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Abstract.

In Romanian society, family was one o f the fundamental “institutions”, strongly sup
ported by religious convictions, by tradition, stability and need o f social safety. Inside 
a family man is educated from a religious point o f view, he receives the model o f be
haviour he needs in society, he discovers the first social relations. Until today, these 
characteristics have been preserved in many families in Romania and they represent 
the foundation o f a good training for young people for beautiful life, well anchored in 
the realities o f the society.
After the fall o f communism in Romania at the end o f 1989 and especially when the 
first manifestations of the globalization o f secularization occurred, family was and 
still is confronted with new and unparalleled challenges. It has lost a lot of its value, 
since young people consider that they can live together without an engagement 
blessed by the Church and legislated by the state. Instead o f assuming the responsib
ility o f becoming a family, young people have now other priorities in life: career, their 
own happiness, social and economical fulfilment. These are the reasons why the aver
age age of contracting a marriage is very high. The model o f the monoparental family 
seems to be now in fashion, since more than 20% of children in Romania live in such 
a family. There is an increasing number o f divorces, concubinages, abortions, people 
who neglect the education o f their own children, o f people who do not get married any 
more. Some o f the members o f Romanian families live and work abroad - the official 
number is 900,000 - and this situation has serious consequences upon family itself 
and especially upon the children who remain at home.
All these realities have placed family, in the last 10 years, in the center o f attention of 
all the institutions in Romania which have a social and educational impact. Churches 
especially engaged themselves in supporting family, in protecting it and rendering its
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value again. They hope that young people and members of present families will dis
cover and assume the values o f the most important institution of moral and social 
education.
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1. Family in Romanian tradition

According to the Romanian social-religious view, family was considered 
for centuries the main institution of society and was considered as such. It 
held a fundamental place in the life of society and represented a source of 
moral principles. This primary and traditional meaning is still observed and 
preserved by the majority of the population, even if now it is labeled by some 
as “traditional” and conservative.

For a large part of Romanian population, family is until today the first so
cial framework needed by man in order to receive good education. It is the 
favourable environment for the birth, the development and the fulfillment of 
a human being. For many of the Romanians, family is the first to give an ex
ample of community and communion.1 This is the place in which children are 
born, this is the place where they receive the first elements of religious edu
cation, this is the place where they experience the otherness and the in
volvement in the social life. Within the family a lot of difficult decisions are 
taken, which strengthen its members in the hardships of life and determine 
them to focus their attention on the fulfillment of their responsibilities to
wards their neighbours. Discipline and the spirit of initiative are taught in 
the family, and the sense of dignity, justice, love, respect, mutual support and 
sacrifice is cultivated here, too. These are fundamental elements of the social 
life. Family is the soil in which the seed of morality, of good habits, love for 
inherited customs and traditions is sown, it is the keeper of the goods which 
man will hand over to the next generations, it is the cradle and strength of 
our nation.2

Even if this image seems to be an idealized one, it, nevertheless, repres
ents reality for many of our families. This assertion is supported especially

1 Ion D. Dunäreanu, Familia româneasca [The Romanian family], Târgu Mure§, 2000.2 Tudor Colcac, Familia - vaträ a spiritualitäfii romane$ti [Family -  hearth o f the Ro
manian spirituality], [s.n.], Cluj-Napoca, 1999.
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by the population from the countryside, but also by the urban population, 
because many of the urban families were formerly rural families, who moved 
to town in the last 30-40 years as a consequence of the industrialization.

The religious faith3 supported in the past and still supports very seriously 
the institution of the family. Deeply rooted into our hearts and souls, prac
ticed, lived and experienced in the daily life, being - sometimes for centuries 
- the only hope against invaders, social trials and economical hardships, 
faith represented and still represents the light which guides man in order to 
accomplish spiritual and social fulfillment.

Even if faith has supported everything through centuries, including fam
ily, the Communist rule, installed in Romania immediately after the Second 
World War, turned things upside down. During this difficult period, when the 
religious manifestation was pursued and restrained until almost complete 
prohibition, family was the one which saved faith. The fundamental elements 
of faith were handed over from parents and grandparents to their children 
and grandchildren, even if they could be received also in churches, which 
were not all destroyed or closed.

