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THE STRUCTURE OF THE NETWORK OF SETTLEMENTS
IN THE SILVANIA LAND (I). RURAL SETTLEMENTS

loana JOSAN

Résumé: La structure du reseau des établissement du Paydad&ilvanie (I). Les
établissement rurales_e réseau des emplacements du Pays de la Siksinfarmé de
quatre villes (Zalu, Simleu Silvaniei, Jibou et Cehu Silvaniei) et 30 coames, desquelles
132 villages appartiennent. Presque une démie%@8 nummeéro des villages du Pays
de la Silvania appartiennent aux emplacements megeavec une population de 500-
1500 habitants, étant emplacés sur les grandedesathu le relief a favorisé leur
developpement. La distribution quantitative deslaogments rurales a été calculée sur la
base des indicateurs suivantes: la densité desesnpénts (7,8 villages sur 100 km carré),
le coefficient d’aréalité (14,9 km carré/villaget®),degré de dispersion et le potentiel de
polarité des centres de communes sur la base tiesqueétabli quatre classes de valeurs.

Mots-clé: Le Pays de Silvania, des emplacements rurale,|g@iiqu

General view

“Rurality is defined in relation to urbanity, oftém opposition with it” (B.Stefinescu,
2006). The expression of rurality is the villagdldyterra, predicum, fosatum) which represents
the universe of its inhabitants, and which is pret by them from the intruders. The village is
the result of a long standing process of humawizaif its territory, ,projection in space of the
way in which population has managed to adapt iteetfatural conditions and of the way of
usage of ground and underground resources, bassshwngiven economic and social historic
relations” (Candea Melinda, 2006).

The Romanian village is a proof of the continuiftytt®e Romanians in this area of the
country, and its actual characteristics are theltre$ the adjusting of its inhabitants to natural
conditions and to harsh times they have been thringasions, wars, epidemics).

Villages usually located in the river valleys wengen, the absence of the artificial
defence system being compensated by natural elsiresgecially by forests. According to
archaeological discoveries, rural settlements welgle (their inhabitants being sedentary), and
the living area being estimated to had covered d@tvB to 7 ha (I. Gén, 2006). The same
author shows that betweel! 8nd 18' century the number of dwellings in a settlementewe
approximately 20, being of three types: ground,ideep and huts, grouped into nests. The
dwellings were ,equipped” with varied fire equiprgnstone kilns (discovered at $falau),
made of mud or simple bakestones with mud garden.

Many times were they forced to retreat into woagtsaping from the Tatar invasions
and Turks later, and the survivors usually wereiogrback to the inital dwelling. This is how
242 settlements with over 12.000 families were né®t in Slaj, in general Bucov's
Conscription between 1760-1762.

In the second half of ¥8century, the term of ,state” meant settlementvarfous
sizes, shapes and functions. The village of tisi®hcal period identifies itself ,by its shape and
relation between hearth and border or by the ecanpanticularity” (B.Stefinescu, 2006).

Even in this period of time, the village had, besid peasant component, elements of
other nature: schools, churches, craftsmen worlshbp residence of the lord, taverns. This
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aspect is reflected in written papers in which appmiests, elementary school teachers or
teachers, scriveners, pretors, merchants, landisplficial employees, peasants etc.

As a result of the takeover of the Silvania Landthg Hungarian authority, of
colonizations, missionaries, the village world veasremely diverse from ethnic and religious
point of view, even though the Romanians were @it

Even today, after an intensive process of urbanizan the second half of the 20
century, the rural population represents here 48% of the total population.

Going back in time, one shall notice that the nigjaf inhabitants in this area lived in
a rural environment. At the census in1850, thegdl inhabitants represented 89% of the total
population of Silvania Land.

The network of the actual rural settlements in $ilgania Land is formed of 132
villages. Of these, 12 belong to the cities ofide(l), Simleu Silvaniei (3), Jibou (4), Cehu
Silvaniei (4) and the rest of them being groupéal 39 parishes.

The demographic size of the rural settlements

The number of inhabitants of a village shows itltien with the surrounding
environment (especially the relief), with the protiee land it has, with the various historical,
political, economic, and administrative eventsyadl as its relations with other rural or urban
settlements.

According to this criterion, rural settlementstie {Silvania Land are divided into very
small, small, medium, large and very large (table 1

Classification of the villages by number of inhabtta

Table 1
Very Small Barsa, Bic, Bogita, Colonia Sighetu Silvaniei, Deleni, Dumius| Fetindia, Firmin,
Settlements Fufez, Marca Huta, Naimon, Periceiu Mic, Poiandghta, Ratovei, Recea Mig
(>200 loc.) Tarmure, Ziuan Bii

Small villages
(201-499 loc.)

