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Abstract: The purpose of the present study is to correlate the ethnical structure of the 

population with toponyms designating human settlements. For that purpose, we have analysed 

the ethnical distribution of the population declaring its ethnical appurtenance at the national 

census in 2011, we have identified the names of human settlements that hint at ethnical 

groups’ presence and then correlated the names of those settlements with their national 

demographic structure.  

From the point of view of the connection between the present percent of ethnical groups at the 

level of communes and the territorial distribution of oiconyms having ethnical connotation, 

we have identified a high correlation in the case of Romanians, only in part for Hungarians 

and no connection at all regarding Greeks, Polish, Macedonian, Jew or Turkish people; this 

result could only be related to a high mobility of the population, other that the majority one, 

added to substantial changes in the national structure of the population in the course of time.    
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

Oiconyms represent a toponimic category introduced in the Romanian 

Geographical research field by Romania's toponimy school mentor I. Conea in 1960 in 

order to designate human settlements, regardless of their type, size, morphological 

structure or functionality.  

The study of oiconyms preoccupied several authors such as: Conea,1960; 

Poghirc,1967; Iosep, 1986; Crețan, 2000, 2002, 2006; Palamariu, 2002; Nicolae, 2006, 

2008; Iordache, 2001, 2004, 2009; Schreiber, 2010; Cizer, 2012; Craiu, 2012 etc. 

Conea said that toponymy is a kind of map that faithfully covers the landscape entity 

(Conea, 1928 apud Palamariu, 2002). 

Romanian toponymy proved to be highly fractious and inhomogeneous because of 

multiple ethnical groups and governances that influenced Dacia's territory (Giuglea, 

1988, apud Nicolae, 2006). 
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II. DATA AND METHODS 

In order to achieve the present study, we have used the statistical data 

regarding the ethnical structure of the population at the level of territorial-

administrative units and registered by the National Statistics Institute at the national 

census in 2011- database TEMPO-online. 

The statistical method represents one the main research methods and means to 

identify oiconyms; the analysis regarded both comparisons between oiconyms derived 

from various ethnical groups and their spatial distribution. The geographical method, 

visually systematized through maps (Nicolae, 2006) was used in order to illustrate the 

spatial repartition of ethnonyms. We could herewith compare and underline similarities 

between the statistical data and territorial distribution of etnonyms. 
 

Table no. 1. The ethnic structure of the population in Romania in 2011 
Ethnic group Pers. % Ethnic group Pers. % 

Romanian 16,792,868 88.9 Greek 3,668 0.02 

Hungarian 1,227,623 6.5 Jewish 3,271 0.02 

Gypsy 621,573 3.29 Italian 3,203 0.02 

Ukrainian 50,920 0.27 Polish 2,543 0.01 

German 36,042 0.19 Czech 2,477 0.01 

Turk 27,698 0.15 Chinese 2,017 0.01 

Russian-lipovan 23,487 0.12 Chango 1,536 >0.01 

Tartar 20,282 0.11 Armenian 1,361 >0.01 

Serbian 18,076 0.10 Macedonian 1,264 >0.01 

Slovakian 13,654 0.07 Other 18,524 0.10 

Bulgarian 7,336 0.04 Unavailable 

info 

1236,810 6.1 

Croatian 5,408 0.03    

              Source: www.insse.ro; processed data 

 

Table no. 2. The structure of main ethnic groups in Romania, 2011 
Ethnic group Pers. % Ethnic group Pers. % 

TOTAL 2,091,963 100 Greek 3,668 0.2 

Hungarian 1,227,623 58.7 Jewish 3,271 0.2 

Gypsy 621,573 9.7 Italian 3,203 0.15 

Ukrainian 50,920 2.4 Polish 2,543 0.1 

German 36,042 1.7 Czech 2,477 0.1 

Turk 27,698 1.3 Chinese 2,017 0.1 

Russian-lipovan 23,487 1.12 Chango 1,536 0.07 

Tartar 20,282 ~ 1 Armenian 1,361 0.07 

Serbian 18,076 0.9 Macedonian 1,264 0.06 

Slovakian 13,654 0.7    

Bulgarian 7,336 0.4    

Croatian 5,408 0.3    

              Source: www.insse.ro; processed data 

http://www.insse.ro/
http://www.insse.ro/
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The national census registered 20.1 million inhabitants in 2011, out of which 

only 18.9 million persons declared their ethnicity (Table no. 1 and 2), the information 

regarding ethnical appurtenance being unavailable for 6.1% of the population. Our 

national structure registered a majority formed by Romanians and various other ethnical 

groups, cumulating 11.1%. Of these, approximately two thirds are Hungarians, 

exceeding 90% of Romania's national minorities together with Gypsies and Ukrainians. 

 

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

According to the free declaration of questioned persons, Romanians (16.8 

million persons) representing 88.9% of the total population. It is worthy of note that in 

95.1% of the major territorial-administrative units (counties), Romanians represent the 

majority. Territorially, the highest percents are: Botoșani (98.6%), Neamț (98.4%), 

Vaslui (98.3%), Gorj, Vâlcea, Iași, Teleorman, Prahova, Olt, Argeș and București 

municipality (over 97% each). 

