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This paper observes the transformations experienced in the domestic space (its usage, design and layout) of Romanian 

migrants’ homeland, after the fall of the Communist regime. This paper undertakes an anthropological study of the 

house, conducting interviews with inhabitants of the village of Marginea, Romania, while observing the morphology of 

their new and old dwellings, their interior design and living practices. I noticed the emergence of a hybrid form of home 

that integrates traditional models with the new, modern elements brought in through migration. Hybridity is expressed 

both at the physical level (the architecture of the domestic space) and in migrants’ dwelling practices. 

Introduction

My field research, carried out in the village of Marginea between 2009 and 2011, analyses data 
collected for 50 migrant households. Most of these households were composed of married 
couples, more than half having at least one member who had lived abroad for 10 years or 
more either continuously or with interruptions, with Italy being the most common destination 
for workers. However, 31 families were still living abroad at the time of the research study, and 
4 households had one member return home while another stayed to work in the host country. 

In my paper, the term ‘traditional’ is used to refer to old, local practices and forms, while 
the word ‘modern’ denotes new elements brought in by the migrants, terms which were also 
used by informants. For example, one migrant re-counts how she and her husband decided to 
build a new house: “we spent time abroad and we’ve seen modern things, let’s do it, as well [the 
house]” (M.M., 2010). In the same way, an old man observes: “They [those migrants who work 
in Italy] demolished those old houses and built modern ones” (B.M., 2010). In another situation, 
A.P. describes the practices related to dowry that had been maintained until the end of the 90s: 

“... but after people started to go to the West, they gave up on these customs, traditions that 
seemed uncomfortable to them” (2011). In a conversation with a former migrant about the new 
houses built in the village, she affirms: “someone who has been abroad does not think of the 
old” (P.L., 2009). Here, the term ‘old’ denotes the traditional architecture of houses in Marginea. 
Similarly, another migrant, a woman in early middle age, states: “they [the Italians] look out for 
old things, antique, but we – me and my husband – dislike the antique, we are fed up with those 
kinds of old things, you know, that cracked wood, I’m fed up with it, sincerely” (S.M., 2009).

A case study in the village of Marginea

Marginea is a village in northern Romania in the historical region of Bukovina, close to the 
Ukrainian border.  Nowadays, Marginea is part of Suceava County. With a population of more 
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than 10,500 inhabitants in 2011, the locality is the largest village in the county. According to 
the 2011 census, the emigration rates in Marginea (about 28%) were among the highest in 
Suceava County, with Marginea taking second place after the city of Cajvana (33%). Building 
a house in the homeland is one of these migrants’ main goals. It is not surprising that the 
number of houses built between 1994 and 2011 rose to approximately 1,750 units, while the 
number of homes built before 1994 within a span of about 90 years was only around 2,304 units.

In this village, many parents still keep to the tradition passed on from generation to gener-
ation of providing dowries for brides and helping grooms build new homes, as “there is no 
culture of paying rent” (A.P., 2011). Part of this practice is the fact that the youngest son would 
traditionally be “the inheritor of the family’s house, with the responsibility of taking care of 
the elderly parents, and in exchange for which he will inherit the house and the outbuildings” 
(Cojocaru 1983, 54). The role of the youngest son in the Romanian rural household is echoed 
by Henri Stahl: “the youngest son remains in the parental home and lives with his parents, his 
wife joining him” (Stahl 1978, 103). In Marginea, the practice relating to newlyweds’ settle-
ment in the groom’s home, both in the case of endogamous and exogamous marriages, and 
of the youngest son’s settlement in his parents’ home or in a house built on their land was 
still in place during my fieldwork. However, the obligation of the bride to enter the marriage 
with a dowry and of the groom to own a house before getting married is less strong these 
days: “Formerly, it was customary in this place that the girl has the dowry and the boy has the 
house, now they get married and make it together ... now they are modernised” (M.M., 2010). 

