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Abstract. Land planning specialization of land relations and land use system has
significantly strengthened the role and place of land planning activities in the
development of the country's economy and its territories. However, the theory of land
organization and land planning does not keep up with the demands of practice. The
functions, subject and objects of land organization and land planning are declared to
a limited extent. Therefore, the purpose of the study is to substantiate the current
development of land organization and land planning in Ukraine on the basis of the
latest institutional and behavioral economic theory. It is substantiated that land
planning activity is a socio-economic institution that provides trust, understanding
and in the socio-economic area, through professional processing, submission and
interpretation for users of land information about the facts and processes of
organizations (institutions). In the narrow sense the land planning is the Institution of
transformation using specific methods, rules (its formal component) and professional
skills and judgments (informal component of the institution) of land managing facts
in the language of numbers for understanding and manageability of all subjects of the
socio-economic area. In a broad sense, land planning as an institution forms a
certain face of land-tenure and land-use, state land institutions, public and other
organizations (institutes) who organize and manage the use and protection of land

and other natural resources and provide important informational content of local,



regional, national and global socio-economic areas. The institution of land planning
Is primarily characterized by the state of the informal component, its ability to
influence the adoption and compliance with the «rules of the gamey through
«organizations-institutionsy (primarily associations of professional land surveyors).
Influence the effective representation of management and economic activities related
to land in society. This increase in theoretical ideas opens up new ways to develop
land planning and, consequently, land reform measures. Its scientific and legal
components («rules of the gamey) are increasingly based on ideas, the influence of
the professional environment, which should become more and more organizationally
united. On the other hand, the institutional theory of land planning opens the
possibility and substantiates the need for the use of state regulatory bodies, scientific
schools, professional associations of land surveyors, the ideology of «land planning
engineering» and «land planning imperialismy in land policy.

Keywords. Institutional theory, land organization, land planning, land planning
science, land planning activities.

Topicality. There is a serious problem in modern land management. The issue is
the discrepancy of land organization and land planning practices with their theory. In
today's practice, land organization and land planning are combined into surveying
(geodetic and cadastral surveys) but not to the formation of market-oriented land
management, scientifically sound distribution (redistribution) of land, capitalization
and ecologization of land use, improving the quality of life of the country’s
population. Occupying an important place in the land management and land use of
economic entities, land management has not become an important tool in making
government decisions, decisions in the land and land capital market. In particular,
taking a leading role in the implementation of the first stage of land reform (1990-
2000), land planning has not outgrown from a system of land surveying to a system
of capitalization, ecologization and an integrating part of social-economic space
within territorial communities, regions and the country as a whole. At the same time,
land management specialization of land relations and land use system has

significantly strengthened the role and place of land planning activities in the



development of the country's economy and territories. However, the theory of land
organization and land planning does not keep up with the requests of practice. The
functions, subject and objects of land organization and land planning are limitedly
declared. Methodological innovations, for example in the issues of modeling land
relations and forms of land use, assessment of land potential and capital, land use
efficiency, do not have sufficient fundamental justifications.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Problems of modern
development of land management and land management in Ukraine on the basis of
institutional economic theory are considered in the works of A Tretiak, V Tretiak [1,
2], which emphasizes the need for a systematic, institutional approach to the analysis
of the theory of land organization and land planning.

The purpose of the study is to substantiate the modern development of land
organization and land planning in Ukraine on the basis of the newest institutional-
behavioral economic theory.

Research results and their discussion. The discrepancy between practice and
theory is, first of all, a problem of land management science, which remains with a
weak version of the theory. The development of land management science is logically
connected with the development of social-behavioral science, including economics.
Economics today also has a weak version of the theory. However, it is much more
powerful than land management science and generates new methods and visions.
Institutional analysis and behavioral methods have taken an important role in the
development of economics. The institutional theory developed by economists is
recognized in the world scientific environment and is applied in practice. Land
surveyors also have initial research in institutional areas. By this time the
corresponding paradigm has not been formed that would allow us to talk about a new
- institutional theory of land organization and land planning.

