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turning toars contemorar researc, neerteless istorical toics 
ae recentl come to te oreront o our interest (Kaecsánsi; Varga, 
“To Traitional Central Translanian Dances”). B criticall com-
ining te aroaces, teories an metos o istorical antroolog 
an micro-istor it te earlier inquiries o istorical etnogra 
an ollore stuies, ne ersecties are oening u or our isciline 
(Bárt), ic, in m oinion, oint toars inter- an een transis-
cilinar cooeration. In m stu, I raise some questions in connection 
it te regional-istorical inestigation o Hungarian ol ance re-
searc, ic ma el us to criticall reie te teories unerling 
te earlier aroaces, an tus roie us it an oortunit to su-
lement an urter reect on Görg Martin’s inestigations, ic 
ae remaine unnise.

e question o te regional ragmentation o ol culture an te 
srea o cultural elements as een o interest to local an international 
researcers since te en o te t centur (Kósa, 0). Among te 
maor antroological teories, suc questions ae een aresse it-
in te rameor o iusionism; or man ecaes Euroean istorical 
ollore stuies ere ominate  te Finnis istorical geo-istorical 
meto, ic as close to iusionism an to some extent to eolu-
tionism (Sni, 07).2 e or o Bartó an Koál, o ere 
te ouners o Euroean ol music researc, an te Hungarian ance 
ollore researc tat olloe in teir ootstes, ere also ase on tis 
aroac, sulemente  metos orroe rom linguistic structural 
analsis (Fügei; Köncei, “Has Dance Researc”). Martin attace 
great imortance to te stu o ance culture accoring to its istriu-
tion, emasising tat te geograical iision o ol culture is relate 
to te social an istorical eeloment o a region (“Hungarian ance 
ialects”, 27). He consiers tat te stu o te ierent genre-ase 
or ormal grouings is imortant rom ot a cultural an an aestetic 
(artistic) oint o ie (“Magar tánctíuso”, 67).

Some problems in the research of dance dialects
Peras one o te most imortant  an most trouling  questions in 
te el o ance-ialect stuies is at e are actuall stuing. Wat 
o e consier to e ol ance culture or traitional ance culture Do 
tese concets oerla It is not te aim o m stu to sole tis teo-
retical question, ut it is necessar to oint out tat Martin’s enition o 

2 Csilla Köncei as ritten toroug analses o te eolutionist ounations o 
te researc moel eeloe  Görg Martin or te istorical researc o 
Hungarian ol ances (“Dance”, 4-44; “A ‘60-as‘80-as ée”, 828). 

 In aition to tose mentione ere, seeral imortant stuies ae een u-
lise in recent ears, ic ring uscloser to unerstaning te istor o 
Hungarian ance ollore (Hoer; Köncei, “Dance”; Köncei, “A ‘60-as‘80-as 
ée”; Sni; Varga “e Scientic Legac”; Varga “Reassessing conclusions”).
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ance ialects as tose ances tat “lie itout institutional issem-
ination an learning, as an integral art o te slol canging easant 
lie an customs” (“Magar tánctíuso”, 6) seems to e someat out-
ate an imrecise. Toa, it seems tat  reling on tis enition, 
e otain an inexile an in a certain extent an “unistorical” sstem, 
in ic e cannot lace er man elements o ancing ractice (anc-
es, relate customs, etc.), nor can e see te namics o te cultural 
rocesses ein te canges in te enomena uner stu.

Martin seas o ance stles an ance customs rom ierent e-
rios an asions in Euroean ance istor tat ae een emee 
in local cultures  ollorie, i ou reer  esite teir intermingling 
at ierent rates an to ierent egrees. is is o te traitional 
ance culture o certain areas or settlements as eeloe („Magar 
tánctíuso”, 67). e arious ance genres an elements o customs 
ere intermingle in Euroean easant culture in some areas in te 
mile o te 20t centur (an in some laces not een until te 2st 
centur). Neerteless, certain “ominant genres” (“Magar tánctíu-
so”, ) emerge rom tese, ic can e examine to outline te 
cultural-istorical rocesses tat sae te easant ance culture o 
te area or settlement uner stu (“Magar tánctíuso”, ). On te 
asis o tis logic, Martin iie Euroe into tree large-scale geo-
graic regions an, itin tis rameor, te Caratian Basin into 
tree maor an tent minor ance ialects (“Magar tánctíuso, 
02; “Hungarian ance ialects”, 220).4

Martin argues tat te attern o uneen social an cultural eel-
oment as meant tat ierent ance stles reace certain areas at 
ierent rates an it ierent strengt. In exloring te ossile 
reasons ein tis, Martin ns tat certain etnic grous resere 
teir cultural traits in a more isolate state uring eual ragmentation, 
tat some oters i not o so, a  ierence ic can e osere 
een in te resent as (“Hungarian ance ialects”, 27); tis ma 
exlain te relatie eterogeneit o ance culture in certain areas. e 
omogeneit o ance culture in oter areas, on te oter an, ma e 
ue to te uniing eects o moern caitalist eeloment, te eel-
oment o national culture, te srea o literac, an te eeloment 
o inrastructure, ic grauall issole “te ounaries o eual 
territories” in Euroe (”Magar tánctíuso”, 4). In Eastern Euroe, 
oeer, ierences, ic ere roote in eualism, o not isaear 
comletel, ut are onl use into te acgroun, ue to te elae 
eeloment o te ourgeoisie.5 In m oinion, Martin examines tis 

4 For te maor Euroean ance ialects an te Hungarian territorial iision, see 
also: Martin, “Perorming stles”; Martin, “e relationsi”.

