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MONODEVELOPMENT OF AGRICULTURAL TERRITORIAL SYSTEMS:
THEIR TERRITORIAL STRUCTURE TRANSFORMATION

The article reveals a retrospective analysis of the concept of «agrarian territorial system» and clarifies the essence of the con-
cept of "mono-agrarian territorial system". The features of their formation in the theory of social geography have been presented. It
has been determined that the issue of research of agrarian territorial systems was actively paid attention by scientists of different
branches of knowledge. However, the study of agricultural systems was carried out in the generalization of the behavior of the stud-
ied object to the process of monodevelopment. In this case, the digital expression of the process of monodevelopment as the dynam-
ics of absolute data of a certain type, characterizing the highest level of generalization has been presented, as a rule, as an additional
characteristic of the object of study.

It has been proved that in the normative legal acts of Ukraine defining the essence of the concept of «rural area» there was a
disordered heterogeneous, often contradictory conceptual and terminological apparatus. It is characterized by chaos and inconsisten-
cy in the process of its use in research and management. The development of rural areas due to the peculiarities of their development
as monosystems of different hierarchical level has been considered. The development itself has been outlined as monodevelopment.
It has been determined that any numerical characteristic of the territory is the starting point of a specific process of monodevelopment
that takes place within it. Even without dynamic data, but comparing the starting points of the various processes of monodevelop-
ment, we can assume how they proceed in the analysed area. Of great importance is the study of monoprocesses (generalized at the
regional level) related to the use of natural resources of agricultural production, in particular the analysis of indicators of the value of
agricultural products; the cost of agricultural products sold by enterprises; the number of employees in Ukraine in general and in
agriculture, forestry and fisheries in particular; use of agricultural products.

We proved that for full coverage of the characteristics of rural development is not enough to study the course of a single
monoprotsesu within it, or several processes, but it is important to study them against the background of the territorial structure of
agricultural systems that will make it possible to understand the nature of their development as mono process and identify features of
formation agrarian territorial formations as monosystems. For the first time the category «monoagrarian locality» has been applied
and its essence has been revealed.

Key words: rural territory, rural area, agrarian territorial system, mono agrarian territorial system, mono agrarian locality,
mOonOpProcesses.

Hamania Cmouxo. MOHOPO3BHTOK AIPAPHHX TEPHTOPIAJIbHHX CHCTEM: TPAHC®OPMAI[IA iX
TEPHTOPIAJIbHOI CTPYKTYPH

VY cTaTTi pO3KPUTO PETPOCHEKTHBHUI aHANi3 MOHATTS «arpapHa TEpHTOpiajbHa CHCTEMa» Ta YTOYHEHO CYTHICTh MOHATTS
«MOHOArpapHa TEpUTOpialbHa CHCTEMay, HaBEIEeHO OCOOIMBOCTI iX (hopMyBaHHS B Teopii cycminpHOI reorpadii. BusnaueHo, mo
MMUTaHHIO JTOCTI/DKEHHS arpapHUX TEPUTOPIaIbHUX CUCTEM aKTHBHO NMPHIULUIIN 1 MPHUIISIOTh YBary BUEHI Pi3HHUX raimy3eil 3HaHb.
OyiHaK BUBUEHHS arpapHUX CHCTEM 3JIifICHIOBANOCS B yYMOBAxX IeHepali3alil MoBEeAiHKH JOCIIHKYBaHOTO 00’ €KTY JI0 IPOIECy MOHO-
po3Butky. [Ipu 1pomy, BueHHMH IMGPOBUII BUpa3 Mpolecy MOHOPO3BUTKY SIK AWHaMiKa aOCOJIOTHHX JAQHUX MEBHOTO BHIY, IO
XapakTepHU3yIOTh HAWBUIIMI piBEeHb reHepati3allii, T01aBaBcCs, SIK MPABHJIO, SIK JOAATKOBA XapaKTEPUCTUKA 00’ €KTY JOCTIPKEHHSL.

JloBeneHo, 10 B HOPMAaTHUBHO-NIPABOBHX aKTaxX YKpaiHH MOHSTTS «CiIbCbKA TEPUTOPIsS» HOCHTh HEBIOPSIKOBAHMI
PI3HOPIIHMIA, 9aCTO CYNMEPEeWINBHIA XapaKTep, IO MPOSBISETHCS B HE3PYYHOCTI HOTO BUKOPHCTAHHS SK IPH 3AIHCHEHHI HAYKOBHX
JIOCTI/PKEHb, TaK 1 B MPaKTHUII TOCHOJAPIOBaHHA. B CTaTTi PO3IISIHYTO PO3BHTOK CUTBCHKHX TEPHTOPIil SK MOHOCHCTEMH Pi3HOTO
iepapXi4HOTO piBHS, a caM MPOLEC iX PO3BHUTOK OKPECICHO SK MOHOPO3BHTOK. BH3Ha4YeHO, 0 Oy/b-sKa YHCIIOBA XapaKTePUCTHKA
TEPUTOPIi € TOUKOIO BIITIKY Mepediry KOHKPETHOTO MPOIECy MOHOPO3BUTKY, IO BiAOYBAETHCS B ii MekaX, TOOTO HABITh HE MArOUU
JMUHAMIYHUX JaHUX, ajie MOPIBHIOIOYM TOYKH BiJUIIKY mepediry pi3HHX NpPOIECiB MOHOPO3BUTKY, MOYKEMO NPHIYCTUTH, SIK BOHH
NPOTIKAIOTh HA aHATi30BaHii TepUTOPii. BiAMOBiIHO BeMHUe3HEe 3HAYCHHS Ma€ BUBUCHHS MOHOITPOIIECIB (TeHEpaTi30BaHUX Ha PErio-
HaJBHOMY piBHI), a camMe: aHaJli3 OKa3HUKIB BapTOCTI BUPOOICHOT IPOAYKLIi CIIbCHKOT0O TOCIOAAPCTBA; BAPTOCTI MPOAYKIIi CIlIbCh-
KOT'0 TOCIIO/IapCTBA, Peali3oBaHoOl MiAMPUEMCTBAMH; KIJIbKOCTI HaifMaHHUX MpaliBHUKIB B YKpaiHi 3arajoMm i B CiIbCbKOMY, JIICOBOMY
Ta puOHOMY rOCIIOIAPCTBI 30KpeMa; BUKOPHCTAHHS BHPOOJICHOT CLIBCHKOTOCIIONAPCHKOT IPOIYKIIii.

