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THE SECOND half of the 20th cen-
tury was a period of important chan -
ges in the family related demographic
behaviors, in all industrialized coun-
tries. Fertility dropped below replace-
ment level and continued to maintain
at this low level. Marriage rates also
drop ped, and divorce and non-mari-
tal cohabitation increased (see the case
studies for European countries in Frejka
et al. 2008). This downward trend of
mar riage and fertility was accompanied
by a progressive postponement of mar-
riage and motherhood. In their attempt
to find explanations for these trends,
researchers have extensively adopted
the life course approach, moving from
the macro level aggregate data to micro
level data that account for all biographic
events in the life of individuals (see
Billari 2003, 588–589 for a brief ac -
count of data requirements). 
From a life course perspective, the

abovementioned transformations are
discussed in terms of de-institutionali -
za tion and de-standardization, to em -
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pha size the diminished role of normative guidance for family related behaviors
and the variation that emerged in the organization of people’s life courses. To
study changes in the life course one needs detailed retrospective information about
all stages in a person’s life. Such a rich source of data is the Ge ne rations and Gender
Survey that was conducted in Romania in 2005, as part of the international
Generations and Gender Programme. In 2006, a similar survey was conducted in
Transylvania, on the Hungarian population (Turning Points of the Life Course—
Transylvania), which gives us the opportunity to go deeper in investigating the
life course transformation of people from a specific area of Romania, namely
Transylvania, comparing Romanian and Hungarian ethnics. 
Based on these rich data sources, we wish to investigate whether the trans-

formation of people’s life courses that has been documented for Western Europe
also characterizes the residents of Romania. We focus on the western region of the
country, Transylvania, a region with an important Hungarian minority, which
accounts for 19% of the population in Transylvania (Veres 2010, 6). We con-
sider the comparison between Romanian and Hungarian ethnics interesting for
several reasons. One would be that according to the classical theories of mod-
ernization, the “catching up with the West” is taking place at different paces in dif-
ferent geographical and historical regions, and Transylvania is situated closer to
the Western countries. The presence of Hungarian ethnics is also important, as
they are a specific population between the Romanian majority and the Hungarians
from Hungary, which might act as a transmitter of modern behaviors. 

Theoretical Considerations on the Transformation 
of the Life Course during the Last Decades

Key Concepts in the Study of Changes in the Life Course 

T HEORETICIANS OF the life course (Dykstra and van Wissen 1999, 6) argue
that in a person’s life there are different phases, ordered according to
their time of occurrence and marked by events that occur at certain points

in time. In the sphere of family life, such phases might be that of a child in the
parental home, spouse, parent, grandparent, and the corresponding events are leav-
ing parental home, marriage, birth of a child, birth of a grandchild. The sequence
of phases delineated by such events form the individual’s biography (ibid.; Billari
2003, 588). In other words, during their lives, individuals move between phas-
es, building their life trajectories in different spheres of life. In this respect, the
life course perspective offers a framework for exploring the dynamics of multi-
ple, interdependent pathways (Elder 1994, 5).
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Four themes are central to the life course paradigm: the interplay of human
lives and historical times, the timing of lives, linked or interdependent lives, and
human agency in choice making (Elder 1994, 5). Individuals born in differ-
ent periods of time experience their life trajectories under different historical
contexts and their life choices are influenced by various social constraints. In
every society there are social norms about the right age for different transi-
tions and life course events may be timely or ill-timed, with particular costs in
the latter case (ibid., 6). Teenage childbearing is a good example here. The
timing of lives also refers to the synchronization of multiple trajectories, such
as family and work. A person’s life is embedded in social relationships with
kin and friends and the principle of linked lives refers to the interaction among
one individual’s social worlds through-out the lifespan (ibid.). Intergenerational
relations are of utmost interest here. Although the human behavior is condi-
tioned by various social constraints, people are active agents of their biographies
and make choices among available options, to construct their life course.
The changes in the family related demographic behaviors, such as the drop

in fertility and marriage and the increase in divorces and non-marriage, are linked
with changes in the organization of people’s life courses. Individual biographies
are nowadays less prescriptive and more variable than in the past. In this respect,
concepts such as “de-institutionalization” and “de-standardization” are used
in the literature (Bruckner and Mayer 2005; Widmer and Ritschard 2009) to
describe these changes. According to Bruckner and Mayer (2005, 32), the life
courses are standardized when “the specific states or events and the sequences
in which they occur become more universal for given populations or that their
timing becomes more uniform.” 
If we think of Romania and other Eastern European countries, the social-

