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ABSTRACT

During the censuses conducted between 1990 and 2011, the number of people identifying as German 
ethnicity consistently grew. Some researchers attributed this rise to a process of dissimilation. In 
the 2022 census, a methodological change was introduced, allowing individuals to identify as both 
Hungarian and German in terms of mother tongue. Despite this, the census revealed a significant 
decrease in the number of people identifying as German ethnicity in the Dombóvár region. Based 
on these findings, we decided to conduct a questionnaire survey. The sample focused on the German 
ethnic population primarily residing in the Dombóvár area. According to the analysis, the younger 
generation has shown a sporadic tendency to identify with German ethnicity. The vast majority of 
those identifying as German tend to emphasize their ethnic affiliation more as they age, while only 
rarely acknowledging German as their mother tongue. Our analysis of the survey results indicates that 
dual identity is prevalent among respondents. The questionnaire survey unequivocally confirms that 
most individuals identifying as German possess a symbolic ethnicity, meaning that German identity 
is not strongly tied to the preservation of the native language or cultural traditions. 
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INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, research on nationalities and ethnicities has experienced a renaissance (Farkas, 
2016; Németh, 2009; Aranyosiné, 2014; Barics, 2004; Bucher et al., 2004; Hasanovic-Kolutácz, 2010). 
The field of ethnic geography has gained particular attention, especially due to the complex origins 
of current war conflicts.

In 2023, the Dombóvár German Ethnic Community published a volume focusing on research 
into German ethnicity (Szenyéri, 2023). This publication was the culmination of nearly six years 
of research, with parts of the material appearing in earlier works (Szenyéri, 2018, 2019). The book 
is based on a background study commissioned by the Municipality of Dombóvár in 2017, aimed at 
providing a foundation for the creation of a nature park in cooperation with several municipalities.

The Kapos-Hegyhát Nature Park seeks to explore and protect the natural and cultural values of the 
landscape. The program includes the following municipalities: Csibrák, Dombóvár, Döbrököz, Dúzs, 
Hőgyész, Kalaznó, Kisvejke, Kurd, Lengyel, Mágocs, Mekényes, Mucsi, Nagyhajmás, and Závod. 
This region, however, is an artificial construct, with its settlements historically lacking unity based 
on administrative, natural, or Germanic cultural factors (Szenyéri, 2023).

In 2020, the data set for the aforementioned 14 settlements was supplemented with statistical 
and archival data for Jágónak, Kaposszekcső, and Csikóstőttős. These three villages, located near 
Dombóvár, have historically significant German communities, making their inclusion essential for 
a comprehensive understanding of the German community’s historical and present circumstances 
around Dombóvár.

The volume, like its predecessors, analyzes population changes for these settlements based on 
census data up to 2011. The 2022 census data are processed and interpreted in this work. To ensure 
reliable conclusions, a detailed analysis of earlier census data is also included. The first half of the 
paper examines official census data from 1990 to 2022 for the municipalities listed, with a focus on 
data concerning German nationality and mother tongue. The methodologies of individual censuses 
are briefly discussed to address challenges related to methodological inconsistencies. The results 
of the 2022 census are presented in detail, accompanied by tabular data and a map illustrating the 
distribution and proportions of the German community. Compared to the 2011 census, the number 
of self-identified ethnic Germans has significantly decreased. This decline prompted the use of a 
questionnaire survey to explore potential reasons behind this trend.

The primary aim of this study is to identify the factors contributing to the decline in self-reported 
German nationality in the latest census. A preliminary hypothesis suggests that increased assimilation 
among younger generations is a key factor. In contemporary society, traditional closed village 
communities are rare, resulting in diminished differences in language use and cultural preservation 
between rural and urban settings. Consequently, significant discrepancies between rural and urban 
responses were not anticipated.
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Previous censuses did not allow dual identity reporting, whereas the 2022 census does. It is pre-
sumed that a substantial portion of the data reflects dual identity. However, the Hungarian Central 
Statistical Office (HCSO) has not provided municipality-level data distinguishing respondents who 
identified solely as German from those reporting dual identity. Before analyzing the responses, the 
following hypotheses were proposed:

1.	 Identification with German ethnicity has decreased, particularly among younger age groups.
2.	 The prevalence of native German speakers is higher among individuals aged 61 years and older.
3.	 No significant differences in nationality declarations are expected based on settlement type.
4.	 A considerable proportion of respondents will report dual identity (Hungarian and German).

METHODS

The questionnaire sample primarily targeted the German nationality population of Dombóvár and 
its surrounding areas. Dombóvár hosts a relatively large German community and an active national 
minority self-government, which has significantly contributed to previous publications and supported 
the dissemination of the questionnaire. Based on our network of contacts, two neighboring villages, 
Kaposszekcső and Csikóstőttős, were also included as key locations where we anticipated a higher 
response rate.

