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The Population of Transylvania 
in the Statistical Era 

ETHNO-CONFESSIONAL REALITIES 

BETWEEN 1850 AND 1910 

S PECIALISTS C O N S I D E R that after 

the middle o f the 1 9 t h century 
we can talk a b o u t a statistical 

period in what concerns the H a b s b u r g 
( A u s t r o - H u n g a r i a n after 1 8 6 7 ) m o 
narchy. Per iodic censuses were taken 
after 1 8 5 0 (ever)' ten years after 1 8 7 0 ) , 
the content o f the col lected da ta in
creased, the precision o f data collection 
i m p r o v e d , the s ta f f i nvo lved in this 
k ind o f o p e r a t i o n s w a s inc reas ing ly 
qualified, etc. T h e history o f Transyl
vania between the Revolut ion o f 1 8 4 8 
- 1 8 4 9 and World War I saw significant 
e c o n o m i c , social , and cultural mu ta 
t ions which influenced the d e m o g r a 
phy o f the province. T h e dynamics and 
the structure o f the Transylvanian p o p u 
la t ion d u r i n g the a fo remen t ioned pe
r iod faithfully reflects the p rocess o f 



renewal manifest at all levels, as well as the internal and external circumstances 
that caused m o r e or less significant fluctuations in demograph ic behavior or in 
terms o f the ethno-confessional structure. I f in the prestatistical era the ethno-
confessional structures in Transylvania were influenced in the direction desired 
by the C o u r t in Vienna by w a y o f colonizat ion (most ly with Cathol ics) or by 
the union o f the Or thodox Roman ians with the Church o f R o m e , between 1 8 5 0 
and 1 9 1 8 things were comple te ly different. T h u s , w e can anticipate a bit o n 
the content o f this paper by saying that after 1 8 6 7 the H u n g a r i a n governments 
in Budapes t implemented demograph ic policies in keeping with their state in
terests, affecting the e thno-confessional s tructure o f Transylvania. 

We k n o w that until World War I Hunga ry , jus t like the other hal f o f the 
Aus t ro -Hungar ian monarchy, was one o f the m o s t heterogeneous countries in 
E u r o p e in te rms o f b o t h nat ions and denomina t i ons . Special is ts are nearly 
unan imous in saying that between 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 0 the empire saw sizable eth
nic and linguistic developments . A m i d all these muta t ions occurred within the 
provinces, w e also witness a contrast ing tendency with regard to the dominan t 
nat ions: while in Cisleithania the percentage o f G e r m a n s d r o p p e d f rom 3 6 . 2 
to 3 5 . 6 , the percentage o f Hunga r i ans in Transleithania increased f rom 3 6 . 5 to 
4 8 . 1 . 1 This significant increase in the percentage o f Hunga r i ans was caused by 
three factors: 1) the natural increase o f the popula t ion , wi th Hunga r i an birth
rates higher than the country average ; 2 ) the less significant H u n g a r i a n emi
gra t ion , as c o m p a r e d to other ethnic g r o u p s ; 3 ) the process o f ass imi la t ion , 
which ga ined m o m e n t u m in the second half o f the 1 9 * century and at the be
ginning o f the 2 0 * century: the Hungar iza t ion o f a part o f the non-Hungar i an 
popula t ion and o f m o s t o f the immigran ts . 

U n d e r these circumstances, in the ethnic compos i t i on o f Transylvania dur
ing the per iod in ques t ion w e see m o r e or less spectacular ethno-linguistic de
velopments , varying in magn i tude according to popula t ion dynamics , emigra
tion, the educational and cultural policy o f the authorities, etc. We mus t begin 
by saying that no t all o f the seven censuses taken between 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 0 ex
plicitly indicated the ethnicity o f the inhabitants . Other differences, manifes t 
between the first part o f the interval and the pe r iod o f dual ism, concerned the 
criteria u sed by the census takers in order to define ethnicity. T h u s , in 1 8 5 0 -
1 8 5 1 , the Aus t r ian census takers u sed the cri terion o f "nationality," as freely 
s ta ted by each cit izen. D u r i n g the dual is t pe r iod (after 1 8 6 7 ) , the censuses 
organized by the H u n g a r i a n authorities no longer recorded the nationality o f 
the inhabitants, but only the mother tongue , unde r s tood as "the l anguage s p o 
ken best and with the greatest pleasure by the person interviewed." This crite
r ion explains why in the documen t s o f the censuses taken between 1 8 8 0 and 
1 9 1 0 w e find no J e w s , Armenians , Gyps ies , etc., as they were a lmost entirely 



listed as H u n g a r i a n s . Accord ing to such a classification, in Transleithania the 

percentage o f the Hungar ian populat ion increased between 1 8 8 0 and 1 9 1 0 from 

