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Abstract — Generally, sustainability dimension is related to a
context, timing and scale. Although the context of sustainability
can be various — either general or more specific, the timing is
oriented to the long-term, but the scale has a global nature. The
main purpose of the paper is to assess analytically the sustainable
development concept. This new approach for solving the problems
and achieving the goals of sustainable development is related to
efficiently applied systems approach that determines necessity to
amalgamate political, economical, social and ecological systems of
the state into a unified system of sustainable development. The
findings of the study show the impact of the effect of ecological
footprint and of international experience on possibilities to
evaluate sustainable development. Sustainable development
concept is open to a variety of interpretations. Comprehensive
and comparative approach, exploring sustainable development
concept in the light of global processes, leads to an experience of
measuring and finding the specific applications of the concept,
including land management field.
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|. INTRODUCTION

Sustainable development concept is discussed, analysed
and interpreted frequently in relation to different development
theories. Main context of this concept is concerned with
economic growth and its limitation, social development and
security, environmental protection, and humanly accepted
being all around the world. Thus, the sustainable development
issues are topical globally and they are becoming more and
more important interacting with challenges of 21% century.
The necessity for deliberative and new approach ensuring
sustainable development was stressed during the discussions of
International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN)
meeting in 2006 [1].

The origin of sustainable development concept emanates
from previous century when, within the framework of IUCN,
interrelation between human and nature, as well as significance
of natural resources for ensuring sustainable quality of life was
stressed in 1969. The idea of ‘limits to growth’ prevailed in the
concept of environmentalism proposed by Club of Rome’s in
1970-ies [2]. The necessity for promoting economic growth
and managing large economic activities without damaging
environment was recognised during the conference, which was
organised by UN in Stockholm in 1972 [3]. The study of IUCN
named ‘World Conservation Strategy’ was published in 1980;
the ‘Brundtland Report’ was carried out and published by the
UN commission in 1987; and the conference on environmental
and development issues was organised in Rio in 1992. Many
national governments, managing organisations of the economic
sectors, leading enterprises and different NGO’s included

guidelines, principles and liabilities of sustainable
development within their strategic planning documents for the
forthcoming years.

The content of sustainable development concept was
actualised and definition given by mentioned Brundtland
Report. In the report, sustainable development is defined as
‘development that meets the needs of the present without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
own needs’ [4; 5]. This official definition of sustainable
development is recognised as abstract and indefinite. However,
many organisations make reference to this definition and
widely include it in various documents and publications with
different interpretations. For instance, it is used by European
Commission in the report on activities of EU in 2005 [6]; by
Ministry of Environment of the Republic of Latvia in the
Conception of Sustainable Development [7], and in the
Sustainable Development Strategy of Latvia until the 2030 [8].
In the Brundtland Report, sustainable development is related to
externalities — the effect of interaction of both economics and
environment [4]. Subsequently this formulation was afforced
by UN in the World Summit in 2005. The outcome document
of this summit includes the statement that sustainable
development is concerned with three major pillars
(dimensions) — economic growth; social progress; and
environmental protection [9; 1]. Such a model of sustainable
development prescribes interaction of the mentioned three
pillars to achieve the balance of correlative matters —
equitability; bearability; and viability.

Exploring various documents and publications, it can be
stated that the concept of sustainable development, which is
implemented within this framework of the UN, has been
broadly criticised by the scientists, experts and officials.
Criticism mainly concerned the content and practical usability
of the concept. Professor of the University of Kenbridge
Adams among other problems points to ‘problem of metrics’.
He concludes in the report [1]: ‘There is no agreed way of
defining the extent to which sustainability is being achieved in
any policy programme. Sustainability and sustainable
development are effectively ethical concepts, expressing
desirable outcomes from economic and social decisions. The
term ‘sustainable’ is therefore applied loosely to policies to
express this aspiration, or to imply that the policy choice is
‘greener’ than it might otherwise be...”. Thus, the issue of
specific criteria and indicators of sustainable development
became topical for the purpose to measure and compare the
goals and objectives stated in various policy planning
documents, programmes, and projects. Otherwise, the
theoretical statements on sustainable development and
determined priorities will not be related to the implementation
of practical decisions.
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This study focuses on analysis of sustainable development
concept and its detailed interpretation. The research
hypothesis: sustainable development concept is related to
political economic context and global nature primarily, and its
analytical assessment leads to understanding various
interpretations and finding the specific applications of the
concept. Thus, the aim of the study is to make analytical
assessment of sustainable development concept to identify its
nature, possibilities of measuring and application in the land
management field. The following tasks are addressed to
achieve the set aim: 1) explore the effect of ecological
footprint; 2) gain a cross-border experience on possibilities to
measure sustainable development; 3) find out the sustainability
dimension in the land management field.

