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Summary 

The study of the county elite has a longstanding tradition in Hungarian historiography. 

However, the field remains insufficiently explored. Many counties still have a little-known 

history, and the digitization process has significantly increased the number of sources available 

online. Consequently, we can formulate new or more detailed answers to old questions. 

Maramureș is an under-researched county, characterized by ethnic diversity and, due to its 

peripheral geographical position, one of the most isolated counties of Hungary in the 19th 

century. Its social composition was unique, as it lacked an indigenous aristocracy (except for the 

Sztojka family), and the number of nobles from the bene possessionati category was very low. 

Nevertheless, there was a large population of – mainly Romanian – small nobles. This context 

makes Maramureș an ideal “terrain” for leveraging newly available resources. The study 

employs the prosopographic method to analyze the body of county officials during the period 

1822–1918. The research focuses on four essential questions: to what extent the county's 

particularities influenced the composition of the administrative staff, how major political events 

affected their organization, the degree of heterogeneity in the social composition at the end of the 

period, and how much continuity can be observed in traditional families of officials. 

The counties played a very important role in Hungary's political history due to the high 

degree of autonomy they enjoyed. During the Reform Era, the general congregation (congregatio 

generalis) was the most important self-governing body of the county. The congregation 

established the county’s internal laws, elected officials, and delegated representatives sent to the 

Diet in Bratislava. The delegates received instructions from the county, which they were required 

to follow; otherwise, they could be recalled. Since the Diet was responsible for approving the 

amount of taxes and the number of recruits Hungary contributed to the maintenance of the 

Habsburg Empire, the counties held significant political power, as they were also responsible for 

collecting the determined taxes. The lord-lieutenant (főispán) was appointed by the king to lead 

the county, but until the dualist period, his role was largely formal. However, during this period, 

a process of centralization took place, increasing his authority. Nevertheless, the county, through 

the municipal committee, continued to elect its key officials by vote, set its own budget, and 

create its own internal regulations, provided that these were approved by the Minister of the 



Interior. The municipal committee (törvényhatósági bizottság) was composed, on one hand, of 

virilists – those who paid the highest direct state taxes – and, on the other hand, of members 

elected through censitary voting by the county’s residents. The leader of the administration was 

the county commissioner (alispán), while the leader of the districts that made up a county was 

the high sheriff (főszolgabíró). 

Studies on elites can be divided into two categories. In Hungarian historiography, 

research on the pre-1848 period typically focuses on a single county, usually located in present-

day Hungary. Prosopographic studies analyze the fluctuation of officials, their career trajectories, 

and the family networks of the nobility, including the political and administrative history of 

official elections. In contrast, works on the post-1848 period have generally focused on the study 

of a specific office (e.g., the lord-lieutenant or county commissioner) across multiple periods and 

are closely linked to the analysis of political elites. In Romanian historiography, research 

examines the relationship between Romanian officials and the Romanian National Movement. 

The methodology of my study builds on existing literature but introduces new 

perspectives and extends some aspects over a broader period. Until now, research has focused 

particularly on the fluctuation of officials. In this context, my study provides a more detailed 

analysis of this phenomenon by examining the number of first and last mentions of officials, as 

well as the degree of “migration” between the county and other branches of administration. 

Additionally, it traces the career paths of officials even after their service in the county 

administration ended. Another important aspect in the specialized literature has been the study of 

family connections among officials. However, few studies have specifically examined the 

relationship between officials and their parents, as well as intergenerational mobility.  The ethnic 

and confessional composition of the administrative body is also an insufficiently researched 

topic. In the case of Maramureș, these factors are particularly relevant. A novel contribution of 

my study lies in mapping the residential structure of officials by aggregating data on births and 

deaths. This information allows for highlighting the county’s particularities and analyzing the 

extent to which foreign officials settled permanently in the county, as well as the differences 

between the lifestyles of nobles and officials by the end of the period. Additionally, I paid special 

attention to studying the education of officials, identifying their self-recruitment centers and their 

distribution based on ethnicity and confession. 



During the research, I reconstructed the biographies of 527 county officials. The 

biographical data were organized into Excel tables, including the following criteria: name, place, 

county and date of birth, county, place and date of death, noble title (if there was one), ethnicity, 

confession, first known position, first known institution (county, state, city, or civil parish), date 

of the first position, last county position, date of the last county position, career stages and dates, 

number of years in public administration, last held position, education, place of study, father’s 

name and occupation, wife’s name, her ethnicity and confession, and the occupation of the wife’s 

father. 