4 1 . 2 to 4 8 . 1 , with the percentage o f non-Hungar i an decreasing, naturally, from 

58 .8 in 1 8 8 0 , to 5 1 . 9 in 1 9 1 0 . 2 

TABLE 1 . T H E ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF TRANSYLVANIA BETWEEN taso AND i 9 io a 

Nationality 
1850 b 1880 

Nationality 
Number % Number % 

Romanians 1,226,901 59.5 2,231,165 54.9 
Hungarians 536,843 26 1,024,742 25.2 
Germans 192,270 9.3 487,145 12 
Serbs and Croats - - 52,105 1.3 
Roma (Gypsies) 78,902 3.8 - -
Slovaks - - 25,305 0.6 
Armenians 7,600 0.4 - -
Ruthenians - - 14,514 0.4 
Jews 15,570 0.8 - -
Others 4,612 0.2 224,431 5.6 

Nationality 
1900 1910 

Nationality 
Number % Number % 

Romanians 2,682,435 55 2,827,419 53.7 
Hungarians 1,436,896 29.5 1,662,180 31.6 
Germans 582,027 11.9 564,359 10.7 
Serbs and Croats 51,160 1.1 53,455 1 
Roma (Gypsies) - - - -
Slovaks 29,904 0.5 31,655 0.6 
Armenians - - - -
Ruthenians 20,587 0.4 25,620 0.5 
Jews - - - -
Others 69,012 1.5 95,814 1.9 

a. Figures based on data taken from: Traian Rotariu, ed., Recensământul din 1850: Transilvania 
(Bucharest, 1996); Magyar Statisztikai KÜzlemények, new ser., vol. 1 (Budapest, 1893) ; A Magyar 
Korona országaiban az 1881. év elcjén vegrehajtott népszámlálás eredményei, némdy hasznos házi 
dllatok kimutatásával együtt; vol. 2 (Budapest, 1882) ; Magyar Statisztìkai Kòzlcmények, new ser., 
vol. 1 (Budapest, 1893) ; 1.1. Adam and I. Puşcaş, Izvoare de demografie istorica, vol. 2 , Secolul 
alXIX-lea-1914: Transilvania (Bucharest, 1987) . 

b. The data of this census regard only the former Principality o f Transylvania (Ardeal) without 
Banat, Crişana and Maramureş. 

T h e information in Table 1 indicates the changes in the number and in the per

centage o f the various ethnic g roups that inhabited Transylvania dur ing the six 

decades that separate the Revolut ion o f 1 8 4 8 - 1 8 4 9 from the First World War. 

T h e first post-revolutionary census, taken in 1 8 5 0 - 1 8 5 1 , showed the undeni

able R o m a n i a n dominance in historical Transylvania (Ardeal) ( 5 9 . 5 % ) . T h e 



s a m e table indicates the changes in the pe rcen tage o f the three ma in ethnic 
g roups dur ing the dualist period: the R o m a n i a n s decreased from 5 4 . 9 % in 1 8 8 0 
to 5 3 . 7 % in 1 9 1 0 , the Germans also decreased from 1 2 % in 1 8 8 0 to 1 0 . 7 % in 
1 9 1 0 , but the Hunga r i ans increased from 2 5 . 2 % to 3 1 . 6 % . T h e causes behind 
this rapid increase in the percentage o f H u n g a r i a n s are several in number, of
ten ment ioned being the higher natural increase o f the Hungar i ans , the smaller 
number o f emigrants given by this ethnic g r o u p , and only "to a small extent" 
the ethno-l inguist ic ass imilat ion o f the J e w s , the Armen ians , and o f the sev
eral thousand Czechs , Poles, and Italians b rought here by the industrialization. 
I f this is perfectly true when it comes to the m o r e l imited H u n g a r i a n emigra
tion, w e have reservations when it comes to the much higher natural increase 
o f the H u n g a r i a n populat ion. M o s t likely, it was no t only the high H u n g a r i a n 
birthrates and their l imited interest in emigra t ion that led to a posit ive score , 
but also the assimilat ion o f other nat ionali t ies . 3 

