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The degradation of the vegetation and its poor 
maintenance lead to the destruction of this 
archaeological site of world importance. Within 
its perimeter, the interventions on the trees are 
allowed only at the request of the specialized 
bodies (to read forestry bodies), in order to 
carry out the works of repair, current 
maintenance, archaeological research, 
restoration, consolidation and conservation of 
the historical monument. The real problem is 
that these interventions cannot be performed at 
the request of the site administration or the 
archaeologists who work on the site and are 
prone to react only to the danger of destroying 
the components of the historic ensemble. In 
addition, when these interventions are carried 
out, the protection measures are unsuitable or 
lack completely from the execution process, 
and this has already generated additional 
damage. The way of organizing the tree cuts, 
the lack of protection measures and the 
approach of the site only as a part of the forest 
generates irreparable damage (Figure 25). 
 

 

 
Figure 25 a. Trees collapsed due to natural causes 

(2012). Source: 
http://www.anchetadehunedoara.ro/sarmizegetua-regia-

o-istorie-furtunilor-care-au-devastat-monumentul-
unesco-ii// b. Trees collapsed following cuts. Source: 

personal archives (2018) 
 

What can be easily observed is the fact that we 
are facing a lack of correlation of the 
mechanisms and instruments of protection for 
the natural and cultural values within the 
PNGM-C, although it is appointed, according 
to Law no. 5/2000, in the category of natural 
parks, corresponding to the category I IUCN - 
“Protected landscape: protected area 
administered mainly for landscape conservation 
and recreation.” Thus, in accordance with 
Annex 1 of OUG no. 57/2007 -The purpose and 
the management regime for the categories of 
protected natural areas - it is stipulated in letter 
e): Natural parks are those protected natural 
areas whose aims are the protection and 
conservation of some landscape ensembles 
where the interaction of human activities with 
the nature has created over time a distinct 
area, with significant landscape and / or 
cultural value, often with a great biological 
diversity. The management of the natural parks 
aims to maintain the harmonious interaction of 
man with nature by protecting the diversity of 
habitats and landscape, promoting the 
preservation of traditional land uses, 
encouraging and consolidating the activities, 
practices and traditional culture of the local 
population. Likewise, recreational and tourism 
opportunities are offered to the public and 
scientific and educational activities are 
encouraged. However, the PNGM-C 
Management Plan is limited to a number of 
measures aimed at protecting natural habitats 
but does not provide sustainable development 
resources for communities. 
Even though the PNGM-C Management Plan 
established the reassignment of the surface of 
the archaeological site (only the part accessible 
to visitors) within the sustainable management 
category, within the Forest Management Plan 
this space is still embedded in the integral 
management category. As a result of the spring 
���������� �F�X�W�V���� �*�U���G�L���W�H Forestry Department has 
requested the reassignment within the Forest 
Management Plan for the area related to the 
archaeological site from the integrated 
protection category to the one designated for 
sustainable management (the classification 
made at the time of the development of the 
Forest Management Plan is not complying with 
the PNGM-C Management Plan) but, however, 
this measure does not guarantee a change of 
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attitude for the workers on field. In this regard, 
beyond the necessary changes to be made to the 
Forest Management Plan (where the situation 
was not resolved during the last 6 months), it is 
also necessary to draw up a vegetation 
management plan for the site, accompanied by 
a plan for organizing the execution works to 
ensure avoiding any subsequent damages 
caused by the condition of the trees or by the 
works for their removal. 
Actually, in the current legislative system the 
landscape remains a topic reduced only to 
natural and environmental aspects although the 
international legal framework emphasizes the 
cultural dimension of the landscape. The 
landscape is defined by IUCN as an area 
“where the interaction of people and nature 
over time has produced an area of distinct 
character with significant ecological, 
biological, cultural and scenic value: and where 
safeguarding the integrity of this interaction is 
vital to protecting and sustaining the area and 
its associated nature conservation and other 
values”. Yet, the landscape values within 
PNGM-C are reduced to biodiversity issues, 
without taking into account the cultural values 
of the area or the scenic features that could 
enhance both the natural and cultural heritage. 
Further analysis on Sarmizegetusa Regia and 
on other Dacian fortresses in Orăștie Mountains 
can help to a better understanding of values and 
site management for these unique UNESCO 
recognised archaeological sites. For the 
moment, our preliminary conclusions are 
related only to this first landscape study.  
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 

