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Abstract

The article highlights the problematic issues of developing strategic spatial planning
documents in Ukraine using the example of territorial communities (Strategies for territorial
development, Comprehensive spatial development plans, etc.). The importance of
geographical conditions for the development of the potential of the territory in planning is
revealed. The theoretical and methodological basis and applied aspects of the application of
planning solutions in the development of strategic documents for regional and local

development are considered, in particular with an emphasis on the Odesa region and its
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geographical features. The need to improve the regulatory and legal framework for spatial
planning related to the legal regime of martial law and the post-war reconstruction of the
country, including its individual territories of various hierarchical levels, is confirmed.

Comprehensive community development plans should take into account the
geographical location, landscape basis and population settlement system. The current task of
planning at the community level should be to optimize land use by land for their intended
purpose on the basis of sustainable development in order to preserve the environment. The
materials of the proposed study can be used in management at the regional and local levels in
Ukraine.

Keywords: territorial community; spatial planning; geographical location;
natural resource potential; decentralization; regional development; strategic planning;

sustainable development; martial law; Odesa region (Ukraine).

IMPOCTOPOBE INIAHYBAHHS TEPUTOPIV TPOMAJl Y KOHTEKCTI PE®@OPM
TA BOEHHOI'O CTAHY B YKPAIHI (HA IPUKJIAII OJJECHKOI OBJIACTI)

0. C. Cuuyk, A. O. BysiHoBcbKH

Opnecbkuit HanioHaJabHMH yHiBepcuTeT iMeHi I.I. Meununkoga,
reojoro-reorpadiuyauii GpaxkyapTeT,
kadenpa reorpadii Ykpainu, IpyHTO3HABCTBA 1 3eMEJIHHOT0 KaAacTpy
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AHoTanisa

Y cTaTTi BUCBITJICHO MpPOOJEMHI THUTAaHHS PO3POOKH CTPATETIYHUX JOKYMEHTIB
[IPOCTPOBOr0 IUIAHYBaHHSA B YKpaiHI Ha HpuKiIanl TeputopiajpHux rpomazn (Crparerii
pPO3BUTKY TeputTopiid, KommiekcHl miIaHM HOpoCTOPOBOro pO3BUTKY, Touio). Po3kpuro
3HA4YEHHs reorpadidHoi 0OyMOBJIGHOCTI PO3BHUTKY MOTEHINAy TEPUTOpIi MPHU IJIaHYBaHHI.
PO3riisiHyTO  TEOPETMKO-METOMOJIOTIYHY OCHOBY 1 TIPHKJAIAHI AaCIEKTH 3aCTOCYBaHHS
IUTaHYBAJIbHUX PIllIEHb IPU PO3POOII CTpaTEriyHUX JOKYMEHTIB PEriOHaIbHOrO Ta MiCLIEBOIO
PO3BUTKY, 30KpeMa 3 akieHToM Ha Ojecbkuil perion Ta Horo reorpadiuHi 0coOIMBOCTI.
[TinTBepmKyeThCS MOTpeda B YIOCKOHANEHHI HOPMAaTHBHO-TIPABOBOi 0a3d  MPOCTPOBOTO
IUIAHYBaHHS, IIOB’S3aHOI 3 TIPAaBOBHUM pPEXHUMOM BOEHHOTO CTaHy Ta IIOBOEHHUM

BiJTHOBJIEHHSIM KpaiHH, 30KpeMa 1 OKpeMHX ii TEpUTOPii Pi3HOr 0 1€EpapXi4HOrO PiBHS.
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KommuiekcHi maaHu po3BUTKY TpPOMaji MalOTh BPaXOBYBaTH reorpadiyHe MoaoKeHHs,
Ja”AIAQTHY OCHOBY Ta CUCTEMY po3celieHHs HacesneHHs. [loTouHuM 3aBIaHHAM MJIaHyBaHHS
Ha pIBHI IpOMajay Mae€ CTAaTU OINTUMI3allisl 3eMJIEKOPUCTYBaHHS 3€MJIIMHM 3a iX LIbOBUM
MpU3HAYEHHSM Ha 3acaJiaX CTAallOr0 PO3BHUTKY 3 METOI 30epekKeHHs NOBKiIIsL. Matepianu
MIPOTIOHOBAHOT O JIOCI/KEHHSI MOXYTh OyTH BUKOPUCTAHI MPHU YIPaBIiHHI HA PerioHaTbHOMY
Ta JIOKaJbHOMY PIBHAX B YKpaiHi.

KarwouoBi cioBa: TepuropiajibHa rpoMaaa; NpPOCTOPOBe IUIAHYBAHHS;
reorpadgiuHe MOJIOKEHHSI; TNPHUPOAHO-PECYPCHHII MOTEHUiaNd; JdeleHTpadi3anis;
perioHaIbHUI PO3BUTOK; CTPaTeriyHe MJIAHYBAHHS, CTAJNH PO3BUTOK; BOCHHHMI CTaH;

Onecbka odaacth (Ykpaina).

Problem Statement

Spatial planning remains a highly relevant field of scientific inquiry, as future steps
toward sustainable land restoration and community development in post-war Ukraine will
largely depend on it. As a result of Ukraine’s administrative-territorial reform, spatial
restructuring was carried out at the lowest local level, leading to the formation of territorial
communities with varying levels of financial capacity. Although geographical considerations
should have played a central role in the reform process, inconsistencies in several decisions
have shaped the current configuration of districts and communities within administrative
regions.

By signing the Association Agreement with the European Union, Ukraine undertook
to align its domestic policies with European approaches to territorial development planning,
aimed at promoting polycentric spatial development, strengthening urban-rural linkages,
ensuring equal access to social infrastructure, and supporting balanced management of natural
and cultural heritage. A key priority in EU spatial development policy is ecological
sustainability, whose significance has increased substantially in recent decades.