2. The family within the social context after the anticommunist 
revolution in 1989

After the fall of the communist regime in Romania, in December 1989, in 
the climate of profound social and economical changes, the family suffered 
a series of changes, too, both in its structure and in its functions. The modern 
society caused these changes by creating some new “models” adapted to 
realities, while others have been indiscriminately “imported” from other so
cieties. The occurred changes have stimulated the evolution of all compon
ents of family structure, with specific advantages and disadvantages.

The meaning of the family and its religious foundation have lost in a short 
time a lot of their meaning, because they were contaminated by the concepts 
of boundless freedom, lack of responsibility and altruism, selfishness and in
difference. Generally, the family is no longer seen as the most important “in
stitution”; a new idea has emerged now, according to which it is much better 
not to have a family, because of its responsibilities, because of its serious 
commitments, because there is another priority, the professional career. 
Even if a new family is constituted, it can be very quickly dissolved by means 
of divorce.

3 Romania is a country of an Orthodox majority.



76 Stefan Iloaie

Today there are notable differences between the concept of “traditional 
family” and “modern family”, an aspect due to the changes of mentality and 
the loss of essential values. Thus, the traditional family is composed of par
ents and at least three children, while the modern family has, in many cases, 
only one child, because “the expenses are too high” or because the child is 
raised only by the mother.4 Within the traditional family the children were 
educated in a Christian spirit. They were trained by the grandmother or by 
the mother, prayers were taught to them, they took part every Sunday in re
ligious services. Within the modern family, the children are educated almost 
exclusively by school, because the parents have no time or not sufficient time 
to educate and communicate with them5. Then, when their parents are gone 
abroad to work, some children are educated by television or by their circles 
of friends.6

Especially in the last 10 years, these realities -  true alarm signals in what 
concerns the family -  have determined many social and religious institutions 
in Romania to focus on the problem of the family future.

In this present analysis, we want to refer only to the family “state of cri
sis” in Romania. We may well observe the fact that the general attitude of Ro
manians regarding family is a conservative one. In 2010, the attachment to 
the couple life was very high, in comparison with other European countries. 
Thus, a stable and lasting relation was considered by 90% of the Romanians 
to be important in order to be happy. Nevertheless, there are notable differ
ences between declarations and reality.

4 See: Ana Rodica Stäiculescu, Daniela J itcov, Familia monoparentalä între traditiona
lism $i modemitate: scurtä analiza a problemelor specifice $i a politicilor sociale de rezolvare 
a lor [The monoparental family between tradition-and modernity: a short analysis o f the spe
cific problems and o f the social politics regarding their solutions], Bucureçti, 2006; Cristina 
§tefan, Familia monoparentalä: aspecte privind protecfia sodala [The monoparental family: 
aspects regarding the social protection], Bucureçti, 2001.

5 After December 1989, Religion as a discipline of study has been reintroduced in 
the school curriculum, at first timidly, but then, since 1995, as an obligatory discip
line in prim ary and secondary school, as well as in high-school. There are over 11.000 
jobs of professor of Religion for all the acknowledged cults in Romania who teach re
ligion in school, an hour a week. The pupil and his parents decide freely, according to 
their confession, w hat classes of religion to attend.

6 Cf. Marinela Florea, $coala $i familia: analiza §i îmbunâtâfirea formelor de cooperare 
între çcoala $i familie [School and family: the analysis and the improvement o f cooperation 
forms between school and family], Bucureçti, 2009; Elena Voinea, Familia - partenerul de 
baza al çcolii în dezvoltarea personalitäfii elevului [Family - the main partner o f school in the 
development o f pupil’s personality], Craiova, 2010.
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3. Relevant statistics

According to the provisional results7 of the population census in Romania, 
done at the end of 2011, the population of Romania is 20.2 million inhabit
ants; the stable population counts to 19 million inhabitants, with 2.5 million 
less than in 2002. 910,000 persons are abroad for a long period. The majority 
of the population lives in towns (52.8%), while 8.9 million inhabitants live in 
the countryside (47.2%).

