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Abstract: In Romania in general and in particular Crişana and Maramureș wooden churches 
are identifies of local identity. Using specific tools and methods used in geographical but 
complementary fields, in conjunction with an interdisciplinary architectural heritage element are 
analyzed wooden churches as tourist planning perspective. Each „land" and ethnographic area 
of the Tisa and Mureș north to south has a specific fingerprint identifiable architectural style of 
these „pearls" of Romanian folk architecture. This diversity is an element of favorable effects on 
tourism diversification and increasing the attractiveness of a region or locality. 
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*  *  *  *  *  *  
 

INTRODUCTION 
Wooden churches are contemporary symbols of areas from Maramures, Lapus, Chioar, 

Salaj, Bihor and Zărand which, although characterized by a wide typology, have common 
elements, easily identifiable such as: tower, hipped roof covered with shingles. For this purpose, 
on the territory of Crişana and Maramureş, broadened from northward Tisa up to southward 
Mureş, at the margin or within the mountains there exist since the beginning: Zărand Land, Beiuş 
Land, Oaş Land, Maramureş Land, Lăpuş Land, Chioar Land, Silvania Land (figure 1) etc. The 
same patrimonial value has other areas such as The Crişul Repede Valley, The Ierul Valley, The 
Codru Region, The Crişuri Plain, The Someş Plain etc (Ilieș et al., 2010).  

 
METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK 
This study uses methods and tools certified in the specialized literature, among which are 

those determining the functionality of a territorial system (Ianoş, 2000), referring to the methods of 
region division, land management based on the heritage resources (Ciangă & Deszi, 2007), 
tourism development in an area (Cazelais et al., 2000), preservation and protection of genuine 
heritage (Timothy & Boyd, 2003) etc. The methodological basis relies on the total of elements 
forming the system-region or the territorial system (Ianoş, 2000), whose analysis implies two 
stages, each presenting specific phases: diagnosis, that concerns precisely setting the current state 
of the system; prognosis, that implies drawing up the design of the future state of the system with 
the purpose of preventing possible shortcomings (Cocean & Fillip, 2008; Ilieș et al., 2008; 2010). 
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Processing of complex data base established through analysis of references and completed field 
exploration activities, contribute to define the specific types, update quantifying, mapping and 
correlation of new realities with pre-existing information, and finally, to identify solutions optimal 
integration of this important tourism resources in systems with high functionality. Using GIS tool 
facilitates optimal management conditions in the analytical database and spatial analysis 
synthesizing the concepts and information. 

Analitic debate. Most wooden churches in Crişana and Maramureş date back since the 17th 
and 18th centuries, many of them being rebuilt after destructions caused by fire. The oldest one 
built in Maramureş area is The Church on the Hill from Ieud village which dates back since 1364. 

The wooden church is a fundamental touristic motivation for the analyzed territorial 
system, certified by the oldness and the novelty of this resource and which is the basis of 
developing a touristic system (Ilieș et al., 2012) and a wide process of „touristification” (Cazelais 
et al., 2000). A scientific endeavor focused towards such a direction can be materialized through a 
quantitative, qualitative and cartographic knowledge of what it means authentic, traditional and 
representative for Crişana and Maramureş, and especially for those elements considered authentic 
values, such as the church, the house, the gate (Ilieș et al., 2010). For example, „The relation 
between church, gate, house and mentality of the peasant from Maramureş results from the 
symbolics of sculpture, wherefrom the agnomen of ‘wood civilization’ for Maramureş Land” 
(Ilieş, 2007, 152). 

The architectural types identified after the shape of roof and tower, determine a 
multitude of constructive variants (Godea, 2007). The regional typology is dictated by the 
builder masters’ repairings and their area of influence, feature which is also reflected in the 
regional typology of wooden gates, having the same conduction nuclei of models (Ilieş, 2007, 
148). Both churches and gates are characterized „by scenery generated by a pre-Christian 
symbolics imprinted through the generosity of builder masters, being proof of conservatism 
and base for cultural identity” (Ilieş, 2007, 152). 

According to the preservation place, the wooden churches from Crişana and Maramureş 
come under three categories (Ilieș, 2013): 

- those preserved in situ, presented on villages at map level; 
- those preserved out situ, rebuilt, however, within the ethnographic area of origin: the 

Church from Onceşti in Maramureş Land Museum from Sighetu Marmaţiei; The Church from 
Lechinţa in Oaş Land Museum from Negreşti-Oaş; The wooden Church from Chechiş in the 
Village Museum in Baia Mare; The Church from Brusturi in Felix Spa; The Church from 
Letca in the campus of the University of Oradea; The Church from Corbeşti in „Saint Cross 
Monastery” from Oradea etc. 

- those preserved out situ (outside Crişana and Maramureş) in outdoor museums from 
Romania and abroad. A significant number of such churches can be encountered in outdoor 
museums from Bucharest (The Church from Dragomireşti-Maramureş in the Village Museum), 
Cluj-Napoca, Sibiu etc. 

The value of these pearls has been appreciated by the international community by including 
them in 1999 in the UNESCO patrimony of 5 wooden churches from Maramureş Land (Ilieș et al., 
2009): Bârsana, Budeşti Josani, Deseşti, Ieud Deal and Poienile Izei; two from Chioar Land: 
Plopiş and Şurdeşti and one from Lăpuş Land: Rogoz. Just like the entire wooden architectural 
assembly from Maramureş, the 8 edifices are narrow, with high tower, expression of the local 
particularity of the cultural landscape of mountain area. It stands out the technique of timber 
joining and covered with shingles, the ornaments on portals and frameworks symbolizing elements 
of vegetal, animal and geometric nature made by chiseling and gashing etc.  

