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ABSTRACT - After browsing the principal terms of geographicabions like structural and
functional regions, the paper highlights the termltural region” as a manifestation of a certain
culture in the landscape on the one hand and aster fof shaping cultural identity on the othereTh
very point and message of the paper is to emphakieit was an advantage, if administrative
regions, i.e. a subtype of functional regions, wothincide with cultural regions, i.e. a subtype of
structural regions. It offers several explanatiéorswhy this coincidence was favourable, hints at
successful historical examples and recent atteta@shieve such a coincidence.
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When geographers speak of regions, it is alwayfcdif to find out what they really mean: Which
category of size? Regions defined by criteria dlire by criteria of culture or by both? Spatighdg or
spatial individualities?

Processes of spatial delimitation

First of all regionalisation must not be mixed uphwcategorization or defining typeSategorization
results in types of spatial units that may occypeetedly at different places. Natural landscapesyp.g.,
are classified according to the characteristickantiforms, soils, vegetation, etc. The same typa biily
landscape on brownearths, grey-brown podzolic soliernozems and with a natural vegetation cover of
xerophilous oak forests may occur in Transylvasiavall as in southern Slovakia and Lower Austria.

Something very different iegionalisation. It outlines spatial individualities under the terd that such
individualities exist. Not all geographers accdp txistence of spatial individualities. By the qass of
regionalisation the geographical space is subdilvidt individual entities, each of which occurdyoonce
and is very frequently attributed a name. The ugohey assumption is that every single spot on dabg is
unexchangeably specific.

Also regionalisation is based on certain critedhqourse), but these criteria may (but must natyv
from unit to unit. Transylvania, e.g., may be dreegl from Maramureby other criteria than Oltenia from
Muntenia. A result of regionalisation in the phydigeographical sphere is, e.g., the Pannonian
Biogeographical Region; in the human-geographipalkese, e.g., the catchment area of Cluj-Napoca as a
central place, the region of the Stokavian diafgoup, the Banat as cultural region or landscagedan a
set of cultural criteria.

Kinds of regions in the human-geographical sphere

If we concentrate on regionalisation in the humangyaphical sphere we meet again different kinds.
One kind is thestructural region in the sense of a region in which a set of sinGlzaracteristics occurs all
over the region.

An example is the cultural region. It may be chemased by similar types of farmsteads and villages
similar land use types, etc. Socio-economic regiassa second example, are characterised by aasimil
economic and employment structure. Thus, we araivagricultural regions, industrial regions, toaoris
regions, etc.

Structural regions display a certain extent of hgemeity related to the criteria in question whidesl
not mean that they are completely homogeneousttgyt are not necessarily functional units. Partarof
agricultural region, e.g., may gravitate to a cety while other parts of the region gravitate weatre B.

A functional region, on the other hand, may be rather inhomogeneads i{fanostly is), but its parts
are functionally related to each other. The cladstxamples are catchment areas of central placérei
sense of Walter CHRISTALLER. The central place &urlcentre) provides for the supply of its catchment
area with higher-ranking services — in the fieldseducation, health care, transportation, admiaiigtn,
goods and services — and receives in turn resodiroesits catchment area (labour force, raw malgria
space for recreation).

A subtype of functional regions are administratiegions. A region is attributed to an administrativ
centre, which constitutes a functional relationwsstn the centre and the rest of the region: by the
responsibility of official authorities in the ceatfor this region, by elections to representatiedibs, by
financial transfers from the region to the centaxés, fees) and from the centre to the regiomgtes
payments, investments, subsidies).

For administrative regions it is a great advantadesn they coincide with the central place systiesn,
when they have functional relations not only in fieéd of administration, but also in all the othesronomic
and extra-economic fields mentioned before (edanatiealth care, transportation, supply with goadd
services, labour force recruitment, supply with raaterials, recreation). This has a lot of synécgeffects
and contributes to the efficiency of administratispatial planning, etc.
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Where the system of administrative regions does aoincide with the central place system the
difficulties are obvious and must be counterbaldniog additional measures (planning associations. etc
Striking examples in this respect are the city dérwvia, which is administratively separated from its
catchment area (comprising at least Lower Ausbyaprovincial boundaries; and the city of Berlirhiah is
also separated from its catchment area Branderdyupgovincial boundaries.

It was therefore a major goal of the recent andoongEU-driven decentralisation and administrative
regionalisation process in the eastern part of piim adapt administrative regions to the centlatep
system. This attempt was (with the major exceptio8lovakia) in general successful.

Also in Romania, the county (jugesystem which originates by spatial configuratiothe Communist
era, corresponds to the central place system ahtso-level, but not of the macro-level (the leafelarger
regional centres like Cluj-Napoca).

THE TERM “CULTURAL REGION”

Cultural regions may be defined by a set of cultaréeria such as traditional farm and village egp
traditions of land use (e.g. viticulture) and famgi traditions of nutrition, everyday practices attitudes,
traditions of celebrating holidays and festivittea, common historical consciousness, language -smot
much the standard language, but dialects, whichuéetly form a continuum even between different
standard languages religion and the material manifestations ofgieln (churches, chapels, crosses, places
of pilgrimage etc.). There may be several othé¢ega. Many of them are rather symbolic, but thegpe the
identity of people raised and living in this regiamd contribute to a common consciousness.

Yi-Fu TUAN, an American Chinese and prominent awaltwgeographer, a disciple of Carl SAUER, the
founder of the Berkeley School of Cultural Geogrgpiias expressed this by these very colourful words
.[Place] is made up of experiences, mostly fleetangd undramatic, repeated day after day and over th
span of years. It is a unique blend of sights, ssuand smells, a unique harmony of natural andicigl
rhythms such as times of sunset, of work and flag. feel of a place is registered in one’s musateb
bones”(TUAN 1977, p. 183 f).

