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SUMMARY (VITALIY STOROZHUK) 

ANALYSIS OF THE NORMATIVE DIVISION OF FORESTS BY THEIR FUNCTIONAL DESIGNATION 

The dominant European concept of forest biodiversity conservation is to understand that the 
forest land basis is insignificant, and each forest area performs multiple ecological, social and 
economic functions. Instantaneous transition to this concept in Ukraine, where a long tradition of the 
so-called protective categories has been formed, is impossible. Meanwhile, the study showed that even 
without a revision of the Forest Code of Ukraine it is possible to gradually simplify the division of 
forests into categories by reducing the number of subcategories and specially protected forest areas. 

The	main features of the Ukrainian system of forest division into categories are as follows: 
- Attribution of forest land to the forest (sub)category according to the principle utilization 

purpose of land; 
- A three-tier structure: the forest category - forest subcategories, and allocation of specially 

protected forest areas; 
- A weak link between forest categories and forest management regimes; 
- Very high proportion of forests excluded from use. 
 
“The Order of forest division into groups, assigning them to the protectiveness categories and 

allocating specially protected forest land plots” (1995) preserved the rules of forest division into 
groups and categories established by the Soviet “Instruction on the order of assigning forests to the 
protectiveness categories” (1979) for forests in the Ukrainian SSR.  The current “Order of forest 
division into categories and allocation of specially protected forest areas” (2007) redistributed the 
protectiveness categories of Group 1 forests between the new forest categories for environmental, 
scientific, historical, cultural, recreational and health-improving, protective purposes.   

The new division of forests allowed to systematize assigning the protectiveness categories to 
forest categories, but relevant forest management regimes have not been developed. The expected 
reduction in the number of protectiveness categories did not happen. There is no the ordered list of 
subcategories for limited use. Bringing a new division of forests into categories required spending, but 
radical changes in the division of forests and forest management regimes did not happen.    

The study substantiates the need for gradual optimization of the functional division of forests 
due to the lack of differences between the forest management regimes in different forest subcategories. 
The definition in the logging regulations of the forest management regimes in different forest 
subcategories would identify opportunities to optimize the system of forest division into categories.   



The study of historical experience and experience of functional forest division in the 
neighboring countries showed that for the parameters of allocation of specially protected areas the 
average indicators were chosen in the Ukrainian SSR. Compared with Ukraine, Belarus chose the 
maximum values recommended in Soviet times, and the Russian Federation is trying to bring the 
allocation of the most parametric categories to the forest law related legislation. 

The study analyzes conditions of forest subcategories allocation and provides proposals 
designed to optimize the number of categories because of the forest management similarity regime. A 
suggestion is made to recognize specially protected forest areas as subcategories of protective forests, 
i.e., to make a transition from a three-tier system of functional forest division: “categories - 
subcategories - specially protective areas” to the two-tier system: “categories – subcategories”. 

	