For the first time in Ukraine, the basicity of the updated theoretical justification
for reforming the domestic system of land organization and land planning was stated
in 2008 in the Concept of improving land relations in Ukraine [3]. This Concept

provided the tasks of scientific support for the development of a new, effective for



national needs, the theory of development of land relations and land organization and
land planning. After all, it was found out that the main reason for the poor
effectiveness of land reform is underdevelopment of economic and environmental
relations of land ownership, land management system in general, and in particular
land management and land cadastre. This condition is due solely to the limited
standard, technical and information process of land relations and land use
management, and not as a more influential economic phenomenon, the effectiveness
of which depends primarily on socio-cultural psychotypes of politicians, economists,
ecologists, lawyers, land managers and other professionals, the level of their ability to
self-organize and influence the implementation and formation of "rules of the game™.
Finding out the importance of social influence on land management practice and
science encourages the development of the theory of land organization and land
planning on the bases of economic institutional and behavioral theory. The choice of
this direction of research is due to close research of a number of leading scientists of
Western scientific schools [4]. Forming a philosophical platform for the development
of institutional-behavioral theory of land organization and land planning, we
considered current trends of practice and fundamental developments of scientific
schools that explore land organization and land planning from a "“closed" information
technology system to a significant phenomenon of national and global socio-

economic Spaces.
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Fig.1. Theoretical components of the growth of the essence of land planning from the
"System” to the "Institution™ (research hypothesis) dogmas.

In fig. 1 summarizes the basis of the hypothesis of our research - classic and
modern theories of land organization formed the basis of perception of the
phenomenon of land planning as a technical and economic "System", and positivist
and institutional theoretical innovations should explain its current growth to the level
of socio-economic "Institution”.

It is the movement of land organization and land planning from one of the
functions of land management to a more important and independent phenomenon in
economics and ecology, which is substantiated by the institutional-behavioral theory
of land organization and land planning. Within the framework of normative theories,
the development of the socio-economic essence of land organization and land
planning available in practice is not explained, and moreover, is limited to theoretical.

Applying the methods of analysis and synthesis to the consideration of modern
land organization and land planning as a social phenomenon, we concluded that land
management science meets all the theoretical features of social and behavioral
science in general and economic institutions in particular.

The table 1 shows the main criteria of institutions in these theories, each of
which fully corresponds to the phenomenon of "land organization and land planning".
Moreover, the phenomenon of "land planning” corresponds to all the features
characteristic of social institutions (Table 2). Based on the provisions set out in tables
1 and 2, we can say that land management is a special phenomenon in the socio-
economic space, and is a separate institution and the Institute of this space. The terms
"Institute of education”, "institute of medicine", "institute of justice” and others are
widely used in the scientific literature.

It is time to explain and use the concept of "Institution and Institute of Land
Management" (Fig. 2). In social and economic theories, the concepts of "Institution"
and "Institute” are a complex and multifaceted phenomenon. Each scientific direction
of institutional theory ("old", "new" institutionalism, its various doctrines)

complement and deepen the essence of the concept of Institution and Institute. One of



the most capacious and accepted definitions was given by the founder of this theory,

Jeffrey Hodgson: "Institutions are both objectively existing formations that are

somewhere outside” and subjective "springs" of human activity in people's heads
[5].
Table 1. Correspondence of the phenomenon "land organization and land

planning" to the criteria of institutions in economic and social theories

The main criteria of institutions in theories

Sociology: Economy:
1) Formation of relations between |1) Maximizing the usefulness of the
people within the economic space of | functioning of land organization and

ownership and land use; land use measures;

2) Social practice is regular and long- | 2) Reduction of uncertainty (through the
term (indefinite); formation of land information space);

3) Depersonalized system; 3) The impact of land organization and

4) Normative and stable but complicated | land planning on the economy of land
practice, subject to broad social control. | use;

4) Clear definition of functions and
tasks of land organization and land
planning;

5) The complexity of the phenomenon
of "land organization and land planning"
- a set of institutions and institutions that
have historically functioned as a whole.