The methodology of this study is closely related to the
tasks that are set to achieve the aim of the research, thus
historical and logical approach, comparative analysis and
synthesis methods are employed.

I1. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Influence of society upgrowth to sustainable
development

Practical usability of sustainable development concept,
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Fig.1. World’s EF and possible scenarios of its growth
Source: Global Footprint Network [11]

Fig.1 shows explicitly upturned growing trend of EF with
insignificant deviations from linear function. Regular increase
of consumption of natural resources led to the area of 1.25
globes that was needed to revive the utilised natural resources
in 2010. There will be the need for the area of entire 2 globes,
if the intensity of use of renewable natural resources is not
reduced by 2040. The model of previous changes gives more
detailed notion of the composition of EF.

Assessing the changes of EF worldwide during the period
of time from 1960 to 2005 [12], it is recognised that the world
population utilised nearly 60% of total amount of Earth’s
biological capacity at the beginning of 1960-ties. It means that
during the same time for producing of consumed goods and
services by world’s population, approximately 45% of the
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and its interpretation and extrapolation is not unambiguous,
therefore it runs into diverse problems, including political
ones. Sustainable development cannot be an end in itself, but it
has to be directed towards enhancing of common public
benefits globally. Main worldwide development problems are
related to satisfaction of primary needs of increasing
population in the conditions of economic globalisation, when
the land resources decrease, environmental degradation
intensifies, and the amount of consumed natural resources
exceeds the potential of renewables’ usage gradually.

Development of society creates externalities that influence
the environment in an integrated way. This influence may be
seen as ecological footprint (EF). EF reflects the biologically
productive land and sea area needed for provision of resources
that one global inhabitant uses on the average when acquiring
necessary goods and services. Global hectare is a measure unit
of EF. This unit is calculated taking into account the utilised
resources during the year and productive areas of lands and
waters needed for production of these resources [10].

The influence of global economy on the environment and
natural resources is reflected in the model in Fig.1.

2020 2030

2050

2040 2060

produced renewable natural resources remained unused, and
thus left for the needs of future generations. The situation
changed substantially in 2005, when the Earth’s biological
capacity was exceeded for about 30%. Considering the growth
of the volume of consumed goods and services, the parity of
demand and supply was achieved — green horizontal line in the
model, in the late 1980-ies, so it sustained for 35 years.

During the following years the Earth’s biological capacity
and revivability of natural resources was behind the amount of
consumed resources during the year, thus the world’s
population more and more lived at the costs of next
generations. This also means that the population of world’s
poorest countries has fewer possibilities to get access to food,
drinking water and other necessary means of existence. The
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world’s EF came to 17.5 billions of gha, so — 2.7 ha per
world’s inhabitant on average, but the reviveability of natural
resources, and thus the supply of the resources, covers the EF,
which doid not exceed 2.1 gha in 2005. It clearly demonstrates
the renunciative attitude of world’s politicians to the idea of
sustainable development and its implementation in practice for
their own merits. These issues are discussed at various
conferences, but the danger of natural calamities increases
annually, thus the strain increases among the people in
different parts of the world.

To maintain the balance of demand and supply of the natural
resources, the scientists of Riga Technical University proposed
possible solutions on the basis of estimations [10]:

a) the world’s population has to reduce an amount of
consumed goods and services by at least 23.2%,
taking into account the level of consumption in
2005;

b) the Earth’s biological capacity has to be increased
by 28.6%.

