Introduction

The Transylvanian Hungarian wish for autonomy has been present since the attachment of Transylvania to Romania (1921). However, Hungarians of Romania have been unable to reach this vital political objective up to now. 

Both the ultra-nationalistic oppression, between the two world wars, and the national- communist era, following WW2, hindered its establishment. The Romanian political elite was terrified by the thought of any kind of autonomy. The "autonomous" region established during communism – the Autonomous Hungarian Region in the territory inhabited by a compact Hungarian population with the capital of Marosvásár-hely/Târgu Mureş – did not last long. 

The famous Transylvanian architect and writer, Károly Kós, and other intellectuals, laid down the 1921 objective of “minority national self-determination.” The words of their political proclamation entitled, “The Voice Crying,” are still relevant today: “I cry out the watchword: ‘we need to build, we need to reshuffle work.’ ‘I cry out the objective: national autonomy for Hungarians.” 

The fall of the communist dictatorship (1989) offered a very good chance to establish the autonomy of Romania’s Hungarians. A similar manifestation of the “The Voice Crying” was the Kolozsvár/Cluj Declaration (1992), which again raised the objective of national autonomy.

Despite the chances offered, the Democratic Alliance of Hungarians in Romania (DAHR) – which has been the only political forum of Transylvanian Hungarians – has failed for 15 years to validate this objective. In this respect, the history of the DAHR is nothing else but a series of miscarriages. 

The abdication of the monolithic DAHR’s leadership brought about the extreme narrowing of Romania’s Hungarians’ political latitude. 

European integration and minority rights came to the front, on 1 February 2003, in Szatmárnémeti/Satu-Mare. Political forces, devoted to the national interests of Hungarians in Transylvania, initiated a movement to attain Hungarian minority self-determination. 

This movement led to the foundation of the Hungarian National Council of Transylvania (THNC), in Kolozsvár/Cluj, on 13 December 2003. Similarly, the establishment of the Székely National Council (SNC), in Sepsi-szentgyörgy/Sfântu Gheorghe, in October 2003. The SNC is seeking the territorial autonomy of the Székely-land (in eastern Transylvania) in conjunction with this movement for self-government.  

The Hungarian National Council of Transylvania and the Székely National Council resolve to attain political autonomy on three levels:  self-government at the individual level (“personal autonomy”), special legal status for ethnic Hungarians in localities (where Hungarians constitute a majority of the population), and autonomy for Székely-land region (where Hungarians constitute a majority of the population). 

Our objectives are based on the will of Hungarians in Romania.

Further, they are consistent with the rule of law practiced in European countries, with bi-lateral international agreements, which protect the national identity of (ethnic) minority communities.

We would like to reach these objectives peacefully, through the democratic and legal tools within the government constitution, and by a mutual agreement with the majority of Romanians. 

Nagyvárad/Oradea, 21 March 2004

László Tőkés

Bishop

President of the Hungarian National Council of Transylvania
A Source of Tension in Eastern Europe:

Government Politics Against the Hungarian Minority in Romania

The cardinal political question in Eastern Europe is how to solve the problems of ethnic minorities. Like in the former Yugoslavia, ethnic conflicts are at risk of becoming more painful when the involved governments and/or the international community hesitate to take initiative to solve obvious, growing problems.

A difficult situation has developed in Romania for the Hungarian minority. Romanian authorities publicize that the problems of Hungarians in Romania have been sufficiently addressed. Officials would even like to propose that the condition of Romania’s Hungarians could serve as a model for successful ethnic minority problem resolution in other countries. However, the facts reveal a completely different and very disturbing picture. 

The peace treaties that attached Transylvania to Romania (1920 and 1948) granted broad rights to the Transylvanian ethnic minorities. Romania assumed full responsibility to provide these rights. These international obligations have never been observed by the Romanian state. On the contrary, governmental oppression of ethnic minorities has manifested itself in a “population purge” of historic proportions. This has resulted in a decrease of non-Romanian inhabitants of Transylvania, from about 50% (1918), to less than 25% (2002). In fact, most of the German minority (which at the outset numbered around 800,000 souls) as well as the majority of the Jewish people who survived after WW2, were allowed to leave the country for a hard-currency exit fee during the Ceausescu dictatorship. Today, only around 20,000 live in Romania. As a result of the depletion of the ethnic groups mentioned, the entire weight of the Romanian nationalist policy fell upon the only important minority left, namely the Hungarian people. Despite the removal of dictator Ceausescu from power in 1989, the discrimination has increased in scope and intensity. The pressure of artificial assimilation is continuing. Disregarding the broader interests of the country, discriminatory policies are designed to eliminate the non-Romanian citizens, chiefly by creating conditions that lead to emigration.

Besides some “make-believe” measures, nationalist and retrograde arrangements of the Romanian governments continued after the anti-communist revolution in 1989. In 1990, organized groups of Romanian peasants attacked peaceful Hungarian demonstrators in Târgu Mureş (Marosvásárhely). The violent street fights resulted in multiple deaths and hundreds of serious injuries. The Romanian authorities not only allowed the conflict to escalate, but even instigated the attackers several times.  To this day, no one has been tried for the crimes committed. 

Romania’s failure to restore over 2,000 properties confiscated from the Hungarian churches represents a four-fold breach of the Helsinki commitments. By failing to uphold the necessary measures, the government (1) curtails religious liberties, (2) violates the sanctity of private property, (3) encroaches on the rights of minority communities, and (4) denies the material resources to build civil society. Fourteen years after the fall of communism, on June 25, 2002, the Romanian parliament adopted Law No. 501/2002 on restitution of properties illegally confiscated from religious denominations under communism during 1945-1989. The four historic Hungarian Churches (Roman Catholic, Protestant, Lutheran and Unitarian), and the communities they serve, were filled with hope that the restitution process would finally begin. The Law, not prepared in consultation with the affected Churches is grossly deficient, and major remedies are necessary. Beyond these shortcomings, other governmental measures hinder progress in this matter. 

An unrestrained campaign of anti-Hungarian incitement – which resembles the anti-Semitic propaganda before WW2 – continues in the Romanian society, often in the media and even the Parliament. This anti-Hungarian propaganda is used as an anti-democratic diversion and plays a decisive role in the mass emigration of the ethnic Hungarian population.

Regions predominantly populated by Hungarians receive less funding from the budget. One such example is Eastern Transylvania (the Székely-land area). Such policies increase the political pressure to change the regional ethnic composition and drive Romanian assimilation. The allocation of state subsidies is direct evidence of this forced assimilation. Romanian authorities construct new military bases in these areas. More blatantly, state subsidies funded the construction of 1,000 orthodox churches and monasteries, since 1994 in Transylvania. Many of these orthodox churches were constructed in areas never populated by Romanian-speaking communities. 

The ongoing desecration of Hungarian historic monuments and symbols, serves to humiliate the Hungarian people.  In the city of Kolozsvár/Cluj, the ultra-nationalist mayor placed inflammatory anti-Hungarian inscriptions on several historic monuments. School history books are written in a nationalist and intolerant language, often falsifying historical facts.

A most strikingly example of destroying the Hungarian culture is revealed by the obstruction of the Romanian government in re-establishing a Hungarian-language state university. Although the Hungarian population is more than 1.5 million, the Romanian authorities continue to refuse this lawful demand supported by 500,000 signatures. And the fact that, the entire ethnic Hungarian population contributes to the tax revenue of the country.