Table 2. Correspondence of land planning to the criteria of identification of social

institutions
Characteristic features of institutions and institutes
Roles From an ordinary land surveyor to the chief and head of a
land planning enterprise
Utilitarian features Elements of land planning design methods, state
registration of land plots, cadastral accounting of lands and
land plots, land and land plots assessment
Cultural symbols Land surveyor's day, specific certificates and certificates,
etc.
Written codes Land and other codes, laws, methods, procedures,
standards, instructions, guidelines
Oral codes Informal norms of behavior of professional land managers
Attitudes and patterns of Code of ethics of professional land managers
behavior




|| INSTITUTIONS and INSTITUTES ||

[ Formal )

[ Informal ]

The level of action is macro- and
microstructural, ie operate at the level
of the entire economy or individual land
use. Enshrined in legislation and other
regulations and mean the obligation to
comply with the system of state bodies,
the action of various forms of coercion

Historical and ethnic traditions, the level of
legal awareness, and values play a
significant role in the system of informal
institutions. A set of norms and rules of
socio-cultural and moral-psychological
type. They also include institutions of
business behavior that regulate human
relations in the process of land relations,

Institutions:

. Constitution of Ukraine;
* Land legislation;

» State and industry standards;
» Land use rules

Institutes:

The Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine;

Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine;

Ministry of Agrarian Policy;
Ministry of Ecology and
Natural Resources;

[] State Geocadastre of

Ukraine;

\\DTerritoriaI communities /

land management and land use
ﬁnstitutions: \
Historical and ethnic traditions of
land relations, land organization and
land use;

Educational and educational
activities in the field of economics
and law of land relations land
organization and land use;
Guidelines for land assets, land and
natural capital, greening of land use,
land use culture, etc.;

Culture of business behavior
Institutes:

* Public professional organizations

of land managers, peasants,
\iardeners, etc.; /

Fig. 2. Characteristics of types of institutions and institutes

Simplified the model of the socio-economic institution can be considered as a

bipolar phenomenon. On the one hand, these are stable socio-cultural psychotypes of

the involved people, which in theory is called an informal institution ("in people's

heads"). On the other hand, these are formal institutions - the so-called "rules of the

game", which are formalized in legislation, codes and other adopted documents. For

the characterization of the Institution, its development, the informal component is



decisive in theory. It is difficult to change and is more influential on the general
condition of the Institution.

The interaction of these polar components of the Institution, forms inside of it
certain organizations (institutional formations "somewhere outside™). Their success is
based on the maturity and conformity of formal and informal institutions. All
together, these are the only system that forms the socio-economic institution and the
institute. With a balanced and developed condition of all components, this Institution
and the Institute is successful or vice versa.

Thus, economic institutional theory explains the success or decline of certain
countries in the global economy, certain institutions and Institutes inside the country
[6]. Our proposed theory explains the effectiveness of the institution of land planning
in the socio-economic system of Ukraine.

The model of the institution of land planning (developed from the standpoint of
institutional theory) also distinguishes "pole" informal and formal components and
formed under their influence organizations (or institutional formations - institutions)
(Table 3).

Table 3. Functional model of land planning institution (classification, hierarchy

and interaction of components)

Way | Way I
1. Informal institutions and 1.1. Professional land managers and land appraisers
institutions (what is in the 1.2. Landowners and land users
"heads of people™, stable 1.3. Users of land cadastral information
socio-cultural psychotypes)
2. Professional land 2.1. All-Ukrainian public organization "Union of Land
management organizations Surveyors of Ukraine", associations of land management

organizations and appraisers, etc.

3. "Educational' institutional | 3.1. Science
formations (methodical and 3.2. Higher Education

informational) 3.3. Professional land management publications, projects

4. Land management 4.1. Land policy

structural units in institutions | 4.2. Organizational and management structures of executive
and organizations authorities, local governments, etc.

4.3. Methodical support
4.4. Organizational and technical support

5. Regulatory institutional 5.1. General purpose regulators (CMU, etc.)

formations 5.2. Regulators for industry purposes (State Geocadastre of
Ukraine, etc.)

