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Introduction 
 

“Dachas” are summerhouses (although sometimes inhabitable the whole year round), usually 
with small fruit and vegetable gardens, commonly occurring in peri-urban landscapes in formerly Soviet 
states, usually in a form of “dacha settlements” and their conglomerates varying in size from several to 
thousands hectares. 

As such dacha settlements appeared …in the end of XIX - beginning of XX centuries. 
First “dachas” appeared in Russia in the beginning of 18th century. In that time, the term dacha 

meant a manor or estate, which was presented by tsar for services to the state and were the privilege of 
those close to the court. Later, in the end of 19 century dachas became accessible for broader part of 
society, especially for those who could rent the house in the beautiful and healthy landscape during 
summer time. 

The modern concept of summer houses dates back to soviet times. 
Dachas became an important agent of peripheral land-use dynamics only after World War II 

(WWII), when “gardeners’ partnerships” (1949) were sanctioned to support family-scale gardening for 
urbanites; in 1958, “cooperatives for constructing dachas” were introduced, and small summer houses 
were allowed to build (Lovell, 2003).  

From that time the continued growth of dacha settlement happened. They began to play 
increasingly important role in the landscape of the city peripheries in the end of the 1980s (Shkaruba et 
al., 2017). By that time the areas of some inarable (неудобица), unusable for any other purposes, and 
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remote (глухомань) land (int. 1) were allocated to the industrial enterprises, companies and 
organizations, and divided into 6-10(12) hundred parts plots, were distributed among the employees 
(Struyk & Angelici, 1996). 

By the early 1990s, dacha settlements occupied from tens to hundreds of square kilometers 
around big cities, becoming a distinctive feature of peri-urban landscapes, especially along commuter 
railway lines (Struyk & Angelici, 1996), as well as riversides. Development of dachas substantially 
increased suburban passenger traffic, generating an enormous environmental footprint on forests and 
other open spaces (Shkaruba et al., 2017). 

The objective of the research is to explore the effects of summer house areas on ecosystem 
service provision, including: 

 clarifying of administrative and legal status of dacha settlements, 
 development typology of dacha settlements, 
 make basic environmental impacts assessment on adjacent territories, 
 identifying the main conflicts between dachas settlements and external institutions, 

organizations and persons 
 offering option for territories development and recommendations. 

 
Around the city of Mahilyow summer houses appeared in 1968 and since that time the number 

of dachas settlements continuously increased. Now in Mahilyow district there are 170 dachas 
settlements of different size and distance from the district center and large settlements. 

Most of Mahilioŭ’s dacha settlements are 20-30 km away from the city (Shkaruba et al., 2017). A 
possible explanation for this difference is that the lands for dachas in Belarus in the 1970s and 1980s 
were usually provided from the land stock of forestry enterprises (BelSE, 1990). The forested lands on 
the immediate periphery of Mahilioŭ are not abundant and mostly had (and have) high protection status 
(Forest Code of the Republic of Belarus, 2000). Conversion of dachas to family-detached dwellings is the 
common trend of the past two decades in Mahilioŭ within inner peripheries and along throughways 
(Shkaruba et al., 2017). 

 
Materials and methods 

 
The research is based on authors’ empirical data, got from the field observations at the 

territories of 6 dacha settlements around the city of Mahileyw, and 15 semi-structured interviews (see 
Table 1) from 2018, and additional data derived from legislation, policies, planning documents, as well 
as national, local, and social media sources. 

 
Table 1 – List of interviewees 

 

Interview 
ID 

Organization / 
Stakeholder group 

Division of a specific 
organization 

Interviewee description Date 

1 Mahilyow district 
executive committee  

Economy 
department 

Head of department August 22, 
2018 

2 Land (utilization) 
department 

Vice-head of department August 22, 
2018 

3 Buynichy village 
council 

 Head of the council August 22, 
2018 

4 Urban planning and 
architectural 
companies 

Mahilioŭhramadzia
nprajekt 

Former chief architect August 20, 
2018 

5 Former architect August 21, 
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Results 

 
Legislation. The main normative legal act, which regulated collective gardening in Soviet times, 

was the Model (or Standard) Charter of the horticultural partnership. Such a charter was drafted and 
approved by a government decree in consultation with the relevant Republican Trade Union Council. 
There were six such documents in the Republic of Belarus. The last one was approved by the Resolution 
of the Council of Ministers of the BSSR and Belsovprof of January 30, 1989, No. 55. 