B xozi mociikeHHS TOBEAEHO, IO JUIS MOBHOMIHHOTO BHCBITJIICHHS OCOOJHMBOCTEl PO3BHUTKY CUTBCHKUX TEPUTOPIN HENO-
CTAaTHHO BUBYMTH MeEPeEOir SKOroch OJHOTO MOHOIPOIECY B il MeXax, Yd HaBiTh KiJIbKOX MPOLECIiB. AJie BayKIMBO BHBYATH IX Ha T
TEPUTOPiaIbHOI CTPYKTYPH arpapHHUX CHCTEM, LIO JACTh MOXJIMBICTh 3pO3YMITH CYTHICTh iX PO3BHTKY SIK MOHOINpOLECY i BUSBUTH
ocobsmBoCTi (hOpMyBaHHS arpapHUX TEPHTOPIaJIbHUX YTBOPEHb K MOHOCHCTEM. Briepiie 3acTOCOBaHO KaTeropiro «MOHOarpapHHit
JIOKAJTITET», PO3KPUTO T CYTHICTS.

Knrouogi cnosa: cinbcbka TEpUTOPIs, CiIbChKa MiCLEBICTh, arpapHa TEPUTOpiaJibHa CHCTEMa, MOHOArpapHa TepHTOpialbHa
cHcTeMa, MOHOArpapHuil JIOKaIiTeT, MOHOIPOLECH.

© Smochko N., 2020
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Hamanua Cmouxo. MOHOPA3BUTHE AI'PAPHBIX TEPPUTOPHUHA/IBHBIX CHCTEM: TPAHC®OPMALIHA HX
TEPPHTOPHAJIBHOH CTPYKTYPBI

B cTaTbhe packpbITO peTPOCIEKTUBHBIN aHAaIU3 MOHATHUS «arpapHas TEppUTOpUANIbHAS CUCTEMay U YyTOUHEHA CYIIHOCTb I10-
HATHSL «MOHOArpapHasi TeppUTOPHAIIbHASL CHCTEMay, IIPUBEICHBI 0COOCHHOCTH MX ()OPMHPOBAHUS B TEOPHU OONIECTBEHHOH reorpa-
¢un. OmnpeneneHo, 9To BOIPOCY UCCIEAOBAHMS arpapHBIX TEPPUTOPUATBHBIX CHCTEM aKTHBHO YACISUIM M YACISIOT BHUMaHHE yde-
HBIE pa3HbIX oOnacTelt 3HaHUH. OHAKO M3YYEHHE arpapHBIX CHCTEM OCYIIECTBIUIOCH B YCIOBHSAX TeHEpAM3AIMN MOBEICHUS HCC-
JIeZlyeMOro 00BbEKTa K MPOLEeccy MOHOPO3BUTKY. IIpy 3TOM, yueHbIMH LU(POBOE BHIpaXKEHUE MPOLIEcca MOHOPO3BUTKY KaK JUHAMHU-
Ka abCOJIIOTHBIX JAHHBIX OIPEIENICHHOTO BU/IA, XapaKTePU3YIOIIUe BEICOKUH yPOBEHb FeHEpAH3aliH, T0aBalics, KaK PaBHUIIo, KakK
JIOTIONTHUTENbHAS XapaKTePUCTHKA 00BEKTa HCCIIeIOBaHNUS.

Jloka3aHo, 9TO B HOPMAaTHUBHO-NPABOBBIX aKTaX YKpaWHBI MOHITHE «CEIbCKash TEPPUTOPHS) HOCUT HEYHMOPSJOUEHHBIH pa3-
HOPOJHBIN, JaCTO MPOTHBOPEUMBBIH XapaKTep, UTO MPOSBIAETCS B HEYI0OCTBE €ro HCHONb30BaHMS KaK IIPU OCYIIECTBICHUN Hayd-
HBIX MCCJICIOBAHUH, TaK U B IIPAKTUKE XO3AHCTBOBAHUSA. B cTaThe pacCMOTPEHO pa3BUTUE CENBbCKUX TEPPUTOPUM Kak MOHOCHCTEMBI
Pa3IMYHOTO HepapXUIecKOro YPOBHS, a caM IIPOIIeCC HX pa3BUTHA 0003HaueH Kak MoHopasButue. OnperneneHo, Y4To JIo0ast 9nuciio-
Basl XapaKTEpPUCTHKA TEPPUTOPUU SBIIETCS TOUKOM OTCYETa TEUCHUS KOHKPETHOIO MPOLiecca MOHOPA3BUTHUS, YTO IPOUCXOJUT B €€
npejenax, To eCTh AaXke He MMesl JUHAMHUYECKUX JaHHBIX, HO CpaBHHMBAas TOUKU OTCYETa TEUCHHUS Pa3IMYHBIX IPOLIECCOB MOHOPA3-
BUTHSI, MOXKEM TIPEATIONOKUTh, YTO OHU MPOTEKAIOT Ha aHamM3upyeMoil Teppuropuu. CoriaacHo 3TOMY, OTPOMHOE 3HaYeHHE HUMEeT
H3ydeHHe MOHOIPOIECCOB (T€HEPaNN30BaHHBIX Ha PETMOHAIBHOM ypPOBHE), HIMEHHO: aHalIu3 MOoKa3aTelaell CTOMMOCTH NMPOMYKIHH
CEIbCKOTO XO3SHMCTBA; CTOMMOCTH HNPOIYKINH CENbCKOTO XO3SHCTBA, PEan30BaHHON MPEANPHUATHAME; KOJIHYECTBA HAEMHBIX pado-
THHUKOB B YKpPaWHE B IIEJIOM U B CEIbCKOM, JIECHOM U PHIOHOM XO3SIHCTBE B YaCTHOCTH; HCIOJIB30BAHMS IIPOU3BEJCHHOM CETbCKOXO-
351CTBEHHON IPOJYKIUH.

