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MIXED MARRIAGES IN TRANSYLVANIA 
IN THE MODERN ERA: 
BETWEEN IDENTITY AND OTHERNESS 

A N INTERESTING insight into the 
demographic and psychologi
cal behavior in Transylvania 

in the decades prior to World War I is 
of fered b y the m a t t e r o f r e l ig ious ly 
and ethnically mixed marr iages . Talk
ing to her daughter Persida abou t her 
love for Ignat ius (Na t l ) Hube r , M a r a 
( the f a m o u s female character in the 
h o m o n y m o u s nove l wri t ten b y l o a n 
Slavici) confessed: " G o d k n o w s h o w 
m u c h I thought abou t you , h o w m u c h 
I toi led for you , h o w devotedly I t o o k 
care o f you , and H e cannot pos s ib ly 
pun ish m e so harshly. I f I were to see 
y o u d e a d all the j o y in m y life w o u l d 
be lost , but I w o u l d tell t o myse l f that 
this h a p p e n e d to o ther m o t h e r s as 
well, and I w o u l d eventually find m y 
peace . B u t no one in o u r family has 
ever tainted their b lood ! " 1 H o w m u c h 
is fiction and how much is reality in this 



f ragment writ ten by l o a n Slavici in 1 8 9 4 ? H i s later m e m o i r s , written begin
ning with 1 9 2 4 , also include an interesting passage : "The Romanians did not 
live together with, but alongside the others; they g o t a long well, but d id not live 
together. I was different, even if m y mother always remained determined that 
one m u s t no t eat f rom the s a m e plate with a foreigner." 2 Undoubtedly , these 
texts—fict ion or memoirs—-had in t hem a significant a m o u n t o f reality, but 
ascribing general validity to their content cannot help us piece together an ex
tremely complex p h e n o m e n o n (mixed marr iages) , with implications that were 
demograph ic as well as ethno-confessional , sociological , cultural, etc., and de
fined modern i ty in Transylvania. 

H u m a n identity is defined by one 's member sh ip to a religious community, 
to an ethnic g r o u p or a nation, someth ing which comes at birth or can be gained 
later in life th rough social ization. T o pu t it simply, the ethnic diversity o f hu
mankind found an expression in the competi t ive ethnological image o f WE and 
THEY, in which nat ional awareness w a s also g rounded . I t was o n this founda
tion that nearly all nat ions built their image o f themselves, contempla t ing their 
o w n identity but at the s a m e t ime compar ing themselves to OTHERS. Through
ou t history, until World War I , m o s t o f the peoples in Central and Southeast 
ern E u r o p e lived in a state o f constant insecurity when it came to their borders 
and to their ethnic and rel igious survival. O f course , this kind o f geopol i t ical 
heritage left a deep imprint u p o n the collective mentality, and each generat ion 
p roduced and assimilated s tereotypes, "ethnic mentalities and images , bo th o f 
the self and o f the OTHERS, which in t ime turned into natural no rms o f their 
daily life. Mis t rus t o f the ne ighbors and the fear o f foreigners came to define, 
consciously or not , one ' s ethnic behavior. With these nations w e see an exag
gerated concern for the affirmation o f their national identity. Ethnicity became 
one and the s ame with survival ." 3 In such a context, it w o u l d be interesting to 
see h o w the peop le o f Centra l E u r o p e looked at mixed mar r i ages , basically a 
way in which, a longside other social and political mechanisms, one could gradu
ali)' change his or her ethnic and confessional identity. 

A t least until the m o d e r n era, marr iage was the essential way to establish a 
family, to socially legit imize a basic institution o f humankind. B y marr iage , the 
spouses and their offspring entered the cosmic cycle o f life and death. Mar r i age 
was ascr ibed such a significance precisely in order to protect family life f rom 
h u m a n weaknesses , f rom p a g a n influences, s o that the family could fulfill its 
economic , social , a n d cultural ro le . 4 H o w did the inhabitants o f Transylvania 
look at mixed marr iages at the end o f the modern era? H o w relevant are for a 
historian the aforementioned texts by Slavici? O f course, such fictions and m e m 
oirs also describe true instances o f demograph ic behavior, stereotypes and preju
dices that decisively inf luenced the conclus ion o f mar r i ages in Transylvania 



dur ing the last decades o f the 1 9 t h century. Slavici 's texts also present us with a 
wor ld in mo t ion , showing bo th the conservative atti tude o f M a r a with regard 
to ethnically mixed marr iages or to the adop t ion o f other religious and social 
practices, and the psychological openness to interculturality illustrated by Persida 
a n d by N a t i , or by the writer himself, in his m e m o i r s or in the actual m i x e d 
mar r i age he h imse l f concluded. 