The German Nationality Municipality of Dombóvár assisted in involving other nearby municipalities 
in distributing the questionnaire. However, experience showed that its reach in these villages was 
more limited. In Dombóvár, the German community is relatively substantial yet small compared to 
the town’s total population, whereas the surrounding villages are characterized by smaller but tightly-
knit micro-communities. This led to the preliminary assumption that the distribution of responses 
between urban and rural areas would be roughly balanced. Given the non-random sampling method, 
a balanced representation of different age groups was not expected.

While our study sought to minimize self-selection bias, it is based on the assumption that individuals 
willing to complete the questionnaire are also more likely to express their identity during a census. 
This assumption, however, cannot be definitively proven, and the potential for bias remains.

The questionnaire incorporated elements from research conducted during our doctoral studies in 
the 1990s. However, the inclusion of dual identity options, consistent with the methodology of the 
most recent census, was a crucial update. Our aim was to develop a database capable of providing 
scientific insights into trends observed in official surveys.

The pilot phase of the questionnaire was conducted primarily within the German community of 
Dombóvár. Respondents had the option to complete the questionnaire in digital or printed form. 
Following the successful pilot, the survey was expanded to other municipalities and forums. To reduce 
respondent burden, the questionnaire was kept brief, taking no more than 10 minutes to complete.

The primary tool for data collection was a Google form, shared on social media and optimized for 
various devices, including mobile applications. Software tools facilitated data capture, processing, 
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and visualization, allowing for efficient management and analysis of responses. Particular care was 
taken to ensure respondent anonymity. Instead of asking for the exact municipality name, respondents 
provided population size categories, ensuring full compliance with data protection standards.

Building on our 2023 publication (Szenyéri, 2023), book launch events were organized in 
municipalities with significant populations, including Dombóvár, Mágocs, Kaposszekcső, and 
Hőgyész. During these events, attendees were invited to complete the questionnaire. A QR code 
allowed for easy access to the digital form, while older participants could use traditional printed 
questionnaires. Approximately 20% of responses were collected through the traditional method, with 
the remainder preferring the online format. For consistency, manually completed questionnaires were 
digitized for analysis.

Respondents primarily hailed from municipalities where scientific lectures were held, reinforcing 
population categories for these locations in the sample. Smaller towns, particularly Mágocs, showed 
high response rates, likely due to strong attendance at the book launch. Additionally, support from the 
teaching staff of Bonyhád High School encouraged student participation, further enriching responses 
from municipalities with populations exceeding 10,000. This inadvertently introduced a bias favoring 
urban respondents in the sample.

The survey specifically targeted individuals who still identify as German to some extent, 
intentionally excluding those who, despite having German ancestry, have fully assimilated and 
identify as Hungarian. To ensure this, the questionnaire required participants to select „German” or 
„dual identity” when answering questions about nationality and mother tongue. Respondents choosing 
„other” were not allowed to proceed.

Out of 302 participants, 256 met the preliminary criteria, and their responses were included in 
the analysis. The questionnaire’s first nine questions were straightforward multiple-choice items, 
designed for quick completion. Questions 10 and 11 addressed oral and written German proficiency, 
with clear and graded response options. Even-numbered choices ensured respondents actively selected 
a preference rather than defaulting to the midpoint. The survey concluded with additional questions 
about language proficiency, enabling a comprehensive assessment of language use and identity.

RESULTS

Changes in the number of Germans between 1990 and 2022

In 1990, the official census data revealed that more people identified as native German speakers 
than as ethnic Germans. Specifically, 43% more individuals identified as native German speakers 
than those who declared themselves as ethnic Germans. This discrepancy was particularly noticeable 
in settlements with larger German communities. In Dombóvár, for example, there were 104 native 
German speakers and only 54 ethnic Germans. In Hőgyész, the figures were 146 native German 
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speakers and 52 ethnic Germans, and in Mágocs, 158 native German speakers compared to 141 ethnic 
Germans, all favoring the mother tongue (Table 1).

The 2001 official census, conducted using a completely new methodology, introduced additional 
questions to better understand language use. In addition to asking about mother tongue and national-
ity, respondents were also asked: (a) which language is used in family and friendship circles, and (b) 
with which nation’s cultural values and traditions they associate their language. The results showed 
that most respondents prioritized national cultural attachment over national identity (Szenyéri, 2019, 
2023). The influence of nationality organizations on shaping the new methodology played a key role 
in these changes (Lakatos, 2024).

By the beginning of the 21st century, the negative associations linked to post-WWII experiences 
had faded for younger generations. Even though many people no longer spoke their national languages 
fluently, they still felt it was important to express their origins and chose to declare their nationality. 
In contrast, the mother tongue, though still widely used, had become less emphasized as Hungarian 
increasingly dominated in most families and communities (Szenyéri, 2019, 2023).