B xopne uccieoBaHus A0KA3aHO, YTO JUIS TOJTHOLIEHHOTO OCBEIIEHUsI OCOOCHHOCTEH Pa3BUTHS CENbCKUX TEPPUTOPHUIl HEll0-
CTaTOYHO M3YYHUTh XOJ] KAKOT0-TO OJJHOTO MOHOIIPOIIECCa B €€ MpeeNax, WIIM HECKOJIBKHX mpoueccoB. [Ipu 3ToM, BaKHO H3ydaTh UX
Ha ()OHE TePPUTOPHANBHOI CTPYKTYpPHI arpapHbIX CHCTEM, YTO MO3BOJHT HOHAThH CYIIHOCTh MX Pa3BUTHUSI KaK MOHOIPOIECC M BBIS-
BUTb OCOOEHHOCTH (pOPMHPOBAHHS arpapHBIX TEPPUTOPHANBHBIX 00pa30oBaHMI Kak MOHOCHCTEM. BriepBble IPUMEHEHO KaTErOpPHIO
«MOHOArpapHUH JIOKAIUTET», PACKPBITO €€ CYITHOCTb.

Kniouesvie cnosa: cenbckasi TEpPUTOPHUS, CENbCKAsi MECTHOCTD, arpapHasi TEppUTOPHAIbHAS CHCTEMa, MOHOATrpapHas TeppH-
TOpHAaIbHASI CHCTEMA, MOHOArPapHbIH JIOKAIUTET, MOHOIIPOIIECCHI.

Problem’s statement. In the context of modern others.
challenges to geographical science related to the com- It was in the 50-60s of the twentieth century, when
plexity and change of the geosystem content, the analy- with the development of economic geography as a sci-
sis and improvement of the organization, structure, pat- ence of location of production, including agricultural
terns of development of complex geosystems - territorial production, the ideas about specialized agro-industrial
social systems becomes relevant. It makes up the modern and other integrated economic-territorial complexes,
geographical space characterized by constant transfor- economic nodes, territorial-economic systems, econom-
mations in the territorial organization of society. There is ic-geographical and socio-territorial complexes were
a constant search for optimal forms, structures, and mod- actively developed. Scientists of the Sector of Geogra-
els of territorial system organization, as well as the study phy of the USSR Academy of Sciences substantiated the
of social and geographical processes under the influence basics of economic-geographical complexology, pro-
of which they are transformed. posed the main aspects of system-structural analysis of

Despite the importance of forming territorial sys- the production-territorial complex (VTK - sectoral, func-
tems at different hierarchical levels, so far, the problem tional, and territorial). They were later improved and
of monoformations and prerequisites for the principles of supplemented by organizational and managerial one.
formation of territorial monosystems has not been re- Then such concepts-categories as "functional structure",
flected in fundamental studies of social geography, due, “territorial ~structure", "branch integration", "agro-
on the one hand, the novelty of this area, on the other industrial territorial system™, "agrarian-territorial com-
study of monofunctional cities (as a basic category of plex", "interbranch territorial system™ and a few others
mono-development) by different scientific schools. Ac- entered scientific circulation [7].
cordingly, the mono-development of agrarian territorial And in the 70s of the twentieth century in economic
systems and the transformation of their structure in the and social geography, the geographical scientific school
field of view of scientists did not take place. of M. Palamarchuk was developed. It was gradually en-

Analysis of recent researches and publications. riched by research of a socio-geographical nature. The
The development of agrarian territorial systems has been active formation of the theory of modern social geogra-
actively studied and is being studied by scientists in var- phy began. It acquired the features of a complex charac-
ious fields of knowledge. But especially actively agrari- ter. These achievements were used by M. Palamarchuk
an territorial systems were studied first in economic and and his students in revealing the essence of the agro-
social geography, and later in social geography in the industrial complex, the conditions and factors of its for-
works of A. Vashchenko, G. Balabanov, M. Biletsky, mation and patterns of development. The basic laws of
M. Vlach, 1. Gorlenko, J. Zhupansky, L. Zastavetskaya, complex formation in the country were developed, the
O. Zastavetskaya, F. Zastavny, V. Zakharchenko, typology of agro-industrial complex (hereinafter - AIC)
R. Ivanukh, S. Ishchuk, M. Knysh, P. Maslyak, V. Na- was substantiated, as well as the theory of functional and
girna, J. Oliynyk, M. Palamarchuk, O. Palamarchuk, territorial structures of agro-industrial complexes was
M. Pistun, 1. Pushkar , V. Rudenko, L. Rudenko, developed, the essence of agro-industrial integration
D. Stechenko, M. Fashchevsky, O. Shabli, P. Shishchen- investigated separate specialized and integrated agro-
ko, V. Shchabelska, R.Yazynina, T. Yasnyuk and industrial complex. At that time, the laws of develop-
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ment and territorial organization of agro-industrial com-
plexes and production-territorial systems in the field of
production and processing of various types of agricultur-
al products were revealed, specialized plant and live-
stock complexes were comprehensively studied. In addi-
tion, the classification of agro-industrial complexes ac-
cording to various criteria was carried out. Experts note
that the period of 75-85 years of the twentieth century
was the most productive in the study of agriculture [7].

Of course, at that time, economists and regional
economists played a major role in the study of agrarian
territorial systems, i.e., scientists in those fields of
knowledge that are most related to economic and social
geography and social geography in general.

