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Who is afraid of
the big bad “ring”?

Gender differ-
ences when consider-
ing couple formation
in a newfangled EU
capital

AAbbssttrraacctt::
This paper aims at analyzing

and presenting the findings of an
inquiry carried out in the spring of
2006 in Bucharest. The inquiry itself
originally set out to investigate the
effect of different gender and reli-
gious beliefs and practice with
respect to couple formation and
related issues, with particular refer-
ence to varying corresponding atti-
tudes towards relationships between
the men and women. The inquiry
was conducted on a sample of inhab-
itants of Bucharest, the capital city,
and one of the most significant
urban areas of Romania on the verge
of EU accession. Statistically, signifi-
cant differences were observed with
respect to couple formation, depth
of religious beliefs, and the corre-
sponding degree of religious practice,
in addition to the stated reasons for
marriage in the first place, and
hence, to the prospective partner’s
attributes and selection criteria, both
subjective (emotional) and objective
(practical and pragmatic). 
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Who is afraid of the big bad “ring”?

We live in an era that is marked by profound changes in the system of social val-
ues regarding family life in general, as well as non-marital cohabitation, partners’ roles
and responsibilities, and the demographic behavior of the population in general. These
social changes were first observed in Western Europe, during the second part of the last
century, and have only recently started to be transferred to and to “contaminate” Central
and South-Eastern Europe, where the speed of change is even faster due to the condi-
tions of rapid economic and social transition encountered since the early ‘90s.

The main characteristics of this recent evolution are manifested in a “higher flexi-
bility” in initiating, sustaining, and terminating relationships, as indicated by the increase
of non-marital cohabitation of couples, and an ever increasing divorce rate (Hărăguş,
2005). Marriage postponement as an acceptable social option, and as a by-product of fur-
ther extension of training periods, the deferral of bearing children at young ages, frequent
change of partners’ roles within the relationship, as well as placing career aspirations at
the top of women’s priorities, all of which contribute to the current picture of these ever-
changing social values, which in turn generate new life-style practices and new personal
arrangements that are sometimes imposed on young couples through peer pressure.

The international literature abounds with studies on family life in general, and
new life styles in particular, especially new types of cohabitation, distribution of house-
hold tasks, and the demographic impact of behavioral change of partnerships and the
process of reproduction, while fewer studies exist that deal with values, expectations and
perceptions, and the impact on couple formation (marital or non-marital). Romanian
demographic and sociologic literature encompasses studies and analyses regarding the
evolutions of the family institution, before and after 1990, but the specific issue of select-
ing a life partner has been only tangentially “addressed,” due to a lack of specific data,
namely longitudinal type inquiries. This indicates the important significance of the afore-
mentioned inquiry.

These types of data sources are considered to be the only ones capable of high-
lighting not only the numerous and complex systems of determinants in choosing the
marital or non-marital partner, but also the whole interdependent dynamics existing
between the demographic processes and the economic, social, and cultural changes. The
general tendency in this sphere is just to continue moving forward. However, in 2004,
at the initiative of the United Nations’ Economic Commission for Europe, the Gender
and Generations Programs were launched, in which Romania took part. These programs
are multidisciplinary regional research of the panel type, and aim at supplying transver-
sal and longitudinal data for the population with ages between 17 and 79 years old, for
all participating countries (Mureşan, 2005). 

Within this context, the present demarche aims at determining whether the
Romanian capital’s population, known for its avant-garde demographic behavior com-
pared to the rest of the country, subscribes to the current trend of European change in
terms of couple formation and reproductive behavior. The specific aspects related to
social behavior issues discussed here can be detected in a series of attitudes, norms, and
perceptions, reporting on the specific influence derived, mainly based on the function of
gender and religion, as can be gleaned from the demo-scope inquiry carried out in
Bucharest. In Western Europe, these types of inquiries have been regularly organized
since the end of the ‘50s and their collective conclusions have led to the “notion” that
the choice of a partner, regardless of the type of cohabitation, has become just like that
of the choice of a job, or even considering the option of having children or not, acquir-
ing a house, or the choice of best friends, one of the most important life decisions with



complex implications not only for individuals, but also for the entire society (Girard,
1981; Bozon, 1988, 1990).