5 It is interesting tat te rincile o Lásló Kósa’s summar o te regional-is-
torical iision is contrar to tis iea. Accoring to Kósa’s otesis, eual 
conitions maintaine cultural omogeneit an te emergence o regional i-
erences in easant culture as ue to te ierential imact o te eeloment 
o ciil societ tat starte ater te ser emanciation (Kósa, 4448).
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comlexit at a in o macro leel in is summariing ors (Varga, 
“Scientic legac”, 88). At te same time, e also reers to canges at te 
meso- an micro-leel, suc as te integrating eect o oulation mi-
grations uring te Turis occuation (“Magar tánctíuso”, 4), or 
te secic istorical an social situation o certain regions an illages 
(e.g. Sé/Sic in Meség Plain) (“Hungarian ance ialects”, 277). 
Martin seas o te comine, oten simultaneous, inuence o sea-
rating an uniing actors in te istorical eeloment o Hungarian 
ance ialects. In aition to te unequal eeloment o ciil societ 
alrea mentione aoe, te srea o oreign an internall eel-
oe ance stles an interaction it oter eoles are emasie 
(“Hungarian ance ialects”, 2728). Regaring te latter, Martin 
notes tat “te aotion o tese inuences as ossile uring te 
erio o contact” (“Magar tánctíuso”, ).

Writing aout te limits o ance ialects, Martin reeatel reers 
to te inuence o te rolems an metos use in linguistic ialect 
researc on is aroac. In tis connection, e clearl argues, in m 
ie, or a in o etic aroac to culture, saing tat te criterion o 
linguistic ialect researcers as to eter seaers unerstan eac 
oter as roe useless en alie to ance.6 As an analog o te 
ierences eteen languages an language ialects, e ras atten-
tion to unamental ierences in national ance ialects. He notes tat 
te Hungarian ance eritage is erticall structure, as te traitional 
ance culture o a illage ears te imrint o man laers o ance is-
tor. In contrast, te Romanian ance eritage is sarl searate or-
iontall  “te so-calle ance ones o te Danue, te Caratian 
countrsie an Translania reresent tree searate orls in te 
Romanian ance eritage”, e rites in Hungarian Dance Tes an 
Dialects (”Magar tánctíuso”, 20). e question is eter e can 
sea o ance as a in o national caracteristic or rouct  eiter 
in an earl or a late sense  on te asis o te linguistic analog.7 e 
act is tat tere are man more similarities in te ance culture o a 
Hungarian illage in te Meség/Plain an a Romanian illage in 
te Meség/Plain tan in te ance culture o, sa, a Hungarian il-
lage in te Meség/Plain an a Hungarian illage in Transanuia (I 
coul cite a Romanian illage in Banat also as an examle). is sos 
tat, in te case o traitional ance culture, geograical istance, re-
gional ragmentation an oter circumstances tat cause ierentiation 
are muc more ecisie tan in te case o language  i e can een 
sea o ormer national roots in te case o ance in te Mile Ages 
or earlier erios. For tis reason, te linguistic analog ma (also) e 

6 Inee, stuies ae son tat tere can e rooun ierences eteen cer-
tain ialects, ut not alas eteen languages (Kiss, 6).

7 In a stu, Tamás Hoer oints out tat “tere as an earl ae o cultural inte-
gration an national ientit uiling in Euroe in te 6t an 7t centuries” 
an tat tis rocess also aecte Hungar. Görg Martin re attention to 
tis it is istorical stu o te hajdútánc (Hoer, 6566).
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misleaing ere, as Csilla Köncei oints out in one o er stuies: 
„noneral meia cannot e categorie accoring to te ounaries 
o soen language. Noneral communication communities are not at 
all similar to language communities. e are muc smaller or larger” 
(Köncei, “On te eral reresentation”, 68).8

Wen raing te ounaries o ialects, Görg Martin seas o 
“essential enomena” tat are consiere crucial, ic te researcer 
must select an on te asis o te oerall icture otaine rom te 
analsis o tese, te “aroximate ounaries o te ance ialects” 
can e ene. In tis case, e are taling aout a researc construct 
tat marginalises te ossiilities o an emic aroac to culture.

