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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to present an Institutional overview of the monitoring
and sanctioning instruments that existed in the Romanian communal villages. The
Romanian communal villages are known as Obste. The Obste is the entity which
manages the commons held by the villagers in a communal form of property.
Usually, the commons managed by the Obste consist of forests, pastures and
common infrastructure (markets, schools, ballrooms or even the public lighting
system, in some cases). The type of commons over which the Obste has a major
impact is the forest, because the incentives to exploit it in order to increase the total
revenue are much more pressing. The analysis will be based on the institutional
analysis and development framework. The analysis will be cross-temporal in the
sense that all the communal villages will be analyzed over three time periods: the
old Obste (the period until 1948) —, the communist period (1948-1989, when all
the communal properties were transferred to state’s property) and the new Obste
(1990 — present; a significant moment in this third period was the enforcement of
a new law in 2000, which opened the opportunity to re-establish the communal
village’s Obste). The focus of the paper will be on the effects of the monitoring
and sanctioning instruments in the three periods mentioned above and on how
their changes affected the Common Pool Resources institutions’ robustness levels.
Taking into account the State’s imposition of stricter forest exploitation procedures
— including Forest Ranges — the Common Pool Resources institutions are less
robust in the nowadays periods comparing the the period of the Old obste.

Keywords: Self-government form of property; Obste; Communal village;
institutional analysis and development; design principles; monitoring and
sanctioning.
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Introduction

In this paper I employ the Institutional Analysis and Development Framework
in order to offer an answer to the following research question: “do institutions
matter in the management of commons?”. Starting from the Ostromian theoretical
framework, every Common Pool Resource (CPR, hereafter), in order to avoid the
tragedy of commons, has to be governed by eight design principles. From these
eight design principles of the Institutional Analysis and Development Framework,
I will analyze only the 4™ and 5%: monitoring and graduated sanctioning. Although
all the eight design principles are linked one to another and the framework works
as a whole, for this analysis I start from the assumption that all the other principles
(1-3 and 6-8) are satisfied. In my opinion, this may look like a ceferis paribus
assumption, that should be made in order to test or analyze only two principles. In
this manner, I will refer to all the forms that these two instruments took throughout
the communal villages’ evolution process. In other words, the aim of this paper is
to map the sanctioning instruments and their related features for the case of three
types of Romanian communal villages.

This paper is structured in four sections. The first one refers to the institutions
and the management of commons, presenting commons’ characteristics, the tragedy
of'the commons and the possible solutions to the tragedy. In addition, I present the
characteristics of the institutions in North and Ostrom’s words. Moreover, in the
second section I present the Romanian Communal Villages and their Obste. There
I intend to offer the core characteristics that are needed for the paper’s economy.
Furthermore, in the third section, I present the data collection methodology and
procedure, while in the final section I present the results and the discussion.

Institutions and the management of Commons

The Commons and the tragedy

Ostrom et al. (1994, 6) distinguished between four classes of goods based on
two characteristics: exclusion and subtractability. While the first one refers to
the possibility of exclusion or limitation of potential users from consuming them
once they are provided by nature or by other activities, the subtractability aspect
refers to the quality or quantity of the goods that remains available for other users
(Ostrom et al., 1994, 6). The commons are the goods that are characterized by high
subtractability and difficult exclusion (Ostrom et al., 1994, 7). In other words, the
commons are that kinds of goods that may be used by any person, but after his/her
consumption, the quality or quantity won’t remain the same for all the further users.

The tragedy of the commons was proposed by Garret Hardin (1968). He
proposed the metaphor regarding a pasture that had a certain surface. On that
pasture, there were two herders who were bringing their cattle on. Assuming that
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each herder has a personal interest in getting more profit (in other words, assuming
that herder is a rational actor), each of them will be interested in bringing more
and more animals on the limited pasture. This action will increase the personal
profit for each additional cattle brought on the pasture, while the costs will be
split. Moreover, assuming that both the herders are rational and both of them know
that they are rational actors, they will act accordingly: will bring every time they
can more and more cattle. But, the end of their behavior is that the pastures are
destroyed, because they bring more cattle than the pasture can accommodate (in
order to regenerate). Thus, the tragedy of the commons appears (Hardin, 1968,
1245-1247). Elinor Ostrom also considers that the model of the tragedy of the
commons may lead to the following prediction: “when individuals who have high
discount rates and little mutual trust act independently, without the capacity to
communicate, to enter into binding agreements, and to arrange for monitoring and
enforcing mechanisms, they are not likely to choose jointly beneficial strategies”
(Ostrom, 1990, 183). The tragedy of the commons does not occur only in the
case of pasture, but in all the cases in which we have shared goods. For example,
as Ostrom et al. (1994) presented, another tragedy of the commons’ situation is
in the case of the fish in the international seas. Hence, “the incentives toward
excessive resource exploitation, illustrated by Brixham Harbor and The Geysers,
are not isolated or unique events. The temptation to overextract fish, steam or other
resource units form a resource system shared with others occurs in many guises
in diverse resource systems throughout time and space” (Ostrom et al., 1994, 4).

The tragedy of the commons was one of the most important social dilemmas
over the decades, because there had not been proposed a solution without problems.
When discussing about which solution is the best, we shall refer to the solution
with the highest probability of avoiding the tragedy of the commons. Maybe the
solving solution that easily comes into mind refers to exclusion or limitation
assured by physical boundaries. For example, a solution may be a fence built on
the pasture in order to stop the cattle access inside. Although in this case the costs
may not be so high, referring to an example proposed by Ostrom et al. (1994, 7-8),
let’s imagine an inshore fishery let alone an entire ocean. The costs of a fence that
limits the fishermen to overextract the fish or a fence that limits the fish’ banks
movement are prohibitive. Hereby, there must be formulated other solutions that
may be more cost-efficient and more realist.

One of these attempts was proposed by Elinor Ostrom in Governing the
Commons (1990). She discussed and criticized the Hobbesian solution and the
Privatization solution. The first one refers to the imposition of rules by a Leviathan
(i.e. by the state). Although it seems a possible viable solution, it has some
problems. One of them resides in the fact that it is impossible for the State to
know exactly all the details that happen in all the lands, all the time (Ostrom,
1990, 10-11). In other words, we cannot assume that the state knows for sure
all the characteristics (such as dimension, their capacity, their regeneration time,
etc.) of all the pasture throughout the entire country. Because of these limitations,
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the Hobbesian solution may not be the best, because it has a low probability of
avoiding the tragedy of the commons.

Another solution is that known as the liberal solution. This proposes the
privatization of the common, in order to solve the tragedy. But this solution
proposes the transformation of the good’s characteristics from non-excludability
to excludability. Thus, it will become a private good. Although this may seem to
be a better solution than the Hobbesian, it also may arise some problems, such as
the long term of imposing the new institutions and rules (Ostrom, 1990, 11-12). In
other words, the herders’ behavior may not change as fast as the privatization, in
the sense that the owners of the pasture must control and sanction all the herders
that continue to bring their cattle on.