An entire system of values underpins the marital or non-marital partnership, com-
prising economic, social, cultural, gender, religious, and psychological factors, whose
influences affect any prospective corresponding outcome, and these factors are some-
times interdependent and interfere with choices and how they may be arrived at. A series
of scientific research has helped to identify these factors, formalize them, and has tried
to quantify them.

The theory of planned behavior (Ajzen, 2005) offers an explanation of the deci-
sion-making process for the choice of a partner and cohabitation modalities. The impact
of the subjective attitudes and norms and also of the perception of behavioral control dif-
fers with respect to gender. Numerous other criteria, like place of residence, level of
instruction and education, social class, personal and family wealth, or even parents’ and
close friends’ influence and interference, as well as religious beliefs and the degree of
adherence to practicing religious rituals, are taken into consideration (Laplante, Miller,
and Malherbe, 2005). 

Religious affiliation influences economic and demographic behavior through its
impact on the perceptions regarding costs and benefits of the numerous decisions made
by individuals and families (Lehrer, 2004). Additionally, for behaviors that pertain to
married-couple households, as opposed to individuals, religion counts because it is a com-
plementary trait in marriage, affecting many activities that husband and wife engage in
together.

The aspect of religion itself encompasses many dimensions, such as commitment
to the religion, the strength of religious beliefs, and participation in religious activities
individually or as part of a congregation. That religion may even have an impact on eco-
nomic and demographic outcomes, partly because it accentuates the effects of affiliation,
partly because of its generally positive influence on heath and wellbeing (or the mere
perception of such influence), can have repercussions for such outcomes. 

In Western countries, the transformations afflicting both the institutions of fami-
ly and marriage, as well as the new values related to couple formation, appeared to result
from a background of profound economic, social, and cultural change (Gherghel, 2005).
First of all, non-discriminatory access to instruction and training, prolongation of the
duration of formal studies, and educational diversification have provoked significant
changes of life style itself, in addition to how the populace views the inherent value of
children within the social constructs of society, and consequently a corresponding par-
ent-child- relationship transformation.

Secondly, the intensive participation of women in the labor market and the result-
ing change of their social status have essentially modified the man-woman balance,
resulting in a near equal distribution of domestic chores, and have increased the possibil-
ity of greater independence of a woman from her family. The direct consequences of
such developments are reflected in modified family behavior, characterized by the post-
ponement of marriage, and deferral of the birth of the first child, resulting in the decrease
of marital fertility. Thus the preference for a non-marital cohabitation has become the
default choice, which is only natural. It allows a couple to live without long-term com-
mitment and with more options to achieve educational and professional objectives
(Gherghel, 2005).

Thirdly, new contraception techniques have become ever more effective and acces-
sible, providing more options (especially for women) for managing life in stages, in line
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with their corresponding professional and educational objectives. In time, this particular
aspect of freedom has systematically eroded the importance of tradition and has dimin-
ished the perceived value and sanctity of marriage. 

These changes in attitudes regarding marriage have created a double dissociation:
between marriage and sexuality, as well as between sexuality and reproduction. Through
transitivity, marriage is no longer necessarily associated with reproduction since sexuali-
ty as a required intermediary in this bi-dissociation is already allowed by the newly
accepted social norms. Sexuality in cohabitation gains territory, as it implies neither long
term commitments nor children that would consume important resources and might
affect certain individual life objectives. According to Castells (1999), all these evolutions
have collectively led to the virtual bankruptcy of the patriarchal family.

The compound effect of the three main tendencies, starting in the ‘60s, is: 
(a) development of a global and information based economy, 
(b) new fertility control technologies, and, 
(c) emergence of feminist movements. 

Further, the progress of science and the development of information and commu-
nication technologies have accelerated the formation of the global information based
society, with new professional demands for the individuals on the labor market. The
high standards of professional proficiency and availability suppose mobility, flexibility
of the work schedule, dynamism, and multidimensionality that are themselves paradox-
ically vivid constraints for traditional family life strategies. In addition, the paid work of
women has modified the balance of power between the two genders, as man is no longer
the only financial support of the family, and from that moment onwards, man’s domi-
nance continuously fades away as women’s financial autonomy increases.

Progress in medical science in general, and in new reproduction aids and tech-
niques in particular, offers women the ability to control both timing and fertility, result-
ing in a wider range of options. Such freedom of choice translates into positive impact
on women’s self-esteem. 