Rural houses built before 1989 — The ‘Romanian house’ 

Built before and after World War II until the 1960s and 70s, this type of house (Fig. 1) belonged to 
the specific typology of the ethnographic area of Bukovina. ‘Romanian houses’ sheltered both 
poor and wealthy peasants, but the latter would live in “a little bit bigger” houses with “large 
stables and more cattle” (A.M., 2010). Its layout and configuration changed over the centuries 
through repeated additions and modifications. Today, the main style is a house with four rooms 
or two rooms and a connecting hallway. The house with four rooms includes an entrance hall, 
a representative room (cea casă, the house), 
a family room (casa de zi, the day house) 
and a storage room (cămară) in the back 
of the house. The rooms’ arrangement was 
the same in general, just different in size. 
Thus, the main entrance faced southwards, 
cea casă was located on the eastern façade, 
the casa de zi on the western façade, the 
entrance hall in the middle, and the cămară 
to the north. In cea casă1, the family used to 
receive guests, and host social gatherings,  
including parts of the wedding and christen-
ing ceremonies and the wake for the family’s 
deceased. In this room, the windows were 
fitted with shutters (interview with A.M., 80, 
2009) on the inside, because “this is the repre-
sentative room, used and heated only occasionally, storing here the rare and beautiful pieces of 
furniture and fabrics” (Stahl 1978, 116). The family room was heated by a very large stove, having 
also a plită (a metal plate like a hob). The family worked, ate and slept in this multi-purpose room.

 1. ‘Romanian house’, 2009.
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Usually, the ‘Romanian houses’ built in Marginea had a 10m x 9m floor plan, including the 
porch (T.R., craftsman, 2009). They were built “slowly ... in ten, fifteen or twenty years, however 
long it took for each family to complete, and they were small, because it was hard with the 
finances and to find skilled workers and quality materials” (T.R., craftsman, 2009). 

Many of the old houses are in danger of 
being demolished now: “Romanian houses 
have been demolished, too bad, too bad, too 
bad, many of them, more than half [...] It used 
to be only Romanian houses in Marginea 
village” (T.R., craftsman, 2009). While the 
attitude of young migrants towards these 
homes is “I’ll take it down and build anoth-
er” (T.R., craftsman, 2009), their parents and 
older migrants tend more to want to rehabil-
itate or remodel the ‘Romanian houses’. In 
my research, homeowners were three times 
more likely to opt for the demolition of the 
old house than to keep it. However, in several 
cases, the old traditional houses were dis-
mantled and then reassembled on a different 

site, close to the forest (Fig. 2) or near Valea Șoarecului, a creek surrounded by woods where 
vacation homes have been built in a pristine natural setting. Those who decide to reuse the 
old houses are migrants themselves or people from Suceava County who bought these houses 
from their former owners. The practice is not new in the area. The reuse of wood elements 
from old demolished buildings was a common practice in Marginea even before 1989. 

The ‘German house’

The second type of house built in Marginea in 
the last century was the ‘German’ one (Fig. 3), 
inspired by those built by German colonists.2 

The German-inspired houses were also 
made   of wood, but using a different tech-
nique from the one used in the construction 
of the ‘Romanian houses’. This technique 
allowed the completion of the construction 
in a shorter period of time. The plan of a ‘Ger-
man house’ generally included more rooms 
than the ‘Romanian’ one, but smaller in size: 
a hallway, a kitchen that was used as a bed-
room and living room, a storage room and 
one or two other rooms, one of which was 

‘the house’. The ‘German house’ had a 6m x 4m, 7m x 7m or 8m x 8m floor plan. The façades 
of the ‘German houses’ had larger windows compared to those of the ‘Romanian’ homes, and 
the walls were plastered or covered with shingles.

The locals built both ‘Romanian’ and ‘German’ houses until the 60s, after which period, 
however, new homes began to be built only following the German model, as the ‘Romanian 
house’ was “twice as difficult” to build (T.R., craftsman, 2009).