Thirty six oiconyms referring to Romanians have been identified (Fig. 1), most 

of them in Timiș (6), Sibiu (3), Argeș, Cluj, Dâmbovița, Neamț and Vâlcea (2 in each 

of them), having simple forms (singular, masculine, feminine, plural) or compound 

ones: 

 Românu (1357 inhabitants) - commune (Brăila); 

 Româna in Uda commune (Argeș) (135 inh.) and Balș (Olt) (555 inh.); 

 Români in Poiana Teiului commune (Neamț) (905 inh.) and Băbeni 

(Vâlcea) (854 inh.); 

 Românași- commune (973 inh., Sălaj); 

 Româneşti in the homonym communes in Botoşani (1,394 inh.) and Iaşi 

(921 inh.); this oiconym appears as the name of a component settlement of 

Târgu-Jiu municipality (548 inh.,Gorj) and of the following communes:  

Berești-Tazlău (455 inh., Bacău), Potlogi (4.198 inh., Dâmbovița), Șimnicu 

de Sus (239 inh., Dolj), Grănicești (569 inh., Suceava), Tomești (541 

inh.,Timiș), Boiu Mare (68 inh., Maramureș), Bărcănești (1977 inh., 

Prahova), Medieșu Aurit (789 inh., Satu Mare), Roșiile (733 inh., Vâlcea), 

Nistorești (264 inh., Vrancea), Cosna (71 inh., Suceava) and Blăjel (68 

inh., Sibiu); 

 in its compound forms, this ethnonym appears relatively differentiated: 

Valea Româneștilor (494 inh., Câmpulung municipality, Argeș), Bălenii 

Români (3661 inh., Băleni, Dâmbovița), Bretea Română (266 inh., 

commune, Hunedoara), Ciclova Română (1037 inh., commune, Caraș-

Severin), Daia Română (2773 inh., commune, Alba), Sânnicolau Român 

(1005 inh., commune, Bihor), Mănășturu Românesc (195 inh., 

Mănăstireni, Cluj), Ghirișu Român (333 inh., Mociu, Cluj), Noul Român 

(360 inh., Arpașu de Jos, Sibiu), Bogatu Român (494 inh., Păuca, Sibiu), 

Valea Lungă Română (146 inh., Coșteiu, Timiș), Gladna Română (376 

inh., Fârdea, Timiș), Ohaba Română (208 inh., Ohaba Lungă, Timiș), 

Stamora Română (324 inh., Sacoșu Turcesc, Timiș), Sânmihaiu Român 

(2805 inh., commune, Timiș). 
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There are also settlements that contain the ethnonym Cuman. The Cumans 

were a population of Turkish origins which migrated Westwards and settled on the 

territory of the Romanian provinces during the 11th century, where they have been 

partly assimilated with the Romanian population (DEX, 1998). The ethnonym was 

identified as Comana in Constanţa county (918 inh.) and Comăneşti in the homonym 

town in Bacău (17.839 loc.), but also in the communes: Hășmaș (105 inh., Arad), 

Cavadinești (249 inh., Galați), Martiniș (223 inh., Harghita), Bala (175 inh., 

Mehedinți), Bobicești (183 inh., Olt) and Comănești (1068 inh., Suceava) (Fig. 1). 

The Pechenegs refer to a migratory population category of Turkic people, 

which also migrated in the East and South-East of Europe during the 9th-11th centuries 

(DEX, 1998). It is found in the oiconyms Pecineaga from the homonym commune 

(2936 inh.) in Constanţa county, respectively Peceneaga – a commune in Tulcea 

county (1569 inh.) and Pecinişca (575 inh., Băile Herculane, Caraş-Severin) (Fig. 1). 

Fig. 1 Geographical distribution of ethnonyms: Romanian, Cuman, 

Pecheneg 

Hungarian minority counts 1227,623 persons, representing 6.5% of 

Romania's total population. This ethnic group mainly concentrates in Harghita 

(257,700 persons), where they represent 85.2% of the county's population and 

Covasna (150,500 persons), representing 73.3% of the county's population. A 

lower percentage is registered in the following counties: Mureș (38.1%), Satu Mare 
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(34.7%), Bihor (25.3%), Sălaj (23.3%), Cluj (about 15%), Arad (8.5%), Brașov 

(7.2%), Maramureș (6.8%), Timiș (5.2%), Bistrița-Năsăud (5%), Sibiu (2.7%). 

We have identified 24 oiconyms containing the words maghiar, ungur or 

secui (Hungarian ethnicity related), as it follows (Fig. 2): 

 

 
 

Fig. 2 Geographical distribution of ethnonyms maghiar/ungur/secui 

(Hungarian) 
 

 Măgheruș in the communes Ozun (114 inh., Covasna), Toplița (521 inh., 

Harghita) and Nadeș (131 inh., Mureș); 

 Tăuții Măgherăuș town (2,761 inh., Maramureș), Șieu-Măgheruș (932 inh., 

commune, Bistrița-Năsăud),Valea Măgherușului (89 inh., Șieu Măgheruș, 

Bistrița-Năsăud); 

 Unguroaia (266 inh., Cristești, Botoșani), Unguraș (1,816 inh., commune, 

Cluj), Valea Ungurașului (222 inh., Unguraș, Cluj), Valea Ungurului (11 

inh., Cozma,  Mureș); 