Homosexual movements have further compounded the effects of the newly eman-
cipated women on society, which results in further undermining the very base of the
patriarchal system, predominantly dependent on heterosexuality (Castells, 1999). The
outcome of the bankruptcy of the patriarchal system is not disappearance of the family,
but its profound transformation, through the dissolution of relations between the patri-
archal triad: marriage-family-heterosexuality. Taking its place are the new diversified
types of partnerships, where couples are formed in a non-traditional fashion based on
three common elements. Two of these – the support network and the central role of
women - determine the redistribution of roles and responsibilities through negotiations.
The third refers to a new model of allowed arrangements that suppose multiple partners
along the normal lifecycle.

For Ulrich Beck (1992), during the transition from the industrial society to the risk
society, individuals become more individualistic, less constrained by structures, but need-
ing to face the challenge of constructing their own individual biography. So the individ-
ual becomes the entrepreneur of his or her universe, education, fortune, and destiny
through labor market, personal life planning, and organization.

This process of social transformation is akin to “de-tradionalization,” not only in
the public, but also in the private sphere. In the public sphere this means the bankrupt-
cy of the nuclear family based on division of roles between genders and unequal distri-
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bution of rights between men and women. The new set of options arising out of this
background is the diversity of life arrangements that depend on individual choice. The
transformation of the family takes part in a global process of social-transformation,
through each of the individuals seeking to evolve in relation to social structures and to
build up “the chosen biography” (Ulrich Beck, 1992). 

Romania’s social and demographic evolution is no exception to these tendencies.
However, unlike other European countries, there is a certain deviation of time, rhythm,
and intensity in the manifestation of the demographic behavior of partnerships,
explained by demo-social-psycho evolutions, severely imprinted by the communist
regime through strict control of reproduction behavior prior to December 1989.

The profound economic, social, and political transformations after 1989 generated
a demographic cost through the transition period. Of the various components of this
cost, we will only focus on the aspects of redefining the institution of marriage and
reconstruction of public and private space.

The demographic evolutions from 1990 to the present, which are manifestly indi-
cated by decrease of state control on the family through the sharp decrease in the birth
rate, the great number of abortions (the peak years were 1990-1991), the increase
(between 1990-1991) followed by the relative stability of the divorce rate, the slight
increase of average life expectancy, strong emigration (record figures 1990-1991) that fluc-
tuates along election cycles, and an infant mortality rate of 14 deaths per 1000 during
the first year of life, which was the second highest rate in Europe in 2006 (surpassed
only by Albania).

The first recorded demographic of a consensual unions as a civil status variant is
cited in the Population and Households Census of March, 2002. According to the record-
ed data, Romanians are rather conservative when it comes to the question of marriage,
where the great majority opted for traditional marriage partnerships. The proportion of
population that opted for non-marital cohabitation represented only 3.8% of the whole
population. The majority of these are from the younger generations, between 20 and 34
years old and living in the country side. Out of all people in non-marital partnerships,
73.6% were single, 17.9% divorced, 7.1% widowers, and 1.4% married. 

Although the traditional marriage was found to be, still, the most frequent model
of cohabitation in Romania, other forms of cohabitation appeared to be gaining territo-
ry. The demographic behavior transformation after 1990 was predictable, but the speed
and intensity of change were found to be surprisingly high. These changes are due not
only to the abrogation of forced childbearing legislation, but also to the economic and
social constraints generated by the economic transition (the decrease in real income,
unemployment, inflation, and the shortage of dwelling space). These elements all influ-
enced decisions regarding marriage and reproduction. 

In the long run, the state control measures have provoked important political and
socio-psychological consequences through the imposition of the One-Party-State. The
model of resources redistribution, based on an egalitarian ideology, created a balance of
forces in which the individual was ever more dependent on the state systems. This bal-
anced model invoked an infant behavior of society and the development of an assisted
mentality (Gherghel, 2005).

