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Abstract. The Romanian sector of tBanube Valley covers a large area in which the life of resident commimities
shaped by the River (1,075 km long). At present, 266 local administrative units (LAU) in the Romanian
Danube Valley number 238 communes, 28 towns and a population of 1. nmhiabitants. According to the
population structure, 58% of the total population is urban. The current paper is seeking to indentify disparities
in the territorial cohesion of the Romanian Danube Valley following several research stages: selectirtg relevan
statistical indicators, analysing territorial disparities, standardising the absolute values of the indicators and
grouping elementary indicators into 3 secondary indexes in order to reflect the main aspects of territorial
cohesion: life, environmentadnd social quality. Finally, the authors were able to compute the Territorial Cohesion
Index (TCI), revealing the levels of territorial cohesi@enerallythe outcome of the current study shows a
higher territorial cohesion in the urban LAU economicdiyeloped that have a high demographic potential.

1.INTRODUCTION

According to Faludi (2004), the initial focus of the Territorial Cohesion idea was on regional
economic development. The same author claims that the roots of this concept are to be floeind in
French eAkm®reasgeéemantd 6du ahar rtihtadi rtéhsere i s aindeci si
including this dimension of cohesion in the EU political agenda in order to support the European
Model of Society.

In the Barca Report (2009),hich advocates for integrating territorial development policies,
Coherent Europe is about territorial cohesion creating added value by packaging policies in such a
way as to suit the territory concerned (Faludi, 2013).

The concept of Territorial Cohesiorave f i r st menti oned i n Europe ir
and Territories in Europed published by the Ass
the need for coordinated planning at European level to argument complementariness betivgahatedri
economies o c i a | cohesi on as eaah 2083). Tergonad cofzesion appeared i Tr a K
the European Commi ssionds triennial reports,; fi
Social Cohesion (Commission of the Europearm@ainities, 2001), which used the concept to
describe the uneven development of the EU territory and particularly the concentration of population
and economic activity in the core area of Europe (Commission of the European Communities, 1999);
and later, in2004, when the concept was given prominence by its inclusion in the Third Report on
Economic and Social Cohesion (Commission of the European Communities, 2004)(quoted by
Davoudi, 2005).

The Territorial Cohesion concept, disseminated by the Green Papér vas the harmonious
development of all regions, giving the population the opportunity to use the resources of the respective
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area. In this way, cohesion represents a tool of turning diversity into an asset liable to contributing to
the sustainable dedment of the whole European Unidaufopean Commission, 2008).

According to Waterhout (2008), three O0storyl:i
not explicitly concerned with territory as such, but rather with the substantive goalgitofiss
devel opment: OEurope in Balanceb6, 6Competitive EU

The European Constitution defines territorial cohesion as a competence shared between the
Union and the Member States (Faludi, 2006). Territadalesion is a set of principles for harmonious,
balanced, efficient, sustainable territorial development. It enables equal opportunities for citizens and
enterprises, wherever they are located, to make the most of their territorial potentials. Teohesd&in
reinforces the principle of solidarity to promote convergence between the economies ebfbetter
territories and those where development is lagging behind. The policy of Cohesion represents the essential
framework within which EU can approachri®rial development challenges and contribute to releasing
the local, regional, national and transnational territorial potential (European Union, 2011). Highlighting
Europebds territorial di versity, t er intb o assgeta | coh
benefitting all the inhabitants of all regions, securing thereby a harmonious and balanced territorial
development capable to contribute to a sustainable Europes(@a02011).

In the Lisbon Treaty, among the crucial implications of tieusion of territorial cohesion for
the future of a cohesion and development policy in Europe, a relevant role is played by the fact that
Member States and EU institutions, now share competence in contributing to territorial cohesion, as
clearly stated ithe Territorial Agenda of the European Union 2020 (HU Presidency, 2011, quoted by
Cotella 2012).

The Policy of Cohesion is part of the Europe 2020 Strategy with strong emphasis on labour
employment, innovation, sustainability, reduction of poverty andakexclusion. Once territorial
cohesion was introduced in the Lisbon Treaty as explicit target of the policy of cohesion, the emphasis
fell on services accessibility, functional geography, territorial analysis and sustainability. Between
2010 and 2012, hPolicy of Cohesion was focused on one of the eleveithieagatic goals set for the
2014 2020 interval. The EU Cohesion Policy is aimed at implementing a coherent investment policy
in order to meet the Europe 2020 Strategy targets and reduce regioaatidsplrhe progress made
in attaining the political goals and supporting approaches based on policy implementation are
measured by spatial indicatdiuropean Union2011;European Commission, 2014he main target
of thereformed European Union CohesiPolicy is to deliver a coherent investment policy in order to
achieve the Europe 2020 Strategy etala2Dl®). and reduc

The cohesion policy regulation for 2022020 contains a range of new measures to strengthen
the strategic orientation of programming and incentivize better performance. Programmes have to
specify objectives, intervention logics and results targets more clearly (Bachtler J., Mendez C., Kah S.,
2013).

