
.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 149

 631.1 
.,  

 
.,  

., ,  
., ,  © 

 
. .  

 
 

 
  

. ,  
, :  

,  
,  

,  
 ( ); ,  

 
,  

;  
.  

 
, , 

 
   

.  
 

,  
. 

: , ,  
, ,  

,   
. 

 
.  

.  
. ,  

 
.  

                                                
© ., ., ., ., 2012 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 150

 ,  
, , .  

. 
 

.  
, , ,  

.  –  
 
 
 

.  
. ,    

.  
,  

, . 
:  

- ,    
 

;  
- ;  
- ;  
- ;  
- , ;  
- ; 
- .  

 
, ,  

,  
. : 

-  
;  

-  
; 

-   , 
;  

- ;  
- ;  
-  

;  
-   ;  
- ;  
-  

;  
- .  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 151

 
:  

1. .  
2. . 
3. . 
4. .  

.  
,  

.  
,  

) . (  – 
,  – , ,  – , 

,  – ,  – , , 
 – ).  

. ,  
. , 

 
.   

 
,  

 - 
 

, . 
,    

  , .  
 

,   ,  
  .  

,  ( , 
, .),  

.  
, .  

. , ,  
,  

.  
,  

, ,  
,  

.  «  
». 

,  ( .) ,  
, .  

 
.  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 152

 
, .  

 
. 

.  
, :  

,  
; ; 

 - , 
; ; 

, ; ; 
;  

 
;  

 - ;  
. 
,  

: 
 - ,  

 
, ,  

, , , ; 
- , 

, ,      
; 

-  
, .  

 
. (  

. ,  
, . ,  

, ,  
); 

- ,  
,  

   
,  

; 
- , . 

, 
. .  
, .  

 
; 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 153

-    
. 

 
   

. 
 

,  
. 

.  
 

, . ,  
 1 ,  

, . 
 70-80 %  

.  ,  ,  ,   
. ,  
. ,  

,  
, ,  

. 
 1 

 
 (  1 ; ) 

 
 

 
 

1990 . 1999 . 2000 . 2005 . 2010 . 

 83 68 33,1 33 39 52,0 
 380 373 209,9 199 226 206 

,  290 272 163 166 238 290 
 20 18 7,2 8 14 14,5 

 101 141 121,8 125 124 111,7 
 124 131 121,9 135 136 128 

 
 161 103 95,9 102 120 144 

,  90 47 22,1 29 37 48 
 38 50 32,6 37 38 37,9 

 13 12 8,9 9 14 14,6 
 

 (  
),  500 . ,  1 .  

.  
, , .  

,  
, .  

 ( . 1).  
. 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 154

, ,  25,3  17,0% , 
,   

 6,0, 6,7  8,9% .  
 

 (56%),  —  (48,1%). 
, ,  78%  

; 
13,5% ; 6% —  

 3% — .  
 1, 10 % ,  

.  1800 .  (12% )  
. 71 %  

, .  

 1.  
 

,  
. ,  

 
. ,  

 ( ),  
,  ,  ,   

. ,  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 155

 
,  

, -
.  

, , ,  
,  

,   XV  –  XV  
.  XV .,  

 ( ) – 
,  

 (  2). 
 

1790-1830 .

1999 . - …

1830-1880 . 1880-1940 .

1980-2040 .

IV V VI

1940-1980 .
 

 2.  ( ) 
 

,  1770–1830 ., 
 

.  
. 

 (1830–1880 .)  
,  

.  
. 

 (1880–1940 .)  
,  

,  
, . 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 156

 (1940–1980 .)  
, ,  

, .  
, , , ,  

, , .  
, , 

 80- . .  
, , , ,  

, , .  
, , 

.  
.  

,  
 - .  

, 
,  

,  
.  

 
.  

 
 

, ,  
.  

, 
  , , ,  

, . 
, ,  

-  (5-  6- )  
 10 %,  6- ,  

,  
 (  2).  53 %  

, 3-    40 % —  4- . 
 