I prepared two types of Excel documents. The first included samples from the years of 

officials’ activities, usually selected from election years. The second document contained the 

entire group of officials from a specific period, without repeating names. Through the analysis of 

the first type of document, I tracked the evolution of various processes over time, while from the 

second, I extracted the “static” characteristics specific to the end of an era. In the end, I compiled 

information on all 527 officials into a single Excel document, based on which I formulated the 

study’s conclusions.  

The dissertation is structured into three periods: the Reform Era (1822–1848), the Liberal 

Era (1861–1865), and the Dualist Period (1867–1918).  For data collection, I first identified 

election dates in the press and, based on these, consulted the minutes of the county assembly 

preserved in the county archive of Baia Mare. These provided information on the names and 

positions of elected, appointed, and honorary officials. Subsequently, I analyzed official 

directories and the press to identify officials who were appointed between elections. The 

collection of biographical data was an essential stage of the research. School matriculation 

registers, obituaries, newspapers, biographical encyclopedias, and genealogical works proved to 

be valuable sources. Additionally, specific sources for each period provided relevant information. 

For example, for the biographies of Reformed officials from the Reform Era, the parish registers 

of the Reformed Church of Sighetu Marmației were particularly useful. During the Liberal Era, 

qualification sheets provided important data, both on the officials' career paths and their 

linguistic competencies. Online databases significantly facilitated the collection of information. 

Among the most useful were Arcanum, the database of the Petőfi Literary Museum (Petőfi 

Irodalmi Múzeum), the digitized obituary collection of the National Széchenyi Library (Országos 



Széchenyi Könyvtár Gyászjelentés Gyűjteménye) and the Library of the Reformed College in 

Debrecen (Debreceni Református Nagykönyvtár Gyászjelentés Gyűjteménye), as well as 

genealogical platforms such as Geni. 

I also consulted the archives of the Museum of Maramureș of Sighetu Marmației (Muzeul 

Maramureșului din Sighetu Marmației), the County Directorate of the National Archives in Cluj 

and Maramureș (Direcția Județeană a Arhivelor Naționale Cluj și Maramureș), the Austrian State 

Archives (Österreichischen Staatsarchiv), and the Hungarian National Archives (Magyar 

Nemzeti Levéltár). The organization of the archives in Baia Mare posed a challenge in the 

process of data collection. Although documents from the neo-absolutist period have been 

preserved, contemporary record-keeping registers are missing, which significantly complicates 

research. For this reason, the neo-absolutist period was not included in the study. Another 

difficulty was that the old county archival system was not entirely preserved, and many 

documents were mixed and included in inventories with very general descriptions, making it 

harder to identify relevant sources.  

However, the greatest methodological challenge was brought by the vast time span 

analyzed. Each period had a different degree of source availability, leading to variations in the 

level of detail in the Excel tables from one era to another. Moreover, the particularities of each 

period required different approaches. For instance, during the Reform Era, the confessional 

balance among officials was a crucial aspect in the power struggles of the administrative elite. To 

reflect this reality, I included more individuals in the administrative elite category than in the 

Dualist Period, when confession was no longer a determining factor. This difference in criteria 

created difficulties in data aggregation, as applying different methods could have distorted the 

results. To ensure comparability of the final data, I used the same criteria for the Reform Era, the 

Liberal Era, and the Dualist Period, but I also performed separate calculations applying the initial 

methods. The results did not show significant variations, confirming the validity of the adopted 

methodology. The “classic” shortcomings of the prosopographic method are also worth 

mentioning. Sources often contradict each other, and there is no objective criterion for 

determining which one is more reliable. Additionally, applying this method tends to emphasize 

group interests while marginalizing individual ones. To avoid a one-sided approach, I included a 

case study on the 1843 delegate elections. During these elections, officials divided into two rival 



factions, and the confrontation between them escalated into violence, including street fights and 

the siege of the county building. These events led to an investigation conducted by a royal 

commissioner, and the investigation documents provide a valuable perspective on the individual 

motivations of the officials and the tensions among them. Ideally, each analyzed period should 

have included a similar case study to refine the results of the prosopographic analysis. However, 

due to the extensive time span covered, this was not feasible. The chapter on the Dualist Period is 

particularly lacking in this regard, despite the era being marked by a series of notable events: 

corruption scandals, the suicide of a Ruthenian-born county commissioner, the conflict with the 

Ruthenian schismatics, and the Russian invasion of 1914. Due to the structural limitations of the 

study, these episodes were included only as explanatory notes without a detailed analysis. 