This document was introduced in the time, when private ownership of land was not yet 
authorized, at the same time, business relations with garden and dacha land plots were virtually not 
allowed. 

Need to improve legislation relating to horticultural partnerships were twice the subject of 
consideration by the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Belarus (2000, 2001). 

The unresolved nature of many legal issues of collective gardening, the breakdown of legislation 
on horticultural partnerships and the Civil Code of the Republic of Belarus (1998), the backlog of 
legislation on collective gardening from the Land Code of the Republic of Belarus (1999) and other 
normative legal acts caused serious problems and difficulties of practical order in the activities of 
gardening associations. Moreover, this did not contribute to strengthening the rule of law and order in 
this sphere, stipulated the existence of numerous disputes among the members of the gardening 
cooperatives.  

2018 

6 Mahilyow district 
inspectorate on  
natural resources 
and environment 
protection 

Head of district inspectorate 
 

August 23, 
2018 

7 Mahilyow city  
executive committee 

 Former specialist at August 21, 
2018 

8 Garden cooperatives  Garden cooperative 
“Buynicheskiy” 

Chairman of garden 
cooperative, male, a master 
in the village school 

August 22, 
2018 

9 “Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, male, worker 

August 22, 
2018 

10 Garden cooperative 
“Dnepr-1” 

“Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, female, retiree 

August 21, 
2018 

11 Garden cooperative 
“Sputnik” 

“Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, female, worker 

August 21, 
2018 

12 Garden cooperative 
“Sputnik” 

“Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, male, worker 

August 21, 
2018 

13 Garden cooperative 
“Proektirovshchik” 

“Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, male, retiree 

August 21, 
2018 

14 Garden cooperative 
“Politekhnik-2” 

“Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, female, retiree 

August 23, 
2018 

15 Garden cooperative 
“Solnechnoe” 

“Dachnik”, owner of land 
plot, male, worker 

August 23, 
2018 
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The overall regulation of dacha settlements was realised in 2008 in the frame of Presidential 
Decree “About measures to streamline the activities of gardening cooperatives” and some later 
amendments (2008, 2015, 2016). 

 
Management structure. The main decision-making authority of gardening cooperative is general 

meeting. All the decision taken by general meeting, should be recognized by all members of cooperative 
and realized. There are many executive administrative bodies which functions are to help the gardening 
cooperatives and control.  

 
Typology of “dacha” settlements. As a rule, dachas are located on lands which were not 

suitable for farming, or any other economic activity. They occupied such territories as slopes of hills, 
wetlands, areas remote from water bodies, lands with infertile soils, etc. 

Classification of specific types of dachas makes it possible to track and plan their development, 
make managerial decisions, respond promptly and solve emerging issues and problems inside dachas 
settlements, and conflicts related to external interaction. 

The first typology criterion could be the distance from the city. This criterion makes it possible to 
determine the value of dachas settlements for the population, the prospects of joining dachas 
settlements to the city or village. For this purpose, we single out several belts of the location of dachas 
settlements by the criterion of distance from the city (Table 2, Fig. 1). This criterion may also indicate 
transport accessibility. 

Table 2 – Typology of dacha settlements in respect to the distance from the city 
 

Zones of location Distance to the city, km 

1st zone 0-10  

2nd zone 10-20  

3rd zone 20-30  

4th zone >30  

 

 
Fig. 1. Dachas distribution pattern in the district of Mahilyow 
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Dachas settlements that are located in the first zone are potentially more interesting for their 

owners, they spend about a third of their free time on the sites, the houses gradually acquire the 
appearance of capital buildings. Therefore, it is logical to single out the dachas settlements from the first 
zone as potential targets for further connection to settlements and work out this mechanism. 

The next criterion for determining dachas settlements is the date of foundation of the 
partnership (Table 3). This criterion indicates the stability of dachas settlements development, the 
prospects for further growth. 

 
Table 3 – Typology of dacha settlements in respect to the date of creation  

 

The periods’ name The date of foundation 

Soviet 1960th -1990 

New times 1991-1998 

Modern 1999- 

 
One more criterion, which can be mentioned, is the type of buildings (Table 4). Recently, the 

process of transforming summer houses into capital buildings is underway. This factor indicates the 
possibility of transferring dachas settlements into part of village or city. 