Martin also consiers it imortant to examine te temoral srea 
o ance enomena: Gien tat te aim o ening ance ialects is to 
reconstruct te situation eore te comlete isintegration o easant 
ance culture aroun te turn o te 20t centur, temoral-istorical 
control is essential to ra te rigt ounaries” (“Magar tánctíuso”, 
22). Here too e are taling aout a criterion, te alication o ic 
maes our istorical aroac inexile. Not onl oes te question 
o te interaction eteen moernit an traitionalism tus remain 
outsie te ocus o researc, ut te question o te loer ounar o 
te erio uner stu also ecomes questionale. I e accet Martin’s 
axiom, state in seeral laces, tat te ominant ance orms o te 
Mile Ages ere circle an cain ances an eaon ances, ten 
e soul exect a rater omogeneous icture o te ance ialects o 
tis erio  ic is in comlete contrast to Martin’s oter statement, 
quote aoe, tat te eual erio coul e caracterise  a etero-
geneous ance culture.

In te course o m researc on te Meség/Plain rom 4 to 
te resent, I ae conucte elor rimaril in to settlements, 
Sé/Sic an Visa/Vișea, ut in aition to tese in tis aer I use 

8 “e ance cultures o larger Euroean regions are similar  regarless te lan-
guage an etnicit  esite tat since te srea o national consciousness 
certain eole careull recor an emasie teir ierentiating mars. For an 
oserer aing a ir ee ersectie Balan, resectiel East Euroean an 
West Euroean ances are amalgate. e outsier as little caacit to mae a 
ierence eteen Russian an Urainian, eteen Sloaian an Hungarian 
or Translanian Romanian, eteen Romanian rom Walacia an Serian, 
eteen Maceonian an Bulgarian. Searating German rom Ce or Polis is 
as icult as searating Seis rom Finnis” (Pesoár, 0).

 Martin consiers te most imortant o tese to e te stu o te ances 
temseles (“Hungarian ance ialects”, 28). Anoter imortant asect is: te 
existence or asence o certain ance tes; te ormal-structural caracteristics 
o te ances, teir motis; te ance name an te relate terminolog; te use 
o sace in connection it te ance; te use o tools in connection it te 
ance; te lace an unction o certain ances in easant ance lie; te nature o 
ance calenars, ance arrangements, customs, ance stles; ance orer; musical 
accomaniment, melo, temo; instruments an te ormation o te orcestra 
(“Hungarian ance ialects”, 28220).
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ata rom m long-staning elor, carrie out in nearl t illag-
es.0 (Varga, “Fol ance researc” 224) M questions ae een 
ase on te etic actors ientie  Görg Martin, as te existence 
or asence o certain ance tes, te moti an structure o ances, 
te eeloment o ance orer, te co-use o certain ances, te use 
o tools, te terminolog relate to ance, te role o ances in easant 
ance lie, te nature o te ances, te a in ic te ances ere 
erorme, te role o te ance in easant lie, te caracteristics o 
te musical accomaniment, te nature o te ance an te customs 
o ance arrangement, an te ance stle. I also collecte emic ata 
rom m resonents questioning on te illages to ic teir anc-
es resemle teir on, te illages to ic te ent to ance, te 
illages to ic te marrie, an te striing eatures o te ance 
culture o neigouring illages. I o not consier m researc to e 
close an I also touc uon seeral rolems o rincile tat I cannot 
et unertae to sole.

e Mezőség/Transylvanian Plain as an ethnographic 
landscape
ere is no consensus among etnograers as to te exact elimitation 
an internal iision o te Meség/Plain as an area it its on etno-
graic culture (Keseg, 78). e most recent summar o te regions o 
Hungarian ol culture as treate te Eréli Erát/Someș Plateau, 
te Láos/Lăuș Valle, te Nag Samos/ Someșul Mare Valle, te 
Saó/Șieu Valle, te Fels-Maros/Uer Mureș Valle, te Meség/
Plain, te Erala/Su Păure, te Aranossé/Aranos Seat an 
te Torocó/Rimetea area as searate regions (Magar, 825). It is 
tereore icult to etermine te exact sie o te region: some eole 
inclue a unre illages, oters to unre to to unre an t, 
eras tree unre. All te researcers emasise te cultural is-
tinctieness o te ormer maret ton o Sé/Sic (Martin, 8; “A séi 
agománo”, 74). A recise elimitation is mae icult  te lac o 
an uniing concetual rameor, te scant attention ai to te stu 
o cultural canges (te imression o timelessness), an te ierences 
in te researc carrie out in te iniiual lanscaes (Páai, 222). In 
summar, oeer, te aoe-mentione iisions mar a central area, 
to ic te erieral or orer regions are connecte.