Among Maramureș officials, Ruthenians, Hungarians, and Romanians were present. 

Their ethnic distribution was inversely proportional to the share of each group in the total 

population. Hungarians made up the majority of officials, while Ruthenians accounted for the 

smallest percentage. At the level of the entire county population, the situation was different: 

Hungarians were the least numerous of the three ethnic groups, while Ruthenians had the highest 

proportion. The percentage of Romanians among officials was relatively similar to their share of 

the county's population, around 20–25%. This situation is particularly interesting given that, until 

the mid-18th century, Romanians constituted the majority of county officials. The explanation for 

this phenomenon lies in the fact that, until the late 17th century, only Romanians had a noble 

class in Maramureș, meaning there was no other group to occupy administrative positions. It was 

only at the end of the 17th and the beginning of the 18th century that the Reformed Hungarian 

nobility from the crown towns began to organize. 

These nobles initially served reformed Transylvanian aristocrats who held the title of 

lord-lieutenant in the county. After Maramureș became part of the Habsburg Empire, this way of 

life disappeared. At the same time, the number of central administrative positions in the county 

increased, and the Reformed Hungarian nobility had the greatest chances of occupying these 

roles. Most of these nobles lived in the county center, in Sighetu Marmației, and central 

administrative positions required a constant presence in this city. The accessibility of Sighetu 

Marmației was also an important factor: until 1848, only the five crown cities (Khust, Tyachiv, 

Vyshkovo, Sighetu Marmației, and Câmpulung la Tisa) were connected by roads, which 



facilitated access to administrative positions for the Reformed nobility The political climate of 

the country usually favored Hungarians, with only brief exception (the neo-absolutist period and 

the Liberal Era). During the reign of Maria Theresa, certain county administrative positions 

became conditional upon completing legal studies. For a long time, the only educational 

institutions in the county were the Reformed schools in the crown cities. The Reformed School 

and the Reformed Academy of Law, founded in 1838 in Sighetu Marmației, played a particularly 

significant role in the training of officials. This educational advantage significantly influenced 

the structure of the local administration throughout the 19th century. Out of the 527 officials 

analyzed, Reformed Protestants constituted the relative majority, demonstrating the long-term 

influence of these advantages. 

For Romanians, the easiest administrative positions to access were those at the district 

(járás) level, especially in the southeastern districts of the county, which were almost exclusively 

inhabited by Romanians. Many Romanian officials likely owned land in these areas, and taking a 

central administrative position would have required establishing a permanent residence in the 

county center, which involved high costs. The ethnic distinction between central and district-

level positions remained a constant feature throughout the analyzed period. The central 

administrative roles were predominantly held by Hungarians, while district-level administration 

had a more balanced representation of nationalities. 

The increase in the number of Hungarian officials was partly due to the proliferation of 

Romanian noble families at the beginning of the 18th century and the subsequent emigration of 

some of these families from the county due to the fragmentation of their estates. Another 

important factor was the Magyarization of certain Romanian noble families, such as the Sztojka 

and Szaplonczay families. Along with the Pogány family, they played a crucial role in the county 

administration from the 17th century until the dualist period. Until 1848, power within the body 

of officials was divided among three groups. The Reformed nobles from the crown towns 

occupied the most important central positions. The presence of Romanian officials was much 

lower than in the 18th century, but some Romanian families continued to provide long-serving 

administrators, including county commissioners and high sheriffs, some of whom later became 

members of the Diet and, eventually, parliament.  



The most influential group consisted of the Sztojka, Pogány, and Szaplonczay families – 

the only ones that can be definitively confirmed to have owned significant landed estates even 

during the Reform Era. During this period, the body of officials experienced constant fluctuation, 

but without abrupt changes. In other counties, due to the political conflict between liberals and 

conservatives, it was common for almost the entire administrative body to be replaced after a 

single round of elections. However, this was not the case in Maramureș, where fault lines were 

shaped more by confessional criteria and rivalries between related official clans. Ethnic tensions 

began to emerge towards the end of the period, but they were not the primary factor in conflicts. 