In what follows w e shall discuss a few aspects concerning the changes in the 
ethnic structure o f Transylvania dur ing d ie per iod in quest ion, with special ref
erence to the R o m a n i a n s , the majori ty popu la t i on in Transylvania. A m u c h 
deba ted subject , n o w a n d at that t ime , was the number o f R o m a n i a n s in the 
dominant ly Szekler regions located in the eastern part o f the province. A for
eign traveler w h o visited Transylvania at the middle o f the 1 9 t h century (August in 
de G é r a n d o ) no t i ced the "Szekler iza t ion" o f the R o m a n i a n s in that reg ion : 
" T o d a y there are m a n y Szeklers o f the Greek faith. T h e y are all de-nat ional
ized Wallachians." 4 T h u s , one o f the ways in which the number o f Hungar i ans 
increased in Transylvania until World War I was the assimilation o f the R o m a 
nians living in the Szekler counties (Ciuc , Odorhe i , Trei Scaune and partially 
M u r e ş - T u r d a ) . In the localities currently b e l o n g i n g to C o v a s n a County, the 
R o m a n i a n s represented 1 4 . 1 % o f the popu la t ion in 1 8 5 0 , but only 1 1 . 5 % in 
1 9 1 0 ; dur ing the s ame period, the Hungar ians increased from 8 2 . 8 % to 8 7 . 5 % . 
In 1 8 5 0 , the O r t h o d o x and the Greek-Catholics amoun ted to 1 5 . 4 % , reaching 
1 7 . 3 % in 1 9 1 0 5 ; under these circumstances, w e see that the difference between 
the percentage o f R o m a n i a n s and o f the m e m b e r s o f the two denominat ions 
increased f rom 1.3% in 1 8 5 0 to 5 . 8 % in 1 9 1 0 . Cons ide r ing that in the former 
Great Principality o f Transylvania the Or thodox and the Greek-Catholic g r o u p s 
coincide a lmost entirely with the R o m a n i a n popula t ion , w e tend to believe that 
between 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 0 there was a substantial increase in the number o f Or
thodox and Greek-Cathol ic believers w h o declared themselves (or were listed 
as) native speakers o f Hungar ian . In the marital records in the region hundreds 
a n d thousands o f "Szek le r" family n a m e s s e e m actually R o m a n i a n (Bokor , 
Danes , Niczu j , K o s z t a , etc.) or are translated (Vi rág—Florea , K e d v e s — D r a g u , 



etc . ) , indicat ing that a s izable par t o f the Szekler popu la t ion is o f R o m a n i a n 
origin. 

In the localities si tuated in wha t is today Hargh i t a County, the ethno-con-
fessional situation was as fol lows: in 1 8 5 0 , the Roman ians accounted for 8 . 5 % 
o f the popula t ion , and the c o m b i n e d O r t h o d o x and Greek-Cathol ic believers 
reached 8 . 8 % , a negl igible difference. O n the other hand, in 1 9 1 0 , the situa
t ion changed : the R o m a n i a n s were only 6 . 1 % , and the two denomina t ions 
amoun ted to 8 . 9 % 6 ; thus, nearly 2 . 8 % o f the inhabitants declared themselves 
Hunga r i ans while be longing to the two typically R o m a n i a n denominat ions . In 
l ight o f the aforement ioned data , w e can est imate that the assimilat ion o f the 
R o m a n i a n s by the Szeklers was slower, and therefore in 1 8 5 0 w e have a rela
tively small difference be tween the nat ional g r o u p and the total for the t w o 
denomina t ions . After 1 8 6 7 , the H u n g a r i z a t i o n p rocess accelerated, a n d the 
Szekler region was ideal for the purposes o f the central authorities. Clearly w e 
can find here a segment o f H u n g a r i a n speakers w h o had a typically R o m a n i a n 
"faith," a s i tuat ion explained only by the fact that the inhabitants in ques t ion 
were f rom the first or the s e c o n d genera t ion o f Szekler ized R o m a n i a n s . T h e 
flawless d e m o n s t r a t i o n o f I . I . R u s s u , after a m i n u t e i n v e s t i g a t i o n o f the 
local habitat, o f the existing bibliography, and o f the manuscr ipts deal ing with 
this issue brings valuable clarifications to the issue o f the R o m a n i a n s ' "Szekle-
r izat ion" in the medieval and the m o d e r n e r a s . 7 T h e assimilat ion o f the local 
R o m a n i a n s was , until a certain point , spon taneous , natural, by w a y o f mixed 
marr iages , but after 1 8 6 7 the process was clearly directed in keeping wi th the 
demograph ic policy o f the H u n g a r i a n authorities. 