Between 1990 and 2001, the number of people declaring their mother tongue decreased by 13%, 
while the number of nationality declarations nearly doubled. The increase was particularly significant 
in larger settlements: in Dombóvár, the number of nationality declarations rose from 54 to 215; in 
Hőgyész, from 52 to 566; in Mágocs, from 141 to 161; and in Kaposszekcső, from 58 to 76. The most 
notable case was Hőgyész, where the number of nationality declarations increased more than tenfold 
(Table 1).

Some researchers have proposed that the steep rise in nationality declarations could be attributed 
to a phenomenon of dissimilation, especially in ethnically mixed families. Tóth and Vékás (2008) 
examined responses from these families and found that 52% of men and 44% of women in mixed 
marriages reported some German affiliation. Additionally, the proportion of children with at least one 
parent who identified as German increased, particularly in Pest County.

In villages with smaller populations, where there were only a few German inhabitants, the 2001 
data may have shown that the number of people declaring German as their mother tongue was slightly 
higher than the nationality declarations. For example, in Döbrököz, 11 people declared themselves as 
native German speakers, while 7 declared themselves as German by nationality. In Jágónak, the ratio 
was 3 and 1, in Kalaznó 4 and 3, and in Kisvejke 8 and 4. In the latter three settlements, therefore, a 
few more people declared their mother tongue as German than declared German nationality. It can be 
assumed that in these villages, it was the older age group who declared themselves as native German 
speakers (Table 1).

The questions „Who are Germans?”, „How German?”, „What are they German for?” were also 
posed by other researchers who dealt with the issue in detail (Hoóz, 2002). Even at that time, the 
question of whether people who were fully assimilated linguistically and almost fully assimilated 
culturally could be considered members of a national minority based solely on identity claims was a 
major methodological and scientific challenge.
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Table 1. Number and proportion of German speaking and German ethnic population in settlements around 
Dombóvár in 1990 and 2001

Settlement A 
(1990)

A 
(2001)

B 
(1990)

B 
(2001)

C 
(1990)

C 
(2001)

D 
(1990)

D 
(2001)

Csibrák 0 1 0,0 0,2 0 2 0,00 0,4
Csikóstőttős 86 40 9,0 4,0 79 57 8,20 5,7
Dombóvár 104 126 0,4 0,4 54 215 0,20 1,5
Döbrököz 4 11 0,1 0,5 1 7 0,04 0,3
Dúzs 11 13 4,1 4,2 10 20 3,70 6,6
Hőgyész 146 183 4,6 5,8 52 565 1,60 11,3
Jágónak 3 3 0,9 0,0 0 1 0,00 0,3
Kalaznó 0 4 0,0 0,4 0 3 0,00 1,4
Kaposszekcső 64 43 5,6 3,1 58 76 5,00 5,5
Kisvejke 3 8 0,7 1,7 1 4 0,20 0,8
Kurd 33 19 2,4 1,3 23 18 1,70 1,2
Lengyel 13 37 1,2 5,4 17 63 1,60 9,2
Mágocs 158 87 5,8 3,1 141 161 5,20 5,8
Mekényes 30 25 8,5 7,5 36 29 9,80 8,7
Mucsi 9 15 1,9 2,7 8 19 1,70 3,4
Nagyhajmás 42 15 10,0 3,4 20 16 4,80 3,7
Závod 49 27 1,8 7,6 25 22 1,00 6,2
Összesen/átlag 755 657 1,9 1,7 525 1065 1,30 2,9

Comment: A = number of people whose native language is German (head) B = proportion of people whose native 
language is German (%) C = number of German ethnicity (head) D = proportion of German ethnicity (%). 

Source: Digital database of censuses.

The 2011 census again used a different methodology. The question about cultural affiliation was 
removed, leaving only the option to indicate the language used in the family, in addition to the 
traditional categories of mother tongue and nationality. Of course, it was still possible for individuals 
to declare their identity according to all three criteria. Unfortunately, the data at the municipal level 
were not published separately for each category; all we know is how many people indicated their 
German origin „in at least one of the answers.”

Tóth and Vékás (2013) published settlement-level data that showed their conclusions broken down 
by age groups. Their research was based on a comparison of official surveys from 2001 to 2011, looking 
only at individuals who had lived in the same municipality throughout, thus eliminating the potential 
biasing effects of natural reproduction and immigration. In particular, data from Pilisvörösvár were 
analyzed in detail. The results clearly showed that there was a significant increase in the number of 
German nationality declarations in the younger age groups. Additionally, there was also a significant 
increase in the number of ethnic Germans in the country, which the researchers considered evidence 
of dissimilation.

