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Abstract         The multiple and complex social relations in the field of forestry 
led legislature to sanction a series of acts producing injury. The emergence of 
forestry legislation is related to the functions that have forests. Thus, 
ownership of forests to produce wood resulted, as one can imagine the 
massive deforestation on the one hand, and on the other hand increase the 
level of civilization, this trait has led to the establishment of a unitary 
management. Forest regime has always progressed in size and combative, 
so it's become commonly growing success. Stages formulation of laws of 
other countries know and Romania. After the Revolution of 1989, after it 
appeared that the rule of law, democratic and socially imposed the necessity 
to adopt a new forestry legal framework must be replaced almost entirely 
Law. 2/1987. 
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Thus was developed a new forestry code 

became Law 26/1996 and other laws. Forestry Code is 

divided into seven titles set in the final one is rendered 

incriminating and enforcement regime, and some 

problems concerning the establishment and 

investigation of offenses. Adoption of the current 

forestry code of Romania gave rise to the expression of 

different opinions in literature, and make questionable 

legal practice solutions. It was necessary as the 

adoption of new laws being drafted Government 

Ordinance no. 96 of 27 August 1998 concerning the 

regulation of forestry and national forest management. 

He was then drafted Law. 141 of 23 July 1999 order 

that approved the changes and additions appearing 

between both criminality and criminal provisions of 

certain provisions of the criminal character, governed 

four offenses. 

To avoid the criminalization of acts (such 

offenses) several pieces of legislation that was not the 

best legislative solution, was used in the preparation of 

the Law no. 31 of 3 April 2000 on the establishment 

and sanctioning of infringements forest. Among others, 

the Law no. 75 of 16 January 2002 amending and 

supplementing Ordinance no. 96/1998 on the 

regulation of forestry and forest management, 

republished. The Law no. 183/2005 on amending 

article 32 of Government Ordinance no. 96/1998. [6] 

After playing the main laws relating to 

forestry and some incentives regime with particular 

reference to the most current of which it is concluded 

that at present the national forest property in whatever 

form should be protected and kept upright, so and 

criminal liability for the contravention of those who 

violate regulations forestry must be united and deter 

such crime. 

 

Materials and Methods 
 

Crimes covered by the legislation in Romania 

we have divided into two groups (A and B) of crimes 

covered, namely: 

A. offenses under Law no. 26/1996 (Forestry 

Code) 

B. offenses under O.G. no. 96/1998; 

Group A: Offences under the Forestry Code 

contains a number of forest crimes in July. 

Here, are examined, at each of the offenses 

mentioned in art. 96-103 of the Forestry Code issues: 

legal content, pre-existing conditions, constituent 

content, forms, procedures, sanctions and procedural 

issues. [6] 

1. Unauthorized occupancy of the destruction 

of forests and forest boundary marks 

According to the Forestry Code, crime is no 

right to occupy all or part of forests, forest land or 

national waters, and destruction, degradation or 

removal of border signs, yards or marking of parts is 

punishable by imprisonment from 3 months to 3 years 

or a fine. 

2. Theft of forest trees (Forestry Code Article 

98) 

Theft of trees felled or broken by natural 

phenomena, or trees, seedlings or saplings that were 

cut or uprooted, with or without right of national forest 
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land or forest vegetation, referred to in Article 6, if 

damage value is over five times higher than the 

average price of a cubic meter of standing timber, or if 

the value of the damage is below this limit, but the 

offense was committed at least two times within two 

years, a crime. 

The act is more serious if it resulted in a loss 

of over 20 times higher than the average price of a 

cubic meter of standing timber. The act is even worse 

if it had resulted in a loss of over 50 times higher than 

the average price of a cubic meter of standing timber. 

An act is punished more harshly if the theft was 

committed in the following circumstances: two or more 

persons together, for a person with a gun or dangerous 

chemicals, at night, in protected forest areas. [4]  

Features of this crime:  

- from reading the text shows that normative 

incriminating criminal use as “theft”, it established 

itself as a reality, the act of appropriating examined 

(unlawful taking) of certain goods, specifically forestry 

material (trees, saplings or sprouts). Material element 

of the crime is carried out only if all the following 

requirements: must be intended to circumvent the trees, 

seedlings or sprouts mentioned in the incriminating; 

property on which the deed is committed to be in the 

national forest area and other forest land provided in 

Article 6; 

- acquisition to be carried out without right, or 

in contempt of the law, consent of the authorities; 

- immediate consequence of the act must 

consist alternately in a loss of more than five times 

higher than the average price of a cubic meter standing 

timber; 

- lower damage, but the offense was 

committed at least twice within 2 years. Where there 

was a smaller loss than the limit value, perpetrators of 

these acts will be liable for a contravention of provided 

in article A section “c” or “d” of Law. 31/2000 on the 

establishment and sanctioning violations forest (it's 

value up to 5 damage 

times the average price of a cubic meter of standing 

timber. 