By monopolizing the public space, the state forced the individual to withdraw into
the familial environment. For this very reason, Romanians can be classified, in general,
as those of similar East–European models, characterized on the one hand by a limited
spread of cohabitation, combined with a high rate of fertility outside of marriage



(Hărăguş, 2005), and on the other hand by early marriage and maternity.
An entire system of values underpins the marital or non-marital partnership, com-

prising economic, social, cultural, religious, and psychological factors whose influences
affect any outcome and are sometimes interdependent and interfere with choices and
how they are made at. In this context, various kinds of motivations that make up the
foundation upon which choosing a partner depends, which is not a random process, are
of great interest. Numerous factors have a major influence, like the place of residence,
level of instruction and education, social class, religion and religiosity, personal and fam-
ily wealth, and even the interference of parents and close friends play a part and are
taken into consideration. At the same time, the couple formation process itself is depend-
ent on people’s values regarding intimate relationships. Recent trends confirm ample
changes of these values, provoking the transition from the modern family (couple), ini-
tiated by the romantic love, to the post-modern family (couple), with two careers, sus-
tained by a “pure relationship” and “confluent love” (Rughiniş, 2002).

The causes of these transformations reside mainly in “atomization of various social
circles,” which allowed the increase of the importance of intimate relationship and lead
to “society individualization.” People are increasingly defined as individuals and not as
mere members of a certain social category, and guided by values like happiness, liberty,
and self fulfillment. Consequently, within private family life there is the individual pri-
vate life of partners, who live the so called “pure relationship,” characterized by democ-
racy, symmetry and individual autonomy (Rughiniş, 2002).

Confluent love is active and contingent, as opposed to the notion of romantic love,
which is “everlasting” and “unique.” The postmodern individual searches for the special
relationship and not for the special partner, so that what matters is what partner is suit-
able for mutual happiness and satisfaction. The quality of couple life became the essence
of the family (Valér, 2005).

Romania is not an exception to the rule. Unlike other European countries, there is
a certain lag in time, rhythm and intensity in the manifestation of changes in the demo-
graphic behavior of partnerships. The Romanian models fit in with those other Eastern-
European models, which are characterized on one side by a wide spread of cohabitation,
combined with high levels of extramarital fertility (Hărăguş, 2005), and on the other by
young marriages and fertility at the same time. There are functioning differences
between urban and rural, where the urban population has a behavior more oriented
towards postmodern values of non-marital cohabitation or a family with two careers and
postponement of fertility (see table no 1).
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The urban world is more inclined towards individualism, and the unconscious
importation of new models of life arrangements. Consequently, there are varied influ-
ences and possible outcomes that may vary in their effects on different genders with
respect to the new system of values, attitudes, and perceptions affecting the process of
couple formation. With few notable exceptions, the level of adoption of the evolution-
ary indicators presented continued to accelerate progressively between 1990 and 2005,
on both the residency location and gender differentiation, and, in most cases, gender
dependent variations have also kept their same natural corresponding orientation.

At almost each significant indicator, the evolution of the population of Bucharest
towards new lifestyles and social attitudes continues unabated, confirming an even high-
er intensity of accentuation of mentality, set attitudes, and newly accepted norms, espe-
cially where changes regarding nuptial and reproductive behavioral aspects are con-
cerned. Therefore the population of the capital city tends to blindly and unconsciously
imitate behavior patters newly imported from occidental countries, which would make
it justifiable to label the newly formed Bucharest society as truly postmodern, particu-
larly when measuring current behaviors and accepted norms and attitudes towards the
process of couple formation.

On one hand, the evolution of the age factor at first marriage firmly reflects the
trend toward postponement of marriage to much older ages than was previously the
case, and consequentially, on the other hand, the increase of the corresponding age at
divorce, which might be attributed to the change of mental attitudes with easier accept-
ance of alternative forms of cohabitation, be it the solitary model, or that of acquiring
more than one partner along the life-cycle, either officially recognized or not. The
increase of the percentage of children born outside marriage is relevant for these types
of life arrangements: from 19.7% of all children born in 1995 to more than 25% of all
children born in 2006. The increase of the mother’s age at first birth also confirms the
tendency toward deferment of this demographic event, or even to give it up altogether,
if we take into consideration the marginal increase of the total fertility rate. The age of
the average first-time mother in Bucharest 2005 was almost 29 years old, which is 3 years
older than the same statistic from 15 years earlier. 

