slim volume and, to his
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ment of his own understanding of how Legionar‐
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showed how totalitarian regimes succeeded in
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ty.”[2] He summarizes his view on this subject in a
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nia today.
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