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Introduction 
 

Many articles written by foreign or Romanian researchers (Cucu, 1973 and 1976, 
Lăzărescu 1977, Ianoş, Tălângă, 1994, Ronnas, 1979) consider the evolution of the settlement-
network in the Socialist era. They all describe that phenomenon which is characterized by the 
intense growth of the cities and collaterally, the changes in the rural areas. An interesting 
question appears related to this, which is reckoned as classical in the geography and in the 
sociology of cities: is the Socialist development of the settlements, especially the cities, similar 
to the Western, capitalist part of the European continent? Or are there significant differences 
between these two, politically and socially discrepant territories? (see also Kovács, 2002). 

The response to the question mentioned above formed two major sides in the Hungarian 
scientific literature: in György Enyedi’s opinion the Socialist urbanization matches the global 
trends, Iván Szelényi highlights the fundamental distinctions between capitalist and Socialist 
urbanization. In the following study, we delineate both sides’ arguments (by Kovács, 2002). 
György Enyedi claims that in Central-Eastern Europe city-development registered the same 
processes and stages as those characteristic for Western countries, adequated to the local 
political and historical peculiarities. In the first period, the mass-migration of the population from 
rural areas to cities can be described, but with time, the city development was transposed to the 
small and medium size towns. Iván Szelényi defines differences in the origins of city 
development resources: in the Socialist block the land ownership was controlled by the state, 
thus the politics was ruling the development, almost exclusive and so the spontaneous actions 
were not emphasized.     

The present study makes an attempt to sketch the Romanian urbanization under the 
Socialist era, to accentuate the characteristics mentioned by the two sides. The paper’s 
methodology is a synthesis of the published articles in this field and an analysis of the statistical 
data. In introduction we also consider important to explain the keyword notions which have often 
presence in our study. Primarily the definition of ‘urbanization’ in our interpretation is just the 
quantitative growth of cities (and so the divided village – city classes) and not a qualitative 
change1.     

 
 

The political and economical system after 1945 
 

After World War II, Romania, like the other Central-Eastern European countries was 
under the domination of the Communist Party. After accession to power, their priority became 
the reformation of the economic and social conditions in the country. Primarily, the 
secularization of the productive agents took place (1948), followed by the organization in 
collective farmlands of the agriculture (1949–1962) and the launch of huge industrialization 
projects (starting with 1945). The main goal was the elimination of the lagging behind status of 
the county, and the moderation of territorial disparities and the achievement of a harmonious 
development, respectively (Nicolae, 2002, p. 280). In the Socialist planned economy the state 
had the exclusive function concerning development; the tasks were laid down in five-year plans. 

                                                           
1 Sociology interprets under the notion ‘urbanization’ the acquirement of urban standards, urban behavior forms and values as social change.       