ist period was characterized by the predictability and standardization of people’s
lives. The welfare provisions were generous and supported specific life trajec-
tories. Young persons were allocated productive positions directly or soon
after graduation from secondary (or tertiary) education. We can consider the
“worker model” to be the main standardized life-path, with other situations (i.e.
tertiary education graduates) tailored after it. Almost all welfare benefits (i.e.
housing, pension, maternity and child benefits, but not health coverage) were
linked to employment status (Popescu 2004, 28–29), and housing (often shared
with other persons of similar status) was provided by a combination of nation-
al-local administration, but mostly by the factories. Moreover, marriage and hav-
ing children were the paths to securing an individual dwelling (Castiglioni et
al., forth coming). It is no surprise that marriage and a (first) child were almost
universal and had early patterns. After the change of the political regime, the
state retrenched its support (Mureºan et al. 2008) and young adults’ lives became
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less predictable, giving way to diversity. Conversely, “de-standardization” appears
when the life states, events and their sequences characterize an increasingly small-
er part of a population or occur at more dispersed ages and with more dispersed
durations (Bruckner and Mayer 2005, 32, 33).
Studies addressing the former socialist countries (and Romania in particu-

lar) noted several signs of de-standardization, such as the postponement of mar-
riage and motherhood, the loss of motherhood universality, the increase in cohab-
itation and non-marital births, and the diminution of the share of the two-children
family (Philipov 2002; Mureºan 2007; Hãrãguº 2008). Postponement of mar-
riage has been documented by Mureºan (2007, 30): less people marry by age
40, both in case of men and women, and consequently the mean age at mar-
riage increases (from 22 years in 1980–1989 to 24 years in 1996–2005, for
women). The appeal of direct marriage (not preceded by cohabitation) decreased
since the 1990s, while cohabitation as a form of partnership grew steadily, as
more people begin a first partnership in this form (Mureºan 2007, 35–36; Hoem
et al. 2009, 245). In recent years (1996–2005) Romanians have entered cohab-
itation at a more rapid pace than in former socialist times: the cumulated per-
centages of women ever en tering cohabitation before age 40 is 35% for the peri-
od 1996–2005, compared with 20% for 1980–1989. The vast majority of
cohabitations are precursors to marriage, but far fewer are converted into
marriage than in the past (Mureºan 2007, 39). We could say that during the
most recent periods the life courses of people have became less similar and
the domination of specific types of life courses has weakened (Elzinga and
Liefbroer 2007, 227). It looks like an increasing category of young adults no
longer make the standard transitions that once formed a person’s life course.
Another concept that describes the changes in the organization of people’s

life course is “de-institutionalization,” which refers to the process whereby the
social and temporal organization of the life course becomes less guided by
normative, legal or organizational rules (Elzinga and Liefbroer 2007, 227).
Researchers of the life course associated this concept with a weakened linkage
between events in people’s life (ibid.; Liefbroer 2005, 4). In the past, certain
events occurred closely together, such as leaving the parental home and the
formation of a first partnership (in the form of direct marriage), followed by
childbearing. Such life course events have become less intricately related: young
people leave the parental home before forming a first relationship to a greater
extent, and periods of single living are inserted before a first co-residential
relationship. The decoupling of childbearing and marriage is also a good
example of the de-institutionalization process (Kiernan 2004; Cherlin 2004).
Children that are conceived in non-marital contexts are born outside of mar-
riage to a greater extent that in the past, as the normative pressure to legit-
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imize the births has been declining over time. The share of first births from
cohabiting mothers has increased in European countries over the last decades,
while the share of first births from single mothers has shown rather a descend-
ing trend (Perelli-Harris et al. 2009). In their comparative study about cohab-
itation and non-marital births, the same authors show considerable differ-
ences across countries in connection with the partnership status at first conception
and at first birth, with Nordic countries having the highest share of births in
consensual unions. Eastern countries show a more traditional family pattern,
in the sense that although the first child might be conceived outside marriage,
in many cases the birth takes place inside marriage, marriage being preferred
as the proper context for delivering and raising the child.
The theoreticians of the life course propose several key aspects of the tran-

sition processes throughout the people’s life that should be considered when dis-
cussing the changes in life trajectories (Bruckner and Mayer 2005, 35). In
connection with our aim, we consider of particular relevance the following
elements: prevalence, i.e. the extent to which a given state or transition occurs;
age variance, i.e. the degree to which transitions occur at specific ages, and inter-
event dependency, i.e. the extent to which the occurrence of an event is asso-
ciated with the occurrence of another event. To emphasize changes in peo-
ple’s life courses, different cohorts must be compared, as birth year and cohort
membership are a proxy for historical change (Elder 1994, 6).

