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1. Introduction

As far as their relationship in the ®@entury is concerned, Romania and Hungary have
been enemies most often; however, there existaddseof time when they belonged to the
same alliance. The two sates belong to an alliabhgeesent, as well, but the framework of
this one is totally different from the previous en@he two countries willingly joined this
new European system, and they were not forced bgigio dictatorial forces. This new
situation can be the basis of a prosperity relyongpeace, thus creating the possibility for
tolerance and dialogue, and cooperation to presxat rivalry and enmity. It goes without
saying that one of the most suitable spatial fraorkwf this cooperation is the border region,
the space where the two countries meet. The conditire more adequate on the sub-regional
level, as there is a possibility of spatial orgatizn according to the local willingness, in line
with the new European territorial ideology, regitisra. This local willingness has to set the

direction of the cross — border cooperation infthere.

2. Aims and hypotheses
The aim of this paper is to map the institutioredizand informal ways of cooperation in
the Romanian — Hungarian cross-border region inCiagathians Euro-region, to determine
the social, economical, infrastructuradnd environmentalfactors that could determine the
possibilities of manifestation of the cooperatidarting from the tetrahedron model of Toth
Jozsef and transplanting it to the complex, systemth research @tH, J. 2003). Another
aim of the paper is to research the cohesion ofntighboring regions toward a possible
integrated border-region in the future. We alsalgtine present and past effect of the border
on the development of territorial inequalities, pieservation in time; we also look into the
attitudes and expectations of the local peoplidl are passive or initiative towards the new
developmental prospects of the cross-border cobpera
Based on the above mentioned aims we formulatetbliosving hypotheses:
- the peripheral position of the border region enkanthe development of a
disadvantageous social and economical situation
- the territorial cohesion of the border region dnesrepresent a problem as far as the
future integrated region is concerned
- the attitude of the local people, especially ththauities is positive, communicative

and cooperative on both sides



- besides the institutionalized forms of cooperatibere is a developing trend of

interactions related more to the everyday dimerssafrthe border region.

It is clear that based on previous studies theeptepaper considers the border an
obstacle, an edge and a linking element in the damee (NEMES NAGY, J. 1998). As far as
the planning of the research and the categorizaenconcerned we used mostly Andrea
Kampschulte’s model as starting point. This mobekides studying the cross-border projects
and economical cooperation also studied the basl@n element of the economical space, of
the settlement network space and as an elemembah yplanning (KMPSCHULTE, A. 1999).

In addition we used the Hansen — hypothesis (quotBERES K. 2001) to study the spatial
effect of the proximity of the border on the intggional spatial systems and on the social-

economical status.

3. Methods

During the study we used various methods, most loichvare widely used in social

sciences, such as:

- active observingto gather general information, most of the timec&ato face”
consultation and discussion with the local peopkpécially the authorities) who are
competent in the management of cross-border rektips;

- related to the above method is fhremary analysis aimed at the authorities as well,
from the quantitative point of view (questionnajrasd the qualitative point of view
(unstructured interview)

- secondary — mostly quantitative analysis processing of statistic data, using
cartograms in the visualization of the resultsida@nalysis to decrease the number of
variants, the possible disturbing variants and ftbiowing interpretations, thus
increasing the internal validity.

- Categorizatiorbased on the above methods

- Meta-analysis, studying the secondary bibliograpthggcument analysigrimarily to
theorize the cross-border relationships as welbastegorize these, or the analysis of

the data gathered by third parties;

The four neighboring counties were chosen as thioigy for research based on the idea
that it is not fortunate to predetermine the cogeraf the border idea, to restrain this
coverage only to the settlements near the bora@edinto an area determined by a certain

distance. The counties researched (Satu Mare, Bbmabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg and Hajdu-



Bihar) represent an easy territory from the technjpoint of view, as the statistic data
gathered for this territory and the larger teridgbiscale reflects in a better way how the
presence of the border differentiates the neighigoterritories from the inland territories. In
relation to my research | had the possibility tadsthalf a year at the Institut fir Landerkunde
in Leipzig, with an Alexander von Humboldt granth@h | presented my research plan to my
colleagues their advice inspired me not to “preggidthe existence of a border zone, to allow
the territory to unfold according to the indicatarisich helps or prevents the individualization
of a border area. We also have to take into acahantthe cooperation takes place mostly on
county level, as well as in the 2007-2013 HU-RGsstborder program, financed primarily
by the EU, the targeted territories are the fouglmeoring counties.

Most of the statistic data used in the study coromfthe Statistical Institutes of the two
countries, (country and county level). In additigpecific data have been provided by the
Romanian county councils, the Department for Adtical and Rural Development, the
SAPARD and PHARE offices, the Chamber of Commercoel @ndustry, the APEH
(Hungarian IRS) and the Regional Cross-border Catioe Offices.