Finally, Elinor Ostrom proposed a third solution: local-based institution of
governing the commons (Ostrom, 1990, 13-16). Hence, the community proposes
and adopts itself any norms of government for the commons they own or manage.
These institutions are accepted by all the members and are applicable to that
given situation: the local community knows better than any other external entity
which is the exploitation limit, and they may propose monitoring and sanctioning
measures for the over exploiters. Thus, Ostrom advocates for local communities to
adopt itself the norms of governing, in order to avoid the tragedy (Ostrom, 1990,
15-16). Briefly describing, the local-based institutions solution is represented by
some rules-in-use devised by the community, which stand for overcoming the
tragedy of the commons. This third solution is the one which I characterize and
present throughout the paper.

Institutions and the IAD Framework

Starting from the definition regarding the institutions proposed by Douglass
North, “institutions are the rules of the game in a society, or more formally, are the
humanly devised constrains that shape human interaction. In consequence, they
structure incentives in human exchange, whether political, social or economic”
(North, 1990, 3), Ostrom proposed a new one adapted to the context of CPRs
analysis. Thus, for her, institutions are working rules used to determine the
eligibility of decision-making positions. Moreover, through institutions, Ostrom
refers also to the aggregation rules, the allowance or constrain of some actions in
different arenas (Ostrom, 1990, 51). These two definitions, although they are not
so similar, they present the same core understanding of the institution. Hereby,
I consider that Ostrom continued the new-institutional tradition established by
North.

As previously presented, the CPR stands for common pool resources. When
talking about the tragedy of the commons and CPR institutions, I consider that
the capacity of avoiding the tragedy of the commons represents the robustness
level of the CPRs institutions. This may be one perspective. On the other side,
as Shepsle proposed the terms of robust or institutional equilibrium, there might
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be another reference to the robustness. For him, “an institution is essentially in
equilibrium if changes transpired according to an ex ante plan (and hence part of
the original institution) for institutional change” (Shepsle, 1989, 143). In other
words, as Ostrom and McGinnis presented, the rules used in a CPR context may
be modified and updated over time (McGinnis and Ostrom, 1992, 7).

Elinor Ostrom was interested in situations where the individuals take repeated
decisions, rather than single, isolated ones. Ostrom theorized that specific problems
may arise when a group of individuals are using the same resources over and over
again (Ostrom et al., 1994, 7). Thus, she proposed the Institutional Analysis and
Development Framework. The IAD Framework was proposed to “dig deeper than
hierarchies and markets” (Ostrom, 2005b, 821-822).

The Institutional Analysis and Development Framework was proposed in
order to identify the major types of structural variables that are present in all
institutional arrangements. The values taken by these variables differ from one
type of institutional arrangement to another, but they can be studied using the
same approach (Ostrom, 2011, 9). In her 2011 paper, Ostrom simplified the IAD
framework’s scheme because of the misunderstandings over the action arena
and action situation terms. Initially, the IAD framework assumed that the actor
is separated from the situation,’ in order to make much more theories compatible
with the framework. But, as she mentioned, after the integration of the IAD into
the socio-ecological systems, it was not possible to keep the actors so differentiated
from the situation (Ostrom, 2011, 9-10).

After the usage of the IAD framework in fieldwork research activities, Ostrom
and her colleagues concluded that there is a set of principles that should be used
in identifying successful CPR institutions (Ostrom, 2005, 256-261). There is not
any minimum required number of the respected principles in order to conclude
if a CPR institution is robust or not, but, as the empirical results showed, there is
a correlation between the number of these and the CPR’s robustness level. Also,
Ostrom shown that all the forms of organization that do not share the design
principles tend to be fragile and dysfunctional (Ostrom, 1990, 177-178). A design
principle should be understood as “an essential element or condition that helps
to account for the success of institutions in sustaining the CPRs and gaining the
compliance of generation of participants to the rules-in-use (McGinnis and Ostrom,
1992, 8).

The design principles that were derived from studies of long-enduring institutions
for governing the commons (Ostrom, 2005, 259):

1. Clearly defined boundaries, which means that both the boundaries of the
CPR and the individuals with right to exploit in that CPR are clearly defined.
2. Proportional equivalence between benefits and costs. Referring to this
design principle, Ostrom considers that there must be a rule that specifies
the amount of a resource that an individual is allowed to consume. This
consumption level must be related to all the local conditions and to other
rules that specify the labor level or money inputs.
15
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3. Collective-choice arrangements. It is an important characteristic that a
CPR institution permits to the affected individuals to modify the rules. In
other words, all the members of a community must have the possibility to
change the unwanted rule.

4. Monitoring. The institution should permit and propose monitors, who audit
the physical conditions and individuals’ behavior.

5. Graduated sanctions. All the users that do not respect the rules-in-use
should receive graduated sanctions, depending on the effects.

6. Conflict-resolution mechanisms. All the conflict arose within the community
should be rapidly and efficiently solved.

7. Minimal recognition of rights to organize. There should not be any external
impositions into the communities’ rules. The community should be free in
promoting its own institutions.

8. Nested enterprises. “appropriation, provision, monitoring, enforcement,
conflict resolution, and governance activities are organized in multiple
layers of nested enterprises” (Ostrom, 2005, 259).

The entire Framework works as a whole, when discussing the avoidance of the
tragedy of the commons. Otherwise, the design principles may be taken separately
to be discussed, but their effect will be reliable only in the framework. Although
this limitation, in the present paper I am analyzing the monitoring and sanctioning
processes (the 4™ and 5™ design principles). In order to set apart this limitation, an
assumption is needed: all the other design principles remain unchanged. In other
words, the paper aims to map the forms taken by the 4™ and 5™ design principles
in the case of Romanian communal villages. The choice of these two DPs is not
random, those two being one of the most intuitive management measures. Despite
the ownership characteristics, any person is interested about what happens when
someone does not respect the rules and how he/she is caught not respecting them.
Firstly, the monitoring design principle refers to the existence of any monitors,
who audit CPR conditions and participants’ behavior. They are accountable to
the participants or even the participants may be monitors (McGinnis and Ostrom,
1992, 9). On the other side, graduated sanctions represent the way participants
are to be punished for violating operational rules. The sanctions are graduated in
the sense that they depend on the context and on the effects that the participant’s
violation has had on the commons’ quality or quantity (McGinnis and Ostrom,
1992, 9). These sanctions may be assessed by other participants or by external
representatives that have received a delegation in this manner from the participants.