Factors Behind these Changes

T HERE IS no doubt that the processes described above have been char-
acterizing the life courses of men and women during the last decades,
and the impressive body of literature that address the new phases in

the life course, i.e. cohabitation or unmarried parenthood, proves it. The uni-
versality of the sequence leaving parental home at marriage, motherhood, life-
long marriage has weakened and a great variety of life paths has emerged in fam-
ily formation and family re-composition (Widmer and Ritschard 2009, 29).
Then the question remains: what factors contributed to these developments? 
The explanations brought by the theory of the second demographic transition

are proposed most often. The theory emerged in the attempt to explain a series
of changes in family related behaviors that started around the mid sixties in Western
and Northern Europe, such as the decline in marriage and fertility, the increase
in cohabitation, divorce, and non-marital childbearing, all combined with the
postponement of biographic events towards older ages. Lesthaeghe and van de
Kaa, the two authors of the theory, linked these developments with ideational
and value change, such as the increased focus on indi vidual autonomy, the
rejection of authority (especially religious authority), the rising importance of
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higher order needs—self-actualization needs (Les thaeghe and Surkyn 2002, 1).
A re-ordering of Maslow’s pyramid is taking place: as societies become richer and
the basic needs of survival are fulfilled, higher order needs gain priority. The affec-
tive needs of individuals have become more important than social pressure for
biological reproduction. Individuals want more from life in general and more
from the couple relationship in particular. New minimal quality standards appear
and relationships are more vulnerable.
Van de Kaa (2001, 9–10) specifies that the changes in family related behav-

iors occurred in a sequence and he distinguishes 15 steps in this process, as expe-
rienced by a number of Western/Northern European countries. Beginning with
the decline in total fertility rates due to reduction in fertility at higher ages,
the process advanced with the postponement of childbearing within marriage
and the postponement of marriage itself, concluding with a strong increase in
cohabitation, even in countries where this was not a traditional practice, and
with a strong increase in the proportion of births outside marriage. 
The theory has drawn considerable criticism, mainly on account of the fact

that the theory was built on the experience of Northern and Western coun-
tries, researchers being skeptical to its relevance for the south, center and east of
the European continent. Behaviors described by the second demographic tran-
sition theory are spreading in these countries, too, but researchers debate nowa-
days whether non-marriage is associated with emancipation, as the second demo-
graphic transition theory says, or it is associated with deprivation and certain
socio-economic disadvantages (Perelli-Harris et al. 2010; Goldstein and Keney
2012). Authors who see non-marriage as deprivation argue that there is a
com mon perception that marriage needs solid financial grounds and in this way
marriage remains an ideal impossible to be accomplished in practice (Goldstein
and Keney 2012; Seltzer 2000, 1250). Studies about non-marital living arrange-
ments and non-marital childbearing in Romania show evidence for the latter
perspective (Rotariu 2009; Hãrãguº 2011). 

Data and Method

Data

T HE TRANSFORMATION of people’s life courses, in the form of de-institu-
tionalization and de-standardization, can be investigated only with micro-
level data that accounts for all biographic events in one’s life. Such a rich

source of data is the Generations and Gender Survey (GGS), which was conduct-
ed in Romania in 2005, as part of the international Generation and Gender
Programme.1 Beside this, we have access to the database of a similar survey



that was conducted on the Hungarian population in Transylvania.2 When study-
ing the life courses of individuals, it is important to have retrospective data about
the moments when all biographic events occurred, in other words, to have com-
plete histories of partnerships, fertility, jobs, education. The retrospective design
of the Generations and Gender Survey allows us to reconstruct the partnership
and fertility history of people and to adopt a life course perspective (Vikat et
al. 2007). This approach allows us to place the emphasis on the dependencies
among different processes in the life of a person and on the way a particular
behavior is influenced by the characteristics of the individual over time. Each
individual biography is viewed as a complex process, and we are able to inves-
tigate how a particular event from someone’s life can influence his/her subse-
quent life course (Courgeau and Lelièvre 1992, 2). 
We excluded from our samples the persons with incomplete partnership