The paper also tries to give insight into the ide@sented by the Romanian bibliography,
thus providing a sample of the work of the spesialin the neighboring country.

We also have to mention the selection process ef sample taking part in the
guestionnaire and unstructured interview phasdefitformation gathering. We focused on
people involved in the management o the cross-bacdeperation as they have an inner
vision of the processes and thus they have the pmmagynthesize. They were a good sample
also because they had the skill to pinpoint theoirtgmt questions thus helping to grasp the
main idea. It proved to be the easiest solutiomftbe technical point of view as well, since
the individual research, lacking the necessary suisdnot able to cover so many people,
however, interviewing a random selection of eveyypeople would have given a much better
insight on the day to day dimensions of the bomtgre. The mayors and vice-mayors had to
fill in a questionnaire, which is mentioned in titerature as being comprehensive, thus the
problem of the representativity of the sample doesappear, even though it was a small
group.

The idea of the unstructured interviews is basethersame principle; we tried to assure
that the representatives of the larger socio-ecacedmegions of the border zone will be
represented. The basic idea was to map the dimenaind variety of the cooperation, and the

spontaneous discussion made it possible to invatier relevant details in the analysis. The



interviews took place with the help of Dr. Nagy @alcollaborator at the Regional Research

Centre in Békéscsaba, in a mutual research project.

4. Results — main observations of the research

The first chapter of the dissertation is the sdedatonceptual part, in which we discuss
the interpretations of the border-region concephm specific literature; we also look at the
ways of studying and categorizing of the forms obmeration, among these we used the
cooperation-analysis model of Ricq and the Kampisetdiscussion model as starting points
(RicqQ, cH. 2006, KamPsSCHULTE, A. 1999). The following large chapters take thetisha
elements of the border region in thematic unitagdyging the level of overlapping between
them with regard to the development of a possilegrated border region. In this respect we
mention the natural — environmental substrate,dém@ographical processes, the settlement
network, the economy, then the concrete relatidnthe border regions, which specifically
model the space. The short summary of these amahthigsis of the results is presented in the

following.

4.1.Natural and environmental background analysis

The natural environment of the border region shawgreat variety, although the plain
areas are representative because of their predoo@nan the Hungarian part. The total
surface of the studied area is 24110°Krom which 12148 krhis Hungarian part (50,4%)
and it is entirely plain area. On the Romanian phithree types of relief are present, in Bihor
county they are proportional, in Satu Mare courttg plain area is predominant. The
Romanian part is richer in natural resources (lsighcultural potential, thermal waters, ore,
large forest areas, potential for tourism) than khumgarian part (high agricultural potential,
thermal waters, potential for tourism).

The environment of the border region shows critstates from many points of view,
mostly because of the significant pollution everitshe recent past. This is why a priority of
the cross-border cooperation must be the prevemtimheradication of such events and the
development of a mutual ecological salvation ptathe case of such catastrophes. The points
of origin of the pollution (slurries) must be ereatied as, beside the negative environmental
effect it also affects the bilateral good relatioirs addition to the water environment, the
atmosphere is also in danger but the possibilitythcs type of pollution is reduced due to the
western currents, s on the Hungarian part, suchirat pxists only somewhat farther inland

(Tiszaujvaros).



An important part of the environmental issues is gtoblem of flood prevention and
generally the problem of water resource managemahits synchronization. From this point
of view it would be useful to build a chain of sealemultifunctional reservoirs on the Tisza
river and its affluents, high up the rivers in Ronaa and the Ukraine, in order to prevent
floods more effectively, and to eradicate extrerngoffs. In the same time, an equally
efficient method of flood prevention would be thadication of unauthorized deforestation
and poaching.

From the point of view of flood prevention it isryamportant to mention the monitoring
system on the upper flow of the Tisza River, helpgdhe cross-border regional cooperation.
In the same time, on international level there nhesta stronger accent on the principle of
“the polluter pays” for prevention purposes.

As far as the protection of the environment is @wned, it would be important to have
cross border national parks and protected areashisnrespect the Hungarian attempt to
repopulate the Ecsed marshes is to be supportesl, with the revival of the former water-
world a tourist attraction would come to life bessdhe obvious ecological profit. In the same
time, following western European models, the camsion of mutual water cleaning plants
would be possible, which would serve the villagemmthe border and each other. This
solution would be more cost-effective as not allages have the material resources for a
water cleaning plant and from the ecological pointiew it would protect the border region.
Examples as these already exist on the Austrianrghikian border.