In 2011, in Romania there were registered only 105,000 marriages, almost 
half of the number registered in 2007 (189,200 marriages). Practically, 
between 2007 and 2011 -  the last three years were years of economical crisis 
- the number of the couples who chose to get married dropped by 45%. In 
2011 almost 355,000 Romanians were at the age of 31, the average age of get
ting married. From a demographic point of view, this drop is considerable -  
although there is a natural tendency of decreasing the number of marriages, 
due both to the diminution of the population and to the modernization of so
ciety -  because such an abrupt evolution in such a short period has never 
been seen until now. The average age of getting married is 31, and there is 
a close connection between the type of decisions taken regarding marriage 
and the evolution of the economy.

As regarding the new born in 2011, the diminution was not so consider
able as in the case of marriages, because more and more Romanians have 
children outside the institution of marriage. Nevertheless, in 2011 the new
born were less than 200,000: the estimation for the first 11 months of 2011 
was that of 195,000 new-borns, while in 2007 there were registered 214,000 
new borns and in 2008, 222,000 new borns. In 1990, in Romania there were 
registered 314,000 new borns and 192,000 marriages.

The natural negative growth began immediately after 1990 and still 
continues. Thus in April 2012, 13,924 children were born (that is 7.9 new
born per 1000 inhabitants), while the number of the deceased was 22,054 
(that is 12.6 deceased per 1000 inhabitants). In the same month of 2012, 
there were registered in Romania 5,951 marriages (3.4 marriages per 1000 
inhabitants), while the number of the divorces was 2,563 (1.5 divorces per 
1000 inhabitants).

7 This information is taken from the data of the Romanian National Institute of 
Statistics: http://www.insse.ro/cms/rw/pages/index.ro.do (15. June 2012) and of the 
“Vladimir Trebici” Demographical Research Center of the Romanian Academy. See, 
also: http://www.zf.ro/special/criza-erodeaza-increderea-romanilor-in-viitor-cele- 
mai-importante-statistici-numarul-casatoriilor-a-scazut-la-jumatate-fata-de-2007- 
iar-numarul-de-nou-nascuti-la-un-minim-istoric-9160180 (15 June 2012).

http://www.insse.ro/cms/rw/pages/index.ro.do
http://www.zf.ro/special/criza-erodeaza-increderea-romanilor-in-viitor-cele-mai-importante-statistici-numarul-casatoriilor-a-scazut-la-jumatate-fata-de-2007-iar-numarul-de-nou-nascuti-la-un-minim-istoric-9160180
http://www.zf.ro/special/criza-erodeaza-increderea-romanilor-in-viitor-cele-mai-importante-statistici-numarul-casatoriilor-a-scazut-la-jumatate-fata-de-2007-iar-numarul-de-nou-nascuti-la-un-minim-istoric-9160180
http://www.zf.ro/special/criza-erodeaza-increderea-romanilor-in-viitor-cele-mai-importante-statistici-numarul-casatoriilor-a-scazut-la-jumatate-fata-de-2007-iar-numarul-de-nou-nascuti-la-un-minim-istoric-9160180
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4. Moral and social challenges for family today

As we have already seen, the family is confronted today in Romania with 
new situations, special ones, which diminish the Christian meaning of it and 
threaten it with dissolution. The changes in mentality in the last decades 
have influenced so strongly this institution which is at the foundation of the 
society, that we are being now confronted with totally new situations. Ob
served especially among the young people, these situations represent real 
opinion trends against family and manifest themselves as phenomena which 
come in conflict with their foundations.

4.1.

The important causes of the above mentioned realities are as follows: the 
progressive loss of the moral and spiritual values, lack of orientation and ap
propriate training regarding marriage and paternity, existence of some social 
phenomena and pressures.

At least some of the special causes of this phenomenon may be traced in 
the following realities:

- more and more growing attention given to individuality, egoism, exag
gerate love for the self and to eroticism;

- the appearance of new forms of “family”: cohabitation outside civil 
marriage and outside religious ceremony, especially in the urban envir
onment;

- indifference towards family responsibilities;
- interest given in obtaining easy financial income, when at least one of 

the family members goes to work abroad;
- many young people who are at the age of getting married consider that 

family is no longer a value etc.

4.2.

These attitudes, as well as others, enhanced also by the negative models of 
society, point out presence and manifestation of the phenomenon of dimin
ishing the importance of the family. The effects are felt especially in what 
concerns family as an institution, in what concerns its members, most of all 
the children, in what concerns the social implications.

