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Abstract

PEFC is one of the most common certification schemes in forestry worldwide. The aim of this paper was to highlight
the profile of the PEFC Chain of Custody certified companies from Romania. Data available in December 2018 on
the official website of PEFC were taken into consideration. Until present, 43 PEFC CoC certified companies were
recorded in Romania, more than half holding an individual certificate. The certified companies are located in fifteen
counties plus Bucharest, one quarter of them being based in the capital city. 60% of the valid CoC certificates in
Romania were issued only by two certification bodies. As regards the product category, the number of the
companies involved in paper-related activities is almost equal with the companies acting in wood industry. Even
though Romania is a country well known for its forest resources and its wood industry, PEFC certification is not
very well represented. But, by taking into account that PEFC national certification system was endorsed in mid-

summer 2018, it might happen very soon that PEFC (both FM and CoC) will gain more interest in Romania.

Key words: Chain of Custody, Romania, forest certification, PEFC, wood industry

INTRODUCTION

According to recent statistics, every year
approximately 3,000 million cubic meters of
wood are harvested worldwide, more than half
being used in industry [18]. This high quantity
is mainly generated by the growing world
population that is putting a higher pressure on
the main resources [3], including wood.

In the last twenty-thirty years, environmental
Issues gain an increasing attention from the
general public, including the trade flows at
international level [4], [27]. It is also the case
of forestry sector which is confronted with
diverse customer needs [8], such as fire wood
or roundwood used in industry. In this
context, the management of forest companies
should take into consideration the opinions of
stakeholders, including the customers.

In order to fulfill the above-mentioned
requirements, more and more agencies,

companies and enterprises both from forest
management sector and wood industry
adopted several types of certification
initiatives in order to implement specific
measures regarding the management of the
forests and the producing of certain wood-
base products [16].
As a general definition, forest certification is
regarded as a set of procedures aimed at
assessing the quality of forest management
and timber harvesting according to specific
standards. In forestry, there are two main
levels, namely the evaluation of the quality of
the management of a forest land (i.e. forest
management certification, known as FM) and
the tracking of wood products from forests to
the market (i.e. chain of custody certification,
known as CoC) [1], [6], [13], [15]. In other
words, forest certification represents perhaps
the main instrument that is defining the
sustainable development in forestry [17].
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Worldwide, numerous forest certification
schemes were developed in the last years,
Programme for the Endorsement of Forest
Certification (PEFC) and Forest Stewardship
Council (FSC) being the most common ones
[9], [14], [19]. Nowadays, it is estimated that
almost 10% of the world’s forests are PEFC
or FSC certified [26]. At a global level,
Europe recorded the highest number of the
PEFC chain of custody certificates, while the
highest area of PEFC certified forests is
located in North America [5], [10].

Both certification schemes, that were
launched in 1993 (FSC) and 1998 (PEFC)
[22], [28], respectively, include minimum
management  requirements and  specific
criteria that are defining the principles of
sustainable forest management [7], [20].

If FSC certification scheme was designed as a
global standard, PEFC is more regarded as an
umbrella organisation for the national
standards [14]. PEFC was created by several
representatives of wood industry and forest
owners and managers across Europe [21] in
order to provide a certification tool also for
small forest areas that are in generally in
private ownership. For example, in ltaly,
several cork oak forests of twenty, forty or
more hectares were certified [23].

The two certification schemes provide
important benefits to forest owners, forest
managers and companies active in wood
industry, however the implementation of CoC
standard involves some costs which represent
in most of the cases a real problem [11], [25].
Even if nowadays, big companies have very
complex supply chains, meaning that they
have to deal with long and complicated chains
of custody, thanks to the benefits provided by
the  information and  communication
technology the work of the managers
simplifies [12].

In Romania, in December 2018, there were
around 2.7 million hectares of FSC certified
forests [10], most of them being managed by
the National Forest Administrator
ROMSILVA, which is the main forest
administrator across the country, being
responsible for 3.2 million hectares of state-
owned forests [2].
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The history of PEFC in Romania started in
2015, when a group of NGOs and academia
representatives developed the first PEFC
standard. The national PEFC standard was
debated for two years and in August 2017,
PEFC International endorsed it. Until now,
there is no PEFC certified forest in Romania,
but only PEFC CoC certificates issued by
several certification bodies (CBs).

The aim of this paper was to highlight the
profile of the PEFC CoC certified companies
in Romania.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Data regarding the PEFC certified companies
in Romania were centralized from official
PEFC website [24]. The companies with valid
Chain of Custody (CoC) certificates at the end
of 2018 (December, 31) were taken into
account.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In total, 43 PEFC CoC certified companies
were recorded in Romania in December 2018.
In most of the cases, these companies trade
products with PEFC labels from other
countries. More than half (56%) hold an
individual certificate, only four companies
having a multi-site certificate (Fig. 1).

Fig. 1. Type of certification of the PEFC CoC certified
companies in Romania
Source: PEFC  [24],
certified/certified-certificates

https://www.pefc.org/find-
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The PEFC CoC certified companies from
Romania are based in 15 counties plus
Bucharest, one quarter of them being located
in the capital city (Fig. 2)
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Fig. 2. Distribution of PEFC certified companies per
county

Source: PEFC  [24],
certified/certified-certificates

https://www.pefc.org/find-

60% of the valid CoC certificates in Romania
were issued only by two certification bodies,
namely SGS Société Générale de Surveillance
SA (SGS), based in Switzerland, and Soil
Association Certification Limited (SA), based
in United Kingdom, respectively (Fig. 3).
These two certification bodies have also the
most FSC certified companies, SA being the
CB that issued the first FSC certificate in
Romania.
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Fig. 3. Certification bodies present in Romania
Source: PEFC [24], https://www.pefc.org/find-
certified/certified-certificates

The list of the certification bodies is
completed by TUV SUD Czech (TUV),
Control Union Certifications (CU), Rina
Services (RINA), DIN CERTCO (DC), DNV
GL Business Assurance Sweden AB (SKM),
Swiss  Association  for  Quality and
Management Systems (SQS), Technological

Institute (FCBA) and Bureau Veritas
Certification France (BV), respectively.

As regards the product category, the number
of the companies involved in paper-related
activities is almost equal with the companies
acting in wood industry. In the case of two
companies, there was no information
available on the official website of PEFC.

CONCLUSIONS

Even if Romania is a country well known for
its forest resources and its wood industry,
PEFC CoC certification is not very well
represented. But, by taking into account that
PEFC national certification system was
endorsed in mid-summer 2018, it might
happen very soon that PEFC (both FM and
CoC) will gain more interest in Romania.
Perhaps that the most interested will be the
small forest owners and the small companies
that will supply certified material to biggest
ones and/or to other countries worldwide.
Another opportunity will be for the local
specialists who would want to conduct field
and office audits regarding the
implementation of the PEFC standards across
the country.

Last but not least, it is expected that by
increasing the number of PEFC certificates
the confidence of the consumers in the
companies that are active in Romania will
increase, no matter of their capital.
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