2. ‘Romanian house’ assembled 
near the woods, 2010.

3. ‘German house’, 2009.

The ‘Communist house’

Built from the 1970s onwards, this type of 
house (Fig. 4) represents a model imposed 
by the Communist authorities. It was not a 
product formed over the centuries, such as 
the ‘Romanian house’, nor was it the result of 
contact between two cultures, like the hous-
es inspired by the German model: “These 
standardised houses were built in the time of 
Ceaușescu, we had some models displayed 
in each municipality ... we were obliged to 
respect. We could not change anything.” 
(group interview, 2010).

The result was that some villagers were 
forced to build a bigger house of bricks, even 
though their financial resources were insuf-
ficient. Therefore, in some homes, the attic was built of wood and the ground floor of bricks. 
Usually, the houses were built using a simple mortar (mixture of clay and water) to bind the 
bricks together. Any other kind of higher quality mortar would be more expensive, which the 
locals could not afford to buy. 

Outbuildings of the old houses

Most houses built before 1989 had several 
outbuildings, such as the șura (barn) for fod-
der, the grajd (stable) for cattle, the șandrama 
(woodshed) for storing firewood, and a cuhne. 
An outbuilding had a timber frame and walls 
made of wooden planks. The roof, with two 
slopes, was covered with wooden shingles. 
The outbuildings (Fig. 5) were positioned 
parallel or perpendicular to the house, along 
the boundaries of the yard, and there are 
many examples where the outbuildings close 
in the yard on two sides.

Taking into consideration the importance 
of the summer kitchen, I will present in great-
er detail the functions and evolution of this 
annex construction. The Romanian word cuhne or cuhnie has its origin in the Ukrainian word 
кухня [kuhnja] and refers both to the summer kitchen of a house and the main kitchen of a 
monastery. In Marginea, the cuhne included a summer kitchen, or a kitchen and a room, acces-
sible directly from the kitchen and, since the early 80s, a bathroom as well.3

In Ipotești, a village not far from Marginea, one resident remembers: “The small summer 
kitchen was pleasant and called cuhnia by the grandmothers.  It usually measured about 2 
square meters and was built of wood. Inside, there was a small sobă [stove] with its plită [the 
cast iron plate] and its small oven, also a small table, chair and a bench”.4

4. ‘Communist house’, 2009.

5. Old outbuildings, 2010.
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The role of the kitchen

In the past, the kitchen was the centre of the household, the place in which the housewife 
and the other members of the family used to spend a significant portion of the day. They 
cooked, ate and slept in this room. Close friends were also welcomed here. To illustrate this, 
a 38-year-old woman who comes from a large family with 10 children recalls memories of 
her childhood:

The houses in Marginea usually had two 
kitchens: a winter kitchen and a summer 
kitchen. Because the winter kitchen was 
a multifunctional space, being used alter-
nately as bedroom or living room, the large 
stove with its cast iron plate was used only 
during winter, for food preparation as well as 
for heat. During the summer, this traditional 
cooking device was no longer practical due 
to the heat it generated. That is one reason 
why the peasants used to prepare the food 
in a separate summer kitchen, close to the 
main house. The other role of the cuhne was 
to keep all the rooms of the house ‘clean’. As 
time passed, the cuhne became a second 
house into which the parents moved in or-
der to give the main house to their youngest 
son, as one of my respondents (a migrant’s 
mother) remembers: “I said, let’s leave 
the [Romanian] house ... preserve it for my 
youngest ... We kept the Sunday clothes in 
the house [...] if guests came to visit us for 
the (religious) holidays, we used to welcome 
them in the house” (S.S., 2010).

