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Introduction

A
n important documentary source for the historical realities from the end of the 
Middle Ages and the beginning of the Modem Age is represented by urbarial 
documents. In the sixteenth century the urbaria were just a few, but they are more 
numerous in the seventeenth century and became widespread in the eighteenth century, 

as the political power, in this case the Habsburg Empire, became involved in the feudal 
relations between masters and subjects. Urbaria generally present brief, but multilateral, 
concrete and particularly valuable information for the reconstruction of feudal relations.1 
From a demographic point of view, the urbaria contain information on the number of 
subjected population in a manor or locality, migratory movement (runaway serfs), social 
and professional structure, natural movement of the subjected people, but also toponymie 
and anthropommic data and therefore possible indications regarding the ethnicity and/or 
denomination of the inhabitants.2

In this material we intend to analyze the anthroponomic structure of the settlements of 
the Bistra Valley, in Bihor (Hun. Bihar) County; based on the urbarial conscriptions from 
1770. We will try to see what was the distribution of surnames {cognomen*} and first names 
in each locality and we will frequently use the graphic method in this regard. Through 
the statistical method we will try to track the population movement, and the degree of 
preservation of some surnames in the localities at the end of the seventeenth century7 and 
in the eighteenth century, as they result from other urbaria (1688, 1689, 1699, 1735). 
Within the limits of the existing documentary7 sources, but also of the available space, we 
will compare the data from the urbaria4 with information coming from other documentary" 
sources (confessional conscriptions and schematisms), in order to reconstruct the confes­
sional and/or ethnic realities. We are aware of the limits of our approach, which are mainly 
related to the specifics of the documentary7 sources used here; the nominal tables do not 
include the entire population, but only the one dependent on the feudal lord and only the 
heads of families. However, they do not detract from the importance and the value of the
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research. We will try to supplement the information from the urbaria with other types of 
sources from that time, so that the image of the ethnic and confessional realities be as true 
as possible.

The study is part of a wider research 
Fig. 1. Location of the researched area within project, in which we investigate all the

Bihor County and Romania localities of the Bistra Valiev. The vil­
lages of the Bistra Valley are situated in 
the northwestern part of Romania and 
in the northern half of Bihor County; 
in the basin of the Bistra River, a tribu­
tary of the Barcău River. The defining 
feature of this area is represented by the 
ethnic and confessional mosaic of the 
population. The settlements have been 
documented since the 13th century, from 
downstream to upstream i.e., in the di­
rection of the penetration and conquest 
of the territory by the Hungarians.5

Medieval documents attest in the 
abovementioned area both Romanian 
settlements (possesio wcdachalis), and Hun­
garian ones (possesio hungaricalis}. The 
Hungarian conquest also meant the offi- 
dalization of the Catholic Church to the 
detriment of the Orthodox rite, represent­
ed by the large mass of the population in 
die Bistra Valley area. Following the Ref 
ormation and the emergence of Protestant 
Churches (Calvinist, Lutheran, Unitar­
ian), the Calvinist confession spread to the 
majority of the Hungarian population, 
especially in Tauteu. Calvinist Romanian 

priests are also attested in Ciutelec, Popești, Bistra and Chiribiș at certain moments of the 
IT11 century.6 The entry of Bihor into the sphere of Austrian influence in 1692 lead to the 
emergence of the Greek Catholic Church, to the detriment of the Orthodox Church. The 
eighteenth century is characterized by a significant conflict between Orthodox and Greek 
Catholics in the Bistra Valley; and there are a lot numerical fluctuations within the locali­
ties, from one year to another. The Orthodox conscriptions from 1769 and 1786 mention 
important Orthodox communities in Chiribiș, Ciutelec, Popești, Varviz, Voivozi, Bistra and 
Cuzap. At the initiative of the Barane family; who ruled over these places, the settlement of 
Slovaks, of Roman Catholic denomination, took place at the end of the 18th centrin’ and 
the beginning of the 19th century: Another ethnic group, of Germanic origin (Swabians), is 
settled in Banat and Partium since the end of the seventeenth century and the beginning of 
the eighteenth;' we do not have information about a possible presence of Swabians in the Bi-
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stra Valley area during this period. Toponyms and historical-cartographic documents reveal 
the presence in the eighteenth century in small numbers, of Jews (of Mosaic denomination) 
and Romani (they usually adopted the confession of the majority population among whom 
they lived).

Anthroponymy and Demography 
in the Settlements of the Bistra Valley 

(the End of the 17th Century-the End of the 18th Century)

I
nspired by reformist ideas, Empress Maria Theresa issued on 29 December 1766 an or­
dinance on the introduction of the unique urbárium in six counties, an ordinance made 
public on 23 January 1767. Then began the implementation work in other counties, 
including Bihor, which lasted until 1774. 8 The purpose of the decree issued by Maria Theresa 

was the evaluation and uniform regulation of the obligations of the serfs, hi the settlements 
of the Bistra Valley, urbarial conscriptions were made in 1770. Therefore, we will frequently 
use this year in graphic representations to illustrate the results of the Thercsian urbarial regu­
lations of 1767. The tables in the regulations are in two copies: in Latin (used in our analysis) 
and in Hungarian. They include only the heads of families, with their name and surname. We 
further analyze the toponymie data by localities, in order to illustrate the frequency7 of names 
in 1770, but also the movement of the population in this area. The localities considered by 
our analysis are: Chiribiș, Tauteu, Bogéi, Ciutelec, Bistra, Popești, Hontfalvci (missing settle­
ment, merged in the Popești locality), Varviz, Voivozi, and Cuzap from Bihor County.