Couple formation options correlate with a series of characteristics, including reli-
gious affiliation, as well as that of prospective partners. That is a particularly important
factor that should be born in mind and taken into consideration when formulating a
foundation for the conclusions of the inquiry, and one should pay specific attention to
the population’s religious structure, as declared through sample responses of the
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As can be gleaned from the table above, the majority of the country’s population
declares allegiance to the Orthodox faith, followed by Roman Catholicism, Reformed,
and Pentecostal. Bucharest’s population is found to be even more homogeneous,
although still representative of the overall national structure. Therefore our best endeav-
ors will be focused on gender differences in general, and even more sharply focused on
religious affiliations, degree of adherence to stated beliefs as well as actual practice of
religious ceremonies and rituals of both partners, and the effect these aspects may have
on their respective social attitudes and corresponding behavioral influences. 

SSoommee mmeetthhooddoollooggiiccaall ccoonnssiiddeerraattiioonnss

An inquiry was conducted in Bucharest, applied to a sample of 1453 individuals,
and aimed at exploring, analyzing, and highlighting gender differences when balancing
between the vast and ever changing myriad of necessities, perceptions, and expectations
associated with sharing one’s life with another per-
son. The target population comprised adults
between the ages of eighteen and forty-nine who
declared having a partner for the last 2 months. In
order to achieve an accurate representation of the
selected sample, the structure of the target popula-
tion of the 6 sectors of Bucharest was taken into con-
sideration, as illustrated in table no 3:

The sample was designed using a quota wherein the selection criteria were based

TTaabbllee 33
Bucharest Target Sample
Proportions per Sector

Sector 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total

S a m p l e
volume 156 268 303 230 226 270 1453
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Population and Households Census of March 2002, whether for the whole country, in
general, or for Bucharest in particular. (Please see table no.2.)



on the two main variables: gender and age. These two variables were decided upon in
accordance with:

- data availability from administrative sources regarding the structure of the target
population;

- simplicity and ease of identification, resulting in an easier job for the interview
operators;

- strong correlation to the corresponding interest variables of the study. 
The inquiry took place between the 15th and 21st of May, 2006, using the face-

to-face interview method. The field research was carried out by the 3rd year Statistics
students of the Faculty of Cybernetics, Statistics and Economic Informatics (Academy of
Economic Studies of Bucharest) as an application of their studies of the Demography and
Social Statistics and Sampling and Inquiry Techniques courses. The questionnaire used
as a basis for the interviews comprised 38 questions, grouped into distinct sections
regarding: general information, dating, first impression, the choice of a partner, marriage,
cohabitation, intentions related to intended future reproduction considerations, and
behavior and other ancillary and associated information. When analyzing the answers
collected, we will present here only those differences related to gender and religious
belief and practice that are statistically significant.1

RReelliiggiioouuss ssttaattuuss ooff tthhee rreessppoonnddeennttss iinn rreellaattiioonn ttoo tthhaatt ooff tthheeiirr
ppaarrttnneerrss

By further analyzing the respondents’ distribution, with particular reference to
their beliefs, practices, and commitment to religion (as depicted in chart no.1) we can
deduce that even if only 15.7% are frequent practitioners, a pervading feeling of belong-
ing to their specific religion can be detected among most respondents (49.4% practice
occasionally, and 29.1% have a strong feeling of belonging but rarely practice any ritu-
als).
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The religious behavior2 of a partner coincides with that of the respondent for
65.4% of those who practice frequently, and an even higher percentage of 72.6% was
detected for those who practice occasionally. A lower but still significant percentage of
59.1% was detected for those who do not practice, even though the feeling of belonging
to a religion exists, while a percentage of 59.1% was measured for that part of the sam-
ple respondents who declared that they do not have a religious practice or behavior.

FFiirrsstt iimmpprreessssiioonn

A larger proportion of men (32.42%) than women (25.26%) declared that they felt
“love at first sight.”3 Differences in attitude exist between practicing and non-practicing
individuals. A rather strong trend emphasizing the existence of a strong feeling between
partners at their first date, manifested more strongly by the masculine gender, represent-
ing 36.6% of male practicing partners, compared with a lower percentage of 26.16% for
those who do not practice religious ritual regularly.4
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AAggee ddiissccrreeppaannccyy 

Men (88.38%) in a larger proportion than women (72.85%) declared that they
would accept living with someone older than themselves by a difference of 1-4 years, but
less man (8.61%) than women (20.93%) would accept living with someone older than
themselves by a difference 5-9 years (as depicted in chart no 3)5. 