In the XX-XXI centuries the issue of research of
agrarian territorial systems has been actively paid and is
being paid attention to by scientists, economists and re-
gional economists, namely: V. Andriychuk, E. Boyko,
V. Borshchevsky, F. Vazhynsky, L. Vorkun, S. Vasyl-
chak, P. Haidutsky, Yu. Gubeni, M. Dolishniy,
D. Domanchuk, 1. Zalutsky, I. Kyrylenko, O. Krysalny,
M. Kropyvka, V. Krupin, I. Kulish, V. Lipchuk, E. May-
ovets, O. Mazurenko, M. Malik, V. Mesel-Veselyak,
B. Panasyuk, H. Prytula, I. Prokopa, P. Sabluk,
V. Tregobchuk, A. Tretyak, R. Trinko, M. Khorunzhiy,
V. Chemeris, G. Cherevko, J. Shevchuk, L. Shepotko,
V. Yurchyshyn, K. Yakuba, I. Yatsiv and other research-
ers. The analysis of the works of the above-mentioned
scientists allowed us to conclude that the substantiation
of complex formation, typology of agro-industrial com-
plex, development of the theory of functional and territo-
rial structures of agro-industrial complexes, research of
agro-industrial integration, typological study of agro-
industrial complexes. territorial organization of agro-
industrial complexes and production-territorial systems
in the field of production and processing of various types
of agricultural products, research of specialized crop and
livestock complexes, development of classification of
agro-industrial complexes according to various criteria,
as well as study of other phenomena generalization of
the behavior of the studied object to the process of
monodevelopment. But this technique was used at the
highest level of generalization mainly as verbal and was
confirmed at this level, usually by one indicator. The
verbal result of generalization was shown as something
familiar, clear to all, and its true meaning as a course of
the process of monodevelopment remained latent. In this
case, the digital expression of the monodevelopment
process as the dynamics of absolute data of a certain
type, characterizing the highest level of generalization,
was presented, as a rule, as an additional characteristic of
the object of study.

The purpose of the research. Many well-known
Ukrainian scientists and geographers, in particular
M. Baransky, I. Dudnik, O. Zastavetskaya, S. Ishchuk,
L. German, Ya. Oliynyk, M. Palamarchuk, V. Petlin,
O. Topchiev, O. Sabers and others studied territorial
systems in geographical space at different stages of de-
velopment of social geography. In their works, each sci-
entist tried to improve the existing theoretical basis for
defining territorial systems as socio-geographical sys-
tems in general, and our task to establish as a mono-
development of agricultural territorial systems can be
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presented, reflected, understood through the transfor-
mation of their territorial structure as a generalized pro-
cess of monodevelopment.

The results of the research. To establish how the
mono-development of agrarian territorial systems can be
presented, reflected, understood through the transfor-
mation of their territorial structure as through a general-
ized process of mono-development, we must first under-
stand what we mean by "agrarian territorial system". It
should be noted that the concept of “agrarian territorial
system" is replaced in the legal field of Ukraine by the
concept of "rural area”. Of course, we could ignore that.
But we must consider the fact that any science must re-
spond to the demands of practice and really reflect the
true situation. Of course, this also applies to social geog-
raphy. If in the practice of management, the concept of
"rural territory™ is widespread, it is expedient to consider
how close it is or far from the concept of "agrarian terri-
torial system”. We consider different definitions of the
essence of the concept of "rural area™ in the regulations
of Ukraine (Table 1).

The data in Table 1 show that in our time there is a
disordered heterogeneous in the regulations of Ukraine,
often contradictory conceptual and terminological appa-
ratus. The concepts of "rural area", "rural area", "village"
are not filled with a clear meaning, often have a double
meaning, which adds confusion and omissions in their
use both in research and in business practice.

Obviously, in almost all regulations in defining the
essence of the concepts denoted by the above terms, pri-
ority is given to the functional approach, which is ex-
pressed in terms of the share of employment in agricul-
ture, it is emphasized that it should exceed the share of
employment in industry. But, in general, considering the
highest level of generalization, it is latently considered
that the rural area should include all those areas that are
not urban. It is interesting that in the EU countries the
interpretation of rural areas is like the understanding of
this concept in Ukraine. This is emphasized in various
literature sources, in the monograph of the staff of the
Institute of Regional Studies named after M. Dolishny
"Carpathian region: current issues and prospects for de-
velopment. Vol. 4. Rural areas "[5; p.21].

That is why the concept of "rural area”, "village" is
important to consider due to the peculiarities of their
development as monosystems of different hierarchical
levels, and the development itself to be described as
monodevelopment. This will make it possible to re-
evaluate the individual, distinguishing it from the gen-
eral, and to predict its behavior in the future. Note that
scientists on an intuitive level have done this before. For
example, consider the statement contained in the scien-
tific report "Agrarian and rural development for growth
and renewal of the Ukrainian economy" edited by Corre-
sponding Member NAS of Ukraine O. Borodina and Dr.
of economical sciences O. Shubravska: “Agriculture is
traditionally an important component of the domestic
economic complex. Trends and prospects for the devel-
opment of the industry are determined by the general
state of the national economy, which, in turn, is signifi-
cantly affected by the dynamics of the main indicators of
agricultural activity.
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Table 1

Defining the essence of the concept of "'rural area’ in normative legal acts of Ukraine *

Name of regulations

The essence of the concept of "'rural
area", according to the legal act

Signs of rural areas as mono-
territories, i.e., monosystems

Law of Ukraine "On the
priority of social develop-
ment of the village and
agro-industrial complex in
the national economy"
(from 17.10.1990 Ne 400-
XI.

Rural areas are identified with rural areas.

In practice, it is a question of linking the
problems of rural development to the
agro-industrial complex, that is obvious-
ly, the peculiarities of the coexistence of
different types of monosystems are con-
sidered.

Law of Ukraine "On plan-
ning of territorial infra-
structure of rural areas"
(from 07.04.2005)

Rural area is an area where the share of the
rural population in its total population
exceeds 15-50%.

Rural territory is divided into 1) clearly
defined rural area - the share of rural
population in its total population
exceeds 50%; 2) rural areas - the share
of rural population is 15-50% of the
population.

Law of Ukraine "On Agri-
culture” (from 10.08.2011)

Rural territory is a set of rural settlements
and adjacent agricultural lands (lands),
historically formed within the legally de-
fined boundaries, which combines adminis-
trative-territorial (villages, rural settle-
ments, village councils) and territorial-
functional (agricultural production, pro-
cessing products, its storage and sale) be-
longing to the creation of appropriate work-
ing and living conditions and ensuring food
security of the country.