A relevant example in this regard is the election of delegates in 1843. The candidates 

were supported by two rival factions: one backed high sheriff Gabriel Mihályi, a Greek Catholic 

Romanian, and baron Imre Sztojka, a Magyarized noble of Romanian origin and a Roman 

Catholic. The opposing faction supported county judge (fizetéses táblabíró) Péter Móricz, a 

Reformed Hungarian, and deputy-sheriff (alszolgabíró) József Szaplonczay, a Roman Catholic 

Hungarian. In historical sources, the first faction was referred to as the “Man Party,” the 

“Romanian Party,” and the “Catholic Party,” while the second was called the “Pogány Party,” the 

“Hungarian Party,” and the “Reformed Party.” These labels reflect three essential factors of the 

conflict: family affiliation, ethnicity, and confession. The family factor can be inferred from the 

names Man and Pogány. Ladislau Man, the county commissioner, was related to high sheriff 

Gabriel Mihályi and Imre Sztojka. On the other hand, Károly Pogány, also a county 

commissioner, was related to the Szaplonczay family, which in turn had ties with the Asztalos 

family, involved in organizing the campaign. The dominant fault line within the population was 

confessional. This is evident not only in the tensions surrounding the delegate elections but also 

in the confessional composition of the administrative body. Half of the officials were Reformed, 

while the other half were Catholics (both Roman Catholics and Greek Catholics), reflecting the 

balance – and the rivalries – between the two confessions in county administration. 

The conflict within the elite was essentially a generational one, marked by the rivalry 

between two clan-based formations. Pál Szaplonczay, who had held the office of county 

commissioner for over two decades, died in 1832. At the time of his death, his four sons—Imre, 

Sándor, Zsigmond, and József—were still very young, and none were prepared to assume his 

position. While they continued their studies, Ladislau Man and Gabriel Mihályi took advantage 



of the power vacuum, forming an alliance with the Sztojka family and effectively eliminating the 

young Szaplonczays from influential positions. The peak of the conflict was reached in 1843 

when the Man-Mihályi-Sztojka faction managed to secure victory. However, this success came at 

a significant cost. The elections took place in Sighetu Marmației, a town with a large Reformed 

population, which reacted violently to the victory of two Catholic candidates. In retaliation, the 

supporters of the defeated faction vandalized the county building and attacked and looted the 

Romanian nobles who were celebrating their party’s victory. Eventually, the army intervened to 

evacuate them from the city. 

The incident gained national attention, prompting the dispatch of a royal commissioner 

(királyi biztos) to investigate the situation in the county. During the inquiry, the commissioner 

uncovered numerous administrative omissions committed by officials in the performance of their 

duties, leading to the opening of a second investigation. Since both factions were accused of 

negligence, they joined forces against the commissioner, effectively blocking any real 

consequences for the officials involved. The elections of 1845 and the outbreak of the 1848 

revolution contributed to resolving the conflict. In 1845, with a generational shift, those who had 

organized the 1843 delegate elections were elected to higher offices. The new parliamentary 

system introduced in 1848 had an even deeper impact on the balance of power, allowing the 

county to send six parliamentary deputies to Pest instead of just two. The leaders of the old 

factions were elected to parliament, and their vacant positions were filled by their allies. 

The revolution highlighted two interesting aspects. First, there was no significant 

fluctuation among officials; on the contrary, high-ranking officials were promoted to even more 

influential positions, while younger officials joined the revolutionary army. They were replaced 

by older officials who had already retired from active service. The second notable aspect was the 

absence of a major ethnic conflict in the county, which can be partly explained by the lessons 

learned from the 1843 delegate elections. Romanian officials in Maramureș, driven by their 

hungarus identity, supported the Hungarian Revolution of 1848–1849. Furthermore, the 

experience of 1843, when members of Romanian officials' families had nearly fallen victim to a 

furious mob, led them to have a placating attitude. The clergy played a crucial role in 

maintaining peace. Many high-ranking Romanian officials came from priestly families, which 

enabled them to collaborate with the church to ensure stability within Romanian communities. 



Likewise, Ruthenian priests joined the Hungarian Revolution, hoping to secure greater financial 

support from the government in Pest. 

Ruthenians had minimal representation in the administration until the neo-absolutist 

period. This can be attributed to their lower social status, stemming from the poverty and 

isolation of the regions they inhabited, as well as the absence of a significant noble class. Among 

all ethnic groups, Ruthenians were the least socially differentiated until the end of the studied 

period. It was only in the 1850s that a small layer of Ruthenian intellectuals began to emerge, 

gaining entry into the county administration due to support from the Diocese of Mukachevo. 