 Secui (10 inh., Gura Teghii, Buzău), Secui (1,537 inh., Teasc, Dolj); 

 Secuia (414 inh., Muntenii de Jos,  Vaslui);  

 Secuieni (1,240 inh., commune, Bacău), Secuieni (745 inh., commune,  

Harghita), Secuieni (813 inh., commune, Neamț), Secuienii Noi (250 inh., 

Secuieni, Neamț); 
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 Săcueni (town,11,526 inh., Bihor), Săcueni (1,830 inh., Gura Ocniței,

Dâmbovița), Săcuieni (580 inh., commune, Cluj);

 Târgu Secuiesc (town, 18,491 inh., Covasna), Odorheiu Secuiesc (municipality,

34,257 inh., Harghita), Cristuru Secuiesc (town, 9,650 inh., Harghita).

The population declaring its appurtenance to the Roma community numbered 

621,573 pers., namely 3.29% of the questioned population. The largest communities of 

Roma are in Mureș (46,900 pers.), Bihor (34,600 pers.), Dolj (29,800 pers.), Dâmbovița 

counties (27,400 pers.) and in the capital (24,000 pers.). When reporting their effectives 

to the county's population, the hierarchy changes, the counties numbering the largest 

Roma communities being Mureș (8.9%), Călărași (8.8%), Sălaj (7.0%), Bihor (6.3%), 

Dâmbovița (5.5%), Dolj (4.8%) and Cluj (3.5%). 

This minority is mainly rural, the percent of Roma community living in the 

countryside is of 62.9%, which also means over 390,900 inhabitants. Cojasca (5,977 

pers., representing about. 72% of its total population, Dâmbovița), Brăhășești (5,235 

pers., 59.2%, Galați), Slobozia Bradului (4,934 pers., 70.4%, Vrancea) and Bărbulești 

(4,704 pers., 79.7%, Ialomița) are among the rural settlements registering an important 

number of Roma. 

Also, the following urban settlements outline by having important communities 

of Roma population: Buzău (5,466 pers. representing 4.7% of the total population), 

Craiova (5,291 pers./about 2%), Ploiești (5,048 pers./2.4%), Cluj (3,273 pers./3.3%), 

Târgu Mureș (3,110 pers./2.3%), Baia Mare (3,107pers./2.5%), Râmnicu Sărat (2,797 

pers./8.3%), Giurgiu (2,759 pers./4.5%), Târgoviște (2,674 pers./3.4%),Târgu Jiu (2,650 

pers./3.2%). If considering the percent in the total population of an urban settlement, the 

following examples detach: Budești (34.1%, Giurgiu), Murgeni (19.4%, Vaslui), 

Bolintin-Vale (17.8%, Giurgiu), Săcueni (Bihor) and Mizil (Prahova, 15.2% each), 

Babadag (13.6%, Tulcea), Dolhasca (12.2%, Suceava), Aleșd (12.1%, Bihor), 

Târnăveni (10.6%, Mureș), Blaj (8.3%, Alba). 

We have identified 26 ethnical connotation oiconyms referring to Roma/Gypsy 

community, integrally exonyms (a situation that appeared at the beginning of the 1990s) 

(Fig. 3): 

 four settlements named Țigănești in the homonym commune from Teleorman

county (4,508 inh.) and the component settlement of Topoloveni town in Argeş

county (418 inh.,), of Vultureni commune from Bacău county (141 inh.) and

Munteni from Galaţi (926 inh.);

 two oiconyms (Țigănași) in the homonym commune from Iași county (1,175

inh.) and Burila Mare from Mehedinți county (384 inh.);

 two villages named Țigănești in Bihor county, having location

determinatives: Țigăneștii de Criș (322 inh., Brusturi) and Țigăneștii de

Beiuș (148 inh., Drăgănești);

 several oiconyms connected with the branches/families of the roma

community: Obârșenii Lingurari (886 inh., Voinești,  Vaslui), Căldărești

(1,995 inh., component settlement of Pogoanele town, Buzău), Cărămidaru

(97 inh., Șișești, Mehedinți), Mătăsari (3,599 inh, commune, Gorj), Ursați
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(467 inh., Tg Jiu,  Gorj), Zlătărei (1,278 inh., Drăgășani municipality, 

Vâlcea), Zlata (104 inh., Drăcea, Teleorman), Ciurari (554 inh., Săceni, 

Teleorman), Ciurari-Deal (568 inh., Grația, Teleorman), Ciureni (108 inh.) 

and Valea Ciurenilor (22 inh., Zalha commune, Sălaj), Cirești (377 inh.) 

and Ciureștii Noi (530 inh., Bălășești, Galați), Ciurea, in Iași county 

(11,640 inh., commune) and Neamț (266 inh., Pâncești). 