After 1 8 6 5 , w e find statistical data for the count ies , the seats, and the dis
tricts o f Transylvania, m a k i n g it poss ib le t o assess the magn i tude o f the phe
n o m e n o n o f m i x e d mar r iages in this reg ion . Befo re examin ing the quant i ta
tive features o f this phenomenon , w e m u s t explain the term "mixed mar r iage . " 
T h e statistics p roduced by the H u n g a r i a n authorit ies in our per iod o f interest 
recorded denominat ional differences, indicating all o f the marriages concluded 
by people be long ing to two different denomina t ions . This means that wha t the 
documents l isted as a m ixed marr iage (vejjyes házasság) d id no t necessarily in
volve spouses f rom different ethnic g r o u p s , as the ethno-confessional diversity 
o f Transylvania m a d e it so that peop le f rom the s a m e ethnic g r o u p embraced 
different denomina t ions : the R o m a n i a n s were O r t h o d o x and Greek-Cathol ic , 
the Hungar i ans were Roman-Ca tho l i c , Evangel ical , o r Unitar ian, the Ge rmans 
were Roman-Ca tho l i c and Lutheran (also known and Evangelical CA - Confess io 
A u g u s t a n a ) , or m e m b e r s o f different ethnic g r o u p s e m b r a c e d the s a m e reli
g ion . O f course , these interdenominational marr iages ( a m o n g member s o f the 
s ame ethnic g r o u p ) are relevant for the chosen topic , but much m o r e interest
ing are the marr iages that were bo th interdenominational and ethnically mixed . 
I t m u s t be sa id that m ixed marr iages have been a significant factor in the nu
merical increase o r decrease o f certain c o m m u n i t i e s , wi th long- te rm d e m o 
graphic consequences . O f course , this type o f mar r i age represented a smaller 
percentage o f the overall mari tal exchanges be tween social uni ts . 5 

T h e statistical evidence available at this po in t al lows us to piece together the 
dynamics o f interdenominational marr iages in Transylvania over nearly a quar
ter o f a century, that is , for the per iod between 1 8 6 6 and 1 8 8 9 (see Tables no . 
1 and 2 ) . A first observat ion concerns the regional variations in the intensity o f 
the s tudied phenomenon . T h u s , w e have units wi th a reduced or extremely low 
rate o f mixed marr iages , such as: the seat o f Q u e (dominandy R o m a n - C a t h o 
lic) , where between 1 8 6 6 and 1 8 7 5 the rate o f interdenominational marr iages 
varied annually between 0 . 8 % and 2 . 8 % ; Z a r a n d Coun ty (dominandy Or tho
d o x ) , wi th values for the s a m e p e r i o d be tween 0 . 7 % a n d 2 . 3 % ; the seat o f 
Cincul M a r e , wi th a m i n i m u m o f 0 . 8 % and a m a x i m u m o f 4 . 3 % ; Maramureş 
County, with values between 1.3% and 3 % ; Solnocul de Mij loc County, wi th a 
variation between 1.9% and 3 . 3 % . A t the other end o f the spec t rum w e find 
units wi th much higher rates: A lba de J o s County, wi th a m i n i m u m o f 1 1 . 6 % 



TABLE 1 . INTERDENOMINATIONAL MARRIAGES I N TRANSYLVANIA B E T W E E N 1866 A N D 1875 ( % ) 

, , 1866 1867 1868 1869 1870 1871 1872 1873 1874 1875 
Unit 
Alba de Jos 
County 13.2 11.9 11.7 11.6 11.7 11.6 12.1 12.5 13.4 13.8 
Aries Seat 10.9 10 14.4 17.2 13.4 20.7 19.4 20.3 17.1 11.8 
Solnocul 
Interior County 5.1 6.9 6.7 8.9 9 7.3 7.3 8.7 8.8 7.3 
Bistriţa District 11 4.8 11.3 10.8 5.8 9.4 6.3 8.8 4.7 7.1 
Braşov District 8.2 7.3 9.9 9.1 8.9 7.6 10 9.6 9.6 10.2 
due Seat 1.8 0.8 1.2 1.3 2.1 1.7 2 1.7 1.7 2.8 
Dăbâca County 6.7 7.4 7.1 7.4 6.3 7.6 8.1 7.3 9.2 9.1 
Alba de Sus 
County 5.1 6.5 6.8 6.4 7 8.3 5.7 7.5 10.7 11.4 
Făgăraş District 12.2 13.6 12.8 12.7 17.2 10 12.2 11.6 12.7 11.2 
Trei Scaune Seat 13 13.8 15.5 12 14.6 10.5 13.6 13.4 14.5 14.5 
Hunedoara 
County 6.9 5.4 6.7 7 7 7.4 7 8.6 10.4 8.2 
Cojocna County 7.4 7.6 8.3 9.8 7.2 12.1 12.3 11.1 11.9 11.4 
Rupea Seat 4.1 7 7.6 7.8 3.8 11 7 7.3 3.4 7.7 
Chioar District 6.9 7 4.8 4.7 5 4.8 3.9 5.4 4.8 3.9 
Solnocul de 
Mijloc County 2 2.3 1.9 3.3 2.7 2 3.1 3.2 2.2 2.1 
Crasna County 2.3 2.5 2.6 3.4 3.5 3.9 3.3 3.1 4 1.8 
Târnava County 12.5 13.2 16.3 15.2 14 15 13.9 17.7 16.8 13.5 
Mediaş Seat 5.3 10.9 8.3 9.3 11 14 15.5 16.6 12.2 11.7 
Cincul Mare 
Seat 3 0.8 0.9 1.3 3.7 2.9 4.3 3 2.7 3.2 
Năsăud District 4.5 3.6 4 4.4 4.8 5.5 5.4 6.1 4.9 5.9 
Sighişoara Seat 6.5 2.5 7 3.3 3.6 3.2 8.3 4.6 2.5 3.5 
Mureş Seat 11.4 13 13.3 13.3 14 16.1 15.1 15.8 15.2 15.2 
Sebeş Seat 3.8 12 7.6 7 9 6.5 6.2 7 6.7 9.4 
Orăştie Seat 16.9 18 16.6 19.4 17 8.5 4 6.8 11.6 19.5 
Sibiu Seat 11.2 9.2 9 9.5 9.8 12.3 10.2 12.8 13.4 12.4 
Miercurea Seat 4.1 1.6 6.7 6.4 1.5 3 3.5 3.4 4.5 6.1 
Turda County 12.3 12 12.5 11.2 10.7 5.7 6.3 4.5 15.5 14.5 
Odorhei Seat 9.3 10.1 11.7 10.3 10.7 10.1 12.4 11.4 11.5 10.8 
Nocrich Seat 10.8 9.7 12.4 11.4 7.9 10.9 10.7 14.4 12.8 14.1 
Zarand County 0.7 1.3 1.3 0.8 1 0.8 1.1 1.5 1.5 2.3 
Caras County 3.4 3.8 3.3 3.5 4.2 4.3 3.7 4 5.1 4.8 
Timiş County 3.2 3.3 3 3.9 3 3 2.9 3.8 3.1 4.2 
Arad County 4.3 3.9 4.5 5.6 5.4 6 5.6 5.9 6.1 5.5 
Bihor County 7.3 7 8.5 8.7 8.8 7.1 7 6.8 7.2 7.3 
Maramureş 
County 2 1.8 1.4 1.3 1.5 1.8 3 1.9 2.1 2.1 
Sătmar County 8.5 6 5.4 5.7 5.6 6.8 6.5 6.4 6.3 6.4 