As a consequence of discrimination, humiliation, and abuse, between 1992-2002 the Hungarian community in Transylvania lost about 200,000 people. 
The only way to stop the institutionalized destruction of Transylvanian Hungarian culture and to guarantee the human rights and full and factual equality of Hungarians as Romania’s citizens is to provide them autonomy. This must include the re-establishment of the centuries old tradition of territorial and economic autonomy in the Székely-land area (prohibited in 1968). Transylvania’s Hungarians are determined to join Europe in exercising their universal human rights as an autonomous, prosperous community within Romania.

The Transylvanian Hungarian National and Ecclesiastical Monitoring Service

TRANSYLVANIAN MONITORING
Providing genuine information about the situation of the Transylvanian Hungarian national community and their historic churches is a cardinal issue. Thus, the Initiative Body of the Hungarian National Council of Transylvania decided to establish the Transylvanian Hungarian National and Ecclesiastical Monitoring Service:

‘Daily discrimination and persistent encroachments on the ethnic Hungarians’ rights urge the establishment of the National and Ecclesiastical Monitoring Service to continuously follow up and evaluate the situation of the Transylvanian Hungarian national community as well as to provide genuine information to various inland and international forums’. (Resolution on establishing the Transylvanian Hungarian National and Ecclesiastical Monitoring Service; March Forum, Kolozsvár/Cluj, 14 March 2003)

The Transylvanian Monitoring will provide continuous information as well as yearly reports on human rights and freedoms in Romania, focusing on the situation of the Hungarian national community.

THE SITUATION OF HUNGARIANS IN ROMANIA*
According to the latest 2002 census, the number of persons living in Romania who declared themselves to be Hungarian decreased to 1,447,544 from 1,624,954 ten years earlier, and their share of the population fell from 7.1% in 1992 to 6.7% in 2002. The share of the other minorities also decreased while that of the Romanian population rose from 89.5% in 1992 to 91% in 2002 despite the fact that the demographic decrease was also important among the Romanian population. 
The majority of the Hungarians in Romania live in Transylvania, the western part of Romania with an area of approximately 103,000 km2, together with 12 other ethnic groups. None of these ethnic groups reaches 1 percent of the population except for the Romas (2.62%) and the Germans (1.41%). In Transylvania, ethnic Hungarians make up 20 percent of the population. They constitute a closed compact bloc mainly in the Szekler Region (the counties of Hargita (Harghita), Kovászna (Covasna), and Maros (Mureş), which account for 35% to 37% of Transylvania’s Hungarians. In the Szekler Region, the proportion of ethnic Romanians does not exceed 12% to 15% (in Székelyudvarhely (Odorheiu Secuiesc) and its vicinity it hardly reaches 2%). Close to 28% of Transylvania’s Hungarians live along the 400 km-long Romanian–Hungarian border (in Szatmár /Satu Mare/, Bihar /Bihor/, Arad /Arad/ and Temes /Timiş/) counties, 16% to 18% live in Central Transylvania, and the remaining 18% to 20% in a multi-ethnic diaspora. 
Outside of Transylvania, Hungarians also live in other areas of Romania, such as the capital city of Bucharest and in Moldavia, whose Csángó community with its own distinct culture is made up of Hungarian groups which have since the Middle Ages settled in successive waves outside of the Carpathian Mountains into historic Moldavia. 
In Transylvania, the numerical ratio of ethnic Hungarians is decreasing, resulting from 70 years of Romania state’s policy of resettling Romanians into the region. This first changed the ethnic composition of Central Transylvania and then of the territories along the Hungarian–Romanian border. Following the 1989 political changes in Romania, this resettlement process, directed from above and connected with too heavy industrialization, slowed down. Its consequences are quite visible primarily in Transylvanian cities and the Hungarians’ various cultural centres, such as Kolozsvár (Cluj), Nagyvárad (Oradea), Szatmárnémeti (Satu Mare), Nagybánya (Baia Mare), Nagyenyed (Aiud), Torda (Turda), and Zilah (Zalău), which today have become predominantly Romanian-inhabited. The share of the Hungarian population of the once almost completely Hungarian-inhabited town of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş) fell below 50% (49%). At the turn of the millennium, there were a total of 175 settlements in Transylvania in which the proportion of ethnic Hungarians exceeded 50 percent. This ratio decreased by 2003. More than half of the Hungarians – 758,208 – reside in cities and 676,169 live in villages.
During the second half of the 20th century, the population growth of Romania’s Hungarians has markedly slowed down. With the exception of the Szekler Region, where the birth rate still exceeds the death rate, the population decrease due to the high death rate is quite evident. The decline is somewhat more modest among Hungarians living outside Transylvania. Furthermore, emigration has significantly contributed to the decrease of Romania’s Hungarian-speaking population. It is estimated that more than 100,000 ethnic Hungarians have left the country since the 1970’s. Between the censuses of 1992 and 2002 (the latest), the Hungarian population declined by 190, 582 people.  The primary reasons for this decline are the very negative demographic indicators. 

Between 1992 and 2002, the registered natural decrease was 107,000 persons or 56% of the ethnic Hungarian population in Romania. The birth and death rates in the case of the Hungarians resulted in a decrease of 0.56% in 1992 and 0.72% in 2002. The statistical data recorded by the Hungarian and Romanian interior ministries give evidence to the fact that 43,000 persons emigrated from Romania to Hungary. The status of an additional 40,000 persons shown as a decrease by the census cannot be established on the basis of statistical data. These persons either left for countries other than Hungary without being registered by the Romanian authorities, or were not at home at the time the census was taken (presumably most of them were migrant workers), or changed their identity between the two censuses. As the extent of assimilation is low – the number of mixed marriages decreased after the change of political regime – it is likely that the figure discrepancy of 40,000 is primarily due to those persons who left to seek work abroad.
LEGAL STATUS