 

 
 

Fig. 3. Geographical distribution of ethnonym rrom/țigan (Roma) 
 
 

Although numerically placed third among ethnical groups, the Ukrainians 

(50,920 pers./0.27%) do not occupy the same place in the national ethnonymic 

panel. This a profoundly rural ethnic group, with a predominance of 88.8% in rural 

areas. A similar percent (88.6%) is concentrated in Maramureș (30,800 pers.), 

Timiș (6,000 pers.), Suceava (5,900 pers.) and Caraș-Severin counties (2,500 

pers.).  They form large compact communities in Maramureş county, as for 

instance the ones in Poienile de Sub Munte (9,254 pers./91.9%), Ruscova (5,011 

pers./90.4%), Repedea (4,472 pers./94.8%), Bistra (3,543 pers./84.9%), Rona de 

Sus (3,213 pers./83.3%). Taking into consideration the spatial distribution of the 

latter ethnical group, we consider them mainly related to oiconyms referring to 

Russians. 

The population declared of German origins numbered 36,042 pers., which 

means 0.19%. Almost half of this (49.1%) is concentrated in Timiș (8,500 pers.), Satu 

Mare (5,000 pers.) and Sibiu counties (4,400 pers.). Other 2.900 Germans are 
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concentrated in three counties, respectively Brașov, Caraș-Severin and Arad, which 

actually determines a strict spatial distribution for almost three fourths of this minority.  

At the level of urban settlements, the most important effectives are 

concentrated in Timișoara (4,193 pers.), Sibiu (1,561 pers.), Arad (1,259 pers.), 

Reșița (1,255 pers.), București (1,209 pers.), Brașov (1,188 pers.), Satu Mare 

(1,044 pers.), Mediaș (700 pers.), Vișeu de Sus (606 pers.), Anina (423 pers.) and 

Sighișoara (403 pers.). 

Among the rural settlements, most notable examples are: Laslea (245 pers., 

Sibiu), Sântandrei (213 pers., Bihor), Vladimirescu (128 pers., Arad), Șiria (94 

pers.), Semlac and Macea communes (over 80 pers. each, Arad). 

The ethnical mark of Germans is revealed by several oiconyms referring to 

Deutsch, Szász, German (nemți, sași, germani) as follows (Fig.4): 

 Târgu Neamț (18,695 inh., urban settlement, Neamț county), Vânători-

Neamț (4,726 inh., rural settlement, Neamț), Mănăstirea Neamț (294

inh.,Vânători-Neamț, Neamț), Nemțișor (1,463 inh, Vânători-Neamț,

Neamț), Nemșa (593 inh., Moșna, Sibiu);

 Saschiz(1,490 inh., commune, Mureș), Sasca Mică (931 inh., Cornu

Luncii, Suceava), Sasca Mare (545 inh., Cornu Luncii, Suceava), Sasca

Nouă (189 inh., Cornu Luncii, Suceava), Sasca  Montană (472 inh.

Comună, Caraș-Severin), Sasca Română (358 inh. commune,Caraș-

Severin), Micăsasa (1,334 inh., commune, Sibiu), Săscioara (460 inh.,

Zătreni, Vâlcea), Sasova (272 inh., Rebricea, Vaslui), Sasa (81 inh.,

Ileanda, Sălaj), Săseni (98 inh., Berești-Meria, Galați), Valea  Sasului (10

inh., Sona, Alba), Valea Sasului (19 inh., Cozma, Mureș), Noul Săsesc

(328 inh., Laslea, Sibiu);

 Stamora Germană (933 inh., Moravița, Timiș), Sânmihaiu German (865 inh,

Sânmihaiu Român, Timiș), Sânpetru German (2,037 inh., Secusigiu, Arad).

Creţan (2000) also considers the oiconym Mintia of German provenience

(old Hungarian nimtiu, nèmeti „germans”). Besides this particular settlement of 

1,045 inhabitants, a component of Veţel commune in Hunedoara county, we can 

also mention Mintiu Gherlii commune (3,746 inh.) from Cluj county as part of the 

same category (Fig. 2). The same author (ibidem) considers the ethnonym 

Ghermănești of German origins, as derived from Gr. “gherman” which also means 

„German”. From this point of view, we have identified two rural settlements named 

Gherman, included in the administrative structure of Bicaz-Chei (76 inh., Neamț) 

and Jamu Mare communes (253 inh.,Timiș), but also under the form of 

Ghermănești from Snagov (2,560 inh., Ilfov), Banca (511 inh.,Vaslui) and 

Drânceni communes (1,753 inh.,  Vaslui) (Fig. 4). 
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Fig. 4. Geographical distribution of ethnonym german/neamț/sas (German) 

 

The Turks form an ethnical group numbering 27,698 persons and 

representing 0.1% of the country's population. It is mainly urban (about 77%) and 

possesses a quite punctiform localization, about 90% of this community being 

located in Constanța and Tulcea counties, but also in București municipality. The 

Turks are more numerous in the following urban settlements: Constanța (6,525 

pers.), București (2,315 pers.), Mangalia (1,476 pers.) and Băneasa (1,136 pers.). 

As for the rural settlements, several communes in Constanţa county detach: 

Dobromir (1,751 pers.), Cobadin (1,026 pers.) and Cumpăna (507 pers.). 

The ethnical mark of this minority appears in the following oiconyms: 

Turceni (7,269 inh., urban settlement, Gorj), Turcești in Vâlcea (1,013 inh., 

Mateești) and Argeș counties (95 inh., Săpata), Turcinești (1,113 inh, commune, 

Gorj), Podu Turcului (2,569 inh, commune, Bacău), Odaia Turcului (1,186 inh., 

Mătăsaru, Dâmbovița), Lacu Turcului (390 inh., Balta Doamnei, Prahova), Sacoșu 

Turcesc (3,307 inh. commune, Timiș) (Fig. 5). 