In fact, it is a latent combination of
monosystems of different hierarchical
levels and different types.

Law of Ukraine "On Stim-
ulating the Development of
Regions" (dated September
8, 2005, Ne 2850-1V)

A rural area is an area in which the share of
those employed in agriculture exceeds the
share of those employed in industry.

The rural area is considered, in essence,
as a monosystem of the local level with
specific parameters.

Law of Ukraine "On the
basic principles of state
agricultural policy for the
period up to 2015" (dated
18.10.2005, Ne 2982-1V)

The document declares the integrated de-
velopment of rural areas and the solution of
social problems in rural areas as one of the
strategic goals of the state agricultural poli-

cy.

The main components of such develop-
ment are: development of social infra-
structure; regulation of demographic
processes, stimulating the development
of depressed areas; equalization of living
conditions of urban and rural population;
increase employment, etc.

""State target program for
the development of
Ukrainian villages for the
period up to 2015" (dated
15.09.2007, Ne 1158)

The concept of "Ukrainian village™ is iden-
tified with the concept of "rural area".

Rural development issues include their
social security, engineering infra-
structure, use of natural resources, agro-
industrial production, land management
and environmental safety, problems of
depression, etc.

The only comprehensive
strategy and action plan for
the development of agri-
culture and rural areas in
Ukraine for 2015-2020

A rural development policy has been de-
clared that will consider local needs and
stimulate local initiatives. At the same
time, there is no definition of "rural area",
but such terms as "agriculture™ and "rural
area" are actively used.

Realistic strategic concept and general
principles of reforming the agricultural
sector for the period 2015-2020 to
increase its competitiveness and
promote sustainable development of
rural areas in accordance with inter-
national and European standards.

"Concept of the national
program of sustainable
development of rural areas
until 2020" (dated
03.02.2010, Ne121-r.)

There is no clear definition of the category
"rural area" in the Concept, although it is
obvious that they are identified with the
areas where agriculture and agricultural
processing, rural social sphere (demogra-
phy, unemployment, motivation to work,
labor migration, poverty, social infrastruc-
ture) are located. , village ecology, etc.

ldentification of local territorial multi-
functional monosystems.

* Compiled by the author

21



2020

Yaconuc coyianbHo-eKoHoMIYHOoI 2eo2pagdii

sunyck 29

It is obvious that here the agriculture development
of a certain territory (state of Ukraine) is considered as a
monoprocess, the course of which depends on other
monoprocesses (for example, the development of the
national economy) [1, p.15]. Our conclusion is con-
firmed by the following phrase from the same report:
"Specifics of agricultural production, namely: the nature
of products (consumed en masse), belonging to the pri-
mary sector of the economy (subject to significant price
fluctuations), dependence on weather conditions, pro-
vokes crop volatility, gross fees and profitability of pro-
ducers), determines in a given period the direction and
degree of influence of the industry on the macroeconom-
ic situation in the country "[1, p.15].

The "Unified Comprehensive Strategy and Action

Plan for Agriculture and Rural Development in Ukraine
for 2015-2020", which is based on the "Sustainable De-
velopment Strategy™ Ukraine - 2020 " defines a "long-
term concept of agricultural and rural development”,
which allows we can say that in this case we consider
two separate processes of mono-development at a high
(national) level of generalization: "agricultural develop-
ment" and "rural development”, which depend on the
course of other mono-processes [4; 15].

Similarly, the processes of mono-development in
rural areas are considered at the regional level. In this
case, any analysis is always preceded by a general de-
scription of the region. We describe for example the
Carpathian region of Ukraine (Table 2).

Table 2

General characteristics of the Carpathian region *

(dates on 01.01.2020)

Territory Territory, Number of Including The fraction of
thousand available urban, rural, urban population,
of km? populations, thousand of | thousand of %
thousand of people people
people

Transcarpathian region 12,8 1253,8 465,9 787,9 37,2
Ivano-Frankivsk region 13,9 1368,1 606,8 761,3 444

Lviv region 21,8 25121 1534,0 978,1 61,1
Chernivtsi region 8,1 901,6 390,5 511,1 43,3
Carpathian region 56,6 6035,6 2997,2 3038,4 49,7
Ukraine 603,5 41902,4 29139,3 12763,1 69,5

Part of the Carpathian re-

gion in Ukraine, 6 % 9.4 144 103 2338 )

* Calculated by the author according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine [10]

Any numerical characteristic of the territory is the
starting point of a particular process of monodevelop-
ment that takes place within it. Even without dynamic
data but comparing the starting points of different pro-
cesses of monodevelopment, we can assume how they
proceed in the analysed area (eg, the Carpathian region)
or its parts (regions of the Carpathian region). If we con-
sider that the Carpathian region occupies an area of 9.4%
in Ukraine, and 14.4% of the total population and 23.8%
of the rural population live in it, which indicates a higher
density of the existing population and a much higher
density of the rural population, than the average in
Ukraine. This is a kind of confirmation that some mono-
demographic processes have retained their specificity in
the Carpathian region to this day and the identification of
that specificity requires consideration of each process of
monodevelopment.

The study of monoprocesses related to the use of
natural resources of agricultural production is also of
great importance. For example, according to the State
Statistics Service and the Ministry of Ecology and Natu-
ral Resources of Ukraine, which are given in the scien-
tific report "Agrarian and rural development for growth
and renewal of the Ukrainian economy" in the country as
a whole there is:
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agricultural mastery of the territory - more 70%;
ploughing of lands - almost 54% (scientifically sub-
stantiated level: up to 35-40%);

ecologically unstable land use, steady tendency of
deterioration of soil quality: their acidification
(14%), salinization and salinization (4%), over-
compaction (about 39%), dehumidification (43%);
annual negative balance of all batteries;

about a third of arable land is under threat of water
and wind erosion;

water deficit management [1, p.16].

