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In the process of land utilization management there is a necessity to regularly solve urgent
contradiction. It arises by constantly increasing society needs on one hand and limitedness of existing
land acreage that is at disposal of an individual, company, public or the state on the other hand. State
economic development, increasing social needs of the society, science development and endless
increase in number of inhabitants determine the necessity to intensify utilization of land used for
agriculture and other economic activities. It is important to use land that is at disposal of each country
and that is a subject of national economy to the utmost possible return taking into consideration
development tendencies of the production technologies and changes in the market demand. Moreover,
possible alternatives regarding the way how each owner can make the use of land in the best and most
efficient way having regard of the situation in goods and service market as well as other most
important factors influencing land utilization have to be taken into consideration.

Augmentation of the intensification process of land utilization is related to the increase in the number
and amount of deals in the real estate market that was caused by subjects of economic activities which
became active under the influence of the state economic policy and due to Latvia’s joining European
Union. In the assessment of the efficiency of land utilization it is important to pay attention not only to
the economically more active Riga city region but also to the rural regions in which large cities are not
included. Therefore, within the framework of this paper the main attention is put on the differences of
the efficiency of land utilization in the regions of Latvia.

Concept of land utilization and efficiency assessment

Concept of the efficiency of land utilization can be defined in a following way:

“Efficiency of land utilization — indicator in which during a certain time period earned benefits per
one unit of the land used for a particular aim is included”.

As it can be indicated from the above mentioned definition, efficiency of the land utilization is made
by the correlation of two indicators. On one hand that is the earned benefit or the impact from the
particular piece of land that can be expressed in natural units, for instance, grain tons harvested from
agricultural lands or wood growing stock out of forest land, etc. or value terms during definite time
period. But on the other hand, it is the land acreage included in the research that had been used for
getting benefit or impact.

Economic estimation of the efficiency of land utilization can be expressed by mathematical equation
developed by the authors of this paper:
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where E¢ — efficiency of the land utilization of a particular piece of land;

LB; — benefit of i-th degree earned from the piece of land to be researched;

PLzs — acreage of the piece of land to be researched;

n — total number of benefit types that land tenant earns from the particular piece of land.

As it can be indicated from the first equation, efficiency of the land utilization is valuated by applying
benefits gained from the particular piece of land against the acreage of the piece of land from which
the benefits included in the register are earned.

Usually, there are several pieces of land at disposal of the land tenant the utilization of which is
diversified - used for different goals of economic activity. This means that the total benefit of the land
acreage or the outcome that is gained by the benefits earned as a result of the utilization of all pieces of
land. For the valuation of the return of multi-functionally used piece of land or impact the following
equation developed by the paper authors can be used:

Y (ILB)
Eze = an1 = )
> ZPL,
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where Ezp — efficiency of the utilization of the land that is at disposal of a subject of economic activity;
ZPL, — acreage of the k-th piece of land that makes total acreage of the land that is at disposal of a
particular subject of economic activity;

n — types of benefits that are earned as a result of the utilization of the piece of land;

m — number of pieces of land which are included in the piece of land to be researched.

As it can be drawn out from the second equation, the efficiency of the utilization of land that is at
disposal of the subject of economic activity can be evaluated by adding benefits which are earned from
the separate pieces of land. Within the framework of this paper, it is considered that a particular
subject of economic activity uses the land that is at his disposal and used for different purposes in
order to get maximum benefit at the same time taking into account possible land utilization risks and
other factors influencing possible benefits.