Others, however, did not fully identify with the concept of dissimilation. Referring to other studies 
(Biczó, 2011; Kiss, 2011), Tátrai considered the notion of hybrid identity more likely, according to 
which more and more people in the population have dual identities (Tátrai, 2014). According to him, 
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dual admissions alone do not explain the spectacular increase in the number of ethnicities, and there-
fore Gans (1979) proposed the concept of symbolic ethnicity. According to the guiding idea of this 
concept, ethnicity declarations do not require active practice or knowledge of culture and language, 
and thus do not necessarily imply ethnic revival (Gans, 1979, as cited in Tátrai, 2014).

In his other methodological studies, Kapitány collected data that are comparable across the three 
most recent censuses. His important conclusion is that „only among Germans are there signs of a 
national revival” (Kapitány, 2015, p. 84).

The changes between 2001 and 2011 in the settlements around Dombóvár were also in line with the trends 
shown by the cited researchers. In 2001, the permanent population of the 17 settlements surveyed was 36,739, 
of which 1,179, or 3.2% of the population, declared themselves as German. By contrast, in 2011, the number 
of people declaring themselves as German ‚by category’ increased to 1,874, despite the fact that the total 
permanent population of the 17 municipalities had fallen to 33,739. This represents 5.5%, which is a nearly 
60% increase in the propensity to declare (Hungarian Central Statistical Office [HCSO], 2001, 2011).

Compared to the previous census, the proportion of the German minority has increased significantly in 
Döbrököz, Csikóstőttős, Kaposszekcső, Kurd, Závod, Nagyhajmás, Mágocs, Jágónak, and Csibrák. Although 
this increase in numbers does not always represent an extraordinary rise, as Csibrák and Jágónak had very low 
initial figures, with the exception of Mucsí and Kalaznó, the number and proportion of Germans increased 
noticeably in almost all areas (Table 2). In Csibrák and Dúzs, the population of German ethnicity is so small 
that the proportions alone only cover a few people. Of the municipalities with a significant German population, 
only in Hőgyész was there a minimal decrease in the number of Germans, while in Dombóvár and Mágocs 
there was a significant increase (Table 2, Szenyéri, 2019).

In the 2022 census, as in the 2001 and 2011 surveys, there were three voluntary questions: mother tongue, 
nationality, and language used in the family and friendship circles. For statistical purposes, anyone who 
indicated an ethnicity other than Hungarian for at least one question was considered to belong to the given 
nationality.

However, there was a significant change from the previous survey methodology, as two response options 
were available for all three questions. As a result, those who chose Hungarian in addition to German were 
included in the database as being of German nationality. Unfortunately, the official data do not provide details 
on how many respondents indicated a pure German ethnicity and how many chose dual identity.

Based on the trends of previous censuses and the possibility of dual identity, it could be expected that 
the number of people of German nationality would not decrease but would increase significantly. On the 
contrary, there was a dramatic shrinking of the German nationality population in the surveyed settlements 
around Dombóvár: compared to 2011, the number of ethnic German declarations decreased by 52%. Only in 
Döbrököz did the number stagnate, in Csikóstőttős, Dombóvár, Závod, and Kaposszekcső the decrease was 
slightly below average, but in many places, it exceeded 60%.
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Table 2. Number and proportion of German ethnic population in settlements around Dombóvár 
based on census taken in 2011

Settlement Nationality (%) Nationality (people) Change 2001–2011 (%)
Csibrák 5,2 14 700
Csikóstőttős 9,1 80 40
Dombóvár 2,8 543 65
Döbrököz 2,8 60 857
Dúzs 3,3 9 -45
Hőgyész 10,9 324 -8
Jágónak 3,7 9 900
Kalaznó 0 0 0
Kisvejke 29,5 121 30
Kaposszekcső 7,6 115 51
Kurd 6,6 85 472
Lengyel 15,7 86 36
Mágocs 12,8 314 195
Mekényes 7,6 22 -24
Mucsi 2,1 10 -48
Nagyhajmás 7,7 29 181
Závod 18,0 53 241

Source: HCSO, 2011

The largest loss of German nationals was in Mekényes, where a 68% decrease was recorded. The 
number of native speakers remained well below the number of ethnic Germans: the 221 native Ger-
man speakers in the municipalities accounted for only 24.4% of the total German population (Table 
3). In 2011, there were still German communities with more than 300 inhabitants, but by 2022, even in 
Dombóvár, which has the largest community, there were only 276 inhabitants. In 2011, there were still 
municipalities with a German population of more than 20%, but by 2022, only Závod and Kisvejke 
remained above 10% (Figure 1).

In settlements where there was already a small German community in 2011, the decline of a few 
individuals represented a larger percentage of the population. Outside Mekényes, examples of this 
type include Nagyhajmás, Mucsi, and Dúzs (Table 3). The variation in the number of different nation-
alities in the country is not only an academic issue. The number of ethnic groups is a fundamental 
determinant of their chances of gaining political representation in the Hungarian Parliament (Tar, 
2015).