Fig. 2. The distribution of the number of anthroponyms included in the Urbárium of 1767

Source: Hungaricana.
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The conscriptions of 1770 feature 459 names (heads of families) for the settlements of 
the Bistra Valley (fig. 2), distributed as follows: Tauteu—94, Popești and Hontfalva—69, 
Bogéi—64, Varviz—52, Chiribiș—50, Cuzap—44, Ciutelec—44, Bistra—42.9 If we compare 
these data with those from previous conscriptions, we see some distinct features. The in­
ventory of goods of the Mișca domain (Inventarium Bonorum . . .) from 1688 includes 63 
names of dependent peasants: Chiribiș—9, Bistra—6, Popești—18, Varviz—11, Cuzap—10, 
Hontfalva—4, Voivozi—55.1(1 The urbárium or conscription of the goods from the following 
year, 1689 (Urbárium sive Conscript™ Bonorum ...), includes 79 anthroponyms: Chiribiș—9, 
Bistra—17, Popești—23, Varviz—11, Cuzap—10, Hontfalva—4, Voivozi—5.11 Ten years lat­
er, in 1699, another conscription of the goods of the Mișca domain (Conscript™ Bonorum Mic- 
skcicnsium) contains 58 anthroponyms: Chiribiș—15, Bistra—10, Popești—13, Varviz—11, 
Cuzap—9 (Voivozi locality appears as abandoned, deserta).12 Another conscription from 
1735 (Conscript™ Bonorum Micske) contains 269 anthroponyms (Tauteu—80, Bistra—43, 
Voivozi—42, Cuzap—27, Chiribiș—25, Popești—52).13

The data must be understood in the general context of the second half of the seventeenth 
century: The AustroTurkish military conflicts of 1685-1692 and the uprising of Francis II 
Rákóczi (1703-1713) had negative effects on the population of the Bistra Valley, causing 
material destruction, loss of life and an excessive increase in obligations.14 The 1692 cameral 
conscription of Bihor County, made immediately after the expulsion of the Turks, mentions 
many localities as abandoned (deserta) for 7 years (Chiribiș, Cuzap, Szuszafalva—extinct settle­
ment) and 4 years (Varviz, Popești, Bistra, Bogéi, Voivozi).15 For the most part, these data is 
increasingly being reinterpreted by historians and partially contradicted by tithe registers.16 
Most likely, the locals temporarily left their old settlements during the conflicts, retreating to the 
higher, forested and protected areas, but they mostly returned to the old settlements after the 
conflicts ended. What is certain is that a period of restoration of the domains and of the peasant 
households was needed. There is now a fluctuation in the population; some return to aban­
doned xillages or settle in other places, where they find better living conditions.1’ To this data 
we add other demographic elements, provided by the confessional conscriptions, but also the 
schematisms from the early nineteenth century; to have an overview of the population and the 
ethnic and religious structure. The second half of the 18th century is known at European level 
as a period of strong population growth.18 If until the middle of the 18th century landlords tried 
to keep their serfs by granting exemptions to repopulate the abandoned farms, in the period 
immediately preceding the Theresian regulation of 1767 the trend is different, the landlords 
being morc concerned with the development of the alodial economy. The deserted farms are 
fewer and fewer, and when they arc abandoned the landlord is in no hurry to give them to the 
serfs, for the peasants’ lots were an obstacle to the expansion of the alodium.19

Chiribiș (Hun. Terebes)

ixx'ALriY is attested for the first time in the year 1219 (villa Terebus).2" In 1692, 
immediately after the expulsion of the Ottomans from Bihor, it appeared among the 
settlements deserted for 7 years.21 The Orthodox conscription of 1769 records 51
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houses. In 1785 there were 12 Greek Catholics iu Chiribiș, and in 1792 a number of 6 Ro­
man Catholics and 4 Calvinists are mentioned.22 Therefore, the great mass of the inhabitants 
of Chiribiș was at the end of the 18th century of the Orthodox confession, and they could 
only be Romanians.

The urbarial regulation of 1770 comprises 50 heads of households, in accordance with 
the number of houses (51) in the Orthodox conscription of 1769. The names of the families 
and their frequency are as follows: Lázár (4), Bába (4), Sántha/Sánta (4), Barió (4), Tóth 
(4), Szaras (3), Molnár (3), Botos (3), Szilágyi (3), Major (2), Pintye (2), Bárdos (2), 
Juhász (1), Fejér (1), Trib (1), Sándor (1), Szabó (1), Keresi (1), Pap (1), Hercze (1), Mosza 
(1), Szőcs (1), Rácz (1), Erdélyi (1). There were 24 surnames in the locality in 1770. Seven 
surnames (Lázár, Bába, Sántha/Sánta, Barió, Tóth, Szaras, Molnár) represented 52% of the 
village population. As for the surnames found in the previous urbarial documents (1688, 
1689, 1699, 1735), they are 10 in number, representing a percentage of 42% of the total 
surnames in the locality in 1770; in other words, these surnames, approximately 42% of the 
total, proved the continuity of life in Chiribiș, between 1688 and 1770.

