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Abstract  

A foundation of human development and one of the most powerful instruments in the fight against poverty, 

education is the premise in building a solid construction. Education arms people with knowledge on social 

development and progress. An extension of our latest work “Romanian education system – descriptive analysis”, the 

aim of the present research is to offer an overview of the Romanian education system which has passed through many 

radical reforms over the last 27 years. The first part of our research presents some studies identified in the specialized 

literature which analyze the Romanian education system. The state of the art is followed by descriptive statistics 

regarding the enrolled population trends in Romania - by urban and rural areas, by counties and by gender-during the 

period 1995-2015; the enrollment rate in formal education and the dropout rate. The last part of our research 

represents the conclusions section. 
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1. Introduction and literature review 
 

The removal of political education in 1990 means a lot of transformations for the Romanian 

education system.  Despite all the reforms attempts, despite all the legislative changes, according to 

a report of the presidential commission for policy development in education and research, 

Romanian education system has four major problems: “is inefficient, irrelevant, unjust and has a 

poor quality”(Presidential commission for policy development in education, 2007). The instability 

and the absence of consensus on how education should be run have put their mark on the Romanian 

education system and “even though we are ten years away from that report, things have not 

changed so much regarding the Romanian education system: things are the same or even worse” 

(Urean, 2017). An alarm signal, for the government and for all the actors involved in the process of 

education should be the results obtained in 2016 at the national evaluation and at the baccalaureate.  

Education systems vary a lot between countries. The structure of the Romanian education 

system includes: early childhood education, preprimary education, primary education, lower-

secondary education, vocational and upper secondary education, post-secondary education and 

tertiary education. In the specialized literature there are a lot of studies which confirm the 

importance of the issues addressed in our research.  

Rogojanu and Badea (2012) consider that an important step for the Romanian education was 

the nineteenth century when “the decider factors has understood the meaning and importance of the 

public education in the successful development of the great reformist project of modernizing and 

emancipating our country” (Rogojanu and Badea, 2012). 

Iacob (2015) characterizes Romanian education system as a system with periods of 

convergence and divergence. Considering education as “the most important pillar in the 

development of a society, because it forms the attitude of the members of society, their training and 

their ability to adapt effectively to the changes imposed by society” Aceleanu and others (2014) 

analyze Romania's position in relation to other European countries in terms of education. In order 

to meet the Europe 2020 strategy, Romania should accomplish the following: “major investments 

in education systems and training at all levels; facilitate the employment of young people through 

integrated actions that include guidance and counselling; facilitate the employment mobility; ensure 
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the acquisition of competences necessary for further learning and labor market integration; develop 

partnerships between education and business” (Aceleanu and others, 2014). Nicu (2016) presents in 

his paper an overview of the Romanian educational system reforms after 1989 to the present, 

delimiting the Romanian reforms previous to the accession and after the accession in the European 

Union.  

A permanent concern for the European Commission is early childhood education. A report of 

European Commission (2015) highlights the limited access to early childhood education in rural 

areas and for the Roma community. The general structure and perception of the early childhood 

education, the educational staff and the curriculum as well as the parental involvement in to early 

childhood education services, the quality in early childhood education represent the central points 

of an European Parliament report (European Parliament, 2013). The changes in the Romanian 

primary education curriculum are analyzed by Popa and Bucur (2016). The authors consider that 

the most difficult moments in Romanian curricular reform are: “1993 = finding the identity of 

education in Romania, after the communist era; 1995 = clarifying the defining contexts for this 

identity” (Popa and Bucur, 2016). 

Urban and rural educational system disparities represent the principal topic of a study 

conducted by Stanef (2013). By using the number of students enrolled in high school (urban 

respectively rural areas) as the dependent variable and the total number of students in the 

educational system minus the number of students enrolled in high school as independent variable, 

Stanef (2013) built a regression model for each of two areas of origin. The results of the study show 

us that rural education faces many problems and requires specific solutions.  

A lot of studies focused on higher education. According to Bresfelean and Ghisoiu (2009) 

universities are “the place in which to create and share knowledge, an innovative and prolific actor 

in interaction with the economic, administrative, and cultural environment”. The size of Romanian 

higher education, the evolution of interest for science fields, human resources in higher education, 

regional aspects in higher education are a concern for Duguleana and Duguleana (2012). Stanciu 

(2014) also focuses on the higher education in Romania and presents some challenges concerning 

the student population and examines the national qualifications by addressing aspects such as 

degree cycles. Stanciu (2014) considers the financial constraints as one of the major problems for 

the Romanian universities: “the higher institutions strive constantly to obtain financial resources 

and also prestige” (Stanciu, 2014). Popovici (2015) considers that the priorities of higher education 

are: preserving the identity and the value of the Romanian higher education, the implementation of 

European standards on academic education, the adaptation of curricula to student needs and to the 

labor market. 
 