S O U R C E : Magyar StatisztikaiEvkonyv, vols. 2 - 5 (Budapest, 1 8 7 4 — 1 8 7 8 ) . 

N O T E : For the counties of Caras, Timiş, Arad, Bihor, and Maramureş the data includes those areas 
that are currently not part of Romania. 



in 1 8 7 1 and a m a x i m u m o f 1 3 . 8 % in 1 8 7 5 ; Făgăraş Distr ict , with a m i n i m u m 
o f 1 0 % and a m a x i m u m o f 1 7 . 2 % , the seat o f Odorhe i , with values between 
9 . 3 % and 1 2 . 4 % ; the seat o f M u r e ş , with 1 1 . 4 % and 1 6 . 1 % , etc. 

A tentative associat ion between the variation in the rate o f mixed marr iages 
and a certain ethnic or religious g roup migh t no t wi thstand a tho rough analy
sis. F o r instance, in the Szekler seats w e find contras t ing attitudes towards this 
phenomenon , the seat o f Q u e being typical for rel igious endogamy, while the 
seats o f Odorhe i and Trei Scaune exceeded the C i u c rate by m o r e than 1 0 % . 
Similarly, in the S a x o n seats w e find s o m e wi th lower rates (Cincu l M a r e , 
Miercurea) , and others with h igh rates (Orăşt ie , Nocr i ch , etc .) . When it comes 
to the Romanians , absolutely dominant in the counties o f Zarand or Hunedoa ra , 
the attitudes towards mixed marr iages also varied considerably: Za rand shows 
very l o w rates, exceeded by those o f H u n e d o a r a by m o r e than 5 % ; Făgăraş 
Dis t r ic t featured even higher rates than that. U n d e r these c i rcumstances , w e 
believe that only case s tudies that w o u l d take into account the local realities, 
matr imonial traditions and practices, ethno-confessional structures, geography, 
etc. could offer a pertinent explanation regarding the regional variations in mixed 
mar r iages . Only interdisciplinary perspect ives can shed new light on the cir
cumstances that, in t ime, led to an expans ion in the mar r i age select ion poo l , 
beyond the confines o f one 's community, religion, or ethnic g roup . This selec
t ion o f spouses f rom outs ide the communi ty also involves cultural connotat ions 
which are "related to the axiological sys tems o f the social g r o u p s , to the de
gree o f re l ig ious tolerance, to c u s t o m s and to the pres t ige value a t tached to 
s o m e ethnic or rel igious g r o u p s . " 6 

After the administrative reorganizat ion o f 1 8 7 6 , which abolished the seats , 
the districts, and all the local forms o f administrative autonomy, replacing them 
with a uni form organiza t ion into counties at the level o f the whole Hungary , 
statistical sources offer us information a b o u t mixed marr iages in the counties 
and in the ma in cities o f Transylvania. T h u s , for the pe r iod 1 8 7 6 - 1 8 8 9 (see 
Table 2 ) , w e not ice first and foremost a g rea t regional diversity in wha t con
cerns the phenomenon o f mixed marr iages . There were areas o f increased con
fessional and ethnic endogamy, such as M a r a m u r e ş County, where the mini
m u m rate o f interdenominational marr iages was 1.9% and the m a x i m u m o n e 
o f 4 . 7 % ; in Severin Coun ty the rate varied between 2 . 2 % and 2 . 9 % ; in T imiş 
County, the annual rate o f mixed marr iages varied between a m i n i m u m o f 3 . 4 % 
and a m a x i m u m o f 4 . 9 % ; in Sălaj Coun ty the extreme values were o f 4 . 1 % and 
6 . 5 % , and in A r a d Coun ty o f 4 . 3 % and 5 . 8 % . While the majority o f counties 
displayed average rates, there were s o m e with a high incidence o f mixed mar
riages. T h u s , in Alba de J o s Coun ty the rate varied between 1 4 . 6 % and 1 9 % ; 
in Mureş -Turda County, between 1 3 . 2 % and 1 9 . 9 % ; in Târnava Mică Comity, 



TABLE 2 . M I X E D MARRIAGES IN TRANSYLVANIA B E T W E E N 1876 A N D 1889 (%) 

