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The paradigm of economy of agricultural land use in the conditions of the new land
relations, which consists in allocation in a separate field of activity of economic, ecological
and legal relations of ownership of land of subjects of land use (owners of land shares and
legal entities — land users) and formations and regulations of these relations with application
of the new institutional economic theory are proved.

Problem statement. In a new land
relations concepts economy tenure and land
use should be considered separately in
accordance with the practice of a market
economy. In the best case, each of them
characterizing one side or another problem.
Greater degree of new content in the issue,
according to A.S. Novotorov corresponds to
the concept of «land management econo-
my» [4] as the concept of a comprehensive,
systematic, combining into a single unit and
system knowledge about the set of social
interests and relationships arising about the
distribution, use and restoration of land and
a number of scientific ideas on the
composition and content of actions that
organize and coordinate the production and
technological environment that ensures
effective development and use of these
resources.

However normal land relations were
excluded from the economic life of society,
because the land was not for a property
equity. For these reasons was decaffeinated
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and economics of land use and the choice
of elastic adapted to fluctuations in
consumer market strategy and tactics of
economic activity remained neglected
scientific disciplines, because direct contact
between producers of goods and services,
on the one hand, and their customers, on
the other hand, not exist, and consumer query
formed state administrative apparatus and
fed in distorted form of entities in the form
of various targets, standards, investment
projects and more. In other words, the
administrative-command system science at
best can be said as the lowest cost to execute
the specified external program and does not
answer the question of how to independently
create such a program without pre-
established policy framework and limitations
based on the actual conditions on the
consumer market, its dynamics, elasticity
variation. This question in the current
conditions of the market economy is not
the most important in ensuring the
effectiveness of all business entities in the
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economic process. But answer it without
going beyond the actual process and not
including a certain amount of knowledge
about the economy system of property
relations [2], is almost impossible.

Article purpose — theoretically justify
the essence of paradigm economy of
agricultural land in the new land law.

Main material. The concept and
nature of agricultural land can not be
separated from the complex concept of
«territorial land resource.» Land and territorial
resource integrates its content definition of
«land» — as a socio-economic point of
universal factor of social production and the
term «territory» — both geographical
(spatial) category [5]. Like any generalized
notion of «territory» as defined in the
scientific report S.I. Dorohuntsova, D.C. No-
votorova, T.S. Nikolaenko «Evaluation of
land-resource potential of Ukraine and
problems of efficiency» [4], is a complex
and multi-categorical entity characterized
hierarchical structure. In their view, there are
reasons to clearly mark such hierarchically
combined semantic level concept of land as
territory: general scientific (applicable only
in certain disciplines), physical-geographical,
economic and geographic, international law.
Given the diverse interpretation of the concept
of «land» and «territory» land management
in their economic substance interpreted the
notion of «territorial land resource» as a
resource of nature. After all, the land, and
the area as a product of nature have a dual
function and are: firstly, as the basic resour-
ce — spatial, operational basis of any kind
of human activity, and secondly, as an
integral resource of natural and anthro-
pogenic origin (area — space area — subsoil,
«land — territory» — fertility, «the land —
territory» — funds, etc.) [5].
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Defining the concept and nature of
land tenure as one of the main terms of the
economy, it should highlight the breadth and
diversity. Prior to land reform (in the
monopoly of state ownership of land) land
use concept defines only possible if the form
of land use (temporarily or permanently).
With the development of multiculturalism
land areas for agricultural purposes were
transferred to enterprises not only use but
also for ownership or lease. Therefore the
concept of land proposed to determine, as
being based on:

1) determining land in the common
land fund as the ratio of the spatial and
legal parts;

2) look on land as an object of law
and the object of economic, environmental,
urban, agricultural and other land relations;

3) the disclosure of land as a process
of integral human use of natural resource
potential within the respective socio-territorial
complex.

The system of land management
involves production (useful, efficient, public
or commercial), resource, reproductive and
environmental aspects of the relationship.
Accordingly, the economic concept considers
land as an effective investment object and
reliable tool to generate income. Key
economic elements of land use — land rent
and cost — primarily arise from the value of
land, the ability to meet the different needs
and interests of people. By taxing land users
formed state and local budgets and
implemented social programs. On the legal
level land — a combination of public and
private rights, which are set by the state in
accordance with the legislation, the Land
Code and other laws in the land. Social role
of land use is to meet the physical,
psychological, intellectual and other human
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needs. All that man needs for survival and a
decent life, it gets in the end, from the
ground. Land use in the public consciousness
prestigious and necessary for the formation
of civilized middle social class. Consequently,
land as an object of economic,
environmental, legal and other relationships
include both a blessing necessary for
consumers, and expenses or investments
without possession and use it almost
impossible. These qualities are manifested
in the form of land its usefulness, rarity,
and limited capital.

