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DEMOGRAPHIC TENDENCIES IN THE CROSS-BORDER REGION O F
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ABSTRACT - From the point of view of trans-border co-operasiothe inventory of the regional
socio- economic relationships is indispensableafoexhaustive empirical study. Through this study
we only begin to understand the demographic tendenoa Satu Mare County (Romania) and
Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County (Hungary) in ordehighlight the main features of the most
important resource — the human capital. The armlysthe main indicators refers, first of all, teet
vital statistics, population migration, and the dgmaphic structure. Although the economical
periphery-status of the Hungarian side is not vétidthe Romanian side — because Satu Mare
County is a medium-developed, while Bihor Countyais advanced region in Romania — the
demographic periphery status is fitting to the tRomanian counties, and because the relative
positive tendencies, the Hungarian counties hay&ita good demographical position in comparison
with other regions in Hungary. That is why we h&wdace a kind of contradiction because the lack
of spatial interference between demographical, tioosil and economical peripheries. At the
Hungarian side the most disadvantageous subre@immssocial point of view are those lying next
to the border line, while in Romania the borderaasethe most urbanized and developed subregion.
The relative good demographical situation in Huggargreat part is a consequence of the presence
of the numerous Gipsy population, which in the samge represents a major reason of the
disadvantaged demographic-structural indicatorsh sis educational level or infant-mortality.

Key words: population growth, migration, demographic periphggung and old population, Gipsy
population, border area.

BASIC TENDENCIES IN VITAL STATISTICS AND MIGRATION

In 2002 Satu Mare County was ranked thd" 2Bnong the 42 counties in Romania from the
demographic point of view (362,781 inhabitants5%d females, 48.5% males).

In Satu Mare County the numeric decrease of thelptipn exceeded the average of the country and
the county belongs to the “high rate populationrdase model”’. Thus, the Romanian area of the cross-
border region (including Gzana and Maramugg has become an area where “demographic erosioréris
prominent. This process is characterized by hightality rates and birth rates similar to the couistr
average.

The demographic reserves are in a relatively maverfible situation as the proportion of the young
population is slightly higher than the country’seeage. On the whole, the Romanian area of the magio
characterized by the numerical decrease of the latipn with a moderate reproduction capacity. The
increasing demographic erosion is, first of allm@ltteristic of the peripheral areas, a situatian is slightly
improved through a positive demographic migratiateras the western border region is viewed more
favourably and it is more attractive.

In the Hungarian area of the Euroregion, SzabokzdrBar-Bereg County has positive demographic
features as compared to the national tendencietimgary. In Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County the ohte
population decrease is much below the nationalagesrEspecially, birth rates are higher than thentyg's
average and this is not counterbalanced by a hidgrth rate than the national average in Hungary.
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Table 1. The Main Demographic Indicators of Satudi@gomania) and Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg
(Hungary) Counties in 2002.

Szabolcs-
Satu Mare Romania Szatmar- Hungary
Bereg
Territory (knt) 4,417.8 238, 000 5, 937 93, 032
Total population 367, 281 21, 700, 000 572, 500 10’(21()73i)000
Births %o 10.2 10. 5 (2000) 13.6 9. 3 (2003)
Deaths %o 13.6 11. 4 (2000) 15.3 13. 4 (2003)
Natural increase rate %o -3.4 -0. 9 (2000) -1.7 -4. 1 (2003)
Migration rate %o 0.6 - -4.3 -
Infantile mortality
(under 1 year, %) 17.2 18. 6 (2000) 13.8 7.3 (2003)
0-14 years, % 19.4 17.7 21.4 17. 1 (2000
15-60 years, % 64 62.9 58. 2 63. 2 (2000
60-x years, % 16.5 19.4 20. 4 19. 7 (2000
Demographic density
(inh./kn?) 83.1 91.1 96. 4 109.4