Gender difference has even more weight for non-practicing individuals. Male
respondents in this category indicated that they would easily accept a partner older than
themselves. While only 39% of practicing males would accept a partner up to four years
older than themselves, non–practicing males indicated that they would accept an older
partner at an even higher percentage of 49% of cases.6 These results confirm the contin-
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uation of the traditional model of couple formation wherein the man is older than the
woman.

A much larger proportion of women (29.89%) than men (4.88%) would not
accept living with someone younger, regardless of the degree of age difference. Men in
general would accept a partner 3.4 years older than themselves on average, while women
would accept a slightly larger difference of some 4.5 years on average. 

More men (54.38%) than women (49.6%) declared that physical attraction does
count at youth. 

PPrreemmaarriittaall sseexx

Both genders would encourage their children to live with an intended spouse,
regardless of their gender, with the exception of a small proportion of both sexes who
would not.7
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By further analyzing the aspect of religious belief in considering sexual relation-
ships before marriage one can detect firm indications of rejection of this particular notion
much more frequently among women than men. For practicing women it almost does
not matter what sex their offspring may be in influencing their strict refusal to the notion
of sex before marriage, while there hardly exists any difference between practicing and
non-practicing men when it comes to differentiating on the notion of sex before mar-
riage. Out of the 101 men who would not advise their children to live with a prospec-
tive partner before marriage, 50.5% are 40 years old or older. The proportion of those
who would advise their children to live with their chosen partner before marriage
decreases with age. For instance, 72.1% of the 20-24 age group approve of this practice,
compared with only 51% from those 40 years old or older.

As for women, even more have a distinctly different attitude, where 21.32% (com-
pared with 14.49% for men) choose not to advise their children to live with a prospec-
tive partner before marriage8. 

Both genders agreed that the start-up of a family should occur only when both
partners have realized economic stability.

IIddeeaall PPaarrttnneerr’’ss aattttrriibbuutteess 

Regarding the importance of the partner’s attributes, both genders place fidelity at
the top of the list, followed by intelligence and sense of humor. Following that, men
rank the other relevant attributes differently from women: men rank physical appearance
first, followed by household skills and then material wealth, while women ranked house-
hold skills and material wealth first, followed by physical appearance.



As can be gleaned from the results summarized above, both genders identify sim-
ilar basic reasons when deciding to commit to a marital engagement, especially the top
five priorities, while both genders vary slightly when considering their sixth and seventh
points on their lists of reasons.

The next natural step in human endeavor, after marriage (albeit belated and care-
fully considered) and giving birth to a first child, is the decision whether or not to have
a second child. There are a number of factors that can influence that decision, both as
incentives and as inhibiting factors. When it comes to ranking these factors, the results
from the sample are summarized bellow.

The changing nature of reasons for marriage as influenced by evolving lifestyle and
values system in the post-modern urban society represented by the inhabitants of the
Romanian capital is summarized below.
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As can be deduced from analyzing the results above, the list of factors affecting
the decision making process for men and women, when it comes to deciding on a sec-
ond baby, varies when it concerns very personal issues, while such factors are similarly
expressed where it concerns factors derived from broader social values.

In ccoonncclluussiioonn, couple formation behavior of men and women in Bucharest is still
a modern, with some traditional accents, although post-modern values imported from
Western Europe along the way to EU accession have begun to be more and more pres-
ent as a natural derivative of harmonization of laws and norms, both public and private.
Adding to this momentum of change is the influence resulting from foreign firms invest-
ing in the country’s varied industries, allied to corporate cultural training that has natu-
rally introduced concepts of personal freedom of expression, manifesting itself broadly
as a rebellion against all things old or associated with the old regime and its perceived
values. The influence of free media, in particular, has had a great impact in shaping the
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attitudes of youth towards romantic love, whether through movies, literature, or the pro-
liferation of entertainment programs of different formats.
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NNootteess::

1. The following test was devised as a stitistical tool comparing and analysing the
significance of gender differences as obtained from the results of the survey question-
naire. The comparison of two Test’s statistics is: 

where:
w1= observed proportion in sample 1;
w2= observed proportion in sample 2
n1= sample volume 1;
n2= sample volume 2;
w = estimated variance based on the samples’ proportions is: .