Here are some of the observable effects regarding family:
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1. the appearance of the monoparental family: a single parent raises and 
educates the child, and the child is deprived of both members’ 
love;8 at the end of 2007, a third of the children born in Romania 
were raised by a single parent;

2. many of the married young people decide to postpone having chil
dren, because they want to secure their social position, their eco
nomic situation or the security of their job (especially in the case 
of the mothers)9;

3. indifference of the family environment towards children: the appear
ance of the context in which children are abandoned, the lack of 
interest in their education, the violent attitude and behaviour of 
the parents towards their children and vice versa;

4. increasing number of the divorces. Courts of law do not try to re
concile the members of the couple; at the same time, the mem
bers themselves do not try to understand each other. For many of 
them, the divorce means nothing else than the rediscovery of 
freedom.

At another level, young people:
1. manifest already lack of interest for the values of the family, for 

the communitarian and even for the religious ones;
2. are indifferent even before marriage, because they begin early 

their sexual life;
3. change their partners very often, either in a long-term concubin

age or in a short-term one;
4. do not want to assume the responsibilities of a family;
5. do not have the necessary social guidance in order to found 

a family.

8 See the following books: Petru Iluj, Viorel-Mihai Cioflicä, Laura Nistor, Familia 
monoparentalä in Romania $i fenomene conexe [The monoparental family in Romania and 
connected phenomena], Cluj-Napoca, 2009; Cristina §tefan, Mihaela Miroiu, Familia mo
noparentalä: o abordare politica [The monoparental family: a political approach], Ia§i-Bucu- 
reçti, 2006.

9 The specialists assert that there is a phenomenon of postponing the marriage or 
giving birth to a child, because it entails a series of costs which are very burdensome. 
This is the reason why the average age of women who get married or have children 
has become very high in the last ten years.
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4.3.

Because parents go to work abroad, the situation of the children left in the 
care of other persons became very serious from the social, moral and reli
gious standpoint. In the middle of 2012, the statistics have shown that 80,000 
Romanian children had at least one parent abroad. These children:

-  remain in the care of their grandparents, their great grandparents, 
their neighbours or even in the care of “no one”, alone in the house; 
when there are many brothers and sisters, the elder ones take care of 
the younger ones;

-  manifest an affectivity to their parents gone abroad which cannot be 
satisfied by others; it is a very surprising and also understandable fact 
that many children suffer because “they miss their parents”;

-  abandon school;
-  receive the education of the street;
-  are in the hands of the circles with a negative influence on them (drugs, 

prostitution);
-  increase the number of illegalities;
-  are not prepared to found, at a right time, a family.

5. Important changes in the institution of family

Basically, there are in Romania two main trends regarding family: some be
lieve that family and marriage belong to the past and that these are no longer 
reference elements for the present times; others, on the contrary, assert that 
family -  although it is now in hard times, in times of crisis -  must fulfill the 
basic functions it always fulfilled in human life and in the Romanian society.10 
Therefore, responsible persons and institutions raise more and more often 
questions of the following kind: is the family, as we know it or as we lived it, 
threatened with extinction? Do the new generations trust in this institution 
and support it? Is it really true that family loses its traditional values?

To a certain extent, the answers may be found in spreading the negative 
realities regarding family, and it became clear that importance of family is di
minishing in Romania, especially in the last decade, because this element of 
stability is confronted with very serious problems.11 Of course, the traditional 
family, which is considered as “normal”, and which observes the Christian

10 Maria Constantinescu, Familia româneascâ ìntre tradire si modemitate: studii §i cer- 
cetari [The Romanian family between tradition and modernity: studies and researches], Pite
l i ,  2008.
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norms and the good habits, exists side by side with the “secular” one, 
without entering into serious conflicts with it. Generally, the family of the 
present times is subjected to some moral and social challenges, as well as 
challenges of mentality. Here are some of the major problems: separation 
between the civil marriage and the religious marriage, concubinage or the 
test marriage, celibacy (the non-religious one), couples without children, the 
monoparental families, adultery, divorce, abortion, relations between per
sons of the same sex, contraception, prostitution.12 We will detail in the lines 
below some of these problems.