5.3. Regulators for professional purposes (self-regulatory




organizations in the field of land management and land

valuation)
6. Formal institutions (*'rules | 6.1. Legislation (codes, laws, methods, procedures, etc.)
of the game™’) 6.2. Concepts, programs

6.3., Instructions, Standards,
6.4. Methodical recommendations, land management policy
of branch regulators, etc.

The proposed Model classifies, establishes the hierarchy and interaction of all
components of the Land Management Institution. In it, of course, the determining
factor is the component of the informal institution as a stable socio-cultural
psychotypes, first of all, the land managers and, in addition, people who have an
impact on their work and results (land planning measures and actions and land
cadastral information). In the Model, the evolutionary impetus for development
comes from an informal institution and through organizations (institutional
formations - institutions) or with their help forms the "rules of the game" - a formal
institution (path | Table 3). With this method, all components of the Institution are
ready for the new "rules of the game", and first of all, the land managers. Under such
conditions, the "rules of the game" will be followed. In institutional theory, this
phenomenon is called "path dependence"” - dependence on traditions, mentality, stable
socio-cultural psychotypes. This is how we can explain the existence and differences
of the Anglo-Saxon, German, American and other systems (institutions) of land
planning.

On the other hand, institutional theory does not reject the revolutionary impulse
of development by stimulating the necessary development of the Institution by
adopting and imposing the desired "rules of the game™ (way Il table 3). However,
such a path must be balanced against the available potential for change in the
informal component (disregarding this explains the weak effectiveness of land
management and land use reform in modern Ukraine).

Therefore, the skillful combination of evolutionary and revolutionary methods
of the institutional model forms and ensures the effectiveness of land policies of the
state or economic systems. Thus, in contrast to classical normative theories, the

institutional theory of land planning creates a scientific foundation for effective



reform of land relations and land use and, accordingly, the development of land
management and land planning, land cadastre and as a result land use management,
through knowledge of status, hierarchy and interaction of all components of the
Institution of land planning.

The new theory considers land planning activity not as a limited, "technical-
economic” or "normative-technical" System, but as a multifaceted social socio-
economic Institution, which, in contrast to theoretical ideas about the "Land
Management System", grows not just new, but decisive for themselves organizational
and social components of the "Institution of land planning *.

The Swiss Federal Polytechnic Institute of Zurich (Prof. I. Kaufmann and
others) believes that land planning (Land Management) belongs to the types of spatial
regulation activities and methods (tools) of political action [7]. In this case, as a tool
of state and municipal activities, in their opinion, land planning should include: land
use planning; actions to consolidate land plots, change land rights, land reclamation
and landscaping, land transformation; land monitoring, navigation, geographic
information, registration and cartographic systems; land surveying, geodetic surveys.
More detailed model that defines the role and place of land management in land
policy regarding the regulation of land relations and the organization of land use and
protection in foreign countries is provided by scientists of the International
Federation of Surveyors (FIG) led by Vice President Paul VVan der Molen [8].

In his own earlier research, A.M. Tretiak [9] paid attention to the fact that on the
basis of a systematic method for implementation of land policy on land use and its
resources is land planning: land use development is planning, land relations are
regulating, land is redistributing, easements are establishing, government
interventions in the market sale and lease of land, taxation of land and other real
estate. However, it is necessary to pay attention to the fact that institutional theory
emphasizes: the informal component always remains decisive in the Institution.
When considering land management as a "System", previous theories did not
consider this determining factor of land management. There was no emphasis on

classification, hierarchy and interaction of a wide variety of organizational



components of land planning. At best, the range of these components was expanded
by state (regulatory and administrative) regulation.

For supporters of normative theories, our institutional innovations may look like
a certain enrichment of the modern essence of the "Land Management System".
However, this theoretical and applied enrichment of the essence of the phenomenon
of land planning is extremely important and important to consider it not so much
"System” as "Institution™.

