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I. Background of the research and justification of topic selection  

 

I.1. Background of the research  

 

In order to gain first-hand experience I organized a series of research visits between the winter 

of 2011 and the spring of 2015, in the framework of which I have visited some of the 

European regions most relevant for my research topic. 

From 2011.09.19. to 2011.12.19 I was a trainee at the Institute for Minority Rights of 

the European Academy of Bolzano/Bozen (South-Tyrol), (EURAC-IMR). The findings of 

these three months were blended into my master thesis, which later on was published, and 

became one of my first publications. 

Between 2012.09.29. and 2012.12.21 I conducted a research visit at the University of 

Glasgow, Scotland. The main field of research revolved around Scottish devolution, and its 

applicability in East-Central Europe. 

 Between 2015.04.01 and 2015.07.31, I completed a research visit at the Department of 

Public Law of Åbo Akademi University in Turku, Finland. Topic of the research was the 

autonomy of the Åland-islands and that of the Sami community. I can I can consider myself 

fortunate to have been supervised in Turku one of the most renown researches on the topic of 

political autonomy Markku Suksi. Through his support I was able to clarify my research 

hypothesis, find the corresponding methodology, and process the relevant scientific literature 

with due diligence. 

Further shorter field trips were carried out to Basque land, Catalonia, and Wales. The 

face-to-face interviews with experts and politicians were complemented by online 

discussions. 

  



5 

 

 

I.2. Justification of topic selection  

 

The documents that served as a basis to reconstruct the “nation-state position” of Romania, 

allude to the presence of a strong tacit consensus within the Romanian political culture, 

capable of shaping public policy decisions. Most certainly, it is due to the impact of this tacit 

agreement, that to date no in-depth analyses has been carried out concerning the feasibility of 

incorporating a territorial autonomy into the current Romanian legal system. The issue pops 

up every now and then, depending on the political discourse in the country, but extensive 

scrutiny has so far avoided the topic. In this respect, the novelty of this dissertation is twofold. 

The constitutional aspects of a Szekler autonomy arrangement in themselves were largely 

neglected within academia, leaving behind a gap that is very much ripe for scientific review. 

Furthermore, even if the topic was discussed, it was mostly done within the framework of the 

“nation-state discourse”, and all the natural conceptual restraints thereof. This dissertation 

attempts to surpass these constraints, along with some of the most widespread, albeit false 

presuppositions and misconceptions surrounding the issue at hand. Ultimately, we invite the 

reader to engage in a mind-game, in order to deconstruct the “constitutional myth” regarding 

autonomy. Hopefully, by the time one reads this dissertation through, he will gave been 

convinced that there are indeed no constitutional obstacles to establish a territorial autonomy 

within Romania. There are only political obstacles, which tend to be wrapped and presented 

as legal ones. 
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II. Methodology 

  

II.1.  Multidisciplinarity 

 

The subject of the dissertation required a multi-level approach to it. The three main scientific 

fields I immersed in to have a more complex understanding on the subject is: law, political 

science, and history. Among these law is the most salient given that first and foremost I am 

analysing laws, international covenants, autonomy statutes, and other sources of law. The 

juxtaposition of the three fields allowed for a more sophisticated, and overarching approach of 

the topic. 

 

 

II.2.  Methodology 

 

I analysed my hypothesis through legal doctrinal analysis, and comparative legal analysis 

based on the relevant legal material: The Constitution and laws of Romania; The two 

Opinions of the Legislative Council of the Parliament of Romania on the rejection of the 

Draft Law on the Autonomous Status of Szeklerland; Decision Nr. 80/2014 of the 

Constitutional Court rejecting the constitutional amendments proposed by the Special 

Committee of the Parliament; relevant decrees of the Prefect’s of Romania; the Statutes of 

European autonomies, as well as the constitutions and laws of their host countries; 

international legal material ratified by Romania. 

The issue of the constitutionality of territorial autonomy within Romania emerges 

every now and then, depending on the political discourse in the country, but extensive 

scientific scrutiny has so far avoided the topic. In this respect, the novelty of my theoretical  
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approach was twofold: 1.) The constitutional aspects of a Szekler autonomy arrangement in 

themselves were largely neglected within academia, leaving behind a gap that is very much  

ripe for scientific review. 2.) Additionally, even if the topic was discussed, it was mostly done 

within the framework of the “nation-state discourse”, and all the natural conceptual restraints 

thereof. My dissertation surpassed these constraints, along with some of the most widespread, 

albeit false presuppositions and misconceptions surrounding the issue at hand. Ultimately, I 

invited the reader to engage in a mind-game, in order to deconstruct the “constitutional myth” 

regarding autonomy.  