4.2 Population issues

It appears very clearly, that the Hungarian cosntadthough affected by the phenomenon
of demographical erosion, have a more positive dgaphical situation as compared to the
national average, as their population grows olderenslowly. As far as the population
structure is concerned, the Hungarian counties simbyv a more positive image in the case of
age structure, than the national average. The piiopoof the Romany population is large,
especially in the small villages of Szabolcs-SzatB&reg county. The disadvantaged group
character of the Gypsies should be eradicated gwiaaity; in order to achieve this
synchronized cross — border measures would be segeand special territorial and urban
developmental projects for the settlements wheeeRbmany population is numerous. As a
priority, the question of vocational training shddle solved, that is de-centralized, in order to
make it easier for the Romany population to attdmeke classes, as their only chance to

escape their almost desperate social conditiomhste a job.



On the Romanian side of the border, the populasoalso in the phase of irreversible
decrease. In spite of these the Romanian courniesharacterized by greater attraction force
for the population, better values as far as emptaynms concerned and by higher rate of
infant mortality. The increasing lack of qualifibrk force in Romania and in Hungary has

become an impediment for investments and employmeggneral.
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The mass growth of higher education on both si@esléd to a dramatic drop in quality,
thus degrading the diploma to the level of an Aelesxam, which is hardly in accordance
with the requirements of the workforce market. Thagen if the number of university
graduates on both sides of the border is lower thamational average, the increasing of the
number of students is not suggested; instead thbktyjof the education should be increased

by offering diplomas required on the market.

4.3.The settlement network of the border region

There are 996 settlements in the studied regiannhjority (68,8%) on the Romanian
side (in Bihor county there are 457 settlement8Grcommunal structures, and in Satu Mare
county there are 229 settlements in 60 communattsires). On the Hungarian side, Hajdu-
Bihar county has 82 settlements and Szabolcs-Srd&Brég county has 228. As opposed to
Romania, in Hungary every settlement has localaiites, with elected mayor and board of
representatives. This wide territorial democracgampletely irrational from the economical
point of view, it is not supportable financiallyydit presses for the territorial — administrative
reform of the country, which would concentrate Hattlements of Hungary (around 3200
settlements) into a smaller number o micro-regiamats with only one local authority. In the
same way, it would be useful for both Romania anmdgry to decrease the importance of



the county level and to place the regional elecaglninistration on the level of the
developmental regions (NUTS II), thus making terial management easier and more cost -
effective. The social resistance and the countglleabby have so far resisted this initiative
both in Romania and Hungary.

Urbanization is in a more advanced phase in Hundaate the 746,869 city population
represents 66.2 % of the total of the region. GnRomanian side, meanwhile, both Bihor
and Satu Mare county have 967,527 inhabitants 44i@¢B39 (46.2%) lived in cities or towns
in 2002. The Hungarian counties have a higher @egfeurbanization and there’s a larger
concentration of population in the settlements, sthpositioning them into a more
advantageous place.

Rural population on the Hungarian side and in tremBnian Satu Mare county is
concentrated in large villages, whereas in Bihamtp in medium-sized villages. There is a
region with small villages in the Szatmar part bé tHungarian Szabolcs-Szatmar-Bereg
county, and typically farm areas appear in the dgyyhaza zone.

The settlement system in this border region isanohiform system, due to the fact that it
had been a region crossed by borders during thecpatury. The complete disappearance of
the border in the Schengen Convetion, as well aseformulation of the developmental axes
in the borderless space (primarily along the newlylt highways and informational
highways) can lead to the reshaping of the settiemierarchy. The settlements of the border
zone, without a border could become a uniform emigint structure with multiple
interdependencies, with stronger interregionalriatking instead of the now existing extra-

regional movements.

4.4 Economical cohesion along the border

We can state that the economical transition pdraxihad high costs both in Hungary and
in Romania. These costs can be ascribed to the soglal expenditure that followed the
collapse of the centralized pre-planned econome. ditly positive outcome was the dawn of
democracy which made the cross-border cooperatiselfi possible, increased the
permeability of the border and enlarged the compatimnal potential. The market economy
has selected the figures of the former economy, taedvast majority of them have been

found uncompetitive in the new situation.

From our unstructured interviews it appeared thainfthe point of view of economical

cooperation the Hungarian part was more active,babty because of the higher
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entrepreneurial culture and the fullness of the dduian market’'s offer. This fact determines
the local entrepreneurs to be more motivated idifig investment opportunities on the other
side of the border than the more precautious Rananvestors who are still able to develop
on the home market.

Hungarian investors have found what they have beeking for mostly in small scale
retail, construction and processing. The econontagals as of 2008 has seriously affected
businesses on both sides of the border. The Romgaidy considers that the governmental
support system and the higher degree ‘know how'thten Hungarian part represent clear
advantage for these investors. They see possBildf cooperation mainly in agriculture and

in the related processing industry, in tourism enconstruction.

