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Abgtract

This study proposes an empirical territorial analysis of structuralgesaon the residence areasyd on
gender, for young migrant population with temporary changeeefdence, at the level of South-West Oltenia
Development Region of Romania (NUTS2 - RO04), but also at its countgsftavthe period 2012-2015. With the aim
of identifying endogenous causes that could arise from the specifidevehaf development of the region, especially
that economial and social disparity still manifest within the component counties. Thabjldg of controlling these
factors can determine, even if emigrants do not return home, reducirgtioigphenomenon. In this regard, have been
used statistical methods and techniques specific variation in territorial analysis.
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1. INTRODUCTION

There are a lot of studies in topic literature regarding Romanian migratemompienon based on theoretical
description and empirical analggPoiovalisteanu and Badea, 2013, Powvalisteanu and Dobrescu, 2014), and many of
them warn about the imminent dangers with that will face the Eurdpides in the near future on the labor market
(Alexe, 1., Horvath, 1., et. Al 2012), Carbonaro, G., Leanza, E., et. al., 208 warnings are about the insurance and
social protection through the pressure on employment that is in calntiealine, while we are witnessing of the
demographic decline and the population aging, especially under the impagrafioni (Bijak, J., Kupiszewska, D., et.
al., 2007). The danger is all the greater for Romania as the developsdiBitles are trying, in the last period, to change
the trend of their population aging basing on the immigrant populatiothel recent period, the region Sowttest
Oltenia is characterize by an emigration predominantly of young populasothroughout Europe and all the other
regions of Romania

The young adltis emigrants can be classifigmhto three types based largely on educational status: students who
are studying at university or some other educational institutionothenEuropean country; graduates who are working
or seeking work abroasd ‘higher-skilled’; non-graduates who are working or seeking work abre&8dwer - skilled””

(R King, et.al, 2016, p.3) But, while the migration of skilled young individuals represents arorppity for the
destination countries there is a net loss for the countries of origin becaiseslklithe economic growth and loss of
social resource and labor market by ineffective the allocation of public cesdiar education the population occupied
(Vasile, V., Boboc, C., et. al., 2014).

2. DATASET AND METHODOLOGY

Temporary migration has become the most important component of Romaigaation in recent years.
Unfortunately, official statistics provide relevant figures only since 2@ 2his article, we use data on temporary
emgrants who are resident in South-West Oltenia development region by cofortibe period 2012-2015 (estimates)
available on database Tempo Online of Romanian National Institute of StatisticediAgan the RNIS, temporary
emigrants are the persons who emigrate abroad for a period oftdtdenenths.

Emigration means the action by which a person who had previbasly usually resident in the territory of
Romania, ceases to have his/her usual residence in Romania for ahprier is expected to be, of at least 12 months.
Usual residence means the place at which a person normally spenddytipedod of rest, regardless of temporary
absences for purposes of recreation, holiday, visits to friendsetattves, business, medical treatment, or religious
pilgrimage. Most of those who emigrate are young, and their pereeistggowing, so from this perspective, was taken
into account the structure of emigration for young adults by gendem and ruradreas, and 15-40 years age group to
identify specific structural aspects for South-West Oltenia region and itiesun

According to Eurostat, the Region South-West Oltenia is the second kwesg the h development regions
of Romania included among the poorest 21 European regions (NWithzbelow the 50 % of the EU average. Now,
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the remittances and savings of emigrants can represent a breatk fegitn, but on medium and long term, the
temporary emigration may became a potential danger by transforming pgomanent emigration. If we consider the
age segment of the most emigramte can note the negative effects on the demographic recovery of.region

The research hypothesis envisages the existence of differences iargshigender and residential areas at the
level of counties component of the region. To verify the hypothesigunaed to specific indicators that measure the
variation. The variables considered are regarding temporary emigrantsn§)ebso sex, urban and rural areas,
development regions, and counties for all ages and age group 15-39 years

