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1. Presentinghe context of possocialist Romania and
the research question

AWNnhile atthe nationallevel, Romania has been catching up with the Old Member States, within
the country thegap between better developed core regions and the resulting peripheries has
been widening over the past 25 years

Athe transition from a centralized to a market economy hasvidened the gap between centers and
peripheries Kurk62010)

A neoliberal regional policy within the European Union has then contributed further to the increase of
regional disparities (Lang 2011)

APremise: the differences between development levels of regions will just increase if placed
within a free market without state intervention, through the accumulation of various advantages
(Benedek2004)
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Research guestion

/But what about within the regional level?

ANhat isthe relationship between mobility angolarization?

U How do coreperiphery disparities affect mobility flows?

U How does the mobility of various soes@mographic groups contribute to the increase or decrease of
socioeconomic polarization?
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2. Conceptual framework

/Cores&peripheriesesulting fromLINE O Sidvéhishihe nkages established in networks draw
some locations together while at the same time pushing others further ag@rarf 2008: 75)

/Simultaneity of featureseconomic strength political power, innovationiihn2015)

/Differentiatedaccesdo generally available and desirable resour@material orsymbolic)
(Krecke2004)

Arhecompetition for human resources significantly shapes the ability of cities or regions to
further develop

A Future growth of cores depends on an also growing pond of employees and consumers
Alf the birth rate is already low, the extra amount of wag@nersmustbe provided through migration

AFocus on territoriaimobility - the main interest lies omternal migrationand commuting
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2. Conceptual framework

Amage of place:

A Aspart of polarization angberipheralizationprocesses, certaimages of value (of lack of valuare
being ascribed taentres and peripheries

A Peoplebase their decision of engaging in forms of territorial mobility on quality of life concerns which
are strongly connected to the images of pladdsbility represents an active attempt to replaceeself
in a preferred living environmerito places perceived as having a higher quality.

ATowhich degreeado thetwo images of places overlap: are those spaces which are discursively
valued within a corgoeriphery structure also the same places that the mobile population will
choose in search of a better life?
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3.1.Methodological structureoverview

/Descriptive statistical analysis and narrative interviews

/8 empirical questions
AWhich are the areas of origin and destination for people engaged in forms of territorial mobility?
A Does territorial mobility lead to social mobility?

AWhat is the perception of the areas of origin aseparture and how much do these perceptions affect
the decision of moving?

/Regional scale, one administrative NUTS 2 region: Néeist Region in Romania
(andNorthernGreat Plain in Hungary)
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3.2. Quantitative analysis

/Descriptivestatisticsusedto:
A describethe mobility patternsbetweendevelopmentregionswithin the studiedregion

A Comparethe mobile andthe sedentarypopulation(sex,age,education,occupation)
A representvisuallythe creatednetwork acrosshesespaces
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3.2 Quantitative analyssresults
ATheLocal Human Development Inde ]
(LHD), byDumitru Sandu e
Measureghe total capital ofocalities . ! ' - . _
ANllows for comparison of very N
different localities, L I_ .

E Mediur!'mgeofadult -

il locality level birth 2 p“;fs';’: d"(f):gr\'ea

; Distribution of gas for

urban or rural, small or large
= household consumption by

(Burdujaet al., 2013,pg.238) locaity nhabitart

A dimensions
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Development growth in the North-Vest region, according to the Local Human Development Index (2002-2011)

Legend
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Local Human Development Index
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Sourceowndraft, usingdata from 2011 National Census
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Core-periphery structure in the North-West Region,
according to the Local human Development Index (2011)

Legend

@ Large cities

*  Small cities and villages
—— Highways
Local Human Development Index
I ciuiNapoca and Floresti (100-106)

Cores (72-99)

[ semi-peripheries (55-71)
N B Feripheries (33-54)
A 11200000 || Missing data

Sourceowndraft, usingdata from 2011 National Census
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Internal postsocialist migration

ABased on 2011 census data
U 405 618 people (15.6% of NV region population) have had a previous residence before that of census
and have moved to the census locality between 12901

U Divided into two migration waves: 199011 and 20022011 (according to the years of census)

Current Residence for Internal Migrani©990-2001, LHDIgroups Current Residence for Internal Migran2002-2011, LHDIgroups

e [ —— In relation to total In relation to area
q Y population (migrants/km?)
CIuyNapoca and 69410 -
Floresti

In relation to  In relation to area
total population (migranis’kmg?)

Frequency Percent

ClupNapoca and

Floresti 28642 -

Cores 74745 7,6%
Cores 79201 441 8,1% 248 _ el
Semiperiphery 44268 24,6 5,5% 7X:] Scmtperiphery 51535 22,9 6,4% 3,2
Periphery 27573 153 6,0% Ji Periphery 29463 131 6,5% 2.0
Total 1479774 100 6,9% 5,3 IECINN 225188 100 8,7% 6,6

Sourceown draft, using data from 2011 National Census
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Internal postsocialist migration

AThe periphery lost out on inhabitants, while the other groups gained inhabitathts better the
LHDI score, the higher the influx of internal migrants

An the second migration wave, the other core cities became unattractive compared to Cluj
Napoca

An the second migration wave, we have a return migration to the periphery and also a downward
mobility from the cores to the senperiphery

U the gap between the urban centres has been widening over the lage2t
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Current Residence for Internal Migrants 192001, LHDI groups

Cluj&Floresti Cores Semiperiphery Periphery

Count RowN% count/km?2 Count RowN% count/km2 Count RowN% count/km?2 Count RowN% count/km?

- Cluj&Floresti 940 9.2(%- 4845  47.2% 1.5 202  19.7% 0.1 245¢  24.0v% 0.2
RESENE Cores 8392 15.7%- 1728C  32.4Y 5.4 1708 32.0% 1.1 1058C 19.8¥ 0.7
for Internal

Migrants Bl 3512  8.0% 14.7 2360 53.7% 7.4 1172  26.7Y 0.7 513¢  11.7% 0.4
19902001, [sLilelal=lsY

LHDI grouplailJi=1s% 5786  15.8% 242  1798¢  49.1% 56  742C 20.3Y% 05 5407 14.8% 0.4

Current Residence for Internal Migrants 20@®11, LHDgroups

Cluj&Floresti Cores Semiperiphery Periphery

count/km
Count Row N % count/km2 Count Row N % 2 Count Row N % count/km?2 Count Row N %count/km?2

JEVETEN Cluj&Floresti  884¢€ 38.2%- 8594  37.1v 27 2861  12.3% 0.2 287€  12.4% 0.2
Residence
STl Cores 2029¢ 26.8‘%- 20705 27.3% 6.5 22747  30.0% 1.4 1200¢  15.9% 0.8
Migrants -y 526C 14.0% 22.C 1631€  43.5Y% 5.1 1084¢  29.0% 0.7 5045  13.5% 0.3
20022011, o

periphery

Periphery 3855  15.0% 16.1 10471  40.6% 3.3 6757 26.29 0.4 4677 18.2% 0.3

Sourceown draft, using data from 2011 National Census
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Flows of internal migration 1990-2011
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Sourceowndraft, usingdata from 2011 National Census
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Flows of internal migration (over 50 pers.):
place of destination being Citjapoca andrloresti

Sourceowndraft, usingdata from 2011 National Census

19.09.2016 | 3RD REGPOL? SCHUBLKAOMNICASLOVAKIA) L6



