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Abstract. The article is devoted to the formation of the institutional
environment of ecologically safe agricultural land use through the model of
harmonization of ecological and economic interests of the subjects of
agricultural land use.

The structure of agricultural land use is based on criteria, the content of which
represents both economic and environmental interests of society. For example,
the landowner (land user) is interested in converting his land into the most
economically attractive - arable land, which reflects his private economic
interests, and on the other - society is interested in maintaining the optimal state
of agricultural landscapes, which in turn provides the optimal ratio of
destabilizing, stabilizing and stabilizing reflecting the public environmental
interests [7].

Usually such differentiation of interests of subjects of agrarian land use
causes situations of impossibility to agree them voluntarily.
Therefore, there is an urgent problem in effective regulatory policy in the field
of land use, in particular through the formation of the institutional environment
of environmentally safe agricultural land use through the model of
harmonization of environmental and economic interests of agricultural land
users.
In the article, it is clarified that the institutional model of harmonization of
ecological and economic interests of subjects of agrarian land use provides for
the introduction of tools to eliminate the conflict of ecological and economic
interests, which includes a number of tools, levers and techniques, in particular:
-adaptation paradigm; formation of ecological consciousness of land users,
ecological morality and ethics; development of the organizational and economic
mechanism of formation of ecologically safe agrarian land tenures and land uses
optimum through a combination of market and state levers of influence;



regulatory and legal support of ecological safety of agricultural land use;
optimization of the organizational structure of land use management.
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Formulation of the problem. Land decentralization and deregulation of
land relations in the course of their implementation affect the components,
speed and level of economic growth, the formation of socio-industrial relations,
the development of methods of resource use at different levels of government.
However, at the same time, there is an urgent need to intensify measures to
prevent adverse environmental effects of agricultural land use, which are
currently focused primarily on maximizing profits from agricultural activities.
After all, the levers of market influence are not able, in the absence of state
regulators, to coordinate the work of land users so as to ensure their full
compliance with environmental norms and requirements in order to preserve the
quality of the environment [5; 10]. This once again demonstrates the need to
Improve the institutional tools of regulatory influence on the processes of
economic activity of economic entities, which will ensure the effective
redistribution of organizational functions in the field of state institutional
regulatory activity and its market reflection.

The purpose of the article. To substantiate the institutional model of
harmonization of ecological and economic interests of the subjects of agrarian
land use.

Presenting main material. Mostly the concept of “institution" is
interpreted through the understanding of it as a system of mutually agreed
interacting established formal and informal norms and rules that influence
management decisions, as well as the functioning of socio-economic entities
and their cooperatives [11]. Subjective and object significance of institutions is
determined through their theoretical and applied use in the field of institutional
spatial analysis, which testifies to the position of individual scholars that the
institutions of certain areas, characterized by the existence of subject-object
relationships, will have the appropriate meaningful content. Therefore, the
generalizing essence of the "institute" can be revealed through the prism of
organizational and regulatory activities that affect socio-economic relations. At
the same time, institutions are the constraints created by society in order to
determine social and economic and political processes. In managerial decision-



making, the relevant institutions are able to limit the availability and ability of
land users to freely use certain types of resources.

Thus, the formation of environmentally friendly agricultural land use is an
Important tool that through such an institution as environmental restrictions
allows for compromise and non-conflict of interests of society, land users and
directly agroecosystems (Figure 1).

Taking into account the interests of land users (landowners, land users, society)
will not only reduce transaction costs, but also ensure a balanced reproduction
of agroecosystems. Therefore, only an effective institutional environment can
take into account the interests of all land users through the creation of certain
regimes for the use of limited land resources with a sufficient level of
regulation.
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Fig. 1 Areas of formation of interests and compromises in the process of
agricultural land use
Source: adapted for [6].

There are many views on the concept of "institutional environment", and
the reflection of its essence is often revealed in view of a particular environment
or circumstances. In the dictionary, the term "environment” is defined as
"matter, bodies that fill a space and have certain properties; sphere". Scientists
L. Davis and D. North put certain limitations into the concept of "institutional

environment”, which ensures the relationship between the conclusion of



agreements between counterparties [11]. Similar views are shared by a
significant number of modern Ukrainian scientists [4; 3; 9]. They define the
Institutional environment "as a set of basic imperatives that set limits for
determining and establishing land use conditions." In particular, M.A. Khvesyk
and VA Golyan defines the institutional environment, “as a set of institutions
rules, institutions and organizations and institutional conditions that determine
the forms, methods and scale of economic development of water resources and
provide for transplantation and convergence of institutions, institutional design
and institutional reengineering to address institutional problems” [9, p. 79].