At present, new methods to evaluate cohesion ®gsaing interdependence relationships among
the economic variables network, focussing only on living standard indicators exist (e.g. GDP, labour
employment, and productivity). In keeping with this new approach, cohesion is viewed as a
qualitativequantitaive effect of political decisiomaking (Lo Monaco, 1983; Prezioso, 2008).

According to Davoudi, 2005, the Community Str
di mension of Cohesion Policyd shoul d xtendlingi aken i
beyond the notion of economic and social cohesion, its objective being to help achieve a more
balanced development, to build sustainable communities in urban and rural areas and to seek greater
consistency with other sectoral policies whichhaves pat i al i mpact 6.
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The current challenge of incorporating geography in impamdelling raised by the new
cohesion policy is different, and macroeconomic models, presently available for policy evaluation,
have only limited relevance in this respect. Tle&nype of models should incorporate those various
dimensions of geography that affect the overall impact of modern development pMangs, (2013)

The main objectivef this paper is to identify disparities in terms of the territorial cohesion of
Romani ads Danube -3adldvet Jocalbatimingstrative unitd\U). The way in which
the cohesion policy has been defined as a polit
could not be used in treating the majority of these isswbgh requires a territorial analysis on
various scales. This approach was carried ogfrbyping the elementary indicators in three secondary
indexes (life quality, environmental quality, and social quality) in order to stress out the main
territorial cdesion differences. Thugnalysingterritorial cohesion in the Danube Valley, several
aspects, such as, demography, economy, education, -basdthtechnicabuilding infrastructure,
cultural, life quality, social exclusion and the environment had tak®n into account.

2.DATA AND METHODOLOGY

Since the territorial cohesion is a complex phenomenon, no single method is able to quantify it.
It is important to determine the optimal territorial assessment scale. In the case of Romania, the
possible territdal levels may include the national one, mamgions and/or development regions
(NUTS1 and/or NUTS2) and NUTS3/LAU (county level). Also, certain functional areas could
represent a territorial scale for the assessment of territorial cohesion. For Itrati@veof territorial
impacts at a highly disaggregated level, complex methods are available which integrate qualitative and
qguantitative tools. An essential element of these evaluations is the use of subjective expert assessment
(Zsi b-k Zsuzs28l®8na M8r kusn

This study relies on the statistical data available at the lowest level of administrative territorial
units (LAU or NUTSS5) provided by the TEMRONIine time series published by the National Institute
of Statistics. For the current study the atghesed the 2015 data for computing the selected indicators.

The selection has been made following the analysis of several papers, scientific reports, and official
documents elaborated by experts (e.g. primary indicators monitored by the Territorialafiygerv
Prezioso 2006, 2008; Met hodol ogy of obtaining
Territorial Development StrategyNTERCO Indicators of territorial cohesipnESPON 2011).
Noteworthy, an important selection criterion was the availabifitipcal administrative units (LAU)
statistical data.

The authors selected 14 statistical indicators in order to emphasize high cohesion and lower
cohesion areas: demographic dependency rate = DEPENDDEMO; migration growth = MIGR;
employment rate = EMPLOY; m of hospital beds/1,000 inhabitants) = HOSPITBED; visitors in
museums = VISITMUSEUM; number of tourist accommodation places = TOURACC; road
accessibility = ACCES; goods transported on inland waterways (thousands tones/km) =
WATERTRANSP; length of seweragystem = SEWER; wasteater treated flow (cubic meters/day)
= WATERPURIF; artificial area (% of land covered with transport routes and land covered with
buildings/total land fund) = ARTIFAREA; graduates of primary and secondary education =
GRADUATES,; conposite index of the social disadvantage (DISADVINDEX); fertility rate =
FERTILITY. Given that the statistical indicators were calculated by different measurement units, an
important step was to apply a normalization procedure using the national averegeh delected
indicator (Fig. 1).
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National Institute od Statistics:
-TEMPO Online time series (2015).
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The Territorial Cohesion Index, computed as Hull Score of the 14 indicators, shows the following:
TCIl = 50+ 14*(MIGR + EMPLOY + HOSPITBED + TOURACC + VISITMUSEUMACCES

+ WATERTRANSP + SEWER + WATERTREAT + GRADUATES + FERTILITIYDEPENDDEM

T ARTIFAREA T DISADVINDEX)/14.