In the Carpathian region, attention should be paid to
floods, which cause environmentally unsustainable land
use, increased threat of water erosion and more. But, in
general, as noted by V. Yakubiv, in the Carpathian re-
gion there are initial resource reserves necessary for the
establishment of efficient agricultural production it con-
cerns the provision of agricultural land, fixed assets and
labour [18].

Very often the rural areas of a particular region are
characterized by the value of agricultural products,
which, if taken over several years at comparable prices,
is also a process of mono-development, generalized at
the regional level. We presented and analysed the fol-
lowing data (Table 3).




2020

Yaconuc coyianrbHo-ekoHoMiuHoi 2eo2padii

sunyck 29

Agricultural products *

Table 3

(at constant prices in 2016, UAH million)

Territory Farms of all categories
agricultural products mcluqllng
crop products | livestock products

Agricultural products for 2013
Transcarpathian region 8812,6 4623,5 4189,1
Ivano-Frankivsk region 12590,1 6682,6 5907,5
Lviv region 19763,2 12434,9 7328,3
Chernivtsi region 10206,6 6797,8 3408,8
Carpathian region 51372,5 30538,8 20833,7
Ukraine 613429,4 463558,5 149870,9
Part of the Carpathian region in Ukraine 8,4 6,6 13,9

Agricultural products for 2014
Transcarpathian region 8811,6 4773,5 4038,1
Ivano-Frankivsk region 13395,2 7358,5 6036,7
Lviv region 20868,8 13702,1 7166,7
Chernivtsi region 10644,8 7328,4 3316,4
Carpathian region 53720,4 33162,6 20557,9
Ukraine 626925,1 477747 ,4 149177,7
Part of the Carpathian region in Ukraine 8,6 6,9 13,7

Agricultural products for 2015
Transcarpathian region 8369,0 4551,3 3817,7
Ivano-Frankivsk region 12775,9 6912,3 5863,6
Lviv region 20237,4 13198,5 7038,9
Chernivtsi region 9684,9 6438,5 3246,4
Carpathian region 51067,2 31100,6 19966,6
Ukraine 596832,8 453016,9 143815,9
Part of the Carpathian region in Ukraine 8,6 6,9 13,9

Agricultural products for 2016
Transcarpathian region 8092,4 4613,8 3478,6
Ivano-Frankivsk region 12979,0 7483,7 5495,3
Lviv region 20741,0 13860,9 6880,1
Chernivtsi region 9674,4 6489,6 3184,8
Carpathian region 51486,8 32448,0 19038,8
Ukraine 634433,1 494461,9 139971,2
Part of the Carpathian region in Ukraine 8,1 6,6 13,6

Agricultural products for 2017
Transcarpathian region 8214,3 4527,2 3687,1
Ivano-Frankivsk region 13512,3 8070,7 5441,6
Lviv region 22029,3 14926,9 7102,4
Chernivtsi region 10197,8 7082,4 3115,4
Carpathian region 53953,7 34607,2 19346,5
Ukraine 620475,6 480157,0 140318,6
Part of the Carpathian region in Ukraine 8,7 7,2 13,8

Agricultural products for 2018
Transcarpathian region 8781,1 4768,9 4012,2
Ivano-Frankivsk region 13685,5 8153,7 5531,8
Lviv region 22818,7 15522,3 7296,4
Chernivtsi region 10722,6 7631,7 3090,9
Carpathian region 56007,9 36076,6 19931,3
Ukraine 671294,0 529347,5 141946,5
Part of the Carpathian region in Ukraine 8,3 6,8 14,0

* Calculated by the author according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine [10]
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Analysis of the monoprocess "agricultural products
(at constant prices in 2016, UAH million)" in the Carpa-
thian region allows us to conclude that, despite slight
annual fluctuations in the period 2013-2018, its produc-
tion remained stable, as well as the share production of
the Carpathian region in Ukraine in general.

No less important is the analysis of sold products on
the background of manufactured. Although we do not
provide all the data for the same years as the production
of agricultural products and give the cost of agricultural
products sold by enterprises only in 2019 (Table 4), we
can only state that in this case the situation is similar to
with the production of agricultural products.

Table 4
Cost of agricultural products sold by enterprises in 2019 *
Territory The total cost Including
UAH | . in% until |. in% until
million  |IN % until 2018 crop products 2018 livestock products 2018
Transcarpathian region 798,9 83,3 706,0 82,8 92,9 87,7
Ivano-Frankivsk region 6276,2 104,6 4035,7 126,2 2240,5 80,0
Lviv region 11628,8 102,5 7977,4 104,8 3651,4 97,7
Chernivtsi region 2178,2 92,9 15194 86,8 658,8 111,0
Ukraine 409306,7 103,8 340463,2 105,1 68843,5 97,7

* Calculated by the author according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine [10]

The process of mono-development such as the
number of employees in Ukraine in general and in agri-
culture, forestry and fisheries is extremely important and
indicative (Table 5). Its analysis allows us to build sev-
eral hypotheses about labour productivity, its equipment,
the availability of jobs in the agricultural sector and so
on.

However, it should be noted that according to ex-
perts, as of July 2018, the agro-industrial complex of

Ukraine employs a total of 3 million people. At the same
time, some of them believe that “the share of agricultural
production in the structure of Ukraine's economy, if its
state support is continued, may increase from 18% to
25%. For 6 months of 2018, the growth of agricultural
production was 11.4%, and the average monthly salary
in agriculture in January-May 2018 - 6524 hryvnia,
which is 24.5% higher than the same period last year
"[27].