The calculated value is then compared with the theoretic value, corresponding to
the desired significance level.

The bilateral test’s hypotheses are:
H0: p1 = p2 and H1:p1 ≠ p2 (p1 and p2 are proportions in the target population)
Contingency Coefficient, Pearson's C was used to test the strength of the correla-

tion. The contingency coefficient is an adjustment to phi, intended to adapt it to tables
larger than 2-by-2. C is equal to the square root of chi-square divided by chi-square plus
n, the sample size:                     . 

C has a maximum approaching but never totally reaching 1.0 only for large tables,
and some researchers recommend it only for 5-by-5 tables or larger. For smaller tables
the level of association will be estimated, even when all observations are on the diago-
nal of a table.

2. Other important aspects can also be revealed by the analysis of the respondents’
distribution of their religious status, as compared with that of their corresponding part-
ners. The 2 value of 1081.409 (significance level of 0,0000001) calculated on the basis of
a contingency table designed for the variables: „religious status of respondent” and „reli-
gious status of the partner” shows a strong relationship between the religious behavior
of the partners within a couple. The contingency coefficient C= 0.653 indicates that asso-
ciation is of medium intensity. 

3. The difference between the two genders is statistically significant (zc=3.014) at
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a significance level α=0.05.
4. This  diffe rence  is  s ta tis tica lly s ignificant (zc=4,29) for a probability of

99.99%
5. The difference between the two genders is statistically significant (zc=7.43) at a

significance level at α=0.01.
6. The  diffe rence  be tween the  above  two ca te gorie s  is  s ta tis tica lly s ignificant

(zc=3,2), at a significance level of α =0,0013.

7. The difference is statistically significant at α=0.01. Age  has  a  s ta tis tica lly sig-
nificant influence  for α=0.01. The  contingency coe fficient is  0.228, which, e ven if
sma ll, is  s till s ta tis tica lly s ignificant.

8. The difference is statistically significant (zc=3.38) at a significance level of

α=0.01.
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CCLLAAUUDDIIUU HHEERRTTEELLIIUU

Statistical Indicators
System regarding Religious
Phenomena1

AAbbssttrraacctt::
The approaching ways in religious phenome-

non quantitative studies are, most of the times,
based only on the evolution of adherent flows and
population structure from a religious point of view.
In this pape, an integrated statistical indicators sys-
tem will be designed. The main purpose of the system is to enhance the quality and coherence
of the religious phenomenon. The most important indicators from the integrated system are:
context indicators (political, economical, socio-cultural, demographical), basic indicators, level
and structure indicators, participation indicators, resource indicators (spiritual, human and
pecuniary), quality, efficiency and outcomes (religious freedom, social connections, internation-
al relationships). Designing a complete, coherent system of indicators is necessary for a correct
approach in studying the religious phenomenon. Statistical indicators can supply quantitative
data for the operational description of the religious phenomenon. The indicators’ system
makes possible not only a descriptive analysis but also some advanced statistical techniques
(e.g. regression and correlation method).

Motto:
“Not everything that can be counted counts, and not everything that counts can

be counted.” 
Albert Einstein

PPrreeaammbbllee

Various systems of statistical indicators exist and are unanimously accepted from
the system of macroeconomic statistical indicators, financial indicators, and the corre-
sponding educational media indicators. From this viewpoint, designing a system of sta-
tistical indicators for the religious area represents a challenge but, at the same time an
implementation of statistic system analysis in the field of religious studies. 

Why should one come up with statistical indicators about religion? The answers
are various and pay attention to:

- a correct and comprehensive operational description
- making possible quantitative analyses
- descriptive statistic methods
- advanced statistical techniques
- studying religion as a system
- making easier comparisons (regional, international, and inter-religious etc.)
Before proceeding to the composition of the indicators system, we must answer

the question: ”What is a statistical indicator?”. Isaic-Maniu, Pecican, Ştefănescu, Vodă,
Wagner (2003)2 consider that: „the statistical indicator is an instrument that character-
izes – in numbers – the structure, correlations, and time changes of various socio-econom-
ic phenomena” while Johnstone (1985)3 believes that “the indicator is operational
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