Fig. 3. Percentage of surnames in Chiribiș in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Tauteu (Hun. Tóti)

T
HE first dcxumentary attestation of the settlement comes from the period 1291- 
1294 (villa Toty)23 in the tithe’s registers of the Roman Catholic Diocese of Oradea, 
proving the existence of a Roman Catholic population (most likely ethnic Hungar­
ians). The tithe to the church was imposed in the Middle Ages only on Catholics and only ex­

ceptionally on the Orthodox. In the locality there is a church, originally Catholic, built in the 
15 th century. In the second half of the 16th century, the majority of the Catholic community 
adopted the Reformed (Calvinist) denomination. Civil status registers exist in the locality 
since 1755 for the Calvinist confession. The Roman Catholic Schematism from 1824 at­
tests in Tauteu the following confessional structure: Calvinists—601, Roman Catholics—77, 
Unitarians—5;24 by deduction, from an ethnic point of view they were Hungarians.

The urbarial conscription of 1770 includes 94 heads of family from Tauteu. The follow­
ing arc the names of the families and their frequency: Szabó (11), Fóris (8), Szilágya (8), 
Tolvaj (7), Kovács (7), Búzás (5), Sipos (4), Sólyom (3), Király (3), Horváth (2), Barabás 
(2), Döbröndi (2), Esias (2), Tóth (2), Takács (2), Kós (2), Varga (2), Kiss (1), Lakatos 
(1), Balog (1), Szokos (1), Boros (l),Nagy (1), Bara (1), Dobozy (1), Deák (1), Pataki (1), 
Marosi (1), Ilosvai (1), Bancsik (1), Makkai (1), Pilotai (1), Bálint (1), Győri (1), Erdélyi 
(1), Pap (1), Medve (1), Bamódi (1), Molnár (1). Regarding the number of surnames ex­
isting in the locality in 1770, they were 40. Seven surnames (Szabó, Fóris, Szilágya, Tolvaj, 
Kovács, Búzás, Sipos) together represented 50% of the locality’s population. Regarding the 
surnames that can be found in the previous urbarial documents (1735), they are 26 in num­
ber, representing 65% of the total surnames in the locality in 1770. In Tauteu we see that, 
between 1735 and 1770, 65% of surnames arc recorded in the two conscriptions.

Fig. 4. Percentage of surnames in Tauteu in 1770

Source: Szilágy i, 11-14; Magyar Nemzeti Levéltár Hajdú-Bihar Megyei Levéltára, IVA, l/d-31d.
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Bogéi (Hun. Bosaj)

T
he firs t attestation comes from the year 1406, on the occasion of the first con­
scription of the domain of Șinteu fortress, when it appears as a Romanian posses­
sion (poss. walcwhalis Bozay).2* hi 1692 it is mentioned among the localities aban­
doned {deserta) for 4 years.26 The Orthodox conscription of 1786 indicates 50 houses 

in Bogéi.27 The Roman Catholic schematisms of 1824, 1828, and 1835 mention only 
Orthodox population within the locality.

The urbarial conscription of 1770 includes 64 heads of families from Bogéi, more 
than the number of houses (50) listed in the Orthodox conscription from 1786. We 
deduce from this that besides this majority Orthodox population there were other 
confessional groups. Here are the surnames and their frequency: Lenkár (9), Demjén 
(6), Porczan (6), Drimbó (5), Hodoró (3), Pap (3), Szócs (3), Gogyis (3), Brazuj (2), 
Csuhaj (2), Mengye (2), Damian (2), Puj (2), Karászon (1), Czolas (1), Nyulczó (1), 
Czinczár (1), Bangyucz (1), Botis (1), Kornyik (1), Jég (1), Vezendi (1), Markuj (1), 
Rusz (1), Chrisztan (1), Belme (1), Muskó (1), Zabok (1), Szirbui (1). In 1770 there 
were 29 surnames in the locality. Six surnames (Lenkár, Demjén, Porczan, Drimbó, 
Hodoró, Pap) represented 50% of the population of the village. We could not make an 
assessment of the degree of preservation of surnames, because we do not have previous 
urbarial conscriptions for this locality.

Fig. 5. Percentage of surnames in Bogéi in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Ciutelec (Hun. Cséhtelek)

I
N 1305 it appears for the first time in documents under the name of Cheyteluk. Hun­
garian historiography links this settlement with the sedement of Slavic populations 
(Czech or Ruthenian) in the thirteenth century, at the urging of the Hungarian con­
querors. In 1406 it is mentioned as a Romanian setdement of the domain of the Șintcu 

fortress.28 The Orthodox conscription from 1769 mentions 50 houses in Ciutelec,29 and 
in 1785 there were 12 Greek Catholics belonging to the Popești Greek Catholic parish.30 
The Roman Catholic Schematism of 1824 highlights the following ethnic structure: 
Orthodox—374, Roman Catholics—4, Calvinists—4, Mosaics—3.31

The urbarial conscription of 1770 includes 44 heads of households in Ciutelec, in 
relative accordance with the number of houses from 1769 (50). Here are the surnames 
and their frequency: Sarka (7), Boicza (5), Szkurt (3), Bringye (2), Tamás (2), Szabó 
(2), Kocza (2), Lup (2), Palkó (2), Ue (2), Orbai (2), Damian (1), Popocz (1), Rengve 
(1), Duka (1), Szusa (1), Nato (1), Nyerges (1), Kacsa (1), Percze (1), Christe (1), Báli­
ban (1), Szilágyi (1), Mezei (1). In 1770, there were 25 surnames in the locality. Seven 
surnames (Sarka, Boicza, Szkurt, Bringye, Tamás, Szabó, Kocza) represent 52% of the 
village population. As for the surnames found in the previous documents (tithe registers 
from 1686, 1687, 1696), they are 9 in number, representing a percentage of 36% of the 
total surnames in the locality recorded in the year 1770.