At the same time, of course, there is no denying the existence of basic systemic
foundations of land planning at the macro and micro levels of government. This is
stated by A. Tretiak in the work "Land organization in Ukraine: Theory,
Methodology" [2], where highlighting the logical connections and synergistic effect
of the interaction of the elements of the System. However, more important for us is
that the phenomenon of "land planning” grows from its closed subject-technical-
economic to the socio-economic plane, and thus is recognized in theory as a socio-
economic institution.

Life changes the perception of the phenomenon of "land planning™, expanding
its components beyond the land and land use of enterprises, beyond the
organizational, methodological, technical, environmental and economic, legal to
social and professional-psychological fields. This increase in the quality of the
components of "land planning™ is explained only by the institutional theory of land
management. The theory, which, above all, positions its essence with the discovery
and explanation of the phenomenon of the Institution of land planning (land planning
activities).

Thus, land planning is a socio-economic institution that provides trust,
understanding and control in the socio-economic space, through professional
processing, submission and interpretation for users of land information about the
facts and processes of organizations (institutions). In the narrow perception of land
management is the Institution of transformation using specific methods, rules (its
formal component) and professional skills and judgments (informal component of the

institution) of land planning facts in the language of numbers for understanding and



control of all socio-economic space. In a wide sense, land management as an
institution forms a certain face of land tenure and land use, state land institutions,
public and other organizations (institutes) that organize and manage the use and
protection of land and other natural resources and provide important information
content of local, regional, national and global socio-economic spaces.

Therefore, it becomes clear that the phenomenon of the Institution absorbs the

phenomenon of "System™ of land planning (Fig. 3).

Institutions and institutes of land planning

Informal institutions are stable socio-cultural psychotypes

A 4

Influence of organizations of professional land managers

Sz |

I H INSTITUTIONALIZATION “

land planning systems (land management activities)

Zh

The policy of land planning engineering and imperialism

A

Formal institute - "rules of the game”

Fig. 3 Logical and substantive scheme of theoretical and applied enrichment of the

"System" and the transformation into the "Institution™ of land planning

From the outside it looks like an absorption process. At the same time, the
methodological, technical and organizational levels of the Land Management System
are being institutionalized by improving its qualitative characteristics. This is due to
the synergy of the possibilities of a larger set of components in the "Institution”
compared to the "System".

The institution of land planning is primarily characterized by the condition of
the informal component, its ability through "organizations-institutions"” (primarily

associations of professional land managers) to influence the adoption and compliance



with the "rules of the game". Influence the effective representation of management
and economic activities in society (combination I, Fig. 3). This increase in theoretical
ideas opens up new ways to develop land planning and, consequently, land reform
actions. Its scientific and legal components (“rules of the game™) are increasingly
based on ideas, the influence of the professional environment, which should become
more and more organized. On the other hand, the institutional theory of land planning
opens the possibility and substantiates the need for application in land policy of state
regulatory authorities, scientific schools, professional associations of land managers,
the ideology of "land engineering” and "land imperialism” (combination I, Fig. 3).
The United Nations Economic Commission for Europe links engineering to the
innovative development of any activity.

Conclusions and prospects. The new institutional-behavioral theory of land
planning (land management activities) is not a conjunctural changing of "signs" in
land management science. From the "System", or from one of the functions of
management, our activity grows to a separate important segment in the economic
space - to the socio-economic "Institution”. This is in line with the requirements of
modern land planning practices and other challenges of the national and global
economy. The need has matured in land planning to revise the fundamental
guidelines for further development. In the science and practice of the developed
world, there is no doubt about the objective basis of such a review. In Ukraine, the
changes are more motivated by the undeserved secondary nature of the land
surveyor's profession in the management environment and in economics. Thus, the
training of land managers is carried out only in the field of technical sciences.
However, even there the changing of theoretical ideas is motivated by the need for an
adequate scientific response to the process of increasing the importance of land
planning in the modern socio-economic space. The last one requires a transition to
the training of land managers in the field of social and behavioral sciences and further
research.
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TPEH/ IHCTUTYIUIOHAJILHOI TEOPII PO3BUTKY
SEMJUIEYCTPOIO TA 3EMJUIEBIIOPA/IKYBAHHSA

