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The impact of moose on the pine young growth is complex, because this effect on phytocoenosis is 

ambiguous in general. Young growths are not observed during the damaging of cells of the pine crops 

to 40% of significant change in species composition of the stand. Repeated extensive damages of the 

lateral shoots, obkus or scrapping the top, ring pogryz cortex, resulting to the death of the trees, eventu-

ally lead to a decrease in the proportion of pine in the stand composition, or changing of rocks.  

Economic evaluation of the impact of moose on the pine young growth is proposed to conduct in 

the light of normal size at which the loss caused to forestry are not considered as damage, but consid-

ered as Natural losses or unavoidable natural factor and income derived from sport hunting.  
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