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Abstract       Forest certification represents a market which ensures the 
appropriate framework for the implementation of special measures for a 
responsible management of ecological, social and economic values. In the 
framework of the forest certification policy, the concept of high conservation 
value forests (HCVF) was developed.  
The high conservation value forests are considered those forests having a 
special importance from the perspective of environmental protection, 
biodiversity conservation and cultural-religious values (25). Their complexity 
determines sensitive problems in establishing the appropriate measures for 
their management. The paper presents an example of establishing 
management measures for the high conservation value forests in the Timiș  
County, based on the analysis of values and threats – a method that is 
promoted by the IUCN and often used in the field of protected area 
management.  
The management measures were established by taking into account the need 
of valuing the wood, forest habitat management through an active 
management and, especially the need to maintain or increase their 
conservation value. In this context, the need for a complete palette of 
management measures, ranging from the total restriction for economic 
activities (Ex: HCVF 1.2 Macedonia Forest), the partial restriction for the 
measures provisioned in the forest fund areas (Ex: HCVF 6, in which “the 
forest harvesting will be done only out of the periods corresponding to local 
cultural events”, to the execution of all interventions provided in the forest 
management plan (e.g. HCVF 4.2) becomes obvious.   
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The efforts of conserving the values „hosted” but 

forests, as well as the forest production activities have 

to merge in a constructive manner, that is able to 

provide not only a guarantee for a high quality 

management but also a added value. One of the market 

mechanisms which ensure the achievement of this goal 

is the forest management certification.  

The need to certify the forest management occurred at 

the beginning of the „90s, when the public opinion 

became aware of the negative effect of the irrational 

use of natural resources, and especially to the forest 

resources. A group of wood salesmen and producers, 

together with the representatives of some 

environmental NGOs met in California in 1990 and 

agreed on the conclusion that there was a great need to 

elaborate and adopt a series of standards for the quality 

of forest management, as well as an independent 

system of auditing in this field (17).    

The forest certification system elaborated by the Forest 

Stewardship Council (FSC) was adopted by the Forest 

Directorate of Timiș  in 2005, together with seven 

other forest directorates: i.e. Arad, Argeş, Cluj, 

Dâmboviţa, Hunedoara, Neamț  and Suceava. This 

system aims to promoting a management which is 

responsible from an ecologic, social and economic 

point of view and which takes into account the specific 

conditions (e.g. economic, social, politic, etc) from 

each country.  

 

The responsible forest management  
 

Departing from the debates concerning the forests in 

which forest harvesting should not be allowed or those 

in which these interventions should be controlled, the 

concept of responsible forest management occurred. 

The concept was initially developed in the framework 

of the debates concerning the approaches towards a 

sustainable management, without following the 

exclusion of all forms of exploitation in any kind of 

situation. It was initially designed rather as an 
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instrument for the forest managers to develop 

management plans that contribute to conservation.  The 

idea behind this concept was that of adopting all kinds 

of management measures by simultaneously taking into 

account the present conservation values and by using 

the precautionary principle in case of uncertain or 

unclear situations (17).   

This means that if a particular conservation value could 

exist in a certain place, the forest management should 

assume the fact that it exists, and, if an activity could 

produce prejudices to a high conservation value, the 

forest management should act in consequence to e.g. 

prevent its degradation. In some situations this might 

mean the formal protection of HCVFs, in some cases 

the forest harvesting might have to be totally restricted, 

while in some others a responsible forest management 

is necessary (49).   

The areas with a responsible management can 

contribute to the biodiversity conservation – as it may 

be the case with the ecological corridors, to 

maintaining some forest habitats or even to covering 

the basic needs and ensuring the environmental 

services for the local communities (52).  

The concept of responsible management represents an 

“extension” of the principle of continuity, elaborated 

by Hartig and of the concept of sustainable forest 

management.  These principles are closely connected 

to the wider principle of sustainable development. As 

stated by the International Commission for 

Environment and Development in 1987, “the 

development is sustainable only when it fulfils the 

needs of the present generation without compromising 

the capacity of the future generations to fulfil their 

needs”.  

 The sustainable forest management is 

defined by the Helsinki resolution of the Ministerial 

Conference of the Protection of Forests in Europe 

(1993) as „the management and use of forest and forest 

lands in a manner and at a level that maintains the 

biodiversity, productivity, regeneration capacity, 

vitality and potential to fulfil its ecological, economic 

and social relevant functions now as well as in the 

future, at local, national and global level, without 

causing prejudices to other ecosystems”. According to 

the ITTO (1998), “the sustainable forest management 

represent the management of forests that aims to ensure 

the continuous generation of products and services, 

without diminishing the inherent values and the 

productive capacity of forest and without inducing 

undesirable effects to the physical and social 

environment”.     

 It can be noticed the fact that the first 

definition is very much alike the principle of continuity 

elaborated by Hartig, since the end of the XIX
th 

century, while the others only bring some extensions 

referring to the wood resources as well as to the social 

and economic ones.   

 The need to improve and complete the 

principle of continuity was emphasize in the Romanian 

scientific literature, when stating the need to introduce 

the “ecological principle” (15) in the forest 

management plan. Although both terms are frequently 

used, there is no unanimous convention concerning the 

use of these terms; it is generally preferred that the 

term of sustainable management is used when referring 

to resources, while the term of responsible 

management is used when referring to both the 

management of the resources and the administrative 

actions that contribute to achieving this aim.        

 It is known the fact that in forestry, the last 

edition of the Technical norms dates from year 2000 

while their provisions are mostly based on those 

elaborated in 1986, that are partially adapted to the 

specific conditions of forest restitution to the former 

owners but do not include provisions that are in line 

with the new environmental legislation. On the other 

side, it is true that the Technical norms elaborated in 

1986 were already respecting the provisions of the 

wide majority of international conventions that were in 

force at that time. The concept of „sustainable 

management” and „responsible forest management” 

are a direct consequence of the World Summit in Rio 

de Janeiro (17).   

 The certification of responsible forest 

management represents a result of the adoption and 

implementation of the above mentioned concepts. In 

the same time, the forest certification imposed the 

fulfilment of new international standards, contributing 

to the development of an important instrument for the 

evaluation of forest management that is available to 

any actors that is concerned with the management of 

forests in a particular region.     