 

2. Descriptive statistics of enrolled population in Romania  
 

The birthrate decline, the phenomenon of external migration and the demographic aging 

have led to a drop in the enrolled population. The statistical data from the National Institute of 

Statistics indicate us that the enrolled population has decreased continuously. Specialists from the 

National Institute of Statistics estimate that in 2050 the enrolled population will decrease to 2.402 

million people in the case of the prolonged birth rate decline. 
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Figure no.1. Enrolled population in Romania by urban/rural area during 1995-2015 (number of persons) 

(Source: author’s processing based on information provided by the National Institute of Statistics) 

 
Table no.1. Descriptive statistics of enrolled population 

in Romania by urban/rural area during 1995-2015 

Descriptive statistics Rural Urban 

 Mean  1339278.  2944838. 

 Median  1363730.  3018940. 

 Maximum  1497141.  3249311. 

 Minimum  1081436.  2504994. 

 Std. Dev.  144707.3  232438.5 

(Source: author’s processing in Eviews 9.0, based on information provided 

by the National Institute of Statistics) 

 

As the figure below shows us, the enrolled population examined by gender, during the 

period 1995-2015, indicates insignificant gender differences in Romania. 

 
Figure no.1. Enrolled population in Romania by gender during 1995-2015 (number of persons) 

(Source: author’s processing based on information provided by the National Institute of Statistics) 
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Table no.1. Descriptive statistics of enrolled population 

in Romania by gender 1995-2015 

 Female Male 

 Mean  2133445.  2150670. 

 Median  2202432.  2185299. 

 Maximum  2316242.  2387035. 

 Minimum  1807225.  1830867. 

 Std. Dev.  181886.9  183489.9 

(Source: author’s processing in Eviews 9.0, based on information provided 

by the National Institute of Statistics) 

An analysis of the enrolled population on Romanian counties, in 2015, indicates Bucharest 

as the county with the highest number of persons included in training and education system 

(436.685 thousand persons), followed by Iasi (191.754 thousand people), Cluj (164.334 thousand 

people). Tulcea, Giurgiu, Covasna and Salaj counties ranked last - the number of persons included 

in training and education in these counties did not overcome 38.000 thousand.  
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Figure no.2. School population in Romania by counties, in 2015 (number of persons) 

           (Source: author’s processing based on information provided by the National Institute of Statistics) 

 
3. Descriptive statistics of the enrollment rate in formal education 

 

Dib (1988) states that formal education “corresponds to a systematic, organized education 

model, structured and administered according to a given set of laws and norms, presenting a rather 

rigid curriculum as regards objectives, content and methodology” (Dib, 1988). According to 

Coombs (1968) formal education represents “the hierarchically and chronologically structured 

educational system, starting from primary school to university”. The Romanian National Institute 

of Statistics (2016) considers that formal education holds an important place in social policy 

formulation, the school population participation in formal education being the driver of human 

capital development of a nation.  

During 2000-2014, enrollment rate in formal education has changed for all levels of 

education. The enrollment rate in primary and lower secondary education has decreased in the 

2014-2015 school year with 8 percentage points as compared to 2000-2001. The situation is 

different in pre-primary education, where the enrollment rate increased from 66.1 % in 2000-2001 

school year to 82.0 % in 2014-2015. In the same period the enrollment rate in high school and 

tertiary education has endured low levels (40.6 % in the school year 2014‐2015). A possible 

explanation is the specific age group, 19-23 years – many individuals from this group chose to 

work to the detriment of continuing their studies. 
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              The statistical data show us a lot of discrepancies between counties in relation to the 

enrollment rate in formal education.  
Table no. 3. The enrollment rate in formal education by counties (academic year 2014/2015) (%)  