Climate change adaptation, biodiversity conservation, sustainable use of soil and land
resources, landscape management, improvement of living environments, reduction of
morbidity, and enhancement of public health represent only part of the issues currently on the
policy agenda. Addressing these challenges is framed within the national and global
Sustainable Development Goals 2030 [21].

Scientifically sound organization of the territory, its rational and balanced sustainable
use determines the practical side of this issue. Achieving this goal in general, both in Ukraine

and directly in our Odessa region (including at the level of planning of community territories),



requires systematic and systematic work with proper scientific and practical justification. This
determines the relevance of the proposed study.

The scientifically grounded organization of territory, along with its rational and
sustainable use, constitutes the practical dimension of this issue. Achieving this objective both
nationally and specifically in the Odesa region, including at the level of community territorial
planning, requires consistent and systematic efforts supported by robust scientific and
practical justification. This determines the relevance of the proposed research.

Research methodology

This study employs general scientific and discipline-specific (geographical) research
approaches and methods, as well as interdisciplinary perspectives drawn from related fields,
including urban planning, land management, ecology, Earth sciences, and law.

The research is based on archival materials from the Department of Geography of
Ukraine, Soil Science and Land Cadastre, and the Problem Research Laboratory of Soil
Geography and Protection of the Chernozem Soil Cover (PNDL-4, Odesa National
University), as well as information sources and official websites of governmental authorities,
higher education institutions, research organizations, and civil society institutions directly
engaged in spatial planning issues in Ukraine.

Main content

The implementation of environmentally balanced European policy in Ukraine has
become particularly urgent, as this objective cannot be achieved without strategically oriented
spatial (territorial) planning. These challenges have become especially acute during wartime,
as the legal regime of martial law imposes specific decision-making priorities focused on
security, while territorial planning decisions are characterized by long implementation
periods, institutional inertia, and lasting effects.

Equally important is the issue of land resource management within communities in the
context of land and administrative reforms, since sustainable land management determines
spatial development trajectories and forms the foundation for the sustainable development of
communities, regions, and the country as a whole.

The planning system for regional and local development in Ukraine includes two
closely related but conceptually distinct notions: strategy and planning. A similar distinction
applies to related concepts such as spatial planning, territorial planning, planning of
territories, and geoplanning.

In this study, strategy is understood as a generalized long-term framework for

achieving a defined objective, based on available resource potential. It is further



operationalized through tactical actions and implementation plans corresponding to strategic
priorities. From a governance perspective, strategy constitutes an overarching framework for
hierarchically interconnected system components. An action plan, in turn, serves to organize
social processes, groups, or individuals in spatial and temporal dimensions.

Note also that the definitions of "region,"” "regional policy,” and "regional studies" are
already quite widespread in geographical scientific terminology [17]. In this study, the term
"local level" is deliberately understood as a level lower than the regional level (district,
community, or part thereof).

At present, the foundation of regional development planning is the State Strategy for
Regional Development for 2021-2027 [16], which, within the framework of developing
multilevel governance, provides for the creation of a coordinated system of strategic, spatial,
and budget planning for regional development at the national, regional, and local levels. The
Strategy is implemented in two stages: Stage | (2021-2023) and Stage Il (2024—2027). Within
each stage, the development and implementation of action plans for the respective period, as
well as regional development programs and projects, are envisaged to achieve each strategic
objective and corresponding tasks. In accordance with the Regional Development Strategy,
"State regional policy until 2027 is based on considering, during strategic planning, key
challenges affecting people, infrastructure, the security environment, the economy, and the
natural environment, and will also include building a culture of partnership and cooperation
oriented toward interaction among state authorities, local self-government bodies, and citizens
for development™ [16].

Thus, the development strategy incorporates planning-related time management and
spatial planning, both of which depend on the natural resource potential of a territory [4, 12].

The existing system of territorial planning in Ukraine has its own historical trajectory
and is "inherited" from the now extremely outdated Soviet planning system of centralized
sectoral-administrative governance. As early as the late nineteenth century, two directions of
the functional-planning organization of developed, predominantly industrial, lands began to
take shape: master planning and district planning [13].

By the late twentieth century, modern European planning policy frameworks had
emerged, framing spatial planning as an instrument for reconciling multilevel interests
through subsidiarity and decentralization. The European Regional/Spatial Planning Charter
contributed significantly to shaping a new understanding of planning as spatial planning. In
Ukrainian geographical scholarship, two related concepts have long been distinguished—

territorial planning and spatial planning [13]. While territorial planning primarily concerns the



allocation of economic resources—material, human, and financial—within administrative-
territorial structures and systems of governance, spatial planning is understood as the rational
territorial organization of society at all levels of governance. From a geographical perspective,
the concept of spatial planning is preferable, as it accounts for territorial capacity, complexity,
adaptation to landscape conditions, and the geospatial distribution of resources aimed at
improving quality of life.

Since independence, Ukraine's territorial organization has evolved largely through
institutional inertia as a legacy of the Soviet centralized planning system, in which state
interests were prioritized over private interests in regulating urban development and managing
land resources, while preserving settlement structures and economic specialization. However,
the clarification of property rights and the emergence of private ownership, as expressions of
sustainable economic development and resource-efficient approaches to the "nature—
population—economy™ nexus, have generated a continuing need to transform the planning
system in both spatial (chorological) and temporal (chronological) dimensions. In response to
these challenges, Ukraine adopted the General Scheme for Territorial Planning in 2002,
approved by the relevant law, which became a foundation for regional planning policy.