That is why we cannot consider this area one ofgduyis demographically peripheral regions. But
taking into consideration the proportion of the &g, which exceeds the national average, and abe &
much higher natural increase rate than the Hunganajority, the situation is a bit different. Due these
facts as well (but not only to these factors) treadbecomes part of the social and economic pewiphiais
ethnic group is numerous and, similarly to the Rwoiana situation, they live in disadvantaged arems, i
poverty, they are often marginalized and racialcdminated. In many small villages (with feweath200
inhabitants) the proportion of the Gypsies exceés¥%. This is the case mostly in the villages clmséhe
Romanian borderline or along the valley of the TRaver. The official total number of the Gypsiesthe
county is 26,000 (4,5%). On the whole, in the bordiero—region the proportion of the Gypsies isnmn
20%-40% in the northern area, and between 8% -Iilfe southern area. The high infantile mortaltter
and the great proportion of youths in comparisotihwie national average are explained by the poeseh
the Gypsies in the area. They are a “pro birth” oomity. If compared to Satu Mare County, Szabolcs-
Szatmar-Bereg County has a favorable demographiatgin from the point of view of the vital staiest
and infantile mortality, though its status as aie@conomic periphery is shown in the negative ation
balance. This is not true for Satu Mare Countyfdct, according to the number of people who ldfe t
county is ranked the third after Budapest (duetdaémarkable suburbanization) and after Borsodépjba
Zemplén County (the Western neighbouring countpzdbolcs-Szatméar-Bereg County; its main city is in
Miskolc). The county has a reduced capacity to tainits population, which is shown in the young
people’s migration to targets with a negative ntigna rate themselves, such as, Budapest and the two
neighbouring counties: Borsod-Abauj-Zemplén andddaBihar.

The regional differences within the vital statisticomponents are presented with the help of the
1990-2002 average rates because we want to showitha progressive order, characteristic of theéoger
after the economic-political changes in 1989.

In the case of Satu Mare County a clear regionaliiging is possible as far as the variables of the
demographic evolution are concerned. Taking intos@eration birth rates, a region with high valiges
clearly defined in the area of the Ollountains and the QaDepression, practically the area near the
Ukrainian border. Here there are settlements witth vates between 15%22%., such as: Gher Mica,
Turt, Camarzana, Tarna Mare, Kait, or villages, such as Socond, near the Codru BadkAcg in the
southern area of the county. Death rates are lothignregion as well as in the main town of therntgu
There are high death rates(20-2a@%.) in the external and internal peripheral areasvillages such as:
Homoroade, 8ica, Craidoral Sicaseni, Terebgti. The natural increase rate is the highest inQagarea
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(values between 3%o -12%o0), the lowest values atharperipheral zone (-10%0-16%o0) in villages, such as:
Homoroade, Valea Vinului, Pomi, Supur, Beltiug, Skio.

The infantile mortality rate is the highest at gexiphery of Satu Mare County, either on the sbate
the county border areas. The values of infantiletatity are between 30%9%. in villages, such as: Aga
Craidorot, Dorok, Andrid, Terebgti, Sacaseni, Tarna Mare, Ardud, Apa.

In Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County birth rates betwlé&®0-2002 have a diffuse distribution. The
highest values (between 20%é%o) are in the border area villages whose inbakst are 50% Gypsies:
Komlddtétfalu, Nyirpilis, Uszka, Kispalad, Méhtelekranyosapéti, Magosliget, Tiszabezdéd. At theesam
time, in the border area there are villages with ltwest birth rates (between 4,5%3,9%o0): Nagyhodos,
Gyugye, Patyod, Panyola, Szamosujlak, Szamosbe&itaj,Vetc. The highest death rates are also in the
border area, in villages, such as: Komlédtétfallérk) Fulpdsdardc, Kishdédos, Rapolt, (between 25%o
38%o). The highest and the lowest values of therahincrease rate are in the border area; the bigradues
(6%0-12%0) are in: Nyirpilis, Rozsaly, Uszka, Tuzsér,aAyosapati, Tiszabezdéd, etc., villages with a
numerous Gypsy population. The lowest values, 15%3%. are in: Mérk, Fllpésdaréc, Kishdédos,
Komlddtétfalu, villages with high death rates. Bygnerally we can say that the border stripe (by the
Ukrainian and the Romanian border) has more un&blerdemographical values than the inside or the
western areas of county.

Between 1990-2002, the infantile mortality rate kiasy low values in the border area of Szabolcs-
Szatmar-Bereg County, mainly in those villages whitre population is old, and the number of births i
small. There are even no births in the villagedMaind, Garbolc, Jankmaijtis, Kishédos, Hermanszed, an
Fulpdsdardc. The worst infantile mortality rate iis the villages where Gypsies are very numerous:
Tiszakorord, Csaszld, Okoritéfilpos, Csaholc, Péfoetween 40-50%o).

Migration is a demographic phenomenon which shoows attractive a region is or, on the contrary,
it shows the incapability of a region to maintaspopulation.

