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Abstract: Written culture was always considered an
indicator of civilisation. The aim of this paper is to analyse
the distribution of development and of accessibility to
written culture in the urban‐rural interface (U‐RI) of
Bucharest, Romania, to assess their correlation and the
impact of the current pandemic crisis. Based on the
population’s perception regarding their accessibility to
written culture through the application of over 200
questionnaires, the analysis showed that bookstores and
libraries are mostly competitors. The number of readers and
read books is decreasing in the U‐RI due to the lack of
prioritisation of these services by the local authorities, as
reflected in a general decreasing trend of the number of
written culture users. The consumption of literature in new
formats contributes to less place‐dependent cultural services,
especially in the high‐income areas, while the Principal
Component Analysis of cultural data demonstrates a
clustering of localities in the U‐RI that is strongly correlated
with the economic and demographic characteristics of those
areas. However, despite the increased accessibility to online,
non‐place‐dependent written culture, the numbers of books
read and bought in both physical and digital format had a
generally decreasing trend during the pandemic.
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Introduc on
Urban sprawl is currently changing the physical aspect of European countries at a
growing rate, with over 480,000 km2 estimated to be transformed into urban space in
the next 30‐50 years (Piorr et al. 2011). This sprawl leads, however, to more problems,
mainly by creating a new type of space, that is neither urban, nor rural, and in which
the public administrations lack the necessary instruments to intervene and to generate
development (Ianoș et al. 2016).
The urban‐rural interface (U‐RI), also called peri‐urban area, suburban area, urban‐rural
fringe, rurban area, etc. (Ianoș et al. 2021), represents a unique type of human settlement,
originating from the expansion of the city into its surroundings (Conzen 1960) and
forming a transition zone between the urban and the rural environments that represents
a new landscape in itself (Evert et al. 2010). Between the city, the U‐RI and the rural
hinterland, there are numerous flows, the population and capital flows being the most
widely analysed (Tacoli 1998, Ianoș 2004, Ali and Varshney 2012, Yao et al. 2018), but
cultural flows are also present (Repp et al. 2012, Ianoș et al. 2017, Merciu et al. 2019).
One of the main problems the U‐RI faces is the fast growth of the population, which
often causes problems for the municipalities that cannot provide the basic services at a
so fast rate (López‐Goyburu and García‐Montero 2018), mainly due to the lack of legal
and territorial instruments for intervention (Stoica et al. 2010, Suditu et al. 2014). This
creates segregation problems and poverty cycles due to the lack of accessibility not
only to physical infrastructure, such as transport, electricity, sewage systems, central
heating, etc., but also to services like education, medicine, and culture (Ianoș et al.
2010). Those localities that can provide the urban services for the population will attract
a higher income class of new residents, while lower income residents will move
towards the less developed peripheries or to the ones with a lower environmental
quality (Slemp et al. 2012, Iojă et al. 2014, Ianoș et al. 2017).
Culture is frequently associated with sustainable urban development, regeneration,
and structural reconstruction (Ianoș et al. 2012, Bakogiannis et al. 2019). One of the
predicting factors of the development level related to a settlement situated in the urban
environment and the U‐RI is the access to culture, because it can trigger sustainable,
long‐term development (Makropoulou and Gospodini 2016).
Cultural heritage represents the total tangible (monuments, old documents, individual
collections, photographs, personal objects, newspapers, books, etc.) and intangible
(history, stories, myths, poetry, music, foods, etc.) elements of an area (Corsale and
Iorio 2014, Beel et al. 2017, Jenkins 2018). Cultural heritage is widely used as an
economic instrument for local development (Felicetti 2016), as it can generate and
communicate a strong symbolic meaning through diﬀerent experiences (Scott et al.
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2018), which in turn leads, among others, to a stronger local identity (Bamert et al.
2016), increased incomes at the local budget (Paresishvili et al. 2017), consolidation of
administrative and political local power (Amit‐Cohen and Sofer 2016), increased local
resilience (Ianoș et al. 2014, Beel et al. 2017) and local economic diversification (Randeli
and Martellozzo 2019).
Written culture stands on the fundamental act of writing, that itself stands at the
intersection between material object, the social norm of contextualising it and the text
itself (Lyons and Marquilhas 2017). It is one of the main indicators of the level of
development of a civilisation since ancient history, where a preliminary form of
writing appeared in Sumer and Egypt (Bywater 2013, Lyons and Marquilhas 2017).
Albeit diﬀerent, this evolved continuously until the invention of the printing press,
when it accelerated in scope and distribution; based on the recent interpretations, it
can be considered that a society is not civilised if it does not have writing at its core
(Bywater 2013). One of the main solutions for reducing development gaps (including
gender gaps) is to promote the improving of literacy inside societies by creating better
educational structures shared through social interactions since the 1st grade (Genlott
and Grönlund 2016).
Among the benefits of access to written culture we can name social and economic
enhancement as follows. From the early progress registered at societal and commercial
level by the introduction of mechanical machineries like the printing press (and its
subsequent iterations), this shift in the written culture changed from a manual style of
labour (actual transcription of text) to an industrial one, by also changing from local to
global (De Grammont and Almada 2019). In the present day, access to new
technologies is seen among the practices of written culture (Araújo et al. 2019).
Moreover, access to written culture and education can act as a driver for creative and
innovation sectors (Yiota 2020).
Based on the above, we can state that the main written culture output is the actual book
itself. Perceived today at the crossroads of globalisation (via the exchange of titles and
authors through translations and the ever‐evolving methods of distribution) and new
technologies (by evolving and transforming from the print format to an audio,
electronic and a mix of experimental formats), the book is seen as a shape shifting object
and the main access to getting books for an individual is either via the library or the
bookstore (Crosby 2019, Mangen et al. 2019).
However, referring to access, the COVID‐19 pandemic led to lockdowns and numerous
restrictions all over the world (Murphy et al. 2022). Among the most aﬀected sectors of
the economy was the cultural sector. Museums, libraries, books stores, art galleries and
other cultural edifices all over the world were closed and forced to move in the online
environment (Flew and Kirkwood 2021, Kużelewska and Tomaszuk 2022).
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The gaps between social classes widened as the access to culture was restricted, with
the most vulnerable groups lacking access to the internet and technology or having
limited skills in using them (Mojapelo 2020, Radermecker 2021). Those groups were
also targets of conspiracy theories and lacked the necessary knowledge of
diﬀerentiating between diverse information sources, or even of accessing the oﬃcial
information (Biddlestone et al. 2020). Amongst the most vulnerable groups in Central
and Eastern Europe, there are the Roma people (Crețan and Turnock 2008, Crețan et
al. 2020, Méreiné‐Berki et al. 2021) but there are also other groups of disadvantaged
people who do not have access to written culture (Gratton 2020).
The aim of this paper is to analyse the distribution of development and of accessibility
to written culture in the U‐RI, to see if there is a correlation between them and if this
was widened by the current pandemic crisis. Cultural accessibility was not used before
as a possible indicator of territorial development in the areas surrounding cities, this
being the reason why those services are almost always among the last to come to the
attention of local authorities in the areas aﬀected by urban sprawl when territorial
actions are taken (Stoica et al. 2010). There is a need to view access to written culture
from a new perspective, correlated with the economic and social development of the
U‐RI, to understand its importance in reducing the gaps between the richest and the
most vulnerable groups and in eliminating the problem of territorial segregation at the
peripheries of the urban environment. This perspective has already generated positive
changes inside cities (Cercleux and Merciu 2013, Merciu et al. 2019), but those were
limited mostly to inner city areas (Vesalon and Crețan 2019), rural areas, or post‐
industrial sites (Voiculescu and Jucu 2016), with a focus mainly on tangible heritage
and/or customs and traditions. The newly populated U‐RI areas and the written culture
were mostly ignored by scientific analyses, even though they are the most aﬀected by
cultural replacement and by the loss of local identity due to urbanisation (Manea 2021).
Therefore, our main research question is whether the distribution of written culture
accessibility in the U‐RI is positively correlated with the local level of development in
the wider urban system area.

