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ABSTRACT

The publication presents the results of a systematic review of Polish scientific publications on
private forests published in the years from 1945-2023. With the help of Polish national library
databases, the results of a review of three forestry journals (Sylwan, Prace IBL/Lesne Prace
Badawcze and Folia Forestalia Polonica) and search results using the Google search engine, 104
publications were analysed in terms of content. The results of the analysis allowed two groups
of studies to be distinguish, one of which included four topics covered in the scientific publi-
cations. In total, the detailed content analysis identified 34 studies that dealt exclusively with
private forests. The remaining publications, in which private forests were presented against the
background of the topic under discussion, were categorised into four areas. The largest group
were publications dealing with afforestation including the implementation of the National
Programme to Increase Forest Area (KPZL) of which there were 26 publications. A group of 9
publications dealt with the joint management of private forests including legal regulations and
the mechanisms of functioning of land and forest communities. The other two groups dealing
with legal aspects related to the management of private forests and the socio-economic impor-
tance of private forests including development projections were represented by 8 and 13 studies,
respectively. Taking into consideration only the number of publications that appeared in three
forestry journals during the period analysed, the proportion of studies dealing with the topic of
private forests is a fraction of a percent. Until 1989, private forests were practically non-existent as
a subject of research in the scientific literature. After 1989, numerous publications drew attention
to private forests from the point of view of forest resource development including the role of private
land as a resource for increasing the forest area in Poland. The analysed literature showed that
the organisation of non-state forest owners is becoming increasingly difficult against the back-
ground of outdated or unclear legal regulations. In recent years, more and more attention has been
paid to the socio-economic importance of non-state forests. They are gradually being recognised
not only as an important environmental element, but also as a potential source of wood raw
materials. Comprehensive studies are needed on the legal status of non-state forests, the expectations
of owners, and the possibilities for improving their management. There are no publications available
on the amount of private forests owned by non-farmers.
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Introduction

Private forests in Poland have rarely been the subject of economic or social interest, therefore
they have only occasionally become the subject of research even in scientific publications. The
lack of interest in private forest ownership in the period from 1945-1989 resulted from the pre-
vailing political conditions (Krél, 2015). However, after 1989 it was caused by the growing
importance of the forests of the State Forest managed by the State Forests National Forest
Holding (SF NFH) in particular after 1 January 1992 which marked the entry into force of the
Forest Act (Ustawa, 1991). The low level of interest in the issue of private forests also resulted
from the fact that the results of the research commissioned by SF NFH could be transferred to
forests of other forms of ownership including private forests. The complex land structure is also
not conducive to conducting research in private forests as often a small average forest area is
owned by a single owner and the lack of institutions interested in funding this type of research.
For this reason, among others, the first studies were carried out in the mid-2000s to monitor the
attitudes, values and intentions of forest owners (Gotos, 2007, 2008, 2011). The increase of interest
in private forests after 2004 was caused by the emergence of financial support for private forests
in the EU Common Agricultural Policy, as well as by a parallel increase in general knowledge
in society about the importance of forest ecosystems for quality of life. Factors driving positive
change include the search for new sources of timber in the face of shortages of raw wood and
the hope that forests, regardless of ownership, will play an important role in mitigating climate
change. It is also important to note that, at least since the beginning of the 21% century, the number
and quality of available sources of information on private forests have increased, including results
from the National Forest Inventory (NFI), data from the National Agricultural Census (NAC),
and resources from the Forest Data Bank (BDL).