Between 1990-2002 in Satu Mare County the highattsrof demographic decrease because of
migration (-17, 5%..... -10, 2%0) were registeredhr peripheral villages of the ©&lountains and the Qa
Depression area. These values were also backed appbsitive birth rate, which generated a surgitis
population (Btarci, Gimarzana, T4plt). Other villages with a similar situation arethe Codru Peak area
(Bogdand, Socond, Homoroade). Most of the populafim average of 2-3%.) was attracted by Satu Mare
and a few villages around it (Micula, Odoreu), laldo Berveni, a village very close to the Hungarian
borderline.

In Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County the situatioruitegstrange as the settlements with the highest
demographic decrease through migration are situatéde most peripheral and most isolated areag ver
close to the borderline common with Ukraine and Roi®, but the same is true for those settlemertts wi
the highest demographic increase through immignafitllese settlements have migratory rate valuesrund
15%o, the average rate between 1990 - 2002, (Jaetkfeéjercse, Girocske, Takos, Gulacs, Tiszaszalka,
Tiszacsécse near the border with Ukraine; and Sgsdého, Méhtelek, Rapolt, Penészlek, Rozsély
Tisztaberek near the border with Romania). At ttieloextreme, there are the settlements of theipenal
area of the county where the migratory rates argtipe, (exception the village of Nyirpazony, near
Nyiregyh&za, growing because of suburbanizatioejwBen 1990-2002 the average rate is between 10%-
29%o, (Uszka, Kishddos, Gacsaly near the UkrainiamBnian-Hungarian border, namely, the village of
Mérk near the checkpoint of Vallaj-Urziceni). Thégnation balance, however, is less positive inlibeder
area of the Hungarian county.

THE MAIN CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEMOGRAPHICAL STRUC TURE

As far as the ethnic structure is concerned, weldvdike to highlight the fact that the ethnic
structure of Satu Mare County is favorable for srberder contacts because of the relatively highlver of
Hungarians living in this county — 59.5% Romania®®,0% Hungarians, 1.5% other nationalities in 2002
(from these 0.6% Gypsies, 2, 520 in number). Téian important convergence factor in the relatigpssh
with Hungary, the contact being easier due to caltand linguistic affinities. The Hungarian mirtgrlives
in a relatively compact area near the border, enstbuthern area of Satu Mare County. This makesctn
even easier. We should not forget to mention then@e community (Svabs) living in the southern aska
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the county, most of them having been already aksdied by the Hungarians. An important problem iis th
context is that contacts are mainly between thegdtans living on both sides of the border, butduld be
necessary to involve the Romanian population asl welorder to create harmonious trans-border
relationships and help inter-ethnic dialogue.

According to the data of the 2001 census, in thentyoof Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg, 4.7% (27,000
people) belong to an ethnic minority. 90% are GgpsT heir situation has already been presented.
Therefore, the minorities living in the Hungariasuaty represent 8.7% of the total number of minesit
living in Hungary. In Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg Couhsre is a German community as well (730 people) i
the village of Mérk, near the Romanian border, @kthinians (470 people) (Kocsis K, 2003)

The age structuref a population is an important indicator in evailng human resources, the
potential labour force reserve, and, generallgheéestimation of the biological potential and teility of
a population. This structure is “healthy”, i.e.rdveals the prevalence of the young populationhim t
settlements where the birth rate is high or ingblements with a “pro- birth” mentality populaticsuch as
the Gypsies.

In Satu Mare County, in the area of thes®ountains and the @depression there is demographic
dynamism, the percentage of youths is high. Acogrdo the 2002 census, young people make 25-31% of
the population in the settlements from this arebefa Mica, Tun, Tasolt, Tarna Mare, Vama, #arci,
Calinesti-Oas). The villages where 25%-31% of the populatiorli$ are situated on the periphery of the
county, near the border of the two neighboring tiesnBihor and 8aj (Hodod, Supur, CehalaS8ca), or in
the area of the Codru Peak (Homoroade, Pomi, Wiealui, Bogdand), or they are internal peripheries
(Terebati).

In Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County the settlements the most numerous young population are
situated near the borders with Romania and Ukrdmmnost cases, the Gypsy population reaches 50¥#eof
population of these settlements. According to tB812census, in these settlements the proportiaimeof
young population is between 20%-35% (Nyirpilis, kiszMagosliget, Tuzsér, Garbolc etc.). But these ar
extreme exceptions. On the whole, the border stigpenostly inhabited by elderly population. The
settlements where there is a high proportion ofpmlgulation (between 30%-44%) are also situated thea
border area, for example Nagyhdédos, Komlodtétfahere rural tourism is fast developing, Baranyi B.,
2004), Hermanszeg, Mérk, Vallaj, Szamosuijlak, etc.

The level of education of the population is anotindicator of the quality, the adaptability, an& th
competitiveness of the human resources.

According to the 2002 census, in Romania, illitgrac2.3% (23.6% of these people live in urban
areas, 76.4% in rural areas). In Satu Mare Coungywalue is higher than the national average, Z4P#%
live in urban areas and 82.6% live in rural aredlhyee communities (Andrid, Dotpland Supur) have the
highest illiteracy-rate: i.e. over 10%.

On the whole, the illiteracy rate in Hungary is &¥d it is mainly among old population. As we do
not possess territorial data on illiteracy, we skad for another indicator: the rate of the popotabver 7
who dropped out of the first grade in primary sdhaocording to the 2001 census. This indicatomshan
average of 2.8% in Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg CountystMf the settlements with the highest values
(between 6%-16%) are situated near the RomaniadebdiGacsaly, Fllpdsdaroc, &telek, Rapolt,
Tiszaberek, Rozsaly). But an actual comparison éetwthe two counties is not possible because ttze da
refer to different age groups.

According to the 2002 census, in Romania, 7 % efabpulation aged 10 and above graduated from
an institute of higher education (89.4% of thesepfelive in urban areas, 10.6% live in rural ajebsSatu
Mare County 4.5% of the population graduated frohigher education institution (83% of these pedipie
in urban areas, 17% live in rural areas). Mostighlschool and university graduates (between 4,3%)
live in towns, such as the county’s main town Sdiare, then Carei, &nad, Negrgti-Oas, and also in
Urziceni, a community near the Hungarian frontigne lowest level (under 0,5%) is characteristicafe
peripheral communities: Bans, Camarzana, Doreo) Ghera Mica. From this point of view, the urban-rural
dualism is, probably, the most spectacular in them&nian country.

In Hungary, 10% of the population aged 25 and algvaduated from a higher education institution,
according to the 2001 census. In Szabolcs-SzatragggBCounty 3.9% of the same population group have
graduated from a higher education institute. Tighdst value, 18%, is in Nyiregyhaza, while theesmktnts
with the lowest values (under 1%) are in the Szat®iain, the borderlands with Romania and Ukraine
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(Hetefejércse, Kispalad, Omboly, Szamostatarfaié@nd, Rapolt). A reliable comparison is not possibl

this case either, because the data refer to vdfgreit age groups and the Romanian county is more
unfavorably represented. However, we can have arvew of the situation and an inner regional
comparison, too. Similarly, in the Hungarian coyrhe average number of grades the population gtadu
from is the lowest in the same settlement groupléury grades, in Uszka, Nyirpilis, Kishddos, Gagsal
Kisléta, Rapolt, Omboly); the other extreme is Myiyhaza with an average of 10 grades graduated from

From the point of view of unemployment, Satu Mareufty has always held a special place in
Romania. It has very low rates, in contrast wite thungarian county, which has often had the highest
unemployment rates in Hungary. At the moment, e uhemployment rate in Satu Mare County is well
below 6.1%, the national average. In 2002, thdeseéints with the highest unemployment rate (between
10,7%-17,9%) were Careiagnad, Berveni, Terel®, Supur, Pomi, Dore] Moftin, which lie in the external
as well as in the internal periphery of the couimySzabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County the unemploymatat
was often 13.1% in 2001, which is twice the natianeerage (6%). The settlements with the most ategm
unemployment rates are, with some minor exceptisinsated near the Romanian and the Ukrainian logrde
which reinforces the social periphery stereotypetef€jércse-69.2%, Kispalad-60.2%, Magosliget-60%,
Csaszl6-60%, Darn6-50%, Kish6dos-50%, Tiszavid-2%2. Szamostatarfalva-36.6%, Milota-35.2%,
Csaholc-32.5%, Nyirpilis-30.9%, Jand-30.7%, OmIgily2%.