‘3. RESULTS AND DISSCUSIONS

Official data presented in the table below confirms an increase in tempdgaants at the national level, but
also at the regional level (NUTS 2) by approximately 10% in 2015 thix Bbuth-West Oltenia Region, in contrast to
North East, only one the poorest region of Romania, according to Eumastls h 7th place in the total number of
emigrants both 2012 and 2015 compared to thehNeast Region, which is on the first rank

Table no. 1 — Changes in structure of temporary emigrants on the period betegaar 2012 and 2015

Year Changes
Development Regions 2012 2015 2015-2012 Rank
persons | % in total | Rank |persons | % in total | Rank | Absolute | Relative
North— West Region 22069 1297 % 3 24321 | 1297 % 3 2252 1020% | 3
Center Region 20262 1191 % 5 22366 | 1193 % 5 2104 1038% | 2
North— East Region 27495 16.16 % 1 30233 | 1613 % 1 2738 9.96% 7
South— East Region 21816 1282 % 4 24023 | 1281 % 4 2207 1012% | 6
South Muntenia Region 26556 15.60 % 2 29194 | 1557 % 2 2638 9.1% 8
Bucharest llfov Region 18636 10.95 % 6 20592 | 1098 % 6 1956 1050% | 1
South-West Oltenia Region 17686 10.39 % 7 19480 | 10.39 % 7 1794 1014% | 5
West Region 15666 9.21% 8 17257 | 9.21% 8 1591 1016% | 4
Romania 170186 100 % 187466| 100 % 17280 10.15%

Source: author processing based on data from Tempo Omiipg/statistici.insse.ro/shop/
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Figure no. 1 — Evolution of the number of temporary emigrants at the Romaniarogewent regions level,
onthe period between the year 2012 and 2015,

If we consider that the fewest emigrants coming from West Regenofthe most developed Romanian region
is in the 8th place in the hierarchy, the different behavior of the populatibe South-West Oltenia could be associated
with the total population residing in this region.

As for the relative change in time, there is an increase, which placesutie\8est Oltenia Region on the 5th
place, with a similar change as the national average. From this perspectifiad weat, for the entire period, the
percentage of temporarily emigrants from the region consideréexneeded @3 % on total population. However,
appears percentage changes in terms of residential areas of emigtardghe increase in the share of those from urban
in detriment of rural areas that have marked the first 2 years qietii@d considered. In addition, there is a constant
growth starting with the year 2012 to 2015 of the young aduljramts, from 599 % to 6097 % of atotd number of
temporary emigrants (see Table no. 2).

That may indicate thaih the last years, temporary emigrants from South-West Oltenia Region sdmen to
graduates who are working or seeking work abreddgher-skilled’.

»ACADEMICA BRANCUSI” PUBLISHER, ISSN 2344 — 3685/ISSN-L 1844 - 7007

14


http://statistici.insse.ro/shop/

Annals of the ,,Constantin Brancusi” University of Targu Jiu, Economy Series, Special Issue, volume 1/2016

Table no. 2 — The evolutionof temporary emigrants by residential areas and age, in the period betegeaitt2012
and 2015, at the level of South-West Oltenia Region

Total From which:
. | Temporary Emigrants Residential areas Age
Year | Population Urban Rural Age group
Persons Persons % Persons % Persons % 15-39 %

2012 | 2264978 17686 0.78 8032 4541 9654 54.59 10450 59.09
2013 | 2251542 16689 0.74 8029 4811 8660 5189 9593 57.48
2014 | 2237651 17963 0.80 9076 5053 8887 4947 11167 6217
2015 | 2223112 19480 0.88 9914 50.89 9566 4911 11876 60.97

Source: author processing based on data from Tempo Online, http://siagstcro/shop/
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Figure no. 2 - Evolution oftemporary emigrants by residential areas, in the period between th0y@aand 2015,
at the level of South-West Oltenia Region

Is obvious that the main factor that affecting the region on tempenaigration is the age of emigrants, young
adults, which includes a potential of risk to transforming temporargration in definitive emigration. It showed
specific aspects regarding the urban areas so, it was considered impamahze the disparities within the 5th counties
of South-West Oltenia Region by analyzing strictly this age group idewgifgpecific features including gender,
migration of women globally attracted attention lately.