Although I employ an Ostromian perspective, there are some authors that are
analyzing the commons from other perspectives. For example, Cox et al. (2010)
tested the design principles proposed by Ostrom through a meta-analysis. They
discovered that although the principles are empirically supported, there may be
needed some further developments, and proposed three critiques. One criticism
refers to the IAD framework and design principles applicability to other cases
that those Ostrom intended. Another criticism resides in the incompletion of the
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design principles. The authors consider that there exist some other features that
may affect the outcomes of a local-managed common. Lastly, the third critique
has effects on the entire approach. The authors considered that the design principle
approach may be the wrong way of commons analysis. They presented both theirs
and other authors perspective on the necessity of a more socially, environmentally
and historically perspective on these cases, not only an economic one (Cox et al.,
2010, 13).

Although I consider the criticisms well developed and presented, referring
at least to the sanctioning design principle and any linked features, I consider
the institutional economic perspective reliable and applicable to the case studies
presented here. In other words, although there are some criticisms, the institutional
analysis applied on villages may propose some new insights, compared to other
perspectives. The paper aims for mapping the sanctioning instruments and their
linked feature, taking into account mainly the economic factor, but no considering
that the other are wrong or not useful.

The Romanian Communal Villages and Obsti

The Obste is an archaic form of property, not only in the Romanian area. Similar
forms of organizations may be found also in the Russian region, Southern and
Southeastern Asia or in Former Austrian Empire®. It is important to emphasize that
in Romania, the obste is not the only associative form of property that manages
commons. As previously mentioned, the former Austrian Empire included some
similar forms, known as composesorate (these may be found in the nowadays
Transilvania).

In Romania, these associative forms of property were mainly studied by the
research teams led by Dimitrie Gusti, but not limited to. For the newer period, there
are many authors, from distinct fields (such as Anthropology and environmental
history) (Vasile, 2006, 2008, 2009; Mantescu, 2009; Dorondel, 2009, 2016) or
Political Science (Miroiu, 2015, 2016; Terpe, 2015; Cerkez, 2015; Cerkez, 2015).
Recalling the discussion presented at the end of the previous section, some of the
above mentioned researchers are not employing an Ostromian perspective, but
a more socially and non-economic oriented perspective. For example, Monica
Vasile analyzes several obsti from the Southern Romanian part, in the Gorj, Valcea
and Arges Counties from an emotional and relational perspective (Vasile, 2019,
4). Thus, she offers an overview of the enlivenment of institutions, taking into
consideration the individuals human satisfactions and aspirations (Vasile, 2019,
3-4).

The obste is an undivided group ownership association within which owners
could not physically locate their individual lands (usually forests or pastures?),
however they can demonstrate with documents that they own the forest in common
(Nichiforel et al., 2015, 477). Another definition of the Communal Village was

17



SOCIOLOGIE ROMANEASCA - VOLUMUL 18(1)/2020

proposed by Henri H. Stahl as: “neither a unique household nor a simple spatial
coexistence of autonomous households. The communal village is an association
of family households on a common owned territory, in which the collectivity has
anterior and superior rights, exercised by a leading organization named Obste”
(Stahl, 1958D, 45).

At this time, I consider important to differentiate between Obsti®: throughout the
entire paper [ will use different terms for describing different developing periods of
the Obste. Thus, I will refer to the old Obste for describing the entire period until
1948 (the starting point of the procedure of transferring the communal properties
to state’s property (nationalization) or to locally agricultural cooperatives known as
C.A.P.s). I shall refer to the new Obste, in order to describe the period since 1990
until present (in this timeframe, a significant moment was the enforcement of a new
law in 2000, which opened the opportunity to re-establish the communal village’s
Obste). The uncovered period (1948-1990) will be described as the communist
period. In this time, there was not any formal existence of the associative forms
of property known as Obste. These associative forms of property are owning
commons that have the form of forests and pastures. The forested areas represent
the important part of the common surfaces. From the total or Romanian forested
areas, the private property of communes — indivisible (as they appear in the
National data set), for 2012, equals to 172,000 hectares, that represent 11% of the
total forested area (Nichiforel et al., 2012, 477).

The main characteristic of the Obste is its indivisible type of property which
means that the property cannot be divided in pieces and sold. Moreover, the
property is communal, in the sense that all the members of the Obste are owners,
but the property is not theirs in the common sense of private property: they have
the legal right of property over a part of a communal property, but that property
is shared with other owners. In that sense, the villages organized on this structure
are named communal villages. In other words, the definition of the Communal
Village proposed by Stahl is the following: “the communal village is neither a
unique household nor a simple spatial coexistence of autonomous households. The
communal village is an association of family households on a common owned
territory, in which the collectivity has anterior and superior rights, exercised by a
leading organization named Obste” (Stahl, 1958b, 45). Or, in other words, the obste
represents an undivided group ownership association within which owners could
not physically locate their individual forestlands, however they can demonstrate
with documents that they own the forest in common (Nichiforel et al., 2012, 477).

There is not certainly known the number of both communal (free peasants’)
villages and the number of the villages characterized by vassalage, but as Stahl
stated, “there existed a high number” (Stahl, 1958a, 7). Because of their number
and their consistence on a mass phenomenon which comprises all the villages
across the southern and eastern region of nowadays Romania, their communal
property may represent a real-life problem. Following Stahl (1958a, 15), the
territorial organization of a communal village at their beginning had three main
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contents: a) a group of households located in the village’s center; b) an area of
forest and grazing ground which were free to use for every villager (Stahl notes
that these types of field are known as “commonaux in France, common-fields
in England, allmenden in Deutschland and Swiss and as udmark in Denmark’®
(Stahl, 1958a, 15)). As Nichiforel et al. (2012) show in figure 1, in 1947, in
Romania the communal property summed 27% of the entire forested surface. All
the commons were managed by either Obsti or Composesorate. The forest was
not only a provider of firewood and wild animals, but it was an area which could
be used as pasture after a clearance. In other words, if in the village existed any
shepherd, for example, she was free to clear a forest-eye, in order to develop a
new pasture for her, but in the same time for the whole village. Last but not least,
c) the third part of the communal village organization were the adjacent places
to the villagers’ houses, a field which was only on the control of the owner (i.e.
nowadays it may be recognized as private property). As Stahl described it, this
third zone was the one in “which the appropriator could use production techniques
which were not under the village’s collective control” (Stahl 1958a, 15). Moreover,
there are many hypotheses related to the Obsti appearance. The most of them
were offered by Henri Stahl, such as the theory of the eponymous hero (1958a,
54-55), or the hypothesis which states that there was an initial form of social
organization which in time became divided and fragmented into Obsti, and finally
into individual households (1958a, 55). There may be also formulated some other
hypothesis. Founded on institutional assumptions, there are some other hypothesis
formulated. For example, as Diaconu (2017) presented, according to Petru Poni’s
map, “the free villages may be found in the mountain and the higher lands of the
Carpathian depressions, while the villages characterized by vassalage may be
found predominantly in the lower land depressions and in the plains” (Stahl, 1958a,
45). The higher altitude areas choice was not random, it may be the result of an
institutional arrangement based on the incentives that the villagers had. They could
not be monitored by any landlord (or similar entity), because they could easily
run and hide in the forests or caves (Diaconu, 2017, 75). Taking into account a
cost-efficiency perspective and the attached risks, there was no any incentive for
landlords, boyars or monasteries to own forested areas (Diaconu, 2017, 75-76).
Depending on the communality characteristics, the associative forms of
property from Romania may be distinguished in two major types: egalitarian
or non-egalitarian. Henri Stahl described three different kinds of Obste, based
on their communality’ characteristics. Thus, Stahl (1946) differentiates among
absolute communality, egalitarian communality and inegalitarian communality, in
the case of Romanian Obsti (1946, 160-175). Although Stahl considered the Obsti
characterized by absolute communality cannot be adapted to both the economic
and juridical characteristics of the 1940s, the case of Vrancea was organized
like that. The absolute communality means that all the villagers had the right of
individually use the common, without any limit (Stahl, 1946, 160). Secondly, the
communality characterized by egalitarianism, the obste imposes some exploitation
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rules that may limit individual’s behavior, in order to preserve the common.
Last but not least, following Stahl, the inegalitarian communality arose from the
egalitarian form, when some individuals wanted to exploit more than other. Those
individuals were interested in somehow privatize the common, by transforming
it into a shares-based system (Stahl, 1946, 173-175). In one of his newer books,
Henri Stahl stated that the communality changed from absolute to egalitarian, and
after that, to inegalitarian represents its self-destruction (Stahl, 1980, 116-117).

