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The article explores the prospects of territorial development of agricultural
land use in Ukraine. It has been established that land resources, namely agricultural
lands, are one of the main agricultural production resources required for crop
production, including livestock production. It is concluded that the efficiency of
agricultural land, distribution between land users, depends on the efficiency of
agricultural production as a whole.

It is emphasized that the emphasis of the state policy in the agrarian sphere
on the accelerated and insufficiently motivated privatization of land and property
caused the destruction of large commodity agricultural production, but was not
effective in the formation of new productive production forms.

It was emphasized that with the change of economic forms the boundaries of
land use, the size of land were changed, which leads to difficulties in their cultivation
and implementation of measures for their protection. For example, in connection with
the creation of a large number of farms, there was a significant fragmentation of
land, which in turn led to excessive parceling of land and, in particular, to a decrease

in the efficiency of agricultural production.
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Formulation of the problem. The study of the features of agricultural
development, its land use, as well as the territorial organization in modern conditions,
characterized by changing socio-economic relations in society, the transition to a
market economy and restoration of private property, is necessary to rationalize
further development and increase the stable efficiency of agricultural production.

Land resources, namely farmland, are one of the main agricultural production
resources required for crop and livestock production. Efficiency of agricultural land,
distribution between land users, depends on the efficiency of agricultural production
as a whole. Therefore, the problem of assessing the state of territorial development of
agricultural land use in Ukraine has been reflected in numerous scientific
publications.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The works of well-known
Ukrainian economists are devoted to the research of the problem of agricultural land
use. A great contribution to the development of theoretical and methodological
research and the development of practical recommendations on the formation of
agricultural land use were made by O. Vinskaya, J. Dorosh, Sh. Ibatullin, O. Popova,
N. Sirenko, M. Khvesik, O. Khodakivska, N. Shibaeva, O. Shkuratov and others. In
particular, the peculiarities of the current state of implementation of the Common
Agrarian Policy of the European Union have been investigated [1]; the state and
prospects of capitalization of land resources of the region were investigated [2]; an
organizational and economic mechanism for ensuring the production of
environmentally friendly agricultural products has been developed [3]; identified new
EU agricultural policy priorities for 2014-2020 [4]; and strategic guidelines for the
development of Ukraine's agrosphere [6]; specific conditions for managing the
strategy of innovative development of the agrarian sector of the Ukrainian economy
have been identified [5]; the modern dimension and prospects of development of
greening of agricultural lands [7] by specifying ecological and economic imperatives
[9]; the evolution of the common agricultural policy of the European Union has been

traced[8]. However, the issue of specifying problems and prospects of territorial



development of agricultural land use in Ukraine has not been properly reflected in

scientific research.

The purpose of the research. Assess the state of territorial development of
agricultural land use in Ukraine.

Results of the study and their discussion.

Characteristic features of the modern stage of human development are the
rapid and exhausting use of non-renewable species of natural resources and the
exploitation of renewable resources at a speed that exceeds their recovery. The use of
land resources in agriculture is no exception. The main cause of a number of
problems in the system of agricultural land use is the transformation of land relations
of Ukraine to a market type without effective mechanisms of reform. The emphasis of
state policy in the agricultural sector on the accelerated and insufficiently motivated
privatization of land and property caused the destruction of large commodity
agricultural production, but was not effective in the formation of new productive
production forms. Over 28 years of land reform in Ukraine, the area of agricultural
land used in agricultural production has decreased by 8.6 million hectares. There was
an unacceptable grinding of the structure of agricultural production. Today, as a result
of the blockage of the private agricultural land market, there is an increasing
tendency to create unbalanced agricultural land uses. In addition, the use of land for
the production of agricultural products is mainly conducted not by the owner, but by

tenants, which leads to the depletion of (“foreign™) land.

With the adoption of the Verkhovna Rada of the USSR on December 18,
1990, the Resolution "On Land Reform", the reform of land relations and the
formation of market relations in the countryside began. On the basis of a number of
normative acts, in 1992-1995 a number of organizational measures were implemented
to reform the system of land relations (land demarcation, privatization of lands by
transferring them to collective and private property, monetary valuation of
agricultural lands, formation of the land market and its infrastructure. However, no

ecological and economic justification of the redistribution of land-territorial resources



in the country was conducted on the basis of relevant national and regional forecast
developments. Imperfect reforming practices have deepened the economic imbalance
of the land fund, caused a decrease in the efficiency of land use and protection, the
ability to naturally restore soil fertility. The market circulation of privatized land plots
was not economically and infrastructurally prepared.

