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Abstract

On 5th July 2013, the National Institute of Statssipublished the final results of the 2011
Population and Household Census. Therefore, fos #iudy, we reviewed the statistical data
regarding the ethnic and confessional structurélafghita County, mentioning the fact that, at the
2011 census, registering one’s religion and etliyiisias done based on each person’s statement.

However, for those who did not wish to divulge theéerination, there is no available
information for these two characteristics, and,dar article, these people were classified as
undeclared.

Consequently, when it comes to Harghita County’siethtructure, only 302 435 people
declared their ethnicity, Romanians numbering 3% p@ople (13.0%), Hungarians 257 707
people (85.2%), Gypsies or Rroma 5 326 people (I.W#ile other ethnicities comprising 206
people (0.1%). The declared confessional structues 302 144 people, most being Roman
Catholics, that is 200 663 persons (66.4%), followgddrthodox, with 37 670 persons (12.4%),
Reformed (36 760 people or 12.2%), Unitarians (2B @eople or 7.0%) and other religions,
without religions and atheists (6 028 people or 2.0%

Key wordsthe 2011 population census, Romanians, Hungayitesreligious structure.

1. Introduction

The aim of the analysis at hand is to emphasizeofwibe main structural
indicators éthnicity and religiol, which offer a synthetic view on population
structure quality) in Harghita County (Pop, 2008). The reason betitrid
endeavour was that, during communism, there weverakimpediments in
regards to studying ethnic and religious structues the latter was not
registered prior to 1990.

Thus geographic research now focuses extegsivethe whole or on
different parts in order to find the basic charesties of the population
residing in Harghita County (Pop, 2007). This ues several studies written
by the Cluj-Napoca Geographic Schodkezirile si organizarea spaului
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geografic Tn Depresiunea Giurgeulu¥. Seer, 2004 Depresiunile Giurgeuyi
Ciuc. Studiu de Geografie RegiosalV. Mara, 2008;Componenta nordic a
ulucului depresionar din Grupa Centeala Carpailor Orientali (Dragoiasa-
Glodu-Bilbor-Secu-Borsec-Corbu-TulgfeG. B. Tofan, 2013; aswell as the
monographic series, published by the Romanfaademy, focusing on
Harghita County P. Cocean, A. i, St. Dombay, 2013, not to mention 1.
Lacatusu’s paper, entitletructuri etnicesi confesionale in judele Harghita
si Covasna 2008. The ethnic and religious structures of HaagCounty have
certain specificities, just like in Covasna, beioge of the two Romanian
counties where the Romanian population is a mipoais Hungarians make up
most of the county’s population (Cocean & colalfl13).

In the analysis at hand, two of the main structuralicators were
emphasized (ethnicity and religion), offering a tkyatical perspective on the
population quality of Harghita County.

We must mention the fact that we may not know tkeceethnicity and
religion of a large section of the total stable ylagon (310 867 people), as the
census was performed indirectly, from administeBources.

Therefore, the presented structures for the twaietland cultural
characteristics are calculated based on the nuofh@rople who declared their
ethnicity and religion, and not on the total numbkthe stable population.

Within the ethnic structure of this county’s pogida, out of a total of
310 867 people, there are 8 432 people with unkretivnic identity, and 8 723
people whose religion is unavailable.

2. Objectives and Methodology

In order to analyse thethnic and religious structuresof Harghita
County, | began by collecting statistical data,ldeled by editing and
intepreting it, in specific tables for each sitoatiwhich enabled the creation of
the cartographic material, as an addendum and doideinderstanding the
territorial realities of Harghita. All these elentgnperceived as a unitary whole,
led to a natural and clear view on the ethnic atigious realities of Harghita,
of its urban and rural areas, of its cities andnewliercurea-Ciuc, Odorheiu-
Secuiesc, Toph, Gheorgheni, Cristuru-Secuiesc, Bors@gile-Tusnad and
Vlahira, as well as of its 58 communes.

3. The ethnic structure of population

Following the last censuses, we observe that the athnic structures of
Harghita County are those éfungarians, Romanians, GypsiéRromg, and
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Germans followed, in some areas of the county, Ggangi, Ukrainians,
Turks, Russians-Lipovans, Armenians, Serbs, Jearsr$, Slovaksetc.