Kós Károl reers reeatel to te regional ierences in te cul-
ture o Meség/Plain in is analsis o costume, ol arcitecture 
an ollore enomena. In oing so, e istinguises eteen te 

0 is aer is a more elaorate ersion o te releant cater o m octoral is-
sertation ritten in 20 (Varga, “Váltoáso” 525). More etails aout m 
elor in te Plain area can e oun in: Varga, “Nétáncutatás” 224. 
Oter releant inormation aout m researc relate to m resent aer: Varga, 
“Formai áltoáso”; Varga, “A nemesi ultúra”; Varga, “Zenésogaás”.
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Nort-Western, te Soutern an te „true” illages o te Meség/
Plain (“A  Meség”, ol. 2: 77, 62, 25725, 26, 27, 27). 
Lásló Baraás ols a similar ie, ase on te exerience o reious 
etnograic an ollore researc, as ell as ase on is on re-
searc into ol customs. Accoring to tese, e istinguises a central 
grou o illages itin te Meség/Plain region (Bels Meség/
Inner Plain: Visa/Vișea, Magaralata/Pălatca, Katona/Cătina etc.), 
an rom tere, in te next concentric circle te olloing erieral 
areas are locate (Western, Nortern, Eastern an Soutern Plains), 
ten at te er ege o te region te olloing orer areas are lo-
cate: Nag-Samos/Someșul Mare Valle, Láos/Lăuș Valle, Saó/
Șieu Valle, te Besterce/Bistrița region, te Sásrégen/Regin re-
gion, te Fels-Maros/Uer Mureș Valle, te Maros/Mureș Valle, 
Marosséi Meség/Mureș Seat Plain, te Luas/Luuș region, te 
Tora/Tura region, te Erala/Su Păure, te Borsa/Borșa Valle 
an te Little Samos/Someșul Mic Valle (Baraás, 5758).

At te eart o te region lies te istoricall an inrastructurall 
most isolate Bels-Meség/Inner Plain, ile te orer areas are 
locate in close roximit to cities an relate larger regions it sar 
cultural ierences. e cultural istinctieness o te ormer ett 
nole illages along te Kis Samos/Someșul Mic an te Erát/
Someș Plateau, an te cultural istinctieness o te maret tons 
along te main roas urter colour te oerall cultural icture o te 
area. It is questionale o ar tese concentric circles can e secie 
an to at extent te ierent cultural enomena so a similar 
istriution. Quite large cultural ierences can e osere eteen 
small areas, an sometimes also itin tem (see or examle Sé/
Sic) (Baraás, 560). Comaratie researc to ate (on agriculture, 
arcitecture, costume, ol ance, ol music, ol customs) sos a 
strong cultural inuence rom te surrouning etnograic regions 
in te orer areas, ic grauall eaens as one moes toars 
te Bels Meség/Inner Plain. Accoring to Baraás, tis is also 
suorte  te internal (emic) image o culture tat te inaitants 
ae o te region in terms o teir ercetion o te lanscae an 
teir sense o elonging (Baraás, 5). Looing at ance culture, I 
am o te same oinion, ut I tin tat a toroug stu o regional 
ientit oul e neee to etter ene te external an internal 
orers o an area.2 It oul e imortant to examine, or examle, 
o te local unerstaning an accetance o te term „Meség” 
as cange oer te last ecaes. As late as 64, Zoltán Kallós 

 Similarl, te Romanian etnograic regional classication inclues te area 
eteen te Kis és Nag Samos/Someșul Mic an Mare an te Maros/Mureș 
in te Meség/Plain (Baraás, 5).

2 I consier Balás Balog’s an Ágnes Fülemile’s researc in Kalotaseg/Lan o 
Călata to e exemlar in tis resect (Balog an Fülemile, 5.) Besies, it 
is ort mentioning Csongor Köncei’s researc in te Losár/Lueriu Valle 
(“A regionális ientitástuat” ).
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rote tat te inaitants o Boncia/Bonția, Válasút/Răscruci 
an Sé/Sic i not accet te term “Meség” ic te coul 
ienti it (“Táncagománo”, 25), an Károl Kós also reers to 
te act tat te inaitants o Öröngösües/Fieșu Gerlii consier 
te „acar” Meség/Plain to egin rom te line Kéesásárel/
Târgușor  Vasassentián/Sântioana orering tem on te East 
(“A Meség”, ol. 2: 22, 225).

M on researc conrms tat until te mi-0s, most illagers 
in te area consiere te term “rom te Meség/Plain” unesir-
ale. Hoeer, aterars, resumal ue to te groing interest o 
ol-tourists an te ositie image roecte  te meia, tis oinion 
slol egan to cange.

Delimitation and internal division of the folk music and 
dance dialect of the Mezőség/Plain

Onl since te 50s  olloing te stuies o Lásló Lata, 
Zoltán Kallós, János Jagamas an teir colleagues  as Meség/
Plain een inclue as an ineenent ialect in te territorial iision 
o Hungarian ol music (Páai, 27). Lata re attention to te os-
sile internal iision o Meség/Plain as earl as te 50s,4 ut te 
elimitation an internal iision o te area accoring to ol ance 
music asects as carrie out extremel late, onl in 2005. In tis 
context, Istán Páai, in aition to te Meség/Plain, mentions te 
Kalotaseg/Lan o Călata  Meség/Plain transition area (Erala/
Su Păure an te ett nole illages o te Eréli-Erát/Someș 
Plateau), Aranossé/Aranos Seat, te Maros/Mureș an Saó/Șieu 
regions, te Marosséi Meség/Mureș Seat Plain an te Fels-
Samos/Uer Someș region (incluing te triutaries o te Nag és 
Kis Samos/Someșul Mare an Mic), an itin te region e istin-
guises eteen Nort, Inner, Sout an East Meség/Plain (Páai, 
8). Páai arns on te ialectal ierences in ance an ance 
music, saing tat in aition to te uniormit o ance an ance 
music stles, te same structure o ance orer, te resence or asence 
o te same ance tes, te ientication o te areas o oeration 
o illage ans ma also e a actor in etermining te ance music 
su-regions (Páai, 7). I n te results o is stu instructie to 
comare it Görg Martin’s nings on te ance ialect in te 
Meség/Plain.