Due to the juridical developments (starting with the 1910 Forest Law, but not
limited to) we cannot talk about any absolute communality, in the period of the
New obste. Briefly, the core aspect of 0bsti of Vrancea is the egalitarianism (Vasile,
2008; Mantescu and Vasile 2009; Diaconu, 2017). The main characteristic that
differentiates between these two types of Obste is the number of rights® that each
member owns. Hereby, when talking about the inegalitarian ones, legally, each
member has a number of shares in the Obste, similar to corporations. On the other
hand, in the egalitarian obste, all the members are equal. One interesting remark
in the case of these is that the /legality is based on a local norm which was not
previously formally stated in any statute or regulation. In Vrancea, for example,
all the members are equal, and this characteristic resulted from their conception
about a right. More exactly, in most interviews that I have taken in the Vrancea
region, the interviewees told me that the razes of Vrancea is born with its right
and dies with the right (of being a member of the obste).

For a more accurate description, I propose an example: let’s assume a man
and a woman, each of them being member of an Obste. In the inegalitarian obste,
each of them has one right. If they decide to get married, the resulted family will
own two rights in the Obste. Let’s assume that this family will have five children.
Being an inegalitarian obste, all the rights may be bought or sold or they may be
transferred to the children after the parents’ death. Thus, in the case of this family,
after the parents’ death, all the five children must split the rights that their parents
owned. In this example, each child will have 5/2 rights in the Obste. On the other
side, transposing this family into an egalitarian obste, each member has equal right
(which cannot be quantifiable; equal does not mean /). Hence, when children are
under 18, the family has two persons with equal rights in the obste. But, in the case
that all the children reach 18 years old, all of them implicitly become members in
the Obste, receiving equal right. Moreover, if their parents die, the children will
not inherit their parents’ rights. This is the meaning of their internalized local norm
(the raze of Vrancea is born with its right and dies with the right).

In the following sub-sections, I will describe the main characteristics of
each Obste in which I did fieldwork and which I analyze. Thus, referring to the
inegalitarian type of Obste, I will discuss the Dragoslavele Obste, in the Arges
County. On the other hand, from the egalitarian obste family, I will discuss the
following associative forms of property from Vrancea: Obstea Naruja, Obstea
Nistoresti, Obstea Spinesti, Obstea Nereju, Obstea Birsesti, Obstea Herdstrau,
Obstea Poduri, Obstea Poiana (Musa, Vetrila and Hdrboca), Obstea Topesti,

20



STUDII

Obstea Valea Sarii, Obstea Colacu, Obstea Ruget, Obstea Mare Vidra, Obstea Mica
Vidra, Obstea Viisoara, Obstea Spulber, Obstea Muntele Frumoasele (Vrancioaia),
Obstea Paulesti, Obstea Tulnici, Obstea Coza, Obstea Haulisca, Obstea Negrilesti,
Obstea Vilcani, Obstea Prahuda, Obstea Condratu, Obstea Paltin.

In opposition with the Obsti from Arges County, the Obsti from Vrancea
have some core characteristics that show a need of analyzing them in a different
manner. Firstly, the Obsti from Vrancea are situated in the area known as Tara
Vrancei (Vrancea'’s Country). The name of Vrancea was given in the 15" century.
Considering that the entire zone is closed by mountains, the name of Tara Vrancei
appeared’. This characteristic of being closed is important when discussing about
the rules, the institutions and about the possibility of modifying the local-based
norms.

On the other side, this paper presents some new cases and proposes a new
element within the types of obsti, the hybrid obste. This term appeared after
organizing a fieldwork activity in the Dorna Valley. The obsti of there are not purely
egalitarian nor purely non-egalitarian, but a mixture of them. In the following table,
the characteristics of each type will be presented. Finally, in addition to the obsti
presented above, the analysis presented in this paper will focus also the case of
Obsti of Dorna Valley: Obstea Cozanesti-Ortoaia, Obstea Gura Negrii, Obstea
Ousorului and Obstea Negrisoara.

Table 1: Distinctions between the three types of Obsti

Egalitarian obste
(Vrancea)

Non-egalitarian obste
(Arges)

Hybrid obste
(Dorna Valley)

What % of
common does
each villager

Each member has
one part — non
determined surface,

One or multiple of
one. Usually the parts
are measured in

One or multiple of one.
The measurement unit
is the ioch or jugar

only one vote

number of votes equal
with their parts in the
Obste.

own? it is a part. surfaces. For example, | which equals to 0.5755
for the case of Arges, ha
a part = 1 dram which
equals 1 ha.
Dividends? Invested into Invested into private Invested into private
collective goods goods (personal) goods (personal)
(community)
Voting rule? Each member has Each member has a | Each member has only

one vote.

Can the parts
of common be
sold?

No.

Yes, firstly the parts
are offered for the
members, otherwise
they could be sold to
non-obste members.

Yes, but only to Obste
members.
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Methodology

From a methodological perspective, the data presented in this paper are resulted
from a qualitative approach. The instruments within this approach that have been
used are the in-depth interview, the group-interview and the document analysis.