Aleus, Bilghez, Bozig, Bulgari, Campia, @Gilioara, Cgeiu, Cosniciu de Sus, Crist
Criseni, Dobrin, Doh, Domnin, Drighiu, Fige Hereclean, Horoatu Cehului, Hur|
Husia, Lazuri, Lemir, Maladia, Mineu, Moiad, Pka, Pot, Ratin, Rona, Sarbi, Seredq

Sici, Soimus, Stana, Sub Cetate, Uileagimleului, Var

Aghires, Alunis, Archid, Badacin, Badon, Ban, Bisor, Benesat, Biga, Bobota, Bog,
Carastelec, Cehei, Cgai, Cosniciu de Jos, Geni, Critelec, Cuceu, Deja, Dsod, Doba
| Fagetu, Garceiu, GiurtelecuGuruskiu, Halmisd, Horoatu Crasnei, Huseni, laz,slia,
"Inau, Lompirt, Mieriste, Mal, Marin, Mesgenii de Jos, Mesenii de Sus, Miid,
Moigrad, Moti, Nadi, Notig, Panic, Peceiu, Plopi Popeni, Preoteasa, Pria, Pul
Recea, Sag, afjeni, Silatig, Samsud, Someg Odorhei, Starciugumal, Tusa, Ulciug
Valcau de Jos, Vaku de Sus, Valea Pomilor, Zalnoguan

Medium settlement
(500-1500 loc.)

Large villages
(1501-4000 loc.)
Very large rural

settlements
(<4000 loc.)

Boghis, Borla, Canir, Chied, Cizer, Degida, Ip, Marca, Ngfalau, Pericei, V&olt

Crasha, &masag

(source: Census of the population in 2002)

Very small settlements (1fApve under 200 inhabitants and represent 12,8%eof t
villages. Generally, they are located in isolatiedgs, not so easy to get to, and have no utilities
As an example are the villages in the Rloloi Mountains (Marca-Huta, 47 inhabitants), those
situated ,inside” the hills, in the upper basins tbé small valleys or on the inter-river
(Dumustiu, 98 inhabitants; Colonia Sighetu Silvaniei 69aiptants; Tarmure, 1 inhabitant;
Bogsita, 146 inhabitants; Periceiu Mic, 33 inhabitanis; B2 inhabitants; Fufez, 17 inhabitants;
Poiana Mgura, 15 inhabitants).

Bearing in mind a possible territorial fitting, omeust take into account that the
majority of these settlements shall disappear dueatural causes (aging population) and to
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emigration.

Small villages38, represent 28,8% and together with the veryl emas (41,6%) are
a feature of the Silvania Land. They are locatatiénnter-river areas between the couloir of the
main valleys, with limited access to the main rofsseiu 455 inhabitants; Chilioara 368
inhabitants; Doh 304 inhabitants,afdia 245 inhabitants, Sici 281 inhabitants, Minet8 40
inhabitants, Domnin 429 inhabitants etc).

Almost half of the villages in the Silvania Landd(@%) belong to the category of
medium settlementsjith a population between 500 and 1500 inhabitafit® majority has
under 1000 inhabitants (41) and only in 24 villatfes more than 1000 people. Almost all
villages in this category are located on the largleys where the relief, as a foundation,
allowed their extension, and as a work factorpteed their development. Also, the possibility
of constructing ways of communication with othettlsments was a stimulating factor in the
development of these rural settlements. For exarpkea 810 inhabitants, Sag 758 inhabitants,
Peceiu 1095 inhabitants, Ban 548 inhabitanigjsr 776 inhabitants, laz 829 inhabitants, on
the valley with the same name, Plopil69 inhabitants, Megenii de Sus 889 inhabitants and
Meseaenii de Jos 706 inhabitants, Carastelec 1163 itdrabietc.

Large villages(1501- 4000 inhabitants) are few (10) and represelyt 7,6% of the
entire system of rural settlements in the Silvdraad. With two exceptions - Cam(1899
inhabitants) and Chjd (2010 inhabitants) — the other eight villages laoated on the main
valleys: Marca (1520 inhabitants), Ip (1669 inhatiis) and Ngfalau (3259 inhabitants) on
Barciu, Cizer (1741 inhabitants), \&it (1717 inhabitants) and Pericei (2787 inhabitanis)
Crasna, Borla (1582 inhabitants) anddidiar (1918 inhabitants) on Zai.

Only two villages have over 4000 inhabitants arldrigeto the category ofery large
rural settlementsCrasna (4378 inhabitants) supported as localenscin historic times and
Sarmisag (4710 inhabitants), stimulated by coal mininthisurrounding area. These, to which
Nusfaldau can be added, constitute as local centers atttn and action, with real perspectives
of becoming towns.