Pieces of land offered in market and those that are at disposal of subjects of national economy have
different value. It depends not only on the purpose of the land-use, mechanical structure of soil and its
fertility but also on location. Frequently, just location of the piece of land appears to be the main factor
of determining market value. That is related to the utility differentiation referring to the pieces of land
having mechanical structure of soil and fertility of the same kind. In order to include location factor in
the evaluation of the efficiency of the utilization of the piece of land, it is necessary to take into
consideration market value of the particular piece of land. For this purpose the following equation can
be used:

EZPV — k=1 i=1 (2)

where Ezpy — efficiency of the utilization of the piece of land that is at disposal of some subject of
economic activity in relation with its location;

TVz6v — market value of the unit of the piece of valued land,;

n — benefit types that are earned as a result of the utilization of the piece of land;

m — number of the pieces of land that is included in the acreage of land to be researched.
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Due to the increasing economic globalization and augmenting level of the society well-being, the issue
of the efficiency of land utilization becomes more and more topical at the government level. Each
country, when developing the policy of economic development, should take into consideration relative
or absolute limitedness of resources. Resources that are at disposal of the government are considered
to be a constant quantity to which the status of absolute insufficiency is applied. Therefore the country
has to develop such economic policy that to the highest degree would ensure efficient utilization of the
land that is at its disposal thus ensuring the achievement of the goals of economic development and
execution of the state functions.
Following assumptions for the evaluation of land-use at the government level are drawn up:
a) The entire acreage of land of the country used for the economic purposes. This means that
different sectors of national economy unite different landowners and all types of the land
utilization;
b) Lands that are at the disposal of subjects of national economy directly or indirectly
participate in the process of composing the gross domestic product;

Efficiency of the land utilization at the government level can be determined by using the following
mathematical equation developed by the authors of this article:

SPV,
E = t=1 ,
VT SLIZ+¥MZ +3BZ +3UZ +3PZ

3)

where Eyr — indicator of the land that is at the disposal of the state utilization efficiency;
PV, — added value that is earned form the t-th sector of the national economy;

> LIZ — total amount of land used for the agricultural purposes in a particular country;

> MZ — total acreage of forest land in a particular country;

> BZ — total acreage of the built-up territory in a particular country;

>'UZ — total acreage of the land under the inland water bodies in a particular country;

> PZ — amount of the land in a particular country that has remained;

s — number of sectors of national economy in a country.

Assessing the land-use efficiency at the state level, it is important to note that enlargement of the urban
territories and building of the infrastructure objects of the national economy are carried out mainly due
to the reduction of the acreage of forest lands and lands used in the agriculture. Society development
process and inconsistent directions of the economic activity create objective grounds for the regular
changes in the ways the land is used at the same time trying to maintain land utilization in the best and
most efficient way.

Land utilization for the purpose of the economic activity

In order to calculate the potential effect that can occur by facilitating land utilization in the best and
most efficient way, it is necessary to clarify the zoning of the land used for the different purposes of
the economical activity. For this reason the data from the State Land Service is used and summarized
in Table No.1. In order to get more detailed view on the land utilization in the entire country, the total
land acreage is divided by statistical regions.

Table 1
Land utilization for the different purposes of the economic activity
Land acreage in the breakdown by regions (thousand ha) Total
Indicator acreage of
Kurzeme | Latgale Pieriga Vidzeme | Zemgale | land in the
regions
The largest
amount of land 335.60 349.80 238.50 331.40 388.70 1 644.00
used for the
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agricultural
purposes
Forest lands 733.40 694.70 379.13 684.97 442.80 2 935.00
Land used for
production 3.03 4.19 4.81 3.31 3.33 18.68
purposes
Land used for
another 18.31 23.40 19.66 21.00 16.82 99.19
economic activity
Total acreage of
the land used for | 1090.34 | 1072.09 642.10 1 040.69 851.66 4 696.87
economic activity

Source —Data from the Central Statistical Bureau of the Republic of Latvia and State Land
Service, calculations made by the authors of the article

As it is illustrated by the indices included in Table 1, the largest amount of land used for agricultural
purposes is located in Zemgale region — 388.7 thousand ha that is followed by Latgale and Kurzeme
regions with respectively 349.8 thousand ha and 335.6 thousand ha used for agricultural purposes. The
smallest acreage of land used for agricultural purposes is recognized in Pieriga region — 238.5
thousand ha or 1.6 times less than in Zemgale region. The largest amount of forest lands is located in
Kurzeme region — 733.4 thousand ha, regardless of the fact that the largest amount of land used for the
agricultural purposes is located in Latgale region. Quite similar acreage of forest lands is in Latgale
and Vidzeme regions — respectively 694.7 and 684.9 thousand ha. The smallest amount of the forest
lands is located in Pieriga and Zemgale regions, respectively 379.1 and 442.9 thousand hectares. That
gives an opportunity to utilize the land in these regions in the most efficient way.

