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ara, the Western Carpathians, the Rodna Mountains, Maramureg), much more
intensively starting with the second half of the 18% century, when Austria lost
Silesia to Prussia. Geological surveys were conducted and mining maps werc
drawn, new extraction techniques were adopted, and several mining offices were
established, as well as mining schools and courts of law, staffed by civil servants
trained precisely in this field. Consequently, fiscal revenues from mining also saw
a substantial increase.

The craftsmen or artisans!® practiced their trades according to each particular
field, in rural households and especially in the towns. They were organized ac-
cording to the old guild rules, based upon social solidarity and on the monopoly
over production and sale. The trade guilds had a pyramid structure, from a
social, ethnic, religious, and territorial point of view. Seeking to stimulate pro-
duction and to efficiently collect taxes, the imperial authorities tried to limit
the autonomy and the monopoly exercised by the trade guilds. However, the
structure of the urban and semi-urban world had suffered a major change after
the establishment and development of manufactories, in the second half of the
18* century. The most important manufactories were located on state-owned
domains, but some operated on the lands of nobles. Transylvania’s manufacto-
ries produced paper, gunpowder, glass, iron objects, cloth, muslin, leather items,
building materials, alcohol, oil, beer, etc. These products were then traded, fa-
voring the development of a merchant class. The highest percentage of crafts-
men and merchants was to be found among the Saxons, chief among the Saxon
areas being the district of Bragov, with a craftsmen/merchant for every 12 peas-
ants (in 1846). Then came the seat of Sibiu (with a 1 to 17 ratio), the seats of
Sighisoara and Rupea (1 to 24), the seat of Cincu (1 to 25), Medias (1 to 29)
and so on and so forth until the seat of Nocrich (1 to 60). The Transylvanian
average (also in the first half of the 19* century) was of one craftsman/merchant
to 28 peasants or to approximately 37 inhabitants.

In the free royal towns (Alba lulia, Bistrita, Brasov, Cluj, Medias, Sebes,
Sibiu, Sighigoara, and Targu-Mures) and in the two Armenian boroughs (Gh-
erla and Dumbriveni) of historical Transylvania, the population was fairly het-
erogeneous, but its status showed considerable differences. The intra muros area
(the old medieval town, once walled) was restricted to the “citizens,” to those
who enjoyed economic, social, and judicial privileges, based upon certain mo-
nopolies. The discriminatory status was dictated by personal wealth and social
position, but also by ethnic origin and religion. For instance, Romanians were
not allowed to take up residence in the towns located on the territory of the
counties because, as they were “schismatics,” they could not build churches and
would have been thus deprived of a religious life of their own. As-a rule, in
the Saxon cities the Romanians and the Hungarians were denied citizenship or
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the 18® century, directly or indirectly, the belief appeared that the continuing
backwardness of the marginalized Romanians (who, as we have seen, accounted
for nearly two thirds of the country’s population) was responsible for the general
backwardness of the whole of Transylvania. More and more people began to
realize that the preservation of this situation was not in the best interest of the
empire. Transylvanians realized this best of all during the reign of co-regent and
Emperor Joseph II, with his novel ideas (“All for the people, but nothing by the
people,” the sovereign as a servant of the state, the maximum usefulness for the
state of the working masses), with his audiences, with his repeated visits to the
various provinces (three to Banat and also three to Transylvania), but especially
with his sweeping reforms. The fact that he was deliberately not crowned as king
of Hungary was interpreted in various fashions and according to specific inter-
ests, and his reforms were received by his subjects with hope and sympathy, or
with fear and hostility, depending to one’s social, ethnic, confessional, economic,
or privileged status. At any rate, the removal of censorship from under the au-
thority of the high clergy, the dissolution of-a number of monastic orders and
the reorganization of others, the edict of tolerance, the appointment to public
office according to qualification and not on the basis of one’s religion or ethnic
origin, the limitations to guild monopolies, the new administrative organiza-
tion, the separation between administration and justice, the limitation of the no-
bles’ prerogatives, the equal legal status, the elimination of the medieval political
and ethnic autonomies, the introduction of German as the official language, the
modernization and generalization of education (for children between 7 and 13
years of age), the intervention in the relations between nobles and peasants, the
taxation of the nobility, the abolition of serfdom (of personal bondage) and of
manorial monopolies, the publication of some dispositions of the Court in the
languages of the people, the provision of peasant freedoms, the redefinition of
relations between masters and servants, the improved condition of the Gypsies,
of beggars etc. were all meant to effect profound changes in Transylvanian so-
ciety. The emperor did not seek to structurally eliminate the existing relations,
but rather to reform them, in keeping with the demands of enlightened despo-
tism and for the better functioning of the state. Still, the emperor’s intentions
were interpreted otherwise, sometimes dramatically so. The privileged groups
in Transylvania, especially the Hungarian nobles, generally saw them as hos-
tile actions intended to eliminate the old political nations or accepted religions,
namely, those who had controlled the country for centuries and who represented
roughly one third of its population. On the contrary, all Romanian categories—
peasants, nobles, townsmen, intellectuals, clergymen, etc.—believed that these
reforms were meant to grant them equal status. The hostility of those in power
eventually forced the emperor to repeal these reforms, while on his death bed

