At the same time, legal inconsistencies in the regulation of land relations have
continually constrained sustainable territorial development. The implementation of a series of
reforms in Ukraine—including decentralization, administrative-territorial, land, agrarian, tax,
and related reforms—reflects the urgent need for Ukraine's institutional integration, through
its regions and territorial communities, into the broader European economic and political
space. In this context, the principles of spatial planning should be implemented through
comprehensive spatial development plans for communities, which provide an integrated
framework combining contemporary urban-planning solutions with sustainable approaches to
land and soil resource management.

Issues of strategic spatial planning at state and regional levels have been widely
addressed in the scholarly literature [13]. Depending on the evolution of the regulatory
framework, scientific concepts, and implementation practices at different stages of territorial
planning, one may identify generally successful methodological approaches to planning
decisions aimed at the rational and optimal use of natural-resource and human potential.
However, contemporary technological, informational, climatic, and socio-economic
transformations, resulting from global and regional processes and further complicated by

Russia's military aggression against Ukraine and its consequences, require the incorporation



of international best practices in sustainable landscape-based spatial organization into
territorial planning.

In the early stages of developing ideas for reforming the administrative-territorial
structure (ATS), active research and discussions were conducted with the aim of elaborating
the concept of the new reform in as much detail as possible, aligning it with global practices,
and incorporating these approaches to the fullest extent. Over a prolonged period, the features
of state approaches to the development of spatial development plans for territories worldwide
were analyzed [5, 8]. To ensure the comprehensive implementation of global experience in
the spatial planning of community territories in Ukraine, the program "Integrated Spatial
Planning for United Territorial Communities" has been functioning since 2018, and
methodological guidelines for scientifically grounded spatial planning have been developed at
the Institute of Geography of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine [11].

Current legislative features of spatial planning under martial law have been examined
by S. Khrustovskyi and Yu. Slobodianiuk, who also highlight the incomplete legislative
transition toward modern integrated and strategic planning approaches due to new challenges
associated with Russia's military aggression [22]. They emphasize that environmental
principles in territorial planning and adherence to sustainable development concepts have
become a cornerstone issue in regional development, alongside economic priorities, and
interpret spatial planning of community territories as an instrument for achieving the
Sustainable Development Goals [22].

Ideas of spatial planning have also been coordinated by specialists in demogeography.
In particular, the regional settlement system has been examined in detail in the context of
changes in the administrative-territorial structure, emphasizing the inseparability of
contemporary spatial planning from geographical research [3, 6, 7, 9, 18].

The identification of components emphasizing the importance of a geographical
foundation in the spatial planning of communities and territories was carried out based on an
analysis of scientific works devoted to spatial planning, as well as on the study of
Comprehensive Spatial Development Plans, Strategic Plans of Odesa Oblast for 2021-2027,
an analysis of the socio-economic condition of Odesa Oblast, and materials from the official
website of the Odesa Regional Military Administration [19].

Current spatial planning of communities in Ukraine is defined through the
development of Comprehensive Plans for Spatial Development (CPSD) of community

territories, which combine urban planning and land management documentation. This CPSD



determines the sustainable development strategy, regulates the prospects for utilizing the
territory's resource potential and infrastructure, and ensures sustainable nature and land use.

At the same time, geographers have always participated in territorial planning through
the development of city master plans, district planning projects, and territorial planning
schemes for the country and its individual regions (oblasts). The quintessence of territorial
planning can be considered the formation of a separate branch of geographical science—
geoplanning—which combines the organization of the natural environment, the spatial
organization of the population, and economic-production activities determined by the
potential of relevant resources. However, the modern regulatory and legal framework for
geoplanning is almost undefined in Ukraine, with the exception of the national spatial
planning concept, which contains only certain elements of the comprehensive geoplanning
approach to territorial development.

The implementation of geoplanning decisions in traditional approaches focused on
forming the natural framework for the ecological security of a territory, the spatial
organization of the population with guaranteed environmental safety and opportunities for
active economic activity, and ensuring the efficient use of natural resource potential, human
labor resources, and minimization of environmental pollution, among other aspects [10, 13].

The ultimate objective of spatial planning at any level is to improve the quality of life
of the population through harmonizing relationships within the triad "nature (natural
resources) — population — economy,” which, depending on the hierarchical level, differs
somewhat in content (Table 1).

As shown in the table, regional geoplanning based on the formation of an ecological
safety framework for a territory (primarily through the development of an ecological network)
and its natural resource potential involves multi-level, component-based planning with
mandatory consideration of spatial organization patterns and dynamic indicators of population
change. At the same time, geoplanning at the level of administrative districts and territorial
communities established in 2020 has not yet received either methodological or practical
implementation.

Currently, a legal framework has been established for communities to develop and
apply local-level urban planning documentation until January 1, 2028, pending approval of
comprehensive spatial development plans for community territories. Corresponding
amendments are being introduced to the Land Code of Ukraine and the Laws of Ukraine "On
Regulation of Urban Planning Activities,” "On the State Land Cadastre,” "On Land

Management,” and "On Amendments to Certain Legislative Acts of Ukraine Regarding Land



Use Planning." A developed spatial development plan will serve as a key advantage when

seeking funding for community recovery and infrastructure development from state budget

resources or international financial assistance.

Table 1 — Geoplanning of territories at regional and local levels

Elements of geoplanning

Regional level Local level (territorial communities or parts
thereof)
Environment | Society (asa| Economy |Environment| Community Economy
set of
communities
in the
region)
Directions of planning decisions
Formation of | Territorial | Rational use |Adaptation to| Improvement Taking into
the organization| of natural | the existing | of the existing account the
framework of of the resource |framework of| settlement | existing land use
ecological | population |potential and| ecological | system, taking structure,
security of human security of | intoaccount adaptation of
the territory capital the territory, migration  |economic activity

formation of
individual
local objects

phenomena in
connection with
martial law

to climate change

and the legal
regime of martial
law

Planning principles

Multi-level component-based planning |

Single-level component-based planning

Target key result (in line with the 2030 Sustainable Development Goals)

Improving the quality of life of the population

Therefore, under conditions of uncertainty associated with martial law, there is an

urgent need to improve the regional geoplanning system and to develop territorial planning

frameworks for district and local levels.