The State Land Service of Latvia separately registers the land that is developed for building-up in
order to produce different goods and according to the grouping determined in the normative acts of the
Republic of Latvia which refers to the real estate usage target group “Lands developed for building-up
production objects”. Land that is taken up by construction companies is also included in this group. As
it is indicated by the data included in Table 1, the land used for production of goods in the entire
country is rather small — 18.7 thousand hectares in total compared to 2.94 million hectares of forest
lands. The largest amount of land used for the goods production is recognized in Pieriga region — 4.82
thousand ha and Latgale region — 4.2 thousand ha or 0.02% and 0.012% of the land used for
agricultural purposes in Pieriga and Latgale regions. The smallest amount of land used for the goods
production is in Kurzeme region — 3.03 thousand ha or 0.009% of land used for agricultural purposes.
The amount of land used for the goods production in Vidzeme and Zemgale regions is comparatively
similar, respectively 3.31 and 3.33 thousand hectares.

Land described as ,,The land used for another economic activity” included in the Table 1 refers to the
following target groups of land utilization which are determined in the normative acts of the Republic
of Latvia:

- Land for the building of business objects — group No.08;
- Land for the building of communications infrastructure — group No.11;
- Land for the building of engineering supply network and objects — group No.12.

Within the framework of this article, the above mentioned target groups of the land utilization are
related to the economic activity that refers to the provision of different services to the subjects of
national economy.

As it is shown by the indices included in Table 1, the largest amount of land used for another
economic activity is recognized in Latgale region — 23.4 thousand ha or 6.66% of the land used for
agricultural purposes and in Vidzeme region — 21.0 thousand ha or 6.34% of the land used for
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agricultural purposes in entire Vidzeme. The smallest amount of land used for another economic
activity is in Zemgale region — 16.82 thousand ha or 1.97% of the land used for agricultural purposes
in Zemgale and in Kurzeme region — 18.3 thousand hectares or 5.45% of the land acreage used for
agricultural purposes in the region.

More clear idea on the land utilization in the breakdown by different types of economic activity can be
obtained by evaluating calculated comparative indices which are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2
Regional structure of the land utilization of the land used for different purposes of economic
activity
Structural division of the land in the breakdown by _
Indicator regions % TOt?I n
Kurzeme | Latgale Pieriga | Vidzeme = Zemgale regtons
The largest amount
oflandused forthe | ) 41 5y 5 1451 | 2016 = 23.64 100.00
agricultural
purposes
Forest lands 24.99 23.67 12.92 23.34 15.09 100.00
Land used for
production 16.23 22.43 25.76 17.74 17.84 100.00
purposes
Land used for
another economic 18.46 23.59 19.82 21.17 16.96 100.00
activity
Total acreage of
land used of 23.21 22.83 13.67 22.16 18.13 100.00
economic activity

Source — calculations made by the authors of the article

As it is indicated by the indices included in Table 2, the largest proportion of the land that is taken for
the production of agricultural products, forestry and other types of economic activities in the statistical
regions refers to Kurzeme region with 23.2%, Latgale region with 22.8% and Vidzeme region with
22.2%. Noticeably smaller proportion of these lands is recognized in Pieriga — 13.7% and Zemgale
regions — 18.1%.

The largest proportion of the forest land is in Kurzeme region having almost 25% of land and Latgale
region with 23.7%. The smallest proportion of forest lands is in Pieriga region — 12.9% and Zemgale
region — 15.1%. The largest proportion of the lands used for production of goods is located in Pieriga
region — 25.8% and Latgale region — 22.4%. The largest proportion of the land used for the purposes
of another economic activity is in Latgale region with 23.6% and Vidzeme region with 21.2% of the
total acreage of land that is used for different types of economic activity in the respective regions.