Even after the promulgation of the October Diploma, the number of Ruthenian officials did not 

decline significantly. Many Romanian and Hungarian officials who had held positions during the 

revolution managed remained in office in the early years of neo-absolutism. The county’s 

isolation made it difficult to find immediate replacements, and most officials did not own large 

estates that could provide them with alternative sources of income. For this reason, tolerance 

toward those who had been politically compromised was considerable. Many of these officials 

belonged to the elite of the Reform Era and the revolution, so the year 1860 effectively marked 

the restoration of their positions, alongside the emergence of a new layer of young officials who 

were at the beginning of their careers. 

The Liberal Period brought radical but short-lived changes. The county’s traditional elite, 

composed of Reformed Hungarians and Romanians, resigned. The task of reorganizing the 

administration fell to Péter Dolinay, a royal commissioner of Ruthenian origin, who was 

appointed directly by the ruler. He needed only two weeks to reconstruct the body of officials, 

but its composition changed significantly. Almost half of the new officials had previously held 

administrative positions either in the preceding year or during the Reform Era. However, they 

came from the ranks of lower-ranking officials and were promoted by Dolinay. These new 

officials lacked the family connections and educational background necessary to integrate into 

the administrative elite. The other half of the administrative body consisted of individuals from 

other counties who had worked in the neo-absolutist administration. They had no roots in 

Maramureș and were completely subordinate to the royal commissioner. 

This shift is also reflected in the prosopographical analysis: there were almost no 

Romanian officials left, the number of Reformed Hungarians was extremely low, and almost no 



officials came from families with a tradition in administration. These four brief years also 

marked the period when Ruthenians came to occupy particularly important positions in the 

county administration. This was the third pillar of Dolinay’s power. Since Ruthenians had been 

almost entirely absent from leadership positions until then, the royal commissioner positioned 

himself as a protector of their rights, thereby consolidating his authority. 

This strategy granted him near-absolute power in the county: the officials were entirely 

subordinate to him, and there was no institution to hold him accountable, despite numerous 

reasons to do so. Although he governed the county for only two years, during that time he 

embezzled public funds, influenced court decisions in his favor, and abused his position by using 

female prisoners of the county as concubines. Many of the officials during Dolinay’s tenure 

lacked the necessary qualifications for the positions they held. A clear example is his brother, 

István Dolinay, who, despite having only served as a communal notary, was directly promoted to 

the role of high sheriff in Maramureș. Although he never actually performed his duties, his salary 

was regularly collected by Péter Dolinay. Eventually, the royal commissioner was held 

accountable, but his removal sparked ethnic tensions. Dolinay portrayed himself as a martyr, 

claiming that he had not been dismissed due to his acts of corruption but because of his 

Ruthenian origin. Although the accusations against him were well-founded, the Ruthenian 

population felt marginalized, as they had had very little representation in county leadership until 

that point. This scenario repeated itself multiple times in the county, across different eras and 

with different actors, illustrating how ethnic diversity and interethnic tensions could be exploited 

for corruption. 

In 1865 began the negotiations leading to the Austro-Hungarian Compromise of 1867. 

The elections that year restored the county’s traditional elite to power, composed of 

representatives from the late Reform Era. However, the early Dualist Period was the most 

ethnically balanced era. The experiences of Dolinay’s abuses and the 1843 elections led high-

ranking officials to adopt a more conciliatory approach. A clear example of this was the 

„compromise of Călinești” of 1865, which established that the county’s parliamentary 

representatives would include two Ruthenians, two Romanians, and two Hungarians (one 

Reformed and one Roman Catholic). The spirit of this agreement was also reflected in the 1867 



official elections when, for the first time in history, Maramureș had a Hungarian county 

commissioner, a Romanian county commissioner, and a Ruthenian county commissioner. 

This balance lasted until the 1880s. Between 1867 and 1886, half of the high-ranking 

officials were Hungarian, while the other half belonged to the nationalities (Romanians and 

Ruthenians), with similar proportions throughout the administrative body. As the reformist 

generation aged, the process of Magyarization within the administration began to accelerate, and 

the proportion of Hungarians increased until the 1901 elections. Paradoxically, after this point, 

the number of non-Hungarians in the administration began to rise again, but only in lower-

ranking positions with no political influence. In districts where Romanian or Ruthenian officials 

had traditionally been the high sheriffs, they were replaced by Hungarian officials. This trend can 

be explained by the outbreak of World War I. Maramureș was a border county, predominantly 

inhabited by ethnic minorities, and the trial of the Ruthenian schismatics in Sighetu Marmației 

(1913–1914) heightened the Hungarian elite’s fears about the influence of the Pan-Slavic 

movement. In this context, political loyalty became a crucial criterion for administrative 

appointments, leading to an increase in the number of Hungarian officials. At the same time, in 

an effort to ease interethnic tensions, authorities increased the number of officials from national 

minorities, but only in lower-ranking administrative positions with no real decision-making 

power. 

