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ABSTRACT - This Sub-Carpathian sector polarised all econoifécih Dambovia County, as its territory
was also in the past a crossroads of the most tapocommercial routes along the lalgamiconnecting
Transylvania with the south of nowadays Romania #imefefore, the number of people was greater than
other Romanian regions. Between 1930 and 2002dpalation of the Sub-Carpathians between the Pahov
and the Dambova increased continuously according to certain esonosocial, and cultural trends. We
noticed that population natural growth rate deedasom 1992 to 2002 down to negative values bexatis
both population aging and problematic medical éssce. At the same time, the migratory growth heté an
endo-dynamic feature in the areas where the naguoaith rate was small and an exo-dynamic featurerav
the labour force was exceeding request and the pllogment rate was high.
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INTRODUCTION

As a result of favourable natural conditions (watsource, large wooded areas, valuable pastoral
fund, and rich underground resources), as wellf davourable historical and social factors, thisaawas a
well inhabited one at all times.

This Sub-Carpathian sector polarised all econoifech Dambovia County, as its territory was in
the past also a crossroads of the most importanin@ocial routes along the lalo@i connecting
Transylvania with the south of nowadays Romanig #ratefore, the number of people was greater fiian
other Romanian regions. Statistic data confirmeat thformation and Constantin Cantacuzino’s map of
1700 showed that population and settlements deimsitpwadays Dambota County were higher than those
of other counties. Moreover, at the middle of tig¥ tentury, Dambova and Prahova counties had the
highest population density (50 inhabitantsfkmut of the counties of southern Romania (V. Cut298,
Romania. Geografia umarni economiap. 112).

POPULATION NUMERICAL EVOLUTION

Between 1930 and 2002 the population of the Sulp&ihians between the Prahova and the
Dambovia increased continuously according to certain egneicsocial, and cultural trends.

Causes of population growth were especially bidte rincrease and death rate decrease, together
with the migratory growth rate and economic develept. In the case of certain towns (Pucioasa, Fieni
Moreni, and Breaza) and suburban communes, popuolaticreased considerably as a result of forced
industrialisation during the communist period.

In order to identify the trend of the number ofabitants in the rural area, we chose a represeatati
sample of five communes in the researched are&roftia, Bezdead, VulcanaaB Voinesti, and Benesti.

We identified an ascendant trend for rural popatatcharacterised by spatial disparities due tieidihces
in economic development (figure 2). During 1992-2@08e population of Pietsaa, Bezdead, and Voiste

increased, mainly as a result of high birth rates] it decreased in VulcandiBand Bnesti because of
negative natural growth rate and of emigrationl@dimg emigration abroad).

We could identify urban population’s ascendant nuenevolution in an analysis of the censuses
from 1930 to 2002. We discovered that during 199@22urban population increased slowly in the folloyv
towns: Fieni, Pucioasa, and Breaza, in a direetiol to their economic development, while the pafon
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for Moreni town decreased as a result of closingrdeertain factories or because of a decreaseen th
number of employees in other economic sectors dfigeire 1).
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Figure 1. Population numerical evolution in the Figure 2. Population numerical evolution in the
urban areas rural areas

POPULATION DENSITY

Population density was influenced by natural faxt¢e.g. landforms, hydrographical network,
vegetation, soil, and other natural resources)grtuistorical, social, and economic ones.

Population density had an ascendant trend durin§0-2802 as it increased from 88.0
inhabitants/krfiin 1930, up to 122.3 inhabitants/kin 1977, and up to 140.0 inhabitants?km2002. These
density values were always higher than the coumteyage.

We took into account the statistic data for the206nsus in order to calculate population general
density: Pucioasa-392.2 inhabitantsknFieni-415.4 inhabitants/kin Moreni-608.5 inhabitants/kKin
Breaza-329.2 inhabitants/kmBezdead-89.5 inhabitants/kmBrinesti-237.1 inhabitants/kfy Pietraita-
123.3 inhabitants/km Voinesti-77.5 inhabitants/kf and Vulcana-Bi-107.4 inhabitants/kfn We also
noticed spatial disparities for this indicator: rinevere areas where general density was up to @00-6
inhabitants/krf (e.g. Moreni and Fieni) and areas where this atdichad values below 100 inhabitants7km
(e.g. Voingti and Bezdead).

Moreover, we discovered two categories correspantbintwo areas: one where population density
was between 300 and 600 inhabitants/kraverlapping the better developed area and then mai
communication routes, in the southern part of #searched Sub-Carpathian area, and another one wher
population density was below 100 inhabitant€/kim the northern part, characterised by highétuales and
less developed economy.

POPULATION NATURAL DYNAMICS

Birth rate before World War | was above 40%., and then it desed continuously as a result of both
World Wars down to 27.6%o in 1948 and to 15.0%. i®@.9From 1997 birth rate increased from 20.8%o in
1997 up to 24%0 in 1992, and then decreased signifig down to 9.0%. in 2002.