Spatial distribution of the rural settlements

The analysis of the spacial distribution of theahgettlements gives hints about the
way in which their network has developed, but nmiorgortant is the fact that it also gives the
opportunity for an accurate vision of the futurejection.

In the actual distribution of the villages in thitv&nia Land, not only natural factors
played an important part, but also the administeadictions by the assimilation of the villages
by the parishes. The spacial distribution of thalrsettlements can be noticed both as regards
the quantity and the morphology.

The quantitative distribution is noticeable by neahsome hints, such as density of
the settlements, coefficient of area, index of elisjpn, potential of polarization, average
distance between two localities etc.

Density of the settlemeritglicates the ratio between the number of settl¢sraand the
unit of surface (usually 100 K In this respect, the average density of the setllements in
the Silvania Land is 7,8 villages to 100 kmt the parishes level, this coefficient is, t@ th
utmost extent, the result of administrative disttitn. Thus, there are parishes with a coefficient
of settlement density way above the average: Dofify), Marca (10,4), #misag (10,3),
Benesat (10,3). Slightly over half of villages (b@ye a coefficient of dispersion higher than the
average value. Of the rest of the 14 parishesvaiies under the average in the Silvania Land,
the lowest values is to be noticed in the casbeptrishes with a larger area and few villages
belonging to them: Cain (2,5 — a village), Plopi(3,7 — 3 villages), Nyfalau (4,9 — 4 villages).

In the case of Silvania Land, the coefficient ofigly is the expression of the wrong
administrative distribution by which there are phes with smaller areas and a large number of
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villages and inhabitants (Dobrin — 6 villages, aved0 knf, 1762 inhabitants), and others with
large areas and few villages and inhabitants @Eama village, 40 kinsi 1899 inhabitants).

Area coefficients the opposite of density and indicates the tadioveen the area and
the number of settlements, or in other words, anwshhow much land belongs to the village.
The average value of an area coefficient, in theadia Land, is 14,9 kffvillage. Even more
than the coefficient that shows the density olesatints, the area coefficient indicates clearly
the big differences between the parishes. Thus,aCarsituated in an isolated place — has the
area coefficient of 40 (1 village for 40 RmPlopk, whose border expends further into the
mountain area has 26,6, Cizer 23,6, Bobota 24,4 @td in the parishes of Dobrin (6,6),
Benesat (9,3) andiBnasag (9,3), the land area belonging to a villaghéssmallest.

The index of dispersicshows the distribution of the bodies of hearthth@area. The
settlement dispersion in the territory is the eggpian of natural factors (relief, fragmentation,
hydrographic network) as well as demographic, $@cianomical and management factors.

The values of this coefficient give the opporturifycategorizing the parishes in the
Silvania Land into the following categories:

» parishes with a reduced index of dispersion (0,60)0are those that do not have any
village (Canir, 0,00) or one village (Carastelec 0,88msud 0,3);

e parishes that have two villages (without the vélageat) have a small index of
dispersion (0,51-1,00). Thus, is the case of Qg), Crasna (0,9), Geni (0,98),
Pericei (0,9), Vaolt (0,6);

e parishes with medium index of dispersion (1,01-2&)e two, three or four villages
(some of them are very small). Some parish cerdersnot have the highest
demographic potential in the respective parisini@®r, Benesat, Bobota, §ziu),
others, on the contrary, clearly dominate the ottidlages (Nufalau, Plops,
Sarmisag);

e parishes with high index of dispersion (2,01-4,8)ally have six villages (Bériste
3,2, Valdu de Jos 3,6). There are cases when the numbilagés is smaller (5) but
the highest demographic potential belongs to atitlage than the parish seati(8ig
3,3; Ség 3,1);

Last but not least, there are two parishes witlgandex of dispersion (more than 4):
Dobrin (4,1) and Hereclean (4,4). There are sibagéls belonging to them, and the highest
number of inhabitants is to be found in anothitage than the parish seat (Doba, in the former
and Digod, in the latter case).

The potential of polarization in the parish cengadially highlights the power of their
attraction over the belonging villages. When esghivig this indicator, we used the formula
suggested by V. Surd and L. Nich§t989):

Pp = N-N'/Pc

N = parish population

N’ = parish center population

Pc = conventional village population, that indisatiee average number of inhabitants
of a village in the Silvania Land (703 inhabitants)

The fact that the number of localities with smaltlavery small population is big, the
conventional village has 703 inhabitants, givesgh power of attraction to a good part of the
parish centers in the Silvania Land.