 Accoring to Keseg, te rst ance olloristic summaries o te 70s an 
80s, te táncá/ance ouse moement tat ourise at tat time, ema-
sie te arcaic, untouce nature o local culture, tus creating a “ositie 
mt o te Meség/Plain region” (Keseg, 4).

4 e material collecte so ar suggests te existence o a Nortern an a Soutern 
Meség/Plain ialect (Lata, 4).



7

Gph Db f h Td D C  Mző

Martin classies te Meség/Plain as elonging to te Eastern or 
Translanian ance ialect (“Hungarian ance ialects”, 0),5 
istinguises Meség/Plain rom tree oter Central Translanian 
roinces, Kalotaseg/Lan o Călata, te Maros-Küüll/Mureș-
Târnae region an Marossé/Mureș Seat (“Hungarian ance i-
alects”, 088), an etects e small roinces  elineating te 
smaller internal units o te region:
. Some eatures o te ance culture o te Borsa/Borșa an te alle 

o te Kis Samos/Someșul Mic are relate to tose o te illages 
o Kalotaseg/Călata an Silágság/Săla.

2. He consiers te alles o Nag-Samos/Someșul Mare an Saó/
Șieu an te Láos/Lăuș alle as a more uranise region. Fe 
collections o ances rom tis region ere aailale at te time 
Martin rote is summar.

. e est non area o te mixe oulation illages in te central 
art o te Meség/Plain (Magaralata/Pălatca an its sur-
rounings an te Tóié/Lacurile Geaca) is a region it a ric 
meǹ s solo ance an coule ance culture, ere tere is a great 
oerla eteen te Hungarian an Romanian ance traitions. e 
ol-asione, asmmetricall ulsating coule ance is consiere 
to e tical ere. He mentions tat, in aition to te musicians 
rom Magaralata/Pălatca, o lae in a large area, tere ere 
seeral easant musicians in te area.

4. He enes te Sout-Western Plain as a transitional area or-
ering te Kalotaseg/Lan o Călata an te Maros-Küüll/
Mureș-Târnae region, ose ance culture as oorl non at 
te time o is ritings. Some eatures o its ance culture sug-
gest tat it is relate to te ialect o te Maros-Küüll/Mureș-
Târnae region.

5. e Eastern Plain “ance an music culture is caracterie  more 
moern, Seler inuences. e ol asmmetrical slo coule ance 
is asent in te countrsie, ut te korcsos an Szekler verbunk, 
tical o te Marossé/Mureș Seat area, aear” (“Hungarian 
ance ialects”, ). Accoring to Martin, te Hungarians o te 
count aote ance tes rom te Selers in more recent times 

5 Romanian ance scolars classi Translania as a Western ance ialect, it-
in ic seeral smaller ance ialects are istinguise. Accoring to Anrei 
Bucşan, te core o te Western ance ialect is te Western art o Translania, 
to ic Nortern an Central Translania, incluing te Meség/Plain are 
organicall line. He consiers te area aroun te loer Maros/Mureș a se-
arate su-ialect (Bucşan, 27). For te ierent interretations o Hungarian 
an Romanian, see te olloing sentences o Lásló Kürti: “Romanian scolars 
utilie a one-sie etnograic ma an Hungarian ollorists et anoter. 
Hungarian etnograers an ollorists sea o regions tat are neer uttere 
 Romanian scolars it suc an ae an reerence […] Clearl at is at te 
eart o tis rolem is tat ot Hungarian an Romanian intellectuals lie an 
or in a ual ositiistic traition searate into maorit an minorit seres” 
(Kürti,  cite  Quigle, 20).
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(roal at te turn o te t an 20t centuries), ic is  
tis ance ialect as eeloe oer te last al centur troug 
te “usion” o te Hungarian ance reertoire o te Meség/
Plain region an te ances o te Maros/Mureș region (“Magar 
tánctíuso”, 8).6 is is imortant ecause it is ere tat Martin 
taes te most account o te canges oer time in te ance culture 
o te Meség/Plain region.