In some cases, the cuhne included an-
other room beside the summer kitchen and, 
later on, a bathroom as well. The kitchen in 
the cuhne sometimes overtook the indoor 
kitchen function, becoming in itself a multi-
functional space as kitchen, bedroom and 
living room, and used in all seasons, after the 

adoption of a gas cooker. Under these conditions, the dirty activities such as pig slaughtering, 
tinned food preparation and sterilisation needed another ‘dirty’ space in which to be performed. 
Therefore, some households placed a third kitchen into an outbuilding, while others preferred 
to perform these activities in the open, on a tin hob:

“We were living in a kitchen … adjacent to the main house [the main home belonged to the grandparents] … there [in cea 

casă], we kept the dowry, we had our good things there, but there was no stove … in the summertime we could stay there 

[in cea casă] and we had another room in front, but during the winter we all stayed there [in the kitchen], crowded … with 

the parents, everybody in one place … we didn’t have enough space around the table … there [in the kitchen] was the 

bedroom, we had everybody there … we slept three or four to a bed while the children were small”  (M., 2010).

6. ‘Dirty’ kitchen, 2009.  

7. ‘Clean’ kitchen, 2009.

The configuration of the new houses

Most of the new houses are two-level constructions (ground floor and attic or first floor), 
some of them also featuring a cellar or basement. Many have two entrances: one at the rear 
and one on the main or side face. However, out of the cases I studied, I found that about half 
of the families use the entrance positioned at the rear (in some cases it is the only entrance 
to the house), an obvious trace of the past. 

The new houses have several rooms, each with a single function (living room, dining room, 
bedroom, etc.), strongly contrasting with the ‘Romanian’ and ‘German’ ground-level homes. 
My research revealed the fact that almost half of the households I analysed with newly built 
houses had a total of 6 or more rooms, including the bedrooms, main hallway, living room, 
study room, children’s room, fitness room and multifunctional kitchen.

In most cases, the interior distribution of space departs from the traditional floor plan, 
where the distinction between day and night zones was non-existent. Although the evolution 
of the spatial pattern is evident, for the most part the interior arrangement of the new homes 
does not reach the level of refinement of 
an urban dwelling designed by an architect. 
Therefore, I have encountered situations in 
which the living room included a dining area 
and the kitchen did not communicate with 
them, or the dining room was not adjacent to 
the kitchen. Sometimes even new functions 
appear, heretofore unknown in this rural area, 
such as the dressing room, washing-drying 
room, fitness room, sauna, study room, wine 
cellar, or ‘museum’ room. Each room fulfils, 
in most cases, a unique function as kitchen, 
bathroom, living room, bedroom, etc. The 
multifunctional room, a feature of the tradi-
tional rural home, is rarely found: only 8 of 
the households studied had a multifunc-
tional room satisfying two or more functions, simultaneously or alternating, like eating, food 
serving, sleeping and studying. A rejection of the old way of living, in which the kitchen was 
multifunctional, is evident in case of M.M., a woman working in Italy. She expressed her 
wishes concerning the new house design: “I’ve said [to my husband]: I want a bathroom, I 
want a kitchen, the kitchen to be only the kitchen, a children’s bedroom” (M.M., 2010). Though 
unique, the designation of some rooms is not given until a specific time in the future as, for 
example, in the case of the marriage of the younger son.

In addition, few households have designed their new houses with one flat per floor (Fig. 8), 
reserving for the children a suite in the parental home. Although this dwelling practice is not 
part of the local tradition, it shows, however, the survival of this parental concern of providing 
a home for each of one’s children, usually the sons.

 “ ... and to keep everything clean, no smoke, garbage, we built another one [kitchen] here ... I prepare [the food in this 

summer kitchen] even during the winter months ... I make a little fire and I have a gas cylinder, I have a gas cooker ... 

everyone these days builds large houses and a spacious kitchen, they care too much to cook food inside, so they build 

another hut like mine ... here ... the custom is like this: each house has to have a kitchen [next to it], even if they don’t 

have a barn, the kitchen must be there”  (G.M., a migrant’s mother, 2010).