Based on the developed methodology of regional-level geoplanning [20], we propose a

theoretical and methodological framework (scheme) for local-level (territorial community)

geoplanning:

I. Analysis of the current territorial planning framework, including:

Existing land use, land cadastre, and other sectoral cadastres (subsoil, water,

forest resources, urban planning cadastre, etc.);

Population

characteristics

geodemographic conditions and potential);

(settlement

systems,

migration  flows,

Main economic specialization and economic indicators (types of economic

activity, forms of ownership, financial capacity, tax base, etc.);



. Social and production infrastructure.

I1. Development scenarios and forecasts:

. Strategies for socio-economic development, including long-term planning for
15-20 years;

. Strategies and forecasts of natural resource use;

. Forecasts and scenarios of demographic potential.

I11. Formation of basic spatial units for geoplanning:

. Identification of zones of environmental pressure and development (arising
from economic facilities, existing infrastructure, and the network of protected areas, etc.);

. Formation of growth poles and planning for infrastructure development, public
development, and an inclusive and ecologically secure environment.

IV. Development of geoplanning schemes (cartographic models):

. Formation of an ecological network;
. Assessment of anthropogenic impacts;
. Development of an integrated multicomponent ecologically secure geoplanning

scheme for community territory.

Obviously, contemporary geoplanning at the community level should take into
account the landscape framework, which determines patterns of natural resource use and land
use across all land categories represented (inventoried) within the community. Analysis of
land use at regional and local levels demonstrates the need to optimize land structure, reduce
the share of agricultural land (primarily arable land), withdraw low-productivity and degraded
lands from cultivation, and increase the proportion of ecologically stabilizing lands, among
other measures.

Under the special legal regime of martial law and in the context of post-war recovery
of the country and its individual regions, it is recommended to consider demographic
conditions, migration flows, and other dynamic indicators of territorial demographic potential
in geoplanning processes [3].

A defining feature of viable territorial communities, in line with the decentralization
reform concept, is their autonomy in governance, socio-economic development, and the
capacity to utilize their human, financial, and natural resources to support human
development. The activities of local self-government bodies are guided by a set of forecasting
and program documents that ensure the socio-economic development of communities [14].

Among these, particular importance should be attached to the community development

10



strategy and socio-economic development program, which define the goals, priorities, and
measures necessary for their implementation [15].

This also highlights another dimension of the role of geographical factors in
community development planning. In analyzing the socio-economic development of a
territory, the first stage involves assessing its geographical position through a comprehensive
evaluation of geostrategic, transport-geographical, and physical-geographical characteristics
within the broader geopolitical context. Research based on the relevant analytical report of the
Odesa Regional Military Administration indicates that, despite adverse geostrategic
conditions—such as proximity to the quasi-state entity of Transnistria, persistent shelling
from the Black Sea, and proximity to the Mykolaiv and Kherson regions located in areas of
active Russian attacks—access to the Black Sea and neighborhood relations with Romania
and Moldova create opportunities for participation in international cooperation projects. The
advantages of cross-border location and proximity to the maritime coast have been effectively
incorporated into community development strategies across the region [19].

The transport-geographical position of the region is also favorable in the context of the
reconfiguration of international transport corridors. The region is traversed by one operating
and one projected Trans-European Transport Corridor (No. 7 along the Danube and No. 9),
which constitutes a positive factor for further socio-economic development. The seaports of
the Odesa region are considered in the National Transport Strategy as a future component of
the maritime "Blue Belt" surrounding Europe. In addition, under wartime conditions, Odesa
region is emerging as a strategic platform for the development of the Southern Logistics Hub,
integrating maritime, river, rail, and road transport. Together with the coastal location of
communities, these factors create favorable conditions for both domestic and international
economic activity. It is also noteworthy that 95 percent of communities identify advantageous
geographical location as a significant development asset. In the State Strategy for Regional
Development for 2021-2027, Odesa region is recognized as a key area for the development of
coastal regions and the realization of Ukraine's maritime potential [1].

Another equally important factor in territorial development, and consequently in
supporting socio-economic development from a geographical perspective, is recreational
resource and natural resource potential. These combine the economic and environmental
foundations of strategic community planning and are closely linked to achieving the
Sustainable Development Goals. The importance of proper assessment of community natural
resource potential for development has repeatedly been emphasized by both geographers and

economists [2,23]. Available natural conditions and resources constitute the natural wealth
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that determines both the economic specialization of a community and the living conditions of
its population. This may be regarded as one of the most inherently geographical components
of strategic community development planning, while scientifically grounded and efficient use
of natural resource potential can strengthen a community's competitive position in the
regional economy.

Despite the fact that Odesa region's share of Ukraine's GRP is only 3.7%, this has
contributed to the formation of many branches of the region's economy. According to the
materials of the Odesa Regional Military Administration, the natural and recreational
potential has led to a recreational and tourist specialization in 28% of the region's
communities, although in 70% of cases they recognize the tourist attractiveness of the region.
However, the importance of natural resource potential is recognized in almost 94% of
communities. Natural conditions have led to the formation of a highly intensive agricultural
microregion with grain specialization in the region, and 64% of communities indicate this
economic direction as a priority [19].

