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The state of field protection afforestation in Ukraine was studied and it was found that the
indifferent attitude of the state for many years to field protection forest belts has led to an
ecological crisis. We have about 15 million hectares of degraded soils, and losses due to crop
failure are estimated at 33-35 billion hryvnias annually, which is also the result of long-term
absence of the owner or manager of these lands. Describing the problems associated with the use of
forest belts in terms of the interests of management and economic entities, it was found that
currently the most influential actors are the State Forestry Agency, united territorial communities
and people whose interests compete with each other. Based on studies of the evolution of land
ownership under protective forest belts, taking into account the decentralization processes taking
place in the country and taking into account the provisions of the Laws of Ukraine, models of their
management at the local level are proposed. Emphasis is placed on the fact that, regardless of the
choice of the owner, preference is given to the creation of a communal agroforestry enterprise for
the arrangement of protective forest belts.
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Problem statement. Field afforestation in Ukraine has been established in
Poltava region in 1809 (the first forest belts have been created), so we have more than
200 years of experience in filed protective afforestation, which has become
widespread in many countries around the world [1].

Currently in Ukraine there are about 350 thousand hectares of field protective

and 90 thousand hectares of water-regulating forest belts, which protect almost 40%



of arable land [2]. Those forest belts perform climate regulation, soil protection and
water protection functions. It has been scientifically proven that one hectare of
protective forest belt protects 20-30 hectares of arable land from dry winds,
increasing crop yields by up to 15%. In the fields protected by these forest
plantations, the wind speed slows down by 20-30%, the evaporation of moisture is
halved and, thus, the humidity increases by 3-5% [2]. In this regard, protective
afforestation inhibits the development of erosion processes on adjacent agricultural
lands and is one of the powerful long-term regulators of environmental safety in
agricultural land use. To protect the remaining 60% of arable land, new field
protective forest belts should be created. Their area should be increased by 2-3 times
depending on specific regional conditions. After all, the country's protective forest
cover is currently only 1.3% (in the Steppe zone — 2.2%, in the Forest-Steppe zone —
1.0 and in Polissya - 0.4%), which is much lower than optimal: 3.8-6, 2%; 2.7-4.4;
2.4-4.5%, respectively [3].

Indifferent attitude of the state for many years to the protective forest belts has
led not only to the ecological crisis (we have about 15 million hectares of degraded
soils, and losses due to crop failure are estimated at 33-35 billion hryvnia annually)
[4], but also to the fact that economic entities do not see the benefits of protective
afforestation, so we have to convince them now. According to the World Bank, in the
agricultural production of Ukraine for every dollar of value added as a result of
erosion, Ukrainian farmers lose about a third [5].

Disorder in the use of land plots under protective forest belts is due to
insufficient coordination of activities in the field of forestry, primarily due to
constant underfunding of forestry enterprises, which leads to the following: 1) no
work is being done to create new field protective forest belts on degraded and
unproductive arable lands; 2) existing forest belts are not monitored and accounted
for; 3) protection of forest belts from fires, illegal logging, uncontrolled dumping of
garbage is not carried out at the proper level; 4) for a long time no seeds are
harvested, no planting material is grown, which will make it impossible to create

these plantations in the future.



In view of the above, in the near future all this may turn into an environmental
threat, because nothing is being done to restore the forest belts, while environmental
values and well-being should be a priority in every society. It is unfortunate that we
return to these problems only in unison with natural disasters or the exacerbation of
crisis phenomena in the economy of nature management.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Field afforestation has been the
subject of research by local scientists for several hundred years.

Conceptual provisions of landscape ecology, agroforestry, protective forestry is
reflected in the works of V.V. Dokuchaiev, H.F. Morozov, V.l. Vernadskyi and
others. Considerable attention was paid to the study of protective afforestation
problems by G.M. Vysotskyi [3], O.l. Pylypenko, V.Y. Yukhnovskyi, A.M.
Vynohradov, M.I. Dolhilevych, E.S. Pavlovskyi. Problems related to the management
of agricultural landscapes by forest reclamation methods on the basis of sustainable
development are revealed in the works of O.l. Furdychko, A.P. Stadnyk, V.P. Sytnyk,
M.D. Bezuhlyi, A.S. Zaryshniak. The works of S.I. Ibatullin, O.V. Stepanko and O.V.
Sakal are devoted to landscape planning.