Economic impact of the land utilization

To determine the impact of the utilization of land that is at disposal of different agents of economic
activity, the added value produced in different sectors of the national economy as the indicators of the
outcome of the operations of companies which are included in the sectors of national economy, are
used. To ensure the utmost compliance of the accounting of added value produced in the state
economy in compliance with the defined aims of the land utilization, the sectors of national economy
are grouped in a following way according to the classifier of the economic activities NACE used in the
EU:
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a) agriculture — A01;
b) forestry and hunting - A02;
¢) production of goods in the manufacturing industries and in construction:
- Mining industry and quarry development - C;
- Manufacturing industry - D;
- Electricity, gas and water supply— E
- Civil engineering - F.
d) Other economic activities — industries from sector G to sector O which are providing
services.
Indicators of the produced added value in the regions in the breakdown by the groups of economic
activity mentioned above are summarized in Table 3.
As it can be implied from the indices included in Table 3, in Zemgale region there is the highest added
value produced in the agriculture — 59.6 million Ls and 44.7 million Ls in Vidzeme region. The
smallest amount of the added value produced is recognized in Pieriga region, it makes only 22.2
million Ls. That can be explained by the suitability of the soil for the production of agricultural
products and agricultural climatic conditions of particular region as well as by different possibilities to
use land in more efficient way.
Table 3
Added value produced in the rural regions

Indi Breakdown of the added value by regions (million Ls) Total in
ndicator Kurzeme @ Latgale Pieriga | Vidzeme @ Zemgale regions
Agriculture 23.40 35.77 22.16 44.74 59.62 185.69
Forestry 15.42 20.12 9.50 27.42 28.06 100.51
Industry and 63.13 | 79.46 24455 14047 | 87.29 614.89
construction
Service industry 177.37 244.84 515.21 268.43 212.98 1418.82
TOTAL 279.32 380.19 791.41 481.05 387.95 231991

Source —Data of the from the Central Statistical Bureau of the Republic of Latvia and
calculations made by the authors of the article

As it is illustrated by the indices included in Table 3, the highest added value produced in the
agriculture is recognized in Zemgale region — 59.6 million Ls and Vidzeme region - 44.7 million Ls.
The smallest volume of the produced added value in agriculture is in Pieriga region with only 22.2
million Ls. That can be explained by the suitability of soil for the production of agricultural products
and the appropriate agro climatic conditions of the respective regions as well as with different
opportunities to utilize the land in more efficient way.

The highest added value from the economic activity in forestry is gained in Zemgale region — 28.1
million Ls and Vidzeme region — 27.4 million Ls. The smallest amount of the added value in the
forestry is earned in Pieriga region — 9.5 million Ls or it is 2.8 times less than in Vidzeme. The highest
added value from the production of goods in the industry and construction sector is recognized in
Pieriga region where it makes 244.6 million Ls and in Vidzeme region with 140.5 million Ls or 1.7
times less in comparison to Pieriga region. The smallest amount of the added value in this group of
economic activity is established in Latgale region — 79.5 million Ls or it is 3.1 times less than in
Pieriga region.

The amount of the added value produced as a result of other economic activity relates to Pieriga region
— 515.2 million Ls and Vidzeme region — 268.4 Ls, falling behind Pieriga region almost 2 times. The
smallest amount of added value produced in the service industry is related to the economic activity in
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Kurzeme region and makes 177.4 million Ls or it is 2.9 times less than in Pieriga region and Zemgale
region with 213.0 million Ls of added value produced.

More detailed information regarding the added value produced in the regions can be received by
making calculations on the relative breakdown of the added value produced as result of economic
activity in the regions. Calculation results are summarized in Table 4.