Methodology
Study Area
The case study method was used to analyse the accessibility to written culture and its
consumption in the U‐RI. Itʹs important to highlight the influence of the local context
over the development of U‐RI, in contrast with the national and global backgrounds.
In this case, due to the diversity of local factors, it is a futile attempt to evaluate the
accessibility and consumption of culture in the U‐RI at a national or further global scale
(Mortoja et al. 2020). The study area, thus, is represented by Bucharest and the first ring
of localities around it (Figure 1). The city was chosen because of its size and its diversity
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of peri‐urban typologies and dynamics. As of 2021, the National Institute of Statistics
(NIS) mentioned that Bucharest has a population of 2,158,169 people, where we also
add the population of 287,213 inhabitants of the selected localities around the capital
city for this study, thus having into analysis a total of 2,445,382 people. It is important
to mention that this data excludes the undeclared residents (without Bucharest or
related localities domicile), workers, renters or students who opted not to get a floating
visa, thus living informally in the study area. However, we highlight that their number
might impact the actual reading or book buying practices.

Figure 1. Study area and component localities. Source: ANCPI administrative limits

The evolution of urbanisation and urban sprawl in Romania has a long history that can
be divided into diﬀerent phases, each phase having a dominant direction of expansion
and a certain category of population involved and creating a diﬀerent U‐RI typology
(Ianoș 2004, Grigorescu et al. 2012, Suditu et al. 2014). In the communist period,
population movements were strictly controlled, as well as any local investment. After
1990, with the transition to democracy and a consumerism approach, people got the
right to move freely across the country, they recovered their lost properties, and they
got the new right of having more than one residence (Ianoș 2004). As Rusu et al. (2020)
observed, the free market was the main driving force of urban sprawl after the ‘90s,
leading to open spaces loss, traffic congestion, higher pollution, and other
environmental and social issues, such as the loss of place identity (Pătroescu et al. 2011).
Since 1995, the first phase of expansion in the U‐RI of Bucharest began through a
process of speculation by the acquisition of agricultural fields in the northern side of
the capital by its richest residents (Ianoș et al. 2016). In 2000, those fields were
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significantly transformed when the new owners began building holiday homes on
them, transforming the landscape according to their urban ideal; the new residential
areas were concentrated mainly in the northern side of the capital, in Băneasa, Otopeni,
Voluntari, Pipera and Balotești (Suditu 2009, Iojă et al. 2014). In 2005, the new urbanism
law helped to regulate the new developments (Suditu 2009); investments started to be
directed towards multi‐family buildings, following the main transport infrastructure
and due to the financial accessibility, especially for the middle class (e.g., commune of
Chiajna and town of Pantelimon, located near the west and the east main entrances to
the capital city) (Stoica et al. 2010, Preda et al. 2022). At the same time, the economic
crisis of 2008 brought back to Romania many workers that decided to stay as close to
the capital as possible to have more employment opportunities – for them, new
collective residential areas at a very low price were developed in localities with a poor
environmental quality and/or lacking many basic services (e.g., Glina, Jilava) (Ianoș et
al. 2010, Ianoș et al. 2012). After 2015, the urban sprawl continued in the northern
direction for the high‐income class, but a new direction appeared in the southern part,
previously ignored by large developments, where the middle‐income population is
increasingly attracted (e.g., Popești Leordeni, Bragadiru and Berceni) (Ianoș et al. 2016).
These urbanisation phases of the U‐RI comprised analyses focused on landscape and
satellite images (Mihai et al. 2015, Ianoș et al. 2016, Stoica et al. 2021), but also indicators
such as the purchasing power of the residents, the population increase rate and the
living surface per person (Suditu 2009, Suditu et al. 2014), or the economic capital
circuits in other cases (Lois González et al. 2016).
The diﬀerence in development in the U‐RI can be also statistically analysed, using data
from the NIS. The recent data show large discrepancies in: the living surface/person –
with the northern part characterised by individual large villas, while the southern part
has mainly collective buildings (Figure 2a); the population increase rate – the fastest
growth being along the highways of Bucharest‐Pitești in the east, Bucharest‐Ploiești in
the north, and Bucharest‐Constanța in south‐west (Figure 2b); and the average
income/month – the richest population moves in the northern part, which is more
developed and it has more natural space and amenities, compared with the southern
part, where services are underdeveloped and it locates the waste of the capital city
which is collected in landfills that aﬀect the quality of the environment (Figure 2c)
(Pătroescu et al. 2008).

Methods and Materials
The present study was conducted using approaches and materials of both quantitative
and qualitative nature. Statistical data was collected from the public databases
provided by the Romanian NIS, and it reflected the population dynamic of the U‐RI,
the access to public libraries and written culture consumption, the internet and
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computer access and the construction sector in the area. The above‐mentioned
statistical data was complemented by information from Open Street Maps, Google
Maps, the National Library of Romania, and Bucharest’s Metropolitan Library,
regarding the location of public and private libraries and bookstores. This quantitative
data was statistically analysed and processed to determine the correlation between the
local development, the population increase rate, the education accessibility and the use
and consumption of written data. The analysis was rendered graphically using the
Excel program and the Analyse‐It extension.