We have found a need of comprehensive disclosure of management aspects in
terms of transformation of ownership of protective forest belts and scientific
justification of this process from the standpoint of environmental safety in land use,
as little attention is paid to it.

The aim of the study. Investigate different models of ownership relations for
land plots under protective forest plantations and justify the possibility of their use in
the land management system at the local level..

Research results and discussion. Referring to the history of land relations
reform in terms of the transformation of land ownership under protective forest belts,
this process is quite lengthy and requires additional research.

At the initial stage of land privatization in the period from 1990 to 1994, land
plots under protective forest belts could be transferred to: 1) collective ownership of
agricultural enterprises on the basis of a decision of the local council to create
collective agricultural enterprises (hereinafter — CAE); 2) citizens for farming; the

reserve lands by the decision of the local council. This stage is also characterized by



the fact that agricultural land was transferred to the collective ownership of
agricultural enterprises, agricultural cooperatives, agricultural joint stock companies.
In accordance with the Decree of the President of Ukraine "On urgent measures to
accelerate land reform in agricultural production" of November 10, 1994 Ne 666/94
the likelihood of agricultural land under protective forest belts transfer to the
collective ownership of the CAE has increased [6].

With the adoption of the Decree of the President of Ukraine "On the procedure
for distribution of land transferred to collective ownership of agricultural enterprises
and organizations" of August 8, 1995 Ne 720/95 the division of agricultural land into
actually agricultural land (fields, pastures, orchards, vineyards) and other agricultural
land (land under protective forest belts, farmyards, field roads, etc.) within the lands
of CAE (1994-1995) was made. Thus, agricultural lands transferred to collective
ownership of agricultural enterprises, cooperatives, joint-stock companies, including
those created on the basis of state farms and other state agricultural enterprises were
distributed between local residents. However, with the adoption of this decree, the
lands under the protective forest belts were left out of consideration, and, as a result,
these lands were not divided, certificates were not produced for them, they were not
allocated and state acts were not obtained [7].

Citizens who were given land plots under protective forest belts for farming
until January 18, 2001 were given the right to inherit, exchange, donate, pledge, enter
into lease agreements and sell them to Ukrainian citizens without changing their
purpose. In addition, they were given the right to establish joint agricultural
enterprises, joint-stock companies, associations, unions, as well as cooperative
enterprises and organizations on the basis of their plots. The further fate of the land
plots occupied by field protective forest belts was determined by its owner — a farmer.

Land plots under protective forest belts were also part of the reserve lands. With
the adoption of the Decree of the President of Ukraine "On ensuring the economic
interests and social protection of social workers in rural areas and addressing certain
issues arising in the process of land reform™ of April 12, 2000 Ne 584/2000 the
process of their transfer to private ownership on the territory of each village or

settlement from the reserve lands has been evolving in the higher pace (usually



employees of the social sphere of the village and pensioners, who worked in this
sphere became the ownership rights). Until 2001, the reserve lands were managed by
village, settlement, city and district local councils [8]. With the adoption of the Land
Code of Ukraine on October 25 of the same year the right to dispose of land outside
the settlements acquired district state administrations, and on October 16, 2012 after
amendments and additions — transferred to the State Land Agency of Ukraine [9].

Atrticle 25 of the Land Code of Ukraine provides that field protective forest belts
and other protective plantations may be transferred to the ownership of those
agricultural enterprises, institutions and organizations established by former
employees of state and municipal agricultural enterprises, institutions and
organizations. After the initial privatization of land plots under protective forest belts,
which became part of the assets of collective agricultural enterprises could: 1) be
transferred to the statutory fund of the agricultural enterprise, the initiator of which
was CAE; 2) be alienated by the decision of the general meeting of the CAE to
individuals and legal entities on the basis of concluding contracts of sale, rent, gift,
exchange, etc.; 3) be transferred as a property contribution to joint-stock companies,
associations, unions and cooperative enterprises of agricultural producers without
losing the right of CAE, its members to their own land plots, unless otherwise
provided by the contract; 4) be distributed (in case of liquidation of the CAE) in
accordance with the constituent documents of the CAE or with the consent of the
owners of land shares (units) (if no agreement is reached, the decision is made in
court); 5) be transferred (in case of liquidation of the CAE) to the owners of land
shares (units) of the CAE who live in nearby settlements; 6) be transferred (in case of
liquidation of the CAE) to the owners of land shares (units) of the CAE on the basis
of the approved land management documentation at the meeting of the owners of
land shares (units); 7) be transferred (in case of liquidation of CAE) to the reserve
lands if they were still in communal or state ownership and were transferred to CAE
on the use rights.