Although the offense provided by art.98 of the 

Forestry Code is similar to that theft under the 

Criminal Code, however they are not identical. 

- provision of the penal code relating to theft 

does not refer to any value criterion or “place”; 

- trees provided by the art theft. Condition 98 

of the Forestry Code existence of certain requirements 

of the crime (damage value, repeating the act in a 

certain period of time, they comprise only material 

object trees 

seedlings or shoots of the national forest, etc..). 

- distinguishing feature of forest crime under 

art. 98 consists of the removal of trees felled or broken 

phenomena so natural. 

The penalty for theft is imprisonment from 

trees 1-5 years or a fine. The act known aggravating 

some ways namely: 

- a loss of over 20 times higher than the 

average price of a cubic meter of standing timber, the 

punishment is imprisonment for 2-7 years; 

- a loss of over 50 times higher than the 

average price of a cubic meter of standing timber, the 

punishment is imprisonment for 3 years to 10 years. 

If the theft was committed in aggravated 

circumstances mentioned maximum punishment shall 

be increased by three years.  

- when cutting and theft offenses committed 

by personnel of trees  responsible for failure to forestry 

crimes and misdemeanors, the maximum penalties 

provided for shall be increased by two years. Vehicles 

and tools used in the commission who served offense 

are subject to special confiscation.  

3. Forging hammer marked forestry 

Marking operation (scrap) of trees to cut, 

regardless the ownership of forests that is carrying out 

the work - is a mandatory step in the procedure for 

wood products operation. Marking is done with an 

instrument called a “hammer forest” Form and use of 

hammers forestry and how marking of trees or groups 

of trees shall be regulated by approved by the public 

authorities responsible for forestry. [2] Registers used 

hammers forestry formally certify the application their 

real properties of common trees marked authenticity 

(shaft may be cut legally). The crime of forging 

hammer forestry can not be marked designed and 

carried out without pre-existing forestry hammer 

marked  

Forest organs used competent official. 

4. No right to use the hammer forestry register 

(Article 100) 

Use without specific statutory law or contrary 

to the hammer. Forest register is punishable by 

imprisonment from 6 months to 3 years. If, for 

marking, using a hammer or other forestry falsely 

marked objects or proper means, the punishment is 

imprisonment 1 to 5 years. We appreciate that the texts 

of the two offenses must be aggregated and drawn in 

the same article, since there are essential differences 

between them.  

5. Destruction or degradation by fire of forest 

Large areas of land is offense of aggravated 

destruction which resulted in a disaster and punished 

under the provisions of the Criminal Code (art.101);  If 

this premise is the existence of crime situation forests 

large areas of land.  

6. The destruction of forest vegetation by 

grazing (102)  

Destroying or damaging trees, seedlings or 

shoots by grazing in forests or areas where grazing is 

prohibited, in the amount of damage is more than five 

times higher than the average price of a cubic meter of 

wood mass foot, shall be punished with imprisonment 

from 3 months to 3 years or a fine. For the existence of 

the crime should be met the following requirements:  
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- destruction or damage by grazing to occur 

on trees, seedlings or shoots located in forests or areas 

where grazing is smoking;  

- the amount of damage to be over five times 

higher than the average price of a cubic meter of 

standing timber.  

7. Destroying or damaging junipers (103)  

Destroying or damaging in any way, the 

junipers, punishable by imprisonment for 3 months to 3 

years or a fine. They require some observations about 

the facts set out in art. 101 and 103 the Forestry Code, 

as follows: In art. 101 is criminalizing the act of 

"destruction, degradation or bringing unused status of 

forests by fire “Somewhat similar to the normative 

aspect is under investigation and action “destruction or 

injury in any way junipers (103 of the Code forestry).  

 

Group B: Offences under O. G. No. 96/1998, 

includes a number 4 crimes, as follows:  

1. Deforestation and forest vegetation change 

of use, destination land without the approval of central 

government authority responsible for Forestry (Art. 