(a)

(b)

(c)
Figure 2. Classification of Bucharest’s U-RI localities based on (a) living surface/person in 2020; (b) population
increase in the 1992-2020 period; (c) average income/month in 2020. Source: NIS
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One limitation of this data is that, during 2020 and 2021, there are no statistics collected
regarding libraries, readers, and access to books and written culture, because most
institutions were closed during the Covid‐19 pandemic. Therefore, for this period, to
assess the written culture consumption in the U‐RI, a questionnaire was developed. This
questionnaire was applied online, on a sample of 203 people, using the Google Forms
application (due to its accessibility), and multiplied using Facebook local groups in the
timeline of 1‐15 August 2021. The questionnaire was structured in three parts, aiming to
assess the access to written culture before, during and after the pandemic. So, the
current results for bookshops are generated from the data of the Romanian National
Institute of Statistics, while the results for literature consumption and the population’s
perception on the accessibility of written culture are from the applied questionnaires.
Some limitations of the questionnaire are the low response rate in some localities
around Bucharest, where the statistical data also shows a higher rate of poverty and
underdevelopment (e.g., Glina, Jilava, Clinceni). Also, there are more women than men
that answered (Table 1), as they are more open to this kind of social media interaction
(in February 2021, 78% of women used social media in the US, compared with 66% of
men) (Pew Research Center 2021), while people aged over 65 years old were not
represented mostly due to their lack of digital skills (in 2019, across EU, people between
65‐74 years old used the internet three times less than the entire group between 16‐74
years old) (Eurostat 2021).
Table 1. Profile of resăpondents to questionnaire
Gender

Age (years)

Female

Male

No answer

Under 25

25 to 44

45 to 65

No answer

76.35%

23.16%

0.49%

10.34%

68.47%

20.69%

0.49%

155

47

1

30

139

42

1

Gymnasium

High
school

Professional
school

University

1.97%

16.26%

3.45%

4

33

7

Studies
Post‐

No

university

answer

44.84%

33.00%

0.49%

91

67

1

Living time in the same locality
Less than
1 year

1 to 5
years

5 to 15 years

More than 15
years

No answer

7.39%

24.14%

37.44%

29.56%

1.47%

15

49

76

60

3

It is also true that, quantitatively, women read more than men (as they buy around 80%
of the novels, except science‐fiction, fantasy, and horror books, where men are more
avid readers), a figure that made a reputable British newspaper state: “without women
the novel would die” (Thomas‐Corr 2019). Qualitatively, the reading practice of
women is to take time to focus on the understanding of the text, when compared with
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men who read hastily (Eman and Youssef 2012). Moreover, there is a strong bias
regarding the respondents, as those people who use libraries and bookstores on a
regular basis are more probable to respond, than those that had never opened a book
in the last few years. Despite these study limitations, the applied questionnaire
qualifies as a good method of comparing the accessibility and consumption trends of
written culture before and during the pandemic, as well as the main demand trends
for the future.

Results
Cultural accessibility in the urban‐rural interface of Bucharest
When analysing the location of public and private places who provide books (Figure
3), it is clearly observed that the epicentre of accessibility to written culture is
represented by the centre of Bucharest (as a note, every library/bookshop is coloured
at a radius of 2 km). Although the accessibility to libraries (Figure 3a) is aligned
uniformly in all central areas of the capital city, except for peripheral areas, in the
interface only in the northern side (Otopeni) we encounter public libraries. On the
other side, related to actual bookstores (Figure 3b), we see the area decreasing in size,
and the periphery actually taking almost half of the actual map in its lack of access to
book shops. The most crowded area is in the west and north part of the capital, with
the centre again being the place with the presence of most bookstores. However,
hypermarkets and malls provide an alternative to book buying for the residents all
over the city. The shopping centres and malls oﬀering books in Bucharest and its U‐RI
represent selling points that are encountered in all its six sectors, and, acting opposite
to bookshops and libraries, they do not share the same location (Figure 3c). On the
contrary, in the centre of the capital there are more galleries, museums and art shops,
with an exception in Mogosoaia. Based on the three maps, we can see clearly that the
center area is the most important point of access to written culture for the capital city
and its surrounding localities.
From 1995 to 2019, according to the Romanian NIS (Figure 4), the number of libraries
in the U‐RI of Bucharest has fluctuated, with a general decreasing trend. Most libraries
are found in Voluntari, which has grown from one library in 1995 (like all the rest of
the localities studied here), to 14 libraries in 2018 (in 2019 this number decreased with
two), because of the large public investment in cultural facilities from the authorities.
Also, there are many private educational units located in Voluntari and which have
their own libraries. In 2019, there is only one library in Dobroești, Măgurele, Domnești,
Chaijna, Chitila and Mogoșoaia; two libraries in Pantelimon and Clinceni; three
libraries in Otopeni, Glina, Popești Leordeni and Berceni; and four libraries in Cernica
and Jilava. By comparison, Bucharest, which grew from 387 libraries in 1995 to 441 in
2002, still had a total of 355 libraries in 2019.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 3. Accessibility to (a) libraries, (b) bookstores
and (c) shopping centres and malls oﬀering
books in Bucharest and its U-RI. Source:
Open Street Maps, edited in QGIS

NUMBER OF LIBRARIES

(c)

12
10
8
6
4
2
0
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Figure 4. Number of libraries in the U-RI of Bucharest in 1995 and 2019. Source: NIS

298

Access to Written Culture as Indicator of Economic Development

Although Voluntari has the highest increase in the number of libraries, when referring
to the change in the number of books in the libraries from Bucharest and its U‐RI in the
2011‐2019 period, Cernica has the largest increase, of 220%, followed by Jilava with
145.6% and Domnești with 76.8%. Bragadiru and Berceni are coming next, with a 48.6%
and 40.4% increase, followed by Popești Leordeni (22.1%), Voluntari, at a slight
diﬀerence of 20.5%, and Dobroești (18.5%). The positive change list is closed by
Măgurele, with a 11.3% increase, and Pantelimon with 10.1%. On the opposite side,
there is a dramatic decrease for Chitila (‐70.2%), Glina (‐65.8%) and Chiajna (‐58.2%,
despite its population increase of almost double), with lesser losses for Clinceni (‐
12.8%) and Otopeni (‐6.9%). Surprisingly, Bucharest is on the negative change too, with
a decrease of ‐3.4%.
These diﬀerences between localities regarding the number of books reflect the
administrative investments, the education levels of the population, as well as the skills
and the lifestyle of the new residents of the area. One exception to this is Jilava, where
a possible explanation for the increase in the number of books is the existence of the
penitentiary, where prisoners can get their sentence reduced if they write one or more
books (an activity for which they also require some other book sources).
The positive increases in the total number of books over the years are also seen in the
rising number of readers (Figure 5) in localities such as Jilava (600% more readers on a
145.6% increase in the number of books, as seen above), Cernica (195.1%) and
Bragadiru (146.5%). Growing numbers of readers have appeared also in Voluntari
(56.3%), Măgurele (44.3%), Otopeni (37.9%) and Berceni (35.4%). The smallest increase
is found in Popești Leordeni (18.8%). There are more localities on the negative trend
regarding the readers than the actual number of books, as seen in Mogosoaia (‐72%),
Glina (‐60%), Chiajna (‐54%), Dobroești (‐48.6%), Clinceni (‐47.2%), Domnești (‐41.2%),
Chitila (‐22.2%) and Pantelimon (‐13%). Bucharest is at a decrease of ‐23%, with an
average for the total interface of a still positive 25% trend, but not as high as the first
localities. This might be an indication of a less place‐dependent consumption of written
culture in those localities, with the transition to the use of virtual bookstores and new
book formats instead of physical libraries, which are scarce and usually not updated
with the newest books required by the population.
In terms of books borrowed per reader (Figure 6) in Bucharest and its U‐RI in the 2011‐
2019 period, Dobroești has the record with 20.4 in 2011 and 16.2 in 2014, but it has a
decrease to only 5.5 books in 2019. This trend is generally available to all localities. It is
a decreasing trend generally, although in some localities (e.g., Popești Leordeni) it is
more constant than in others (e.g., Bragadiru, Chitila, Mogoșoaia), where the decrease
is considerable.
Regarding the accessibility or the desire to have access to a library in the Bucharest’s
U‐RI (Table 2), the questionnaires showed that there is a general trend of decrease
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between 2019 and 2020, with the highest gaps being in Pantelimon (29.6 in 2019 versus
just 3.7% in 2020), Otopeni (50% versus 10%), Berceni (25% versus 8%), Chiajna (46.7%
versus 13.3%) and Mogoșoaia (33.3% versus 13.3%). There are stable examples, like
Domnești (33.3% in both years), Popești Leordeni (12.5%), Cernica (25%) and Bragadiru
(14%), and exceptions where we see an increase (e.g., Jilava which doubled from 20%
to 40%, and Clinceni with a small increase from 20% to 25%).