The most significant event of the legislative year 2003 was the modification of the Constitution. The acceptance of the amended constitution through an October referendum completed the codification of linguistic rights, and the linguistic-minority rights included in earlier legislation thus received constitutional guarantee. Compared to the earlier version adopted in 1991, the positive aspect of the modified constitution is that it guarantees private property, denominational education, the abolition of compulsory military service, the use of the native language in public administration, in state offices, and in the administration of justice. Its overall effect is to strengthen the constitutional state, widen basic human and minority rights, and help legal harmonization with the EU. In contrast to the 1991 constitution, no new proposal detrimental to the Hungarian national minority was adopted. Next to the important modifications passed in the field of minority protection, the amendments of a general character also represent an improvement of the constitution in force. In this manner, for the first time in eighty (80) years, the issue of the minorities’ use of their native language has been settled at the constitutional level. The constitution also contains a separate chapter on EU integration. It transfers certain attributes of national sovereignty to the Union’s institutions, and prescribes the joint exercise with the Union of certain rights. It also states that Union legislation will take precedence over the domestic legal system. It was not possible, however, to remove from the first article of the constitution the declaration that Romania is a nation-state. According to the Constitution adopted in 1991 and amended last year, Romania is a nation-state whose official language is the Romanian language. 
However, the exercise of the minority rights spelled out earlier at the constitutional level was not for a long time sufficiently guaranteed in practice due to inadequate or lacking legal regulation. The parties in power between 1991 and 1996, while upholding the possibility of the political handling of the minority issue, did not seek to create the necessary legislative framework for this task. The Minority Protection Office, under the supervision of a minister without portfolio, created after the 1996 general elections initiated a number of legal regulations in order to improve the situation of the minorities but their coming into force and implementation fell behind the expectations. 
Law 188/1999 on the legal status of civil servants passed in 1999, which makes it mandatory to employ persons with the knowledge of the minority language in administrative units where the proportion of a minority exceeds 20%, can be considered a breakthrough. 
The public administration law, adopted in 1991, mandated the exclusive use of the Romanian language. The Ciorbea government’s emergency decree 22/1997 modified it, allowing the use of national minority languages in public administration in settlements where minorities exceed 20% of the population. However, the implementation of the government decree was hindered and for a long time Parliament did not elevate it to the status of a law. The 2001 agreement between the new government and DAHR included the settlement of this issue and the Romanian Parliament has elevated to the status of a law (Law 215/2002) the provision concerning the use of the minority language where their number reaches 20% of the population. 
The education law, which came into force in 1995, legalized the supremacy of the Romanian majority’s language, culture, and collective right, restricting the possibilities for native-language and church education. Government emergency decree 36/1997 did remove the anti-minority provisions of the education law, and the new education law passed in 1999 based on that decree already guarantees the right of education in the mother tongue from the kindergarten to the university. 
Law 1/2000 on the restitution of land and forest property makes it possible to improve the property rights and economic situation as well as the existential security of the Hungarian community in Romania. The law was confirmed in 2001 and thanks to the agreement between the Social Democratic Party and DAHR, its later amendments were also favourable. Law 10/2001 on the restitution of real estate unlawfully confiscated between 1945 and 1989 can also be listed here. It is supplemented by Law 10/2002 calling for the broadest restitution and compensation so far. It is the first law whose clauses apply not only to property used for residence but to all confiscated property, and which sets compensation for property that cannot be returned to the proper owner. Another supplementary legislation is Law 426/2002 establishing penal responsibility for those who delay the implementation of the law or commit abuses in that connection. Law 501/2002 dealt with the restitution of church real estate but the actual restitution began only in 2003. The parliamentary drafting of the law on the restitution of unlawfully confiscated community real estate, on the basis of which the legal heirs of the minority civic organizations of that period can again regain their properties, also began in 2003. 
Since 1991, Romania’s national minorities have been calling for the adoption of a minority law. The political representation of the Hungarian national community, DAHR submitted in 1993 the text of a concrete draft. The government of that time failed to deal with the proposal despite the fact that upon Romania’s 1993 admission as a member of the Council of Europe, the Council’s Parliamentary Assembly had stipulated such an obligation that Romania also promised to fulfill. At the beginning of the 1996–2000 government cycle, up to fall 1997, then again until December 1998, Romania pledged to draft the law. In spite of the commitments, the law has not been submitted to this day. 
Since 1990, Romania’s 14 officially recognized Churches have been asking for the drafting of a law on church affairs in the hope that it would guarantee the right to run a network of religious native-language schools. Even though the law on church affairs has not been drafted, the amended constitution recognizes denominational education as an independent form of education. However, implementation still requires the relevant modification of the education law. A closely related issue is that of the nationalized church properties. While various Romanian governments have returned close to 100 properties to the Greek Catholic Church, which had also been deprived of its rights, the indemnification of the Hungarian historic churches did not take place by 2002. During the previous parliamentary cycle, the government passed three emergency decrees, which included the restitution of 115 community and church properties to the Hungarians. However, these decrees could be fully implemented only in the case of a few properties. The previously mentioned Law 10/2001 on the restitution of properties unlawfully confiscated between 1945 and 1989 stipulates that the issue of community property be settled by a separate provision of law. One of the cardinal points of the agreement for 2002 between the SDPR and DAHR was the passage of a law on church and community properties. Law 501/2002 settles the question of church property and its implementation began in 2003. 

The drafting of the anti-discrimination law was also delayed. In 2000, the minister for minorities delegated by DAHR initiated the law prohibiting and preventing all forms of discrimination. Government Decree 137/2000 passed at that time came into force as a law only in 2002. On the other hand, this law became one of the most important legal regulation for the protection of minorities in Romania. As a result of a governmental resolution, the Anti-Discrimination Council headed by a seven-member body was established already in 2001. According to the regulations of the law, any person who is the victim of any form of discrimination can turn to the Minority Protection Office, and that body can also launch an investigation of its own. Since 2002, a government resolution regulates the use of national symbols. Accordingly, every national minority community, including the Hungarian one, may freely use its national symbols. 
International and bilateral agreements signed by Romania can only partially substitute for the shortcomings of domestic legislation. Among the Council of Europe’s documents on minority protection, Romania ratified in 1997 the Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities, while the ratification of the European Charter for Regional or Minority Languages, signed by Romania in the same year, is still under way. The 1996 Romanian–Hungarian State Treaty lies down the rights needed to protect minority identity and the general principles of related state policy policies. It also validates additional international documents, such as the 1992 United Nations Declaration on the Rights of National, Ethnic, Religious and Linguistic Minorities, the Copenhagen Document adopted by the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, and Recommendation No. 1201 (1993) of the Council of Europe’s Parliamentary Assembly. 
Although the constitution recognizes that the international documents signed and ratified by Romania take precedence over the laws of the country, their application in practice is contradictory and there is often no possibility to assert the rights contained in the document.
INTEREST REPRESENTATION

The Democratic Alliance of Hungarians in Romania (DAHR) provides the prime framework for the political activities of Romania’s ethnic Hungarians. It is not only a political party but also an organization functioning on a national and democratic basis and actively protecting minority rights. In 2003, at the initiative of the Executive Council of the Kiralyhágómellék Reformed (Calvinist) Church District, the Hungarian National Council in Transylvania and then the Szekler National Council, which is a part of it, made their appearance on the Hungarian public and political scene in Romania. The goal of the two councils is to achieve self-determination for the Hungarian community in Transylvania and the autonomy of the Szekler Region. As a result of the so-called autonomy movement launched by these two organizations, the Hungarian Civic Union was established in summer 2003, which also describes itself as an organization protecting the interests of Romania’s Hungarians. The Hungarian Civic Union intends to participate in Romanian political life as a registered minority organization, and compete as an independent force in the 2004 elections. Its appearance opened a new chapter in Hungarian interest protection in Romania, namely a switch from united interest representation to political pluralism. 
Following the December 1989 changes in Romania and as a result of the self-organization process that began in several cities of Transylvania (Kolozsvár /Cluj/, Temesvár /Timişoara/, Marosvásárhely /Târgu Mureş/ and in the Szekler Region), DAHR was established and presently counts some half a million members. It protects the interests of the various territorial, political, and social organizations of the Hungarians in Romania and represents in public their interests at the national and in part at the local government level, coordinating and encouraging the various forms of social self-government. 
The basic objectives of DAHR were the preservation and development through self-determination within the state borders of the traditions, language, and culture of Romania’s Hungarian national community, and the modernization of Romania’s society, economy, and public administration. DAHR wishes to achieve its goals by establishing and consolidating its own educational, cultural, and other institutions guaranteeing the preservation of its self-identity. It believes that the problems of the minority community can be solved only within a democratic and lawful framework. Accordingly, the Alliance drew up the following goals in its program:

· recognition of national minorities as state-forming factors and actual implementation of the constitutional principle of the citizens’ equality before the law; 
· establishment of social conditions which make it possible to freely choose, preserve, and cultivate national identity; 
· establishment of a constitutional state based on the separation of powers; 
· establishment of the financial independence of local communities and public administration; 

· constitutional guarantee of the inviolability of private property; 

· creation of a legal framework to regulate the functioning of a market economy; 