 

High Conservation Value Forests  
 

The High Conservation Value Forests (HCVF) 

represents an instrument for the evaluation of a 

responsible forest management. In other words, to 

prove the adoption into practice of a responsible forest 

management, it is imperatively necessary to identify, 

map and manage properly those forests that include 

high conservation values (52). 

Forests are generally „hosting” a series of 

environmental and social values. There where such 

values have an exceptional or critical importance, 

forest can be defined as a high conservation value 

forest (HCVF). Hence, the HCVFs have a special 

importance for the conservation of biodiversity and 

cultural-spiritual values (25).  

The concept of high conservation value forest was 

developed by the Forest Stewardship Council (FSC), it 

is integrated in the 9th principle of the FSC 

certification system and was published for the first time 

in 1999. A responsible forest management has to 

identify the high conservation values and to assign 

forest management measures that contribute to their 

maintenance or enhancement. A monitoring system of 

these values is in the same time necessary (40).    
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The 9
th

 principle of the FSC certification system refers 

to the fact that after the identification of high nature 

conservation values, the forest managers have to plan 

and implement the management actions in a manner 

that maintains and enhances the high conservation 

values, and to develop and implement a monitoring 

program that follows the achievement of this objective. 

The identification of conservation values in the forest 

areas with the purpose to adapt the management 

measures in order to protect them is not a completely 

new idea. However, the novelty consists in the 

different taxonomy of forest vegetation in functional 

groups and sub-groups – i.e. the introduction of the 

category of HCVF which is differentiated by the:          

• participatory process – the identification of 

high conservation values by the consultation of all 

stakeholders; 

• the environmental and socio-cultural values 

are considered as well – three of the six categories refer 

to environmental measures, and other two to social 

measures;  

• the unitary approach of the environmental 

values, depending on their nature but mostly on the 

management measures that can be adopted;  

• the management measures can be 

differentiated depending on the values – the 

management measures that are implemented are 

differentiated depending on the objectives that have to 

be considered (e.g. the measures for the protection of 

an endemic specie are differentiated to those aiming for 

the conservation of a rare or endangered ecosystem) 

(40).  

 

The research method  

 

The materials 
 

The research was done in the forest area situated within 

the administrative borders of Timiș  County.  

The forest area of Timiș  County covers 97869 ha, out 

of which:  

 82.967 ha (85%) is managed by the 

National Forest Administration (NFA) Romsilva,  

through the Timiș  Forest Directorate, having the 

following structure of ownership: 

- 78.490 ha, public state property; 

-   2.897 ha, public property of the territorial-

administrative units; 

-   1.580 ha, owned by other owners (e.g. 

churches, physical and legal persons of private right, 

etc.). 

 14902 ha (15%) of private management. 

Beginning with 1990 till present, the forest area owned 

by the state decreased with 19.379 ha, due to the 

changes that occurred in the legislation concerning the 

land ownership. In the same time, by taking over some 

areas covered by degraded lands from the ADS and by 

buying lands covered by forest, Timiș  Forest 

Directorate took into administration 529 ha of forest.    

It is therefore noticeable the fact that the state forest 

administration can have the greatest impact on the 

forest management in the county, due to its wideness. 

As a consequence, the adoption of management 

measures for the HCVFs, in order to keep the FSC 

certificate is the most useful economic instrument for 

the conservation of environmental and social values.         

 

The method 
 

To assign the management measures, the following 

issues have been used as a starting point: the species‟ 

needs for specific ecological conditions, the pressures 

and threats and the evaluation of the effects of forest 

management interventions on their existence and 

viability. Forest harvesting has the greatest impact on 

the environmental values amongst all the forest 

interventions; therefore a SWOT analysis was applied 

to identify its strengths and weaknesses.   

According to the IUCN definitions, the pressures refer 

to a phenomena that had negative effects in the last 5 

years, while threats are actions that will continue or 

might occur in the future, having negative effects in the 

next years (39).  

The management of high nature value forests has to 

ensure measures to prevent the threats that can destroy 

the values in the future and to reduce the effect of 

pressures in present.  

The evaluation of pressures and threats was done by 

following the model initially presented in 

„Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool”, 

developed by WWF and World Bank, revised and 

published by WWF International in July 2007.  

 The SWOT analysis is used to identify the threats and 

weaknesses and to determine the opportunities and 

threats of forest harvesting in relation with the high 

conservation values.  

 

The Strengths – include the positive characteristics of 

the forest harvesting activities. The following issues 

have been considered when identifying the strengths:  

o the advantages of forestry activities  

o the effects are more desirable than in the case 

of non-harvesting activities  

o the strengths of forestry from stakeholders‟ 

perspective.   

The Weaknesses – include the negative aspects 

concerning the forest harvesting activities. The 

following issues have been considered when 

identifying the weaknesses:  

o the disadvantages of forestry activities  

o the weaknesses of forestry from stakeholders‟ 

point of view.  

The Opportunities – refer to external positive factors 

for the forest harvesting as: 

o favourable conditions for the development / 

occurrence of HNVF as a result of management / 

forestry activities. 
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The Threats – comprise the external negative 

conditions for the HNVF generated by the forest 

harvesting activities, as: 

o obstacles for maintaining or increasing the 

conservation value through management measures  

o negative conditions generated by the forest 

harvesting . 

 

Results  

 

Cenad Forest – HCVF 1.1 
 

„Cenad Forest” is a forest reserve covering 280 ha, that 

is included in Lunca Mureș ului Nature Park. It is 

situated in the administrative area of Timişoara Forest 

District, the Production Unit IX Cenad and it conserves 

a mixed silvosteppe forest of pedunculate oak. 

As it is included in the zone of integral protection of 

Lunca Mureşului Nature Park, its management and 

monitoring measures are included in the management 

plan of the park.    

 

A. The provisions of the Forest Management 

Plan  

 

Considering the fact that Cenad Forest is included in 

the zone of integral protection of Lunca Muresului 

Nature Park, the Forest Management Plan doesn‟t 

allow any kind of intervention in this area.  

 

B. Pressures and threats 

C.  

 

Table 1  

Pressures and threats in the Cenad Forest 

 

1. Residential and commercial development  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 1.1 Houses and human settlements  

    X 1.2 Commercial and industrial areas 

    X 1.3 Touristic and recreational infrastructure  

 

2. Agriculture and aquaculture  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P X    2.1 Annual and perennial crops  

In the past the agriculture represented a high source of pressure for the forest stands located in the plane areas, due 

to the reconversion of forests into agricultural lands.  