Figure 5. Dynamics of the number of active readers in Bucharest and its U-RI in the 2011-2019 period. Source: NIS

Mogoșoaia
Jilava
Glina
Domnești
Dobroești
Clinceni
Chiajna
Cernica
Berceni
Voluntari
Popești Leordeni
Pantelimon
Otopeni
Măgurele
Chitila
Bragadiru
București
0.0

5.0

10.0

15.0

20.0

25.0

Figure 6. Books borrowed per reader in Bucharest and its U-RI in 2011 and 2019. Source: NIS
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Table 2. Percentage of respondents that had access to a library or wished to have access, in 2019 and 2020, and that
ordered at least one book online before the pandemic in Bucharest’s U-RI
People that went
to a library
2019

People that wished that
they had access to a library

2020

2019

2020

Books ordered
online before the
pandemic

Berceni

25%

8%

47%

43%

94%

Bragadiru

14.0%

14.0%

71.42%

42.85%

100%

Cernica

25.0%

25.0%

75.0%

50.0%

75.0%

Chiajna

46.7%

13.3%

46.7%

40.0%

66.7%

Chitila

50.0%

50.0%

50.0%

50.0%

50.0%
80.0%

Clinceni

20.0%

25.0%

80.0%

60.0%

Dobroești

0.0%

12.5%

50.0%

25.0%

50.0%

Domnești

33.3%

33.3%

33.3%

33.3%

100.0%

Glina

0.0%

0.0%

50.0%

0.0%

50.0%

Jilava

20.0%

40.0%

80.0%

40.0%

60.0%

Măgurele

14.3%

7.1%

28.6%

21.4%

64.3%

Mogoșoaia

33.3%

13.3%

46.7%

33.3%

93.3%

Otopeni

50.0%

10.0%

20.0%

20.0%

50.0%

Pantelimon

29.6%

3.7%

37.0%

44.4%

70.4%

Popești Leordeni

12.5%

12.5%

43.8%

25.0%

81.3%

Voluntari

26.3%

15.8%

63.2%

68.4%

73.7%

Average

25%

18%

51%

37%

72%

Source: processed data from the questionnaires

Regarding the persons who wished that they had access to a library (Figure 7), the
trend resembles the first iteration of the actual access in terms of decrease, however the
percentages are higher in comparison. For example, in Bragadiru, 71.42% of the
respondents wished that they had access to a library in 2019, versus 42.85% in 2020; in
Cernica, the diﬀerence is between 75% and 50%, while in Clinceni, between 80% and
60%. Like in the first situation, there are cases of stagnation, such as Chitila (50% in
both years), and Otopeni (20% in both years) and two cases of increase (e.g., Pantelimon
from 37% to 44.4% and Voluntari, with a small increase from 63.2% to 68.4%).
On the opposite side, regarding the actual lack of physical access in getting books, there
is a general trend of buying books online as a preferred method of getting access to
written culture, with Bragadiru and Domnești having each a 100% rate, while just 14%,
respectively 33% percent of their inhabitants were using the library system in 2019,
even before the pandemic. The data from all localities show at least 50% of people
choosing to order books online, with percentages scoring higher in some of them
(Berceni 94%, Mogoșoaia 93.3%, Popești Leordeni 81.3% and Clinceni 80%). Overall,
this is the highest average for getting access to books, 72% of the total respondents
choosing this method, in contrast with the actual average access to libraries of 25% in
2019 versus the lower 18% in 2011.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 7. Population of Bucharest’s surrounding
localities, in 2020 and 2019-2020, based
on: (a) access to a library; (b) wish of
having access to a library; (c) number of
books ordered online. Source: own data
based on questionnaires

(c)

The data reflect the skills of the readers, as most showed abilities to use the internet
and the online sources for acquiring books even before the pandemic. With the increase
in the online sources and the movement of libraries and bookstores in the online
environment after the closing of their physical locations, most previous readers did not
feel the need for those facilities as they could get new books from the comfort of their
homes.
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In the Bucharest’s U‐RI, the questionnaires also showed a decreasing trend (Figure 8),
with an average of 15.38 versus 12.23 books read in 2019 versus 2020, with the highest
average in Bragadiru (20.14 in 2019 and 17.29 in 2020), followed by Mogoșoaia (20.6
versus 17.4) and Popești Leordeni (17.88 and 13.25).

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 8. Average number of books: (a) bought, b) bought in new formats (e.g. e-book, audiobook), (c) read, (d) read
in new formats, in Bucharestʹs surrounding localities, in 2020 and 2019-2020. Source: own data based
on questionnaires

303

Cosmina Andreea Manea et al.