The lack of familial identity. In Romania there are at least two different types 
of population: rural population and urban population. If, during the com
munist period, there was a huge migration of the population from the village 
to the city, due to massive industrialization, today we assist, even if in a small 
degree, in the reverse phenomenon: the migration from towns and cities, 
where jobs are very few, to villages. If in the rural environment we find 
people of the same social, professional, economic, religious and cultural 
level, in the urban environment, on the contrary, the population is very dif
ferent in all these aspects.13

In the so called developed or post-industrial society, marriage is more and 
more rejected by couples, who decide to practice the free relations. By trying to 
give an answer to this modern mentality and practice which promotes 
a many-year-long cohabitation of the young people before marriage or even 
giving up the marriage, the Church underlines the lack of spiritual and moral 
value of such a relation. The intention of founding a family implies the pa
ternal blessing, the divine grace and assuming responsibilities of any kind, 
including the social ones, and this is the reason why the free cohabitation - 
“a marriage with no papers” - do not observe and do not agree with this pub
lic guarantee and do not acknowledge the social importance of marriage.

Within some families, the center of the family life is no longer the children, as it 
was until now, but the couple itself, and all the desires, expectations, hopes, 
are focused on this couple.14 When a child is born, the sphere of professional 
and extra-professional activities is restrained and a series of specific respons-

11 Raluca Popescu, Introducete in sociologia familiei: familia româneascâ in societatea 
contemporanä [introduction to the family sociology: the Romanian family in the contempor
aneous society], Ia§i, 2009.

12 Ion D. Dunäreanu, Familia §i societatea [Family and society], Târgu Mure§, 2000.
13 Georgeta Gherbea, Familia $i politica familialä în Romania in perioada de tranziçie 

[Family and the family politics in Romania during the transition period], Bucure§ti, 1996.
14 Baran Pescaru, Adina, Familia azi. O perspectivâ sociopedagogica [Family today. A so

cial-pedagogic perspective], Bucure§ti, 2004.
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ibilities occurs. The emancipation of women is another reason which de
termined this situation. By giving up her status of a housewife, some women 
gave up maternity as well. The lack of a child into a family may be explained 
also by the economic difficulties the individuals are confronted with, espe
cially in our days: unemployment, low incomes, the instability of jobs etc. 
Families without children are a form of the reorganization of family, as well 
as a model for a significant part of the young population. In 1990, in Romania 
there were born almost 314,000 children, and in 2012 less then 195,000. In our 
country, the most significant percentage is among young couples in the urb
an environment, in which the wife has a professional career.

The consensual relations or concubinages tend to become a frequent model, 
especially among young people, and are practiced as sexual experiences and 
non-marital cohabitations. It is spoken more and more often about couples 
and not family. The random relations and the “test marriages” are frequent 
practices. As we have shown in the statistics chapter, an important diminu
tion of the number of marriages, aggravated by the impact of the economical 
crises, occurred between 2007 and 2011. In this period, the number of the 
young who decided to get married decreased by 45%. These models create 
few responsibilities. The popularity of this way of life grew sensibly in the 
last years, due to the fact that a relation with no life commitments is a more 
economic, more pleasant and more comfortable way of living together. It is 
more and more obvious that the option for concubinage satisfies the need of 
autonomy.15

Regarding the responsibility of raising and educating children, there are never
theless many cases in which the interest of the parents for their own chil
dren is very small. The need and the desire of earning more, in order to live a 
decent life, determine some parents to work longer, even to have two or 
three jobs, and this situation have bad repercussions upon family and espe
cially children. The direct effect is the lack of communication and dialogue 
inside family, the lack of good cohabitation and good education of the chil
dren.16 There are parents who expect that school will do all the education ne
cessary. There is a wrong idea that school has to do the moral education as 
well, while family has no role in it. On the contrary, the traditional view says 
that the so-called “seven years from home” are very important for the moral 
health of the people.

15 See: Diana Iulia Andreescu, Familia monoparentalä - alternativa la familia tradĄiona- 
lä [The monoparental family - an alternative to the traditional family], Slatina, 2006.