After the reorganization of the CAE and the division of land plots under
protective forest belts, they remained "nobody's", and who only did not dispose of

them (regional and district state administrations, the State Service for Geodesy,



Cartography and Cadastre), which took place outside the law. The absence of the
owner of these lands for a long time has become a problem of national scale
(primarily, lost reliable information about their area and actual condition). Their
inventory, care felling, work on their reproduction requires significant material costs.
In this regard, forestry enterprises do not agree to transfer protective forest belts to
their balance sheet. These plantations, being in state, collective or communal
ownership in the absence of a specific owner who is responsible for their economic
condition and the condition of the lands on which they grow, are used irrationally.

Issues related to the use of protective forest belts have been particularly resolved
at the legislative level. The Law of Ukraine "On Amendments to Certain Legislative
Acts of Ukraine to Address Collective Land Ownership, Improving Land Use Rules
in Agricultural Land, Preventing raiding and stimulation of irrigation in Ukraine "No
2498 - VIII from 10.07.2018 contributed to it [11]. This law provides amendments to
a number of regulations, in particular: the Land and Forest Codes of Ukraine, the
Laws of Ukraine "On Collective Agricultural Enterprise”; "On the procedure for
allocating land to owners of land shares™; "On state registration of real rights to
immovable property and their encumbrances"”; "On land management”; "On land
lease™; "On land valuation™; "On the State Land Cadastre™; "On land reclamation”.

This law resolves problematic issues related to the transfer of collectively owned
lands of liquidated CAE to the united territorial communities into communal
ownership. From January 1, 2019, in accordance with Law Ne 2498, collectively
owned lands that remain undistributed or not are not a subject of distribution are
considered as the property of territorial communities, and local governments as their
representative bodies have the right to dispose of them. But in order to acquire the
right to dispose of these lands, they must be registered in the State Land Cadastre.
The registration of such land plots is carried out on the basis of the application
submitted by the owner or user and the available land management documentation,
according to which the plots are formed. Local councils are considered to be the
customer of such documentation.

The law Ne 2498 provides an opportunity to solve problems with agricultural

land through the preparation of technical land management documentation for the



inventory of agricultural land, which will form land plots under protective forest
belts, which will help to know their area and determine the actual state of forest belts.

The amendments to the Law of Ukraine "On Land Management" (Article 1)
defined the agricultural land as a set of land plots, consisting of agricultural land and
non-agricultural land needed for their maintenance. For example land under field
roads, reclamation systems other linear objects, objects of engineering infrastructure,
as well as ravines and wetlands, which are located near to the agricultural land plots
borders [12].

Amendments to the Land Code of Ukraine (Article 37-1) stipulate that land plots
under protective forest belts, which limit the mass of agricultural land, are transferred
for permanent use to state or municipal specialized enterprises or leased to
individuals and legal entities with mandatory inclusion in the land lease agreement
the conditions for the maintenance and preservation of such forest belts and ensuring
that they perform the functions of agroforestry reclamation. United territorial
community has the rights to establish a utility company and consolidate forest belts in
permanent use, which will protect them from further destruction and allow them to
lease such land plots to land users.

Exploring the institutional preconditions for the effective use and
protection of land plots under protective forest belts, the focus was on
decentralization - the transfer of authority and community participation in forest
management. Decentralization envisages that local communities will become
full owners of lands both within and outside settlements and will be able to
dispose of these lands.

According to an online briefing in Ukrinform, which addressed the problematic
Issues of restoration and reconstruction of protective forest belts in Ukraine organized
by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), 95.5% of the
united territorial communities have land plots under protective forest belts. At the
same time, only 14% of communities are aware of their area. 91.7% of these
communities do not have technical documentation for such land plots (currently the
preparation of this documentation requires significant resources), which makes it

Impossible to obtain ownership and as well profit. Only 7.1% of communities



registered the right of ownership of land plots under protective forest belts (some
village councils conducted an inventory of lands within their territory at their own
expense). In 53.8% of communities the status of these lands is not defined. Lack of
experience in forestry management was found in 56.3% of the surveyed united
territorial communities. It is also striking that 19.2% of respondents do not see the
need to restore field protective forest belts, and 56.3% - showed a lack of awareness
of their environmental value (survey results obtained as of November 1, 2019) [13].