METHODOLOGY AND AIM OF THE RESEARCH. The study is a review publication presenting the
results of a systematic review (Grant and Booth, 2009; Peters ez a/., 2015; Snyder, 2019) of Polish
scientific studies published on private forests between 1945 and 2023. The study used the con-
tent analysis method (Szczepaniak, 2012). The review took into account publications that were
entirely devoted to the topic of private forests and those that only partially referred to forests of
this form of ownership against the background of the issues presented. The analysis also
included chapters in compact studies that contained a list of bibliographies, although some of
these studies were not the subject of the review. The term ‘private forests’ (in Polish ‘lasy pry-
watne’) was used in the search of publications (in titles, keywords and their content). The col-
lection of studies was divided into two phases. In the first phase, national library databases were
searched using the Virtual Science Library (in Polish ‘Wirtualna Biblioteka Nauki’) classifica-
tion and resources including Polish open bibliographic and full text resources on ICM servers
(Agro, BazEcon, Baz'Tech, CEJSH). In addition, the content of three forestry journals was
reviewed: Sylwan, Prace IBL/Lesne Prace Badawcze (Forest Research Papers) and Folia
Forestalia Polonica. The database of publications collected in the manner described above was
supplemented by internet search results using the Google search engine. In the second phase,
articles whose titles indicated that they might concern private forests were selected from the
bibliography of studies that had qualified for detailed content analysis in the first phase. Their
inclusion in this review was based on the results of the summary analysis. The literature col-
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lected was divided into two groups. The first group comprised the studies that dealt exclusive-
ly with the issue of private forests. The second group comprised publications in which the issue
of private forests was part of the problem addressed. In the second group of publications, a
method of grouping according to the aspect of the problem dealt with was used.

Results

In the first phase, 139 publications were collected of which 69 were eligible for detailed content
analysis after reading their summaries. In the second phase, 60 publications were selected from
the bibliography of publications qualified in the first phase on the basis of their titles of which
35 studies qualified for the detailed analysis phase after reading their summaries. In total, the
detailed content analysis comprised 104 publications of which 34 studies were dedicated to private
forests only. The remaining publications presenting private forests against the background of the
problem under discussion were divided into four sections.

A characteristic feature of publications published before 1989 are their very general titles
which give the impression that they refer to all forests in Poland, including private ones, while
their content is actually limited to public forests (Molenda, 1964, 1966, 1967; Nowakowski, 1979;
Broda, 1985; Lonkiewicz, 1990). Such a phenomenon can also be observed in the post-1990 literature
(Lonkiewicz, 1998; Borecki ¢z /., 2012; Plotkowski, 2015; Szramka, 2015), although the scale of this
phenomenon is much smaller. Moreover, in studies from before 1989 there are some in which
the authors negatively evaluate private forest ownership (Tyszkiewicz, 1974). The afirementioned
author wrote the following: “The condition of forests thirty years ago (20th century) was severely
degraded... It had, with few exceptions, an unfavourable effect on the economy of private forest
owners, who until 1939 managed 60% of the country’s forest area.’

PUBLICATIONS DEALING EXCLUSIVELY WITH THE TOPIC OF PRIVATE FORESTS. The results of the
content analysis of publications dealing with private forests show that their topics are diverse.
These include retrospective studies (Partyka, 1973; Bartys, 1974; Szymanowska, 1974; Zolciak,
1992) presenting the characteristics of private forests in the interwar period and in the first years
after the end of the World War II (Koztowski, 1992; Broda, 2000; Wysocka-Fijorek, 2009). An
interesting publication, considering the year of its publication, is the study by Guderski (1958).
"The author uses the term ‘peasant forests’ (in Polish ‘lasy chlopskie’) to refer to private forests.
In an attempt to characterise them, he states that more will be known about their condition
when an inventory is taken. According to the author, the productivity of peasant forests is low
(poorer habitats, low wood supply, insufficient level of development, and fragmentation). At the
end of the 1950s, these forests numbered 988,000 holdings. In 1956, more than 650,000 m?
of timber volume were harvested from peasant forests. This publication can be considered the
first compendium of knowledge on peasant forests after the end of World War II. The author
presented not only the surface and natural characteristics of the forests as well as issues related
to the monitoring and organisation of private forests, the conditions for the development of forest
production and issues related to resource management, planning and administrative procedures.
Other publications from this period are the following: 1) a study by Marszatek (1960) dealing with
private forests in Matopolska, and 2) a book publication containing a set of legal regulations on the
management of non-state forests with a commentary by Assman (1966).