16 Delia Bîrle, Elena Bonchis, Denisa Boros, Familia rolul ei in educarea copilului 
[Family and its role in child’s education], Ia§i, 2011.
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Divorce is also more and more present. We remind the reader that, on an 
average, there were in Romania in 2012 6,000 marriages and 2,500 divorces 
per month. What the idea of the person’s sacredness and the mystery of the 
marriage in general and the Christian family in particular imply is, to a great 
extent, lost. Marriages made only out of interest, without a good and pro
found knowledge of the partner, the lack of the inner equilibrium and pa
tience, as well as the influence of the imported models of family, do not de
termine any more members of the family to assume the cross it entails.17

There is also a social disorder created by the phenomenon of the migration 
abroad of a part of the active population of Romania in search of a better paid 
job. It happens often that many marriages come to an end, since there is 
a significant distance between the partners, while their children become vic
tims of school abandonment, prostitution, alcoholism, drugs, antisocial life, 
even suicide. Many divorces are caused by this separation, especially in those 
couples where problems were already present. The distance does not solve 
problems, it makes them more serious.

Another major problem in Romania is abortion. While in the last three 
decades of the communist regime abortion was forbidden, now it is a free 
practice. So free, that only between 1990 and 2010 there were officially 22 
million abortions! There is a constant struggle against abortions, in which 
the Churches have the main role, and the result of this struggle is visible: 
from almost one million abortions in 1990, the number in 2010 is around 
some thousands.

Alarming is also the average age of the beginning of the sexual life, around 12, 
due to the bad influence of the social environment, and the appearance of 
pregnancies at immature ages (12-14 years old), followed by abortions with 
traumatic consequences for the young girl or by the so-called “children who 
have children” situations.

There remain other problems family is confronted with every day: the 
conception of the dominant role of man, the domestic violence, alcohol. 
Mass-media, bad TV serials, the news about all kinds of VIPs offer to the 
young people some false models according to which fidelity and values are 
no longer in fashion. Marriage is a commercial good. There is this conviction 
that nothing lasts forever.

*

17 Cornel Avram, Familia sub stare de asediiv cosatone, divorf, recäsätorire [Family under 
siege: marriage, divorce, remarriage], O radea, 2010.
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We deliberately insisted on some recent challenges the family in Romania is confronted with. When comparing to other European states, the problems are in general the same. Although we presented almost exclusively the negative aspects of the family, it remains nevertheless one of the important pillars of the Church and the Romanian society.Besides, there is also a positive trend: that of working for the benefit of the family. There are movements of familial therapy, there are public and private institutions dedicated to protect the family interests. The issue of family is omnipresent. The Church considers that family is the blessed climate of life, the nest of love and the foundation of any healthy society; therefore, the Church protects it. The unity and the indestructible character of marriage and Christian family represent the warrant of fulfilling the divine plan for mankind: “Be fruitful and multiply and replenish the earth and subdue it” (Genesis 1, 28).
BibliographyAdumiträcesei, Ioan D., Familia in economia României [Family in the economy of 

Romania], Ia§i, 2009Andreescu, Diana Iulia, Familia monoparentalä - alternativa la familia tradfionala 
[The monoparental family - an alternative to the traditional family], Slatina, 2006Avram, Cornel, Familia sub stare de asediu: cäsätorie, divorf, recäsätorire [Family 
under siege: marriage, divorce, remarriage], Oradea, 2010.Bädescu, Virginia, Carte pentru familia tânara: informata utile viitorilor pärinfi 
[A book for the young family: information useful to the future parents], [s.n.], Bucuresti, 2003Baran Pescarli, Adina, Familia azi. 0 perspectivä sociopedagogica [Family today. A socio-pedagogie perspective], Bucureçti, 2004Bîrle, Delia; Bonchi§, Elena; Boro§, Denisa, Familia §i rolul ei m educarea copilului 
[Family and its role in child’s education], Iaçi, 2011Buta, Mircea Gelu (ed.), Medicii si biserica. Vol. 4: Familia, naçterea, tehnologii 
medicale de reproducere asistatä: (poziçii teologice, medicale, juridice, filo- 
zofice) [The doctors and the church. Vol. 4: Family, birth, medical technolo
gies of assisted reproduction: (theological, medical, juridical, philosophical 
views], Cluj-Napoca, 2006Campbell, Ross; Likes, Pat; Popescu Lucian, Copiti nostri si drogurile: pentru 
pärinti cärora le pasa [Our children and the drugs: for parents who care], Bu- cure§ti, 2001.