Even before the dualist period, there were officials of Jewish origin in the administration, 

and their number increased in the Dualist Period, though not remarkably. I divided them into two 

categories: Jews who retained their identity and those who assimilated. Those who retained their 

identity were exclusively district doctors (járási orvos). However, even the assimilated ones did 

not obtain important positions, with the exception of Alfréd Pál, an assimilated Jew originally 

from Budapest, who became a high sheriff and was elected as a member of parliament. The 

Korányi (Kornfeld) family had three generations of officials in Maramureș. The first was Viktor 

Móric Kornfeld, a district doctor of Viennese origin, who converted to Catholicism and changed 

his name to Korányi. His son, Frigyes, born in Maramureș, became a sheriff and later a judge, 

while his grandson, Gyula, was a county prosecutor. Most of them came from western Hungary, 

and the only two officials born in Maramureș were the sons of immigrants who also came from 

the west. Members of the local Orthodox Jewish community were not present in the county 



administration, which is not surprising, as most were engaged in agriculture, lived in poverty, 

and formed a closed community distinct from the other ethnic groups in the county. 

Before the Dualist Era, the county had only one family of officials of Ruthenian origin. 

Their numbers increased only after 1867. These officials can be divided into two categories: 

those of Ruthenian origin who retained their identity and those who assimilated and became 

Hungarian. The latter often changed their names and confession and married Hungarian women. 

The rise of new Ruthenian families in administration was facilitated by the power vacuum left 

after Dolinay’s removal, as new Ruthenian officials were needed to ease tensions among the 

Ruthenian population. Unlike the officials appointed by Dolinay, these new administrators 

considered themselves part of the Hungarian political nation and were generally affiliated with 

one of the governing parties of the Dualist Period. 

One of the most interesting findings of this research is that Romanian official families—

such as Mihalyi, Mihalka, Iurca, Man, and Pop – were among the most successful during the 

Dualist Period. Although they did not produce a large number of high-ranking officials, they 

occupied key administrative positions. During this period, the county had both a Romanian lord-

lieutenant and a Romanian county commissioner, while Ioan Mihalyi held the position of county 

chief attorney (főügyész) for 43 years. His brother, Petru Mihalyi, represented one of the county’s 

districts in parliament almost continuously from 1865 to 1910. His eldest son, Gabriel Mihalyi 

Jr., served as high sheriff of the Sugatag district for 18 years, while his younger son, Peter Jr., 

succeeded his father in 1910 in the same district. Pop Simion, high sheriff of the Visó district, 

remained in office for 18 years and owned no less than 18,000 acres of land. 

The success of these families can be explained by several factors. First, they consolidated 

their position as early as the Reform Era. Mixed marriages played a significant role, being 

strategically used to form electoral alliances. The first generation of officials often came from 

priestly families, and their fathers were actively involved in their sons’ electoral campaigns. The 

electoral system was also in their favor, as only the nobility had voting rights, and the Romanian 

small nobility constituted the largest part of the nobility in Maramureș. They lived close to the 

county center, making them easy to mobilize during elections. Another key factor was the role 

that these Romanian officials played in the 1848 revolution. Due to their hungarus identity, they 

fought alongside the Hungarians, which earned them considerable prestige at the beginning of 



the dualist era – prestige that they successfully converted into political capital. The generations 

that grew up under the Dualist system were already much more integrated into Hungarian 

society. Many of them had Hungarian wives, and their education took place in prestigious 

institutions, including the Royal University of Budapest and the Reformed Academy of Law in 

Maramureș, with some students even attending universities in Vienna. 

Political collaboration with the ruling parties was another key element of their rise. 

Romanian officials ensured the necessary majority for government-backed candidates in 

parliamentary elections in Romanian districts. In return, the government turned a blind eye to the 

dubious dealings of certain Romanian officials. This reciprocal relationship secured their 

influence not only during the Dualist Period but also after 1918. Their political pacts with the 

National Liberal Party allowed them to maintain their positions even in the Romanian state after 

the Great Union. Romanian official families were the only ones that managed to remain in 

administration both after 1918 and after the changes of 1940. The continuity of the 

administrative elite was completely disrupted only after 1945, with the establishment of the 

communist regime. 