In is last summar, ulise in 85, Martin tus soe o te cen-
tral art o Meség/Plain, en e trie to ene te cultural unit, as 
consisting o te illages o e.g. Visa/Vișea, Magaralata/Pălatca, 
Feetela/Lacu, Meesü/Cesău (). As a arallel, te nings 
o Zoltán Kallós an Károl Kós soul also e consiere. In at 
Kallós calls, aleit not alas consistentl, te Nortern Plain, e is-
tinguises tree smaller units: te alle o te Kis Samos/Someșul 
Mic an te area to te West o it, te territor o Erát/Someș 
Plateau; an te central grou o illages (Visa/Vișea, Vaaamarás/
Vaia Cămăraș, Meesü/Cesău an Magaralata/Pălatca), 
ic is istinct ue to its ancient culture, an to ic a e set-
tlements (Kötelen/Găălin, Mesaa/Saa, Légen/Legii, Gee/
Geaca an Katona/Cătina) are ae on te asis o te cultural 
caracteristics o te local Hungarian minorit. In is iision, te 
tir area inclues te illages aroun Cege/Țaga, Feetela/Lacu 
an Vasassentgotár/Sucutar, te Lacurile Geaca (”Aaléo”; 
”Ésa-meségi”). Kós Károl, en iscussing te ierences in 
singing culture, ance organisation, sinning ouse customs an 
games, seas o illages in te Nort-Western Plain (Girolt/Girolt, 
Kecse/Aluniș, etc.) an te illages o els-Meség/Inner Plain. 
Witin te latter, e ienties a narroer circle: Magaralata/
Pălatca an its marriage istricts (Visa/Vișea, Vaaamarás/Vaia-
Cămăraș, Meesü/Cesău), ere e as oun similarities in 
terms o sinning games an song reertoire. In tis resect, e treats 
illages urter East, suc as Katona/Cătina an Meöölút/
Fântânița as eing ierent (“A Meség”, ol. 2: . 257258, 26, 
27, 27).

B an etic examination o te eatures o ance culture tat Martin 
also ientie as imortant, an  incluing some emic asects in 
te researc, I eliee tat Görg Martin’s regional iision can e 
urter rene in relation to te Meség/Plain. In te ligt o Istán 
Páai’s recent stuies on ance music, I tin tat, en examin-
ing ances ance  Hungarians, it is ort iscussing Meség/
Plain searatel rom te surrouning small areas (te area along te 
Kis Samos/Someșul Mic, te area along te Nag Samos/Someșul 
Mare, te Saó/Șieu, te Erala/Su Păure, te Marosséi 

6 Lásló Kósa, oeer, rites in is summar tat in te Meség/Plain region 
o Marossé/Mureș Seat te consciousness o elonging to te Seler minorit 
ersiste long ater te en o te orerl iision o te estate-ase societ 
(Kósa, 555, 44).
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Meség/Mureș Seat Plain), oiousl earing in min tat te ance 
an music culture o tese areas is line to te Nort, East an Sout 
Meség/Plain in man as (Páai an Aoni).7 M on researc 
is also in line it Istán Páai’s ata (Páai an Aoni), an, ase 
on tis, I treat te Bels-Meség/Inner Plain, te illages o te 
ormer Tóié/Lacurile Geaca (e.g. Cege/Țaga, Bua, Feetela/
Lacu, Melegölár/Felioara, Vasasentgottár/Sucutar, Gee/
Geaca) an te illages West o tis line u to Gulatele/Coasta 
 Visa/Vișea  Kötelen/Găălin as a searate illage grou. e 
illages orering te area to te Nort (Öröngösües/Fieșu 
Gerlii, Füesmiola/Nicula, etc.), as ell as te ormer maret ton 
o Sé/Sic, are exclue rom tis unit. In te Sout, te illages 
(Magarsoát/Suatu, Mócs/Mociu) still elonging to tis area, orm 
te orer along te Kolosár/Clu-Sásrégen/Regin route. M 
researc sos tat te aoe classication can e urter consiere 
an eeene, since in te area o te Bels-Meség/Inner Plain, 
rom te oint o ie o ance an music culture, anoter small 
grou o illages can e outline, in ic until te 60s, te Roma 
musicians rom Magaralata/Pălatca lae music or te ee-
en ance estials regularl organise  te local out. Hereater I 
ill reer to tis area as te Palatka dance district, ic comrises 
tent-tree illages (an seeral small grous o arms elonging to 
tem).8

7 Csongor Köncei’s stuies on Aranossé/Aranos Seat an on te 
Translanian Erát also so tat researc on te Eréli Meség/
Plain still nees to e continue, as ell as te iscussion o teoretical is-
sues relate to ance ialects (“A regionális ientitástuat”, “A aranosséi 
táncultúráról”).