Table 5

Number of employees in Ukraine in general and in agriculture, forestry, and fisheries in particular *

Years | Number of em- In% Number of employees in In% The fraction of employees in
ployees in until agriculture, forestry and until agriculture, forestry, and
Ukraine in total, 2010 fisheries (according to 2010 fisheries from all employees in
persons CVED-2010), persons Ukraine, in %
2010 7836443 100.0 724820 100.0 9.2
2011 7712429 98.4 711019 98.1 9.2
2012 7577595 96.7 697816 96.3 9.2
2013 7285562 92.3 652133 89.9 9.0
2014 6192987 79.0 596039 82.2 9.6
2015 5778120 73.7 569383 78.6 9.9
2016 5713871 72.9 583428 80.5 10.2
2017 5714585 72.9 558157 77.0 9.8
2018 5870601 74.9 545763 75.3 9.3
2019 6241889 79.6 535012 73.8 8.6

* Calculated by the author according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine [10]

Of great importance for understanding the peculiari-
ties of the development of agriculture is the study of
such a monoprocess as "the use of agricultural products".
If we take into account that according to state statistics
for 8 months of 2018, about 77% of Ukrainian agricul-
tural exports are raw materials, and the annual harvest of
Ukraine — an average of 60 million tons of grain, of
which 40 million tons are exported as raw materials, it is
obvious that Ukraine loses the opportunity to employ
26.6 thousand people a year and loses 4.8 trillion. UAH
GDP [12].

This conclusion is especially important for the Car-
pathian region, where, as evidenced by the above materi-

24

al, the rural population predominates, and the share of
agricultural production in Ukraine in recent years is
more than 8% of its production in Ukraine.

The above data and their analysis allow us to con-
clude that for a full coverage of the peculiarities of rural
development is not enough to study the course of any
one monoprocess within it, or even several processes.
Along with the consideration of the concepts of "rural
territory”, "rural area", "village" and their assessment
due to the peculiarities of the processes of monodevel-
opment as monosystems of different hierarchical levels,
it is important to ask about the structure of the above
territorial entities. Thus, in the monograph "Carpathian
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region: current issues and prospects for development: a
monograph in 8 volumes / NAS of Ukraine. Institute for
Regional Studies; Science. ed. V.S. Tailors. — Lviv,
2013. — Volume 4. Rural territories"”, performed at the
Institute of Regional Studies of the National Academy of
Sciences of Ukraine, although it is noted that in general,
most legal documents devoted to the research uses a ter-
ritorial and sectoral approach to rural development.
Thus, it is latently confirmed that the territorial structure
remains out of the attention of managers and researchers
of many fields of knowledge. It is specified that these
documents, first, are dominated by either territorial bind-
ing on several grounds, or sectoral, according to which
the problems of rural development are inextricably
linked with the functioning of the agro-industrial com-
plex [5, p.8]. However, territorial affiliation is only a
location, and the territorial structure of agricultural sys-
tems is an element of the socio-geographical landscape
as one of the main features of the territory. Only against
the background of the territorial structure of agrarian
systems it is possible to understand the essence of their
development as a monoprocess and to reveal the peculi-
arities of the formation of agrarian territorial formations
as monosystems.

In fact, the issue of the territorial structure of both
rural areas and agrarian territorial systems is covered
very poorly in the regulatory field. For example, the
“Unified Comprehensive Strategy and Action Plan for
Agriculture and Rural Development in Ukraine for 2015-
2020” focuses on the need to “improve the operational
activities of food chain participants”, to build and mod-
ernize the production, warehousing and processing po-
tential of the industry and logistics infrastructure”, "em-
powering Ukrainian agricultural business and increasing
its competitiveness" and even "developing diversified
and innovative production structures” and attracting for-
eign investment, but practically no mention of the terri-
torial structure of rural areas or agricultural territorial
systems [4].

Thus, the task set above by the text (to establish as a
mono-development of agrarian territorial systems can be
presented, reflected, understood through the transfor-
mation of their territorial structure, which in turn can be
presented as a generalized process of mono-
development) requires, first, clarification of "mono-
agrarian territorial system".

Note that the concept of "mono-agrarian territorial
system" is consonant with the concepts introduced into
social geography by various scholars to denote the pri-
mary territorial indivisible parts of society. Yes, E. Ala-
yev calls such a primary indivisible territorial part of
society a simplex and defines it as the primary elemen-
tary object of socio-geographical research [2, p.54]. O.
Topchiev uses the term "operational territorial unit" to
denote such objects [16, p.125], and A. Skopin — "locali-
ty" [13, p.116]. G. Podgrushny allows the use of the term
"locality”, but clarifies the essence of the concept, which
is denoted by this term, emphasizing that the locality is a
kind of "cell" of public space and at the same time acts
as a local projection of the component structure of the
region. its main blocks, represented at their elementary
primary level (local society, specific economic and natu-
ral resources, etc.). In his opinion, depending on the spe-
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cialization of the economy (the type of economic activity
that forms it) localities can be resource-producing, agri-
cultural, industrial, transport and communication, ser-
vice, information, etc. [10, p.51]. The scientist notes that
the sites are combined based on a common engineering
infrastructure of the territories of societies, direct and
indirect links between economic objects and thus form
different sizes and functional types of settlements, which
are local forms of territorial organization of society [10,
p.51].

In his opinion, depending on the specialization of
the economy (the type of economic activity that forms it)
localities can be resource-producing, agricultural, indus-
trial, transport and communication, service, information,
etc. [10, p.51]. The scientist notes that the sites are com-
bined based on a common engineering infrastructure of
the territories of societies, direct and indirect links be-
tween economic objects and thus form different sizes
and functional types of settlements, which are local
forms of territorial organization of society [10, p.51].

But before we continue this point, we note that the
issue of studying agricultural territorial systems as im-
portant system-specific objects of socio-geographical
science has been on the agenda since the middle of the
last century. For a long time they were studied as agro-
industrial complexes. There was even a branch of social
geography, which was called "geography of the agro-
industrial complex”. It was briefly described in the refer-
ence literature as "a branch of economic and social geog-
raphy that studies the agro-industrial complex in the ter-
ritorial aspect: patterns of development, structure, forms
of concentration of production and differences” Ukraini-
an scientist V. Nagirna [6].