3. STUDY-AREA

In Romania, there are four development regions and tveelveu n't i eSse v(eGairna, Kk Me hedi
Dol j, ol t, Tel eor man, Giurgi u, Ctl traxi, Il al omi
alongside théanube River. fe life of resident communities is shaped by 1,075 km of the Danube,
out of which over 759 kngorrespond to the border line with Serbia and Bulgaria, being located in the
southern part/periphery of Romania. As the territorial cohesion policy is part of the spatial
development policies and it therefore means eliminating, or reducing, regionahgcosocial and
other disparities (Leimgruber, 2004 quoted by Luukkonen, 2010), it is better to speak about
peripherality, because of its deeper connotations with the core. That is, having disparities means
having at least two different developing regi¢esy. the core and the periphery). Marginality can also
be voluntarily caused, and it has positive connotations since marginal (different) subjects can be
agents of innovation, whereas peripherality is seen more as an enforced situation (Leimgruber, 2004,
quoted by Luukkonen, 2010).

At present, the 266 local administrative units (LAU) in the Romanian Danube Valley number
238 communes, 28 municipia and towns and a population of 1.7 million inhabitants (2014), out of
which 42.0% is rural and 58.0% is urbamg(F.).

Most Danube Valley towns (19) fall intothe smali ze category (under 20,
(Dolj County) standing at the bottom with only 3,657 inhabitants. The maigkecategory (20,000
100,000 inh.) includes 7 towns together with two lesge categories (over 100,000 inh.), of which
Gal aSi City is the | argest (249,423 inh.). The
(Tulcea County which encompasses the Danube Delta,-talesgred territory for the development of
settlements) ah10,470 in Poiana Mare Commune (Dolj County).

The negative population dynamics (20%) over 1281 reveals the deegated crisis in this
area, in both the rural and the urban settlements, especially in case of small and middle towns,
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numerous demograghaspects correlating with the economic and social situations (Dumitrescu, 2008,

VOr dol,, M2 atal92ele).
The Romanian Danube Valley population registers a decrease, especially in small towns and
rur al areas, due to migration to | a-segteorabroddt i es,

(Nancuet al,, 2016) (Table 1, Fig?).

Table 1

The structure of the settlement system in the Romanian Danube Valley.

. Urban Rural Total
Development regiong County LAU2 LAU2 LAU2
West C a r-Sewerin 1 7 8
SouthWest Oltenia | Mehedi nSi, Dol j, Ol 9 91 100
South Muntenia Teleorman, GiurgiuCt | £ r aki , | a 8 70 78
SouthEast ConstanSa, Tul cea, B 10 70 80

e urban LAU2
* rural LAU2
[ counties

CARAS-SEVERIN

TULCEA

* Moldova Noud

Ceravoda

b
TELEORAAN CONSTANTA

Fig. 21 The structure of the settlements system in the Romanian Danube Valley.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
4.1. The life quality

According to the LassthewmverallSachieeemengof & gooddife gualityt i
level has to be supported by policies aimed at guaranteeing adequate economic conditions to meet the
familiesd needs. These are measured by the per ¢
andby an adequate level of all the reconomic aspects that contribute to the health condition, basic
public health, which is commonly considered an indirect indicator of productivity and economic
dynamism (Prezioso, 2008).

The demographicdependency rateis influenced by birth, mortality and migration rates, which
shapes the economic dependency fatt n st i t ut ul Na S$Si o.rBy IrelatidgetheSt at i s
population group, most likely to be economically dependent (net consumers) to the group most likely
to be economically active (net producers), changes in the dependency ratio pinpoints the potential
social/life quality support requirements resulting from changes in the populatiestrageires