In the State Strategy for Regional Development 2021-2027, Odesa region is
positioned as a key region in the restoration of marine and coastal ecosystems, as well as a
platform for inter-community cooperation in the protection and preservation of the natural
environment in southern Ukraine. Although the share of protected areas in the region is only
4.4%, which is a rather insignificant indicator. At the same time, the region does not have a
significant range of minerals — the main share consists of raw materials for the production of
building materials (sand, loam, limestone, cement raw materials, gravel, pebbles, etc.). There
are also deposits of iron ore, non-ferrous metal ores, phosphorites, and therapeutic mud. Of
particular interest, against the background of constant shelling and destruction by the Russian
Federation of Ukraine's fuel and energy infrastructure, are the prospects for active
development of oil and gas deposits in the Black Sea-Crimean oil and gas basin [19]. The use
of therapeutic mud in recreational activities has special prospects in view of the needs of
population recovery in the post-war period.

Land resources are represented predominantly by soils of moderate quality, although
their areas are quite significant — more than 80% are arable land, which, as already noted,
together with favorable climatic conditions, have become the main factor in the formation of
agricultural specialization. Their use is accompanied by significant (48%) land erosion and
the need for irrigation. It is also worth noting the prospects for the use of climatic resources in

the electric power industry, which again is a promising direction in the post-war

12



reconstruction of Ukraine and the region in particular. The forest cover in the region is quite
low (6%), which is further worsened by constant shelling and fires [19].

Today, we clearly understand that after the end of martial law, there is a need to
review the structure of the economic complex and the main areas of specialization of regions
as a whole. In this case, the development of the tourism and recreational sector, taking into
account the consequences of military actions on the Black Sea coast, opens up prospects for
expanding and updating the range of tourism and recreational services for the communities of
Odesa region. The unique recreational potential, biological resources of the sea, valuable
biosphere resources, ecosystems and biocenoses, combined with the cross-border location,
have prospects for attracting investment and development [19].

An important aspect of community development, and accordingly one that is taken
into account in its comprehensive plan, is its environmental safety, as a reflection of one of
the Sustainable Development Goals. The development of environmental principles in spatial
planning is also an important factor. After all, compliance with environmental standards and
ensuring environmental safety are the main conditions for spatial planning [19]. In the case of
environmental factors of spatial planning, it is worth pointing out their contradictory nature
with respect to strategic plans, which requires complex interaction between specialists from
different fields. For example, the prospects for transport and logistics development highlight
the problem of atmospheric pollution by means of transportation; the communities of Odesa
region have formed their own agricultural specialization; at the same time, problems of soil
and groundwater pollution are recorded; the tourism and recreational sphere is identified as a
promising direction; and for communities in the region, a catastrophic problem is spontaneous
landfills and environmental pollution from their decomposition products, as well as coastal
waters polluted by oil and gas extraction products in addition to the aforementioned
household and industrial waste [1].

If the mentioned problems can be foreseen when developing a spatial plan for the
community territory — by taking a landscape approach as a basis and coordinating it with
existing architectural solutions — then the consequences of war are an unpredictable factor that
will lead to an immediate revision of spatial planning after the end of the war. It is worth
emphasizing separately the consequences of environmental damage to the environment from
the destructive activities of the occupiers. Constant rocket attacks and drone strikes are an
additional source of pollution with heavy metals, lubricants, and combustion products. In
addition, explosive objects pose a potential threat to the destruction of the ecosystem. An

additional burden on the ecological sustainability of the region's communities was created by
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the destruction of the Kakhovka Hydroelectric Power Plant dam. And most importantly, this
type of impact cannot be predicted when developing a long-term spatial plan for the region
and individual communities.

Also indispensable for territories with a relatively secure situation will be a rapid
planning approach in relation to the placement of IDPs or a rapid response to the need for
relocation. It is the implementation of rapid planning that will make it possible — albeit not
ideally — but quickly, clearly, and most importantly effectively to resolve issues of recovery,
reconstruction, and changes to the development plan without unnecessary bureaucratic delays.
Especially when time is a determining factor. In this case, it is worth mentioning again the
Comprehensive Recovery Program, which should be recommended not only for communities
that have already suffered and need recovery, but also that basic elements should be ready in
every community for emergency use. These ideas are implemented in the State Strategy for
Regional Development for 2021-2027. According to the aforementioned document, Recovery
Plans should be developed for communities or territories that meet one of four criteria:
hostilities took place or the territory was under occupation; destruction due to hostilities was
recorded; a sharp decline in socio-economic development was recorded during martial law;
significant forced population displacements occurred, etc. It should be noted that Odesa
region meets the specified requirements. Currently, most communities do not have a
developed package of programs, plans, and strategies, which hinders development, the
preparation of documentation, and recovery.

Special attention should be paid to the expansion of the territories of nature reserve
objects and the classification of basic spatial units of geoplanning through the development of
nomenclature and taxonomic ranks, due to the need to implement European environmental
policy. First of all, we consider the imperfection of the system of accounting and monitoring
of the state of the environment to be a weakness, and therefore the lack of objectivity in
establishing the levels of anthropogenic and technogenic loads for various types of natural
resource use and their territorial combinations, which makes optimization at the district and
local levels impossible.

Finally, we note that in the context of educational reform and the transformation of the
subject area of geography, the demand for higher geographical education is significantly
decreasing. Therefore, in the context of developing new higher education standards, it is
worth considering the possibility of opening interdisciplinary educational programs for
training specialists that combine constructive-geographical approaches to spatial planning

(geoplanning) within a number of specialties (in particular, C6 "Geography and Regional
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Studies", E4 "Earth Sciences"”, G18 "Geodesy and Land Management”, etc.). After all, the
training of highly qualified specialists who will have theoretical and practical training in
geoplanning and strategizing will bring our country closer to the European single planning
space.