8 ese illages are: Báré/Bărăi, Bélitaná/Ciriș, Gulatele/Coasta, 
Kiso gács/Băgacu, Káláni-Vám/Căianu-Vamă, Kolosorá/Coraea, 
Kötelen/Găălin, Kiskályán/Căianu Mic, Kisulon/Puini, Lárgatana/
Văleni, Légen/Legii, Magarálán/Căianu, Magyarpalatka/Pălatca, 
Magarete/Petea, Magyar szovát/Suatu, Mócs/Mociu, Maroáa/
Tăușeni, Megéres/Girișu, Mező keszü/Chesău, Mesaa/Saa, 
Omotele/Mureșenii e Câmie, Vajda kamarás/Vaida-Cămăraș, Visa/
Vișea. In te more remote illages (Aaia, Botáa/Boteni, Gee/Geaca, 
etc.) te Palata Roma musicians lae muc less requentl, on te occasion 
o a calenar estial or a eing. (e illages in bold ae a Hungarian 
maorit oulation. In te illages in italics, te roortion o Hungarians 
an Romanians is rougl 50-50%. In tese illages, te nationalities ance 
searatel en te coul. In te illages mare it unerlining, te ro-
ortion o Hungarians is negligile  0-2 amilies at most. In te oters 
tere are no Hungarians.)
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Inner Plain ance ialect. e Palata/Pălatca ance istrict is in ar 
gre, te Tóié/Lacurile Geaca istrict is in ligt gre colour.
Ma o Translania, , Dima Eitions, Buaest

Comaring te ance reertoire an te coreological caracteristics 
o te ances o te local settlements it tose o te oter Tóié/
Lacurile Geaca, ague ierences emerge. e asmmetrical slo cou-
le ance (lassú cigánytánc/slow gypsy dance) it asmmetrical ulsation, 
ic as tical o te Palata istrict an ance  Hungarians, 
a alrea isaeare in te late 800s in te areas aroun Bua, 
Melegölár/Felioara an Feetela/Lacu. e mixe magyar/
Hungarian or our erson ance (men an omen ancing togeter) 
also ell out o asion sometime aroun te First Worl War, ile 
in te Palata ance istrict it as still ance  Hungarians in te 
60s.

e asmmetrical, rotating coule ance (vaţitură) o te Romanians 
o te Tóié/Lacurile Geaca as coreological eatures ierent 
rom te so-calle joc românesc ance in te Palata istrict. In te 
Romanian ance o te Tóié/Lacurile Geaca, men an omen 
ance almost exclusiel oling eac oter’s let ans, in man cases 
moing almost oosite eac oter, ereas in te Palata ance is-
trict, coules mostl ol ans it teir rigt ans. In aition, in 
te smmetrical coule ances in te Tóié/Lacurile Geaca tere is 
an uner-arm rotation, ere te oman turns tice aroun er on 
axis in a simle ule meter (2/4) ile in te Palata istrict te same 
moement is almost alas execute in a simle quarule meter (4/4). 
ese latter ierences ma seem er small, ut in man cases te 
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can conuse ancing an, in te case o te Romanian slo coule, een 
mae ancing togeter imossile.

e searation o te to small regions is ustie not onl  te 
ierent musical accomaniment an ance terminolog20 ut also  
te locals’ image o teir on ance culture (te ance grou te e-
ne). At te time o collectiiation, man eole rom te illages 
aroun Magaralata/Pălatca moe to te larger, an tereore more 
laour-intensie, illage o Katona/Cătina in te Tóié/Lacurile 
Geaca. A recurring moti in teir memories is tat te ere reluctant 
to atten te estiities ecause te coul not ance it te locals.

Accoring to m inormants, te Hungarians o Visa/Vișea still 
ae close insi relations it te Hungarians o Kötelen/Găălin, 
Meesü/Cesău, Magaralata/Pălatca, Kisulon/Puini, Vaa-
amarás/Cămăraș, Mesaa/Saa an Magarsoát/Suatu,2 ic 
te claim to elong to te same etnograic unit. e muc roa-
er marriage relations o te Visa/Vișea Romanians concerne all te 
illages aroun Magaralata/Pălatca excet Kisogács/Băgaciu, 
Magarete/Petea an Légen/Legii, an aart rom tese te rarel 
marrie it te inaitants o te Romanian illages along te Kis 
Samos/Someșul Mic, ut not at all it te inaitants o te Tóié/
Lacurile Geaca. Until te 60s, Hungarian an Romanian men rom 
Visa/Vișea attene eeen ances in te illages elonging to te 
marriage circle outline ere.

Conclusions
e aoe iision is mainl ase on te analsis o te Hungarian 
ance material. In terms o te ormal an structural caracteristics o 
Romanian coule ances, as ell as te moti reertoire, te Meség/
Plain an te surrouning small roinces resent a rater omoge-
neous icture, an onl in te case o te men’s ances, ic mae u 
a muc smaller art o te ance stoc tan te coule ances, o e 
see regional ierences similar to tose o te Hungarians.22 All tis 
arns us tat it is ort reieing an rening te asects on te asis 
o ic e conuct our ialectological inestigations. In m oinion, 

 I exerience tis at seeral estials ere e trie to get ancers rom te 
Tóié/Lacurile Geaca an te Magaralata/Pălatca area to ance it eac 
oter.

20 Istán Páai’s most recent ma also mars te Tóié/Lacurile Geaca an te 
Bels-Meséget/Inner Plain searatel (Páai an Aoni)

2 e marrie less requentl it eole rom Boncia/Bonția, Válasút/
Răscruci, Mócs/Mociu, Megéres/Girișu an Kálán/Căianu, an occasion-
all it eole rom Légen/Legii an Sé/Sic. In aition, some Hungarian 
amilies o Kötelen/Găălin an Zsu/Jucu are o Visa/Vișea origin.