Census data and trends are summarized in Table 4. The data show that the way in which identity 
is assumed has changed significantly over the decades. After the dominant role of mother tongue in 
1990, nationality declarations gradually increased and eventually surpassed those of mother tongue 
by a significant margin. Methodological changes emphasized cultural attachment and later the role 
of language within the family. The 2011 survey revealed a growing German identity among younger 
generations, but this trend declined dramatically in the 2022 survey. The possibility of dual identity 
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has not been sufficient to halt the decline in both the proportion and number of people identifying as 
German nationals.

Table 3. Number and proportion of German ethnic population in settlements around Dombóvár 
based on census taken in 2011

Settlement Nationality (%) Nationality (people) Change 2011–2022 (people) Change 2011–2022 (%)
Csibrák 2,1 6 -8 -58
Csikóstőttős 5,8 43 -37 -47
Dombóvár 1,5 276 -267 -49
Döbrököz 3,3 59 -1 -2
Dúzs 1,7 4 -5 -56
Hőgyész 4,3 113 -211 -65
Jágónak 4,0 9 0 0
Kalaznó 3,3 4 +4 uninterpretable*
Kisvejke 12,4 44 -77 -64
Kaposszekcső 3,8 58 -57 -50
Kurd 5,4 55 -30 -65
Lengyel 6,5 32 -54 -63
Mágocs 6,6 140 -174 -55
Mekényes 2,6 7 -15 -68
Mucsi 0,9 4 -6 -60
Nagyhajmás 3,6 10 -19 -66
Závod 15,9 39 -14 -26

Comment: As the data from Kalaznó (2011) is 0, it cannot be interpreted in relation to the increasing index, as it is 
impossible to multiply or divide by 0. Source: HCSO, 2022 

Figure 1. Number and proportion of German ethnic population in settlements around Dombóvár 
based on census taken in 2022

Source: Own edition based HCSO, 2022
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Table 4. Cummulative data of sensus method and its results (1990–2022)

Methodological features 1990 2001 2011 2022

Number of questions 2 (mother tongue, 
nationality)

4 (mother tongue, 
nationality, family/

friend language, cultural 
attachment)

3 (mother tongue, 
nationality, family 

language)

3, but you can choose between 
two answers (mother tongue, 
nationality, family language)

Methodological change Traditional categories New methodology 
including cultural 

attachment

Cultural attachment 
issue abandoned

Introduction of the possibility 
of dual identity

Trends in ethnicity data Native language 
declarations > Nationality 

declarations

Duplication of ethnicity 
data 

Growth in younger age 
groups

Dramatic reduction

Changes in mother 
tongue data

Native language data 
dominated

13% decrease in mother 
tongue declarations

Mother tongue remains 
less important

Only 24.4% native German 
speakers compared to German 

nationalities

Trends in ethnicity rates German communities 
dominated in larger 

settlements

Increase (Examples: 
Dombóvár +3.2%, 

Hőgyész 10-fold increase)

Significant increase, 
(5.5% average rate in 

the study area)

Significant decrease (average: 
-52%)

Ethnic phenomena Assimilation (language 
dominance: Hungarian)

Dissimilation 
(strengthening cultural 

identity)

Dissimilation, 
symbolic ethnicity

Further hybrid identity, decline 
of German communities

Demographic effects Significant number of mixed 
marriages

Ethnic growth by age 
group, local stability

Decreasing population 
but increasing ethnicity

Decrease in population 
accompanied by decrease in 

proportion

Significant consequences 
after the census

Social changes along 
linguistic dominance

Possibility of ethnic 
political representation 

strengthened

Phenomena of 
ethnic revival among 

Germans

Decline also affects political 
representation

Socio-demographic and geographical characteristics of the target group

The vast majority of respondents to the questionnaire are women. There are two main reasons for 
this: firstly, there is significant national over-representation of women in the over-60 age group. On 
the other hand, single women were also the majority among the participants in the lectures and the 
respondents reached through the various channels. Additionally, there was a noticeable increase in the 
number of girls among the students of the Bonyhád and Dombóvár high schools, which contributed to 
the female surplus in the younger age groups (Figure A2, see Annex).

In the censuses, citizens under the age of 18 are not allowed to be official respondents, but it was 
considered important to gather data from this age group. Therefore, they were included as one of the 
surveyed age groups. Unfortunately, we were unable to recruit a sufficient number of respondents in 
this age group, despite my efforts as a secondary school teacher to invite my students to participate. 
The only 6 respondents represent 2% of the total respondents. Few responses were also received from 
the 19–30 age group, while the vast majority of completions, 75%, were from the 31–60 age group 
(Figure A3).