After a systematic analysis of the social — ecomainindicators, which has been done in
order to establish the spatial-territorial cohesdrthe two sides of the border, we can state
that at present the Hungarian side is at advandagfar as infrastructural development is
concerned, especially public services; in somesé#ss statement is valid as far as human
resource indicators and demographical indicatoescancerned. However, these differences
are not impossible to overcome and they cannoesemt the obstacle of an effective cross-
border relation network.

In Romania and in Hungary, as is the case in thentces of the third world, the
differences (inequalities) in territorial developmh@ppear mostly along the city-village fault,
between the different categories of settlementslsitine inter-regional differences are more
difficult to observe.

Regional inequalities start to develop in the sanmee with the rapid economic
development (boom) (according to the Williamsondtesis — 1965, simultaneously with
the revenue inequalities between different socakgories, according to the Kuznets —
hypothesis, 1955), (quote iINEMES NAGY 1 2005), a period which follows the economic
depression and stagnation, two characteristicsrasfsition economies. Romania is going
through this phase at present, a phase called-toeteergence”, taking into account the rapid
pace of development and the low developmental pbas# (of course, all these have been
temporarily set upside down by the economical €risi the world). The duality of the
developed and under-developed regions starts toiggiortance in this period, whereas the
differences in development between settlement oatsg (city-village) begin to lose
importance. Thus, this process will later lead teratorial leveling from the point of view of

development, and in the later phases of econondeaklopment it will be completely
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indifferent if the individual comes from a city &om a village; it will be more important if
they come from a developed region or an underdpeelone, but generally the differences in
territorial development decrease with the advarfcth@ convergence phase. As a result of
this process development in general spreads asneonie generating salient and drop — off
regions it selects the elements of the social space

In Eastern Hungary, the external part of the bdirecounties has more disadvantageous
social-economical indicators than the internal pattis fact proves that the presence of the
border has a negative effect on the social spaogctsire on the Hungarian part of the
studied region.The disadvantageous situation of the rural areaduis to the fact that
following WWI1 theylost their polarizing centerinner peripheral areas are also present, such
as the Polgar micro-region. In contrast with this Romanian side the borderline is in a more
advantageous situation as this region overlaps thighcity line near the border, which is a
more urbanized area, with relatively well developeear elements of infrastructure. The
peripheral areas of the Romanian side appear ondfieern and eastern parts of the studied
counties, which overlap with some isolated hilly mpuntainous areas or they are inner
peripheral areas (the Kiralydar6c micro-region iatuS Mare county). The city-village
dichotomy has been shown by the factor analysiwedls during which the dynamic regions
have acquired specific shape (regional centersyedie@as area, the central areas of the
Beius basin, Hajduhat and the Szabolcs plain). The uededoped, drop — off regions of
Satu Mare county and Bihor county are their nortleerd southern parts, the Hungarian Bihar

area, the Tiszamente and the Szatmar-Bereg plain.
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As a result, the main forms of territorial ineqtiab in the border area appear on the
following territorial levels:

1.) On thecity — villagelevel, the former being at advantage;

2.) Between thenner territoriesandthe borderline areaghe former being at advantage
on the Hungarian side;

3.) Between thenner territoriesandthe borderline areaghe latter being at advantage on
the Romanian side;

4.) From thefour studied countieghetwo Hungarian countiebeing at advantage;

5.) And last, but not least there appears a very stgillemographical inequalityn the
Romanian Satu Mare county, between there dynamic northern paréand the

regressive southern part

4.5 Forms of cooperation along the border

As far as the forms of cooperation are concernedaveconclude that the four studied
counties have developed a wide range of forms aipermtion under the shield of the
Carpathians Euro-region or as part of the latealished three sub-regions. At the beginning,
on the Romanian part, only citizens with Hungarraationality took active part in this
cooperation. Fortunately this one-sidedness isedsang as more and more Romanian
citizens and organizations want to take part inlihéding of relations and management of
programs. All these aspects refer to elienical-culturalandsocio-communicativdimensions
of the relations, as stated by German researchest@bh Waack (WAACK CH. 2000).