· full restitution of illegally confiscated church and community property; 

· codification of the legal status of national minorities on the basis of positive European practices; 

· enactment of laws regulating the situation of national minorities and which would ensure: 
· the free use of the mother tongue in private and public life, and in legal matters;
· the establishment of an independent native-language school system at every level and in every form run by the minorities;
· the establishment of an independent system of cultural institutions;
· freedom to maintain contacts and exchange information with the mother country. 
The Hungarians in Transylvania lived through the 1996–2000 period with growing expectations. The experiences gained in the government, with its successes and failures alike, by DAHR as the interest protection organization of the Hungarian community in Romania, can determine for a long time the direction and opportunities of the political activities and interest assertion of the Hungarians in Transylvania. During the four-year long period of coalition government, the Hungarian community had to exercise patience two-fold and maintain its confidence in both in the Romanian government and in its own interest protection organization. 
Following the 2000 general elections, and as a result of the agreement between DAHR and the government party, the Romanian parliament approved the new law on public administration which ensures the rights to use minority languages, the Sapientia Hungarian University of Sciences in Transylvania could begin to function, the land law was amended in accordance with the interests of the Hungarian population by confirming the recognition of the common property form of ownership, the restitution law was passed, and the airtime of Hungarian-language broadcasts was significantly increased. 
The DAHR congress of 31 January-2 February 2003 modified the program and statutes of the Alliance. The new program formally contains the tasks related to European integration. The two most important elements of the statutes amendment is the elimination of the office of honorary chairman, and the declaration that the persons who run in local government or parliamentary elections against the Alliance under the banner of other political parties will lose their DAHR membership. 
The first phase of the establishment process of the Hungarian National Council of Transylvania (EMNT) occurred at the same time in Szatmárnémeti (Satu Mare). Reformed Bishop László Tõkés, who had lost his post of DAHR honorary chairman, announced at that time the need for a spontaneous movement for autonomy organized from below and whose final goal would be the creation of EMNT to unite the Hungarian community in Transylvania and to achieve the three-level autonomy of Romania’s Hungarians. Following several months of organizational activity, the Szekler National Council (SZNT) was established by acclamation on 26 October 2003 in Sepsiszentgyörgy (Sfântu Gheorghe) , and the Hungarian National Council in Transylvania on 13 December 2003 in Kolozsvár (Cluj). 
The chairman of SZNT is former DAHR Senator József Csapó. Following its creation, the Szekler Council announced that it wanted to submit in 2004 to the Romanian parliament the draft of an autonomy plan for the Szekler Region. The concept of an ethnicity-based territorial autonomy was elaborated and presented by József Csapó in November 2003.  Later a group of EMNT experts also unveiled a more modern concept of regional autonomy. The chairman and also honorary chairman of EMNT is László Tőkés, Reformed Bishop of Királyhágómellék, and his representatives are Zsolt Szilágyi and Tibor T. Toró, both DAHR deputies. 
The appearance of the national council provoked the indignation of the Romanian political spectrum. The Romanian parties termed the emergence of the councils and the unveiling of their autonomy draft plans an anti-constitutional initiative and a threat to the integrity of Romania, and demanded the outlawing of the two organizations that had not been legally established. On 7 November 2003, the prosecutor’s office functioning along the Supreme Court launched an investigation to determine whether an anti-constitutional act had been committed by SZNT in wanting to submit its autonomy draft to the Romanian parliament through DAHR deputies playing a role in alternative movements.
ECONOMY

The political changes in 1989–1990 were followed by contradictory measures in the economic sphere. Although the various governments on every occasion announced in their programs the acceleration of privatisation, the necessary central steps were not taken and the emergence of market conditions were hindered at the local level. Simultaneously, with the delay of the reform measures, corruption spread at every level of the economy. 
The under-capitalized commercial banking system created in Romania between 1990 and 1995 provided loans at (artificially) low interest rates, primarily under political pressure. For this reason, these banks soon became nearly bankrupt or went bankrupt.
The measures taken by the government, after the 1996 fall elections, signalled the irreversible start of the reform process. The liquidation of companies operating at a loss started with the support of the International Monetary Fund. Domestic consumption decreased and privatisation accelerated. State subsidies have been gradually decreased, including energy prices, and the process has not yet been completed. Steps were taken toward the convertibility of the Romanian national currency, the Lei, and to stimulate foreign investments. Institutions to support small and medium enterprises were established, regional development programs were initiated, and progress took place in the restitution of community and private forests and lands. The development of an adequate legal framework began in order to make the country more attractive for foreign capital. Romania became a full member of the Central European Free Trade Association (CEFTA). In spite of this, the performance of the economy continued to deteriorate. While the GDP rose by 4.1% in 1996, it stood at –6.6% in 1997, –7.3% in 1998, –3.2% in 1999, and +1.6% in 2000. 
From 2000 on, economic performance, which earlier had gradually declined, began to improve. Industrial production rose by 8.2% in volume but this failed to have a beneficial effect on the standard of living. The primary causes of the poor economic performance were the lack of capital, the delay in the radical transformation of property ownership, and the shortage of foreign capital. The share of the black market economy was estimated to reach 40%. The delay in carrying out the necessary but unpopular measures, the low effectiveness of the steps taken against corruption, and the instability of the administration of justice, led to the lack of foreign investment and to the slowdown of the reform processes as a whole. 
The economic growth continued from 2000 into 2003, despite structural problems and the unfavourable international economic climate. During 2003, the Romanian economy achieved a noteworthy macroeconomic performance due primarily to the growth of domestic consumption. The GDP grew by 4.9%, and inflation fell back to 14.1% compared to 40.7% in 2000 and 17.8% in 2002. 

The sudden increase in the trade and balance of payments deficits in the third quarter of the year (2003) gave cause for concern. Even though economic reforms progressed, their implementation was further  postponed and delayed, as in previous years. In spite of this spectacular economic development and structural transformation and some partial achievements in the sphere of privatisation, Romania has received continuous criticism, regarding internal business practices. International organisations and (active) foreign business interests cite the pervasive corruption, which affects practically all strata of society, the inflated bureaucracy, and the lack of preparedness in public administration. 
The recognition of these results is shown by the fact that in the second half of the year, the international (credit) rating agencies (e.g., Standard & Poor’s, Fitch, Moody’s) raised by one percentage point (100 basis points) each the classification of Romania. This was also due to the acceleration in the third quarter of 2003 of the privatisation process, which had been sluggish for years, and the concrete results achieved in a few long delayed privatisation deals.

At that time, 25% of the shares of Romania’s biggest bank, Romanian Commercial Bank (BCR) were sold, a tractor and truck factory in Brassó (Braşov), a plant manufacturing the ARO landrover, and several metallurgical and steel industry plants were bought by the British–Indian, which had earlier bought and successfully operated the Sidex combine of Galaţi.