:  70%  4-  23% — 5-  
. : 60% 

— 4-  30% — 3-  (  — 90%),  5-  
 8,6%. , , ,  

 10–15 , : 75%  3-  
 20%  4,5% —  4-  5-  

.  (  
) 83%  3-  

 10% —  4-  [7, . 351–352]. 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 157

 2 
 

 
  

 
 

 

 
 

III  
 49-53% 

, , 
, 

,  

IV 

-  
: , 

, 
, , 

 

40%  

V 

- : 
 

, , 
 

6-8% 
, 
, 
 

 

: 
, , 

 
 

1-3% 
, , 

, 
 

 
, , 

:  ,   
, ; ,  

; , , .  
, , , ,  

, « »,  
 « ».  

,  -  
,  

,  ( . 3,4).  
 

 ( )  
. 

 ( . 3, 4)  
,  

: , 
, , , , 

, ,  
, .  

 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 158

 

 
. 3. ,  

 
 ( . 3),  

 – ,   
,  ( )  

.  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 159

 
. 4. , ,  (  

) 
 (  

, , )  ( ) ( . 4).   
  , ,  

,    
. , ,  

.   
   ( . 3)  

 ( . 4),   ,  
     « », 
.  

,  – , , , 
, ,  

. , 
,  

.  
, ,  

, ,  
. . 

 
. 
 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 160

. ,  
, .  

. . ,  
, ,  

 114-117 . , , 
92-94 . 

 - ,  
. 

.  
 

 - ,  
.  

  
, 

 - . .  
 

, , .  
.  

 
, .  

, 
, . 

 – ,  
, , ,  

, . 
   

, ,  
.  

,  
. , , , 

, .  – , , , , 
 
 

. 
. 

, ,  
, , .  

 
, , ,  

. ,  
,  

.  
,  

. 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 161

,  
. , , 

. ,  
 

,   
. , . 

. , , 
? 

, , ,  
.  - !  

 
. 

,  
 –  ( ).  

.  
60 % ,  

.  
, .   . -

 
. ,   

. 
.  

.  
. ,  

,  
,  

. ,  , ,  
 –  

,   
! ,  

.  
.  

 
,  

. 
,  

,  
.  

 
:  - ,  

, , . ,  
.  

, . ,  
,  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 162

, .  
.  

. , ,  
, . ,  

 99,5 % .  – 
, , , ,  

 
. ! ,  

,    
! , ,  

,  
,  28 % . ...  

, , 
. ,  „ “ 

,  
.  

,  „ “  „ ,“ 
 

, 
, .  

,  
, . 

  : „  
? ?  

, ?...   
,  No-till, .  

 – » : «  
 -  

. , , 
,  

. 
, , ,  

». !  
, , ,  -  

,  75-85 % 
.  -  - .  

. - 
. ,  
.  „ “? 

 - 
:  - .  « » 

, , ,  
». .  –  

 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 163

?  , , 
, . 

,  
, . , 

,     
, . 

 (XXX – XXVII . .)  
,  250  

 300   .  
,  .  ,   

, .  
. ,   .  

, ,  ( , ), 
 ... !  

 – : .  
. :  XX 

. 
 

, , ,  
» ,   

 80 .  
, .  

.  
, .  

. ,  
.  

.  
 ( )  8 

. 
 (1856) ,  

,  - , 
.  150 

.  -  (N), 
 (P),  (K) . , ,  

.  
. , 

 « »... 
,  1727 ,  

. :  
, ,  80 .  

 2,35 .  
... .  

,  –  68 .  
, ?... . 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 164

, .  
80 , -79  944 . ,  

 56 . 
. 

, ,   
... ,  99,93%  

, !  
 -  

? , , 
, ? 

.  
. ...  

, ?...  
? ?  

?... ? ,  
, , , ?  