Anomauin. 3emnesnopsona cneyianizayis 3eMelbHUX 8IOHOCUH Ma CUcCmemu
3eMAEKOPUCYBAHHS 3HAYHO NOCUTUNLA POTb | Micye 3eMN1e8NnopsaOoHOi OidIbHOCTI )
PO3BUMKY eKOHOMIKU Kpainu i ii mepumopiu. [Ipome meopisi po3eumky 3emieycmporo
ma 3eM1e6nopsA0KY8aHHA He ecmueae 3a 3anumamu npakmuxu. OomedxceHo
oexnapyromocsi  QYHKYI, npeomem i o00’ekmu  3emaeycmpor  ma
3eMAeBNOpAOKY8ants. Tomy memorw 00CNiONHCeHHs BU3HAYUEHO OOIPYHMYBAHHS
CYUaACHO20 PO3BUMKY 3eMIEYCMPOI0 Ma 3eMIe8nopsOKy8ants 6 Ykpaini na 3acaoax
HOGIMHBLOI [HCMUMYYIOHANbHO-N08E0IHK080I eKoHoMmiuHoi meopii. OOIpyHmMoeaHo,
Wo 3eMNeBNopsOHa OUSIbHICMb (3eMIeBNOPSOKYBAHHS) € COYIANbHO-eKOHOMIUHONO
iHcmumyyieto, wo 3abe3neyye 008Iipy, NOPO3YMIHHA [ KEPOBAHICMb 6 COYIANbHO-
EeKOHOMIYHOMY NPOCMOpI, yepes npoghecitiny 0b6pooOKy, nooauy i inmepnpemayiro 0Jis
Kopucmyeaié 3emenvhoi iHgopmayii npo gaxmu i npoyecu HCUMMmMEOILIbHOCH
opeauizayiu (incmumymig). Y 6y3bKoMmy CnpuiiHammi 3eMmle6NopsiOKY8aAHHS — ye
Incmumyyisn  mpancgopmayii. 3  0onomoeor  cneyupivHux memoois, Npasuil
(hopmanvua ii cxknacosa) i npogheciiHux HABUKIE 1 CyOxceHb (HeghopmanbHa
cK1a0osa iHcmumyyii) axkmie 3emie2ocnooaprosanis Ha M08y Yu@p 0.
NOPO3YMIHHA I Kepo8aHocmi ycix cyb’€Kmié coyianibHO-eKOHOMIYHO20 npocmopy. B
WUPOKOMY CEHCI 3eMNeBNopsiOHa OisnbHicmyb aK [ncmumyyis hopmye neene obauyus
3eM1e80100iHb | 3eMAEKOPUCTYBAHb, 0EPAHCABHUX 3EMENbHUX YCIMAHO8, 2POMAOCHKUX
ma [Hwux opeauizayiu (Incmumymis), wo opeanizosyroms ma 30IUCHIOIOMDb
VNPABNIHHA UKOPUCMAHHAM I OXOPOHOIO 3eMellb Mda IHUWUX NPUPOOHUX DecypcCis U
3abe3neyyroms  gaxciuge IHQopmayiline HANOBHEHHSA MICYe8UX, peciOHANbHUX,
HAYIOHAIbHUX | 2NI00ANIbHUX — COYIAIbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX —npocmopie. [Hcmumyyis
3eM1e6nopsA0KY8aHHs Nepul 3d 6Ce XAPAKMepu3yeEmvcs CMAHOM HeDOPMANbHOT
CK1a008oi, ii 30amHuicmio uepe3 «oOpeaHizayii-incmumymuy (8 nepuiy uepey
00 ’€OHanHs  NPOeciliHuUX 3eMleBNOPsAOHUKIB) enaueamu HA  NPUUHAMMI |
OOMPUMAHHA ~ «npasun  epu». Bnaueamu na epexmusne npedcmasneHus

VIPABNIHCLKOI Ma 20CN00aApCubKoi OisIbHOCMI NOB SA3AHOI0 i3 3eMAe0 8 CYCNIIbCMEI.