The Tartar ethnic group is represented by 20,282 pers., located in the urban 

settlements of Constanţa county (71.8%) (96.6% of the ethnical community). The 

following urban settlements outline: Constanța (7,367 pers./2.6%), Medgidia (3,211 

pers.), Mangalia (1,183 pers.), but also the following rural settlements: Valu lui 

Traian (1,214 pers./9.8%), Agigea, 23 August and Cobadin (over 425 pers. each). 

This ethnonym is found in the following forms (Fig. 5): 



85 

 Tătaru in Dudeşti (1956 inh., Brăila), Comana (626 inh., Constanța),

Măicăneşti (785 inh., Vrancea), (354 inh., comună,  Prahova), Poiana

Stampei (138 inh., Poiana Stampei, Suceava);

 Tătărani (1,064 inh., commune, Dâmbovița), Tătărani (3,013 inh.

Bărcănești, Prahova), Tătărani (581 inh., commune, Vaslui),  Tătărani (247

inh., Dănești, Vaslui);

 Tătărăști (417 inh., commune, Bacău county), (179 inh., Burjuc,

Hunedoara), (653 inh., Viile Satu Mare, Satu Mare), Tătărăștii de Jos

(3,779 inh., commune, Teleorman), Tătărăștii de Sus (3,197 inh.,

commune, Teleorman);

 Tătăranu (1,157 inh., commune, Vrancea), Tătăria (656 inh., Săliștea,

Alba), Tătarca (755 inh., Tulucești,  Galați), Tătărășeni (797 inh., Havarna,

Botoșani), Tătăruși (1,765 inh., commune, Iași), Tătărăi (598 inh.,

Poienarii Burchii,  Prahova), Tătărligu (6 inh., Berca, Buzău). It is also

important to mention that Creţan (2000, p.97) assigns to the oiconyms

Tătărași și Tătăreni the significance of "Gypsies, slaves of Tartars".

Fig. 5. Geographical distribution of ethnonym turc/tătar (Turk/Tartar) 

The Russian-lipovans are located mainly in rural settlements, as most of 

their communities are concentrated in rural areas (58.9%). The largest communities 

of Russian-lipovans are located in Tulcea county (44.0%), in Sarichioi (2,328 

pers./39.8%), Carcaliu (2,068 pers./84.2%), Jurilovca (1,467 pers./37.3%) and 

Slava Chercheză communes (1,253 pers./75.2%), but also in Ghindărești commune 

(1,865 pers./94.5%) from Constanța county. Larger urban communities are in 
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Tulcea (1,738 pers./2.4%), București (913 pers.) and Târgu Frumos (841 

pers./8.0%). 

We have identified 42 oiconyms derived from this ethnical group, most of 

them being located in the northern half of the country (Fig. 6): 

 Rus (702 inh., commune, Sălaj), Rus (647 inh., Dumbrăvița, Maramureș); 

 Rusu de Sus (325 inh., a component settlement of Beclean town, Bistrița-

Năsăud), Rusu de Sus (273 inh., Nuseni, Bistrița-Năsăud), Rusu Bârgăului 

(823 inh., Josenii Bârgăului, Bistrița-Năsăud), Fântânele-Rus (213 inh., 

Rus, Sălaj); 

 Ruși (782 inh., Slimnic, Sibiu), Ruși (418 inh., Forăști, Suceava), Ruși 

(408 inh., Puiești, Vaslui), Ruși (44 inh., component settlement of Zlatna, 

Alba); Ruși (270 inh., Bretea Română, Hunedoara), Ruși-Ciutea (522 inh., 

Letea Nouă, Bacău), Rușii Mănăstioara (470 inh., Udești, Suceava), Rușii- 

Munți (1,375 inh., commune, Mureș); 

 Ruseni (238 inh., Păulești,  Satu Mare), Ruseni (108 inh., Poiana Teiului,  

Neamț), Rusenii de Sus (179 inh.) and Rusenii Răzeși (239 inh., Plopana, 

Bacău), Rusenii Noi (378 inh., Holboca,  Iași), Rusenii Vechi (651 inh., 

Holboca,  Iași); 

 Rusești (38 inh., Albac, Alba), Rusești (23 inh., Bulzeștii de Sus, 

Hunedoara); 

 Rusănești (3,555 inh., commune, Olt), Rusănești (375 inh., Fârțătești,  

Vâlcea), Rusăneștii de Sus (260 inh., Voineasa, Olt); 

 Rusca (1,191 inh., Teregova, Caraș-Severin), Rusca (654 inh., Pădureni,  

Vaslui), Rusca (257 inh. Dorna-Arini, Suceava), Rusca Montană (1,506 

inh., commune, Caraș-Severin); 

 Rușchița (328 inh., Rusca Montană, Caraș-Severin), Ruscova (5,541 inh., 

commune,  Maramureș), Rusova Nouă (90 inh., Berliște, Caraș-Severin), 

Rusova Veche (85 inh., Berliște, Caraș-Severin), Rusciori (284 inh., 

Scornicești, Olt), Rusciori (752 inh., Șura Mică, Sibiu), Rușavăț (362 inh., 

Viperești, Buzău), Rustin (90 inh., Cornereva, Caraș-Severin), Valea 

Rusului (69 inh., Lupșanu, Călărași), Piscu Rusului (427 inh., Dagâța, 

Iași), Slava Rusă (814 inh., Slava Cercheză, Tulcea); 

 Lipoveni (428 inh., Mitocu Dragomirnei,  Suceava), Lipovăț (1,520 inh., 

commune, Vaslui). 