Privatisation of the energy sector was also begun in the fall. By announcing the sale of the national oil company PETROM and of the two largest gas and two electricity distribution companies. In 2003, the Privatisation Authority (APAS) in charge of the privatisation of state enterprises signed sale and purchase contracts for 309 sales, and the budget benefited from an additional US$300 million thanks to privatisation. At the end of the year, 122 state enterprises remained in the portfolio of APAS, which means that the privatisation process is nearing its end in Romania. 
The state budget deficit stood at 2.4% instead of the planned 2.7%. As a result of the deteriorating balance of payments deficit, the current balance of payments deficit is estimated to reach 2.9 billion EURO. Even if this deficit amounting to 5.8% of the GDP is better than the pessimistic expectations for the end of the year, it is much higher than the 4.8% planned in US dollars and agreed upon with the IMF, as well as the 3.8% registered in 2002. 
Foreign investments remained behind preliminary expectations but grew by 14% compared to 2002 and reached US$1.25 billion. The total amount since 1991 stands at US$10.4 billion. The number of companies established with foreign capital reached 97,203. With regard to invested capital, industry ranks first, followed by the service sector, wholesale trade, transportation, retail trade, building industry, tourism, and agriculture. The European Union’s country report has still not granted Romania the classification of a functioning market economy. 
Romanian–Hungarian economic relations were always better than the political ones. As of 31 December 2003, 4,392 fully or partially Hungarian-owned ventures were registered in Romania, making Hungary the 7th largest investor in the country (in total number of firms). The official capital base of registered firms amounted to US$264.5 million, or the 13th rank among foreign investors in Romania. In reality, the amount of (actual) invested capital is estimated to be US$ 550 to US600 million. 
These figures indicate that there is considerable interest on both sides to develop economic relations. Both in its totality and direction, the expansion of bilateral trade exceeds several times the similar indicators of Hungary’s foreign trade as a whole. One-fourth of Hungary’s CEFTA exports go to Romania, as a result of which Romania has advanced to become the most important importer of Hungarian goods among CEFTA member states. The volume of bilateral trade reached US$1.48 billion in 2003, which represents a 38% increase over the previous year. Hungarian exports to Romania amounted to US$869 million, and Romanian exports to Hungary to US$617 million. As a result, Hungary accounted for 3.6% of Romania’s total foreign trade turnover, and among its import and export partners ranks 5th and 7th, respectively. 
The economic situation of the Hungarians in Romania is contradictory. In the private sector, Hungarians in Transylvania have gained certain advantages since many of them were familiar with the economic situation and model in Hungary. They are also linked by family and friendly ties with Hungary and benefit from them in business. As a result, a stratum receptive to entrepreneurship appeared relatively early among them and started to work more efficiently than was the case with the Romanian population. For the above-mentioned reasons, participation in private business is vital to Romania’s ethnic Hungarians. This is the sector where Hungarian entrepreneurs face the least institutional barriers and where – both in services and in production – one easily finds very profitable and presently unsupplied sectors. However, this initial advantage seems to be shrinking due to the discrimination due to nationality, which is also surfacing in the economic sector. Currently, apart from the Szekler Region, interest associations with Romanians are more common in scattered Hungarian communities, and even cooperation with foreign partners is more effective. 
The grave situation of the state enterprises resulted in the second half of the 1990’s in a rapid rise of the unemployment rate. The stern measures taken against deficitary state companies led to large-scale dismissals. Pauperisation reinforced the Hungarians’ inclination to emigrate and seek work abroad, primarily in Hungary. It is estimated that 1.7 million Romanian citizens were working abroad in 2003, a large proportion of whom were Hungarian legal and illegal workers. In 2003, Romania became one of the main suppliers of labour to EU member states and other developed countries like Canada, the USA, and Israel. The Labour Force Migration Office has alone signed 40,000 official work contracts with foreign partners, mainly to fill work places for a two to nine month period in seasonal agricultural work, and in the building and catering industries. 
Registered unemployment gradually decreased from 2001 and fell from 11.8% in 1999 to 7.2% in 2003. However, the number of the registered jobless constitutes only part of the real figure. For lack of actual income, a good number of agricultural workers can also be considered as unemployed. 
The situation of agriculture is cause for serious concern. 46% to 47% of the country’s population lives in an agricultural environment, the most unfavourable ratio in Europe. Fields are neglected and their cultivation falls far behind the requirements of the age. An important part of the land returned to their former owners are again in Hungarian hands. In 2001, upon the urging of DAHR, a government decree confirmed the recognition of the former communal property form of ownership. This year, more than 120 hectares of forests have been given back in Hargita (Harghita), Kovászna (Covasna), and Maros (Mureş) counties. At the same time, the tools and seeds needed to cultivate the land are lacking and farmers continue to distrust common, i.e. collective farming. And what is perhaps the biggest concern, the Hungarian village population has markedly aged. 
Law 400/2002 replacing government emergency decree 102/2001 had a positive impact with regard to agriculture. A number of its clauses directly affect the Hungarian community. This law has made it possible to return to their original owners lands taken by force between 1945 and 1959 and afterwards brought into collective farms. Forested land formerly belonging to churches and educational institutions and now collective property are not added to the forested land returned in other forms to the mentioned institutions. That is, the churches and educational institutions will get back in addition to 30 hectares of forested land another 20 hectares based on their partial ownership of the various collective properties. The restrictive regulation preventing collective property members from willing away, donating or selling their property share has been eliminated. Inasmuch farmland has replaced the former forested land, farmland or forested land must be returned based on the choice of those entitled to it. The collective property owners will get back a maximum of 10 hectares of meadow and pasture. 
In 2003, despite the particularly poor harvest, agricultural production increased by 4%. Of the 14.8 million hectares of land suitable for farming, 9.4 million hectares or 63% can be irrigated. Of these, 9.1 million hectares were cultivated in 2003, which represents an increase compared to previous years.
CIVIC SOCIETY

After 1989, several Transylvanian Hungarian social organisations with great traditions were re-established and numerous foundations were created. Currently, the number of registered Hungarian foundations and associations in Romania exceeds 300, and their activities range from the preservation of tradition and culture, education, and social welfare to research and economic development. 
Without attempting to be complete, the list of the following self-organizations deserves to be mentioned: 
Transylvanian Federation for the Fostering of the Native Language, Miklós Barabás Guild, Bolyai Society, Civitas Foundation, Collegium Transsilvanicum Foundation, Transylvanian Carpathian Association, Association for Hungarian Public Education in Transylvania, Transylvanian Museum Association, Lajos Kelemen Society for the Protection of Historic Monuments, Sándor Kőrösi Csoma Association for Public Education, Korunk Fraternity Association, János Kriza Folklore Society, Kelemen Mikes Association for Public Education, Centre for Regional and Anthropological Research, Association of Hungarian Farmers in Romania, Guild for Hungarian Books in Romania, Federation of Hungarian Teachers in Romania, Hungarian Music Society in Romania, Kölcsey Circle of Szatmárnémeti, Szórvány Foundation. 
Countless regional or local cultural societies were established, primarily in the cities. Their undisturbed functioning is most often hampered by the lack of sufficient financial resources. Since there is no possibility for local assistance, most of them receive aid through their professional or twin-city connections in Hungary or by submitting applications for projects. 
The process of self-organization has also made important progress among young people. Among the youth organizations one should mention the national umbrella organization, the Hungarian Youth Conference (MIÉRT), the Hungarian Youth Council (MIT), the Association of Hungarian Youth Organizations (MISZSZ), the National Federation of Hungarian High School Students in Romania (MAKOSZ), the Hungarian Democratic Youth Federation (MADISZ), the organizations at the regional and settlement level of the Young at Home Movement (IFM), the National Hungarian Student Association, which groups the student societies in the university towns, the Citizen Manager Association (ÁME) for youth training and advanced training programs, the Christian Youth Association (IKE), which groups the Reformed young people, and the National Ferenc Dávid Youth Association, which groups the Unitarian young people.
EDUCATION