Szeklershad population this area since the second halfhef 12th
century, when the first groups colonised the Odarl$®=cuiesc area, a process
which gradually continued until the end of the 18&mtury, thus fully creating
the Szekler domains (Cocean & colab., 2013).

The Hungarian populatiorhad a percentage of 85.2% (257 707 people)
in 2011, out of the total of 302 435 people wholaed their ethnicity, the
stable population being 310 867 people, which ledat slightly larger
percentage than in 2002 (84.6%), even though tlaelydeen more numerous
then (276 038 people).

In terms of habitational representation, the situmain 2011 was similar
to that of 2002 (80.0% in urban areas, in 2011, mmepl101 894 people, and
79.1% in 2002 (113 998 people). In rural areasjr thepresentation was
stronger, that is 89.0%, in 2011 as well as in 2QB5 813 people, in 2011,
162 040 people in 2002).

0.3% 1%
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326 222
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Hungarians [~ Others

Fig. 1. The ethnic structure of Harghita County, in 206d 2011.

In the county’s urban areas, the percentages ofjatians in six of its
cities exceeds 80% (Miercurea-Ciuc 81.5%, GheorigB8r0%, Bile Tusnhad
91.5%, Odorheiu Secuiesc 95.7%, Cristuru SecuiBsi¥® and Vihita 99.0%),
with lower values in Borsec (77.5%)3lBn (36.2%), and Toph (23.4%), due to
a higher Romanian population. Out of all 58 comnsu had an Hungarian
majority that exceeded 90% (dnad 92,6%, Ulig 93.7%, Frumoasa 95.8%,
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Cozmeni 96.4%, Corund 97.0%, Ocland 98.5%mndsti 99.1%, Mergti 99.2%,
Lunca de Jos 99.3%, Racu 99.5%,t880.6%, V&ag 99.7%, Lueta 99.8% etc.).

The lowest representations of this ethnicity caridesd in the northern
part of Giurgeu and Bilbor depressions, which hav&omanian majority
(Voslabeni 40.3%, Tulghe 29.2%, Glautas 20.7%, Srmas 18.1%, Corbu
9.2%, Subcetate 4.4% and Bilbor with only 0.3%).

Romaniarpresence dates back to the 7th and 9th centuneterg in a
series of archeological finds in EliseSimonesti and Filias, which belong to
the Ipotesti-Candeti Culture. Romanians are also mentioned in serveral
documents, durind the period of Hungarian expansiofransylvania, as well
as in chronicles, alongside Hungarians and Gerrf@osean & colab., 2013).

Beginning with the 16th-17th centuries, in ordeetmnomically capitalize
the uninhabited lands of Giurgeului Depression, ioble families of Ditiu-
Lazarea, created new villages, inhabited mostly @n3ylvanian and Moldavian
Romanians (Vglabeni, Subcetate,aBnas, Galautas, Bilbor, Corbu, Tulghg. The
Romanian populationof Harghita County had a percentage of just 13.0%
(numbering 39 196 people) in 2011, fewer than ©2214.0%, 45 870 people).
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Fig. 2. The percentage of Hungarian population in Hargbitanty, in 2011.
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The same decrease can be found in its habitatistnatture. In 2011, only
18.1% (23 100 people) of the county’s inhabitad®7(324) were Romanians,
compared to 2002, when they held 19.4% (27 936 Ipeoypt of 144 083) in

urban areas. At commune level (2011), Romaniansesepted 9.2% (16 096
people out of 175 119 people living in rural area®impared to 2002, with
9.8% (17 934 people out of a total of 182 139 peppl

Table 1 The ethnic structure of Harghita County, in 2002 2041
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Examining the distribution of the Romanian popuaatat administrative
level (communes, towns, and cities) across therfig,ureveals that the largest
percentages can only be found in the northern pérthe county, with
percentages exceeding 50% §\abeni 58.6%, Blan 62.0%, Topta 72.5%,
Tulghes 70.4%, Glautas 78.1%), even more than 80%afMas 81.4%, Corbu
86.0%) or surpassing 90% (Subcetate 92.0%, BilBor98).

In comparison to the analysed situation, we musgthasize the fact that
Romanians find themselves below 50% in the resh@fadministrative-territorial
units (58 localities), due to a high percentagduwfgarians in these places.