New organizational forms of rural economy were created mainly in 2000 on a
significantly weakened production base, without state financial support, mortgage
lending, and agrarian market infrastructure. When changing the organizational
structure, the task was not to maintain the existing concentration of agricultural
production and to implement measures for land consolidation in necessary cases.
According to the new Land Code of Ukraine (2001), it became possible to create a
legal and organizational environment for citizens to realize land ownership rights and
to put agricultural land into economic circulation. However, the new Land Code has
remained largely a temporary normative act, which defines norms aimed at solving
current problems of land reform rather than regulating land relations in a market
economic environment [1, p. 5].

One of the tasks of land reform was to become a private owner, a landowner.
The state has lost its monopoly ownership of land. As of 01.01.2018, about 84% of
agricultural land is privately owned.

Agricultural land accounts for almost 68.9% (41.6 million hectares) of
Ukraine's land. The plowed up of agricultural land is the highest in the world. It
reaches 78.2% of the average in Ukraine. However, in the process of land reform,
there has been a significant reduction in the area of agricultural land, including arable
land. If in 1990, 38.7 million hectares of agricultural land were used in agricultural
production (92% of their total area), in 2019 - 30 million hectares (72% of their total
area) [4, p. 94] .One of the tasks of land reform was to become a private owner, a
landowner. The state has lost its monopoly ownership of land. As of 01.01.2018,
about 84% of agricultural land is privately owned.

As a result of the land reform in Ukraine, a number of new market-type

agricultural productions have emerged. As of January 1, 2018, about 171 thousand



new agricultural formations were created. 49.1% of these lands are concentrated in
commercial companies, 20.0% in farms, 16.0% in private enterprises, 4.6% in
industrial cooperatives, 2.6% in state-owned enterprises, and in other enterprises
forms of management - 7.7% [3, p. 183].

With the change of economic forms, the boundaries of land use, the size of
land have changed, which leads to difficulties in their balanced cultivation and
Implementation of measures for their protection. In particular, due to the creation of a
large number of farms, there has been considerable fragmentation of land, which in
turn leads to excessive parceling of land. This in turn leads to a decrease in the
efficiency of agricultural production.

Modern land use of Ukraine does not meet the requirements of balanced
nature management, because ecologically permissible ratio of arable land, natural
forage lands, forest plantations has been violated, which adversely affects the
sustainability of agricultural landscapes [6, p. 12]. Thus, the area of conditionally
stable lands decreased: the area of deposits decreased by 109.1 thousand hectares,
hayfields - by 18 thousand hectares, pastures - by 39.4 thousand hectares, perennial
plantations - by 4 thousand hectares [6, p. 12]. At the same time, the area of arable
land increased by 24.6 thousand hectares, which does not contribute to the ecological
stability of the territory of Ukraine. Also, there was an increase in the area of land
under construction by 45 thousand hectares, open wetlands by 13.9 thousand
hectares. However, it is worth noting a positive tendency to increase forest area.

During the period from 1990 to 2018, some changes occurred in the structure
of acreage of basic crops. The share of cereals in the total acreage increased from
45.0 in 1990 to 57% in 2018, the share of sunflower increased from 5.0 to 17%,
which is explained by the profitability of growing these crops. However, increasing
the acreage of these crops while reducing the proportion of legumes from 9.8 to 3.0%
in the composition of cereals and fodder crops from 37.0 to 15.4% in the total acreage
has no positive effect on the conservation of soil fertility and improvement of their
quality [5, p. 18]. As a result, scientifically based crop rotations, anti-erosion

organization of territories, introduction of monoculture and, as a consequence,



deterioration of agricultural production quality and development of land degradation
are disrupted.

It is known that land relations in Ukraine are governed by the Land Code,
according to which land use in Ukraine is paid (Article 206 of the Land Code), and
the payment of land, according to the Tax.