and fertility histories. Thus, the working sample of Hungarian ethnics from
Transylvania comprises 2,423 persons (1,262 women and 1,161 men), with ages
between 18 and 45 years. In order to make comparisons between Romanian
and Hungarian ethnics, we kept from the original sample of the Generations and
Gender Survey in Romania only Romanian ethnics residents of Transylvania, from
the same age group of 18–45 years. This left us with a sample of 1,789 per-
sons (832 women and 957 men). In the Romanian GGS the region of resi-
dence was recorded, not the county, and we selected people from three regions—
West, Northwest and Center—which include the same counties as in the
Hungarian ethnics survey, with the exception of two counties that were not
included in the latter survey (Caraº-Severin and Sibiu). 

Indicators of Change in the Life Course

T O ASSESS the degree of diffusion of non-standard life courses, we look
at the beginning of life trajectories, i.e. at the first events in the part-
nership and fertility histories, and at the possible combination of phas-

es/events in life trajectories. We look at the diversification of early life courses,
i.e. first partnership formation, and the interplay with the childbearing process. 
A person can start his/her partnership with a period of (unmarried) cohab-

itation or with a direct marriage, which means that the couple did not live togeth-
er before marriage. The duration of cohabitation may vary and it can be trans-
formed into marriage, continued as cohabitation, or dissolved. In the meantime,
a child might be conceived and the partnership situation at childbirth might
be different than the situation at conception, or, in other words, conception
of a child might change the partnership status of the couple. 
In the next section, we describe the different situations that might charac-

terize a person’s life course in the sphere of family life and their diffusion in
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the population. We follow several key aspects proposed by Bruckner and Mayer
(2005, 35), which are prevalence, age variance and inter-event dependency.
For prevalence, we describe the extent to which direct marriage or cohabita-
tion occur as the first event in the family life trajectories of people in Transylvania.
We consider cohabitation as the non-standard path and the increase of its preva-
lence among younger cohorts would be considered as a sign of de-standardi-
zation. Regarding age variance, we look at median ages for the transition to first
partnership among cohorts, and regarding inter-event dependency, we look at
the partnership status at the conception3 of the first child and whether/how it
changes before birth. Based on these indicators, we construct and test several
hypotheses regarding the changes in the life course of people in Transylvania,
following the concepts of de-institutionalization and de-standardization. De-
institutionalization refers to the less normative guidance of family-related life
course transition, and we expect to find variation from the standard order of
family building events, which was marriage–conception–birth. We also expect
a decline in the share of non-marital conceptions that end in marital births,
due to the decline in the normative pressure toward marriage. De-standardi-
zation refers to the weakening domination of specific life trajectories, in our case,
to the weakening domination of the standard path of direct marriage and con-
ception inside marriage. To emphasize changes over time, most often we make
comparisons across three birth cohorts (1960–1969, 1970–1979, after 1980),
besides the Romanians-Hungarians comparison. 

Non-standard Life Courses

First Partnership

T HE RESULTS from Table 1 and 2 represent the cumulative percentage of
people that started a partnership with a direct marriage or with cohab-
itation, and these two are competing events. This means that a person

could start either with direct marriage or with cohabitation, and once an event
occurred, the person is no longer likely to experience any of the two events.
We see from Table 1 that from one birth cohort to the other, both for Romanian

and for Hungarian ethnics, the share of persons that started with direct mar-
riage has dropped. By age 20, 21% of Romanians and 25% of Hungarians born
in 1960–1969 have already formed a direct marriage, while the share is 19% for
the cohort 1970–1979 and 8% for the cohorts after 1980 for Romanians,
and 17% and 9% for Hungarians, respectively. By the age 30, 80–81% of the
people born in 1960–1969 have been married directly, while the figures are
visibly lower for the younger cohorts: 72% for Romanians and 66% for
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Hungarians. The youngest cohorts, born after 1980, were in 2005–2006 (the
time when the data was collected) around age 25–26 and that is why there
are empty cells in the table. Nevertheless, we notice the clear drop in the share
of persons who formed a direct marriage by the age of 25.