Another w a y in which the authorit ies in B u d a p e s t s o u g h t to influence the 
ethnic compos i t ion o f Transylvania in the second half o f the 1 9 t h century and at 
the beginning o f the 2 0 t h century w a s the colonizat ion o f H u n g a r i a n peasants 
or o f foreigners in various parts o f the province. Indeed, this colonization also 
had an undeniable economic purpose , but there was certainly a political agenda 
behind it, o n e dev ised to serve the genera l interests o f the rul ing circles in 
Hungary . O n e o f the m o s t systematic theorists o f the colonizat ion policies o f 
dual is t H u n g a r i a n , G u s z t á v Beks ic s , the au thor o f several texts dea l ing wi th 
the political, economic , and demograph ic p rob lems at the turn o f the 2 0 * cen
tury, a rgued that the number o f Hungar i ans had to increase and a lso that they 
had to be m o r e jud ic ious ly " s p r e a d " over the territory, mainly b y m e a n s o f 
coloniza t ion . After 1 8 9 4 , co lon iza t ion policies b e c a m e the province o f the 
Agriculture Ministry, which received significant amounts o f m o n e y o n a yearly 
basis . T h e central suppor t for the colonists clearly indicates the political char
acter o f this action. Symptomat ic in this respect was the increased attention given 



to colonizat ion in the m e a d o w s o f the M u r e ş and S o m e ş R ive r s , in order to 
increase the H u n g a r i a n presence in the Transylvanian Plain and establish a sol id 
b o n d between the Szeklers and the Hunga r i ans in the T i sza Plain by expand
ing the scattered H u n g a r i a n "pockets" in the region. In fact, Agricul ture Min 
ister Ignác Darányi clearly s tated in the year 1 9 0 0 that the pu rpose o f coloni
zation in Transylvania could only be a political one : "The govern ing idea behind 
the colonizat ion m u s t be that the H u n g a r i a n popu la t ion shou ld be s trength
ened where it represents a minority, for this is o f great state and national inter
est . . . U n d e r these circumstances, the instinct o f self-preservation d e m a n d s — 
and this is only self-defense—that the H u n g a r i a n popula t ion be s t rengthened 
in Transylvania by w a y o f co loniza t ion o rgan i zed by the s tate . I f w e set this 
colonizat ion agenda for the near future and i f w e seek to complete ly and mi
nutely follow it th rough, then the millions thus invested will br ing serious ben
efits to the consol idated H u n g a r i a n s tate ." 8 T h e tens o f thousands o f Hungar 
ians, C s a n g o s , S lovaks , Ge rmans , etc. settled in Transylvania d id no t radically 
alter the ethnic structure o f the popula t ion, but statistically they increased the 
percentage o f H u n g a r i a n speakers . 

T h e authorities knew very well that such an increase was no t only the out
c o m e o f reduced H u n g a r i a n emigrat ion and o f higher birth rates as compared 
to the other nationalities. In fact, the Slovaks and the Ruthenians had a birth 
rate—and implicitly a natural growth—super ior to the Hunga r i an one , but their 
percentage in the areas they occup ied decreased between 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 8 . In 
actual fact, the government in B u d a p e s t gave considerable attention to d e m o 
graphic policies at the turn o f the century. O f course , first they demanded the 
suppor t o f the R o y a l Central Statistics Office, es tabl ished in 1 8 6 7 and led by 
the reputed demographe r Káro ly Keleti. B y order no . 4 7 9 5 / 9 0 2 o f 2 2 A u g u s t 
1 9 0 3 , Káro ly Khuen-Hédervá ry (the pr ime minister o f H u n g a r y ) notified the 
Roya l Central Statistics Office in Budapes t to start prepar ing for the collection 
o f data r ega rd ing the H u n g a r i a n - S l o v a k l a n g u a g e border and also the H u n 
g a r i a n - R o m a n i a n one . C o m p l e x invest igat ions regard ing the mothe r t o n g u e 
(in fact, the ethnic origin) were to be carried ou t in thousands o f mixed villages 
situated in the areas inhabited by Hungar ians , Slovaks, and Roman ians , in order 
to cor robora te the census da ta wi th the exis t ing s i tuat ion. O n 1 4 D e c e m b e r 
1 9 0 5 , Gyula Vargha, the director o f the Roya l Central Statistics Office, assured 
the pr ime minister o f H u n g a r y that he "would endeavor to the best o f his abil
ity to see that the work concerning the linguistic borders , in keeping with the 
intentions o f Your Excellency and for the success o f the t remendously impor
tant action o f nat ional salvat ion, is carried ou t in the m o s t t h o r o u g h o f fash
ions . " 9 This "linguistic border" project took several years to comple te , and sig
nificant funds were allocated to it. T h e invest igat ion was expanded to include 