T X    2.2 Plantations and special crops for cellulose 

Genetically modified tree plantations (poplar, willow, paulownia cultures, etc) used for biomass, could represent in 

the future a high pressure, as these species could become invasive. 

P/T   X  2.3 Zootechnical farms and grazing  

Grazing represents a permanent and a future threat, threatening the natural regeneration of forest stands, being able 

to lead, in extreme cases to derived forest stands. 

    X 2.4 Marine and fresh water aquaculture  

 

3. Energetic production and mining  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 3.1 Drilling for oil and gas 

    X 3.2 Mining and quarry exploitation  

    X 3.3 The energy production, including hydropower plants 

and dams  

 

4. Transport and services  

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P/T  X  X 4.1 Roads and rail-roads  

The building of forest tracks for making the forest fund more accessible brings important changes into the ecosystem 

(bird and mammal populations are disturbed by the human presence in the forest) 

    X 4.2 Communication lines and utilities  

    X 4.3 Naviagation chanels and corridors  

    X 4.4 Aerial corridors  
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5. The use and degradation of biological resources  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P  X   5.1 Hunting, killing and colecting animals   

Killing animals by hunting them implies an ecosystem disturbance in this strictly protected area, by producing 

disequilibrium among populations and by eliminating populations that are sensitive to human activity. 

T   X  5.2 Picking up plants and their accesory products  

A request of acorn appeared recently on the market of additional forest products, which is used as fodder for animals. 

The effect of intensive collection of acorn is harmful, especially from the point of view of the natural regeneration of 

these valuable Quercus forest stands. 

P X    5.3 Forest harvesting  

This will be separately analysed. 

    X 5.4 Fishing, killing and collecting up aquatic resources 

 

6. Human intrusion and disturbance  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P   X  6.1 Recreational activities and tourism  

The population from the surroundings is having traditional recreational activities (especially) on 1
st
 of May, leaving 

behind litter, setting unauthorized fires and disturbing the peace. 

    X 6.2 Research, education and similar activities 

    X 6.3 Deliberated vandalism  

 

7. Modifications affecting the natural systems  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P/T   X  7.1. Fire and fire fighting  

The risk of firing the litter, as a result of setting unauthorized fire to the high grassy vegetation on the dike. 

    X 7.2. Dams, hydrological changes, the use of water resources 

    X 7.3 The fragmentation and isolation from a natural habitat  

 

8. Invasive and other problematic species and genes 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

T X    8.1 Invasive non-native plants  

Genetically modified tree plantations (poplar, willow, paulownia cultures, etc) used for biomass, could represent in the 

future a high pressure, as these species could become invasive. 

Acer negundo represent a huge problem, due to his invasive participation in the Cenad forest, this species being 

unsuitable to typical meadow forests. 

    X 8.2 Invasive non-native animals 

T X    8.3 Genetically modified organisms  

Genetically modified tree plantations (poplar, willow, paulownia cultures, etc) used for biomass, could represent in the 

future a high pressure, as these species could become invasive. 

 

 

 

9. Induced or generated pollution  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 9.1 Sewerage and urban residual waters  

    X 9.2 Industrial, mining or military effluents  

P/T  X   9.3 Effluents of agricultural or silvicultural origin  

Due to the alternation of forest with agricultural areas there is a risk of having harmful effects on the ecosystem 

elements caused by chemical substances used in agriculture. 

P   X  9.4 Garbage and solid wastes 

As a result of uncontrolled tourism. 
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10. Cultural and social threats  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 12.1 The loss of cultural connections, of traditional 

knowledge or management practices  

    X 12.2 The degradation of cultural values within the site 

    X 12.3 The damages of buildings, gardens and cultural 

heritage sites  

 

D. Forest harvesting – SWOT analysis  

 

Table 2  

Forest harvesting in the Cenad Forest – SWOT analysis 

 

Strengths Weaknesses 

 Ensures the natural regeneration of cultivated forest 

stands.  

 Collects and includes the wood into the economic circuit 

 Transforms the forest stands (with maintenance works) 

into the natural type of forest. 

 Destabilizing the ecosystem during the regeneration 

cuttings. 

 The risk of having derived forest stands by carrying out 

incorrect regeneration cuttings and forest harvesting. 

 Strong human intervention on the ecosystem. 

 Loss of naturalness. 

Opportunities  Threats  

 Provides funds for the forest management and implicitly 

for the carrying out of regeneration and maintenance 

works. 

 The risk of occurrence of inadequate species and 

phenotypes (mainly from other habitats) as a result of 

completion works. 

 

E. Management measures  

 

Cenad Forest is completely included into the 

integral protection zone of Lunca Mureș ului Nature 

Park, therefore the following measures must be 

adopted: 

 The establishment of a collaboration protocol 

between Timiș  County Forest Directorate and Lunca 

Mureș ului NP Administration, through which Timiș  

County FD will express its agreement and support to 

achieve the Management Plan measures. 

 Representatives of Lunca Mureș ului NP 

should be invited during the annual public 

consultations organized by Timisoara Forest 

Management Division 

 

According to the Plan, the following activities are 

forbidden / restricted:  

 

 any type of exploitation or use of natural 

resources, as well as any type of land use that are 

incompatible with the aim of protection and/or 

conservation; 

 activities of construction-investment, 

excepting those related to natural protected area 

management/scientific research, national security or 

prevention of natural calamities; 

 the access of motorized vehicles, outside the 

public roads, excepting land owners and managers. 

 

The following activities are allowed: 

 

 eco-tourism activities that not need 

construction-investments; 

 fire control and location; 

 interventions for the maintaining of habitats 

with the aim of protecting certain species, groups of 

species or biotic communities which are the object of 

protection; 

 interventions for ecological and natural 

ecosystem reconstruction and rehabilitation of certain 

inadequate or degraded ecosystems, at the request of 

the administration and with the notification of the 

scientific council;  

 the removal of certain natural calamity effects, 

at the request of the natural protected area 

administration, with the notification of the scientific 

council, based on the approval of the central public 

authority that is responsible for the forestry works; 

 the actions of preventing the proliferation of 

forest pests, which not need timber removal, and their 

monitoring; 

 the actions of fighting forest pests, which need 

timber removal, in case outbreaks are occurring, at the 

request of the protected area administration, with the 
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notification of the scientific council and based on the 

approval of the central public authority that is 

responsible for the forestry works. 