The case selection for the study was done bearing in mind the main features of the 

specific region (Szeklerland) and its host country (Romania) that serve as the basis for 

comparison. In this respect I will write about territorial autonomies (given the fact that 

Szekler autonomy aspirations pertain to territorial self-government, as opposed to other forms 

of autonomy), in regions where a specific minority represents the majority, and which exist in 

unitary states (as opposed to federal ones). Applying these methodological constraints, the 

core group of selected cases can be identified as follows: South-Tyrol in Italy, the Basque 

Country, and Catalonia in Spain, Scotland in the United Kingdom, the Åland Islands in 

Finland. These main cases, which are relevant in all the questions raised by documents 

outlined in Chapter 3, were supplemented by examples that are important only in some 

particular aspects. More specifically, state approaches to autonomy that are similar to that of 

Romania will be mentioned, like the case of Corsica in France, and the Russian community in 

Estonia. In particular, French reactions to, and arguments against Corsican autonomy have 

remarkable similarities with Romanian arguments. 1 The legal entrenchment of the autonomy  

                                                 
1 Due to the fact that Corsica still hasn`t received law-making powers, hence the Corsican Assembly has only 

limited authority to adapt regulations in its areas of administrative competences and can propose modifications to 
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of the Faroe Islands, and Greenland in Denmark will be discussed, as well the experiences of 

the only minority territorial autonomy of Central and Eastern Europe, Gagauzia. While 

federal states in general, fall outside the scope of the analysis, some brief references to the 

special legal entrenchment of autonomies in federal states will be mentioned, only for the 

purpose of illustrating the manifold ways an autonomy arrangement can be embedded in a 

given constitutional system.  

                                                                                                                                                         
specific legislation and regulations, most of the scholars do not consider Corsica to be an autonomous entity. 

See, e.g.: Suksi (2011), pp. 16-17. Nonetheless, this case is relevant from the state-reaction point of view, and 

will be discussed exclusively from that perspective. 
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III. Conclusions of the dissertation 

 

 Conclusions of the conducted legal doctrinal analysis, and comparative legal analysis 

proved that the assumption that autonomy would contradict the constitutional order, 

and violate the unitary, indivisible, and national character of the Romanian state, 

arises from the misinterpretation of the connection between state and autonomy. 

 

 Chapters 1, and 152 of the Constitution of Romania (stipulating and protecting the 

above characteristics), are thus of no legal relevance, and cannot be understood as an 

effective constitutional legal barrier. 

 

 Territorial autonomy as an institutional solution does not contradict the constitutional 

order of Romania. There are no provisions in the Romanian legal system whatsoever, 

which would constitute a legal obstacle to the creation of an autonomous region.  

 

 There are only political obstacles, which tend to be wrapped and presented as legal 

ones, due to historical resentments towards Hungarians, and the decades-old 

Romanian endeavour to establish an ethnically homogenous nation state. 

 

 While on the one hand, we see no constitutional barrier to autonomy, on the other 

hand: the notion of autonomy is not at all alien to the constitution, as it refers to 

several forms of it (personal, functional, and administrative). Furthermore, if one reads 

the constitution without an ethnocentric mind-set, and in junction with international 

treaties on minority protection ratified by Romanian, one could easily adopt a more 

pluralistic interpretation of the constitution, open to accommodate minority claims on 

ethnic-power sharing. 
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 The tacit agreement on full rejection of autonomy produces conceptual restraints, 

which blinds nation-state enthusiasts to alternative, and possibly more effective ways 

the state machinery could function. This is how referring to Article 1 of the 

constitution becomes a mental shortcut to avoid a meaningful discussion on territorial 

autonomy. 

 

 Particular attention was paid to the different European models of entrenching an 

autonomy arrangement within the legal system of a given host country. This was 

particularly important given that it shows that in the presence of political will, 

minority claims can be accommodated, even if the resolution requires the central state 

to resort to special means. 