Table 4
Regional structure of the produced added value

_ Added value broken down by regions (million Ls) Total in

Indicator Kurzeme Latgale @ Pieriga = Vidzeme @ Zemgale | regions
Agriculture 12.60 19..26 11.93 24.09 32.11 100.00
Forestry 15.34 20.02 9.45 27.28 2791 100.00
i‘;‘}l‘:g t?gl‘ll 1027 1292 39.77  22.84 1420 | 100.00
Service industry 12.50 17.26 36.31 18.92 15.01 100.00
TOTAL 12.04 16.39 34.11 20.74 16.72 100.00

Source — calculations made by the authors of the article

As it is illustrated by the indices included in Table 4, the biggest proportion of the added value
produced in agriculture is recognized in Zemgale region — 32.1% and Vidzeme region — 24.1%, but
the smallest proportion — in Pieriga region — 11.9%. The biggest part of the added value earned in
forestry activities refers to Zemgale and Vidzeme regions with respectively 27.9% and 27.3%. In this
group the smallest proportion of the added value earned is in Pieriga region that makes only 9.5% and
Kurzeme region with 15.3%.

Bigger proportion of the added value produced in the manufacturing industry and construction
business is related to the economic activity in Pieriga and Vidzeme regions, accordingly 39.8% and
22.8% but the smallest proportion is recognized in Kurzeme region - 10.3% and Zemgale region with
14.2%. Relatively bigger part of the added value produced in service industry refers to Pieriga region
and Vidzeme region, respectively with 36.3% and 18.9%. The smallest proportion of the added value
is recognized in Kurzeme region — 12.5%. This indicates that bigger opportunities for the increase of
the efficiency of the utilization of land that is at disposal of economic activity agents are in Pieriga and
Vidzeme regions where it is comparatively easier to find alternative ways of land utilization except
using it for agricultural and forestry purposes.

Diversification efficiency of the utilization of land that is at disposal of different subjects of economic
activity is calculated by using the amount of added value produced in each region per acreage unit of
the land available for a definite aim. Calculated indices of the efficiency of land utilization by using
added value as an integrated efficiency indicator in the breakdown by regions are included in Table 5.

Table 5
Efficiency indicators of the land utilization in regions
Efficiency of the land utilization in the breakdown by regions _
Indicator (thousand Ls/ha) Total in
. . regions
Kurzeme Latgale Pieriga Vidzeme Zemgale
Agriculture 69.74 102.25 92.91 135.00 153.38 112.95
Forestry 21.03 28.96 25.05 40.03 63.36 34.25
Industry and 20831.74 1896394 = 50826.16 = 42388.53 = 26204.63 | 32922.93
construction
Service industry 9 688.08 10462.21 | 26211.82 12 782.23 12 658.95 14 304.05
TOTAL 256.18 354.62 1232.54 462.24 455.52 493.93

Source — calculations made by the authors of the article
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As it is shown by the indices included in Table 5, there is a significant difference among indices of the
diversification efficiency of the utilization of land that is at disposal of different agents of economic
activity in the regions per one acreage unit located in the regions of the country. As it is established,
the highest efficiency of the land utilization is when the land is used for the production of
manufactured goods — on average in the regions it makes 32.9 million Ls/ha. In the breakdown by
regions, the highest efficiency of the land utilization is reached in Pieriga region — 50.8 million Ls/ha
and Vidzeme region — 42.0 million Ls/ha, but the lowest one is recognized in industrially less
developed Latgale region — almost 19 million Ls/ha or it is 2.7 times less in comparison with Pieriga
region.

Considerably low efficiency indices are related to the land utilization for the economic purposes in
regard to different services. In this case, the highest added value per an acreage unit is recognized in
the neighborhood region of the capital city — Pieriga region producing 26.2 million Ls/ha and Vidzeme
region with 12.8 million Ls/ha but the smallest amount of added value is recognized in Kurzeme
region — 9.7 million Ls/ha and Latgale region — 10.5 million Ls/ha, falling behind Pieriga region
correspondingly 2.7 and 2.5 times.