Characterizing the issues associated with the use of protective forest belts in
terms of the interests of public and private entities, we note that in Ukraine there is a
very departmental structure of forest use. The largest area of 7.6 million hectares
(73%) of forest lands is used by forestry enterprises of the State Agency of Forest
Resources of Ukraine (hereinafter — the State Forest Agency). Municipal forests are
concentrated on an area of 1.3 million hectares (13%), the Ministry of Defence uses
1%, and about 0.8 million hectares of forests (7%) with not identified user, including
protective forest belts.

Currently in Ukraine the most influential public and private entities in
agriculture industry are: 1) the state (represented by the Ministry of Environmental
Protection and Natural Resources, the State Agency of Forest Resources of Ukraine),
which aims to profit from forestry, but does not invest in this area; 2) united
territorial communities that are interested in obtaining income from forest land plots;
3) people with their own interests in this area. We have different interests that
compete with each other.

This, in turn, indicates the need for a significant change of emphasis in
management. Adhering to the current laws and regulations governing the use of land
under protective forest belts, we find it appropriate to consider several options for
land management models under protective forest belts at the local level, primarily
from the point of view of the owner of such land (Table 1).

Model 1. Field protective forest belts are in communal ownership. The owners
of land plots under field protective forest belts are: city, settlement, village councils
or united territorial community (hereinafter - UTC), public authorities, which are

given the right to dispose of those plots.



Models of land management of protective forest belts at the local level

Model 1

Model 2

Model 3

village, settlement, city community, united

private enterprises, farms,

state institutions (state

Owner, territorial community, bodies agricultural enterprises enterprises, NAAS, Ministry
land of Education, Ukravtodor,
users Ukrzaliznytsia)

1 stage e making a decision on conducting an inventory of land plots with forest belts;

1l stage e  preparation of technical documentation on land management;

e entering information into the State Land Cadastre;
e  registration of property rights;
11 stage e transfer of land plots with field protective forest e transfer of land plots| e transfer of land plots

belts, which limit the mass of agricultural lands for
permanent use to state or municipal specialized
enterprises;

e transfer of land plots under protective forest
belts, which limit the array of agricultural lands for
lease to individuals and legal entities with mandatory
inclusion in the land lease agreement of conditions
for maintenance and preservation of such belts and
ensuring their performance of agroforestry
reclamation functions;

e UTC is given the opportunity to create a
municipal agroforestry reclamation enterprise on its
own territory take care of field protective forest belts.

with protective forest belts,
which limit the mass of
agricultural lands for lease to
individuals and legal entities
with mandatory inclusion in
the land lease agreement of
conditions for maintenance
and preservation of such belts

and ensuring their
agroforestry reclamation
functions.

with field protective forest
belts, which limit the array of

agricultural lands for
permanent use to state or
municipal specialized

enterprises;




For full use of the owners of this tool there is a need for reliable information
about land under protective forest belts, for which a decision is made to conduct an
inventory of these lands, which provides: 1) collection and analysis of lands under
protective forest belts (quantitative and qualitative accounting); 2) geodetic survey; 3)
preparation of technical documentation for the inventory of land plots with field
protective forest belts; 4) obtaining conclusions and approvals; 5) assignment of the
cadastral numbers of the land plots under the forest belts; 6) implementation of
normative monetary valuation of lands; 7) obtaining an extract on the right of
ownership of land.

Presence in the communities of the formed land plots under field protective
forest belts is the basis for their transfer to the state or municipal enterprises in
constant use, and to rent them to legal entities and physical persons on conditions of
preservation of forest belts and observance of agricultural requirements. In this
regard, land users take measures to increase productivity, biological sustainability
and reclamation efficiency of protective forest belts by adhering to forest
management materials with the features of agroforestry reclamation. It is possible to
create a utility company on the territory of UTC to take care of field protective forest
belts.

Model 2. Owners of land plots under protective forest belts are: private
enterprises; farmers; agricultural enterprises. Efficiency of management will be
provided on condition of passing of three stages: 1) the authorized body makes the
decision on carrying out inventory of the land plots with forest belts; 2) preparation
of technical documentation, entering information into the State Land Cadastre,
registration of property rights; 3) lease to legal entities and individuals on the terms
of the lease agreement which provides for the preservation of forest belts and
compliance with the requirements of agroforestry reclamation.