22 e Romanian ance material is all te more ort examining, as since te 
8t centur te Romanians ae een te most imortant etnic grou in te 
Meség/Plain.
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in te case o te ances, te stu o te smmetrical ulsating air 
ances non as te Gypsy dance, te csárdás/ceardaş, te szökős/bătuta 
an te sűrű/des is o articular imortance, since, unlie te meǹ s 
ance, te maorit o te eole o te Meség/Plain no an still 
ance tem. is iea is suorte  te act tat in te ast maorit 
o cases, te locals istinguis eteen tese ances en ening 
ance istricts.

All tis also sos tat en examining ance ialects, e soul 
e careul it our national or etnic ocus, an tat in te uture it 
oul e ortile to examine te ance culture o te Meség/
Plain rom a Romanian, Saxon an Roma ersectie in aition to te 
Hungarian one.2 It is ort quoting Károl Kós: “e Meség/Plain 
is te common omelan o te Romanian an Hungarian eole, an 
een o te settle Saxon an te Gs etnic grou liing in some 
illages on its Norteastern erier. As suc, it is oious tat te 
„Meség/Plain” secicit can arl e unerstoo itout taing 
tis into account” ( “A Meség”, ol. : 8). Among Romanian re-
searcers, Anca Giurcescu re attention to te interetnic realtions 
o te ance culture o te illages in Central Translania (Giurcescu 
an Blolan, 275).24 Suc researc, ic sees to exlore te inter-et-
nic an transnational asects o ance culture, oul require a cange 
in aroac an metoolog, an oul also necessitate te creation 
o ne teoretical rameors.25

2 Accoring to our resent nolege, ic is suercial rom tis oint o ie, 
consiering te ormal aearance o te ances, te accomaning music an 
te relate use o sace, it seems tat in te case o te Roma ances in te areas 
o Central Translania e oul get a muc more omogeneous icture tan 
ot Hungarian an Romanian. It is conceiale tat a stu ocusing on Roma 
culture rom a Roma etnic ersectie oul interret Central Translania as 
a single large ance ialect.

24 I agree it Colin Quigle’s next statement: “Dance traition, I oul argue, 
as ractice among ierent etnic communities in central Translania is […] 
mixe an icult, i not imossile to isentangle. Etnic istinctions tat can 
e mae an tat are use to mar etnic ierence are usuall onl releant 
in local contexts. is is articularl so in te Meség/Câmia Translaniei 
central region” (Quigle, 2).

25 Görg Martin alrea reerre to tis in a 84 stu: “Toa te eoles o 
East Central Euroe remain unaare o te act tat teir secic national 
ance cultures ae common roots an o similarl teir national ances ae 
eole. e ulic oinion consiers tese ances to e iniiual an unique, 
originating in te istant an a ast o te nation. In realit, te ierences 
in te easant ance culture o arious eoles ere create  te ierent ace 
an ases o istorical eeloment in smaller or larger regions. e ierenc-
es eriing rom elate eeloment ere emasie  national elites; te 
lle tem it ieological meaning an mae tem sere teir on olitical 
oecties uring te erio o national aaening. e ultimate goal o olitical 
an cultural eorts uring tis erio as te acieement o national ineen-
ence an te emonstration o te istinct cultural staning o ineenent 
national communities. Stressing istinctness one-siel as ustie as long as 
national ineenence a not et een aciee. But te oecties o national 
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“Researc to ate on te regional segmentation o ol culture re-
ects a concet o culture tat unerstans culture as a set o roucts 
tat can e escrie an measure,” rites Csongor Köncei in 2002. 
He rigtl oints out tat, in contrast, little attention as een ai to 
cultural rocesses (“A  regionális ientitástuat”, 7). I eliee tat te 
solution to tis rolem, an te clarication o te notion o „transi-
tional territor”, also questione  Csongor Köncei, lies in carring 
out micro-leel stuies sensitie to canges oer time. Not onl oul 
tis sole te rolem o uneen collections, ut it oul also ne-tune 
te no rater rigi rameor itin ic Martin an is colleages 
stuie ance culture an te srea o relate cultural elements. Suc 
stuies migt so tat certain enomena o ance culture coul ae 
een rougt to quite istant laces, een  uming troug cultural 
units reiousl tougt to e close (te scool, te curc, te ance 
masters, or eras te inuence o contemorar literac, or examle). 
e question o migration also nees to e examine in more etail, as 
Márta Belénes i it te Selers o Buoina (“Kultúra és tánc”). 
Finall, te relationsi eteen traitional an contemorar culture 
nees to e reconsiere. Some o m stuies so, or examle, tat 
tere ae een canges in easant culture in te ierent ases o 
acculturation, cause  moernisation in te 20t centur (estials, 
cinema, etc.), canges ic ae let teir mar on te traitional 
ance culture o some illages (“e Necessit”, 5).
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