 

Other measures: 

 

 The identification of high ecological value 

forest and their inclusion into nature trails; 

 The adaptation of forest management 

provisions to the biodiversity conservation needs (in 

this case any type of exploitation or use of natural 

resources is forbidden).  

 Monitoring of Acer negundo presence in 

meadow forests 

 The participation of nature park 

representatives in forest planning conferences (62) 

 

„Între Ape” Forest  - HCVF 1.2  
 

Coș ava Forest District, Luncani , “Între Ape” Forest – 

viable population of Taxus baccata 

 

A. The provisions of the Forest Management 

Plan 

B.  

Table 3 

 ”Între Ape” Forest -  The provisions of the Forest Management Plan 

 

The production unit 

Forest 

management 

unit 

Types of interventions Area (ha) 
The volume to be 

extracted / decade 

VI Luncani Runcu 4A Cleanings  17.9 53,7 

VI Luncani Runcu 4B Cleanings 24.4 73,2 

Total 42.3  

 

C. Pressures and threats  

Table 4 

  Pressures and threats in the ”Între Ape” Forest 

1. Residential and commercial development  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 1.1 Houses and human settlements  

    X 1.2 Commercial and industrial areas 

    X 1.3 Touristic and recreational infrastructure  

 

2. Agriculture and aquaculture  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 2.1 Annual and perennial crops 

    X 2.2 Plantations and special crops for cellulose 

    X 2.3 Zootechnical farms and grazing 

    X 2.4 Marine and fresh water aquaculture 

3. Energetic production and mining 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 3.1 Drilling for oil and gas 

A X    3.2 Mining and quarry exploitation 

Several stone quarries are located within Lugoj, Ana Lugojana and Coș ava Forest Management Districts. There are 

also numerous geological prospections undertaken for the identification of these types of resources. Currently, there are 

no such resources identified in the “Între Ape” Forest, but could become a threat in the future. 

    X 3.3 The energy production, including hydropower plants 

and dams 

 

4. Transport and services  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 4.1 Roads and rail-roads 

    X 4.2 Communication lines and utilities  

    X 4.3 Navigation channels and corridors  

    X 4.4 Aerial corridors  
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5. The use and degradation of biological resources  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 5.1 Hunting, killing and collecting animals   

A   X  5.2 Picking up plants and their accessory products 

This action didn‟t occur in the past but could become a threat through the collection of fir-tree needles for wreaths and 

garlands or through the collection of young plants for use as ornamental plants. 

A X    5.3 Forest harvesting 

The forest harvesting represents a major threat and will be analysed separately. 

    X 5.4 Fishing, killing and collecting up aquatic resources 

 

6. Human intrusion and disturbance  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 6.1 Recreational activities and tourism 

    X 6.2 Research, education and similar activities 

    X 6.3 Deliberated vandalism  

 

7. Modifications affecting the natural systems  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 7.1. Fire and fire fighting 

    X 7.2. Dams, hydrological changes, the use of water resources 

    X 7.3 The fragmentation and isolation from a natural habitat  

  

8. Invasive and other problematic species and genes 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 8.1 Invasive non-native plants 

    X 8.2 Invasive non-native animals 

    X 8.3 Genetically modified organisms  

 

 

9. Induced or generated pollution  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 9.1 Sewerage and urban residual waters  

    X 9.2 Industrial, mining or military effluents  

    X 9.3 Effluents of agricultural or silvicultural origin  

    X 9.4 Domestic and solid waste 

 

10. Cultural and social threats  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 10.1 The loss of cultural connections, of traditional 

knowledge or management practices  

    X 10.2 The degradation of cultural values within the site 

    X 10.3 The damages of buildings, gardens and cultural 

heritage sites  

 

D. Forest harvesting – SWOT analysis  
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Table 5 

 The forest harvesting in ”Între Ape” Forest – SWOT analysis 

 

Strengths  Weaknesses  

 The possibility to capitalize the maximum 

decennial quantity of 127 cubic meters. 

 Destruction of European yew samples through 

harvesting. 

Opportunities  Threats  

  Harming the European yew samples through 

forest harvesting and wood collection.  

 Slope destabilization through road construction. 

 Modification of environmental conditions 

through the reduction of the canopy (the European yew 

has a shadow temperament) 

 

E. Management measures  

 

 Assignment to the functional category 1-5 

(Surfaces that are declared nature reserves) TII 

 No land use category changes will be allowed. 

 No permits will be issued for temporary or 

permanent occupation of the forest. 

 Weekly patrols will be undertaken (or anytime 

is necessary) paying special attention for the collection 

of plants and parts of plants. 
 

Macedonia Forest – HCVF 1.3 
 

Only one HCVF 1.3 forest type was identified 

until now in Timiș  County, registering a high 

concentration of Nycticorax nycticorax (Black-

crowned night heron), Ardea cinerea (Grey heron) and 

Egretta garzetta (Little egret) individuals during 

nesting time. This area is found within Macedonia 

Forest, parcel 64.  

Nests were identified on almost every tree 

located within the surface of 5.3 hectares of the parcel 

64, from 3-4 up to 10 nests in a single tree. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The parcel is located at 200 – 300 m from river Timiș , 

on swampy soil, in a forest formed mainly of very old 

oak and ash trees (see Annex 1), proving to be an ideal 

nesting place for colonial bird species that prefer 

wetlands.  

 

A. The provisions of the Forest Management 

Plan  

 

The management measures established for the parcel 

64 A, B and for the parcel 65 A, B provided by the 

Forest Management Plan are: 

- mu
1
 64 A  - 5,1 ha – cleaning cuttings;  

- mu 64 B – 0,2 ha – maintenance of cultures and 

completions on 0.1 ha  

- mu 65 A – 21,1 ha – progressive cuttings, 

helping natural regeneration and seedling maintenance 

- mu 65 B – 1.6 ha – thinning. 

 

B. Pressures and threats 

                                                           
1
 mu – management unit. 
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C.  

Table 6 

 Pressures and threats – HCVF 1.3. 

 

1. Residential and commercial development  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 1.1 Houses and human settlements  

    X 1.2 Commercial and industrial areas 

    X 1.3 Touristic and recreational infrastructure  

 

2. Agriculture and aquaculture  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 2.1 Annual and perennial crops 

    X 2.2 Plantations and special crops for cellulose 

P/A  X   2.3 Zootechnical farms and grazing 

By using the dike and the bank-dike area for grazing there is a risk of domestic animals using the forest for (mainly) 

shelter and the bird species to be disturbed (shepherd dogs, bells, etc.)  