Death ratebefore World War | was over 35%o, and then decréagevn to 13.4%. in 1977, and to
11.5%0 in 1992, and to 12.4%. in 2002.

Population natural growth rate&vas characterised by neither a linear evolutiananoniform one, as
periods of growth alternated with periods charasger by decrease or stagnation. During the lashdgsc
birth rate decrease and average life expectanagaee led to a decrease of the natural growththratevas
eventually characterised by negative values.

We evaluated the natural growth rate during 199222@ith a representative sample for both the
rural and the urban area. We noticed that the gadfighat indicator were nearly the same for batas
(urban and rural). In 1992 the natural growth rages high (13.8%o); after 1992 the values of thisdatbr
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decreased continuously down to —1.9%o. in 2002 inutiEn area and to — 4.8%o, in the same year, in the

rural one (figure 3).

The differences between the two areas are a resblbth a smaller aging rate and better medical
assistance in the urban area as compared to tl@ner (figure 4).

2002

O Natalitate %o
W Mortalitate %o

W Spor natural %e

POPULATION MIGRATORY DYNAMICS
Migratory growth rate expressing population
territorial mobility was influenced by the followgn
factors in this area: industrialisation, urbandat
modernisation  of agriculture, and tourism
development. At the 1992 census, it was a fact that
67.3%0 of the total number of people of this area wa

born in the commune or town it lived in at thatéim
14.1% in other communes and towns and 16.8% in
other counties. Moreover, while until 1992, the
: : o highest values were characteristic of the rurakarb

Figure 3: Population natural dynamics inthe  flux (64% left the communes and 58% came into

urban area (1992, 2002) towns), after 1992 a higher value was characteristi
30 1992 of the urban-rural flux (figure 5 and figure 6).
and Bucharest.
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For the last years, we identified a migration

endo-dynamic type, characteristic of the areas
with a small natural growth rate, but polarising

trend abroad of the people in the rural area efibrer

a certain period or without returning.

labour force (Breaza, Moreni, and Pucioasa);
exo-dynamic type where people left for other
areas rich in jobs such as Targt®j Ploiati,

Figure 4: Population natural dynamics in the rural
area (1992, 2002)
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Figure 6: Population migratory dynamics in the
rural area

Figure 5: Population migratory dynamics in the
urban area

POPULATION STRUCTURE

This Sub-Carpathian sector had different valuesttierurban and rural areas. For instance, in the
urban one, those values were almost the same dathtkeage groups We noticed that the values for the
adult and old people were close to our country ayer and the young population group slightly exeded
the corresponding country value (table 1).
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Table 1.Population structure on age groups (%) in 2002

0-19 20-64 65 and over
Urban 25.43 63.32 11.25
Rural 32.05 53.75 14.20
The researched area 26.52 59.08 14.40
Romania 25.17 60.07 14.00

The elderly accounted for 14.40% at the 2002 censdsrevealed an aging population if we take
into account that a population was considered yaltigpse over 65 years old did not account for #tas
in an aging process when values were between 7%18fd and it was considered already old when
percentages exceeded 12%. The elderly accountdd f25% of the total urban population and that lgas
than Romania’s average, but still over the thresbblaged population.

On the other hand, the young accounted for theesighalues (32.05%) in the rural area, while
adults accounted for the lowest percent of theremtésearched area (53.75%). That was also a rafsult
labour force’s external migration after 1992.

Population Gender Structureevealed that women accounted for 51.1%. The fdynimdex
increased in the rural area (e.g. Pigteoand Binesti) where agriculture or light industry was the mai
activity (e.g. Pucioasa) and decreased in townsialised in heavy industry (e.g. Moreni, Fieni).

Active Population Structure

Active population structure changed significantlyridg the last decades as a result of social and
economic changes. Population working in servicesoséncreased together with the unemployment rate,
especially in the urban area.

Thus, during 1992-2002 the percentage of activaulatipn decreased continuously as a result of
active people’s number decrease in the industrids wf three towns (Moreni, Fieni, and Pucioasajall
as in the case of those working in transport ardriain state budget supported activities (reseandture,
and sports). Active people’s number increased incaljure, hotels, finance and banks, constructions
education and health, especially in the rural area.

At the 2002 census, population structure was tllewing: 12.38% were working in the primary
sector, 38.12% in the secondary one, and 43.48%rwices. We also noticed differences between thanu
and rural area for the secondary sector as thishe#er represented in towns, as 41.15% of theveacti
population worked in industry and constructions,ileyhin the rural area, most active people worked i
agriculture and forestry.

We noticed especially an increase of populatiorkimgrin services, both in the urban and rural area,
where the percentage was higher in towns in the ebkotels and public alimentation.

A result of the social and economic evolution af thst period was an increase in unemployment
rate affecting severely the researched population.
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