The political dimensionof the bilateral relations has somewhat overlaptexisocio-
communicativeaspect which was especially active between 2004 2008, when the
Democratic Union of the Hungarians in Romania (RMDIOMR) were the leaders of the
County Council in both Romanian counties. This m#ue cooperation much easier on the
linguistic-cultural dimension. This fact must no¢ loverrated, though as other Romanian
political parties, that is the ones based not bnieal principles, considered it a top priority to
cooperate with the Hungarian party. There are npmsjtive examples before 2004 and in the
present period. Aside from the period of the 1998hen Romanian political circles
considered all Hungarian Euro-regional ambitioraiempt to reestablish the former historic
Hungary, as of 1997 the two Romanian counties eti@eaparts of the cooperation as they
became parts of the Carpathians Euro-region. Homvelecentralization is not as advanced
in Romania as it is in Hungary, where the counsied settlements have greater liberty in

setting the direction of the cooperation. As farcasoperational projects are concerned, the
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Romanian party is still very often dependent on ¢katral ‘thumbs up’, a fact that many
times hinders the advance of the projects.

The four counties along the northern part of thedbo have successfully identified the
priorities of their cooperation and these have bagttined in the funding documents of the
euro-region. These co-operational areas involven@wodical, natural and environmental,
cultural, scientific and educational issues; themeamance of good relationships with the
neighbours, as well as the facilitation of buildiggations between the different nationalities
of the euro-region. The concrete details of theryelaey dimension of the cooperation are
revealed by the unstructured interviews with thanmers of the local authorities. We can
conclude that there have been results in the eduehtissue by establishing a so-called
‘sister-school’ system and through the teachersbns) as far as the health system is
concerned there have been results through exchlmngeammes and by establishing a cross-
border system of GP surgeries. In the case ofitlileocganizations it is important to mention
the cooperation in social issues, in adult trainingassistance with projects and management
of settlements.

The audit analysis resulting from our study is mi@éanuncover the disfunctionalities of
the spatial economical system, the points of irgetion with remedial purposes, especially to
decrease the peripheral feature of the Hungarid®. Jihe eradication of social-economical
periphery status, as a result of the peripheraltipasof the border regions, and of the
underdevelopment in the ‘interface’ territoriestoé EU (that is the border regions) would
strengthen the territorial cohesion of the macgeneal integration, thus it is not only a
national issue for the countries in question, big also an EU interest.

We can also conclude that in the Romanian — Huagasorder region there developed
some euro-regions that function as “labs” or “inatgns” in the process of reconciliation
between the two nations, a process which has Baslidcesses and failures and needs more
patience. This cooperation is in a close relatignahth the bilateral relations on higher level,
in a sense that it can influence these relatiorss positive or a negative way. On the level of
formal cooperation the so called “sister townsatieins have proved to be very successful on
county and city level as well, and the cooperatpagties have shown the greatest formal
activity.

According to Charles Ricq's theory on the phasescrfss-border cooperation, the
Romanian-Hungarian cross-border cooperation hagpstkinto theconcrete cooperational
phase (the third phas&s cooperation takes place on institutional leaieled by consultative

boards (RcQ, 2006). Local and regional authorities have shaamillingness to spread the
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cooperation in various other directions. The prelamy, dialogue phase, promoted by the
Carpathians Euro-Region, in the 1990’'s has hadvgoitant effect on the efficacy of the
cooperation. These days, the operational partefctoperation has been overtaken by sub-
regional territorial formations (such as the HaRihar — Bihor or the Bihar-Bihor
Euroregions) as well as the regional operationag@mmes, which are more flexible and
adaptable in carrying out projects focused on aetegoroblems. According to the analysis we
can conclude that the border region is not threatdsy such centripetal forces that would
cause spatial dysfunction. As a conclusion we csgerdain that as far as the future is
concerned the advantageous conditions that wouldertias region an integrated unit in the

Schengen area already exist.

The questionnaires filled in by the mayors of th@rRnian county have provided new
and relevant information on the status of the dtwlfation and on the possibilities of its
expansion. As opposed to the Hungarian leader&tmeanian mayors and vice-mayors did
not feel they lived in a peripheral region, prolyabecause Satu Mare county (average
development) and Bihor county (developed) have pesor developmental status in
Romania, and because the border region in Romargamore developed, more urbanized
area.

The majority of the Romanian mayors interviewerkdpective of the fact if they have or
do not have ‘sister town’ relations with Hungarisettlements, do not consider language
problems, historically rooted distrust, differentaitional mentalities and administrative
problems to be an obstacle in the way of crossdyocdoperation. Characteristically, those
Romanian settlements that do not have ‘sister tosefdtions blame this on the lack of
information, whilst those having such relations dvan equally differentiated opinion about
its importance or lack of importance in the buigliof relations. Those without such relations
consider that the legal-economical factors areaesiple for the hindering of the cross-border
interactions, whereas those settlements which held ielations had different opinions, in an
equal measure, about the importance of this fadtbose settlements which already have
cross-border relations consider, that the diffeterritorial planning policies can be a serious
obstacle in the way of cooperation (they probaldyehpersonal experience), while those
settlements which lack such relations, underesanta importance of this aspect, probably
because of their lack of experience. Both categafesettlements consider that the different
governmental subvention policies can hinder theaotiffe cross-border relations (especially

economical ones).
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There is a dire need for propositions on new wdysoperation and on the expansion of
the present ones in order to deepen the Romaniagdfian relations and to promote trust in
the future. This can never be a finished processigas dynamic one. Hungary’s relation with
its south-eastern neighbor is a kind of “stop — ggéation; whereas with Romania a balanced
relation is not only an economical must, but ithe only way to promote the interests of the
largest Hungarian community outside the bordersiafgary. The relations with Romania
start at the border, so the correct channelingp@fbcial - spatial processes taking place is the

geo-strategic interest of both countries — thistwastated without a doubt.