Regarding the books in a new format (e‐book, audiobook or even books as podcasts),
the highest number per person is still in Bragadiru, with 14.57 in 2019 and 12 in 2020,
and the lowest number in Chiajna, with 5.2 in 2019 and 4.53 in 2020. Overall, the
average is surprisingly decreasing, despite the limited access to bookshops and
libraries, being 7.93 in 2019 and 6.03 in 2020. However, regarding the practice of buying
books, the numbers are a little lower, the average being 14.14 in 2019 and decreasing to
9.89 in 2020, due to the lockdown and other unstable events in the book market that
heavily aﬀected the related industry in Romania. In 2020, the Romanian Association of
Publishers announced a decrease of over 70% in the book trade value (Iancu 2020).
Regarding the books bought in a new format, again, the numbers are low, with 6.38 in
2019 and just 3.50 in 2020, probably because of the increase in the platforms oﬀering
books in new formats for free (e.g., Humanitas library in Romania oﬀered 45 free e‐
books in the first months of the pandemic).
Regarding the access to culture during the Covid‐19 pandemic compared with the year
before, in the perspective of the residents of Bucharest’s U‐RI (Figure 9), 45% had the

Figure 9. Access to culture during the Covid-19 pandemic compared with the year before, in the perspective of the
residents of Bucharest’s U-RI. Source: data from questionnaires

same access, while 28% had better access and 27% a reduced access. Cernica and Chitila
had the highest reduced access of 50%, while Voluntari (68.4%) and Pantelimon (63%)
had the same level, with better access for Glina (100% and Chitila (50%). This also
reflects the development level of localities: (a) the ones that attracted a high‐income
population before the pandemic saw no diﬀerence because the residents relied on the
online sources for access to written culture; (b) those with a middle‐income population
showed an increase of accessibility during the pandemic with the highest number of
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book acquisition methods and the highly developed digital skills of the population;
while (c) those localities with a low‐income population showed a decrease in
accessibility due to the movement of cultural services in the online environment and
the general lack of digital skills of their residents.

Written culture accessibility as a possible indicator of urban sprawl and
segregation
A Pearson correlation analysis of the quantitative (statistical) and qualitative
(questionnaire gathered) data with the local purchasing power was attempted. The
local purchasing power was chosen as the indicator of local development because it
reflects not only the economic prosperity of the localities, but also the social structure
of the U‐RI. The analysis showed a high multiple R for all the three analyses (only
quantitative, only qualitative and all data), with values higher than 75%, indicating that
the variation in the purchasing power can be explained by the variation in the written
cultural accessibility and usage. However, the p‐values were greater than 0.05, which
indicates that there is insuﬃcient data to draw a conclusion, mostly due to the low
sample of localities and their high local diversity.
The correlation analysis, although inconclusive due to the high p‐values, shows that
the purchasing power is positively correlated with almost all indicators that we
extracted for measuring cultural accessibility and consumption (Table 3). This also
shows that there is a strong positive correlation between the number of libraries, the
number of available books and the number of readers, which is encouraging for those
administrative units that want to invest in providing more such facilities (Figure 10a).
Regarding the importance of bookstores, there is a strong correlation between the
number of books bought and read, so again providing book purchasing facilities and
places can lead to major improvements in this aspect (Figure 10b). The final correlation
monoplot showing all indicators and the relationship between them (Figure 10c)
displays that: (a) there is a positive correlation between the purchasing power and the
use of new book formats (e‐book, audiobook, etc.); (b) there is a negative correlation
between the increase in population and the increase in the number of readers; and (c)
there is a negative correlation between the number of books existent in the libraries
and the number of books bought by the people from bookstores. This indicates that
bookstores and libraries are to a great extent in competition, so it would not be
advisable to do major investments in both, as the same result can be achieved only
through the means of one. Also, the local administrations could not keep up with the
increase in population regarding the provision of access to written culture, as the poor
or uneducated population is the main source of demographic increase in the
peripheries, and the high‐income population no longer depends on the local
authorities to provide access to literature, using the newly formats of publication which
are no longer dependent on a physical location.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 10. Correlation monopolots for: (a) the
statistical data; (b) the questionnaire
gathered data; (c) all data

(c)

By using the Principal components analysis (PCA), even though it is not statistically
relevant to make predictions regarding the impact of written culture on local develop‐
ment, some clusters can be observed (Figure 11). This way, the similarities between
diﬀerent localities can be highlighted:


Bragadiru and Chiajna are diﬀerent from all other suburban communities,
as they gained the most population and, at the same time, they fell behind
with improving their accessibility to written culture. The new residents
keep their customs and their urban lifestyles, so they continue reading on
a constant basis, but they are partially dependent on the city for this service.



Chitila, Clinceni, Măgurele, Pantelimon, Glina and Dobroești form another
cluster. Those are the U‐RI localities that do not meet their true potential
regarding development. They lack not only access to culture, but also
access to infrastructure and other basic services, so they are completely
dependent on Bucharest from this point of view. However, the population
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in this area is strongly connected to Bucharest from an infrastructural
point of view, which alleviates the lack of local resources.


Jilava and Cernica are the poorest of the analysed localities and the ones
with the smallest population increase. Also, they are the latest in all
development indicators, and the written cultural accessibility and usage.



Berceni, Domnești, Popești Leordeni and Mogoșoaia are newly developed
localities in the U‐RI, with a very good accessibility towards the capital
and a high use of cultural facilities. The middle‐class population of the
area is concentrated here, and they use literature on a constant basis.



Otopeni and Voluntari are the outliers on all statistical data. They have a
high‐class population, as they developed as business clusters. They
provide the inhabitants with a high number of libraries and bookstores,
the population reads constantly, and they do not depend on Bucharest for
providing written cultural services.

Figure 11. PCA analysis for the statistical data and the questionnaire gathered data
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Discussion
In Bucharestʹs U‐RI, the main findings of analysing the statistical data regarding the
libraries, the readers and the existing volumes is that peri‐urban localities had not
considered written culture a priority and they are dependent on the capital city for
providing this cultural service. The number of active readers of libraries is decreasing
in both the city and its interface, which can be a possible indicator of a loss of interest
in reading in physical form, influenced by other mediums like internet streaming,
television, e‐books, podcasts, etc. Also, the number of books available per reader in the
U‐RI interface decreased in the last decade, as well as the number of books
borrowed/reader. There is a very large gap between the consumption of literature in
Bucharest and in its surrounding area, with over 98% of the readers living in the area
being from the capital, and only 2% from the U‐RI. This can be explained not only by
the diﬀerences in the total population and the accessibility to libraries, but also by the
number of bookstores and the quantity and quality of educational services.
Another finding that can be observed from both the statistical data and the question‐
naire answers is that bookstores and libraries are competitors and investing in
providing services of both will not produce significant diﬀerences from investing only
in one. Also, literature and written culture are no longer place‐dependent services, with
most people using the online environment for buying books even before the pandemic,
a trend that accelerated after 2020. Moreover, the pandemic increased the consumption
of books in new electronic formats (e‐books, audiobooks, podcasts, etc.), which makes
the need for a physical infrastructure less necessary for increasing the accessibility to
culture (Nguyen et al. 2020). This increase was stronger in those localities with a high‐
income population, which further deepened the gap between the diﬀerent areas of the
U‐RI.
However, the level of written culture consumption can partially explain the purchasing
power of the population of a given area, those being directly correlated. As shown by
the results of this analysis, the economic diﬀerences between the diﬀerent localities of
Bucharest’s U‐RI are also reflected in the number of readers, but there is a negative
correlation between the increase in the number of readers and the increase of
population. This suggests that it is important for the local authorities to attract a
population with the habit of reading and that the reduced access to written culture
services determines a decrease in the number of users.