Conclusions

As a result of examining the theoretical and methodological foundations and applied
aspects of planning solutions used in the development of strategic documents for regional and
local development, with particular emphasis on the Odesa region and its geographical
characteristics, the need to improve the regulatory framework for geoplanning in the context
of martial law and post-war recovery of the country and its territories at different hierarchical
levels has been identified.

Comprehensive community development plans, as an integral component of
sustainable development, should be developed on a landscape basis, taking into account
existing and prospective settlement systems, the optimization of land use according to
designated functions, and the preservation of an ecologically balanced environment. Under
the special legal regime of martial law and in the context of post-war recovery of the country
and its individual regions, migration flows and other dynamic indicators of territorial
demographic potential should also be incorporated into geoplanning processes.

The district level currently remains the most problematic in geoplanning, as it lacks
the necessary information base for effective planning. This confirms the incompleteness of
several reforms in Ukraine, including decentralization, administrative reform, fiscal reform,
land reform, agrarian reform, reclamation reform, and forestry reform.

Ecologically unbalanced use of soil and land resources has contributed to the
development of destructive degradation processes within ecosystems. Under wartime
conditions, unresolved issues remain at all levels of land use management (national, regional,
and local), including environmental and agrochemical certification, land degradation
assessment and monitoring, and sustainable management of water and soil resources.
Addressing these issues, together with demographic and broader socio-economic challenges,
will define the main directions of community territorial planning during the post-war
development period and already require the training of appropriately qualified managerial and
implementation personnel.

For the further development and reconstruction of territorial communities and regions,
a key condition for integrated and evidence-based governance is the existence of adopted

Territorial Development Strategies, Comprehensive Spatial Development Plans, and, for
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communities affected by military actions or shelling, Comprehensive Territorial Recovery
Programs. Our findings demonstrate the importance of detailed consideration of the
geographical component in the preparation of these documents. They also have practical
governance implications, highlighting the importance of specialists in regional development
and spatial planning who possess geographical knowledge and relevant professional

competencies in the contemporary labor market.

Cnmcoxk BUKOPHUCTAHMX JKepeJt
1. Amnani3 corlajJbHO-eKOHOMIYHOro crta”Hosuia Onxecbkoi odmacti 2023. AHamiz

colLiaJIbHO-€KOHOMIUYHOro ctanosuia QuecbKoi 00J1acTi

2. bapcekuit 0. M., Pomanuyk K. I. Kareropis «npupoaHo-pecypcHuit
MOTEHINA» TEPUTOpii y KOHIEMIIi CTanoro po3BUTKY. Haykosuii eicHuxk XepcoHCbKo2o
oepaicasnoeo yuisepcumemy. Cepis «I eoepaghiuni nayxuy. 2017. Bun. 6. C. 94-100.

3. BysnoBcbka JI., SIBopceka B. Cucrema poscenenHs B OnecbkoMy perioHi B
yMOBax HOBOTO  aJMIHICTpaTHUBHOTO  ycTpow. Haykosuil  sicnux  YepHniseyvkozo
VHIgepcumemy: T'eocpadpis. 2024. Ne 849. C. 184-197.
https://doi.org/10.31861/9e0.2024.849.184-197

4, BysnoBchkuii A. O., Hlamepo A. M., Ilpuxonsko 3. B. KmrodoBi ¢axropu
BIUIMBY Ha (QOpPMYBaHHS MOJeENed pO3BUTKY MicTa. Bicnux Odecbko2o HAYIOHATLHOZO
yuigepcumemy. [eoepagiuni ma ceonociuni mayku. 2024, T. 29(2(45). C. 65-81.
https://doi.org/10.18524/2303-9914.2024.2(45).318032

S. Jlopomr A. M. HoBi miaxoau 10 TepuUTOpianbHOro INIaHyBaHHS B YKpaiHi 3
BpaxyBaHHSM JCLIEHTpaJI3alliiHUX MPOIECiB Ta A0CBiNY ABCTpii. 3emreycmpiu, kaoacmp i
moHimopune 3emens. 2016. Ne3. C. 78-85.

6. 3acraBenpka JI. b. I'eorpadiuni 3acanu GpopmyBaHHS TEPUTOpIaIbHUX TPOMA
y  arpompoMHCIOBOMY  perioHi. Haykosi 3anucku  TepHONinbcvbkoeo — HAYIOHATLHOCO
neoacoziunozo ynigepcumemy imeni Bonooumupa ['namwoxa. Cepia: 'eoepaghia. 2012. Ne 1.
C. 119-123.

7. 3acraBenpka JI. b. CydacHa reompocropoBa oprasizaiis 0OJaCHHX CHCTEM
po3ceneHHst Ykpainu. Haykosi 3anucku TepHONinbcbk020 HAYIOHANILHOZO Neda2o2iuHO20
yuigepcumemy imeni Bonooumupa I'namwoxa. Cep.: 'eoepaghis. 2013. Ne 2. C. 61-68.

8. Kyii6ina B. C., Herona B. A., TonkoBanoB B. B. Pecionanvnuii pozsumox ma

npocmopoee NIAHY8aAHHA mepumopiil. 00csi0 Ykpainu ma inwux Oepowcas-unenie Paou

€sponu. K.: Kpamap, 2009. 176 c.