    X 2.4 Marine and fresh water aquaculture 

 

3. Energetic production and mining 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 3.1 Drilling for oil and gas 

    X 3.2 Mining and quarry exploitation  

    X 3.3 The energy production, including hydropower plants 

and dams  

 

4. Transport and services  

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

A   X  4.1 Roads and rail-roads 

Using the dirt road situated on the dike. 

    X 4.2 Communication lines and utilities  

    X 4.3 Navigation channels and corridors  

    X 4.4 Aerial corridors  

 

5. The use and degradation of biological resources  

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P/A  X   5.1 Hunting, killing and collecting animals   

Organized hunting to kill game species will have a negative impact by causing disturbance (battue hunting). 

Animal killing and collection was not considered a pressure until now but could represent an important threat in the 

future to the bird population. 

    X 5.2 Picking up plants and their accessory products 

A X    5.3 Forest harvesting 

Forest harvesting represents a very important threat to the habitat and will be analysed separately. 

A     5.4 Fishing, killing and collecting up aquatic resources 

Represents a threat both through the use of fish resources from Timiș  river and through the poaching aspect, leading to 

food resource reduction and disturbance. 

 

6. Human intrusion and disturbance  

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

A   X  6.1 Recreational activities and tourism 

Disturbance 

A   X  6.2 Research, education and similar activities 

Disturbance 

    X 6.3 Deliberated vandalism 
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7. Modifications affecting the natural systems  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P/A  X   7.1. Fire and fire fighting 

The (illegal) practice of firing grazing areas could have negative effects if fires are uncontrolled and extend to forest 

areas and forest edges. Firing the pastures that are located near the forest could also be a stress factor to the bird 

populations. 

P  X  X 7.2. Dams, hydrological changes, the use of water resources 

Timiș  river regulation as well as dike consolidation has seriously disturbed the area, but considering that they 

happened in a short period of time there were no significant negative consequences on the bird populations. 

    X 7.3 The fragmentation and isolation from a natural habitat 

 

8.Invasive and other problematic species and genes 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 8.1 Invasive non-native plants 

    X 8.2 Invasive non-native animals 

    X 8.3 Genetically modified organisms  

 

9. Induced or generated pollution  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 9.1 Sewerage and urban residual waters  

    X 9.2 Industrial, mining or military effluents  

   X  9.3 Effluents of agricultural or silvicultural origin  

It is the case of fighting forest pests and using chemical substances in agriculture. 

   X  9.4 Domestic and solid waste 

Although it is a relatively isolated area, wastes could appear as a result of human activities, such as: use of the dirt road 

from the dike, fishing, hydro technical maintenance works, etc. 

 

10. Cultural and social threats 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 10.1 The loss of cultural connections, of traditional 

knowledge or management practices  

    X 10.2 The degradation of cultural values within the site 

    X 10.3 The damages of buildings, gardens and cultural 

heritage sites  

 

D. Forest harvesting – SWOT analysis  

 

Table 7 

The forst harvesting in HCVF 1.3. – SWOT analysis 

 

Strengths Weaknesses 

 Timber capitalization  Nest destruction 

 Break of the eggs and killing of chicks  

 

Opportunities Threats 

  The stress produced by the human activity 

 The radical habitat modification. 

 Waste pollution and fuel and oil leakages. 

 Making the area accessible for other activities 

(fishing).  
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E. Management measures  

 

 Inclusion into the functional category 1-5 

(forests declared for the protection of rare fauna 

species); 

 The modification of forest management plan 

provisions to forbidden any forest harvesting (T1); 

 Weekly patrols are undertaken to prevent 

grazing in the forest; in case of identifying grazing 

activities, daily patrols will be undertaken; 

 The hunting will be done outside parcel 64 

and parcel 65 buffer area;  

 Weekly patrols will be undertaken to prevent 

bird killings and collection (poaching); 

 Forbidding of any tourism activity; 

 The research, education or similar activities 

will be done only with the approval of the manager; 

 In case of fires on the dike or on the pastures 

that are next to forests, the area will be immediately 

demarcated through furrows and fire-fighters will be 

notified;  

 No pest fighting or fertilization will be carried 

out in the parcel 64 and parcel 65 buffer area; 

 The garbage from the forest will be collected 

anytime is needed (at least once per year). 

 

Relict forest ecosystems (rare and endangered) 

– HCVF 3 
 

- B2.14 Forests with Quecus petraea, Q. robur, 

Q. cerris and Q. frainetto from Banat and Crişana area  

 

The relict nature of a forest ecosystem results from the 

complexity of this ecosystem which contains almost all 

the Quercus species and could be an original ecosystem 

for all the Quercus based ecosystems. This ecosystem 

could form in the future a “meristem” for all the 

Quercus based ecosystems that would occur as a result 

of climate and human factors evolution, by self-

differentiation from the primary ecosystem. 

 

A. The provisions of the Forest Management 

Plan  

 

The forest management plan provides conservation 

interventions and progressive cuttings at the age of 

exploitability, while for the rest, the entire palette of 

regeneration and maintenance interventions is allowed. 

 

B. Pressures and threats

C.  Table 8  

Pressures and threats – Rare, vulnerable or endangered ecosystems 

 

1. Residential and commercial development 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 1.1 Houses and human settlements  

    X 1.2 Commercial and industrial areas 

    X 1.3 Touristic and recreational infrastructure  

 

 

2. Agriculture and aquaculture  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P X    2.1 Annual and perennial crops 

The agriculture represented a major pressure in the past for the forest stands situated in the lowlands (B3.6) by reducing 

forest areas in favour of agricultural land. 

A X    2.2 Plantations and special crops for cellulose 

Genetically modified tree plantations (poplar, willow, paulownia cultures) for biomass could represent in the future a 

high pressure, as these species could become invasive. 

P/A   X  2.3 Zootechnical farms and grazing 

The grazing represents a permanent pressure, but also a future threat, by affecting the natural regeneration of the forest 

stands, that could lead in extreme cases to derived forest stands (see the case of parcels 4,5 and 6 from Sarlota). 