The in-depth interviews and group-interviews were organized in three historical
sites of Romania, between 2016 and 2018. The three areas are Arges County,
Vrancea County and Suceava County. Taking into account three different regions
of Romania, the paper aims to offer a compherensive mapping of the three types
of Obste: egalitarian, non-egalitarian and hybrid.

In Arges, a fieldtrip was organized in 2016 in Dragoslavele Communal Village.
There were conducted 10 in-depth interviews and two group interviews with
villagers, by me and Adelin Dumitru (Diaconu and Dumitru, 2017), city hall’s
employees or persons that are in charge with the management activity of the
Dragoslavele Obste (such as the President). Each interview had a duration between
40 and 130 minutes and followed a semi-structured interview grid. The same grid
was also applied in the other two regions. Therefore, in Vrancea were organized
two fieldwork activities, in 2016 and in 2018. Regarding the first one, being a
collaborator of a larger project led by Monica Vasile'’, there were interviews
conducted (both semi-structured and unstructured) with Obsti Presidents and key
persons interested in Obste’s activity, such as local teachers, local priests, lawyers,
medical doctors, firefighters, rangers or even mayors. In addition, in 2018 another
fieldtrip was organized and I conducted 10 in-depth interviews with the Chief
of a private Forest Range and villagers. The idea of a second fieldwork activity
came into my mind because [ was interested in any updates regarding the rights,
members’ statuses, elections and other similar commons’ management issues.
Last but not least, in Suceava I organized a fieldwork trip, in 2018, in the region
of Dorna Valley (known as the former Campulung region).

The region of Dorna is interesting from multiple points of view. Maybe the most
important point is related to the two different political institutions that governed the
region trough time: in 1775, the region was split between the Austrian-Hungarian
Empire and the Kingdom of Moldova. I was interested in covering both areas,
and as a result, [ conducted interviews with the Presidents of the following Obsti:
Obstea Cozanesti-Ortoaia, Obstea Gura Negrii, Obstea Ousorului and Obstea
Negrisoara. Moreover, | had three group interviews at three of the City Halls from
the area: Dorna Arini, Dorna Cdndreni and Panaci. In addition to these, several
interviews with forest rangers and villagers were also conducted. In total, in the
Suceava region, were conducted 13 in-depth interviews.
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Figure 1: Map of the villages that are part of this research (colored in beige).

Source: Created by the author using Philcarto

From a procedural standpoint, the collection process of the involved data in this
paper is represented by periods of time of field research activity. Before presenting
each fieldwork activity, let me remember the distinction between three periods in
the Obste s activity: the old Obste (the period until 1948), the communist period
(1948-1989, when all the communal properties were transferred to state’s property)
and the new Obste (1990 — present; a significant moment in this third period was
the enforcement of a new law in 2000, which opened the opportunity to re-establish
the communal village’s Obste). In this case, I tried to discover through interviews
the details and characteristics of the second and third periods of time, from persons
that lived in this period. Regarding the period of the old Obste, although in the
interview grid there were questions referring to the period between the moment
of the officially foundation of the Obste and 1948, those responses’ validity is
tested by matching the information resulted with all the existent information in
the analyzed documents.

Finally, regarding the documents’ analysis, the paper uses both social
monographies of the villages, such as Dragoslavele (Rautescu, 1937; Mogos et
al., 2010), Dorna Arini (Nafareanu et al., 2005), Dorna Candrenilor (Cernat, 2008),
Tara Vrancei (Cherciu, 2012, 2013, 2015; Tibrea and Cherciu, 2012). In addition,
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for some historical areas, there were documents that were analyzed, for example
Teodor Balan (1933, 1934, 1937, 1938, 1939, 1943).

Results and discussion

As mentioned, this paper aims to map the monitoring and sanctioning
instruments that are part of the communal villages’ institutional arrangements
through time. There are at least three development periods of the Romanian
villages Obste, determined by both historical regions and critical junctures. On
the one side, the Obsti of Vrancea and Arges developed different local-based
institutions under similar larger institutional framework: the one of a Kingdom,
either Valachia or Moldova, under the suzerainty if the Ottoman Empire. Although
the larger framework was not all the time the same, and the Ottoman suzerainty
influenced the Kingdoms’ framework in different grades, in different periods,
mainly the arrangements were similar. On the other side, the case of Dorna Valley
was different, because a prior political juncture. In 1775, the northwestern part
of the Kingdom of Moldova was transferred to the Habsburg Monarchy. Thus,
from 1775, different larger institutional arrangements were developing different
context for all the villages, including the communal villages. All the institutional
arrangements that were developed — usually incrementally — will be discussed in
the following pages.

The major three periods of analysis are the period of the Old Obste (until
1948), the period between 1948 and 1989 or (the communist period), and the
period of the New Obste (1990/2000 to present). For the case of Dorna Valley,
the period of the Old Obste will be split, taking into account the moment of
1775 and 1918. In 1918, the northwestern part (Bucovina'') was transferred back
under the larger institutional framework of Romania. We cannot talk about the
management of the commons in the communist period (1945-1989). Taking into
account that the Obsti had been dismantled, the commons did not exist anymore,
but the forest did. The forested surface were transferred to State’s property, being
administered by State owned forest ranges. The forestry management — referring
only to the monitoring and sanctioning systems — were made by State entities. For
all the cases, the forests were administrated by State-owned forest ranges, and the
monitoring procedures were conducted by Rangers. The sanctions were imposed
by judicial process and finalized by the State’s Police. Thus, in this paper will be
presented the differences between the monitoring and sanctioning instruments in
the old period and the new one.

The name of these communal villages leading organization is not the only
similar characteristics of them, but many other institutions and rules. When talking
about the obste, at least for the three regions involved in this paper, the main
characteristic is the one of communality and indivisibility. All the analyzed Obsti
own forested areas and pastures as commons. As a result, these properties may
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become a part of a tragedy of the commons if they are not managed sustainable
and with proper rules that permit the fragedy avoidance. Basically, the Obsti are
institutional arrangements that developed their own rules and statuses, in order
to manage and preserve their lands. All these local-developed rules are working
and developed under a larger institutional umbrella. Regarding the monitoring
and sanctioning instruments, and also another obste characteristics, a juncture
appears and described a new arrangement: The Forest Law of 1910. As Oana
Mateescu argued, the year of 1910 represented “a crack into the history of the
Romanian communal villages” (2013, 88). In other words, after 1910 there was
not any continuity in the case of Romanian communal villages that was until
that moment characterized as an immemorial and atemporal practice. Following
her arguments, the 1910 was a moment when some elements (such as laws,
communities, corporations or local habits) clashed, because of the 1910 Law
imposition. This permitted some new property right and property succession
elements to be infused into the community’s institutional arrangement. 1910
Forest Law was thus the time of the first modern law that treated and imposed
new communal villages’ properties’ characteristics, along with the monitoring
instruments.