In the table below is presents the dynamic of temporary emigratiomngen$ age group 15 39 years, by
counties and residential areas, in the period between the year 2012 anatt 204 fevel of South-West Oltenia Region
To quantify for comparing the differences recorded annually atdbaty level were calculated simple and synthetic
indicators of variation, for each of the categories of emigrants regatdir residential area - urban or rural.

Table no. 3 — Evolution of TemporaryEmigrantsof age groupl5 — 39 years, by counties and residential areas, in the
period between the year 2012 and 2015, at the level of South-West Olegiden R

Counties Total Emigrants Emigrants from Urban areas Emigrants from Rural areas
2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Dolj 3390 | 3131 | 3624 | 3852 | 1705 | 1701 | 1838 | 1952 | 1685 | 1430 | 1786 | 1900
Gorj 1699 | 1555 | 1818 | 1936 | 760 | 761 | 819 | 871 | 939 | 794 | 999 | 1065
Mehedinti 1336 | 1229 | 1432 | 1521 | 616 | 617 | 670 | 709 | 720 | 612 | 762 | 812
Olt 2200 | 2005 | 2347 | 2495 | 869 | 870 | 937 | 996 | 1331 | 1135 | 1410 | 1499
Valcea 1825 | 1673 | 1946 | 2072 | 799 | 802 | 859 | 913 | 1026 | 871 | 1087 | 1159
Total 10450 | 9593 | 11167 | 11876 | 4749 | 4751 | 5123 | 5441 | 5701 | 4842 | 6044 | 6435
Min 1336 | 1229 | 1432 | 1521 | 616 | 617 | 670 | 709 | 720 | 612 | 762 | 812
Max 3390 | 3131 | 3624 | 3852 | 1705 | 1701 | 1838 | 1952 | 1685 | 1430 | 1786 | 1900
Variance | 78958 | 73237 | 84322 | 89579 | 43216 | 42980 | 46495 | 49404 | 37527 | 31928 | 39753 | 42190
Mean 2090 | 1918.6| 2233.4| 2375.2| 9498 | 9502 | 1024.6] 1088.2| 1140.2| 9684 | 1208.8| 1287
Coeft. c(’(‘:/o‘;a”a“or 3778 | 3817 | 37.75 | 37.71 | 4550 | 4523 | 4538 | 4540 | 3291 | 3297 | 3289 | 3278

Source: author processing based on data from Tempo Online, http://siagsgcro/shop/
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Figure no. 3 - Evolution of TemporaryEmigrants of age group 1539 years, by counties, at the level of South-West
Oltenia Regionin the period between the year 2012 and 2015

There is a tendency of increasing the number of temporary emigfathis age group, during the study period,
both in the region and for each county separately, both for ertégraming from urban areas, and especially those from
rural. This aspect show an evident opposition with the level of all tenypemwdgrants from to region thetpreponderant
from urban areas.
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Figure no. 4 - Evolution ofTemporaryEmigrants of age group 1539 years, by counties and residential areas
urban, b) rural, at the level of South-West Oltenia Regiothe period between the year 2012 and 2015

In addition, even if considered for the entire period analyzed, coamgess quite homogeneous regarding rural
areas as residential zones of emigrants there is a high variation fimbbanecriterion. County with the lowest number of
emigrants throughout the period, both from urban and ruhéfedinti, while county with the most emigrants is Dolj,
the county that also determines a high level of variance and coefficieanti@ion across the region, gaps with the other
four counties seeing high. (See Table no. 3)