Therefore, we understand the institutional environment of environmentally
safe agricultural land use as a set of formal and informal institutions that define
and regulate environmental and economic, social and cultural, regulatory,
political imperatives of land use in agricultural production, forming a system of
regulatory relationships, promoting their implementation .

A feature of the institutional environment is its ability to implement the
organizational characteristics of the mechanism of agricultural land
management and regulate social and economic, organizational and
technological and economic processes with the help of formal and informal
institutions. Taking into account the results of the analysis of the above
provisions, an institutional model of harmonization of ecological and economic
interests of the subjects of agricultural land use has been formed (Fig. 2). This
model is based on the interaction of the subjects of agricultural land use in order
to overcome contradictions in the implementation of interrelated functions of
society and the land user (landowner) in order to meet environmental and

economic interests [1, p. 4].
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Fig. 2. Institutional model of harmonization of ecological and economic
interests of subjects of agrarian land use
Source: formed by the author on the basis of [6; 8].

Conclusions. Taking into account the results of the analysis of the above
provisions formed. The institutional model of harmonization of ecological and
economic interests of subjects of agrarian land use is based on interaction of
subjects of agrarian land use for the purpose of overcoming contradictions



within realization of interconnected functions of a society and the land user
(landowner) for the purpose of satisfaction of ecological and economic interests.

The institutional model of harmonization of ecological and economic
interests of subjects of agrarian land use provides introduction of tools of
liquidation of the conflict of economic and ecological interests, which includes
a number of tools, levers and receptions, in particular: formation of ecologically
safe agrarian land tenures formation of ecological consciousness of land users,
ecological morality and ethics; development of the organizational and economic
mechanism of formation of ecologically safe agrarian land tenures and land uses
optimum through a combination of market and state levers of influence;
regulatory and legal support of ecological safety of agricultural land use;

optimization of the organizational structure of land use management.
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Kynpisnuux LIIL.

AHoTAaLs. Crarrs IIPUCBSYECHA NIATaHHAM (dopMyBaHHS
IHCTUTYIIOHAJILHOTO cCepeloBHUIIA €KO0JIOr00e3MeYHOro arpapHoro
3eMJICKOPUCTYBAHHS 9Yepe3 MOJIeTh TapMOHI3aIlii €KOJOTIYHUX 1 €KOHOMIYHUX
1HTEepeciB Cy0 €KTIB arpapHOro 3eMJICKOPUCTYBaHHS.

CrtpykTypa arpapHoro 3eMJIEKOPHUCTYBaHHs MMOOY/I0BaHA Ha KPUTEPISX, Y
3MICTI SKUX TMPEACTABIECHI K EKOHOMIYHI, TaK 1 €KOJIOTIYHI IHTEepEeCcu
cycniibcTBa. Hampukiaza, 3eMiieBIacHUK (3€MJICKOPHUCTYBAu) 3alliKaBICHUNA B
MEPEBEJICHH] CBOIX 3€MEJIbHUX YTiJlb Y HaWOUIbIl €KOHOMIYHO MPUBAOIMBI —
pULIIO, IO BiIOOpa)kae MOro MpUBaTHI €KOHOMIYHI 1HTEPECH, a 3 IHIIOrO0 —
CyCIUIBCTBO  3alliKaBlieHe Yy  MOIATPUMAHHI  ONTUMAJIBHOTO  CTaHy
arponaHama@TiB, SKAA CBOEID YEpror 3abe3MeuyeTbcss ONTHMAIbHUM
CI1BBIAHOLIEHHSIM JeCTa0LTI3yI0UNX Ta CTabUTI3yIOUHX
CUTBCHKOTOCTIONIAPCHKUX YT1/b, IO B1IOOpa’ka€e CyCIiJIbHI €KOJOTIYHI 1THTEPECH
[7].

3azBuuaii  Taka gudepeHIiaiis  1HTEpeciB  CYyO0'€KTIB  arpapHOro
3eMJICKOPUCTYBAHHS 3YMOBIIIOE CHUTyallli HEMOXJIMBOCTI JOOPOBIIBHO iX
Y3TOJUTH.