31);  

Offense is necessary for the existence of 

cumulative meeting following requirements:  

- Commit to a task of clearing the area of 

forest vegetation; [1] 

- Change of use takes place or destination of 

the land which was vegetation;  

- Deforestation to be done without approval.  

2. Better deforestation and forest vegetation to 

changing times land use without approval (Article 31 

paragraph 4) 

We speak of a species variant of the common 

law crime provided by article 264 Criminal codes. Art. 

31 paragraphs 4 is a new rule infraction as provided for 

in art. 31 paragraph 1. Facilitate crime usually has no 

material object.  

3. Illegal cutting of forest vegetation (art. 32) 

Cutting, destruction or removal of the roots, 

without right of trees, seedlings or shoots from the 

national forest or forest vegetation located land outside 

of it, regardless of ownership by owners, holders or 

any other person, if the value trees, seedlings or shoots 

is over five times higher than the price average of one 

cubic meter of standing timber, or if the value is below 

this limit, but was committed at least twice within two 

years. If the value of trees, seedlings or sprouts cut, 

destroyed or removed of roots is 20 times higher than 

the average price of a cubic meter of standing timber, 

the penalty is greater. The deed is worse if the value of 

trees, seedlings or sprouts felled, uprooted or 

destroyed, is over 50 time’s average price of a cubic 

meter of standing timber.  

The maximum punishment is increased by 

three years, if the facts were committed in the 

following circumstances: two or more persons 

together, for a person with a gun or chemical 

dangerous at night, in forest areas  

protected. The attempt is punishable (see Law no. 

75/2002 - paragraph 4 - forms aggravated par. 5 - 

tentative).  

4. Destruction, degradation or brought into 

the unused forests (art. 33) 

Destruction, degradation or brought into 

unused of forest areas by the owners, keepers, or any 

other person  

their offense is larceny and destruction and punished 

by imprisonment from 6 months to 4 years. The 

material object is the forests of large areas of land. The 

act can be analyzed in several ways that committed by 

destruction, degradation or brought into disuse, and 

burning of forest areas. The offense provided for in art. 

33 O.G. no. 96/1998 unified manner provided for in 

art. 217 paragraphs 1 to those in paragraph 4 of the 

Code Criminal punishment is more severe unifying the 

destruction of simple milder than qualified and 

destruction. 

Means of criminal law used in forest 

protection are twofold: the substantive criminal law 

means and means to criminal procedural law. The 

second means is in close liaison with each other. 

Criminal liability is on the way the criminal trial, and it 

must be out the rules and safeguards of criminal 

procedure. A person who has committed a crime in the 

forest can not be punished without trial involving 

criminal prosecution and trial under the rules of 

criminal procedure code and forestry legislation. 

Research skills for all forest crimes, law enforcement 

are 

criminal police. They may be seized by any known 

referral patterns: the complaint, denunciation or 

default. [5] 

In this sense, art. 207 of the Criminal 

Procedure Code provide that a criminal investigation 

conducted by the police investigating authority, for any 

given crime is not necessarily the competence of other 

organs for research. Also, according to article 209 of 

the Code of Criminal Procedure - prosecutor exercises 

supervision over criminal acts: In exercising its 

discretion prosecutors supervise and control the 

activity of the criminal investigation police and other 

organs. The Prosecutor may conduct any criminal act 

in the cases they oversee. The complaint must include a 

description of the act, indicating the author, 

presentation means trial, the parties and witnesses, 

specifying whether the injured person is a party to civil 

and when appropriate indication of the person civilly 

responsible (art. 283 Code of Criminal Procedure). 

According to article 284 of the Criminal Procedure 

Code, the offenses for which the law provides that the 

complaint, it must be lodged within two months the 

day the injured person knew who the perpetrator. 

On the other hand, according to article 223 of 

the Code of Criminal Procedure, is the denunciation 

made by a person or an establishment covered by 

article 145 of the Criminal Code about committing a 

crime. Report must contain the same data as the 
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complaint. [5] Written denunciation must be signed by 

the informer, and if oral denunciation, it recorded in 

the minutes by the body before which it was done. 

From the procedural point of view, however, forestry 

crimes are subject to prosecution ex officio, which 

corresponds to both the seriousness that usually show 

these facts and the need to ensure effective protection 

of forests. Acts committed at the expense of national 

forests, regardless of ownership, are forest crime is 

considered on its own track and not be extinguished by 

the reconciliation.  

A Supreme Court decision, occasions to 

discuss an interesting problem on procedural matters 

for crimes specified in article 32 O.G. 96/1998, art. 98 

of the Forestry Code and Article 31 of Law no. 