Administative UniL 1876 1877 1878 1879 1880 1881 1882 1883 1884 1885 1886 1887 1888 1889 
Alba de Jos County 14.6 15.8 16.9 17 16.3 19 16.9 17.4 17.2 17.8 18.3 16.8 18.6 16.9 
Arad County 4.3 4.3 4.8 5.2 5.7 5.6 5.3 4.7 5.7 5.1 5.4 5.6 5.8 5.2 
Arad City 20.8 18.3 23.4 22.6 23 19.5 24.2 24.8 28 26.6 25.9 24.1 21.5 22.3 
Bistriţa-Năsăud County 7.2 8.6 7.5 8.2 7.6 9.5 6.9 8.9 8.2 8.7 9.4 10.2 10.4 10.8 
Bihor County 6.5 7.8 6.9 7.3 7.8 8.9 8.8 8.1 8 8.8 9.3 8.6 9.5 9.3 
Oradea City 29.3 23.2 29.9 28.5 22.8 28.9 26 26.8 27.7 33.6 33.5 34.7 29.3 29.9 
Braşov County 10.4 13.6 13.3 12.1 9.7 11.3 14 13.1 11.9 11.2 11.7 11.4 10.4 12.5 
Ciuc County 0.9 4.7 3.5 4.2 3.8 4.5 3.2 3.6 4.8 4.4 5.7 5.5 7.4 5.5 
Făgăraş County 14.5 24.5 16.5 14.7 16.5 15.1 13.7 18.6 18.5 13.1 14.8 17.8 16.7 12.3 
Trei Scaune County 15.3 15.5 16.8 14.5 15.9 15.3 18.4 16.9 16.9 16.1 17.9 17.5 19.3 19.1 
Hunedoara County 8.3 9.3 9.5 8.3 9.4 7.7 9.6 8.7 10.9 9.8 8.9 9.5 10.3 11 
Târnava Mică County 12.9 16.5 19.5 15.3 16.3 15.5 15.6 17.9 16.2 15.1 20.4 16.6 17.9 17.8 
Cojocna (Cluj) County 9.2 9.8 9.4 9.4 11.3 11 11.1 9.3 10.1 9.3 10 10.6 10.2 11 
Cluj City 34.9 39.7 39.8 44 37 36.9 45.8 38.4 37.6 44.1 40.6 39.4 47.9 46.9 
Caras (after 1880, 
Caraş-Severin) County 5.3 5.7 6.5 6.1 5.9 5.5 5.3 6 5.9 5.2 5.9 6.1 6.6 6.9 
Maramureş County 1.9 4.6 4.1 4.7 3.7 4.3 4.2 3.2 4.1 3.9 4.4 3.8 3.9 4.5 
Mureş-Turda County 14.1 13.2 16.7 14.2 15.6 15.4 15.1 14.8 16.6 17.9 17.5 17.6 15.8 19.9 
Târgu-Mureş City 28.6 41.9 43.4 38.5 42.8 37.1 43.1 39.1 36.6 44.4 39 43.2 37.3 44.2 
Târnava Mare County 7.1 9.4 9.1 8.6 8 8.8 9.8 9.7 11 9.7 9.8 9.6 10.6 10.2 
Sătmar County 6.8 9.1 8.5 9.8 7.2 8.7 9.1 9.7 9.6 10.6 9.8 9.7 9.7 10.2 
Satu Mare City 17.1 23.8 22.5 22.2 24.2 26.5 17.3 22.5 26.7 25.9 26.8 25.3 26.3 28.9 
Sibiu County 8.1 11.5 9.8 10.7 10.4 13.3 11.5 10.9 11.8 10.9 11.5 10.7 12.9 12.2 
Sălaj County 4.3 4.1 4.3 6.5 4.5 4.6 4.1 4.1 4.8 4.7 6 4.1 4.8 4.5 
Solnoc-Dăbâca County 10.6 9.4 8.2 10.5 9.4 8.6 10.6 11.6 8.7 11.3 10.4 11.4 11.3 13.8 
Severin County 2.5 2.6 2.9 2.2 - - - - - - - - - -Timiş County 3.4 4.3 4.4 4.9 3.6 4.8 4.4 4.6 3.9 4.6 4.1 4.9 4.4 4.3 
Timişoara City 22.8 14.1 14.4 19.4 17.7 19.6 17.3 12.2 15.5 17.3 20.4 20.4 21.1 16.7 
Turda-Arieş County 12.3 13.5 13.2 13.3 12.5 13.8 14 14.2 12.9 13.9 16.5 16.4 15 16.3 
Odorhei County 13.6 13.9 13.2 13.5 10.5 13 13.5 13.3 12.8 15.4 13.2 14 13.4 14.7 

S O U R C E : Magyar StatisztikaiÉrkonyv, vols. 6 -19 (Budapest, 1876 -1891 ) . 
N O T E : For the counties of Caras, Severin, Timiş, Arad, Bihor, Sătmar, and Maramureş the data includes those areas that are currently not part of 
Romania. 



between 1 2 . 9 % and 2 0 . 4 % , and in Turda-Ar ieş Coun ty between 1 2 . 3 % and 
1 6 . 5 % . While n o spectacular increase was recorded in the per iod for which w e 
have synthetic data for the counties, we d o see an increase in the percentage o f 
m ixed mar r iages . In nearly all count ies , the annual rates for the m i x e d mar
riages in the 1 8 8 0 s are generally higher than those o f the previous decade . 