Possible solutions for the purpose of preservation of the
reviveability of natural resources should consider the global
nature of sustainable development problems, as well as point at
the necessity for the individuals to refuse a considerable
proportion of satisfaction of their needs. Increasing the Earth’s
biological capacity means remarkable enlargement of
productive territories: land and water, which contribute to
formation of renewable natural resources. However, this
enlargement most probably will occur because of both the
efficient usage of the resources (labour, technology, etc.) and
effective growth of each country. It will facilitate solving of
sustainable development problems to a certain extent.
Unfortunately, assessing the changes of EF worldwide from
the Living Planet Report 2010 [13], it is recognised that in
2007, the most recent year for which the data are available,
humanity used the equivalent of 1.5 globes to support its
activities. In other words, now it takes a year and six months
for the Earth to absorb the CO, emissions and regenerate the
renewable resources that people use during one year. Carbon
dioxide is the major driver to ecological overdraft. Admittedly,
the people are indolent to change their habits and limit their
needs. However, wilful disability of the humans to discover
competitive replacement of petroleum products during many
decades can be seen as the major technological backwardness.
Professor Adams mentioned above is just one of the
scientists, who propose the necessity of a new approach to the
purpose of implementation of sustainable development.
Scientists of Riga Technical University offer a new definition
as particular solution of the global problems — overexploitation
of natural resources and elimination of Earth’s biological
capacity in the framework of national dimension [10]. Thus,
according to this new approach, ‘sustainable development’ is
defined as ‘stable way of development of socially economic
system, which keeps the balance among consumed goods
within the system and the increase of biological resources in
the corresponding period of time, when exchange between the
end products and resources exists on the basis of ecologically
appropriate  prices’. Such exposition of sustainable
development issue is aimed at the achievement, assessment
and comparison of set indicators for a particular period of time.

Thus, sustainability is related with self-dependence of
economic operation and freedom in the specific legal
environment. Foreign trade of the natural resources can
influence sustainable development of the appropriate country
substantially because of possible benefits that may come from
comparative advantages. However, cross-border transactions
often promote well-being growth of one country at the costs of
another country. Hence the above stated ecologically
appropriate prices are related to the prices of exchanged
resources that are compatible with the economically and
ecologically grounded costs, which are necessary for the
biological renewal of the resources in the appropriate country.

2. Measuring sustainable development

Joint UNECE/OECD/Eurostat Working Group on
Statistics for Sustainable Development was established in
2005. The aim of the working group was to identify usable
concepts and experience that would help national governments
and international organisations to develop the indicator sets of
sustainable development. Working group prepared the report
‘Measuring sustainable development’ in 2008 [14]. The report
is concerned with the conceptual framework for evaluation of
sustainable development on the basis of capital approach. It
includes identified indicator sets that are embraced into data
systems of 22 countries, and comes forward with a small set of
indicators for the purpose of making cross-border comparisons
(form small set to core set) as research proposal. 27 indicators,
which were common only to 10 indicator sets, were selected as
a result of the analysis.

Assessing the results of the analysis, which are included
into the report, it can be concluded that the identified indicator
sets and selected official social economic indicators could be
used for cross-border comparisons. However, it has to be
admitted that the official data of the surveyed countries are
determined using different methodologies and context.
Similarly, the insight of sustainable development issues is
distinctive to the creators of particular indicators. Thus, the
objective detection and usage of available indicators for cross-
border comparisons need preliminary studies. Furthermore, as
stated in the report — ‘the number of national sustainable
development indicators in the countries, for which comparative
analysis was possible, ranged from 12 to 187 with component
indicators taken into account. In some cases, the indicators
were found embedded in national policy frameworks and in
others in separate indicator reports’ [14]. France has the least
number of indicators — 12. Inspecting data about the Baltic
countries, it is recognised that Lithuania has 75 indicators,
Estonia — 95, but Latvia has the most — 187(!) indicators. In
general, it increases data administration costs and diminishes
the efficiency of data usage.

It can be concluded that the approach to measuring of
sustainable development is being seen as formal and over
distinctive in the global context. Therefore, it would be more
proper to conclude a mutual agreement on sustainable
development concept and use a unified methodology and
indicators according to the context of the study that should be
enforced by binding document, in the same way as it was done
establishing the system of national accounts by the UN in
1993.
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Standing apart from specific indicators that characterise
sustainable development in the report [14], the most common
sustainable development indicator themes and number of
indicator sets that were found® (given in brackets) in policy-
based sets have been selected:

= management of natural resources (24);

= climate change and energy (21);

= sustainable consumption and production (20);
= public health (19);

= social inclusion (19);

= education (19);

= socio-economic development (18);

= transport (16);

= good governance (16);

= global dimension of sustainable development (16);
= research & development, innovation (15).

The above mentioned indicator themes represent three
dimensions of sustainable development that are included into
the model of ‘Brundtland Report’. Thus, these indicator themes
should form the interaction of measurable indicators for the
purpose to achieve the preferable balance for assessment and
implementation of sustainable development. Examining the
indicator themes, it is obvious that institutional issues have a
meaningful role in achieving the necessary balance.