The 1910 Forest Law was not the first Forestry law that offers a juridical
perspective on the forest exploitation'?, but was the first time when the Romanian
States intervenes directly in the functioning principles of such organizations
(Mateescu 2013, 104). I consider that the Forest Code of 1910!* was one of the
major instruments that the State used in order to clarify the property details and
the exploitation procedures of the communal villages. As 1.-A. Biris stated in a
foreword of the 1910 Forest Code that “more than 100 years ago, the politicians
understood that they must unite in order to stop de forest exploitation and to
advocate for the sustainable development of the timber exploitation by the approval
of the Forest Code” (Biris, 2014, 1).

The results will be split into the two periods of the Obste: the period of the Old
Obste, and the New Obste. In this section, [ will be referring to the monitoring and
sanctioning instruments in the analyzed communal villages’ Obste. Furthermore,
in the last section of the paper, I will discuss the effects of each arrangement on
the CPR institutions’ robustness.

Recalling the discussion regarding the monitoring and sanctioning instruments
that existed in the analyzed Obsti, in the following table I will briefly present
some examples. After that, [ will discuss their implications, and finally present a
paper’s conclusion.
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Table 2. Monitoring and sanctioning instruments in the case of Old Obste

o Egalitarian Hybrid Obste Hybrld Obste
Inegalitarian Obste Obste Kingdom of
Habsburg
(Arges County) (Vrancea . Moldova
Empire
County)

Each member was
in charge with the
monitoring process.

Each member
was in charge

The monitoring
process was

Each member
was in charge

'Monltorlng (The personal interest |with the done by 'the with the
instruments . o Rangers in all o
of the villagers that monitoring monitoring
the forested
owned more shares was|process. areas process.
higher than the others’) )
Light (from
Light: strong  |the villagers): |Light:
Light: admonition language strong language|admonition
Sanctionin Medium: curses Medium: Medium (state’s|Medium:
instrumentg; proposed by the priest |curses and officers): 10-30 |Curses and
Severe: ostracization fights cane hits fights
from the village Severe: village [Severe: Severe: village
ostracization  |after judicial ostracization
sentence

Other details

All the members

were involved into

the Obste’s economic
activity

There is not any
differentiation between
the monitorization
capacity or the
sanctioning instruments
depending on the
number of shares
detained.

All the
villagers were
involved into
the Obste’s
economic
activity.

No members
were involved
into the Obste’s
monitoring
processes.
Some of them
were involved
in the economic
activity (as
exploiters)

All the
villagers were
involved into
the Obste’s
economic
activity.

Technically, in the period of the old obste there were not major differences
between the monitoring and sanctioning instruments, in the cases of the three (four)
types of obste. As Table 1 presents, the analyzed Obsti present both monitoring
processes and graduated sanctions. Although the 4™ and 5" design principles are

respected, it is important the degree of DP respect.

Referring to the monitoring instruments the only example that stands out is
the case of the Obsti from the Austrian part. Starting with 1776, all the properties
of the western part of Bucovina were measured. As a result, the agricultural land
(including pastures), forestry, houses and courtyards were measured and registered
(Nafareanu et al., 2005, 59). Moreover, the forestry rules were changed in the case
of Bucovina. For example, in 1785 there was imposed a tax for wood usage, and
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in 1788 the hunt was prohibited. In addition, the forest exploitation rules were
changed (Cernat, 2008, 73). There were certain persons (similar to nowadays’
rangers) that were in charge with the monitoring processes, being related to the
State Authority. On the other side, the case of the eastern part of Bucovina that
remained part of the Kingdom of Moldova, the case of Vrancea and the case of
Arges developed some local-based institutions. The monitoring was done by each
member of the obste. Here appears the first difference between the Inegalitarian,
Hybrid and the case of Egalitarian obste.

Firstly, in the case of inegalitarian obsti, not every villager is part of the
commons’ management organization. That means some individuals own more
parts in the common than the other. Although this scenario, there was not found
any link between the dramuri owned and the monitoring processes. In other
words, there was not any case in which a member who owned a large part of the
Dragoslavele Village was not monitored. The case of the eastern part of Dorna
Valley was similar: not every villager was part of the Obste, but only those that
owned parts in the Obste. While for the case of Dragoslavele, the shares were
named dramuri, in the case of Dorna valley, they were named iofuri'®, but they
worked similar. Taking into account that the both cases are inegalitarian from an
ownership perspective, the villagers are referring to their parts similar they are
referring to a private good. Although the ownership had the form of a common,
as resulted from the interviews, the member talked about their parts not about the
village's part. Another important aspect was the villagers’ involvement into the
Obste economic activity. All the members were involved in it, either by exploiting
or selling the timber. The non-members were also implied in the activity, but as
employees. Most of them were shippers. In an interview that was organized with
a former Ranger (91 years old at the time of interview — 2018), in the case of
Dorna Valley most of the non-members helped shipping the timber by floats or
even paid exploiters.

In opposition, the case of Vrancea was characterized by a perfectly egalitarian
communality, all the members were part in the obste’s economic activity, being
their primary income source. This characteristic is important because all the
benefits that the members had (or that the members have nowadays) must be
equal between all the villagers. In other words, the personal interest that may
arise in the case of an inegalitarian Obste in buying more and more rights'> (such
as Dragoslavele or obsti of Dorna Valley), does not exist in the egalitarian cases.
Thus, the monitoring process was important for every member and was done by all.

Referring to the sanctioning instruments, there are many similarities. For all
the cases the sanctions were graduated, so the 5" design principle was technically
respected. In the case of the Austrian Bucovina, the sanctions were applied by
State’s authority and the most frequent was the physical punishment (between 10
and 30 cane-hits, depending on the situation) (Cernat 2008, 54-55). On the other
side, in the other cases, all the Obsti had local-based institutions that imposed
sanctioned for those who did not respect the rules. For example, in the case of
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Dragoslavele a frequent sanction had the for of curses made by the village’s Priest.
On the other side, there were fights that appeared when someone overexploits.

Table 3. Monitoring and sanctioning instruments in the case of New Obste

Inegalitarian Egalitarian Obste Hybrid Obste
Obste (Vrancea County) (Dorna Valley)
(Arges County)
Monitoring - . .
instrumente Forestry District (private or public)

Sanctioning  |Graduated Sanctions proposed and applied by Police or Judicial
instruments  |Court

The villagers are not involved into the Obste’s economic activity
The state is the only entity that is allowed to sanction persons, even
Other details |though they are part of a local-based institutional arrangement.