V.Nagirnaya emphasizes that “the geography of ag-
riculture includes the location and location of its main
areas: agriculture, which forms the raw material of agri-
culture (production of grain, sugar beets, sunflowers,
fruits and vegetables, meat and milk, etc.); processing of
agricultural raw materials by types of production: granu-
lated sugar, flour, canned fruits and vegetables, oil, meat
and dairy products, etc. (main centers, their raw material
areas, forms of economic activity); procurement, storage,
transportation and sale of agricultural products; produc-
tion of means of agro-industrial production, its mainte-
nance (production of agricultural machines and equip-
ment for the processing industry, production of plant
protection products, information, scientific, educational,
advertising, consulting activities)" [6]. We would like to
add that the focus of geography of the agro-industrial
complex is its territorial organization. In addition, if we
consider the production of equipment, machinery, infor-
mation, scientific research, etc., it is obvious that the
agro-industrial complex extends to cities, where such
production is mainly concentrated, with its subsystems
and elements.

Livestock complexes and, ultimately, any other as-
pects of rural development related to the most diverse
activities within them, i.e. within the most diverse agri-
cultural systems, have been studied in a similar way.

Note that the agro-industrial complex is studied by
other fields of knowledge. It is often seen as "part of the
economy, which combines the production of agricultural
products, its agricultural processing, logistics of the vil-
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lage". At the same time, emphasis is placed on the fact
that the agro-industrial complex unites industries that
produce means of production and maintenance of the
complex, as well as industries for storage, processing,
and sale of agricultural products [14].

But, even in this case, scientists often use the intui-
tive study of monoprocesses of formation and develop-
ment of agricultural territorial systems.

It is the use of mono-development processes that
should be the basis for determining the agrarian territori-
al system in general and the "mono-agrarian territorial
system" in particular. In this case, it is necessary to con-
sciously choose a monoprocess - a function (feature),
which should be accepted as fundamental in this case.

If a relatively small territorial system of the local
level has one function (feature) associated with agricul-
tural production, then we can call such a system a mono-
agricultural territorial system or based on the terminolo-
gy of G. Pidgrushny as a mono-agricultural locality.

The definition of mono-agricultural territorial sys-
tems is not only theoretical for the further development
of socio-geographical science, but also of great practical
importance, as it will allow a more balanced approach to
the functional zoning of the territory at the local level
and offer effective measures for use of such territorial
entities, taking into account the laws and patterns of their
development as socio-geographical territorial systems, as
well as to provide for the complication of their structure
as a result of violation of mono-agrarianism.

Mono-agrarian territorial systems can be considered
as territorial systems of another hierarchical level (re-
gional, national), if agricultural production in them in
terms of output or other indicators exceeds all other in-
dustries. But in today's world there are almost no such
systems.

Of course, we can ask the question or talk about the
conditional monoagrarian nature of individual territorial
systems at a particular hierarchical level for a particular
function or feature, but solving this question requires in-
depth large-scale research. In the conditions of fleeting
changes in all spheres of public life nowadays such ques-
tion is very difficult for the decision. After all, there is a
constant transformation of mono-agricultural systems in
connection with the acceleration and intensification of
certain factors, primarily such as the adoption of certain
regulations. Various researchers have repeatedly written
about this. Thus, L. Gazuda and N. Yaremchuk in the
article "Dynamics of agricultural production in Ukraine
and the Carpathian region" note that the impetus for
transformational changes in the process of agrarian re-
form was the adoption of the Decree of the President of

Ukraine "On urgent measures to accelerate reform agri-
cultural sector of the economy ", and their effectiveness
was an increase in the number of households and, ac-
cordingly, a decrease in the number of agricultural en-
terprises through their reorganization [3, p.43; 11].

Conclusions and perspectives of further re-
search. From the results of our study, we can draw the
following conclusions;

1. The use of the method of generalization to iden-
tify and study the monoprocesses of development that
occur in territorial systems of different hierarchical lev-
els is widespread, but it is carried out intuitively and
unconsciously not only in various fields of knowledge
that study the agricultural sector, but also in social geog-
raphy, in which the method of generalization is the most
common and most widely used. At the current stage of
development of socio-geographical science, it is im-
portant to consciously use the analysis of monoprocesses
that occur in the agricultural sector.

2. Conscious use of development feature reflection
of research object (agrarian territorial systems) gives the
chance to outline in the most general features the main
signs or the most general tendencies of their develop-
ment without which it is impossible to construct hypoth-
eses concerning a condition and perspective behavior of
agrarian territorial systems to their study.

3. The study of individual monoprocesses of stud-
ied object development does not allow to analyze all
possible development aspects of agrarian territorial sys-
tems and features of agrarian territorial monosystem
formation, therefore it is necessary to study as many
monoprocesses as possible when studying various agrar-
ian monosystems. The experience gained during this
study allows us to state that the number of studied mon-
oprocesses related to the object of study determines the
generalization of the scientific idea about the object and
its probable behavior in the future.

4. In isolating and studying the monoprocesses of
agrarian territorial system development, special attention
should be paid to those monoprocesses that actively in-
fluence the structure of agrarian territorial systems and
even determine it. Without knowledge of the agricultural
territorial system structure, it is impossible to predict
their long-term development.

5. We believe that if a relatively small territorial
system of the local level has one function (feature) asso-
ciated with agricultural production, then such a system
can be called a mono-agricultural territorial system or
based on the terminology of G. Pidgrushny as mono-
agricultural locality.
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HayxoBe Buanus

YACOIINUC
COLIAJIbHO-eKOHOMIYHOI reorpadii

36ipHuK Haykosux npayb

Bunyck 29

YKpaiHChKOIO, aHTIIIHCHKOIO Ta POCIHCHKOI0 MOBAMU

Komn’torepue Bepcranns — FOpiii Kanouba

[Migmucano o apyky 04.12.2020 p. ®opmar 60x84/8. [amip odceTHMiA.
Hpyk puzorpadiunuii. YM. apyk. apk. 8,2. O6i.-Bun. apk. 9,5.
Haxman 50 mp. Llina norosipHa.

Bunasenrs Ta BUTOTOBIIOBAY
XapkiBchbKu# HallloHaIbHUN yHiBepcuTeT iMeHi B.H. Kapasina
61022, XapkiB, maitnan CBobosu, 4
Ceinourso cy0’exta BugaBHuyoi cupasu JIK Ne 3367 Big 13.01.09.
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