Fig. 6. Percentage of surnames in Ciutelec in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Bistra (Hun. Bisztraújfalu)

T
he settlement is first mentioned in 1472 as a Romanian possession (poss. walack- 
alis Wyfalva)32 In 1692 it appears among the settlements abandoned for 4 years.33 
The Orthodox conscription of 1769 shows that there were 110 houses in Sârbi 
and Bistra (reviewed together).34 In 1785, 8 Greek Catholics and 3 Roman Catholics are 

mentioned in 1792. The Roman Catholic Schematism of 1824 presents the confessional 
structure of the locality: 115 Orthodox, 3 Mosaics (Jews).35

The urbarial conscription of 1770 includes 42 heads of families in dependence on the 
landowner. The following are the surnames and their frequency: Kozma (11), Bulya (7), 
Magdas (4), Puj (2), Bara (2), Holhos (2), Moka (2), Berge (2), Kiss/Kis (2), Suma 
(1), Foka (1), Fajna (1), Heres (1), Erdélyi (1), Bencze (1), Petricze (1), Fojkó (1). In 
1770, there were 16 surnames in the locality. Three surnames (Kozma, Bulya, Magdas) 
represent 52% of the village population. As for the surnames found in previous urbarial 
documents (1688, 1689, 1699, 1735), they are 12 in number, representing a percentage 
of 75% of the total surnames in the locality in 1770.

Fig. 7. Percentage of surnames in Bistra in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Popești (Hun. Papfalva) and Hontfalva

P
opești is also mentioned as a Romanian settlement in 1435 (poss. wolachalis Pap- 
falwa). Close to it are other settlements mentioned in the Middle Ages, which later 
disappeared: xnlla olachalis Moch (settlement most likely located on the border with 
Bistra), poss. olachalis Honthfalua (Romanian settlement within the domain of the Șintcu 

fortress in 1406),poss. hungaricalisHonthpataka (Hungarian settlement within the domain 
of die Șintcu fortress in 1406).36 Of these missing setdements, only Hontfalva is men­
tioned in the urbarial regulation in 1770, reviewed together with Popești. In 1692 Popești 
appears among the setdements abandoned for 4 years.37 In the 18th century, it was the first 
locality in the Bistra Valley to embrace the Greek Catholic confession, becoming a parish 
in 1759. In 1777, 226 Greek Catholics were attested in Popești; 560 are mentioned in 
1785.38 The Schematism of 1824 presents the confessional structure of the inhabitants: 
Greek Catholics—308, Calvinists—7, Roman Catholics—6.39

The urbarial conscription from 1770 includes 69 heads of families for Popești and 
Hondáivá (missing setdement, located within the border of Popești village), without list­
ing diem separately. Here are the surnames and their frequency: Moka (8), Szilágya (8), 
Pintyucza (6), Csikós (5), Sándor (5), Pap (4), Pervan (2), Ruth (2), Bogdány (2), Krisán 
(2), Popucza (2), Botos (2), Bujdosó (2), Timpes (1), Merkus (1), Hercz (1), Turkulv 
(1), Haska (1), Bota (1), Pakulár (1), Pitzuk (1), Magdas (1), Lukács (1), Vladuj (1), 
Markai (1), Szusza (1), Bulya (1), Báliban (1), Brat (1), Blah (1), Vlath (1), Keresi (1). 
In 1770, there were 32 surnames in the locality. Six surnames (Moka, Szilágya, Pintyucza, 
Csikós, Sándor, Pap) represent 52% of the village population. As for the surnames that 
can be found in the previous urbarial documents (1688, 1689, 1699, 1735), they are 21 
in number, representing a percentage of 66% of the total surnames in the locality in 1770.

Fig. 8. Percentage of surnames in Popești and Hontfalva in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Varviz (Hun. Várviz)

T
he firs’i documentary attestation of the locality is from 1327 (Warvizy}. In 1406 
it is mentioned as a Hungarian possession (poss. hungaricalis Warvizheleke\ with­
in the domain of the fortress Șinteu.40 That is strange, as during the Modern 
Age the settlement was overwhelmingly a Romanian one. The Orthodox conscription 

from 1769 attests in Varviz 50 houses, and in 1792 a number of 4 Roman Catholics are 
also mentioned.41 The Roman Catholic Schematism of 1824 shows us the confessional 
structure of the locality: Orthodox—226, Mosaics—4.42

The urbarial conscription of 1770 brings us 52 heads of families from Varviz, in de­
pendence on the landowner, in accordance with the 50 houses of the Orthodox conscrip­
tion. The following are the surnames and their frequency: Papp (5), Bajkuj (5), Mokra 
(4), Bokra (4), Gidán (4), Keresi (3), Jakab (3), Habrisztjan (2), Bordas (2), Klobok 
(2), Krisán (2), Grasuly (2), Pintye (1), Pazaló (1), Csorba (1), Erdélyi (1), Szilágyi (1), 
Csohaj (1), Mosa (1), Hercze (1), Kalaman (1), Andriska (1), Porkoláb (1), Zsarka (1), 
Sipos (1), Karaba (1). In 1770, there were 26 surnames in the locality. Seven surnames 
(Papp, Bajkuj, Mokra, Bokra, Gidán, Keresi, Jakab) represent 53% of the population of 
the locality. As for the surnames found in the previous urbarial documents (1688, 1689, 
1699), they are 4 in number, representing a percentage of 15% of the total surnames in 
the locality in 1770. The very small percentage can be also explained by the fact that we 
do not have the nominal conscription from 1735 for this locality.