The Hutzuls represent a Slavonian ethnical subgroup of Ukrainian origins 

originating in the mountainous region of the Siret river's and the Ceremuş's springs 

(DEX, 1998). The name of the rural settlement Huțani (539 inh.), part of Vlădeni 

commune in Botoşani county is concordantly with the previous assertion.  
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Fig. 6. Geographical distribution of ethnonym Russian-lipovan and Hutzul 

The Serbians constitute an ethnic group numbering 18,076 pers. (0.10%), 

predominantly located in the South-West of Romania (89,3%), with a balanced 

distribution on residential areas. The most compact Serbian community lies in 

Svinița commune (Mehedinți county), in which the percent of this ethnical group is 

90.3% of the total population. The latter is followed by Socol (50.4%), Pojejena 

(45.8%) and Berzasca communes (20.8%), in Caraș-Severin county and Cenei 

(16.1%) in Timiș county. The compaction index of these urban communities is 

much lower, while regarding their demographical dimensions it is Timișoara (4,834 

pers./1.5%) and Moldova Nouă (1,383 pers./11.2%) that clearly outline. 

The spatial distribution of this ethnonym (Fig. 7) is not necessarily correlated 

with the spatial distribution of the ethnical group, as it is found in the following forms:  

 Sârbi (1,081 inh., commune, Bihor), (1,064 inh., Vlăsinești, Botoșani), (802

inh., Țifești, Vrancea), (823 inh., Budești,  Maramureș), (577 inh., Fărcașa,

Maramureș), (431 inh., Ilia,  Hunedoara), (475 inh., Podu Turcului, Bacău),

(428 inh., Banca,  Vaslui), (270 inh., Șag,  Sălaj), (219 inh., Nicorești,

Galați), (141 inh., Hălmăgel, Arad), (74 inh., Șușani, Vâlcea);

 Sârbești (510 inh., Alimpești, Gorj), (421 inh., Vintilă Vodă, Buzău), (329

inh., Lunca, Bihor);

 Sârbeni (1,617 inh., commune, Teleorman), Sârbenii de Jos (302 inh.,

Sârbeni, Teleorman);

 Bălenii Sârbi (4,707 inh., Băleni, Dâmbovița), Sârbii- Măgura (2,053 inh.,

commune, Olt), Sânmartinu Sârbesc (921 inh., Peciu Nou,  Timiș),

Sârbova (323 inh., Racovița, Timiș).
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Fig. 7. Geographical distribution of ethnonym Serbian, Greek, Bulgarian, 

Czech, Armenian, Polish 
 

At the national census in 2011, 7,336 persons have been registered as being 

Bulgarian, representing 0.04% in the total population. Regarding their spatial 

distribution, there is an obvious concentration in two counties: Timiș with 61.0% 

and Dâmbovița with 21.6%. Other notable examples are represented by Arad 

county, having 543 Bulgarians (7.4%) and București municipality, with 296 

persons (4.0%). 

Bulgarians predominantly live in the countryside (60.9%). Dudeştii Vechi 

commune in Timiş county detaches by its most compact Bulgarian community, 

made up of 2,439 persons, representing 58% of the total population in this 

administrative unit. Regarding the presence of Bulgarians in urban settlements, the 

following examples detach: Timișoara with 859 persons, Târgoviște with 662 

persons, Sânnicolau Mare-367 persons and București with  296 persons. 

The settlements having an obvious connotation mark connected with this 

ethnical group, we have identified 4 oiconyms (Fig. 7): Bulgari (243 inh. Salatig, 

Sălaj), Bulgăruș (1,696 inh., Lenauheim, Timiș), Bulgăreni (279 inh., Lupeni, 

Harghita) and Colonia Bulgară (28 inh., Dudeștii Vechi, Timiș). 

The Greek minority is made up of 3,668 persons, representing 0.02% of 

Romania's population. Concerning its territorial distribution, Tulcea county 

outlines, concentrating 32.2% of the total, followed at a great distance by 

Constanța, Iași, Brăila, Galați and Ilfov. Most Greeks live in urban settlements, 



89 

their percent being of 70.9%. București (704 Greeks), Constanța (231 persons) and 

Tulcea (208 pers.) distinguish from this point of view. Almost a fourth of this 

minority is located in Izvoarele commune (898 pers.) from Tulcea county, where 

the Greeks represent 43.8% of the settlement's population.  

