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SUMMARY

In the context of European integration and the accelerated modernization of Romanian
agriculture, European funds have become an essential instrument for supporting the sustainable
development of rural areas and for reducing economic and social disparities. The Common
Agricultural Policy (CAP), the main support mechanism in this field, has offered Romania the
opportunity to finance strategic investments, support farmers, and foster territorial cohesion. The
2014-2020 programming period represented an important stage, during which substantial funds
were available for reforming agriculture, developing infrastructure, and improving the quality of
life in rural areas.

This thesis is based on the premise that evaluating the impact of European funds should
not be limited to analyzing the absorption rate, but should also include the real effects generated
at the economic and social levels. In an agricultural system marked by fragmentation, deficient
infrastructure, and demographic challenges, it is essential to assess how financial resources have
been transformed into concrete results, visible at the level of farmers, rural communities, and local
economic structures.

The choice of this topic is justified by the strategic importance of agriculture in the national
econonty, as well as by the need to improve the efficiency of public policies and financing
mechanisms. Despite the progress achieved, dysfunctions persist, such as bureaucracy, unequal
distribution of funds, and limited administrative capacity in certain regions. In this context, the
research aims to provide an objective, empirically grounded analysis of how European agricultural
funds have contributed to socic-economic development in Romania during the analyzed period.

The main objective of this thesis is to evaluate the economic and social impact of European
funds allocated to agriculture in the 20142020 period. To this end, the research focuses on:

- identifying relevant financial instruments and the implementation framework;

- analyzing the absorption rate and distribution of funds;

- measuring the impact on farmers, infrastructure, employment, and social inclusion;

- highlighting the main challenges and formulating recommendations for future policies.



Agriculture is a strategic sector of the national economy, with direct implications for food
security, employment, and rural development. The European funds allocated during 2014-2020
represented the main support mechanism for modernizing farms and reducing regional disparities.
The analysis of the socio-economic impact of these resources is essential for assessing the
efficiency of public policies and for substantiating recommendations aimed at strengthening the
sustainable development of rural areas.

The purpose of this thesis is to evaluate the impact of European funds on Romanian
agriculture and to outline development directions, with an emphasis on rural areas, based on the
analysis of statistical data. The research objectives target the identification of the current situation
regarding access to Submeasure 6.1, as well as the analysis of the balance between completed
projects and the causes of their low completion rate. The methodology includes comparative
analysis, techno-economic analysis, and graphical methods, with the calculation of descriptive
statistical indicators, including Chi-square, Pearson, and Cramer tests.

The thesis is structured into five chapters, preceded by an introduction and concluded with
a series of conclusions and proposals.

Chapter I, entitled “Theoretical Approaches to the Common Agricultural Policy”,
addresses the theoretical and historical foundations of the CAP, analyzing its evolution from the
Treaty of Rome to the present. The main objectives of the CAP are highlighted, along with the
significant reforms that have influenced the structure of support granted to farmers. A clear
distinction is made between the two pillars of the CAP — direct support and rural development —
and the role of common market organizations, subsidies, intervention prices, and customs
protection in stabilizing the European agricultural market is analyzed.

Chapter II, entitled “Socio-Economic Analysis of the Rural Environment in Romania”,
provides a detailed diagnosis of the Romanian rural space, starting from its geographical and
historical characteristics to its current social, economic, and demographic aspects. The main
challenges in rural areas are emphasized: population aging, poverty, lack of infrastructure, and
migration, as well as the significant agricultural potential. The chapter analyzes the structure of
employment, the level of education, and access to public services, in a comparative context with
EU regions.

Chapter III, entitled “Analysis of Accessing Funds Allocated to the Agri-Food Sector and

Rural Development in Romania”, aims to evaluate how European and national funds were



accessed and used to support the agri-food sector and rural development in Romania during 2014-
2020. The general importance of funds is analyzed in depth, along with the results obtained through
specific programs within the NRDP and national initiatives.

The first part of the chapter emphasizes the crucial role of the CAP in modernizing
Romanian rural areas. Following Romania’s EU accession, the CAP represented one of the most
consistent sources of financing for agriculture and rural development. The focus is placed on its
two fundamental components: agricultural subsidies (Pillar I} and rural development support
(Pillar II), through which investments were made in infrastructure, environmental protection,
human capital, and support for young farmers.

The chapter also presents concrete results, such as the number of submitted, selected, and
paid projects, as well as the direct effects on infrastructure, job creation, and local economic
development. For instance, the Tomato Program and the Apiculture Program, financed from
national funds with EU co-financing, contributed to supporting local producers, modernizing the
sector, and increasing the competitiveness of Romanian agricultural products.

Chapter IV, entitled “Analysis of the Absorption Rate and Financial Efficiency within
Submeasure 6.1”, represents the core of the thesis and presents the results obtained from applying
statistical and econometric methods. The correlations between variables such as the value of
financial support, farmed area, project status, and applicants’ characteristics are analyzed. The
positive impact of funds on farmers’ incomes, rural infrastructure, and employment is highlighted,
along with system dysfunctions such as regional disparities, bureaucracy, implementation
difficulties, and unequal absorption of funds.

The final chapter synthesizes the research findings, confirming the positive effects of funds
on rural development, while also underlining the need to reform allocation and monitoring
mechanisms. Clear proposals are formulated for improving policies: digitalizing processes,
simplifying guidelines, supporting young farmers, strengthening local administrative capacity, and
encouraging farmer associations. The author’s personal contribution is emphasized in integrating
European and national funds into a coherent analytical framework, with practical value for future

public policies.
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