Land as an object of economic relations
of land ownership has special consumable
and consumable properties and market value.
Use value reflects the value of the land for
a specific use. According land as an object
of economic and legal relations included in
the economic cycle as a resource that has
no alternative interchange in many areas.
His feature as an object of economic
relations is also in the fact that the amount
offered in the market such objects is limited
by nature. Therefore, the value of land as
an economic object property to be
determined mainly by demand: if the level
of demand increases, respectively, increasing
its value or rent.

Thus, the concept of «land economics»
must understand science (concerned), which
reveals the economic relations, especially
economic relations of land ownership rights
in conjunction with the development of
productive forces, especially the impact of
economic laws in the land (economic activities
on the use and protection of land ), carried
out on a competitive basis, where appropriate
set of rights to land, economically sound
composition and proportion of land in
accordance with the purpose, factors of
production, tools and means of production,
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labor, capital and examines the conditions
and factors of rational distribution,
organization and management use and
protection of land, including considering
differentiation and the quality of land
resource and its essential features such as
spatial contrast and heterogeneity.

According essence economy land is
the efficiency of the aggregate of all social
activity undertaken in the specific area
involving land factor in one form or another
and the respective rights, at different scales
and with different functional meaning in the
process of economic relations between the
subjects of land use (pic. 1).

Their level is determined by the degree
of development of productive forces, as the
land factor and the nature of social relations,
including land. Power relationships between
business land is new in the economy due to
the denationalization and privatization of
agricultural land and the development of land
market relations.

However, it should be noted that the
economy of agricultural land use patterns
of the interdependent relationship of size
and area. The theoretical basis of such a
relationship is a provision under the necessity
of three factors of production - labor, land
and capital. These factors should be kept in
certain equilibrium, and mutual balancing of
factors of production depends not only on
quantitative but also qualitative indicators of
appropriate resources.

In agriculture land resources quality
indicators (agricultural land development,
land contour, character moisture, soil
fertility, etc.) as a result of investment and
characterize the level of logistical equipment
production. These indicators help improve
productivity by increasing farm output per
unit of land area (as a result of economic
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Pic. 1. Logical-semantic model of the concept of the nature of the economy
of agricultural land

growth fertility) or by reducing the cost of
cultivation of land, transport and other
operations (resulting in improved local
conditions for land use, land configuration,
development road network, etc.). Territo-
rially, spatially rational area specific land use
may be limited to the upper and lower limits.
The upper limit should be regarded as such
an area, which remains acceptable handling
and production costs associated with
overcoming distances. The lower limit is
determined by a combination of sizes and
industries and their normal land supply.
A.M. Tretyak proposed logical relationship
factors and sequence of formation of farm
land (pic. 2) [5].

The relationship of the size of the
territory and in agriculture is in two aspects:
technological and territorial. In technological
terms is formed in relation to land use
objectives and the specific conditions of
agricultural production. This means that the
total area and the wetlands must meet the
planned production of food, feed and
industrial crops. Territorially the most
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important task is to organize land use as
object management, removing various
obstacles administrative legal and socio-
economic factors, as well as reducing traffic
irrational production, moving equipment,
cattle races and reducing other costs related
to maintenance a large area. Therefore
territorial land use conditions not only affect
the economic performance of agricultural
production, but most often correct speciali-
zation of enterprises, their branches and
composition of their products.

Rational land use involves matching
the size of the land area of farmland and
their quality requirements the best
organization of production, management,
specialization and concentration of
production. Location of land plots within the
land use rights has various help reduce
production costs, improve productivity,
performance of all work in the optimum
agronomical terms. This rational, but in terms
of the economy — good land use should
create favorable conditions not only for a
particular company, but also for land use in

Ne 3—4'2012



Exonomixa ma exonocis 3emnekopucmyeanisi

Production
line (speci- | X N
alization)
Manpower
.>
_-é‘ ©
Sl 8| &
= | =y
sl 3all 21|«
k3] a > g
3| 2]|e
- T
o il 3} Ko
HIERIERIE:
e - o £
Material and © S 2 E
technical g B 2
resources B Q e
=} P4
= g
n
Investments
> > > g

Identification of land rights, determining land owners of land parcels (shares)

Determining the
location of land, of
which formed land

Defining resource

> potential land

Determining
configuration

Setting the limits of
elements Econet
Ukraine and land

management of the

territory

Determination of the
optimal ratio of land
and crop rotation

Organization of farm land territory

Determination of
territorial restrictions in
land use and land
easements

of a stock and the formation of land use

Installing and
registered restrictions
(encumbrances) of
rights to land

>

Pic. 2. Logic circuits forming land farms

neighboring plants, namely the system of
agricultural land.