    X 2.4 Marine and fresh water aquaculture 

 

3. Energetic production and mining  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 3.1 Drilling for oil and gas 

    X 3.2 Mining and quarry exploitation  

    X 3.3 The energy production, including hydropower plants 

and dams  
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4. Transport and services  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 4.1 Roads and rail-roads 

    X 4.2 Communication lines and utilities  

    X 4.3 Navigation channels and corridors  

    X 4.4 Aerial corridors  

 

5. The use and degradation of biological resources  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 5.1 Hunting, killing and collecting animals   

A   X  5.2 Picking up plants and their accessory products 

There is a recent demand for acorn on the forest products market, used as fodder for domestic animals. The effect of the 

intensive acorn collection is harmful, especially from the perspective of natural regeneration of these valuable oak forest 

stands. 

P/A   X  5.3 Forest harvesting 

This will be analysed separately. 

    X 5.4 Fishing, killing and collecting up aquatic resources 

 

6. Human intrusion and disturbance  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 6.1 Recreational activities and tourism 

    X 6.2 Research, education and similar activities 

    X 6.3 Deliberated vandalism  

 

7. Modifications affecting the natural systems  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 7.1. Fire and fire fighting 

     7.2. Dams, hydrological changes, the use of water resources 

    X 7.3 The fragmentation and isolation from a natural habitat 

 

 

 

8. Invasive and other problematic species and genes 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

A X    8.1 Invasive non-native plants 

Genetically modified tree plantations (poplar, willow and paulownia cultures) for biomass could represent in the future 

a high pressure, as these species could become invasive. 

     8.2 Invasive non-native animals 

A X    8.3 Genetically modified organisms  

Genetically modified tree plantations (poplar, willow and paulownia cultures) for biomass could represent in the future 

a high pressure, as these species could become invasive. 

 

9. Induced or generated pollution  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 9.1 Sewerage and urban residual waters  

    X 9.2 Industrial, mining or military effluents  

    X 9.3 Effluents of agricultural or silvicultural origin  

    X 9.4 Domestic and solid waste 
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10. Cultural and social threats  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 10.1 The loss of cultural connections, of traditional 

knowledge or management practices  

    X 10.2 The degradation of cultural values within the site 

    X 10.3 The damages of buildings, gardens and cultural 

heritage sites  

 

D. Forest harvesting – SWOT analysis 

 

Table 9 

Forest harvesting in rare, threatened or endangered ecosystems – SWOT analysis 

 

Strengths  Weaknesses  

 Ensuring the natural regeneration of the cultivated forest 

stands. 

 Timber collection and its inclusion into the economic 

circuit. 

 Leading the forest stands (by means of maintenance 

works) to a natural type of forest. 

 Destabilizing the ecosystem during the regeneration 

cuttings. 

 The risk of occurrence of derived forest stands as a result 

of incorrect regeneration cuttings and forest harvesting. 

 

Opportunities  Threats  

 Ensuring funds for the management of the forest and 

implicitly for the carrying out of regeneration and 

maintenance cuttings. 

 The risk of occurrence of inadequate species and 

phenotypes (mainly originating from other habitats) as a 

result of completion cuttings/forest works. 

 

E. Management measures  

 

 The interdiction of land use change in areas 

included into this HCVF category. 

 The exploitation works will only be carried out 

by the forest engineer from the forest management 

district, who is responsible for this activity, complying 

with the provisions from the Forest Management Plan.  

 A natural regeneration using seed trees will be 

followed. If necessary, the natural regeneration could 

be completed through plantations, using only saplings 

from the district nursery, which were produced from 

seeds that were collected from these forest stands. 

 District nurseries will be created to produce 

saplings which will be used in the natural regeneration 

works that are undertaken within these forest stands. 

 Biomass cultures from the adjacent areas of the 

forest will be created only after the completion of 

environmental impact studies. These studies will have 

to show the way in which these species could become 

invasive within the neighbouring forest ecosystems. 

 The field forestry personnel will watch against 

grazing activities by undertaking weekly patrols, and 

where this pressure is very high and the natural 

regeneration process has been initiated, the patrols will 

be done twice a week. 

 The picking up of the acorn from the oak stands 

included into HCVF 3 will only be planned in the 

district nursery that will produce saplings for the 

completion of these forest stands. 

 

Forests that are situated within the protection 

perimeters of water sources, mineral water 

deposits and sources that represent drinking-

water sources for the local communities as well 

as forest situated on the slopes of the reservoirs 

or lakes that represent drinking-water sources 

for the local communities - HCVF 4.1.a 
 

It is mainly the case of drinking-water catchments for 

local communities (Tomeș ti, Pietroasa, Nădrag), 

representing a trend within the context of the measures 

adopted by the Romanian State with the support of the 

European Union to provide the rural areas with 

drinking-water. 

 

A. The provisions of the Forest Management 

Plan  

 

The Forest Management Plan provides, at the 

exploitation age of the forest, conservation and 

progressive cuttings, and in the rest, the entire array of 

regeneration and maintaining works. 

 

B. Pressures and threats 
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C.  

 

Table 10 

 Pressures and threats – HCVF 4.1a 

 

1. Residential and commercial development  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

T   X  1.1 Houses and human settlements 

There is a recent increasing pressure of the human populations to build vacation houses in the mountain areas. For the 

unstable slopes this could become a considerable threat. (HCVF 4.2.)  

    X 1.2 Commercial and industrial areas 

    X 1.3 Touristic and recreational infrastructure 

 

2. Agriculture and aquaculture  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 2.1 Annual and perennial crops 

    X 2.2 Plantations and special crops for cellulose 

P/T X    2.3 Zootechnical farms and grazing 

The grazing represents a major risk both from the perspective of natural regeneration and of the degree of water 

retention by the soil and litter.(HCVF 4.1) 

    X 2.4 Marine and fresh water aquaculture 

 

3. Energetic production and mining  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 3.1 Drilling for oil and gas 

T   X  3.2 Mining and quarry exploitation  

Several stone quarries exist within Lugoj, Ana Lugojana and Coș ava Forest Divisions. There are also numerous 

geological prospection activities carried out for the identification of these resources.  