Around two-thirds of respondents are urban dwellers. In addition to the small town categories 
of over and under 10,000 inhabitants, there were also a smaller number of respondents from the 
county and the capital. A more significant proportion of respondents living in villages came from 
municipalities with a population of over 1,000. This is mainly because one of the promotional lectures, 
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in Kaposszekcső, is located in this population category, and many people completed the questionnaire 
there (Figure A4).

If we relate the population size to the age composition of the survey respondents, meaningful 
conclusions can mainly be drawn from the 31–60 and 60+ age groups, due to the sufficient number of 
respondents in these groups. In the 31–60 age group, the proportion of urban dwellers in municipalities 
with a population over 10,000 is 45%, slightly over-represented compared to the average (43%). In the 
60+ age group, however, the proportion is 39%, below the average (Figure A5).

One of our preliminary hypotheses was confirmed, as a fraction of respondents indicated a 
purely German nationality. Out of 256 respondents, only 42 (16%) declared themselves as exclusively 
German. Furthermore, this hypothesis was confirmed among the older age groups, where pure German 
nationality declarations dominated. The proportion of dual nationality declarations may decrease with 
age, as evidenced by the fact that, for the 60+ age group, dual declarations account for only two-thirds 
of the responses. At the same time, 85% of respondents aged between 31 and 60 said they were both 
Hungarian and German (Figure A6).

The hypothesis that pure German mother tongue declarations would be sporadic and primarily 
among older people also proved to be true. Out of 256 respondents, only 10 declared themselves as 
native German speakers, which represents only 4%. In our previous publications (Szenyéri, 2018, 
2019, 2023), we also raised the question of to what extent someone can be considered part of a nation-
ality if they no longer have a connection to the language as their mother tongue. This holds true even 
when we consider the fact that knowledge of German is widespread and high among the respondents 
(Figure A7).

The ten native German speakers are evenly distributed between the two oldest age groups. Pro-
portionally, this is 10% for the 60+ age group and only 3% for the younger age group. There is clear 
evidence that age has a significant influence on pure German mother tongue declarations. This is 
further confirmed by the fact that dual mother tongue speakers were only found in these two age 
groups, with 34 people, representing 13% of the respondents. The total number of respondents who 
had any form of German mother tongue was 42, representing only 16% of the respondents. These 
proportions are not surprising, as in today’s modern society, people tend to adopt Hungarian as their 
first language, so that even in a family with ethnic roots, it becomes the true mother tongue (Figure 
A7).

As the German mother tongue has virtually disappeared in the younger age groups, and nationality 
declarations are mostly limited to dual identity with a few exceptions, it is clear that assimilation 
has accelerated among them. It can be argued that this trend is largely responsible for the decline in 
German nationality declarations in the official census data. The primary role of German in everyday 
use has virtually disappeared, with only 3 out of 256 respondents indicating that they use the language 
regularly (Table 5). The data in the table also clearly show that within each age group, there is an 
almost identical distribution of responses in terms of the number and proportion of people using 
German as a mother tongue and as a language used in everyday life. Only among those who marked 
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German as their mother tongue is regular use expected. In essence, only in the older age groups was 
there a higher proportion of Hungarian and German used together as mother tongues (Table 5).

Table 5. Distribution of respondents based on mother tongue and language used in family according to their age 
(people and %)

Age group Mother tongue data Used language data

Hungarian Hungarian and German German Hungarian Hungarian and German German

Under 19 years 1,95% 0,39% 0,00% 1,17% 1,17% 0,00%

19–30 years 3,52% 0,39% 0,00% 3,13% 0,78% 0,00%

31–60 years 62,50% 10,55% 1,95% 62,11% 12,11% 0,78%

Over 60 years 14,06% 2,73% 1,95% 14,06% 4,30% 0,39%

Under 19 years 5 people 1 people 0 people 3 people 3 people 0 people

19–30 years 9 people 1 people 0 people 8 people 2 people 0 people

31–60 years 160 people 27 people 5 people 159 people 31 people 2 people

Over 60 years 36 people 7 people 5 people 36 people 11 people 1 people

This low number is particularly surprising, given that German grandparents on both sides of the family 
are in the majority in the families of the respondents. 55% of respondents have two grandparents of 
German origin on the paternal side, compared to 52% on the maternal side. These figures hold true 
for younger age groups as well, so the presence of grandparents of German origin is still significant. 
However, these roots are becoming less important in nationality declarations (Figures A8 and A9).

We also examined the number of people in each age group who have all four grandparents of 
German origin, i.e., who can be considered fully German in principle. No such individuals were 
found in the younger age groups, while 45 people (23% of all respondents) in the 31–60 age group 
belong to this group. In the 60+ age group, those of entirely German origin account for 58% of the 
age group. These proportions further demonstrate the progression of natural assimilation, with more 
and more mixed marriages as age decreases. Nationality declarations do not necessarily reflect origin 
accurately.