4.6 The synthetic spatial representation of the baler region

In order to be able to model and synthesize th&éadpeetwork of the studied region we
drew up a spatial model, meant to uncover the todéénd territorial organization.

We can thus conclude that the central part of #ggon is represented by that trapezoid
unit which has at its apices the four regional @tand the sides of the trapezoid are the
axes of energy and information currents, which fically represent the frame of the region.
This trapezoid is almost perfectly symmetrical tiba southern side there are the two primary
regional centres (Debrecen and Oradea) while tlwe 9®&condary growth poles are on the
northern side (Satu Mare and Nyiregyhaza). Thetlements form a so-called ‘twin city’
structure, with advantageous cooperative possdslias they belong to the same dimensional
category, and thus they “sense” each other bdtiey, accept each other as equal partners.
The third category of the growth poles is made tithose middle sized or small towns that
have that critical social-economical critical ma#isat allows them to fulfill the role of small
region centres (Hajduszoboszld, Berettyoujfalu, édaalka, Zahony, Avasfélfalu,
Nagykaroly, Székelyhid, Nagyszalonta, BelényeskestEhpoles are placed either along the
main growth axis or along the secondary one, thustioning as the elements of the inter -
axial space. We also have to mention that thiscatebe fulfilled only partially, as apart from
Hajduszoboszl6, we can talk about the dominanaleftmall town. Taking the region as a
whole it is obvious that there is a complete latknaldle sized cities, a fact necessary for the
balance of the inhabited space, in order to cobatance the dominance of the regional
centers with hypertrophy.

The primary axis and the main communication highwéayhe region is the Budapest —
Kiev — Moscow line of force, which crosses the calnpart of the Hungarian side of the

border region, and it is made up of an internalicoad and a high performance electrified
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double railroad. The spinal chord of the traffictims region is made up of the rail cargo
transport, passenger train traffic is the most ne¢e on the Budapest — Debrecen —
Nyiregyhaza line, but it is completed by the in&dional passenger transport towards the
Ukraine and Russia. This line of force is a visitdsidue of Hungary’s Comecon orientation
and it will go on being a primary axis of commurtica as long as the eastern-Hungarian
highways connect to the “Transylvania” highway tlgtinder construction in Romania. As
soon as this has taken place the actual spatigltgte might undergo some modifications, the
direction of the main axis will shift from southsio to west-east or northwestern — south-
eastern by providing a route for transit traffidtorthern Europe and inside the borders of the
EU (Poland, Baltic states and Scandinavia). If, &esv, the M4 highway will be completed it
is possible that the Budapest-Debrecen-Nyiregylaaas will regain its former importance.
At present, due to low exploitation the Polgar-Mgiyhaza part of the M3 highway and the
Gorbehaza-Debrecen part of the M35 highway are setpndary axes, as well as road 42 (E
60, 1), an international road with intense traffic the Plspdkladany-Oradea-Cluj part as
these have a less intense rate of traffic than mzad 4. In the same time, on the Romanian
side of the border this E 60 TEN play the main ioléhe spatial movements. There is a third
degree axis on the north-south direction in thénpaea of the Romanian side represented by
the main road and railroad on the Halmeu-Oradeadtsmiok part (with an extension to the
south, towards Arad, Tigoara, Belgrad). Among the third degree axes we he to
mention the Nyiregyhaza-Satu Mare- Baia Mare romloich only permits road transport
between the two countries, but in case that ifuh&e the Nyiregyhadza — Satu Mare railroad
should be reintroduced the entire line of forcel wdve a double function. Another third
degree axis is the road connecting Oradea witlB#ies basin (a road partly paralleled by the
railroad) which extends towards Deva and has aexdion to the transit road of the Aries
valley. In the category of third degree line ofdermelongs the Satu Mare- Zial Cluj road,
which is not paralleled by railroad, although thisrentense traffic on it.