To identify aspects of the gender differences we based on the data froma@bleereasing the number of
emigrants of the age group considered continuously increased theiperiod analyzed, against the background of the
significant increase in the number of emigrants - men in thelgstars, while emigrants - men in the past 2 years,
dwarfed the number of women dominant at the beginning of the repéeiwd, although in growth. The region is
relatively homogeneous both for emigrants - men criterion and amtggr women, too, significant gender differences
are not recorded to determine the variation high-level group. A largbanof migrant women, can be noted at the Dolj
County.
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Table no. 4 — Evolution oftemporaryemigrants of age group 1339 years, by counties and gender, in the period between

the year 2012 and 2015, at the level of South-West Oltenia Region

Counties Total emigrants Emigrants - Men Emigrants - Women

2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Dolj 3390 | 3131 | 3624 | 3852 | 1492 | 1360 | 1952 | 2100 | 1898 | 1771 | 1672 | 1752
Gorj 1699 | 1555 | 1818 | 1936 | 749 674 977 | 1053 | 950 881 841 883
Mehedinti 1336 | 1229 | 1432 | 1521 | 589 532 772 828 747 697 660 693
Olt 2200 | 2005 | 2347 | 2495 | 969 869 | 1264 | 1359 | 1231 | 1136 | 1083 | 1136
Valcea 1825 | 1673 | 1946 | 2072 | 803 727 | 1047 | 1130 | 1022 | 946 899 942
Total 10450| 9593 | 11167 11876 4602 | 4162 | 6012 | 6470 | 5848 | 5431 | 5155 | 5406

Min 1336 | 1229 | 1432 | 1521 | 589 532 772 828 747 697 660 693

Max 3390 | 3131 | 3624 | 3852 | 1492 | 1360 | 1952 | 2100 | 1898 | 1771 | 1672 | 1752
Variance 78958 | 73237 | 84322 | 89579| 34716 | 31865| 45439 | 48887 | 4424241372 | 38883 | 40692
Mean 2090 | 1918.6| 2233.4| 2375.2| 9204 | 8324 | 1202.4| 1294 |1169.6| 1086.2| 1031 |1081.2
Coeff. of variation%) | 37.78 | 3817 | 37.75 | 37.71 | 37.72 | 3828 | 37.79 | 37.78 | 37.83 | 3809 | 37.71 | 3764

Source: author processing based on data from Tempo Online, http://siatsstcro/shop/

Given the disparities relatively large at the county level regarding regidmeas of temporary emigrants
identified, we considered important to examine whether gender differencesuateghese differences. In Tables no. 5
and 6 are presesd the dynamics of the number of temporary emigrants with age inghegroup 15-39 years old,
women and men, distributed by residence areas for the period 2052-20

Table no. 5 — Evolution ofMen TemporarfEmigrants of age group 1539 years, by counties and areas of residence, in
the period between the year 2012 and 2015, at the level of South-West Oégita R

) Total Emigrants Men Emigrants Men from Urban Emigrants Men from Rural
Counties Areas Areas

2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Dolj 1492 | 1360 | 1952 | 2100 | 811 738 | 1061 | 1141 | 681 622 891 959

Gorj 749 674 977 | 1053 | 353 324 465 500 396 350 512 553

Mehedinti 589 532 772 828 278 262 386 413 311 270 386 415

Olt 969 869 | 1264 | 1359 | 408 358 537 581 561 511 727 778

Valcea 803 727 | 1047 | 1130 | 370 336 493 533 433 391 554 597
Total 4602 | 4162 | 6012 | 6470 | 2220 | 2018 | 2942 | 3168 | 2382 | 2144 | 3070 | 3302