Toxx BUHUKaE HarajibHa TipobsiemMa y e(EeKTUBHIN PETyISTOPHIN MOTITHIN
y cdepl  3eMIICKOPUCTYBaHHS, 30KpemMa 1  1uisixoM  (opMyBaHHS
IHCTUTYIIOHAJIEHOTO cepesioBUIIa €KOJIOT00e31IeYHOTO arpapHoro
3eMJICKOPUCTYBAHHS 4e€pe3 MOJeNIb rapMOHI3aIlli €KOJOTTYHUX 1 €KOHOMIYHUX
1HTEpeciB Cy0’€KTIB arpapHOro 3eMJIEKOPUCTYBaHHS.

Y crarti, 3’scOBaHO, WO I1HCTUTYIIOHAJbHA MOJIEJh TapMOHI3aIlii
€KOJIOTTUHUX 1 €KOHOMIYHUX 1HTEpecCiB cy0’€KTiB arpapHoro
3eMJICKOPUCTYBAaHHS Tiepeadayae 3ampoBaKEHHS 1HCTPYMEHTApI0 JiKBiAAIil

KOH(DJIIKTY €KOJIOTIYHMX U EKOHOMIYHHX IHTEPECiB, IO HAIYy€e HHUBKY



1HCTPYMEHTIB, Ba)XKElIiB Ta  TMPHUHOMIB, 30KpeMa: dbopmyBaHHS
€KOJIOT00E3NEYHNX arpapHUX 3€MJICBOJIOZIHB 1 3€MJIEKOPUCTYBaHb Ha 3acaiax
MPUPOIHO-AIANTAIIHOI TapaaurMu; (OPMYBAHHS EKOJOTIYHOI CBiJIOMOCTI
3eMJIEKOPHUCTYBaiB, €KOJIOTIYHOI MOpaJli Ta €TUKU; PO3BUTOK OpraHi3amiiHo-
€KOHOMIYHOTO MexaHi3My (OpPMYBaHHS €KOJOTOOE3MEYHUX arpapHux
3eMJICBOJIOIIHb 1 3€MJIEKOPHCTYBAaHb ONTHMAJIbHOMY uepe3 TIO€IHaHHS
PUHKOBUX Ta JEpKABHUX  Ba)KeliB BIUIMBY; HOpPMAaTHUBHO-IPABOBE
3a0e3MeyeHHs]  €KOJIOTIYHOI  O€3MeKH  arpapHoro  3eMJIEKOPHCTYBaHHS;
ONTHMI3alllsl OPTraHi3alliHOT CTPYKTYPH YIPABIIHHS 36 MJIIEKOPUCTYBAHHSAM.
KirouoBi cioBa. [HcTUTyIiOHANbHE  CEpENOBUINE,  IHCTUTYIII,
eKkosjoro0e3neyHe arpapHe  3eMJIEKOPUCTYBaHHS, 3€MEJIbHI  BIJHOCHHH,

€KOHOMIYHHI PO3BUTOK, €KOJIOTIS.

Kynpusnyuk U.I11.

K BOITPOCY ®OPMHUPOBAHUA UHCTUTYIIMOHAJIBHOM CPEJIbI
IKOJIOI'OBE3OIMACHOI'O ATPAPHOI'O 3EMUIEITIOJIB30BAHUA

AnHoramusi.  Crarbss  mocBsileHA  BompocaM  (pOpMUpOBaHUs
UHCTUTYLIHOHAJILHOU cpensl HKOJIOr00€3011aCHOTO arpapHoro
3€MJIENIOJIB30BAHMS  UCIIOJB3Ysl MOJEIb TapMOHHU3ALMU JKOJIOTMYECKUX W

9KOHOMHYCCKHX NHTCPCCOB CY6’LGKTOB arpapHoro 3¢MJjICII0JIb30BaHHA.