Land utilization for the forestry purposes shows the lowest efficiency. The lowest added value per an
acreage unit is recognized in these lands. Besides that these indices differ by regions. The highest
added value per one acreage unit available for forestry is earned in Zemgale region — 63.4 thousand
Ls/ha and Vidzeme region — 40 thousand Ls/ha. Forestry lands with the smallest efficiency are used in
Kurzeme region — 21.0 thousand Ls/ha and Pieriga region — 25.1 thousand Ls/ha.

To better understand the indices of the efficiency of land utilization in the breakdown by regions and
taking into consideration land-use in the best and most efficient way, the calculations to compare
efficiency indices by different ways of usage are made. As land utilization for the production of
agricultural products is the basis for the calculations made, therefore, all efficiency indices of the land
utilization are divided by added value produced per an acreage unit using land for the production of
agricultural products. Results of the calculations are shown in Table 6.

As it is illustrated by the indices included in Table 6, the highest efficiency of land utilization, except
for the purpose of production of agricultural produce, is possible to be reached by owners having land
in Pieriga region — on average the efficiency indicator is 13.3 times more than if the land is used for
the production of agricultural products. If there is an opportunity to use the land for the production of
the industry of manufactured goods and for construction business, the income can increase by more
than 500 times. In other regions increase results of the potential income from these industries are
relatively similar — approximately 3.4 times more in Vidzeme region and 3.7 times more in Kurzeme
region than by producing agriculture products in the respective region. Exception in this case is
Zemgale region where the alternative ways of land utilization can increase the income for almost 3
times per an acreage unit. That can be explained by considerably more efficient way of land utilization
in comparison with other regions.

Table 6
Comparison of the alternatives of land utilization
Results of the comparison of land-use alternatives '
Indicator broken down by regions TOtf‘ll m
. . regions
Kurzeme | Latgale Pieriga @ Vidzeme & Zemgale
Agriculture 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Forestry 0.30 0.28 0.27 0.30 0.41 0.30
Industry and 20871 | 185.46 @ 547.04 31400 17085 | 291.48
construction
Service industry 138.92 102.32 | 282.12 94.69 82.53 126.64
TOTAL 3.67 347 13.27 3.42 2.97 437

Source — calculations made by the authors of the article
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When interpreting the results gained as an outcome of the calculations of the increase of the
efficiency of land-use it is necessary to take into account the following circumstances that provides
alternative ways of land utilization:

a) alternative ways of land utilization are mainly determined by the location of the piece of
land and structure of the entrails of the earth;

b) the highest income can be earned by farms that have at their disposal pieces of land close
to the cities or lands with fields of unique mineral deposits;

c) diversification of the land-use is burdened by the state established order regarding the
aims of land utilization and changes in its usage.

Calculations made clearly show the attraction of the land utilization in alternative ways and
considerably higher efficiency in all regions in comparison with the land utilization for production of
agricultural produce or forestry. This means that land owners are interested in the land utilization in
other ways rather than using it for the production of agricultural products thus ensuring the land-use in
the best and most efficient way. This process is limited by objective circumstances mentioned before.
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Mote G., Vanags J. Zemes izmantoSanas efektivitites novertéSana Latvijas regionos

Zemes izmantoSanas parvaldibas procesa pastavigi nakas risinat aktualu pretrunu. To veido nemitigi augosas
sabiedribas vajadzibas no vienas puses, un valsts, sabiedribas, uzpemuma un individa riciba esosas zemes
platibas ierobezotibu no otras puses. Valsts ekonomiska izaugsme, sabiedribas pieaugosas socialas vajadzibas,
zindtnes attisttba un iedzivotdju skaita nemitiga palielinasandas nosaka nepieciesamibu intensificét
lauksaimniectba un citas saimnieciskas darbibas izmantojamas zemes platibas. Zemes izmantoSanas
intensifikdcijas procesa palielinasands saistita ar darijumu skaita un apjoma pieaugumu nekustama ipasuma
tirgil, ko izraisija saimnieciskdas darbibas subjektu aktivizésanas valsts ekonomiskas politikas ietekmé un saistiba
ar Latvijas iestasanos Eiropas Savienibd. Zemes izmantoSanas efektivitates vértésana svarigi pievérst uzmanibu
ne tikai ekonomiski aktivakajam Rigas pilsétas regionam, bet art lauku regioniem, kuros netiek iekjautas lields
pilsétas. Tapéc darba ietvaros galvend uzmaniba tiek veltita zemes izmantoSanas efektivitdtes atsSkiribam
Latvijas regionos.