Some of the publications deal with the management of private forests in Poland (Jaszczak
et al., 2018) and with problems related to forest management in private forests (Gtaz, 1998)
including the issue of public participation in private forest management planning (Orzechowski
and Kamirska, 2018). In publications by Krdl (1998, 2008), the author discusses the tasks related
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to supervision which address aspects related to the provision of advice to private forest owners.
The author also presents the problem of protecting spruce and fir stands in private forests in
Matopolska (Krél, 2010, 2011). General characteristics of private forests can be found in the
publications by Krél (2007, 2011) and Gtaz and Gotos (2012). Results focusing only on aspects
of supervision can be found in Snarski (2022). The content analysis of the publications in the
aforementioned group allows us to learn about the private forest as a factor in rural development
(Plotkowski, 2007) as well as the social, legal and economic aspects of forestry development in
private forests (Wysocka-Fijorek, 2014). Iwanowski (1972) draws attention to the problem of
activating the process for the voluntary establishment of forest enterprises by forest owners in
order to implement joint management in privately owned forests. The study by Pedziwiatr (2015)
also refers to the problem of collective management in privately owned forests. Kozlowski
(1992) also pointed out the problem of insufficient timber harvesting in private forests. Among
the various publications, a unique study highlights the occupational safety in timber harvesting
in Polish private forests (Brzézko, 2016). In 1993, after the Forestry Act came into force, a paper
was published discussing new legal regulations for private forests (Jastrzgbski, 1993). The pub-
lications presenting the results of empirical investigations (surveys) among forest owners are
valuable and informative. Two publications present the results of surveys of private forest owners
including a sample of 520 farmers and forest owners (Gotos, 2007, 2008a) and a representative
random sample of 1,200 forest owners (Gotos, 2011; Gotos and Gil, 2020). In addition to detailed
information on the organisation of forest enterprises and on economic and social aspects, the
results made it possible for the first time to estimate the area of forest stands that are still registered
as agricultural land. The results of the surveys of four groups of private forest stakeholders (sample
of 509 participants) are discussed in the publication by Gotos ¢# a/. (2021b) and the assessment
of the quality of the supervision of forest management in private forests and the level of knowledge
of their owners in the field of forest management by Gotos ¢7 a/. (2021c). Relevant information
(for the first time in relation to owners of private forests) is provided in the publication by Gotos
et al. (2021a). The authors presented results related to the value (PLN/ha/year) of monetary
compensation to the forest owner for agreeing to introduce restrictions in forest management
(the amount of harvested timber). One of the topics discussed in the publications were the
results of original research in the area of financial support for forest owners (Wysocka-Fijorek e a/.,
2020) and forest owners’ assessment of the importance of forest functions and abiotic damage
to forests (Wysocka-Fijorek ef al., 2022).

The analysis of the publication content of the second group, in which private forests appear
in passing as one of the forms of property to which the problem under discussion refers, enabled
us to divide them into four themes:

- The issue of afforestation including the National Program of the Forest Cover Extension
(KPZL) and afforestation carried out after 2004 from the funds of the Common
Agricultural Policy (CAP).

— Municipalities and companies established to manage common land including forest
land.

— Legal aspects related to the management of private forests.

— Socio-economic importance of private forests including forecasts for their development.