According to the official data of the 1992 Romanian census, 95.3% of the population over the age of 12 has had some schooling (primary, secondary, or higher-level education). In the case of the Hungarians, this ratio – 98% – is more favourable. 
Regarding higher education, the situation of ethnic Hungarians is less favourable. While 5.1% of the country’s population over the age of 12 earned a college or university, this ratio is only 3.6% for Hungarians. 
Most characteristic for Romania’s ethnic Hungarians, however, is mid-level education (secondary school, vocational school, and trade school): compared to the national ratio of 66.6% of the country’s population over the age of 12, the Hungarians’ ratio of 74.6% is the most favourable.
The ratio of Hungarians in Romania with only primary school education stands at a relatively low 2% compared to the national average of 4.7% for the population over the age of 12. 
Taking into account their numerical ratio (1.6 million or 7.1% of the population) and their historic traditions, Romania’s ethnic Hungarians consider native-language education ranging from nursery school to university as a natural and rightful demand. In the early 1900s, Transylvania had a highly developed Hungarian educational network where instruction in Hungarian took place at every level. Before 1919, the number of elementary schools alone exceeded 3,000. 
Romanian legislation between the two world wars sought to gradually eliminate the Hungarian education system through a variety of means. For example, church-funded schools were brought under state control and downgraded to private schools, the settlement of Romanian-language teachers into areas inhabited only by Hungarians was encouraged by granting them various privileges, and Hungarian teachers were dismissed for lack of qualification and language examinations. 
After World War II – thanks to the historical circumstances – the Hungarian-language school network revived between 1940 and 1944 remained practically intact. There were 1,790 primary schools (754 of them denominational schools), 173 secondary schools (69 of them denominational), 93 high schools, 38 central high schools, 14 trade schools, 13 vocational schools, and 15 training schools for teachers. Over 2,800 Hungarian students studied at three universities and at the technical college in Kolozsvár (Cluj). The 1948 school reform eliminated denominational instruction, and Romania’s only Hungarian-language university, the Bolyai University in Kolozsvár (Cluj), was forcibly merged in 1959 with the Romanian-language Babes university. As a result, the number of students receiving education in the native language decreased rapidly.
The post-1989 changes actually did not bring about any major alteration in the educational policy of the Romanian state. According to school registration data, the participation of the Hungarians (who made up 7.1% of the total population at the beginning of the 1990s and 6.7% at the turn of the millennium) was as follows:
Because of the lack of continuity in native-language education and the unresolved vocational training, a large number of Hungarian students are already forced during their primary school years to Romanian-language schools, particularly in areas with scattered Hungarian settlements. 
The new education law adopted on 1 July 1999 satisfies only partly the educational needs of Transylvania’s ethnic Hungarians. The law ensures at all levels vocational education and the entrance examination in the Hungarian language. It makes it possible to study the Romanian language in the framework of a special program in primary schools and on the basis of special textbooks in grades five to eight. In small settlements of regions with scattered minorities, the law allows native-language classes below the established minimums. It grants churches not only the right to train the teachers they need but also the right to provide secular education as well, albeit in the form of private institutions. The law also allows the establishment of Hungarian-language groups, sections, colleges, and faculties in higher education. On the other hand, the law is restrictive with regard to the establishment of higher education institutions with instruction in the native language. Thus it does not allow establishing a Hungarian-language state-funded university but allows only for a multicultural university whose language of instruction is regulated by a separate law. Restrictions in the form of legal regulations prompted the Hungarian community of Transylvania to initiate, with the support of Hungary’s government, and the patronage of Transylvania’s historic Churches, to begin the establishment of a Hungarian interdenominational private university in Transylvania. DAHR has among other things also submitted to parliamentary committee, preparing the draft amending the Romanian constitution, an amendment motion guaranteeing the establishment of independent all-level denominational instruction. In the course of the modification of the constitution, the parliament accepted the proposal in its original form, making it possible for denominational education to take place as an independent form of education at all levels of instruction. 
According to official data, instruction in Hungarian was taking place in a total of 2,367 school institutions during the 2000/2001 school year. Of these, 1,283 functioned as independent Hungarian institutions, and 1,084 as evening or corresponding institutions. Broken down by level of education, instruction in the Hungarian language during the 2000/2001 school year was given in 1,121 nursery schools, 450 elementary and 634 junior schools, and in 140 secondary and 22 vocational, trade and post-secondary schools. The Gergely Csíky secondary school in Arad reopened in 2001 as an independent institution, and the establishment of the Klára Leöwey independent Hungarian secondary school of Máramarossziget (Sighetu Marmaţiei) was approved starting with the 2001/2002 school year. The plan to turn the János Bolyai High School of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), the former Reformed (Calvinist) high school of that city, into an independent Hungarian secondary school was born the same year. This was not immediately possible because of the opposition of the local Romanian population. Following an agreement between DAHR and the Social Democratic Party, the functioning Romanian classes have not been eliminated but no further Romanian classes will be started from the 2002/2003 school year. Also on the basis of the agreement between DAHR and the governing party, the Lajos Áprily independent Hungarian secondary school of Brassó (Braşov) will come into existence in the 2002/2003 school year. As a result of the same agreement, the teaching of the Hungarian language and literature has started on the basis of a course of instruction in 9 schools in the Csángó Region. 
In 2003, 186,218 children were enrolled in Hungarian-language nursery schools and public education schools, and there were 11,917 teachers in 2,322 institutions. In addition, 7,110 Hungarian students studying in the Romanian language in 623 schools could at their own request study Hungarian language and literature under the direction of 831 teachers. Thus, the total number of Hungarian-language schools and classes (including the classes also teaching the Hungarian language) rose to close to 3,000. The ratio of the students studying in the Hungarian language was 4.7%. The majority of the educational institutions (1,230) functioned as independent Hungarian institutions, and 1,092 as branch institutions. With regard to the level of instruction, instruction in Hungarian was given in 1,120 nursery schools, 417 primary and 634 elementary schools, 133 high schools, and 18 vocational and post-graduate schools. 41,457 children were enrolled in nursery schools and it was at that level that the ratio of Hungarian children (6.58%) was the highest despite the numerical decrease of the population. 50,036 Hungarian children were enrolled in primary schools (grades I to IV) with a ratio of 5.05%. At the elementary level (grades V to VIII), 55,702 Hungarian children were enrolled, with a ratio of 4.61%. 29,415 Hungarian students were enrolled in high schools (3.97%), 7,950 in vocational schools (2.94%), and 1,658 in post-graduate schools (2.68%). One of the characteristics of the Hungarian-language school network is its overrepresentation, with a ratio of 4.77% for Hungarian students and of 9.87% for Hungarian educational institutions. 
Although the number of Hungarian students enrolled in institutions of higher education has considerably increased, their ratio has remained unchanged at the 1989 level of 4.3%. A total of 25,762 Hungarian students were enrolled in Romanian institutions of higher education in 2003. Of these Hungarian students, 21,259 were enrolled in state universities, and 4,503 in private and foundation-run universities. In the 2000/2001 academic year, 7,483 students studied in the Hungarian language in 22 faculties (close to 70 subjects) in 8 universities, and instruction was provided by 526 university teachers. While in the previous academic year, 7,483 students were studying in the Hungarian language in close to 70 subjects in 22 faculties of 8 universities, their number rose to 9,962 in 2003. 
Instruction in the Hungarian language is given in four state universities: the Babeş–Bolyai University of Kolozsvár (Cluj), the University of Medicine and Pharmacology of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), the Theatrical University of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), and Faculty of Hungarian Studies of the University of Bucharest. The Romanian law on education also puts in the category of private schools the denominational institutes of education. Such institutions include the Hungarian-language university level Protestant Theological Institute of Kolozsvár (Cluj), The Catholic Theological University of Gyulafehérvár (Alba Iulia), and the Partium Christian University of Nagyvárad (Oradea). In 2001, the competent Romanian authorities granted the authorization for the functioning of the Sapientia University established with the help of the Hungarian state, which opened with 9 faculty staff in Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş) and Csíkszereda (Miercurea Ciuc), with 374 students. In the 2002/2003 academic year, the number of faculty staff increased to 14, with 915 students. 
The offerings in the Hungarian-language higher education are supplemented by the consultation centres in Transylvania of the Szent István University of Gödöllő, the University of Western Hungary of Sopron, the Dénes Gábor Technical College of Budapest, and the College of Modern Business Studies of Tatabánya, with a total of 698 students enrolled in the 2002/2003 academic year. 
Hungarian students in state universities may study in their native language only in groups and in independent faculties and departments without decision-making right and with their own budget, with the exception of the Reformed and Catholic faculties of theology of the Babeş–Bolyai University. Learning opportunities in the Hungarian language are limited or entirely lacking in the field of technical sciences, professional trends related to agriculture, and in education in the fields of law, music, and fine arts. 
In 2001, DAHR submitted to the competent authorities a proposal to establish two independent Hungarian-language faculties at the Babeş–Bolyai University and a Hungarian section at the University of Medicine and Pharmacology of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), and to introduce instruction in the Hungarian language in the Gheorghe Dima Academy of Music of Kolozsvár (Cluj), the University of Agronomy of Kolozsvár (Cluj), and the Petru Major Technical University of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş). Since then the proposal has appeared every year in the statement of cooperation between DAHR and the governing Social Democratic Party but its implementation has met to this day with the opposition of the senates of the institutions involved. Indeed, it is not possible to circumvent the senate of these institutions without violating the principle of university autonomy. At present, as a result of the negotiations with the senates of two of these institutions, the establishment of two independent Hungarian faculties at the Babeş–Bolyai University and of an independent Hungarian section at the University of Medicine and Pharmacology appears feasible.
CULTURE AND SCIENCE