Conclusions. The essence of the
economic paradigm of agricultural land in
a new land relations is to allocate a separate
sphere of economic, environmental and legal
property to land entities (owners of land
shares and entities — land users) according
to the forms and methods of land use for

the effective organization totality of all
social activity undertaken in the specific area
involving land factor in one form or another
and the respective rights in different scales
and with different functional content in
industrial and process of social and
livelihood formation and regulation of these
relations using the new institutional
economic theory.
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Ob6rpyHTOBaHO MapaaurMy eKOHOMIKU CifibCbKOrocrnoAapCcbkoro 3eMiekopucTyBaHHs B
YMOBax HOBUX 3eMefIbHUX BIAHOCUH, IKa MOSIArae y BUAIIEHHI B OKpeMy cgepy LifbHOCTI eKo-
HOMIYHMX, €KOJIOMHYHMX [ NPaBoBUX BIAHOCUH BJIACHOCTI Ha 3eMJTO CyO'€KTIB 3eMIeKOPUCTYBaHHS
(BNacHUKIB 3eMeslbHUX HacTOK Ta IOPUAMYHUX OCI6 — 3eMIeKopucTyBadyis) i popmMyBaHHS 1
PErynioBaHHa UMX BIAHOCKH i3 3aCTOCYBaHHAM HOBOI IHCTUTYLIOHa/IbHOI eKOHOMIYHOI Teopli.

* % %

ObocHoBaHa riapagnrma 3KOHOMUKU Ce/IbCKOX038MCTBEHHOrO 3eM/1ernoib30BaHNs B yc-
JIOBUSIX HOBbIX 3€MESIbHbIX OTHOLLEHWM, KOTOpasa 3akJ/Ilo4aeTcda B BblesieHn B OTAEJIbHYIO
cqbepy AeATESIbHOCTN 3KOHOMUHYECKNX, SKOJIOTMHYEeCKNX U paBOBbIX OTHOLLIEHUN COBCTBEHHOC-
™ Ha 3eMJiio C}/6beKTOB 3eMJIernosib30BaHVIA (CO6CTB€HHI/IKOB 3eMesIbHbIX Aoen u opnandec-
Knx Jinyg — 3@Mﬂel70ﬂb3OBaTeﬂ€I;l) 1z QD0,0I\/II/I,OOBaHMﬂ n perynnpoBaHua 3THUX OTHOLLIEHUN C
rnpuMeHeHnemM HoBoOWM MHCTMTyL[MOHaﬂbHOI;I 3KOHOMMYECKOM Teopunn.
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®dIHAHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHUA
MEXAHI3M PO3BUTKY 3EMEJIbHUX BIAHOCUH
Y KOHTEKCTI CTAJIOITO 3EMJIEKOPUCTYBAHHA

CreneHko O.B., kaHAm[ar eKOHOMIYHUX HayK
LY «IHCTUTYT eKOHOMIKM MPUPOLOKOPUCTYBAHHS Ta CTasioro po3BuTky HAH YkpaiHu»

BUCBITIEHO CYTHICTb | Mpobriemu 3eMenbHUX BIAHOCUH Ha Cy4acHOMY €eTari pPO3BUTKY
KkpaiHy. CehopMoOBaHO (iHaHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHUI MEXAHI3M PO3BUTKY 3eMEeJIbHUX BIHOCUH Ta
PO3MJIIHYTO OCHOBHI WIOr0 eneMeHTH.

MocraHoBka npobnemu. Nopans-
LWV PO3BUTOK CUCTEMU 3EMENBHUX BIAHO-
CWH B YKpalHi — aKkTyasnbHe NUTaHHS BITYM3-
HAHOI HayKu, Bif PO3B'S3aHHA SKOro
3anexaTb AISNbHICTb LiNol ranysi Hapona-
HOro rocnofapcTea, AoOpPobyT HaceneHHs
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Ta eeKTUBHICTb (PYHKLIOHYBAHHS TUCAY
nignNPUEMCTB.

3emMenbHI pecypcu K cknagoBa npu-
POAHO-PECYpPCHOro NoTeHLiany KpalHu € yHi-
KanbHUM OO'€KTOM, Ha KW CNPSIMOBaHI
IHTEepeCK BCiX YNEHIB CYCMiNbCTBA, OCKINbKY
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