However, reasonable values can be found in Bor22cl%), Scel
(19.7%), Mikiileni (19.0%) and Miercurea-Ciuc (17.4%). 22 lotiali have a
Romanian population below 10% (Gheorgheni 9.5%ileBTusnad 6.5%,
Plaiesii de Jos 6.2%, Siculeni 5.0%, Frumoasa 2.3%, @usSecuiesc 2.1%,
Leliceni 1.6%, Darjiu 1.3%, etc.), while 32 belowo1(Feliceni 0.9%, Praid
0.8%, Ditau 0.7%, Avamesti 0.7%, Mugeni 0.5%, Dealu 0.4%, @&r0.3%,
Ciucséangeorgiu 0.3%, Corund 0.3%, Lueta 0.2%, Chin@a2%, Santimbru
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0.2%, Gpalnitta 0.2%, Tomgi 0.2%, etc., the lowest percentages being found
in three places (Wtiras, Porumbeni and Satu Mare) with 0.1% each, due to a
reduced number of Romanians, as they were includgtie other ethnicity
category (two persons in each).

Fig. 3. The percentage of the Romanian population in Heaadgbdunty, in 2011.
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The third most numerous ethnicity is tk&/psy (Rroma) population
which grew from 1.1% (3 835) in 2002 to 1.7% (5682n 2011, mostly
concentrated in the communes situated in the Thamsyan Subcarpathians:
Secuieni (22.0%), #el (18.6%), Avimesti (11.5%), Atid (6.8%), Darjiu
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(5.7%), Tynad (5.6%), Sangieni (4.9%), etc. There are 11 communes where
they were not declared (Bilbor) or declared theneslas Hungarians (Gar
Ciumani, Lueta, Lunca de Jos, Lunca de Susidni-Ciuc, Racu, Remetea,
Siculeni and V&mag); in urban areas, the highest percentages veensdfin
Toplita (3.8%), Cristuru Secuiesc (2.7%), Gheorgheni%2,5Baile Tusnad
(1.7%), Odorheiu Secuiesc (1.5%)al& (1.4%), Miercurea Ciuc (0.9%),
Borsec (0.2%) and ¥ihita (0.1%).

Germansprimarily colonised Borsec, as specialists for mgkihe glass
used for mineral water bottling aBn, for mining, and also the town with the best
industries in the county, Odorheiu-Secuiesc.

Currently, thegerman populatiorfollows the same descending national
trend, their numbers decreasing from 140 inhalstam2002 to only 70 in 2011,
most Germans residing in urban areas (84.2%, 5plg@ea 2011), especially in
Miercurea-Ciuc (31.4% out of the county total).rimal areas, Germans reach
15.7% (11 people), living in the following placdsitrau, Feliceni, Glautas,
Lazarea, Lupeni, Mifileni, S&nsimion, Santimbru and Siculeni.

Other ethnicitieg136 people) andndeclared8 432 people) presented
insignificant values in 2011 (0.04%), 0.02% lesantlin 2002. Out of the total
of 136 people from other ethnicities, found acrtss county in 2011, most
found in urban areas, the highest number belon@etmgai (30, out of which
17 in Miercurea-Ciuc), Ukrainians (14), followed Byrks (11), Armenians (6),
Russian-Lipovans (5), Serbs (5), Jews (5), Talf@¥sSlovaks (3), Italians (3),
Polish (3), Greek (1), Czech (1) and Chinese @)vell as 45 people belonging
to other ethnicities.

4. The religious structure of the population

The confessional structure of Harghita County’s ydaon in 2011
numbered 302 144 people (310 867 stable populatom) consisted of: 66.4%
Roman-Catholics (200 663), 12.4% Orthodox (37 6XP)1% Reformed (36 760),
6.9% Unitarians (21 023), 0.6% Jehova Witnesse&2d), 0.4% Baptists (811),
other religions or cults, no religion, atheists] andeclared 1.29% Gble 2 Fig. 4).

The religion with the most adherents in six of tbeunty’s urban
settlements is the Roman-Catholic religion afa 89.0%, Bile Tusnad
84.7%, Gheorgheni 80.7%, Miercurea-Ciuc 73.5%, 8or$3.0%, Odorheiu
Secuiesc 51.1%,), while in two urban centres thehddlox religion is
predominant (Topla 71.6% and 8Ban 52.0%). In Cristuru Secuiesc, the largest
religion is Protestant Reformation (47.7%).