 

 One can draw inspiration from the examples and solutions mentioned in the study and 

apply them to the Szekler case. The Draft Law on the Autonomy of Szeklerland, could 

blend into the Romanian legal system as an organic law, based on Article 117 (3) of 

the Constitution. Besides this semi-general constitutional entrenchment, a regional 

entrenchment would also be present, as the Draft Law stipulates that any amendment 

to the statute should be approved in a local referendum, before it can enter into force. 

While such an arrangement could be flexible enough to follow the changes that 

inevitable occur in group relations over time, it might also make it doubtful whether 

such an arrangement would be sufficient enough to protect the local Szekler 

community in the long run, and to ensure the effective participation of the citizens of 

the autonomous polity in public decision making. Due to the weakly embedded nature 

of democratic political culture, a political entrenchment that functions effectively in 

Denmark or the UK, cannot be achieved within a reasonable time-frame in Romania.  
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For this reason, an international entrenchment of some kind would be desirable to 

counterbalance the possible shortcomings of the lack of a general constitutional 

entrenchment. Such a treaty-based entrenchment would be possible under the auspices 

of an international organization, or can take a bilateral form as concluded between 

Hungary and Romania.  

 

 A separate chapter dealt with the policy implications that could have been deducted 

from the analysis, broken into four parts: actions of the Romanian state, the minority 

community, the kin-state, and the international community: 

 

o In terms of Romania, I conclude that the administrative reform that has been on 

the agenda of the political agenda for years now, is a suitable framework for a 

dialogue on how to accommodate minority autonomy claims. Desecuritization 

of perception towards minority aspirations also proved to pivotal for a 

sustainable autonomy arrangement 

 

o As far as the minority community was concerned, I found that minority 

organization, in particular the Democratic Alliance of Hungarians in Romania, 

should resume and amplify strategies of community-building, international 

advocacy, as well as domestic-public pressure, and aim to achieve institutional 

solutions, as opposed to relying on haphazard political pacts to gain access to 

state resources. 

 

o Taking into consideration the general reluctance of the international 

community as a whole to address the yet unresolved issues of traditional 
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minorities, the kinstate activity of Hungary will continue to be an important 

factor in helping minority Hungarians to maintain and reproduce their 

societies, let their voices be heard by the international public opinion, initiate a 

dialogue with the host countries on their problems and aspirations, and to 

negotiate beneficial economic deals, and promote cross-border development 

programs 

 

o Even though there appears to be a sufficiently diminishing readiness from the 

side of the international community to actively engage in resolving issues of 

traditional national communities of Europe ever since the migration/refugee 

crisis has started to unfold as of 2015, the mechanisms of the Council of 

Europe and the European Union, along with the involvement of foreign states 

could still play a salient role in fostering to improve autonomy related practices 

and legislation in Romania. Especially given the fact that Romanian 

constitutional culture was heavily influenced by foreign models. 

 



13 

 

IV.  Main sources  

  

Bakk Miklós (2004): Az autonómia-tervek két szakasza Erdélyben 1989 után. In: Magyar 

Kisebbség, IX évf. 2004. 1-2 (31-32.) sz. Kolozsvár: Jakabffy Elemér Alapítvány. 

Bárdi, Nándor & Fedinec, Csilla & Szarka, László (eds.) (2008): Kisebbségi magyar 

közösségek a 20. században. Budapest: Gondolat - MTA Etnikai-Nemzeti 

Kisebbségkutató Intézet. 

Benedikter, Thomas (2007): The World's working regional autonomies - an introduction and 

comparative analysis. London, New York, Delhi: Anthem Critical Studies. 

Bolleyer, Nicole & Swenden, Wilfried & McEwen, Nicola (2014): A theoretical perspective 

on multi-level systems in Europe: Constitutional power and partisan conflict. In: 

Comparative European Politics (2014) 12. University of Copenhagen, Denmark - 

New York University, USA: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 367–383. 

DOI: 10.1057/cep.2014.18 

Bonell, Lukas & Winkler, Ivo (2006): Südtirols Autonomie. Bozen: Herausgegeben von der 

Südtiroler Landesregierung. 

Brubaker, Rogers (1996): National minorities, nationalizing states, and external national 

homelands in the New Europe. In: Nationalism reframed: Nationhood and the 

national question in the New Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 55-

76. 