Fig. 9. Percentage of surnames in Varviz in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Cuzap (Hun. Középes)

T
|he first documentary attestation dates from 1406, when Cuzap is mentioned 
as a Romanian possession of the domain of the Șinteu fortress (poss. walachalis 

In 1692 it appears among the settlements deserted for 7 years.44 The 
Orthodox conscription from 1786 attests 40 houses in Cuzap, and in 1792, 8 Roman 

Catholics are mentioned.45 The Roman Catholic Schematism of 1824 presents the confes­
sional structure: Orthodox—120, Roman Catholics—4, Calvinists—I.46

The urbarial conscription of 1770 includes 44 heads of households in Cuzap, in accor­
dance with demographic data from the conscriptions of 1786 and 1792. The following is 
a list of surnames and their frequency: Herkucz (8), Sipos (8), Sika (4), Kozma (4), Fodor 
(3), Keresi (3), Somogyi (2), Urszuly (2), Magyar (2), Viczuj (2), Hopegye (1), Zaikas 
(1), Ringe (1), Ursz (1), Attyim (1), Mócsán (1). In 1770, there were 16 surnames in the 
locality. Four surnames (Herkucz, Sipos, Sika, Kozma) represent 55% of the population of 
die locality. As for the surnames found in previous urbarial documents (1688,1689,1699, 
1735), they are 12 in number, representing a percentage of 75% of the total surnames in 
the locality in 1770.

Fig. 10. Percentage of surnames in Cuzap in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.

Voivozi (Hun. Almaszeg)

A
rchaeological excavations in the 20th century brought to light the ruins of 
a wall-church at Voivozi-Biscricuță^ from the 13th-16th centuries. This evidence, 
together with the documentary sources from the 14th-15th centuries, lead to 



Historical Demography and Anthroponimy • 67

the conclusion that in the Middle Ages here existed an Orthodox monastic center and/or 
a voivodship center.47 In 1692 it appears among the settlements abandoned {deserta) for 4 
years.48 The Orthodox conscription of 1769 refers to 50 houses,49 and in 1785, 24 Greek 
Catholic parishioners are mentioned.50 The Roman Catholic Schematism of 1828 presents 
the confessional structure of the locality: Orthodox—156, Roman Catholics—34, Greek 
Catholics—15, Calvinists—8.51 We do not have the urbarial conscription from 1770 for the 
locality of Voivozi. However, to illustrate the family names existing in the eighteenth cen­
tury we used the data from 1735.52 Here are the main surnames and their frequency: Sarka 
(4), Mirlucz (4), Szusza (3), Porkoláb (2), Kocsuly (2), Vanda (2), Markus (2), Bodogány 
(1), Urszul (1), Keresi (1), Borbély (1), Donján (1), Száv (1), Brugyan (1), Fruma (1), 
Herkucz (1), Koszta (1), Szilágyi (1), Bulya (1), Mitok (1), Gutenly (1), Zompa (1), 
Erdélyi (1), Duka (1), Andriska (1), Prizok (1), Krajnik (1), Szkorcza (1), Puskás (1). We 
notice the existence of some names that remind us of the old voivodship settlement: Krajnik 
(Crainic), Vanda (a corrupt form of the name Vayda, reminiscent of the old voivodes attested 
here in previous centuries), Porkoláb (Hungarian porkoláb, fortress commander, castellan). 
In 1770, there were 29 surnames in the locality; Nine surnames (Sarka, Mirlucz, Szusza, 
Porkoláb, Kocsuly, Vanda, Markus, Bodogány, Urszul) represent 51% of the locality popu­
lation. Comparing the data from 1735 with the previous ones, we can see that in 1688 
there are only 5 heads of families depending on the landowner. Of these, two left their sessio 
(Stephani Berej and Joannis Farkas). The situation is identical in the act of 1689. hi 1699 
the locality appears completely deserted. Of the 5 surnames, only one is on the 1735 list.53

Fig. 11. Percentage of surnames in Voivozi in 1735

Source: Bihor County’ Service of the National Archives, 
Oradea, Bárány coll., inv. 270, file 7, fols. 55-76.
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E
ven if wc did not intend to perform here a linguistic analysis of the surnames, 
from the data presented above we can see very clearly that most names are 
Hungarian, names translated into Hungarian or Hungarianized. This happens 
not only in the Hungarian communities, but also in the communities that we know 

for sure were Romanian.54 Therefore, the linguistic analysis of surnames is not a sure 
indication of ethnic origin, at least not in all cases, as there are exceptions. But to what 
extent can the analysis of baptismal names, which were of much greater importance 
in the rural world than surnames, provide us with information about the ethnicity or 
denomination of the inhabitants? The baptismal name {signum, nomen unicum) is the 
one that was specific in the Middle Ages, since the sixth century, with the imposition 
of the Germanic model of single name.55 Throughout medieval Europe, regardless of 
the ethnic origin of different populations, there is a common denominator in terms of 
onomastics: the absolute domination of the names of Christian saints. The Christian 
name triumphs undisturbed by any competition.56 Therefore, the Church plays a key 
role in imposing the baptismal name.