T h e da ta in Table 2 shows a surpr is ingly h igh rate o f m i x e d mar r i ages in 
the urban envi ronment as c o m p a r e d to the rural hinterland. In the b i g cities 
for which w e have statistical data (T imişoara , Arad , Oradea , Sa tu M a r e , Cluj , 
Tâ rgu-Mureş ) , w e notice that interdenominational marr iages were 4 or 5 t imes 
more c o m m o n then in the rest o f the county. For instance, in the city o f Arad , 
the rates for the invest igated p h e n o m e n o n s t o o d at 1 8 . 3 % - 2 8 % , while in the 
rest o f the county they were merely 4 . 3 % - 5 . 8 % . In T imişoara , mixed marr iages 
varied between 1 2 . 2 % and 2 2 . 8 % , but in the rest o f the county only between 
3 . 4 % and 4 . 9 % ; in the city o f Cluj , the rate varied between 3 4 . 9 % and 4 7 . 9 % , 
and in the rest o f Cojocna Coun ty it s t ood between 9 . 2 % and 1 1 . 3 % . O f course, 
in the urban environment , the ethno-confessional diversity w a s m u c h greater 
than in the rural environment. H e n c e the increased possibili ty for urban dwell
ers to choose their partner f rom a m u c h richer ethnic and re l ig ious selection 
pool . Fur thermore , the rural restrictions or reluctance in mat r imonia l matters 
were less present in the u rban areas , m o r e liberal when it c a m e to mar ry ing 
ou ts ide one ' s o w n social g r o u p . Interest ingly enough , the cities in B a n a t and 
Part ium fare less better than m a n y Transylvanian towns in wha t concerns the 
percentage o f m ixed marr iages ( thus, even the upper l imit o f the mixed mar
r iage rate in the western cities was be low the lower limit recorded in Cluj or 
Tâ rgu -Mureş ! ) . T h e relatively similar ethnic and denominat ional structures o f 
these two categories o f cities cannot provide an explanat ion for this. Ins tead, 
w e have to take into account historical tradit ion and the pattern o f tolerance-
intolerance in the course o f t i m e . 7 

Table 3 illustrates the dynamics o f mixed marr iages in the w h o l e o f H u n 
gary (urban as well as rural) over the pas t two decades o f the 1 9 t h century. T h e 
first observat ion w e cou ld m a k e has to d o with the yearly increase in the per
centage o f mixed marr iages . I f between 1 8 8 1 and 1 8 8 5 there was an average 
o f 1 1 , 6 4 3 mixed mar r iages a year, in the last 5 years o f the 1 9 t h century the 
number increased to approximately 1 5 , 3 0 0 . T h e percentage o f mixed marr iages 
increased proport ionally from 8 . 1 % between 1 8 8 1 and 1 8 8 5 , to 8 . 8 % between 
1 8 8 6 and 1 8 9 0 , to 9.1 between 1 8 9 1 and 1 8 9 5 , and to 1 1 . 1 % between 1 8 9 6 
and 1 9 0 0 . Th is confirms the observat ions based o n the data in Table 2 , which 
shows a similar deve lopment in nearly all cities and counties in Transylvania. 
Surp r i s ing in the case o f Table 3 is the rather ab rup t increase in the average 



TABLE 3 . INTERDENOMINATIONAL MARRIAGES I N H U N G A R Y B E T W E E N 1881 A N D 1900 

Year Number % 
Average no. 
between 1881 and 1885 11,643 8.1 
Average no. 
between 1886 and 1890 11,688 8.8 
1891 11,383 8.6 
1892 12,610 8.9 
1893 12,871 8.9 
1894 13,170 9.1 
1895 13,136 9.7 
Average no. 
between 1891 and 1895 12,634 9.1 
1896 14,362 11.3 
1897 14,461 11 
1898 14,709 10.9 
1899 16,269 11 
1900 16,616 11.2 
Average no. 
between 1896 and 1900 15,283 11.1 

S O U R C E : Magyar Statisztikai Evkonyv, new ser., vo l . 8 (Budapest, 1 9 0 1 ) , 2 9 . 

annual percentage o f interdenominational marr iages f rom 9 . 1 % between 1 8 9 1 
and 1 8 9 5 to 1 1 . 1 % in the last 5 years o f the 1 9 t h century. T h e addit ional two 
percentage po in ts reflect the consequences o f the legislative a m e n d m e n t s in
t roduced by the H u n g a r i a n state in 1 8 9 5 , when marital records were transferred 
to the lay authorities. This law, which replaced the Church with the state in terms 
o f the control over the essential m o m e n t s in one 's life (birth marr iage , dea th) , 
also led to this "liberalization" o f interdenominational mar r iages . 8 After 1 8 9 5 , 
the Church had to b e c o m e m o r e flexible o n in te rdenominat ional mar r i ages , 
lest it shou ld lose those m e m b e r s unhappy wi th the intransigence o f their spiri
tual leaders. Fur thermore , slight changes also occurred in the mentality o f the 
various ethnic g r o u p s that lived in H u n g a r y at that t ime, as they became m o r e 
open to the idea o f a mixed marr iage ( interdenominational first and foremost , 
but also f rom an ethnic point o f v iew) . 

Tables 4 and 5 can lead to interesting conclusions regarding the situation o f 
interdenominational marr iages in the whole o f H u n g a r y in two separate years 
o f the last decade o f the 1 9 * century ( 1 8 9 2 and 1 9 0 0 ) . T h u s , w e see that those 
o f the M o s a i c faith ( Jews) were less willing to enter mixed marr iages , display
ing the lowest conjugal mobil i ty ( exogamy) outs ide their ethnic g r o u p . A t the 
oppos i t e end w e find the Unitar ians, relatively few in number (approximately 
6 5 , 0 0 0 people in the whole o f Transylvania in 1 9 0 0 ) , 9 w h o were m o s t willing 