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511558764 

Constitutional Court of Romania (2014): Decision Nr. 80 of 16.02.2014, on the legislative 

proposal on the revision of the Constitution of Romania. Published in the Official 

Journal of Romania (No. 246) on 07.04.2014, available: 

http://www.ccr.ro/files/products/Decizie_80_2014.pdf, accessed:  2015.03.27. 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511558764
http://www.ccr.ro/files/products/Decizie_80_2014.pdf


14 

 

Cunningham, Kathleen Gallagher (2007): Divided and Conquered: Why States and Self-

determination Groups Fail in Bargaining Over Autonomy. San Diego: University of 

California Electronic Theses and Dissertations. 

Ghai, Yash (2013): Introduction: nature and origins of autonomy. In: Ghai, Yash & 

Woodman, Sophia (eds.): Practising self-government. A comparative Study of 

Autonomous Regions. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-31. 

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139088206 

Ghai, Yash & Woodman, Sophia (2013): Comparative perspectives on institutional 

frameworks for autonomy. Ghai, Yash & Woodman, Sophia (eds.): Practising self-

government. A comparative Study of Autonomous Regions. Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press, pp. 449-486. 

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139088206 

Hannikainen, Lauri (1997): The International Legal Basis of the Autonomy and Swedish 

Character of the Åland Islands. In: Hannikainen, Lauri & Horn, Frank (eds.) - 

Autonomy and Demilitarisation in International Law: The Aland Islands in a 

Changing Europe. The Hague: Kluwer Law International. 

Hannum, Hurst (1996): Autonomy, Sovereignty, and Self-Determination. The Accommodation 

of Conflicting Rights, Revised Edition. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. 

Hannum, Hurst & Lillich, Richard B. (1981): The Concept of Autonomy in International 

Law. In: American Journal of International Law 74 (4), Oct 80. Washington DC:  

American Society of International Law, pp. 858-889. 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139088206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139088206


15 

 

Kardos Gábor (2015): Fear of Autonomy for Minorities. In: Láncos Petra Lea & Varga Réka 

& Molnár Tamás & Szabó Marcel (eds): Hungarian Yearbook of International Law 

and European Law 2014. The Hague: Eleven International Publishing, pp. 35-43. 

Kiss, Tamás & Barna, Gergő & Székely, István Gergő (2013): A társadalomépítéstől a 

klientúra-építésig. Az RMDSZ és a magyar választók közötti kapcsolódás átalakulása.  

In:  Magyar Kisebbség 68. sz. = 18. évf. (2013.) 2. sz., pp. 7-40. Kolozsvár: Jakabffy 

Elemér Alapítvány. 

Krasner, Stephen D. (1999): Sovereignty: Organized Hypocrisy. Princeton, NJ: Princeton 

University. 

DOI: 10.2307/2657807 

Lapidoth, Ruth (1997): Autonomy - Flexible Solutions to Ethnic Conflicts. Washington D.C.: 

US Institute of Peace Press. 

DOI: 10.2307/2555279 

Legislative Council of the Parliament of Romania (2004): Opinion Nr. 102 of 2004 on the 

rejection of the Draft Law on the Autonomous Status of Szeklerland. Bucharest: 

Parliament of Romania. 

Leyland, Peter (2012): The Constitution of the United Kingdom: a Contextual Analysis. 

(Constitutional Systems of the World). Oxford: U.K. Hart. 

Parliament of Romania (1991): The Constitution of Romania, available: 

http://www.cdep.ro/pls/dic/site.page?id=371, accessed: 2015.03.27. 

 

http://www.cdep.ro/pls/dic/site.page?id=371


16 

 

Romániai Magyar Demokrata Szövetség (1993): Törvény a nemzeti kisebbségekről és 

autonóm közösségekről. In: Magyar Kisebbség III. Évf. - 1997. 1-2. (7-8.) szám. 

Kolozsvár: Jakabffy Elemér Alapítvány. 

Salat, Levente & Constantin, Sergiu & Osipov, Alexander & Székely, István Gergő (eds.) 

(2014): Autonomy Arrangements around the World: A Collection of Well and Lesser 

Known Cases. Kolozsvár/ Cluj-Napoca: Romanian Institute for Research on National 

Minorities. 

Selejan-Gutan, Bianca (2016): The Constitution of Romania: A Contextual Analysis 

(Constitutional Systems of the World). Oxford: Hart Publishing. 

Suksi, Markku (ed.) (1998): On the Entrenchment of Autonomy, In: Suksi, Markku ed. - 

Autonomy: applications and implications. The Hague; Boston: Kluwer Law 

International, pp. 151-171. 