Model 3. Field protective forest belts are in constant use by state enterprises,
NAAS, the Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine, the State Agency of Motor
Roads of Ukraine, the Joint-Stock Company "Ukrainian Railways" and other state
institutions. This management model provides for the passage of three stages: 1) the

authorized body makes a decision on the inventory of land plots with forest belts; 2)



preparation of technical documentation (almost 92% of communities do not have
technical documentation for land plots with forest belts) [13]; 3) entering information
into the State Land Cadastre, registration of property rights; 4) transfer of field
protective forest belts for permanent use to state and communal enterprises on the
conditions of forest belt preservation and fulfilment of agroforestry reclamation
requirements.

Conclusions and prospects. Models of formation of property rights relations on
land plots under protective forest plantations are offered and possibilities of their use
in the land use management system at the local level are substantiated. In particular,
it is proposed to lease communal land plots under field protective forest plantations to
land users who functionally use them. State-owned land plots under protective forest
plantations are transferred to state-owned enterprises for permanent use.
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YITPABJIIHHA 3EMJISAAMU T/ ITOJIE3AXNCHUMMU JIICOBUMU HACA JDKEHHAMU
HA MICIIEBOMY PIBHI: JELIEHTPAJII3ALIIMHI MOJIEJII

Hopow  O.C., 0.e.n., npogecop, Hayionanvnuii  yuisepcumem  biopecypcig i
npupoooxkopucmysanns Yxpainu, m. Kuis, dorosholgas@ukr.net ORCID: 0000-0003-2906-4174

@omenxo B.A, k.e.n., ooyenm, Oodecvkuil Oepoicasnuil azpapHuti yHisepcumem, m. Odeca,
fomenko@gmail.com ORCID: 0000-0003-2906-4174

Iynoko  JILA., k.eH., Ooyewm, Hayionanenuti  yHieepcumem  Oiopecypcié i
npupoodokopucmysanus Ykpainu, m. Kuis,

Canmoma B.A., acnipanm, Incmumym aepoexonoeii i npupoookopucmyeanns HAAH Ykpainu,
m. Kuis, vikasalyuta@gmail.com ORCID: 0000-0002-2935-5492

Busueno cman 6edenns none3axucHoeo Jnicopo3gedeHHs 6 YKpaini ma 3’ac08aHo, wo
iHOughepenmue cmaeienHs 3 6OKY 0eparHcasu Ynpooosxc 6azamvox pokie 00 NONe3aXUCHUX NiCO8UX
cMye npu3eeno 00 Kpu3oeoi exono2iunoi cumyayii (maemo Oausbko 15 min 2a 0e2padosanux
IpYHmMi8, a 30umKu yepe3 Hedooip 8poxcaro oYineMo 6 33-35 Mapo epusensb WOPOKY), WO MaKoH’c
€ pe3yIbmamom 00820MpuUBaNoi GIOCYMHOCMI 20CN00aps Yux 3emeisb. Xapakmepusyrouu npooiemu
N08’A3aHI 13 BUKOPUCMAHHAM JIICOBUX HACAONCEHb 3 NO2NA0Y IHmepecié cyO €kmis ynpaeiiHHs i
20CN00AapIOBAHHS 3 'ACO8AHO, WO HAPA3l HAUBNIUBOSIWUMU CYO €EKMAMU BUCMYNAIONMb 0epicasd,
Hepoicnicacencmeo, 06 ’eOnani mepumopianbHi 2pomacu ma 100U iHmepecu sIKUX KOHKYPYIOMb Midc
coboro. Ha niocmasi 0ocniodiceHv egontoyii po3sumxy npasa 61acHoCmi HA 3eMeNbHi OLIAHKU Nio
NONE3AXUCHUMU JIICOBUMU CMY2AMU, 8PAX0BYIOYU OeyeHmpani3ayitini npoyecu wo 8i00ysaiomvcs 6
KpAiHi ma 3 8paxy8anHHiM NON0NHCeHb 3aKoHI8 YKpainu 3anponoHo8ano mooeni ynpasiinHsa HUMU HA
Micyesomy pi6Hi. AKYeHmyemvbcs yeaza Ha MoMY, WO He3AaNeHCHO 8I0 UOOPY 61ACHUKA HAOAEMbCS
nepeeaza cmeopeHHI0 KOMYHANbHO20 A2pONiCOMENIOPAMUBHO20 NIONPUEMCMEA OISl BNOPAOKYBAHMHS
NONe3aXUCHUX JIICOCMY2.