The New Obsti were established after the enforcement of the law 1/2000. They
received all the forested surfaces that was previously owned and all the pastures
and meadows. In the same time, all the Obsti must respect the old statute. That
means, the rules and norms — the institutions — of the Old Obste must have been
preserved. With some amendments: the monitoring and sanctioning instruments.
After the imposition of the communist regime, there were proposed Forest Ranges
that had the role of monitoring the timber thefts from the forest. Similarly, after
the 1989 Romanian Revolution, the Forest Laws were modified, in order to better
fit the needs and the exploitation technology development. Thus, nowadays,
every forest property, even private, owned by an Obste or owned by the State is
monitored by a Forest Range. It is compulsory to have a monitoring contract with
a Forest Range. On the other hand, the Law permits to all the owners that have
more than a certain number of hectares to propose (and form) a Private Forest
Range. This is the case of Dragoslavele (Arges) and Obstea Tulnici (Vrancea).
Other analyzed Obsti either associated in order to form private forest ranges (for
example, Asociatia Obstilor din Tara Vrancei), or contracted the State Forest
Range (some Obsti of Vrancea and the Obsti from Dorna). Even though the
monitoring instruments remained at the Obste — but with limits and procedures
set by the law — the sanctioning instruments are not in the administration of the
Obste. For example, if the employees of the Forest Range find some stolen timber,
they are obliged to contact the Police, in order to sanction the thieves.

This measure may be considered a part of a leviathan solution — the State is
the only entity that manages the 4" and 5" design principle, even though they are
part of a communal villages that was formed on local-based institutions.
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Concluding the paper, the robustness level —understood as the capacity to avoid
the tragedy of the commons, referring only to the two monitoring and sanctioning
design principles —is decreasing with the degree of external interference. Moreover,
although all types of Obste should have had a consistent capacity of avoiding
the tragedy of the commons, because of the communist period (which may be
understood as a critical juncture (Acemoglu, and Robinson 2012, 101) their
robustness level decreased. The Obsti institutions’ robustness level decreased also
because of the lack of the villagers’ implication in the economic activity. After
the imposition of the communist regime — and it remains similar nowadays — the
villagers learned and developed new skills, many new job were developed, so the
involvement into the Obste economic activity does not seems important anymore.
Finally, the CPRs institutions robustness level decreased in the case of the New
Obste, compared to the case of the Old one. Taking into account this argument,
with the limitations of analyzing only two out of eight design principles, a tragedy
of the commons cannot be fully avoided in a long term perspective.

Notes

'Twould like to thank for all the discussions, criticisms and helpful objections
related to this subject to Adrian Miroiu, Adelin Dumitru and to the audience of the
11-G panel of Practicing the Commons — XVI Biennial IASC-Conference 2017,
where a previous version of this paper was presented. I am also deeply thankful
to the two anonymous reviewers and to the Editor of the Sociologie Romdneasca
Journal. Due to the all above-mentioned feedback, this version of the paper is
much improved.

2The initial scheme may be found in Ostrom et al. (1994, 37; fig. 2.2).

3 I would like to thank to the anonymous reviewer I of Sociologie Romdneasca
Journal for this point.

* The obste may manage different types of goods, including ballrooms,
exploitation companies, markets, sport arenas, etc. Referring to the lands, the
Obsti may own also the lands that exist in the village center (or even the lands
under the villagers’ houses).

5 Obsti is the plural of Obste.

¢ Taking into account the existence of these types of communal property in
other countries than nowadays Romania (added to the Slavic region and to the
Southeastern Asia, as I mentioned in the first section of this chapter), the communal
property is not an exclusive characteristic of the Romanian archaic villages, as
some scholars or even villagers are considering.

"1 propose this translation for the Romanian word devalmdsie, because 1
consider that it best explains the property’s characteristic of being owned by more
persons, taking into account the indivisibility criteria. Also, this word may be found
as joint ownership (for example, see Mateescu 2013, 106).
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¥ There may be different types of rights, such as equal rights, dramuri, litre and
so on. All of them will be explained in the following paragraphs.

° Dimitrie Cantemir described in Descriptio Moldavie the Vrancea Country as
“Vrancea — unidiqueasperrinis circum-data montus” — Vrancea which is circled
by wild mountains (1716, apud Cherciu, 2015, 25).

T would like to thank Monica Vasile and George Tordachescu and the whole
research team involved in their project (Associative Environmentality — Romanian
Forest Commons Project — supported by a grant of the Romanian National Authority
for Scientific Research and Innovation, CNCS-UEFISCDI project number PN-II-
RU-TE-2014-4-2865) regarding the study of the associative forms of property all
over Romania. More details regarding this project may be found on the project’s
Website: http://romaniacommons.wixsite.com/project.

' The area was named Bucovina after the moment of 1775.

12 By this law, the Forest law of 1852, the communal forest law from 1897, the
composesorate forest law from 1897 and the 1906 law were rescinded (Mateescu,
2013, 88).

> The Code may be online accessed at the following link: http://legislatie.just.
ro/Public/detaliidocument/19328.

4 As presented above, these were the surfaces measurement units and it was
less costly for each villager to use an evidence-based unit to name the parts of the
Obste. While the concept of shares is a non-tangible term, both dram and ioch
(named by the interviewees as plural — iofuri) are operational forms.

' More details referring to the Dragoslavele Obste may be found in Diaconu
and Dumitru, 2017.

References

Balan, T. (1933) Documente Bucovinene. Vol. 1. 1507-1653. Cernauti: Institutul de Arte
grafice si Editurd ,,Glasul Bucovinei”.

Bélan, T. (1934) Documente bucovinene. Vol. II. 1519-1662. Cernauti: Institutul de Arte
grafice si Editura ,,Glasul Bucovinei”.

Balan, T. (1937) Documente bucovinene. Vol. I1l. 1573-1720. Cernauti: Institutul de Arte
grafice si Editurd ,,Glasul Bucovinei”.

Bélan, T. (1938) Documente bucovinene. Vol. IV. Cernauti: Institutul de Arte grafice si
Editura ,,Glasul Bucovinei”.

Balan, T. (1939) Documente bucovinene. Vol V. 1745-1760. Cernduti: Institutul de Arte
grafice si Editurd ,,Glasul Bucovinei”.

Bélan, T. (1942) Documente Bucovinene, Vol VI. Bucuresti: Casei Scoalelor si a culturii
poporului.

Biris, 1.-A. (2014) Cuvant Inainte - Codul silvic din 9 aprilie 1910, cu modificirile din
1919, 1920, 1921 si 1923, aplicabil in tot cuprinsul Romaniei intregite. Bucovina
Forestiera, 211-244.

30



STUDII

Cerkez, M. (2015) Satele devalmase romanesti —o analiza institutionald a proprietatii in
comun, in A. Miroiu and I.-P. Golopenta, Actiune colectiva si bunuri colective in
societatea romdneascd, lasi: Polirom, 69-104.