8. New house, 2010.
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Regarding the building materials, the most esteemed seem to be marble and granite; the 
owners use them in flooring, interior and outside windowsills, balusters or banisters of balco-
nies and stairs, and as coatings for stairways, steps or worktops for kitchens and bathrooms. 
In terms of interior decoration, the migrants from Marginea adorn their homes, including the 
main kitchen, with various things bought in the destination country. It is worth mentioning 
also that the locally traditional black pottery which is still made in Marginea and for which the 
village is very renowned is non-existent in the decoration of the new houses.

Outbuildings: new functions, old appearance

Among the traditional buildings preserved by migrants, a very important place is occupied 
by the outbuildings. Despite the fact that the majority of the households analysed did not 
raise cattle, many kept the outbuildings’ traditional layout and even their formal configuration. 
For the plots already occupied by constructions, usually the old outbuildings were kept as 
such by the migrants. On empty lots, on the other hand, they constructed new outbuildings 
out of brick, clad with tongue-and-groove planks, preserving the external appearance of a 

traditional outbuilding (Fig. 9). Thus, among 
the households that had built a new house, 
four-fifths had either new outbuildings or old 
ones, belonging to the owners or to their 
parents or grandparents. The outbuildings, 
however, underwent a functional conversion 
into a garage, storage, workshop or a space 
for the central heating system. Sometimes 
the stable was missing, replaced by a garage. 
Or, instead of the stable and barn, the own-
ers had built a garage and a storehouse or 
workshop. The woodshed was still present, 
as the heating system used solid fuel (wood), 
but near it an additional space was built for 
the central heating system when this type of 
heating was adopted.

One of the most important annex buildings in Marginea is the cuhne, also often used in 
the winter. In 36 households, I found this construction on the same plot as the new house, 
used by the owners or their parents, grandparents or other relatives. In 20 cases, a cuhne was 
built together with the new house or before the construction of the new home (Fig. 10). Five 
of the cuhnii had two levels, included a kitchen and living room, 1–2 bathrooms and several 
bedrooms. The rest had only one floor, following the classic system, and consisted of a sin-
gle kitchen or a kitchen and one or more rooms. In addition, 16 households had an old cuhne 
built by the migrants or belonging to their parents, or rarely to other relatives that dwelt on 
the same plot. 

As already mentioned, the cuhne built before 1989 met the functional and symbolical 
requirements of keeping the house ‘clean’, – as well as the domestic requirements of separat-
ing the parents from the youngest child, leaving him the house after his marriage, or moving 
the new family into the cuhne, while the parents continued to live in the house. After 1989, 
several migrants, even though they did not live on the same plot with their parents or have older 
children, chose to build a new cuhne together with a new house. In 8 of the households, the 
cuhne had a separate entrance located at the back of the house, in relation to the backyard, 

9. New outbuilding, 2009.

like a small apartment. I found two explanations for this behaviour. One was the need to build 
a temporary house in which to live until they finished the new home. The second dealt with a 
concern for the children’s future, expecting that one of them would live in the house and the 
parents in the cuhne. 

The habit of using two kitchens is still 
visible in Marginean migrants’ new houses, 
indicating a survival of old practices. Indeed, 
in many cases, the traditional methods of 
food preparation and culinary practices 
are preserved at least partially in migrants’ 
households. Even if they arrange a new 
modern kitchen inside the house with a gas 
or electric hob and an oven, microwave oven, 
and sometime even a dish washer, they still 
use a ‘dirty’ kitchen, featuring a stove with a 
hob and sometimes a bread oven for mak-
ing pizza and other baked goods. One family 
with 3 little children moved into their new 
house in 2008 with only one kitchen located 
on the ground floor, but the wife considered setting up a second kitchen in the basement, 
equipped with a stove and cast-iron plate (hob) for ‘dirty’ activities, which in former times had 
been the task of the summer (or dirty) kitchen:

Nowadays, some families continue to live in the cuhne, the new house being reserved for the 
youngest son (who would move in after getting married). In this case, the whole cuhne takes 
on the role of the ‘dirty’ kitchen in order to keep the house ‘clean’: “He builds a large house, 
a small kitchen and there, there is his daily life” (S.P., 2010). In the same way, builder T. from 
Marginea observes in 2009 that “... the old mentality was to keep the house empty and to live 
in the kitchen ... everything was there ... the house was of no use ... Today, you see that everyone 
who has a house stays in the kitchen ... Maybe not even 5% live in the house. They live in the 
kitchen. So they have a large, large house, like a hostel.” 