 
Figure 26. Perception of arboreal vegetation as visual 

screens around and within the site. Source: Tudora, 2018 
 

From the cultural landscape point of view, the 
spatial and visual relation of Sarmizegetusa 
Regia with the territory and the landscape, the 
relation that led to the development of the 
settlement on these places, is today non-
existent (Figure 26) due to vegetal screens (in 
orange) that block the major downward 
perspective  towards point of interest (in black). 
Although the forest has long been a factor of 
protection of the site and, to a large extent, it 
represents one even today, there are a number 
of obvious problems generated by the need to 
valorise the archaeological site in the context of 
retaining the forest. On the other hand, dead or 
decaying trees are a real danger for the site. In 
addition, obviously, the fact that the forest has 
invaded the former Dacian settlement makes 
detailed archaeological research difficult, 
which also leads to misapprehending the 
importance and the territorial dimension of this 
settlement by the general public. 
For now, it is very obvious the inability to 
mediate the two protection systems - natural 
and cultural - established within the space 
where the archaeological site is located. In 
addition, turning the site into a tourist attraction 
and opening it to visitors brings additional 
pressure for the ensemble. It is important to 
note that, although the area benefits from the 
presence of valuable habitats, they are not 
unique. On the other hand, the interaction of 
visitors with these habitats should be done 
safely, but this is not possible considering 
especially the degradation state of the arboreal 
vegetation. This degradation has so far led to 
the destruction of unique archaeological 
artefacts and, most likely, will continue to 
cause damage in the absence of a proper 
management. 
Beyond solving the problems that result from 
the inter-institutional non-corroboration of the 
protection measures for cultural and natural 
values, the following interventions or projects 
for valorising the site appear as necessary 
starting from landscape architecture principles: 
- Development (with an interdisciplinary 

team) of a project for valorising, restore and 
conserve the Sarmizegetusa Regia entire site 
as a whole, not only for the 18.3 ha area; 

- Modernization and adequacy of the 
infrastructure for visiting and comprehend 
the site based on its valorising project; 
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- Development, together with the PNGM-C, 

of mountain routes for tourist that include 
the archaeological sites - on the old Dacian 
and Roman roads and pathways, marked as 
such, allowing pedestrian access to the area; 

- Clear on field marking of the protection 
perimeters for the archaeological sites; 

- The immediate recovery and protection of 
the materials dislocated from the walls of 
the fortress for future restoration; 

- Valorisation, restoration and preservation of 
the monuments within the site and from the 
extended protection area, based on the 
aforementioned project, to ensure protection 
when the number of visitors increases; 

- Performing interventions at landscape level 
to valorise the site and its protection area 
based on a landscape design plan. 

As short-term emergencies, it stands out, 
beyond the safety of the ensemble components, 
the need to reorganize and setup the visiting 
routes, an intervention that is directly related to 
the safety. Route setup must be done with non-
invasive and minimal means and should 
consistently aim to limit the interaction 
between visitors and valuable elements of the 
site and the continuous degradation of the land. 
In this respect, traditional methods of 
modelling the terrain or making paths, steps or 
pathways are recommended. The reversibility 
of these setups is a criterion of outmost 
importance. Another requirement is to maintain 
the naturalness of the site from the point of 
view of the image provided by the site, this 
being one of its major qualities at this moment. 
The mise-en valeur of the site can be done with 
soft installations and instruments specific to 
landscape architecture and land art. 
To ensure the success of the maintenance of the 
arboreal vegetation it is recommended to 
appoint a so-called gardener of the site, 
respectively a professional - preferably with 
experience in the field of arboriculture - who 
will come to know in detail the condition of the 
trees that form the vegetal ensemble. Thus, the 
interventions carried out on each tree will take 
into account its vulnerabilities, its strengths, 
etc. and to ensure continuity and consistency in 
decision-making regarding tree interventions. 
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