TaBlE 1. Cumulated percentage of people starting a partnership with a direct marriage, 
with cohabitation as a competing event

SOURCE: for Romanian ethnics: Generations and Gender Survey, Romania 2005; for
Hungarian ethnics: Turning Points of the Life Course—Transylvania, 2006. Author’s
calculations.

The declining propensity towards direct marriage has been compensated by
an elevated propensity towards cohabitation as the first partnership. Table 2
shows a visible increase in the percentage of persons who start the first part-
nership in the form of cohabitation from the cohorts 1960–1969 to 1970–1979,
both for Romanian and Hungarian ethnics. Nevertheless, cohabitation as the
first partnership seems to be more popular among Romanian ethnics than among
their Hungarian counterparts. By the age of 35, 40% of Romanian ethnics born
in 1970–1979 started a cohabiting relationship, compared to 37% for those
born in 1960–1969. For Hungarian ethnics, the figures are 22% for cohorts
1970–1979 and 15% for cohorts 1960–1969. 

TaBlE 2. Cumulated percentage of people starting a partnership with a cohabitation, 
with direct marriage as competing event

SOURCE: for Romanian ethnics: Generations and Gender Survey, Romania 2005; for
Hungarian ethnics: Turning Points of the Life Course—Transylvania, 2006. Author’s
calculations.

Romanians Hungarians 
Age 1960–1969 1970–1979 after 1980 Age 1960–1969 1970–1979 after 1980 
20 21% 19% 8% 20 25% 17% 9% 
25 65% 56% 27% 25 67% 47% 29% 
30 81% 72%  30 80% 66%  
35 86% 76%  35 82% 74%  
40 90%   40 84%   
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Romanians Hungarians 
Age 1960–1969 1970–1979 after 1980 Age 1960–1969 1970–1979 after 1980 
20 6% 7% 8% 20 5% 7% 9% 
25 19% 22% 17% 25 11% 16% 19% 
30 29% 35%  30 13% 20%  
35 37% 40%  35 15% 22%  
40 42%   40 17%   
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We have seen from the two tables that the predominance of the direct mar-
riage as the beginning of the family life trajectory is diminishing and new behav-
iors—cohabitation—gain more popularity among younger cohorts. We consider
this a sign of the de-standardization of the life course.
There is also age variation across cohorts for these life course transitions,

in the sense that people from younger cohorts postpone their biographic events.
Not only fewer people marry directly, but they do so at older ages. Half of
the Romanians from the cohorts 1960–1969 who married directly did so by the
age of 24, while the corresponding age for the cohorts 1970–1979 is 25. The
postponement of marriage is more visible for the Hungarian ethnics: half of the
people married directly by age 24 in the cohorts 1960–1969, while the corre-
sponding age for the cohorts 1970–1979 is 27. 

Partnership-Conception-Birth Relation

U NTIL NOW we have discussed the first partnership transition of both
men and women. Now we turn our attention to women only and inves-
tigate the partnership-conception-birth relation. We consider women

only because most studies on fertility consider men’s accounting of their fer-
tility history to be significantly less reliable than women’s, especially regard-
ing non-marital childbearing.
A standard life course would be marriage-conception-birth of the child,

but we discover from Figure 1 that part of the births that happen inside mar-
riage were pre-marital conceptions. The de-standardization, in the sense of
the weakening domination of specific life trajectories, is more visible for Hungarian
women. Across cohorts, increasing shares of marital births are actually results
of conceptions that happen before marriage, in other words, the domination
of the conception and birth inside the marriage pattern is diminishing.
Now we look at the same partnership-conception-birth relation, but from

a different perspective, namely we look at the distribution of women by part-
nership status at conception and at birth. We want to see whether there are indi-
cations of de-institutionalization of the life course of women in Transylvania.
This would be the case if increasing proportions of non-marital conceptions
ended in non-marital births, instead of partnership transformation before birth.
We have found that for Romanian women born in 1960–1969, a high share

of the conceptions that took place before forming a partnership (i.e. in the absence
of a co-residential relationship with a partner) ended in marital births. This
proportion becomes smaller across younger cohorts, meaning that increasing
shares of non-marital conceptions would remain non-marital births. Similarly, an
increasing share of conceptions in cohabitation end as births in cohabitation
(71.4% for the cohorts 1960–1969 and 88.9% for the cohorts born after 1980).
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1960–1969 1970–1979 after 1980