?  
, , 

,  
. 

. , ,  
...  

, .  
  , .  

, . ,   
  . ?    

,  „ “   -  .   
 „ “ . , ,  

, .  
.  

.  
, . , . 

, . , 
 „ “ ( ). : 

.  
, , , , . , 

, ». ,  
.  
. .  20 

. , , 
 

. ,  
, , , ...  

, .  - , , . 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 165

, “ ” ,  
, .  

! .  „ “!  
,  

, !  
, !  (  – ) –  

,  
.  -  
.  „ “  

,  
. .  

.  
, . ,  

. ?  –  „ “ 
, , .  

, .  – 
,  . 

 – .  
,  

 „ “  
.  

,  
, .  
,  ,  ,   

 „ “. , 
,  

,   
.  

 - ,  
.  - , 

, ,  
. 

,  
. 

,  
.  

 
.  

,  
.  -  

,  
 .  

, . ,  - 
 



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 166

,  
.  

. ,  
. ,  

,  
.  

 
,  

,  
, , . 

, ,  (  
), . 

 - .  
 1 %  200 .  

 0,5 .  -  
.  

. 
, ,  

, , , .  
 

,  
 . , 

,  
, .  

. .  
.  

. 
 

 -  
. .  „  - 

“,  „ “ ( , ) .  
,  

. , .  
, . 

 – ,  
.  

,  
. .  

... 
. „  - “ - 

. ,  
.  

.  
, ,  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 167

.  
, ,  

, ,  
. , .  

 
, , ., , 

, .  
.  - , , 

, .  
,  

. 
. 

1. - 
,  

.  – . 
2.  

: 
– : -  

; -  
; -  
; -  

, ; -  
; -  

,  
; - ; -  

,  
; - 

; - , , , 
, - , ; - 

.  
– : -  

,  
; -  

 
; -  

,    
; -  

, ; -  
. 

– :-  
,   

; -  
,  



.               14  3 (53)  4, 2012 

 168

; - , 
.  

3.  
 –  

,  
, %:  

 - 95;  -  80;   -  80;  
 ( ) -   85;  

 ( )  -    90;   
 -   80;  -  95;  

-   85.  
  

. 
 

1.  8 
 2005  2863-IV. 

2.  
.  SoW 

– AnGR FAO,  2001. – c. 192. 
3.  

 
 (FAO, ICAR, 

Interbull, RASFF, HACCP, ISO).  
4.  

 8  2012  «  
»  389/2012.  

5. . ., . ., . .  
 // . . .- . . VIII (XXIX) «  

». ., , 2006.- . 12-15. 
6. . - 

. 
/ , 2009.- 187 . 

7. :  /  
. . . . .: . .; , 2003. — 

1008 . 
Summary 

Materials of the article are displayed by the pressing questions of food safety of 
the state. Next to other factors, come forward the source of threat of national safety: 
settlement of the landed relations and rational land-tenure, forming of market of 
earths of agricultural purpose, legal and technical registration of right of ownership 
and using earth, providing of guarantees of defence of rights for the proprietors of 
the landed stakes (shares); agrarian market, conditioning, development for opening 
of potential agrarian a sector for providing of necessities of population of Ukraine in 
food, claim of role of Ukraine, as an important exporter of agrarian products; 
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protecting of internal market is from the supply of off-grade and dangerous food 
products. Such approach is caused sharpening of problems of providing of population 
food stuffs in connection with global natural-climatical changes, limitation of the 
landed and water resources, world price advance on mineral fertilizers and all 
greater use, in the world  of agricultural raw material for the production of 
alternative types of fuel. Actuality of providing of food safety is determined not only 
the level of production of food stuffs per capita and by backlogs but also degree of 
providing of economic availability of normative consumption of food per capita.  

Keywords: national safety of country, population, deficit of food resources, 
exhaustion of earths, maintainance of agricultural earths, economic availability of 
normative consumption of food, per capita.  
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