Table 1. Baptismal names in the urbarial conscription from 1770

Bistra Bogéi Chiribiș Ciutelec Cuzap Popești Tauteu Varviz

Total heads
of house­
holds

42 64 50 44 44 69 94 52

Baptismal
name 
number

15 20 14 20 17 18 10 16

Joannes Joannes Joannes Joannes Joannes Joannes Joannes Joannes
Most Georgius Petrus Petrus Elias Georgius Laurentius Stephanus Petrus
frequent Nicolaus Christianus Gabriel Petrus Nicolaus Theodorus Michael Theodorus
names Laurentius Gabriel Michael Stephanus Laurentius Petrus Petrus Laurentius

Christianus Theodorus Stephanus Georgius Thomas Ladislaus Andreas Gabriel

Names less Paschal is Lucas Matheus Daniel Nestori us Philippus Ferencz Ursinus
common 
in other 
villages

Volfgangus Pintye Alexander Zacharias Ursinus Ignatius
Samuel
Damianus

Sigmond
Marton

Volfgangus

Source: Hungaricana.

For the 18th century, we identify in the researched area three main ethnic-confessional 
communities. The first is the Romanian community of the Orthodox faith, in the major­
ity in almost all settlements. The second is the Hungarian community of the Calvinist 
denomination, specific in Tauteu. The third is the Romanian community of the Greek 
Catholic denomination, crystallized in Popești with the establishment of the Greek Cath­
olic parish in 1759 and registering temporary passages, bigger or smaller, in other Ro­
manian settlements. In these important communities we also see small groups of Roman 
Catholics at the end of the 18th century, in Tauteu, Chiribiș, Ciutelec, Popești or Varviz. 
In order for our comparison to be relevant, we will make a standardization of the bap­
tismal names encountered, in the three main languages: Latin (the official language of 
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urbarial conscriptions), Hungarian (nominal lists also appear in Hungarian in conscrip­
tions) and Romanian (spoken by most of the inhabitants of this area). Here are some 
of the most common names, with their equivalents in the Latin and Hungarian urbarial 
conscriptions: Joannes (Lat.)/János (Hun.)/Ioan (Rom.); Peter/Péter/Peter; Georgius/ 
György/Gheorghe; Laurentius/Lorinc/Laurențiu; Stephanus/Istvan/Ștefan; Gabriel/Gá- 
bor/Gavril; Michael/Mihály/Mihail; Theodorus/Tógyer/Tecxior; Christianus/Karácson/ 
Crăciun; Nicolaus/Miklós/Nicolae; Andreas/András/Andrei; Elias/Illcs/Ilie.57

Fig. 12. Percentage of baptismal names in Chiribiș in 1770

In Chiribiș (fig. 12), the name Joannes accounts for a very high percentage of the 
total heads of households, 32%. The following names, in order of their frequency, 
are: Petrus (16%), Gabriel (12%), Michael (10%), Stephanus (6%) and Theodorus 
(6%). In Tăuteu (fig. 13) only 10 masculine anthroponyms are registered in 1770. 
The Hungarian community in Tăuteu belonged at that time to the Calvinist confes­
sion, and the worship of saints was not a common practice. The most common name 
here is Joannes (22%), followed by Stephanus (21%), Michael (19%), Petrus (11%), 
Andreas (9%), Franciscus (9%) and Georgius (5%). If these names are also found in 
the other villages, the names Sigmond and Marton are found only here. In Bogéi (fig. 
14), among the 64 heads of families mentioned we find 20 male baptismal names. The 
most common is also Joannes (23%), followed by Petrus (13%), Christianus (9%), 
Gabriel (6%), Theodorus (6%), Michaelis (6%). A name found only here is Lucas. In 
Ciutelec (fig. 15) we find 20 male baptismal names among the 44 registered heads of 
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families. Alongside Joannes, which is the most widespread, Elias (9%) stands out, a 
name that does not show such a high frequency in any other village in the Bistra Valley 
area. There are also names that we do not find in other villages: Daniel and Zacharias.

Fig. 13. Percentage of baptismal names in Täuteu in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.

Fig. 14. Percentage of baptismal names in Bogéi in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Fig. 15. Percentage of baptismal names in Ciutelec in 1 770

Source: Hungaricana.

Fig. 16. Percentage of baptismal names in Popești and Hontfalva in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.