Research must be continued in the future. It is necessary to analyze those officials who 

did not obtain high-ranking positions, as well as their appointments and properties. The neo-

absolutist period remains insufficiently studied, and a prosopographic study – at least of the 

high-ranking officials – should be a priority. For the dualist period, further investigation is 

required into the economic interests of the officials and their roles in educational institutions. 

Their involvement in cultural associations and family networks also calls for additional research. 

Political scandals and cases of corruption must be examined in greater detail in order to better 

understand the dynamics of power and the points of tension among officials. The fate of officials 

of Ruthenian origin after 1918 also deserves closer study. Finally, based on the established 

methodology, a comparative study could be conducted on the officialdom of a neighboring 

county – such as Satu Mare – which would provide a clearer perspective on the particularities of 

Maramureș. 
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8 Órai Újság: 1922 
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Abauj-Kassai Közlöny: 1875 

Alkotmány: 1899, 1900, 1901, 1902, 1903, 1904, 1905 

Aradi Közlöny: 1926 

Aradi Újság: 1926 

Az Est: 1914, 1916, 1918 

Az Újság: 1907, 1908, 1915, 1917, 1918 

Belügyi Közlöny: 1922 

Bereg: 1894, 1900, 1901, 1902, 1903 

Brassói Lapok: 1924, 1925, 1930, 1935, 1940 

Budapesti Híradó: 1845, 1846, 1847 
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Budapesti Közlöny: 1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, 1872, 1873, 1874, 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, 

1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1885, 1886, 1887, 1889, 1890, 1891, 1892, 1894, 1895, 1899, 

1904, 1905, 1906, 1909, 1910, 1911, 1913, 1914, 1915, 1917, 1920, 1921, 1932, 1939, 1940, 

1942, 1944 

Budapesti Közlöny Hivatalos Értesítője: 1942 

Budapesti Napló: 1898, 1900, 1904 

Budapesti Orvosi Újság: 1913 

Budapesti szemle: 1929 

Curentul: 1938 

Délmagyarország: 1942 

Dimineața: 1930 

Divatcsarnok: 1860 

Egyenlőség:1908 

Egyetértés: 1876, 1882 

Ellenőr: 1874, 1875, 1876, 1879, 1881 

Ellenzék: 1881, 1883, 1909, 1922, 1927, 1931 

Erdélyi Híradó: 1836 

Erdélyi Hírlap: 1839 

Erdélyi Lapok: 1936  

Esti Újság: 1941 

Familia: 1895 

Fehérvári Híradó: 1883 

Fővárosi Lapok: 1870, 1872, 1873, 1877, 1878, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884, 1885, 1886, 

1887, 1888, 1889, 1891, 1895, 1896 

Függetlenség: 1844 

Gazeta Transilvaniei: 1888, 1893, 1901, 1904, 1910, 1914, 1926  

Görög Katolikus Szemle: 1911, 1930 

Gyógyászat: 1866, 1882, 1909 

Gyógyszerészeti Hetilap: 1897, 1898 

Gyógyszerészeti Hírlap: 1931 

Gyógyszerészeti Közlöny: 1922 



Gyógyszerészeti Szemle: 1942 

Határszéli Újság: 1925 

Határszéli Újság: 1928 

Hazai s Külföldi Tudósítások: 1822, 1828, 1830, 1832, 1833, 1834, 1836, 1837 

Hazai Tudósítások: 1802 

Hazánk: 1902, 1904 

Hetilap: 1978 

Hírnök: 1837, 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 1842, 1843, 1844 

Honvédségi Közlöny: 1876 

Hölgyek Lapja: 1880 

Hölgyfutár: 1857 

Igazságügyi Közlöny: 1899, 1901 

Jelenkor: 1832, 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 1842, 1843, 1845 