Conclusions
The urban‐rural interface is a place of strong and fast transitions, with a strong
dynamic and powerful economic, demographic, cultural, etc. flows, caused by
diﬀerential land rents, industrial location, and communication networks (Mohammadi
309

Cosmina Andreea Manea et al.

et al. 2012) However, it is also a space where segregation on diﬀerent criteria can be
observed, based on the level of development and the quality of services in each area.
The access to written culture and its consumption are indicators of local development.
The number of libraries, bookstores, books, and readers are all relevant in order not
only to predict the standard of living, the purchasing power, and the educational level
of a population, but also to explain the attractiveness/repulsiveness of certain places
for some categories of population.
Cultural services, including the written format, are concentrated in the polarising city,
creating a strong dependence for the surrounding neighbourhoods. This dependence
is increasingly lower since the Covid‐19 pandemic due to the increased use of online
means for accessing culture (Yeo 2020). Audiobooks, e‐books, and podcasts are only
some of the new media formats that are replacing the written form of culture, especially
in places with a low accessibility to libraries and bookstores.
Last but not least, the local authorities play a very important role in the level of written
cultural accessibility and consumption through investments in education, activities
supporting these investments, and other means of building the habit of reading among
the community. The reason for investing in cultural services is because they are
positively correlated with the level of education, the competencies and skills of the
workforce, and the general development of the locality.
Although more case studies and data need to be considered for the correlation analysis,
this study represents a first step forward in recognizing the role of written cultural
access and consumption for the local development level in areas outside cities.
To conclude, the urban‐rural environment and localisation impact the access to written
culture, however with the current transformation in their distribution and publication
format, books can become more accessible, irrelevant to the population’s current
location. Until then, the U‐RI will maintain its dependence on the polarising city for
accessing written cultural services, unless local investments are being made to promote
these cultural services that are usually ignored by the local authorities.

References
ALI M. J., VARSHNEY D. (2012) Spatial Modelling of Urban Growth and Urban
Influence: Approach of Regional Development in Developing Economy,
Environment and Urbanization ASIA 3 (2), 255‐275, https://doi.org/10.1177/
0975425312473225.
AMIT‐COHEN I., SOFER M. (2016) Cultural heritage and its economic potential in
rural society: The case of the kibbutzim in Israel, Land Use Policy 57, 368‐376,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.05.031.
310

Access to Written Culture as Indicator of Economic Development

ARAÚJO M. D. V., FRADE I. C. A. D. S., GLÓRIA J. S. (2019) The challenges to plan
and develop pedagogical practices involving digital written culture in
childhood education, in: Brito R., Dias P. (eds.), Crianças, famílias e tecnologias.
Que desafios? Que caminhos? (Children, families and technologies. What
challenges? What paths?), Centro Interdisciplinar de Estudos Educacionais,
Lisbon, pp. 134‐149.
BAKOGIANNIS E., KYRIAKIDIS C., SITI M., FLOROPOULOU E. (2019)
Reconsidering Sustainable Mobility Patterns in Cultural Route Planning:
Andreas Syngrou Avenue, Greece, Heritage 2 (2), 1702‐1723, https://doi.org/
10.3390/HERITAGE2020104.
BAMERT M., STRÖBELE M., BUCHECKER M. (2016) Ramshackle farmhouses, useless
old stables, or irreplaceable cultural heritage? Local inhabitants’ perspectives on
future uses of the Walser built heritage, Land Use Policy 55, 121‐129,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.03.016.
BEEL D. E., WALLACE C. D., WEBSTER G., NGUYEN H., TAIT E., MACLEOD M.,
MELLISH C. (2017) Cultural resilience: The production of rural community
heritage, digital archives and the role of volunteers, Journal of Rural Studies 54,
459‐468, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2015.05.002.
BIDDLESTONE M., GREEN R., DOUGLAS K. M. (2020) Cultural orientation, power,
belief in conspiracy theories, and intentions to reduce the spread of COVID‐19,
British Journal of Social Psychology 59 (3), 663‐673, https://doi.org/10.1111/bjso.
12397.
BYWATER M. E. (2013) The impact of writing: ancient and modern views on the role
of early writing systems within society and as a part of ‘civilisationʹ, University
College London, Retrieved from: discovery.ucl.ac.uk.
CERCLEUX A. L., MERCIU F. C. (2013) Effects of Metropolitan Economic
Reorganization in the Bucharest‐Ilfov and Southern Muntenia Development
Regions, Analele Universității din Oradea – Seria Geografie 23 (2), 308‐320.
CONZEN M. R. G. (1960) Alnwick, Northumberland: A Study in Town‐Plan Analysis,
The Institute of British Geographers, London, https://doi.org/10.2307/621094.
CORSALE A., IORIO M. (2014) Transylvanian Saxon culture as heritage: Insights from
Viscri, Romania, Geoforum 52, 22‐31, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2013.
12.008.
CREȚAN R., TURNOCK. D. (2008) Romania’s Roma population: From Marginality to
Social Integration, Scottish Geographical Journal 124 (4), 274‐299,
https://doi.org/10.1080/14702540802596608.
CREȚAN R., MÁLOVICS G., MÉREINÉ‐BERKI B. (2020) On the Perpetuation and
Contestation of Racial Stigma: Urban Roma in a Disadvantaged Neighbourhood
of Szeged, Geographica Pannonica 24 (4), 294‐310, https://doi.org/10.5937/gp24‐
28226.
311

Cosmina Andreea Manea et al.

CROSBY P. (2019) Don’t judge a book by its cover: examining digital disruption in the
book industry using a stated preference approach, Journal of Cultural
Economics 43, 607‐637, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10824‐019‐09363‐2.
DE GRAMMONT G., ALMADA M. (2019) Presentation: Written Culture in the
Modern World, Varia Historia, Belo Horizonte 35 (68), 405‐412,
https://doi.org/10.1590/0104‐87752019000200002.
EMAN A., YOUSSEF A. E. (2012) Do Females Read Faster than Males? An Empirical
Study Using Eye Tracking Systems, International Journal of Computer Science
Issues 9 (3), 232‐240.
EUROSTAT (2021) Ageing Europe ‐ statistics on social life and opinions, Eurostat,
Retrieved from: ec.europa.eu/eurostat.
EVERT K.‐J., BALLARD E. B., ELSWORTH D. J., OQUIÑENA I., SCHMERBER J.‐M.,
STIPE R. E. (eds.) (2010) Encyclopedic Dictionary of Landscape and Urban
Planning: Multilingual Reference Book in English, Spanish, French and German,
Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, https://doi.org/10.1007/978‐3‐540‐76435‐9.
FELICETTI M. (2016) Cultural Innovation and Local development: Matera as a
Cultural District, Procedia ‐ Social and Behavioral Sciences 223, 614‐618, https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2016.05.366.
FLEW T., KIRKWOOD K. (2021) The impact of COVID‐19 on cultural tourism: art,
culture, and communication in four regional sites of Queensland, Australia,
Media International Australia 178 (1), 16‐20, https://doi.org/10.1177/1329878X
20952529.
GENLOTT A. A., GRÖNLUND Å. (2016) Closing the gaps – Improving literacy and
mathematics by ict‐enhanced collaboration, Computers & Education 99, 68‐80,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compedu.2016.04.004.
GRATTON N. (2020) People with learning disabilities and access to mainstream arts
and culture: A participatory action research approach, British Journal of
Learning Disabilities 48 (2), 106‐114, https://doi.org/10.1111/bld.12303.
GRIGORESCU I., MITRICĂ B., KUCSICSA G., POPOVICI E.‐A., DUMITRAȘCU M.,
CUCULICI R. (2012) Post‐Communist Land Use Changes related to Urban
Sprawl in the Romanian Metropolitan Areas, Human Geographies 6 (1), 35‐46,
http://dx.doi.org/10.5719/hgeo.2012.61.35.
IANCU L. (2020) Piața de carte a intrat în colaps, vânzările au scăzut cu 70%. Asociația
Editorilor se teme că multe edituri vor intra în faliment (The book market
collapsed, sales fell by 70%. The Association of Editors fears that many
publishing houses will go bankrupt), Profit.ro, Retrieved from: profit.ro.
IANOȘ I. (2004) Dinamica urbană: aplicații la orașul și sistemul urban românesc
(Urban dynamics: applications to the city and the Romanian urban system),
Technical Press, Bucharest.
IANOȘ I., CERCLEUX A.‐L., COCHECI R.‐M., TĂLÂNGĂ C., MERCIU F.‐C., MANEA
C.‐A. (2021), Smart City Needs a Smart Urban‐Rural Interface. An Overview on
312