Mote G., Vanags J. Efficiency assessment of the land utilization in the regions of Latvia

In the process of land utilization management there is a necessity to regularly solve urgent contradiction. It
arises by constantly increasing society needs on one hand and limitedness of existing land acreage that is at
disposal of an individual, company, public or the state on the other hand. State economic development,
increasing social needs of the society, science development and endless increase in number of inhabitants
determine the necessity to intensify utilization of land used for agriculture and other economic activities.
Augmentation of the intensification process of land utilization is related to the increase in the number and
amount of deals in the real estate market that was caused by subjects of economic activities which became active
under the influence of the state economic policy and due to Latvia’s joining European Union. In the assessment
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of the efficiency of land utilization it is important to pay attention not only to the economically more active Riga
city region but also to the rural regions in which large cities are not included. Therefore, within the framework
of this paper the main attention is put on the differences of the efficiency of land utilization in the regions of
Latvia.

Mome I'., Banazc A. Cpasnumenvhas oueHka shhekmusHocmu ucnoivb308anus 3emau ¢ pecuonax Jlameuu
B npoyecce ynpasnenus ucnonivzoeanuem 3emiu RpuUxoOumcsi NOCMOHHO Pewanms HeKomopoe npomusopeyue.
Omo npomusopeuue mexncoy NOCMOAHHO PACMYWUMU NOMPEOHOCHAMU 0bwecmsea, ¢ OOHOU CMOPOHbL, U
02PDAHUYEHHOCIbIO KOIUYECMBAd 3eMiU, KOMOPAs HAXOOUMCsl 8 PACHOPSJCEHUU 20Cy0apcmea, obuecmea,
npeonpusimus Ui UHOUSUOA — C OpyeOU CMOPOHbL. IKOHOMUYECKUN POCM 20CY0apCmeéd, 603pacmarujue
coyuanvhvle NOMpPebHOCmU 00uecmsa, pazeumue HAYKU U HenpepuléHblll POCH HACENeHUs ONpeoeisiiom
HEoOX00UMOCMb UHMEHCUPUYUPOBAHUS UCNONb308AHUSL 3eMIU 8 CENbCKOM XO035Ucmee U Opyeux o006aacmsx
xo3sticmeennol desmenvHocmu. Heobxooumocms nosviwienus uHmencusHOCMuU UCHOAb3068AHUSL 3eMIIU CEA3AHO C
POCMOM KOIUYecmea u 00bema COeNoK HA PbIHKE HeOSUNCUMOCMU, 6bl36AHHbIM AKMUeusayuel cyovbexmos
XO3AUCMEEHHOU OeSIMENLHOCMU N00 8030eliCmEUeM IKOHOMUYECKOU NOTUMUKU 20CYOAPCMBa U GCMYNieHUeM
Jlameuu 6 Esponetickuii Corw3s. Ilpu oyenke s¢hghexmusHocmu UCnonb308aHusl 3eMAU 8ANCHO NPUHUMAMb 60
BHUMAHUE He MOJIbKO CAMbLU IKOHOMUYECKU AKMUSHbLIL pecuon Jlamsuu — 2opoo Puza u ee okpecmuocmu, HO U
Ppe2uoHbl 6He OONbULUX 20P0008, CelbcKue pe2uonsl. Tlosmomy 6 cmamve OCHOBHOE GHUMAHUE YOensemcs
CPABHEHUIO 3P HEeKMUBHOCMU UCNONL30BANUSL 3eMIU 8 PA3IUYHBIX pecuonax Jlameuu.
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