 
Table 4 – Typology of dacha settlements in respect to the type of buildings  

 

Dominant type of buildings Characteristics 

One floor summer houses One floor houses take about 70-80% of territory 

Two or more floor summer houses Two or more floor houses take about 70-80% of territory 

Combined The building does not have pronounced dominant forms of  house 
types 

One floor houses with heating system Преобладает одноэтажная утепленная застройка (70-80%) 

Two or more floor with heating system Застройка не имеет ярко выраженных доминантных форм 
постройки утепленных домов 

Combined Преобладает двухэтажная утепленная застройка (70-80%) 

Common combined The building does not have pronounced dominant forms of 
construction in terms of insulation and number of floors 

 
The next criterion for determining dachas settlements is the character of interactions with 

natural and recreational objects (Table 5). 
 

Table 5 – Typology of dacha settlements in respect to natural objects  
 

Type of dacha settlement Characteristic 

Connection with water objects Distance to river, lake, pond is about 1 km 

Connection with forests Dachas located near the forest 

Connection with agricultural fields Dachas located near the agricultural fields 

Combined connection Dachas settlements located near several objects 

 
Another important criterion for the allocation of territories is the number of houses, which in 

this case is analogous to the population. This indicator gives an idea of the degree of possible conflicts of 
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land and natural resources use, the formation of landfills, the importance of measures and the control 
of fire safety, the possible relevance of joining the partnership to human settlements. 

 
Table 5 – Typology of dacha settlements in respect to natural objects  

 

Type of dacha settlement Characteristic 

Small dacha settlement 1-300 houses 

Middle dacha settlement 301-1000 houses 

Large dacha settlement >1000 houses 

 
Impacts of ecosystem services provision 
As it was already mentioned, development of dachas substantially increased suburban 

passenger traffic, generating an enormous environmental footprint on forests and other open spaces 
(Shkaruba et al., 2017). 

We identified human activities, which negatively influence the ecosystem service provision of 
nearest to dacha settlements natural objects (Table 6). 

 
Table 6 - Impacts on ecosystem services 

 

Human activity Negative consequence Type of ES suffering 

Many individual wells for 
underground water supply 

(int. 8, 14) 

Threat of water level exhaustion, and change 
of hydrological regime of the territory   

Regulating  
(drinking water; 

hydrological regime) 

Depth of well (int. 6, 14) Threat of water level exhaustion, and change 
of hydrological regime of the territory   

Regulating  
(drinking water; 

hydrological regime) 

Uncontrolled use of 
fertilizers (the most popular 

– is chicken drop) (int. 8) 

Impact on soil biodiversity (change of soil 
organisms societies; shift from parasite 

antagonists to more plant parasites) 

Provisioning (food) 
Regulating (biological 

control) 

Impact on water bodies (eutrophication) Regulating 
(water) 

Illegal waste deposits  
(int. 5, 7) 

Influence on biodiversity  Regulating  
(water, habitat) 

Cultural 
(aesthetic, spiritual) 

Influence on soil and water 

Sand mining in the forest Impact on biodiversity (trees, grasses) Regulating  
(habitat) 

Trampling sites in the forest Impact on biodiversity: appearing of species 
not specific for natural ecosystems, 

appearing of alien species 

Regulating  
(habitat) 

Abandonment of previously 
cultivated land 

Previously cultivated land is overgrown by 
alien species 

Provisioning (food) 
Regulating (habitat) 

Collection of non-wood 
products in forest (berries, 

mushrooms) 

Impact on biodiversity Provisioning (food) 
Regulating (habitat) 

 
The reasons for the performed activities and their consequences could be different.   
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The decisions taken on the general meeting should be performed by all the members of 
gardening cooperative, but due to mistrust of the head and other members, or lack of money, some 
members can refuse the decision. One of the examples, water supply system in Buynicheskiy GC, only 
30% of houses are equipped by the central water supply system, others 70% have individual wells. 

The depth of wells depends on the depth of underground water level, and very often exceed the 
prescribed norms (should not be more than 20 m). There is no control of underground water supply and 
its impacts on the environment. 

Waste management is one of the state priority. Each GC must develop scheme of waste 
removal. 47 gardening cooperatives in Mahilyow district do not have waste management scheme, as it 
is requested according the presidential decree on gardening cooperatives and Law of the Republic of 
Belarus “On Waste Management” (int. 6). As a result - illegal waste deposit in neighboring forest or 
agricultural land, and allocation of responsibility for the violation to the forest enterprise, agricultural 
enterprise. 