Cerkez, S. (2015) Reguli si mecanisme de exploatare a sistemelor de resurse comune in
satele din Vrancea, in A. Miroiu and L.-P. Golopenta, Actiune colectiva si bunuri
comune In societatea romdneascd, lasi: Polirom, 105-135.

Cernat, 1. (2008) Dorna Candrenilor, Satul de la poalele Ousorului (pagini de monografie).
lasi: PIM.

Cherciu, C. (2012) Viisoara Vrancei, un sat de rdazesi. Focsani: Andrew.

Cherciu, C. (2013) Restituiri Vrancene. Focsani: Andrew.

Cherciu, C. (2015) Tara Vrancei: o istorie a obstilor razasesti. Galati: Axis Libri.

Cox, M., Amold, G. and Sergio, T. V. (2010) A Review of Design Principles for Community-
based Natural Resource Management. Ecology and Society, 1-19.

Diaconu, D. (2017) (Re)Establishing Institutions as Tradition. A fieldwork-based analysis
of Obste commons management institutions. Martor, 65-79.

Diaconu, D. (2017) Local-based institutions and the management of commons in Vrancea
and Arges. A Mixed-methods Approach. MA Dissertation, SNSPA.

Diaconu, D. and Dumitru, A. (2017) Can we avoid the tragedy of the commons without
social capital? A field study using the IAD framework in the Dragoslavele communal
village. Romanian Journal of Political Science, 90-134.

Dorondel, S. (2009) They Should Be Killed: Forest Restitution, Ethnic Groups and
Patronage in Post-Socialist Romania, in D. Fay and D. James, The Rights and
Wrongs of Land Restitution: “Restoring What Was Ours”. Abingdon: Routledge-
Cavendish, 63-65.

Dorondel, S. (2016) Disrupted Landscapes: State, Peasants and the Politics of Land in
Postsocialist Romania. New York: Bergahn Books.

Forest Law 1910 (n.d.) Available at http://legislatie.just.ro/Public/DetaliiDocument/19328.
Accessed on 24.01.2017.

Hardin, G. (1968) The Tragedy of the Commons. Science, 1243-1248.

Law 1/2000 (n.d.) Available at Legex.ro: http://www.legex.ro/Legea-1-2000-20058.aspx.
Accessed on 24.01.2017.

Mantescu, L. and Vasile, M. (2009) Property reforms in rural Romania and community-
based forests. Romanian Sociology [Sociologie Romdneascaj, 95-113.

Mateescu, O. (2013) Succesiunea juridica si istorica. Proprietatea comund in Vrancea 1910,
(2000)(?), in C. Cotoi and O. Mateescu, Economie sociald, bunuri §i proprietati
comune in Romanis, lasi: Polirom, 85-128.

McGinnis, M. and Ostrom, E. (1992) Design Principles for Local and Global Commons.
Conference on Linking Local and Global Commons. Cambridge, Massachusetts,
1-49.

Miroiu, A. (2016) Fuga de competitie: o perspectiva institutionald asupra societdtii
romdnesti. lasi: Polirom.

Miroiu, A. and Pirca, R. (2002) Paduri, pasuni si iazuri ca resurse publice comunitare.
Practica institutionald si implicatii teoretice, in A. Miroiu, Institutii in tranzitie.
Bucuresti: Punct.

Mogos, M., Irimia, V. and Frigura, M. (2010) Comunitatea de viata si munca a mosnenilor
Dragoslaveni. Obstea mosnenilor dragoslaveni. Pitesti: Paralela 45.

31



SOCIOLOGIE ROMANEASCA - VOLUMUL 18(1)/2020

Nafareanu, 1., Popescu, S. G., Lates, F. and Vleju, M. (2005) Monografia comunei Dorna-
Arini - Suceava. Suceava: ROF S.A.

Nichiforel, L., Bouriaud, L., Dragoi, M., Dorondel, S. M. and Terpe, H. (2015) Romania,
in I. Zivojinovic, G. Weiss, G. Lidestav, D. Feliciano, T. Hujala, Z. Dobsinska and
U. Schrami, Forest Land Ownership Change in Europe. Vienna: European Forest
Institute Central-East and South-East European Regional Office, 471-495.

North, D. C. (1990) Institutions, Institutional change and Economic Performance.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ostrom, E. (1990) Governing the Commons: The evolution of institutions for collective
action. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ostrom, E. (2005) Understanding Institutional Diversity. New Jersey: Princeton University
Press.

Ostrom, E. (2005b) Doing institutional analysis: diggind deeper than hierarchies and
markets, in C. Menard and M. Shirley, Handbook of new institutional economics.
Dordrecht: Springer, 819-849.

Ostrom, E. (2011) Background on the Institutional Analysis and Development Framework.
Policy Studies Journal, 7-27.

Ostrom, E., Gardner, R. and Walker, J. (1994) Rules, Games and Common-pool Resources.
Michigan: University of Michigan Press.

Réutescu, 1. (1937 [2014]) Dragoslavele. Brasov: Arania.

Shepsle, K. A. (1989) Studying Institutions: Some Lessons from the Rational Choice
Approach. Journal of Theoretical Politics, 131-149.

Stahl, H. H. (1946) Sociologia Satului Devalmas Romdnesc, vol 1. Bucuresti: Fundatia
Regele Mihai I.

Stahl, H. H. (1958a) Contributii la studiul satelor devalmase romanesti, vol 1. Bucuresti:
Academiei.

Stahl, H. H. (1958b) Contributii la studiul satelor devalmagse romdnesti, vol 2. Bucuresti:
Academiei.

Stahl, H. H. (1980) Teorii si ipoteze privind sociologia ordnduirii tributale. Bucuresti:
Stiitifica si Enciclopedica.

Terpe, H. (2015) Modelul cutumiar de autoguvernare locala, in A. Miroiu and I.-P.
Golopenta, Actiune colectiva si bunuri comune in societatea romdneasca. lasi:
Polirom, 136-172.

Tibrea, V. G. and Cherciu, 1. G. (2012) Neculai Jechianu, un apostol vrancean. Focsani:
Terra.

Vasile, M. (2006) Localising laws in village communal forests — case study in Vrancea
Mountains of Romania. Colloque international , Les frontieres de la question

fonciere - At the frontier of land issues” - Montpellier, 1-17.

Vasile, M. (2008) Un fond fara forma — obstea vranceana. Statutar i cutumiar in dinamica
definirii unui sistem de proprietate colectiva. Sociologie Romdneascd, 56-73.

Vasile, M. (2009) Corruption in Romanian Forestry — Morality and Local Practice in the
Context of Privatization. Revista Romanda de Sociologie, 105-120.

Vasile, M. (2019) The Enlivenment of institutions: emotional work and the emergence of
contemporary land commons in the Carpathian Mountains. Journal of Environmental
Planning and Management, 1-27.

Waniez, P. (2013) Philcarto for Windows.

32