Between ideal and morality 85

Casatoria, cale spre sfinfenie. Vienile sfìnfilor càsàtorifi [Marriage, a path to holiness. 
The lives o f the married saints], Bucure§ti, 2001

Cojocäreanu, Gabriela; Cäpätänä, Irina; Chiju, Maria; Dragomir, Carmen Mari- 
nela, Educafia §i familia - antagonism sau complementaritate? [Education 
and family -  antagonism or complementarity], Craiova, 2008

Colcac, Tudor, Familia - vaträ a spiritualitafii româneçti [Family - hearth o f the Ro
manian spirituality ], [s.n.], Cluj-Napoca, 1999

Conferita intemafionalä de psihoterapii de familie „Familia între constrângere $i 
alegere” [The international conference o f family psychotherapies “Family 
between constraint and choice], Oradea-Bäile Felix, 20-22 mai 2005, [s. 
n.], Oradea, 2005

Constantinescu, Maria, Familia româneascà între tradire §i modemitate: studii $i 
cercetäri [The Romanian family between tradition and modernity: studies 
and researches], Pite§ti, 2008

Dumea, Claudiu, Familia creatina [The Christian family], Ia§i, 2005
Dunäreanu, Ion D., Familia româneascà [The Romanian family], Targu Mure§, 

2000
Dunäreanu, Ion D., Familia $i societatea [Family and society], Targu Mure§, 2000 
Evdokimov, Paul, Taina iubirii. SfinÇenia viefii conjugale in lumina tradirei orto-

doxe [The mystery of love. The holiness o f the married life in the light o f the 
Orthodox tradition], trad. rom. Gabriela Moldoveanu, Christiana, Bu- 
cureçti, 1992, 20062

Familia creatina azi [The Christian family today], Ia§i, 1995
Familie, filantropie $i etica sodala [Family, philanthropy and sodai ethics], 2 voi., Al- 

ba-Iulia, 2011
Florea, Marinela, $coala §i familia: analiza $i ìmbunàtafirea formelor de cooperare 

între çcoalà §i familie [School and family: the analysis and the improvement 
of cooperation forms between school and family], Bucureçti, 2009

Gherbea, Georgeta, Familia $i politica familialä in Romania în perioada de tranzifie 
[Family and the family politics in Romania during the transition period], Bu- 
cureçti, 1996

Gulei, Alexandru, Familia: funcfionalitate §i funcÇii [Family: functionality and func
tions], Ia§i, 2007

Härägu§, Paul Teodor, Folosirea timpului §i distribuai sarcinilor domestice în fa
milia din Romania [The use o f time and the assignment o f the domestic tasks 
in the Romanian family], Cluj-Napoca, 2010

Ilut, Petru; Cioflicä, Viorel-Mihai; Nistor, Laura, Familia monoparentalä în Ro
mania §i fenomene conexe [The monoparental family in Romania and con
nected phenomena], Cluj-Napoca, 2009

Iovu, Mihai-Bogdan, Abuzul ?i neglijarea copilului în familia româneascà [Child ab
use and neglect in the Romanian family ], [s.n.], Cluj-Napoca, 2010



86 $tefan Iloaie

Lica, Tanja , Familia si rolul ei in educarea copilului [Family and its role in child’s 
education], [s. n.], A lexan d ria , 2010

Mack, John, Ghid pentru dobândirea armoniei în familiile ortodoxe [A guide for the 
achievement o f  harmony in the Orthodox families], trad . rom . Doina 

R ogoti, B u cu reçti, 2007
Maica Magdalena, Cum sä comunicavi copiilor credinfa ortodoxä. Convorbiri, ré

fléchi si alte sfaturi [How to transmit to our children the Orthodox faith. Con
versations, reflections and other advice], D eisis, Sibiu, 2002

Meyendorff, John, Cäsätoria. Perspectiva ortodoxä [Marriage. The Orthodox per
spective], C lu j-N apoca, 2007