141/1999. It held that the perpetrator, a relative of the 

person injured trees cut down and stolen property to 

the injured party. The court ordered the termination of 

criminal proceedings under the rules of criminal 

procedure on the grounds that the parties were 

reconciled. The present case could be rendered address 

whether the offenses covered by article 32 O.G. 

96/1998, article Forestry Code and Article 31 of Law 

141/1999 the provisions of Art. 210 Criminal Code, if 

when these acts are committed by an individual forest 

ownership spouse, next of kin. 

In connection with the findings should be 

noted that Article 109 Forest Code which provide that 

the provisions of Title VI (responsibilities and 

penalties) is added to the Code of Criminal Procedure. 

It concludes that this situation applies to art. 210 

Criminal Code, in that criminal proceedings shall be 

initiated only complaint of the victim (which is 

addressed to the court) and criminal liability 

reconciliation. In expressing this opinion to which I 

can not agree, you probably had in mind that when the 

same person will commit more acts of misconduct by 

the Forestry Code will apply the provisions of Articles 

33 or 41 par. 2 of the Criminal Code on crimes and 

crime continued competition in this regard our supreme 

court has pronounced a decision which remains valid 

today. Although some offense resemble forest provided 

by art theft. Code 210 criminal, yet they are not 

identical and can not put equal sign between them. 

The case in question (if applicable or not art. 

210 of the penal code) we conclude that cutting and 

theft of trees from national forest, even if the trees are 

the property of an individual, the constituent elements 

of criminal acts under forest article 32 O.G. 96/1998 

and article 98 of the Forestry Code and not the offense 

of theft under the Criminal Code. Being the national 

forest, regardless of form of ownership where forestry 

crimes were committed, criminal proceedings can be 

put in motion and the motion and does not go through 

reconciliation. So the application of article 210 

Criminal Code, in those criminal proceedings shall be 

initiated only complaint of the injured party, not find 

reasons for forest offenses. [3] Exceptions or additions 

provided the Forest Code will be protruding from the 

Code of Criminal Procedure, the former being 

considered more appropriate for the purposes of 

criminal offenses in the forest. Opinion rendered to 

which we subscribe, is based and the application of the 

general principle that in cases where the choice 

between normal rules and special rules, the latter 

prevail whenever there is a text that would have 

otherwise. This regulation involves the implementation 

of the rule on procedural plan contained in the 

provisions of the Criminal Code as meaning that the 

general provisions of this Code shall apply to criminal 

acts penalized by special laws unless otherwise 

provided by law.  

The finding is made but forest crime and the 

forest of expert bodies (foresters, brigade, district 

forest chiefs, forest engineers and technicians from the 

forest districts, forest, etc. units, they being much wider 

possibilities for prevention, control and discovery of 

these offenses). By way of derogation from the rules of 

criminal procedure, however, the minutes of finding 

the offense is sent from the forest area of jurisdiction of 

the place where the offense was committed for 

calculating damages. [6] 

A place primarily in the business management 

of evidence in the case of forest crime is the on-site 

investigation report prepared by the prosecution, which 

recorded the facts resulting from the offense. The 

research recorded in the minutes of the diameter of 

each spot in crime (for example, for crimes specified in 

Art. 32 of Ordinance 96/1998 and art. 98 of the 

Forestry Code) calculation premise to create injury. 

Forestry bodies (foresters, brigade) Accompanied by a 

police officer is authorized to identify and inventory 

the places where the crimes of wood materials from 

compliance with the Code of Criminal Procedure on 

search Competent bodies (police, prosecution, courts) 

must determine the person injured, the amount of 

injury and can repair damage caused by the offense. 

 

Results 

 
Regarding the incriminating and enforcement 

regime, they vary from one law to another depending 

on concrete conditions of each country, and depending 

on the role that each state is giving the means of 

criminal law defense of those relations. The emergence 

of forestry legislation is related to the functions that 

have forests. Increasing the level of civilization in 

some European countries (XII-XIV) led to the adoption 

of a forest management unit in Germany, France and 

Austria.  

In the Romanian principalities until toward 

the end of XII-XVIII centuries there has been a special 

tendency to “conservation of forests.” Other features of 

the forests, the hydrological and recreational led the 

new legislative measures about two centuries later (in 

1635 banning deforestation and logging in the forests 

of mountain races in France, following the flooding 

waters of the Rhone and the establishment of forest 
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leisure around Paris). Also in France, under Louis XIV 

in 1669 came a real forestry code, history of forest 

legislation known as the “Colbert's Ordinance.” 