The occupational structure of the population in Roim, though slowly improving, still shows
general backwardness. 35,4% of the employees wankdee primary sector (agriculture, forestry) i003.
29,8% of the population worked in the secondaryosgindustry, mining, construction) and 34,8% wexutk
in the tertiary sector (services) in the same yeaBatu Mare County the occupational situatiohdtter as
51.9% of the population work in the tertiary sect®8% work in the secondary sector, and 21.8% én th
primary one. These facts show, beyond doubt, aheabnd more advanced economic structure. Thé mos
rural settlements with the highest rate of agrigalt employees (over 75%) are CehalscBit, Bixad,
Certeze, 8uca, Ghega Mica, Andrid, and Socond. They all lie in the peripher@a of the county. From the
point of view of industry and services, most of tbemns in Satu Mare County have an outstandingtydgo
situation because over 40% of the population isleyeg in these two branches (industry — Satu M&%-4
Carei-42,1 %, Negeti Oas-41,3%; services — Carei-51,4%, Satu Mare-48,5%gyré&§ Oas-48,2%). Also,
we can mention some communities with a higher ddténdustry employees @pleni-50,9%, Crugior-
73,5%), mostly in food industry. On the other handne of these communities has a higher rate of
employees in services, with the exception of Craitio

In 2000, in Hungary, the occupational structurehaf active population was like this: the primary
sector 8.9%, the secondary sector 40.7%, and tharyesector 50.4%. In 2001, in Szabolcs-Szatmére
County, only 20.8% of the population was employ@®% in the primary sector, 31.6% in the secondary
sector and 59.8% in the tertiary sector. Most adftical settlements are spread all over the teyritonly the
village of Zsarolyéan is situated near the bordetliB0% of the population being employed in the prim
sector. From among the settlements near the bordewith the highest proportion of the population
employed in the primary sector (20%- 30%) we meanti@sengerujfalu, Csengersima, Csaholc, Turricse,
Kishédos, Nagyecsed, Szamosbecs. The employméme isecondary sector is below 10%, in the borderlin
settlements of: Kishddos, Magosliget, Tiszabecgkbls Tisztaberek, Garbolc, Tuzsér, Gacséaly, Barabas
Nagyhddos and Zahony. Surprisingly, the other extrés near the border with Romania, the villages of
Hermanszeg and Komldodtotfalu have the highest oft@opulation employed in the secondary sector
(mostly, in light industry), 55% and 54%, respeely

In the same settlements, few people are employeérwices, probably, mostly people who have no
other occupations and who choose to work in puddiwices for a modest payment. In some cases atleey
active in rural tourism. This also shows the laé{abs in the private sector in industry, agricodtuand
services, too. The rate of the population occupmetthe tertiary sector reaches 80- 90% in settlésnsach
as: Uszka, Tuzsér, Tiszabecs, Magosliget, Zahaaijw@y shipping services across the border), Garbol
Gacsaly, Tiszacsécse, etc.

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion we can say, that the main indicatoghlight the peripheral character of the region
under scrutiny, especially from the point of view wnemployment and the presence of numerous
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disadvantaged social groups in the Hungarian arberavthere is also population decrease through
migration. In Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County, alifiiotinere is a negative balance in the vital stasisthe
numerical decrease of the population is still mgtdwer than the national average in Hungary, mostly
because of the Gypsy population with a “pro birth&ntality. As a consequence, the population in the
Hungarian county is younger. The Romanian areabb#ter values in the employment of the labour force
however there is also demographic erosion, andatba is more agricultural. Infantile mortality haigh
rates in both counties, mainly in the settlemertiene there are numerous Gypsies. The level of ¢#duda
comparable in both counties and it needs signifizaprovements.

From the demographical point of view, there is &-segional disparity in the dynamics of the
population in Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg County becthuséorderline settlements are in a worse sitoatio
than the settlements in the inner areas of the tgodihey also have worse indicators regarding ® th
population structure (age, education, etc.). Thiegtion is not valid for Satu Mare County becadubkas the
most developed borderline areas which correspotitetonain cities and their suburban micro-regionthe
peripheral areas near the Hungarian border. Ttex lso have better demographic indicators, too.

As far as the structure of population is concerrmah counties are characterized by an obvious
contrast between towns and villages, the townsgaeiadvantage, of course.

In the Romanian Satu Mare County there is a vewoois north-south slope in the dynamics of the
population, the southern area being in a very wueable situation, from this point of view. In tlesuthern
area there lies the largest inner periphery otthety, too.
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THE
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