Kárpáti Híradó: 1943, 1944 

Kárpáti Lapok: 1898, 1900 

Kárpáti Magyar Hírlap: 1931, 1938, 1939 

Kárpáti Vadász: 1929 

Kassai Újság: 1926 

Kecskeméti Újság: 1912 

Keleti Újság: 1940 

Kolozsvár: 1888 

Kolozsvári Tükör: 1914 

Kossuth Hírlapja: 1848 

Közérdek: 1883 

Közlöny: 1848, 1849 

Központi Értesítő: 1882, 1901, 1906 

Községi Jegyzők Közölnye: 1871 

Krassó-Szörényi Lapok: 1881 

Levéltárosok Lapja: 1915 

Magyar Géniusz: 1895 

Magyar Hírlap: 1850, 1896, 1897 



Magyar Könyvészet: 1870 

Magyar Közigazgatás: 1902 

Magyar Közlöny: 1945 

Magyar Kurir: 1790, 1817, 1826, 1827, 1830, 1832, 1833  

Magyar Nemzet: 1900, 1902, 1940, 1941, 1945, 1986 

Magyar Jövő: 1920 

Magyar Polgár: 1886 

Magyar Rendőr: 1938 

Magyar Újság: 1898 

Magyarország: 1861, 1898, 1899, 1900, 1901, 1902, 1903, 1905, 1909, 1917, 1919 

Magyarság: 1921, 1922, 1924, 1940, 1943  

Máramaros: 1866, 1867 

Máramarosi Lapok: 1896, 1898  

Marczius Tizenötödike: 1848 

Molnárok Lapja: 1911 

Mult és Jelen: 1841 

Nagykároly és Vidéke: 1907, 1908 

Nefelejts: 1861, 1863, 1865, 1868, 1871 

Nemzet: 1883,1886, 1887, 1889, 1891, 1893, 1895 

Nemzeti Újság: 1842, 1843, 1844, 1845, 1846, 1847, 1848, 1930 

Népszava: 1902, 1909, 1913, 1965 

Néptanítók Lapja: 1909 

Nimród: 1926 

Nyírvidék – Szabolcsi Hírlap: 1940 

Nyírvidék: 1893, 1901, 1903, 1907, 1916, 1921 

Orosházi Friss Újság: 1932 

Ország-Világ: 1889, 1893, 1894, 1896, 1900 

Orvosi Hetilap: 1912, 1914 

Orvosok Lapja: 1947 

Önkormányzati Szemle: 2000 

Pápa és Vidéke: 1931 



Pápai Hírlap: 1937 

Patria: 1921, 1922, 1923, 1926, 1927, 1937 

Pécsi Napló: 1900, 1910 

Pénzügyi Közlöny: 1904 

Pesti Hírlap: 1841, 1842, 1843, 1845, 1847, 1848, 1881, 1882, 1884, 1886, 1887, 1888, 1890, 

1891, 1893, 1894, 1897, 1898, 1899, 1900, 1904, 1906, 1910, 1914, 1919, 1928, 1942, 1944 

Pesti Napló: 1862, 1871, 1872, 1875, 1876, 1878, 1886, 1887, 1894, 1896, 1899, 1900, 1901, 

1917, 1936 

Pest-Pilis-Solt-Kiskun Vármegye Hivatalos Lapja: 1930, 1938, 1939 

Politikai Újdonságok: 1861, 1864, 1867, 1869, 1871, 1872, 1875 

Prágai Magyar Hírlap: 1923, 1929 

Protestáns Egyházi és Iskolai Lap: 1947, 1869, 1883 

Reform: 1870 

Reggeli Magyarország: 1917, 1944 

Rendeleti Közlöny a Magyar Királyi Honvédség Számára: 1901 

România Liberă: 1995 

Ruszinkszkói Magyar Hírlap: 1921, 1923, 1925 

Sárospataki Füzetek: 1858 

Sopron: 1902 

Sürgöny: 1862, 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866 

Szabadság: 1900, 1904 

Szabadsajtó: 1936 

Szamos: 1899, 1901, 1904, 1910, 1912, 1913, 1915, 1919, 1926, 1927, 1928, 1929, 1935 

Szatmár és Vidéke: 1899, 1900, 1902, 1903, 1909, 1910 

Szatmármegyei Közlöny: 1916 

Szatmárvármegye Hivatalos Lapja: 1910 

Szegedi Híradó: 1865 

Székely Ellenzék: 1906  

Színházi Látcső:1863 

Szózat: 1922 

Társalkodó: 1939 



Tolnavármegye: 1908 

Tribuna: 1892 

Turán: 1935 

Turisák Lapja: 1934 

Új Kelet: 1936 

Új Közlöny: 1925 

Új Nemzedék: 1923, 1924, 1934 

Új Tükör: 1989 

Újság: 1908, 1940, 1943 

Ung: 1883, 1893 

Unirea: 1900, 1914 

Unitárius Élet: 1962 

Üzenet: 1939 

Váci Hírlap: 1931 

Városok Lapja: 1906 

Vásárhely és Vidéke: 1897 

Vásárhelyi Híradó: 1902 

Vasárnapi Újság: 1876, 1877, 1901, 1906, 1908 

Veszprémvármegyei Hivatalos Lap: 1926 

Világ: 1842, 1843, 1914 

Zala Megyei Élet: 1943 

Zala Megyei Újság: 1934 
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