Subsequently, the forest management rules 

were expanded and increased in parallel with the 

emergence of others, due to the enhancement of new 

groups of features, a process which in the nineteenth 

century corresponds to the adoption in all civilized 

states forestry laws, some of which are at present in 

force. We illustrate in this forest laws in Prussia 

occurred during 1811şi 1845, Bavaria, 1852, 1879 etc.  

The 1852 Forestry Code was enacted to apply 

in Austria-Hungary. Order by Colbert in France in 

1827 was replaced by a new forestry code. Given that 

this model of law but especially under the influence of 

the forestry regime established in France, later in the 

nineteenth century forestry laws have been adopted in 

many countries. In give this example code Belgian 

forest occurred in 1889 (as amended) that and in 

France and Austria. Dominant feature of the period of 

the nineteenth century is thus a triumph of self-forest, 

an area which is subject to national laws. 

In the twentieth century forestry legislation 

(modern forestry legislation) is multiplied by their 

appearance in the socialist countries in Europe and 

Asia. [2]In the former German Democratic Republic, 

from October 7, 1949 Constitution abolished the 

monopolies which have also occurred in November, 

that protect forest - state ownership. Forestry Law no. 

166 of 1969 published in the former Czechoslovak 

Socialist Republic, at that time not only regulate 

forestry itself, but also social relationships with other 

branches of economy, society implicitly.  

Actions for legislative reforms have taken 

place in other countries such as France, Italy, Austria, 

Belgium, Greece and Turkey. Each developing country 

acts in relation to those specific conditions. Thus, in 

French literature indicates that currently, the Criminal 

Code (just) has been renewed to be effective; there is 

no question that forest legislation is largely a criminal 

inspiration. Forestry legislation entire criminal law is 

also interpreted narrowly. Besides the mentioned 

normative acts, and other known codes such as that 

adopted forest Sweden (1958), Netherlands (1965). 

We can say that we are in a time of general 

interest forestry legislation human, historical 

importance for scientific forest protection all over the 

earth. The problem of environmental defense, ground 

water, air and hence the forest vegetation was 

permanently out of the Moldovan Government, striking 

the amendments and additions legislation in this area 

over the last four years. The Criminal Code of the 

Republic of Moldova in chapter IX, where offenses 

punishable environmental crimes are governed illegal 

cutting of vegetation forestry and forest destruction and 

massive damage. Including the two offenses in 

Chapter-only offenses green, shows the great attention 

of the Moldovan state attaches to human rights, 

supremacy of the natural environment as an entity in 

which he lives. Illegal cutting of trees and shrubs in 

forest resources or natural areas protected by state 

committed by persons responsible for the protection 

and guarding of the forest vegetation or large scale, is 

punished with a fine or community service work 

imprisonment.  

For legal person who has committed such an 

offense, the penalty is a fine deprivation of the right to 

exercise certain economic activity. [4]Massive forest 

destruction or damage by fire or imprudent use of 

sources of increased danger is punishable with a fine 

for individuals, work or community service sentence 

and for legal persons, the penalty is fine by deprivation 

of the right to exercise a certain activity. With the large 

scale destruction and deterioration of forest massifs is 

done with intent, arson are much more severe penalties 

for both individuals and legal persons.  

Legal person is guilty of the crime to which I 

referred, may be punished by deprivation of the right to 

exercise a certain activity or liquidation of the 

company. The current French forestry code has 

covered forestry crimes in Chapter II, entitled 

"preventive measures and sanctions." Here we provide 

a range of sanctions for those who commit antisocial 

acts detrimental to the forest. Belgian Forest Code 

establishes Title XII entitled “Punishment and 

convictions for the Protection of Forests” forest crimes 

and misdemeanors.  

Of those shown can be seen that the current 

forestry codes of the Member mentioned, containing 

regulations with regard to the forest itself, especially 

the regulations concerning criminal. Should be outlined 

initiatives to improve the legal framework forestry 

cooperation of states, exemplifying the collaboration 

existing line of specialized institutions from the United 

Nations. Process optimization framework of their 

contemporary forestry, necessarily requires the efforts 

of civilized nations in the fight against the destructive 

effects of long-distance on their irrational logging. 

Criminality so special is a reflection of the economic 

structure of each country separately. 

 

Conclusions 

 
Cases have occurred in present specific 

phenomenon caused illegal logging are identified: lack 

or inadequacy of control structures to the forest. 