THE ISSUE OF AFFORESTATION, INCLUDING THE NATIONAL PROGRAM OF THE FOREST COVER
EXTENSION (KPZL) AND AFFORESTATION CARRIED OUT AFTER 2004 FROM COMMON AGRICULTURAL
PoLicy (CAP) FUNDS. The National Program of the Forest Cover Extension (KPZL) was a gov-
ernment programme launched in June 1995, the successful implementation of which required
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the active participation of agricultural and fallow land owners (mainly farmers). Numerous pub-
lications on this project discuss the factors that promoted or hindered its effective implementation.
In the oldest publication the author notes the role of private land in the process of afforestation
in a study by Smykata (1990). The author presented the extent and distribution of afforestation
in the years from 1947-1987 which was divided into former agricultural land and wasteland.
This issue is addressed in the publications in Prace IBL ser. B No. 27 of 1996 entitled ‘Problems
of Increasing the Forest Area of the Country’ although it should be noted that of the eight pub-
lications devoted to this issue, only one concerns private land (Arbatowski ¢z a/., 1996). The
problem mentioned is referred to by Siuta (1993) who points to the need to maintain the minimum
width and area of afforestation on peasant land. Further, Tomczak (2002) who refers to the study
of the Committee for Forecasts ‘Polska 2000 Plus’ at the Praesidium of the Polish Academy of
Sciences, which from the point of view of knowledge in 2023, can be seen as an accurate assessment
of a point in time (2016-2020) when the active transformation of the agricultural structure will
take place including the acceleration of the migration of people away from agriculture.
Sobczak (1996) proposed the development of land abandoned by agriculture by planting
fast-growing trees such as poplars and willows to utilise the wood for the board, pulp and paper
industries and for energy purposes. However, this publication lacks information on private forests.
The oldest publications dealing with the KPZL present organisational and economic aspects of
the programme in the first years of its implementation by addressing threats to its efficient
implementation (Fonder, 2002) and the directives of KPZL modification (Zajac and Kwiecied,
2002; Roszkowski, 2003). Publications also include those that present the issue of afforestation
and KPZL implementation in a broader context, especially rural development (Grzywacz,
2002). The publications describe the stages of KPZL implementation and characterise the legal
instruments supporting the process of increasing forest area as well as the regulations and legal
procedures related to the afforestation of land (Malczyk and Swiezak, 2008). The state of imple-
mentation of KPZL in 2001-2010, together with the identification of the main obstacles in the
implementation of this programme after Poland’s accession to the European Union, was presented
by Kaliszewski (2012). On the other hand, Kazak ez 4/. (2016) tried to determine the influence
of the land tenure structure on KPZL implementation and indicated that it determined the
impact of programme implementation in the first decade of the 21% century (Paschalis-Jaku-
bowicz, 2012). The answer to the question of whether afforestation in Poland will end after 2014
is provided by the analysis of publications by Lazowy (2014). The author has identified the
main obstacles and objective conditions influencing the extent of afforestation on private land
under KPZL. When describing the afforestation process, the authors also pointed out the role
of secondary succession in the process of increasing forest cover (Szwagrzyk, 2004; Krawczyk,
2014). Cwaliniska ez al. (2015) presented several issues related to this process, mostly without
particular emphasis on afforestation on private land. After 2004, afforestation on private land
was considered from the perspective of whether financial support from the Rural Development
Programme (RDP) was available to farmers for this purpose. In this area, the publications of
Polna (2005, 2008, 2011, 2012a, 2017) deserve special attention. In the above date order of pub-
lication, the author draws attention to the changes in Poland’s forest cover from 1990-2001, the
diversification of the afforestation process on post-agricultural land in mountainous areas, the role
of afforestation of agricultural land under the 2004-2006 RDP in Poland, and the afforestation
of agricultural land in rural areas on Poland’s eastern border as well as the extent and directions
of divestment of forest land for non-forestry purposes in the Wielkopolska Voivodeship. Kurowska
and Kryszk (2017) identify the economic profitability of afforestation financed by the RDP and
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point out the great importance of farmers’ activity in the aforementioned area that results in chang-
ing land prices. The literature also discusses the types of instruments supporting afforestation
(Ptotkowski, 2008; Mickiewicz and Mickiewicz, 2011; Urbariska 2011), the involvement of RDP
funds in the implementation of afforestation tasks on private land (Polna, 2012b), and the assess-
ment of absorption of RDP funds supporting afforestation using spatial databases (Sioma, 2009).

MUNICIPALITIES AND COMPANIES ESTABLISHED TO MANAGE COMMON LAND INCLUDING FORESTS.
Of the publications dealing with the topic of land communities, par without discussing them in
detail (Lipifiska, 2011; Parzych ez a/., 2013; Danitowska and Zajac, 2015; Spiewak et al., 2022).
The aforementioned authors believe that rural communities, although a relic of a bygone era,
in many cases play an important role in broad agricultural activities. The authors point out that
they should be considered a relic of the former regime because they contradict the current under-
standing of a free market economy based on property rights. In the other publications, forest
communities are presented from various aspects, including organised forms of forest management
including associations (Zajac ¢ al., 2004), the joint (private — state) forest management concept
(Wysocka-Fijorek, 2013), and an assessment of the functioning of different types of forest enter-
prises under conditions of variable costs of management and forest production (Wysocka-Fijorek,
2017). Forest land communities are also the subject of studies aimed at determining their number
and distribution (Gotos, 2008a, b). Krél (2015) refers to organised forms of forest management
in private forests. The author presents a detailed description of private forests addressing aspects
such as the organisation and effectiveness of professional advice to owners, the lack of research
programmes related to private forests, and the need to create legal and economic instruments
that enable and encourage cooperation between forest owners which is essential for improving
the profitability of the private forest sector.