Counties 
Primary 

education 
Secondary 
education 

High school 
education 

Tertiary 
education 

BIHOR 87.9 84.4 66.1 29.40 

BISTRITA-NASAUD 84.3 84.6 66.2 5.30 

CLUJ 84.9 85.0 76.5 91.90 

MARAMURES 77.2 78.7 66.6 12.90 

SATU MARE 78.2 78.3 58.3 3.40 

SALAJ 87.1 85.3 66.7 2.30 

ALBA 84.8 82.0 70.4 14.50 

BRASOV 86.5 81.7 62.4 48.70 

COVASNA 87.4 83.2 55.4 2.30 

HARGHITA 88.0 86.4 67.1 4.30 

MURES 86.2 80.0 62.4 26.60 

SIBIU 85.7 81.5 61.4 46.20 

BACAU 81.3 80.2 60.9 9.70 

BOTOSANI 84.6 84.8 62.2 0.20 

IASI 85.4 83.0 63.1 66.80 

NEAMT 83.8 82.0 69.6 1.20 

SUCEAVA 86.7 85.9 68.4 14.40 

VASLUI 85.0 83.1 62.8 0.00 

BRAILA 86.9 84.9 64.7 3.40 

BUZAU 86.7 83.7 68.9 1.20 

CONSTANTA 89.1 85.9 72.8 39.90 

GALATI 85.3 83.4 64.5 28.30 

TULCEA 83.5 82.5 58.3 0.00 

VRANCEA 80.9 76.3 59.9 0.70 

ILFOV 69.9 62.2 29.0 0.40 

BUCURESTI 97.1 96.3 111.3 120.50 

ARGES 89.3 88.5 76.7 21.00 

CALARASI 80.3 78.1 52.0 1.40 

DAMBOVITA 80.8 79.2 61.6 10.10 

GIURGIU 85.3 81.4 46.4 0.00 

IALOMITA 78.2 74.8 60.1 0.70 

PRAHOVA 88.9 86.8 75.5 13.00 

TELEORMAN 78.8 77.9 65.1 1.80 

DOLJ 85.1 82.8 68.9 37.30 

GORJ 87.0 86.8 79.9 12.00 

MEHEDINTI 82.0 81.1 69.3 6.70 

OLT 83.5 82.5 67.8 1.00 

VALCEA 85.0 85.2 79.7 3.80 

ARAD 84.4 79.6 65.2 27.00 

CARAS-SEVERIN 76.7 77.9 65.7 7.10 

HUNEDOARA 84.4 84.2 74.7 11.90 

TIMIS 86.7 84.4 77.4 54.50 

(Source: National Institute of Statistics, Social Trends 2015) 

 

              The highest school enrollment rate at all levels of education is registered in Bucharest 

(97.1% in primary education, 96.3% in secondary education, 111.3% in high school education and 

120.5% in tertiary education). Ilfov County is at the opposite pole with a net enrollment rate of 

69.9% in primary education, 62.2% in secondary education, 29.0% in high school education and 

0.4% in tertiary education. 

 

4. Dropout rate 
 
               School dropout represents “the final evasion behavior consisting in ending school 

attendance, leaving the educational system, regardless of the level reached before obtaining a full 

qualification or complete professional training or before to end of study began” (Voicu, 2009). 
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School dropout is not only an important indicator to assist us in evaluating the performances of an 

education system, but also an import indicator which signals some aspects of social and economic 

life. Consequently, school dropout has implications for both social development and economic 

growth.  

             Statistical data placed Romania among the European Union countries with the highest 

dropout rate: the third place after Spain and Malta, with a dropout rate of 18.1% in 2014. Merce 

and others (2015) state that school dropout is a “social problem that manifests itself with an 

increasingly strong intensity from year to year in Romania”.  
 

Table no.4. Top EU countries based on the dropout rate in 2014 (%) 

Country Dropout rate Country Dropout rate Country Dropout rate 
Croatia 2.7 Austria 7.0 Bulgaria 12.9 

Slovenia 4.4 Denmark 7.7 Italy 15.0 

Poland 5.4 Netherlands 8.6 Portugal 17.4 

Czech Republic 5.5 Greece 9.0 Romania 18.1 

Lithuania 5.9 Finland 9.5 Latvia 8.5 

Luxembourg 6.1 Germany 9.5 France 8.5 

Slovakia 6.4 Belgium 9.8 Malta 20.4 

Sweden 6.7 Estonia 11.4 Spain 21.9 

Cyprus 6.8 Hungary 11.4   

Ireland 6.9 United Kingdom 11.8   

(Source: Financial Journal, article published in the printed edition of the newspaper, 

May 23, 2015) 

 

               According to Neamtu (2003) the most important causes that can generate scholar dropout 

are: academic factors, social factors, extracurricular factors and other factors like the belief that the 

value of diploma/qualification obtained at school is irrelevant and not settled properly” (Neamtu, 

2003). In Gyonos’ opinion  poverty is the central factors leading to school dropout: "financial 

difficulties of families, especially large families, disorganized families, without any resources, who 

have problems in ensuring adequate clothing for the children and sometimes feel the need to use the 

children for work in the household or in the field” (Gyonos, 2011). In Romania’s case, statistical 

data available since 2014 indicates a growing trend of the dropout rate, especially for four 

categories of children: children from Roma minority group, children originated from poor families, 

children from rural areas and children with disabilities.  

 

 

5. Conclusions  
 

             Since 1989 the Romanian education system has experienced an endless process of 

reorganization, a process that has been both criticized and appreciated. The demographic changes 

in recent years, the instability of the political class as well as the economic and financial crisis have 

put their mark on everything that education means in Romania.                    As a result of the 

demographic changes and of the financial crisis, statistical data indicate a descending trend of the 

enrolled population: while in 2007 the number of persons included in the education and training 

process was 4.404.581 persons, in 2015 we are talking about only 3.642.632 persons, a lesser 

amount of almost 800.000. The enrollment rate in formal education system has also decreased in 

the analyzed period, for all levels of education. It is important to mention here that the statistical 

data indicate, in 2014/2015 academic year, massive discrepancies between counties regarding the 

enrollment rate in formal education. The dropout rate, which regrettably places us at the top of 

European Union countries, along with the above-mentioned aspects, must become a priority for all 

actors involved in the education process: politicians, mass-media, teachers, parents, and so on. 
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