In contrast to the summer kitchen, the one situated in the new house is impressively 
equipped: gas or electric hobs incorporated into finished worktops, cooker hoods, electric 
and microwave ovens, dishwashers. 

For those kitchens that open onto the drawing room or dining room, their welcoming and 
status features are combined, at best, with the function of food preparation, an arrangement 
chosen by nearly 20 of the households examined: “This is the most common way, for this new 
style, on one side is the kitchen and the drawing room ... if I want to serve them the meal, they 
could just move to the kitchen; if not, they can stay in the drawing room” (S.N., 2010). In other 
cases, even if the kitchen is separated from the living room, it has a generous space for the 

10. The new cuhne, 2009.

“In the country you make a lot. You make pickles, compotes, cans of zacuscă, you slaughter a pig. Where to boil all this? 

... I can’t make them on a gas cooker. I am not used to. I burn all of it ... Or you have a wedding or a christening or a 

funeral. Where do you cook? Can you boil a 50-kilo pot of meatball cabbage rolls on the gas cooker? We often do this” 

(M.V., 2009). For certain young families who did not already own a house, the cuhne was the first shelter they built, as 

it had reduced dimensions compared to a ‘German house’ and was easier to build. Then, in time, they planned to build 

the main house as well: “[...] They started the Romanian house and ... they got married. Well, the house was not finished. 

They built a kitchen ... and lived there, a winter kitchen, ... and then, in time, they went on to finish the house. And lots of 

them were in similar situations” (T.R., carpenter, 2009).
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dining room, the whole ambience dedicated to welcoming guests, rest and recreation, more 
than to that of a purely functional space. In this sense, some migrants have integrated a TV 
set or a fireplace, different decorative elements, or arches.

The bathroom

The bathroom inside the house appeared later in Marginea, around the 1980s. Back then, fewer 
households had the means to build such a room: “Then my mom decided, together with my 
father, either they buy a car, or they build a bathroom, as it was expensive to have one at that 
time [in 1988], and they built a bathroom” (F.H.,  2010). T.B., a father of 8 children, also recalled 
the event in 2010: “The revolution caught me ready to build a bathroom ... maybe one or two in 
Marginea had a bathroom [before 1989] ... I’d already bought the bath tub, and I had the boiler ... 
in the attic and the water was pumped up there and then ... by falling ...” To have a bathroom inside 
the house was a great achievement; this is why, for S.N.’s family, it was their first investment:  

The desire for a bathroom led S.N.’s family to the demolition of their old house: “After we left 
for Italy ... we said ... the car and everything is necessary, but the most important thing is a 
bathroom. And my wife said: in the actual house we have, we cannot make a bathroom. Let’s 
build something ... We demolish and rebuild ...” (S.N., 2010).

In 2002, according to the census, from a 
total of 2,904 only 16% of the permanent and 
temporary houses in Marginea possessed an 
indoor bathroom. In 2011, already half of the 
houses in Marginea had indoor bathrooms, 
Marginea placing 6th out of the 98 villages 
in Suceava County. Furthermore, several new 
houses in Marginea, even if they had indoor 
bathrooms, still preserved the old traditional 
toilet or incorporated a toilet into an outbuild-
ing, designated for use by ‘dirty’ persons.  