Among the 69 heads of families from Popești (fig. 16) we find 18 male baptismal names. 
The most common is Joannes (20%), followed by Laurentius (10%), Theodorus (9%), 
Petrus (9%), Ladislaus (7%), Demetrius (7%) and Michael (6%). There is a high percentage 
for the name Ladislaus, only found once in Cuzap and once in Bogéi. There are other names
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that we do not find in other settlements: Samuel, Philippus, Damianus, Ignatius. This is the 
locality where we meet most of the names that we do not find in the other localities and we 
believe that this has a direct connection with the transition of the Romanian community to 
Greek Catholicism in the eighteenth century, hi Bistra, Varviz and Cuzap (figs. 17, 18, 19), 
Joannes is also the most common, but in different proportions: 17%, 23% and 25%. In Bis­
tra, other common names are: Petrus (14%), Theodorus (12%), Gabriel (12%), Christianus 
(7%), Demetrius (7%), Georgius (7%). In Varviz we find Petrus (17%), Theodorus (8%), 
Laurentius (8%), Gabriel (6%), Ursinus (6%), Demetrius (6%), Thomas (6%). In Cuzap, 
Joannes is followed by Georgius (16%), Nicolaus (9%) and Laurentius (7%).

Fig. 17. Percentage of baptismal names in Bistra in 1770

12*

Source: Hungaricana.

Fig. 18. Percentage of baptismal names in Varviz in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.
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Fig. 19. Percentage of baptismal names in Cuzap in 1770

Source: Hungaricana.

From the statistical analysis of the baptismal names, several conclusions can be drawn. 
First of all, we find that in all settlements, regardless of the ethnic-confessional affilia­
tion, the most common name is Joannes. This is explainable, because John is dominant 
both for the Orthodox communities and for the Greek Catholic and Catholic communi­
ties. As for the second name, things are a little different. Petrus is in Bogci, Chiribiș and 
Varviz; Georgius in Bistra and Cuzap (as in other previous analyses); Elias in Ciutelec; 
Laurentius in Popești and Stephanus in Tăuteu. In Tauteu, where the community is dom­
inated by Hungarians, the presence of the name Stephen could also be explained by 
the connection of the name with the first Christian Hungarian king. Other common 
names in these settlements are: Michael, Gabriel, Nicolaus, Theodorus, and Christianus. 
However, we find a higher frequency of the names Andreas/András/Andrei (in Tauteu) 
and Ladislaus/Lazlo/Ladislau (in Popești), less common names in the other communi­
ties. The most interesting conclusion here is related to the phenomenon of onomastic 
concentration, i.e., the total number of names that a community uses. Even though it 
has the largest community, Tauteu uses only 10 baptismal names. The explanation is 
certainly to be found in this community’s Reformed denomination. The communities 
that use the most anthroponyms are Ciutelec (20), Bogéi (20) and Popești (18). We also 
notice the presence of less common anthroponyms in other communities. Most such 
names are in Popești: Philippus, Ignatius, Samuel and Damianus', we believe that this fact 
has to do with the establishment of the Greek Catholic parish in Popești in 1759, but es­
pecially with the presence of monks from the Abbey of Melk. In Tauteu we have Ferencz, 
Sigmond and Marton, specific names for the Hungarian community; but which are the 
names of some important sovereigns and dignitaries of the Kingdom of Hungary and 
the Principality of Transylvania; in Ciutelec, Daniel and Zacharias', in Chiribiș, Matheus 
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and Alexander^ in Bogci, Lucas and Pintye. We believe that these less common names in 
other localities are directly related to newcomers. Interesting are the names Ursinus (in 
the Hungarian tables it appears as Ursius) and Volfgangus (in the Hungarian tables it 
appears as Farkas), as they appear in the conscriptions in their Latin form. They do not 
have a very high frequency within the localities, being found in Chiribiș, Bogéi, Ciutelec, 
Popești, Bistra, Varviz, Cuzap. We believe that there are names assigned to Romanians, 
corresponding to the names Ursu and Lupu, respectively.

Conclusions

T
he villages in the Bistra Valley represent a multi-ethnic and multi-denomina­
tional space. Duc to the military conflicts at the end of the 17th century, many 
settlements were destroyed and abandoned. The cameral conscription from 1692 
mentions 3 settlements from the Bistra Valley area abandoned for 7 years and 5 settle­

ments abandoned for 4 years. Even if this data is partially contradicted by tithe registers 
and reinterpreted by historians, the reality is obvious. The military conflicts caused a 
large population movement in the villages in the Bistra Valley at the turn of the 17th-18th 
centuries. Many serfs fled from the dangers, and then in order to escape the pressure of 
increasingly burdensome obligations. This is evidenced by the small number of those 
who were dependent on the lord of the land. The second half of the 18th century meant 
a spectacular increase in population throughout the European continent, as a result of a 
positive natural increase, but also of colonization. Urbarial conscriptions and inventories 
of gcxxis highlight a continuous increase of the dependent population in the villages on 
the Bistra Valley, in the interval between the end of the 17th century and the end of the 
18th century. This fact is in agreement with the general growth of the population in the 
second half of the 18th century, but also with the development of feudal relations and the 
increase of the population dependent on the landlord. The landowners did everything 
possible to bring back those who had gone to the old hearth and to attract new popula­
tion to these settlements, and for the most part they succeeded. This is demonstrated bv 
the urbarial conscriptions of 1770, which show values clearly superior to the previous 
ones.