European Commission maintains the statistics for
monitoring the EU sustainable development strategy.
Sustainable development indicators are available in an online
database and published in a report by Eurostat every two years
[15]. These indicators are presented in 10 themes. Eurostat
provides data of more than 100 indicators, currently 11 have
been identified as headline indicators. They are intended to
give an overall picture of whether the EU has achieved
progress in sustainable development in terms of the objectives
and targets defined in the strategy. For a more complete picture
it is necessary to look at the progress of all indicators within a
theme [15].

The evaluation of the progress since 2000 based on the
headline indicators shows a rather mixed picture. Comparing
the indicator themes of the Eurostat [15] and the report [14], it
can be concluded that Eurostat provides data about
‘demographic changes’, but does not provide data on
‘education’ and ‘R&D, innovation’. Monitoring report of the
EU sustainable development strategy of 2009 shows the
progress towards sustainable development in the EU. Thus,
changes between 2000 and 2008 look rather favourable for
‘GDP per capita’ (socio-economic development theme) and
‘resource  productivity’  (sustainable consumption and
production theme). These two indicators are interconnected,
thus resource productivity is GDP divided by domestic
material consumption (DMC). DMC measures the total amount
of materials directly used by an economy. It is defined as the
annual quantity of raw materials extracted from the domestic
territory of the focal economy, plus all physical imports minus
all physical exports. It is important to note that the term
"consumption" as used in DMC denotes apparent consumption
and not final consumption. DMC does not include upstream
flows related to imports and exports of raw materials and

! Themes that appeared in 10 or more indicator sets [14]
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products originating outside of the focal economy. Although
the changes show that the use of resources in terms of DMC is
growing at a slower annual rate than GDP, these indicator
themes do not reflect how much natural resources have left
over, and what is revivability capacity of these resources.

The ‘good governance’ theme contains no headline
indicator as no indicator was judged to be sufficiently robust
and policy-relevant to provide a comprehensive overview of
the good governance concept.

I11. CONCLUSION

The concept of well-being has much potential for measuring
sustainable development if it is broadened beyond its
traditional scope of economics, as it has been stressed in the
report. Thus, for measuring sustainable development, well-
being is seen as function of consumption in the broadest sense
possible that include the enjoyment of any good or service,
including things provided by nature like forests, water or
beauty of landscape. Assessing current approaches to
measuring sustainable development, it can be concluded that
well-being of inhabitants is understood differently, and the
concept of sustainable development is interpreted differently in
different countries.

Sustainability refers to the future-oriented changes, therefore,
there is a necessity to achieve in future what lacks or is not
achieved today, including positive changes in the minds of the
people. The challenges of sustainable development have to be
solved through mutual agreements among participating
countries about particular objectives on the global scale.

The tendency of EF growth points out to the fact that there are
no potentialities of GDP growth without assessment of both the
resources, which are needed for ensuring it, and the following
probable increase of the consumption level in the future.
Obviously, it is essential to reduce rapidly the consumption of
the resources, and consequently of EF. Thus, unreasonable
consumption must be eliminated and the level of consumption
should be controlled. Both the growth of GDP and the level of
well-being of population have to be achievable taking care
about the renewability of necessary resources in adequate
extent and quality. Respectively, saving and reasonable usage
of natural resources has become of particular importance. For
instance, innovative knowledge based and sustainable
technologies play a significant role, when prospecting the
alternative substitute to petroleum products.

Various research papers are concerned with studies analysing
how much biodiversity costs. Thus, it is a recognised opinion
that the ecosystems whose goods and services are consumed
directly may be evaluated in monetary terms. However, such
systems form the smallest part, because studies have shown
that the major part of ecosystems’ goods and services, which
are provided by 'ecological chains', are not directly used in
consumption. Thus, considering also the tendency for EF
growth, it can be reasonably assumed that the value of Earth’s
ecosystems and biodiversity is at least double the value that is
produced by world’s economics.

Official statistical data of national data systems have to be
selected using unified methodology and indicators. Availability
of these data has to be provided by single database, for
instance, Eurostat database. Thus, it would be possible to
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develop the indicator sets according to unified criteria or

indicator themes that would contribute to unambiguous cross-

border comparisons of particular data and assessments of

sustainable development.

The findings of the study expose a political economic context

and global nature of the sustainable development concept.

