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Introduction

Smart, sustainable and inclusive growth are the main 

is lower in rural areas due to the undeveloped educational 
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gymnasium

1, the 

1 

health status, domicile, school results, opinion about the 

the three waves, completed with data related to the charac

Table 1: 

Indicator

Sample 

average 

(n = 21)

County 

average 

(n = 75)

Distribution of the com-

munes from the sample 

within all communes from 

Cluj county, by quintile

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5

per cent

3 3

3

1



• Individual characteristics of the respondent, such as 

• Family characteristics, such as the educational level 

• Data related to the localities where the respondents 

live

• School-related factors

continuing education and some individual characteristics 

tinue education in high schools and those with poor results 

Table 2: 

Characteristic

Continuing education

(1 = yes, 0 = no)

Pearson 

correlation

Sig. 

(2-tailed)
N
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parent does not agree and the respondent is undecided about 

3 is due to the decreasing scale attributed to this indicator 

those who have more siblings are less willing to continue 

Table 3: 

Characteristic

Continuing education 

(1 = yes, 0 = no)

Pearson 

correlation

Sig. 

(2-tailed)
N



characterise the communes, and not the villages, as localities 

commune who do not want to continue education, nor with 

istic which proved to be relevant regarding the educational 

Table 4: 

Model R R2 Adjusted R2 SE of the estimate
Change statistics

R2 change F change df1 df2 Sig. F change

1 a 1
b 1

3 c 1
d 1
e 1

a b c

d e

Table 5: 

Model no.

Unstandardised Standardised 

t Sig.
Correlations

Collinearity 

statistics

B SE Beta Zero-order Partial Part Tolerance VIF

1

3

Number of inhabitants

12,00010,0008,0006,0004,0002,0000
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Figure 1:



Other indicators tested were intended to measure the 

values related to continuing education and the chosen school 
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Zscore: share of Roma population

in total population (2011)

R2 linear = 0.2682.7
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Distance to the nearest high-school, grouped

25 km

and over
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Figure 4:

Woodland in total land cover (per cent)
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hints, based on empirical research carried out in three waves 

attitude towards continuing education or their own wish to 

tion, the age when the respondents plan to start working, the 

INDIVIDUAL factors

• gender

• age

• school performance

• computer skill

• values

FAMILY factors

• parents’ education

• parents’ attitude 

toward continuing 

education

• number of siblings

SCHOOL factors

• teachers (number, 

qualification and 

turnover)

• distance to the 

nearest high school

LOCALITY factors

• population (size, age 

and ethnic structure)

• remoteness (distance 

to the city, mountain 

area)

Studying

further

R2 = 0.039

R2 = 0.201

Figure 7:
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Number of 10-14 years old children

per gymnasium teachers (2014)

R2 linear = 0.25825.0
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scoreboard

16

enough time with each child could contribute in the preven

tion must be organised as close as possible to where the chil

dren live, because transportation time and cost are limiting 

decision regarding continuing education, educational poli

travel to school, but also to recruit teachers willing to serve 
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