other aspec ts—socia l , economic , political, cultural, and re l ig ious—perta in ing 
to the S lovaks and the R o m a n i a n s . Practically, the authorit ies in B u d a p e s t 
wanted an in-depth analysis o f the situation o f the t w o nations in order to de
vise a political s trategy suitable for the interests o f the ruling classes in Trans-
leithania. Without a doubt , the demograph ic data generated by the investigation 
coordina ted by the Roya l Central Statist ics Office inspired m a n y o f the mea 
sures taken by the H u n g a r i a n gove rnmen t in the years prior to the war. 

TABLE 2 . CHANCES IN THE NUMBER OF ROMANIANS, HUNGARIANS, 

AND GERMANS IN THE CITIES OF TRANSYLVANIA A BETWEEN 1850 AND 1910 B 

Nationality 1850 1910 
Number % Number % 

Romanians 40,394 30.1 83,227 23 
Hungarians 48,809 36.4 219,235 60.8 
Germans 39,973 29.8 56,386 15.6 
Others 4,993 3.7 1,950 0.6 

TOTAL 134,169 100.0 360,798 100.0 

a. Data concerning only the former Principality o f Transylvania (Ardeal) without Banat, Crişana 
and Maramureş. 

b. Figures based on: Recensământul din 1850; Magyar Statisztikai Kozlertidnyek, new ser., vol. 42 
(Budapest, 1912) . 

Table 2 confirms the observations o f the older his toriography which a rgued that, 
until the midd le o f the 1 9 t h century, d i e cities o f Transylvania were inhabited 
mos t ly by R o m a n i a n s and G e r m a n s (no t s o m u c h the medieval core o f the 
Transylvanian cities, usually known as the intra muros, but everything that fell 
within the m o d e r n urban territory). Indeed, in 1 8 5 0 the two g r o u p s accounted 
for roughly 6 0 % o f the urban populat ion. A t the other end o f our chronologi 
cal interval, in 1 9 1 0 , the situation had changed radically: the Hungar i ans rep
resented approximately 6 0 % o f the urban popula t ion o f Transylvania, while the 
R o m a n i a n s and the Ge rmans c o m b i n e d reached only 3 9 % . O f course , such a 
significant change in the popula t ion o f Transylvanian cities in the space o f only 
six decades was no t the ou t come o f a natural increase in the H u n g a r i a n popu
lation, c o m i n g instead after a complex process a imed at the assimilation o f the 
other nationalities and encouraged after 1 8 6 7 by the ruling circles in Budapes t . 
T h e Hungar iza t ion o f the cities was also speeded u p by the sett lement and the 
Hungar iza t ion o f J e w s , a longside the assimilation o f the native G e r m a n bour
geois ie . Th i s process , natural and spontaneous u p to a certain point , was accel
erated by the H u n g a r i a n government and by the nationalist circles. T h e higher 
the pos i t ion in the social hierarchy, the higher the percentage o f H u n g a r i a n s 
and o f newly-ass imi la ted ca tegor ies . M o s t o f the industrial and commerc i a l 