Among those aged 31–60, fewer declared themselves to be of pure German nationality than those 
of pure German origin. Only 18.5% declared themselves to be exclusively German, which is about 5% 
lower than the proportion of those with only German ancestry. The difference is even greater for those 
aged 61 and over: only 33% declared themselves as exclusively German, whereas the majority of them 
have exclusively German grandparents. This shows that a shift towards a partial Hungarian identity is 
evident even among those who would not have been expected to do so based on their ancestry (Figure 
A10).

Language use characteristics

Although German ancestry persists to a large extent, as a result of assimilation, most respondents 
assume only a dual national identity, and the German mother tongue has almost disappeared. This 
trend could not be offset by the fact that the majority learned the language at school and/or at home. 
51% of respondents (131) indicated that they had learned German in this way, while 39% had learned 
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it exclusively at school, and only a few said that they did not speak German at all. The role of the 
family and school in language development and cultural transfer is important, but in 21st-century 
Hungary, these alone are no longer sufficient to halt the assimilation process (Figure A11).

An important aspect of the questionnaire was the precise and nuanced definition of the level of 
language proficiency. Many might have opted for a 5 or 7-point Likert scale as the method of analysis, 
but we deliberately divided the response options into six categories. One of the main reasons for this 
is that by eliminating the middle option, respondents are forced to make a meaningful choice, thus 
avoiding the automatic selection of a neutral response, which could bias the results. This solution 
provides a more accurate picture of the participants’ actual language skills and preferences.

The two questions with six qualitative response options, which aimed to assess the respondents’ 
oral and written proficiency levels, also had the advantage of helping to answer the research questions. 
In fact, they allow for more subtle distinctions between respondents than a typical Likert scale. Since 
there is no middle „neutral” response option, each respondent has to select a specific level, providing 
a more precise picture of the overall level of knowledge and its distribution. This method encourages 
participants to think more carefully about where they stand on the scale, thereby enhancing the quality 
of their responses.

The use of a six-point qualitative scale provides an opportunity to explore the subtle differences 
in language proficiency more precisely. This was particularly important for us as we analyzed the 
data by age group. This type of qualitative scale ensures that responses are well-separated and not 
clustered around the mean, thus providing more accurate and detailed results.

Out of 256 respondents, 237 rated their own language proficiency, while 19 (8%) indicated that 
they did not speak German at all (see previous question). More than half of the respondents (57%) 
chose the two lowest levels of proficiency, indicating that they spoke only minimal or intermediate 
German. 16% of respondents declared themselves to be at an intermediate level, while 14% indicated 
fluency in German at a non-native level. Only 30 respondents selected levels at which they considered 
their knowledge of German to be above that of Hungarian, and only 2 respondents declared that they 
spoke German better than Hungarian (Figure A12).

The responses suggest that high levels of proficiency in German are rare, indicating that German 
is not a mother tongue. This aligns with the fact that language proficiency is often linked to issues of 
national identity, cultural heritage, and ancestry. The results show that although the average language 
proficiency is higher than expected based on identity commitment, higher language proficiency 
does not necessarily imply a commitment to an exclusive German identity. Instead, it indicates the 
co-presence of Hungarian and German identities.

The written use of a foreign language requires considerable language skills and practice, so we 
anticipated that many people would not use German in writing. Surprisingly, 41% of respondents (99) 
indicated that they did not write in German at all (Figure A13), confirming that German is primarily 
spoken, while writing has taken a significant back seat.
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The two lowest levels were chosen by the majority of respondents: 51 said, „I write very little 
German; I can barely understand myself,” while 43 said, „I write quite well, but my knowledge is 
far from perfect.” Due to the low response rate of respondents under 30, no significant trends can be 
identified in this age group. However, more robust conclusions can be drawn for older age groups. 
The response, „I am good in German, but I am much better at writing in Hungarian,” was given by 
32 respondents. A higher level of writing in German was chosen by 22 respondents, who selected „I 
write much better in Hungarian, but I express myself perfectly in German.” It is interesting to note 
that 30 respondents indicated a fluent, almost native-like level of German writing. However, only 
three respondents, mostly from the older age groups, indicated that they preferred writing in German 
over Hungarian (Figure A14).

In the 31–60 age group, level 2 was the most frequently chosen option, with no significant differ-
ences between levels 3–5. The weakest and strongest categories were chosen by few. The responses 
of those aged 61 and over were more balanced between levels 2 and 5, indicating that higher levels of 
written German are still present in this group.

Documented language skills and language test results

The questionnaire also examined the existence of documented language proficiency, as language 
exams represent a standardized level, making the results readily comparable with self-reported 
language use data. Younger age groups were expected to have more language exams due to work and 
higher education requirements. However, the responses partly contradicted these expectations: 118 
respondents had a language test, while 119 did not. The „no” response was predominant among those 
under 30, especially among those under 19, where the presence of a language exam is rare. Those aged 
31–60 performed the best, with 55% having a language test (97 out of 175). Fifteen of those aged 60+ 
had a language test, which accounts for 33%. This is a relatively high figure, given that they are less 
likely to have achieved the required levels of further education and qualifications (Figure A15).