Analyzing the system of land payments in Ukraine, it becomes apparent that it
does not correspond to the current realities of economic regulation of land relations
and management of land resources.

Land payments cover about one-third of the land fund, and today payment
rates are low. There are a large number of exempts from payments, land payments are
not used for the intended purpose. Land payment forms are limited. Therefore, the
current system of land payments in Ukraine, to date, does not provide reasonable
withdrawal and distribution of land rent from the use of land resources in the interests
of the national economy of Ukraine [2].

In the process of land reform, the transition to various forms of land
ownership was carried out and a free redistribution of land was carried out for the
benefit of citizens. However, in the country, as of today there is no complete land
cadastre. However, the land cadastre is an information base for land management,
regulation of land relations, taxation and investment for the purpose of balanced use
and protection of land.

Conclusions. It is determined that a significant cause of a number of
problems in the system of agricultural land use is the transformation of land relations
in Ukraine to a market type in the absence of effective mechanisms of reform. In the
process of land relations reform, the following environmental and economic problems
of agricultural land use have arisen: legal uncertainty of land use regulation due to
lack of zoning mechanisms; reduction of the area of agricultural land used by
producers; growing parceling and scattering of farmland as a result of stocking;
violation of the ecologically acceptable ratio of arable land; soil degradation and
contamination; lack of effective economic incentives and sanctions as levers of land

management; imperfection of the land legislation and infrastructure of the



agricultural land market; imperfect system and mechanism of distribution of
payments for use of land resources; insufficient number of land management works
on rationalization of land use and land protection.
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Kynpisinunk LII., Byrenko €.B., Koaicauk I'.M.

OLIHKA CTAHY TEPUTOPIAJIBHOT'O PO3BUTKY
CLJILCBKOI'OCHOJAPCHKOI'O 3EMJIEKOPUCTYBAHHS B YKPAIHI

Y cmammi Oocniosxceno numanus nepcnekmusu mepumopiaibHo20 pO3GUMKY
CIIbCLKO2OCNOOAPCbKO20  3eMAEKOPUCMYB8aHHA 6 YKkpainu. Bcmawnoeneno, wo
3eMenbHi pecypcu, a came CilbCbKO20CN00apCbKi y2i00sa € OOHUMU 3 OCHOGHUX
pecypcié  CilbCbKO20CNOOAPCHbKO20 BUPOOHUYMBA, HEOOXIOHUX 0N OMPUMAHHSI
POCTUHHUYLKOI NPOOYKYIi, y momy uucii i O0na 6upoOHUYmMea meapuHHUybKoi
npoOYKYii. Iliocymosano, wo 8i0 eghexkmugrnocmi BUKOPUCTNAHHS
CIIbCLKO2OCNOOAPCLKUX Y2iO0b, PO3NOOITY MINC 3eMIEKOPUCHYBAYAMU, 3ANEHCUMb
eheKmuUBHicmMb CillbCbKO20CNOOAPCLKO20 GUPOOHUYMEBA 8 YIIOMY.

Iliokpecneno, wo axkyeuHmy8anHs O0ePHCABHOI NOAIMUKU 8 azpapHil cgepi Ha
NPUCKOPEHIl I HeOOCMAMHbO BMOMUBOBAHIU NPUBAMU3AYILL 3eMJLE T MAUHA BUKIUKALO
PYUHYBAHHS 8ETUKO20 MOBAPHO2O CLIbCLKO20CNO0APCLKO20 8UPOOHUYMEBA, OOHAK He
0y10 eheKMmusHUM 8 YMBOPEHHI HOBUX NPOOYKMUBHUX BUPOOHUYUX POpM.