Nowadays, bathrooms are designed not 
as simple functional rooms, but as luxurious 
spaces (Fig. 11), finished with ceramic or 
natural stone tiles, following different com-
positional patterns and featuring a carefully 

selected colour scheme. Indeed, bathroom design has become a sort of celebration of moder-
nity, symbolising a clear break with a past characterised by poor living conditions. 

The sanitary appliance and accessory designs are usually of top quality. The bidet is an 
ever-present element, even if, sometimes, it takes on other functions from what it was designed 
for, becoming a washstand for infants or a foot-washing device: “We’ve renovated all the 
bathrooms we could since we were in Italy, we incorporated a bidet, as well, as there [in Italy] 
it is commonly used” (M. R., 2009). 

 “How much I liked the bathrooms [in Italy] ... I didn’t have a house with a bathroom ... and that’s why I left. And, because 

I worked for that old lady and seen how much easier it could be to take care of a disabled person ... I said the first thing I 

want is a bathroom, to be able to wash. If somebody gets ill, everything is at hand, you don’t have to go outside, you can 

do the laundry, it’s different; running water, this is what I’ve most wanted to have in the house (S.N., 2010). 

11. Bathroom, 2009.

Among the households referred to in the present study, 24 had 2 bathrooms inside the house, 
4 were outfitted with 3 bathrooms, and one even had 4 bathrooms. The result of the survey 
confirms the observations made by the engineer of the planning department in Marginea: “If 
during previous years people built houses without a bathroom, nowadays, the majority incorpo-
rate one or two bathrooms into the house” (P., 2009). As a social status object, the bathroom 
represents an urban, modern and Western lifestyle. This representative function often seems 
to be more important than its real use, similar to the newly installed kitchen. 

Conclusions

Most migrants’ houses in Marginea are well-marked by their owners’ international movement. 
They include a series of elements made or seen in the host country, such as new or refurbished 
furniture, a fireplace, a bidet, different appliances, etc. My study also focused on the emer-
gence of new functions, such as the dining room, living room, and bathroom, well-equipped 
and with high-quality finishes. 

The houses analysed here are a ‘hybrid’ product, in which new Western elements are 
juxtaposed with old practices: the use of the entrance positioned at the rear, the outbuildings’ 
configuration and layout, the construction of a cuhne or the use of two kitchens. These hybrid 
forms, which result from contact with different cultural models, are an indicator of the degree 
of change in dwelling practices. Hybridity is expressed here both on the physical level of the 
house’s architecture, and in migrants’ dwelling practices. As concerns the speed of change, 
there are two rhythms that overlap, the most rapid rhythm corresponding to objects, tech-
niques and forms and the slowest one to living practices – because “habits are personal, so 
deeply registered that it is difficult to change” (Kaufmann 1997, 253). 

Footnotes

1 Cea casă (the house) was also found in Bukovina 
under the name of camera mare (big room) or camera bună 
(good room) (Cojocaru 1983, 97), but in other regions it 
was called the casa mare (big house), camera curată (clean 
room) or camera frumoasă (beautiful room) (Ionescu 1971). 

2 In 1775, the Ottoman Empire assigned the Bukovina 
to Austria. During the Habsburg Monarchy, German peas-
ants and craftsmen from different countries were settled 
in the annexed region, neighbours to more than 20 other 
ethnic groups. The German colonists settled on this terri-
tory (Crăciun and Popescu 2007) in existent villages or in 
newly founded ones, such as Fürstenthal (Voievodeasa), 
Hadicfalva (Dornești) and Karlsberg (Gura Putnei). The 
village of Voievodeasa, located next to Marginea, was 
inhabited only by Germans, whereas only a few German 
families settled in Marginea.  

3 Improvised bathrooms without a toilet bowl.

4 http://ipotesti-suceava.pagesperso-orange.fr/Buk-
ovina_short_history.htm. Accessed: June 2016.

Picture credits

Figures 1–11, taken in Marginea © Andra Jacob Larionescu.
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