Lleii  npupicm meopemuuHux ysa61eHb  GIOKPUBAE HOBL  WLIAXU  PO3BUMK)
3eMAeBNOPAOKYBAHHS, A 8I0NOGIOHO I 3aX00i8 3eMelbHOI pehopmiu. Hozo HayKoea 1
HOPMAmMu8HO-NPAo8a CKIA006I («npasuna 2puy) eéce 6 OLbil Mipi 6a3yromscsa Ha
i0esix, enaugi npogecilinoco cepedosuya, wjo Mac cmamu ce OLIbUL OP2AHI3AYINIHO
00’eOHanum. 3 iHWO20 OOKY, [HCMUMYYIOHAIbHA Meopis 3eMI1e8NOPAOK)EAHHS
BIOKpUBAE MONCIUBICMb MA O0OIPYHMOBYE NOMpedy 3ACMOCY8AHHA 8 3eMelbHill
ROIMUYi  0ePIAHCABHUX ~Pe2YNAMOPHUX OpP2aHi8, HAYKOBUX WKLL, Npogeciunux
00 ’€OHaHb  3eMNIeBNOPAOHUKIB, 10€0/I02ii  «3eMIeBNOPAOH020 THMHCUHIPUHZYY Md
«3eM1e6NOPAOHO20 IMNEPIanizMy».

Kniouosi cnosa. Incmumyyionanbna meopis, 3emaeycmpiill, 3eM1e6NOpsA0KYEaAHHS,

3eMIe8NOPAOHA HAYKA, 3eMIe8NOPAOHA OISIbHICMb.

A.H. Tpersk, B.H. Tpersk, T.H. IIpsaaka, H.A. Kanunoc
TPEHJ MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIBHON TEOPHUM PA3BUTHSI
3EMJIEYCTPOMCTBA U 3EMJIEYIIOPSIJIOYEHUSI

Annomavusn. 3emneycmpoumenbHas CReYUanu3ayusl 3eMeabHbIX OMHOUWEHUL U
cucmemvl  3eMIENONb308AHUS  3HAYUMENbHO  YCUAULA — pOdb U Mecmo
3eMIeyCMPOUmenbHOl  0essmelbHOCMU 68 pAa36Umuy  SKOHOMUKU CMPAHbl U ee
meppumoputi. OOHaKo meopus pazeumus 3eM1eyCmpocmea U 3eMaeynops00yeHus
He ycnegaem 3a 3anpocamu npakmuku. O2paHuueHo Oexnapupyromcs @QyHKyuu,
npeomem U 00bEeKMbl 3eMAeYCmMpoLcmea u 3emaeynopsioodenus. Ilooamomy yenvio
uccne0o8ans onpeoeieHul 000CHOBAHUSA COBPEMEHHO20 passumus
3eMaeycmpoiucmea U 3emaeynopsoodenus 6 Ykpaune Ha OCHOGe Hogeliulell
UHCMUMYYUOHATbHO-N08E0eHYeCKOU dKOHOMuyeckou meopuu. ObocHosano, umo
3eM1eyCmpoumenbHas 0esimelbHOCMb (3eMAeynopsaoouerue) s611emcs COYUaIbHO-
IKOHOMUYECKUM UHCmumyyuel, obecneyusarowell oogepue, 63aUMONOHUMAHUE U
VIPABNAEMOCMb 8 COYUAILHO-IKOHOMUYECKOM Npocmope, U3-3a npogheccuoHanibHoll
obpabomxe, nooave u uHmepnpemayuu 0as Noab308ameJiell 3eMelbHOU UHGPoOpMayuu
0 gpakmax u npoyeccax sHcusHeoesmenrbHOCmu (UHcmumyyuti). B y3xom eéocnpusmuu