The criteria applied to define a cultural regionymaso vary from case to case. Many common
characteristics of a cultural region are rootedhi@ past, in history. They can mostly be tracedkliaca
historical political unit; to an individual statiké it is with Montenegro, with many parts of Gemgaand
Italy; to a former autonomous region like it is kvinost Austrian provinces and the Czech lands Bahem
Moravia and Silesia. In such cases the historigattional relations may have persisted up to theseqnt
day, so that the cultural region is at the same tnfunctional region.

But regional cultural identities may also evolvaiiich historical preconditions do not exist; arid tan
happen within a surprisingly short time. Regiorggntity building has, e.g., been very successfuhin
German provinces of Nordrhein-Westfalen and Hessein the Austrian province of Burgenland. This
easternmost Austrian province was an integratetl gdathe Hungarian Kingdom from its very beginning
around the year 1000 up to 1921, when it was awlatdehe newly established Austrian Republic. Iswa
even subdivided among several Hungarian countis® # had not been an administrative unit within
Hungary. But as a self-governing federal provinéeAastria from 1921 onward and by propagating a
“Pannonian identity” by all means a political uhés at its disposal (educational system, mediajstou
promotion) a specific cultural identity of Burgenthdeveloped within a few decades. It is currenilyre
distinct than the identities of some other, rehlbtorical Austrian provinces.

The notion of the cultural region differs from whatdescribed by “mental space”, since mental spgace
in principle related to an individual and may varextension and content from person to persontel hay
be inter-personal convergence of personal mengalespto the extent that the mental spaces of idbpe of
a cultural community coincide and are thus idehtigth what is perceived as a cultural region. Eseence
of a cultural region, however, is that it consethe material, by all human senses perceivalpaatof a
cultural community. A human community with a specitulture has shaped it in a certain (if not

! The Bay of Kotor [Boka Kotorska] cultivates, epe Dalmatian and Catholic tradition of carnewéthough it is now
a part of Montenegro and Catholics have been rebiteca tiny minority.

2 (like it is, e.g., between Slovene and Croatiareven between Slovene and German in Carinthiap &le Hungarian
colloquial language or dialects spoken in Transyl@@omprise many Romanian words and vice versa.
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homogenous) way. By continued perception of its #tdmmunity strengthens in turn its common identity
and consciousness. A cultural region also helpé witding such an identity and consciousness from
generation to generation.

This is even true in our era of globalisation adessive spatial mobility. On the one hand most
permanent migrants are inclined to assimilate éoditure (and cultural landscape) of their new ésnon
the other they preserve a special feeling of famiili for the cultural landscape, in which they dadeen
raised — even decades after having left it.

COINCIDENCE OF ADMINISTRATIVE AND CULTURAL REGIONS
AS A POLITICAL GOAL

Why to strive for coincidence?

It would be an advantage, and this is the verytpana message of this paper, if administrativearsg)i
would coincide with cultural regions. The advangagésuch a coincidence are in the author’s opinion

A common cultural identity and a common consciogsneithin an administrative region makes it
much easier to make people engaged for the reffipnpmmon regional goals.

A common cultural identity forms a good basis facial solidarity among the population with
disadvantaged parts of the region. This may redati in economic benefits. It is, e.g., certairdgier to
make Transylvanians running and engaging themsédbrefransylvania than the citizens of the county o
Cluj for the county of Cluj or the inhabitants betNorthwest Development Region for the NW-DR.

Ethnic and national identities may step into thekigaound. If, e.g., a common cultural identity of
Transylvania is also supported by an administratagion called “Transylvania”, this may well haveet
effect that Romanians, Hungarians, Roma, Germam®#ner ethnic groups of this region feel and a¢he
first line as Transylvanians and not as Romanibiusigarians etc. Very good examples in this respezt
the Austrian federal provinces of Burgenland andir@laia where in a multicultural situation ethnic
majorities as well as ethnic minorities engage #eues for common regional goals because of their
common regional identity (however, with some praiein Carinthia due to a very specific situation).
Another good example is South Tyrol, where the commegional identity is so strong and the advargage
of an administrative region with strong competengkself-government are so obvious to everybody tha
national animosities and antagonisms between Gexnitafians, and Ladins have calmed down essentiall

The problem is that cultural regions are in prifeigtructural regions and not functional regions.itS
may be difficult to have the two assets of an adshiative region combined: to coincide with the ttah
place system as well as with cultural identities.

Recent attempts of bringing administrative and culural regions into coincidence

Looking again at the current decentralisation pseaa the eastern part of Europe, one has to abatit
bringing administrative regions into coincidenceéhagultural regions was not really successful.

The only major exception is Poland, where the n&wdivodships [wojewddztwo] implemented in
1999 coincide indeed in many cases with culturgiiomal identities and have also (very symbolic!)
traditional names: Greater Poland [w. wielkopolkkieesser Poland [w. malopolskie], Silesigtask],
Masovia [Mazowsze], etc.

To a limited extent also Hungary is another exaeptivhere the traditional county system has been
preserved throughout the Communist era and hasocalgaandomly been modified afterwards (fig. 2utB
the counties are in most cases rather subdividirgel cultural regions and are not so much culagibons
in their own right.

This is also true for Romania, where with a feweptmons county [jud$ boundaries dissect larger
cultural regions (fig. 3, 4). The few exceptions #re Suceava county coinciding with the Romangam qf
the cultural region of the Bucovina; the Maramyureunty coinciding with the Romanian part of thétumal
region of Marmaros; and theil§j county with a rather specific cultural identitfransitional between
Transylvania [Transilvania] and Gana. The Development Regions [regiunea dezvoltastdlled in 1998
do not respect cultural identities either.
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