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Boklag V. Problems of State Land Policy in Ukraine and Ways of Overcoming
The article highlights the problem of land policy in Ukraine in the establishment and develop-

ment of land relations in reform. The necessity of an integrated system of land laws, including law
legislation governing the use of forest, water and other natural resources. Proposed improvement
of land through payments throughout the state cadastral valuation of land that formed the basis of
the rental value of land.

The economic transition in Ukraine in recent years, significantly affected the structure, nature
and land use trends. However, the objective should be recognized that the first phase of land re-
form did not solve the tasks. Because of the absence of a comprehensive land policy, appropriate
legal framework, effective state regulation of the land issue became highly politicized, and migra-
tion paths to more efficient land users virtually blocked. The current situation requires decisive in
zemlehospodaryuvanni land policy review and development of the modern concept of national
strategy in the field of land management, in which the role of the state has significantly strength-
ened. Public authorities should facilitate and actively promote the process of developing a socially
and environmentally oriented regional land use patterns.

In public administration in the presence of various land owners rely more regulatory and coordi-
nating functions. Should be a great work for the creation of new instruments of public administra-
tion under the country’s land — the state land cadastre, state control over land use, land manage-
ment, evaluation and monitoring of land. In addition, we consider it necessary to legislate a rule:
make state management decisions and implement property rights at the national, regional and lo-
cal levels can only be on the basis of forecasting and land use planning.

We think more deeply penetrate the market relations in the economy, the more evidence that
the circulation of the earth and above all a process of redistribution of land use for the intended
purpose, the size of the private ownership of land should be under the effective control of the
state. The practice of recent years shows that the unsystematic, local government management
measures can not bring significant economic and environmental success.

In our opinion, the main directions of the state policy on development of land resources in terms
of European integration should be: becoming a competitive market environment to support effec-
tive land owner; clear separation of state and municipal property and to share responsibility for the
disposal of these lands; changes to the system of land payments, which would be based on the
state land cadastre evaluation of land; formation of a network of land mortgage banks with the
active participation of the state.

Key words: land policy, public land management, land reform, land relations, land law, the
land market.