    X 3.3 The energy production, including hydropower plants 

and dams 

 

1. Transports and services 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P/T   X  4.1 Roads and rail-roads 

Forest roads that are inadequately planned and built, could lead to slope destabilization (HCVF 4.2) 

    X 4.2 Communication lines and utilities  

    X 4.3 Navigation channels and corridors  

    X 4.4 Aerial corridors  

 

2. The use and degradation of biological resources  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 5.1 Hunting, killing and collecting animals   

    X 5.2 Picking up plants and their accessory products 

P/T  X   5.3 Forest harvesting 

This will be analysed separately 

     5.4 Fishing, killing and collecting up aquatic resources 

 

3. Human intrusion and disturbance  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 6.1 Recreational activities and tourism 

    X 6.2 Research, education and similar activities 

    X 6.3 Deliberated vandalism  
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4. Modifications affecting the natural systems  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 7.1. Fire and fire fighting 

    X 7.2. Dams, hydrological changes, the use of water resources 

    X 7.3 The fragmentation and isolation from a natural habitat  

 

5. Invasive and other problematic species and genes 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 8.1 Invasive non-native plants 

    X 8.2 Invasive non-native animals 

    X 8.3 Genetically modified organisms  

 

9. Induced or generated pollution  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 9.1 Sewerage and urban residual waters  

    X 9.2 Industrial, mining or military effluents  

    X 9.3 Effluents of agricultural or silvicultural origin  

    X 9.4 Domestic and solid waste 

 

10. Cultural and social threats  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 10.1 The loss of cultural connections, of traditional 

knowledge or management practices  

    X 10.2 The degradation of cultural values within the site 

    X 10.3 The damages of buildings, gardens and cultural 

heritage sites  

 

D. Forest harvesting – S.W.O.T. analysis  

 

Table 11 

Forest harvesting in HCVF 4.1a – SWOT analysis 

 

Strengths  Weaknesses  

 The timber collection and its inclusion into the economic 
circuit 

 The forest ecosystem destabilization 

 The slope destabilization 

 The increase of water muddiness 

 The temporary and significant reduction of the capacity to 

maintain the microclimate  

Opportunities  Threats  

 The generation of economic resources for the 

management of the forest 

 The increased risk of torrent occurrence 

 The increased risk of landslide occurrence 

 The increased risk of contamination of the underground 

water as a result of oil and carburant leakages  

 

E. Management measures  

 

 The interdiction of any land use change. 

 The inclusion of the forests into the HCVF 4.1 

category, in the functional group 1-1a (Forests situated 

in protection perimeters of the drinking-water sources). 

 The planning of new forest tracks in the 

exploitation areas will avoid the building of tracks 

along creeks (or through the creeks), and the crossing 

of rivers will be done perpendicularly, preventing the 

water to become muddy (wooden bridges or pipes will 

be placed, if necessary). 
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  An inventory of existing forest tracks that are 

not complying with the FSC standard will be done at 

forest district level and the tracks that are built along 

the creeks or crossing transversal slopes of more than 

35 degrees will be re-planned, and tracks will be 

limited on longitudinal slopes of at least 25 degrees.    

 The staff using harvesting machinery will be 

adequately trained to respect the regulations on 

crossing watercourses or on to go areas. The 

exploitation roads, the areas to cross the watercourses, 

the loading platforms and construction sites will be 

marked on the exploitation area plan and materialized 

on the ground according to the effective regulations. 

 Specific arrangements will be done during the 

carrying out of exploitation works to remove the 

excessive water from the exploitation roads, avoiding 

the water runoff. 

 At the end of the forest harvesting process, the 

water collecting system will be straightened and, if 

necessary, wattle fences will be built to prevent the 

water runoff and forming of gullies.   

 The forest harvesting machines will have to be 

well maintained and must not present oil and fuel 

leaks. 

 The harvesting activities will be contracted for 

the standing trees, based on a framework agreement 

that will be established taking into account the best 

economic offer; the economic agents who prove the 

possession of high-performance harvesting machines, 

with very low impact on the environment (i.e. 

harvester, forwarder, funicular etc.) will receive 

significant points in favour. 

 Weekly patrols will be undertaken to prevent 

and fight grazing. 

 Only homologated substances will be used in 

forestry, in accordance with the provisions established 

by the specialized office from the National Forest 

Administration. In case of a substance that is approved 

by the effective Romanian legislation but not approved 

by the FSC standard and for which there is no 

approved substitute, alternative fighting methods will 

be explored. 

 Chemical treatments are forbidden at less than 

10 m from watercourses and 30 m from catchment 

reservoirs. 

 Measures will be undertaken to collect and 

deliver the used substance packages, as well as other 

packages, (oil, fuel etc.) to specialized companies, 

according to the effective legislation. 

 Waste collection will be done in special areas, 

located in the proximity of the exploitation areas and 

the transportation to the ecologic landfills will be done 

either by specialized companies or by the forest 

division or harvesting companies. 

 

3.6.  The forest areas with an essential role 

in keeping the cultural identity of a community 

or zone - HCVF 6. 
 

a. Forests that are linked to local traditions and 

celebrations which are usually organized within the 

forest 

- Valea lui Liman, Cosava FD, S= 132 ha 

- Vatra de Olari, Faget FD, S=52 ha 

b. Emblematic forests that are depicted in literature and 

legends. 

 – There are no such forests in Timiș  County. 

c. Forest that are situated in the proximity of historical 

monuments or religious communities that were 

declared historical and/or cultural monuments. 

- The Village Museum, The Green Forest, Timisoara 

FD, S=15 ha 

- St. George Monastery, The Mânăstire Forest, Lunca 

Timiș ului FD, S=11 ha 

 

A. The Forest Management Plan Provisions 

 

According to the effective Forest Management Plan 

provisions only cleaning cuttings were planned, 

meaning forestry works that are only focusing on the 

removal of trees that are dried, or in a drying process, 

harmed or attacked by bark beetles. From the analysis 

below it results that these forestry works are not going 

against the aim and objectives of the management 

measures established for the conservation values. 

 

B. Pressures and threats 

C.  

Table 12  

Pressures and threats – HCVF 6 

 

1. Residential and commercial development 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P X    1.1 Houses and human settlements 

The Green Forest– due to its inclusion in the Green Cadastre of the city of Timisoara, the possibility of occurrence of 

this threat is reduced, but its effect would be extremely negative. 

P X    1.2 Commercial and industrial areas 

The Green Forest– due to its inclusion in the Green Cadastre of the city of Timisoara, the possibility of occurrence of 

this threat is reduced, but its effect would be extremely negative. 