LEGAL ASPECTS RELATED TO THE OPERATION OF PRIVATE FORESTS. One of the first publications
to present the process of shaping the law and structures of private forest supervision in independent
Poland after 1918 is the study by Heymanowski (1990). The author notes that uniform legal pro-
visions for state supervision of non-state forests (with the exception of Silesia) did not come into
force until 1 July 1927 (Rozporzadzenie, 1927). In another publication, the same author presented
the legal and organisational situation of non-state forests in Poland against the background of the
achievements in this field after the World War II (Heymanowski, 1992). In the publication by
Geszprych (2008), the effects of EU regulations on the organisation of forest management in private
forests as defined by Polish law were presented. The author states at the outset that the com-
prehensive regulation of the issues in question in the legal order of the European Community
influences the national legal order. An extension of the legal framework analysis for private
forests was made in the publication dealing with the specificity of supervision and the sphere
of value in forest law (Geszprych, 2009, 2014). Ziemblicki (2015) raised similar questions. The
author draws attention to the system of supervision of forest management in non-state forests
and to practical problems related to supervision. A notable publication study by Mitosz (2012)
discusses the issue of nationalisation of private forests in the period of the Polish People’s
Republic. The importance of considering ownership is shown by the observations of Rakoczy
(2015), who notes that the issue of ownership of forest land is not of particular interest in the
literature, although it is a significant and legally important one. It is addressed in Article 2 of the
Forest Act (Ustawa, 1991) which states that the provisions of the Act apply to forests regardless
of their form of ownership, although this requirement is not included throughout the entirety
of the Forest Act.
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THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC IMPORTANCE OF PRIVATE FORESTS INCLUDING FORECASTS FOR THEIR
DEVELOPMENT. An overview of the state of Polish forestry, including references to private forests,
is provided in the publication by Miklaszewski (1947). In discussing the state, role and importance
of forestry in Poland after 1918, the author pointed out that private forests, like state property
after Poland regained independence, ‘were generally in a not very encouraging condition,
because the same methods of wartime destruction and the same consistent system of predatory
management were applied by the occupiers to the state forests.” A similar analysis of forestry
during the Polish People’s Republic can be found in Wigcko (1957). Although referring mainly
to state ownership, the author points to two legal acts that decided the fate of some private
forests after 1944, namely:

— the decree of 6 September, 1944, later amended by the decree of 17 January, 1945 on the
implementation of agrarian reform which decided on the nationalisation of farms with
more than 100 ha of agricultural land including forests,

— the Decree of 12 December, 1944 on the acquisition of certain forests into state owner-
ship which stipulated that forests and forest land with an area of more than 25 ha, owned
or co-owned by natural and legal persons, become the property of the state. At the same
time, the author points out that ‘the management of non-state forests is at an extremely
low level... this is because these forests are not sufficiently professionally managed’.

An analysis of forest management can be found in Wigcko (1948) in which the author quotes the
content of the decree of 26 April, 1948 containing the principles of management and protection
of all non-state forests and woodlands. The aforementioned regulations were of fundamental
importance for many branches of forestry, which Swiader (1953) points out by arguing that socialist
forestry must be different from capitalist forestry because private forests were transformed into social
property. The search for answers to the question of the total area of forests in Poland, including
private forests, is still very controversial. This answer is provided by Hoscito e 4/. (2016) based
on research using various sources of spatial data. According to the authors, the forest area in Poland
in 2014 was 9,997.7 thousand hectares which is 32.0% of the country’s land area. This is an area
of almost 800,000 hectares more than the officially reported forest area. Assuming that the area
of public forests (owned by the State Treasury and municipalities) is correctly recorded in the
cadastre, it is reasonable to assume that the discrepancies found concern private land that is not
recorded as forest in the geodetic register. Jabloriski (2015) lists the reasons that can influence
discrepancies in the total forest area data. He points out that up to 55% of the increase in forest
area in the period from 2008-2013 could be due to factors other than reclassification of afforestation
during this period.