bourgeois ie , but also an impor tan t part o f the middle bourgeois ie (intellectu
als inc luded) , consis ted o f assimilated people . T h e drastic decrease in the per
centage o f the G e r m a n popula t ion in the urban environment , f rom 2 9 . 8 % in 
1 8 5 0 to 1 5 . 6 % in 1 9 1 0 , can only be explained by the ethno-linguistic assimila
t ion o f a par t o f the G e r m a n bourgeo i s i e . A l so , m u c h o f the G e r m a n urban 
popu la t ion suffered the ser ious economic consequences o f the Revo lu t ion o f 
1 8 4 8 - 1 8 4 9 . In early 1 8 5 2 , the governor o f Transylvania issued a directive elimi
nat ing s o m e abuses and the monopo l i e s o f s o m e most ly G e r m a n trade gui lds . 
Furthermore, the law o f 1 8 6 0 regarding the freedom o f professions dealt a hard 
b low to trade gu i lds , even t h o u g h they cont inued to exist until 1 8 7 2 . U n d e r 
these c i rcumstances , wi th large factories ga in ing m o r e a n d m o r e g r o u n d , the 
traditional S a x o n occupat ions decayed and many Germans emigra ted from the 
urban areas either to R o m a n i a , or to America . We have already indica ted that 
the p e r c e n t a g e o f G e r m a n e m i g r a n t s exceeded their average representat ion 
within the total popu la t ion o f the province, many G e r m a n emigrants c o m i n g 
from the urban environment and being replaced most ly by Jewish immigrants 
f rom Galicia and Russ ia , w h o embraced the Hunga r i an l anguage and culture. 
Significant in this respect is the fact that in 1 9 1 0 , o f the 3 6 0 , 7 9 8 urban inhab
itants, 2 6 , 4 2 9 ( m o r e than 7 % o f the total urban popula t ion) be longed to the 
M o s a i c fa i th—meaning that they were J e w s — , but were l isted as speakers o f 
Hungar i an , artificially inflating the percentage o f the Hunga r i an popu la t ion . 1 0 

In what concerns the R o m a n i a n urban populat ion, its number doub led be
tween 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 0 (f rom 4 0 , 3 9 4 to 8 3 , 2 2 7 ) , a l though as a percentage it 
decreased f rom 3 0 . 1 % in 1 8 5 0 to 2 3 % in 1 9 1 0 . The re are m a n y reasons for 
this development , but w e shall focus only on two o f them. A s w e have already 
seen, in the cities the R o m a n i a n popula t ion had a lower birthrate than all other 
ethnic g r o u p s . Also , even at that t ime the R o m a n i a n rural popula t ion was re
luctant to emigra te to the cities. T h e reason for this is psychological in nature, 
wi th R o m a n i a n peasants be ing highly conservat ive: " N o other nat ion in the 
monarchy loves their family and h o m e village m o r e than the R o m a n i a n peas
ants. T h e b o n d uni t ing them to the family h o m e and to the native village . . . 
br ings with it many disadvantages and economic losses. Factories can wai t for 
years in the vicinity, but the R o m a n i a n s d o no t seek e m p l o y m e n t there. T h e 
e c o n o m i c losses are offset at nat ional level: ou r vil lages have remained un
spo i l ed . " 1 1 I t is a lmost axiomat ic to say that R o m a n i a n peasants w o u l d no t al
l ow their children to learn a t rade in the city, fearing their m o r a l and ethnic 
alienation. 

D e s p i t e the absence o f any major muta t ions be tween the Revo lu t i on o f 
1 8 4 8 - 1 8 4 9 and World War I , the denominat ional compos i t ion o f Transylvania's 
popu la t ion reveals s o m e interest ing demograph ic deve lopments a n d even the 



TABLE 3 . T H E RELIGIOUS STRUCTURE OF TRANSYLVANIA BETWEEN 1850 AND i 9 io a 

Religion 
1850 b 1880 1910 

Religion 
Number % Number % Number % 

Orthodox 637,800 30.9 1,504,049 37 1,804,572 34.3 
Creek-Catholic 648,239 31.5 941,474 23.2 1,247,105 23.7 
Reformed 295,723 14.4 510,369 12.6 695,127 13.2 
Roman-Catholic 219,533 10.6 716,267 17.6 992,726 18.9 
Evangelical 198,774 9.6 220,779 5.5 263,120 5 
Unitarian 46,008 2.2 55,492 1.4 68,759 1.3 
Mosaic 15,668 0.8 107,124 2.6 183,556 3.5 
Other religions - - 4,953 0.1 4,687 0.1 

a. Figures based on: A Magyar Korona, 2; Hungarian National Archives, Budapest, coll. EOKL , F 5 5 1 ; 
Adam and Puşcaş, 2 . 

b. Data concerning only the former Principality of Transylvania (Ardeal) without Banat, Crişana 
and Maramureş. 