Many interpretations and applications of this concept are

aimed at solving the problems based on both the political

willingness and decision making issues. Land management can

be seen as context for application of sustainable development

concept. Therefore, determination of the unified criteria and

indicator system would form the necessary preconditions for

sustainable use of land resources, balancing spatial

development on the one hand, and preservation and

reviveability of natural resources on the other hand.
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Armands Auzins, Janis Vanags. llgtspéjigas attistibas jédziena analitisks izvérteéjums

Ilgtspgjigas attistibas jédziens biezi tiek apspriests, analiz€ts un interpretéts saistiba ar dazadam attistibas teorijam. ANO komisija 1987.gada publicgja
~Bruntlandes zinojumu”, kura “ilgtsp&jiga attistiba” ir definéta ka “attistiba, kura apmierina Sodienas vajadzibas, neierobezojot nakamo paaudzu iespgjas vinu
vajadzibu apmierina$ana”. Saja zinojuma “ilgtsp&jiga attistiba” tiek saistita ar blakusefektiem — ekonomisko procesu un apkartgjas vides mijiedarbibas efektiem.
Tadgjadi ilgtspéjiga atfistiba ietver tris galvenos pilarus jeb dimensijas — ekonomisko izaugsmi, socilo drosibu un vides aizsardzibu. Sads ilgtspgjigas attistibas
modelis raksturo minétas tris dimensijas, lai nodro$inatu lidzsvaru starp savstarpgji atkarigam substanc€m — taisnigumu, pacie$amibu un dzivotsp&ju. Tomér
daudzu valstu attiecigo politiku pamatnostadnes atskirigi noteikti sasniedzamie merki (izpildamie raditaji), lai rezultativi varétu novertét ilgtsp€jigas attistibas
modeli ietverto substancu lidzsvarotibu. Izvert&jot pasreizgjas pieejas ilgtspéjigas attistibas noteikSana (izmériSand), var secinat, ka iedzivotaju labklajiba tiek
izprasta dazadi un ilgtsp&jigas attistibas jedziens dazadas valstis tiek lietots daudzas interpretacijas. Jauna pieeja problému risina$ana un ilgtsp&jigas attistibas
mérku sasniegSana ir saistama ar efektivi piemérotu sistémisku pieeju, kas nosaka nepiecieSsamibu apvienot valsts politisko, ekonomisko, socialo un ekologisko
sistému vienota ilgtsp&jigas attistibas sistéma. P&tfjuma secinajumi atklaj ekologijas ietekmi uz apkartgjo vidi un starptautisko pieredzi ilgtspgjigas attistibas
noveértésana. Visaptvero$a un uz salidzindgjumiem balstita pieeja ilgtspgjigas attistibas koncepcijas izpéte, nemot véra globalos procesus, parada jédziena veérteésanas
(izmériSanas) un specifiskas pielietosanas pieredzi, tai skaita zemes parvaldibas joma. Zemes parvaldibu var uzskatit par jomu ilgtspgjigas attistibas jédziena
pielietojamibai. Tad&jadi vienotu krit€riju un raditaju sistémas noteiksana veidotu zemes resursu ilgtsp&jigas izmantosanas priek$noteikumus, lidzsvarojot telpisko
attistibu un dabas resursu saglabasanu un sp&ju atjaunoties.

Apmanjc Aysunbii, SIauc Banarc. AHaIMTHYeCKAsl OLEHKA KOHIENIMHU YCTOIYHBOIO Pa3BHTHS