The problem that appears in publications about private forests is their economic and social
importance which is discussed by Jendrzejewski (2019). One of the most important elements
of the economic efficiency of forest management is its productivity which has been estimated
at about 166 ha of forest for Polish conditions, assuming a timber price of PLN 150/m?, an increment
of 4 m%/ha/year, and an assumption of economic independence amounting to PLN 100,000/year
(Jabtoriski and Pedziwiatr, 2012). Publications discussing economic issues include an attempt to
estimate the value of land resources and tree stocks in private forests (Gotos, 2013). Based on
estimates, the author states that the value of forest resources in private forests in 2008 was about
PLN 24.2 billion of which PLLN 19 billion were timber resources.

Noteworthy are publications from the middle of the second decade of the 21% century that
present potential opportunities for timber extraction in private forests. The forecasts discussed
state that the area of private forests may reach 1,964 thousand ha by 2031 and 2,264 thousand ha
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by 2080, while timber resources will increase by 83% from 393 million m® (228 m%/ha) in 2013
to 718 million m? (317 m%/ha) in 2080 (Dawidziuk and Zajaczkowski, 2015a, b). The projections
are confirmed by Zajaczkowski and Neroj (2019) who indicate that harvesting in private forests
could range from 7.6 to 9.2 million m? per year in the period from 2046-2050 depending on dif-
ferent scenarios. At the same time, Krél (2015) draws attention to the need for systemic solutions
in cooperation between forest owners in order for such an amount of wood raw material to reach
the market (in a situation of fragmented private forest ownership).

Conclusions

This study is the first review to systematically collate the national literature on private forests.

In the scientific literature until 1989, private forests were basically non-existent as a subject
of research. After 1989, numerous publications began to draw attention to private forests from
the point of view of forest resource development including the role of private land as a resource
enabling the increase of forest area in Poland.

There are few works that point to the possibility of improving the management and moni-
toring of non-state forests. The analysed literature shows that the organisation of the owners of
non-state forests is becoming increasingly difficult against the background of outdated or unclear
legal regulations.

In the literature, a relatively large amount of writing is devoted to afforestation and the
problem of reducing the afforested area.

In recent years, more and more attention has been paid to the socio-economic importance
of non-state forests. They are gradually being recognised not only as an important environmental
element, but also as a potential source of wood raw materials.

Comprehensive studies are needed on the legal status of non-state forests, the expectations
of owners, and the possibilities for improving their management.

There are no publications available on the amount of private forests owned by non-farmers.
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STRESZCZENIE

Problematyka laséw prywatnych w polskich publikacjach
naukowych w okresie 1945-2023