Suksi, Markku (2011): Sub-State Governance through Territorial Autonomy: A Comparative 

Study in Constitutional Law of Powers. Springer Berlin Heidelberg: Berlin, 

Heidelberg. 

DOI: 10.1007/978-3-642-20048-9 

Szekler National Council (2009): The Autonomy Statute of Szeklerland. Sepsiszentgyörgy: T3 

Kiadó. 

Stanomir, Ioan et al (2010): A romániai politikai és alkotmányos rendszert elemző államfői 

bizottság jelentése – a jogállam megerősítése érdekében. In: Magyar Kisebbség, XV. 

évf. 2010. 1-2. (55-56.) sz. Kolozsvár: Jakabffy Elemér Alapítvány, pp. 9-89. 

Tkacik, Michael (2008): Characteristics of Forms of Autonomy. In: International Journal On 

Minority & Group Rights 15, no. 2/3 (June 2008). Nacogdoches: Stephen F. Austin 

State University SFA Scholar Works, pp. 369-401. 

DOI: 10.1163/157181108X332668 



17 

 

Tóth Norbert (2014): A kisebbségi területi autonómia elmélete és gyakorlata: Nemzetközi jogi 

és összehasonlító jogi analízis. Budapest: L'Harmattan. 

Turpin, Colin & Tomkins, Adam (2011): British government (7th ed.). Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. 

DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139060738 

Weller, Marc & Nobbs, Katherine (ed.) (2010): Asymmetric autonomy and the settlement of 

ethnic conflicts. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. 

Woelk, Jens & Palermo, Francesco & Marko, Joseph (eds.) (2008): Tolerance through law – 

Self-governance and group rights in South Tyrol. Bozen: European Academy of 

Bolzano-EURAC. 

Wolff, S. (2013): Conflict Management in Divided Societies: The Many Uses of Territorial 

Self-governance. In: International Journal on Minority and Group Rights, 20 (2013) 

1, pp. 27–50; available at 

http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/10.1163/15718115-02001003, 

accessed: 2015.07.16. 

DOI: 10.1163/15718115-02001003 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139060738
http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com/content/10.1163/15718115-02001003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/15718115-02001003


18 

 

V. Own list of publications pertaining to the subject matter 

 

Articles in Refereed Journals in Hungarian 

Az Åland-szigetek autonómiájának felülvizsgálatáról. Századvég 82. 2016/4., pp. 113-123. 

(2016). 

Miért sikeresebbek a svédek mint a számik? Kisebbségi Szemle  2016/1., pp. 89-107. (2016). 

A skót szecesszió dilemmái. Kisebbségkutatás – 22. évf. 2. szám, pp 29-66. (2013).  

Dél-Tirol Autonómia-statútuma. Magyar Kisebbség 3-4. szám, pp. 43-95. (2012). 

A Dél-Tiroli Felszabadítási Bizottság (BAS). Pro Minoritate - nyári szám, pp. 81-93. (2012). 

Articles in Refereed Journals in English 

Reform of the regional policy, and the sustainability of cultural diversity in the EU. ISES 

Studies on European Integration, Issue 5., pp. 111-132. (2016). 

The South Tyrolean Party System. Minority Studies 17., pp. 33-52. (2014). 

Other articles - Hungarian 

Sengel Ferenc - Dabis Attila: Székelyföld Területi autonómiája. Magyar Idők III. évf. 60. sz. 

(2017). 

Quo Vadis Skócia, avagy merre kanyarodik az egyenes út? Székely Nép 8. szám, 2014. III-IV. 

- 2015. I-II. negyedév, p. 12. (2015). 

Neighbors of Ukraine, values of Europe. Visegrad Insight online, 20.03.2014. 

Székely zászló – ahogy Nyugat-Európából látszik. Erdélyi Napló, XXIII évf. 7. szám, pp. 5, 

21.02.2013. 

Other articles - Foreign languages 

Debatte über die Szekler Fahne - Antwort an Keno Versecks Artikel, der am 09.02.2013. im 

Spiegel Online veröffentlicht wurde. sznt.eu, 01.03.2013. 

A Debate on the Szekler Flag - An answer to Keno Verseck's article, published on February 

9th 2013 in Spiegel Online. neweasterneurope.eu, 28.02.2013. 