Knwuosi cnoea: nonezaxuchi 71ico8i  cmyau, KOMYHAIbHE  A2PONICOMENiopamusHe
RIONPUEMCMBO, 0eYEeHMPANI3AYiuHa MOOeNb YNPAGIIHHA, GIACHUKU 3eMeNbHUX OLIAHOK 3AUHAMUMU

noJjiesaxucHumu JZiCOCMyZClMu

YIPABJEHME 3EMJISIMU TTOJI TOJIE3AIIMTHBEIMM JIECHBIMM
HACAJKJIEHUSIMA HA MECTHOM YPOBHE: JELNEHTPAJIN3AIIMOHHBIE
MOJEJN
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Jopow O.C., 0.5.n., npogeccop, Hayuonanouwii yHueepcumem Ouopecypcos u
npupooononvzosanus Ykpaunsl, 2. Kues, dorosholgas@ukr.net

@omenxo B.A., k.3.H., Ooyenm, Odecckuil 20CyOapCMEeHHbIN ASPAPHLIL YHUBEpCUmen,
Qoecca, fomenko@gmail.com

Iynoko JILA., Kk.52.H., Ooyeum, Hayuoumanvnoiti  yHusepcumem  oOuopecypcos u
npupooononvzosanus Ykpaunwl, 2. Kues,

Camoma B.A., acnupanm, Hucmumym acposxonocuu u npupooononvzosanusi HAAH
Ykpaunwi, 2. Kues, vikasalyuta@gmail.com

H3yueno cocmosinue 6edeHus noie3auumuo20 lecopazgedeHus 8 Ykpaune u 8blacHeHo, 4mo
unougpepenmnoe omHouleHUe Cco CMOPOHBL 20CYOAPCMEA HA NPOMANCEHUU MHOSUX Jem K
NONE3AUUMHBIM JIeCONONIOCAM NPUBENO K KPUSUCHOU dKon02udeckou cumyayuu. Umeem okono 15
MIH 2a 0e2paoupoB8aHHbIX NOYs, a YobimKu u3-3a Hedobopa ypooicas oyenusaem 6 33-35 mapo
2pugen 8 200, YUMo MAKJice AGNAeMCs pPe3yIbMmamom OAUMENbHO20 OMCYMCMEUsT XO3AUHA IMUX
3emens. Xapakmepusys npobiiemvl C8A3aHHbIE C UCNONb308AHUEM JIeCHbIX HACANCOCHUU C MOYKU
3penus uHmepecos CYOvLeKmo8 YNpaeieHus U XO3AUCMBOBAHUS BbIICHEHO, YMO ceuyac
BIUAMENbHBIMU  CYObeKmamu  gvlcmynarom 2ocyoapcmeo, 1 ocnecacenmcmea, 00vbeOuHeHHble
MmeppumopuaibHvle 0OWUHbL U JTI00U, UHMEPecbl KOMOPbIX KOHKYpupyiom medicoy cobou. Ha
OCHOBAHUU UCCIEO08AHUL IBONIOYUU PA3BUMUS NPABA COOCMBEHHOCIU HA 3eMelbHble YYACKU NOO
NONE3AUUMHBIMU JIeCONOLOCAMU, VUUMbIEAs: OeyeHmpanu3ayuoHHble NpoYeccsl Npoucxooiaujue 8
cmpane u ¢ y4emom NonodceHuti 3aKoHo8 YKpauHvl npeonodcensbl Mooenu YnpaeieHus umu Ha
MeCcmHOM ypoBHe. AKyeHmupyemcs 6HUMAHUEe HA MOM, YMO He3asUCUMO Om 8blOopa enadenvyad
npedoCmasnaemcs  NpeumMyWyecmseo  CO30aHUI0  KOMMYHANbHLIX — A2PONeCcOMeNUOPAMUBHBIX
npeonpusmuil 0l Ynopsa0oyeHus noae3auumHslX 1eCOnooc.

Kniouesvie cnosa: nonezawummvie necuvie noaocvl, KOMMYHANbHOE A2POJIeCOMENUOPAMUBHOE
npeonpusmue, O0eyeHmpalu3ayuoHHas Mooeilb YApasieHus, cOOCMBEHHUKU 3eMelbHbIX YYaACMKO8

3AHAMbBIX NOJIE3AUUMHbIMU JleConoiocamu