At commune level, in areas with a predominant Huiagapopulation,
Roman-Catholics are the most frequent (in 37 seties), followed by
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Reformed (seven settlements) and Unitarians (dittesgents), the Orthodox
religion being characteristic to the Romanian papel(eight settlements).

The number ofRoman-Catholicsslightly increased (from 65.3% in
2002 to 66.4% in 2011) due to a minor growth of Hiengarian population
(84.6% in 2002 and 85.2% in 2011). Most followekr$his religion are found in
rural areas (72.3%, 126 604), especially in Rem¢ge825), Sandominic (5
908), Ditiau (5312), Joseni (5 303), Zetea (5 302), LuncaodgS 204), Suseni
(4 836), Corund (4 644) etc.

Orthodox Christians following the evolution of the Romanian
population, slightly decreased compared to 2002442 37 670 people), by
17.0% (21 496 people) in urban areas and by 9.280174 people) in rural
areas. The highest percentages can be found irctwomunes where values
exceed 90% (Subcetate 94.6%, 1 717 people, an@rBilith 99.7%, 2 606
people), while the smallest number of recorded eatite are in Satu Mare,
Capalnita, Porumbeni, Vaag, Santimbru, Nbdaras etc.

The third most numerous religion is tieformed(12.2%, 36 760
people, 19 281 people in urban areas and 17 47Qrail areas). The places
where this religion predominated were: Cristuruusesc (4 462), Praid (4 305),
Feliceni (2011), Mugeni (1 765), Secuieni (1 524t (1 447), Porumbeni (1
422) and Ulig (821).

Table 2 The confessional structure of Harghita County,d82and 2011
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Unitarians, also representative for the Hungarian population,
reached 7.0% (21 023 people) out of the total &f B84 declared persons,
7.2% of the urban population and 6.7% of the rp@pulation, with higher
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numbers inSimonesti (2 612), Mirtinis (1 898), Aveimesti (1 600),
Meresti (964), Ocland (887) and Dérjiu (628).

[ Roman-Catholics

Roman-Catholics
[2] Orthodox

B Reformed

- L Unitarian
E  uUnitarian

E4 urinouox

Other religion, Without religion,
Atheists, Undeclared

Fig. 4 The confessional structure of Harghita County, i628nd 2011.

Besides the above mentioned religions, one mighee the rise of the
Neoprotestantlehova’'s Witnessesult (0.5%, 1 724 people), followed by
Baptists (0.2%, 811 people) an®enticostals(0.1%, 575 people), and the
decrease of th&erbian Orthodox(4 people),Old Calendar Orthodox (6
people) andlewish(7 people) religions. People of other religionsites those
previously presentedGfeek-Catholics, Adventists, Jews, Evangeliczatc.)
represent 1.7% (5 260 people), whilethaghout religion, and atheis8.2% (768
people). 8 723 people (out of a total of 310 86d )t declare their religion.
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5. Conclusions

At the 2011 census, the population of Harghita @pdecreased by 15
355 compared to 2002. From a stable populationl1®f 867, only 302 435
people declared their ethnicity, while 302 144 peajeclared their religion.

Thus, a significant number of people (8 432, ark28 respectively) did
not want to declare these characteristics. Forethmple, information was
gathered indirectly from administrative sources. témms of ethnicity, the
majority is held by Hungarians (85.2%), followed Bpmanians (13.0%) and
Gypsies (1.7%). Compared to 2002, the Gypsy populacreased from 1.1%
to 1.7%, while Romanians decreased from 14.0% t0%3The confessional
structure, closely related to the ethnic structirelominated by Roman-Catholics
(66.4%), followed by Orthodox (12.4%), then by Refed (12.2%) and Unitarians
(7.0%), the last two corresponding to the Hungapapulace. All these four
religions make up 98% of the county’s population.

This space has an distinctigeltural diversity which leads to dehavioural
diversity Thus | analyseathnicity and religion for a cultural identification of
minority and majority groups, as these elementspéaee defining. As specific
indicators, language and religion are basic catéor Romanians, Szeklers and
Germans, religion for Jews, while life style forggsies.
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