(United Nations, 2018).
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Demographiedependency rate values drigher than the national average (54.8% in 2015) in
188 Danubian LAU (77.7% of the total network) because of ageing phenomena and a negative
migratory balance. The values range from a maximum of 31.1% in Dybbeta Severin town
(Me h e dCiountg)ito 100.5% in Ud&locociov Commune (Teleorman County). The lowest values,
under 40%, are registered in the urban area, especially in those towns with a higher demographic
potential, while the highest values, over 85%, characterized thleaneas, especially some rural LAU
from Dol j, Mehedi n$Si and Brtila counties. The |
relevant when analysing the birthte, deatr at e, | i fe expectancy, a settle
Migratory balan ce. Migration tends to promote convergence between regions; the poles of
attraction are usually the more affluent regions, also more advanced in terms of demographic
transition. The main role should be played by towns in providing access to serviceminthel
infrastructure necessary to invest in the adaptability of people and enterprise$aetdein avoiding
rural depopulation and ensuring these areas remain attractive places to lueojpegn Commission,
2008) One of the factors involved impulation shrinkage is the negative migratory balance, values
varyingfrom-2. 2 a@ i n lon Corvin Commune (ConstanSa Co
( GailBa &ii |l a Metropolitan Area), 123 of the LAU ha\
Health-care. The healthcare irdex Oumitrache, 2004reveals the geographical distribution of
healthcare resources in Romania, the most disadvantaged counties being those lying along the
Danube Valley. Il al omi Sa Co udreyresousces.tHoveeverp londed e s t [
resources also have Giurgiu, Tel eor man, ol t , Me
hospital beds/1,000 inhabitants are registered in 243 Danubian LAU (91.3% of the total LAU network)
and below one physician/1,000 inhabitants in 226 Danubdds (85.0% of the total LAU network).
The highest values scored the main BSsswnnporan cit
some rural settlements with departments of urban hospitals or even small hospitals.
Employment. Evaluating the economimpact is an essential component of the overall assessment
of the EU cohesion policy (Batterbury, 2006 quoted by Varga, 2013). It estimates the aggregate
influence of policy interventions on such variables as GDP, employment or wages. The European
employnent policy highlights another cohesion paradox: cities are places with higher employment and
unemployment rates (3/4 of the EU cities have the lowest ratio of employed residents measured
throughout the State), thus making the achievement of the LisbordAggrals (employment rate at
70%) (Prezioso, 2008), a difficult task.

employed persons employment rate (%)
250 - 2500

o 2501 - 5000 76,5-80,0

@ 5001 - 7500 80,1-85,0

© 7501 - 10000 85,1-90,0

@ 10001 - 50000 Bl 901-950

Bl 951-996

CARAS-SEVERIN

. 50001 - 103512

CALARAS!

Budew
=

Fig. 31 The employment rate.
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County), Giurgeni (]alomiSa County), Cer at

Mo |

The 2011 Census showed that settlements with avédue employment rate gained ground in
the Danube Valley, a very worrying situation because low vdklesven more (the minimum value

was 70% in 1992 and only 22% two decades
rural LAU2 to 99.6% in Tia Mare rural LAU2, the highest ones, over 98%, are recorded in 17 rural
LAU2, most of them in Olt Couwgt(Fig. 3).
The | owest val ues under 8 5 %, are specific to

dova Nout towns.

l ater)

(Dol

Tourist accommodation. Sustainale development of tourism is fully in line with the cohesion
objectives of a balanced development of the EU territory. Tourism has the potential to allow for a
more even distribution of economic activities and of employment opportunities over the Edterrit

The sustainable development goals applied to the activity of tourism will ensure its good management
under fair economic and social conditions while contributing to environmental protection, including
the preservation of the natural EU heritages (Ream Union, 2006).
Tourist accommodation places are to be found in only in 56 Danubian LAU (21.4% of the total

LAU network) and the most numerous ones (5,950 out of a total of 12,083 tourist accommodation

pl aces) are concent rBrtteidl a ;hurSelbasragdelulcea) and is soinegGa l a $
rural LAU, located in the Danube Delta (2,688 places). There are 38 LAU with less than 100 tourist
accommodation places.

Number of visitors in museums.The total number of visitors in museums is unednahe

19 Danubian LAU (14 urban and 6 rural) recording this indicator: 621,962 visitors, out of which
581,544 people visited urban mus e ulusuSewrinGwns.aSi , T

no. of visitors
0

15 - 40
100 - 1000
1001 - 5000
5001 - 10000
15001 - 50000
135001 - 356885

CARAS-SEVERIN

TELEORMAN

Fig. 41 The total number of visitors inuseums.

The number of visitors in museums vary

County) to 356,885 people in Gal ag$Si Towns
network) have no visitors in museums (Fig. 4).