For the development of culture amidst the economic and political circumstances that followed the changes of 1989, and particularly up to the 1996 general elections, the only possibility left was self-organization. Thus, it became necessary for ethnic Hungarians to set up their own institutional system functioning on the basis of self-government and receiving proportionate funds from the budget. 
The foundation of the alternative Hungarian system of cultural institutions set up until 1995 is presently made up of several hundred associations, foundations and federations ranging from the preservation of culture to arts. Its infrastructure base is the Association for Hungarian Culture in Transylvania (EMKE) and its network of some 12 „Hungarian houses.” The Association, which celebrated its 115th anniversary in 2000, holds together Hungarian cultural life in Transylvania, and functions as a network. Its self-organizing and institution-creating activities encompass the entire national community and aim at achieving cultural autonomy for the Hungarians in Romania. 
The more than 200-year old network of Hungarian theatres in Transylvania covers practically all Hungarian-inhabited areas. Hungarian theatrical companies function in Kolozsvár (Cluj), Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), Temesvár (Timişoara), Nagyvárad (Oradea), Szatmárnémeti (Satu Mare), Sepsiszentgyörgy (Sfântu Gheorghe), Székelyudvarhely (Odorheiu Secuiesc), and Csíkszereda (Miercurea Ciuc). The only Hungarian opera house can be found in Kolozsvár (Cluj). Apart from the theatres with long traditions, the past few years have witnessed the emergence of new initiatives such as the Figura Studio Theatre in Gyergyószentmiklós (Gheorgheni), the Theatrical Academy in Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), and the recently formed independent companies in Székelyudvarhely (Odorheiu Secuiesc) and (Miercurea Ciuc). Several puppet theatres (in Nagyvárad /Oradea/ and Kolozsvár /Cluj/) complete the picture. New generations of actors are provided by the Theatrical Academy in Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), the theatrical faculty of the university of Kolozsvár (Cluj), and in recent times by studios working alongside the various theatrical companies. Professional Hungarian dancing in Romania is represented by the Maros Folk Ensemble (formerly State Szekler Ensemble) in Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), the Hargita Ensemble, and the Pipacsok Dance Ensemble. 
The amateur theatre movement plays an important role in the cultural life of the Hungarians in Romania, especially in the fields of tradition maintenance, folk dance and folk music, creative folk art, poetry recital, and theatrical acting. There are frequent performances, gatherings, and festivals of Transylvania’s amateur movement in the whole of Romania and in some cases, beyond the borders, in the Carpathian Basin. Among them, the folk song competition in Szatmárnémeti (Satu Mare), the musical composition competition in Zilah (Zalău), various poetry recital contests, puppet plays, and theatrical festivals can be listed. Many groups are also well known participants in gatherings and festivals in Hungary. 
In spite of their financial difficulties, Hungarian book publishers have achieved impressive results. They are unable, however, to satisfy the needs of the readers and to replace and enrich the holdings of the libraries, especially with regard to classical literature, scientific works, and encyclopaedias. The most important Hungarian book publishers are Pallas Akadémia (Csíkszereda/Miercurea Ciuc), Mentor (Marosvásárhely/Târgu Mureş), Polis (Kolozsvár/Cluj), and Kriterion (Bucharest). The import of books is considerably hindered by the solvency of the population and institutions, and the existing price differences. 
The Transylvanian Museum Association (EME) seeks to play the role of a „scientific academy” for Transylvania’s Hungarians. Its activities encompass, along with the cultivation of Transylvania’s Hungarian-language science and the organization of conferences and meetings, the publication of scientific periodicals (Transylvanian Museum, Museum Cahiers, Technical Scientific Cahiers). The Society for Hungarian Technical Science in Transylvania (EMT) also aims at expanding the native-language technical education of the Hungarian technical intelligentsia by organizing conferences and technical meetings through publications (EMT Guide, Scribble, Technical Review, Civil Info). The János Kriza Folklore Society directs and promotes the collecting work of Romania’s ethnic Hungarian ethnographers, organizes scientific meetings, and operates a library and documentation centre. The activities of the Centre for Regional and Anthropological Research focus on the examination of Hungarian society in Romania, using the method of cultural anthropology. The Hungarian Oral History Collection of Transylvania is both outstanding and unique from the viewpoint of Hungarian scholarship as a whole, and its volumes are being published as the synthesis of several decades of research. 
Overall, in line with its numerical ratio and weight, ethnic Hungarians in Romania possess the necessary intellectual and organizational potential and albeit partially, the institutional background and financial conditions that can ensure the establishment of autonomous Hungarian culture capable of development. To this end, however, the Romanian state must provide guarantees and accept legal and financial commitments in conformity with international norms. The existing legal regulations and state subsidies for minority cultures are insufficient even though the Hungarian minority would be eligible for greater support based on its numerical proportion. 
Because of perceptible discrimination and the country’s dire economic situation, Hungarian culture in Romania cannot improve in the future without the increased assistance of the mother country. Direct relations between the mother country and Hungarian cultural, educational and scientific institutions in Romania are needed increasingly and as quickly as possible for certain shortcomings in Hungarian vocational training in Romania (e.g., training for adult educators, managers, ancient monument restorers).
CHURCH INSTITUTIONS AND THE EXERCISE OF RELIGION
The vast majority of Ethnic Hungarians in Romania belong to four historical churches: Roman Catholic, Reformed (Calvinist), Unitarian, and Evangelical–Lutheran. The number of Hungarian faithful who belong to various free churches shows a growing trend, in proportion with such churches‘ headway within the country. 
Table of Denominations
The religious distribution of Romania’s ethnic Hungarians from the 2002 census:
	Denomination
	Number (1,000)
	Proportion (%)