Mihäilescu, Ioan, Familia în societarie europene [Family in the European societies], 
Craiova, 1999

Mihoc, Constantin, Taina cäsätoriei §i familia crestina, în învâfaturile marilor 
Pärinfi ai Bisericii din secolul IV  [The sacrament o f  marriage and the Christi
an family, in the teachings o f the great Fathers o f  the Church in the fourth 
century], Sibiu, 2002

Mitrofan, Iolanda; Mitrofan, Nicolae, Familia de la A... la Z: mie diefionar al vie^ii 
de familie [Family from A... to Z: small dictionary o f  the fam ily life], Bu- 

cure§ti, 1991
Moldovan, Ilie, ,,fn Hristos §i în Biserica” Teologia iubirii [“ In Christ and in the 

Church” The theology o f  love], 2 voi., A lb a  Iulia, 1996

Panduru, Filofteia; Molnar, Maria, Familia §i copilul m Romania [Family and 
child in Romania], UNICEF R om ania, B u cu reçti, 2001

Parkinson, Lisa, Separarea, divorful §i familia [Separation, divorce and family], Bu- 
cure^ti, 1993

Petroman, Pavel T., Familia ìntre realitate si vis: elemente de psihologia familiei 
[Family between reality and dream: elements o f  family psychology], Tim 

isoara, 2005
Popescu, Leontin, Familia crestina si provoeärile lumii moderne [The Christian fam

ily and the challenges o f  the m odem  world], Galani, 2007

Popescu, Raluca, Introducere in sociologia familiei: familia româneasca m societatea 
contemporana [introduction to the family sociology: the Romanian family in 

the contemporaneous society], Ia§i, 2009

Sfântul Ioan Gurä de A ur, Cuvântari despre viafa de familie [Orations about the 
family life], T im içoara, 2005

Sfântul Teofan Zavorâtul, Mântuirea în viafa de familie [The salvation in the 
family life], E ditura Sofia, B u cu reçti, 2004

Solcan, §arolta, Familia în secolul al XVII-lea în Jarile Romane [Family in the sev
enteenth century in the Romanian Countries], B ucu re§ti, 1999

Stäiculescu, Ana Rodica; Jitcov, Daniela, Familia monoparentalâ ìntre traditional
ism si modemitate: scurtä analiza a problemelor specifice si a politicilor so-



Between ideal and morality 87

dale de rezolvare a lor [The monoparental family between tradition and 
modernity: a short analysis o f the specific problems and of the social politics 
regarding their solutions], Bucure§ti, 2006

§tefan, Cristina, Familia monoparentalä: aspecte privind protecfia sodala [The 
monoparental family: aspects regarding the social protection], Bucureçti, 
2001

§tefan, Cristina; Miroiu, Mihaela, Familia monoparentalä: o abordare politica [The 
monoparental family: a political approach], Ia§i-Bucure§ti, 2006

Tineretul §i cre§tinismul. Repere duhovniceçti pentru tinerii zilelor noastre [The 
youth and Christianity. Spiritual landmarks for the young o f our days], 
Craiova, 2008

Tucicov-Bogdan, Ana, Familia interetnica m societatea civilä din Romania (studii 
psihosociologice) [The inter-ethnical family in the civil society in Romania 
(psycho-sociological studies)], [s.n.], Bucure§ti, 1998

Tudose, Maria; Dabija, Elena; Oprea, Liliana; Nechifor, Elena, $coala §i familia, 
polii de rezistençâ ai educatiti [School and family, the resistance poles of edu
cation], Ia§i, 2004

Ungureanu, Mihai, Familia universul educational [Family and the educational 
universe], Ia§i, 2007

Viorel Sava, Ilie Melniciuc-Puicä (ed.), Familia m societatea contemporana [Fam
ily in the contemporaneous society], Ia§i, 2011

Voinea, Elena, Familia - partenerul de baza al $colii in dezvoltarea personalitafii ele- 
vului [Family -  the main partner o f school in the development o f pupil’s per
sonality], Craiova, 2010

Voinea, Maria; Apostu, Iulian, Familia §i fcoala in impas?: valori modele de so- 
cializare in tranzifie [Family and school in deadlock?: values and models o f 
socialization in transition], Bucure§ti, 2008