GC introduces one of two types of schemes (int. 5, 6, 7, 13): 
o 1 type – a equipped land plot with or without container (which is more civilized, can 

easily be transformed to separate waste system) – is not desirable  
o 2 type – people leave their waste near the houses once a week and the car is coming 

and takes it. 
Uncontrolled use of fertilizers is one more characteristic of private gardening. The cheapest 

fertilizer is dry chicken drop, produced by the poultry farms around the Mahilyow (int. 8), which not only 
concentrated, but also contain chemicals like antibiotics, which are used in feeding of birds. 

 
The good news that dachas also provide some ecosystem services: 
1) Inarable, unusable for any other purposes, and remote lands were recultivated, and 

converted in producing land, 
2) Beekeeping provides pollination, 
3) Organic gardening support species and genetic diversity of weeds  

 
Conflicts 
Dacha sites have acted as the tool to recultivate significant areas of the grounds which could not 

be potentially used in other spheres of land use. 
Summer cottages do not have the status of a settlement, from the point of view of nature 

management, they have the same impact on the environment and conduct the same interaction as the 
villages: the management of gardening, the cultivation of vegetables, and the management of 
smallholders. 

The conflicts that arise are not always resolved quickly, because there is no clear control 
mechanism. The administrative part of gardening associations works on voluntary bases. In addition to 
their main work, each chairman must solve a number of problems related to the dacha settlement, 
which he manages. In fact, this work is an analogue of the work of the chairman of the village council. 
The only difference is that there are no staff of people who will lead different spheres of work. 

In the course of carrying out the work, obtaining data through interviews with stakeholders, the 
main points of conflict were identified (Table 7): 

- Regional council. The competences of the regional council in relation to the dacha settlement 
are divided between different departments. The single commission, which deals with the issues of dacha 
settlement - does not exist. As a rule, the dacha settlement is represented by the chairman, and he is 
responsible for the implementation of all rules. On the other hand, the chairman may charge the 
departments of the regional council with special decisions on the situation. This happens in the event 
that warnings from the chairman do not contribute to solving the problem. The main part of the issues 
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related to the functioning of the dacha settlement refers to the regional council. The competence of 
district councils includes the solution of the following issues: preparation and approval of documents 
(statute, internal regulations), permission for site development, control over holding suburban areas in 
order, liquidation of abandoned sites and seizure of sites that have systematic violations, assistance in 
providing transport connection to dacha settlement and between them (if there are 3 or more arrays 
nearby). 

Table 7 – Conflicts between stakeholder groups 
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Regional council  
      

Ministry of 
Emergency 
Situations (regional 
council)  

      

District Environ-
mental Inspectorate  

      

Forest enterprise  
      

Agricultural 
enterprise  

      

“Dachniks”  
      

 
- The chairman of the garden association is the highest official, and also the person who bears 

administrative responsibility for the whole partnership. In its essence, the chairman is an analogue of 
the chairman of the village council. He performs all the work on internal control, landscaping, 
communication, creating schemes for handling waste. As a result of this, the chairmen take part in 
virtually all conflicts and disputes that arise as a result of the activities of the dacha settlement. 

- District environmental inspectorates: monitoring and advising of dacha settlement. The main 
task is to control and eliminate landfills that are formed in the territory of partnerships and in adjacent 
territories. Also, inspections assist in the development of schemes for the collection and disposal of 
waste for each partnership. The problem is the lack of labor resources in the inspection, which entails a 
loss of control over other aspects, such as: drilling of not documented wells, control of fertilizer 
application, disposal and collection of liquid wastes, compliance with regulations for site development. 

- Members of the partnerships: the conflict takes place within the partnership. The main 
conflicts arise because of improper development of plots, violation of the rules for housing 
accommodation, planting trees, shrubs, fence installation. Such conflicts very often go out the 
partnership and go over to the competence of the regional council.  
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- The regional department of the Ministry of Emergencies - as a rule, conflicts are not acute, 
since inspections are extremely rare. On the other hand, incineration of waste in suburban areas is a 
completely normal phenomenon. But the requirements for fire safety are practically not met - failure to 
comply with the rules for locating the facilities of the farm in relation to forests, the lack of fire fighting 
water facilities, the lack of pumps. 