KoHIenmus ycToHuMBOro pa3BUTHs 4acTO 00CYXkKIaeTcsi, aHAIN3UPYETCs M HHTEPIPETHPYETCsS B KOHTEKCTE Pasin4HbIX Teopuil pasutus. Komuccus OOH B
1987 rony omy6mukoBana "Panopt BpyHtianaeca", B koTopoM "ycTOHuMBOE pa3BHUTHE" ONPEAENICHO Kak "pa3BUTHE, KOTOPOE YIOBJIETBOPSET MOTPEOHOCTH
CETONHAIIHEro JHs, HEOTPAaHUUMBAsI BO3MOXKHOCTH OYIYIIMX ITOKOJCHHI B yIOBJIETBapeHHE HX MOTpeOHOoCTel”. B aToM coobuienny "ycroitunBoe pa3utne"
CBSI3BIBACTCS C MOOOPOYHBIMH (P (eKTaMu — SIBICHUSIMU B3aHMOJCHCTBHS IKOHOMHYECKHX MPOLECCOB M OKpYXaromel cpexsl. TakuMm 00pa3oM, ycTOHIHBOE
pa3BHUTHE 3aKII0YaeT B ceOe TPeXu IIaBHbIC CTONIIA HIIM Pa3MEPHOCTH — SKOHOMUYECKHUIT POCT, COLHabHAast 6e30IIaCHOCTh U OXpaHa OKpYysKaromiei cpembl. Takast
MOJIENb YCTOWYHBOIO PasBUTHS XapaKTepuU3yeT YyKasaHHbIE TPU Pa3MEPHOCTH, YTOObI OOECIEYHTh PABHOBECHE MEXKIY B3aHMHBIMH, HO 3aBUCHMBIMH
CYOCTAQHIIMSIMH — CIIPaBEUTMBOCTHIO, YMEPEHHOCTBIO U JKH3HECIIOCOOHOCTBIO. TeM He MEHee, B COOTBETCTBYIOIINX OCHOBHBIX NOCTAQHOBJICHUSIX MHOTHX CTpaH
Pa3IMYHO OIpPEIENeHBI JOCTHXKUMBIC IIENH (MCIOJHUMBIC TIOKA3aTelH), YTO MOMOIJIO OBl Pe3yIbTaTHBHO ONPEACIHTh YPaBHOBEIICHHOCTh CyOCTaHINH, KOTOpBIE
BKJIIOYEHBI B MOJIEJIb YCTOMYMBOrO pa3ButHs. OleHHBas TEIEpPEIIHNe HOAX0/bl IS ONpeaeacHNs (M3MEPEHHs) YCTOHYNBOrO Pa3BUTHS, MOXKHO C/ENaTh BBIBOJ,
4TO GJIATOCOCTOSHUE HACENCHUS MOHUMAETCS MO-Pa3sHOMY, M KOHIICMIUS yCTOHYMBOrO Pa3BUTHS B HACTOSIEE BPEMs HCIOIB3YIOTCS B PAa3MYHBIX CTPaHAaxX B
MHOYKECTBO MHTepHpeTanusx. HOBBIH MOIXOA K pelIeHHIo MpoOiIeM U Leleil YCTOHIMBOro pa3BHTHs 00bsACHsAETCS J(P(EKTHBHBIM NPUMEHEHHEM CHCTEMHOTO
MOIXO0/1a K ONPEACNICHHIO HEOOX0JUMOCTH KOHCOIMIAIMH UX ITOJTUTHIECKUX, DKOHOMHYIECKHX, COLIHANIBHBIX H 9KOJOTHYECKHX PAMOK ULl yCTOWYNBOTO Pa3BUTHS
B OJHOIT cucTeMe. Pe3ybTaThl HCCIIEIOBAHMS MOKA3BIBAIOT BO3JCIHCTBIE EKOJIOTHYECKOTO Cliefia Ha OKPYKAIOUIYI0 CPELY U MEXKIAYyHAPOAHOTO OIBITA B OLCHKE
YCTONYMBOrO pa3BuTHs. KOMIUIEKCHBIII M CpaBHUTEIBHBIN MOAXOJ IS OLECHKHM KOHIEMIMH YCTOHYMBOTO PA3BUTHs, B CBSI3M C INIOOAIbHBIMH IMIPOLECCAMH,
MIOKa3bIBAaeT OMBIT OLCHKU (M3MEPEHNUs) KOHILEIIMH U OIBIT CHEelH(pHIECKOro e MPUMEHEHHUs, B TOM 4YhCie B chepe ynpaBieHHs 3eMEBHBIMH PECYpCaMH.
VipaBneHre 3eMelbHBIME PECYpcaMi MOKHO PAacCMaTpUBaTh Kak 00JacTh NMPUMEHEHUs KOHIEMIMH YCTOHYMBOTO PasBUTHA. TakuM oOpa3oM, OIpeseIeHHe
CHCTEMBbI OOLINX KPUTEPHEB W TIOKasaTeleil CocoOCTBOBAIO Obl K CO3MAHHIO YCIOBHI JUIsl YCTOIYMBOIO KCIIONB30BAHUS 3EMEIBHBIX PECYPCOB, a TAKKe
cOaJIaHCHPOBAaHHOTO TEPPUTOPHAIEHOTO PA3BUTHS H COXPAHEHHS IPUPOIHBIX PECYPCOB U UX CIIOCOOHOCTH K pereHeparym.
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