This coefficient refers to the possibility of attiian of the parish center for a certain
number of conventional villages. The smallest vaifithe potential of polarization is O (zero)
(Camiir has no village in its component), and the higlse$t7 (Hereclean).

Within these limits we establidlke following categories:

e parish centers with very low potential of polariaat(0,0-1,0) are 6 (18 %), some very

close to O (zero) — Carastelec 0,1 has a very siflagie in its component, Dumusi
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with 98 inhabitants. To the same category beloegptirishes of Chgd (0,9), Cizer
(1,0),Samsud (0,8), Vésolt (1,0);

e seven parish centers (21 %) have a medium potesftipblarization with values
ranging from 1,01 to 2,0. They have few villagessubordinates”, but have a better
spacial positioning than the first ones: Benesa)(ICaeiu (1,2), Cheni (1,7),
Dobrin (2,0), Halmisd (2,0), Marca (2,0), Pericei (1,7);

e parish centers with high potential (2,01-3,0%nBor, Crasna, Dobrin, Horoatu
Crasnei, Plogi Somg Odorheisi Sarmiasag, are characterized by a large density of
villages in their area;

e a high potential of polarization (over 3,0) havestof the parishes in the Silvania
Land (10) and indicates a fact. According to thaveged coefficient of polarization,
the parishes with the highest power of attractientereclean (4,7), Sag (4,8), Bobota
(3,6), Silatig (3,7).

Perished settlements, settlements on the way ishjyey, viable settlements

In the long process of administrative managemernhefpopulation in the Silvania
Land, some settlements have perished, others driadidy their position in the territory, or by
the existence of natural resources — have developed

Perished settlementslot all the settlements that are not mentionedbituchents any
longer have perished, because some of them hameabsieilated by neighbouring settlements.

Furthermore, the fact that they were not mentidnetie past documents any longer,
cannot be seen as a certainty of their dispariat I why we consider that some settlements
are not mentioned in the past documents any longer

In the Silvania Land there are 50 such cases, settlements being mentioned in one
document only, at the beginning of their existefi@@rana in 1220, Adriantelek, in 1241, Elye,
in 1299, Poyaspotok, in 1219). Instead, there anmam settlements that lasted in time
(Bydeskweth from 1452 to 1549; Waykfalwa, 1481-1768

As one can notice in figure 2, it is clearly shotliat many of them persihed when
smerging” with other settlements (Miczetelke, mentd in 1409 as being within the ,borders
of Zilau”, Nadahaza (1492) merged within the borders ahifis, Gyalatelka (1568) in the
area of Uileac$imleului).

Perished localities in the Silvania Land

Table 2
No Name of locality Year of its mentioning Location near the village
1. Adriantelek 1241 Cristelet Carastelec
2. Alzeg, Alszdg 1499, 1546 Ratin
3. Borana 1220 comitatul Solnoc
4. Guthmer 1410 Lgenir
5. Gyetvir 1496 V§polt

The reasons for the disparity of some settlemastsnalltiple: their location in easily
accesibile places, and thus, being exposed tontlesion of allochthons. The invasion of the
Tatars in 1241, the fights between the feudalsefiigemics, the social movements (the riots in
1437 and 1454) and the repercusions which follavenl suppression were the reasons for their
disparity.

Settlements on the way of perishingplation, lack of means of transport, poor
economical situation, the mirage of the cities some of the reasons which determined the
L<drainage” of some isolated settlements, with tadency of disappearance in the near or far
future.

P. Cocean (2004) suggests, based on number ofiteiitab 5 classes of human
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settlements viability:

« settlements with certain dispariye those with under 50 inhabitants. In the Siani
Land only five settlements belong to this clasg] #reir disappearance is certain:
Tarmure (1 inhabitant), Fufez (17), Periceiu Mic (3®)arca-Huta (47), Poiana
Magura (15);

« settlements on the way of perishiage those in which live between 51 and 100
inhabitants. Such cases are: Colonia Sighetu $ivgd9), Deleni (94), Naimon (92),
Ratovei (76), Bic (62);

« settlements in the condition previous to the preoéperishindhave between 101 and
200 inhabitants: Sancraiu Silvaniei (173), Fetindid5), Recea Mic (170), Bosita
(146).

The settlements in the Silvania Land which belamghe 3 forementioned classes
make 12,8 %.

e settlements in a state of uncertai(291-250 inhabitants) are: Firmyn213), Miladia
(245), Plesca (211), Horoatu Cehului (222);

* viable settlementare considered those with over 250 inhabitants¢twhnsures not
only their existence but in some cases, even #weilution towards becoming towns
(Crasna, 4378 inhabitantsirBisag, 4710 inhabitants). To this class belong most of
the rural settlements in the Silvania Land (99)chigives stabilty to the network of
settlements.
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