 

Conception before partnership Conception in cohabitation

Conception inside marriage

Fig. 1. women with births inside marriage, by partnership situation at conception and cohort,
Romanian and hungarian ethnics

SOURCE: for Romanian ethnics: Generations and Gender Survey, Romania 2005; for
Hungarian ethnics: Turning Points of the Life Course—Transylvania, 2006. Author’s
calculations.
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Fig. 2. women by partnership status at conception and partnership status at birth, by cohorts,
Romanian and hungarian ethnics
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SOURCE: for Romanian ethnics: Generations and Gender Survey, Romania 2005; for
Hungarian ethnics: Turning Points of the Life Course—Transylvania, 2006. Author’s
calculations.



For Hungarian women the picture looks slightly different. High shares of
conceptions before partnership remained births before partnership even for older
cohorts (around 44%). For the youngest cohorts, born after 1980, only 31%
of conceptions before partnership became marital births. Compared with
Romanian women, fewer conceptions in cohabitation remained births in cohab-
itation, or, in other words, the pressure to legitimize the births seems to be high-
er than for Romanian women. 

Summary and Conclusions

T HE AIM of this article was to investigate, from a life course perspective,
the transformation of the people’s life trajectories in the family life domain,
focusing on Transylvania, comparing Romanian and Hungarian ethnics.

Following the underlying concept of de-institutionalization and de-standardi-
zation, we observed several key aspects, such as prevalence, age variance and
inter-event dependency. For the prevalence of change, we described the extent
to which direct marriage or cohabitation occurred as the first event in the
family life trajectories. Considering cohabitation as the non-standard path, we
have found that from one birth cohort to the other, both for Romanian and
for Hungarian ethnics, the share of persons that started with a direct mar-
riage has dropped and the declining propensity towards direct marriage has been
compensated by an elevated propensity towards cohabitation as the first part-
nership. The predominance of the direct marriage as the start of the family
life trajectory is diminishing and new behaviors—cohabitation—gain more pop-
ularity among younger cohorts, which we consider to be signs of the de-stan-
dardization of the life course. At the same time, ages at the transition to first
partnership have increased across cohorts.
Regarding the inter-event dependency, we found indications of de-stan-

dardization and de-institutionalization, in the sense that there is increasing devi-
ation across cohorts from the standard life course of marriage-conception-
birth of the child. From one cohort to the other, increasing shares of non-marital
conceptions remain non-marital births, with a stronger pressure to legitimize
the births for Hungarian ethnics.
The differences between Romanian and Hungarian ethnics are not remark-

able. It seems that ethnicity matters less than the actual social conditions that
people live in, as Veres (2010) also found. In order to strengthen our com-
parison and as a further test of this result, Hungarian ethnics living in Hungary
and Romanians living in the other regions of Romania should be added to
the picture. 

q
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Notes

1. Access to the Generations and Gender databases is granted by the Populations Activities
Unit of the UN Economic Commission for Europe, via the platform www.ggp-i.org.

2. Access to the Turning Points of the Life Course—Transylvania database granted by the
Romanian Institute for Research on National Minorities.

3. The survey registered the date of the woman’s first birth and we approximated
the date of conception as nine months before childbirth.
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Abstract
Non-standard life Courses of People in Transylvania: 
a Comparison between Romanian and hungarian Ethnics

During the last decades, important changes took place in the sphere of family life in all indus-
trialized countries. From a life course perspective, new stages and new sequences emerged in
the people’s life paths, and the normative guidance for family related behaviors has now a
diminished role. New living arrangements and demographic behaviors have spread, such as
consensual unions and childbearing outside marriage. We investigate the degree of diffusion of
these non-standard behaviors and the most common patterns of people’s life courses, with a focus
on Transylvania, comparing Romanian and Hungarian ethnics. We use for our investigation
two rich databases, namely Generations and Gender Survey for Romania and Turning Points of
the Life Course—Transylvania for the Hungarian ethnics in Transylvania, which contain retro-
spective information about the life course of several thousand people.

Keywords
life course, de-standardization, de-institutionalization, marriage, cohabitation, childbearing,
Transylvania
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