Urbarial conscriptions do not include the entire population of a locality; but onlv 
the population dependent on the landowner and only the heads of families. The urba­
rial conscriptions from 1770 show us the names of the families from each locality^ and 
their frequency. Comparing the values of the dependent population from the urbarial 
conscriptions from 1770 with the data from the confessional conscriptions from 1769 
or 1786, we find that most settlements are serf villages, most of the population being 
dependent on landowners (Chiribiș, Bogéi, Ciutelec, Bistra, Varviz, Cuzap). Regarding 
the surnames existing in the localities, the fewest are found in Bistra and Cuzap (16 sur­
names in each locality). At the opposite pole are Tauteu (40 names), Popești (32 names), 
Bogéi and Voivozi (29 names each). But Tauteu and Popești also have large populations, 
94 heads of families in Tauteu and 69 in Popești in 1770. In general, 6-7 surnames 
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make up about 50% of the population of each locality. A concentration of surnames is 
registered in the case of Bistra (3) and Cuzap (4) localities, perhaps also due to the more 
remote position of these localities in relation to the main roads.

Regarding the most common surnames in the whole Bistra Valley, the following 
stand out: Szilágyi (21), Kozma (15), Pap/Papp (14), Sipos (13), Szabó (12), Herkucz/ 
Hercze/Hercz (12), Bulya (9), Lenkár (9), Keresi (9). If we take into account the locali­
ties where a surname is widespread, we note the following names: Szilágyi (Chiribiș—3, 
Ciutelec—1, Popești—8, Varviz—1, Voivozi—1, Tauteu—7), Pap/Papp (Bogéi—1, 
Chiribiș—1, Popești—4, Tăuteu—1, Varviz—5), Keresi (Chiribiș—1, Cuzap—3, 
Popești—1, Varviz—3, Voivozi—1), Herkucz/Hercze/Hercz (Cuzap—8, Voivozi—1, 
Popești—1, Varviz—1, Chiribiș—1; the form Hcrkucz is found only in Cuzap and 
Voivozi).

Regarding the correspondence between surname and ethnicity/denomination, we 
find that towards the end of the 18th century there are localities where the vast majority 
of the population is of the Orthodox faith and, therefore, of Romanian ethnicity (Cuzap, 
Bistra, Varviz, Chiribiș). Very few families in these localities belong to other ethnicities 
or denominations. Therefore, the names Herkucz, Sipos, Kozma, Bulya, Bajkuj, Papp, 
Bokra, Mokra, Gidán, Lázár, Bába, Sántha/Sánta, Barió, Tóth or Sika, from these locali­
ties, belong to Romanian families of the Orthodox faith in 1770. The situation is dia­
metrically opposed in Tauteu, the population here belonging to the Calvinist denomina­
tion and, therefore, to the Hungarian ethnic group. The names Szabó, Fóris, Szilágyi, 
Tolvaj, Kovács, Búzás, Sipos, Sólyom, Király, Horváth, Szokos, Barabás, Döbröndi, 
Esias, Tóth, Takács, Kos belong to Hungarian families, of the Reformed denomination 
in 1770. In the case of the localities of Bogéi, Popești, Ciutelec and Voivozi the data 
require a more careful analysis. We find, therefore, that the etymological analysis of 
surnames is not a sure indication in determining the ethnicity of the inhabitants. Many 
Hungarian names are found in Romanian villages, among a population we know to be 
Romanian. We find identical names with both the Hungarian and the Romanian popu­
lation. This problem, as well as the detailed etymological analysis, requires a separate 
analysis.

Regarding the baptismal names, the most widespread in all localities is Joannes, re­
gardless of ethnicity and denomination. We find the fewest baptismal names in the Cal­
vinist community of Tauteu, despite the fact that it has the largest population among the 
villages in the Bistra Valley.

Therefore, the data lead us to believe that there was a large population movement in 
the villages of the Bistra Valley in the period between the end of the seventeenth century 
and the end of the eighteenth century. But this population movement was not uniform 
in all settlements. The degree to which the surnames existing in 1770 are found in previ­
ous conscriptions (in any of those of 1688, 1689, 1699, 1735) leads us to believe that 
there were different degrees of mobility. The highest percentages are registered in the 
localities of Cuzap (75%) and Bistra (75%), proof that in these localities the majority 
of the population remained at the old hearth or returned during this period. This fact is 
corroborated by the small number of surnames existing in these two localities, compared 
to the others. The explanation is probably also found in the positioning of these locali- 
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ties, somewhat isolated in relation to the main roads. In Popești and Tauteu the retention 
percentage is also high, of 66% and 65%, respectively. These are also the localities that 
register the largest variety of surnames: 40 in Tăuteu and 32 in Popești (and Hontfalva). 
But they are also the localities that register the largest populations at the end of the 
18th century. Certainly, the plentiful and good quality agricultural land existing in these 
localities was an important cause behind the arrival of new agricultural workers. The 
Hungarians settled mainly in Tăuteu, where there was an important Hungarian commu­
nity, and the Romanians in Popești, where the center of the Greek Catholic community 
would crystallize. In other localities the population mobility was higher. Most likely, 
many left and new people came, as evidenced by the percentages in Chiribiș (42%), 
Ciutelec (36%) and Varviz (15%). The little information available for Bogéi and Voivozi 
prevents us from drawing a clear conclusion in this regard. However, we cannot fail to 
notice the situation of the former voivodship residence, Voivodes, as it emerges from the 
existing data. In 1688 and 1689, only 5 dependent heads of household appeared, two 
of whom left their land. In 1699 the locality appears entirely deserted, so that in 1735, 
41 heads of families are mentioned, of which only one name is mentioned above. At the 
same time, we observe a great variety of names, 29 in 1735. There were certainly some 
inhabitants who were not dependent on the landlord until then, but we tend to believe 
that a large part of them come from the newcomers.

□
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