Road accessibility. The development of transport is closely connected with the economic
development, transport being one of the basic components of theesociomic progress, the end

point of commodity production and dissemination for production, or consumption (Intermodal
Transport Strategy in Romaiid0 20, 2011 quoted by.Thxaeuelopmentafnd ker
the TEN for transport, telecommunications and energy is part of thgeBtral strategy for cohesion,

aimed at harmonious planning and development. The objeuftitiee transEuropean networks is to

from
(Gal a
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connect national infrastructures in a coherent manner and to ensure continuity of services between
island, landlocked and peripheral regions and central regions, with aid in particular from the Cohesion
Fund (Europeatynion, 2006).

Very good and good accessibility have 15 LAU2 located along the highway and the European
roads, mainly in the SoutBastern part of the Danube Valley (Fig. 5).

road accessibility

0.00 - 1.00
1.01 - 2.00

| 201-3.00
Bl 3.01-400
Bl 401-500

L] towns

Coeenavods

Fig. 57 Road accessibility (Source: www.sdtr.ro).

Medium accessibility have 37AU2 crossed by national roads, with lowest values for the LAU2
situated along county roads (77 LAU2).

Transported goods.The Danube River in Romania is the backbone of the Lower Danube and of
the entire Danube Region, its economy connecting Rotterddancharr ( Nort h Sea) to Co
(Black Sea). The first Priority Area of the European Union Strategy for the Danube Region is to improve
mobility and intermodality of inland waterways. Among the objectives of this priority area are: 20%
increased camtransport on the River in by 2020 compared to 2010; solving the obstacles to navigation
and establishing an effective waterway infrastructure management by 2020; developing efficient
multimodal terminals at the River ports along the Danuito:(/www.danubeaegion.eu/about/our
target$. The 20 Danube harbours facilitate the transport of goods, mainly theagh a Si - Dr obe
Turnu Severin and Tulcea, which cumulate 75.5% (3,860,385 thousand tonnes/km) of all the goods
carried on the Danube.

4.2. Environmental quality

As argued in the 5th Cohesion Report, territorial cohesion highlights various issues which are
central to the cohesion policy. Among these are the environmental dimension of sustainable
development and the use of flexible functional geographies for territorial development. Environmental
challenges are increasing in number and importance. A laege sh cohesion policy resources has
always been invested in measures to improve the quality of the environment, or to tackle key
environmental challenge&gropean Commission, 2017)

Sewerage networkPublic water supply and sewerage services are amengitiies of general
public interest. The EU Green Paper has introduced the concept of a partnership between the different
levels of governance in Europe, considering that public services of general economic interest are
paramount in maintaining cohesjomproving the quality of life and securing sustainat#eelopment
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(European Commission, 2014). The sewerage system has an important role in guarasiéeihgalth,
environmental protection and enhancing the living standard.

There are counties whem® rural settlement has a sewerage system (199 rural LAU, 74.8% of
the total studied network), and in the few communes where it does exist, the network length is very
short (e.g. Brtila, Ctltitraxki, GiurgilmF@Bt and Te

length of sewerage network (km)
0
05-10.0
10.1-54.0
B 116.0-500.0
Hl s31.0

Fig. 61 Sewerage network length.

The |l ength of the sewerage system ranges fr ol
County) to 531 km in Gal ag$Si Ci t y-seat townk with gnordn o f 0
than 50,000 inhabitans ( Gal a Si , Br Hiulram,u Giewregiiwmn, Drud kxetag an

Waste-water treatment. Despite general progress in reducing environmental pressures (notably
as regards wastewater and waste treatment), more efforts are needed to meet EU enairgoate
According to Wast&Vater Treatment Directive"®Reporting Exercise, the required level of wastter
treatment before 2018 shows compliance rates below 40% in some Romanian regions and 3% throughout
Romania European Union2011).0Only 19 Dambian LAU have wasteater treatment stations (5 are in
rural LAU and 14 in urban LAU). These stations recorded a total daily flow of treated-waiste
somewhere around 170,851 cubic meters.

Artificial areas. The values of artificial areas (% of land eoed with transport routes and land
covered with buildings of total land fund) depend on the local geographical conditions, the
demographic size of settlements, the regional and local development of the economic units and the
transport networks, etc. In éghRomanian Danube Valley, the smallest artificial area i€ mi Kk a n
Commune, Tulcea County (0.1%), the | argest one Db
covered with artificial areas are in zones where this type ofdamdr has a restrictive potential,
mainly in the Danube Delta and the Danube Befih seven rural LAU2 in the Danube Delta, the
artificial landcover area is under 1%. The majority of LAU (243, i.e. 91.4% of the total LAU
network) registered artificial lancover values between 1.0 and 10.0% (Fig. 7). Values above the
national averagare characteristic of 128 LAU, i.e. 48.1% of the total network.