In the geographic area of Maramureş and Crişana, based on some documents and specialty 
literature, there were identified 440 wooden churches (Ilieș, 2013) included on the list of 
monuments of local, national and international interest. 
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Figure 2. Crișana and Sătmar. Wooden church at 2013 level 
(Source: Ilieș, 2013) 
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Figure 3. Maramureș and Sălaj. Wooden church at 2013 level 
(Source: Ilieș, 2013 
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The territorial distribution is suggestively presented at figure 1 level, generating several 
territorial groups widely overlapping the „lands”, those mental spaces which keep the authentic 
values and to which „the population is attached in a strange and inexplicable way” (Cocean, 2011). 

Maramureş Land had in 2010, in 32 villages, a number of 35 wooden churches whose 
dominant architectural line was provided by (Toth, 1969; Ilieş, 2007) the superposed roof without 
ridge turret (22 churches) and tower supported by superposed girders (22 churches). Most wooden 
churches from Maramureş Land were built in 17th-18th centuries or longer ago. Some of the oldest 
ones are on ValeaMarei (Mara Valley): Sat-Şugatag, Hoteni, Breb, Mănăstirea; Cosău Valley: 
from Budeşti, Sârbi, Călineşti; Iza Valley: Ieud, Poienile Izei, Glod, Săliştea de Sus, Botiza, Valea 
Stejarului; Vişeu Valley: Moisei; Tisa Valley: Sarasău; Ronişoara Valley: Rona de Jos etc. After 
1990, in Maramureş area, on the location of former monasteries, important in the inhabitants’ 
lives, the highest wooden churches in the worldwere built at Bârsana and Săpânţa.  

 

 
Figure 1. Maramureș Land. Territorial distribution of wooden churches 

(Source: Ilieș, 2013) 
 

Lăpuş Land, with smaller surface, has an important number of wooden churches, 
resembling those in Maramureş as architectural style and with the age specific to 17th-18th 
centuries (Deszi, 2006). Amongst the oldest churches are those from Lăpuş, Libotin, Rogoz, 
Cufoaia and Vima Mică. 

Chioar Land continues to the West the necklace of „wooden pearls”, many of them being 
very old (17th-18th centuries). Regarding style, we do not find the superposed roof, and the towers 
and edifices have smaller size. However, their patrimonial value is difficult to estimate (Pușcaș, 
2007). Some of the most representatives are those from: Şurdeşti, Plopiş, Săcălăşeni, Poşta, Codru 
Butesii, VăleniiŞomcutei, Stejera, Ulmeni, Lăschia orArduzel. 

Codru Area closes „the pearl necklace” to the West with churches from 18th century in the 
villages Bolda, Stâna, Soconzel, Bicaz, Buzeşti or the oldest one from Ortiţa (17th century). 

Unfortunately, Oaş Land does not keep anymore such in situ edifices, the only evidence of 
the existence of such type of architectural and art monuments remains the church from Lechinţa, 
transferred and rebuilt in The Museum from NegreştiOaş (Ilieș, 2007). 

To the South, having a specific style and making the passage between Maramures area and 
Bihor area, there are the wooden churches from Silvania Country (Ţara Silvaniei). The oldest one 
is that from Bulgari (1547), to which we can add others specific to the 18th-19th century from the 
following villages: Cehei, Chieşd, Derşida, Zalonoc, Doba or from the Northern mountainside of 
Plopis Mountains in Tusa (photo 28) and Sârbi (Josan, 2007). 

Barcău Valley links and provides the passage through churches from Porţ, Boianu Mare 
and Margine between Silvania Land and the architectural style specific to Bihor. 
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Crişul Repede Valley with churches having patrimonial and architectural loading, 
monumental value, like those in Luncşoara, Delureni, Valea Crişului, Borşa or Botean, complete 
the picture of Bihor area with the associations of the „groups” from the basin of Roșia and Crișul 
Negru in Beiuş Land. Most wooden churches from Bihor date since the 18th-19th centuries, older 
(17th Century) are those from Surduc, Goila, Săldăbagiu Mic, Lazuri de Beiuş or Şoimi. The 
churches from Rieni, Fânaţe, Sebiş etc., also have high architectural value. Each church has a 
value difficult to appraise for the local communities, proof in this regard being their respect for 
each and every edifice resulted also from the interesting group in the two areas from Beiuş–Ştei 
region and, respectively, from Roşia basin, feeder of Crişul Negru. 

Zărand Land closes to the South the region of Crişana and within this land there is the area of 
Hălmagiu of wooden churches from the upper flow of Crişul Alb River. Under architectural aspect, 
these wooden churches have smaller dimensions; they are fewer conservatories with an age specific to 
the 18th-19th centuries, yet with an area arrangement characterized by high concentration. Amongst the 
best known we mention those from Bodeşti, Budeşti, Hălmagiu, Ioneşti and Buceava-Şoimuş, also 
included on the list of national interest monuments. Another group in Crişu Alb basin is the one on the 
Western side of Codru-Moma Mountains, in Groşeni, Agrişu Mic and Ciunteşti. 

In Conclusion, wooden churches are symbols which provide identity to each region that 
generated them and Crişana and Maramureş are founded on such symbols. It is a scientifically certified 
manner that a painting in which, for example: „The image of Maramures Land is represented by the 
figure of the wooden church which can be glimpsed through the wooden gates, sculpted with traditional 
motives” (Ilieş, 2007, 148) to remain a continuous realityand unaltered by modern influences. 
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