TABLE 4 . M I X E D MARRIAGES I N H U N G A R Y I N 1892 

Of which 
Religion Religion of the groom mixed 
of the bride marriages 

RC G C o EA ER u M TOTAL No. % 
RC 62,231 1,002 267 1,216 2,105 65 - 66,886 4,655 6.9 
G C 1,053 14,921 775 79 269 10 - 17,107 2,186 12.8 
o 154 813 18,294 33 49 4 - 19,347 1,053 5.4 
EA 1,128 63 37 9,018 464 14 - 10,724 1,706 15.9 
ER 1,848 334 78 404 17,750 114 - 20,528 2,778 13.5 
u 67 15 9 13 120 454 - 678 224 33 
M - - - - - - 5,789 5,789 - -
TOTAL 66,481 17,148 19,460 10,763 20,757 661 5,789 141,059 12,602 8.9 

Of which mixed 
marriages 4,250 2,227 1,166 1,745 3,007 207 - 12,602 - -
% 6.4 13 6 16.2 14.5 31.3 - 8.9 - -
L E G E N D : Roman-Catholic ( R C ) ; Greek-Catholic ( GC ) ; Orthodox (o); Evangelical Augustan ( E A ) ; Evangelical Reformed ( E R ) ; Unitarian (u ) ; 
Mosaic ( M ) . 
S O U R C E : Magyar Statisztikai Evkdnyv, new ser., vol. 2 (Budapest, 1 8 9 5 ) , 4 7 . 



TABLE 5 . M I X E D MARRIAGES I N H U N G A R Y I N 1900 

Of which 
Religion Religion of the groom mixed 
of the bride marri ages 

RC GC 0 EA ER u M O R R W TOTAL No. % 
RC 6 7 , 1 0 7 1 , 1 8 9 4 2 3 1 , 5 3 8 2 , 9 5 6 6 7 1 5 0 5 9 7 3 , 4 4 4 6 , 3 3 7 8 . 6 

GC 1 , 1 7 9 1 3 , 4 0 6 i,crs 6 0 4 0 0 7 3 2 - 1 6 , 7 0 6 2 , 6 7 0 1 6 . 6 

0 1 8 3 9 3 5 1 7 , 5 1 2 2 9 1 1 2 5 4 - - 1 8 , 7 8 0 1 , 2 6 8 6 . 7 

EA 1 , 3 6 6 4 4 3 9 9 , 5 0 5 5 6 6 1 1 1 4 - 2 1 1 , 5 4 7 2 , 0 4 2 1 7 . 6 

ER 2 , 6 1 8 3 8 2 1 4 3 5 3 8 1 7 , 6 6 8 1 4 1 2 4 - 2 2 1 , 5 1 6 3 , 8 4 8 1 7 . 8 

U 6 4 1 1 9 4 1 3 8 3 0 0 - - - 5 2 6 2 2 6 4 2 . 9 

M 1 4 0 5 1 1 2 0 3 0 - 6 , 4 9 2 - 4 6 , 7 0 2 2 1 0 3 . 1 

O R - - - - 1 - - 2 - 3 1 3 3 . 3 

R W 4 - - - 4 - 6 - 2 1 3 5 1 4 4 0 

TOTAL 7 2 , 6 6 1 1 5 , 9 7 2 1 9 , 1 5 6 1 1 , 6 9 1 2 1 , 8 7 5 5 3 1 6 , 6 9 3 9 3 8 1 4 8 , 6 2 9 1 6 , 6 1 6 1 1 . 2 

Of which mixed 
marriages 5 , 5 5 4 2 , 5 6 6 1 , 6 4 4 2 , 1 8 9 4 , 2 0 7 2 3 1 2 0 1 7 1 7 1 6 , 6 1 6 - -
% 7 .6 1 6 . 1 8 . 6 1 8 . 7 1 9 . 2 4 3 . 5 3 7 7 . 8 4 4 . 7 1 1 . 2 - -
L E G E N D : Roman-Catholic ( RC ) ; Greek-Catholic (c;c); Orthodox (o); Evangelical Augustan ( E A ) ; Evangelical Reformed ( E R ) ; Unitarian ( u ) ; 
Mosaic (M ) ; Other religions ( O R ) ; Religion withheld ( R W ) . 
S O U R C E : Magyar Statisztikai Evkonyv, new ser., 8 : 2 9 . 



to conclude e x o g a m o u s mar r iages : o f the Uni tar ians , 3 3 % in 1 8 9 2 and circa 
4 3 % in 1 9 0 0 marr ied m e m b e r s o f other denomina t ions , chiefly favor ing the 
R e f o r m e d Evangel ica ls and the R o m a n - C a t h o l i c s . 

T h e two tables above s h o w no striking differences in behavior between the 
m e n and the w o m e n o f the investigated denominat ions when it comes to mixed 
mar r i ages , despi te the presence o f certain var ia t ions . T h u s , R o m a n - C a t h o l i c 
g r o o m s are between 0.5 and 1% be low the percentage o f w o m e n o f the s ame 
denominat ion w h o concluded mixed marr iages , and the Greek-Catholic g r o o m s 
are 0 . 2 % more in 1 8 9 2 and 0 . 5 % fewer in 1 9 0 0 than the Greek-Catholic w o m e n 
w h o marr ied ou ts ide their denomina t ion . T h e si tuat ion within the O r t h o d o x 
denomina t ion is the precise oppos i t e o f the latter, wi th the m e n m o r e will ing 
to take a spouse f rom a m o n g the m e m b e r s o f another denominat ion: in 1 8 9 2 , 
6 % as o p p o s e d to 5 . 4 % Or thodox brides, and in 1 9 0 0 the difference increased 
to 8 . 6 % as compared to 6 . 7 % . T h e s a m e situation appears with the Evangel i 
cal A u g u s t a n and with the Evangel ical R e f o r m e d denomina t ions , where m e n 
surpassed w o m e n by as few percentage points when it came to marry ing out
side their denominat ion . 