Access to Written Culture as Indicator of Economic Development

Romanian Urban Transformations, in: Augusto J. C. (ed.) Handbook of Smart
Cities, Springer, Cham, pp. 1‐21, https://doi.org/10.1007/978‐3‐030‐15145‐4_89‐1.
IANOȘ I., CERCLEUX A.‐L., PINTILII R.‐D. (2010) Remarks on identity building of
rural and urban communities in the Bucharest Metropolitan Area, Analele
Universității din Oradea – Seria Geografie 20 (2), 173‐183.
IANOȘ I., PEPTENATU D., PINTILII R.‐D., DRĂGHICI C. (2012) About Sustainable
Development of the Territorial Emergent Structures from the Metropolitan Area
of Bucharest, Environmental Engineering and Management Journal 11 (9), 1535‐
1545.
IANOȘ I., SAGHIN I., STOICA I. V., ZAMFIR D. (2014) Perennial Values and Cultural
Landscapes Resilience, Procedia ‐ Social and Behavioral Sciences 122, 225‐229,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.01.1332.
IANOȘ I., SÎRODOEV I., PASCARIU G., HENEBRY G. (2016) Divergent patterns of
built‐up urban space growth following post‐socialist changes, Urban Studies 53
(15), 3172‐3188, https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098015608568.
IANOȘ I., SORENSEN A., MERCIU C. (2017) Incoherence of urban planning policy in
Bucharest: Its potential for land use conflict, Land Use Policy 60, 101‐112,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.10.030.
IOJA C. I., NIŢA M. R., VÂNAU G. O., ONOSE D. A., GAVRILIDIS A. A. (2014) Using
multi‐criteria analysis for the identification of spatial land‐use conflicts in the
Bucharest Metropolitan Area, Ecological Indicators 42, 112‐121, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ecolind.2013.09.029.
JENKINS V. (2018) Protecting the natural and cultural heritage of local landscapes:
Finding substance in law and legal decision making, Land Use Policy 73, 73‐83,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2017.12.056.
KUŻELEWSKA E., TOMASZUK M. (2022) European Human Rights Dimension of the
Online Access to Cultural Heritage in Times of the COVID‐19 Outbreak,
International Journal for the Semiotics of Law 35, 1067‐1079, https://doi.org/
10.1007/s11196‐020‐09712‐x.
LOIS GONZÁLEZ R. C., PIÑEIRA MANTIÑAN M. J., VIVES MIRÓ S. (2016) El
proceso urbanizador en Espana (1990‐2014): una interpretacion desde la
Geografia y la teoria de los circuitos de capital (The urbanization process in
Spain (1990‐2014): an interpretation from Geography and the theory of capital
circuits), Scripta Nova 20 (539), 1‐29.
LÓPEZ‐GOYBURU P., GARCÍA‐MONTERO L. G. (2018) The urban‐rural interface as
an area with characteristics of its own in urban planning: A review, Sustainable
Cities and Society 43, 157‐165, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2018.07.010.
LYONS M., MARQUILHAS R. (eds.) (2017) Approaches to the History of Written
Culture: A World Inscribed, Palgrave Macmillan, Cham, https://doi.org/10.1007/
978‐3‐319‐54136‐5.
313

Cosmina Andreea Manea et al.

MAKROPOULOU M., GOSPODINI A. (2016) Urban Form and Microclimatic
Conditions in Urban Open Spaces at the Densely Built Centre of a Greek City,
Journal of Sustainable Development 9 (1), 132‐149, https://doi.org/10.5539/jsd.
v9n1p132.
MANEA C.‐A. (2021) Logical framework analysis as tool for sustainable regeneration
in the urban‐rural interface, Analele Universității București: Geografie 70, 149‐
164, https://doi.org/10.5719/aub‐g/70.1/9.
MANGEN A., OLIVIER G., VELAY J.‐L. (2019) Comparing Comprehension of a Long
Text Read in Print Book and on Kindle: Where in the Text and When in the
Story?, Frontiers in Psychology 10, 38, https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00038.
MERCIU F.‐C., MARVU I., ILIESCU O. B., MERCIU G.‐L. (2019) Delineation of the
urban influence area using the multi‐criteria assessment method. The case of
Focşani city, Romania, Journal of Settlements and Spatial Planning 10 (1), 13‐28,
https://doi.org/10.24193/JSSP.2019.1.02.
MÉREINÉ‐BERKI B., MÁLOVICS G., CREŢAN R. (2021) “You Become One with the
Place”: Social Mixing, Social Capital, and the Lived Experience of Urban
Desegregation in the Roma community, Cities 117, 103302, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.cities.2021.103302.
MIHAI B., NISTOR C., SIMION G. (2015) Post‐socialist urban growth of Bucharest,
Romania ‐ a change detection analysis on Landsat imagery (1984‐2010), Acta
Geographica Slovenica 55 (2), 223‐234, https://doi.org/10.3986/AGS.709.
MOHAMMADI J., ZARABI A., MOBARAKI O. (2012) Urban sprawl pattern and
effective factors on them: The case of Urmia city, Iran, Journal of Urban and
Regional Analysis 4 (1), 77‐89, https://doi.org/10.37043/JURA.2012.4.1.5.
MOJAPELO S. M. (2020) The Internet Access and Use in Public Libraries in Limpopo
Province, South Africa, Public Library Quarterly 39 (3), 265‐282, https://doi.org/
10.1080/01616846.2019.1622980.
MORTOJA M. G., YIGITCANLAR T., MAYERE S. (2020) What is the most suitable
methodological approach to demarcate peri‐urban areas? A systematic review
of the literature, Land Use Policy 95, 104601, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.land
usepol.2020.104601.
MURPHY D., WILLIAMSON C., BAUMANN J., BUSUTTIL W., FEAR N. T. (2022)
Exploring the impact of COVID‐19 and restrictions to daily living as a result of
social distancing within veterans with pre‐existing mental health difficulties,
BMJ Military Health 168 (1), 29‐33, http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjmilitary‐2020‐
001622.
NGUYEN H. V., TRAN H. X., VAN HUY L., NGUYEN X. N., DO M. T., NGUYEN N.
(2020) Online Book Shopping in Vietnam: The Impact of the COVID‐19
Pandemic Situation, Publishing Research Quarterly 36, 437‐445, https://doi.org/
10.1007/s12109‐020‐09732‐2.