The main characteristic of the inter-axial spacdagermined by dominant ways of land
exploitation and they appear as territorial uniiga lax texture. The way land is exploited is

also determined by the relief, each and every héayel has its own forms.
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5. Conclusions and the future extension possibilitiesf the research

The studied border region is considered a periph@&m@a both in Romania and in
Hungary, which wants to change exactly its margzeal character by using the possibilities
of cross-border cooperation that have spread amnd bacome institutionalized after the fall
of the communist regime. The border region searébespportunities of economical and
social development and tries to reestablish thenéorstatus of integrated region, where the
spatial continuity had not been disrupted by atfilines of discontinuity. The cross border
relations have also served a strategic intereat, iththrough the multiplication of informal

contacts, the inter — ethnic and intercultural atiale has deepened, a fact that could lead to
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the disappearance of the mental barriers betweentvib parties, after two centuries of
rivaling nationalism. In this respect the crosse®orcooperation is a perfect means for
dissolving prejudices and discontent and buildingual trust.

l. The studied region’s resource substrate is dan®ostly due to the variation of relief on
the Romanian side. Even if strategic resourcesalexist, all the necessary resources for a
balanced development are present. Among these impsttant are the fertile arable land,
rich surface water resources, pleasant naturaf@mwient for tourism and the thermal waters.

From the natural-environmental point of view théical medium of the region is the
water environment, which needs protection agaimdiufon, and the problems related to
water management (flooding, inland waters, watsem&irs and drought). Since most of the
water that reaches Hungary comes from the neighpaauntries, the problems related to the
quality and quantity of water affect regional redas and inter-state relations in a negative
way. That is way we consider the synchronized mamegmt of these problems is a top
priority in the cross-border relations.

Il. It appears from the demographical analysis i Hungarian counties, although
affected by the phenomenon of demographic erosibow a somewhat more advantageous
image as compared to the national average, betheseumber of population decreases at a
lower rate. On the Hungarian side the disadvantagysdguation is worse than the average; it
is also shown by indicators of human — resourcegldpment, because of the high mortality
of some villages with old population or becausehef high rates of neonatal mortality in the
villages with a larger Romany population. The ,plgary of the periphery”, that is the border
line area also stands out because of its high aatmmemployment; in the same time, the
migrational balance of the settlements near thddyds constantly deficient.

On the Romanian side, similarly to the Hungariamntes the population dynamics
processes have reached the phase of natural decheagpite of all these, due to the relatively
more advantageous level of development, Bihor atd Slare counties remained the targets
of inland migration. However, as compared to thengtrian counties the rates of neonatal
mortality are strikingly high. The Romanian sides teetter employment indicators. The level
of education of the work force is almost the saméboth sides of the border and there is a
need to improve it, generally in secondary educatamd more specifically in professional
education, in order to increase the ratio of gieifwork force. The mutual measures taken
against the unfavorable social situation and pgveepresent numerous possibilities for

projects, and we have seen several good examplggibturing our research. Cooperation
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must be strengthened in the fields of adult edooéticlusive education and the training of
the workforce.

lll. In the case of the two Hungarian counties thgher level of urbanization reflects
more developed social-economical relations andhilgeer territorial concentration of the
population as well as the lower density of settletweallow a more effective urban
management of the region. On both sides of thedvorillages represent what is generally
called underdevelopment; their dominant functioagsicultural and related to agriculture. In
order to achieve administrative equality in Saturélaounty the urban network must be
strengthened and at least the informal micro-regimist be established. Other possibilities
for cooperation can be found mostly in the synclzation of settlement management in the
attraction areas that the two Romanian regionaketcemave in Hungary. In the same time, the
presence of the disadvantageous “scissors” in tmaRian infrastructure system must be
reduced, and the number checkpoints must be irenleas part of the preparation process for
accessing the Schengen treaty.

IV. In the market economy, cooperation is very idifft to manage from above, even
influencing it is difficult, that is why the mutug@rojects must be confined to infrastructure
development and market oriented education. Theearatipn of the chambers in this respect
is exemplary as far as consulting and the mappingvestment opportunities are concerned.
The investments and the assistance must be excaltyiefficient in the border region as
well, which represent cohesion, because as Danubmét, former referent for EU regional
policies, stated, “cohesion does not exist withmrhpetitiveness”. The economical analysis
highlighted the fact that, paradoxically the ecomeahdecline in Hungary at the turn of the
century and the robust economical growth in Romamal the global crisis set in (beta
convergence) resulted in a negative leveling inrfggon, which strengthened the economical
homogeneity on both sides of the border. It wowdsdenbeen better if the Romanian counties
had developed without the Hungarian counties’ stign, but this was not the case.