 
Options for development 

 
There are 3 options for development of the dacha settlements: 

 1st – Classic approach to Dacha settlement – we don’t change anything 
 2nd – Inclusion into city or settlement (sustainable development ?) 
 3rd – Liquidation – the process of land rezoning (liquidation of dacha settlements that have 

percent of abandoned houses more than 50%) (int. 2) 
 
The third one can be applied for the remote dachas, where majority of the land plots were 

abandoned. In this case the land should be transferred to the other land category (forest land, or 
agricultural land). The mechanism itself is very comprehensive and requires the decision of supreme 
power. 

In some places dachas will remain, but in urban periphery they will earlier, or later  approach the 
city border. Development of dacha settlement as usual settlement can be one of the solution in this 
regard. 

 

Strengths 

- Location nearby or mot far from the city or 
settlement, 

- Water supply and energy systems are often 
connected with those of the city  

 

Weaknesses 

- Lack of public transportation 

- Mismatch of sanitary, fire-safety norms, 
requirements to infrastructure objects between 
“dachas” and settlements 

- Lack of sewage system  
 

Opportunities 

– Rather easy to organize separate waste collection, 

– Modern summer houses are often cottages, 

– Opportunity for creation of gardening 
cooperatives associations, 

– People, who are waiting for improvement of living 
conditions – easy to winterize summer house, 
than to build new one 

– New green areas for the city, new type of low-rise 
dwelling districts  

 

Threats 

– No legal mechanism of attaching to the 
settlement, 

– Necessity to comply with requirements to the 
settlement : architectural norms and rules, norms 
of fire safety, sanitary norms, norms of living 
quarters etc. 

– General plan, projects on supplying with gas, 
water, roads, etc.  

 

 
Recommendations 

 
Further development of dacha settlement is possible in the following dimentions: 
1. The first option is a classical scheme for the development of the dacha settlement. This is the 

system in which they exist now. Dacha settlement has the status of a legal entity, the chairman of the 
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dacha settlement continues to resolve conflicts within the dacha settlement, conflicts of nature 
management, conflicts between the dacha settlement and external organizations. Dacha settlement 
remains outside the plans for the development of cities and villages. The problem of joining a dacha 
settlement to a settlement will not have a clear mechanism, despite the fact that the relevance of this 
issue is growing. In our opinion, this approach has become obsolete and does not correspond to modern 
realities. 

2. The second option is the sustainable development of suburban areas, which will include the 
environmental component and the gentrification of sites. The reason for this - country plots is an 
excellent example of garden art and organic farming. Also, this scenario includes the training of the 
chairmen of the dacha settlement as managers, the elaboration of the mechanism for joining the dachas 
to the settlements. 

3. The third scenario is the gradual reduction of the dacha settlement. It will involve solving 
problems with the dacha settlement through their liquidation and transfer to other sections of land use. 
This is a CT with a high percentage of abandoned sites. 

 
The second option, in our opinion, is the mostly state0of-the-art and far-sighted. We adopted it 

as a basis for developing recommendations. This option is based on an integrated approach to solving 
problems and reorganizing the dacha settlement. Recommendations will concern all directions, in order 
to provide the most effective solution to existing conflicts. 

1. The main environmental problem of dacha settlements are household waste dumps. The 
approved scheme for collecting and recycling waste is the guarantor of the solution of this problem. 
These schemes are approved by the chairmen of the dacha settlements in the district environmental 
inspection. The same administrative body oversees the implementation of the requirements of these 
schemes. Due to the shortage of workers, on-site inspections are very rare. A major part of the dacha 
settlements, which fall under the control - are located near the city. So 27% of all dacha settlements do 
not have approved waste management schemes. Proceeding from this, one can make the assumption 
that at least in these dacha settlements there is a problem of dumps. The root of the problem is the lack 
of motivation to solve this problem. The recommendation to address this issue is based on the principles 
of separate waste collection: it is necessary to introduce mandatory not only waste disposal schemes, 
but also oblige the dacha settlements to have collection points for recycling - plastic, glass, paper, metal. 
These points will take recycled materials for money, that is - in this scenario, a member of the dacha 
settlements does not pay for the disposal of waste, but he is paid for it. Such a scheme will be a strong 
motivation for solving the issue with waste. Organic waste - must rot in a compost pit, which will 
become a source of organic fertilizers for the farm. Compulsory implementation of the compost pit is 
along with collection points for recyclable materials. Thus - almost 80% of the waste generated is 
recycled. For all other wastes the usual recycling scheme works. But with new system of waste disposal 
removal of waste can be done once a season, and the membership fees will not be spent on this service. 
Since, the collection point for recyclable materials makes this system self-sufficient. Responsible bodies: 
Chairman of the dacha settlement, environmental inspection, regional council, regional executive 
committee. 