314

Access to Written Culture as Indicator of Economic Development

PARESISHVILI O., KVARATSKHELIA L., MIRZAEVA V. (2017) Rural tourism as a
promising trend of small business in Georgia: Topicality, capabilities,
peculiarities, Annals of Agrarian Science 15 (3), 344‐348, https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.aasci.2017.07.008.
PĂTROESCU M., IOJĂ C., NIŢĂ M., VÂNĂU G. (2008) Identifying and hierarchising
areas with environmental dysfunctions determined by deficient waste
management in the Bucharest Metropolitan Zone, Present Environment and
Sustainable Development 2, 119‐126.
PĂTROESCU M., VÂNĂU G., NIŢĂ M., IOJĂ C., IOJĂ A. (2011) Land Use Change in
the Bucharest Metropolitan Area and its Impacts on the Quality of the
Environment in Residential Developments, Forum geografic 10 (1), 177‐186,
https://doi.org/10.5775/fg.2067‐4635.2011.036.i.
PEW RESEARCH CENTER (2021) Social Media Fact Sheet, Pew Research Center,
Retrieved from: pewresearch.org.
PIORR A., RAVETZ J., TOSICS I. (eds.) (2011) Peri‐urbanisation in Europe. Towards
European policies to sustain urban‐rural futures, PLUREL, University of
Copenhagen, Copenhagen.
PREDA M., VIJULIE I., LEQUEUX‐DINCĂ A.‐I., JURCHESCU M., MARECI A.,
PREDA A. (2022) How Do the New Residential Areas in Bucharest Satisfy
Population Demands, and Where Do They Fall Short?, Land 11 (6), 855, https://
doi.org/10.3390/land11060855.
RADERMECKER A.‐S. V. (2021) Art and Culture in the COVID‐19 era: for a consumer‐
oriented approach, SN Business & Economics 1, 4, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s43546‐020‐00003‐y.
RANDELLI F., MARTELLOZZO F. (2019) Is rural tourism‐induced built‐up growth a
threat for the sustainability of rural areas? The case study of Tuscany, Land Use
Policy 86, 387‐398, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.05.018.
REPP A., ZSCHEISCHLER J., WEITH T., STRAUß C., GAASCH N., MÜLLER K. (2012)
Urban‐rurale Verflechtungen: Analytische Zugänge und Governance‐Diskurs
(Urban‐rural linkages: Analytic access and governance discourse), Leibniz‐
Zentrum für Agrarlandschaftsforschung (ZALF) e.V., Retrieved from: zalf.de.
RUSU R., BODOCAN V., MAN T. (2020) Urban sprawl and its impact on urban tourism
in Romania, Journal of Balkan and Near Eastern Studies 22 (4), 521‐533, https://
doi.org/10.1080/19448953.2020.1775403.
SCOTT K., ROWE F., POLLOCK V. (2018) Creating the good life? A wellbeing
perspective on cultural value in rural development, Journal of Rural Studies 59,
173‐182, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2016.07.001.
SLEMP C., DAVENPORT M. A., SEEKAMP E., BREHM J. M., SCHOONOVER J. E.,
WILLIARD K. W. J. (2012) “Growing too fast:” Local stakeholders speak out
about growth and its consequences for community well‐being in the urban‐rural
315

Cosmina Andreea Manea et al.

interface, Landscape and Urban Planning 106 (2), 139‐148, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.landurbplan.2012.02.017.
STOICA I.‐V., TĂLÂNGĂ C., ZAMFIR D. (2010) Urban‐rural interface: general
remarks. Application in the Romanian system of settlements, Analele
Universității din Oradea – Seria Geografie 20 (2), 238‐245.
STOICA I.‐V., ZAMFIR D., VÎRGHILEANU M. (2021) Evaluating the Territorial Impact
of Built‐Up Area Expansion in the Surroundings of Bucharest (Romania)
through a Multilevel Approach Based on Landsat Satellite Imagery, Remote
Sensing 13 (19), 3969, https://doi.org/10.3390/rs13193969.
SUDITU B. (2009) Urban sprawl and residential mobilities in the Bucharest area –
reconfiguration of a new residential geography, Human Geographies 3 (2), 79‐
93.
SUDITU B., NAE M., NEGUŢ S., DUMITRACHE L., GHEORGHILAŞ A. (2014)
Suburban landscapes in Romania: from ‘forting‐up’ to ‘informal‐up’ and limits
of public action, European Journal of Science and Theology 10 (5), 125‐138.
TACOLI C. (1998) Rural‐urban interactions: a guide to the literature, Environment and
Urbanization 10 (1), 147‐166, https://doi.org/10.1177/095624789801000105.
THOMAS‐CORR J. (2019) Without women the novel would die: discuss, The Guardian,
Retrieved from: theguardian.com.
VESALON L., CREȚAN R. (2019) “Little Vienna” or “European Avant‐garde City”?
Branding Narratives in a Romanian City, Journal of Urban and Regional
Analysis 11 (1), 19‐34, https://doi.org/10.37043/jura.2019.11.1.2.
VOICULESCU S., JUCU I. S. (2016) Producing Urban Industrial Derelict Places: The
Case of the Solventul Petrochemical Plant in Timisoara, European Urban and
Regional Studies 23 (4), 765‐781, https://doi.org/10.1177/0969776414541134.
YAO Y., LU Y., WANG G., DONG Y., WANG H. (2018) Relations between global city
connectivity of the primary city and the size national economy, Journal of Urban
and Regional Analysis 10 (1), 5‐23, https://doi.org/10.37043/jura.2018.10.1.1.
YEO S. (2020) Access now, but for whom and at what cost?, Information,
Communication & Society 23 (4), 588‐604, https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.
2018.1529192.
YIOTA T. (2020) Cultural Heritage as a Means for Local Development in Mediterranean
Historic Cities—The Need for an Urban Policy, Heritage 3 (2), 152‐175,
https://doi.org/10.3390/heritage3020010.

316