Hazonoweno, wo 3i 3minoto ¢opm 20cnooapio8amnHs 3MIHUTUCA MEHCE

3eMAEKOPUCYBAHHS, DO3MIPU 3eMeNbHUX OLIAHOK, W0 NPU3800Ums 00 MpyOHOWi6 8



ix 0bpobIimKy i 30iticHeHHi 3ax00i8 w000 ix oxoponu. Ilpumipom, y 38'a3ky 3i
CMBOPEHHAM 8eIUKOI KIIbKOCMI (hepMepcbKux 20cnooapcme, Giooynocs 3HauHe
NOOPIOHEeHHsT 3eMeNbHUX OLUIAHOK, W0 8 C80H Yepay Npu3eeno 00 HAOMIPHOL

napyenayii 3emenb U, 30KpemMd, 00 3MEHWeHHA e@eKmueHoCcmi azpapHoco

8UPOOHUYMEA.
Knwuoei cnosea:  exoHomiunuii  po36UMOK,  eKOJNO2IYHI  axmopu,
MepumopianbHutl.  pPO36UMOK, CIIbCbKO20CN00apChKe — 3eMAEeKOPUCTYBAHMHS,

CLIbCLKO20CN00APCHKI Y2i00s1.

Kynpusnyuk U.I1., byrenko E.B., Kosiechuk I'.H.

OILIEHKA COCTOsIHUSI TEPPUTOPUAJIBHOI'O PA3BUTUSI
CEJIbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHOI'O 3EMJIENOJIb30BAHUSI B YKPAHUHE
B cmamve uccredosan eonpoc nepcnekmuébl mMeppumopudibHo20  PA36UMILUSL
CENIbCKOXO3SUCMBEHHO20 — 3eMIENO0Nb306aHUs. 6 YKpaune. Ycmanosneno, umo
3eMelbHble Pecypcol, d UMEHHO CelbCKOXO3AUCMBEHHbLE Y200bs AGNAIOMCA OOHUMU U3
OCHOBHBIX PeCcypCo8 CelbCKOXO3AUCMBEHHO20 NPOU3BOOCMEd, HeOOXOOUMBIX 05
HOJYYeHUs. PACMEHUe8004eCKol NPOoOVKYUU, 6 MoM 4Hucie u Os Npouzso0Ccmed
JHcuBomHo800ueckol  npoodykyuu.  lloosedenvi, umo om  sgpghexmusHocmu
UCNONIL306AHUSL  CEbCKOXO3SAUCMEEHHbIX — Y20OUll,  PACHPEOeNeHUs. — MedCOy
3eMIENONb306AMENSAMU,  3A6UCUM  IPHEKMUBHOCIb — CeNbCKOXO3AUCTBEHHO20
npouU3800Ccmea 8 YeioM.

Iloouepknymo, wmo axKyenmuposauue 20CYOaApPCMEEHHOU NOJUMUKU 6
azpapHoil  chepe Ha  YCKOPEHHOU U  HEOOCMAMOYHO  MOMUBUPOBAHHOSO
nNPUSAMU3AYUYU 3eMIU U UMYWECMBA BbI36AN0 PA3PYULCHUSL KPYIHO20 MOBAPHO2O
CeNbCKOXO03AUCMBEHHO20 NPOU3BOOCBA, O0HAKO He Obllo dpdekmushbiv 8
00pa308aHUU HOBBIX NPOU3BOOUMETLHBIX NPOUZBOOCMBEHHBIX (DOPM.

OmmeueHno, umo ¢ uzmMeHeHuem Hopm X03UCMBEOBANHUSL USMEHUIUCH SPAHUYbL
3EMIENONb30BAHUS, PA3MEPHI 3eMEIbHBIX VHACMKO8, MO NPUBOOUN K MPYOHOCHISM 8
ux obpabomku u ocywecmesienuu meponpusmuil no ux oxpare. K npumepy, 6 céssu c

cos0anuem  OOILUWO2O  KOAUYECMBA  (epMEepCKUX  XO03AUcCm8,  NPOU3OULLO



3HAUUMenbHOe UMENbYEeHUsl 3EMENbHbIX YUaCMKO8, 8 C8010 04epedb Npuseno K
ypesmMepHoll NapyeuaYuIo 3emeisb U, 8 YaCMHOCMU, K YMeHbuleHuio d¢hghexmuenocmu
azpapHoeo npouzeo0Ccmada.

Kntouesvie cnosa: sxkonomuueckoe pazeumue, dKoa02UYeCKUe Gaxkmopwl,
meppumopuaivhoe  pazeumue, CeNbCKOXO03AUCMBEHHOEe  3eMJIeN0Nb308aHuUe,

CeNbCKOXO3AUCMBEHHbLE yZOOb}Z.