IV. During the study of the concrete forms of cogten through interviews and
guestionnaires our subject could give us infornmata most of the more significant projects,
due to their functions. Among the cultural and spgrevents, the most significant forms of
cooperation were the official political ones betweable neighboring local authorities and
sister cities; the number of these forms of codpmrancreased every year. Our subjects have
also expressed their wish to continue and widersethirms of cooperation, and those

settlements that lack such relations are lookimdHe opportunities to form them.
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A positive aspect is the ongoing sub-regionalizgtishich rendered the cooperation more
transparent, more manageable and more projecttedeithis contributed to the change of
attitude; that is the committee level cooperatiafter a long period of learning, has become
concrete, more operative and project — oriented.

The future development of the border region is ificantly aided by the fact that it can
profit from its position, its possibilities of trai and its role of mediator.

VI. Our research in the future can be extendedhenteérritorial scale, that is we can
include the entire Romanian — Hungarian borderoregind its southern part extending to the
Danube-Mures-Cris-Tisa Euro-region. A very inteesiiorm of interaction would be the
“shopping tourism”, its more detailed analysis, amdthe southern side the more intense and
more varied economical interrelations, which hameeffect of attraction on the Hungarian
side (workforce migration). In the same time, thettfer study of the dynamic real estate
market development would be necessary; and obggerhia extent to which the more
generous assistance provided by the EU 2007-2048agbs is used, which makes the partners
even more eager to work together, thus strengtigesohesion.

VII. As far as the fulfillment of our hypothesesdsncerned, we can state that they were
quite valid.

The hypothesis according to which the position glesral situation leads to social-
economical peripheral situation proved to be piytirue. The inner validity on the
Hungarian side, supported by the factor analysisyalid, whilst the Romanian counter
example highlights the restricted character ofdkiernal validity; this hypothesis cannot be
generalized in other terms.

As far as the hypothesis about the territorial sadre of the borderline is concerned, the
analogy intensified due to the approximation of esal/ factors, even if this does not
necessarily mean development. From the demogragaint of view the Hungarian counties
have reached a phase of decrease, and thus hasantieedirection as the Romanian counties.
Due to their economical stop and the Romanian ¢esintapid convergence a negative
leveling appeared. The compensatory effects oftfius appeared asymmetries can even
prove positive, as the large number of workplacestte Romanian side and the lack of
workforce due to emigration to Western Europe, @otgpresent a possibility for the
Hungarian unemployed. Hungarian authorities in gbavith unemployment can increasingly
count on Romanian workplaces.

Our hypothesis that the willingness to cooperatehenpart of local authorities does not

decrease. Our data show that besides wideningxibing relations, both parties are looking
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for opportunities of forming new relations. Despiliteguistic difficulties, communicational
problems are not relevant — the numerous Hungg@agulation on the Romanian side of the
border serves as the element of bridging this gap.

Our hypothesis concerning the diversification dbimal relations on the everyday level
is proved to be true by the school partnershipsjilia relations, shopping tourism and

relations concerning business activities that exist

The direction of the Romanian — Hungarian crossdéorcooperation is absolutely
positive. There is only one obstacle in the waytha cooperation and that is the fact that
Romania’s accession to the Schengen treaty hasded@yed. If this obstacle be removed, the

reintegration of the border region will only depesrdthe local communities.

6. The most important results of the research

1. Regional status analysis, which will serve as tlasid for cross border plans of
territorial and settlement development.

2. Mapping the forms of cooperation in the economghhghting the hindering factors,
this could serve as guidance for local authoritietaking the appropriate measures to
attract investors and in more efficient economigknning. This would primarily
mean the increase of the complementary role ofwbikforce market, primarily in
decreasing the unemployment of the Hungarian sideugh the rapidly increasing
number of workplaces in Romania.

3. The factorial analysis, which could serve as stgrpoint in the planning of territorial
development when targeting areas of interventiomt tlicould receive more
concentrated resources. The identified inequaldies spatial processes could have a
diagnostic role in this case.

4. The spatial framework model, which together with things presented in the chapter
of settlement geography could serve as startingtpshen setting the principles of
territorial cohesion and could also have a role stmiengthening the linear
infrastructural relations.

5. The interviews conducted with representatives ofil corganizations, schools,
hospitals highlighted the positive and negativeeatpof the cross-border cooperation

thus pointing to directions of a more effective wboation in order to increase
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cooperation. In the same time, the successful sssmgpresent examples for those
settlements that do not have such relations, antl@so serve as source of ideas for
making those first steps.

6. The same situation is valid for the interviews aactédd with representatives of local
authorities in Romania besides highlighting resattd dysfunctional areas.

7. The sub-chapters dealing with forms of cooperatoymulate and offer opportunities
of diversification following the Western-Europeanodel, such as cross —border
national parks, cross-border settlement units, oniegions, agglomeration areas
which would have a consortium character; commorameation of public services,

etc.
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