B a s e d o n the data in Table 6, w e can assess the matr imonial behavior o f the 
inhabitants o f 5 counties and o f 5 major Transylvanian cities in what concerns 
the attitudes towards mixed marr iages . B e y o n d the interdenominational aspect, 
w e shall also try to est imate the approximate number o f ethnically mixed mar
r i ages . 

We have g r o u p e d the denominat ions s o as t o indicate the manner in which 
the Roman ians were or were not will ing to take H u n g a r i a n or Ge rman spouses , 
as well as the extent to which the latter were willing to marry a Romanian . Thus , 
w e considered that the Or thodox and the Greek-Cathol ics roughly represented 
the Romanian population (with a small margin or error), and that the Roman-Ca
tholics, the Refo rmed and Augus tan Evangel icals , as well as the Unitar ians were 
Hungar ians and Germans . T h u s , we notice that the 2 7 . 7 % o f the Roman-Ca tho 
lic Hungar ian and German men took Romanian (Or thodox or Greek-Cathol ic) 
brides, as o p p o s e d to only 1 7 . 4 % and 1 6 . 8 % o f the Re fo rmed and Evangelical 
m e n (with the Uni ta r ians , the percentage is even smaller, g iven the fact that 
this denominat ion was present chiefly in the Szekler area, which had a smaller 
R o m a n i a n presence) . When it comes to R o m a n i a n men , however, they showed 
m o r e openness in this respect, and 3 0 . 2 % o f the Greek-Catholic men and 2 8 . 5 % 
o f the O r t h o d o x m e n mar r i ed ou t s ide their ethnic g r o u p . Th is invest igated 
sample confirms the conclusions o f Gheorghe Şişeştean regarding mixed mar
r iages in another g e o g r a p h i c area o f Transylvania. M o r e precisely, he a rgued 
that in the second par t o f the 1 9 t h century the ethnic criterion " su rpassed the 
religious one and became dominan t in the definition o f marital behavior ." 1 0 



TABLE 6. P E R C E N T A G E O F INTERDENOMINATIONAL MARRIAGES 

IN THE STUDIED SAMPLE I N 1877, 1880, A N D 1885 

Type of administrative unit 

Religion County City 
of the Religion of (Cojocna, Mureş-Turda, (Cluj, Târgu-•Mureş, 
groom the bride Bihor, Arad, Timiş) Oradea, Arad, Timişoara) TOTAL 

No. % No. % No. % 
G C , O 198 32 76 20.5 274 27.7 

RC EA, ER, U 421 68 294 79.5 715 72.3 
TOTAL 619 100 370 100 989 100 

o 612 76.1 13 14.1 625 69.8 
c c RC, EA, ER, U 192 23.9 79 85.9 271 30.2 

TOTAL 804 100 92 100 896 100 

G C 649 80.6 25 18.2 674 71.5 
o RC, EA, ER, U 156 19.4 112 81.8 268 28.5 

TOTAL 805 100 137 100 942 100 

O , G C 43 29.9 5 3.8 48 17.4 
EA RC, ER, U 101 70.1 126 96.2 227 82.6 

TOTAL 144 100 131 100 275 100 

o , c c 111 19.8 38 11.6 149 16.8 
ER RC, EA, U 448 80.2 290 88.4 738 83.2 

TOTAL 559 100 328 100 887 100 

O , G C 9 10.5 1 2.6 10 8.1 
U RC, EA, ER 77 89.5 37 97.4 114 91.9 

TOTAL 86 100 38 100 124 100 

L E G E N D : Roman-Cathol ic ( R C ) ; Greek-Catholic ( G C ) ; Orthodox (o ) ; Evangelical Augustan 
( E A ) ; Evangelical Reformed ( E R ) ; Unitarian (u) . 
S O U R C E : Magyar StatisztikaiEvkbnyv, vols. 7 , 1 0 , 1 5 (Budapest, 1 8 7 9 , 1 8 8 2 , 1 8 8 9 ) . 

O f course, an analysis o f mixed marr iages , o f denominat ional and especially o f 
ethnic exogamy, w e m u s t consider, beyond the exist ing prejudice, the magn i 
tude o f the ethnic mix in the respective places, the local mat r imonia l market , 
etc., as well as the disposi t ions o f canon law and the religious practices o f the 
main Transylvanian denominat ions in regard to marr iage . A t any rate, the evi
dence sugges t s that towards the end o f the 1 9 t h century, as states turned secu
lar and the Church began to lose its influence, muta t ions occurred in the atti
tude shown by the various denominations in Transylvania on the matter o f mixed 
mar r iages , and p e o p l e became m o r e wil l ing to mar ry ou t s ide their ethnic or 
rel igious g r o u p . T h e modern i za t ion o f society, the industr ia l izat ion and the 
urbaniza t ion that a c c o m p a n i e d the deve lopmen t o f the province in the last 
decades pr ior to Wor ld War I increased the mobi l i ty within the popu la t ion , 
mos t ly in the case o f m e n , w h o were presently m o r e wil l ing to seek employ-



ment outs ide the traditional community. M o r e often than not , this meant c o m 
pletely m o v i n g to another place and marrying a w o m a n from another religious 
or ethnic g r o u p . 1 1 T h e manifest regional variat ions require a further hor izon
tal invest igat ion o f the dynamics o f mixed mar r iages in Transylvania, as wel l 
as comprehens ive case studies appl ied to u rban and rural s amples , this be ing 
the only me thod likely to accurately piece together a such a comprehensive social 
and cultural phenomenon . 