Values between 10.0% and 39.5% are characteristic for 13 LAU, 11 of which are urban (Fig. 7).
Cities tend to be more efficient in their use of land. In cities,-opilor artificial areas/peon are only
a quarter of those in rural areas. This reflects the fact that the availability of land and its cost make
cities more attractive for less lamitensive activities, such as services, company headquarters or
leisure facilities, than suburbs ouoral areas are. Between 2006 and 2012, the-inodértificial
area/inhabitant increased most in cities of the Southern and Ceastalrn EU, while it declined in a
number of large cities in Northern and Western Eur&pgdpean Commission, 2017)
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Fig. 77 Artificial areas.

4.3. Social quality

The social quality approach measures the quality of the social context of everyday life, and
di ffers from the quality of |l ife apprioiisd in tt
sociologically grounded approach, as opposed to the quality of life approach, which takes the
perspective of the isolated individual as the ultimate reality (Wallace and Abbott, 2009).

Education. To improve performance, multiple changes need to happen at the samestirnager
exportorientation, a shift new sectors and activities, a boost to research and innovation, an increase in
education and training and an improvement in the business environment. One of the Europe 2020 targets is
to reduce the share of early schiesavers to 10% or less. At the EU level, the share of those ag2d 18
with no qualifications beyond basic schooling and no longer in education or training in thi@®®E.4
period was 11%, close to the target, but with wide differences between andawithinies. In Spain,
Portugal, Italy, Bulgaria and Romania, for example, the share in almost all regions was far above the target,
whereas in Belgium, Germany, the UK and Greece, there was wide variation between regions, with some
close to the target, telow it and others far above Eyropean Commission, 2017)

The number of primary and secondary school graduates is about 14,760 persons (8,525 in towns,

60% of which are concentrated in the four importaatidu bi an ci ti es: GalagSi, B
Severin and Tulcea). A higher number of graduates is registered inengyt s t owns : Gal a§
Brtila (1,B2rlypy PDewvwdritrma (926) , Tulcea (651), Ct

rural LAU2 has between 96 and 2 graduates (Poiana Mare, Dolj County and Carcaliu, Tulcea County,
respectively), the majority (139 LAU) having between 2 and 25 graduates.

Social disadvantageThe concept itself and, therefore, the expectation of a relationshipebetwe
social cohesion and social development, is relatively recent (Jenson, 2010). The Copenhagen commitments
(1995) demonstrate that social development is not simply a matter of social service provision. It also
depends on a range of political, economidjtutgonal, and cultural factors which, together, play a critical
role in poverty reduction and social inclusion (World Bank, Social Development Department, 2000).

For assessing the levels of social development, the Social Disadvantage Index (SDI) was used
The indicators took into account for computation this index are: the unemployment rate, the Roma
population, the employment in agriculture, dwelling unconnected to the public water supply network,
dwellings without central heating system, and living flothabitant. The SDI has very different
val ues (maxi mum iOMebh8e8d iinnSiG@roluantMaraend mi ni mum 0. C
The | arge citi es-T@ra&evari§ and TuBea}have the lonest indexevialaes due
mainly to a hidper living standard.
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Fig. 87 Social Disadvantage Index.

Thedeeplydisadvantaged areas in terms of social development are concentrated in rural settlements
and small towns (Budekti, VOnju Mare, BrRgcBhet, etc
General fertility rate. The European Union features both low fertility, motherhood postponement
and an increase in childlessness among the younger generations. In2@ecBlhtries, crosgegion
differences are notable. Low fertility seems tadioe to a combination of inteonnected factors, with
the prevalence of a male O6ébreadwinnerd model an
for women to combine work and family duties. Childlessness is also becoming more socially
acceptablewhich could be a contributing factor to the relatively low fertility rate (Hoorens, 2011).
Romania shows the largest regional variations of2ZZUEuropean Parliament, 2013), in 2015
the fertility rate value (expressed in number of fighs/1,000 wome of fertile age (15 to 49 years

old) was 35.9a. I n the Romanian Danube Vall ey,
nati onal average, with a maximum of 120.1a in C
10. 3aSanChmmune, Tel eorman County (Fig. 9) . Ma x
and urban settlements where the Roma population (traditionally recording high birth and fertility rates)
is numerous (Cttane, Stndtrei, Grui a, etc.).

Fig. 91 General ferlity rate.