    X 1.3 Touristic and recreational infrastructure 
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2. Agriculture and aquaculture  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 2.1 Annual and perennial crops 

    X 2.2 Plantations and special crops for cellulose 

    X 2.3 Zootechnical farms and grazing 

    X 2.4 Marine and fresh water aquaculture 

 

3. Energetic production and mining  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 3.1 Drilling for oil and gas 

    X 3.2 Mining and quarry exploitation  

    X 3.3 The energy production, including hydropower plants 

and dams  

 

4. Transports and services  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 4.1 Roads and rail-roads 

    X 4.2 Communication lines and utilities  

    X 4.3 Navigation channels and corridors  

    X 4.4 Aerial corridors  

 

5. The use and degradation of biological resources  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 5.1 Hunting, killing and collecting animals   

    X 5.2 Picking up plants and their accessory products 

P/T X    5.3 Forest harvesting 

The forest harvesting represents a pressure/threat that will be analysed separately. 

    X 5.4 Fishing, killing and collecting up aquatic resources 

 

6. Human intrusion and disturbance  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P/T X    6.1 Tourism activities 

The tourism itself does not represent a pressure, but the irresponsible tourism which generates wastes and vandalism 

represents a big threat to the establishment of HCVF. 

     6.2 Research, education and other similar activities 

P/T  X   6.3 Vandalism 

The vandalism, as a part of an uncontrolled tourism, represents a threat to values. 

 

7. Modifications affecting the natural systems  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

A  X   7.1. Fire and fire fighting 

The fire generated by human activity during the local celebrations could represent a threat both to forest and to the 

existing values 

    X 7.2. Dams, hydrological changes and water 

management/use 

    X 7.3 Fragmentation and isolation of a natural habitat 
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8. Invasive and other problematic species and genes 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 8.1 Invasive non-native plants 

    X 8.2 Invasive non-native animals 

    X 8.3 Genetically modified organisms  

 

9. Induced or generated pollution 

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

    X 9.1 Sewerage and urban residual waters  

    X 9.2 Industrial, mining or military effluents  

    X 9.3 Effluents of agricultural or silvicultural origin  

 X    9.4 Domestic and solid waste 

It is about the garbage produced by the uncontrolled tourism. 

 

10. Cultural and social threats  

 

P/T High Medium  Low N/A  

P X    10.1 The loss of cultural connections, of traditional 

knowledge or management practices 

The generating factors are represented by the young population migrating to urban areas and the lack of stakeholder 

involvement (among them Timiș  FD) 

    X 10.2 The degradation of cultural values within the site 

T   X  10.3 The damages of buildings, gardens and cultural 

heritage sites  

The Green Forest – the high cultural values of this forest were degraded throughout the time, but currently a series of 

projects and programmes aiming to stop this negative trend are carried out. Taking into consideration that the forest 

values are not under direct forest management, this has a very limited role in preserving the cultural attributes. 

 

D. Forest harvesting – S.W.O.T. analysis  

 

Table 13  

Forest harvesting in HCVF 6 – SWOT analysis 

 

Strengths Weaknesses 

 Includes the wood volume of 1,883 cubic meters into the 

economic circuit  

 The radical change of the environment which is associated 

to cultural values 

 The disturbance of events 

 The risk of destruction of cultural objectives and of the 

specific arrangements that were made for the events.  

Opportunities Threats 

 Contributes to the ensuring of financial funds for the 

undertaking of the forest management 

 The image of the forest management team is affected in 

the relationship with local communities. 

 The wood waste and the garbage will be produced as a 

result of forest harvesting and use of the construction site.  

 

E. Management measures  

 

 The land use change will be prohibited. 

 The functional group of these forests will be 

changed as it follows: 

 Valea lui Liman, Cosava FD – 1-4a (Forests 

for recreation and tourism purposes) 

 Vatra de Olari, Făget FD - 1-4a (Forests for 

recreation and tourism purposes) 
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 St. George Monastery, Mânăstire Forest, 

Lunca Timiș ului FD – 1-4e (Forests situated in the 

surrounding areas of cultural monuments) 

 Only cleaning cuttings will be undertaken, to 

extract dry trees or trees that are putting at risk the 

physical integrity of people participating to events. 

 The forest harvesting works will not be 

undertaken during the local cultural events. 

 The only trees that will be removed within the 

Village Museum are those which are threatening the 

integrity of the cultural objectives. The cuttings will be 

done only at the request of the museum managers. The 

cuttings will be done by specialized companies that are 

equipped with machines that will not put at risk the 

cultural objectives. 

 At the end of the forest harvesting process, the 

exploitation area will be cleaned up of remains and 

wood material, to avoid harming the environment. 

 After each event (local celebrations) the forest 

field staff will clean up the forest area. 

 During the events the forest field staff will 

undertake patrols to stop negative effects associated to 

vandalism, waste disposal, fires etc.). 

 During the annual public consultations, raising 

awareness activities will be carried out, to make the 

stakeholders aware of the importance of managing the 

existing cultural values. 

 The forest divisions will offer the necessary 

support to organize the cultural events 

 Building fireplaces 

 Building resting and eating places  

 Ensuring firewood for recreational activities 

 Undertaking patrols to prevent and stop 

eventual negative effects 

 Cleaning up the forest before and after the 

events 

 

Final conclusions  
 

Following the identification of conservative values it 

can be concluded that, in the majority of the cases 

analysed in this paper, forest doesn‟t means only wood 

– as a resource, but a sum of economic, social, cultural 

and environmental values. Hence, the forest 

management has to include issues meant for the 

protection of the complex values that are „hosted” by 

the forest.  

A responsible forest management has to prove that at 

least there, where these values are appreciated as high, 

specific management are adopted with the aim to 

maintain or even enhance them.  

Nevertheless it must be mentioned that the principles 

of forest planning, as they are in present, and as they 

were applied in the past decades, are beneficial for the 

biodiversity conservation. The necessity to complete 

the management measures stipulated by the forest 

management plans, comes mainly from the switch in 

approach produced in the Romanian society and 

economy but also in the forest economy: the changes in 

land tenure, the division of proprieties – and as a result, 

the application of uneven management measures – the 

pressure of a forest economy especially oriented 

towards profit. 

However, the management measures must be 

established taking into account the necessity of 

capitalizing the timber, to actively manage the 

arboretums, but most of all, the need to maintain or 

even enhance the identified high conservation values. 
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