16


https://easybusiness.in.ua/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/analiz-soczialno-ekonomichnogo-stanovyshha-odeskoyi-oblasti.pdf
https://easybusiness.in.ua/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/analiz-soczialno-ekonomichnogo-stanovyshha-odeskoyi-oblasti.pdf
https://doi.org/10.31861/geo.2024.849.184-197

9. Jlaxxnik B., Ilyrau C. AHami3 reorpadiuHux mHapaMeTpiB TEPHUTOPiaIbHUX
rpomaj BoarHChKOT 0071aCTi B KOHTEKCTI IPOCTOPOBOTO IIaHYBaHHsL. [ eoepaghiunuil uaconuc

Bonuncvkoeo nayionanvnozo ynisepcumemy imeni Jleci Yrpainku. 2024. Ne 3(3). C. 24-33.

https://doi.org/10.32782/geochasvnu.2024.3.03

10. Jlanowagpmue nnamysamns 6 Ykpaiuwi: memoouuni nacmarnosu. Ilig pen.
akagemika HAH Ykpainu JI. I'. Pynenka. Kuis : Pedepart, 2014. 144 c.

11. Mapynsik €.0. TepuropianbHe (IpOCTOPOBE) MIaHYBaHHSA: 3MICT, €BOJIIOLIS Ta
OCHOBHI Cy4acHi HanpsMH. Yxpaincokuii ceoepagiunuii scypran. 2014. Ne 2. C. 22-31.

12. Mapynsak €. O. [eonpocmoposi 00cniodiceHHs i NpaKmuka NIAHYBAHHI:
Yxpaina na mni ceéimoeux mpendis. Kuis : ®enikc, 2018. 336 c.

13. Memooonociuni 3acaou ceoepagpii. 3a pen. TomuieBa O.I'. Oneca: OHY, 2019.
352 c.

14. Haxa3 MiHicTepcTBa pErioHaJIbHOIO PO3BUTKY, OYyIIBHMIITBA Ta >KUTJIOBO-
KOMYHaJbHOro rocrnogapctBa Ykpainu «IIpo 3arBepmkenHs MeTomguyHUX peKOMEHIalin
moa0 ¢GopMyBaHHS 1 peaiizalii MPOrHO3HMX Ta MPOrPaMHUX JIOKYMEHTIB COIaJbHO-
eKOHOMIYHOr0 PO3BUTKY 00'eqHaHoi TepuTopianbHOoi rpomanm» Ne75 Big 30.03.2016.

https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/rada/show/v0075858-16#Text

15.  Haxka3z MinicrepcTtBa po3BUTKY Tpoman Ta Teputopiid «lIpo 3aTBepmxeHHs
MeToauuHUX pEKOMEHMAlid IWIOA0 TOPSAKY pO3poOJIeHHS, 3aTBEpIKEHHS, peamizallii,
MIPOBEJCHHS MOHITOPUHTY Ta OLIHIOBaHHS peaii3allii CTpaTeriii po3BUTKY TEpUTOpiaIbHHUX
rpomaay» Ne265 Bim 21.12.2022. [Ipo 3aTBepkeHHs] MeTOMUYHUX PeKo... | Bim 21.12.2022 Ne
265

16.  IlocranoBa KMV «lIpo 3atBepmkenHst JlepkaBHOI cTpaTerii perioHanabHOro
po3Butky Ha  2021-2027 pokm» Ne 695 Bim S5 cepmasx 2020 p.
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/695-2020-%D0%BF#Text

17. Pecionanicmuxa: ceoepaghiuni ocHosu pe2ioHanbHo20 po36UMKY i pecioHalbHOL
nonimuxu. 3a pea. TomuieBa O.I'., SABopcekoi B.B. Xepcon: OJIJI IIJIFOC, 2015. 372 c.

18. Camii M. CyuachHi TpaHcdopMaliiHi mpouecu TepHOMILCHKOI PaiOHHOI
cucTeMu posceneHHs. Haykosuil sicnuk YepHieeyvkoco ynisepcumemy: I'eocpaghia. 2024. Ne

847. C. 169-180. https://doi.org/10.31861/ge0.2024.847.169-180

19. Crpareris po3Butky Opnecbkoi o0nacti Ha mepion 2021-2027  pokw.
https://oda.od.gov.ua/strapi/uploads/5e68a282ad424 bcf49aa0de.docx

20. TomuieB O.I'., Manbumkopa /[.C., Illamepo A.M. MeToa0JOTIYHI TTPUHIIAITH

Ta METOIWYHA CXEMa TeOIUIaHYBaHHS peErioHiB. Pecionanvni npobaemu  Yrpainu:

17


https://doi.org/10.32782/geochasvnu.2024.3.03
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/rada/show/v0075858-16#Text
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/rada/show/v0265914-22#n7
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/rada/show/v0265914-22#n7
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/695-2020-%D0%BF#Text
https://doi.org/10.31861/geo.2024.847.169-180
https://oda.od.gov.ua/strapi/uploads/5e68a282ad424_bcf49aa0de.docx

eeoepagiunutl ananiz ma NOWYK wiiaxie eupiutenus: 30. Hayk. npayv. Xepcon : IIII
Bumemunpcekunii, 2011. 408 c.

21. Vka3 IIpesunenta Ykpainu «[Ipo Llim cramoro po3BuTky YKpaiHu Ha mepion
Io 2030 POKY» Ne722/2019 BIJ 30.09.2019.
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/722/2019#n5

22.  XpyctoBebkuit C., CnoGoxmsuiok 0. IlpocropoBe mimaHyBaHHS PO3BUTKY
TEpPUTOPIA TrpoMaj MiJ Yac Ta Micis BIMHU: MpaBOBI aCNEKTU. Teopemuyni ma npukiaowi
NUMAHHS 0epaHcasomeopeHHsi. 2022. Bun. 27. 128-134.
https://doi.org/10.35432/tish272022276820

23. UYwkano [. B. VmopaBmiHHS pecypcHUM TIOTCHIIAJIOM 00’ €HaHUX

TEpPUTOpIaTIFHUX I'POMaJ Ha 3acajax CTPATEriyHoro miaxony. IIpuuopHomopcovki ekoHOMIYHI

cmyoii. 2018. Bun. 36(1). C. 93-98.