Min 589 532 772 828 278 262 386 413 311 270 386 415

Max 1492 | 1360 | 1952 | 2100 | 811 738 | 1061 | 1141 | 681 622 891 959
Variance 347.16| 31865 | 45439 | 48887 | 21053 | 19030 | 26986 | 29020 | 145.54| 13869 | 197.16| 21140
Mean 9204 | 8324 | 1202.4] 1294 | 444 | 4036 | 5884 | 6336 | 4764 | 4288 | 614 | 6604
Coeff. of variation %) | 37.72 | 3828 | 37.79 | 37.78 | 4742 | 4715 | 4586 | 4580 | 3055 | 3234 | 3211 | 3201

Source: author processing based on data from Tempo Omtipg/statistici.insse.ro/shop/

In the case of men emigrant, we noted a large variation at county lexelngfto urban residence areas, the
region beeing more homogeneous in terms of men coming fiahareas. The county with very large gaps relative to
the others, responsible for the heterogeneity of the region in thislrieggill Dolj County with a significant number of
emigrants - men, from both urban as well as rural even if onerlestgent. Mehedinti County is distinguished by the
lowest number of emigrants in both cag8ee Table no. 5)

Table no. 6 — Evolution ofWomen Temporarigmigrants of age group 1539 years, by counties and areas of residence,

in the period between the year 2012 and 2015, at the level of South-West Réigitia

Counties Total emigrants - Women Emigrants —-Women from Urban | Emigrants - Women from Rural
2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015
Dolj 1898 | 1771 | 1672 | 1752 | 894 963 777 811 | 1004 | 808 895 941
Gorj 950 881 841 883 407 437 354 371 543 444 487 512
Mehedinti 747 697 660 693 338 355 284 296 409 342 376 397
Olt 1231 | 1136 | 1083 | 1136 | 461 512 400 415 770 624 683 721
Valcea 1022 | 946 899 942 429 466 366 380 593 480 533 562
Total 5848 | 5431 | 51% | 5406 | 2529 | 2733 | 2181 | 2273 | 3319 | 2698 | 2974 | 3133
Min 747 697 660 693 338 355 284 296 409 342 376 397
Max 1898 | 1771 | 1672 | 1752 | 894 963 777 811 | 1004 | 808 895 941
Variance 442.42| 413.72| 388.83| 406.92| 221.65| 239.69| 195.13| 203.90| 229.97| 180.90| 200.76| 210.82
Mean 1169.6| 1086.2] 1031 | 1081.2| 505.8 | 546.6 | 436.2 | 454.6 | 663.8 | 539.6 | 594.8 | 626.6
Coeff. of variation %) | 37.83 | 38.09 | 37.71 | 37.64 | 43.82 | 43.85| 44.73 | 44.85| 34.64 | 33.52| 33.75| 33.65

Source: author processing based on data from Tempo Online, http://siagstcro/shop/
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In the case of women emigrant, we noted similar aspects, a large vaaationnty level referring to urban
residence areas, region being more homogeneous in terms of meag dom rural areas. The county with very large
gaps relative to the others, responsible for the heterogeneity of the medioa regard is still Dolj County with a
significant number of emigrants - women, from both urbawelbas rural even if one lesser extent. Mehedinti County
has the lowest number of women emigrants in both cases.

4. CONCLUSIONS

The study highlighted several specific aspects of temporary emigmatidouth-West Oltenia Region regarding
young adult age segment. There is a constant growth starting witeah@@12 to 2015 of the young adult emigrants,
from 59.09 % to 60.97 % of a total number of temporary emigyamtd it may indicate that in the last four years, the
temporary emigrants from South-West Oltenia Region seem to be gradbhatesemvorking or seeking work abroad
‘higher-skilled’. Moreover while at the nationwide is noting an increase in temporary emigramtsdrban areas in
South-West Oltenia Region, at this age segment dominates for both meoraed,virom the rural areas.affonsisted
that there are more pronounced disparities between counties in terms oémnigeemts both men and women. County
with the high level of temporary young adult emigrants is Doljr@pwhere large gaps recorded both compared to the
other counties but even comparedthe average of the region. The opposite is Mehedinti County with teste
emigrants in the period considered.
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