The high proportion of respondents with a language test confirms the reliability of the results on 
written and oral language skills and supports the above-average knowledge of German. Responses 
to the last question show a negligible proportion of non-complex language tests, highlighting the 
importance of full knowledge of the language. Only 16 people (7%) had a basic-level language exam, 
while there was an equal share of intermediate and advanced-level exams (46 each). A surprisingly 
high proportion of people have an advanced level of language proficiency, which confirms the high 
average level of language proficiency. The data also indicate that older age groups are more likely 
to have higher-level language exams: intermediate-level exams dominate among those aged 31–60, 
while higher-level exams predominate among those aged 61 and over (Figure A16).
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CONCLUSIONS

The data from the questionnaire survey largely confirmed our preliminary expectations. In younger 
age groups, the assumption of a German identity is more likely, but it almost exclusively indicates a 
dual identity, meaning Hungarian and German nationality simultaneously. For those under 30, using 
German as a mother tongue is uncommon, and their language skills and usage are generally lower 
than those of older generations. In this group, the process of assimilation is faster, particularly if they 
marry and start families with non-German ancestors. In such cases, German is retained more as a 
foreign language, important for further education and career opportunities, but the cultural and moral 
commitment to the language is marginalized.

Among 31–60-year-olds, using German as a mother tongue is also rare. Although some may define 
themselves as exclusively German, the majority hold dual identities. They are of German origin, with 
at least two or three, and often all four, of their grandparents having German roots. In their childhood, 
German was more commonly used within family circles than it is for younger generations, but school-
based language learning became dominant. Their stronger attachment to German culture is reflected 
in their higher average language proficiency compared to younger generations.

It can be stated that the majority of those aged 61 and over have neither learned nor use German 
as a mother tongue. This is clearly supported by official data and our questionnaire results. Most of 
their ancestors on both sides of the family are of German origin. For these individuals, the assumption 
of a German identity is primarily reflected in their nationality declarations. This age group contains 
the largest proportion of individuals identifying exclusively as German, though dual identities remain 
predominant. German is used more frequently and at a higher level, both in speaking and writing, as 
evidenced by the large number of language exams.

The conclusions above highlight that in today’s modern, digital age, it is increasingly difficult 
to pass on cultural heritage to younger generations. As an educator, I find it more challenging to 
encourage their participation in traditional associations or groups. In their home environments, 
German no longer plays an active role. While the majority of parents still expect their children to 
learn German as a foreign language, it is no longer seen as a national language but rather as an 
opportunity for further education and career development. Given these circumstances, it is expected 
that future official surveys will show a steady decline in the number of people declaring German as 
their nationality.

Previous censuses showed an increase in nationality declarations, leading some researchers to 
hypothesize the possibility of increasing dissimilation among the German population in Hungary 
(Tóth & Vékás, 2008, 2013). However, recent trends unfortunately lead us to refute this assumption. 
Today, the vast majority of people who consider themselves of German nationality have at most a 
dual identity, and the current tendency to declare German as a nationality suggests that increasingly, 
people will identify as Hungarian in the future. Reversing this trend would be difficult, given the lack 
of systematic cultivation of cultural heritage and traditions in everyday life, and often a lack of knowl-
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edge and use of German. Agreeing with the concept used by Tátrai following Gans, we can say that 
the majority of today’s German nationality declarations are symbolic ethnicity (Gans, 1979, as cited 
in Tátrai, 2014). This suggests that mere self-declaration is no longer connected to the preservation of 
linguistic and cultural traditions, and in most cases, a higher level of language proficiency is absent.
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APPENDIX

Figure 2. Gender distribution of participants in the questionnaire survey (head count and percentage)

Figure 3. Age distribution of participants in the questionnaire survey (head count and proportion)

Figure 4. Distribution of participants according to their settlement types
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Figure 5. Age distribution of participants according to their settlement types

Figure 6. Distribution of participants based on self-identified ethnicity

Figure 7. Distribution of participants based on self-identified mother tongue
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Figure 8. Age distribution of participants based on paternal ancestry

Figure 9. Age distribution of participants based on maternal ancestry

Figure 10. Age distribution of participants with full German ancestry (four German grandparents)
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Figure 11. Age distribution of participants based on German language acquisition

Figure 12. Age distribution of participants based on level of spoken German proficiency

Figure 13. Age distribution of participants based on frequency of German language use
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Figure 14. Age distribution of participants based on level of written German proficiency

Figure 15. Age distribution of participants based on having a German language exam

Figure 16. Age distribution of participants based on the type of German language exam they hold
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