References
1. Analysis of the socio-economic situation of the Odesa region 2023.
2. Barskyi Yu. M., Romanchuk, K I. The category of “natural resource potential”

of a territory in the concept of sustainable development. Scientific Bulletin of Kherson State
University. Series “Geographical Sciences”. 2017. Issue 6. PP. 94-100.

3. Buianovska L., Yavorska V. Settlement system in the Odessa region under the
new administrative system. Scientific Bulletin of Chernivtsi University: Geography. 2024.
No. 849. P. 184-197. https://doi.org/10.31861/9e0.2024.849.184-197

4. Buyanovskyi A. O., Shashero A. M., Prykhodko Z. V. Key factors of influence

on the formation of city development models. Bulletin of Odessa National University.
Geographical and  geological sciences. 2024. Vol. 29(2(45). P. 65-81.
https://doi.org/10.18524/2303-9914.2024.2(45).318032

5. Dorosh A. Y. New approaches to territorial planning in Ukraine taking into

account decentralization processes and the experience of Austria. Land management, cadastre
and land monitoring. 2016. No. 3. P. 78-85.

6. Zastavetska L. B. Geographical principles of the formation of territorial
communities in the agro-industrial region. Scientific notes of the Ternopil National
Pedagogical University named after Volodymyr Hnatyuk. Series: Geography. 2012. No. 1. P.
119-123.

7. Zastavetska L. B. Modern geospatial organization of regional settlement

systems of Ukraine. Scientific notes of the Ternopil National Pedagogical University named

18


https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/722/2019#n5
https://doi.org/10.35432/tisb272022276820
https://doi.org/10.31861/geo.2024.849.184-197
https://doi.org/10.18524/2303-9914.2024.2(45).318032

after Volodymyr Hnatyuk. Volodymyr Hnatyuk National Pedagogical University. Ser.:
Geography. 2013. No. 2. P. 61-68.

8. Kuybida V. S., Negoda V. A., Tolkovanov V. V. Regional development and
spatial planning of territories: experience of Ukraine and other member states of the Council
of Europe. K.: Kramar, 2009. 176 p.

9. Lazhnik V., Pugach S. Analysis of geographical parameters of territorial
communities of the Volyn region in the context of spatial planning. Geographical Journal of
the Lesya Ukrainka Volyn National University. 2024. No. 3(3). P. 24-33.
https://doi.org/10.32782/geochasvnu.2024.3.03

10. Landscape planning in Ukraine: methodological guidelines. Edited by
Academician of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine L. G. Rudenko. Kyiv:
Abstract, 2014. 144 p.

11. Marunyak E.O. Territorial (spatial) planning: content, evolution and main
modern directions. Ukrainian Geographical Journal. 2014. No. 2. P. 22-31.

12. Marunyak E.O. Geospatial research and planning practice: Ukraine against the
background of world trends. Kyiv: Phoenix, 2018. 336 p.

13.  Methodological principles of geography. Edited by Topchiev O.G. Odesa:
ONU, 2019. 352 p.

14.  Order of the Ministry of Regional Development, Construction and Housing and
Communal Services of Ukraine “On approval of Methodological recommendations for the
formation and implementation of forecast and program documents for the socio-economic
development of a wunited territorial community” No. 75 dated 03/30/2016.
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/rada/show/v0075858-16#Text

15. Order of the Ministry of Community and Territorial Development “On
Approval of Methodological Recommendations on the Procedure for Developing, Approving,
Implementing, Monitoring and Evaluating the Implementation of Territorial Community
Development Strategies” No. 265 dated 12/21/2022. On Approval of Methodological Reco... |
dated 12/21/2022 No. 265

16.  Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers “On Approval of the State Strategy for
Regional Development for 2021-2027” No. 695 dated August 5, 2020
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/695-2020-%D0%BF#Text

17. Regionalism: Geographical Foundations of Regional Development and
Regional Policy. Edited by Topchieva O.G., Yavorskaya V.V. Kherson: OLDI PLUS, 2015.
372 p.

19


https://doi.org/10.32782/geochasvnu.2024.3.03
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/rada/show/v0075858-16#Text
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/695-2020-%D0%BF#Text

18.  Salii M. Modern transformation processes of the Ternopil district settlement
system. Scientific Bulletin of Chernivtsi University: Geography. 2024. No. 847. P. 169-180.
https://doi.org/10.31861/9e0.2024.847.169-180

19. Development Strategy of Odessa Region for the Period 2021-2027.
https://oda.od.gov.ua/strapi/uploads/5e68a282ad424 bcf49aa0de.docx

20.  Topchiyev O.G., Malchykova D.S., Shashero A.M. Methodological principles

and methodological scheme of geoplanning of regions. Regional problems of Ukraine:
geographical analysis and search for solutions: collection of scientific works. Kherson: PP
Vyshemyrsky, 2011. 408 p.

21.  Decree of the President of Ukraine “On the Goals of Sustainable Development
of Ukraine for the Period to 2030” No. 722/2019 dated 09/30/2019.
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/722/2019#n5

22. Khrustovskyi S., Slobodyanyuk Yu. Spatial planning of development of
community territories during and after the war: legal aspects. Theoretical and applied issues
of state formation. 2022. Issue 27. 128-134. https://doi.org/10.35432/tish272022276820

23.  Chykalo I. V. Management of the resource potential of united territorial

communities based on the principles of a strategic approach. Black Sea Economic Studies.
2018. Issue 36(1). P. 93-98.

20


https://doi.org/10.31861/geo.2024.847.169-180
https://oda.od.gov.ua/strapi/uploads/5e68a282ad424_bcf49aa0de.docx
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/722/2019#n5
https://doi.org/10.35432/tisb272022276820