2. The problem of water supply. At the moment, the main problem is the large number of 
undocumented wells that have a depth of more than 20 m. The solution to this problem is to create of a 
centralized water supply. Dacha settlements that are near the city or settlements can be connected to a 
single system (there are many such cases). The second option is the creation of a single well with a 
water tower. This well will have all the necessary permits, use an aquifer that can supply the dacha 
settlements with water. To implement this system, it is necessary to amend the normative acts, the 
statute of the dacha settlements. This entails the installation of centralized isolated sedimentation 
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tanks, which will purify the sewage. Responsible: regional council, chairman of the dacha settlement, 
water utilities, environmental inspection. 

3. The next stage is organizational and administrative. It is proposed to revise the approach to 
organizing the work of the dacha settlements. To unload the departments of the district executive 
committee and create conditions for the prompt resolution of conflicts, it is proposed to set up a special 
commission / department for work with the dacha settlements on the basis of the regional council. The 
new department will deal with issues ranging from the registration of the dacha settlements to 
providing them with the necessary communications. Also, it will be entrusted with the function of 
developing a mechanism for joining the dacha settlements to the city or village. Responsible: regional 
council. The next stage is the creation of special courses for the chairmen of the dacha settlements. The 
courses will prepare chairmen for the solution of emerging conflicts, develop and improve them as 
managers. That in turn will positively influence the decision of problems of environmental management. 
Responsible: regional council. Also, it is necessary to revise the management scheme of large dacha 
settlements, where the number of houses exceeds 300. In these dacha settlements it is necessary to 
introduce additional departments that will deal with specific issues: nature management, landscaping. 
Management of small and large dacha settlements is radically different things, but this aspect is not 
prescribed in the statute. Responsible: regional council, chairpersons of the dacha settlements. 

4. The next pressing problem is the inclusion of the dachas into the settlements. At the moment 
there is no well-developed mechanism. But every year the issue becomes more urgent. Cities and 
villages are growing, their borders are close to the borders of the dacha settlements. In addition, 
summer cottages begin to become capital buildings, in which people live permanently. The average 
number of such structures from the total is 10-12%. Inclusion of the dacha settlements in the general 
development plans of the city and villages can solve the problem. Since everything will happen 
according to the plan, and have clear stages. In addition to master plans, dacha settlements should be 
included in district development plans. Responsible: city authorities, regional council, village councils. 

5. The next problem is fire safety. The presence of centralized water supply will partially solve 
this issue. But the main thing remains - the availability of fire fighting water facilities. It is proposed to 
build a water lens, like small ponds. In this case, the fire and recreational function will be combined. 
Also, ponds will be one of the ways to maintain biodiversity, as they will become a habitat for flora and 
fauna. In the organization of these ponds, not only the owners of dacha sites, but also the management 
of the nearest villages and towns should be interested. The ponds will form the basis for the creation of 
a recreation park and recreation when dacha settlements will be include in the composition of the 
settlements. Responsible: regional council, city authorities, village councils, the chairman of the dacha 
settlements, the department of the Ministry of Emergency Situations. 
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No. 55 "On approval of the Model charter of the gardening partnership” (January 30, 1989) – 
Постановление Совета Министров Республики Беларусь, белорусского совета профессиональных 
союзов от 30.01.1989 №55 «Об утверждении Типового устава садоводческого товарищества». 

 
Additional legislation acts 
Law of the Republic of Belarus from 14.06.2003 №205-Z "On Flora" (Article 9, Article 26, Article 

27) (amended from 17.05.2011 №260-W); 
Guidelines for the measures to regulate the distribution and abundance of species of wild 

plants, approved by the Ministry of Natural Resources from 10.01.2009 №2 (as amended by Decree of 
the Ministry of Environment 26.10.2011 №42). 

A list of wild plants prohibited for introduction and (or) acclimatization, approved by the 
Ministry of Environment Decree of 28 November 2008. №106 (as amended by Decree of the Ministry of 
Environment 26.10.2011 №41). 

Law of the Republic of Belarus from 20.07.2007 №271-Z "On waste management"  
 

 
 