CTpykTypa arpapHoOro 3eMJIENOJIb30BaHUSI MOCTPOEHA HA YCIOBHSX, B
COJCp)KAaHUM  KOTOPBIX MPEACTABIEHbl KAk HOKOHOMHUYECKHE, TaK H
AKOJIOTMYECKHE  MHTepechl  obmiectBa.  Hampumep, — 3emueBnanenery
(3eMJIenoNb30BaTENb) 3aMHTEPECOBAH B MEPEBOJIE CBOUX 3€MEIBHBIX YrOAWi B
Hanbosiee SKOHOMUYECKHM TPUBIICKATEIbHBIC - TMAIIHI0, OTPAXKAIOIINN €ro
YacCTHbIE IKOHOMHUYECKUE UHTEPECHI, a C IPYroi - 00IIECTBO 3aMHTEPECOBAHO B

MOJJEP>KAaHUU ONTUMAIBHOTO COCTOSIHHS arpoiaHamadToB, KOTOPBIA B CBOIO



ouepeab 00ECIIEUNBAETCS ONTUMAIBHBIM COOTHOIIEHUEM JECTAOUITU3HPYIOIIUX
U CTAaOMIM3HPYIOIIUX  CEJIbCKOXO3SHUCTBEHHBIX YrOJWH, YTO OTPAXKaeT

0011IeCTBEHHBIE PKOJIOTHUECKHE HHTEPECHI [7].

OO0bpuHO Takas guddepeHIManUsT WHTEPECOB CYOBEKTOB arpapHOTO
3€MJICTIONH30BAHUS TIPUBOJUT CUTYallMd HEBO3MOXKHOCTH JTOOPOBOJIBHO HUX

corjacoBaTkb.

[ToaTomMy BO3HUKaeT HacyliHas npodiaema B 3Pp(HEKTUBHON PEryIsITOPHOU
MOJINTUKE B cepe 3eMIICNOIb30BAHMS, B TOM YHCIE MyTeM (POpMUPOBaHUS
MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIbHOM cpenbl HKO0JIOr00€3011aCHOTO arpapHoro
3eMJICTIONB30BAHUSl  Yepe3  MOJENIb TapMOHU3ALMH  JKOJOTHYECKUX U

9KOHOMHNYCCKHX NHTCPCCOB CY6T>€KTOB arpapHoro 3¢MJjCII0JIb30BaHHA.

B craTpe, ycTaHOBIIEHO, YTO MHCTUTYLUMOHAIbHAS MOJEIb TAPMOHU3ALUN
DKOJOTUYECKUX M OKOHOMHUYECKHX HMHTEPECOB CYOBEKTOB arpapHoro
3EMJICTIONI30BAHUSA MPEAYCMATPUBAET BBEICHUE UHCTPYMEHTAPHUS JIMKBUIALINU
KOH(MIIUKTA HKOJIOTHYECKUX U IKOHOMHUYECKHUX WHTEPECOB, HACUUTHIBACT P
WHCTPYMEHTOB, pbIYaroB M TPUEMOB, B YaCTHOCTH: (HOPMUPOBAHHE
AKOJIOro0€30MaCHbIX arpapHbIX 3E€MIIEBJIAJICHUH M 3€MIICTIONb30BAaHUM Ha
OCHOBE  €CTECTBEHHO  -aJanTallMiHOM  MapagurMbl,  (QopMHUpOBaHUE
DKOJIOTMYECKOTO CO3HAHUS 3EMJIENOJIB30BATENIEH, JKOJOTMYECKOM MOpalIu H
JTHKU,; pa3BUTHE OpPraHU3alMOHHO-3KOHOMHUYECKOTO MEXaHU3Ma
dbopMHpOBaHUS ~ JKOJOTrOOE30TMaCHBIX  arpapHbIX  3€MJICBIAJICHUNA U
3€MJICTIONI30BAHUM  ONTHUMAJIBbHOM  4Y€pe3  COYETAHWE  PBIHOYHBIX U
rOCyJapCTBEHHBIX PhIYaroB BO3CHCTBUS, HOPMATHBHO-TIPABOBOE 00OecIeueHne
AKOJIOTUYECKON O€30MacHOCTH arpapHOro 3€MJICTIONb30BAHUSA; ONTUMU3AIIUS

OpraHU3alMOHHON CTPYKTYPHI YIIPaBICHUS 3€MJICTIOIb30BaHUEM.



Kinrouesnie CJI0BA. NHcTuTynnoHaIbHAas cpena, UHCTUTYTHI,
HKOJIOr00E30MACHOE arpapHOEe 3€MJIETNIOIb30BAHUE, 3EMENbHBIE OTHOIICHHUS,

9KOHOMHYCCKOC PAa3BUTHC, SKOJIOT'HA.



