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pastures covered in “constantly fresh grass™ and “streams that never run dry.” Barely acces-
sible to man, these heights are yet not devoid of human presence, shepherds taking advan-
tage of what nature provides here in the summer and autumn. The perspective changes
a bit from another angle revealing deep precipices and waterfalls, seamlessly integrated
into the mountainous landscape which is barren and sometmes treacherous to humans.
Lower, one can find orchards and fields bearing the traces of human presence and pro-
viding the inhabitants plentiful nourishment and good livelihood. Besides, people and
nature resonate strongly. Thus, nature is a genuine workshop that constantly trans-
forms and renews itself, and people explore the accessible areas which they take over
and make more useful.” The distinctiveness of the landscape described in a descending
order is conferred by its paradisical aspect and beauty.

Landforms are also mentioned as contexts delineating population groups that “borrow”
the features of the environment in which they have to survive. Population groups are named
according to the geographical areas they inhabit: Munten: (the inhabitants of mountainous
regions), Ridurens or Codrens (those living in forested areas), Podgoreni (those inhabiting
wine regions) and Cdmpens (those in the lowlands). To this, one can also add a left/right
type of delineation according to the banks and valleys of the two major rivers (the Somes
and Mures).* Furthermore, such a division is also mentioned with respect to the eco-
nomic conditions and living standards that are tightly connected to landforms.

The geography of the population reveals a mixed structure. What surprises in regard
to the human context is the mixture of populations and ethnic groups: beside Romanians,
one can find Hungarians, Saxons, Szeklers, Swabians, Serbs and Ruthenes. This hetero-
geneity also represents one of Transylvania’s distinctive features. The preponderance of
the aforementioned ethnic groups at the level of the regions delineated by landforms allows
for the establishment of the strongly-Romanian areas: in the Olt Valley, there were few
Saxons and even fewer Hungarians, Romanians thus making up 90% of the total popu-
ladon.” On the right bank of the valleys belonging to the tributaries of the Olt River,
Romanians were mixed with Saxons. The Mures River is depicted as the most genuinely
Romanian of all rivers. Upstream, the population was purely Romanian, while further
downstream one can find a predominantdy Szekler population.' The Someg Valley is inhab-
ited by a similarly significant number of Romanians, their number being especially high
in Nisiud, “the most important centre with Romanian population,” while Cluj, the province’s
most important city, was identified as a Hungarian centre." Through the presence of
each ethnic group and their proportion in every area, accompanied by a short historical
background of each of them, one can justify the legitimacy of Romanians as the only
ethnic group with an uninterrupted existence in the province. The picture and mixed struc-
ture of the population is outlined in most sources, being reflected in the classic contem-
porary literature: “What a multitude of people and what a mixture of types and costumes
and languages! As if this is the centre of the world, the meeting-point of all nadons.™

Therefore, in general, the geographic framework overlaps with the territory inhabit-
ed by Transylvanian Romanians: “In talking about Ardeleni or Transilvineni, whom some
people also call Ungureni, we usually refer to all Romanians living in the lands of the
Hungarian Crown. However, they also differ among themselves: Transilvineni, Ungureni,
Baniteni, Siligeni and Maramuregeni.” According to Slavici’s delineation, in a strict sense,





