trends manifest in the evolution o f the ethnic structure o f the province. In what 
follows, w e shall speak not so much about the smaller denominations, amount ing 
to less than 2 % o f the popu la t ion a n d occas ional ly left o u t o f s o m e censuses 
(for instance, the Armenian-Cathol ic faith), but rather about the main religions 
o f Transylvania: Or thodox , Greek-Cathol ic , R e f o r m e d , R om an-C a t ho l i c , and 
Evangel ical . A first general observa t ion is that the percentage represented by 
the R o m a n i a n re l ig ions ( O r t h o d o x and Greek-Ca tho l ic ) either decreased o r 
increased modera te ly between 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 0 , while the typically H u n g a r i a n 
denominat ions ( R e f o r m e d and R o m a n - C a t h o l i c ) were o n the increase. T h u s , 
the percentage o f O r t h o d o x believers in Transylvania decreased from 3 7 % in 
1 8 8 0 , to 3 4 . 3 % in 1 9 1 0 , while that o f Greek-Cathol ics increased slightly, from 
2 3 . 2 % to 2 3 . 7 % . 

Wi th the da ta for ethnic g r o u p s rough ly ma tch ing that for the re l ig ious 
denomina t ions , w e see a parallelism between the dynamics o f the Evangel ical 
(Lutheran) faith, which decreased f rom 9 . 6 % in 1 8 5 0 to 5 % in 1 9 1 0 , and o f 
the G e r m a n popula t ion , steadily declining th roughou t the entire period. With 
the H u n g a r i a n s , however, the paral lel ism be tween rel igion and nationali ty is 
harder to follow, as they a lmost exclusively be longed to three denominat ions : 
Reformed , Roman-Ca tho l i c , and Unitar ian. Between 1 8 5 0 and 1 9 1 0 , all three 
denominat ions increased in number and as a percentage , particularly the R o 
man-Cathol ic one . A notable increase also occur red in the case o f the M o s a i c 
faith, especially be tween 1 8 8 0 and 1 9 1 0 , w h e n the data in Table 3 cover the 
whole o f Transylvania: the percentage represented by this faith increased from 
2 . 6 % to 3 . 5 % , indicating the massive sett lement o f J ews in the province under 
the dualist r eg ime , fol lowing their political and civil emancipat ion. 



THE ROMANIANS IN TRANSYLVANIA AT THE END OF THE I 9TH CENTURY 

T H E M E M O R A N D U M o f 1 8 9 2 submit ted to E m p e r o r Francis J o s e p h I by 
an impressive delegat ion o f R o m a n i a n representatives (approximately 
3 0 0 people) was undoub ted ly the m o s t impor tan t political act ion in 

Transylvania at the end o f the 1 9 T H century. T h e per iod saw mass ive changes in 
the s t ra tegy and in the i d e o l o g y o f the nat ional l iberat ion m o v e m e n t o f the 
Transylvanian Roman ians , changes reflected by the very content o f the M e m o 
r a n d u m . Acco rd ing to s o m e o f the lead ing special ists in this matter, until a 
certain po in t the ideo logy o f the M e m o r a n d u m was that o f the tr ibune m o v e 
ment (a social , political, and cultural t rend which t o o k its name f rom that o f 
the first daily newspaper o f the Transylvanian R o m a n i a n s , Tribuna [The Tri
bune ] , published in Sibiu between 1 8 8 4 and 1 9 0 3 ) , which sough t to i m p o s e a 
new direction in the Transylvanian public spirit. In this vein, and start ing from 
the premise that "numbers are the foundat ion o f our wor th ," the tr ibune m o v e 
m e n t d e m a n d e d that the elites change their at t i tudes t owards the c o m m o n 
people and requested axltural initiatives likely to culturally, economically, and 
politically elevate the lower classes, turning their potential to g o o d accoun t . 1 2 

Roman ian his tor iography has highlighted not only the innovative, but also 
the democrat ic character o f the documen t o f 1 8 9 2 . D r a w n tip by the leaders o f 
the R o m a n i a n national emancipa t ion m o v e m e n t , the M e m o r a n d u m compre 
hensively and vehemently challenged the policies p r o m o t e d by the Hunga r i an 
governments after 1 8 6 7 , the consequences o f which had also negatively affected 
other nationali t ies: 

The situation of the Romanians is shared by our German countrymen, as well 
as by the Slavs living in the Hungarian state, and the same reasons of state 
demand that their legitimate interests be taken into account. As always, we 
remain convinced that only a sincere bond between nations can ensure the 
peaceful development of our country, and therefore the Romanians desire that, 
in a legal fashion and with the involvement of the competent factors, the system 
of government be reformed in our country, ensuring the rights once gained 
and taking into account the legitimate interests of all the nations living in 
the multilingual Hungarian state.13 