Lasy prywatne w Polsce rzadko byly przedmiotem zainteresowania zycia gospodarczego czy
spolecznego, co sprawiato, ze sporadycznie stawaly si¢ obiektem badari, w tym tematykg publikacji
naukowych. Realizacji badari w lasach prywatnych nie sprzyja zlozona struktura powierzchniowa:
mala srednia powierzchnia lasu bgdgca wlasnoscig jednej osoby, jak réwniez brak podmiotu,
ktdry bylby zainteresowany finansowaniem tego rodzaju badaii. Mi¢dzy innymi z tego powodu
pierwsze badania umozliwiajgce monitoring postaw, wartosci czy zamierzeri whascicieli laséw zrea-
lizowano w potowie pierwszej dekady XXI w. Do wzrostu zainteresowania lasami prywatnymi
po 2004 r. przyczynito si¢ pojawienie wsparcia finansowego dla laséw prywatnych we Wspélnej
Polityce Rolnej UE wraz z réwnoleglym wzrostem ogélnej wiedzy wsréd spoteczeristwa o zna-
czeniu ekosysteméw lesnych dla jakosci zycia. Wsréd czynnikéw wptywajacych na pozytywng
zmiang¢ nalezy wymieni¢ réwniez poszukiwanie nowych 7Zrédet drewna w obliczu deficytu su-
rowca drzewnego oraz nadzieja, Ze lasy, niezaleznie od formy wlasnosci, bedg odgrywaly istotng
role w tagodzeniu zmian klimatu. Nie bez znaczenia jest réwniez fakt, ze co najmniej od poczgtku
XXI w. wzrasta ilo$¢ i jakos¢ dostepnych Zrédet informacji o lasach prywatnych, wsréd ktérych
nalezy wymieni¢ m.in. wyniki Wielkoobszarowej Inwentaryzacji Stanu Lasu (WISL), dane Pow-
szechnego Spisu Rolnego (PSR), jak réwniez zasoby Banku Danych o Lasach (BDL).
Opracowanie jest publikacjg przedstawiajacg wyniki systematycznego przegladu (Booth
2009; Peters i in. 2015; Grant i Snyder 2019) polskich opracowari naukowych dotyczacych laséw
prywatnych opublikowanych w latach 1945-2023. W opracowaniu zastosowano metod¢ analizy
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tresci (Szczepaniak 2012). W przegladzie uwzgledniono publikacje, ktére w catosci poswigcono
problematyce laséw prywatnych, jak réwniez te, ktére na tle przedstawianego problemu tylko
we fragmentach odnosity si¢ do laséw tej formy wlasnosci. Proces gromadzenia opracowari podzie-
lono na 2 etapy. W pierwszym przeszukano krajowe biblioteczne bazy danych, wykorzystujac
klasyfikacj¢ i zasoby Wirtualnej Biblioteki Nauki, w tym polskie otwarte zasoby bibliograficzno-
-petnotekstowe na serwerach ICM (Agro, BazEcon, BazTech, CEJSH). Dodatkowo sprawdzono
zawarto$¢ 3 lesnych czasopism naukowych (Sylwan, Prace IBL/Lesne Prace Badawcze oraz Folia
Forestalia Polonica). Baz¢ gromadzonych w wyzej opisany sposéb publikaciji uzupetniono o wyniki
wyszukiwania w internecie z wykorzystaniem wyszukiwarki Google. W drugim etapie z biblio-
grafii opracowari zakwalifikowanych do szczegétowej analizy tresci w pierwszym etapie wybrano
pozycje, ktérych tytut wskazywat, ze mogg dotyczy¢ laséw prywatnych.

W pierwszym etapie zgromadzono 139 publikacji, sposréd ktérych po zapoznaniu si¢ z ich
streszczeniami do etapu szczegGlowej analizy tresci zakwalifikowano 69 publikacji. W drugim
etapie z bibliografii publikacji zakwalifikowanych w pierwszym etapie wybrano na podstawie
tytutéw 60 publikaciji, sposréd ktérych do etapu szczegdtowej analizy po zapoznaniu si¢ z ich
streszczeniami zakwalifikowano 35 opracowan. W sumie szczegétowa analiza tresci objeta 104 pub-
likacje, wsréd ktérych 34 stanowig opracowania poswigcone tylko lasom prywatnym. Pozostate
publikacje, w ktérych przedstawiono lasy prywatne na tle omawianego problemu, sklasyfikowano
w 4 obszarach.

Wryniki analizy tresci publikaciji, ktére w catosci dotyczyly laséw prywatnych, wskazujg, ze
ich tematyka jest zréznicowana. Sg wsréd nich opracowania retrospektywne (Partyka 1973; Bartys
1974; Szymanowska 1974), w ktérych przedstawiono charakterystyke laséw prywatnych w okresie
mi¢dzywojennym oraz w pierwszych latach po zakoriczeniu II wojny swiatowej (Koztowski 1992;
Broda 2000; Wysocka-Fijorek 2009). Analiza tresci publikacji zaliczonych do grupy, w ktérych
lasy prywatne pojawialy si¢ niejako przy okazji, jako jedna z form whasnosci, ktérej dotyczyt oma-
wiany problem, pozwolita podzieli¢ je na 4 obszary tematyczne:

— Problematyka zalesieni, w tym Krajowego programu zwigkszania lesistosci (KPZL) oraz

zalesieni realizowanych po 2004 r. ze srodkéw Wspélnej Polityki Rolnej (WPR).

— Wspélnoty i spétki powolane do zarzadzania gruntami wspélnot, w tym lesnymi.

— Aspekty prawne zwigzane z funkcjonowaniem laséw prywatnych.

— Znaczenie spoteczno-eckonomiczne laséw prywatnych, w tym prognozy ich rozwoju.

Konieczne sg kompleksowe badania stanu prawnego, oczekiwari wlascicieli oraz mozliwosci po-
prawy zarzgdzania lasami nieparistwowymi.