As for the oiconyms referring to Greeks, we have identified the following 

simple and compound forms (Fig. 7):  

 Greci, a commune's name in Tulcea (5,117 inh.) and Mehedinți counties

(580 inh.) and a village's name in Dâmbovița (1,126 inh., Petrești), Olt

(937 inh., Schitu) and Vâlcea (560 inh., Mateești);

 Greaca (1831 inh., commune, Giurgiu);

 Grecii de Jos (385 inh., Fierbinți-Târg town, Ialomița), Puțu Greci (369

inh., Greaca, Giurgiu), Greceanca (934 inh., Breaza, Buzău), Grecești (296

inh.,commune, Dolj), Puntea de Greci (754 inh., Petrești, Dâmbovița),

Moara Grecilor (1568 inh., Vaslui,  Vaslui), Valea Grecului (1,601 inh.,

Duda-Epureni, Vaslui).

The Jewish community counts 3,271 persons, it is almost exclusively urban

and mainly concentrated (65.3%) in București and Iași, Timiș, Cluj, Bihor counties. 

The ethnonyms we have identified are found exclusively in the form of the exonym 

jidan: Jidvei (4,617 inh., commune, Alba), Jidoștina (61 inh., Șugag, Alba) and  

Jidoștița (880 inh., Mehedinți). 

The Polish are mainly located (75.6%) in Suceava county, where the 

largest communities are established at Cacica (744 pers.) and Mănăstirea 

Humorului (624 pers.). Regarding the presence of this community at a national 

level, we have identified two ethnonyms in Călărași county (Fig.7), which hint at 

Polish presence („leah”-polish): Lehliu-Gară town (6,502 inh.) and Lehliu 

commune (2,730 inh.). 

The Czechs form a relatively small community of 2,477 persons, mainmy 

rural, located almost entirely (93.9%) in the Western part of Romania, in Caraș-

Severin, Mehedinți, Timiș and Arad counties. The most important concentration of 

this ethnical group is found in the rural settlements Gîrnic, Sfânta Elena, Bigăr and  

Eibenthal of Caraş-Severin county (about 300 persons each). 

The oiconyms (Fig.7) in which the name of the Czech community is 

mentioned are: Cehu Silvaniei (7,214 inh., town, Sălaj), Horoatu Cehului (168 inh.) 

and Cehei (845 inh., Cehu Silvaniei, Sălaj). 

The Armenian community (1,361 pers.) has a very punctiform 

geographical distribution, being predominantly urban and mainly concentrated in 

the capital and in Constanţa municipality (58.4% of the total). În oiconymy, it is 

found in the following forms (Fig. 7): 

 Armeni (608 inh., Loamneș, Sibiu), Armeni (187 inh., Slobozia Ciorăști,

Vrancea), Armeniș (1,255 inh., commune, Caraș-Severin);

 Ormeniș (81 inh., Mirăslău, Alba), Ormeniș (1,976 inh., commune,

Brașov),  Ormeniș (426 inh., Viișoara, Mureș);

 Urmeniș (830 inh., commune, Bistrița-Năsăud), Urmeniș (325 inh., Băița

de sub Codru, Maramureș).
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The Macedonian minority is made up of 1,264 persons, and mostly located 

(72.5%) in Constanța (503 pers.), Dolj (134 pers.) and Bucureşti (279 pers.). It is 

mainly urban (57.3%), the most important effectives being registered in Constanța 

and București. 

The name of the ethnical group is found in the ethnonym Macedonia, a 

component settlement of Ciacova town, located in Timiș county. Still, from its 486 

inhabitants, no person of Macedonian provenience was registered.  

 Iași is the ethnical Slavonic name of Alans (Crețan, op.cit.). The Alans (lat. 

alani) were tribes of Sarmatian origins, living in the area of the Black Sea and the 

Caucasus mountains during the 2nd-1st centuries B.C. and subsequently forced by 

the Huns to move and who reached, together with the Vandals, Spain and Africa 

during the 5th century (DEX, 1998). 

We have identified the following ethnonyms: Iași municipality (290,422 

inh.), Iași (275 inh., Recea, Brașov), Iașu (48 inh., Ulieș, Harghita), Valea Iașului 

(368 inh, commune, Argeș), Iași-Gorj (927 inh., Drăguțești, Gorj). 

Small concentrations of Circassian people lived in Dobruja starting with 

the 17th-18th centuries (www.historia). The existence of Circassian people 

(tc.Çerkez-a person who belongs to the original population of the eutonomous 

region of Circassia, North Caucasus, DEX, 1998) is revealed by the two ethnonyms 

of Cerchezu (525 inh.,Constanța) and Slava Cercheză (852 inh.,Tulcea). 

The analysis of settlement nomenclature in Romania registered in 2011 

census regarding the stable (resident) population allowed us to identify several 

oiconyms with clear ethnical connotation, mainly German and Turkish, whose 

location is connected to the counties where those ethnical groups are most frequent: 

- Charlotenburg (124 inh., Bogda, Timiș), Iohanisfeld (756 inh., Otelec, 

Timiș), Neudorf (926 inh., Zăbrani, Arad), Mesendorf (301 inh., Bunești, Brașov), 

Steierdorf (1,741 inh., Anina town, Caraș- Severin); 

- Aliman (2,876 inh.), Amzacea (2,712 inh.), Cogealac (5,039 inh.), Esechioi 

(281 inh., Ostrov), Osmancea (624 inh., Mereni), Hagieni (150 inh., Limanu), 

Techirghiol (7,292 inh., urban settlement), Topraisar (5,533 inh.), Tuzla (6,711 

inh.) in Constanța county; 