Consequently, the M e m o r a n d u m was the natural ou t come o f the actions taken 
by the majority populat ion, deprived o f certain rights and liberties and subjected 
to a constant process o f ethno-linguist ic eros ion. Free f rom the excessive his-
tor icism that m i g h t have m a d e its reading difficult, the M e m o r a n d u m turned 



to other types o f a r g u m e n t s a n d c o n d e m n e d off icial po l ic ies f r o m o ther 
angles . O n e such approach , far f rom insignificant, was the demograph ic one . 
T h u s , in the very text o f the d o c u m e n t presented in the sp r ing o f 1 8 9 2 to 
E m p e r o r Francis J o s e p h I , we clearly read the reason w h y excessive historical 
examples had been left ou t : "Even if the R o m a n i a n s had n o his tory o f their 
o w n and no legit imate foundat ion for their claims in their millennia-long past, 
the s imple fact that they exist, that they strongly demand , and can achieve a lot 
in certain circumstances is sufficient political reason to determine any govern
ment to take into account their legit imate interests ." 1 4 Or, as it has been accu
rately pointed out , this approach practically mean t "the replacement o f histori
cal rights wi th the natural ones , a normal increase in the arguments provided 
by the majori ty pr inc ip le . " 1 5 

Deliberate or not , but accurately presented on each and every occasion, the 
recourse to d e m o g r a p h y — o r rather to the dominan t number o f Romanians in 
Transylvania—gave m o r e weigh t to the M e m o r a n d u m drawn u p by the lead
ers o f the national l iberation movement . In its text, w e have identified at least 
15 fragments clearly al luding to the principle o f demograph ic majority in sup
por t o f the d e m a n d s expressed therein. H e r e are a few excerpts: 

"The Union and its enactment in Art. 431868 meant the blatant disregard 
of every right of the Romanian nation, which represents the absolute majority 
in old Transylvania"; "We account for nearly three-fourths of the country's 
population, we own lands to roughly the same extent, and we bear the common 
burden to the same extent; clearly we have the right to be proportionally 
represented in the Diet and to have a proportionate say in the country's 
affairs"; "It is painfully true that more than 3 million of Tour Majesty's subjects 
are not and feel not represented in the Diet of their country"; "Everywhere in 
Transylvania, as well as in the counties located outside Transylvania, such as 
Bihor, Sălaj, Arad, Timiş, Sătmar, Maramureş and Caras-Severin, 23 
counties in all, the Romanians represent the overwhelming majority, sometimes 
even the only population"; ccWe the Romanians, a people of more than 3 million 
souls, have given our blood and our wealth to the support of the state, but there 
is not a single state-supported institution for our cultural advancement"; 
ccWithout including the autonomous Croatia, the Kingdom of Hungary has 
a population of approximately 13,200,000 people. Nearly one quarter of this 
population, roughly three million people, is represented by the Romanians living 
in compact masses in old Transylvania, in Banat, Arad, Bihor, Sălaj, Satmar, 
and Maramureş, that is, on the eastern borders of the Monarchy, on the left 
bank of the Tisza River, in the triangle between the Tisza, the Mureş, and 



the mountains on the Transylvanian border, on a territory of approxima

tely 134,630.54 km sa, where they amount to 60-95% of the entire popula

tion,"16 etc. 

T h e demograph ic aspects are constantly invoked th roughout the M e m o r a n d u m 

in order to highlight once again the injustice o f the R o m a n i a n subservient p o 

sition o n the land they occupied as the oldest and m o s t numerous ethnic g r o u p . 

T h e use o f demograph ic arguments also had a significant democrat ic ideologi

cal c o m p o n e n t , in keeping with the m o d e r n doctr ines also manifest wi th the 

other national l iberation movemen t s in Central and Southeastern E u r o p e . T h e 

M e m o r a n d u m w a s undoub ted ly a wa rn ing d i s regarded by the authori t ies in 

Budapes t , fo reshadowing the separat ion o f Transylvania f rom H u n g a r y at the 

end o f World War I after the implementa t ion o f the principle o f self-determi

nation for the majori ty popula t ion in those territories. 

• 
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Abstract 
Transylvania until Wor ld War I: Demographic Opportunit ies and Vulnerabil i t ies ( 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 o f this country information and solutions for the 
present day. 
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historical demography, Transylvania, ethnic minorities, ethno-confessional structure, the Memoran
dum of 1892 