	Reformed (Calvinist)
	698.5
	47.2

	Roman Catholic
	584.1
	41.2

	Unitarian
	66.8
	4.6

	Lutheran (Evangelical)
	17.4
	1.2

	Baptist
	11.6
	0.8

	Adventist
	7.2
	0.5

	Other religion
	59.0
	4.3

	No religion
	2.9
	0.2

	Total
	1,447.5
	100.0


The data of the 2002 census indicate a numerical change within the Hungarian faithful only in the case of the Reformed and Unitarian denominations. In the case of the other religions, Romanians, Germans and other nationalities can also be taken into account. Over a ten-year period, the number of Reformed faithful decreased to 698,000 and that of Unitarians to 67,000.  The high number of Roman Catholics – 1,028,401 – indicates that the number of faithful whose mother tongue is Romanian is growing within that denomination. 
The Roman Catholics belong to four bishoprics in Transylvania (Nagyvárad /Oradea/, Szatmár /Satu Mare/, Temesvár /Timişoara/ and Gyulafehérvár /Alba Iulia/), one in Moldavia (Iaşi), and to the archbishopric of Bucharest. Over half of all ethnic Hungarian Roman Catholics belong to the bishopric of Gyulafehérvár (Alba Iulia), making it the most influential centre of Hungarian Catholic life. In August 1991, Pope John Paul II raised the bishopric to the rank of archbishopric. The other bishoprics are under the archbishopric of Bucharest, whose bench of bishops includes only two Hungarians (Nagyvárad /Oradea/, Szatmár /Satu Mare/) and one German (Temesvár /Timişoara/) next to seven Romanians. Thus, even though Hungarian Roman Catholics make up the majority in their church, they are under Romanian direction at the national level. 
The Reformed Church, whose faithful are almost without exception Hungarians, is divided into two church districts, Nagyvárad (Oradea) and Kolozsvár (Cluj). The Unitarian Church, consisting exclusively of ethnic Hungarians, and the Lutheran Church each has one bishopric in Kolozsvár (Cluj). 
Like the vast majority of institutions in Romania, the Hungarian churches are also struggling with financial difficulties and state aid is limited. Following the post-1989 changes, the eight Hungarian bishoprics established the Conference of Hungarian Bishops in Transylvania. A cause for concern for the churches for many years has been the absence of a new law on religious affairs and the unresolved status of their property rights, especially regarding the restitution of their real estate. Currently, 468 Roman Catholic, 531 Reformed, 266 Lutheran, and 35 Unitarian Hungarian-language schools are still in state ownership. A partial settlement process began in 2002. Law 501/2002 which put into force emergency government decree 94/2000 regulates the legal status of the properties illegally taken away from the churches after 6 March 1945. The law took over several basic points of DAHR’s proposal and thus opened the way to the settlement of the legal status of church real estate. The implementation does not promise to be easy but a number of school buildings, such as the Reformed College of Kolozsvár (Cluj), the former Unitarian College, today the Sámuel Brassai High School, or the Bolyai High School of Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş) have already been returned to the church. And the 2003 amending of the constitution meant for the Churches the recognition of denominational education. 
In a similar way, Law 125/2002 dealing with the financial aid to be given to the legally recognized denominations represents a step forward. The law determines subventions to lay employees, prescribes the preparation of a budget for the purpose of determining the support to be given to the denominations, and makes it possible to separate this budget from the other local budgets. Law 354/2002 amending Law 142/1999 on the remuneration of the clergy adjusted to inflation the salaries of the clergy and of the churches’ lay employees.
 
MASS COMMUNICATION

The fall of the Ceauşescu dictatorship and the possibility to restore freedom of the press resulted in positive changes also with regard to Romania’s mass information, including Hungarian-language mass communication. 
In spite of this definitely positive development, it can be stated that state-funded Hungarian-language radio broadcasts and television programs meet only a fraction of the Hungarian-language mass media needs. The central Romanian state television broadcasts 3.5 hours of Hungarian-language program weekly, the Kolozsvár (Cluj) studio 1.15 hours weekly, nation-wide, and 3.5 hours, regionally. In 2001, the Hungarian-language program of the Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş) district radio amounted to 2 hours, and that of the Kolozsvár was increased by a one-hour ultra-short-wave program. As a result, Hungarian-language district radio programs are presently broadcast daily for 1 hour from Bucharest, 7 hours from Marosvásárhely, 5 hours from Kolozsvár, and 1 hour from Temesvár (Timişoara). 
DAHR is seeking by political means as well to establish in Romania a full-day Hungarian language radio broadcasting for the entire Hungarian-inhabited area through further expansion and the creation of the technical conditions for broadcasting by linking the present parallel broadcasting times. In the same vein, it is demanding the creation of a new Hungarian and Romanian-language district television station in Marosvásárhely. 
On the other hand, significant progress has been achieved with regard to the Hungarian-language programs of privately owned audio-visual stations. The law on audio-visual media makes it mandatory for the cable services to also beam programs in the language of the relevant minority in the areas where the proportion of a minority reaches 20 percent. There are also Hungarian-language programs in localities and counties where that ratio is well below 20 percent. By 2003, the number of media providing programs in the Hungarian language increased from 20 to 90. 
The political independence of the media is relative and in some cases, they must confront severe financial difficulties. The present shortcomings are somewhat compensated by the non-state Hungarian-language television and radio stations in Székelyudvarhely (Odorheiu Secuiesc), Csíkszereda (Miercurea Ciuc), Sepsiszentgyörgy (Sfântu Gheorghe), Gyergyószentmiklós (Gheorgheni), Marosvásárhely (Târgu Mureş), Kolozsvár (Cluj), Nagyvárad (Oradea), and Szatmárnémeti (Satu Mare). 

Only a few of the close to 60 Hungarian-language press publications receive state support (for example Korunk, Művelődés, A Hét and Helikon). The survival of the Hungarian-language press in Romania unequivocally requires assistance from the mother country. The aid from the Hungarian state budget is distributed in the framework of an application system through a special press unit beside the board of trustees of the Illyés Foundation. Professional training for journalists, which is provided by the state (at the university level in Kolozsvár /Cluj/) and privately (at the Endre Ady Press College in Nagyvárad /Oradea/), is assisted in the same manner. From an organizational and professional viewpoint, the Association of Hungarian Journalists in Romania (MÚRE) also plays an important role. 

The most important periodicals are Korunk, Helikon, Látó, and Magyar Kisebbség. 
The most important dailies are Bihari Napló, Hargita Népe, Háromszék, Krónika, Népújság, Romániai Magyar Szó, Szabadság and Szatmári Friss Újság, and Nyugati Jelen. Among the weeklies, the following ones deserve mentioning: Brassói Lapok, Bányavidéki Új Szó, Szilágyság, Erdélyi Riport, and A Hét relaunched in 2003. 
Transindex, the only independent Hungarian internet website in Transylvania, came into being in 1999 as an experiment on a weekly basis, then became a daily paper at the end of July 2001. By 2003, it has become an important factor in Romania’s Hungarian-language press market.
* Report of the Government Office for Hungarian Minorities Abroad, 2004
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