3eMAEYNOpsA0OYeHUs - OMO  UHCMUmMyyusi —mpaucgopmayuu ¢  HOMOWLIO



cneyuguueckux — mMemooos, npasun  (Qopmarvuas ee  cocmasiawas) U
npoOGeccCUOHATbHBIX HABLIKO8 U  CYdcOeHull (HeghopmanvHas cocmaesnaouas
uHcmumymol) haxmos 3eMAexo3sUCMBOBAHUS HA A3bIK YUPP Ol NOHUMAHUSL U
VIPAasuaemMocmu 6cex cyObeKmos COYUAIbHO-IKOHOMUYECK020 npocmpancmea. B
WUPOKOM — CMbICTE  3eMIIeyCMPOUmMenvHas — O0esimelbHOCMb — KaK — UHCMUMmMYyyus
Qopmupyem  onpedeienHoe  IUYO — 3eMACGNAOCHUU U 3eMIeNOb3068AHUI,
20CY0apCmMBEeHHbIX 3eMENbHbIX YUPeHCcOeHUl, 00UeCm8EeHHbIX U OPYeUX OpeaHu3ayull
(uHcmumymos), — Komopwvie — OpeaHU3YIOmM U OCYWECMEIAIom  YApasieHue
UCNONIL308AHUEM U OXPAHOU 3eMellb U OpY2UX NPUPOOHBIX PecyPco8 U 00ecnedusaom
8adiCHOEe UHPDOPMAYUOHHOE HANOIHEHUEe MECHHbIX, PeCUOHANIbHBIX, HAYUOHAIbHBIX U
2Nn00aNbHbIX COYUANLHO-IKOHOMUYECKUX npoCmpancms. Opeanuzayus
3eMIeYNnoOpA00UeHUsI NPedHcoe 8Ce20 XAPAKMePU3yemcs coOCmosHuem HepopmanrbHoll
cocmasnsowell, ee CNOCOOHOCMbIO Uepe3 «OP2AHU3AYUU-UHCIUMYMbLY (8 Nepayio
ouepedb 00veouHeHue NnpopecCUOHAIbHLIX —3eMieycmpoumerell) GIusms  Ha
npuxamue u coonroderue «npasu uepsly. Bausmo na sgppexmusnoe npedcmasnenue
VNPABAEHYECKOU U XO3AUCMBEHHOU 0esIMelbHOCMU C8A3AHHOU ¢ 3eMlell 8 obuecmae.
Omom npupocm meopemudeckux npeoCcmasieHull OmKpvleaem HO8ble Nymu
pazeumusi 3emMaeynopsa00yeHus, a COOMBEMCMEEHHO U MepPONpUsmull 3emelbHol
pegopmbil. E20 Hayunas u HOpMamusHO-npagosas cocmasiaouue («npasuia uzpsly)
8ce 6 bovuell cmeneHu 6a3upyomcs Ha Uoesx, GIUAHUU NPOpeCcCUOHAIbHOU Cpedbl,
Komopas 00JICHA cmambv 8ce Dojlee opeanu3ayuoHHvim oowveournenuem. C opyeotl
CMOPOHbL,  UHCTMUMYYUOHATIbHASL — MeOopus  3eMIeynopsa00oYeHUss  OmKpvleaem
B03MOJNCHOCb U  0OOCHOBbIBAEN HEOOXOOUMOCb NPUMEHEHUs. 8 3eMelbHOU
noaumuke — 20CYOApCMBEHHbIX — pe2YNAMOPHbIX ~ OpP2aHO8,  HAYUHBIX — WKOJ,
npogheccuoHaIbHbIX 00beOuHeHUll 3emneycmpoumertel, uoeono2uu
«3eM1eyCMPoOUmenbHO20 UHMCUHUPUH2AY U «3EMIIeYCIPOUMENbHO20 UMNEPUATUIMAY.

Kntwuesvie cnosa. Hncmumyyuonanvuas meopus, 3em1eyCmpoutcmeo,
3eMieynopsaooyeHue, 3eMaeycmpoumenvias — Hayka, 3eMeyCmpoumenbHas

oessmeibHOCMb.