Basically, during 1991-2000, State control of 

compliance to the forest was absent. Enforcement of 

forestry regime thus maintaining the integrity of the 

forest actually began with the establishment of 

inspectorates for Forestry and Hunting, subunit of 

subordinated central authority responsible for forestry 

in 2000. Since July 2003, they passed under the 

National Control Authority;  

- disharmony between some regulations on 

forest regime and the Constitution of Romania on the 

right of ownership and how it manifests itself 

(integration of trees that stands with protective 
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functions without the owner's consent, the failure by 

the State under any circumstances to protect the value 

functions, only the imposition of sorts - timber wood 

and / or veneer, for all forest owners)  

- high degree of dispersion and fragmentation 

of forest properties belonging  individuals;  

- lack of wood in poor areas in forests; [6] 

- desire to obtain immediate revenue 

generated by the uncertainty of ownership  reverted to 

forests, in particular, under Law 18/1991.  

- purchase of timber from individuals with no 

paperwork is legal;  

- falsifying papers and notices accompanying 

the expedition, in the sense that, first copy 

(Accompanying the goods) pass the actual quantity and 

the duplicate (which are recorded on accounting firm) 

to pass a smaller amount, thus being subject to 

significant amounts of tax evasion would be transferred 

from the state budget;  

- use of the documents accompanying the 

goods, which were reported lost or stolen;  

- Low involvement in forest guard by 

authorized bodies and the existence of forest periods of 

delays in establishing jurisdiction on guard; [6] 

- precarious economic situation of many 

locals, who have formed over the years forest primary 

means of subsistence. Among the risk areas, which 

occurred due to illegal logging and timber, and where 

due to objective causes these conditions and maintain, 

are:  

A. Budacului Valley areas in Bistrita Valley 

Zagrii Năsăsud; Călineşti, Davideşti, Glade Lake, 

Rucăr and Dâmbovicioara Argeş county, Pomârla, 

Gărăbeşti, Ibănesti Botosani County, Lake Sărat 

wooded embankment on the river Danube from Brăila 

county, and Şimleul Sărmăşag Silvaniei Sălaj County, 

Petelea, Gladeni and Band of Mureş County of Săcele 

Brasov county, barbed, and Comana Bolentin Giurgiu 

County, where pressure on forests is high all season, 

since many Roma citizens, who are traditional 

woodworking job and lack of social protection to this 

category Social exploitation of forest that have been a 

source of income.  

B. Someş Valley and Valley areas of Bistriţa 

Năsăud Bârgăului; Comăneşti in Bacău County, 

Vlachos and Borsec Harghita County, the Forest 

County Filipeşti necessary to keep the forest - the 

forest districts to teach guards - have taught and have 

no confidence in this measure and are not afraid will be 

returned.  

Some citizens do not understand that cutting 

trees, regardless of ownership, is can only take place 

under the forest. Although recovery has been validated 

annexes the former property, according to Law 

no.18/1991 and Law no. 1/2000, many counties are 

facing difficulties in carrying out topographic 

measurements, terminals and wooded areas for 

individualization because charges specialized 

companies are great and a lot of owners do not have 

the necessary amounts. Also, several actions are 

pending in the courts, especially in the reconstruction  

The unfinished-owners so far and not allow 

completion of background Prahova County Upper 

Vişeul Borşa and Maramureş, where due to closure of 

large mining and industrial sites, people have lost their 

income and have set up small companies that are 

engaged in operating, or marketing of cutting wood, 

mostly purchased illegal. By the Law no. 120/2004 

amending and completing Government Ordinance no. 

96/1998 on the regulation of forestry and national 

forest management, to act wrongly only one who cut, 

destroy or remove the roots without law trees, 

seedlings or shoots from the national forest or forest 

vegetation on land lying outside of it “expressly made 

subject” to act as the owner or keeper. Imposing this 

requirement was that the liability for such acts to be 

only forest crime is committed when an owner or 

keeper. [5]The Law no. 183/2005 was redrafted 

provisions of paragraph 1 of art. 32 O.G. no. 96/1998, 

under which, forest crimes are committed within all 

categories included “all forms of ownership, the 

owners, holders or any other person “. 

Another risk factor was the emergence of the 

late Government Emergency Ordinance no. 98/2003 on 

security takeover by the State Forestry forest districts 

of individuals and an appropriate legislative framework 

conducive to discourage people are more likely to 

commit misconduct in the forest regime. 
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