Conclusions 

A T THE end o f this s tudy concern ing s o m e o f the m o r e impor tan t as 
pects pertaining to the popula t ion o f Transylvania over nearly a mil
lennium o f history, w e cou ld easily conclude , as brilliantly indicated 

by an expert in the history o f the province, that 

along the centuries Transylvania was not a purely Dacian-Roman or Roma
nian country, ana it could not be that, given its wealth and its location on the 
route of various armies. It always saw the sometimes peaceful, sometimes violent 
settlement of various peoples—Scythians, Celts, Sarmatians, Romans, Goths, 
Huns, Gepidae, Avars, Slavs, Bulgarians, Hungarians, Pechenegs, Udae, 
Cumans, Szeklers, Saxons, Teutonic Knights, other Germanic peoples, Jews, 
Gypsies, Serbs, Croats, Ruthenians, Armenians, etc.—but over nearly two 
thousand years the Roman legacy and the Romanian population defined its 
distinct personality and fundamentally shaped its destiny.12 

Unti l the 1 9 1 8 union between Transylvania and Roman ia , the Hunga r i an kings , 
the H a b s b u r g emperors , and the various governments in Budapes t tried to alter 
its dominant ly O r t h o d o x and R o m a n i a n character. T h e y partially succeeded , 
as in the M i d d l e A g e s a s izable par t o f the R o m a n i a n nob le elites e m b r a c e d 
first the R o m a n - C a t h o l i c and then the R e f o r m e d Calvinist faiths; after 1 7 0 0 , 
when s o m e o f the R o m a n i a n Or thodox uni ted with the Church o f R o m e , the 
denominat ional compos i t ion o f Transylvania became even m o r e complex. T h e 
se t t lement o f co lonis t s , f rom the M i d d l e A g e s to the M o d e r n E r a , failed to 
eliminate the R o m a n i a n ethnic majority, but m a n a g e d to decrease the percent
a g e o f R o m a n i a n s in the province—never, however, under 5 3 % . Indeed, what 
occurred o n 1 December 1 9 1 8 in Alba Iulia, namely, the democrat ic implemen
tation o f the right to national self-determination by the majority popula t ion in 
Transylvania, rendered this union stable and legitimate. T h e decision o f the Paris 
Peace Conference to officially and internationally recognize the union between 



Transylvania and the R o m a n i a n state involved first and foremost the acceptance 
o f a geopolit ical reality based on the clear demograph ic majority o f the R o m a 
nians in the territories that had decided their fate by way o f a plebiscite. 

In what concerns interethnic relations in Transvlvania after 1 9 1 8 , their tor-
tuous fate was also affected by the presence in the previous century o f authori
tarian and totalitarian reg imes and by the S e c o n d World War, which mean t a 
step backwards in Roman ian -Hunga r i an relations. T h e violence and the destruc
tion o f those years negatively affected the collective memory , and it took de
cades and a return to democracy before the two nat ions recovered their m u 
tual trust and went back to peacefully living together. Today, things are m o v i n g 
in a posi t ive direct ion, as indicated by the g radua l increase in the number o f 
mixed marr iages in Transylvania . 1 3 We believe that this historical-demographic 
study, as well as other similar analyses, should offer bo th politicians and regu
lar citizens o f this country information and solut ions for the present day In this 
2 1 s t century, in R o m a n i a and elsewhere, w e need to shift the focus o f tolerance 
f rom the social and poli t ical rea lm towards the field o f h u m a n relat ions, be
cause in the 2 1 s t century the concept o f tolerance seems to be insufficient and 
limited. T h u s , w e need to m o v e f rom a tolerant co-existence to an active col
laborat ion (the m o s t significant muta t ion should involve the replacement o f " I 
tolerate" by " I respect") . First and foremost , this requires g o o d knowledge o f 
the past, and only then concrete practical and pragmatic actions. O f course, under 
these circumstances the educat ion o f bo th y o u n g people and adults plays a cru
cial role, as the majori ty m u s t truly unders tand the prob lems o f the minorit ies 
and accept and suppor t the manifestat ion o f their ethnic identity, by protect ing 
their culture, religion, educat ion, and languages . Therefore, both the authori
ties and the civil society m u s t b e c o m e involved in fighting discrimination and 
in the e l iminat ion o f any f o r m o f ex t r emism, chauvin ism, an t i -Semi t i sm or 
territorial separa t i sm, in suppo r t i ng cultural diversity a n d in encourag ing in
terethnic d ia logue , in the development o f civic mult iculturalism as a part o f the 
European identity. I t is jus t as true, however, that the m e m b e r s o f the minori ty 
g roups mus t be willing to accept and strengthen multicultural diversity, respect 
the majority populat ion alongside which they live, and be loyal to the state whose 
citizens they are. 

• 
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A b s t r a c t 
Transylvania Until World War I : Demographic Opportunities and Vulnerabilities ( I I I ) 

For centuries, the diversity o f traditions and cultures has been one o f the major assets of both 
Europe and Romania. The study examines, in a broad historical perspective, the demographic situ
ation of Transylvania, a multiethnic and multilingual territory. Attention is given to population 
structure and to the status o f the various ethnic groups in the statistical era, between 1850 and 
1910. An interesting insight into the demographic and psychological behavior in Transylvania in 
the decades prior to World War I is offered by the matter o f religiously and ethnically mixed mar
riages. We believe that this historical-demographic study, as well as other similar analyses, should 
offer both politicians and regular citizens of this country information and solutions for the present 
day. 
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