- Agighiol (1,532 inh., Valea Nucarilor), Atmagea (188 inh., Ciucurova), 

Babadag (8,940 inh., urban settlement), Beștepe (1,667 inh.), Bugeac (187 

inh.,Ostrov), Casimcea (2,976 inh.), Caraorman (309 inh., Crișan), Carcaliu (2,457 

inh.), Ceamurlia de Jos (2,163 inh.), Ceatalchioi (593 inh.), Hamcearca (1,414 

linh.), Jurilovca (3,935 inh.), Mahmudia (2,341 inh.), Mina Altân Tepe (412 inh., 

Stejaru), Murighiol (3,271 inh.), Sabangia (556 inh., Sarichioi), Sarichioi (5,856 

inh.), Sarighiol de Deal (558 inh., Beidaud), Sarinasuf (456 inh., Murighiol) in 

Tulcea county. 

As refered to the old ethnical name of Hugarian or German origins for 

several ethnical minorities or their region of provenience, Crețan (op.cit.)  states: 

lat. gal-gallatae „Celt” and sclaus „Bulgarian” or Hungarian horvath „Croatian”, 

toth „SlovaK”, germ. Ratz „Serbian”, Podolia. Given this context, we identified the 

following ethnonyms: 

http://www.historia/
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 from the lat. gal-gallatae „Celts”: Galați municipality (249,432 inh.),

Galați (354 inh., Zlatna, Alba), Galați (461 inh., Pui,  Hunedoara),

Dumitreștii Galații (715 inh., Schitu Duca, Iași), Gălățeni (745 inh.,

Păsăreni, Mureș);

 from the lat. sclaus „Bulgarian”: Ștei (6,529 inh., urban settlement, Bihor),

Ștei (197 inh., Densuș, Hunedoara), Ștei-Arieșeni (96 inh, Arieșeni, Alba),

Șteia (267 inh., Tomești, Hunedoara);

 from the Hungarian horvath „Croatian”: Arvăteni (125 inh., Feliceni,

Harghita), Arvătești (33 inh., Prunișor, Mehedinți), Arvăteasca (668 inh.,

Grădinile,  Olt);

 from the Hungarian toth „Slovak”: Totea (788 inh., Licurici, Gorj), Totea

de Hurezani (264 inh., Hurezani, Gorj), Totia (89 inh., Băcia, Hunedoara),

Totești (375 inh., commune, Hunedoara);

 from the German ratz „Serbian”: Rățești (490 inh., commune, Argeș),

Rățești (739 inh., Beltiug, Satu Mare);

 people of Podolia: Podoleni (3,883 inh., commune, Neamț), Podolenii de

Jos (330 inh., Cozmești, Iași), Podolenii de Sus (945 inh., Cozmești, Iași).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The present ethnical structure of the population in Romania represents the 

result of a long and complex process of interconnection between historic, political, 

social and demographical phenomena. 

From an ethnical point of view, Romania represents a rather homogeneous 

state, although in the course of time several allogene people have been registered 

together with the majority population, whether they stayed longer or shorter 

periods of time on Romania's territory.  

The ethnical structure of the population often reflects in the names of human 

settlements. Thus, we have identified 283 oiconyms having an obvious ethnical 

connotation. Considering the ethnonyms we found and analysed, their structure is the 

following: 14.8% Russian-lipovan; 12.7% Romanian; 10.2% German; 9.2% 

Roma/Gypsy; Hungarian and Serbian 8.5% each; 7.8% Tartar ; 4.6% Greek; 

Armenian, Bulgarian, Cuman, Turk 2.8% each and below 1% other ethnical minorities.  

Regarding the correlation between the present percent of ethnical groups at 

the level of territorial-administrative units and the spatial distribution of 

ethnonyms, we have identified strong correlations in case of Romanians and partly 

of Hungarians. 

In case of Hungarians, there are many examples of ethnonyms that do not 

relate to the national structure of the population: in this context, significant 

examples are the rural settlements Unguroaia in Cristești, Botoșani county and 

Secui in Teasc commune, Dolj county, where no Hungarian was registered. Taking 

into consideration the number of Hungarians at county level (38 persons, 

respectively 192 persons), we tend to believe that the names of the settlements is 

connected to the existence of doublet-villages (ungureni-pământeni), while the 

latter is moreover a diminutive (sac-"săcui"). 
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We found no connection in the cases of Greeks (Greci communes in Tulcea 

and Mehedinţi counties), Serbians (Sârbii Măgura-Olt and Sârbeni-Teleorman 

communes, Sârbești village in Alimpești-Gorj etc.), Polish (Lehliu Gară town, 

Lehliu commune-Călărași), Macedoneans (Macedonia-a component settlement of 

Ciacova-Timiș), Jews (Jidvei-Alba and  Jidoștița-Mehedinți etc.), Turks (Sacoșu 

Turcesc-Timiș etc.), which could only be explained by active spatial mobility of 

the population, other that the majoritary one, together with substantial 

transformations in the national structure of the population in the course of time or 

legislative changes regarding the names of some human settlements (Decree 

no.799/1964 regarding the change of some human settlements). 
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